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1894. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lask the Senator from Missouri if it is not 
now advisable to strike out paragraph 2138a? 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator from California. [ 
had intended to make the motion to strike out the present par- 
agraph 213a and make the next paragraph 213a. 

“Mr. ALLISON. 
rants under the general clause of 20 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. No; it will not. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; it will make currants 14 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator refers to the words “ including 
Zante currants” in paragraph 217. I undersvand that currants 
are 4) per cent ad valorem in paragraph 213a, and Zante cur- 
rants in paragraph 217 are a cent and a half a pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. By striking out paragraph 213a, Zante cur- 
rants will be left at a cent and a halfa pound. Zante currantis 
the commercial name for almost all the currants which come 
from the Levant, from Turkey, and from Greece. IT think the 
word *‘Zante” should be stricken out, and the word ‘‘ dried” 
substituted therefor. That would embrace all varieties of cur- 
rants. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam not sure whether that would put them 


on the free list or in the basket clause at 20 per centad valorem, | 


because the designation ‘‘ Zante currants ” only includes one kind 
of currants. I care nothing about it. 
on the free list, or to make them all half a cent a pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the Senator desire to make them all 
half a cent a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. Whether green or dried. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Missouri proposes to 
strike out clause 213a, I shall have something to say about it. 
If he leaves it as itis, after the vote just taken, I shall say no 
more about it. What is the question now pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
please state his proposition. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 213a, lines 8 and 
9, on page 48, and to make the next paragraph 213a instead of 
213d. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that motion I desire tosubmit some re- 
marks. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri intend to place 
currants anywhere else in the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse they willcome under the basket clause. 
It does not change the duty. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, the vote taken when I was 
absent temporarily fixing a duty of 14 cents a pound on Zante 
currants seems to me a gross injustice to a country with which 
we have considerable commerce, and with which we have an in- 
creasing commerce. 

I have some facts, which I have received from the represent- 
atives of that Government in respect to Zante currants. If the 
statements are true—and I have no doubt they are, because they 
are verified from the market quotationsin the city of New York— 
it is a grossly outrageous duty on what is commonly called the 
raisin of the poor. The statement I have shows conclusively 
that Zante currants are now quoted in the market of New York 
at about 1? centsa pound. This, therefore, would be a duty of 
125 per cent upon Zante currants, which are imported in large 
quantities, and which are used mainly by the poor people in 
their puddings, etc., as a substitute for raisins. Large quanti- 
ties of currants of that kind are imported. I shall read what is 
said here in a communication which I have before me: 

CONSULATE-GENERAL OF GREECE, 
33 SOUTH WILLIAM STREET, 
New York, May 12, 1894. 

Sie: In the tariff amendments just presented in the United States Senate 
(article 217), I notice that a duty of 1} cents per pound is put on Zante cur- 
rants, which are produced exclusively in Greece. 

This enormous duty is equivalent to 125 per cent ad valorem, the average 
price of currants in Greece being about 1} cents per pound. They are selling 
now in New York from 1} to 1} cents per pound. 

Zante currants, now on the free list, are taxed 10 per cent ad valorem by 
the House bill. In the Senate bill the duty wasincreased to 20 per cent; then 
the Finance Committee increased it to 30 per cent, and now in the amended 
bill a specific duty of 1} cents per pound is put thereon, equal to 125 per cent 
ad valorem, 

And yet it is a fact that Zante currants do not come into competition with 
any product of this country. A small raisin produced in California has 
nothing whatever to do with the Zante currants of Greece. 

We only demand justice. We do not compete with your products. We 
buy in the United States every gallon of petroleum that is consumed in 
Greece, as well as all our agricultural implements, and yet it is proposed to 
tax at the enormous rate of 125 per cent the only article that Greece sends 
to this country. 

The whole tariff does not offer a second example like this, viz: Take an 
article from the free list and tax it 125 percent. Is thisnotagreatinjustice 
done to a friendly country, and willit not affect the promising trade which 
Was just being developed between the two countries? 

Very respectfully, 
D. N. BOTASSI, 
Consul- General of Greece. 
fion, JOHN SHERMAN, 
United States Senate. 


It seems to me that this statement which is made, and Ihave 
xX VI——379 


The effect of that will be simply to put cur- | 


| raisins. 


I am willing to put them | 








no doubt truly, by a responsible party, the consul-general of 
Greece, shows that we ought not to make this discrimination 
against that important product of Greece, the only thing we im- 
port from that country. 

As the vote has already been taken, I do not care to move to 
reconsider, because I hope Senators on the other side having 
the matter in charge will correct it. 

There is no similitude in the use or cost of Zante currants and 
Raisins are worth 2,3, 4, or 5 cents a pound: and the 
raisins of California are very beautiful, probably the best raisins 
in the world. I have seen specimens of those raisins which 
equal to any produced in the world. To make such achange in 


nre 


| the duty on this article, which does not really compete with the 


raisins of our own country, seems to me at least extortionate, 
and I think it ought to be corrected. I should have no objec- 
tion, however, to putting a reasonable rate, an ordinary ad va- 
lorem rate, on raisins; but to apply a specific rate to these two 


articles, which differ so widely in value, raisins being worth at 
least four or five times as much as Zante currants, is not just to 
a friendly country, especially to a small country which has an 


increasing commerce with our own. 

[ hope Senators will take the matter under consideration so 
that it may be called up again when the bill is reported to the 
Senate. I call attention to it now, but shall not put the Senate 
to the trouble of taking a vote upon it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN| had been here when the subject was being discussed, 
he would have known that some of the statements he has made 
are not correct. The statement that there are no Zante cur- 
rants raised in California and that this article does notcome in 
direct competition is not true, whether it is made by a man 
from Greece or a man from anywhere else. This is acontest be- 
tween California and Greece, upon which the great protectionist 
of the United States, the Senator from Ohio, is on the side of 
Greece. I have voted for aduty upon iron ore: lexpect to vote 
for a small duty upon coal. Lam sorry that I shall do so 

Several SENATORS. How about lumber? 

Mr. WHITE. We shall see about that hereafter. 

The Senator from Ohio is very glad to avail himself of the aid 
of such votes as may tend to give}protection to the industries of 
his State; but when Ceglifornia;away over across the mountains, 
is interested and asks for a duty, which is less than at any time 
heretofore has been imposed upon this fruit, and which also, 
by the way, yielded a large revenue, we find the Senator here 
talking about the poorman. The Senator from Ohio, and those 
who are to-day talking as he is talking, have been, [I suppose, 
solicitous for the interests of the poor man when they formulated 
a bill prescribing prohibitory tariff rates. 

A cent and a half a pound upon all dried currants will be no 
prohibition, as the experience of the country has shown. The 
duty upon raisins, no matter at what you putit, affords but com- 
paratively asmallamount of revenue, and absolutely none of that 
protection, about which the Senator has so often talked, to the 
raisin industry of California. 

I desire to say to my friend, the Senatorfrom New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]—who spoke sometime ago, and whose remarks 
are so facetious, [ understand, that he is unable to publish them in 
his own paper—when he states thatin my canvass in California 
I ever said anything on this subject different from that which I 
state here, is also making a declaration which would not look 
well published in his newspaper, which I suppose, withouta vio- 
lent stretch of the imagination, may be called truthful. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the question before the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE. Tostrike out paragraph 213c. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [had the pleasure of hearing most of what 
the Senator from California said in his previous speech, al- 
though I was called out during a portion of the time. I say 
there is no such duty in the McKinley law 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let me get through. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This rate of 125 per cent onanarticle which 
does not directly compete with the raisins of California does not 
seem necessary. 

Mr. WHITE. That is an extraordinary statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the McKinley act these currants 
were admitted free. Why? Becausethey did not come in com- 
petition with the raisins of this country. The raisin is quite a 


different article, an article consumed mainly by the rich. The 
Zante currant is consumed by the poor. Here isa discrimina 
tion, which is not made in any other article on this list. It is 


an outrageous tax upon a popular article of food; and I think 
there is nothing like it in any tariff act. That we should pro- 
tect California raisins, which are cheerfully purchased at 34+ to 
6 cents a pound, and put the same tax upon articles which are 
sold here in the market at 14 cents a pound, is unjust and wrong, 
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I do not care who it is for, whether for the rich or the poor, or 
whether it is from Greece or my own country. 
{ feel bound,in representing the people of the United States, 





to do justice to every country and to deal with all foreign coun- 
tries alike. The making of a discriminating duty of this kind 
against a comparatively poor nation like Greece, will not, I 
think, be approved by the American people, anywhere, whether 


rich or poor. 

[ think, therefore, a reasonable rate should be put upon this 
article, at least sufficient to furnish some revenue. Ten or 
twenty per cent would bea high rate. I had rather have a speci- 
fic duty, and asmall rate of duty, I think, one-fourth of a cent a 


pound would be ample; that would be 25 per cent on thisarticle, 
but to carry the doctrine of protection to the extent the Senator 
from California does, I think, is an exaggeration. It is placing 
125 per cent on a cheap article of food. 

he people of California do not need such a protection. If 
they can raise Zante currants in competition with Greece, they 


will have to sell them in the market at one cent and a quarter, 


You can not compete with the Zante currant. It is only raised 
in Greece, and thereis a difference, I am told, between the Zante 
currantand the small raisin produced in California. These gen- 
tlemen speak of that difference, and say the two articles do not 
compete with each other in any respect whatever. 

Mr. WHITE. Weraisethe Zantecurrant itself in California. 


Mr. SHERMAN. These gentleman deny that. 

Mr. WHITE. Then they donot tellthe truth, for I havesome 
of them here, and have seen them growing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Perhapsthe consul-general of Greece should 
ae as much about that matter of fact asthe Senator from Cal- 
lornia 

Mr. WHITE. I would ask the Senator how thatcan be, when 
the consul-general is in Greece and I have been in California, 
and consequently know that he does not tell the truth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has not compared the Zante 
currant of Greece with the Zante currant of California. The 
consul-general of Greece, who is here and has been living in 
this country, | think would probably know more about that than 
the Senator, notwithstanding his knowledge extends to a great 
multitude of things. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Qhio is certainly mis- 
taken when he says that the seedless raisin of California does not 
compete with the Zante currant, so called in commercial terms. 
We from California know whereof we speak, and the Muscatel, 
the Zinfadel, and the Thompson seedless raisin, and several 
other varieties, are the same variety which is grown in Greece 
under the name of the Zante currant. As I have endeavored to 
show, without quoting from the different lexicons, what may be 
called in the island of Zante, or in Greece, Zante currants, in 
California are called seedless raisins. They are used for the 
same purposes, for the purposes of cookery. 

I think the Senator from Missouri will perhaps consent to 
change in paragraph 217 the word “ Zante” to ‘‘ dried,” for the 
reason that the currants now come from the island of Cepha- 
lonia and Santa Maria and the island of Zante, also from the 
coast of Turkey and from the southern portions of Spain. 
‘Zante currant” is a commercial term; but there is an ambi- 
guity, perhaps, in the name, and if it is permitted to remain here 
as ‘‘ Zante’? it may confuse some of our appraisers. I hope the 
Senator from Missouri will change the word ‘‘ Zante” to 
“dried.” Then there can be no charge that we are discriminat- 
ing against the island of Zante. 

One word more in answer to the Senator from Ohio. Weare 
producing seedless raisins, which grow in great clusters upon 
our vines, some of the vines producing over 100 pounds of the 
seedless raisins. In California we get them dried, but they are 
the pure fruit. There is no dirt amongst them, as there is in 
those which are brought from Italy and Greece in their com- 
mercial product, and yet we sell them in the market here as low 
as a cent and a half and 2 cents a pound—an article far superior 
to the Zante currant as known in commerce. Therefore I say 
to my friend from Ohio that California has an area sufficiently 
large, and we are setting out more vineyards now from week to 
week, and month and year to year, to furnish all the Zante cur- 
rants and ail the raisins that can be consumed in this country, 
giving the poor man fine raisins for his puddings, his pies, and 
his cakes. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator sits down I should like to 
ask him—the reason he stated is a good one—whether it would 
not be weil to ask the Senate to change the rate instead of ask- 
ing the Senator from Missouri to do it? 

Mr. PERKINS. I stand corrected; but I think a recommen- 
dation from my friend from Missouri will have more influence, 
perhaps, than one would have coming from me, There is more 
reason—— 


Mr. HOAR. Influence is a good reason. 
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JUNE 9, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator's colleague is now arrangine 
the matter with the Senator from Missouri. ei 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to know if the Senator from 
Missouri is going to accept the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me we have been 
wasting a good deal of time over the currant business. There 
are at least 200,000 square miles of the United States adapted to 
the growth of these currants, which can be raised in Western 
Colorado, and in most parts of New Mexico, Arizona, and Cali- 
fornia, except in the high regions. If we protect anythi 
there is no reason why we should uot protect this class of pr: 
uct. It seems to me, after we have passed upon and decided it, 
it is a considerable waste of time to have this discussion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from California on the oth 
side of the Chamber [Mr. Wurre]}, with that kindness and cour 
tesy and thoughtfulness which characterize him, informed me 
short time ago that if I remained in the Chamber he should ac- 
cuse me of being a prevaricator. I have been ina good deal of 
trepidation since thattime. I have been called a Thersites and 
a theorist; and I do not know of those two accusations which is 
the more grave. To be called a prevaricator by the Senator 
from California set me thinking of what time I had, at this 
period of my life, sullied my soul by an untruth. 

I could not think in advance of the Senator’s remarks to what 
he referred, but it seems now that he says, if I desire to conve 
the impression to the Senate that he spoke differently in Cali- 
fornia on the stump from what he speaks now, I am incorrect 
I understand that this charge, which frightened meso much, 
of being a prevaricator, is reduced to this, that if—and there is 
much virtue in ‘‘if,” as we all know—if I charged the Senat 
with having spoken differently in California on the stump from 
what he speaks in thisChamber, then I am mistaken, then [ am 
untruthful, then Iam a prevaricator. 

I understood long ago that the Senator from California, wh 
he stumped the State in behalf of the Democratic party in the 
recent canvass, and before he was elected to the Senate, advo- 
cated free trade; that he made what were called free-trade 
speeches all over the State. That is all I said, except that | 
have said that he is now here advocating a duty on Zante cur- 
rants raised in California. Iam informed, Mr. President, that 
that was precisely the exception that he made on the stump 
He preached free trade all over California, but when he struck 
a fruit country he said, ‘‘Of course these are my sentiments: 
but still a little duty once in a while on fruit will not be ob 
jectionable (laughter); and you understand that I shall put no 
obstacle in the way of an exception to this doctrine which I am 
preaching which will help your fruit a little in California; for 
of course California is destined to be the great fruit-growing 
State of the United States, if not of the world.” 

So I understand that the Senator talked there exactly as he 
talks now. He was in favorof free trade there upon everything 
except the fruit of California, and he is here now in favor of free 
trade upon everything except the fruit of California, except 
and it isa very important exception, Mr. President—he votes 
as the Democratic caucus and the Democratic committee decide 
that he shall vote uponevery question which comes up in the bill, 
for the Senator has boasted here that, contrary to his convic 
tions, he voted for a duty on coal and iron. Why did the Sena- 
tor do that? Does he wish us to understand that he did it be- 
cause he is convinced that there ought to be a duty on coal and 
iron? By no means. 

The Senator will admit that he voted for a duty on coal and 
iron because that is the policy of his party, just exactly as he has 
told me frequently that the, reason he did not let his melliflu- 
ous voice resound through this Chamber in this debate was be 
cause it was the policy of his party not to have any debate on 
this bill. The Senator simply carried out the decision of his 
own party on coal and iron, and he stands here to-day—and | 
congratulate him on standing here to-day—as consistent here as 
he was in California for being in favor of free trade’on every- 
thing except as to the products of his own State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I can assure him positively that never, even in pri- 
vate, shallI accuse him of being a prevaricator, for it would 
merely result in a repetition of the offense, and my conscience 
will forbid anything of the kind in the future. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to correct a statement which I 
made to the Senator from Maine nearest me [Mr. FRYE], asI do 
not want tomake any false impression. I did not do it know- 
ingly. He asked me what would be the effect of striking out 
paragraph 213a—‘‘ Currants, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and I 
told him it would have the effect to continue the duty under 
the basket clause. I overlooked the fact that there is a separate 
basket clause for the fruit schedule, paragraph 489, page 101, 
which says: 

Fruits, green, ripe, or dried, not specially provided for in this act. 
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So the effect would be to put these currants on the free list. 
IT do not want any mis \pprehension about it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator mean that they shall be put 
upon the free li st? 

Mr. VEST. Yes 

Mr. WHITE. All exe: pt dried. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. That does not affect the provisionas 
to Zante currants or dried currants, but simply the currants 
which come in under the other paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
it places all dried currants, except Zante currants, on the free 
list as well. 

Mr. VEST. Notif we change ‘‘ Zante,” in line 23, of para- 
eraph 217, to read ‘* including dried currants.” 
~ Mv. FRYE. But that has not been changed. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to do that. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

ir.DOLPH. If Zantecurrants are notcurrants, as contended 
by the Senator from California, they will not be on the dutiable 
list at all. 

Mr. VEST. That isa question between the Grecian consul- 
general and the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE}, and [am 
bound to take the view of the Senator from California, because 
he must know. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that Zante currants, if not currants, in the commerce 
of the world are known as ‘* Zante currants,” ‘and have been for 
fifty years, [ do not know but for one hundred years. I have 
known something on that subject for nearly fifty y years. I think 
it is better to let it stand in the bill ‘‘ Zante currants,” which is 
a name understood in the trade commercially everywhere. If 
they are called ‘‘ Zante currants,” there will never be any mis- 
take, and they will be taxed as Zante currants. If youcall them 


* dried currants,” you raise a new question, and it will lead to 
ee 
Mr. PERKINS. Itshould be “ Zante or dried currants.” 
oe Th \LLER. Yes. 
. PERKINS. Zant2 currants come from Turkey, from the 


IelandofC ephalonia, Santa Maria, and Sp: in aintvece tive Island 
of Zante. The term is ambiguous, at least. If we add after the 
word ‘* Zante,” in line 23, ‘‘or other dried,” that will cover it. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘And other 

Mr. PERKINS. I should say ‘‘and other 

Mr. TELLER. Only a small proportion of Zante currants 
come from the Island of Zante. They getthe name because they 
came from there originally; but they now come from all parts 
of Asia Minor. 

agg ALDRICH. As stated by the Senator from California 
|Mr. PERKINS], a great number of countries produce currants‘ 
Dick h are importe \d into the United St ites, all of them at a less 
price than Zante currants. The object which the Senator from 
Missouri, as well as the Senator from California, seems to havein 
view would be arrived at by inserting a clause which prevent the 
importation of any currants into the United States. That is 
whatthe effect seems to be, and what it seems it is desired to be 
effected. 

Mr. VEST. So far as I am concerned, I shall content myself 
with moving to strike out paragraph 213a, and leaving the 
Treasury Department to construe what are *‘ "Zante currants. 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of that will be to put ali dried 
currants on the free list, except Zante currants. Ifall currants 
green and dried, are to bo put on the free list, so be it. 

Mr. VEST. I will tell the Senator very frankly that I should 
like to put them all there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonthe amendmen 
of the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the paragraph amendable before the ques- 
tion is put on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the Sena- 
tor’s amendment. 

Mr.DOLPH. I move to amend the paragraph so as to read: 

Dried currants, other than Zante currants, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. To what paragraph is that proposed? 
Mr. DOLPH. The one the Senator has moved to strike out. 


Mr. PERKINS. I hope the Senator from Oregon will with- | 
draw that amendment, and permit this to be stricken out, and | 


then amend paragraph 217, line 23, after the word “ Zante,” by 
inserting ‘‘ and other dried currants,’ ” the object being to leave 
the duty of 14 cents a pound upon all currants, whether Zante 
currants from Turkey, from Spain, or any other country. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from California must have heard 
what the Senator from Missouri said, that he would confine his 
proposition to striking out paragraph 213a, and then leave the 
Treasury Department to determine what are Zante currants. I | 
do not understand the Senator from Missouri proposes that | 
paragraph 417 shall be amended as suggested by the Senator | 


from California. I was only endeavoring to prevent dried cur- 
rants, other than Zante currants, being placed on the free list 
by giving them a small ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. That 


| value to them foots up about # 








was my proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then we have the same object in view. 

Mr. DOLPH. . We have the same object in view, except the 
Senator would like to give a cent and a halfa pound duty, by 
placing it in paragraph 217, and I understand the Senator from 
Missouri has given notice that he does not propdse to make that 
chance, as os from the other side of the Chamber at least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on th ‘amendment 
proposed by phe Senator from Oregon [| Mr. DoLpu]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending proposition, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri[{Mr. Vest], which will be ted. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following 
paragraph: 

. Currants, 20 per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDE we. The question isonthea 

The eemmeine nt was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I now = sire to offer the amendment which 
before attempted to offer. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Presid — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask permission to dispose of the ma 
which has been under consideration; and I ask the Senator from 
Missouri if he will not consent now to amend paragraph 217, Li 
23, after the word ‘‘ Zante,” by inserting ‘‘and other dried. 

Mr. LODGE. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from California that he has recognized the Senator from Mas- 
8S ichus tts 

Mr. L ODGE. I desire to offer as pararraph 212, at the end of 
the fish schedule, as it comes more properly under that than 
any Other, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by t! 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 212, 
and insert: 

212. Sea moss or Iceland moss, whether cured or uncured, 10 per id 
valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this moss is gathered from the 
rocks on our nor a coast che aply y by fishermen. It grow 
belc yw low-water mark; itis rarely exposed to the air: and its 
collection is difficult and hard labor. The product is 1 , as 
everyone is aware, in cooking and for medicinal purpo he 
amendment that I offered covers only the moss from the han 
of the fishermen. No capital is employed in this indust 


cept the boats which the men themselves ¢ own. There is no 
firm engaged in the work; it is entirely individual work by 
these fishermen upon the coast. They are very anxious that 
this article should be placed upon the dutiable list with as | 


duty, because they have suffered very much of late hae outside 


competition. 

The entire cost of the article is the labor cost—the labor of col- 
lecting it and of then drying it in the sun for the purpose of eur-: 
ing it before it is given to the manufacturer. 

{ desire to read in this connection a letter on the subject. the 







writer of which, I will state, at the time he wrote was th 
retary of the Knights of Labor of the State of Massach tts, 
and is now, I believe, one of the officers of the national order. 
He says: 
BOSTON WEEKLY IND AND KNI {HTS OF LABOR JOURNA 
) , f frost lanua 
595 shington Ja ry ” 
tr: In the considera ft, one of our locala sembl! 322, 
ituate, Mass., has a more ary Interest. The membersof this 
organization control the tndt ering and cu ring sea mo ind 3 


ail 


Their only competitors are in Europ, and at present sea moss is on the 


free list. We therefore desire your infinence and supp rt for a measure 
which will place such a duty upon the import < article as will pr t it 
from unjustly crowding the native product to the Ww ul. 

Trusting that you will act upon this matté r favorably and prot 


Yours, respectfully 
M. J. BISHOP 
tte Secretary-Treasurer 
Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
Senator fr m Massa 
That, Mr. President, is the whole case. It is the product of 
poor men. The entire cost is the labor cost. There is no cap- 
ital involved init. [tis simply a prote ction to the wages of the 
men who are engaged in this industry. ‘There is absolutely 
nothing else involved. 
The Senate has just taken Zante currants from the free list, 
an article of general consumption, an article of food, and put 
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upon it a high duty of more than100 percent. I ask for this ar- 
ticle but 10 per cent duty. It is not an article of general, pop- 
ular consumption, but is supplied by these men to manufactur- 
ers. . Certainly there can be no better case for a direct protec- 
tion to American wages than is presented here, and involving 
no outside question of capital or the profits of manufacturers. 

The only distinction that I can see is that these men who are 
engaged in this industry along our coast have no Democratic 
Senator to represent them. Of course, if that is the deciding 
principle on which this bill is made up, I am aware that this 
amendment is foredoomed to defeat; but if the principle which 
has just becn applied in the case of Zante currants has any eco- 
nomic soundness whatever, then it should apply tenfold to the 
labor of these poor fishermen upon our Northern coast. 

I will add, Mr. President, that this is the precise duty which 
is placed upon Florida sponges, gathered in the same way by the 
sume class of men. These simply are Northern fishermen, liv- 
ing along the Northern coast, engaged in the same industry, 
with no capital but their labor and their boats. 

{ ask for a vote on the amendment. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | 


proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. VEST. Did I understand the Senator to say that $70,000 
worth of this article was imported? 

Mr. LODGE. I say the value of the product of these men is 
$70,000 annually. I did not say anything about what was im- 
ported. I simply stated the value of their product. 

Mr. VEST. The questioncomes up suddenly, and without any 
presentation of facts; but I find by the Treasury reports that 


only $100 worth came in in 1893. Idv not think anybody is suf- | 


fering from that sort of competition. 
Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that I take the state- 


ment of the men engaged in the industry, thatthey are being | 


pushed and pressed by outside European competition. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the present duty? 

Mr. LODGE. There is none. It is on the free list as Zante 
currants are on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. It has always been on the free list. 


Of course, I do not propose to answer what the Senator says | 


aboutno Democratic Senator being here to represent these peo- 
ple. Considering what we have done in regard to fish, I do not 
think that is a very just intimation, because the fish industry is 
represented by Republican Senators. I will let that go. 

This question comes to us suddenly and without any facts, as 
I stated, except the Senator has stated what he believes; but, 
as a matter of course, under the circumstances, we can not agree 
to put this article upon the dutiable list. It has not been ex- 
amined,and the Treasury statistics do not show any such values 
as the Senator states, and the article has always been on the 
free list. 

Mr, LODGE. I stated no value, I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri, in regard to the importations. I simply stated 
the cise of the men engaged in the industry. 

Mr. VEST. The point is in regard to his argument as to 


the effect of the importation upon the labor of these people. If | 


there was only $100 worth came intothis country, as a matter of 
course, their labor could not have been depreciated or their 
product injured in value. There was not enough competition 
ie that. 

Mr. LODGE. During what year was the hundred dollars’ 
worth imported? 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three. 

Mr. LODGE. ‘The fiscal year ending July 1? 

Mr. VEST. The Treasury reports are, of course, for the fis- 


cal yeas’ ending June 30, 1893, and we have nothing later than | 


that. 


letter I read that there is an increasing competition, from which 
these people are suffering. 

Mr. VEST. I only spoke from the official statistics. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In place of paragraph 212, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Sea moss, or Iceland moss, whether cured or uncured, 10 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he werepres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘vea.” 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiuu]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I inquireif the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] is recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama is not 
recorded. 

ra QUAY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

4 Mr. BRICE._I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] tothe junior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. IRBy] and vote * nay.” 

_Mr.CHANDLER. My pair with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY] is transferred to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], so that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] and I can vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 





Mr. LODGE. I understand that; but I understand from the | 


inquire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has 
| voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. ThenI withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] and 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced —yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Patton, Shoup, 
Allison, Frye, Perkins, Teller, 
Carey, Gallinger, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, 
Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 


NAYS—29. 


| Allen. Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
| Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Brice, Hunton, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis Pugh, White. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Daniel, Kyle, Roach, 
George. Martin, Smith, 


NOT VOTING —35. 


Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Palmer, 
Blanchard, Gorman. Lodge, Proctor, 
Butler, Gray, McLaurin, Quay, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, MeMillan, Squire, 
Call. Hawley, McPherson, Stewart, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 

| Cameron, Till, Morgan, Wilson, 

; Culiom, Irby, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Murphy, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. I had not looked up the importations, and I 
should be very glad if the Senator from Missouri would point 
out to me where he finds that the importation of moss, sea moss, 
| and Iceland moss is only $100. I supposed it had come in undér 
this general head ‘‘ Mosses, seaweed, and other vegetable sub- 
| stances,” by which it appears that they were of the value of 


| $22,725 in 1890, $41,461 in 1891, $45,557in 1892, and $49,372 in 1893. 
I did not know that sea or Iceland moss had been separated 
and separate amounts given. I should be glad if the Senator 
from Missouri would point it out, as I do not wish to be inaccu- 
rate. 
Mr. VEST. I have the statement here, Mr. President, and 
shall turn to it. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Regular order, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. : 
The Secretary read as follows: 
218. Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, molasses, 
| or spirits, not specially provided for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, 80 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLEN. I was necessarily absent from the Chamber at 
the time that action was had on paragraph 199, attending to my 
duties as a member of the special investigating committee. [ 

| now ask the Senate to return to that part of the bill long enough 
to enable me to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be reported. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert as paragraph 199}— 
Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, except 
goat skins, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska that the amendment proposed by 
him may be now considered? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Are not hides now on the free list? 

Mr. ALLEN. They are on the free list. I desire to say, if 
the Senator will permit me, that we imported last year, exclu- 
sive of goat hides, $14,L05,787 worth of hides. The ad valorem 
duty on hides has given us in fact $3,000,000 of revenue, and it 
cecurs to me that we ought not to suffer this item of legitimate 
taxation to pass to the free list. It ought to bear a fair propor- 
tion of the taxes imposed by this bill. 

I call for a yea-and-nay vote upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAREY. I only desire to say a word concerning this 
amendment. 

In the Rocky Mountain States and Territories, where hides 
are a very valuable product and where a great deal of money 
has been received from them, they are no longer worth the rail- 
road tariffs it costs to transport them to the seaboard. In the 
Argentine Republic thousands of heads of cattle are killedeach 
year for the hides alone, and the carcasses of the animals go to 
waste. In the Western country a very large amountof money 
that would be received each year for hides islost because freight 
charges can not be paidonthem. Hides are an agricultural 
product, and I can not see why a duty should not be imposed 
upon them so as to enable our people to continue that industry. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say a word onthis amendment. 
I understand the effect of itis to put a duty on hides. The only 
doubt I have in my mind as to how I shall vote is whether it 
will affect our reciprocity treaties; but as the Senate hasalready 
determined to put a duty on sugar and abrogate those treaties, 
upon principle I think I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould vote for this amendment if I had any 
assurance that the tariff upon the articles which are manufac- 
tured from hides would be correspondingly increased. Boots 
and shoes, I understand, are now placed at 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem by this bill. 

It is not fair to put the same duty upon hides which is put 
upon the article which is made from hides. I have no objec- 
tion to a duty on hides, except that Ishould want to know if 
the duty on the manufactured article was going to be somewhat 
increased. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My colleague [Mr. ALLEN] has stated 
the enormous importation of hides and skins to this country 
under the present provision. I donot think that anyone can 
estimate the enormous product of hides in the country west of 
Chicago, and why it should not be protected I can not imagine. 
I shall certainly vote for the amendment proposed by my col- 
league, and I am glad to have him present it, because I see in 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I again transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] to 
tothe junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote 
** nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who has been called 
away from the Senate for the afternoon. If he were present I 
should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who is absent, 
and withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). 1 am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]; otherwise 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘' yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODG®#®. I desire to announce my pair with the senior 





his mind, I think, a rising light, which will grow and spread | 


until he is fully illumined with the protection idea. 

Mr: ALLEN. Iam induced to offer this amendment for the 
purpose of raising revenue. i had no thought of anything like 
protection in it. I believe hides to be a proper subject of taxa- 
tion. 

I think the Government ought not to let this item of revenue 
escape. Iam induced, in addition to that, to offer the amend- 


ment becaus it is a bai r pre ive fri ay: } : 
ent because I know that it is a bait to our protective friends, | cent. because the manufacturers would get their drawback so far 


and I expect to see every one of them swallow the hook. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


“he Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. ALLEN. | 


Mr. HOAR. I-move to amend that amendment by adding: 

And upon boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

So that there will be anadvanced duty upon the manufactured 
articles. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will do that later. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the motion now, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment— 

And upon boots, shoes, and other manufactures of leather, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr ALLEN]. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The question is on the amendment 


Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu]. I therefore withhold my 
vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 17. nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—1?7. 
Allen, Dubois, Perkins, Teller, 
Allison, Kyle, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Carey, Manderson, Power, 
Chandler, Patton, Sherman, 
Dolph, Peffer, Shoup, 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Jarvis, Roach, 
Berry, Frye, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, Vest, 
Brice, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Camden, Gordon, Pasco, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, White. 
Coke, Hoar, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—4l. 
Bate, Gorman, Lodge, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Gray, McMillan, Quay, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, Saale, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martin, Stewart, 
Call, Hawley, Mills, Turple, 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Cullom, Hill, Morgan, Wilson, 
Davis, Hunton, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Irby, Murphy, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ney. Palmer, 
Galtlinger, Lindsay, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, in regard to the matter which has just 
been dealt with, to say that we are now having a considerable 
export trade of boots and shoes. Hides are upon the free list 
now. Now, if there were a duty upon hides, I suppose the man- 
agers and contrivers of the present tariff expect to retain the 
policy of having a drawback of 99 per cent of the duties paid on 
imported material, so that if there were a duty on hides the ex- 
port trade would not be affected, except to the extent of | per 


| as they use imported hides. 
| So, if the representatives of the cattle-raising portion of the 
| Union believe a duty 5n hides is necessary for their interest and 





for that product, I shall be prepared toagree to a graduated duty 
which would give a similar advance in duty on the products of 
| leather. My vote ‘‘nay” just cast was compelled by the refusal 
of the Senator who made this proposition to permit any corre- 
sponding advance of duty on the products, so that it would 
sally amount toa blow to an important American industry. I 
10 not understand that the Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber would refuse to do so. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| ceeded with. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Regular order. 
The reading of the bill will be pro- 


219. Fruits preserved in their own juices, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
| 220. Orange peel and lemon peel, preserved or candied, 30 per cent ad va- 
; lorem. 
} Nuts: 
| 221. Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 5 
cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 221, line 10, before the word ‘‘shelled,” to strike out 
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“not”; after the word “shelled” to strike out ‘‘3 cents per 
pound; clear almonds, shelled, 5 cents per pound,” and insert, 
‘‘or unshelled, 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. The amendment is withdrawn, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


The amendment is withdrawn. 


and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 2 cents per pound; 


S$ per pound. 


222. Filber 
shelled, 4cent 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendmentoin line 
15, after the word “kinds,” to strike out ‘‘ not shelled, 2 cents 
per pound; shelled, 4 cents per pound,” and insert ‘35 per cent 
ad valorem; cream or Brazil nuts, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
shelled, 14 


223. Peanuts or ground be unshelled, 1 cent per pound; 


ce per pound 


uns, 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 223; in line 21, after the word ‘ beans,” to strike out ‘‘ un- 
shelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 14 cents per pound,” and in- 
sert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

23. Pea 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

224. Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided for in 
this act, 1 cent per pound. 

The 
graph 
‘fone cent per pound ” and insert ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mea 

The 
graph: 

224}. F 


nuts or ground beans, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
124, page 50, line 1, after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out 


product 
Committee on Finance reported as an additional para- 


Or 


resh beef, mutton, and pork, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
I move toamend the amendment 
and inserting ‘‘ twenty.” 
I wish to ask the committee if they understand 
that they have made any special provision in the bill for lamb 
as distinguished from mutton? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; notthat I know of. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that 
‘* mutton ” includes lamb? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be well to make that clear? 

Ir. VEST. All meat of the sheep, I understand, is mutton. 

[t is the same as in the McKinley act. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five ” 


Mr. HOAR. 


the word 


ALLISON. 
* FRYE. The word ‘‘lamb” never has been inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


me 


tof meat, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


». J Lr at 


Mr JONES of Arkansas. 
insert “ fifteen.” 


[ move to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and 
n.” 

Mr.MANDERSON. I hope that will not be done. It is true 
that we have been importing a large amount of meat extract 
into this country which is knownas the Liebig beef extract, and 
for a number of years, because of the excellence of that article, 
it seemed to have a monopoly of the American market, but we 
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Mr. VEST. The Treasury reports show that in regard to 
these extracts, fluid meat extracts, under the McKinley act the 
rate of duty is 15 cents per pound or 18 per cent ad valorem. We 
have reported a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem which it is pro- 
posed to reduce to 15 per cent. There was imported, in 1893, 
$30,922worth. All other extracts of beef, meaning the solid ex- 
tracts, under the McKinley act, were 35 cents per pound orl7.93 
per cent ad valorem. We made that duty 20 per cent, which 
would also be reduced to 15 percent. The importsfor 1893 were 

292,270. After we had fixed it one of our Republican col- 
leagues came to us with facts and representations that induced 
us to decrease the duty. 

His statement was that we had made such advance in these 
meat extracts that we are able with reduced duty to compete 
successfully with all the balance of the world and sell the article 
cheaper to our own people. One of the largest packers in the 
United States told me not long since, while discussing the cattle 
question, that he was able now tosend his meat extracts to Paris 
and sell them to the French manufacturers, and that they were 
then put under their brand. He said that he had obtained after 
six months’ endeavor in Paris an analysisof the Liebig extract, 
and that he had submitted it to his chemist, to whom he paid a 
very large salary, I think he said $25,000 a year, and told him 
that he must make a better article than the Liebig. He said that 
after three months’ work the man came to him with an extract 
which was now taking the market away even in Europs from 
the French manufacturers. I give the statement for what it is 
worth. If I were to mention the name it would be recognized 
as that of a man of national celebrity. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. The Senator from Missouri understands, 
I think, from my conversation had with him within aday or two, 
that this language would mean both the solid and the fluid ex- 
tract of meat. 

Mr. VEST. 
all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lIcall his attention to the fact that the 
solid extract of meat has heretofore had an ad valorem rate of 
20 per cent. There was imported in 1893 $140,773 worth of the 
fluid extract, which, as he says, has anad valorem of 17.95 per 
cent, which is nearly 18 per cent. There was imported $294,174 
worth, making close on to a half million dollars of these ex- 
tracts. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has reversed the duties. 
fluid extract the ad valorem is 18 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say the fluid extract was 18 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. And on the other it is 17.93. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Seventeen and ninety-five one-hun- 
dreths. 

Mr. VEST. Seventeen and ninety-three one-hundredths, 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the solid extract it was 20 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. No; 17.93 per cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I turn to this authority—— 

Mr. ALLISON. To what year does the Senator refer? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three, 
page 613 of Imports and Exports. 

Mr. VEST. What was the amount of imports for that year? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The imports of solid extracts of meat 
for the year 1893 were $140,773, the duty being ad valorem 20 per 
cent. The importations of fluid extract of meat in 1893 were 
150,872 pounds, worth $294,127, with an ad valorem rate of 17.95, 
or about 18-per cent. Now, with this immense importation, even 
at the rate of 18 and 20 per cent ad valorem, it certainly seems 
to me that the rate proposed by the other House and agreed to 
by the Committee on Finance*should not be changed in this very 
sudden and unexpected fashion. It looks to me like an effort to 


Ithink so. The way we have it here it includes 


On the 


ats 


| protect Liebig and Liebig’s agents in this country rather than 


have very lately outstripped Europe in the production of meat | 


The great 


extracts, particularly extract of beef. packing houses 
of Chicago, 
better article of meatextract, 
anywhere in the world. 
of a beef extract in Richmond, Va., I think. 
lent, and rivaled somewhat Liebig’s meat extract. 

This industry is one worthy of maintenance. I hope thecom- 
mittee will not lower the ad valorem rate that was fixed by the 
other | took occasion within a few days to see one of 
the members of the committee in charge of the bill with refer- 
ence to this item, and to know whether it certainly included 
both the solid and the fluid extract of meat, and was told there 
could be no doubt about that proposition. [am somewhat sur- 
prised at this proposition, coming from the committee without 
notice, to lower the ad valorem duty upon this extract. It is 
one ihat the West is particularly concerned in, and I hope that 
the blow will not be given it in this very unexpected fashion. 


lL, 
vu 


Hoi Ss 


Kansas City, and Omaha are producing to-day a far | 
eef extract, than can be produced | 
There was at one time the production | 
It was most excel- | 


those who produce these extracts in this country. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at the Treasury reports 
of Imports and Exports, page 613, he will see he is mistaken 
about the ad valorem duty on fluid extract. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I take it from that report. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will look at 
page 614 he will see the ad valorem under the duty of 35 cents, 
which was fixed in the McKinley act, is 17.95, as stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about it. But on the next 
page he will find fluid extracts 18.01. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit that this difference between 17.95 
and 18.01 per cent is so small that we had better leave it at 20 
per cent, and if our people can compete with the others there 


| will be no harm done. 


| 


Mr.PLATT. I donot know about the statistics, but in the 
report which the Committee on Finance has given us the impor- 
tations are divided into three parts. 

Mr.ALLISON. That is under the old law. 




















Mr. PLATT. Extracts of meat, fluid, and extracts of meat all 
others, and the importations of fluid extract is ad was stated by 
the Senator from Missouri, only $30,000 for 1893 in this state- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
will see—— 

Mr. PLATT. Those, I suppose, are solid extracts. The im- 
ports under ‘‘all others” were $294,127.88, but the imports of fluid 
extracts { think were only $30,000, according to this statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask for a division on the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is called out 
of the Chamber. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 


If the Senator will turn to the next page he 
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enterprise was a new one, and was fora time moderately successful. Wa 











gave employment to some 250 men. At that time we were pr: ed ‘ 
} duty of 15 cents per pound on the imported article. We continued to 
duct our business successfully until this duty was taken « when we found 
that v re utterly unableto do so longer at a profit, and abouta rago 
we were compelled to abandon the business altogether »W time 
our ] it and the capital invested has been idle, and will be worth! 38 
Wwe are enabled to resume 
l \ imen of commerce is manufactured in France, Ge 
1a lis an article the chief cost of which is comprised 
ter toi Owing to the higher rates at which lab 
t ( ntry we are entirely unable, unaided by a pro 
] ith the cheap labor of the foreign manufacturer A m I 
5 nts per pound, the rate at which the importe r e wast sd 
Ww we began our business, would give us this protectior tor 
mploy our labor, and look forward to a compet 
elgi i facturer, under not altogether unfavorable con 
\\ spectfully request your attention to this matter, an 
erly ne it re Congress 
Very respectfully, yours, 
CRAVI ) 
Hon. JOHN H. KeTcHaAMm, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


nounce my pair with the juniorSenator from Texas [Mr. MILus}. | 


” 


If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa {Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). LIagain an- 
ae pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama {[Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I again announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and I shall not an- 
nounce it for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LODGE. 


I am paired with the Senator from New York | 


[Mr. H1uu], and shall not announce it again during the day. It | 


will stand for the afternoon. 
; Mr. McMILLAN. I shall vote to make a quorum. 
‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. For the purpose of making a quorum I will take 
the liberty of voting. I vote “ nay.” 


I vote 





The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
Berry Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Turpie, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jarvis, Ransom, Walsh, 
George, Jones, Ark. Roach, White 
NAYS—19 
Dolph, Manderson, Quay, 
Dubois, Patton, Shoup, 
Frye, Peffer, Teller, 
Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 





McMillan, Pettigrew, 


NOT VOTING—42. 


Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Platt, 
Bate, Gallinger, Power, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Proctor, 
Brice, Gray, Sherman, 
Butler, Hale, Squire, 





Caffery, 


Hansbrough, 


stewart, 


Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Higgins, Morgan, Wilson, 
Hill, Morrill, Wolcott 
irby, Murphy 





Jones, Nev. Palmer, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to give notice that the last amend- 
ment is one of the numerous amendments adopted in Committee 
of the Whole, upon which a separate vote will be demanded in 
the Senate. I offer the following to come in as paragraph 225}: 

2254. Blood albumen, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. President, albumen was at one time not made in this 
country atall. Upon it for a number of years there was a duty 
of 25 per centad valorem. In 1871 there was imported, it hav- 
ing been placed upon the free list that year, $122,773 worth. 
The next year, or that year perhaps, by a change in the law 
fell from $122,000 worth to $329 worth. So it was practically ex- 
cluded from this country. The reason for it appears in a letter 
which I find, dated January 19, 1889, signed by Craven & Co., 
who did business at Jersey City, N. J. 
am,a member of Congress: 


JERSEY CITY, N. J., January 19, 1839. 


DEAR SIR: In 1871 we began the manufacture of albumen at the stock- 
yards in Jersey City from the blood of the animals slaughtered there. The 


25 per cent ad valorem was placed upon it, and the importation | 


This was to Mr. Ketch- | 





This article being on the free list continued an article of ex- 
tensive importation. In 1875 $650,000 worth was impor - a 
ranged differently in different years, and last year near!) 0,- 
000 worth of this article was imported from France, Germany 
and England. In the great stock yards of the West this is be- 
ginning to be one of their itemsof industry. Nopartof the sieer 
which is conducted into these great slaughtering | 
said, is allowed to escape, except perhaps his bellow b his 
death. Among other items that they have gone into is the man 
ufacture of blood albumen. Ihaveherealetter from the Cudahy 
Packing Company, at South Omaha, Nebr.,a very extensive in 
stitution, having works also, I think, at both Chicago and Kansas 
City. They say as to blood albumen— 


10uses, it is 


sfore 


Both the McKinley and the Wilson tariffs put albumen on t 
The reason it was put on the free list under the McKinley tariff vy 
doubtedly from the fact that there was no American producer 





The only American producer, this one in Jersey City, having 
been squeezed out by placing blood albumen upon the free list 
1 8 


we being the first to manufacture blood albumen successfully in this coun 
try. We are today turning out the finest albumen that is offered int 
} ' 


market, but are unable to get a price for it that will enable us to succe 


0 in 


















fully continue its manufacture, as the writer told youa few day 
Washington 
This letter being addressed to me— 
he had just sold 2 tons that would not yield the cost of p 
Under these circumstances » believe even your Democratic iri vill 
see the justice of giving us an ad valorem duty of at lea pel t that 
the industry can be continued and our factory kept runnin: We } ' 
large capacity even now, and are contemplating an increase to produce 
about one-half of the present importations, and can dothisif w Lye a 
moderate protection 
It seems to me that under this showing there certainly should 
be an ad valorem rate that is fair upon this industry, o le 
str yed, rea ly to be resurrected if fair protection is a ded. 
Mr. VEST. I havesimply tosay that this article has | on 
} the free list since 1871. 
Ir. MANDERSON. Yes. It was not manwfact 1 in this 
country. 
|} Mr. VEST. Prior to that time it had upon it a duty of 35per 
| c ntad valorem. It was putuponthe free list in th ey 
! act, and we do not feel inclined to put a duty upon it no 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair 
The question is on agrecing to the amendmen oposer rT) 
Senator from Nebraska. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. lLask for the yeas and n 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and tho S: d 
| toca 
M when his namo 3 Cc d [ n- 
| noun » junior Senator from ‘I 3]. 
If h iould vote ° ‘ 
| or} m hie » aaa : ‘ . 
1} i nen DiS name wus Calcd), lann if ly 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana |Mr. BLANCHARD 
Mr. Q when his name wascalled). Iam paired wit 8 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ired wit ‘ fy M 
tana[Mr. Power]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
South Carolina |Mr. IrBy], and vote “ nay 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware/[Mr. GRAY]. I transfer n ir to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], and vote ‘ yea.’ 

Mr. PLATT. lam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. HUNTON], who has been called from the Chamber, or I 
| should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
I vote ‘‘yea.” 
|. Mr.GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
| Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. LiInpb- 
| SAY], and vote *' nay.” 





Lamauthorized to vote to makeaquorum. 
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The 


result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—I18. 


Morrill, 
Patton, 
Peffer 
Perkins. 
Pettigrew, 


Allison, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Dubois, 

Frye, 

Hoar, 

MeMillan, 

Manderson, 

NAYS—27. 
Kyle, 
McLaurin 
Martin, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 


Berry Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Daniel, 
Blackburn, George, 
Caffery, Gibson, 
Cail Gordon, 
Camden, Harris, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. 
NOT VOTING—40. 
Jones, Nev. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McPherson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 


Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Allen 

Bate 
Blanchard, 
Brice 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Davis 
Faulkner, 


Gallinger, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 

Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert 
graph: 

2254. Lard, 1 cent per pound. 

The 

Mr. 
graph: 


2253. Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


asa new para- 


amendment was agreed to. 
JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a new para- 


not specially provided for 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
226. Poultry, 


2cents per pound; dressed, 3 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 

graph 226, line 11, after the word poultry,’ ” to strike out ‘*2 

cents pei pound; dressed, 3 cents per pound,” and insert “ dressed 
or undre ssed, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thecommitteeamendment is with- 
drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Miscellaneous products: 

227. Chicory root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, or 
otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per 
pound. 

The Committee on Finance repor ted an amendment to para- 
graph 7, afte r the word ‘‘act,” to strike out ‘‘ 2 cents per pound ” 
and insert ‘ 30 per cent ad ralorem.’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


223. C hocoli ute, andsweetened chocolate, worth not exceeding 35 cents per 
pound, 2 cents per pound; chocolate confectionery, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 228, before the word ‘‘ not,” in line 21, tostrike out ‘‘ worth” 
and insert ‘valued at;” and in line 22, after word “ pound,” to 
strike out ‘‘2 cents per pound” and insert ‘10 per cent ad va- 
lorem;” so as to read: 


The amendmentis withdrawn. 


Chocolate, and sweetened chocolate, valued at not exceeding 35 cents per 
— 10 per cent ad valorem; chocolate confectionery, 25 per cent ad va- 
orem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This and the following paragraph I 
propose to have considered together, and I ask the Secret: ry to 
read the next paragraph before action is taken upon paragraph 
228. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Secretary will read the succeeding paragraph. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

229. Cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided for in this 
act, 2 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 229, after the word ‘‘at,” to strike out ‘‘2 cents per 
pound,” and insert ‘5 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out both of these 
paragraphs and insert in lieu of them: 

229. Cocoa or chocolate, not sweetened or flavored, and sweetened or 
flavored, valued at 35 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound: valued at 
exceeding 35 cents per pound and chocolate confectionery, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


230. Cocoa butter or cocoa butterine, 3} cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 230, line 9, after the word “‘ butterine,” to strike out ‘‘ three 
and one-half cents per pound,” and insert ‘‘ fifteen per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

231. Dandelion root and acorns prepared, and other articles used as cof 
fee, or as substitutes for coffee, not especially provided forin this act, 1} 
cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 231, line 13, after the word ‘‘at,” to strike out ‘‘1l4 cents 
per pound” and insert ‘‘ 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withd 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

232. Starch, including all preparations, 
duced, commonly used as starch, 


‘awn. 


from whatever substance pro- 
1 cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 232, after the word ‘‘starch,” in line 17, to strike out ‘'1 
cent per pound” and insert ‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment as it appears in the bill is ‘*2 
cents a pound,” and before the Senator from Arkansas with- 
draws it and leaves the rate 1 cent per pound, I desire to be 
heard. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt that the print as 
it appears here is a mistake of mine. I do not think the com- 
mittee ever intended to change the rate as it is fixed in the bill 
as it came from the other House. I have no doubt that I gave 
it to the clerk, who prepared the amendment and had it printed, 
and I wish to take the responsibility of that mistake. I do not 
propose to offer the amendment. Of course the Senator from 
Maine can make his remarks. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words to the 
Senate in relation to this matter. It is a very important one. 
The northeastern county of the United States is a fine agricul- 
tural county, singularly enough, considering the cold climate. 
Not long ago it was a forest, but energetic, determined men 
went there, felled the trees,and converted the forest into farms. 
It is to-day as prosperous a county as there is in the State of 
Maine, and growing in population more rapidly than any other. 
Of course it can not raise wheat, because it can not compete with 
the West, though it has as good wheat lands as there are in the 
West. 

It can not raise corn, because the climate is too cold. 
raise oats. The Senate has put oats on the free list. That 
county is hugged right in by Canada. It can raise buckwheat. 
The Senate has put buckwheat on the free list. It has immense 
stores of lumber. The Senate has placed lumber on the free 
list. Its hay crop is abundant, but the duty on that is reduced 
one-half. The pending bill threatens ruin to that county, as 
prosperous as it is. It raises enormous crops of potatoes. Judge 
Peters, formerly one of the members of the House of Represen- 
tatives, declared that the potatoes of Aroostook County were 
the peach crop of Maine, and to the potato Aroostook County 
owes much of its prosperity. 

Aroostook County up to a year ago could not reach the New 
York market by railroad without going through a foreign coun- 
try. Asa matter of course, only the selected potatoes could be 
sent to Boston or New York.~ The freight charges would abso- 
lutely prevent marketing the average product. In 1873 a bright 
Yankee started a starch mill in Aroostook, and to-day there are 
forty-five starch mills there, brought near to these farmers, 
within hauling distance. They consumed last year 2,500,000 
bushels, yielding to the farmers 20 cents a bushel, giving to the 
county much of the prosperity it enjoys to-day. 

The same is true of Northern Minnesota and Morthern New 
York, though not to an equal extent. It is true in one or two 
other portions of the North bordering on Canada, that they are 
using their potatoes for starch. These potatoes unless so used 
are utterly worthless. Witha duty of 2 centsa pound those fac- 
tories can pay 20 cents a bushel for potatoes and continue this 
prosperity in that section of the country. Now, no man has 
asked that the duty on starch shall be reduced. Under the act 
of 1883 the duty was | cent a pound and 20 per cent ad valorem; 
in the Mills bill 2 cents a pound. In 1890 it was made 2 cents a 
pound, and yet here it is proposed to reduce it 50 per cent, and 
drive the industry from the country. 

Mr. President, let me show you something about the cost of 
starch. I will give the figures exactly, so that they will not be 
open to dispute. Iwill give the cost of a ton delivered-in Prov- 
idence, R. I., where it is very largely used; but no manufacturer 


It can 












1894. 
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from Providence, R. I., has been here demanding that this re- 
duction be made. I will also give the actual cost a hundred 
pounds. 

STARCH. 


Cost of a ton delivered in Providence, R. I.: 


Manulacturibe ONG CASES . 2. ...<.22026555 nsccsceness $11. 00 

225 bushels potatoes, at 20 cents ...-.-.-.-.--------- 45. 00 

DR os Sh kena athae a cadenwoasn SeRaaaEees 6. 50 

CiIRIEINN co oa 2a. peaiedcesn Geena kanedh ch ameeeeRe es 2.10 

64. 60 

BUC Cee OS 2 an oo ona cae ekatb cc ceretonnwauene- 67.50 

Profit, less insurance, taxes, and interest -...-.-.------- 2. 90 
It takes 12 bushels of potatoes to make 100 pounds of 

I I cd tna sia knees bx mee eee 2. 40 

COnN te TUTTI. «oon oe co icceecececnsannusencoasus 30 

COMRIIRNION GG TPOIGDD oe asks oe sc ca cen xn ten cascncnseans 40 

PRO voeeko tus tanks candace ans. seacenadonenenanaknn 15 

RE be tee e atlas . said es etait Stk ler oats 3. 25 


The time of the Senator from 
Maine has expired. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the Senator’s time be extended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Maine be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Last year the price of starch was 44 to 48 cents. 
This year, from 3t to34. Starchcan beimported from Germany 
for $1.85 per hundred pounds. Add the duty as proposed by the 
House of Representatives to the cost of starch from Germany, 
and it makes $2.40 as the cost of 100 pounds of starch. Youmay 
figure it as you please, at that cost you can not pay but 8 centsa 
bushel for potatoes. 

Suppose you adopt the duty of 1 cent which the Senator from 
Arkansas proposes. Then you can not pay but L0 centsa bushel 
for potatoes, and it is simply a question whether this industry 
shall be destroyed. Thatis all it is. It involves its utter de- 
struction. Now, why should this be done to these farmers up 
there? Do they deserve this treatmentatourhands? Theyare 
splendid men, hard-working, intelligent, and patriotic, desery- 
ing from us good and not ill. 

A few years ago all the glucose in the world was made from 
potato starch in Germany, and we imported it. To-day we make 
it from corn, and beat the world. That is what makes German 
starch so low. That is why they can send it here for $1.85. 
There are 135 potato-starch factories in this country; 45 in 
Maine, 20 in New Hampshire, 50 in New York, 10 in Minnesota, 
4 or 5 in Wisconsin, 2 or 3 in North Dakota. 

Mr. President, we have protected industries in other sections 
of this country. We have permitted them tolive. I do not 
wish to make a sectional speech, nor to indulge in sectional 
talk, but if this commends itself to the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber; if they believe that this industry in this 
country ought to be preserved, ought surely to vote their judg- 
ments in the matter, and not submit to caucus control. I sup- 
posed the matter was adjusted with the committee. I called 
their attention to ita long while ago. Filed a brief with them, 
and saw this result on the bill, of 2 cents a pound, and of course 
had a right to think it settled. Now, if they can not permit us 
to have 2 cents a pound, why can they not allow us 1} cents a 
pound, the lowest duty ever had on starch? We can live, 
squeeze through, on one cent and a half. . 

Why can not the committee consent to a duty of 1+ cents, and 
let us live, instead of by this move of theirs made to-day ut- 
terly destroy us? I feel very much in earnest in this matter. 
We in Maine are being hurt tremendously by the bill, and espe- 
cially in the northeastern part of the State. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine aques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr.GEORGE. What other agricultural products have the 
—— of that country on which to make a profit if the potato 

ndustry is destroyed? 

Mr. FRYE. They have hay, oats, buckwheat, barley; but you 
have placed these on the free list, all but barley. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does theSenator mean to say that if they are 
not allowed to have this tax upon potatoes and starch the whole 
agricultural industry of that country will be destroyed? 


Without objection, the Senator 








Mr. FRYE. I mean to say exactly this, that aswe are left to- 
day, with buckwheat on the free list, oats on the free list, with an 
utter impossibility to raise wheat in competition with the great 
West, and a climate that will not permit them to raise one sin- 
gle hill of corn, potatoes are their main crop, and if they can 
not convert these potatoes into starch a serious blow has fallen 
upon Aroostook County so far as its agricultural industry is 
concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair states to the Sena- 
tor from Maine that his ten minutes have expired. 

Mr. VEST. Our friend from Maine forgets, possibly in his 
enthusiasm he overlooks, the fact that we increased the duty 
upon potatoes 5 cents on the bushel. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the bill as it came from 
House. 

Mr. VEST. From the bill as it came from the other House. 
The House of Representatives sent the bill here with a duty of 
10 cents, and we made it lj cents. The statistics show that in 
1891 there was exported 12,883,821 pounds of starch, worth $475,- 
817. In1892 the exportsincreased 8,000,000 pounds to 20,081,027, 
worth $612,531. In 1893 the increase continued to 21,938,456 
pounds, worth $707,093. The imports were $89,249. So, speak- 
lug of the starch industry of the whole United States, it seems 
not only to have held its own, but to have gone out and taken 
possession of some of the foreign makets. I think, or rather I 
hope, because I have no local acquaintance that would justify 
in speaking as to that particular county, that the decrease of the 
duty will not cause the distressand ruin which my friend from 
Maine seems to imagine. 

Mr. FRYE. I donot make any guess aboutit. I know just 
what it is, and I have given what the starch costs the people up 

here. Let me say right there that the increased duty on po- 
tatoes does not have any effect up in the northeastern part of 
the country. Nobody exports potatoes to Aroostook County, 
and the difficulty with Aroostook County farmers coming into 
Boston and New York with potatoes is that freights are so 
enormous that they can not do it at much ofa profit. The only 
thing to do is to make the ordinary potatoes into starch. 

Mr. VEST. But to show our Northern friends that we are 
not quite so black in this sectional matter as we are painted, I 
will move to make it 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. FRYE. I am greatly obliged to the Senator from Mis- 
souri. I think that will preserve to these people up there this, 
to them, valuable industry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 232, line 18, after the words 
‘fone cent,” insert ‘‘and one-half cents ;” so as to read ‘'14 cents 
per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


the other 


233. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1 cent per 
pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 233, to strike out ‘‘l cent per pound ” in line 21 and in- 
sert ‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. I 
move to strike out ‘'1 cent” and insert ‘‘14 cents,” so as to read: 

Drextine, burntstarch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


234. Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, 


‘ if cents per 
pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 234; in line 24, after the word ‘‘ otherwise,” to strike out 
**10 cents per pound ” and insert ‘* 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The amendment is withdrawn. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert as an additional paragraph: 

2344. Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for 
| forcing under glass for cut flowers or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad 
| valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

235. Spices, ground or powdered, not specially provided forin this act, 3 

cents per pound; capsicum or red pepper, 24 cents per pound, ungrotind; 
sage, 1 cent per pound 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to parae 
graph 235; in line 5, after the word * powdered,” to strike out 
** not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents per pound;” in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ pepper,” to strike out ‘‘2+ cents per 
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pound;” in line 9, after the word ‘‘sage,” to strike out ‘1 cent 
per pound” and insert ‘ 30 per cent ad valorem;” s0 as to make 
the paragraph read: 

235. Spices, ground or powdered; capsicum or red pepper, Unground; sage, 
3 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

226. Vinegar, 7} cents per gallon. The standard for vinegar shall be taken 
to be that ngth which requires 35 grains of bicarbonate of potash to 
neutralize | ounce troy of vinegar 

Che Committee on Finance reporied an amendment to para- 
graph 236; in line 12, to strike out ‘‘7} cents per gallon. The 
standard for vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which 
req! grains of bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 1 ounce 
troy of vinegar.,’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to 
read: 


lres 3) 


Vinegar, 20 per cent ad valorem 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thecommittee amendment is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. CAREY. I propose two amendments to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I offered an amendment some days ago 
to come in at the end of this schedule. I should like to have it 
read. 

The SECRETARY. 
proviso: 


Previded, That if it shall at any time appear to the Presidentof the United 
States that the government of any country producing and exporting the ar- 
ticles and products hereinafter enumerated imposes discriminating or pro- 
hibitory duties or other exactions upon grain or the products of grain, or upon 
other agricultural products of the United States, he shall have the power, 
and it is hereby made his duty, to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury 
the fact of the imposition by such government of discriminating or prohib- 
itory duties or other exactions upon oer or the products of grain, orupon 
other agricultural preducts of the United States, and thereupon, and so 
long as such discriminating or prohibitory duties or exactions are main- 
tained, the Secretary of the Treasury shall levy and collect additional and 
discriminating duties upon the articles and products, the product of or ex- 
ported from such foreign country into the United States, equal to 50per 
cent of the duties provided for in this act, as follows: 

Silk, partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not fur- 
ther advanced or manufactured than carded orcombed silk, thrown silk, not 
more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing silk, twist, fioss, and silk 
thread or yarn of every description, except spun silk, spun silk in skeins, 
cops, Warps, or on beams, velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics. 

Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal- 
loons, fringes, cords, and tassels, any of the foregoing which are elastic or 
nonelastic, buttons and ornaments made of silk, or of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, 

aces and articles made wholly or in part of lace, and embroideries, in- 
cluding articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, handker- 
chiefs, neck rufflings and ruchings, clothing ready made, and articles of 
wearing apparel of every description, including knit goods made up or man- 
ufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, com- 

y0sed of silk or of which silk is the component material of chief value, and 
Beate roods, not specially provided for in this act. 

Ali manufactures of silk, of which silk is the component material of chief 
value, including those having India rubber as a component material, not 
specially provided for in this act. 

Dice, draughts, chessmen, chess balls, and 
balls of ivory, bone, or other materials. 

Dolls, doll heads, toy marblesof whatever material composed, and alltoys 
composed of rubber, china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen or stone 
ware. 

Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materiais, cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratatfia, and 
other spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits. 

Champagne and allother sparkling wines. 

Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial, and vermuth. 

if the government of such country shall cease to impose such discrimi- 
nating or prohibitory duties or exactions on the said products of the United 
States, the President may communicate such fact to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and theSecretary of the Treasury shall thereupon cease to collect 
the discriminating duties by this section imposed on the products of or ex- 
ported from such country into the United States; but the discriminating 
duties in this section provided for may be reimposed whenever and as often 
ps the President shall deem proper under the power hereby conferred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN. ] 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, the purpose of this 
amendment, as apparent, is a step in the direction of securing 
for the grain, and the products of grain of this country, some 
portion of the market of the continental countries of Europe. 

As matters now stand it is, to a great extent, impossible to 
export the grain, or products of grain, to any of these countries 
on account of prohibitory duties. Such is the case, as I under- 
stand, with all the countries to which we could reasonably look 
for a market for our grain, but the worst feature is that while 
the duties on wheat, if you please, are very high, the duties on 
the manufactured product of wheat (flour) is absolutely prohibi- 
tory. Such is the case with Germany, France, Austro-Hun- 
gary, Italy, and perhaps some other of the continental coun- 
tries. 

The effect of this isespecially unfavorable to the great mill- 


The amendments will be 


At the end of Schedule G add the following 


lsilk ¢ 


billiard, pool, and bagatelle 


ing interests of this country, as our millers are absolutely de- 
prived of these markets for the purchase oftheir flour. For in- 
stance,Germany imposes a duty of 3 marks (72 cents) per 
hundred kilos (220 pounds) of wheat, while the duty on flour is 
7 marks ($1.68) to 100 kilos. This is, as intended, a discrimi- 
nating and in fact a prohibitory duty against the importation 
of flour. A duty of 4marks would afford German millers rela- 
tively ample protection. Seven marks becomes absolutely pro- 
hibitory. Other continental countries either have, or their 
legislative bodies are now engaged in the adoption of, tariffs 
more hostile to American milling and American grain than even 
Germany. 

It is only during the last winter that measures have been pre- 
sented in the French Chamber of Deputies looking to a further 
increase in duties on all our grain and grain products, notwith- 
standing the liberal legislation proposed in the Wilson bill, so 
far as its effects on French importations to this country are con- 
cerned. There seems to me no good reason why the people of 
this country who are importing so enormously of the products 
of Continental Europe, especially in the way of luxuries and 
goods that we could well dispense with, why we should be ab- 
solutely shut out from sending to them some portion of our sur- 
plus breadstuffs. 

Why, should we not be permitted to pay for our champagne 
and wines and brandies and silks and other luxuries or non- 
essentials, with our wheat and flour rather thanin gold. This 
while it may not be free trade, it would certainly be fair trade. 
So far as our own people are concerned, by the adoption of this 
amendment, they would be deprived of none of the necessaries 
of life. It would at the most only increase the prices and cur- 
tail the consumption of articles of voluntary use and luxuries; 
but to the exporting country the loss would be irreparable. 

I desire to suggest that this proposition involves nothing new 
in our legislative policy, whether from one party standpoint or the 
other. Legislation of the same character was enacted in the 
Fifty-first Congress on the bill introduced and championed by 
Senator VEST, in the act of Congress providing for an ‘‘ Luspec- 
tion of meats for exportation and prohibiting the importation of 
adulterated articles of food, and authorizing the President to 
make rules in certain cases, and for other purposes.” 

In this law to which I refer, section 5 provides: 


Sec5. That whenever the President shall besatisfied that unjust discrim- 
inations are made by or under the authority of any foreign state against the 
mportation to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the United 
States, he may direct that such products of such foreign state so discrim- 
inating against any product of the United States as he may deem proper 
shall be excluded from importation to the United States; and in such case 
he shall make proclamation of his direction in the premises, and therein 
name the time when such direction against importation shall take effect, 
and after such date the importation of the articles named in such procla- 
mation shall be unlawful. The President may at any time revoke, modify, 
terminate, or renew any such direction as in his opinion the public interest 
may require. 

This has precisely the same effect on our meat exportations 
as I desire, so far as our grain and grain products. 

This proposition is identical with that act, and it is only fair 
to say that no law passed in recent years has been more bene- 
ficial in results to our farmers than the so-called meat-inspec- 
tion bill- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
expired. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


The time of the Senator has 


[ hope the Senator from Minnesota will be 
given another five minutes to conclude his observations. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I désire to say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] that in his whole legislative career he has 
never done anything that hasattached him more to the farmers 
of the West than-his championship of this measure. 

The principle of reciprocal rates and duties underlies the 
whole system of international law. It has been recognized by 
our Government since its foundation. Those who were in the 
Fiftieth Congress will remember the message of President 
Cleveland, recommending legislation by Congress to prohibit 
the transmitting of Canadian goods over our border, on account 
of the treatment of our fishermen by that government. 

The same principle is recognized in the pending tariff bill, in 
sections 14 and 17. 

The propriety of leaving the ascertainment of the fact as to 
whether a duty shall be imposed or importation permitted by 
the executive branch of the Government is conceded in this 
bill,as in every preceding tariff bill, in section 17. It is be 
lieved that the articles chosen for the imposing of discrimi- 
nating duties, if necessary, are most suitable and effective for 
that purpose. Being luxuries and articles of voluntary use, 
increased taxation would be borne by the rich with the least in- 
convenience to our people generally, and theexportation of arti- 
cles of this class would prove the most effective in retaliation. 
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Germany supplies us with most of our toys and goods of that de- 


in this amendment, and the other schedule would apply espec- 
fally to France and Germany. 

The milling industry to-day is one of the most important as 
well as mostextensive of the Americanindustries. If an amend- 
ment of this character is not adopted the American miller will 
have to stand by and see his raw material (wheat) taken from 
him for manufacture into flour and sale in a market for which he 


is excluded by discriminating and prohibitory legislation, while | 


we are taking from the same country millions of their products 
without which we could well get along. 

I have obtained and would call attention to the Senate tosome 
statistical data furnished by the Northwestern Miller, a paper 
published in my own State, which show at a glance the extent 
and importance of the milling industries of the United States. 

The exportations of wheat flour from the United States in the 
last four years are as follows: 


Value of 





— ‘ ‘ Wheat in | {Flour in Value of 
Year ending June 30— | bushels. | wheat. | barrels. flour. 
I os itiitetinics ncgicteclaiel | 54, 387, 767 $45, 275, 906 2,231,711 #57, 036, 168 
rere ee as 55,131,948 | 51, 420, 272 11, 344, 304 54, 705, 616 
WR n. iarecass 157, 280,351 | 101,599,132 | 15, 196,769 75, 362, 285 
1893 - co caeucuccevenf 11%, 221,100} 98,684,970 16, 620, 839 7, 494. 347 
| 


The daily capacity of our mills in barrels is as follows: 














: " Daily ca- 
State. | pacity. 
— LS 
Barrels. 
a a a aces eel Aa Aaah Maen ommnainnen dalal 100, 000 
ID on, cciinianecdi dS deahenseabiaseers san scdenniaascind } 7, 000 
I bin ccc canines hes senesbnshenmbimebbenenetibwsesains 10, 000 
a ae sl cases pretence bile 4s ash iene anal aediaict 47,000 
DT Gaddsonemenesbentesndanasetdontnnieasedls hein ietiabaaidembasind 51, 000 
| eee Aiken Sheets edaada din eadun Raa wekmeawidaieneatdeae €1, 000 
a ll kal a sanibsnaii anda agehiabdasetians 5, 000 
a a ieee 7,000 
a PE Rr ee | 262, 000 
} 





The amcunt of capital invested, estimated at $100 per barrel 
of daily capacity, which is conservative, reaches the enormous 
sum of $55,000,000. 

The number of men employed is not less than 27,5 
averaging at least $2 per day. 

The average yearly output of flour is not far from 75,000,000 
barrels. Ofthis amount the exports average 13,700,000 and home 
consumption some 61,300,000. 

1 am assured by the authority referred to, however, that, ow- 
ing to the dullness in the flour market, the entire demand for 


,500, at wages | 


the current year (domestic and foreign) could be supplied in | 
one hundred and thirteen days of operation by our whole mill- | 
ing capacity, leaving two hundred and one days for enforced | 


idlenessor partial work. Thisstate of facts shows the desperate 


condition of the industry, and the propriety of Congress extend- | 


ing such aid as is practicable and legitimate. 


These figures, which are believed to be absolutely authentic | 


and more conservative than those of the Census Bureau, also 
emphasize the economic value to our people of our milling in- 
dustry, viewed simply as an industrial factor. To illustrate: If 
we were not prevented by hostile regulations and discriminations 
in Europe from manufacturing our entire wheat export (as we 
have the capacity to do), the average annual export (125,000,000) 
if ground into flour (27,770,000 barrels), would leave our shores 
with an enhanced valuation, 


For sacks, at 15 cents per barrel..............._-._. $4, 165, 000 | 
For cost of manufacturing, at 25 cents per barrel_-.. 6, 942, 000 
pO) Be SE ee ES i So ne ee Sa 11, 107, 500 


Increasing our credit and consumptive ability to that extent. 

Besides, manufacturing the flour here would leave 833,100 tons 
of feed for domesticconsumption, which, at an average valuation 
of $10 per ton, makes $8,331. 

I have obtained and desire to incorporate as a part of my re- 
marks a statement showing the duties on grain and the prod- 
ucts of grain imposed by different countries, including Ger- 
many, France, Italy, and Austro-Hungary. It will be seen by 
the figures furnished that in almost every case the duty on the 
manufactured product is double that on the raw material, show- 
ing among other things, that France and Germany are pre- 
peved and determined to make use of protective and even pro- 





| nibitory duties in the interests of their manufacturing indus 
scription, as well as the greater portion of bone and ivory named | tries: 


Foreign import dulies on corn and flour 


GERMANY 


PNR actin: Gogtiideaa ewt 1 9} 135 
Rye .... che teas ein acicliaceia as we rate Saieeaaatl 1 9 43} 
Oats..... SS a 1 5 > 
TI WO UNO ooo cs, cnc ceancapiaciatics ee - cacenemadie aca l UO} 25) 
i a i aa eel ae ra ae do 0 9 18} 
| RR tices: AE Rar ER aad RP aay do 1 0} 4 
a iN are Raa ee ls ats seating anc a Se ae 
Other descriptions of grain not separately mentioned._....do ) 6 12 
Millers’ products of grain and pulse, é. ¢., hulled or pearled 
grain, pearled barley groats, meal, and flour .......... ewt 3 & 92 
FRANCE 
In grain 
in tl Ce ewt 2 10} } 
ae a do 1 2 » 
ai ka a do i 4 30} 
TT ak ai se a Ee ee ee a do 1 } 
a a a ae ea a ee oe do 1 i 
Wheat, spelt and meslin, crushed or as grist containing more 
than 10 per cent of flour ............... td aah ania 4 5}—1 
Pearled or cleaned grain, other than millet -..._. do 6 6 =! 
Millet, hulled and cleaned .........................-. at 2 Si— 60 
Groats, grist (coarse flour) ...................- ith Bae tad do 6 6 


2 
™ 


“al and flour: 
Of wheat, the yield from the grain being 70 per cent and 
above... ; ewt 4 53—111 


Of wheat, between 60 and 70 per cent ...........-.-....... do 5 5{—136)5 
oR RE | ee eee do 6 6 ( 
Cf eee do 2 0 I 
i ce ccna dscumaeeeel 1 7 10) 
Of dari or millett.......... saadedheninactntdliniae taints sins pace 1 10 
ITALY. 

In grain: 
J sictoavmaiaalaain cwt...2 10} 0} 
I Aisin ansties deat ei Mba tearilied seed nities dar iaditaladbasniocon do 0 5 il 
a a lo 1 7 10 
Other kinds, including dried pulse............. a ea ee il 

Meal and flour: 
I ni a alee al satiate aan t 8 116 
i eta a lo e% 18 
ta ag Oa ado > 10} —146 
aac ecticickik state: outed dicated cine aeiaiaate anid naandenmaceaitaa do 1 = 32 

AUSTRIA-HUNGARY. 

In grain: 
Maize, millet, buckwheat _- ac i Sala ola Cw 0 l 
I: a Ee are do Oo is 
Ta es ens hs screen ensneiineanainareie do 1 6) 37h 
Pulse, beans, lupines, peas, lentils, retches_. do 1 0} 5 


Meal ana flour and mill products (crushed, bruised, and 
cleaned grain, pearl barley, groats, semolina) made 
from cereals or pulse-......-.-. ; ewt 3 9 


Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Minnesota to say 
that President Cleveland proposed to exercise this power in re- 
gard to Canada in consequence of their treatment of our 


men. My recollection is that President Cleveland never inter 





posed or proposed any such exercise of power in regard to the 
fisheries, but it was by reason of their discriminating f 
| their own prodtcts in tolls on their canals that he made ut 
| proposition. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, we have a very la 4 
industry in our State. At the city of Topeka we have | 
flouring mills, with adaily capacity of from 2,000 to 2.500 b 
of flour. The proprietorsof those mills and others in diffe 
portions of the State, at Kansas City, Kans., and at Kansas ¢ ’ 
Mo., also, have corresponded with me frequently upon this )- 
ject. The Senator from Minnesota has very clearly and 
stated the objections which our people make to the dise1 
ing duties against flourin FranceandGermany. I ‘ely wish 

| to say to the Senator that our millers, who do a very extensive 
business and who export a good deal of flour, labor und 8 
same disadvantages that the millers in other portions of t 
country do, and that they are in full sympathy with 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. Having 
sented their view of the case, I have done all that I car »ao 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the t 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we can get a vote on the amendment 
now. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can take a vote on the amendment I 
have no desire to interpose the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WaAsSH- 
BURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proce i 


to call the roll. 
Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power] to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. IRByY], and vote “ nay.” 
Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus]. 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I 


transfer 


my 
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pair with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Kentucky |[Mr. LINDSAY], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should be 
glad to transfer my pair if I can make an arrangement with 
someone on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who, I am 
informed, will be necessarily absent during the remainder of 
to-day’s session on official business. I make this announcement 
and decline to vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. He was called away from the Senate 
this afternoon. I should vote '‘ yea” if allowed to vote. 

Mr. BRICE. 
[Mr. QUAY] that he transfer his pair to the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT'r], and both he and I can vote. 

Mr. QUAY. That arrangement is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BRICE. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] that he can transfer his pair to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and we can both vote. 

Mr. CALL. Iwilldoso. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin | Mr. MITCHELL}. I will transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio |[Mr. SHERMAN] and vote. I vote ‘' yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Patton, Shoup, 
Allison, Frye, Peffer, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Chandler, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Hoar, Quay, 

NAYS—26. 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Vest, 
Brice, Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gordon, Pugh, Walsh, 
Call, Harris, Ransom, White. 
Camden, Jarvis, Roach, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

NOT VOTING—4I1. 

Allen, Gorman, McMillan, Power, 
Bate, Gray, McPherson, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Butler, Hawley, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cullom, Irby, Morgan, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Kyle, Murphy, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Palmer, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Piatt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with | 


the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE H.—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES, 
Spirits: 

237. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or 
other materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof 
gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by adding the following: 

But when imported in bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall 
be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out $1.80 where it occurs in 
this paragraph and insert $2.50. 

The aggregate reductions in this schedule upon brandy and 
other similar articles is $1,800,000 in round numbers. If any 
Senator sitting upon the other side of this aisle can tell me 
any reason why the rates upon these articles should be reduced 
I should be glad to hear it. I should be glad if the commit- 
tee who have this matter in charge, or some other Senator 
familiar with the construction of this bill, would give a single 
reason why the rates upon these articles of luxury should be re- 
duced. 

We have brandies, gins, Scotch whiskies, beers, still wines, 
and other articles of that kind. We have been called upon to- 
day and on other days to increase very largely the duties upon 
necessariesof life, I suppose partly for the purpose of furnishir= 


The amendment of the Committee 


I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania | 
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an excuse for the reduction of these duties upon French bran- 
dies, Scotch whiskies, cordials, and articles of that kind. Ido 


| notintend to take up the time of the Senate atany great length, 


but the party responsible for these reductions will certainly have 
to answer to the people for their action to-day. 


Mr. VEST. We will take that responsibility. We did this 


| deliberately, and I think we had the best reasons in the world 


for it. While these articles are articles of luxury and made 
everywhere among civilized nations the great source of revenue, 
yet it is very bad policy to put them so high as to make the du- 
ties prohibitory and to decrease revenue. 

We came to the conclusion that there was no reason from any 
standpoint for making these duties higher than we have fixed 
them here. In the first place, we believe we will get more rev- 
enue by an import duty upon these spirits, considering the na- 
ture of the article; and, in the second place, it is no such inter- 
est in the United States as appeals to us to entirely exclude 
a competition and make money for the domestic manufac- 

urer. 

[ would not use the tariff power of the Government in order 
to strike down this or any other industry while we are collect- 
ing taxes from it and recognizing it as legitimate. At thesame 
time I make no concealment of the fact that there is nothing in 
the nature of the manufacture of alcoholic stimulants that ap- 
peals to me to protect it or encourage it. I would make it pay 
all the revenue possible to the Government. I would not foster 
it in any way. I beiieve that these duties from either stand- 
point, either that of revenue or, as our friends on the other side 
call it, of protection, are about right, and that is the reason they 
are so placed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not defend the existing law or seek to 
make this amendment on the ground that the duties are protec- 
tive duties. It is simply and purely a question of revenue. All 
political economists have agreed that the articles included in 


| this schedule are proper articles for revenue duties. There can 


| tors on both sides of the Chamber. 





be no question about that. The tariff of 1846, which every Sen- 
ator on the other side of the Chamber always alludes to as an 
ideal tariff in these matters, imposed a duty of 100 per cent on 
the very articles included in this paragraph. 

Now, itis proposed by a Democratic Congress, in the latter 
part of the nineteenth century, when we need revenue, accord- 
ing to their own statements, and when we are imposing high 
duties upon necessaries of life, to reduce the duty from 100 per 
cent to 65.98 upon these articles. 

I think the common people of the country, whom the Senator 
from Missouri always speak for, are not greatly interested as to 
whether the duty upon French brandies is 65 per cent or 100 per 
cent. They do not use them, and they are willing that the 
people who do use them shall pay a high rate of duty. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is an important schedule 
certainly as relating to revenue. It is not a very lengthy sche- 
dule, and yet it is not probable that we can finish it this even- 
ing. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill that we ad- 
journ now and take up this schedule Monday morning. I would 
be willing on Monday morning, certainly after 11 o’clock, to ap- 
— five-minutes rule to the debate on this schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senator from Rhode Island and myself thought some time ago 
we could probably get through with this schedule this evening. 
I should be exceedingly glad to do so. Of course I wish to 
oblige as far as possible the convenience and comfort of Sena- 
What reason is there why 
we can not go on and get trough with this schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say frankiy to the Senator that the 
discussion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Min- 
nesota has made some impression upon me as respects our rela- 
tions with the French people concerning these duties. I think 
if we are to reduce duties as is proposed here we ought to make 
a distinction as between distilled spirits produced from grapes 
and distilled spirits distilled from grain. I suppose the object 
of those who are in charge of this bill is to make it easier-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him 
that the Senate has disposed of the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not propose to renew the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota; but I notice in looking at the com- 
parison of these paragraphs that there is a very large importa- 
tion of spirits distilled from grain. The importation of spirits 
distilled from grain for the year 1893 was $1,639,224, a large in- 
crease over the importations of any prior year, at least so far as 
this schedule is concerned; I have not looked beyond. So the 
proposition to reduce the duty upon distilled spirits from grain 
I believe 65 cents and 70cents a gallon isa great reduction when 
at the same time we are increasing the tax upon our own dis- 
tilled spirits from 90 cents a gallon to $1.10. 
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Itseems to me thatin dealing with this subject, having so many 
relations and difficulties in its pathway, we should not now at the 
nour of 5 o'clock on Saturday night undertake to finish a sched- 
ule of thisimportance. It certainly will not take a great while 
on Monday togothroughwith this schedule. For myself, should 
like to make some observations on the sehedule at a later day; 
and I do not wish to do it to-day. lam perfectly willing as far 
as [am concerned that the five-minute rule may be applied to 
this schedule from the opening of the session on Monday morn- 
ing. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I can get a unanimous-consent agreement, 
upon this schedule and the cotton schedule, down to the sched- 
ule on wooland woolens, to limit the debate to five minutes toa 
Senator on any single amendment or on the paragraph—and 
when I say five minutes I mean five minutes, and no extension 
by striking out the last or any other word—if I can get such an 
agreement I shall concede to the request of the Senator from 
Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot like for myself to make at this time 
any suggestions respecting so important a schedule as the cot- 
ton schedule. It seems to me it would be wiser to take one of 
these schedules at a time: whilst this schedule is not a lengthy 
one, I think it ought to be debatedalittle more atlarge than we 
can debate it to-night. If the Senator from Tennessee will ask 
unaniraous consent that on Monday this schedule shall be con- 
sidered under Rule VIII, which is the five-minuterule, I for one 
will not object, and Ido not believe that there will be any ob- 
jection on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. What objection has the Senator to extending 
it to the cotton schedule as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated tothe Senator that that is too im- 
portant a schedule for me to make any suggestion about. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the five-minute rule as defined a 
moment since by myself be applied to this and the cotton sched- 
ule 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 

quest of the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to notify the Senate, as I did three days 
avo, that that agreement will not be acceded to while I am a 
member of the Senate in regard to any schedule whatever, I be- 
ing present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the re- 
quest of the senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. If Lunderstand the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, it applies as well to this as to the cotton 
schedule? 

‘ Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. HOAR). 

Mr. HOAR. 
to a rule which confines every Senator to five minutes’ debate on 
any schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
graph. 

Mr. HOAR. Onany specificamendment, on any specific topic. 
Under the ruies of the Senate a whole appropriation bill might 





State what you mean. 


Not on the schedule, but on the specific para- 


I mean to say that I shall not beforehand agree | 


— 


from Massachusetts. But I do not intend to open that question 
or to debate it. If I can not get a five-minutes agreement for 
the cotton schedule as well, I will take it upon this schedule if I 
can get it. 

Mr. ALLISON and others. All right. 

Mr. HARRIS. In other words, I am going to do the best I 
can. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will ask 
unanimous consent that the five-minute rule may be applied to 
Schedule H, and that then he will consent that on this Saturday 
night at least we may adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the five-minute 
rule be applied to Schedule H until it is concluded as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection; but I suppose the Senator 
fram Tennessee understands my interpretation of that rule by 
tifis time. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The time may come when the Senator and I 
will debate the question as to the proper interpretation. 

I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
11, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


re- 


NOMINATIONS. 


nominations received by the Senate June 9, 1894. 


Bx euliv 
POSTMASTERS. 


Henry Vanscoy, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David S. 
Clark, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Ralph I. Krieger, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Theodore Buttenbaum, whose commission expired May 2, 1894. 

Albert H. Jones, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
of Licking and State of Ohio, in the place of John C. Malone, 
whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

W.M. Dunklee, to be postmaster at Christiansburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of 
George W. Wilson, whose commission will expire June 18, 1894. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 


Ammen Farenholt, a resident of Massachusetts, to be an as- 


| sistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 29th of May, 1894, to fill a 


be introduced as an amendment; the largest and most important | 


subject might come up; it might be discussed without being 
noved in terms, and it is an innovation; it is a thing never as- 
sented to. The five-minute rule, as defined on this side of the 


Chamber yesterday, is a well-known rule, which has its inter- | 


pretation in the customs of the Senate. I do not object to any 
arrangement which the Republican members of the Finance 
Committee make inregard to adopting that rule. I propose to 


vacancy in that grade. 


PROMOTIONS IN ARMY. 


Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. William P. Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, June 7, 1894, vice Taylor, Nineteenth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Robert J. C. Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 


| tain, June 8, 1894, vice Hoffman, Eleventh Infantry, retired from 


commit the conduct of the proceedingin general tothem; but | 


what the Senatvr from Tennessee asks for never will be agreed 
to in the Senate on any subject whatever while I am present and 
a member. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
we now agree to apply the ordinary five-minute rule to this 
schedule, and when we reach the cotton schedule I have no doubt 
we can secure a similar agreement in regard to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand from the declaration of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts just made that the five-minute rule can 
not be applied to this or any other schedule. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Ididnotunderstand the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that way. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 said directly the contrary. 

Mr. VEST (to Mr. HARRIS). 
did not say that. 

Mr. HARRIS. ThenI misunderstood the Senator. Iam glad I 
did, or rather I am glad that he did not mean what I understood 
him to mean. 

[do not intend to enter into any discussion with the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to what the five-minute rule is in the 
Senate. I have very well-defined opinions, though, as to what 
it is, and they do not agree at all with the views of the Senator 


The Senator from Massachusetts 


| 


active service. 
Second Lieut. Thomas G. Hanson, Nineteenth [nfantry, to be 


first lieutenant, June 7, 1894, vice Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, 
promoted. 


Second Lieut. Herman Hall, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, June 8, 1894, vice Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


The nomination of John J. McDonald; te be postmaster at 
Kingston, Luzerne County, Pa., which was sent to the Senate 
April 3, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed y the Senate June 9, 1894. 
MARSHAL. 


Emery S. Harris, of Vermont, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Vermont. 


POSTMASTER. 


Tyler G. Kent, to be postmaster at Wytheville, in the county 
of Wythe and State of Virginia. 
































































































GUGZ 2 CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


SAT AY, June 9, 1894, 
The met at 12 0’ i. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
K. GB. J bY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
pro a 


A. J. DRUMWRIGHT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the finding 


of t} Co of Claims in the case of A. J. Drumwright vs. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Ci m ana rdei L te print d. 


Mr. ALDERSON, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 


le: \ QO} al eG ¢ aceount of si ‘-kness. 
HOLMES & LEATHERS. 
Mr. DAVEY Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (H.R.6698) for the relief of 
Holmes & Leathe 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana for the present consideration of this bill? 
Mr. COOMBS. I think I shall have to object to it at this 
time, Mr. Speaker. 
NITED STATES COURTS, MINNESOTA. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask ee consent for the 
sent consideration of the bill (H. 7293) to amend chapter 
167 of the acts-of the Fifty-first onesie approved July 26 
L890. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit wcled by the S te and louse of Representatives of the United States 
/ in Congress assembled, That all criminal proceedings instituted 
tor the trial of offenses against the laws of the United States arising in the 
distric t of Minnesota, shall be brought, had, and prosecuted in the division 
of said district in which one or more of the defendants resided at the time 
such offenses were committed. 
SEc, 2. That this act shall take effect upon its passage. 


of Am 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. POWERS. At the second session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress an act was passed dividing the district of Minnesota into 
six divisions and providing for the holding of courts in those 
several divisions, and reculating the proceedings in civil causes. 
The act did not apply to criminal causes. In all the other dis- 
tricts in the country,so far as I am advised, criminal causes also 
are tried in the subdivisions of the district, as this bill proposes 
in this case. 


' 1 


Mr. COOMBS. Is the bill reported favorably by the commit- 


Mr. POWERS. It is. 
AKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
n Vermont for the present consideration of this bill? 

“Mr, R EED What is the request? 

Mr. JULBERSON. Iwill state to the gentlemanfrom Maine 
that this ri was reported fromthe Committee on the Judiciary 

yy the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowERs], and that there 
is absolute E no objection to it. 

Mr. REED, Thatisallright. I thought it was another bill. 

An amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
in line 6, the words ‘‘one cr more of the defendants resided at 
the time,”’ was agreed to. 

The bill as ameuded was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third ne; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title of the gl was amended so as to read, *'A bill regu- 
lating the procedure in criminal causes in the district of Min- 
nesota. 





HYPOLITE FILHIOL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution reported in connection 
with the bill (H. R. 2380) for the relief of Hypolite Filhiol and 
others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and required to pay, out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropri “~. the sum of ,825, one-third thereof to Hypolite Filhiol, of 
Ouachita, Paris , Louis siana, and the other two-thirds to the legal representa- 
tives of Edwin E Betin and Charles D. Betin, late of said parish, to be received 
and rec eipte: i for by them in full payment for property taken from them in 
said parish by and for the use of the Federal Army during the late war. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Lask that the reportaccompanying the bil] 
be read—the resolution. 

Mr. COOMBS. Ishall have to object to this bill, Mr. Speak 
I did not understand that it proposed an appropriation. 

Mr. BOATNER. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob. 
jection for a moment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. This is merely a proposition to refer 
laim to the Court of Claims, not to pay it. I ask that the 1 
lution be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the bliil (A. R. 2386) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of Hypo 
Filhiol and others,’’ now pending ih the House of Representatives, toge 
with allthe accompanying papers be, and the same is hereby, referr 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act of Mar 
1883, and an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits aga 
the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Ho 
o. Representatives the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, includ 
the loy a " the claimant, and all other facts contemplated by the pro 
$1008 Of sald act. 

r. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, I shall be glad 
to hear the gentleman explain. 

Mr. BOATNER. A bill of this character in-favor of Hypol 
ite Filhiol was introduced a number of years ago, and passed bj 
Congress, referring the case to the Court of Claims. When it 
reached the court it was found that an interest in the claim w 
held by the heirs of Betin, who were, at the time the propert; 
was taken, minor children. The court, therefore, can notco 
sider the matter under the resolution heretofore adopted, be- 
cause an interest is held by parties over whom the court has no 
been invested with jurisdiction. This is merely to authorize t 
Court of Claims to ascertain and report to the House wheth 
there is a debt, whether the parties were loyal, and the amou 
of the debt, if any exists, in order that Congress may deal with 
it accordingly. I think there can be no possibl » objection. 

Mr. COGSWELL. There can not be any objection to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ishall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 








FISH HATCHERY, PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
the consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

= 1e > resolution was read, as follows: 

Re 1, That the United States Fish Commissioner be, and is her 
directed to report to the House of Representatives the desirability of t 
Government's establishiag a fish hatchery in the grounds of the Zoodlogi 
Society, Philadelphia, on the Schuykill River, in the city of Philadelp 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This carries no money 
no expenditure whatever. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BINGHAM.,a motion to reconsider the vot 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


no appropriati 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 


Mr. TURNEROf Georgia, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to tho 


desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That theseventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
tablish circuit courts of appeals, and to define and re gulate inc ertain ca 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other purpos 
approved March 3, 1891, be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sac. 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity ina district court or in an 
existing circuit court, ai 1 injunction shall be granted or continued ora 1 
ceiver appointed, by an int ) der or t ina cause in whi 
an appeal from a final decree may be taken under the provisions of this 
to the circuit court of appeals an appeal may be taken from such interlo 
tory order or decree granting-or continuing such ir J inction or appointi 
such receiver to the circuit court of appeals: Provided, That the appeal mu 
be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or decree, and i 
shall take precedence in the appellate pt ne and the proceedings in ot! 
respects in the court below shall not be stayed, unless otherwise ordere 1 | 
that court, during the pendency of such appe a 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for tl 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please explain wh 
changes are propos . to be made by this bill? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The act of March 3, 1890, creating 
the circuit courts of ea provided that app als might be 
had from interlocutory orders granting or continuing injunc- 
tions, but it did not provide for an appeal from orders appoint- 
ing receivers without injunctions. This bill is intended to in- 
clude such orders. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thisis the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to eg the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether the bill provides also for appeals in cases of dis- 
solution of injunctions. 

Mr. CULBERSON. All interlocutory orders. 

Mr. REED. should like to understand something more 
about this. 
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On what point would the gentle- 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. ) 
xplanation? 


man from Maine like to have an ¢ 
a CULBERSON rose. 

. TURNER of Georgia. I yield to the 

committee that he may make an explanation. 


chairman of the 














\ir. CULBERSON. I will state 
ir. REED. I think we had better have this matter come up 
rulal ord r. 
; rt | ER of Georgia. I hope the gentleman from Maine 
not factiously interpose. I kr 10w he would not if he under- 
stood this matte ‘, The present law allows appeals on interloc 
tory orders granting, modifying, or continuing injunctions, 
it does not allow appeals from interlocutory ord mer 
pointing reeeivers. The object of this bill is to plac » that class 
of cases under the s:me rules as injunctions. 

Mr. RE! i the gentleman's statement that 
564 s he would like to know what ef t 
this may have tter of business? 

Mr. TURNE willexplain. It seems that un 
der a practi up, these courts have been grant- 
nz orde uy ¢ and omitting to issue any in- 
junction, so that there sh | be no appeal allowed. But t 
centleman fr ini >that the appointment of a re- 
ceis r by whom » estate can bo administered may be as 
important a subje \ yas the granting of an injunction, 

Ibis isa mere omission, I assure the gentlem.n, in the origi- 
ial act; and {am sure that he as a lawyer will see that the pro- 


! 
priety of allowing an appeal in this class of cases is greater than 
in the other. 

Mr. REED. Weresuch n 
this court was created? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia, This matter grows out of the 
special jurisdiction conferred upon the court by theact of March 
3, 189), I think that writs of error or appeals are allowed in all 
the courts in all the States on interlocutory ordersof the kind | 
describe. 

Mr. REED. Prior to the creation of this court did this right 
of appeal exist in similar cases? The lower court, whatever it 
may have been, had, as I understand, the power of appointing 
receivers the same as now: was there in such cases a right of 
appeal to the higher court? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman knows that the 
privilege of taking appeals and writs of error in cases p 
in the United States courts was, before the act of March 3, 1830, 
quite restricted. In the act to which I refer this privilege was 
era nted as to injunctions because the granting of an injunction 
vas revarded as a matter in which there ought to be the right 
of review for the guidance of the court below in the final de- 
The gentleman can readily see that 


vatters the subject of an appeal before 


g 





termination of the cause. 
this privilege of app “al which this amendatory bill proposes to 
allow with respect to orders appointing receivers is just as im- 
portant, in fact more so, than the privilege of appeal in the 
other cases which I have montioned. 

Mr. REED. Will tl his contemplated proceeding stay the ap- 
pointment of a receiver? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will it act as a supersedeas? 

Mr. REED. Will it act asa supersedeas and stay the appoint- 
—— of the receiver? 

ir. TURNERof Georgia. Itwill not operate as asupersedeas 
Ww ith respec tto the matter aa for final decree in the court 
below; but pending the appeal with reference to the appoint- 
ment of a receiver, the case in ‘that respect will be of course sus- 
pended pending the appeal. 

Mr. REED. [suggest tothe gentleman from Georgia that he 
— this matter to rest so that we may have opportunity t 

xxamineit. Itseems that there may bo some elements of dan- 
ger aboutit. I donot desire tomake any opposition, if further 
examination shallshow the measure to ba proper. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman takes that posi- 
tion, of course I can not resist him. 

Mr. REED. I prefer that the matter be allowed to g 
so that we may know more about it. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Perhaps the gentleman will be 
willing to hear a statement of the chairman of the Committe 
on the Judiciary [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. REED. iti is rather difficult to dispose of a question like 
this upon this sort of interlocutory discussion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentlemar 
from Texas |Mr. CULBERSON] will be allowed to make a state- 
ment. 

There was no objectior. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that every 
member of the Judiciary Siemartioes: including both Democrats 
and Republicans, who has examined this matter has consented 
to a favorable report of this bill. It will be remembered that by 
the actof March 3, 1890, an appeal wasfor the first time given from 


oO over 
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| an order of the circuit court, or the district judge sitting in the 


ndin o } 


6063 


cireuit court granting an injunction in these receivership cases 
Vow, in order toavoid an appeal, the judges grant the ord 





for the appointment of a rece siver without making an order for 
\ ction, the result being that the reeeciver n lmini 
ti : whole estate, and no appeal or review can lie until the 
( 3 illy settled in the court below. Unless thatcourt s 
| » issue an order for an injunction, no appeal lies: tl 
ortunity for revision; and the receiver m ro 
the estate. Those who m rht des to con 
he al sal < estate 1 ) 
peal i G lL on inju yn i ( 
( ao Oo < vl} t LO ( 0 be owe ) . 
\ ! of the r ! » takes « ve of the 
esta Lh ‘ he itter set ] j 
M ' tS. Will the gent 1 from 3 t ! 
CULBERSON. Certainlv. 
Mr. POW 0. If Lunderstand the purpose of this bil! Lich 
the gentleman from Georgia, I eve, introduced i 
3 to extend the ordinary rules of chancery pro 
WW ent ip] | from any rt t 
{ 1 inte ory motions or orders 
ir. CULBERSON. That is the purpose exa 
POWERS. The pre sent law allows an | in cases 
vyhere an injunction isasked. Lrecollect in connection with th 
case it was thought more important in many instances to grant 
an appeal in eases of the appointment of a receiver who has to 
take charge of the entire distribution of the property than ) 
admit ap ls in ses of injunction which are only t ipo \ 
1 their character; and the purpose of this bill was to allo 


Mr. CULBERSON. That is the whole bill. 
Mr. POWERS. Now, the question has been asked as to wha 
would become of the property pending such an appeal. It 
well-known principle in equity j iispr udence that the e t 
equity alway 5 hi is power in all cases to preserve the subje 
litig: [ 


matter of tion, so that there would be no difficulty in 





se if this ju risdiction i extended to hear appeals in the cases 
posed here. It simply enables the parties in interest to pro- 
tect the property against an improper administration through 
a cag vay ad! me interlocutory orders of alower court. It can 
only be done by appropriate legislation of this character, and | 


believe this was recommended by the entire committe 
(fr. REED. I would like to askif there is any pressing h 
this matter: 
Mr.CULBERSON. Well, a pr: 
| country in order 
injunction because no appeal could 1 
Mr. McCALL. Let me ask the ¢ 
peal would affect the order 
Mr. = BERSON, Oh,1 
Mr. McCALL. The receivership would still continue? 


about 


to avoid appeals, 





ieman whe 1 
for the appointment of the receiver? 








Mr. CULBERSON, Ye . 

Mr. McCALL. And it would not ct the ord f th yurt? 

ft, CULBERSON. yr stands exactly ) 
ntil the decision of th ut is made known 

10 SPEAKER, Is tion to the present co ‘ 

tion of the bill? 

Mr. REED. I shall have to ask that this matter go over. I 
want to look into it a little further. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. ¢€ OOM BS. I demand the regular order. 
) -EAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 


3RIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER. 

Mr. WISE, from the ee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back the bill (H.R. 6577) to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoo- 
chee River at or near the town of Columbia, Ala.; 
ferred to the Efouse Calendar. 


- ww 
which was re- 


ADMISSION TO AMERICAN REGISTRY OF FOREIGN SHIPS. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
| F isheries, presented tl 1e views of the minority of the committee, 
under leave heretofore granted, to accompany the Dill (H. R. 
2655) providing for free admission to Ame ‘ican registry of ships 
built in foreign countries. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed 
| to accompany the report of the committee heretefore made. 

SHIP CANAL LAKE ERIE—OHIO RIVER 

} > 1 : 
| Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, pre- 
sented, in lieu of several Hous e bills, a bili (H. R. 7402) provid- 








ing for preliminary surveysof a route for a ship canal from Lake 
Erie to the Ohio River: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bills orig- 
inally referred to the committee on the same subject will lie 
on the table. 

There being no objection, the bills (H. R. 1922, 6768, 7068, and 
T170 ordered to iie on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 1950) to authorize the Pennsylvaniaand New Jersey Railroad 
Companies or either of them to construct and maintain a bridge 
over the Delaware River between the States of New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania: when the Speaker signed the same. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’NErL of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yesterday afternoon, just 
before the committee rose, we had proceeded, as I understand 
it, to the consideration of this bill by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam informed that it was the 
purpose of some gentlemen, who were on the Chairman’s list, 
to make certain observations or remarks upon the bill; and they 
believed that they had been promised, or at least it was tacitly 
understood, that they were to have the floor for the purpose of 
addressing the committee before the general debate was closed. 
And I believe it is not the wish of the committee—speaking 
especially for myself—to deprive these gentlemen of that pleas- 
ure, and if they will indicate the time they desire — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the only name on the list is that of a gentleman who does 
not appear to be present. ; 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I see the gentleman is not at 
this moment present, and I will not make any further request at 
this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
the bill. 

i‘he Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as | 
follows 


Atth 


were 





I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading 
ol 


Cheyenne River Agency, South Dakota, $1,700, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. HOLMAN] to 
the fact that the name of the agency which, has just been read ap- 
pears in the estimate as the Forest City Agency. In the bill it 
is called the Cheyenne River Agency, but in the estimates it is 
stated that it is now called the Forest City Agency. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Indian Bureau desire that it be changed 
back to the old name, which appears in the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

At the Yankton Agency, South Dakota, $1,600. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer the amendment which 
Isend to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, line 18, after the word ‘‘dollars,” insert the following: 

Provided, That no Indian agent or other employé shall be appoin 
any Indian agency from any State or Territory other than the State « 
ritory in which said agency is located.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
order on that. 

Mr. WILSONof Washington. Ifthe pointoforder is reserved, 
inasmuch as we can probably discuss this amendment in twenty 
or thirty minutes, I wish to ask unanimous consent that thirty 
minutes be allowed for the discussion. According to the under- 
standing made during the general debate, we were to be allowed 
opportunity for discussing various items as they were reached, 

dl ask that thirty minutes be allowed for the discussion of 
this amendment, one-half to be controlled by the chairman of the 


to 
4 Or- 


I desire to reserve a point of 
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Committee on Indian Affairs and one-half by some gentleman to 
be designated by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that thirty minutes be allowed for the discussion of this amend- 
ment, one-half to be controlled by the chairman of the commit- 
tee|Mr. HOLMAN], and the other half to be controlled by the 
gentlemanfrom Washington {Mr. WILSON]. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend wishes to be heard, I will re- 
serve the point of order until he has completed his remarks. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have offered 
this amendment, not for any reason personal to myself, but in 
behalf of the Democratic party in my State and in other West- 
ern States and Territories of this country. It is a well-known 
fact that the Democratic party in their national convention at 


{ Chicago declared, in one of the paragraphs of their platform, 
| for home rule, as follows: 


We hold that the officials appointed to administer the government of any 


| Territory, together with the District of Columbia and Alaska, should be 


bona fide residents of the Territory or district in which their duties are to 
be performed. The Democratic party believes in home rule and the control 
of their own affairs by the people of the vicinage. 

Itisanotorious fact that upon every occasion afforded them the 
Democratic party have violated that plank of their platform. 
In my own State a few days ago—and I am not criticising the 


| gentleman who was appointed—they sent a distinguished gen- 


tleman from the State of Arkansas to be the agent at the Puyal- 
lup Indian Agency. 

They sent another gentleman from the State of Georgia, who 
had come into our State temporarily, to be Indian agent at the 
Yakima Indian Agency. He came across the continent, and 
went clear back toGeorgiainorder toobtainabond. They have 
appointed a United States attorney in my State who has not been 
aresidentlongenough tovote. Theyappointed a United States 
marshal who had been a resident only a short time, and no man 


| in my locality who belongs to the Democratic party knew who 


he was. They have appointed farmers from the State of Wis- 
consin to the State of Washington. Two of the three Indian 
agents appointed for the State of Idaho are residents of States 


| east of the Missouri River. 


And so it has been all over the Western country, violated step 
by step, in order to satisfy the Southern contingent with pat- 
ronage and send them out to our country in violation of your 
own declaration in your own platform. Ah, Mr. Speaker, they 
have gone further than that. They have come to the city of 
Washington, and this morning I find in that great Democratic 
paper, the New York Sun, the following: 

ANGERED BY Mr. CLEVELAND—A VIOLATION OF THE HOME-RULE PRINCIPLE 
STIRS WASHINGTON—HE PROCURES THE APPOINTMENTZOF A BRITISH SUB- 
JECT AS SUPERINTENDENT OF THE GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL AGAINST THE 
PROTESTS OF THE WOMEN MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES AND 
THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS—MR. THURBER TELLS THE COMMISSIONERS 
THE APPOINTMENT MUST BE MADE AT ONCE—FOUR TRUSTEES OF THE 
SCHOOL RESIGN. 

WASHINGTON, June &. 

The citizens of Washington have hardly had time to recover from their 
surprise and disappointment caused by President Cleveland’s violation of 
the home-rule plank of the Democratic platform in the appointment of 


} Charles H. J. Taylor, the colored man from Kansas, to be recorder of deedg 


for the District of Columbia, when they are brought face to face with another 
similar act, the appointment of a British subject to the must lucrative and 
responsible office held by a woman.in the District. The indignant citizens, 
without regard to party, have begun to make protest, and last night the fol- 
lowing preamble and resolutions were adopted by a largely attended meet- 
ing of the Twentieth Century Club, an organization which is to Washington 
about what the Sorosis Clubis to New York: 

‘‘Whereas it has come to our knowledge that the recently elected super- 
intendent of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia is a sub- 
ject of a foreign country, and that five years must elapse before she can be- 
come an American citizen: and 

‘“‘Whereas said position is the most lucrative one within the gift of the 
Government in the District of Columbia, to which women are eligible; and 

“Whereas there were a number of applicants for this position équally as 
competent in every way, of American birth and in fullsympathy with Amer- 
ican instutions; Therefore, 

‘Resolved, That we hereby express our hearty disapproval of said appoint- 
ment, and call upon all loyal American women to urge upon their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress athorough investigation ofthis ‘foreign labor ’ ques- 
tion.”’ 

These resolutions were adopted after it had been made known that the fol- 
owing communication had been sent to Mr. Cleveland: 

‘To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

‘““MR. PRESIDENT: The undersigned members of the board of trustees of 
the Girls’ Reform School desire respectfully to tender their resignations, 
being convinced that their usefulness is at anend. The recent appoint- 
ment, in defiance of the protests of the minority—which includes every 
woman on the board—ofa superintendent whoisa foreigner, without knowl- 
edge of our customs and people, without experience in reformatory work, 
and without the special and most necessary qualifications for such work, 
seems to make the step imperative. 

‘*Very respectfully, . 
‘LAURA COMSTOCK BATES. 
‘LOUISE REED A 
“MARY HOWELL TTEN. 
‘“ THOMAS P. MORGAN.” 

The story of the ee of the Canadian woman is an interesting 
one, and serves to show the persistence with which inmates Of the White 
House, Officials of the Administration, and those close to them, devote them- 



















1894. 


— — ] 


selves to the cause of American citizenship and civil-service reform. Sev- 
eral weeks ago a vacancy occurred in the office of Superinte ndent of the Re- 
form Sehool for Girls by the removal of the incumbent as the result of a | 
seandal. There were several candidates for the place, and the president of 
the board of trustees, Mr. W.C. Endicott, jr., pardon clerk of the Department | 
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and do not wis 


had no 


h to 


of —_ ‘e, and at the time of hisappointment to the board private secretary | Wrote to the Department denying any charges that might be presented 
to the Attorney-General, Warmly indorsed the application of Mrs. Aldrich. | asked an investigation in such case. I will send you correct co] rf 
She had come to ph nan, ston W ith the family of Postmaster-General Bissell, | ter my possession, which will give you a correct ideaof why 1} 
who, when they were no longer in need of her services, secured a place for | oved,no doubt. I realize that your time is limited, and Ido1 
her as teacher in the institution. Four other members of the board also | take up more than-is possible, but I would like to see justice done 
recommended Mrs. Aldrich’s appointment, but a minority, consisting of | thing 
threes women and ex-Commissioner of the District Morgan, opposed it on Tha ng you again for your kindness in this matter, and hoping I 
the ground that Mrs. Aldrich was a subject of Great Britain, Whose husband be able to render you service in the future, I am, 
and six children reside in Canada, and because. moreover, they believed her | Very truly, yours, 
to be totally disqualified to act as guardian and friend of young g rls | WM. H. EMBREI 
Mrs. Aldrich was selected by the rule of the majority, however, and the | Wal 1 
Commissioners of the District were called upon, as provided by law, to ap- Hon. J. L. WILSON, Washington, D. ¢ 
prove the selection. This for a longtime they refused todo, contending that | 
they could not consent to the appointment ofa citizen of a foreign c ountry | = 
tosuch animportant place. There upon they were told that White Hot 8 | HEADQUARTERS A, LINCOLN Post, No. 4 
ufinence would be brought to be ar Which they would be unable to ré | GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
This statement was made good, for shortly afterwards Private S creta ry Wallawalla, Wash., Apri ; 
Thurber appeared before the District Commissioners with the information oe i ee ed ' rs : 
that Mrs. Aldrich’s appointment was desired by thosein authority.and must | — VEAK SIR I inclose some? papers just re eived from W. H. Embre 
be made at once. The Commissioners are creatures of the President, and | W ! desire t wkyour attention. Mr. Embree was agency black 
they took the hint, not without a show of protest, however } at the Yakima Agency, and, from his letter, has been oust «i to give pl 
Mr. Thurber haddeclared the point about Mrs. Aldrich not being an Amer in ex-Confederate soldier, cla 
ican citizen to be all nonsense, and said this could be avoided by having her | | Mr. Embree is a member in good standing of this G. A. R. Post, is a 
make out an application for naturalization papers at once. Whentoldthat | epudiican Se worthy man, and nD - \ large family to support _ Anyt 
it would require five years to make her eligible for a certificate. Mr. Thur 7 hay be able to do fo him i his nratter will be appreciate ry 
ber, it is understood, replied: ‘Oh, pshaw! in my State it takes only two | #HG als » by the comrades of this pos 
vears.” But without any naturalization papers at all, Mrs. Aldrich wasap- | Yours, very truly, a ha ae — 
pointed at Mr. Thurber’ dictation, and the resolutions of the Twentieth Kk. W. ELIOT, J Co 
Century Club and the resignation of four members of the board of trustees | Hon. J. L. WILson, M. C., Wass ton, D.C. 
immediately followed | 
Congress Will now be asked to investigate the matter, and it may be ven- | 
tilated when the bill that is now pending, appropriating $30,00) for a new | FORT SIMCOE, WASH.. Mare) 
puilding for the school. istaken upfor consideration. : 
DEAR been notified by the agent att 


This is the only appointment in the city of Washington to 
which ladies are eligible, and the President of the United States 
has gone forward and secured a citizen of Canada, a citizen of 
the British Government, to come here and be put in charge of 
the Reform School in the city of Washington. 

Ah, they go further than that. In the State of Washington, 
at the Yakima Reservation, there was an old soldier working as | 
blacksmith at $840 a year. They turned him out, and in ‘his 
place they appointed a soldier of the Confederac y; and when 
was brought to the attentionof the Indian Commissioner, he was 
frank e nough and honest enough to rescind the order for the re- 
moval of the appointment of the Indian agent. But the Indian 
agent telegraphed to the Secretary of the Interior, and he re- 
vokedtheorder. He revoked the orderand placed this man in as | 
blacksmith at the Indian agency, alleging in this case that he | 
left the agency. [ have here the reason why he was removed: 

NORTH YAKIMA, WASH., March 8, 1594. 


r. W. H. EMBREE, fort Simcoe, Wash.: 
As we are arranging to send a representative Democrat to Washington to 
attend to some urgent legislation 
Urgent legislation! I do not know what it was. Perhaps it 
was the Wilson tariff bill that he was coming down here to urge, 
or some other measure; but he was going to send him here for | 
urgent legislation 


We are compelled to ask the people in office to help us in this matter. I 
am calling on all the employés at the fort to help us. 0% of course you 
are a Republican, but nevertheless I will call upon you to help us in the 
matter just the same as Democrats, for if you were not there, there would 
be a Democrat in that place that would help us. As the judge (agent) sees 


fitto keep you there, We expect you to help usin this matter. Your por- 


tion 
Your portion! 
will be about #25 or $30. Please send me #30, if possible, and let me hear 
from you by return mail. 
lam, very truly, 
: THOMAS F.. MAHER, 
Secretary Yakima County Democratic Committee. 


NORTH YAKIMA, WASH., Alarch 23, 1894. 
Mr. WILLIAM H. EMBREE, Fort Simcoe, Wash.: 

Ireceived your letter of March 20, and in reply would say that I hardly 
agree With you that you have no kick coming, as you have ‘been left there 
going on two years after the change of Administration. Of course it is only 
right and just that to the victor belongs the spoils, and as far as I am con 
cerned I never said one word against you personally, but, on the contrary. 
1 have said several in your behalf. Our county committee made a demand 
on Mr. Erwin to remove all Republicans, and as I am the secretary of the 
committee, I had to doit. There was not any put-up job on you or anyone 
else; and as for some people there not paying anything to the Democrat 
fund, allow me to say to you that everyone there will pay some or our com- 
mittee will know the reason why. 

With kindest regards, Iam truly yours, 
T. F. MAHER, 


Secrelary Democratic County Committee. 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Wallawalla, Wash., May 14, 1894. 
My DEARSrR: Your favor of April 2i has just reached me; and I will say 
that I sincerely thank you for the interest you have taken in regard to my 
removal from the Indian service. I have been informed by good authority 
that the agent (Mr. Erwin) at Fort Simcoe, when notified to reinstate me, 
instead of so doing, telegraphed to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
charges against me which are absolutely untrue whatever they may be. I 
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S. M. WHITE, M. D 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIR 
Wes zt April I 
Sir: 1 have to inform you that formal 1 the di irge of \\ 
H. Embree, carpenter and wagon-maker, a ima Wa 
andthe appointment of R. I. Watson in his ead ; receiver 
Agent L.'l’. Erwin has this day been advised bot! Vv telegram and 
that the suid change ts disapproved 
Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, ('% 
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, 
House of Rez resentatives 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIR 
HN yn. Doe Yay 
Sirk: Lam in receipt of your letter of 25d and telegram of 24th u 
| also a telegram signed by Henry J. Snively others, in regat 
movalof William H. Embree from the n of carpenter an 
maker, and appointment of R. Wat on in 1 ead, and urgit 
chan e approved 
In view of the additional information contained it ir letter 
that Mr. Embree was not removed for political reasor ily 1 t 
b inegligent of late in the performance of his dutiec und |} ' 
earry out yourinstructions; that Mr. Watson is not, as wa u 
resident, but has lived in Washin I r the la e year \ 
ree has left the reservation and gone to Wallawalla, and V 
noved his family out to the Fort at great expense, etc., I 
the honora Secretary of the Interior to approve the change ] I 
Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING. ¢ 
TT. ERWIN 
United States Indian Agent, Yukima Ag Wa 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
OFF F INDIAN AFFAII 
jto Way 
Sir: Lhave to inform you th dditional information having 
nished this office in the matter sremoval of William H. Er 
the position of carpenter and wag maker at \ em Washi 
and the appointment of R. 1. Watson in his stead 1 shows th 
Embree was not remov rr litical reasons onl hat Mr. W 
has been a resident of Wa cehen tee five years, I} en direc 
honorable Secretary of the Interior to approve the change 
[ inciose herewith, for your information, a copy ot etter 
win on this subject. 7 
Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNI Commissio 
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 
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WALLA WALLA, WASH., Alay 5, 1894. 









CSi Your favor of April 22 regarding the reinstatement of Mr. Em- 
bre t Yah ia Indian Reservation, was received yesterday. .The agent at 
Ya 1a has not complied with the orders of the Commissioner of Indian Af- | 
fal y! {learn from a reliable source, has sent to Washington | 
cha igal vir. Embree, such as disobedience of orders and other 
chat hich Mr. Embree is prepared to prove are unfounded and not in 
vecordance With facts 

Embree ij ne millwright and blacksmith, and was retained by the 
agent until he had completed work upon a mill, which the man who took his 
place could o, then he kicked him out, to make a place for an incapable 
t Confeds i ) ( 

[emit me is het he is a member in good eS Se 
and is in ‘ ! ct a good and worthy citizen, against whom that carpet- 
bag, ex-Confejerate agent has trumped up false charges, and which if prop- 
erly looke can but bring shame and dishonor upon their author. Mr. 
mb ; me that he has written to the Commissioner concerning | 
ther | 

We know that your time is fully occupied, still if you can give this matter 
a little more attention you will not only confer a favor upon a wi Ly 
oldier, but will also receive the thanks of comrades of this post, and the | 
Grand Army of the Republic at large. I[ thank you for favors already re 
ceived, and beg to: ure you of our highest consideration. | 

Very truly yours 

E. W. ELIOT, Post Commander, 
Hon. J. L. Winson, M.C 


Washington. D. ¢ 


SIMCOE, WASH., March 26, 1594. 
Mr. H. A. Grivrin, North Yakima: 
Will you please do me a favor to find out about this man, Mr. Watson, of 


Yakima, Whom they have appointed in my place; whether heis from the 

South, also whether he is a Confederate soldier or not. Please find out 

What you can and let me know by mail or stage Wednesday. By so doing 
yu Will confer a} eat flavor on me 





your su ul 
WM. H. EMBREE. 


NORTH YAKIMA, March 27, 1894. 
Mr. W. H. EMBREE 

Mr. Watson was a Confederate soldier, and is from the South, same State 

as Judge Erwin, so Iam reliably informed. 
Very truly 
H. A. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. Chairman, I have infroduced all the correspondence in 
this case that has come to my hand. It seems to me a great in- 
ustice has been done this old soldier, and especially is this true 
in the demand made on him for money by the chairman of the 
Democratic county central committee of Yakima County. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, Alaric and his Goths would have blushed 
with shame at demanding money from any old man, a Union 
soldier, Outof his $840 perannum. |Applauseon the Republican 
side, | 
This is civil-service reform witha vengeance. And thisagent, 
sent to our country to preside over the Indians, permitting the 
Democratic county committee to assess an old Union soldier, 
nd when he fails to pay that assessment, they turn him out of 





his office and put in a Confederate. These are the facts. Do 
you wonder that I insist upon this plank of the platform? 

" Why, sir, prior to 1884 no national convention had adopted 
this plank, In 1884, when the Republican convention assembled 
at Chicago, by some good fortune the people of the Territory 
of Washington did honor me with aseatinthatbody. I drafted 
and submitted to the committee on resolutions the first plank 
for home rule. It was adopted by the Republican party in con- 
vention assembled: and so far as my knowledge goes, in the 
West it has never been violated. It was adopted by the Demo- 
cratic convention that afterwards followed. It was adopted in 
{892 and it is now being violated in the West, and in the city 
of Washington, and every place where it is possible todo so. | 

I think the amendment I have offered is in the interest of the 
service; I think it is in the interest of the Indians; I think it is 
in the interest of good government, and if we are not to have it 
adopted, why, let us send the last poor feeble plank of the Demo- 
cratic pacty out to sea with the others that have gone before. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. I havesome 
data covering this entire question, both from the Secretary’s 
Office and from the Indian Office, which I will print in the Rrc- 
orp if Iam permitted to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Georgia[Mr. MADDOX]. 

Mr. MGRAE. Mr. Chairman, [ understood the pointof order 
vas made against this amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I supposed that the gentleman 
was going to allow me some time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The point of order has been 
reserved, and we have thirty minutes, I will state to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California |Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr.Chairman, the object of this 
amendment has not been given to the House. It is this. It 
changes existing law, and upon its adoption there can be no more 
army officers appointed Indian agents. That is the milk in the 
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| cocoanut. And I want to say to the committee that had th 


amendment remained as the House adopted it, before it w: 
amended by the Senate, requiring that army officers should b 
detailed for Indian agents, the gentleman from Washington 
could have had no such complaint to have laid before this House 
That is the milk in thecocoanut. Thisamendmentifadopted 
is to prevent the appointment by the President of any mo 
military officers as Indian agents. Had the amendment been 
worded so as to apply to the appointment of civilian agents as 
now allowed by law, I would muke no objection to it whatever, 
but I desire in the short time that I have, to read a part of a pri 
vate letter received from an allotting agent, a gentleman whon 
I have known for twenty-five years and a good Democrat. Hi 
says: 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Covelo, Round Valley Agency, April 29, 1894 
We have here an illustration of the great good resulting from appointmen 
of army officers as agents. Wecan easily see what has been, and what im 








provements have been, and are being made by Lieut.Connelly. This vall 

in winter is a bog, utterly impassable for wagons, but he has andis building 
good roads, so by fall that trouble will be ina great measure overcome. Hi 
gives his entire time to his work, trying to put the Indians in a self-sustail 


ing position, and if allowed to remain here three or four years | mnger i 
will be in as good condition as possible. He has induced the Indians to pu 
in good fences and build better houses; they seem to be impressed with hi 
good precepts and example. 

It will take at least four years longer to get them fairly started, so that 
the whites will not be ableto undo all the good that has beendone. When he 
came he found the cattle of the whites running all over the reservation, and 
finding that he could not prevent it, he induced the Indians to fence. This ha 
in a great Measure put a stop to that trouble, but the whites do not like i 
very Well, so that if he is removed before they fully appreciate the benefit 
of the work they will easily be induced to stop work and let the fences go 
Strange tosay, most of the whites speak in the highest terms of him; only 
those whose interests have been interfered with are unfriendly. 

Mr. Chairman, there are now over 200 officers of the United 
States Army located at or contiguous to the Indian agencies 
scattered throughout the United States. That is about the 
only business, in time of peace, that the Army has toattend to 
to look after the Indians. I do not care whether these officers 
desire to serve as agents or not. They are paid their salaries, 
and let them do the work. They are not hunting for the job, 
but they are supposed to obey orders. We have now 23 of these 
officers acting as Indian agents, saving to the Government ove! 
$45,000 in salaries and expenses, and we ought to have at every 
agency anarmy officer. Atsomeof the agencies there are five or 
six officers to take care of the Indians. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, it is quite refreshing to see 
my colleague on the committee, Mr. WILSON of Washington, 
get upon the Democratic platform and insist that at least one 
plank of that platform shall be carried out; but it occurs to me 
after the lectures which the Republican party, and especially 
the leader on that side, has seen fit to give this side of the 
House, that this reformation ought to have begun some time 
ago. Asthey claim to be the pioneers in everything that tends to 
the prosperity and preservation of the Government, I think they 
ought to have begun this reformation themselves, but as a mat- 
ter of fact they did no such thing. Take the State of Washing- 
ton; the record shows that there is one nonresident agent in 
that State now, and there was one nonresident Indian agent 
there under the Harrison Administration. 

On yesterday this House was treated to a speech by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus], in advocacy of what 
is known as the Indian Board of Commissioners. He told us 
how much good they had dofie for the Indians and for the coun- 
try generally. Now, let ussee what they say on this subject, so 
that we may ascertain whether the gentleman from Washing- 
tonis on the right lines or not. Here is what tho Indian Com- 
missioners say: 

Wehighly approve the announcement of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs that inselecting civil agents it is his policy ‘‘ to recommend persons as 
arule who do not reside in the vicinity of the reservations upon which their 
services are rendered.”’ We haveseen, in many instances, the evils result- 
ing from the so-called * home-rule”’ policy, and as the Commissioner says, 
“Experience proves what theory would indicate, that agents who come to 
Indian agencies from a distance are more ready than those living near by 
to give their best efforts to promote the welfare of those whom they are em- 
ployed to aid.”’ 

That is the view of this Board of Indian Commissioners on 
this subject of home rule in connection with Indian agencies. 
Now, if the amendment offered by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton should be adopted, it would prohibit the President from ap- 
pointing army officers, and, from what I have learned since I 
have been a member of the committee, some of those officers 
have proved to be very acceptable agents, and asa matter of 
fact have performed services for the Indians that could hardly 
have been accomplished by civilians. I have no personal know!l- 
edge of the matter. I know only whatI have heard in thecom- 


mittee. 
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But, recurring to the question of the appointment of nonresi- INDIAN AGENTS—continued. 
dents, I have here a full and complete list of the Indian agents | —————— —— 
under the Harrison Administration, and also of those under the | state or a Whence ap- 
present Administration, and, so far as the State of Washington and agency. | 
is concerned, the record shows exactly the same condition of af- | _ my ees 
fairs under each Administration, that is, one nonresident agent. 

[t is true, as the gentleman from Washington says, that an In- 





IpDAHO—continued 


dian agent has been appointed in his State from Georgia. Ibe- | Lemhi 
lieve the gentleman charges him with having been there butsix | | 

. it RE a an ey er ‘. George H. Monk...--.---.. | Idaho Feb. 11, 1892 
months before he was appointed, but in that I think he is mista- a ee ' 
ken. That gentleman had been in Washington about eighteen TAN tRITORY. | 


mouths whenhe wasappointed. He went there before the change 
of Administration, before the country went Democratic, propos- | 








ing to become a citizen of the gentleman's State. He was after- | Thomas J Aug. 3, 1889 
vards appointed an Indian agent. The gentleman from Wash- | Geo. 5. Doane.........---- f Co- | Jan. 20, 1894 
ington seems to reflect upon him because he had to go back to | 7 
Georgia to make a bond. Well, sir, I think that shows that he | 
had a good standing at his former home, when he could go there | Leo E. Bennett -------| Indian Terri- | Apr. 9, 188 
and make a bond. [ think that israthercomplimentary to him. | 4 yy wisqo; bas iia ated 
eS S evar CUT.ch? 7 . £ as afl ae Kv PE iccitiana denn been Gi wsintemaienis June 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; I did not reflect on | 
him on that account. rowA | 
Mr. MADDOX. I will ask the Clerk to read this list. inin cates aii 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the date? 
Mr. MADDOX. This is the list for 1893, with the changes Wallace R. Lesser....... SNOWY oan cca May 16, 18% 
that have been made. wasean 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. That statement is a year old. | 
You will find that an Indian agent at the Lemhi Agency in| Potta utomie and Gre at | 
Idaho has just been appointed from the South. ee 
Ma. COX. That is a great crime, that he should have come Joseph A. Scott.__....... | ances ______ July 1,189! 
fromthe South. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; no crimeat all. sine a 
Mr. MADDOX. Iask the Clerk to read this list. The names 1 Kart} 
are in couples; the upper names are those of the men who served | = 
under the Harrison Administration, and the lower names are ne allem” ncecees ot nesota zs ae eee 
. ° . . . 10 ay LELCLL won ° iinols ct id oy 
those of the agents appointed under the present Administration. | = ; 
The Clerk read as follows: {ONTANA 
INDIAN AGENTS. Blackfeet 
it ann Term of office xpires four years from “d sof "AGA annoi 3 
een Saree Soe Sy meena] from “date of present appoint | George Steell Montana......./ Aug. 13, 1890 
. | Capt Fis, WW 97 GA Pr EG Bila Pas <a cacelnaphiptine iia bella 
; ee ies) a Date of /Dateofpres-| Com- | 
State or errito ,hame, mce < > Cro 
; 7 a age nae. as | “Soe a bp tinal ap- /ent appoint-| pensa- 
: polntment ment. tion. Moses P. Wyman.. Montana Apr. 13, 1889 
= _ ; ~——- 1 Eéont. J. W. Watson, U. |._........... 
ARIZONA. | | | | S. A, 
i } | } h 1 
Colo? iki ) | : b 
Peter Rona - Montana....... Ay 12, 1877 
George A. Allen Arizona_.......| Feb. 4, 1890| Feb. 4, 1890] $1,500 | Jas. T. ¢ - do .........| Oct. 6, 1893 
Chas. E. Davi wens i: Noy. 9, 1893 | June 16, 1894}....... | 7 : 
| Fo ip 
ri t 
Lieut m. D. McAnaney, 
Cornelius W. Crouse Indiana - Aug. 3, 1889| Jan. 20,1890} 1,800] ,.U. S. A., in char 
J. R. Youn pic araae Kentucky June 19,1893 | Sept.29, 1893 !........ | Ma {. Kelley, U.S.A 
S ( | 
Capt. Lewis Johnson, U pled el aie Bi ai ia Charlies R. A obey Montana....... Apr. 1 
S. A., in charge. | ¢ W.Sproll,U.S.A 
Capt. A. L. Myer, U.S.A — aa ae A ca ee ad a ok | » 000 
j hi 
CALIFORNIA | 
John Tully Mor ‘ \ 
Mission Tule River (con- | Capt. G. W. H. Stoue { 
solidated). | S.A 
| ! ‘ 
Horatio N. Rust ....-.- California - June 17,1889 | Jan. 22, 1890 1,600 | 
P MstGG. «..ccccson nas ...d0. Apr. 17,1893 iad iy 
Round Valley. R tH \ r A ) 
. | ¢ W. H. | U.S.A 
Theodore Il’. Willsey......| California - Mar. 8, 1890 |; Mar. 8, 1890 1, 500 | 
Rees As SN OPS Bini cuyeub aatatew Sid danwelenachsweawc «eat ot titan’ t 
S. A; . | 
; | J Heln May 18, 1890 
Hloopa Valley. | i J ( ) Ja 29, 1894 
: | } 
Isaac A. Beers spas s sat, GID deuna Oct. 1,1890 | Oct. 1,1890| 1,200 | NEVADA, 
I Wes ON ica tht in oe a ceva ccuctnacesesbadsna: Re oe \ la 
COLORADO. Charles C. Warner Nevada __......| Oct. 14, 1890 
| I. J. Wo 1 Delaware Nov. 9,18 
Southern Ute. i | 
| ! Tt 
Charles A. bartholomew.! Colorado...... July 1, 1889 | Jan. 22, 1990 1, 400 
Bit et ME akon nenchanata nae ..--G0.........| Nov. 4, 1893 | Nov. 4, 1893 /_....... William I. Plumb Nevada _.| July 1, 1889 
| W. L. Hargrove Indiana __......' June 19, 1893 
iDAHO. j 
Fort Hall. | oi * 
} Pueblo j rilla 
Stanton G. Fisher........! Idaho .......... | June17, 1889 | Jan. 22, 1800 | 1,500 | John H. Robertson s New Mexico June 30,1891 
Cant. J.T. Van Orsdail, |.............. 2 eS sh cisdeduipiidioce Geant CO das Eee, Us Ove ae ere ; AS 
U.S.A. 
V ro 
Nez Lerces. 
r ’ | Richard Hudson.......... New Mexico July 5,18 
Warren D. Robbins -s. 8 = ao ..--| Sept.11,1889 | Fab. 4,1890 1,600 | Capt. L. F. Burnett, U.S. |_........... - 


Jos. Robinson.............| Missouri.......| June19, 1893 | Oct. 4, 1893 '...2 8. A. 














of pr 
appoll I 1 
men 
I 11,1 1,200 
Jan ’ 1,400 
Jan ), 1804 
Jan ) 1,500 
- ) > 7 ; 
i . 
lay 16. 1890 1.000 
Jan 18, 1 1 ”) 
Oct. 18. 18 1, 800 
Cet 1x. 1s 
\ug. 13, 1890 1, 500 
be 4, 1890 > OOO 
May 5, 1800 ] ”) 
) 6 ISv 
1, OK 
Ap 1,18 100 
\ 13,1 ) 1,500 
> 1 x) 


May 18, 1890 1, 200 


Dec. 12, 1890 |} 1,500 
Jan. 16, 1894 
Jan. 20, 1890 1,500 


Oct. 11, 1893 


Jan. 18, 1892 1,000 


July 5, 1892 1, 600 
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INDIAN AGENTS—continued | INDIAN AGENTS—continued 


Territory, name Whence ap 
nd agen pointed 


NEW MEXICC—-‘ontl 
Vaoajo. 


David L. Shipley -.. 
Lieut. E. H. Plummer, 
S.A 
NEW YORK 


Ve Yori 
New York 


Augustine W. Ferrin 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Fort Berthold 


John S 
Capt W 
A 


lapp, U.S 
tnding Rock 
James McLaughlin 
Devils Lake 


John H. Waugh 
Ralph Hall 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY 
Cheyenne and Arapaho 
Charles F 


Capt. A. 
S.A 


Ashley | New York 
Woodson, U. |..-..-- 0 
Kiowa 
| 
George D. Day ae Maryland 
Lieut. Maury Nichols, U. 
S.A 
Osage 


Laban I. Miles 2 : 
Maj. H, B. Freeman, U. 
S.A 


Sac and Fox 
Kansas .... 


Indian Terri 
tory. 


Samuel L. Patrick 
Ek. L. Thomas 


Ponca, Pawnee, Oloe, and 
Oakland. 


Indian Terri 
tory. 
Arkansas 


David J. M. Wood 
J. P. Woolsey 


OREGON, 





Grand onde 


Edward FF. Lamson Oregon 


J. FE. FB. Brentano 
Klamath 
David W. Matthews Oregon 


Wile 


| Oregon 
sana’ 


Umatilla | 


T. Joy Buford 
Beal Gaither 


| 
Oregon .... 
Georgia 


John W. Crawford 
G. W. Harper 


War Springs 


James C. Luckey Oregon 
Lieut. E. &. Benjamin, 
U.S.A 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Forest City (formerly 
Cheyenne River). 


Frank Lillibridge 
Peter Couchman eine icieios 


Pi ce Ri i Jé 


Capt. George Le 
Brown, U. BS. A., 
charge. 

Capt. C.G 


A, 


Penney, U.S. 
Rosebud. 


J. George Wright 


North Dakota 


North Dakota 


North Dakota 


South Dakota 


Date of 
original ap 
pointment, 


ent appolnt 
ment. 


Oct. 4,1890; Oct. 4, 1890 


' 
Mar. 3, 1891 


Jan. 22, 1890 


June 27,1881 | Apr. 20, 1890 


May 24, 1890 | May 214, 1890 
June 19,1893 ; Sept. 9, 1893 


Apr. 1,1889) Apr. 1, 1889 


| Nov. 3, 1891 | Jan. 18, 1892 


Apr. 18, 1889 | Jan. 22, 1890 


| 


June 17,1889 | Jan. 22, 1890 
Sept. 29, 1893 | Sept. 29, 1893 


j 


July 18, 1889 Feb. 4, 1890 
| 


June 19, 1893 | Noy. 4, 1893 


Nov. 26, 1890 | Dec. 12, 1890 | 


June 19,1893  Sept.12, 1893 


Oct. 14,1890 | Dec. 12, 1890} 


| 
July 18, 1899 | Jan. 20, 1890 | 


Sept.15, 1893 | Sept.15, 1893 


June 30, 1891 | Jan 
Nov. 9, 1893 | Jan. 16, 1894 


May 20, 1889 Jan. 22, 1890 


Apr. 19, 1892 | Apr. 19,1892 


Sept. 16, 1893 , Sept. 16,1893 | 


July 6, 1882! Feb. 28, 1890 


Mar. 3, 1891 | 


1,500 | 


Date of pres-| Com- 


; Capt. J. W. Bubb, U.S. z do 





18, 1892 | 





| Edwin Ells 


Date of Dateof pres) Com- 
original ap- ent appoint- pensa- 
pointment ment tion 


' 
State or Territory, name 
and agency 


Whence ap- 
pointed 


| 


WASHINGTON—cont'd. 


Yankton 


Everett W. F r yta_| Apr. 1,1890) Apr 
J. A, Smith ‘ae Ritca 11, 1898 | Oct. 


Sisseton 


Capt. Geo. W. H. Houch, 
U.S. A., in charge 
A. M. Keller South Dakota_| Mar. 7,1804 Mar. 
Crow Creek and Lower | 
Brule. | 


Andrew P. Dixon | South Dakota 
red Treon isa Swim ele 


Aug. 4, 1890 Aug. 
oun June 19, 1893) Sept 


UTAH. 


Dintah and Ou) ly (Con | 
solidated) | | 
Robert Waugh ain Iowa 
Maj. J. F. Randlett, U 
S.A 


Apr. 2, 1890' Apr. ¢ 


WASHINGTON, 
Colville, 


Hal J. Cole P Washington May 27,1889 Jan. 2 


Neah Bay. 


John P. MeGlinn 
W. L. Powell 


July 18,1883 Jan. 20, 1890 
June 19,1893 | Sept.20,1893 


Oregon . 
Washington 
Puyallup (consolidated). 

Washington April 17,1871 
Yakima. 

Mar. 6,189! Mar. 
June 19,1893 Sept 


Jay Lynch Washington 
L. T. Erwin “ Go. « 


Tulalip. 


Chester C. Thornton 
D. C. Govan 


Washington Oct. 21, 1890 
Arkansas May 5, 1804 


WISCONSIN. 
Green Bay. 


Charles S. Kelsey Wisconsin 


Thos. H. Savage 


Apr. 15, 1890 
June 19, 1893 


La Pointe. 


Lieut. Wm. A. Mercer, U. 
S. A., in charge. 


WYOMING. 
Shoshone. 


John Fosher.......- 


os Wyoming 
Capt. P. H. Ray, U.S. A con 


May 18, 1889 Feb. 4,1890 


Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the chairman of the commit- 
tee[Mr. HOLMAN] desires to make some observations, I will with 
hold mine for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; go on. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
friend from Georgis [Mr. MADDOX], and also in reply to a re- 
mark made, perhaps inadvertently, on the other side that there 
is no crime in appointing these gentlemen from other localities, 
I wish to say that Ido not myself think it isa crime; but I do 
say it is a violation of every principle of the platform of the 
Democratic party adopted at Chicago. 

So far as concerns the report read at the desk in regard to the 
appointments of agents, [ have not taken the time to make ex- 
amination in regard to other appointments than those in my own 
locality. And, Mr. Chairman, [ am not criticising the gentle- 
men who have received these appointments. So far as I know 
or have any information, they are all perfect gentlemen: if not, 
they ought to be; and if I knew a thousand things derogatory 
to them, I would not mention them on an occasion of this char- 
acter. 

I am fighting for a principle for which you gentleman on the 
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other side have vociferated on this floor in season and out of sea- 
son—the principle of * home rule.” Yet, here you are to-day en- 
deavoring to give us a differente lass of ‘‘ home rule” from that 
which you desire for yourselves. 

Mr. MADDOX rose. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 1 have only afew minutes, and 
[ can not yield to the gentleman; I am trying to get in what I 
want tosay. IfafterwardsI have any time, I will yield to the 
gentleman with great pleasure. 

Now let me refer to the appointments in my immediate local- 
ity unde* Mr. Harrison. The United States attorney was ap- 
pointed from my State, as were also the collector of the port 
and all his subordinates, the United States district judge, and 
United States mershal. The Indian agents at the Colville 
Agency, the Yakima Agency, the Puyallup Agency, the Tulalip 
agency were all appointed from the State of Washington. 
What do we find now? At the Puyallup Indian Agency Mr. 
Cleveland has appointed a gentleman from Arkansas; at the 
Lemhi Agency the appointment was made from Texas. 

As has been stated here, two farmers were sent tothe Colville 
Indian Agency from Wisconsin. One applicant for that place 
was a friend of mine, a Democrat it is true, but nevertheless a 
friend of mine. He had been struggling for fifty years, and the 
tide had run hard against him. He was poor, and he wanted 
this little place. Yet the Democratic party sent a farmer from 
the State of Wisconsin to take that place, which this man might 
otherwise have had. 

Our people, whether Democrats, or Republicans, or Populists, 
need these places. They belong to the State. You might as 
well take your collectors of your ports, or your registers and 
receivers of land offices from remote localities as take Indian 
agents. This system of appointment has prevailed all through 
the Western Territories. I rose here for the purpose of 
standing by this plank in the platform of the Democratic party. 
We have as good men there as you have in your States; there 
are as good Democrats in the State of Washington as elsewhere. 
They fought your fight; they helped elect your President, and 
they are entitled to some consideration at the hands of the 
Democratic party. Are you going to continue this system? 
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The gentleman says that these agents ought not to be ap- | 


pointed from the vicinity. Why, sir, in the Fifty-second Con- 
a { got an ameridment through this House appropriating 


20,000 for the appointment of an Indian Commission at the Pu- | 
yallup Indian Agency to take charge of that property and see | 


whether something could not be done to dispose of it. I thought 
then that the honorable Secretary of the Interior might see 
proper to give to some citizen of my State one of those appoint- 
ments. If he did not want to make an appointment from the 
vicinity, he could have gone over to the neighborhood of the 
Idaho line, 500 miles away. What did hedo? He appointed one 
gentleman from Georgia, one from Illinois, and one from Ohio. 
They have been there since; and it requires a guide to enable 
them to get to the Indian Reservation; and they know nothing 
about it when they get there. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MADDOX. [ would like to ask the gentleman from 
Washington a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
have the time. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman 
principle he is advocating here? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly, I believe in it. The 
gentleman could not have heard my first remarks. I believed 
in this principle away back in 1884, 


Certainly; Iwill answer if I 


really believe in the 


| 
| 
| 
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have the honor to represent here the effects of the repudiation 
of the home-rule plank in the Democratic platform under the 
present Administration. Fifty-seven appointments of nonresi- 
dents of my Territory have been made in defiance of that plank 
and against the earnest protest of the honest Democrats of that 
Territory. 

But I have not risen specially to find fault with that now. I 
‘sire to address myself to another point. WhatI do contend 
yr is this: that when a man is sent there—appointed by the 
Government to an official position in that Territory—from In- 
diana, West Virginia, Texas, Tennessee or any other State, the 
Blue Book, the oificial record of this Government, which we are 
presumed to be informed by as authentic, should specify that fact, 
and no effort be made to cover up, hide, or falsify the record so 
as to attempt toshow that such appointments were made of actual 
residents of the Territory. I hold in my hand the first copy of 
the Blue Book issued under the present Administration. -Ifind 
the name of Edward G. Spillman appointed register of the land 
office at Kingfisher, Okla., and under the caption of ‘‘ whence ap- 
pointed,” [ find that he is charged to Oklahoma. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that for three 
weeks the appointment of this man was hung up in the Senate 
mainly on the ground that he was a carpet-bagger and a resi- 
dent of West Virginia, and not of that Territory at all. In ad- 
dition to that, and I appeal now to the gentlemin from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] who has succeeded in having Mr. Wilson 
M. Hammack from his State appointed as register in charge of 
the land office at Woodward in Oklahoma: and yet [ find on an 
appeal to this same Blue Book that he is credited as being a 
resident of that Territory. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what 
statement he makes in connection with my colleague? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ican not yield to the gentleman now. 

[ next ask your attention to the name of a gentleman who sat 
here as a member of this body in the Fifty-second Congress, Mr. 
David H. Patton, who represented a certain district in Indiana 
in that Congress, and who was appointed to a receivership at 
Woodward,in my Territory, and was charged to Oklahoma. 
Neither of these three men, I desire to say now, ever set foot 
in that Territory, or perhaps knew where it was located, until 
appointed to these positions and had their commissions in their 
pockets. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that our public records should 
specify the truth in such matters. If we have carpet-baggers 
amongst us, appointed by the Government to fill official stations 
in the Territory, let us know at least where they come from, and 
do not try to throw dust in the eyes of the public by pretending 
that they are appointed as residents of the Territory when they 
never set foot in there until they were appointed. 

Mr. COX. My colleague, Mr. MCMILLIN, is not present, and 
inasmuch as the gentleman has referred to him, I ask him to 
repeat what he said. 

Mr. FLYNN. What I said was that Mr. Wilson M. Ham- 
muck was appointed by the aid of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to be register of the land office at Woodward, in Oklahoma. 

Mr.COX. Well, whatof that? What objection is there? 

Mr. FLYNN. The gentleman doesnotunderstand me. What 


de 
f¢ 


| lam objecting to is not tothe appointment of any competent per- 
| son toan office; but what Ido complain of is that the record should 


Now, lam going to state to the gentleman something which | 


I have not already stated. I went into Washington Territory 
as a so-called ‘‘carpetbagger” myself. I ought to acknowledge 
that. I see what the gentleman has in his mind, and J antici- 
pate his remark. I went there as a ‘‘carpetbagger;” and I say 
frankly that I never could have had money sufficient to get 
across the Rocky Mountains iff had not had in my carpet sack 
a commission of the Government. So much for that. 
Subsequently Icame to the Republican national convention 
from that Territory. I trust I may be pardoned this personal 
reference to myself. I wrote the first resolution in favor of 


home rule for insertion in that platform. I introduced it in the | 
convention and had it considered by the committee upon reso- | 


lutions. It was engrafted in the platform. 
lowed in the same line. You reasserted your belief in that prin- 
ciple in your convention in 1892. 
every opportunity. That is the history of the matter. 

I repeat, 1 went to Washington Territory as a ‘‘carpetbag- 
ger,” because I never would have had money enough to get that 
far West if I had not gone in that way. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, there is probably no section of 
the United States which illustrates better than the Territory I 


You Democrats fol- | 


But you have violated it at | 





show—this Blue Book, which is supposed to be official—that thig 
man was appointed from the Territory of Oklahoma, when, as & 
matter of fact, he comes from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Do you know where he resided and from where he 
was appointed? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ido. 

Mr. COX. Do you know him? 

Mr. FLYNN. I have not met him. Several of our people 
there know him now, I can tell the gentleman. 

Mr. COX. How did you get there? 

Mr. FLYNN. Iwentinon the railroad train just like 
other honest citizen. 

Mr. COX. Well, is it not likely that he went there in the 
same way? 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am not finding fault with him 
for being a carpet-bagger at this time; but lam complaining of 
the official record, I repeat, for attempting to blind the public 
by stating that this man was appointed as a resident of that 
Territory, when, as a matter of fact, he was a resident of Ten- 
nessee when appointed. 

Mr. COX. Is the gentleman able to say that he was not ares- 
ident of the Territory when he was appointed? 

Mr. FLYNN. No, sir; he was not. 

Mr. COX. What is the name? 

Mr. FLYNN. Wilson M. Hammack. 

Mr. COX. Andwhere did he reside before he was appointed? 
He was appointed from Tennessee; I believe 


any 
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from the istrict f Mr. MCMILLIN, because 
st ffort secure his appointment. 
many very exce 


Jam not complaining of that, but of 
mpts to show. 
AIRMAN. The timo B. 
\k. Mr. Chairman, I des but iL word only i 

what our ty scaeaiind m the Territorial 
1892. So far as i am concerned, I admit 
the help of the opposition in this 


} 
ome of the lges made at Chicago. 


mocrats, with 
p.cag 


1an has expit 


tion in 


ve violated 


Mr. REED. Oh, you do not mean it! Oh, no! [Laughter] 
Mr. McRAE. But I do not admit that this is one of them. 
The Democratic platform mado the following statement in 
reference to the Territoris s,and I ask your attention to it, be- 
cause it does not appear to be understood by those who referred 
to it here: 
We approve the 
bills for 


action of the present House of Representativesin passing 
‘admitting into the Unionas States, the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona, and we favor the early admission of all the Territories having 
the necessar y popul: ution and resources, to entitle them to statehood. and 
while they remain Territories we hold that the officers oeeeeet to admin 
ister the government of any Territory, together with the District of ( volum 
bia and Alaska, should be bona fide residents of the Te srritory or District in 
which their duties are tobe performed. The Democratic party believes in 
home rule and the control of their own affairs by the people of the vicinage 

Now, sofar as the Territories are concerned, this plank of the 
Democratic platform has not been violated in the appointments 
of the officers appointed to administer the governments of the 
Territories so far as my information goes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman pardon 
an interruption? 

Mr. McK \E. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Do you think the collector in 
Alaska should be appointe d from the State of New York? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no reason why he should not. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ido not know that we have any great number 
of white residents of Alaska to elect from. Ido not know any- 
thing about that. 

The collector is not an officer appointed to administer the 
government of the people of the Territory. The language of 
this platform clearly meant executive officers and those con- 
cerned in the immediate government of the Territories, like 
the governor and secretary, and others directly connected with 
Territorial matters. Those officers appointed by the United 
States to discharge the business of the General Government, 
such as registers andcollectors, might well be appointed from 
the outside so far as this platform is concerned, but it has not 
been done in but few cases. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The governorof Alaskais ap- 
pointed from outside the Territory. Thesecretary, the judges, 
the marshal, and the collector of the port in Alaska are all ap- 
pointed from outside the Territory. 

Mr. McRAE. A gentleman sitting by my side knows the 
marshal, and says he has lived in Alaska for ten years. But I 
am speaking especially of the Territories of Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Oklahoma, and I have already stated that I know 
nothing of Alaskan appointments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All the commissioners, except one for the 
Territory of Ala are appointed from outside of Alaslxa. 

Mr. McRAE. I presume you will hardly find a man who will 
admit he is a resident of Alaska, because no man wants to have 
his residence in any part of the United States where he can not 
exercise the elective franchise. Men who go to Alaska retain 
their citizenship somewhere else, but that is not the case with 
the other Territories. 

Now, the Indian agencies, under this and prior Administra- 
tions, Democratic and Republican alike, have not been treated 
as local paeeannes. and I do not believe they should be. The 
best of reasons have been given here to-day by the gentleman 
from Georgia why they should not be, and the question involv ed 
here is not whether this Administration has carried out the 
home-rule plank in the platform of the Democratic party, but 
whether Indian agents who perform duties upon reservations, 
where no white citizens can legally reside unless he is an officer, 
shall be appointed from the State or Territory in which the 
agency is located. The Indians are the only people who have 
the right to be there, and the strict construction insisted upon 
would bar all except the Indians. You could not select a com- 
petent Indian agentfrom the reservation, because white citizens 
havenorightsthere. The convention meant nosuch thing, and 
so in all fairness to this Administration, as well as to the last 
Administration, we ought not to undertake to apply the doc- 
trine of home rule to Indian reservations. It can not be done. 

I believe as strongly as any man in the great fundamental doc- 
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trine of home rule and of giving every locality the right to 
elect its officers, and in the Territories and the District of Co 
lumbia I think all appointive officers connected with the ter 
ritorial or city governments should be selected from the citizens 
residing there; but that does not apply to Indian reservation 
I know that when I have applied to this Administration for the 
appointment of friends from my State the reply has been al- 
most invariably made to me that the intention of - Adminie- 
tration was tolive up to the home-rule plank, and I believe the: 
has been but little ae any carpet-bagging in the Territories. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is Gen. Govan from your di 
trict? 

Mr. MCRAE. Heis not: but [ know him, and I can say that 
he is as gallant, chivalric, and able a gentleman as ever went to 
your State as an Indian agent, and if ~ will give him proper 
assistance and support, he will give the Government a capable 
honest, and impartial administration. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment 
is exhausted, and the Chair will treat the formal amendmentas 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to strike out the last 
two words. If the gentleman from [Illinois desires to address 
the committee, I will yield to him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois[Mr. SPRING- 
ER] is recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa has referred to the appointment of registers and receivers 
of the Land Office in that Territory, and has stated that the 
home-rule principle was violated in their appointment. I desire 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that those appoint- 
ments to which he refers were in what is known as the Chero- 
kee Outlet. 

Mr. FLYNN. Is Kingfisher in the Cherokee Outlet? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Kingfisher is not. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Spillman is appointed there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The register to which the gentleman re- 
ferred 

Mr. FLYNN. There are three whom I mentioned in the 
charges that I made. The gentleman musthave misunderstood 
me. The charge that I made was that the public record was 
falsified to show that these men were appointed from Oklahoma, 
when in fact they were not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those in the Cherokee Outlet were ap- 
pointed in a region of country where, before the time of their 
service, there were no persons living, either Indians or white 
men. 

This was a new country purchased from the Cherokee Indians 
and opened to settlement: and it was opened under an act of 
Congress by which outsiders went in from all parts of the coun- 
try and secured homes. There were no persons residing in that 

region at all, either Indians or white men, as I said before, and 
it was perfectly competent to appoint men from other regions 
who wanted to make their homes there. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment. But if it were not so, the 
administration of the Land Office is no part of the govern- 
ment of the Territory, or anything of the sort; and there is no 
reason why persons appointed to administer Indian affairs and 
to administer the affairs of the Land Office, should be residents 
of that locality; because these are functions that belong to the 
entire United States, and every State of the Union is interested 
in the manner in which those functions are performed. 

Mr. FLYNN. Does the gentleman approve of the statement 
made in the Blue Book—that they were residents of tho Terri- 
tory? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know what the 

Mr. FLYNN. Let us see. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not the Blue Book. 
RECORD. 

Mr. FLYNN. 
Blue Book. 


Blue Book says. 


That is the 


It is not the RECORD, but a first copy of the 
I find on pages 728 and 729that they state they were 
residenis of the Territory. 


Mr. SPRINGER. It is perfectly proper that these persons 
upon the Strip should state ee they come from that country, 
because they go there for the purpose of making a home, where 
there was no one there two them. 

Mr. FLYNN. But what about Spillman? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Now, I will ask the gentleman a question. 
How long were you a resident of Oklahoma before you were ap- 
pointed postmaster? 

Mr.FLYNN. Iwasaresidentabouta week. [Great laughter 
on the Democratic side.] I was as old a resident as any at tho 
time, except some ‘‘sooners.’ 
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Mr.SPRINGER. I know of no one more capable of arraign- | cised in his mind to-day because the President of the | d 
; ing ‘‘carpet-baggers ” than the gentleman, who confesses him- | States, ¢ xercising his constitut ional rightand privilk 
Fi self the chief of them in the Indian Territory. pointed a gentleman to an Indian agency in h 
Mr. FLYNN. We all went in there together. I do not know | consulting the distinguished gentleman from Washin 
whether the gentleman heard what I stated. Isaid I wasasold| ‘The gentleman undertakes to quote fr he Democr 
a resident a8 anybody, except some of the friends of the gentle- | form. My friend,I do not think you co id¢ i 
man from Llignois, who were ‘‘sooners.” ocratic platform if you were to study i twe 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire Ir. WILSON of Washington. No human 
’ to prolong this debate, but | hope my venerable friend, the chair- gentleman does not u iderstand it himself. 
= man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, willpardonme. Idesire Mr. NEILL. Yes, but you can not; you are not 
a simply to reply to the gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. McRae}, vay. [Laughter.] lt seems that the gravamenof th 
a and to state thatif anything I may have said wasconstrued to be | the gentleman is that an agent was appointed fr ( 
( any reflection upon Gen. Govan, of the State of Arkansas, who | Ark: nsas to go out to his State au d look after 18 D devils 
was appointed agent at the Tulalip Agency, in the State of | of Indians there, and he reads from the Democratic platform 
Washington, relieving Mr. Thornton, abona fide resident of that | about home rule. Why, sir, if he knew anything about that 
State, nothing was further from my intention. platform he would have noticed that that statement ab 
\ll my information is that Gen. Govan is an estimable gentle- | rule is in the first section and is a prelude to the denunciation 
man, and he did as I or any other person would do, wanting a | of the Federal-electionslaw and of the carpet-bag régime, | 
AUS position of that character—he got it if he could. I am not at- | which the Southern people bled and suffered for years 
4 tacking him; I am attacking the principle, contending that it is Now, the gentleman need not be uneasy about Gen. Go 
: = wrong, and that it has been gradually curtailed in this country | Arkansas. There was not the slightest scintilla of eit 


spirit or the letter of the Democratic platform violated in h 
appointment as an Indian agent in the State of Washi 


since 1884. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] stated that we 


were not entitled in the Territories to the registers and receiv- | The Indians are not governed by your State laws. They 

erships in the various land offices. It is true that prior to the | proteges, the wards, of the nation. But I want to relieve tli 
Republican convention of 1884 all registers and receivers were gent leman $ mind a little further. It is evident that Gen. Govan 
appointed from other States rather than from the Territories, | was resting upon his mind heavily. If the gentieman is uneasy 
but the system had been so much complained of that the home- | to know who Gen. Govan is, let him write to Crocker’s brigade 
rule principle finally became engrafted both on the Republican | in lowa. They will tell him that Gen. Govan was a fo n 


and Democratic platforms, and from day to day and year to year 
they have been gradually trimming it down and giving those 
positions to bona fide residents, until this Administration, and 
it is making the appointments from every direction. 

In this connection, so that there will be no uncertain sound 
about it, I desire to put in the RECORD, because the various 
papers of the press of the country may desire to comment on 


worthy of their steel; they will tell him that they invited G: 
Govan several years ago to one of their reunions, and that | 
went up and was their honored guest — the guestof the men whom 
he had met on the battle-field, whose flag he had captured, v 

flag he carried back with him and returned to them at t rere 
union, when they presented him with a magnificent gold-leaded 
cane, which I have had the pleasure of seeing and admiri: 





them, resolutions of certain people gotten up relative to an ap- | My friend need have no apprehension that poor Lo will no 
pointment in the city of Washington: fairly treated as long as Gen. Govan is an Indian avent i 


gentleman’s State. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, [ know that I 
am trespassing on thecommittee, but if the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas had read the Democratic platform with which he doubt- 
less is familiar—— 

Mr. NEILL. I haveit here. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, if he had reid it ho 
would have found thatit did declare for homerule. I know t 


Whereas it has come to our knowledge that the recently elected superin 
tendent of the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia is a subject 
of a foreign country, and that five years must elapse before she can become 
an American citizen; and 

Vhereas said position is the most lucrative one within the gift of the 
Government in the District of Columbia, to which women are eligible: and 

Whereas there were a number of applicants for this position equally as 
competent in every way, of American birth and in full sympathy with Amer- 
ican institutions: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we hereby express our hearty disapproval of said appoint- 
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mnt. and call © ral / rics rome x, heir repre- aa és . 3 <7 1 - - . 
| EEO eT eae ot eae earch 1asee® | Lam not “built” like the gentleman from Arkansas when it 
i question. comes to a question of Democratic thought and Democra rit 
a These resolutions were adopted after it had been made known that the | ciples, and that sort of thing. I am aware of that. Bu 
a following communication had been sent to Mr. Cleveland. gentleman seems tohave entirely misunderstood me. Eith 
ae To the President = re i ieee paid no attention to what I said —— 
° *RESIDENT: 1e undersirne bers he boar rustees a rr r o 1: 
i on tee Tc aet monies Gaetieuicdin te-aamdur Shake comametaee oo Mr. N EILL. ~ Yes: I did. — i ote ; 
‘ convinced that their usefulness is at an end. The recent appointment, in Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I failed to impre ny 
a defiance of the protests of the minority—which in~'udes every Woman on the | idea upon the gentleman, because [ said nothing whatev 
ss board—of a superintendent who is a foreigner, without knowledge of our | rocatory of Gen. Govan. I merely stated that he had been ap- 
a customs and people, without experience in reformatory work, and without : . r. 368 : ca" ° . 4 : 
ee the special and most necessary qualifications for such work, seems to make | Pointed an Indian agent in my State from the State of Arkan 
ia the step imperative. sas. I stated also, that Mr. Andrews had been appointed f u 
a Very respectfully, LAURA COMSTOCK BATES, | LeXas. I stated that a gentleman had been appointed a farmer, 
mS LOUISE REED STOWELL. from Wisconsin; | stated that a g sntleman had bee tppointed 
MARY HOWELL TOTTEN. from Tennessee; but said nothing derogatory of those 
THOMAS P. MORGAN. men. I here and now reaffirm what I said about the platf 
This is from the New York Sun, dated June 9, 1894. I think | and [hope the gentleman will read the Democratic platfo 
these criticisms are enough to establish, Mr. Chairman, in the | Mr. NEILL. I have read it. 
‘a mind of anyone the fact that the platform enunciated in Chi-| Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam afraid not. If th n- 
: cago by the Democratic party has been continuously and contin- | tleman will read the last plank of the platform he will see that 
ually violated by the President of the United States. it does declare for home rule. Now, if you are going to viulute 
[ withdraw the pro forma amendment. that principle in regard to Indian agents, you may as well vio- 
Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the Chair rule upon the point of | late it as to collectors of the ports. If you send us an Indian 
order. ivent from the State of Arkansas, why not send us a collector of 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled upon the point of order | our port from Boston, Mass. One is just as fair and proper as 
some time ago. 4 the other. Now, I do not care anything about the perso nel of 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I beg pardon of theChair. If | these officials. As I said before, they may be gentlemen of good 
my attention had been called to that fact I certainly would not | character; Iam not acquainted with them; doubtless they are 
have trespassed upon the well-known disposition of the Chair to | I have no doubt, from what the gentleman from Arkansas has 
hear members. ; ; ; ; said, that Gen. Govan is a most estimable gentleman, and when 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustained the point of order, | I revisit my State I shall take the greatest pleasure in calling 
and the gentleman moved to strike out the last word and then | upon him and paying my respects to him at the agency. 
to strike the last two words, and debate followed. | Mr.NEILL. You will find him a thorough gentleman 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I[knowI have moved tostrike | Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, is there any amendment pend- 
out nearly everything in the amendment. | ing? 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment. | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentlem 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair agreed to recognize the gen- | from Arkansas to move to strike out the last wor 
- tleman from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL]. Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. I understand it is admitted thata 
: Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, from the somewhat excited, I | citizen of Arkansas has been appointed to be Indian agent in 
ye might say electric, harangue we have had from the gentleman | the State of Washington, but [ will ask the gentleman from 
/ from the State of Washington, he seems to be somewhat exer- | Washington whether the excuse is not in the fact that in his 
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State at that time, in 1893 or 1894 when this appointment was 
made, there was not an honest and competent Democrat to be 
found for the place? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, Mr. Chairman, that 
might seem to be the logic of the situation; but I stand here to 
say that all over the 
of hone-t, industrious, law-abiding Democrats. 
otherwise if I would, and would not if I could. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was; read as follows: 

After line 18, pa D, “at the Quapaw Agency, 
$1,500 

Mr. MORGAN. 
this morning 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. MORGAN. [I learned for the first time this morning that 
no provision is made in this bill for the continuation of the Qua- 
paw Agency. I know no reason for this action on the part of 
the committee, 

A MemMBer. Where is that agency located? 

Mr. MORGAN. Inthe Indian Territory; on the Missouri line, 
opposite Seneca. 

| have heard of no demand for this action on the part of the 
committee; and I would like to inquire whether it is recom- 
mended by the Department, and what is the supposed necessity 
for such action. 

Reading the bill still further I find a provision to consolidate 
the Quapaw Agency with the Union Agency at Muscogee. I 
suppose that this is the reason that the committee has failed to 
make appropriation for the Quapaw Agency. Ishould like to 
know from the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs whether there does not exist the same necessity 
for the maintenance of the Quapaw Agency that has always ex- 
isted. 

It seems to me very extraordinary to attempt this sort of 
economy. ‘To abolish this agency would be agreat injury to the 
Indian tribes located here. Itrust that the committee will give 
some explanation of their action; and in the absence of a suffi- 
cient explanation, the House must recognize this proposition as 
entirely wrong. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Quapaw Agency seems to 
be entirely unnecessary. The Quapaws are advanced Indians, 
on the same footing as the Five Civilized Tribes. This is a lit- 
tle reservation in the northeast corner of the Indian Territory, 


[ could not say 


Indian Territory, 


Mr. Chairman, I learned for the first time 


[ wish to reserve a point Of order on this 


uv e 
on lands which formerly belonged to the Cherokees; and these 
Indians practically constitute a portion of the Cherokees. 

On this tract there are the Quapaws and some of the Dela- 
wares. I beg to call the attention of my friend from Missouri 
to the fact that these Indians have divided the lands up among 
themselves, and Congress has ratified the arrangements which 
they themselves have made. They are as far advanced in ciyili- 
zation as any one of the five civilized tribes. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask whether the Department recom- 
mends the abolition of this agency? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Indian Committee ought to know as 
much about this matter- 

Mr. MORGAN. But I ask that as a pertinent question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Department does not recommend the 
abolition of this agency or other. 

Mr. MORGAN, Why have you selected this agency for abo- 
lition rather than others? 

Mr HOLMAN. Well, first, because these Indians naturally 
belong to the five civilized tribes; secondly, they have divided 
up their lands among themselves—by their own choice, notunder 
the instigation of Congress. They are well advanced in civili- 
zation. ‘They do not ask for the continuance of this agency. 

Besides, the most intelligent report which has been made for 
a great many years in regard to Indian affairs—that of Hon. 
Thomas Donaldson, of Philadelphia, an expert in such matters, 
appointed to assist in taking the census of 1890—recommends 
the abolition of this agency, its absolute abolition, as unneces- 
sary 

These advanced Indians attend to their own affairs; an agent 
there has practically nothing todo. But as a matter of abun- 
dant caution, and for fear of any possible mistake (I call the at- 
tention of my friend from Missouri to this fact), we have inserted 
in a subsequent part of the bill a provision that the Quapaw In- 
dian Agency be consolidated with the Union Agency at Musco- 
gee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman mustsee, it seems to me, that 
there is no possible excuse for continuing this agency. These 
Indians are really a part of the Cherokees. They were included 
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State of Washington are great numbers | 





in the Cherokee Agency when the Cherokee Agency was 
of the Union Agency. - 

Mr. MORGAN. According to my understanding, the gentle- 
man is simply mistaken on that point. The Quapaw Agency 
has never been a part of the Union Agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I agree to that statement; but I say it be- 
longs to the same territory as that embraced in the Cherokee 
Reservation. 

Mr. MORGAN. It isa part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisa part of the same region; and at the 
time the Union Agency was established it embraced the terri- 
tory now occupied by the Quapaws. 

Mr. MORGAN. I deny that the Union Agency has ever em- 


a part 


| braced the territory of the Quapaw Agency. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


It embraced the lands of that agency. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


No, I think not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itembraced the whole of the Cherokee lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman might just as well say that 
the Quapaw Agency embraced the same ground as the Union 
Agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Apart from that, the most competent man 
who has investigated this subject in our time, Col. Donaldson, 
of Philadelphia, recommends simply that the agency be abol- 
ished as not at all necessary. He regards its continuance as 
without reason or excuse. Still, out of abundant caution, as I 
have already said, we have consolidated this agency with the 
Muscogee Agency, known as the Union Agency, the agency of 
the five civilized tribes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I will not insist upon it, but I must ask 
a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. i donot know who Mr. Thomas Donaldson 
may be; undoubtedly he is an excellent man; but it seems to me 
that in the absence of any demand from this agency, in the ab- 
sence of any recommendation by the Department, and in the 
absence of any intelligent explanation in favor of the action pro- 
posed by the committee, this agency ought not to be abolished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, my dear friend, can you say that that 
is not an intelligent explanation, and not a satisfactory one? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me getthrough. You might as well of- 
fer as an explanation that the abolition of the Union Agency 
would be justifiable, for the reason that it could be consolidated 
with some other agency. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is to be a consolidation of these 
agencies, why not consolidate the Union and the Quapaw Agency 
at the latter place. The Quapaw is the oldest, has existed the 
longest 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say it has existed the longest. It was in 
existence before the Union Agency was established, and I 
know it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I know it. 
was established, and Iam familiar with that country. 
paw Agency is directly on the line of my district. 

There is no reason for this proposed action and no possible 
excuse for it. There is no necessity forit. It isan agency that 
has existed for fifty years. Evidently the only object of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is to cut down the bill and save the $1,500 
appropriated for the agency, and for no other reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, it amounts to a good deal more than 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


Iecan remember when it 
The Qua- 


And the gentleman may as well admit that 
that is what his purpose is. 


Mr. HOLMAN. How many Quapaws are there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I have not the statistics here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A mere handful. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. Now, you are the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, how many are there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very fewof them, the gentleman will find by 
examining. 

Mr. FLYNN. There were sufficient of them to take 150,000 
acres of land in severalty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not more than 50,000 acres. 

Mr. FLYNN. One hundred and fifty thousand. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, if there is to be a consolidation of the 
two agenciesI shall offer an amendment that the Union Agency 
shall be consolidated with the Quapaw. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; submit your amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Quapaw is on the line of the railway; it 
is more convenient, more:accessible; can be more easily sup- 
plied, and is in many respects the superior Iccation; but I hope 
for the good of the service the Quapaw Agency will be continued. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not object to the amendment I think. 
I want to get rid of one of these agencies, but I think the plan 
adopted. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 

yosed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 18, page 6, add at the end of the line, ‘‘ at the Quapaw Agency, Indian 
Territory, $1,500.”’ 

Mr. LYNCH. Why do you want to increase the amount? It 
was only $1,400 last year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; Iwill modify the amendmentand 
make it $1,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amend- 
ment just read, as modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman,I knowsomething about 
this Quapaw Agency as well asthe Union Agency. I know very 
well the condition there. I spent several weeks in that region, 
and have also read carefully the statement of the Hon. Thomas 
Donaldson on the subject. We are not acting blindly about the 
matter. I have no objection to the consolidation of the Union 
Agency with the Quapaw, though it seems to me it would be a 
singular thing for us todo. The Union Agency is the older one, 
covering practically the five civilized tribes. It is a well estab- 
lished agency,and wellconducted. I suppose that these Quapaw 
Indians own land to the extent of some 50,000 acres. 

Mr. FLYNN. About 300,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, but that embraces some of the Dela- 
wares. 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes; they are all together. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody says that the Delawares need an 
agent. They occupy the same situation, under the shadow and 
influence of the five civilized tribes, with the Quapaws. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why not abolish both of them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam in favor of abolishing both. I think it 
might be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
needed. 

But the question in this instance is which is the more compe- 
tent? I understand that the man at the Union Agency isa very 
competent one. I donot know him, or infactanyofthem. But 
my belief is that the Union agent is the more competent man, 
so far as I am able to ascertain; and therefore I would not like 
to make a change, and place the five tribes under the Quapaw 
agent, about whom I know nothing. I myself doubt very much 
really if any of these Indians want an agent. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Quapaws? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None of them; none of the five civilized 
tribes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Have you anything of that kind from the 
Department to substantiate your belief? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think I could find amongst my paperssome 
statements on this subject that would confirm that conviction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, let me ask if you have referred this to 
the Department at all? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no— 

Mr. MORGAN. Has it not been the usual thing to make an 
appropriation, and have they not maintained an agency there 
for years? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. And does not the same necessity exist to-day 
that existed ten years ago? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no necessity hasexisted for fifteen years 
past. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, it is merely a matter of economy, and 
you think you can strike out that agency? 7 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without any trouble at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I object to it, and I demand a vote on 
my amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do I understand that the amendment is to 
consolidate the Quapaw Agency with the Union Agency? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDOX. 
pose you would be taking the mountain to the mouse. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it is to continue the Quapaw Agency. 
The committee proposed to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion isonthe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 14, 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum. I do not wish to sto 
the consideration of the bill on thataccount, though. But, wit 
a clear, sensible recommendation upon this subject from a pub- 


Why not abolish all of the agencies? 
IT am in favor of abolishing all that are not 
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lic officer that the office be abolished, it seems to me strange 
that the House should retain the office. 

Mr. MORGAN. What public officer has advised that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentlemin who took the census of those 
Indians. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Commissioner of 
recommended nothing of the kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 
not. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of no quorum? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I will not insist upon it,tbut I will 
ask a onitin the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the amendment is 
agreed to. 


The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Indian Affairs has 


Does the gentleman insist upon his point 


vote 


Provided, That the foregoing appr ypriation shall not take effect nor be- 
come avaliable in any case for or during the time in which any officer of the 
Army of the United States shall be engaged in performance of the duties of 
Indian agent at any of the agencies above named: Provided further, That 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, may devolve the duties of any Indian agency upon the super- 
intendent of the Indian training school located at such agency, wheneverin 
his Judgment such superintendent can properly perform the duties of such 
agency. And the superintendent upon whom such duties devolve shall givé 
bond as other Indian agents: Provided, That the Quapaw Indiar Agency is 
hereby consolidated with the Union Agency at Musc in all, 485,500: and 
all provisions of law fixing compensation for Indian agents in excess of that 
herein provided are hereby repealed, and all offices in the Indian service not 
herein provided for are hereby abolished 


Mr. LYNCH. Inorder to make that proviso conform to the 


a 


ree 


| amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN], just 


adopted, I move to strike out all from line 7 to line 13, inclusive, 
on page 7. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have an amendment already prepared. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LYNCH] accept the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. MORGAN]? 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is to strike out in lines 6, 7, 
and 8, on page 7, the words: 

Provided, That the Quapaw Indian Agency is hereby consolidated with the 
Union Agency at Muscogee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment just 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. MorGAN]. 

The amendment was acreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. [I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Amend by adding after the word ‘“‘ named,” 
ing: 

** Provided, That the President shall only detail an army officer to dis- 
charge the duties of Indian agent when he shall deem it for the best inter 
est of the service to do so.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that, that it is 
a change of existing law. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
that amendment is pressed. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order is not good. There is 
nothing in the law providing for the detail of army officers, ex- 
cept a provision in the last annual appropriation bill. Thereis 
no provision for next year that I know of. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It is the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to sustain 
the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr.Chairman, by reason of the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. MORGAN] it 
will require another amendment, on page 7, and we will have to 


in line 23, page 6, the follow- 


[ shall insist upon a quorum if 


| add $1,400. 


I was going to say, if it was for that pur- | 


The CHAIRMAN. So that it will be $86,600. 
objection, that amendment will be considered as 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, although the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs has seen proper to make the point of order, it is 
in my opinion not a proper or desirable thing to detail army 
officers as indian agents. It is beyond my comprehension how 
the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] who was the father 
of this matter, and how the Fifty-third Congress can stand by 
the gentleman from Indiana in his desire to save a few dollars 
in this matter for the sake of economy. It is beyond my com- 
prehension how these gentleman e2n insist upon retaining this 
provision upon the statute. 

The detail of army officers as Indian agents is against the 
judgment of every Secretary of the Interior: against the judg 
ment of every Commissioner of Indian Affairs; it is against the 
judgment of every civil commission which has been appointed 
at any time and made any recommendation as to the government 
of Indians; it is against the recommendation of Gen. Sheridan 
and a board of army officers who were appointed some years ago 


If there be no 
agreed to. 
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to investigate that matter. 
intellig 
the judgment of everybody who is interested in the cause of hu- 
manity, so far as Indians are concerned, except upon the poor, 
simple, pitiful plea of saving a few dollars. 

There are several Indian agencies in my State, and I am very 
thankful that there is but one army officer occupying the posi- 
tion as agent. I have nothing tosay against him. A short time 
ago a gentleman who had been candidate for governor on the 
Democratic ticket of my State was appointed to an agency, one 
of the most important in the State; andI am ¢g 
pointed. The logical result of the policy of the gentleman from 
Indiana would be that you had better take a lieutenant from 


It is against the judgment of every 


West Point when he graduates and send him out there to have | 
control over 3,000 Indians rather than one of our own citizens, | 
a man who had been the candidate of the Democratic party for | 


governor, and a man who stands high in the estimation of the 
people of the State. 


I have no word to say against the army officers, but it is not | 


their business to govern Indians. We are governing the In- 
dians by education, and trying tocivilize and Christianize them. 
Army officers are not men adapted for the poe of such 
a duty; and it is against the judgment of all the Indians to ap- 


point themagents. In times past, when the Indians were warlike, | 


it was thought to be a good idea to havearmy officers as agents. 
Those days have passed. The Sioux Indians, who comprise 
20,000 of the manliest and grandest Indians in all this country, 
dnd the most warlike, so far as that is concerned, are no longer 
warlike; and we have no need for army officers there. 

[ am surprised that the majority in this House should permit 
this. You hear complaigts about the violation of the home-rule 
plank, and [ indorse the sentiment that we ought to appoint 
men from the States in which the offices are situated. During 
the last Administration I went to secure appointments to consul- 
ships, and I was informed the Administration was appointing 
the agencies and the officers of the land offices from the States, 
and was told: ‘* You will get your quota in thafway.” In that 
was they kept us out of the competition for other offices in the 
United States. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
more time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. The appointment of army officers, I say, is 
against the judgment of the Indians; it is against the judgment 
of all people who are interested in the Indian. It is against the 
judgmentof the President of the United States at this very mo- 
ment. [tis against the ,udgmentof the Secretary of the Interior 
at this very moment, and it is against the judgment of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. My friend from California[Mr.Bow- 
ERS], as [ understand, from some local matter, I believe, in the 
Fifty-tirst Congress injected this practice. Now, I understand 
that the only reason that the gentleman from Indiana has for a 
continuance of this policy is that it saves money, when it is 


against the judgment of the Indians, and two Commissioners of | 


Indiin Affairs have told me, and shown me the figures to prove 
that the appointment of a military officer always makes the ad- 
ministration more costly than the appointment of a civilian. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It saves trouble anyhow. 

Mr. PICKLER. When an army officer is appointed as an In- 
dian agent there are a lot of subordinate officers to which he 
recommends the appointment of his friends. He takes his son, 
and the sons and daughters of army officers from other parts of 
the United States and has them appointed. I agree with my 
friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON] that the positions ought 
to be filled by residents of the States. I know we have Demo- 
crats in my State who are good enough to hold these offices, and 
I want tosee them have them rather than that army officers 
from other parts of the United States shall be appointed, for it 
is against the judgment of everybody concerned with or who has 
an interest in the Indians. 

There is no force in the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana that it will save money. -The army officer, you know, 
likes to live well, and he will doit. There is no one who has 
any acquaintance with the necessities in the Indian service who 
is in favor of the appointment of army officers, and I am sur- 
prised that the Congress of the United States will force those 
army officers where all who are interested in the Indian service 
say they should not go. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the provisionof the existing law 
bearing on this subject be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act the President shall 
detail officers of the United States Army to act as Indian agents at all agen- 
cies where vacancies from any cause may hereafter occur, who, while acting 
as such agents, shall be under the orders and direction of the Secretary of 


the Interior, except at cies where, in the opinion of the President, the 
public service would be better promoted by the appointment of a civilian. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, under that provision twenty- 
three army officers have been detailed for the Indian service,” 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman's pardon; nearly all the 
Indian officers were appointed long before that provision took 
effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Still,twenty-three army officers have be 
appointed under that provision, which has been substantially 
the law for forty years past. I visited most of these agencies 
few years ago; and the best conducted agency which I foun 
during a tour of four or five months was the Apache Agence 
which was under the control of Capt. Green. It was the mo 
efficiently administered; the Indians were better satisfied tha: 
at other agencies. There was a feeling all around there th 
the Indians were being justly treated. So far as I know, thi 
provision has worked very well. Besides, it will be perceived 
that this matter is discretionary with the President. How can 
my friend on the other side say that the President does not ap- 
prove it? It is his policy. Twenty-three Indian agents have 
been appointed from the Army. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. In reply to the gentleman fro 
South Dakota, I wish to read an expression of the judgment o 
a gentlemen who, I think all will admit, is quite familiar with 
this matter of Indians and Indian agencies—Gen. Nelson A 
Miles, of the United States Army. I know of no man who has 
had more experience with the Indians than Gen. Miles, and no 


’ 


| man who stands higher in the estimation of all who know him. 


In his report dated February 9, 1891, he says: 


I have no hesitation in giving it as my belief that the same Indians (tho 
Sioux and Cheyennes), under military control for a few years’ time, cou! 
be made a peaceful, progressive, and law-abiding people. 

My reason for asking the appointment of officers of the Army to be made 
agents and take charge of those agencies, was to secure officials in whom 
the Indians have confidence, and whose efficiency and integrity in the man 
agement of Indians have been tested and sate by years of service in this 
kind of duty. Itis needless to point to the fact that, where officers have 
had charge of agencies, they have been eminently successful in managing 
even the wildest and most warlike. Officers of the Army have also inau- 
gurated and conducted the most important Indian schools in this country. 

As a law of Congress especially authorizes the Executive to make such ap 
pointments, I recommend that the Sioux and Cheyenne Indians remain en 
tirely under the care and government of the military, andI base this entirely 
upon what I believe to be essential to the public good and to the welfare of 
the Indians, and the assurance of permanent peace for the people whose 
homes, property, and lives are dependent upon their successful manage- 
ment. 

The military problem, so far as the Sioux and Cheyenne Indians are con 
cerned, has been solved, with the results heretofore mentioned, and that part 
of the country has been restored to a condition of profound peace and tran 
quillity. 

This, gentlemen, is the testimony of a man whom I think no 
one here will accuse of making any false statement or of not 
knowing what he is talking about. There is notaman here who 
does not know that Gen. Miles, in what I have read, tells the 
exact truth. Whatever may be your political aspirations or 
your political schemes, and whatever friendships you may have 
to serve, you know that thisis the truth, the Government of the 
United States knows that it is the truth, and the people know it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last line. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy with the 
general policy of the committee. I believe that in many cases 
army officers are beyond doubt the best Indian agents. But we 
have at Anadarko, near Fort Sill, in our Territory, one of these 
army officers in charge of the Indians, who has busied himself 
here in Washington to defeat the ratification of certuin pending 
treaties. In order that this matter may be fully understood, | 
wish to read a letter from one gentleman who was engaged at 
this agency: 

- OKLAHOMA Crry, April 21, 1894 

DEAR Sirk: Iam inreceipt of anorder from Frank C. Armstrong removing 
me from the position of additional farmer at the Kiowa Agency, to take ef- 
fect immediately. No charges have been made, I have complied and obeyed 
every order that has been givenmefromtheagent. Ihave punctiliously per- 
formed my duty. There is not 2 man on the agency but will corroborate this 
statement. Iwrote you a letter advising you, or rather informing you how 
and what the agents were doing here to defeat the treaty made at Fort Sil! 

Now, since the agent has found out that I reported the facts to you and 
that you read my letter to the Indian Committee, he has waged the war 
against me solely, and holds me responsible for the whole matter. Iwill re- 
peat the charges so as you may be able to understand them. 

Lieut. Nickols called the council of the Kiowas and Comanches and was in 
the council, and the delegates were appointed and an interpreter was ap 
pointed by the Indian council. The interpreter that was appointed bythe 
Indian council was rejected by the agent, Lieut. Nickols, and he ee an 
other interpreterof hisown liking. They had nomoney to go to Washington 
on, and the agent, Lieut. Nickols, went to the merchants and pledged nim- 
self as the agent of the Indians to pay them out of the grass money, and did 
place guards und sentinels at the door, and did collect from the Indians 
grass money to pay off the merchants who had advanced this money; and h¢ 
did send the money that he had received from the merchants to Chickash 
by one Mr. E. Buck, and did give it over to one Lieut. Scott, all of which | 
am able to prove by a number of witnesses, all of whichis contrary to orders 
and the regulations of the Indian Department. 

Now, itlooks hard that I am the only man to suffer for reporting the fac' 
toyou. [have worked hard with the Indians to get them not to fight the 
ratification of the Sill treaty. : 

Now, I want you to see J. WHEELER and get him togo with you to the Sec 
retary of the Interior, H. Smith, and explain this matter to him and have 
me reinstated in my former position, that of additional farmer. Show 
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Gen. WHEZLER the lk titer I w rote you and I know that he will aid you all 10 | Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well: if that is true.Lam eo! 
— 7 ‘ 2 Sem o7eT wee tt : aia ° . 3 ’ D 
can. If you deem it necessary I will send you a dozen charges against the | I have no doubt it is true at this time. 
age ont that I cz an sustain. . \ vy. ] nant armue aficare mav h 7 1 
While I cil fer with you politically, 1 am the only manin the Kiowa In- | NOW, repeat, army ouicers may be appointed an ie? l 
dian Agency that dared fight for the ratification of the treaty and the only | for any d 
employé of the Govern n nt from this Territory in the agency. | Mr PI 1. Lp Than. whv not ta] tham for nos ste 
Please reply immediately at Anadarko, Okla. wens A Lt mahi Phen, why not take them i , 
Yours respectfully, youl strict? 
‘ JAS. M. WARREN. Mr. S TOCKDALE. That is no business an 0 
Hon. D1 3 PLY O« wein. AndI donot think the gentleman hi ! 
Now, before taking my seat, I desire to say that I called upon | « : 
the Assistant Commissioner, Gen. Armstrong, and he stated Mr. PICKLER. Ido not see any difference in principl 
that he was compelled to remove this man for reasonsof his| Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman has no better a 
own. But that fact does not remove the charge made against | than that against the army officers, they certainly ough ) 
this army officer, the Indian agent at that post, of putting | appoint rents. 
guards at the doors of the Indian council, and making them | Mr. PI t. There is no difference in princip 
agree to contribute a certain amount of money to send anothe Mr. STOCKDALE. Weil, if the gentleman from Sx i D 
army officer here to Washington to protest against the ratifica- | kota can not see the difference now, I have no time in fix 
tion of certain treaties that had been negotiated by such men |} utes to undertake to convince him. Now, the chairman says 
as ex-Governor Jerome, of Michigan. this can be done without injury to the service, and I think i 
Mr. BOWERS of California. If there is anything in that | ought to be done in the interest of economy. 
charge, that officer should be tried by court-martial. [ EL sre the hammer fell.] 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Ioffer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 7, strike out lines 14, 15, 16, as follows: : 
For the payment of necessary interpreters, to be distributed in the dis- 
cre tion of the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000." 
Mr.STOCKDALE. I offer this amendment more for the pur- 


pose of making an inquiry than to discuss the merits of the ques- 





tion. I - not concur in the disposition manifested by gentle- 
men on both sides of the House; and I think that under the 
present circumstances the fact is to be deprecated that when- 





ever a paragraph of this bill or an amendment proposed by the 


committee looks to economizing the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, the gentleman from Indiana is attacked and the policy of 


economy sneered at. 

It does seem to me, in the present condition of the Treasury 
of the United States, that a member of this House who attacks 
the chairman of the committee, who is striving to economize 
the expenditures of the Government, is hardly discharging his 
honest duty; he may be to his constituents, but not to the Gov- 
ernment and the balance of the people. 

Now, if this can be done,why is it not done? I offered an 
amendment of this sort in the last Congress, and was informed 
by gentiemen from the West that there are men, and plenty of 
them, who can be employed who are themselves competent to 
act as interpreters. If that be true, why should we appoint an 
agent firet and then appointa man to tell theagent what the In- 
dians say, and to tell the Indian what the agent says, when you 
can have both combined in the same person? If they can be 
combined in the same person its 
done, and I ask the chairman if it can not be done? 

Mr. LYNCH. Notif youtake them from other States or Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think, of course, it could be done. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Then if it could be done it ought to done. 
Now, my friend from Wisconsin says, *‘ Notif you take them from 
other States.” I think that home rule is a good thing, and I am 
glad to see so many gentlemen on the pe side of the House 
to-day coming up to the good old sound States’ rightsdoctrine. I 
hope they = be like the old school Presbyterians and the 
[ronside B , that they will be steadfast in their faith. 

Mr. P ICK LD iS it You are the one that is deserting it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, no; I was always opposed to carpet 
baggers, and but for the fact that some gentlemen on the other 
sido 1 have announce ed themselves carpet- -bage ers during this de- 
bate-—gentiemen for whom [ have very high respect—I would 
be inclined at this time to occupy a part of my time in saying 
something oe that class of the genus homo. 

Mr. PICKLER. But you are in favor of 
officers. 

aa a ICKDALE. Inresponse to that itis only necessary to 

y that they are public officers, and are not supposed to have 
any oe ial location. Wherever you can save the Government 
anything by their appointment as agents, 
seems entirely proper todo it when the appointment is within 
the scope of their duties. No man has ever spoken a 
against the honesty, the integrity, or the al bility of the army 
officers. They have their re putation at stake. They hay 
life position, and the gentleman knows that this Indian busi- 
a, as a system in this country, has not always been free from 

uspicion 

Mr. PICKLER. That Id 
during the last fifteen years. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, not.to your knowledge 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; there is not a more honest service 
in connection with the Government than the Indian service. 


importing army 





-ems to me that it ought to be | 





or in any other way, it | 
wol “d 


eal 


ny as having any foundation in fact | 








iken on this 
the committee to 
at the wrong end. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is t 
proposition, I desire to call the attention of 
the fact that this is the beginning gf economy 
tT here is no more important position connected with the Indian 
service than the interpreter. It is very import int that there 
sheeabl be a correct and competent interpreter in dealing with 
them. 

It has been my fortune in the last twelve or fift 
live beside the Indians. I have done business with them, 
know the difficulties surrounding any man who attempts 
business with them without the aidof a compet nt and honest 
interpreter. To take a half-breed, as si jenn, and make an 
inte rpreter of him, the cha ances are at t nineteen out of 
twenty that the white man \ wala time in 
different transactions. 

[t is im} ortant, Mr. Chairman, that a competent and honest 
interpreter shall be maintained between the Government and 
the Indians, for as prone as the white man is to complain, a 
prone as he is to find fault, he is not a commencement with an 
Indian on ration day, because when the Indian comes to draw 
his rations, if he is not satisfied with what the Government is 
giving him his excuse is that he can not understand the inter- 
preter. 


ort 


en years to 
and 


Lo do 
Te 


} ] 
be dealt a every 


to rely 


Now, to abolish the interpreter, to tz ake him away, y upon 
somebody not a responsible party, will inure tothe damage of 
the Government as sure as the world exists. I trust the com- 


mittee, then, will not strike out the section. I trust 


they W ill 


not do it, because it is important in point of peace, quietude, 
and contentment for the Indian himself, as well as to the m: 
terial advantage of the Government, to maintain these inter- 


preters. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, just one word. The only re- 








duction made upon that item is$5,000. The estimate is $15,000 
and thatsum has been appropriated for some years. But my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will fully confirm my state- 
ment, because I was with him at most of the important agencies 
of the country some years ago, and there was no lack of perso 
competent tointerpret. Of course, the number of persons com- 
a to interpret has largely incre since then, because 
that was eight or nine years ago. 1uve been told, year 

| after year, that there were some hag + mone gp ickfeet, and some 
other t ribes nor th of the Upper Missouri, and in the nortl n 
portions of Idaho, Montana, an Washington, which we did not 
visit, where you would hardly ever find a person in Government 
employment who was — te t ti ) interpre t. 

But at the agencies we site l we fell in with Indians every- 
where, and white men upon all sides who could interpret. It 
vas the simplest thing in the world. Why, during this last 
winter, al dy by the name of Mrs. Lochren, a Pottawatomie In- 
dian, who could not read or — who had never been to school 
an hour, came here as an inte srpreter for some Pottawatomies 
and some other fragments of tothes remaining in Kansas. She 

| spoke English just as well as any lady that 1 know, and inter- 
preted for the four or five tribes that came here. There was no 
trouble about itat all. Ifyou gotosuch anagencyas the Apache 
Agency you will find any number of persons i 1 Governm nt em- 
ployment who are perfectly competent to inter pe t 
' Mr. LUCAS. Itis an easy language to learn, b ut the trouble 


to cet 


~ 


honest interpreters. 


Mr. HOLMAN. You will get the same class of people any- 
way. 
Mr. LUCAS. Indeed you will not. 
Mr. HOLMAN. ButI wish to say that in the remote north- 
rtions of the country. along the international boundary, 
ross Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, Id: ho, andnorthern 
mewhat remote from 
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the civilized sections of the country, and it may be necessary 
that a small sum of money be made available for interpreters 
there. I think, however, that $10,000 is a very ample sum. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. I think under the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi[Mr. STOCKDALE] it would be utterly im- 
possible to administer the Indian service. Ido not know how 
you can do it, if you do not provide an interpreter. Ido notun- 
derstand how you could get along with them at all. 

[ beg to detain the committes for two or three minutes in re- 
gard to the quotations made by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Bowers] from Gen. Miles concerning Indian officers. This 
communication that the gentleman has read was made by Gen. 
Miles just after the fightat Wounded Knee, the most disgraceful 


butchery of Indians that has occurred in the last quarter of a | 
| you can rely; and when you get such interpreters, if you can find 


century. 

Mr. LUCAS. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. PICK LER. 
that has occurred in the last quarter of a century! 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do youcall Gen. Miles a butcher? 

Mr. PICKLER. Lam not charging anybody; but I know from 
the civil agents out there—I know the agent of the Big Foot 
band that was attacked—and that gentleman told me that it was 
hunger and the aggressiveness of the military which brought 
on that engagement; and I believe, as he was governing 2,000 
Indians, he could have governed this Big Foot band of a few 
Indians. It is conceded by everybody there that it was hunger 
and the aggressiveness of the Army, and:mistakes made there, 
that resulted in that disgraceful butchery, in which some of our 
officers and 28 soldiers and over 100 Indians were killed, and 
which also resulted in the killing of Sitting Bull, an affair 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] knows about 
80 well. 

Gen. Miles said at that time that all of our agencies in South 
Dakota should be put under military officers. They were not 
put under military officers, and we only have one so placed to- 
day, but we have had peace and quietude ever since that time. 
All we need is enough for the Indians toeat, and the civil agents 
will keep the peace. Army officers always sustain army officers 
of course, but I ask the gentleman, instead of quoting from Gen. 
Miles, to take the statement of any Indian. I have talked with 
Little-No-Heart and with White Swan of the Cheyenne River 
Indians; I have talked with John Eastman at Flandrau; I have 
talked with chiefs from different agencies in my State, and there 
is not a solitary one of them who is not opposed to the appoint- 
ing of military officers as agents. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will you allow me to ask youa 
question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ihave not the time. These Indians say the 
army Officers’ idea is to govern by force. They say that they 
want schools and education, and that they do not want bayo- 
nets and bullets. The language of Little-No-Heart to me was 
that the soldiers are the natural. enemies of the Indians. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Did the soldiers starve them? 
Was it the army officers who denied them rations and brought 
on the war? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
duck? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
the better it will appsar. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say that if you will take any hu- 
manitarian; if you will take any Indian rights commission; if 
you will take anybody interested in this business, and see what 
they say, and then say that they are in favor of the appointment 
of army officers, I will concede there may be some virtue in it. 
The gentleman talks about my attack on the gentleman from 
Indiana. I merely said the only reason he had for supporting 
this was as a matter of economy. It is noteconomy, as the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs tells you here, to have these army 
officers as Indian agents. The army officer, like my friend 
from California, is a man who has blood in his eye, and who be- 
lieves that the only good Indian is a dead Indian. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I should be sorry to be taken 
at the value tie gentleman puts on me. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, In view of the statement that this ap- 
propriation has already been reduced $5,000, I withdraw my 
umendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out ‘‘ten” and 
insert “* fifteen;” so as to make it $15,000. I do that for the pur- 
pose of asking the gentleman from Indiana whether this reduc- 
tion is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HOLMAN, No; it is not recommended by anybody—— 

Mr. EVERETT. Thenwhy have it,if itis not recommended 
by anybody? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say that I fear whenyou 


Was it the goose that flew over the barn ora 


The less you stir that matter 
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cut this appropriation of $5,000 from $15,000 to $10,000, as pro- 
posed by the committee, youinjure the service. All told, I be- 
lieve there are one hundred and thirty-nine reservations. How 
many agencies? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifty-six agencies. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And they regulate how many Jn- 
dians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About 133,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. That is, regular Indians. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the United States has control 
of all of them. 

Mr. LYNCH. And there are about 100,000 mixed bloods. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Now, most of these Indians, as I 
understand, can not speak the language used at the respective 
agencies. You want interpreters in whose truth and fidelity 


them, you ought to pay them a good compensation. 

[ can readily see how a dishonest or incompetent interpreter 
could make a great amount of trouble for the Government, 
and a great amount of trouble for the Indians. His knowledge, 
his honesty, and his good faith is stronger bond for peace than 
could otherwise be given by any other one man; and I must 
say I doubt the propriety of decreasing this appropriation. I 
am slow, I will say frankly, after the gentleman from Indiana 
has investigated a matter of this kind, to antagonize it; but I 
fear he is not wise, or his committee is not wise, in recom- 
mending this decrease. 

Now, there are 133,000 Indians that the Government has 
charge of. The most of the Indians, as I understand it, can not 
speak English. Ina matter of communication, a matter of busi- 
ness,a matter of rations,and every conceivable matter that they 
desire to present, whether there is sense in it, or whether it is 
a ‘‘ kick ” only or a proposition, it should come accurately to the 
ear of the man who has authority and control. Having said this 
much about it, I have said all I am inclined to say; andI believe 
that you ought to have $15,009 for interpreters, as we have had 
heretofore, and therefore I make the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Justa word. This $15,000 for interpreters 
has beenappropriated foragreatmany years. During that time 
hundreds and thousands of Indians have been educated, East and 
West. Hundreds are in the Government employment at the 
agencies, all the laboring employments, such as herders and all 
that kind of employment, shall be given toIndians. It is a per- 
emptory requirement, except these others where they could not 
be employed; but as to all other employments, such as teachers, 
Indians shall be preferred. There has been any number of del- 
egations here from all the tribes. 

I mention Mrs. Lockran, who has never been to school an 
hour. She spoke our language perfectly, and interpreted for 
three or four tribes. At Pine Ridge, where the gentleman was 
present, we met with Indians of all ages, nine years ago, who 
spoke both languages well. There is no trouble about it at all. 
I hope the House will adopt the policy that Indians shall be em- 
ployed at the agencies exclusively so far as possible; and I 
think it can be done exclusively. Thinkof how many hundreds 
and thousands of Indians we have educated during the last even 
nine years from all sections of the country. Intelligent per- 
sons come here as delefates from every tribe, and there are al- 
ways some men among them who speak our language well. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just one moment. In addition to that, at 
every important agency you have your police force. They are 
generally intelligent men, people who speak our language. I 
venture to say if you go to Pine Ridge, or Rosebud, or Standing 
Rock you will find hundreds and hundreds of persons in all these 
Government employments who speak the two languages per- 
fectly well. Now, 1 admit that fifty years ago this was all well 
enough, but when you commence a public expenditure of this 
kind for a proper object it becomes so fastened upon you that 
you can not get rid of it when it is no longer necessary. 

Mr.RAY. I willask the gentleman if he has any knowledge 
whether or not the educated Indians have been employed as in- 
terpreters? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
be employed. 

Mr. RAY. WhatI wanted to get at was whether they would 
make reliable interpreters as between the Government and the 
Indian tribes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just as reliable as any that would: be ap- 
pointed. They are all the same class of people around there. 
I never heard of any trouble about interpreting. 

Mr. RAY. The question would be one of policy with me. Of 
course, if they are honest and trustworthy and would discharge 
their duties honestly and faithfully, I should be in favor oftheir 
employment, and the only question that would arise inmy mind 


Sometimes. We now require that they shall 
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would be whether these educated Indians would perform that 
duty honestly and faithfully as between the Government and the 
tribes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My friendis aware that at every one of these 


d 


agencies there is an agency school, witha competent superin- | 
2 | ple and be loyal to the Government as against them. 


tendent, who generally understands English very well, and also 
the Indian language, and who has a number of teachers under 
him who understand both languages. Gentlemen are talking 


about thismatter as it might properly have been talked of, per- | ( 
| knows this to be true. 
| lecting interpreters. 


haps, fifty years ago, but we have been civiiizing these Indians 
during all that time, and for thirty years past have been de- 
voting special care to their education, and you can not go into 


any Indian community now where you will not find white men | 
who are familiar with the Indian language as well as with Eng- | 
| that the Government may rely on, he must be the paid servant 


lish. Ido not know what experience my friend from Illinois 
| Mr. CANNON] may have had, but I found no difficulty in com- 
municating with the Indians anywhere. I always found persons 
competent to interpret. 

Mr. RAY. 
purpose heretofore has been all used, [ suppose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it has not been all used. I have 
sent to ascertain how that happened, but I know it has not all 
been used. : 
If you pay a captain of the police force in the Indian Territory 
a hundred or two hundred dollars additional for this service, 


that will serve the purpose just as well as to employ another | 


man and pay him $500a year. At Pine Ridge alone there is a 
police force of forty-nine, composed of fairly intelligent men. 
Mr. LUCAS. About twelve of them speak English. The 
balance do not. 
Mr. RAY. Iwill ask the gentleman from Indiana whether, 


in his judgment, the time has come when we need a less num- | 
| talk about reducing the appropriations for the Indians or adopt- 


ber of interpreters than we have required heretofore? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. I think that no injury would 
occur to the Indian service if the proposition of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SrOCKDALE] were adopted, but still I 
think that $10,000 should be allowed for this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to with- 
draw the amendment and then to renew it for the purpose of 
saying a word. Lagree that there are more people upon the 
reservations now who can talk both languages than there were 
twenty-five years ago, or ten years ago, or five years ago; but I 
want to remind my friend from Indiana that there are 139 of 
these reservations, fifty and odd -agencies, and 133,000 Indians 
under the charge of the United States. Now, I call his atten- 


tion to the fact that outside of the Government employés, no | 
- white man can legally be upon those reservations. 


There are 
white men there, to be sure. Some of them go inthere and get 
adopted into the tribes; some of them intermarry with the In- 


dians; some are fugitives from justice who have gonein therein | 


defiance of law; butno white man, not a Government employé, 
can be there lawfully —— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Unless he is married. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Unless he intermarries with the 
Indians, and many of them who have intermarried went there 
at first in violation of law. 
people are concerned, they are not the mogt trustworthy per- 
sons in the world for interpreters. Now, so far as the Indian is 
concerned, he sees the Indian side of a question, and unless there 
is a special incentive, as arule I do not think the Indians will 
make the most trustworthy interpreters. 

It is true that we are educating them at Carlisle and at the 


Haskell Institute, and at other places, and that they go back to | 


the tribes, and lam in complete harmony with the gentleman 
from Indiana in holding that all Indians who are thus educated 
should be given employment on the reservations, and that the 
preference should be given to them, because if the Government 
does notemploy them, their condition will be worse than if they 
were not educated at all. But when youconsider that there are 
133,009 Indians, and that the white people who are on the reser- 
vations are there against the law, and some of them fugitives 
from justice, the bare statement of the number of Indians, the 
number of agencies, and the number of reservations would seem 
to be a sufficient argument for allowing at least $15,000 to be 
used by the Secretary of the Interior for the employment of in- 
terpreters. 

If you have an interpreter at all, you must make his compen- 
sation sufficient to enable him tofeel that he is not giving some- 
thing for nothing. 
white people. 


tion of responsibility, I would run my hand into the fire before 
I would have him feel that he was giving something for nothing. 
The rule of my life has always been to pay every cent that the 
service is worth, if not more, and then you can expect good serv- 
ice, because the man feels that it is to his interest as well as to 
his inclination to render such service. 


The money that has been appropriated for this | 


This is a mere question of how much will you pay. | 


Therefore, so far as these white | 
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That, as we all know, is the rule among | 
If lemploy a white man and put him in a posi- | 
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Mr. LUCAS. One of the peculiar things about the Indian is 
that if he is paid by the Government—if he receives a compen- 
sation, however small, as its employé—he feels himself under 
an obligation to be faithful to its interests. This seems to be 
the only thing that will induce an Indian to desert his own peo- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think there is some force in that 
suggestion. 
Mr. LUCAS. Any man familiar with the Indian character 
Hence the importance of properly se- 
No doubt there are hundreds of men, and 
women too, who can interpret the Indian language. The white 
men around theagencies all have asmattering of that language, 
for it is easily learned; but if you wish to get an interp: eter 


of the Government. The truth is that the difficulty at Pine 
Ridge, when the Wounded Knee war came on, arose in the be- 
ginning from the treachery of an interpreter. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, | am not factious about 
this matter, but I want to get at the truth. I would like to know 
where the Government gets theseinterpreters. Youtake them, 
I presume, right around the agency. 

Mr. LUCAS. We take them off the agency and pay them a 
salary. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And you can getan Indian agent who can 
also serve as an interpreter? 

Mr. LUCAS. Not one time in a thousand. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. There is this difficulty in dealing with 
the present question. Western gentlemen, in whom Lhave great 


| confidence, and by whom I have frequently been influenced in 


my votes in reference to measures concerning Indians, take posi- 
tions on this question which are hard tounderstand. Whenwe 


ing any regulation in regard to their lands, almost the whole 
Western delegation will pronounce eulogiums upon the Indian; 
will tell us how great he is, how honest he is, how true he is; 
will tell us that he is highly civilized, equal to the white man. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from South Dakota spoke awhile ago 
of ‘‘grand’”’ Indians. Ontheother hand, whenever we talk «bout 
using the Indians as agents, everyone of those gentlemen comes 
up and says, ‘*‘ Oh, the Indian is treacherous.” 

Mr. LUCAS. We do not say that they are all 
that is too broad a statement. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If we have been continuing for so long 
our efforts to civilize the Indians, and can not find now one that 
“an be relied on as an Indian agent or interpreter, that goes 
very far to contirm what I have often been inclined to believe 
that there is no full-blooded Indian who is civilized. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Indian is a good deal like the white man. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Well, if he is ‘*‘a good deal like the white 
man,” why not treat him as such? You can not improveon the 
white man. 

The talk about the Indian seems to me very much like some 
of the talk which we have had here, which amused me very much, 
in regard to locating the new Printing Office. Gentlemen tell 
us of the great importance of preserving the public reservations 
in this city. They say, ‘‘These are the great breathing-places, 
created that the citizens of Washington may have a health-givy- 
ing atmosphere.” But when we talk about putting a Public 
Printing Office on one of these reservations they at once say, 
‘Oh, that location is malarious; we ought not to compel the 
employés of the Printing Office to breathe such air; nobody can 
maintain his health there.” 

So it would appear that so long as we want to fleece the Indi- 
ans and make money out of them, they are the grandest people 
on the earth; but when we propose to use them for any purpose 
requiring intelligence and fidelity, at once we are told ‘* They 
are treacherous.” Undersuch circumstances, how are we to come 
to any conclusion intelligently? 

Mr. LUCAS. Allow me to make this suggestion: You have 
been dealing with the colored man so long and not paying him 
anything, that now you do not want to pay the Indians. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman’s assertion is not true. 
He makes a charge thatno man can sustain. 

Mr. LUCAS. Iam speaking in genera! terms. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, those ‘‘general terms” do not 
truthfully apply. Thereare no people better fed and more surely 
paid (they are not paid so much as these Indian agents) as the 
negroes in the South. And I wish to say to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that in my opinion there is a great deal of sickly 
sentiment in regard to the negro. You have never appropri- 
ated a single dollar to the colored man. 

Mr. LUCAS. He did not need it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No; he does not need it because we sup- 
port him; we tax ourselves to educate him. He does not pay 
10 cents on the doilar of the money that educates his own chil- 


treacherous; 
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dren. Year after year the educational bill was heralded through 
this country, and we were told that the Government of the United 
Siates must appropriate money to educate the negro; but the 
moment that the Republican party come into possession of the 
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| been the practice to pay them the full amountof the salary fixed 


Government in the Fifty-first Congress that measure died a | 


h, and we have never heard of it since. 
[ thought you would bring politics into it be- 
ot through. 
Jk. Well, then, do not makes 
us that. \ can not find a colored man in the whole country, 
anywhere in the Southern States, who will agree to the state- 
ment vou have made. 

Mr. LUCAS. Qh, I think I could. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will give you a dollar apiece for every 
one ol the im. 

Mr. LU¢ 
that way. 

Mr. STO 


natural d 
Mr. LUCAS, 

fore you § 
Mr. STOCKDATI 


Ou 


[ think I might make a good deal of money in 


KDALKE. I take it thatno gentleman who has trav- 
eled in the Southern country will make that statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. What has that to do with the question of 
the interpreters? . 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
uses it as an argument as to why we should not say anything 
about paying the Indians. I was only replying to that. 

Mr. LUCAS. I said we wanted to pay these men for their 
services. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
paid the Indian he would be true to the Government. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. LYNCH. 
in this bill that we shall necessarily have to increase, that I am 
of the opinion that this one ought to stand rather than many of 
the others. From year to year the Indians are getting better 
and better able to do their own business with the agents, and 
without the aid of an interpreter, and I think we can stand a 
reduction of $5,000 without injury to the service. If I did not 
think so I would not hesitate to vote to increase the amount to 
the estimate made by the Commissioner. But this is one of 
those items that I think 
detriment to the service, and hence I favor reducing the appro- 
priation tothe amount fixed here—#10,090. We will come across 
other items after a while where that condition may not apply. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

lor the pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500. 

Mr. MCRAE. I wish to offer a substitute for that section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ines 17, 18, and 19, on page 7, 

For pay of five Indian inspectors 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ment, 

Mr. MCRAE. Do TI understand the gentleman to say that we 
can not change an appropriation bill at all, even to make it con- 
form to the existing law? I[ would like very much to hear what 
the point of order is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis that these salaries are fixed by law. 

Mr. McRAK, That is exactly what I am trying to havedone, 
to make their sa/aries conform tothelaw. The idea thata point 
of order can be made against an amendment toa bill, when the 
bill itself seeks to change the law, is a most singular proposition 
tome. Iask the Clerk to read from the Revised Statutes 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the salary of these officers is 
fixed by law at $3,000. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, I ask the Clerk to read sections 2043, 2044, 
and 2045 of the Revised Statutes, as bearing directly upon this 
subject. 

Refore that I wish to state, however, that these officers, 
created by this statute, have salaries fixed at $3,000 each. They 
are required to be nominated by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate. Their dutiesare very responsible, perhaps the most 
responsible of any other officers connected with the Indian serv- 
joe lower in authority than the Commissioner. himself. They 
ought to be men who are worth $3,000 a year, and I believe that 
those now on duty are worth it. None of them were appointed 
from my State. 

Iam not even acquainted with any one of the gentlemen oc- 
cupying these positions, but I do know something of the respon- 
sible and important services rendered by them. It has always 


i 


and insert: 
, at $3,090 per annum each, #15,000.” 


I wish to offer an amendment 


out 


[ raise the question of order on the amend- 


ve can stand a reduction in, without | 


ich statements | lve er, | 
by the provisions of this title. 


since the passage of the statutes to which I refer. That ough‘ 
to be continued until the law is changed. 

I ask the Clerk to read now the sections of the statutes 
which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 2043. There shall be appointed by the President, by and with the a 
vice and consentof the Senate, a sufficient number of Indian inspectors, 1 
exceeding five in number, to perform the duties required of such inspector 
Each inspector shall hold his office for fo 
years, unless sooner removed by the President. 

SEC. 2044. Eacb inspector shall receive an annual salary of $3,000 and h 


| necessary traveling expenses, not exceeding 10 cents a mile for actual tray 


while in the discharge of his duty, a statement of which expenses as to ea 
inspector shallaccompany the annualreportof the Secretary of the Interio: 
Suc, 2045. Each Indian superintendency and agency shall be visited and 
examined as often as twice a year by one or more of the inspectors. Such 
examination shall extend to a full investigation of all matters pertaining to 


| the business of the superintendency or agency, including anexamination of 
| accounts, the manner of expending money, the number of Indians provided 
| for, contracts of all kinds connected with the business, the condition of the 
} Indians, their advancement in civilization, the extent of the reservation 


Well, the gentleman from South Dakota | 


and what use is made of the lands set apart for that purpose, and, general); 
all matters pertaining to the Indian service. For the purpose of maki 
such investigations, each inspector shall have power to examine all books 
papers, and vouchers, to administer oaths, and to examine on oath all offi- 
cers and persons employed in the superintendency or agency, and all such 
other persons as he may deem necessary or proper. 

The inspectors, or any of them, shall have power to suspend any superin 
tendent or agent or employé, and to designate some person in his place ten 


| porarily, subject to the approval of the President, making immediate repot 


The gentleman said if the Government | 


| power, by proper legal 


of such suspension and designation; and upon the conclusion of each exam 
ination a report shall be forwarded tothe President without delay. The in 
spectors, inthe discharge oftheir duties, jointly and individually, shall have 
roceedings, which it shall be the duty of the district 


| attorney of the United States for the appropriate district duly to effectuate, 


Mr. Chairman, there are so many reductions | 


| fied, and are needed. 
| a part of a man's salary on an appropriation bill when that sal- 





|men, of the chatacter and special fitness required, should b 





to enforce the laws, and to prevent the violation of law in the administra- 
tion of affairs in the several agencies and superintendencies. So far as 


| practicable, the examinations of the agencies and superintendencies sha|! 


be made alternately by different eee so that the same agency or 
superintendency may not be examined twice in succession by the same in- 


| Spector or inspectors. 


Mr. McRAE. From the reading of that law the committee 
can form some idea of the services performed by these inspec- 
tors. They are the confidential agents of the Secretary of the 
Interior, who is charged with the administration of all matters 
reluting to Indian affairs, and who must look after the $7,000,009 
carried by this bill. [am informed that all the men who oc- 
cupy these positions are men of high character and well quali- 
{ do not indorse the policy of taking away 


ary is fixed by general law, as in this case. The law will give it 
to him. They can sue for it in the courts, and will do so no 
doubt. I believe that inasmuch as these men have been ap- 
pointed, made their bonds, and are now on duty, that they ought 
to be continued, if continued at all, at the salary fixed by law. 

The preceding section allows the President of the United 
States to nominate a less number than five, if he sees fit, so that 
if the point is attempted to be made that we have more in- 


| spectoers than are necessary, let that argument be addressed to 
| the executive department. 


The law does not compel five to be 
appointed, but it saysa number not exceeding five; and these 


, 
3 
6 


paid the full compensation which the law gives them. I ho 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iwill ask the gentleman if up to this time 
they have been receiving $3,000? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; up to this time they have been paid 
$3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idid not expect my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRax] to rival my fgiexd from Illinois[Mr. CANNON] in 


| trying to prevent a moderate degree of retrenchment in the ex- 
| penditures of our Government. 


Gentlemen, consider the matter 
fora moment. Seo how we have taken advantige of the benev- 
olent spirit of the people of the United States in behalf of the 
Indians tofasten upon their appropriations an army of employés 
in the Indian service. Thisisrather a billtoappropriate money 
for the benefit of the hangers-on of the Indian service than for 
the benefit of the Indians, and the tendency is to increase the 
number and to increase salaries all along the line; and the mis- 
fortune of our system, gentlemen, is that whatever is valuable 
and good and necessary, whatever ought to receive the foster- 
ing eare of the Government, is seized upon for the purposes of 
plunder. 

Now, the idea of these inspectors getting $3,000a ones What 
class of men are they? Respectable men, who could make per- 
haps a thousand or fifteen hundred dollars a year at home. 
Why, a few years ago one of these officers, aman from my own 
district, spent the entire winter here in Washington with noth- 
ing to do, and yet here area long series of duties read from the 
statutes as though they were performed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand the gentleman to state that 
these inspectors do not perform these duties? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there are scarcely any duties to be per- 
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had learned that I had been elected toCongressand they wanted 


formed. You ean visit all of these agencies in three months 
or about halfado 


and investigate their accounts at any one point in a few days. | to interview me. There are three or four 





My friend must understs ind that we have got ten of these men, | reservations in my county. These gentlemen left th: city and 
of this same class exactly, five for the Secretary of the Interior, | the county thatafternoon by trainat2oclock. They hada good 
vho are called inspectors, and five for the Commissioner of In- | time, were on a fine junket, and they did not go within 40 miles 


dian Affairs _ who are called special agents. They are exactly | of any Indian reservation, or anything of that kind, and did 
the same kind of men. I have known many of them for years | nothing in the world; and I just give this asa specimen of t] 
and years. Some have been from my section of the country, | inspections. 


enough; and considering the hardships that men had to en-/| is no other business which requires such an expense to inspe 
counter in those days, the salaries were notexcessive; butevery- | Mr. Chairman, it is absurd; it is a fraud; it is unnecessary, 
thing is changed. -There are but five or ten of these agencies and every man here who knows anything about business knows 


but they are the same class of men, those of the one class re- Mr. HOLMAN. Just let me state my experience. I to 
ceiving ‘$2, 000 a year and the others $3,000 a year, but perform- visit one of the agencies, and I[ will not mention it, because of 
ing the s: me general duties. There are ten of these men, and | erwise the name of the gentleman might appear. he railr 
yet any intellige nt me mber of this House could visit all of these | was about 3 miles from the agency, and he took ae i an 
ngencies and look after all of these matters in the course of a} went over there and had a splendid time for two or three days 
year without the least embarrassment ortrouble. I speak from | afterwards, and then the gentleman retired. That does not loo 
some slight experience—not much, I admit, but some experi- | like investigating ~ ut ters seriously. 
ence. Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, th: 
Chis system was gotten up when the whole Western country | facts. You caamcoel we all knowit, that the Indian Bureau has 
hs ‘a to be traversed with ambulances and on horseback, w hen | been asylum, a refuge to hide in; places to which the Democratic 
there were no railroads. | Administration has had the key and kept open doors, and they 
Mr. HUNTER. The expenses of these men are all paid? have placed in them these gentlemen that have been useful and 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh,certainly. Ithinkthat twenty yearsago, | for whom they had nootherplace. You know it, and know lam 
when this system was inaugurated, when the Indians were widely | stating the truth about it. Take the sentimentality out of this 
scattered and almost inaccessible, ten of these agents were well careful system and bring itdown to business principles and the 


beyond the reach of railroads, and they are mostly along the in- | that it is unnecessary and that three men could do all the work 
ternational line, north of the Missouri and on westward. that is done by these men. 

These agencies are very accessible. I have visited nearly Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say afew word 
every one of themin a period of less than four months. And | in reply on this subject. This is a question which was much 
yet you have got ten menemployed. At the last session of Con- | discussed in committee, and I visited the Secretary of the In- 
gress I moved toreduce the number to three inspectors and three | terior to find out whether these five inspectors were actually 
special agents. The committee did not think proper to adopt | necessary or not. He thinks, and so stated, that they were ab- 
that view, and yet I think it could be done with absolute safety. | solutely necessary. And for the same reasons and the very 
When I saw a gentleman spending the entire winter here, and | reasons that the gentleman has just given, that the inspectors 
receiving his pay with nothing to do, I felt then that some re- | had simply failed to discharge their duties and report the fae 
duction should be made. to the Government. He had to have an investigation made of 

This proposition now approximates a degree of fairness; that | facts which the Department ought toknow. Inaddition to th 














is to say, this bill provides for five inspectors at $2,500 each per | the gentleman does not seem to know the duties of these in- 

year, with traveling expenses to the amount of $7,000. as tors. We have added to the duty already imposed on th 
That is a substantial addition to their salaries. Then we pro- | inspectors other duties which thoy have not hitherto been r 

vide for five special agents, performing the same general duty, quir et to perform. 

at a pay of $2,000 a year and traveling expenses. Here we have Mr. BOWERS of California. To _ spect the agencies. 

five men, traveling allover the country; and that is notall. In Mr. MADDOX. [am not talking about inspecting the aven 

addition to that, you have in your employ four superintendents | cies, but allotting and : ppraising n, ’ ‘. tblie lands. 

of schools traveling at your expense. There are fourteen. Mr. BOWERS of C slifor mia. Thatisallricht. I: 

Then there is the superintendent of education traveling at your | ing about that. 

expense, at $1,500 a year, making fifteen persons traveling all Mr. MADDOX. That is anadditional duty that this comini 

over the country, when any one of you gentler nen could visit tee has eee on these inspectors. Now, the gentleman talks 

those places twice in one year. as if th » were no prec ‘dents forthis. InthelInternal Revenue 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I have anamend- | Department there are special agents; inthe Post-Office Depart 

ment I wish to offer to the amendment, or as a substitute for | ment hao are special agents, and in the Pension Office there 

the amendment. | are special agents, who are the very eyes and arms of the D 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McMILLIN). The Chair will state to | partments. — E avs 

the gentleman that the proposition pending isa substitute, and | Mr. BOWERS of California. I could give you some inte 

his amendment can only be offered as an amendment to the | ing history about those special agents. 

substitute. | Mr. MADDOX. I have no doubt of it; and all that the gi 
Mr. BOWERS of California’ Then I offer itas an amendment | ¢leman says in that line only shows the necessity of finding out 

to the substitute. the true condition of affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: | Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior says it is abso- 
In line 17, page7, amend by striking out the word “five” and inserting | lutely necessary that he sho ld have these agents; and he we 
the word ‘three, ” and in line 18 of the same paragraph by; striking out the | so far as to say thatif he be eee d to keep them until this 
word “ twelve”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘seven. Congress meets again he will be able to make a report to this 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, these para- | body which will be of benefit to the country. 
graphs, the six lines, lines 17, 18, and 19, and the next three} In reply to the statement of our distinguished chairman, the 
lines, provide for an expenditure of $19,500 for five inspec tors— | gentleman from Indiana, that one of these gentlemen had stayed 


$20,000 in round numbers. On the ne xt page provision is made | here the whole winter drawing his sal 
for the appointment of five more special agents and their ex- | lic service, the Secretary of the Int 


ary and rendering no pub- 


‘ior has authorized me to 






penses. Their expenses are not specifically named, except ina | say that no agent of his will spend his wheter in this city orany 
lumpsum. They will undoubtedly be as large as the others. where else drawing salary without rendering service; that the 


We may therefore safely calculate that $39,000 are appropri- | very moment there is any agent who has not some public duty 
ated in just these two places,saying nothing about their contin- | to perform he will be dispensed with. 
gent expenses, for general traveling expenses, and sleeping-car In view of the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, that 
fare, and all that sort of thing, for the inspectors of this dis-| these five inspectors are absolutely needed; in view of the fact 
trict. There are fifty-six agencies. You have appointed ten of | that he regards them as necessary to represent him in different 
them here. It does seem to me that this ‘‘ honest Bureau” re- | parts of the country—they being, as it were his eyes and arms 
quires an immense amount of inspection. In any other branch | in view of the importance of these officers in transacting the 
of the service, in the Light-House Board for instance, one man | business of the Indian agencies on reservation—in the allotment 
does more than all these inspec torsandspecialagentsdo. They | of lands, ete.—I think that this amendment ought to be voted 
could do.all they have to do, and do it far better; and you could | down, and this statute, which has been so long o on the statute 
reduce their number. book, continued. 

I had some experience with these inspectors in my dis- Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, at an appropriate time I think I 
trict. I remember now that two special agents, one an Indian | shall move to strike out the enacting clause of this bill, because 
agent and one an inspector, arrived in my city by train at 9 | after listening tothe arguments and explanations and statemepts 
o'clock at night and went into a first-class ‘hotel there. They | of gentlemen here who are acquainted with the Indians and sup- 
sent word in the morning that they wanted tosee me. They | posed to know their condition, I am almost though not quite 
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satisfied that they need no more care or looking after than the 
average white man. 

The gentleman from South Dakota[Mr. PICKLER] tells us in 
all seeming sincerity and with great earnestness that all In- 
dians, especially the Sioux Indians, known to have been here- 
tofore the most warlike and ungovernable, have become good 
men, noble Indians; that they are now an educated, intelligent, 
Christian, and law-abiding people. If this is true, we need ap- 
propriate no money for them; we need send no men to take care 
of them or look after them, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman might add that 
wherever the Indians have received allotments cf lands, they 
have become citizens of the United States, and voted. 

Mr. RAY. So much the better. Why not give land to all of 
them? Now, the gentleman from California[Mr. BOWERS] tells 
us thatthe gentlemen appointed as inspectors to look after the 
Indians in California and on the Pacific coast pay no attention 
whatever to the Indians; vet we have had no outbreaks there. 
He tells us that these inspectors stop at a hotel 40 miles away 
from the Indians, and call upon him to entertain them, which 
he does so charmingly and effectively that they take the train 
and depart without visiting the Indians at all, and we infer the 
Indians are the better for it. 

The gentleman from Indiana, the distinguished chairman of 
the committee having charge of this billand which recommends 
the expenditure of thousands of dollars of the public money for 
the Indians, tells us that we do not need to employ interpreters 
to communicate between the Government and the Indians, for 
the reason that the Indians are so civilized, so honest, so well 
educated, so reliable that the service of interpreters is substan- 
tially unnecessary. Now, if all these statements are true (and 
they ought to be true, for they fall from the lips of representa- 
tives of the people who live among the Indians and are ac- 
quainted with their condition), we should at once abolish the 
Indian Department; we should abolish these various offices and 
stop this expenditure of money. 

Are these gentlemen quite honestin making these statements? 
Are they telling the whole truth in {regard to the Indians and 
their condition? Arethey picturing the situation as it actually 
is? Ifso, they can not justify their action in recommending 
these appropriations and these expenditures of money. I had 
always supposed, and I have a lingering belief still, that the In- 
dian tribes are uneducated, uncivilized, treacherous, naturally 
vicious, disposed to break away from the reservations, and com- 
mit depredations upon the white men. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is not true. 

Mr. RAY. Well, lam glad to hear it. Iam glad tohavemy 
ideas of the Indian character and disposition entirely changed. 
| have read in history of Indian treachery, of Indian massacres, 
of tortures inflicted upon the whites by the Indians in various 
parts of this land. No longer dol believe it! The ideas gath- 
ered from my reading of history are all changed! I simply say, 
that taking the statements of these gentlemen as true, the time 
has come to abolish the Indian Bureau, and stop these appropri- 
ations of money as a piece of wasteful extravagance. 

All Indians should be made citizens of the United States at 
once, and in two, four, or six years we may hope to see an im- 
provement in Congress, because we shall have here a better rep- 
resentation than we have now—we will have Indian Congress- 
men. As pictured by the gentleman from South Dakota, the 
average Sioux Indian is better, far better, than the average Re- 
publican or the average Democrat. Nothing can equal these 
Sioux unless it be the Populist or the commonwealer. Whata 
change in the Indian race! No more Indian wars shall vex this 
people! The noble red man is here. , 

I have read of the raids made by hordes of the Western sav- 
ages: of ranches burned, murders committed, and of women car- 
ried into a captivity worse than death, and had supposed that 
the perpetrators of all these cruelties were inhuman, brutal, 
and unpitying. Butafter the speeches of the gentlemen from 
South Dakota[Mr. PIcKLER], Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BowERs], I am almost forced to the conclusion that 
all the tales of Indian ferocity are mere fables, possibly invented 
by speculators for the purpose of keeping immigrants from the 
fertile fields c the great West, or it may be to excite hatred 
against these red men and bring on a war of extermination. 

I almost expect to see the magnificent Gen. Custer walk into 
this Chamber attended by his three hundred cavalrymen, de- 
nounce the story of his massacre among the Black Hills asa 
base slanger upon the noble red men, and a malicious fabrica- 
tion. 

Wo more shall we hear men on this floor announcing that an 
educated Indian boy will relapse into barbarism if permitted to 
return to his tribe, for the tribes are civilized, educated, peace- 
able, religious, honest. 


| These are the legitimate conclusions that might be drawn 
| from much of the declamation to which we have listened this 
| afternoon, But, Mr. Chairman, I do not concur in those state- 
ments. I adhere to my preconceived opinions that the Indians, 
especially the Sioux and the Apaches, are uncivilized, barbar- 
ous, ignorant, cruel,and vindictive, and thatthey are restrained 
from outbreaks and deeds of violence by a wholesome fear of 
visits from Government troops and the swift vengeance of an of- 
fended Government. The Indian is not all bad, but it will take 


a century of active missionary work and the succession of many 
generations under Christian influences before we shall see a 
race of hard-working, intelligent, law-abiding, and self-sup- 
porting Indians. 


I do not think that the children and descendants of the red- 
handedscreeching devils, who for unknown centuries hunted hu- 
man life by stealth, burned captives at the stake, and wore human 
scalps at their girdles, can be trusted or relied uponor made self- 
supporting for generations to come. Cooper has told us that old 
Chingachook, Indian John, the very last and noblest of the no- 
blest tribe of the American Indians, fell away from the Chris- 
tian faith when death began to seal his eyes, and that he chanted 
his death song, recited his deeds of massacre, and saw only vis- 
ions of happy hunting grounds, tenanted by valiant warriors, as 
as he took his departure for the unknown country. 

Cooper understood Indian character as no living man does; 
and when we read of the cruel and bloodthirsty Mingoes of 1756 
and realize that they were better than the Sioux of 1876, we de- 
ceive ourselves in assuming that the tribes of 1894, as tribes, are 
anything but barbarous savages restrained by the wholesome 
fear of a powerful army. There are individual exceptions, and 
we may except some of the remnants of tribes that have been 
surrounded by elevating and civilizing influences for nearly a 
century. 

I do not forget or belittle the wrongs of the red men; I think 
that much of their wrongdoing in recent years has been by way 
of retaliation. Iam simply contending that the nature of the 
tribes on our frontiers is not greatly changed, and that, asa 
matter of fact, we should increase our efforts for the care, eleva- 
tion, and protection of these Indians, while at the same time we 
should be sleeplessly vigilant lest an Indian war or outbreak 
scandalize our nation, strew the borders with murdered men, 
women, and children, and shock the civilized world. 

I want mere care taken of the Indians, not less; more money 
expended, not less; more Indian schools, teachers, interpreters, 
farms, schoolhouses, and more of all the work necessary to re- 
strain, elevate, and ennoble, so far as possible and as rapidly as 
possible, these red men who are as they are, and are not at all 
blamable for their condition. ButI do not think we shall be the 
gainers if we deceive ourselves as to the true character and con- 
dition of our Indian tribes. Idonot think we shall gain a penny 
in the end by making small or inadequate appropriations for 
the care of these wards of the nation. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman,I go as far as anyone in sup- 
porting the rights of the Indians. While I have decided con- 
victions upon the policy that should be adopted as to them, I 
have not time now to discuss the question. I wish now only to 
say that the Indian policy of the Government for the last twenty 
or twenty-five years has not beendiscreditable to the Government. 
Under it the Indians have advanced and areadvancing in civili- 
zation and are nearly ready for American citizenship and their 
lands in severalty. The five tribes areready. 

When the gentleman from Indiana tells you that thisis an old 
statute passed forty yearsago, when the Indian agencies were 
all off of the lines of transportation, he is mistaken. The first 
section of the statute read was passed in 1873, and the second in 
1875, following the outrageous scandals and frauds connected 
with the Indian service prior to that time—scandals which 
ruined the character of somany white men around these agencies. 
I will not do more than to refer to them. 

Since the passage of this law giving the executive depart- 
ment power to put into the service such men as we have now we 
have had no such scandals andfrauds. Withoutthis law the De- 
partment is without any adequate protection in many cases, 
Without these men, who represent the Indian and the Govern- 
ment as well—without the honest official who stands between 
the uneducated, helpless Indian and the shrewd, unscrupulous 
agent who happens to be in favor with his party—there is no 
protection either to the Department or the Indian. You owe 
it to the Secretary to give such help as is necessary to see that 
this money is honestly expended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The special act which the gentleman refers 
to was passed in 1873; but this original policy was inaugurated 
away back. 

Mr. MCRAE. I @o not know what you find running away 
back; but this, I tell the gentleman, was the beginning of the 
system of inspectors as now used. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; not at all. 
are entirely mistaken. : 
Mr. MCRAE. And when the gentleman says that there is no 
agency to inspect, I beg to ask why is this bill here, then? 
“Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, Idid not say that. You misunderstood 
me entirely. 

Mr. MoRAE. I stand corrected if I misunderstood you. 
Then, if these gentlemen have nothing whatever to do, as the 
gentleman has suggested, why are they appointed at all? | 
‘eave the Department to determine that. The law vestsdiscre- 
tion in the President of the United States to appoint not to ex- 
ceed five Indian inspectors. Now, he need not appoint any of 
them, or he may appoint a less number than five. The charge 
the gentleman from Indiana makes, when reduced to its final | 
analysis, implies a reflection upon the President of the United 
States—the choice of his own party, an honest man—because 
he has selected these inspectors and thereby said that he 
thought they could render efficient service to the Govern- 
ment and to the Indians. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that as long as 
this statute stands, whatever may be the judgment of the com- 
mittee as to the propriety of continuing it in the future, we will 
pay the inspectors what the law gives them, $3,000 a year, and 
not undertake to starve them out by cutting off their pay $500 
atatime. The law fixes it, and they ought to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is my friend opposed to the reduction of any 
salary? 

Mr. MCRAE. No; I am in favor of reducing salaries wher- 
ever it can be done fairly and justly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not this a good salary fixed by the bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. If youseek to change the law, why do you notdo 
it ina legitimate way? You only seek to do it here for the en- 
suing year, and you discriminate against the best class of officers 
you have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, not all. 

Mr. MCRAE, I will go with you on a bill to reduce all sal- 
aries; but these inspectors are absolutely important in the Indian 
service and should not be singled out by you on an appropria- 
tion bill. This system of inspection has been adopted by the 
Government in regard to nearly all its important affairs. It is 
the method used for protection of depositors in the national 
banks. 

The Post-Oftice Department uses inspectors in its business with 
postmasters, as does the Treasury. You have your internal-rev- 
enue inspectors, your customs inspectors, sugar inspectors, and 
timber inspectors. They are appointed to look into these mat- 
ters in which the Government is interested, and prevent frauds 
in the public business. The fact that they can be used prevents 
It is not so much what is detected as what is prevented 
by them. 

Now, will you deprive this great Bureau, for which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is directly responsible, of the services of a 
sufticient number of inspectors to serve him and keep him in- 
formed as to the operations of the agentsand army officers who 
have to expend the $7,000,000 you give the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow another question? 
These salaries, admitting the fact that they were established in 
1872—— 

Mr. McRAE. In 1873. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, whenever the law was enacted, but 
when everything was on a high key 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, during the panic of 1873. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; this was passed before that, the gen- 
tleman will find by examination. 

Mr. MCRAE. 1 gave you the date of the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, at that time everything, I repeat, was 
ona high key. Now that everything is reduced, the cost of liv- 
ing is reduced, and when we pay all the travelling expenses to 
the last cent which these men incur, adding at least $700 to their 
respective salaries, I ask if $2,500 a year is nota fair salary, when 
the gentleman knows the condition of the people of this coun- 
try to-day as well as I do? 

Mr. MCRAE. These men were appointed with the under- 
standing that they were to have $3,000. We should not pass a 
bill reducing itfor the current year. If youare going tochange 
the law, change it in the proper way. You should not change 
it indirectly, and [ hope the amendment will be adopted which 
only gives the sum allowed by law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, a strong effort was made in the 
committee, first, to dispense entirely with these inspectors, and 
next, to appoint three only, instead of five. That required of 
the committee an investigation and inquiry at the Indian Office 
and Interior Department as to the necessity of still retaining 
five. In that way we became possessed of information that led 
2 unanimously to recommend the retention of the five inspec- 

rs. 


I think you will find you | 





XX VI——381 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 








60ST 


Mr. RAY. How many are there now? 

Mr. LYNCH. Five. 

—- HOLMAN. Five inspectors and five special agents, ten 
in all, 

Mr. LYNCH. These inspectors are the private detectives of 
the Secretary of the Interior. They are exclusively under his 
control, and they work for him solely and report to him solely. 
He sends them out wherever he thinks an agency or an agent 
should be investigated. They drop in on an agent just like the 


| post-office inspectors, without notice or warning, and demand his 


books, accounts, and cash. They go through them carefully to 


| see whether he has been honest in his accounts, whether he has 


made payments he should have made, and how he has transacted 
his business. And in addition to that, the Secretary of the In- 
terior within the last year has imposed upon them anew and im- 
portant duty. He now uses them, instead of commissioners usu- 
ally appointed for that purpose, to negotiate treaties in certain 
cases, 

We have, I think, three treaties negotiated by them without 
any additional expense to the Government. In that way they 
have saved the expense of a commission costing about $35 a day, 
for one or two months, and they are now engaged in investi- 
gating and making a special report on each agency, which will 
appear in the next report of the Secretary of the Interior. and 
from which some very important recommendations will be made 
to the next Congress. 

So the only question remaining is whether they shall be paid 
$3,000 or $2,500 a year. There are also five special agents who 
are under the charge of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and entirely under his direction, to perform such duties as he 
may require. They practically perform the same duties, these 
two classes of officials. 

The special agents only get $2,000 a year and their expenses, 
and there seemed to the committee nv special reason why five 
men, performing practically the same line of duty under the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, should receive a thousand dollars a vear 
more than five other men equally competent, faithful, and hon- 
est, performing practically the same duties under the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LUCAS. Is it not a fact that the five inspectors are sup- 
posed to be expert bookkeepers, that they may check up these 
accounts, whereas the five special agents of the Indian Depart- 
ment inspect the quality of goods, ete.? 

Mr. LYNCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LUCAS. But they inspect the goods deiivered at the 
agency, and the general management of affairs? 

Mr. LYNCH, They are expected to be experts in bookkeep- 
ing also, and to examine the accounts. 

Mr. LUCAS. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes; when one agent supplants another, one of 


these agents is sent to check up the accounts and turn over the 
office to his successor. 


Mr. HERMANN. I wish to ask whether, in addition to the 
other qualifications which have been enumerated, they are not 
also required to investigate quarrels and matters affecting in- 
tegrity in the Indian training schools and matters referring to 
the educational work of the Bureau? 

Mr. LYNCH. They are supposed to investigate all disturb- 
ances. 

Mr. HERMANN. And therefore it is necessary to have men 
of very high qualifications? 

Mr. LYNCH. Necessarily so. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is what I was getting at. No common 
man can do the work. A man must be well qualified. 

Mr. LYNCH. Now, the only question is, should these in- 
spectors, performing practically the same duty, receive a thou- 
sand dollars a year more than the five special agents? 

Mr. MCRAE. The per diem allowance of $3 a day is perhaps 
not allowed to the Indian inspectors. I think that they are 
allowed actual traveling expenses, while the special agents are 
allowed not exceeding the sum of $3 per day when on duty in 
the field, out of which they sometimes save something that the 
inspectors do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same rule applies to both. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not, from the reading of your bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. The rule of the Department is, that whenever 
they are not on duty their expenses cease. 

Mr. MCRAE. But if when on duty the inspectors only get 
their traveling expenses, and the special agents get an allow- 
ance of $3 per day, out of which at times they can save some- 
thing, there would be less difference than the salary would in- 
dicate. 

Mr. LYNCH. They are not allowed any expenses ex 
when they are in the field. 

Mr. MCRAE. But when they are on duty they are allowed $3 
a day. 
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Mr. HOLA They are both allowed the same. 
M [ think not, but I am not certain about it. 

LMAN. Practically the same. 

RAE No; not practically the same, because one c 
tual traveling expenses and the others receive 
ie language of your bill. 

HOLMAN. ‘The $7,000 covers the whole. 
LYNCH. The only question is: Should there be a dif- 

2 thousand dollars a year bet 
the same duties? The bill allows a difference of $500 

id we thought that was enough. The salaries of sev- 

agents have been cut down. Three of them have 
from $2,200 to $1,800 a year. Sevenof them have been 
0 $1,800 a ye They devote all their time to 
they only get that salary, and support them- 

»men get a fixed salary with all expenses. 

'. The question is on the amendment. 

Illinois. I wish to say just a word before 
The expenditure of money in the 


33 
a 
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yon men performing | 


| 
| 


Indian | 


re,and itis expended in a great many different | 
i hold the Secretary of the Interior responsible. | 


far as it is possible he holds the Commissioner of 

rs responsible. The 

o, and formerly much of fraud crept inin the delivery 

to comply with the contracts. 

<LER. They would sell the same cattle three or 
ind drive them around the hill? 

},ANNON of Illinois. As settlements increase through- 

» country, there is all the while friction between the set- 

the Indians. That is peculiarly so where there is a 

disposition to trench upon reservations. 1] 

iining about this disposition. I do not believe in reser- 

vations. I hope the time will soon come when the Indians may 

1ave their allotments in severalty, and when there may be half 

au dozen white families to every Indian family, with the white 

civili 

hundred times more than they are. 


But we ve got to take the condition as it is. 


With this 
ritories, and involving as many things to look after, it seems to 
me, when you make the Secretary of the Interior responsible, 
that he should have at least five men who should be well paid, 
eh to command first-class men. 
What differ: there that 
tter than the others? 

NON of Illinois. The agents ought to be good men 
work well; but these are under the Secretary of 
und have, in my judgment, in former years been 

f employés in the Indian service, of a high grade 

nee, and of a high grade of honesty and of vigilance. 
n the Indian servic? and in the allotments that are be- 

notwithstanding you gentlemen upon that side have 


mid well eno 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

be paid b 
tT, 


i ( \ 


they should 


nee is 


and do their 
th Interio 
the best el 
of intelli 
Vow, 
ing ae 


Lag 


the Administration, and some of your friends, Democrats not | 
, hold these places, [am satisfied that there are good | 


Republican 


s you can get. Maybe you have gotthem. Anyhow, 


Democ 


[ woul 


the salaries of these five Indian inspectors. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
by the gentleman from California to the substitute offered by 
the leman from Arkansas {[Mr. MCRAE}. 
NTER. I ask that they both be read. 
1¢ substitute offered by Mr. MCRAE and the 
Bowers of California to the substitute were 
tbe taken 


amendment of 
again read. 
on the amend- 


Mr. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thevote will fi 

t to the substitute. 
Ir. MCRAE. This 
inal text of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me we ought to have a division 
of that amendment to the substitute and have the propositions 
voted upon separately. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It does not change the salary. 
It simply changes the number from five to three, and then 
changes the amountin the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
tleman from California, to strike out “five” and insert 
three,” and then to change the amount to make the bill con- 
rm to it, if adopted. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 


rs 


n¢ 


ran 
B 
‘ 


fo 


Lr. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substi- 
tute offered by the genteman from Arkansas. 


Aa\ 


1 give the Secretary of the Interior this appropriation, | 
and hold him responsible for the just and proper Indian service. | 
Sothat [am notin harmony with this proposition to decrease | 


vvice, seattered as it is in twenty odd different States and Ter- | 


lowing titles were introduced, and severally referre 


contracts are let in New York | 


am not | 


ition all about them; and I wish they were scattered a | 
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The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 29. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr.Chairman,I ask to have a quo- 
rum. I hope the gentleman from Indiana, as it is Saturday eve- 
ning and half-past 3, will assent to move that the Committee 
rise and let us have a full House on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask asa favor that we may go on for half 
an hour longer. 

Mr. REED. It is late enough { 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will reach 
pretty soon. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. This is an importan 
and I think we had better have a full House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is Saturday afternoon and near 4 o’cloc! 

Mr. REED. It is Saturday afternoon, and we have nearly 
succeeded in adjourning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is now af 
were here late last night. 

Mr. LYNCH. About half an hour will dispose of the misc: 
laneous items, and then there will be the treaty stipulations. 

Mr. CANNON of IMinois. You have several hours’ fight be- 
fore you reach that, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

1orum? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


vi 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts, chairman o: 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
reported that that committee having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6913) had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjovra. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And according!|y (at 3 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the E_ouse 
adjourned until Monday, June 11. 


for Saturday evening. 
an important amendment 


ta 


va 


mendment 


ter half-past 3, and some of 


Does the gentleman intend to insist on a 


I shall have to do so in this mat 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
d as follows: 
By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H.R. 7403) to authorize the Secretary 
oi War to convey to the city of Junction City, Kans., for 


| park purposes, a tract of land near said city—to the Commit- 


| to Pacific railroad grant lands—to the Committee on the 


tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 191) relating 
> ;{ 
acitic 


| Raiiroads. 


The question is on the amendment offered | 


amendmentis an amendment to the orig- | 


| 
| 





PRIVATE BILLS, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief 
of Hannibal Griffith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7405) for the relief of Juan 
S. Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elvira Moore, executrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hall- 
ford, of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


TITICY 


uLU. 


iat 
LSU 


Yar 
ACL 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 

ers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Calloway County, Mo., 
for free leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of H. T. Balch and others, 
asking that certain beneficiary societies may be exempted from 
an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Wilmer- 
ding, Pa.. against an income tax affecting beneficiary societies— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of labor organizations, in aid 
of legislation to regulate convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Two petitions of citizens of Calais and 
Hodgton, Me., for legislation to abolish lotteries—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. DRAPER: Two petitions of many citizens of Mar- 
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quetie and other portions of the State of Michigan; 21 citizens 
ef Newark, Ohio; 26 of Pittsburg, Pa., and 21 more citizens of 
Michigan City, Ind., for the passage of House bill 5804, an act 
to promote the safety of railroad employés—to the Committee 
en fnterstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of L. H. Whipple and other citizens of Need- 
ham, Mass., praying that the income-tax provision of the Wil- 
son bill may beamended soas toexempt beneficiary orders, etc., 
from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutionof the Young Men's Christian 
Association and Young Woman's Christian Association of Nor- 
mal University of Lebanon, Ohio, for the speedy passage of anti- 
lottery laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y . McGANN: Petition of Chicago Stamping Company, 
relating to House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
1 Post-IRoads. 

By My. PATTERSON: Papers to accompany H. Res. 190, for 
the printing of the digest of the laws and decisions relating to 
the appointment, salary, and compensation of officials of the 
United States courts—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Two petitions of 109 citizens of Beaver 
Falis. Pa., protesting against an income tax being levied on fra- 
ternal and beneficiary orders composing the National Fraternal 
Congress 
holding benefit certificates 
Means. 

Also, resolution of 
Falls, Pa., urging the passa 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 





to the Committee on Ways and 


having a combined membership of over 2,000,000 | 
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praying that the beneficiary societies be exempted from the in- | 


g 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. STORER: Petition of Ed. Bratfish and 14 other citi- 


zens of Hamilton County, Ohio, against sectarian appropria- | 


tions—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Good Citizenship Club, of Dud- 
ley, Mass.. urging the passage of the Hoar antilottery bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Papers to accompany House bill 7400— 
to the Committees on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 
MonpDAY, June 11, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. T. BOWMAN STEPHENSON, LL. D.,. of London, 
England. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. MORRILL. 

favor the privilege of making remarks about ten minutes long 


in relation toan amendment proposed by me to thenaval appro- | 


priation bill on Saturday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the Senator from Vermont will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will not ask for the reading of the amend- 
ment, but will insert it at the head ef my remarks. 

The amendment (submitted by Mr. MORRILL on the 9th in- 
stant) was to insert the following: 

a ‘hat from and after the passage of this act the Superintendent of the 
United States: Naval Observatory shall be a person selected from civil life, 
learnedin the science of astronomy, to be appointed by the President by and 
With the advice and consent of the Senate,and shall receive av annual sal- 
ary of 5,000; he may also occupy the dwé ling house near the observatory 
free of rent. The superintendent aforesaid is hereby authorized and di- 
rected, with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to reorganize said 
observatory establishment and to make such regulations as may be expedi- 
ent in relation to the observatory and its subordinate officers, professors, 
and other employés: Provided, That after January 1, 1895, the total sala- 
ries and annual expenditures shall be adjusted to a basis of not exceeding 
$50,000 per annum. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I make this proposition, af- 
ter mature deliberation, not in any hostility to the Navy, nor to 
any of its officers, but as a steadfast friend, with the purpose of 
relieving naval oificers of the chief responsibility in the direc- 
tion of our astronomical observatory, which the experience for 
the greater part of fifty years shows would be a grave error 
longer to impose. 

_ One purpose of the change contemplated is that of economy, 
in order to eseawe from the overwhe!ming criticism that the 
United States parades great expenditures without the parade of 
great results. Another high purpose is to obtain a sicilled and 


practical astronomer as superintendent of an observatory which, 





Mr. Speaker, I wish to asi as a personal | 





The Chair | 
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must bear the responsibility and the recoiling reputation. Itis 
wholly a conservative measure—a relief to the Navy, and 
lief to the observatory. A large portion of the working for 
competent officers, professors, and computers now at the 
vatory must be retained, although the force will be reduced by 
the limit proposed to the total expenditures. 

No nation, as I amassured on the best authority, has now 


ever had an astronomical observatory directed by its na ofti- 
The observatory in France is pla 








cers. 
partment of public instruction, science, and | 18 
Greenwich Roya! Observatory is under the admiralt > ni 
but the director isa prominent practical astronor as he 
should be here. 
No one will dispute that we have had very emi 
eers detailed for service as superintendents of our nation )- 
servatory, and it was fortunate soon after its start to l, 
even for a brief time, such officers as Maury and ¢ l 
qualifications-and genius that won deserved nation 
tion 
some oeecasional notable work has since been done by o rg 
of rare scientific culture, such as Prof. Hall, who wer >< i- 
ments of the naval profession. 
Yet many blank years have pussed without so much in 
annual report of astronomical observations to show e1 
istence of our Naval Observatory, and when reports of th ul 
work well done have appeared the work has rar tte 
done than that of observatories of much inferior nominal n 
| different parts of our country. \We want an observatory which 
will promote the advancement of astronomical science b y 
and by night, by ‘“‘labor and study intent,” and prov y 
its work at least able to contest the primacy of any o obser 
tory in America. 
We have purchased a site and erected a new Obs t ut 
a cost of about $640,000, or greater than the cost of a a 
ilax national institution in Europe, and have furnished it witha 
26-inch equatorial telescope, as wellasother proper instruments 
for scientific observation. Manifestly the design could not have 
been less than to give our Observatory ahigher national charac 
ter and the means of answering the publie demand for resulting 
work of commensurate importance. The present annual cost 


for its support is extraordinarily large, or 368,600, being nearly 
twice as much as that of the Greenwich Royal Observatory. If 
any recent extraordinary work has been done, its report has not 
yet leaped to light. 

The United States naval officers are educated and trained in 
their legitimate profession as profoundly as any in the world. 
The curriculum at our Naval Academy is broad and exacting, 
embracing English studies, modern languages, mathematics, 
chemistry, steam engineering, ordnance, gunnery, drawing, me- 

hanics, applied mechanics, and much else. To master these 
branches in four years is a task full of labor. But the cadets at 
the Academy do not touch either astronomy or navigati 
the second term of the third year, and all instruction in these 
branches ends with some further attention and one or two brief 
ives atsea in the fourth and last year atthe Academy. This 


e 





voyag el 4 
is the whole measure of instruction in navigation and astronom- 
ieal science with which all our naval officers have been or can 


be practically equipped. 


The numerous studies prescribed at the Naval Academy re 


quire the utmost diligence of students in order to pass the rigid 
examinations t » which they/are subjected, and final succes re 
secures to our country the best possible material for the « rs 
of the American Navy, of whose conduct, in peace or in war, our 
people have always been justly proud. That is their chosen and 
sufficient field of ambition, and however worthy in all other re- 
spects, it would seem impossible for them to have won d ne- 
tion as expertsin astronomy where they have merely had a brief 


opportunity to learn only something of t rudiments, and so 
far only as related to or necessary in navigation. 


No one can more fully realize the impropriety of placing a na- 
val officer at the head of an astronomical observatory than naval 
officersthemselves. If the question could be submitted to them 
[ have much reason to believe that no more such appointments 


would be made. 
[ will here make a brief extract from the very able report, in 
2, of the Secretary of the Nay 


y 1? er ° 
VY, aS [OLLOWS: 





is have witnessed in the req 
Land in the methods and appliances of 


The revolution whicl 
e warfare on th 





ments of Marin 




















ast |! research on the other have quite severed that close connection 
between the naval and astronomical professtons which led to placing 8 
old observatory under the direction of a naval officer and regarding ‘ 
naval sti aud the professional attainments now exacted by our « rs 
and necessary to their efficiency include so wide a range of sub ; x 
tend t inute details that they have no time to d te °o 
far o of the line of th profession as those \ 1 » the 








‘> 
ff a great modern astronomical observatory 


The position is not regarded as a perquisite logically belong- 





manage 
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noi the Navy but the: nationsupperts, and of which our eountry | ing to naval officers, few of whom hanker for it and less obtain 
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it. The fair fame of the Navy can lose nothing but gain much 
by the co)peration of leading astronomers in building up a na- 
tional observatory that will remain under the loyal protection 
of the Navy Department. 

Since March 4, 1885, twenty-five new modern naval vessels 
have been completed; fifteen more are to be completed in 1894, 
three more in 1895, and five in 1896. In all there will be forty- 
eight new vessels, for which the best and most competent offi- 
cers either have been or must be assigned. After deducting 
vessels lost or no longer seaworthy, the large addition of new 
vessels will demand an unusually large increase of the number 
of officers inactive sea service and the surplus for duty on shore 
will be diminished. 

When naval oflicers are to be entrusted with the command of 
these modern ‘‘ gems of the sea,” surely neither the gallant cap- 
tain now serving as the superintendent of the Observatory nor 
his friends will consent that he shall be neglected or held back 
in tame shore duties. 

The direet and discreet control by the presiding officer of in- 
stitutions of learning and even of legislative bodies is found to 
be absolutely necessary, but for such service it has never been 
found equally necessary to select a military officer. Military 
authority is healthful and indispensable on the deck of a vessel 
of war, but in the studious and patient direction of a national 
astronomical observatory it may seem sometimes obtrusive, 
rather than always useful. The working force of almost any in- 
stitution will cheerfully obey the chief director if known to be 
their superior in practical kowldedge, as well as authority, of 
the work in hand. Thenumber of eminent practical astrono- 
mers in the United States is comparatively large. No one of 


them, however, is a candidate for the position, but with a more | 


permanent tenure in sight, some one of those who has made and 
still makes astronomy the ambition of life might be had for su- 
perintendent of our Observatory. 

Iixxcept perhaps for the Nautical Almanac, astronomical ob- 
servations are hardly moreuseful to the Naval Department than 
to that of Agriculture. 

An astronomical observatory is a light-house in the skies by 
which we behold the magnificence of possible worlds, infinite in 
number, greater than that where we were created. Kagerness 
of the human race to explore the secrets of the heavens above 
us has prevailed in every age and grows more intense by its 
modern achievements. I only seek to have the work in that di- 
rection of the United States, by its admirable establishment on 
Georgetown Heights, take rank with that of other leading na- 
tions. 

I present some papers in relation to the amendment which T 
move be printed as a miscellaneous document, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to make a personal ex- 
planation. It is understood pretty well thatI am notin the 
habit of paying any attention to newspaper statements affecting 
myself, and I refer to this one, first, because legislation con- 
nected with the subject is to come up in the other House to-day, 
and if a contradiction is not made it ay be affected by the ar- 
ticle I send to the desk; and, secondly, because the name of the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is given as au- 


thority for the lying statement. I ask that the article may be 

read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
cated, 
The Secretary read from the New York Sun of Sunday, June 

10, 1894, as follows: 

CORRUPTION IN CONGRESS—CHARGES AS SERIOUS AS THOSE INVOLVED IN 
THE SUGAR SCANDAL—EFFORTS OF THE PHILADELPHIA SYNDICATE, OF 
WHICH SENATOR QUAY IS SAID TO BE THE ACTIVE AGENT, TO GET CON- 
TROL OF THE SURFACE ROADS IN THE DISTRICT AND TO PROCURE CHAR- 
TERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW LINES WITH THE TROLLEY AS THE 
MOTIVE POWER. 


The Secretary will read as indi- 


WASHINGTON, June 9. 


Congress may soon be called upon to investigate charges of corruption 
against members of both Houses as serious as those involved in the sugar 
scandal. For several years past Congress has been besieged with applica- 
tions for charters for the construction of new surface roads in this city and 
the extension of old lines, and there has been constant contention between 
the citizens, the District officials, and Congress as to the motive power to be 
used, The citizens of Washington generally are opposed to the use of the 
overhead trolley system, and it is in use by only one or two lines within the 
District, and only for ashort distance. Moreover, under the law, even this 
short privilege will cease within a few months. 

For the past few weeks the Washington News has persistently charged 
that the Philadelphia syndicate is making a systematic effort to get control 
of all the important surface roads in Washington, and that to carry out 
their plan a combination of wealthy men inthe Senate and House has been 
formed by which the stock of the local companies is to be depressed so that 
it can be bought up at a low figure. The Newscharges further that Thomas 
Dolan, of Philadelphia, is the agent of the syndicate, and that the active man 
under him in trying to influence Congress is SenatorQuay. For sometime 
there hgs been a bill before the House grant: a charter for a cross-town 
road, and in spite of the fact that nine-tenths of the property owners along 
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the proposed route protest against using the street for a car line, the bill 
came near passing the House last Monday, which was District day. It was 
withdrawn in the face of the strong opposition, however, and will come up 
againon Monday next. 

According to the News, which quotes Senator CHANDLER as one of the au- 
thorities for the statement, Dolan and QUAY have made a list of the men 
whose votes they can control, and have announced that the bill will cer- 
tainly pass, with a proviso authorizing the use of the overhead trolley sys- 
tem. The vote on this bill, it is said, is to be used as a test of the strength 
of the Dolan-Quay combination, and if they win on that they feel sure of 
being able to pass the other bills and gridiron the city with trolley roads. 
According to the News there are fifty-eight bills pending asking for charters 
for new surface roads, in many of Which the syndicate is interested, or of 
which they hope to get absolute control. 

One of the most important car lines of Washington uses the cable system, 
and its main rival still employs broken-down horses. Several years ago 
Congress ordered this road to change its motive power within a given time, 
but it did not do it, although the date set has long since passed. This road, 
which is one of the greatest money-making concerns in the District of Co- 
lumbia, also owes the Government a great many thousands of dollars for 
back taxes, and although negotiations have been in progress for two or 
three years for the settlement of the claim, not acent has been paid. Con- 
gress, the District Commissioners, and the directors of the road are still in 
a Wrangie as to the motive power that is to be used, and they are appar- 
ently as far from an agreement in this as they are with regard to the pay- 
ment of the back taxes. ‘he directors of the road say that the use of the 
cable is impossible on this line, owing to the great number of abrupt curves, 
and that the underground electric system, now in use with great snccess on 
one line within the city limits. is tooexpensive and too impracticable. The 
District Commissioners are divided in their opinion, and the citizens and 
taxpayers are opposed to the use of the overhead trolley. Inthemeantime 
horses pull t: } cars, the fight goes on, and Congress does not bring the road 
toterms. The vote in the House on Monday will probably show whether 
a eneadelphia syndicate or the citizens of Washington are in control of 
the city. 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to state that the allegations in that arti- 
ror as it is probably unnecessary for me to say, are absolutely 
false. 

I will state the facts. Certain citizens of Philadelphia, how 
many I know not, and exactly whom I know not, of whom Mr. 
Thomas Dolan, who was recently president of the Manufactur- 
ers’ Club in that city, is one, have corporate interests in some 
passenger railwaysin this city. I do not remember the name of 
their corporation. They are seeking an enlargement of some 
of their franchises, what [ do not exactly know, for I have not 
seen the proposed legislation. 

At their request I did for them what I will do for any other 
citizens of Pennsylvania or for citizens of any other State who 
come here for a fair and honest purpose. My interference in 
their behalf was simply to introduce Mr. Dolan to the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, in order that Mr. Dolan 
might present the case to him. 

I think I have not heard from the Senator from Michigan since 
on the subject. Also, at the requestof Mr. Dolan, I spoke tothe 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], whoI understood 

vas chairman of a subcommittee having this matter in charge, 
requesting that he should gives Mr. Dolan a hearing. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia informed me that I was mistaken, a 
he was not chairman of thesubcommittee,and I have not hear 
from him since on the subject. 

On Friday last, at the request of Mr. Dolan, I asked a friend 
of mine of the other House to request some of the delegation 
from his State to be present to-day in order to constitute a quo- 
rum. He replied that there would be a quorum there to-day. 

That is the extent of my knowledge of or connection with this 
enterprise. I think I am justified in this instance in departing 
from my usual course in relation to the thousands of newspapef 
attacks upon me, first, as I said before, because this article Was 
evidently written to affect legislation to come up in the othe? 
House to-day: and, secondly, because the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is alleged to bo the author of it. — 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Pennsylvania did not 
call the subject to my attention before sending upthe paper. I 
only heard what he said, and I have not the statements of the 
article distinctly in mind. I did, however, see the statement in 
the Evening News, which is quoted by the article the Senator 
has had read. I have heard of the syndicate and the proposed 
formation of a traction company for the purpose of obtaining 
control of the street railways of this city, and that is about all I 

“an say on the subject, except that I may have talked with news- 
paper men about it and asked them questions, and they may 
have asked me questions. 

I never heard until this morning Mr. Dolan’s name in connec- 
tion with any such project, and I certainly have made no ré- 
marks attributing any improper motives to any Senator, or any 
improper relations, or any relations whatever to any such pro- 
posed traction company organization—certainly nothing Con- 
necting the Senator from Pennsylvania with any such organiza- 
tion inany way whatever. I have no reason to dovbt the exact 
truth of the statement made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not know but that the matter may as well 
be referred to the special committee of which the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is chairman, so as to let him take charge 








Lg 





1894. 


—_— 








of this subject along with the other matters referred to that 
committee. I make that motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The Chair 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Herman Diesenger and 23) 
other citizens of Philadelphia; of J. Harold Wickensham ‘and 


33 other citizens of Lancaster; of H. W. Taylor and 37 other cit- | : ; und 
| Othercitizensof St. Louis, Mo., praying thatthe pending tariff bill 


izens of Philadelphia; of W. J. Vance and 8 other citizens of 
Braddock; of John W. Schelland 10 other citizens of Philadel- 
phia: of F. B. Schertz and 7 other citizens of Philadelphia; of 
W. M. Geesaman and 16 other citizens of Shippensburg; of 
Thomas Lamb and 37 other citizens of Boston; of B. F. Stede- 
ford and 40 other citizens of Wilmerding; of C. B. Kebber and 
i other citizens of Coroy; of A. H. Koch and 8 other citizens of 
Sharpsburg; of C. B. Roberts and 10 other citizens of Phila- 
delphia: of William H. White and 22 other citizens of Union- 
town: of W. E. Baldwin and 19 other citizens of Unionville, and 
of C. R. Moore and 45 other citizens of St. Petersburg, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a —— of sundry citizens of Hunt- | 


ingdon, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies and 
associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tarifi bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of M. A. Meyer and 
sundry other citizens of Ohio, praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Thomas C. Bope and sundry 
other citizens of Lancaster; of D. E. Brown and sundry other 
citizens of Niles, and of Job D. Williams and sundry other citi- 
zens of Ironton, all in the State of Ohio, praying that the pend- 
ing tariff bill be amended so that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system 
and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
benefits to the members, and dependents of such members, shall 
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxa- 
tion in any form; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present quite a number of memorials from 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of various cities in [llinois, 
remonstrating against an increase of the whisky tax, and also 
against an extension of the present bonded period. I call atten- 
tion to these memorials because there are a large number of 
them and they all seem to be endorsed alike. I move that the 
memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mor- 
gan County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Elgin, I1l., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 176 citizens of 
Lancaster County, Nebr., praying that in the passage of any law 
providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 
tion; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. C. Link and sundry 
other citizens of Adair County, Mo., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
rom the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Julius W. Koch and sundry 


be so amended ‘‘that fraternal beneticiary societies, orders, or 
associations operating upon the lodge system and providing for 
the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the 
members and dependents of such members, shall be exempt from 


| all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;” 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of J. D. Bowersock and 
sundry other citizens of Lawrence; of Alfred Welsh and sundry 
other citizens of Atchison: of A. X. Campbell and sundry other 
citizensof Holton, and of H. W. Berkleyand sundry other citi- 
zens of Rossville, all in the State of Kansas, praying that in the 


| passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes, the 





| 


He also presented a petition signed by the officers of the State | 


of Nebraska and sundry other citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., pray- 


be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the McCook Codperative 
Building and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual building and loan associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 


lie on the table. 


of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abolishment 
of the custom-house at Eureka, Cal.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PATTON presented the petition of A. M. Todd and 69 
other peppermint growers of Kalamazoo and Decatur, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the retention of the present duty 
of $1 per pound on oil peppermint; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

_He a'so presented the petition of B. A. Bornand sundry other 
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying that the funds of mu- 


funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be 
exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition from Eureka Council, 
No. 37, Royal League, of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the pend- 
ing tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and 
providing for the payment of life, sick. accident and other bene 
fits to the members and dependents of such members, shall be 
exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the trustees of the Kast 
River Savings Institution, of New York City, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the imposition of a tax on the funds of savings 
institutions; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Democratic Club of New 
York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Chas. P. Senger and sundry 
other citizens of Essex County, and the petition of George B. 
Raymond and sundry other citizens of Morris and Essex Coun- 
ties, all in the State of New York, praying that the funds of mu- 
tual life insurance companies and associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Bailey and sundry 
other citizens of Arlington and Jersey City, and the petition of 
the Royal Arcanum, Grand Council, of Jersey City, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying that the pending tariff bill be so 
amended ‘' that fraternal! beneficiary societies, orders or associa- 
tions, paying benefits to their members in the nature of insur- 
ance, and operating upon the lodge system,shall be exemptfrom 
all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in any form;” 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Alfred L. Barbour and 
19 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders or associations, be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Uma- 


| tilla and Multnomah Counties, in the State of Oregon, praying 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations | 





that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in- 
comes, the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associa- 
tions be exempted from taxation: which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizensof Washington, 
praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1894 the performance of $100 worth of 
labor upon mining claims; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Mines and Mining. 
Placer County, Cal.,remonstrating against the proposed income- | 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to | 


Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 


retail liquor dealers of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Sandusky, Bridge- 


; | port, Portsmouth, St. Marys, Zanesville, Toledo, Dayton, Co- 
He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 


lumbus, Niles, Hamilton, and Chillicothe, all in the State of 
Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the present tax on 
whisky and also against an extension of the bonded period; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of members of the bar of 
Indian Territory, praying for the passage of a bill granting judi- 
cial relief in that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Brattleboro, Vt., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
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tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the lable. 

He also presented a petition of the Vermont Association of 
Life Underwriters of Burlington, Vt., praying that mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mid- 
dietown, Del., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, praying that mutual life insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presenied a petition of the Michigan Life 
Insurance Agents’ Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Me., praying for the passageof House bill No. 6723, to pro- 
mote the efliciency of the Revenue Cutter Service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of 161 citizens of Winthrop; of 22 
citizens of York Village, and cf 18 citizens of Bath, all in the 
State of Maine, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or organizations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Marys, Ga., praying for an increase of the appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor at that city; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rome, Ga., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of W. B. McDaniel, of Gun- 
dee, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of the postage on 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorials of Perry & Co., of 
Knoxville; of B. H.Carbery and Emil Nathan & Co., of Mem- 
phis; of N.C. Ford & Co., E.R. Betterton & Co., and Sobel & 
Co., of Nashville, all in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against any increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented memorials of Anne Etchells Lomas, of 
Dayton; of Frank L. Willcut, of Cleveland, and of Trades and 
Labor Council, of Zanesville, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the proposed increase of postage on second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Piqua, Ohio, 
and Brooklyn and New York City, N. Y., praying for the reten- 
tion of the present rate of duty on imported cocoa mats and mat- 
ting; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Society of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed reduction in the 
appropriation for the! Surgeon-General’s library from ten thou- 
sand to seven thousand dollars; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing a service pension of $8 per month for soldiers of the Union 
Army during the rebellion who have received an honorable dis- 
charge; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 44 citizens of Wayne County; 
of 88 citize Ohio; of 44 citizens of Mahoning, and of 212 
citizens of Cincinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying that 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Isaiah Leist, jr., and sundry 
other citizens of Napoleon, Ohio, and the petition of C. W. Nessler 
and sundry other citizens of Sidney, Ohio, praying that the 
pending tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge sys- 
tem and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and 
other benefits tothe members, and dependents of such members, 
shall be exempt from the provisions of the bill requiring taxa- 
tion in any form; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred an amendment submitted by Mr. MORRILL 


ns of 
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on the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved:that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriationsand printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 9th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and be printed; which was agreed to. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
Tariff Bulletins Nos. 45, 46, and 47, inclusive, which I ask may be 
printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2107) granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railroad Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S..2108) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 
1889, and an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redis- 
tricting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an ad- 
ditional judge and more United States commissioners, and to 
prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judges 
and commissioners, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2109) to correct the military 
record of George W. Pilcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2110) to aidand encourage 
the holding of a Cotton States and International Exposition at 
Atlanta, Ga.,in the year 1895, and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. > 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bili (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (select), and ordered 
to be printed. 

THE PADRONE SYSTEM. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution to be printed and go 
over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read and ordered 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate, so far as the records of the Department enable him to doso, to what 
extent the system now prevails pynder which immigrants from Italy orother 
countries fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or force them 
into contracts or customs under which their labor is farmed out to their 
employers, ocmmcnly cailed the padrone system; and alsoto inform the 
Senate whether anySpecial measures are being taken or contemplated by 
the Treasury Department for breaking up every such system; whether the 
Department has sufficient funds at its disposal derived from the head mon- 
eys, or whether additional appropriations are needed for the suppression 
and extermination of such systems and for the due enforcement of the laws 
prohibiting the importation of contract laborers. 

GRAND ARMY PLACE. 

Mr. PALMER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That that portion of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., lying south of the grounds of the Executive Mansion, and 
bounded on the east by Fifteenth street, on the soutn by Bstreet, and on the 
west by Seventeenth street, be designated and hereafter known as “‘ Grand 
Army Place.” 


to lie over and to be 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.-T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of electrical 
measure; 

A bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes 
in the district of Minnesota; and 











A joint resolution (H. Res. 172) gra 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts to occupy the 
old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the 
period of five years. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 

having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 
The Senate nittee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, in para- 
graph 237, line 25, page 52, before the word “ cents,” to strike 
out *‘ one dollar and eighty ” and insert ‘‘ two dollars and fifty;” 
so as to read: 

Brandy and other spirits manufactured or 
materials, and not specially provided for in tl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. ALLISON. Isug 
the amendment. 


. as in Com 





stilled from grain or other 
act, $2.50 per proof gallon. 








] 1ays on 


st t ; 


iat we have the yeasand 1 


ore 


to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
T announce once for all, for the day, that Lam paired with the 
Senator from Wyoraing [Mr. CAREY]. 
ming wished me to state that he has been called out of the city 
by the death of a member of his family. 

Mr. PALMER(when his name was called). TheSenator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is absent from the city, un- 
well. Iannounce my pair with him, and withhold my vote. | 
will not again announce the pair to-day. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay ” on this question. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. MORGAN]. 
should ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINns] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, as I 
am paired with that Senator. I shall not announce the pair 
again to-day. 


Mr. CAFFERY. 
POWER] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Thenlannounce my pair with that Senator, 
and withhold my vote. 
‘GORDON. I t 


[am paired with 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present I 


Has 


I inquire if the Senator from Montana [Mr. 


ransfer my pair with the Senator from 


fowa {[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
IrRByY]| and vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land |Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill- 
née ~ 


r. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
*{[Mr. HtLu],and withhold my vote. If he were present | 
i0uld vo ye “he 
Mr. HOAR. Iai 
[Mr. PuGHl. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ore 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. 
from Wisconsin [Mr. M1 


Q * 


n paired with 


on. I am paired with the senior 
VILAS], a 


LL] is paired with 


pen nd Senator 


unior 


th 





not Pe 
8 menator iron 


Tg rl 


Wyoming|Mr. CAREY]. We haveagreed totransfer our pairs so 
that the senior Senator from Wisconsin will stand paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming. I vote ‘‘yea.’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Under that arrangement I 


vote * 


nay. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to explain that I have a standing pair with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have transferred that pair to 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who is absent, under- 
standing that he has no pair. If he has, I should be glad to 
know it, so that no mistake be made. If the Senator from Geor- 
gia is not paired I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Linquire if the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Lampaired with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. 





In order to make a quorum, I vote “nay,” 


although paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 
Mr. HOAR. 


I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi that 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


nting full permission to the | 
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we transfer our pairs. Iam paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama[Mr. PUGH], and I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], which will enable the Senator from 
Mis ippi and me to vote. 
Mr. GEORGE. That is all right. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
HOAR. I vote '* yea,” 

ir. PLATT (after having vote iv he 
‘ tor from Virginia|Mr. HuN’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He 

Mr. PLATT. Then, I think rht to withdraw 

| my vote, as I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suggest to the Se Conne 
ticut that, if agreeable to him, we transfer ou Lt am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Hi 

Mr. PLATT. I shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ThenI transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] to the Senator from inia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. PLATT. So that the Senator from Virginia will stand 


The Senator from Wyo- | 


If he were 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, Hale Morrill, Shoup 
Chandler, Hoar, Peifer iv 
Cullom Kyle, Perkins, Wa urn, 
Davis Manderson, Platt, 
D . Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 

NAYS—27 
Allen Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
Berry George, McPherson, Smith 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin Turpi 
Butler Harris, Mills, Vest 
Call Jarvis, Mitchel!, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vhite 
Coke Lindsay, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING —10. 

Aldrich Hunton, Proct 
Bate Irb: Pugh, 
Blanchard, Jones, Nev Quay, 

i B Lo Ransom, 
Caffery : Me Millan Squire 
Camden Gray M un Stewart 
Cameron, lansbrough, Palmer Vila 
Carey, Hawley, Patton, Walsh, 
Dixor Higgins Pettigrew wi ! 

De 1 Hil Power, Volcott 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLISON. I observe in the printed bill an amendment 
he end of paragraph 237. Has that been agreed to? 
r. JONES of Arkansas. It has not been offered 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sum - 

S t I ( +i »] ) 

y 1 rwin IX l i 

i und th L i l f 

r ri r f | l 18 

t 3 detined int 1 » 

} r other spiri liquors ° . 
{ , | - tn l tot I j 

€ u i tor es iy il I 1 
th a e f the yf « ‘ rs, 
I < s n l n 

h SH CMAN. rod lent, I notice t du i 
; 
spi 3, Wines, and o *bever: the rat d } i 
by existing law hav Lv la On the 
first item, the one yn which the vote h l 1 t l, 
the duty has been 1 1 fro "00 » $1.80 
per ft yf o 
[ o notice that in th ( I , in ith 
internal 1 1ue it is proposed to increase the t on do tie 
spirits very largely and to give « in advantages to the distill- 
ers of whisky. I should like to know from the Ser yr having 
charge of the bill whether it is true or not that the duties on 
imported brandies and spirits are largely decr: xd, whi ie 
tax on domestic spirits is largely increased? 

JONES of Arkansas. Under the present law the tariff on 
brandy and liquors of that kind coming from abroad is $2.50a 
proof gallon, and it is now proposed to reduce it to $1.80. The 

| internal-revenue tax stands now under the present law at 90 cents 





paired with the Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Yes. 
Mr. PLATT. Then my vote may stand. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 




















a gallon, and the provision in this bill raises that tax to $1.10. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thatis the very pointto which I wish tocall 
the attention of the Senate. It seems to me that this is grossly 
wrorg. Brandy is one of the strongest possible forms of spirit- 
uous liquor for common consumption which is imported from 
abroad. It does not come up to the standard of alcohol, but it 
approaches nearer to it than any other spirit. 

lt seems to me that here is a difficulty that ought to be at once 
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corrected. There is no reason in the world why the duties on 
wines, spirits, and other beverages imported from abroad, which 
are entirely articles of luxury and consumed mainly by those 
who are perfectly able to pay the duties, should be reduced, ana 
I can see no reason, as this is intended to be a bill to provide 
revenue for the support of the Government, why the rates of 
duty should be reduced onarticles which would be imported any- 
way, whatever may be the rate of duty, and would be imported 
probably to the same extent whether the duty is high or low. 

Therefore, it seems to me that the theory of this whole sched- 
ule iswrong. I can not comprehend why the duties on these im- 
ported articles—not taking into account the question of protec- 
tion at all, because, so far as that is concerned, no spirits made 
in the United States would probably compete with brandy, ex- 
cept whisky, which is very cheap, and on which the tax is very 
high—should be reduced, while the tax is increased on the do- 
mestic article. 

| hold in my hand a large number of remonstrances, petitions, 
and resolutions of different commercial bodies, not only in Ohio 
but in other parts of the country, and even including Kentucky, 
against the increased tax on whisky and against the additional 
discrimination that is proposed to be given to imported spirits. 
I present these papers and ask that they be laid upon the table. 
They come from large organizations of business men, and from 
large firms and, dealers who are known to me personally, and 
they uniformly remonstrate against any increase of the tax on 
spirits. 

It is true, we have not yet come to the internal-revenue por- 
tion of the bill; but cortalala we ought not, in view of the pro- 
posed increase of the tax on domestic spirits, to reduce the duty 
on imported spirits, especially on articles like champagne wines, 
although I believe the duties on them have not been materially 
changed, but if atall, they have been reduced. On brandy, gin, 
and all articles of that kind there is no occasion, in my judg- 
ment, for a reduction of the duty. 

No one has complained against the duties now placed on those 
articles; no petition has been presented here for such a reduc- 
tion, and there would be no sympathy in the Senate or among 
the people of the United States in favor of areductionof duties 
on these articlesof luxury, which may be consumed, but which 
the people are better without than with. 

[ think, under the circumstances, the Senate ought to give a 
little deliberation to the question of this proposed reduction of 
the duty on brandy alone. I have not the statistics before me, 
but I think it will bring about a large reduction of the revenue 
and that the decrease of revenue will not be made up by the in- 
crease of importations. 

I think, in considering this whole schedule, it would be better 
for the Senate to allow it to stand as it now is. There has been 
no complaint against the provisions of the existing law, so far 
as the rates of duties on these imported articles of spirits are 
concerned, and no petitions and no remonstrances have been re- 
ceived against the present rates of duty on them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The opinion of the committee was 
that the present tax on liquors of this class was entirely too high 
to derive the largest amount of revenuefromthem. We believe 
that a larger amountof revenue would come to the Treasury from 
asmaller rate of taxation; we believe that the present rate of 
duty approaches, in a considerable degree, to the point of prohi- 
bition, and that there would be a larger commerce in these 
articles under a tax of $1.80 per gallon than under a tax of $2.50 
a gallon. 

We impose an internal-revenue tax of 90 cents a gallon under 
the law upon domestic spirits, and we impose a tariff tax of $2.50a 
gallon on imported spirits. It seem to me that those rates are 
unreasonable. When we reach the internal-revenue features of 
this bill, whether or not we shall impose a large domestic tax 
on liquor is aquestion to bedeterminedthen. The petition pre- 
sented by the Senator from Ohio, of course, is addressed to that 
subject; and when we reach that portion of the bill will be the 
time to consider the question. For the present, it seems to me 
the proposed reduction of the tax on these foreign liquors from 
$2.50 a gallon to $1.80 a gallon is not unreasonable, particularly 
as French brandy is, to a very considerable degree, a medicinal 
article, a prime necessity otherwise than as a luxury or as a 
beverage. ; 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to say 
that, of course, the reason he has given was expected to be the 
only one that could be given in reply to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that this being a revenue 
duty a larger amount of revenue was expected from this duty 
than from a higher one. 

Now, will not the Senator, as the organ of the committee 
conducting this bill upon business principles and in business 
fashion, tell the Senate upon what he bases his judgment that 
there will be a larger revenue from this reduced duty than from 
the old duty? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As arule, Mr. President, a reduc- 
tion of tariff will increase the importations. I presume it is not 
necessary for me to undertake to enter into an argument to show 
why that should be so, and that that rule will apply in this case 
as well as in others. 

Mr. HALE. There must be some point at which that rule 
should cease. The Senator does not hold that, if dutics were 
reduced 50 per cent or 75 per cent, there would be a larger rev- 
enue? I take it, if he did, he would have moved to reduce the 
duty to a lower point. 

W hat I was seeking was the reason why the Senator, who has 
given a great deal of study to this bill—and we know his intelli- 
gence upon it—struck this particular point as being the place 
that would give the most revenue, and not any other. Why did 
he not either allow the old revenue rate to remain, or. if reduced 
duties give larger revenues, why not cut the rate still further 
and not rest at this point? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a matter of conjecture as to 
what the revenue point will be on an article until after a trial 
has been made. I am fully satisfied that a duty of 300 per cent 
is nota revenue duty; and so believing, I favor a reduction at 
least to this extent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to 
state that [ have the statistics before me, which I did not have 
a while ago, showing that this article of brandy and other spir- 
its yields nearly $3,000,000 annually of revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator will allow me to say, 
in that connection, that more than a million and a half of that 
is levied upon an article that costs abroad only 65 cents; and the 
present duty is a tax of almost exactly 300 per cent on that class 
of goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; but we now tax our domestic 
whisky, which can be manufactured anywhere in the West for 
20 cents a gallon, 500 per cent. The present tax on imported 
brandies, according to their valuation, is only 91 per cent, less 
than 100 per cent, and the Senator proposes to reduce it to 66 
per cent‘on three items which now yield us nearly $3,000,009 of 
revenue. Wecertainly ought not to interfere with the revenue 
by such a reduction, especially when we know that these articles 
will be imported, and that the reduction of duty will increase 
the importation, but even if it would increase the importation 
we ought nos to legislate in that way. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see on what authority the 
Senator from Ohio can assert that there will be no increase of 
importation. The committee believe that there will be not oniy 
an increase of importation, but an increase of revenue from this 
decrease of taxation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas suggests that 
one reason for reducing the duty upon brandy is that it is used 
largely as medicine. It is used to some extent for that purpose; 
but, as I take it, our grape brandy in this country for medicinal 
purposes is quite as good as the grape brandy of France. But 
the unit of value on brandy is now $2.73 a gallo , as shown by 
the official tables. So that the duty is only about 65 per cent 
upon this great article of luxury. There is no article which is 
more an article of luxury than French brandy, and yet it is re- 
duced here in this bill to a point much less than the duty upon 
many necessary articles of consumption. 

On the next item, ‘‘ other spirits distilled from grain,” the unit 
of value is not 65 cents, but 85 cents a gallon. That is chiefly 
Scotch and Irish whisky. 

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that by increasing 
these importations, they displace other articles of revenue in 
our own country. Why it is that this schedule should be se- 
lected when in all past tariff laws it has been considered purely 
a revenue schedule and nothing else, and it had no other pur- 
pose or aim, and why we should single this article out and re- 
duce the duty upon brandy, upon Scotch whisky, and Irish 
whisky, and upon still wines seems tome amarvel. There will 
not be one cent additional revenue produced by this reduction, 
in my judgment; in other words, the reduction of duty will only 
reduce the revenue. 

People are not going to drink Scotch whisky because they can 
get it a few cents less a gallon upon importation. Those who 
drink Scotch whisky do so because or like it and prefer it; 
they are accustomed to it, and they will pay the duty on it; 
and yet itis reduced to $1.80a gallon from $2.50a gallon. People 
who are fond of gin will buy it and pay the duty. There is no 


| smuggling under it, and there is no complaint of a single sort as 


to the existing liquor schedule. It is a duty which is easily col- 
lected. Now, with all these cries for revenue, here is an article 
yielding $3,600,000 to the Treasury, which we are told we must 
cut down toa revenue point, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
says, in order that we may get a little more revenue. 

Mr. President, the effect of this proposition will be simply to 
induce the importation of these foreign luxuries and reduce the 
revenue. That is all there is about it. 
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Mr. PLATT. The vote upon the paragraph which we have 
just passed was taken so quickly and quietly, and while my at- 
tention was diverted for the moment, that I did not say anything 
when it was under consideration. Of course, a motion to re- 
consider would put me in order, but I had supposed that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] would oppose this reduction 
before the vote was taken. I agree toall that has been said, 
but there were one or two other considerations which I should 
like to advert to. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has well said that there 
would be no more imported under a reduction of duty, for the 
reason that people who drink brandy and Scotch whisky and 
gin drink it because they have acquired a taste for it. Brandy 
is used for medicine, and by a few gentlemen of wealth, whom 
we call brandy drinkers. They will drink no other kind of 
liquor. The same is largely true of Scotch whisky. Nobody 
supposes that a prescription will be a cent cheaper by reason of 
the reduction of the duty on brandy. There will be no benefit 
to those who are obliged to use the medicine. It is quite im- 
probable that there will be any diminution in the price to those 
who have acquired the habit of brandy drinking. 

The Senator from Arkansas says we make no brandy in this 
country. I think the Senator is mistaken in that respect. I 
remember when I was in San Francisco I was taken to the grape 
farm of the late Senator Stanford, and I know that the process 
of making brandy was going on there at that time. Iam in- 
formed that large quantitiesof brandy are made in California. I 
know that during recent sickness in my family my physician ad- 
vised that for medicine I should obtain California brandy be- 
cause it is pure, and we have no pure French brandy, certainly 
none the purity of which can be guaranteed. 

There is another consideration which has not been adverted 
to. Wehave made a discrimination against Germany on sugar. 
I should like to speak at some length upon this matter, but being 
limited to five minutes [am precluded from doing so. If the 
newspapers are correct, and I think they are, an informal pro- 
test has been entered by the German minister on account of the 
diserimination which i3 proposed against Germany by reason of 
the special discriminating duty on sugar. Now, | will not say 
Germany and France are at swords points, but there is friction 
between them, as weall know. If we discriminate against Ger- 
many in the matter of sugar and discriminate in favor of France 
in the matter of brandy, will not Germany have the greater 
reason to complain to our Government, and will it not be an in- 
ducement for Germany to restore the prohibition on pork? I 
have little doubt that that will be done if we insist upon discrim- 
inating against Germany in the matter of sugar and discrim- 
inating in favor of her rival, France, in the matter of brandy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


239. On all a or preparations of which distilled spirits are a | 
chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there | 


component part o a 
shall be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 


The Committee on Finance reported to strike out paragraph 
239 and insert: 

239. Upon all compo unds or preparations containing alcohol there shall 
be levied a duty at the rate of $1.80 
contained therein in addition tot duty provided by law upon the other 
ingredients contained in such compounds or preparations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. I move to strike out paragraph 239 and insert: 

239. On all compounds or preparations (except as specified in the preced- 
ing paragraph of the chemical schedule relating to medicinal preparations, 


of which alcohol is a component part), of which distilled spirits are a com- | 


ponent part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

240. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 
spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 240, after the word ‘‘ gallon” in line 19, to insert: 

But when imported in bottles or jugs no separate or additional duty shall 
be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 


So as to read: 


240. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other | 
spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not spe- | 


cially provided for in this act, $1.80 per proof gallon; but when imported in 
pee or jugs no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles 
or jugs. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 240, line 18, I move to strike 
out ‘* $1.80” and insert ‘$2.50;” so as to read: 

Two dollars and fifty cents per proof galion. 

Mr. Président, the reasons which were stated by the Senator 
from Iowa against the reduction of the duties upon brandy apply 
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with greater force to the paragraph now under consideration. 
I can not understand why absinthe and the other cordials and 
liqueurs should be placed at a lower rate of duty than they are 
in the existing law. Certainly there can be no reason for in- 
creasing the importation into this country, and if they are im- 
sorted they certainly ought to pay a very high rate of duty. 

“he rate ought to be higher even than theexistinglaw. There- 
fore I have moved to restore the rates of the act of 1890. 

_Mr. VEST. The decrease in the duty on these cordials, ab- 
sinthe, ratafia, and other articles is inconsiderable. In the 
McKinley act the rate is 97.63 per cent, and we make it 70.27, 
a reduction of something over 20 per cent. We would judge 
from the arguments made by the Senator from Iowa «nd the 
Senator from Ohio that there was an inconsiderable duty upon 
these brandies which we have passed. But I simply want tocall 
attention to the fact that brandies made out of grain havea 
duty in the pending bill of 211.14 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That rate does not apply to brandy: it ap 
plies to other spirits—Scotch whisky. 

Mr. VEST, And brandy made from other materials 264.06. 
I am talking about the items we have passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rate the Senator has quoted is appli- 
cable to Scotch and other whiskies. 

Mr. VEST. It is spirits; other spirits not specially provided 
for, manufactured from grain, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think it 
good policy to encourage larger importations of absinthe and 
other articles enumerated in this paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I can not encourage the 
importation of any of them, and I would not encourage the man- 
ufacture of any of them in this country, to be entirely frank. 
But I would put such a duty upon them—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas says the object 
of the duty is to increase importations. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to say 
what he and I entirely agree about, that it is simply a revenue 
question. We reduced these duties because we think they are 
too high under the McKinley act. We are taxing thosearticles 
under the internal-revenue system, and as long as we treat them 
as manufactured articles we ought to treat them as we do other 
articles in the bill. We put upon whisky, for instance, and 
other alcoholic stimulants an internal-revenue tax of $1.10 in the 
bill and $1.80 is the import duty, making the differential 70 cents. 
Under the English system they impose in their tariff law an 
equivalent to the internal-revenue duty. We go beyond that 
and put in 70 cents more. Under the McKinley act the duties 
are considerably higher, and they are too high. 

In other words, our friends in making the McKinley law did 
not increase the duties upon these articles simply because they 
| areluxuries, but they seem to have injected into the act theidea 
| of excluding them from the country because they are injurious 
luxuries. It seems to me that the duty now proposed upon cor- 
dials, a reduction of only 20 per cent, is a very fair one. There 

may be people in the United States, and we have no right to 

suppose anything else, who think that these cordials are neces- 

| sary to their health and comfort. There is no question of com- 
petition betweenanything we produce here and these compounds; 
they do not come in competition directly with anything we make 
in this country, and the duty proposed is, it seems to me, a very 
fair one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, although this item iooks 
very innocent and harmless, it covers merely articles of luxury. 
Whatever may be said of pure brandy used for medicine can 
hardly be said of cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwas- 
ser, ratafia, and other spirituous beverages, which are used 
merely toencourage an appetite for drink. They are seasoning 
materials for brandy or whisky oranything of that kind. Their 
importation yields now a revenue of $491,596. The decrease of 
the rate of duty will not in the slightest degree affect the im- 
portation. .The large amount of 11,000 proof gallons is intro- 
duced here, and will be introduced whatever rate of duty is put 

| upon it. The present revenue derived from the imports is 
| $3,213,000, and asarule the committee have reduced it about one- 
third; so that it sacrifices about $1,000,000, which is paid by a 
class of people for a luxury that is not enjoyed generally. 

Now, here is the discrimination. The tax of 90 cents a proof 
| gallon upon spirits made in this country is 450 per cent, and vou 
| propose to tax these liqueurs at a rate of from 60 to 85 per cent, 
the present rate being, according to the McKinley act, from “0 
to 115 per cent. It seems to me this isa great mistake, but I 
consider that my duty is done when I call attentiontoit. There 
is no public demand for it and no petitions asking that it be 
done. If there is any ring or trust pehind it I do not know, 
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Certainly there 
the 3 arti 

I hope Senators will review the matter. With the large 
proposed increase in the internal tax on spirits, which is op- 
posed by our own people very stoutly and strongly, as I have 
vn by the mass of petitions which I have presented this 
ning,to reduce largely the duty on foreign brandies and 
id gins, it seems to me, is a departure from a just 
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can be no motive for reducing the revenue on 
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and relieving the foreign product, 
of foreigners and not in the interest of our own people. 
not in the inte 
he now has to pay for these expensive liquors. 

M . President, the Senator from Missouri has 
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[tis legislation in the interest 


stated, as I think everyone must agree, that this is a revenue | 


question. No one desires to encourage the production of ab- 
sinthe, liquors, arrack, and the other articlesenumerated in the 
schedule, in this country. The question of free trade or protec- 
tion does not enter into this clause at all. Itis purely arevenue 
question. 

Now, these are articles of luxury. 
articles enumerated in this schedule. Their production is un- 
desirable; 
that all we ought to look at is how high a duty we can impose 
on those articles without going beyond what is called the smug- 
gling limit; that is, without making it profitable to smuggle 
these things in large quantities. 

As the Senator from Lowa said, these articles are going to be 
introduced and sold in substantially the same qnpantities that 
they are now sold, without any reference to the duty, until you 


reach the point at which it becomes profitable to take the risk | 


ofsmuggling. Noone pretends that that point was passed in 
the McKinley act. 
The only argument I can see here made in regard to this pro- 


vision is that it is more or less modeled after the English sys- | 
Surely we ought to be able in this country to raise our | 
own revenue, in what we think the best way, on productions of | 


tem. 


this character on some better reason thanthe English tariff. It 
seems to me that we ought to get from these articles the largest 
possible revenue. I can not understand the principle on which 
a duty is placed upon sugar and then every duty is reduced on 
these spirituous liquors, cordials,ete., articles which ought to be 
made to bear the very heaviest tax which can be placed upon 
them. 

Mr. PLATT. 
cussed the more its importance is seen. 


Mr. President, the more this matter is dis- 
If there is anything 


upon which persons with differing views upon protection and | 


free trade have been agreed, it is that luxuries ought to havea 
high duty placed upon them. Another principle has come in, 
which is that deleterious luxuries may have such a duty placed 
upon them as to be practically prohibitive. 

Now, one of the articles included in this paragraph, absinthe, 
is about as deleterious as opium. One of any extensive reading 


person who gets in the habit of using it will go on with its use 
until death comes. 

Now, why, when we want 
about the need of revenue and the deficiency in the Treasury, 


the revenue upon articles of this sort should be reduced passes | 
t moment that when the Senator | 


1\ought fora 
from M that duties were too highin the McKinley 
act the reason might be that the other side do not want to fix 
exactly the same duties that were fixed in the McKinley act, but 
[ turn to the next paragraph and I see there is at least one duty 
which the committee does not consider infamous, for they have 
let the rate of duty upon champagne stand without any reduc- 
tion. So that can not be the reason. 

[ submit under the circumstances there can be no reason ad- 
duced why the duty upon the articies which we have been con- 
sidering should be reduced. It is a reduction of the revenue at 
a time when the universal cry is that we have not revenue 
enough 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is another wonderful feature 
of this most wonderful bill, that while upon many articles of 
everyday consumption by all the people the duties have been 
raised, when you strike articles which are pure luxuries, and 
also, as the Senator from Connecticut suggests, injurious luxu- 
ries, and that are used by but few people, the dutiesare reduced. 
Here are brandies, Scotch whiskies, Holland gin, which are 
luxuries used by comparatively few, and in thisclass of cordials, 
liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, articles of lux- 
ury of a still narrower range than brandies and the other ligq- 
uors, the same reduction is made. 


comprehension. I 
t 


} 
I 
issouri stated 
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| Senator from Arkansas says 


a burden upon our own productions | 


It is | 
rest of anybody here who complains of the prices | 





If there are any articles | 
in the world that ought to bear a high tax, certainly it is the | 





their importation is undesirable, and it seems to me | 





not but know that in France the habit of using this cordial | 
is almostas deleterious to human life as the morphia habit. I | 
think it does not prevail to such an extent in America, but a | 
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revenue, when we hear every day | 
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the bill do not quite agree. The 
frankly that he thinks more duty 
will be raised by this lower rate; and while it is a matter of con- 
jecture, he believes that they have reached just the proper rate 
where the most money can be put into the Treasury. But tho 
Senator from Missouri balks at that conclusion 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator to say—— 

Mr. VEST. I said this isa pure revenue duty. 

Mr. HALE. So the Senator did say; but when he was re- 
minded by the Senator from Iowa what the Senator from Ar- 
kansas had said, that this would raise morerevenue and result 


The Senators in charge of 


| in larger importations, the Senator said that he is not in favor 


of larger importations and that was not the reason why the duty 
had been reduced. 

Mr. VEST. I said I would not put it lower to increase impor- 
tations. 

Mr. HALE. Sol say the Senators differ. The Senator from 
Arkansas says plainly, squarely, and frankly that the rate has 
been reduced because he believes it will result in larger impor- 
tations and larger revenue. The Senator from Missouri does 
not agree to that. 

Mr. President, the whole sum and substance of this provision 
is that it will benefit only one very narrow class. The importa- 
tions of these strong liquors, what are called good brandies, 
Scotch whiskies, Holland gin,and these cordials, is in the hands 
of a few importers, almost all foreigners. They are the only 
men who will get the benefit of it. The consumer will not get 
a dollar of benefit in a year; he will not get a cent of benefit at 
any time whatever. The consumers of these liquors are small 
in number. The consumers of these heavy liquors and cordials 
are a very small portion of the American people, but they are 


| very much larger than the importers who bring them here. 
| The consumers will not get any benefit from it, while the very 


few men, the foreigners who import these articles, will get so 
much more benefit fromit. They will not charge a dollar less 
in their prices, and their profits will be increased. 

If this duty is fixed, anyone who gets the figures, the facts, 
will learn that that is the result. Underthe present duty there 
is no smuggling to amount to anything. There is no complaint 
from the Treasury Department that the present duty ought to 
be lowered in order to preventsmuggling. Thereisnopretense 
ofthatanywhere. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
stated it right. It is not because the present duty reaches the 
smuggling limit. Ido not understand that it has been stated 
here that the Treasury Department, looking carefully after the 
ingress of these liquors into this country and the paymentof the 
duties, see where there are infractions of the law. I do not 
understand that the Treasury Department has declared that 
here is a grievance in the Department, and that the duty ought 
to be lowered. Where does the demand come from? Notfrom 
the people; not from the Treasury Department; not from the 
consumers of these cordials, many of which are noxious; only 
from the importers. 

Mr. HOAR. I was in hopes that before the Senator from 
Maine ended he would have asked the Senator from Arkansas if 
he could state to the Senate from what source, if any request 
came to the committee, or on what authority this reduction was 
Is the Senator able to state? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill came in this form from the 

Vays and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
It was considered and passed by the other House in this form. 
lt had the indorsement of a large number of gentlemen there, 


| and I have no doubt the prévision was indorsed by many other 


people besides. 

Mr. HOAR. The mere factthat a particular rate of duty had 
the indorsement of the Ways and Means Committee or of the 
other House, does not seem to have governed our committee in 
other things. Do I understand the Senator he did not get any 


| evidence which was before the Ways and Means Committee of 


the House, and that there was nothing before his committesa 
urging this reductionof duty? Isupposefrom the answer of the 
Senator we are to understand that nobody applied to the Finance 


| Committee of the Senate to reduce this duty? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think anyone did. 

Mr. HOAR. Why, when they depart from the House com- 
mittee and put up duties because they say they need the rey- 
enue, the committee should put this rate down and keepit down, 
I do not understand. 

Mr. HALE. They put it down from the old law. 

Mr. HOAR. They put it down from the old law. I under- 
stand this isa foreign product, in the first place, purely. It is 
a luxury, in the second place, and the business of importing 
these liqueurs and the high-priced brandies is conducted by & 
class of persons mainly in the State of New York. I think the 
principal house in Boston which imported such things has nearly 











discontinued its direct importations. I am notsure about that; 
but I suppose it is done by a few houses in New York, who are 
themselves foreigners chiefly, and the business is largely estab- 
lished by foreign capital, with foreign partners, under foreign 
management, so that the commerce part of it is foreign as well 


as the production. 


The consumers perhaps are not foreigners, but they are pretty 
much all that class of Americans who spend a large part of their 
lives abroad, and when they are at home spend their time mainly 
in wishing that they were foreigners. 1 do not think there will 
be any inereased revenue by this reduction, and if any revenue 
comes by the reduction anywhere, I do not think it will ever 
reach the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the Republicans have made 
two points on this schedule. One is discrimination against the 
home manufacturer. 
has been measurably set off by the proposition in the bill to ex- 
tend the bonded period five years for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers. The other point is that we shall lose revenue. I sug- 
gest to those Senators that while we shall lose revenue upon the 
liquor schedule, it is made up about tenfold or more on the sugar 
schedule, so that we are not going to lose any revenue in the 
end. 

For myself, I regard it as a very great mistake upon the part 
of the committee to attempt to reduce duties upon spirits and 
upon the different varieties of liquors imported into this coun- 
try for any purpose, no matter what the purpose may be. 
lieve it would be a good deal better, if instead of having any 
schedule of duties upon imported liquors there should be a pro- 
hibitory paragraph, a provision that there should be no liquors 


[suggest to them that that discrimination | 


| 


L be- | 
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The Senator from South Dakota is not in the city to-day, and I 
shall not vote at this time. 





Mr. FRYE. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. GORMAN] to the senior Senator from Nevada[M1 
JONES], and vote ‘* yea.” 

Che result was announced—yeas 22, nays 2 oO 

YEAS—22 
A Dixon, [ce Mil Qu 
A Dolph, Mand 1 
All . Dubois, Morri LO 
Cameron rye, Z 
Ch r Hale, Per 
Davi Hoar, Pow 
NAYS 
Berry Coke, Mar , I 
Ble burn Gordon, Morgan, Vest 
| Blanchard Harris, Murphy, Voorhe 
Butler Jarvis, Pasco Walsh, 
Caffer Jones, Ark, Pugh, White. 
Call Lindsay, Roach, 
Coc} ! McLaurin, Smith, 
NOT VOTING 
| sate Gorman, Lodge, Ransom, 
Brice, Gray, McPherson, Squire 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mills Stewart 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas 
Cullom, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Vashburn, 
| Daniel, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
| Faulkner, Hunton, Patton Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Irby, Pettigrew, 
| George, Jones, Nev Platt, 
| Gibson, Kyle, Proctor 
| 


of any kind imported into the country except for medical pur- | 


poses, or scientific purposes, or some useful function in the arts 
or sciences. 


But to remove duties from an article whose use is wholly vol- | 


untary, whose use is confined almostexclusively to the rich and 
to that class of rich people who neither do us nor anybody else 
any good, a class of people who spend a large part of their time 
in club houses, in yacht racing, in horse racing, and things of 
that kind; gentlemen and ladies who are able to pay very high 
prices for an article and who prefer such articles because they 
are high priced and because they are foreign. That class of 
people almost exclusively use the articles upon which these du- 
ties are proposed to be levied, and I submit to the Senate that 
it would be much wiser to prohibit their importation entirely 
rather than to reduce duties upon them, especially when we have 
to place a duty on sugar, a necessary of life, in order to make up 
a deficiency. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 





The question is on the amendment | 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRay]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). 


I have a general 


If he 


Iam paired with | 


the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and I refrain from | 


voting. 

Mr. PEFFER (when Mr. KYL®’s name was ealled). The Sena- 
tor from South Dakota has been called away from the Chamber 
on official business. 
was called that if he were present he would vote for this amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GORDON (when his namewas called). I transfer my pair 


He requested me to state when his name | 


with the junior Senator from lowa [Mr. WILSON] to the junior | 


Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINs]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs}. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name wascalled). I wish toannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Has 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish toask if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with that Senator. 
“nay” if he were present. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the understanding 

_that {£ can yote whenever it is necessary to make a quorum. 


the Senator 


I should vote 


7 jt 
If he 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 














241. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid 
on brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law 
for the description of first proof; but it shall be increased in proportion for 
any greater strength than the strength of first proof, and all imitations of 
brandy or spirits or wines imported by any names whatever shall be sub 
ject to tho highest rate of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively 
intended to be represented, and in no case less than $1 per ¢ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the words “ and fifty eents” 
after ‘‘one dollar,” so as to read: 

And in no case less that $1.50 per gallon 

The other House reduced the rates upon all genuine liquors, 

| spirits, and wines, and here it is proposed to reduce the duties 
on importations of spirits and wines, I do not know for whose 
benefit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 55, paragraph 241, after the 
word ‘‘dollar” insert the words ‘‘and fifty cents,” so as to 
read: 
one dollar and fifty cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope there will be no objection to this 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis ¢ nd it 

| proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
| The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the n p lo 

Bay bay water, whether d i or co ! 
and i on for y greater str 1 in 

Mr. LISON The articl ti l in this paragraph 
are n ised as medicine; and therefore I move to i the 
we ‘and fifty cents” after tl vords ° i: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. T amendment will be 

The SE ARY. Inline 10 I 2 
word ‘‘ dollar,” in ‘Sand fift yas to 

oO 1d fi 

‘T an di t was re¢ 

I ys retary read tl 

2 1ampagne at l inb mta 
more in 1 quart ¢ l i de co 

han 1 pint each and ) f B41 r 
half pint or less, # zen; in ‘ P ; 
than 1 quart each, in addition ( t L 

| excess of 1 quart, at the rate of 3 t 

The Committee on Finance repor 1 r- 
agraph by adding thereto: 

But no separate or additional du 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment is withdraw1 

Mr. CHANDLER I should like to ask some member of the 
Committee on Finance whether the duty on champagne wit 
is reduced from the present law proportionately as the r 
tion is made on brandies and cordials, arracks, absinth ste. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not reduced at all 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like toask the Senators incharge 





l 


of the bill why a reduction is made on one class of 
drink and not upon another. 


spirituous 
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Mr. VEST. Simply because we thought this a fair duty, con- 
sidering the quantity brought in and consumed in this country. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I must confess that Lam ata loss to un- | 


derstand the principle upon which the Senators onthe other 


side of the Chamber have constructed this schedule. Itseems | 


that while we are to change free sugar to dutiable sugar and tax 


every poor man's household in the land, we are to encourage a | 


larger importation of French brandies and “ cordials, liquors, 
arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other spirituous 
bever.ges or bitters of all kinds containing spirits;” and we are 
to enlarge if possible the consumption of those articles in this 
country. They are luxuries and they contribute to vices; and 
they are to be encouraged ata time when we need more rev- 
enue. 

Senators perhaps think there will be more revenue by encour- 
aging a larger importation, but that larger importation will be 
an importation that will come in competition with our own 
whiskies and spirituous liquors, which I think it must be ad- 


mitted are purer liquors and spirits than imported French | 
brandies are likely to be. But that isthe policy. This is to be | 


done to get more revenue by encouraging vice; and when we 
come to champagne, which certainly is not more harmful than 


brandy and absinthe, we are told that the duty is to remain upon | 


champagne. I did not distinctly understand the reason given 
by the Senator from Missouri for the discrimination, but we are 
to deal with one kind of intoxicant differently from the way we 


deal with other kinds of intoxicants. We are to encourage by | 


a veduction of duty the importation of foreign ardent spirits in 


competition with Kentucky and Illinois whisky. We are not to | 


encourage the importation of champagne wines, which are com- 
paratively pure. 

Mr. President, I dislike to coerce the Senator from Missouri 
into listening to speeches from me. He may stop up his ears if 
he likes, or go out of the Chamber; but I am obliged to take the 
opportunity to say that I think this schedule asit is being made 
is utterly inconsistent; and following the term which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri commonly applies to the system of protection, 
it is an infamous schedule when you compare it with the duty 
that is to be imposed by the bill upon the sugar that is to be used 
in the coming years in this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

244. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 
casks or packages other than bottles or jugs, 50 cents per gallon: Provided, 
That nosuch still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty than 100 per 
cent ad vaiorem. In bottles or jugs, per case of | dozen bottles or jugs, con- 
taining each not more than | quart and more than 1 pint, or 24 bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per case; and any excess beyond 
these quantities found in such bottles or jugs sha!l be subject to a duty of 5 
cents per pint or afractional part thereof, but no separate or additional duty 
shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, ginger cor- 
dial, or vermuth imported containing more than 25 per cent of alcohol shall be 
classed as spirits and pay duty accordingly: And provided further, Thatthere 
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage 
on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and 
other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in pack- 
agescontaining not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package, or 
dutyshall be paid as if such package contained a! least 1 dozen bottles or 
jugs. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to paragraph 244 was, on page 56, in line 2, after the word 
‘*jugs,” to insert: 

If containing 14 per cent or less of abs olute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 
containing more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol. 


So as to read: 

Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks 
or packages other than bottles or jugs, if containing 14 per cent or less of 
absolute alcohol, 30cents per gallon; if containing more than 14 per cent of 
absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to what I think must be a vice in the amendment. It wiil 
practically allow all still wines to come in at 30 cents a gallon, 
because as a matter of course they will contain only 14 per cent 
of alcohol. The difference between 30 and 50 cents, 20 cents a 
gallon, will result in all these wines being so diluted as to alco- 
hol as to make them measure only 30 cents.- I think that is a 
very dangerous provision. I trust the Senator will leave the 
paragraph in that respect as the other House left it and as it is 
in the existing law. I certainly think the provision on page 56 
was not put in at the request of the California Senators. 

Mr. WHITE. May IL ask the Senator from Iowa to repeat his 
statement? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the amendment proposed 
by the committee, found on page 56, reduces the duty upon the 
cheap wines to 30 cents a gallon. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Iowa, if I will 
not interrupt him, that the amendment reported by the commit- 
tce is much more advantageous to the wine producers than the 
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| bill as it came from the other House, and it was on their sug- 
gestion that the change was made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is muchlessadvantageous, however, than 
the existing law. 

Mr. WHITE. Itis very little less; and in fact, in my judg- 
| ment, so far as affecting the industry is concerned, there is no 
difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question as to where this line 
should come in was discussed with representatives of the wine 
producers and the importers, and the opinion of the Treasury 
Department was taken on the question. Fourteen per cent was 
accepted as being the proper line for the cheaper class of wines, 
| wines of little strength, and the strong wines. 
| Mr. ALLISON. But the question is as to whether we shall 
allow these wines to come in at 30 cents a gallon, or a little 
more than one-half the rate now imposed on the same Class of 
wines, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My opinion is it ought to be less 
than that. The importations are absolutely prohibited by the 
present law. The wines of that class do not come here at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Still wines? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That class of still wines which go 
below 14 per cent. There is a considerable importation of still 
wines, but they contain more than 14 percentof alcohol. Wines 
containing less than 14 per cent of alcohol are absolutely pro- 
hibited. 

Mr. ALLISON. It s2ems to me to be very curious that just 
| at the line of 14 per cent of alcohol there is to be a change, and 

that there shall be suddenlya jump from 30 to 50cents. I think 
| that will make great confusion in the administration of the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am greatly surprised at the 
| statements both of the Senator from Arkansas and that of the 
| Senator from California in thisregard. One of the descriptions 
here given of the two kinds of still wines, that containing less 
| than 14 per cent of alcohol, is intended to apply to clarets and 
| red wines of that kind, ard the other to what are called sweet 
| wines. All clarets contain 14 per cent or less of alcohol, and all 
| sweet wines, like ports and sherries, contain more than 14 per 

cent of alcohol. 
| If this paragraph is adopted as it now stands all clarets, which 
| come incompetition most largely with California wines, will only 
| pay 30 cents a gallon, while ports and sherries will pay, as under 

the present law, 50 cents. Some time since I asked a large im- 
| porter of wines in New York,a manwholI think is more familiar 

with this question than anyone else, foran estimate of the amount 
of wines that would come in under these different rates. He 
gave me astatement which he had prepared, based on the im- 
poriations of 1893, showing that substantially one-half of the still 
| wines imported are claret and other winescontaining 14 per cent 
| or less of alchol, and about one-half wines containing more than 
14 per cent. Any reduction of the rates of duties on still wines 
will, in my opinion, be harmful tothe wine-producing interests of 
this country. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Senator to say that no 
claret contains more than 14 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No claret contains more than 14 per cent. 
None of the ordinary red table wines do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Red wine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Noneof the ordinary red wines contain more 
than 14 per cent alcohol, or are not supposed to at least, and do 
not unless they are doctored; that is, if they have not had alco- 
hol inserted. But the ordinary red wines as they are usually 
made would not contain more than 14 per cent of alcohol. 

Now, I can not see any go6d reason for reducing duties on any 
still wines at all. It makes a difference in the revenue, as I re- 
member, of about $250,000 a year if the reduction in rates is 
made. I think myself that the provision as it now stands will 
be less harmful to the domestic industry than the billas itcame 
from the House, because the imitation wines made in Cette and 
other points in France would come in at very much less than 30 
cents per gallon, as I think they are sold at 10 or 12 centsa gallon. 

Mr. WHITE. Seven or eight cents, sometimes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Sometimes they are sold, as the Senator 
says, at 7 or 8 cents, or even less. So the duty under the House 
provision would be very much less than the Senate provision as it 
now stands. We produce large quantities of still wines in this 
country, and will soon produce a sufficient quantity for our con- 
sumption. If people prefer foreign still wines to American it is 
no great hardship for them to pay the difference in cost growing 
out of the imposition of a considerable revenue duty. 

Mr. WHITE. The statement of the Senator from Rhede 
Island that this rate is more favorable to the producers of wine 
than the rate once bythe other House is correct. I think 
he agrees with me in that regard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. J will state the difficulty with the prevision as 
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it came from theother House. The language used by the House 


is as follows: 
That no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate of duty than 100 
per centad valorem. 


Of course where wine is sold at 8 cents a gallon, as was the 
case last year in France, where there was an immense surplus 
crop, the result would be very apparent. 

Now, the wine producers of California got together and sent 
here a representative who is an expert in the business. Hewas 
in constant communication with me and with other members of 
the California delegation. We found the provision in the bill 
as it came from the other House and thought it was hardly fair. 
On the other hand, there were other parties representing other 
interests from other parts of the country where wines were not 
produced. Finally, as the result of considerable talk upon the 
subject, and, as the Senator from Arkansas has stated, after con- 
sultation with the revenue officers of the Government, we reached 
a point where we consented to accept the schedule as it is now 
found in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator from California tell us what 
interest is represented by the other side with which he says the 
California wine growers came in conflict and had to be yielded 
to, reducing the present duties? What is the interest to which 
the Senator refers? 

Mr. WHITE. Those whom I spoke toabout it—I met the par- 
ties myself—are from New York City. 

Mr. HALE. They are New York importers? 

Mr. WHITE. I presume so. Anyway, they are gentlemen 
who were here upon the subject. I refer to the menI myself 
saw. 

Mr. HALE. Those were the men whose representations here 
resulted in the duty being reduced to the rate proposed, which 
is better than the House duty. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say no. , There were many others beside 
these parties, as I discovered, who were endeavoring to have 
low duties. In fact, there wasa demand that came from various 
parts of the country. I read an article in a Chicago newspaper 
the other day attacking me very vigorously because it was said 
I insisted upon a duty of two or three hundred per cent upon 
some classes of wines. It was not confined to importers. 

I will further state that the difficulty we have encountered in 
marketing our wines has been mainly due to the fact that a 
great many persons who consume beverages of that kind are 
still weddec to the idea that they must get their liquor abroad. 
Just before the last commercial treaty with France was ratified 
some of our California producers understood that our Govern- 
ment had succeeded in procuring the insertion of the favored 
‘clause in the treaty, and they entered into a contract with 
French manufacturers, involving some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, to sell their wine in France. But we found that Mr. 
Reid had not been able to obtain, or at least did not obtain, the 
insertion of that clause in the treaty; and as the result, the Cal- 
ifornia producers were forced to cancel their contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was the contract? 

Mr.WHITE. They made a contract in France to sell wine to 
French dealers for the purpose of being remanufactured there, 
and sent back and sold to us under French labels. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
law? 

Mr.WHITE. Under the French law as it is to-day they were 
unable to carry it out, oe owing to the French duty, 
which remains under the treaty negotiated by Mr. Reid, and 
which is a treaty very detrimental to our interest. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
California whether it is not true that the pure article of brandy, 
made from the California grape, is sent to France and doctored 
in that way, coming back as French brandy? 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I, of course, do not know of my own knowledge, but I 
have heard that such is the case. But, as I said, I do not know 
anything about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been informed by a person who 
thinks he knows, that that is the case. Therefore, I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from California to the importance of not 
having this reduced rate of duty, reduced from $2.50 to $1.80, put 
upon French brandy, because after all it is valued very high; it 
comes in an impure article, and is consumed here. j gto 
to the Senator that if, instead of a specific rate of duty, he would 
get anad valorem upon these high-priced French brandies—and 
that I believe is the Democratic principle now—it would be a 
great deal better for the consumers of this country and quite as 
well for the producers of brandy in California. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to correct a mistaken inference which 
may be drawn from a remark I made just now. I learn from an 
inspestion of the record that but 1,000 gallons of brandy were 


Is not that prohibited under the French | 


ce 
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exported to France last year. So that it could not have been 
sent over there to any great extent to be doctored. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, the proposition is 
that the product of the California grape is exported. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; grape brandy. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not true that millions and millions are sent 
abroad and come back into this country? 

Mr. WHITE. I think not. 

Mr. HOAR. itis exported and comes back into this country 
as foreign wine. 

Mr. WHITE. Nota great deal of it. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a subject which_I have not investigated, but 
I was told, [think byas high an authority as California contains, 
that that is true, going up into the millions. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state for the information of my col- 
league that I was informed a few days since that all the vintage 
of brandy on the Stanford estate had been shipped to Europe, 
part of it going to France. 

Mr. WHITE. If my colleague will allow me, I shall perhaps 
explain the whole matter by simply referring to the table I hold 
in my hand. We exported to France 1,096 gallons, to Germany 
38,052 gallons, undoubtedly to be remanufactured in Hamburg, 
and to the United Kingdon 77,000 gallons. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idesire to state to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia that Iam obliged to him for enlarging the 1,000 gallons 
which he said was all that was exported to France. [ did not 
say that the importations of manufactured brandy came from 
France. I said there were importations of French brandy, not 
intending to imply that it was manufactured in France. 

Mr. WHITE. I was speaking of the exports. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose it makes no difference whether 
French brandy is made out of California brandy in the United 
Kingdom or Germany: the fact remains that the brandy goes 
abroad. I donot think itcan be made intoan;thing but brandy, 
except that it may be made into some of the infernal cordials 
which are referred to in the bill, probably ratafia. But other- 
wise it is made into brandy and comes back as brandy, whether 
French brandy or any other brandy; and instead of being duti- 
able at $1.80 a gallon it ought to be $2.50 a gallon, or it ought to 
have a high ad valorem rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee; which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, after the word ‘‘ jug,” in 
line 2, insert: 
If containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 


containing more than 14 per cent of absolute alcohol 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to para- 
graph 244, was, in line 5, page 56, after the word ‘'gallon,” to 
strike out: 


Provided, That no such still wines in casks shall pay a higher rate « 


f duty 
than 100 per cent ad valorem 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In lines 18 and 19 I move to strike out 
‘* twenty-five,” andinsert ‘‘ twenty-four,” so that the proviso will 
read: 

Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth, imported, contain 
ing more that 24 percent of alcohol, shall be classed as spirits and pay aduty 
accordingly. 

Under the existing law where those articles contain more than 
24 per cent of alcohol they are forfeited. Now, 24 per cent of 
alcohol or 25 per cent of alcohol is equal to about 49 per cent, 
I should say, of proof spirits, and the object of the existing law 
as respects these articles is to forfeit them in case they are 
sought to be imported as wines and cordials and not as proof 
— The House provision simply says that they shall be 


slassed as spirits and pay duty accordingly. 

There is no forfeiture and no punishment for the effort to im- 
port spurious or distilled spirits under the name of wines. But 
I remember very well, as I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
must remember, that in the consideration of the tariff bill in 
1890 we were very careful as to the per cent. I remember that 
we had before us a good many dealers, and especially experts, 
who stated that 24 per cent of alcohol was a line beyond which 
it would not be safe to go. 

I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the amendment 
I have proposed be made, and if afterward any reason can be 
shown why it should be increased (and I do think there can be, 
because it is equal now to more than 2 per cent proof spirits 
added) it can be changed afterward. The Senator from Arkansas 








may be in possession of a reason for it of which I am not ad- 
vised. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The object of the committee in 
making this provision in lieu of the one which now exists is 
that we believe the tariff should be levied upon these spirits in 
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case they come in in this way without undertaking to levy a for- 
feiture. 

Mr. ALL N. Ido not ask the Senator to change the pro- 
vision in that respect. I do not contemplate moving an amend- 
ment for ifeiture of the articles, but inasmuch as you have 
now provided t hey shall be classed as spirits and pay duty 
accordin: think it is important to insert 24 per cent instead 
of 25, b l am quite sure, although I speak only from mem- 
ory, that w 1 we had this subjéct up two yearsagoit wasstated 
distinctly that that was a line beyond which forfeiture could 
not well go, beyond which, if you provided a greater strength, 


it would lead to fraud. Now, | suggest to the Senator that he | 
| to me. 


allow 24 per cent to go in, and if later on it shall appear that 25 
per cent is yntial, [shall make no objection to it. 
The penalty attached to finding 25 


AT 
| 


[r. JONI oe Al kansas 
‘ nt of ale in wines is of, course, very heavy; they are 
cla a spirit 3,and compelled to pay a duty accordingly. The 
difference between 2tand 25 per centis not very great, and it 
does not seem to me to be at all likely that any harmcan be done 
to allow a margin this much wider for what might be an acci 
dent in ‘the increase of tho strength of wines beyond the point 
that it ought to be. I do not think there is a very great differ- 
ence init. Weconsulted the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
on this point, and his opinion was that 25 per cent is nearer a 
correct line than 24; and we were governed more by his judg- 
ment than ourown. Altogether itseems but a slight difference 
between the present Jaw and the pending bill. 


lr. ALLISON. With all due deference to the Commissioner | 


of Internal Revenue, I know this was a topic of very great con- 
sideration and it was a topic as respects what was called the 
legislation, in favor of California. Senators have stated on this 
floor that very little wine is exported and that very little brandy 
is exported. We went into a most elaborate and complicated 
scheine two years ago whereby the Californians were permitted 
to withdraw their grape brandy in bond, For what purpose? 
For the purpose of enabling them to fortify the wines in order 
that they might ¢ carry them around the Horn. Fourteen pei 

ut was the minimum and 24 per cent the maximum. We went 
into that matter with the utmost elaboration. I remember it 
very well. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that I agree with 
him that this is very little, but it is a very big thing to some- 
bod? or else we should not see this provision in the bill. Some- 
body thinks itis alittle bigger thing than the Senator from 
Arkansasdoes. All I ask of him is to makean amendment here 
so that we shall have it in control, and if it turns out that he is 
rightand I am wrong, then we can change it. 

Mr. VEST. Why not let itstay at 25 per cent, and if the Sen- 
ator from Yowa can show us al aeeuaahe it is such an important 
matter we will change it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. You can not change it then 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This provision was sent from the 
other House; the Commissioner of Internal Revenue indorsed 
it; the Senators from California, who are interested in the ques- 
tion, GER 25 per cent. Why should we make a change? 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand thatthe Senators from Cal- 
ifo lin prefer 25 per cent? 

Mr. WHITE. The matter has never been suggested. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the people who are interested in the ques- 
tion do not care anything about it, 1 donot see why I should 
stand up here and ask for the change. Here isachange that 
comes from the other House. 1 venture to say, without know- 
ing anything especially about it, that there is an individual in 
the wood pile. If the provision is left as it is now, we can not 
go back to it and change it without having the ficht all over 
again in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE, Let meask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think the ‘‘ individual in the wood pile” is likely to be one of 
these New York importers, whom the Senator from California 
says he met here and who made the representations before the 
Committee on Ways and Means? Is not that likely to be the 
interest? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the interest. is; but I 
know that this matter does not come under the jurisdiction of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue at all. He has no more 
to do with it than the man who is reputed to be in the moon. 
Whilst his opinion on everything within his jurisdiction is valu- 
able, and may also be valuable upon this subject if he has ex- 
amined it, still, having examined it two years ago and having 
looked into it with the utmost care, I should like to look into it 
further before I consent to the change. 

The Senator says let it go, and if it turns out to be all right 
so be it; but if we allow it to remain as the other House has put 
it, then the only way to deal with it is in the Senate after the 
bill has been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator from Iowa, 
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I desire to state that [ have no doubt if I had e: lied the attent 
of the committee, or if the committee’s attention had inany 
been called to the fact that there was a mistake, it would h 
been rectified. I donot know that there is any mistake about 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither do I. 

Mr. WHITE. The expert who was here representing o 
interest did not point it out., But as the difference is slig) 
think it is advisable to make the change. I do not see that 
harm can come from making it 24 instead of 25 per cent, and 
might possibly prevent a mistake. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsIam fortified by the Senator from C 


fornia, I hope the committee will yield to him, as they do: 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall agree to it; but I] 
the Senator from low: » will point out the ‘ individual ih the 
wood pile,” as we get further along in this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. L think [ can do that right now to the sati 


1 


faction of the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Ark 
sas. 
ALLISON. Idid notsee the individual, I will say tot 

Senator. I should be glad to see him now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be obliged to th 
if he would point him out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from A 
kansas and the Senator from Iowa to the fact that under the pro- 
vision as it now stands, taking the two provisions together, 


| still wines, including ginger wines and vermuth ec: ee mo 


than 14 per cent of alcohol, shall pay 50 cents a gallon duty 

If they contain 25 per cent of alcohol, according to this pri 
sion they will pay, as we now have it, only 45 cents a gallon. 
other words, a vermuth containing 25 per cent of aleohol wou 
pay a less rate of duty than a vermuth containing 15 per cent « 
alcohol,as 15 per cent would pay 50 cents a gallon, and under the 
provision as you have it, if it conti ains 25 per cent, it would | 
less. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It w vould be classed as spirits. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. And of course it would pay a duty of 25 p 
cent proof spirits, w hich, at $1.80 per gallon, would be 45 cents \ 
gallon, according to my arithmetic. 

Mr. JONES of Ar kans is. It would be classed as proof spirit 
and pay a duty accordingly. We understand it pays a duty as 
if it were proof spirits. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It pays duty on the proof spirits in it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That isnot what the provision says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what it would do according to the 
terms of the proposed law in other respects. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It says,‘‘ Containing more than 25 
per eent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty ac- 
cordingly.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be 45 cents a gallon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would pay the full tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If you say it shall pay a duty of $1.80 a gal- 
lon I shall not object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, line 18, strike out 
“‘ twenty-five” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the pro- 
viso read: 

Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuthimported containing 
more than 24 per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty : 
cordingly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 20I move to strike out the words 
**duty accordingly ” and insert ‘‘a duty of $1.80 per gallon.” 

Mr. VEST. There is no occasion for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is the meaning of the language we 
might as well have it expressed. 

Mr. VEST. We prefer our own language, with all due respet 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator from Arkansas say 
in respect to my suggestion, that it will pay a duty of only 4: 
cents a gallon? “What answer does the Senator make to that 
suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is provided for in the bill, a 
that is sufficient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think it is provided for. I there- 
fore move to strike out the words ‘‘ duty accordingly,” in line 
20, and insert: 

A duty of $1.80 per gallon. 

So as to read: 

Shall be classed as spirits and pay a duty of 21.80 per galion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The amendment was rejected. 
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The VICE 


led with. 


-PRESID The reading of the bill will be pro- 












ct 
The Secretary id the next paragraph, as follows: 

Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 30 cents per gallon, but no sep 
er ora tional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jngs; otherwise 

in bottles or , 15 cents p gallon 

i Committec on Finance reported an amendment, in line 7 
before the ora eent > to strike out “fifteen” and insert 
"so astor t 
ir. ALDRICH. Imoveto nend the paragraph by insertin; 
i 1 of ‘‘thirty” in line 4, and “twenty” instead o 
n’ in the last line. Those are the rates of the present la’ 
Ck-P SIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
» vor irom Iivne l e stated. 
5 1 245, line 4, strike out ‘‘thirty 
wid inser or str ou } Md 1 *t 
t yas to m ) I rad 

‘ 1D } ! ‘0 eal ? 

sep t ’ 0 ev or jugs QO 
Che VI a-PR [DENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment rope ad by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

r= \LI in that let us have the yeas and nay 

Phe yea aa nays were ordered. 

. ALLISON. I do not if so Why it is proposed to re- 
duce the duty upon these articles imported from abroad. The 
duty is not a ver ioh one, and ially in the last clause, 
which the commit ropose nov sduce to 10 cents a gal- 
lo yn, While the House provision, | bh , is lb cents a gallon. 





1 
a other 


orte 
it upon beer 


tins law: 


lesor jug 


Under the 
wise than in bott 


id beer im} 
pus he duty pt 
to 


in bottle Now, itis proposed make the duty upon hott 
beer 30 cents, and the duty upon beer oo t otherwi 
cents a gallon. I think that is too great a difi pee, and I do 
not see any reason why we should reduce the sor, It is purely 
a revenue duty, justas the other articles here are articles having 
revenue duties. Of course, [do not expect to see it changed, 
but I regret that the committee have made the reduction. 





ts is the dilfe 


ween bottl 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
vided for under the McKinley ac 
in barrels 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
but in my own time to the fact that upon ale, beer, and porter 
in casks, imported from abroad, coming in competition with our 
own manufactures, at the moderate duty imposed by the present 
law, the imposts fort amounted to $412,: 377.40, and upon ale, 


enty cen 
t bet 


rence pro- 


L893 Dhbe 


beer, and porter in bottles, they amounted to $495,751, or an ag- 
gregate of $907,000. 


LLISON. U 


VLE. f 
Ny mo orm 
a hy. 


nder an ad valorem of 41 per cent. 

HAL Thatsum wi Wasp iid by the consumers of these higher 
pri ced malt li juors from abroad. No repr sentation appears to 
have been made here by anybody, by the people at large, by the 


a 


Tr sasury, by the consumers, as to why the duty sh yald be re- 
duced, and yet the committee proposes to take from it a large 
portion of this revenue and make it up on something else. Of 


course it is in the same line with the treatment which the com- 
nitt ecorded to these imported products in the form of 
spirits, not ‘malt liquors. 
Somebody or other, somebody 
fornia met when he was trying to protect n producers, 
has been here. The foreign importer has been "hook He has 
been abroad. His mark is shown here in the bill, and it rur 
all the way through whetheritis spirits, brandy, Scotch whisky, 


ee bh 


8 < 


whom the Sens yee yx from Cali- 
WwW 





Holland gin, favorite foreign liquors, or the finer kinds of beers 
porters, and ales, made in England, Austria, Germany, and 1 
haps in France. [tis all one way. The only person who in: any 


way will get one dollar of profit out of it will be the foreign im- 
porter. There will not be a bottle of German beer, or Bass’s ale, 
or malt liquor, or porter which will be one cent less to the con- 
sumer after the bill is passed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, whatever political di 
there may be between the Senator from Maine 
think he will belie 
Not a single 
gard to these duties. Thisreduction from 15 cents to 10 cents 
upon ale and beer not in barrels or kegs was made at the in- 
stance of a a smber of the committee whois not present here to- 
day, and who insisted upon some reduction, and urged vehe- 
mently that the present duty is too high. I thought then and 
think now it should be put back, and I have no ob} jection to put- 

ting back the duty to what was fixed by the other House, 15 cents, 
although it is not a matter of ve ry great differ: nce. tt applies 


fferences 
and myself, | 
ve me when I make a personal statement. 


onl} to these peculiar brands of German beer which are brought 
into this country 
Ameri 


and are drank principally by Germans. 
ans very seldom drink any of them, but prefer the do- 





human being has approached our committee in re- | 
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mestic beer. We will withdraw the amendment, because it isa 
matter of not the slightest importance. I wish to say to the 
Senator n Maine, however, that so far as any solicitation is 
concern none was made to us at all by anybody; not even 
written com! munication. 
| ALI Wl cou e nobody ill 1 l i sStLON pon 
t! fter the Senator’sstatement. | referred most ! 
ief that the importer had been here id la 

t Ss the st yment or ft +d tor from ¢ Lforn th 

\ W ng for thei tsof his ow Xe ople hi l 

New Ye importer » had oth ‘ i do 

vi W 

I ! Pl a he aid nou ma h 3 Wa >the com t e 
4 4 A t { A . T ‘ 3 i x i 
\ t reven oi t ire ry oO 

} Oo pet yn l 
i Rhode Isla th | 
a auty, l \ i l I L 
at l 
Presid thi mes 
\ iv l I S$ Wlil De a yi b < I yret 
tions of 1 t least 20, a i tl ‘ 
l 0 6V per cent a 1 in ) +} 
ens 3 suggested by the er Litt ire ) 
) [ 1 no und ‘stand ( ) l ro 
pose >] : a duty of 30 per cent V l 
P porte L bes ind on Sat ity 
( l n ¢ lis r’ l a l i 
tlial ven cuty 1s » DE iu 
l yn ore l 1G ) I 

) ) 1revenue a ; 3 ri ) Oo 
‘ nts, id other articles In « nmon Dy th ) ol 
ce and a ne ssity to them, and red the du to t 
f ( rpon ft en brandi nd upon forelena ) : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER W HIT n tl - 

1is on ag ing to the amendment of t } 
Rhode Island | M \LDR i}, on 1 h the yeas La 
Dot oraert 

lL} > r oceeded to eall the roll 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and withhold n 
vot s L see that itis necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. CULLOM (when hisname was called). Iam paired with 
the iior S tor from Delaware|Mr. GRAY]. He is not . 
ent d I withhold my vote. IEshould vote +o a" 3 ’ were 
present. 

' Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the nior Senator from New York(Mr. HI}. Lf } we es 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was ealled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida |Mr. CALL], and therefore witi 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PATLON (when his name was called). I am paired with 

junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grpson}. If he were 
present I should vote ‘* yea.” 
~ Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am 1 :d with 


the itor from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 
The roll call was concluded. 


league [Mr. 


L wish tostate that my col I 
elative and h 


Mr. PLATT. 








vho was called way by the death of ar $s not re- 
turned, is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Iowa 
| VILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina| Mr. IrBy}], 

te ** nay. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] If he were present I 10ould vote 
"nl 

Mr. CAMERON. Has the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


BUTLI eaves 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The 
Olina has not voted. 


Senator from South Car- 


CAMERON. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 
Mr.CAMDEN. wish to a *6 My pair with the Sena- 


7 under the conditions 
y vote w hen necessary to make a 


tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREV 
heretofore stated. I shall onl 
quorum. 
Mr. BRILCE. 
[Mr. WoLcorT]. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


7 


[ am paired with the Senator from Colora 
If he were present I should vote “ na 
Has the senior Senator from Ore 


lo 





{Mr. 


DOLPH} voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


He has not voted. 


I am paired with that Senator. 
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I desire to state that I am paired with the 
Otherwise I should 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Senator from Washington[Mr. SQUIRE]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. 
from South Dakota [Mr. 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Having the same privilege, in order to make | 
a yuorum, [ vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has | 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. ThenI take the liberty of withdrawing my 
vote for the present. Of course if it is necessary to make a 
quorum I will renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
withdraw his vote? 

Mr. GEORGE. He had better let it stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CAMERON. Having aright to vote to make a quorum, 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MiLLS. Ido the same thing. 
make a quorum, [ vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. If itis necessary to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.” | 

Mr. CAFFERY. IL reserved the right to vote to make a quo- | 
rum, and [ vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

‘*-Mr.GEORGE. If necessary to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL. If necessary to vote to make a quorum, 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 

McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Morrill, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
NAYS—29. 
Martin, 
Miils, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 


Under the terms of my pair with the Senator 
PETTIGREW] I have aright to vote. [| 


Does the Senator from Lowa 


If my vote is necessary to 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Dixon, 


Dubois, 
Frye, 
Hale 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 


Quay, 
Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Berry, 
Rlackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Caffery. 
Camden, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 


George, 
Gordon, 
Harris, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 
MclLaurip, Roach, 
McPherson, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Kyle, 
Loige, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Patton, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 


Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Allen, Gallinger, 
Bate, Gi>30n, 
Butler, Go .nw, 
Call, Gray, 

Carey, Hansbrough, 
Cockrell, Hawley 
Cullom, Hill, 

Davis, Hunton, 
Dolph, Irby, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment of the committee is withdrawn? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

246. Malt extract, including all preparations bearing the name and com- 
mercially known as such fluid, in casks, 15 cents per gallon; in bottles or 
jugs, 30 cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 30 per cent ad valorcin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a mistake in punctuation 
in line 9 of the paragraph. The comma after the word ‘ fluid” 
should come in after the word ‘‘such,” and not after the word 
** fluid.” 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that 
change will be made. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

247. Cherry juice and prune juice or prune wine, and other fruit juice not 
specially provided for in this act, containing 18 per cent or less of alcohol, 
50 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent of alcohol, $1.80 per 
proof galion. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Does the Chair understand | 


I call attention to paragraph 247 in analogy 
to the wine provision. Ifcherry juice and prune juice contain 
18 per cent of alcohol or less, they pay 50 cents. If they con- 
tain more than 18 per cent, they pay $1.80. SolI think I am 
somewhat strengthened and invigorated by my statement made 
awhile ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose of this paragraph is 
to prevent fraud being perpetrated under the pretense of the 
importation of fruit juice. Eighteen per cent is sufficient to 
preserve the juice and bring it here in a sound and healthy con- 
dition. Whena greater amount of alcohoi is put in it is evi- 
dently the intention of tke importer to smuggle juice into the 
country, and the intention is to make him pay a penalty for 
undertaking to do so. If they want to import fruit juice fairly 
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| of the Senator from Maine. 
| or less under the present law pays 60 cents. 
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and honestly they can put in the necessary spirits to bring it in 
without difficulty, and after that limitation if they undertake to 
perpetrate a fraud they pay a penalty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam thoroughly in accord with the provi- 
sion of the paragraph, but I was merely contrasting it with 
the one which we had under debate a little while ago when cer- 
tain other people who want to bring in spirits under the name 
of wines were allowed to bring them in at 25 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thethingsare totally unlike. 
ular order. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
the Senate. .The reading will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I noted and appreciated what the Senator from 


Reo- 


| Arkansas said, that the object is to make the difference between 


the two sufficent to deter false entries; but why was it consid- 
ered necessary to make the discrimination between the juices 
which are 18 per cent or less and those which are over so much 
greater than under the present act? 

In the present act it is 6) cents per gallon for 18 per cent of 
alcohol or less, and for that which is over 18, where the oppor- 
tunity for fraud arises, it is $2.50, or a difference of $1.90 between 
the two. The committee have made the difference by adopting 
the provision of the House only the difference between 50 cents 
and $1.80, which is $1.30. Now, does the Senator think that that 


| discrimination is better than the older and larger discrimina- 


tion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the criticism 
This juice containing 18 per cent 
Under the bill we 
propose that it shall pay 50 cents. That is a reduction from 60 
to 50 cents. Then the juice containing more than 18 per cent 
pays the same duty that a gallon of proof spirits would pay, and 
for the reason I have explained distinctly to the Senator from 
Iowa. The tax on a gallon of proof spirits imported from abroad 
under the McKinley act was $2.50. Under this bill it is $1.80. 
That imposed the tax on a gallon of proof spirits upon this 
article when more than the required per cent of alcohol went 
into the prune juice, and this is just the same provision exactly. 

Mr. HALE. Now I catch whatI did not catch before, and it 
is perfectly satisfactory. This is made to adaptitself to the rate 
that is fixed on proof spirits. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

248. Ginger ale or ginger beer, 20 per cent ad valorem, but no separate or 
additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles. 

249. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral 
waters, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 249, line 21, I move 
to strike out the word “thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty,” so as to 
make the rate 20 per cent ad valorem on ‘‘all imitations of nat- 
ural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral waters.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


| ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], not now in his seat, desires to offer an amendment at 
this point in the bill. I have sent for him, but in the meantime 
I send the amendment to the desk, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire for the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 249, 
and in lieu thereof to insert— 


249. All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in green 
or colored glass bottles, containing not more than 1 pint, 16 cents per dozen 
bottles; if containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart, 25 cents 

r dozen bottles. But no separate duty shall be assessed tupon the votities. 
Frimported otherwise than in plain green or colored glass bottles, or if im- 

orted in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, and 

n addition thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or other covering 
at the same rates that would be charged if imported empty or separately. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Massachusetts does 
not come into the Chamber before I conclude the brief statement 
I desire to make, I shall ask that the paragraph may be passed 
over. He is engaged in performing a duty to which he has been 
assigned by direction of the Senate. 

I notice that the present law puts a duty of 16 cents per dozen 
pint bottles on all mineral waters, which, I suppose, includes 
natural mineral waters. The committee not only reduce the 
duty on imitations of natural mineral waters and artificial min- 
eral waters, but they propose to admit free of duty all natural 
mineral waters. Ido not understand why it is necessary to re- 
lieve natural mineral waters from the payment of any duty 
whatever. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire was kind enough, during my temporary absence on busi- 
ness of the Senate, to offer 
offer when this ps iragraph was reached, reimposing the rates of 
the McKinley act. Of course, this paragraph covers articles of 
consumption totally different from all the other articles in this 


schedule. It involves not only the important industry of nat- 
ural mineral waters and the making of artificial mineral 


waters, but also many associated industries. I desire to read 
a letter stating the case, written by a gentleman largely engaged 
in this business. He is also an importer. So that,so far as he 
is immediately concerned, his business would not suffer; but he 
puts the case for the home manufacturer. He says: 

BOSTON, June 2, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: I wish you would place before the honorable Senate the fol- 
lowing statement bearing upon the importation of mineral waters. 

During the past twenty years the importation of mineral waters has in- 
creased to an enormous extent, and keeps increasing every year. This has 
seriously crippled the mineral-water industry of this c ountry. The amount 
of money that leaves this country for those waters foots up to at least three 
quarters of a million dollars every year. 

These imported waters are by no means superior to the waters we have in 
this country. We have the richest production of mineral waters, North, 
South, East, and West, that can be found in any part of the world. Ican 
notunderstand why somecheck can not be put on the importation of foreign 
waters. 

Several industries connected with the mineral-water trade have suffered 
seriously through this source, viz., the manufacture of mineral waters, 
manufacture of glass bottles, manufacture of mineral-water apparatus, the 
cork trade, label printing, etc., which would give thousands of skilled labor- 
omer nthis country. 

I wish to state here that we pay our employés from $10 to $30 per week, 
whereas in Germany, where the greater part of this water is manufactured, 
the same class of workmen receive from 6 to 18 marks per week (some re- 
ceiving 1 mark per day, some as high as 3), or from about $1.50 to 4.50 per 
week. This is in the rural districts. 

I am well acquainted with this su bject, as I have been in Germany on 
three occasions and have traveled through thosedistricts. Under such con- 
ditions it would be impossible for us engaged in the mineral-water business 
tocompete with the importers, labor being so cheap there and a here, 
and the freight from Hamburg, Rotterdam, or any other port to this coun- 
try is so low. 

On that account instead of having the duty 30 per cent ad valorem, as it is 
in the Wilson bill, it should be 109 per cent, or in other words those waters 
should be prohibited altogether, as it is only a matter of fancy and luxury 
to use foreign waters in preference to our mineral waters here. 

I hope you will make a strong argumentin behalf of the mineral-water in- 
dustry of this country, and also in behalf of the labor and industries in gen- 
eral, as in my judgment it is impossible for the country to exist in a pros- 
perous state without a high tariff. 

I remain yours, respectfully, 
ROGER F. SCANNELL. 


Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE. 


The writer of that letter is familiar with the entire business 
in all its aspects. Mineral springs, as he states, exist all over 
this country. Some are developed and some are undeveloped. 
They stand, so far as their value is concerned, on precisely 
the same ground as iron,or coal, or any other gift of nature of 
that character; and I can see absolutely no reason for drawing 
a distinction between mineral waters and coal or iron, which 
have both been given a large protective duty, whilst the duty 
proposed here on these mineral waters is absolutely insufficient. 
It will result in driving the native mineral waters from the 
market; it will also greatly diminish the associate industries, 
which are very numerous and employ a great many men. 

It strikes not only the manufacturers of mineral water, but the 
manufacturers of glans bottles, which are made in this country 
for our own mineral waters, and it also strikes at the manufac- 
turers of mineral- water apparatus, the label printing for bottles, 
and all the men engaged in every branch of the industry. If 
there could be any industry suggested entitled to a fair protec- 
tion it certainly is this one. Mineral waters, if they are to be 
introduced and imported into this country, are a proper source 
of revenue. For that reason, Mr. President, I offer the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, reflection convinces me 
that mineral watersimported should pay aduty; that they should 
— ibute to provide revenue for the Government and the gen- 

‘al welfare of this country; and that they should also pay a 
duty as a protection to our own industries. 

It is very evident from the letter read by the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the cost of the production of mineral waters 
is almost entirely a question of labor. The cost of producing 
mf ign water for importation into this country is substantially 
all labor. 

When I was in Carlsbad in 1889, where I saw them bottling 
the Carlsbad water for exports ition to the United States, I in- 
quired the price of labor and the kind of labor that they employed 
to do that work, and I was informed that full-grown men who 
did that work were paid a florina day; that is, 40 cents. The 
same kind of labor for which 40 cents a day is paid in Carlsbad, 
according to my observation, would receive in this country 
from a dollar to a dollar and a half a day, and perhaps the more 
intelligent workmen engaged in bottling the mineral waters of 
this country would receive much more than that. 

Mr. President, the taking the duty off of foreign mineral waters 
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an amendment which I desired to | 
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will simply flood the market with those mineral waters to the 
destruction of our mineral waterindustry. To be sure it is bet- 
ter that these waters should come in and supplant our own 
waters than that French brandies and vile compounds, like ab- 
sinthe and other cordials, should come in and poison and destr oy 
our people; but certainly the mineral waters which are produced 
by the cheap labor of Europe and other countries ought to have 
a ‘duty imposed upon them out of regard to our own labor. 

Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, 1 desire to add a word to what 
has been said by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

In Idaho the bottling of mineral waters has become a great 
industry. We have near the village of Soda Springs, on’ the 
line of the Oregon Short Line R rilro: ud, several mineral springs 
which produce immense quantities of natural mineral water. 
The water is bottled, being naturally charged, and having as 
much life as the Apollinaris and other waters which are arti- 
ficially charged. 

The water of these springs find a market in Idaho, and they 
are also exported in large quantities into Montana, Oregon, 
Washington, and Utah, but the waters can not be shipped K: st 
on account of the heavy y rates of transportation to Eastern points 
in this country, where they come in competition with the im- 
por = waters; and hence, in my opinion, a duty of 16 cents 
per 1 dozen pint bottles or 25 cents per dozen on quart bottles 
ought to be imposed on the imported waters 

As stated by the Senator from New Hampshire >», and as I un- 
derstand it, these imported natural mineral waters are a proper 
subject for the imposition of a duty, and in my opinion they are, 
of all waters, those which ought to pay a duty. 

I will go further and say that artificial mineral waters should 
be required to be stamped “artificial mineral water” on the 
bottles, so as to prevent our people being deceived by them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. MayI ask the Senator what would be the 
cost in Idaho of the ordinary labor of adults that would be em- 
ployed in bottling those waters? Would it beas lowin any case 
as 40 cents a day “for any kind of adult labor employed in that 
work? 


Mr. SHOUP. Oh, no; nothing like it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Whatwould probably be the labor cost in 
Idaho? 


Mr. SHOUP. The probs ability is that the labor in such work 
there would cost from $1.50 to $2 a day. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether the mineral 
waters in his own State have not been proved by analysis and by 
use to be as good and as safe table waters as the mineral table 
waters of Europe? 

Mr.SHOUP. I will say to the Senator that our waters are 
equal or superior to any waters of the kind in the wor! ld: and 
the mineral w: atersare bottled just as they come from our spring 
requiring no artificial charging whatever. The diftic ulty is, 
I have stated, that the rate of transportation from Idaho to Ne 
York is two or three times as much as the freight from !ur on 
to the city of New York; and so our mineral waters are driven 
out of the Eastern market. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to emphasize the point which has been 
so strongly confirmed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHouP}, 
that under this clause natural mineral waters, as I understand 
it—if I do not misread the clause—go upon the free list, and a 
duty of 30 per cent ad valorem is imposed on imitation mineral 
waters. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that before he came in the committee proposed an 
amendment reducing the duty of 30 per cent ad valorem to 20 
per cent, which was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. That I had not heard; but it only still further 
strengthens the point I make. Why a there be a duty on 
coal or a duty on iron ore and the refusal of a duty on miner il 
waters? Weare opening these springs all over the country, and 
they are of great value, just as valuable asthe Ex 1ropean springs, 
and if they are stricken down and not allowed to be developed, 
while we have a duty on coal and iron, or if the duty on mineral 

raters is cut so low it will force men like my cor — nt 
whose letter I have read, who prefer to go on bottling the Amer- 
ican mineral waters , to. become solely importers. The result 
would be under this clause the practical destruction of the na- 
tive industry and the forcing of these men into some other oc- 
cupation. 

Mr.CHANDLER. 


as 


Ishould like toask the Senator from Colo- 


rado [Mr. TELLER] whether water is not bottled at Colorado 
Springs, at Mz initou, and also at Idaho Springs? When I was in 
Colorado in 1873 there was no habitation at the so-called soda 


springs at Manitou. There was a village at a place called Idaho 


Springs. I have been informed that since that time a large in- 
dustry has grown up in the bottling of those waters. | should 


like the Senator to state whether that is soor not. I call his at- 
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tention to the fact that mineral water is to be admitted free 
under the provisions of this bill, and I should like the Senator 
to state what the price of labor would be in Colorado to-day em- 
ployed in bottling those waters? 

Mr. TELLER. Natural mineral water is bottled at Manitou 


in large quantities, and it is also bottled at two or three other | 


places in the State—not at Idaho Springs now; that, I under- 
stand, has been discontinued; but quite a large industry has 
grown wp in the bottling of natural waters, and itis being ex- 
tended to a great many springs; though in my State there are 
many springs which have never been touched. 

The labor cost in Colorado, as a rule, is nearly double what it 
is in the country east of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. VEST. I can not understand why there is any complaint 
in the duties proposed in this bill on artificial mineral waters. 
As { understand, we are not now discussing the natural mineral 

Waters. 

Mr. FRYE. There isan amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopDGE] to include natural mineral 
waters. 

Mr. VEST. I did not know that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is to impose a duty on natural min- 
eral waters. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. In 1890, after a debate which i 
remember very well, both by Republican and Democratic votes, 


all natural mineral waters were put upon the free list, and they | 


remain there to-day under the existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment that I offered is the same as 
the provision in the McKinley act. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator has offered an amend- 
ment; butI am speaking now of the existing legislation. Under 
the McKinley act all mineral waters, not artificial, were put on 
the free list. 

Mr. HALE. hey are on the free list in the McKinley aet? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and I recollect very weil the debate in which 
Apollinaris water figured very conspicuously. 

Mr. LODGE. The McKinley act says: 

and all imitations of natural mineral waters. 


rT" 


All mineral waters, 


It includes both. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the free list in the 
Me inley act he will find that all mineral waters not artificial 
are on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. 
for,” I suppose are on the free list; but these are otherwise pro- 
vided for here. 

Mr. VEST. Then Iam worse mistaken than I have ever been 
in my life, and I have at times been badly mistaken. I read 
paragraph 650 of the McKinley act, which is partof the free list: 
Mir ] t 3, all not artificial. 


Niinerai waters 


[remember the debate very well, and it was one of the very 


few things about which both sides of the Chamber seemed to | 


agree in 1890. The Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALDRICH] 
remembers it. 

The imitation waters under the McKinley act, in bottles con- 
taining not more than one pint, pay a duty of 22.59 per cent; 
artificial mineral waters, in bottles containing more than one 
pint and less than one quart, 19.52 per cent; and artificial min- 


eral waters and waters in bottles containing more than one | 


quart, 24 per cent. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives put 30 
per cont, or an increase of 8 per cent, over the first and 11 per 
cent over the second classification. We simply brought itdown 
to the equivalent in the McKinley act, as it now is, of 20 per 
cent, which isafair duty. Unless the Senate has changed its 
mind materially as to putting mineral waters on the dutiable 
list, the provision in this bill is right. 

Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
understanding has been that the Senate was proceeding under 
the five-minute rule. While there has been some transgression 
of the rule, as the Chair understands, the Senator can not speak 
a second time upon the same amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Idaho will proceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, in 1890 I made inquiry as to the 
amount of water brought in and shipped from Idaho springs, in 
the State of Idaho, and I was informed by the agent that in 1889 
535,000 bottles had been shipped. The same authority states 
that about a million bottles or 250,000 gallons had been shipped 
in 1890. 

I have some recent data at my hotel which I should like to 
present to the Senate. I therefore ask that this paragraph may 
go over until to-morrow to enable me to produce them. 
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Mr. VEST. Would the Senator not just as soon have the mat- 

| ter considered when the bill is reported to the Senate? We do 

| not like to leave a gap and go back in the bill again. The Sen- 
ator can bring the matter up when the bill is reported to the 
Sonate. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

is now. 

Mr.SHOUP. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
| ment proposed by the Senatorfrom Massachusetts[Mr. LopGr]. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). lam paired with the 

junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. DANTEL (when his name was called). 

the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuIRE}. 

Mr. LOUVGE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
| the Senator from New York [Mr. Hinu]. If he were present, I 
| should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
| Mr. MILLS (when his name wasealled). Iam paired with the 

Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and shall not 

vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
| the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
| my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when bis name was called). 
| my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GrBson]. 
were present [ should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. Lopcs}], | transfer my pair with the 
Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New York 
[Mr. H1Lu], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. Then I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming [Mr. Carrey]. If he were present I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
from Wisconsin {[Mr. VILAs]}. 
"7 yea.” 


‘Mr. PLATT. 


The question will be quite as open then as it 
4 1 t 


[ am paired with 


I again announce 
If he 


I am paired with the Senator 
If he were here I should vote 


I am paired with tho Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. I snould vote ‘‘yea” if he were present. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I with- 
draw my vote. lam paired with the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia {Mr. QUAY], who, I observe, has not voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—20 

Hoar, 
Lodge, 

Me Millan, 
Manderson, 
Peffer, 


Perkins, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Washburn, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dixon 


Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Irye, 
Hale, 
Higgins, 





YS- 
McLaurin, 
McPherson, 
Martin, 
Murphy, 

Pasco, 

Pugh, 

Roach, 
NOT VOTING 

Gallinger, Mills, 

Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon 

Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. 

Hansbrough, forgan, 

Hawley, Morrill, 

Hill, Palmer 

Hunton, Patton, 

Irby Pettigrew, 

Jones, Nev. latt, 

Kyle, Power 


oF 


Smith, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


| Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Bianchard, 
Caffery, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 


George, 
Gordon, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 


Proctor, 
Quay, 
Tiansom, 
Sherman, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
| Call, 
Camden, 
| Cameron, 
Carey, 
Davis, 
| Faulkner, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE I--COTTON MANUFACTURES. 
Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp yarn, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single by grouping or twisting two or more single 
| yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any 
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter provided for, valued 
at not exceeding 12 cents per pound, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 
12cents per pound and not exceeding cents per pound, 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem; valued at over 20 cents per pound and not exceeding 30 cents per 
pound. 30 per cent ad valorem: valued at over 30 cents per pound and not 
exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


259 


{ move tostrike out the paragraph 
which has just been read, and to insert in lieu of it what I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The amendment will be stated. 











1894. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 250, 


and insert: 

Cotton thread and carded yern, 
beamsor in bundles, skeins o I 
ofcotton hereinafter provided 
beyond the condition of singles by g 


warps or warp yarn, insingies, whether on 
or in any other form, except spool threa l 
t colored, bleached, dyed, or adv d 
iping or twisting two or more single 












yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to and including No. 15, 
one-fifth of acent per number per pound on all numbers exceeding No. 15 and 
up to and including No. 30, and one-quarter of a cent per number per pound 


on all numbers exceeding No. 30; colored, bleached, dyed, combed or ad- 


vanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting two or more 
single yarns together, whether on beams, or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in 
any other form, except spoo! thread of cotton hereinafter provided for 


rs up to and including No. 20, and on ail 
tenths ofacent per number per pound: Pro- 


6 cents 
numbersexceec 


per pound on all numb 
ling No. 20 three 


vided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, nor exceed 


15 cents per pound oa yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not ex- 
ceeding 40 cents per pound: dnd provided further, That on all yarns valued 
at more than 40 cents per pound there be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agre¢ od to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasc 
reading of the bill will be cial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 
dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for 


‘ 3 of thread, 4} cents per d ? 
every additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 


100 yards, 44 cents per dozen spools. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are certain amendments to 
that paragraph I desire to propose, which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFF NICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator nt Arkcangh s will be stated. 
The SECRETARY yn page 58, line 25, paragraph 251, after 
the word ‘thread, it is propose d ti ) strike out ‘ four and one- 
half” and insert *‘ five and one-half;” and in line 4, on page 59, 


Silaii 


)inthe chair). The 











before the word  * cents,” to strike out ‘** four and one-half’ and 
insert * five and one-half:” $0 as to read: 

251. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 
yards of thread cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for 
every additional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 
100 yards, 5} cents per dozen spools, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The reading of the bill will 


252. Cotten cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
ar not exceeding fifty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, lcent per square , ard; if bleached, 1} cents per square yard; if dyed, 


colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2 cents per square yard. 

53, Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
excecding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the comes inch, counting the 
nd fi if bleached, 

















warp | , i} « 5 per , ae yard; } cents per square 
yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2} cents per square ya 

Provided, That ont eotton ‘doen not exceeding 100 thread to the sq uar¢ 
inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, valued at over 6} cents per square yard, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; bleached, valued at over 9 cents per square yard, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; — dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 
cents per sq rd, there shall - : levied, collected, and paid a duty of 30 








per ce tadv aaeame 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
and insert what follows in sn 
“he RETARY. Itis p 


m 





[ move tostrike out paragraph 25: 





ll type. 
to 


SE roposed strike out paragraph 253 









































and insert: 

Ootton cloth, not bleached, dyed, cok . Stained, painted, nted, 
ex ding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, ¢ Le 
wa i ling,and not exceeding 6square yards to the pound, 1} ce per 
square yard; exceeding 6 and not exceeding 9 square yards to the pound, | 
cen rsqua 9 square yards to the pound, 1} cents per 
§ rd ex ding 6 square yards tothe pow I 
cent square and not exceeding 9 square yard » the 
pound, 1} cents exceedi ) square rds to the pouni, 2 
cel per square plored, stained, painted, or printed, and no 
ex ding 6 square yi vanie to the pound, 2} cents per square yard; exc ling 
6 and nc yt exceeding 9 square yards to the peund, 3} cents per square yard; 
é x 9 square yards to the pound, 8} cents p r square y rd: Provided, 
cotton cloth notexceeding 100threa isto thesquare inch, counting 

l filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained paint eng nt ibe 
OV 7 cents per square yar > per cent ad valorem; bleached, 
over 9 cents per square yar per cent ad cahewtens: and dyed, 


red, § 
there shall be levied 


col tained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 cent per square y: am 
collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cent ad valore 
The amendment was agreed to 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proce dd. 


The Sex 


The reading of the bill will 


retary read as follows: 
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24. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, | 
exceeding i100 and not exceeding 150 threads to thesquare inch, counting the 


Warp and filling, 1} cents per square es if bleached, 2} cents per square 
yard; ifdyed , colored, stained, painted, or printed 3} cents per square yard: 
Py ded, T hat on all cotton cloth Se seeding 100 and not exceeding 150 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, including ali cot- 
ton duck, not leached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 74 cents per re yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; bleached, includ- 
ing all cotton duck, valued at over 10 cents per square yard, 30 per cent ad 
valorem; dyed, aotenni i, stained, painted, or primted, valued at over 124 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 
per centad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out that pa 
graph, and insert what follows in small type. 





sqi 








an | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be read. 

‘he Secretary read as follows: 

204. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, ec i, or pr l 
aX ling 109 and not exceedi g 150 threa i iti ’ 






filling, and not exceedil 





rd; exceeding 4 and not 


ce 3p square yard 1 exceeding 6 and not ex 8 squa 
pour ( ts per square yard; exceeding 8 + is p 
ce *square yard; it bleached, and no | ! 





nts per square yard; exceed 












ya to the pound, 3 cents per square yal ex 
5 sq yards to the pound per lar 
yards to the pound cents per square yard; if dye ) r 
pain rinted, and not exceeding 4 squa vards tot 
per s i d; exceeding 4and not excet 6 square y 
3} cel per square yard; ed 6a not « ; 
the pound, 4} cents per square yard; e y ua t 
th cc 3 per re yard: Provided, Th ll cottor } 
and not exceeding 150 threads to the inch, counti \ 1 
filling, not jbl 1ed, dyed, colored, rp ‘ v 
ove ( 3 per square yard, 20 per cent ; l ut 
ove i cen square yard, 35 per centad dyed, color ’ 
pail or valued at over 12} cents ey 2 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 



































The PRESIDING OFFICI The Chair calls the on 
of the Senator from Arkansas to line 12, and suggests that the 
word ‘‘ pounds” should be ** pound.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not printed that } 
copy of the bill I have, but if it is so printed in any other copy, 
it should be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, it is proposed to strike out (the 
the word ** pounds” and insert ‘** pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be m 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

255. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, « l Dp 
exceed r 150 and not exce ling Jthreads to th I 
the ¥ and filling, 2? cents per square yard; if blea 
yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4} cen { 

Provided, That on all cotton cloth exceed 150 and 1 ‘ a 00 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filli ) 

dyed, colored, stained, painted, or ] valued at é nts p 

yard, 30 per cent ad varorem; blet , Valued at over 10 1 

yard » per cent ad valorem; dyed, colored, staine i I 

valued at over 12 cents per squat th vil t rd 
paid it 10 p ‘ vi va n 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas uit 
there is no oceasion for reading the text which is to trie n 
out. Iask unanimous consent that it 2 p Ov 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If th no obiection | 
be so dered. he ¢ thair hear 1O 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out para 
and insert what follows in small type 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Th 1 | l by 
the S« from Arkansas will be stated 

The SE rARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 255 

nd 

». I th not bleached, dyed 1 1ined ! 

€ t l exceeal Wt! ’ » LHe squ ? 

a not are yVardsto I 

Val 4 c iin ut ) ( t hi : t L 

per sq i I é ) 
t l 4 ul the } l 
ine 1 } I x 1 x 
yal the ) ! > ird; exce 1 
] A al i it Va t t 
paints \ i t 3 t ; 3 
per sq é ¢ ine 3 r4 uare 
i) cen l y 1 ig 4 lyr ‘ ! ‘ ul ) 
t poun i jua l I 
E ‘| ‘ 1 Cc tt A 

ex to the square inch yunti pand 

no stained, painted, or l, v 1 at 

cel ita rem ut 

l I I ‘ntad valorem; dy | j i l, 

palt over [25 cents per square } t r ) 
levi y of 40 per cent ad valorem 

The PRI SEDING OF FICER. The question ison the adoption 
of th ume! ered by the Senator from Arkar as Mr 





ment was agre 











The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follow 

( l n sached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
r ng 200 tl id 0 tl e in yunting the warp and f! ig, 3 
cents per e yard; if i i r square yard; if dyed, colored 
stained, pa or printe i ed, That i 
ic loths not bleached ited, or p l, 
) ¢ 3p orem; | l, 
valued at o r 12 cents 1 ) 1; ar l, 
colored, stained, painted, or printé Dp square 
yard, there shail be levied, coll ( t ad va- 
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The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 256 
and insert: 

256, Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and 
not exceeding 2) square yards to the pound, 3cents persquare yard; exceed- 
ing 2} and not exceeding 3} square yards to the pound, 3} cents per square 
yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding5 square yards tothe pound, 4cents per 
square yard; exceeding 5square yards to the pound, 4} cents per square 
yard; if bleached, and not exceeding 2} square yards to the pound, 4 cents 
per square yard; exceeding 2} and not exceeding 3} square yards to the 
pound, 4} cents per square yard; exceeding 3} and not exceeding 5 square 
yards to the pound, 5 cents per sqnare pees: exceeding 5square yardsto the 
pound, 5} cents per square yard; ifdyed, colored, painted, or printed, and not 
exceeding 3) square yards to the pound, 5] cents per square yard; exceeding 
3} square yards to the pound, 6} cents persquare yard: Provided, Thatonall 
such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed. colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12 cents per square yard: bleached, valued at over 14 cents 
per square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 16 cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
cuty of 35 per cent ad valorem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

267. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the foregoing para- 
graph of this schedule, shall be held to include all woven fabrics of cotton 
in the piece, whether figured, fancy, or plain, not specially provided for in 
this act, the warp and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other practicable means. ; 

258. Clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
tion, handkerchiefs, and neckties or neckwear composed of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component 
materialof chief value, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing not specially pro- 
vided tor in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

259. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, 35 per cent ad valorem; on all such goods, if bleached, 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 23 of paragraph 259 I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘* forty;” so as 
to read *'40 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 24, I move to insert the 
words ‘*‘seven and a half;” so as to read ‘‘47¢ per cent ad va- 
lorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

260. Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille forms the component material of chief 
value, 40 per cent advalorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert what follows in 
small type. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 260: 

Sleeve linings or other cloths, composed of cotton and silk, whether known 
as silk stripe sleeve lining, silk stripes, or otherwise, 45 percent ad valorem‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

261, Stockings, hose, and half-hose, made on knitting machines or frames, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, valued at 
not more than $1.50 per dozen, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
cluded in brackets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. __ 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘act,” in line 9, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, 
valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

262, Stockings, hose and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, 
including such as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stockings, 
hose or half-hose, all of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, finished or unfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 16 I move to strike out 
**cloclw” and insert ‘‘clocked.” It should be ‘‘clocked stock- 
ings.” It is a misprint. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 17 [ move to insert the 
words “and knitted shirts or drawers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 18;I move to strike out 
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“forty” and insert “‘forty-five;” so as to read ‘ 45 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


233. Cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, tape, gimps, galloons, 
webbing, goring, suspenders, and braces, made of cottoa or other vegetable 
fiber, and whether composed in part of India rubber or otherwise, and cot- 
ton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out thatparagraph, 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 263, 
and insert: 

263. Cords, braid, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, tapes, gimps, galloons, 
webbing, goring, suspenders, and braces, woven, braided, or twisted lamp 
or candle wicking, lining for bicycle tires, spindle binding, any of the above 
made of cotton or other vegetable fiber and whether composed in part of 
India rubber or otherwise, 45 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.LODGE. DidI understand the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas omitted entirely ‘‘ cotton damask ’ ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is to be included in.the fol- 
lowing paragraph. 

Mr. LODGE. It is to be offered as a separate paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkanasas. It is to be offered as an amend- 
ment to follow the words ‘‘ cotton duck,” in the first line of the 
next paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

264. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act, in- 
cluding cloth having India rubber as a component material, 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the word 
‘‘cotton,” in the first line of the paragraph, the words “ includ- 
ing cotton duck and cotton damask in the piece, or otherwise.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to be heard upon that amendment. 

Mr. President, of all the surprises during the progress of the 
bill this is the greatest. Here is one of the most important 
schedules in the bill, which covers ten pages of closely printed 
matter, and it has been substantially disposed of in thirty min- 
utes. The Senate was for many days discussing the question of 
the proposed amendment of the committee fixing the time when 
the bill should take effect, and other comparatively trivial mat- 
ters have occupied the time of the Senate for days. 

Now, we are disposing of the cotton schedule, embracing ten 
pages of the bill, vital to a great industry of all the New Eng- 
land States, and my vigilant and aggressive friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has not opened his mouth. No objection 
has been made to a single line or provision of the schedule. My 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], who has taken so able 
and instructive a part in this discussion is silent, and even my 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is not in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from Oregon allow me to tender 
him my profound thanks and gratitude? For the first time in 
my life I have been commended for not opening my mouth, and 
I want it recorded. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this silence is significant, and I 
want to know whatit means. I want to know why my friend 
from Rhode Island, representing so many of the great cotton 
manufactories in that State, is sUent now; I want to know why 
my friend from Connecticut |[Mr. PLATT], who has been so vigi- 
lant in looking after the ihterests of his State,is absent. There 
is but one conclusion, and that is that this schedule is satisfac- 
tory to the cotton manufacturers. Whyis it? Is it because the 
Democratic majority have abandoned its platform and its prin- 
ciples? Why have we not heard during the consideration of 
this schedule something about the profits of the cotton manu- 
facturers? Why have we not heard some denunciation of the 
robber barons manufacturing cotton? 

If our Democratic friends have abandoned their position, if 
they have gone astray from their platform, if they have become 
afraid of their principles, and know that to destroy this great 
industry would not only destroy the prosperity of the country, 
but destroy the Democratic party, I congratulate them on their 
conversion to the doctrine of protection. I can tell better 
whether that is the case when we reach the woolen schedule. 

If I find in the woolen schedule that the woolen manufactur- 
ers of New England have been treated as liberally as the cotton 
manufacturers, I shall say that is conclusive proof that our 
friends have abandoned their position on the tariff in regard to 
the cotton manufactures of this country. If I find, on the con- 
trary, that the provisions of the woolen schedule are not satis- 











rs 





1894. 








factory to the New England Senators, and that they will claim 
that the provisions of thatschedule will destroy the woolen man- 
ufactures in their States, then, sir, I shall know that the action 
of the majority concerning this schedule is because cotton is a 


product of the South; then I shall know that the reason for fix- | 


ine this cotton schedule so that it is satisfactory to New Eng- 
iand, is because cotton minufacturing isan industry of the South. 
Mr. President, I repeat that I am amazed that the cotton 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 





6101 


Mr. DOLPH. Irose simply to call attention to the fact, after 
the controversy between the Senator from California an’ the 
Senator from Missouri, for one had one in mind and the other 
had another. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that aside from this reduction, 
this schedule, which was prepared by a number of mianufactur- 


| ers of Fall River so far as the price of cloth is concerned, is per- 


schedule, covering ten pages of the bill, should have been read | 


and substantially passed in thirty minutes, and not a New Eng- 
land Senator opening his mouth to protest against its provisions. 
The Senator from Colorado |Mr. TELLER] asks me why should 
they, as it is satisfactory to them. How and why has it become 
satisfactory? Who was it that secured these satisfactory pro- 
visions? I ein not, I do not believe that New England and the 
South have combined, that there has been any agreement be- 
tween New England and the Democratic majority in regard to 
the progressor the final disposition of this bill which secured 
this result. 

There must be some reason not apparent. Why is it thatour 
friends have so suddenly changed front? Wy is it that protect- 
ive duties are given to manufacturers of cutton? I understand 
the general reduction in this schedule will not be over 80 per 
cont upon the duties imposed by the McKinley law, and under 
the changed conditions of the country, with the fall in prices, 
no doubt the duties to be levied by this schedule, when it be- 
comes a law, will be nearly equivalent tothose in the McKinley 
law. 

The Pacific coast is discriminated against, as we have no cotton 
manufactures. I should like to know why it is that the great in- 
dustries of my State are to be destroyed and the industries of 
New England are to be protected; and some of the rest of us 
should like to know the reason why. I disclaim all idea that 
there has been any agreement between New England and the 
majority of the Senate concerning this schedule by which the 


haps the most scientific schedule that has ever been prepared 
upon the subject. The rates are lower than the manufacturers 
of New England or the people interested in the manufacture of 
cotton throughout the country desire, but so far a method 
of representing the rate is concerned it is most satisfactory. 

[ realize, as all the other Senators from New England do, that 
it is impossible to have the rates fixed in accordance with our 
notions. If that had been possible I certainly should have 
moved an amendment to every paragraph on the schedule, but 
I recognize theinevitable. I think that the committee deserves 
the thanks of the cotton manufacturers of the country, certainly, 
for having consented to an arrangement which, while the duties 
are not high enough, is perfectly satisfactory as to the methods 
by which they are levied. 

“Mr. GEORGE. How do they compare with the McKinley du- 
ties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think they average about 30 per cent lower 
than the McKinley duties, and [ suppose that is about the aver- 
age reduction which is made throughout the bill. I trust this 


s the 


| explanation will be satisfactory to my friend from Oregon as to 
| the reasons why the New England Senators did not antagonize 


the schedule. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Oregon has not observed 
perhaps that the only question before the Senate upon 
paragraphs is not the question of their adoption, but whether 


certain amendments to the House provisions should be adopted; 


LILeCSa 


| and while those amendments do not raise the duty, theydo make 


final one of the bill is to be effected or the time when the | 


bill shall be voted upon determined. 

If I find the woolen schedule has not been dealt as fairly with, 
I shall believe that it is because the Democratic majority in this 
body has come to the conclusion that the South has an interest 
in cotton manufactures, and desires to preserve the home mar- 
ket for itscotton, and to protect its cotton manufacturers. I am 
glad that this industry has been protected and provided for. I 


should have voted for any increase of duties if it had been de- | 
sired by the New England Senators, just as I voted on my own | 


motion not to put rice in the same category with wheat and 
other agricultural products of the North. 
tion. 
to know what is the secret of this matter, the reison why the 
cotton schedule has been dealt with as it has. 

[ desire to call the attention of the Senate and of the country 
to the fact that the Democratic majority, which has been de- 
nouncing the manufacturers of this country, and is seeking to 
destroy the agricultural industries of the country, to destroy the 
woolgrowing industry, and to put our laborers engaged in pro- 
ducing agricultural products on a level with the laborers of the 
rest of the world, and which proposes to put lumber on the free 
list, has presented here a cotton schedule that is so satisfactory 
to New England that not a New England Senator has opened 
his mouth to protest against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the S:nator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ought to say a word in answer to the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Oregon. I wil! say that the 
rates in the schedule are reduced, I should think, about 3) per 
cent upon the average below those imposed by the xct of 189). 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the Senator state the av- 
erage imposed by the McKinley law and also by this bill, so that 
we may know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average rate imposed by the act of 1890 
upon cotton cloth, as shown by the imports of 1803, was about55 
per centad valorem. It is reduced by this bill, [ think, toahout 
10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator means, then, 30 per cent 
rates of duty, and not30 per centon the price of the goods. There 
was a controversy between the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from California the other day. The Senator from C.al- 
ifornia was using the same comparison that the Senator from 
Rhode Island uses, and I saw the Senator from Missouri had 
referenee to the percentage on the cost of the goods. But what 
the Senator from Rhode island now means to say is that there 
has been a 30 per cent reduction on the duty; that is, that the 
difference between the duty as imposed under the McKinley 
law and a sproposed by this bill would be about 30 per cent of 
the duty under the McKinley law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the statement exactly. 


on the 


L believe in protec- | 
lam willing to protect every industry, but I should like | 


ascale fixing the duty which is more specific in its effect on 
the product in proportion to the labor. Instead of having one 
gross, sweeping provision by which there is a per cent ad valo- 
rem, as the House proposed, on articles that are 95 per cent la- 
bor and articles that are 30 or 40 per cent labor, the committee 
have granted an amendment which does notincrease the rate of 
duty at all, I understand, but which does make alittle more fit- 
ting adaptation of the duty to the amountof labor in the partic- 
ular product. 

Now, I think he would be a very strange Senator from New 
England or from the North anywhere who when that amend- 
ment is the only question should get up and undertake to make 
along debate overit. Itisremarkable while the whole proceed- 
ing was going on, the eloquent and resonant voice of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, which we so delight to hear, whether it utters 


| the opinion of the Senator himse'f or utters the opinion of the 


| satisfactory that the 


State of Oregon which loves and trusts him, was also silent. Ve 
all agreed, I and the Senator from Rhode Island, and all were of 
the same opinion that theschedule as proposed should pass with- 
out discussion. [I donot think the Senator from Oregon has had 
occasion to complain of any New England Senator, certainly not 
any Senator from Massachusetts, that he did not free his mind 
about the general wickedness of this bill: and I do not think my 
honorable friend will have oceasion to do so in the future if he 
shall hear few remarks I have beeh proposing to inake 
when I get the floor. 

I will inform the Senator. so far as the woolen schedule is con- 
cerned, that any proposition which does not take as good care 
of wool and of lumber as of any article in the cotton schedule, 
will be opposed by meas vigorously as [ know how tooppose it; it 
will be attacked in argument as vigorously as [ know how to at- 


s0.0neC 





tack it; it will be denounced on the stump hereafter as vigor- 
ously as I can denounce it: and it will be repealed in about two 
years, when the Republicans get into power; and I hope I may 
possi elp to repeal it. 





intend to complain of the Senators 
from New England. I drew the inference that they were satis- 
fied with the schedule. . 
Mr. HOAR With the ame 
satisfi« ci with the schedul 


Mr. DOLPEL. Tdid not 


4 


ndments. We are very much dis- 





Mr. DOLPH. I drew the inference that they were satisfied 
with the amendments. It is no answer for the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that the only question before the Senate 


l 


was whethe: ‘tain amendments proposed should be adopted. 
If those ameniments were not satisfactory they were open to 
amendment, andif they had not been satisfactory the Senators 
from New England interested in cotton manufactures would 
have moved an increase of duties; but the amendments were so 
Senxitors held their peace. [ discussed the 
relations of the Senators from New England to this industry far 
enough todraw theconclusion th«t the cotton schedule had been 
reason ibly satisfactory to the cotton manufacturer. I did that 
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se of then asking the majority why 
rs had been so dealt with. 
lent, I have not 
nators from New England have discussed or voted upon 
questions in which my constituents are interested. My constit- 
vents sially interested in the question of cotton man- 
ufacture. We 
at least, we man 
We are interested 
tries just as we are 
trv, b Cause 


dustry in the 


are not espe 
rau 
fact 
in the q 


interested 


in protecting every industry of the 


[ have stated more than once on this floor, 


yun 


CC 
every 
ce 


iy 
an not 
at the prosperity of Oregon; and you can not strike down the 
woolen industry andthe woolgrowing industry unless youstrike 
a blow at every industry in the United States and all the peo- 
ple f the United States. 


Not only the States of the Union are so connected by interest, | 
of the States of the Union are so connected, the in- | ti 
; tion. 


are so connected that you can not strike a blow | 


the people 
dust at the country are so connected, the different classes of 
our population 
at any industry in this country unless it falls upon every State 
of the Union, upon every industry of the Union, and every class 
of our citizens. 

[ did not fee] called upon to move an amendment to any of the 
rates proposed in the cotton schedule. As I said, it is not an 
industry of my State, and if the Senators from New England are 
satisfiet with it, thatis all I desire. I said 1am glad of their 
good fortune, and that all I should like for them to tell me is 
how this was brought about? 

[ should like to know the agencies, I should like to know the 
arguments, { should like to know the inducements, because I 
want to apply those agencies and use those inducements to pro- 
tect the industries of my State. All the reason I had for calling 
attention to this schedule was tocall the attention of the Senate 
and of the country to the fact that the cotton schedule has been 
treated differently from the industries of my State. 

Mr. President, I rejoice in the good fortune of New England, 
and whatever reason has induced it, whether it is the selfish 
reason affecting the cotton-manufacturing industry, or the in- 
dustries of the South, or whether a majority of the Senate have 
come to believe that to strike down the manufacturing industry 
of the country will destroy the country and the Democratic 
party as well—whatever the reason, I rejoice in the good fortune 
of New England in securing reasonable protection for cotton in- 
dustries. { do not doubt that when we come to the woolen 
schedule we shali have the sympathy and the support of every 
New England Senator. 

[t is true that New England buys our wool und our food prod- 
ucts to feed her operatives, andso New England and Oregon are 
jointly interested in maintaining the wool industry and the 
woolen manufacturing industry. While we are individually in 
Oregon less interested in the cotton schedule and cotton manu- 
factures, as I have said before, we are interested because the 
yeople of Oregon understand that the question of protection or 
es trade is a national question, and they are quite willing, 
while only asking that their own industries may be protected, 
that every industry which affords employment to the laborers 
of the United States shall be protected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I wish to make one correction in 
anamendment. In passing over paragraph 262 I made a mis- 
take and moved to insert ‘forty-five ’’ where I should have 
moved to insert ‘‘fifty,” in line 19, paragraph 262, relating to 
stockings, hose and half- hose, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19 strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to read: 

All of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or 
unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

205, Flax, hackled, known as ‘‘ dressed line,”’ 1} cents per pound. 

266. Hemp. hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 1 cent per pound. 

267. Yarn, made of jute, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 10, page 68, paragraph 267, 
I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert “ thirty,” so as to read 
‘+30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
continued. 


The reading of the bill will 


The reading of the bill will be 


| 
> cotton 


> . ° — } 
complained ofthe manner in which | 


»no cotton, and we manufacture none, I think; | 
‘e no cotton cloth in the State of Oregon. | 
uestion of protecting cotton indus- | 


country is intimately connected, and you | 
strike down the cotton industry unless you strike a blow | 





The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

268. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding twine), composed in whole 
or in part of New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass. 
or sunn,‘10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no amendment I believe to that par: 
graph. I move to strike out ‘‘ten,” in line 14, and inser: 
‘*twenty-five;” so as to read: 

Twenty-five per cent ad valorem. 


Some months ago I presented to the Senate a memorial fro 
all the employés of the Portland Cordage Company, and I was 
proceeding to read it in the Senate when the Senator from Mis- 
souri objected, and I was not allowed to put it in the REcorp, 
I believe my colleague, in a speech which he made upon th 
pending bill, placed that memorial in the REcorpD. It w 
signed by the employ¢és without regard to politics, and I think 
stated substantially what is stated in a letter I hold in my hand 
from the secretary of that company. ‘They present their c 
for a protective duty so clearly that I will read the communica- 


PORTLAND, OREGON, January 22, 1894 
DEAR Sirs: Inclosed you will find, signed by thirty-one of our employés 
and addressed to the United States Senate, a protest against those clauses 


| of the Wilson bill that relate to manila and sisal rope and binder twine 


Please see that this protest is put in the way of doing all the good possible 
towards accomplishing the object prayed for. 

It is of vital importance to us, and indirectly to this whole community, 
that the tariff on rope and twine be not reduced from its present schedule 

Free trade in these articles, or an approach to it, will put us in direct com- 
petition with the rope manufacturers in Hongkong, where labor is buta 
fractional part of what itis here (being from 10 cents to 25 cents per day 
In addition to that the freight on rope from the East Indies will probably 
be very low, as a large proportion of our yearly grain fleet comes here ii 
ballast from those climes (from Europe via East Indies with general cargoes 
for those ports), and they can and propably will accept very low rates from 
the East Indies to United States and save the handling of ballast. 

We think our strongest competition in cordage will come from China. It 
so, the labor that we fvould pay here. under protection with free trade, will 
be transferred to China. 

This West coast will be helpless without a protective tariff, because our 
volume of trade is so very limited (to say nothing of higher expenses) that 
our cost of manufacture must necessarily be at the maximum until there is 
a more plentiful supply of labor and increased consumption by increase of 
immigration. 

Our European competition, under free trade, would come mostly from 
England, and there we must contend against interest, insurance, and labor, 
probably 50 per cent less than the average in the United States; but thereis 
another item that we think is not given due consideration, and that is thé 
marine transportation from the Philippine Islands and Yucatan to the fac- 
tories and thence to the general markets of the world. 

England for the past century has fostered her marine until now she has a 
direct line of sailing vessels to all the good markets of the world. This we, 
the American people, do not enjoy and regular and cheap transportation to 
the world’s markets would be the lifeof any business. Asit is, we are shut 
outofa iarge portion of the world’s markets and the proposed tariff’s advo- 
eates ask us to be content with only a portion of our home market. If we 


; could manufacture as cheaply to-day as the English, we would still be shut 
; Out on account of transportation. 


In years past at this season we have run our factory at full capacity and 
manufactured a large stock of binder twine and rope for the following sum- 
mer's trade; but the uncertainty about the tariff now compels us to move 


! cautiously, so we have made a reduction of 25 per cent in our pay-roll 


schedule and are only employing thirty-one hands, whereasa year ago we 
gave work to sixty-five mill hands. If free trade comes we want a Sma!l 
stock on hand at a reduced cost, because it is likely to prove more proiita- 
ble to close the factory and loan the working capital. 

We know that you are interested in the general cause of protection, but 
beg of you to give a little especial attention toward having the tariff on 
cordage and twine maintained as at present. 

Thanking you and your honorable colleagues in advance, we remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 
THE PORTLAND CORDAGE Co., 
By S. M. MEARS, Zvreasurer. 


Hon. J. N. DOPLH and Hon. JoHN H. MITCHELL, 

United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 

This letter tells the whole story so far as the Pacific coast is 
concerned. There are large cordage manufactories in Hong- 
kong and in other points in China. They have improved ma- 
chinery, manufactured, I think, in the United States. They are 
manufacturing cordage and twine with Chinese labor at from 
10 to 25 cents a day as compared with the labor paid to the mill 
hands in the United States. 

Mr. President, whenever we have discussed this question of 
Chinese labor there has been virtually an agreement on both 
sides of the Chamber as to the bad effect of allowing Chinese 
laborers to come into this country to compete with the Amer- 
ican laborers. I should like to ask any Senator on the floor 
what is the difference in principle between importing Chinese 
laborers to this country to manufacture cordage and employing 
them in the manufacture of cordage and twine and the manu- 
facture of cordage and twine in China, and bringing that either 
free of duty or at a very low rate of duty into thiscountry. The 
principle is the same. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a greatdifference. If we bring the for- 
eigner here and let him manufacture we have the privilege of 
feeding him here, and clothing him here, and giving him house 
room here, and all that sort of thing, which we do not have if 
he manufactures abroad. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is true; and I called attention to that 
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. 
matter the other day; but there is less advantage in allowing 
Chinese labor to come to ante country than bringing laborers 
from other countries, because they use less of the products of 





this country, they e xpend | less of their earnings in this cou ntry, 


they m: ike no permanent investments in this country. But the 


principle of protec ting American labor is the same, whether we | 


apply it to the ex clusion of Chinese laborers or apply it to the 
exclusion of the products of cheap Chinese labor in China. 

The letter I h: a re read tells the whole story. I do not desir 
to take up the time of Senate, because I have learned fro 
experience that the amendm: proposed under the caucus 
agreement of the majority here, like the laws of the Medes and 
Persians, cannot be changed. I do not expect to bring about a 
change even when I show, 


the 


nts 


and upon binder-twine means that our cordage and twine will be 
largely manufactured in China. I do notsuppose that the com- 
mittee will relent, or that the majority of the Senate will con- 
sent to any increase of duty. 

The Portland Cordage Company sent me their answers to the 
questions propounded to them through the circular of the Fi- 
nance Committee, and they left it optional with me whether I 
should present their answers to the committee or keep them for 
use in the Senate. At the time their communication came to 
me I did not understand that the reports would be printed as 
they are now being printed in the bulletins which are laid upon 
our desks from day to day, and forthat reason, fearing that it 
might never see the light if simply turned over to the commit- 
tee, having the option given to me as to what I should do with 
it, I kept it in my desk for the purpose of presenting it to the 
Senate at the proper time. As it is avery full statement of 
the whole case and of this industry,I ask to have it read as 
a part of my remarks, and then I shall conclude. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). 
Secretary will read the communication, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows 
REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 

SENATE. 
PORTLAND, OREGON, February 17, 1894. 

Str: We have the honor to transmit to you answers to your circular let 
ter of December 20, received February 10. 

1to5. Thename of our corporation is the Portland Cordage Company, 
of Portiand, Oregon. Our invested capital is $350,000, and we established in 
1887. 

6. We have run full time since 1888, adding to our plant each year until 1893. 
We began operations with $100,000 capital. In 1893 we were running full ca- 
pacity until about July |, when the general financial and business depression 
compelled tis to curtail our output ,one half. 

7. We consider the present specific duty of 1} cents per pound none too 
great to enable us to compete profitably with foreign competition. Our 
neighbors in British Columbia and Canada are protected by a tariff of 1} 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem, or an average duty of about 2 
cents per pound. They have as cheap facilities for manufacturing as we 
have, and with our tariff removed they could invade our territory and we 


UNITED STATES 


could not retaliate or protect curselves, as they could afford to dispose of | 


their surpius in this market at a very close figure. 

8. If the present duty were removed one-“ird, we would 
reduce our cost one-third, which would be a difficult matter to do except by 
a lowering of wages. 

10. Both domestic and competition has in a measure ¢ 
ua! decline in our prices for the past four years. 








} rad 


ioreign aused a gracd- 


so thatevery Senator can understand | 
it, that in the present case the reduction of the duty uponcordage | 


The | 





be compelled to | 


it. Our preference is for speciticduty. This is particularly applicable to 
manila hemp products, as fully 80 per cent of the cordage manufactured is 
of a standard grade, and the remaining 20 percent o fe wrdage does not aver- | 
age more than 20 per cent less 1n value, so that in this instance the duty can 


not be said to bear very unequally upon the different grades, and what little 
of that objection there is is more than offset by the assurances that the Gov- 
ernment will not sustain any loss of revenue by under and dishonest valua- 
tion that is possible under the ad valorem system; especi ially as we under- 
stand the ad valorem duty is to be collected on market value at the port of 


shipments. With specific duty dishonest merchants have no advantage 
over their honest neighbors. 
12. Since July 1, 1893, our sales have fallen off 40 per cent on account of the 





general depre 
addeu 


isome! 
13. Since Jt 


sion in business, although we haye lost no customers 


v accounts to our books. 


1 the tendency of wages has bee 


and 





ndown. OnJanuary 1, 1894, 





We reduced our scale of wages 25 per cent. 
is. The price of living in this loc oe . has decrcased some in the past four 
years from local competition in all lines, and lower freight rates from the 





East. 

17. The causes of the present depression in trade, we think, can be attril 
uted to the unprofitable m inagem<¢ nt of railroads and other large corpora- 
tions. Also, to overproduction and speculation, the result of ten years’ 
prosperity under a protective tariff. These, however, are but auxiliaries to 





the main issue, the tariff c 3 now proposed. 

It being generally understood that the political ps 
pledged to radical tariff reform in the direction of fr ude, the natural re- 
sult was that those manufacturing protected articles could not wisely con- 
tinue buying raw materials and continue the manufacture of products when 
they could form no safe idea of what the value of their goods wonld be in 
the nearfuture, and most ajl manufacturers haveto plan at least six months 
ahead. Uncertainty hampers any business. 

The resultin our particular line has been, that since the United States 
manufacturers have ceased buying fiber, except for immediate wants, the 
fiber market has declined in price 30 pe r cent,w hich means nearly that per- 
centage of loss onall stocks of tiber and manufactured goodson hand. Such 
loss is s depre ssing. Manufaciuring can not resume to any extent except for 
immediate Cemands (demands prior to the date that the proposed Wilson 
bill goes into effect) until the tariff question is settled. If cordage manu- 
facturing can then be resumed at a profit without protection, it is sure tobe 
with areduced market, from foreign competition. The world’s source of 
Supply for manila and sisal hemps are the Philippine Islands and Yucatan. 


hange 
y now in power were 
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These fibers are the raw material to cordage manufacturers re 
now admitted free of duty. The higher rates of int 
bor in this country will offset tra sportati m char V 
Yor » that foreign manufacturers Will have ar il f 1 
our ne market, and we must expect to div the ‘ 
can no r foreign markets, from sem Ge. 6 ites a 
transportation e njoye at he a 

t nedy for the depress n st¢ g the 
cha inet ed in the Wils ot « 
V », but We pray it may be « g 1a so that 
itse o the changse without rre loss 

is and 19. Fibers are our raw mat ils r product 

20. ¢ ; t we co ! 1 ) ‘tf we 
o per ¢ on sixty ty loans. We think for 
o! } on the average of about 3 per ¢« 

We have not har enough immigr Ltof e@ ¢ 
We have kept foreig n rope out ) iis marl 1 
make itadvant 20us for our local merchants to trade with 

27 The euly coamsey thas We could export to is Bri i ( im t r 
protective tariff and other foreign competition preclude our l . 
protitthere. We can not export to any other tr 
too high to allow us to compe so with English m nut ctur 

28. The cost of manufacture has decreased since our establishment in- 
creasing our volume, which always brings co Se. rer the mini im Phatis 
the only decrease in cost we have experienced, ‘pt inf 3, unti ist 
few months; since that time we have reduced our wi ares 

29. All raw materials have grown less in value from year toyea rans 
portation facilities to this coast have mproved. In the summer 1893 the 
fiber market made a sharp decline, and has continued declining « ) 
caused by large falling off in demand in the United State l 
silver exchange rates. 

31. We do not use any produ country except tar, « ‘ v 
Ninety per cent of our materi vl from » Philippine! 3 
and Yucatan. ‘These markets are general l ipply fo 1 

32. None of our component materials are dutiable, and yet we re ire a 
protective tariff on the manufactured articles for reason stated a 

We trust we have answered your queries to your satisfaction 1 t 
may have some influence towards convincing your honora! ( ee 
that protective tariff for the cordage industry is a necessity forits il 
prosecution in the United States. 

Yours, respectfully, 
PORTLAND CORDAGE COMPANY, 
By S. M. MEARS, Treasurer 

D. W. VOORHEES, Esa., Chairman 

Mr. LODGE. Is there an amendment now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment, the 
Chair will state, pending to line 14, page 68, to strilke out ‘‘ ten” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five”—the amendment proposed by thy n- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend, in line 12, by striking out the 


twine.” 


words in parenthesis, ‘‘except binding 
‘} tha v 
the ¢ 


The PRESIDING OFi ER. Does 


hair derst 


| that the Senator from Oregon has yielded the floor? 


! 
I have yield 




















Mr. DOLPH. ed the floor, but my amendment is 
—— 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen- 
ate is the amendment proposed by the Senator from O n 
That amendment is now pending. 

Mr. LODGE. If only one amendment is pendingitis in order 
of course to offer a second amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that 
the Senator from Massachusetts tood exactly the amend- 
ment before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I und to ra Lo rate | 10 to 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

he PRESIDING OF Tha he amendmen 

Mr. LODGE. My amend is tostrike out the rd @x 
cept binding twine.” 

The SIDING OFFI ER The amendm e discon 
nected, it appt ars to t] Cha 

LODGE. They : but ‘it makes no difference [ give 
| notice that L shall offer ag amend ntafter th ndm of 
the Senator from Oregon is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qu on is on t \ l- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon | Mr. DOLPH 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Li . [now offer my amendmen On } 68, line 
12, pa ‘68, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ except bind- 
ing 

‘The PRESi nendment will be stated. 

Tne SECR} 63, paragraph 2 ike 
out the words oas ton e th i- 
graph read: 

Cables, cordage osed ) r in part of Ne nd 
hemp, istle or er ‘ S, ol Inn, 10 p t ad 
vaiorem 

Mr.LODGE. Of course, I need not that aft rikine out 
the words proposed by my amendment it would require the ad 
dition of a separate clause to put the proper rate on binding 
twine, that is, to restore it toits present rate. The striking yut 
of ‘binding twine” in the amendment I propose, if it shal! e- 
vail, is only preliminary to another amendment. Binding ne 
forms a portion of avery large industry of New England and 
some other portions of the country, and particularly the State 
which I re epresent, and | wish, as representing a large body of 
men engaged in the industry, to say a few words in regard to it. 
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Binding twine was first introduced in 1878 as a substitute for 
wire, and at a cost of 17 cents per pound, which was then fully 
40 per cent cheaper to the farmer than wire. The manufacture 
of this article is carried on principally in the States of Massa- 


chusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, | 
Indiana, and Texas, and has steadily increased in this country, | 
and the entire amount of twine consumed has for many years | 
been produced here, althorgh it is also manufactured in Eng- | 


land, Mranee, Germany, Canada, and some in the Philippine Is- 
lso in Italy. 
on the globs. 


lands, and 
country 
per annum. The price has steadily ageclined to 74 cents per 
pound in May, 1891, at which point it remained during the en- 
tire year. Latterly the manufacturers have used domestic hemp 
in the minufacture of binder twine, until in 1890 one-seventh 
of the entire product was made from this material, and it is be- 
lieved that the proportion has now largely increased. Manu- 
facturers have been spending large sums of money every year 
for now improvements, and have been reducing price of twine; 
and with low-priced fibers binder twine has been sold fully 40 
per cent cheaper, on the average, than when first introduced. 
The expenditures for one factory alone, for new machinery and 
mill, have been over $600,000, and this has been therule all over 
the United States. 

I mention this to show that the manufacturers have aimed to 
reduce cost, and by doing so increase consumption. There has 
been no single year since binder twine has been introduced that 
the manufacturers have not sold it at a reasonable price over 
und above the cost of fiber; the difficulty is, that they are too far 
from the farmer, from the fact that the twine will have passed 
through two or three dealers before it reaches the farmer, 
and then itis sold to them by the village storekeeper, who is 
obliged to trust them from one to two and sometimes three 
years’ crops before he gets his money. If the farmer could buy 
closer to the manufacturer he could save from 3 to 4 cents per 
pound on his twine. 

Jnder the tariff of 1883 the duty upon binder twine was 24 
conts per pound. The duty upon the raw material from which 
it was manufactured was, for manila, 1t cents per pound; sunn and 
sisal grass, three-fourths of acent per pound: and jute 20 per cent 
ad valorem, being from one-half to three-fourths of a cent per 
pound. The Mills bill made these raw materials free, and reduced 
the duty upon binder twine to 25 per cent ad valorem, which 
amounted toabout 2centsper pound. The tariff act of 1890 makes 
all these raw materials free, and reduces the duty on binding 
twine to seven-tenths of one cent per pound, which is less than 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

Statistics show that the price of binding twine during the sea- 
son of 1891 were so near the actual cost of fiber that binding 
twine could not be imported withoutloss, and yet the supporters 
of the bill now under consideration advocate the destruction of 
this industry in this country by putting the article on the free 
list, and yet they have the evidence, as given before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, that if the duty should be further 
reduced binder twine could not be made in this country. 

It is therefore evident that to remove the tariff is to transfer 
the entire industry to other countries. It must be understood 
that there is no country in the world equipped with the ma- 
chinery tosupply the demand of the United States with binder 
twine, and if the manufacturers of the United States found that 
England, Ireland, and Germany were building and putting in 
machinery to do this work, the manufacturers here would be 
compelled to remove their works abroad or close the mills, for 
their wages in these three countries are fully 60 per cent less 
than ours, and the seven-tenths of a cent duty does not protect 
tho American manufacturer. The duty now on binder twine is 
the lowest grade of duty oa any article manufactured in the 
United States 

The costof labor in this country to manufacture this twine is 
about 2 cents per pound. In Belfast and Dundee the cost of 
labor is fully 50 per cent less. In Hongkong there are now 
running American michines manufacturing this twine at acost 
of $5 per month for labor. This industry distributes to labor 
yearly the sam of $2,000,000. It is estimated that 10,090 tons of 
American hemp are used inits manufacture yearly. The manu- 
facture of this twine from American hemp isan industry peculiar 
to the Western and Northwestern States. The raising of hemp 
for this purpose is more profitable than that of any cereal. 
What will it pro‘it the American farmer if the vast army of 
American workmen now employed in the production of binder 
twine is driven to adopt agricultural pursuits and the industry 
transferred to Belf.st or Hongkong? 

The majority, by implication at least, profess to think that 
the removal of this duty will relievo the consumer, not of Amer- 
ican wi.eat, but o! binder twine. They propose to destroy the 
business of one class of American citizens for the assumed bene- 
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[t is largely used in every civilized | 


he proluction here has reached the aggregate of 59,000 tons | 
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| fit of another class, and yet on every occasion this same major- 
ity are loud in their denunciation of class legislation. The fact 
is, the removal of this duty would simply benefit foreign prg- 
ducers and foreign consumers of the surplusof American wheat. 

In the end the farmer would bear whatever burden falls to the 
American consumer. Destroy the competition of the American 
manufacturer and you leave the farmer entirely at the mercy of 
the foreign producer and the importer. The seven-tenths of a 
cent protection, if taken off, would never reach the farmer, but 
would simply be the means of compelling the dealers to pay cash 
for their twine, if supplied from England, whereas the manu- 
facturers in the United States sell to them on six months’ credit 
without interest. 

This industry is already established; the removal of this duty 
would destroy it, throwing thousands of men out of employment 
and rendering millions of invested capital useless, and turning 
$2,009,000 in wages annually to the laborers of other countries. 
There is a lively competition which can only be maintained by 
the present duty which enables manufacturers of American 
hemp binder twine to prolong their existence; the destruction 
of this industry would inevitably increase the price of binder 
twine. 

I have a letter from the Plymouth Cordage Company, which 
is the largest cordage company I believe in the State, or one of 
the largest, written by the treasurer, Mr. G. F. Holmes, in which 
he states that: 


PLYMOUTH CORDAGE COMPANY, 
forth Plymouth Mass., May 23, 1894. 


We pay the same for labor engaged in the manufacture of binder twine 
as we do for making rope, and the labor is fully two-thirds of the expense 
of manufacturing either article. It puts us toa decided disadvantage and 
brings us in direct competition with foreign laborif these goods are ad- 
mitted free of duty. Our foreign competitors have the same style of ma- 
chinery that we use, and of course this can be made to turn out as many 
goods in Europe as in America. 

Yours, very truly, 
G. F. HOLMES, Treasurer. 

Not only that, but they have American machinery in China, 
in Hongkong, just as good machinery as we have, and they get 
their labor there, as I have said, for something like $5 a week. 
The result of putting binding twine upon the free list will be 
the destruction of a large portion of the cordage industry in my 
State and several other States of the Union. I do not believe 
that it will be of the slightest benefit to the farmer whom it is 
intended to benefit, for while it will destroy beyond any ques- 
tion the American industry, it will remove the American com- 
petition and leave us entirely at the mercy of the foreign im- 
porter. For this reason I move to strike out those words 
preliminary to a furtheramendment restoring the existing duty 
of seven-tenths of a cent on binding-twine. 

Mr. PEFFER. The people whom I represent are interested 
in binding-twine; not in its manufacture, but in itsuse. Those 
of us who use binding-twine are engaged in business out of which 
we produce avery large surplus of wheat, for the binding of which 
twine is used. ‘That surplus is sold in a foreign market where 
the prices are regulated by wheat coming from half a dozen dif- 
ferent nations, competing one with another, all the producers of 
which excepting our own work for wages ranging from 6 cents 
per day in India to about 25 cents per day in the Argentine Re- 
public and Russia. 

Now, if we are compelled to produce wheat in competition with 
such labor as that, I do not see why the manufacturers of twine 
in Massachusetts can not do as well as we do in this open, free- 
trade competition. Hence I object to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to the language used in this paragraph in regard to the 
composition of twine. The language used is: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole or 
in part of New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico tiber, manila, sisal grass, or 
sunn, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

In order to secure the admission of twine for 10 per cent ad 
valorem it will be necessary to insert asmall proportion of some 
one of these articles. For instance, cotton twine or silk twine, 
with a small proportion of any of these fibers, would be ad- 
mitted at 10 per cent ad valorem. It seems to me that the 
words ‘‘or in part” should be stricken out, and perhaps the 
words ‘‘or admixture of any of them” inserted; so that thepara- 
graph would read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (excepting binding-twine), composed in whole 
of New Zealand hemp, etc. ; 

Now, that was the intention of the committee. This paragraph 
was copied in part from the actof 1890, but the rates imposed by 
the act of 1890 were so much higher that there was really no 
danger of frauds in the direction which I have suggested. I 
think it would be much safer for the paragraph to have the jaa- 
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guage changed as I havesuggested, so thatit would read, ‘' com- | 
posed in whole of New Zealand hemp, istle,” and then add after | 
That is all | 


-sunn,” in line 14, ‘or a mixture of any of them.” 
itis intended to cover, I have no doubt, and I move to amend as 
[ have indicated. 

Mr. VEST. This is the same provision that was found in the 
McKinley act, and I have never heard of any trouble in regard 
to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the rate is a very different one. There 
was a considerab!e specific rate imposed by the act of 1890, and 
this is a very small ad valorem rate. The Senator will notice 
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that he proposes to give a heavier duty upon yarns than upon | 


the twine, and it is important that we should limit the articles 
to be adraitted at this very low rate of duty, so that there will 
be no chance for deception or frauds upon the revenue. 

Mr. VEST. All these are hard fibers. It would be almost 


impossible to mix them with cotton or other softer fabrics so as | 


to produce the trouble the Senator anticipates. [should not 
like to make this change, because, asI said, there has never 
been any trouble in regard to it, and I do not think it ought to 
be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Jsland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri did not 
quite catch the meaning of whatI said. I think that manila, 


for instance, could easily be mixed in a very small proportion | 
with either cotton, or silk, or wool, and that a yarn could be | 


imported under the name of twine at this very low rate of duty. 
But, in order to make the paragraph perfectly plain, I suggest 


to strike out ‘‘or in part,” after the word ‘‘ whole,” and to insert | 
after the word ‘‘sunn,” in the fourteenth line, ‘“‘or a mixture, | 


or any of them.” That, I think, will make the meaning of the 
paragraph, as the Senator from Missouri desires it, perfectly 
lain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘whole,” line 13, page 68, 
paragraph 268, strike out the words ‘‘or in part,” and after the 
word ‘‘sunn,” in line 14, same page, insert ‘‘ or a mixture of any 
of them.” 

Mr. VEST. 
articles alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that what was intended? 

Mr. VEST. And mix New Zealand hemp with istle, or with 
Tampico fiber, or with manila or sisal grass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that the intention of the committee? 

Mr. VEST. In other words, it would shut out every one of 
them. It readshere, ‘‘composed in whole or in part.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if it 
is not intended by this paragraph that you may mix a twine of 
hemp and cotton, for example, or of hemp and silk, or that you 
may make manila twine with manila and cotton? 

Mr. VEST. I think that certainly would be the construction 
the way it reads. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the right thing to do, because surely the twines that are named 
here are intended to be made of these cheap raw materials, and 
they are intended to include twines made of cotton. For in- 
stance, you might put in a single thread of manila here under 
this paragraph as it reads. There is a great deal of cotton twine, 
and it could all come in at 10 per cent ad valorem. It may be 
that it is a proper duty for such an admixture, but I think not. 
Certainly the oid paragraph was intended to include cables. 
cordage, twine made of all these articles, or of any one of them. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘Composed in whole or in part.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and it is now the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to make it very clear, that it is com- 
posed in whole, or of any one of them, or of an admixture of any 
two of them or more. It seems to me that would make it a clear 
statement, and I hope the Senator will consent to the amend- 
ment. 


Then that would confine the paragraph to these 


I think so, too; and it seems to me hardly | 


Mr. PLATT. How would it affect paragraph 263 as it vow | 


stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 263 accords. Of course, there is 
a large amount of what might be called cordage twine, I think, 
manufactured. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senators on the other side will 
accept the amendment. It will take a great deal less time to 
dispose of it in that way than to discuss it. It seems to me it 
makes clear what the committee must have intended. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know what was intended by the 
McKinley act. There the duty was 1} cents. I understand the 
Senator to say now it might be all silk except one thread of the 
sisal grass, or of hemp, or of manila, and then it would come in 
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at 10 per cent. The same thing could have happened under the 
McKinley act, but it never has been done. There has been no 
difficulty in regard to it. It can not be possible that anybody 
would take cotton, a very cheap article, or ordinary hemp, or 
the common or coarser grasses and put in a thread or two of 
the higher priced articles and then pay 10 per cent upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. I believe that statement 
true, and if it be true then there could be no objection to the 
change proposed. 

Mr. VEST. It certainly never was the intention of either the 
McKinley act or the present enactment that these cables should 
be made entirely of the articles mentioned here, because it says 
‘‘made in whole or in part.” The 10 per cent attaches if there 
are any of these specific articles found in the texture. Thattin- 


| questionably is the law and is so construed by the Department. 








If there has never been any trouble, why should we undertake 
to change it now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as requested. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ whole,” in line 13, page 
68, strike out the words ‘“‘orin part;” and after the word ‘‘sunn,” 
in line 14, insert ‘‘or a mixture of any of them;” so that the 
paragraph, when amended, will read: 

Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine), composed in whole of 
New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, or 
a mixture of any of them, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I have already stated, the reason why 
this was not taken advantage of under the act of 1890 was un- 
doubtedly because of the imposition of quite alarge specific duty 
by that act. Now we are to have a very small ad valorem duty. 
I have always felt as though the paragraph might be taken ad- 
vantage ofeven under the act of 149) for the importation of high- 
class articles in fraud of the revenue. My attention was not 
called to it until after the bill had passed and becomea law, and I 
have been fearful from that time to this that there might be 
some importations of different articles under the provision. It 
seems to me there can be no question but that the Senator’s in- 
tent is covered by the language which I have proposed to use, 
and I hope my amendment will be accepted. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for a division. 

Mr. VEST. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nay were ordered: and the Seretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I do not 
see him present. 

Mr. PLATT. 
of his relative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Connecticut |[Mr. HAWLEY}. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was; called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINs]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. [have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr.GRAyY]. If he were present I should vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. VILAS. 
MITCHELL}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with thesenior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], so that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself may vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.GORDON. Byanarrangementwith the Senator from ILi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON| to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
and vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under an arrangement made, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will transfer his pair with the 


[ ask that the paragraph be read as it would 


The amendment will be stated 


My colleague has not returnd from the funeral 


[am paired 


I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 


| Senator from Alabama [{Mr. MORGAN], to the Senator from Con- 


necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and he and I will vote. 
Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; 


I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Do!ph Patton, Sherman, 
Allison, Dubois, Peffer, Shoup, 
Chandler, Frye, Perkins, Squire, 
Cullom, Hale, . Platt, Teller. 
Dixon, McMillan, Quay, 
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NAYS—26. 

jerr George Kyle, Turple, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Martin, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Murphy, Walsh, 
Coke Hunton, Pasco, White. 
Daniel Jarvis Roach, 

laulkuner, Jone Ar] Smith, 

NOT VOTING—49. 

Aller i ger Lindsay, Pettigrew, 
sate iorman, Lodge Power, 
Brice, Gray, McPherson, Proctor, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Manderson, Pugh, 
Caffery, Hawley, Mills, Ransom, 
Call, © Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Camden, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cameron, Hoar, Morgan, Washburn, 
Carey Irby, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davi: Jones, Ney Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

259. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ 20 per cent 
ad valorem,” in lines 16 and 17, and insert ‘4 cents per square 
rard,”’ 

Mr. PEER. LT move toamend the amendment by striking 
outthe last five words *‘ four cents per square yard,’ and inserting 
‘shall be exempt from duty;” so that the paragraph will read: 

Hemp and jute carpets and carpotings shall be exempt from duty. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

270. Burlaps, not exceeding 6) inches in width, containing not over 40 
threads to the square inchcounting warp and filling, 15 percent ad valorem; 
pags forgrain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance report toamend the paragraph, on 
page 68, line 21, by striking out after the word “ burlaps,” the 
word *‘twenty,” and insert ‘‘ twenty-two and a half.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out in line 18, the 
words ‘‘not exceeding 60 inches in width.” - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from 
Arkansas explain why thatis done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can see no reason why a higher 
rate of duty should be put on burlaps over 60 inches in width 
than those that are narrower. It seems to me they are of the 
same value practically, and if there is any reason for having a 
rate of duty on burlaps under 60 inches the same reason should 
apply to burlaps above 69 inches. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Arkansas stated 
but a very-small part of his case. Burlaps exceeding 60 inches 
in width have been made in this country toa considerable ex- 
tent, especially since 1883, when a higher rate of duty was im- 
posed upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width. They are 
more expensive than narrower burlaps. The narrower burlaps 
have always been given a low rate of duty for the reason that 
they have not been made in this country to any considerable 
extent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The wide ones are not made here 
practically. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; to a very considerable extent. One 
large concern in New York has made a great many of them, and 
they have been sold in competition with the foreign article ata 
rate of duty which was not more than reasonably protective. 
Now, the effect of this amendment if it is adopted will be to 
preventabsolutely the making of any burlaps exceeding 60 inches 
in width in the United States. 

Let us see just what the committee have done. They have 
proposed by paragraph 267 to impose aduty of 30 per cent ad 
valorem upon jute yarn, and in the next paragraph but one they 
propose to impose a duty upon burlaps from which yarn is made 
of 15 per cent ad valorem, 30 per cent on yarns and 15 per cent 
on the finished cloth. If there could bea more absurd arrange- 
mentof paragraphs than that can notimagine. Certainly jute 
yarns ought to be 10 per centor some such sum if burlaps are to 
be 15 per cent. 

To show the inconsistency of this scheme as it stands, here we 
have these three rates: First, a duty upon jute yarns of 30 per 
cent; then a duty upon burlaps, of which the yarns are made, of 
15 per cent, and in the next paragraph still a duty upon the 
bags, from which the burlaps are made, of 224 per cent, a decline 
from the yarns to the cloth of 15 per cent, and an advance from 
the cloth to the finished bag of 74 per cent. All that is neces- 
sary to make this cloth into bags is to sew them up with a sew- 
ing machine. The total cost of making them does not exceed 
three-tenths of a cent apiece on bags, or four-tenths at the out- 


fide; and yet the committee proposes to advance the rate from 


15 to 224 per cent for a protection upon that one process, which 
I affirm is 409 per cent of the total cost of making bags in India 
where they are made in competition with those who make bh 

in the United States. 

If there is to be that great additional amount of protection 
the man who makes bagsover the man who makes burlaps, t! 
certainly should be some protection in the manufacture of | 
laps over the man who produces yarn in the United States. Thi 
whole jute schedule is certainly anything but creditable to + 
members of the committee who have prepared it. These difi 
ent rates can never bs considered with any relation toe 
other. I presume the duty on jute yarns was put up to accon 
date somebody who wasengaged in the manufacture cf jute y 
and the duty upon burlaps was put down possibly because t!} 
oilcloth manufacturers were not content with their rate of di 

Then, the duty upon bags has been put up to please a sm 
bag combine, or people who are engaged in making bags in the 
United States, to an inordinate rate of duty, [mean as compared 
with the others. The whole schedule is as inharmonious and as 
out of line as it is wellto imagine any schedule to be construct: 

If it is desirable to give up the production of jute to the foreign 
manufacturer in Calcutta or Dundee and they are to have th 
trade, let us give them the whole of it. Let us make all t 
jute product free, or let us see that there is some relation be- 
tween the different products. I shall be glad to know why these 
different rates are made and on what theory they have been 
adopted. 

Mr. HALE. There seems to be something almost heartrend- 
ing after we have got through a schedule that had been thesub 
ject of pacificatory arrangementand had been settled satisfactor 
ily to some parties, so that it went through quietly and almost 
unobservedly, to find following that in the same day a schedule 
that islegitimately subject to the very sharp denunciation which 
the Senator from Rhode Island has visited upon this schedule 
While that Senator would like to know why this arrangement 
upon this product has been made, why the discrimination seems 
to have been against the classes where the most labor is em- 

loyed, and in favor of that state of the article where the least 

abor is employed, I should be glad to have the Senator in charge 
of the bill to tell us why it was not possible to submit this sched- 
ule to the peaceful processes by which we had so easy a deliver- 
ance from the cotton schedule. J 

It would seem to me that we were going on inaway that might 
be satisfactory even to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs] 
in the previousschedule, and thateverything was lovely and that 
every goose hung high. It is a warm day and everybody felt 
that progress was most gratifying. Now, we have struck an- 
other subject-matter, where some of us fondly hoped we would 
continue the same pacificatory course, and we find the Senator 
from Rhode Island denouncing this schedule as one entirely dis- 
creditable to the committee. It seems to me the committee has 
not bestowed average attention to these two schedules. 

If they gave so much attention to pacificate the cotton sched- 
ule and had given a little more attention to pacificate this sched- 
ule it might be that out of the general average we would have 
got a schedule that would have run through here in a very easy 
manner comparatively. But I am disheartened when [hear the 
denunciation the Senator from Rhode Island has resorted to 
upon this schedule, and I am bound to believe he is correct be- 
cause he knows all about it. I should like to have some expla- 
nation why it was not submitted to the unwarlike crucible that 
ground out the other schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The complaint of the Senator from 
Rhode Island at the rate of ad valorem tariff on jute yarn, it 
seems to me, is hardly consistent with his constant contention on 
the higher rate of ad valorem tax upon all other yarns. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not mean to be understood as objecting 
to the high rate upon jute yarns. I am objecting to the low 
rate upon the products of yarn. I do not think the 300 per cent 
ad valorem 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to com 
plain and say it was unphilosophical, and all that. That can be 
passed by so far as that goes. I was simply speaking of the 
fact that he is not satisfied with 40 or 50 per cent upon other 
yarns; that he wants the very highest possible rates on spin- 
ning and everything else except jute, and to jute is unwilling 
to accord 30 per cent. 

Leaving that aside, the question of wide burlaps, it seems to 
me, is easily settled. I understand they are made to a very lim- 
ited extent, if at all, in the United States, and when burlaps are 
admitted at 15 per cent there is no difference between wide and 
the narrow burlaps, except the mere question of width, and they 
can be made wide or narrow, aboutas easily one way as the other. 
I can see no difference in that now. 

The difference suggested by the committee as to the ad valo- 
rem to be levied on grain bags was a rate that after careful ex- 
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amination we believed was absolutely just to the manufacturers 

f grain bags. 

* P hink 24 per cent on these bags amounts to a very small dif- 
ference between the cost of the material and thecost of the bags. 
After all, it is less perhaps than 3 per cent. I do not know 
just what the amount is; I have not the calculation by me, but 
there seems to me to be but a reasonable difference between the 
two. [do notthink the committee has made so grave a mistake as 
the Senator from Rhode Island thinks. 

} ALDRICH. I did not intend to criticise unfavorably t 
action of the committee in fixing the duties on jute yarns at 30 
percent. I think itis afair rate. WhatIdid intend to criti- 
cise was the fact that they put a less rate, in fact only half that 
rate, upon the cloth which is made from the yarn. 

The Senator says that these are practically the same thing. 
They are not the same thing by any means. The narrow bur- 
laps are made differently, woven on an entirely different kind of 
loom, are much more expensive to make, and are used for an en- 
tirely different purpose. 

The narrow burlaps are used for making grain bags. The 
wide burlaps are used for the foundation of oilcloths, or for va- 
rious kinds of cheap carpet. They are an entirely different 
product, made in an entirely different manner. These wide oil- 
cloths, or wide burlaps, have been made to a very large extent 
in the United States. I think there is but one establishment, 
but I take itfor granted that does not affect the claim which 
they have upon reasonable consideration. The present duty is 
40 per cent ad valorem, as I remember it, or perhaps it is a 
specific rate. 

The duty by the act of 1883 was 40 per cent ad valorem. I 
think it is nota fair treatment to that particular industry to 
reduce the rate from 40 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent, asis 
proposed by this paragraph. From any standpoint, it is not fair 
to impose a rate of duty of 30 per cent upon yarns and 15 percent 
upon the finished product. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing could illustrate more distinctly the fa- 
cility with which one can criticise the work that is done by 
somebody else, and the equal facility with which one can forget 
his own work of two or three yearsago. The Senator from 
Rhode Island makes his argument upon the fact that there is a 
high duty in our bill upon jute yarn and asmaller duty upon the 
finished product to make which the yarns are used. 

In the McKinley act, upon jute yarn the duty was 35 per cent. 
Upon burlaps 60 inches wide, which is the finished product, in 
the same law, the duty was 29.23 per cent, being a reductionfrom 
the raw material, which is the yarn, as is the case in the pres- 
ent bill. 

But the Senator complained that there is a high rate of duty 
put upon the bags, on which there is very little labor, and which 
are made out of the burlaps. That is another criticism that he 
makes upon the pending bill. We findin the McKinley act that 
while the duty on burlaps was 29.23 per cent the duty on bags 
was 44.73 per cent. So that the same criticism he makes in re- 
gard to the pending measure is applicable in even a larger de- 
gree to the bill which he constructed in 1890. 

Mr. President, I never pretend to conceal or avoid the force 
ofany argument. It is a fault, possibly, with me, thatIl ama 
little too frank, even in discussion. I will say right now that I 
do not claim this schedule is symmetrical. I have stated fre- 
quently that we were compelled to make concessions in order to 
pass a bill in some shape which would reduce duties generally 
from the McKinley standard. But the very same argument 
which the Senator makes to-day against this bill is applicable 
even in a larger degree to the McKinley act, which the Repub- 
licans have told us was the perfection of tariff legislation, and 
which they propose now to keep upon the statute books if pos- 
sible. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, the act of 1890 was not as in- 
consistent as the Senator from Missouri seems to think. The 
act of 1890 did impose a duty of 35 per cent upon jute yarns. It 
gave a rate of duty which was not protective to burlaps not ex- 
ceeding 60 inches in width, as I have already stated in the pres- 
ence of the Senate. The fact was that those burlaps had not 
been made to any considerable extent in the United States, and 
never have been made to any considerable extent, but it did 
give a much higher rate upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches in 
width. Upon burlaps exceeding 60 inches, if valued at 5 cents 
@ pound or less, a certain rate was given, which was equivalent 
to 55 per cent ad yalorem; upon goods valued above 5 cents a 
rate of 40 per cent was fixed. 

So burlaps exceeding 60 inches in width under the act of 1890 
either paid 40 per cent or 55 per cent, asthey might be valued at 
more or less than 5centsa pound. The duty on the finished 
product was higher than the duty upon yarns. 

Mr. VEST. Was there not the same limitation under the act 
of 18900n burlaps that there is now? 


he 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator’s argument afew minutes ago was 
that we are now putting a high duty upon an article on which 
there is no labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas talking about the difference betwe 
burlapsand bags. Iwas stating that the committee in this case 
gives 7} per cent additional protection to bags over burlaps, and 
that the cost of making grain bags from burlaps does notexcee 
four-tenths of a cent a pound; and that that7+ per cent impo 
the equivalent to three-tenths of a centa pound, or about 300 
per cent upon the entire cost of making those bags from but 
in ¢ tt Lam not saying that is excessive, but I am « 
stating the different methods by which these two different arti- 
cles are treated. 

I repeat, burlaps less than 60 inches in width have not b 
made very much in this country, and under the rates of d 
which were imposed by the act of 1890 or under. this bill th 
will not be made inthis country, but burlapsexceeding 60 inche 
in width can be made and are madeatthe present time and they 
are entitled to a higher rate than the duty upon all yarn. That 


is the contention I make. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to say simply one word 
at this point. if there is any criticism to be made upon this 


schedule it is that the tariff,as suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri, may be too high upon some particular article. Cer- 


tainly it is not as low upon any of the articles mentioned in 
paragraph 270. The grain bags mentioned in that paragraph 
are utilized almost entirely upon the Pacific coast. Nearly th 
whole consumption occurs upon the Pacific coast, because there 
wheat is placed in sacks and shipped in sacks to Liverpool. The 
McKinley lawplaced atariff on grain bags amounting,according 
to the report upon import duties, to between 42 and 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 


x 
sv Ox 


[t was a tax of 2 cents per pound and is reported at that rate. 
Although the committee have imposed a tariff upon this article 
they have done I have nodoubt the best they could. They have 


1 
} 


cut the duty down, reduced it one-half, and to that extent they 
have relieved us of a very onerous burden. We never have seen 
any chance of relief, and certainly have never obtained any from 
antecedent legislation under other political conditions here. 

In 1891, after the McKinley act had been enacted, the Legis 
lature of California passed a joint resolution which was voted 
for by all the members, Republican and Democratic alike. It 
can be found on page 525 of the Statutes of 1891. In that joint 
resolution the members of Congress were requested to relieve 
the people from this tax, as it was called in that resolution, by 
Democrats and Republicans alike. While the citizens of my 
State would no doubt prefer these articles absolutely free, they 
are very grateful to the party that has reduced them 50 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the reason for this reduction is 
what I supposed it was, that upon the request made by the farm- 


ers of the Pacific coast, the Government gives away by the bill 
about $1,200,000 of revenue. I do not know that I object to it 
because I think perhaps it is worth that for an objectlesson. | 


do not suppose the farmers of the Pacific coast will ever hear of 
it, but I wish now to make a prediction that under this reduced 
rate, which relinquishes $1,200,000 of revenue to the Govern- 
ment a year, they will not get a grain bag a picayune cheaper 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the paragraph by striking 
out all after the words “ burlaps” in line 21 and inse: 
be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. PERKINS. t, I simply desire to 
ment that which has been so well stated by my colleague. 
there is any one question which the farmersof the Pacific coast 
of Washington, Oregon, and California—are deeply interested in, 
it isthatof grainbags. Wear ently situated in Californi 
and the other P: st States than the farmers in the West. 
We have no grainelevators. I rscan not take their grain 
to the warehouses and there have it emptied into bins and trans- 
ported in bulk to market, but it must all be shipped in grain 
bags, in burlap sacks, to the port of shipment, where it is trans- 
ported by vessel to Liverpool and other European ports. 

tseems to me the different memorialsfrom the farmers w 
have been submitted here from time 
be relieved from this burden, shou 
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to time, asking that they 
ld have found a hearing, if 


anything is to be placed upon the free list. Therefore it is not 
clear to me why the committee should raise the rate upon jute 
yarn from 20 to 20 per cent and increase the duty upon burlaps 


from 20 to 224 r cent as the bill car 
There arearguments without number which can be used why if 
any article should be upon the free list grain bags or the mate- 
rials from which they ave made should be. 

California, realizing the importance of this to her farmers, 
made a liberal appropriation whereby grain bags might be 


5 


pe ne from the other House 


manufactured in the penal institutions of our State, and the re- 
sult is that we have at one of our State prisons burlap machin- 
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ery which is turning out bags by the 10,000 or 15,000 daily. It 
is the only equalizer, as it were, which helps the farmers from 
being imposed upon by the combinations of the country which 
are controlling the burlap imports into the country. I feel con- 
strained in view of these facts to support by my vote the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to modify my amendmgnt slightly. I 
am satisfied it will be improved in the estimation of the Senator 
from California|Mr. PERKINS]. I wish to modify it by striking 
out of the paragraph also all the words after the word ‘ bur- 
laps,” in line 18, until we come to the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in 
line 20, and inserting before the word “ bags” the word ‘‘and”’; 
so-that the paragraph will then read: 

Burlaps and bags for grain madefrom burlaps shall be exempt from duty. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
first question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PEFFER. ThenI can say what I wish to say upon this 
point, and afterward we can take the vote. 

Mr. President, grain that is shipped out of the United States 
from the farms is sold in afree-trade market. It has to com- 
vete with free-trade wheat. It has to compete in a gold mar- 

et where all the prices are regulated by gold, and it occurs to 
me that it is not only reasonable, but that it is only fair, that 
while the farmers, the tradesmen, the merchants, and the me- 
chanics in all parts of the country stand by their brethren of 
the loom and the shop, those brethren ought to stand by us, 
so as to cheapen as much as possible the articles which we are 
compelled to usein getting our surplus grain shipped to a free- 
trade market. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he thinks that under paragraph 270 burlaps are 
likely to be manufactured in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the paragraph stands, most emphatically 
no. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, it seems to me, if the industry is 
to be destroyed in the United States, there is great force in the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr, PEFFER] and 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I should be glad 
to so adjust the rate as to have the industry continued in the 


As the paragraph stands? 


United States, but if that can not be done I see no objection to 
making it free. 
Mr. LIGGINS. 
ers? 
Mr. ALLISON. 


You do not wish to impose a tax on the farm- 


I do not wish to impose a tax on the farmers 
of California. And I will say to my friend from California we 
use these burlaps in Iowa as well. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘They are used for wool bags and hop bags. 

Mr. ALLISON. And for oats. 

Mr. PERKINS. For oats, barley, and all other cereals. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law, of course where these 
bags are exported, largely from California, and also largely 
from every other portion of the country, there is a drawback 
equivalent to the duty, so that upon all burlaps and bags ex- 
ported there is really no tax. 

Mr. PERKINS. That usually accrues to the shipper, and not 
to the farmer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I sounderstand. But if the result of this 
provision will be toimportthe bags and not to establish an indus- 
try and make them here, it would preventa great deal of circum- 


locution and drawbacks in the way of duty to put them upon the | 


free list, and they may as well go on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Iowa to say he 
wants to put these bags on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
had his attention diverted when I was making my observation. 

Mr. VEST. It was. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILinquired of the Senator from Rhode Island 
if under the paragraph as it stands it would be possible to con- 
duct this industry in the United States, he being anexpert upon 
the subject and more familiar with it than [ am, and he says it 
is absolutely impossible. So if that ba true, it seems to me it 
might be wise to put these bags on the free list rather than to 
leave them in this nebulous state without doing any good toour 
own people. 

Mr. VEST. Iam giad to hear the Senator say it, because his 
party put a 44 per cent duty upon them in 1890. We propose to 
reduce that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was for { protective duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed then and hoped that it would be 
an industry in connection with the jute industry, which we were 
seeking to establish in the United States, and which would meas- 
urably prosper here under the duty proposed. But now it seems 





I think the Senator from Missouri must have | 


the industry is to be destroyed. If so, why should’we tax the 
peor of California or Iowa for this article which they must 
lave? 

Mr. VEST. That is the Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that under the revision of the 
paragraph we have already adopted burlaps bags can not be 
manufactured at a profit in this country. If that were not true, 
then I should be in fayor of doing what I could do to protect the 
American manufacturing interest in this country and at the same 
time do justice to the farmer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from California give me 
information on a point about which I desire to learn something, 
and that is as to the capacity of this country to produce the bur- 
laps—the bagging? 

Mr. PERKINS. We have not yet a sufficient number of fac- 
tories to produce the burlaps required, but yearly they are aug- 
menting, and in time, should the McKinley law remain, I doubt 
not that in a few years we should be able to manufacture all the 
bagging we desire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it all made from coarse hemp? 

Mr. PERKINS. So I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the agricultural product can be 
raised to supply all the bags—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotraised in the United States at all, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is none of it raised here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It,is jute, and comes from India. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is made from foreign material? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thenwhatisthe question? Is it between 
the raw material and the manufactured material, or both? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion of the Senator from Kansas is 
to put bags and bagging upon the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is, the manufactured article? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The result of which will be, then, that 
there will be no manufacture of them in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will not be any under this bill, so far 
as burlap is concerned. Bags might survive, possibly. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I have here a letter from Messrs. E. S. Halsted 
& Co., manufacturers of bags and bagging, 75 Pearl street, New 
York, in which they say that when the exportation of flour to 
Cuba began under the reciprocity policy we were exporting 
very little; that we were not exporting more than 60,000 to 
75,000 barrels of flour and those in wood. They say: 


The duty against our country in favor of Spain was so great as to almost 
exclude shipment. The first six months after reciprocity went into effect 
shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels. Most of this was in 
sacks, and since then, in the two years or nearly two years that have elapsed, 
there has been from six to seven hundred thousand barrels. 

Certainly a very excellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In ad- 
dition to this there have gone from this market several hundred thousand 
sugar sacks to the West Indies, for sugar to place in shipment to this coun- 
try; this is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The 
reason of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can 
be made in this country from goods manufactured in Dundee and ool trom 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe. 

I should like to have the whole letter printed in the RECORD 
as apart of myremarks. [have readnearly all ofit. Thereare 
one or two sentences which would not sound pleasant to Demo- 
cratic ears. I ask leave to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: - 

FEBRUARY 10, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: Yours of the Sth cameduly to handand noted. Weare greatly 
obliged to you for your kindness in replying toours. We do not know 
whether it can be made to have any effect upon the Democratic majority 
now ruling, but would add to what we stated to you in our last a thing 
which no doubt you are perfectly familiar with, but nevertheless we can 
give you the information from positive knowledge and experience. 

Before the present law came into existence we were doing comparatively 
little in the way of exporting flour in sacks. To citeone instance, we would 
refer to Cuba; previous to the negotiations based on reciprocity, our coun- 
try was not xe ing more than about 60,000 to 75,000 barrels of flour, and 
those in wood. The duty against ourcountry in favor of Spain was so great 
as to almost exclude shipment, The first six months after reciprocity went 
into effect, shipment of flour alone amounted to 200,000 barrels; most of this 
was in sacks, and since thenin the two years, or nearly two years, that have 
elapsed there has been from 600,090 to 700,000 barrels. Certainly a very ex- 
cellent showing in favor of this present tariff. In addition to this, there 
have gone from this market several hundred thousand sugar sacks to the 
West [ndies for sugar to place in shipment to this country. 

This is a very great innovation on the shipments from England. The rea- 
son of it is that under the present system of reciprocity these bags can be 
made in this country from goods manufactured in Dundee and sold from 
here at a cheaper rate than they can be sent from Europe; this difference is 
occasioned from the fact that the duties against England on these bags are 
greater than those against the United States, resulting from reciprocity 
treaty. Give the United States a proper protection in these matters and 
there is no doubt but what we can command a large proportion of this for- 
eign trade, While we havevery grave doubts as to being able to preach loud 














1894. 


enoug 
the near future 
strength again. 

Yours, truly, 


we may be able to recover to this country this prestige and 


E. S. HALSTEAD & CO. 

Hon. G. F. Hoar, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, Mr. President, that if the reciprocity 
policy were retained we should have a very large exporta- 
tion of these bags, with our flour and to some extent our beef, 
because they export the beef, and also pork to some extent, in 
these bags, and with the very large importation from these 
countries with which we have reciprocity arrangements, which 
would come in in these bags, that would be sent from Ambtrica 
for that purpose 
cumstances we would establish the manufacturing in this coun- 
try and have a very large foreign trade. 

[have no interest in the matter as representing any constitu- 
ency interested in the manufacture, but if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFr- 


FER] think the protective system should be applied to any man- | 


ufacture, [ suppose the mere fact that they have a constituency 
who buy these things does not change their minds as to what is 
the proper policy. 
duty will result in cheapening the bags and establishing the in- 
dustry in this country. 
Mr. ALLISON. 

try quite well established in this country. 
very large manufactory at Minneapolis. lam sorry the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] is not here. All the flour 
shipped to Europe is shipped in these bags; and where the bur- 
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h or strong enought upon these deaf ears, yet we could trust thatin | bu rlaps 


these manufacturers say that under those cir- | 
y 


[have no doubt that retaining the present | 


I think the manufacture of bags is an indus- | 
I know there is a | 


laps are exported the shippers receive a drawback equivalent to | 


the duty upon the burlaps, although they make the bags in Min- 
neapolis. This is my understanding. 

Mr. WHITE. Those bigs are made of a different material 
from the grain sack. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are jute bags, and are made from jute. 
But I had supposed that under the duty imposed in the McKin- 


ley act burlaps suitable for these bags was actually made in the | 


United States. 
not know. 

Mr. WHITE. My colleague mentioned a fact in the course 
of the discussion which I will call to the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Jowa and other Senators. In the State of California, 
in order to give employment to a number of convicts in one of 
the penitentiaries, that of San Quéntin, we have established a 
jute mill for the manufacture of grain bags. 

The jute isimported. There is noduty upon jute, I will state, 
and there has not been any lately. The jute is imported from 
India, Calecutta,and brought directly to the San Quentin peni- 
tentiary, which is located upon San Francisco harbor, and the 
bags are made there. I have seen the process myself. Every- 
thing is done there. The bales of jute are brought in right 
there. They are delivered on board ship at Calcutta and de- 
livered there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the bags are made in California. 

Mr. PERKINS. We also have two other jute mills in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. WHITE. I was about to state that. We have two other 
jute mills in the State of California where these products are 
made. Nevertheless, although we are manufacturing the arti- 
cle there, there is not the least question that our people have 
always been in favor of a great reduction of duty. Before the 
McKinley bill became a law our people were here endeavoring 
to impress upon the authorities in charge of the Republican 
measure, or they stated that they did, that there should be a re- 
duction, but they were unable to get it. 

The Democratic party, however, as represented in the present 
committze, has reduced the tariff tax 50 per cent, and to that 
extent it is a great relief. As far as concerns the benefit which 
has accrued to us from the manufacture in that State, our farm- 
ers would a great deal rather take every employé and board 
him at ‘he Palace Hotel than to permit the imposition of such a 
duty as has hitherto been upon this product. Iam glad that Sena- 
tors upon the other side who have heretofore found it necessary 
to impose almost 50 per cent duty upon this article haveso radi- 
cally changed their minds that they have now abandoned their 
original ground. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I congratulate the country and 
the Democratic party upon the accession we have had to the 
doctrine to-day. Ihave listened with greatand unalloyed pleas- 
ure to the argument of the Senator from [Iowa and the state- 
ments of the Senator from Rhode Island. We can not resist the 
appeals which they have made in behalf of free bags made out 
of burlaps. So we withdraw the amendment, and in behalf of 
the committee we will move to strike out that portion of para- 
graph 270 from the words ‘‘ad valorem” in line 20, down to the 
eud of the paragraph, including ‘‘ bags for grain made of such 


I think they are, to some extent, although Ido 


———— STS 






6109 


4 per cent ad valorem.” That gives free bags for grain, 
wool, etc., to the agricultural portion of our country. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand the Senator proposes to retain 
the duty on burlaps and then make bags free. Of course under 
such a provision no burlaps will be imported. 

Mr. VEST. It will all come in in the shape of bags. 

Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. ALDRICH). Is that your understand- 
ing? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
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Thatis my understanding of the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose some burlaps will come in for oilcloth 
manufacture. They use large quantities. But whatweare deal- 
ing with now is the agriculturist. Iam for the farmer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing’to 
the amendment of the committee, in line 18, to strike out the 
words ‘‘not exceeding 60 inches in width.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 270, after the words ‘‘ad va- 
lorem” in line 20, strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as 
follows; 


or 


ai 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 22} 


Mr. PEF#®ER. Does the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri take precedence of the amendment I offered some 
time ago? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the arrangement of the 
Senate amendments offered by the committes must first be acted 
upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. The effect of the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas I understand is to make burlaps and bags made of 
burlaps free? 

Mr. PEFFER. That is right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whereis the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri is to make bags free and leave burlaps taxed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall insist upon my amendment when the 


per centad valorem. 


| amendment of the Senator from Missouri is disposed of. 


Mr. VEST. Under the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas he would give to the oilcloth manufacturers free burlaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am unable to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. I understand very 
well that the farmers, the grain producers in the great West, 
and the grain producers of California labor under many dis- 
advantages, and in some respects they are perhaps entitled to 
peculiar and special consideration. But T do not believe that 
the farmers of any portion of the country wish to have any in- 
dustry that is established in this country destroyed. 

I do not believe that the farmers of this country are very 
largely demanding either free lumber or free barbed fence wire, 
or free binding twine, or that the farmers are educated up to 
the idea that it will materially increase their farm profits to 
destroy the business of making jute bags in this country. It 
seems to me that these are infinitesimal benefits which will not 
result in any appreciable help to the farmers, while they will 
destroy these industries, especially this industry which is now 
in this country incompetition with the factories that are worked 
by the labor of India, where the processes are so cheap. 

I say, Mr. President, that I do not believe the farmers are de- 
manding these things. [Ladmitthatsome demagogues, speaking 
for the farmers, or attempting todo so, are endeavoring to satisfy 
themselves or somebody else that the farmers want the man- 
ufacture of these articles destroyed in order that they may re- 
ceive some possible benefit by it. But the farmers of this coun- 
try, when they come fice to face with the fact that they are 
demanding that there shall be convict labor in order that they 
may have cheaper bags, are asking something thut is not rea- 
sonable. 

I have had occasion already to call attention to the great 
danger to the industries inthis country from the cheap labor of 
Asia. I have herea paragraph which gives the pay of the work- 
men in the textile mills of India. A workman in the textile 
mills of India earns about 15 cents a day, and he toils from 
twelve to fourteen hours a day, including Sunday. That is the 
kind of labor which is employed in the mills of India that make 
these bags for grain. Now, I ask the Senator from Kansas 
whether his people are really demanding that they shall have 
bags made by that labor and whether when the free raw material 
comes in—the jute from India—they are not willing that the 
bags shall be manufactured by American labor at American 
prices? 

Mr. PEFFER. Answering the Senator’s question,I say to 
bim that the farmers of Kansas do not care who makes their 
bagging or who makes anything they have to use in shipping 
their wheat, when they are compelled to sell their wheat in 
competition with the very class of men to whom the Senator re- 
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fers. The ryots of India who labor on the farms work for about 
6 cx nts to 10 cents a day. Kansas farmers are worth $1.50 or 
50 a day, and if we have to sell our products in competition 
with those f over there who receive but 12 centsa day we 
do met eure who make the bag's. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I admitted that the farmers labor under 
pe a difficulties,and that they may be entitled to special 
leration in some respects, but I do not believe they want 
respect. The farmers ought to 
They do not want to raise 

petition with the cheap labor of Australia. They 

ction upon their wool, and they ought to have 

won their wool, and they 

hile the Republican party has made tariffs. 

ise the tariff is taken off wool and 

Democratic party in that respect is attacking the interests of 

the farmer, I do not believe that the farmer wants to have the 

manufacture of bags for grain in this country stricken down. I 

not believe the farmer wants to destroy a wire factory, or that 

the farmer wants any of these little things which, =e Senator 

frocn ticut [Mr. PLATT] has well said, will not make 

themselves felt in the practical reduction of the price of any 

article which the farmer buys, any more than I believe the men 

who raise the cotton at the South care anvthing about free cot- 
ton ties. 

It is allan outcry gotten up by the opponentsof the protective 
system, and I do not think that the real interests of the farmer 
are promoted by this class of exceptions to the general principle 


slow 


CO 
special cr ert nin this 
ha protection upon their wool. 


: 
ao 


CTonnec 


of protection, any more than I think the interests of the cotton- | 
} ’ a 


protected by giving him nominally cotton ties free 

prosperity of the farmner, of the 
grain in Kansas and California, and the prosperity of the man 
who raises cotton in the Southare equally to be benefited by the 
system of protection to be ms \intained as a whole upon correct 
principles of protection, which principles are, that bya duty we 
will protect everything which we can manufacture in this coun- 
try by our highly-paid labor against similar articles manufac- 
tured by the pauper labor of Europe anc of Asia. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri, 
by the amendment which he now submits, undertakes to impose 
upon me a certain responsibility for his amendment which I do 
not propose to accept. In answer to a question asked by the 
Senator from Iowa I stated that in my opinion burlaps could not 
be made in this country with 15 per cent duty. I repeat that 
Opinion, | mare no question whatever about it. 

wh would not > possible, considering the different rates of 
wages paid in Ind lia and in the United States, with free jute to 
make burlaps in the United States with 15 per cent duty. I 
staied that so far as that industry is concerned, if that is all we 
are cousidering in this matter, the duty might as well be taken 
off entirely, so far as any American interest in the production 
of burlaps is concerned, and beyond that it is simply a question 
of revenue. I did not mean to say that burlaps can not be taken 
under this duty and made into bags in the United States, be- 
cause I believe the difference between 15 per cent and 224 per 
cent in this paragraph is a protective duty. I think bags con- 
sumed in the United States will be made here, if this paragraph 
>a law. 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri is to place 
the bags, the finished product, upon the frees list and to impose 
a duty of ) eer cent upon burlaps. Of course that would abso- 
lutely Saar t the making of any bags in this country, and to 
that ext tl ‘think it would be unjust to our people engaged in 
the orale! ion of bags, and certainly there must be a great 
many in diiferent parts of the country. Therefore I think the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri is not a proper 
one to be adopted. 

[f we are going to put anything upon the free list in this con- 
nection it should be burlaps, with a reasonable and moderate 
protection upon bags. Ishould impose protective duties upon 
all these things. it was the ourpose of the act of 1890 to give 
to the jute industry in the United States fairly protective du- 
ties for the firsttime in the history of the country. Thismight 
be a very important American industry. Thousands of people 
are engaged in the manufacture of burlaps into bags at Calcutta 
and other points in India and at Dundee in Scotland. 

This great industry might be and ought to be transferred to the 
United “States, butitis simply a farce to give it a duty that will 
not and can not be protective. That is the fault I find with the 
proposition of the committee, If anything at all should be put 
upon the free list it should be the burlaps and not the bags. A 
small protective duty should be given to the bag manufacturers 
of the United States. 

fr. VEST. Nobody understands better than the Senator from 
Rhode Island what will be the effect of putting bags on the free 
list and leaving a duty on burlaps. No burlaps will come in. 
The bags will come in, of course. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Of course. 

Mr. VEST. Butthere will be nonecessity for bringing burlans 
here, because the entire demand for bags will be supplied from 
abroad. But the Senator's colleague, the Senator from Io, 
iment and wound up by saying that these ba 
should be put on the free list. As that isin the direction 1 hi 
been traveling for sometime, and am now traveling, I was en- 
tirely willing to agree. I hope it will not be said that it i: 
tional, because there is a factory in St. Louis engaged in t 
making of these bags and the proprietor has been more ag; 
sive on this subject than anybody else I knowof in this count 

In the next paragraph, 271, will come bagging forcotton. T 
same doctrine would apply there. I hopo our friends will b 
consistent, and I will go with them, because it has been my ¢ 
tention all the time that these articles should be made free 
order to relieve the expenses that are piled up year by year upon 
the farmers and planters of the West and South. We can 
protect them by tariff duties. All we can do is to diminish 1 
cost of the absolute necessities of life, both in the way of what 
they wear and what they use in preparing their products 
market. 

r. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not believe: it is possi 
to build up the burlap industry in the United States with : 
you put on. The Dundee manufacturers : 
being ruined by the manufacturers of India, and as long as 
present monetary condition of the world continues there will 
no probability of any industry of that kind being built up in thi 
country. India receiving, as it practically does, a bounty upon 
all its exports of burlaps and bags that they may make, will ru 
the business of the world in that direction duty or no duty. I 
do not believe a duty on burlaps or bags made outof that mat 
rial will be of the slichtest benefit to: anyb ody in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which 
wiil be stated. 

The SECRE In line 20, after the word ‘‘ad valorem,’ 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph, as follows: 
cent ad valorem. 


,ARY 
“Linde 


Bags 


Mr. BLANCHARD 
amendment or one that the Senator 
ate? 

Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee agrees to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion recurs on agri 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ burlaps,”in line 18, strike 
out the remainder of the paragraph and insert the words “ and 
bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from duty:” 
so as to make this paragraph read: 

Burlaps and bags for grain made of such burlaps shall be exempt from 
duty. 

The PRESIDING OFTFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senatorfrom Missouri intends 
to follow this up by putting bags on the free list. Otherwise he 
has raised the duty instead of lowering it. 

Mr. VEST. I have enlisted under the banner of reform led 
by the Senator from Iowa and the Senator irom Rhode Island, 
andI will stay with them. If they will make the motion I will 
vote for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. Iam merely an humble private. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri made the other 
suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa made the lastsuggestion. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The effect of the action of the Senate taken 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri will be to in- 
crease the duty on bags. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment proposed by the 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask for a division, Mr. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
will not develop a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I 
should vote “‘ nay ’’ if he were present. 

Mr.GORDON. i suggest to the Senator from Llinois that we 
make the same transfer of pairs that we made on the previous 
voice. 

Mr. CULLOM. 


for grain made of such burlaps 22} per 


[ desire to inquire if that is acommittee 
oifers originally in the Se 


T am not making any motion in this conn 


The question is on agreeing to 
Senator from Kansas. 
President. 

A division 


That is perfectly agreeable to me. I did not 








see the Senator from Georgia, or I should have made the sug- 
gestion. Z ; : 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] will 
stand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 80 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cunuom] and I will both 
vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN}. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska[Mr. MANDERSON]. I withhold my vote in his absence. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Con- 
necticut {Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask if the senior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON| has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will make the same transfer that I made 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. QUAY] before, pairing 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] with the Senator from 
Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY], and we will both vote. I vote 
in ay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 40; as foilows: 

YEAS—5. 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 





I am authorized to vote to 





Kyle, Perkins, Power, Teller. 
Peffer, 
NAYS—49. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Quay, 

lanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Caffery, Frye, Lodge, Sherman, 
Chandier, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Cockrell, Gibson, MeMillan, Turpie, 
Coke, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cullom, Harris, Murphy, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dixon Hunton, Patton, White 

TING—40. 

Ailen, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
3ate, McPherson, Proctor, 
Berry, Manderson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, Mills, Squire, 

utler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, Vilas, 
Camden, Higgins, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron, hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
Carey, Irby, Pettigrew, VWoleott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that paragraph 270 be read, so thatI 
may see how it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Burlaps containing not over 40 threads t 
and filling, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read th 


The paragraph will be read. 


» the square inch counting warp 


» next paragraph, as follows: 

271. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 
butts, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move toamend paragraph 271 by striking out 
in lines 1 and 2, page 69, the words “‘ fifteen per cent ad valorem” 
and inserting ‘‘shall be exempt from duty,” so as to read: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for cov- 
cringe cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts, 
Shall be exempt from duty. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry as to the 
time. I wish to know if it is understood by the Senate under 
the arrangement made taking up these schedules in their order 
that questions relating to the free list are taken up as the sched- 
ules are taken up, or when the free list is reached? 

Mr. VEST. I will state in reply to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts that wo intended to take these matters up when we came | 


to the free list. 
Mr. HOAR. 
Senate. 


I thought that was the understanding of the 
i have no choice about it myself. 
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Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, {I wish to sayin relation to this 
paragraph and the proposed amendment that cotton stands in 
the same relation to the commerce of the world that wheat and 
corn do; that it comes in competition with the same class of ma- 
terial made in other parts of the world by the cheapest sort of 
labor that has to be sold in a gold market in competition with 
the products of that kind of labor, and that it as well as wheat 
and corn is entitled to every possible concession fromthe manu- 
facturing interests that they can extend to it, for there is no 
other way by which cotton or wheat or corn can receive any 
protection through the operation of our tariff laws. 

Cotton has to be compressed and put into large bales aud cov- 
ered with this bagging, and if the cotton planters shail have 
the benefit of free bagging, free material, if you please, you may 
term it free raw material, because their cotton when it is in 
bales is the finished product—if they have the benefit of the con- 
cession to that extent the revenue laws which are intended to 
protect manufacturing interests will also protect the agricul- 
turalinterests. With that simple statement Senators have the 
entire question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall ask the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment when we coine to a vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator has proposed this 
amendment, as I understand, cotton bagging is made of jute 
butts and made largely in the Southand Southwest. lam sorry 
to see him propose to strike down a Southern and Southwestern 
industry in this way. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFFR] will be accepted on be- 
half of the committee. We have just adopted an amendment to 
paragraph 270, which makes free of any tax or duty bags for 
grain used by the farmersofthe West. Inanother partofthe bill 
I find that binding-twine, used exclusively in the West in putting 
up the products of that region for the market, is placed upon the 
free list. 

Now, bagging for cotton is to us in the South what binding- 
twine is to the farmers of the North, and what the grain bags 
just placed upon the free list are to the farmers in the North- 
west. Itisafact that the bagging placed around cotton is an 
absolute loss to the cotton producer. While itistruethat when 
a bale of cotton is rolled up on the scales and weighed nothing 
is deducted here in this country in the markets where cotton is 
sold for the bagging in which the cotton is wrapped, or for the 
ties that are around the bale, it is nevertheless a fact that the 
price of cotton grown in the United States and throughout the 
world is fixed in the great cotton marts of Liverpool and Man- 
chester, and there, asis well known, a tare of 22 pounds per bale 
is deducted. . 

So, when you sift it down to the actual fact, the cotton pro 
ducer of the South gets nothing whatever for the bagging and 
ties placed around his bale of cotton, and the price of those 
articles is a dead loss to him. 

Under these circumstances, since binding-twine is made free, 
and since bagsfor grain have just been made free, it would seem 
afair thing to do to make bagging for cotton freealso. Itseems 
we are legislating just now in the interests of the farming 
classes of the United States, and have extended favors just 
to the farmers of one section of the country. Let us be con- 
sistent and extend like favors to the cotton producers of the 
South. Let us make bagging for cotton free, as we have just 
made bags for grain free. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in 1866 bagging for cotton was 
controlled by a foreign trust. ‘The price of it was 36 centsa 
square yard. In 1867 it was 31 cents, and in 1868 it was 28cents; 
| in 1869 it was 30 cents; in 1870 it was 31 cents. Then in 1870 we 

put a duty upon this bagging and commenced the manufacture 
in the United States, and to-day it is manufactured in nineteen 
different States. 

There is a manufactory of it in the State of Texas. These fac- 
tories make all the bags we use. Now, what has been the effect 
of that? Capital, induced by the duty to go into this business, 

| has, as I say, gone into it in nineteen States. Now, let me give 
the price list of this cotton bagging since the duty was imposed 
upon it. 

In 1871 it had fallen to 18 cents a square yard, in 1875 to 13 
| cents a square yard, in 1878 to 12 cents a square yard, in 1890 to 

9+ cents a square yard, in 181 to 8} cents a square yard, in 1892 
to 7+ cents asquare yard. It has gone from 36 cents a square 
yard down to 7} cents a square yard, and still the Senator from 
Louisiana cries out for more protection! 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
| Maine {Mr. Rye] had taken up almost any other article men- 
| tioned in the tariff bill now pending, he would have found that 
| exactly the same thing is true. Prices have declined all along 
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the line on everything, just as they have on cotton bagging. 
But that is no reason why the same treatment should not be 
meted out to bagging for cotton that was meted out just now for 
bags for grain—make both free of any tax. If the Senator from 
Maine had inquired into the prices of bags for grain, I think he 
would have found that the decline in prices has been as great 
with respect to them as it has been upon bagging for cotton. 

But he did not make that argument when the Senator from 
Kansas and other Senators were proposing to make bags for 
grain free of any tax. He does make it, however, when it is 
proposed to adopt the other amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas which means that the Senate be consistent and extend to 
the farmers of the South the same favor just now extended to 
the farmersof the West. If you make bags for grain free of tax, 
make also bagging for cotton free of tax. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine is mistaken about the 
price of this article. If he will turn to the Treasury mopees on 
page 249, as to cotton bagging, he will see that it was lower in 
1887 and 1888 than at any other time. It was then 2 centB a 
pound, These bags have 2 pounds to the bag, So you must 
double these rates. In 1891, which is the last quotation, it was 
4centsa pound. In 1871 it was 5 cents a pound, the next year 
4 cents, then 5, and 5, and 4, and 4, and 5, and then 4 again, and 
then 3, and then 2. 

Mr. President, as I said a few minutes ago, I should be very 
glad if the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from Iowa 
had followed up the suggestion as to putting the bags made out 
of burlaps upon the free list by also putting these bags for cot- 
ton on the fre> list. As it isa movement in the interest of the 
cotton planters, I myself hesitated to make the suggestion as 
coming from the committee. The State of Missouri has about 
three counties interested in this matter. It is a very consider- 
able interest in my State. 

[ believe, however, that asa matter of right these bags ought 
to be upon the free list, because, in the line of general observa- 
tion that I have frequently ind ulged in here, it isimpossible for 
us to protect the farmer and the planter. The ingenuity of mor- 
tal man can not find a way in which you can extend what our 
friends call the beneficent influences of the protective system to 
the agriculturists of this country. All that we can do is to 
¢cheapen what they use both as to their persons and in sending 
their products to market. Therefore whenever I can get a 
chance to make the burden lighter upon them I shall do so; and 
I make no opposition, speaking for the committee and for my- 
self, to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Missouri mean that the 
committee report in favor of the prgposition of the Senator from 
Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. FRYE. 


The committee will make no opposition to it. 
The Senator from Louisiana says the same reason 
applies to this that applies to putting grain bags on the free 
list. I think that may be true, but there was no reason in that. 
Inmy judginent, in putting grain bags on the free list, there was 
no sense or propriety in it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not hear the Senator from Maine 
argue against it. 

Mr. FRYE. I was not present when it was done and did not 
know until this moment that it had been done. I presume that 
was done by some one on this side of the Chamber saying some- 
thing 

Mr. VEST. The suggestion was made by the Senator from 
Iowa, and I accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I presume it was done by some one on this side 
of the Chamber saying something or other that the Senator from 
Missouri did not fancy, and therefore he immediately retired 
from the proposition that the committee reported, and putiton 
the free list. 

Mr. VEST. My friend is mistaken. 1didfancyit. TheSen- 
ator from Iowa made the suggestion, and I thought it was so 
fair and in the right direction that I immediately accepted it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I not only did not make the suggestion, but 
the suggestion was made elsewhere, as I did not happen to be in 
the Chamber when that paragraph was voted upon. The only 
suggestion I made was a suggestion of inquiry to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, in reply to which I was told that the ar- 
rangement of duties here would result in the destruction of our 
manufacturing industry. 

After having made that slight observation, the Senator from 
Missouri undertakes to hold me responsible for the amendment, 
_ which I wholly disclaim. I will give it to the Senator from 
California now in the chair [Mr. WHITE] and the other Senator 
from California, who is not present at this moment, and so I[ab- 
solve the Senator from Missouri from quoting me further upon 
that suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. I would not, under any circumstances, even to 
pass this bill—and I do not know anything that I desire more 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 11, 


than to get rid of it—misrepresent the Senator from Iowa. He 
knows that, I hope. I think I quote almost his exact words, 
After asking the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
whether the duty we proposed would cause the production of 
these nage or the making of these bags and the making of bur. 
laps in this country, and the Senator from Rhode Island said 
no, then the Senator from Iowa said: ‘‘ Isee no reason why those 
bags should not go upon the free list.” If he did not s0 state, 
then I never was more mistaken in my life. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the reporters know what I did say, 
I inquired of the Senator from Rhode Island, who is an expert, 
as to whether, in the first place, these burlap bags were made 
in this country, and he said they were. I then inquired if the 
present arrangement of duty was sufficiently large for their 
production, and he said it was not. Then I said, ‘‘If that be 
true, what objection is there to putting them on the free list?” 

That is all I said, and that was after the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, who is now in the chair,and the other Senator from Cal- 
ifornia had suggested that it was very important to California 
that they should be placed upon the free list, and having made 
that observation, I retired from the Chamber for a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. I had not completed, and had not yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ibeg pardon. 

Mr. FRYE. Go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I retired from the Chamber for a moment, 
and when I came back I was told that bags had been put on the 
free list. The Senator from Missouri is entitled to everything 
he can gather from my observation. 

Mr. FRYE. The prices which I gave were taken from the 
New York Financial Chronicle, as given in the last debate on 
the tariff. 

Mr. JARVIS. Will the Senator from Maine be kind engugh 
to read those prices again? 

Mr. FRYE. In 1866 the price of this covering for cottom was 
35 cents a square yard, and in 1892 74 cents asquare yard. The 
price ran down from 1870, when a duty was placed on thisarticle, 
from 18 cents a square yard to 7+ cents. 

I want to say a word in relation to this other matter — 

Mr. VEST. The prices the Senator quotes were the domes tic 
prices, and not the import prices, 

Mr. FRYE. Not the import prices, but the domestic prices. 

It seems to me the putting of binding twine upon the free list 
is the ore possible kind of demagogy. If the entire 
duty—I think it was only seven-tenths of a cent placed on bind- 
ing-twine in the McKinley act—— 

Mr. ALLISON. - That isall. It was 6.47 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FRYE. If that whole duty is a tax to be paid by the 
farmers out West, the enormous amount, by the closest calecula- 
tion that they would be relieved from, would be 1 cent an acre; 
and yet [ have heard talked of here in the United States Senaté 
the policy of putting on the free list binding twine in the inter- 
est of the farmers of the United States, so that they might save 
a cent an acre! 

Here is the industry of making bags established in this coun- 
try, and bags are lower now than they ever were, and lower than 
they ever will be again, provided they are put on the free list, 
because we will be giving up the business, and the men who use 
the bags will be obliged to pay more for them in less than two 
years, simply because there is a little talk gotten up here in the 
Senate about the farmers and getting this article on the free 
list, and because the Senator from Missouri saw an opportunity 
to score one against somebody on this side, away they goin the 
twinkling of an eye on the free list, ST oa the com- 
mittee has reported in favor of having them on the dutiable 
list—an enormous industry in the United States, an industry 
which has reduced the cost of the article enormously—and the 
proposition comes from the Senator from Kansas to put that on 
the free list and destroy this industry, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri rises in his place, acting on behalf of the Committee on 
Finance, and says that the Senator from Iowa has placed grain 
bags on the free list, and other Senators have placed binding 
twine upon the free list, and so he is in favor of putting these 
coverings for cotton on the free list. 

I do not believe in that kind of statesmanship. We are deal- 
ing with pretty serious matters in this bill. Thereis hardly an 
item here which does not affect somebody, and nearly all of the 
items affect a great many somebodies, and I do not believe that 
a bill of this kind ought to be dealt with in that way. If there 
is an industry entitled to protection, and the committee believe 
that it is entitled to protection, and if the committees of both 
Houses reported in favor of it, [ do not believe that that protec- 
tion ought to be surrendered simply because somebody in the 
United States Senate says what may have been an indiscreet 
thing; and Ido not think the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Arkansas, representing the Committee on Finance, 
ought to permit themselves to do this thing. 
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When the lumber schedule was under argument here there 
were charges made that there was an enormous duty on planed 
lumber. The duty on planed lumber was perfectly right. It 
was not an enormous duty but a fair one, and the most important 
thing in the lumber schedule. That ought to have been pro- 
tected. It afforded more protection to more men than anything 
else in the lumber schedule, yet because somebody charged that 
it was an enormous duty, and all thatsort of thing, immediately 
the two Senators in charge of the bill permitted it to go on the 
free list, thus doing immense damage to hundredsof thousands of 
men and to hundreds of millions of capital in the United States. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to deal seriously with these 
matters, where they have or may have such serious effects. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], in reading the prices of cotton bagging for the last twenty 
years, omitted unadvisedly an important fact, that in the year 
1889 there was a combination formed in this country by those 
manufacturing and selling cotton bagging, to put up the price 
of bagging which the farmers put around their cotton, from 7 
cents a pound to 14 cents a pound, and they were enabled to do 
that because of the high duty by the then existing tariff law 
upon cotton bagging. : 

Against this trust and combination the farmers assembled in 


the country and in villages and declared that they would not | ! p H 1 _ io 
| ing put grain bags on the free list, and barbed wire and binding- 


submit to such an outrage. I remember well that in the South 
the farmers brought their cotton into town, wrapping it up in 
oldsugar bagsand in old, worn-out sacks of various kinds. They 
even resorted to the temporary expedient of making bagging 
out of pine straw, and resorted to every expedient they could 
devise to defeat that conspiracy and combination which had been 
formed under the laws which enabled this trust and combination 
thus to rob the farmer. 

Now, sir, here is an opportunity to put this article upon the 
free list, so that no such conspiracy or combination can be 
formed in the future; and I trust the Senate will put this neces- 
sary article to the farmer upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from North Carolina 
willallow me tointerrupt him a moment, I should like to remind 
him of another fact in connection with this subject. The mem- 
bers of this organization, the manufacturers of cotton bagging, 
at that time app2ared before the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and when asked the question as to whether they had made 
this combination to put up the price of cotton bagging within 
two weeks from 6 or 7 to 14 cents, answered ‘‘ Yes, we did; and 
what are you going to do about it?” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there ought to be just one other word 
said about that. The Mills bill, so called, which had passed the 
‘House of Representatives, had put practically no duty upon cot- 
ton bagging, and it was very well understood that these gentle- 
men were endeavoring to punish the gentlemen on the other 
side for what they were doing. They did admit practically, as 
the Senator from Arkansas says, that supposing they would be 
entirely struck down by what was then cailed the Mills bill, they 
thought they would get as much out of cotton bagging as they 
could for the moment. 

Mr. FRYE. If there was such a trust as that to which the 
Senator from North Carolina has alluded in 1889, it was broken 
up before 1890, because the price of cotton bagging in 1890 was 
only 9 cents a square yard, and it went from that down to a little 
over 7 cents a square yard for domestic cotton bagging. I do 
not believe that there is any trust or that there has been any in 
the last three years, and I think the Treasury reports will bear 
out that statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH] read an Associated Press dispatech—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall only take a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I only want to put a question to the Senator 
from Maine while he is on his feet. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not on my feet for a speech. 
to make a statement, which I have made. 

Mr. DOLPH. A few daysago the Senator from Rhode Island 
read an Associated Press dispatch from Oregon showing the re- 
sult of the election in Oregon, and showing what the farmers of 
Oregon thought about the Wilson bill, or the pending measure. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] was good enough to say 
‘‘wait until the back counties are heard from.” 


I only wanted 


T then stated 
that the opposition had elected less than 20 out of 90 members 
of the Legislature. I said I thought when the back counties 
were heard from the opposition would not exceed 10. Full re- 
msgs given in the Evening Star of this city, of to-day, as fol- 
ows: 


PORTLAND, OREGON, June 11 


Reliable election returns show that Hermann (Republican), for Congress 
in the First district, has 9,087 plurality, and that Ellis (Republican), in the 
Seoond district, has a plurality of 9,320. 
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The Legislature stands as follows: Senate—Republicans 19, Democrats 8, 
Populists 3; House—Republicans 52, Democrats !, Populists7. The Repab 
lican majority on joint ballot is 52. 


Of the 8 Democrats in the Senate 7 are hold-overs and 2 are 
classed as Populists—one ran as a Populist and the other was 
Three Pop- 
ulists were elected two years ago. So the total number of mem- 
bers elected by the opposition to the Republican party of all 
kinds is 1 Democrat and 1 Populist in the senate, and 1 Demo- 
crat and 7 Populists in the house, making 10 out of 90. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
I ask if the paper indicates how that very large number of Re- 
publicans expect to vote in the election of a United States Sena- 
tor? 

Mr. PLATT. We know how they ought to vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 
need not trouble himself about that. I am not troubling my- 
self about it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] seems to be worried all at once about the 
possibility that some little inconsistency may be developed in 
the treatment of the different industries and interests in this 
bill, and therefore wants cotton bagging on the free list, because 
he does not want the Senate to do anything inconsistent. Hav- 


twine, for the benefit of the farmers, he now insists that the 
Senate must be consistent and put bagging on the free list for 
the benefit of the cotton-planters. 

He did not say anything, I believe, about when this com- 
menced. It began by putting cotton ties on the free list for the 
benefit of the cotton-planter, but when it comes to the question 
of consistency, that does not seem to have had avery great deal 
of consideration in the forming of this bill. We had a duty on 
rice, which was only reduced 25 per cent, which was 118 per cent 
before the reduction began. 

Then there came up the question of the reduction of the duty 


| on hay, the largest crop of the United States, and in behalf of 


the farmers who raise hay, a few of us tried to convince the Sen- 
ate that the same proportional reduction only should take place 
which had taken place on the rice industry; but that found no 
supporters on that side of the Chamber. 

So, as it seems to me, this question of consistency does not cut 
very much of a figurein this matter, and I am glad to be able to 
stand up and say that this ought not to be done, that the indus- 


try of manufacturing cotton bagging ought not to be destroyed, 


ee 


| because I believe there does not happen to be one single mill of 


that sort in New England. Therefore I shall not be accused of 
any sectionalism or any desire to promote the interests of my 
own section, when I say that I do not think that that industry 
ought to be destroyed. Itisan industry in the West largely and 
in the South considerably. 

It is anindustry employing a great deal of capital and a great 
many men. The proposition now is to turnit over tothe tender 
mercies of foreign manufacturers and foreign trusts because of 
some supposed benefit which will inure to the cotton planter. 
It has been admitted that so far as this country is concerned 
all this cotton bagging is sold at a price which exceeds what the 
cotton planter pays for it, though it is claimed that in the cot- 
ton which goes abroad it is deducted in the way of tare. 

But look at it. Whatever may have been the condition with 
regard to a trust in former times, that trust is broken up, and 
whatever price that trust may have imposed upon cotton plant- 
ers, there is nolonger any complaint from cotton planters of the 
price of this bagging. There was no complaint in 1890, and the 
duty on it under the present law, where it is valued at 6 cents or 
less a square yard, is only 32 per cent ad valorem, and valued at 
more than 6 cents per yard, 26 per cent ad valorem, which the 
pending bill proposes to reduce to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The price has gone steadily down under the manufacture in 
this country, andif you destroy this manufacture it will go stead- 
ily up under the manipulations and the combination of foreign 
manufacturers. The planter will get nothing. It will simply 
be the destruction of an industry which I am justas much inter- 
ested in the preservation of asifit werea New England industry. 

[ do not know, Mr. President, that this delusion of free trade 
can ever be eradicated from the minds of the American people 
until they have had experience withit. It is possible that put- 
ting this article upon the free list may operate to give the 
American peoplea little experience of what the result of the free 
traders’ logic is really to be. It may be that putting it on the 


free list will at last convince the cotton planter that when he 
destroys a manufacturing interestin this country he gains noth- 
ing by it, and loses something. 

It may be that putting grain bags on the free list will have 
the effect to convince the Western grain grower than when he 
destroys an industry in this country the competition in which 
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has reduced the prico, he gains nothing by it, but loses some- The SECRETARY. Inline 3, itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty” 


thing by it. If that should be the effect it is possible that the 
destruction which is to follow the adoption of this proposition 
will not have been too dearly purchased. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 


and insert ‘* forty; ” so as to read ‘‘ forty per cent ad valorem.” 
The PRESIDING OFPICER. The question is on the amend- 


| ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 
Mr. CAPFPERY (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 


[ am paired | 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired | 


with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 


Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am _ paired | 


with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 


Mr. HALE (when his name was called). [am paired with the | 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. I transfer that 


the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present [ should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. GALLINGER]. If he 
were here I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CARBY]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that we transfer pairs, so that the Senator from Wyoming will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON] and we can both vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
‘'vea.”’ 

"Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his namewas called), [again announce my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was ¢alled). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHNLL] to the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. IrRBy], and vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. 
MorRILu}. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. The arrangement announced on the other 
vote will stand on this, andthe Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE, I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTt], unless there is a ques- 
tion of a quorum, in which case [ shall vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 19; as follows: 


Very well. Then I vote 


YEAS—3S. 
Alien, Gibson, Martin. Squire, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Blanchard, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Butler, Jarvis, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Walsh, 
Coke, Kyle, Pugh, White. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 
George, MeLaurin, Smith, 


NAYS—19. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Dubois, MeMiilan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Frye, Manderson, Tellier, 
Cullom, Hale, Patton, Washburn. 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, 

NOT VOTING —22. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Brice, Gallinger, Ledge, Proctor, 
Caffery, Gorman, McPherson, Quay, 
Call, Gray, Mills, Ransom, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morgan, Stewart, 
Carey, Hill, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

272. Flax gill netting, nets, webs, and seines, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 3, 
to strike out ‘‘thtrty” andinsert “ thirty-five; ”” soas to read “‘ 35 
per cent ad valorem.” 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 


ment, and move to strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ forty,” in 
line 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 





| 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


273. Ollcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, including linoleum, 
corticene, cork carpets, figured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except silk 
otielothe, and waterproof cloth, not specially provided for in this act, 39 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The committee reported an amendment to the paragraph, in 
line 8, after the word “‘ act,” to insert ‘‘ valued at 25.cents or less 
per square yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents 
per square yard;” and in line 11, after the word “yard,” to 


i i : .. | Strike out “ thi ” ine ‘bah? -five:” ¢ E 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and vote “nay.” | e out “thirty,” and insert ‘thirty-five; ” so as to read: 


Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I[ am paired with 


273. Oileloth for floors, stamped, painted, or ws including linoleum, 
corticene, cork carpets, figured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except silk 
oilecloth), and waterproof cloth, notspecially provided for in this act, valued 
at 25 cents or less per square yard, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 
cents per square yard, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 9, to strike out 
‘twenty ”’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” and in line 11 to strike out 
‘* thirty-five” and insert “ forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee 


| will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 69, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert “ twenty-five;” and in line 11 to strike 
out ‘* thirty-five” and insert “ forty:” so as to read: 


273. Oilcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, including linoleum, 
corticene, cork carpets, figured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except silk 
oilcloth), and waterproof cloth, not specially provided for in this act, valued 
at 25 cents or less per square yard, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 
cents per square yard, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

274. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of either 


ofthese substances, valued at 13 cents or less per pound, 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 30 percent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ substances,” in line 13, it 
is proposed to strike out down to the word ‘‘ pound,” in line 15, 
and to insert after the word ‘‘ thirty,” the word ‘‘five;” so as to 
read: 

2714. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of either 
of these substances, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

275. Collars and cuffs, and shirts, and all articles of wearing apparel of 


every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed wholly 
or in part of linen, and linen hydraulip hose, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘cuffs,” to strike out ‘‘and shirts,” and insert 
‘composed wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent ad valorem; 
shirts;” in line 19, after the word “all,” to insert “‘other,” and 
in line 22, after the word ‘‘linen,” to strike out ‘‘and linen 
hydraulic hose, thirty-five,” and insert ‘‘fifty;”’ so as to make 


| the paragraph read: 





275. Collars and cuffs, composed wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent ad 


. ‘ . .>, | Valoreni; shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every descri 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will | tion Bes i Pe 


tion, not specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in part of 
linen, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words “‘ fifty-five,” in line 18, and inserting 
‘*30 cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SHCRETARY. It is proposed in line 18 to strike out the 
word ‘‘ fifty-five’ and insert ‘‘30 cents per dozen pieces, and it 
addition thereto thirty ;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Collar and cuffs, composed wholly or in part of linen, 30 cents per doze 
pieces, and in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem; shirts and all othee 
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es of wearing apparel of every description, not specially provided for 
arviete act, composed wholly or in part of iinen, 50 per cent aa valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the amend- 
mont as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, we have here an absolutely pro- 
tective duty, and for one I am very glad of it; we have alsoa 
duty which, to all practical purposes, is as high, or higher, than 
the duty in the McKinley act. [am glad of that, too. It isnot 
a duty which affects anybody in the State of Connecticut. Iam 
glad of that, too. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is pleased all around. 

Mr. PLATT. Solthink I may be permitted, without doing 
any damage to the amendment proposed by the committee, to 
make some observations with regard to this protective Mc- 
Kinley duty. I do not think it will be quite prohibitory, because 
there were imported last year, in all, 89,000 dozen collarsand cuffs, 
composed in whole or in part of linen, of the value of $93,000, on 
which there was $64,000 duty paid. 

Those, Mr. President, are the collars which dudes wear, and 
they would be imported if the tariff were 300 per cent instead of 
about 60 per cent, as it will be by the pending bill. To be a lit- 
tle more specific, the duty in the McKinley act was 30 cents per 
dozen and 40 per cent ad valorem. The duty now proposed is 30 
cents per dozen, and 30 per centad valorem. The equivalent 
duty under the MeKinley bill was, as given, 68.54 per cent. 

As it is figured, it will be under the proposed amendment 58.54 
per cont, a nominal apparent reduction of 10 per cent in the duty 
from the McKinley law; but the changed conditions, the fall in 
price of collars, has been such that at the end of a vear’s time, 
when the record is made up, I have no doubt that the average 
ad valorem will be higher than that given-by the duty under the 
McKinleyact. But that is no objection to it,in my mind. Iam 
quite willing that this industry should be continued in the United 
States. 

I congratulate the Democratic Senators that they have given 
us an absolutely protective and high tariff and, as I believe, pro- 
hibitive duty. I congratulate the men and women and girls en- 
gaged in this occupation in Troy, that there will be no necessity 
for reducing their wages; that their wages can be kept up to the 
point atwhich they have been kept during the past two or three 
years, and that there will be no oceasion even fora 10 per cent 
reduction of wages. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator how he can show 
that? When the duty is kept up on collars and cuffs at the old 
rate, and when other industries will be destroyed by the reduc- 
tions which have been made, will not the people who were em- 


‘ ployed in those industries flock into this highly protected collar 


and cuff industry, so that the wages willbe lowered? 
Mr. PLATT. LIhope not. I hope that this industry will be 
preserved for that radically Democratic city of Troy, and that 


no Democratic workingman, nor his daughter, nor anybody who | 


has been engaged in this industry, will have their wages re- 
duced one penny. 

But it was not so much to congratulate the Democratic Sena- 
tors on having thuscome to this protective duty that I rose, as 


it was to call attention to this paragraph as illustrating the | 


evolution of tariff reform. 


Immediately after the election, as before it, we heard a great | 


deal in this country about tariff reform. It was printed on 
every Democratic banner before the election, and even after the 
election it stood in black headlines at the head of the editorial 
columns of almost all the Democratic newspapers; and even, in- 
deed, when we came to this Congress, when we had this bill re- 
ported in another place, which I shall not designate, by a gen- 
tleman whose name ought no longer be connected with or at- 
tached to it, we were told that this bill embodied the real, gen- 
uine tariff reform upon which the election was won. Lvery 
sperker who advocated that bill in that place advocated it as a 
measure of Democratic tariff reform. 

’ T have not heard so much about that recently, Mr. President. 
Indeed, until the Senator from Missouri | Mr. VEST] to-day cau- 
tiously and incidentally mentioned it, [ do not think I have 
heard those words in this Chamber for the last three weeks. 
The last time I remember to have heard them was when the 
Senator from Georgia |[Mr. WALSH], evidently not understand- 
ing the changed condition in the Senate, beat his rub-a-dub on 
the drum of tariff reform. 

This is a paragraph which will bear looking at as well as read- 
ing,and I am going to ask to have it reproduced in the Rrcorp 
with my remarks in the same type in which itappearsin the bill 
under consideration. It will indeed require the explanations 
which are to be found on the first pageof the bill in order that any 
reader of the RECORD may understand what represented tariff 
reform on collars and cuffs at the different stages after this bill 
reached the Senate. 
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The paragraph referred to is as follows: 

275. Collars and cuffs, end-shitts; composed 
wholly or in part of linen, { fifty-five] thirty 
cents per dozen pieces, and in addition thereto thirty 
per centum ad valorem; shirts and all other 
articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
not specially provided for in this Act, composed 
wholly or in part of linen, and-Hren-hydraute 
hesethirtfire fifty per centum ad valorem. 


| Mr. PLATT. Before this bill reached the Senate, as I have 
| said, it was tariff reform and 35 per cent ad valorem upon collars 
and cuffs, anda gentlemanelsewhere, whom I shall not mention, 
when he called the roll for this bill, which put aduty on collars 
and cuffs of 35 per cent ad valorem, said: 

Thisisarollofhonor. Thisis arollof freedom; and inthe name of honor 
and in the name of freedom, I summon every Democratic member of this 
House to inscribe his name uponit. [Loud and prolonged applause 
| That was tariff reform*then; and I have heard that his as:o- 
ciates were roused to such a pitch of exaltation by the bugle 
blast with which he summoned them torally around the standard 
of tariff reform, that after the ‘‘ roll of honor” had been mzde up 
they bore him in triumph from the Chamber on their shoulders. 
The Wilson bill came to the Senate, and we heard various sug- 
gestions—I shall not'say suspicions— that in some way or other 
the duty of ‘35 per cent ad valorem on collars and cuffs did not 
| after all truly illustrate the doctrine of tariff reform. 

So, when the bill was being coneocted in some room in this 
| Capitol, into which we on this side of the Chambercould not get, 
| and afterwards when a Democratic caucus was held and another 

printed bill, which we have not been permitted to see, was passed 
around among Democratic members of the Senate, it was all at 
| once discovered that it took 55 per cent ad valorem oncollars and 








cuffs composed wholly or partly of linen, to constitute the real, 
genuite, simon-pure Democratic tariff_reform. So, when the bill 
| came in on the 20th day of March, the caucus having been held 
| some time in February, we found the bill proposed to be amended 
by putting an ad valorem duty of 55 per cent on collars and cuffs. 
I think that would have been protective, Mr. President: but 
| it was not protective enough for somebody. Then there were 
whisperings. In the meantime the Senator from Missouri |Mr 
| VEST | informed the Senate that he was compelled by ‘ politica 
| exigencies” to submit to something that he did not want t 
submit to, which he did not believe in and which he was going 
home to tell his constituents he did not believe in, but submitted 
to it because he must. 
We are told by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that 
no Republican should have anything to do with the shaping of 
this bill. Veryfrank itwas. Soonthe7th of May the bill came 


in perfected by the so-called Jones amendments, and all the 
Democratic tariff reform which was embodied in 35 per cent ad 
valorem and then in 55 per cent ad valorem duty on collars and 


| cuffs had disappeared, and the old staff of the tariff reform ban- 


| ner, with the flag all tattered and torn, had graced the head of 
| a procession of Democratic Senators who succeeded in placing 


a duty of 30 cents per dozen pieces and, in addition thereto, 30 
per cent ad valorem on collars and cuffs 

We had just been told a little while before by the Senator 
from Indiana—I will not say the Senator from Indiana, but by 
the chairman of the Finance Committee—that this ad valorem 
business was true, Simon pure, genuine tariff reform, that a spe- 
cific duty was practically the synonym of protective plunder. 
That is the way he stated it—the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, understand. 

The object in laying specific duties like these and others is plainly mant- 


fest. Itis not desirable on the part of protected wealth that the people 
should know how much tribute they pay, or to what extent they are plun- 
dered. 


a * xt a a e 
It is true that exceptional instances sometimes compel the use of specific 
duties, but it may be stated as a rule that tariff reform never adopts them if 
it can be avoided, and that the protectionist, on the other hand, shuns ad va- 
lorem rates as guilt shuns discovery 
Ad valorem rates, then, gave the true ring to tariff reform. 
So in the House of Representatives it was 3) per centad valorem 
on collars and cuffs. When the Democratic caucus had manip- 
ulated the bill, after its manipulation in a secret room in this 
Capitol, it was 55 per cent ad valorem on collarsand cuffs. But 
when the final act comes, in which the protectionist ‘‘ shuns ad 
valorem rates as guilt shuns discovery,” we finda compound duty, 


» 
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partly ad valorem and partly specific, of 30 cents per dozen pieces, 
and in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem! 

Mr. President, that has been all figured out by the expert of 
the committee. He tells us that the compound ad valorem and 
specific duty together will be 58.54 per cent ad valorem; ahigher 
ad valorem duty than is to be found upon any other article of 
textile manufacture; practically the same ad valorem duty 
which the wine and liquor schedule averages, which we dis- 
cussed this morning; that is to average 58.98 per cent, and these 
collars and cuffs are to average 58.54 per cent. 

[ believe collars and cuffs, collars certainly, are worn by poor 
people, Theyare, as I suppose, articles of prime necessity, about 
all the Democrats wear them. I think there are few people in 
the land so poor, so abject, as not to wear collars and cuffs, and 
yet for somebody, in some way, mysteriously, this tariff reform, 
which fixed the duty originally at 35 per cent ad valorem, has 
been so stretched and enlarged that we have now a specific ad 
valorem duty averaging 58.54 per cent, a duty upon these ar- 
ticles of prime necessity higher than any duty upon any textile 
fabric or upon the materials made from any textile fabric in the 
bill. 

Why this was it is best, perhaps, not to inquire a great deal. 
I do not want to hurt anybody’s feelings, and I do not want to 


imperil this duty, because I want it to stand in the bill as an in- | 
stance of the fact that tariff reform upon a discussed subject | 


means McKinley duties pure and simple. ; 

I have my own ideas about how thisoccurred. There is an old 
saying that ‘if you scratch a Russian you will find a Cossack, 
and my observation has taught me that whenever you scratch a 

rotective amendment in this bill you find a Democrat under it. 
Laughter. | 

Perhaps that is enough to say with relation to how this pro- 
tective duty came to be inscribed in this bill as an illustration 
of the beauties of tariff reform. a. 

I should like to go into this subject a little more at length, 
but I have not the time this evening; Iam very anxious to get 
on with the bill; but it would be an exceedingly instructive half 
hour which might be spent here inquiring what has become of 
the professions of tariff reform on which the election was car- 
ried. ButI refrain, Mr. President, and I close with a single re- 
mark illustrative of the course of tariff reform in the Senate, a 
sort of a parody on those famous lines of Bret Harte: 


For ways that are dark 
And tricks that are vain, 
This tariff reform is peculiar. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss this mat- 
ter at this time, except to ask a word of explanation of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri as to whether articles which 
are covered by this provision are, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, a luxury or a necessity? 

Mr. VEST. Both. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from New 
York, who, I suppose, would naturally be expected to understand 
and defend this duty, I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Missouri, who is now present and who for the moment seems to 
be alone in the protection of this bill, to state whether this isa 
revenue duty or a protective duty? 

Mr. VEST. A revenue duty of course. [Laughter.] I 
astonished the Senator should ask me that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imposed solely for the purpose of raising 
revenue? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course—a revenue duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator state about what per 
centage ad valorem it would be upon the ordinary kinds of collars 
and cuffs? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator does not want any 
information from me about the tariff. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much revenue will be derived from it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I received a letter to-day from a very exten- 
sive importer, in which he said this duty would amount to 150 
per cent on the kind of collars and cuffs which the ordinary peo- 
ple of the country wear. I should be glad to have that state- 
ment confirmed or otherwise by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that a Senator whose political 
stomach can stand 240 and 250 per cent on common wool clothing, 
ought not to gag at this duty 9n collars and cuffs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the senator from Missouri has a much 
more sensitive stomach than that, and I wanted to find out what 

yas the limit of his endurance in this regard. 

Mr. VEST. I have been associated with the Senator from 
Rhode Island so long that I have fallen into a few of his habits. 
I propose to get rid of them after this bill is disposed of; but for 
the present I leave him to explain this duty for himself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Weare obliged tostand anything which 


am 
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is {necessary for the other side to do to get this bill through, 
and once in awhile we are gratified with a protective duty and 
are disposed to cackle a little—to use the sweet and expressive 
word which the Senator from Missouri used in this debate— 
and we do not refrain from cackling over this vindication of 
Republican principles because the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MURPHY] cackles also. 

I do not understand that the Senator from New York should 
be criticised for getting his share of what goes to the so-called 
conservative Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The 
Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE] who early in this debate grouped 
these Senators—and I think he spoke this afternoon on this sub- 
ject—will be obliged to rearrange his group, and perhaps absolve 
everyone of them. 

Some dozen or fifteen Senators, it was rumored early in the 
session, had organized either to prevent the passage of this bill 
or to secure a modification of it, and they have gone on and se- 
cured the necessary modifications of the bill. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who spoke so 
smoothly the other day about this bill and its future passage, 
which was soon to take place, said to us that the bill as it came 


| from the House could not have commanded a majority of the 


Senate, that the bill as reported by the committee could not 
have commanded a majority vote in the Senate, but the Sena- 
tor from Maryland took pleasure in announcing that then the 
Democratic party was united, and the bill was about to pass. 

Then the Senator retired from the Chamber and we have not 
seen him since. We trust that ifhe is not well, that he will soon 
be restored to health, and that we shall see his cheerful and 
joyous countenance with us before this bill is put upon its pas- 
sage. 

The Senator from Maryland omitted to tell us, in his mod- 
esty, that the two situations of which he spoke were created by 
him. He omitted to tell us that the bill could not pass the Sen- 
ate as it came from the House because he and the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. BRICE], as the two ringleaders of the conservative 
party, organized to prevent its passage. He did not tell us the 
bill as reported by the Finance Committee could not pass this 
body because he and the Senator from New York organized a 
conservative party in order to prevent its passage in the form 
in which it then stood. 

The Senator omitted to tell us much history which he might 
have usefully given to the Senate concerning this bill. The 
Senators composing the conservatives of whom I have spoken, 
the group of Senators whom the Senator from Maine has de- 
scribed, weat on and got what they desired. 

{t was first necessary, however, to capture and hold securely 
the Populists upon the other side of the Chamber, and they have 
been taken care of by free binding-twine, free barbed wire, and 
free lumber; and it may be that they are even now setting other 
trapsfor the Populist Senator who so pleasantly associates with 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber. At any rate, the Pop- 
ulist party was conciliated and taken care of. 

Then the conservative Senators from Maryland, West Vir- 
ginia, and Alabama, and the conservative Senator from Ohio 
were conciliated by a duty on iron ore and aduty oncoal. Thus 
one after another the conservatives began to disappear. Ido 
not know whether the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmrrH], 
who made so brave a speech against the income tax, has been 
sufficiently conciliated or not, but time will tell upon that point. 

Under those circumstances, however, who can blame the 
genial junior Senator from New York for consenting to be 
conciliated? Why should any one criticise if he, in the general 
wreck of the conservative partyaumong the Democrats, accepted 
at the hands of this generous committee a duty practically pro- 
hibitive upon collars and cuffs? 

Mr. President, as I understand, cotton coilars and cuffs, which 
were dutiable under the McKinley law, have disappeared from 
the list; and under the duties which are now proposed, with 
the fall in prices which bas taken place—which fall in prices 
upon other articles has been used by Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber as some justification for reductions which 
they have made from the McKinley law, amounting to from 
one-fourth to one-half of the existing duties—the fall in prices 
has been such that upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs, 
worth, say twoand a half cents apiece, the two and a half cents 
duty derived from such collars and cuffs will be 100 per cent. 

Then there is 30 per cent ad valorem in addition. The duties 
upon the cheapest linen collars and cuffs under this bill will be 
130 per cent, and they will not be lower than 80 per cent in the 
case of any collars and cuffs which will be imported. 

Mr. President, that makes the duty almost prohibitive. The 
present duty has practically given the manufacturers of Troy a 
monopoly of the collar and cuff business. There have been 
substantially no importations of cotton collars and cuffs, and 
very few importations of linen shirts, and. as stated by the Sens 
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ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], only importations of about 
92,000 worth of linen collars and culfs under the present duty. 
With the faJl of prices which has taken place, the duty which 


is now proposed, of 30 cents a dozen and 30 per cent ad valorem, | 


is a prohibitive duty, and the monopoly of the manufacture of 
collars and cuffs for this country is pretty nearly given to the 


city of Troy, the Senator’s own home; and the Senators upon | 


the other side of the Chamber, as well as the Senators upon this 
side, will undoubtedly vote to give that duty, and to present 
that testimonial of the protectionists in this Chamber to the 
junior Senator from New York as an evidence of the apprecia- 
tion in which his associates hold one of the most distinguished 
of the conservative party to which I have alluded. 

Mr. President, one other question remains. Is the last re- 
maining conservative to be conciliated? Isthe income tax to be 
thrown over in order to pass this bill? Isincerely hope that 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas are 
making up their minds to perform the last act of conciliation, 
When they concede the exclusion of the income tax from this 
bill and everything has been made dutiable which seeks a duty, 
except lumber and wool, they can then perform the last acts of 
mercy and I hope we shall have them reconsider their action 
upon lumber, put a duty upon wool, satisfy the farmers of the 
United States, and strike out the income tax from the bill and 
thus conciliate us all. 

If this could be done, while I think the bill would be like a 
leopard, spotted with a little protection here anda little destruc- 
tion there, I should have a feeling thatit might possibly pass the 
Senate. It would not be satisfactory to me and would not be a 
bill then constructed upon any consistent principle, such asa 
wrotectionist would advocate, or such as the Senator from Texas 
Mr. MILLS], who wishes to destroy all protection, would advo- 
cate; but it would be a bill which, while destroying many indus- 
tries, would allow other industries to survive; the country would 
be saved from the Populist income tax, and, as I said, I think 
if all this could be done, the Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber would be willing to agree to fix a time when a vote 
might be taken upon the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not very successful in 


securing an explanation of the provisions of this paragraph | 


from any Senator on the other side of the Chamber, and I assume, 
from their continued silence, that 1 shall not be able to obtain 
such an explanation. 

But thers is another portion of this paragraph, however, to 
which [ desire to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 
After fixing a rate upon collars and cuffs which is amply pro- 
tective, as I think Senators on the other side might be willing to 


. admit, the paragraph goes on in this way: 


Shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every description, not 
specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in partof linen, 50 per 
cent ad yalorem. 

Paragraph 258, which we have adopted to-day, reads as fol- 
lows: 

258. Clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de 
scription, handkerchiefs, and neckties or neckwear, composed of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber—— 

Including, of course, linen— 
is the component material of chief value, made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing 
not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Here is one paragraph that fixes a duty upon “ wearing ap- 


parel of every description * * * composed of cottonor other | 


vegetable fiber at 40 per cent ad valorem,” and another which 
fixes the duty ‘‘on wearingapparelof every description * * * 


composed wholly or in part of linen at 50 per cent ad valorem.” | 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 


Island, as a matter of information in which we are all interested, | 


whether he does not think that the words ‘‘ not specially pro- 
vided for in this act” would meet the criticism he is now mak- 
ing? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those words are used in both paragraphs. 
They are alike in that respect. 

Mr. VEST. 
which we are now considering in the pending paragraph, is cer- 
tainly a special provision. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. It applies, according to its terms, to shirts 
and all other articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
and paragraph 258 applies to all articles of wearing apparel of 
every description, and both have the limitation ‘‘ not specially 
provided for in this act.” They are both general clauses. 

Mr. VEST. There can be no trouble about that. 

. Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps there is no trouble about it, but it 
is very evident that two different rates of duty are imposed by 


these paragraphs upon the same articles. Under the similitude | 


clause, I suppose, they would all pay the higher rate of dyty, 50 
per cent ad valorem, unless specially enumerated in either par- 
agraph; but the only articles enumerated in paragraph 258 are 





The provision fixing 50 per cent ad valorem, | 


handkerchiefs, neckties, or neckwear, and the articles enumer- 
ated in paragraph 275 are shirts, which would pay 50 per cent, 
| while handkerchiefs, neckties, and neckwea7 would undoubtedly 
pay 40 per cent; but the two paragraphs are open to the same 
construction, and with the similitude clause operative also, 
these articles would pay 50 per cent. That, perhaps, may bo 
what the Senator desires, and I aminclined to think it is what 
ought to be done; but certainly there is an apparent inconsist- 
ency in rates. 

We have two or more paragraphs applying to the same arti- 
cles—I have recited two of them—other paragraphs of the bill 

| apply to wearing apparel composed of other material; for in- 
stance, the woolen schedule contains a paragraph fixing a rate 
for wearing apparel at 45 per cent,and we have also a provision 
in this schedule applying to miscellaneous manufactures, flax, 
hemp, jute, ete., of 35 per cent. So that we have in various 
parts of this bill paragraphs-applying to similar misceliancous 
manufactures of 35, 40, 45, and 50 per cent. 

I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that at some time be- 
fore the bill passes the Senate, these inequalities, which I sup- 
pose have arisen from the various degrees of pressure exercised 
by different conservative Senators on various portions of the 
bill, may be equalized, and that we shall have some one rate, 
perhaps an average rate of say 45 or 50 p r cent, which will ap- 

| ply to all similar wearing apparel. If this is not done there will 
be inextricable confusion in the administration of the law. 
Before I sit down, in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Colorado {Mr. TELLER], as to whether I am satisfied 
with this rate, 1 desire to say I am perfectly satisfied. I will 
add, if this entire tariff bill had been constructed on the 
collars-and-cuffs basis, there would have been no remonstrance 
or criticism from this side of the Chamber as to a single item. 
What I am criticising is that only a small portion of the bill 
is builded on the collar and cuff basis, and that portion is com- 
| paratively unimportant. We have had within the last half hour 
some manufactured articles put upon the free list, and upon 
others a rate of duty of 125 and 150 per cent placed, and the lat- 
| ter articles are of no more consequence than the former, and no 
better entitled to protective duties. 

[ know it is too much to expect any consistency in the prep- 

aration of this bill, but I do think that some of these manifest 
and glaring defects should receive attention, and at some time 
| before final action is taken I trust that some corrections will 
be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, we do not seem to get much ex- 
planation from the Senators in charge of this bill in regard to 

| this particular item. 

| The Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] the other day was po- 
lite enough to say in regard to this side of the Chamber that 
thev cackled over the Oregon election. 1am afraid there isa 
cander somewhere on the other side of the Chamber who has 
been sitting about twelve weeks on a cuckoo’s egg, who does 
not seem disposed to cackle just now, or even to crow over this 
item 

Mr. President, this bill was introduced by the honorable chair- 

| man of the Committee on Finance with a statement of principle; 
and although I suppose that honorable Senator has left the de- 
tail of some of these matters to his lieutenants, yet he is still in 

|; command of hisarmy. He used this language: 

| Darkness and deception lurk in the very principle of specific rates of duty. 


r 4 a ° * e # 
This is the favorite device of high protection. 
* * : * x & * 


That the people should know how much tribute they pay, or to what ex 
tent they are plundered. 

And the Senator gave as an illustration the specific duty on 
shirt buttons. He said it was no consolation for an Indiana 
farmer who paid one-sixth of 1 cent,as it turned out to be on 
ciphering on the buttons on his shirt, so that he would get six 
buttons additional at a duty of a cent, to know that that was 
covered up by a specific duty. 

Here it is proposed to add to the high ad valorem duty of 50 
per cent on the shirt, 30 cents a dozen on cuffs and collars, 
which the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. CHANDLER] says 
is a little over 100 per cent ad valorem, and a specific duty. I 
should like to know on what principle that is vindicated. 1 

| think we are entitled to some explanation, as are the American 
people, as to what is the reason of putting on every man’s shirt 
in this country this plunder; what is the reason for chea 
every Indiana farmer, not only a sixth of 1 cent—lI believe 


no 


+} 
ul 
1 
+ 
ul 


la 


is taken off—but cheating every Indiana farmer to the amount 
| of 150 per cent on his shirt and his shirt collar. 

Will the Senatorfrom Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES] kindly tell es? 
The Indiana farmer is ready for revolution against these plund- 
| ering outlaws and robbers, when he pays asixth of a cent on his 
| shirt buttons, and yet he is going to pay an addition of 30 per cent 





6118 


wd valorem, over 100 per cent, on his collars and cuffs, mere than 
thirty timés as much, and he is going to be comforted by the fact 
that that is what his favorite statesman, the great and good Sen- 
ator from Indiana recommends, the great economist of this gen- 
eration, the champion of the oppressed and plundered Democracy, 
against the wicked robber barons, and he, indeed, is responsible 
for it. Will not the Senator from Texas tell us? 

Mr. MILLS. With the greatest pleasure in the world. 
HOAR. Ishould like to hear it. 

Mr. MILLS. I thought you would come to me directly, and I 
was just waiting for you, and came over close by you on purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. [am glad to see the amiable smile on the Sena- 
tor’s countenance. 

Mr. MILLS. We found ourselves in a situation where it was 
necessary to make this concession in order to prevent some 
other barons, who were engaged in plundering the people of 
the United States out of about $300,000,000 on woolen goods and 
$125,000,000 on cottop goods, and in order to reduce that plun- 
der about $150,000,000 on woolen goods and not so much on cot- 
ton goods—very little, 1 believe, on them—we thought we could 
afford to stand a little rise on collars and cuffs. 

Mr. HOAR. Ah, Mr. President, that is not the way to state it. 
The Senator is not standing ‘‘alittle riseon collarsand cuffs;” he 
is doing a little cheating and stealing himself, according to 
his account. He takes to the highway with his bludgeon in his 
hand, and says, ‘‘ There is a may On the highway who is plunder- 
ing at large; and therefore, in order to discourage him, I will 
take to the byways and lanes, and doa little plundering my- 
self.” 

That is the difficulty; but I should like to have the Senator go 
a little further. I ask him how is it that it was necessary to do 
this? How aaa that his friends on the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, who are a clear majority, would not have voted 
for this bill if the principle of the Senator from Indiana had 
been carried out? 

Mr. MILLS. Your friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER} has been discussing all the conservatives and knows more 
about the matter than I do, and he knows what is the fact. The 
Senator had better cross-examine him. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator quite answers this 
cross-examination. I did not talk about the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who knows it and has the facts, as I dare say; but 
I want to get the facts out of this witness, who, when I was ad- 
dressing the court on a legal proposition, stood up and volun- 
teered his testimony, —- have him say how it was necessary to 
get votes to pass the bill, and what votes ars they? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator knows that. He asked me for the 
facts,and I gave him the facts, and I answered that the bill could 
not be passed without concessions. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not? 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want to go into particulars. 

Mr. if AR. Why? 

Mr.MILLS. The Senator wants me to go into our family af- 
fairs, and is asking me to discuss matters he has no right to 
know. I deny the jurisdiction of the court to institute the in- 
quiry. [Laughter.| 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator seems to me to use Burke’s phrase— 
I do not use it in the offensive sense—but Burke spoke of a gen- 
tleman in the British Parliament who had sneaked out of a 
difficulty which he had are strutted into. Of course that 
phrase of Burke is not applicable to so gallant and chivalrous 
a Senator as my friend from Texas. He said he would tell why 
it was that this thing had to be done. 

Mr. MILLS. I told you why. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator gets up and asks us why is it nec- 
essary to pry into their family secrets. The American people 
will want to know the policy of the party which is governing 
this country, they will want to know why it is that they have 
got to be taxed and plundered, as the Senator says, and when 
asked the reason the answer is, it is a family secret. This is 
the first time I have ever heard in an economic discussion such 
a Goctrine avowed. 

Mr. President, it is not a family secret and it is not a neces- 
sity. This breach of eee made to the New England man- 
ufacturers to put coal and iron on the free list can not be vin- 
ditated by the Senator from Texas, or anybody else, on the 
ground that they can not pass their bill without it, for every 
eee from a coal producing State has risen in his place and 

eclared that he should have voted for the bill which the ma- 
jority of the Democratic party supported whether coal had been 
free or had been protected. 

It is not the necessity of passing this bill, which the Presi- 
dent in advance said he approved, and which the House of Rep- 
resentatives have sent us; it is the fear of popular indignation 
in the election and itis the hope of saving some Southern or 
Northern communities interested in certain manufactures which 


Mr. 
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|is inducing the Democratic party to put these things, which 


they say are crimes, robbery, and plunder—I do not say so—into 


| this measure. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 

Mr. HOAR. Itis another delusion, a mistake, a pretense, that 
this bill is made up in this way because they can not pass a bet 
ter one. It is made up in this way becauso they can not face 
the popular indignation with a worse one. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senator from Texas, through the 


| Senator from Massachusetts, the question, whether any asser- 


tion could be made—I think no assertion has been made—that 
any Senator sitting upon that side of the Chamber would have 
voted against this bill, unless this duty on collars and cuffs had 
been put in? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Rhode Island showed on the 
floor of the Senate some weeks ago that he knew more about this 
business than I did, and there is no use of him asking me ques- 
tions. The Senator knows all about this thing from top to bot- 
tom, from center to circumference. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the substance of itthen is, when 
there is adeparture in pleading, my honorable friend from Texas 

leads guilty and throws himself on the mercy of the court. 
Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


276. Laces, edgings, embroideries, insertings, neck ruffilings, ruchings, 
trimmings, tuckings, lace window curtains, and other similar tamboured 
articles, and articles embroidered by hand or machinery, embroidered or 
hemstitched handkerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, ruffi- 
ings, tuckings, or ruchings, all of the above-named articles, composed of flax, 
jute, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either 
of them, or a mixture of any of them is the component fhaterial of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets in the printed bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, page 70, after the word “ eur- 
tains,” to strike out ‘‘and other similar,” and in line 3, after the 
word “embroidered,” to strike out‘‘or hemstitched.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 70, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘forty ” and insert “‘ sixty;” so as to read, ‘'60 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘ sixty ”’ and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, these are articles which are 
properly classified among the luxuries for which people are well 
able to pay if they wear them; and according to the rule which 
I have adopted for myself, atleast, that the luxuries should bear 
the burdens and not the necessaries, I think 75 per cent is not 
too high a duty on this class of articles. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas, I know, is laboring 
under a mistake about this matter. These are not articles of 
luxury. The units of value show that they are the cheapest 
sort of cotton embroideries, used by servant girls and people not 
able to buy any better. Itis as much a matter of necessity to 
them, considering their social rank, as any article can possibly 
be. These are not the fine laces of the rich and luxurious, but 
they are the commonest laces and the plainest articles of every- 
day wear by women in the lower classes of life. Some of these 
laces are very fine, it is true, but I speak of the large majority 
of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
described in this paragraph in the bill anywhere? 
says these are common laces of the poorer people. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, this embraces all of them, 
but I dm speaking of the large mass embraced in this paragraph 
which are not of high value, It is an ad valorem duty. 


Are there no other classes of laces than those 
he Senator 
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ALDRICH. The suggestion of the committee in regard 
to this para raph means a reduction of over $3,000,000 in rev- 
enve to be derived from — slesof pure luxury. - Notwithstand- 
ing the statement of the ator from Missouri, I say 
not an article in this paragraph which is not an article of lux- 
ury, an artis ‘le of voluntary use. 

Mr. VE And of high value: 
r ALD RICH. Of hi rh and low alue 
Chis inel a sall the 1 1a 
high-priced cotton laces, all 
he laces used by the rich people of the 
any article in the bill upon which a high 
articles contained 











Most of them are, 
ces, except silk 


of qpurse, of | igh value. Su 
the high- 


laces: the finest of th 
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there is | 


revenue duty should be levied it is upon the 

in this paragraph. ‘To reduce the revenue $3,000,000 upon arti- 
eles of this kind and increase duties, asSenators on the other 
side propose to do, upon sugar and other necessaries of life is an | 


American people. 
{ find that paragraph 301 reads: 

Laces and ar made wholly or in part of lace, and embroideries, in- 
cluding articles or fabrics embroidered by hand or machinery, etc. 

ALDRICH. ‘Those arelaces composed of silk. That para- 
ger: no includes all the other laces. Of course, cotton laces and 
linen laces are the most expensive laces. They are used by the 
rich people of the country. The finestls 1ces in the world are in- 
cluded in this paragraph, and I desire to have the yeas and nays 
upon my amendment, which restores the rate in the existing 
law, which is 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Iam compeiled to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if this is an outrage, what was the McKinley law in re- 
gard to this provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate in the McKinley law was 60 per 
cent, which [ think is a fair revenue duty upon this class of 
articles. J think revenue ought to be derived by an imposition 
of high rates of duty upon articles of pure luxury. 

Mr. VEST. Does tho Senator not think these duties are high 
enough on these very fine laces which are used by rich and lux- 
urious people? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we should probably collect as much 
revenue at 60 percent as at seventy-five. Some of these articles 
are easily smuggled. If we put the duty too high, of course i‘ 
would only lead to fraud and evasion of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the an 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH !. 

Mr. HALE. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
see in the Chamber, 
I ~~ aa ay.’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
wine ‘the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] to the 
Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHER |, and vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). ‘I announce my 
pair with the senior Se nator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 


outrage upon the 
Mr. CULLOM. 


icles 


mend- 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


POWER], whom I do not 
butI have aright to vote to make aquorum. 


MAN 


SON]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea 
Mr. MILLS (when his name w called). [ am paired with 
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
1 


I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CaREy]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am_ paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] is paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Isuggest to the Sen: a from Dela- 
ware that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from New 
Jersey will stand paired with the Senator from Oregon, and we 
can both vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. VILAS. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBY |, and vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. f. pair with the Senator from 


I transfer my 
Towa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New York (Mr. Hill], 


, and the Secretary proceeded | ; : : 
yi | chusetts quite right about that? 


[ am paired | AL 
ter as the Senator 


i 
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nator from Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE] and 
so that we may both vote. I vote nay = 


which relieves the S 
myself, 





LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’ 
Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mon a *, MORRILL]. I he were present I should vote ‘nay. 
*EORGE. Lam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
ie D LPH]. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Isee that the Senator from Georgia {Mr. 
V SH], to whom [ transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY], has returned to the Chamber and 
voted. I shall therefore be compelled to withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows; 
YEAS—2 
Ald McMillan, sh Up, 
Allison Patton, ii re, 
Chat Y 1 Peffer ‘ F 
Cullom, Perixins, Ww ashburn. 
Dixon Platt, 
Dubois Quay 








Blackburr Daniel, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Smith, 
Brice Gordon, Vest. 
Caffery, Gray, Vilas, 
Camden, Harris, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Walsh 
Coke, Jarvis, White 
NOT VOTING—3S. 
Allen Faulkner, McPherson, Power, 
Bate Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor. 
Berry, George, Martin, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Mills, Sherman, 
Call Hansbreugh, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart. 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. rurpie, 
Carey, Hill Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Jones, Nev Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

277. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vege 
cotton), or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other veg: 
is the component material of chief value, not 
act, 30 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In lines 12 and 13,1 move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, ex- 
cept cotton,” and insert ‘‘ these substances, or either of them.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to Senator if that is not 
ungrammatical? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
be ‘‘are.” 

Mr. GRAY. 


stable fiber (except 
tabie fiber, except cotton, 
specially provided for in this 


4} 
ask the 


Perhaps the word “is” ought to 


I do not think so. Is the Senator from Massa- 
Mr. HOAR. Itis a debatable question, 
from Arkansas now le 
ESIDING OFFICER. 


') 


but I think it is bet- 
ives it. 
The PR Does the Senat 
sas make it ‘‘is” or ‘‘are’ 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Let it remain ‘‘is.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
the amendment of the 
The amendment was aare 


orfrom Arkan- 


lL think the word “is” is eorrect. 
question is on agree 
Senator from Arkansas. 


L to. 


ing to 








Mr. JONES of — Inline 15,1 move to strike out ‘*30” 
and insert “35: soa op id: ‘*35 per cent ad valorem.” 
The amendment was agreed to. _ 
- HOAR. Inmya ce some days ago the Senator from 


\ was kind enough to pass over an n in regard to 
spectacles, w hich is a man 1ufac re largely « ul ri don in my dis- 
trict. I desire to address the Senate very briefly on that mat- 


bauer, if the 






ter to-morrow mo S te w \ if up now and let 
it go OV r until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to go b ° top ragraph 258, 
page 0d. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read the paragraph, as folloy 

a { lothing re 7 made, and articles of wearing appare! of every des rip- 
tion, handkerchiefs, and neck or necky ir. composed of cott on or other 
vegetable fi *, or of which cotton or other vegeta > fiber is the component 








mai Lief value, mad 
tailor, sear ess, OF man iver, all of 
vided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem 

Ir. VEST. In lines 14 and 15 I move to strike out the 
‘or other vegetable fiber,” so as to confine it to cotton. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the adop- 
tion of the amendment? ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is objection, because tho 
have t 4 putin paragraph 275. 

Mr. VEST. What words? 


yly ori ees by the 
ing not spr lly pro- 
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is will 
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M. ALDRICH. The words ‘or other vegetable fiber. I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Missouri to leave that for the present. 
It will need, I think, a careful comparison of the various para- 
graphs to arrange it properly. 

Mr. VEST. I[tcin be passed over, but I do not think that is 
necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
plac . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
over for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask consent that the Senate go back to para- 
graph 98, on page 19, relating to spectacles, which was passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts requests that to-morrow morning the Senate shall take up 
the paragraph indicated. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that Schedule K is to be passed 
over until tomorrow morning. Is my understanding correct? 

Mr. HARRIS. That will be the result. I will say to the 
Senator that it will not be taken up this evening. 

Mr. PEFFER. IL wish to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing as soon as Schedule K is taken up I shall move to amend the 
first paragraph by inserting the provisions of the present law 
with relation tothe duties onraw wools, excepting that the rate 
of duty will be decreased about 40 per cent. I shall have the 
figures arranged in the morning. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to announce that to-morrow when the 
woolen schedule is reached for consideration it is my purpose to 
resume the remarks on that schedule which were interrupted 
some four week ago. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


[It will be necessary to put something in its 


The paragraph will be passed 


Mr. ({{1ARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 6 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 12, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1894. 
SURVEROR OF CUSTOMS. 


Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
W. Oscar Hamilton, of Texas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Texas. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
To be post chaplain. 
Ruter W. Springer, of Illinois. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


First Lieut. Randolph Dickens, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a captain. 

Second Lieut. Cyrus S. Radford, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Thomas C, Treadwell, United States 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant. 


Marine 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Assistant Engineer Warner B. Bayley, to be a chief 
engineer. 
Assistant En 
ant engineer. 


ineer Martin A. Anderson, to be a passed assist- 


or 
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POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel J. Tetley, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of St. Francois and State of Missouri. 

William K. Spiller, to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Alabama. 

W. M. Dunklee, to be postmaster at Christiansburg, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 

Joseph J. Wharton, to be postmaster at Morgantown, in the 
county of Monongalia and State of West Virginia. 

James J. White, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California. 

Nicholas C. Stanton, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the 
county of Muscatine and State of Iowa. 

William H. Morgan, to be postmaster at Northumberland, in 
the county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, June 11, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. EUGENE R, 
HENDRIX, D. D., of Kansas City, bishop of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ELUIs of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, for one week. 

To Mr. WILSON of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

To Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.725) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church 
in Bethel Springs, Tenn., out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise 
a the sum of $400, being for the use, occupation, and damage to 
said church by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwould liketo havean amendment striking out 
the word ‘‘damage,”’ and making the clause read ‘for use and 
oceupation.” I ask unanimous consent that the bill be amended 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on consent to consider 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOMBS. Reserving tke right to object, I would like 
to have some explanation of the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the claims which 
arose some thirty years ago, and I think it had better be consid- 
ered with other claims of that class on Friday. I object to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 
that this isa Republican church, in a Republican community. 
The people are all loyal there, and they vote his ticket. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do hot care whether it is Republican or 
Democratic. I do not care about their politics, one way or the 
other. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is sufficient for the gentleman that thisclaim 
comes from a Southern State. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

WILLIAM A. WINDER. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill (H.R. 450) to re- 
store William A. Winder to the Army, and to place him on the 
retired list with the rank of captain of artillery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President i by authorized to appoint and 
restore to his proper rank in the Army, as captain of artillery, and to place 
him onthe retired list, William A. Winder, of San Diego, Cal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr, ENLOE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that demand. I want to ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill which has been pending for several 
years here. - 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee[Mr. ENLOE] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
draw that demand. 

Mr. ENLOE. If I can not havea bill considered by unanimous 
consent once during a session, no other man shall. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Ihave not had abill considered 
in that way in three years. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.1950) to author- 
ize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad Companies, or 
either of them, toconstruct and maintain a bridge over the Dela- 
ware River between the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passsd with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the 
grant of public lands to the State of Mississippi for the use of 
the State University; in which the concurrance of the House wag 
requested. 


BETHEL SPRINGS, TENN. 


Thope the gentleman will with- 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Eiward Morrison and Nellie 
Morrison, now dec2ased; and 

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved february 21, 1890. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requestsd: 

A bill (S. 210) for the 
Louis, Mo.; 


relief of Wetmore & Brother, of St. 
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A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of rail- | 
way postal clerks: and 
A bill (S.1301) for the relief of the legal representatives of 


Hiram Somerville. 
PRESIDENTS’ MESSAGES, PROCLAMATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
present a privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The report was read, as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 3, 1994. 

Resolved by the liouse of Renresentatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 3,000 copies of the complete compilation of all 
the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural ad- 
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive; 
800 copies for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House. 
The work shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 

The committee have considered the concurrent resolution introduced by 
Mr. BAILEY, of Texas, into the House of Representatives on April 3, 1894, 
which was referred to this committee, and which provided for the printing 
and binding in cloth of 3,000 copies of the compilation of all the annual, 
special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural addresses of the 
Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894 inclusive, and direct me to 
report the same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The committee are of the opinion that these various public documents 
consolidated into one publication will be of great historic value. They do 
not exist in such form. 


present form of publication. The demand for such a publication as a pub- 


ic document as is contemplated by the resolution is so obvious and mani- | 


fest no argument need be adduced therefor by the committee. 


The compilation provides very properly that the work shall be prepared | 


and printed under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing of the 
two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I move to strike out ‘' 3,000,” and in- 
sert ‘'10,000.” It seems to me that in the case of a publication 


Mr. Speaker, is that resolution open to 


It is almost impossible to refer to them in their | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to | 





of such importance an edition of 10,000 would not be at all too | 


large. I knowof no publication which would be of more general 
interest. Three thousand copies would hardly be enough for 


the public libraries of this country, to say nothing about private 
libraries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a valuable publi- 
cation, and if the gentleman will move an amendment to make 
the number 6,000, 2,000 for the Senate and 4,000 for the House, 
I will not object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to report from 


| out this provision, be entirely depleted within a month. 


the Committee on Printing a resolution for printing theannual | 


report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology. 


The print- | 


ing of this document has not yet been ordered, although it is | 


provided for in the printing bill passed by the House. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved bythe Houseof Representatives (the Senaleconcurring), Thattherebe | 


printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies each of the thirteenth 


and fourteenth annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, | 


with accompanying papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preced- 
ing volumes of the series, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 
2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution 
by the Bureau of Ethnology. 

The report was read, stating the estimated cost of the print- 
ing at $12,000, and recommending an amendment striking out 
such of the resolution as provides for the printing of the thir- 
teenth annual report, the same having been already ordered. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out after ‘'8,000 
copies” the word ‘‘ each,” and to strike out before the word “‘ four- 
teen’ the words ‘‘ thirteen and,” was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

The committees were called for reports, and no reports were 
presented. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. This being District day, I desire to call upa 
bill now on the Calendar, reported from that committee 
Mr. HOLMAN. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. This be- 
ing District day, will it be necessary to postpone each of the bills 
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which may be presented by the District Committee before it will 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of appropriation bills? 

Che SPEAKER. Under the practice that would be neces- 
sary. This day being ussigned to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, that committee may call up any matter of District 
business which is on the Calendar, but upon each bill as called 
up the question of consideration may be raised. 


POLICE FUND OF 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7238) making permanent provision for the police fund of 
the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Two 
weeks ago, when we were engaged in the consideration of Dis- 
trict business, we had a bill pending when the House adjourned. 
I wish to inquire whether the regular order does not require 
the taking up of that bill now. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman refers to a bill with reference 
to asuburban railroad? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. According to my understanding of what has 
been the uniform practice, it is optional with the committee 
what bill on the Calendar they shall call up for consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the House was engaged in the consid- 
eration of that bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that; but on the same day the 
House had under consideration another bill which was laid over 
for want of a quorum. So that, as far as that matter is con- 
cerned, the question would beas to which one of those bills would 
have precedence; I suppose it would be held that the bill first 
laid aside and with which the House had farthest progressed 
would take precedence. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I suggest to the gentleman that the bill 
to which he now refers was withdrawn from the consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. HEARD. Only temporarily. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule provides that— 

The second and fourth Mondays in each month shall, when claiméd bP the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, be set apart for the consideration 
of such business as may be presented by said committee. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill which I now call up will not, I think, 
receive one adverse vote in the House. The bill to which the 
gentleman from Iowa has referred will probably be contested; it 
may be passed or may be defeated. The bill Inow callup demands 
immediate action. It provides for replenishing the police fund 
of this District which, as the Chief of Police informs us will, with- 
The 
immediate necessity for action on this bill and the fact that it 
will, as I assume, meet with no opposition is the reason I pro- 
pose bringing it first to the attention of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it your intention to call up afterward 
the bill that we were considering the other day? 

Mr. HEARD. In perfect candor I will say to the gentleman 
that upon consultation with the committee it is my purpose to 
call up after this bill is disposed of, a bill drawn by the Com- 
missioners and approved by the committee, to provide for the 
extension of the Georgetown cable road to a point opposite the 
Aqueduct bridge, a measure which we believe will meet with 
no opposition, and then to revert to those bills which have here- 
tofore been considered and left undisposed of. 

I was about to appeal to the House, in view of the importance 
of this measure, that we may have order while the bill is being 
read, and the report of the committee. The report of the com- 
mittee is practically the report made by the Chief of Police, 
Maj. Moore, covering all of the facts in connection with the 
matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. It is on the Union Calendar, and, if the point 
of order is made, it would have to be considered there. I would 
ask, however, unanimous consent that it be considered in the 
House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make rvations on an 
opinion recently given by the attorney of the District Commis- 
sioners, and if | can have an opportunity for that I shall not ob- 
ject to the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. It will afford me pleasure to extend every 
facility that the gentleman from Maine may desire in the way of 
discussion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri to consider this bill in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 


THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
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The SPEAKER. 
The bill was read, 
Be it ¢ f f 


The Clerk will read the bill. 
as follows: 

the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall hereafter, } ng July 1, 1804, set aside and retain each fiscal year 
#20,000, or so mur b of as May be necessary, of the moneys received for 
municipal license ied for the sale of intoxicating liquors in said Dis- 
trict it the same with the Treasurer of the United States to the 
credit of the police ind apply the same, as far as may be necessary, to 
carry “An act making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’’ approved February 25, 
1885, for the relic any policeman who, by injury received or disease con- 
tracted in the line of duty, or, having served not less than fifteen years, 
shall become so permanently disabled as to be discharged from service 
therefor, and in case of his death from such injury or disease, leaving a 
widow or children under 16 years of age, for their relief: Provided, That 
such relle? shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of 
$50 per month, and shall nét be paid to a widow who remarries; and a sum 
not exceeding $75 may be allowed from said fund to defray the funeral ex- 
penses of any policeman dying in the service of the District. 

Mr. HEARD. [f desire to have the report of the committee 
read,as it states the case more fully and completely thanI could 
do it myself. 

The report (by Mr. HEARD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to Whom was referred the bill 
(1. R. 7288), making permanent provision for the police fund in the District 
of Columbia, having examined and considered the same, report it back to 
the House and recommend that it do pass. 

Your committee respectfully submit herewith a statement by Maj. W. G. 
Moore, superintendent Metropolitan police, which fully explains the pro- 
priety and necessity for the enactment of such legislation as is proposed in 
this bill, together with interesting and valued information bearing on this 
subject. Also the report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
recommending said bill. 


ind depo 


out the provisions of 


fol 


HEADQUARTERS METROPOLITAN POLICE, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Washington, April 28, 1894. 


Six: The police pension fund will be depléted another month, and there- 
after it will be a question as to how 19 disabled policemen, 30 widows, and 28 
chiliren will derive a livelihood. ‘The persons enumerated have been a 
charge upon the fund at @ monthly expenditure of $1,685. ‘The nucleus of the 
fund on which they have been dependent was created by act of Congress, 
August6, 1861, This provision reads as follows: 

‘All fines imposed by the board of police upon members of the police force, 
by way of discipline, and collectable from pay or salary, andallrewards, fees, 
proceeds of gifts, and emoluments that may be paid and given for extraordi- 
nary services of any member of the police force, except when allowed to be 
retained by such member, shall be paid to the treasurer of the board of po- 
lice, unless otherwise appropriated by the board,” and, with “all moneys 
oe from the sale of unclaimed goods shall constitute the ‘ policeman’s 

und.’” 

The board of police was made the trustee of this fund, and empowered to 
invest it as they should see fit. The same law provided that ‘ wheneverany 
member of the police force, in the actual discharge of his duty, shall become 
actually disabled, his necessary expenses, oo the time ofsuch disability, 
on the certificate of a competent surgeon, stating the manner, cause, and 
condition of the injury, and approved the board of police, may become a 
charge - m the policeman’s fund; but the board may discontinue such al- 
lowance for any satisfactory reason.” 

This law being incomplete in that it made no allowance for officers who 
might be discharged onaccount of permanent disability incurred in the line 
of duty, the following provision was incorporated into the act making ap- 
propriations for the expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and approved February 25, 1885: 

‘That hereafter the Commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from the 
pay of each policeman, which sum so deducted shall be added to and forma 
parc of the present police fund, to be invested in the United States or Dis- 
trict bonds by the Treasurer of the United States, and be held by him sub- 
ject to the drafts of the Commissioners for expenditures made in pursu- 
ance of law, and such expenditures shall be accounted for as required by 
law for other expenditures of the District; and said police fund shall be 
used for the relief of any policeman who, by injury received or disease con- 
tracted in line of duty, or having served not less than fifteen years, shall be- 
come so permanently disabled as to be discharged from service therefor; 
and in case of his death from such injury or disease, leaving a widow or 
children under 16 years, for their relief; Provided further, That such relief 
Shall not exceed for any one policeman or his family the sum of $50 per 
month; anda sum not exceeding $75 may be allowed from said fund to de- 
fray the funeral expenses of any policeman dying in the service of the 
District.”’ 

Atthe time of the passage of this law, which became immediately opera- 
tive, a large number of policemen who had been on the force from the time 
of its organization in 1861 were eligible to retirement under its provisions. 
Up to that time the Department had been in existence twenty-four years. 
Since the law became operative ninety-one allowances have been made upon 
the recommendation of an impartial board, composed of the captain o7 po- 
lice, two lieutenants, and the attending surgeon of police. These allowances 
range from the maximum of $50 to the minimum of #10 per month, as pro- 
vided by law, and an examination of the papers submitted to the accounting 
citicers of the Treasury in each case Will reveal the fact that the highest pen- 
sion was given only to those by whom it had been justly earned. Physical 
condition, cause of disability, length and kind of service were taken into 
consideration, the evidence of the police surgeon who attended the applicant 
during his active career or at the time his disability occurred furnishing the 
principal basis for the award. 

In the eight years which have elapsed since thelaw went into effect but 19 
policemen have been granted the maximnum of $50, while 1 has been allowed 
#40, 4 $30, and 5 $25 per month. Some of these have died. One widow has 
been given $30, 3 825, and 26 $20 per month; 32 dependent children have been 
awarded $10 a month until they should reach the age of 16 years. 

Under the law approved February 25, 1885, the report of the Treasurer of 
the United States shows that the Commissioners had in their charge, under 
the original act of 1861, a total cash fund of $27,469.10, which was turned over 
to the Treasurer of the United States, the ex-oficio Commissioner; and the 
same report, the first year after the Treasurer became the custodian of this 
fund, shows that the sum paid for the benefit of policemen amounted to 
$2,534.48, and each succeeding year from that time shows increasing demands 
upon the fund, until in 1893 the sum of $19,420 was required to sustain those 
dependent upon it, an increase of over 666 per cent in eight years. It must 
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be remembered that during the period covered the Metropolitan Police 
force was increased from a total of 267 men to 449, and the dollar apiéca 
required to be paid by each member of the force each month, together with 
about $100 from fines and rewards turned in to the fund, would be far from 
adequate to keep up the monthly expenditure even at its present tate o 
$1,685 per month. 

Therefore I have to urge, as one of the most important questions thatn 
concern this Department, that Congress make immediate provision to car 
for those who have been heretofore dependent upon the pension fund and 
those who may be dependent hereafter. This matter has been considered in 
all its phases, and Iam fully convinced, asI have already expressed mysei; 
to and urged upon the members of this committee, that the best means to 
provide for this emergency, and for ensuing years, is to set aside from year 
to year, from sums paid the Districc of Columbia as excise or liquor-license 
fees, a sum sufficient to meet such demands. 

As to the amount required, I have the honor to invite your attention tom 
letter addressed to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia dha , 
date of October 21, 1893, whereinI asked ‘“‘ that the sum of $3,951.88 be included 
in the deficiency estimate for the ensuing fiscal year, to enable this Depart 
ment to continue in effect the provisions of police-relief act of Congress ap 
proved February 25, 1885,”’ and stated that ‘the current rate of expendi 
ture is about $1,710 per month, and will be $20,520 for the year, leaving a de 
ficiency, provided there are no further retirements and funeral expenses to 
defray, of $3,951.°° ” >For the support of those now dependents, and at thé 
same rate and under the usual conditions of retirements and funeral e 
penses, there would bs required for the fiscal year 1895, $24,463.20. 

In this connection I have to state that the police penston fund has become 
a permanent feature in the police institutions throughout the United States 
No city, in fact, has a well-regulated police organization without a fund oi 
some kind from which to provide for the relief of its sick or disabled polic 
men, or their widows and orphans. These funds are maintained in various 
ways. In New York City, on the tst of January, 1891, the largest proportion 
of the fund was derived from excise money paid over by the comptroller, it 
amounting to $234,277.50, the amount disbursed being $487,227.99, making pro- 
vision for 1 inspector, 16 captains, 58 sergeants, 9 roundsmen, 511 patrolmen, 
25 doormen, 7 detectives, 2 surgeons, 350 widows, 58 orphans—in all 1,037. 

In Brooklyn the fund for 1892 amounted to 6157,304.43, of Which $78,590, or 20 
per cent, was derived from excise fees. 

In the city of Boston legislative enactment requires compulsory retire- 
ment at theage of 65 0n one-half pay. The payment on account of pensions 
during the year 1892 was $61,085.31, and the board of police of that city es 
timated that 369,500 would be required for the purpose in 1894. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
W. G. MOORE, 


Major and Superintendent Metropolitan Police. 
Hoh. JOHN T. HEARD, 
Howse of Representatives. 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBLA, 
Washington, June 1, 1894. 


DEAR Stir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia recommend 
favorable action upon the bill (H. R. 7238) ‘‘making permanent provision for 
the police fund of the District of Columbia,’’ which was referred to them at 
your instance for their views thereon. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioncrs of the District of Columbia. 


Hon. Joun T. HEARD, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. AIlI desire to say, Mr. Speaker, in addition 
to what is sct forth in the report is this: A fund was created— 
a police pension fund—for the benefit of disabled or superannu- 
ated policemen in 1861. This was added to in 1886 by the ad- 
dition of a certain amount deducted from the pay of the mem- 
bers of the police force. This fund now is grossly inadequate, 
and the proposition is to add $30,000 a year, or so much as may 
be necessary, from moneys received from liquor licenses in the 
District. That is all the billcontemplates. It is recommended 
by the Commissioners of the District and unanimously by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

I yield to the gentleman from Maine so much timeas he de- 
sires. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker,I understand the pending bill 
provides to set apart $30,000 per annum of the receipts from the 
excise taxes for the purpose of increasing the fund for the bene- 
fit of the disabled or superannuated policemen in the District of 
Columbia. This is a civil-seryice pension. 

It appears that in 1861 certain fines that had been imposed on 
policemen, and also the proceeds of certain unclaimed property, 
were set apart as a police pension fund 

Mr.HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). For the benefit of such police- 
men as might become disabled or superannuated. Now, it is 
proposed to add to this fund asum of money to be taken from the 

| ordinary sources of taxation in the District. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me say to the gentleman that again in 1886 
this fund was increased by deducting $1 per month from the pay 
of each policeman and adding it to said fund. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In 1886, as the gentleman says, a deduction 
of $1 per month from the pay of each policeman was authorized 
to increase this fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Which is now found to be exhausted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is to say, this pension fund has been a 
fund which came from certain fines, and from the payment by 
the police force themselves from theirsalaries, which is entirely 
proper, but it is now proposed to divert the receipts or revenues 
derived from taxation to increase the fund some $30,000 a year. 
I desire simply to call attention io the fact that this bill is the 
beginning of a civil-pension policy. 
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Mr. HEARD. I will state to the gentleman that ifhe will re- 
fer to the report accompanying this bill he will find that in New 
York, Brooklyn, and Boston this fund is takenlargely from the 
proceeds of the excise taxes. 

* Mr. DINGLEY. It is well to take into consideration, in con- 
sidering this bill, the question of policy whether or not we pro- 


CONGRES 


pose to begin the est iblishment of a civil-service pension under | st 
| to 
sum will be needed within a year or two, | 


the Government; for when we set apart $30,000 at this time, 
probably twice that ! t 
and by and by we will have the system thoroughly established, 
and it will begin to extend itself to other departments. 

But what I rose particularly to call attention to was, since we 
are on the subject of excise taxes, as to whether the chairman 
of the Committee of the District of Columbia has any informa- 
tion that the attorney of the District Commissioners has re- 
cently given an opinion that a simple application for a license, 
wkile it continues as an application, and has not been rejected 
by the Commissioners, is a license within the meaning of the 
act of March 3, 1893, which prohibited the licensing of persons 
to sell liquor within 400 rods of a church or schoolhouse, but 
provided in an amendatory act that those dealers who were li- 
censed at the time the act passed would be exempted from its 
provisions. 

It is stated in the daily papers that the attorney of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners has delivered an opinion that it does not 
require an actual existing paper license at the’time, but if the 
application is pending it is held to be a license within the mean- 
ing of the act of March ’3, 1893, and the act amendatory thereof. 

Mr. HEARD. Replying to the inquiry of my friend from 
Maine, I will say that I have no information on the subject ex- 
cept what I have derived from my conversation with him a day 
or two ago when he directed a similar inquiry to me. I have 
not seen any notice of such decision in the city papers. 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, if there has been any publication of 
that kind it has escaped my notice. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I noticed the opinion published at length in 
the Evening Star of this city. 

Mr. HEARD. If that publication gives the opinion correctly, 
and as now staied by the gentleman from Maine, it seems to me 
an extraordinary opinion, that the filing of an application for a 
license is equivalent to the granting ofalicense! —~ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis, during the time that it has not ac- 
tually been rejected by the Commissioners. 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay, however, that I have no information 
on that point. I have not even seen the publication to which 
the gentleman from Maine refers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The opinion was published in the Evening 
Star, and is to the effect that I have stated, and I agree entirely 
with the chairman of the committee that it is a most extraordi- 
nary opinion. It practically overrides the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1893, which prohibited licenses for the sale of intox- 
icating liquors within 400 feet of a church or schoolhouse, with 
certains exceptions made by an amendatory act as to those then 
licensed. 

It is in effect an overriding of the actof March 3, 1893, and I 
desire simply to call the attention of the District Committee to 
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man whose license was rejected, for those who were licensed 
stood on the same ground only as those whose applicat 
not considered. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
mitted to go on. 
Mr.HEARD. I think t 
ich opinion has been rend 
mended. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


ions were 


It isan outrage that ought not to be per- 


hatif on investigation it be found t] 


red, the law to which it refer 


1at 
sought 


Ne? 


But what purports to be the opinion of the 


at y for the Commissioners has been published. 
Mr. HEARD. There may be a mistake about it, and I hope 
there is, but if the published statement correctly sets forth the 


opinion it occurs to me the gentleman is right in suggesting 
that the law may need some further amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely desire to call the attention of the 
committee to this attempt to override a deliberate enactment of 


| Congress in the interest of these men conducting business il- 


legaliy within 400 feet of a churchorschoolhouse. I have noth- 
ing further to say. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COOMBS |. 

Mr. COOMBS. This bill is in the line of the practice of a 
great many cities, of contributing from the license fund toward 
the police pension fund. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say in furtherance of the statement just 
made by the gentleman, that in Brooklyn in 1892 the fund 
amounted to $157,000 in round numbers, of which $78,000, or about 
one-half, was derived from excise fees, the same as proposed in 
this case. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me” 

Mr. COOMBS. I can not yield the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. I willyield to the gentleman from Maine later. 

Mr. COOMBS. There isa very general feeling at this time 
that it will be wise to do away with this way of providing funds 
for that purpose. It is beginning to be looked upon as an un 
wise thing to connect the police as bencticiaries with the ques- 
tion of licenses. 

It is a part of the duty of the police to see that laws govern- 
ing licenses are not violated. Theplan now proposed for Wash- 
inton, and now in use in several cities, creates a relation be- 
tween the two thatis believed by many to be prejudicial to good 
order. Imake that point against the bill, Mr. Speaker; and | 
make the further point that itis an unwise thing to divert any 
revenues before they are actually paid intothe Treasury. This 
bill proposes to give the police commissioners, who collects 
these funds, the right to divert $30,000 before it goes into the 
public Treasury. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
fund amount to? 

Mr. COOMBS. Ido not know. I believe in a police pension 
fund; I believe in having a fund that will warrant men in tak- 
ing risks when risk is necessary, but I do not believe that the 
fund ought to be diverted out of any money collected from taxes 


How much does this entire 


| of any kind until thatfund isconverted into the Treasury. There 
| should be no indirect appropriations; it opens the doors to un- 


this extraordinary attempt of the attorney of the District Com- | 


missioners to override in this manner an act of Congress. If 
there is any intention on the partof the District Commissioners 
to act under the opinion rendered by their attorney, it is ex- 
tremely desirable that some amendatory act should be imme- 
diately reported by the committee in order to make clear what 
Congress intended by the act of March, 1893. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine state the ef- 
fect of that act of 1893? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act of March 3, 1893, according to my 
recollection—I have not the act before me—prohibited the grant- 
ing of licenses to liquor saloons within 400 feet of a schoolhouse 
orachurch. There was subsequently an amendatory act passed, 
which excepted from the operation of that prohibitory provision 
those establishments that were licensed at the time the act went 
into effect. 

Ne 
parties, as I understand, the attorney of the District Commis- 
sioners, according to a publication in the daily Star of this city, 
has given an opinion that any liquor seller who had an applica- 
tion pending for a license at that time, notwithstanding the ap- 
plication was rejected subsequently, but not rejected until after 
the passage of the act of March 3, 1893, was, within the mean- 
ing of the act of March, 1893, and the act amendatory thereof, 
licensed, and therefore that he may continue to be licensed, al- 
though carrying on his trade within 400 feet of a church or 
schoolhouse. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill suggest that if that is acorrectstatement 
of the opinion of the attorney, it would seem to me in substance 
that it establishes the fact that the only man outraged was the 


limited abuses. 

I think that the chairman of this committee will agree with me 
that that is good Democratic doctrine. I am sorry that [ can 
not vote for the bill, butI shall not for these two reasons: First, 
it is unwise to connect the police as beneficiaries with the li- 
cense fund. It brings them into a relationship with the liquor 
dealers which is not wise, proper, or in the interest of public 
order. Inthe second place, I think it is unwise to divert any 
funds before they go into the Treasury. Let the fund be paid 


| into the Treasury and then let a regular appropriation be made 


if it is necessary, and I will vote for it. 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow 
Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 
Mr. COX. Does not this question presented here involve this 
point in its practical application? You collect from the whisky 


ne one moment? 


| dealer an amountof money assessed, and then you take that fund 


yw, under that provision, designed to relieve four or five | 


and make it a kind of trust fund for the benefit of policemen. 
Mr. COOMBS. Yes; before you pay it into the Treasury. 


Mr. COX. Wait a moment. I am not talking about that. 
Now, where is the authority to take the fund that the licensed 


dealer pays and appropriate itas a fund for retired policemen? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say that there is no authority except it 
be given by this bill. 

Mr. COX. When you take this fund, collected from the li- 
censed dealer, and appropriate it in that way, do not you make 
the Government of the United States pay half of it? I ask you 
that question. 

Mr. HEARD. 
tion. 

Mr. COX. That results in the Government of the United 
States paying half of it. 
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You just appropriate that much of t 
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Mr. HEARD. I suppose it is like any other payments. I say 
that the practice and the e(fect would be that the amount col- 
lected by the District and appropriated to this use would lessen 
the amount if put into the Treasury. 

Mr. COX. cisely; so that the effect is the same as if you 
appropriated any money out of the Treasury of the United States 
to pay these pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To pay civil pensions. 

Mr. COX. Thatis just what it is. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. COX. Let me state that with my understanding of the 
bill this will be a diversion of the funds that now go into the 
Treasury, and which make up that which the District has col- 
lected, and one-half of the expense will have to be paid by the 
General Government. 

Mr. HEARD. Precisely. 

Mr. COX. That is what I understand to be the case. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, this pension fund, as I understand it, is to come out of the 
District revenues? 

Mr. COX. No, no: it does not. 

Mr. HEARD. I think, upon reflection, that the gentleman 
from Illinois is right, that the United States Government is 
obligated to appropriate only as much from the Federal Treas- 
ury as is contributed by the District for the current expenses, 
I did not clearly understand the position of the gentleman from 
Tennessec. 

Mr. COX. Well. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, this fund comes out of the money col- 
lected in the District, and it would not go into the Treasury for 
current expenses. The amount which the General Government 
would have to contribute, being equal to that furnished by the 
District, would, therefore, be less by that amount; and therefore 
we would not appropriate so much by that amount. 

Mr. COX. Pardon me. Let us get down to it practically. 
Suppose the amount paid for the license by the licensed dealers 
amounts to $30,000, Suppose you take that $30,000 and pay it to 
the policemen under this regulation. Of course the revenues 
of the District would be that much less, and the Government of 
the United States would lose its half of that $30,000, which would 
require an assessment on it for the half. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, the gentleman has asked me a question 
and I will answer him. 

Mr.COX. That is what 1 want. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman is wrong, for this rea- 
son. Suppose, for instance, you raise $2,030,000 in the District; 
then, under the act of 1878, the Federal Treasury would have to 
appropriate two millions and thirty thousand. Now, if the 
thirty thousand is diverted to this use without going into the 
Treasury, then it does not increase by a dollar the amount the 
Government has to contribute, but will lessen it, because then 
the Government will have to contribute only two millions in 
order to offset the two millions contributed by the District. 

Mr. COX. Does not that diminish the amount of the fund? 

Mr. HEARD. It diminishes the amount in the District fund. 
I think the gentleman is wrong in this. Itdoesnotincrease the 
amount the Government contributes, because the limit of the 
Government contribution is the amount contributed by the Dis- 
trict to the generalfund. Therefore, ifthe District puts $2,000,- 
000 into the District fund we have got to put into that fund just 
an equal amount, but we have not to put in anything for the 
$30,000 that has been diverted for this particular purpose. 

Mr. COX. Suppose, now, that the District of Columbia di- 
verts $30,000 of the two million and thirty thousand dollars; after 

hat has been diverted, then, when the expenses of the District 
of Columbia require so much money and an assessment is made 
on the property of the District to raise it, does not the Govern- 
ment have to bear its share of that? 

Mr. HEARD. Theeffectof that would be to lessen the amount 
that the Government would contribute by just the amount which 
was diverted to this purpose. 

Mr. COX. If that is so, you had better appropriate it all. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the point is clear, I think, to 
most of the gentlemen who have heard this dialogue that the 
amount which the Government, under our present compact, has 
to put in, is the exact amount which the District contributes, 
and if you lessen the amount which the District puts in from 
taxation, you do not increase, but on the contrary, you lessen 
the amount which the Government has to putin. Now, if you 
take $30,000 of the taxes collected in the District and divert it 
for this purpose, that makes $30,000 less that the Government 
has to put in to equal what the District puts in. 

Mr. COX. So your argument means this, that if the District 
of Columbia raises $2,000,000 by assessment the Government 
must meet that with two millions on its part? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman from Tennessee does 
not state the case correctly. The Government of the United 
States does not contribute an amount equal to the amount which 
is assessed upon the District. There is the point where he falls 
intoerror. There is a large amount over and above the amount 
which is expended on the District expenses which remains in 
the District treasury. 

Mr. HEARD. But the amount contributed by the Govern- 
ment is equal to the amount contributed by the District for the 
same purpose. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. That is my proposition. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But the argument of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is based upon the idea that the Government o! 
the United States contributes dollar for dollar the amount that 
is raised by taxation in the District; which is not the fact. The 
District of Columbia raises a certain amount of money by taxa- 
tion and appropriates, out of the sum so raised, the amount 
which is required to pay the current expenses of the District, or 
rather half the current expenses. 

Mr. COX. Who pays the other half? 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. The Government ofthe United States 
pays the other half of the current expenses of the District. 
Now, itis perfectly plain that if an amount of money is collected 
from the taxpayers of the District which never goes into the 
Treasury, that amount of money will not have to be duplicated 
by the Governmentof the United States. The Government will 
not have to paya dollar of it. Itis justso much money over and 
above the current expenses of the District,and the Government 
has nothing whatever to do with it. It is only the money that 
is appropriated out of the Treasury for the current expenses of 
the District that the Government of the United States has to 
meet by contributing a like amount. 

Mr. COX. Now, I have listened with great patience to the 
gentleman, and I ask him to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iwill yield to the gentleman for a moment, 
for I believe I still have the floor. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. Lunderstand the point to be that if the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia makes an assessment for a cer- 
tain purpose, and that money does not go into the Treasury of 
the United States, then the Government of the United States is 
not called upon to pay a corresponding amount? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. Thenthe gentleman’s argument is that this $30,000 
is paid by the District? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr.COX. That itis an extra amount which is paid by the 
District of Columbia, and that the Government does not have to 
pay a corresponding amount? 

Mr. HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. Now, do not you gentlemen see at once that if 
that $30,000 was paid into the Treasury of the United States for 
the District of Columbia it would reduce the amount that the 
Government would have to pay toward the expenses of the Dis- 
trict? 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; on the contrary, it would add to it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has not met my point yet. 

Mr. HEARD. I think I have. 

Mr. COX. Suppose out of $150,000 of taxation raised by tha 
District, $30,000 obtained as license tax is taken out; that re- 
duces the District fund to $120,000, so that the Government of 
the United States has to meet by taxation only that amount. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. COX. Now take your $30,00)and put it over into the Dis- 
trict account and compare it with your expense account, and you 
will see the effect. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask my friend to wait a moment and listen to 
my answer to that point. I stated in the first place, and I think 
it was generally understood, that the amount which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has to contribute to the current 
expenses of the District is limited to the amount contributed by 
the District treasury; the Government’s contribution must sim- 
ply be equal to that. When, therefore, you reduce the amount 
contributed to the District treasury, you lessen the contribution 
of the Government instead of adding to it. Ifthere werean ob- 
ligation resting on the Government to make up to tha District 
treasury any deficit which mightarise after this jointccatribution, 
the gentleman would be right; but there is nosuch agreement; the 
limit of what the Government contributes is the amount contrib- 
uted by the District for currentexpenses. Therefore, when this 
District fund is reduced $30,000 we thereby lessen to that extent 
the contribution of the Government instead of adding to it. 

Mr. COX. Iam sorry we do not agrees on this point. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman from Tennes 
see [Mr. Cox] will give me his attention—— 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will give him a little informa- 
tion as to how the moneys of the District are distributed or paid 
. 3 COX. I think I can see how this proposition will work. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In this connection, I think I can 
show to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] the reason 
why in this case there is some propriety in diverting this fund 
before it reaches the public Treasury, although I agree in the 
main with the principle on which the gentleman’s proposition 
rests. 

An assessment of a certain percentage is made by way of tax 
on the citizens of the Districtof Columbia, and in that way a cer- 
tain amount of money is raised which goes into the Treasury. 
It is no part of the law that the Government of the UnitedStates 
is to expend an amount equal to the amount which the taxpay- 
ers of the District have paid into the Treasury, and there is the 
gentleman’s error. The only money which the Government of 
the United States pays is an amount equal to the amount re- 
quired to be expended for public purposes in the District—not 
the amount collected from the taxpayers. Does not the gentle- 
man see the distinction? 

Here is, we will suppose, $3,000,000 collected from the taxpay- 
ers of the District, which goes into the public Treasury. The, 
amount needed to be expended in the city for public purposes is- 
we will suppose, $5,000,000, of which the amount paid by the Dis- 
trict is two millions and a half, and the amount paid by the Gov- 
ernment two millions anda half, leaving in the Treasury $500,000 
collected from the taxpayers. This balance remains there for 
any proper expenditure that may be made under any act of Con- 
gress. 

Now, here is a proposition to pay $30,000 for a specific purpose. 
The proposition is that the taxpayers of the District shall pay 
this; that the Government of the United States shall pay none 
of it. If this amount, $30,000, should be deposited in the Treas- 
ury and should be considered a part of the regular expenditures 
for District purposes, then the Government of the United States 
would have to pay the same amount, because the agreement by 
law is that the Government of the United States shall pay half 
of the current expenses of the District. But it is quite evident 
that this is an extra fund, not going into the public Treasury, 
not used for ordinary District purposes; and the Government of 
the United States will not have to pay a dollar on account of 
this amount raised from the citizens. This fund of $30,000, col- 
lected in a certain way and used for a certain purpose, is some- 
thing outside of the ordinary expenditures of the District, and 
with this outside expenditure the Government of the United 
States has nothing to do. 

Mr. GROUT. In fact the Government gains by it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; theGovernment gains byit. If 
this money going intothe Treasury were considered an ordinary 


District expenditure, the Governmentof the United States would | 


have to appropriate an equalamount; but the proposition of this 
bill is to take this proposition out of that category, to make ita 
separate fund for a specific purpose; and the District taxpayers 
alone contribute to this fund. It seems to me this proposition is 
too plain for argument. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Coss] whether the Congress of the United States is not 
bound to exercise the same discretion and care in making these 
appropriations out of the District funds that it would in making 
an appropriation from the United States Treasury? Is not the 
objection primarily here to initiating the policy of civil pensions 
to be paid by taxation, no matter whether the funds come from 
the people of the District or the people of the country at large? 
The principle is one which seems to me exceedingly unwise. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Very well,I shall not take issue with 
the gentleman on that point. Lamnottalking about the under- 
lying principle, but simply endeavoring to state what this propo- 
sition is. 

My proposition would be, or rather I would prefer the propo- 
sition, to let all money go into the public Treasury and let the 
Government of the United States pay its part in any proper ex- 
penditure, considering it as a part of the regular District ex- 
penditures. I think that would be better; but the members 
seem to prefer the bill in the other form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If itis to be done at all, it certainly should 
be done in that way. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I say I would prefer that myself; but 
the proposition comes here in a different shape, and seems to be 
acceptable, or to meet favor with the members as to how this 
particular fund should be paid, that is, by the taxpayers of the 
Districtalone. If that principle is to prevaii this bill carries it 
out and the Government of the United States is notcalled upon 
to pay adollar. Iam simply trying to get my friend from Ten- 
I am not defending the prin- 


nessee to understand that point. 
ciple on which the bill rests. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. COOMBS. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply rise for the purpose of calling at- 
tention to the fact that this discussion is, after all, a mere ab- 
straction. The United States Government has to carry on the 
District government, and this proposed pension system of the 
District police is simply a diversion of a certain amount from 
the sum raised by taxation for a specific object; but the burden, 
after all, of deficiencies falls on the Federal system. 

But I rose mainly to callattention toa fact that was mentioned 
on the floor a few years ago when thesubject of the civil pension 
list was under consideration. The fact was stated—I have not 
looked over the journals of the proceedings of the Convention 
which framed the Constitution of the United States, to see for 
myself if it was correct or not—but it was stated thatduring the 
sittings of that constitutional Convention, some gentleman, pos- 
sibly Robert Morris, proposed a provision prohibiting Congress 
from creating a civil pension list, a subject with which the men 
of that period were well acquainted. One of the causes of the 
hostility to the British system of government at that time was 
the extraordinary expenditure induced by the civil pension list, 
which was impoverishing that country; and very naturally a 
proposition was made to incorporate into the Federal Constitu- 
tion, a provision against granting pensions for any civil service 
whtaever. 

Mr. COX. They were right there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. John Rutledge or Ben. Franklin, I am not 
sure by which member of the Convention it was, said that the 
provision was unnecessary; that with the experience of European 
governments before the American people and which would be 
always before the American people, if they should ever reach 
that condition of affairs that they were willing to tax them- 
selves—the whole people—to pay pensions for civil services ren- 
dered by the few, with sufficient salaries, the spirit of liberty and 
of equal rights would have so completely died out thatno consti- 
tutional provision against special privileges would be of any 
avail. 

For one I protest against entering upon or extending that 
[admit that we did take a step in that direction some 
years agoin relation to the Federal judiciary at a time when the 
subject could not receive proper consideration. It was during 
the periodof reconstruction. But implore the House not to go 
beyond that. Itis discouraging tothe friends of free institutions 
that Federal judges and army and navy officers, after a com- 
paratively brief public service, with ample salaries, are retired 
to private life with pensions enormously exceeding the pensions 
you pay to men disabled in the conflicts of arms. Gradually the 
favoritism of classes common to all monarchies is creeping into 
our system of government. For one, while deploring the favor- 
itism to classes already expressed in our legislation, I protest 
against going a tithe of a hair further. 

I have always favored liberal pensions for patriotic services in 
war,in the Army or Navy. Noone can doubt the justice of this 
policy, but I protest against the granting of civil pensions. I de- 
nounce acivil pension list as un-American. Itis easy to see how 
such a system, if once inaugurated, will grow and expand until 
in the progress of time itshall have impoverished the masses of 
{ enter my protest against 
a civil pension list as not only un-American, but as a most un- 
manly and discreditable imitation of the ideas of monarchies of 
Europe, from which our fathers hoped they had forever eman- 
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Mr. COOMBS. I yield a few moments to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that Ihave been dis- 
cussing lies inthis direction. If you take $30,000 (and I use that 
sum merely as an illustration of the revenues of the District) and 
appropriate it for this special purpose, to say the very least of 
it, you will have levied a special tax of that amount on the Dis- 
trict for the purpose of creating a fund for civil-service pensions. 
There is no doubt of that. There is no dodging that proposi- 
tion. Now, whether you would increase the taxes of the Gen- 
eral Government or not, I stop for a moment just simply toask 
when you undertake to legislate for the District of Columbia 
and the city of Washington, to tax the people of the District of 
Columbia for the creation of a special fund for the purpose of 
paying special pensions for certain officers in the employ of the 
District, { ask, gentlemen, where it is to end? 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay to the gentleman, if he addresses that 
inquiry to me, that he has now stated the case exactly right. 
He is correct in that statement. 

Mr. COX. Well, I am very glad to know that I am correct 
anyhow. 

Mr. HEARD. 
upon the fact. 


And lam glad to be able to congratulate you 


6126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 11, 





Mr. COX. 
vili allow me. 

Mr. HEARD. I shall not occupy but a moment of your time. 
The proposition is that this is to levy this tax ae on 
the people of the District themselves, by themselves, and for a 
special purpose. That is true. 

Now my response to the gentleman is this, that the people of 
this District are alone interested, and they come and ask Con- 
gress, which can alone make the provision, that they may pay 
their own taxes and provide a fund for these superannuated and 
crippled policemen. They ask permission to do this thing, and 
Congress holds the purse strings of the District. They can not 
get the authority except from Congress. If Congress does not 
authorize the people here to setapart this fund it can not be done. 
We are not taking a dollar out of the Treasury of the General 
Government, butsimply authorizing the people of the District to 
make the fund and foot the bill. 

Mr.COX. But you are taking all my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEARD. I willgivethe gentleman more timeif he wants 
it. But putting this question fairly before the House it is sim- 
ply a proposition to allow the people of the District to pay out 
of their own funds a certain tax to be applied to taking care of 
disabled and superannuated policemen and their families. Appli- 
cation is made by this bill to Congress for authority to do this 
thing. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. COX. Now, I ask the gentieman in all candor, if he has 
heard a single taxpayer make an application here in behalf of 
this, outside of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the District Commissioners sent 
this bill tous. As I have stated here repeatedly, they are in 
my judgment the immediate representatives of the people of 
the District, and I will say to the gentleman that probably tifty 
taxpayers in this District have spoken to me favorably about 
this matter, and there has not been a single protest, and I am 
advised that the public press and the people of the District 
unanimously approve it. This is nota new proposition. It is 
simply to add to a fund established first in 1861,and again added 
to in 1886 by a Democratic House, on an appropriation bill, and 
it is simply a proposition to add to that which is now inade- 
quate. 

' Mr. COX. Will thegentleman pardon me foran interruption? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. OOX. If that principle is correct, that the taxpayers of 
the District of Columbia ask Congress to apply a special fund for 
the purpose of paying pensions upon a civil-service list, I ask 
gentlemen in all candor and honesty, when a man serves the 
Government of the United States in a civil capacity, and after 
a lapse of years is worn out by age and infirmities, does not the 
same argument apply with all of its force in favor of putting him 
on « pension list? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. What is the reason it does not apply? Is not a 
man who is working in the Capitol here just as much entitled 
to the respect of the Government as a man who is working on 
the police force in this city? And if a policeman is to be re- 
tired on account of his age or infirmities, or on account of some 
accident, then I say, take the whole civil-service list and apply 
the same principle. When I vote to put a tax upon the District 
* of Columbia for a purpose of this kind, I will vote to put a tax 
upon the people of the United States for the same purpose, be- 
cause Congress is legislating for both upon the same lines. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an interruption? 

Mr.COX. Iam done with the subject. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to give the gentleman a reason why I 
think there is a very material difference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CoomBs] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say one word in answer 
to the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN], and also in an- 
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], in regard to 
this pension business. I am as much opposed to @ civil pension 
list as anybody can possibly be, but this matter does not come 
under the principle of a civil pension list by the Government of 
the United States. We are here not only as a Congress, attend- 
ing to the business of the whole country, but we are practically 
the common council of the District of Columbia, and in regard 
to this matter we are doing that which the civil authorities of 
every large city in the United States are in the habit of doing 
for their police officers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose this bill should pass, and then 
the Capitol police should come in and ask that they be put in 
the same attitude? 


Very well; I will proceed now, if the gentleman 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. That would be a question for Con- 
gress to determine when it came up. 

Mr. BRETZ. Are you not setting a precedent for it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all, because this matter, as | 
said before, is in line with the action of every large city in th: 
country, if I am correctly informed, or if not, it should be made 
so. I understand that the cities of New York, Brooklyn, Cin. 
cinnati, Chicago, and others, have the same system. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iam not sure about that. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have a fund for this purposo, 
if my information is correct. 

Mr. HEARD. The report shows that the cities of New Yor's, 

3rooklyn, and Boston have similar funds. 
_Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is not, strictly speaking, a pen- 
sion. 

Mr.HOLMAN. In most cities, Iunaderstand, a portion of the 
monthly salary of each policeman is set apart and applied to this 
fund. ButI wish toask my friend if the Government of the United 
States, at a moment when legislation can be fairly conducted, 
in deliberate assembly, establishes the principle that pensions 
for civil services are proper, how can you answer that large 
class of people whom you have in your employment as postal 
clerks, the great mass of people you have in your employment 
in connection with the river and harbor system—engaged in 
perilous employment—how can you answer the argument in 
favor of granting them pensions, after accepting the principle 
that it was proper as applicable to the Districtof Columbia? If 
it is proper here, it is proper in every other Department. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If it is proper in New York, is it not 
proper everywhere else? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weare not legislating for New York. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course not; and we are not legis- 
lating now for the people of the United States. We are legis- 
lating for the people of the District of Columbia, along a line 
which is followed in every large city of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say to my friend that if this step 
is taken it will be invoked year after year, in cases that are much 
stronger than this. I em willing to pay these gentlemen ample 
salaries where they render public service, but not a dollar be- 
yond. Why,a member of Congress claims that he is worn out 
by the publicservice, and under this British system they would 
come in here for aid. Would my friend tolerate that idea? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you believe a large city does 
wrong to make provision for this class of men? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My only theory about the matter would be 
this: The salary should be sufficient, and a portion of the fund, 
just as in the case of your army establishment up here, the mil- 
itary home, should be set apart for their use under just such cir- 
cumstances as it is now desired toappropriate this fund. That 
is the principleof your National Home; and I see noimpropriety 
in that. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I just want to say, in conclusion, in 
answer to the gentleman who took my time, that I am notadvo- 
cating a civil pension list, nor do I propose to go further in this 
legislation than the District authorities would, if they had a 
government of their own, be authorized to go in the direction of 
the practices which obtain in the various cities of this country. 

So far as the bill provides for civil pensions it should be 
amended. I will consent to go no further in the direction of aid 
to policemen than to provide a plan which, avoiding the idea of 
granting pensions, will give such temporary relief as the exi- 
gencies of their service demand. 

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand the gentleman from Maine 
desires to address the House? ~~ 

Mr. REED. I would like a moment or two. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want to say about ten words. 

Mr.HEARD. The gentleman from New York has the flgor. 

Mr.COOMBS. How much time does the gentleman from 
Maine desire? 

Mr. REED. <A few moments. 

I think the gentleman from Missouri made some mistake in 
his ee statement in regard to this question, as he spoke of 
it as a meré extension of existing law. To my mind it is very 
different from that. The existing law provides that fines which 
are inflicted upon policemen for neglect of duty and mone 
which arises from the sale of unclaimed goods and money whi 
has been bestowed upon the body for meritorious services are 
to be appropriated for a particular purpose; ie it having been 
discovered that that was not a sufficient fund, | 6 law went fur- 
ther and provided that the policeman should pay $1 a month 6ut 
of hisown salary, to become a part of this fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow a correction? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I think you will find my remark to be that it 
was proposed to increase the fund established by existing law. 








1894. 


Mr. REED. Very well; I am glad the gentleman did not say 
what I supposed, but I think the impression made was—— 

Mr. HEARD. I then went on to explain how this fund had 
heen inereased. 

Mr. REED. I think the ee made was that it was a 
mere extension of the existing law. 

Mr. HEARD. That was not my intention at all. 

Mr. REED. Anyone will see that thisis more than a mere 
extension of existing law; for, instead of being a fund which the 
policemen, with a slight exception, themselves directly contrib- 
ute everything, it is now proposed to make a fund which shall 
be paid by the people of the District of Columbia, and possibly 
by the people of the United States. Now, whether it is paid by 
the people of the District or the people of the United States is 
a matter that interests me very little. I am perfectly willing 
that the people of the United States shall pay one-half of the ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia, for reasons which are very 
simple and plain. But whether we should adopt the plan of a 
pension for disabled policemen is another question; and it isa 
question the importance of which can not be overestimated; be- 
cause if we do pension the policemen, I fancy that I hear in my 
ear the tones of some gentleman saying, ‘*‘ Having pensioned 
policemen, ought we not to be fair towardsthe rest’ It may be 
that it was not proper to pension policemen; but having pen- 
sioned policemen, why not pension other equally deserving men?” 

Why, I have seen the whole “‘leave” system extend over the 
civil service, until the Government pays one-twelfth more than 
any other employer, simply because of this system, and as my 
mind extends back over the service, I find that owing to the 
adoption of the civil-service plan, unless men can be hunted out 
they are kept in office through their lives. Now, you observe 
at once there is going to be a very heavy pressure brought to 
bear upon Congress, and that pressure is going to take this form, 
that the old men are going to be objects of charity. 

Government employés, as a rule, spend their entire salary; 
and when they get old the alternative is presented to the man 
who has the appointing power, at the head of a department, to 
either keep that man in when he has become useless, on full 
pay, or discharge him and throw him upon the charities of the 
cold world. That he is not likely to do; and there are services 
already clamoring here for action on the part of Congress, on 
the score of economy, that it would be better to put these men 
on the retired list at one-half pay and get vigorous men to fill 
their places. 

Now, you want fully to comprehend that. To my mind, if 
there is going to be any solution of that problem which is at all 
sensible it has got to be a solution so radical that I despair of 
seeing it reached upon an appropriation bill conducted through 
the House in the usual fashion. It ought to commence at the 
beginning. Instead of paying twelve hundred dollars a year, 
we ought to commence at five hundred. Instead of stopping at 
eighteen hundred or two thousand, we ought to stop at thirty- 
five hundred or four thousand, and from the money saved in 
that way we ought to establish a superannuation fund with 
which to provide for the superannuated and the disabled, so 
that a man who is useless shall not be kept on full pay on the 
ground of charity. 

But until we take hold of this matter in a thorough and sys- 
tematic fashion we run the risk of paying the large salaries that 
we now pay, and at the same time having to provide a superannu- 
ated fund to keep these public servants in decent condition in 
their old age, when, properly, they ought to have saved enough 
for that purpose out of their abundant salaries; for the salaries 
paid to the clerks and other departmental employés of the 
United States are large compared with the nature of their em- 
ployment, and they were made large because, under the old sys- 
tem, a man gave five or six, or seven or eight of the best years 
of his life to the service, and then quit it, and it was reasonable 
that he should be highly paid for those years. But if you are 
going to keep men in the service during their lives, then you 
ought to arrange the salaries so that if the men will not save 
what will keep them in their old age, you can save it for them. 
Otherwise you do in that branch of the public service what you 
are doing in the Revenue Service to-day. 

There are many men there who are entirely unfit for sea duty, 
and yet who are receiving the same pay as if they were active, 
vigorous men, while the young men in the service are being de- 
layed in their promotion and prevented from receiving the pay 
to which they are properly entitled. I freely admit that there is 
onestrong reason why something special should be done for police- 
men. Their occupation may at times become dangerous, and a 
man ought to have the consolation of knowing, when he goes 
into a fight in the performance of his official duty, that he does 
not risk the sustenance of his family by so doing. Consequently, 
I say there is a certain propriety in doing something of this 
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kind for policemen, but the law has already struck tho true 
plan, which is to make the force contribute to a superannuation 
fund in such fashion as to provide that disability or superannua- 
tion shall not be followed by poverty and suffering. In other 
words, when these men will not save from their salaries, we as 
public officers ought to adopt some plan or system by which a 
portion of their salaries shall be saved for them. 

Now, what effect that.has upon this particular pending meas- 
ure I leave for the House to consider. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Maine understands, of 
course, that the District of Columbia has no means of making 
any provision of this kind unless as if may be authorized by Con- 
gress? : 

Mr. REED. I understand that. 

Mr. HEARD. Then it comes to this: The gentleman con- 
cedes the propriety,and even the necessity, of establishing such 
a fund as this? 

Mr. REED. What I say is that, if we are going to establish 
such a system, we ought to establish it upon a sound principle, 
and to my mind this is not exactly the right way to doit. If we 
are not paying these policemen enough so that we can take out 
of their salaries a fund which will save from suffering and want 
those who become superannuated or disabled, then we ought to 
pay them more, but we ought to make the job a complete one, 
and a proper precedent as well. 

Now, look at the situation. Here we have freed our office- 
holders from the danger of being turned out by unmeritorious 
persons—except, perhaps, in the Treasury Department and afew 
other places [laughter], and the result is that those gentlemen 
are forming associations so as to impress upon us their views 
with regard to their own salaries, and we are impressionable 
people. [Laughter.] We are moved by the cry of distress, es- 
pecially when it is backed up by a considerable voting power. 
[Laughter.] Itseems tome thatcivil-service reform has reached 
that point when it ought to be taken hold of in the right spirit, 
and with due regard to the change of attitude of the Govern- 
ment toward its civil employés, in order that two things may bo 
accomplished: In the first place, that the Government shall re- 
ceive the faithful service of trained men, and in the second place, 
that the Government shall pay them fairly. I will add another 
point: that it shall pay them in such manner as will justify 
them in devoting their lives to the business, so that they may 
find themselves with a reasonable compensation during their ac- 
tive days and with reasonable support in their nonactive days. 

Mr. HEARD. With the permission of the gentleman from 
New York[Mr. CoomBs], I want to say just a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Maine. The gentleman concedes, if I un- 
derstand, the propriety of having some provision made for su- 
perannuated policemen, firemen, and those who are engaged in 
such risky avocations in the public service. 

Mr. REED. And in other kinds of business. 

Mr. HEARD. So that we gosofartogether. Now, the ques- 
tion in this case arises not upon the ground suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine. He has inveighed against the system 
of pensioning civil servants as a general rule, against the prin- 
ciple of providing pensions for people who ought to provide for 
themselves. 

Mr. REED. No. Itis quite evident that I have not made my 
meaning clear. I say that if we are going to adopt another 
method than that of paying men for their day’s work, then we 
ought to go into it upon a principle which is uniform and which 
is justifiable upon the idea that men earn during their active 
life an amount which ought to be spread over their active and 
their inactive life. 

Mr. HEARD. I come now directly to the point to which at- 
tention has been called, and I think there can be no misunder- 
standing about it. The gentleman insists that, however com- 
mendable the object may be, this method of accomplishing it is 
not perhaps the best. Now, let us see about that. The gentle- 
man, in his elaboration of the plan which he would set up as 
counter to this, suggests that the proper thing would be to de- 
duct a certain amount from the salary of each policeman and 
thus make a fund—a plan provided for by the act of 1886 and 
which has proved to be inadequate. 

Mr. REED. Inadequate in amount, but not inadequate as to 
principle. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, of course, you might deduct half the 
salary of these policemen sofaras that is concerned; but in point 
of fact the amount realized from that source is noi sufficient. 
The question then is, what is the better way to increase this 
fund, and Iask the gentleman’sattention to this plan. The propo- 
sition is to divert certain excise taxes—— 

Mr. REED. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. HEARD. I think it does: I think I can convince the gen- 
tleman thatitdoes. The proposition is todivert a certain fund 
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collected in the District by excise taxes, and apply it to this 
specific object. Now, the diversion of that fund in this way 
would not, I still insist, tax the citizens outside of the District 
to the extent of one dollar. Iinsist that gentlemen are bound to 
concede that point, because the fund is diverted before it goes 
into the Treasury, and the Government is not obliged to place 
dollar for dollar against that $30,000, 

The question, then, is (and I know this is the controlling 
question with some members on this floor) whether this provi- 
sion can be made in accordance with the wishes of the people of 
this District without taxing people outside the District is not 
a just anda wise one. The as 1ere proposed, would, I think, 
effect that object; whereas if we should adopt the plan sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine, and first increase the sal- 
aries of policemen so as to make them adequate to stand the 
necessary deduction for the creation of this fund, then any in- 
crease of salary made for the police fund would come partially 
out of the United States Treasury, because this fund is paid 
half by the Government and half by the District. 

Mr. REED. We entered into an understanding with the Dis- 
trict that we were to pay one-half. There were good reasons in 
favor of that policy —— 

Mr, HEARD. All right; I am not objecting to that. 

Mr. REED. And I do not think it creditable to us to be try- 
ing every piecemeal method of evading the obligation we as- 
sumed. 

Mr. HEARD. I agree with the gentleman on that point. 
That compact was made; whether it be entirely fair or not we 
find it existing and should respect it so long as it does exist. 
But thatdoes not obscure the point I make—that any tax levied 
upon the salaries of these policemen, which would call for an in- 
creis2 in their salaries, would be borne in the proportion of one- 
half by the Federal Treasury and one-half by the District; 
whereas a tax levied in the way here contemplated would be 
paid by.the people of this District for a purpose applicable alone 
to the District, in accordance with the application made by citi- 
zens of the District for the carrying out of an object which can 
not be authorized by any other body than ourselves. 

I am opposed to a civil pension list except when paid by the 
citizens themselves, voluntarily, as they would in this case, and 
in accordance with their votes when they have suffrage, as in 
Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and other cities. I am opposed 
to ingrafting the principle of a civil pension list upon the prac- 
tice of the United States Government. But here is an applica- 
tion from the people, for whom, as the gentleman from Alabama 


- has said, we are by the laws made a common council, for author- 


ity to pay their servants out of their own pockets. They ask 
that we appropriate out of their funds a certain amount fora 
specific purpose, which they believe to be a worthy one and 
which we concede to be worthy. If there is any better way, in 
fairness to the Government and to the District, in which this 
purpose can be accomplished, I want te adopt it. But I want to 
say distinctly that Iam opposed to the principle of giving pen- 
sions to persons engaged in the civil service outside of occupa- 
tions like that of policemen, and in such cases only when it is 
sunctioned by the citizens whose money is to be thus expended, 
as has been done by the common councils of Brooklyn, Boston, 
etec., and as I fully believe is the case here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
which I tried to have answered by the gentleman from Alabama. 
When this plan is accomplished (if it should be accomplished) 
and the Government’s policemen in this city make application 
for similar provision, what answer will the gentleman make to 
them? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to those Government policemen that 
the people of thiscountry, who have their bills tofoot, have made 
no application for such a measure and that I had no assurance 
that those people would sanction any such law. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But suppose that application is made? 


Mr. HEARD. We would have the right torejectit, of course. | 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Is not the principle the same? 

Mr. HEARD. Notatall; for this reason: thatthe present prop- 
osition affects only the people of this District, who, I believe, 
are unanimous in its favor. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why, then, do they not make provision 


for taxing their own property in order to carry out this measure? | 

Mr. HEARD. They do tax their own property; they have got | 
to pay the taxation levied; and if there is a deficit they have got | 
to pay increased taxation in order to raise their half of what is | 
| One, that this amount asked for is unnecessary. It is more 
| than or quite 50 per cent larger than can be expended this 
| year. This bill provides for $30,000. Now, the total expendi- 


necessary to meet the required public expenditures. 
Mr. COOMBS. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HUTCHESON]. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remain- | 
| the method now in use for its collection, will be about $10,000, 


ing. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to occupy about ten min- 
utes. 





JUNE 11, 


Mr. HEARD. I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman any 
time he may desire. , 

Mr. COOMBS. I may want five minutes, 

Mr. HEARD. I shall be glad to yield also to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Coomss]. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I think the greatest op- 
portunity ever presented to Congress is presented right here 
From the foundation of the Government until now we hay, 
never taken the step which this committee proposes we sh 
take. We have never had an aristocracy in this country, a 
in my opinion itis a thing which we very much need at this 
time—if for no other purpose than to illustrate to a Republic 
Government what an aristocracy should be. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri says very properly that ly 
wants to limit this to the city of Washington. Thatsuggestion 
is entirely correct. If this system should be extended to other 
portions of the country, the policemen of this District would 
not be any better than the policemen anywhere else, and you 
wouid not have your aristocracy. 

Mr. HEARD. My friend does not want to put me in a false 
attitude. He wants to be fair. I undertook to distinguish be- 
tween the policemen here and policemen elsewhere, because the 
people of this District, who contribute the money we are pro- 
posing to expend, have applied to our committee for a measure 
of this kind. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand all that, and do not blame 
the gentleman at all. I know the committee have acted upon 
the matter as it came to them. But, Mr. Speaker, if I were 
amongst the people of Washington, and there was to be an aris- 
tocracy established in this country, I would insist that we should 
have our full share of it. I would want our policemen pensioned 
and nobody else's. 

If you want immigration to come to this country, just pass this 
bill, and all the ships that plow the sea will not be able to bring 
the numbers that will wanttocomein. Youwill have immigra- 
tion from every part of the earth, men of all nationalities, coming 
here and running for policemen in the District of Columbia. 
[Laughter.] Why, there is not a man in this country who can 
tell who his great-great-grandfather was, but there are a great 
many men who would be relieved from the necessity of doing so 
if he were able to say ‘‘I do not know who my great-great-great- 
grandfather was, but Ido know that my father is a pensioned 
policeman and lives in the District of Columbia.” [Laughter.] 

Any man under the sun who is anxious to rise to distinction 
in this world has nothing to do but take aclub in his hand, 
come to Washington, spend his life here as a policeman, and 
then retire on the aristocratic pension list. [Laughter.] Any 
man who has a daughter who wants to distinguish herself will 
find that she has nothing to do but to marry a young fellow 25 
years old with a blue suit and brass buttons and with the dis- 
tinct understanding that he is to be a pensioned policeman after 
he becomes too feeble to knock a Coxeyite on the head who 
chances to tramp on the grass. It is the grandest opportunity 
ever presented to this country, and that man in the Fifty-third 
Congress who votes against it votes against the chance of his 
life and the privilege of making a class which has not hereto- 
fore been provided for under the laws of the United States. | 
hope, of course, that such an important measure will prevail if 
we are to have an aristocracy anywhere in this country, and the 
committee seems to think we are. 

Mr.COOMBS. Mr. Speaker,a great deal has been said in the 
parenthesis intervening between my opening and closing re- 
marks, much of which I shall not indorse or object to. I want 
to express, however, going back to the original proposition on 
which I started, the opinion that I believe it to be unwise to 
connect the policeman, or the police pension fund, or bring him 
in contact with the local liquor dealer in any way except to en- 
force the law. That is one proposition, and the other is that I 
think it undemocratic and improper to divert funds before they 
get into the Treasury. 

And I want to express in closing my sense of appreciation o! 
the fairness and courtesy of the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee for the impersonal manner in which he has considered 
and discussed the purposes of the bill which we now have under 
consideration. 

at I yield to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEP: 
BURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three objec: 
tions to this bill, it seems to me, which have not been considered. 


ture estimated for this year is about $25,000. The fund, from 


so that there exists only a deficit of $15,000 for this fiscal year, 
and yet $30,000 is appropriated for in the pending bill. 
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I want to call your attention to the extraordinary rapidity with 
which the necessities for this fund have increased. We find 666 
per cent of increase since 1885, or in other words this pension 
fund has grown at that rate. I desire also to call yourattention 
to the extraordinary expenditure necessary for this fund in the 
city of New York. The amount needed as a pension fund for 
about 4,000 men is $485,000. More than #120 percapita upon the 
policemen of that city would be required to make good the pen- 
sion fund if raised by contribution from the force. Apply that 
to the two and three-quarters millions of men that were in the 
Federal army, and if the same ratio was observed, your pension 
list, now $145,000,000, would be increased to $350,000,000 a year. 

It is entirely safe in my judgment to continue the method of 
raising this fund now in vogue. Let there be appropriated a 
sum, whatever it may be, from the monthly pay of each of these 
men necessary for the requirements of this fund. It will be 
carefully scrutinized then, there will not be the extraordinary 
growth which is now apparent, and the expenditure of the fund 
will be limited to what is absolutely necessary. 
it will be required eventually to increase the pay, and some 
would say that that was tantamount to an appropriation of this 
character. 


| 


It may be that | 


But it would not be, in my judgment; because there | 


would be a careful scrutiny and examination of every expendi- | 


ture, there would be an interest on the part of all the force in 
seeing that there were no abuses in the fund, and that it was 
being applied to necessary and legitimate purposes only. 

I think, too, Mr. Speaker, that there is very much force in the 
objection raised by the gentleman from New York |Mr. Coomss]. 
If the liquor license fund of this city is set apart for this special 
purpose, it gives policemen an interest in that business and in 
that fund and the profits arising from it, that they otherwise 
would not have. Instead of being watchful and careful with re- 
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Mr. HEARD. I have never had occasion to examine that 
question in detail. The police force stands in the same relation 
as the firemen, the school board, andothersof thatkind. These 
matters of detail are supervised by the District Commissioners, 
and I have never had my attention specially directed to tiis, 
because no occasion requiredit. [am notable to give any more 
detailed information than the report presents. 

Mr. CANNON of Hllinois. I want to say that I have read this 
bill with some care since it was called up this morning, and also 
the report. 

Under the law of 1861 and the law of 1885, as has been stated, 
the pension that goes to disabled policemen goes substantially 
from their pay. Certain fines for breach of discipline are levied 
against policemen from time totime, when they ought to be, and 
those fines go into this pension fund, and a dollar a month is 
taken from the salary of each policeman, of whom I believe 
there are about four hundred, and this sum goes into the pen- 
sion fund. 

As now constituted, every man on the police force is inter- 
ested in seeing that no one gets there improperly, becaus2 the 
policemen themselves pay the bills. They not only police the 
city, but they police this fund; and the same principle applies 
to appointments. Lapprehend that it would now be pretty dif- 


| ficult to geta man upon the police force who in fact is disab'ed, 


gard to what is going on in the saloons, they will have a direct, | 


or if not a direct, certainly some interest in having the largest 
possible returns from that business, so that the fund from which 
their pensions are to be derived shall in no instance be jeopard- 
ized. I do not think that the police force of this city should be 
forced into a copartnership with the liquor-dealing interest of 
the city. The policeman ought to be the enemy of the saloon 
and not its sponsor. He ought to have his eye on the saloon at 


because the members of the force would naturaily watch that 
matter narrowly to see that no man was appointed who would 
be likely soon to become a charge upon that fund, which the 
members of the police force pay. 

I am not opposed to pryment of disabled pelicemen, but I be- 
lieve that the law should be amended increasing their pay some- 
what, if proper, and increasing the amount taken from their 
monthly pay to gointothisfund. Therefore, I shall vote against 
this bill in its present shape, with the hope and expectation that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia will mature a proper 
bill and report it to the House at anearly day. A policeman 


| now gets, | believe, $900 a year to begin with, and the highest 


all times, because all men recognize the fact that the saloon is | 
the nursery of crime here, as well aselsewhere, aud there should | 


be no relation between the police and that interest to make it 
his pleasure or interest to look leniently on the saloon, the chief 
of all the enemies of society. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I only care to say a few words. 
Directing my attention to the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HuTCHESON] for a moment, I will say that in- 
stead of this being an attempt to create an aristocracy, or an 
attempt to create a new clags, that is not the case. The police 
pension fund exists in this District to-day, as has been my 
fully. It was inaugurated by an enactment in 1861, and later in 
1886. That fund is now inadequate, and this is a method which 
is suggested by the Commissioners for the increase of that fund. 
Whether this is a proper method of raising that money or not, 
is for the House to determine. 

I have put the case fairly before the House, and have sub- 
mitted with the report a statement which shows that this plan 
is in force in Brooklyn, New York, Boston, and perhaps other 
cities. I do not know of any better plan for raising the neces- 
sary money here. There maybe a better plan. This plan, I in- 
sist, however, has this merit: That it is designed to provide 
that the money shall be raised not from the people of the United 
States, but from the people in the District; and as I say, this 
bill is here in response to an application on the part of the peo- 


} 


pay that the privates can get is $1,080. I have no doubt, as the 
gentlemanfrom Maine [Mr. RED] has well said, that they might 
properly commence atasmaller rate, perhaps gt $600, and the 
age be fixed a little younger than it now is for them to goon the 
force, and then let length of service and fidelity give the gradual 
increase of pay. 

As to the public service being treated in this way all along 
the line, that will come later. The gentleman from Texas may 


| talk about the aristocracy of office-holders from a tenure during 


good behavior. It is very easy to talk about that kind of thing. 
We aro all talking about it. Yet we have already taken the 
step, and you can not get rid of it, either. You can not repeal 
your civil-service law; and the result is that we take a callow 
youth, who could not earn, as a rule, $400 a year in private em- 
ployment anywhere in the United States, and we start him ina 
clerical position under the civil service, ata thousand or twelve 
hundred dollars a year. Once in, if he gets his backing, he is 


| promoted up to $1,800 for the maximum in the classified service. 


That starts our civil employés at a higher rate than Great Brit- 
ain pays when her employés go off the roll at the age of sixty- 
two on half pay. 

These things will have to be looked to after awhile, as the 
gentleman from Maine has so ably said, and as I believe every 
thinking man will acknowledge. 

But, as I understand, we are not going to look after that to- 


| day: but we can look after this to-day, namely: we could refuse 


ple for this legislation, for their benefit, to be paid for out of | 


their money, and not from the Treasury of the United States. I[ 
have responded to their demand as best I could, believing it 


to be right, and realizing that this is the one legislative body to | 


which they can 
for such public purposes as they may think right. 

Mr. BYNUM, 
made any investigation as to what rules have been adopted by 
this hoard that passes on the question of disability? 


I should like to ask if the gentleman has ever | 


appeal for authority to expend their own money | 


to divert $30,000 a year from the District revenues for this pen- 
sion fund. When you divert it, if you pass this bill, I fear it will 
be twice as easy to become a policeman and twice as easy to be 
pensioned as it is now, because the pension will be paid out of 
the District revenues instead of being paid by the policemen. 
That is about all I want to say. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Will the gentleman pardon me for asking 


| him a question? 


{ ask that | 


for the reason that I have also ncticed the same point made by | 


the gentleman from lowa[Mr. H&PBURN], that this appropria- 


tion has grown so enormously that {t does seem to me that it is | 


being squandered. 
Mr. HEARD. 


chief of police. 

Mr. BYNUM. My question is whether you have made any 
investigation as to the rules regulating the determination of dis- 
ability. Unless the matter is properly conducted there would 
be danger of a man being put op the pension list to get rid of 
him, or something of that kind. 
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I will say to the gentleman that, as I under- | 
stand it, the provision is explained in the statement made by the | 


Mr. CANNON of Illnois. Certainly. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. I would like to have the gentleman's opinion 
of this phase of the question—whether or not civil pensions are 
not wrong in principle, because they sap the independence and 
self-reliance of Amerieans, which is the best capital of all our 
men and women? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to my friend I have had, 
in the past fifty years, the experience which most men and boys 
throughout the length and breadth of the country have had, 
who have had to make theirown way. I have had the ambi- 
tion and experience that the ordinary boy has had, taught at 
the country school, and all that sort of thing, and I will grant 
that years ago it was perhaps a good thing for an American cit- 
izen to getoffice underthe Government. But I want to say now, 
in light of the experience I have had, the same industry and 
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ability that command place, if a man restg upon his merit in the 
public service, will yield fivefold in private service. 

We have entered upon a new era, and I can not stop it, and 
you can not stop it; we had just as well march up and lgpk it 
squarely in the fage, and say we have oieres a system, ahd are 
not going to repeal it, that does away with the necessity for thé 
salaries that were paid heretdfore, and that we had better rg- 
vise our salaried list and make it lower, for without law in mdst 
cases and with it in some cases we practically give a civil pension 
in many instances. When a member of Congress dies y 
his widow not to exceed $5,000; when an employé of the House 
dies we bury him afid give his widow six months’ pay. All Fed- 
eral judges can retirs at the age of 70, aften ten years’ service, 
onfull pay. In theclassified serviceemployés incompetent from 
age or disease remain in service at full pay when they should 
retire on half pay or no pay. 

| have stood here for many years, and sometimes when wy 


w-members thought me ungradcious, and by the mere right | 


to say no, have kept considerable amounts of money from being 
paid that seemed to me to look like establishing in effect a civil 
pension. I did it for the reason that it seemed to me that we 
ought not to go further in that direction until the whole matter 
was taken up and intelligently considered. I have in mind two 
cases Where I objected, and made, or helped to make, the fight. 

One was the case of Justice Miller, the other of Chief Justice 
Waite. They were great men, and served their country well; 
and the proposition was to pay $8,000 or $10,000 to each of their 
widows. It was a little ungracious, my friends thought, and I 
was not quite clear myself whether I should not consent to it, 
on account of the service of their distinguished husbands, de- 
ceased; notwithstanding that, I knew that seated about the floor 
of this House there were many men ready to make the same 
motion for the widow of every United States judge who had died 
for the last twenty-five or thirty years, and latér on as other 
juices should die. 

Now, all of these things grow on us; and we will not only have 
the (enure in the civil service of the United States that is to last 
during good behavior and life, but we wil have it upon the most 
extravagant terms, unless we wake up at an early day and take 
the matter in hand and regulate it. However, I will agaih 
apologize for having spoken in this matter; perhaps I should 
not have done so had not the gentlemanfrgm Maine so ably and 
clearly calledattention to the mattef; but I will say again, as to 
this specific bill, for the reasons asgigned my vote shall be *‘ no;” 
and if it is defeated I trust that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia will properly investigate and at an early date report 
a bill by which this pepsion fuyd can be increased, and increased 
from the earnings of the beneficiaries themselves and their fel- 
lows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to ask my friend, 
if he will make any suggestion, ffom what source this incrSase 


can properly be made for an increase of the pensions of the po- | 


licemen. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my judgment if you will pro- 
vide that no man ghall be appointed a policeman who is over 
twenty-four years of age, that his salary shéuld begin at about 
$00—T am not particular as to the exact amoynt—and that it 
should increase évery year of faithful service $50 or $109, as the 
case might be, until it reached the maximum of a thousand ora 
thousand and eighty, which is the present maximum, then, as 
you have four hundred of these men, if you would deduct three 
or four dollars instead of $1 a month from each, you woyld have 
ifund which would be large enough to take care of the disgbled, 
i fund that four hundred men would be interested in policing to 
ses that it was not pirated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the salary of these policemen now? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The minimum is $900 and the 
maximum $1,080 


Mr. DINGLEY. And only $1 a month is deducted for this | 


. 


fund. Now, there would be no aimowity in increasing the deduc- | 


tion to $50 per annum, which wonld furnish amost abundant fund 
and the compensation would still be very liberal. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the committee ought to in- 


vestigate the whole matter. Of course it is impossible forme to | 


iwgest what the details of such a bill should be, but I think the 
bil ought to be constructed on that principle. 

Mr. HEARD. IT hope the District Committee will have the 
benefit of the gentleman's suggestions. I see that one of thése 
acts was passed on an appropriation bill when the geptleman 
from Illindis wasa member of the Appropriations Committée, and 
it might bo well that the result of that committee’s investigation 
should be brought to bear to supplement the labors of the Dis- 
triet Commnitige. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The act of which the gentleman 
speaks isthe one passed in 1885, the first yearof Mr. Cleveland's 
first Administration. I had not the hdhor at that time to be in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 11, 


? majority on the committee, but the provision put — that 
t there should be a dollar a month deducted from thé 
salary of each policeman to make up this fund. That, I think, 
as i e line of correct legislation, onl while I ought not have 
the credjt of it, having been in the minority, I was on the com- 
ittee, and I have no doubt that [I indorsed the proposition at 
the time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That was before President 
Cleveland came in. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, just as President Arthur 
went out. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, J am somewhat surprised to see 
so much opposition manifestéd to this bill, but it may be that a 
better method of providing this fund may be devised, either in 
& bill presented by some individual member of the House or by 
the committee. It has bean suggested to me thAt it might be 
well to withdraw this bill, but I dd not see any reason for doing 


a 
The committee have presented this as the plan approved by 
tpe Commissioners. The nee that we have had this morn- 


has dotibtless been profitable to the committee and tous all, 
and may prove to be so to tho Commissioners also, and to the 


| police department. 1am in favor, however, of letting the House 


pass its judgment upon the bill, and, therefore, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Geperal debate is concluded. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, since this bill has been before the 
committee, in fact within the last thirty minutes, theré has been 
brought to me a report of the Commissioners upon this subject. 
They recommend favorable action upon the bill, as they do in 
the report which has been read here, but in this they also sug- 
gest an amendment which, in deference t6 their views, I now 
offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following words, after the word “ District,” in line 26: Provided 
ryrther, That tp efurther sum of $6,000 per annutn, or so much thereof ai may 

ecessary, of the mopeys received as aforesaid shall be applied to carry- 

{ $ out the provisions Of the act approved February 25, 1885, entitled, “An 

e making ap PORE: ations to provide for the expenses of the government of 

bis Districp of Co bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
Other purposes,’ Which establishes the flremen’s relief fuhd. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put, 
I would like to ask the geptloman from Missouri whether there 
is any pension fund now for firemen in this District? 

Mr. HEARD. This amendment recommended by the Com- 
migsioners would indicate that there is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Doe’ the gentleman know whether any de- 
— is made from the pay of firemen for the purposes of that 
fupd? 

Ir. HEARD. I have no further knowledge than is contained 
in the amendment just réad, but the gentleman from Indiana 
begide me [Mr. HOLMAN] says that there is a fireman’s fund. 

Mr. JHOLMAN. That is my recollection. 

Mr. pesED. Mr. Speaker, upon consultation with some of 
myjcolleagues upon the committee, and at their suggestion, I ask 
that this bill be recommitted to the committee. 

r. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
that is agreed to will it do away with debate upon the bill in 
case it Rea eur forward again by the committee? 

The SAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. HEARD. I assure the gentleman that he shall have 
ample time to discuss this or any other measure that the cdm- 
mittee may report. 

There being no objection, the bill was recommitted to the com- 


| mittee. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 6953, 
the purpose of which is to authorize and require the extension 
of the cable road from its present terminus at Thirtf-second 

nd M strects to a point opposite the end of the Aqueduct 

ridge,and to authorize the company to acquire land thére arid 
bui.d a station. 

The SPEAKER. This billought to be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 


agree in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 


r. PERKINS. I object. 
Mr. ARD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
pele it et into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
nis bill. 
he motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’Netm of Massachusetts in the chair. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 








1894. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com- 
pany be, andit is hereby, directed and required to extend its tracks and run 
its cars thereon as follows: Beginning at the present terminus of its tracks 
in Georgetown; thence west on M street to or near Thirty-fourth street; 
thence northerly and westerly, on a private right of way to be acquired by 
said company to a point to be designated by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth 
streets. 

Sec. 2. That all plans relating to the lk 


of 





2. cation and construction of said 
railroad extension and of the passenger houses hereinafter mentioned shall 
pe subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
the said company shall furnish at the western terminus of its route a pas- 
senger house within such reasonable timeas may be required by the said Com- 
missioners, and shall maintain such passenger house and permit its use by 
connecting linesof street-car companies forthe safe, convenient, and com 
fortable transfer of passengers, upon terms mutually agreed upon by said 
railway company and the connecting line or lines, or,in default of agree- 
ment, a8 may be fixed by the said Commissioners. Any violation of the re- 
quirements of this section as to passenger house 
of #50 for each day such violation is continued and mainta 





said fine to 


ined, 


be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 
Src. 3. That the said company shall bear all the expenses of necessary 


changes to underground construction incident to the construction of the ex- 
tension of its roads herein directed arid required, and shalldeposit with the 
Treasurer of the United States, before commencing work onsaid extensi 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. For the benefit of gentlemen who may not have 
heard my previous statement, I will say that this section pro- 
r tracks 
in front of the Peace Monument. The committee 
disapproves that preposition and moves to strike out the see- 
tion. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


hai 
ui 





down he: 


re 


One word on this question, 





Db LUuse 
you are legislatinginregardtomycarriage. I[rideonitba und 
forth daily, paying » usual price, six tickets for a quarter. It 


he 
J 











is the only carriage I have. I do not know whether the gentle- 

| man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] who sits befor: » has 
anv other kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenness I ride on it every day on 
the si > terms. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Gentlemen understand that when 


yn, 


to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct, such sumas the Secretary of War | 


may consider necessary to defray all the expenses that may be incurred by 
the United States in connection with the inspection of the work of constru 

tion of said extension, and in making good any damages done by said com- 
pany, or its works, or by any ofits contracting agents, to any water mains, 


fixtures, or apparatus, and in completing, asthe Secretary of War may con- | 


sider necessary, any of the work that the said company may neglect or re- 


fuse to complete and that the Secretary of War may consider necessary for | 


the safety of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus; and the said company shall 
also deposit, as aforesaid, such further sums forsaid purposes at such times 
asthe Secretary of War may consider necessary: Provided, That the said 
sum shall be disbursed like other moneys appropriated for the Washington 
Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of said deposits at the end of one 
year after completion of the said extension shall be returned to said com- 
pany, on the order of the Secretary of War, with an account of its disburse- 
ment in detail: And provided also, That disbursements of said deposits shall, 
except in cases of emergency, be made only on the order of the Secretary of 
War. And the said company shall also deposit with the collector of taxes 
of the District of Columbia such amounts as may be deemed necessary by 
the Commissioners of said District to cover the cost of inspection, supervi- 
sion, pavement, and repairs incident to the said extension of its road; any 
unex pended balance of such deposits remaining after the completion of the 
said extension shall be returned to said company with an accountin full of 
the disbursement of such deposit. 

Src. 4. That the said company shall commence the construction of the ex- 
tension of its road, herein directed and required to be made, within three 


months and complete it, with cars running thereon, within six months after | 


the date of the passage of this act: Provided, That this time limit shall be 
waived in case of unavoidable delay in securing the right of way herein au- 
thorized. Any violatign of the requirements of this section shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of $50 foreach day such violation is continued and main- 
tained, said fine to bs recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at 
the suit of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 5. That in the event the said railroad company shall be unable tocome 
to any agreement with the owner or owners of any land required for the ex- 
texsion of its road, as herein provided for, and for a passenger house, as con- 
templated in section 2 of this act, the said company is hereby authorized to 
institute proceedings in the supreme courtof the District of Columbia, in 
accordance With existing law for the taking of private property for public 





use, for the condemnation of so much land as may be required for said pur- | 


pos 
said court may prescribe. 

Sxc. 6. That said railroad company is authorized to furnish and maintain 
a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tracks of the Navy 
Yardand the Baltimore and Ohio depot branches of said company’s railroad. 

Sec. 7. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed ‘by 
the Congress of the United States. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the followin 

“Sec. 6 That the said railroad company is authorized to furnish an 
maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue between the tra 
the Navy Yard and the Baltimore and Ohio branch of said c 
road.” 

Mr. HEARD. The proposition contained in this section, 
which the committee disapprove, is to give the railroad com- 
pany authority to build a shed down here in front of the Peace 
Monument between the two tracks. That provision we propose 
to strike out. 

Mr. COOMBS. 

Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. COOMBS. Ishould like to hear it. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask a vote on this amendment of the com- 
mittee. I do not think any one will oppose it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. General debate must take place before any 
amendment is voted upon. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no further amendment 
offer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment can be voted upon with 
the understanding that it shall not interfere with general de- 
bate. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. No advantage will be taken. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will put the question on agree- 
ing to the amendment, with the understanding that the vote on 
the amendment will not interfere with general debate. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right; that is perfectly well under- 
stood. 








mr) nv’s 1 
JINpany l 


Is there a report on this bill? 
There is. 


to 


we wish 


3, Said proceedings to be under suchrules and regulations as to notice as | 


on the 





we on a yellow car weare obliged tochange 


Monument at the foot of the hill. 


start for the Capitol 


cars near the Peace lo-day 


we do not need any shed there, because we can stand the sun- 
shine; sunshine is healthy; but during the winter or in stormy 
weather the transfer can not be made without waiting a minute 
or two, sometimes five minutes; I supposes the time will average 


Now, why should there not bea 
ho Ss 


a couple of minutes. hed (con- 
structed under the direction, if you c », Of the Commissi 
ers, so that it may be ornamental and as little in the way as }« 
sible)—why should there not be a shed at that point 
keep off the rain and the s] 


Whieh wou 
leet from women and childr 
ing nothing about the men? 

Mr. HEARD. I will answer my friend’s question; and that is 
all the argument I have to make on this proposition. The rea- 


son the committee objected to putting this shed at the place pro 
posed is that they thought it would obscure the view of the 
monument, and while it might afford some shelter, would be re- 


that it 
fectly 


garded as a detriment to the appearance of thin 


3, and 
could better be placed elsewhere. The is pe 


company is 


pel 


willing to erect a shed, and the Commissioners recommend that 
permission be granted; but the committee had an aversion to 


locating the shed there, believing that the opposition which has 
been made to a shed used for a similar purpose on fifteenth 
street, in front of the Treasury Department, would be intensified 
lerected in the place here proposed. T 


against a shed 16 Whole 


question is whether the House prefers to have that shed put 
there or not. If the shed is such a desirable thing, let us vote 
down the amendment and accept tho bill as it stands. 

Mr. GROUT. Why not put the shed on the sidewalk? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seemsto meif the District Com- 
missioners were authorized to superintend the erectio a 





shed, we will say on the south side of the avenue, at 


t be objectionable. It would not ma 











tue vie from down the avenue. And I would rather v lit 
tle less view and a little more protection from the elements. 
Mr. HEARD. I understand the gentleman from Illinois to 





t a shed on the south side of the 





ugges avenue? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir: by the curb. 
Mr. HEARD. That is adifferent proposition from the one 





contained in the section we move to strik 


e out, which proposes 
to locate a shed between the railroa i 


in the middle of 


} 
AS, 


( L 
the Avenue, directly in front of the Peace Mon»ment. Thatis 
what we object to. If my friend wishes to offer an amendment 
to locate this shed on the south side of the Avenue, that propo- 
sition can be considered by the House. But we are not in favor 


4 


of having this shed in the middle of the street in front of the 
monument 
Mr. PERKINS. It was that proposition that the committee 


very properly, I think, objectec 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I we 
not at all 


Mr. 1 


we it there than 
from Illinois desires to have a shed 
iue, let him offer an amendment to 
that effect. But there is no proposition of that kind in the bill. 
We simply propose to strike out the section in its present form, 
which we think objectionable. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, I m 
strike out and insert what I send to the d 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the chairman of the committee 
vhere this road is to run? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is simply an exten- 
sion of the Washington and Georgetown road, in Georgetown, 
from the end of the present line up toor near the Aqueduct 
bridge. The road ends now at Thirty-second street, and this 
authorizes the extension of the road some three or four blocks 
further on the same street. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk as asubstitute for the amendment rec led by the 
committee. 


iIKARD. If my friend 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6, That the said railroad company is authorized and required to fur- 
nish and maintain a passenger house at Pennsylvania avenue near the 
tracks of the Navy-Yard and baltimore and Ohio branches of said company’s 
railroad, over the sidewalk, on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

' The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, before the 
vote is taken on the substitute I suggest that the gentleman 
ought to add, so as to make this harmonious with the rest of the 
bill: 

To be constructed under the direction of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept that modification, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The substitute, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further 
to add in presenting this bill to the House. It is simply a prop- 
osition toextend the tracks of the Washington and Georgetown 
Railway Company about three or four blocks from its terminus 
on M street between Thirty-second and Thirty-third streets, to 
a point that has been recommended by the Commissioners be- 
tween Thirty-fourth and Thirty-fifth streets, which will give 
railroad accommodations for three or four blocks beyond the 
present terminus, and allow them to land their passengers close 
to the Aqueduct Bridge. In addition, it requires the company 
to buy a block of land between M street and Prospect avenue, 
which is back of the bridge, and to construct thereon a passen- 
ger house for the accommodation of the passengers now trans- 
ported over the present road; and it is the plan proposed by the 
Commissioners that other roads may run into the same passen- 
ger house, and make transfer of their passengers under cover. 
That is all there is of the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. As lL understand the gentleman, the proposi- 
tion here is to authorize the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company to buy a block of ground. Is it not a fact that 
the company owns now more than a block of ground west of 
Thirty-fifth street, and that you propose to clothe the company 
with the right of eminent domain for the purpose of acquiring 
title to a half block of land that they havenot been able to buy, 
and that in doing so they wil. take and destroy the home of 
Mrs. Morris? And is it not also true that this lady requested a 
hea~ing before your committee, in opposition to the project as 
embodied in the bill, and was denied a hearing? 

Mr. HEARD. Iam very glad to be able to set my friend 
right. Wewill getthroughafter awhile with having our friends 
imposed on by false statements of interested parties outside. 
That statement is absolutely false. Of course my friend is not 
to blame; but the statement is without foundation, and he has 
been imposed on. I do not know what this company owns be- 
yond Tnhirty-fifth street, or whether theyown a square, as the 
gentleman suggests. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They do, or rather it has been bought in 
their interests. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not know that they own a foot. But I 
know that this statement about Mrs. Morris having been denied 
a hearing before the committee is without foundation. The 
fact is this: The bill was before the committee for some time and 
was considered. About three weeks ago the committee, without 
a dissenting voice, directed a report to be made and without 
any opposition in the District, except Mrs. Morris through her 
attorneys. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Permit me there. The reason yoa did not 
hear a dissenting voice was because the company bought up the 
property west of Mrs. Morris, and hope to buy enough on the 
east side of her property to accomplish the purpose they seek 
to accomplish. 

Mr. HEARD. Then what dothey want of Mrs. Morris’s prop- 
erty at all? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because that lies between the two lots which 
they possess or hope to acquire by purchase. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr.Chairman, tocontinue what I was say- 
ing. After the bill was directed be reported the Commissioners 
of the District found, on attention being called toit, that one or 
two suggestionshad been made in their report, and which brought 
insomeirrelevant matter, notably somesuggestionsabout the pro- 
priety of ultimately allowing other roads tocome across the river 
over the Aqueduct bridge, which we knew would be prejudicial 
to this bill and which have noconnection with its object. They 
weresuggestions that did not pertain tothe bill, and would be so 
considered in this House. The Commissioners saw thatit was bet- 
ter to reform their report 80 made to the committee, and they 
did so. As soon as that was done, and that was the only reason 
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- the delay, the committee made their report of the bill to the 
ouse. 

Now, on the day of our last meeting, which I believe was last 
Wednesday, I received a note from the attorney of Mrs. Morris 
asking permission forahearing before the committee. AsI say, 
the matter had been considered three weeks before, and, as | 
advised him by letter, had already been unanimously ordered to 
be favorably reported. 

Now, about the Morris proposition. This bill authorizes tho 
condemnation of that property under existing law in the Dis- 
trict, and the company can not take a dollar's worth of her prop- 
erty without paying for it, and the same is true as to the prop- 
erty of anybody else. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [If this is a public corporation, and if the use 
to which this company seeks to put this property is a public use, 
why is it necessary to authorize the condemnation proceedings 
which you authorize here by section 5? Why can they not come 
in under the general law and institute condemnation proceed- 
ings without this provision? 

Mr. HEARD. They have no authority under the general law 
to condemn private property. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why have they not that authority? 

Mr. HEARD. Because itis not given to any corporation in 
the District of Columbia, except by special action of Congress. 
Now, the gentleman saumnaehals ed me. I said they would 
proceed, under existing law, for the condemnation of property, 
as for highways and so forth, which general law protects every 
property holder in the District. Thatis the situation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But is it not a fact that this is not one ot 
those corporations entitled to invoke the power of eminent do- 
main, under existing law? 

Mr. HEARD. This corporation has no power to condemn 
property, except when the power is given by an act like this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Nobody ever heard of a street railway com- 
pany being clothed with the power, especially when it would 
operate to deprive a person of their home. 

Mr. HEARD. I suppose not, and therefore this is the proper 
manner in which to proceed. if Congress in its judgment feels 
that the good of the public may be met by authorizing the exer- 
cise of that power in a particular case, it is competent for Con- 
gress to do it, and iat is what Congress proposes to do in this 
case, if it acts favorably upon the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then we are to pass upon the question 
whether or not this is a proper corporation to clothe with that 
power, and whether the use to which the company is going to 
put this pornerty is a public use. 

Mr. HEARD. Most assuredly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And in order to pass upon that question, I 
say the owners of the property have aright to be heard. 

Mr. HEARD. I donot know what hearing they had before 
the District Commissioners. 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever. They were never notified. 

Mr. HEARD. If they had made an application before our 
committee before the bill was considered and ordered to be re- 
ported, they could have got the hearing, although they had no 
right to claim it except as a matter of courtesy which the com- 
mittee always gives. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you say they have no right toa hearing, 
when you propose to pass a law which will take from them their 
private property? 

Mr. HEARD. I say itis a courtesy always extended by the 
committee to anybody who asks it under reasonable conditions, 
but they have no right to complain, There is only one proposi- 
tion in the bill which the Commissioners recommend, and | think 
wisely recommend, and that is that we require this railroad 
company, which is a rich one, to buy a block of ground for which 
they must pay, and put a passenger house there, where they 
can decently accommodate the public, and in that way give the 
public the right to the use of the street. 

The company should take care of their passengers under a 
decent cover, to be constructed at their expense. Nota dollar 
of Mrs. Morris’s property or of anybody else’s property can be 
taken without full compensation. Everybody knows that where 
a jury sits upon a case on one side of which stands a corporation 
and on the other side of which stands a private citizen, no private 
citizen’s rights are sacrificed. If there is any tendency to bé 

artial, it is a tendency to be partial to a private citizen. That 
is the way it should be, and the way it is. 

I apprehend nobody will doubt that this property can not be 
taken for this meritorious purpose without full compensation 
being made for it. That is the entire purpose of this bill, and | 
hope it will be favorably considered. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that two years ago, when this com- 
pany was about to put in this cable alent, they were perfectly 
willing, on the suggestion of our District Committeé, to extend 
their line up to the point now contemplated, and we presented td 














the House a bill for that purpose, which was bitterly fought on 
this floor. I thought then that the opposition to it was un- 
reasonable, and said to the House at that time that it would not 
be more than two years, that during the life of the then next 
Congress, the public would demand that these people make that 
change, and that it would cost forty or fifty thousand dollars to 
remove the terminal p'aat, which they should have been per- 
mitted then to locate at the right place. But that is a burden 
which the bill puts upon the company, and which the company 
is ready to assume, because they know that in order to get a 
good service they must do it, and that the demands presented in 
this bill are not on that account unreasonable. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? ? 
“Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. When a bill is pending before the commit- 


te2, and before it has been reported, how are property owners | 


who are interested to ascertain that it is pending, so that they 
may apply to the committee to extend to them the courtesy of a 
hearing? Until it is reported to the House, how can they know 
that it is pending? 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman is surely advised of the fact 


that all these bills relating to the District of Columbia are al- | 


ways reported in the newspapers. It is a matter of general re 


port that they are pending; and I will state further to the gen- 
tleman that every bill that comes to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, except such as come from the Commissioners 
themselves, is referred to that body for information and recom- 
mendation; and they, as I am advised, invariably advertise the 
fact that it is there and give hearings to those who are inter- 
ested. 

Mr. EVERETT. Has the Chairman investigated the subject 
sufficiently to be able to state whether this property owner did 
have a hearing by the District Commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. I am not advised as to that. I do not know 
that she was before the Commissioners when this bill was under 
consideration; but I know that the newspapers stated that this 
property holder did apply, through her attorney, to the Senate 
committee fora hearing. I think they had ahearing before the 


Senate, but whether she did before the District Commissioners | 


I do not know. 
Mr. EVERETT. I understand she did have a hearing before 
the Senate committee. It is, lunderstand, agreat security that 


property owners shall be duly heard; and as I understand the | 
gentleman, they have a chance to be heard by the Commission- | 


ers. 

Mr. HEARD. I amadvised thatit is the practice of the Com- 
missioners in every instance where there is notice of any oppo- 
sition, to advertise the fact that the bill is there, and that hear- 
ings will be given 

Mr. EVERETT. And it is fair to assume that such hearing 
is given in every case. 

Mr. HEARD. It is entirely fair to assume that any property 
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Mr. HEARD. The gentleman wil! allow me to say that my 
purpose was to argue that it would be for the benefit of the pub- 
lic that this erection be located at this point. And in order to 
enable these people to accomplish that end it is required that 
they should be authorized to condemn that property if they can 
not purchase itat a fair price. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘Now, then, the purpose is toerect and main- 
tain a station there for the accommodation of the people. Mr. 
Chairman, that road now terminates about five blocks from the 
point proposed for its termination in this bill, and for a good 
many years they have had nostation and have needed no station 
terminus. Why? Because the cars are standing there, and 
people desiring to go east simply get on the cars. ‘Those people 
who wish to go west go on to their destination. The only way 
in which there could arise a necessity for a transfer station is by 

connecting that line with some line going beyond the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and this is the scheme contemplated. when taken to- 
gether with the bill passed two weeks ago, giving another rail- 
road a charter on Prospect street north of M street, on which 
the Washington and Georgetown line is located. 

Now, this company has bought a large amount of property 
west of Thirty-fifth street, between Prospect and M streets. 
There is one half block, however, which it has not been able to 
secure. It isowned by Mrs. Morris, a native of my State, but 
who has resided on this property for a great many years: first 
with her parents and afterwards with her husband, until his 
death. That property is valuable. It is the lady's home, the 
only home she has. Jt fronts on Prospect 150 feet, and 120 feet 
on M street; the distance between the two streets is 240 feet, 
and the difference in elevation between M street and Pros- 
pect street is 75 feet. Now, how does this company propose to 
maintain a transfer station on property of that character with- 
out excavating the entire bank? They do not propose to take 
only a part of Mrs. Morris’s property, but the whale tract; 150 
feet on Prospect streetand 240 feet deep, or the entire half block 
between the two streets. 

Mr. HEARD. Your purpose, as I understand, is to strike out 
section 5, which authorizes condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. It is not your purpose, however, to strike out 
the requirement that the company shall build a station there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. Therefore you ought to move to change the 
title of the bill to ‘‘A bill for the benefit of Mrs. Morris,’ by 
compelling the railroad company to pay her her price for her 
ground. 

Mr. TAWNEY. She has set no price upon the land. It is 
her home, and she proposes to live there; and because this street 

‘ailroad company is not one of those corporations that can invoke 
the right of eminent domain, you propose to give it that right 





holder applying will have a hearing, and in every case when it | 


comes before the committee, before a case has been considered 
and acted on,I never knew of it being declined. I will say that 
courtesy is always extended by the committee wherever appli- 
cation is preferred before the bill is considered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I submit to the gentleman 
that the motion is not in order until general debate is closed. 

Mr.HEARD. lLask that general debate be closed on this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
move to strike out this section. My principal object is this. 
The primary purpose of this bill is to extend the line of the 
Georgetown and Washington road to the Aqueduct bridge from 
its present termination. 

Mr. HEARD. Not tothe bridge, but to a point north of the 
bridge. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Toa point opposite the end of that bridge. 

Mr.HEARD. That is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, coupled with that proposition is an- 
other proposition to purchase or to condemn private property 


for the purpose of erecting and maintaining a station, a transfer | 


station, Now, the gentleman from Missouri says that this sta- 
tion is absolutely necessary to the public in using that road, not- 
withstanding the fact that the road has been used 

Mr. HEARD. I used no such language. I beg the gentle- 
man’s pardon. He does not certainly wish to misrepresent me. 
J used no such language as “‘that it was absolutely necessary.” 
All I meant to state was that it would be an accommodation to 
the people which we should provide. 

-Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman very clearly to 





say that the use of this property was essential to the public ac- 
commodation and for the benefit of the company. 


I desire to move to strike out section 5 of | 


I give notice that at the proper time I will | 


by this act, which is wrong, and ought not to be done, especially 
in view of the fact that there is property just west of this that can 
be obtained for this purpose. If the company will extend their 
terminus one block further west they can get the neces<ary 
property without invoking the aid of a special act of this kind. 
‘They can go there and buy property as they have done hereto- 
fore. They own the block, or part of the block, west of this, 
and also part of this block adjoining Mrs. Morris’s property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose these condemnation proceedings 
take place and the company acquire the title to the two blocks 
between Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets and between 
Prospect and M streets and then grade those two blocks to the 
level of M street, what becomes fof Thirty-fifth street between 
Prospect and M streets? Willit not be absolutely destroyed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. How? 

Mr. HEPBURN. By reason of the difference in grade. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You can hardly walk up or down 
there now. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
ter. | 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, perhaps the gentleman has tried if, 
and I have no doubt he has succeeded. [Laughter.] In facet, 
Mr. Chairman, there is a street there dedicated to the public 
and open to the public. Now,I submit that this Congress ought 
not to clothe a quasi-public corporation with the powers that 
| this corporation would be clothed with under this section, and 

[ submit that under the circumstances this lady ought not to be 
deprived of her home. There is no necessity for the company 

taking that property, none whatever. 
| Thisissimply part of a mammoth scheme of persons interested 
| insuburban property. This House passed the other day acharter 
| fora road that will connect with the Washington and George- 
| town road running up the Potomac River from the Aqueduct 
| Bridge, where they hope in the distant future to have occasion 


yes; you can. 
If you are a billygoat you can. [Laugh- 
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for atransfer station, but there is no present necessity for it and 
no publicdemandfor it. The Washington and Georgetown road 
now connects with no other road at that end, and the people who 
come from that direction are accommodated by the cars on the 
track, and the people who go in that direction go to their desti- 
nations without stopping at this point, and would not stop even 
if there was a transfer station there. 

Mr. HEARD. TI desire to say only afew words in reply to the 
leman from Minnesota. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that the 
»xtension of this road would accommodate the people on three 
or four blocks on either side of M street where there is now no 
railroad accommodation. The gentleman refers to this asa part 
of » scheme to connect this road with other roads, but he should 
be fair enough to say that that scheme is one that is recom- 
mended by the District Commissioners. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is there any demand for it by the public? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. It is the judgment of the committee 
and it is my judgment that the public greatly desire it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Have the committee received any petitions 
or anything of that kind in favor of it? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I state whatI believe to be true, 
that this extension is demanded by the public, and there is only 
this one property-holder, so far as I have ever heard, who has 
made objection to the proposed extension to the Aqueduct 
Bridge. So far as the railroad company are concerned, they 
would get no more fare for carrying passengers on to this pro- 
posed terminus than they receive now for carrying them to their 
presont terminus, and this extension will put them to large cost 
in moving their terminal plant up there, but they are willing to 
doit, for they know they have to go there ultimately. 

Now, sir, one word about this scheme of another railroad to 
which the gentleman has referred, 

The railroad company to which the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has referred, a suburban road, came into Congress witha 
bill, not asking for this transfer station but on the contrary ask- 
ing to be permitted to come down Prospect street and to con- 
nect with this road over the Tennallytown track at its present 
terminus. When the Commissioners reported upon their bill, 
and proposing a union railway station at this point, they re- 
quired the bill to be amended, which was done on this floor by 
the committee, so as to permit the road to run to a point oppo- 
site this spot between Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth streets, 
with a view to using the station there when built, and requiring 
them to use it when the plan should be carried out. Now, inall 
fairness, if this road is to be extended as a public benefit to ac- 
commodate those people beyond its present terminus, the rail- 
road company ought not to be required to go to work and pur- 
chase ground and build a station without having the power to 
protect themselves against exorbitant prices. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How many people are there west of the ter- 
minus of this road? 

Mr. HEARD. I never took any census of them, but there are 
several blocks. But I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that this extension is not only a matter of accommoda- 
tion to those people, but it concerns everyone who may want to 
go to Arlington by that road, or to any point beyond the Aqueduct 
Bridge. Such persons have aright to be put down atthe point 
nearest to the bridge consistent with the public good. 

Now, if you want to authorize the extension of this road, say- 
ing nothing about the use of the station, I shall not object, 
though I think the company ought to be compelled to buy 
ground and erecta station. Ido not think they ought to be 
placed at the mercy of Mrs. Morris, however, or anybody else 
who may wish to oppress them by demanding three or four 
prices for their property. The general law of the District in 
regard to the condemnation of property, under which these 
people would have to proceed, sufficiently protects everybody 
whose property it may be necessary to take. 

Mr. GEAR. Why was it that these parties in interest were 
denied a hearing? 

Mr. HEARD. They were not denied a hearing. I contra- 
dict that statement on this floor. They made their application 
two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and or- 
dered reported to the House. 

Mr. GEAR. I have seen a letter stating 
denied them. 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; you saw my letter, and I wrote no 
such letter as the gentleman states. I wrote a letter stating 
why a hearing could not be granted at that time because the 
bill had been considered two or three weeks before. Let the 
gentleman bring that letter here. 

Mr. GEAR. I saw the letter. 

Mr. HZ&#ARD. The gentleman, when he states to the House a 
matter affecting thestanding of other members, ought to be very 
careful to state the truth. 


yen 


that a hearing was 
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Mr.GEAR. Iam not stating anything against the gentle- 
man or his committee. 

Mr. HEARD. I say that the statement affects me as a mem- 
ber of the committee; and it is not the truth. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam making no charge against the gentleman. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does make a charge, whether 
he intends it or not. 

Mr. GEAR. A reputable gentleman told me this morning 
that he had such a letter; he tookit out of his pocket and showed 
ittome. I did not read the letter 

Mr.HEARD. That willdo. I excuse the gentleman. 

Mr.GEAR. He said that letter showed that these parties 
had been denied a hearing. 

Mr. HEARD. It is absolutely untrue, except under the con- 
ditions I have explained. Thoss people applied to us for a hear- 
ing two or three weeks after the bill had been considered and 
ordered reported, and while we were waiting simply for an 
amended report from the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to accompany our report. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you know whether the owners of this 
property were notified of the pendency of this bill? 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know; I never heard. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, those people are all immediately represented by the 
Commissioners who, as Iam advised, advertise these hearings 
when notified of opposition before them. I never heard of Mrs. 
Morris till [ heard through the papers she was before the Sen- 
ate committee in regard to this bill; and when her lawyer wrote 
that letter to me, I stated to him in reply why the hearing could 
not be granted to him. If my friend from Iowa had brought 
that letter here and read it, there would have been no need for 
any further explanation about the matter. 1t would establish 
the facts as I have stated them. The bill has already been or- 
dered reported, and we were merely waiting the return of the 
amended report of the District Commissioners in order that the 
bill might be presented to the House, and we had that when the 
attorney’s letter was received. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word. Mrs. Morris went to the 
Commissioners and they told her there was no proposition pend- 
ing for the condemnation of her property. Then she went to 
the president of the Washington and Georgetown road, who 
evaded her question as to-what they proposed to do by this bill. 
Then application was made to the committee. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask my friend this question: If she 
made that application to the Commissioners, why did she not 
follow it up then with an application to the committee? If she 
had done so she would have had a hearing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iunderstand that she did—— 

Mr. HEARD. She did no such thing. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). Through her attorney. 

Mr. HEARD. Shedid nothing ofthe kind at that time. The 
Commissioners had the bill there, for we sent it to them, and her 
attorney should have been able to see the provision in the bill 
about the condemnation clause and called her attention to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. She went in person and they told her that 
there was no proposition to condemn the property. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Ido not know what the Commissioners 
may havetoldher. Iwasnotthere, If they misrepresented the 
matter to her then they ought to be held responsible for it and 
not the committee, but I apprehend there must be some misun- 
derstanding about their statementtoher. I am stating exactly 
the facts as far as they concerned the committee. 

Mr..BYNU) Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question: I understand that at the time this application was 
made, the bill had not been reported? 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir; but the. committee had ordered it 
made. 

Mr. BYNUM. Please state then what urgent necessity ex- 
isted for reporting it so hurriedly without giving her an oppor- 
tunity to be heard? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, this bill had been consid- 
ered and ordered to be reported to the House; and I suppose 
there is no committee of the House which ever held up a bill on 
any such ground as that. I never knew a committee to do it. 
The bill was considered by the committee, was ordered to be re- 
ported, and the report was made, and I do not know — reason 
why it should have been held up because of such an application. 
This bill contains but one proposition, it must be remembered. 
All persons in interest had notice, I presume, from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia that the bill was being con- 
sidered by them; and I know, andI presume all the members of 
the committee know, that we have considered the matter thor- 
oughly, and that if this party had a dozen hearings upon the 
facts here stated by her friends it would not have changed the 
viewsentertained by thecommittee. Iam frank tosay no amount 
of evidence to show the facts claimed here would have changed 
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mv view, and I presume that is true of the other members of th¢ 
imittee. ‘ 
the facts are before the House for your act 


col 


Now, ion. Hereis 


a proposition to al thorize this railroad company to extend its 
lin of road to accommodate the traveling public. It can be 
voted down or voted up; I[donotcare a penny. There is aprop- 
osition, in addition to the bill, allowing this company to buy 


station. That 


pl "pose of building 
Strike it outif 


more land for the a transfer 
is 2a matter for the determination of the House. 


you desire; vote the bill downif youwill. But the bill is agood 
one, the Commissioners say so; the Committee on the District 


it ought to be passed. Itis for the House 


of Columbia believe 
to pore as it pleases in regard to the matter. 

GROUT. This land is wanted for the purpose of e 
lishing r a passenger station upon it, as I understand? 

M¢. HEARD. Yes, 

Mr.GROUT. Well, astatement has been 
land has been bought adjoining this on the west 
company. 

Mr. HEARD. I know 
no such information. 

Mr.GROUT. Thatis stated as a fact 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is a fact. 

Mr.GROUT. I was wondering if the other land was 
chased why they might need this ‘also. 

Now, I want to say with reference to this bill that T would 
like to see the road extended to connect with any proposed line 
for Great Falls. 

Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. GROUT. 
into the country, wherever they may choose to run, 
altogether share the objection which has been raised here by 
gentlemen to condemning private property for such purposes, 
although it is a little outside of the purpose indicated by the 
name given a street railway, for that is supposed to cling to the 
street. Yet Ican see no real absurdity or impropriety, if nec- 
essary for the proper exercise of that franchise for the accom- 
modation of the public, for private property to be condemned 
for this purpose. 

Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
its motor power was a condition put into the law allowing them 
to condemn private property for the establishment of a power 
house? 

Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. BYNUM. 


stab- 
sir. 


side yy this 


nothing whatever about that. I have 


pur- 


Or all lines. 
Or any other lines extending anywhere else 


Will the gentleman answer one question? 
Yes, 


sir. 


I think not. 
Was it ever ¢ 


granted any such right, or any 


other street railroad? 
Mr. GROUT. Iam notable to say. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Notanywhere in the United States 


Mr. BYNUM. Did not they purchase this s 
—_ here at what they claimed t« ) be an exct 
hundred and odd thousand dollars, because they could not have 

the right to condemn it? 
Mr. GROUT. Oh, they have no rig 


quare of ground 


ht of condemnation under 


the general law, as I understand it. It must be expressly con- 
ferred. 
Mr. HEARD. They have no power of condemnation, of course, 


unless it be expre ssly granted. 
Mr. GROUT. And has never be 
believe. 
Mr. BYNUM. 
Mr. GROUT 





cially conferred, I 


[ think not. 
But granted thatit has not the power, wherein 
lies the objection, if it be for the convenience of the public? 

Mr. BYNUM. I say to the gentleman that this power ought 
not to be conferred upon a corporation of this character. 
not believe it is such a public corporation as brings it within the 
rule authorizing the exercise of the principle of eminent do- 
main. 

Mr.GROUT. But why not 
tainly given steam railways. 

Mr. GEAR. It should not be granted to any. 

Mr. BYNUM. No street railway corporation in the District 
should have that right. 

Mr. GROUT. Do you meansimply 
railway and not a steam railway? 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not believe this corporation should have 
that right. Ithas no public station at the other end of the line. 
Why is one more necessary at that end of the line than at the 
other end of the line? 

Mr. GROUT. Onaccount of its connections beyond. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is not there something behind this, 
want to get this property for some other purpose? 

Mr.GROUT. Ofcourse that should be guarded against. 


1 


on this, if on others? 


because it is called astreet 


that they 
But 


I can not understand why this corporation should want to build 





I do not | 
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a passenger house there unless itis for the accommodation of th 
company and the accommodation of the public. I can not im 
agine any other reason. Itsself-interest can be trusted to regu- 
l ite this. 

Mr. HEARD. I will explain to the gentleman that it is a 
scheme of the District Commissioners- 

Mr. GEAR. “Scheme” is the proper word. 

Mr. HEARD. A plan of the District Commissioners, ahso 
lutely. It originates with Maj. Powell and the District Com- 
missioz and they made their first suggestion of it in connee- 
tion with the Great Falls road, when that matter was here. 

Mr. GROUT. I donot care where it originated. Letuslook 
atita practic: . question. That is all we have to do with it. 

Mr. TAWNE Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
there are s realy any people residing west of the terminus 

Mr. GROUT. I suppose it does go pretty well out to the city 
limits, but it connects with other lines beyond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There are no other lines beyond. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, projected lines beyond. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In the future, when this suburban property 
is developed, there may be some necessity for a connection, but 


at the present time there is no other road there to connect with 


and there are no people to travel on the road, if they had one 
i, 

Mr. GROUT. There are people up the valley toward Cabin 

panic pretty much all the way to Great Falls, to be accom 


modated by the proposed line there. 
Mr. HEARD. It is a mistake to suppose ther 


are no pe 
there. Tnere 


ple 


are people on that street along which this line 

runs. 
Mr. GROUT. Ihave been up as far as the Great Falls. [| 
went ina carriage, at the expense of anotherman. Now, ifa 


company want to build a railway there which will take me 


up, 
I am willing that they should, 


andlam willing that they should 


have the trolley up in that section. Then, when the line is 
| built, I may take it sometime on my account, rot being able to 
support a carriage. And this illustrates the convenience it will 
be to the general public. I have no objection to corporations 
building railways for the accommodation of the public. I amin 
favor of it, heartily in favor of it; but let us come back to the 
question. Wherein lies the reasonable objection to giving this 
company the right to take private property for a passenger 
house, pro”ided that passenger house is for the accommod ition 
of the public? Iam unable to see any reason for objection. | 
can see no difference in principle to have a street railway anda 
steam railway. The fact that no street railway company has 
ver had the right before, if that be true, is not a sufficient rea- 
son. Before I can concur in this objection something must be 
suggeste od to distinguish a street railway from a steam railway, 
for which itis granted om oF ry State and Territory. 
Mr. WARNER. Will the gentieman allow an interruption? 
Mr. GROUT. Certattily. 
Mr. WARNER. I wish to ask a question. Possibly it would 
be more pertinent to ask the chairman of the committes, but I 
think the gentleman from Vermont is informed on thi } 





I understand from what has been said that this road prop 
extend its line only about five blocks, and t he neirhborhood 
where this land is to be condemned has been suggested as being 
peculiarly appropriate for a passenger station, because it may 
hereafter be a place where very much more important transpor- 
tation lines from outsid e will center. Now, may I ask, what 
there is in this bill which, when that time cor nes, will prevent 
this company—which is given the opportunity to acquire this 
land when it is not specially needed—from becoming : in 
the manger to prevent the public from being well served by the 
other c ympanies which will then need the land, and which will 
find this company in possession of the point of vantage? 

Mr. u [EARD. There is ample provision in the bill to guard 
against that 


ut 
Mr. GROT It is provided for in the bill. 


IT. 


Mr. foot ). And this planis proposed by the Commissioners 
of the District. 

Mr. W ARN WR. As Tread the bill,it did not n to be verv 
well provided for. 

Mr. HEARD. It is provided 

Mr.GROUT. It is satisfactorily provided for in the bill as I 





e among themselves, the 


innotagr 


read it. Ifthee 
Commissioners are 


yrporations c 
to determin: 








Mr. HEARD. That is the fact. 

Mr. GROUT. But, to come back to the question, I can see no 
reason why a street railway company may not be allowed to take 
private property for the convenience of the public, th as 

1a steam railway q@ompany may. I should want, of course, to 
know that it was absolutely necessary for the pur] ssigned 


and for no other purpose. 
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ai 
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Now, in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from Minne- 
s0ta (Mr. TAWNEY] that notice was not given these parties, so 
they might have a hearing, let me say: If there be any sugges- 
tionof any matter which should have been presented to the com- 
mittee, which can not with equal fullness and certainty be pre- 
sented to the House, that objection would be a good one, un- 
doubtedly. Bute an he ardly imagine what matter of that icind 
there could be. The objection stated by my friend from Minne- 
sota |[Mr. TAWNEY], the tthe company have no right to condemn 
private property, is an objection which the House would have 
to consider ultimately, even if it had been passed upon by the 
committee, after argument before committee by counsel in be- 
half of the per: son heard. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But they had a right to be heard. 

Mr. GROUT. They have aright to be heard and are being 
heard now, it seems to me; so that that objection is not a go: rd 
one. but I wish to be sure, as has been suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM], that it is necessary to take 
this private property for this purpose; and I want to know, too, 
that it can not be misapplied or afterward appropriated to any 

other purpose. Sol have drawn an amendment which I will 
submit when the timecomes, provided the section is not stricken 
out. Iwillread the amendment for the information of the House 
and will s2nd it to the Clerk’s desk to be called up in due time. 
It is as follows: 

Adi 1 to section 4 the words: 

‘Provided, That no land shall bs condemned under thisact unless it be ab 
solutely ne - ssary for the construction of the passenger house hereinbefore 


provided; And provided also, If said land is ever put to any other purpose 
whatever it Shall revert to the owner.”’ 


Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr.GROUT. Now, very ‘likely it might take that course un- 
der the law, but we want it expressly provided. 

Mr. HULL. Is it proposed to provide that the Commissioners 
may determine the necessity? 

Mr.GROUT. No; let that go tothecourts. Thecourts have 
control of the condemnation proceedings, and I want to leave 
that to the courts, to be determined by them when the proceed- 

ings are renee The company should be compelled to show 

that it is necess: ury to take this land before they can have it, 
and when cher do establish that fact and take the land, then 
they must not divert it to any other purpose. When these con- 
ditions are complied with I shall be satisfied. 

It does seem to me a little strange, if it be true, that they have 
been buying other blocks in that neighborhood, and it n: aturally 
raises the question whether there is not some other scheme in 
contemplation, and I do not propose to further any plan to buy 
land, or to acquire land for any other purpose; but if we can be 
sure that it will be applied to that purpose and that alone, then 
I am in favor of allowing them to doit. This provided for and 
I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the gentleman's amendment is alto- 
gether proper. [ have no earthly objection to it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed tothis bill. I hap- 
pen to know the parties who own this property and have known 
them formany, many years. I took acarriageand rode there this 
morning and went all over this ground. The south half of this 
block has been bought by private parties, asl am informed. I 
oppose the bill on “that account. I oppose the bill because the 
parties interested were not givena hearing. I further oppose 
it upon the ground that I do not believe it is right to give toa 
street railroad company the right of eminent domain so as to 
enable it to condemn other people’s property. I recognize as 
much as anyone the importance of having these street railroads, 
and street improvements to furnish the people with facilities for 
travel, but I do not believe in granting at will franchises worth 
$100,000 to $200,000 out of which they can make money at the ex- 
pense of the people. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that this railroad company, if it extends its road, will collect no 
more fare. 

Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. HEARD. 
franchise? 

Mr.GEAR. Now, there is other property beyond that, and 
as the gentleman from Vermont stated, there is very little pop- 
ulation west of this place. Why, they have selected to put their 
station at this place, 70 feet above, taking a beautiful homestead 
and confiscating it for the interests of the parties who bought 
the south half of that property. I never will vote the right to 
condemn and destroy property at random. The original act char- 
tering the road required them to procure proper stable and sta- 
tion grounds, but it does not give them the right of eminent 
domain to which Congress alone can give the right, and I ear- 
nestly hope the members will pause before they will grant this 
particular road the right to confiscate this property. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to make an inquiry of the chair- 


That is an altogether different question. 
Then how does it add to the value of their 
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man of thecommittee. I do not understand from what you said, 
and I did not hear every utterance and presume it has been 
stated, but I want toaskif the proposition is to take in the dwell- 
ing plac e of this woman and not merely the land in connection 
with it? 

Mr. HEARD. I say to the gentleman from Vermont that [ 
have no information on that point. 

Mr. GROUT. Iwas not aware that it went further. 
not clear about that. 

Mr. GEAR. The loton which this building stands extends 
159 feet from north to south. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Two hundred and forty feet. 

Mr. GEAR. And 150 feet from east to west. All south of 
that property, including all the buildings to the west of the 
property, have been bought by certain parties, who, I under- 
stand in a general way, though I do not know anything positive 
about it, are connected with this road. Presumably it has been 
bought, as many other pieces of the property have been bought, 
where a gentleman buys it and turns it over to the corporation. 
Mr.GROUT. And all of this is abutting this private prop- 
erty to the west. 
Mr. GEAR. 


1 am 


All west of it is abutting the whoie length. 
Mr.GROUT. Well, Mr. Chairman, if that is the fact—— 
Mr.GEAR. One moment. If you confer the right of emi- 
nent domain—if you give them this right to take the property— 
they can take the whole block from this lady. 

Mr.GROUT. The language of my amendment is— 

- pean is absolutely necessary for the purpose of erecting this passenger 
station 

And if there is open land beyond, no court in the world will 
say it is absolutely necessary, especially if owned, as is stated, 
by thiscompany. I think she is protected under my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. [ am perfectly content to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can not be accepted at 
this stage of the proceedings, as the committee is still proceed- 
ing to consider the bill under general debate. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member—— 

"ir. GEAR. I want to say to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor. 

Mr. WARNER. [I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. GEAR. I want to say that this block or building and 
property is between Thirty-fifth and Thirty-sixth streets. The 
residence is 3508, and it is a very charming and lovely home. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it will be conceded 
by every member present that this is a most extraordinary 
ower, for the granting of which to a similar corporation there 
is absolutely no precedent in the District; and I say, even if 
there were precedents innumerable, we should be most careful 
of the extent to which we grant it. 

And now, sir, when it is proposed to grant this extraordinary 
power of the condemnation of land for the purposes of stations, 
etc., to a railroad which only proposes to extend its road for five 
blocks, I submit that such is scarcely a case to call for the ex- 
ercise of any such extraordinary power as is now proposed to 
be given. 

Again, sir, if the chairman of the committee has stated the 
matter correctly—and I have fo doubt he has—this power is 
proposed to be given to provide accommodation not so much for 
what this railroad now needs, or for it will need after it has 
completed this extension, as for what may be needed by the de- 
velopment of other roads, which are expected to open up new 
traffic demanding such additional accommodations. If that be 
so, sir, it seems to ms that what we should do is to wait until 
those needs have developed, and then, if we are going to confer 
this extraordinary power at all, confer it upon the corporations 
which shall then have need to exercise it. 

But that is not my main objection to this proviso giving the 
right of eminent domain to this company. Ihave not examined 
the statutes of the District of Columbia in this regard, and if I 
am mistaken the chairman of the committee I know willcorrect 
me, but unless there is some peculiar provision in them which 
is not contemplated by any reference in this bill, the fact is that 
when this railroad shall have completed these condemnation 
proceedings it will becoéme the owner in fee simple of the lands 
thus taken and they will not be subject to forfeiture in case the 
company shall afterwards wish to use them for other purposes. 
Mr. HEARD. That will not beso if the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Vermont[Mr. GRouT] should be adopted. 
Mr. WARNER. I did not hear that. 

Mr, HEARD. The gentleman from Vermont has proposed an 


The gentleman from New York has the 
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amendment providing that if any land taken under this right is 
ever used for any other purpose, then it shall revert to the orig- 
inal owner. 

Mr. WARNER. If that is the tenor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont, I am in favor of that amendment. 
But, even if that amendment were adopted and the compary 
were thereafter kept from appropriating for its own benefit and 
not for the public advantage the result of the exercise of thjs 
ower of eminent domain now proposed to be given, there would 
still remain a‘serious defect in this bill. The land that is pro- 
posed to be condemned is confessedly the land that would be 
needed for a passenger station for what the chairman of the com- 
mittee has stated will probably be a'great development of su- 
burban travel and traffic. 

Mr, HEARD. I want to say at this point, for the information 
of the House, that in connection with another bill recently under 
consideration here the Commissioners of the District recom- 
mended the establishment of a union transfer station at this 
point. I think they had elaborated a plan in which they had 
named six or seven such stations, which they proposed to recom- 
mend to Congress, and this is among them. 

They propose to establish astation at that end of Washington 
into which suburban roads may come, including roads which are 
expected to cross the river. The scheme originated with the 

Jommissioners, and it is not confined at all to this particular 
case. 

Mr. WARNER. [Iam glad the gentleman hasso far explained 
the matter; and his explanation simply goes to show that it is 
one of even greater importance than, upon his former statement, 
Thad imagined, Im so far as he has explained it, it seems to me 
amatter of the very greatest importance, for it is practically 
the provision of a general center for the whole of the great su- 
burban traffic on both sides of the river that may be expected 
on the north and west of the District of Columbia, and for that 
reason, if there were no other, it would seem to be preposterous 
that at this time we should put the power to acquire in feé sim- 

le all the very ext2nsive property which in such a case would 

proper and necessary into the hands of a single railroad com- 
pany which does not now need it even for its own purposes. 

But that is not my only objection. In section 2 of this bill— 
which I presume is the section to which the gentleman referred 
when he mentioned the guaranties provided by the bill against 
this road standing like a dog in the manger after it should have 
exercised this right of eminent domain and acquired this prop- 
erty—the only provisions of that character that I find, are prac- 

_ tically, first, that this company shall allow other lines to use its 
station, under such arrangements as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may prescribe; and second, that if it does 
not do this, it shall forfeit $50 per day for the days that it does 
not do it. 

Now, gir, to allow a company to have the power of eminent 
domain to acquire a considerable tract of land—and the gentle- 
man himself intimates that the tract ought to be large enough 
to provide a central station for all the suburban traffic in that 
direction—to confer such a power upon a corporation and then 
simply to provide that, as to the ae house which it may 
put upon that property, it shall allow the use of that passenger 
Somes by such other corporations as the Commissioners of the 
District may direct, but that if it does not do so, the only pen- 
alty shall be the payment of $50 per day for the days when it re- 
fuses to permit such use, seems to me to be legislation which, 
however well intended, would be effective in enabling this com- 
pany to stand as a dog in the manger, by protecting it from be- 
ing called upon to respond in damages in the ordinary way upon 
the ground that Congress had already prescribed the penalty in 
this act. 

In other words, sir; a little experience, and a very painful ex- 
perience, in watching the proceedings of roads which have ob- 
tained rights of way and vantage ground in competition with 
others, has convinced me that if any serious attempt is to be 
made, after granting this unwarranted power, so to restrict it 
as to make it as little hurtful as possible, some other method 
must be adopted than that which is here provided. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the objection he has last made in regard to the inade- 
quacy of the fine would be met by increasing the fine, or by pro- 
viding for a forfeiture? 

Mr. WARNER. Nothing short of a forfeiture would be any 
deterrent whatever; and to acompany which employs good coun- 
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| said company, to a point to be designated by the Cd 


sel in this District, even a threatened forfeiture, as experience 


has shown, has no terrors. 
Mr. HEARD. The gentleman has made some suggestion in 
regard to a recommitment of the bill. That, of course, if meant 


honestly by the gentleman, as it doubtless is, would mean to re- 
form the bill. 


Now, since the House has the bill before it for 
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consideration, whyshould we not adopt such amendments es may 
be necessary to put it in acceptable form if that can be done? 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest to the gentleman an amendment 
which I believe would put the bill in perfectly acceptable form 
as regards theonly matter to Which my criticisms have referred; 
and that is an amendment leaving out all provision for giving 
this company theright of eminent domain. It does not need to 
use thisright; it is not pretended that it will be used mainly for 
thiscompany; and as for any other company, it will be very easy 
to confer that right, if necessary, whenever the occasion may 
arise, 

{ reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HEARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I suppose it is not abso- 
lutely necessary that the company should have this particular 
property? 

Mr. HEARD. Lapprehend not. The Commissioners recom- 
mend the location of a union transfer station at this point, be- 
tween Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth’streets. It seems to me 
this might be limited to ground between Thirty-fourth and 
Thirty-tifth streets, if that would remove any objection. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then why make such a 
cont2ntion on this point? 

Mr. HEARD. Weare acting in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the District Commissioners, including the Engi- 
neer Commissioner, who is supposed to be familiar with the 
requirements in this regard. I wiilsay, however, to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina and to the gentleman from New York, 
that so far as 1 am concerned as a member of the committee and 
as a member of the House, if it is desired to strike out the con- 
demnation proceedings altogether and also the provision re- 
quiring a transfer station to be built, while [ think that the only 
sufferers will be the general public (and would be inclined to 
object on that account), still if 1t is the choice of the House that 
those provisions should go out, let them go. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That was my suggestion, 
in order that all difficulty might be obviated and the bill passed. 

Mr. HEARD. Then the bill would provide simply for extend- 
ing the line of the road up to the point named, which I think 
ought to be done, even if nothing further is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objeetion to the bill in that form. 

Mr. HEARD. I think that in the interests of the public we 
ought to require the erection of a decent structure to accommo- 
date passengers; but that can be done hereafter. If such is the 
wish of the House, I should have no objection to asking permis- 
sion to withdraw the bill and recommit it to the committee for 
the purpose of reforming it in that direction. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not amend it here 
in the House? 

Mr. HEARD. As my colleague on the committee [Mr. RicuH- 
ARDSON] suggests, we might by an améndment in the House 
strike out that provision authorizing the company to acquire 
property by condemnation or purchase, and also the provision 
requiring the building of a transfer station. In that case the 
company would take their chances about getting the ground. 
Hereafter if the District Commissioners should make it appear 
to the satisfaction of Congress that there is need for clothing 
the corporation with power to acquire ground for this purpose, 
it can be done. Two years agolI stood here insisting that this 
corporation should extend their line to this point for the public 
benefit. I am perfectly willing that those provisions be stricken 
out, retaining only the portion of the bill which directs this 
company to extend its line to the point namec. That would 
leave to further legislation the question of the establishment of 
a passenger station. [understand this arrangement wil) obviate 
the objection of gentlemen who have opposed this bill. But I 
wish to state that I think the bill woell be better as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
regard general debate as closed, and the bill will be read by 
paragraphs, with the understanding that when the provisions 
referred to have been reached amendments shall be offered 
striking them out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc. That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company 
be, and it is hereby, directed and requifed to extend its tra¢ks and run its 
cars thereon as follows: Beginning at the present términus of its tracks in 
Georgetown: thence west on M streé} to or near Thirty-fourth street; 
thence northerly and westerly, on a private right of way to be acquired by 
missioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, between M and Prospect, Thirty-fourth and Thirty-sixth 
streets. 


Mr. GROUT. Ido not see that itis specified what kind of 
power shall be used over this extended line—I presume the 
cable. 

Mr. HEARD. The cable, of course. 

Mr.GROUT. Then, why not amend by inserting in the fifth 
line the words ‘‘ to be operated by cable?” 
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Mr. HEARD. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. GROUT. Without such an amendment, if there should 
be a steam railway up there it mightundertake to pass its steam 
cars over this line of road. 

Mr. HEARD. There is no objection at all to the amendment 
the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. GROUT. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘¢ follows,” in the fifth line, the words ‘‘ to be operated by cable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That all plans relating to the location and construction of said 
railroad extension and of the passenger houses hereinafter mentioned shall 
bé subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Colum 
bia; the said company shall furnish at the western terminus of its route a 
passenger house within such reasonable time as may be required by the 
said Commissioners, and shall maintain such passenger house and permit 
its use by connecting lines of street car companies for the safe, convenient 
and comfortable transfer of passengers, upon terms mutually agreed upon 
by said railway company and the connecting line or lines, or in default of 
agreement, as may be fixed by the said Commissioners. Any violation of 
the requirements of this, section as to passenger house shall be punished by 
a fine of #50 for each day such violation is continued and maintained, said 
fine to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction at the suit of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with the under- 
standing with gentlemen of the committee, I move to strike out 
of this section, beginning with line 2, after the word ‘‘ exten- 
sion,” down to and including the word ‘‘ mentioned,” in line 3, 
the following words: ‘‘extension and of the passenger houses 
hereinafter mentioned; ” so it will read: 

That all plans relating to the location and construction of said railroad 
shall be subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, ete. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. COOMBS. I object and ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. HULL. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

{t seems to me that one of the very things that should not be 
adopted is proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri. HKvery man who has gone to Arlington by that rail- 
road line will agree with me, first, that it should be extended 
to the Aqueduct Bridge; and second, that some provision should 
be made for the care of the people who are compelled to wait 
on the street at the end of the route either for a carriage or 
some other conveyance to get to Arlington. 

lam one of those who believe that this compary should be 
compelled to erect a passenger station there, and I am opposed 
to the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, for the reason 
that every Sunday hundreds of people are going to Arlington, 
and if it is raining they are compelled to stand in the rain or 
else seek shelter in private doorways until carriages come along 
to take them to the national cemetery. 

[ do not believe that the railroad company is specially inter- 
ested in this extension. [ believe that the people are directly 
interested in it, and the course adopted upon this bill has been 
largely, in my mind, the erecting of a ‘‘man of straw” to fight. 
The Commissioners recommend the bill; the railroad does not 
ask it. ‘The company does not get a cent more for carrying 
passenge:'s to the end of the line than it gets for carrying them 
to the present terminus; and this is a great, rich corporation, 
carrying more people than any other company in Washington, 
having a valuable franchise, and they ought to be compelled to 
provide some means to take care of their passengers at the end 
of the line. 

You adopted an amendment compelling it to provide a little 
station here at the foot of the hill to accommodate the few peo 
ple who transfer from the main line to the Baltimore and Ohio 
branch. Now, there area hundred that take the carsout to the 
terminus of the road for one that is transferred at the foot of the 
hill here. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr.HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know whether the gentleman was 
present during the course of this debate or not. 

Mr. HULL. I have been here all the time. 

Mr.HEARD. Then you understand the objections which have 
been made to the acquisition of the property at the place sug- 
gested by the Commissioners for the erection of this station. 


The object of the committee now is to get rid of these objec- | 


tions, if possible, and yet authorize the extension of the road, 
leaving the question of the acquisition of property for the con- 
struction of a passenger station to be determined hereafter. 
Now, if my colleague will prepare an amendment providing 
for che erection of a passenger station there, drawn up in proper 
terms, I am perfectly willing toaccept it. The only effort now 
is to meet the wishes of those gentlemen who have objected to 
that provision of the bill. 
Mr. HULL. Iam opposed to striking out the section that has 
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been discussed, and I wish to say that I favor the amendment of 
my friend Mr. GROUT, that this property shall be used excelu- 
sively for a passenger station, or revert to the original owners, 

Mr. HEARD. ILIagree with that. I am not opposed toit. [ 
would much prefer not to strike out the provision in the bill. 
[am satisfied with the amendment of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, but I believe it avoids very much of the confusion and ob- 
jection that has been raised if the provision for this passenger 
station is stricken out} so [have moved to strike it out in accord- 
ance with the understanding which I supposed had been reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us test it by a vote of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. [f the Honse agrees to strike it out, let it do so, 
but let the matter be tested by a direct vote. I am not willing 
to sacrifice what I believe to be right merely to meet the objec- 
tions of some gentlemen who do not agree with me. I would 
prefer to leave the matter to the judgment of the House rather 
than accommodate myself to the views of some other member of 
the House who differs with me. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman why is it not as 
necessary to have a station at the present termiuns as itisif the 
road is extended three blocks farther? 

Mr. HULL. I think it is necessary. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary at all? When people 
are coming this way there are cars to get in at the terminus, 
If they are going west, when they get to the terminus of the 
line, if they are going beyond there, they have got to walk or 
vait for a conveyance. 

Mr. HULL. They should have provision made for a passen- 
ger house there of some kind now to shelter people. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Isit the duty of Congress to provide shelter 
for the people? 

Mr. HULL. It is the duty of a corporation, receiving the 
money of the people, to provide proper accommodations for them, 
especially when they are enjoying a valuable right that costs 
them nothing. It is necessary that they should provide a depot 
for the people, and I think they should be compelled to erect 
one there. If you extend the road up to the Aqueduct Bridge 
youare beyond the reach of the private shelter which people have 
been compelled to seek in doorways, because you strike that 
part of the street where one side is practically a wall of rock, 
and where you can get no shelter. For that reason [ am insist- 
ing that they should be compelled to put up a passenger house 
there. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Inreply tothe remarks just 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] I wish to read, 
for the information of the committee, part of a section of the act 
by which the Washington and Georgetown Railway Company 
was originally incorporated. The first part of section 10 reads 
as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That said company shall procure such passenger 
rooms, tieket offices, stables, and depots, at such points as thé business of 
the railroad and the convenience of the public may require. 

That was passed on the 17th of May, 1862. So thisis nota 
new question, but is a requirement of the original act of incor- 
poration, which for more than thirty years has not been carried 
out; and I presume that the gentleman’s objection would be dis- 
regarded in the same way. 

Mr. HULL. Wecan put it in the law, all the same, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Hearp]. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say that I agree perfectly with the 

remarks of the gentlemanfrom Iowa [Mr. HULU] that these peo- 
ple ought to be compelled, whether they want to or not, to ex- 
tend that line, and they ought also to be compelled, under 
proper conditions, to provide accommodations for the passen- 
gers. Thatismy view. Yet, in view of the opposition to the 
bill as it stood, I was content to have this matter go out of the 
bill. . 
Believing as the gentleman does about the matter, having 
made the motion, I myself shall vote againstit, because I believé 
that they ought to have the power to secure that property and 
to build a station there. Withthe consent of the House, [ will 
withdraw the amendment which I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HEARD]? 

Mr. GEAR. I object. 

Mr. HEARD. Then let the amendment be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionisonthe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HEARD. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘ extension” strike out the 
words ‘and of the passenger houses hereinafter mentioned.” 

Mr. HEARD. Iwill simply suggest to the members of the 
committee that whether we subsequently adopt the provision 
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about the building of the station house or not, that amendment 
would notmateriallyinterfere. If you bya subsequent provision | 


require the construction of the house you withdraw the super- 
vision of its construction from the District Commissioners if you 
trike this out; but that can be put in tosuch am: cient if 
ted. 
Mr. BU 


RROWS. It would be better to leave it in. 


The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
unnounced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. COOMBS. Division. 
Tho committee divided, and there were—ayes 9, noes 39. 


ir. COOMBS. No quorum. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
Coo BS] makes the point of no quorum. 
as tellers the gentlem: vn from Missouri, 
tleman from New York, Mr. ¢ 
Mr. HEARD. Owing to the probability that there is nota 
quorum present, I think it is my duty to the committee to ask 
to withdraw the bill and to give the committee authority to re- 
port a substitute, if inthe judgment of the committee it deemsi 
best. 
Mr: DINGLEY. The gentleman can move to recommit. 
The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done in the House. 
Mr. COOMBS. I move that the committee do now rise. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri |[Mr. HEARD] 
has the floor. 
Mr. HEARD. I will move 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachus etts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(HH. R. 6953) to amend an act entitled, ‘‘An act to incor porate the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company,” approved May 
17, 1862, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to withdraw the 
ll from the consideration of the House for the present. 
The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can with- 
draw the bill from the further consideration of the House. 


from 
TheC 
Mr. H&A 


New York [Mr. 
hair wi ill appoint 
ARD, and the gen- 
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that the committee rise. 


ORDER OF BUSINES 


Mr. HEARD. I now de 
fore the House on the last 
from the House beca 


to call up the bill which was be- 
Districtday, and which was withdrawn 
ise of the fact that no quorum voted upon 


sire 


the amendment which was pending. I now call up the bill H 
R. eee 
HE PBURN. I submit to the chairman of the committee 
th at it is scarcely fair to do that. We understood from the 
man a little while ago, when objection was made to the 





ation of another bill, that as soon as the committee dis- 








posed of two bills, naming them—the two that have been dis 
posed of—he would then call up the bill we were considering 
— n 1 the House adjourned two we ‘ks ago —not the L-street bill 

.-HEARD. Thes collie: n misunderstood me clearly, for 
on the contrary I to | the gentle man that I felt that, the L-street 
vill hi iving progressed further than the other, debate having 
been closed and the bill Sain been withdrawn because no 
quorum appeared on the amendment which was offered, that 


bi Ly nce, 1 ths + 


as entitled to preced and I should call it’ up first 
* HEPBU RN. Thatis not the understanding. I certai 
undenaeam the gentleman clearly to say that the 








we were considering two weeks ago would be called up oon 
as we had disposed of those two measures. 

Mr. HEARD. I clear nded to say a diff thing. 
The gentleman very clearly misunderstood m 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idid not sunderstand you: you misunder- 
stood yourself. 

Mr. HEARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The gentie- 
man misunderstood me, because I am sure I stated iifferent 
thing. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Iowa asked iat bill j 
was understood we would return to. 
Mr. HEARD. Well. 


Mr. GROUT. Designating the one that we left off yn the 
other day, when a quorum was lacking, which was the suburban 
railroad, and I understood the aewenee, maybe unintention- 
ally, to state that that was the bill we would return to after two 
bilis were disposed of. 

Mr. HEARD. Of course I do not pretend to infallibility, and 

may be I said what I did not intend to say; but I desire td say 
to the gentleman from Vermont now, that I had stated to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], who came to me 


and asked about the other bill, that it would not be taken up 


until the Belt Line bill was disposed of: and I had so stated to 
my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] and others who asked for the 
ration of that bill. 
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For the reason I stat fore I asked to call up t As 
[say, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to take an tage of 
the House, nor dol see how it can make any difference, not 
slightest. The L street road bill that was before the House - 
fore had progressed to thatstage where gen ‘al deb | n 
closed, the first section had been read foramendment, men 





ment h yn offered by the gentleman from lo 


BURN], and a substitute by th ntleman from Ten é 
RICHARDSON], and upon the pendency of that 
vote w ‘ing taken when no quorum was devi ( It wa 
my belief thatit was the proper thing to return to that i 
having been abandoned because on a vote no quorum appeared 
| to be present. 
Mr. HEPBI Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 

against the consideration of this bill. My point of or 

the m re that w pending, and which the ee 
sidering at the time of adjournment two \ cS ago, t b 
ing Dist: day, is now the proper measure to be consi 
by the House. That itis the regular order. I understand tl 
gentleman to say that he seeks to have this other matter d 


| 





pose d of. 


The SPEAKER. What disposition was made of it? Wh 
was the order in relation to the bill when it was up/befor: 

Mr. HEPBURN. None. It was under consideration when the 
committee rose, pending consideration. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the Speaker will look at the REcoRD, on 


page 6419, he will find this: 


1 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to withdraw the bill from the consideration of t 
House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the bi 


Then, after that, the House considered the bill in relation to 
the Great Falls Railroad, which passed the House; then ea 
the Suburban Railroad bill, which went over on account of lack 
ofa quorum. The House was dividing, and that bill was befor 
the House. That is the way it stands in the RECORD, and th 
is the true statement. 

Mr. HEARD. Itis not the purpose of the committee to be put 
in the attitude of taking advantage of any misunderstanding on 
the part of the gentleman from lowa or anybody else, so f is I 
am concerned and as the committee is concerned. We thought 
that that bill had t he right of way,for the reason I have stated 
that it had passed the stage of general debate. I will not, | 
ever, call up that bill for the present. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAN 1S] is here [ will call up the subur t 


bill, but having made the statement to him that said bill we 





not be called up next, I will not cali that up at present. 

Mr. HULL. He is not here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenness« Mr. Spe ipon 
question of order, if I may be heat his is a m: wh 
entire y in the dis etion o 116 Com itte on th D t ( 
Columbia Vhile I would vert y willing to tal { 
sub ) t seems th the ¢ in has m ‘ 
nit with theg leman ) I ippil M LJ oO 
is not here, and who is not here possibly by r« on of t 
rangement. and it might be considered as bad faith to t 
up in his absence; whil would not ob) h | 
do object to be deprived of t right to « ) t ! 

Lt i er entirely wit th lisers 1 Of the co l 
to « n easure it will take up Whi the « 1 
has ) y stated that he w d not tal »the ) 
bill se there appears that so m rstan¢ 
been i byr on of me statement he d I Las 
th ( ino e done I in X 0 it tot p tl otne 
dis of it We yan hour, and [ thir 
it j iat ti 

} SAK Hampshire You can Oi 

Ir. HE . Mr. Speaker, I do not like to take any issue 
with n league. [aimed to state ictly to the gentleman 
rom lowa hat IL stated here, and in consequence of what | 
stated to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], and 
be {thatstatement, perhaps, he has probably nted him- 
self, and while ldo not feel thatthe District should lose th: ine 
of the day, a [ do not much like withdrawin t ym 
the field, yet [ am not willing to assume a position which ht 
e€ consid l unfair to anybody ec ern 

I st » the gentleman from Tennessee, my colleacue, 
t if we call up this L-street road bill now, the first proposi- 
tion will be a vote on the pendi imendment, and if that devel- 
ops the want of aquorum, then the bill will have to be withdrawn 
again. I am advised, Mr. Speaker, that my friend, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMs], is now here, so that the 
embarrassment on that account no longer exists, and In love 
to take up the suburban railroad bill, which was under consider- 
ation in the House two weeks ago. 

f +} ] 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (1. R. 6316) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia Su- 
burban Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. WILLIAMS], which 
the Clerk will now read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6,7,2,9, and 10 on page 1, after the word “that” in 
line 6; and strike out line 1 on page 2, and also the words * and assigns are 
hereby created ” 1n line 2 of the same page; and insert after the word ‘‘com- 
pany "’ in line 4, page 2, these words: 

‘Is hereby created to consist of such person or persons as shall at public 
auction, to be held at such time and place as shall be prescribed by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners, afver notice of not less than thirty days by publication 
in a Washington, D. C., newspaper, bid the highest percentage of annual 
gross proceeds of said railway business, for a term of not exceeding twenty 
years 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not want 
to say anything on this amendment except to call the attention 
of the House to the character of it lest some gentleman should 
not know what they are to vote upon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does not this bill require to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GROUT. It is being considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COOMBS. lIsuggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that he did not ask to have it considered in the House asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is being so considered, 
iflam not mistaken. [am informed that the Journal shows 
that the bill is being considered in the House as in committee, 
and one section of it has been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel 
well enough to make any remarks on the subject of this amend- 
ment, even if I had the inclination to do so, and if the necessity 
existed. Upon last District day lundertook to present the mer- 
its of the amendment to the House to the best of myability. It 
involves merely putting up this franchise for sale to the highest 
bidder, the bids to be based upon a percentage of the gross pro- 
ceeds of the business to be carried on. I merely wish tocall the 
attention of the House to the character of the amendment, so 
that all may know what they are called to vote upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Only a word in reply, Mr. 
Speaker. I do not think this amendment ought to b> adopted. 
It is a proposition to sell a railroad franchise. The adoption of 
it would be a complete revolution, a complete departure from 
the course of proceeding in reference to streetrailroads that has 
ever prevailed in the District of Columbia, and I see no reason 
why this new method should be applied to this little suburban 
road, which merely wants to get into town from the neighbor- 
hood of Bladensburg. I hopethe gentleman will not insist upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that 
for this suburban road the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi would be equivalent tostriking out 
the enacting clause of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois 
is mistaken and so is the gentleman from Tennessee. This 
amendment does not strike outany enacting clause. All it does 
is to strike out the names of the persons mentioned as incorpo- 
rators. Instead of saying that A, B,C, and their associates shall 
be a body politic, it simply gives the name of the corporation and 
says that it shall be a body politic, to consist of such persons as 
shall bid the highest percentage of the gross proceeds for this 
franchise. The amendment strikes out the names and leaves 
the corporation to consist of persons who shall buy the franchise 
in the manner prescribed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And limits the grant of the fran- 
chise to twenty years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but in order to bring 
the matter up fairly, I will say that Iam perfectly willing that 
the limit shall be extended to fifty years, and, if it is parliamen- 
tary to do so, I will now modify myamendmentin that way. All 
that I want is to guard against granting these corporate privi- 
leges in perpetuity. I append to my remarks an article on this 
subject from the Evening Star of this city: 

STREETS, STREET RAILROADS, AND PROPERTY OWNERS. 


70 the Editor of the Evening Star: 

In the discussion of the bill for the extension of the tracks of the Belt Line 
Railroad, the question has arisen as to the right of property owners to damp- 
ages. Citizens who are interested do not think Congress willlet their homts 
be destroyed and the market value of their property, whether for their own 
use,'for rental or sale, be seriously injured by the destruction of the trees and 
the parking, which now give to the street the shade and beauty and repose 
which are so highly prized, without at least making the railroad corporation 
liable for actual ascertainable damages. 
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The United States dedicated the street and beautified it with trees and ay 
propriated the spaces for roadway, sidewalk, and parking. The planting 
the trees was a pledge that the dedication was made in good faith, and thar 
if the citizen bought land abutting on the street so dedicated and appropri 
ated and spent his money in building a residence, the Government which 
had induced him to build would not allow the character of the street to by 
radically changed and its eligibility for residence destroyed without com 
pensation. 

Tosay that the Government owns the fee of the street and can do with 
as it chooses, without regard to the interests of the abutting owners, whom 
it induced to establish their homes where they are, is to say that the G;¢ 
ernment may be like a heathen god—-a greater scoundrel than any of his 
worshipers. 

It has been held by the highest courts of the different States that the ri; 
of an abutting owner to damages does not depend upon his ownership of the 
fee of the street. At one time the supremecourt of New York took thev.ew 
that this right did so depend, but the court of appeals, in the Story case! 
N. Y., 122), and the subsequent elevated railroad cases, held that damag: 
could be recovered for an injury to an easement as well asto afee. Th 
reason and right of the thing have been well stated by the supreme court 
Colorado, in the City of Denver vs. Bayer (7 Colo., 113), as follows: 

The position taken in some of the cases is, that if the adjoining owne: 
have not the fee of the streets, and the value of his property be diminish: 
by 50 per cent by the construction of a railroad therein, he has no redr 
while if he be the fortunate owner of this fee, he may recover not only for 
the taking or appropriation of the streets, but also for the interference w 
his easement, and the decrease occasioned in the valueof his premises. Y 
whether he own the fee or not, his rights in connection with thestreet, while i 
remains a street, are practically the same. His possession of his fee in no 
special way contributes to the use or enjoyment of his lot, and enables him 
to exercise no greater control over the street than he would have without it 

The distinction as to the fee seems to rest upon the fact that in one ca 
there is a wrongful incumbrance of his freehoid, while in the other there is 
not. The actual injury is about the samein both. But while, if the fe 
rests in the city, there may be no wrongful incumbrance of his estate inthe 
sense of these cases there is under our Constitution at least a damagin; 
thereof, for which he is entitled to compensation. 

Congress can bs trusted to eventually recognize a right which is no 
guarded by the constitutions or statutes of so many of the States, and to 
enact some general law under which such franchises may be acquired, und¢ 
proper conditions, for their fair market value. What may be accomplishe: 
in this direction has been signally illustrated in the city of Glasgow, as 
shown in an article entitled ‘‘Street Railroad Franchises,” published in 
last Wednesday’s Star. ; c 
.K 


The question being taken on the amendment as modified, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 47. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and Mr. CoOoMBS and Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee were appointed tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 67, 
answered ‘' present” 3, not voting 190; as,follows: 


YEAS—92. 

Lester, Richards, Ohio 
Linton, Robbins, 
Livingston, Rusk, 
Lynch, Russell, Ga. 
Maddox, Sayers, 
Maguire, Shell, 
McCreary, Ky. Sibley, 
McCollough, Sipe, 
McDannold, Snodgrass, 
McEttrick, Springer, 


Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Boatner, Hager, 
Branch, Hall, Minn. 
Bretz, Hare, McRae Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Harris, Money, Strait, 
Bryan, Hermann, Neill, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, Tate, 
Cabaniss, Ikirt, Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Cal. Johnson, N. Dak. Paschal, Warner, 
Catchings, Kem, Patterson, eeeeegeoe, 
Clark, Mo. Kyle, Pearson, Weadock, 
Coombs, Lane, Pendleton, Tex. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cox, Lapham, Perkins, Williams, Ill. 
Crain, Latimer, Pigott, Williams, Miss. 
Crawford, Lawson, Post, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Layton, ~Powers, Woodard. 
NAYS--67. 
Jones, Reed, 
Kiefer, Reilly, 
Lucas, Reyburn, 
Mahon, Richardson, Tenn 
Marsh, Stephenson, 
Martin, Ind. Stone, C. W. 
Marvin, N. Y. Stone, W. A. 
McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
McCleary, Minn. Sweet. 
Meredith, Tarsney, 
Montgomery, Tawney. 


De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Dunn, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Forman, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grady, 


Adams, Pa. Epes, 
Bingham, Funston, 
Brosius, Fyan, 
Cadmus, Gardner, 
Campbell, Gillett, Mass. 
Cannon, Ill. Grout, 

Cobb, Ala. Harmer, 
Cobb, Mo. Haugen, 
Cogswell, Heard, 
Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, 
Curtis, Kans. Hepburn, 
Dalzell, Hooker, N. Y. Northway, Taylor, Tenn. 
Davis, Hulick, O'Neil, Mass. Thomas, 

Draper, Hull, Page. Updegraff, 
Durborow, Hunter, Pendleton, W.Va. VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Edmunds, Izlar, Quigg, Walker. 

English, Cal. Johnson, Ind. Ray, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—3. 
Ellis, Oregon Smith, 

NOT VOTING—190. . 
Alexander, Baidwin, Bell, Cole. 
Allen, Barnes, Beltzhcovek, 
Apsley, Bartholdt Berry, 
Avery, Bartlett, Black, Ill. 
Babcock, Belden, Blair, 


Dingley, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
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Bland, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cai. 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
aminetti, 
apehart, 
‘aruth, 
ausey, 
hickering, 
‘hilds, 
‘lancy, 
larke, Ala. 
Yockran, 
Yockrell, 
offeen, 
yonn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Cummings. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daniels, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Dunphy, 


FARA A ARR RA 


Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 

Gear, 

Geary, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hicks, 

Hines, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins. Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lacey, 


No quorum voting. 


Before the result was announced 


Mr.PIGOTT. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL 





Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
McCali, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 

Moses 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
O’Neili, Mo. 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Conn. 





Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Storer 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ind, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
W anger, 
Waugh, 
Wells, 

W ever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
W hite, 
Whiting. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 
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LORY] | 


was obliged to leave the House an hour ago on account of sick- | 


ness. 


I ask that he be excused. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. BRETZ. 


My colleague from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] left 
Task that he be excused for this 


the House a while ago, sick. 


day. 


ri 


here was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 


I ask that the gentleman 


from Minnesota [Mr. BOEN] be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. KEM. 


cused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. JONES. 


[ ask that my colleagues from Virginia, Mr. 


I ask that my colleague [Mr. MCK&IGHAN] be ex 


TUCKER and Mr. TURNER, be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. ENLOE. 


[Mr. BOUTELLE]. 


firmative. 


[ am paired with the gentleman from Maine 
If he were present I should vote in the af- 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr, SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. CHILDS. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
ros. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MILUIKEN. 
LOCKWooD with Mr. AITKEN. 
DOCKERY with Mr. DINGLEY. 
BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

ALLEN with Mr. AVERY. 

O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. SHAW. 
KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

SorG with Mr. WEVER. 

MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

TYLER with Mr. MERCER. 

LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. STRONG. 
MOSES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 
PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
ALDERSON with Mr. Hirt. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
HATCH with Mr. Curtis of New York. 
GLAND with Mr. MORSE. 


GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VooRHis of New York. 
CARUTH with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illi- 


| sideration of the bill H 


For this day: 


Mr. TERRY with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BERRY with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. WELLS with FUNK. 


Mr. ENGLISH with.Mr. BUNDY. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Moses, for ten days, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

To Mr. DANIELS, for one week from to-morrow, on ace 
of illness in his family and important engagements. 

To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

To Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. STOCKDADE. Lask leave 
from Missouri, Mr. HALL, on account of sickness in his family. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


unt 


of absenes for the gentleman 


stat 


a. 
at 4 o’clock and 25 min- 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, aud severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRADY: A bill (H.R. 7412) to tix the standard and 
regulate the quality and price of gas within the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committees on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A resolution fixing a day for the con- 
KR. 7273 -to the Committze on Rules. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution to pay the salary of clerk to the 
Hon. Robert F. Brattan —to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7408) for 
the relief of Lorenzo D. Gilbreath—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 7409) for the relief of W.S. Ham- 
maker—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting a pension to Mary Carrol—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7411) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A. M. Wil- 
kins, of Amhurst, N. H., and 10 others of the same place, pray- 
ine that fraternal beneficial societies, orders. or associations, 
operating upon the lodge system and providing for the payments 
of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members, be exempt 
from the operations of any income tax which may be enacted 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of E. H. Bindley & Co., 
Cook, Bell & Black, and Samuel C. Parker, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., against any increase of the tax on whisky, and any exten- 
sion of the present bonded period, and to indorse most heartily 
the resolutions adopted at a meeting of the wholesale liquor 
dealers of Cincinnati, June 4, 1894—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of M. N. Cortner and others, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., favorable to the eight-hour law proposed by Mr. GRESHAM, 
of Texas—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): Petition of citizens of In- 
dian Territory for Federal court—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

* By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of James Higgins and others, 
of Haverhill, Mass., members of certain beneficiary orders, 
against an income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolutions of Congress of Ameri- 








ner 


re | 
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can Physicians, relating to medic:] department of the Army— 
to the Committee on M rs Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three petitions of A. Klinerlinger & Son, 
James McKay, and Joseph Greenswald, citizens of Pittsburg, 
against any increase of the tax on whisky and against any exten- 
sion of the bonded period —to the Committes on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Brewers’ Union and the Ger- 
men Typographical Union of Detroit, Mich., for the establish- 
ment of 1 Government telegraph system—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Protest of W. P. Decker 
against any increase of the tax on whisky and any extension of 
to the Committee on Ways and 


» 
ita 
Lit 


vi 


the present bonded period 
Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Resolutions of the Cleveland Print- 
ing Pressmen’s Union, protesting against the manner of appoint- 
ment of pressmen in the Government Printing Office at Wash- 
ington, D. C., and favoring the passage of House bill 4737—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, 
adopted May 15, 1894, advocating appropriation for Naval War 
College at Newport, Rt. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the Commercial Club of the 
city of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying Congress to pass legisla- 
tion authorizing citizens of the United States to go upon grants 
of lands made by the Spanish and Mexican Governments, and 
mine for precious metals to be found within the same—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of P. IF. Dugan, of Celina, Ohio, 
and of A. Pauch & Son, of St. Marys, Ohio, against any increase 
of the tax on whisky or any extension of the bonded period—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of A. H. Ladner and others, 
against the employment of convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Bv Mr.McCALL: Petition of citizens of Medford and Somer- 
ville, Mass., for an amendment to the proposed income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON (by request): Petition of A.J. Collings- 
worth and 14 other citizens of Crockett County, Tenn., protest- 
ing against taxing income of fraternal beneficiary societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition by L. N. Francis, regent, und the 
eight other officers of Bristol Council, No. 158, Royal Arcanum, 
Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies be 
exempted from the provisions of the proposed income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHUWAITE: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, 
Ohio, urging amendment to the Wilson bill toexempt secretso- 
cieties, etc., from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions indorsed by Collins Bros., Lang, Schenck 
& Co., Theobold & Son, and Bott & Cannon, all of Columbus, 
Ohio, protesting against any increase of tax on whisky and ex- 
tension of bonded period—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Legg and 19 other citi- 
zens of Burrillville, Kh. I., and of H. S. Woodworth and 18 other 
citizens of Providence, R. I., asking for an amendment to the 
proposed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Petition of the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
of Morgan County, Colo., against the proposed change in the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Colorado 
Springs, for appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Park County, Colo., to permit mining loca- 
tions on forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 41 citizens of Sioux City, against 
an income tax upon beneficiary assessments—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of Bingham- 
ton, N. Y., on the subject of convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. REY BURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for an exemption of beneficial societies from income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 40 citizens of Boston, Allegheny 
County, Pa., and vicinity, members of benevolent societies, not 
for profit, and of Conclave No. 168, Improved Order Hepta- 
sophs, located at Red Stone, Pa., praying that such societies 
and orders be exempt from the provisions of the bill passed by 
the House to tax incomes of corporations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Conclave No. 81, Improved Order of Hep- 
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tasophs, located at McKeesport, Pa., having a memb ‘rship of 
600, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1353 and House bil] 
4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Detroit, Mich,, protesting against the Hatch anti- 
option bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of the city of Detroit. 
Mich., urging certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolutions of wholesal 
liquor dealers at Cincinnati, Ohio, against inerease of tax on 
whisky and extension of bonded period—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of beneficiary associations, against the income 
tax upon social associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commere: 
of the State of New York, in favor of provisionfor pooling agrec- 
ments+to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 12, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Rev. E. B. BAGsBy, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT being absent, the President pio tempor: 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (R. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of elec- 
trical measure was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 7295) regulating the procedure in criminal 
causes in the district of Minnesota was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to 
the State of Maryland and to the several State courts to occupy 
the old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for 
the period of five years was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of H. W. Cadott and 
sundry other citizens of Jackson County, Kans., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating 
upon the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, 
sick, accident, and other benefits to the members, and depend- 
ents of such members, shall be exempt from all the provisions 
of this bill requiring taxation in any form; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of Hastings Saddle and 
Harness Makers’ Union, No. 41, of Hastings, Nebr., remonstrat- 
ing against the present system of convict labor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the McCook Coiiperative Build- 
ing and Loan Association, of McCook, Nebr., praying that 
mutual loan and building associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision ef the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also persented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Washington, praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to mining claims, be amended so 
as to suspend for the year 1894 the performance of $100 worth of 
labor; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. 

Mr. PASCO. [presenta joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Florida, in the nature of a petition, praying that 
the Fort Jupiter military reservation be not sold at public sale, 
but that it be opened to homestead entry. Without taking the 
time of the Senate to have it read, I ask that it may be printed 
in the RECORD, and the bill on thesubject having been reported, 
I ask that it lie on the table. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint resolution requesting the Secretary of the Interior not tocause 
the Fort Jupiter military reservation to be sold at public sale; and td urgé 
the Senators and Representatives from Florida in the Congress of the 


United States to secure the passage by Congress of an act opening the said 
reservation to homestead entry. 


Whereas the Fort Jupiter military reservation in Florida was established, 
by order of the President, May 14, 1855, and not being longer requiréd for 











1894. 





1ilitary purposes it was relinquished by the War Department, March 16, 1880, 


n 
and placed under the control of the Secretary of the inter ior; and 
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SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Whereas, by a — 4 ( ned and — 5, Sa ae act 2 Mr. GRAY. I submit a partial report from the special com 
for t 1e disposal of aba doned anc seless m ary reservations ne Sec- . . . oy wettest ss aa - i saal SE wads a tacts 
retary of the Interlor was empowered to cause the lands embraced in said mittee to investigate certain matters ordered several weeks ago, 
reservation to be sold at public sale to the highest bidder for cash; and the | and ask that the report may be printed. 
said jands never having been sold = tne said aes See ho? “ Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware be k enoug 

Whereas there are inany residents on sald reservation Who have in g£ooc ‘ . - > 
faith settled upon the same and madeextensive and valuable improvements to stat whe Y. the nature of the report is’ . as 
thereon, who would suffer great loss if the said lands were sold at public Mr. GRAY Itisa report from the investigating committee 

Therefore, beit f the St Florida. That the S eae appointed some two or three weeks ago by the Senate to inves 

d by t Legis ire of the S of Liorida hat the Secretary oO £ ope > in alleced ¢ , at bri ry ¢ allece ‘Onneac 
Interior be, and he is hereby, requested not to cause the lands embraced | apa = t yan ee a —_ _ se d< onnec- 
» Fort Jupiter military reservation in Florida to be sold under the act | tion of the s igar trust with gislation Is a report o! the 

dae boy Sym lia i eune Siaanailiinds l . tatives in Con. | UeStimony of a witness and of the refusal of that witness to an 

And be tt further resolved. That our Senators and Representatives in Com’ | swer certain questions which the committee thought pertinen 
1 ‘ ress of an act opening the Fort Jupiter military reservation | to the subject then under examination before the committee 

nest try u jer the Lin Ws = the U nited State : ae Mr. HOAR. My object in asking the Senator's attention to 

be it further 1 ed, Tha 1@ secretary of state is hereby directec p aw to namie’ shatihan a aimiian pa et wae nrint 

1d copies of this resolution to the Secretary of the Interior and to our | the matt r is to ascertain whether a similar report was print 
nators and Representatives in Congr in the RECORD. 

Approved June 3, 1893 Mr. GRAY. Ido not recollect whether the previous repoi 

f begs ° oe was printed in the RECORD, but I ask that this report be so 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of sundry employés of the hel ee ee . a = 

[nis and J Lwood 1anula rit r cor inies and ¢ ati- alongs Ue pam ‘ 
to hi “sage A L. i van ae auf a nee " » and B pets Mr. HOAR. I suggest that if the other report was printed 
tion of the Superio. Barbed Wire Company, all of Dekalb, IIL, tn the Redcem the while bietere of the matter should be i= 

ying that the Senate reconsider its action in placing fencing serted fos Shia RECORD. 7 7 ~— , 
. : . wit We 
wire on the free list, and that the import duty of 14 cents per The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair 
ind be restored on that article; which were ordered to lie on i hae col “gr Dh zcesepaladipale aise ee 
che a estored on th ” _ ” . on | The Chair will state that the former report having been read 
1¢ apie. * 1 ae . 
7 : oo ry 1 . it was made a part of the RECORD. 
Heaiso presented memorials of I°. Madelener and sundry other | Mr. HOAR. I suggest ‘head ro a part of the 1 istor} of 
citizens of Illinois, remonstrating against an increase of the in- | ; .,,enction has been put in the REC tl te oo 
1 hae ahaa ; ; ce . 4 | transaction has been putin the | RECORD, the Se nator ym Dela 
ternal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of | ware had better obtain leave to bave this r *t, V mut bei 
: eas a I y V Ss lL, Wi he cil 
the bonded period; which wer >» ordered to lie on the table. read, put in the RECORD a 
af a 4 7 aud, \ he vECORD. 
Mr. HOAR presented the pe tition of James W. Gifford and | Mr. GRAY ; ; , 
ws : r.GRAY. If the report is printed in the Recorp it wil 
1,163 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that in the pas- | ,, ge I , 
: 1. th r * hef ar ISWer | every purpose. 
sage of any law providing for » taxation of incomes é e funds The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Del 

mutr » insurance companies and associations beexempted | : - See eae a eee 

of mutual life insurane oo yee 7. pc exempt | asks unanimous consent to have = report printed in the Re 


from taxation, and also that the premium paid for life insurance 
by individuals who are subject to taxation shall be deducted from 
their taxable income in the same manner as such premiums are 
exempted under the income-tax laws of other countries; which 
ordered to lie on the table. j 
Ir. VILAS presented the petition of A.J. Frame and sundry 
other citizens of Waukesha, Wis.; and the petition of Theodore 
Kersten and sundry other citizens of Wisconsin, praying that 
mutual life-insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Ur. CULLOM presented a petition of Lagrange Council, No. | 





wa 


861, Royse ? Ares anum, of Lagrange, Ill., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of /mma, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orderi, or associ: tions be exempted from the proposed in- 


come-tax sae ovision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered | 
to lie on the table. 


Ir. LODGE presented petitions of George H. Newhall and 12 | 


other citizens of Lynn; of L. U. Francis anc i 8 other members of | 
Bristol Council, No. 158, 


i}, Ober and 15 other citizens of West Medford, and of Fannie T. 
Leonard and 24 other members of Siloam Commandery No. 360, 
of Haverhill, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 


Royal Arcanum, of Staunton; of Joseph 
| 


bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. FRYE = esented a peti tion of 14 citizens of Pembroke, 
Me., pra ying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and as- 


sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of 
Albuquerg N. Mex., praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing citizens of the ae States to go upon granis of 
land made by the Spanish and Mexican Gov ernments and mine 
for precious metals; which was referred to the Committee on 
a Mining. 

*-CULLOM presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 

ret tail liquor dealers of Illinois, remonstrating against an in- 

crease of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against 

an extension of the bonded period; which were ordered to ‘lie on 
he table. 

“Mr. COKE presented a memorial of the members of the bar of 
El Paso, Tex., remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
creating a court at Laredo, Tex.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


1 
ue, 


REPORT 
Mr. VILAS, from the 


OF A COMMITTEE. 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2065) to prevent the 
carrying of obscene literature and articles designed for indecent 
and immoral use from one State or Territory into another State 
or Territory, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report thereon. 


of the Senat 


| resolution, and onthe 


| which dealings Senators were, or are, dire 


ORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 
The report is as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. GRAY, from the Special Committee to Investigate At- 


tempts at Bribery, etc., under resolution of 
17, 1894, submitted the following report: 
The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resoluti 
» of May 17, A. D. 1894, as follows—. 
Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper 
York, that bribes have been offered to cert 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and 
Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in the Pres “ 
er published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has bee 


the Senate of May 


published in New 
ain Senators to induce them to 








i} % 
t now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sum 
money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: . he re fore, 
Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigat 


these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions h: ve bee 
made by the aug! ir trust, or any personconnected therewith, to any politica 
party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legislation 
and whether 













any Senator has been or is speculating in what are knowna 

sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Sen 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to admir r Oaths 

Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to inv: and re 
port upon ; charge or charges which may be filed before it : that 
the action of : ny Seni a has been corruptly or improperly influenced in 
the consideration of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so in 

| fluence legislation 

have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, be- 


cause of the matters hereinafter stated, and ask leave tor 


in part as follows: 


eport 


In _pursuance of said resolution the said committee met in 
the Capitol on the 21st day of May, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m.,and 
after the examination of certain matters embraced in the first 


paragraph of the said resolution, the committee 
investigate further the matters submitted to them 
8th day of June, A. D. 1894, the comm 
being duly assembled, one Elverton R. Chapman, who had been 
duly subpoenaed and summoned as a witness to appear before 
said committee, then and there appeared and submitted to be 


proceeded to 
by the said 


ittea 


| examined as a witness. The witness was duly sworn by the 
chairman of said committee. 

After certain testimony had been given by him, his examina- 

| tion was at his request continued until the 9th day of J ine, A. 

D. 1894, at which date he appeared, and the testimony of th » said 


Elverton R. Chapman having been resumed, the following pro- 
ceedings were had before the committee, and he was asked the 
following questions, to which questions he made the following 
answers and refusals to answer: 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Chapman, you were asked yesterday whether your 
firm is a large dealer in sugar stock, and you were told by Sen: ator DAVIS 
that in connection with this question, which was to be considered as prelim- 
inary to inquiry of the witness into dealings he or his firm may have had in 
sugar stocks during the pendency of the present tariff bill in the Senate, in 
tly or indirectly interested. That 
was the question in regard to which you said yesterday that you would like, 
before answering, to consider. What do you say this morningin answer to 
gain 











that question already put, and I put it to you 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. With reference tothe first part of the inquiry, as it is 
matter of public notoriety among our associate members of the New York 
Stock Exchange, I state that we have handled large quantities of stock of 
the American Sugar Refining Company during the pendency of this bill. 

Senator LODGE. You have bought and sold? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Bought and sold. Perhaps is better bought and sold than 
handled. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were any of those transactions in sugar stock or certifi- 
cates, so called, transactions in which any Senators of the United States 
were interested, either directly or indirectly, during the pendency of the 
present tariff bill or the consideration of the present tariff bill? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. With all due respect tothis honorable committee, I decline 
to answer that question or any question relating to the business of the firm 
of Moore & Schley, of which Lam a partner. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you finished your answer? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. | have. 

The CHAIRMAN. Youhave? Doyoudeclineto answer that question onthe 
ground that its answer may tend inany way to criminate yourself orexpose 
you to a criminal prosecution of any kind whatever? 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer that question for the reason that we 
are brokers, and as such are engaged in the business of buying, selling, and 
carrying stocks, bonds, and other securities dealt in on the New York Stock 
Exchange for the account of our customers, Who are the principals. In 
transactions we are simply their agents, and as such have neither a moral 
nor a legal right to divulge the details of business with which we are in- 
trusted. Our relations with our clients are those of the closest confidence, 
and should we violate this confidence, even at the demand of this honorable 
committee, we should justly forfeit the respect of those upon whom we must 
depend for our business. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have given a reason for declining to answer the ques- 
tion before the last. My last question was whether you decline to answer 
for the reason that an answer might expose you to criminal prosecution or 
tend to expose you to such in any way. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN, You do not for that reason. 

Saaaner LopGE. You decline to answer for the reason that you have just 
stated? 

The CHAIRMAN. And not for the reason that I have just asked? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. That is correct. 

Senator DAVIS. You have been summoned to appear before this commit- 
tee as a witness, have you not? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Yes. 

Senator DAvis. And you appear pursuant to that summons? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do, sir. 

Senator Davis. Mr, Chapman, you are asked whether the firm of Moore & 
Schley have bought orsold whatare known as sugarstocks during themonth 
of February, 1894, and after the firstday of that month, for or in the interest 
direct or indirect, of any United States Senator. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer that question 

Senator DAvis. Hasthefirm of Moore & Schley during the month of March, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stocks for or in 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvts. Has the firm of Moore & Schley during the month of April, 
1894, bought or sold any stocksor securities known as sugar stocks for orin 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvis. Has the firm of Moore & Schley, during themonthof May, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stock for or in 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN: I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvis. Has the firmof Moore & Schley, during the month of June, 
1894, bought or sold any stocks or securities known as sugar stock for or in 
the interest, direct or indirect, of any United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvts. Is the firm of Moore & Schley at present carrying any 
sugar stock for the benefit of or in the interest, direct or indirect, of any 
United States Senator? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAvis. Mr. Chapman, has your attention been called to, and have 
you considered, sections 102, 103, and 104 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States upon the subject ofrefusal of a witness to answer a question per Zi- 
nent to the inquiry when addressed to him by a committee duly authorized 
to investigate?’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. In ageneral way, yes. 

Senator DAVIs. You have read the statute? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I have not read it. 

Senator DAvis. I show you the sections to which I refer. Just cast your 
eye over them. 

Mr. CHAPMAN (after reading). I have now read the statute. 

Senator DAvis. After reading that statute, do you still persist in your re- 
fusal to answer the several questions which have been addressed to you? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Chapman, Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH is a United 
States Senator from the State of Rhode Island, now engaged in discharging 
his duties as a member of the Senate, and has been since the Ist of Febru- 
ary, 1894. You may state if he has purchased or sold any sugar stock, such 
as are mentioned in this resolution, through your firm during the period I 
have mentioned. I speak of the period from the Ist day of February, 1894, 
to the present moment, during all which time the tariff bill has been under 
discussion in the Senate. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. You decline to answer. WILLIAM V. ALLEN isa United 
States Senator from the State of Nebraska, and has been during this period. 
You may state if during that time he bought or sold or had been concerned 
in buying or selling sugar stocks through your firm. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN, I want to state to you, in connection with this question, 
Mr. Chapman, that Iam the WILLIAM V. ALLEN whosename is embraced in 
the preceding qusetion, and I give you full liberty, and make personal re- 
quest of you, to testify before this committee if I have had any business 
transactions with your firm, or through your firm, in the purchase or sale 
of sugar stocks or any other stocks during that period. I hope you will 
waive your privilege, as you look at it, to that extent. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline toanswer. 

Senator ALLEN. You decline to answer that. The Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLI- 
SON is a United States Senator from the State of Iowa, and has been during 
the period I have mentioned. State whether he has been concerned in buy- 
ing or selling any sugar stocks during the period Ihave mentioned. Iam 
going to take you through the list of these names, and you may answer as 
rapidly as I can procced with them. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. I put to you the same question in reference to Hon. WIL- 
LIaM B. BATE, a United States Senator from the State of Tennessee. 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. ot to you the same question with reference to Hon 
JAMES H. BERRY, a United States Senator from the State of Arkansas. . 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JosrepH C.S. BLACKBURN, a United States Sen. 
ator from the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Hon. CALVIN S. BRICE, a Senator from the State of Ohio 
you have testified about. Hon. MATTHEW C. BUTLER isa United States Sen. 
ator from the State of South Carolina. Iask you the same question with 
reference to him. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the same question with reference to Hon. DONELSON 
CAFFERY, a United States Senator from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 2 United States Senator 
from the State of Florida. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHNSON N. CAMDEN, a United States Senator 
from the State of West Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES DONALD CAMERON, a United States Sen 
ator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH M. CAREY, a United States Senator 
fromthe State of Wyoming. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, a United States Sen 
ator from the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, a United States Sen 
ator from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. RICHARD COKE, a United States Senator from 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM, a United States Senator 
from the State of Ilinois. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN W. DANIEL, a United States Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Alsojthe Hon. CUSHMAN K. DAVIS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Minnesota. He is a member of the committee, and may 
speak for himself. 

Senator DAVIs. Mr. Chapman, I request and insist that you answer that 
question. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator DAVIS. Doyou wish to put me in the position of appearing to have 
speculated in sugar stocks through ted firm? 

Mr. CHAPMAN’ [ donot; I simply decline upon general principles. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the Hon. NATHAN F.. DIXON, a United States Sena 
tor from the State of Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH N. DOLPH, a United States Senator 
from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. FRED T. DUBOIS, a United States Senator from 
the State of Idaho. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, a United States ;Sena 
tor from the State of West Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Maine. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JACOB H. GALLINGER, a United States Senator 
from the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES Z. GEORGE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. CHARLES H. GIBSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of Maryland. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN B. GORDON, a United States Senator from 
the State of Georgia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ARTHUR P. GORMAN, a United States Senator 
from the State of Maryland. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE GRAY, United States Senator from the 
State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answet. 

The CHAIRMAN. I make the same request that Senator DAVIS did, and ask 
and insist that you answer the question so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN, Also Hon. EUGENE HAL®, United States Senator from the 
State of Maine. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also the Hon. HENRY C. HANSBROUGH, United States 
Senator from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ISHAM G. HARRIS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Connecticut, 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ANTHONY HIGGINS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. DAVID B. HILL, a United States Senator from 
the State of New York. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE F. HOAR, a United States Senator 
from the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EPPA HUNTON, a United States Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. J. L. M. IrnBy, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 
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Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES K. JONES, a United States Senator from 
the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN P. JONES, a United States Senator from 
the State of Nevada. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES H. KYLE, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM LINDSAY, a United States Senator 
from the State of Kentucky, who is also a member of this committee, and 
who, [am well satisfied, would desire you to make any statement concern- 
ing himif he were present. He is detained from the committee by sickness 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I also decline to answer as to him. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Massachusetts, a member of the committee. 

Senator LODGE. I request and insist, Mr Chapman, as Mr. GRAY and Mr. 
DAVis have done, that you reply whether, directly or indirectly, I have 
dealt through your firm in the purchase or sale of any kind of stocks’ 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senatcr ALLEN. You may assume that that request is made and urged 
upon you, Mr. Chapman, by every member of the committee, collectively 
and individually. Also Hon. JAMES MCMILLAN, a United States Senator 
from the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. 1 decline toanswer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN R. MCPHERSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN MARTIN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Kansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ROGER Q. MILLS, a United States Senator from 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, Idecline to answer 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN L. MITCHELL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decine to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN H. MITCHELL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Oregon. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL, a United States Senator 
from the State of Vermont. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EDWARD MURPRY, Jr., a United States Senator 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN M. PALMER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Illinois. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. SAMUEL PASCO, a United States Senator from 
the State of Florida. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM A, PEFFER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Kansas. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, a United States Senator 
from the State of California. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. R. F’. PETTIGREW, a United States Senator from 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. ORVILLE H. PLATT, a United States Senator 
from the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. THOMAS C. POWER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Montana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, a United States Senator 
from the State of Vermont. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES L. PUGH, a United States Senator from 
the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. MATTHEW S. QUAY, @ United States Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 
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Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. MATT W. RANSOM, @ United States Senator | y p L 
| to him, as manifestly appears from a full copy of all of his testi 


from the State of North Carolina. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM N. ROACH, a United States Senator 
from the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, a United States Senator from 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE L. SHOUP, a United States Senator 
from the State of Idaho. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES SMITH, Jr., a United States Senator 
from the Stateof New Jersey. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WATSON C. SQUIRE, a United States Senator 
from the State of Washington. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, a United States Sen- 
ator from the State of Nevada. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. HENRY M. TELLER, a United States Senator 
from the State of Colorado. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. DAVID TURPIE, a United States Senator from 
the State of Indiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. GEORGE CG. 
from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Idecline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, a United States Senator 
from the State of Wisconsin. 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon, DANIEL W. VOORHEES, a United States Sena 
tor from the State of Indiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. WILLIAM D. WASHBURN, a United States Sena- 
tor from the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. Edward D 
Senator of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer 

— ALLEN. Also the Hon. Senator JARVIS, of the State of North Car- 
Olina, 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer 

Senator ALLEN. Also Senator MCLAURIN, of the State of Mississippi 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. NEWTON L. BLANCHARD, a United States Sena 
tor from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, a United States Senator 
from the State of California. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. JAMES F. WILSON, a United States Senator 
from the State of lowa. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Hon. EDWARDO. WoLcorTt, a United States Sena 
tor from the State of Colorado. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Also Senator PATTON, of the State of Michigan 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer 

Senator DAVIS. Also Senator Stockbridge, of Michigan, recently deceased 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline to answer. 

Senator ALLEN. Now, Mr. Chapman, I understand you to refuse to testify 
anything whatever concerning any dealings your firm may have had for or 
on account of any of the persons whose names we have mentioned 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

Senator ALLEN. As dealers in what are known as sugar stocks 
the present tariff bill, since February 1, 1894, to the present time? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. And also as to whether any of the persons named have 
had any dealings or not? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I decline. 


The subpoena by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place afores:id, 
together with certificate of service thereof, is hereto attached, 
and marked ‘ Exhibit A:” 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Congress of the United States 
To E. R. Chapman, New York City, greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear forth 
with before the special committee of the Senate of the United States, ap- 
pointed under the resolution of the Senate of the United States of May 17 
1894, at the room of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, then and 
there to testify what you may know relative to the subject-matters under 
consideration by said committee. 

Hereof fail not, as you wil! answer your default under the pains and pen- 
alties in such cases made and provided. 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States, 
to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 6th day of June, in 
the year of our Lord 1894. 

GEO. GRAY 
Chairman Special Committ 

SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
Office of the Sergeant-al-Arm 

Idoappoint and hereby empower B. W. Layton to serve this subpoena, 
and to exercise all the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested 
by the within order. 

R. J. BRIGHT 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the United States Senate 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 7, 1894 

I made service of the within subpoena through my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named E. R. Chapman, at No. 80 Broadway, New York City, 
at 10 o’clock a. m., on the 7th day of June, 1894 

R. J 


BRIGHT 
Serqeant-at-Arms, Senate of the United S 


Your committee further report that during said examination 
the said witness, Elverton R. Chapman, refused and declined to 
answer sundry other pertinent questions duly and properly put 


mony taken before said committee, and of all proceedings had 
in connection therewith, which copy is hereto annexed and is 
hereby made a part of this report, as fully as if it were incorpo- 
rated therein. (Exhibit B.) 

In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to 
said witness was a proper question, and pertinent to the ques- 
tion under inquiry before the committee, and was necessary to 
make the examination ordered by said resolution of the Senate 
and that said witness is in contempt of the Senate and merits to 
be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by his 
various refusals to answer the questions as herein set forth, has 
violated the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such 
cases made and provided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, which chapter is as follows: 

SEC. 102, Revised Statutes. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or 
to produce papers upon any matter,under inquiry before either House ora 
committee of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the question 
under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than $100, and imprisonment in a com- 
mon jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months 

SEc. 103. No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to pre 
duce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either House of 





Congress, or by any committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
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testimony to such fact or his production of such paper may tend to disgrace 
him or otherwise render him infamous. 

Sto. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102,'fails 
to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the 
fact under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the 
District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for their action 

Wherefore the committge report to the Senate, and to the end 
that the President of the Senate certify as to said witness his 
aforesaid failure to testify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, 
and all the facts herein, under the seal of the Senate, to the 
United States district attorney for the District of Columbia, in 
order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner and 
form proy ided by law. 

akO. GRAY, 

WILLIAM LINSDAY, 

C. K. DAVIS, 

HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 


Committee. 


Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: I desire to submit an addi- 
tional report on behalf of myself as a member of the special in- 
vestigating committee. I ask that it be printed as a document, 
and also that it be printed with the report filed to-day. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks that the report submitted by him may be printed in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that as 
there was an order made to print the report submitted by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] in the RecorD, it might be 
convenient for all of us to have his report immediately follow 
it in the RErcORD, so that the two will appear together. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire this supplemental report to be printed 
immediately after the other report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the re- 
port will be read. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 

In addition to the above recommendation of the committee 
regarding the witness E. R. Chapman, I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate and required to purge himself 
of the contemptof which he is guilty, or be summarily punished 
for a refusal todoso. I therefore recommend the adoption of 
the following resolution by the Senate: 

Whereas I. R. Chapman, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned by a 
select committee of the Senate, and being lawfully required to testify be- 
fore said committee, has, as appears by the report of said committee, re- 
fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by 
said committec: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to.the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body ofsaid kb. R. Chapman, toshow cause why he should not be 
punished for contempt, and in the meantime to keep the said Chapman in 
custody to await the further order of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed in 
connection with the report of the majority of the committee, in 
the absence of objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2111) for the relief of 
the estate of Hugh L. Gallaher, deceased, late of AugustaCounty, 
Va.; which was read twice by ita title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2112) for ‘the relief of Mrs. 
Sidney Manse; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2113) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting to railroads the rightof way through 
the public lands of the United States,” approved March 8, 1875; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2114) relating to the proof of 
the genuineness of disputed writing; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2115) to provide for the reg- 


‘ulated free coinage of silver bullion into standard dollars of the 


United States, and for the preservation of the parity of value of 
the various kinds of coined money of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
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— to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; whieh was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE PADRONE SYSTEM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the resolution I submitted yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. CHANDLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform thy 
Senate, so far as the records of the Department enable him to do so, towha 
extent the system now prevails under which immigrants from Italy, o: 
other countries, fall into the hands of agents or bankers who entice or for: 
them into contracts or customs under which their labor is farmed out to 
their employers, commonly called the padrone system; and also to inform 
the Senate whether any special measures are being taken or contemplated 
by the Treasury Department for breaking up every such system; whether 
the Department has sufficient funds at its disposal derived from the head 
moneys, or whether additional appropriations are needed for the suppr: 
sion and extermination of such systems, and for the due enforcement of t! 
laws prohibiting the importation of contract laborers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 


| the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senate, that the res- 


olution is the third now upon the table having the right to be 
presented this morning, coming over from a former day. The 
Senator from New Hampshire, however, asks unanimous con- 
sent that his resolution be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia |[Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. President, recently the Italian Government has shown 
deepinterest inthe suppression of the padronesystem in this coun- 
try under which Italianimmigrants fall into the control of agents 
and bankers who keep them in a state of half slavery, and exact 
from them, for no real service,a large portion of every day's 
wages which they earn by severe and honest toil. The ener- 
getic and courteous Italian ambassador, the Baron Fava, has 
made such representations to our Government that renewed 
efforts are being made by the President, the Secretary of State 
and especially by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle. 
and the efiicient Superintendent of Immigration, Mr. Stump, 
for the extermination of the vicious system. To bring to public 
attention this creditable coijperative movement of the two Gov- 
ernments, and to ascertain the existing situation with a view to 
additional legislation if necessary, is the object of ‘the resolu- 
tion now before the Senate, and which I hope may be allowed to 
pass unanimously. 

It will, however, be impossible to completely destroy the ob- 
jectionable padrone system until a sentiment hostile to its con- 
tinuance is avowed among the better and wealthier class of Ital- 
ians who have become residents in this country, and who ought 
to be willing to render their assistance through organized ef- 
fort. Something is being done in this direction, and more must 
be done to protect Italian laborers in the full and free enjoyment 
of their liberty and their hard earnings. 

I annex to these remarks an account from the Boston Journal 
of June 1 of a meeting in Faneuil Hallof an organization against 
the padrone system which has been effected and is doing noble 
work in Boston under the lead of Mr. C. Conte, supported by the 
best citizens of Massachusetts. Similar organizations ought to 
be effected in New York City without delay: 


[Boston Journal, Friday, June 1, 1894.] 


AN UPRISING—ITALIANS OF BOSTON HOLD A MASS MBEETINGIN FANEUIL HALL 
AND PROTEST AGAINST THE PADRONE SYSTEM AND OTHER ABUSES. 


A most significant meeting was held in Faneuil Hall last evening. It was 
a mass meeting of Italians and Americans, held for the purpose of discussing 
the best means of helping, morally and socially, the _—— of the Italian 
colony in Boston. Fully 1,200 swarthy sons of sunny Italy were there, and 
they were a pretty lively crowd. The actions ofmany bosses under the pa- 
drone system were vigorously denounced by the ——— also the methods 
of numerous Italian bankers. Each speaker was interrupted frequently by 
vigorous applause, and sharp resolutions were adopted. Some of the 
speakers talked in English, some in Italian. 

The meeting was held under the auspices of the Seciete Purificatrice 
George Washington and other Italian societies. On the platform was an 
American and an Italian flag. Mr. C. Conte, Presidente del Circolo Umani- 
tario Educatino, called the meeting to order and introduced Mr. Edwin D. 
Mead as the presiding officer. Mr. Mead made an earnest address in which 
he denounced the padrone system as a species of human slavery. He ex- 
plained why this was so, and evidently had the sympathy of the audience. 
He spoke of the men under the direction of the bosses being compelled to 
buy their food of their employers, and being charged exorbitant rates for 
it. The methods of some of the Italian bankers were also strongly con- 
demned by Mr. Mead. 

A vigorous address in Italian was made by Antonio Martorana, who said 
in Italian substantially what Mr. Mead had said in English. ‘Then Georgio 
Capparelli, presidente della Secieta lratelli Bandiera, was presented and 
made an effective address in English. He said that all Italians believed 
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in justice and humanity. TheItaliancolony in Boston was suffering greatly. 
It was largely made up of poor laboring people who are out of work. Their 
present condition was due to the bosses. These bosses advertise for men, 
and, getting them, send them in freight cars like cattle far off. They are 
put to work and are at the mercy of the bosses, of whom they are forced to 
buy their food. Exorbitant charges are made for bread, macaroni, etc. 
twice as high as they would cost at an ordinary grocery store in Boston. 
When these poor people try to save their earnings and place them in the 
care of an Italian banker they do not know positively that their money is 
these bosses and bankers are not fit to live in a civil- 


safe. Su h people as df 
ized world. except behind prison bars, said the speaker, and the crowd 
cheered. Continuing, he advocated the establishment of national American 


banks at the North Ind, where the Italians could deposit their money and 
know it was allright. There should also be reputable employment offices 
instituted atthe North End. Whatshould be done was tomake these Italians 
citizens of the United States. Out of 20,000 Italians in Boston only 200 were 
entitled to vote, he said. This should be remedied. 

The principal speech of the evening was made by Mr. C. Conte, ahandsome 
Italian, Who occupied a prominent seat on the platform during the entire 
meeting. Although he has only been in Boston five or six weeks, he has 
kept up a vigorous,fight against the above-named abuses. He has estab- 
lished a weekly paper called L’Amico del Popolo, one page being printed in 
English, the rest in Italian. Mr. Conte spoke in Italian and was really quite 
eloquent. He said that the question was a larger one than it was generally 
thought to be. It was a moral question first, because the families of most 
of the Italians who came here lived in Italy. The wives an@ cuudren were 
Without protection in Italy. Many of the Italians reraained here seven or 
eight years without their families, and were led into temptation to commit 
sin. 

It is true that they are dirty, because fourteen or fifteen have to sleep in 
little rooms with three or four beds in them. 
fluence on their character and degrades them very naturally. 

Then these men do not love Italy after they have been here in America 
sometime. But they can not supply this love by substituting America. All 
they know of America is the bosses, who make them work like slaves and 
abuse them all the time. They should become citizens. Under proper con- 
ditions they would become law-abiding and reputable men. Now, out of 
15,000 Italians in Boston, only 200 were citizens, and of thistuumber probably 
not more than 95 voted. A Government agent from Washington had re- 
cently been in Boston investigating the condition of the Italian laboring 
classes. It was hoped he would urge some action on the part of the Govern 
ment. Abrief speech in English was also made by Mr. Walker, of the Ep 
worth Mission, on Hull street at the North End. 

The following resolutions were unanimously adopted by the meeting, with 
cheers and hand-clapping: 

“The Italian Colony of Boston,in a mass meeting assembled, having 
learned the social condition of Italian immigrants in this city, and having 
studied ways and means of bettering these conditions, adopt the fallowing 
resolutions: 

‘* Resolved, As soon as possible, with the help of the Italian Liberal Asso 
ciations. to naturalize all Italians who can meet the requirements of the 
naturalization laws of the country. 

** Resolved, That in view of the good disposition of the Italians toward 
American laws and usages, the citizens of Boston be urged to influence 
American contractors to trust and employ Italian workmen. 

“Resolved, That in view of the failure and dishonesty of so many Italian 
bankers, that all honest Italian bankers unite to abide by the laws of the 


country, giving the necessary and proper guarantees, and if this is imposst- 


ble, that a branch of some well-established bank be located in North street 
toreceive and transmit money to Italy. 

** Resolved, In view ofthe abuses and failures of many Italian bosses and the 
outrageous abuses against the poor workmen by these, their own country- 
men, and also by other contractors, we advise that an employment office, 
subject to the laws of the State, be established for their use. 

‘Resolved, That in view of these abuses, a committee of protection of in- 
fluential citizens be formed to aid in their suppressicn.” 

These questions, put to the audience by Mr. Conte, were answered in the 
affirmative by a unanimous show of hands, they being put separately: 


“Is IT TRUE.”’ 


“First. That many bosses take commission without giving work 

“Second. That the price of commission is from $1 to #6. 

“Third. That after a few weeks’ work men are dismissed 
for new workers, who have likewise paid commission? 

“Fourth. That the prices of food in the boarding places is two or three 
times more than in Boston? 

‘Fifth. That the Italian workmen are obliged to buy their f 
employers or be dismissed! 

‘Sixth. That generaliy they are obliged to pay #10 or 812 per month? 

“Seventh. That often the wages of workmen are reduced or taken frorn 
them by bosses? 

**Kighth. That very many have lost their 
Italian banks?” 

Mr. Conte will speak next Monday at 1 p. m., at a meeting to be held in the 
Chardon Building. Rey. Dr. Edward Everett Hale will preside. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the resolution will be passed for 
the reason that I think it supplements the information we now 
have before the Committee on Immigration. Lam satisfied that 
the information we shall get under the resolution will be bene- 
ficial in view of future legislation which that committee will 
present to the Senate for action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say further that the Senate 
Committee on Immigration took testimony at its session in New 
York City, at which the Senator from West Virginia was pres- 
ent, where it went to some extent into this subject. There is 
very full information now in the archives of the Senate on the 
subject; but the precise object now is to bring to light the re- 
newed efforts which this Government in coiperation with the 
Italian Government is making to strike an effective blow at this 
very pernicious system. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not ask for the reading of the resolu- 
tion. I have a copy of it before me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ood of their 
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RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which. wi 
be stated. 
The SECRETARY. A resolution relative to thearrestof HPlisha 


| J. Edwards for contempt. 


Mr. TELLER. Let the resolution go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Atthe suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado the resolution will thers 


go over, if » be no 


objection. The Chair also lays before the Senate a resolution 
coming over from a former day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. <A resolution relative tothe appointment of 

| aspecial committee to investigate the organized etforts of cor 





porations to control elections of members of State Legislatures 
and members of Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that go over also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. Is 
it the pleasure of the Senate that these resolutions shall hold 
their place or go to the Calendar, as they will under the rule 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let them go to the Calendar 

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both resolutions will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. LIask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted by me May 


15, 1894. which is on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business having 
been concluded, and the Calendar under the rule beine in order, 
the Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that the 
resolution indicated by him be now considered. ‘The resolution 
will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Seeretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whos» 
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, 
etc. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection tothe pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read at leneth. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN, 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected 
industries In the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed 

affected by tariff legislation; the total number of persons e1 


industries whose wages are not, or will not, be affected by tari 















be 3] 
and the proportion of the population of the United States who depend u 1 
| the foreign market for the sale of their products, classifying such industries 
respectively; such informationto be based the census of 1890 Also. that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ji eby, directed and requi to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are nat mn 
citizens of the United States of America, the total number who a1 1iu 
ralized citizens, and the total number of such persons and 


3 and laborers 


at what ratio, if any, allen mecha I 
the United S 


place of native and naturalized citizens of 
industries of the United States 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think such an inquiry would involve a 
great deal of labor to any Department, and if the resolution 
should pass at all it ought to be directed to the Secretary of the 
Interior. The Secretary of the Treasury has no means of infor- 
mation as communicated by the Census Reports. As a matter of 
course such information would belong to the Interior Depart- 
ment. Ithink,myself,it would probably involve theexpenditure 
of alarge sum of money withoutany useful purp but as I donot 
often object to resolutions of inquiry proposi all for infor- 
mation for Congress, I do not care to o} l How- 
ever, the inquiry ought to be directed to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, because he has command of the source fon 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Secnator— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to 
the Senator from Ohio that the pending question on the resolu- 





the 








piect 


‘mation, 





tion is the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. M L] 
that it be referred to the Co ce on Financ 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the resolution had t ) over 


for the present. 
Mr. ALLEN. 


I hope the Senator from Ohio will wi 


the objection. The information is certainly very desirable for 
some members of the Senate at least. I understand that the 
matter involved in the resolution is now being consi ed b 
the Treasury Department, and I think we ought to have the 
information here, and have it published in document fo 30 
that we may have the benefit of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That information 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempo: Joes the Chair understand 


the resolution? 





Sa 


oe nme © 


6148 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. Let it go over until to-morrow any- 
way. Ido not wish to displace it. ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
on objection, and take its place on the Calendar as heretofore. 
FRANCIS M. TOMLIN. 


Mr. BERRY. [ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin. 
> There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Francis M. Tomlin, of Columbia County, Arkansas, $186, er- 
roneously paid to the United States for certain described land 
in township 19 south, range 22 west, of the fifth principal meri- 
dian, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA A. RIPLEY, 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue a du- 
plicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know what committee reported 
the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Committee on Private Land Claims. 
It was looked into very carefully, and the chairman was quite 
well satisfied that this scrip was lost when claimed. There isa 
very elaborate report with the bill, showing that the scrip was 
lost by this lady, and that there is no authority for the Depart- 
ment to issue it unless such a bill is passed. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Florida will allow it to pass. 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill had better go over until we can 
understand it thoroughly. I understand it isa bill to provide 
for issuing a warrant where the original has been lost. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. CALL. I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida ob- 
jects, and the bill goes over. 


E. DOUGLASS. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, 
late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from Committee on Claims with amendments: In line 3, after the 
word ‘‘the,” to strike out ‘‘ Interior” and insert ‘‘ Treasury;” in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘in,” to strike out ‘‘ his hands” and insert 
‘the Treasury;” and in line 7, after the word “of,” tostrike out 
‘six hundred and thirty-two dollars and seventy-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘five hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-six;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Ebenezer Douglass, late Indian agent at 
White Earth Indian Agency, in the State of Minnesota, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appro oriated, the sum of $566.66, for money 
paid out and services performed by said Douglass, at the request of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affair, in closing the accounts with said agency. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. W. DETTE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette, which 
has heretofore passed the Senate, and has been again favorably 
reported. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the Secretary 
of War to cause to be examined the terms and conditions of the 
contract of John F. W. Dette with the United States to build a 
stone wall of masonry around the national cemetery at Jefferson 
Barracks, in the county of St. Louis and State of Missouri; and 
whether by reason of any change or modifications in the contract 
the cost of the work per perch was increased, and what loss was 
incurred on any additional work required by the changes or 
modifications, and what, if any, sum is reasonably and equitably 
due to him, in addition to the amount already paid him, by rea- 
son of the changes or modifications in his contract, and to report 
the result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





ELISHA B. BASSETT. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of 
Elisha B. Bassett. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Pres- 
identof the United States to revoke, disapprove, and set aside 
so much of general orders numbered 253, headquarters Depart- 
ment of the Cumberland, Chattanooga, Tenn., dated October 23, 
1863, by command of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, general in 
command, as confirms so much of special field orders numbered 
171, headquarters Department of the Cumberland, Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., dated June 23, 1863, Maj. Gen. Rosecrans commanding, 
as dismissed Capt. Elisha B. Bassett, captain of Company B, 
Nineteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, from the service for 
cowardice exhibited by deserting his command while engaged 
with the enemy at the affair of Thompson Station, and to cause 
to be issued and delivered to his widow a certificate of honor- 
able muster out of the service as of the 23d day of June, 1863; 
but his widow and heirs shall not be entitled by virtue of this 
act to any pay or allowance subsequent to the 23d day of June, 
A. D. 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be called. 

The bill (S. 686) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An act to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,’ and to provide for the fees 
and compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts 
of the said judicial district, was announced as first in order, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider it. 

The biil was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments. 

Tho first amendment was in section 1, line 15, after the word 
‘‘repealed,” to strike out— 


And all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and 
other proceedings of whatever nature pending or returnable to said court 
on the days last named are hereby transferred to and shall be made re- 
turnable and have force in the said respective terms provided in this act, in 
the same manner and with the same effect as they would have had had this 
act not been passed. 

So as to read: ; 

That sections 3 and 5 of the act approved April 26, 1890, entitled *‘An act 
to divide the judicial district of North Dakota,” are hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the terms of the district court for the district of North 
Dakota shall be held at Bismarck on the first Tuesday of March in each 
year; at Fargo on the third Tuesday of May in each year; at Grand Forks 
on the second Tuesday of November in each year, and at Devils Lake on the 
first Tuesday of July in each year. And the provisions of law now existing 
for the holding of said court on the tirst Monday in April and February of 
each year is hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next imendment was, in section 1, after line 30, to insert 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That all suits, prosecutions, and processes, recognizances, bail 
bonds, and other proceedings of whatever nature pending in or returnable 
to said district and circuit courts, respectively, on the days named in the act 
to which this is an amendment, are hereby transferred to and shali be made 
returnable and have force in the said respective terms of said district and 
circuit courts, respectively, as provided in this act, in the same manner and 
with the same effect as they would be returnable and have eect in said 
courts, respectively, at the terms thereof as now fixed by the act to which 
this is amendatory, as though this act had not been passed 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as araended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5778) to supply 
a deficiency in the grant of public lands to the State of Missis- 
sippi for the use of the State University. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 6,000 copies of the complete compila- 
tion of all the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, 
and inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United Statés 
from 1789 to 1894, inclusive; in which it requested the céncur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print8,000 copies of the fourteenth an- 
nual report of the director of the Bureau of Ethnology; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H.R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Morri- 
son and Nellie Morrison, deceased; and 








1894. 


A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 


of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and | 


amended by act approved l’ebruary 21, 1890. 


COMPILATION OF MESSAGES, ETC. 


| 
| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the complete compilation of all 
the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural ad- 
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive; 
2,00 copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House. 
The work shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 

7 ETHNOLOGICAL REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolvedby the Houseof Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
SCHEDULE WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF YL 

All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall 
be diviaed for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into 
the three following classes 

Class one, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis Wools, or 
other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, 
and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such as 
have been heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos 
Ayres, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, 
Canada, and elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter ce 
scribed or designated in classes two and three 

Class two, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down comb 
ing wools, Canada long wools, or other likecombing wools of English blood 


K wor 


} and usually known by the terms herein used. and also hair of the camei, goat, 


printed at the Government Printing Office 8,000 copies of the fourteenth an- | 
nual report of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology, with accompanying | 


papers and illustrations, and uniform with the preceding volumes of the 
series, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Eth- 
nology. 

THE REVENUE 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


BILL. 
The hour of half past 10 


o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- | 


finished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proce 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before that is done, I wish to propose 
amendment to precede all the matter in Schedule K. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Itwas unanimously agreed last night that the 
spectacle paragraph, which had been passed over, should be 
taken up and be in order this morning. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iunderstood thatan arrangement of that kind 
had been rade, but I saw the Senator’s attention was attracted 
to something else, and I thought I would occupy the meantime 
by presenting the amendment. It will not interfere with that 
proceeding in the least. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be laid on the table until that part 
of the bill shall be regularly reached. The Secretary will read 


the paragraph referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts. | 


The Secretary read as follows: 

98. Spectacles, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and other optical instru- 
ments and frames for the same, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to mention that my understanding in 
relation to the order of discussion agreed upon yesterday even- 
ing for this morning was that the Senator from Massachusetts 





I was to succeed, before the woolen schedule was formally taken 
up, in continuation of my remarks, which were interrupted 
some four or five weeks ago. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas will come in, I suppose, after I conclude my re- 
marks. : 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest, Mr. President, to relieve all fric- 
tion, that when the matter referred to by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is disposed of, the amendment which I offer may be 
read, and then let the Senator from Pennsylvania proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. QUAY. That will be satisfactory, 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas be read now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent agree- 
ment yesterday evening was that the paragraph referred to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts should be first considered this 
morning, in view of which fact the Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if the Senator from Kansas will allow 
his amendment to be read now, it may be as well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there ve no objection the 


amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEF FER] will be now read. 


and the amendment will be read. 


The Chair hears oo objection, 


. imported unwashed: 





and other like animals. G 

ass three, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, 
Valparaiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel’shair, and including all such 
wools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the 
United States from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewnxere, excepting 
improved wools hereinafter provided for. 

The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 
deposited in the principalcustom-houses of the United States, under the au 
thority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be thestandards for the classi 
tication of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
the authority to renew these standards and to make such additions to them 
from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to be deposited 
like standards in other custom-houses of the United States when they may 
be needed. 

. Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admix- 
ture of Merino or English blood from their present character as represented 
by the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal 
custom -houses of the United States, such improved woois shall be classified 
for duty either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed 
shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if 
and the duty on wools of the first and second classes 
which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they 
would be subjected if imported unwashed. 

. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn 
from the sheep without any cleansing; thatis, in their natural condition 
Washed wools shall be consid@red such as have been washed with water on 
the sheep’s back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's 
back shall be considered as scoured wool. 

. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary con 





alpaca 
( 





| dition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur 
| pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 


ture of dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or in 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That 
skirted wools as nowimported are hereby excepted. Woolson which aduty 
is assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would be as 
sessed if said wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled 
on account of its being sorted. 

If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of 
any specified class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any speci 
fied class shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher rate of duty 


| than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be subject tothe 


highest rate of duty chargeable on wool of the class subject to such higher 
rate of duty, andif any bale or package be claimed by the importer to be 
shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class specined 
in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more of said 
materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or package shall be sub 
ject to duty at the highest rate imposed upon any article in said bale or 
package. 


. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 6 cents per 


| pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 7 cents per pound 


. On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class, the 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 20 per cent ad valorem 

. On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third cla 
vaiue whereof shall exceed 10 cents per pound. including charges, the 


the 
duty 


| shall be 25 per cent ad valorem 


. Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 


| and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury 


may prescribe. 
_ On noils, shoddy , top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in 


a part of wool, the duty shall be 20 cents per pound. 
was to be heard in relation to the paragraph on spectacles, and | 


. On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound 

Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 

form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad 

vanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed 

or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject 

to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to have paragraph 98 read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secretary will read the paragraph. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

93. Spectacles, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and other optical instru 
ments and frames for the same, 40 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. HOAR. 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! 
mittee was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move tostrike out ‘‘forty” and insert ‘‘sixty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That,the Chair presumes, will 


Is there not a pending amendment of the com- 


t. Theamendment from the com- 


| have to be considered by unanimous consent. 





to 


Mr. HOAR. 
course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and the amendment will 


be stated. 


[ presume there will be no objection that 


lt i 


ES. 
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In line &, paragraph 98, strike out ‘‘forty”’ 
and insert ‘‘ sixty; » as to read: ‘* 60 - r cent ad valorem.” 

The PRE SIDIA OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
to the consideration 1 of the amendment, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the argument for the great Ameri- 
can policy of keeping the American market for the American 
workman has been stated in many ways. Our early statesmen— 
the men who wi n the great contest of the Revolution, the met 


who laid the foundations of the Constitution, the men who were | 


the leaders of the young nation, who administered the Govern- 
ment when it was yet an experiment, liked to put the argument for 
protection on the ground that it was essential to national inde- 
pendence, Washington, Jefferson, Jackson and Hamilton and 
John Adams urged upon the American people that they could 
never be a great people if they depended on foreigners for iron or 
stecl, or the products of iron or steel, for ships, for wool, or for the 
clothing of the people in peace or war. 

rhe next generation—Webster and Clay and John Quincy Adams 
ind Calhoun until he ceased to be a national and became a Southern 
statesman, dealt rather with the necessity for national wealth, for 
variety of employment, for the encouragement and support of infant 
industries which needed a certain fostering care to put them on 
their feet. 

Later still the statesmen of the country saw more clearly that we 
were becoming, and were to become, a great manufacturing nation, 
and that, if that were true, the destiny of this country was to be 
controlled by the men who do its work in the workshop and on the 


farm; that these men could net be fit for the august function of 


sovereignty unless a seale of wages should be maintainéd which 


wonld enable them to live in comfort and to keep a standard of | 


living which should prevent citizenship itself from being debased. 
This is, however, no recent doctrine. Tifty years ago, my distin- 
guished fellow-citizen, Mr. Winthrop, who still lives to enjoy the 
affection of his countrymen, said in a speech in the other House: 


This, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, is what the policy of protection aimsat. Itlooks 
at the workingman, not in his mere brute capacity of a consumer, but in his 
higher nature of a producer. It looks not to reducing the price of what he eats 
or what he wears, but to keeping up the price of his own labor. It looks, in short, 
to wages first, wages last, wages altogether. Shall the wages of the whole civi- 
lized commercial world be equalized and leveled off? This 1s the briefest, truest, 
most concise, and most comprehensive statement of the question between free 


trade and pretection. The wages of labor—by which is te be understood not 


merely the wages which are paid by the capitalist to hired hand, but the wages 
also which are earned by labor of any kind working on its own account—are now 
higher in this country than in any other beneath the sun. If anybody doubts 
this, let him stop the first immigrant whom he meets in the streets and ask him 
why he came over here, what condition he left behind him, and in what circum 


tances he finds himselfwithin six months after his arrival. If anybody doubts | 


this, let him turn tothe Parliamentary debaters, the economical essayists, or even 


the corn-law rhymers of England, and see what they say as to the condition of the | 


rreat mass of British operatives. 


Listen to Charles Buller, in his admirable speech on systematic emigration as | 
the only relief for the pauper labor of his country, while he tells you ‘of human | 


beings huddled together in defiance of comfort, of shame, and of health, in garrets 
and in cellars, and in the same hovels with their pigs; of workhouses crowded; 
of even the gael resorted to for shelter and maintenance; of human beings pre- 


vented from actually dying of starvation in the open streets, or of others allowed | 


to ex from inanition in the obscurity of their own dwelling places.’ Listen 
to him again, while he gives you an account ‘of thousands of men, women, and 
children congregated together without any regard to decency or comfort in noi- 
sites and wretched hovels; of those who wear ont their lives in the dark 
of coal and iron mines, doing what is commonly considered the work ci 
brutes, in a moral and intellectual state hardly raised above that of the mere ani- 


inal; of the shirtmakers, who get tenpence for making a dozen shirts, and of the | 


15,000 milliners in this me arene nen, habitually working for the scantiest 
Ww in close rooms, vays for thirteen or fourteen hours a day, sometimes fox 
days and nights tog ther ; nine out of on losing their health in the occupatio: 
and scores of them falling victims to consumption, er rendered incurably blind 
whenever a court mourning or any festivity of particular magnitude tasks thei 
powers more than usual , 

Mr. Chairman, the fact is indisputable. The low prices of land and its vast ex 
tent compared with the population, the vast amount of work to be done compared 
with the number of hands which can be commanded on our own soil to perform 
it—these and other influences secure now to American labor a remuneration which 
no ether in the werld receives. Shall this state of things, so fruitful of the creat 


d to the greatest number, be continued, or shall we, in a fit of universal | 


enc ro in for a horizontal scale of wages, and an average condition of 
| lover? Equality of earnings, equality of encouragements, 
rivileges, and wage 3 throughout thelength and breadth 


disturb. We desire the establishment of no system | 
r build up one class of our industry, or one section of our | 
eof another. But can not our democracy be content with | 


3 if anti-republican or anti-American to maintain and protect 

1 ior condition of our ownpeople? Can not the frenzy of our philanthropy 

appeas ona until it has accomplished that universal level of labor which can only 

eached by the prostration of ourown! Free trade says no to this question. 

Secretary of the Treasury says no. The bill before us says no. Or if they 

dare to say so in terms, they propose and pursue a policy which leads to 
esult W h the speed and the directness of a rail lroad. 

e policy of protection, on the other hand, says: ‘‘ Yes, yes; it shall not be in 
vain to the workin; nan of America that their fathers threw otf the colonial yoke 
and secured for . country and a government of theirown. Other nations 
may well afford to enter into the free-trade copartnership with us, for their labor 
has already reached that lowest depth to which there is no lower deep, and from 
which every change must be for the better. Other governments may afford to in- 

stitute a free-trade experiment on their own account, for they look to the intelli- 

gence, the education, and the independence of the few. But our institutions rest 
on the intelligence, education, and independence of the many. Our institutions 
rely on a condition of society which nothing but a high rate of wages can main- 
tain. If our labor be leveled off to the gr: ude of European labor, our liberty must 
be cut down to the standard of European liberty. 
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Later still, as science has lent her aid and statistics on a largo 

scale have been gathered by national and State authority, the 
frie nds of protection have been able to vindicate their prophe cies 
by the test of history. Even their old triumphs in argument have 
been surpassed in recent years by the triumphant demonstration of 
the facts. 

But in all these arguments the question has been dealt with on a 
national and comprehensive scale. I want to occupy the attention 
of the Senate for a few moments in dealing with the subject ina 
little different way. I wish to take an example of an individual 
and local industry. It is one example. I suppose it would be easy 
to furnishathousand. Iwanttoshow you something of the history 
and condition of a single manufacturing village, no better and no 
worse than a thousand others which could be found in our manu- 
facturing States, to show you how this protective policy, without 
burdening anybody, without increasing to any mortal the cost of 
any manufactured article, has created hundreds of happy, eomfort 
able, prosperous American homes, has furnished employment for the 
Jaborer, has furnished a market for the farmer, has brought up child- 
ren to be men and women for the resource and service of the Repub 
lic, in every exigency of war or peace. 

All this is ace omplished simply by doing upon American soil and 
with American hands and brains what otherwise would have been 
done abroad at a larger cost to the consumer and with less consump- 
tion of the products of American agriculture, without a toll taken 
for freight, for transportation both ways or either way, and with- 
out the agency of a squalid, degraded, oppressed foreign manhood 
instead of the noble, prosperous, free American citize nship which 
has been alike the creator, the supporter, and the result of the pol- 
icy of protection. 

SOUTHBRIDGE. 

The town of Southbridge, in Massachusetts, has about 8,000 inhab- 
itants, and it is something like 20 miles from my residence in the 
county of Worcester. I knowits people. Fifty years ago it was an 
agricultural community containing, perhaps, 1,500 inhabitants. In 
1833 a small manufac tory of spectacles and cye- -glass frames was 
established there, which continued on a ae scale until 1869, when 
the present corporation, known as the American Optical Company, 


| Was formed. 


In 1884 they began to manufacture spectacle lenses and increased 
their business from about $79,000 in 1869 to upwards of $1,200,000 
in 1892. 

‘They have a capital invested of $950,000, and employ 850 persons; 
733 are males, of whom 10 are between the ages of 15 and 16 years, 
and none younger. There are 107 females, of whom 11 are between 
the ages of 15 and 16 years, and none younger. 

Their workmen are employed fifty-eight hours a week. Of these 
467 get from $5 to $9 a week, and 373 from $9 to $24 a week. Two 
other companies have since started in the town, employing 125 hands. 

So, if you allow an average of 5 persons supported directly and 
indirectly by these workmen, you have about 4,900 supported by this 
industry. 

Of the cost of this product, about 90 per cent is labor, with th: 
exception of the small number manufactured of gold or silver. 

Each of these 5,000 persons consumes at least twice as much-— 
some authorities estimate it much higher—ef the product ef Ameri- 
can agriculture as the persons performing the same labor broad. 

He gets, on an average, twice the wages of the person perform 
ing the same labor abrot ud. 

He is a skilled labore: He not only consumes twice as much of 
the Western flour, beef, and pork, but he consumes many things to 
which his foreign competitor would be an entire stranger. 

Of the Maryland strawberries, the Delaware peaches, the Florida 
oranges and lemons he is a large and increasing consumer. In 
recent years, and especially since 1890, the Boston expresses have 
been loaded down with these things every day in their season, 


A TYPE OF NEW ENGLAND TOWNS. 


Mr. President, I do not claim any special preéminence for South- 
bridge. She is a fair type of many American communitics. Beside 


| her 30 cities, Massachusetts has 64 towns with a population exceed- 


ing 4,000 inhabitants. They are much alike. What I say of her 
I say of all. She has her national bank; she has her savings bank; 
she has her town hall—thestatehouse of her little republic—where 
her freemen meet as equals and debate in freedom and in honor the 
things which pertain to self-government. Every man has an equal 
vote, every man’s vote is freely cast, and every man’s vote is hon- 
estly counted. She has her churches, where men of different forms 
of church polity worship the common Father with all the essentials 
of a common Christian faith. She has her excellent schools, which 
the people of any nation upon the earth might take as models. She 
has her free public library. Under these institutions she has devel- 
oped a liberal, pa itriotic, American spirit. There is no bigotry; 
there is no intolers ance; there is no sectional hatred in the hearts of 
her people. While they prize what they did and what their broth- 
ers and fathers did for the safety of the republic, there would be no 
more welcome guest in that community than a brave Confederate 
soldier, who had himself laid aside the anger and animosity of the 
war. 












welcome any generous emulation or 
country. They hear of Birmingham 
ga and Kansas City and Denver and 
»as of Lowell or Wercester. 
» anything for these people above other 
other American communities. ‘There 
country. But I say that such communities 
st and best thing that 


There is no better example of Christian 


i 

rivalry in other part 
and Atlanta and Cha 
Tacoma with as muc 

Now, I would not 
communities, especial 
are such all over the 
wherever they are found, are the one highe 
this world produces 


brotherhood than their simple republic: 


These pe yple ar re 





n, social « uality. Unde 


i 





no cathedral arches, under no domes of ancient synagogues is there 
taught a purer and sincerer faith than in these simple wooden 
churches. In no parliament house and in no royal council ch 
ber are the principles of wise government better understood. ‘These 
men never plundered anybody, or oppressed anybody, or took an 
advantage of anybody. All they have, all they are, all they will be, 
all they desire to be, they owe to their own honest labor, directed 
by brains educated in the common schoo]. Every American citizen 
has had an equal opportunity, and if he will be industrious, frugal, 
and honest, can expect'an equal accomplishment. 

Now, under the existing law the protection on spectacles and eye- 
glasses, or spectacles and eyeglass frames, is 60 per cent ad valorem. 
On spectacle and eyeglass lenses, with their edges ground or bev- 
eled to fit frames, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

The price has not risen, but has been steadily and constantly 
going down from 1884 to 1892. 

I insert a table of prices from the answers made to the inquiries 
of the Committee on Finance: 





anli- 


1892 a1 
1884 1890, 892 and 
present. 

Steel specta le frames per dozen 
No. 36 ipsacebeRaeRe ade enn yeeeus Cemhebee henson $1. O4 $0. 99 $0. D4 


i 
PGE MG ev idiinbbbinkneeerNapdnencdnend mented umeeds 1. 54 1.41 | 1.32 
at iiati ni ie ia renee Gane ind — miata 1.79 1. 64 | 1.55 
ee sake icemeit dl sikeaasam aia wal eal 2. 45 2. 02 | 1. 88 
No. 346 
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go West or South, or wherever labor shall be respected and 
comeda 

[wo other concerns of the kind have been started by th 
int nt year here are plenty of others in the country who 
competition will continue to bring down this profit to tl ( t 


furnished by human ingenuity and 


up and increasing the rate of w 


he employer is the friend and companion of the workman. They 


point at which it can be 
aiways however, keeping 
live le by side on the same villa street as equals and fri 
here is not a city in ti 
lited and does not to some degree prot 
There is not a penny of tribute in it from any 
s all advantage. And what. these 





» Union that is not to some degree be 
by the work of these men’s 


hands and brains. 





quart It is all benefit. It i 
people are doing a thousand other communities are doing all over 
the country, and every community in the country can do, if it see 
fit. 

Now, Mr. President, what are you proposing to do to these 
under this bill? You propose to reduce from 60 to 40 per cent 





valorem the protection on spect icles, eve glasses, and other ypticat 


instruments and frames for the same; and from 60 to 35 per cent ad 
valorem, the protection on spectacle and eyeglass lenses with theit 
edges ground or beveled to fit frames. 


Labor is 90 per cent of the product. Foreign labor gets less than 


i one-half of whatis paid tothe domestie laborer, so that the ad 
vantage to the foreign manufacturer, in labor alone, is at lk {5 


|} able Senator from Texas, and will make no large contri 


; Shiemue 4.70 3. 05 } 2. 80 
Steel eyeglass frames, per dozen 
Pink tthe puAe a itenee Ota sud dena = bes ouieN 4. 23 2. 59 2. 35 
et iiatinia es einen whedeinidl 9.0 elkdinip te wanininn Weeaes melee 76 2. 47 | 2. 21 
No. 4 ncn commences 1. 88 1. 50 1. 50 
IOK gold spectacle frames, per dozer 
SI, MING: chain g:tinicseaiets eiinaiesincinies & alk Unscaiaiinie iisticeneen 18. 62 16. 92 
Sy Ti cdisthcinstinnNbsneadd cageGune coceceasendoes es 24. 82 23.12 
TN a ne we ata és itiatinedinammewettinake 9.90 oR ) 
TOK gold eyeglass frames, per dozen 
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The cost of the living of these men has been going down in ali these 
years. 1 had atable made for me a year or two ago, carefully exam- 
ined by one or two grocers and by one or two market men in this 
very town of Southbridge, from which it appeared that a man with 
a wife and four children, getting double the foreign w i 
very town of Southbridge would not pay more than ; 
his support for articles whose prices could be, on any theor) 
least enhanced by the protective tariff. 








IS NOT THIS COMMUNITY A GOOD THING 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know what our Demoeratic friends 
may think; but I think a community of this kind is a good thing 
The fathers and mothers are honest, intelligent, temperate American 
citizens; they are ready for the service of the Republic in war and 
peace; they can read and write; they understand public affairs; 
they attend the churches; their children are in school; they have 
built up a flourishing town; they have created an honest industry. 
It is acommunity without a lord and without a serf. They are cus- 
tomers to their brethren of the South and the West, and they supply 
a necessary of life at a price cheaper than it would have been sup- 
plied without their labor, their skill, and their competition. 


Now, I can not conceive any good reason why American states- | 
manship should not be directed toward fostering and encouraging | 


such communities as this. If they get crowded their children will 


per cent of the product. 

The amount of the foreign importation now just about equals the 
domestic production. So it is clear that this industry must be 
destroyed, or there must be a decrease cf from 10 t 
wages. The first thing then you propose to do to the SO pr ple is to 
strike off from 10 to 20 per cent of their wages. 

But you promised them that you would give them free coal, a 
free iron, and free wool, and free lumber, and free sugar, as at lea 
a partial equivalent. I do not understand that the promise is to 
be kept. The junior Senator from Texas visited that neighborhood 
two or three years ago,and promised to be the Moses that should 
lead them into the promised land of Paradise flowing with mill 
honey, and free coal. 

The Senator from Texas professes to be personally in favor of 
keeping his promise. But he tellsus he is between the deviland the 
deep sea I suppose the devil of De mocracy and the deep sea of pop 
ularindignation. Ido not think he isin any danger of drowning I 
think, from the wail of anger and rage which he uttered when tire 
word ‘‘sugar” was pronounced the other day in his ears, that it is 
quite manifest who is getting him, and that ali the use he will be 
able to make of his good intentions is to make a pavement for his 
future dwelling place. Lam afraid, however, that the New Eng! ! 
manufacturers who were led to vote the Democratic ticket by his 
blandishments will be entirely indifferent to the fate of t} honor- 
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reseue him from either alternative. 








But the Democratic knife is being whetted for another blow at 
these American workmen. They have a savings } kin tl own 
of Southbridge whose deposits amounted in 1893 to $1,755, 768.36. 
hei miannual dividend last October was 2 per cent. The pr 
ceding one was 2} per cent. I suppose they can not expe: ) 
make a dividend of more than 4 per cent Ul n f re 
They have 4,369 depositors, being an average of $306 for « h depo 
itor. 

This community is not peculiar in this respect. All ove 
England, as well as in other mannfacturing States, a like condition 
of things be found. In the six New England States ther 








deposited in savings banks, according to the Comptroller's reps 
for 1893, $741,335,979. ‘The number of depositors was 2,057,401 per- 


sons, and the average standing to each depositor, $360.33. In Ma 

















achusetts alone there were 184 of these savings institu : 
an aggregate deposit ot $393,019, 862. There were 1,189,936 de) 
tors, being an average of $330.29 for each depositor ] i 
the report of the Comptroller for 1884, which makes a part of the 
report of the Secretary of the ireas 

[do not I yw the precise date to which this report of the ¢ iD 
troller applies. But the report of the savings bank commissioners 
of Massachusetts for 1893, which bears date January 23, 1894, shows 
the aggregate amount deposited at the close or the year 1893, for 
the savings banks of Massachusetts, to be $399,995.569.81 g 
less than $5,000 of $400,000,000. This sum is represented by 1,211 
193 accounts. being an average of $329.35 to each de posito1 

Now the le aggregate deposits of the savings banks in this 
country is $1,550,820,403, representing 4,290,712 depositors, being 


an average of $361.43 for each depositor. They are in the North 
and in other manufacturing States, including Delaware and Mary- 
land, with the single exception that there are in West Virginia two 
savings banks, with deposits amounting, in all, to $237,707. 
incomes of these depositors, coming from these 
little deposits averaging about $360 each, and I suppose neve 
ceeding $1,500, you propose to levy an income tax, from which you 
exemptevery man with a moneyed capital or landed estate an 
to $100,000 in value, which yields him $4,000 or less. This man, 
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whether planter, or retired merchant with an income from invested 
property on which he can live in comfort and in idleness, is peculiar 
to no part of the country. But according to the census the number 
of such persons seems to be rapidly increasing in the South. Yet 
these men get off altogether from the tax which you fasten upon the 
honest and frugal workman, with his wife and family of children, 
whose little savings against arainy day are deposited in the savings 
banks of the North. You cut down his wages with one hand and 
tax his savings with the other. 

Another thing. You propose to give to the manufacturer of spec- 
tacle frames an ad valorem ae of 35 percent. But you put on sheet 
steel, which is his material, 1} cents a pound, fully 52 per cent ad 
valorem. But that is becoming largely a Southern industry. So, as 
I have just said, you cut down his wages with one blow, you tax 
his little savings with another, and you tax the material for his in- 
dustry with another. 

PLOMISE OF FREE MATERIAL BROKEN, 

Senators who have been profuse in their promises for free raw 
material tell us that they can not keep their promises to put coal 
on the free list because they can not pass the bill if they do it. I 
Wish some Senator who has made this suggestion would be good 
enough to tell the Senate, and the country, why not. Do you pre- 
tend that the bill could not pass the House? It has come over from 
that body with coal on the free list, and with a unanimous party 
majority for that proposition. Are you going to lose any Demo- 
cratic votes here? If so, won’t you tell us whose they are? Both 
the Senators from West Virginia, the great coal-producing State, 
the Senators from Alabama, and, I think, both Senators from old Vir- 
ginia have earnestly, if not indignantly, disclaimed this imputation. 
Who is it that is constraining the somewhat ostentatious virtue of 
the Senator from Texas, and the Senator from Arkansas, and the 
Senator from Missouri? Would it not be a good plan to have at 
least tried the experiment in this Congress, which is Democratic in 
both branches, before you tell us that the promise on which you got 
into power was broken because you found yourself unable to keep 
it? Have not the people at least the right to demand that some 
single Senator should rise in his place and take the burden upon his 
own shoulders and relieve his Democratic brethren of the imputa- 
tion? Are you bowing to the will of the House of Representatives? 
No. Are you bowing to the will of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate? No. Are you bowing to the will of any wicked Republi- 
cans? No. Are you bowing to the will of the three magicians who 
prepared the first report, or any of them? No; they are all for free 
coal, Are you submitting yourselves to the dictation of any Sena- 
tor from a coal-producing State? Why does not this undetected 
and unexposed criminal who is debauching the innocent Democratic 
conscience stand up and make confession? Unless he do so, this 
whole thing must be taken by the American people as a subterfuge 
and as a pretense. The true reason is not that you are afraid of 
losing the measure here, for which you say a majority of the Amer- 
ican petpt declared itself in 1892, but because you are afraid of 1los- 
ing the vote of the people of the State of West Virginia at the polls 
hereafter if you keep your promises. 


DEMOCRATIC WOLF TO HAVE HIS SHEEP'S CLOTHING ON THE FREE LIST. 


Every one of these promises, which beguiled some of the credulous 
people of New England, for free raw material, is to be broken, with 
a single exception. Free coal and free iron have disappeared like 
dissolving clouds. Free wool is all that remains. The Democratic 
wolf is still to have his sheep’s clothing on the free list, unless our 
Democratic friends of the committee change their minds before that 
schedule comes up for action. 

So 1.4 me recapitulate how you poems to deal with the workmen 
engaged in this industry: You take off their protection, which has 
cost, and would cost if continued, no American consumer a dollar; 
you propose to tax their savings; you propose to tax their life poli- 
cies; you put a tax on the railroads, which is another form of taxing 
their food; you break your promises on free coal, and free iron, and 
free lumber, in the interest of Southern producers. 


IIGH DUTY ON WORKMEN'S FOOD FOR THE SOUTH AND THE TRUST. 

Now what do you propose to do with their food? On the two 
principal articles, sugar and rice, both Southern agricultural pro- 
ducts, you put a specific duty, although you declare specific duties, 
when asked for them, to be a delusion anda fraud. You put a duty 
of 40 per cent ad valorem, for the Louisiana producer, on sugar, 
and one-fifth to one-tenth more per pound for the benefit of the 
sugar trust. You put nearly 85 per cent ad valorem on rice for the 
benefit of the Southern producer, and then ask the people of the 
country to believe you when you say you are in favor of a tariff for 


revenue only. Louisiana is the largest sugar growing State in 


the Union. It is the largest rice producing State in the Union. 
Now suppose we acquit you of the charge which is made in the 
newspapers of paying a duty tothe sugar trust for a liberal contri- 
bution to the Democratic campaign fund. Suppose we acquit you 
of any sectional feeling in this matter. I say again is it but fair 
that the American people should know who it is, if anybody, that 
will decline to vote for your tariff bill if these necessaries of life to 
the poor and plain people of the country shall be admitted free? 
You do not need it for your revenue, You have, with one possible 
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exception, the whole Republican party in the Senate, solid for free 
sugar and a bounty. Who is it that has his hand on the throat of 
this mighty American people, whose majestic voice has just been 
uttered through the President, House of Representatives, and Sen- 
ate? Is it the junior Senator from Louisiana? By no means. He 
voted in the House of Representatives for a provision containing 
free sugar without a bounty. Where is this arch demon before 
whom President, and House, and Democratic committee, and Demo- 
cratic majority are powerless? Let us know his name. Let us see 
his shape, 
If shape it may be called, that shape hath none. 


Distinguishable in member, joint, or limb, 
Or substance may be called that shadow seems. 


No, Mr. President, these Democratic principles are not violated, 
these Democratic pledges are not broken, this alleged command of 
the American people is not disobeyed, for the want of Democratic 
votes in the Senate. It is for fear of public indignation in the 
elections. You are ready enough to strike at the industry of any 
Northern state from which Democracy has no hope in the future, 
You strike down the workman’s wages, you put protective duties, 
and specific duties of 85 per cent on his food and his fuel, and his 
material, you tax his little savings, and the freight that brings him 
material, and fuel, and food, and when you tell us that you are 
doing what you know the people do not want you to do, and what 
you «lo not want to do yourselves because some nameless, shapeless, 
voiccless, shadowy, and unknown phantom stands ready to slay your 
bill if you do otherwise. 

NEW ENGLAND TOO NEAR THE NORTH STAR. 

Mr. President, can you find any other explanation of the policy 
that you seek to apply to these Massachusetts workmen except 
that they live a little too near the North star and have loved free- 
dom a little too much in cur past history to come within the field 
of benevolent Democratic vision? 

How curiously an article which is produced at the South and con- 
sumed at the North seems to our friends on the other side to be an 
excellent subject for raising revenue. The shell-fish which the fish- 
erman of Maine gets off that stormy and rock-bound coast, even if 
it is canned, is to come in free. The sponge, which comes from the 
Florida reefs has a duty of 10 per cent. The sea moss from the 
rocks of the New England shore is free. The flax of the Northwest 
is to be on the free list. The sumac of Virginia has a protection of 
10 per cent. The chain which the Northwestern workman manu- 
factures has a duty as a protection of 30 per cent. The pig iron of 
Alabama and Tennessee, of which it is made, has a protection of $4 
per ton, equal to 50 per cent ad valorem. The freestone and sand- 
stone and limestone of Ohio, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, and 
of Berkshire County, Massachusetts, rough, are to come in free, and 
the manufactured are to have a duty of 20 per cent, while the 
rough marble of Tennessee and Georgia is to have 50 per cent (spe- 
cific) per cubic foot and 85 per cent per cubic foot manufactured. 
The sugar of Louisiana is to have 40 per cent raw, with its addition 
to the refiner, while wool—the great product of the North—is to 
come in free. Live animals of the West and Northwest are to have 
20 percent. Their grains are to have but 20 per cent, while the 
great Southern grain, rice, which the South grows and the North con- 
sumes, is to have 84 per cent ees The grains of the North, 
of all kinds, are to have but 20 per cent. The tie for baling cotton 
is free, the hoop iron for the hay bundle of the North—acrop more 
valuable to this country than the whole vaunted cotton crop of the 
South—is to have 30 per cent ad valorem. 

My honorable friend from Ohio, from whose remarks of the other 
day I have taken a few of these items, which I have added to thoso 
I had previously collected, inquires what reason could be given for 
that. Mr. President, the honorable State of Tennessee, represented 
upon this floor and in this discussion so fearfully and wonderfully 
by my respected friend, her senior Senator, has made, I think, an 
ingenuous and complete statement of the whole Democratic argu- 
ment in this speech. I read the reply of the Concord Quarry Com- 
pany, of Concord, Tenn., manufacturers of Tennessee marble, which 
is found in Bulletin No. 8 of the replies to tariff inquiries. Reply 

T ag 
7 [Established in 1881 to 1882. Capital invested, $10,000.) 

The value of our production is from $10,000 to $50,000 per year. 

We ran less time during part of 1893 for lack of demand for products. 

To place domestic ye on an equal footing with the foreign product the 


rates of duty should be 65 cents per cubic foot (specific) for difference in labor. 
We have been able to compete at this rate, though the competition has been sharp 


and direct. 
Our selling price has been decreasing for the last ten years and we have now got 


all we can do to ——— with Italian marble. 
Our products (marble) are a luxury and not needed by t 
Our stockholders are all Democrats and believe in tariff for revenue only, butif 
you do not tax marble what under the heavens will you tax? 


IS THE SENATE ABOLISHED? 


Mr. President, our Southern brethren a few years ago undertook 
the task of abolishing the country. They have abandoned that 
purpose, most of them, I have no doubt, in entire good faith. 
They seem just now to be devoting their energies instead to abol- 
ishing the Senate. For all practical purpose, so far as this tariff 
bill is concerned, the unknown and mysterious power which passes 
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reason, concealing its identity, indifferent whether it shall per- 
suade anybody, or convince anybody, changing its own mind, not 
only on important matters of detail, but in essential matters of 
principle, every few weeks, might as well announce its conclusions 
in the newspapers along with the reports from the Weather Bureau 
as to go through the formality of a vote in the Senate. 

When Congress met last December, we had a message from the 
Executive to the effect that a tariff bill had been prepared. 


A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congressional committee em- 
bodying tariff reform on the lines herein suggested, which will be promptly sub- 
mitted for legislative action. It is the result of much patriotic and unselfish 
work, and I believe it deals with its subject consistently and as thoroughly as 
existing conditions permit. 


The public knew nothing about it. The House of Representatives 
who were expected to pass it was ignorant of its contents. The 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives had 
not seen it. They had not even had a meeting. The Democratic 
majority of that committee was totally unacquainted with it. 
Important schedules of that measure, afterwards adopted, had not 
even been disclosed to the committee itself. I would not undertake 
to penetrate Democratic mysteries too far, but there is good reason 
to believe that the Secretary of the Treasury was not acquainted 
with it. But the infant itself appeared in due time. It was held 
at the baptismal font by the Representative from the State of West 
Virginia, whose name was given to it as its godfather in baptism. 
It survived and had a sickly and feeble life, though it was sorely 
wounded in the house of its friends. 

The bill came to the Senate. Three Democratic Senators met in 
conclave. They brought us another bill, never submitted to the 
full committee, except with an agreement which prevented Demo- 
cratic Senators from voting according to their opinions. It was 
reported back, accompanied by statements which showed it had no 
majority of the committee inits favor. It remained here till the 7th 
of May. On the 6th, I think it was, perhaps a day or two earlier, 
the statement that important changes were contemplated was 
declared to be a falsehood by the Democratic leaders. But on the 
7th 408 amendments came in changing the whole structure of the 
bill, never submitted to the Committee on Finance at all. None of 
these amendments seem to have any relation to the opinion of the 
Senator who moves them. Few of them are defended in debate or 
reconciled with each other. 

This is the first debate in American history in which the shame- 
less doctrine has been avowed that the judgment, conscience, sense 
of constitutional duty, interest of his constituency, pledged public 
faith of his party, of an American Senator had nothing whatever to 
do with his vote. You may persuade all these, and you are as far off 
as ever from obtaining his vote. That stillis to be given the other 
way. You may show hii that all these are on one side. You may 
show him that his vote is to violate all these. He will smile, or he 
will answer you with a gibe or a personality. But the vote will be 
unchanged. 

Here is the coal schedule. Did not your party promise free coal 
in the election of 1892? Certainly. Did not you who are to give 
your votes against it make the promise with your own lips? Cer- 
tainly. Why is the promise then not to be kept? Is the House of 
Representatives opposed toit? That House has declared its opinion 
in an emphatic majority. Is the President opposed to it? He told 
you his opinion in his message before any legislator in either House 
had made up his legislative mind. Has the Committee on Finance 
discovered some new and good reason against it? That committee 
has never acted upon the question at all. Itis notorious that the 
Democratic majority of the Committee on Finance has had little 
to do with framing this bill. The Senator from Indiana, the chair- 
man of that committee, and the Senator from Tennessee who has 
charge of the parliamentary conduct of the measure upon this floor, 
neither of them will undertake to answer any question, either of 
fact or reason, as to the smallest detail of the measure. Another 
member, the senior member, save one, I believe, on the Democratic 
side of that committee, is reported to have recently testified, in 
substance, in regard to its most important item—that of sugar— 
that he knew nothing as to what was to be in the bill; that he had 
not been consulted, but that he heard a rumor that they were about 
to do something in regard to sugar. 

Have the three gentlemen who have made up this present measure 
found some grave reasons of state to constrain them? I think every 
one of them has told us on the Senate floor that he remained per- 
sonally unchanged. But he said he found they could not pass a bill 
which contained such a provision. Is the majority of the Demo- 
cratic party in favor of a duty on coal? That majority is notori- 
ously the other way. Whoisit? Where is this unscrupulous and 
hidden power, greater than the President, greater than the House 
of Representatives, greater than the Finance Committee, greater 
than the Democratic party, greater than the sense of constitutional 
duty, greater than obligations and pledges of public faith, greater 
than conscience, greater than honor, which is constraining you to 
do this thing? Itis not the Senators from the coal-producing States. 
Both the Senators from West Virginia have declared that they should 
support the measure agreed upon by their Democratic associates, 
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upon the details of this tariff bill, listening to no reason, giving no whatever might be its policy in regard to coal. Both the Senators 


from old Virginia, if I mistake not, have made a similar statement. 
The senior Senator from Alabama has made publicly what I think 
the junior Senator from Alabama is also willing to say freely to 
anybody who asks him, that they shall support the policy of the 
party, whatever may be done with this particular industry. Does 
anybody claim or believe that the senior Senator from Maryland, 
now absent, would break down the measure pressed by the entire 
Democratic party because of his individual opinion as to certain 
items? 

Where is the man, if it be aman; where is the Senator, if it be 
a Senator, who is exerting this mighty power-secret, irresponsible, 
irresistible, before which the knees otf Democratic committees.and 
Democratic majorities tremble, their arms are paralyzed, and their 
tongues are dumb? 

It the Senator from Arkansas be the Jupiter in this debate, the 
Senator from Missouri is the Mercury. He is the chief speaker. 
He comes to the assistance of his puzzled colleagues whenever it 
becomes necessary for the Democratic majority to ascend into the 
region of the higher mathematics. One would almost think, to 
hear the volubility with which he deals with paragraph and schedule, 
that his head was an ant-hill of unitsandtens. There would be an 
infinite pathos and tragedy, asit must seem to himself, inthesuffering 
of that worthy and excellent Senator, but for the infinite comedy 
which itexhibitsto the world atlarge. Wehave heard that Senator 
for the past ten or twelve years as he inveighed against the doc- 
trine of protection. Robber tariff and plunder barons, and monop- 
olist giants have terrified his life in the daytime and haunted his 
innocent pillow in the nighttime. He enlisted years ago a soldier 
for the war of extermination against all protected industries. But 
the demon—the witch—of protection seems to have appeared to him 
as he was sallying forth for his first encounter, demanding of him 
a high tariff on sugar for the benefit of the Democratic planter of 
Louisiana and the Democratic millionaire of the sugar trust. 

The only parallel that I can think of with the experience of the 
Senator from Missouri is the encounter of Dominie Sampson with 
the gypsy Meg Merrilies, as it is told in his matchless fashion by 
the magician of the North. The Senator certainly resembles the 
dominie in personal worth, in learning—especially on economic 
questions—in guileless simplicity, and in fidelity to the patron in 
whose service he is engaged. The Senator’s struggle, in his horror 
and terror of the protection demon, is well portrayed in the dominie’s 
encounter with the gypsy. 

Meg may be fairly taken to represent the sugar trust, and the 
Dominie the simple-hearted Senator from Missouri. 





The figure of Meg Merrilies, well known, though not seen for many a revolving 
year, was placed at once before the eyes of the startled Dominie a. 


‘‘T kenn'd ye wad be here,”’ she said, with her harsh and hollow voice I ken 
wha ye seek; but ye maun do my bidding. 

‘*Get thee behind me!” said the alarmed Dominie. ‘‘ Avoid ye!—Conjuro te, 
scelestissima—nequissima—spurcissima—iniq uissima—atque — miserrima — con 
jurote!!! 


Meg stood her ground against this tremendous volley of superlatives, which 
Sampson hawked up-from the pit of his stomach, and hurled at her in thunder. 
‘* Ts the carl daft,’’ she said, ‘‘ wi’ his glamour? 

‘‘Conjuro,"’ continued the Dominic, “Abjuro, contestor atque viriliter impero 
tibi!”’ 

‘* What in the name of Sathan are ye feared for, wi’ your French gibberish, that 
would make a dog sick? Listen, ye stickit stibbler, to what I tell ye, or ye shall 
rue it while there's a limb o’ ye hings to anither!"’ " 

‘‘ Assuredly,’’ said the Dominie, ‘I am dubious, for woman, I am perturbed at 
thy words and my flesh quakes to hear thee , 

“In the name of all that is good,’ said the Dominie, ‘‘desist, I say—I am 
strong—lo, I will resist." Here fis speech was cut short, for Meg, armed with 
supernatural strength (as the Dominic asserted) broke in upon his guard * \ 
and lifted him into the vault. 

‘Sit down there,” she said pushing the half-throttled preacher with some vio- 
lence against a broken chair, ‘‘ Are ye fou or fasting ! 

‘Fasting, from all butsin,’’ answered the Dominie, recovering his voice 

Meg, in the mean while, went to a great black caldronthat was boiling on a 
fire on the floor, and, lifting the lid, an odor was diffused through the vault. 
7 It was in fact the savor of a goodly stew ' 

“So ye hae eat naething a’ day!” said Meg, heaving a large portion of this 
mess into a brown dish. 

‘‘Nothing,”’ answered tke Dominie scclestissima—that is, gudewife 

‘*Hae, then,” said she, placing the dish before him, ‘‘there s what will warm 
your heart. 

“T do not hunger—malefica—that is to say, Mrs. Merrilies 
himself, ‘‘the savor is sweet.” , 

‘If ye dinna eat instantly and put some saul iu ye 
your throat, * whether ye will or no. 

Gape, sinner, and swallow.” 

Sampson, afraid of eye of newt and toe of frog, had determined not to 
venture; but the smell of the stew was fast melting his obstinacy. Hun 
ger and fear are excellent casuists. 

‘*Saul,” said Hunger, ‘‘feasted with the witch of Endor. 


for he said unto 


I'll put it down 


And McKinley put a duty on refined sugar. 


“And,” quoth Fear, ‘‘the salt which she sprinkled upon the food showeth 
plainly it is not a necromantic banquet, in which that seasoning never occurs.’ 

And you have put a great many Northern industries on the free 
list, which shows this is not a protective measure. 


‘So ye like the meat! said the hostess. 

‘* Yea,” answered the’ dominie, ‘‘and I give thee thanks—sceleratissima—which 
means—Mrs. Margaret.” . 

‘‘Now, ye maun tak a dram.” 

‘T will,” quoth Sampson, ‘‘ conjuro te-—thatis, I thank you heartily,"’ for, he 
thought to himself, in for a penny in for a pound; and he fairly drank the witch's 
health inacupful of brandy. When he had put this capestone upon Meg's good 
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cha 


x Merrilies, 
ted Sampaon, stoutly. 

sident, is the first 

n enact for thirty-four years. 
ing clause of the silver bill of 1890 did not, I believe, receive 
a WDemocratic majority either in this or the other Chamber. 
Indeed, it is a ar that there has not, since this bill was 
reported, been a Democratic sy ‘ech made in its favor. The chair- 
man of the committee, indeed, made a speech in favor of another 
sure as different in principle, substance, and effect as are the 
five points of Calvinism from one of Sacnmmeiia lectures. The prin- 
cipal single topics in that speech were the denunciation of the greed, 
wickedness, and e¢ usne f the persons engaged in protected 
industries and the special exposure of the infamy 


mber n 


Marga 
bill, Democratic measure 


The repeal of the pur- 


little ' 1 
Little Ingui 


$0 
in this 


raud ot spe eilie 


and fi 
from the three 


from Texas 


io tramed the measure, to the Senator 


he would ne'er consent 


saying 


Consented 


hat consisted 
this bill, and saying 
down their throats. 

to what this bill contains, 
answer, would be the Senator from Indiana 
Committee, and next to him the Senator from Tennessee, who is its 
parliamentary manager on this floor. And, Mr. President, if the 
— an orator in the coming campaign desires to find am: ga- 
zine of ruments against most of its principal and distinguishing 
pros isions, there will be no better place for him to find them than 
in the speeches of the Democratic 
mittee, the Senator from Indiana, now its chairman, 
from New Jersey, and the Senator from Missouri, and the Senator 
from Texas, formeriy chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the other House, and a sort of ad interim member of the Finance 


that somebody else 
Indeed, the last person in the world to ask as 


, chairman of the Finance 


Committee of the Senate when the learning or the endurance or the | 


digestive powers of any of the regular apostles of free trade gives 
oul. 

John Randolph, in a famous taunt, compared the coalition of 
John Quincy Adams and Henry Clay to a combination 
Puritan and the blackleg—of Blifil and Black George. I would 
not dishonor the brave and constant Puritan, as profound in civic 
Wistlol a 
the fickle, 
honor, 
remind me of Henry Clay. 
union so incongruous or so ridiculous as that which seems to 
inspire ¢ council of the present Administration in uttering its 


frivolous Mugwump. Nor do TI find anything either of 


! 
tue 


edicts to the disgusted, puzzled but obedient Democratic Senators | 
A paragraph of high protection is | 


Finanee Committee. 

followed by a paragraph of 
Populist gets in an 
protection toa trust. 


of the 


free trade. The Socialist or the 


The 


in the same schedule a clause which operates as a bounty to his 
Canadian competitor. The method of carrying this bill is as 
wonderful as the contents of the measure itself. For fear of indis- 
cretion, its main contents, its principle, its policy, are carefully 
concealed from the chairman of the committee who reported it, 
and from the Senator to whom its parliamentary conduct is assigned. 


If you will ask the Senators who are expected to defend it in | 


debate why one doctrine is applied to one product and a totaily 
different one to another of the same class, you are told that the gen- 
tlemen who answers you does not approve it and does not under- 
stand it, but that it was necessary to pass the bill. 
guilty of indelicacy, 
literature a choicer collection of emphatic theological language than 


pelied to advocate. 


down upon your neck, 
talking about a cloture. 


the application of Democratic party discipline. The civil service 


reformer compares the Lxecutive, who is using patronage to force | 


distasteful measures down reluctant throats, to heroes of ancient 
time. Isaw a cartoon the other day in which the draftsman made 
up in enthusiasm for what he lacked in artistic skill, in which the 
present Executive was compared to Horatius at the bridge: 
Alone stood brave Horatius, 
But constant still in mind, 


Chrice thirty thousand foes before 
And the broad flood bebind. 


Mr. President, if there be any bridge by which eur worthy Chief 


Magistrate is standing just now, it is the Pons Asinorum, which his | 
| the Senator from Idaho|Mr.SHoup]. 


Democratic pupils in the Senate will never be able to get over. 

These financial problems are more puzzling to the free trade | 
intellect than the famous fifth problem of Euclid, Our modern 
Horatius will successfully defend his bridge. 


| had but one answer, 


The other Democratic speeches, even | 
our inquiries, 


in disavowing the authorship or proprietorship of | 
ade it and is forcing it | - 
ma t and is forcing it | for the North? 


vith the hope of getting an intelligent | 


| free, and barley 30 per 


| aristocrat and the Populist; 
members of the Finance Com- | 


and the Senator | ; a ; ; , : ; 
the Senator | ance is between the spirit of sectionalism of the South and that 


of the | 


; 3 = ; » «1, | for a Presidential term. 
; he was sincere in religious faith, by comparing him with | 


character, or capacity in the Democratic leader of to-d: vy to | 
But surely there was never a political | 


item here to be followed in the next line by | 
American manufacturer has an increased 
tax put on the material of his industry and is comforted by reading | 


| with the 





I would not be | 
but I suspect there can not be found in all | 


| that the Senat 
| “nay.” 


vote. 


spoken is this curious substitution, for the ordinary conduct and 
functionof the legislator, of the behest of some mysterious, unknown, 
secret political power. Somebody somewhere pulls a string and 
the regular Democratic majority is duly re giste red, We have heard 
of such th 1ings in ward politics in some Northern States, but this 
is the first time the political ward wire-puller has made his appean 
ance on a national scale. The Senator from Tennessee is a g 
general, but his methods are those of the ancient ‘een and 1 
of the modern civil-service reformer. We told by the 
that when the Roman general was to arrange his order of battle | 
sacrificed an ox to Mars, and the soothsayer consulted the entrai! 
The general obeyed the command. He yielded neither to aii tu 
lation nor to ady ico. He pretended no knowledge of hisown. Hi 
‘Locutus bos.” That was sufficient for 
and the people. W h vt soothsayer consults the entrails, or in what 
white-porched temple near our Tiber the sacrifice is made, or the 
entrails are consulted, [cannot say. But we get but one answer to 
** Locutus bos.” The boss has given his orders. 

Why is Tennessee marble specific and Connecticut freestone ad 
valorem? Locutus bos. The boss has given orders. 

Why do you have specitic duties for the South and ad valorem 
Locutus bos. The boss has given orders. 

Why do you give duty and bounty both to ‘the sugar trust? 
tus bos. The boss has given orders, 

Why is rice 84 per cent ad valorem with a specific duty and wheat 
cent ad valorem? Locutus bos. The boss 


‘ . + 
are historia 


army 


Locu- 


has spoken. 

The power which is to pass this bill is a coalition between the 
between the spirit of the old slave 
y, on fru- 


master and the spirit which would make war on propert 
The alli 


gality, on honest labor, on honest, moderate earnings. 


spirit at the North which never has known the impulse of a true 
nationality. It protects by enormous duties, upon which: it piles 
enormous bounties, the industry of the South and the ill-gotten 
gains of the trust. Its warfare is upon the savings bank, upon 


| the life insurance, upon the yeoman, upon the farm, and upon the 
| workman in the mill. 


The power which is behind it may seem to 
secure for itself a brief victory; but the men who are wielding it 
know well that itis doomed. [ts success will be as short lived as 
it is mischievous. It may last for a day, for a year, and perhaps 
But in the end the issue of this contest 
The stars in their courses fight against it. The 
spirit of the American people is against it. The spirit of honest 
labor, the spirit of American liberty, are on our side. And in the 
future, as in the past, God giveth to liberty nothing but victory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. [ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the amentment be stated, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 98, on page 19, line 8, before 
the words “per cent,” it is proposed to strike - ‘forty and 
insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to make the paragraph rea 

98. Spectacles, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and a er optical instru 
ments and frames for the same, 60 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call th 


can not be doubtful. 


| roll. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. But LER], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
the senior Senatorfrom Delaware [Mr.GRAy]. 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


| ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
in the private utterances of the Senator from Texas and the Senator | 
from Missouri in regard to the details of the measure they are com- | 
If you press your inquiries too far the button | 
is touched and the axe of the motion to lay upon the table comes | 
The Democratic champion of free speech is | 

The New England independent demands | 


Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 
here [ should vote ‘‘nay.’ 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire|Mr. GALLINGER], butI trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from New York [Mr. H1.u], whois 
paired with tho Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], so 
tor from Massachusetts and I can vote. I vote 


[ am paired 
If he were 


Mr. LODGE. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I announce my 


pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
| If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 


Tam paired with 
| do not observe the Sen- 
ator in the Chamber and therefore 1 withhold my vote. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from California that I 
am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puagl, and if 
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oa transfer of pairs, I suggest that his 
transferred to the Senator 
vhich will enable us both to vote 
That is entirely satisfactory. 
HOAR. I vote * yea.” 

roll s concluded. 

DANIEI [ am paired h the 1ator from Washi 

|, but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum, 


he » Senator will ag 
with the Senator from Idaho be 
m “hiahea 


ir, WHITE. I +S eee? 


isfac vote 


call Wi 


wit 


Se 
T Mr. S 
| > “nay.” 

. GORDON. I transfer my pair 
va [Mr. to the Sens stor from Ne SW 


WILSO? jt 
h will enable the Senator from Id: tho [N 


Jt IRE | 
vote 
from | 
rH}, 


and me 


the Senator 
e rsey [Mr. SMI 
r. DUBOIS] 





M 
4 


ty T x tea nor, 
» vote. L VOu nay. 


DU Be - Under that transfer of pairs I vote ‘' yea. 
Mr. QUA Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] re- 


led : 


ra tins 

SID! Ni t OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is 
He has requested the present occupant of the 
is detained from the Senate by sickness. 


iS V ‘ 

ne PRE 
not recorded. 
hair te that he 





( to sta 
. QUAY. Being paired withthat Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 
Mr. PATTON. Linguire if the junior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GiBSON] has voted? 


The PRESI DING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. PATTON. Then I withhold my vote. 
Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
IAN] is detained from the Senate by illness. He is paired for 
-day with the senior from Nevada |Mr. JONES]. 
ir. HARRIS. I simply desire to announce that my colleague 





[Mr. BATE] is absent under the order of the Senate, as is the 
junior Senator from V -ROCTOR|. They are paired 





ith each other. 

CAFFERY. [ a xr my pair with the Senator from 

Montana |Mr. POWER] to he Senator from North Carolina [Mr 
IV 1S}, and vote ‘' né Ly. 

M r. BRICE. Thave transferred my pair with the junior Sena 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBy]| for the day, and I shall vote during the day 
without making any further announcement. I vote ‘‘nay” 


this question. 

Mr.GORDON. In order to save time hereafter, I beg leave 
to state that the pair I have just announced of the Senator from 
lowa [Mr. WILSON] with the Senator from New [Mr. 

the day. 


SMITH] will stance L dt ring the d 
am informed that a que 


DANIEL. As I 
[ desire to withdraw it, 


it counting my vote, 
yuir with the Senator from Washington [| Mr. 
nounced-—yeas 21, nays 30; 


Jersey 


yxrum has voted 
and announce 
, SQU IRE}. 
as follows: 


a 
no 


hh an 
it Was an 


he resu 


















YEAS—21 
\ ich, Frye Manderson, Sherman 
A yn, Hal Mitchell,Oregon Teller 
Chandler, Hawley Morrill, Va urn 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 
Lodge Platt, 
McMillan Po 
NAYS ) 
I Coke Lindsay, toa 
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Butl Har , Murp W: 
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Ca Jones, Ar Peft 
( r Kyl Ransom, 
OT VOTING { 
Alle Gibsor m 
Bat Gor i i wi 
Camd Gray Morgan 
Cameron Hans’ rough, Palmet 
Care Higgin Patton 
Cullom FHili, Pettigre 
Daniel Irby, Procto 
Davis, Jarvis, Pugh, 
inger, Jones, Nev. Quay 
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So the amendment ected. 


was re 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER]. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. ident, I can not let the wool | 


Mr. Pres 
‘heduie pass without a protest, however ineffectual, on behalf 
oi the farmers of Michigan, a State which stands fifth among 
the wool-producing States of the Union. In Michigan the wool 

about the first large product which the farmer brings to mar- 
ket. The money which he obtains for his wool is used to pay 
the expenses of harvesting. ees banks obtain their sup- 


nrote 
v 


piles of money from the Eastern centers on shipments of wool, 
1 in this way the 
Again, it has been found that sheep wil 
e ‘‘ pine barrens’ 


moving of the crops is se and made easy. 
l thrive on what are 


alled the ’ from which certain kinds of timber 


on | 
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pend on foreign lands not only to raise wool, but also to man 
fac aie woolens. Hon. M. E. Rumsey, or Leslie, Mich., states 
| the case fairly in a letter, from which I quote: 
[have owned sheep for the past twenty-five y« 
Says Mr. Rumsey 
and am able to know something of the cost of raising wool, We, in the « 
tral portion of Michigan, keep sheep on lan i wort b fr m $30 to #60 t 
and in order to make the bt isiness profitable we must have adequat 
tection aga Australia and other countries, whe re a rentai of a nt an 
acre is paid. [am paying— 
Mr. Rumsey is a dealer as well as a grower— 
from 8 to 1¢ cents a pound for wool, a ‘aus i r 8 
to be admi i free « fduty. I knowthe Democrats le that w 
down under tl icKkh The reason is that the price o 
clined the werd o er. Still, two years ago I bought wool from 
of Michiga r from 22 to28 cents a pound; one year ago from 1 
a pound; and this year from 8 to 17 cents, according to quality 
ness We al wn to free-wool price this r. or l ) 3 
the ; tinty that before this y« p can so 
com} t world’s supp iy 
Mi ta XCe} 
rm) 1444 f iY \ } 
Che little village of Saline, Mich., bea il for situatic 
one of the headquarters for breeders of stud ocks of merino 
sheep. At ¢ hi vO an lL at the Miel igan ut a iocal ta 
the Saline sheep have won a large share of the pri ; an 
names of » Shaws, the Hoyts, the Smitl s Woo 
Crittende ff Parsons are known whe Ve nt un 
merino she raised, and several of thes ‘ 
trade in Aus ia. Prior to the el ionof i892 sheep 
ing we. or from $10 to $40 a head, with o ) b 
much | r price for exception il stock. The 1 itat 
and settled conviction that wool was ( to g 
list has 1 d the sheep-raising business. 
Mr. Benjamin N. Smith furnishes an ¢ iple ol 
condition « affairs in the case o Mr. J ip S. Wood )- 
re lel ide repu 10 \ Wood d ded to 
up t 1 the busin Lich l 1 l. 
He d that cost g LO ‘ | ad 
oeen ¢ r'é ( | ed evel represen h L ¢ 
4 =I) .. Tonfl . 4 
f tl ost skillful 1 individu ) 
of ‘eed. on, h Le rood flock Lon e 
4 + ly ? } 5 | 
enougn to stoeceK 1e pla I VV ood Oo ) 
t ctio could not 2 a, bid em. h | 
them pri le, the owner resolved to fatten ll 
t l ( This he did, and March h l th 
le O ( l+ cents poun or abo i ) ( | In 
four sheep that had been paying property i) 
dropped in vi oO $1.50. 
ring st winter Mr. a rood sold at 50 cents a head 
Du in ist win M \ W l so a i 
number of sheep that six months previous would have 1 


brought from $10 to $15 for the Texas or the Western trade. 
With wool from six to ten cents a pound, less than one- rter 
of the usual number of lambs are being raised this year. Mr. 


Wood writes that if wool is to go on the fre » list, Michigan 
farmers must kill their sheep; for it is useless to 12s to compete 
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with Australia and South Africa, where land is cheap and labor 
is a small item. 

The pasturage of asheep in Michigan is worth 2 cents per head 
per week for six months in the year; and 5 cents per head per 
week for the other six months, making $1.82 a year. It salies 
an extra good grade of flock to average 10 pounds of wool toa 
sheep, and at present prices these 10 pounds are worth between 
seventy and ninety cents. Thus there is a loss of over 50 per 
centon raising wool; and this means simply a slaughter of the 
sheep. 

Mr. H. D. Platt, of Ypsilanti, a man of wide experience in all 
that pertains to farming, gives his experience with Shropshire- 
down ewes, which he keeps for their wool and to fit their in- 
crease while lambs for market. The sales of wool and lambs for 
the past three years are given as a demonstration of the effect 
of free wool on the business of the farmers of Michigan. In 1892 
Mr. Plitt sold his wool unwashed for 26 cents a pound and the 
lambs for 6 cents a pound. In 1893 he sold his wool for 22 cents 
a pound toa free trader who sold it later in the season for 15 
cents. The lambs sold for 5 cents a pound. In 1894 he sold his 
wool for 14 cents and his lambs for 4 cents. 

These figures show that since the cry of free wool has been 
raised the price of wool, as well as the price of the best mut- 
ton (lamb), has decreased, and if the threat of free wool is ful- 
filled the flock-masters of the Northwest will have to go out of 
business. 

When the McKinley bill became a law the woolgrowers of 
Michigan expected to have at least a living chance with the man- 
ufacturers, but with free wool and protected woolens there is 
nothing but the ruination of the wool industry, and this will in 
turn affect every farmer in the State. 

Even the expectation of free wool his quite wiped out a ma- 
jority of the flocks of fine-wool sheep. Mr. J. Evarts Smith, 
the treasurer of the Michigan Merino Sheep Breeders’ Associa- 
tion, states that he has a flock of thoroughbred merinos which 
he started about thirty years ago by the purchase of fifty-eight 
ewes, for which he paid $30 each. He has given his best efforts 
to the improvement of his flock by judicious selections of males, 
for which he has paid hundreds of dollars. Previous to the 
last election he was doing a good business in supplying the ranch- 
men of the West with the means to improve their flocks, and 
was building up agood trade with Australiaand South America. 
Since last November trade has been at a standstill. Wool, un- 
washed, is worth but from 7 to 10 cents a pound; and this the 
Democrats say is raw material. 

Every fine-wool sheep in Michigan to-day is being kept at an 
absolute loss, and it is only the disinclination to sacrifice what 
it has cost so many years to perfect that has spared any of the 
flocks, 

** Last fall,’ Mr. Smith continues, ‘‘I sold about one hundred 
ewes for 80 cents each, that would have sold readily a few years 
ago for $25 each. I have saved a few for ‘seed,’ and my course 
is what nearly every breeder of my acquaintance has taken. I 
write as a breeder of a stud flock, but what I say will apply in 
some degre» to every man who owns a flock.” 

Mr. President, I shall support the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas, as well as any other amendment which 
will tend to the protection of this great industry. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. Quay], 
who I understand is going to take the floor, has kindly yielded 
five minutes of his time to me for the purpose of making a state- 
ment that I wish to make. 

On Friday last the question arose in the Senate whether it 
had been customary, when the Senate was by unanimous consent 
acting under the tive-minutes rule, to move to strike out the 
last word in order to getan opportunity to speak an additional 
five minutes. During the discussion that day the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] used the following language: 

‘he rules of the Senate are construed by its immemorialusage. The five- 
minutes rule, as it is called, has been in force in some form or other in this 
body as applied to the Calendar for forty years. During that time it has 
been the invariable custom of Senators to make a motion to strike out the 
last word and treat that asan amendment for this purpose. No experienced 
Democratic Senator sits here wbo has not done it, I presume, twenty times 
in his life. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] added: 

Always 

On the following day the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
used the following language: 

The plan of moving to strike out the first or the last word in a clause in 
order to gain an additional five minutes for debate has been resorted to over 
and over again, as Senators on the other side of the Chamber know, and it 
an eevee been objected to. Our power to extend debate is almost un- 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] said: 


I wish to say that the agreement under which we are proceeding was en- 
tered into yesterday in my absence, but I shall endeavor to keep it in letter 
and spirit. I know, and so does every Senator on either side of the Chamber 
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know, that ever since Ihave been in the Senate it has been customary for 
Senators on both sides, who were not satisfied with having oo for five 
minutes on any amendment,to move another merely formal amendment, 
for the purpose of extending their remarks five minutes more. That hag 
come to be the practice in regard to this Tole, pnd Senators who complain 
about it know that itis so as well asIdo. The Senator roms Cane De. SHER- 
MAN] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] have stated thls morning 
— during their long service in the Senate that had been the universal cus- 

Mr. President, having been here for nine years and not having 
remembered to have ever heard the motion made, I consulted 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who is an exper- 
ienced man and has been here for seventeen years. He said he 
had no recollection of ever having heard the motion made. [| 
then consulted the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST]. He said 
he had never heard the motion made, though it might have been 
done. Iconsulted a Republican Senator of long experience, 
and a very prominent one on the other side of the Chamber, 
and he made the same statement to me. 

I had a conference with our Journal clerk, Mr. Spencer. He 
said it might have been done in the morning hour under the 
five-minutes rule or On an appropriation bill where an order had 
been made to act under the five-minutes rule. He would not 
say that it had; he thought possibly it had; but never had it 
been done within his knowledge where the Senxte was acting 
under the five-minutes rule by unanimous consent. 

I then, last Saturday, went to the librarian, Mr. Church, and 
the assistant librarian, Mr. Baker, and talked with them in 
regard to it, and I ask the Secretary to read the statements that 
they make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statements will be read if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
SENATE LIBRARY, CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. C., June 11, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: I have examined with as much care as I could in the limited 
time given me both the Journal and the REcoRD from the Forty-ninth to 
the Fifty-second Congress, inclusive, for precedents (both under the Anthony 
rule in the morning hour and under orders of the Senate as to the five-min- 
ute rule) for striking out the last word in an item or bill. I have not been 
able thus far to find any such precedent, although it is possible that I may 
have overlooked them. The nearest approach to it is where Senator Plumb, 
in the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, made a motion (after 
the adoption, by order of the Senate, of the fivé-minute rule) to strike outa 
whole paragraph of anappropriation bill, which wasdebated,. (See RECORD, 
second session Fifty-second Congress, page 3301.) 

I have made my examination of your question as thorough as possible in 
the short time allowed me, and can only say that if any such precedent ex- 
ists it has escaped my notice. 

Very truly, yours, 
ALONZO W. CHURCH, 
Senate Librarian. 


Hon. J. H. BERRY, 
United States Senate, 


SENATE LIBRARY, CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. U., June 11, 1894. 


DEAR SiR: In compliance with your request, I have examined carefully 
the Senate Journal from the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress to the 
Fifty-second Congress, which covers a period of about eight years, and I have 
failed to find a precedent to strike out the ‘last word” of a billor amend- 


ment, when the bill was being debated under the five-minute rule. 
Most respectfully, 
JAMES M. BAKER, 


Assistant Librarian. 

Hon. JAMES H. BERRY, 

Senate Chamber. 

Mr. BERRY. I will only add that I requested them to go 
back to the Forty-ninth Congress, because that was the Congress 
when I first came here. 

Now, I do not say that no precedentexists. Precedents may 
be found, but I have failed to find them. I simply put this in 
for the purpose of stating that I did not at the time remember 
such a precedent, and I wanted to show that there are able and 
experienced Senators here who have been here longer than I, 
and that they are equally ignorant of suchacustom, if ever such 
a custom has existed. I simply wanted to put in the Recorp 
these statements, and I have no comments to make. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will pardon 
me one moment, I merely wish to say that the question of strik- 
ing out the last word has nothing to do with it. Itis the ques- 
tion of moving an informal amendment, an amendment pro forma 


for the purpose of debate. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Pennsylvania will al- 
low me a moment, I wish to state that after consulting the con- 
venience of Senators so far asI could I have ascertained that a 
number of Senators desire to speak on the wool question to-day; 
and I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to-mvrrow 
morning, not interfering with other public business, to take the 
floor upon the question. 

Mr. QUAY addressed the Senate. After having spoken one 
hour and twenty-five minutes, 

Mr. HOARsaid: Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsy]\ ania 
yields to me for a moment. I see the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
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MILs] is now in charge of the bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate go back, and that coal be put on the free 





list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HUNTON in the chair). Is 
there objection? 
Mr. MILLS. 

the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. 
on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I have nothing to do with putting coal on the 
free list in the bill until it is reached, and of course it has not 
been reached. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the coal schedule 
be now taken up, and that coal be placed on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his request for the 
present ? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, [ ask unanimous consent, as the 
Senator from Texas is now in charge of the bill, and believing 
that he is not very much in love with it, that the billand amend- 
ments be laid on the table. 

Mr.CULLOM. It may be laid on the table without his con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid on the table. 
[s there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I shall proceed with my remarks, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will theSenator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to me to make a motion? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam afraid that that motion may occasion some 
little controversy. [Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from 
moves that the pending bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas ana nays were ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. DoT! understord the motion is withdrawn? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; itis not withdrawn. The 
question is on the motion to indefinitely postpone, and I ask that 
the roll may be called upon it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. MCLAURIN]. 
he is not present in the Chamber I[ withhold my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). {fam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey |Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea”’ and I presume he would vote 
“nae” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called]. 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
were present I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]; otherwise | 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the same transfer of pairs that was 
made on the last vote, and transfer my pair with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a. GALLINGER], which will allow the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MILLS. My pair with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] having been transferred, I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina[Mr. BUTLER],and make this announcement for the 
day. If the Senator from South Carolina were present I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
has been called from the Senate Chamber to attend to some de- 

artmental business, not anticipating that any vote would be 

aken on any partof the bill. I promised that Senator, however, 

to pair with him in case a vote should be taken. I therefore 
withhold my vote. If the Senator from Tennessee were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. ROACH], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 


I do not think that coal has been reached yetin 


I ask unanimous consent that coal be now placed 


[ move that the pending bill be 


Orevon 


I have a general 
As 


[am paired with 
If he 


| object to its being withdrawn. | 
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Mr. PASCO. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] has been called from the Chamber, and I desire toannounce 
that he is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. RAw- 
LEY}. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN], which will enable the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
DIXON] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr.DIXON. Thatarrangement is agreeable to me, and under 
it lam permitted to vote. I vote ‘*‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). Thesenior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] was paired for the day 
with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], but the Sén- 
ator from Nevada has now come into the Chamber and has voted. 
Therefore I resume my pair, which I have generally with the 
Senator from Maryland, and will withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The vote of the Senator from 
Maine will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, as I observe it will make no dif- 
ference in the result, notwithstanding my pair I will let my 
vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; 





as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Power, 
Chandler, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Mitcheli, Oregon Squire, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Vashburn. 
Dolph, Lodge, Platt, 
NAYS—34. 

Allen, Coke, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Berry, Daniel, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gardon, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 

| Brice, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 

| Caffery. Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cali, Jarvis, Pasco, White 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Irby, Quay, 
Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, Roach, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Harris, Morgan, Smith, § 
Carey, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Dubois, Higgins, Patton, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Hill, Proctor, Wolcott 


yield to me for fifteen minutes? 


If he | 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
I wish to leave the city this 
earns and I desire to make some remarks on the pending 
vill. 

Mr. QUAY. Under the circumstances I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the Senate has disposed 
of about all the items in this bill which are produced by the 
farmer, and what is the result? The duty on live animals is re- 
duced to 20 per cent ad valorem; buckwheat, wheat, rye, corn, 


| oats, oatmeal, corn meal, eggs, broom corn and many other farm 


products are practically on the free list, and the duty on barley 
is so much reduced that at least 10,000,000 bushels will be im- 
ported as against less than 2,000,000 last year. 

ree eggs will bring in from sixteen to twenty million dozens 
as against a little over 1,000,000 last year. In fact, the market 
for $15,000,000 worth of farm products is thus turned over to 
Canada and taken away from the American farmer. Sixteen 
million dozen of eggs thrown upon the market of the United 
States will break the price and eggs will decline several cents 
a dozen. 

Last week three car loads of South Dakota butter and eggs 
were shipped to this city, a thing that can not be repeated if 
this bill passes, for the nearer Canadian farmer will have this 
market. With free corn the starch makers of New York will 
import their corn from the Argentine Republic, and within one 
yearafter this bill passes corn from South America by the cargo 
will be sold in New York, for the freight per bushel from the 
Argentine Republic is less than half the rate per bushel from 
Dakota or Nebraska, and the farmers of Dakota and Nebraska 
wiil be buying protected starch made of South American corn. 
It will not do to say we export corn and it can not come here 
from other countries. We export vast quantities of cotton, and 
I presume few people know that 43,000,000 pounds, valued at 

| $4,680,000 was imported last year; yet such is the case. Of this 
cotton 28,000,000 pounds came from Egypt and is long, fine, staple; 
| yetevery pound of it could be raised in North and South Carolina 
| if a duty was placed upon it sufficient to compensate for the dif- 
| ference in wages. Why do you not put a,duty on cotton and 


6158 


save this market to our own people? The sugar bounty is re- 
vealed, giving the death blow to the budding industry in Ne- 
raska and Dakota, which would have soon given employment 
to thousand 
A duty has been placed upon raw sugar of 1¢ cents a pound, 
which equals a tax on the people of South Dakota of 874 cents 
per capita, as cach person consumes 70 pounds of sugar per year, 
making a total tax of $350,000 per annum upon the 400,000 peo- 
ple who reside within her borders; and an additional tax of 424 
cents on each 100 pounds of refined sugar, which is a direct do- 
nation to the trus 
of $140,000 on the 400,000 people who reside in South Dakota as 

a direct contribution, per year, to the sugar trust. 
Nebraska is 1,050,000, and their contribu- 


of people in those States. 


The population of 
tion will be a tax of 874 cents per capita, or $875,000 on the 


1,009,000 people who reside in that State, which goes into the | 
treasury of the Government, and 324 cents per capita on refined | 


levied for the 


sugar, benefit of the trust, or 
from her 1,000,000 people. 

{ take these two States as examples, because the two Populist 
in this body assisted in doing all this, and I want to 
rive them a chance to explain to the people why they did it. 

A Populist farmer with a family of five would pay $1.60 per 


325,000 per annum 


Senator 


year to the trust, just four bushels of wheat at40 cents a bushel. | 
{ imagine I see a Nebraska or Dakota Populist farmer, filled | 


with joy, hitching up his team and starting to market with 
four bushels of wheat, selling it for 40 cents a bushel, and send- 
ing the money to the sugar trust as his contribution to help 
maintain the gang of vampires that have hung around this Cap- 
itol for the past five months, disgracing the nation. With what 
elastic step and swelling heart filled with joy, will this farmer 
return home with an empty wagon and an empty pocket to bless 
God in his prayers that he has had the privilege of sending a 
Populist to the United States Senate who. has assisted by his 
vote in conferring upon him and the people of his State the 
b'essed chance to make this contribution. I hope the Populists 
of my State will not take this too much to heart, for this bill 
places lumber on the free list, and it is said millions will be 
saved to the people by having their lumber free. 
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| in South Dakota or Nebraska. 


| rail prevents them from importing wire. 
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JUNE 12, 
east side of Lakes Huron and Superior, sawing lumber for tho 
American market. After the passage of the act of 1890 these 
mills were closed and the logs sent to the United States and 
made into lumber. The only thing, then, free lumber will do js 
tosurrender part of our market and transfer the sawing of Cana 
dian logs to the Canadian side of these lakes, depriving Ameri- 
cans of the employment and giving their places to Canadian 
workmen. 

All this talk about free lumber is demagogy, so far as it 
relates to Dakota and Nebraska; but it can do no harm, as ou 
farmers are too intelligent to be fooled all of the time. I chal- 
lenge anyone to show how free lumber will cheapen that arti 
It may cheapen it a little in 
New England, but I doubt it. 

With free lumber disposed of, what has the farmer in this bi 
You say, free barbed wire. This again is adelusion anda fraud 
Dakota and Nebraska are too far inland, and the long haul by 
Our barbed wire com 
from Illinois and Missouri, and it is worth at the factory to-d: 
14 cents per pound. Free wire will not cheapen this article j 
these States, but it will allow German wire to reach our seaports 
in some cases, and take partof our market away from the Amev- 


| ican manufacturer, and part of the chance to earn a living away 


from the American laborer. 

There is one more point, and that is the advantage the su 
gar trust derives from this bill over the McKinley bill, a point 
that has not been heretofore made. The sugar trust refines raw 
sugar, and their factories are in the cities along the coast. Su 
gar made from beets is refined by the factory that makes it. If 
the bounty was not repealed, before ten years Nebraska and Da- 
kota would produce all the sugar used in this country and there 
would be no further use for the refineries or the trust, and their 
property would be valueless. Therefore the trust is intereste 
in preventing the growth of the beet-sugar industry in this 
country; is interested in preventing the United States from rais- 
ing itsown sugar. To repeal the bounty is of no small import 
ance to the trust, for if the bounty should continue and thus the 
sugar industry continue to grow year by year, the refineries 
owned by the trust would have less to do and finally be closed alto- 


Mr. President, free lumber will not cheapen that article in 
South Dakota or Nebraska one farthing. The lumber for Ne- 
broaska and South Dakota comes from three sources: siding, 
shingles, and high grades of light lumber from Oregon and 
Washington, sawed along the bays and rivers which skirt the 
Pacifie coast in those States. Will this lumber be cheapened 
any by taking off the duty? Not one penny. And the conclu- 
sive proof that it will not be cheaper is in the fact that millions 
of feet of lumber are shipped each year from Puget Sound to 
Asia, Australia, South and Central America, and the ships that 
carry this lumber come through British America, through the 
Straits of Juan de Fuca to reach the United States to get their 
loads. 

If lumber was cheaper in British America these ships would 
load there instead of coming to the United States, but the fact 


gether. In fact the discriminating duty now levied for the ben 
efit of the trust of 324 cents for every person, if paid in cash to 
the farmers as a bounty on beet sugar, would soon make the 
United States independent of the world as far as a supply of su 
gar is concerned. 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken alto- 
gether two hours and forty minutes— 

Mr.POWER said: Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me? 

Mr. QUAY. 
from Montana. 


[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire after itshall have 
been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOAR. [I think this very important debate should be 
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I have no objection to yielding to the Senator 
I feei a little exhausted. 


Sear 


ee 


| 
Hi 
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of the matter is American enterprise has made lumber cheaper 
in the United States than in British America in spite of the fact 
that under the present law there is a duty of $2 per thousand. | 
saw one hundred ships loading lumber for these foreign coun- 
tries in Puget Sound last summer, and when I crossed the line 
into British Columbia I found boundless forests on every hand. 

Logs are admitted free under the present law and are sawed 
in American mills, furnishing labor for American workmen. 
Asfar, then, as Washington and Oregon are concerned, free lum- 
ber will not cheapen the article 1 cent, but it will transfer the 
industry of manufacturing a portion of it to a foreign country. 

Nebraska and Dakota get considerable flooring and finishing 
lumber from the forests of the South. No one pretends this 
Southern lumber will be cheaper. 

Most of the lumber used in Dakota and Nebraska comes from 
Northern Minnesota and Wisconsin, and this lumber will not be 
cheaper if you admit lumber free of duty. The only Canadian 
lumber that can compete with it is along the east shore of Lake 
Superior and the east shore of Lake Huron, over 300 miles fur- 
ther from Dakota or Nebraska than the forests of Wisconsin 
or Minnesota; therefore, the difference in the cost of transpor- 
tation prevents the Canadian lumberfrom competing; but I will 
grant, for the purpose or argument, that the tranportation cost 
will be the same from Canadaand Wisconsin, or, in other words, 
that the Canadian lumber is as near Dakotaand Nebraska as 
the Wisconsin and Minnesota lumber. Even then free lumber 
will not reduce the price, for logs come in free now and are 
rafted across the lakes and sawed in the American mills, and the 
cost of bringing them across the lakes in rafts of logs is no 
greater than it would be to raft the manufactured lumber to this 
country. 

When the McKinley bill passed there were many mills on the 


listened to by the Senate. I suggest that there is no quorum 
present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts suggests the want of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allison, Dixon, 


Berry, Dolph, 
Blackburn, Dubois, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, 
Brice, Gordon, 


Caffery, Hale, 

Call, Harris, 
Cameron, Hoar, 
Cockrell, Hunton, 
Coke, Jarvis, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. 


Daniel, Kyle, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present, 
Senator from Montana will proceed. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, representing one of the States 
very largely interested in woolgrowing, I conceive it to be my 
duty to present a number of important facts concerning this 
industry, to which I respectfully invite attention of the Senate. 
Inasmuch as the industry of sheep-raising is not confined to 
any one section of the country, but is pursued toa greater or 
lesser extent in every locality, the great community of inter- 
est demands most careful treatment of the subject, and a thor- 
ough understanding of the important issues involved in fixing 
tariff rates upon the American wool produet. 

In 1893, after the second election of President Cleveland, great 
anxiety followed to those interested in producing wool, which 


McLaurin, 
Martin, 
Malls, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
2asco, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Pugh, 


Forty-six Senators having an- 
The 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 
White. 
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in many cases developed into a panic. Flocks were sacrificed, 
the value of the wool clip was cut in two, the price obtainable 
for sheep was lessthan half,and the woolgrower seemed doomed 
to bankruptcy and ruin. Whether these fears are groundless, or 
whether their dire anticipation has had only too sure a founda- 
tion, remains for this Congress to determine. 

Can there be a greater contrast than that afforded by the con- 
dition of affairs during the three previous years under the pro- 
teetive system? Not only the threes years previous, but protec- 
tion and prosperity seem always to have gone hand in hand. 

THE FIRST IMPETUS TO WOOL GROWING. 

The first protection to woolgrowing of any importance was in 
1867, under which this industry made rapid and continued ad- 
vancement. From 1880 to1883, with protective duties, the num- 
ber of sheep increased 12 percent. In 1883 Congress unwisely 
reduced the wool tariff some 2 cents per pound, which reduction 


was 6 per cent in the number of sheep. In 1888, with adequate 


tariff protection, the sheep industry prospered, the increase of | 
years up to 1893 being extraordinary, reaching 184 | 


the last three 
per cent, showing our capacity for woolgrowing, which in a few 
years would have enabled us to produce the quantity of wool 
needed and, according to the leading authorities on wool, there 
is no quality of foreign wool that can not be raised in this coun- 
try. 
been abandoned, is because we can not produce them as cheaply 
as foreign countries. 

The Australian Merino wool, which was quoted recently as not 


cording to Judge Lawrence, (one of the best authorities on this 
subject in the country) an American wool, bred from American 
sheep and their descendants, and chiefly exported by Albert 
Chapman and others from Vermont to Australia. He says: 






Our best clothing goods are made from wools embraced in the McKinley 
tariif law as class | (Mer etc.) and class 2 (Southdown, Cotswold, Shrop 
shi etc.) and unsurpassed in quality. 


Mr. Lawrence further asserts that ‘‘ thereare no foreign wools 
essential to the production of our fine fabrics, as our wools com- 
pare very favorably with those of the foreign product.” 

Mr. Charles Fletcher, of the Providence Worsted Mills, ina 
letter dated l'ebruary 18, 1890, to the Boston Home Market Club, 
said: 

The talk of mixing Australian wool to make goods required for this mar 
ket is all nonsense, as Australian wools are only used here largely when 
they are cheaper than domestic wools. 

In 1851, at the World’s Exhibition in London, four prize med- 
als were awarded to American sheep, and at the International 
Exhibition of 1863, at Hamburg, where all the finest flocks were 
represented, two first-class prizes were awarded to Merino sheep 
from Vermont. 


The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- | 


nant ‘} Presiden Clevelar s irs a ini ic e » | : . . 
ment under President Cleveland's first administration, refer | fessedly raw material, subject to subsequent manufacture, speci- 


ring to the quality of American wool, in his wool report of 1887, 
page 30, Says: 

Itis the current popular opinion that English and Australian wool sur- 
pass American in quality. But the reverse is true; American wool and 
American manufactures excel those of the rest of the world. 


In the face of this unequaled prosperity, why strive to change 


. * | 
and force upon the country a policy that has always proved dis- | 


astrous to this important branch of industry! 
TARIFF REFORMERS LIKE TO KICK A SHEEP. 


It has been said that if there is anything a tariff reformer | 


hates, it is wool. We have also heard of the free-trade states- 


man who would climb overa fence, when he sees a sheep, to kick | 
Unfortunately that feeling against the sheep and its prod- | 


it. 
uct seems not to be confined toa few statesmen. 
Democratic party appears inclined that way. 

It must be that a prejudice exists against this industry, since 
in no other way can we account forthis constant desire to legis- 
late to its injury. 
bear the burden. 


The entire 


WHY NOT PROTECT WOOL? 


Iron is protected, sugar and rice are protected, all manufac- 


tured goods are protected, and properlyso. Whynotwool? The 
principle may be sacrificed on every other article, but never on 
wool. Why is this? The woolgrower demands a reason. He 


he is obliged to pay protective duties on everything else he uses. 


Does it not employ enough labor? Does it not sufficiently add 
to the revenue of the country? Is it a commodity that we can 
readily dispense with? Is it an industry that can be experi- 
mented with free fromdetriment? Why seize upon this one ar- 
ticle of home production and home consumption to illustrate an 
illusive theory? Is it because wool is principally a product of 
the West, and, therefore, like silver, doomed to destruction? 
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prevailed for seven years, and during this period the decrease | 





The only reason why the production of certain grades has | 


° . . ° ao a e | chaarea > , 
being produced here on account of climatie conditions, is, ac- | sheared, the wool uC 
| ment it will be found that the expenditure of lal 


; even to that stage, is a very large per cent of the value o 


| per ton. 


It always seems to be the one singled out to | 


ay u | evitably follow. 
[snot wool of sufficient importance to be taken under the mother | 
wing and cared for as she cares for the rest of her flock? | 
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Are we to permit ourselves to legislate for sections or sec- 
tional interests, rather than for the whole country? The 
people of the West are broad enough and generous enough to 
want protection for all home products-whether raised in the 
South, in the East, or the West. They do not manufacture to 
any great extent, but are willing that the manufacturers of the 
South and East should be protected, because it is equitable and 
just. Protection for all home industries or fornone would seem 
more just than this singling out of the products of certain sec- 
tions. 

As a class, the people of the West are above the pettiness of 
sectional jealousy, and while loyal to their own section, as the por- 
tion given over to their care and energies are, above all, Améri- 
can citizens, and as such devoted to whatever promotes the 
happiness and prosperity of the whole nation. 


LASSED AS “RAW MATERIAL.’ IT IS 
FINISHED PRODUCT. 


LD NOT BE ¢ rHE 


FARM 


[ venture the contention that notwithstanding the gener: 
classification of wool as raw material, any product of which 
labor forms so great a partis not, and should not be considered 


|} raw material. 


To the manufacturer, wool may be raw material—so to the 
tailor may be the cloth—his finished product being the gar- 


ment, and the finished product of the manufacturer, the cloth. 
What is the finished product of the sheep grower? Is it not 


| the clip? 


The sheep have been cared for, herded at 
js yh = li } . 
baled,and when loaded in ca 


expense 





for shin- 


or and money, 





clip. The commission man, or manufacturer, receives, pays 
freight, stores, grades and possibly scours. This 
further xpenditure of labor and money, and the 
sary top..t the wool in the market in this country 


requires still 
outlay neces 


is estimats 


| as being 70 per cent of the value of the clip. 


Take iron, for instance. The raw material is the ore in the 
mines. When this ore has been extracted and run into pigs 


j and bars it passes from the raw into the partly manufactured 


state, after which it is forged into various other shapes. iron 
ore, including manganiferous iron ore and also the dross resid- 
uum from burnt pyrites, is protected to the extent of 40 cents 
[ron in pigs, etc., has 224 per cent ad valorem protec- 
tion; wrought and cast scrap iron, etc., has $4 per ton protec- 


| tion; iron slabs, blooms, etc., are protected at 25 per cent ad va 


lorem; beams, girders, etc., at six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 


| and so on all the way through the iron and steel schedules pro- 


tection is given for what is really greater ‘raw material” than 


| wool. 


Other ores, clearly raw material, enjoy a certain rate of pro- 
tection, and the same may be said of almost every other con- 


fied in the bill, including sugar and rice, while wooi, in the 
production of which the entire country is more or less interested, 
is placed on the free list and put aside as ‘‘accursed.” By what 
character of reasoning can this cruel discrimination be recon- 
ciled? Why should wool be classified as ‘‘raw material,” en- 
titled to no protection, when every other species of raw materia! 
is protected, to a greater or lesser extent, from foreign compe- 
tition? 

WOOL IS A LEGITIMATE SUBJECT OF REVENTE. 

Is not wool a legitimate subject of revenue, if a tariff is to be 
shaped upon lines of tariff for revenue only? Have we not 
hitherto collected hundreds of millions of revenue from wool 
importations, and why is it that this source of revenue is now 
to be cut off and the deficit occasionedcsthereby made up largely 
from taxation of other material confessedly entirely ‘‘ raw,” un- 
less it be that the policy of the present Administration is shaped 
understandingly in the interests of foreign wool producers and 
with the view to surrender our markets to their competition. 

THE WARNING OF JAMES G. BLAINE. 

True, such apolicy must necessarily destroy our own sheep- 
growing industry and confiscate practically for the benefit of 
Great Britain the four hundred millions and more of American 


: : 46 | investment in this enterprise, not to mention the shrinkage of 
has a right to know why his product should be made free, while | 


value in all the properties appertaining thereto, which must in- 
This is ‘‘free trade” with a vengeance, and 
recalls the homily of America’s great statesman, James G. 

laine, whose lips, now silent in the tomb, never uttered wiser 
or more prophetic words nor drew a more significant picture of 
the situation than when he said: 

Ilove my country and my countrymen. 1am an American, and I re 
every day of my lifethatIam. Llenjoythe general prosperity of mycountry, 
and I know that the workingmen of this land are the best paid, the best fed, 
and the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the earth. Manyof them 
have homesoftheirown. They aresurrounded by all the comforts and many 
of the luxuries of life. I shudder, however, 


ice 


thought that the time 


at the 
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must come when all this wili be changed, when the general prosperity of the 
country will be destroyed, when the great body of workingmen in this land, 
who are now so prosperous, will hear their wives and children cry for bread; 
that the day must come when the great factories and manufactories of this 
land will shut down, and where is now life and activity there will be the 
silence of the tomb. And the reason why this must be is this: 

The great Southern wing of the Democratic party is determined to estab- 
lish the doctrine of free trade in this land. They will be assisted by their 
Northern allies. There is a great body of visionary but educated men who 
are employed day by day in writing free-trade essays and arguments in fa- 
vor of the doctrine, which find their way to every newspaper in this land. 
The great body of our people have never experienced themselves the suffer- 
ings which alwaysresult when the protective principles are laid aside. Poi- 
soned and excited by the wild statements of these writers and the demagogic 
appeals of the Democratic speakers, the result will be that in the very near 
future these forces which are now working will be strong enough to defeat 
atthe polls the party advocating the doctrine of protection. It must inevi- 
tably follow that uncertainty and doubt will ensue. 

The business men of the country, fearing the destruction of the principles 
of protection, will declineto engage in business, consequently mills will shut 
down and the workingmen willbe thrown out of employment. The people 
willthen see, as they have never seen before, that they can not be prosperous 
and have work while this principle is threatened. In the midstof their suf- 
ferings they will learn that the 7 way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to vote for the party that has built up the industries by which they have 
gained a livelihood; becausethey will then see clearly that when the manu- 
factory is shut down there is no demand for the only thing which tXey have 
to sell, and that is their labor. 


THE WALKER TARIFF OF 1846 A FAILURE. 

The history of free trade and inadequate protection is not one 
that we should be anxious to have repeat itself. We have no 
record of any prosperous times in this country under either. 

The Walker tariff of 1846 was confessedly not a success. The 
revenue during its operations fell short of the expenditures 
about $70,000,000. Under the Walker tariff the making of broad- 
cloth, in which the United States had been very successful, had 
to beabandoned. Whole flocks of fine-wool sheep were rendered 
valueless, except where they could be cross-bred into coarse- 
wooled flocks. 

WHAT PRESIDENT BUCHANAN AND HORACE GREELEY SAID. 

That the country did not suffer more seriously at that time 
was due partly to the discovery of the gold mines in California 
(which yielded the country about $290,000,000) and partly to the 
Mexican and European wars, which, for a time, created an un- 
usual demand for our products. In 1856, when peace was again 
established in Europe, giving their people the opportunity to 
attend to their home productions, our prosperity suddenly col- 
lapsed,and the condition of the country is very forcibly de- 
scribed by President Buchanan in his message of December 8, 
1857. He said: 

In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions, and in all the 
elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures ge our pub- 
lic works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, 
and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced 
to want. 

Horace Greeley, commenting upon the state of affairs about 
that time, said: 

The making of roads is stopped, factories are closed, and homes and shops 
are no longer being built. Factory hands, roadmakers, carpenters, brick- 
layers, and laborers are idle, and paralysis is rapidly embracing every pur- 
suit in this country. The cause of this —oneene of circulation is to be found 
in the steady outfiow of gold to pay foreign balances for the cloth, the shoes, 


the fron, and other things that could be produced by American labor, but 
which can not be produced by our present revenue system. 


[ ask, are we not, by the proposed legislation, forcing a simi- 
lar condition of things? While with free trade, European goods 
would flood our markets, and for a time perhaps lower prices 
prevail, is it reasonable to —_e that with our checked pro- 
duction, and the market absolutely in the hands of those only 
interested in getting all possible out of it, these low prices 
would continue? With little or no competition from our pro- 
ducers, the control of our market passes out of our hands and 
leaves us at the mercy of the foreign producer. Besides, what 
advantage can it be to the poor man to find prices reduced on 
articles, imported or otherwise, if his wages are ee 
reduced? Will he be any nearer to the purchase of his ‘little 
square of carpet”? 

WHAT MAKES BUSINESS PROSPER. 

The prosperity of the wage-earner means the prosperity of 
all business. It is the circulation of money in the hands of the 
wage-earners that makes business prosperous. Under er: 
tion, the working people of this country are better clothed, 
better fed, and far better educated than the people of any coun- 
try on the globe. With the wages paid for labor during the 
past ten years in this country, the workingman could purchase, 
at prices charged for clothing more and better goods than could 
the foreign laborer even at the low prices said to prevail there. 

Yet we are told that it is in the interest of the poor man that 
this change of the tariff is proposed, and particularly to benefit 
him that wool is to come in free. But he must remember that 
foreign sheep, foreign shepherds, foreign manufacturers mean 
for us foreign methods, foreign wages, abandoned farms and 
cla sed factories, 
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THE MENACE OF ENGLAND TO THE AMERICAN WOOL INDUSTRY. 


Should we open our ports to free wool, what chance will our 
producers have in competition with England’s extensive supply, 
costing little for its production; or the product from the Argen- 
tine Republic, where the sheep multiply with such rapidity their 
owners can almost afford to kill them for the hide; or from 
South Africa, where negro labor forms the principal outlay in 
the production, together with the supply from China, with its 
rice-fed cheap labor? It simply means that our products, labor, 
and manner of living must be on a plane with theirs or else we 
must drop down and out. This means to the woolgrower of the 
Westextermination and annihilation of his industry for with his 
climate it would be utterly impossible for him to live in the same 
manner as hiscompetitors. Yetwe propose, without any regard 
for the rights of our people or any idea of justice, to make them 
a this burden, and pass this law which wil! absolutely beggar 
them. 

HAVE THE WOOL GROWERS NO RIGHTS ENTITLED TO RESPECT! 

Have those who engaged in this industry no rights that we 
are bound to respect? The laws passed by one Congress invited 
this enterprise and, relying on this protection,'thousands of our 
people have invested their all. Now, this Congress proposes 
measures which will as surely and effectually destroy this in- 
dustry, lay waste and desolate the homes of those engaged in it, 
especially in the West, as if fire or flood had passed over that 
entire country. We may well hesitate before venturing farther 
in bringing about this radical change. With destitution and 
misery on every side, with riotous uprisings of different kinds, 
following apparently on the changes of the last year, it is a situ- 
ation that demands the most cautious and careful legislation. 
The demand that ‘‘something be done, and at once,” seems a 
popular cry, but it may not give such a measure of relief, after 
all, and result in the changing to a certainty that which is now 
only an impending evil. 

A surplus in the Treasury may have been a grave offense, 
butit is anevil apparently easilyremedied. Weare not, at the 
present time, troubled in that way, nor are we likely to be. We 
now have to contend with a more alarming state of affairs, a 
Treasury with a deficit, a people struggling with poverty and 
wretchedness, and the masses of the unemployed demanding re- 
lief from their impoverished condition. This, unhappily, isnot 
a state or condition of things so easily remedied as was the over- 
flowing Treasury. It is now not how to dispose of a surplus but 
how to meet our obligations. 

In the present disturbed and agitated condition of the masses, 
any legislation that adds to the large number of unemployed 
must be extremely hazardous and fraught with the greatest 
danger to all. 

THIS IS NOT THE TIME FOR EXPERIMENT. 

In my opinion, it is not the time for experiments nor abrupt 
changes. Nosectionalor partisan feeling should influence those 
who, at this important juncture, claim to be striving for the wel- 
fare of the country. If change there must be, let it be gradual, 
bearing in mind that our country’s prosperity and the prosper- 
ity of the whole people are at stake. 

The Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, in his speech of May 5, 1884, 
said: 

As Lhave said, [am in favor of a bill for the reduction of taxes. Where 
this bill departs from its general scheme of merely reducing taxes and seeks 
to enlarge thefree list it bears unevenly and;asI believe, unjustly on some 
of the interests of my own State. To take any one great interest and trans- 
fer it suddenly to the free list is to hold it tributary to all the rest, while 
depriving it of any share in the common protection. Whatever reduction 
is made should be made so gradually as not to wreck, to disturb, or toalarm 
any of our great industries, and this return toward a peace tariff ought to be 
made by even progress on a scale of juStice to all. 

The clause, ‘‘to take any one great interest and transfer it 
suddenly to the free list, is to hold it tributary to all the rest, 
while depriving it of any share in the common protection,” 
seems particularly applicable to the position that wool appears 
to hold in the proposed arrangement of the pe bill. 

It is the ‘‘one great interest,” apparently the only one, in 
which every State and Territory is interested, which is to be 
transferred suddenly to the free list, and which arrangement, 
according to the distinguished author just quoted, “ is to hold it 
tributary to all the rest and deprive it of any share of the com- 
mon protection.” Can we afford toput soimportantan industry 
in this position? Is this ‘‘ making the change so gradual as not 
to wreck or disturb one of our great industries?” 

Besides, this sudden change would be more unfortunate for 
wool than for any other industry. Wool is not a product like 
grain, coal, iron, lumber, and in fact nearly all other products, 
which may be abandoned for a time and on short notice re 
sumed without serious damage. Should free wool force us tc 
discontinue this industry even for a short time it would be abso- 
lutely impossible to retrace our steps and place itin the position 
it now occupies without great outlay of labor and money and the 
loss of much valuable time. 








1894. 





PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S DECLARATIONS. 

Mr. Cleveland, in his letter of acceptance, September 26, 1892, 
states: 

Tariff reform is stillour purpose. Though we oppose the theory that tariff 
laws inay be passed having for their object the granting of discriminating 
anc unfair governmental aid to private ventures, we wage no exterminating 
war ugainst any Ame.ican interests. We believe a readjustment can be ac- 
complished in accordance with the principles we profess without disaster 
or demolition. We believe that the advantages of freerraw material should 
be accorded to our manufacturers, and we contemplate a fair and careful 
distribution of necessary tariff burdens, rather than the precipitation of 
frec trade. 

‘‘A fair and careful distribution of necessary tariff burdens ” 
seems to have been distinctly eliminated from the present bill 
so far as wool is concerned, and there is no question that if the 
present arrangement be carried out it certainly means an ‘‘ ex- 
terminating war on this industry.” 

COMMENT UPON MR. WILSON’S SPEBCHES IN MONTANA. 
DAVID HILGER. 

This quotation from Mr. Cleveland’s letter, regarding his care 
for American industries, and statements made by the Hon. WIL- 
LIAM L. WILSON, when in Montana on his political tour organ- 
izing Democratic clubs, were used by the Democrats of our 
State in the campaign of 1892; and through this representation 
that party held its strength in the woolgrowing districts. The 
following letter from Mr. Hilger, a Democratic nominee for 
the Legislature in the last election, justifies this conclusion, and 
shows the feeling now existing in Montana. I ask that it be 
read by the clerk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

LEWISTOWN, MONT., December 30, 1893. 

DEAR SENATOR: As you are well aware, I am a stanch Democrat, and 
was one of the Democratic candidates upon the Legislative ticket of this 
county at the last election. Further than that, at the time of my candidacy 
I wasinclined to favor free wool, among other reforms which 1 think neces- 
sary in the tariff laws of the United States, and still believe in the main fea- 
tures of the Wilson bill, onprinciple. Nevertheless, as a woolgrower ofthis 


county, and having seen the effects of what has been termed a ‘free wool 
scare’’ upon our business, Iam fearful that the results of free wool, ora 


LETTER FROM MR, 


sudden material reduction of the present tariff, would be very disastrous to | 


the business of this county, as well as to the individuals directly engaged 
in sheep-raising. For this reasonI desire, as a Democrat, to submit to your 
consideration, and for such use as you may be able to make of it, the follow- 
ing statement upon the proposed abolition of the tariff on wool: 

I fully agree with the figures givenin the accompanying petition or re- 
monstrance, and am mainly in accord with the argument of the paper. 
Nevertheless, I believe that I state the position of the Democratic wool- 
growers of this county fairly when I state that they are not in favor of put- 
ting Wool upon the free list immediately, and that none of them ever con- 
templated such a radical measure in the event of Democratic success at the 
last Presidential election. I was firmly of the opinion that the party would 
recognize that an immense industry had been built up throughout the West 
under the fostering influences of tariff legislation and that it would be an 
injustice to place the products of that industry on the free list immediately, 
notwithstanding the party was not responsible in the matter. 

“ I believe it to be the sentiment of the Democratic woolgrowers of the 
county and State that the reduction in the tariff upon any article or prod- 
uct should be gradual, looking to the entire abolition after such time as 
will enable those affected by the reduction to so adjust their business mat- 
ters as to meet the reduction without loss, or with as little loss as possible. 
If the reduction or abolition of the tariff on wool was effected gradually, it 
would enable the woolgrower to adjust matters to meet the reduction, or 
to get out of the business without such harassing losses as would inevita- 
bly follow the total abolition of the tariff as now contemplated by the Wil- 
son bill. 

I would favor such a course, but am very much opposed to the free-wool 
clause as it now stands. 

Very respectfully, DAVID HILGER. 

Hon. T. C. POWER, 

Washington, D. C. 


OF WOOLGROWERS OF FERGUS COUNTY, MONTANA, PROTESTING 


AGAINST FREE WOOL. 
Mr.POWER. The petition referred to in Mr. Hilger’s letter, 


which I will also ask to have read, is signed by various wool- 
growers of Fergus County, Democrats and Republicans alike. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

LEWISTOWN, MONT., December 29, 1893. 

DEAR Sir: We, the undersigned citizens and woolgrowers of Fergus 
County, Mont., beg leave to submit the following statement to your con- 
sideration: 

1. Under the tariff system of the United States, the wool industry has grown 
to great proportions, and has become the main industry of the county, with- 
out which this county in all probability would never have been organized. 

There are owned and ranged in Fergus County upwards of 400,000 shee 
Prior to the last Presidential election there was a ready sale for sheep at 
to $3.50 per head, and the average net value of the wool clip Was about $1.25 
per head. 


PETITION 
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in lands which are wholly unfit for agricultural purposes, because of the fact 
that they are dry and arid, without sufficient water available to make them 
productive; but which are essential to the woolgrower, because of some 
small spring, not sufficient forirrigation, and yet abundant for sheep ranges 

In the next place, owing to our remoteness from railroad connection—at 
least 100 miles to the nearest point—there is no market for agricultural prod 
ucts, except the home market, which is already fully supplied; and even 
this ited market is made largely by the woolgrowers. A further reason 
why agriculture can not flourish here is that the climate is such thatirriga- 
tion is necessary, and the available water supply is entirely inadequate to 
make this a farming country, though sufficient to make it a good sheep 
country. For these reasons, a large part of the investment in lands would 
under free wool, or under such inadequate protection as would forbid our 
competing with foreign growers, be almost, if not quite, a total loss 

IV. A just comparison will show conclusively that it is impossible for the 
woolgrower of Montana to compete successfully with his competitors in 
South Africa, South America, or Australia, under existing conditions’. The 
quality of the ranges, and the rates of wages, freights, and all other ex 
penses are against the Montanagrower and in favor of his rivals. 

V. Wherefore, being well assured that without the protection of an ade- 
quate tariff our chief, almost sole industry, is threatened with extinction; 
and that if wool is placed upon the free list a majority of the woolgrowers 
of this county and State will be forced into insolvency or to retire from the 
business; and believing that wool, which is not a raw material, but is our 
finished product, is as clearly entitled to an effective degree of protection as 
isthe product of the manufacturer of the East, the sugar-raiser of Louisiana, 
or the rice raiser of the Carolinas, we beg leave to remonstrate against the 





| injustice of removing that protection, without which this industry would 


not have been developed in our county and State and without which it can 
not exist, and pray that you, as ourrepresentative in the Senate of the United 
States, will use every legitimate means of resisting any and eyery attempt 
to remove or materially lower the present tariff on wool. 

Very respectfully, 


S. S. HOBSON. G. M. STONE 

E. A. HUSON W. S. PERKINS. 

E. P. CHANDLER. EDGAR A. HAMILTON, 
DR. J. H. WILLIARD. FRED. R. WARREN 
JOS. H. RALSTON. MRS. L. D. JACKSON. 
G. W. COOK. JNO. D. WAITE 
SAM’L. PHILLIPS. L. H. HAMILTON 


Hon. T. C. Power, Washington, D. C. 
STATISTICS OF SHEEP GROWN AND WOOL PRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. POWER. In support of the proposition that woolgrow- 
ing is a national industry in the broadest and most comprehen- 
sive sense of the term, I direct attention to the following 
table, which exhibits the number of sheep and the amount in 
pounds of wool produced in each State and Territory for 1893. 
It will be observed that every State and Territory of our broad 
domain is included in this list,and hence a community of inter- 
est exists touching the wool industry that does not appertain to 
any other industry in the land: 


Table showing number of sheep and pounds of wool produ 
States by States and Territories 


ed in the United 
[Commercial Bulletin, Boston, December 30, 1893.] 


Pounds of 
wool, 1893. 


Number of 
sheep, 1893 


States and Territories. 


Alabama bales 358, 158 1, 432, 632 
a a ae tcl il linia ln ee 580, 879 | 5, 808, 720 
Pedi madende did wieledens Kammetdlddieiaiediece 240, 326 | 1, 682, 282 
I ois isn't oan dadwe 4, 124, 376 











Colorado oat aks ‘ ; ; 1, 231, 484 
Ce irinacinnceanededacereaneme 2,479 | 
Dakota, North_.. 7" aa es 390, 400 | , 342, 
Dakota, South abate ao < eae 824, 000 1, 944, 000 
| Delaware. ............ sis ate ahd naonl 13, 551 67, 755 
EK encns cotamese a } 106, 495 | », 475 
Dnt inctin dicate iedian 432, 809 1. 736, 246 
| Idaho-. 764, 262 5, 319, 834 
ck tar dential abet eal wehdedulelaiaa 1, 187, 329 7, 123,914 
EE eridadiiinxncheietdnaeaén 1, 080, 388 5, 942, 100 
a cia . 791, 043 4, 746, 258 
Kansas fae Seat ssa teeihaieaialoneeel: Peacale 389, 627 2, 727, 389 
Kentucky -..-.-.----- Gacindaip endaaieidatekae med ! 1, 237, 388 7, 424, 028 
Louisiana...... ‘Aine Semcmesnlindenmaans wirdtiel 959, 755 
a ie cere dale icidien tai saettine ham tibiate 2, 790, 928 
Maryland .. onenéaee 606, O24 
CAs doin, Wiha didaiwee howmaaneeweda 318, 192 
Michigan inn@entitietihimensieniban a . 16, 370, 196 
Minnesota ........ erika thadinaalib doatiubbati dealdinnis anthicainiee | 2, 999, 646 
ina caivfawumas 2, 862, 936 


R | 


Missouri iacchaniae clot hievoapniersens iinctceaial 6, 599, 688 





Db ankne. dnesectabsecnensencacateusede 17, 686, 686 

| Nebraska an ownie 1, 907, 524 
Nevada ‘ wats 4,441, 448 
New Hampshire ...-.- ese . 1, 086, 784 
New Jersey ....-...--- ewe : aa 306, 230 
a . — . 2, 730, 082 | 13, 650, 410 
ES win ccnwnecowe plies 1, 492, 528 10, 447, 696 
North Carolina.... : 5 1, 980, 575 
| Sa 4; 21 


Since that time, and the consequent expectation of the material lowering | 


or entire abolition of the tariff on wool, 


the market price of these same | 


sheep and of the wool clip hasdeclined until sheep can hardly be sold at $1.50 | 


per head, and the net value of the wool clip has been reduced to about 55 
cents per head. 
ual business transactions within our personal knowledge. 

2. The consequent loss, arising from this state of facts, to the woolgrowers 
of Fergus County is about $700,000 in the market value of sheep; and about 
€280,000 annually in the value of the wool clip 

3. In addition to the investment of our citizens in sheep, experience has 
demonstrated that the successful conduct of the business requires an invest- 
ment of about the same amount in lands, camps, fences, buildings, and ma- 
chinery. Owing to the conditions of the business, partly, the values of all 
this class of property has shrunk in about the same ratio as has the value 
of sheep, It is not fair to argue, as many do, that the downfall of the sheep 
industry would be the upbuilding of agriculture, for these reasons: In the 
first place, a very large proportion of the investment of our woolgrowers is 


XX V I——386 


These figures are not mere theory, but are based upon act- 





Oregon 
Pennsy! 
Rhode [sl 
South C 
Tennessee ' nines 
Texas 

Utah 
Vermont 
Virginia 
Washington 
West Virginia 








Wisconsin -_..-...-. te 1, 
Wyoming case ! 
Total for United States 17, 273 
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The following table shows the average price and value of 
sheep, and the number of pounds of wool grown in the United 
States during the years from 1871 to 1894: 


Table showing number, average price, and value of sheep, and the number of 
pounds of wool grou nin the Ll nited States during the years 1871 to 1894. 


lAverage 
price. 

fw —— 
31, 851, 000 .33 | $74, 085, 837 
31, 675, 300 2. 80 88,771, 197 
33, ou, 400 . 96 97, 922, 350 
d " 938) 200 2. 61 88, 690, 569 
33, 783, 600 79 94, 320, 652 
35, 935, 300 . 61 93, 666, 218 
35, #04; 200 2. 26 80, 892, 683 
35,7 40, 500 | 80, 603, 062 
38, 123, 800 79, 023, 984 
40, 785, 900 90, 230, 537 
43, 569, 899 | 104, 070, 861 
45, 016, 224 108, 595, 954 
49, 237, 291 124, 365, 835 
50, 626, 626 119, 902, 706 
50, 360,243 107, 960, 650 
48, 322, 331 92, 443, 867 
44,750, 314 = 872, 839 
43, 544, 755 | 89, 279; 926 
42, 599, 079 | 90, 640, 369 
44, 339, 072 100, 659, 761 
43, 431, 136 108, 397, 447 
44, 938, 365 | 116, 121, 270 
47, 273, 553 125, 909, 264 
44, 000, 000 | 55, 000, 000 


Number. Value. 


153, 000, 000 
150, 000, 000 
158, 009, 000 
170, 000, 000 
181, 000, 000 
192, 000; 000 
200, 000, 000 
208, 250, 000 
211, 000; 000 
232, 500, 009 
240, 000, 000 
272, 000, 000 
290, 000, 000 
300, 000, 000 
308, 000, 000 
302, 000, 600 
285, 000, 000 
269, 000, 000 
265, 000, 000 
276, 000, 000 
285, 000, 000 
287, 018, 405 
299, 75 er 
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Norsé, The figures for the year 1894 were taken from e: wrly reports issued 
by c ommercial houses, and in later reports it is estimated the decrease in 
the number of sheep will be 500,000 additional for the year. 


THE ARBA WEST OF THE 100TH MERIDIAN AND COMPARISONS. 

West of the one hundredth principal meridian there areabout 
450,000,000 acres of unsurveyed and unappropriated lands, of 
which about 70,000,000 acres lie within the boundaries of Mon- 
tana. When it is considered that the total area of the State of 
Delaware is only 1,356,800 acres, and the total area of the New 
England States but 43,742,720acres, we can readily see how great 
a portion of our country still remains to besettled and developed; 
hence, instead of hindering and crippling this development, we 
should so legislate as to foster and protect any system likely to 
encourage the industries suited to this region. 

Great Britain, with a total area of 56,742,508 acres, New Eng- 
land, with a total area of 43,742,720 acres, and New Jersey, with 
an area of 5,324,800 acres, are very similar in conditions, having 
a la population with no means of support outside of manu- 
facture and trade. In these localities no need exists for encour- 
aging immigration, but much need exists for the products of 
other places. In that portion of the country lying west oi the 
one hundredth meridian the conditions are the very opposite. 
[t is a field for unlimited speculation, and has the possibilities 
of a wonderful future. In that vast expanse of country lies the 
future of the entirenation. Its progress andadvancement mean 
the progress and advancement of the Eastern and Southern por- 
tions of our domain. 

Whatever is done for the development and improvement of 
the great West adds to the wealth and importance of the coun- 
try at large. The settling and development of the American 
Colonies added very materially to the prosperity of the mother 
country. The growth and advancement of the interior made 
the East prosperous, and the opening up of the great West has 
been one of the most important factors in the financial prosper- 
ity of the whole country, as is particularly shown in the manu- 
facturing interests of the large cities. 

The following table exhibits the number of acres in the States 
lying in and west of the one hundredth meridian (Texas not in- 
cluded), with the estimated number of acres in the arid and 
semiarid portion of that region: 

Table giving the area of the States an@ Territories lying in and west of the one- 
hundredth meridian and the estimated number of acres in the arid and semi- 
arid portion vos that region, 
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| Estimated 
arid por- 
tions, in 


Area, in 


State or Territory acres. 


Arizona . 
California. 


Colorado. 
Dakotas (both) . a 
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Idaho 
Kansas ..__-. 
Montana -. 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New Mexico 
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Washington - 
Wyoming. 
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As will be seen from the foregoing table, the total area of our 
domain lying west of the one-hundredth meridian is 973,097 ane ) 
acres; that of this number 795,165,040 acres are arid, or ove 
one-third of the entire acreage of the United States (2,291, 615,- 
347 acres), including Alaska (369,529,600 acres), or 40 per cent 
of the total acreage of the United States oor (1,922,085,747 
acres). By this it will bo observed that more than one- third of 
the area of this vast country is included under the list of lands 
that can not be utilized toany greatextent, except in developing 
mines and raising stock, and of these the sheep industry is the 
greatest factor, ‘and the most conservative, permanent invest- 
ment. . 

WHAT WOOLGROWING HAS ACCOMPLISHED FOR THE WEST. 


The stock-raising industry, combined with that of mining, 

makes a home market for all the hay, grain, and other pri ducts 
cultivated in this arid region and adjacent country, which can 
not be disposed of in any other way because of the distance from 
our commercial markets. The woolgrower has proved a most 
valuable adjunct in settling up these vast areas of our public 
domain, which, except for this purpose, would have little at- 
traction for the pioneer going West to seek permanent settle- 
ment. The settler finds these lands well adapted for the pur- 
poses of stock-raising, especially woolgrowing, and as this 
industry appears to furnish a speedier and better way to the 
settlemeht of the great West, it wouldseem that all encourage- 
mentshould be given these settlers, for it is by no easy methods, 
but rather by hard and unremitting toil that the woolgrower 
reaches desirable results. 

The following official statement supplied by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shows that from 1884 to 1893, ten 
years inclusive, the Government has derived a revenue of $80,- 

848,138.22 from receipts of lands sold in the public land States, 
nettiag $7 3,830,564.57. Thisevidences the progress of settlement 
in the woolgrowing regions of the West, and the direct revenue 
to the Treasury to to which this industry has so largely con- 
tributed: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 1, 1894. 


Srr: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 28th 
me. requesting the receipts by years for the last ten years, public land 
sales. 

In reply I herewith inclose statement showing— 

I. Total amount received from sale of public lands; 

If. Total amount received from fees and commissions; 

III. Total receipts from all sources; 

IV. Total expenses of land offices; 

From July 1, 1883, to June 3, 1893, 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. T. C. Powrr, 
United States Senate. 


S. W., LAMOREUX, Commissioner, 


Statement shwing (I) total amount received from sales of public lands, (Z1) total 
amount received Jrom fees and commissions, (IID) total receipts Srom all 
sources, (IV) total expenses of local land offices, from July 1, 1883, to June 30, 
_ 1898. 


Total receipts Total al receipts| Total receipts. Total expen 
| from salesof | from fees and from all ses of local 
publiclands. | commissions. sources. | land offices. 


_..| B10, 302, 582.49 | $1,536, 410.58 
-|  6,223,926.74 | 1,462) 188.06 
5, 757, 891. 06 1. 654, 876. 25 

9, 246,321.83 | 1,537, 600. 39 

11, 203, 071.95 } 1, 498; 000. 05 
8,018, 254.50} 1, 251,971.23 

6, 349, 174.2 1, 121, 696. 07 

4, 160, 099. 7 944, 988. 62 

8, 322,865.01 | 1,064,805. 26 

3, 193, 280. 64 998, 184, 65 


67, 777, 467.66 | 13,070, 670. 56 


Fiscal year. 


$11, 838, 993. 07 
7, 686, 114. 80 
7, 412, 767. 31 

10, 783, 921. 72 

12, 701, 072. 00 
9, 270, 225.73 
7, 470, 870. 31 
5, 105, 037.7 


$682, 590. 92 
672, 315. 66 
625, 234. 09 
670, 080. 13 
711, 020, 51 
706, 182. 53 
705, 821.77 

758, 206. 59 
4, 387, 670. 2 27 748, 127.10 
: 191, 465, 29 | 737, 994. 35 


80, 848, 138 138.22 | 7,017,573. 65 


| 





DIFFICULTIES ATTENDING WOOLGROWING AND THE PROGRESS MADE 
IN THE INDUSTRY UNDER REASONABLE PROTECTION, 
iven at its best, with the fullest measure of protection, this 
industry furnishes no bonanza. The sheep-raiser hasa rigorous 
climate with which to contend, and his tlock must be housed 
and cared for ina manner unknown to the woolgrower in warmer 
latitudes. Science has given him no helping hand, and if he 
succeed, it is only after close and unwearying attention, and at 
the sacrifice of many comforts and much that makes life desir- 
able. Notwithstanding all these difficulties, the woolgrowers 
of this country have succeeded in producing about one-fifth of 
the clothing wool of the world, and by pursuit of this industry 
have settled and redeemed nine-tenths of the land now under 
cultivation in the Western country. 
In addition to the millions of dollars invested by our own peo- 
es the facilities offered for the prosecution of this industry 
ave attracted to our shores many foreigners bringing their 
capital and individual enterprise. Our br oad unoccupied lands, 
in contrast with their limited areas, offered a very inviting field 
for investment, and the progress made in this industry, and its 














development in the past few years through reasonable protec- 
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tion, rendered this country a much more desirable field than | 


either Australia or the Argentine Republic. 

At the rate of increase exhibited during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, and the year 1893, our product of wool would 
double in less than nine years. The increase in 1893 over 1592 
was over 31,000,000 pounds, bringing our last year’s product up 
to 364,000,000 pounds. Add to this actual increase in product the 
development of our lands, the employment given directly to our 
people, and the market afforded the farmer for his hay and 
grain, and we must conelude that this industry is one of para- 
mount importance, in which every citizen who desires the pros- 
perity and advancement of his country should be both directly 
and indirectly interested. 

With just and proper protection by tariff duties, woolgrow- 
ing, ranking third in the list of the world’s industries, would 
very soon take the leading place, and be amply able to furnish our 
woolen manufacturers with all the material necessary to supply 
the demand for woolen goods used in this country. Supplying 
this demand means giving employment to a large number of 
people, both in the factories of the East andon the plains of the 
West and, in time, avoiding the necessity of importing yearly 
$40,000,000 worth of woolen goods, which, if wool were protected, 
could and would be manufactured by our own people. 

THE PAUPER WAGES OF THE WORKING CLASSES IN ENGLAND. 


In this connection I contend that the interests of the wool- 
growerand those of the woolen manufacturer are so closely allied 
that legislation in the interest of one should include the inter- 
est of the other. Without an equitable duty on manufactured 
goods our manufacturers are brought into competition with the 
cheap-labor product of other countries, which would result either 
in the closing of our factories or the reduction of wages of the 
American artisan to the pauper rate of European workmen. 

[ send to the desk, and request to have read, an extract from 
an article from the New York Press of May 3, 1894, showing the 
wages of the workingman in England. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WHAT THEY EARN. 

In the woolen goods milis a weaver earns on the average of 9s. 6d. (32.37) 
per week; if a weaver takes charge of twolooms at once he, or she, can earn 
lls. 92. weekly ($2.90). And thatis the limit of possible wages when mills 
are running full time. ' 

In the evidence before the Labor Commission lately it was given as a fact 
that in the confectionery trade wages go from 5s. ($1.25) to 9s. ($2.25) weekly, 
and 12s. (#3) is the highest amount paid an expert worker. 

Match-box makers earn 5s. ($1.50) to 8s. ($2) per week, and find their own 
paste for the boxes. 7 

In the wholesale clothing trade, one woman, by working from 8 a.m. to 
6.30 p.m. (an hour off for dinner) in the factory, and then taking home 
bundles of work to finish and working until midnight, made an average of 
15 or 16shillings a week. Outof it she supported her parents, and at the 
end of the week she bad, when all was paid for, twopence left for personal 
enjoyment. 

For making shirt fronts a halfpenny (1 cent) is paid, and by working 
steadily ten hours a day a woman can make twelve fronts, thus earning 
sixpence (12 cents) for her day’s labor. 

Added to these miserly wages paid in factories and miils, there is a con- 
stant system of fines that robs the worker of a goodly portion of the earn- 
ings. Ifaman or girlarrives at the mill late a fine is inflicted, and if there 
chances to be no work for the individual that day, and he or she sits idly by 
for the entire ten hours, the fine is deducted from the next day’s work, or 
the next work done, whenever it may be. 

A woman recently complained to the labor commission that she had 
earned 2s. 2d. (54 cents) making vests, and when the work was completed 
she had been fined 1s. 1d. for alleged poor work, receiving thus only ls. 1d. 
for her work. Her employer had refused to tell her wherein the work was 
defective and had sold the vests at full price as undamaged. The employer 
replied to this that of course he sold the goods as being perfect, all manu 
facturers did, and the commission sustained him. 

At the recent investigations into such matters it was shown that as much 
as 12s. had been deducted in fines out of a 13s. income. 

HOW THE RICH REGARD THE POOR 

Coming as a consistent addenda to the indifference shown and expressed 
by the London employer and capitalist concerning the comfort of his work- 
ing people, so far as the wages he pays are concerned, is the expression of a 
representative member of the Royal Institute of British Architects, who, in 
discussing the question as to whether or not the overcrowded tenements 
and slums shall be opened more and better air thus insured to the occupants, 
opposes the suggested improvement, arguing that ‘‘every poor life saved 
furnishes so much food for disease,” and for this reason he sees no argu- 
ment why they should not be killed off as rapidly as possible. He deplores the 
slight improvements that have been made, on the ground that they have 
saved worthless lives, and he concludes his remarks with this peroration, 
as reported in the official journal of the institute. 

AMERICAN CONSUMPTION OF WOOL. 


Mr. POWER. The total consumption of raw wool in this 
country for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, was about 650,- 
000,000 pounds; of this amount 286,433,837 pounds were im- 
ported, 43,311,365 pounds being in raw wool, chiefly merino, and 
about 114,000,000 pounds in imported goods(cloth valued at $38,- 
000,000, estimating three pounds of wool for $1 worth of cloth 
goods, equaling 114,000,000 pounds); in long wools of class 2, 
about 6,736,200 pounds, and of class 3, which includes carpetand 
coarse clothing wool, 122,286,072 pounds. Our domestic prod- 
uct aggregated 364,156,666 pounds, making an estimated total 
consumption of 650,490,303 pounds. 
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With proper protective duties at the rate of increase during 
the last three years up to and including 1892 (18% per cent for 
the three years), it would take comparatively but a short time 
to supply all the wool necessary for our manufactures. 


THE IMMENSE SHRINKAGE IN VALUE OF SHEEP AND WOOL THROUGH FEAR 
OF ADVERSE LEGISLATION 

Through fear of adverse legislation the flocks of the country 

have decreased in. number from 47,273,550 in 1893 to about 


44,000,000 in 1894. The report of the Department of Agricul- 


ture shows, from January, 1893, to January, 1894, a decline in 
value of sheep of $37,000,000, while the actual loss in the pres 
| ent market value is more than twice 337,000,000. Before the 


election of Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency 44,030,000 sheep were 
worth $120,000,000; they now would not sell for over $55,000,000. 
The wool product of 1892 aggregated about 300,000,000 pow 
and sold at an average of 18 cents per pound, while the clip of 
1893 did not bring over 9cents per pound. 

This year, with wool on the free list, it will not average much 
more than 7 cents per pound. Add to this loss the decline in 
value of the property and plant devoted to this business, and we 
may well be appalledatthe result of even the prospect of the pro- 
posed legislation which, if carried out, will certainly tend to the 
total annihilation of this industry in the newer portions of the 
country. Nonprotected wool would bring our product intocom- 
petition with that of South America, Australia, and Cape 


1 
us, 


of 


| Good Hope, where plentiful pasturage and cheap labor m uke the 


cost of wool-producing fully one-half less than ours, when trans- 
portation by rail and water is considered. 
STATISTICS OF THE WORLD'S PRODUCTION OF WOOL 

The world's production of wool for 1891 is estimated at 2,451,- 
773,600 pounds, of which only 307,100,000 pounds was grown in 
the United States. The following table shows the world’s esti- 
mated productionfor the years 1887 and 1891, both by continents 
and countries. From this grand total of 2,456,773,600 pounds 
we find that England, through her numerous colonies and other 
possessions, produces and controls 910,156,000 pounds of wooi, 
which gives her over 40 per cent of the supply of the world. 
Wortd's wool production in 1387 and 1891. 











[From statement compiled by S. N. D. North, secretary National As ia- 
tion of Wool Manufactrrers. Wool Book, 1892 
Countries of production. 1887. 1891 
| 
Europe: i328. | Pound 
a atta il at ieee ie ll 62, 966, 000 | 91 500. 000 
Great Britain and Ireland ................... 135, 936,000 | 147, 475, 000 
France. pele nientanieanelh deananeabds aoe 80,138,000 | 124, 803.000 
BE ite ieks ining acitinininds Z a 665, 128, 000 66, 138, 000 
a a , 54, 894, 000 54, 891, 000 
I ica ceretcnidoanihaie 43, 146, 000 43, 146, 000 
Italy sisi aiaceeshlaasain dis Uiainabinlier ahaa tne idtininanintttine | 21, 385,000 1. S85, 000 
indicia thst Ainnibianitntaaiae aenieaiinnedicanadil al 11, 155, 000 1! 5. 000 
Portugal..... maakt ! 10, 342, 000 10, 362, 060 
Belgium cise. alain bait ain sia ic 4, 409, 000 +, 409, 000 
Swe n : - a | 3, 307, 000 3 7. 000 
All other Europe...... al 8, 818, 000 8 SIS. OOD 
Total Europe ~ 402, 654, 000 787, 302, 000 
North America: 
United States aca sae desice ace 307, 588, 000 307, 100, 000 
British North American provinces oa §. 409. 000 12. 000. 000 
South America: 
Argentine Republic (exports, 1885) _.. = 283, 047, 000 » 000 
Brazil p ; — siianatinainags as ; 1, 875, 000 
Peru....... oe oe es ae a a 6, 700, 000 
Uruguay (exports, 1894) 59, 684, 000 42, 000, 000 
Australasia... a 455,470,000 | 550,000, 000 
Asia: 
iti exports, 1885-86 23 126. 000 7 000. 000 
66, 000, 000 
y 13, 28° 000 
Afghanistan, Beluchistan, L .. eel tes iy " : 
Thibet exports to India ................... eet lle cecemeon $éi i2, 200, 000 
Syria(’siatic Turkey tile Bs 300, 000 
Mesopotamia ata a aaa ni acne 31, 555, 000 
Persia (exports to India) .......... 3, 470, 000 
Africa: 
Cape Colony (exports, 1885) ............ j 29, 299,000 > a il : 
SOD GUOIEOE, BEUDY oan cansmdsiins aianushndiienanc | 17, 306,000 |¢ 13, 651,600 
BE editenndeoecwne ae ad el eB aa e 2 200, 600 
INN ee a citdctnisass dedesctlasictind sick wecianseincacoae 88, 185, 000 48, 000, 000 


1, 983, 396, 000 | 2, 456, 773, 600 


Total production. 


WOOL PRODUCTION OF ENGLAND AND BRITISH POSSESSIONS. 
One of England’s possessions, Australia, contains about the 
same area as that of the United States, with a population in 1892 
of 3,980,312. England gives the land to those people at a nom- 
inal rent, which is less than the taxes paid by the landowner in 
this country. The climate in the greater part of that country 
is superior to ours, and the nature of the soil very much like 
that west of the one hundredth meridian in the United States. 
In India, Natal, and Cape of Good Hope the conditions are 
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equally favorably to sheep-raising and woolgrowing. The Aus- 
tralian product alone in 1891 amounted to 550,000,000 pounds, 
and that of India and Cape of Good Hope 200,681,600 pounds, 

The following table exhibits the wool production of the United 
Kingdom and the British Possessions: 


Table showing the wool production of United Kingdom and the British Posses 
sions 


Number 
sheep, 1892. 


: = Production, 
{ ountry | 1891. 
| 

| | 
Pounds, | 
Great Britain, including England, Scotland | 
land, and Wales 
British North America eeeee 
Australasia, including New South Wales, West 
ern Australia, South Australia, New Zealand, 
‘Tasmania, Queensland, and Victoria....... . 
Cape of Good Hope, including Natal... 
India ; : sie eailati 


| 


147, 475, 000 


2, 000, 000 150, 000 


550, 000, 000 | 
128, 681, 600 | 
72, 000, 000 | 


910, 156, 600 


23, 600, 000 


Total 197, 162, 948 


ENGLAND'S EXPORTS OF RAW AND MANUFACTURED WOOL. 


During the year 1893 England exported 362,000,000 pounds of | 


wool inthe unmanufactured state, and of the manufactured prod- 
ucts to the value of $110,000,000. The United States is the larg- 
est single purchaser of these goods, importing in 1893 of class 1, 
about 43,311,565 pounds; of class 2, about 6,736,201 pounds, and 
of class 3, about 123,000,000 pounds. About $70,000,000 in gold 


are annually sent abroad in payment for these goods—seventy | 
millions taken from us to enrich the manufacturers and wool | 


raisers of foreign countries. 

With the product of her colonies to manufacture and dispose 
of, England necessarily finds it advantageous to encourage free 
trade, particularly since, while making a market for these colo- 
nial products, she reaps the benefit from the manufactures. 


The wool is sent to England, manufactured into goods, and then | 


rofits on | . , 
| of foreign markets? 


returned to the colonies, England thus securing the 
the goods manufactured. One gains an intelligent idea of the 
extent and importance of England's possessions and the vast re- 
sources at her command from the description given by the very 
able lecturer, Mr Stoddard, in one of his recent addresses. He 
says: 

Not to mention the great continent of Australia and the vast stretch of 
Canada from sea to sea, think of her line of fortresses around the world; 
think of her strongholds greeting one as he circumnavigates the globe. 
Thus, we leave Japan and in four days we find the flag of England flying at 
Hongkong; a few days more and we behold the Union Jack at Singapore; 
then at Penang; then at Ceylon; then through the length and breadth of 
the colossal empire of India, as well as the gigantic area of Burmah. Em- 
bark again. If we sail southward toward the Cape of Good Hope we find 
the entire southern point of Africain England's hands, or gonorthward, 
what do we find? ‘The British citadel of Aden. A few days more and we ar 
rive at Egypt and the Suez Canal, both virtually now in England’s hands. 
Then, like the three stars in Orion's belt, across the Mediterranean, come 
Cyprus, Malta, and Gibraltar; a mighty line of strongholds all the way. 


THE AREA OF GREAT BRITAIN AND POSSESSIONS, AND ITS EFFECT UPON 


THE WOOL INDUSTRY, 


| here insert a table giving the area of the United Kingdom 
and her possessions, together with population: 


Table givi che . the Uni - ine oul t . 
Ta giving the area and population of the United Kingdom and the British | mand, or would we be willing to depend, at such atime, on foreign 


Empire. 


Area in 
square 
miles. 


. “— Population, 
Country. 1891. 


United Kingdom, British Isles_.......... 

British North America, Canada, etc 

India and possessions in Asia 

india and native states_. 

Australasia 

Cape of Good Hope and possessions in Africa 

West India Islands, Bermuda, and British Hon- 
aa 

British Guiana, Gibraltar, and Malta 


38, 122, 285 


225, 202) 205 
66, 050, 500 
3, 850, 361 
3, 876, 918 


1, 403, 962 
455, 275 


18, 467 
109, 124 


Total ._.. 0, 708, £99 344, 082, 119 


The estimated area of the land surface of the globe is 53,000,- 
000 square miles, The figures in the foregoing table give the 
total area of the British possessions as 8,798,229 square miles, 


or about one-sixth of the entire area of the land surface of the | 


world. 
It is not surprising that with this great extent of country, 


much of it devoted to woolgrowing, England finds herself in- | 
dependent of foreign supply, and while furnishing a market for | 


the productions of her own possessions, she builds up her trade, 
brings to her market the material necessary to supply her fac- 


tories, and gives employment to her army of workingmen at | 


home. 

The foreign supply cuts so small a figure no necessity exists 
for legislation against its importation, and there is no possibility 
of other countries sending her cheaper wool. France, England, 
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119, 150, 542 | 
17, 700, 000 | 


5, 030, 613 | 
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| Switzerland, Holland, and Belgium, although producing lesg 


than one-fifteenth of the merino wool of the world, manufacture 
more than half of the world’s product, evidently appreciating 
the importance of giving employment to their own people. The 
combined territory of these countries does not equal the united 
areas of Texas and Montana. Naturally they desire free wool, 


| the purpose of England being to encourage and dispose of the 


product of her possessions, fearing no competition from outside 


| markets, nor from France, Holland, Switzerland, and Belgium, be- 


cause with their limited areas they findit impossible to increase 


| their product, which is totally inadequate to the demand for 


| home consumption. 
83, 562, 406 | 
3, 


THE UNITED STATES CAN GROW ALL THE WOOL 
CONSUMPTION 

With us, every year of prosperity increases our wealth and 

production. Our lands are broad, our climate good, and with 

needed protection we would be, in a few years, independent of 

foreign markets. It would be well did every pound of wool im- 


ported, or any other article not sufficiently produced for home 


NECESSARY FOR HOME 


| demand, cost the buyer a good round price, thus giving an im- 


petus to home production, and forcing the man who desires 
foreign goods to pay for his preference. ‘This country has the 
capacity for producing the quantity of wool necessary for home 
demand, as well as machinery and facility for manufacturing all 
the clothing necessary for our people. Under the protective 
system this is assured to us, and assured in the near future— 
judging from the progress made in the industry under this 
policy. 

Why should we change this for a policy which experience has 
»roved is utterly destructive of these prospects, and render use- 
loss the advantages which our country and people make possible 
for us—a policy apparently framed wholly in the interests of for- 
eign products and foreign labor? Have we no unemployéd in 
this country? Are not millions of our people clamoring for 
work? Have we not the skill and the enterprise to build up our 
own industries? Why should we desire the so-called advantages 
We have the facilities to make us entirely 
independent of them. We have only to stretch out our hands 
to our own land, accept the goods provided for us in such abun- 
dance and which shesofreely offers. Withproper provision for 
the care and encouragement of our own resources we can be 
made entirely self-sustaining. 

WOOL IS ONE OF THE MOST ESSENTIAL MUNITIONS OF WAR. 


As a nation, growing, advancing, and second to none in point 
of intelligence and enterprise, we should be able to take care of 
ourselves, and feel that, at least for the necessaries of life, we can 
depend with absolute reliance upon ourselves. With no prod- 
uct is this independence of foreign markets more necessary than 
with wool. Aside from the leading place it occupies in the or- 
dinary comforts of life, the time may come when it will be still 


| more important as a munition of war, and as such become abso- 


lutely indispensable. 

Although we are now at peace with other nations, we must nof 
forget that we should “‘ in time of peace prepare for war.” Should 
we find ourselves involved with some foreign power, would it be an 
easy matter toincrease our home product to meet the unusual de- 


markets? Would it not be wise now to see to it that by no mis- 
taken legislation is the production of this most important muni- 
tion checked, or that we shall be deprived of this most valuable 
factor of success? 

From the year 1880 to 1890 the increase in sheep in foreign 
countries far exceeded thatof the United States. The reduction 
of duties in 1583—some 2cents a peund in this country—checked 
very seriously the growth of the wool industry with us, but 
seemed to give an impetus to the foreign production. During 
this period the increase of sheep in New South Wales was about 
58 percent. After the McKinley act increased the duty 1 cent 
per pound, showing a disposition to increase protection and fos- 
ter home industries, new life was given to woolgrowing, and 
as the benefits began to be felt throughout the whole country 
the increase was in thiscountry very marked. From 1892 to 1893 


| our flocks augmented about 10 per cent, while the flocks of New 


South Wales decreased more than 6 per cent. 
REFUTATION OF THE CHARGE THAT THE M’KINLEY BILL CAUSED DECLINI 
IN WOOLS IN ALL MARKETS OF THE WORLD. 

The decline in wools for 1893 (which has erroneously been 
claimed to have ensued as a result of the provisions of the Mc- 
Kinley bill), in all the markets of the world, was butslight. Re- 
liable statistics show that before the McKinley tariff was threat- 
ened with repeal, and even so late as in March, 1893, and indeed 
for several years previous to that date, the average value in 
London of American wools, or wools of corresponding texture, 
was over 40 per cent below the average price in the United 
States under the McKinley act, and this decline of 40,92 per cent 
since June 1, 1893, evidences the progress which American wools 
have made in their fall toward the free-wool level and prices,at 











1894. 








this date are scarcely 10 per cent above the free-w ool level. 
This is the first time since 1861 when American wool has failed 
to average double the price of foreign wool in the outside free- 
trade markets of the world. 

Mr. J. H. Root, of Hartford, Conn., who has given the wool 

ndustry his special attention for years, says: 

The decline in value in foreign markets during the year 1893 was very 
slight, and only affected certain kinds. The foreign wool, Which competes 
with the wool grown west of the Mississippi River (which is now the wool 
producing portion of the United States), shows really no decline. The sta 
tistics of theLondon wool market 
for the worla—(just issued for the year 1893) show that Cape grease wool in 
February, 1893, was sellingin London for 11 cents a pound; in May the same 
wool advanced to 12 cents, gt which price it sold in October, 1893. Sidney 
grease wool in February, 1893, sold at 15 cents a pound; in May it had ad- 
yanced to 16 cents, at Which price it held and sold in October, 1893. New 
Zealand grease, X (cross) bred, in February, 1893, sold at 19 cents, advanced 
to 20 cents in May, and in October, November, and December, 1893, sold at 
same price. 

The above grades of foreign wool compete in grade and character witb our 
domestic, grown west of the Mississippi River. The same statistics quote 
the best scoured Port Philip (a grade which competes with our very fine 
Southern Ohio, West Virginia, and Washington County, Pa., fleece), in De- 
cember, 1892, at 833 cents; in May, 1893, the same wool sold at 36 cents, then 
gradually declined until October, November, and December, 1893, during 
which months the same wool sold at 34 cents a pound, 1 cent above the price 
ruling twelve months previous. 

Messrs. Helmuth, Schwartse & Co. (which firm is considered an authority), 
in their reportissued January 9, 1894, reporting the London market of 1893, 
quote Australian Port Phillip average greasy, December 31, 1892, at 15 cents 
and the same wool, December 31, 1893, at 15 cents. Australian Port Philip 
average, scoured, on December 31, 1892, was quoted at 31 cents, and Decem- 
ber 31, at 3icents. Sidney average, greasy, Was 14 cents both December 31, 
1892, and December 31, 1893. Cape wool] averaged 15} cents, on both Decem- 
ber 31, 1892 and December 31. 1893, showing that for the twelve months end- 
ing January 1, 1894, the opening and closing prices were identical, while in 
thé United States during the same period, the decline was from 30 to 40 per 
cent. 

Tbe decline during this period was very slight in foreign countries, being 
hardly perceptible, while in this country it could be measured largely by the 
*free-wool”’ schedule which the Wilson bill offered the woolgrowers. 

Australia, South America. and Cape of Good Hope are the only countries 
which produce merino wool in such quantity as to seriously compete with 
the United States. That there has been a depression in wool throughout 
the world is admitted. but the decline in value of merino wool, as a class, 
in no market of the world outside of the United States, from April 1], 1893, 
to October 1, 1893, a period of six months, exceeded 5 per cent, while in the 
same period in the United States, for merino wool, the decline was from 33 
to 40 per cent. 

THE PRESENT DEPRESSION IN AMERICAN WOOL VALUES WHOLLY 
TABLE TO THE WILSON BILL. 


I will add, that since January 1, 1894, the decline to date has 
beenat least 10 percent more. This great depression, aceord- 


2 


ATTRIBU- 


ing to the best authority, is felt only in the United States, and | 


is almost entirely the result of the panic caused by the possi- 
bility of the Wilson bill, as it first appeared, becoming a law. 

It does not appear, however, that this prospect has caused a 
corresponding depression in the foreign market. On the con- 
trary, statistics show when with free trade our prices and pro- 
ductions decline, foreign markets are unusually buoyant, and that 
even a low tariff stimulates the foreign production and results 
inunusually large importations tous. We havean illustration of 
this in the importation of third-class wools, which has about 
trebled during the last fiscal year. 

This enormous increase in the demand for this class of wools 
is due largely to the decrease in their production in this coun- 
try, owing to the mistake in their classification by the McKin- 
ley bill, which, as “‘carpet wools,” admitted them on very low 
duty. This resulted in an immense importation of this wool at 
prices with which our producers could not compete, and aconse- 
quent decrease in production of this wool with us. 

The Boston American Wool Reporter (a free-wool journal) of 
January 15, 1893, says: 

The increase of third-class wools imported for a series of years has aver- 
aged about 5,000,000 pounds annually, the increase the present year being 
nearly three times the annual average. This large increase is not attribut- 
able to an increased consumption by carpet manufacturers. The wools are 
being used for clothing purposes, going into men’s wear, dress goods, cloak 
ing, etc. The consumption of class 3 wools has become large enough to af- 
fect prices of domestic wools, these wools being a greater factor in deter 
mining the prices of domestic wools than is generally believed. When the 
McKinley bill was under discussion the evidence was that only a small frac 
tion of carpet Wools was used for clothing purposes, mainly for blanket 
and this evidence was undoubtedly correct. Since then fashion and exces- 
sive competition in the goods market have made it possible to utilize 
these wools in the manufacture of clothing. 

Much of this wool is grown in China, and with the opening up 
of the new woolgrowing sections in China, and her increased 
facilities for exporting, this supply might be said to be almost 
unlimited. 

Of the 122,000,000 pounds of third-class wools imported in 1893 
there were 20,000,000 pounds of China wool, direct imports, be- 
sides indirect (amount not ascertained), and substantially all 
used in the manufacture of clothing. The mistake of the Me- 
Kinley bill was in classifying this wool as carpet wool, and as 
such admitting it at reduced duty. 

The wool purchased from China on a silver basis is paid for 
by the importer with exchange secured on the price of silver 
bullion, which is not much over 50 cents on the dollar in gold. 
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This is a double disadvantage to the producer in this co 
s but little incentive to enter into competition on tl 
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| basis. 


which market regulatesthe price of wool | 





RATES OF DUTY UNDER VARIOU ACTS 

With the view, Mr. President, of supplying information fre 
quently called for in my correspondence, and doubtless by 
correspondence of other Senators, [ append statement: 
ing the rates of duty imposed on wool by the various tariff acts 


of Congress from 1789 to 1890, as follows: 


ON WOOL rARIFF 


+} 
Lhe 


now 


TARIFFS ON WOOI 


ut 


Rates of duty imposed on wool by various sof ¢ 7 8, 1789-1890 
Date of act Date of | ‘ . a 
| of Congress tariff. Rates of duty 
July 4,1789 | July 4,1789) Free. 
Apr. 27,1816 | July 1,1816/ 15 per cent ad valorem 
May 22,1824 | July 1,1824| Value not exceeding 10 cents per pound, 15 per 
} cent ad valorem 
| July 1, i824} Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 20 per cent 
j ad valorem 
| June 1, | Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 25 per cent 
ad valorem. 
; June 1, 1826 | Value exceeding 10 cents per pound, 30 per cent 
| ad valorem. 
May 19,1828 | July 1,1828) 4 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem 
July 1,1829| 4 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem 
July 1, 1830 | 4 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem 
July 14,1832 | Mar. 3, 1833 Value not over 8 cents per pound, free 
Mar. 3,1833] Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
|} and 40 per cent ad valorem 
Mar. 2,1833 | Jan. 1, 1834 Value not over 8 cents per pound, free 
Janu. 1,1834| Value over 8 cents per pound, 4cents per pound 
| ' and 38 per cent ad valorem. 
Jan. 1,1836| Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
' | and 36 per cent ad valorem 
a 1, 1838 | Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
| and 34 per cent ad valorem 
| Jan. 1,1540|) Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
1 and 82 per cent ad valorem. 
|} Jan. 1,1842| Value overS cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
| and 26 per cent ad valorem 
July 1,1842) Value over 8 cents per pound, 4 cents per pound 
| and 20 per cent ad valorem 
Aug. 30,1842 | Aug.30, 1842} Value not over 7 cents per pound, 5 per cent ad 
} Valorem. 
Aug. 30,1842} Value over 7 cents per pound, 3 cents per pound 
| and 3) per cent ad valorem. 
| July 30,1846 | Dec. 1,1846| Thibet, angora, and other goats’ hair or mohair 
|} 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Dec. 1,1846| All other wool, 30 per cent ad valorem 
Mar. 3,1857 | July 1, 1857 Value not over 20 cents per pound, free 
July 1, 1857 | Thibet, angora, etc., value over 20 cents per 
| ones 15 per cent ad valorem 
July }, 1867 | All other over 20 cents per pound, 24 per cent ad 
| valorem. 
Mar. 2,186! Apr. 1,1861! Sheepskins with wool on, 15 per cent. 
Apr. 1, 1861 Value less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per cent 
Apr. 1,1861| Value 18 cents and not more than 24 cents per 
pound, 3 cents per pound 
Apr. 1,1861| Value over 24 cents, 9 cents per pound. 
June 30,1864 July 1,1864/ Sheepskins with wool on, 20 per cent. 
July 1,1864| Value per pound 12 cents or less, 3 cents pex 
} pound 
July 1,1864| Value over I2cents and notover 24 cenis, 6cents 
per pound 
i July 1,1864| Value over 24 cents and not over 32 cents, 10 cents 
i |} per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 
July 1,1864| Value over 32 cents, 12 cents per pound and 10 per 
} cent ad valorem. 
; July 1,1864| Wools scoured, treble the amount of duty 
July 1,1864) Flocks, waste or shoddy, 3 cents per pound 
Mar. 2, 1867 | Mar. 2,1867/} Clothing wools, 32 cents or less, 10 cents per 
} pound and Il per cent ad valorem; over 32 
| } cents, 12 cents per pound and 10 percent ad va- 
| } lorem; washed, twice the amount of duty 
Combing wool, 82 cents or less, 10 cents per pound 
} and 11 per cent ad valorem; over 32 cents, 12 
|} cents per — and 10 per cent ad valorem 
| Carpet wool, 12 cents or less, 3 cents per pound; 
{ over 12 cents, 6 cents per pound. 
| All classes, scoured, treble the amount of duty 
Mar. 2, 1867 | Mar. 2, 1867 | Sheep and goat skins, with wool on, 30 per cent 
ad valorem 
Woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks, 
12 cents per pound. 
July 14,1870 Jan. 1,1871| Woolson skin to bedutiable at the same rates as 
other wools 
June 6,1872 Aug. 1,1872| Reduction of 10 per cent on all duties. 
Mar. 3,1875 Mar. 3,1875| Rates under tariff of March 2, 1867, restored 
Mar. 3,1883 July 1,1883| Clothing wools, value of 30 cents or less, 10 cents 
} per pound; over 30 cents, 12 cents per pound 
washed, twice the amount of duty 
Combing wools, value of 30 cents or less, 10 cents 
\ per pound; over 30 cents, 12 cents per pound. 
} } Carpet wools, value of 12 cents or less, 2} cents 
} per pound; over 12 cents, 5 cents per pound 
| Wools of all kinds, scoured, treble the amount of 
| duty. 
| Wools on the skin, same as other wools 
Waste, mungo, shoddy, etc., 10 cents per pound 
Oct. 1,1890 Oct. 6,1890| Clothing wools, 11 cents per pound vashed 
} double duty: scoured, treble duty 
| Combing wools and hairs, 12 cents | pound 
| seoured, treble duty 
Carpet wools, valued at 13 cents or un 32 per 
cent: valued over 13 cents, 50 per cent ad valo 
rem 
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THE COST OF TRANSPORTATION OF WOOL. 

[I desire to repeat what I stated in the Senate on May 3d last 
in colloquy with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], on the question of the rates of transportation of 
wool raised in the Western section. 

The tran portat ion of wool has not been explained fully. The 
rate by rail on scoured wool is three times first-class. Merino 
wool, in which we are interested, is 70 per cent grease and dirt. 
Consequently it takes 3+ pounds of that kind of wool as you take 
it from the sheep to make 1 pound ofscoured wool. The freight 
on scoured wool from Arizona, New Mexico, Idaho or Montana 
would be about 9 certs a pound, while by steamer the regula- 
tions as to classification do not apply, particularly where rates 
are demoralized and freight scarce. 

You can ship scoured wool from the seaports of Australia, the 
Argentine, or the Cape of Good Hope for three-fourths of 1 
cent per pound, a difference of 50 per cent on the woo! in the 
grease. I mention, for the serious consideration of the Senate, 
the fact that there is a difference of 9 cents a pound between 
scoured wool produced in the far-off Western States and that 
from the colonies controlled by England. 

The rates from the western portion of our country referred to 
in the letter which the Senator has read are undoubtedly from 
Cheyenne or somewhere close to what is known in railroad par- 
lance as the Missouri River line, a common point. The rate on 
grease wool from Montana, Idaho, and Oregon to Boston runs 
from $1.90 to $2.40 a hundred pounds. 

[ am interested in this matter sufficiently to know. From the 
ezstern portion of Montana the rate is $1.90 a hundred pounds, 
and from the eastern portion of Idaho and Oregon it is about 
$2.20, and in the west of those States it runs about $2.40 a hun- 
dred pounds. Then when you get over on the Pacific coast the 
rate, I am advised, decreases to about 1 cent a pound, but there 
is no wool grown on the coast which youcan ship; it is the prod- 
uct of the intetior. You have to — by rail to the seaboard, 
and that will cost you, perhaps, from 75 cents to $1.50 a hundred 
pounds. Water competition makes the rate from the Pacific 
coast to New York from 25 to 37 cents a hundred pounds, and 
to London from 37 to 50 cents a hundred pounds. 

I will further state that the rate from Melbourne given by 
the authority the Senator from New Hampshire has quoted is 
certainly on scoured wool, because on wool in the grease the 
rate is only about 50 cents to London. It certainly must be 
scoured wool, which would cost us 9 cents per pound from the 
West and Southwestern States. 

The following table shows the average weights of bales of 
wool, domestic and foreign: 

[Wool Book, 1892. ] 
iverage weights of bales of wool. 
DOMESTIC. 

Pounds. 
Ohio, per bag span deus sbenatunbetiwenine sh soessentece 200 
Michigan, per bag , wwitrneniitiitditis duuinewaret ‘ “6 220 
Indiana, per bag ; ceeded » 175 
Texas, per bag....-..... eninge degen: santtis whinin ‘ _ a Se 210 
Utah greasy, per bag ‘ 325 
Montana greasy, per bag 290 
California scoured, per bale 400 
California greasy, per bale__.. etal, pees li tcatesteah Ra lite acptinate 500 
fastern Oregon greasy, per Reais i em : 540 
Valley Oregon greasy, per bale 520 
Territory, per bale peeve 300 


Australian, per bale ..... 350 
New South Wales greasy wool, average per bale nei 400 
New South Wales scoured, average per baic sheer a Medea 260 


, Cape, per bale ....... hagunled Giarweeil ; 400 


Cordoya, per bale : : “a Satie nedavldireemetiandaidnans , 000 
Montevideo, per bale -......- , 000 
Donskol, per bale 500 
Donskol, washed fleeces, per saclr.- 200 
Donskoi, unwashed .... sihisndatani-aitnen - 300 


eee, he rr ae 600 


Scotch carpet, per sheet - sSosetiltatiacenthicala dla de ce dealin tale on ‘ 600 
Scotch curpet, per bag ... ore Siacill atiaatttasait aii tenidns dead 250 
Aleppo, per bale ; ie ate 

East India: Karadi, Bagdad, Turkish and Levant ....................- 350 
River Plate aul ieee pinhead Onkecene . 800 
English wools very from 500 to 600 pounds. 

iS THE AMERICAN WOOL INDUSTRY TO BE ASSASSINATED AND DELIVERED 

INTO FOREIGN CONTROL? 

Mr. President, I very much fear, although I hope to the con- 
trary, that no reasonings however well based, no theories how- 
ever amply supported, are likely to find favor with those who 
are so intent on sacrificing some of the best interests of the 
country to this theory of free trade. It would seem as if the 
edict had gone forth and the death of one of the leading indus- 
tries of this country had.been decreed, but I shall not believe it 
until the final vote on the passage of the pending bill, because 
it would prove a costly experiment, if experiment it be, and re- 
coil terribly wpon the political party which justifies and ordains 
the slaughter. 

That if accomplished it will shortly be repudiated and de- 
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nounced by s rank and file of the Democratic party itself js 
to my mind a arngepe conclusion, since every citizen of the 
country engaged in the sheepgrowing industry, whether to con- 
siderable or inconsiderable degree, North, South, East, ang 
West, must suffer irreparable pecuniary loss through opening 
our markets to free foreign wool. 

This conclusion is justitied and rendered more certain by tho 
undeniable fact that it is by no means an easy task to recuperate 
and re#@stablish the wool industry after it shall have suffered 
either partial or entire destruction. It takes time and mone, 
to reproduce flocks; snd who is to come forward and reinvest 
capital in an industry which must be first rescued from cap 
tivity by foreign nations before it can again be Americanized? 

You propose now to manacle and shackle the sheep-growing 
wool-producing industry of the country, with all its varied in- 
terests, and deliver it intoforeign hands, regardless of the losses 
and injuries entailed upon our own people. American wool j 
to be made the outcast and prriah of American industries, the 
great sacrifice offered to propitiate the demands of the free 
trade Moloch. 

A PROTEST AGAINST SUCH A CONSUMMATION, 

Fully realizing that no words of mine, nor cautions and pro- 
testations from out the mouths of the many wiser and more elo- 
quent of my colleagues, can or willstay the ruthless hand of the 
preordained free-trade assassination of the wool industry, I can 
only,in the nameof the State I have the honor to represent and 
her citizens, interpose my solemn protest, and appeal to the 
American people for that vindication and retribution which fol- 
low, surely as night follows day, the commission of crimes 
against the welfare and happiness of the Republic! 


APPENDIXES. 
VAKIOUS STATISTICS OF THE SHEEP-GROWING AND WOOL PRODUCING 
INDUSTRY. 

As I have cited figures in the course of my remarks on vari- 
ous items affecting the wool industry, I deem it proper to verify 
the same by appending statistical tables obtained from sources 
deemed and accepted as authentic. 

I. World’s wool product—Department of Agriculture. 

Il. Number of sheep in the world. 

IIT. Population and number pounds of wool produced in principal wool- 
growing countries. 

IV. Number of pounds of wool in United States, Argentine Republic, and 
Continents of Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australasia. 

V. Price of domestic wool in Boston wool market, year ending June 30, 
1892. 

VI. Imports of wool and manufactures of wool, 1891, 1892, 1893, 1994. 

APPENDIX I. 
Approximate statement of the world’s wool product according to the latest at 
tainable data, compiled by the Department of Agriculture. 
ay -—————— 





| Quantity prodticed. 
Countries. Years.| Millions 

| of kilo- 
grams. 


Pounds. 


In Europe: 


| 
' 
! 
Russia 


a118. 62 , 652 
ic tated ’ ob3 
2, 264 

, O00 

| 1892 ; 5, 100, 000 
43, 144, 022 

€21, 214, 537 

SJ 9, O44, 488 
11, 485, 968 
1, 102, 800 

3,968, 280 

77, 600, 104 


German Empire . 
. , ee 
Italy ..... ; 
Austria - 
Portugal ... uae inl 
acta decides cehumehs aabemees wheel 
Rs cigcamceenaen 
Other European countries. -....-..- 
Total for Europe 805, 093, 851 
Outside of Europe: 
III, oie: trainicess thippien tasidetnes na oneness 
dL ee eet 
Argentine Republic .................-.- J3A0, 908, 398 
Uruguay 2 k61, 666, 699 
Cape Colony z I. £70, 335, 198 
British India aaa saateaea tiated m24, 717, 907 
n20, 887, 888 
17, 504, 524 
P10, 600, 000 
88, 184, 000 


R505, 712, 887 
4293, 000, 000 





SED NEE odds on conden danaienneenm 
British North America 
Other extra European countries -.....! 


Total extra-European countries. ..!......../.--..-..-... 
SUMMARY. 


805, 093, 851 


Total for Europe 
1, 482, 917, 496 


Total extra-European countries -....... 


rand total ......... 2, 238, O11, 347 


a(Russia.) These are the figures given by Dr. Franz von Juraschek, on 
age 468, of Uebersichten der Weltuirthschaft, for 1885-1889. His estimate 
s based on an assumed average yield of 6 Russian pounds of wool per hea: 
of sheep, the number of these animals in 1883 having been 48,220,119, without 
including those in Asiatic Russia. The allowance of 6 Russian pounds, or 
— 5,417 pounds avoirdupots per capita, seems a ratner large es 
mate. 











b (Great B tain and Ireland.) Estimate of the Bradford Observer repro- 
duced in the Wool Book for 1892, page 64 
tin 














c(France.) According to the Bul of the Ministry of Agriculture for 
Nove! 18v3 (tweilth year NO. 6), 1@ quantity of wool produced W 
48¢ ; itals, of W i the figuresin the table are the equivalent rhe 
ni nals s! ! \ same place at 591,647 1ich 
the ‘ V 1 of } 6.46 It is 
probable, however, that th tal \ clip, as stated in the table, includes 
‘ ide1 ian iich case the average weight per 
lee Wlit 

d (German Empire The number ep on December 1, 1892, a 
to preliminary re published in the Statisti ies Jahrbuch fiir das 
Deu I h for 1893 was 13,775 1 Which number the round number 
est te o ) i ll fraction less than 4 pounds } 
capita Vi : ff D for 1883 was 25,590,000 kilogr 
o! ! ‘i4 1\ yunds per capita on the 
then in the em} +, Whereas bh iating for 1887, put the tota 
uct of theempire at 105,000,000 pou 3 I'he number of sheep has min 


ished by nearly five and one-half millions within the last ten years. 

e (italy.) The official figures for 1891,as found on page 389 of the Annus 
Statistico Italiano for 1892 make the quantity of wool produced in that yeal 
tated in the table, 21,214,537 pounds, and the value 
13,: 
to the animal census of December 31, 1890, there 

me 38,186,787 sheep, against 3,841,340 in 1880. The 
officially reported in part 2 of the Statistis« 
rbau, Ministeriums for 1881, at 49,452 metric centners 
(or ¢ ming the yield in 1891 to have been proportional! 
the same, e qantity of wool obtained from the reduced number of sheep 
would be 41,025.53 metric centnuers, or, as estimated in the table, 9,0f4,455 
po is 

g (Port 


. 1 average of 1} kilog 


wel 
yie 
Jaht 











ral.) On the basis of 2.977.454 sheep, the number in the kingdom 
in 1882, and an g ums of wool per capita; the number of 
sheep is found in the Statesman sar Book for 1889, and the yleld of woo! 
per capita is that assumed by Dr. ’. X. von Neumann-Spallart and his su 
cessor, Dr. von Juraschek, in Uebersichten den Weltwirthsehatt for 1885-1389 
The estimate appear » be rather high, but is retained for want of a bas 
for ~different one 

A (Australia.) The net exportof the Australasian colonies for 1800 was 
d or 12,607,331 pounds less than the total product as stated 
n the table ires there given are from page 304 of the Victorian 
ear Book for 1892, a work prepared by Henry Heylin Hayter, gover 
tatist of the colony of Victoria rhe net export was 520,481,863 pou! I 
1889 and 642,637,738 in 1891; and if we suppose the net export in these years to 
have fallen short of the total production by about the same amount as ir 
1890, we shall have as the total production about 533,000,000 pounds in 188 
and 655,000,000 pounds in 1891. The woolen mills of Victoria and New Ze 
land, according to the latest official handbooks for these colonies, in 189land 
1892 used the quantities named below 









93, 105,556 pound 





1891. } 1892. 


Pounds. Pounds, 
Victoria sarnaimehakas iia canines ok Seats el amaiaimaby aed | 1,780,859 | 2,474, 441 
New Zealand ails etal deedioal hieliuitaidilaly sala jail ase ---| 2,918,073 3, 388, 954 


sata 4, 698,982 | 5, 863,395 
} 


The figures for New Zealand are given as representing the quantities pur 
chased. No statistics are at hand as to the quantities consume in other 
Australasian colonies. 

é (United States.) Official figures. 

j (Argentine.) This is the quantity of wool exported. The exports for 
1891 amounted to 305,570,431 pounds. The quantity manufactured in the Re- 
public must be insignificant, and;the figures on production were not avail 
able, could not greatly exceed the figures on exportation. The figures on 
exportation here given are from the official report on commerce and navi 
ration for 1892. 

& (Uruguay.) This is the quantity exported as wool of domestic origin dur- 
ing the year. No imports of unmanfactured wool are recorded for 1892 in 
the Anuario Estadistico de la Republica Oriental del Uruguay, from which 
document the quantity exported (stated in kilegrams) is obtained. The 
number of sheep in Uruguay in 1892, as declared for the purposes of taxa- 
tion, is stated at 11,012,769, on which number the exports for the year would 
be anaverage of about 5.7 pounds per capita. It is stated, however, on offi 
cial authority that thereare many thousands of inhabitants who do not pay 
any tax on the animals owned by them, this statement being found on page 
27 of a pamphlet prepared for the World’s Columbian Exposition by Carlos 
Maria de and Pena Honore Roustan, director of the general statistical office. 
In this pamphlet the total number of sheep is estimated at 23,000,000, the es- 
timate being apparently made for 1891. On this basis the yield per capita 
would be much less than 5.7 pounds, as in fact it probably is. 

t (Cape Colony.) Net export as stated in the Statistical Abstract of the 
colonial and other ] i f the United Kingdom, page 41, thirtieth 
number. The net export for 1890 is stated in the same place at 65,655,917 
pounds, and that for 1891 at 75,520,701 pounds. 

m (British India.) This is the net export during the Indian fiscal year, e> 
tending from April 1, 1892, to March31, 1893, inclusive. It is, of course. 
less than the total product, but the latter is difficult to estimate with : 
approach to exactness. The number of sheepand goatsin British India, « 
clusive of Bengal and the Central provinces, in 1891-1892 is stated in No. 27 
of the Statistical Abstract for British India (page 157) at 28,975,156, to which 
Bengal and the Central pro\ es would probably add afew millions more 
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The numbers of sheep and goats respectively, are, however, not sepa 
rately stated. D. V. von Juraschek, in his Uebersichten der Weltwirth- 
schaft, while giving in his table the quantity exported, gives in a footnote 
an estimate of the total wool product, based on the number of sheep l 
goats together, placing it at from 30,000,000 to 40,000,000 kilograms. The lower 
of these estimates, which is pro»ably above rather than below the mark, is 
equivalent to 66,138,000 pounds. 

n(Natal.) This is the n c 















port of sheep's wool, as stated in the Stat 
tical Abstract of the colonial ssessions of the United Kingdom, 
thirtieth number. The numb » in the colony in 1891 is stated in the 
same document at 959,246, on which the net export of wool in 1892 would 
amount to wan average of over 21} pounds per capita. I[t is evident from this 
that the wool shipped from the ports of Natal must have included a large 
quantity produced on adjoining territory 

6. (Asiatic Turkey The exports from Turkey, including Turkey in Eu 
rope, to the | ted Kingdom, alone amounted in 1890 to 17,458,657 pounds of 
Sheep or lam)’s wool and 4,120,222 pounds of goat’s wool or hair; in 1891 it 
amounted to 17,805,113 of the former and 6,496,115 of the latter; in 1892 it 
Semounted to 22,774,764 of the former and 7,774,541 of the latter. 
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APPENDIX III Table showing the price of domestic woolin Boston wool market, etc.—Continuea 


Table giving the popluation a e number of pounds of wool produced in the June Aug Sept Oct Nov 
principal woolyre  ¢ niriea of the world Srom 1800 to 1890 1892 j 1892 : “189 ae 1292. "1892. 


The production of wool throughout the world for the first fifty years of 
the present , as 32,360,881,950 pounds, and the yearly average for the Texas (scoured basis)—Con 
first fifty year 7,217,639 pounds, tinued 

The followin vs the world's production of wool, in pounds, from 1801 Spring, medium, 6 to 8 
to 1800, inelu +, together with the increase in population, Boston tere months 
and the d euse or li in sheep in different sections of the United Fall fine 


State Fall, medium ....- ei 
1890. California (scoured basis): 
, Spring, northern, free, 12 
mo mths a . 
Popula aa ‘roduction, | Yearly aver Spring, northern, free, 6 
tion.* . age. to 8 months 
— Southern, 12 months... 
Sneed . 
Pounds Pounds Falk ~ ra, 6 to Smonths 
289. 400. 000 1801-10 | 5, 109, 663, 200 510, 966, 320 Fall, detec tive . 
208, 900, 000 | t 20) 5,427,612, C00 542,761,260 | Oregon (scoured basis): 
837. 45.0. 000 21~'30 | 5, 904, 200 75, 290, 420 Eastern, No. 1 ii 
384,060,000 | 1831-740 | 6, 867,524, 000 586, 752, 400 Eastern, No. 2...... 
435, 223,740 t 50 a , 177, 950 , 217, 795 Valley, No. 1....- 
480), 800, 450 51-60 a : 35, 584, 400 3, 54 , 540 Valley, No. 2 
537,183,250 | 1861-"70 , 883, 648, 300 8, Montana (scoured basis) : 
641, 858, 045 71-"80 | 7) 80, 363, 490 708, 036, ¢ Fine 
729, 591, 430 S "90 19, 462, 037, 826 945, 203 rine medium 
Sa ee Medium .-_.... 
94, 722, 416, 960 | 1, 052, 371,299 | wyoming and Utah (scoured | 
basis): 
Fine ... 5 5 57155 56 5 f 56 | 56 
*The population in this table includes eighteen nations of Europe. In Fine medium . - 5 5355 oi 5 | 5: 5 | 53 5d 
America: ‘he United States, Mexico, the Argentine Republic, and the Do _, Medium wnwennaeanaene| f ne , ‘ ‘ 59 52 
minion of Canada. In Africa: The Cape Colonies. Tn Australia: The | Colorado and New Mexico: 
whole continent. In Asia: India and Turkey. Improved . we eee eens ~ 17 2 ~ “ 20 
Coarse and carpet ------| 138 151/13 15/13 15 3.i24 3 15 3 15 
— Georgia and southern... cenuaal ae) ae 4 26) 26 26 | 25 251) 25 25} 


in Wool Rey ter, sccember 3 


APPENDIX IV. a ' - 
Feb., | Mar., | Apr., | ay, | June, 
Table showing the number of pounds of wool produced in the United States and 893. 1893. 893. | 1893. 93. 1:93. 
Argentine Republic, the Continents of Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia, | —_ 
from 1800 to 1890 — 
, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and | | 
. — bah Virginia: 1c . | Cents. | Cents. | 
Surope. Africa. | Australia. | Asia. = and pick-lock q = - 7 -* 
28 281) 283 29 
133 34 | sat 34} 


Year | United Argentine | | 
| 


States Republic 


Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. : ee _..| 82 323] 32 324] 82 32) 
7,925, 840) 1,200, 000) 419, 985, 200} (*) | (*) 2, 498, 150 Fine unwashed... a 21 | 20 214| 20 22 
11,227,520) 2, 800, 000} 439, 045, 600) (*) (*) 56, 993, 200 Unmerchantable 22 224) 22) 93°| 224 234 
14, 100,500) 8, 750, 456, 073, 340} (*) (*) 68, 837, 420 Ohio combing No. 1 (§ and P 
, 829, 870 5, 940,000) 475; 988 700} 2,200,000) 2, 860, 650) 70,571, 200 } blood) 135 36135 36135 36 
5 925,640) 1 | 965, 250) 510, 895, 860 9, 950, 600) 13, 860,780) 85, 149, 270 Ohio combing | | 
89, 985, 400! 24, 864, 300) 629, 642, 100) 17,825,850) 42, 958, 645) 104, 941, 500 blood) | 3 133 34 


< 


| 111,976, 950 55 885 760) 715, 885, 380) 27, 945, 240 69, 964, 320 121, 910, 890 Ohio delaine § 1} 32 33) 
| 154, 800, 680) 166, 087, 500 806, 940, R7' 0) 45, 968, 880 179, 459, 780| 134, 507, 120 Michigan, New York, and New | . 
240, 680, 750) 259, 824, 840) 675, 495, 630! 51,928, 650) 345, 010, 338) 135, 095, 140 England: } | 
271, 342, 200) 205, 425, 200) 701, 658, 350] 55, 185,780) 400, 879, 240) 264, 860, 050 X and above ...1 26 264) 26} 27 
oiincsiahdicemametnaveaiint bei No. ---| 34 }| 32} 33 
Q oo 
*No returns. | i8 20° 
U SeecEeaneaaD 21 22 | 
Michigan combing No. 1_ 
APPENDIX V. (fj and 4 blood) . 5 | 34 
ch ) ing y 
price of donestic wool in Boston woo! market, year ending na — < miing Ho 9 32 
June 30, 1893. Mic higan delaine..__. _| 281 29 | 29 
[Boston prices, June, 1892-1893, by Denny, Rice & Co.] — ky, Indiana, and Mis 
j j ; Combing, § blood 26 27 | 
June, | Aug., | Sept., {| Oct., | Nov., | Dec., Combing, 4 blood 2 4} 25 26 
892. 1892, | 1892. | 1892. 1892. 1892. Combing, braid....... |} 22 24/23 24 | 
Sali eshe Clothing, § blood 254/25 26 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West | Clothing, } blood ..........| 2 244 25 
Virginia: ” Cenls Cents. | Cents. ents. Cents. | Cents. Clothing, coarse | 20 22 
XXX, and pick lock $2 -33 | 82 -33 | 32 -33 | 82 -33 | 32 -88 | $2 -33 Texus (scoured basis): 
.X ‘ ‘ 291/28 2 8 281) 28 29128 29 29 Spring, tine, 12 months..-| 5f BS 56 
c ‘ pt " }| 263 27 | 274) 27. e714! e71 os Spring, fine,6 to 8 months.| 52 53 | 52 53 | 5 
. ’ es ' $3 | 32 3 | 824 33° 33 Spring, medium, 12 mos _.! 5: 3 | 62 5% 
No.2 : ‘ 32 | i 82 | 314 32 | 31} 32 } 32 Spring, medium, 6to8 mos-.| 2) 48 
Fine unwashed ee 9 2 20 | 20/19 20/19 20 2] Fall, fine ...... 48 
Unmerchantable SB 2232 }] 23 22)) 23 223) 22 223) 23 223 Fall, medium -..- | 45 
Ohio combing No, 1(j and 2 ‘ California (scoured basis): | 
4 blood) “ 36 33 | § 35 Spring, northern, free,| 
Ohio combing No. 2 (| ee a a 
blood one 3 Spring, northern, free,| 
Ohio delaine ie 32 33 | 32 33 | § $2 i% g 21% 32) 6 to 8 months. ............| ! 53 | 50 
Michigan, New York, and ’ Southern, 12 months 5 
New England | | | Southern, 6 to 8 months. -. 
X and above ene 25 26/25 251) 25 26 | 25 26 | 2 5 Fall, free 
No. 1! : Ss 82/81 B2 | 814 82! B13 § ‘ Fall, defective ......... 
No. 2 ‘ ; : 31 3 31 82/31 § i . Oregon (scoured basis) : 
Kastern, No, 1... 
Unmerchantable Eastern. No. 2 
Michigan combing No.1 (j Valley, No. 1........, 
and 4 blood) oeee| 84 8] 8 aE 35 4 35 Valley, 
Michigan combing No. 2 | | | Montana (scoured basis): 
(} blood) Sa 32 83/32 383/32 383) 82 $2 33/382 33 Fine ‘ . 
Michigun delaine 8 Fine medium. 
Kentucky, Indiana, and Mis 7 ar’ Medium / 
gouri: — Wyoming and Utah (scoured 
Combing, § blood 2! 5 2 261 2 2 6 | 2 basis): 
Combing, } blood 25 25 5 | 24h 25 | 24) 255) 24} 254) 24h 2 Fine - ....-| 54 56) 54 56)! 
Combing braid 21 283/21 22/2 22° v3°| 22° 93°] g2° 9g: i‘ine medium .| BS 3 54] 5: 
Clothing, § blood won.| 24 25)] 24 254] 24 254) 24) 25a) 24) 253) 243 25) Medium 2 | 52 
Clothing, } blood ... --| 24 2h 25 | 2 24h 2 25 | 24) 2 Colorado and New Mexico: 
Clothing, coarse i | ’ 20 21) 20 ‘ 199 2 Improved... ‘ 117 20 
Texas (scoured basis): Coarse and carpet 5|13 15 | 3 15] 
Spring, fine, 12 months 57 56 58 | 58 | 56 Be Georgia and Southern shaolin 4} 25 253) 25 254 
Spring, fine, 6to8 months.| 52 152 53 | 53 | 52 63 | 52 2 ad ; BE ete tae oe | 


Spring, medium,12monthsj 52 | 52 * Nominal. + No stock. 


’ 








56 | 54 





Fine unwashed...... 
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Ke 








1894. 


APPENDIX VI 


Imports ef wool and manufact ures of wool for al years en ling Jung 30 18 M, 
6399. 1993, 1894, under the McKinley la together with an nt of duties col- 


1 j 
lected on same 

(Compiled by Theodore Justice, of Justice, Bateman & Co., Philadelphia. ] 

L . 








Import wool Specific 
“yin Mug . : Duties col- | (OF per | Advalo 
Y : ul ending - — * | pound) rem duty 
es To} p | duty col- | collected 
Pounds. Value. | “len ¢ 
— ee Aa 
Cents Per cent 
1291 _.| 129,303,648 | $18, 200, 000 5 
1608. ... 148, 670, 652 | 19, 600, 000 5} 
1893 = 168, 433, 836 21, 000, 000 | 4.9 
a ...| 48,792, 168 | 6, 000, 000 | 4.9 
Total... 495, 200,804 | 64,800,000 +24, 800, 000 
| 


Rate of 


"1 rte } 
Imports of Duties col- | duty col- 





Year ending June 30 manufactures lacked lectad (ad 
of wool, | valorem). 
/ _ — - — = 
| Per cent. 
tGaacne = aihieihen a eeani pm aad $41, 600, 000 €34, 500, 000 84.14 
Ws cntakuameseeuua a a ee 25, 500, 000 34, 000, 000 95. 77 
1893 Paaew eth waeee i al Te eee 88, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 97. 37 
BODE... . ccccccedcnncsécccosnccnceseucess 22, 500, 000 | 21, 900, 000 97. 37 
137,000,000 | $127, 400,000 





*The figures for 1894 are all estimates based on the reported imports for 
first nine months of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. 

+This 824,800,000 duties collected on wool are, by the pending bill, to be 
given away at a time when the Government needs revenue. 

this $127,400,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured goods, which 
are almost exclusively luxuries used by the wealthy classes, are by the 
pending bill to be reduced two-thirds, thus making a present to the wealthy 
classes of over $80,000,000. This loss of revenue of over $100,000,000 heretofore 
coliected under the McKinley law on wool and woolens is to be replaced by 
a tax on sugar, a necessary of life, the per capita consumption of which is 
as great by the poor as the wealihy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PEF- 
FER]. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to be heard a few moments on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire suggests theabsence of aquorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. ; 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Kyle, Quay, 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Frye, Mills, Shoup, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 


Murphy, 
Palmer, 


George, 


Gibson, 


Butler, 
Caffery, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 


Call, Gordon, Pasco, Turpio, 
Chandler, Gray, Patton, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Peffer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hawley, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hunton, Power, White. 
Dixon, Jarvis, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, when one speaks about dis- 
criminatfons in our tariff legislation against farmers and in 
favor of manufacturers, he is very apt to be charged with dem- 
agogy; as if he were speaking for mere buncombe; as if there 
were no real foundation to the charge which he makes. I want 
to direct the attention of the Senate to that particular point by 
way of introduction to some other practical matters which | 
wish to present. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the price at which the farmer 
sells his surplus produce is the price which obtains in what we 
call the marketof the world. Takecotton and wheat, for exam- 
ple. Thecotton that is forwarded from Texas or from any other 
Southern State is forwarded toa market at the other side of the 
Atlantic Ocean. The price obtained for it there is something 
larger than the price for which the farmer sells it, but all of the 
added price is transportation, handling, labor of different kinds 
bestowed upon the article after it leaves the handsof the farmer. 
So with wheat. Take wheatfrom the farm in Kansas; as it pro- 
ceeds on its way to Liverpool or London it increases at every 
stopping place in its market value, but the farmer receives no 
benefit from that increase in value. I will make an illustration 
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of it in a moment, so that the mind will readily grasp it from 
contrast. 

On the other hand, the manufacturer in this country receives 
the benefit of whatever is derived from protective duties in his 
favor. He has the benefit of whatever is added to a free-trade 
price of the article by reason of tariff legislation, and whatey 
is added to the price of the manufactured article by reason of 
this legislation is that much more than the free-trade cost of 
the article. So what is gained in the price of the manufactured 
article inures to the benefit of the manufacturer, while in the 
caseof the farmer what is added to the price of the article does 
not inure to him; it is simply paid out f i 


f 


ior transportation ang in 


} | the costof handling, warehousing, ete. 


[In order to make it more plain, I have put it in this form: 
Wheat from a farm in Kansas sells at 65 cents a bushel, we will 
say, which is much higher than the price now. We will trke 
100 bushels, making $65 worth. By the time it reaches New 
York $25 have been added to its value, because it costs Kansas 
farmers about 25 cents a bushel toland their wheat in New York 
City. When the wheat reaches New York it is worth 20 cents. 
But that does not help the farmer out any. It proceeds on its 
journey to London. Ten dollars more are added to the price of 
the wheat, making an even hundred dollars at London. The 
Kansas farmer received $65. The person who purchases the 
wheat in London pays $100 for it. 

The difference tetween $65 and $100 is $35 that the wheat has 
gained in value on its journey from the farm in Kansas to the 
warchouse in London; but not a penny of value has been added 
to the farmer's price. 

Now, we willreverse the process. We will purchase $65 worth 
of sugar in London and bring it back to the United States. 
Sixty-five dollars’ worth of sugar by the time it reaches New 
York under the duties proposed in this bill would have added 
to it 40 per cent, which would makeit amount to $91 by the time 
it leaves the custom-house in New York City. 

I have not undertaken to compute what it will cost to dray the 
sugar from the Government warehouses to the warehouse of 
the wholesale merchant, but I consider 10 per cent on the price 
in the New York Custom House will pay the transportation to the 
townwhere I[ live in Kansas. That would give us $100.10 on 
this $65 worth of sugar when it leaves New York City; 10 per 
cent profit added to it by the Topeka merchant would make it 
cost the farmer of Kansas $110.1. Sixty-five dollars’ worth of 
sugar in London will cost the Kansas farmer $110, a difference 
of $45, and nearly all of that added cost comes from the tax that 
we place upon it in the way of a protective duty. 

Compare that with the otherjproposition. Sixty-five dollars’ 
worth of wheat leaving the Kansas farm, by the time it reaches 
London is worth $100, but that added cost yields the farmer 
nothing. The price in London is nothing to him; it is simply 
the transportation, the handling charges added to the cost of 
the wheat to the farmer; in other words, the farm price of the 
wheat follows it wherever it goes so far as he is concerned, but 
it is not so with the article purchased in London which the 
farmer has to use. Senators can see from this comparison the 
great difference there is in the effect of our tariff legislation 
upon the farmers and upon the manufacturers. 

That being true, when we call attention to this discrimination 
and ask for some sort of legerdemain, if I may use that term 
properly, by which the farmer can in some way have this dis- 
crimination against him offset, we ought not to be charged with 
demagogy; we ought not to be charged with talking for bun- 
combe, for we are speaking plain, practical, common sense, sober 
truths; much learning has not made us mad; but weare talking 
the words of soberness, and of truth, Mr. President. 

Another item. The manufacturer, when he uses in his work 
an article of foreign product and then exports his manufactured 
article, receives a drawback amounting to ‘9 per cent of the 
duty which wes paid upon the foreign article. If a manufac- 
turer in Boston or in New York uses foreign material of some 
kind, upon which $100 duty was paid, when he places this for- 
eign product in his own manufacture and exports it, he receives 
back $99 of the duty, leaving only $1, or 1 per cent of the duty 
which was paid originally. The manufacturer gets the b 
of that, but the farmer does not. “he farmer pays the manu- 
facturer’s price. If the price of « unit of this particular article 
is $1 when it leaves the shop, aithough the manufacturer has a 
rebate of 99 per cent on the duty, the farmer pays $1 with the 
added cost of transportation. 

View this subject in_any light you please, the discrimination 
is constantly staring us in the face, and this applies to a great 
many articles. It applies not only to wool, of which we export 
such a trifling amount that it is not worth talking about, but it 
applies to wheat, it applies to corn, it applies to oats, it applies 
to cattle, it applies to dressed carcasses of meat, although the 
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farmer does not sell that; it applies to everything which the 
farmer exports by reason of having a surplus over and above 
that which supplies the home market, and as to every article 
exported from the farm, as cotton or wheat, the a in the for- 
oign market governs the price of the entire product here. 

Mr. President, the farmer is trying to solve the problem of 
how toset off this discrimination against him in the matter of 
transportation. I have recently seen a very interesting plan 
sugyested by a constituent of my amiable friend from California 
|Mr. PERKINS], whom I do not see present. He suggests that 
the Government pay the charges of transportation from Ameri- 
can ports to the world’s market on all farm products which are 
exported. It is a novel idea to many, and, of course, would not 
meet with favor in a Democratic Congress; and yet there is a 
vein of good, practical sense in the idea. 

Take, for example, this 100 bushels of wheat of which I spoke. 
The transportation costs us $35. If the Government should un- 
dertake to protect the farmer's wheat just as it protects the 
manufacturer’s cloth by a duty on foreign goods, by paying this 
$35 directly out of the public Treasury in such a way and 
guarded by such regulations as that the farmer would get the 
benefit of it, it would, as you see, immediately increase the value 
of the surplus to the amount of the transportation, and the 
farmer would get it. The effect on the farmer would be toraise 
the price of the wheat oxported just what. the transportation 
from port to port cost. ‘Ten dollars saved ona shipment of 100 
bushels would be equivalent to raising the price of the wheat 10 
cents a bushel. 

The weak point in my correspondent’s plan is this: He ve- 
lieves that the price of all the wheat which is sold in the home 
market would be raised to the farmer just as much as this sur- 
plussentabroad. He would discover, however, thatthatis error. 
The effect of the price of what is soldin the home market would 
not be anything. 

I mention these pointers to Senators for the purposeof calling 
attention to the fact, and emphasizing it, that the farmers are 
trying to solve the problem of this discrimination against them. 

Now I come to the item of wool—that is what we are talking 
about here—and it is proposed by this bill to remove the duties 
which are now imposed upon raw wool, but not to remove the 
duties from manufactures of wool. If Senators will examine the 
schedule, they will find that in the present law, in nearly every 
paragraph, where duties are laid on manufactures of wool, they 
are based upon the duties levied on raw or unmanufactured wool. 

That is the case with cloth, clothing, and with dress goods 
where they are heavy. To illustrate what I mean, on page 33 
of the little pamphlet entitled ‘‘ Tariff rates; the tariff act of 
1890 compared with the tariff act of 1883 and the Mills bill,” 
I find paragraph 391, which provides that: 

On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times 


the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Now, in most of the paragraph. following the same basis of 
computation is made. First, the amount of duty that is levied 
upon unmanufactured wool, a certain number of pounds is taken 
care of in the manufactured cloth. After that, 35 per cent ad 
valorem is levied. If Senators will examine the schedules in 
the bill before us they will find that there is no provision for 
the raw wool, but the 35 per cent on manufactured wool is left; 
40 ner cent is left; 45 per cent is left, and 50 per cent is left. 
There are only two cases in the present law, if 1 remember cor- 
rectly, where the duty on raanufactured cloth of any kind ex- 
ceeds 60 per cent; but in most of them it is from 35 to 50 per 
cent, and on a few of the very low grades it is 15 per cent. In 
every case, however, there is an allowance made for the duty 
upon unmanufactured wool. 

Now, | insist in the presence of the Democratic majority that 
that is unfair. Ido not know what other words to use. Dis- 
honest is not the proper word, because Senators do not mean to 
be dishonest. But itis unfair. That word can be used without 
being offensive and yet express the ideal have in mind. That 
idea is that the Democratic party is pledged to revise the tariff 
in aspirit of fairness. Those are the words of their platform. 
I know that platforms do not amount to much nowadays; but 
this is one of the principles ofthe party. This isa pledge which 
they made to the people of the United States; and every farmer 
in the land had a right to expect that this great party, to which 
the American people intrusted power, would perform their 
pledges, at least so far as this particular matter is concerned. 

The farmers did not understand at the time of the election in 
1892 that the money power was behind the tariff. They under- 
stood that the money power was operating in a good many other 
directions, but they had not at that time nam that it was the 
disposition of the money power to keep the tariff fight before 
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the people in order that while we were quarreling they migh 
run away with the spoils. The people did not imagine that. 
They believed and they had a right to believe that the Demo. 
cratic party was earnest when it incorporated in its platform ir, 
1888 a message of the President of the United States in which 
he proclaimed openly, boldly, manfully, and honestly, as I } 
lieve, that the revision of the tariff would be done in a spirit o 
fairness to all industries. 

That being true, here is a great industry—the growing | 
wool. How great itis I will show inashort time. It is ani 
dustry involving millions, and even hundreds of millions of do 
lars in permanent investments of property of different kin 
There are 45,000,000 sheep, which ought to be worthan avera 
of $2.50 a head. That would be $117,000,000. It is an indus} 
requiring the culture of large tracts of land to produce hay, ¢ 
produce corn, to produce oats, and to produce wheat in ord 
that the bran may be used; and it requires many other articles 
necessary to take care of the flocks and the herds. It requir 
besides, a large number of men and women who are engaged i 
caring for the animals. It requires from two to three year: { 
mature a sheep. 

[t has required a long periot of time to develop our sh 
breeds to where they are now, and to develop the grade of woo! 
we have now. From 1860 up to 1890 the grade of our wool im 
proved at least 100 per cent. The weightof the fieece increase: 
250 per cent. So, whereas in 18650 our clips amounted to about 
2 pounds on the average or 24 pounds, in 1888 they amounted t 
6 pounds or 7 pounds, and the quality of the wool constantly im 
proved. Ithas required the outlay of hundreds of millions, | 
might say thousands of millions of dollars to develop the shex 
industry of the United States to its present high standard. 

[ have before me a letter from a Missouri woolgrower, wit! 
whom doubtless the junior Senator from Missouri |Mr. VEST] i 
well acquainted. Ido not see the Senator present. This gen- 
tleman has been in the business of raising sheep and wool for 
many years, and he has developed the quality of his stock so 
that he gells the males as far away from the United States as 
New Zealand and in Australia. His sheep have been spread 
into the Northwestern States, and wherever in the United States 
the best quality of Merino sheep are used these Missouri rams 
are sent. it isa great business; one which involves talent, la- 
bor, and a large investment of permanent capital. 

There is as much money invested in the sheep industry and in 
the wool industry as there is in the industry of manufacturing 
wools. There are more men and women dependent upon it. 
Perhaps that is putting it a little too strong, but I will say that 
there are as many men and women engaged-in the industry. 
But the farmer has still one advantage over the manufacturer— 
he has the great, wide, wide world near him, and if he is thrifty, 
as a woolgrower invariably is, he is able to take care of himself 
with or without tariff legislation. 

But, Mr. President, if the passage of this wool schedule would 
affect the wool industry of the country as all woolgrowers say 
it would, as common sense teaches us it would, and as our pres- 
ent observation and experience show that it would, it is an out- 
rage to pass such a measure when there is no necessity for it. 

But, say the Democratic majority, ‘‘it isa part of our creed 
to give the people free wool.” ThatI know istrue. It isapart 
of your creed to give them free coal, but you are not going to do 
it. Itis a part of your creed to give them free iron ore, and you 
are not going to do it. 

Mr. President, you may go along through this bill and you 
will find the footprints of a power stronger than the Democratic 
party. Thatpower has shapened this bill, and the only thing le!t 
to the solid, conscientious, old-fashioned free-wool Democrat is 
this item of free wool. 2 

I submit this proposition to the gentlemen whe are in charge 
of the bill. I have shown that you are taking off the duty on 
raw wool and leaving it on manufactured wool. There may be 
a few instances where the duties have been somewhat decreased 
below this point, but speaking in a general way it has been the 
object to take out all the duties there were laid upon raw wool 
and leave the manufactured wool protected. 

This is the proposition I submit to those gentlemen: Com- 
promise with us as you have done with oneanother. Take part 
of the duty off of wool, take a part of the duty off of the manu: 
factures of wool, and you will have no difficulty in compromis- 
ing with the woolgrowers. The only difficulty will be with the 
manufacturers, if there is any there, and I have no doubt there 
will be, because I have found that my manufacturing neighbors 
insist upon the last straw even though it does break the camel's 
back. If anybody has to goitis the farmer who must go, be- 
cause he is willing to vote the ticket straight and bear the bur- 
den. But we have now come to the conclusion that the roads 
fork, and we may possibly be blind enough to take the other road. 
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Now, we do not want to be unreasonable, nor do we want to be 
threatening, but we insist that if a duty is placed upon woolen 
manufactures there ought to be a duty placed upon raw wool, 
and that we are just as much entitled to it. 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat.) Amen. 

Mr. PEFFER. TheSenator from Massachusetts approves the 
suggestion by an amen; and the heartof the people will respond, 
and the Democrats will respond—all except the manufacturers, 
who have doubtless controlled the inditing of these schedules. 

Mr. GALLiINGER. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

“ Mr. PEFFER. Iamalwaysdelighted to yield to that Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask the Senator, who is always 
fair in his discussions, what evidence he has that|the manufac- 
turers are opposing the interests of the farmer by asking for free 
wool. I know that in our part of the country where the manu- 
factures of wool are avery important industry, the manufactur- 
ers, as a Class, are in favor of retaining the duty on wool. I 
know in my State of but one manufacturer who has ever advo- 
cated the contrary, and I understand from reliable authority 
that he has changed his opinion and is now in favor of retaining 
a duty on wool. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to re- 
enforce the statement of my friend from New Hampshire. I 
live ina woolen manufacturing region, and represent the largest 
woolen manufacturing interestin the country I suppose. Ihave 
been in this and the other House sincs 1869, twenty-six years, 
through the making of several tariffs, and I have had occasion 
to know all about the history of some of the tariffs that pre- 
ceded. Ido not know a woolen manufacturer who is in favor 
of free wool, except one or two who have the shabby and inde- 
fensible notion that they can set fire to this barrel of gunpowder 
and put it out when half burned up, and who think that they 
may possibly get the American people to submit to an arrange- 
ment which would give them protection on what they manu- 
facture, and free trade on what they buy; and those men have 
in every instance signalized their coming to that conclusion by 
going over to the Democratic party. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will remember that two or 
three weeks ago I read a letter from Mr. John T. Busiel, of La- 
conia, N. H., inwhich he made avery strong and forcible argu- 
ment in favor of a duty on wool, and he brought out the fact 
that it is absolutely necessary to have some duty on wool in 
order to compensate for the increased cost of getting wool by 
rail from the mountain States to the factories of the country in 
competition with the water-borne wool from Australia. I have 


other letters from him on this subject, and also a magazine arti- | 


cle which I intend to introduce into the debate. This manu- 
facturer, who is a student of the subject, is most earnest in be- 
half of applying the principle of protection to the farmer who 
raises wool, as well as to the manufacturer who uses it for the 
purpose of making textile fabrics. 

Mr.HOAR. If I may add one sentence without trespassing 





on the great patience of my honorable friend from Kansas, [ | 


will state that the free traders of New England, the Democrats, 
make their attack on this schedule of the protective tariff. One 
of their number quoted last year in a meeting of the tariff re- 
form clubs, Byron's lines— 


While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall. 


He went on to say that as long as the protection on wool stood 
the protective tariff in this country would stand, and that when 
the protection upon wool fell the whole system would fall. That 
is the opinion of the persons who are opposing a duty on wool in 
New England. 

Mr.PEFFER. Iam satisfied that the manufacturers are com- 
ing to see very plainly that a contest that will be destructive is 
growing out of the tendency to remove duties from wool while 
retaining them upon manufactures of wool. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one question before he 
proceeds? Why does he use the phrase ‘‘ coming tosee?” They 
have seen it for thirty years. 

Mr. PEFFER. I meant it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me further to quote 
the exact language of the statement to which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has alluded. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts kindly listen to the statement? I desire to read the exact 
language of Hon. John E. Russell at the New England Tariff 
Reform dinner, which I happen to have in my hand: 

Let us get all that we can. If we can get only free wool we will have 
knocked the keystone from the arch of protection. 
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Mr. HOAR. That is from the last 
governor of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas very well] 
that that is the voice of the Democratic politician and is not 
voice of the manufacturers of woolen goods. The wholeschem 
from the time it was made prominent by President Cleveland in 
1887 down to this hourof taking the duty off of wool and makin 
a mere'scheme to get the votesof the farme 
the whole protective system; and nobody understands that 
better, I think, than the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEPPER, Last wintera yearago some friend forwarded 
to my address regularly a copy of a weekly periodical known as 
American Industries, a paper whose relations to the Democrat 
party are the same as those of the American Economist to the 
Republican party, and I observed that in every issue there were 
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interviews with manufacturers. Idonotnow remember whether 
the politics of the gentlemen interviewed were given, though I 


think they were; but there was a general agreement among 
them that in the revision of the tariff which was expected there 
should be an average duty of at loast 50 per cent on 
goods. 

i do not recall a single instance where any of those manufac- 
turers urged a duty upon wool. I think at that time manufac- 
turers generally expected that they would have free wool. I 
remember quite distinctly that a large number of them spoke 
about being able to compete with foreign manufacturers if they 
had free raw materials, but they all argued that it would require 
along time by gradual process to get down to what would be a 
reasonable revenue tariff. They ought to begin with at least 50 
per cent, and then might go down as low as 25, some of them 
thought, but most of them stopped at 40. 

My information is that the manufacturers of New England and 
of the country quite generally, whenever they discuss the sub- 
ject of free wool, are apt to consider that it would be of great 
benefit to them, and that duties might be considerably reduced 
if wool were given to them free. While they have not argued 
in favor of free wool they have not, until quite recently, said so 
much against it as to produce any effect upon the public mind 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the truth about the matter is that sinve 
free wool has been talked about there have been a very few 
manufacturers in New England of the Democratic persuasion 
who have been in favor of free wool, but a very, very few in- 
deed; and with that exception the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land have not desired free wool, but have been constant and 
open in their opposition to free wool. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed one additional remark? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam very glad to see these gentlemen assist- 
ing me. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I want to assist the Senator. In the first 
place, as I said, I have represented for eighteen years in the 
Senate, and for eight years in the other House, a wool manufac- 
turing constituency, and there never has come to me or to my 
knowledge any suggestion from that constituency (except, as [ 
said. a few selfish persons who went over to the Democratic 
party when they did it) that they have undertaken to go forfree 
weol. The woolen manufacturers’ Bulletin is one of the ablest 
practical economical journals in this country. I think my hon- 
orable friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who certainly has no 
woolen manufacturing interests to represent but who has been 
on the committee all the time, will testify to the great ability 
of that journal on this class of subjects. He must have seen it 
It was edited by Mr. John L. Hayes, secretary of the New [ng- 
land Woolen Manufacturing Association, and it is supported by 
that association contributing in proportion, I believe, to the 
numer of spindles in the several factories of the members of 
the association. 

The ablest and most powerful articles ever published in this 
country or elsewhere in regard to the development of the wool- 
growing industries of this country have appeared in that journal 
and were the work of that man, Mr. John L. Hayes. 

Mr. PEFFER. I know very well who he is. 

Mr.HOAR. He died about six yearsago. Mr. Hayes would 
have gone almost for a prohibitory duty on wool, and you can 
not find stated anywhere the argument for a protective duty on 
wool with a power, with a fullness, with a learning, with a prac- 
tical and scientific knowledge of the subject, as it is stated there. 
[do not mean to apply it now to my honorable friend from Kan- 
sas,for he is a man of very great wisdom and senss—and [| think 
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he is the only Senator who listened to my speech this morning 
laughter)—but I wish torepel with great indignation, as a sub- 
ject that I know something about, the idea that there ever has 


been among the American and New England manufacturers any 
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considerable willingness to separate their interests from the 
woolgrowers. Is not that true, [ ask the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, beyond any question. 

Mr. HOAR. Theyareasabsolutely true and loyal tothe inter- 
ests of the woolgrower as the chairman of the Wool Manufactur- 
ers’Association. My friend from Iowaknows whether I am telling 
the truth or not. He has been in this and the other House 
during all these contests for twenty-five years, and he knows 
whether there has been from any Republican wool manufacturer 
any hesitation on this subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Massachusetts has al- 
luded to me, I will state that I have been familiar with this sub- 
ject certainly for a great many years, and during all that period 
I think the universal opinion of the manufacturers of woolen 


goods has been that they were benefited rather thaninjured by | 


the full encouragement of woolgrowing in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. By a protective duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have been in favor of a protective duty. 
I have no recollection now of any period when that was not 
true. 

Mr. PEFFER. LTsuppose Senators remember where the pros- 
ecuting attorney in a case had introduced one witness to prove 
that he had seen the defendant steal a pig, and the defendant 
said he could produce twenty-five witnesses who would swear 
that they had not seen him doit. There are doubtless a good 
many manufacturers in New England and in New York and in 


contest. 


But, Mr. President, the Democratic party, being a free-wool 


party, has been frequently in control of the State so ably rep- 
resented by my friend on my left, the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT]; the State of Massachusetts has been several times 
under Democratic control; the State of New York is a very 
doubtful State; Pennsylvania still holds solidly Republican; 
New Jersey is Democratic most of the time. So it is with Del- 
aware. Those manufacturing States have a very large sprink- 
ling of Democracy. 

I am inclined to think that at least one-half of the manufac- 
turers of Now England are Democrats, and with a large majority 
of the Democratic manufacturers being in favor of free wool be- 
cause they can produce goods cheaper, and a very large propor- 
tion of the Republican manufacturers saying nothing but sawing 
wood, believing that if free wool would come it would benefit 
them just as well as it would their Democratic neighbors. The 
point £ was making is that the manufacturers are coming to see 
as they never saw before that there is a necessity for affirmative 
action. 

Last summer in this Chamber we had a memorable contest, 
one that will never be forgotten in American history, when the 
manufacturers of the East, without respect to party, united with 
the gold gamblers of New York, without respect to party, with 
the great bankers of the great cities, without respect to party. 
They united their votes solidly, obliterating party lines, and 
undertook to thrash into harness the recalcitrant members. 
Those men were united then against the West and the South, 
not because it was the West and the South, but they joined ina 
matter of local interest to themselves, and seemed to care noth- 
ing about the rest of the country. 

Now comes another contest, when it becomes evident that in 
order to maintain party alignment, if there be no higher mo- 
tive—and I believe a higher motive does inspire many—but, in 
order to maintain party alignment, concessions are to be made; 
upon the part of Republicans concessions to the woolgrowers, and 
upon the part of the Democrats concessions to the manufactur- 
ers. There is the difference. 

Mr. President, these matters are brought up before the Sen- 
ate not for the purpose of creating discord, not for the purpose 
of saying unkind words, nor for the purpose of saying anything 
with an unkind spirit, but simply to present to the Senate afew 
plain facts. Our people will rebel against that doctrine if it is 
continued. Itmay just aswell be understood now as at any other 
time. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. ‘‘In the multitude of counsellors 
there is safety.” 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator from Kansas should 
have fallen into what [ suppose at the West is a somewhat popu- 
lar supposition, that there is a spirit of antagonism on the part 
of the East toward the West, and the further error that we in 
the East have been acting upon a selfish theory in our ideas of 
protection. 

From the day when I first began to advocate the doctrine of 
protection I have disclaimed any selfish, sectional feeling or 
motive with regard to that great principle. It has been many 
years since I have advocated protection, as well for the West 
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and the South as for the East, because I believed it to be for the 
benefit of the whole country,and I have never failed, in discuss. 
ing anywhere this subject of wool and woolen protection, to 
advocate the doctrine of protection for wool just as earnestly as 
{ advocated the doctrine of protection for woolen manufactures, 
I make no distinction between industries in this country. Pro- 
tection is for the benefit and the industrial growth and develop- 
ment and prosperity of this courtry. 

[do not wish to interject a speech into the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, butl hope before this discussion ends to elab- 
orate more fully what [have stated. I wish to say now that I 
believe in my own State if this doctrine of protection could be 
submitted to a vote, independent of politics, five-sixths of the 
voters of Connecticut would vote for protection and for the pro- 
tection of wool just as much as for the protection of woolen manu- 


| factures. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 


| cut before he sits down what was the attitude of the two Demo- 


cratic Senators who came here a few years ago from Connecticut, 


| in regard to the matter of protection to wool? I know very well 


myself, but I should like to have the Senator state for the in- 
formation of others. 

Mr. PLATT. They were in favor of protection to wool. 

Mr. FRYE. I think, if the Senator will investigate, he will 
find that the State of Indiana to-day is running more sets of 


| cards in the woolen industry than Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
Pennsylvania who have taken part with the farmers in this wool | 


mont, and Connecticut combined. 

Mr. PEFFER. And her Senators upon this floor are advoca- 
ting free wool. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. That is incomprehensible. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand, Mr. President, the good nature 
and the good breeding and the good fellowship of all mankind. 
We are all made up more of good than we are of bad. While 
we are moved by selfish purposes, yet in many instances selfish- 
ness is one of the most ennobling attributes of the human char- 
acter. The man and the woman whowant to distinguish them- 
selves in some great undertaking for the benefit of their fellow- 
men and fellow-women are moved by selfish impulses; they want 
to do this work; they want to have a hand in it; they want to 
direct it; they want to be personally known in it; and it is one 
of the most ennobling ambitions that human nature is heir to. 
Then, from that on down to the miser there are a thousand 
grades of selfishness more or less to be approved or to be dis- 
pised, according to their character. 

The New England people are no more selfish than persons in 
other parts of the country, not any more selfish than we are; 
the manufacturer not any more selfish than the woolgrower— 
not a particle. If they were, I would probably not be here ad- 
vocating the latter’s cause. 

But, Mr. President, the effect of the combined action of the 
people of the Eastern States and the old Middle States upon the 
interests of the people of the South and the West, is what we 
are complaining of. So when we speak of selfishness, we do not 
speak of those people as individuals, but we speak of the aggre- 
gate effect of what they do. 

But when it comes to a great question of currency, in which 
the people of the South are intensely interested, so much so that 
the farmers in their secret meetings undertook to solve the 
problem and finally published the plan known as ‘‘ the sub: 
treasury plan,” in order that they might get rid of the middle- 
man and get rid of the extortions of the banker, and the ware- 
houseman, and the merchant, here were three classes of citi- 
zens who were fattening upon thesubstance of the farmers; and 
in order to relieve themselves they formed what is known in 
political literature as ‘‘ the subtreasury plan.” 

The people of the South are trying to get rid of the 10 per 
cent tax upon State banks for the purpose, and the only pur- 
pose, of having more currency circulated among them than they 
now have. They know the difficulties in the way; but what 
they want is local currency that they can use in the transaction 
of their business without being compelled to subject themselves 
to the whimsand caprices, and power, and influence of the Eastern 
bankers. They want money which they can use in their own 
neighborhood, which they can borrow and for the repayment ol 
which they can give as security that which their neighbors, 
which their bankers, will understand to be good, so that they 
will not have to mortgage their farms in order to borrow money 
on them at 8 and 10 per cent interest. 

Our Eastern neighbors are united upon this matter of protec- 
tion, so they say, and substantially that is true. They are also 
united upon the monetary question; and the people of the West 
are interested in both of these. If the manufacturers of the 
East and of the Middle States will unite with the farmers affirm- 
atively to solve the problem with which I began my speech this 
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evening, we shall be protected as they are protected now, and 
we can even up on this matter of transportation. 

If they will suggest to me a better method than the one sug- 
gested by my California neighbor, or if they will unite with 
me—I do not know whether they will or not unite with me in 
@ proposition to equalize cost of transportation, so that we may 
transport wheat, and cotton, and cloth, and clothing, and sugar, 
and coffee upon the same principle that we transport letters and 
newspapers, a pound or a ton, no matter what the distance may 
be, at a fixed rate, so that the farmer or the merchant—I see my 
friend smiles—may take his ton of wheat, or ton of corn, or ton 
of cotton to the railway station, and transport them 100 miles 
or 1,00) miles for the same sum of money; so that the merchant 
in New England, New York, or Pennsylvania may transport his 
cotton manufactures or his woolen manufactures, or whatever it 
my be, to the West, and distribute them there at the same 
price for a thousand miles that he would pay for a hundred miles, 
aundin this way equalize thecostof our transportation, and in that 
way equalize the profits of our protective policy—if Senators will 
unite with me in working out a problem of that kind, we canall 
be protectionists, we can all be consistent protectionists, and | 
say inthis presenceI should be glad if we could adopta national 
system of protection which would serve us all alike, and be so 
liberal in its operation as not to prevent the importation of any 
goods that ought to be imported, and not to interfere with the 
rights of people in other parts of the world. But here we find 
ourselves admitting labor of all kinds without any restriction. 
We place a duty upon foreign manufactured articles, but we do 
not put any duty upon foreign laborers who come here and work 
for one-half or one-fourth of what our people work for. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him at 
that point? 

Mr. PEFFER. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator say how he would further re- 
strict the importation of labor than it is now restricted? We 
have a law which prohibits the making of contracts with per- 
sons in a foreigncountry to be performed by service in this coun- 
try—the alien contract-labor law. We have a law which pre- 
vents any criminals, paupers, or diseased persons from coming 
to our shores; and there are further restrictions which I can 
not now name. I presume that the Senator would not adopt an 
immigration law which said that no Irishman, no German, no 
Frenchman, no Scandanavian should come to this country. 
What would he propose further than our laws now provide in 
the way of restriction? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator’s question implies that we are 
without remedy, and to a very large extent that is true, and it 
adds force to the argument which [ am now presenting. 

Assuming, for the time being, that the Senator does believe 
that we are at the end of ourroad and that we have gone as far as 
we cansafely go, the result is that as many men and women, be- 
ing laborers, as wish to come to this country and go to work 
here, may come, and with that influx of laboring population, 
does not the Senator see that it isabsolutely impossible to main- 
tain wages and keep all the people at work? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not propose to admit the 
assumption that I think we are at the end of the law with regard 
to this matter of immigration. I was inquiring of the Senator 
if he could suggest some further restriction, because I do not 
yield to him in my desire to check undesirable immigration into 
this country. I do not believe it practicable to shut out all the 
people of every country coming to this country. I should be 
very glad to have the Senator point out some way in which we 
may more effectually sift our immigration so as to get only the 
desirable immigrants and keep the undesirable away from our 
country. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam one of those who believe that the earth, 
the whole earth, was made for the use of the human family; I 
believe that every child born into the world has a right to live 
in the world, and he has aright to as much of the earth’s sur- 
face as will sustain hislife. Following that,I believe thatevery 
man and every woman has a right to go at will up and down 
and across this earth wherever he or she pleases to go, with the 
exception always that he shall not disturb the peace and the 

ossessions of his neighbor. I believe further that nations, 
ike families, are entitled to exercise certain rights and powers 
which all other nations and all other families ought to respect. 

I go so far as to say that, in case there should be other families 
or other nations that do not respect these rights, they ought to 
be compelled to do so by force, if need be. 

In my family I have a right to choose who my associates shall 
be, who my guests shall be, but, Mr. President, I have no right 
to interfere with the passage along the public highway of those 
persons who may be distasteful to me. 

The frst bill which I introduced in the Senate, on the 10th 


Yes. 





day of December, 1891, was a bill to amend our immigrationand 
naturalization laws, so as to restrict the immigration to this 
country to such classes of people as we desire here, or rather to 
orohibit from coming here such classes as we do not desire. 
rhe classes whom-we have a right not to admit are only such 
as by reason of differences in our grades of civilization would 
render our commingling together unprofitable, unpleasant, dis- 
agreeable, and finally destructive to both parties concerned. 

By way of carrying out that idea I propose that our consuls 
and our representatives in different parts of the world shall be 
clothed with power to issue certilicates of qualification for citi- 
zenship in this country, and that with copies of our laws before 
them they shall not admit to the rightof certificate any person 
who does not come within the provision of the law. I propose 
that the consul shall give them a duplicate certificate to a per- 
son who comes within the provision of our law, and that copy 
be retained in his office, so that when the immigrant comes 
to New York or New Orleans, or wherever he proposes to land, 
the certificate shall authorize him to land upon our shores, and 
the duplicate is handed to the officer. 

In addition to that I propose to requirsa the oath before the 
consul abroad to be the immigrant’sfirst paper of naturalization 
in this country, so that he need not after that swear that he has 
absolved all allegiance to princes, pote itates and powers, etce., 
and that he will support and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. ThenI propose that he shall be followed by the 
eve of the law wherever he goes up and down in the United 
States, and that he shall neither vote nor hold office until he 
has been here five years. Then let him take out his second 
paper, just the same as he takes it out now, and from that time 
forward he will bea full-fledged citizen of the United States. 

This is merely suggestive ‘by way of answer to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] as to how we can keep out unde- 
sirable people. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to in- 
terrupt him once more? 

Mr. PEFFER. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot think the Senator and I disagree very 
much, but the difficulty is in securing the plan and putting it in 
operation. I think the Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] 
also introduced a bill providing for consular certificates. I 
have thought that probably that would be an improvement upon 
our law. 

But 1 am told by those who are familiar with the subject that 
if we should leave the matter of selecting our immigrants to 
consular officers such as we have in the different ports from 
which immigrants sail, there is very much doubt whether we 
would not get more undesirable immigrants under such a sys- 
tem than we now get by inspection at our own ports. I myself 
confess that 1am not satisfied upon that subject, and my idea 
has been in favor of consular inspection abroad. But whea I 
have, as I have in my desk now, consular certificates and consu- 
lar invoices which have been left in blank for shipping agents 
to fill up, with the name of the consul and the consular seal upon 
them, which are sold for $2.50 in the market for export purposes, 
I begin to doubt whether we should get any better result in our 
immigration system if we were to submit the matter to the in- 
spection of our consuls. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me 
a few words? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I take occasion to say that there have 
been probably twenty-five or thirty billsintroduced in Congress 
within the last four years proposing the restriction of immigra- 
tion through consular certificates. The subject which is opened 
up by this feature of the debate would require extensive discus- 
sion. I only wish now to say that the bill which was introduced 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], who served for a 
short time as a member of the Committee on Immigration, al- 
though he is not now a member of the committee, was a very 
carefully prepared bill, and one which, if it could be adopted 
into law, or if the main features of it could be adopted into law, 
would do a great deal to check the tide of undesirable immigra- 
tion. 

[ understand the Senator from Kansas to be in favor of check- 
ing immigration into this country. [ have so understood him, 
and I trust I do not misstate his position when I term him a pro- 
tectionist, that he is in favor of using the taxing power of the 
Government to exclude foreign products made by cheap labor, 
and is also in favor of using the police power of the Government 
to keep undesirable immigrants out of the country. 

Mr. President, I think the tariff question and that of immi- 
gration are cognate subjects, although they are not exactly the 
same, and I have at times thought that in consequence of the 
suggestions of the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN] on the 
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other side of the Chamber, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEF FER], there oughtperhaps to be a few days given during the 
consideration of the pending bill to the discussion of the immi- 
gration question. | myself have not as yet brought the subject 
within the debate, but if the Senator from Kansas thinks the 
subject ought to be fully discussed in connection with the pend- 
ing bill perhaps it would be well to bring on such a diseussion. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this little digression empha- 
sizes the difficulties in the way of changing our immigration 
and naturalization laws. There isa great deal of objection to 
it, as I discovered early. Every time such a proposition is 
broached in this Chamber, if anything is said about it at all, 
the same difficulties appear. I have given attention to the sit- 
uation. I have given due weight to this difficulty. In answer 
to the Senator from Connecticut {[Mr. PLATT] I said that I be- 
lieve every man and every woman is entitled to as much of the 
earth’s surface as is sufficient to keep him living. I do not 
believe that the earth or any part of it belongs to any one per- 
son in his own sole right, except only just enough to maintain 
him. I do not believe that when one nation takes land from 
another by force there is either right or justice init. Ido not 
believe that a nation has any right morally or legally to forcibly 
take any portion of the earth’s surface from other people who 
have it. The natural rights of men and women are paramount 
to the legal right or the conquests of war. 

Starting out with that fundamental proposition of the equal 

rights of men, for me to defend here or elsewhere an indiscrim- 
inate prohibition against foreigners coming to the United States, 
when generations back ali of my ancestry were foreigners, when 
all the inhabitants of the United States are descendants of for- 
eigners, and many of them foreigners now, would be an incon- 
sistency as well as a very disagreeable performance upon my 
art. 
, Now, in view of all the facts I have stated, what are we todo? 
There was war yesterday or the day before in twelve States of 
the American Union—actual flagrant war. It all arises out of 
‘the fact that we have more working people in this country than 
we are able to employ. 

That tells the whole story As to thesituationin the mineral 
regions, the men who have brought on these troubles are men 
who were striking for better wages or against a reduction of 
wages. ‘Then, in order to protect themselves in their contests 
with their employers, they said to the cheaper laborers, ‘*‘ You 
shall not go into the mines and take our places. Go away, and 
we will settle the dispute and secure fair wages.” 

Then there was conflict. I heard it said one day, and elo- 
quently spoken from the very place where I now stand, that 
every man who wants to work in this country not only has a 
right to work, but that that right ought to be enforced by the 
‘whole power of the Government, if need be. To what will that 
lead us? ‘The men who are out because their wages are not suf- 
ficient, say to other men, ‘‘ You shall notinterfere between us and 
our employers.” The men who are proposing to interfere are 
coming in to work for lower wages. Now, if the power of the 
Government is to be brought to bear to protect the men who 
come in to take lower wages, what are you going to do with the 
men on the outside? How are you going to keep the wages up, 
Mr. President? You can not do it in that way. 

[ do not here defend the men who are on the outside quarrel- 
ing with the men who are going in. Iam not willing to do that 
in the Senate; but if I were one of those men I believe I should 
do so, just as they have done. It is self-protection, and that is 
what we are talking about—protection of wages. Here are a 
thousand men being turned out of mines, being turned out of 
shops, because they are not willing to work for the wages which 
are offered. They say those wages are not sufficient, and they 
ought to know. Then the employer says, ‘* Here are cheaper 
men; let them come in.” 

The arm of the Government is used to protect these men. I 
ask again what are you going to do with the other men? Will 
you send them to prison and keep them there? Will you tax 
the people to board them, to clothe them, and to feed them, and 
keep them in idleness? Had we not better, Mr. President, 
adopt some other method? Then you ask, What are you going 
todoaboutit? Thatiswhatwearetrvingtosolvehere. Wewill 
not do it by increasing duties upon woolen goods in order that 
we may give well-paid labor to a few of our people, and that the 
rest may go out upon the highways as tramps. Such men are 
dangerous men, Mr. President. There are at this: hour 250,000 
men with arms in their hands in a dozen States in this country, 
ready at the drop of the hat to use those arms. 

The traveling bands are the most peaceful men in the world; 
not a pistol or a rifle or any other kind of firearms was found in 
a whole train load of men who passed through Kansas a week or 
two ago, and yet every one of those men is ready to fight at a 
moment's notice. I tell you that when men are starving they 


are dangerous wen. A man who has a spark of manhood left in 
him with a wife or child or more beside him, is not going to 
stand up in the face of plenty and see the little ones starve; and 
I should not advise him to do it. Alone he is powerless, but 
when ho meets his companions—five, ten, a hundred, or a thou- 
sand— 


Iron sharpeneth iron, so aman sharpeneth the countenance of his friend. 


They constitute an army without banners, and they are dan- 
gerous. Itis better for us as men, as statesmen, to look after 
these th}ngs, and now while we are discussing this subject is a 
fit time to consider them. Hence, when I stand in the Ameri- 
can Senate and say that these thingsare driving me towards free 
trade, I say speak the truth. I donotsee anyother way to solve 
this problem, unless we can restrict immigration so as not to 
open our doors to the whole world. And if we can not restrict 
immigration, wages will have to be equalized. Idonotlike the 
prospect. 

Last summer I said to my Eastern neighbors that I represent 


| in part a great agricultural region, one of the most beautiful por- 


tions of the earth that the sun shines upon, containing a noble 
race of men, inheriting the best blood of Christendom, sober, in- 
dustrious, enterprising, great, big men. Weare near, very near 
the free-trade door. Our wheat and our corn go to a free-trade 
market, and you can not help us. Jf we could not afford to s¢l/ 
to you our wheat as cheaply as you can get it in Liverpool, you 
would buy it there. Youdo not buy anything from us unless we 
can sell it to you cheaper than you can get it from any other 
place. Not ina spirit of unkindness, not in a spirit cf malice, 
but as neighbors and brethren we say to you that we want these 
things equalized in some way, and if you can not help us do not 
= us to help you. There is nothing unmanly about that. It 
is fair. 

So I say in this wooi matter, if you want a duty upon manu- 
factured goods, give the farmer a duty upon wool. If Senators 
on the other side who are doing me the honor to listen insist 
that they will give cheaper goods by taking the duty off wool, 
apply the same doctrine to manufactures and we shall have still 
cheaper goods. Ifyou say you want the duty for revenue, then 
divide it; give us some duty on wool and take some of the du- 
ties off of the manufactured goods. Take the duty you are now 
proposing to place upon manufactured goods and divide with 
the farmer. If itis 50 per cent, divide it; put30 per cent upon 
manufactured goods and 20 per cent on wool, and we will be 
satisfied. 

But I say to Senators in all frankness that if you put the 
entire duty upon manufactured goods and leave nothing on 
the farmer’s wool, you will have trouble in your own ranks. 
You ean not defend it before the people who sent you here. | 
can not defend such a policy before my people. If the farmer 
is to have free wool, give him free cloth. Speaking for the wool- 
growers of Kansas, and I am satisfied that I may include the 
the entire number of woolgrowers in the country, they are will- 
ing to divide with you upon equitable terms. If the party now 
controlling the affairs of Government think that an average 
duty of 50 per cent on manufactures of wool is fair, if that is 
enough, strike an average; let the manufacturer have the lion's 
share, as he always gets it; let him have 30 per cent, and give 
us 20 per cent. Then we can go back to our people satisfied 
that the Democratic majority have tried to treat the wool- 
growing interest fairly. 

Mr. President, I had a good deal more to say, but the day is 
far spent and I will stop with a very few more words. I have 
here a sample of wool in its finest form [exhibiting]. I wish to 
present it to the Senate for the purpose of showing to them that 
this is not something which grows upon trees; it is not some- 
thing that is drifted about by the wind; it is notsomething that 
comes up in a night like a mushroom; it is not a raw material, 
but a finished product. It isan article that has been produced 
by hard labor and intelligent effort during a long period of 

ears. We have tho finest wool product in the world, ready to 

transformed into cloth. Here is a great industry making 
this necessary product. I ask the Senators from the South, 
who ought to be able to control their great party, to treat the 
industry of which this is a product, according to their pledges 
to the people, fairly. That is all we ask, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I venture to express the hope 
that we shall make better progress with the bill to-morrow than 
to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. We all hope so. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam glad that we do all hope so, and I hope 
we shall all concur in the effort. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 1, 
1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. there would be noobjection. But Iask consent that it lie on the 
P " table for the present. 
TUESDAY, June 12, 1894, There was no objection. 
The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 
Ec. B. BAGBY. ; The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 544) to 
he Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- | reclassify and prescribe the salaries of the railway postal clerks. 
rected, and approved. Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that that bill lie 
LAWS OF UTAH. on the table for the present. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from | * here was no objection. 
the secretary of the Territory of Utah, transmitting two copies | HIRAM SOMERVILLE. 


of the laws passed by the Legislative Assembly of Utah at its| The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1301) 
thirty-first session. s , | for the relief of the legal representatives of Hiram Somerville; 

The SPEAKER. These volumes have been deposited in the | which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
Library for the use of the House. 
Library for the use of t a eaeeinntionn daitiiniiens | NATIONAL HOME FOR COLORED PERSONS. 

LAND GRANT, STATE UNIVERSITY, MISSIS ; es sn i sada 4 ; 
. ae . ” : : or fe Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of | for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 57 78) to supply a deficiency in the for the erection of a national home for the aged and infirm col- 
grant of public lands to the State of Mississippi for the use of | ored persons, and for the maintenance of the inmates thereof. 





the State University, The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, [ move that the House concur in The bill was read, as follows: 

the Senate amendment. : | Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of #100,000, out of all moneys, arvears of 
The SPEAKER. Che amendment will be read. pay, and bounty which were due the estates of deceased colored soldiers 
The Clerk read as follows: who served in the late war and were in the hands of the commissioner of 
cad oe aes ee — ee peta eae | the Freedman’s Bureau and have been repaid into the Treasury. be, and is 
Before the word “land,” in the forty-ninth line, insert the words ‘ unoc- hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 


cupicd and uninhabited,” so as to read: “Out of the unoccupied and unin- | not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of erecting a national memoria! 
habited lands of the United States. home for aged and infirm colored people, and to aid in maintaining the in 
mates of the same, the building or buildings for said home to be erected in 
the District of Columbia, upon lands owned by the association known as the 
WETMORE & BRO., ST, LOUIS, MO. Home for Aged and Infirm Colored Persons, a corporation duly incorp 
; . wtanin in 208 (cs mao) rated under and by virtue of the incorporation lawsof the District of Colum 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 210) | pia: Provided, That no money shall be paid to said association until the 
for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo. deed of said property shall have been approved by the Attorney-General of 


: : . * the United States, and until the association snali have given good and suffi 
Te 1 ean,‘ . « . > at aS 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous COn- | cient bond, to be approved by the Attorney-General, conditioned upon the 
sent for the present consideration of the Senate bill. | faithful discharge of their duties in the proper expenditure of the above 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of | mentioned fund. ee 

biecti SkEc. 2. That the plans, specifications, and contracts for the buildings to 

objection. ; be erected for said home shall be submitted and subject to the approval of 
Che bill was read, as follows: the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to | directed to pay the money hereby appropriated to the association known 
pay to Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of $220, being the amount | 2S the Home for Aged and Infirm Colored Persons, in the manner provided 


in part Of fees due to them as attorneys in colored bounty cases, retained | for and upon the fulfillment of the terms of this act. 

and covered into the Treasury. ; : Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask if this bill, or a similar bill, has | [ ask some explanation of this bill. 

been reported by the House committee? Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, a short explanation of the 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman that | pill would about comprise what the report embodies, and if 

this bill has passed the Senate several different times, and was | there is no objection I ask for the reading of the report 

twice unanimously reported by the House committee. It has The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report will 

not been reported by the committee of the present House, but | pe read. a ” ane ee 

was in the last Congress. The amount being very small, was| The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) was read, as follows: 

in hopes no objection would be raised to its present considera- | pe committes on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (LR 

tion, it having passed the House committee and the Senate in | 7095) to provide for a national home for aged and infirm colored persons. 

former Congresses. and for the maintenance of the inmates thereof, have had the same under 
Mr.SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an | °omsideration and beg to submit the following report: 


The amendment was concurred in. 





. ° ° . + The purpose of the billis to provide for the establishment of a national! 
explanation of this bill. | home for aged and infirm colored people, and a sum of money now lying in 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I would ask leave to state that this | the Treasury of the United States which is due Seen ae Seen eehenee 
a tam . ota “ O Saw 3 ae aulliiiees ae - " soldiers is sought to beused forthispurpose. Ajoint resolution was passed 
1S 101 the pay ment " fees du to these attor neys in colored | by Congress in 1867 (see Statutes at Large, volume 15, page 28), which pro 
bounty cases, which were retained and covered into the Treas- vided that all moneys certified to be due colored soldiers should be paid to 
ury and withheld without any authority whatever on tho part | thecommissioners of the Freedman’s Bureau. 
of the Auditor. A bill for the relief of these parties has twice, | nauk tar ee ee ees Sas “pe bere hr hele teint —— 
I think, passed the Senate and has been twice favorably reported | tionship, and where they had,it was impossible to trace it. Thelaw now 
in the House. Itis money that they are clearly entitled to, and | os ae » pon sama - oe a that the heirs 
56 Ban een so: itte > y Treasury awngnan . ; Of the deceased colored soldier must prove oir lawiul Marriage relation 
il has b¢ en 60 admi ted by t he Treasury Department. -, 1-. | by record evidence, and that to be certified to by a notary public or clerk of 
Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman that he let it lie | the court in the several States, but as no marriage record was ever kept of 
upon the table until it can be investigated, and call it up here- | the slaves it is impossible that the law can be complied with; so that ina 
after. great many instances the proper proof can not be made. The Second Au- 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois Let me ask the gentleman a ques- | aoe of the Treasury in 1892, in his annual report, makes the following state 
4 . Lina 4 Se any iO ASK og em: Ues- | ment: 
tion. Has the gentleman himself made a personal examination | _ ‘When the Bureau (referring to the Freedman’s Bureau) was discontinued 
of the claim? in 1872 the unexpended balance of said funds was turned over to the Adju 
Mr. COBB of Missouri T have. sir: i he Fifty ’ tant-General’s Department for disbursement, and every effort was made to 
NLY. & 21 OF issoul l. 1ave, Sir; in the Fifty-second Con- | find the persons entitled thereto. In many instances it was ascertained 
gress, at which time it was reported unanimously by the Com- | that the payees were dead, and in all such cases the funds were held for 
mittee on Claims. ave ars seven years and then repaid into the Treasury on the legal presumption of 
ir. CANNON of Illinois And after that = ae? ems ee aes the death of the payees. The total amount repaid was $504,000. In 1882 it 
vir. ANS L : 8S. - 1 é er that personal examina- | was found that more than one-half of that sum had been claimed, the actual 
tion the gentleman thinks the bill should pass? | amount et eee oi 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Ido. Itisa justand equitable claim, | ,,¥ OU Committee find that while all of the money has been claimed (and in 
and has been so declared by both the Senate ¢ 1 tl > House reo- many instances as many as ten persons from as many different States filed 
a as 80 Gecis a DY) u if Penate ant 1e ouse I'c- | claims as the lawful heirs of one deceased soldier) since the date of that re- 


peatedly. | port there still remains in the Treasury at least $300,000, which, under exist 
Mr. COOMBS. What is + anvare a #1]9 ing conditions, can never be paid out on account of the utter insufficiency of 
Mr. COBB arte aid = 18 = lentes : - or ed by the bill: the proof furnished to establish the claims. There have been numerous ré- 
MP. UUDDH ot Missouri, wo hundred and twenty dollars. quests made by the colored people generally to apply the sum for the ad- 





Mr. COOMBS. What is the purpose of the repayment? vancement and benefit of their race, but as there was no law in existence 


Mr. > icq of ; > s " ra? s . . | whereby this mone y could be so used no progress was ever made. 
re. Ht , COBB of Missouri. It is for attorney 8’ fees in colored | "{n 1993 a number of colored gentlemen in the District of Columbia formed 
bounty cases withheld improperly by the Auditor. a corporation for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a home for 
Mr. COOMBS. How old is the claim? the aged and infirm colored people of the United States, and by private sub- 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Ten or twelve years, I think. scription have acquired a tract of lapd sufficient to erect a suftable home 


on ce 8 thereon, and have come to Congress for a transfer to them for that purpose of 
Mr. SAYERS. Isuggest to the gentleman to let it lie on the : : : Teeatty 


3 Ne , : a portion of the fund in the Treasury which justly, equitably, and legally be 
table for the present, until investigation can be made of the | longs to thecolored people. There is no question but that the aged colored 
matter. He can call it up to-morrow. 


people who were once slaves are more subject to destitution and require 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. The amount being so small, I had hoped 


charitable aid more than any other class of people in the United States, ane 
as it is not the province of this Government to establish charitable institu- 
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tions, but rather assist those already established in the District, these people 
suffer for want of an institution of their own. 

There are at the present time only ten colored peorie permitted admit- 
tance in the charitable institutions in the District of Columbia on account 
of alack of accommodations. and those are provided for in the basement 
of the Children’s Asylum on Eighth street; therefore it iseminently proper 
that they should receive recognition to such an extentas will enable them 
to care for the needy and aged of their own race out of the funds which re- 
ally belong to them, and are withheld in the United States Treasury. 

By taking this money for the purpose set out, it is only giving the colored 
people the benefit and use of the fund that rightfully belongs to them, and 
which, if nota ypropriated for their use, or some other, will lie idle in 
the Treasury of the United States until some disposition is made ofit. The 
fact should clearly be borne in mind that this fund would be paid to the 
heirs of the deceased colored soldiers if proper proof could be made, but 
inasmuch as the requirements of the Department can not be complied with, 
and satisfactory regulations as to identification of the claimants can not be 
now be made, unless some legislative action is taken whereby the money can 
be utilized for the benefit of these people it will remain where it is, and the 
race of people who are entitled toevery penny of it will be deprived of what 
is justly duethem. The total number of colored soldies who served during 
the war Was 186,017, distributed among the several States as follows: 


Louisiana . 24, 052 
Kentucky up onne sence oneus 23, 703 
Tennessee. ... paseneneprse — ‘ 20, 133 
Mississippi ov keSend ceeres Sees enssoetnss cocness oapeenenceds ccweues ee 
Maryland phneshaetianinaton 7 
Pennsylvania 

Missouri 

Virginia 

Arkansas 

South Carolina ......... 

Ohio ‘ 

North Carolina --_-. 

CE, cccsccauvecseus 

New York 

Massachusetts 

Georgia - ... ‘ 

District of Columbia... 

Kansas 

Rhode Island 

Illinois - 

Connecticut 

REE nSeessenénnse 

Michigan 

New Jersey ... 

Florida... 

Delaware... 

At large 

lowa 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin : 

New Hampshire 

Vermont 

Maine 

Minnesota.... 

Colorado Territory... 

Texas 

Officers ae 

Notaccounted for... 


Total 186, 017 


Now, the sum proposed to be appropriated in this bill and for this institu- 
tion and for the benefit of the colored people of the country is less than 60 
cents for each colored soldier who served in the Federal cause during the 
rebellion. 

If it were not for the diMficulties in the way of individuals making their 
proof to entitle them to the payment of their just claims against the Gov- 
ernment there Would not be so many instances among the people requiring 
assistance. 

Therefore, it appears to this committee that there can be no just and rea- 
sonable objection to the Treasury of the country contributing in this man- 
ner for the object of this bill out of the patriotic earnings of the colored peo- 
ple which must forever remain unpaid to the owners thereof through no 
fault of theirs. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I would iike to ask first as to the amount of 
the appropriation contained in the bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the amount of this fund on hand? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars, 
as I understand. 

Mr. HULL. Two hundred and forty thousand dollars was un- 
claimed, but the total amount repaid is $504,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, that is true; I thank my colleague 
for the suggestion. 

Mr. COOMBS. This does not use the whole of that fund? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it supposed to be for the colored people of 
all sections of the country? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes: all are admitted. It is a national 
home. 

Mr. PICKLER. How is it to be governed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By a board of trustees which has been 
already incorporated, consisting of colored citizens of the Dis- 
trict. They have obtained a site by purchase through subscrip- 
tion already made. They expect to continue the present system 
throughout the country of obtaining subscriptions for the bene- 
fit of maintaining the institution. 

Mr.HULL. AsI understand, this board is composed of repre- 
sentatives from all the colored churches of the District of Colum- 
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bia. It is under the control of the religious denominations , { 
tbe colored people of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. POWERS. Iunderstand that the bill proposes to piy 
away this money for the purposes of a home for aged and infirm, 
colored people,on the ground that the colored soldiers were \)- 
able to prove their legitimacy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not the colored soldiers, but those 
people who are claiming to be heirs of certain colored soldieps 

Mr. POWERS. Now, is it not just as easy to formulate some 
legislation that will do away with the red-tape regulations 
which cut off that proof, and to enable the heirs to get this 
money. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis not; because there are conflictino 
claims. There are in some instances as many as ten claims 
pending against the same sum. Youknow thatthe colored jeo- 

le, who were slaves, in moving about changed their names, and 
it would be impossible to arrive at any certainty with regard to 
the proper heirs of many of these persons. 

Mr. POWERS. You are proposing to give away the fund that 
belongs to these heirs. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notto give itaway at all, but to put into 
use for the benefit of this race that fund which they have been 
unable individually to draw from the Treasury, owing to the im- 
possibility of establishing their claims. 

Mr. POWERS. That fund is in the Treasury, clothed with a 
sort of trust, in favor of the heirs of colored soldiers. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; but you can not establish who the heirs 
are. 

Mr. POWERS. Is there any difficulty about framing some 
regulations by which these heirs may be excused from making 
technical proof? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There is great difficulty, because there 
is no way of establishing who are the heirs ina large number o! 
instances. 

Mr. COOMBS. In other words, as long as this fund remains 
there it can never be of any use to them. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is the fact. 

Mr.HULL. There are $240,000 of this fund not claimed at 
all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is this a winding up of 
the old Freedman’s Bureau, established a while after the war? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. It is. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. In connection with funds 
supposed to be lost? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No, funds paid back. 

Mr. HULL. Pay due to colored soldiers, which has not been 
claimed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no way to get it 
out of the Treasury, excepting by a special enactment of this 
sort? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No,sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to hear the bill read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill has been read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave just sent for a copy of the 
bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have a copy of the bill, which the gen- 
tleman can have. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. (Examining the bill). [ just wish 
to glance at this bill. Mr. Speaker, this thing ought not to be 
rushed through. Ifitis right, letus know it; and if it is wrong, 
let us know it. The light is not going to hurt it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am wveady to throw all the light upon 
the subject that I can. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is contemplated here in the District of Columbia, outof the Na- 
tional Treasury, to found a national home for aged colored peo- 
ple, to be supported from the National Treasury? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not expected to support it from 
the National Treasury; and, answering the gentleman correctly, 
it is not proposed to establish this home out of the National 
Treasury, but this is afund which was paid back from the Freed- 
man’s Bureau—unclaimed amounts. It is aportionof thatfund, 
the unclaimed portion of $504,000 which was paid back by the 
Freedman’s Bureau, the amount then remaining unclaimed being 
$240,233. This is $100,000 of that. Now as to the other prop- 
osition, itis distinctly not proposed tosupport this institution out 
of the National Treasury. There is an organization of the col- 
ored people of the country, which organization expects to sup- 
port it, and which has proceeded so far as to procure the neces- 
sary land for asite. If the gentleman has any doubt about that 
proposition, I am quite willing to offer, and to have passed, an 
amendment at the proper place, providing that this institution 
shall not become a charge upon the Treasury of the United 
States. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. At any time. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
sidered that is an apt amendment, because my experience and 
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observation have been that all institutions, charitable or semi- | 
charitable, national or otherwise, founded in the District, in an | 


exceedingly short space of time come to depend purely upon the 
Treasury of the United States and of the District. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I will offer an amendment at the 
end of the—— ‘ 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Ohio will pardon me, 
I understand this fund is the remainder of the Freedman’s Bank 
deposits that have not been claimed under the act of distribu- 
tion that is now in the Treasury. Of course it has been used in 
the general expenditures. It is not a distinct sum that is set 
apart, except as a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Maine has a mis- 
apprehension as to the origin of thisfund. Itis not that par- 
ticular fund that the gentleman refers to, but is a fund made up 
of the unclaimed amounts due to the heirs of soldiers of the late 
war for pay, or bounty,or prize money which those heirs are in- 
capable of making satisfactory proof for—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah! that is a different fund. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (continuing). That is held in the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
bookkeeping. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
to the condition of the Treasury at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the case with all these funds. How 
is it contemplated that this institution will be supported, outside 
of what may come from this fund. Of course in the future there 
is to be a large expenditure going on. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will repeat what I have said twice be- 
fore—that there is an organization of the colored citizens of the 


It has been expended, except as a matter of 
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The Chair submitted the request. 





The SPEAKER. The 


| think that if the bill is to be con- | Chair understood there was no objection. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE., I wish to offer an amendment, atthe end 
of the first section of the bill, line 22, by adding this proviso. 

Provided, that this home shall not become a chargo at any time upon the 
United States Treasury. 

Mr. HULICK. My colleague will notice that in line I1, on 
the first page, the bili not only appropriates for the erection of 


| a national memorial home for aged colored people, but to aid in 


I suppose the gentleman desires to refer | 


| 


the maintenance of that home. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is to b: done out of this fund. 

Mr. HULICK. It states that it is to be done ‘‘out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the usual language. 

Mr. HULICK. It does not refer to this fund. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the usual language. 

Mr. HULICK. It should be “ nototherwise appropriated out 
of this fund.” 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. HULICK. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
given. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohlo suggests an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “‘same,’ 


Mr’ HULICK. 


That amendment ought to be made, 
I suggest that amendment. 
It must be done before unanimous consent i 


insert the words * out of said fund.” 


That will make it consistent with the amend- 


| ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 


country, which organization is incorporated and has already | 
made subscriptions large enough to buy a considerable tract of | 
| says, ‘‘hereby appropriated out of any money in the United 


land for theestablishmentof thatinstitution. Thatcorporation 
expects to support the inmates of that institution by obtaining 
subscriptions from the colored peogle of the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is not to be confined to ex-soldiers, 
but it is for all dependent and destitute colored people? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
people. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the bill is guarded so that there can be 
no claim for the maintenance of the institution hereafter? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. With the amendment suggested by.the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is there any limitation as to the number 
that shall come from the States? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notat ail. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My State could fill up any two such in- 
stitutions. What are you going to do when there are more ap- 
plicants for admission than you can accommodate? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tions—when it is full you will have to wait until the number of 
inmates is reduced. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have you not made some provision that 
there shall be so many from each State? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We did not enter into a scone as wide 
as that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not feel at liberty to object to 
the consideration of this bill, but I want to say to the gentleman 
that, notwithstanding the amendment he places in this bill 
that the Government shall not be responsible, the Government 
starts with a direct appropriation of $100,000 out of its Treasury. 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BRETZ. It is not a Government fund. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly it is a Government 
fund; and every dollar, notwithstanding this appropriation, that 
may be required to be paid by colored people would have to be 


paid. The Government starts with an appropriation of $100,000 | 


to begin with this building, and I have no doubt, notwithstand- 
ing the amendment the gentleman proposes to put in, that next 
year and the year after, and for a generation, this charity will 
come to Congress for its exclusive support at the handsand from 
the coffers of the General Government. 

Mr. HAYES. Not exclusive support. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Substantially exclusive; and con- 
sequently I want to say to my friend that while I shall not ob- 


ject, as the Government has to foot the bills, I would suggest to | 


1im, if we are to authorize this charity, does he think it per- 
haps better that the Government take charge of it and adminis- 
ter it? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 
Mr. SAYERS. Unanimous consent has not been granted. 
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All infirm and aged helpless colored | 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “same,” in line 11, insert the following: “out of said 
fund.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK. It appears to me, Mr. Speaker, that nother 
amendment is required in the line previous to that, where it 


States Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” Would it not be 
well to make the same amendment there, so that it would read 
‘‘out of said fund?” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
rate. 

Mr. MURRAY. What amount of money does the gentleman 
from Ohio say there is? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Two hundred and forty thousand two 
hundred and thirty-three dollars remained unclaimed. The 


No; because the money is not kept sepa- 


| amount paid back was five hundred and four thousand, but the 


portion which remained unclaimed is $240,233. The total amount 
repaid into the Treasury was $504,000. 

Mr. MURRAY. And it has been all reclaimed except two 
hundred and forty thousand? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. It has not been proved up at all, 


| but there was still this amount of $243,233 unclaimed. 


It is like all other charitable institu- | 








Mr. HULL. The $264,000 that has been claimed is claimed 
by a large number of different persons with conflicting inter- 
ests, so that practically it is in the same position of the #240,000 
that is unclaimed. In other words, it has been demonstrated 
that the claimantscan not make the proof that will entitle them 
to draw even the two hundred and sixty-four thousand from the 
Treasury. 

Mr. MURRAY. So that practically there is $500,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; about half a million dollars. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I think this is a very worthy 
cause. There are in this District and all over this country a 
large number of colored people who have no institutions of the 


| kind proposed in this bill, where they can be taken care of when 


they are unable to take care of themselves. I am in favor of 
making some disposition of this money for the benefit of the 
colored people, and I think there are agreat many worthy causes 
that are suffering for want of the aid that it would afford. lam 
in favor of establishing this home in the District of Columbia 
for aged and infirm colored people, and I shall vote for this bill, 
because I think the fund is sufficient for that purpose, and also 
to do what [ want done with the balance. The colored people 
of this country need, more than anything else at this time, in- 
stitutions in which they can be trained industrially. We want 
industrial institutions for our people, and while the States have 
done a great deal for the education of the colored people, they 
have not established such institutions. r 

We have two very laudable institutions, one at Hampton, Va., 
which is doing a great work, and the other at Tuskegee, Ala. | 
think those two are doing more than any other institutions of 
the kind in the whole country. I think they are meeting the 
conditions and requirements of the times better than any others. 
I believe that a people’s training ought to be in keeping with 
their condition, and, as I have said, I believe that what our 
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people need most of all now isindustrialtraining. I think that 
the balance of this $500,000 and the amount that is coming to the 
colored people from the unclaimed funds of the Freedman’s 
Bank should be appropriated to establish and maintain indus- 
trial schools in three or four different sections of the Southern 
country. ; 

As to this particular bill and its object, we find in this Dis- 
trict, and not only in this District but throughout the country, 
a large numberof colored people who are in needy circumstances 
and who require aid. There are a great many institutions for 
the care of the needy and suffering from which the colored peo- 
ple are excluded, and of course we are desirous of having some 
pluces of our own where we can take care of our aged and infirm. 
[ am satisfied that no better use can be made of this money than 
to approprinte a portion of it for the object set forth in this bill, 
but | give notice that later I shall prepare and introduce a bill 
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the lunatic asylum situated in this Districtare made up entirely 
of persons from the District of Columbia; he might say the sama 
of the Soldiers’ Home. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The idea of ‘‘infirm” people com- 


| ing from other States to this District to become inmates of this 


to appropriate all the unclaimed funds in the Treasury belong- | 
ing to colored people, to establish industrial institutions for the | 


education and training of the colored youth of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, which will bo again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

dat the end of section 2 the following 

Provided, That this institution shall not become a charge upon the United 
States Treasury at any time 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment, adding at the close of section 2: 


Provided, That if residents of the District of Columbia become tumates of 
said home, and are supported in whole or in part by appropriations made 


institution! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

‘he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Sayers 
to the amendment of Mr. CANNON of Illinois, it was agreed to. 

‘The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. Can- 
NON of [Illinois as amended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment as amended be read, as many gentlemen do not under- 
stand it. 

‘The amendment as amended was rend, as follows: 

Provided, Thatif residents of the District of Columbia become inmates 


I call for the previous question on the 


| of said home, and are supported in whole or in part by appropftiations by 
Congress, the entire expense shall be a charge upon the citizens of the Dis 


by Congress, one-half of said appropriations shall be a charge upon the rev- | 


enues of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
though I think it is holding out an invitation to ask an appro- 
priation for this District to support its inmates of this institu 
tion. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois so as to provide that the en- 


Not at all. 


I shall not object to that amendment, | 


trict of Columbia 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment as 
amended, there were on a division (called for by Mr. SAYERS)— 
aves 43, noes 48. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON of Illinois and Mr. 
OUTHWAITE were appointed. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I make a point of order on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, that it is inconsistent with the amend- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make a point of order. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, noes 87. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. We may justas well havea roll call. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the point of “no 


| quorum ” is still insisted upon. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the amend- | 


tire appropriation shall be made out of the revenues of the Dis- | 


trict. I want to protect the General Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why do you do that? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the inmates come altogether from the Dis- 
trict then the District ought to pay the expense. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of ‘lennessee. But they will not comeal- 
together from the District. 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays, ss the gen- 
tleman from Illinois wants them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The yeas and nays, I presume, 
would come necessarily, if there is no quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, Mr. OUTHWATITE and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois being appointed as tellers, to act during the 
call of the roll. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask that some one better ac- 


| quainted than myself with the members may take my place as a 


The Clerk will read the amendment of the | 


Amend the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] by | 


striking out all after the word ‘‘Coneress” and inserting ‘the entire ex- 
pense shall be a charge against the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to be heard a mo- 
ment against this amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to move the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to be heard, and 
have been recognized. The gentleman from Texas|Mr. SAYERS] 
has stated that nobody is to get the benefit of this institution 
except residents of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that is not the case. 
The inmates are to come from all the States of the Union, if 
they can get in; and the District of Columbia ought not to be 


teller. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER in place of 
Mr. CANNON of Tilinois. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 107, 


answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 128;.as follows: 
YEAS—118. 


Abbott, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 


| Baldwin, 


Bankhead, 
Bartholat, 
Bartlett, 


| Bell, Colo. 


saddled with the expense of taking care of the indigent people | 


of the States. I think my friend from Texas, in view of this 
fact, will notinsiston htsamendment. We have made anagree- 


ment with the District of Columbia to pay one-half of the ex- | 


penses of the District; that agreement has been in existence for 
sixteen years, and we ought to live up toit. There is no occa- 
sion to add to the bill such a provision as the gentleman from 
Texas proposes; and I hope he will not insist upon it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I think wherever the inmates come 
from the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; but they come from 
the States as well as from the District. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as I caught the reading of this 
bill its purpose is to provide for indigent colored people of the 
District of Columbia. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr.SAYERS. If that is not the case—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘That is the practical offect; there is no 
provision by which the States can have their fair proportion of 
inmates. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, that is practically the effect, 
whatever the wording of the bill may be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How is it ‘ the practical 
effect?” The gentleman might as well say that the inmates of 








Bell, Tex. 
Berry 
Black, Ga. 
Boen. 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


| Coffeen, 


Conn, 


Adams, Pa. 
Baker, N. H. 
Barwig, 


| Bingham, 


Bower, N.C. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cogswell, 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Cox. 

Crain, 
Crawtord, 
Curtis, Kans 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Eamunds, 
English, Cal. 
Epes, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Grady 
Griffin, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Haines, 
Harris, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Holman, 
Hudson, 
ikirt, 

Jones, 


Kem, 

Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lester. 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lucas. 
Maddox, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
MeCuilloch, 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Mijliken, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Neill, 
Ogden, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pence, 


Pendleton, Tex. 


Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pigott, 


NAYS—107. 


Coombs, 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 

De Forest, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Erdman. 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fonk 


, 


Gear, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Hager, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Hermann, 
Hooker, Migs. 
Hooker, N. ¥. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


Post, 
Price, 
Ray. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Settle, 
Shell, 
Smith, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Talbert, S. C, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
ey Ge. 
urner 
Wheelet, Kia. 
Williams, Il, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wise. 


Hatjok, 

Hull, 
unter, 
utcheson, 

Izlar, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Ba. r 


rot onatager, 
M 
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Martin, Ind 
McCreary, 
McDearmon, 
M Ettrick, 


McKaig 
McNagny, 
Meyer, 
Money 
Northway, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Blain 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
‘Ald lerson, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, Ul. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal 
Breckinridge 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covert, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daniels 


So the 
Mr. 
league, M 


and I ask le: 


Mr. KEM. 


Ky. 


Ark 


amendm 
RICHARDSON of 
r. SNODGI 


ive 


T 
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Onthwaite, Ritchie, 
Ryan, 

’ sipe, 
Pearson Somers, 
Pendieton, W. Va. Sperry, 
Quigg, Springer, 
Reed, Stephenson, 
Re burn. Stone, W.A 
Richards, Ohio Sweet 
Richardso! Venn. Tars! 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT’. 
Dingley Hartman, 

NOT VOTING—i23. 
Dockery, Lisle 
Draper, Lockwood, 
Ellis, Ky. Loud, 
English, N. J. Magne 
Enloe Marshall 
Fletcher, McAle 
Funston, Met Mina. 
Gillet, N. Y. N in 
Goodnight, McK elghan 
Gresham Me | 
Grosvenor, Me ikle job ul 
Hainer, Mercer, 


Hall, Mo. 
Harmer, 

Harter 

Hatch, 

Heard, 

Heiner, 
Henderson, [ll] 
Henderson, lowa 
Frendrix, 
Hepburn, 

Hicks, 

Hines, 

Hitt, 

Hopkins, Ill 
Houk, 

J »hnson, Ohio 
Kilgore 

Kril 1 

Lane, 

Lefever 





¢nt was adopt 


Tennessee. 
2ASS, is detained from the House by 


Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morse 
Moses 
Mutchiler, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 

O' Neill, Mo. 
Paynter, 
Phillips, 
Powers 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reilly 


Richardson, Mich. 


Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Shaw, 


“d. 
Mr. 


Speaker, 





Tawney, 

Taylor, Tenn. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Walker, 

Warner, 

Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wolverton, 
Woomer. 


Russell, Conn. 


Sherman, 


Sibley, 
Sickles, 
simy mn 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Storer 
stra 
Strong, 
Swanson, 


yy al rub Md. 





Updegraff, 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wever. 
Wheeler, fli. 
White 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodard. 
Wright, Mass 
Wright, Pa. 


f absence for him during the day. 
There was no objection. 


ask that my colli: 


cused on account of illness. 


There wa 
Mr. MCK 2 


AIG. 

cused on account ol 
There was no obj 
The following pairs were 


3no objection. 
[ ask that my colleague, Mr. TALBOTT, bee 
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So the bill was passed. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. SAYERS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, on this 
vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. COUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid upon the table. 


BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


Mr. HOOKER, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to have a bill involving a very small amount 
considered. I desired to ask this consent earlier in the day, but 
have been prevented. I ask first that the bill be read, and then 
the report, which is very brief. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and report will be read if there be 
no objection, after which the Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas ata time, to wit, the 22d day of April, anno Domini 1883, when Ben- 
jamin F. Jones was postmaster at the town of Beauregard, Miss. ,the said town 
was totally destroyed by acyclone and every building in the townswept away 
including the building in which the post-office was kept; in consequence o 
this disaster there was a loss of money belonging to the Government de- 
posited in said post-office building, which said Jones was compelled to make 
good to the Government. The Dlinois Railway, carrying mails to said town 
of Beauregard, ceased to deposit them at Beauregard depot and carried them 
to the town of Wesson, 1 mile from Beauregard, compelling said B. F. 
Jones, at his own expense, to transport the mails from Wesson to Beaure- 
gare. the cost being $97, which the Post-Ofice Department refused to allow, 

yecause of want of lawful authority; and the Government sued said Jones, 

on his official bond as postmaster, in circuit conrt of the United States for 
southern district of Mississippi; and said court refused to allow the said 
item of $97 as an offset; but both the presiding judge, Hon. R. A. Hill, and 
the attorney for the Government fully recognized the equity of the claim in 
open court, and signed a recommendation to allow said item of setoff: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to the said Benjamin F.. Jones, 
jate postmaster at Beauregard, Miss., or to his order, out of such money in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$97 in consideration of the aforesaid loss and services. 


The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8592) for 
the relief of Benjamin f. Jones, have had the same under consideration and 
recommend that it do pass. 

The facts are that Benj. I’. Jones, claimant, was postmaster at Beaure- 

ard, Miss. On the 22d day of April, 1883, the post-office was totally destroyed 

yacyclone. The town as well wasdestroyed. The Illinois Railway, carry- 
ing the mail for that point, ceased to deliver the mail there, but delivered it 
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at Wesson, a station |1mile away. There was no provision for transporting 
the mail from Wesson to Beauregard. 

The postmaster, this claimant, carried the mail for thirty-four days be 
tween said points; for twenty-three days of the time he had to employ a ve 
hicle at #2 per day, and the remaining eleven days carried the mail on his 
back. He claims 81.50 per day for his services for thirty-four days (851) and 
#46 for vehicle, making the sum of $97, total amount claimed in the bill. 

There is no doubt that the service was performed, and your committee js 
of the opinion it Was worth the amount claimed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there any communication from the Post- 
Office Department in reference to this claim? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. [ havenoneatall. Ithus been 
here a long time, always reported unanimously from every com- 
mittee to which it was referred. There is no question of the 
facts stated. All the papers show it. 

Mr. LOUD. I remember this case before the Committee on 
Claims, but my impression is that it was amended, fixing th. 
service at a dollar a day. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. There is nothing of the kind 
in the report. 

Mr. LOUD. I shall have to object to it unless the reductio 
is made. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will not 
make that objection. I have stood here a long time trying to 
get this little claim through. It has been pending here five or 
six years, and has always been unanimously reported by the 
committee having it in charge. 

Mr. LOUD. I will consent to a dollar a day. 

Mr. COX. Iwill suggest to the gentleman that he do that. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I do not know of any imend- 
ment having been adopted in the committee. There is nothing 
in the papers to show that any such amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LOUD. Unless that amendment is accepted, I shall ob 
ject. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. What is it that the gentieman 
wishes to do? 

Mr. LOUD. I want to allow a dollar a day for the carrying 
of the mail—thirty-four days. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for tho 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I object, unless that condition is accepted. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lIcall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] withdraws his objection to the bill just read. Lac- 
cept the amendment suggested by him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the amend- 
ment which he proposes? 

Mr. LOUD. Theamendment is to give $1 a day for the num- 
ber of days the mail was carried. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a provision in the bill for so 
much per day and so much for the vehicle. 

Mr. LOUD. Lunderstand that the bill was reported from the 
subcommittee, allowing simply $1 a day for thirty-four days. 

Mr. COGSWELL. This isa question of thirty-four half-dol- 
lars, and I think we will save money by passing the bill without 
discussing the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a provision in the bill to pay 
for the use of a vehicle. The gentleman will please send up his 
amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. My amendment is to strike out the total amount 
carried by the bill, which I believe is $97, and to insert $34. 

The SPEAKER, As the Chair understands the gentleman's 
proposition, itis to make the total amount carried by the bill 334. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is to strike out the amount 
named in the bill and to insert in lieu thereof $34. ‘The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrosssd and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF A MILITARY ROAD. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re 
ported a bill (H. R. 7419) in lieu of H. R. 6920 for the construc 
tion of amilitary road from the city of E] Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex.: 
which was read a firstand second time, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. 
Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
a bill (S. 513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs 
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Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry Hospital; | 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

CERTAIN LANDS IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. 3374) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which wasread 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890. 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward Mor- 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union(Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (A. R. 
6913) making appropriation for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with | 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. On Friday, when the committee rose, 
the committee was dividing on an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas |[Mr. MCRAE]. The point of no quo- 
rum had been made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 
again reported, and that we take the vote over. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the amendment was voted down. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point of no quorum was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis true that there were a greater num- 
ber of noes than ayes; but the point of no quorum was made. 
The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the 
amendment be again reported, and that the vote be taken over. | 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was reported as follows: 


Strike out lines 17, 18, and 19, on page 7, and insert: “For pay of five In- 


dian inspectors, at 83,000 each, $15,000." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to call the at- 
tention of my friend to the fact that in addition to the salaries, 
these inspectors are allowed $7,000 for expenses, which is 
largely more than $1,000 each. 

Mr. MCRAE. In reply to that, I wish to say that if there is | 
to be any reduction at all it ought to be from that item and not 
from the salaries. If there is any abuse in that it is the fault | 
of the committee. I am in favor of giving them what the law | 
allows, and no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and 
the chairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, including tele 
graphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, $7,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding in con- 
nection with that paragraph I simply, for information, desire to 
ask the gentleman in charge of the bill a question, because it 
may govern some future action on the bill. In the same page, 
lines 11, 12, and 13, this language is used: ' 

And all offices in the Indian service not herein provided for are hereby 
abolished. . 

I desire to ask the gentleman now, in view of the fact that no 
appropriation is made for the Civil Indian Commission, whether 
that provision in that paragraph abolishes the Indian Commis- 
sion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
restored to the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
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It would, unless the Indian Commission is 


Thatis the very point wanttore:ch. You 


not only fail to appropriate, but by this paragraph you legislate 
this Commission out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
legislated in. 


No, notexactly; because they have not been 
They were appointed under an appropriation bill. 


| about this amendment being inorder. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I simply wanted toascertain whether it was 
the determination to abolish the Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not abolish the Commission; becauge 
the Commission was never established by law, but simply put in 
on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman assume thatif this pro- 
vision continues in the bill that the Commission will continue? 

Mr. HOLMAN.: Yes, because it all depends upon the ques- 
tion of appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But that does not give meananswer. 
this paragraph— 
and all offices in the Indian service not hereby provided for are hereby 
abolished 
abolish the Indian Commission? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would undoubtedly abolish the Indian 
Commission if it existed by law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that practically abolish the office? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly it does. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatis what I desired to ascertain. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Mr.Chairman, after line 22 
the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the expenses of the Commission of citizens serving without com 
pensation, appointed by the President under the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act of April 10, 1865, 85,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I ought to retain the question of 
order—that itis new legislation; but I will not doso for the pres- 
ent, because I think this matter ought to be fully explained. | 
think the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the 
gentleman from Georgia |[Mr. MADDOX] ought to be heard. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I differ with the gentleman 


Does 


, [move 


| in thinking it is subject to a point of order. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I supposed there was no question 


The commission is nowin 
service, and has been since—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Since 1869. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Since 1869. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Since Grant’s first term. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 want to submita few words about 
this amendment, and I think I can ina very few words say all 
that I desire. Thiscommission, serving without expense to the 
Government, has become a part and parcel of the machinery in 
the administration of this Bureau, and that, it seems to me, 
ought not to be overthrown without the fullest consideration. 

Now, I want to say, in my judgment, since the commencement 
of Grant's first Administration until the present time that the 
Indian service, so far as a just and honest expenditure of money 
under treaties with the Indians for the purchase of supplies and 
appropriations by the Government are concerned, have in the 
main been honestly expended. 

And, with the attention of the country year by year drawn to 
the expenditure of this money, with the increase in amounts 
appropriated for the support of the Indians, in my judgment 
this commission has done more for the common good, without 
charge to the Treasury, not only in seeing that contracts were 
honestly awarded and honestly complied with, but in helping 
to mold a public sentiment that made honesty the rule instead 
of the exception, than any other machinery that we have had in 
operation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I presume there are other gen- 
tlemen here who, like myself, are quite ignorant as to the duties 
and the powers of these three commissioners, and I wish the 
gentlemen would enlighten us on that point. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There are ten commissioners. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then I would like to know what 
their powers and duties are. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I am not. If I were perhaps I 
would not have occasion to ask the question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perhaps Iam notas well advised 
as to the details as | ought to be. The amendment explains it- 
self, and the power of the Commission is recited in the act of 1869. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, I only want to get a gen- 
eral idea. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, these Commis- 
sioners constitute a board for the inspection of the goods that 
are furnished for the Indians under contract. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Inspection of the goods them- 
selves? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
tracts are made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is under the act of 1870. 
There was an act passed in relation to these Commissioners in 
1869, and another in 1870 enlarging their powers. 


Is the gentleman a member of the 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. Now I repeat, I am not as 
familiay with the administration of the Indian Office as perhaps 
[ ought to be in order to give complete and full information as 
to all the details of the work that is done by this Commission. 
But I think [ am familiar enough with it to say that the scandals 
which existed prior to the new departure made under President 
Grant have been largely done away with through the agency of 
this Commission, and, for one, lam not willing to see the appro- 
priation for the Commission omitted from this bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor to state the 
reusons why the Committee on Indian Affairs have refused to 
include this appropriation at this time. This Commission was 
authorized under an act of Congress passed April 10, 1869, in an 
appropriation bill. Section 4 of that bill provides: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That there be appropriated the further 
sum of #2,009,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Pres- 
ident to maintain the peace among and with the various tribes, bands, and 
parties of Indians, and to promote civilization among said Indians, bring 
them, where practicable, upon reservations, relieve their necessities, and 
encourage their efforts at self-support; a report of all expenditures under 
this appropriation to be made in detail to Congressin December next. And 
for the purpose of enabling the President to execute the powers conferred 
by this act, he is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to organizea board of 
commissioners, to consist of not more than ten persons, to be selected by 
him from men eminent for their intelligence and philanthropy, to serve 
without pecuniary compensation, who may, under his direction, exercise 
joint control with the Secretary of the Interior over the disbursement of 
the appropriations made by this act, or any part thereof, that the President 
may designate; and to pay the necessary expenses of transportation, sub- 
sistence, and clerk hire of said commissioners while actually engaged in 
said service, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be 
becessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was soon after the Sioux war. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, soon after the Sioux war. It wiil be 
seen that an entirely new system of dealing with the Indians 
was geantes by this Government at that time, and in order to 
enable the President to putin force this new plan of controlling 
the Indians, this commission of citizens was appointed, and 
$25,000 was appropriated for their expenses. Theirduties were 
defined in the act. Inthe following year another act was passed 
continuing them in office and providing that they should con- 
tinue as long as any portion of the $25,000 appropriated to pay 
the expenses remained unexpended. Clearly the idea was not 
to continue this commission beyond the period when that ap- 
propriation for expenses should be exhausted. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Was not the appropriation in 1870 
$125,000 instead of $25,000? 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; it was $25,000, as I have read from 
the act. Now, in any event these commissioners were appointed 
to aid the President to carry out this new system of controlling 
and governing the Indians, his peace policy, as it is called. In 
L871 it was provided that: 

The commission of citizens, serving without pay, appointed by the Pres- 
ident under the provisions of the 4th section of the act of April 10, 1869, is 
hereby continued, so long as the appropriation heretofore made for their 
expenses shall last 

Mr. BINGHAM. What was the appropriation ‘‘ heretofore 
made” as specilied in the act of 1871? Does not that refer to 
the appropriation of 1870 and not that of 1869? 

Mr. MADDOX. No, sir; there was no appropriation made in 
i870. There was a fund already on hand, and this act provides 
that they are to continue in office as long as any portion of that 
fund remains. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As far as tho $25,000 would go. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, on the 29th of May, 1872, this law was 
passed. 


4 * And the said commission is hereby continued with the powers and 
duties heretofore provided bylaw: Provided, That any member of the Board 
of Indian Commissioners is hereby empowered to investigate all contracts, 
expenditures, and accounts in connection with the Indian service, and shall 
have access to all books and papers relating thereto in any Government 
office; but the« tion of vouchers and accounts by the executive com- 
mittee of said board shail be a prerequisite of payment. 

[In 1871 another act provided that no payments should be made 
to contractors for goods or supplies of any sort furnished to the 
Indians, beyond 50 per cent of the amount due, until the ac- 
counts and vouchersshould have been submitted to the executive 
committee of the Board of Commissioners. 

[t provided, however, that the commission might make a re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior, either agreeing or disa- 
greeing to anything that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
might do, leaving it, however, to the Secretary of the Interior 
to decide the whole matter as he might see proper—either to 
approve the report or disapprove it. In the same way the mat- 
ter is left with him to-day. He is the final arbiter of all these 
matters. 

Now, the later act on this subject is in 1882—— 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I find on an examination of the stat- 
utes that $125,000 was not appropriated; but I want to ask the 
gentleman whether it is not the fact that the duties of that com- 
mission were enlarged by the act of 1870-—— 
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Mr. MADDOX. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. So as to provide that they should 
inspect goods purchased, etc. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to show, however, that these duties 
were curtailed in 1882, Here is the last provision on the subject; 
it is contained in the appropriation act of 1882: 

The commission shall only have power to visit and inspect agencies ana 
other branches of the Indian service, and to inspect goods purchased for 
said service; and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ghall consult with the 
commission in the purchase of supplies. The commission shall report their 
acts and doings to the Secretary of the Interior. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the time of 
the gentleman from Georgia will be extended for five minutes, 

Mr. MADDOX. [I trust I shall not be restricted to five min- 
utes. All laskis time enough to explain the statutes bearing 
on this case. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will have 
such time as he requires, and that similar time be granted to the 
other side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absenceof objection the gentleman 
from Georgia will proceed without restriction. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Georgia 
has been speaking of a report from the Indian Committee. Hoe 
will remember that J, as a member of the committee, was op- 
posed to this provision going out of the bill. 5 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly; it is, however, the report of the 
majority. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is the majority report, of 
course. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleraan 
from Georgia to contend that under the law the power of this 
Commission is restricted simply to the inspection of supplies? 

Mr. MADDOX. To inspecting supplies and visiting the In- 
dian agencies. They have no authority beyond that, under the 
law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not the fact that ever since 
the law from which the gontleman is reading has been in force 
that Commission has been discharging a great many other duties 
than those he has enumerated and to which he says they are re- 
stricted? 

Mr. MADDOX. I takeit from their report that they have 
done nothing of the kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I take it from the report that 
they have been going on and discharging these other duties, I 
am satisfied, too, that they are authorized by the law to go far- 
ther than the gentleman states. 

Mr. EVERETT. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonn- 
SON] will permit me, and if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
MApDOxX] will yield—— 

Mr. MADDOX. The question is simply as to the construc- 
tion of the law which I have been reading. 

Mr. EVERETT. I wish to call attention to the fact that in 
the Revised Statutes of 1878, to which allusion has been made, 
it is provided on page 359: 

Sxc. 2039. There shall be a board of Indian commissioners, composed of 
not more than ten persons, appointed by the President solely, from men 
eminent for intelligence and philanthropy, and who shall serve without 
pecuniary compensation. 

Sec. 2040. The board of commissioners mentioned in the preceding sec- 
tion shall have power to appoint one of their own number as secretary, 
who shall be entitled to such reasonable compensation as the board may 
designate, payable from any moneys aypropriated for the expenses of the 
board. 

Section 2041 provides that— 

The board of commissioners mentioned in section 2039 shall supervise all 
expenditures of money appropriated for the benefit of Indians within the 
limits of the United States. . 

So that this matter does not depend on any provision of an ap- 
propriation bill. The Revised Statutes have recognized this 
Board of Indian Commissioners; it is established by law for the 
purpose of supervising all expenditures of money appropriated 
for tho Indian service. 

A MEMBER. But that law has been modified. 

Mr. EVERETT. Iam aware that it has been modified; but 
I refer to those provisions of the Revised Statutes because the 

entleman from Georgia has passed them over. 

Mr. MADDOX. What the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
just read did very well for 1878; but Iam reading from the law 
of 1882—four years later. 

Mr. EVERETT. But you skipped what had been done in the 
interval. 

Mr. MADDOX. No,sir. I have been reading the various 
statutes which apply to this Board. Now, the Indian appropri- 
ation act of May 7, 1882, contains the clause which I am about 
to read. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. JOHNSON] says that 
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tleman from Massachusetts has referred: 

i hereafter the Commission shall only have power to visit and inspect 
a ind other branches of the Indian service and to inspect goods pur- 
chi ifor said service; and the Commission © of Indian Affairs shall con 
sult with the ¢ vommi m in the purchase of supplies. The Commission 
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1all report their doings to the Secretary of the Interior 


Tho original idea was that the Commissioners were to report 
directly to the President. 
Mr. BINGHAM. And their duties extended to other branches 


What does ‘‘ to other 


thin those mentioned by the gentleman. 
brauches*’ mean? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the point I desired to 


make. 
Mre«MADDOX. L[admit that they may go further; but I de- 
sire to show what the idea of the committee was in refusing to 
mi +t this appropr iation. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, this Commission has been in service for 
twenty-five yearsand have made twenty-six reports. That they 
have done good serviceno one will question ordeny. But it was 


the opinion of the Committee on Indian Affairs that they had | 


filled the purposefor which they had been originally appointed, 
and that there was no longer any necessity for their services. 


Now, an us see if they have not filled the purposes of their ap- 
pointmer 

Ac ‘ording to their report they have been visiting the agencies 
and repo. es upon their condition and surroundings. What 


have you done fifteen or twenty minutes ago in connection with 
this very bill? 
five Ind inspectors, whose powers exceed those of these 
special agents or Commissioners or any of them, and I call at- 
tention to the powers conferred on these inspectors: 

ee 
examined as ‘oe n as twice a year by one or more of the inspectors. Such 
examination shall extend to a full investigation of all matters pertaining 
to the business of the superintendency or agency, including an examina- 
tion of ae 
proy ided for, 
dition of the 
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contracts of all kinds connected with the business, the con- 
Indians, their advancement in civilization, the extent of the 
reservations, and what use is made of the lands set apart for that purpose, 
and, generally, all matters pertaining to the Indian service. For the pur- 
pose of making such investigations, each inspector shall have power to ex- 
amine all books, papers,and vouchers, to administer oaths, and to examines 
on oath all officers and persons employed in the superintendency oragency, 
and all such other persons as he may deem necessary or proper. 
‘Theinspectors, or any of them, shall have power to suspend any superin- 


tendent or agent or employé, and to designate some person in his place tem- 
porarily, subject to the approval of the President, making immediate reporé 
of such suspension and designation; and upon the conclusion of each exam- 





ination a report shall be forwarded to the President without delay. The in- 
. spectors, in the discharge of their duties, jointly and individually, shall have 
power, by proper legal proceedings, which it shall be the duty of the district 
attorney of the United States for the appropriate district duly to effectuate, 
to enforce the laws, and to prevent the violation of lawin the administra- 
tion of affairs in the several agencies and superintendencies. So far as 

i able , the examinations of the agencies and superintendencies shall 
mat alternately by different inspectors, so that the same agency or 
E uperint nden ‘y may not be examined twice in succession by the same in- 
pector or inspectors. 

Mr. JOH NSON of Indiana. 
from? 

Mr. MADDOX. 
viding for these inspectors and | fixing their duties. 

Now, the inspectors are appointed by the President, and, to 
use their own language, they are the eyes, the fingers, the: rms, 
and the hands of the. Administrati on. They report directly to 
the President as to the condition of Indian affairs. They are 
invested with full power, and have nothing whatever todo with 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They are entirely inde- 
pendent of him. They are appointed by the President, and they 
are paid regular sation for discharging the duties simil: w in 
every respect, in fact the same as these Indian Commissioners. 
According to the reports of the Indian Commissioners it seems 
the service has got to be honest at last; and I do not doubt that 
that committee of gentlemen, acting without compensation, con- 
tributed largely to that end. 

But these inspectors are discharging exactly the duties, with 
other duties added, that were formerly discharged by this Indian 
Commission, Theyare doing exactly the same work, and power 
is conferred upon them beyond what was conferred upon the 
Commission. They have power to remove at will, for instance. 
They may report to the President any agent or any other officer 
of the service that they may think proper, and they make their 
reports directly to him. They are authorized to administer 
oaths, and have power to conduct investigations to the fullest 
extent. What else, then, is the Indian Commission left to do? 
Nothing, except to visit the agencies when contracts are being 
made and inspect the supplies, In other words, to see the char- 
acter of the goods furnished. 

Now, [ wish to show how this money isexpended. I read from 
a letter from the C ommissioner of Indian Affairs, as follows: 
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You confirmed the retention in the bill of the | 
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inted by the President,” etc., is expended, I have to say that 2,000 
secretary of the Board of Indian Commissionors, $800 for office 
850 for care of office, and the remainder of ti 1¢ Sum is usedt r 
its members or its secretary, as it direc in att n h 
yntracts for the purchase of Indian supplies, and 
an reservations. 
ork of the Commission is not under the control of this o 1 
the y report directly to the President 
Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, ¢ t 

Hon. WM. S. HOLMAN, 

Now, you will find on examination of the statutes that the 
Secretary of the Interior, under this law, controls the matter 
at last anyway. They may make what report they please to 
him and he may support, sustain, or set it aside altogether, as 
he pleases, under the law. So far as visiting the reservations 
is concerned, it is the duty of the inspectors yo reportdirectly 
to the President. What is the necessity for the P resident hav- 


ing five inspectors to visit these agencies an report directly to 


| him if ten others, operating throu igho it the country, are author- 











| have five special agents who are also performing similar du 


ized to do the same identical thing. And in addition to that you 
ties 
with the inspectors. 

Furthermore, let me call yourattentionagain tohow this money 
is spent. Here is $2,000 paid annually to the secretary. What 
do you suppose he does? He has got an office in this city, pay- 
ing $300 a year rent for it; $50,000 allowed to keep it up, and 
$2,000 for his own services; and from what I have been tol d, I 


do not think he does ten days’ work in the whole three hundred 





| and sixty-five—a mere sinecure 


It was the opinion of the committee that the Commission had 
served its day. In other words, that it had performed the func- 


tions for which it was originally created, and hence we refused 
o make any appropriation to continue it, not regarding it as 


necessary any longer. That is, the majority of the committee 
took that view. These, Mr. Chairman, are the reasons that 
actuated us in refusing this appropriation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move tostrike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman and gentlemen, I had prepared an amendment in ipsis- 
simis verbis with that offered by one of the distinguished leaders 
on the Republican side, but | had concluded that the proper 
ple a to introduce it was at the end of this section, on page ~ 
line 10. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from fi 
nois is in the words of the last appropriation bill; that is, th 
appropriation bill of March 3, 1893, and in the 
propriation bill of July 13, 1892. 

I shall endeavor to show you certain reasons why 


a 


1)}~ 


words of the 


this board 








of philanthropists, and of independent, impartial gentl n, 
should be continued in existence. I think it would have been 
somewhat fairer ifthe chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in his report had drawn the attention of the committee 
and of ‘ the House to the fact that he proposed to this Board 
of Indian Commissioners outof existence. Our attention should 
have been drawn to that proposed change in existing law; but 
however, we have detected the innovatior 1, and I propose to give 
certain reasons why this Board should be continued in existence. 


You will bear in mind that President Grant,on April 10, | 
created this Board. He was empowered in the statute passed 
that day to seléct not exceeding ten citizens from m 





nh ¢ 








for philanthropy and intelligence, and under that act he se- 
lected a board, some of the members of whicl were men of great 
distinetion and philanthropy. I will mention George H. Stew- 
art and William Welsh of Philadelphia, William k. Dodge of 


New York, and John Farwell of Chicago. It is conceded that at 
that time there was an actual, active, pressing necessity for the 
establishment of such a board of commissioners. Enormous 
frauds had been perpetrated in the Indian Department. The 
agent and the contractor were partners. False vouchers, false 
statements of accounts, were matters of everyday occurrence. 


So it became necessary to make some effort to check these 
frauds. 
Now, I say that the same necessity exists in a modified form 


to-day for the continuance of this board. Why? Because the 
gentlemen composing the membership of that Board are impar- 
tial, honest citizens, standing aloof from any supervision or 
control, except the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and standing in an attitude of absolute impartiality as between 
the contractor and the Indian agent and the Indians and the 


public, their views being inspired only by the instincts of hu- 
manity. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow me tagask hima 
question? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Do you know that one of them has made it 
his business to be here before the Committee on Indian Affairs 
on ne rly all occasions? 

Mr. BARTLETT. As to what has taken place in the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, I know nothing. I only know that the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
in favor of the appointment of a board partly composed of citi- 
zen commissioners; and I wish to direct the attention of the 
committee to a bill which has been introduced by the gentleman 
from Indiana{|Mr. HOLMAN], providing for the appointment of 
a partly military and partly civil commission. I say that posi- 
tion is utterly inconsistent with the position taken by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to-day. 

Now, what do these gentlemen do? Let me call your atten- 
tion, in the interest of true religion and of philanthropy and 
in the interest of the friends of the Indians, to the membership 
of this Commission. The chairman, Prof. Merrill E. Gates, is 
the president of Amherst College in Massachusetts. Among the 
distinguished members are Darwin R. James, of Brooklyn, who 
was formerly a member of Congress; William H. Lyon, of New 
York, a man of the highest character andanold dry-goods mer- 
chant; Joseph T. Jacobs, of Michigan, and William D. —, 
from North Dakota; Albert K. Smiley, of Rhode Island, and El- 
bert B. Monroe, of Connecticut. 

This Board of eight or nine members is made up of citizens 
from various parts of the Union, and is composed of men dis- 
tinguished for their high character and for their absolute hon- 
esty. They commit what impropriety? They spend $2,000 for 
the employment of a clerk or secretary, and to that payment of 
salary the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. MADDOX]objects. Now, 
I submit that is a wise use of theirfund. Itis necessary that 
they should have an office in the city of Washington, and it is 
necessary that they should employ a secretary or clerk, and the 
salary is no more than adequate. 

[The time of Mr. BARTLETT having expired, by unanimous 
consent, at the request of Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Indiana, it was extended five minutes. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT. Howisthe rest of the money spent? Fifty 
dollars is paid for the care of the room, $300 for the rent of the of- 
fice, and the balance is paid for the expenses of these gentlemen. 
Now, what dothey do? Accepting the interpretation put on 
the existing law by the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. MADDOX], 
that the act of 1882 is our guide, and that it controls us, then 
under that statute they have two functions, one to visit the 
agencies and inspect them, and the other to inspect the supplies. 

Now, the first function, that of visiting the agencies, is abso- 
lutely necessary for the continued welfare of the Indians, and it 
is absolutely essential that this supervision should be exercised 
over the various agencies. We spend millions of dollars for the 
agencies and the schools, and yet we hesitate to give $5,000 toan 
impartial board to visit these agencies and schools, and to see 
that the work is properly performed. Is that logic? Is that 
common business sense? 

Again, what is their other function? It is to inspect the sup- 
plies; and from the 15th of May to the 29th of May, five or six 
members of this board were present at the warehouse in Chicago 
and took part in the inspection of supplies. From the 3lst of 
May the Board has been sitting at the warehouse in New York; 
so they are actually at work to-day while you are debating this 
question of cutting off this pitiful appropriation of $5,000. 

I submit that the interest of the Indian and his welfare, and 
the dictates of philanthropy prescribe that this Commission 
shall be continued. I submit also that a proper supervision, a 
salutary supervision of the contracts and supplies requires the 
continuance of this provision. Mr. Lyon, the member at New 
York, is an old dry goods merchant, and last year he was obliged 
to throw out a good many of the blankets. Thatis one work 
you can not secure from the paid employés of the Government. 
You have got to getan outside man who is a manof impartiality 
and familiar with the goods to perform this duty. 

Now, let me cali your attention for a moment to the proposi- 
tion that the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs has 
introduced into this House in this Congress. It is the House 
bill (H. R.3326) which provides for the creation of a commission 
composed of three military officers to be detailed and three cit- 
izens. Itappropriates $20,000 a year for that commission, and 
it gives to them the same functions that are exercised by this 
Board of Commissioners, nonpartisan and without compensation. 
I say that the introduction of any such measure is absolutely in- 
consistent with the discontinuance of the appropriation we now 
ask for. I would say in conclusion that we should be fair to the 
red men. 

We have by the right of conquest, and by the right of superior 
civilization, gradually segregated them into smaller areas and 
driven them on to smaller reservations, but at the same time we 
should remember that we are bound to do all we can to improve 


their condition and to ameliorate their ultimate fate, which mast 
be one either of extinction or absorption. I ask the committee 


to vote for the amendment and to retain the appropriation of 


$5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I object to that. I hope my col- 
league will give us a little longer than that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Indiana wants 
a little time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What time do you suggest? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want ten minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon 
this paragraph be limited, then, to twenty minutes. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much does the other side want? - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall only want a few minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Better say forty minutes. 
is a pretty important question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is no objec- 
tion to giving the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] ten 
minutes and the gentleman from Pennsylvania five minutes, if 
this is agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Massachusetts desires 
some time, and there are other gentlemen who may desire to 
s 


This 


peak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Make it forty minutes. 
I will have to insist on less time than that. 

Mr. EVERETT. Make it thirty minutes, then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will only occupy two or three minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think if the gentleman gets 
started he will find that he requires more time than that. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was suggested a moment ago that gentle - 
men have twenty minutes on that side. We will reserve ten 
minutes on this side; and therefore I ask unanimous consent 
that debate be closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I suggest that debate be closed in 
ae minutes, and that the committee have one-half of that 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I appeal to the gentleman to 
yield more time than that. lLask for ten minutes, and I do not 
desire to cut off other gent!emen by taking that much of the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to close debate on this paragraph and amendment 
thereto in thirty minutes, twenty minutes to be given to the 
other side. Is there objection? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Iwould like to have afew moments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no idea that we will use ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr.HOLMAN. I wish to sayin advance, Mr, Chairman, that 
while the statutes which have been enacted since 1869 are some- 
what ambiguous, and possibly the point of order might be sus- 
tained, I do not think that itought to be pressed. I think this 
is a question on which the committee ought to vote. Therefore 
I make no point of order on the subject. When the inquiry was 
mode as to the expenditure of this money, and it appeared that 
more than two-fifths of the entire sum has been expended here 
in the capital ($2,350 of the $5,000), it occurred to the members 
of the committee that the object of this organization had long 
since gone by. 

It was a valuable institution originally. It was originated in 
the Great Sioux war, which occurred just before this legislation 
commenced, and the object had long since been accomplished, 
otherwise I am quite confident an agency would not be kept up 
in this city expending so jarge a portion of the $5,000. The 
original amount appropriated for this object was $25,000 a year, 
which was not spent in one year for a series of years, and 
after that it was brought down to about $5,000, and some of the 
purest and best men were engaged in that Commission, if you 
may callitacommission. They rendered very valuable service 
and did a great deal to quiet the Indians and to secure honest 
administration at the Indian agencies. No person calls that in 
question, but that this Commission should be kept in existence 
simply because it was able at one time to render valuable service 
does not seem necessarily to follow, although it is a question on 
which gentlemen may very well differ. 

As to the bill to which the gentleman from New York refers, 
and which he supposes is inconsistent with this proposition to 
drop this $5,000 a year, the history of that is this: Eightor nine 
years ago President Cleveland was anxious to adopt a compre- 

ensive policy with reference to the Indian tribes and had cer- 
tain views with reference to the Indian Territory, the forma- 
tion probably in the progress of time of an Indian State. 











1894. 





Comprehensive measures seemed to be necessary, and at his 
instance, if my swapronet | is correct, Secretary Lamar drew up the 
bill to which the gentleman from New York refers, and it was 
introduced in Congress as far backas the Forty-eighth Congress 
and has been pending ever since. It had no relation whatever 
to any inspection by this Board of Indian Commissioners. It 
was a comprehensive plan for settling the Indian question, es- 
pecially as it was involved in the condition of the Indian Terri- 
tory. That measure, therefore, was for an entirely different 
purpose. 

, Now, [ do not feel justified in occupying any material portion 
of the time on this question. Ifa majority of this body thinks 
it is well to continue this small item of $5,000 a year, well and 
good. I hope, however, that if it is to be continued, some gen- 
tleman will devise a plan by which the whole of it may be ap- 
propriated for the benefitof the Indians themselves, The great 
trouble about this Indian bill is that such a large proportion of 
the money we appropriate for the Indians goes to the benefit 
of the white man, and not either directly, or in some instances, 
indirectly to the benefit of the Indian. We have an army of 
people fastened upon the Indian funds, and it is impossible to 
abolish any of them, and almost impossible to reduce any of 
their salaries. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What remedy would the gen- 
tleman suggestas to how the money shall beused? I think that 
the Government should confine itself to the education of the 
reservation Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so. That is one of the objects con- 
templated in the act to which the gentleman from New York 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





has called attention, which was prepared by Mr. Secretary La- | 


mar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] is recognized, and asks consent that he may speak ten min- 
utes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
called to this matter only last evening. I have given it a hur- 
ried examination. I prepared an amendment similar to the one 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and had 
intended, like the gentleman from New York, to offer it a little 
further along in the consideration of the bill, but the action of 
the gentleman from Illinois relieves me from that necessity. 

Iam very much surprised that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs has omitted the usual appropriation for the support of 
this Board of Indian Commissioners. 
ing the fact that Iam familiar with the peculiar and well-known 
views of the chairman of that committee on the subject of pub- 
‘ lic expenditures, The omission of this appropriation, however, 
it not only not economy—it is the worst kind of prodigality. It 
is a saving at thespigot that we may loseat the bung. This In- 
dian Commission, as has been stated here and as is well known, 
was first appointed under the Administration of President 
Grant, as far back as 1869. It was composed then, and always 
has been composed, of intelligent, philanthropic, conscientious 
men, who have performed their onerous duties free of charge to 
the Government, an appropriation having been made by Con- 
gress simply to pay their necessary expenses. 

The Commission has never been partisan in its character, and 
it has been always composed of men of integrity and ability. 
During all these years, now a quarter of a century, it has dis- 
charged its duties faithfully, and never has Congress refused to 
appropriate for itsexpenses except inoneinstance. In that case 
the members of the Commission defrayed their own expenses for 
the year, and Congress subsequently repaid them by a deficiency 
appropriation. The work its members have done has beensuch 
as to commend the Commission to this House. The abolition of 
the well-known frauds that were practiced against the Govern- 
ment and against the Indians in connection with the furnishing 
of supplies before the Commission was organized, and which the 
Commission brought about, was alone a sufficient ground to jus- 
tify its establishment and also justifies its continuance. 

These Commissioners have saved thousands and thousands, 
and perhaps millions of dollars to the Government by their in- 
spection of the Indian supplies. There is only one class of men 
upon the face of the earth interested in abolishing the Commis- 


Mr. Chairman, my attention was | 


I say this, notwithstand- | 


| 





sion, and that is such men who sell goods to the Government | 


for the supply of the Indians as are inclined to be dishonest. 
They, I have no doubt, would hail with delight the abolition of 
the Commission. Under the old system very few men bid for 


the furnishing of Indian supplies, and they were generally dishon- | 


est men, for it was arecognized fact that there was very little 
honesty in the apportioning of the contracts; and square bidders 
and live competition among bidders was rare, but under the sys- 
tem introduced and established by this Commission hundreds of 
people make bids and there is a great reduction in the prices 
which the Government has to pay for its supplies; a reduction 


| much more difficult thing to prove any such statement. 
| matism is one thing, and evidence is another. 


| extended labor. 


| office. 
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so great that there has probably been more saved in one vear 
than the Commission has cost in all the years it has been in ex- 
istence. 

Not only that, but this Commission agitated the subject and 
drew the law and presented it to Congress, providing for the al- 
lotment system of lands and the breaking up of the tribal rela- 
tions of the Indians, a measure which has proved very beneficial 
to the Indians as wel! as to the Government. 

Again, the Commission were largely instrumentalin bringing 


| about the abolition of what is known as the treaty system, a 


change highly approved by those best acquainted with Indian 
character and with the requirements of the [ndian service. 
This Commission have done more, too, thanany other organiza- 
tion in the country to promote the education, and especially the 
industrial education, of Indian youth and their training in in- 
dustrial callings, and towards the moral instruction and civiliza- 
tion of the red man. 

More than that, they have insisted that the men appointed to 
the Indian agencies should have moral as well as mental quali- 
fications, and they have done much to raise the standard in that 
branch of the public service and to improve it and give it char- 
acter. Tried byits past achievments, this Commission has been 
a useful and beneficent institution, which deserves well at the 
hands of Congress instead of having its throat cut in this way 
by a refusal of this body to appropriate the paltry sum of $5,000 
for its necessary expenses. 

It has been insisted, sir, that the powers of this Commission 
have been curtailed. But on examining the very statute quoted 
in support of this proposition by the gentleman who first spoke 
in this discussion and who advanced this claim, I find the lan- 
guage sufficiently broad to authorize the Commission to the most 
There can be no question about the matter; 
and for years past and up to the present time they have gone on, 
not simply inspecting the character of the goods furnished for 
the Indian service, but doing much in the way of elevating the 
morals of the Indians and bringing about their education and 
enlightenment. They have done, as has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, more to create a healthy state of public 
sentiment as to the proper manner of dealing with the Indians, 
than any other organization known to the country. 

It is said that these five Indian inspectors perform the very 
duties which have been assigned tothisCommission. But I want 
to call attention to the fact that this citizens’ committee was de- 
vised as a system of checks and balances to prevent any collu- 
sion or fraud or connivance which might exist between the regu- 
larly appointed officers of the Government and those interested 
in selling goods to the Indians. I am not here to reflect upon 
any Government officer; but it is a well-known fact that before 
this system was devised, great frauds were perpetrated upon 
the Government and great wrongs done to the Indians, and that 
in almost every instance of wrongdoing Government oflicials 
were implicated. This Commission composed of disinterested 
gentlemen, operating outside of the Government employ, have 
been above collusion, and in this way have been an effectual 
check upon misconduct in the Indian service. 

This Commission goes out now and visits the various agencies, 
makes personal inquiry, holdsits meetings, makes its reports to 
the Secretary of the Interior and to the head of the Indian Bu- 
reau. It has made a great many valuable suggestions upon 
which has been predicated some of the most salutary legislation 
passed by Congress in connection with the government of the 
Indians. The inspection of supplies, sir, is the smallest part 
of the valuable services which they render. 

It has been said that these Commissioners employ the $5,000 
appropriated to their use largely for the purpose of maintaining 
a home office. From the time of the inception of this body down 
to the present, covering a quarter of a century, they have of 
course maintained an organization; they have had a president 
and a secretary; they have conducted their business in a busi- 
nesslike way. 

It has been absolutely indispensable that they should have an 
The secretary whom they have appointed and who has 
been paid for his services, has earned every dollar of the money 
paid him. Itis an easy thing for gentlemen to stand here and 
say that this office is a sinecure, and that thisman has been paid 
extravagantly, as did the gentleman from Georgia; butit isa 
Dog- 
[ assert that itis 
necessary that this Commission in the proper discharge of its 
duties should have an extensive comeniiniannel and its secre- 
tary is employed a large portion of his time in that correspond- 
ence. His other labors are arduous and require intelligence 
and discrimination. Even while we are discussing this very 
matter he is to-day absent upon important business connected 
with the Commission. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the time has not passed when this Cem- 
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mission can be useful. If it has done so much in the past in the 
way of elevating the service, have we not the right to expect it 
still to do good in the future? It is not claimed that the Indian 
service is now perfected—that there are no defects to be ferreted 
out, no wrongs to be remedied. And in the work of still further 
improving this service, upon what class of people can we better 
rely than upon intelligent, conscientious, and philanthropic cit- 
izens who work for their love of the business, and who, giving 
freely of their time and talents to the work, only ask that the 
Government shall pay their necessary expenses? 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it would be a reproach 
upon Congress if we should refuse thisappropriation, I under- 
stand there is no opposition to it by the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Indian Commissioner. I understand that from 
those sources this Commission is commended; that its services 
are regarded as valuable to the Government. Such being the 
case, the amount of the appropriation being only $5,000—a mere 
drop in the bucket, a mere bagatelle—it would be to me per- 
fectly amazing if the American Congress should decline to make 
the appropriation when this money, properly expended, as it 
would be, tends so much to promote the good of the country and 
the benefit of the Indian service. I can scarcely deem it possi- 
ble that this House will consent to such a line of conduct. I 
earnestly insist that the appropriation shall be inserted, and 
that this Commission shall not be destroyed in this unfair and 
left-handed way. 

In conclusion, I ask leave to have read at the Clerk’s desk a 
communication addressed to me recently by a committee of the 
Society of the Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, assembled at 
Riehmond, [nd., in my district. Thiscommunication covers the 
subject I have been discussing so fully and ably that I hope the 
House will indulge me in having it read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
RICHMOND, IND., June 2, 1894. 


ESTEEMED REPRESENTATIVE: The committee on philanthropic labor of 
Indiana Yearly Meeting now in session in this city desire to call thy atten- 
tion to certain proposed actions of the Appropriation Committee of Con- 
gress, one of which is the omitting of the usual appropriation to defray the 
“"penees of the Board of Indian Commissioners. 

This Board was established at the earnest recommendation of President 
Grant and is a part of his favorite ‘ peace policy ’’ toward the Indians. He 
believed that honestdealing with these unlettered children of the forest was 
the first requisite in gaining their confidence in order to promote their wel- 
fare and civilization. 

The Commissioners give their services without compensation, and the 
Small sum of $5,000 is for their actual expenses in visiting the nmcies; in 
having the reservations allottedin severalty where practicable; in securing 
impartiality in the reception of bids and the allotment of contracts for sup- 
plies, and, most important of all, a rigid inspection of goods after delivery 
in a Government warehouse, so as to secure goods equal to the samples 
offered and to save large sums of money tothe Government. At their in- 
stance the great principle of giving land inseveralty to the Indians has been 
adopted and the retention of the tribal relations discouraged. 

To those who are familiar with the methods in vogue the Indian De- 
partment prior tothe creation of this Commission, who can recall the part- 
nerships between agents and traders and contractors, the overestimates of 
weight of cattle, the blank vouchers filled up with fraudulent sums, the false 
names carried upon pay rolls, the payment of employés for whom there was 
no employment, the payment of others at higher or lower salaries than pro- 
vided by law for the purpose of embezzling the difference, the farming out 
of appointments controlled by agents, and the selling of their own goods to 
the Indians, with other like fraudulent schemes—the abolition of the Com- 
mission which has inaugurated and secured such vast reforms is hardly 
short of the grossest folly, unless it could be urged that their services are 
no longer needed. 

Such an argument can not possibly be used at the presenttime. They 
still perform the services for Which they were appointed; they still attend 
the opening of bids for contracts, which, through their services, are now 
open to all, so that in 1892 there were more than five hundred bids, instead of 
about forty in 1870; they still make visits to the reservations, and, being abso- 
lutely untrammeled by any of the traditions of the Indian Department, or 
any subservience to those in authority, they are enabled to examine, inves- 
tigate, and criticise with — impartiality whateverthey may see in the 
Indian service worthy either of commendation or condemnation. 

We earnestly hope thee will make hearty protest ainst the practical 
abolishment of the Board of Indian Commissioners. ealso desiré toenter 
our protest and ask thy help in opposing the proposed reduction of the sal- 
aries of Indian agents. They earn little enough to secure the services of 
such men as are required for the delicate, and sometimes heroic, service 
which they have to perform. We understand that a reduction of from 10 to 
£0 per centin these already meager salaries is proposed. The saving to the 
country of this insignificant sum is as nothing compared to the dangers to 
which the whole country is exposed by the enforced retirement of good 
agents, who can not be expected to remain at such reduced salaries, and the 
substitution for them of incompetent and second-rate men. 

We hope thee may find it consistent with thy sense of duty to join us in 
this protest. We also wish to earnestly protest against the proposed re- 
duction of the salary of the superintendent of Indian schools from 3,000 to 
#2,500. The original salary attached to this position was 83,500. This was 
reduced last year to $3,000. Toreduce the amount still further this year 
would seem to indicate that those who have failed in their purpose to abol- 
ish this post altogether are determined to cripple its usefulness by attach- 
ing such meager compensation to it that the sapeeeennene will be un- 
tenable to any man whose experience and ability fit him to fill it. 


Thy friend, 
AARON MORRIS, 
Clerk of the Committee. 
(Address, Milton, Wayne County, Ind.) 
Haney U. Jomnson, M. C., Washington, D. C. 
Before the reading of the foregoing communication was con- 
cluded— 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (when his time had expired). I 
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ask unanimous consent that, without any deduction from the 
time allowed for this debate, the reading of this communication 
be finished. I am satisfied it tends to the enlightenment of the 
House. 

Mr. MADDOX. How long will it take to finish it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Not more than three or four min- 
utes. 

Mr. MADDOX. We may have some communications on this 
side that we want to have read. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I shall have no objection to their 
being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman [rom Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended long enough for the 
Clerk to finish the reading of the communication which has been 
sent to the desk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [ hope the gentleman will not in- 
siston his objection. This isa very clear and succinct state- 
ment, tending to the enlightenment of the House. The reading 
can be finished in two or three minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I withdraw the objection. 

There being nofurther objection, the Clerk resumed and con- 
cluded the reading of the communication. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I find in reading the report 
upon this bill that no reference whatever has been made to the 
proposedabolishment of the Indian Commission, either under the 
statute or the appropriation bill; nor have any reasons been 
given why this Commission, which has been in existence for al- 
most a quarter of a century, should be abolished at the present 
time. I amfree tosay the statements or arguments made by gen- 
tlemen having charge of this bill have failed to convince me as 
to the wisdom of this proposed legislation. 

It is always the rule, accepted in this House, when considera- 
tion is asked for important legislation, the expressions of the 
Department having the supervision of such legislation should 
be heard upon the floor; and yet in the proposition submitted 
by the gentleman neither in the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior nor in the reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affains 
is there any reference, by letter or otherwise, whervin this radi- 
calichangeisrecommended. This Commission consists of anum- 
ber of gentlemen—ten, Ithink—who perform and have performed 
a valuable service. They are recognized in my vommunity as 
having done so, and that is my reason for asking the attention 
of the committee in this debate. 

There is in my city a large element of Quak-r people, whose 
views and charitable acts towards the Indians have been well 
recognized for many years by all the people of this country. 
Perhaps no Christian or religious sect ever covered insympathy 
a wider field of earnest work in regard to the care of the Indians, 
as the wards of the nation, than have these citizens who form so 
large, respectable, and influential an element of the community 
I have the honor to represent. They, with one voice, appeal to 
me to utter my protest against the change proposed by the 
abolition of the Indian Commission, together with other changes 
of cutting down the privileges of the educational clauses in the 
statute and limitedly appropriated for in this bill. 

In view of ths provisions of the bill, they are much exercised 
as to the future care of the Indian, in whom they have felt such 
a generous and philanthropic interest. Therefore I say to the 
gentleman that amongst the best friends of the Indians in this 
country that great Quaker sect is preéminent, and certainly if 
not the best, atleast the most active and watchfulin their work; 
and they have with one voice appealed to me to lay the petition, 
the prayer, and protest, however humble on my part, or how- 
ever effective or ineffective it may be, before this House incon- 
demnation of the proposed changes in this legislation. 

Everyone knows the character of the gentlemen constituting 
thisCommission. The reading of their report will show the valu- 
able aid that they have rendered not only to the Indian Bureau 
but to the Indians themselves within the last twenty-five years. 
And whether the motive that prompted Gen. Grant in the selec- 
tion of the Commission is such as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from New York, which I do not concur in, I believe its 
origin to be just as Gen. Grant stated it when he believed it wise 
to organize the Commission. He said: 

From the foundation of the Government to the present the management 
of the original inhabitants of this continent, the Indian, has been a subject 
of embarrassment and expense, and has been attended with continuous 
robberies, murders, and wars. om my own experience upon the frontiers 
and in Indian countries, I do not hold either legislation or the conduct of 
the whites who come most in contact with the Indians blameless for these 


hostilities. The past, however, can not be undone, and the question must 
be met as we now find it. I have adopted a new policy toward these wards 


of the nation (they can not be regarded in any other light than as wards), 
With fair results so far as tried, and which I hope will be attended ultimately 
with great success. 


That the purposes of the Commission as created have been 
in many respects completed, there is no question. But the field 
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of their watchfulness and the limit of their usefulness, with 
reference to subsistence, together with the expenditure of sev- 
eral millions of dollars annually, educational matters and things 
of that character, have not been exhausted. The consideration 
of educational questions, covering tens of thousands of families, 
are of vast importance; and their services will be required in 
the future in that connection; there seems to be no two sides. 
These gentlemen are nonpartisan. They stand as far as they 
can as a breakwater against any effort to make this service par- 
tisan, and by their efforts the great body of the subordinate 
force employed is to-day under the rules of the Civil Service 
Commission. 

\ir. Chairman, I present the wishes, as I have said, of a large 
portion of my community inentering my protest, not only against 
this feature of the bill, but wherever init there has been a re- 
duction made of the appropriations for compensation to the sub- 
ordinate officers and teachers and others connected with this 
service, and | protestagainst any effort or legislation which secks 
to reduce the appropriations for this important service below 
what may be absolutely necessary. I hope it will be the wise 
conclusion of this House to continue the policy that has been so 
successful during the last quarter of a century. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate by Mr. PLAT’, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 1127) for the re- 
lief of Francis M. Tomlin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

\ bill (S. 203) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; 

A bill (S. 686) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An aet to divide the 
judicial district of North Dakota,” and to provide for the fees 
and compensation of the officers of the circuit and district courts 
of the said judicial district; 

A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent 
at White Earth Indian Agency; and 

\ bill (S. 1483) to correct the military record of Elisha B. Bas- 
sett. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. ON BIL of Mas- 
sachusetts in the chair. 
Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I can hardly think that the 


force of the argument that I have furnished from the statutes of 


1878, is invalidated by the fact that a subsequent appropriation 
bill modified the powers of the commissioners. It has been 
maintained by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as I understand 
it, that the commissioners were constituted for atemporary pur- 
pose, and owed their existence almost entirely to their recog- 
nition by the various successive appropriation bills which pro- 
vided for their support. The fact is that the same Revised 
Statutes, which have been appealed to as a justification for dock- 
ing the pay of members, and are held to be permanent in that 
respect, also recognize this Commission as a permanent arm of 
the Government, shows that they did depend for their existence 
on something more than mere appropriation bills, and also that 
they were constituted for something more than a mere tempor- 
ary purpose 

With regard to the services they have rendered I have noth- 
ing to add to what hasalready been said by the gentleman from 
New York, the gentleman from Indiana, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. But I do say this, that i shall vote for the 
restoration of the appropriation for their expenses, because I 
find that item in the estimates for the Indian service, and be- 
cause I believe that these estimates were cut down to the very 
lowest possible point that is justifiable in view of our relations 
to the Indians themselves. The end of this bill shows that the 
estimates for 1895 were $900,000 less than in the preceding bill. 
That is a sufficient cut, and I hold that when the committee try 
to cut a little nearer the bone by reducing the estimates $320,- 
000 more, it is an unworthy attempt to reduce farther what has 
been already cutdown to the lowest admissible point. 

I do not agree with the chairman of the committee that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House is as good a judge of 
the needs of the Indians as the Department of the Interior. I 
propose to vote for thisamendment, and I propose, with possibly 
some exceptions, to vote for any amendment that will restore 
the estimates of the Department of the Interior, and not to go 
in for this unnecessary, uncalled for, and unworthy cut which is 
proposed by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman of theCom- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to give me three minutes. 
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he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are but 

two minutes left on that side of the qu 

Mr. MADDOX. Has the time on the other side been ex- 
hausted? 


The CHAIRMAN, 


stion 


Two minutes are left, and the gentleman 
g 


from New York |Mr. Coomps| is recognized for two minutes 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to cover the 
Jusiness reason for the continuance of thisCommission. I knovy 


two of the gentlemen who compose the Commission, Mr. Lyon 
and Mr. James. I have been very frequently in the department 








in New York,and have seen these gentlemen examining sample 
of gt with as much carefulness and particularity as though 
they related to purchases for their own account. They are men 
of a great deal of leisure, and I know that this to them is a la- 
bor of love. I know that by their close scrutiny of the pur- 
chases of the Government, and of the contracts, the Government 
Saves many times the amount of the expenses of the whole Com- 
mission. Anything else that the Commission may do for the 
benefit of the Indians is clear gain. 

Both these gentlemen whom I have mentioned are experi- 
enced in the department of goods that they undertake to exam- 
ine. I know that they save the Government money, I know that 
they are honest, and I know that their methods are fair. I 
know that they introduce honest methods for the government 
of others. _ Therefore I shall vote for the continuation of th: 
appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are but five minutes remaining. 
and the gentleman from Indiana{Mr. HOLMAN] has control of 
the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield theremainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona | Mr. SmrrH}. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, having lived many 
years in the very shadow of an Indian reservation, and having 
in my district as many Indians and as varied tribes as are to be 
found in any part of this country, [ have failed, in my experience 
of some fourteen years among them, to see any good of any kind 
resulting from thisCommission. I donot know amember of the 
Commission who lives on the other side of the Rocky Mountains, 
I do not know any one of them that ever saw an Indian until he 
was appointed a Commissioner. And yet this is stated by the 
gentleman from New York to be a labor of love—a labor of love 
conditioned on $5,000, half of which is to be expended for a sec- 
retary, who, according to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
MADDOX] does not perform probably ten days’ work in a year. 

[ will tell you the service of this Commission. It is, as every 
one on the Committee on Indian Affairs knows, to stand asa 
block between everything that is attempted by the Government 
for the amelioration of the condition of the Indians; to make 
technical quibbles over every contract made for the Indians; to 
look at supplies. I am not questioning the honesty of any of 
these men, and it is not necessary to question the honesty of any 
of them, but 1 wish tosay to this committee that experience has 
demonstrated that the most dangerous thing on the face of the 
earth is sincere, ignorant honesty, applied to a thing that they 
know nothing about. It has been stated that they supervised 
these contracts, and what is the resultof the super 

Mr. COOMBS. They save money there. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will tell the gentleman how they 
saved it in one instance. The year before last, at the San Car- 
vation, there was a bidfrom Arizona to furnish flour 
and the samples sent here and inspected by the Commission, as 
[ am informed—I do not state that they examined those sam- 
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ples, butif they are as zealous as the gentleman from New York 
states. they did examine them- 

Mr. COOMBS. They are zealous. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then they examined into this mat- 
ter, for it was one of the biggest contracts in that co v: 1d 
the flour furnished was sent from Chicago, at a hicher priee, and 
the quality was absolutely inferior; and that is a sample of the 


work of this Commission, whose members live om the edge of 
Newfoundland, and Nantucket, and the northeast extremity of 
the United States of America. Think of their handling a ques- 
tion that lies down on the Gulf of California. An he 
Indian Commissioners, and with all the Indian inspectors, not 
one man among all of them, as far as I know, ever saw an Indian 
in his life until he held the office. 

Mr. LUCAS. 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr. LUCAS. In your long experience among the Indians did 
you ever know of any one of this Commission that ever came 
West to inspect the delivery of cattle or horses to these In- 
dians? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I never heard of one of them; and 
that leads to this suggestion. They are never there to do any 
of that inspecting—— 





Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 





Mgt abit} ates eek esek 


eee 


eee ate 


Siac Nene spc ter ono 


~ ar 


een 
Geta) 


IN I Si. =e 


erie 


SSceeete seed terlameoarnreen-omnnese arora 


JUNE 12, 





6188 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis under the charge of an officer of the 
Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was going to say that was all pro- 
vided for. Now, we do not propose, as suggested by my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM}, to abolish this Commission. 
The bill leaves the Commission just as it was when it was 
started. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ask the gentleman from Indianaif we have 
not already passed a paragraph which does that. 

Mr. SMI'T'H of Arizona (to Mr. HOLMAN). Does the bill abol- 
ish it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. EVERETT. 
he will see. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman stated this morning that it 
practically abolished the Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On page7 the provision is made that all offi- 
cers of the Indian service not herein provided for are hereby 
abolished. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
gentleman be extended five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. With five minutes on the other 
side. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. You have already had twenty min- 
utes, and we have had only ten. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. With five minutes on this side, if 
desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Arizona 
be extended for five minutes, with five minutes on the other 
side, if desired. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I have not seen any 
of this Commission at all yetdeliver any of these goods. I have 
never heard of any of them being present, and the very purpose 
for which this Board was originally organized, as suggested by 
the gentleman, has entirely passed away. There is not an In- 
dian reservation that is not approachable easily. In the olden 
time it was a difficult matter to get there. It was alleged, and 
justly alleged, that the same hundred head of cattle would be 
delivered to the Indians twenty times. That is impossible now, 
for the people around these Indian reservations, crowding them 
closer and closer, and the provision made in this bill, as sug- 
gested by the chairman of the committee, fills every single po- 
sition that this Commission could possibly be organized for. 
Then, why give $5,000, $2,500 of which goes for clerical hire, to 
that Commission. 

Now, let us see how it performs its duties. I read from page 
9 of the Twenty-fifth Annual Report of the Board of Commission: 

On the 16th of May the Board met at the Indian warehouse, New York, 
to witness the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 1n the opening of bids and 
the awarding of contracts for Indian goods and subsistence, supplies. 

How long an investigation was this—to look at the contracts? 
I guess there is where the service was. 

Mr. COOMBS. And toexamine the samples and see that they 
were up to the contract. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I did not know that you were upon 
the Commission; if I had known you belonged to it I would have 
had you interpolate that. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is what they do. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

In accordance with the method practiced for several years, the proposals, 
four hundred and fifty-eight in number, were read in the presence of many 
contractors. The samples of clothing, dry goods, shoes, hardware, flour, 
coffee, tea, and other supplies were inspected —— 

Mr. MADDOX. With the aid of experts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona(continuing reading). 
with the aid of experts in each line, 


By the aid of experts at this particular warehouse; and you 
had just as well trust to the delivery of those goods by that sam- 
ple as you would in buying a box of strawberries on the street 
believing that the good ones were at the bottom of the box. 
[Laughter.] These gentlemen make an inspection, and simply 
do it by the aid of experts that are provided for, and who attend 
to this duty. Itis simply throwing away the money, as more 
than a million is thrown away, as [ shall show before we get 
through with this bill. 

PS HOLMAN. The experts are appointed by the Indian 
ce. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These are the men that are doing 
all this work for love. It is not worth any more than the love 
they give it.. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | consider it an absolute waste of money. 
These gentiemen can go out, and when they are doing right 
God bless them—they can go out and make an inspection of 


We simply drop the salary. 
If the gentleman will read lines 12 and 13 


Task that the time of the 
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these samples without spending this $5,000. We never fing 
them there making an inspection to see if the goods are deliy- 
ered as per sample, and we have no doubt they feel an interest 
in the matter at the opening of the bids, especially from the 
fact that the contract originates somewhere in the neighborhood 
of the residence of the Commissioners, and at least I do not see 
any use of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean to in- 
sinuate that there is the least breath of suspicion of misconduct 
upon the part of the Commissioners in respect to the contracts? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Not at all; but I do wish to suggest 
this to the gentleman from Indiana: that I know that if to- 
morrow a contract was .o be given out and one of his constit- 
uents was a bidder, that he would be inclined to give it to his 
district rather than see it go to an outsider. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But most of these supply goods 
are inspected in New York and Chicago, and would you have 
the President go west of the Rocky Mountains in order to select 
the Commissioners for their inspection? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would see that the goods are car- 
ried out there according to the samples. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman know that 
none of the Commission are present on the numerous occasions 
when the goods were inspected? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They can not know that they are the 
same goods without they have examined the samples. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does ‘not the gentleman know 
that when the supplies are delivered in some parts of the coun- 
try they have been present? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, That may be true. I do not think 
they have any decided claim for existence. I know something 
about this system, and have seen something of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. What does the gentleman know 
about this system? How much is mere statementand how much 
actual knowledge? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How much do you know about it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ihave talked some with members 
of the Commission; I have talked with the Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs; I have talked with officials of the In- 
dian Bureau; and I learned something from all of these sources 
and from various official reports. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, yes. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
so as to enable him to answer questions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear 
the amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 22, page 7, insert: For the expenses of the commission of citi- 
zens serving without compensation appointed by the President under the 
provisions of the fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869, 85,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, to that amend- 
ment there is no point of order. It speaks for itself and in- 
volves an expenditure of $5,000 only. It refers to the fourth 
section of the act of April 10, 1869,which I holdin my hand, and 
which will give the scope of the authority of the President un- 
der that appropriation and of the Commission. Section 4 of the 
act of April 10, 1869, provides as follows: 

That there be appropriated the further sum of 82,000,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to enable the President to maintain the peace among 
and with the various tribes, bands, and parties of Indians, and to promote 
civilization among said indians, bring them, where practicable, upon 
reservations, relieve their necessities, and encourage their efforts at self 
support; a report of all expenditures under this appropriation to be 
made in detail to Congress in December next. And for the purpose of en- 
abling the President to execute the poWers conferred by this act, hejis hereby 
authorized, at his discretion, to organize a board of commissioners, to con- 
sist of not more than ten persons, to be selected by him from men eminent 
for their intelligence and philanthropy, to serve without pecuniary compen- 
sation, who may, under his direction, exercise —_ control with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior over the disbursement of the apeneee ens made by 
this act, or any part thereof, that the President may designate. 


Then it appropriates to pay the expenses of this Commission 
$25,000, and authorizes the employment of a clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All of which has long since been spent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly it has been spent. But 
this appropriation provided for in this amendment refers to 
that section of the act of 1869, and in the act itself you find the 
scope of the authority of the President and of the Commission- 
ers. Now, the President has the right to utilize these Commis- 
sioners to act on with the Secretary of the Interior. They 
act substantially without expense, and [ take it that we shall be 
slow, in a bill which carries $7,000,000, to dispense with the 
services of these ten men in the name of economy, when their 
services are donated to the Government, and when, in fact, for 
a quarter of a century their services have substituted honesty 
and economy in the Indian service for extravagance and dis- 
honesty. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDOX. Does not the gentleman know that that law 
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of 1869 has been modified, and there is nosuch power now vested 
in this Commission? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But this amendment appropriates 
money, and in controlling the expenditure of that money, adopts 
section 4 of the act of 1869, by which the President can direct 
this Commission when and where they shall supervene. 

Mr. MADDOX. If that be true I make the point of order that 
the amendment is new legislation. It igs not the law as it now 
stands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The point of order comes too late. 
The amendment has been discussed, and besides, the gentleman 
from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] expressly stated that he did not 
feel at liberty to make the point of order. It is precisely the 
same statute that we have for the current year. 

Mr. MADDOX. Itis the same statute. The statute the gen- 
tleman has quoted requires these Commissioners to report to 
the President, and gives them equal authority with the Secre- 
retary of the Interior. The statute of 1871 repeals that, and 
grives the Secretary of the Interior entire control over the mat- 
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ter, and requires the Commission to report to him, and that is | 


the law as it stands now if it stands at all. ‘ 
Mr. CANNONof Illinois. Theappropriation speaks for itself. 


As to the question of reporting, that is not material. As to | 
their power, it is limited by section 4 of the act of 1869. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. Does | 


the Chair understand the gentleman to press the point of order? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I just wish to state to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] that the amendment is word for word the 
same as the provision in the act of the current year. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON 


of Illinois, the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have | 


it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 65. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
59, noes 79. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named 
- members failed to respond: 
Abbott, Curtis, N.Y. 


Adams, Ky. Dalzell, 
Aitken, Daniels, 


Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, Il. 


Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


Alderson, Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Settle, 
Allen, DeForest, Houk, Shaw, 
Apsley, Denson, Hutcheson, Sherman, 
Arnold, Dingley, {kirt, Sibley, 
Avery, Dockery, Johnson, Ohio Sickles, 
Babcock, Dolliver, Kilgore, Simpson, 
Barnes, Draper, Kribbs, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Dunn. Lefever, Snodgrass, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Lisle, Sorg, 
Belden, Edmunds, Livingston, Stevens, 
Bell, Colo, Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Stone, C. W. 
Beltzhoover, English, N. J. Magner, Storer, 
Berry, Epes, Marsh, Strait, 
Black, Ill. Fielder, Marvin, N. Y. Straus, 
Blair, Fithian, McAleer, Strong, 
Bland, Fletcher, McGann, Sweet, 

Boen Forman, McKaig, Talbott, Md. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. MeMillin, Tawney, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Gillett, Mass Meiklejohn, Terry, 
Brosius, Goldzier, Mercer, Thomas, 
Brown, Goodnight, Meredith, Tracey, 
Bundy, Gresham, Moon, Turner, Va. 
Burnes, Griffin, Morse, Turpin, 
Cadmus Grosvenor, Moses, Tyler, 
Caminetti, Grout, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Campbell, Hainer, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Wanger. 
Caruth, Hammond, Paynter, Washington, 
Chickering, Harmer, Pendleton, W. Va, Waugh, 
Childs, Harter, Perkins, Wells, 
Cockran, Hatch, Phillips, Wever, 
Cockrell, Hayes, Powers, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cogswell, Heiner, Randall, White, 


Whiting. 
Wilson, Ohio. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn 
Hermann, 


Rayner, 
Richards, Ohio 
Robbins 
Robertson, La. 
R>binson, Pa. 


Conn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Covert. 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr.O’NEILof Massachusetts 


reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union having had under consideration House bill No. 6913 (the 
Indian appropriation bill), had found itself without a quorum, 
whereupon the chairman had directed the roll to be called, and 


uow reported the names of the absentees. 


I stated that I would not make the point of 








| chased under contract and supervising their delivery. 


| and here is a provision for five special agents in addition. 
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The SPEAKER. Inaccordance with the rule, the names of 
the absentees will be entered on the Journal. One hundred and 
eighty-five members have answered to their names. A quorum 
having responded, the Committee of the Whole, in obedience to 
the rule, resumes its session without a motion. 

The Committee of the Whole having resumed its session, 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places: and 
the question will be again taken. 

The question was again taken; and the tellers reported 
67, noes 112. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and in@idental 


‘ 


expenses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, also traveling and incidental expenses of five special agent 
at 83 per day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of tran 
portation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized 
by law; for pay of employés not otherwise provided for, and for pay of five 
special agents, at $2,000 per annum each, $40,000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

Amend, in line 4, page 8, by striking out the word ‘five’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘three,”’ and in line 8, same paragraph, strike out the word 
‘five’ and insert the word ‘‘three,’’ and in line 9, same paragraph, strike 
out the word ‘‘forty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “thirty-five 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, the object of this 
amendment is to reduce the number of these special agents from 
five to three, and to make a corresponding decrease in the ap- 
propriation. I started in this morning to getsome information. 
When [ asked the gentlemen wbo are very desirous to have this 
Commission maintained as to the powers and duties of the Com- 
mission and what it has done, the answer came a little slowly at 
first; but as the gentlemen began to refer to the books and to 
compile and collate the various items of information which they 
individually possessed, they finally got at a statement of what 
the duties of this Commission are. 

[ find that among these duties is thatof inspecting goods pur 
L asked 
my questionsespecially with reference to inspection and delivery. 
Now, we have already provided in this bill for five inspectors; 
This 
duty of inspection appears to run through the whole business. 
The head of the Department, the Secretary of the Interior, does 
something in the way of inspection; then under him is the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, who is another inspector; then we 
have tencommissioners to inspect, and five Indian inspectors, and 
then these five Indian agents. So that we have in all about 
twenty-two inspectors. 

Now, I want to read something showing the value of the in- 
spection we have had in this service which it is claimed has 
been so creditably and so honestly performed. [ read from the 
proceedings of a board of survey convened at Rosebud Agency, 
S. Dak. The report is dated March 13, 1892: 

Upon the request of United States Indian Agent J. George Wri 
board was constituted as follows: 

Capt. J. M. Lee, Ninth Infantry 

A. Judson Morris, M. D., agency physician. 

Egbert J. De Bell, M. D., trader. 

e * a ~ 4 

The board finds that a large quantity of this bacon, 2)0,000 pounds, was r« 
ceived in March and April, 1890. 3 


“ayes 


ht, the 


« 


ere 
* 7 * © e : * a 
The bacon has been sorted out in three lots 
s * * ” ® 


while not 


* « 

The board finds that the first lot of 
of the first-class quality, is issuable. 

Second. That the second lot of bacon, of about 27,000 pounds, is not j ble 
in its entirety, because of its moldy and rancid condition, and because of 
‘*skippers’’ which numerously abound on the outside. By trimming 
about cne-third of the outside the remainder can be issued. 

Third. The third lot, consisting of 245 sides and weighing 
pounds, the board regards as totally unfit for issue 

This bacon is covered and permeated by ‘‘skippers,”’ is discolored through 
out, rancid, and unfit to be eaten by any human being, and in the opinion of 
the board none of this lot should be issued. 

s * 3 s eS s 

Then this report goes on to show why this bacon was in this 
condition. The board says that the bacon thus put up was the 
large heavy sides in which the shoulder bones were ineluded, 
so that, of course, it could not keep. And this is only a speci- 
men of the efficient manner in which inspections are made. Not- 
withstanding these twenty-two inspectors, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Indian Commissioner, these ten good Christian 
gentlemen (I believe one member referred to them as being in 
search of pure religion), five Indian inspectors, and five speciai 
agents, this skippery bacon passed the inspection. It would ap 
pear that we want about twenty-five more inspectors, possibly 
five hundred more, in order to prevent such unsuitable supplies 
being furnished. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee incharge of this bill, whether these Indian Commissioners 
ordered that rancid bacon issued. 
[Here the hammer fell]. 


bacon, about 12,800 pounds 


actually 21,650 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 
of California, it was rejected, there being ayes 7, noes 77. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CITIZEN BAND OF POTTAWATOMIES. 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorizedand di- 
recied to pay to the Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians, or expend for 
their beneiit, the sum of $13,981.58, now on the books of the Treasury, and 
being the unexpended balanee of the appropriation to carry out the pro- 
visions of the agreement between the Ugited States and said band of Indians, 
ratified and confirmed by act of Congress approved March 3, 1891. 

Mr. FLYNN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

On page 25, insert after the word “‘ninety-one,”’ in line 17, the following: 

‘: Provided, That the restrictions in patents issued to the Citizen Band of 
Pottawatomies and absentee Shawnee Indians over 21 years of age, are 
hereby waived, subject to such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior on lands in Oklahoma, it belng understood 
that they shall only dispose of lands which they hold in excess of 80 acres 
each; except, Where said Indians are nonresidents 6f Oklahoma, they shall 
have the power to sell all of said lands.”’ 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, there are a great many of these 
Indians who have lands allotted to them in my Territory 

Mr. HOLMAN. Until I have had an opportunity to consult 
with some of my associates on the committee, I wish to reserve 
a point of order on this amendment. I do not make any point 
at present. 

Mr. FLYNN. Many members of this Citizens band of Potta- 

watomie Indians, who have taken allotments in what is known 
as Pottawatomie County, in my Territory, do not reside upon 
these lands, butare residentsof Kansas. Many of them, by their 
appearance, one would not be able to distinguish as having In- 
dian blood in their veins. They are engaged in various avoca- 
tions of life; and as they do not reside among us, it is desirable 
that sofar as practicable there should be some disposition made 
of these lands, as otherwise they can not be taxed for twenty-five 
years. 
” | introduced a bill for this purpose, which was referred to the 
Indian Department and received its recommendation. About 
one-half of Pottawatomie County is made up of lands held in 
allotment by members of various tribes of Indians. But those 
in particular who do not reside in the Territory, not occupying 
the lands, who are capable of maintaining themselves, and do 
maintain themselves elsewhere, should have the right, in the 
judgment of the Indian Office, or Congress should grant them 
the right, to dispose of the lands in Oklahoma, the deeds to bo 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Under what limitation does 
the gentleman propose to sell the lands? 

Mr. FLYNN. Under such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LYNCH. How much land is involved in this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. FLYNN. 


r About 50,000 acres. 
Mr. LYNCH. 

P 

L 


Held by the Indians? 

Yes, sir. 

Where do they live? 

Some of them there, but a great many in Kan- 


Mr. FLYNN. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
Sus. 
Mr. LYNCH. Have they allotments now? 

Mr. FLYNN. Some of them have, but quite a number about 
thirty years ago bought the lands from the Government at a 
certain price per acre. 

Mr. LYNCH. And they ask for this legislation? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir; I have petition after petition asking 
for it. They own large tracts of land down there in Oklahoma, 
and they are living in Kansas. They are not leasing the lands 
or using them in any way, and we are unable now to raise money 
enough by taxation on actual settlers to pay the running ex- 
penses of the county. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is not that largely due to the 
fact that the settlements there are of very recent date, the Ter- 
ritory being new, and things have scarcely established them- 
selves as yet upon a permanent footing? 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, these lands have been opened up since 
1891. A bill for this purpose was referred to the Indian Office, 
reported upon favorably, and I herewith attach the report of said 
oftice in relation thereto: 

Ii. R. bill 643 provides that any member of the Sac and Fox tribe and of 
the Citizen Band of Pottawatomies and of the Absentee Shawnee Indians of 
Oklahoma, being over the age of 21 years, aad an allottee of lands under any 
‘agreement between the United States and the tribe or band of which such 
person shall be 4 member, or pnder any act of Congress, may appear by 
petitioniin any district court Of said Territory, asking that all restrictions 


upon the taxation and altenation of such allotments, saneeees 80 acres 
thereof, shall be removed, and if upon the thle of such petiticn it shall 


YNCH. 
LYNN. 


appear that the petitioner is a person of sufficient education, intelligence, 
and experience to manage with prudence his business affairs, thecourt may, 
in its discretion, order that all restriction be removed upon the taxation 
and alienation of all the lands allotted to said petitioner, excepting 80 acres 
thereof, such finding and order to be entered of record, and Whenever a copy 
thereof shall be recorded in the Office of the register of Geeds of ‘the county 
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in which the land is situated, the lands therein named may be listed for 
taxation and the allottee shall be invested with a title in fee simple to the 
lands so allotted to him, excepting the 80 acres above named: Provided 
That in the case of a member of the Citizen Band of Pottawatomies who 
shail be a nonresident of the Territory and who shal! be over the age of 2 
years, the court in its discretion may order euch restriction to be removed 
fromali of the lands in said Territory allotted to such person. 

So taras the Sacand Foxes are concerned, I do not think “the proposed 
legislation is necessary or desirable. By the agreement concluded with 
said Indians, ratified by the act of Congress approved February 13, 1891 (24 
Stats., 749), it was provided+that 80 acres of the land allotted to each allottee 
should be held in trust by the United States for a period of twenty-five 
years, and that the other 80 acresshould be so held in trust for the period 
of five years, or, if the President of the United States will consent, for fi; 
teen years, at the expiration of which periods, respectively, the United 
States is to convey the same by patent to said allottee or his heirs in fee 
Patents were issued tothe Sac and Fox Indians on the 11th of September, 
1891, so that the restriction upon the taxation and alienation of 80 acres of 
their lands will expire in a little over two years, unless the President should 
extend the time. For this reason I do not think it advisable to legislate in 
regard to the removal of the restrictions upon the sale of lands patented to 
these Indians. 

So faras the Pottawatomies and Shawnees are concerned, I see no obje 
tion to allowing them to dispose of the lands in excess of 80 acres each, as | 
believe that this is a sufficient quantity of land for any Indian to cultivate 
The plan proposed in the bill, however, does not meet with my approval. | 
think this Department should retain the right to determine whether any a!- 
lottee should sell his land and to see that he receives a sufficient considera- 
tion for the sale of any land allotted him. I have therefore prepared the 
draft of a substitute for H. R. 6543, providing that any member of the Citizen 
Band of Pottawatomie Indians and of the Absentee Shawnee Indians of 
Oklahoma, to whom a trust patent has been issued under the provisions of 
the act approved February 8, 1887 (24 Stats., 388), and ene over 21 years of 
age, may sell and convey any portion of the land covered by such patent in 
excess of 80 acres, the deed of conveyance to be oe to approval by the 
Secretary of the Interior under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
scribe, and thatany Citizen Pottawatomle not residing upon his allotmént, 
but being a legal resident of another State or Territory, may in like manner 
sell andconvey all the land covered by said patent, and that upon the or 
of such deed by the Secretary of the Interior the title to the land thereby 
conveyed shall vest in the. grantee therein named. At the expiration of the 
trust period the fee-simple title to be issued to any such allottee or his heirs 
shall convey so much of the land described in the trust patent issued to 
— allottee as shall not have been conveyed under the foregoing pro 
Vision. 

I have also added section2, providing that the land sold and conveyed under 
the provisions of the act shall upon proper recording of the deeds therefor, 
be subject to taxation as other lands in said Territory, but that neither the 
lands covered by such patents not sold and convey under the provisions 
of the act, nor any improvements made thereon, shall be subject to taxation 
in any manner by the Territorial or local authorities during the period in 
which said lands shail be held in trust by the United States. 

It is claimed that there are a number of Citizen Pottawatomies who reside 
in the State of Kansas and are well todo. The lands allotted them in Okla: 
homa are of no use to them and for thatreason it is thought thatthey should 
be allowed to sell all of the lands, if they so desire. If such sale is madé, 
subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, I have no objec- 
tion to such course. The Territorial authorities are attempting to tax the 
improvements of Indians upon their allotted lands held in trust by the 
United States. I do not think that such taxation is legal or proper, and 
have accordingly added a provision to that effect in the bill under cOnsider- 
ation. 

T return the letter of Mr. Mendenhall and the accompanying bills. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,I suggest to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma that he allow this to pass over in its present 
condition; that is to say, that he offers the amendment, has made 
his statement, and the question of order is reserved upon it; then 
I will ask unanimous consent to go back to this paragraph at the 
proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Indiana 
says he will ask unanimousconsent to go back to this paragraph 
at the proper time. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very possible that 
he could not obtain that consent; and I think it is no more than 
fair to the gentleman from Oklahoma, if he withdraws the 
amendment at this time, that it should be understood, or at least 
that there is atacit agreement, that we shall return to this item. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my proposition. The item is only 
passed over temporarily, to be recurred to hereafter, and the 
gentleman's amendment is pending with the point of order 
against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlemanfrom Indiana that the paragraph be passed over with 
the pending amendment and the point of order reserved? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For blacksmith and assistant, — and tools, iron and steel, per fourth 
article of treaty of July 20, 1831, and fifth article of treaty of February 23, 
1867, $530; in all, $1,030. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman,I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eastern Shawnees: This amount to be paid per capita to the Eastern 
Shawnees under the direction of the Secretary of the Intérior and novw to 
their credjt in the United States Treasury, being the residue of the sum dus 
by the United States to said Indians for session of lands under the third 
article of the treaty entered into by said band with the United States, pro- 
claimed October 14, 1868, $9,079.12. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer this letter from the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in explanation of the amendment. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. For the present I shall reserve the question 


of order. ? : : 

The CHAIRMAN. The letter to which the gentleman from 
Missouri refers will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OrFICE or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 10, 1894. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith a letter from the United States 
Indian agent at Quapaw Agency, Indian Territory. dated the 2d instant, in 
which he incloses a petition of the Eastern Shawnees addressed to the Con- 
waying for the appropriation of the sum of 89,079.12 now to their 
United States Treasury. 7 
that they have taken their allotments, are living 
atly in need of money to enable them to buy stock, 


gress, J 
credit In the 

The petition sets forth 
upon them, and are gr« 





agricultural implements, to erect houses, and prepare their homes as their | 


white neighbors do. 

,ceording to the last census this band numbers $8 souls, and the appro- 
priation asted for would give them a per capita payment of $109.28. In view 
e fact that these Indians are poor, and have taken their allotments, I 
tfully recommend that the petition be forwarded with the favorable 
I inclose herewith a proposed amend- 


oft 
respe 
recommendation of the Department. 


ment to the Indian appropriation bill, providing for the legislation re- 
quested 
Very respectfully, 2 : ~~ 
D. M. BROWNING, Conznissioner 
The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTHPRIOR 


Mr. MORGAN. It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Does the gentleman from Indiana make 


56 


Under the recommendation of the Commis- 


sioner of Indian Affairs it would seem to bo a proper amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

or pay of additional employés at the several agencies for the Sioux in 
Nebraska and Dakota, $12,500, $800 of Which shall be used for the employ 
ment of a second blacksmith at Cheyenne River Agency, South Dakota. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in 
charge of this bill a question. 

[see that this paragraph provides for the pay of additional 
employés at the several agencies for the Sioux Indians in Ne- 
braska and Dakota, $12,500. Thatisareductionof $7,500 for the 
current year. This year the appropriation was $20,000. Now, 
[ am not prepared to say that the reduction is not a proper one, 
nor can 1 say that it ought not to be twice as great. But I 
would like to know from the gentleman why he makes it $7,500 
less for the coming year than for this year; and then, when he 
has answered that question, 1 ask why he did not make twice as 
much reduction as has been made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to state the exact conditions 


The question, then, is on agreeing to the | 


| when Congress has ordered the 


| $1,150,000, and this is a reduction of $150,000. 


on which that change was made; but I shall have no objection | 


to going back to it after I inquire into the facts. The consider- 


ation of this bill was begun away back last January, and a good | 


many of the facts have passed out of mind. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then there is unanimous consent 
to return to this paragraph? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
things in the bill since we first started that nobody can remem- 
ber them. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
quest to make? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] asks that we pass this paragraph, with an agreement 
that we return to it after the reading of the bill is concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be well for the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] or the gentleman from 


Has the gentleman from Illinois any re- 


We have changed so many | 


Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to make the request through the Chair. | 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
granted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope that we shall not have 
too many paragraphs to go back to when we get through with 
this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This will only take moment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If we do not consider some of 


The request is made, and I hope it will be 


these things as we go along, we shall have the whole bill to go 


over again. 

The CHATRMAN. 
be considered as passed over. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Por subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilization, as per 
acreement ratified by act of Congress approved February 28, 1877, 81,000, - 
000: J rovided, That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from 
the termination of railroad or steamboat transportation; and in this serv- 
ice Indians shall be employed whenever ‘practicable: And provided further, 
That the number of rationsissued shall notexceedthe number of Indians on 


if there be no objection, the paragraph will | 





each reservation, and any excess in the number of rations issued shall be 
disallowed in the settlement of the agemt’s account. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, there is an item in 
this paragraph which I wish to ask about. In lihes 17 and 18, 
on page 32, there is an appropriation, in pursuance of treaty, of 
$1,000,000 for the subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of 
their civilization. The appropriation for the current year 
I wish to ask why 


1 
is 


this reduction is made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is according to the estimate. 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes; there is a reduction of $150,000 in the es- 
timate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
dians on the decrease? 

Mr. LYNCH. I cannot give you any reason, excep 
is the amount called for in the estimate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatistheestimate. The cost of maintai: 
ing these Indians is very large, and the estimate has been re- 
duced. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, that is the ex 
the reduction? I noticed that it was a large reduction, ai 
did not know why it was. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of 
follows: 

or support and maintenance of @ay and industrial school 
erection and repairs of school buildings, in accordance with a 
treaty of April 29, 1868, which article is continued in force for twe 
by section 17 of the act of March 2, 1889, $80,000; in all $1,395,600 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


For what reason? Are these In- 


+ that +} at 


+ 


t janation of 


lu I 
the bill, 1 


8, IncludIin 





‘nty year 


Amend by adding at the end of line 13, page 33, the following 
yr led, That whenin pursuanceof any treaty anappropriation has been 
heretofore made to erect schoolhouses for the accommodation of childre 


of any tribe of Sioux Indians, out of any fund belonging to said Indians, 
which appropriation is still in force, the Secretary of the Interior shail pro 
ceed as early as practicable to erect such school building 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be an e: 
planation of this amendment. 1 do not understand its terms. 

Mr. PICKLER. This takes nothing out of the Treasury, 
it isnot new legislation. It simply provides that where by an 
act of Congress schoolhouses have been ordered to be built for 
any tribe of the Sioux Indians, to be paid for out of their money, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall proceed to build these school- 
houses. Anappropriation was made some two years ago to build 
two such schoolhouses in my State. The schoolhouses sare 
needed, and yet for some reason or other the building of them 
has not been proceeded with. One of them is to be built at 
Chamberlain, S. Dak., and one at Rapid City, S. Dak., near large 
bands of the Sioux Indians. 

All that is asked by this amendment is that the Secretary of 
the Interior shall carry out the act of Congress; and I think 
building of a schoolhouse it 
ought to be proceeded with as early as possible. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Have you inquired of the Commissioner to 
know why the money had not been spent? 


X- 


and 


Ir. PICKLER. Yes, I have inquired aboutit. An agent is 
sent out, and he looks the ground over and makes a report, and 


talks about changing to another piece of land; and so it is de- 
layed along. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the law stands now it is discretionary 
with the Commissioner to expend the money, ia it not? 

Mr. PICKLER. The building of these schoolhouses is di- 
rected by an act of Congress. There is no discretion about it, 
only to carry out the act of Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the act specify where the schools shall 
be located? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, and the amounts to be paid; and they 
are to be taken out of the fundsof the Indians. There f no ap- 
propriation out of the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out ths last word, 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Indiana a question 
about the provision in line 11 of page 23 of the bill, of $80,000 
for the support and maintenance of day and industrial schools, 
including erection and repairs of school buildings, in accord- 
ance with the treaty. There was appropriated under that treaty 
$100,000 for the current year; this bill only carries $80,000. Now, 
why? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, certainly; but the language that is in 
the present law, as well as in the bill, was ‘‘for the support and 
maintenance of day and industrial schools, including the erection 
and repairs of school buildings.” There was a larger appropri- 
ation made for the present current year, and a considerable por- 
tion of the money has been expended in the erection of build- 
ings; and this is a comparatively slight reduction when that i 
taken into consideration. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is $20,000. 
already, I presume, been furnished. 


613 


The buildings have 
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Mr. HOLMAN. This is fully up to the estimate. A large 
amount of the expenditure, I think, as wil! be seen, was for the 
erection and repair of buildings. I think that the gentleman 
will find that this is the estimate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I believe that in this item 
the full amount ought to be given, because the gentleman will 
notice that this is an appropriation for day and industrial 
schools on the reservation under the treaty that we made with 
the Sioix. 1 think that isa very valuable kind of school, and 
it seems to me that if we owe them the money under the treaty 
that we should be as vigorous as possible in expending it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not owe that specific sum. The ap- 
propriation is $100,000 for the present current year. I have no 
doubt that the larger appropriation made for the maintenance 
of schools and the erection of a schoul building was due to the 
necessity for the erection of schoolhouses, and the absence of the 
latter consideration especially justifies this reduction. I know 
that this matter was very carefully examined, because the pur- 
pose was to be very liberal in this expense, so far as these In- 
dians are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman that 
I will examine the questiof before to-morrow, and I will then ask 
him to return to that paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps the gentleman from South Dakota 
can explain it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not catch the question. I think there 
will be no objection to returning to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants it understood that re- 
quests for unanimous consent must be made from the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to return to this item to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that this paragraph be passed over until to-mor- 
row. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SPOKANES. 

For third of ten installments, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in the removalof the Spokane Indians to the Coeur 
d’Alene Reservation, in erecting suitable houses, in assisting them in break- 
ing lands, in furnishing them with cattle, seeds, agricultural implements, 
saw and grist mills, thrashing machines, mowers, clothing, and provisions; 
in taking care of the old, sick, and infirm; in affording educational facilities, 
and in any other manner tending to their civilization and self-support, as 
per article 5 of agreement with said Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified by 
act of Congress approved July 13, 1892, $3,000: Provided, That any moneys 
heretofore or hereafter to be appropriated for ths removal of said Spokane 
Indians to the Coeur d’Alene Reservation shall be extended or expended to 
such members of the tribe who have removed or shall remove to the Colville 
or Jocko Reservations. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. It was evidently overlooked in the print of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘Colville,’’ in line 22, page, 34, insert ‘‘Spokane;’’ so as to 
read: ‘‘ Colville, Spokane, and Jocko Indian Reservations.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, so as to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee or the gentleman from Washington about this 
provision contained in this paragraph, which seems to be apretty 
broad proposition: 

That any moneys heretofore or hereafter to be appropriated for the re- 
moval of the said Spokane Indians to the Coeur d’Alene Reservation shall be 
extended or expended to such members of the tribe who have removed or 
shall remove to the Colville or Jocko Reservation. 

And now, as amended, the Spokane Reservation. Now, how 
much would have to be expended for those who have removed, 
and what is the object of this appropriation? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Chairman, I move tostrike 
out the last word. In the Fifty-first Congress legislation was 
had looking to the removal of the upper and middle bandsof the 
Spokane Indians. The treaty provided that they should be re- 
moved to the Coeur d’Alene and Jocko Indian Reservations. 

But there were three, four, or five families who wanted to 
move to the Spokane Reservation, so as to be among their kins- 
men. The entire amount appropriated for this purpose was not 
given in cash to the Indians, as to the Coeur d’Alenes, but it 
made provision for the purchase of agricultural implements, ma- 
chinery, building houses, and giving them homes, and teaching 
them that which was believed to be the proper and legitimate 
way of civilizing the American Indians, by labor. Now, I have 
a letter here that I want to read in my time, which will more 
fully explain the matter than any statement that I can make. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washinton, April 28, 1894. 
Sar: On March 12 last, I received by your reference for my consideration, 
a communication dated February 1, 1894, from C. A. Coulson, master of Union 
Grange No. 103, Patrons of Husbandry, asking by resolution on behalf of 
Batt grange that such action as might be necessary be taken to throw open 
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to settlement the Spokane Indian Reservation, Washington, and recitingin 
the preamble of the resolution referred to certain reasons for such ray r 

In connection with this subject I have to state that on March 21, ig64 
Capt. J. W. Bubb, United States Army, acting |Indian agent of the Colviji¢ 
Agency, Fort Spokane, Wash., was instructed to communicate with the In. 
dians df said reservation and’ advise them of the action taken by the said 
grange and the desire of certain citizens in that vicinity to have the Spo- 
kane Indian Reservation thrown open to settlement. 

He was instructed to ascertain from the Indians whether it is their desire 
to take allotments of land in severalty anc then to negotiate with the United 
States for the surrender of their surplus lands and to report upon this mat- 
ter his views as to the advisability of appointing a commission to treat with 
the Indians referred to for the surrender of a portion of their reserve. 

I am nowin receipt of acommunication from the said agent dated the 19th 
instant, stating that in compliance with said office instructions he called q 
council of the Lower Spokane Indians, residents of the Spokane indian Res. 
ervation referred toin the said resolution, at which Chief Lot, with his prin- 
cipal headmen and at least two-thirds of the male adults of his tribe, were 
present; that the resolution and said office letter were carefully interpreted 
and fully explained to the Indians, as well as the laws governing the allo: 
ment of lands in severalty; that after some little discussion they adjourned 
for a time to talk the matter over among themselves; that upon reassem.- 
bling Chief Lot announced in open council that it was the unanimous de 
cision that the Indians did not wish to give up any portion of their reserya- 
tion and take allotments of land in severalty, and that commissioners be 
— sent to them to negotiate for the disposal of any part of their reserya- 

on. 

Chief Lot, in announcing the decision in open council reached by the In- 
dians after conference among themselves, spoke as follows: 

‘*This is the land my Father purchased for us from the other tribes of In- 
dians with such moneyas we had at that time (furs, skins, horses, etc.), in 
order that his people might have a home and be at peace with al! other tribes 
as well as with the white people. Washington has already taken away from 
us much of the land my Father purchased, and for which we have never re- 
ceived any money or other consideration. Now, all we have left is this little 
reservation and it seems that Washington is nowafter that. This land we 
now have is small, but it is too dear for us togiveitup. We would like 
Washington to study over this a long time before taking it away from us 

There has never been a thing that Washington has asked us to do but 
what we have done cheerfully. But this is too much, we can not do it. 
None of my people know anything about acres or surveys, and they are not 
able to carry out this thing of taking land each for himself. We have never 
had the schools promised us and my young people aré not much better fitted 
for a change than us old people. e did not complain when some of the 
Upper and Middle Spokanes came to live with us. They told us they would 
not get any of the treaty money. We have shared our land with them and 
have made them welcome and we all live happy together. We depend on 
you, Washington, for everything and need your help for a while longer, and 
would like you to wait a little longer about our land until our people can 
learn to read and write and are better able to do as they will have to do 
when we sell part of ourland. All these yearsI have been urging you to 

ive us schools so we would be prepared to live among white people. So 

ar I have only had promises.”’ 

According to the agent's further report some of Lot’s head men expressed 
themselves in a similar manner. 

The agent adds, that after carefully considering this matter in all its 
phases, he is of the opinion that the time has not yet come for these people 
to take their lan«s in severalty and be mixed up with white people, as they 
would bein that event; that the reservation is small, being 8 miles wide and 
35 miles long, and not so well adapted to agricultural purposes as said reso- 
lution would seem to indicate; that it is hilly and much of it rocky and 
heavily timbered; that there are atleast four hundred and fifty Indians 
now living there, which number includes many of the Upper and Middle 
Spokanes, who seem to prefer living there even at the loss of their share of 
‘treaty’ money, to which they would be entitled should they go to any one 
of the reservations named in the agreement with the —— and Middl; 
Spokanes, to wit, the Colville, Jocko, or Coour d’Alene; that the farms o{ 
these Indians are necessarily small, “ee tothe small amountof land avail- 
able for farming purposes, and the number of Indian families now living 
there; that one reason why these people are still in need of the fostering 
care of the Government, and a continuance of their reserve as it now exists, 
is that they have not had schools; and that they have had onlysuch religious 
Soe as they have been able to obtain from their own scanty contribu- 
tions. 

The agent concludes his report by stating that he does not recommend 
sending commissioners to that reservation for the purpose of negotiating 
with the Indians thereof for a surrender of a portion of the same. 

In view of the statements contained in Capt. Bubb’s report, and the con- 
dition of the Indians referred to, I do not think that it would be wise to take 
any steps now looking to negotiations with them for the surrender of any 
portion of their reservation. 

Very respectfully, : 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, House of Representatives. 


Now, these Indianshavegone there. Theyare living together 
in peace, and I only want to give them a little of this money to 
purchase agricultural implements and to enable them to make 
homes. Since receiving this letter I have cailed the attention 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to this appeal in relation 
to schools, and he has already ordered the construction of a 
schoolhouse on that reservation—— 

|Here the hammer fell. | 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
the time of Mr. WILSON,of Washington was extended. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There was a large number of 
them around Spokane when we made this treaty. They have 
gone out on that reservation. They are there with Chief Lot. 
They want education, they want to learn to till the soil, they 
want agricultural implements to do it with. They want to be 
taught how to work, for the only way you are going to civilize 
a barbarian is by and through labor. Give him a primary edu- 
cation and teach him to labor, and then let him take care of 
himself. 

Mr. REED. I desire to call the attention of the Chairman of 
the committee to the fact that it is 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise. 














The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration a bill (H. R. 6913), the Indian appropriation bill, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MARSHALL, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 
leave of absence, on account of sickness. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 5 o'clock and 
7 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5259) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Alfred Robinson, deceased. (Report No. 1061.) 

By Mr. AVERY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 1665) 
for the relief of Solomon Lusk. (Report No. 1062.) 

By Mr.STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 2249) for the relief of Warren Hall. (Report No. 1065.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department. (Report No. 1066.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4933) for the relief of the estate of John L. 
Sammis. (Report No. 1067.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) for the relief of the Madison Female 
Institute, located at Richmond, Ky. (Report No. 1068.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3031) for the relief of Washington College 


(now known as Washington and Lee University), located at Lex- | 


ington, Va. (Report No. 1069.) 

By Mr. BELTZHOOV ER, from the same committee: A bill (H. 
R. 3519) for the relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 1070.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz. (Report No. 
1074. ) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Cliims: A bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of J.C. Peebles. (Re- 
port No. 1072.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Maj. Thomas W. Lion. (Report 

No. 1073.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- | 


ported and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 772) for the relief of TazwellC. Merritt. (Report No. 
1063.) 
Also, the petition for the relief of Dr. John B. Rumph. 


) (Re- 
port No. 1064.) 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4713) establishing 
two judicial districts in the State of Indiana—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 7414) granting increase of 
pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their 
widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CADMUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7415) to provide 
- relief for the outfalls of the existing sewers within the District 
of Columbia, and for the disposai of its sewerage to a place of 
safety—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7416) to amend an act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States, approved March 3, 1887—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusatts: A bill (H.R. 7417) to cause 
storm and weather signals to be displayed on light-houses be- 
tween sunrise and sunset—to the Committee on Interstate and 
l‘oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7418) 
labor of children, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COFFEEN (by request): A bill (H.R. 7438) to provide 
for the improvements of public roads, and for other purposes— 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 


XX VI——388 


to limit 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7420) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Capt. Henry Troll—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7421) to correct the naval record of Robert 
Russell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 7422) for the relief 
of Harriet Clayton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of 
Craddock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) for the relief of Frank Richardson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of Catharine 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) for the relief of William Donald Me- 
Lean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7427) for the relief 
of J. R. Wasson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R.7428) to perfect the military rec- 
ord of Henry R. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H.R. 7429) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Newport, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H.R. 7430) granting an increase of 
pension to Gilman Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7481) for the relief of R.S. 
Thornton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 7432) for the 
relief of Katherine Harrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7433) for the relief of 
I'rancis M. Leake—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a du- 
plicate of a lost check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, 
United States Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of 
Hughes Brothers & Bangs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7435) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth B. Russell—to the Committes on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 7436) for the relief of 


A. 


LA. 


heirs of Samue 


Bedel to 


Messrs. 


| certain parties, sufferers by the burning of the tug Mystic while 


in Government employ—to the Committee on Claims. 





By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R. 7437) for the relief of Wil- 
liam J. Bryan—to the Committees on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
| Underclause | of Rule X X[I, the following petitions and papers 
| were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Maynard, Mass., 
praying for exemption from taxation all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations operating under the lodge 
system—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Anthony Roeslein, second 
lieutenant, late of Company A, Third Regiment Missouri In 
fantry Volunteers, praying for the passage of the bill to author- 
| ize the Secretary of War to correct his military record 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, petition and affidavit of Robert A. Russell, in support of 
a bill to correct the naval record of said Robert A. 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Protest of the citizens of the Tin 
| Cup mining district, Lake City, and Spokane, Wash., as 
the suspension of the mining assessment act for L894 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolutions of Pride of the West Council, No. 11, Junior 
Order American Mechanics, of Denver, Colo., commending House 
bill 5246, known as the Stone bill—to the Commit on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BERRY: Petition of Thomas Johnson, for relief 
thé Committee on Military Affairs. 


to the 


> 1} 
Russell to 


king for 


to the Com- 


tee 


to 


By Mr. COCKRELL: Petition of citizens of El Paso, Tex., 
protesting against the establishment of a !"ederal court at La- 
redo, ‘'ex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of the Pattern Makers’ National 


League of North America, against the employment of convict 


labor—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Verona. P 
against the income tax as affecting beneficiary societies — to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of several citizens of Brook 
Mass., that the income tax feature of the Wil 
amended so as to exempt from taxation fraternal soci 

| the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ine, 
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may be 
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of 44citizensof Danville, Ill.; 11 of Waterbury, 
City; 34 of Ottumwa, Iowa, and 47 of 
» passage of House bill 5804, an act to 


Also, petitions 
Conn.; 94 of New — 


Greenleaf, Kans., for 


promote the safety of railroad employés—to the Committee on 
(nterstate : d Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UI 'TON: Remonstrance of H. Khinderust and 79 
other tices of Detroit, Mich., asking Congress to reject a 
proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
[LLIKEN: Petition for the relief of Christian F. 
Beyer, Colman, Ala.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEN Petition of the miners at Dunean Camp, 
Colo., for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. JOSEPH of 
sw Mexico, reluting to mines and mining on unconfirmed land 
grants—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

\lso, memorial of mining men of the State of Washington, 
asking for the suspension of the mining-assessment act of 1594— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

\lso, resolution of Pride of the West Council No. ll, urging 
the passage of House bill 5246, known as the Stone bill—to the 
Committee on [Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of 78 citizens of Massachusetts, 
urging the passage of certain legislation to restrict immigra- 
tion —to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of the New York City Branch 


By Mr. 
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Granite Cutters, for legislation preventing saleof convict-made 
goods outside of the State where they are made—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 13, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

LELAND STANFORD, JR., UNIVERSITY ENDOWMENT. 

Mr.PERKINS. Mr. President, it is with a feeling of some 
hesitancy that [ rise in the Senate to a question of privilege. It 
is not, however, of myself that I wish to speak, but it is to do a 
simple act of justice to the memory of one who for eight years 
occupied a seat on the floor of the Senate, and whose place I am 
for the time called upon to fill. 

[t was charged by a member of the House of Representatives 
on Monday, before a committee in this Capitol, and the state- 
ment has been telegraphed all over the country that Senator 
Stanford fou ided the great university of learning at Palo Alto, 
Cal., ‘‘from motives of revenge, because he could not be elected 
a trustee of the University of ( Californis Le 

[ desire to say that from my own personal knowledge I know 
nos tatement to be entirely erroneous and without foundation 
in factor truth. During the latter part of my term as governor 
of C: sit fornia and during the recess of the Legislature, I, with- 
out his knowledge or consent, appointed Senator Stanford a 
regent of the University of California. He declined to accept 
or qualify, for the reason that he had not the time to devote to 
the work. His name, however, was sent tothe Legislature with 
other nominations, and failed of confirmation, as I understand 
it, at his own request. 

My successor as governor, Gen. Stoneman, of national reputa- 
tion, would have reappointed him regent, but was informed by 
Senator Stanford’s friend and attorney, Col. Creed Haymond, 

that he would not accept the position for the reason that his 
aeaniiaien were more inclined towards a college of manual 
training, a place where the youth of the country could learn pro- 
fessions and trades that would enable them to more easily earn 
a livelihood, and that he intended some day to build such an in- 
stitution. ’ 

His extensive business affairs soengrossed his time and atten- 
a he did not carry into effect his plan until death entered 
his home and took away their only son, the lightof the home and 
the idol 1 of t 16 father and mother. Then he realized more fully 
the tran itor iness of allearthly things; and he and his good wife 
resolved that the most appropriate and enduring monument they 
could erect to the memory of their beloved son would be an in- 
stitution of learning that should be free to the youth of the 
land In his own loving words he said: ‘‘ The children of Cali- 
fornia shall be our children. It is our hope to found a univer- 
sity where all may have a chance to secure an education such as 
we intende? our son to have.’’ And from that time until his 
death Mr. Stanford consecrated his life to this work. 
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There is a fitting time and place to deal with the sins of 
omission and commission of the different railroad companies 
that owe obligations to the Governme nt. But the way to do it 
is not by impugning the motive that influeneed the munificent 
endowment of the Leland Stanford, Jr., University, for if there 
ever was an inspired and unselfish philanthropic act it was the 
endowment by Senatorand Mrs. Stanford of an institution of 
learning second to none in the land, and whose fountain of 
knowledge is free to the poorest boy and girl in the land. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, [ask to be allowed to say 
a word in addition to the statement made by the Senator from 
California. I do not regret that he has vindicated the late Sen- 
ator, Mr. Stanford, from the aspersion made against him, and 
yet I take occasion to insist that there could be no need of any 
such vindication for the satisfaction of the Senators now upon 
this floor. Mr.Stanford had his faults, possibly, but no one who 
ever knew him could believe that he would act on any subject 
from a spirit of revenge. I think all will agree that nokindlier 
or more warm-héarted man ever lived, or one less likely to be 
influenced by any such motive. Certainly it was most prepos- 
terous for any person to suggest that a man who never showed 
the spirit of unkindness in any way in any dealings whatever 
with his follow-creatures would found the magnific ent univer sity 
to which he has devoted his great fortune from a desire to re- 
venge himself upon anyone. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 5th instant, in relation to certain described offi- 
cial reports, a letter from the Acting Adjutant-General, dated 
June 9, 1894, together with copies of the reports desired; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry mining men, of 
Spokane, Wash., praying that section 2324 of the Revised “ 
utes of the United States be amended so as to suspend for t 
year 1894 the performance of $100 worth of labor upon ilies y 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. 

He also presented petitions of 9 citizens of Miami County; of 
44 citizens of Findlay and Toledo; of 16 citizens of Gibsonburg; 
and of 44 citizens, all in the State of Ohio, praying that mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 18 citizens of Leetonia, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port- 
land, Mich., praying that the funds of fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Memphis, Knoxville, and Nashville, ali 
in the State of Tennessee, oateateating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten 
sion of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie ov 
the table. 

Mr. TURPIE. I presenta memorial of the National Furni- 
ture Manufacturers’ Associatiomof the United States on the sub 
ject of tariff rates upon looking-glass plates. The memorial seté 
forth that what are known as looking-glass plates consist of thin 
glass silvered, and are used only in the manufacture of cheap 
and medium furniture; that looking-glass plates are manufac- 
tured only in Europe and have to be. imported into the United 
States; that by the addition of duties upon looking-glass plates, 
the cost of furniture in which such plates are used is increased 
without benefit to any manufacturers in the United States; and 
that the addition of such duties will only add to the cost of fur- 
niture which is purchased only by the poorer classes of consum- 
ers in this country. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as the bill hasnot yet been reported 
to the Sennie. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of sundry wholesale and 
retail liquor eons of Indianapolis, Terre Haute, and Evans- 
ville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the emeae -revenue tax on whisky, ‘and also against 
an extension of the present bonded period; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented the petition of John 
S. Wright and sundry citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the 
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funds of mutual life insurance ec sm panies and asseciations be 
exempted from the propose d income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of A. R. Autland and sundry 
citizens of Green Bay, Wis., and a petition of Council No, 40, 
Royal League, of Mil waukee, Wis., praying that the pending 






tariff be so amended ‘‘ that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and pro- 
viding for he pay ment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits 
to the members, and dependents of such members, shall be ex- 


empt from all the provisions of the bil 


form;” which were ordered to li 


| requiring taxation in 
: on the table. 
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He also presented memorials of P. F’. Moran and sundry other 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of the State of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against an increase of the inte a revenue tax 


on whisky, and also against an extension of the present bonded 


period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PASCO. I present resolutions of the Legislature of the 


State of Florida, in the nature of a petition, praying that an ap- 


propriation be made for improving and deepening the waters of 
Charlotte Harbor and the mouth of Peace River. I donot wish 
to take up the time of the Senate in reading the resolutions, and 
I ask that they be referred to the ¢ Sommittee on Commerce and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Commeree, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows 


House concurrent resolution requesting our Senators and members of the 
House of Represent: utives in the Congress of the United States to urge an 
appropriation by Congress for improving and deepening the waters of 
Charlotte Harbor, and the mouth of Peace River. 


Whereas thousands of tons of phosphates are nowannually shipped from 
Peace River and the adjacent country, through the mouth of Peace River 
and thence through Charlotte Harbor to various foreign and domestic ports 
and 

Whereas the improvement of said waters would release commercial re- 
strictions upon an article now necessarily used by the farmers of the United 
States and of the world at large: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Florida (the atecon- 
curring), Thatour Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States be, and they are hereby, requested to urge upon Congress the neces- 


Se: 
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of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Geological Survey 
the Navy emai which was referred to the Committ 












Jon 
A ppropriations 

He also prese! ited a joint petition of the Board of i de, ¢ i- 
mercial Exchange, Maritime Exchange, Drug Exchange, Gro- 
cers and impostene Exchange, Vessel Owners a Captains’ 
Association, Board of Wardensof the port of Philadelphia, Man 
ifacturers’ Club, and the Trades League, all of Philad oe yy 
praying that an increased appropriation be made for the open- 

nd maintenance of a channel from the city of Philad ia 
to the sea, in width not less than 600 feet, and in depth at mean 
low water of 26 feet; which was referred to the Committee on 

) inert 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted ata convention of 
ind endent producers, refiners, and exporter of p oO m 
from the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and West 
Virginia, held at Warren, Pa., on June 7,1894, favoring the en- 
actment of legislation providing for an investigation into cer- 
tain evils against the interstate-commerce law by the Standard 

| Oil tr ist; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Haley and ndrv 
other citizens of Lawrence County, Pa., praying that t nds 
of mutual life insurance companies and associations beexempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of William M. Westerman and 

indry other citizens of Verona: of D. H. Stoner and sun ry 
sidanaibiaas of Mt. Pleasant; of John Curtis, jr., and sund: 
other citizens of Philadelphia, and of the members of the Mau 
able Aid Union of Columbia, all in the State of Pennsyly L, 
praying thatthe pending tariff bill be soamended that ‘‘ fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations oper y upon the 
lodge system and p1 ‘oviding for the payment of life, : ick, acci 
dent, and other benefits to the members and depen de ‘nts of such 
members, shall be exempt from all the provisions of the vill re- 


quiring taxation in any form;” which were ordered to lie on the 





sity of asufficient appropriationfor the improvement of the mouth of Peace | table. 

River and the waters of Charlotte Harbor; be it further s also present ymortale of T Rracht & Son ar 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to for a : Is p! . € nted memo! ials ol r’. Br em oo oon A 

ward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives | (tHe li juor dealers of the State of Pennsylvania, remon 

in Congress. against an increase in the internal-revenue tax on whi int 
Approved May 11, 1 also against an extention of the present bonded period; Lick 
Mr. MORGAN presented petitions of C. W. Hare and sundry warn ordered to lie on the table. 

other citizens of Montgomery County; of C. L. Daughtry and DANIEL presented memorials of sundry wholesale and 


sundry other citizens of Lee County, and of John P. Adams and 


vol ‘it liquor dealers of Norfolk, Fredericksburg, and Richmond, 





sundry other citizens of Pike County, all in the State of Ala- | all in the State of Virginia, remonstrating against an increase 
bama, praying that the funds of mutual life insurance compe of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an ex 
nies and associations be exempted from the proposed income- | tension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to | on the table. : 
lie on the table. Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Julia Wi ard Howe, Ed 
Mr. PALMER presented memorials of J. M. Gross and sun- } win D. Mead, and sundry other citizens of t New iugland, whose 
dry other citizens of Illinois, remonstrating against an increase | title to respect is unquestionable, praying for the passage of the 
of the internal-revenue tax on whiskey, and also against an ex- | joint resolution for the abrogation of the extradition treaty with 
tension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to | Russia. [ move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
lie on the tabl e. | on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MORRILL presented petitions of sundry citizens Shel- The moti yn was agreed to. 
don, itighgato, and Montgomery, all in the State of Vermont, Mr. HOAR presented memor ials of J. A. and W. Bird & Co., 
praying for t he enactment of legislation to enable the States to | and sun lry other wholesale and retail liquor dealers of Boston 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy | and Lowell, i the State of Massach isetts, remonstrating a ist 
products; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate | an increase of the a venue tax on whisky, and also 
Commerce. | against an extension of the present bonded period; which were 
Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of Edward C. Woods, | ordered to lie on the table. 
general manager Equitable Life and Assurance Association, Mr. LODGE presented the P tition of F. O. Ba 1 and 36 
and sundry other business men = ees of sundry citizens | other citizens of Middlesex County, Mass., praying that the 
of Philadelphia, Lancaster, and Allegheny, ¢ id of sundry citi- funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 
sans of Dai uphin Co unty, all in the State of Pe ennsylvania, pray- | empted from the proposed income-tax provi ym of the pending 
ig that in the passa igo of any law providing for the t taxation of | tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table 
incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and asso-| He also presentedthe petition of iL. P. Win snbau gh and 21 
iations be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie | other members of Neponset Council, No. 136, of Hyde Par! 
on the table. Mass., and a petitionof Howard Council, No. 46, Royal Arcanum, 
’ He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Athens, Pa., | of Boston, Mass. praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 


praying that fraternal society and ope journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Po Heads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oil City, 
Hanover, and Pottstown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pr: Ly- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Harrisburg, York, Philad Iphia, Reading, Me- 
Keesport, Allegheny City, and Allentown, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against anincrease of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also pene a memorial of the Maritime Exchange, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed transfer 





orders, or associations be e x mpt ed from the proposed income- 


tax provision of the pending tariff bill; whieh were ordered to 
} g 
lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Lowell and 
Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating against an 


increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against 
an extension of the present bonded period; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of C. C. Billinghurst 
and sundry other citizens of Muskegon; of Edwin L. Wright 
and sundry other citizens of Hancock, and of T. H. Soddy and 
sundry other citizens of Houghton, all in the State of whigan, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for t taxa- 


life insurance companies 
re ordered to lie on the 


tion of incomes, the funds of mutual 
be exempted from taxation; which w: 
table. 
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He also presented the petition of F. H. Leavenworth and sundry 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that premiums paid for 
life insurance by individuals, who are subjected to taxation, 
shall be deducted from their taxable incomes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

INCOME TAX EXEMPTION OF BENEFICIARY ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGR. I present several petitions of citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, and associations, be exempted from the operation of the 
income-tax provision of the peuding tariff bill. I give notice 
that at the proper time I shall ofer an amendment exempting 
such associations from the operations of that proposed law, as 
I believe the request of the petitionefs is a justone. I move 
that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present a petition for the same purpose 
from A. M. Wilkins, Charles P. Hartshorn, C. F. Wells, W. B. 
Rotch, and 7 other citizens of Amherst, N. H., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. A great many of those petitions are coming in, 
and [ wish to make a few remarks, in order to relieve some ap- 
prehension. The Committee on Finance were unanimously of 
the opinion that the amendmentasked for in regard to these so- 
cieties is not necessary, but us an amendment has been suggested 
on behalf of all these societies—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can not be heard on this 
side. Taminterested in thismatter, and should like to hear him. 

Mr. VEST. I say the Committee on Finance were unani- 
mously of opinion that no amendment is necessary to exempt re- 
ligious, benevolent, or fraternal societies. The bill, as it now 
stands reported, expressly exempts from taxation all corpora- 
tions that are not organized for profit, and then goes on and 
states besides that all corporations or associations organized for 
charitable, religious, or educational purposes shall be exempt. 
But these societies seem to have agreed upon an amendment, to 
which the committee have not the slightest objection, because 
it simply ice kes clear and beyond question the meaning of the 
bill. That amendment is to insert: 

Including fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating 
upon the lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, 
and other benefits to the members, aud dependents of such members. 

That is, that the exception shall extend to these corporations, 
including fraternal and beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions operating upon the lodge system, and providing for the 
payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the mem- 
bers and the dependents of such members. 

Mr. GALLINGER. DoT understand the Senator to say that 
the committee would be in favor of such an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably, because that is the meaning of 
the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very much gratified to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. We conferred with the attorneys and officers 
representing these societies and undertook to show them that 
that is the meaning of the proposed law now; and this is the 
amendment which they agreed upon, and to which we have no 
objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to have the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to one point. These ordersin New England have 
very generally, at any rato in Massachusetts, been framed on 
the system I will state. They begin by paying into a common 
treasury what they call their monthly or weekly dues. That 
money is invested, and at the end of seven years or fourteen 
years, or whatever time is prescribed for the investment torun, 
each member draws out what he has paid in with his share of 
the accumulated interest, the earnings. But a member hasa 
right at any time to stop the payments of his monthly dues, as 
it is called, and borrow a sum of money which is secured by a 
lien; and then the monthly payment goes to paying off the prin- 
cipal and interest of that money. In that way, when he gets 
ready he buys a little lot of land, puts a little house on it for 
himself and his family, and it is paid for in this manner by 
monthly payments. 

Probably not one in a hundred of the original members of the 
institution will come out at the end acreditor. The money is 
simply paid in for the purpose of having a fund that the asso- 
ciation may loan in that way for the purposeof getting dwelling 
houses for the members. 

But under the bill as it now reads, and Iam afraid under the 
amendment if I heard it correctly, if there be one man out 
of the thousand or three thousand members who remains simply 
a lender of money, then the concern is not exclusively a bene- 
ficiury or home-getting institution, and still in regard to the 
other ninety-nine one-hundredths it comes within what the 
Senator very properly says is the desire of his committee. 
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I wish to call the Senator's attention tothat point. I will not 
stir up debate on it at this time, but it is very desirable that 
where there is an association nine hundred and ninety-nine 
thousandths benevolent, and the other thousandth a mere in- 
vestmentof money, either the association should be exempted 
altogether, which I think would be the most convenient way (be- 
cause the other part is so little itis not worth troubling your- 
self about), or we should make a provision which limits the in- 
come tax toso much of the institution as does not come within 
the principle of exemption stated by the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is now 
discussing the provision of the proposed law in regard to loan 
and building associations. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Weare talking about fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, such as the Knights of Pythias and the Royal Arcanum, 
which is a different branch of the subject. 

Mr. HOAR.. The loan and building associations contain very 
often this other element. They mix the two classes together. 

Mr. VEST. That is another provision of the bill, I under- 
stind that these are simply mutual aid societies. When one of 
their members is taken sick he receives so much a month or 
week during his disability, or where he dies his widow and 
children are taken care of. But they are not in the nature of 
associations for loaning money to obtain homes, such as loan and 
building associations. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will give his attention to it at 
the proper time, I do not want to detain either him or the Sen- 
ate from other things now; but when this question comes up in 
the bill I suggest that the committee can probably very easily 
frame a clause which will cover all classes, savings banks and 
everything else, and which will provide that in the payment of 
the tax so much of the funds of the society shall be exempted 
as belongs, in the judgment of the officials of the Treasury, who 
must decide it, of course, tothe kind of benefit which it is wished 
toexempt. I think it would be very easy to draft such a pro- 
vision in regard to this class of associations. 

Mr. VEST. We have an amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The associations which are intended to 
be protected by the amendment, if not protected in the bill, are 
associations, as the Senator from Missouri has suggested, who 
pay a sick and adeath benefit to their own members and to de- 
pendents of their own members. They number hundreds of 
thousands in this country, and they have paid out hundreds of 
millions of dollars without any profit whatever to the member- 
ship beyond a proper salary to two or three officers in each order. 
I have drafted an amendment,a little different from that sug- 
gested in the petition which has been sent in, which I ask be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL. - I present the petition of William S. Biank- 
ingsby and sundry other citizens of Richmond, Va., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations, 
operating upon the lodge system and providing for the payment 
of life, sick, accident, and other benefits to the members, and 
dependents of such members, shall be exempt from all the pro- 
visions of the bill requiring taxation in any form. The peti- 
tioners pray for the adoption of such an amendment as has just 
been referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Missouri. I beg to say that there seem to be very 
many people in my State who much desire that such an amend- 
ment shall be adopted, and I hope it will be agreed to at the 
proper time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2116) making appropria- 
tions to the Department of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, 
United States district attorney for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania, for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the 
condemnation proceedings for sitesfor anew United States mint 
at Philadelphia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro: 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS OF GOLD. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 








1894. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to send to the 
Senate a statement in answer to the following questions: 

1. What amount of gold coin has been actually received into the Treasury 
and the subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of November, 
1893, and on what account the same has been received. 

2, What part of the coin so actually received has been obtained from the 
sale of bonds of the United States, and to what persons, banking houses, 
panks, or corporations said bonds were sold and delivered; naming them. 

3. What payments or redemptions have been made in gold coin or bullion 
by the Treasury or subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of 


| 


November, 1898, and what were the several descriptions of the obligations | 
of the United States, and the amount of each of such classes of obligations 


to which such payments or redemptions have been applied, and the names 
of the persons, banks, bankers, or corporations on whose demand, or to 
whom such payments or redemptions have been made or applied, witn the 
dates of such redemptions or payments. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The only doubt that occurs to me about 
the resolution is the propriety of calling for the names of sub- 
scribers to public securities. 

Mr. MORGAN. The names of subscribers for public securi- 
ties are not called for in the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought so, and the resolution was so un- 
derstood by Senators around me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis the persons towhom gold coin has been 
paid in the redemption of obligations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave noobjection tothat, butis has never 
been the custom to call for the names of subscribers to public 
securities. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isubmit a concurrent resolution, and ask its 
reference to the Committee on Printing, with the accompany- 
ing paper. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 


1,500 copies of the annualreport ofthe health officer of the District of Colum- | : 
| amendment was concurred in. 


bia; 100 for the use of the Senate; 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of the District. 

Mr. HOAR. 
to say that neat leather backs, half morocco, are now about as 
cheap, I believe, in point of expense as cloth binding, and are 
very much more convenient for the preservation of such docu- 
ments, as well as more attractive onthe shelf. I shall notmove 
any amendment, but I would suggest to the committee that they 
consider the practicability of having our public documents bound 
in half morocco instead of cloth. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have asked that the resolution may go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I do notask to have it amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. lam glad to have the Senator’ssuggestion go 
with the resolution to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
referred, with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on 
Printing. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH GERMANY, ETC. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That if not incompatible with the public interests, the President 
be requested to communicate to the Senate forthwith all representations, 
written or oral, that have been made to the Government of the United States, 
or the Department of State, by the representative of any foreign government 
in relation to the probable action of such governments by way of retaliation 
for the proposed imposition by the United States of a duty upon sugar, and 
especially as to the probable exclusion of the agricultural products of the 
United States by such governments from their territories; and especially 
whether any, and what, representations have beenso received in relation to 
the probable action of Germany and of Guatemala, or either of them. 

Further, That the President be respectfully requested to furnish to the 
Senate any information which he has received as to any measure pending 
in the Cortes of Spain looking to retaliation upon the United States for the 


proposed abrogation of the reciprocity with that country, secured by the 


statute of 1890, 
HARBOR AT EVERETT, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. CALL (for Mr. SQUIRE) submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 
the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so as to 


make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth of | : y 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 


water practicable: Provided, Thatif the information necessary to make such 
estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engineers it may be made 
without any further survey. The Secretary of War is directed to cause such 
estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Beit resolved by the United States Senate (the House of Representatives con- 
curring), That of the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1891-’92 
there be printed 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,060 for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Com- 
missioner of Education. 


The concurrent resolution will be | ; 
| and insert: 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., 
Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 5138) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry 
Hospital. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 3592) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills: and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin; »nd 

A bill (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the grant of pub- 
lic lands to the State of Mississippi for the use of the State Uni- 
versity. 


of St. Louis, 


1. 
or 


BILLS SIGNED. 


SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. VILAS. [ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the seventh 


| judicial circuit, and for other purposes. 


Before the resolution is referred T should like | 











There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That there shall bein the seventh judicial circuit an addional circuit judge, 
who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications and have the 
same power and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to the present 
circuit judges therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE 

Mr. GEORGE, 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 
I ask unanimous eonsent for the present con- 


| sideration of the bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit 


judge in the eighth judicial circuit. 

Mr. VILAS. That bill is in the same terms as the bill which 
has been passed for the seventh circuit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committes on the Judiciary 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 


That there shall be in the eighth judicial circuit an additional circuit 
judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifications and shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction now prescribed by law in respect to 
the present circuit judges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1813, which is in identically the same 
terms as the bills just passed, providing an additional judge for 
the ninth judicial circuit. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1813) providing an ad- 
ditional circuit judge in the ninth judicial circuit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 3592) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones was 
Offices and Post-Roads. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The hour of half past 10 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for oth>r purposes. 
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i 
vir. JONES of . rkansas. J ask unanimous consent to make a | the most important elements in the cost of productions of our 
cor tion in paragraph 229, in 1ich there is a mistake. The | day. I have here a statement made on official authority, which 
para omer should read I d: 
NECESSITY FOR PROTECTION—FREIGHT CHARGES, 
( 1) ' wetured, not \ vided os in this act, 2 | ; 
cents per p che i tened, flavored or ot 1 er, ed at 35 cents | ‘To-day we have 45,000,000 of sheep in the United States, 27,500,000 of which 
per | / > ' : 1 at exc 1 “: scent rae pound | and over 60 pef cent of all are located west of the Mississippi River. The 
al t ad valore | ae ht on the wool from these sheep from the ranch to the Eastern markets 
: d aries from 2 to 3 cents per pound, while the freight on wool from Londo1 
1 | , 
La n mou ynsent that this correction may be made. ioenhy one-fourth of acent per pound. How canthe American woolgrower 
mi ( PRESIDENT. {fs there obiect cone The Chair | pay from 800 to 1,200 per cent more freight than his foreign competitor, when 
} | \ rranh will be ex rrected in accordance | the reight alone under such unequal competition would of itself bar th: 
‘ 1On pi yrapn Ww ll 6 CO) ¢ a ui rai American woolgrower from his own market? Thus, with the removal of 
e su esti of the Senator from Ar] cansas. protection, the difference in freight alone would be so heavily against th 
SAIER AT Ir. President, the subject-matter imme- American woolgrower that he would be compelled to go out of the business 
be the Senate isof ital interest ‘the people of the Mr. President, I had the good fortune to travelover the State 
of Ohio, which [in partrepresent Phe roist but little ditt ' | of California some twenty-odd years ago. I there met, amongst 
: ‘ sir ‘OOAr( ( + , ‘ any] 4 s a — o 
ence of opinion among our people in regat l to it. AsI said early the early pioneers of that country, a gentleman by the name of 
1 this debate, they look upon this proposition to put wool upon | Col. Hollister, who was then a conspicuous citizen, but is since 
the free list as the culminating atrocity of this bill. Itis made | dead, [I knew him as coming from that part of Ohio where we 
i 80 Dy the r upid and great changes which have been made were born. He was about my age. It was re pute ed that he had 
in different portions of the bill in order to give protection to | from fifty toone hundred thousand shee yp, and he told me all 
ocal interests. Since this declaration was made the duty on | about the mode and manner of his treatment of those sheep. 
iron ¢ ind the duty on coal have been proposed and adopted. He had a large ranch not far from the Pawific Ocean—one of the 
Very many changes have been made in the schedules looking | Mexican grants—and kept his sheep, during the short and very 
to the protection of American industries, and markedly so in | pbricf and mild winter of that country, with slight feed, because 
the cotton schedule, which I hope will be a great benefit to the | they could graze most of the winter. In the early spring they 


people of the Southern States and enable them to convert their 
cotton into cloth. f have no objection, and I do not wish to 
make any objection, to any such amendments which have been 
made or which have been proposed, but I call the attention of 
the Senators having this billin charge to the great injustice and 
wrong that is done to the growers of wool in the United States, 
and | beg them, in all possible sincerity, without respect to po 
litical opinions or political actions, not to give this destructive 
blow to this most important and valuable industry. 

Mr. President, wool is by far the most valuable and the most 
necessary material for the clothing of the people of the United 
States. It enters more largely than any other article into the 
common consumption of all classes of our people; it is the prod- 
uct of every State and eee of the Union. There is.no part 
of our country where wool can not be produced, sometimes at 
iter cost, but always more or less produced in every State 

i Territory of the Union. It is, therefore, a subject of gen- 
eral importance; and although the State of Ohio is more inter- 
ested, as | have said, than any other State on aecount of the 
number and value of her sheep, yet it is an interest that appeals 
te every man in every section of the country. 

[t is perfectly cortain that we can not compete with various 
foreign countries in the production of wool; it is certain that 
we can not compete with Australia or the Argentine Republic, 
and many other countries of South America. The reasonof that 
Those countries have only recently been opened to 
Australia has been, comparatively speaking, but 
lately occupied by England, and England has spread the in- 
fluences of her indu try over that vast region of country. 
)p-raisi there is one of the chief employments of the 
people. TT at is vo civilization is a new country, with vast 
piains and great wastes, where nothing of value, for a time, 


vrre 
_ 


is obvious. 
settlement. 


te 


could be produced except by the growth of sheep and of wool. 
it became quite the fad among the semiaristocrats of England 
either to go to Australia themselves, or to send their sons to 
that far-off region, t yraise wool. Inashort period of time they 
had vast flocks of sheep roaming free, without cost, all over 
those extensive plains, and with ample food, so that one man, a 
boy. and a dog could t care of three thousand sheep. They 
were only required to be, at the proper seasonof the year, driven 
in and the clip taken off, and that was the entire cost of the wool. 
(he same may be said, though in a less degree, of the Argen- 


tine Confederation. 


(he tables and books and information which have been laid be- 
fore us show amply the condition of that new and interesting 
country. The Arventine Confederation, however, {s very much 
like California. They have gradually settled some of their waste 
places, the land is divided out, and owned in severalty. There- 
fore sheep can not be allowed to roam at large over all those 
extensive ranges in the Argentine country. In Australia, how- 
ever, the conditions continue as formerly. It is perfectly man- 
ifest that as regards wool-raising, we must either abandon the 
field and give up this important branch of industry or we must 


have some 
the United States. 

The same condition exists in other parts of the world. It 
pust be remembered that these flocks roam near the sea coast, 
so that the clip can be shippe d by sea, the cheapest possible 
Wool and other products can be shipped from 


Rog: 


The cheapness of freights in English bottoms is one of 


support, some protection from the Government of 


form of freight. 
Australia to England ata less cost than wool can be shippe 
from the State of Ohio te the sea coast and then across to 
land. 


| divides the Coast Range from the Sierra Nevad: hs 





would start eastward in great droves over the Coast Senn 
Mountains, gradually approaching that magnificent valley which 
feed there 
with little cost, and tended by one man, a boy, and a dog in the 
same mode which is adopted in Australia. 

| met these flocks of sheep feeding on the wayside not farfrom 
the Yosemite Valley, costing only this cheap care. At the be- 
ginning of August they were started back westward and driven 
to their home near the Pacific Ocean. In this way the raising 
of sheep and the raising of wool was a very cheap process, and 
this gentleman made a large fortune out of it. 

Mr. Hollister established at that time in San F rancisco the 
manufacture of woolen goods and pure woolen blankets, which 
were famous all over the country and all over the world as mag- 
nificent specimens of the manufacturer's handiwork. 

Since that time conditions have greatly changed in California 
as well as in the Eastern States. There are serious obstructions 
now to the raising of sheep. The land of that great valley has 
been parceled out and is occupied more or less, ‘and where it is 
not occupied the owners demand rent at so much an acre for the 
pasture use of.those waste plains. So the difficulty of raising 
sheep in California is largely increased. The people of that 
State now are compelled to compete with the wool grown in 
other countries where land and pasture are free and open to 
all without cost or rent. 

I might say the same in regard to Texas, but there is this pe- 
culiarity about the Texas sheep, that they are neither so valua- 
ble nor is the wool grown upon them so valuable as the sheep 
or the wool grown in the Northern States or in California or in 
any other part of the country. The wool produced in Texas, 
whatever may be said of the extent of the industry in that State, 
which is next to that of the State of Ohio as to the number of 
sheep, is not worth one-half as much as is the wool produced 
from the sheep of Ohio 

[ have here a statement of the number of sheep in Texas. 
According to the statement in 1893 the number of sheep was 
1,334,551, and the value of their wool was $6,924,445. In Ohio 

ve have about the same number, a very little differ once, $1,378, 
725 sheep, but the value of the Chio sheep is $13, 900, 263, or more 
than twice as much as the Texas sheep. 

The native-bred sheep of Texas can be kept in the same man- 
ner as I have described in regard to Australia, although the 
land in Texas is now constantly being limited by the smaller 
ownership of tracts in the — part of that State; but still 
they can raise sheep more cheaply than elsewhere in the United 
States. Probably Texas is the only part of our country where 
the industry might survive, with wool duty free, although, as I 
shall show a little further on, some of the most emin rent men ve 
Texas maintain that their wool industry will be entirely le- 
stroyed under the operation of freo wool. 

Mr. President, sometimes it is said that a duty on wool is no 
protection, because the price of wool is constantly declining. 
That also is a very grave mistake. Undoubtedly, wool, like 
other products, is declining, like wheat, flour, etc., is declining; 
but wool is a more stable product in price than any other prod- 
uct of the farm. There is no other. product which yielded so 
certain and sure a price as wool. 

I have here a table taken from the Statistical Abstraetfor 1593, 
recently issued by the Secretary of “the Treasury, which gives 
the prices of wool. Ohio woolis takenas aspecimen; it is called 


Ohio wool, although similar wool is produced in five or six 
States in the Northwest: 
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worth 29 cents on the Ist of January, and finally on the Ist of 
June, 1894, it was reduced to 12 cents a pound, even more than 
was proposed by the repeal of the duty. So that the actual loss 
to the farmer from the prospect of this great injury is a very 
severe one, and is a matter of universal complaint. 

[have here aspecimen of Ohio wool, cleaned, scoured wool, 
carded and comb:d, ready to be manufactured into cloth. [Ex- 
hibiting.] Anybody who will look at this sample and feel its 
texture will see that it is equal to any wool that has ever been 
woven. It is called Botany top, and is the standard for Ameri- 
can wools of merino blood. It takes, I am told, about 3 pounds 
of ordinary wool to produce 1 pound in this form ready for weav- 
ing. Whenin the summer of 1893 the farmers were met with 
free-trade prices for their wool by the English standard, some 
of our people, finding the market so low here, undertook to ex- 
port wool abroad, and they sent it to England. There it was 
sold alongside of the Australian and other wool, and it was a 
loss from beginning to end. 

[ have here a statement of shipments made to England, which 
shows the sacrifices our farmers were compelled to make. In 
eight months we exported 342,813 pounds of American wool. 
They did not like the proposition made by the manufacturers to 
pay them for their wool only one-half what they had received 
the year before, and thereforethey thought they would send it to 
the foreign market to see if they could not geta higher price; but, 
as [I have said, when it reached the foreign market it was com- 
pelled to be sold alongside the wools of Australia and of other 
countries at even a less price than was offered here. I say, 
therefore, that the mere threat of wool being made duty free 
has already inflicted upon the people of the United States an 
enormous loss. 

I have here a table—and I wish Senators would mark the 
figures which it contains—taken from the Statistical Abstract, 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, and there can be no 
question aboutit. It will be seen from it that on the Istof Jan- 
uary, 1893, we had in the United States of America 47,273,553 
sheep; and that their market value was $125,909,264. In1894, on 
the Ist day of January last past, the number of sheep had been 
reduced to 45,048,017; over 2,000,000 sheep had been sacrificed 
and slaughtered, and then the market value of the wool of these 
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sheep was $89,186,110. So that the actual loss to the farmers of 
the United States, as shown by these tables, is something like 
$36,000,000 on a single crop. 

Is it desirable to emphasize the passage of this bill by such a 
sacrifice of the interests of more than one million farmers of the 
United States of America? 

I wish to say, also, that the production of wool in the United 
States in the past has always increased or decreased according 
to the extent of protection. It so happened that in early times 
no one cared about a duty on wool or a duty on sheep, because 
our people had complete command of the market. Sheep were 
then grown in every part of the United States, and their growth 
was encouraged by the States, so that there was no duty paid 
upon wool until 1816, but the terrible experience of the war of 
1812 demonstrated the absolute necessity of our having control 
of the growth of sheep and having an ample supply of wool in 
our own country for American needs. 

It was then that Mr. Madison called attention to the necessity 
of a duty for the purpose of protecting American sheep, so that 
the production of wool might be increased. Mr. Jefferson, who 
was strongly in favor of the same doctrine, refused to wear any 
goods brought from abroad, and insisted that he would clothe 
himself in American cloth made from the wool of American 
sheep. In fact, the universal feeling of our country at that time, 
without regard to party, was that we must be independent of 
the world in the protection and development of this important 
interest. 

Now, who does not feel, who does not know, that the sheep in- 
dustry is not only necessary for the comfort of our life in time 
of peace, but that it is absolutely necessary in time of war for 
the clothing of our soldiers? Itis just as important as ammu- 
nition. It is just as important as guns. From the beginning 
in 1816 to this time, there has always been more or less a pro- 
tective tariff on wool. It has varied somewhat, and the result 
has been that as it varied the number of sheep increased or 
diminished. That is a remarkable fact shown by the figures. 
From 1877 to 1884, a period of eleven years, the production 
under the tariff then in force increased from 170,000,000 pounds 
to 340,000,000 pounds, as shown by this table from the Statistical 
Abstract for 1893. 


Quantities of wool produced. imported, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States during 1840, 1850, 1860,and Srom 1863 to 1893, inclusive. 





” Total con- | Per cent 

















b Prod E f nein ~ talnett f 

a ‘ oe roduc- “xports of | retained for . | Exports of | retained for | sumption,| of con- 
Year ending June 30 tion. domestic. consump- Imports. ioveign. consump- domestic | sumption, 

tion. | tion. and foreign. foreign. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
18 10a des sctuatives cpus hte vee emia ee SAA 1... ceccuee 35, 802, 114 9, 898, 740 85, 528 9, 813, 212 45, 615, 326 21.5 
RE aR Oe 52, 516, 959 35, 898 52, 481, 061 PRE Lo oanseakiened 18, 695, 294 71, 176, 355 26.3 
1860 es on Se wsnn dies oetnenbdeanerengiee 60, 264, 913 1, 055, 928 59, 208, 985 26, 282, 955 157, 064 26, 125, 891 85, 334, 876 30.6 
1863 wns widliebenceniamaealek maa meeel 106, 000, 000 355, 722 105, 644, 278 75, 121, 728 708, 850 74, 412, 878 180, 057, 156 41.3 
1864 in heen hukeens 6nanesdeunaneedekaned 123, 000, 000 155, 482 122, 844, 518 91, 250, 114 223, 475 91, 026, 639 213, 871, 157 42.6 
icin Snccibkgennsckntnaieucuseuduasnbuieueee 142, 000, 000 466, 182 141, 533, 818 44, 420, 375 679, 281 43, 741, 094 185, 274, 912 23. 6 
1865 eee Kaseh ria shonehaaipcanwel 155, 000, 000 973, 075 154, 026, 925 71, 287, 988 852, 045 70, 435, 943 224, 462, 868 31.6 
1867 igre kubnnhs $k Peewee eabRaaaeeahal 160, 000, 000 307, 418 159, 692, 582 38, 188, 382 619, 614 37, 538, 768 197, 231, 350 19.0 
1868 pine Semienlnnae kein edatel 168, 000, 000 558, 435 167, 441, 565 25, 467, 336 2, 801, 852 22, 665, 484 190, 107, 049 11.9 
1869 pide cao 180, 000, 000 444, 387 179, 555, 613 39, 275, 921 342, 417 38, 933, 509 218, 489, 122 17.8 
Ey ciaiie s = ttn ihinn won piimehitahe oe 162, 000, 000 152, 892 161, 847, 108 49, 230, 199 1,710, 053 47, 520, 146 209, 367, 254 22.7 
1871... iene ies diction wien dike 160, 000, 000 25, 195 159, 974, 805 68, 058, 028 1, 305, 311 66, 752, 717 226, 727, 522 29.4 
. : ww CPSP IS = ¢h | 150, 000, 000 140, 515 149, 859, 485 126, 507, 409 2, 343, 937 124, 163, 472 274, 022, 957 45.3 
1873 sith b ieiaiaiola;ctoannen oa | 158, 000, 000 75, 129 157, 924, 871 85, 496, 049 7, 040, 386 78, 455, 663 236, 380, 534 33. 2 
1874 eee -_-| 170,000, 000 319, 600 169, 680, 400 42, 939, 541 6, 816, 157 36, 123, 384 205, 803, 784 17.5 
187) EE sia wal 181, 000, 000 178, 034 180, 821, 966 54, 901, 760 8, 567, 627 51, 334, 133 232, 156, 099 2.1 
1876 se on arate idhen | 192, 000, 000 104, 768 191, 895, 232 44, 642, 836 1, 518, 426 43, 124, 410 235, 019, 642 18.3 
canenion | 200,000, 000 79, 599 199, 920, 401 42, 171, 192 _ 8, 088, 957 39, 082, 235 239, 002, 636 16.3 
» path iennehbonnene | 208, 250, 000 347, 854 207, 902, 146 48, 449, 079 5, 952, 221 42, 496, 858 250, 399, 004 16.9 
Sisteenhsrncéheenindiie daauiémeebiemen | 211, 000, 000 60, 784 210, 939, 216 39, 005, 155 4, 104, 616 34, 900, 539 245, 839, 755 14,2 
icaumaonnsces tet | 232, 500, 000 | 191, 551 232, 308, 449 128, 131, 747 3, 648, 520 124, 482, 227 356, 791, 676 34.9 
It Sch Rkeh anh Ghnben debntibeudane 240,000, 000 71,455 239, 928, 545 55, 964, 236 5, 507, 534 50, 456, 702 290, 385, 247 17.3 
5 PRO a. ae | 272, 000, 000 116, 179 271, 883, 821 67, 861, 744 3, 831, 836 61, 029, 908 835, 913, 729 19.0 
1883 BES DEE RSIS Es -"--| 290; 000; 000 64, 474 289, 935, 526 70, 575, 478 4, 010, 043 66, 565, 435 356, 500, 961 18.7 
Pcs Mieka tackinbieahiigd neaianmad eae ene | 800, 000, 006 10, 393 299, 989, 607 78, 350, 651 2, 304, 701 76, 045, 950 376, 035, 557 20.6 
TSH5 ie eee 308, 000, 000 88, 005 307, 911, 994 70, 596, 170 3, 115, 339 67, 480, 831 375, 392, 825 18.0 
1886 indie ...-| 302,000,000 146, 423 301, 853, 577 129, 084, 958 6, 534, 426 122, 550, 532 424, 404, 109 28.9 
ete Se oe. Oa ne 285, 000, 000 257, 940 284, 742, 060 114, 038, 030 6, 728, 292 107, 309, 738 392, 051, 798 27.4 
ins inp aa winee Keon xen nhl dees he aE | 269, 000, 000 22, 164 268, 977, 836 113, 558, 753 4, 359, 731 109, 199, 022 378, 176, 858 28.9 
tes ntntiingin'n csig +0 tn apsenthes uneian eee 265, 000, 000 141, 576 264, 858, 424 126, 487, 729 8, 263, 094 123, 224, 635 388, 083, 059 31.8 
ie a ee 276, 000, 000 231, 042 275, 768, 952 105, 431, 285 3, 288, 467 102, 142, 818 377, 911, 776 27.0 
1891 kb nsakkas oukiuvtnnkeacukabe” 285, 000, 000 291, 922 284, 708, 078 129, 303, 648 2, 638, 123 126, 665, 525 411, 373, 603 30.8 
Rs deuce eho o8 da ON is oe 294, 009, 000 202, 456 293,797,544; 148, 670, 652 3, 007, 563 145, 663, 089 439, 460, 633 33,1 
1893 sole ee fh i! 203, 153, 000 | 91, 858 303, 061, 142 | 172, 433, 838 4, 218, 637 168, 215, 201 | 471, 276, 343 35.7 
a Year ending September 30. bFrom estimates of the Department of Agriculture. 


In 1883 a new tariff was passed, which reduced somewhat, 
much to the complaint of the farmers of the West, the duty on 


wool. The result was that from 1884 to 1890 the number of | 


pounds produced decreased from 340,000,000 to 290,000,000 under 
the.operation of a slight reduction. Then from 1890 to 1893 the 
production increased from 290,000,000 pounds to 364,000,000 
pounds. There was that increase in four years under the opera- 
tion of the McKinley act. It will be seen, therefore, that the 
production of wool and the growing of sheep increase or diminish 
according to the extent of protection. 





Let me go a little further. The number of sheep increased 
from 1880 to 1884 from 44,500,000 to 52,000,000. It decreased un- 
der the operation of the act of 1883 from 50,500,000 to 44,000,000. 
It increased again under the McKinley act from 1890 to 1893 
from 44,000,000 to 47,000,000. This year the number of sheep, 
owing to the fear only, the shadow only of your action here in 
the Senate Chamber, has been reduced 2,000,000, and the value 
of those sheep has been reduced nearly $30,000,000. These facts 
are taken from the official statement furnished by our Secretary 
of the Treasury. I will add this table to my remarks: 















| Sheep. 
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January 1— eniediaiestettdelas 
Number. Value. 
| 
1869 a | 37, 724, 279 $82, 139, 979 
OT .  cchd Spee eee thang es cheohbon a 40, 853, 000 93, 364, 433 
JOT). ncccawcscasesonsedss 31, 851, 000 74, 035, 837 
B cc ccscaceseses Keecuadeteeavensedatinse 31, 679, 300 
3. wwwee n= --n---2-0- 400 | 
1X74. | 
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92, 443, | 
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89, 279, 926 
90, 640, 36 
100, 659, 7 
108, 397, 
116, 121, % 
125, 909, 264 
89, 186, 110 


, 938, 365 | 
273, 553 
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Mr. President, I should like to read a few paragraphs from a 
statement made by a gentleman who must be known by the Sen- 
ator from California. I should have read it at the proper place, 
but I will read it now. 
Connell, whoI believe is president of the Wool Growers’ Associa- 
tion,or holds some official relation with it. In speaking of the 
difficulties of raising wool in California now in comparison with 
the olden times, the time of Hollister, which I described, he 
says: 


There are very few free ranges, either in the valleys or in the mountains; 
the land has all been reduced to private ownership, and the sheepmen pay 
rent from 10 to 40 cents per acre for the use of the valley or foothill land 
where the sheep are wintered. 

There are some free ranges inthe mountains. But the mountain counties 
where the sheep range in imposea license of 6cents per head, and their right 
to do so has been upheld by the supreme court. 

The profits of the business have only been reasonably remunerative for 


It is the statement of Mr. Thomas Mc- 
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Dd 
several years past. The climatic conditions are such that the sheep have to 
be sheared twice each year, which also adds tothe expense of running sheep 
in California 

The large shrinkage in the value of their wool in 1893 has very generally 
discouraged the sheepmen of California, and they are now sending ewes and 
wethers alike to the slaughterhouse, where they are sold at a great sacrifice. 


Two millions of them were sold last year. 
He says further: 


The busines 
without 


My « 


3 can not be carried on under present 
1 actual loss of at least #740 to #1,000. 
timates are all conservative, and the facts 
sfully controverted. 

k from an actual experience of 
coast in this business. 

The shrinkage in the past year on Wool has been full 49 per cent bel 
prices of 1892, 

The destruction and the annihilation of woolgrowing in Cali 
be completed when wool is put upon the free list, as proy 
called Wilson tariff bill, now pending in Congress. 

I voice the opinion of at least nineteen-twentieths of the woolgrowers 


and prices 


ean not be gainsaid or 






thirty-seven years on the Pacific 





w the 


fornia will 


ose by the 


~ | Wool-dealers, and manufacturers of the Pacific coast. 


[am also— 
He says— 


familiar with the sheep business as carried on in the Statesof Nevada and 
Oregon. They have some free ranges, whichis more than overbalanced by 
the greater expense incurred in carrying on the business. They have to pro 
vice more or less feed for winter, railroad freights and provisions are much 
higher, and also herders’ wages are paid 835 per month and board 


Mr. PERKINS. I am personally acquainted with Mr. Mc- 
Connell, the gentleman referred to. He isthoroughly reliable, 
and has the confidence and respect of the people of California. 
I can bear testimony to the truthfulness of the statement he has 
made which has just been read by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
more in respect to the magnitude of this trade. As I have al- 
ready said, the number of sheep January 1, 1893, was 47,273,553. 
Their value was $125,909,264. The quantity of domestic wool 
produced was 303,153,000 pounds, and all this was consumed in 
our own mills. Weexported no wool. Thatis one of the great- 
est advantages of this production, thatit is consumed by our own 
manufacturers, worked into cloth, and then consumed by our 
own people. We imported mainly what are called carpet wools 
of a cheaper grade to the extentof 172,433,838 pounds in the year 


1892. The table gives the statistics up to the Ist of January, 
1893. 


Dutiable imports and dutves collected, etc., 1875 to 1892. 


Unmanufactured. 


Year ending June 30— smibiliaidiaa iad jl lade 











Wool, and manufactures of. 
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| All other dutiable articles. | Total dutiable merchandise. 

















Dai Riis Ordinar re Ordinary re ~ Ordinary . Ordinary 
Values. duty. y | Values. duty. Values. duty. Values duty. 
Se tiknductenphatkeutesinestasadtadiews $10, 228, 622 $3, 631, 859 $45, 627, 923 $27, 282,178 | $154, 271, 805 
Wsccnidimenbastetoniateicceatakades 7, 887, 616 | 2, 787, 208 | 34, 372, 726 22, 519, 106 | 144, 982 
TPE tlAebaweddindavahwceddnetbodéehdccne 7, 012, 972 | 2, 657, 997 26, 452, 207 17, 600, O41 | | 128, 22% 

Rai e aks atot mescadescaeacenedanes 6, 995, 367 2,714, 396 | 25, 703, 392 17, 176, 549 | 9 | 127 
1879.... anal Radeiiacictiains dcdascchciins 5, 516, 813 1, 966, 276 25, 037, 110 16, 839, 064 215 } 133, 159, 
Dl nnhtnnditin dine nincine peated data aae ie 17, 913, 666 7, 374, 217 31, 834, 547 21, 864, 153 | 419,506, 091 | 182, 415, 162 
ilichdditncateeiinnaed vines aeceucheill | 12,060,827 | 4, 860, 815 33, 103, 322 22) 424. 810 | 448, 061, 588 193, 561, O11 
AE Rae ek a os 2 ee | 10, 333, 359 8, 854, 653 37, 284, 823 25, 398, 363 | | 505, 491, 967 215, 617, 669 
ed er | 8, 491, 988 3, 174, 628 42, 552, 456 29, 146, 265 ' 23, 193, 916, 384 209, 659, 699 
Gat eniewnktctinndsnba teense’ ox 13, 593, 299 52% | 41, 484, 872 27, 478, 400 68, 699, 010 | 19, 437, 786 456, 295, 124 189, 

NR i a a ne 9, 474, 264 g 36, 176, 705 24, 294, 939 | 60, 011, 637 7, 221, 106 | 386, 667, 820 177,3 
ee ce 13, 794, 213 5, 126, 108 40, 536, 509 27, 278, 528 63, 189, 404 18, 121, 485 | 413, 778, 055 | 188, 
ee a » 16, 351, 370 5, 899, 816 44, 235, 244 29, 729, 718 | 71, 602, 193 | 20, 739, 352 | 450, 325, 322 | 212, 

ara I | | 14, 062, 100 4, 729, 487 | 47, 158, 048 82, 213, 121 80, 452, 282 | 22, 801, 614 | 468, 143, 77 213, 509, 802 
NEES Sibi ade onal st cach idences taxcicnk tien ti cas ae ath 17, 432, 759 5, 982, 212 52, 681, 483 35, 373, 627 | 76 21, 033, 695 484, 856, 768 218, 701,774 
1890 7 ssiistelceniillcal Us hiaticietins Gl anaes ool 16, 165, 043 5, 460, 886 54, 165, 423 37, 440, 051 | 507, 571, 764 25, 317, O76 
Dt oes din puede ba sieeeadinmmeccunnds 17, 070, 183 , bd2, 26 43, 235, 409 34, 857, 453 | 8 5d, 17% 215, 790, 686 
a a ain hme linen | 17, 697, 068 35, 792, 906 34, 293, 606 | 5, 525, 173, 097, 671 
a i el iole agile eaels wei 18, 403, 689 36, 987, 904 36, 451, 552 85, 639, 246 | 198, 373, 453 





I wish to call the attention of Senators who have charge of the 
bill to the revenue features of this proposition. We collected 


as duties from 1891 to 1894 on the imported wool I refer to $24.,- | 


800,000. It is proposed by the bill, as [ will show, not only to 
throw off an income of $24,800,000 in four years. I ask Senators 
whether they are prepared for that sacrifice. Here we are ina 
condition where we are borrowing money to pay the ordinary 


expenses of the Government; where our expenditures will ex- | 


ceed our revenue to the extent of nearly $100,000,000 this year. 
Already they exceed our revenue by seventy or eighty million 
dollars. There is a deficiency, and there is talk about selling 
bonds. Yet now, in the face of this condition, on a tariff bill 
intended to provide revenue for the support of the Government, 
Senators propose to strike down a revenue which in four years 
was $24,800,000. 





But that is notall. That the destruction of the wool industry 
wiil affect very seriously the manufactures of woolens is also 
true. We have collected duties from imported wool manufac- 


| tures to theextent of $127,000,000 in the four years—from 1891 to 
destroy the sheep industry of our country, but to repeal and | 


1894. This revenue of $127,000,000 in four years, amounting to 
$32,000,000 a year, is proposed to be stricken out from our reve- 
nue, because no doubt the revenues will be largely decreased by 
the reduction of the rates of duty on the various articles im- 
ported from other countries. In other words, we reduce our 
revenue from imported wool and woolens, for the benefit of for- 
eigners. They get the benefit of the reduction. They expect 
to make increased sales to us, as the duty upon these articles 
will be greatly decreased by the operation of the bill. Yetsuch 
a billis offered to us ata time when we are deficient in revenues 
and when it is proposed to resort to the domain of State taxa- 
tion in order to carry on the operations of our Government. 
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factures of wool for fiscal years ending June 30, 1891, | tributes one-half to the value of all the cloth manufactured 





Iwo, 1998, 189d, und fcKinley law, together with amount of duties col- | ~hother it is fine or coarse. If that that be so, I appeal to you 
p ———_————-———. | whether it is wise for us to disturb this industry. , 
a Speeifie | | Remember that the men who pursue this industry are the 
, Duties ce nay o> | very base and corner stone of society. The most conservative 
! youn "em ¢ y . 1 - - ° - 
16 | se lected. | dite ect- | catiected, | element in our Government are the farmers, They think and 
P varu lected. | think and think, while other people are acting foolishly. Ag ] 
say, they are the conservative elementof society. I say toSena- 
| Cents. | Percent. | tors on the other side with all kindness, when you strike a blo) 
1894 303, 648 | $18,200, 690 500, 000 | 5 | 3} | at them you may not hese the noisy vaporings which would 
> 670. 6 19, 600, 000 750, 000 | be | 394 . acai a ena . ‘tinea am " + J 
a saa’ 4n0' f06.| 21°000. 080 2’ 920' 000 | "9 39, | Come from the machine shop or the manufacturing establish- 
189 ~ g “6, 000, 000 300, 000 | 4.9 | 381 | ment, but you will hear their quiet voice in a way that will com 
- Prints mand your respect. 
| » 14 1 200.000 9 10. OOK : ros 
4 ees Mr. President, I have been somewhat amazed that our friend 
xas have not called our attention to this particular in- 
from Texas ha t called o ttent to this particul 
P< | > > + ; . y . 
Imvorts of —_ Rateof | dustry. Perhaps it is because they may be so bound up by party 
a manufactures eae al- ace Bayne | trammels. I know that those Senators will not dispute the facts 
of wool valorem). | Which I will give to them from some gentlemen of the highest 
character in the State of Texas. I will read from what is said 
| Percent. | by Mr. A. E. Shepard, of the National Woolgrowers’ Associa- 
1801__.. Fete ws oad $41,000,000 | $34,500,000 84,14 | tion, long a resident of Texas. He says here: 
1802 : aed 35, 500, 000 34, 000, 000 95.77 | ; ae 
Ne ee ae | 28, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 97. 37 | Now, as to the effect that the Wilson bill will have upon the woolgrowers 
1804 an st 22, 500, 000 21, 900, 600 97.37 | of Texas, and, in fact, of all growers west of the Mississippi. It is total an 
b capesnithteatianstpinanaa iainiaainmeaiaialamsasing! nihilation, Their flock and herds will be gotten rid of in every conceivable 
mm 137, 000, 000 27, 400, 000 way possible (when I say growers I mean those engaged solely in the sheep 
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The figures for 1894 are all estimates, based om the reported 
imports for the first nine months of the fiscal year ending June | 
30, 1894, 

This $24,800,000 duties eollected on wool are by the pending 
bill to given away at a time when the Government needs | 
revenue. 

This $127,400,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured 
goods, which are almost exelusively luxuries used by the 
wealthy elasses, are by the ponding bill to be reduced two- 
thirds, thus making a present to the wealthy classes of over 
480,000,060. ‘This loss of revenue of over $100,000,000 heretofore 
collected under the MeKinley law on wool and woolens is to be 


be 


| Wool. 





replaced by a tax on sugar, a necessary of life, the per capita 
consumption of which is as great by the poor as the wealthy. 

Mr. President, I beg also to remind our friends on the other 

ide that when they propose a measure like this they propose 
to destroy the hen that lays the golden egg. The enormous 
revenue derived from wool is to be absolutely stricken out from 
our tables of revenue, and the duty on woolen goods is so largely 
reduced as greatly to impair the revenue. 

Now, there is another consideration. You may destroy the 
flocks, as they will be destroyed in my judgment, because the 
people of Ohio and the other States can not afford to raise sheep 
under the proposed condition. In Ohio our flocks are small. 
Very rarely are there more than 200 sheep on a single farm of 
is0 acres. Butsomeare onalmost everyfarm. Sheep are raised 
on the farms in the State of Ohio to the vast number of 4,300,- 
000. Under these circumstances, if by your measure you com- 
pel them to destroy their sheep, if you destroy and suspend for 
a moment the sheep industry, you can not replace it. You may 
stop a coal mine and commence it the nextday; you may stop an 
iron-ore mine and commence it the next day; but when you de- 
stroy a flock of sheep, it can not be restored again except in 
years. The whole experience shows that the fluctuation in the 
number of sheep grown is. very regular, and any attempt to in- 
crease the number is met by the laws of nature. You destroy 
the existing sheep industry, and as a matter of course you can 
not readiiy replace it. 

Remember too, Mr. President, that the sheep industry in what 
isealled the Ohio range, including Ohio, Indiana, [linois, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, are nearly all of the finest 
breeds in the world. Our people have gone to great expense. 
{ have known of gentlemen paying $600 to $1,000 for one sheep 
for stock raising. All this money has been expended, and yet 
all the sheep are to be destroyed by this sudden movement to 
make free wool, because it is said it isa rawmaterial. Ishould 
like to have some of the gentlemen who think that wool is a raw 
material go and follow the farmer shepherd day by day. Let 
them follew the shepherd when in the winter time he goes out, 
vthers the sheep and takes them to some kind of protection 
and cover, to care for them and nurse them and feed them. In 
summer they must be protected from the heat, and in winter 
from the storms. 

Mr. PLATT. 
out of the snow. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Sometimes the shepherd digs the sheep out 
of the snow. It is the most severe labor. The labor performed 
by the farmers in sheep raising and producing wool is one half 
of all the cost of the clothes made in this or any other country. 
It is said to be a general rule that the work of the farmer con- 
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Sometimes the shepherd has to dig the sheep 





industry), a8 no man can raise wool at the present prices and live thereby 
The sheep of Texas have already decreased about one-fifth,or from over 5,000, 
000 to about4,000,000, and soon, instead of being the leading State of the Union 
in woolgrowing, will fall to the third or fourth place, and it may be lower. 
Last fall wool in San Antonio, the nearest market to where I live, was 
sold at from 5 to7 cents per pound, and it costs to get wool from whereI am 


} to that market 1} cents per pound, and it cost 1 cent per pound to get it 


shorn from the sheep. Im fact, it costs at least from 2 to 4 cents per pound 
to raise the wool more than was got forit last fall, saying nothing about the 
money invested in land or sheep, and this was only in anticipation of free 
Now, let me say, that when free trade in wool does come it means a 
further reduction of at least 33} per cent, or from 2 to 4 cents per pound for 
our wool, and this is the only section of our country that is akin to those 
foreign countries that are our competitors. In fact, the woolgrowers will 
have to go out of the business and come East and become importers of 
woolen producis of all kinds, as that is the only thing or concern that I can 
see Will be benefited by free wool at the cost of the utter destruction of the 
most beneficial and far-reaching industry of this country. 


Mr. President, I could here in the same connection read to 
you from the declarations made by all the Presidents up to and 
including James Monroe, emphasizing the special importance 
of the independence of ourcountry from foreign control in cloth- 
ing, and especially in wool. {shall not doso,however. I may 
embody some of them in my remarks. 

Sir, there is no higher object of national desire, no stronger 
object for the public good than to make ourselves absolutely in- 
dependent of all foreign production of wool and woolens. The 
woolgrowers and woolen manufacturers are akin to each other. 
They are bound to each other. If one falls the other falls as 
sure as fate, because if the farmers of our country can get no 
protection or bounty or help from the Government in the raising 
of wool, which is more than half the cost of the cloth, then surely 
it is not just to give the manufacturers any duty whatever upon 
woolen products. If we must have foreign wool as a substitute 
for domestic wool, let us buy cheap clothes in the markets of the 
world, and then, perhaps, some of our friends on the other side 
will be satisfied. We may get them a little cheaper at the ex- 
pense of the destruction of one of the great industries of the 
country. 

Tam glad that the woolen manufacturers are pretty fairly 
treated and well treated in the pending bill. [I shall vote for 
all the protection that is given tothem. But I trust Senators 
on the other side will review or reconsider the question of their 
duty to the farmers of the country of affording protection to 
them as well as the manufacturers. Our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber have from time to time yielded tothe mani- 
fest demands of the people as expressed through their Repre- 
sentatives and Senators. 1 hope, sir, they will do the same with 
this industry,and that in due course we shall have some propo- 
sition that will relieve the present distress. 

To emphasize what I have said about woolen manufactures, | 
wish to read a few extracts from an important memorial sub- 
mitted by the wool merchants of Boston. I thank them for it. 
Indeed, it is so good I may put the whole of it in my remarks. 
I will read certain parts of it. 

Having waited for final and definite action by the committees of Congress 
in framing a bill for changes in the revenue laws, and much to our disap 
pointment finding the bill to have come from the Senate committee full of 
inequalities and of especial injustice to the wool interests of the country, 
we feel that the time has now arrived for the wool trade of this, the ac- 
knowledged leading wool market of the country, to make itself heard with 
no uncertain expression of its views. 


Then I omit some. 

Hence, as the woolgrower has sought the great West for the prosecution 
of his enterprise in this new country with his numberless flocks, he has 
proved to have been, while the pioneer, a most important factor in the set- 
tling up of the vast areas of our public domain from Texas to Oregon, into 
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flowed muultitu 3 from the most ¢ 


which have 
, ie same time the Eastern, and particularly the Middle States, veing 
well adapted by soil and climate for the production of the choicestof wools, 
through years of skillful aud expensive experiments and industry, now 
produce wools which are second to none grown upon the face of the earth 
nnd which, under favorable conditions, may supply nearly if not quite all 
the wool of certain classes required for the machinery of this country. — 

Phat the wool-producing industry of the United States and Territories, 
already the third largest of the world, needs only an adequate protection to 
int rease rapidly in importance until it may rival the product of the most 
prolific of the English colonies, is shown bythe fact that under the favoring 
system now threatened with removal, the increasein 1893 over 1892 was over 
31,000,000 pounds, bringing the product of the last year up to the enormous 
sum of 364,000,000 pounds. Is this hitherto profitable and increasing busi- 
ness to be transferred from our own people to the hands of the foreigner? 
Already in a single year, from the mere fear of such legislation, the flock of 
the United States has shrunk in numbers from 47,273,553 to 45,048,017. Ina 
single year the farmers of the United States, according to the Department 
of Agriculture, have seen thetotal value of their sheep decline from $125,909, - 
°64 on January 1, 1893, to $89,186,110 on January 1, 1894, showing a shrinkage 
of about £37,000,000 in this brief period; and if we take into account the 
shrinkage in value of farm and ranch property devoted to the sheep in- 
dustry during the twelve months, we may say, Without any fear of contra- 
diction, that the direct loss on the fixed property of woolgrowers during 
one year has been not less than $50,000,000. Butthis isnotall. It isavery 
moderate estimate to state that the decline in the value of the wool taken 
from these sheep from 1893 reduced the purchasing power of the woolgrow- 
ers by at least $20,000,000 more. 

If such losses have already been inflicted by the possibility of passing this 
bill, who shall measure the damage to follow if the bill itself becomes a law? 

It goes without saying that the interests are mutual of the woolgrower of 
America, the manufacturer who manipulates the staple, and all who handle 
woolin any of its stages or in any capacity, and that they are natural allies. 
Hence what benefits the grower is for the good of all. 

Therefore, frowning upon all sectional legislation, which is too apparent 
in the Wilson bill, with the interests of the woolgrowers of this broad land 
from Maine to Texas and from Georgia to Oregon in view, we, the wool 
merchants of Buston, without distinction of party, whose signatures are 
hereto affixed, representing with few exceptions the entire catalogue of wool 
dealers and commission merchantsof this market, earnestly protest against 
the adoption of the inconsistent provisions of Schedule K of section. 1 and 
paragraph 685 of section 2 of the measure now before the United States Sen- 
ate known as the Wilson bill. Its adoption will be, in a great degree, de- 
structive to the business of the wool-producer, and whereas it is his right to 
demand the perpetuity of his industry, its continuance will also add, we 
believe, to the general prosperity of the country. 








The memorial is signed by over eighty firms, said to be the 
leading business men engaged in the manufacture of or in deal- 
ing in wool. 

Mr. President, it must be remembered that this earnest me- 
morial comes from people who are not represented here, except 
by Senators and Representatives. It is true that a committee 
of woolgrowers came here, but they came at a time when the 
Committee on Finance thought it proper not to open their door 
to further investigation, and they were refused a hearing. 
There is no lobby here. There is no trust; there is no combi- 
nation which can bind these million men together. Their de- 
mand of you ought, for that reason, to be heard with more favor. 

There is no $85,000,000 trust here to demand a large increase 
of taxation upon the people. There is no combination of inter- 
ests coming and mousing about, appealing to us in every way to 
do this or that in the benefit of its particular interest. Here is 
a demand from one million hardy yeomanry of our country who 
only ask justice and what has been granted by every Adminis- 
tration from Madison to this time. They only demand some 
reasonable protection. I do not care in what form it is made. 
It may be in the form of specific duties, if desired, or it may be 
in the form of ad valorem duties. Senators on the other side 
can determine that question. But these people do demand and 
do ask that some protection shall be given to them. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few words only, the truth of 
which is known to all the Senators who hear me. The condi- 
tion of the farmer at this time is a very harsh one, to say the 
least. « All kinds of agricultural products have declined in value. 


It is because of the enormous production within the last few | 


years. That has been brought about especially by developments 
in India, in Russia, and in othercountriesof the world. Only a 
few years ago, all within my active lifetime, the wheat and prod- 
uce of the United States were shipped to all parts of Europe, 
and supplied their wantsentirely. Now the people of India have 
come in as competitors in the market. Since that time South 
America has been opened to active civilization. Australia, asI 
have said, has been opened, and it now supplies wheat as well 
as wool. So with all the other countries in the world. Indiais 
made to supply wheat, a thing not dreamt of in the olden times. 
Therefore the condition of the farmer at this time is a harsh 
one. Itis difficult for him indeed to make ends meet from year 
to year or from day to day. 

[know from my observation that the farms of Ohio are not 
worth so much to-day as they were thirty or forty years ago. 
"hat is because the vast region of country west of us hag been 
Opened to production, and there, with fresh soil, with free 
lands given to everybody who would go and settle upon them, 
vith every advantage, with rajlroads equal to ours, they can 
send their wheat and their produce into our markets. 

Now, the other side of the Senate by their votes have opened 
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There is to be 
free rye, free wheat, free everything that can be produced in 
Canada along the line 4,000 mileslong. The farmers of this 


. p88 
ebvition, 


country are not protected on asijngle article of their industry, 
Every one of the articles which our farmers produce in the 
Northern States is left naked and bare without the ordinar 


protection, and yet the farmers are required to pay taxes. 





Yes, sir; free rye, free wheat, free everything, because the 
only condition dependent is that Canada and other countries 
shall impose no duty on wheat and rye and other cereals sent 


+ 


by us tothem. Within twenty-four hours after the passage of 
this bill they will make their laws conform to our law, and all 
this region of country will be open and free. 

Mark it, Senators, [ do not want to draw sectional lines. All 
parts of this country are mine. [look upon all with favor, and 
I would not make any discrimination; but, in conclusion, it mu 
be remarked that throughout this whole bill there are wide dis- 
criminations made in favor of a certain section of the Union. Lf 
Senators on the other side would extend the same rule and the 
same principle to all our Northern industries it is all I ask of 
them. 

Now, this bill is not satisfactory to the farmers of Ohio whom 
[represent. I hear from them by letter. We have no remon- 
strances made here, no noisy declamation, but I assure Senators 
that the people of Ohio, like the rest of the United States, feel 
a deep and bitter hostility to this bill. 

I believe that if the question of the passage of this bill were 
left to the people of Ohio to-day it would not receive one-fifth of 
the vote of our people. They believe it is poisoned all through 
with sectionalism and favoritism; that it is destructive to their 
interests; and they will demand its repeal as soon as possible. 
They demand that every resistance shall be made to if that will 
secure at least a full and fair consideration of every interest. 

Now, the chief points in this whole controversy, so far as the 
farmers of Ohio are concerned, is free wool and the admission of 
grain from Canada free and without conditions intoour markets 
to compete with our productions. These are the chief objec- 
tions made by the farmer. I do not speak of other features of 
the bill at this time, but as long as some provision is not made 
for fair protection of their chief productionsI shall continue my 
oppositions to the bill and I know my action will meet the ap- 
proval of my constituents. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWER. If the Senator from Idaho will permit me, I 
wish to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I[ will yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. Referring to the sample of wool which the 
Senator from Ohio exhibited a little while ago, let me ask the 
Senator what it is called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis Botany top, made from Ohio wool, XX, 
I believe. 

Mr. POWER. 
Botany top? 

Mr. SHERMAN. XX, Botany top, that is the best wool, of 
the highest grade scoured and combed ready for weaving into 
cloth. , 

Mr. POWER. On account of the name a great many, par- 
ticularly those not friendly to the protection of the wool indus- 
try, claim that itis from Australia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no: this is the top made here. The 
schedule shows it. I have alsoa sample of Australian wool of 
the same grade, but I did not bring it with me. I will read the 
tag attached to this sample. 





Will the Senator state what is understood by 


BOTANY TOP. 








Botany top, like the sample to which this tagis atfached, is such a stan 
ard, and such asis made of theaverage American wools ofM erino bilood,which 
comprise over 75 per cent of the whole Americal . The average \ 
of top like the inclosed sample, in free-trade E for a whole year 





ous to March, 1893, was 37 cents, while the average value of the same a 
in the United States under the McKinley law previous to March, 1893, 
over 85 cents. Its free wool value to-day all over the world is not ov 

nts,and the value of raw scoured wool in the free-trade markets o 
world is from 5 to 8 cents per pound below the value of top 

Mr. POWER. It is merino wool, the Senator und: t 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is merino wool, carded and fixed ready 
for spinning. 
oMr. POWER. 
tralia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis equal to any wool in the world. 

A J 

Mr. POWER. That is the point I wished to bring out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Boston authority, in their memorial, 
say that the wools produced by us are equal to or better than 
any others in the world. 

Mr. POWER. Thatis what I want our friends on the other 
side to understand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Miz. President, if the Democratic majority in 
this Chamber were willing to stand by the declaration of their 











And equal to Botany 
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at national convention, that all protective duties are unconsti- 
utional; if they were willing to put in operation the mandate 
they profess to have received from the people at the last general 
dlection, to give effect to that declaration; if they were willing 
to give their constituents and ours an honest chance to experi- 
ence the alleged blessings of a tariff for revenue only, the re- 
marks I now intend to offer would have remained unsaid. The 
young State of Idaho is in,the Union for |better or worse, and 

he worst that can happen to our common country will never 
blench the cheek of an [dahoan toa paler cast than that worn 
by a true patriot anywhere, be it East, West, or South. 

But from the very inception of this now fatherless tariff bill, 
the Congressional representatives of the Democratic party have 
trampled on their national convention; they have torn up their 
professed mandate from the people, our masters; they have de- 
nied to that people the opportunity of testing in the high school 
of experience the rival theories of protection and free trade, 
and, worse than all, they have unsettled the bases of any tariff 
worthy to be called national, and discredited the capacity of 
Congress to do its proper and appointed work, by presenting to 
us a set of tariff schedules in which as much protection as is de- 
manded is yielded to those unjustly selected to enjoy it, while 
to all others is denied that equality before the law which is the 
broad foundation on which our Republic rests. 

Mr. President, speaking as one of the representatives here of 
the little Commonwealth of Idaho, I say that if it should be the 
will of a majority of the people of the United States to strike 
down the interests and industries of the minority of that people, 
we should receive the blow in loyal submission and patiently 
await the turn of the wheel thatshould bring us to our rightful 
position again. But what threatens us now is not the popular 
will, but a perversion of that wili by those in whose hands the 
execution of it has been for the moment placed. In such a sit- 
uation, to salute our executioners would be cowardly; to protest 
against their betrayal of their trust, the right and duty of their 
temporary victims. Thisis my protest against this indefensible 
bill. I hope to live long enough to bear an humble part in re- 
moving the reproach of it from the statute book. 

What [ have said, Mr. President, bears with especial force 
against the wool schedule of this proposed tariff act. Raw wool, 
one of the great staples of the country, a product in which the 
struggling farming interest throughout the whole land is con- 
cerned, an agricultural commodity peculiarly exposed to a de- 
structive because unequal competition with foreign fleeces, is to 
be denied the benefits of anewly-fangled protective policy, while 
other products, boasting of no greater intrinsic merit and far 
less importance, are to be the favored recipients of a syndicated 
protection. And this is the gospel according to St. Democratus. 

Mr. President, the Republican party is a protectionist party; 
but it is more, it is anational party. Itdoes not pick and choose 
the objects of its care onl tatedion solicitude, but it looks over 
the whole Union and considers the interests of every class of the 
people. When moved by the popular will to experiment with 
the industries of the country, it bids all to participate in the bene- 
fits, and expects all to share in the losses of its adventures. 
Thus, sir, itis true to the people, even in its errors; and thus 
the people return to it again and again, after trying, for brief 
periods, a change of servants. 

From the first tariff, that of 1789, to the latest, that of 1890, 
the principle of protection has always been asserted. The prin- 
ciple itself was first challenged, with any show of authority, in 
the Democratic platform of 1892; a challenge from which the 
party shrank the moment its representatives were required to 
act up to it. Can you wonder, gentlemen of the Democratic 
party, that hosts of our people have put their energies and re- 
sources into industries dependent upon some form or degree of 
protection, in full confidence that protection would not be with- 
drawn from those industries without giving those engaged in 
them reasonable time and opportunity to prepare for the change? 
That is just the case of the woolgrowers of Idaho. 

Lassert that it was not within the bounds of human proba- 
bility that our Idaho people, who had found in woolgrowing an 
outlet for their unemployed capacity, should foresee that their 
new, useful, and expanding industry would be struck out of the 


category of possible vocations without a fair chance of saving | 
what they could from the wreck and devoting it to some other 


means of livelihood. Yet so swiftly is the stroke falling that 
though your tariff bill is still almost in embryo, it is not possi- 
ble to-day to sella pound of wool in Idaho except at a discount 
from the nominal market price equal to the present rate of duty 
onrawwool. The fleeces have been grown under a system of pro- 
tection, and are now tobe sacrificed under a system of free trade 
in wool, accompanied by an exasperating because unjust and par- 
tial reservation of protection for favored andselected industries. 

Mr. President, I am not asking, and shall not ask, for partial 
favors to my State and people. I covet nothing that is not just 





| it is coming down piecemeal. 





and fairtoall. If the majority in this Chamber are willing to 
pass a tariff bill for revenue alone, and raw wool shall not }y 
considered a proper revenue-producing import, let it go on the 
free list with the many other things that would have to go on 
such alist in sucha bill. But the bill being whatit is, I must 
denounce the injury done to my constituents by this wool schea- 
ule, and done to all woolgrowers in the United States, as an out- 
rageous injustice, without palliation or excuse. The circum- 
stances that make up this injustice vary in the several woo]- 
growing communities, and I speak briefly of those of my own 
State only to add our contribution to the general sum of cir- 
cumstances that protest loudly against any sudden and total 
abolition of the raw-wool duty. 

Idahoentered the woolgrowing field under the encouragement 
of the McKinley tariff. That tariff came at an opportune time 
for the young State, affording the means of putting to use alare. 
area of unproductive land, of employing unused labor and addi- 
tional capital, and of making the future surer by increasing and 
diversifying the industries of the community. In the reports 
and debates preceding the conversion of the former Territory 
into the present State, woolgrowing was foreshadowed as one of 
the potent means by which the proposed new State would win 
and maintain a suitable position in the Union and contribute 
to the welfare of the sister States. Until now, the expectation 
has not been disappointed. Between 1890 and 1893 the flocks of 
the State more than doubled in number. 

The menaces ofthe Wilson bill fell upon nearly 800,000 sheep 
worth but a little less than $2,000,000, and yielding an annual 
clip of considerably more than 5,000,000 pounds of wool. The 
estimated losses of the Idaho woolgrowers, since free raw woo] 
has been proclaimed, have been, in decline of values in sheep 
and clip, almost equal to the value of the flocks before the threat 
washeard. You will understand, Mr. President, that with pres- 
ent prosperity destroyed and a promising future wiped out, our 
Idaho woolgrowers needed at least the consolation of knowing 
that they have been sacrificed to the general good. What they 
do know is that they and hundreds of thousands of other of 
their fellow-countrymen have been marked for destruction, for 
reasons which nobody has ventured to explain or dared to justify. 

The Idaho wool clipis part of that Rocky Mountain fleece which 
constitutes 60{per cent of our whole domestic production. Its 
market is in the East, and its present cost, laid down at Boston, 
16 cents per pound. The present selling value at the railroad 
station in Idaho is less than half the cost of delivering it there, 
and this because of the determination of those in power here to 
reverse the policy of seventy-five years of direct protection to 
raw wool without giving even seventy-five days in which to face 
the change. This Congress has been asked to leave one-half of 
the present duty on raw wool for the time being, so that wool- 
growers may adapt themselves to the change, but to all appear- 
ances this reasonable appeal is to be denied, while at the same 
time protection ‘to the hilt” is to be granted indefinitely ta 
other and favored industries. For me to remain silent, under 
such an accumulation of injustice, would be disloyalty both to 
the people of Idaho and the people of the United States. Half 
the present rate would be arevenue duty, beneficial tothe public 
Treasury,and hurtful to no meritorious private interest. What 
just reason is there for not imposing it? 

There is just one discernible reason for ruthlessly sweeping 
away the whole duty on woolen fleeces. It is the persuasion of 
those who desire the nearest approach to free trade that revenue 
necessities will permit, that with wool on the free list the whole 
system of protection will crumble to pieces. That such would 
be the ultimate result I make no doubt, but let us at least start 
fairly; let us all sink or swim together. Senators of the Demo- 
cratic party, pull down the American system, which has stood 
so long a pillar of national pride and prosperity, the creation 
of a long line of American statesmen, including those of 
your own party, as the Parisian communists did the Vendome 
column; openly, boldly, and all at once. Do not pretend that 
you are remodeling or reconstructing it, or fitting it with 
modern improvements. Do not bargain with esteemed or influ- 
ential friends, that they shall profit by the plunder of it while 
Let it stand for all, or fall for 
all. That is the only manly course. 

If the woolgrowing industry is destroyed by this bill, as it 
must be by the present tariff schedule of the bill, it will not be 
possible to immediately restore it when a day of repentance 
comes. Legislation is the embodiment of practical statesman- 


ship, and, appealing to the force of that argument, I urge upon 
the Senate not to exemplify a mere theory by an immediate and 
total surrender of the wool duty, but to test the soundness of thé 
theory by deliberate and successive steps, thus minimiziag the 
actual damage and the possible peril of the experiment. 

Mr. President, while all parts of the country have suffered 
through the advent of the Democratic party to power it seems 
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that the Pacific coast has been the most conspicuous victim. 
Notwithstanding the fact that the Democratic platform and a 
large majority of the Democratic party was favorable to silver, 
President Cleveland called Congress together in extraordinary 
session five months after his inauguration for the avowed pur- 
pose of taking away every recognition of silver. I do not in- 
tend at this time to review or renew thatcontroversy. It issuf- 
ficient to state that his influence over the representatives of his 
party in Congress was so powerful that he accomplished his ob- 
ject. 

By this blow the Democratic party paralyzed an industry in 
the Rocky Mountain region amounting to about #100,000,000 a 
year, considering the value of the lead and silver product, which 
were both affected. It is impossible to estimate the loss which 
this act entailed on various other industries of that section. 
The condition was such that all business enterprises were de- 
pendent, more or less, on silver-lead mining. 

I am speaking of this question now, of course, from an entirely 
local standpoint and considering only the direct and plain injury 
which was inflicted on our people. It has been abundantly 
proven, and [ think is rapidly becoming accepted as a fact, that 
the demonetization of silver hasinjured the balance of the United 
States and the entire world as muchif not more, comparatively, 
than it has the silver-producing States. 

At the end of President Harrison’s term of office and when he 
was a candidate for re®lection I made a thorough canvass of 
Idaho, advocating Republican principles. Atthattime allof our 
people were employed at good wages. Ourfarmers were receiv- 
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ing good prices for their products, our business men were pros- | 


perous, and the outlook for our future growth and development 
was most gratifying. During that campaign, in every section 
of the State I publicly challenged any man in the audience to 


rise up and state that he could not get employment at good wages. | 


There was work for all. 

What a contrast now after a year and a half of Democratic 
supremacy! Our minesare closed, our railroads arein the hands 
of receivers, and business of all kinds injured to a greater or 
less extent. The Union Pacific Railroad, which has more than 
1,000 miles of track in the State, is being run ata loss of more 
than $1,000,000 per month. In consequence, it has reduced its 
force about 50 per cent in Idaho, thus throwing out of employ- 
ment hundreds of our best and most industrious citizens. Itwas 
only last week that the United States district judge in our State 
sentenced over two hundred so-called commonwealers to various 
county jails for terms of imprisonment for from one to six 
months. It will not do to say that all of these idle men are 
vicious and will not work. They are foolish and badly advised, 
and are justly punished for violating the laws of the Jand, but 
there is something wrong in the administration of so rich a 
country as ours which produces such distress and lawlessness 
throughout the length and breadth of the land. 

You will all recall the Homestead strike in Pennsylvania 
which occurred about two years ago, during the summer pre- 
ceding the Presidential campaign. It made such an impression 
upon the country that acommittee of Congress, with Represent- 
ative Oates as its chairman, was appointed by Congress to in- 
vestigate and report the causes. From the printed testimony 
submitted by that committee it appears that ‘‘ the wages paid 
by the firm of Carnegie, Phipps & Co. at Homestead ranged from 
14 cents per hour for unskilled and common labor, or $1.40 per 
day of ten hours, to about $280 per month, say of twenty-four 


or twenty-five days of eight hours each, for labor of the highest | 


skill.” ‘‘That the average paid to laborers in the 119-inch plate 
mill, which is the largest in the works at Homestead, is about 
$120 per month per man.” The point in controversy between 
the workmen and the company was the proposition by the com- 


pany to make a change in the contract under which the men | 


worked which would have had the effect of making a slight re- 
duction in the wages of the workingmen. 

I do not care nor intend to enter into the merits of the con- 
troversy nor to say who was right or who was wrong. Had the 
men quietly submitted to the proposition of the company the 
factstandsout that they would have received steady employment 
at good wages. 

The Democratic party utilized the strike at Homestead and 
made it a conspicuous feature of their campaign. They pointed 
to it as an example of the injury which protection inflicted upon 
the workingmen. 

Such a strike, accompanied as it was by bloodshed, was so un- 
usual as tostartle theentire country. Occurring as itdid under 
a Republican Administration, there is no doubt that it aided the 
Democratic party in its campaign. 

How insignificant it seems as compared with the present situ- 
ation! Let me read a few extracts from the newspapers, taken 
at random, showing the condition of business and the working- 
1en throughout the country. 
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[Omaha Bee, May 2.] 


RIOT IN CLEVELAND--MOTORMAN ROUGHLY HANDLED AND A STREET CAR 
ENTIRELY DEMOLISHED—UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BECOME UNRULY—SEVEN 
THOUSAND OF THEM PARADE AND TROUBLE OCCURS DURING THE MARCH 
BULLETS AND STONES PLAY A PART—SOME OF THE STREET CARS AT- 
TACKED AND WRECKED BY THE MOB—PANIC ON THE CROWDED THOROUGRH- 
FARES—SO FAR AS REPORTED NO LIVES WERE LOST, ALTHOUGH THERE 
WERE MANY NARROW ESCAPES FROM SERIOUS INJURY. 

[Chicago Times, May 19.] 

TRADE STILL BLOCKED—OBSTACLES TO ITS IMPROVEMENT DO NOT LESSEN, 
SO DUN SAYS—MANUFACTURERS AND RAILROADS EMBARRASSED BY THE 
COAL AND COKE STRIKE, WITH NO SIGNS OF RELIEF—STILL THE PUBLIC 
IS AMAZED AT THE VOLUME OF BUSINESS BEING DONE IN SPITE OF ALL 
THE DISADVANTAGES—FINANCIAL SOUNDNESS SHOWN BY DIMINISHING 
IMPORTANCE OF THE FAILURES IN THE COUNTRY. . 





NEW YORK, } 

R. G. Dun & Co.'s Weekly Review of Trade will say to-morrow 

stacles to improvement do not lessen. The strikes of coal miners and « 

workers have not ceased, but have caused the stoppage of numerous works 

this week and embarrassment to some railroads. ‘The conference at Cleve- 

land exhibited much angry feeling and wider differences than was expected, 
and seems to render agreement more distant.”’ 


[New York Press, May 26.] 
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BLOOD MAY FLOW IN THE COAL FIELDS—PENNSYLVANIA AUTHORITIES PRE 
PARING TS RESIST RIOTERS—ARMS FOR DEPUTY SHERIFFS—OPERATORS 
COMBINING TO START UP THE MINES WITH NEW MEN, WHO WILL BE PRO- 
TECTED AT ANY COST—TROUBLE IN THE WEST—OTHER INDUSTRIES PAR 
ALYZED 

[San Francisco Call, May 26.] 

SEVEN MEN DEAD—RECORD OF ONE DAY OF FIGHTING—MINERS DRIVEN 
DESPERATE—HURLED GIANT POWDER DOWN A SHAFT, BURYING ALL WHO 
WERE BELOW—WAR HAS BROKEN OUT AND BLOOD HAS BEEN SHED AT 
CRIPPLE CREEK. 

|New York Press, May 26.] 

COLORADO MINERS MAKE OPEN WAR—ARMED DEPUTIES DEFEATED AND A 

SCORE OF THEM CAPTURED—SHAFT HOUSES BLOWN UP—THE LAWLESS MOB 


BARRICADED AT BELLE HILL AND PREPARED FOR A SIEGE—STRIEERS IN 
ILLINOIS AGAIN ATTACK A MINE, BUT ARE REPULSED—MILITIA ON GUARD 


{Kansas City Times 

BATTLE IN THE DARK—STRIKING MINERS 
TOGETHER—THREE MEN ARE SHOT DOWN 
PLE CREEK AT EARLY DAWN 


, May 27.) 
AND DEPUTY SHERIFFS COME 
FIGHT TAKES PLACE AT CRIP- 
SIX OFFICERS ARE CAPTURED. 
[New York Press, May 28.] 
ON GUARD AGAINST THE LAWLESS MOB—MILITIA FULLY PREPARED TO RE- 


PULSE STRIKERS AT LASALLE, ILLS—1,000 RETURN TO THEIR HOMES—A 
LEADER WARNED THEM If THEY PERSISTED IN GOING TO LASALLE THEY 
WOULD PROBABLY BE SHOT—PRESIDENT SLOCUM OF COLORADO COLLEGE 
STARTS A MOVEMENT FOR ARBITRATION. 
[New York Press, May 29.] 
MOBS OF ARMED MEN—SENATOR CAMDEN’S MINES PROTECTED BY WEST 


VIRGINIA MILITIA—FACED BY GATLING GUNS—GOVERNOR WAITE OF COL 
ORADO DETERMINED TO GO TO CRIPPLE CREEK IN THE INTEREST OF 
PEACE—THE STRIKERS IN COMMAND OF TRAINED SOLDIERS—OUTLAWRY 


IN SEVERAL DIFFERENT STATES. 
[Kansas City Times, May 29.] 
AN OUTBREAK FEARED—TROUBLE AGAIN LIABLE TO SPRING UP IN CRIPPLE 


CREEK—ARBITRATION IS REFUSED—OPERATORS DECIDE TO LET MATTERS 
TAKE THEIR COURSE—MINES LOADED WITH DYNAMITE—BOTH SIDES TAKE 
ADVANTAGE OF THE ARMISTICE OF SUNDAY—DISTRICT IS TERRORIZED 


[San Francisco Chronicle, May 31.]| 
MISSOURI MINERS DETERMINED—BETWEEN SIX AND EIGHT 
ON STRIKE. 
JEFFERSON City, Mo., May 31 

State Coal Mine Inspector Charles Evans returned yesterday from a visit 
to the various coal mines of the State. He says that there are less than 
1,000 men now at work in the entire State, and only twoof the railroad mines 
are operated. The miners working are scattered and working to supply 
local demands, such as flouring mills, waterworks, electric-light plants, et 

Inspector Evans does not see any indications of an earlysettloment. The 
miners, he says, are determined to fight to the bitterend. He adds that the 
miners are peacefully disposed, and he does not think violence will be re- 
sorted to. Mr. Evans said that usually 7,000 men worked during the sum- 
mer months and 9,000 during the winter. This leavesthe number of strikers 
at somewhere between 6,000 to 8,000. 


[New York Press, May 31.] 
MINERS RLOTING IN HOCKING VALLEY—GOVERNOR M’KINLEY 


THOUSAND MEN 


ORDERS UT 


FOUR COMPANIES OF MILITIA—A RAILWAY BRIDGE BURNED—THE rRIK 
ERS STARVING, BUT DEFIANT—NITROGLYCERIN IN THEIR POSSESSION, 
WITH WHICH THEY THREATEN DESTRUCTION TO A RAILROAD—NO SETTLE 
MENT IN SIGHT. 


{Chicago Times, June }.] 


CRISIS IS AT HAND—RAILWAY UNION TO ACT IN AFFAIRS AT PULLMAN— 
SCREWS TO BE PUT ON—ORDER AGAINST HANDLING THE COMPANY'S CARS 
TO BE ISSUED—MOVE TO START AT ST. LOUIS—BOYCOTT EXPECTED TO 


SPREAD TO ALL EXCEPT ENGLAND LINES. 


NEW 


[Washington Times, June 2.} 


NONUNION MEN AT WORK—NEGROES FROM WEST VIRGINIA IN THE SCOTT- 
DALE COAL FIELDS—LABOR AGENTS BADLY BEATEN—MINE OPERATORS 
SEEM DETERMINED TO WORK THE MINES AT THEIR OWN PRICES—MEN RE- 
FUSED THEIR OLD PLACES IN MANY INSTANCES—ANOTHER CONFERENCE 
FOR NEXT WEEK 

Chicago Times, May 25 

IN A MOB’S HANDS—RIOTING MINERS TAKE POSSESSION OF LASALLE, ILL.— 
OPEN FIRE ON OFFICERS—STRIKERS SURROUND THE COAL SHAFT AND 
DEFEAT THE SHERIFF—ALL THE DEPUTIES ARE HURT—SHERIFF TAYLOR 


AND FORCE BEATEN DOWN BY THE CROWD—SITUATION IS STILL CRITICAL. 


Special to the Times. } 


LASALLE, ILL., May 24 
| Lasalle is to-nightin the hands of aninfuriated mob. The stril s held 
a meeting this afternoon in the eastern part of the city, and speeches were 


| made denouncing the authorities. 
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[Chicago Times, May 25.) 

WOES OF TOILERS—HARD LIFE OF ILLINOIS STEZL COMPANY EMPLOYEES 
MEN CAN BARELY LIVE—MANY MUST SUPPORT FAMILIES ON ONE DOLLAR 
A DAY—LESS8 WAGES AND LONGER HOURS-—IMPORTED HUNGARIAN LABOR- 
KRS FAVORED OVER THE AMERICAN-—NO HBART FOR RESISTANCE, 

The lot of the toller at the Illinois Steel Company's works at South Chi- 


cago isa hard one. Thousands of men there work twelve hours out of the 

twenty-four | y get in return, in meager quantities, the absolute neces- 

saries of life Many of the common laborers with families of six and seven 
children 1 ve only $1 a day 
(Chicago Times, May 25.] 

FOUR MINERS SHOT—DEPUTIBS AND STRIKERS FIGHT NEAR UNIONTOWN— 
CAUSED BY OFFICERS—WORKMEN FIRED UPON BEFORB THBY DO ANY 
VIOLENCE—DESPERATE BATTLE IS WAGED—BOTH SIDES EMPTY RIFLES, 

HOOTING AT CLOSE RANGE TO KILL—MORE BLOODSHED EXPECTED. 


UNIONTOWN, PA., May 24. 
riot is running rampant among the miners of Fayette County, 
and the scenes of bloodshed to-day have not been equaled since the strike 
began in this region, over two months ago. To-night four men are lying 
dead and at least eight others wounded as a result of the day’s conflicts be- 


Once more 


tween the strikers and deputies. 
New York Press, June 3.] 

TROOPS ORDERED OUT IN INDIANA—MINBRS STILL DETERMINED TO STOP 
ruin MOVING O¥ COAL TRAINS—THE GOVERNOR FINALLY ACTS—NINE COM- 
VANIES AND A GATTLING GUN SENT TO DAVIESS COUNTY—AN ARMED MOB 
STOPS A TRAIN IN OHIO—INDIAN TERRITORY MINERS THREATEN TO RE- 
SIST REGULARS. 

| Washington Times, June 3.] 
M'KEESPORT IN AN UPROAR—STRIKERS RAMPANT AND CIVIL AUTHORITIES 


DEFIED—It 18 HOMESTEAD OVER AGAIN—POLICE ARE POWERLESS—NON- 
UNION MEN HUNTED THROUGH THE STREERTS AND STRUCK DOWN—?PROL- 
LEY WIKWS CUT—ELECTRIC-LIGHT WIRES BROKEN AND THB CIty IN 
DARKNESS 


[Chicago Times, June 4.] 

QUAIL BEFORE MILITIA—INDIANA RIOTERS MELT AWAY AT SIGHT OF THE 
SOLDLERY--GOVERNOR MATTHEWS THINKS THAT THE TROUBLES WLLL BE 
BRIDGED OVER WITHOUT BLOODSHED AND IS ACTING PROMPTLY TO THAT 
END—STRIKERS ATTEMPT TO WRECK FREIGHT CARS ON THE VANDALIA 
LINE—PORTION OF KELLY’S WEALERS STEAL A TRAIN, BUT IT IS TAKEN 
PROM THEM 

{Chicago Times, June 5]. 

SHOTS FIRED BY MINBRS—STRIKERS SEIZE A TRAIN, SET FIRE TO A BRIDGE, 
AND USE WINCHESTERS—SHELBURN, IND., THE SCENE OF UNEXPECTED VIO- 
LENCE AND DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY—TWO COMPANIES OF MILITIA 
CHARGE THE RIOTERS, CAPTURING FOUR OF THE LEADERS--PREPARATIONS 
COMPLETE FOR A BLOODY BATTLE ON BULL HILL IN THE CRIPPLE CREEK 


DISTRICT TO-DAY—-GOVERNOR ALTGELD SENDS ARMS TO MARION. 
[Chicago Times, June 6.] 
AT A MOB'S MERCY—M’KEESPORT, PA., OVERRUN BY ANGRY STRIKERS— 


POLICE ARE POWERLESS—THOUSANDS OF MBN BREAK INTO THE NATIONAL 
TUBB WORKS PLANT—WORKMEN ARE BRUTALLY BEATEN—CHASE THROUGH 
THK TOWN WITH HOWLING HUNDREDS AFTER THEM—SOME OF THE VICTIMS 
MAY Dip. 

[Washington Post, June 6,] 

BLOODY FIGHT BETWEBEN MINERS AND DEPUTIES IN 
ILLINOIS—SHUT UP IN A BURNING SHAFT—IN PURSUANCE OF A DECISION 
vO CLOSE TUB LITTLE BROTHERS MINE, A MOB CHARGED ON THE WORKS 
AND OPENED FIRE--MBT AND OPPOSED BY A SHERIFF'S POSSE—ONE MAN 
WAS KILLED AND SEVERAL WERE WOUNDED—ABOUT THIRTY THOUSAND 
DOLLARS WORTH OF PROPERTY DESTROYED. 


RIOTING IN EARNEST 


{Chicago Tribune, June 7.] 


MINERS STONE A TRAIN NEAR BRAZIL 
ITRIKERS DESTROY PROPERTY. 


BARR IS KILLED WITH 


ATAL RESULT 


ENGINEER 


[Chicago Tribune, June 7. ] 


W 1N IN ILLINOIS—THE SHERIFF AND POSSE DEFIED. 


[Chicago Tribune, June 8.] 


ARMS-—ENTIRSE MILITARY FORCE OF ILLINOIS READY TO 
ALTGELD, SINCE THB OUTBREAK OF ANARCHY AMONG 
RS, HAS HAD LIEUT. BAKER, UNITED STATES NAVY, AND 
INVESTIGATING, AND LAST 


TROOPS UNDER 
MOVE—GOVERNOR 
STRIKING COAL MINE 








tHE SON OF THE STATE ADJUTANT-GENBRAL 
NIGHT ORDERED THE SEVERAL COMMANDANTS TO BE PREPARED AT ALL 
TIMES TO MARCH 

New York World, June 10,] 

NO AGREEMENT REACHED—-CONFERENCES TO SETTLE THE SOFT COAL STRIKE 
LIKELY TO COME TO NAUGHT—MANY OPERATORS WON'T MEET MEN—SOME 
OF THE MEETINGS WERE FLAT FAILURES, EVEN THAT AT COLUMBIA, OHIO, 
IS AT A STANDS'TILL—MORE TROUBLE BREWING AT PANA, ILL.—CHICAGO 
TROOPS RECEIVE A HURRIED NIGHT SUMMONS THERE—STRIKERS AND 


IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
[New York Herald, June 10.] 


DEPUTIES FIGHT 


PREPARED FOR BATTLE—BIG COAL OPERATORS IN PENNSYLVANIA WILL 
MAKE A DETERMINED EFFORT TO RESUME—HUNDREDS OF ARMED MEN— 
NEW MINERS SENT TO HORATIO QUARTERED IN A BOMBPROOF FORTRESS 
AND WELL PROTECTED—TO MAKE THE EFFORT MONDAY—COMPANIES IN- 
TERESTED HAVE MADE A COMPACT TO RUN THEIR MINES AT ALL HAZ- 


ARDS. 

New York Herald, June 10.] 
THRES RLIOTERS SHOT—BULLETS AND ROCKS IN A RIOT AT THE SILVER 

BROOK COLLIBRY IN PENNSYLVANIA—PLANT ATTACKED BY A MUB— 

WORKMEN PUT TO FLIGHT AND INJURED AND POLICEMEN PELTED WITH 

STONES—MILITIA IS ON BULL HILL-—ORDERED BY GOVERNOR WAITE TO 

PROTECT THE MINERS AGAINST THE SHERIFF. 

It is unnecessary to multiply these extracts. Every paper 
which you pick up is filled with them. These riots, accom- 
panied by bloodshed, have becomeso common that we have ceased 
to read them any more or to discuss them. Thousands of men 
out of employment, starting from every part of the land, are en- 
deayoring to reach Washington in order to lay their grievances 
before Congress in the hope of getting some relief. So serious 
has the situation become that the Senate has appointed a select 
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committee to hear their complaints—a most unusual and unheard. 
of thing in this Republic. 

The land is filled with misery and woe. Hundreds of tho), 
sands of honesi and willing men are seeking employment jn 
vain and are unable te earn the necessaries of life for themse] yea 
and families. Here in Washington we do not appreciate th, 
distress which prevails throughout the country. This is pecu- 
liarly a Government city. Twenty thousand employ(s of ¢) 
nation reside in the District,to whom is paid $3,000,000 per 
month in wages. They receive their compensation in cash a4 
stated times and short intervals. This vast amount of mono: 
being disbursed every month sustains the various business 
terprises of the city. We can not and should not shut our ; 
tothe hapless condition of the country at large. 

I am glad that a decision is near at hand on the pending pj 
The situation being as it is, I feel sincerely that it is the pat 
otic duty of the Senate to act promptly. This rearrangement 
of the tariff should be completed as quickly as possible, or tho 
bill under discussion should be defeated with promptness. 

When tlhe bill is disposed of and Congress adjourns there \ 
be no incentive or motive for these large bodies of restless men 
to wander over the country in an endeavor to reach Washington 
and the National Legislature. No votes in the Senate will be 
changed by discussion and argument, and I would say to my 
Republican friends that froma political standpoint no additional 
argument is needed by the people. The Democratic party it- 
self, since it came in to power a year and a half ago, by its own 
conduct has spoken more eloquently in behalf of Republican 
principles than all of us on this sideof the Chamber can hope to. 
Nothing will appeal so strongly to the American voters as tho 
contrast between the Republican and Democratic administra- 
tion of affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] desires to reply briefly to some remarks mado 
by the Senator from Ohio, and I have consented to yield to him 
for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, we are engaged in discuss- 
ing adiscriminating protective tariff bill. Every gentleman who 
has discussed it on either side has considered the effect of the bill 
uponindustriesand prices. The question has beenatall times how 
industries would be affected. Many industries, and particularly 
those which are conducted by trusts, have been amply provided 
for. If there is any great trust which has not received consid- 
eration, I have overlooked it. 

The proposition to put wool on the free list, I say to my Dem- 
ocratic friends, is unfortunate in the extreme. It is more, it is 
cruel, This industry is peculiarly situated inthe West. About 
two-fifths of the area of the United States is either arid or 
semiarid. It is a mountainous country and peculiarly adapted 
to raising sheep. It is an entirely similar country tothe larger 
portion of Mexico, South America, and Australia. It isequally 
well adapted to growing sheep with any other country in tho 
world. Itis impossible to conduct the industryin the United 
States as cheaply as in the other countries named. Wages 
are much higher necessarily. Ourrivalsare all silver standard 
countries. That gives them an advantage of about 50 per cent 
in wages over what they had formerly. The railroads have 
placed Mexico nearer to the markets of the East than tho 
great interior of the United States; the country is narrow | 
tween the two oceans, and the distance to water transportation 
isshort. They have gone largely intowoolgrowing. The same 
condition obtains along the coast of South America and in Aus 
tralia. They are largely engaged in the business, and it cos! 
for labor three or four times as much in the United States as it 
does in those countries. Transportation is intheirfavor. Con 
sequently it is impossible to utilize our country for that purpose. 
There is an ample region in that partof our country for produc- 
ing all the wool the United States can possibly consume and even 
a surplus, provided there was such protection as would make 
competition equai. 

Now, the region of the country that this provision falls es- 
pecially heavy upon has already received at the hands of this Con- 
gress a mostfatal blow. Its greatindustry is destroyed. Thou- 
sands are thrown out of employment, and they are trying every 
way to make aliving. If you destroy the wool industry youcut 
off one of the principal avenues still open to them. 

The duty on wool has been a very small one, a much lower 
duty than you figure it on paper, because the countries that com- 

ete with us are nearly all on the silver basis, and the tariff is 
Ceunehanats time the commercial value of silver falls, because 
it is estimated at the custom-house according tothe commercial 
value of the bullion in the coin. That fixes the price in foreign 
markets. It is according to the commercial value, according to 
the value of the dollar. The statute says that it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to state the value of for- 
eign coins according to the pure metal of standard value. ‘his 
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is not done. The statute is disregarded, and it is measured 
according to the pure metal of commercial value, and we have 
inally now, say, 12 cents a pound duty on wool, but it amounts 


nomi 
to only about 6 cents a pound. 


fhe duty is very small as it now exists; but since this propo- 
sition was made to put wool on the free list my neighbors and 
friends write me that they are unable to sell their wool witrout 
making a still further reduction. Transportation from the in- 
terior is he: wvier than from some other countries. Labor is 
thi or four timesas de ar, because we use white labor: we use 
Americans, and we can not get them down to the labor of the 
Mexiean. They cannotliveonit. They can notlive onthe food 





the Mexicanlives on; itisimpossible. And to-d 
the American laborer to exist? It is a lower 
than we have. Our people could not for ge 


ay whatenables 
grade of living 
nerations be brought 


down to the low grade of living of other countries, and we can- 
not compete with them. 

Now, this is a protective tariff bill, and you are discussing 
wha othe industries will } iene disposition to destroy 
shea, ! ‘here would be some reason in placing wool on the free 
list if woolens were free, so that we could buy where we sell. 
But the nonprotected industries buy all the exports and pay all 
the int st on our foreign obligations, and are compelled to sell 
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their products to be ur the . burden in the lowest market in the | 


market made at gold prices in Europe, where they 
come in competition not aol vith the cheap labor of Europe, 
but with the cooly labor of Asia, But we are compelled to buy 
our clothing in a protected marketunder this bill. Whyshould 
not our wool be protected? 

[ concur with the Senator from Ohio. 


wor ld, in a 


[ did not rise to reply 


to him ‘ept to one remark he made. He said that the cause 
of low ori ’es was Overproduction. I deny it. Itis undercon- 
sumption. Last ye: - for ex: imple—I need go into no other ar- 


gument—the whe aie crop of the world was 325,000,000 bushels, 
less than an average crop, and still wheat hag never been as low 
as this year for three hundred years. With population increased 
and the world’s crop falling off over 300,000,000 bushels, wheat 
is cheaper than it has been for three hundred years. So there 
must be some other cause besides overproduction. 

You may take any article of that kind. You may take cloth- 
ing. The consumption of clothing, like the consumption of 
everything, isfalling of. People are economizing because they 
have not money to buy. The idea of overproduction is absurd. 
The whole world can not prod ice more than they consume. The 
wants of man multiply much more rapidly than production can 


be increased. [t can not keep pace with the wants of man. It 
is only the question of the grade of living. In India the ryot 


lives ona mere pittance. He ri : ives from 6 to 8and 10 ecentsa 
day, and sometimes 4 cents a day, and ekes outa miserable ex- 
istence with that compensation, on he does not consume what 
he had the money to buy. See how your 
houses would be furnished and see how your children would be 
clad and educated if you had the money todoit. Itis under- 
consumption to get down to a gold standard. 

The property of the world is measured by the gold standard, 
and there is not gold enough. Gold can not be obtained. The 
gold of the world is pooled and it can not be obtained. Just see 


he would consume if 


where your gold is. The amount of gold in the world to-day is 
estimated at from thirty-five to thirty-seven hundred million 


oe and it is said that a large portion of that, which is not 
rctly estimated, probably three thousand million, is in the 
United States and Europe. Where is that three thousand mil- 


lion? Five hundred and fifty million are said to be in the Rus- 
sian war chest, $150,000,000 or thereabouts in Austria, bought 


with a view of resuming specie 
000,000 are in France, and $700, 0 10,000 of silver, and with all the 
obligations payable in silver, if you attempt to export gold they 
will make you take silver. 
Besides France keeps up her circulation and keeps mo 

among the people to enable them to produce still more than she 
buys, ‘and the b: slance of the trade is in her favor. With $900,- 
006,000 of gold, $700,000,000 of silver, and about sevem or eight 
hundred million dollars of paper there is a very large per capita 
for that people. So you can not get any part of the nine hundred 
million of gold out of France. That you can not have. Ger- 
many, with between four and five hundred million dollars, sa 
$450,000,000, was compelled to adopt the same policy with 
France and use silver to protect her goldfromexport. She has 
$150,000,000 of silver to protect her’ gold and keep it in the 
country. England with about $450,000,000 of gold pretends to 
have free gold for the commerce of the world, and the world 
owes her ten billion according to Gladstone, or twelve billion 
according to Goschen, on which she is receiving interest to the 
amount of $500,000,000 ont annum, and she has to raise the rate 
of interest to keep her gold at home. 
We have no way of protecting our gold under the policy of 


1ey 


pay ment s and held there; $900,- | 
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the Treasury Department, notwithstanding all our obligat ions 
are payable in silver. It goes out and there is no way of g 
ting more. The United States is now said to have % 600,000.00 ) 
of gold. We have no such amount. If we have $400,000,000 it 
is ighestimate. Thatgives about $3,000,000,000, which is all 
the gold there is in the United States and Euro ype, except in th 
small states. There may be from one hundred and fifty to two 
hundred million amon; g the little governments, and they hold it 
for a reserve and you can not get it. 





‘he reason why there is underconsumption in this country is 
because the people ean not sell their products for money. If 
they could sell at fair prices the produce that they have for 
money they would clothe their children well. ‘They would build 
good houses. They would live in comfort if they could, but 
under the existing conditions they must adopt a lower scale o 
living; they must live as the poor in other countries. That is 
the condition of things. 

What a people will consume is measured by what they can ge 
to consume, and it is underconsumption by means of falli 
prices, stagnation, and hard times which affects the country 
now 

See how these mountain States are situated with that class of 


people, with their principal industry destroyed, relying 


the few sheep and cattle, the few things they can transport, to 
buy ¢ lothin g and the necessaries of life. You seo that th 
| would be discriminated against in this protective bill 
Now, this bill can never be satisfactory to the American peo 


ple, and particularly to the people of the West. 


|} Cat 


[ know Sena 
tors may give figures and say the price of wool has fallen under 
the McKinley tariff law. Everything else has fallen, aud wool 
particularly has been reduced by the falling price of silver, be- 


use it comes from silver-standard countries. T he } rice in the 
foreign market is estimated by the commercial val a » of silve 
| So you have nearly wiped out the benelit of the duty by the de 
| struction of silver. 


| 





_ 


| the McKi 


There is no article on which the duty has been so affected as 
thisone. You may well say that the McKinley act could not 
keep itup. The reduction by the price of silver has been twice 
as much sinee the McKinley act was passed as the increase b\ 
nley act. So the duty has been lowered by the fall of 
silver since the McKinley act passed. That is the reason why 
the price of wool has fallen. It. has fallen because the prices 
of all property have fallen to the gold standard. It has fallen 
because the duty is estimated in foreign countries upon w 
the duty is based according to the cox mmercial value of silver, 


OLe i 


and every drop in silver has reduced that duty. Consequent! 
we might expect a fall in the price of wool. 

But this bill will make a stillfurther fall and must destroy th 
industry. Wecan not produce wool upon the same conditions 
with our labor asin Mexico and South America. [It 7 impos 
sible. Our people will be driven to Mexico. I meta gentle- 


le 





man last night, a man of wealth and enterprise from Tilt noi 

who had been down to Mexico. He said he was going to Me: 0 
because he could do business there. He was going to plant a 
colony in Mexico, because with the range of labor and the free 





coinage of silver and plenty of money he said he could m: 
some money there. 
Mexico is being filled up by our best citizens in their cotton 


factories, their woolen factori« s, in their railroad bui 
in their mining, because they have money with w hich 
ness ther Here on the gold basis in this country 
down this tariff on wool you will strike a cruel and a fatal blow 
at gion of the country that has been affected more than any 
other because we have suffered in common with all others the 


baneful effects of the gold standard. We have not only realized 


ldin ‘ 
L01ine, and 
to ado D0 A 


li you strike 
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| the fall in prices which we have suffered, but our industry has 
been destroyed, our towns depopulated, and our people thrown 
out ofemployment. I beg of the Democratic party not to place 
wool on. the free list. 

Mr. | LANSBROUGH. Mr. President, although I am a firm 
believer in the principle of protection, and want to see that 
policy sustained and perpetuated, [ am opposed to the protec- 
tive tariff bill now before this Senate. I am opposed to it be- 
cause of its discriminations, its sectional inequalities, and its 


false pretens s. 

Lt diser 
ing wool upon th 
section by 


iminates against the people of the Northwest by plac- 
» free list, and in favor of the people of another 
riving rice a duty of 90 percent. Itfurther discrim- 


£ 
~ 





inates against us in that it levies a duty which has been esti- 
mated at more than 50 per e _ upon sugar, and almost on the 
next page provides that Canada and all other grain-producing 


countries in the 
duty whatever. 

[ts other great inequality is the general principle which it 
tablishes of placing the raw materials of the pon 
free list and giving protection to those instituti 


world nani ing their products here free of any 
es- 


the 
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and the Southeast that can no longer lay claim to being “infant | stump orator that protection does not place the rate of wages 


industries.” In view of this discrimination against our raw 
materials, the trifling reduction provided for in this bill upon 
manufactured articles does not remove the burdens that our 
friends on the other side claim were imposed by the act of 1890. 

While its authors assert that it will extend the market for 
agricultural products, they have provided for the repeal of the 
beneficent reciprocity clauses of the act of 1890, thereby narrow- 
ing the American farmer's foreign market by many millions of 
dollars. Thus itis full of false pretense and tlagrant deception. 

[ am aware, Mr. President, that this may be considered a 
narrow, selfish, sectional view to take of a great question which 


concerns the whole country and all the people in it, but when I | 


find in the bill now being considered adecided advance over the 
rates in the Wilson bill as it came from the House upon certain 
manufactured products of the States of Maryland and New Jersey; 
upon Tennessee marble and upon the Trojan industry of collars, 
cuffs, and shirts—the latter equaling the duty under the Mc- 
Kinley bill—I feel that in complaining over that which we of 
the West did not get, I should not meet with any severer con- 
demnation than is accorded to those who remain silent because 
of receiving that which they demanded. There is ground for 
the complaint I enter here against this measure which puts raw 
materials of my State upon the free list and gives the Louisiana 
Senators 40 per cent duty on raw sugar. 

There is reason in my opposition when we know that the in- 
dustries which sustain the peopleof North Dakotaare to besub- 
jected to open, unrestricted competition from every quarter of 
the globe, while coal, iron, steel, clothing, and in fact all the 
principal necessaries of life which they must buy are to be sub- 
jected to a duty ranging from 40 to 60 per cent. Nearly 42 per 
cent duty is levied upon woolen clothing, while raw wool comes 
infree. Little wonder that the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILs] declines to share the responsibility for so unjust a meas- 
ure, but his friends at the hustings and the county fairs in the 
West, where his voice hasso oftenbeen heard against the ‘‘ rdb- 
ber barons,” will marvel deeply over the small part he takes in 
tariff tinkering this year. He may acquit himself, however, by 
telling our people, when he comes Westagain, that his colleagues 
on the committee relieved him of all responsibility, agreeing 
to do the ‘‘ fat frying” themselves. So, too, may the senior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey enjoy the benefits of protection by telling 
his constituents he had nothing to do with it. 

Why are these discriminations made? The senior Senator 
from Maryland declares that the duties have been levied in the 
interest of revenue. Thesenior Senator from New York tells us 
that the bill will raise $75,000,000 more revenue than is required. 
If the latter statement is correct, it seems to me that it was the 
plain duty of the Senator from Maryland, who has emphasized 
his leadership on the majority side of the Chamber, to give the 
people on the Western prairies free coal, and to leave the duty 
on cotton duck out of which their overalls are made at 25 per 
cont, as in the House bill, instead of putting it up to 35 per cent, 
as in the Gorman bill. It may not be outof place toincidentally 
mention the fact that the manufacture of cotton duck is a lead- 
ing industry of Maryland. 

The census of 1890 returns eleven cotton-duck establishments 
in that State, producing 21,000,000 yards, valued at $4,000,000. 
It also shows seventeen establishments engaged in the wool in- 
dustry. It is perhaps only a coincidence, but there is also a de- 
cided increase in the Senate bill over the House bill in the rates 
on manufactured woolens, and it appears that they were all 
agreed upon only a short time before the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland made his compromise speech in this Chamber, 
predicting that the New York Senators and all the Democratic 
Senators would eventually follow his lead and vote for the meas- 
ure. The returns from New Jersey show fifty establishments 
engaged in the wool industry and seventeen in the cotton indus- 
try. Doubtlessanother coincidence. Yet the fact remains that 
manufactures of woolens have been given high protection; like- 
wise cotton duck. 

Does anyone believe that the able junior Senator from Cali- 
fornia has agreed to support this protective tariff bill because 
apples, dates, olives, figs, and raisins were taken from the free 
list of the House bill and put upon the dutiable list of the Sen- 
ate'Finance Committee's bill at rates varying from 20 to 30 per 
cent ad valorem, and that the duty on plums, prunes, figs, raisins, 
and other dried fruits, including Zante currants, has been in- 
creased here on the floor to 114 cents per pound? Perish the 
thought! We know that he will support it solely for the sake of 
tariff reform. 

The senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MOPHERSON] tells 
us that the protection in this bill represents simply the amount 
of higher wages paid in this country. If this is true the labor 
cost of sugar and shirt making must be enormous, but we have 
reason to rejoice over the fact that the slogan of the Democratic 


paid in this country above the rate paid in foreign countries jg 
to be heard no more in the land forever. Wherefore I am pro- 
foundly impressed with the belief that some people are content 
to sleep with their own consciences if they only may be permitted 
to enjoy the spoils of office. 

Mr. President, under this bill wool, wheat, wheat flour, oats, 
corn, corn meal, buckwheat, rye, and rye flour are on the free 
list—wool absolutely so, and the other articles will be, so soon as 
foreign countries take the hint and remove the duties upon our 
exportations of these articles. 

The most serious shock to the institutions of the West will be 
caused by the removal of the duty on raw wool. When asked 
why this should be done, the theorists responsible for this pro. 
posed legislation answer that we can not produce in this country 
the wool necessary to carry on the business of manufacturing 
certain lines of woolen goods. This unpatriotic proposition has 
been refuted repeatedly. If it were true, why not except from 
the operations of this discriminating measure the classes of wool 
that we can produce? The best authorities on this subject say 
that every class of wool required for manufacturing al} kinds and 
grades of woolens, including carpets, is produced in the United 
States, and that adequate protection, continued as the po'icy of 
this Government, insuring safety of investmentin sheep-raising, 


| would result in the production of an abundant supply of wool for 








home comsumption. 

Under this head I desire to submit to the Senate some extracts 
from a circular on the wool question recently issued by Justice, 
Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia, under date of March 1, 1894. 
I ask that the extracts marked with a pencil be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

1. Effect of the threat of Sree wool.—Rumors from Washington with refer- 
nce tothe probable passage or defeat of the tariff bill now influence the 
market. With the waning prospects of securing any duty on wool, the de 
mand has fallen off and is now iimited to the temporary requirements of the 
mills. 

Although prices are the lowest ever known in this country, there is no 
certainty that the bottom has yet been reached. 

Many industries that were on the eve of revival have been halted, and a 
more general nag tow gp of business prevails. This contraction is shown in 
the falling off in bank clearings which for the month of February were in 
the neighborhood of 35 per cent below those of the previous month, and it is 
also shown by the falling off in railroad earnings. Business recovery is 
seriously impeded by the diminished purchasing power of the nation, owing 
to the loss of earnings by the army of unemployed. The heavy shrinkage 
in the value of property and merchandise during the past nine months in 


| volves the wool market by the very great curtailment inthe sale of clothing 


the home production as well as the imports of which have so greatly 
fallen off. 

2. Why should wool be free?—No satisfactory reason can be given why 
wool should be exposed to the destructive influences of foreign competition. 
It is a necessity of our comfortable existence, and no army without wool 
could successfully conduct its operations in time of war. Woolis as much 
amunitionof waras any other material. If coalis not to be considered a 
raw material, there is much more reason why wool can not be so consid- 
ered. as it takes a whole year for a sheep to produce its fleece; yet coal in 
one hour can be got ready for market. The element of labor in marketing 
a ton of wool exceeds many fold that which is expended in marketing a ton 
of coal; yet there seems to be much greater chance for a duty upon coal 
than upon wool. If unfavorable legislation should close the coal mines of 
this country for a thousand years the coal would still remain there, ready 
for use whenever the nation was once more permitted to resume its indus- 
trial activities; but when the flocks of sheep disappear, as they are now do. 
ing, they can not be suddenly restored. Ifthis industry is to begin anew it 
will take many years to reach its present proportions, and if the blow now 
—-_ the woolgrowing industry is struck tt will cause its practical de- 
struction. 

3. Free wool will cause the export of gold and bring financial panics. The 
ultimate result of this would be not only dependence upon foreign coun- 
tries for our wool supply, but the loss to the nation of the value of the do- 
mestic clip, for, instead of distributing its cost among woolgrowers at home, 
to be spent at home, it must be paid in gow toforeigners, with the ultimate 
result of higher prices for clothing. This would be a decided loss to the 
whole nation without any corresponding gain. 

4. American woolgrowers can soon produce all needed wools under ade- 
quate protection. The American sheep husbandry under adequate protec- 
tion has twice made such rapid headway in the increase of flocks as to lead 
to the assurance that with the continuanceof that protection we would soon 
ape the total amount of wool consumed by this country. During the 
ast twelve years of the tariff law of 1867 the American clip increased 100 
per cent, that increase being from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to over 340,000,000 
poe in 1884. If the duties had not been lowered atthe end of that period, 

tis fair to assume that the same ratio of increase would have continued, in 
which case we would have produced in 1895 over 650,000,000 pounds, which, in- 
cluding the raw wool imported inthe shape of manufactured goods, is the 
total amount of wool consumed by this country. A serious check to the 
growth of the wool industry was given by the reduction of duties in 1883, but 
with the restoration of a portion of those duties by the McKinley law in 1890 
such an impetus was given to the woolgrowing industry that the clip again 
increased at arapid rate. The increase was from 310,000,000 pounds in 1891 
to 360,000,000 in 1893, so that if the McKinley law had not been assailed it is 
fair to assume that by the year 1900 we would produce 650,000,00C pounds. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. LIalsosend tothe desk and ask to have 
read a short article from the Philadelphia Manufacturer, of Feb- 
ruary 24, 1894, showing that adequate protection would soon give 
us all the wool we need. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The figures respecting American wool published last week by the Bureau 
of Statistics were intended to prove that American sheep husbandry had 














made no head\ ay under protection. They concealed the fact that between 
the years 183! and 1890 the number of American sheep rose to high figures 
and then, under the influence of reduced duties, fell again. The correct 
figures demonstrate conclusively that the business prospers under high 
duties and decays under low duties. Under the high duties of the tariff of 
1867 the American clip expanded from 170,000,000 pounds in 1873 to 340,000, 
pounds in 1884. That is to say, itdoubled in twelve years. If the duties had | 
not been lowered in 1883 we may fairly suppose that the same ratio of in- | 
crease would have continued. 

In that case we should have produced 680,000,009 pounds of wool two years 
hence, in 1896. The total consumption at the present time (including the 
wool in imported fabrics) is about 650,000,000 pounds. This is the industry | 
thatis marked for slaughter by the free traders at a time when the low prices 
of wool and the increasing consumption show that the high duties oppress 
nobody. It is selected for sacrifice, not for the advantage of the people; not | 
for the benefit of anybody, but solely because the purpose of the freetraders | 
is to root out the system of protection to home industry, and this can not 
be accomplished while the farmers are interested with the manufactures in 
maintaining it. ’ 

Woolis the very last of the raw materials of industry, now dutiable, that 
should be exposed to the destructive influences of foreign competition. In 
the first place, itisa positive necessity of comfortable existence inthis coun- | 
try. Without it our people can not live safely in time of peace. Withoutit | 
no American army can conduct operation in time of war. Coal and iron 
ore are no more essential to the vital force of the nation. But no power in | 
Congress or out of it can deprive the country of its mineral resources. If | 
American legislation upon industrial matters should be controlled by jack- | 
assery and treason for a thousand years, the coal and the iron cre in our 
minds would remain as they are, ready for use, whenever the nation once 
more permitted reason to resume its sway. The coal could be placed in | 
marketable shape within a few hours. | 

The iron ore would be ready for the furnace fires as quickly. But, when 
American flocks of sheep shall disappear, as now they are disappearing, they 
can not suddenly be restored. Beginning anew, sheep husbandry could 
hardly within twenty years regain its recent proportions. The blow aimed 
at the business nowis, therefore, intended to produce destruction which may 
possibly be irreparable, for, while no assurance of continued protection shall 
be given, Americans will find small inducement again to invest capital in 
the industry. The ultimate result will probably be, not only dependence 
upon other countries for a material which this country can easily produce, 
and not only the loss of the whole cost of the domestic wool clip, but higher 
prices for both wool and mutton. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. The ability of the American wool- 
raiser to eventually produce all the necessary grades is not seri- 
ously questioned by intelligent men; it is not even questioned 
by the members of the Finance Committee, who sent out a long 
list of interrogatories to wool men. 

Now, as to the necessity for protection. The domestic wool- 
raiser can not compete upon an equal footing with the wool- 
raiser of Australia and South America. First, climatic condi- 
tions are against him; and second, his mode of living is far above 
that of his foreign competitor. Details on these points are un- 
necessary; they are understood by everyone. 

If, however, there were not this great disparity in conditions, 
theadvantage to the foreign wool-raiser in the matter of freights 
is so great as to leave no two opinions on the subject. That we 
may have the whole question stated in a nutshell, let us under- | 
stand that as to the cost of production the figures are 2 to 1 | 
against us, and in the matter of carrying charges they are 9 to | 
1. To be more explicit, wool can be and is produced in foreign 

| 
| 











countries at 6 cents per pound, as against 12 cents in this coun- 
try, while the freight rate from London to Liverpool is one- 
fourth cent per pound as against 24 cents from Rocky Mountain 
points. Now, when it is understood that about 60 per cent of | 
the sheep in this country are located west of the Mississippi | 
River, we are at once confronted with reasons of the most em- 
phatic nature why there should be some encouragement for the 
domestic wool producer if he is to continue in the business 
against all comers. 

The passage of this monstrous measure means the complete | 
annihilation of the woolindustry in the West. Sheep will here- 
after be reared only for their mutton. The seriousness of the | 
situation may be seen whenit is known that the value of invest- 
ments in the woolraising industry in this country is about $200.,- 
000,000, and that at least 2,000,000 of people are engaged in it. 
Their plight will be much more serious than that of the factory 
hand, who, under this act, may accept the wages of the Euro- 
pean workman. Deprived of a market for their wool by reason 
of the great disparity in freights, our farmers must produce it 
at any cost or sacrifice or go out of the business, because the 
market will be entirely controlled by the Australian and the 
South American. Especially will this be true as regards the 
Western wool-raiser. In his case the triumph of free trade will 
be complete. 

It has been said that wool producing has not progressed under 
protection. The figures refute this statement. Under the law 
of 1867, which was repealed in 1883, sheep-raising progressed 
rapidly. In 1881 there were 290,000,000 pounds of wool produced 
in the United States. The amount had increased to 337,500,000 
pounds in 1884—47,500,000 pounds increase infouryears. These 
favorable results were under the operation of a duty of 124 cents 
per pound, which Congress in 1883 reduced to 10 cents per pound. 
Chis reduction in duty was the work of a Republican Adminis- 
tration in response to a great outery by free traders and other 
superficial minds that the people were being robbe@. 

The Democrats in various parts of the country at once took 
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| act of 1890—the McKinley law—was almost momentary. 
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| **the world’s markets.” 
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political advantage of it, and in Ohio strong resolutions were 
passed at Democratic conventions denouncing the Republican 
Congress for destroying the sheep industry. Well, there was 
some truth in the resolutions, notwithstanding their origin. 
Under this reduced wool tariff the product in the United States 
fell off about 30,000,000 pounds by1891. But the effect of the 
The in- 
crease in sheep was very rapid and the output reached the un- 
precedented figure of 364,156,666 pounds in 1893—an increase of 
18+ per centin threeyears, under aduty of Il cents per pound. 

Mr. President, it is said further that protection has not helped 
prices of wool. How utterly unworthy of sober serious thought 
is this statement. Prices did decline after the passage of the 
McKinley act, but was that decline the fruit of that act? Let 
ussee. For thirty years the price of wool in free-trade London 


| has been 50 per cent lower than the price in America under pro- 


tection. Mr. Theodore Justice, perhaps the best authority in 
the United States on wool, says that the 

London value of wool during the two years previous to Mr. Cleveland's in 
auguration fell offover 30 per cent, and during the same period Americin 
wool declined less than 7 per cent. If it was not the protection of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff that stood between Ohio woolgrowers and the cheaper wool 
markets of the world, what was it? 

Mr. Justice sums up the situation during the two years suc- 
ceeding Mr. Cleveland's restoration to power in the following 
terse language: 

Since President Cleveland's inauguration, and the assault by his Admin 


| istration upon the American Wool industry, American prices have declined 


from 25 to 30 per cent, when the outside markets of the world are unchanged, 
and why? Why did American wools hold up before this Administration 
came in and fall immediately afterwards? It was because it was well known 
by everybody in the business that the London or free-trade price could not 
be reached without a decline in American prices of at least 50 per cent, and 
the moyement toward the London market is in progress 


The condition of the wool market for the past year or more 
is very accurately described in a recent number of the Boston 
Herald. I quote from its commercial columns: 


The woolimarket is ina psculiarstate. The fear of tariff legislation bring 
ing free wool is terrorizing both producer and dealer. The producer is be- 
ing alarmed into selling his wool at prices lower than ever dreamed of inthe 


} industry, while the dealer is alarmed to the extent that he dares not buy 


this wool, however low it may beoffered. For these reasons very little wool 
is being purchased by the trade here, notwithstanding thatit is at the begin 
ning of the new clip, and a time when a good deal of wool would naturally be 
negotiated for in thecountry markets. 

Receivers are also afraid of advancing too much money on wool offered 
They lost money last year by overadvances, and they are 
very cautious this year about doing the same thing again 

It is true that freights are against the domestic grower of wool, as com 
pared with the grower abroad. Wool has been landed here from Londonas 
low as 1 cent per pound, while from some of the Territories it has cost, at 
the same time, 5cents per pound. But such freights must come down. In- 
deed, they are already lower, till to-day 3 cents per pound on Territory wool 
is considered a very high price. In the meantime, if the American wool 
were allowed a protection equal to the difference in freights, it 
would be the sentiment of very many in the trade substantially expressed 


This, as I have indicated, is from the news columns of the 
Herald. The opinions of the editor in the editorial columns 


| are widely different, being in favor of free wool and advocating 
| the beauties of that ignis fatuus, the ‘* world’s markets.” 


It is 
the old story again fully illustrating the difference between fact 
and theory. ‘The reporter who went out among the buyers and 


| dealers, the men who know something about wool, writes of the 


situation as it really exists, while the editor, his head filled 
with free-trade theories, continues to dream of the beauties of 
He persists in looking for great oceans, 
when we know that he will find only duck ponds; his mind run- 


| ning to theairy and indefinable altitudes of commercial esthet- 


icism, although he must soon realize the inevitable importance 
of returning toa plain everyday diet of home markets and baked 
beans. 

Mr. President, if we accept the statement of those in authority 
in thisChamber that the protective duties in this bill have been 
levied with a view to fortifying the American workingman 
against the low wages of his European brother (the senior Sen- 
ator from New Jersey has declared that to be the case) where is 
the consistency of putting wool upon the free list, when we all 
know that 90 per cent of the cost of producing it is labor? 

Here is an item showing the importance of the sheep industry 
in this country. At the date of the Republican victory of 188s 
there were perhaps 50,000 head of sheep in the State of North 
Dakota. Theexact figures are not known, because the industry 
was small, being confined under a hostile Administration solely 
to the demand for mutton. At the date of the Democratic vic- 
tory in 1892 the official figures showed the number of sheep in 
the State to be 557,590, an increase of 1,100percent. Under the 
impetus to woolgrowing given by Republican success, the sheep 
industry increased until it reached third or fourth place in im 
portance among the industriesofthe State. Sheep were brought 
there from the widely separated States of Washington, Texas, 
and Ohio. The price paid ranged from $2.50 to $4 per head. 

Last fall, under the baneful influence of this free-trade aad 
gold-standard Administration, sheep sold in North Dakota for 
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75 cents to $1.25 per head. 
W00!l at any price. 

The free-wool value on the farm to-day for the leading grade 
of wool in North Dakota is 74+ cents per pound, while the min- 
imum price for the same previous to March, 1893, which was 
before the McKinley law was assailed and before the effects of 
its repeal had been discounted, was 16 cents per pound on the 


There was practically no market for 


f 
arm. 

It must be a very beautiful political theory, the success of 
which will compensate my constituents for their loss. It is 


doubtless near akin to the theory of the junior Senator from 
Texas that that other foreign relative of free trade, the Rus- 
sian thistle, may spread itself, unopposed by Federal authority, 
over every acre of land in every State of the Union, to the per- 
manent injury of agriculture, but he will agree to invoke the 
aid of the Constitution and go forth to do battle against it only 
of Columbia is invaded by it. 
very interesting statistics in a recent circular is- 
», Bateman & Co., and I will ask at this point to 
rtin my remarks a tabulated statement showing the prices 
of wool at various periods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The table is as follows: 
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comnts —— dacineeone |] | 
Average quaitties produced in the | 
Rocky Mountain region, and } 
upon the Pacific coast: } 
Graded Montana fine delaine | Per ct. —— Cents. | Cta. “Ss Ols. 
ON Rsk, ee Sere | 65 : 93 | 5 4 16 
California fine, average fine 
Montana, choice Nevada, and | | | 
the best clips in Wyoming. --- 70 28 | 8} | 5 3} 13 
Average fine Nevada, average | | 
fine Wyoming, and average | | | 
fine Utah - rt 73 28 73 | 5 2} il 
Utah, Oregon, Colorado, New | | 
Mexican, tine below average | j } 
Nevada aoinks hatha tatinnewties 75 28 45s 2]; 10 
Dusty fine Colorado, New Mex- | | 
ican, Arizona, Wyoming..._..| 80 27 | St} «5 3 7 
Montana and Wyoming me | 
dium or half-bred.............. 65 26 oa: s 4 14 
Montana and Wyoming coarse 
or one-fourth blood (Shrop- | 
shire). itis nate al 60 | 25 | 0); 5} 5 | 6 
Improved New Mexican ._.. oa 65 | 20 | >. § 21 i183 
Ohio Valley and Lake region: | | { 
Eastern wools.—Ohio XX fine | 
washed fleeces................. 52 33 | 16 3} | 124 | 264 
Ohio X, New York State X or |, | } | 
i 55 30 13} 3} 10 | 25} 
Michigan X, Wisconsin X or fine | | 
washed oe ee 5 30 13} 3} | | 2 
Ohio XX fine washed _..........| 65 | 30} 10} 3 7 20 
Kentucky, Missouri, Indiana, | j } 
illinois, Michigan, New York, | 
and Wisconsin X tine washed.} 66 | 29 10 | 3 7 19 
Qhio medium half-blood washed } | j 
is cunciectbtiicnsttethcbiairetenns 40 | 28 | 17 | 3)] 13); ® 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, } } | 
Kentucky, and Missouri me- | | 
dium unwashed (half-blood) -| 55 | 28 | 12} 3 9} «623 
Wisconsin, Ohio, New York | f } 
coarse washed (Shropshire) -. 25 27 | 20 | 34) 164} 380 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, | | j 
average Kentucky and Wis- | 
consin coarse unwashed ...... 40 | 27 16 | 8 13 23 
North Missouri Valley: 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota | | 
medium or half-blood un- | { | 
washed... .... ipipdiisimidl 60 28 ig} 4) % 16 
Kansas. Nebraska, and Da- | | | | 
kotacoarse or Shropshire un- 
IU. dees ceeeke iad eekie 50 26 | 123; 4 8} 18 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota | | | 
fine unwashed ‘costae 70 | 28 8} 4/ 4} 13} 





j 
} 
| 
} 
} 
‘ 


*Including freight, drayage, insurance, commissions, and all 
tween the farm or ranch and the Eastern factory. 

+ Before which time the McKinley law was in full force, but since which 
date its practical effects have been as nearly null and void as though the 
bill had actually been repealed. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. This circular also contains an intro- 
ductory paragraph to the effect that if only 5 cents per pound 
duty is put upon wools of the first and second classes, which are 





charges be- 
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mainly those qualities grown in the United States, over $18,009,.- 
000 more than the free-wool price will be put into the hands of 
the woolgrowers for the wool crop of 1894, which is now being 
shorn and prepared for market. . 

If raw materials like coal and iron ore are to be protected, al- 
though in one hour after lying dormant in the mine they cra he 
got ready for market, why should not wool also be protected, 
when it requiresa whole year to prepare it for market asagainst 
one hour for coal and iron ore? If the free raw material planks 
of the Chicago platform are to be waived with regard to coal and 
iron ore, whyshould the same policy not be applied to American 
wool” 

“The tariff is a tax,’ has ever been the shibboleth of free 
traders. Is it true? Only partially so. Those who assert 
rely upon theory for proof. What are the practical facts? 
Every mill or fraction of a mill placed upon imported sugars, 
raw or refined, is added to the costof the article when it reaches 
our shores, because we make so little sugar in this country that 
there is 16 competition here among producers. So that the 45 
or 50 per cent placed upon sugar, if this bill becomes a law, is a 
tax collected from the consumers. If we controlled the sugar 
market, as we would if we produced ali or nearly all the sugar 
we consume, there would be competition at home, and competi- 
tion would adjust the price. 

By continuing the system of bounties inaugurated under the 


i¢ 


| act of 1890 we would in a very few years produce all the sugars 


we need for our own use. A tariff on raw sugar simply permits 
the cane-sugar industry to exist, but it will not grow, because 
it has reached its limit. A continuing bounty upon beet sugar 


| would build up thatindustry and enable the people of the United 


States to supply themselves instead of relying upon foreign 
countries. 

Now, let us pursue this proposition that ‘‘the tariff is a tax” 
a step further. Take the item of barley as a fair illustration of 
the effect of a duty upon atl imports of agricultural products. 
Practically all of these imports come from Canada. During 
three years under the McKinley act we have imported 5,037,663 
bushels of barley, upon which a duty of 30 cents per bushel was 
collected, amounting to $1,511,300. 

Now, if the New York price of barley was, as has been given, 
60 cents per bushel, and ‘‘ the tariff is a tax,” then the price of 
barley in Canada must have been 30 cents per bushel. Soin 
truth it was a tax upon the Canadian farmer and not upon the 
domestic consumer. The Canadian farmer paid the extra 30 
cents per bushel for the privilege of selling in our market, and 
the $1,511,300 collected upon barley imports was inthe form ofa 
contribution from him and went into the Treasury to help pay 
the running expenses of our Government. Our domestic output 
of barley during those three years was about 170,000,000 bus hels. 
Consequently there has been competition at home, and this has 
regulated the price. If in that time we had produced only 
5,000,000 bushels, being obliged to buy the 170,000,000 needed for 
consumption, ‘‘ the tariff would be a tax,” because the original 
price of barley would have been fixed abroad. To this price 
would have been added the amount of the tariff. 

The wisdom of a bounty upon sugar, of which we produce but 
10 or 12 per cent of our needs, must be apparent. Under the 
McKinley act we are paying about $12,000,000 annually in sugar 
bounties, and at the same time building up the industry of beet 
sugar making in this country; under the Gorman bill we will 
pay a tax on sugar amounting to $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 per 
year, and the sugar-making industry here will come to a stand- 
still. There is no demand from any quarter for the abolition of 
this bounty. It is now generally conceded to be a most econom- 
ical and farsighted provision. Nor is there any clamor for the 
imposition of enormous duties upon this one of the great neces- 
saries of life. It is demanded only by the theorists. 

These illustrations might be carried through the entire list 
of agricultural products. The people of Canada have been 
under the present law contributing large sums of money to our 
Treasury every year in return for the privilege of selling their 
products in our markets. Nowit is proposed to change this 
policy and give them free access. 

Under the policy of a tariff for revenue undoubtedly the ‘‘tariff 
is a tax” upon our people; under the operations of the practical 
policy of protection it is not strictly so, because in hundreds of 
instances the foreigner pays it. 

I have found in my mail recently a most interesting statement 
upon the general subject of protection, made officially by the Na- 
tional Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry. It is so complete 
that I desire to have it read for the information of the Senate, 
and I send it to the Secretary's desk for that purpose. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


To the Senators and Representatives assembled 
in the Congress of the United Siales: 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, have been appointed a committee of 
the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry to urge before your hoh- 
orable body such legislation as is deemed by our order essential to the pros- 
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perity of the agricultural interests of our country; and in attempting to dis- 
charge this duty we find it necessary to emphatically object to some of the 
changes proposed by the agricultural schedule of the so-called Wilson tariff 
pill. and in so doing we have nothing to say for or against protection as a 
policy of the ¢ rovernment; but as a revenue measure every American citi- 
zen is interested. 

We deem it the true policy of the National Government to collect its rev- | 
enues, aS much as possible, from duties on imports, as being a system of | 
taxation more equitable and less burdensome when justly distributed than | 
direct taxation upon the industries and property ofour people, thus leaving 
this class of subjects to the States for taxation for the collection of their 
revenues, as they can not levy an import tax under the Constitution of the 
General Government. Anotherreason why foreign trade should pay import 


duties is that our Government must maintain wharves and warehouses for 

the accommodation of their trade, and this trade should justly pay for this 
privilege out of which it is proposed to gain a livelihood. } 
The members of our order, of course, differ in their views upon the details 
of equitable tariff legislation. It is not the duty of the order to interfere | 
with the free exercise of the rights of our members as citizens | 
When the people at the ballot box decide any issue raised by the political | 
| 


parties on general principles our order cheerfully accepts thesituation, and 
only insists that the policy thus indorsed shall be fairly carried into effect, 
without any discrimination against the farmer, or any class or interest in 
our country 

When the people decided for the protective policy at the polls we asked 
Congress that in the proposed tariff revision agriculture should receive the 
same consideration as did other interests. Our demands were respectfully 
and fully considered, and, with one exception, all that we asked was incor 
porated in the tariff laws of our country, and the farmers were largely in- 
identally protected in the American markets, and as a result realized bet 
r prices for hay, barley, vegetables, potatoes, beans, live stock, poultry, 
gg, tobacco, fruits, and many other products, which were not oppressive | 
) those engaged in other vocations 
In the change of the political situation of our country our farmers had 
reason to believe that in the revision of the tariff, placing it on a new basis, 
that it would be so adjusted that duties would be imposed largely on luxu- | 
ries and such products as might be imported that would directly come in | 
competition with American agricultural productions and American manu- 
faetures, Which were essential to give employment to American labor and | 
capital. In fact this was guaranteed in the Chicago platforn of the present 

arty. 

The legislative committee of the National Grange, at the special session of 
Congress, advised the Committee of Ways and Means of the importance of 
taking care of the agricultural interests in drafting a revised tariff bill. 

Had the committee reported a billin strict conformity with the decision 
of the people at the polls we should have nothing to say against it, but be- | 
cause the proposed legislation is very unjust, in so far as it pertains to the 
farmers, and unfairly discriminates against the interests of agriculture by 
virtually abandoning the New England, New York, and coast trade to Can- 
ada and other foreign countries, by reason of proximity and cheap water | 
transportation, which in effect bring the producers in foreign countries | 
closer to these markets than our American farmers intheinterior, who must | 
transport by the more costly methods of rail. 

The great bulk of agricultural products imported into the United States | 
from Canada and countries beyond the sea are consumed in our seaboard | 
cities and great manufacturing centers of the East, which should be pre- 
served as a market for the products of the farmers of the United States. | 

Your petitioners respectfully maintain that the difference in the cost of 
agricultural productions in the United States and in foreigncountries should 
be regarded asa just measure of theduties which may be laid upon the prod- 
ucts of foreign agriculture for the protection of American farmers. The 
cost of agricultural productions, including the transportation in the United 
States, exceeds the cost of such productions in Canada, including trans- 
portation, by 44 per cent, owing to the price of labor. This is at least 10 per 
cent inexcess.of the duties now imposed by law upon the products of foreign 
agriculture, and the cost of agricultural productions in countries beyond 
the sea is even less than in Canada, owing to the same cause. 

The Wilson tariff bill, as it now stands, is unjust as between the manufac- 
turer and thefarmer,who is a producer of wool, flax, and other fibrous pro- | 
ductions that enter into the manufacture of cloth. If the manufacturer 
should have tree wool—then the farmer should have free cloth. 

We ask only for justice—that you treat the farmer as others are treated. 

The placing of agricultural implements on the free list in compensation 
for the reduction of the duty on agricultural products is ridiculed by every 
intelligent farmer, as no agricultural implements are imported of any con- 
sequence, being much inferior to those manufactured in the United States, 
which are sold to the farmer for a less price and on easier terms than in any 
country in the world. 

In view of the foregoing facts, we earnestly ask all true friends of the 
farmer to fnsist upon a fair revision of the tariff, and that in any legislation 
upon the subject the present agricultural schedule be maintained, or other- 
wise defeat the proposed legislation. 

We also desire to impress upon your minds the fact that we do not con- 
sider the present financial system of our country as satisfactory, and believe 
it is the cause of much of the financial embarrassment. Our members gen- 
erally favor an increase in the volume of the currency to meet the business 
requirements and revive the industries of our country and give employment 
to labor. 

The majority of our farmers are bimetallists. They may differ somewhat 
as to the details, but earnestly desire to maintain both silver and gold as 

money, With an issue of United States Treasury notes, if necessary, to bring 
the volume of the currency up to at least #0 per capita. They favor such 
financial legislation and such an adjustment of the tariff as will secure our 
American markets for American labor and American capital which will 
again start our country on a prosperous career. 

We therefore respectiully petition your honorable body to favorably con- 
sider the great agricultural interests of our country, upon which the pros- 
perity of all other industries depends, and so legislate that the foregoing 
suggestions, which we have felt it our duty to present, may be enacted into 
law, believing that it will be the means of bringing contentment and happi- 
ness to thousands of rural homes and prosperity to our whole country. 

tespectfully submitted, 
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J. H. BRIGHAM, 
LEONARD RHONE 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. This isa nonpartizan appeal from a very 
oldand thoroughly representative organization of practical farm- 
ers. Hgsit been heeded by those in charge of this important 
measure? Surely it has not. 


Mr. President, what will be the consequence of the passage of 
If we are to judge by past experience the result is 
The balance of trade must be against | 
Who | 


this bill? 
scarcely problematical. 
us—largely so. 





Imports of merchandise must increase. 
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| The advantage in the freer trade promised by this measure wi 


is there here so sanguine as to look for an increase of exports? 
The treaties with foreign countries under which we have en- 
larged our markets are abrogated by this measure, and instead 
of reeiprocity as to dissimilar products we offer them free trade 
as to like products. 

The articles that are foreign to our soil, for which we have 
been exchanging our wheat, flours, meats, etc., we must here- 
after buy for gold, while Canadaand the Argentine and the rest 
of the world may send their grains and flours to us free of duty 
and lay them alongside of our overstocked warehouses. On top 


of them the foreign sheep-raiser may stack his raw wool, oO 
free of d ity, while the woolen clothing our domestic sne p 
farmer must buy hasa duty of 40 to 50 per cent. Herein 18 
inequality if not the infamy of this measure. Exporting Euro 
pean countries will not reward us by purchasing greater quan- 


tities of our wheat preducts unless we undersell Russia, India, 
and the Argentine Republic, which we can not do and mainta 
our higher and better standard of living. Mark this prediction: 


be with foreign countries and not with the United Stat 
Mr. President, I believe that the chief cause of the di 


es Nh 
this country is to be found in the financial system dictated to us 
by England. The passage of this bill will increase the difficult 


I would not cast my vote for a measure providing for the issuing 
of bonds and the purchase of gold, nor will | vote for a measure 
which sends our gold abroad to purchase goods we should m 
at home. Every vote in behalf of this bill is a vote to iner 
the indebtedness of our people and tocircumseribe them in t] 
opportunities to pay the debts they now owe. Whoever advo- 
cates it can not consistently avoid advocating a bond issue. If 
we must buy we must pay, and the countries from whom we will 
buy greater quantities of goods, if thismeasure prevails, are gold- 
standard countries, so we must pay them in gold or its 
alent. , 

[I amcurious to know how my silver friends on the other side 
of this Chamber will justify their votes in favor of this measure 
with their past professions on finance. The case was stated in 
a very forcible way by a Western paper recently. it said: 

Every measure that tends to increase the indebtedness of Am 
Great Britain is a measure that reénforces the power of European opposi- 
tion io American silver. Every tariff item that lessens the power of an 
American mill or factory to make goods that will be sold in America in ex 
change for Amcrican silver, at par with American gold,is an item that com 
pels an American to buy something from Europe, and pay for it in gold 

The junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] saysif he had his 
way he would turn every custom-house into a schoolhouse. By 
this he means that he would remove every barrier and have ab- 
solute free trade. He would have us make a perpetual contract 
with European countries to take their cheap wares in the hope 
that they might conclude to take the equivalent in our products 
And by his vote inthis Chamber last summer the Senator from 
Texas would enhance the value of that perpetual contract with 
foreigners by compelling this debtor country to continue pay- 
ment to those creditor countries in gold. The folly of such a 
policy is plainly to be seen as a result of the operations of the 
extravagant free list in the McKinley bill. 

For my part, I would be glad of the opportunity of voting for 
a measure that would put a commercial wall between England 
and the United States, for that, in my opinion, would be the 
surest.and swiftest way to reach that period of financial inde- 
pendence, the lack of which has brought us to the verge of bank- 
ruptcy. [can not understand howit is possible for an American 
to be at one and the same time an honest free trader and an hon- 
est bimetallist. 

Mulhall, the great statistician of England, says that the sev- 
enty millions of people in the United States consumeas muchas 
seven hundred millions of people of other countries. This tells 
the story of American protection. Thinkof the enormous trade, 
free trade, between the States of this Union. There is no 
record of this trade, or at least we have never heard it quoted 
by those who stake their political salvation upon acquiring the 
‘*markets of the world.” 

Thus, under a system whose most prominent purpose is the 
betterment of our own people, we, one-twentieth of the world’s 
inhabitants, are credited with eating and wearing and oth se 
consuming as much as one-half the total population of the earth. 
It is a long way yet to the average level of those with whom 
free traders wish to place us on an equality, but an enlarged 
volumeof imports, buying abroad more and more of those things 
we should ourselves produce, and increased exportations of gold 
to pay for them, will soon bring us to that level. 

Mr. President, there are at present some peculiar conditions. 
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| There is, for instance, less wheat per capita inthe world than at 


any time during the past ten or fifteen years, and yet the 
is lower than it has been at any time in a hundred years. But 
here is a still greater paradox. Notwithstanding the excessive 
low price of bread, the mind of man does not run to the period 
‘OW price OF bread, the mind of man does not run to the peri 

when there were so many empty stomachs as now. This is the 
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situation throughout the world, far less intense here than in 
foreign countries. Will an enlargement of our importations 
mitigate this condition of things? I do not believe it. 

If, as Mulhall says, we consume as much as half the peoples of 
the earth, our own trade is more valuable to us than all the trade 
of old Europe. The future of our own country and our own peo- 
ple is the paramount consideration, One hundred of the yeo- 
manry of our fields and factories are of more consequence to our 
national prosperity than one thousand monocled Anglomaniacs, 
with a thousand money-changers as a background. An Ameri- 
can community of practical, industrious people is worth a conti- 
nent of dudes. 

The greater ability of the people to buy is the keynote to the 
situation. Give them work at the American standard of wages. 
Coin the product of American silver and of gold at the ratio of 
16 to 1. Open the American mines now idle and filled with 

yater or inhabited by bats. Enter into trade relations with the 
silver-using peoples of the world. Encourage the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal. Let us do that which experience has 
shown is best for us to do as Americans. Stop issuing bonds. 
Cease going into debt, especially to foreign capitalists. Encour- 
age « spirit of retaliation against those countries that oppress 
us. The equilibrium between our own people will thus soon be 
established. Their ability to buy amongst themselves will be 
enlarged. The prices of the things they have to sell to each 
other will afford them a profit and make life worth living. 

Under these new conditions, if the farmer raises more wheat 
than he can sell—all being fed to the fullness of plenty—there 
would then bs overproduction, and other and more profitable 
avenues of work would be opened to the wheat-raiser. He would 
raise sheep, if protected against the cheap-labor wools of for- 
eign competitors. He would make sugar, if properly encour- 
aged todo so. He would produce something that was not being 
overproduced. Thus would our resources and our ability to 
consume be given full sway, and there would be fewer hungry 
ones at the back doors begging for bread and fewer shivering 
mortals along the roadsides looking for shelter; seeking a place 
resombling home, that refuge for which every human heart 
yearns and without which there is emptiness, discontent and 
desolation. 

Can not the free trader see in conditions now existing the 
utter fallacy of his doctrine? With bread cheapened to the 
lowest point in our history, as a result of competition in ‘‘ the 
world’s markets,” where the purchasing standard is about $2.50 
per capita, there is excessive want in the land. Will the oppo- 
nents of protection contend that the cause of this unusual situ- 
ation is that the people have not had the opportunity to buy the 
necessaries of life from foreigners? With the closing of mills 
and factories throughout our land, beginning most abruptly after 
the result of the election of 1892 was known, multitudes of labor- 
ing people were forced into idleness. That was not the result 
of existing laws; it came in consequence of the belief that the 
triumphant political party would carry outits oft-repeated prom- 
ise toexchange our home market for the ‘‘ markets of the world,” 
and it needed no prophet to foretell the consequences if this came 
to pass. 

The fellow over in Europe who expects his brother free trader 
in this country to make a market for his cheap goods, knows 
whatit means. I find his view of the case in a recent number 
of the Birmingham (England) Daily Post. I will read it: 

The broad principle which will guide the tariff reformers, we are told, is 
“necessity for revenue to support government furnishes the only. justifica- 
tion for taxing the people.’’ The principle is a sound one, and if it could be 
fully carried out foreign traders would have nothing to complain of at the 
hands of the United States. A tariff for revenue purposes only would be a 
free-trade tariff, but in the present temper of the United States people such 
a sreceens reform is clearly impossible. To attempt such a thing would 
probably provoke a civil war. We shall be well content if the Democratic 
party are able, as a first installment, to undo the high-protective mischief of 
the late Government, and to restore the tariff to something like the moder- 
ate levelit occupied a decade ago. The mere fact that the attempt is about 
to be made should do good, by checking the activity of those eager capital- 
ists who are forcing new industries in the United States in the fond hope 
that the reign of protection will last forever; and it should also facilitate 
the work of the new Government in its threatened oa against those 
tyrannical trusts and combinations for limiting productionand determining 
ie which of late years have attained such enormous development in the 

Jnited States. 


The editor of this British paper would be overjoyed if he knew 
how the trusts and combinations had been pulverised by this 
bill. He may see for himself by examining the sugar schedule, 
the iron ore schedule, the cotton manufacturers’ schedule, the 
woolen manufacturers’ schedule, the furnishing goods’ schedule, 
in fact all the schedules covering the necessaries of life. Then 
let him turn to the schedules pertaining to those articles the 
farmers produce—wool, grain, flax, cattle, sheep, meats—many 
of the mostimportantof which are put upon the free list and the 
others are given insignificant duties. 

As I have already indicated, it is no answer for our friends on 
the other side to say that their — is to gain a wider market 
for our agricultural products. There are two considerations 





under which foreign peoples will buy of us: first, if the articles 
they need can be had here cheaper than elsewhere; and, second, 
if there is some sort of advantage to them in being able to se]] 
something they have. What are the probabilities as to the first 
of these? Are we likeby ever to reach that condition which wil] 
enable us to undersell the cheap-labor products of Russia, India, 
Australia, and the Argentine? If we do,it will be when our 
people have arrived at the same level of existence long since 
reached by those peoples. Free trade will bring us there. 

To the second—offering them an inducement to come to us 
with goods we do not produce in exchange for those things they 
do not have—what does this bill give? It repeals the reciproc- 
ity clauses of the McKinley act, thus destroying a very large 
trade built up in a wonderfully short space of time, and deprives 
us of the opportunity of enlarging that trade. 

Mr. President, I will insert at this point some statistical mat- 
ter showing the benefits resulting from our reciprocity treaties. 
The figures and deductions therefrom are contained in a very 
interesting communication to the New York Mail and Express, 
which [ will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

THE ISAAC HARTER COMPANY, MERCHANT MILLERS, 
Fostoria, Ohio, April 28, 1894. 
To the Editor of the Mail and Express: 

Sir: Permit me to call your attention to the fact that if the Wilson bill in 
its present form should pass the Senate of the United States it will abro- 
gate the reciprocity treaty now in effect between this country and Spain, 
which will prove very disastrous to the mercantile interests of this country. 

Under the wise provisions of the reciprocity treaty with the island of 
Cuba our trade has grown phenomenally, increasing on agricultural imple- 
ments from $74,000 to $130,000, passenger and freight cars from $127,000 to 
$271.000, India-rubber goods from $27,000 to $42,000, machinery from $965,000 
to $2,792,000, cnt nails from $48,000 to $107,000, steel bars from $20,000 to $327,- 
000, tools from $115,000 to $243,000, engines from $10,000 to $130,000, wire from 
$118,000 to $321,000, boots and shoes from $74,000 to $114,000, other articles from 
$9,472,000 to $18,845,000. 

These figures are taken from statistics from Washington and represent 
the growth of the business from the last year before the McKinley bill wag 
discussed and passed, and 1893, when it was in full operation, so that its pos- 
sibilities for the future, if maintained, are readily to be seen. 

But, under the provisions of the Wilson bill, as now before the Senate, 
this treaty will be abrogated, and Spain will promptly reimpose its old 
duties on American goods, which will very largely curtail our business in 
that very promising market on grain, pork, beef, cheese, butter, flour, iron, 
cotton and woolen goods, agricultural implements, tools, and a vast num- 
ber of articles which we export. 

Itthas been suggested that an expedient method by which this may be 
prevented would be by the adoption of a retaliatory measure, something 
after the following: 

“If any nation shall hereafter increase the duties it charged on March 1, 
1894, upon articles produced or manufactured in the United States when the 
same are imported into it or any of its colonies or possessions, then the tariff 
duties levied upon articles produced or manufactured in any such nation or 
any of its possessions or colonies shall be doubled or increased 100 per cent 
beyond the rate existing at the time of such increase.” 

lt is a matter of vital importance not only to every manufacturer in the 
country, but also toevery agriculturist. The trade in flour alone has grown 
from insignificant proportions when the duty was 87 a barrel to a total ex- 
= for the year 1894 of probably 800,000 barrels, and this is very likely to be 

ncreased under favorable conditions toa million barrels annually. 

This means a market for from four to five million bushels of the Ameri 
can farmers’ wheat, which prevents it being thrown on our own or any 
other markets at depressing prices. 

I would be very much pleased to have your valuable journal make edito 
rial comments on this present condition, dwelling particularly on the fact of 
the great injury it would be to the farmer, and urging this class as well as 
all others to write to their Senators protesting against the passage of any 
measure in Congress which will shut us out from so favorable a market. 

With the trade in South America rapidly slipping away from us, we can 
illy afford in the face of these facts to deliberately shut ourselves out ofa 
market so promising in every way as that of Cuba. I would be very much 
pleased to have you comment editorially on this matter, sending me a 
marked copy ot the paper, as these will be carefully compiled and placed be- 
fore the Senators, hoping they may see the magnitude of our trade with this 
island and heed the earnest protest of the American people against the pas- 
sage of any bill which would destroy this favorable market. 


Yours, very truly, 
. es W. C. BROWN, Jreasurer. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. The editor of the New York newspa- 

er did comment on these figures as requested. The editorial 
is brief, and I will ask that it be also read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

One of the serious threats of the Wilson billis brought to light by a spe- 
cial communication to this paper from Fostoria, Ohio. This communica- 
tion strongly emphasizes the menace of the tariff bill in its a form to 
our valuable commerce with Cuba by virtue of its abrogation of the reci- 
procity agreement now in operation between this country and Spain. Our 
correspondent shows that under this agreement our trade with Cuba has 
had a phenomenal development. The increase during the period thus rep- 
resented has been as follows: 
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This is a remarkable showing, but comes far short of an adequate expres- 
sion of the beneficial results of the practical operation of reciprocity, even 
within the circumscribed scope of our Cuban commerce. Under this sys- 
tem our flour exports increased from such an insignificant amount, as to 
scarcely deserve mention, to about 800,000 barrels for the present year, with 
the promise of an annual exportation of a million barrels in the near future. 
This means a market for about 5,000,000 bushels of American wheat under 
conditions conserving American industries. 

If this is true in relation to Cuba, what will be our aggregate loss of trade 
when we consider the effect of the abrogation by this bill of all our other 
reciprocity agreements with neighboring sister republics, as well as with 
more distant foreign countries? We have not at present the figures equal 
to the demands of such acomputation. 

It is enough to say that the proposed tariff bill in this, as in almost every 
other respect, means ruin and destruction to American trade and American 
industry. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Thus has our reciprocity policy 
widened the Cuban markets for our products. Let us see what 
the effect has been upon our trade with Germany. Ishall insert 
the figures without reading them, as I know that every Senator 
who feels an interest in this matter is familiar with the subject. 
This table shows the exports to Germany of the articles affected 
by the reciprocity treaty: 
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There was also a very decided increase in our exports to other 
countries affected by these reciprocity treaties, and it is a very 
remarkable fact that there has been a decided increase in export 
trade with all nonreciprocal countries. 

Directly in line, Mr. President, with these facts may be taken 
the effect of this bill upon the flouring interest. The question 
is very intelligently stated by a North Dakota correspondent, 
whose letter I ask to have read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GRAND FORKS, N. DAK., January 16, 1894, 

DEAR Sir: As you are probably aware, the millers of the United States 
have at last been aroused to the fact that their product is in many foreign 
countries actively disc:iminated against by a higher duty being placed upon 
flour than what is placed upon wheat, and arenow endeavoring individually 
and by means of closer business association to do all in their power to have 
this matter remedied. It would sem that the revision of our tariff laws, now 
engaging the attention of Congress, affords an opportunity that should not 
be neglected. It is, we understand, proposed that an amendment be offered 
to the Wilson bill, which would discriminate against importations from all 
eountries which a higher relative rate of tariff on flour than on wheat. 

We believe that such action would result in many foreign countries chang- 
ing their system and in the end that American millers would be enabled to 
very largely increase their field of foreign trade. We would ask you tocare- 
fully think this matter over, andif able to render any assistance in this mat- 
ter, as you undoubtedly would be, to do all possible. Thereis noreason that 
We can see why all, or mostly all, of our wheat should not go abroad in the 
shape of flour. The millers of the United States are certainly in position to 
mill their own wheat into flour cheaper than can be done by the European 
miller, and place them on an even footing. We think that they will do so. 
This is a matter of grave importance to the millers of the United States and 
should, we think, deserve the careful attention of all of our Representatives. 
Trusting you will give this matter your careful attention, we remain, 

Yours respectfully, 
NORTH DAKOTA MILLING COMPANY, 
By E. MAPES, Secretary. 
Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Acircular letter issued by the Win- 
ter Wheat Millers’ League, with headquarters at Indianapolis, 
Ind., goes further into the details of this question. The letter 
is short. I ask that it be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FEBRUARY 6, 1894, 

DBAR Sik: There will be submitted an amendment to the pending tariff 
bill in the interest of the flour manufacturers of the United States, in sub- 
stance as follows: 

‘The duties levied and to be paid upon all wines, brandies, beverages, 
upon all china and glass ware, upon all sibks, satins, velvets, upon all cut- 
lery and jewelry, and upon all articles made from cotton, wool, silk, or 
linen imported from countries charging a larger pro rata or relative duty 
upon flour made in the United States than upon wheat grown in the United 


States shall be double the rates named in this bill.” 

In presenting the claims of the American miller for official recognition, 
we desire to direct your attention to a few facts regarding this great in- 
terest. 

The milling industry is second to none in the United States in point of 
capital and help employed. The millsin the United States have ample ca- 
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pacity to convert into flour every bushel of wheat grown in this country, 
and like the railroads and farming interests, the milling industry is spread 
over the entire country, being confined to no particular section 

In 1835 flour represented 97 per cent of the wheat exports from the United 
States. That percent has steadily declined until flour represents now about 
30 per cent of the wheat exports, a decline of 67 per cent in the face of a 
constantly increasing capacity to manufacture flour in this country. In 
1892 the wheat exports amounted to 225,665,812 bushels, of which 157,280,351 
bushels went as raw material and 68,385,461 bushels as the manufaciured 
product. In 1893 exports amounted to 191,912,634 bushels, of which 117,121,109 
bushels was in shape of the raw material. Were it possible toexport thisas 
flour the saving to our country would be from 88,000,000 to $10,000,000, the cost 
of manutacture. Of this amount the greater part would be paid out in labor. 

The agricultural interest of our country would be equally affected with 
the millers in the extension of our markets for flour, as a larger local de 
mana for wheat would naturally follow an increased demand for fidur, and 
competition among millers for the grain;would enhance its value. Further 
than this, the farmer would be able to obtain mill offal at a much reduced 
figure, owing to a larger production, and thus be able to feed more live 
stock. 

A number of foreign countries, large consumers of breadstuffs, chief 
among which are France and Germany, maintain a tariff duty on American 
flour double that charged on American wheat. The consumers of bread in 
those countries prefer American flour on account of its superiority, but the 
discrimination noted prohibits our flour entering their markets. 

france has a millers’ organization numbering over 3,500 members, and 
Germany some 2,800 members. These organizations have influenced their 
governments to discriminate in favor of our wheat as against our flour, thus 
enabling them to take the raw material nature has givenus. The American 
miller has never asked any form of protection nor does he now, but he does 
ask, and justly too, that the Government, while legislating toadmit raw ma- 
terial free for other industries, take steps to prevent the drawing from the 
very mill door his raw material. 

Very respectfully, 





QQ - — 





E. E. PERRY, Secretary. 
Hon. HENRY C. HANSBROUGH, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Besides putting wool on the free list 
and abrogating our reciprocity treaties, this measure invites 
foreign countries to remove their import duties upon eight prin- 
cipal agricultural products, whereupon we agree to remove our 
import duties—made extremely low by this measure—upon like 
products made or manufactured abroad. That is what Lincoln 
would have called the quintessence of free trade. What does 
this mean to the wheat-raiser of the Northwest? Itis notice to 
him that when this bill becomes a law and Canada removes her 
duty of 15 cents per bushel on wheat we will remove ours of 20 
per cent advalorem, and thus the Canadian farmer may dump his 
surplus of wheat upon the top of our surplus, further blocking 
the avenues of traffic, further engorging the local elevators and 
grain cars, and depressing local trade and prices. It moreover, 
without restriction, gives about 5,000,000 Canadians the mar- 
kets which belong to 70,000,000 of our own people who pay taxes 
here, subscribe to our form of government, and protect our flag. 

In return, our farmers may hunt for a market in Canada for 
thesame products her farmers raisein abundance. Ifthe people 
of the Northeastern States have been purchasing flour from 
Minneapolis millers, under this billthey may buy in Toronto or 
Montreal, which they will doubtless do, as the freight is less 
from those cities to our Eastern seaboard cities. When the 
Canadian farmers and millers have thus secured free access to 
our markets for all they can produce, our own farmers and 
millers must look for a market for those of their products that 
have been displaced by Canadian products. Thus we may try 
to capture the markets of the world if first we let the world into 
our markets unhindered and free of charge. 

Mr. President, the great immediate benefit to the Northwest- 
ern farmer of a duty upon wheat is in keeping out the Canadian 
article, and to be of positive good the duty should be prohib- 
itory. A moderate duty that will let in Canadian wheat—a rev- 
enue duty, for instance—furnishes no protection. What our 
farmers wantis to be protected against Canadian wheat itself, 
more than against the low prices of Canadian wheat. In 1891 
the States of Minnesota, Northand South Dakota produced 150,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat, the greatest crop on record. The fa- 
cilities for handling this great quantity of grain were very much 
overtaxed. I have seen in North Dakota during the marketing 
season—September, October, and November—thousands of bush- 


| els of wheat piled up on the open prairie after every bin and 


elevator on thefarms and a¥ the railway stations and every grain 
car had been filled; in fact, what may be termed a wheat gorge, 
with farmers’ wagons standing in line waiting for space or 
elevator room. 

Under these conditions the local market price is naturally af- 
fected. The temporary oversupply depresses values, and the 
glutting of the market, the engorgement of the elevators, the 
wheat blockade, bring stagnation to trade. Everything is 
stopped. When the farmer can not find a place to put his wheat 
the market is closed. When the market isclosed trade in other 
lines is suspended. Under these conditions, if this bill becomes 
a law—when elevators, cars, and vehicles are filled with the 
wheat produced by our own farmers—the Canadian wheat raiser 
is given the privilege of bringing his surplus to our local mar- 
kets and dumping it in on top of ours, thus intensifying local 
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conditions, further depressing local trade and prices, and pro- | world it has always been worth in the United States the price 
longing the period of depression and anxiety. abroad on many grades, plus the amount of the duty levied » 
; ; : 2 , y aes, p y levied at 
If one hundred domestic grain wagons are inline atthe station | home. The exceptions are where we have produced certain 


waiting to unload, by this bill you say that any number of foreign | grades in such quantities as to slightly affect the price by com- 
grain wagons may come in unhampered, take their places in the petition. ’ 

line and share in such rights and privileges as our farmers may [ will undertake to show, later on, that wools in this country 
possibly think are or should be exclusively their own. Ifone | were higher up to the time that the Wilson bill was introduced 
hundred freight trains, the total number available, are engaged | than they were abroad, notwithstanding the fact that wool values 
in transporting our domestic wheat from local to central mar- | were lower than they had ever been before. suai 
kets, by this bill you make it possible for the Canadian shipper If duty levied for protection, and to enhance the value of the 
of wheat to employ any number of those trains to transport his | product of the United States, resulted in making-the prices of 


grain into this country free of duty, while the wheat in the do- | that article lower to the consumer, why then do the opponents 
mestic elevator must wait. One of the great drawbacks to the | of protection object? Lower prices for the consumer is their 
farmer in the Northwest is scarcity of cars to move his crop. | content’on, and if protection accomplishes that result whence 
Under existing conditions, with a duty upon Canadian wheat so | comes t£air opposition to it? 
high that it can not be sold here ata profit, the Canadian shipper They must know that protective duties enhance the value of 
must find a market elsewhere for his surplus. We do not want | the article levied upon, until such time as increased home pro- 
it. We can not take care of our own surplus. . duction and competition shall achieve lower values. In order 
If this bill becomes a law the wheat from Manitoba and the | to find therefore, why the prices of wool have fallen they must 
great Saskatchewan country, extending a thousand miles north | get away from the free-trade idea that protection has caused it 
of the Dominion line, will be marketed at Minneapolis, Duluth, | and seek the true cause, which I contend is the shrinkage in the 
and Chicago. Doesanyone suppose thata single bushel of wheat | market value of wool the world over. F oo 





raised in Minnesota or the Dakotas will be marketed in Winni-| [I submithere atableshowing that the decline in price in twenty 
peg? ‘This is the kind of reciprocity proposed by this bill. |} years,trom 1871 to 1891, was as great in foreign woolsasit has been 


\gain, with free trade in wheat, Russia, India, and the Argen- | in domestics, and consequently that the McKinley act did not 
tine may possess themselves of a share of our domestic markets | eguse the decline: 
for wheatand flour. Ifitis simply a question of cheap wheat we | __ saree seeeancsd 


of the West can not compete with them even for the New York | | Per cent 
trade. | 1871. | 1881. | 1894. ot 
Mr. President, if we did not have a wheat surplus to send os Gee aa Wee 4 = . 


abroad, and with a sufficient duty on foreign imports of wheat, 
the domestic farmer would get a living price for his grain. The a." 
world’s price for the little surplus we send abroad fixes the price | port Phillip fieece (average price) ...-.-_--- 
for our entire product. With just enough for home icorsump- | Port Phillip grease (good average) --......- 


tion, the price wou be rerul 4 i Adelaide grease I a ss isl celtic | 25, 18 vt 45 

that de I db tl ua 2s oo a = we —— Seaauane Cape Eastern (average BR ocnesecerecocd 34: 22 17 50 
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Instead of obliging our farmers to become more and more de- | Donskol (average) ........-....-... odes. Jae 19 14 48 

pendent upon foreign countries as respects a market for their cniniinnan ¢ 

wheat and cotton, make it an inducement for them to embark Se Mag a 

in other branchesof agriculture. Give thema bounty upon every Onto I tin aint in nibdiine tahcacb astdlniat ee decid | 5E} 43 313 42 
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raise beeis and have them manufactured into that great neces- | 
sary of life for which they are now paying $110,000,000 per an- | - _ oe oe aad ak — 
e107) "11 ie liy > ‘ . an ac iS ver. 

— Pa for eign countric ve wave them a duty upon that other + Taken from Mauger & ‘Avery"s Toport. Averaged from quarterly prices. 
great agricultural product, wool, and let them understand that 
the bounty upon sugar and the duty upon wool shall be sufii- 
ciently permanent to justify themin making investments in these 
enterprises. 

This is the true American policy. It is the policy that must 
prevail, that will prevail. The passage of this malformed meas- 
ure simply postpones the day when wisdom will supplant theory; 
when common sense will take the place of blind inexperience; 
when sectionai prejudice will give way to patriotic duty. Mis- F ' 
souri, Arkansas, and Texas can not frame a tariff bill that will | tionfor 1890 showed an increase of 900,000,000 pounds over these 
do justice by all the great industries of this great country. Nor | figures, or about 70 per cent. The world’s increase in popula- 
is it within reason to expect that such a bill as might be antici- | tion during the same period was less than 10 per cent, as shown 
pated from that source can be properly amended by New Jersey, | by the following table: 

Maryland, and the purblind half of Ohio. The population of the world in 1870 was 1,391,000,000. 

Mr. President, the minority in this Chamber are charged by The population of the world in 1880 was 1,468,000,000. 
our opponents with filibustering. If my party leaders will per- | The population of the world in 1890 was 1,490,000,000. 
mit me to join them in such an enterprise, I will agree to| From the foregoing it will be seen that the percentage of in- 
remain here with them indefinitely, or atleast until the expira- | crease in production is largely in excess of the percentage of in- 
tion of my term as a Senator, and to assist them in the employ- | crease in population, and this overproduction must necessarily 
ment of all the tactics known to the filibusterer, if by so doing | have operated heavily against valugs of wool. 
this outrageous scheme may be defeated. There was another potent factor at work during this period, 

I would force the majority to adopt a cloture rule before they | which has affected not only wool but every other product of 
passed this bill. The business of the country is not now suffer- | human labor and skill. When silver was demonetized, as a 
ing half as much as it will suffer if this measure becomes a law, | natural consequence the values of wool were impaired, and even 
Every Senator from the West should oppose it. With the raw | if the law of production had not operated so heavily against it 
materials from that section so completely and systematically | wool would have fallen; and it will continue to fall, in all coun- 
free-listed us to ruin many of our industries and bankrupt our | tries where the production exceeds home consumption, until 
people; with all protection withdrawn from the articles we have | silver is restored tothe position it held as money before it was 
to sell and high rates of duties levied in behalf of the finished | demonetized. 
articles of the East and the South which we of the West areex-| [tis inconsistent for the free trader to tell us that he wishes 
pected to buy, I should feel that I had misrepresented my con- | to give the American producer of wool the world for a market, 
stituents if I did not stand here every day during the remainder | claiming that the producer will be benefited thereby. 
of my term, if necessary, to help defeat this iniquitous and Mr. President, we will investigate the world’s market for that 
trust-contaminated measure. product. We will take the staple gradesof wool grown and con- 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, in answer to those who contend | sumed in the United States, and make a comparison with the 
that protection has caused the values of wool to fall in the | competing woolsof Australia, South Africa, and South America. 
United States, I submit that the prices of that product have | These wools are sold on the London market, which is generally 


gradually declined for the past twenty years, not in our country | recognized as the world’s market for wool. The comparisons 
lone, but the world over; and that the ruling price during this | given are the — for January 1, 1894, in Boston and London, 
period for the same grades of wool has been highest the United | and are taken from the market reports of the American Wool 
States than it was abroad. and Cotton Reporter, whom no one will accuse of being partial 


Though wool has fallen in fallen in all the markets of the | to American wools. We must also remember that the prices 


A careful study of the foregoing table, and of certain facts of 
production which go in conjunction with it, reveals the fact that 
these declines are the legitimate effect of the fundamental law 
of supply and demand; ‘*That as the production of any great 
staple increases, so will the price fall, provided there be not an 
equal enlargement of the consumption of that product.” 

The world’s production of wool in 1870, as estimated by the 
London Board of Trade, was 1,295,000,000 pounds. The produc- 
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for wool grown in the United States were from 20 to 40 per cent 
lower, according to grade, on January 1, 1894, than they wereon 


January 1, 1893, as shown by the following table. 
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worth in Boston 34 to 36 cent 
. worth in London 30 to 32 cents. 
Per ¢é) tof decline to meet for ign basi oS ry 1, 1894. 
Ohio delaine must fall 11 cents per scoured pound, or 22 per cent. 





Michi »thing must fall 16} cents per scoured pound, or 33 per cent. 
Montana combing must fall 8 cents per scoured pound, or 20} per cent. 


Torritory clothing must fall 4 cents per scoured pound, or 11} per cent. 


cents per scoured pound in Boston, would only be worth 39 cents 
per scoured pound in London, and that it was selling in Boston 
at 11 cents, or 22 per cent above the price in London, where the 
price of wool outside of the United States is fixed. 

[t seoms to me, Mr. President, that something more alluring 
should be presented in order to convince our woolgrowers that 
they will be benefited by having wool placed on the free list. 
It occurs to me that to ask apeople whoare already on the verge 
of bankruptey by reason of the decline in value of their products 
tosubmit to greater sacrifices, is not giving them credit for 
proper reasoning faculties. 

To seek a market already stifled with competition would cer- 
tainly not indicate sound judgment. 

We are told by those who seem determined to place wool on 
the free list that with the protective duty off in the United 
States, the price of wool would advance abroad. This is a 
peculiarly ingenious argument. If the price of wool, with the 
duty off, is to remain the same to the consumer, why should 


enue which this duty produces? With the duty off, Ohio de- 
laine, Michigan clothing, and the Territory wool must either 


decline until they meet the level of London prices, or London | 
If foreign | 


prices must advance to meet the Boston quotations. 
wools do not advance, we not only lose our revenue but also de- 

_ stroy our grower; if foreign wools do advance we not only lose 
our revenue, but the costof wool to the American consumer re- 
mains the sane. Why notadopt the reasonable, rational course, 
and preserve both our revenue and our grower? 

Mr. President, for some time past I have watched the wool 
market with some interest; and I notice among other sales one 
lot of 100,000 pounds of Terr®ory scoured at 30 cents per pound. 
A few sales of very fine Idaho and Montana wool scoured wére 
reported last week at 32 to 33 cents. 
where Territory wool in the grease is to be deiivered to mills at 


7cents per pound. Sales of Oregon wool were reported last 


week at 32 cents scoured, or about the same as Idaho, Montana, | 
The prices realized for wool sold last week show | 


and Wycoming. 
that the Pacific States and intermountain States and Territories 
have lost the margin that remained on January 1 of the present 
year; and the wools grown in this country, if sold now, must be 
sold on the free-trade basis. In other words the same grades 
can not be sold to-day above the London market, and the margin 
left to the American woolgrower on January 1, 1894, has now 
disappeared. 

- We are told by Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
that our woolgrowers will be benefited by having wool placed 
on the free list: that by so doing the markets of the world will 
be open tothem. Mr. President, I can not understand how they 
hope to convince any American woolgrower by such an argu- 
ment. The marizets of the world are open to them now, and 
have been open since this industry assumed prominence in this 
country. The placing of wool on the free list does not increase 
their opportunity to ship abroad. 

I want to say once more to our friends across the aisle that 
the owners of tlocks in this country areinteliigent men, and are 
not deceived when you employ the argument that their wool has 
steadily declined on account of the protection given it under the 
present law. 

You do not deceive them. They know and you know that un- 
til it became almost a certainty that the present Congress would 
place wool on the free list, it commanded a better price in 
this country than in any other market in the world. They also 
know that if the present duty was not threatened the clip in 





Contracts are reported | 
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the grease would be worth from 8 toll cent 


3S per pound more 
| than it is to-day, and that the great flocksof this country would 
be worth their former value of $3 to $3.50 per head and would 
not be selling at the low price of $1 to $1.25 per head, to which 
they have been reduced by the determination of the party in 
| power to discriminate against this industry. 
DUT! 


| 








; : 7 : -, | sonal investigation, conducted upon the ground where t 
[t will be seen that Ohio delaines, selling at that date for 50 | SS ee ea ae ~ 4° 


re has been much said 


concerning the amount of duty ona 

of clothes which is actually paid by the consumer. Though 

this question covers a wide rang vause of the great variety 

of woolen fabrics which are made, yet it is possible by taking 

any finished, staple, and well-known article of wearing apparel 

to di ») comparisons which are conclusive, in so far as that 

article is concerned, and which apply indirectly to all other 
articles bearing a duty. 

A prominent woolgrower in my State has made a practical 
test as to the amount of duty actually paid by the purchaser of 
a suit of clothes. I have at hand all the facts covering the cost 
of asuit of black diagonal, all wool, worsted cloth. The data 
includes every operation from the raw wool, as it is termed, to 
the finished suit. The figures given are the result of his per- 


the goods 
are made; and I have at hand the vouchers which test the genu- 
ineness of the investigation. 

The suit in question is all wool, made from 1J2-ounce diagonal 
cloth—a high grade of goods, such as are worn by business 
and professional men. The amount of wool in the grease, or 
just as it came from the sheep’s back, used in making this suit 
was 12 pounds, and cost on December 1, 1893, in Philadelphia, 
114 cents per pound. It was fine medium Territory wool, shrink- 
ing 70 per cent, and yielding therefore 30 per cent of scoured 
wool, or 3.6 pounds. 

Had Australian wool been used in making this suit it would 
have taken 5 per cent less scoured wool, or only 3.42 pounds, be- 
cause Australian wools are not subject to so great a wastage in 
the process of manufacturing as are our American clothing 
wools. 

Fine medium wool grown in Australia, the same as the cloth- 
ing wool used in this suit, will only shrink 50 per cent, and has 


| therefore an advantage of 20 per cent in shrinkage over our 


7 s oa | American cl ing wool. 
it be taken off, and thereby throw away the millions of rev- | merican clothing wool 


Taking 3.42 pounds of scoured wool, 
made from wools that shrink 50 per cent (which is the shrink- 
age of Australian wool of this class), and reducing it to Austra- 
lian grease wool, we have 6.84 pounds, the equivalent of our 12 
pounds of Territory wool. The duty on this grade of wool, un- 
der the McKinley law, is 11 cents per pound; 6.84 pounds of wool 
at 11 cents per pound, is 75 cents, which is the amount saved to 
the buyer by removing the tariff on raw, wool entering into 
the suit in question. 

Mr. President, does it seem wise or just to destroy a great in- 
dustry, ranking seventh among the American industries, and 
which employs over 5,000,000 persons, and turns off products 
worth over $200,000,000 annually, in order to save 75 cents on 
each suit of clothes of this high grade? 

The suit which was taken as a basis for this 
tains more pure wool than does the average suit; which, on ac 
count of the cotton and other textiles woven intothe cloth, pays 
but a small duty ranging from 20 to 50 cents on each suit. 


Ligation ct 


inves yn- 


FOREIGN COMPETITION 


ns 


The facts and conditi incident to woolgrowing inthe United 
States and abroad have been discussed so thoroughly, both in 
Congress and in the country at large, that the utter inability of 
our American growers to meet the cost price of the foreign pro- 
duction of wool is recognized by every one who has listened to 
the argument, or who has investigated the subject; hence I shall 
but briefly review that phase of the question, as a business propo- 
sition, by calling attention to a statement made by a woolgrower 
from New Zealand, which is properly vouched for; and also 
statements made by woolgrowers having flocks or ands of sheep 
on our own ranges. 


The New Zealander’s statement is as follows: 











D. E. Meikle, a. prominent woolgrower from Chatham Islands, New Zea- 
land, stated in November last to a representative of the Wool and Mutton 
Journal, Minneapolis, published December 1, 1893, that he had re ied in 
New Zealand for thirty years; that he isasheep-grower; that ocean freights 
are three-eighths of lcent per pound to London; that it coats him 4 cents per 
head to shear his sheep, and that it costs him 7 cents per pound to produce 
his wool and sell it on the London ma t 


In contrast to this. I have a statement made by an Idaho wool- 
grower, as follows: 


‘A member of the firm of. and business manager for, J. D. Wood & Co, of 
Challis, Idaho, affirms *‘that Mr. Wood has resided in Idaho twenty-seven 
years; that he is a sheep-grower, and ranged about 30,000 head of eep in 


Idaho last year; that railroad freigits are 2} cents per pound from his ship 
pig station in Idaho to Boston; that it costs him 10 cents per head to shear 

is sheep, and that it costs him over 20 cents per pound to produce his wool 
and sell it on the Boston market."’ 
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In the above testimony there is such a great difference in the 
cost per pound of producing wool in Idaho and New Zealand as 
might cause some doubt as to the entire accuracy of the state- 
ments. I will therefore relate some of the conditions existing, 
which I think will clear away the seeming discrepancy. 

DIFFERENCE IN FREIGHTS. 
Freight rates per 100 pounds, from Melbourne to London... $0.374 
Freight rates per 100 pounds, from Rocky Mountains to 
New York 2.33 
DIFFERENCE IN LABOR IN THE UNITED STATES AND AUSTRALIA. 

In the Rocky Mountain region it requires one man to herd 
1,000 to 1,500 sheep. 

In Australia one man can take care of 4,000 sheep. 

Wages and board for herder in the Rocky Mountain region 
per annum, $540 to $600. 

Wages and board for herder in Australia, $240 to $300. 

Shearing sheep in the Rocky Mountains, 8 to 10 cents per head. 

Shearing sheep in Australia, 4 cents per head. 

Commission for selling wool in London, 2 to 3 per cent. 

Commission for selling wool in Boston, 6 to 10 per cent. 

COST OF PRODUCTION OF WOOL PER POUND IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Woolgrowers in the far Western States and Territories assert 
that at the present price of wool and mutton, caused by the 
threat to place wool on the free list, they are doing business 
ata heavy loss. In support of this assertion I submit a state- 
ment made by Mr. Frank J. Hegart, of Idaho. Ialso have simi- 
lar statements from other prominent woolgrowers in my State: 

COST OF PRODUCTLON IN IDAHO. 












Herder, twelve months, at 835 per month.......... ....--.--..-..---enee $420 
Camp tender, or foreman, at 825 per month..............-....---.......- 300 
ny Cr re Gn DE, ins caso nandbabbes eee tadneseshnpes> aseneese 180 
Three extra men during lambing season for one month, at $80 each... 150 
Feeding hay in winter, six weeks, 2 pounds per head per day, or 2 tons 
per day for band. at $5 DOE FO Rcancenssensee kbd tied ehhieietinnesew 420 
Dipping annually for disease, at 24 cents per head...................--- 50 
Salt, 150 pounds per week, ¢ cent per pound, fifty-two weeks-..- -- 58 
Shearing 2,000 sheep, at 10 cents each........ 200 
Oe 8 FF ee ee 100 
Expense of keeping horses for use of herders. ® 46 
Incidentals, tents, uteéhsils, burlaps to cover wool, etc staat 
Annual loss of sheep from wild 4nimals, natural causes, etc., 5 per 
CORE, OF 190 BORG, 1GBS VAIRSO OF BOW oe ccoccescveccsecscoceccccscscseccess 200 
Total yearly expense on 2,000 sheep, not including interest...... 2, 324 


The average band of 1,900sheep will shear something less than 
14,000 pounds, which will make the wool cost to the grower 163 
cents per pound at the shearing corral; to which must be added 
2% cents per pound for freight to Boston and 2 cents per pound 
for commission, interest, etc., making the total cost of wool to 
the Idaho grower laid down in the Boston market, 21 cents per 

und. 

a have statements made by other prominent and thoroughly 
reliable woolgrowers in my State confirming the statement made 
by Mr. Hegart. 

COST OF PRODUCTION IN UTAH. 

[submit a statement of the Utah Woolgrowers’ Association, 
made on December 26, 1893, at Manti, Uteh based on a band of 
2,500 sheep. 


’ 











To two herders at 835 per month each, total per annum............... #840 
To board for same.-_........... 180 
To shearing expenses 175 
To sacks and twine, sacking wool.........--.- 32 
To dipping twice a year, 5 cents per head 125 
i TIT “tet tna dea 3 ditiea oh Sheen tel hniees dbinhwhenganatidaadimnenen 125 
DS CARGE, GE HOT MONG, GUOSNNOR VOIGD. 2.000 coco cccccccccsccccseccuccsoses 50 
IID «cho athnusdcuk shi thihne widows conlwntewuembudiincdaiiie 150 
To 2 tons of oats, winter feed and freight......................---.-.-- 60 
To loss by wild animals and poverty, 10 per cent, 250 head at 82....... 500 

Total, not counting owner's time or interest on capitalinvested. 2,237 


The average band of 2,250 Utah sheep will shear 13,500 pounds 
of wool, which makes it cost the grower 164 cents per pound at 
the shearing corral, and after adding railroad freights, commis- 
sion, etc., over 20 cents per pound on the Boston market. 

The above association has made the following balance for the 
= year’s business on a band of 2,500 sheep: 

y wool from 2,250 sheep, 13,500 pounds, at 8 cents per 





I ai ind 6S ch EREA ER bea s0css anes ce kenebaae $1, 080 
By Ter Cee, GEO) er NON... . oe cc ceeseweecs 787 
Tabet tetseeie te WOMB 28s... 20, ee ~ 4,867 


Which, deducted from the expense as noted above, leaves a net 
loss to the owner of $370. 

It will be seen from the foregoing tables that the cost of wool 
production is greater than the selling price in the market, and 
the question arises, how can the grower continue in the busi- 
ness? 

MUTTON. 

This brings us to the consideration of the mutton question. 
Heretofore the margin realized from the sale of mutton repre- 
sented the grower's profit. The profit heretofore realized from 








| 

| the sale of mutton has disappeared. Sales of several consign- 

| ments of Western sheep were reported last year at Chicago 
where the amount realized did not pay the freight and commis- 
sion, bringing the shipper out in debt. 

[ shall here introduce a table covering the number of sheep 
which entered the Chicago market in 1893, together with their 
price, compiled by the Drovers’ Journal, which is recognized as 
standara authority. An examination of these tables reveals the 
fact that in July, when the price of wool took its great fall, mut- 
ton also went down, and as the price of mutton went lower and 
lower the number of sheep put on the market became greater 
until in October, when sheep grown in the Middle and Western 
States sold down as low as 75 cents per 100 pounds: 


Receipts of sheep at Chicago, and price, during 1893. 











| Price 
Month Number. | Grass | . 
zx | . 
oa West Lambs. | Natives. 
erns. | 
ID  .cs<ntinnseatednnnen 200, 873 $1.50 | bk bane -ciee 84. 2h | #3. 00 
aS ee 221, 945 MP Tceukaces 4. 28 3. 25 
ES. 225, 169 |) a 4.75 | 2. 60 
BIE oc ccvescccccce ceosesvees 240, 783 EE iSecpsxsess 5.00 | 2.50 
rh ce alti pales nang aiid 292, 847 2.50 |.. — 5.00 3.00 
RI alia oe Sistas tee 261, 169 Oe fe ok 4.75 | 2. 89 
Ptnticvesuvtutunye ual 230, 138 1.50 $3. 40 3.00 1, 2 
CE EE 278, 555 1.25 1.00 2.50 1.00 
I cp niegiiidinnbneeets 268, 266 2.00 2.00 2.50 1.00 
a ce las $26, 036 2.00 2. 25 2.50 -7 
November .............- ---| 258, 966 1. 50 1.50 2.25 1.00 
PEN « «cits dacdiwnatexcate , 000 1.25 1,25 2.50 1.2 


| | | 


For the six months ending with December 31, 1892, the num- 
ber of sheep shipped to the Chicago market was 1,070,582 head, 
For the same period in 1893, ending with the 3ist of December, 
there were shipped to the same market 1,597,961 head, an in- 
crease of 50 per cent, or 527,379 head, for the six months ending 
December 31, 1893, over the same six months in 1892. 








Receipts of sheep at Chicago from July 1to December 1, 1892 and 1893. 
Months. 1892. 1893. 
a = se —|—— 

Head. | Head. 
PE Tillie Chidicn pide skank Sedma Winns Cendadeintigeand sce b bind 158,942 | 230, 136 
I hit hein srethehacn a and aa > aiken bok nheen ea osee onus es 188, 599 278, 555 
TD <:d:cnabindsd heenGiee bneaaehneheediarewer ste os58 190, 938 268, 266 
NUE tds. dn ik cabs cosseenade cede desnahbavkesibsbess seca 200, 198 326, 036 
DOD. clisthisnniceWiseeuonendébendinesbeckusal sheonexcck 178, 968 258, 966 
EE rb initinciiccan 050 tension ened Kieuan Muxtuseeenn® 157, 987 235, 000 
NE inca cee aad dane tT itn weciscosnsbas 1, 070, 582 | 1,597, 961 

{ 


Western grass-fed sheep, which comprised the heaviest ship- 
ments to this market during the same six months, were quoted 
by the same journal over 50 per ceyt lower in 1893 than in 1892. 

While Chicago is the greatest stock marketin the great West, 
yet there are many other prominent pases notably St. Louis, 
Kansas City, Omaha, Sioux City, and I might name many more, 
at each of which the number of sheep marketed was greater in 
1893 than in any preceding year. The threatened legislation 
will, if enacted as “rharemee in the pending bill, bankrupt the 
sheep growers of this country. This is well known to the own- 
ers of flocks, who have been seeking every avenue to dispose olf 
their sheep; hence the great increase in the number forced on 
the markets. So great has been the anxiety of many sheep 
growers in my State to dispose of their flocks that sheep which 
found a ready market eighteen months ago at $3 per head are 
now being offered at $1.25. Our mel an report a sale of 
3,000 sheep two weeks ago at $1 per head. With free wool, our 
Western sheep growers will be compelled to dispose of their 
flocks at any price they can obtain. 

I can not believe that Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber will strike down so many of their fellow citizens and such a 
great national industry at the same time—an industry which 
keeps millions of money at home that would otherwise enrich 
foreign countries. By retaining the present duty on wool we 
not only foster one of our great industries but at the same time 
provide revenue for defraying the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, Idaho is only an infant in the sheep industry, 
though her percentage of increase in 1893 was the greatest ol 
any State in the Union. 

In 1892 there were in the State 527,077 sheep, and in 1893 an 
increase of 45 per cent, making 764,262, that produced last year 
onan pounds of wool, 74,426 head of mutton, and 254,754 

ambs. 4 

The number of sheep in the State at this time is, in round 

numbers, about 1,000;000 head. With the prices prevailing twe 











1894. 
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years ago the sheep owned in the State to-day would be worth 
$3,000,000, but on account of the decline in their value, caused 
by the threatened repeal of the present law, they could not be 
marketed to-day for more than $1,000,000, a net loss to the owners 
of $2,000,000. The clip of these sheep is estimated at 7,000,000 

yunds. The decline in the price of wool since 1892 represents 
a loss to our woolgrowers amounting to about $500,000, or a total 
loss of $2,500,000. 

Mr. President, in behalf of those who have sustained this 
great loss, I, as one of the representatives of Idaho, appeal to 
the dominant party in this Chamber not to discriminate against 
them and the woolgrowers in other States and Territories, who 
will be ruined if wool is placed on the free list. If you will not 
consent to the present duty, you can at least give it the same con- 
sideration that has been given to other products and to manu- 
factured goods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER]. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I had notexpected to resume my 
remarks this afternoon. 

Mr.PLATT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Gallinger, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Berry, George, McMi!! an, Quay, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Roach, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Hunton, Patton, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Walsh, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Perkins, White. 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Platt, 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. 


JARVIS] is detained from the Senate by sickness in his family. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, we are now on 
the wool schedule. It is one of vast importance to many people. 
I have heretofore discussed it at.some length since this debate 
began. Having been repulsed at every point and on every oc- 
casion during the diseussion of the pending bill, it seems scarcely 
worth while that the Republicans of this Chamber should make 
another stand and seek once more to dislodge, even partially, 
the enemies of American industries and American labor from a 
position made apparently impregnable by the invincible power of 
the combined trusts of the country. 

The present legislative situation in this Chamber is an unique 
one. After a month of continued debate on the pending meas- 
ure—able, instructive, intelligent, exhaustive debate—after 
many scores of amendments have been presented from the Re- 
publican side, ably advocated and voted on, not a single change, 
except perhaps a few mere formal ones, has been made in the 
pending bill at the suggestion of any Republican. Nor is this 
all. Outside of the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, not a solitary amendment has been proposed to the bill 
by any Democratic Senator. The situation, therefore, is most 
unusual, not to say abnormal. It is simply this: The fiat has 
evidently gone forth that not one single amendment to this meas- 
ure, however meritorious, however well supported by incontro- 
vertible argument, however strongly sustained by reason, how- 
ever much demanded by the best interests of the country, shall 
have any consideration whatever in the way of voting or other 
support from the Democratic side, unless indeed such amend- 
ment is proposed by one or the other of the five Democratic 
members of the Finance Committee. 

The legislative journals of Congress, from the beginning of 
the Government to the present time, present no parallel in the 
consideration of any tariff measure of such aggressive partisan 
audacity and unyielding and unreasonable obduracy as that ex- 
hibited by the leaders of the majority and supported by the ma- 
aa in this debate. Can it be possible that all economic and 
egislative wisdom bearing on the question of tariff legislation 
is centered in the five Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee? Are they the embodimentof all learning, all knowledge, 
all patriotism necessarily involved in the discussion of this great 
subject? Are the great experience and wisdom of the venerable 
and distinguished Senators from Vermont and Ohio [Senators 
MORRILL and SHERMAN], the universally acknowledged abilit 
and learning of the able Senator from Nevada |Senator J cumal, 
the rare practical business sense, long experience, and thorough 





information of our distinguished friend from Iowa [Senator AL- 
LISON], and last but by no means least, as he is the peer of any, 
the remarkable scientific knowledge, clear economic wisdom, 
unbounded information, and legislative ability and prescience 
of the able champion and leader of the Republican side of the 
opposition to the pending bill, the distinguished Senator from 
Rhode Island [Senator ALDRICH]—are these, all these, to go for 
naught in this great contest? Are all these to weigh as noth- 
ing in the balance, to say nothing of the ability, experience, and 
learning of other distinguished Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, as against the legislative wisdom, experience, and 
ability of the five Democratic members of the Finance Commit- 
tee? To say that this should not be so is no reflection either on 
the ability, the learning, or even the patriotism of any one of 
the distinguished Senators who compose the majority of that 
committee. On the contrary, it must be conceded they are each 
and all able, patriotic, and learned men, Senators of long legis- 
lative experience; but thatin them alone, however able, learned, 
and experienced, are centered all legislative wisdom or all pa- 
triotism [ most emphatically deny. 

The Senate, it is said, isa deliberative body. Historians in 
the past, at least, have regarded this as afact. Senators of the 
olden time have said that it was so, and remarked the fact with 
a degree of pardonable pride. Unfortunately, these latter 
years, this alleged historical fact has been questioned by some 
of our modern historians, and even some of our journalistic 
friends have, not wholly without reason, intimated at times 
more recently, that the Senate was no longer a deliberative 
body, reaching and recording conclusions after and in the light 
of intelligent and able discussion, but on the contrary is, as it is 
alleged, a mere instrument, an automatic machine, registering 
from day to day the will of some unseen, occult, but strangely 
invincible power. 

However, this may be, of one thing we may be assured and 
that is when in the consideration of great economic questions, 
such as those now under consideration and which vitally affect 
the best interests of both capital and labor, it is decreed by the 
majority inadvance ofall discussion, that every amendment pro- 
posed by the minority shall be voted down, as seems unquestion- 
ably to Lave been the case in this instance, irrespective of their 
merits, then it can not with any truth be longer said that the 
Senate of the United States is a deliberative body in any proper 
sense of that term. In such event the Senate loses much of its 
rightful dignity and prestige and its hold on the respect and 
confidence of the American people becomes at once necessarily 
weakened and lessened. 

No one can deny to the majority the ultimate right to control 
legislation within the lines by which the policy of their party 
is bounded, but does thisconceded rightdisfranchise the minor- 
ity? Does it disbar the minority absolutely from making sug- 
gestions and offering amendments, not in themselves incon- 
sistent with that policy and not inconsistent, moreover, with 
various other provisions of the bill, which should on their merits 
command careful consideration and respect of the majority? 
And must all such suggestions and amendments be frowned and 
voted down, not for the reason they are not meritorious, not for 
the reason they are shown by argument to be inconsistent with 
other features of the bill, not because they are in antagonism to 
principles already clearly recognized by the bill, but solely for 
the reason they have been offered by a Republican, a member 
of the minority? 

Is it not quite possible, Mr. President—yes, is itnot more than 
probable—that the Republican members of the Finance Commit- 
tee, from their long experience in public life, their conceded 
ability, their knowledge of the subject, their patriotism, are 
able to offer suggestions and amendments not out of the line of 
the general policy as set out by the bill, and which has received 
and is receiving the sanction of the majority which would, with- 
out destroying the policy—if, indeed, policy it can be called— 
be of invaluable service, not to any political party, but to the 


country? Will any member of this Senate on the other side 
deny this proposition? You and each Democratic Senator will 


doubtless answer no; and yet, by the course pursued in voting 
down every suggestion offered by this side, you do most em- 
phatically deny it. 

You say virtually by your recorded votes from time to time, 
not only to your Republican associates on the committee, but to 
each and every Republican on this floor, we not only do not 
want your votes, your suggestions, or your help in any way, but 
we are tired of your interference, of your arguments, andof your 
suggestions, and wish none of them. Is this the high ground a 
great party in power in the Senate of the United States ought 
to taker Is this statesmanship? Isthis even common courtesy 


to an intelligent and, in the main, able and patriotic minority? 
Do you regard us, and would you have the country regard us, 
as somany useless Stoughten bottles? 
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Are you speaking and legislating only for your party, and not 





for your country? If for the former only, then go on. We do 
10t desire to help you any more than our help is desired by you. 
But if your purpose is a higher and a grander one; if you are 
aiming to legislate for your country’s good, for the welfare of 
the present generation and that of the untold generations yet 
to come; if you are striving to promote the general welfare and 
advance the cause of civilization, progress,and happiness in 
America, then we implore you, publicans, Republicans, and sin- 
ners, as we are, to permit us to join youin that laudable pur- 
pose. Your peers, your colleagues, constituent parts of this, 
the grandest of all legislative bodies in the world, we beg of you 
to hear us for our cause, your cause, our country’s cause—the 


cause of forty-four States and sixty-five millions of people whose 
interests we, equally.with you, have near at heart, and which we, 
with you, have sworn to protect; and if in hearing us you are 
able to see we are not striving for mere party advantage; that 
we are not laboring to pluck a single laurel of the Democratic 
party or throw one single impediment in the pathway of the Ad- 


ministration in power, nor yet to place another gem in the 
crown of Republicanism, already resplendent with the glory of 
illustrious deeds, but only striving in our humble and modest 
way, recognizing all the while the fact that we are a minority, 


to uid youif possible in doing something for our common coun- 
try in these perilous hours, when our industries are rocking to 
and fro, and the nation and her people are blindly staggering 
amid the darkness of financial and industrial convulsions, then 
we implore of you, the majority, as Senators, statesmen, and pa- 
triots, that you rise equal to the occasion and not condemn our 
suggestions in advance, but give them your cordial and hearty 


support. 
Do this and the pen of the historian will speak of you as states- 
men and patriots; fail to do it, and your record will be, as in 


such case it deserves to be, that of-unreasoning partisans, will- 
ing to place party above country. 

With these prefatory remarks permit me to say you have 
in this woolen schedule mercilessly assailed a great industry by 
placing wool on the free list. The magnitude of this interest, 
its importance, the capital invested in it, the labor employed, 
the industries depending on it, is a story that has been oft re- 
peated and variously stated and illustrated during this debate, 
and is not unfamiliar to any. With it every Senator is thor- 
oughly conversant. It is an industry in whichare, according to 
the National Woolgrowers’ Association, ‘‘ deeply interested and 
engaged about one-sixteenth of the total population of this coun- 
try, or 4,000,000 people, with a ‘‘ directly invested capital of over 
$2100,000,00),”" and an ‘‘ indirect investment of over $300,000,000 
more,’ making a total of over $500,000,000. 

The woolgrowers alone number more than 1,000,000 persons. 
They own more than 45,000,000 sheep, of the value, ‘‘ under nor- 
mui conditions,” of more than$150,000,000. Theindustry gives 
to labor, including the services of flockmasters, more than $85,- 
000,000 annually. Its annual productof wool, mutton, and pelts, 
under normal conditions and at reasonable prices, amounts in 
value to more than $110,000,000. Such, inaword, is a bird’s-eye 
view of the importance and magnitude of the interests assailed 
by this schedule of the bill. And it isa notable fact, and one 
that must not be forgotten, that 45 per cent, or over four-ninths, 
of this vast industry and of the persons interested in it lie and 
reside west of the Rocky Mountains. In this I include the 
Stites of Colorado and Wyoming and the Territories of Ari- 
zona and New Mexico. In this distant region of our comm<n 
country are located over 20,000,000 of the 45,000,0000 sheep now 
in the United States, while 60 per cent of the wool clip of the 
United States comes from west of the Mississippi River. 

For seventy-eight years (since the year 1816) wool has been 
accorded protection under all administrations. Never during 
all that time, except certain kinds of wool under the act of 1857, 
modifying the Walker tariff of 1846, has wool been on the free 
list. From that date until 1884, under a continuous policy, and 
especially under the highly protective tariffs of 1861 and 1867, 
our herds of sheep have increased from 10,000,000 in 1816 to 
40,626,626 in 1884, and our product of wool from 13,000,000 pounds 
in 1816 to 300,000,000 pounds in 1884; and while by reason of the 
reduction of tariff rates on wool by the act of 1883 our flocks 
fell off in 1889 to 43,599,000 head, they, under the stimulus of the 
increased rates of the McKinley act of 1890, had increased in 1893 
to 47,273,533 head, and so greatly had the character of the stock 
and.its capacity for producing wool been increased that our 
47,000,000 sheep in 1893 produced over 64,000,000 pounds of wool 
more and of an infinitely superior quality, than did our 50,626,- 
626 head of sheep in 1884. During the latter year the wool prod- 
uet of this country was but 300,000,000 pounds, while in 1893 it 
was 364,156,666 pounds. 

While the proposition to place wool on the free list will bear 
ruinously heavy on the great States of Ohio, Michigan, and 
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other of the Central and Mississippi Valley woolgrowing States 
it means absolute annihilation to the wool industry west of the 
Rocky Mountains. Boston, Philadelphia, and New York arg 
our common market depots; hence the question of transporta 
tion becomes to the woolgrowers of Oregon, Washington, Cali- 
fornia, Montana, and other States and Territories of the far 
West a mostimportant factor. Howcan the woolgrowers of this 
vast region hope to compete with the woolgrowers of forejien 
countries? Wool can be shipped from any and all of the great 
wool-producing countries to Boston, Philadelphia, and New 
York infinitely cheaper than it can be from the Pacific coast 
States, or, in fact, from any State or Territory west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The cost of transporting wool form these Western sheen 
ranges to Boston and Philadelphia is from 800 to 1,200 per cent 
higher, and doubtless will continue to be so for many years to 
come, than is the freight from London to Boston, Philadelphia, 
and New York. The rate from London to Boston or Philadel- 
phia is for wool in grease but one-fourth of a cent per pound, 
while from the Pacific coast States it is from 3 to 5 cents pe 
pound, while on scoured wool, on which values are based, the 
freight from London is a fraction less than one-half a cent per 
pound, or 48 cents per 100 pounds, while on the like article from 
Oregon, Washington, Idaho, California, and Montana, the rate 
is from 7 to 8 cents per pound. The average cost to the Oregon 
woolgrower in getting his wool from his ranch to the point of 
shipment is for freight by wagon about 1 cent per pound, rail- 
road freight 2 cents, which, with storage, insurance, expenses 
of sale, makes the total cost to the producer from the ranch to 
the Philadelphia or Boston mill, 5 cents per pound. 

On afree-wool basis the Oregon wools will not be worth on 
the ranch more than from one-fourth of a cent per pound to 3 
cents per pound. Recent dispatches, we are told, are to the 
effect that within the last week or ten days 30,000,000 pounds 
of woolhave been withdrawn in London from publi¢ sale in order 
to prevent a break in the market, which since the last sales had 
already declined 5 per cent. In view of these facts it is quite 
apparent that with the free-trade basis Oregon wools in Phila- 
delphiaand Boston may rate as low asfrom 4 to7 cents per pound. 

‘* But,” say our Democratic friends, ‘‘ Protection does not in- 
crease the price of wool,” and we are constantly taunted with 
the fact that the McKinley act has been in force since 1890—is 
still in force—and wool is infinitely lower to-day than when that 
act was passed. Hence it is exclaimed in greatglee, ‘‘ Protec- 
tion does not protect.” Surely our Democratic friends will not 
credit the Republicans or any considerable portion of the Amer- 
ican people of any party with being so obtuse as to be deceived 
by any such statement. Wool is lower, it is true, than in 1890; 
all concede this. But why is it lower? Everyone with the in- 
telligence of an oyster can not help knowing thet so far from 
the McKinley act being the cause of the decline in the United 
States, but for the good effects of that actit would have been in- 
finitely greater than it has been. 

It is not difficult to divine the causes of the decline. They 
are two and only two. First, overproduction in foreign cheap 
wool-raising countries, causing a world-wide decline in the price 
of wool; and, second, the declarations and acts of the Demo- 
cratic party—first, in declaring constantly in their national 
platforms for free wool; second, by passing an act through the 
national House of Representatives in the last Congress placing 
wool on the free list; and, third, the action and contemplated 
action in the present Congress on the part of the Democratic 
party in power looking to the placing of wool on the free list. 

The increase in the product of woolin the Argentine Repub- 
lic has been enormousin the last three decades, increasing from 
55,885,760 pounds in 1860 to 295,425,200 pounds in 1890. In Aus- 
tralia the annual increase has been infinitely greater, increas- 
ing in the two decades—1870-1890—from 179,459,780 pounds in 
the former to 400,879,240 pounds in the latter. In Asia in these 
two decades the annual increase was 130,352,880 pounds, it being 
134,507,120 pounds in 1870 and 264,860,000 pounds in 1890. The 
annual increase of the wool production of France was in four 

ears—1887-1891—44,665,000 pounds—the product in 1887 being 

ut 80,138,000 pounds while in 1891 it was 124,803,000 pounds. 
Russia increased her annual product in the four years ending 
1891, 28,534,000 pounds—herjproduct in 1887 being but 262,966,000 
unds, and in 1891 291,500,000 pounds. In Africa also there has 
en an increase in the last four years in the annual product of 
over 10,000,000 pounds. 

These facts then, taken into consideration with thefurther fact 
that since 1860 the annual increase in production in the United 
States has been greater than in any other country in the world, 
the annual increase in these thirty-four years being nearly three 
hundred million pounds—the product in 1860, as shown by the 
census reports, having been but 60,264,913 pounds, against about 
365,000,000 pounds last year—ought to convince the most incredu- 
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lous as to the one great cause of the depression in the price of } means death and destruction without hope of resurrection to 


wool in the United States. 
infinitely greater than the world’s demand; but while there has 
been a great decrease in the price of wool throughout the world 
by reason of this vastly increased production, this decrease by 
reason of the operation of the McKinley act has been infinitely 
less. more than 50 per cent less, in the United States than else 
where. 

In May, 1891, the very best scoured and purified Ohio merino 
was worth here 912 cents per pound; ten months later, in 


woo 

March, 1892, it was worth 62 cents per pound less, or but 85 cents 
per pound. In May, 1891, what is commonly known as “top,” 
being the highly purified Australian merino wool, was worth in 
London 50 cents per pound, while ten months later, in March, 
1892, the same article was worth there 13 cents less per pound, 


or but 37 cents per pound, showing a decline of 26 per cent in ten 
months, as against a decline here during the same time of but 7 
per cent. The former was the decline of the world, which, but 
for the effect of the McKinley act would have operated here, and 
in such event, that is, had there been no protection in the United 
States in virtue of the McKinley act, the fall in the price of the 
Ohio merino wool would in the ten months have been 23.6 cents 
per pound, or 654 cents, or a decline of 26 per cent. 


The increase in production has been | the woo! 


| pered in proportion to the amount of protection accorded. 


{ would remind those who insist that the McKinley act has | 


not been beneficial to the woolgrowers of this country that an | 


act g 

duty on foreign wool may in either one of two ways operate to 
aid the American producer. 
ican wool far inadvance in the world’s rising market of the price 
of wool in other countries; or secondly, by retarding a decline 
in this country and holding the price far above that of other 
countries when there has been, as there has been the last two 
or three years, a world-wide decline in price. The McKinley 
act has unquestionably had this latter effect. The evidence of 
this is incontestible and overwhelming. Any man, whether 
Senator or private citizen, Democrat, Populist, or Republican, 
who will gravely deny this must be possessed of a superabun- 
dance of audacity. 


giving protection to American wool by levying a customs 


fleece wool:in the condition which the farmer sends it to mar- 
ket is what is known as ‘*‘ Botany top,” which is clean, scoured, 
carded, and combed merino wool. The great difference in the 
condition of fleece wool of the same breed and diameter of fab- 
ric, renders the grease prices of but little value in comparing 
prices of one year with another, or in comparing wools of one 
country with another. And hence it is an uniform standard is 
only reached when the various wools of the world, differing 
- widely as they doin the first or grease condition, are scoured, 
carded, and combed. 

This latter condition, therefore, or Botany top, being the 
world’s meridian, so to speak, or the common basis from which 
prices are ascertained, and this by the wayis made of the aver- 
age American wools of merino blood, which comprise over 75 
per centof the whole American product, it is worth while to 
inquire how the prices of this character and condition of wools 
have ranged the past year or two in this country and in Europe. 
The statistics on this subject show conclusively that the average 
value of this article—Botany top in London for the entire year 
prior to March, 1893, was 37 cents per pound, while the average 
value of the same article in the 
Kinley act was for this same period 85 cents per pound, or 5 
cents more than double the European price of the same article. 
Does any sane man doubt that this increase of the price in the 
United States over that in Europe was occasioned by the Mc- 
Kinley act? Can any other rational reason for the difference in 
price be vouchsafed by anyone? I apprehend not. 

The present price in London of this finely prepared wool is 
35 cents per pound, having dropped 5+ per cent since March, 
1893, or from 37 cents then to 35 cents per pound now. That is 
the world’s free-trade price to-day for this quality of wool,which, 
as we have seen, is the basis for prices of the world’s supply of 
fleece wool in the grease. 
pealed outright and wool placed on the free list. 
the inevitabie result? The United States will at once be ad- 
mitted into the family of free-trade wool countries, and asa mat- 
ter of course the price of our wool will at once, or as soon as 
there is sufficient time for the full effect of the changed condi- 
tion to operate, fall to the level of the European free-trade 
prices; and what does this mean? It means that our wool—Iam 
speaking now of this quality ‘‘ top,” which is the basis of all prices 
and represents 75 per cent of our whole product, and which rated 
in this country in March, 1892, at 85 cents per pound—will go down 
59 per cent from thatfigure, or from 85 cents, the American price 
in March, 1892, to 35 cents, the London price at the present 
time, June, 1894. And as a matter of course the price of all 
flecea wool must go down in like proportion. This simply 





First, by leading the price of Amer- | 


nited States under the Mc- | 


Now, suppose the McKinley actis re- | 
What will be 








industry of this country, especially to that industry 
between the Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean. 
The statistics further show (see Miscellaneous Document No. 


so, second session Fifty-third Congress, page 56) that the average 
percentage of cost of free wool in London below that of pro- 
tected American wool in the United States between 1878 and 


1891 on a gold basis was 51.32 per cent, while the average per- 
centage of cost of free wool in London below protected wool in 
the United Stated between 1868 and 1877 on currency basis was 
50.95 per cent. It will not do, therefore, for the advocates of 
free wool to argue, or assert rather, because it is mainly. asser- 
tion, that adequate protection does not sustain the price of Amer- 
ican wool largely in advaace of the price of wool in fre 
countries. 

Furthermore, the records show that the increase in the 
duction of sheep and wool in this country under the protective 
policy has been greater than that of any other country on 
earth, notwithstanding the great advantages of South America 
Australia, Asia, Africa, and other countries in the matter of 
cheap lands, cheap labor, climatic conditions, ete. Moreover, 
it is an undeniable fact that the sheep in this country have pros- 
The 
wool clip of this country increased during the last three years of 
the operation of the tariff of 1867, which gave an average duty 
of 12; cents per pound on clothing, and combing wool 10} per 
cent, while during the seven years of inadequate protection be- 
tween the repeal of the act of 1867 by the less protective act of 
1883 and the passage of the McKinley act in 1890 there was a 
decrease in the production of 6 per cent. The duty during this 
period was less by 2} cents per pound than under the act of 1867, 
and was inadequate to balance the advantagesof the woolgrowers 
of other countries, the average duty under the act of 183 being 
but about 10 cents per pound. 

The wool clip of the United States actually doubled during 
the last twelve years of the operation of the act of 18 The 
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-trade 


pro- 


TF 


| total crop of 1873 was but 170,000,000 pounds, while in 1884, the 
ody deomgec: ~ iin namie - , ' _ | act of 1867 still affecting that year, the clip was 340,000,000 
1e basis all over the world for fixing the value of merino 


pounds; this was an increase of 100 per cent, or 46 per cent 
greater than the increase during the same period in any other 
country in the world. The increase in Australia during this 
seriod, and this country had the greatest increase of any country 
in the world, except the United States, was but 64 per cent. In 
the Argentine Republic the increase was 35 per cent, and at 
Cape of Good Hope 60 per cent, while in free-trade Great Britain, 


|} 2 country possessing climatic and other conditions similar to 


our own, except a tariff, there was a decrease in the wool clip 
of 19 per cent. 

This bill professes to be one for revenue only. he 
four years’ operation of the McKinley act, notwithstanding the 
duty imposed by that act, there have been imported into this 
country more than 400,000,000 pounds of foreign wool, upon 
which a duty of more than $24,800,000 has been collected. This 
$24,800,000 in duty this bill discards, throws away as revenue. 
But not only so. During thesesame four years the value of the 
woolen cloth imports amounted to $137,000,000, on which a duty 
of over $127,000,000 was collected. These imported cloths were 
in the main luxurious, high-priced cloths, worn only by the 
wealthy, and if it be true, as claimed by our Democratic breth- 
ren, that the consumer pays the tax, this $127,000,000 was in the 
main paid by the rich people of this country, by those able to 
wear fine clothes. 

This duty the present bill cuts down from one-half to two- 
thirds, thus diverting from the Treasury of the United States 
to the pockets of the wealthy of this country every four years 
from sixty-four to eighty millions of dollars, and on the whole 
transaction of placing wool on the free list, reducing tho duty 
on woolen goods from one-half to two-thirds, annual customs 
duties of from $37,750,000 to $50,000,000 are relinquished, and 
what is the result? A great industry is destroyed, the wealthy 
who wear foreign-made fine clothes are benefited, and the poor 
man’s clothes, cheaper now in this country than ever before, are 
not cheapened to the extent of a farthing. 

But this is not all nor even the one-half of the diabolism in- 
volved in this proposition to place wool on the freo list, and in 
reducing the duty on high-priced woolen goods. This loss of 
revenue to the Treasury mustin some way be made up, and hence 
our Democratic friends turn to sugar, a prime necessary of life, 
used by the poor as well as the rich, and this common necessity 
of life, used by every man, woman, and child throughout the 
country, rich and poor, must be and is by the pending bil! loaded 
down with a tax which will inevitably increase the price of every 
pound of sugar used inthis countryat least 14 cents and put into 
the pockets of the sugar trust, one of the most formidable mo- 
nopolies of America, or indeed of the world, more than %50,000,- 
000 the coming year, and many millions annually hereafter. 
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But while 60 per cent of the wool clip of the United States is 
west of the Mississippi River and 45 per cent west of the Rocky 


| 


Mountains, we are so unfortunate as not to have a solitary Dem- | 


ocratic member of the Finance Committee of the Senate who re- 
sides within a thousand miles of the eastern boundary of the lat- 
ter region. And in this connection it might be worth while to 
inquire what States these distinguished Democratic financiers 
represent, and how much the people of these States and to what 
extent they are interested in the wool industry. I refer to this, 
not that it would have any influence on the judgment or disposi- 
tion or patriotism or entire fairness of any one of these genial 
and able Senators composing the majority of the committee, even 
though the States they represent never in the aggregate pro- 
duced a solitary sheep, but I think it may be pertinent, and 
therefore admissible as testimony, as bearing upon the accuracy 
of the information and knowledge of those gentlemen on this 
subject. 


The distinguished chairman of the committee, our genial and | 


eloquent friend from Indiana, represents a State whose people 
in 1893 owned only 972,345 head of sheep out of the 45,000,000 
head in the United States. Next comes our sedate and vener- 
able Senator from New Jersey [Senator MCPHERSON], represent- 
ing a State whose people in 1893 owned but 57,571 head of the 
45,000,000. Then, next inorder isour venerable and able parlia- 
mentarian, our distinguished President pro tempore, Senator 
HARRIS, representing the great State of Tennessee, in whose 
borders are 519,777 head of sheep only of the 45,000,000 head in 
the United States, or but little more than one-hundredth part 
of the whole number. 

Then comes our incisive, at times sarcastic, but always de- 
lightful friend from the great State of Missouri, Senator VEST, 
whose people, according to the last census, have 1,000,953 head 
of sheep, and lastly we find our able and accomplished Senator 
from Arkansas, Senator JONES, whose tact in avoiding discus- 
sion on his part, and that of his friends in his management of 
this bill has been a source of great satisfaction to his many ad- 
miring friends, representing a State whose people own but 
228,310 head of sheep. And soit happens that the five States 
represented by the five distinguished Senators who compose the 
majority of the Committee on Finance and who tender us this 
bill and whoinsist that we must swallow it without the crossing 
ofa‘'t” or the dotting ofan ‘‘i” have within their borders in the 
aggregate but 2,778,949 head of sheep, or but a small fraction 
more than there are in the State of Oregon alone, and 1,445,009 
head less than one-halfof the number there are in the twoStates 
of California and Oregon. 

CONCLUSION 

Now, in conclusion, I appeal to the majority of the Committee 
on Finance, I appeal to the majority of this Senate, not to per- 
mit the McKinley act to stand—to do this would be asking you 
to abandon your pledge to modify the tariff—but I do appeal to 
you to not wholly abandon to destruction this great industry. 
‘Treat the farmer, the woolgrower, at least with the same con- 
sideration you treat the woolen manufacturer. Give, moreover, 
to the people of the West the same consideration you are giv- 
ing to the people of the Eastand South. You have cut down the 
duties on woolen cloths from one-half to two-thirds. Do with 
the woolgrower no worse than this. 

You have not wholly abandoned the manufacturer, and yet 
you turn your back on the Western farmer, the woolgrower, and 
stand mute. No member of the majority of the committee, no 
member of the majority of the Senate, so far as lam advised, up 
to the present time, has risen in his place to defend before this 
Senate and the American people the proposition to place wool 
on the free list. Shall we appeal to you in vain? If you will 
not listen to your colleagues on this floor, the accredited repre- 
sentatives of the State of Oregon and of other States in the 
West, then I beg you to hearken to the voice of an indignant 
and outraged people, who on the 4th of the present month in 
that far-off State, which I have the honor to represent in part 
on this floor, uttered a voice which had no uncertain sound, a 
voice clothed in no ambiguous meaning. 

The people of that State,engaged as they are in the great in- 
dustries of wool, wheat, barley, hops, prunes, coal, lumber, horses, 
cattle, hay, flax, each and every one of which you mercilessly 
assail with your outrageously sectional and death-dealing bill, 
have arisen in their majesty and in rightful defense of their in- 
terests, their firesides, their families, their homes, have at the 
ballot box, by a plurality of more than 16,000 votes, and by a 
majority of all, in the election of two Republican members of 
the National House of Representatives, and by the election of 
a Legislature to which but a single member of your party was 
elected, set the seal of their unqualified condemnation on your 
miserable, un-American policy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwas somewhat impressed with the Senator’s 
argument in favor of taxed wool, and I desire to ask him a ques- 


tion. Ifareasonable tax was placed upon the importation of 
foreign wool, would the Senator consent to that, without askin 
what is called a compensatory additional tax on wovlen manu- 
factures? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The present bill already takes 


| care of the woolen manufacturer, and all we ask is that the same 








kind of care, and to the same extent, be accorded to the farmer 
and the woolgrower. 

Mr. GEORGE. If a tax is laid upon wool, I inquire of the 
Senator whether he would regard it as right and proper that 
what is called a compensatory duty, to neutralize that tax, 
should be laid, in addition to the present duty, on manufactures 
of wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think, inasmuch as the pres- 
ent bill proposes to reduce the existing rates of duty on woolen 


| cloth from one-half to two-thirds, it would be but right, proper, 
| fair, and just that a similar reduction, carrying out the views of 


the party on the other side of the Chamber, should be made in 
the existing duties on wool. Whether the rates on woolen 
clothes prescribed in the pending bill, would in the event of a 
reasonable duty on wool be sufficient, is a question more prop- 
erly to be propounded to an expert. 

Mr.GEORGE. That is not exactly an answer to my ques- 
tion. What IJ desire to know isthis: The bill before the Senate 
gives us what is called free wool, and, at the same time, it gives 
a very considerable tax for the benefit, as I suppose, of the 


| manufacturer of woolen goods, unon woolen goods. I wish to 


know from the Senator if the bill should be amended so as to 


| allow the woolgrowers a fair and reasonable revenue duty upon 


wool, whether he would be content, when that is passed, not 
to increase the present rate allowed in this bill upon woolen 
manufactures? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should want the manufactur- 
ers of woolen goods to have just such protection as would enable 
them to go on with their business without breaking down, and 
which, at the same time, would enable them to purchase the 
farmer’s wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will ask the Senator another question, for 
it seems to take two questions to get an answer. He wants the 
woolen manufacturers to go on and wants them to have reason- 
able protection. Does the Senator regard the present duty,if a 
tax should he placed on wool, as furnishing that reasonable pro- 
tection; or, if we change the schedule so as to allow a tax upon 
raw wool introduced into this country, would the Senator not 


| insist that, on account of that tax, the duty on woolen manufac- 


tures should be increased ? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My individual opinion is that if 
we placed a tariff on wool of five or six cents a pound, reducing 
the present duty in the same proportion that the duty on woolen 
cloths has been reduced, no harm could come to the woolen man- 
ufacturer. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I answer the Senator's question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould be very glad to have a general an- 
swer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senator's point. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Mississippi would an- 
swer it himself. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwillanswer when I amon the stand, but now 
I am interrogating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized tha 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, he desires to puta duty upon wool. 

Mr.GEORGE. Ididnot state that. That may be my opinion, 
but I have not asserted it yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The Senator's inquiry inferen- 
tially implies that his mind is turning somewhat in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. I admit that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifa duty is to be put upon wool it is for the 
purpose of protecting and caring for the wool-producer of this 
country. Henee we must have a manufacturing industry in the 
country to consume that wool, otherwise woolen goods will come 
in from the countries so well described by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and thus destroy the wool production 
of our owncountry, notwithstanding theduty. Therefore, I take 
it, the Senator from Mississippi, if he shall finally make up his 
mind—and I hope he will—to support a duty on wool, will admit 
that a corresponding schedule must be made up which will en- 
able our manufacturers to continue. I do not say that this 
scheduleas it now stands willor will notdoso. LIunderstand that 
itis claimed that the schedule as it now stands is not satisfac- 
tory to those who manufacture woolen goods, they believing that 
woolen goods will be imported very largely under the existing 
schedule. 

It seems to me the Senator must take into account the fact 
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that with a duty on wool we must make a scale which will ena- 
ble our manufacturers to compete with the manufacturers 
abroad, whatever that scale may be. Soitmight be necessary in 
some portions of this schedule to’increase the duties. It might 
be that in some portions no increase would be required. I am 
not sufficiently an expert myself to answer that question, but I 
want the Senator to bear in mind that when we put a duty upon 
wool we must so adjust the schedule as that the wool will be 
consumed in our own country, for it can not be sold elsewhere. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator from Iowa may say this: If the 
committee has reported a reasonable duty in this bill, and then 


Mr. ALLISON. I think that is manifest. 

Mr.GEORGE. That is a very good statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I shouldlike toask the Senator 
from Iowa if he can tell by reason of these many amendments 
what is the average reduction in woolen cloths by the present 
bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Onwoolencloths what the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi very properly called the compensatory duty is entirely 
taken off, and then there is a considerable reduction of what is 
called the ad valorem duty, which in the present law ranges 
from 10 to 15 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I hope we shall have an answer from the 
Senator from Mississippi as to what he is in favor of. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have not had an opportunity 
for three or four weeks of saying what [ am in favor of. 
been voting for some things, but I have not said anything. | 
now want to get through with this subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator voted for anything he was not 
in favor of? 

Mr. GEORGE. 
have; but, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] very justly 


stated, my mind seems to have been turned of late in the direc: | 


tion of what might be done in favor of those who raise wool, and 
having been turned in that direction, it occurred to me to in- 
quire of those who have advocated on this floor a tax on wool, 
whether if that tax should be enacted, it would not lead to an- 
other tax, that is, the schedule on woolen goods having been 
framed, as was suggested by the Senator, upon the idea that the 
manufacturers were to have free wool, if we concluded to give 
them taxed wool—— 

Mr. CULLOM. A duty on wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. A duty on wool—would it not then, in the es- 
timation of those Senators, be necessary and proper to increase 
the duty upon the manufactured article? Iunderstand the Sen- 
ator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
E'RYE] to state that that is so. 

So, Mr. President, the farmer, who seems to be the object of 


the solicitude and care of my friends upon the other side, stands | 


in this relation, that he ought to have tax on wool, but he can 
not have it unless the manufacturers of this country are to be 
compensated for that duty on wool by an additional duty upon 
the manufactured article. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
a question? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with this argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, though it was on that point I 
wished to make my inquiry. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will discover that I am not very 
familiar with tariff matters. I have surrendered my judgment 
during this entire discussion to what are called the managers on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. HOAR. Who are they? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator sees them here every day. 

Mr. HOAR. Every oneof them says he does not approve of 


this bill; that he has surrendered his judgment to somebody | 


else. 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind about that. 

Mr. President, I am afarmer myself, and follow no other busi- 
ness. The people of Mississippi are farmers. Taking them 
altogether they do very little of any other business but farming. 
They have considerable wool interest there; they have a large 
lumber interest there. TheSenator from Maine will remember 
that I have uniformily up to this time veied for a tax on lumber. 

Mr. FRYE, And the Senator ought to do it now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I know that is the Senator’s opinion. I also 
voted for a tax on wool, I believe, in company with Governor 
Brown of Georgia. We were the only Democrats, so far as I re- 
member, who did sovote. Ivoted for it mainly upon the ground 
that at that time we were forming a protective tariff—confes- 
sedly so—and I thought when we were sitting down framing a 
protective tariff that the protection ought to go all around. I 
thought that but fair. Inaddition to that I wasin the minority. 
The majority had ulready imposed a compensatory extra duty 
upon woolen goods to equalize the tax on raw wool, andI did 
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not think it was exactly fair after that compensatory duty had 
been laid in the bill to take away what benefit there might be 
to the farmer by making wool free. I did not think that was 
logical or fair. 

Mr. MORRILL rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, let me go a little further. 
to the Senator directly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Imerely wanted to get ina word. TheSen- 
ator says he considered that it was not exactly fair not to put a 
duty on wool after putting a compensatory duty on woolens. I 


I will yield 


| should like to know if he thinks it would be exactly fair after 
n duty shall be put on wool, this would not be a reasonable duty. | 


having taken off all of the 
we should make wool free 


compensatory duty upon woolens that 
and then put the rate on woolens so 
wool would be imported in the shape 
of woolens? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is exactly what I was trying to get at. 
I am not an expert in tariff matters, like my venerable and re- 
spected friend from Vermont and my friend from Iowa, equally 
respected but not quite so venerable, and so I hxve to feel along in 
this discussion with a little care and see where I put my foot, 
whether I put it upon safe ground or not, 

The remark made by the Senator from Vermont brings tomy 
mind another thing to which I wish to call the attention of Sen- 
I have heard it over and over asserted 
in this Chamber—it seems to bo a kind of maxim accepted as 
the truth on the part of our Republican friends—that the way 
to get a thing cheap is to tax to protectit. The Senator from 
Muine [Mr. FRYE] the other day, when we came to cotton bag- 


| ging, pulled out a price list of bagging running back, I believe, 


as far as 1866, showing that it was very high in 1866, and that it 


| kept falling gradually until a year, which he mentioned but I 


It is not a question of what I should like to | 


have forgotten, when a tax or a duty was placed on bagging, 


| and after that tax was placed on bagging, then, if I understood 








the Senator’s figures correctly, the fall became constant and 
rapid until we have got it down now toavery cheap thing. I 
understand it to be a sort of maxim on the part of the Repub- 
licans, the Republicans of the Senate especially, that the way 
in the end to have a cheap article is to protect it. Have I mis- 
stated it? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir: that is correct. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. But let me say to the Senator—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisenough. I donot want to get into an 
argument until I get through. You will throw me off. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lam notfamiliar with tariff matters like these 
experts from New England. 

Now, it is acknowledged that the way to have cheap goods is 
to tax them to protect them, that protection encourages pro- 
duction in our own country. If that be so, why is it not the 
very best thing in the world that we can dofor the woolen man- 
ufacturers to tax wool in order to get cheap wool for their con 
sumption? If that be so, and according tothe Republican argu- 
ment that is so, where comes in the rightfulness of your com- 
pensatory duty? 

Mr. President, [ have been a little bewildered at the various 
arguments which have been made during this very lengthy dis- 
cussion. That has been beaten into my mind, as everything is 
beaten into my mind which the Senator from Maine gets hold 
of; he generally makes it plain and forcible. But I notice (and 
that is the point of bewilderment with me) that whilst that is 
the argument which is always used when some Democratic Sen- 
ator commonly called a free trader gets up and opposes high 
duties on imported goods, and my friends on the other side of 
the Chamber stand by it when it is proposed to tax a manufac- 
tured product that will come in competition with the manufac- 
tures of thiscountry. Yet, whenever it is proposed to tax araw 
material in this country used by those manufacturers, then it 
will not do. 

We all noticed the other day that when the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] proposed to put a tax on hides, which is the 
raw material out of which boots and shoes are made, then the 
learned and distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [{Mr. 
HOAR] suggested, if he did not make the motion, that if you tax 
hides you must tax boots and shoes tocompensate the manufac- 
turer for the tax onhides. Now, Ishouldlike to have the Senator 
from Massachusetts explain why it is that when you tax bya 
duty a manufactured product— 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait untill get through. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator said he would like to have 
it explained. I can explain it right here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why is it when you tax by a duty goods to be 
introduced into this country that you are providing the most 
certain and sure means by which the people of the country are 
to get cheap goods of the kind taxed? 
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Mr. HOAR. Now, will the Senator let me explain it right 
there? I will see that he gets the information. 

Mr. GEORGE. Wait until [ get through, and then you can 
explain. Now, you all agree to that. The Senator from Maine 
says very frankly that Iam right on that point. Lam glad I 


am right once in his estimation. But when you come to apply 


that same principle to the product of the farm, and when that 
manufacturer is to be the purchaser of the taxed article instead 
of the ordinary consumer of this country,in every instance when 
you put the tax upon the article which the manufacturer has to 
use, then all this maxim accepted, as the Senator from Maine 


stated very frankly, to bo a fundamental and indisputable prin- 
ciple of the protectionists, no longer applies. 

{ want the country to understand that in the estimation of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber if you tax a manufac- 
tured product you do not raise the price of it, you get it cheaper 
than you ever did before; in other words, that is the only way 
to get it cheap, Il understand; but if you lay a tax upon a thing 
which the manufacturer has to buy, then it raises the price of 
it, and he must buve a compensatory duty inorder toequalize it. 

Mr. FRYE. Can not the Senator see why? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, I can not, and no mortal man can see 
why. 

Mr. FRYE. Lean, without the slightest difficulty. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well, you can explain it. In reference 
to sugar, when it was urged that sugar ought to be reduced in 
price in the same way by the tax that other products were re- 
duced, it was said that the area suitable for the production of 
sugar is limited and there is no prospect for the amount of sugar 
to be produced in this country that would be consumed. They 
said that. I thought that was avery proper answer. Laccepted 
that. But now we have got out of that limited area. A Sena- 
tor on the other side of the Chamber, I think the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PeTriGREew], said the other day that one 
single valley in his State would raise sugar beets enough to 
mule sugar—I do not know, but enough for all the world, at 
least all we would want in this country. We have also down in 
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, and Texas an unlim- 
ited amount of land to produce beet sugar. 

Mr. FRYE. The climate is too warm there to make it a suc- 
cess. Beets must be raised in a colder climate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Atall events, we have reached the position 
on the sugar question that we have an unlimited area in which 
we can produce the sugar beet. We have got out of the old 
Louisiana circumscribed territory for raising cane. Now, when 
the Democrats wickedly, in the estimation of some of our friends 
on the other side, propose to tax sugar we hear lamentations 
and complaints from all quarters that we are increasing the 
price of sugar; that we are taxing a necessity of life. You never 
hear». word suggested that the way in fact to get cheap sugar 
is just exactly the way in which to get cheap woolen cloth or 
any other sort of cloth, to tax it. You do not hear that. 

So, Mr. President, I confess I have been a little bewildered 
about this matter. I could not exactly see through it; and I 
have about come to the conclusion that the maxim of the pro- 
tectionists, to tax an article to get it cheap, only applies when the 
tax is laid in favor of a manufacturer, but it has nothing in the 
world to do with a tax levied uponanagricultural product. And 

o we are running along in that way. Our friends on the other 
side are assuring the consumers of the country that by taxing 
their hardware, boots and shoes, cloth, and all sorts of goods 50, 
60, or 100 per cent upon the imported articles is just the way to 
get the cheapest cloth or cheapest manufactured products in all 
the world; and when we come to apply that in favor of a tax 
which the manufacturer has to pay, then it does not operate; 
the tax raises the price. Now, our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber can explain that at their leisure. 

Mr. HOAR. . Mr. President, I should not have supposed but 
for my great and undoubting confidence in the veracity of my 
friend from Mississippi that he was so guileless and innocent a 
person as he saysheis. But of course he is; and being’ therefore 
a guileless and innocent person—a person whose guilelessness 
and innocence only finds atitting illustration in the lamb whose 
wool is the subject of discussion .at this moment—having the 
Senator’s ownassertion, I think I am justified in the further in- 
ference that somebody has been imposing upon him and prac- 
ticing upon that guilelessnessand innocence in putting into his 
head the argument which he has just made. It is not the Sena- 
tor’sown. If he had set his astute intellect to work he would 
have seen the answer to his proposition; but it is only his lamb- 
like nature which has accepted (without any explanation of his 
own profound reasoning power) this suggestion of some crafty 
personage which he asks to have explained. 

The Senator wants to know how it is that the doctrine of the 
protectionist (being, as it undoubtedly is, that the encouraging 
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and agriculture by giving it the great American market to the 
exclusion of products of other countries who pay little or noth- 
ing for labor} reduces in the end the price. First, by bringing 
American competition into the field. Next, by bringing Amer. 
ican intelligence and inventive power into the field. Third, by 
keeping up a rate of wages which gives an instructed brain and 
intellect, a hand skilled and muscle trained for the process go 
that class of mechanics and manufacturers and workingmen are 
all the time introducing and inventing and promoting processes 
which cheapen production, while the poor, cheap, and unreason 
ing laborer of China and India would remain fora thousand een- 
turies doing the same thing without any substantial improy 
ment. 

That being the doctrine of protection, the Senator wants to 
know why itis that when hides are to have a protective duty 
upon them the manufacturer of hides into boots and shoes does 
not say, ‘‘Why that, of course, is going to cheapen my material, 
and therefore I do not need any additional duty for my protec- 
tion,” or when wool is to have a duty put upon it the manufac- 
turer of wool into cloth at oncesays, *‘ Why, youare going to in- 
crease the cost of what Iam to buy and not diminish it, and, 
therefore, you must increase the rate on my product.’’ The 
Senator says he wants to know how that comes about. 

Does not the Senator see that when a product is not used ex- 
cept to be made into something else, as is the case with wool 
and leather, it is just as much making wool or leather free to 
import woolen cloths or boots and shoes free as if you admitted 
the leather or the wool free? The only market the American 
producer of hides has is to sell to the manufacturer of leather 
in the United States, substantially the only market the American 
raiser of wool has (unless the Democratic orator wants a little 
to pull over somebody's eyes) is to sell it to the American man- 
ufacturer of woolen goods. Therefore, if with one breath you 
say there shall bea duty on wool, whether it is protective merely 
or whether it is prohibitory, and at the same time there shall 
not be any woolen manufactures in this country, you have said 
you can raise wool, but there shall not be anybody to whom you 
can sell it. 

if yousay there shall be a prohibitory duty on hides and at the 
same time say that all our boots and shoes shall be made abroad 
and imported free, of course it is simply saying that there shall 
not be any use of the hides when they are produced. In other 
words, you have not a protective duty on wool if you let itcome 
in free or without sufficient protection in the form of woolen 
cloth or woolen garments. You have not a protective duty on 
hides if you say in the same breath hides may come in free in 
the form of boots and shoes. It is only a pretense of a duty. 

Therefore, the American manufacturer of wool and woolens 
very much prefers the duty on wool to free wool, because he 
knows not only that it is just to another industry, but he knows 
also that witha duty on American wool, wool is to be cheapened 
in the end to him by American competition. So if you say to 
the woolen manufacturer of the East, you may have an adequate 
duty, as this bill professes to say—I do not think it does, but ad- 
mitting it forthe moment—and you may have your material free, 
the substantially unanimousanswer of the woolen manufacturers 
of the East is and always has been, with a very few inconsider- 
able exceptions, ‘‘ We do not want that arrangement.” 

In the first place, it would be a policy utterly base and in- 
famous for us to advocate, speaking of the matter of justice to 
other people. Next, it is against our highest self-interest, be- 
cause we Claim that the protective duty on the American wool 
will in the end, while it secures a sufficient profit to the wool- 
raiser, bring down the price of American wool and the price of 
the American manufactured article made of wool. 

So in regard to hides. That is not so strong a case, because 
we are exporting considerably. In our manufactures of boots 
and shoes we have an enormous advantage. We have patented 
and other machinery, and organized labor in the manufacture 
of boots and shoes, and it occurs tosome extent in the same way. 

But in regard to wool, which is the thing the Senator deals 
with, if you put wool on the protected list and have an insulli- 
cient duty or no duty on the woolen manufacture, there will not 
be a pound of wool raised in the United States, because we are 
not going to raise it and send it abroad and let it be manufac- 
tured and brought back again. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like right there 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish thisstatement. I am a good deal 
more simple-minded than the Senator 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. HOAR. I said no. If the Senator will pardon me, not 
at present. Indeed, I have lost what I was saying by the Sena- 
tor repeating his interruption. If, therefore, you put wool upon 
the protected list, as you should, by whatever name you call it, 
revenue or protection, matters nothing if you give a reasonable 
and adequate protection which enables this industry to go on in 
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the new mountainous States of the Northwest, or in Ohio, or Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Missis 


in Southwestern Virginia, or wherever else wool may be raised; 
you must, in order to do that, as a matter of logic, as a matter 
of necessity, have some fiscal arrangement under which there 
will also be a woolen manufacture hereafter in this country. 
Otherwise nobody would raise any wool. NowI will answer my 
honorable friend from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask just at that point what the 
Senator would regard as a compensatory duty upon wool? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould have leave that to the experts, but 
{ suppose - 

Mr. KYLE 
tariff duty on the woolen lis 
the senate propose iia. 

Mr. HOAR. Those averages, which Senators on both sides 
he Chamber are fond of citing and quoting, and they have 
1 quoted on the stump, tomy mind convey no idea whatever. 
They do not help me the least. A campaign speaker takes up 
the MeKinley act, or tue previous law in force, or the Mills bill, 
and he lumps together the rates of duty on articles of which there 
is not an importation of $100,000 worth in a twelvemonth, and on 
articles of which there is an importation of $10,000,000 worth in 
the same period, and then says we have an average reduction or 


to 
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is § 








increase of duties in this bill; as if putting on an article like | 


sugar, of which there are fifty or sixty million dollars’ worth 


[ notice that under the McKinley act theaverage 
2 per cent, and the bill before | 
it being cut down about 58 per cent. | 


| sippi allow n 


imported, a quarter of a cent or a quarter of 1 per cent did not | 


drown and sink out of existence an increase of 50 per cent ad 
valorem or a hundred per cent ad valorem on some little article 
of luxury, for instance, like stained glass or something of that 
kind. 

Now, take this matter of wool and cotton as well. Take all 

textile manufactures. Take silk. Of course they vary very 
much in value and they vary very much indemand. Therefore, 
it seems to me, with all respect, you have said nothing when 
you talk about an average on one bill and a comparative aver- 
age on another measure. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is a very remarkable one. I do not think when 
we come to consider it that it wasever suggested to the Senator 
as he supposes mine was to me. I think that no sane human 
being will ever produce the exact argument with which the 
Senator has delighted the Senate to-day, unless, as [ suspect, 
the learned Senator from Massachusetts has indulged in a little 
jest and joke at the expense of the Ssnate. 

Now, whatis hisfirst proposition? Itisavery remarkable one 
when we come to the point in dispute; and i do not intend to 
allow the Senator, in order to cover up and disguise the point in 
dispute between us, to go into a general discussion of the bene- 
fits of protection. 

That question is not in dispute. The question between the 
Senator and myself, or between Senators on the other side and 
myself is, Howis it that when you put a duty upon manufactured 
articles and the people complain that they are taxed in their 
clothing, taxed in their necessaries of life, the answer of the pro- 
tectionist is ‘‘We do not tax you; we are actually giving you 
things cheaper than you would otherwise get them”? Yet when 
the manufacturers or their friends come to be heard upon a prop- 
osition to tax what they buy and not what they sell, then the tax 
always enhances the price. 

Will the Senator or any Senator answer that question? If the 
encouragement or the protection of a domestic production 
cheapens the article why, then, is it that the manufacturers, 
when an article which they buy is taxed, claim that it does not 
cheapen it, that it increases the price, and they must therefore 
have an increased duty in the way of a compensatory tax? I 
suppose that tocarry out the argumentof the Senators upon the 
other side legitimately means this and nothing else, that in 
order to cheapen the price we must tax manufactured goods 
which come in competition with manufactures which are sold to 
the consumers. Butif that be so, then I suppose when we tax 
the manufacturers’ raw material and add an additional tax to 
the manufactured article, that it is done for the purpose of still 
further decreasing the cost of the manufactured product. 

Mr. President, this thing lies ina nutshell. There is no use 
to attempt to disguise it or to cover it up in any way. If pro- 
tection decreases the cost of the protected article, then the com- 
pensatory duty to the manufacturer for the tax upon the raw 
material ought not to be levied, because the best way to get for 
him the cheap raw material is to tax it and encourage it. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was ingenious enough 
to confess that fact before he got through, and I come to that 
now. 
inother cases. Now, I desire to have a question answered. 
are the raisers of wool to be benefited by a tax levied on wool if, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts says, the inevitable, natural, 
becessary result of the tax is to make wool cheaper? 


sippi allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear it explained. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It wili make it cheaper when- 
ever the industry in this country is stimulated tosuch an extent 


that the production in the country is equal or more than equal 
to the demand. Then wool will become cheaper. That will be 
the result of protection eventually. It increases the price of 
wool for the time being, when the production of the country is 
not equal to the demand. 

Mr.GEORGE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Oregon for that explanation. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am very much obliged to the 
the explan: When you deal with the farmer you s 
the decrease will come only at the end of a long period. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Missis- 
1c? Ishe familiar 


Senator for 
ee 


tion. 1y tha 


Mr.GEORGE. No; let me get through with my argument on 
this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
declines to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. When you deal with the manufacturer the 


cheapening of the product is instantaneous. 


Mr. FRYE. Nobody ever said that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very nearly so. 

Mr. FRYE. Notat all. 

Mr. GEORGE. How long? 

Mr. FRYE. I should like— 

Mr. GEORGE. Please tell me how long? 


Mr. STEWART. Will the Senatorfrom Mississippi allow me 
to ask him a question? = 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through with this point. I can 
not answer everybody at once. I am not an expert on tariff 
matters. I am nota member of the Finance Committee, and | 
have not given much attention to the question of taxes, or tariff, 
or finance, except that [ have a sort of old-fashioned notion in 
my head that if anything I wish to buy is brought into this 
country and is taxed at the seaport 15 or 20 or 30 per cent, in th: 
end I have topayit. [have thatsort of an old-fashioned notion. 

But right here I ought to explain in connection with that 
point another of the remarkable beauties of protection. { have 
heard it said over and over again that the American consumer 
does not pay the tax; that itis taxing the foreigner. Yet while 
that is the argument always made when those on the other side 
are advocating a tax in favor of the manufacturer, it does not 
apply when they advocate a tax in favor of the farmer. Now, 
if that be true, if the foreign producer of wool pays the tax in 
stead of the American manufacturer, I should like to know in 


| God’s name what is the use of giving the American manufac- 


turer & compensatory duty to equalize the duty’on the raw ma- 
terial. Will the Senator explain that ? 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill give the Senator an explanation, if 
he will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
I get through. 

Mr. STEWART. I will explain it 
Mississippi will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us see about these things. They are the 
most wonderful things in the world. The beauties of protec- 
tion as explained by those on the other side are the most beau- 
tiful things that have happened since the dawn of creation. 
First, the more you tax an article which the manufacturer sells 
the cheaper it makesit. Therefore the manufacturer is running 
down to Congress or sending his committees day after day and 
month after month beseeching us all to levy a tax in order to 
make him sellhis goods cheaper. That is the first thing. 

There is another. Apply it to wool. , All our friends on the 
other side admit that the manufacturer has to have a compen- 
satory duty if we tax wool. If the foreign producer of wool (and 
all on the other side declare that that is a fundamental princi- 
ple in protection politics and protection political economy) has 
to pay the tax instead of the American manufacturer, then I 
should like to know—will the Senator from Nevada explain—— 

Mr. STEWART. Iam ready to explain it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why, you give the American manufacturer 


The Senator from Nevada can explain it when 


now, if the Senator from 


The Senator from Missis 


ippl 


a 
| compensatory duty when we ought to give it to the foreigner. if 
ib 


He admitted that if we tax wool we make it cheaper, as | 
How | 


we give it toanybody? That is the way they reckon. It is 
most wonderful species of logic. 

The Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] suggested that I fa- 
vored a duty on wool. I suppose he got that suggestion from 
some little intimation I made to him one day that my mind was 


running somewhat in the channei in which it ran when I voted 
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for a tax on wool several years ago. My mind was running a 
little that way, and I wanted a little light on the subject; I 
wanted to have it explained. When! asked the Senators on the 
other side whether, if I yielded and voted for a duty on wool, 
they would accept that with a duty on woolen goods just the 
same as if there was no tax on wool, they all said they would 
not. I wish to have that explained. 

Mr. President, I will tell you what I think about it. If their 
logic is correct, if the tax on wool cheapens wool, if the tax on 
foreign goods cheapens foreign goods, then I think instead of 
asking for a compensatory duty for the little tax which we may 
put on wool the Senators on the other side, if they believe in 


what they profess, ought to move to reduce the tax to that ex- | 


tent. 
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Mr.GEORGE. Why is it, if we put a tax on wool, that the 
manufacturers want a compensatory duty? 

Mr. STEWART. Because they always want all they can get 
and that is a good excuse. ‘ 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a good answer. 

Mr. STEWART. They want all they can get, and that is a 
good excuse. Asa matter of fact, as the Senator from Masgsa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] stated, if you put such a tax on wool that 
we can produce wool in this country to supply our home market, 
all wool will be cheaper. The foreign wool will be much cheaper, 
because you take away one of its markets. I[ do not believe the 
manufacturers need any compensatory duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 





| interrupt him right there ? 


I believe I have said about all I desire to say, and I shall be | 


glad to have my venerable silver friend from Nevada explain 
the point I have suggested. 
Mr. STEWART. I will explain the matter to the Senator 


from Mississippi. I will explain it to my satisfaction, and I | 


hope to the Senator’s satisfaction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very easily satisfied. Let me start out 
with this proposition—— 

Mr. STEWART. No;I will go right on. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before you start so that we can go along to- 
gether, let us agree first that all the distress in the country 
now comes from the demonetization of silver. 


Mr. STEWART. Yes; all the distress comes from that cause; | 


but this is a question by itself. Other things being equal, the 
price of everything depends upon the demand. The supply re- 


there is no demand for foreign wool by the United States, for- 
eign wool would be cheaper than if the United States were in 
the market. The Senator admits that. 

Mr. GEORGE. We agree on that. 

Mr. STEWART. We have got sofaralong together. In the 
case of the United States we have probably a greater country for 
producing woolthanany other. Two-fifths of our country is not 


liarly adapted to the production of wool. Wool can not be pro- 
duced here as cheaply as it can be produced in the same kind of 
country in South America, Mexico, and Australia, on account of 


the difference in wages and on account of the difference in the | 
currency they use, which also enables them to produce where | 


we can not. 
Mr. GEORGE. They are silver men down there. 
Mr.STEWART. They are silver men. 
Mr. GEORGE. Allright. We agree about that. 


of their labor do not exceed a third of our wages. Then, if we 
should attempt to produce wool in competition with them, in 
starting they would drive us out of the market absolutely; but 
if we put enough protection on our products, so that we could 
partially equalize the difference in the price of labor, and pro- 
duce in this country and have our vast demand stipplied by our 
own country, both countries would produce wool, and foreign 
wool would be much cheaper. But if we could not produce wool 
in this country at all, then the foreigners would charge for the 
foreign wool according to the demand, and we would make up 
the great demand. 

Foreign wool in the aggregate will certainly be cheaper if we 
produce our own wool. There is no doubt aboutthat. The for- 
eigners will put the price at a point where they can compete 
with us and pay the duty, if it is a reasonable duty. Then all 
wool will be cheapened. It flows over. Protection does not 
stop the production, but it prevents the enormous risc in the 


price of foreign wool which there otherwise would be. I believe | 


that taking off the tariff on wool in this country is going to raise 
the price of foreign wool, because in the first instance they will 
undersell us. They will break up the industry in this country, 
and it will take some years to startitagain. They will com- 
mand the market where the labor is cheap, and it will be a warn- 
ing to us not to commence again. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, willthe Senator from Nevada stop right 
there and allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator knows that the manufacturers 
are the smartest people in the world. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I admit that. 

Mr. GEORGE. They understand it all. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator if taking off the tax on 
wool is going to increase the price of the foreign wool intro- 
duced here? 

Mr. STEWART. It will necessarily, because it will increase 
the demand. 


Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator and I agree perfectly as to sil- 
ver. That is one bond of eternal friendship between us. Now, 
we agree on another subject, and that is that no compensatory 
duty is needed by the manufacturer. That is another bond. — 

Mr. STEWART. Iam perfectly certain that the manufac- 
turers would be benefited by allowing this industry to exist, in- 
dependent of any compensatory duty, and independent of any- 


| thing else. I was struck with the remarks of the Senator from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. I have been over the country. | 
| know perfectly well that we can not produce wool as cheaply in 








the same kind of country as our competitors. I know perfectly 
well that if we can supply our own market the foreigners will 
have to sell their wool cheaper than they would otherwise do. 
We now buy some foreign wool. We have not produced all our 


maining the same, the price will depend upon the demand. If | own wool. [am certain it will be a great calamity to our man- 


ufacturers if this industry is destroyed. 
It will make wool higher, it will make clothing higher, to de- 
stroy in its infancy this industry, which has been started in a 


| region of the country where they can supply the entire demand 


of the United States and have wool for export. You see we 
will have some wool. The industry will not be destroyed all at 
once; it will be gradually destroyed. If you put the American 


fit for ordinary agriculture without irrigation, but it is pecu- | producer in competition with the foreign producer, the foreign 
—w S ’ 


woolgrower can produce wool cheaper and bring down the price 
all the time until the area where wool is produced is going to 
be circumscribed. 

Wool will be dearer when it is circumscribed. It will take a 
long time to rehabilitate the industry. You say when the price 
of wool goes up, the Americans will go into the business again: 
but it will take along time. It will be asad experience. Our 
people have their flocks and herds. If you destroy them now, 
by putting our producers in thiscompetition which they can not 


Mr.STEWART. But if they were not silver men the wages | endure and gradually kill off the industry, it will take a long 


time for the industry to revive. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator and I are not going to quarrel, 
even about this. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. GEORGE. We agree. I wish the Senator would turn 
around and convince his old Republican fellow-Senators that we 
do not want acompensatory duty. That is what I am trying to 
accomplish. 

Mr. STEWART. But here in this very bill we have a tariff 
on woolens and no duty on wool. We have a tariff on woolens. 
I have not discussed it and I do not propose to discuss it at all. 
There is no duty proposed on wool, and if you now destroy the 
flocks and herds which are struggling to come into existence 
ina country where the main industry of the people is already 
destroyed, and break up the industry, it will not start again for 
many years, and the area of production of wool will be vastly 
limited. That being true and the demand remaining the same, 
the price must rise. I believe that for cheap clothing and for 
the benefit of everybody, the wool industry ought to be fostered 
and continued in thiscountry. If itis not continued the eventual 
result of the competition of foreign wools will put up the price, 
wool will be higher, and nobody will be benefited except, per- 
haps, the foreigners who raise the wool. 

I do not object to benefiting the foreigners, but I am a little 
selfish as to my own country. I believe wool is one of the par- 
ticular articles where a reasonable protective duty isabsolutely 
necessary, because the difference in cost depends solely upon 
the price of labor. The country is entirely similar; the con- 
ditions of freight are similar; everything is similar but labor. 
We have anabundantregion. We can notcompete with the for- 
eigners as to labor, and without protection our wool industry 
will be abandoned. Then the foreign producers will have a 
monopoly of the market, and as the demand determines the 
price, it must go up if you take off the duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me interrupt the Senator from Nevada 
right there fora moment. He thinks while aduty ought to bo 
put on wool there should not be any compensatory duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifa duty is retained on wool, I think wool 
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will be cheaper, because we shall have a greater area of produc- 
on. 

7 Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I also wish to agree as nearly 

as I can with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I 

should be glad to know of him whether he believes it is worth 

while to save the industry of growing wool in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think so. Ido not want to see any of the 
industries of my fellow-citizens destroyed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neither dol. I take it, also, that the Sena- 
tor thinks it is desirable that we should have woolen manufac- 
tures in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE, Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That being true, the question is what we 
shall do, first with wool, and secondly with woolen manufac- 
tures in order to preserve both? 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Isit the opinion of the Senator from Iowa 
that neither the woolgrowing industry nor wool manufactures 
can be sustained in this country withoutsomething like a bounty? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no proposition in the pending bill 
to give a bounty. The other day we hada very close contest 
here about a bounty, and on the other side of the Chamber there 
was a great disinclination to give a bounty on constitutional 
grounds. We, on this side of the Chamber, were willing to give 
a bounty on sugar and in that way give it protection and admit 
it free. 

But I will answer the Senator more directly. I do believe 
that without a duty on wool the woolgrowing industry will be 
gradually and I think swiftly destroyed. Llalso believe that 
if we have no duty on woolen goods, it will be only a question 
of a brief space of time when our woolen manufacturers will be 
driven to the wall because of the conditions in this country as 
compared with the conditions in other countries. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to say that that is 
purely an abstract question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it is, and I am answering an ab- 
stract question. 

Mr. POWER. 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWER. Is the Senator in favor of giving all the pro- 
tection to the manufacturer and none to the woolgrower? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not see why my friend 
should ask me such a question as that. Iam certainly not in 
favor of it. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mir, ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator's position to be that 


neither the wodigrowing industry nor the manufacture of wool 
can be maintained in this country without the imposition of a 
protective duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstands me. I state 
that I do not believe the woolgrowing industry can be main- 
tained in this country in competition with Argentina and Aus- 
tralia and the Australia& régions. I do not believe we can grow 
wool in this country in competition with them, although we have 
very excellent natural conditions. As theSenator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] very justly said, we have ascale of living, a scale 
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Mr. GEORGE. Not entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Because he does not wish to destroy either 
the industry of growing wool or the industry of manufacturing 
wool. Therefore we are in accord on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I should prefer 
to state my own position; whichis to adjust the taxes on woolen 
manufactures without reference to any taxes or want of taxes 
on wool. That being done, we come to consider whether we 
shall tax wool or not. That would be an independent proposi- 
tion; but I understand all the Senators on that side to say, if 
taxes on woolen goods are made on the idea that we are to have 
no taxes on wool, and you put a tax on wool, then the tax on the 
manufactured articles would not be sufficient. 

Mr. ALLISON. [shall reach that point in a minute. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody said that on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. I heard nobody say it. I certainly did not 
say it, because Isaid distinctly to the Senator that I did not know 
but that the rate of duty now in this biil would be sufficient with 
a duty on wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. What about the compensatory duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam speaking now of every kind of duty. I 
stated, in answer to the Senator, that there might be duties 
which were sufficient and there might be others which were in- 
sufficient. Under this new condition it may be, although I do 
not think so, that some duties might even be lowered under this 
bill, but I think some of them ought to be advanced, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me a mument? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to statea mathematical prop- 
osition, and if I had a blackboard [ should prefer to demon- 
strate it in that way. I think I can make it so plain that any- 
one can comprehend it. 

In the first instance, suppose a controversy should arise be- 
tween the duty on wool and the duty on woolens. You can as- 
sume as an absolute proposition that the labor expended on the 
production of wool is equal to the cost of the manufacture of 
wool into cloth. That I believe is admitted on all hands as a 
Now, the Senator 
will see that if one-half of the cost of a hundred yards of cloth 
was the cost of the wool, say $100, and the other half was the 
cost of manufacturing that wool into cloth, say $100, if the 
wool was imported at the rate of duty of 50 per cent, as a mat 
ter of course the duty on the wool would be $50. 

If, on the contrary, the cloth is imported, then the duty is 
So the farmer gets the benefit of the duty and the manu 
facturer gets the benefit of the percentage of 50 per cent, with 
out any compensating duty between the two; because the differ. 
ence in value between the wool importedand the cloth imported 
would make the difference precisely $50. It seems to me, there- 
fore, thatif an ad valorem duty was put upon wool and woolens, 
the duty on wool ought to be less than the duty on woolens. 

[ should be very well contented with a duty of 40 per cent upon 
wool, and [ think our people generally would be. There is no 


| necessity, in my judgment, to compensate the manufacturer who 
| gets the full compensation of 50 per cent upon the full value of 


of wages, and ascale of costof production here which is unknown | 


in the countries which come in competition with us. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like the opinion of the Senator from 
Iowa, who has probably studied this question as much as any 
living man, as to whether he would not except from that gen- 
eral statement the raising of cheap wools where there are very 
large pastures and where the sheep can be taken care of at a 
very slight cost? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereare portions of ourcountry where the 
climate is similar to the climate of Australia, where that can he 
done, or it may be done even in Nevada. I donot know how 
that is, but I should think it could be done. 

Mr. STEWART. It can be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think it could be; but what I want 
to get at with reference to my friend from Mississippi is to ascer- 
tain just what we ought todo. He and I agree, I think—Ishall 
not commit him, but shall commit myself to the idea—that we 
should putaduty upon wool. TheSenator now says that if we put 
a duty upon wool we must give a compensatory duty upon woolen 
goods. That was not my proposition. My mee was that 
we should put such a duty on wool as would preserve that in- 


dustry, and that being done, we should then ascertain what isa 
roper duty to levy upon woolen goods in order to preserve that 
ndustry as well. 
I understand the Senator from Mississippi now to be inaccord 
with me—- 
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both. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
Ohio for explaining this matter to the Senator from Mississippi. 
I was not undertaking myself to deal with the proper rate of 
duty. I was only undertaking to bring myself in accord with 
the Senator from Mississippi. In the view that, in the read- 
justments here, we ought to protect both the producer of wool 
and the woolen manufacturer alike. 

The Senator from Mississippi, however, has another difficulty 
which does not disturb me in the least, and that is, that where 
we levy a duty upon the raw material which enters into the 
manufactured product, we ought to levy a less duty on the man- 
ufactured product by reason of the fact that the levying of a 
duty upon the raw material diminishes the price 

Mr. GEORGE. No, I said if your argument was correct that 
would be the logical result of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. Thatis the statementof the Sen- 
ator as respects an assumed condition. He says that we always 
claim that the levying of a duty upon an article diminishes the 
price. I did not know that that was the claim. It certainly 
does diminish the price in very many instances, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine |Mr. FRYE] awhile ago gave an instance where 
the introduction of the manufacture of gunny cloth and the man- 
ufacture of cotton bagging into the United States diminished 
the price. Why? Before this industry was established in the 
United States Dundee and India had practically a monopoly of 
the production of those articles. 

We levied a duty upon gunnycloth and upon cotton bagging— 
it was not a heavy duty—and we put jute butts, from which this 
cotton bagging was made, on the free list. The result of that 
was that numerous factories started all over the country for the 
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manufacture of cotton bagging and gunny cloth. What was the 
result? ‘The result was that within five years there was estab- 
lished in the United Stgtes manufactories for this material 
which were sufficient to supply the entire consumption of the 
United States. 

What was the effect of that? The effect of it was to create 
sharp competition between the prodpcers here and the producers 
in Dundee and inIndia. Was not that acompetition which had 
a tendency to reduce the price? Certainly it was, and it had 
that effect, 

in 1888—because I wish to give this full illustration—in the 
Mills. bill this protective duty, as we callit, was taken off cotton 
bagging and gunny cloth. 

Mr. GEORGE. That bill did not pass and become a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas going to give the history of it. The 
bill passed the House of Representatives on the 21st day of July, 
1888. That was at a period when it was absolutely essential that 
the cotton producers should have gunny bags, and it was too late 
for anybody to import them from Dundee or from Calcutta. 
Those people putasqueeze upon the cotton producers and raised 
the price, [ agree; they raised itabnormally for that single crop, 
knowing perfectly well that it could not be continued; and yet, 
notwithstanding that illustration given the other day, itis true, 
as stated by the Senator from Maine, that the placing of a duty 
upon that article had a tendency by means of competition to re- 
duce the price very materially. We might puta duty of 10cents 
uw pound upon cotton and it would not advance the price of raw 
cotton in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. May Icall the attention of the Senator to a fact 
which is in line with his argument? What he says is undoubt- 
edly true; but in the early years of this Government, before the 
cotton industry had been established here, there was a protect- 
ive duty put on cotton in order tostimulate the American prod- 
uct. The result was that at first we got cotton enough for our 
own use; then we got cotton enough to export; and we at last 
commanded the markets of the world with our natural advan- 
tages. 

if the Senator will pardon me one moment—which seems a 
complete answer to the Senator from Mississippi—suppose we 
had continued that duty on cotton with a provision either of 
free trade or an amendment that there should not be any cotton 
manufactured in this country, although there had been a pro- 
tective duty on cotton, there never would have been a shirt or 
a sheet or any other article of human use manufactured of cot- 
ton in this country. The result, then, would have been that cot- 
ton would have disappeared and the cotton manufacture would 
not have grown up in the United States. 

There can not be a more absolute illustration on both sides of 
this question than the history of cotton in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam obliged to the Senator. There was a 
duty on cotton, but we havea country which is especially adapted 
io the production of cotton, and therefore we do produce it and 
shall continue to do so as long as we can produce it at a profit. 
it is the competition of production which fixes the price of the 
article of cotton. 

The theory, as I understand, of those who believe that we 
should take care of our industries as against the industries of 
other countries is that, having a great country of 70,000,000 peo- 





pie, we should keep them all actively empleyed atfair, remuner- | 


ative wages, some raising cotton, some raising wheat, some pro- 
ducing other articles of common consamption, and others 
manufacturing the articles which we must have here, rather 
than importing them from abroad. That is all I understand 
there is in the principle. 

I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi—and I am rather 
in accord with the view taken by the Senator on this point—that 
he has been so occupied during the. seven weeks of debate on 
this tariff question that he has not given it that assiduous care 
which he usually gives to public questions. If he had, he would 
find that it is not claimed on this side of the Chamber that on 
every article upon which a duty is levied the price is thereby 
reduced to the extent of the reduction of the duty. 

Mr. GEORGE. I never asserted that. 
I want the Senator to understand it distinctly—that the position 
on the other side was that the tax when levied on anything 
which came in competition with our manufactures always re- 
duced the price, and when it was levied on anything else they 
bought that it did not. That was my statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. i do not understand that to be our claim at 
all; but I think it must be manifest to the Senator thatifiron ore 
and coal are essential elements to the production of pig iron, 
and we levy a high duty upon iron ore and a heavy duty upon 
coal, neither iron ore nor coal will be imported, but pig iron 
will be imported instead, if it be made free. In thatsense there 
must run through these tariff bills what is called a compensa- 


tory duty. 
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Lhave seen the Senator from Mississippi voting over and over 
again in this very bill for such compensator duties. Why is it 
that he voted an eighth of a cent a pound duty upon sugar? It 
was because it was claimed, at least, thatif an sighth of a centa 
xound was not put upon sugar, instead of bringing raw sugar 
into the United States, importers would bring refined sugar into 
the United States, and thus destroy the Americanrefiner. Why 
was it that the Senator voted for a tenth of a cent additional 
duty on sugars which come from Germany, where a bounty is 
paid by the German Government for the exportation of sugar? 
It was to equalize the situation for the benefit of our refiners 
in order that they might compete successfully with those Ger- 
man refiners of sugar. That was the theory upon which that 
was done. [I had supposed the Senator had looked into this ques- 
tion before. 

If we put a duty on iron ore or on coal, we should put a duty 
of some kind upon pig iron to equalize conditions; and if we put 
a duty on pig iron, we must put a duty on the finer formsof iron. 
I pointed out, some time ago, when the iron and steel schedule 
was under consideration, and you put a duty of 1.22 cents upon 
black sheets, and a duty of only 1.2 cents upon tin plates; that 
by that discrimination you had made it impossible to import biack 
plates and make tin plates here, but that you encouraged thereby 
the production of tin plate abroad and its importation here by 
the reduction of duty. 

All I propose to say is, that lam for giving a proper duty to 
the producers of wool and then I am for giving a proper duty, 
whatever it may be, to the manufacturers of woolen goods, just 
as I should have voted to give a duty upon prunes and plums the 
other day had the provision not been coupled with a proposition 
to place a duty of 125 per cent upon Zante currants. 

If Senators want to be fair-minded and divest themselves for 
the moment of the shackles and ties, whatever they may be, 
which compel them to stand here as one man and vote, they 
ought to be willing to do justice here to the woolen producers 
upon the plains and in the mountains of the West, and also to 
give a fair duty upon woolen goods. 

I want to ask why it is that we have aduty upon cotton goods? 
Cotton is free, a raw material. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘To raise revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, as the Senator from South 
Carolina says, to raise revenue; but there is not a man in this 
Chamber so innocent as not to know that those duties are so 
levied and so finely adjusted as to effectuate the purpose of con- 
tinuing the production of cotton goods in the United States. 
That is acommendable thing to do, is it not? That is all we 
have done. That is all anybody proposes to do, as I understand, 
respecting the woolen schedule, and we make that proposition 


| because we find this bill coming here without aduty upon wool, 


which has prevailed practically from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernmert. I congratulate my friend from Mississippi that his 
mind is working up to a point where he will be willing to do 
justice to the farmers of the Northwest, who are the producers 
of wool, and the people who live upon the plains in the farther 
West who produce wool in greater quantities, and I hope that 
then—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I want tosay to the Senator that I had not to 
do any working-up of my mind to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am very glad of it, and I hope what the 
Senator has said this afternoon will have some influence on his 
associates on that side of the Chamber, so that, of all the things 
in this bill, wool and the wool-producer will not be singled out 
and decorated for the slaughter which is proposed by the bill in 
many of its parts, and in no part so generally and so universally 
as in this schedule. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWER. With the Senator’s permission, I should like 
to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure; but I do not want the Senator 
from Mississippi to leave just yet. I want toexplain something 
to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
tired. 

Mr. POWER. Iam very thankful to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi for what he hassaid. He has stated that he is a friend 
of the farmer, and he has also stated that he is not quite satis- 
fied with his party's action in regard to free wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said that much of it. 

Mr. POWER. Then I will qualify what I said. The Sena- 
tor is not altogether satisfied. He voted the other day with a 
few of my friends on this side of the Chamber to make hides 


No, I shall not leave; but Iam getting very 





free. This gives the manufacturers of the East the advantage of 
getting cheaper hides. The farmers of the West and of tho 
country generally are willing to have hides come in free, be- 
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cause beef is bringing a fair price. They are fair-minded and | 
libe ral. The Senators of the dominant party areframing a bill, 
and in that bill wool is made free of duty, while the manufac- 
turer of wool is protected. This is an injustice to the farmer. 

For this reason I want to thank the Senator from Mississippi 
for what he has said, that he wanted to arrange the matter in 
some way so as to do justice to the farmer and the manufacturer. 
[ am ready to join him at any time, or any other friends of 
farmers on the ‘other side of the Senate—and I am glad to say 
that we have some on this side—and vote for a bill that will pro- 
tect not only those who are engaged in the manufacture of wool, 
but: 
produetion of wool. 

[am very glad to have heard what the 
this subject. 

Mr. FRYE, 


Senator said to-day on 


Mr. President, I should like to explain one thing 
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| their mills in the best possible manner, 
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manufacture, to close up every loophole for loss, to reorganize 
so as to produce the 
largest product from a given amount of power; that compelled 


them to call on the inventive genius of the United States for 
new machinery, and the Senator knows that that genius re- 


ail 


. 7 
foods 


sponds here as it. does not inall the world outside. Itdidnotf 
thisindustry. Wewere making, asa I say, all the worsted 
we required,and they were 46 per cent less in cost to the people 


| of the United States than when they were being manufactured 
abroad. 

Now, see what is the effect of too great a reduction of duty 

upon an industry. In 1883 we revised the tariff, and made use 


iso those who are engaged in the growing of sheep and the | 


| 


| wards by the court 


to the innocent farmer from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]; and that | 


is why a duty on manufactured goods in the long run decreases 


the cost of the goods to the people; and, as he is so innocent, [ | 
will do it in the old-fashioned way of an illustration, about the 


facts of which there can possibly be no dispute. 

Up to 1883 we manufactured inthis country no moh: ir oe 
ati all. We used immense quantities for car seats, for furniture 
covers, and all that sort of thing. The Senator has seen it a 
great many times. We bought it all of Germany and of France. 
They made it all, using handlooms. Having control of our 
mar icet, they had the control of the prices which we were com- 
pelled to pay. 

[In 1883 the Goodalls, manufacturers in the State of Maine, 
and as skillful, as sagacious, as determined as any who can be 
found in any country, thought that, under the duty whieh had 
been pluced upon mohair plushes at that time, they could trans- 
fer that industry from Germany and Franee to the United States. 
They builta mill. Before the mill was completed and the ma- 
chinery was in, Germany and France made a cut on thuse plushes 
of 10 per cent for the purpose of breaking dewn this industry 
which was just coming into existence in the United States. 
They did not succeed. 

After the machinery was - ~_ mill they made another cutof 
15 per cent, making 25 per it; and within a year thereafter 
they made another of 15 ce Ci mah 1) per centinall. They came 
very near destroying this industry, struggling into life; and if 
these men had been. ordinary men, with mere ordinary deter- 
mination and pluck, they would have succeeded. But the y were 
not. 
discover or invent some new dyes which would be better than 
those used in foreign countries; those fading rapidly. They 
- succeeded in that. Then they started on the question of mak- 
ing these plushes by power-machinery instead of by handlooms, 
and in two years they had inyented and perfected, at a cost of 
$30,000, a powerloom for their manufacture 

From — time up to one yearago they ran their mill on full 
time, and made a fair profit. Six ‘other mills came into exist- 
ence in the United States, and they had not only the competi- 
— abroad to contend with, but the competition at home. The 

sult has been that to-day we are buying our mohair plushes 45 
i r cent less than we were when we had no mills in thiscountry. 
Besides, we are making better plushes with faster colors, and 
have compelled these foreigners to take our power looms to run 
their mills with. Thus there has been a reduction in price to 
the world as well as to the United States, and to-day we are sup- 
plying nine-tenths of all the plushes used in this country, at 45 
per cent less than they formerly cost. Is not that an object- 
lesson perfectly plain to anybody? Surely my farmer friend, 
the Senator from Mississippi, can see in this case howa duty, or 
as he calls it a tax, resulted in a lower priced product to the 


consumer. 
[ assert boldly, without any fear of contradiction, that no Sen- 
ator can name a single industry which has beenstarted int: » Life 


and successfully estz ablished inthe United States by the policy 
of protection where the prices of the product of the indus stry 
have not gone down from 30 to 50 per cent, while the wages of 
the workmen have increased. 

Let me illustrate the same thing by another industry; also 
the danger of reducing a duty below the protective point. We 
did not make any worsted goods in the United States until after 
1864, andeverybody worethem. We bought them from England 
largely, and from Germany. We placed what the Senator from 
Mississippi would call a heavy duty on worsted goods, and in a 
few years made nearlyall we used. 
tion of worsted goods into the United States was just $242,000 
worth, and before we started that industry weimported them by 
the millions of dollars’ worth. 


What was the effeet upon prices? Worsted mills started all 


| to kill us to put down their prices, and they never have been 
They proceeded at once to see whether or not they could | 


of such words in placing the duty on worsteds thatthe Treasury 
Department made a ruling—and I think it was susti l after- 
by which these goods did not bear oe duty 
of other woolen goods, though they were made of the finest wool, 
but were dutiable at a much lower rate. What was the result? 
In 1884 one-half of the worsted mills in the United States were 
shut down, and one-half of the other half were running on half 
time. Those that shut down went into the general woolen in- 
dustry of the country, which overcrowded that. The entire 
woolen industry of the United States was socrippled that there 
was hardly a manufacturer, except of special goods, who was 
making a dollar. What was the result? The very next year 
we imported $600,000 worth of worsted goods, and itran on from 
that up to over $6,000,000 worth in 1890. 

The Demoeratie Seeretxry of the Treasury twice called atten- 
tion in his annual reports to the Democratic House to that mis- 
take in the tariff act, and asked of them that they would reetify 
it. That Democratic House refused, and it was not rectified un- 
til the Republicans came into powerfour yearsago in the H 


1ine 


ouse 


| of Representatives, when the first bill passed was a bill restor 


ing the duties intended to be levied in 1883, What was the re- 
sult? Two years after the importation of worsted goodsran from 
$6,000,000 down to $2,500,000, and has been decreasing ever since. 

That is the effect of just a little reduction of duty on woolens 
in the United States, and I say to Se ni utors they must not make 
mistakes in these things. They are dealing with serious ailairs. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. PEFFER. How as to the prie s? 

Mr. FRYE. Weare buying them at 50 per cent less to-day 
than we paid before they were manufactured in the United 
States, and the people of the whole world are reaping like ben- 
efit. The foreign manufacturers were compelled in order to try 
“a2vie 


to restore them. 
| You may consider the duty on cotton goods. It is said the 
| cotton schedule is a good one. Ido not know whether it is or 


In 1881 the entire importa- | 


over the United States; they beeame competitors with each | 
other, 


That required them to study every possible economy in 


| amount.of industry to the country. 


not; I am inclined to think it may be, 
low a duty on fine cotton goods. 
eae of 3 


but I believe it places too 
We imported, I think, in the 
30,000,000 worth in 1890. The intention of the 


McKinley bill was to put the duty high enough on fine cotton 
goods, where so much more li sbor enters into their manufacti 


to transfer that industry to the United States. They held it was 


utterly absurd for us to raise cotton here, send it over to Liver- 
pool and have it manufactured into laces, muslins, and curtuins, 
and all that sort of thing, and then they send their muslins, 
their laces, and their curtains over here, and we send our gold 


over there to pay the men and the women who made them. 

The McKinley act increased the duty on fine cottons, not on 
any other. Encouraged by this we started in very shortly te 
manufacture them. There were one or two big mills in Phila- 
delphia. But we were stopped. Why? Because the next 
House elected was Democratic. The McKinley act never had 
any chance to do its perfect work. It never had any fair trial 
[It was handicapped from the very beginning. It took effect in 
October, an election followed in November, and the interests of 
the Democratic party required that it should be blackened. It 
was handicapped too by the merchants of the United States, they 
seeming almost in a conspiracy to do it, though of course they 
were not. Why? Because their goods, as everybody knows, 
were too low in the market. 

The profits of the manufacturer were almost nominal, and 
those of the retailer were equally so. They thought it afforded 
a chance to mark up their goods and they marked the 7m. Up, ut- 
terly regardless of the fact whether the MeKinley act raised 
a duty or decreased it. Consequently every merchant in the 
United States became an advocate, unintentionally I admit, for 
the defeat of the McKinley act in that he marked up his goods; 
and when inguired of why the price had been raised always re- 
plied, *‘the McKinley act.” Every commercial traveler was do- 
ing the same thing. The result was an immense Democratic 


victory. Our tariff law reeeived a savage blow in the eye at 
the very outset, and from that time down to this has not per- 


formed its efficient duty. 
Yet, Mr. President, in spite of that it did transfer 
With the 


an immense 
worsted schedule 
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corrected and the higher rates of duties imposed on the finest 
woolen goods we transferred in two years over $20,000,000 worth 
of manufactures of woolen goods to the United States from 
abroad. If that act had been allowed to stand undisturbed, if 
the Republican party had won in the next contest in this coun- 
try, instead of $20,000,000 worth it would have been twice that. 

Mr. President, who can give any reason why we should im- 
port $300,000,000 worth of woolens, of cottons, of silks, of linens, 
of the manufactures of iron and steel into the United States? 
We have the wool here; we have the cotton here; we have the 
iron here: we have the coal here; we have the men and women 
here to do the work. Why should we not do it here instead of 
sending our money abroad and hiring “ewe a0 there to do it? 
Why should not men and women do it here who will buy our 
products, who will clothe themselves in our woolen cloths, who 
will eat the food which our farmers raise, instead of having 
England and Germany and France furnish the cloths and the 
food to the people who make the goods? 

The purpose of the McKinley act was to transfer those indus- 
tries. It transferred in the little time it was in operation, handi- 
eapped as it was, over $60,000,000 worth of those industries to 
the United States, and employed thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of men here in this country. No Senator can name 
a single article of goods increased in price by reason of it. We 
undertook to transfer the remarkable industry of saaking tin 
plate in the McKinley act, and it would have been a profound 
success if the Republicans had been elected to power the very 
nextyear. The Government agentin his second report said that 
in less than four years the entire industry would be transferred 
from Wales to the United States of America, and hundreds of 
thousands of men would have been employed, and we would 
have used our iron and our coal and our tin, instead of using 
iron abroad and coal abroad. 

But the Democratic party went into that campaign declaring 
that every tin pail that any workingman carried to his shop or 
to his work house would cost him 10, 15, or 20 cents more under 
the McKinley act. They made him believe it and vote the 
Democratic ticket. Yet, after six months’ time there was not a 
single utensil of tin in the United States that cost the man who 
boughtitonesinglecentmore. The greatcanners of the country 
were frightened by that cry. They found out in less than a 
year that they could make their contracts for cansas cheaply as 
they ever made them in the history of the country. 

The Democratic party came into power in the House, and the 
first bill they reported from the Ways and Means Committee was 
one placing tin plate on the free list. Why should not that stop 
the industry in its success? And it did toa very large extent, 
I have no doubt. 

I wasspeaking about the cotton schedule. A cotton mill in the 
United States in the last fifteen years could not run with any 

rofit unless it had changed two-thirds of all its machinery. 

Jhy was that? The competition was so close that whether 
there was a profit or not depended upon the amount of product 
for a given amountof power. That factory which reduced its 
product 10 per cent below what it ought to produce for the amount 
of power used failed. 

The factory which did not adopt every invention that the 
genius of this country offered it, to decrease cost, failed. We 
invented a spinning machine which reduced the cost of spinning 
cotton goods just exactly one-half. The factory that did not 
take that spinning machine could not run successfully with the 
one that did; it was an utter impossibility. 

Are cotton goods cheaper anywhere than here? Ido not be- 
lieve it. I went into the city of Manchester, where they make 
cotton goods entirely, and where the women work for 35 cents 
a day, ours working for $1 and $1.25 aday. Asamere matter 
of curiosity I went to six or eight different retail stores to buy 
nightshirts, and the best offer I could get was $1.25 each. Ican 
go into any store in Washington—I could then; I can to-day— 
and buy the same shirt for 75 cents. 

Now, it may be that no high duty is required on the coarsest 
kind of cotton goods. Such a duty may not be needed as pro- 
tective, but may be as a preventive. You let England over- 
manufacture—have a large product upon herhands. If there is 
no'duty she dumps it upon our wharves and breaks down our 
mills. If there is a duty which she is obliged to pay, she will 
not doit. So, whether a duty is required or not for protection, 
for prevention it may be very valuable indeed. 

Now, let me briefly consider wool. There is not a woolen 
manufacturer in Maine (and we have a great many of them) who 
is not in favor of a duty on wool. There is not a Republican 
member of the House from New England who did not vote for 
such a duty. There is nota New England Senator here who 
will not do the same, and we represent the woolen industries of 
the country. There was one man who owned a mill in Maine, 
but lived in Boston, who wrote articles in favorof free wool. He 
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got his free wool and saw the woolen schedule reported by this 
committee. That cured him forever. He will write no more 
articles of that kind. That is the end of his literary life in that 
direction. 

We are in favor of a duty on wool because we do not believe it 
isa raw material, We do not believe that anything is a raw 
material which has been touched by the hand of man and in- 
creased in value by thattouch. Wealso believe that the farmer 
is just as much entitled to protection as the mechanic or the 
manufacturer. We are confident that you can not raise a pound 
of wool in the United States if you have no duty. Weare satis- 
fied that it is in ths interest of our people to raise all of our own 
wool instead of half of it. Weare in favor of encouraging by a 
duty our farmers to raise flocks of sheep. They are useful in 
many ways besides raising wool. 

Before the committee investigating this subject in 1890 there 
was a very valuable witness, a man who could not be impeached 
in any way, and I wish to read a part of his testimony. It was 
Mr. E. N. Bissell, of Shoreham, Vt. Heisafarmer. He went 
on to inform the committee that he had visited New South 
Wales, Australia, had spent a good deal of time there, and he 
says: 


I take this colony, as lam more conversant with this by personal obser- 
vation and interviews with prominent woolgrowers that reside there. My 
personal observations were made in 1883; my last interview was with Mr. 
Samuel McCaughey, of Coonong, Urana, New South Wales, who visited 
Vermont in 1887 and 1888, and who made his headquarters at my home when 
purchasing Merino sheep to ship to Australia. His home farm is located 
400 miles from Sydney. He owns 1,200,000 sheep, which graze on 3,500,000 
acres of land; 2,000,000 acres he owns and 1,500,000 he rents of the govern- 
ment at2cents per acre, the lease running in some instances thirty-five 
years, and all permanent improvements made by him on this rented land is 
paid for by the government. He estimates that on an average it takes 3 
acres of land to keep a sheep one year; and as they have no frost or snow 
during the year they require no hay or grain, and his farm being inclosed 
in paddocks or fields containing 1,000 to 2,000 acres, he requires no shepherd 
to herd his flocks. 

Mr. McCaughey has at different times in the years past hired others to keep 
sheepfor him, and paying 9 cents per head for one year’s keeping; and at 
this price he claims that the person keeping the sheep clears 3 cents a head, 
as he rents the land of the Government at 2 cents per acre, and it takes only 
three acresto keep a sheep ayear. Mr. McCaughey’s sheep shear on an 
average 5 pounds per head, and it costs a trifle less than 2 cents per pound 
to grow wovulin New South Wales when you hire them kept, or a trifle over 
lcent when kept on rented land. 


The cost of transporting wool from Coonong toSydney by rail is one-half 
cent per pound. From Sydney to New York or Boston by sailing vessels 
the freight is 1 cent per pound, and by steamer from Sydney to San Fran- 
cisco, and thence by rail to our Atlantic seaports, costs 3 cents per pound, 
making the total cost of growing and transporting wool a trifle less than 
5 cents per pound. 

Australia is producing an enormous quantity of wool and con- 
stantly increasing her flocks. She can supply us. She can land 
it at a cost ofa little less than 5 centsa pound in New York. 

Mr. President, is there a farmer in the United States, whether 
in the cold North, where you must feed your sheep six months 
in the year, or even in Texas, where you need not feed them at 
all, but may keep them out during the year in the open coun- 
try—is there a farmer there,even, who can compete with Aus- 
tralia in raising wool if she can land that wool in New York for 
5 cents a pound? 

Mr. POWER. And make a living. 

Mr. FRYE. Well,and make a living; that is better. And 
yet the deliberate proposition, deliberately considered, deliber- 
ately proposed by the committee, with all of the other side of 
the Chamber pledged as deliberately to support anything which 
comes from that committee, whether right or wrong, is that 
there shall be no duty on wool, and that our farmers shall be 
exposed to that competition. 

The Senator from Mississippi thinks it is very strange that I 
take the attitude that the duty on sugar is a tax paid by the con- 
sumer, while the duty on manufactured goods is not a tax paid 
by the consumer; and yet the difference is as broad as the earth 
itself. 

Mr. GEORGE. I explained that. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator in his own mind is not dis- 
turbed about it. 

Mr. GEORGE, I explained the difference between sugar and 
other things. [agreed to your theory. I acknowledged your 
explanation to be correct that the area for the production of 
sugar is limited. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like the Senator from Mississippi to 
speak loud enough to be heard. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Tennessee does not com- 
plain thatI do not speak loud enough? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine was speaking loud 
enough, but I did not hear a word the Senator from Mississippi 
said; and if not strictly confidential I think the Senate ought 
to hear what passes here. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said tothe Senator from Maine that I had 
explained the difference between sugar and other things. I said 
there was a reason, and I gave the reason, I even agreed to his 














1894. 
own theory (and he answered it himself and acknowledged the 
the explanation to be correct) that the area for the production 
of sugar is so limited it could not be extended to the extent of 
producing all the sugar consumed in the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatwas true up to 1890, 
up to that time any particular encouragement that we ever could 
make a success of sugar-raising in thiscountry. 
to try anew plan, a bounty plan, and that, while it lasted, worked 
admirably. It gave the friends of the beet-sugar industry en- 
couragement to believe that by giving them the time allowed in 
the act they would supply all the sugar we needed in this coun- 
try. If under that bounty, or under protection either, sugar be- 
came a successful industry in the United States, then the policy 
of protection would apply to it, and the price of sugar would go 
down under the force of competition here at home. 

Now, as to wool. Why will notthe duty on wool operate pre- 
cisely the same as the duty on manufactured goods? The Sen- 
ator loses sight of one thing, and that is that his side is claim- 
ing that wool is a raw material. 
product nearly so there is the least possible amount of labor, is 
there not? Then there is the least possible chance to save by 


machinery or by invention or by organization the cost of pro- | 
Tf we in this country | 


duction. That is absolutely true of wool. 
could get up a competition in the raising of wool by the inspira- 
tion of which we would introduce new methods of raising sheep, 
of producing lambs, of shearing, of feeding sheep, and all that 
sort of thing, then the same result would follow from a duty on 
wool as from one on manufactured goods; but not until then. 

It is only by competition, inspired by a protective tariff, ina 
successful industry, with an opportunity for the use of economy, 
skill in management, in organization, the invention of new ma- 
chinery, that we are able to pay higher and constantly increas- 
ing wages, and still keep down the price of the product. That 
does not apply to the production of hides or to the raising of 
sheep, and in neither case would a duty reduce the cost to any 
greatextent. I have no doubt about this. The production of 
wool has been enormous in the Argentine Republic; they have 
increased their flocks to about 100,000,000 sheep, producing nearly 
500,000,000 pounds of wool a year. 

In 1860 they did not have a quarter of that. In Australia they 
have been increasing in the same ratio; and so too here. The 
Senator must remember that at the same time we have been im- 
proving breeds of sheep so that woolgrowing has gone up in the 
Argentine Republic from 2 pounds in a sheep to 5+ pounds, in 
Australia from 2 pounds to 5 pounds, in the United States from 
24+ pounds to nearly7 pounds to a sheep. 

Mr. POWER. Fully seven. 

Mr. FRYE. Fully seven. So the result is that there has 
been an enormous increase in the production of wool the wide 
world over. That, of course, has reduced the price. The mo- 
ment the supply is beyond the demand, down the price goes. 
There is no doubt about that. But the Senator must remember 
that up to one year ago the price of woolin the United States as 
compared with the price in Liverpool showed that our farmers 
got the full benefit of the duty on wool, the price being that 
amount higher right along, quotation after quotation, in the 
United States. So the farmers received the benefit. 

Mr. President, I beg the Senate's pardon for indulging ina 
speech;I only intended when I took the floor to say a few words. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the speech begun by him yesterday. 
After having spoken fifteen minutes— 

Mr. HARRIS said: I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania if he has reached a point in his remarks where it will be 
convenient for him to yield to me? 

Mr. QUAY. It will always be convenient for me to yield to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yields to the Senator from Tennessee. 


[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I perhaps need not refer to 
the fact that we have been debating the general principles of 
tariff taxation since the 2d of April. We have been two days 
on the woolen schedule in general debate, debating everything 
else quite as much as wool. [should be exceedingly glad if we 
could get a unanimous consentagreement to apply the five-min- 
utes rule to this schedule. The senior Senator from Rhode 


Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has been ill for a couple of days, de- 
sires to submit some remarks upon the woolen schedule to-mor- 
row morning, and I think he ought to have the opportunity to 
do so, but I will ask unanimous consent that after he shall have 
submitted his remarks to-morrow morning, the debate upon the 
various paragraphs and amendments to the schedule shall be 
limited to five minutes to each Senator. 


In any raw material or in any | 
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There never had been | 
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Mr. QUAY. DolI understand the Senator from Tennessee as 
asking at present for a unanimous consent agreement or merely 
as giving notice that he will ask for such an agreement to-mor- 
row? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam asking it now. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishall feel it my duty to object at the present 
time, but I suggest 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas going to remark, if the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will allow me, that if Senators desire to make set 
speeches on the woolen schedule, I for ona will stay with them 
to-night as late as they may desire. I desire to deprive no Sen- 
ator of his opportunity, but I do feel that there is animperative 
duty resting upon me and those who are associated with me to 
try to make progress with the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. QUAY. Before yielding I wish merely to suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee that ifhe will withdraw his request for 
the present and renew it to-morrow afternoon the conditions in 
the Senate may be somewhat changed. 'To-night, as I said, I 
can not consent to such an agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvanis will 
not say to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. QUAY. That is my suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwill state to the Senator from Tennessee that 
I do not desire to make a very long speech on the wool question, 
but I do wish to speak more than five minutes; and I should like 
to have time to speak to-morrow as I have been pretty closely 
confined in a committee room all day. Therefore, I hope the 
Senator will not press his request for the application of the five- 
minute rule quite so soon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam satisfied as to the duties of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I knowhe has beenengaged on other duties 
which are confining. I think there isabsolute merit in his sug- 
gestion, and if I could get the unanimous consent agreement 
after the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall have been heard, I should be glad to do it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say ditto tothe Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I wish tomakesome remarks which will not occupy along 
time, but which will occupy more than five minutes. I suggest 
to the Senator from Tennessee that we go on to-morrow under 
the five-minute rule, but with permission to any Senator who de- 
sires to speak longertospeak longer. [{Laughter.] I think that 
would be the most amicable and the most satisfactory arrange- 
ment which could possibly be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis an India-rubber expansive idea which 
I can not quite take in. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope theSenator from Tennessee will not this 
evening press any request for a unanimous consent agreement. 
I feel that it is my duty, representing a State which has woolen 
manufactories, to say something as to how our people feel about 
the removal of the duty on wool. The Senator from Tennessee 
knows that I have not made any set speeches on the tariff, and I 
do not propose to doso, but [can notsay what I desire tosay in five 
minutes or ten minutes. I do not make any long speeches on 
this subject. Ithink we had betterrun on to-morrowas we have 
gone on to-day. We should have proceeded a good deal faster 
if the entire debate to-day had, as usual, been confined to this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there are quitea number of Senators 
who desire to speak to-morrow. ‘There arecertadinly twoothers 
besides those who have mentioned the fact that they desire to 
speak. I do not think there is the slightest disposition to delay 
the woolen schedule in any way. Certainly by Friday morning 
we can go on under the five-minute rule, and I hope we can do 
so to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Iowaallow me? I have 
been advised of some amendments which are likely to be pro- 





| posed when we proceed with the consideration of the woolen 


schedule in detail, which will be pretty important and can 
scarcely be disposed of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofcourse, such an agreement requires unani- 
mous consent. I was not aware that important amendments 
were to be offered, but Isuppose there will be important amend- 
ments presented, as this is a very important schedule. Indeed, 
I supposed that this schedule would take a full week. I believe 
we have occupied now only two days upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Especially on the woolen schedule, two days. 
The Senator from Iowa is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
he at least postpone the consideration of his request until to- 
morrow. The Senator from Rhode [sland will be here and will 
make such observations as he may desire. Other Senators will 
do likewise, and perhaps by I"riday we can make some arrange- 
ment, and possibly we may do so to-morrow. 









> 


i 


estate gir fe 





6230 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 138, 








Mr. DUBOIS. LIhope the Senator from Tennessee will not J. Albert Jones, to be postmaster at Marcellus, in the county 
press his request now. As has been shown to-day, the North- | of Cass and State of Michigan, in the place of Joel J. Nash, re- 
western Senators especially take a great interest in this ques- | moved. 
tion. Sixty per cent of all the sheep in the country are in the John Murray, to be postmaster atPort Huron, inthe county of 
Rocky Mountain region. The Senator from Colorado[Mr. TEL- | St. Clair and State of Michigan, in the place of Alexander R 
LER] told me just before he left the Chamber that he desires to | Avery, removed. o : 
submit ’ rem in regard to free wool. It occurs to me Charles E. Thomas, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the 
that this is a very legitimate subject of debate. Therefore | ate of Calhoun and State of Michigan, in the place of Wil- 
hope that the Senator from Tennessee will not insist on his re- | liam H. Mason, whose commission expired June 2, 1894. 
quest to limit debate. , . Charles M. Topping, to be postmaster atFenton, in the county 

Mr. HARRIS. In answer to the Senator from Iowa I will | of Genesee and State of Michigan, in the place of Lewis V. 

tate that I am raising no question about intentional delay. | Curry, whose commission will expire June 27, 1894. 
What I complain of is the delay itself. That is the misfortune CHIEF OF BUREAU OF INDEXES AND ARCHIVES 


‘f the Senate and the country. But in view of the various sug- 
restions which I am compelled to respect (and whether com- 


a 


Pendleton King, of North Carolina, to be chief of the Bureau 
of Indexes and Archivés in the Department of State’ vice John 


pelled or not a single objection checkmates me) I will adopt the H. Haswell. resi 

suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] and - Haswell, resigned. 

postpone my request until to-morrow. I will repeat it to-mor- UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

row, however, und I hope with much better success than this John H. Miller, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United States 
evening. | at Port Stanley, Falkland Islands, vice Henry S. Lasar, re- 


Yow, Mr. President, lam inclined to move that the Senate | called. 





proceed to the consideration of executive business. — " John B. Gorman, of Georgia, to be consul'of the United States 
Mr.CAREY. Willthe Senator from Tennessee withdraw his | at Matamoras, Mexico, to fill a vacancy. 
motion and yield to me for one minute, that I may call up a | - ge 
private pension bill? NFIRMATIONS 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Wy- CONFIRMATIONS. 
oming. | Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 18, 1894. * 
JOSEPH W. FISHER. | 


CONSUL. 
William J. H. Ballard, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Hull, England. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Mr, CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph 
W. Fisher. } 





3; unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bilf, which had been reported | George FE. Van Kennen, of New York, to be collector of cus- 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment: In line 7, | toms for the district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York. 
before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out “one hundred ” and in- PENSION AGENT. 
sert ‘ seventy-two,” so as to make the bill read: Henry H. Trimble, of Keokuk, Iowa, to be pension agent at 


Beit enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | Des Moines, Iowa. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil the name of Joseph W. ete anid himeeeate 
i“isher, late colonel of the One hundred and ninet-yfifth Regiment of Pennsy1- NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
vania Volunteers, ut the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the pension he is Charles F. Stone, of New Hampshire to be naval officer of 
* side 5 ** wy + , c 


yw receiving : . : } ‘ 1 
we y customs in the district of Boston and Charleston, in the State of 
The amendment was agreed to. Massachusetts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


Charles S. Bundy, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

William C. Harper, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- Charles EF. Scout, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 
sideration of executive business. the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the POSTMASTERS. 
consideration of executive business. Aftertwelve minutesspent | William M.‘Reed, to be postmaster at Morris, in the county of 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock | Grundy and State of Illinois. , 


and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Alftert H. Jones, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county 
Thursday, June 14, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. of Licking and State of Ohio. 
aaa George S. Laird to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of 
NOMINATIONS. Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
Krecutive nominations received by the Senate June 13, 1894. —_—_—__— 
‘ eens Sarees | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Jose .. Jewell, of Olean, N. Y., to be age or ians r ror age ; 
of ne New York oonas in New York, em ‘henwiinn "Wt } W EDNESDAY, Tune 13, 1594. 
Herrin, to be removed. | The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. | E. B. BAGBY. 
ohn M. Evans, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the lang | The Journal of the proce dings of yesterday was read and ap- 
office at Missoula, Mont., vice Robert Fisher, to be removed, | proved. 
John W. Wehn, jr., of Wilber, Nebr., to be register of the | REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
land office at Alliance, Nebr., vice Frederick M. Dorrington, re- The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
signed. | tary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Director of the 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. | Mint for the calendar year 1893; which was ordered to be printed. 
William C. Murphy, of Missoula, Mont., to be receiver of | WETMORE & BRO., ST. LOUIS, MO. 
public moneys at Missoula, Mont., vice John B. Catlin, to be re- The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H.R. 219) for 
moved. | the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, Mo. 


| Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the objection to this 
bill having been withdrawn, I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was laid before the House on yes- 
terday, but was withheld until to-day by consent. The Clerk 
will again report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


POSTMASTERS. 


i'ranklin G. Holbrook, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota, in the place of Wil- 
liam D. Hale, whose commission expired June 10, 1894. 

John T.I'rench, to be postmasterat Hammonton, in the county 
of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of George 
Eivins, whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

Elliott P. Kisner, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county an oon, se, sa Moaeetery ot ie LT Amp! § * eek aoe 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Bide W. amount im part of fees due to them as attorney's in colored bounty cases, re- 
Wilde, whose commission expired April 26, 1804, tained and covered into the Treasury. 

















CONGRE 





1894. 





The bill was ordered to a third reading; andi 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was dees on the table. 
‘E BILLS REFERI 
The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally referred as below: 


NAT 


pill 83) to correct the military record of Elisha B. 
Bassett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 205) for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs. 

bill (S. 685) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to divid e 
judicial district of North Dakota,” etc.—to the Committee on 1 the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1319) for the reliefof E. Douglass, late Indian agent 
at White Earth Agency—to the Committee on Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr, PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had xamined and found truly enroiled bills of 
the following title 33, when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (Ht . R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin; and 

A bill . R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the grant of public 


ands to the State of Mississippi for the use of the State Univer- 
sity. 
MESSAGE 


rROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1890) providing an additional circuit judge in the 


— h a ial circuit; 


A bill (S. 1478) ] — ng for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh yadicl ‘ial cire and for other purposes; and 
A bill (S. 1813) einen an additional circuit judge in the 


ninth judicial c ircuit. 

BARRY 
BRECKINRIDGE of 
unanimous consent for the 


HOSPITAL 


, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 
Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
eee consideration of the bill (S 
513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs Reser: 
vation, in the State of Avenues, to the Barry Hospital. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. 


ask 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Barry H« spital of 
the city of Bot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, a charity hospital duly 
organized and chartered under the laws of the State of Arkansas. the right 
to occupy, improve, and control, for the purpose of erecting thereon a hos- 
pital for the use and benefit of the poor, and for no other pi irpose W hatever, 


any of the lots, pieces, or parcels of land, situate in the county of Garland 
and State of Arkansas now owned i by the Government of the United States, 
to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, Said hospital shall 
not be located on the reservation which embraces the hot springs: Pro- | 
vided, That the United States reserves to itself the fee and the right forever | 
to resume posse sion and occupy any portion of said lands whenever in the 
judgment of the President the exigency arises that should require the use 
and appropriation of the same, or for such other disposition as Congress 
may determine. 


ir. PAYNE. Mr.Speaker,I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas whether there is any limit to the amount of land that 
may be used for this purpose? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It is limited by the dis- 
etion of the Secretary. The bill calls for a suitable lot, and 
the selection of it is left to the discretion of the Secre tary. | 


will say to the gentleman that great numbers of indigent sick 
from all over the U nion go to Hot Springs, and this is the only 
hospital provided for them, and it is supported entirely by the 


municipality. 

It is simply desires 1 that the hospital may be allowed to occupy 
this land, with the right on the part of the Governme nt to re- 
sume possession at any tim 2, al though, in point of fact, under 
existing law, the proc eeds of all that land is devoted to Govern- 
ment purposes there 

Mr. PAYNE. I 
believe. 

Mr. BRECKI! [IDGé of Arkansas. Yes: 
ing law The proceeds of that land are to 
wat und carry out the Government's policy at Hot Springs. 

Mr. PA ae I think that if the ta yvernment could get rid 
of all ths it land there, it would be a benefit to the Treasury. 


know it is vy, but not by law, I 


ATID 
Viv 


that is the exist- 
go to care for the 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of nti Well, that is another 
question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has this bill been acted upon by any House 
committee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Oh, yes; the bill has 
passed the Senate and has been reported favorably by the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands: 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that this isa bill to authorize the occupation of some publicland 
at Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, for hospital purposes? 
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twas accordingly 


Senate had passed bills of the following titles; | 





62: 31 





Yes, sir; 


. BRECKINRIDGE of Anpaeaee. 





LO & Ln t 
arivile ge to an existing hos spital which needs better accomm 
dations than it has now. The bill provides that the h ta 
shall be permitted to occupy some suitable lot, upon w 
larger buil ling than the existing one can be erected 

" WILSC N of Washington. The only reason why o¢ 
cupy aay of the time of the gentleman from Arkansas in con 
nection with this measure is this. I am usually favorable to all 
bills of thi ; character, but [had a bill passed through the se 
some days ago which is of the greatest importance to th 
ple of my State, and that billis held up at the other end of the 
Capito 

Mr sR CKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Well, if the gentleman 
has as good a bill as mine I would like to help him reform t 
Senate in that particular. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want it understood now, so 


that there will be no uncertainty about it, that if the Repres 


atives of the State of Arkansas can hold up matters that are 
purely local to the § _ of Washington, I will see whether | 
can not hold up matters here that are purely local to the State 
of Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I wil l say to the gentle 
man that this bill is not local in its bearing. Of the indigent 
pati ients in this hospital only five are from the State of Arkansas 
all the others are from other States, and the hospital is 0 

ained entirely by the charity of the people of the localit 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I have frequently said, I 


never interpose in any matter that is local to my ne 
the bill to which I refer isof very greatimportance to my people 
and to & large section of the country. It would not 
employment to people who are now out of employment, but it 
would make land that is not worth a cent an acre in its natura 
condition worth $50 anacre. As that land now is, 
not raise a grass upon it, but with irrigation it 
can be made very fe tile, and there is any quantity of water 


senpors, | 


you 


spear of proper 








ine to waste in that v: illey, but the centleman from Ar sas 
stands in the way of the passage of that bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman does 
not mean, of course, that I have in any way obstructed the 
sage of his bill? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No; not this tlemx but 
there was objection on the other side. I want to say here and 
now, that upon general legislation I never object. But upon 
local legislation, if Iam to be held up by the Representative 

| from Arkansas, I will see if I can not also obj 

Mr. COGSWELL. I hope the gentleman from Washingto 
| will not obj ject. 

Mr. BURROWS. He does not object 

Mr. COGSWELL. We haveall got to follow the goldenru 
and do unto others as we would have themdo unto us. Wevw 
take care of the gentleman from Washington |[Mr. WILSON] by 
and by. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present ec 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection 

The bill was ordere i to a third reading; and was oO \ 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BREC KINR [DGE of Arkansas, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

ELIZA K. STARR. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 3487, granting a pension 
to Eliza K. Starr 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ed, etc., That the Secretary « ior 1 ; 
aut} a directed to p ace on r‘ ibject t pro 
vi and li tions of the pension na f Eliza K. Starr, 
widow of Samuel H, Starr, late colon y 7 Vol nd 
major and 1 st eclonel Sixth Unite 1nd pay . pen- 

na rat ¢ $50 a month 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill, which, as the Chair under stands, has been 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. Is there obiec- 
tion 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAK] R. The Committee of the Whole on March 18 
agreed toan amendment to this bill, w ch amendment the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Strike out the word “ fifty,’ in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the v l 

twenty-five,” and after the word “month,”’ inthe same line, add the 


in lieu of her present pension 


The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendment reported 


from the Committee of the Whole. 
I ask that the report 


Mr. LACEY. 


be read. 
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The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) vas read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3487) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza K. Starr, have considered the same and submit the 
following report 

The claimant is the widow of Col. Samuel H. Starr, United States Army, 
whose military record, as reported by the War Department, shows he en- 
listed as a private October 27, 1832, and was assigned to Battery OC, Fourth 
United States Artillery, and discharged as a sergeant October 27, 1837. 

He reénlisted as a private June 23, 1846, and was assigned to Company A, 
United States Engineers. Appointed brevet second lieutenant Second Dra- 
goons, to rank June 28, 1848, and accepted appointment July 14, 1848. 

Promoted to be second lieutenant, same regiment, July 15, 1848, 

Promoted to be first lieutenant, zame regiment, November 10, 1851. 

Promoted to be captain, same regiment, June 14, 1858 

On August 29, 1861, he was granted leave until further orders toaccept the 
colonelcy of the Fifth New Je y Volunteers, and discharged from the vol- 
unteer service October 20, 1862, and rejoined the regular service in his old 
regiment. He was brevetted major, United States Army, May 4, 1862, ‘‘for 
gallant and meritorious services in the battle of Williamsburg, Va.,’’ and 
promoted to major of Sixth Cavalry April 25, 1863. He was brevetted lieu- 
tenant-colonel June 21, 1863, ‘for gallant and meritorious services in action 
at Upperville, Va.,’’ and to colonel July 2, 1863, ‘for gallant and meritorious 
services in the Gettysburg campaign.” 

He was retired from active service on December 15, 1870, with the full rank 
of the command he held when he received his disabling wound—that of col- 
onel, 

The retiring board reported that he was— 

“Incapacitated for active service in consequence of the loss of his right 
arm 6 inches below the shoulder, said loss resulting from a gunshot wound 
received inthe line of duty in action at Fairfield, Pa., July 3, 1833, while 
holding the rank of major, Sixth United States Cavalry, and in actual com- 
mand of said regiment.” 

The medical records also show hé was wounded in the face at the battle of 
yrilosndwere, Va., May 5, 1862, and that he died in Philadelphia November 

», 1891. 

it is shown by the testimony on file in the Pension Department that the 
claimant was married to the soidier in 1841, and by other testimony on file 
in said office and aMidavits filed with the committee, that the widow is with- 
out means of support and is dependent for her maintenance upon her two 
daughters, one a widow with two children, the other unmarried, and who 
are compelled to earn their own living. 

Your committee, after a full and careful consideration of all the facts, be- 
lieve this bill to be meritorious and its passage is recommended with the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

Strike out the word “ fifty,”’ in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five;"’ and after the word **month,”’ inthe same line, add the words 
“in lieu of her present pension.” 


The amendment adopted by the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. Starr. 

On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty here- 
tofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed tothe 
Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in sey- 
eralty where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle 
all those not electing to take lands in severalty onthe west forty 
miles of present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e(c., That the agreement made by J. Montgomery Smith, 
Thomas S. Childs, and R. B. Weaver, commissioners on the part of the 
United States, with the Southern Ute Indians of Colorado, bearing date 
November 13, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, disapproved and annulled. 

Sec. 2. That within ninety days after the passage of this act the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause allotment of land, in severalty, to be made to such 
of the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado as may elect and be considered by 
him qualified to take the same out of the agricultural lands embraced in 
their present reservation in Colorado, such allotments to be made in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 8, 
1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the laws 
of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 
poses,” and the treaties heretofore made with said Indians. 

Sec, 3. That for the sole and exclusive use and occupancy of such of said 
Indians as may not elect or be deemed qualified to take allotments of land 
in severalty, as provided in the preceding section, there shall be, and is 
hereby, set apart and reserved all that portion of their present reservation 
lying west of the range lying between ranges 13 and 14, west of the New Mexico 
principal meridian, and also all of townships 31 and 32 of ranges 14, 15, and 16 
west of the New Mexico principal meridian, and lying in the Territory of 
New Mexico, subject, however, to the right of the Government to erect and 
maintain agency buildings thereon and to grant rights of way through the 
same for railroads, irrigation ditches, highways, and other necessary co 
poses; and the Government shall maintain an agency at some suitable place 
on said lands so reserved. 

Src. 4. That at th: expiration of ninety days from the passage of this act 
the President of the United States shall issue his proclamation declaring 
the lands embraced within the present reservation of said Indians except 
such portions as may have been alloted or reserved under the provisions of 
the preceding sections of this act, open to occupancy and settlement, and 
thereupon said lands shall be and become a part of the public domain of the 
United States, and shall be subject to entry under the desert, homestead, 
and town-site laws and the laws governing the disposal of coal, mineral, 
stone, and timben |ands; but no settler shall receive a title to any portion 
of such lands at less than $1.25 per acre: Provided, That before said lands 
shali be opened to public settlement the Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
the improvements beluuging to the Indians on the lands now occupied by 
them to be appraised and sold at pablic sale to the highest bidder, except 














improvements on lands allotted to the Indians in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this act. No sale of such improvements shall be made for less 
than the appraised value, and the several purchasers of said improvements 
shall, for thirty days after the issuance of the President’s proclamation 
have the preferenceright of entry of the lands upon which the improvements 
purchased by him are situated: Provided vurther, That the said purchase 
shall not exceed 160 acres; And provided further, That the proceeds of the 
sale of such improvements shall be paid to the Indians ownlag the same. 
Sec. 5. That out of the moneys first realized from the sale of said lands so 
opened up to public settlement there shall be paid to said Indians the sum 
of $50,000, as follows: $10,000 annually for five years, and, when paid, the money 
to be equally divided among all of said Indians per capita, irrespective of 
age or sex; also the sum of 820,000 of said proceeds shalt be paid to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who shall invest the samein sheep and divide the said 
sheep among the said Indians per capita equally, irrespective of age or sex: 
also to Ignacio, head chief; to BuckskinCharlie, aschief of the Moaches, and 
Mariano, as chief of the Weeminuches, the sum of $500 each; alsoto Tapucke 
and Tabewatch, as chiefs of the Capotes, the sumof #250 each; that the bal- 
ance of the money realized from the sale of lands, after deducting ex- 


| penses of sale and survey, shall be held in the Treasury of the United States 


in trust for the sole use and benefit of said Southern Ute Indians. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior may in his discretion cause to be paid any or all of the 
above sums of money out of the trust fund now held for said Indians by the 
Government, and shall cause the same to be replaced from the proceeds of 
the sale of said lands to be opened for settlement. 


The Committee on Indian Affairsrecommended the following 
amendments: . 


That the words ‘‘and to carry out the provisions of the treaty made with 
said Indians June 15, 1880,’’ be added to the title. 

That the words “and the treaty made with said Indians June 15, 1880, be 
carried out as herein provided and as further provided by general law for 
settling Indians in severalty,’’ be added to and made a part of section 1. 

That after the word “approved,” in line8 of section 2, the words ‘** June 15, 
1880,’’ be inserted; and in line 13 of the same section, after the word ‘'pur- 
poses,”’ ‘‘and the amendments thereto as far as applicable hereto,’’ be in- 
serted. 

That after the word “ acre,” in line 13 of section 4, the words ‘‘ and shall be 
required to make a cash payment of 50 cents per acre at the time filing is 
made upon, any of said lands”’ be inserted. 

That in line 4 of section 5 the word ‘‘five’’ be substituted for the word 
“ten,” and the word ‘‘ten”’ for the word ‘‘five.”’ 

That all of section 5 after the words ‘‘ Ute Indians” in line 19 be stricken 
out. 

That there shall be added to and become a part of section 5 the words: 
‘That nothing herein provided shallin any manner beconstrued to change 
or interfere with the right of said Indians under any other existing treaty 
regarding any annuities or trust funds or the interest thereon.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman for unanimous consent to consider this bill? 


There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
The title of the bill was amended by adding the following 
words: 


And to carry out the provisions of the treaty with said Indians June 15, 
1880 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, a moiion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


THOMAS RHYS SMITH. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment 
and payment of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done 
and materials furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 

ized and directed to examine and adjust the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith 
against the Government of the United States for work done and materials 
furnished for: the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me., under a contract be- 
tween said Thomas Rhys Smith and the United States, and determine what 
amount of work was done and materials furnished thereunder, the amount 
»aid on account thereof, and the balance remaining unpaid, which balance 

eshall certify to the proper accounting officers for payment in the manner 
prescribed by law; and for the payment of said claim the sum of $6,391.12, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise eens Provided, That before 
making any payment the Secretary of War shall exact from said Thomas 
Rhys Smith a bond in the penal sum of 810,000, with sufficient sureties, to bd 
approved by him, conditioned to indemnify the United States against any 
lawful claim of any other party or parties. 


The SPEAKER. Is there — to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I should like to hear the report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. LouD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 499) to pro- 
vide for the adjustment and payment of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith 
for work done and materials furnished, having had the same under consid- 
eration, hereby adopt the Senate report, and make the same, together with 


papers marked Exhibits A and B, a part of this report. 
he committee recommend that the House concur with the Senate in the 
passage of the bill, and that House bill 1102, covering same subject, lie upon 


the table. 
[Senate Report No. 191, Fifty-third Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3221) entitled 
“A bill to provide for the adjustment and payment of the claim of Thomas 
Rhys Smith for work done and materials fornished for the breakwater at 








1894. 








Bar Harbor, Me.,” having had the same under consideration, beg to submit 
ow report: 
‘ender = with the War Department, entered into October 18, 1890, 
the claimant, Thomas Rhys Smith, of NeW York City, agreed to place stone 
in the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me., at the price of $1.23} per ton, and so 
much as would amount to about $32,500. The work was to have been com- 
pleted on or before the 3ist day of December, 1891. Before all the stone 
required by the contract was placed the work on the part of the contractor 
stopped about the middle of November, 1891. According to the contract, 
payments were to be made monthly for the stone delivered and accepted, re- 
serving 10 per cent from each payment until the whole contract was com- 
pleted and accepted. 

When the contractors stopped work the reserved 10 pero on pay- 
ments made amounted to $1,908.07, and stone had besn delivered at contract 
price, according to the report of the Chief of Engineers, amounting to $4,483.05, 
upon which no payment had been made. The work seems to have come to 
a standstill because of disagreements between the contractor, Mr. Smith, 
and parties who were furnishing the stone and placing it. Each of the par- 
ties made request to the chief officer in charge not to make payment to the 
other, and in the course of the correspondence it came to the knowledge of 


the office of the Chief of Engineers, War Department, that a paper, of which | 


the following is a copy, had been given by Mr. T. Rhys Smith to Neelon & 
Shields, the parties actually furnishing the stone and piacing it: 

GREEN'S LANDING, ME., May 25, 1891. 
Zo whom it may concern: 

This memorandum is to certify that the contract for the curbing with the 
city of Washington and the contract for depositing the stone on the break- 
water at Bar Harbor, Mount Desert, Me., which were taken by me, were 
taken for the sole benefit of the firm of Neelon & Shields, their heirs or 
assigns, subject to my agreement with them for expenses and commission. 
These contracts were taken in the latter part of the summer of 1890. 

In witness whereof I have this day and date above mentioned set my hand 
and seal. 

(SEAL. ] T. RHYS SMITH. 

Witnessed: 

EK. E. SPOFFORD. 
E. E. SPOFFORD, 
Justice of the Peace. 
PORTLAND, ME., June 2, 1891. 


Upon the disclosure of the above, it was decided by the Secretary of War 
that this paper evidenced such a transfer of the contract as to cause an an- 
nulment of the same under section 3737 of the Revised Statutes. There- 
upon, the contract being annuiled, the work remaining was again adver- 
tised, and the lowest bid for the part of the work which Mr. T.. Khys Smith 
would have performed, had he completed his contract, was $1.23 per ton, 
that is one-half acent less per ton than the contract price under the con- 
tract with Mr. Smith. 

The bill having been referred to the Secretary of War for report, was re- 
turned, transmitting the above facts, with the following statement from the 
Chief of Engineers: 

**No objection is therefore seen to the passage of the bill. 

“THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
‘* Brigadier- General, Chief of Engineers.” 

The report of the Chief Engineers was transmitted to your committee 
with the following indorsement: 

“WAR DEPARTMENT, June 16, 1882. 


‘Respectfuily returned to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, United 
States Senate, inviting attention to the preceding report of the Chief of En- 
gineers on the bill, from which it appears that no objection is known to its 


assage. 

” , “L. A. GRANT, 
“Assistant Secretary of War.” 

In view of the foregoing, your committee report back the bill (S. 3221) with 
the following amendment, and recommend its passage: 

Add to the bill the following: 

** Provided, That before making any payment the Secretary of War shall 
exact from said Thomas Rhys Smith a bond to the United States in the 
penal sum of $10,000, with sufficient sureties, to be approved by him, condi- 
tioned to indemnify the United Statesagainst any lawful claim of any other 
party or parties.” 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] for unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, a motion to reconsider the last | 


vote was laid on the table. 
CIRCUIT COURT OF 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 


APPEALS. 
Mr. Speaker, I again ask unani- 


7278) to amend the seventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to establish circuit courtsof appeals, and to define and regulate 
in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the seventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish circuit courts ofvappeals, and to define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other pur 
poses,” approved March 3, 1891, be amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or in 
an existing circuit court, an injunction shall be granted or continued or a 
receiver appointed, by an interlocutory order or decree, in a cause in which 
an appeal from a final decree may be taken under the provisions of this 
act to the circuitcourt of appeals, an appeal may be taken from such inter- 
locutory order or decree granting or continuing such injunction or ap- 
pointing such receiver to the circuit court of appeals: Provided, That the 
appeal must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or 
decree, and it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and the proceed- 
ings in other respects in the court below shall not be stayed, unless other- 
wise ordered by that court, during the pendency of such appeal. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
Is there 


mous consent for the pressnt consideration of this bill. 
objection? 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] explain the effect of this 
modification of the statute. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can make 
an explanation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this is a renewal of 
the request made by me last week for the immediate considera- 


| tion of this bill, arid some explanation was made on that occasion 


as toits effect. The gentleman from Maine |Mr. REED] pre 
ferred to take time to consider it. He has since examined the 


| bill, and he has informed me that he has no objection to it. 


2 


Mr. BURROWS. It is thesame matter that was up last week: 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The same matter. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I have no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to*the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. TURNERof Georgia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SHELL] desires to obtain consent that the Committee on Venti- 
lation and Acoustics may sit during the sessions of the House. 
If there be no objection that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAv- 
#EN] asks to have a reprint of a bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5746) to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases 


The SPEAKER. The print of this bill has been exhausted, 
and, without objection, a reprint will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BOATNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

I demand the regular order. 
The regular order is the call of committees 


Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER. 
for reports. 

The committees were called for reports. 

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a bill (H. R. 7384) to provide for the appointment of 
United States commissioners and to define their jurisdiction, 
powers, and duties; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


RAILWAY. 
Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 


ARKANSAS, TEXAS AND MEXICAN CENTRAL 


Affairs, reported a bill (A. R. 7335) to grant the Arkansas, Texas 


and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a 


| first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| House on the state of the Union. 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R..| 


NAVY-YARD, SABINE PASS, TEXAS. 
Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 5777) to provide for the sclection of a site for the 
establishment ofa navy-yard and dry dock onor near Sabine Pass, 


} in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


The call of committees for reports was completed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O’Net. of Massachusetts 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6913) making appropriation for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 


BILL. 
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various Indian tribes for the fiscal year onding June 30, 1895, and | United States as to lands owned in severalty by them in Oklahoma, it being 
for other purposes | understood that they shall only dispose of lands which they hold in excess 
i 1 TOM A a : { . p pz - of 80 acres each, except, where sald Indians are nonresidents of Oklahoma 
The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday the committee passed over, | they shall have the power to sell all of said lands."’ 
yn ra 32 the . ‘anh between lines 6 and 138. wit) , uUn- a 
on page 33, the paragraph between ine an 1 a V a un "he amendment was agreed to. 
di rstanding tha W } oes 7 5 Up 00 ang a Mr. Can. Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman 
Are ¢ i@ rer 0 1 gwentliem!s e Li iC } P - rT") ’ T } - ; . i : 
taken at the 1 of the gentleman from inois |Mr. CAN The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman will state it. 
N “7 |. eae rede oT — ' Mr. PICKLER. I believe that this clears up all the bill that 
. I 4 . Lipman i rsto . quiry . . . 
ar. SIURLER. MP. Sharman, & 2 Une! me uae inquiry Of | has been passed over, and we have gone back toall that wo have 
the gentleman from Illinois, it was as to why there was an ap- | gereed to 
propriation of only $80,000 this year, while there was an appro- "he CH AIRMAN. The Chair so understands 
priation of $100,000 last year. I will state that the reason for | Pho Clerk read as follows: 


this is that a part of the old appropriation remains unexpended, | 
and the Indian Bureau say this amount will be sufficient for the 
purposes named, furthermore the Sioux have a fund of $3,000,- For support and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, Wi 
000, and half of the interest on that fund can be used for sub- | #8, and affiliated bands who have been collected upon the reservations 
sistence. apart for their use and occupation, $00,000 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is this all that is asked by the In- Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the committee have direct 
dian Bureau? | me to report the following amendment to that provision. 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes; the Bureau thinks this will be suffi- The Clerk read as follows: 
cient. } On page 37, line 5, after the word * occupation,”’ strike out “ni 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will | i™5ert “one hundred;’’ so as to read ‘‘one hundred thousand dolls 
resume the reading of the biil. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the at 
The Clerk read as follows: : tention of the committes I would like to ask where those 
wreeeanone Apaches referred to in that section are located? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. The Apaches are in Oklahoma. 
hor interest on $804,909.17, at 5 percent per annum, per fourth article of Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These are Indians in the Indian 


treaty of November 1, 1837, and joint resolution of July 17, 1862, and the Sec- | ,, 
retary of the Interior is hereby directed to expend said interest for the sup- | Territory. : 7 : 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 


MISCELLANEOUS SUPPORTS 








Dg t, education, and civilization of said Indians, $40,245.45; 

‘or interest on $78,340.41, at 5 per cent per annum, to be expended under | 2 nm Arizon: Thay ara n . achae firt} 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for the erection of houses, im- | mr. SMITH of Arizona. Th aes not the Apaches furt 
provement of their allotments of land, purchase of stock, agricultural im west: ‘ , ; 
plements, seeds, and other beneficial objects, $3,917.02; in all, $44,162,47 Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; these are the Apaches, Kiowa 


Mr.LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, the committee offers the amend- | Commanches, Wichitas, and affiliated bands, and are located in 
| the southwestern portion of Oklahoma. 


ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ~ ae ; 
Nhe Clerk read as follows: Mr. MADDOX. Inand around Fort Sill, in the Indian T 
» aenn OA ; ii tailed ritory. 
At the end of page 36 insert the following: ‘ rar id . 
Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and di Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Loffer an amendment to the amend- 


‘ed to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden ment, making it $125,000. 
ment 00 the United States of oll ouch risks. tifle. amd tnbarest an ib may be Mr. HOLMAN. We have increased the appropriation to th: 
found to have in and to any or all of the lands occupied by the Seneca Na- | eStimate already. 
tion of Indians in the State of New York, if any right is found toexist. Any The amendment offered by Mr. CANNON of Illinois was rea 
agreement made hereunder to be subject to ratification by Congress.”’ | as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this isa com- Strike out “ninety” and insert “one hundred and twenty-five;’ 
mittee amendment. | read $10,000 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, Idesireto ask | Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well, now the gentleman must remem 
the gentleman who offered the amendment if it provides for a | ber that these Indians receive $92,000 a year from the rent of 

their land in addition to the other provisions; and we have in 


comission? 
Mr. LYNCH. It does not specify how the Secretary is to do it. | creased the appropriation from $90,000 to $100,000, which I think 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand the proposition | is very liberal, as I assure the gentleman. 
perfectly. I understand that it emanetes primarily from the| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would still be glad to have some 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hookmx}. I understand all that; | specific information touching this appropriation. For the cur- 
and i understand that it has been considered by the committee; | rent year the amount appropriated for this same service i 
but what I wish to get before the House and before the country | $125,000. The amount estimated for the coming year is $125,- 
is, that we are continually, from year to year, treating with | 000. The amount recommended by the bill—— 
these Indians for their lands, not in New York State, as that is| Mr. HOLMAN. Is $90,000. : 
probably all passed away, but throughout the West; we areon| Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Is $90,000. Now, the gentleman 
every appropriation bill providing for commissions to treat with | comes in and moves to increase the amount from $90,000 to $100,- 
the Indians for a cession of a portion of their land. | 000. Thus his amendment gives $25,000 less than the same sery 
"hese treaties come before the Committee on Indian Affairs, | ice had for the current year, and $25,000 less than the Interior 


ret 
Land Company, its successors or assigns, for the surrender and relinquish- | 


SO as t 


and before Congress, and we very seldom have ratified any of | Department estimates in the estimates-transmitted to Congress. 
them. Now, we have quite a number of such treaties—sixteen | Now, I am not prepared to say that the gentleman’s amendment 
or eighteen—before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we | is wrong; but I may just as well be prepared to say that it ought 
are not ratifying them. Congress has taken no action, and they | to be $80,000, decreasing it $10,000, as [ am that it ought to be 
are awaiting year after year for the ratification of these treaties. | increased to $100,000. 
Something ought to be done by Congress one way or the other.| Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to my colleag 
| from Illinois that this particular ftem was discussed very full} 

| before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and we had the officers 
of the Indian Department before us. They hesitated somewhat 
as to whether $90,000 was suffieient, but they were satisfiaii with 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the agreement | $100,000 at the time, and so expressed themselves. It is under- 
vas that the matter should be passed over until the conclusion | stood this is all they desired to make that particular Depart 
of the reading of the bill, and then the committee would return | ment efficient. 4 
to the paragraph suggested. | Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman should bo 

Mr. FLYNN. My understanding is, that we could call it up | aware that these particular Indians receive a very large amoun 
at any time after giving the gentleman an opportunity to make | from their lands, and they also recoive something like $40,000 in 
an examination of the amendment. the way of annvities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now recollects that to be the Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All I wanted was to ascertain tho 
and the Clerk will report the amendment offered by the | facts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is all they wanted. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If this servico is damaged on ac- 
count of insufficient appropriation for the coming fiscal year, 
then I want to know wherein it is to be injured, and let the re- 
sults of injury rest where it ought to. If the Department which 
sends this estimate, the official estimate, of $125,000 has any ad- 

* Provided, That the restrictions in patents issued to the Citizen Band of | ditional information that $100,000 is sufficient, then it ought to 
Pottawatomies and absentee Shawnee Indians over 21 years of age, are be somewhere in black and white. But I have accomplished 


hereby waived, subject tosuch rules and regulations as may be prescribed 7 . ale Wagers : 
by the Secretary of the [aterior with the approval of the President of the | My object in part when my colleague from Illinois states, as he 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for 
the amendment I offered yesterday, with the consent of the 
chairman of the committee. 


case, 
gentioman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that being dono if the 
committee is willing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 25, insert after the word ‘‘ninety-one,”’ in line 17, the following: 














1894. 


eee 


did, that after investigation $100,000 is all that the administra- 
tion desires for this serv rice. I under stand that to be the fact. 


Mr. LYNCH. WHIl the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. LYNCH. That is not quite the fact. They were not sat- 
isfied with $100,000. The amount appropriat od yr these three 
tribes in the ps ust has been: In 1885 they - ud $390, 009; in 1886, 
$375,000; in 188 25,000, and 1888, $300,000; in 1889, $275,000; in 
189 ), $25 ), 0005 in 1891,$240,000; in 1892, $240,000; in 1893, $190,000 
in 1894, $200,000. 

The Commissioner says in his letter here: 

That the reduction proposed by the bill will nex tate the redu n in 


next year of 1,000,000 pounds of beef and 30,000 poun ids of flour 


And, in his judgment, it is likely to provoke trouble. So that 


he takes into consideration, [ take it, in the gradual reduction 
year by year the amount of money received from leases 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman is giving inforia- 
tion, if he will go ahead. 

Mr. LYNCH. He says that at the end of the letter— 


The appropriation for the Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches s! hould be in- 
creased at least $25,000, Even tl 1at appropriation would be $10,000 less than 


for the present year. 


Hence, I take it, that $115,000 this year 
to the Department. 


would be satisfactory 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will modify my amendment and 
make it $115,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this will not be done. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
say. The Interior Departrnent gives a note of warning that 
this description of appropriation from year to year for the sup- 
port and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas and Comanches, 
Wichita and afliliated bands, contained in this proposition, 
will beget trouble. Now, whether this is right or wrong, for 
years and years we have entered upon and followed the policy 
of feeding these people; and if we do not feed them, as there are 
no more buffalo, they go on the —— The gentleman recol- 
lects the outbreak in the Indian Territory, when ‘‘ Dull Knife ” 
went on the warpath and marched up to the Sioux through 
Kansas, leaving a track of fire and blood behind him, and that 
outbreak was put down at great expense. 
pursue that policy, it seoms we had better appropriate some- 
thing near or substantially what the Department believes to be 
necessary, Which is $125,000 now. 

[The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Justawordmore. AndI therefore 
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ality. I notice that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
passes by al L oe items where there is anincrease. Where we 
made an increased appropriation for schoo! buildings furth 

back in bill nota word was said, and when we come tothe Arap 
ahoes and Cheyennes further on, where there is an increase 
0thi vill be said, I presume, unless I call the gentleman's 





attention to the fact. But wherever there is a modest red 
tion made the ygentleman from [Illinois is always on hand. 
[La a | 

‘ANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, | 
wi 1: say, in his time, that when an increase is recommended b 


a committee of which my friend from Indiana is chairman, that 
i usual course of proceeding that it to 


t of the ms t 
to be challenged. [Laughter.| 


does not have 


is soo 3e me it 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that 
| this increase ought not to be made, for the simple reason that 
| these Indians occupy a very fertile portion of the country, and 


| be made every year. 


have occupied it for many years, and the policy of the Govern 


ment should be directed toward forcing, as fast as ifean hu- 
manely,the Indian to care for himself. [or this reason I think 


we ought to be very cautious in increasing appropriations for 


the support of the Indians. A white man will not work if you 
give him all he wants, and the Indian certainly will not work 


unless you get him very hungry. 
[ believe it is best for the Indians that these deores ases sho 
I believe that that is an educating p 


| for the Indian, and it certainly will not be prod ative of mor 


| suffering to him than every people in the world who have worked 
I want to complete what I have to | 


up through to a higher civilization. 

Mr. BLAIR. In view of the gentleman’s great knowledg 
this whole subject, I would like to ask his opinion as to the pro 
priety of legislation looking to the early extinguishment of the 


indian Bureau, and whether he has in mind any method which 
would tend gradually, yet promptly, to that e nd. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like very much, Mr. Cha 


man, toanswer the gentleman’ 8 question, but it opens up so wid 
a field that it would not be possible to deal with it under th: 


| five-minute rule. Briefly, however, I willsay that my idea is to 
| make the Indian a citizen of the United States and a proper cit 
izen, as early as possible. The more you keep doing for the 


Now, so iong as we | 


propose to amend the amendment so that the amount of money | 


be made $115,000, which is an increase of $15,000 over what | 
the committee recommend. Therefore I shall stand by the | 
amendment, and if trouble comes it rests upon the House rather 


thun upon the Department. 
Mr. HUNTER 


That is all I want to say. 
i. I want tosay to my colleague that there is 
one item that he has not taken into account, and that is the fact 
that the landsof these Indians are constantly accruing in value, 
and the rents are constantly augmenting, which makes up the 
deficit which is supposed to exist in this bill,and that is the 
basis on which the soaeeen eo acted in a large measure. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kans fs it nota fact that represe: 


it t > 
of the Indi in Bureau sauered before the committe aaa d 
us to increase the appropriation to $110,000? 
. HUNTER. Yes, sir; that is true. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I hope this 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois may be adopted In 
the consideration of this item it was reduced to $90,000, and the 
Indian Office, as the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 4YNCH |has 
well shown, have stated that this will cause a reduction of a 


million pounds of beef and 30,000 pounds of flour, 
to-make the significant remark that 
trouble. 

Then they how much should be appropriated, and I 
think that if they can get along with $115,000, which would be 
$10,000 less than was carried in the appropriation bill of last 
year, we ought to make the appropriation. This isa very im- 
portant item, and I think we had better avoid trouble if possi- 
ble, by making the appropriation $115,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the amount was fixed at $90,000 the 
Committee onIndian Affairs supposed that the rents received by 
the Indians for their lands amounted to about $82,000, and I pre- 
sume that was the information of the Indian Office also at that 


and they go on 
this will likely lead to 


— 
SI ras 
suggest 


time. Later we learned that those rents amounted to $92,000 
and were steadily increasing. 
That is one of the most fertile portions of Oklahoma, a region 


where advancement and progress are naturally to be expected, 
and the committee thought that in increasing the amount from 
ninety thousand to a hundred thousand dollars, which would 
give those Indians $192,009, they were acting with great liber- 





j 


Indian under the mistaken idea that youare going to Chris 

ize him in fifteen or twenty minutes the less will be his progres 
He must be taught to labor, as we all have to do, or have had 

todoatsome portion of. our lives, and until you get out of the In- 

dian the idea that he is better than anybody else on earth, anc 


that work is made for women and white men to do, and not fi 
an Indian chief, you can do nothing with him. When you get 
that idea out of his head then you will get him started on 
right road, but not before. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the gentleman think there is any real dif- 
ficulty in closing out this whole business within the next five 
a ed 

. SMITH of Arizona. I do not think you could possibly do 
on ut “with some of the tribes. You « aaa do it easily, though, 
with many of the tribes. 

Mr. BLAIR. With tribes in Arizona? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There are afew Indians th 
the Indian Office pays little a ttenti on to now, those that we c 
the Pueblo Indians, who have been follow ing some kind of farm- 
ing for the last three hundred years. 

Mr. BLAIR. I willask the gentleman whether, in his « 
ion, the interest of the white race in the Indian Bureau is not 
greater than that of the Indian—whether it is not of greater 
pecuniary benefit to the white man than it is to the Indian 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. om I think not. I[ do not 
the white man gets any particular —_ out ofit. I have neve 
seen it do him any good, e xcept t, perha where contracts are 
made to bring all the provender for t he rindis 1ns fr m the East. 


That may help the constituents of some Eastern gentle 
“— it does not help the West ern people at all. 


man here, 





BLAIR. Well, if it does not do the Western pe Ople any 
go" xd would it not be well to look to its early abolishment and 
et the Indians take care of themselves? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes,assoonas that can be done; but 
we can not do it right now. 
Mr. WLLSON of Washington . will ask the mntleman 


whether he does not think a start should be made be ‘ain 1inish- 
ing the reservations. There are now aban 120,000 reservat 
Indians, and they occ supy about 5,000,000 acres of land. 


ion 





Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, they hold five times as much 
land as they ought to occupy. They are roaming over great 
areas Of land now, and that tends to keep them in a wild state, 
because it keeps them removed from : il sorts of civilizing and 
educating influences. As long as thé Indian isa low d to on ‘upy 
reservations, some of which are aa larce as an Eastern State, ko 


is 


will re wild Indian. 


‘main 2 
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Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation refers to In- 
dians who occupy lands in the Territory of Oklahoma. Bills 
have been pending for two or three years past providing for the 
ceding of the surplus lands of those Indians to the Government. 
If the statements made by the gentlemen who appeared before 
the Indian Committee protesting against the ratification of 
those treaties are true, that the treaties were negotiated by 
commissioners on the part of the United States by force, and al- 
most at the point of the bayonet, through the aid of the mili- 
tary, then I think those Indians should be given all the relief 
that it is possible for the Government to give them. Residing 
among them as we do, I say that they are not peaceful Indians 
unless they are sufficiently fed. 

Give them enough to eat on their reservations and they are 
disposed to stay there, but cut down the appropriations for their 
food and you will find Mr. Indian beginning to roam, and the 
moment he does that you will begin to hear complaints from the 
white settlers. I believe this bill should be so amended as to 
give the Indian every dollar that is necessary to furnish him 
ample rations. If the philanthropists in the East desire to aid 
the Indians, here isan opportunity for them todoso. You will 
do the Indian more good by feeding him than by appointing 
commissions to look after him. Feed him well and he will re- 
min quiet and cause no trouble to anybody. 

Mr. BLATR. What sort of an idea would it be to cut up the 
reservations, leaving the Indian to occupy his section of land 
and the white man his section adjoining, so that the reserva- 
tion would be occupied by both whites and Indians, and the 
Indian would be taught civilization by example? 

Mr. FLYNN. The question of allotment of land to these 
blanket Indians is a problem that I do not see the solution of. 
For my own part, I believe the idea of allotting blanket Indians 
on quarter sections or a section of prairie land is wrong. Even 
though the Indian is supplied with farming implements he can 
not obtain a living in that way, for the simple reason that the 
white man who takes up the same land is often unable to get a 
living off it. 

I really do not know what is the proper solution of this prob- 
lem. I realize the fact that we are constantly crowding the In- 
dian more and more off his reservations because we want more 
land for white settlement. But you can never crowd the Indian 
outo 160 acres, or even 1,000 acres, of prairie land in a country 
where it does not rain,and expect him to make a living off it, 
for the white man can not do that in many cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph be closed in ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to ask 
the attention of the committee upon this question until later on 
in the consideration of this bill, but a question has been raised 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] which I 
desire to say a few words upon to this House—that is, a ques- 
tion as to what is an advisable Indian policy for this Govern- 
ment. It seems to me, sir, that the Indian policy of this Gov- 
ernment is radically wrong in this regard. We have proceeded 
here for years appropriating moneys for the purpose of support- 
ing great big buck [ndians, any one of whom could take four 
average members of this House and throw them over hisshoulder. 
[ Laughter. | 

We have given these men blankets, we have given them guns, 
we have given them ammunition, we have giventhem flour, ba- 
con, tobacco, sugar, coffee, and at the same time we have been 
saying to the poor widows of our owncountry, American women: 
‘*You must take in washing to support your families, or else go 
to the poorhouse.”’ Gentlemen, I say it is an infamous policy, a 
shame and a disgrace to the American Government. Why, sir, 
as I have said, we have given these big buck Indians, many of 
them physically equal to four white men, this subsistence year 
after year, and what has been the result? The result has been 

hat fully 90 per cent of them are loafers to-day. Nota single 
one of them desires to do any manual labor. They do not want 
to work, and as long as the Government of the United States is 
foolish enough to appropriate for those big bullies, so long will 
they remain wards, sponges, and leeches upon the United States 
Government. 

Now, what is the solution? Mr. Chairman, let us proeeed by 
treaty to extinguish every right, if they have any, in the lands 
of the Indian reservations; let us purchase the lands and allot 
to them 160 acres each, and give them from five to ten years— 
not more than ten years—in which to improve those lands, and 
in which to give the Indians final title, and then say to those 
fellows, ‘‘ You rustle and earn your own living or starve.” 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is the duty of the 
American Government, whith is the voluntary guardian of these 
Indians, to say to them, ‘‘We think more of you than we do of 
the citizens of our own Government.” 
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But that is what we are doing to-day. You turn out some 
widow in this country, with five or six children to support, and 
compel her to do it by taking in washing. You say to theso 
great, strong, buck Indians, physically superior to almost any 
white man, *‘ We will feed and clothe you from now till ne end 
of time.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the inducement for the 
continuation of this policy? The inducement has been found in 
the philanthropic organizations of the East. I do not impugn 
their intentions, which are good; but, sir, the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] hit the nail on the head the other day when 
he suggested that nothing was quite so dangerous as ignorant 
well-intentioned people. And that is the trouble with this prop- 
osition. 

[* re the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, we can not, in the limited 
time allowed, enter into a full consideration of this Indian ques- 
tion; but just at this point, in the line of the few remarks thut 
have been made by Western Representatives, who know some- 
thing of what they are talking about, I wish to say that I in- 
dorse many of the ideas which these gentlemen have put for- 
ward, and [ also wish to take up, for a moment’s consideration, 
the question presented, whether the best method of civilizing 
these Indians may not be by interspersing white settlers among 
them, so that the white settlers may be an example to them of 
proper farming and proper methods of earning aliving. The 
Indians must live as white men must, by eating and by being 
clothed and sheltered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COFFEEN. Ifear my time is limited, but I will attempt 
to answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. PICKLER. How would it be possible todo asthe gentle- 
man suggests, when the allotment laws always give the Indian 
the choice of the lands, and he goes and takes the best lands. 

Mr. COFFEEN. It would take thirty minutes instead of five 
to consider this question, and soI must leave some things unsaid, 
But living out on the borders of these reservations, as the gen- 
tleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and the gentleman from Mon- 
tana[Mr. HARTMAN], and the gentleman from Oklahoma [ Mr. 
FLYNN], and these other Western men do, we have learned some 
things that other members on this floor ought to learn from t he 
Western Representatives, and which we would be glad to tell 
you if time permitted it. 

There is much more land given to the Indians in reservations 
than is proper. They have too much. I join in the sentiment 
that we must, by treaty, by purchase, and relinquishment, or 
by some other methods, cut down this vast territory in reser va- 
tions that often blocks the settlement of great tracts of Western 
country. That is one of the things that must be done. 

In the next place, you must realize that men who are trained 
in military occupations can not properly introduce the spirit of 
civilization among the Indians. We mustcivilize them through 
civilizing influences, through men and officers from civil life, 
and not through the military arm of the Government. Most of 
the Western Representatives on this floor will indorse that 
statement also. 

Then I want to say again that Indians, iike white people, learn 
more by example than by precept. Therefore I shall favor, as 
soon as the time shall be found opportune—and with me itis op- 
portune now—the interspersing of white settlements all through 
these Indian reservations, right alongside of the Indians; not to 
deprive them of any rights which they have, and not in any 
manner to endanger the rights of, the Indians in their allot- 
ments. I would increase their allotments todouble or triple the 
amount which they are now allowed in that arid region, and I 
would still secure their lands to them by inalienable rights for 
a term of years, so that their lands can not be taken from them 
by white speculators before they learn the use and value of 
farming lands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. COFFEEN. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How would you provide for 
watering these arid lands which belong to the Indians? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I will take that up as the next thought, if 
time permits. I would provide for the watering of these lands, 
for the interspersing of white settlers, justas we provide for the 
watering of the lands of the Indians. And you who are not fa- 
miliar with these arid lands may begin to realize now, if never 
before, that neither white men nor Indians can make aliving on 
these lands without irrigation. 

The construction of irrigation canals is a question too broad 
and too expensive for private and local and small ownerships to 
consider. It is therefore a State or national question, and this 
Congress will do a wise and proper thingif it allows twoor three 
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days for the discussion of the irrigation question in the immedi- 
ate future; and when that timeis allowed this question can come 
up, and it will be shown that irrigation works should be con- 
structed by State or National Government. 

I would provide for the irrigation of the lands under national 
or governmental control for the white settlers, whom I would 
intersperse among the Indians, just as the Government now does 
for the Indians on some of the reservations, building these 
canals under proper surveys and utilizing the water to fertilize 
and reclaim these lands. Then, instead of a large allotment be- 
ing necessary, 40 acres, when well irrigated, will furnish a bet- 
terliving for an Indian, or a white man either, than 500 acres 
can now. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘the time 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that 
we may continue this debate for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


allowed for debate on this 


tinued for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that much time will 
not be taken, unless it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to speak for three or four minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the time will be extended not to ex- 
ceed five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON] wishes five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not object to the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
debate on this amendment be allowed to continue for ten min- 
utes longer? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will reco 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, [ simply rise to resent the idea 
that there is any undue or improper stimulus, in the nature 
of philanthropic efforts, among the pecpleof the East. Wehad 

the Indiin question once and we applied the necessary rules and 
regulations to settle it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. You did, indeed. 

Mr. BLAIR. And Ido not think the gentleman should make 
the suggestion that there is any inclination on the part of East- 
ern people to deal with this question upon any other than prac- 
tical business principles, influenced as they ought to be by moral 
considerations. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 

‘allow an interruption? 

Mr. BLAIR. My time is limited. Here are 250,000 people, 
most of them savages, or on an ascending scale toward civiliza- 
tion, occupying an amount of territory which would well yield 
support to at least ten millions of civilized people. 


gnize the gentleman 


Will the gentleman 


I do not con- | 
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Of course, if we are never to commence witha reduction of the 
reservations and of the appropriations, the Indian problem will 
not be settled in fifty or one hundred years, and if we continue 
on in the same manner and same way we are now going it wilh 


| cost the Government of the United States not less than $200,- 


080,000. 

There are places, Mr. Chairman, and there are Indian reser- 
vations, that if Congress would do its duty could be closed up 
and disposed of forever. If we would ratify the agreements or 
remove the restrictions contained in the patent of the Puyallup 
Indians, they would have sufficient money to support and edu- 
cate them for all time. If they permit the Indian agent’to dis- 
pose of the land above 165 acres, you would have sufficient money 
to support these Indians for all time. If you would take the 
Yakima Reservation, and permit a company to run irrigation 
ditches through there and make that land valuable, and permit 
the Indians to sell that land and take whatever it is worth, you 


| will have enough money to support the Yakima Indians for all 

The gentleman from Washington [Mr. | 
r . ! 

WILSON] asks unanimous consent that the debate may be con- 


time, and we couid dispose of that reservation. 

Now, the gentleman speaks about placing a white man on 160 
ucres and an Indian on another 160 acres. Thatis aniridescent 
dream; it is impossible. In my State I remember, away back, 
that an Indian named Quinamozee came to me and made final 
proof upon his land. He was then 75 years of age. He had 
taken up an Indian homestead. White settlers surrounded him 
and he wanted to go over to the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reserva- 
tion in order to educate his children: and I went beforethe Sec- 
retary of the Interior and asked for his fuvorable recommenda- 
tion for removal of the restrictions; and he recommended that 
it be not allowed. That Indian could have gotten $3,000, 4,000, 
He was old, and wanted to educate his 
children; but he was not permitted to do so. 

The great fault in all this business is that we are educating 
the Indians off the reservations. The Governmentof the United 
States ought to continue its appropriation for the education of 
children upon the reservations. ‘each them to be clean, to be 
thrifty, to labor, to have one wife, then give them a primary 
education and tell them they must take care of themselves the 
same as anybody else. Butif we go on giving to the 250,050 In- 
dians that are in the United States to-day, who own, outside of 
any treaties that have been made with them, {0,000,000 acres of 
land to roam over, itis an iridescent dream to talk about civil- 
izing them or to teach them anything. 

Now, you may sendsome to Carlisle or to Hampton, and there, 
perhaps, they will be taught to be harness-makers or tinners, or 
any other kind of industrial trade. Then, when they go back to 


| the reservation, what use have they for a tinner or for a sad- 


| dler? 


sider that a savage race, or a civilized race for that matter, has | 
that absolute and indefeasible title to any particular location of | 


land, if the land is so misappropriated as to do essential mischief 
to the balance of human kind. 

You may recollect that Gladstone, in his propose: legislation 
with reference to the Irish question, laid down tie principle 
that a nation has the right to so control the soil upon which it 
lives as to promote the general good, and if it be necessary to 
extinguish individual or private rights by general contribu- 
tion, that method of procedure should be resorted to, it being 
a leading fundamental principle that in the end justice shall be 
done to the whole, and to the several individuals who compose 
the community. 7 

Now, this Indian question must inevitably very soon be re- 
solved upon different principles than those under which it is now 
being conducted. 
civilized conditions. 
ized, savage, barbarous element. Abraham Lincoln well said 
that this country could not continue permanently half free and 
half slave, and it is equally true that it can» not continue half 
civilized and half savage. The Indian must become civilized, 
or he must become extinct, or else his reflex influence upon our 
civilization will be such as to do infinite mischief unto it. 

Now, I am ready at any time to apply those general principles 
which our Western people so often advocate upon the floor of 
Congress. I believe the Indian Burean should itself be wiped 
out gradually, but very soon, and upon principles which will lead 
to the merging of the Indian into our civilization or to the ex- 
tinction of the Indian and his savagery altogether. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. One or two observations have 
been made by various gentlemen from the West in relation to 
the solution of what has been said upon the Indian problem. 
Mr. Chairman, I will draw one or two illustrations. 


In a little while the coat disappears and the blanket is 
worn; ina little further time the trousers disappear and then 
the leggings are worn; and in a little while the moccasin, and 
then the young Indian is back to idleness and filth, and nothing 
has been accomplished by this education you have given them 
away from the reservation. 

Let us give the Indian a primary education; teach hiin to 
plow, to sow, and to reap, and then let us tell him, ‘* You must 
take care of yourself.” Do not give him a large body of land. 


| The Indian is not capable of cultivating over 80 acres of land. 
| Now, there are over 320 acres in the United States for each In- 
; dian, one-hundredth part of which receives no cultivation. The 


Indians on the Coeur d’Alene Reservation are taught to wor 
[went there a few years ago with an inspector, and we wanted 
to go to take a steamboat, and we asked old Chief Saltee to let a 
man go with us, and he told us they were all at work and none 
of them could go. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question will be taken on the amendment offered by the 


| gentleman from Lllinois to make the appropriation $115,000 


These 250,000 people must be brought under | 
We can not have among us this uncivil- | 





The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered in behalf of the committee, increasing the appropriation 
from $90,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ayes 41, noes 50. 


For support and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have 
been collected on the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, 
£90,000 ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to reduce this amount 
$75,009, by striking out $90,000 and inserting $75,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


+ 


LO 


Strike out “ ninety ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’so asto read For support 
and civilization of the Arapahoes and Cheyennes who have been collected on 


the reservations set apart for their use and occupation, $75,000.” 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
know that I want the amendment adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know you do not. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ulinois. But Ido itfor the purpose of find- 
ing out whether | door not. For the current year the amount 
appropriated for this purpose was $75,000. The estimate for the 
fiscal year, made by the Interior Department, is $75,000. Now, 
for some reason or other, without any estimate, so far asI know, 
the Committee on Indian Affairs reeommends an increase of 
$15,000. Now, I would be very glad to know why, because there 
must be a good reason for cutting down that item we have just 
passed and increasing this item; and I would like to know what | 
it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not 
think my friend would have called attention to that increase 
if | had not mentioned a moment ago the fact that I did. | 
Wherever an increase is made the gentleman seems to think it 
is good, and where a decrease is made that it is not good. 

Where we improve certain buildings the gentleman overlooks | 
the increase. The difference is this: A Committee on Indian 
Affairs that does not understand something about the Indian in- 
terest would clearly be incompetent to report a measure to the 
House. That is all there is about it. 

Now, the committee in the consideration of these items have 
taken into account that there has been an enormous shrinkage 
in values in this country, a shrinkage in the price of employ- 
ment and the value of all the products, of clothing and of food, 
and we therefore thought that there could be a fair reduction 
made in the appropriations carried in this bill. Butas to these 
Arapahoes, the case is this: The Apaches, the Kiowas, the Com- | 
manches, and the Wichitas who oecupy the southwestern por- | 
tion of Oklahoma still hold all their lands. They lease them | 
out, and they receive $92,000 on the leases for the present cur- | 
rent year, which is an important item to be considered. 

The Araphoes and the Cheyennes, on the other hand, have 
taken their lands in severalty, and no benefit can accrue to them | 
by any lease of their landsnow. After acareful examination of 
the subject, weare of the opinion that the estimates were hardly 
sufficient, and accordingly recommended an increase from $75,- 
000 to $90,000. Nobody is more helpless than an Indian who is 
compelled to take his land in severalty, unless he has reached 
that point of progress and of civilization that enables him to 
understand something of the value of separate property. 

Now, these Arapahoes have taken their lands in advance of 
the time when they should have taken them. They have not | 
taken them themselves, but the allotments have been made. | 
‘The same is true of the Cheyennes. It is only nine years since 
my friend was around among these Indians, and he knows what | 
their condition was then and can well understand their condi- 
tion now. While they continued as a tribe they were supported; | 
but as soon as their allotments are made, they are thrown on 
their own responsibility; and the committee reached the con- 
clusion, after a careful consideration, that the item should be 
increased. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to make an observa- 
tion just along that line, if I may withdraw the amendment and 
renew it, for the purpose of securing recognition for five minutes, 
ani [ think [ shall not take that time. Does the Interior De- | 
partment recommend this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, not directly. My friend, the gentle- 
man from Wiseonsin|Mr. LYNCH], insists that the Indian Bureau | 
recommends it, but the gentleman will understand very well 
that a committee acts after careful consideration, and they 
have concluded, as an act of justice to the Indians, who are com- 
pelled to take their lands, that it should be done. [ am not 
acting in this matter upon the recommendation of any executive 
department, because if the Committee on Indian Affairs brings 
into this House a bill which they recommend to be passed with- 
out knowing something about it, the committee ought to be dis- 
missed. 

Mr. FLYNN: I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that these Indians are located in my Territory, and last year it 
was necessary to issue them additional rations. I think the 
Committee on Indian Affairs not only should be supported in 
this, but that they are entitled to the thanks of the people who 
live in that section. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand, these Indians live 


I do it for this purpose, and Ido not | 
{ Laughter. | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend know how long they have 
had their lands in severalty? ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A very short time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inside of two years. You have destroyed 
their tribal relationship,and given them their lands in geyep. 
You can not doan act 
We have 


they were in condition to take them, not for their benefit, but 
for the benefit of our race. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say here, along the line o; 
the allotment of land to Indians, when the law for the allotment 
is made, after the Indian, by allotment and acceptance, becomes 


a citizen of the United States, he is clothed with citizenship and 


with all the rights, responsibilities, and duties of citizenship 
it may be that it was a mistake; but I want to say now, and | 


| will withdraw this amendment in order that the gentleman may 


tell me the result, that if we are to enter upon and continue a 
policy of appropriating from the national Treasury for the sup- 
port of citizens of the United States, we begin a trick that will 
last indefinitely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We ought to have thought of that long ago. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And whileI have been willing and 
somewhat slow to act, giving place to others who wished the 
allotment to be made to the Indians and to have citizenship con 
ferred upon them, knowing and believing that at least with that 
citizenship and its responsibility we would ciothe them with 
the weapons of defense whereby they might defend themselves 
[ believe that policy should be pursued that would enable the 
counties and States in which they live todeal with them as they 
deal with the balance of their own citizens. If they be poor, 
give them such relief as they are entitled to. 

If they be educated, let them be educated along in the same 
schools with the white brother and white citizen that lives side 
by side with the Indians; and when this is done you will begin 
to plant them on the true basis of civilization, namely, first, 
on that manhood that relies and enables and compels them to 


| rely upon their efforts for support; second, that change in the 


minds of the children that comes from association with white 
children and other citizens and education in the same echools. 
If it can not be worked out this way, it can not be worked out at 
all except with the destruction of the Indian, and that, too, in 
side of a generation. 

So that I view with alarmaclass of appropriations giving gra- 
tutities out of the national Treasury to a whole block of citizens 
of the United States in some State or some Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois to reduce the appropriation from ninety 
thousand to seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the pro forma amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Chippowas of Lake Superior, Wiscon 
sin, to be expended for argicultural and educational purposes, pay of em- 
ploy 4s, including pay of physician, purchase of goods {and provisions, and 
for such other purposes as may be deemed to the best interest of the Indians 
$6,125. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that para- 
graph by striking out, in line 14, ‘‘six thousand one hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman propose to strike .out 
the entire appropriation? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the paragraph by striking 
out ‘“‘six” and inserting ‘‘seven,’”’ so as to increase the appro- 
priation $1,000. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, following the remarks of my 


| colleague [Mr. WEADOCK] on Friday last there appeared in the 


Post of thiscity, and[ presume in the press dispatches through- 
out the country, quotations in substance as follows: That the 


| speech which I delivered here on Thursday last had been pre- 


pared for me, that the delivery of it was dictated by a certain 
organization, that [I am the mouthpiece on this floor of a secret 
society, and that I purposely withheld my remarks from the 
REcORD of the following day. I wish to say, sir, that each and 
every one of these statements, in whole and in part, is an abso- 


lute falsehood and an untruth. 
The gentleman stated also in effect that had I used ordinary 





in Oklahoma; and they have had their allotments? 
Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
_ Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON of lilinois. Do they vote? 
Mr. FLYNN. Well, we tried to vote them. 
Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Well, they have just as much right 
of citizenship and the right to vote belonging to citizenship as 


They are citizens? 


diligence I would have found on page 626 of the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior the information that I had asked for 
and which I appeared to have had some difficulty in obtaining 
from the Indian Bureau. That statement also is false, as the 
information for which I asked is not contained in the report as 
cited. The gentleman saw fit also to go into the oath-publish- 
ing busimess. I have received a telegram from the supreme 





fully as any other citizen of the United States. 





secretary of the American Protective Association, saying thas 
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he has prepared an affidavit and forwarded it, declaring that | No indorsement from the American people; no indorsement 


the oath as read here is not any portion of the oath of that as- 
sociation. 

I believe the gentleman's statement, and think he is entitled 
to eredence from the majority on the other side of the House, 
as Mr. Beatty claims allegiance to the Democratic party, and 
in fact was a good enough Democrat during the last campaign 
to be one of the vice-presidents of a political meeting in my city 
which was addressed either by Speaker CRISP or Vice-Presi- 
dent STEVENSON, I do not now remember which. 

As to all that was stated here by my colleague, I shall take a 
move favorable opportunity to reply in detail. I made a spe- 
cial effort, sir, to have my remarks inserted in the RECORD on 
the day following their delivery, and I was promised that they 
would be so printed, but a gentleman from the Government 
Printing Office came to my house in the evening and stated that 
owing to the tables contained therein it would be simply impos- 
sible to perform the work in time to have the speech appear 


next day,and therefore, through no fault of mine, it was omitted | 


from that day’s RECORD. 

[ was aware at the time, Mr. Chairman, that sectarian appro- 
priations and privileges were delicate subjects to speak upon. 
{ knew that I might be the subject of ridicule, and undoubtedly 


would be the subject of vituperation and abuse, as I have been; | 


but I care nothing for those things. I believe and know that I 


am in the right, and such attacks are not considered argument | 


by the American peop!e, but simply show the desperate straits 
of the opposition. We will see, sir, at the close of this contro- 
versy in connection with the Indian appropriation bill whether 
certain church influences are stronger than the platforms of 
parties, greater than the laws of our country, and superior to 
the Constitutionof the United States. Iwithdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
last word. Iam resolved, sir, that so far asI am concerned the 
question to which | addressed myself the other day shall in no 
event descend to be a personal controversy. I said that the 
gentleman [Mr. LINTON] spoke as the mouthpiece of a certain 
organization, because the language which he used was their lan- 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


guage, and the sentiments he expressed were their sentiments. | 


It wasa matter of legitimate argument. 
cils of the A. P. A., and 


I am not in the coun- 
[ do not know whether or not he is 


their chosen mouthpiece: but [do know, asa matter of fact, that | 


he expressedipon the floor of this House simply what they could 
not express here, and that this speech was addressed to them 
and to their sympathizers rather than to the judgment of the 
House. The reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs speaks 
for itself and contradicts the gentleman. 

So far as regards his speech not appearing in the REcORD the 


day after it was delivered, I stated that matterexactly as it was- | 


Before my remarks were printed I gave the gentleman the ben- 
efit of the correction which he makes here to-day, and stated 
(on page 5999 of the RECORD) that it was not his fault that his 
speech did not appear the morning after it was delivered. 

[t will be observed that as to the other matters referred to in 
my remarks the gentleman makes no explanation, and any 
member of the House who desires to examine the manuscript of 
the gentleman's speech in the hands of the Official Reporters wil! 
find in it a complete verification of ail that I said about that 
matter. 


[ desire now to ask the gentleman whether he is a} 


member of the A. P. A., or the American Protective Associa- | 


tion, and I will allow him to reply: 

Mr. LINTON. Ido not propose 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, that statement, in connec- 
tion with what we have already heard from the gentleman, is, 
Tsubmit, ample authority of all that I have said upon this floor, 
none of which I retract, and all of which I am satisfied with the 
proofof. Ishall not enter into any bandying of words or charges. 


to be catechised at this time. 


| upon my feet, and addressed the Chair, saying ** 


from the enlightened citizens of Michigan whom he misrepre- 
sents upon this no indorsement from the enlightened 
public sentiment of this country; but a resolution from a secret 
oath-bound organization, that they indorse all his sentiments 
and stand squarely with him. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] on behalf 
of the committee, to strike out ‘‘ six” and insert ven.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows, and also the succeeding paragraph: 

For support and civilization of the Apache and other Indians in Arizona 
and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in New 
Mexico and Arizona, $185,000: /rovided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
is hereby authorized, under such rules and regulations as he may deem 
proper and necessary to protect the interests of the Indians and of the United 
States, to sell or otherwise dispose of a quantity of timber from time to time 
on the Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation, the proceeds to be used by him 
in the purchase of such stock or other articles for the benefit of the Indians 
belonging thereto as will best tend to promote their welfare and advance 
them in civilization. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois (during 
man— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the paragraph just preceding. On page 38, line 21, | move to 
strike out ‘‘ one hundred and eighty-five ” and insert ‘‘ two hun- 
dred,” so as to make the amount $200,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a little late to go back to that para- 
graph. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Why? 

Mr. HOLMAN. More than half of the succeeding paragraph 
was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I mean that more than half 
been réad before my friend from Illinois rose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; I beg the 
don. 


tloor: 


*" $e 


NY 


the reading). Mr. Chair- 


The Clerk has not conciuded the reading 


All of the succeeding paragraph 
of it had 


ventleman’s par- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
from Illinois until the Clerk had entered upon the next para- 
graph. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. { know. The Clerk has a good 


strong voice, and I was unable to make myself heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The trouble is that the gentleman from 
Illinois is in the habit of offering his amendments and maki 
his remarks without addressing the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Well, I did not do it 
[Laughter.] Isaid ‘‘ Mr. Chairman” at least a half doze 
so that my amendment is in. 

Mr. MADDOX. I make the point of order, Mr. 
that the amendment comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


io 
ng 


this time. 


n times, 
Chairman, 


point of order. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [am willing that the gentleman from Illi 


nois shall proceed. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Llinois | 
NON] appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And Iwant to be heard on thatap- 
peal. As soon as the Clerk’s voice left ‘‘ civilization,” in line 5 
[laughter], page 38, which was the close of the paragraph, I was 
Mr. Chairman”’ 


N- 


Mr. CA 


| at least a half-dozen times, and I continued to addressthe Chair 


| until the ¢ 


So far as the gentleman's proposition is concerned, and so far as | 


regards the question whether or not it was offered to please the 
members of certain organizations, I want to call his attention 
and the attention of the House and of the country to a publica- 
tion in the Detroit Tribune of the 9th day of June, 1894. That 
is the leading Republican paper in the State of Michigan, and it 
is the gentleman's faithful supporter. Init I find this: 


LINTON IS PRAISED—PATRIOTIC SONS OF AMERICA PROFUSELY THANKED 
MR. LINTON FOR THE EFFORT, AND INFORMS HIM THAT THE ORDER STANDS 
SQUARELY WITH HIM. 


{Special telegram. | 
WASHINGTON, June 
iF. i. Steel, national secretary of the Patriotic Order Sons of America, of 
Philadelphia, sent the following message to Representative LINTON to-day: 
Accept hearty congratulations from the Patriotic Order Sons of America 
for your noble defense of our American public-school system and vigorous 
protest against union of church and state and appropriations of public 


moneys for sectarian purposes. Our order, numbering many thousands, 
blands squarely with you, 


5. 


lerk had read from line 6 to line 9, inclusive. - Then 
when he caught his breath the Chair heard me. I donot think 
the Chair heard me before, but I was trying to make myself 
heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was looking at the gentleman 
from Illinois, who had been on his feet while the whole of page 
38 was being read, and the Chair was listening to hear the gen- 
tleman, but was unable to hear him until the Clerk had reached 
the middle of the paragraph on page39. Themomentthe Chair 
heard the gentleman from [Illinois he rapped the Clerk to order 
and recognized the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, 
if there is to be any question about the fact —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must not put it in that 
way. The Chair merely states that he did not hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not believe that the Chair did 
hear me; but that does not alter my right as a member, if I was 
in time in offering this amendment, or was in time in seeking 
recognition from the Chair. I was on my feet. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will take nothing by grace in 
this matter. I am standing on my rights. 

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman takes nothing by grace, 
then I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then we will fight it out, if it 
takes all day. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to say that I was sit- 
ting here and I saw the gentleman arise, and heard him address 
the Chair at the proper time. He not only addressed the Chair 
once, but upon three different occasions. I do not believe, of 
course, that the Chair heard him. The gentleman who was 
reading the bill has a most magnificent voice, and he was read- 
ing ina veryloud tone. It is well known that the Reading Clerk 
is a most magnificent reader, and that he has a very vatuable 
voice, and the Chair did not hear the gentleman from [llinois. 
Nevertheless I distinctly heard him address the Chair upon 
three different occasions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word and I 
have done. It is not a question that is personal to me so much 
as it is a question of the rights of the committee. This is the 
Committee of the Whole House, presided over by a member of 
the House, the Chairman of the committee, the Clerk being an 
employé or servant of the House. Under the rule, when the 
reading of a paragraph is concluded, it is then in order for any 
member of the committee to address the Chairman and to be 
recognized. 

In compliance with my right as a member of the committee, 
and in conformity to the rule, I state, measuring my words, that 
[ addressed the Chair in apt time. I failed to be recognized, 
and [ addressed the Chair many times while the Clerk was read- 
ing. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Hold on a minute. I addressed 
the Chair many tinies while the Clerk was reading the first 
three lines in the nexi paragraph. 

Mr. MADDOX. If the gentleman will yield just for a min- 
ute—— 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not yield fora minute. It 
frequently happens, in the confusion in the committee, that the 
Chairman fails to hear a member who addresses him, and if a 
member had to make himself heard his right would be lost. I 
have yet to recall any instance during my service in this House 
where a member arose in his place and said he addressed the 
Chair in apt time, where his word was not taken, and he recog- 
nized. That is all I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN, In view of the statement made by the 
gentieman from Illinois—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX. My colleagues on the committee are of the 
opinion that the gentleman rose in time. That being true, I 
withdraw the point of order. I wanted to do that some time 
ago, but the gentleman would not allow me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that of course when 
a member says he arose and addressed the Chair in time, his 
word must be taken, and the Chair has not any doubt when the 
gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. CANNON] says it is true, that it is 
true. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to offer his amendment, which is to strike out 185 and in- 
sert 200. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to in- 
crease this sum recommended by the committee by 315,000, to 
make it the same sum that was appropriated for this service for 
the current year, and I should be glad to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill why it is that the committee recommend the 
reduction of this $15,000? 


a 


Mr. HOLMAN, The committee will be very glad to furnish | 


that information. Before doing so I wish to call the atteniion 
of the gentleman from Illinois to the fact that these two Territo- 
ries are very ably represented on this floor, and, of course, both 
of those Delegates are as familiar as the gentleman from Illinois 
or myself with the interests of those Indians; and one of those 
Delegates, the gentleman from Arizona {Mr. SMITH], is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] is well aware 
of this provision, and has been before the committee. Now, I 
submit in all kindness and fairness to the gentleman from II1li- 
nois that there are some other persons as well acquainted with 
these matters as he or myself, and the views of gentlemen repre- 
senting Territories or States where there are Indians are cer- 
tainly tobe first consulted. Theyare bestinformed. Butif the 
gentleman will permit me, I will say that in the northern por- 
tion of New Mexico, within the limits of the Indians who oc- 
cupy that region, and who are provided for by this paragraph, 
there are extensive forests of pine timber, through which a 
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railroad runs, and in the proviso to this paragraph the gentle- 
man will find the following: ; 


such rules and regulations as he may deem proper and necessary to protect 
the interests of the Indians and of the United States, to sell or otherwise 
ee of a quantity of timber from time to time on the Jicarilla Apache 
Indian Reservation, the proceeds to be used by him in the purchase of suck 
stock or other articles for the benefit of the Indians belonging thereto am 
will best tend to promote their welfare and advance them in civilization. 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under 


Now, in the judgment of the committee the benefits of that 
provision greatly exceed the difference between the $185,000 ay- 
propriated for next year and the $200,000 appropriated for the 
current year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
amendment, and renew it for the purpose of having five min- 
utes upon it, if I need it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, perhaps it will save 
time to let the gentleman go on, but I do not believe it is ac- 
cording to the rule of the House or the committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I guess it is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Go ahead. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yielded to the gentleman a part 
of my time for the purpose of trying to get some information, 
The gentleman took most of my time in delivering a lecture to 
me. What is his lecture? Because I, as a member of this com- 
mittee, asked him in a courteous way why it is that he de- 
creases this appropriation $15,000 for next year, the gentleman 
proceeds to inform me that Arizona and New Mexico are rep- 
resented by two very able Delegates. I confess it. And still I 
was entitled to that information, because my constituents and 
the constituents of every other gentleman on this floor help to 
pay these appropriations, and this is a part and parcel of the 
public service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman wants to increase the 
amount. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One would have thought, to hear 
the gentleman make his rebuke, that this Indian service was 
run, in the light of the gentleman’s discretion and wisdom, for 
the benefit of the honorable gentlemen who represent, Arizona 
and New Mexico. 

Having said this much with reference to the gentleman’s lec- 
ture, I want to say that I have not received, in my judgment, a 
satisfactory answer to my question. What is this appropria- 
tion? Is it to take care of Indians who have received their al- 
lotments in severalty? No. Take the Apaches in the Terri- 
tory of the honorable gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SmrrH]. 

Everybody understands the kind of Indians who are there, 
and everybody knows that they have cost this Government a 
great deal to feed and to fight. They are not very popular out 
in Arizona. They are on a reservation, and this appropriation 
for their support is reduced in spite of the fact that everybody 
knows what difficulty we have had to keep them at peace, and to 
subjugate them from time to time. And while I apprehend I 
have as much respect for the honorable gentleman from Ari- 
zona [Mr. SMITH] as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
has—and thatis great respect—and while I have equal respect 
for the gentleman’s ability, yet with all due deference to the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Smira], if [ was going to hunt 
out the best guardian on the face of the earth for these Apaches 
who have given us so much trouble, and who reside in the gen- 
tleman’s Territory, I should not choose the honorable gentle- 
man from Arizona[Mr. SMITH!. [Laughter.] 

Now, I suppose this cut will be made. I supposed that there 
was some good reason forit. Isupposed that the Indian Bureau 
had suggested that it be made, or that somebody had recom- 
mended it, and that the gentleman had investigated it. I have 
failed to hear any such statement. I will not oo that the main 
reason is that their lands have not yet been allotted to them, 
and that they can not vote, and therefore that their appropria- 
ations may be cut. That criticism might be made by a malicious 
man, as long as the appropriation was increased for the Indians 
over in Oklahoma, whose lands have been allotted and who can 
vote. But Ido not think thatisthecase. Some badly disposed, 
malicious person might make that criticism, and therefore, out 
of tender regard for the eminent gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
HoLMAN], I modestly asked for the reason. I asked for bread 
and I have received a stone, [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks for 
more than the Apaches do. |Laughter.] They ask for no 
bread, and for no relief. On the contrary, a portion of them 
voluntarily abandoned the relief and went to the White Moun- 
tains, and nine years ago the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] was informed by Gen. Crook that those Indians had pros- 

red from the moment they left San Carlos and went up into 
the White Mountains. The gentleman is forgetful about some 


things. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But those Indians broke out from 
the White Mountains, and terror and death followed in their 
footsteps as they went into Arizona and crossed over into New 
Mexico. You got them there. You are dealing with them, 
and I am perfectly willing to decrease the appropriation for 
their support if that is the proper thing to do, but I simply 
wanted to know about it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. All that trouble proved that 
we did not have inspectors enough! 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] knows upon this subject is what he has learned by ob- 
servation, for I can see he has not been studying up the Indian 
literature lately. The experience of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois is this: Some years ago he went to a little village called 
Willcox, on the Southern Pacific road. He had some friends 
with him. That place was about 140 miles from the Apaches. 
He was told by a friend of his that it was worth his life to go 15 
miles from that village, because the Apaches were out on the 
war path, and his life would be imperiled, and the country 
would be in danger of losing a valuable public servant. While 
that touched him for a moment, yet he straightened up very 
bravely and continued his journey. He went northward to the 
Gila River, which he reached at the end of the next day. And 
what warlike object do you think he encountered in that whole 
trip down the Gila to San Carlos, the Apache Agency? 

He encountered just five wagons, full of barley, driven by In- 
dians. They were a stalwart body of Indians, and they told us 
that they were hauling this barley, that they had raised on the 
Gila and San Carlos, up to Camp Thomas, where they were to 
sellit. That is the whole of the warlike exhibition he saw in 
the whole of that trip [laughter]; and yet if he had been a timid 
man he would not have left Willcox, for he was informed that 
there might be trouble. I will bring him some of the spoils 
that gentleman brought from that Indian region to show the 
advances that these Indians have already made. I call for a 
vote. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. A word, andaword only. I recol- 
lect the trip that the gentleman refers to. When we went 
from the Southern Pacific up to the San Carlos Agency I was 
scared [laughter]; wonderfully frightened; and never would 
have started out had it not been for the renowned warrior from 
Indiana in charge of this bill, whosaid: ‘‘I take my life in my 
hand and am ready to sacrifice it in defense of the public duty.” 
[Laughter.!} And when he put his body into the ambulance, be- 
tween the door and where [ sat, being courageous, I said: ‘‘I 
will squeeze and slide behind the elegant and courageous gen- 
tleman from Indiana;” and I did it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Youcoulddoitsafely. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we had theexporience that 
he speaks of. Nevertheless, to speak earnestly and honestly 
about it—within twelve months of that time, as soon as the In- 

dians ascertained that the gentleman had made his tripand was 
not going back, they went upon the warpath and we had a war 
in which Gen. Crook, I believe, figured. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me. Geronimo wa 
then on the warpath. Gen. Crook said that he had 37 men, 
boys, and 92 women in his army on the warpath. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
tinued for twenty minutes, until we can getall these reminis- 
cences. 

The CHAIRMAN. The auestion is on the amendmentof the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ss 
= 
‘ 





I ask that this debate be con- 


For support and civilization of the Kickapoo Indians, Indian Territory, | 


$5,000. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the words 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this formal 
amendment for the purpose of affording me an opportunity to 
make a few remarks upon the Indian question. It is not an in- 
appropriate place, for the reason that the paragraph is one of 
thirty-four, each one of which contains an appropriation for the 
support and civilization of some tribe or group of Indians. 

We have as a nation been dealing with this question for gen- 
erations, and it is very discouraging after so long a time spent 
in efforts to ameliorate the condition of the aborigines that the 
work of civilization has made such slight progress and that so 
large a portion of them should still require the support of the 
Government. 

{t is undoubtedly a very difficult question to deal with; but the 
above fact should cause us to re®xamine our methods and see if 
they are the wisest that can be adopted, and with the light of 
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“five thousand dollars.”’ 


such dearly bought and often painful experiences devise some 
comprehensive plan looking toward a final settlement of the 
whole question, even though it takes a generation to do it. 

There are, of course, a variety of views in relation to the In 
dian. The Western man, he who lives upon the frontiers and 
has often suffered from the outbreaks of barbarism, isapt to think 
‘*that no Indian is a good one except a dead Indian,” and he ean 
not be blamed for entertaining that idea. 

We in the East are inclined to take a more sentimental view 
of his case and possibly lose sight of his natural characteristics 
in dealing with him, or, in other words, we may commit the 
error of trying to elevate him by the use of the same methods 
employed in our efforts to improve the condition of the poor .nd 
degraded of our home communities. 

The word ‘‘support” that appears in these appropri:tions i 
very suggestive to my mind. 

It is a natural characteristic of the Indian that 
work as degrading. With rich soil given him for cultivaiio 
endowed with good health and strength, he is still an object for 
support and charity. I am certain that whatever we muy 
will be unavailing until he is brought to the condition of m 
to feel that it is more degrading to receive charity than to w 
to supply his own necessities. 

It is possible that what we are doing every year in the wa,of 
support may toa very great extent neutralize our effort to 
cate and Christianize him. Education and Christianity en not 
thrive in company with the degradation of character insep ira 
ble from a condition of voluntary pauperism. They should be 
forced to work to supply their own necessities; they should b> 
taught self-reliance; they should not be encouraged ‘to beli: 
that their lack of providence will be always remedied by our 
bounty. 

The question of tribal relations should receive our earnest ut- 
tention. Is it not possible that living under the same condi- 
tions that existed before the advent of civilization into this 
country may prevent the reception of new ideas? Itisprobably 
an easier matter for us to deal with them as tribes than sis in 
dividuals; but I am convinced that until we deal with them as 
individuals we shall make no positive advances in preparing 
them to become citizens. The members of the same tribe differ 
in character and capacity, and it is an incongruity that cin not 
be tolerated that there should be divided fealty. 

I can not do more than hint at the various points in the five 
minutes given tome. I believe in giving them good, practical 
education adapted to their condition. While I do not discour 
age the methods now employed, I would give greaterattention to 
their education at home. They should have the advantage of 
religious instruction to counteract their native barbarism. They 
should, however, first of all be taught to work—not as an exper'- 
ment, but as a duty and necessity of life. They should not in 
thisrespect be exempted from the lot of common humanity: any 
wavering in this matter will be a concession to their barbarian 
ideas—unwarranted, and hurtful to them. 

No nation has ever treated its aborigines as kindly as has our 
nation. We can not, even though we resort to stern measures. 
be accused of heartlessness or cruelty. Our action will stand 
comparison with that of any nation on the earth. 

[t is intolerable to suppose that their present condition shall 
be permanently the same. They should be taught, sternly if 
necessary, that it is their duty to prepare themselves for citi- 
zenship. Those who become sufficiently enlightened should be 
forced to assume its duties and responsibilities, not as tribes, 
but as individuals. Those who can not b2 redeemed from bar- 
barism should be separated from their fellows and be kept as 
prisoners within prescribed boundaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman’s time will 
be extended three minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. [amawarethat what I have so hurriedly said 


he considers 


| is incompiete, and I may lead to a wrong understanding of my 


attitude toward the Indian. I can not look upon this question 
in a sentimental way. I insist that however difficult it may be, 
some definite line of policy must soon be adopted whereby this 
troublesome question may be settled or put in the way of settle- 
ment. If what I have said wiil suggest some such plan, or cre- 
ate a discussion that will lead to an examination of the question 
[ shall be more than satisfied. 

{Here the hammer fell. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COOMBS. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Wy 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike 
**ten” in line 23 and insert the word ‘‘ fifteen.” 


oming, #10,000. 


out the word 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 40, line 23, strike out the word “ten,” and insert “ fifteen.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But [ want to have my five min- 
utes. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LYNCH. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That amendment was instructed to be re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then why did not the gentleman 
offer it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You sprung up so promptly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah! Promptly! I did not get up 
to address the Chair until the Clerk had spoken the word “for.” 
I watched the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CorrEENn], who 
represents the State where these Indians are situated, and I 
supposed that he would make this motion. Lalso had my eye 
in the general direction of the gentleman from Indiana. [I did 
not see any indication of either gentleman rising in their places. 
_Mr. HOLMAN, I was just looking for a little paper. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In my time I would like the gen- 
tleman to state if he is satisfied with this, that this ought to be 
$15,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it go. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is the gentleman satisfied that it 
should be put on? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Have these Indians had their lands 
allotted to them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; theShoshones have not had their lands 
allotted them, or if at all, only very partially. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I willask the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming if they have received their lands in allotment? 

Mr. COFFEEN. They havenot; but while on the floor [ want 
to suy that later an amendment will be offered that I hope will 
be accepted, providing for the relinquishment of a vast body of 
land belonging to these Indians for which they have no use 
whatever; but I will also state that I am in favor of the amend- 
ment the gentleman has offered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will be glad tohear from the gen- 
tleman Trom [ndiana why it was that the committee which now 
recommends this increase, decreased the appropriation $5,000, 
and now so readily assent tothe increase? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee afterwards considered the 
matter; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was it arbitrary, or was it placed 
on sfiter = contest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not arbitrary first or last. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam very giad to be able to offer 
an amendment which the gentleman will aecept. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will you yield to me to 
offer an amendment to your amendment? 

The amendment offered by Mr. CANNON of Illinois was 
agreed to. 

~The Clerk read as follows: 

Forsupport and civilization of Shoshone Indians in Nevada, including 
pay of employ és, $10,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

After the word “dollars” in line 25, page 40, insert the following: 
ua civilization, and instruction. of the Seminoles in Florida, 

Mr.MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, thatamendmentis intended 
merely to restore an appropriation that was included in the ap- 
propriation bill of the Fifty-second Congress, allowing $6,000 
for the instruction and civilization of the Seminole Indians in 
Florida. I do not understand why the committee saw fit to 
drop that item. 

The Seminole Indians in Florida stand ina relation to the 
United States Government different from that of any other In- 
dians in thecountry. They are, in fact, hostile Indians. They 
are occupying a vast territory in the southern portion of the 
State known as the Everglades, contrary to the wishes of the 
Government. They are really there only by sufferance. The 
lines of civilization are tightening aroundthem. Arailroad has 
gone fardownon the east coast of the State, and on the west coast 
the people are flocking in and filling up the country. These In- 
dians are to-day in a state of barbarism. 

The report of the individual who has had charge of the school 
of instruction down there shows their condition, and shows that 
if there are any Indians in this country whom the United States 
Government should under take to help to climb upto civilization, 
these are the ones. Some three years ago this amount of $6,000 
was appropriated, and the disbursement of it was placed under 
tbe superintendence of the Woman's National Indian Association. 
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They entered with much zeal on an effort to improve these In- 
dians. The $6,000 was utilized in building a sawmill and estab- 
lishing a plantat a point 45 miles southeast of the most southern 
town in Florida. nfortunately, at a comparatively recent 
period, those buildings were destroyed, but the association was 
making a recognized effort to bring the Indians into a line of 
action that would induce them to fraternize with our people. 

Now, I can say to this committee that unless something is done 
for the civilization of these Indians, or unless they are removed 
they will ultimately prove to be a festering sore in the midst of 
that sectior of the country. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Are they on a reservation? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; there is no reservation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Are they citizens of the United 
States? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; they are not citizens of the United 
States, or of the State of Florida. : ~ 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. What are they; just tramps? A 

Mr. MALLORY. They stand alone among the Indians of 
this country. 

Mr. COOMBS. How many of them are there? 

Mr. MALLORY. Between 400 and 600, as estimated; prob 
ably about 500, all told. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They have land? 

Mr. MALLORY. They have no land, but theState of Florida 
within a few years has granted to them 5,000 acres of State 
lands, which, however,I think have not been located. Those 
lands are to be used in conjunction with the efforts on the part 
of the General Government to civilize these Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These are anabsentee band of the Seminoles. 
The main body of the tribe removed many years ago to the 
Indian Territory, and these Indians would be entitled to the 
same rights as the others as soon as they joined their brethren 
across the Mississippi, but they have never gone there. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is correct; and the gentleman might 
add that they will not go. The United States Government has 
exerted all itspower tocompel them togo, and hasfailed. They 
are in Florida contrary to the wishes and in defiance of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. It is true that thecontact which 
they have had with the white people of late years has to some 
extent changed them from the condition in which they were in 
1857, when the great body of the tribe were removed, but they 
are still savages. They live by hunting and furnishing bird 

lumage and alligator skins to the traders who deal with them. 
~— the committee will not oppose this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only object the committee had in drop- 
ping this item, which has been in the bill for anumber of years, 
was this: These Indians have not occupied tribal relations for 
generations, and under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States they are citizens, though I do not know how that may 
affect their relation to the State of Florida. However, Mr. 
Chairman, as thissubject has not been very carefully examined, 
for one I shall not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of the Yakamas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employés, $10,000. 


Mr. GEARY. Mr.Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For the construction of a wagon road on the Hoopa Valley Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of California, in accordance with the recommendation 
of Capt. W. E. Dougherty, United_ States Army, actihg Indian agent in 
charge of said reservation, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
November 21, 1893, $3,509; the work on said road to be performed as far as 
practicable by Indians. 


Mr. GEARY. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation was recom- 
mended by the Department, but the estimate was sent in after 
the committee had prepared this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to the amendment on 
the part of the committee, with the distinct understanding that 
the work is to be done by the Indians themselves. 

Mr. GEARY. That I agree to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. GEARY. Iask that the letter of the Secretary on this 
subject be printed in the REcorD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 1394. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 
10th instant’ from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying 
draft of a bill authorizing the construction of a wagon road on the Hoopa 
Valley Indian Reservation, in the State of California, and making appro- 


riation therefor. Be 
Pithe letters of the Commissioner and the acting agent, Capt. Wm. E. 








1894. 








————— 


rty, United States Army, show the necessity for the construction o 
eet end the matter is respectfully submitted for the early and favor 
able consideration of Congress. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, 


STATES SENATE. 


Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 10, 1894. 

Sim: I am in receipt of a communication from Capt. W. E. Dougherty, 
United States Army, acting Indian agent in charge of the Hoopa Valley 
Agency, Cal., dated November 21, 1893, in which he states that the superticial 
area of Hoopa Valley proper is about 4,500 acres; that of this area the high 
water flood plain of the Trinity River takes in fully one-third, leaving at low 
Water extensive benches and bars shorn of vegetation and soil; that of the 
remaining 1,500 acres about 900 are cultivated, and possibly 500 can not be 
reclaimed for some years, if at all; that a further extension of cultivation 
is therefore impossible in the valley; that some years ago, when serving 
there, he prevailed upon the people to abandon the villages, and by furnish- 
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ing them with lumber and aiding them in the construction of frame houses, | 


and py dividing the land among them in small lots, induced them to live 
apart and independently, and depend chiefiy on agriculture for subsistence 
instead of upon acorns and salmon; that the response to the requirement 
Was much more prompt and general than he anticipated; that he found it 
was impossible to supply the people according to their ability and means 
with the amountof arable land necessary to subsist themselves and their 


stock, which in a coupleof years increased materially; that he now finds | 


himself confronted with the same necessity that existed when he left the 
reservation; that the population of the valley must be thinned out and part 
of it placed on the new land, thereby giving more room and enlarging the 
holdings of those who remain; that many of the most industrinus and 
capable-are now anxious to move; that several of them have already taken 
up locations on the new land, and two families are living there permanently 
in greatly advanced comfort and abundance; that he is familiar with the 


locality referred to, having been over it many times, and estimatesroughly | 
that 2,000 acres of it cam be brought under cultivation without any labor in 


clearing it; that water is abundant, the springs being numerous, and the 


oak and fir timber is the finest on the reservation, the soil being fertile and | 


adapted to the growth of grain; that to make this tract available for occu- 
pancy and cultivation it must be made accessible over a wagon road, about 
10 miles of which should be opened, and that the greater part of the labor 
woud be on the first miles. He estimates the cost of the laborand mate- 
rials necessary to construct this work at $3,509, and recommends that a bill 
be prepared to appropriate that amount for the purpose. He submits a 
rough map of the reservation, showing the loeality referred to and the route 
of the proposed road 

I do not deem it necessary, however, to submit copies of this ma 

Agent Deugherty is thoroughly familiar with the Hoopa Valley 
tion and of the needs. and requirements of the Indians thereon. 


= 


From his | 


statementsthers is no doubt but that the construction of the proposed road | 


would be of great advantage to the Indians and enable them to utilize this 
body of agricultural land which it is necessary that they should have. 

Lhave therefore prepared a draft of a bill authorizing the construction 
of this read and appropriating the sum of 33,509 therefor, and have the honor 
to reeommend that it be transmitted to Congress with request for favorable 
consideration. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICH, 
Hoopa Valley Agency, Cat., November 21, 1893. 

Srr: [have the honor to inelose a roughly made plat of this reservation, 
which shows, approximately, the location and extent of the arable land on 
the northern part of it, whieh is not available to the Indians on account of 
the difficulty of reaching it with the means to bring it under cultivation and 
of getting to it from the valley, the only routes being difficult trails for pack 
or riding animals. 

The superticial area of Hoopa Valley proper is about 4,500 acres. Of this 
area, the high-water flood plain of the Trinity River takesin fully one-third, 
leaving at low water extensive benches and bars shorn of vegetation and 
soil. Of the remaining 1,500 acres, about 900 are cultivated, and possibly 500 
can not bereclaimed for some years, if at all; 60 to 70 acres arecovered with 
orchards, and the residue of 30 to 40 acres will be brought under cultivation 
thisyear. A further extension of cultivation is therefore impossible in the 
valley. 

Some years ago, when serving here, I prevailed upon. the people to aban- 
don the villages (rancheries), and by furnishing them with lumber and aid- 
ing them in the construction of frame houses and by dividing the land 
among them in small lots, induced them to live apart and independently 
and depend chiefly on agriculture for subsistence, instead of upon acorns 
andsalmon. The response to this requirement was much more prompt and 
general than I- anticipated. and I found that it was impossible to supply the 
people according to their ability and means with the amount of arable land 
necessary to subsist.themselves and their stock, whichin a couple of years 
increased materially. 

Soon afterwards | was relieved. Meantime no changes has occurred, andI 
find myself confronted with the same necessity that existed when I left here. 
The population of the valley must be thinned out and part of it placed on 
the new land, thereby giving more room. here and enlarging the holdings 
of those who remain. Many of the most industrious and capable are now 
anxious to move (which they were not before). Several have already taken 
up locations on the new land, and two families are living there permanently 
in greatly enhanced comfort and abundance. 

I am familiar with the locality referred to, having been over it many 
times, and I estimate roughly that 2,000 acres of it can be brought under cui- 
tivation without any labor in clearing it. Wateris abundant, springs being 
very numerous, and the oak and fir timber is the finest in the reservation. 
The soil is fertile and adapted to the growth of grain. 

To make this tract available for occupancy and cultivation it must be 
made accessible over a wagon road. About 10 miles of road should be 
opened. The greater part of the labor would be on the first 3 miles. I went 
over this section yesterday with a hand level, and estimate that about 3,400 
cubic yards of earth would have to be moved, and over the whole distance 
about 7,000. The remainder of the survey is over ground so easily worked 
that a valuation is difficult and scarcely necessary, being open ground on 
easy grade. Very little blasting would be necessary, and no bridging on any 


Part of the route. 
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The work should be done by day labor by Indians. The following my 
estimate of the cost 
One in Work mules ....... seieliaaeiaithaisialiliceisepabculbayticaaapmmnnancatatil " a 8500. 00 
One pair double harness ....-- a a » 00 
One sidehill plow-_... Se ae aa 18. 00 
One dozen shovels, L. H., B. & H.................... satin 2 —— 12. 00 
One-half dozen spades, L. H., B. & H .............-...- ae i 6. 00 
One dozen picks and handles _....-. jnlp dasiaithatenne 18.00 
One-half dogem a66,. handle .. 2... ccccccccccccccececcccss wet Ps 9. 00 
One cross-cut saw, handied ‘atacand piaidiiatissaddemaatel . 8. 00 
Two crowbars, solid steel, 20-inch... _. aie 6. 00 
D 3 and tool steel ae ; ». OO 
Explosives............ le sa 12. 00 
RO 5 ecnia wisn iii bi ‘ 119. 00 
~ overseers (Indians) 60 days, at $1.50 per day-_.._.. : ou $140. OO 
Labor, 30 Indians 60 days, at $1.....- si aa .. 1,800.00 
\ nee of 32 Indians 60 days, at 50 cents per day. 960. 00 
cles 150, 0O 
’ a ee fe . 5 al + 090. 00 
Total behind ete ). 00 
I recommend that a bill ba prepared, embracing the above-described sub- 
t, to appropriate the amount shown above for the purpose, and that it be 
ubmitted to the House of Representatives as early as possible in the next 


‘cular session 

lL am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. E, DOU 
Army, Act 


rHERTY 
United States 7 India ig 
IAN AFPAIRS, 

Washington, D. ¢ 


Capt ij 
The COMMISSIONER oF INI 
Insert after line 18, page 42: 
‘Por the construction of a wagon road onthe Hoopa Valley Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of California, in accordance with the recominen 
tion of Capt. W. E. Dougherty, United States Army, act 


charge of said reservation, to the Commissioner of 


ing Indiar 
Indian Aff 








November 21, 1893, $3,509; the work on said road to be performed, as far as 
practicable, by Indians.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Arizona: For general incidental expanses of Indian service, including 
raveling expenses of agents in Arizona, and for the support and civiliza 
tion of Indians at the Colorado River, Pima, and Maricopa and Moguis 


Pueblo Agencies, 82,000; and pay of employés S, 36,00 


$18,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word, 
in order to ask the gentleman why it is that the committee 
recommend $6,000 here instead of $8,000, the amount carried in 
the current appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee were of the opinion that, con- 
sidering the situation of these agencies, the total amount of 
$12,000 in the bill was ample, and they thought that not more 
than $6,000, or half of the appropriation, should go to white men. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But there is a reduction of $2,000 
here. Does the Indian Bureau recommend it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir. The gentleman will observe that 
this does not embrace the Navajos, that portion of them living 
west of the boundary between Arizona and New Mexico. It 
merely embraces the Indians down on the Colorado River. It 
does not embrace the Apaches. It embraces only those named 
in the bill, who are all peaceable Indians, and the opinion of the 
committee was that an appropriation of $6,000 for white people 
and $6,000 for the Indians was doing pretty well for the whites. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. In which opinion, however, the 
Indian Bureau does not concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Bureau does not recommend it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend says that the committee 
cut down the appropriation from $3,009 to $6,000, because they 
thought 36,000 was enough for pensioning white people. [rom 
that point of view, why not cutit all out? Why give any pen- 
sion to white people? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think myself that that proportion 
ought to exist. I do not think that more than a small percent- 
age of the whole sum appropriated should go to the benefit of 
the agents, butthere have to be blacksmiths and physicians and 
such employés, and they are covered by this $6,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, my friend gives the real 
reason. In giving the other reason it seems to me, withall due 
respect to the gentleman from Indiana, that he did not do him- 
self justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not enter into the details; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman spoke of this as a 
gratuity or gift to white people, and said he thought $8,000 
was too much to give them. From that point of view I agree 
with him. Eight thousand dollars is too much; $6,000 is too 
much; anything is too much. But now the gentleman says he 
believes there ought to be a certain number of employés at these 
agencies, and that this appropriation will furnish a sufficient 
amount to compensate the necessary employés. I understand, 
however, that the Secretary of the Interior and the Indian Bu- 
reau do not agree with him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isay they havenot recommended any r 
tion. That is all. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desir 


amendment, upon which, in view of what has occ 
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floor, I trust there will be no point of order made. TI wish to | Mr. SMITH of Arizona, 


offer it before we leave the Arizona part of this bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

‘That the names of Hon. W. S. HOLMAN and Hon. J.G. CANNON be placed on 
the pension roll, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension 
laws, in modest recognition of the gallant and valuable services rendered 
tt Unit sd States in the late war with the Apache Indians in Arizona, 

saughter. | 

Mr. HLOILMAN. [| muke the point of order on that amend- 
ment. | laughter and cries of ‘f Vote.”| 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to be heard 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. IL insist upon a ruling on the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds the point of order to be 
well talcen, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. IL would like to say a word on this 
amondment not entirely in levity. I want to call attention to 
one thing which I wish to impress upon the members of this 
House. ‘There is no man who admires either of the gentlemen 
named in this amendment more than | do; no man, probably, 
who has a higher respect forthem both, andI believe that when 
they have done s9 much more than the balance of this Congress 
which is legislating upon the Indian question, in actually going 
out to the Wilcox and San Carlos Reservations—a tract that I 
have secon made absolutely desolate, the ranches destroyed and 
the people murdered by these Indians—they ought to receive 
some special consideration. 

[ believe that every Congressman who will take the trouble to 
go out und even locate a reservation is entitled to a pension or 
some special reward; because through such action on the part 
of our legislators we may finally get some sort of reasonable leg- 
islation on this Indian question. Before we leave the Apache 
Indian | want to say to this committee that he is a dangerous gen- 
tleman to deal with. We have him among us in my Territory, 
and it is a question with us dayand night how tosolve that prob- 
lem, and, in view of the remarks ofthe gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CoomBps], | do not know but I should be willing to have his 
name added to this list. [Laughter.] These gentlemen know 
how to handle the Indian, though some of them, I think, would 
not know him if they saw him on Pennsylvaniaavenue; certainly 
they would not know him on his native heath, for they would 
nevor getclose enough to the Apache to recognize him. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

in my opinion those Apache Indians must be treated by this 
Government differently than any other Indian in the world. 
They are absolutely the Ishmaelites of God’s creation. That is 
their record, going back farther than our history goes and tak- 
ing their traditions. Irom the most ancient times until now 
there never has been a day that the hand of the Apache has not 
been against all the world, and the hand of all the world against 
him inself-defense. ‘The Chinaman, the African, the Mexican— 
even the Kastern Indian agent—are not free from the Apache 
when he has a fair chance, 

Nothing but fear will rule him. His civilization is at present 
absolutely impossible, and yet he holds a domain larger than 
the State of Massachusetts, and with five times its natural re- 
sources. I suppose this will be attributed to a desire to get 
that land away from him, but these few thousana Indians, dan- 
gerous to the peace and life of every inhabitant within a hun- 
dred miles of them, are -maintained on this great reservation 
instead of being held down close under a guard that can be 
maintained at less expense, and where the Indians themselves 
can bo maintained at less expense than we are now paying to 
support them. The hope of civilizing that Indian is just as 
bright asthe hope of civilizing his food, the rattlesnake . 

You can not conceive of the Apache until you see him. He is 
absolutely incapable of the emotions that we feel. He is savage 
in every instinct. Yet he is left there to roam through thoso 
hills, getting hundreds of milesaway from his reservation when- 
ever he pleases. And so he stands a menace to the community. 
ven to-day there are six or seven of them who for three years 
have beon at large, pillaging and murderingin old Mexico and 
Arizona, and occasionally I believe crossing the line into the 
magnificent domain of my friend from New Mexico[Mr, JOSEPH]. 

That reservation should be cut down and limited to a small 
reservation composed of the best lands on the river. These In- 
dians could be maintained there. They should be made to work 
and they should suffer, as you and [ must suffer, under the law 
of God, that ifa man does not work neither shall he eat, and 
that in the sweat of his face shall he eat his bread all the days 
of his life. [Applause.| Until they are taught ae can 
not be civilized, and I do not hope to see it in this generation or 
probably in the next. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do you believe it is an exhibi- 
tion of a Christian spirit to insist that an Indian should work? 
{[Laughter.] 
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Well, in discussing that question, I 
do not think any more of that than the Indian does after you 
preach to him about seven years. I[t is a purely practical ques- 


| tion, 


Mr. BOWERS of California. If I understand, the claim is 
that it is not Christian to compel the Indian to work, but that 
he must be supported by the Government. The white man must 
work, of course! 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The mistake made is in the hope of 
doing anything, for the present, in the education of that Indian, 
until you teach him first that he must go hungry next winter if 
he does not work this summer. As long as you load him with 
all that he wants to eat and clothe him with all that he wants to 
wear—clothe him in fact better, if he will take care of his clothes, 


| than many of the constituents I represent here, and feed him 


better—he will continue to live in absolute dirt and vermin, and 
And then talk about sending 
preachers to preach the gospel and sing psalms! That is the 
civilization of the Apache Indian. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? I wish to know if it is not the gentle- 
man’s observation that the Indians have heen taught, or at least 
that they believe, that this Government must and will support 
them; that that is the one thing that the Indian Bureau has 
taught the Indians in Arizona and every where else? 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. There isnodoubtaboutit. Another 
thing, the Government is not fair in the way it does. You take 
these Colorado Indians, the PuebloIndians, who have been there 


| for hundreds of years, trying to plow and make a living, and 


succeeding in raising crops; they will be left to be mightily 
pinched by hunger before the Government steps in to help them, 
and there has not been a time for years when they have not been 
working to help themselves, and the Government has no trouble 
with them; but while the Government lets them go on and take 
care of themselves, it has given to Geronimo in his day, and to 
the Apaches that are on that reservation now, a reward to keep 
them from going on the warpath. 

Every one of those Indians that goes off the reservation on 
the warpath ought to be hanged. They know it as well as we 
do. Yetthey are not made to suffer the penalty of their crime. 
They are caught by the soldiers and brought back and locked 
up, and in a little while are iu a fair way to escape and go 
out again into Mexico, as a few of them now are, murdering 
people and robbing them, and coming back into the United 
States when they are pressed. 

This has been going on there for fifty years, and yet we are 
leaving these Indians to roam in a domain larger than some of 
our Eastern States. We aro still talking about spending money 
to educate and preach to them, instead of teaching them, as I 
said before, to work. Instead of taking your hymn book to the 
Apache, teach him the song of the anvil, the sound of the drill 
in the mine. Teach him to raise fruit; teach him that the land 
he lives on can be made productive, and through that means, 
and that alone, will we ever succeed in doing anything with 
him. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to ask the gentleman if he ever 
knew a preacher or teacher to go to an Indian tribe, but what 
the first thing he did was to clean up the Indians and get them 
into shape? 

Mr. SMITH ofArizona, [have known people to ‘‘ clean them 
up,” just as poople did in the East, in early days. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam talking about preachers and teachers. 
They always do clean the Indians up the first thing. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Idonot think thatanyone who knows 
me, or who knows the influences under which I was raised, would 
think they would need come to the defense of the Christian re- 
ligion, or of any meek and lowly follower of our Saviour; but I 
say that by that means alone they can no more get that Indian 
into a state of civilization than they can get a house painted by 
singing to it. There are other means. The preacher is not 
ready for the Indian, and the Indian is not ready for the preacher. 
They have got a deal to learn yet. The Indians must learn to 
work, and to make their way in this world as everyone does, 
through toil, and trouble, and tribulation. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman, in the remarks 
he is making about the Indians, to refer to the Apaches. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. About how many Apaches are still there? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. About six or eight thousand. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What will the gentleman say 
about the preacher who went to the Coeur d’Alene Reservation 
seventy years ago, walked there, and who gradually taught those 
people by his piety and Christian influence to worx to support 
themselves? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
soul? 


Who was taxed to pay that good 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. Nobody. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ah, those are the men who educate 
the Indian. 

Mr. PICKLER. The same story might be told of many other 
Indian reservations, too. 

Mr.SMITHof Arizona. ThatisChristianity. Those are the 
kind of men who first went into Arizona and established those 
old missions all through Southern California and all that re- 
gion: who went among the Indians, teaching them to plow and 
to work, and they have been doing it since. But that was not 


| 


} 
| 


done by taxing the people to send out agents, or to pay for | 


pre:chers and schools. It is very well to preach, if they want 
to—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
preachers for the Indians? 

Mr. PICKLER. Preachers are not supported by any tax on 
the Government. 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona, If the gentleman from South Dakota 
has any preachers up there whoare not needed, why we are per- 
fectly willing to have themcome down and preach all they want 
to. Lam not making any assault on religion in any shape in the 
world. 

Mr. PICKLER. T do not know that the gentleman is, but I 
do not know a preacher in the Indian service who is paid out of 
the public Treasury. The preachers are sent by the churches. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I can not hear the gentleman when 
Iam talking. Oneor the other of us must quit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, 1 will quit. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona is speaking 
toa vointof order. The Chair wishes to remind him of that. 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman from Arizona will be 
allowed to proceed. We are learning something from him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there isa general wish that the gen- 
tleman from Arizona be allowed to proceed, and I hope there 
will be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was simply reminding;the gen- 
tleman that he was speaking to a point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
might be reached from the interruption made by my friend from 
South Dakota, I will say that it is hardly necessary for me to 
state, in this presence or anywhere else, that for the man whose 
life is spent in an effort to save somebody, I have as much re- 
spect, and I contribute as liberally of my means, probably, with- 
out boasting, as any other gentleman present. But I am sim- 
ply trying to impress this one thing on the minds of this com- 
mittee, and that is that you are going backward all the time in 
the present manner of teaching the Indian children. 

There never was a nation, inmy opinion, and I think my read- 
ing justifies the assertion, even contracted as it has been, as far 
as christianity goes, in which its real influences have ever been 
felt until the people have become civilized enough tounderstand 
and to accept it. You will never get the Indian a bit better 
than he is to-day; but in my opinion, gentlemen, you are mak- 
ing him worse by educating him simply to read and write; 
simply to read what the newspaper says, and to write your name 
to somebody else’s check. 

The records of these Eastern schools show that when a man 
goes back he can not associate with those he left on the reserva- 
tion. He can not go back and maintain the habits he acquires 
in the East, forthe moment he dogs so they say to him, ** You 
are putting on the airs of a white man.” He immediately be- 
comes either the worst Indian of the whole lot, and becomes a 
great deal more dangerous on accountof the education you have 
given him, or else he starts out into a career of crime. And it 
is not worth while for me to say here what becomes of those 
girls turned outof these schools when they go back. 
it being humanity towards those Indians you are teaching and 


Do we tax the people for 


educating the Indian he is better, is simply deluding himself by 
a beautiful dream, for him to laugh at. 

I saw one not long ago who had received an education at an 
Eastern institution. He could read the sameasI. He wrote a 
good hand. I asked him how many feet there were in a yard. 
He did not know; and how many pecksin a bushel. He did not 
know. He knew not one of the simplest things which our 
children learn at 5 or 6 years of age, but he could read and 
write, Isoon found out that he knew nothing of any of these 
things; but if you asked him if ‘‘he knew who died that he 
might live,” he could answer you that categorically and very 
correctly. Now, do you mean to tell me that such education is 
going toaffect him any more than any Chinaman coming to this 
country is going to change his idea of religion to ours. 

That is a slow process, my friend. And if we let the religious 
question alone in this case and educate these Indians in practi- 
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cal things, on the ground where they were born, and where their 
fathers and mothers can keep them, and let their father and 
mother see the process of their education, it will have an influ- 
ence on the older ones as they become accustomed to itfrom time 
to time; but so long as you keep them here it will be of no ad- 
vantage to them. 

There is notone of those who have been educated at Hamp- 
ton, I have been told, who will not go back worse than he exme; 
and I believe that every dollar you spend in that way is worse 
than thrown away. In my judgment the best and the most 
profitable way to spend it is on the Indian reservations, teach- 
ing the Indian how to plow corn and how to preserve fruit as 
they are now doing in the school at Phoenix, Ariz. The great 
lesson taught there {s how to preserve fruit, and it has led to an 
improvement in the education of these Indians greater than any 
in the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a point of order pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman. I[ desire to be recognized on 
the question of order, so as to reply to the charge made as tothe 
bad effects of teaching Indians in the Eastern schools. I think 
it nothing more than fair that a reply should be made to that 
charge. What the gentleman from Arizona has said muy be 
true in respect to the Indians in Arizona, and I know that there 


| are warlike tribesin that Territory: but the Apaches are not the 


[n order to avoid the conclusion that | 


Instead of | 


only Indians in this country. 

| live within a few miles of an Eastern Indian school. |! 
to the school at Carlisle, Pa., that contains from 700 to 800 In 
dian children. I want to say to the gentleman from Arizona 
that in that institution you will find as apt scholars, you will 
find almost as high training asinany collegeinthe East. [| find, 
sir, from the report as to that college that 95 per cent of the 
graduates of the Carlisle School do not go back and become 
blanket Indians, but become useful citizens of the United States. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. From what tribes? 

Mr. MAHON. From all tribes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is not one from Arizona who 
has not gone back. 

Mr. MAHON. When the gentleman makes the charge that 


they go back and become robbers and thieves, and that the young 
maidens go back and lose their virtue, he is making a charge 
that he can notsubstantiate. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Wheredothey go? I wantto learn 

Mr. MAHON. They would prefer to stay in the East, with 
the people who havecivilized them. We ought to educate these 
people and allow them to assimilate with our people. You go 
with me into the Cumberland Valley, and I will show you hun- 
dreds of Indian children, boys and girls, being educated in that 
school. I will show you during the summer vacation how they 
associate with our farmers, and thus make the very best citi- 
zens. You say that you can not civilize or Christianize them. 
[ have heard an Indian preach the gospel of salvation in the 
pulpits of the Cumberland Valley and tell the story of the Cross 
with as much feeling and effect upon the people as many of our 
white pastors. 

Now, this charge that the gentleman has made has been de- 
nied over and over again; this story about these Indians going 
back intodegradation and villainy has been proven false timeafter . 
time. The facts will not justify the charge he has made against 
this Eastern school. If the gentleman will take the report of 
Bishop Hare, who was among the Indians, he will find that 95 
per cent of them do not go back to the habits of their people, but 
conduct themselves well. 

! will admit that a few Indians will go back and become de- 
graded, but that is no argument against educating them, and if 
there is any truth in this charge that the educating of these In- 


| dians in the Eastern schools does not civilize them, if it does not 
supporting at these schools in the East, why in many instances | 
it is making the Indians worse; and I do not know how it may | 
be with other sections, but any gentleman who thinks that by | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


lead these people out of degradationand savagery, then pray tell 
me what will be the effect of educating them upon the reserva- 
tions, surrounded by all the vicious influences of their tribal re- 
lations. If you propose to strike down the Eastern schools, you 
must admit that the idea of civilizing the Indian by education 
is a failure, and every dollar in this bill for the education of 
children in the reservation schools ought to be stricken out, and 
give up the whole matter as a bad job. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The only contention between you 
and myself is simply this. I do not contend that there are not 
certain tribes in the United States far enough educated, but 
when they are far enough advanced by education you can not 
take one man to a tribe and elevate the tribe, nor can you take 
four and elevate the tribe. The whole tribe. is against him. 
But you can in time by process of education on the reservation 
improve them by developing them and teaching them the rudi- 
ments, allowing those living on the reservation to see the benefit 
that it is to them; and in that way you will gradually bring them 
to a higher plane. 
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Mr. MAHON. The gentleman may represent a Territory in Mr. BAILEY. That is upon allotment. 


which tribes of Indians are very savage, but if he will go with Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order 
me to the Cumberland Valley | will show him Indians amongst | There is nothing before the committee. a 
the best musicians inthiscountry. They have abandtherethat | Mr. MAHON. One word more, Mr. Chairman. It is beyond 
L think is not equalled by the band of any other school. Itis a | all controversy that the education of the Indian children in the 
band that will favorably compare with the Marine Band. You | HNastern schools has been for the betterment of those people. 


can go with me to that school, and I will show you mechanics | This House wastes a great deal of time in discussing that ques- 
that can not be excelled outside of the school. I will show you | tion over and over and over again. The Indians educated in our 
in all branches of learning that these children are educated to | Eastern schools make good citizens. We bid them welcome to 
a hich grade. ‘thools of that kind educate and civilize them. | the State of Pennsylvania. We would not be sorry if every one 
Mr. PICKLER. Inthe Carlisle school do they do anything | of them remained in that State. They are a great deal better 
inthe way of a practical education? I understand they have | citizens than many that we have there. 





shops there to give them practical education. Whatdoes the} Pennsylvania to-day is cursed with a lot of anarchists, social- 
gentieman say about that? ists, bomb-throwers, men who destroy property with dynamite; 
Mr. MAHON. ‘They have. alot of Hungarians, Italians, and criminals from foreign coun- 
Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman tell us something about | tries, who are far worse citizens, worse enemies of this country 
the practical education they receive? to-day, and far more likely to destroy its liberties and peace 


Mr. MAHON. Whatdo you mean by * practical education’? | than the poor Indian who travels the plains in all his savagery 
Mr. PICKLER. The education they get in the industria! | and debasement, and if this Congress should devote more atten- 
schools. tion to eliminating that curse and less to the Indian, it would bo 
Mr. MAHON. In the Carlisle school they teach an Indian | better employed. I would like to trade off 300,000 of the Hun- 
any trade he may desire tolearn. They teach him to become a | garian, Italian, and other foreign criminals and scalawags that 
cabinet-maker, a harness-maker,atinner,orablacksmith. These | we have in the State of Pennsylvania for the Indians that be- 


people make the best of mechanics. long to the gentleman from Arizona. [Laughter.] We could 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman tell us | educate and elevate the [ndian to the plane of good citizen- 
where they come from? ship—— 
Mr. MAHON. From all the Indian tribes. Mr.COFEFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
Mr. BAILEY. [understood the gentleman tostate that they | word. 
became useful citizens. My information is that those who are Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent that debate on this 
educated in the Kast and settle there do not become citizens at | subject be limited to five minutes. 
all. They do not become naturalized. Is that true? Mr. REED. I object to that, because I want tosay afew words 


Mr. MAHON. Become voters? upon this if | can have time. 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. Mr.HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Mr. MAHON. They do not require to become naturalized. | Maine want? 
If they sever their tribal relations they become citizens. | Mr.REED. Five or ten minutes. 
Mr. BATLEY. Of course they do to become citizens of the| Mr.HOLMAN. ThenIask unanimous consent that debate 
United States. be limited to fifteen minutes. 
Mr. MAHON. Not in my State. Mr. REED. I object to any limitation. Let the debate go 
Mr. BAILEY. The Supreme Court has expressly held thatif | on. We have a ‘‘tribe” here that needs some education on this 
an Indian belonging to a tribe separates himself from his tribe, | subject. 
he must still be naturalized before he becomes a citizen of the Mr. HOLMAN. The subject of Indian education is not really 
United States. before the committee at all at this time. It will come up in its 
Mr.MAHON. But they must first separate themselves from | regular order. 
their tribes. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]|—— Mr.REED. Well, we have got into it, and we might as well 
Mr. BAILEY. I understand that, but they do not become | talk it out. 
naturalized. | Mr.COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention 
Mr. MAHON. They do. of the committee I desire to make a few remarks. [ observe 
Mr. BAILEY. My information is different. . that the Western people, who, from practical experience with 
Mr. MAHON. The gentloman from Texas may be right. I | these Indians, areshowing that they understand something of the 
have not examined the decisions of the court as he has done, | Indian question, and the Representatives of the Eastern portions 
and am not as well posted on the subject as he is. of this country are manifesting a spirit of inquiry and of kind- 
Mr. HERMANN. Under the present system of allotting lands | ness in this discussion which is very encouraging and which I 
to the Indians in severalty, the decision is that they do become | think makesit desirable that the discussion should be continued 


citizens of the United States. for a few minutes, because good is being accomplished by it. 
Mr. BAILEY. No; tho decision is that the mere breaking | In reference to the education of the Indians at the Carlisle 


up of the tribal relation, or the mere separation of an Indian |; school, I wish to say that I attended an exhibition by the Indian 
from his tribe, does not make him a citizen; that, having been | pupils from that school at Metzerott’s Hall not long ago, and | 
born a member of the tribe, he can only become a citizen by | was very much interested and impressed as I beheld those dark- 
naturalization. eyed Indian young people pecring out, as it were, trying to com- 

fr. HERMANN. He becomes on facto a citizen of the | prehend the future of themselves and of their race. I have 
United States when he severs himself from his tribe, and under | nothing to say against the education of the Indians at the exist- 
the practice of allotting lands to the Indians in severalty it has | ing schools, or against the benevolent efforts of our people in 





been decided that they do become citizens of the United States, | connection with the Carlisle and other Indian schools. 
and they are entit.sd to vote in every State in this Union, and But, coming from the ‘Vest, where I have had opportunity to 


are now voting under that condition of affairs. observe the reservation Indians, their needs and their habits, 
Mr. BAILEY. Ina bill severing the tribal relations and al- | I desire to say, in harmony with what has been said by the gen- 
lotting lands to Indians in severalty, the United States could | tleman from Arizona, that a much better use of the funds that 
of course malre th_.: citizens, but unless there is a provision to | are now expended for Indian schools would be secured by estab- 
that effect they do not by mere allotment become citizens. lishing the schools in the West right beside the Indian. When 
in the ease of Elk vs. Wilkins an Indian attempted to vote and | you move your schools, your educational appliances, mechanical, 
alleged that he had separated himself from the tribe and was no | scientific, and economical to the very home of the Indian, then 
longerapartof it. He claimed that he wasa citizen of Nebraska, | you will secure results far beyond any that you attain now. 
and attempted to vote in the city of Omaha, but the register re- Imagine, if you please, the influence that would be exerted 
fused to permit him to register. The Indian sued him, and the | on the Crow Indians in Montana, or on the Shoshone Indians in 
case came to the Supreme Court of the United States, and is re- | the State that i have the honor to represent, by bringing them 
ported in the 112th volume of reports. The court held that he | into contact with those educating and civilizing influences. 
could not be a citizen of the United States without having been You would thus be educating or lifting the whole tribe toa 
naturalized, because he had been born a member of an Indian | higher level, especially if you taught such branches and exer- 


tribe. cised them in such simple arts as would be properly adapted to 
Mr. HERMANN. That was a condition of affairs in which | the conditions in which they live and out of which they must 
there were no allotments. emerge by s!ow degrees. 


Mr. BAILEY. If the alloting statute provides for citizenship, Again, you bring at once into the minds of all the Indian pa- 
of course the Indian becomes a citizen, but not otherwise. rents, who still must remain the natural guardians of their chil- 
Mr. HERMANN. But the statute does provide that they | dren, an ideaof the advantages that there are in the education 


shall become citizens of the United States upon the happening | of the inteilectand hearts of the children while you wisely train 
of that condition. them also in the art of making a living. Secondly, you have 
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another valuable reciprocal influences acts upon the | our Democratic party up to the point for a new d ) 
teachers and educators them ives, D\ 16) learn and ip- | La rhter | \nd it would be linp ssible fo im 
preciate the difficulties ar yblems connected with the eleva- publican to go amongst avery backward Democt com rity 
tion of the Indians, at 1 your teachers can never acquire | without being very much lowered in his moral tone befo rt 
by handling puy pil in Penn yivi iia or any where else in the | out of it, if he continued to live with them iny ieng ot 1 
Ia distant ‘fr n the actual homes of the Indians. | Laughter. | 

‘These are among the results to be attained by schools among Now, that is .an illustration which you will al ! l 
the [Indians Therefore, in harmony with the general Western | [laughter], and which, if you will ply it to the sub 
sentiment, I say, move your schools and your institutions for ! discussion will, I think, reconcile in ve ry many s th 
the education of the Indian out where the Indians are, so that | rently opposing views of the Delegate from Arizo Mr.S i} 
the Indian parent, as well as the children, may catch the spirit | and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MA 
and atmosphere surrounding your schools. That will benefit Che CH RMAN. The time of the gentlema om Maine 
thousands of Indians and gradually blend them into harmony | has expired. 
vho are now left to antagonize these young bright pupils whom Mr. REED. I should like to have a few minutes lon 
you educate in the East when they go back to their tribes in the The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, the 1 of 
West. | the gentleman from Maine will bo extended five min 

When these children graduate and go West again, the change Mr. REED.. The gentlem in from Pennsylvania is arguing 
isso great that they feel it most keenly, and it results disas- | about the fitness we the education which is bestowed upon the 
trously to them and does not accomplish the high and noble pur- | Indians at Carlisle for certain pur poses. Unquestionably he is 
pose you have in view. Instead of wasting $100,000 per year in right about that, oa we henta all be glad to see the aborigines 
training Indians at the Carlisle school in Pennsylvania in the | of this country assimilate thems aot swith us. But when you 
higher branches and classical ee, for which their parents | come to takeatribe, which can not be separated and distributed, 
and tribes at home have no use appre ciation, spend this sum | and the question is about the education of that tribe, it is the 
in schools on the edges of the We stern reservations and change | same with those people as it is with us. They must pass over 
the curriculum of studies into more practical channels. | the same road that we passed over. We did not arrive at our 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Along the line of the gentle- | present condition of civilization by leaps and bounds. On the 
man's argument, which I have listened to with great pleasure | contrary, we went ata snail’s pace, because we had to lift every- 
and considerable profit to myself, I desire to ask him if he does | body all the time. 
not think he can educate the Indians more successfully if the Why, you are having that identical problem in th ication 
administration of affairs is put under the control of our own In- | of the colored people of the South. Whena Southern colored 


dian agents and our own teachers and farmers? [Laughter. |} 

Mr. COFFEEN. Yes; andI indorse the general sentiment 
of the ge ntleman from Washington, indicated by his question, 
and say that both avents and farmers to teach the Indians — 
come from civil life and have experience in the methods of 
farming and living in the regions where these reservations 
ex1: it. 

The CHAIRM: The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the path toward truth is said to 
be along a line of approximate inaccuracy, os possibly that 
muy be our pathway to the truth with regard to Indian educa 
tion. I desire to contribute some of the views which I cuterhiin 
upon ow » subject, which I think may possibly be of use, though 


NT 





boy spends three or four or five or six hours in school,and then 


goes home to his parents who have not had the advantages of 

| that education, they are very likely to feel that he isa little bit 
uppish in his ways, and unconsciously they try to push himdown 
So it iswith regard to the Indians. Why,I recollect how it was 
when we were boys, how we used to criticise our companions who 
undertook to be a little more educated than ourselves, or to wear 

| their clothes a little more in the style of grown people. It \ 
fact and a principle that runs through human natur 


[ decline to warrant it. I have listened to the remarks of the 
Delegat » from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON], and although they seem to be at 
sword’s points, yet I venture to say that there is very little real 


difference between them. They are talking of different subjects 
and of different effects, produced by different courses of action. 

Unquestionably the education of the Indian may be carried to 
a point which, in individual cases, will fit him for association 
with the citizens of Pennsylvania or of Maine or of Massachu- 


setfs, and if he stays with the citizens of those States he will 
undoubtedly be very much improved in his status, and the 
country will have the benefit of a new citizen. On the other 


hand, if he is educated beyond the reach of the 
he belongs, and goes back to that tribe, he meets a great princi- 
ple, not of Indian nature but of human nature, which is exem- 
plified among us at all times and on all occasions; that is, the 
demand for uniformity of thought and action. The human race 
has asort of instinct which obliges it to keep together, and it 
will not let any of usstray very far beyond the general sentiment. 
The man is avery bold man who to-day wears a very bright 
red necktie, and the man who twenty years ago had worn one 
would have been in great danger of personalassault. [Laughter.] 
The world will not stand anything except general uniformity. 
Asavage tribe is in precisely the same condition. Itdoes not ap- 
preciate a graduate of the Carlisle school, and it does not ap- 
preciateany body who is much more elevated in social life than it 
is. Hence the problem, so far as the education of the tribe is con- 
cerned, is the raising of the whole tribe somewhat, rather than 
the raising of a singlo member of ita good deal. I do not care 
how high a man is raised above his community, if he goes back 
to it he will soon be brought downto its level of thought and 
action. This is a prince iple of huma un nature so widespre ud and 
s0 inherent in the race that it must be respected, and the more 
you respect it, the more sensible will be your course of action. 
Now, our newspapers are the palladiums of our liberties. We 
al) understand that. But our newspapers would lose their force 
at once if they undertook to be too far elevated above the peo- 
ple. They have to be within reaching distance. It is the same 
with all other educational means employed in this world. We 


have got to get people up, little by little, and in order to get 
them up atall we have got to get them all up. 
to stop very often, 


We have got 


for instance, in politics, in order to get 





Now, it seems to me that the inevitable deduction from this 
is that while it may be proper to take individuals and educate 
them to be distributed among the community, it is also equ: 

| true that the best method of reaching the Indian question is to 

| have those schools which commence with matters nourest to 
their present thought and gradually lift them up through in 
dustrial means, until they all be gin to realize and unders I 
the advantages of the change, and when they all of them come 
to this understanding, which is necessary for pr ‘ogress 
supported by all the rest, then they will all com p gr 
together, and very soon we will find them fit to be citizens o 


tribe to which | 





the United States, for that is not necessarily avery high st 
ing. It only requires that men comprehend what is necessary 
for laws to govern themselves, 

Now, ft seems to me that these aresound principles, and that 
it is worth while for us to apply them to this question wh : 
before us. For my part, Ishould be wil!'ing to spen: od 
of money for an education like that, for while they have got 
to go over the same road we went over, = e they have got 
to pass from their present condition, which was ours centuries 
ago, they can, thanks to their surroundings, go over th yeu 
in a muchshorter time than we went over it, and by taking them 
all together we shall get them there much more quickly than if 
we unde rtake a sporadic education. [Applause. } 

-COOMBS. What does Shee menthanse n think of the edu- 
cation of teachers in Eastern schools to send back to teach r 
own tribes? 

Mr. REED. My experience about teachers has teen that 
there may be such a thing as the overeducation of teachers. 


My impression is that the very best scholars are by no means 
the best teachers. Some time ago, in discussing another ques- 
tion, apologizing somewhat for my inability to discuss itas fully 
as might be, I ventured to say that I would discuss it, because | 
had noticed that a 5-year-old boy could teach a 4-year-old 5 te 


more than Noah Webster could, with all the facilities of his 
dictionary. So it may be that we may educate teachers too 
much. What we want to dois to get within easy reach of the 
whole tribe, and lift the whole of it, thereby making our edu- 


cation complete 

The generation which has got beyond school days is to a cer- 
tain extent hopeless, but you get the whole of the younger gen 
eration educated up toa certain point and you have reached 
that point permanently, and then the next generation has got a 
better chance; and so they will go on, and when the whole tribe 
gets permeated with the idea that education is a good thing, 
progress will be rapid. By education I mean the very broadest 
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kinlof lifting up. I donotbelieve that education is book knowl- 
edge. Book knowledge is the very least part of education. 

| think «ne of the brightest men I knew, when I first came 
out of colleve, was a man whose reports I had to write for him. 
But he was bright enough, and he gave me the idea that there 
may be an education which can make a man, which doos not 
necess ivily come under the head of reading and writing. But 
applying the term education in its fullest and broadest sense, 
what we want to do is to educate them all, because—and I think 
it is a providential arrangement—you can not leave any large 
portion of the human race outside of progress. Your progress 
is stopped until you get them up to a fair level. 

Youe nnot go ahead. You can not live with an ignorant 
majority within your borders. You have got to raise them be- 
fore you can raise yourselves. You are subjected to that un- 
conscious but unfailing influence of the majority of sentiment, 


and until that majority of sentiment is lifted higher you who | 


stand on the heights can climb no higher. [Loud applause. ] 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

New Mexico: lor general incidental expenses of the Indian service, in- 
cluding traveling expenses of agents in New Mexico and support and civili- 
vation of Indians at Pueblo Agency, %3,500, and pay of employés at said 
agency, %1,200: in all, $4,700. 

Mr.SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I offer a pro forma amendment 
to enable me to make a statement. I move to strike out the last 
five words in the section just read. This morning, while my 
attention was otherwise occupied by two of my colleagues, an 
amendment relating to the Seneca Indian landsin New York 
was offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin on my left [Mr. 


LYNCH] and accepted by the chairman of the Indian Affairs | ence to Utah, and agreed to at the time. 


Committee. It was my intention to raise a point of order against 
that amendment, at the request of my colleague [Mr. DANIELS], 
whois absent. I now ask permission of the gentleman from 
Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, that I may be allowed to raise that 
point of order, and let it be disposed of by the Chair, without 
prejudice fromits not being raised and disposed of when the 
amendment was offered, when I was otherwise occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please state where 
the amendment was offered. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. It was at the end of page 36. 

Mr. SICKLES. It is a provision to pay the Ogden Land Com- 
pany for certain claims which it says it has over this 50,000 
acres of Seneca Indian lands in Western New York. Whether 
or not they have a good claim I do not know; but this is new 
legislation, and it ought to be brought before the House ina 
separate bill. I ask permission to raise the point of order, as I 
promised my colleague [Judge DANIELS] I would, and as I should 
have done if my attention had not been occupied by two of my 
colleagues at the time the amendment was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin offered an amendment at the end of line 7, 
page 35, and that the committee accepted it. 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes, it was accepted by the chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to return to that part of the bill and that he may 
have permission to raise the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Itis too late. I object. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lamsorry that my colleague objects, and I 
give notice that I will demand a separate vote on that amend- 
ment, or will move to recommit the bill with instructions to 
strike out that amendment. Ido not think it was fairly intro- 
duced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just one word in this connection. Ido not 
think it is fair to take advantage of the mere circumstance that 
the gentleman was not able to make the point of order as he has 
said he intended. I think that under the circumstances the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES] should have permis- 
sion to raise the point of order. 

Mr. SICKLES. My colleague, who objects, was one of those 
who engaged my attention at the moment the amendment was 
offered. He knew that it was to be introduced, and I had no 
opportunity to raise the point. Therefore my colleague is the 
last one who should object. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. This is a committee amend- 
ment, which was unanimously agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that this mat- 
ter wes perfectly understood by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. It happened to be omitted from the draft of the bill, 
when it was last printed. Itcame from the whole committee as 
a committee amendment, and it wasintroduced by me this morn- 
ing at the proper time and place. 

Mr. SICKLES. I find no fault with the committee. I will 
appeal to the House at the proper time to correct the irregular- 
ity of which I complain. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Utah: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service. including 


traveling expenses of agents in Utah, support and civilization of Indians at 


eaten Oo. in ane aene Agencies, $6,500, and pay of employés at said agen- 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to this item, which relates to 
Utah, and I wish to offer an amendment. As it now reads it is 
$6,500 for incidental expenses, and for pay of employés at said 
agencies $1,500; in all, $8,000. In the bill for the fiscal year end- 
ing 1894 the incidental expenses and pay of employés were ap- 
propriated for together. I this $5,000 was used in pay for em- 
ployés, $3,000 was for incidental expenses, making only $8,000 in 
all. As it stands now it is not sufficient for the service. I will 
offer an amendment for incidental expenses, etc., $3,000, and pay 
of employés $5,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general] incidental expenses of the Indian service, including travel- 
ing expenses of agents in Utah, coppers and civilization of Indians at Uin- 
tah Valley and Ouray Agencies, $3,000, and pay of employés, 85,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to change that soas to 
make itfor pay of employés, $5,000; a total of $8,000. I do not 
change the total, and it does not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It increases the appropriation $1,600. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It gives $3,000for the inciden- 
tal expenses, and leaves $5,000 for the employés. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It only leaves $1,500for the [Indian employés. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It was considered with refer- 
The same thing oc- 
curs with the State of Washington. Asit nowstands itis prac- 
tically of no value whatever to the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will again be read, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the provision of $1,500 for the pay of 
the Indian employés ought to be retained. If my friend will 
just modify his amendment that way so that $1,500 shall be re- 
tained for Indian employés,I think his amendment will be more 
acceptable. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have no objection to that, if 
the chairman of the committee desires to have it divided up 
into Indian employés or anything else. As it now stands it is 
of no value to the Department, because we have only got $1,500 
and $6,500 for incidentalexpenses. The Department wants $3,000 
for incidental expenses and $5,000 for the pay of employés. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will say $1,500, and $1,500 
for the pay of Indian employés, I think there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington will 
please present his amendment in writing. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman is pre- 
paring his amendment I can say all I desire to say. 

A moment ago, in a colloquy with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MAHON], I stated that an Indian leaving his tribe 
could not become a citizen of the United States without being 
naturalized. My assertion was contradicted, and while it is not 
a matter of special importance it is just as well to be accurate as 
we goalong. I have before me the case in which the Supreme 
Court has expressly decided what I stated, and the language of 
the court is: 

Indians born within the territorial limits of the United States, members 
of,and owing immediate allegiance to, one of the Indian tribes (an alien 
though dependent power) although in a geographical sense born in the 
United States are no more ‘‘born in the United States and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof’ within the meaning of the first section of the four- 
teenth amendment, than the children of subjects of any part of government 
born within the domain of that government or the children born within the 
United States of ambassadors or other public ministers of foreign nations. 

The court continues and holds that the Indian is not born sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States within the meaning 
of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, and therefore 
can become a citizen of the United States only by naturalization. 

In reply to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], who 
said that they became citizens when their lands are allotted, I 
beg to say that the act which provided for the apportionment of 
the land permitted them to become citizens, and therefore that 
act pro hac vice, is anaturalization, and when they had taken the 
land in allotment it made them citizens. 

Mr. HERMANN. In reply to that, permit me to say on the 
last proposition of the gentleman, that in accordance with the 
terms of the act passed in 1891 an Indian whose lands are set 
apart in severalty becomes a citizen of the United States upon 
that act. As to the gentleman’s first proposition, I wish to state 
that the Supreme Court, possibly as far back as a quarter of a 
century ago, distinctly held that when an Indian subject to the 
tribe separates himself from the tribe, absolves himself from 
allegiance to that tribe, and takes part of the duties imposed 
upon him by citizenship, he thereby becomes ipse facto a citi- 


I hope the Clerk willreport the amendment 











1894. 


zen of the United States; that is to say, where he takes the dress 
and manners of the citizens of the country. ; 
Mr. BAILEY. I will give the gentleman the facts on which 
this complaint is based: 
That more than one year prior to the grievances herein complained of he 
had s2vered his tribal relation to the Indian tribes, had fully and completely 


surrendered himself to the jurisdiction of the United States, and still so 
continues subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 


This case was decided in 1884. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill agree with the gentleman about that, 
but he may not have adopted the dress and customs of civilized 
life. 

Mr. BAILEY. He was living in the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will cxamine that, and refer to the de- 
cision originally made by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 25, strike out ‘“‘six thousand five hundred,” and insert ‘five thou- 
gand.”’ Line 1, page 44, strike out ‘fifteen hundred ” and insert ‘‘ three 
thousand: in all, $8,000; of which at least one-half shall be expended for 
Indian employés.”’ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That means that one-half of 
the $3,000 shall be expended for Indian employés. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Washington: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, in- 
cluding traveling expenses of agents at seven agencies and the support and 
civilization of Indians at Colville and Puyallup Agencies, $14,000, and pay of 
employés, $2,000; in all, $16,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


I offer the amendment which 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


Page 44, line 6, after the word ‘‘agencies”’ strike out ‘‘ fourteen thousand 
dollars; and in line7, after the word *‘employés” strike out ‘‘two thou- 
sand”’ and insert ‘sixteen thousand.”’ Also in line? strike out ‘‘in all six- 
teen thousand dollars.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
the arrangement. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand thatif the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana prevails the appropriation 
wili be for general and incidental expenses $9,500, and to pay 
employés $6,500; in all $16,000. That is the way it ought to be. 
That is the way the Department wishes it, and if we are to 
change this at all it ought to be in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that is not the 
amendment which has been proposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana, but the Chair will suspend action on the amendment 
and will recognize the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Doo- 
LITTLE], who, by unanimous consent, has been allowed thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 8, page 44, add the following: 

* Provided, That all lands heretofore constituting a part of the Puyallup 
Indian Reservation situate near the city of Tacoma, Pierce County, ystate of 
Washington, now held in severalty by the Puyallup Indians, patents to 
which have heretofore been issued by the United States to said Indians, 
said patents containing certain restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and estate of each of 
said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each and every 
restriction as to the sale, conveyance, cr other disposition of the same 
heretofore imposed by the Government of the United States: Provided, 
however, That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the parties shall ap- 

ar before the United States district judge of the district in which said 
ands are situate, and thereupon submit to him all the terms and conditions 
of such proposed sale for his approval, and if approved by such judge he 
shall indorse his approval on the contract or other instrument evidencing 


such sale; thereupon such sale may be executedand completed in accordance 
with the terms and conditions so approved by said judge. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, having reserved the point of 
order on avery similar amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, I shall feel in duty bound to reserve the point 
of order on this also. This subject, however, has not been very 
carefully considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
will call a meeting of the committee to-morrow morning to con- 
sider both propositions. In the meantime the gentleman from 
Washington can proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is in the 
interests of justice and right to every person concerned, both 
whites and Indians, living in the vicinity of these allotted lands. 
These Puyallup Indians who have taken their lands in severalty 
are civilized Indians. These allotted lands cover about 17,000 
acres in the valley of the Puyallup River, in Pierce County, in 
the State of Washington. The westerly boundary of this reser- 
vation joins the city of Tacoma, my home town, in that State, 
and it stretches up the valley easterly for a distance of about 


This does not change the amounts but only 
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9 miles, to the thrifty town of Puyallup, a place which to-day 
has about fourteen or fifteen hundred people. 

That valley is naturally one of the most beautiful in the State 
of Washington, and if it was cleared up so as to admit of being 
cultivated, it would be one of the most productive valleys in the 
entire Union. There are about six hundred Puyallup Indians 
occupying these 17,000 acres of land. Intelligent as they are, 
those Indians are desirous, and have been desirous for years 
past, of selling a portion of their lands in order to raise money 
to enable them to clear off the portion that they retain and make 
it productive. 

| venture the assertion that any gentleman in this House, or 
any white man anywhere who understands anything about the 
cultivation of the soil in our State, can take 7 acres of that land 
when it is cleared and ready for cultivation, and support a fam- 
ily of half a dozen people royally and well. The land is natur- 
ally wonderfully productive in grasses, in vegetables, in hay, 
and in fruit. No finer fruit country lies outof doors to-day than 
the valley of the Puyallup River. These Indians have taken 
their lands in severalty. They are citizens of the United States. 
They are voters. They have all the rights that any white citi- 
zen Of this country enjoys. They are asking Congress that the 
restriction upon the sale of their lands be removed. 

What isthe restriction they desire to have removed? Within 
eight years time, under the law which was passed by the Fifty- 
second Congress, the restriction will be removed and the !adians 
will come into full enjoyment of this property as they now have 
dominion and controlover it. Under the existing law they have 
the right to lease these lands for a period not exceeding two 
years; but that is not sufficient forthem. They desire to handle 
their lands as other citizens of the United States—white peo- 
ple—handle property, real and personal, and it is only the sim- 
plest kind of broad daylight justice to permit them to do so and 
Jet them dispose of their lands as their own judgment shall dic- 
tate. 

It is a wrong to these people, who have become citizens and 
who attend our county conventions and our State conventions 
and sit upon the juries that try the causes that are tried in our 
courts, to longer withhold from them this right; especially when 
they have reached the condition of education and intelligence 
which they now enjoy. When the Commission was out there, 
more than two years since, it reported that it was wrong to con- 
tinue these restrictions any further than the necessity for them 
existed, and that ina short time they should be absolutely re- 


| moved, 


SS 


These Indians decided years ago that the time had come when 
they were qualified to handle their property like other people, 
and the white people of that section of the State are un ini- 
mously in favor of the amendment I have offered. I have had 
within the few past days telegrams and lettersasking me to pre- 
sent thisamendment to theIndian appropriation bill and to urge 
upon Congress to finally putanend to the difficulties which these 
people are laboring under inthis respect. Now, I desire tostate 
to this committee that these allotted lands are as a rule heavily 
timbered. It will require an expenditure of from $75 to $125 an 
acre to remove the timber from them. 

From this it will be seen how important it is that these In- 
dians shall have the right to sell a portion of these lands in 
order to improve the remainder. Like intelligent white people, 
these Indians do not want any commission to go out there and 
say what portion of their lands they shall dispose of. When 
you are about to sell your farm or other property you make up 
your own mind about it; and they desire to follow the same 
course with regard to their lands; and I submit to the com- 
mittee, with all due respect, that these Indians never will con- 
sent, so far as these allotted lands are concerned, to any other 
method of disposing of them than by themselves in an independ- 
ent way, and as any American citizen is entitled to dispose of 
his property. Within the limits of this reservation there is a 
body of land, somewhere in the neighborhood of 5,000 acres, 
which was reserved for school, church, and cemetery purposes 
when the allotments were made. This5,000acres which was not 
allotted has been spoken of always since the allotments were 
made as the reservation land proper. 

Now, during the last Congress a law was enacted relative to 
this entire subject, providing for the appointment of a commis- 
sion of three gentlemen to go into that country, upon the reser- 
vation, providing also for an appraisal of these lands and the 
sale of them, and that the proceeds so far as allotted lands were 
concerned should be turned into the Treasury of the United 
States, and that the sale should be subject to the approval of 
this commission. 

Well, now, Mr. Chairman, when the Indians became aware 
that if they consented to the sale of these allotted lands, the 
money which was paid for them was to be turned into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and then was to be paid out under 
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the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, they became dis- 
satisfied, because they did not wish the money that was paid for 
property in that locality to be taken away from that country 
and brought clear back here, nearly 4,000 miles from where 
it belonged, in that way depriving the people of that country of 


its use. Neither did they want to be required to have their 
lands appraised and sold off in this way, or to have some com- 
mission select wh portion of the land should be sold; and so 
these Indian citizens have refused to consent to the sale of these 
lands as eich man before me would have doue. 

‘They consented to the sale of the 5,000 acres which had been 


reserved when the allotment was made for school, church, and 
cemetery purposes. They consented to the sale of that land, and 
the commission is going on about its business in disposal of the 
reservation land proper. Now, I do not wish to be understood 
here as passing any criticism upon the commission. I am en- 
tirely content to have them proceed with their business, and I 
do not care what length of time is covered, but I know from the 
commissioners themselves that they will not be able to get the 
consent of any of the allottees for the sale of the allotted lands 
belonging to these Puyallup Indians, and, in my humble judg- 
ment, they should not. 

Not knowing this to be the case, [ have submitted to those In- 
dians and to the white people of that section of the country 
this amendment, requiring that before a sale is made the purties 
to the proposed sale shall go before the judge of the United 
States district court, holding terms within and for that district, 
and submit to him the contracts, to have the terms and condi- 
tions of the sale approved by him. These Indians have confi- 
dence in this judge. He was brought up in their midst. He 
read law in one of the cities adjoining this reservation. 

i:very one of those Indians knows this man intimately and 
well, and they are satisfied and contented to have him overlook 
their business concerns and transactions with reference to this 
land. It is a fair and open proposition and nothing else. I 
would as soon imperil my own existence as to do anything that 
[ had any reason to beliove would inflict wrong on a single in- 
dividual of the Puyallups. On the contrary, I want to preserve 
and protect their rights in all things. But I tell you, gentle- 
men of this committee, that this amendment is in the interest 
of these Indians, that if adopted, as I believe it will be adopted 
by this House, it will result in bettering the condition of every 
individual upon those lands. They are an educated, self-re- 
liant, self-respecting people, and fill the bill completely when 
you come to require an educated, cultured red man. They are 
everything that education and culture will make of those people 
during the life of the present generation. 

Now, I desire to call your attention, lest it be forgotten, again 
to the fact that these restrictions, under the law as it now exists, 
will be removed in eight years’time. If there hasever been any 
question as to their ability to protect themselves in their rela- 
tions to each other or in their relations to the white people sur- 
rownding them, I wish to say they are just as well qualified and 
prepared for the removal of this restriction to-day as they will 
be at the expiration of eight years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this obstacle to the 
growth of one of the cities of my State should be removed. It 
has long seemed to me that these Indians were entitled to the 
removal of these restrictions, and I know that if you adopt this 
amendment, as it seems to me you will, in the interest of justice 
and right to all concerned, there will be a happy crowd of In- 
dians upon those allotted lands within the limits of my State, 
and I know that the white people surrounding them will be 
happy, because they desire to Seas these lands cut up intosmall 
pieces and made fertile and productive. The obstacle to the 
growth of our city will be removed, and the interests of all par- 
ties will be advanced. What I want you to do here to-day is to 
“letmy people go.” Let them have their rights, as white people 
enjoy their rights, and as these red men are entitled to enjoy 
theirs, [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this para- 
graph and amendments are to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Whatfurthertime have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes left. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Washing- 
ton to let the matter go over. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to reserve the remainder of my 
time, with the exception of such time as my colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] desires to consume. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, it is hardly 
necessary, nor would I be able, to add anything to what my col- 
league, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. DOOLITTLE] has 
already said, relative to the removal of the restrictions upon the 
Puyallup Indians. A single word in this connection, however, 








may be of some benefit to the committee in determining its ac- 
tion upon this question, which is of so great importance toa por- 
tion of the State that I in part represent. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, at its first session, I secured an 
appropriation to send a commission to see what was for the best 
interest of the Indians on the Puyallup Indian Reservation, 
The commission made a report and submitted a map, of which 
[ wish every member of this committee might have a copy. 
Could we have had action on the part of Congress at that time. 
we would have been able to dispose of these lands for at least 
million dollars more than we would now be able to dispose of 
them. The appraisement of the Puyallup Indian lands by thig 
commission was $3,322,184.50. The great body of those land 
could have been sold at that time. 

While there were some differences of opinion as to the man- 
ner in which the money should be controlled, if we could have 
had this restriction removed we would have placed sufficient 
money somewhere, eitherin the hands of the Indians themselves 
or in the Treasury of the United States, to have supported them 
and their offspring for all time tocome. We could have dis- 
pensed entirely with the appropriations made in this bill for 
the education of the Puyallup Indians and for incidental ex- 
penses and for that agency there, in all amounting to some $16,- 
000. 

Now, you must understand that it is not the intention to dis- 
pose of all of the lands. The Indians will still have a sufficient 
amount. It will push them farther back, but they will still 
have sufficient land. Gentlemen will see by examining this map 
that there is a very narrow place here for the railroads to come 
around into the city of Tacoma. Every railroad that comes in 
there has to cross this reservation. The location of this reser- 
vation has stopped the growih, progress, and development of a 
city of 40,000 inhabitants. 

It will be observed that in 1886 patents were issued to the 
Puyallup Indians under authority of the sixth article of the 
treaty with them, and that the title was vested in the patentees 
with certain restrictions upon its sale, which restrictions a 
State in which these lands might be situated could remove, but 
not without the consent of Congress. These restrictions were 
removed March 22, 1890, and it now remains for Congress to 
give its consent or modify those restrictions as it shall see fit. 

Certain conditions make these lands of great value. They 
are two or more miles fronting on the water and adjoining the 
limitsof TacomaCity. That city lies on the southwestern shores 
of Commencement Bay,and the reservation on the northeastern 
shore. The bay in front of a large portion of the city, being 
from 2 to 24 miles wide, furnishes a harbor of unusual commo- 
diousness an‘ safety. These few Indians are the owners in fee 
simple of tlils valuable land, which is of immense value to the 
growth and future of the city of Tacoma. The great body of it 
is absolutely unused by them, and most of it is in a state of na- 
ture and covered with a growth of timber. 

That it is a great drawback to the growth of Tacoma to havo 
such a large area of unoccupied land hindering its commercial, 
manufacturing, and social development needs no argument from 
me. Not only is this state of affairs extremely detrimental to 
the city of Tacoma, but it is also seriously affecting the growth 
and prosperity of the entire Puyallup Valley. This valley lies 
eastof the reservation, and in productive capacity is unexcelled 
by any equal area in the United States. These lands are in a 
large measuré devoted to the raising of hops, a very important 
industry. 

To allow the Puyallup Indians to sell theirlands would not be 
forcing them to sell them. Itwoukonly be giving them a right 
to sell, and they could by disposing of portions of their lands 
develop other portions. As it stands the lands are not doing 
themselves or anybody else any good. They are not able to im- 
prove the property, and are simply “land poor.” If an Indian 
could sell half or any other portion of the land which he holds, 
he could obtain capital sufficient to clear and otherwise improve 
the other half. To allow him to sell, I repeat, is not to force 
him to sell allor even a part. To hinderhim fromselling keeps 
his lands tied and hinders him from doing anything to ease his 
way through life. 

With a pretense of kindness to the Indians they who stand in 
the way of the opening of the reservation are doing the Indians 
greatinjury. They are hindering them from the common en- 
joyment of the common necessaries of life and sending them to 
their graves in poverty, and yet rich in somethioy which they 
can notenjoy. Many a poor old Indian would die suffering for 
food and clothes, if the obstructionists could have their way, 
who might otherwise spend the balance of his days in comfort. 
Indians can not eat nor can they clothe themselves with fir 
trees, water frontage, or land, so long as these stand as they 
were placed by nature. 
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More than all, it is important to the city of Tacoma, in the | advancement of the city. 


broad and public sense, that this reservation shall be opened to 
occupancy and improvement without delay. ; 

In fact, { might say in passing that all the tribes of Indians in 
the State of Washington are ina much better condition than 
those in other parts of the West. The white citizens of our 
State have treated them with uniform kindness and justice, and 
none their reservations have been reduced or lands taken 
away from them without compensation and treaty agreements, 
and only one reservation has been reduced, and this by agree- 
ment between the United States and the Indians. The Neah 
Bay, the Nisqually, the Quillayute, the Puyallup, the Yakima, 
and the Colville Reservations all remain the same as guaranteed 
to them by treaty. 

hut while thisis true, Mr. Chairman, thatthe State has treated 
the Indians with great justice, so rapidly has the increase and 
development of the great State of Washington been that some- 
thing must be done and done immediately to reduce these reser- 
vztions and throw them open to white homestead settlers; and 
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this is notoriously so in case of the Puyallup, Colville, and Yak- | 


ima Reservations. As these reservations now stand, they area 
blot upon the State, blocking progress, benefiting noone, retard- 
ing the prosperity of the Indiansthemselves. Itisnotonly right, 
) 


tit is the duty of the Government with determination and | 


firmness to relieve the people of these barriers in the way of 


their future prosperity and development. 
[admit, Mr. Chairman, that the lands of the Puyailup Res- 
ervation are valuable, but what has made them so? Certainly 





Now, if we can remove these restr 
| 


tions and have these lands, or such portions of them as the |] 
dians may desire, put upon the market and sold, it will 
them suflicient means to go forward and educate tl children, 


and to take care of themselves. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the objection to this prop 
tion? {f do not see anybody urging any objection to it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The objection has been the 






ame objection that is always heard on the opening of Indian 
reservations, to wit, that these landsare valuable—and we do not 
deny that. They are extremely valuable, and the objection is 
that the white people are seeking to take some commercial ad- 
vantage of these Indians. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But I understand that these Indians are 
all asking this? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Grove’ Cleveland, Pre 
dent of the United States, in 1886 issued patents to these lands, 


but put in a restriction clause that we could not alienate them 
for twenty-five years, or could not lease them for a period of 
more than two years. There was a petition praying for the re- 
moval of restriction passed by the Legislature and sent to Con- 






gress. They came to Congress asking consent to the removal 
of the restriction. This Congress denied. Then we obtained 


an appropriation for another commission to go out there. They 
went out, and we gave them $20,000 to enable them to make an- 
other report, and they are now there, enjoying the most m: 


| nificent climate in the United States and getting the sea breezes, 


not the Indian, but the energy, enterprise, and industry of the | 


people of Tacoma, who have built a great city upon its borders, 
and whose further progress and development is greatly imper- 
illed by the failure of Congress to act upon the removal of the 
restrictions placed upon these lands; lands, too, unoccupied for 
any purpose and absolutely of no benefit to the Indian. Itsmacks 
vary strangely, sir, of the dog in the manger policy. 

By the removal of the restrictions placed upon them by the 
United States the sale of these lands would average something 
like $270 per acre, which would give the Indians a large amount 
of money, with which they would be able to cultivate the por- 
tion not sold; building homes for themselves and families, edu- 
cating their children, and preparing themselves and children 


for the citizenship now conferred uponthem by the Government | 


of the United States. 
they will proceed upon this line, or will continue to permit these 
Indians to exist in poverty and ignorance, although rich in lands 
that the paternal Government will not permit them to utilize 
for their own beneiit. 


It remains for Congress to say whether | 


| wants to sell it; he can not do it. 


while we are here sweltering and trying to get something done. 
Now, what ought we todo? Say an Indian has 40 acres and 
He can get nothing for it. 
He wants to dispose of part of it for $20,000 and improve the re- 
maining acres, and he would be able thereby to get something 
very greatly to his advantage. What objection can there be to 
that. Here are 40,000 Anglo-Saxons, flesh of your flesh and 
bone of your bone, your own kin and kindred, who are seeking 
opportunity to develop their property and develop their inter- 
ests and increase their commerce upon the public highways and 
navigation of the seas, and for the building of railroads; none 
of which they can do owing to the restriction imposed in this 
trade, and they are compelled te come to Congress asking seme 
consideration at your hands. The present condition is unjust 
to all of these people 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman if it is not the case that the facts existed when other 
appropriation bills were being passed by former Congresses 





Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, yes; they existed in the 
| Fifty-first Congress, andin the Fifty-second Congress, and in 


I do not believe. Mr. Chairman, that these lands will ever be | 
| There is no doubt about that. 


more valuable to the Indian than they are now, and I do believe 
that the sale of them is to his interest, both now and in the fu- 
ture; if I did not believe it I would not ask the adoption of the 
amendment offered by my colleague, Mr. DOOLITTLE. 

The adoption of this amendment will not affect the section of 
land owned by-the Indians as tribal property. It is known as 
the school section. It is not intended by the proposition of my 
colleague [Mr. DOOLITTLE] to disturb that in the slighest de- 
gree. That is already being disposed of in the way provided in 
the act of the Fifty-second Congress, at its second session, to 
wit, by platting it into lots and streets, the same as the city of 
Tacoma is platted and surveyed, and the money derived from 
the sale of that land will go into a common school fund, for the 
education of the Puyallup Indian children. So much for that. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Is any portion of this land 
within the corporate limits of the city of Tacoma? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, sir; the corporate limits 
of the city of Tacoma come up to and join the Indian reserva- 
tion. The limits of the city can not of course be extended any 
further. Now, at the time of the passage of this act to which I 


have referred, as has been said by my colleague [Mr. Doo.ir- | 
TLE], we cut down the restrictions from twenty-five years to | 


ten years. Two years of that time have already elapsed, and in 
about eight years more all restrictions will be removed. 

Now, under that act a commission was appointed, composed 
of three gentlemen from Illinois, Ohio, and Georgia. I made 
some reference to the members of that commission on Saturday 
last. 

[t was our wish and hope that we might have an Indian Com- 
missioner from our own State, who thoroughly understood the 
situation relative to these lands. 
border upon tide water,and are of immense value, some of them 
estimated to be worth a thousand dollars an acre for the pur- 


| company by these so-called Indians. 


the Forty-ninth Congress, and in the Forty-eighth Congress. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And dol understand the 
gentleman to say that this is the first effort that has been mad 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No,no. We made an eilort 
in the Fifty-first Congress, and in the Fifty-second Congress: 
and we are here still fighting along to get something in order 
that we may take away these restrictions. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I merely asked the gen- 
tleman for information. I am inclined to favor his proposition. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina there was a case tried by the district court in 
the State of Washington, the facts in which are that a corpora- 
tion was trying to get a right of way through this reserva- 
tion, and the troops were brought upon these lands in order to 
prevent the grading of the tracks that had been ceded to this 
Judge Hanford, of the 
United Siates district court, decided that the troops had no au- 
thority to prevent them; and we have the opinion of a judge of 
the United States court, which states that Indians holding these 
allotted lands have the right and authority to grant this right 
of way 


S 





Now, then, an appeal has been taken to the United States cir- 
cuit courtof appeals from the decision rendered by Judge Han- 
ford and has been tried recently in the city of San Francisco. 


This decision I undertake to say to this committee will have its 
effect upon all these reservations where the allotments | en 
made; and I have no doubt that the opinion of Judge Hanford 
will be sustained. 
Mr. TALBERT of 


iave D 


South Carolina. You are asking for the 


| privilege. 


These lands, some of them, | — 


poses of commerce and trade, for the accommodation of railroads | 


and steamboats. Yet they lie there the same as they did a 
thousand years ago, absolutely of no use either to the Indians or 
42 the people of Tacoma, retarding the growth and commercial 





Mr. DOOLITTLE. We are not asking for a dollar, and I de- 
sire to say here, further, that this will lessen the expense of this 
bill and lessen the amount for this commission. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I see you are only asking 
for the privilege. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now. Mr. Chairman, in the 
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limited time left to maI will state there is nobody asking for 
any land. Weare only asking that the restrictions may be re- 
moved, and that if the Indian desires tosell his property the sale 
shall be subject to the approval of the United States district court; 
that the price per acre shall be approved by that court; and if 
the court thinks it not sufficient in price, of course he will not 
approve of the trade. It is all to be subject to the approval of 
the United States district court; and in thisconnection I wish to 
say that in all my State there is not a white man that desires in 
the slightest degree to take any advantage of these Indians. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HUDSON] shakes his head. 
I will give him a little history that he perhaps is not acquainted 
with. I desire to tell him that in every trade concluded with 
Indians, Puyallup, Tulalip, Yakima, Colville, and all the Indian | 
reservations in my State they were treated fairly by the State 
of Washington. There is not a single acre of land that has 
ever been taken from an Indian by acitizen of that State unless 
by due process of treaty under which he has paid him dollar for 
dollar of its value. The Indian has not been cheated of a single 
dollar. I wiil conclude my remarks by adding the memorial 
from the city council of Puyallup on that subject. 


) 








APPENDIX. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 


Your petitioner, the city council of Puyallup, Pierce County, State of 
Washington, pene represent: 

That the city of Puyallup is situate about 9 miles southeasterly from the 
= a peomae, in the Puyallup Valley, on the line of the Northern Pacific 

aliroad, 

That the Puyallup Indian Reservation abuts noon the western limits of 
our city and lies between us and Tacoma; that this vast extent of the finest 
land in the State of Washington lies almost wholly dormant, without culti- | 
vation, and is a menace to the growth of both our _s and Tacoma, for the 
reason that neither can extend its limits beyond the bounds of the reserva- 
tion in its present condition of bondage. 

The reason for this condition of things exists in the fact that the Congress 
of the United States has not yet acted upon the petition and memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Washington to remove the restrictions im- 
posed upon said reservation; and the object of this ——s now is to bring 
to the notice of your honorable bodies the necessity for immediate action in 
this matter, at this your present session, 

The Indians upon this reservation are civilized and fairly educated, and 
are capable of managing their own affairs and, in our judgment, making a 
respectabie living; but they are unable to do so at present for the reason 
that they are restricted from selling their lands or any portion thereof, or 
inany way incumbering them, and the communities surrounding them know- 
ing this, and knowing that no indebtedness incurred by the Indians can be 
enforced against them, refuse to extend to them that aid and credit which 
would enable them to improve their farms that they might be able to main- 
tain themselves in a respectable manner, They are practically homeless 
and without food or shelter, for the reason that they can not obtain credit 
for the necessaries of life on account of their lands being thus tied up. 

Our State Legislature knowing these unfortunate conditions, and the ab- 
solute necessity for ae rr of that portion of the State in which this 
Reservation is situated, promptly and in accord with the wishes of. the 

sople of the State and the Indians themselves, all of whom petitioned the 

gislature to take action, removed the restrictions, subject only to the 
further action of Congress ratifying their act; and at the same time memor- 
ializing Congress to have the restrictions unconditionally removed. 

It seems very unreasonable and unjust, not only to the Indians themselves, 
who are thus fort in abject poverty, but to the State of Washington, and es- 
pecially the counties in which this reservation is situated, that these In- 
dians should be made citizens of the United States, subject to all its laws, 
with full right of the elective franchise, and yet thai they should not have 
the right to sell their lands or in any way encumber them when necessary; 
and upon the other hand, that the State should be deprived of the revenues 
to be derived from these lands, whereas all other classes of citizens and 
their property are subject to taxation. These are crying necessities, which 
demand prompt action on the part of Congress in removing these restric- 
tions. 

We, who are here among the Indians and who are their neighbors on each 
side, can see the absolute necessity for the prompt action of Congress more 
plainly and certainly than anyone else, and we are better qualified to judge 
of the necessities than those who live away from us; and it is for these rea- 
sons, herein set forth, that we earnestly petition your honorable bodies to 
take early andimmediate action in unconditionally removing these restric- 
tions, for the benefit of the Indian, the people, and the State. 

And we will ever pray. 

Adopted by the city council, January 18, 1892. 

S. MEEKER, Mayor. 
Cc. C. FIELD, 
A. G. MATTHEW, 
R. F, LITTLE, 
C. H. WILLIAMS, 
JOS. N. FERNANDEZ, 
FRANK R, SPINNING, 
JOHN U. HUSTIS, 

City Councilmen. 
WM. M. SEEMAN, 

City Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
this paragraph with the amendments offered by himself and by 
the gentleman from Washington go over until to-morrow, with 
the point of order reserved. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wyoming: For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, includ- 
ing traveling expenses ¢f agents, $800. 


Mr. COFFEEN. I see that in Wyoming, instead of giving 
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$1,000, the committee gives $800 for incidental expenses. I do 
not wish to make any improper amendment; but I think that 
$1,000 would be nearer the proper amount than $800 for our ex- 
penses, and therefore I move to strike out the word “ eight” 
and insert ‘‘ten.” 

Mr. LYNCH. The estimate is only $1,000. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Thatis a pretty small sum for taking care 
of the Indians of Wyoming. 

Mr. LYNCH. Ibis for the incidental expenses of the Indian 
service, including traveling expenses of agents. A thousand 
dollars is ail they asked for. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Let us make it $1,000. If they want $1,000 
and ask for it, I think they ought to have it. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Commissioner's estimate is $1,000 for this 
purpose. 

r.COFFEEN. Then we better give it to them. 

Mr. LYNCH. Ido not know any reason why we should not. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Then I move to strike out the words “ eight 
hundred” and insert ‘‘ one thousand,” so as to make it conform 
to the estimate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 10, line 44, strike out the words ‘‘eight hundred ” and insert “‘ one 
thousand.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of Feb 
ruary 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Indians,”’ such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advan- 
tageous for agricultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed, or resur- 
veyed, for the purposes of said act, and to complete allotment of the same, 
including the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in 


the office of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments 
shall have been selected under sald act, 830,000. 


Mr. COFFEEN. I move to insert after line 4 the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “dollars,” in line 4, page 45: 

“For the purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshones and Ara- 
paho Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions of théir 
reservations in the State of Wyoming to the United States under charge 6f 
a commissioner to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, or he may 
detail an Indiaiu inspector to conduct such negotiation, and there shall be 
appropriated the sum of 83,500, to be immediately available: Provided, That 
any agreement entered into for said land shall be ratified by Congress before 
it becomes binding.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, for the present I will have to 
reserve the question of order upon that proposition. There will 
be a meeting of the committee to-morrow morning. It has not 
been considered by the committee, and after it has been con- 
sidered by the committee, why we will determine whether to 
press the point of order or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The chairman of the committee asks 
unanimous Consent that the matter may go over until to-morrow 
with the point of order pending against the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move t6 strike out ‘ thirty ” in 
line 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that by unanimous 
consent that goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And will besubject to amendment 
then? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction, purchase, and use of irrigating machinery and ap- 


liances on Indian reservations, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
nterior and subject to his control, 830,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. I offer an amendment that I send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting at the end of line 8, page 45, the following: 

“Provided, That a sum not to exceed $5,009 may be used _in completing 
three artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock Agencies, 
this amount in addition to the sum appropriated for that purpose by act of 
March 3, 1893,” 

Mr. PICKLER. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to 
perfect the text. I willsay to the gentleman from Indiana that 
this is liable to lead to some debate; and it seems to me that hae 
had better move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us hear the amendment first. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think there will be no objection to the 
amendment that I have offered. Under the act of March 3, 
1893, $15,000 was appropriated to put down three artesian wells 
at three different agencies. That amount has been found in- 
sufficient, and I only ask that $5,000 of the amount appropriated 
in this paragraph be used in addition to that to complete those 
wells. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in addition to it, but out of this sum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; out of this sum. 





1894. 








Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that there will be a meeting of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, of which he is a member, to-morrow morning, 
when we shall consider this subject. I have no objection to 
this. 

Mr. PICKLER. I spoke to the membersof the committee in- 
formally about it, and Ido not think there will be any objec- 
tion to it. The $15,000 is not sufficient. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 


in your particular district? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; it means that we shall take, if nec- 
essary, $5,000 more tocomplete these wells. Two of them are 
in my district and one in North Dakota. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Has the fund been exhausted? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
satisfactorily without an additional appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
kota that there is another fund which is owned by the Sioux In- 
dians from which this money cancome. I have no objection to 
the appropriation myself. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If my friend would make an addi- 
tional appropriation of $5,000 for this purpose I would not feel 
inclined to object, but I do feel slightly like objecting when he 
proposes to take one-sixth of this $30,000, although he has not 
more than one-twentieth of the Indians, and to apply it to this 
particular work. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
when we have appropriated $15,000 for this work it should be 
left unfinished for want of a few thousand dollars more. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Lagree with the gentleman as to the 
amount of the appropriation, but he knows that this kind of 
work is just as necessary for the people in my part of the country 
and probably more so than it is in his, and it seems to me that 


totake one-sixth of this $30,000 and put itat one or two agencies | 


is hardly fair. 

Mr. LUCAS. This would not be more than the proportion 
that the State would be entitled to, at any rate. 

Mr. LYNCH. I understood the gentleman from South Dua- 
kota to say that if an appropriation was made for this purpose 
it should betaken out of the Sioux fund, and I understood him 
to express the opinion that the Indians would not object, but 


way. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was taken out of this fund the last time, 
and I thought there would be no objection to this proposition 
now. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. 
derstand? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; at the three schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


These wells are located at the schools, I un- 


sumed the chair, Mr. O'’NEIL of Massachusetts reported that the | 
Committee of the Whole having had under consideration the | 


bill (H. R. 6913)—the Indian appropriation bill—had come to no 
resolution thereon. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Speaker,I wish to correct the RECORD. 
In the list of public bills introduced I find a bill (H. R. 7438) re- 
ported as introduced by me. That bill was introduced by re- 
quest, and that statement was plainly written on the document. 

I ask that the RECORD be corrected so as to show that the bill 


was introduced by me by request without any indorsement on | 


my part of its provisions. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 4617), the edition being exhausted. 
LEAVE 


OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. SIPE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for one week, on account of sickness. 


And then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 4 o’clock and 35 min- 


utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privat: bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, with 
amendnients, the bill(H. R. 7357) granting jurisdiction to the 
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Does not that amendment mean that | 
you propose to take one-sixth of this appropriation and apply it | 


| sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
No, but they can not make the contracts | 


I suggest to the gentleman from South Da- | 


Certainly the gentleman would not say that 
| of widows in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid 
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Court of Claims notwithstanding any statutory bar, of theclaims 


of J. F. Bailey and others. (Report No. 1080.) 

Also, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 491) for the relief of 
J.J. Lints. (Report No. 1081.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3219) granting increase of pension toGeorgiannaC, 
Hall, widow of William Hall. (Report No. 1082.) 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 3691) 
for the the relief of Alice Utz. (Report No. 1083. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
H. R. 


7426) for the relief of William Donald McLean, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7439) to purchase an additional 
tract of land, the same to be added tothe United States custom- 
house lot at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 7440) to restore the pensions 
Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr.CATCHINGS: A resolution providing forJprinting the 
report of the Director of the Mint on the precious metals in the 
United States for the calendar year 1893—to the Committee on 
Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARNES: A bill (H. R. 7441) to remove the charge of 


| desertion against James Harrington—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 
would be rather glad to have a chance to use the money in this | 


By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R.7442) for the relief of George 
Baldey, of Louisiana, late private Sixth Infantry in the Mexican 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H.R. 7443) granting a peasion to 
Harriet T. Sheldon, of Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7444) to increase the pension of 


| Mary A. Wilkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7445) to 


| remove the chargeof desertion from the record of John Lyons— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 7446) for the relief of Julia 
Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of E. F. Hall and 
22 others, of Brookline, and of C. H. Goodwin and 17 others, of 
Nashua, N. H., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., 
operating upon the lodge system, be exemptfrom the operations 
of any income-tax law which may be enacted—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Preamble and resolution of the Duluth 
Produce Exchange, favoring State control of the sale of oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BINGHAM; Petition of John L. Jack and others, of 
Clover Council, Royal Arcanium, asking for relief of taxation 


| upon fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., that aid the sick and 
| Others of their respective associations—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, 
Minn., for a special election to decide the question of money, 
tariff, and an income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

“By Mr. BRYAN: Four petitions for the free coinage of sil- 
ver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, nine petitions in the interest of the fraternal society 
and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hitchcock County, Nebr., for re- 
survey of said county—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, petition against the Chinese restriction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition in favor of the Coxey bills—tothe Committee on 
Revision of the Laws. 

Also, petition against the Christian amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitionagainst raising tax on cigars—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition for loan to embarrassed gold and silver miners, 
by S. M. Benedict—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Resolution adopted by the bar of Webb 
County, Tex., requesting the passage of House bill 7150, pro- 
viding for terms of the Federal courts of the western judicial 
district of Texas to be held at the city of Laredo—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg 
and Allegheny, Pa., against the income tax as affecting benefi- 
ciary societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Joseph Slubich, a citizen of Pittsburg, Pa., 
against an increase of the tax on whisky and against an exten- 
sion of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Normal, Ill., asking the expulsion of W.C. P. 
BRECKINRIDGE from the Houseof Representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Michigan Life Insurance 
Agents’ Association against income tax on life-insurance funds— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of Col. Fred Taylor Council, No. 
762, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of the issue of bonds under the authority of the 
Government of the United States,for public improvements in 
States, Territories, counties, townships, and municipalities; 
also, in favor of stopping or greatly restricting immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of E. D. Miller and 25 other citizens 
of ltockwood, Pa., praying for the exemption of benevolent and 
fraternal societies from taxation under income feature of the 
Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. [IKIRT: Petition of W. H. Mellinger and 16 other resi- 
dents of Leetonia, asking that all fraternal beneficiary societies 
be exempt from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Gilman Williams, to accompany 
House bill 7430--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Charles W. Boyer and 104 other 
citizens of Boston, Mass., and vicinity infavor of anamendment 
to the tariff bill relating to the income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of Francis C. Barlow and others, for the abro- 
gation of the Russian extradition treaty—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of Whited & Wheless, of Shreve- 
port, La., favoring aduty on lumber—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Whited & Wheless, of Shreveport, La., rela- 
tive to right of way for lumbermen over Government lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Robert D. Barr and 18 other citi- 
zens of Westerly, R.1., for amendment to the proposed tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution of wholesale liquor dealers, 
against increased tax on whisky and extension of bonded pe- 
riod—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of Frank E, 
Doremus and 65 other citizens of Portland, Mich., asking that 
benevolent, life, and accident insurance companies be exempt 
from paying income tax—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. SLBLEY: Petitionof thesurvivors of the Union Army 
and Navy, for speedy settlement of all pending claims for pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition C. B. Kibler and others, of Corry, Pa., asking 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, etc., be exempt from the 
provisions of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Br. Mr WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution and protest of Max 
Klein, of Allegheny, Pa., against increase of tax on whisky and 
extension of bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolutions of Charles Nelson and 
J. Cooney & Co., of Nashville, Tenn., protesting against the 
proposed increase of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Emma, 
White County, Ill., asking that fraternal beneficiary secieties 
be exempted from the operations of the income tax—to the Com- 
mitteeon Waysand Means. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBY, Chaplain of the House of Re) 


resentatives. 


The Vice-President being absent, the President 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday, ; 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by una) 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of sundry wholesale a; 
retail liquor dealers of Evansville and Indianapolis, in the Stat, 
of Indiana, remonstrating against an increase of the intern.|- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of tho 
bonded period; which, on motion of Mr. TURPI®, were refer, 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Winter Wheat Millers’ 
League, of Cincinnati, Ind., remonstrating against the passa; 
of any bill that does not recognize the millers of this country 
by reciprocal treaties with all countries; which, on motion of Mr. 
TURPIE, was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Temple, Hummel Ellis Com 
pany, cigar manufacturers of South Bend, Ind., praying for tho 
adoption of the duty on wrapper tobacco of $1 and $1.25, as re- 
ported by the Finance Committee; which, on motion of Mr. 
TURPIE, was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Winter Wheat Millers’ 
Leagus, of Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, and Kentucky, 
praying for the enactment of legislation legalizing railroad pool- 
ing, under such restrictions as are embodied in the proposed 
amendment fo the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented memorials of sundry wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of St. Louis, Kansas City, Springfield 
and St. Joseph, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, ani 
also against an extension of the present bonded peridd; which, 
on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of A. H. Weldand sundry 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an in 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against 
an extension of the bonded period; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas R. D. Stewart and 
sundry other citizens of South Boston, Mass., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tari! 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of P. J. Judge and sundry other 
citizens of Worcester, Mass., praying that in the passage of any 
law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from tax- 
ation; which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. E. Dickerman and 
20 other citizens of Waterbury, Conn., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax proxision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the A. B. Williams Company, 
of Glastonbury, Conn.; the Pratt and Whitney Company of Hart- 
ford, Conn., and sundry citizens of the State of Connecticut, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation 
of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and as- 
sociations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. POWER. I present a petition,signed by 764 citizens of 
the State of Montana, praying that the present duties on for- 
eign wool be maintained. ‘The petition is headed by the gov- 
ernor, lieutenant-governor, secretary of state, treasurer, auditor, 
attorney-general, justices of the supreme court, superintendent 
of public instruction, and other officers of the State of Montar 
and citizens of both the Democratic and Republican parties of 
Butte, Helena, Great Falls, Fort Benton, Chinook, Lewiston, 
Billings, Livingston, Assinniboine, Havre, Highwood, Shelby, 
Pondera, Christina, Maiden, Whitlash, Ubet, Halbert, Yale, 
Stanford, Grafton, Denton, Fort Maginnis, Musselshell, Lucille, 
Big Sandy, Warwick, Steele, Belleview, Dupuyer, Brighton, 
Armington, Kibbey, Choteau, Judith, Pioneer, Boxelder, Big 
Timber, Augusta, Bynum, Cascade, Lacy, Martinsdale, Harlem, 
Lloyd, and Flatwillow, all the towns in the State. i 

I also present a petition of 64 citizens of Billings and Still- 
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remain unchanged. 5 ; oe 

These petitioners are engaged in the business of sheep-raising 
in the State of Montana, the majority of whom from small be- 
ginnings and by careful management have increased their flocks 
to considerable proportions, which represent all they have to 
show for hard labor and great privation on the frontier. They 
were induced and encouraged to follow this business, owing to 
its being a well-understood protectedindustry. In the last fifteen 
months the price of their product, in anticipation that wool 
would be placed on the free list, has depreciated 50 per cent. | 
move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER presented petitions of 19 citizens of Beaverhead 
County; of 4 citizens of Park County: of 19 citizens of Cascade 
County, and of 16 citizens, all in the State of Montana, praying 
that the present customs duties on wool, lead, and barley be 
maintained; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Vermont Associa- 
tion of Life Underwriters, praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies andassociations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. I presenta petition of 16 citizens of Lebanon, 
Me., and a petition of 13 citizens of Gilead, Me., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill. The committee having given notice that they will report 
an amendment satisfactory to the petitioners, I move that the 
petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Al- 
bany, Ga., and a petition of sundry citizens of Martin, Ga., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memoriaJs of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Atlanta and Savannah, in the State of Georgia, 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on whisky, and also against an extension of the bonded period; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


DISTRIBUTION SILVER. 


Mr. KYLE. I presenta criticism by Frederick C. Waite, late 
special agent of the Eleventh Census in charge of Statistics of 
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States. I move that the paper be printed as a document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Census. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing for the repair of 
paintings within the Capitol, including repairs to the frames of 
the same; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The bill (H. R. 6500) to define and estab- 
lish the units of electrical measure after passing the other House 
came to the Senate and was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. On consultation it isthought the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. It relates to an international 
question. I report back the bill from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sabina O’Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O’Cal- 
laghan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale 
of title of United States to a tract of land in Montgomery 
County, in the State of Maryland, to William H. and George 
Bobinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2119) for the relief of 
Charles B. Stivers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPR 


PRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
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water, Yellowstone County, Mont., praying that the duty on wool | by him to the naval appropriation bill; which were referre 





i to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Secretary will announce the first billon the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, commencing at the pointreached on 
the last call of the Calendar. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands in the Fort 


>. 


D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural fair and in- 
dustrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of ° 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


» OF 


TOWBOAT 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


FUTURE CITY. 


[ ask for the present consideration of the 


| bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of 


Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, car- 
soes,etc. A similar bill has passed the Senate once or twice, 
and it has always been favorably reported. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of tl 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ec 


ry! 


JOSEPH REDFERN AND ELIZA J. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first bill on the Calendar, commencing at the point reached on 


REDFERN. 


| the last call. 


reer 


The bill (S. 807) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife, was announced as first imorder on the Calen- 


. : : : ; | dar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
True Wealth, on the census distribution of gold and silver by | : I 


to its consideration. It proposes to pay to Joseph Redfern and 
Eliza J. Redfern, of the District of Columbia, $2,728.40 in full of 
all demands against the United States for injuries to and rent 
of buildings Nos. 1719 and 1721 G street northwest, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., used by the Signal Service of the 
of the United States during the period from November 1, 
to December 31, 1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. * 

WOMEN AS PUBLIC SCHOOL TRU 

Mr. MARTIN. ILask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1717) to authorize 
the appointment of women as public school trustees in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The bill has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia for some time, and Ii should 
like very much to have it disposed of. It is a local matter, and 
it ought to be disposed of at once. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] has an amendment which he desires to have 
made to the bill, and to which [I have no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committ 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read as in Committee of the Whole. The pending question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr 
HOAR}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

The SECRETARY. After the word 
out the words ‘‘ not exceeding three.” 

Mr. HOAR. The bill asoriginally drawn prescribes the num- 
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ber of ladies who may be trustees on the school board. The 
amendment simply leaves the number to the discretion of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. I understand the 
amendment has the assent of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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SILK CULTURE. 

Mr.PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call - the bill (S. 
115) for the development and encouragement of silk culture in 
the United States under the supervision of the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it first be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shouldlike to hear some reason why we 
should have extra experiment stations when we already have 
them in every State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say,in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Missouri, that it is not intended to establish new 
stations. ‘This is for the purpose of dividing up the supervision 
of the silk industry of the United States among the agricultural 
experiment stations now established. The object is to create 
five different stations in the different sections of the country, 
and to have the Secretary of Agriculture take jurisdiction over 
the whole subject and designate the particular secticns of the 
country where in his judgment the development of silk culture 
can be best nourished. ‘‘hatis the object. It is not intended 
to increase the expenses nor to establish anything new. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
station in each State. Is there not? 

Mr. PEFEER. We have one in Kansas, but I do not know 
of a silk station anywhere eise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
years. 

Mr. PEFEER. But it is under State jurisdiction, is it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; but it is incoSperation with the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
partsofthecountry. I willsay tothe Senator further, that some 
twenty or twenty-five yearsago perhaps, soonafter the war, there 
was a very considerable development of silk culture in some of 
the Southern States, especially in Mississippi. The object of 
this bill is to spread the culture of silk over the country more 
largely. That is all there is about it. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Itmust necessarily become a local industry 
at the place where established, and it ought to be intrusted to 


Is there objection to the pres- 


the State experimental station, this part of it, as a matter of | 
course, being under the direction of the Secretary of Agricul- | 


ture. If we should send to the State of Mississippi or any other 
State persons not residents there to establish an experiment 
station they might never induce the people there to engage in 
the business, whereas if it is under State control and under their 
direction, and there is anything in it, it will be developed there 
and become permanent. . 

Mr. PEFFER. But this is intended to enlarge the sphere of 
this industry. I will state further for the information of the 
Senator from Missouri and other Senators that it is one of those 
peculiar kinds of industrial enterprises the women and the 
children in a farmer's family or in a family in a city anywhere 
can, without any added expense or without any additional labor 
or trouble or confusion take care of, and that it amounts toa 
very considerable sum of money in the course of ayear. It re- 
quires about six weeks, or two months at most, during a season. 
The women and children take care of the growth of the worm 
and the manufacture of silk through the worm, and then the 
cocoons afterward, and that disposes of the business for the en- 
tire season. We have found it in Kansas to be very fruitful 
among our farmers, and the people think a great deal of contin- 
uing the work. This bill- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has ex- 
pired. ‘The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry will be stated. 

The first amendment was in section 2, line 2, after the word 
‘‘establish,” to strike out ‘‘a number of’ and insert ‘‘five;” in 
line 3, after the word * stations,” to strike out “ not exceeding 
five in number. They shall be located by him” and insert ‘ one 
each;” in line 4, after the word “different,” to strike out 
*‘ parts” and insert ‘‘sections;”’ in the same line, after the word 
**the,” tostrike out ‘ United States” and insert ‘‘country;” and 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘ culture,” to strike out ‘‘in the sec- 
tionsin which said stations may be located” and insert ‘‘ through- 
out the United States;” so as to read: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to establish five silk 
experiment stations, one each in different sections of the country, With the 
view of developing silk culture throaghout the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the pres- | 


[I understand that there is an experiment | 


We have one in Missouri, and have had for | 











| money;’ 
aoe : . | remainder of the section in the following words: 
his would simply extend the industry toother 8 
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The next amendment was in line 9, after the word “ they,” to 
strike out ‘‘ are” and insert ‘‘ may be;” and in same line, after the 
word ‘‘located,” to strike out ‘‘ and now established and receiy- 
ing appropriations from the Treasury of the United States;” so 
as to read: 

Said silk-cu]ture stations shall be a part of the several experiment sta- 
tions in the States in which they may be located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 13, after the word 
‘*who,” to strike out ‘‘is to” and insert ‘‘shall:” so as to read: 


The work at each station shall be conducted under the supervision of the 
director of such station, who shall carry on said work under rules and regu- 
lations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 15, after the word 
‘*hereby,” to insert ‘‘annually;” in the same line, after the word 
“appropriated,” to insert ‘‘out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated;” in line 18, after the word “ estab- 
lished,” to strike out ‘‘ by the Secretary of Agriculture;” and in 
the same line, after the word “under,” to insert ‘the provi- 
sions of;” so ag to read: 


A sum of $5,000 is hereby annually appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise pt ays to each of the stations for silk culture 
which shall be established under the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 22, after the word 
‘* the,” to insert ‘‘several;” and in the same line, after the word 
‘*in,” to strike out ‘‘common” and insert ‘‘connection:” so as 
to read: 

Said sum is to be drawn from the Treasury of the United States on requi- 
sitions made by the Secretary of Agriculture in favor of the directors of 


| the several experiment stations in connection with which the silk-culture 


Stations are established. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word 
‘‘diminish,” to insert ‘‘or discontinue;” in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘the,” to strike out ‘appropriation ” and insert ‘‘sum of 


’ and in line 26, after the word ‘‘it,” to strike out the 


He shall have power, also, to discontinue the payment of the appropria- 
tion for any one of the stations if he shall deem that the work in relation to 
silk culture performed at said station is not performed in accordance with 
the rules and regulations prescribed by him. 

So as to read: 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall have power to diminish or discon- 
tinue the sum of money to be used at any station or stations if in his judg- 
ment the public good requires it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF JAMES BRIDGER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S, 217) for the relief of the heirs of 
James Bridger, deceased, which has been reported favorably 
sundry times by the Committee on Claims, and has been here- 
tofore passed by the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, $6,000 in full satisfaction 
for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah Territory, 
which were appropriated by the United States Army in the fall 
of 1857, under command of Brig. Gen. Albert S. Johnson. 

The bill was reported to the Stnate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN WIGHTMAN. 


Mr. QUAY. There is upon the Calendar a bill (S. 886) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased, 
which is suspended by a motion made to reconsider its final 
passage by the Senatorfrom Wisconsin|Mr. VILAS]. As [stated 
when the bill was pending in the Senate previously, I have no 
objection, if the Senator from Wisconsin desires it, to have the 
bill reconsidered and recommitted to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roadsfor examination; butif he does not desire 
that, I submit to him whether it would not be better to allow 
the motion to reconsider to be voted down and let the bill go te 
the House of Representatives, where it may be reéxamined. I 

sare nothing about the passage of the bill, except that those in- 
terested in it are very needy and the claim is really meritorious. 
I should like to see it expedited. 

Mr. VILAS. Other Senators whose attention has been drawn 
to the bill are of the opinion that it ought to be reconsidered. It 
may be reconsidered or go to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, or retain its place on the Calendar. 











1894. 





Mr. QUAY. AsI said, I have no objection to the bill being 
recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
if that is the desire of the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. VILAS. Very good. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and 
passed will be reconsidered, and the bill recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The Chair hearing no 
objection, it is so ordered. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 
6 of ‘Litle XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral 
lands and mining resources. 

I will state that it is a bill which has passed the Senate on two 
former occasions. Itis a technical Dill, amending the mining 
laws, and inasmuch as the time for doing certain work is regu- 
lated in the bill, and there are many petitions asking for this 
legislation 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 


o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before | 


the Senate the unfinished business. 
Mr. STEWART. I give notice that fshall make a request 
for the consideration of the bill to-morrow morning. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | 


TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 


the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith, for work done and materials | 


furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill | 
(H. R. 7095) to provide for the erection of a national home for | 


aged and infirm colored persons, and for the maintenance of the 
inmates thereof; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Pres- | 


ident had on this day approved and signed the act (S.591) to 
donate to the county of Laramie, Wyo., certain bridges on the 
abandoned Fort Laramie military reservation, and for other 
purposes. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the erection of a national 
home for aged and infirm colored persons, and for the mainte- 
nance of the inmates thereof, was read twice byits title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 484) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the wool industry or sheep hus- 
bandry, which has been singled out by the pending bill for de- 
struction, has been the industry which, above all others, among 
all intelligent nations hasengaged the especial attention and pro- 
tection of statesmen and of governments. Politically and eco- 
nomically it is the first industry which should receive govern- 
ment protection and encouragement, and it should be the last 
to lose it. 

The production of wool was regarded in England three hun- 
dred years ago as the foundation of her prosperity, commer- 
cially and financially; and in the time of Elizabeth an act was 
passed to prevent its exportation. The wool sack of the lord 
chancellor, on which he sits to-day in the House of Lords. is. 


as everyone knows, the symbol of the time when England looked | 


upon her wool production as the principal source of her commer- 
cial and financial greatness 

In this country the same ideas have prevailed from the begin- 
ning of the Government. We find in the early Congresses that 
the attention of thestatesmen of thatday was given particularly 
to sheep husbandry and to wool. It was toward the production 
of wool and woolens that the colonists turned when they desired 
to establish their industrial and political independence of Eng- 
iand at the time of the stamp-act trouble. 

I have herea letter of Washington's, which shows the view he 
took in regard to the importance of sheep husbandry. There 


are many letters in which he refers to it, and he gave to it that | 


weight, importance, and place which I think all great modern 
statesmen have given. This letter was written just after the 
formation of dur Government, on the 22d of November,1789. It 
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is addressed to Beverly Randolph, governor of Virginia. He 
| Says: 


NEW YORK, November 2”, 1789. 

Sir: From the original letter, which I forward herewith, your excellency 
will comprehend the nature of a proposal for introducing and establishing 
; the woolen manufactory in the State of Virginia. In the present stage of 
population and agriculture I do not pretend to determine how far that plan 
may be practicableand advisable, or, in case it should be deemed so, whether 
any or what public encouragement ought to be given to facilitate its execu 
tion. Lhave, however, no doubt as tc the good policy of increasing the num 
ber of sheep in every State. By a little legislative encouragement the 
farmers of Connecticut have in two years pastadded one hundred thousand 
to their former stock. 

in my late tour through the Eastern States I found that the manufactur- 
| ers of woolens (for the manufacture of woolens is carried on there to very 
considerable extent and advantage) preferred the wool raised in Virginia 
for its fineness, to that raised in more northern parts of the continent. Ifa 
greater quantity of wool could be produced, and if the hands, which are 
often in a manner idle, could be employed in manufacturing it, a spirit of 
industry might be promoted,a great diminution might be made in the an 
nual expenses of individual families, and the public would eventually be 
exceedingly benefited, 

We see from this how deeply the subject had engaged the at- 
tention of Washington and how fully he approved the policy of 
giving to the production of wool Government aid and encour- 
agement. That which is true of Washington is equally true of 
all our other statesmen, and the reason which governed them 
was not merely that it was a useful industry, but that the pro- 
duction of wool and the consequent growth of woolen manu- 
facture is always one of the most important foundations and one 
of the greatest necessities of an independent nation. Every- 
one admits that it is of the last importance to a nation to be 
able to arm its soldiers and to build and man ships of war, but 
there is no use in arming soldiers or in-building ships and put- 
ting sailors upon them if you are unable to clothe your soldiers 
and sailors and to furnish them with proper woolen clothing. 

It is for these reasons, not only of an economic character, but 
as affecting the independence and strength of a country, that 
the wool and the woolen industries have always engaged the 
particular attention of the statesmen of every enlightened land. 

Mr. President, this bill proposes to destroy the wool industry 
of the United States. Protection, which already existed in 
many directions in the bill as it came from the House, has been 
restored and increased on one article after another, until wool 
and lumber practically alone remain unprotected. This great 
industry of woolzrowing, employing thousands of men, distrib- 
| uted among thousands of farmers, has been singled out for de- 
| struction solely because it is considered to be valuable as a cam- 
paign cry. What a degraded, what a base reason for destroying 
millions of property and depriving thousands of men of occupa- 
tion! After everything else has got a protective duty, sheep 
husbandry, the woolgrowing industry, is to be overthrown. 

There is no trust among the wool farmers; there is no con- 
| centrated capital which is able to come here and obtain high 
rates of duty. The woolgrowers are scattered throughout the 
| length and breadth of the land; their votes are widely distrib- 
uted, and they have not that power of concentration which has 
been felt in so many items of this bill; and yet, Mr. President, I 
do not hesitate to say that, ofall the great staples, there isnone, 
apart from the staples of food, so important to the well-being of 
the whole United States as the wool-raising industry. Theyare 
slaughtered in order to give a cry tothe Democratic stump- 
speakers, because they are not a trust and lack the force of cone 
centration to save themselves. 

Outof that wool-raising industry we have built up a great 
woolen-making industry, which is largely carried on in my own 
section of the country, and their prosperity is essential to ours. 
A great deal has been s:id as to the attitude of New England, of 
the New England manufacturers, and of the New England oper- 
atives in regard tothe duties on wool. That is a pointon which 
I wish to leave no doubt whatever. 

In the first place, Mr. President, as I have before said in 
speaking in the Senate for myself, and I believe for every other 
New England representative on this floor, we know and declare 
that it is wholly indefensible to give protection to woolens and 
destroy the wool industry. We recognize that to the woo! in- 
dustry protection must be first given, and we are quite ready to 
believe that those who are interested in woolgrowing appre- 
ciate, as we appreciate, that wool raising and the woolen in- 
dustry are bounduptogether. Noone who has given thesubject 
proper consideration can believe that the arguments advanced 
by a very few of the great woolen manufacturers of the country 
in favor of free wool, while they demand for themselves a duty 
on woolens, is other than selfish, unfair, and, more than that, 
purblind and short-sighted to the last degree. 

Mr. President, it is utterly untrue that the manufacturers of 
| the East as a body or any considerable number of them have 
any such desire forfree wool. No Republican has, at all events. 
| There has never been a time since the wool and woolen tariff of 


1867 was adopted that an overwhelming majority of the New 
England manufacturers have not favored the continuance of the 
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equitable adjustment of the duty on wool and on woolens reached 
in that tariff. This adjustment calls for equal protection to the 
growers of and the manufacturers of wool, with a compens&tory 
duty for the latter, toenable them to manufacture on equal con- 
ditions with foreign manufacturers having free wool. On every 
occasion when the tariff has been under consideration the New 
England manufacturers have reaffirmed this position. 

I desire, Mr. President, to put in some statements in regard 
to that point. In October, 1889, the National Association of 
Woolen Manufacturers passed a resolution: 

Resolved, That the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, adhering 
to the attitude it has consistently held since its organization, and havihg¢ in 
mind the proper protection of the American woolgrowing industry, leaves 
wholly to the wisdom of Congress the determination of the rates of duty 
which should be applied tothe raw material wool, for the purpose of ena- 
bling the American grower to continue to produce a sufficient quantity of 
such wools 4s hecan grow to advantage for the consumption of the Ameri- 
can manufacturer. Wedo not domand lower rates of duty on our chtef raw 
wWaterigl, wool, nor upoy other materials used in the fabrication of our goods, 
nor upoh the machinery wé employ 


In 1892 the wool manufacturers petitioned against the House 
bill to put wool en the free list and reduce the duties on woolen 
goods. Their petition is given in the memorial of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers, as follows: 


Of the 1,000 manufacturers to whom this petition was sent, replies have 
beén received from 917, affixing their signatures. 

Others have replied, expressing their entire approval of the petition, but 
withholding their names for reasons personal to themselves. Among the 
latter are many who have heretofore expressed themselves in favor of free 
wool, but Whe are satisiied with the operation of the present law, or are at 
apy rate opposed to the movement for its uprooting so soon after its enact- 
ment. 

Some few respans 8 have been received favoring the passage of the House 
bill. These, with Others who have heretofore expressed themselves as 
favoring free wool, enable us to state the machinery capacity of the manu- 
facturers who ask Congress for the passage of this bill at about 700 cards 
and 50 combs. 

‘To this petition are signed names of establishments representing 5,848 sets 
of ecards and = Combing machines. In addition are the names of 4 large 
number of woolen and worsted manufacturers who do not employ either 
cards or combers, but are engaged only in the more advanced processes of 
manufacture, buying all their yarns. 

The census of 1890 represents the number of woolen cards in the United 
States at 8,200, but of these many were in custom carding mills; others were 
employed exclusively upon cotton for cotton hostery and knit goods. No 
atten pt Was made to canvass these mills. Of the cards actually employed 
in the wool manufacture proper, this petitign represents about 80 per cent. 
Not 8 per cont of the whole number can be cited as favoring the House bill. 

The census of 1890 showed 855 combing machines In active operation in the 
United States, and of these the proportion represented on this petition is 
over 93 per cent. 

This petition shows that the attitude of the National Association of Wool 
Manufacturers, as set forth In the memorial to Congress, adopted at its an- 
nual meeting, January 8, 1892, and herewith attached, represents the views 
of those engaged in this great industry more genérally than was ever before 
the case since the organization was fourded in 1867. 


Mr. President, I also have here, in Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 44, the petition and protest of the manufacturers of 
woolens and worsted goods, carpets, hosiery and knit goods, 
wholesale clothing and cloak manufacturers, wool dealers, and 
commission merchants of the United States, adopted at a mass 
meeting held in New York City, on Wednesday, January 10, 
1894, against the provisions of the wool and woolens schedule of 
the Wilson tariff bill, together with the names of one thousand 
one hundred and fifty manufacturers and establishments indors- 
ing the same. 

‘hey say in the protest—and they are all manufacturers of 
various kinds of woolens- 

We particularly protest against the treatment accorded the woolgrowing 
industry and all branches of the wool manufacture in this bill as harsh in 
the extreme and more radical and proscripive than inany othe? schedule 

~ y ae a “ we ca 

A great majority of the manufacturers have approved and still approve 
this arrangement 

That is, putting a duty on the cheap raw material of the 
woolen manufacturer— 


believing that the benelits of the protective system should be shared equally 
by farmer and manufacturer; and they have repeatedly protested against 
the repeal of the duty on wool. 


Here I have the memorial to Congress submitted by the wool 


merchants of Boston, the men who deal in wools, who buy and | 


sell them, and who supply the great woolen industry of the coun- 
try. The memorial has already been printed, and I will merely 
ask now to incorporate it in my speech, because it shows the 
exact opinions of the men engaged in the wool business who fur- 
nish the wool to the mills,and whoare also largely interested in 
those mills. The testimony of all these gentlemen is absolutely 
uniform. They are all as firmly and strongly fora duty on wool 
as any sheep owner or flockmaster in the country. 


Adopted Mareh 27, 1894.} 


Memorial to the Congress of the United States, submitted by the wool mer- 
chants of Boston. 


Having waited for final and definite action by the committees of Congress 
in framing a bill for changes in the revenue laws, and much to o fp, 
pointment finding the bill to have come from the Senate coinmitt of 
inequalities and of especial injustice to the wool interests of thé country, we 


feel that the time has now arrived for the wool trade of this, the acknowl- 
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edged leading wool market of the country, to make itself heard with no un- 
certain expression of its views. 

Wool is one of the prominent products of this country, and the one with 
which we are in especial oympesy from the character of our business. It 
is threatened with most serious disaster, and, as pertains especially to the 
vast areas of the newer portions of the country, with almost total annibila 
tion. While millions of dollars have been invested in this great industry by 
our own native citizens, the capital and individual enterprise of large num- 
bers from the thrifty peoples of northern Europe have been attracted to our 
land by the extraordinary facilities offered by our broad plains and temper 
ate climate. Henee, as the woolgrower has sought the great West for the 
prosecution of his enterprise in this newcountry with his numberless flocks. 
he has proved to have been, while the pioneer, a most important factor in 
the settling up of the vast areagof our publicdomain from Texas to Oregon, 
me — have flowed multitudes from the most desirable populations of 
the world. 

At the same time, the Eastern and particularly the Middle States, being 
well adapted by soil and climate for the production of the choicest of wools, 
through years of skillful and expensive experiments and industry now pro 
duce wools which are second to none grown on the face of the earth, and 
which, under favorable conditions, may supply nearly, if not quite, all th: 
wool of certain classes required for the machinery of this country. 

That the wool-producing industry of the United States and Territories 
already the third largest of the world, needs only an adequate protection to 
increase rapidly in importance until it may rival the product of the most 
prolific of the English colonies, is shown by the fact that under the favor- 
ing system now threatened with removal, the increase in 1893 over 1892 was 
over 31,000,000 pounds, bringing the product of last year up to the enormous 
sum of 364,000,000 pounds. Is this hitherto profitable and increasing busi 
ness to be transferred from our own people to the hands of the foreigner? 

Already in a single year, from the mere fear of such législation, the floc! 
of the United States has shrunk in numbers from 47,273,553 to 45,048,017. In 
a single year the farmers of the United States, according tothe Department 
of Agriculture, have seen the total value of their sheep decline from 8125, 
909,264 on January 1, 1893, to $89,186,110 on January 1, 1894, showing a shrink 
age of about $37,000,000 in this brief period; andifwe take into account the 
shrinkage in valueof farm and ranch property devoted to the sheep industry 
during the twelve months, we may say, without any fear of contradiction, 
that the direct loss on the fixed property of woolzrowers during one year 
has deen not less than $50,000,000. But this is notall. Itisa very moderate 
estimate to state that the decline in the value of the wool taken from these 
sheep in 1893 reduced the purchasing power of the woolgrowers by at least 
$20,000,000 more. 

If such losses have already been inflicted by the possibility of passing this 
bill, who shall measure the damage to followif the bill itself becomes a law? 

It goes without saying that the interests are mutual of the woolgrower of 
America, the manufacturer who manipulates the staple, and all who handle 
wool in any of its stages or in any capacity, and that they are natural al- 
lies. Hence, what benefits the grower is for the good of all. 

Therefore, frowning upon all sectional legislation, which is too apparent 
in the Wilson bill, with the interests of the woolgrowers of this broad land 
from Maine to Texas and from Georgia to Oregon in view, we, the wool 
merchants of Boston, without distinction of party, whose signatures are 
hereto affixed, representing with few exceptions, the entire catalogue of 
wool dealers and commission merchants of this market, earnestly protest 
—— the adoption of the inconsistent provisions of Schedule K of section 

o. 1 and paragraph No. 685 of section No. 2 of the measure now before the 
United States Senate known as the Wilson bill. Its adoption will be, in a 
great degree, destructive to the business of the wool producer, and whereas 
itis his right to demand the perpetuity of his industry, its continuance will 
also add, we believe, to the general prosperity of the country. 

Uniting with him, then, we ask that in any tariff legislation a just protec- 
tion be accorded to the woolgrowers of this country, and that it be accom- 
panied with an additional equitable compensating duty upon manufactured 
goods. The one can not logically be expected without the other, for, other- 
wise, not only is the manufacturer handicapped and the grower’s market 
destroyed, but the labor which enters so largely into the cost of the various 
woolen fabrics will be crushed by the still farther reduction in wages which 
must necessarily ensue. 

Furthermore, we protestagainst the billinits entirety, asa measure framed 
apparently with little practical knowledge of the needs of the various man- 
ufacturing interests as related to the “raw materials”’ socalled. It has 
been made to appear, for obvious reasons, to certain factions, who, while 
tacitly indorsing a party platform which in a measure condemns protec 
tion as unconstitutional, are subsidized by the very protection which some 
of the advocates of the bill profess so much to dislike, which is granted by 
the amended bill to certain industries in which they are directly or indi- 
rectly interested. Inthis way it is hoped to impose upon the nation this 
most unequal and unpatriotic measure, one which its framers can by no 
means elaine to have been prepared for ‘‘revenue only.’’ We believe such 
legislation to be inimical to the public morals of the country at large, as 
ae unjust to many pursuits other than the one for which we especially 

lead. 

Again, we protest, because the fact is unmistakable that the country does 


| not desire the changes proposed in this legislation, as is evidenced by the 


votes of the people, wherever this opportunity has been given to express 
their wishes in recent local elections. 

We appeal to the Senators and Representatives of the country at large to 
use their influence and votes against the consummation of the wrongs em- 
bodied in the so-called Wilson bill or in any similar legislation. 

SIGNATURES. 

Chamberlin Bros. & Co., Denny, Rice & Co., Dewey, Gould & Co., 
Fenno Bros. & Childs, Jeremiah Williams & Co., Hutchins & 
Co., Henry C. Moses, J. Koshland & Co., Walter Brown’s Son 
& Co., R. B. Clark, Brown & Adams, Walter Wilder & Co., E, 
A. Adams & Co., Salter Brothers, G. H. Goodhue & Co., Frank- 
lin A. Wyman, Eisemann Brothers, Wilcock & Cordingley, 
George F. Willett, R. T. Sullivan, T. Remick & Co., W. 5. 
Henry, jr.,& Co., H. R. Williams, F. A. Varney, F..M. Ma- 
comber, Frank Dupee, F. W. Barden & Co., Lewis W. Lothrop, 
John E. Mann, Charles F. Whitton, W. H. Reed, B. W. Put- 
nam, jr., W. A. Blanchard, George C. Moore, F’. H. Matthews, 
William E. Wall, James Turner, Jacob H. Wood, Luce & Man- 
ning, Harding & Caverly, Hobbs, Taft & Co., W. D. Eaton & 
Co., Alexander Williams, jr., & Co., John G. Wright, Frederick 
H. Putnam, Roundy & Seaver, Williams & Smith, J. H. Paton, 
C. B. Harkness, Hecht, Liebman & Co., Coffin & Dodd, Edwin 
F. Leeds O. W. Purdy & Co., Pierrepont Wise, J. H. Wheel- 
ock, R. B. Denny, J. P. Boutwell, Mauger & Avery, H. J. 
Nazro, 20, Warren Stetson & Co., Joseph A. Molineaux, Henry 
F. Smith, H. Leonard & Co.. W. R. Bateman, Charles F, Cross 
& Co., S. Bienenstok & Co., Frederick Hartley, Howard 
Eaton Hayden, EB. Frank Lewis, George H. Hendry, W. S. & 
F. Cordingley. Crowell, Robie & Co., F. N. Graves & Co., RB. B. 

Hawley. jr., Richard Webster. 














Not 4 per cent of the owners of the New England wool ma- 
chinery have ever at any time favored free wool, and those 
gentlemen with very fewexceptions were Mugwumps and Demo- 


crats. Their notion of tariff reform was to take the duty off the 


article which came into their mill and maintain a high protec- | 
tive duty on the article which went out of their mill, and they | 


seemed to think that that sort of system, absolutely unjust and 
unfair as it is, could prevail. They are fewin number. They 
are growing still fewer, for they have learned the lesson which 
the past twelve months have been teaching to the country~—some 
of them at least have done so, although I think some of them 
are incapable of learning anything. The proportion favoring it, 
[ will add also, is smaller to-day than it has been at any time 
since 1867. 

Vir. President, the present system of duties on woot and woolens 
has justified itself and has proved entirely feasible and successful 


in operation. New England manufacturers favor a duty on wool, | 
first, because they believe protection should be equitably distrib- | 


uted, to the farmer equally with the manufacturer. Second, be- 
cause they believe itis necessary to the preservation of the Ameri- 
can clip, which they desire to preserve, inasmuch as it is better 
adapted tothe needs of American manufacture than any other. 
Third, because they believe that while the duty adds to the price 
of wool, its removal would not decrease that price sufficiently to 
make itany object either to them or to the American consumer. 
That is to say, the removal of the duty would destroy the Amer- 
ican clip, and the price of foreign wools would advance sufficiently 
to offset the difference in price created by the duty. 

Fourth, because, except in carpet wools and a few clothing 
wools required for special purposes, American wools are ample 
in character, quality, and amount to meet all the requirements 
of the highest development of the manufacture. Fifth, because 
it has been demonstrated by experience that it is possible for 
the manufacture to prosperand develop with a wool duty equally 
with that of any other country; and because it is sound econ- 
omic policy for the nation to encourage making its own cloth- 
ing, but to grow the material for that clothing. Such, in a 
rough summary, is the opinion of the woolen manufacturers and 
wooldealers of the New England States. But there isa large 
body of men and women in New England more vitally inter- 
ested in this question than any dealer or manufacturer. These 
are the people who earn the wages of the woolen industry and 
whose well-being is more important than everything else in- 
volved. 

Mr. President, the sentiment of the manufacturers as to wool- 
growing and woolen making is the sentiment of the men who 
work in the mills. They are naturally anxious for protection 
upon their own industry. I hold here a petition which I have 
heretofore presented to the Senate, signed by one hundred and 


twenty-four employes of the Roxbury Carpet Mills at Roxbury, | 


Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the Wilson bill on 
account of its treatment of the woolen industry. 

These men represent the attitude, I believe, of all the woolen 
workers of my State. And they send with the petition a letter, 
dated February 12, in which they state: 


The inclosed petition we forward to you. We, being in the carpet business, 
will give you all information to the best of our ability. This petition was 
drawnup by the working people of Roxbury Carpet Mills. It was placed in 
one of these Weave rooms and those who wished could; sign no influence has 
been used whatsoever. It represents interests of eight or nine hundred 
Wage-earners. We interviewed some of our weavers who had worked in 
John Crossley Mills, of Halifax, England, in regard to the wages paid there 
two years ago, They say from 12 to 18 shillings per week; the latter were 
men-weavers. That is when they work steady; they have not done so for 
years. At the present time they are working four days per week. 


(That is in England.) 


From the end of the year 1873 to the end of the year 1892 the average pay 
of a weaver in the Roxbury mills was about $8 per week. You will see by 
this protest that the weavers in this mill are all women. The grade of tap- 
estry carpets made here are the finest in the world. In the year 1892 this 
company paid more wages than they ever did in one year before. We re- 
ceived a 10 per cent reduction in September last, and we believe that the 
passage of the Wilson bill in its present form would cause a reduction of 10 
per cent or more. We believe a specific duty of 20 cents per running yard 
should be put on tapestry carpet instead of ad valorem duty. 


The letter issigned by James A. Price and Henry Tyler of the 
committee. I received only yesterday another letter from the 
same committee, in which they state: 


This mill is still working under a 10 per cent reduction. The Malden Car- 

t Company, sixty-five looms, have not made a yard since the Ist of July, 

ast. The Lowell carpet mills closed down’on Saturday with $500,000 worth 

of carpets on hand. The Hartford Company’s mills, situated at Thompson- 

ville, Mass., have been running three days per week since August last, and 
the outlook is very dark for us all. 


They wish me to make mention in my remarks of the prayer 
and petition sent in their behalf. I most gladly do so, for no 


more forcible reason could be given against the passage of this 
destructive bill than their unstudied arguments and plain state- 
ments of fact. 
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| Mr. President, these men protest against the woolen schedule 


| and these duties on woolens because they know, some of them 
| from harsh experience in England, that it means a reduction of 
wages toevery one of them. At the same time there is not one 
of these men who would wish to see the duty taken from wool 
He desires to see the same ample protection given to the farmer 
that he asks for himself, and I believe that the American farmer 
or the American taborer or anyone interested in agricultural 
productions in this country is just as anxious to give protection 
to the workman of New England as the workman of New [ng- 
land is to give ittohim. Ido not believe, sir, that the Amer 
ican farmer has any desire to throw into the streets the man 
who makes bagging, or burlaps, or binding twine, or woolens. I 
think he is anxious that!they should have a fair protection, and 
that the same protection should be given to him. That, at all 
events, is the Republican doctrine. 

Such, Mr. President, is the attitude of the New England man- 
ufacturer and the New England operative in our woolen mills, 
| and itis a righteous and intelligent attitude. 

Let me say before I pass from this branch of the subject that 
if instead of the slaughter of nearly all the small industries of 
New England which is contained in the pending bill, every in- 
dustry, great or small, within those States received a high meas- 
| ure of protection, my vote would still be cast against the bill 
while it contained the clause for free wool. We have no favors 
to ask at the expense of any other American industry and no 
trades to make for ourselves by the sacrifice of others. Wo 
want protection for all. To remove the duty from wool is not 
only economically false, isnot only unjust, butit isa direct blow 
at the industrial independence of the country and atits capacity 
to properly clothe its sailors and soldiers in time of war when 
the outside and foreign wool supply may be largely diminished 
or wholly cut off. 

Mr. President, I now desire to say just a few words tos 
what the actual effect of the McKinley act has been on the wool 
clip. I quote a short passage from the Commercial Bulletin of 
Boston, the great wool and woolen newspaper there, and a jour- 
nal noted for its care and thoroughness in the preparation of all 
statistics relating to wool and woolens. Under date of April 14, 
1890, it say: : 


re 


how 





On page 2 we give in detail with the signers, the petition of the Ohio wool- 
growers against the Wilson bill. This follows hard wpon the action of the 
Boston wool trade. One glance at the counties represented in the signa 
tures Will show that the whole choice fleece raising district is represented 

Already free-trade ote eo in the West and elsewhere are despera 
endeavoring to belittle the effect of these petitions. 

The most common form used in the Boston Herald and the Detroit 
is to pretend inability to understand how in 1893 the flock of ! 
States could shrink from 47,273,553 to 45,048,017 while the clip increas 
364.000,000 pounds, the largest figure ever known. 

Thanks to protection, the American flock had increased during 18%, a1 
on January 1, 1893, there were 47,273,553 sheep. From t I \ 
the ia t clip ever taken from the American flock. Aft 
shorn an enormous quantity of sheep Were slaughtered, as 
sonism made them unprofitable. Consequently 
that the flock has decreased to 45,048,017 
not possible fora November gale to ruin 
same year Which yielded in September a bounteous crop 
blight of 1893 naturally could not prevent the increase in the f cof 1882, 
from which was shorn the clip of 1803 before the shee hter com 
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Mr. President, that article shows, ina few sentenc: 
crease which occurred in the flocks of the United States under 
the protection given by the McKinley act. It 
destruction which was wrought when the threat of free 
| was held over the country. The result of the times which have 
been upon us has been the reduction in the price of wool practi 
cally to the free-trade price so desired by the Democratic part 
Yet I question very much whether the workingmen of th 
country have been so helped by the reduction in the price of 
wool that they do not think they have paid a heavy price for 
this illusive benefitin the loss of wages and of work which has 
beset them during the last year. 

In regard to the woolen schedule, which follows close upon the 
clause destroying the sheep husbandry of the Tnited States, I 
have also a few words to say. 

| It involves a heavy reduction in the protective duties, and it 


shows Aiso the 





1s 


also involves placing the woolen manufactures on the ad va- 
lorem basis, about which I shall have something further to say 
in more detail later on in the debate. This schedule I under- 
stand has had very largely the benefit of the suggestion and ad- 
vice of Mr. Jacob Schoenhof, lately a consul of the United States. 
I think he has been advising the committee in regard to it. 
How much of it he has actually suggested and drawn, [ have no 
means of knowing, but it is generally supposed that he and Mr 
Sharretts between them have had avery strong influence in 
framing many clauses of the tariff bill and that the schedule of 
woolens has been largely committed to Mr. Schoenhof. 
as he has been the principal adviser and suggester 
the schedule it iswell to put here on ree ord his 
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it would indicate, I think, that fitness which no doubt led to his 
being called in. 

Mr. VEST. 
allude? 

Mr. LODGE. Iam alluding to Mr. Schoenhof. If he was not | 
called in to advise on the schedule, of course I have nothing fur- | 
ther to sy. 

Mr. VEST. So far as I know, Mr. Schoenhof has had as little | 
to do with this schedule as any man living. 

Mr. LODGE. He has been consulted upon it. 

Mr. VEST. He has not been consulted as far as [ know, and 
certainly his advice has not been adopted. Mr. Schoenhof is | 
opposed to all high duties in the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. If Mr. Schoenhof has not been consulted, I have | 
not a word to say, but I have understood that he was consulted. | 
I have boen told so by gentlemen interested in the woolen busi- 
ness, who have given me to understand that they saw him in re- 
gard to it, from which I supposed that he was being consulted 
by the committee in making up the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Itis hardly necessary to take up the time of the 
Senate to discuss a personal matter of this kind. 
is connected with the Government service, and he has brought 
us such information as he could obtain in regard to the price of 
woolen cloths and other expert testimony. But his views in re- 
gard to the duty upon woolen cloths are not represented in the 
pending bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I quite understand that the duties in the bill 
do not go as far as Mr. Jacob Schoenhof would like to go in the 
work of destruction to American industry, but I think it is worth 
while to show his fitness for the position of adviser on the wool 
schedule by simply calling attention to the published statement 
of his business career in this country: 


Mr. Schoenhof is a German Jew, who first appeared in that city in the 


To whom does the Senator from Massachusetts 
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Mr. Schoenhof | 





spring of 1865 as a dry goods dealer in partnership witha Mr. Hoeber. The 
new tirm promptly proceeded to fail, and 25 cents on the dollar was all that 
could be secured by its creditors. In 1868 Jacob Schoenhof’s name appears 
again in mercantile records, this time as a small dealer in ladies’ furnishing 
goods. His business was understood toconsist chiefly insupplying peddlers 
with their outfits. Three years later a Mr. Rosenheim was taken into the 
concern, but his presence was a short one, for in February, 1872, Mr. Jacob 
Schoenhof was again conducting the business alone. 

In February, 1875, he allied himself with a Mr. Sigismund Herzog, and in 
lDbecember, 1876, the failure of Jacob Schoenhof & Co. was recorded, with es- 
timated liabilities of $50,000. Settling with its creditors’ona basis of 15cents 
cash on the dollar and 35 cents additional in time notes, the concern re- 
sumed, only to come to grief a third time in November, 1878. After an inter- 
val of ten years Jacob Schoenhof reappears in mercantile New York at No. 
104 Franklin street, where he claimed to have $15,000 in old stock and ma- 
chinery. In 1881, in company with Henry Adler, he was manufacturing 
ladies’ skirts in the Franklin street premises. It was the old story, for in 
October, 1885, judgments covering the stock were confessed in favor of a rel- 
ative of one of the partners, and the affairsof Adler & Schoenhof were trans- 
ferred to the hands of areceiver. Mr. Jacob Schoenhof next emerged into 
= notice as consul, by grace of President Cleveland, at Tunstall, Eng- 

and, 


That was immediately after his fourth failure. 

Now, Mr. President, we have all seen his letters and his con- 
tributions to economic thought from England and elsewhere. 

Mr. POWER. How many times did the Senator say Mr. 
Schoenhof has failed? 

Mr. LODGE. Four times, it is here stated, and I understand 
the facts are taken from the commercial reports. 
Mr. POWER. He is ina better business now. 

he will fail now. 

Mr. LODGE. He is in very much better business for himself. 
If it is desired to have an expert in bankruptcies to deal with 
the business of the country involved in these schedules, I do not 
know that a better man could be selected. 

As [have touched on this subject of one of our consuls, I will 
call attention in this connection to another consul. I hold in 
my hand some extracts from the Bradford Observer, a paper 
published in Bradford, England. The Bradford Observer says: 


Mr. Claude Meeker, the American consul in Bradford, who has certainly 
s0 far proved himself a true prophet on the subject, is of opinion that the 
new American tariff bill, which has just passed the House of Representa- 
tives, will also pass the Senate, though, perhaps, with somes modifications 
and some little delay. Once enacted, he believes the new tariff will intro- 
duce a period of great prosperity for America, and that if Bradford con- 
tinues to make goods of the same high quality as she does to-day, and gives 
some credit to those who have been pinched during the late financial depres- 
sion, she will get her full share of that prosperity. 


There are also some further remarks in the Bradford Ob- 
server of January 30, 1894, upon’ the minority report of the 
Ways and Means Committee in regard to the American tariff 
bill. Mr. Claude Meeker furnished it to the Bradford news- 
paper, and the Observer gives a summary of the points in the 
report. Then it concludes: 

As nas been said, the committee took all sorts of evidence, and, therefore, 
what has been said by one or two Bradford experts as to the effect of vhe 
tariff was no news to the committee. The minority complain that in fixing 
the duty on cloth at 40 per cent the committee has practically granted the 


request of the foreign manufacturers. Mr. ene Latzko, a manufacturer 
of fine cloths of Brunn, in Austria, toid the committee that a duty of only 35 


I do not think 
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per cent on such goods would enable the foreign manufacturer to sel] them 
to advantage in America. The minority say, ‘The majority of the com 


| mittee granted his request within 5 per cent, a difference which the custom- 


ary undervaluations (under the ad valorem system) will more than offset 
The foreign manufacturer has won his case in a committee of the Fifty- 
third Congress, where American manufacturers have pleaded in vain.” ~ 


Under this article in the Observer is printed a letter from 


| Mr. John Maddocks, of Bradford, who was interested in the mat- 


ter of the wool duties, to correct some statements which he made 
in a lecture on ‘‘Our future trade with America.” Mr. Mad- 
docks says— 

It is quite true that I said ‘I had heard that the new tariff was to be wo») 
free, 35 to 40 per cent ad valorem duty, and no weight duty— 

[ suppose he got his informatiga from our consul— 


that I did not wish the reduction to bé too extensive all at once, and that 
with a 30 per cent ad valorem duty only the English manufacturers would 
be put in such a position that perhaps half the mills in America would be 
closed for a time, and the people of the States would in their disappoint 


| ment begin to look at the matter in a false light, and there would be a great 


’ 


reactionin the hope of finding employment for the people.”” My subsequent 
remarks, however, went to show the audience my strong faith that the Goy 
ernment of President Cleveland would not neglect the true interests of its 
home industries by going too quickly from one extreme to another in tariff 
refo m; that we in Yorkshire must not build up our hopes on a tariff that 
would enable us to ship large quantities of goods to the States for a year or 
two, for such a thing would be but a curse in disguise; it would either wake 
up the American people to a knowledge of their great economic delusion and 
make them once for all adopt perfect free trade, or they would demand from 
the next President and his party a tariff bill which would eclipse the Mc 
Kinley one in its severity against imports of all kinds. 


He says further: 


Ido not want to convey the idea that Iam giving gratuitous advice, or 
trying to preach wisdom to the American people. I know from experience 
their shrewdness in getting at the motive; Iown at once I have a selfish 
ourpose to serve in advocating free trade for Cousin Jonathan; experience 

as taught me that I can only be happy and prosperous when those around 
me are getting their full share. 


Those extracts I read simply because I was reminded by Mr. 
Schoenhof of this new form of consular activity, and they illus- 
trate very well the practical danger which now threatens our 
woolen industries. It is, as the employés of the Roxbury carpet 
mill have stated, a great reduction of wages that at the very 
least they have to dread. And yet, Mr. President, their lot is 
not so harsh as that which has been meted out to the producers 
of wool. I[ consider the destruction and extinction of that great 
industry of woolgrowing by this bill one of the severest blows 
which has been struck at the business of this country and at its 
general prosperity in the lifetime of a generation. 

Something was said the other day at the time of the passing 
of the cotton schedule in regard to the fact that no New Eng- 
land Senator rose to oppose the passing of that schedule. The 
reason was perfectly obvious. It was impossible for any New 
England Senator or anyone familiar with the cotton industries 
to get up here and denounce a schedule which was more scienti- 
fically drawn and arranged ona better basis for protection than | 
think any schedule ever proposed in a tariff bill. The rates on 
fine goods are too low in many instances, but the schedule was 
drawn on the best and fairest principle of protection that we 
ever put into a bill. The schedule was the work of the Fall 
River manufacturers, who are among the greatest manufac- 
turers of cotton goods in the world. It was a scientifically 
drawn protective schedule. 

Why is it that the cotton textile industries were provided for 
in a way which has never been given to them before, so far as the 
method of collecting the duties go? Were they saved because 
there were thousands of men throughout the length and breadth 
of the North whose daily bread depended on the work in those 
mills, or because there were thousands and millions of dollars 
of Northern capital invested in those industries? No, Mr. 
President, what preserved the“cotton textile industries of the 
United States was the great growth of those industries in the 
South. Whenthe committee came to deal with an industry 
which was growing up at their own doors, and the value of which 
they saw, they did not turn to Mr. Jacob Schoenhof, but to the 
best manufacturing experts in the country, to get a schedule 
which would give a proper protection to the cotton textile in- 
dustries of the United States. 

Mr. President, I applaud the action. It shows the teaching 
offacts. The South os advanced under the lessons of the great 
cotton mills which are rising up in those States. It has come 
to understand the cottonindustry. Itknowsits value. It wants 
to buildit up. Therefore we have in this bill a cottonschedule 
which is acredit, and the only schedule of which that can be said. 
That isthe reason that while woolens are slaughtered the cotton 
textile industries are saved and put upon a sound basis. 

Mr. President, I welcome the appearance of that cotton tex- 
tile schedule, for it is the forerunner in legislation of that 
which will overspread the whole South. In.ten years, certainly 
in fifteen years, there will be no more chance of getting a free- 
trade vote out of Georgia than there is now out of Pennsylvania 
or Massachusetts. 











1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6261 








The South is coming to understand that its interests are one 
with those of the North in the development of its industries and 
the protection of its labor. It is beginning to see that the lum- 
ber industry, which is worth, I believe, $150,000,000 a year to 
the Southern States, is something worth saving, and the time 
isnot far distant when the South will join with us in restoring 
lumber and woolens to the position they should have. They 
should be saved now and the frightful loss which the destruc- 
tion of these industries by this bill will cause should in this way 
be avoided. 

It is the coming of that great industrial movement in the 
South which has saved the cotton schedule, and it is that same 
industrial movement we hear speaking also in the resolutions of 
the Louisiana sugar planters. That great industrial movement 
sees no State lines, has no evil memories, but realizes that this 
isa common country, and that the prosperity of one part of it 
is the prosperity of all. The new industrial South is national 
and real. This bill represents the ghosts of dead issues and 
embodies living revenges. 


We have been fighting here over this bill for many days. It 


| and sections, is an infamy veyond the power of any words of 


has come from the other House to us, and in the other House | 


there was a great struggle over it. For many years the Demo- 
cratic party has been going to the country on the cry of tariff 
reform. Under that cry it has tried to set class against class. 
It has preached to the operatives that they did not get their 
share of the profits, but ff they would only réstore the Demo- 
cratic party to power then they would get their proper share. 
The Democratic party demanded tariff reform in season and out 
of season. At the last Presidential election, in 1892, they went 
to the country not only on the ground that free trade was eco- 
nomically right, buton the ground that free trade was the only 
lawful thing, and that any attempt at protection was unconstitu- 
tional and unlawful. They have come here with their Presi- 
dent in the White House, with a majority of 100 in the other 
House, with a majority in this Chamber; and to-day we are pass- 
ing a high protective tariff, a bad protective tariff, an unjust 
protective tariff, but still a protective tariff. 

If free trade can not pass a bill in a Congress elected ona free- 
trade platform, where is it to succeed? It is said that this group 
of Senators and that man and the other man have succeeded in 
choking the bill. Very likely that is the immediate cause of 
the strange measure which now lies upon our desks. That is 
the reason, perhaps, why itis sotwisted and distorted; but under 
that apparent cause lies something more powerful and more far- 
reaching. 

The fact is that this Congress was nominally elected and the 
President was nominally elected on afree-trade platform and the 
unconstitutionality of protection. It was really elected on doc- 


trines that the American people do not believe, never have | 


believed, and do not believe to-day. Free trade, with every 
branch of the Government in its hands, has met on this floor 
the greatest and most disastrous defeat it has ever sustained in 
the United States. 1t has been stabbed to death in the house of 
its supposed friends. Itis adeclining cause. Whatever may 
be the fate of bills or of parties; whatever may become of us or 
of our opponents in the next election; whatever may be the 
shape of this bill, the doctrine on which the present Congress 
was elected has been beaten here in the very Congress which 
was supposed to favor it. Free trade has been defeated, whether 
Democrat or Republican has won, and it is defeated because 
the great forces of this country are against it. 

The forces of the North and the rising forces of the South that 
make for union and prosperity are against it. The whole tide 
of human thought, of human endeavor, of human advance is 
against it. It is those great forces working here that have 
beaten this bill. The Democrats have brought in no free-trade 
bill. They have passed no bill making a perceptible advance 
towards free trade, because they could not do so. The forces 
that met them at the threshhold were too great, and these forces 
have sustained protection and overthrown free trade. 

It is that fact, obvious toevery mind, clear in every paragraph, 
which emphasizes the absolute cruelty of this destruction of 
wool and makes it ten thousand times more infamous. To give 
a duty on coal is right, as I look at it as a protectionist. To 
give a duty on iron is right, as 1 look atit. But to give a duty 
on coal, and a duty on iron, and a duty on half a dozen other 
great staples, and then to strike down the sheep husbandry 
of the United States is intolerably bad. To put in a cotton 
schedule, which is the best protective cotton schedule ever 
framed, except that the rates in a few instances are too low, and 
then to put side by side with it a schedule on woolens which 
will destroy the woolen industry, is a bitterinjury, wrong, and 
injustice. Mr. President, such a system as that is utterly mon- 
strous and without defense anywhere. You may be able to de- 
fend free trade; you may be able to defend protection, but a 
bill of preferences, and especially a bill of preferences to trusts 








mine to describe. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate by any lengthy remarks. [ have felt for some time since 
that nothing can be gained by acontinual discussion of these 
questions. This one item of a duty upon woo! is a question of 
local interest to the people I attempt to represent on this floor 


in part, and I have felt at least that I would be justified in tak 
ing a few moments of the time of the Senate upon it. 
Wool has been the subject of legislative care, I believe, in all 


the tariff bills of the past, and it wiil require some explanation 
to the people who raise wool why now it is put on the fre 
when comparatively nothing else that we expected to go on the 
free list is to be placed there. 

We were told early that when the Democratic party came into 
power they would relieve the people of the burdens that had 
been put upon them by the McKinley act and similar acts, and 
they would put a number of articles on the free list which 


list 


| would compensate the manufacturers for the loss that they would 


sustain by reason of the reduction of the duties. We had ex- 
pected that there would be free coal, and free iron, and free 
wool, and free lumber, and various other articles of that char- 


acter that have been erroneously denominated raw materials. 
| It is a little difficult to say what is raw material. 


One thing is 
certain, wool is not a raw material. Wool is the product of the 
farm, and it is the product of much labor and much care. Inno 
way can it be said to be a raw material so far as justifying the 
placing of it on the free list. 

Mr. President, I have not the faintest expectation that any- 
thing I shall say on this subject will have the slightest weight 
with the committee, and not having any weight with the com- 
mittee it will not have any weight with the majority of the 
Senate, for I have discovered that the majority of the Senate 
have agreed to follow the committee. In other words, the ma- 
jority of the Senate upon all questions touching this proposed 
tariff have surrendered to the committee in charge of the bill, 
nota majority of the Senate committee, but only half of the 
Senate committee. 

The arguments of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ]|and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and various others, 
have rendered it entirely unnecessary for me to speak of the 
important wool industry or the sheep industry in this country. 
That has been done in extenso and better than I could do it, by 
those who are more familiar with the subject. In my section of 
the country we have a large number of sheep. We had in Col- 
orado, in 1890, nearly two million sheep. I believe there has 
been a reduction of three or four hundred thousand in the State 
since the census of 1890. That industry in Colorado must neces- 
sarily grow less under any conditions, I think, because of the 
increased settlement of the country and the development that 
is going on. I think it will notbe in that country a permanent 
industry with as large an interest and of as much importance 
as heretofore. Sol have no more special interest in this sub- 
ject than other Senators sitting around me and representing 
other States in the Union. 

But, Mr. President, I think the sheep industry is not a local 
one. As has been stated, it is carried on in every section of the 
country to some extent, and in very many sectionsof the country, 
where it is not carried on to considerable extent it would be profit- 
able if the people would engage in it, provided there was a 
fair prospect of a fair price for wool and a fair price for mutton. 
The demand for wool and for mutton ought to increase very 
lérgely in this country with the increase of population. 

The great herds of Montana, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, and 
Texas willintime disappear. New Mexicoand Texas will for some 
time yet undoubtedly support vast herds of sheep. The sheep 
industry eventually must be that of the farmer in small flocks all 
over the country where farming is carried on; and there is no 
portion of the: United States where farming is carried on where 
the sheep industry can not be profitably carried on, whether it 
may be in the cold region of the extreme North or in the semi- 
tropical regions of the South. Everywhere the sheep industry 
can be made profitable both for wool and for mutton. 

We can undoubtedly buy abroad all the wool we need for our 
manufacturers, and [ am of the impression that we can buy it 
cheaper than we can raise it. So from a free-trade standpoint 
I suppose we should have free wool. However, there is not any 
question but that the English people can manufacture cloths 
very much cheaper than we can in the United States; and if the 
free-trade doctrine is to be applied why not apply it to woolen 
cloths as well as wool? There is no question but that cotton 
goodscan be manufactured in Indiaand sent tothe United States 
cheaper than we can manufacture them here. In ten years I 
have no doubt but that all the range of textiles of every kind 


and class can be manufactured by Asiatic labor for very much 
less than we can manufacture in this country. 


If we are to ap- 
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ply the free-trade principle we should apply it to all; that is, we 
should accept the doctrine of free trade, and if there are any 
duties to be colle 
then there should be at least a fair distribution of duties for the 
purpose of revenue 


If the time « when we do not need any revenue, or 


Ver COMCes 


when some method will be adopted, perhaps like an income tax 
on the rich that shall make it unnecessary to collect import du- 
ties, then we can dispense with the duties on woolens and with 
the duties on wool, because somebody can make them cheaper 
than we can. 

Mr. President, I need not say here—and lam not going into 


uny discussion of the tariff question—that I do not believe in 
that doctrine. T will admit that you can raise wool in Australia 
cheaper than you can raise it on American farms or on Texas 
ranches. | donot believe there isaspot on thiscontinent where 
youcan raise wool ascheaply as you can raise it in some countries 
outside. Yet I would insist, if I had my way, that there should 
be such a duty put upon wool as would enable the American 
farmer to raise as much as he ever did raise, and in fact a great 
deal more. I would do that because I am a protectionist, be- 
cause I believe it is aright and a just thing for a country to so 
regulate its revenues as to protect its industries. I will not 
quarrel with those who say that it is to be incidental provided it 
furnishes protection, although [have never seen myself in prin- 
ciple the slightest distinction between a duty that was levied 
for the express purpose of protection and one where protection 
was incidental to the revenue. They rest upon the same prin- 
ciple practically, it seems to me, and the effect is the same. 

Mr. President, no country, as has been said, can afford to buy 
its wool abroad, and no country can afford to buy its cloths 
abroad. [should just as quickly myself think of bringing about 
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| tories in this country and buy your woolen goods abroad there 


will be no market for American wool, and of course! that wil] 


‘ted and we find we can not adopt free trade, | be a condition which will be even worse than free wool with the 


manufactories in full operation. 

I find in the New York Tribune of yesterday, which is sup- 
posed to be a paper favoring protection, an article which [ wish 
to read, and I want some Senator who krows about this schedule 
and has had the opportunity of knowing the cost of manufacturer 
and who has come in contact with the manufacturing interests, 
as I have not, to tell me whether there is anything in this state 
ment: 

In the woolen schedule some surprises are not improbable. The palpable 
indecency of {ree wool with prohibitive duties on some woolen goods would 
be rendered even more glaring if the duties on goods should in some cases 
be further advanced. But there arerumors that the Senatorial auctioneers 
in their bargain for votes to pass the sugar changes have secretly agreed to 
bestow especial favor upon certain woolen manufacturers without regard 
to the rest. 


I should like the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
who is familiar with this subject, to tell me whether there is 
anything in this statement, whether there is any class of woolen 
goods on which the duty is prohibitive, because if it is I am not 
myself in favor of a prohibitive duty. [ want the duties to just 
,equalize the difference in the cost of labor in Europe and labor 
here. If any Senator on this side can tell me, I shall be glad to 
have an explanation from him, or if any Senator on the other 
side knows anything about it, I shali be glad to have him state 





it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado appeals to me 


| upon this question, and as I have been familiar with the woolen 


« condition of affairs where you could not buy any munitions of | 


war in this country, as that you should not buy woolen clothing 
manufactured on our own soil. We all know that during the 
rebellion a few years ago the South suffered immeasurably from 
the fact that it did not have within its borderseither the means 
of making the munitions of war or woolen goods, and I do not 
think I overstate it when I say that the South suffered more be- 
cause it did not have woolen goods than because it did not have 
munitions of war. It found it a great deal easier to provide 
munitions of war than woolen clothing. In a climate like ours, 
whether it be in what youcall the South, or the North, or the 
ast, or the West, a good portion of the year is so inclement 
that an army clothed with anything but woolen goods would be 
practically useless. 

[tis as essential that the Army of the United States shall have 
woolen clothing when it goes into active operation in Florida or 
Louisiana,as when it goes into active operation in Pennsylvania 
or New York. There is no portion of the country where the 
health of the soldier can be maintained without some portion of 
his clothing being woolen. Woolen blankets can not be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. President, a great nation like ours, having all the advan- 
tages of climate and soil for the production of wool and woolen 
goods, ought never to surrender to any other nation the oppor- 
tunityof making its clothing, any more than it should surrender 
to a nation foreign to it the rightto make its guns. So the wool 
question is not simply a local question; it is of interest to every 
portion of this country. 

We have a duty upon woolen goods. I do not know whether 
that duty is a proper duty or not; Ican not myself determine, 
because | am not sufficiently skilled in the matter. If I had to 
determine the question, I should have to rely upon those who 
knew more about that thanI do. I have been told by some peo- 
ple who profess to know that the duty on woolen goods is am- 
ple for the protection of the manufacturer of woolen cloth. On 
the other hand, I am told by others who profess to know that 
it will be exceedingly disastrous to that industry; that they will 
have to do one of two things, either close up their manufac- 
tories or reduce the wages of American labor employed in those 
factories to a degree never heard of nor supposed possible in this 
country. 

I find in the New York Tribune yesterday a statement which 
somewhat surprised me, and I desire to.ask some Senator familiar 
with this duty whether there is anything in the statement. I 
think it is pertinent, because yesterday the question was put to 
the friends of a duty on wool—and I believe on this side of the 
Chamber every Senator is in favor of a duty on wool, and I know 
a good many on the other side would beif they were free to act— 
whether the friends of a duty on wool were willing to havea 
reasonable duty laid upon wool and leave the tariff upon woolens 
as now fixed by the committee. I should hardly know how to 
answer that question, because | regard it as absolutely essen- 
tial to the woolgrower that there should be manufactures of 
wool in this country, for the moment you close all the manufac- 





manufacturing industry of the country and with the duty upon 
wool and woolens for some years, I think I can answer the ques- 
tion with a certain degree of authority. 

I will say that, so far as the duties contained in the bill or in 
any amendments which the committee have proposed are con- 
cerned, no prohibitive duty has been suggested, but there are 
no duties which under existing conditions give any adequate 
protection. It would be necessary, under any rates of duties 
which have been suggested, to reduce the wages of the opera- 
tives in the woolen mills of the United States to an extent, as 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has already suggested, 
which would be without parallel in the history of this country. 

As to the othersuggestions contained in the paper from which 
the Senator has read, | will say that they are absolutely untrue: 
and, so far as [ know or believe, have no foundation whatever. 

Later on I intend to show, and I think I shall be able toprove 
to the satisfaction of the Senator from Colorado and I believe to 
the satisfaction of the Senate, that the woolen industries of the 
United States need much higher duties than any which it will 
be possible to procure from this Congress, in order to continue 
the industry successfully. 

Mr. FRYE. Under compound ad valorem and specific duties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duties ought to be specific instead of ad 


valorem. 
Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a 
moment? 


Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFPER. Icall theattentionof the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that in the pending bill the duties, which by 
the existing law, the McKinley law, are levied upon wool being 
left out on aconsiderable number of the different classes of man- 
ufactures, the duties are as high as they are under the existing 
law and no difference is made. For example, on page 33 of this 
little book Tariff Rates, I find in paragraph 391 of the present 
law: 

On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the cams1, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
30 cents a pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the 
duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first-class, and 
in addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

All aiong through these paragraphs, under the existing law 
the first thing provided for is a specific duty upon wool by the 
pound, and then, when they come to levy duties upon manufac- 
tures of wool, the duty upon the raw wool is included, and an 
ad valorem duty after that is levied upon the manufacture. The 
same will be found in paragraphs 392 and 393 and so on, running 
on through the act. 

I find in paragraph 391 that the ad valorem rate, throwing out 
the specific duty, is 35 per cent; in the next paragraph 40 per 
cent, and it runs up to 50 percent. Itseems to me, as to some 
articles at least, the Senator from Rhode Island must be mis- 
taken, provided always that free wool is to be considered. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not presume to answer the question 
of the Senater from Kansas in the time of the Senator from Colo- 
rado. Lexpectlater in the day, when I take the floor in my own 
time, to take up that question; and I shall be very glad then to 
answer the question of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to ask one simple question, 








1894. 


vyhether the Senator from Rhode Island, who has charge of this 


bill— 
-" ALDRICH. No, I beg pardon; I have not. 

Mr. POWER. I mean on this side. [ask the Senator what 
is the difference between the present schedule of proposed du- 
ties, protecting the woolen manufactures, putting wool on the 
free list, and the rates of duty preseribed by the McKinley act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That involves practically the same question 
which the Senator from Kansas |Mr. PEPFER] has asked. 

Mr. POWER. It is a very simple question. | what is 
the difference the McKinley act and the present bi 
putting wool on the list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rates in the present biil are very much 
below the McKinley rates, even if the specific duties were com 
pensatory for the duties on wool. 

Mr. POWER. What would be the difference, leaving out the 
compensatory duties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If you leave out thecompensatory duties, of 
course you ask a different question entirely; but you can not 
that duty out, | it is utterly impossible to discuss 
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the matter intelligently without taking both inte consideration. 
When I get the floor [ shall try to explain that matter satisfac- 
torily to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. [shall be glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will simply say now, in anticipation, that 
leaving what are called the compensatory duties out of the ques- 
tion, the duties proposed by the bill of the committee will very 
much lessen the ad valorem rates now imposed by the McKiniey 
act upon those manufactures. 

Mr. POWER. To what extent is that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is general. It runs almost all through 
the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. It is so in almost. every one of the duties. 

Mr. POWER. But it is small. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. The Senator is mistaken-—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Lyield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. If Senators will take the trouble to look at the 
Treasury reports, they will find a complete answer to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Colorado, whether satisfactory or not 
depends, of course, upen our opinions in regard to the tariff 
question. 

As I understand the statement of the New York Tribune, 
which has been read, itis to the effect that bargains have been 
made by somebody with certain specifie manufacturing woolen 
interests, which have resulted in the obtaining of absolutely 
prohibitory duties under the pending bill. As a matter of 
course—l say as a matter of course—it 1s so absurd that it does 
not need any netics hardly. So far as the Senators on this side 
of the Chamber are coneerned who are attempting to frame this 
bill, there is not the slightest foundation forany such statement, 
and there could be no motive for any sueh arrangement. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is a charge at all, it must be against 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. Itisa myth; itisa fiction. Itislike 90 percent 
of all these newspaper statements in the nature of sensational 
conjectures. Therecould be no motive for making any bargain 
of that kind; and none has been made. We feel that we are at- 
tempting to frame the best bill we ean to pass through the Sen- 
ate. ° 
Coming to the statement as to whether there are prohibitory 
duties and as to what the pending bill does, if Senators will turn 
to page 10 of Governor McKinley's report upon the tariff bill 
which bears his name, they will see hisstatement and argument 
elaborated that the specific duty in the McKinley act was com- 
pensatory to the woolen manufacturers for what they were about 
to pay under that act for foreign wool in the way of tariff duties. 
To use his own language, his idea was, in giving the compensa- 
tory duties, to give the woolen manufacturers free raw material; 
and that, put in another formof words, simply means that if you 
strike out the compensatory duties and give free wool, you have 
done the same thing that Governor McKinley did in another 
fashion. That is the statement, and he elaborated it over and 
over again. Mr. Amidion, formerly the president of the Wool 
Manufacturers’ Association, made the same statement; and Pres- 
ident Garfield, when he was a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, made the same statement. 

So we come, then, to the reports of the Treasury Department 
to see what is the difference after you strike out the compensa- 
tory duties and give free wool, and free wool is equivalent, ae- 
cording to the McKinley argument, to compensatory duties, 
Then, what is the difference in ad valorem between the McKin- 
ley act and the pending bill? Take,for instance, on page 194 of 
the Treasury reports, and we find of ‘‘ cloths, woolen or worsted, 
valued at not more than 30 cents per pound,” there were im- 
ported 48,352.25 pounds under the MeKinley act, and the duty 
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was 33 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. G 
manufacturer free wool and strike out the duty of 33 per « t. 
which is the compensatory duty, and, based upon that, you ha 


per cent ad valorem given to tae woolen manufacturer by 


‘ Band f 


ickinley act, 40 per cent by the bill as it came from House 
ind 35 per cent by the pending bill. 
Take the next item, which is ‘' woolen or worsted 
| at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents per p 
hich there came in 347,450.50 pounds: the duty in 
nley act is 384 cents apound and 40 percentad valorem. Now 


out the compensatory duty, and the ad valorem would be 
i) per cent under the McKinley act, 40 per cent under the bill 
t came from the House, and 35 per cent under t ie bi is Li 
now stands. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to finish my sta 
ment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. Taking the next item, which is really the inm- 
portant one, ‘‘ woolen. or worsted cloths valued above 40 cents 
1) pound,” of which there came into the country 14,250,621. 


pounds, under the McKinley act the specific or compensator 


duty was 44 cents per pound and 50 per centad valorem. Strike 
out the compensatory duty and give the manufacturers [res 
wool, and the duty under the bill as it came from the House 
would be 40 per cent, and as reparted by the committee 35 , 
cent. 

One other word, and Ilamdone. The statement of the New 


York Tribune must be absolutely falas, and it is absurd, with «al! 


due respeet to the editor who prepared it. Under the com: 
pound duty of 38+ cents per pound, 44 per cent, and 50 per cent 
ad valorem, there came into this country nearly $15,000,000 


worth of these goods. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator a question, ashe is 
familiar with this matter. Does he understand the compensa 
tory duty was put on to equalize the condition created by put- 
ting a duty on wool? Is that what he speaks of the compen 
tory duty doing? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. McKinley states it very clearly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the Senator's idea? 

Mr. VEST. On page 10 of his report, Mr. McKinley says the 
compensatory duties were intended to put the woolen manufae- 
tures upon a free raw material basis; in other words, to pay the 





manufacturer for the increased duties upon the foreign wool 
which were necessary for his manufacture, he was given t 
compensatory duties of so much. a peund. 

Mr. TELLER. And increase the price of his manufactu 

Mr. VEST. And, then, in order to pay the difference bet 
the American and foreign labor, was given the ad valorem of 4 
or 40 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Did Mr. McKinley say in his report that so much 
of this duty as is specific is intended as exactly an equivalent to 


the compensatory duty? 
Mr. VEST. Substantially. 


Mr. HOAR. I hope the 
Mr, TELLER. I should like to hear it 
It is Mr. McKinley's argum 


I should be glad to have it r 
senator will have it read. 

Mr. VEST. ’ 
to have it read: and it is also the avrrument of \ 
Whitman, and others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. G 
The Secretary will read as requeste 
The Secretary read as follows: 
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instead of increasing the revenue as would be the case if the importations 
should continue the same. From the best information We can obtain, it is 
probable that the increase“. ates a duty given to manufactures of woolens 
will reduce, certainly not increase, the revenue from this source, and trans 
fer to this country the manufacture of from $15,000,000 to #20,000,000 of woolen 


goods now made abrdad 

in computing the equivalent ad valorem duty on manufactures of woolens, 
the combination of both the specific duty, which ig oa compensatory for 
the duty on the wool used, of which thé woolgrower recelves the benefit, and 
the duty which protects the manufacturers, makes the average resultant 
rate of the woolen-goods schedyjeé proposed 91.78 per cent 

The average rate under the present law, as computed on the basis of the 
importations of the last fiscal year, appene to have been only 67.15 per cent. 
This, however, is about 10 per cent lower than it would have been if the 
worsted decision, which corrected a flagrant wrong by which woolen cloths 
known as worsted were admitted at alower rate than cloths knowf as woolen 
cloths, had been made at the beginning of the fiscal year instead of the close; 
and at least 15 per cent lower than it would have been if worsted yarns had 
paid the same duty as woolen yarns costing thesame. That is, if both of 
these manifest errors, working serious injustice to the woolen manufactur 
ing industry, had been corrected at the beginning of the last fiscal year, the 
average rate of duties in the woolen-goods schedule of the present tariff 
would have been nearly 89 per cent against 91.72 per cent as proposed. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] asked me what I was trying to arrive at. I say 
that it isan evident conclusion that the farmer and the sheep- 
raiser have to stand all the burdens, while the manufacturer is 
going to be protected. I want the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee on this side to locate that responsibility. I want toknow 
who is to blame for this great wrong. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to defend the 
article in the Tribune which I have read. I do not know any- 
thing about it. I thought as it appeared in a protection paper, 
and a paper which is opposed to the passage of the bill, it could 
hardly be overlooked, and I wanted some information about it, 
because if there are any of these duties which are unduly high 
I should be glad to see them reduced. But I do not want to be 
understood as attacking the schedule on woolencloths or assert- 
ing for a moment that it is higher than it ought to be. I have 
never heard that it was higher than it ought to be; I have been 
told by some that it was a fair protective duty, but not according 
to the notions of the manufacturer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, if all the sched- 
ule which is proposed by the Finance Committee goes through, 
there is no possible question but that some of the best woolen 
manufactories in New England can exist only by a reduction of 
wages from 15 to 40 or 50 per cent. This bill is an industrial 
revolution and a calamity which goes straight to the laboring 
man, 

Mr. TELLER. I have not much doubt but what the Senator 
from Connecticut states the proposition correctly. Iam myself 
rather inclined to think, from all the evidence which I can get, 
that the manufacturer will continue to manufacture; and if he 
does not manufacture with as much profit as heretofore, he will 
still continue his business; but he will take the reduction of du- 
ties out of labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He will do that or quit. 

Mr. TELLER. The manufacturer will not quit, because he 
has too much capital involved in the business; he will not quit 
because the skilled labor, the men who have been taught to do 
this work, will find it utterly impossible to secure any other em- 
ployment, and there will be no avenue open to them; it will be 
starvation presented to them on one hand and lower wages on 
the other; and inevitably they will take lower wages. 

Mr. President, there is no use of talking, the laboring man 
who lives from the fruits of his daily toil is never in a condition 
to make a contest with capital. Whatsver you may say about 
it, though he may create, as was said by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PErIrER| yesterday,a revolution in ten States and prac- 
tical war if the attempt is made to reduce his wages, but the 
ultimate and inevitable result of it always is that his wages are 
reduced. 

This does not mean, if the duty is an unfair one, the destruc- 
tion of the manufacturer; it does not mean the loss of capital, 
but if means the deprivation of profitable employment and re- 
munerative wages to the great mass of men working in the fac- 
torie:. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to put into his speech at this point an object lesson? 

Mr. TELLER. Cortainly. My speech is not a very logical 
or extensive one, and! will let the Senator put into it anything 
he chooses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have in my hand a sample of what are 
called clay diagonals, a fine worsted cloth weighing 16 ounces 
to the yard, and selling in Bradford, where itis made——- 

Mr. TELLER. Bradford, England? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bradfora, England, where it sells at 60 cents 
a yard, less the usual trade discount, so that goods of this charac- 
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ter can be laid down in New York at a cost of not exceeding 60 
cents per yard, without duty. Under existing law these goods 
may a duty of 44 cents specific and 60 per cent ad valorem, which 
is equivalent to74 cents ayard. The total cost, then, of the goods 
laid down here would be $1.34 a yard. Thatis without the usual 
commission and expenses. If you add these, it will make a total 
cost of those goods laid down here of $1.41 per yard. Under ex- 
isting conditions they are sold in the United States to-day at 
about $1.75 a yard in the usual retail quantities to tailors and 
others who use them. 

These goods, I can state on the authority of one of the best 
manufacturers in the United States, can not be made with free 
wool at 90 cents a yard, which would be the cost laid down with 
a 50 per cent ad valorem duty on cloths, without a reduction in 
wages of at least 40 per cent below existing rates. That shows 
the situation in which the woolen manufacturer would bo left 
if a duty of 50 per cent is levied. 

Mr. VEST. What is the specific duty? 

Mr.ALDRICH. Forty-four cents per pound now. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if I may be allowed to return 
to the question of the duty upon wool, which we have left for a 
moment, it seems that the committee having this bill in charge 
have felt that they were bound to do something for the manu- 
facturer. Heretofore the manufacturer has been protected bya 
duty upon his finished product. Now, the committee have very 
generously concluded that they can not protect him any longer 
to the extent which has been done, but that they will give him 
something in lieu of that,and so they give him free wool, which, 
in the plainest possible English, means that the farmer or sheep 
raiser shall be sacrificed for the benefit of the manufacturer. 

_Mr. President, I would not sacrifice the manufacturer; I be- 
lieve in protecting him by a proper tariff. The committee 
which has this bill in charge do not believe in that. They say 
that this idea of protecting a man and giving him advan- 
tages is contrary to correct principles of administration, and 
yet they turn right around and say to us, ‘‘ we have not put on 
as large duties as you put on the manufactured goods, but we 
have given him other alivastages.” In principle they have done 
just what we have been doing; that is, they propose to give him 
advantages by law. In the first place, we give him advan- 
tages which, under certain conditions, might have been taken 
out of the foreigner who brought his goods here, but under any 
condition of affairs, under any theory of the tariff being a tax 
on consumption and being added to the consumer of the product 
here, it came out of everybody whoused this article. The com- 
mittee, however, have selected a small portion of the American 
people, the most deserving, the most distressed I may say just 
now, the American farmers, and they propose to take it out of 
them for the benefit of the American manufacturers. 

1 am in duty bound to say that I do not believe the American 
manufacturers ask that interference on their part. I do not be- 
lieve that they have been here to any considerable extent de- 
manding free wool. Of course, there are exceptions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly yield to me to put 
in a word at that point? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never had a letter from a woolen manu- 
facturer in my State—and the woolen manufacture is a very 
great interest there—asking for free wool, with one solitary ex- 
ception, from a very excellent gentleman, a Democrat; but I 
think he was in error then, and that he has been effectually 
cured by the present wool schedule. 

Mr. TELLER. The committee have not been consistent. 
They have said substantially, ‘‘ We will not give anybody any 
advantage, and we shall put a dufy on woolen goods because we 
have to get a revenue, and if it incidentally helps the manufac- 
turer, that, of course, is all right.” They go further than that, 
and say, ‘‘ We now specifically and purposely leave off the duti- 
able list an article which has been upon the dutiable list for « 
hundred years, which brought to the Government of the United 
States a revenue of $8,000,000 last year, an important article of 
the farmers’ product; and we depreciate that property for the 
benefit of the manufacturer.’’ That position is not logical, nor 
is it just. Why should the farmers make up to the manufac- 
turers the loss which is likely to be put upon them by a reduc- 
tion of the duty on cloth? Why should the farmer be selected? 

Mr. President, I said I was not going to make any extended 
remarks, and I am not. I know I might as well speak to the 
blustering northeast wind as to talk upon this question. I know 
that nothing is to be done for wool; | know that the Democratic 
party went into the campaign of 1892 with a promise of free 
raw product, as they called it, to the manufacturers of this 
country, which included iron and coal and wool. They have abaz 
doned iron and coal, and they dare not go to the eountry unless 
they can have something to present upon which they can say, ‘‘We 
have carried out our promise;” but I want to say to the Demo- 
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cratic side of the Chamber that they may make just as many 
concessions as they choose to the manufacturers, if they think 
they are concessions, but the manufacturers of this country are 
too intelligent to believe that that is in their interest. 

They know very well that if you maintain a tariff duty in this 
country, it must be maintained upon reciprocal lines; they know 
that you can not maintain a tariff duty upon manufactured 
articles and not upon articles which are the product of the farm: 
they know that the 6,000,000 farmers in this country will rebel 
against that; and it looks to me as though it was a method by 
which the majority have taken to bring protection, if possible, 
into disrepute by compelling the farmer to feel that he is being 
improperly treated. 

| want the farmers of the country to understand that that im- 
proper treatment does not come from this side of the Chamber. 
I want the woolgrower of my section of the country to under- 
stand thatevery Republican in this Chamber, without exception, 
whether he represents a manufacturing State or a woolgrow- 
ing State, concurs in this question that there shall be a duty 
equal—not equal in amount, but equal in justice—upon wool to 
that upon the manufactured product of wool in this country: 
and, Mr. President, they will understand it. 

The men who grow wool in the Northwest, on the farms of 
Iowa and Illinois and Ohio will understand it. They will un- 
derstand that it is an attempt on the part of the Democratic 
party to placate the manufacturer and get him on their side. 

We were told a day or two ago—and I have been told in pri- 
vate conversation twenty times—that a reduction of the tariff 
upon wool would in nowise interfere with the sheep industry. 
In 1883, when a tariff upon wool was made which was not what 
it ought to have been, the number of sheep began gradually to 
decline in this country. I venture the assertion here and now 
that 1,500,000 of sheep, or thereabouts, which are kept in Colo- 
‘ado will disappear with free wool. I have before me a letter 
on this subject written by a very intelligent constituent of mine 
to a brother Senator here, from whose State he originally came. 
He is a woolgrower, andI know him. He is not a woolgrower 
like the Mexican woolgrower or the Australian woolgrower, 
but he is a man who would find himself not out of place, but at 
home, in this Chamber. He is a gentleman of education and 
character. He says: 


Our wool has averaged in price one year with another for the fifteen years 
prior to 1893 about 18 cents per pound, after paying freight charges to Bos- 
ton; at which price there has been a fair, though moderate, profit in the 
business. 

Last year, however, owing to threatened tariff changes, the price was re- 
duced to less than 7 cents per pound, at which price it is impossible to grow 
it, even under the most favorable conditions, without loss. And what is 
true here is also true throughout the entire woolgrowing regions of the 
United States. 

If the Wilson bill becomes a law it will inevitably bankrupt the American 
sheep industry. This means not only the destruction of hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of property, but also the permanent depopulation, 
throughout all the States and Territories west of the Missouri River, of 
large regions of country which can be profitably utilized only for woolgrow- 
ing on account of the scanty rainfall and total lack of water for irrigation. 
It is the wool industry which has settled up the great plains of the far West, 
and is the only industry which can thrive there. 

It isa matter within my own knowledge that within this State alone thou- 
sands of families will be ruined and hundreds of thrifty little country towns, 
with their schools and churches, will be wiped out. 

We can not compete with Australia and South America in the growing of 
wool. There is no degree of possible economy by the practice of which our 
people can produce wool and transport it to the Atlantic seaboard as cheaply 
as it can be laid down there from foreign countries. 

Nothing can be more certain than that if the existing tariff be materially 
reduced our American sheep industry will within two years have become a 
thing of the past, and the American manufacturer and consumer of woolen 
goods will thenceforth be alike dependent on the foreign market unchecked 
as heretofore by American competition. 


I believe that that is a true prophecy. I do not suppose that 
all sheep-growing willstop. I think the State of Ohio willcon- 
tinue to raise more or less sheep for mutton. Ohio has a great 
market for mutton in the cities of Cincinnati, Columbus, Cleve- 
land, Chicago, and New York, but the extreme West will not 
be able to raise sheep for mutton to any considerable extent, 
and the people of my State will be practically unable to raise 
sheep. Of course, we shall have some demand for mutton, but 
it will be comparatively small. The reduction of the 45,000,000 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


sheep now in this country to 20,000,000, to which I have no doubt | 


it will 
country. 

Who is to be benefited? What influence is there 
demandsfree wool? Lhavesaid—and I think nobody will stand on 
this floor and deny it 
country do not require free wool. 
ing free wool. 

[ repeat that I do not care to waste the time of the Senate in 
discussing this question, for I know that whatever is said falls 
on unwilling ears on the other side of the Chamber. I know 
that the committee do not intend to yield on this subject. I 
know very well that, as a general rule, in matters of this kind 


There is nointerest demand- 


re which | 


go, means dearer meat to the laboring people of this | 


| balance of trade is against us you pay for it in gold and nothing 
that the manufacturing interests of this | 
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nothing is secured by a general discussion, and that if anything 
could have been secured for the woolgrowers it would have been 
before the committee and through private intervention with the 
committee. I want to say, for the benefit of the woolgrowers, 
that there has been nothing left undone to secure to them that 
which they had a right to expect—a duty upon wool—if this 
tariff was not based upon pure free-trade principles. We who 
are interested in woolgrowing knew that this was not to be done 
by abuse of the committee or by violent speeches. 

We hoped in the beginning that we could induce the com- 
mittee to see the justice and the propriety of it, and I venture 
to say there is not a man representing a woolgrowing State—l 
am speaking now of the great woolgrowing States of the North- 
west—who has not done everything in his power to secure rec- 
ognition. We have said, ‘‘Cut down the duty upon wool as you 
have cut down the duty on woolen cloths; if you have reduced 
that 50 per cent, then reduce wool 50 per cent; give us some rec- 
ognition; give us 5 centsa pound if you will not give us 10cents; 
give us any recognition of wool as one of the things to be pro- 
tected in this country; if you will not recognize it as a proper 
subject of protection, then recognize it as a proper subject of 
revenue.” They tell us that sugar is a proper subject of reve- 
nue, and therefore it goes upon the dutiable list, and yet they 
say that wool is not a proper subject of revenue. 

Mr. President, the growth of wool in this country is as neces- 
sary as the growth of sugar, not perhaps so important in the 
number of dollars it yields; we do not send out as much to buy 
wool, but we shall send out to buy wool and woolens a large 
amount of money. The year before the tariff of 1890 went inta 
effect we sent out $56,000,000 for woolen goods; we sent out last 
year $38,500,000 of good sound money foranarticle which we pro- 
duce in this country, in exchange for woolen goods, every yard 
of which ought to have been made on American soil, every yard 
of which could have been made here, and every yard of which, 
if made on our soil, would have furnished labor to an American 
citizen who would have been a consumer of American products. 

There is no reason why wool should not be put upon the duti- 
able list. Thereis no reuson why the men who raise wool should 
not be entitled to the same protection as the men whoraise sugar, 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to know whether, if the woolen 
schedule remains as it is in the bill, it would be an act of injus- 
tice to the manufacturers of woolen cloths in America to impose 
a duty upon foreign wool? 

Mr. TELLER. Whether that would be an injustice to the 
marufacturer depends entirely upon the amount of duty now 
imposed. Representatives on this side of the Chamber, of the 
woolen manufacturing States have said to me and have said, I 
think, to Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that they 
were quite prepared to admit, even with the present duty on 
woolens, a duty upon wool: but such a duty will not be allowed, 
and will get no support from the other side of the Chamber. 
Why? Because there must be somebody sacrificed that this bill 
may carry with it the pretense of giving free raw products to 
the manufacturers of the country, which has been a Democratic 
idea for so many years. 

The stock in trade will be gone if they do not have something ‘ 
on the free list. So, I repeat, the woolgrowers are to be sacri- 
ficed. You could have left sugar on the free list: but no. the 
sugar industry is to be protected. I know it is denied by the 
Senators who were so anxious to secure a duty upon sugar that 
after all it is for protection. If there is $50,000,000 collected as 
duties on sugar, there is $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 collected as 
duties on wool; and I repeat, if one is an article of revenue duty 
so is the other. 

Mr. President, the American farmer is having a hard time. 
He will see his flocks disappear. He will see one method of ac- 
quiring ready cash, because wool has heretofore been a cash 
product, disappear and taken from him. Unless he lives neara 








































































great city or town where he can sell his mutton, he will find it 
unprofitable to raise sheep simply for meat. The product of 
wool, which has been more than 300,000,000 pounds a year, will 


fall off, and as it falls off the importation of wool must increase, 
We imported last year 168,000,000 pounds of wool, for 1 we 
paid American gold, because, put it as you will, whenever the 
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else. Every year the demand for woolen goods must increase. 
Every year the imports of foreign wool must increase, even if 
there is a duty upon wool. It mustincrease rapidly,as the prod- 
uct inthis country decreases, and in time I fear that the foreign 
woolgrower and syndicates will make the wool as dear in fhe 
manufactured goods as a duty would. 

I believe that a duty on wool would raise the price of it and 
not make it cheaper. I would not advocate here a duty upon 
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wool if I believed it would make wool cheaper at all, because it | The old theory was that there was not any profit at all; that 


is selling to-day at a cheaper price than that at which it can be | 
raised. In vei'y many sections of the country the wool can not | 


be putinto the market for the price that is being offered at the 
local railroad station. 

[t is true that it is one of the theories of theadvocates of pro- 
tection that protection upon certain articles makes them cheaper, 
but they are articles, as was said by the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
FRYE], in which machinery enters and in which ingenuity plays 
a part. 

There can be no cheapening of wool by a tariff any more than 
there can be the cheapening of iron or coal by a tariff. A duty 
of 40 cents a ton does not make iron ore any cheaper and it never 
can. It isa tax upon the consumption of iron. The duty on 
coal is a tax on the consumption of coal, and so is the duty upon 
wool a tax upon the consumption of wool. Butit is a question 
whether we had not better pay it to our own people than to pay 
it toforeigners. The tariff will not cheapen suchanarticle any- 
where. You can not take a raw seein iron or a material 
of that kind and cheapen it by a tariff. There the tariff is a 
protective tariff, not for the purpose of developing the indus- 
try, but for the protection of American labor, pure and simple. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, be- 
fore this point is passed, notto interrupt him at any greatlength, 
I should like to make a suggestion. 

We have on the Pacific coast a large amount of first-class iron 
ore, magnetic and hematite ore. That ore has not been brought 
out of the mine. It is still in the mountains and foothills. The 
vessels that come to the Pacific coast for wheat bring iron there 
in ballast or they bring coal in ballast. We can not develop 
this iron ore in the States on the Pacific coast, particularly in 
the State of Washington, if the protection should be removed 
from iron ore. I take it the Senator from Colorado does not 
mean to say that it would be an advantage for the State of Wash- 
ington, for example, in developing its iron ore if all protection 
should be removed from iron. 

Mr. TELLER. On every oceasion when I have had an oppor- 
tunity I have voted for aduty uponiron. I voted for sucha duty 
on the theory that it is better toopen our own mines and develop 
our own hidden riches than it is to buy from abroad. I have 
never given my vote with the idea that it would cheapen iron 
ore. Itdoes not cheapen iron ore. <A duty will be a benefit to 
us, inasmuch as it will save the American market to the mine 
owners of the United States and be an inducement to them to 
open their mines and develop them and take out their ores and 
sell them. The great point to be considered in all this is the 
demand. 

Products of all kinds depend upon the demand. If you have 
ademand you have a product, and you will not have a product 
withouta demand. The great beauty of the American tariff has 
been that it has preserved to the American people the greatest 
marketinthe world. The manufacturer who can run his factory 
with fifteen hands and make no money, can add ten hands or 
twenty hands and make money. If he can work his factory 
eleven months in the year and live, he can make a profit when 
he works the twelfth month. So the great question is, where is 
the market? Make the demand and the product always follows. 
[t is an elementary principle in political science that demand is 
the firstgreatquestion. Weinsistupon preserving to the Ameri- 
can manufacturer the demand; in other words, the American 
market for American manufactures. 

We who believe in protection as a principle, believe it is bet- 
ter to give the market to our producers, and we believe that in 
a great variety of cases a great big market enables a man to 
manufacture infinitely cheaper than he could with a small mar- 
ket. So the question, I repeat,is one of demand. Make the de- 
mand for your products, and the products will be manufactured 
cheaper. Everybody knows that a mill can manufacture $100,- 
000 worth of products cheaper proportionately than it can man- 
ufacture $50,000 worth or $25,000 worth. The American people 
furnish the great market, a market unlike anything in the 
world. 

There are no 70,000,000 people on the face of the earth who 
consume as the American people consume. Why have we so 
consumed? We have so consumed because we have had an in- 
terchange of commodities with each other. The man who man- 
ufactured iron manufactured it here and sold it to the men who 
manufactured other things here, and one became the consumer 
of the products of the other. Fifty million or 100,000,000 peo- 
ple interchanging with each other are as profitable as inter- 
changing with a foreign nation. What more profit can there 
be for a man from Rhode Island to send his products to Europe 
an@ sell them than to send them to Colorado and sell them? If 
there is any money made in the transaction ia the latter case it 
remains here. It is a theory of modern science at least that in 
the interchange of commodities there is a profit to each man. 
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in the interchange each man stood equal and got what he de- 
sired. But there isa profit toeachone. Thereisa profit tothe 
man who sells and there is a profit to the man who buys. When 
you send your goods abroad, or when you buy abroad, there js 
one profit, and one profit only, and when you trade in interstate 
commerce, between the different States, there are two profits. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to drift into the discussion of 
the tariff question. I have only wished to say upon the wool 
question that there is not any reason why the raisers of wool 
should not be protected. I wish to say to the Democratic side 
of this Chamber that the woolgrowers of the Northwest had 
a right to suppose that when the Democrats abandoned the 
doctrine of free raw material as to iron and coal they would 
abandon it as to wool. . 

Mr. HQAR. Mr. President, I do not propose, after the very 
able and eloquent speech of my colleague [Mr. LODGE], to enter 
into a discussion of this question at the present time. But | 
wish, as the representative of the largest wool manufacturing 
constituency in this country, to indorse every word which has 
fallen from the lips of the honorable Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. TELLER], and to thank him for the generous statement he 
— a. as to the attitude of the manufacturers of New Eng- 

and. 

Mr. President, I know, if I know anything, the feeling of the 
men who have built up the manufacturing towns and Cities of 
that portion of thecouncry. I have lived among them from my 
childhood. They are my personal and political friends. They 
are my companions in leisure. Before I entered public life they 
were my clients. I know their opinion through and through, in 
and out, to the very core of their understanding and their soul. 
They understand perfectly well that not only their honor but 
their interests is inextricably bound up in the matter of the pro- 
tective duty on wool. They know that it would be a base thing 
for them, or for any representative of them, to undertake to se- 
cure by any vote, by any bargain, or by any silence, anadvantage 
to themselves over the farmers who raise the wool in this coun- 
try. The man who anywhere imputes to a New England Sena- 
tor a desire to separate in this matter the fortune of the New 
England manufacturer from the fortune of the farmer who raises 
his material, imputes to him a thing unutterably base. 

Mr. President, free wool is free trade in principle, in policy, 
in substance and in effect, and the statesmanship of the Demo- 
cratic party, drifting without purpose, without calculation, and 
without rudder, and without port, in so many things which this 
bill contains, has shown at least sagacity when it has held on to 
the doctrine and purpose of free wool. Woolis the great ob- 
ject lesson of the protective system. There is not an argument 
for protection anywhere which does not apply in fullest force to 
the protection of wool. The authority of the fathers, the au- 
thority of the great statesmen of the revolution, the authority 
of the great statesmen of the Constitution, the authority of 
their successors of a later date is in favor first and principally 
of this protection. 

The statesmen of the day of the revolutionary war, in the Con- 
tinental Congress declared that that wool might be protected 
was one of the objects of their contest with Great Britain. Wash- 
ington instanced it, as my colleague showed in the interesting 
letter which he made public this morning. It is of infinitely 
more importance as a matter of national wealth and as a matter 
of national strength—of wealth in peace and of strength in war 
that this product should be protected than that any other sin- 
gle product which can be named should be protected. 

Mr. President, it is an interest which affects the farmer. The 
farmer is the bone and sinew of the land, the breeze in the 
brick, the strengthof the mortar. It isaninterest which affects 
almost all portions of the country alike. If you are without 
wool youare defenseless against foreign nations in timo of war, 
as has been well shown here this morning; but when you have 
your wool, even if you have no woolen factories, your women 
can spin it on their wheels and can weave it on their looms, and 
the soldier can be taken care of. 

The competition of foreign and pauper labor applies to this 
article more than toany other. It is a foul shame which the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber are proposing, to 
have the American farmer raise his wool in competition with 
men to whom wool as a garment and wool as a manufacture are 
strangers; that the sheep-owners and farmers of California and 
Oregon and Colorado should be held to a competition with men 
whose only garment is a breechcloth; that they should be held 
to competition with men who may almost be described as the Aus- 
tralian was described, I think by Sydney Smith, as a man whose 
only food was the contents of a watermelon, the shell of which 
he cut-in two, and put one-half of it on his head to protect him 
from the sun, which was his only clothing, and sat down on the 
other half, which was his only pretense of a home. 
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If it were not so disgraceful it would be shortsighted and fool- 
ish for any woolen manufacturers of New England to consent to 
such an arrangement as this. Our statesmanship this year 1s 
not intended for the next six months or the next twelve months. 
It is not intended primarily, stilliless is it intended chiefly, to 


tide over these miserable hard times which a Democratic Ad- | : 
We are dealing with the | 


ministration has brought upon us. 
permanent policies of American statesmanship. 

We want to make our battle here. We know very well that 
if the wool-raising in this country is doomed, sooner or later the 
woolen manufacturer of the country is doomed withit. A little 
advantage which might be got from a schedule in the next six 
months would be an apple of Sodom in the mouth of the people 
of New Engiand. The dead and dry and poisonous apple which 
it is proposed, if it is proposed anywhere, to hold to our lips we 
reject and scorn. 

Mr. President, there is but one interest in this country that 
is in favor of free wool, and that is not a very valuable or a very 
large interest in the country just now. That, as the Senator 
from Colorado well said, is the interest of the consistency of the 
Democratic party. You went into the campaign with free ma- 
terial on your banner. You want to have a little of that motto 
left for another campaign. The Democratic wolf wants his 
sheep’s clothing on the free list; and he is the only being under 
the American flag who is interested in this policy. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has always been friendly and fair to protection. I ama 
protectionist. In framing the tariff act of 1890 everything the 
representatives of the West asked was granted and cheerfully 
voted for by the then dominant par ty on this side. But the sit- 
uation now is peculiar. Wearein the minority. In the other 
House, Mr. STEVENS, a manufacturer of Massachusetts, is a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts if Mr. STEVENS is nota 
free trader and a manufacturer. Of course he is a Democrat; 
but I understood the Senator to say that all the manufacturers 
of the East are protectionists. I admit that a majority of them 
are. 

Mr. HOAR. Idonotwish to be understood as saying that there 
are none. I said a day or two ago that whenever one of the 
very small number of men who thought they could set this bar- 
rel of gunpowder on fire and extinguish it when it was half 
burned, or who thought they could get protection for what they 
made and free trade forall they bought, came to that conclusion 
he at once went over to the Democratic party. The Senator 
will of course excuse me from undertaking to discuss the indi- 
viduality of a colleague of mine in the other House. I believe 
he does take for granted the idea that he can get protectionfor 
his manufactures and free trade for his material. 

Mr. POWER. He is a large manufacturer of woolen goods? 
Mr. HOAR. Sol understand. 

Mr. POWER. And on that account, being a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, it is extremely unfortunate for 
the producer of wool, the farmer, that the conditions are such. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator understands that he is a Demo- 
crat? 

Mr. POWER. I understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. Without knowing much about it, I do not un- 
derstand that the gentleman whom the Senator from Montana 
has named had a great deal of influence with the committee in 
the other House in framing the bill. Whatever changes may 
have been made in the bill Ido not think have come from that 
quarter. 

Mr. POWER. I understood the opposite to be the case, and 
that the bill was framed in this respect by him. All I wish to 
say is that the people of my State will not get any good from 
this arrangement. The result is not what they desire. I tried 
to make it plain this morning. The manufacturers are pro- 
tected, and free wool in a manner placates them, but the sheep- 
grower of the West and of the whole country is to be slaughtered 
and his investment almost annihilated. This is certainly un- 
just. Ido not give up the situation. I should like, if the Sen- 
ator from Missouri or the Senator from Arkansas will consider 
it, to divide the duty between the manufacturer and the farmer 
so as to do justice to both. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Montana will permit me, it 
seems to me, before he makes a proposition of that sort, he ought 
to state the details. What is the division he proposes between 
the manufacturer and the wool producer? Is he authorized to 
state what they are willing to do? 

_ Mr. POWER. The manufacturer of woolen goods is protected, 
is he not? Lask the question of the Senator. Under the pres- 
ent bill of which the Senator has charge the manufacturer is 
protected? 

Mr. VEST. There is a duty upon woolen goods. 
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reads, wool is to | 


Yes, sir: and as the bill 


Mr. POWER. | 
free? 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. POWER. If you would give 30 per cent protection to 


wool, even if you had to take some from the protected woolen 
‘oods, would that be unjust? 

Mr. VEST. How much does the Senator propose to take from 
woolen goods? 

Mr. POWER. Ido not like to take any, but I do not want to 


put all this burden upon the farmer. 

Mr. VEST. I merely wanted to know what the proposition 
was. ° 

Mr. POWER. Ishall present an amendment at the proper 
time. I should be willing to take 5 cents a pound duty on wool; 
[ should be willing to take 40 per cent ad valorem—whatever 
satisfactory to the majority of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. FRYE. And take it off from the woolen manufactures? 

Mr. POWER. Ishould like to have justice done. I do not 
care to take anything off of woolen goods, but I would not stand 
here and allow the farmer to be divested of every privilege and 
right due him, and give it all tothe manufacturers. While Ido 
not want to take a dollar from the manufacturer,and would vote 
to increase the duty on woolen goods, I do want justice done, and 
[ ask that it be done. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator succeeded in killing the woolen 
manufacture he would have a very poor market for his wool. 

Mr. POWER. I understand that the two interests are iden 
tical; but I do ask for and insist upon fair play. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana i 
justly indignant at the treatment which the woolgrower is re- 
ceiving in this bill. He is, and it is not to be wondered that he 
is, smarting under the sense of injustice to the woolgrower. 
But he is too fair and just a man to desire that injustice should 
be done to others because the Democratic party insist upon do- 
ing injustice to the woolgrower. I am sure of that. It would 
be little consolation to him to take part in doing injustice to the 
manufacturer because the Democratic party have been unjust to 
the wcolgrower. I donot think I misstate him in that respect. 

Mr.CAREY. Wiil the Senator from Connecticut allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. The Senator from Connecticut is always fair 
and honorable. Let us get some tariff on wool and then con- 
sider the tariff on woolen goods afterwards. Is it right to com- 
plicate our desire with that of the manufacturers? 

Mr. PLATT. I had not intended to discuss the duty upon 
woolen manufactures: I do not intend to discuss it now. But 
for the remarks which have just been made by the Senator from 
Montana, [ should not have alluded to it, I think, in the 
of my remarks. 

[ will say this, that among all the abhorrent features of this 
bill there is none to my mind so abhorrent as the proposition to 
put wool on the free list, and for manyreasons. There is nothing 
in that article which makes it proper that it should go on the 
free list any more than any othe? production in the United 
States. On the other hand, in my judgment, if the Democratic 
policy is to prevail of putting certain products of the United 
States on the free list, wool should he last produ 
should be placed on the free list. I will give some rea 
it. Lam not going to elaborate them. 

A country that does not produce wool itself, if its 
adapted to such production, will never be a very hi 
ized country. It never will be strong enough to maint 
Those propositions were fully stated this morning i: 
marks of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], ant 
necessary that I should enlarge upon the: WV 
think of having no ships as not to g wool. Iwo 
think of not having an army or anavy as not to grow wool 
have a duty upon wool if necessary to protect its growing. 

[am in entire and thorough sympathy with every 
who desires a duty upon wool. I have always been so. 
has been no changing, no variableness, no shadow of turnin 
with me with regard toit. [have advocated 
I have advocated it upon the stump before 
and workingmen of Connecticut, before the men enga 
woolen shops of Connecticut. Everywhere that my voice h: 
been heard it has been uniformly for a duty upon wool. 

There is another reason besides the great national reason I 
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have given why we should protect the growing of wool in this 
country, and that is because it is an agricultural product, and 
agricultural products are just as much entitled to protection as 
manufactured products, and Ido not know but more so. The 
farmer of thiscountry is having a hard time of it. everybody ish 

ing a hard time it, and perhaps the farmer has the worstend of 
stick. 
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brought about by the threat that this bill is going to be passed than 
people engaged in other occupations. He is shut up tohis farm 
for a livelihood and for the obtaining of the necessaries and the 
comforts and the luxuries of life, for the education of his chil- 
dren, for the developmentof himself and his family. Heisshut 
up to what he can raiseon his farm. Wheat has gone down and 
corn has gone down; the great products on which he has relied 
have coms to be very cheap; and it is very hard for the Ameri- 
can farmer to obtain such returns from his farm as will enable 
him to maintain such a condition of life for himself and his wife 
and his children as he ought to enjoy. Now, there are a mil- 
lion of them in this country who are engaged in the business of 
raising sheep, if Lam not mistaken. It has been stated here 
that there are 1,000,000 flockmasters in this country. 

Mr. PEFFER. There are a million flockmasters. 

Mr. PLATT. S ying nothing about the increased number of 
people whoare engaged in the work and occupation, there are a 
million farmers who have flocks of sheep. Thereare some great 
sheep-raisers in the Northwest, but practically there are a mil- 
lion who on their Jittle farms throughout the United States are 
trying to eke out their incomes by the sheep industry, by small 
flocks, ten, if vou please; a hundred, if you please. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Connecticut will 
remember it is also estimated that there are another million 
people interested as assistants, making 2,000,000 people engaged 
in the sheep industry in this country. 

Mr.PLATT. lUhaveno doubt of it. I think very likely that 
is under the mark. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me just a moment, I 
wish to say that in the Eastern and old Middle States, and all 
the States east of the Mississippi River, most of the owners of 
sheep have but small flocks, flocks of from fifty to one hundred, 
very much upon the plan of old farmers of forty and fifty years 
ago, while the larger flocks are now almost all west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. There are about 60 per cent of the total number 
of sheep in the country now west of the Mississippi. As you get 
into those regions where the pastoral facilities are greater you 
observe that the fiocks are larger. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just whatI was trying to say, that these 
farmers scattered through a great many States 

Mr. PEFFER. All the States. 

Mr. PLATT. Through all the States, are trying now in this 
time of extreme depression and struggle to eke out their living 
and to get some little return from the small flocks of sheep 
which they have, and I can not understand the policy which in 
a time like this, and with the sympathy which is expressed for 
the farmer, expressed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, who told how he loved him, and how he had summered 
and wintered with him and almost slept with him, of all the 
items in the bill puts wool on the free list. It seems little less 
than criminal. It may at least be called insane legislation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Witl the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator is speaking of the sheep indus- 
try scattered all over the whole country. He will find a table, 
which I can hand him,showing the number of sheep, the pounds 
of wool, ete., in each State and Territory of the United States. 
I want to say while I am upon the floor, by the leave of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, that I had the honor of presenting to the 
Senate almost a wheelbarrow load of petitions coming from the 
different States in the Union in favor of a protective tariff upon 
wool. 

The petitions were signed by the persons owning the sheep, 
and each petition stated the number of sheep owned by the per- 
sons signing the paper. So, if that petition was ever looked at 
by the Committee on Finance they were enabled to see exactly 
where the sheep industry is mostly located and the number of 
persons who are engaged in the industry. If the Senator de- 
sires to refer to the table, I have it here. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam familiar with the table, but I am not put- 
ting statistics into this impromptu speech. I said it was almost 
criminal to do this at such a time. 

If agricultural industry were on the highway of success, if the 
returns to the farmer were great, if he was not under the stress 
of necessity, there would be perhaps a little more excuse for 
this, but when he is in the trough of the wave, in the valley 
of the shadow of death, as he is represented to be here, I can 
not understand how it is that the Democratic party propose to 
take away from him this little opportunity to get along and 
make a living outside of the general agricultural business of 
raising his crops. If it were possible by legislative act to have 
the farmer's barn and the grain or the hay in it burned up it 
would be scarcely less criminal than it is to adopt a policy to 
destroy his flock of sheep. 

All over the country everywhere, whether in manufacturing 
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or in rural communities, sheep have been considered as beine 
entitled to the special protection of the Government. Take the 
sheep-raising States. There is not one of them, I think, which 
has not passed a law to pay the farmer for the sheep he may 
lose through the ravages of dogs. I have no doubt that is soin 
Kansas. It is certainly so In my own State. It is so in Ohio, J 
have no doubt. By the States the raising of sheep is considered 
so important that to encourage the farmers to continue it the 
States pay out of the public treasury the loss which he may 
sustain by dogs that tear and lacerate and kill the sheep. Yet 
the great Democratic party of the country is engaged in a policy 
which will compel the farmer to kill them. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that we have no law in Kansas providing for the payment of 
losses sustained by ravages of dogs and wolves and other ani- 
mals, but at different times we have had legislation in order 
to tax dogs out cf existence or to get rid of their ravages in one 
way or another. So we have been trying all along in our his- 
tory to protect the flocks of sheep from the ravages of dogs and 
wild animals. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am opposed to the removal of 
the duty on wool, further, not merely because it is a blow at the 
sheep-raiser and the woolgrower, but also because the blow 
against the system of protection can be dealt with the deadliest 
force in that way. That is the secret and motive of this pro- 
posed action. I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate 
unnecessarily in this matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwish to inquire of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut whether he does not believe that if wool goes upon the free 
list the result inevitably will be that the manufactures of woolen 
goods will go there, too? 

Mr. PLATT. Everything will go there. The Senator need 
not say the manufactures of woolen goods alone, but everything 
that the free trader can reach will go upon the free list or the 
revenue-duty list if the other side can once establish the propo- 
sition of putting wool on the free list. That is the reason why 
this blow is dealt at the sheep-raiser and the woolgrower. 

Mr. President, the whole industrial edifice of the United 
States rests asit were on two pillars, wool and iron, and the free 
trader well knows that if, like Samson, he can break even one 
of those pillars the whole industrial edifice will tumble. If he 
does succeed in it, I warn him thatalthough he may get a little 
temporary success he will be crushed under the ruins. 

So the tactics of the free trader from the commencement have 
been, first, to bribe the manufacturer of woolen goods with the 
idea of free wool and protected manufacture of woolen goods, 
and then, when that has been accomplished, excite the hostility 
of the woolgrower and the farmer against the manufacturer. 
That has been the plan, The first proposition of that plan in- 
volves the idea that the manufacturer of woolen goods can be 
bribed. A very few, exceedingly few, manufacturers of New 
England undertook to represent the views of New England man- 
ufacturers. There is about one in a State, so far as I know. 
They are Democrats or Mugwumps who are anxious to have the 
Democratic party succeed and anxious atthe same time to make 
a little more on their woolen manufacture. So they have car- 
ried the ideato our Southern and Western free-trade Democrats 
that all the manufacturers of New England could be purchased 
by the bribe and could be caught by the bait of free wool. 

But, as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has re- 
marked, I think I know the woole:t manufacturers of the East, 
and I think I know the men who work in the woolen factories of 
the East, and I tell you that you can not find among the fifty or 
sixty woolen establishments of my State more than one manu- 
facturer who has been willing to be purchased by this bribe. Ido 
not know how it is through the other States, but [ think it is the 
same in those States. Notwithstanding all that has been said 
upon the other side, they believe in the protection of American 
industries, not so much because they want to make money, but 
because they do not want American labor degraded. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] said the other dayin 
a little colloquy with me that we were all more or less selfish; 
that there were certain degrees of selfishness; that there were 
some degrees which were not really reprehensible. I suppose 
everybody has more or less of selfishness. The fact is none of 
us would be good for much if we did not have some selfishness. 
If we did not have selfishness enough to make our own way in 
the worid, without trampling upon other’s rights, we should not 
beof much value toanyone. But tell you that neither the New 
England manufacturer nor the New England workman in the 
woolen factories is selfish enough to desire to make way by 
trampling upon the rights of the woolgrower, or farmer, or any- 
body else in this country. 

Nor does the manufacturer wish to ‘nake his money by cut- 
ting down the wagesofhisworkmen. We have no great number 
of woolen establishments with large capital in my State. 4 find 
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that the wholenumber of woolen and worsted establishments in 
Connecticut is sixty-five, and the average capital is $240,000 or 
thereabouts. There is no great aggregation of capital. They 
are establishments of reasonable capital. I think I know what 
I affirm when I say there isno desire on their part to get a little 
paltry advantage, if there were any, in this matter of free wool 
by bringing ruin or injury to the farmers and those engaged in 
the raising of sheep. 

Iam going to vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas |Mr. PEFFER], and I shall vote for it if he will insert 
in it the rates of the McKinley act, because I believe those rates 
are right, because I believe they are needed, because I believe 
that without them we shall not be able to continue this industry 
in the United States. I am going to vote for the amendment 
without any pledge or any knowledge of what will follow if it is 
adopted. If it is adopted Iam going to try to get a reasonable 
duty upon woolen goods, but I am not going to make my vote 


depend upon whether a correspondingly increased duty upon | 
I am going to vote for it because I be- | 


woolen goods is to follow. 
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lieve that the man who engages in the raising of sheep is just | 


as much entitled to a protective duty as the man who engages 
in the woolen manufacture or any other manufacture. 

I can not avoid, at this stage, in the few remarks which I am 
making, alluding to the fact that the pending bill seems tostrike 
its deadliest blow at the farmersall around. It is not woolalone 
which is slaughtered; but there is to be free wheat, free corn, 
free rye, free oats, a reduction of one-half of the duty on hay, 
the largest crop in the United States, and innumerable reduc- 
tions below the protective point upon the products of the farm. 
Why is it? Is the farmer the ‘robber’? Is the farmer the 
‘*robber baron”? Is he the “ FT monopolist ”? 
man who is plundering the people? There is but one reason for 
it; there is but one explanation of the policy of the bill, and that 
I have already given. It is, strike the farmer first, then arouse 
his hostility against the protected industries in the country. 

[ said that the woolen manufacturer of New England was not 
to be purchased by that bribe, and was not to be caught by that 
bait. I have too much faith in the agriculturist of the country 
to believe that he will fall into the trap which has been set by 
the free traders. There is no reason, as I have said, why this 
should be done. No excuse can be given for it. Ifa revenue 
tariff is the doctrine of the Democratic party, there is no article 
upon which a revenue duty could be more properly imposed than 
upon wool. If arevenue duty with incidental protection be the 
doctrine of the Democratic party, there is no article upon which 
an incidentally protective duty could be more properly levied 
than upon wool. This proposition is without excuse, wicked 
and monstrous, throwing away the revenue which is derived 
from this article, and which ought to be derived from it, upon a 
pretended benefit to the consumer of woolen goods. 

I desire to say that free wool will benefit nobody. In my judg- 
ment the consumer of woolen goods will never receive one penny 
of benefit from the destruction of this industry by placing wool 
upon the free-trade list. Suppose he should receive some benefit, 
how much benefit would he receive? Ithink it was the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] who yesterday told us if the person 
who desires to purchase a suit of clothing could have déducted 
from the price the exact equivalent of the duty on wool which 
is taken off, that according to the quality of the suit which he 
might buy he would receive an advantage of $1 or 50 cents, or 
upon the ordinary suit of clothes 25 cents. 

Suppose it is true that he would receive that advantage. I 
believe it not to be true. I will say a little more upon that 

oint soon. But supposeit was true, and suppose you went to- 
day to the ordinary working people of this country who have 
to purchase woolen clothing and you said to them, ‘‘ The great 
sheep-raising industry of this country is about to be destroyed. 
The farmers of this country who desire to protect the industry 
fear that it is going to be destroyed, and they think that by a 
contribution of a half dollar on the part of every workingman 
in this country it could be saved.” Is there a workingman in 
this country who would not put his hand in his pocket and say, 
‘Here is your half dollar; do not destroy the sheep-raising in- 
dustry in the United States?” 

There is not one. The workingmen of this country have 
learned that an injury to one is the concern of all. They donot 
want to see the sheep industry destroyed. They would willingly 
contribute, as willingly as they contribute to sustain their com- 
rades who are on strike, to prevent this beingdone. That bribe 
will not be accepted; that bait will not be seized. 

But, Mr. President, there is to be no benefit to anyone. 
woolen manufacturer is to get no benefit. 


The 
Even if the entire 


protective duty on woolen goods were retained, he would receive 
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the purpose of equal- 
e suffers by having to pay an 


no benefit from free wool. How would he be benefited? 
compensating duty which he oe is for 
izing the conditions under which 
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increased price for his wool by reason of the duty placed upon 
it. I shall not discuss the question whether it is‘an exact 
equalization, but I will assume, for the sake of the argument, 
that it is. 

Suppose you take the duty off wool and take the compensating 
duty off the manufactured product. You have left the manu- 
facturer just where he was before, in competition with the for- 
eigner who is making the same kind of goods. You have not 
benefitedhim. He stands precisely where he did before. Ifthe 
compensatory duty is an exact equivalent of the wool duty, 
and if you take off the compensatory duty and reduce the ad va- 
lorem duties, then you put him into just so much fiercer compe- 
tition with his foreign rival. Last year we had $36,000,000 of 
foreign woolen goods introduced into this country, and by just 
so much as you lower the ad valorem duty by just so much will 
the importation of foreign woolen manufactured goods be in- 
creased. 

There is another condition, Mr. President, which I think will 
work to the disadvantage of the woolen manufacturer and to 
the disadvantage of the whole country in the removal of the duty 
upon wool. Every woolen manufacturer now buys his wool in 
the fleece and treats it in hisown factory. I think that almost 
without exception that is true. He takes the fleece, he has it 
sorted in his factory, he has it washed in his factory, he bas it 
scoured in his factory, he has it carded or combed in his factory, 
it is spun or twisted in his factory, and then woven into cloth 
in his factory. 

The foreign manafacturer proceeds upon a different principle. 
There the business is subdivided. Great establishments with 
great capitalization treat the wool in the preliminary processes 
of manufacture only, and those who weave the cloth and perhaps 
those who spin or twist the wool buy their woolinan akvenast 
stage or process of manufacture, where it has been prepared in 
these great establishments which do nothing else. By those 
means the foreigner has been able to reduce the cost of the 
preliminary stages of manufacture tothe very lowest ‘point. 
He takes advantage of all the economies which come with a 
great business, al] the advantages in purchases, all the advan 
tages in the disposition of waste. 

With free wool the woolen manufacturer of the United States 
will no longer be able to prepare his wool for spinning or twist- 
ing in his own factory, but will be compelled to buy it of the for- 
eign manufacturer. That involves the surrender, the giving up 
of a great portion of the machinery of our woolen manufacturers, 
converting the machinery so far as possible into adaptation for 
other uses. So the American manufacturer will not be placed 
on an equality with his foreign rival if the duty is taken off wool, 
and the compensatory duty is taken off of woolen goods and the 
manufacturers duty suffered to remain, but he will be under dis- 
advantages in his manufacture which do not exist now. So, if 
the manufacturer were looking only to the selfish side of the 
yroposition, if he had no regard for the system of protection, if 
1e had no regard for the woolgrower, if he were willing to suc- 
ceed, prosper, and thrive by trampling down a million farmers 
in the country, he would see, as he has seen, that it is not to his 
interest that wool should be placed on the free list. 

Therefore, when it is suggested, suspected, or intimated in 
any way that free wool is to be regarded as a boon, a benefit to 


the New England manufacturer, I wish once for all to deny it.. 


I wish to deny that they have kept silent on this subject and 
have been willing that it should come while not advocating it. 
With the exception of those few men who have let their poli- 
tics run away with their business judgment to the extent that 
they suppose that in some way or other they might be benefited 
by free wool, there has been no such sentiment among the 
woolen manufacturers of New England. 

Mr. President, I will say a few words about the raw-material 
cry. Even the President of the United States alluded to it in 
his message. I think I haveit here. It is the most astonish- 
ing proposition of the whole message, and I have not heard it 
alluded to before. The President says: 

Even if the often disproved assertion could be made good that a lower 
rate of wages would result from free raw materials and low tariff duties, 
the intelligence of our workingmen leads them quickly to discover that 
their steady employment, permitted by free raw materials, is the most im- 
portant factor in their relation to tariff legislation 

[ understood the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] to say that in 
his letter of acceptance the President »9bandoned the doctrine of 
the Chicago platform and proposed to have the tariff adjusted, 
not on the theory of free raw materials, but of ‘‘ freer” raw ma- 
terials. That was when the Senator from West Virginia was 
talking about coaland iron. But when it comes to wool, it is to be 
free, absolutely free, raw material. By what process of logic, 
by what system of reasoning the President of the United States 
thinks it will be any benefit or any compensation to the work- 
ingman of this country for the lower wages which the President 
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practically admits the workingman will have to take to have | 
free raw materials for the manufacturer, I can not understand | 
or discover. 


SiS SS ; 


Where does the President of the United States suppose that 
with free wool the manufacturer of woolen goods is to sell his 
product so as to give “ steadyemployment” at reduced wages to 
the employé? iefore the election of the present Chief Magis- 
trate the workingmen had ‘‘ steadyemploymert” at high wages 


as compared with any other country on earth. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Connecticut 
will please suspend while the Senate receives a message from 
the President of the United States. 

|At this point a message was received from the President of 
the United States, which appears elsewhere in to-day’s proceed- 
ings. | 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to be interrupted by the recep- 
tion of another message on the subject which I am discussing. 
! should be gratified if the President of the United States 
would send us another message, telling us where he supposes 
the American manufacturer, who has this great boon of free 
wool given to him, as the free trader would make him believe, 
is to sell his goods soas to ‘‘ give steady employment ” at a lower 
rate of wages even to the people whom he employs. 

As { have said, on the day when the Chief Magistrate was 
elected the workingmen had steady employment with a duty on 
wool, There was not a woolen establishment in the United 
States which was not running full-handed and on full time, and 
with better wages than were ever before paid anywhere in tho 
world to workingmen engaged in the sameindustry. We know 
that with protection upon Wool and a reasonable protection upon 
the manufacture of woolen goods, the workingman would receive 
steady employment and not have his —— reduced. History 
teaches that: observation teaches that, and it can not be denied. 

it is said sometimes now that we are proceeding under the 
McKinley act and that the prices of wool at this time are Mc- 
Kinley prices. [I have only to appeal to the Senators from the 
great Northwest, where the wool is grown, for proof of the fact 
that the men who go out to buy the wool from the farmer say 
that they will only offer and do offer only free-trade prices for 
the wool, the price which the wool will be worth with the duty 
taken off, and they will buy at no other rate. Am I not correct 
in this statement? 

Mr. PEFFER. I think the Senator from Connecticut is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. PLATT. So we are not, so far as the wool industry is 
concerned, under the McKinley act or McKinley priceg. We 
are under free trade, The woolgrower already understands what 
it is and what it is to be. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. [will state that the wool buyers of the East, 
who send their agents out among the woolgrowers of the West, 
the Northwest, and the Southwest, instruct them to purchase 
wools upon what the price would be on a free-trade basis, and 
not to purchase wool or to agree to purchase wool upon any 
other basis. Asa result, Kansas woolgrowers, for example, are 
now being offered about 84 cents a pound on the average for their 
wool, when it costs them from 20 to 25 cents to produce it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Il ask the Senator from Kansas how long ago 
that direction to the agents of the wool buyers commenced? 

Mr. PEFFER. This summer; this year’s crop of wool. 

Mr. PLATT. It commenced when the edict went out from 
the Senate Chamber that by the result of a party caucus enough 
Democratic votes were to be cast in favor of this measure to 
make its passage certain. You can not blame people, if they 
believe that the bill is to pass within the next two or three 
months and become a law, for asking those who have articles to 
sell to sell them at the price at which they will have to sell after 
the bill becomes a law. 

I was going to say something as respects the idea that wool is 
a raw material. I think I have a little personal knowledge of 
the question whether labor is expended in the growth of wool. 
It was my good fortune and not my misfortune towork on a farm 
until I was 20 years of age. It was my misfortune, perhaps, in 
that I was not able to acquire the education which I might have 
acquired under different and more favorable circumstances, but 
it was my good fortune in that it enabled me to understand the 
thought, the habit, the desire, the feeling of the agriculturists 
of this country, However far I may have gone away from the 
‘farm I have never grown away [rom the love of the men whom I 
knew in the earlier years I spent upon the farm. I do not be- 
lieve I have grown away from an understanding of them. I do 
not yield to the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES] in m 
love for and appreciation of the men engaged in the mostdigni- 
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fied and independent occupation of the world—the tilling of tho 
soil, 

I have had myself something to do in my early days with 
raisiag sheep. i know how much labor is expended in that in- 
dustry. I have dug them out of the snow in winter, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] suggests has to be done; I have 
washed and sheared them ia the summer; I have looked after 
them the year round; and I knowit is labor which produces the 
wool which is sent to the manufacturer, just as much as it is la- 
bor which produces the cloth which goes to the manufacturer of 
ready-made clothing. No raw material question enters in here, 
It is a purely and simply a malicious desire on the part of the 
tariff reformer to strike down the whole tariff system through 
this most important industry. 

But, Mr. President, nobody is going to be benefited by it. | 
alluded to the fact that I believed any man who buys an ordinary 
suit of clothing in this country would be willing to contribute 
the half dollar, which itis supposed he may possibly gain, to the 
protection of the industry in this country. t know he would do 
it. Buthe will gainnothing, Mr. President. Quality for quality, 
style for style, serviceability for serviceability, the workingman 
can buy hisclothing cheaper inthe United States, notwithstand- 
ing the duty, than clothing can be bought anywhere else on the 
face of the earth. He certainly can buy it cheaper than it is 
bought in eee and I believe that he can buy it cheaper 
than it can be bought inGermany or Belgium. What more does 
he want? Does he suppose that with these duties removed he 
would be able to get clothing stillcheaper? Oh,no. That is 
the favorite argument; that to be sure saan have been falling, 
and we have been getting our manufactured goods cheaper, we 
have been getting our cloths and all the products of the factory 
and the loom cheaper, but if it had not been for the protective 
duty we would have got them cheaper still. Oh,no; take off 
this duty, break down the woolgrowers and the woolen manu- 
facturers, let the foreigner in, and you will find very soon 
whether you will get anything any cheaper or not. 

Is it not encugh that a man can be clothed cheaper, consider- 
ing the quality and style and serviceability of the article he gets, 
in the Uni States than anywhere else? Doyou need any 
other illustration of the benefits of protection? I say nothing 
now about the million of men engaged inthe productionof wool; 
I say nothing about the’several contend thousand men engaged 
in the turning of the wool into cloth and thecloth intoclothing; 
I say nothing about their interests. Take the petty, narrow, 
selfishinterestof whether a man is going to get his suit of clothes 
50 cents or a dollar cheaper, if he gets it cheaper now than any- 
where else in the world, why should he complain? 

Oh, Mr. President, there are a great many things that may 
be too cheap in the world. Perhaps when that statement is ap- 
plied to the individual, it will not be admitted. A man may 
think it is to his interest to buy where he can buy cheapest, but 
let me remind him that he can buy cheapest when there is 
widely extended bankruptcy. Thero is no place where a man 
can buy so cheaply as at a bankrupt sale; and we can have no 
goods so cheap as under a condition of universal or widely ex- 
tended bankruptcy. 

Does the man who gets his cloth or clothing a little cheaper 
because somebody has failed, suppose he gains any advantage? 
If this free-trade wolf gets into our fold and the wool industry 
isstricken down, and the wool manufacturing industry is striciten 
down, and the man who, perchance, is fortunate enough to find 
something to do in some other occupation of life should get his 
suit of clothing 50 cents cheaper, does he think he would be any 
better off for it? 

Mr. President, there are som things which may be alto- 
gether too cheap in the world, and that suit of clothes which is 
so cheap that the American farmer can not raise the wool and 
the American workman can not preduce the cloth under condi- 
tions which will enable them to occupy the grade in society 

and the station in life which the American woolgrower and the 
American workman is entitled to occupy, is far too cheap for 
the individual as well as for the nation. 

Perhaps, before leaving the subject, I ought to say 2 word 
more as to whether we are going to get wool or woolen clothing 
any cheaper after this destructive policy shall have beech put 
into operation. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] would have the wool- 
grower believe that the time will come when he can get more 
for his wool under free trade than now. Why? Because he has 
the advantage, perhaps, in Texas of raising the sheep and pro- 
ducing the wool, and when the industry has been destroyed 
everywhere else in the country, and the sheep which produced 
the wool have been slaughtered, then there will a demand 
spring up which will enable the Toxas sheep-grower to get 4 
higher price for his wool. ' 

is that an argument to be addressed to the American Senate? 
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Undoubtedly the far-off effect of the removal of the duty on wool 
may be to increase the price of wool from its present low free- 
trade price: but there will be few sheep upon which to produce 
it in this country when that time comes, and it would take a long 
time for 1dustry to grow up again under the fear that, in 
some way or other, by false pretenses, the Democratic party may 
again get into power and strike down the duty on wool. Pass 
this bill and the wool-raising industry in this country has re- 
ceived its deathblow for the next quarter of a century at least. 
| want to say a word to our Democratic woolen manufacturers, 
at the door of a few of whom, I think, may be laid a large share 
They are not to remain unscathed. The Sena- 


the lt 


of this trouble. : 
tor from Ohio, fair and just as he is, uttered the other day this 
warning: 

Suppose this bill should pass and the farmers should see that the wool 
which they have been in the habit of raising all over this country could not 
be raised in competition with the wool produced in South America and Aus 
tralia, and yet that there was a high duty of 50 per cent on woolen goods 
manufactured from these very wools imported, it would create a feeling of 
unrest, of opposition, which would lead to the destruction of tigis most im 
portant industry 

That is what the men who are proposing the taking off of the 
duty on wool want. The woolgrower is to suffer first and the 
wool manufacturer next. It is strange that anybody but a be- 
fogged Mugwump woulda not be able tosee that that was what 
was in store for him. I want tocall the attention of these Mug- 
wump and Democratic manufacturers of wool who suppose that 
they can get free wool and have high protective duties upon 
their manufactured product and thus make more money than 
they have been in the habit of making, by way of illustration, 
to the story of Ulysses in Homer’s Odyssey. 

It will be remembered by those who have had the banetit of 
enjoying a classical education, which I have not, and also by 
those who have been able to read translations of the old classics, 
as I have, that after Ulysses had passed by the land where 
the lotus-eaters were and had succeeded in rescuing his men 
from that land, he sailed on until he came to the island where 
the Cyclops resided, and where a one-eyed giant dwelt alone 
ina great cave—Polyphemus, tall and fierce as the giants of 
mythology, combining with his ferocity the pastoral habits of 
those Eastern people. By night he fed his goats and his sheep 
in this great cave, and in the daytime he pastured them on the 
hillsides on the sweet grass and the herbage, and thus he lived 
ferocious and alone. 

Ulvsses.in his wandering with twelve of his men, came to this 
and entered under the great stone door with which the 
blocked the entrance when he shut it up for the night. 
tle entered the cave and awaited the return of Cyclops, and at 
last, when he cume in, his wrath was excited and he immediately 
" seized two of the twelve, hurled them upon the floor, dashing 
their brains out, tore them limb from limb, and ate them, wash- 
ing down the unholy meal with the milk of his goats and his 
sheep. Ulysses and his men were in fear. They skulked in the 
corner of the cave until the morning. In the morning the Cy- 
clops ate up a couple more of them, destroying them, and eat- 
ing them in the same way, and, then, imprisoning Ulysses and 
the remnant of his band in the cave, he went off with his flocks 
to pasture them upon the hillsides. 

During the day they contrived various plans whereby they 
might escape. ‘The only one that seemed practicable was that 
they should get this great giant drunk on wine, and then that 
they should bore out the solitary eye that he had with the fiery 
end of asharp stick. So, when he returned that night, having 
completed all the preparations, Ulysses produced his famous 


Cave 


oe 
Omni 


wine, which was given him by the son of a priest whom he had | 


visited, and said: 


Here, Cyclops, drink some wine after your meal of human flesh, and 
what sort of liquorourship held. [f brought it hither as an offering, in hope 
that you would pity me and send me home. . But you are mad past bearing 
Reckless! Howshould a stranger come to you again from any people, when 
you have done so implous a deed? Solspoke. He took the cup and drank 
itoff, and mightily pleased he was with the taste of the sweet liquor, and 
thus he asked me for it yet again: 

‘“‘Give me some more, kind sir, and tell your name at once, that I may 
give astranger’s gift with which you shall be pleased, Ah, yes; the Cyclops’s 
fruitful flelds bear wine in the heavy clusters, and the rain of Zeus makes 
the grape grow, but this is a bit of ambrosia and nectar.”’ 

So he spoke, and I again offered the sparkling wine. Thrice did I bring 
and give, and thrice he drank it in his folly. Then, asthe wine crept round 
the Cyclops’ senses, in winning words I said to him, “Cyclops, you asked 
my noble name, and I will tellit; but do you give the stranger’s gift, just as 
you promised? My name is Noman. Noman Iam called by mother, father 
and by all my comrades.” 

So I spoke, and from aruthless heart he straightway answered, 
Teat up last. after his comrades; all 
stranger's gift for you.”’ 


That is the free traders’ gift to the manufacturer. 
eat him up last 


e 


* Noman 
the rest first; and that shall be the 


facturer can expect. 
Mr. President, I have detained the Senate perhaps longer 
than f ought to have done. 
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| and our agricultural products on the one hand, 





Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion before he proceeds from that point? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I[should like to ask -him, as he is 80 very famil- 
iar with the classics, if Ulysses, who was a very shrewd man, 
did not finally escape with his men by holding fast to the wool 
of the sheep as they ran out of the cave? 


k 


Mr. PLATT. Yes, that was the way he escaped after he put 
out the eye of the giant Cyclops 

Mr. HOAR. And after he had put out the eye of the Demo 
cratic party. 

Mr. PLATT. This is the most indefensible, the most ine 
cusable, the most vicious possible legislation for the intry 
and for all the people of the country. I despise it in my heart 
and [ denounce it with all my energy. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, this bill will put wool on the 
free list, and thereby add to the free list another product of 


Canadian production. To that extent it will increase to the re 


| lief given to the people of Canada by the reduction of the duty, 


either in part or in whole, upon their natural products. 

[ do not propose at this time to add anything to what I have 
already taken occasion tosay during this debate upon this meas 
ure as one of merely domestic policy. Important that is 


it 


| does not constitute its entire, and I am not prepared to say th 


L think it constitutes its chief,importance. In more ways th 
one, and in no way more vital to the interests of the Americ 
people than in respect to its effect upon our relations with ¢ 
ada, it isa measure of far-reaching foreign policy. 

We hear its reverberations already from beyond the wate 
the Atlantic in its propositions to uproot the policy of recipro 
cal trade with Germany and continental Europe as respects sugar 
and with o 
sister republics of South America and the Island of Cuba upon 
the other. 

All that, Mr. President, which is of so much importance to 
the consumer and the publie of the United States, which 
so much importance and has been of so much benefit to t 
farmers of the United States, is condemned ruthlessly to the 
block. and I do not know but what there a feeling on 
other side of this Chamber, there certainly is in some of the 


n 
in 


‘0 


is of 


is 


offices of the able editors in the land, that the time of the Sen 
ate is wasted by a discussion before the great forum of the 
American people as to the effect of this proposed policy. 

This bill, as I have already taken occasion to dise dari 
the debate, as it was passed by the House of Representati 
and reported to the Senate, abrogated the reciprocity treaty 
with Hawaii. Iam glad to say that that has been altered 
amendment, an amendment in which I hope the House of Rep 
resentatives will agree. 

But I wish at this time to ask the attention of the Sen 0 
some observations which I feel moved to make with regard to 
the effect of this bill upon our relations with our neighbors of 
Canada, and therein and thereby of the most far-reaching con 

i sequence to them and to us as common citizens of one continent. 

lam free tosay, Mr. Prosident, that when the Senate consid 

ered the McKinley bill and passed it four years ago, it r 
took very little account of its effect upon Canada. We passed 
in that measure a schedule on agricultural l other natural 
productsof Canada of the utmost consequence to them, and, in 
a certain sense, of the utmost disastrous consequence to them, b 
in doing it we really took very little thought of them. [doubt 
if more than a very few members of either House of Congress 





; They will | 
the woolgrower first, and that is all the manvu- | 





| should: hold in equal esteem the products of the 
| products of the loom and the anvil, we enacted the provisions of 


had their attention drawn to the great and important effect on 
our Canadian neighbors of the provisions of that bill. 

The farmers of the United States—the Republican farmer 
wanted protection. They said if there was protect 
given to the manufacturer they wanted protection to the farmer, 
and out of regard for them, and out of regard for their circum- 
stances, and for the consistency of the policy of protection, which 
oil and the 


ion to 


that law, which also, as I have said, had their effect upon the 
natural products of Canada. We, in fact, were involved in a 
profound self-contemplation, and were lost toall thought of an 
body outside of or a/iunde ourselves. 

When the McKinley bill was passed, with its agricultural 
schedule and the duty onlumber and coal, the American market 
was secured to the American producer, and that, too, without 
any additional cost to the American consumer. Prices did not 
rise within the wide limits of this broad land, because the con- 
sumer was left to the industry and capacity of the American 
farmer andlumbermanand miner. Our splendid resources were 
fully adequate to that task. We needed for that purpose no as 
sistance from Canada—nuon tali auvilio—and from that source no 
additional cost thereby has been put upon the American people. 

As shown, however, by the figures of the tables. which I will 
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beg leave to submit to the Senate, the duties upon the products 
introduced into the United States from Canada all fell upon the 
Canadian producer, and we enforced that much of a right royal 
contribution to the American exchequer, and to that extent 
augmented our revenues from our neighbor. i 

The McKinley legislation, Mr. President, if I may call it so, 
is an object lesson upon both sides cf the line. It shows to the 
American farmer what an easy remedy he has against foreign 
competition, and how he can secure for himself the plenitude 
of our domestic market for his product, a matter of concern the 
largest at times when we are met in the markets of the world 
by all the problems of Asiatic and South American and Aus- 
tralian and other foreign cémpetition, and all the complexity 
of the problem of silver as a money metal. 

To the Canadian it was an object lesson at the same time. It 
showed to him the absolute uncertainty of the American market 
for him so long as he chooses to indulge in the luxury of being 
either foreign to the United States ora British dependency; that 
whatever crop he may plant, whatever particular manufacture 
or mining plant he may establish, its prosperity and welfare or 
its destruction are dependent upon the vicissitudes of American 





politics, and upon the action taken in this Legislature over | 


which he has no control. 

The bill now before the Senate, for the first time in American 
history, proposes to give and hand over to the Canadians almost 
«a free market in their natural products, absolutely without any 


compensation in return. The history of our reciprocal relations | 
| to 1893 inclusive, and also a table, which is a recapitulation of 


with Canada is important and interesting in this connection. 
Our statistics available are only to be found from 1821 to the 
present time. In 1846 the British Government took the great 
and impressive step for themselves of free trade, and in the same 
act cut up by the roots the theretofore diffierential advantages 
they had given to their colonies and dependencies in their trade 
with the mother country; and Canada found herself cut off from 


ain. 

At the same time she found herself face to face with an ad- 
verse tariff in the United States. The Walker tariff, of which 
we have heard such encomiums in this discussion, placed high 
duties upon agricultural products and the natural products of 
Canada. So it came about that there was at that time in Can- 
ada a condition of profound discontent, so great that the Brit- 
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ish Government sent one of its first statesmen over there as 


| governor-general, Lord Elgin; and, as we are told by an emi- 


nent publicist of England, Lord Elgin himself wondered that 
the Canadians had rested under the adverse conditions which 
affected them. 

As a remedy, he came to thecity of Washington and proposed 
to the then Democratic Administration the reciprocity treaty, 
since known by his name, which was adopted by this country. 
It offered to the United States reciprocity in the natural prod- 
ucts of Canada by giving to the United States a free market for 


| agricultural and the like products in Canada in return for free 


markets for such Canadian products in the United States. That 
convention and arrangement was what is known as “ jug- 
handled ”—it was all on one side. 

There was no market for which we cared in Canada for the 
articles which by the treaty were made free. It was everything 
to her to have a free market in the United States for her nat- 
ural products that we thus gave to her free, while she retained 
her existimg duties upon manufactures, and thus excluded us to 


| the extent of her duties from selling our manufactures in her 


markets, wherein and whereby alone we could get any advan- 
tage. 

I submit at this point some tables which have been prepared 
by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department in re- 
sponse to an inquiry by a resolution of the Senate, giving a re- 
capitulation of the trade of the United States with the British 
North American Provinces for the years running from 1821 up 


these annual reports by periods, showing in one set of figures the 
exports from the United States to Canada and in the other the 
exports from Canada to the United States. The periods are co- 
temporaneous with what may be called the tariff periods of the 
United States, and I do not think that such tables have ever be- 


| fore been prepared. 
an a‘vantageous market for her natural products in Great Brit- | 


The periods are as follows, giving the years inclusive: 182] 
to 1832, 1833 to 1845, 1846 to 1855, 1856 to 1866, being the period 
of the Elgin treaty; 1867 to 1873, that being the year when our 
tariff was first materially reduced; 1874 to 1883, when occurred 
the next reduction of our tariff; 1884 to 1890, the year of the 
enactment of the McKinley law, and 1891 # 1893, the last year 
for which we have at this time available figures. The tables 
are as follows: 


Trade of the United States with British North American Provinces. 
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Exports. Imports. Excess of 
Years ending— Pak ta mee —_——_——— a ee —_————_———— exports (—) or 
| Domestic. Foreign. | Total. Free. Dutiable. | Total. imports (-+-) 
| ! 
September 30 | 
1821 = #2, 009, 596 #4, 933 $2, 014, 529 #220, 541 #180, 959 $401, 500 | —$1, 613, 029 
1822 1, 882, 587 16, 286 1, 898, 873 229, 672 138, 920 | 268, 592 —1, 530, 281 
1BZB .. ee nnn e ewe nw nenn. eseen ce cceeccccees 1, 821, 296 5, 907 1, 827, 203 87, 258 156, 781 | 244, 039 —1, 583, 164 
RS 1, 780, 350 2,617 1, 782, 967 180, 705 230, 22! 410, 984 —1, 372, 03: 
1825 2,554, 292 1,740 2, 556, 032 200, 700 218, 7: 419, 488 —2, 136, 544 
1826 . 2, 105. 115 21, 430 2, 126, 545 275, 813 153, 144 428, 957 —1, 697, £88 
1827 , 803, 382 6, 075 1, 809, 457 178, 045 112, 566 290, 611 —1, 518, 816 
1, 544, 788 3,114 1, 547, 902 169, 920 97,795 267,725 —1, 280, 177 
1829 2, 138, 104 552 2, 138, 656 189, 038 147, 567 336, 605 —1, 802, 051 
1830. ...... ond sch -kcudintabheeminhtnsbesca=kied 2,741, 211 8, 021 2, 749, 232 236, 180 161, 844 398, 024 —2, 351, 208 
BEE she ahh 5 000096 cusp nenknn sana eeeeeibeiiahinds staat 3, 070, 292 9, 3, 079, 838 300, 457 287, 255 587,712 —2, 492, 126 
DEED ca ndha ss sonandeedaun covestnonetoencsndegekeiund 3, 315, 269 28, 122 3, 343, 391 296, 286 390, 495 686, 781 —2, 656, 610 
MD ccvcppcubuskant Senevane subeyhbinnedeasyebesnaun 4, 033, 781 66, 299 4, 100, 080 536, 236 439, 277 975, 513 —3, 124, 567 
SEE ctinnscned shtesbasndsshiidewesneen ddanebaneebanee 3, 077, 209 57, 567 2, 154, 776 582, 604 313, 771 896, 380 —2, 238, 3: 
er 3, 364, 246 44, 859 3, 409, 105 614, 148 623, 620 1, 237,7 —2, 171, 33 
i ctnainatpinataattih Giena seman one bndeeienetndis opineies 2, 424, 265 162, 563 2, 585, 828 1, 093, 701 787, 396 1, 881, 097 — 705,7 
1837 2, 739, 349 136, 512 2, 875, 861 982, 927, 757 1, 910, 661 — 965,20! 
1838 2, 155, 229 138, 054 2, 293, 283 620, 682 484, 176 1, 104, 858 —1, 188, 425 
DI 00. ite hinicaliers Sumendebenhed te bine kclacaieabiae 3, 408, 470 139, 684 3, 548, 154 879, 843, 528 1, 723, 364 —1, 824, 790 
1849 , 884, 466 204, 035 6, 088, 501 610, 777 616, 819 1, 227, 596 —4, 860, 905 
1841 6, 270,790 187, 673 6, 458, 463 821, 546 670, 750 1, 492, 296 —4, 965, 167 
1842.2... 5, 903, 143 2 6, 131, 233 359, 857 634, 075 993, 932 | —5, 137, 301 
10 30 
- 1813 2, 555, 571 82,517 2, 638, 088 154, 602 299, 549 454, 151 —2, 183, 937 
eee 5, 297, 186 707, 473 6, 004, 659 264, 92! 574, 791 1,019, 720 —4, 984, 93: 
fe45 4, 691, 417 873,714 5, 565, 131 225, 217 880, 387 1, 105, 604 —4, 459, 52 
BE soo: wa cig tama teniahoalee hs iniaindinn Aaleasibens aisles 5, 790, 766 1, 363, 7 7, 154, 533 348, 531 966, 143 1,314, 674 —5, 8: 
1847 ...... isk ewnss b0ins bone nten oh ania eae 5, 809, 467 1, 685, 801 7, 495, 268 505, 678 1, 174, 798 1, 480, 476 | —6, 014, 78 
a Kibine SoNsE babe base ~seoactonseal 5, 994, 059 1, 832, 696 7, 826, 755 268, 075 2,418, 244 2, 686, 319 —5, 140, 436 
BE tick beeovewen ~ebbathbbbnsanasarcabempeenanae 5, 932, 106 1, 990, 661 7, 922, 767 278, 268 2, 085, 951 2, 364, 219 | —5, 548 
 diinoee ix a ee eae Le 7, 725, AAT 1,790, 744 9, 515, 991 322, 637 4, 856, 863 5, 179, 500 | —4, v1 
Oe a slide es week tbat Siti om inseam eebadn tee 9, 050, 357 2, 719, 735 11, 770, 092 276, 648 5, 093, 070 5, 279, 718 —6, 490, 374 
RS ERR RS ee He ee eee 6, 604, 097 3, 625, 511 10, 229, 608 339, 435 5, 130, 010 5, 469, 445 —4, 760, 163 
DEES Si cat dinnendoe bi eee tneaenesGhasicane heen | 7, 301, 327 5, 131, 270 12, 432, 597 395, 091 6, 132, 468 6, 527, 559 —5, 905, 038 
1854 SIR A PE ON eee F 15, 005, 244 9, 068, 164 24, 073, 408 495, 995 8, 288, 417 8, 784, 412 —-15, 288, 996 
BID onc ccna ccanikact cd unc: socnveeessee ae | 15, 746, 642 11, 995, 166 27, 741, 808 8, 085, 678 7, 032, 611 15, 118, 289 —12, 623, 519 
1856 * jon na Nee a co alee ee 22,710, 697 6, 314, 652 29, 025, 349 20, 454, 890 821, 724 21, 276, 614 —7, 748, 735 
| ere ; Baud svinghlp aie 19, 820, 113 4, 318, 369 24, 138, 482 21, 281, 172 827, 744 22, 108, 916 | —2, 029, 566 
rare 19, 591, 758 4, 012, 768 23, 604, 526 15, 293, 104 491, 732 15, 784, 836 ~-7, 819, 690 
1859* 21, 724, 947 6, 384, 547 28, 109, 494 18, 553, 850 733, 715 19, 287, 565 —B8, 821, 929 
1860* . 18, 657, 029 4, 038, 889 22, 695, 928 22, 902, 386 670, 410 28, 572, 796 -+- 876, 868 
1861* 18, 814, 615 3, 861, 898 22, 676, 513 22, 204, 078 520, 411 22, 724, 489 Te 47, 971 
1862* __. 18, 185, 224 2, 387, 846 20, 573, 070 17, 981, 767 529, 258 18, 511, 025 —2, 062, 015 
1863* 24, 967, 894 2, 651, 920 27, 619, 814 16, 503, 591 981, 195 17, 484, 786 —10, 135, 028 
1864* 24, 188, 147 2, 386, 477 26, 574, 624 27, 946, 755 1, 661, 981 29, 608, 736 -+-8, 034, 112 
1865* 27, 045, 024 1, 784, 378 , 829, 402 31, 962, 960 1,301, 443 33, 264, 403 -+-4, 435. 001 
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Trade of the United States with the British North American Provinces —Continued. 













































MERCHANDISE. 
Exports. | Imports. Excess of 
Years ending— EAS pat shame = eee aca agen ear e aeennRi — exports (—) or 
Domestic. Foreign. Total. Free. Dutiable. Total | imports (++). 
September 30 | 
i *P 866 on cone cone nn news cncccoscsccscosesscccsoscouccs 22, 380, 652 2, 448, 228 24, 828, 880 43, 029, 389 5, 499, 2¢ 48, 528, 628 123. 699, 748 
1867... 2-2 -- 2 2-- = --nn enn nnn n ee nre enn n nee n nee n eens 17, 295, 837 3, 724, 465 21, 020, 302 1, 890,718 | 23, 153, 287 25, 044, 005 14 023. 703 
Ne a a i oa aa hin eel 21, 419, 222 2, 661, 555 24, 080, 777 1, 762, 840 | 24, 498, 539 26, 261, 379 12 180, 602 
SRO SERIE RES Se ene is ent SS 20, 085, 805 3, 295, 666 23, 381,471 3,011, 630 26, 282, 136 29, 293, 766 +5, 912, 205 
ee aa ocd _ 21, 060, 369 4, 278, 885 25, 339, 254 2, 669, 901 | 33, 595, 427 36, 265, 328 +10, 926, 074 
Rona Cee nha Cindi puavawianrag dak | 27, 564, 344 4,711, 832 32, 276, 176 2,781, 254 29, 760, 883 32, 542, 137 | |. 265, 961 
TN eo o dudunsidwanbuas ceae 24, 426, 465 4, 984, 989 29, 411, 454 4, 715, 379 | 31, 631, 551 | 36, 346, 930 | 1-6, 935, 476 
Baio tii nceniasewe ements a -| 30, 361, 368 4, 203, 745 34, 565, 113 6, 275, 425 31, 374, 107 37, 649, 532 | +3, OB4, 419 
ae i a oo tia aabaater ee eeas | 38, 883, 931 4, 589, 243 43, 473, 174 8, 409, 649 25, 956, 312 34, 365, 961 | 9, 107, 213 
I a ieee aa ull | 32, 238, 965 3, 986, 770 36, 225, 735 7,522, 753 20, 749, 173 28, 271, 926 | 7, 953, 809 
 casesu din it at crac cht chaste erage tilda aaa 31, 526, 415 8, 477, 716 35, 004, 131 7, 164, 089 21, 846, 162 | 29, O10, 251 5, 993, 88C 
Beach csatsdenic ddan acces sacceus eek as xdene can 36, 676, 160 2, 698, 020 39, 374, 180 6, 809, 862 17, 467, 516 24, 277, 378 | 15, 096, 802 
1878 Ee id. ne ania uke waa tae ee 34, 929, 072 3, 355, 349 38, 284, 421 7, 403, 772 17, 954, 030 25, 357, 803 | 12, 926, 619 
1879 _. ae REDE SOON ES 28, 381, 569 2, 462, 133 30, 843, 702 7, 403, 408 18, 730, 146 | 26, 133, 55 4,710, 148 
TN a ne ake 28, 062, 680 2,713, 191 30, 775, 871 9, 512, 820 23, 701, 520 | 33, 214, § }-2, 438, 469 
1881 nr eS Ie lah 35, 793, 031 3,719, 845 39, 512, 876 10, 896, 286 27, 145, 661 38, 041, 947 1, 470, 929 
i kr me et een dae 35, 289, 859 3, 279, 953 38, 569, 822 12, 658, 318 38, 455, 157 61,113,475 12, 543, 653 
a a a aa la 42, 831, 005 3, 749, 248 46, 580, 253 | 14, 201, 349 30, 539, 527 44, 740, 876 | 1, 839, 377 
1884 ..... iis | 42,510, 932 | 3, 900, 518 46, 411, 450 15, 237, 307 23, 778, 533 | 39, 015, 840 —7, 305, 610 
nk: cha gues: Wedd abemetachare 35, 976, 815 | 4, 148, 092 40, 124, 907 12, 871, 884 24, 088, 657 | 36, 960, 541 | 3. 164. 366 
WG. Sot 2c : 31, 953, 124 | 2, 831, 897 34, 785, O21 | 12, 042, 627 25, 453,711 | 37, 496, 338 | > 711, 317 
Re a oi ag aa kk Cae Re rs 33, 495, 408 2, 666, 944 36, 162, 347 | 11, 885, 368 | 26, 130, 216 | 38, 015, 584 | 1, 853, 237 
1888 . a | 34, 432, 059 2, 813, 060 37, 245, 119 12, 917, 954 30, 166, 169 | 43, 084, 123 | >, 839. 004 
1889 _.. s au Abhiine whe aimee akan Unease 39, 806, 682 2, 334, 474 42, 141, 156 13, 519, 114 29, 490, 359 | 43, 009. 473 | 868, 317 
RI afoot A) ks ee ee 38, 544, 454 2, 959, 358 41, 503, 812 12, 139, 489 27, 257, 491 39, 396, 980 2, 106, 832 
a | 37, 445, 515 2, 098, 240 39, 443, 755 11, 752, 344 27, 682, 191 39, 434, 535 9, 220 
Re ssn on Naa ee at ee aa aa 42, 580, 578 2, 305, 410 44, 885, 988 9, 923, 299 25, 411, 248 35, 334, 547 9,551, 441 
Ure ae : 44, 830, 203 | 3, 798, 305 48, 628, 508 11, 649, 414 26, 536, 928 | 38, 186, 342 10, 442, 166 
RECAPITULATION, BY PERIODS. 
> | > er ce of Tots 
Exports. Imports. | Excess of “Tae Total 
wa ‘ ee ce Le | exports (—) —_ 
Ted Pan Vaal 3 or imports |" putia-| “per 
| Domestic. | Foreign. Total. Free. Dutiable. Total. | (+). Pree.| We. | annus 
| | | 
1821 to 1832 (12 years) -.-. ou $26, 766, 282 $108, $43) $26, 874, 625 $2,564,625) 82,276,343) 4,840, 96s! — #22, 033, 637) 52. 97 47.03) $2, 642, 966 
1833 to 1845 (13 years)............. sccnenddnedsaceccl dae \ oa 040! 54, 834, 162; 7,747,030) 8,275, 901' 16, 022, 940) 38, 811, 222) 48. 35 51.65) 5, 450,546 
1846 to 1855 (10 years). .....-.---...-..----.--.-----..-| 84,959,312) 41, 208,515) 126, 162, 827 11,116,036; 43, 088, 575) 54, 204,611, —71, 958, 216) 20. 5! 79. 49) 18, 036, 743 
1856 to 1866 (11 years) *........... oe ee ..{ 238,086,100) 40,589,982) 278, 676, 082/258, 113,942) 14, 088,852) 272,152,794) — 6,523,288) 94. 47 5.53! 50, O75, 352 
Fr OO EEE 6 enddecd decd nunwaccakicceuzecats | 162,213,410) 27, 861,137) 190,074,547) 23, 107, 147) 200, 295, 930| 223,403,077) +435, 328, 530) 10.34 89. 66) 59, 068, 218 
ET SEI on, wclininn dabatnntnedeseeebumndges | 344, 612, 687| 34,031, 478) 378, 644, 165) 91, 982, 806) 242, 545, 204) 334,527,510) —44, 116, 655) 27. 49 72.51) 71,317, 168 
I ID ion nn ceemhnmnarinnadden wadeaeee | 256, 719, 469) 21, 654, 343) 278, 373, 812) 90, 613, 743) 186, 365, 136) 276, 978, 879 1, 394, 933) 32.71 67. 29) 79, 336, 099 
Ee HEE OF OUEEE baiccccupesadden cotagccuciuscsecesal 124, 756, 296; 8, 201, 955) 132, 958, 251] 33, 325, 057| 79, 630, 367) 112, 955, 424 20, 002, 827) 29.49! 70.51 81,971, 225 


This table, when you come to rest your eye upon it, is most 
instructive. It discloses the fact that in the year preceding 
the adoption of the reciprocity treaty, both the exports and the 
imports between Canada and the United States were greatly 
augmented, and that that increase of trade has continued almost 


* Period of reciprocal trade. 


without intermission from that time until the present; but it | 


shows also that there was a great advance of the free imports | 


by reason of the Canadians taking advantage of the trade in 
those articles which came in free under the treaty; and a corre- 
sponding falling off of the articles which were dutiable, thereby 
proving that, while the volume of the trade was not so greatly 
increased, the burden of the tariff of the United States under 
the treaty was taken off of the Canadian exporters and the loss 
borne by us; while both before and after the treaty it was borne 
by the Canadians. 

For instance, the amount of free imports into the United States 
from Canada in 1854 amounted to only $495,995, while in 1855, 
and presumably in the three and one-half months between the 


16th day of March, when the treaty took effect, and the 30th day | 
of June, when the fiscal year ended, the free imports from Canada | 


amounted to the enormously increased sum of $8,085,678, while 
the dutiable imports from Canada, which were in 1854 $8,288,417, 
fell in 1856, the first full year of the treaty, to $821,724. The 
last year of the treaty, 13866, when it was abrogated, the free 
imports had increased from the sum of $495,995 in 1854, to the 
enormous sum of $43,029,389; and the dutiable goods imported 
that year were $5,499,239, being a great increase over any pre- 
vious period of the treaty, they ranging from as low as $491,732 
in 1858, to $1,661,981 in 1864. 

With but one other conclusion shall I burden the Senate from 
these tables, and that is in respect to the balance of trade. The 
balance of trade in our favor when we entered into this reci- 
procity convention was $15,288,996 in 1854; in 1855, during which 
we were only under the treaty for three months and a half, the 
balance in our favor was $12,623,519. It immediately fell off 
under the treaty and went as low as $47,976 against us in 1861. 
The balance against us in 1866, the last year of the treaty, was 
€23,699,748, while under thy McKinley act the balance was, the 
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first year, 1891, in our favor $9,220 
$10,442,166. 

I shall leave these tables, however to speak 
and shall not trouble the Senate with drawing 
ductions from them. 

It will be remembered by some of the older members of the 
Senate that in 1874 Canada, through the British minister, ten- 
dered to the United States a renewal of the reciprocity treaty 
of 1864, with the addition theretoof alarge listof manufactured 
articles of the United States, which would be admitted into Can- 
ada free of duty. President Grantsubmitted that project to the 
Senate for its consideration and advice, and the Senate advised . 
against it. That was the action of Congress in 1874 o0n the ques- 
tion of reciprocity. 

In 1892, under the pressure of Canadian politics and the effect 
of the McKinley act upon their trade, the government of Sir 
John A. Macdonald, who was at that time alive and the premier, 
through their representatives, members of the Canadian min- 
istry, and the British minister here, presented to Secretary 
Blaine, under President Harrison's Administration, a proposi- 
tion for the renewal of reciprocity relations. They offered to 
Mr. Blaine to renew the treaty of 1854, and that he respectfully 
declined. Mr. Blaine told them that he would only consider 
the project of reciprocity as it should include -ertain manufac- 
tured articles to be agreed upon, as well as natural products. 

Before any answer could be given, however, by the Canadian 
representatives to that proposition, they put a further question 
to him as to whether the United States would require, in the 
event of the conclusion of such an arrangement, that whatever 
advantages should be given to the United States by the reduc- 
tion of the Canadian tariff on our manufactured goods, should be 
exclusive to the United States, or whether weshould be willing 
to have it granted to Great Britain and her other dependencies 
and colonies. Mr. Blaine’sanswer was that it must be exclusive 
to the United States; that we should not be willing to submit 
our tariff arrangements in that way to Great Britain, and should 
not be willing that whatever advantages by this convention 
should be given to the United States should be given to Great 
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Britain and her dependencies. Thereupon, sofarasthis-branch | sense of Mr. Chamberlain, who was a practical man, tendered to 


of the conference was concerned, the representatives of Canada | the United States what is known as the modus vii ndi, under 


terminated it. 

So, Mr. President, was shown by this very adroit and states- 
manlike treatment of these negotiations by our great premier, 
the utterly illusory character of any proposition for reciprocity 
between the United States and Canada. 


What shall be our policy toward Canada, the policy of the | 
McKinley law or the polleyof this so-ealled Wilson bill? I sub- 
mit that our true policy toward Canada must be governed, 
under present conditions, not'so0 much by commercial as: by po- 


litical considerations, and that it must be governed by the great 


fact of our geographical proximity and of her membership as a | 


dependency of the British Empire. 
it is not the same case as it would be if we were dealing with 


dependency. Indeed it isnot the same: case at all, because all 
the reasons lead to the conelusion that they never would ask far 
any special arrangement with. us of! that kind. Canada only 
asiced for a speeial reciproeal treatment from us in our tariff be- 
cnuse of her geographical proximity, and indeed her geograph- 
ical proximity is the great:vital. fact amd consideration in this 
policy. 

i submit, Mr. President, that the outstanding difference be- 


which American fishermen pay to the Canadians for the enjoy- 
ment of these rights of hospitality—to land on Canadian shores 
to dry their fish, procure bait and seines and nets and outfits 
and transship their catch of fish—$1.50 per ton per annum on 
the tonnage of their vessels. 

That modus vivendi has been continued. Thus in this uncer- 
tain way the fisberies question between the United States and 
Canada remains outstanding, and promises to remain outstand- 
ing while Canada remains a part of the British dominion. 

Another difference arising out of the treaty of 1871 is the Ca- 
nadian discrimination in respect to canal tolls. Under that 
treaty Canada, in respect to her Welland and St. Lawrence Ca- 


; l with | nals,and the United States, in regard to the Sault Ste. Marie and 
Australia, or the Cape Colonies, or India, or any other British | 


tween Canada and the United States, growing out of. the fact. | 


that we are undertwo different governments, never has received 


a settlement, and never will receive a settlement until we ceasa | 


to be members of separateempires and become membersof one. 

| beg the attention of the Senate to a hasty résumé of these 
outstanding differences, which can not be left out of account in 
any adequate consideration which is given to this subject. ‘The 


first in time, if not the first in importance, is the ancient and | 


outstanding difference with regard to the fisheries. Under the 
treaty of 1418, negotiated on our part by. Albert Gallatin and 
Richard Rush, the American. fishermen could only land on Ca- 


nadian soil in order to obtain: sholter and repair damages, for | 


woodand water, andfor no other purpose. Ithas beencontended 
by our Government that circumstances havealtered the criginal 
construction of that treaty; and. that we have the right:under it 
toenjoy all the ordinary rightsof hospitality in Canadian ports: 


St. Clair Flats Canals, agreed to grant each to the citizensof the 
other country the same privileges that were granted to citizens 
of its own country in these canals. 

In the face of that the Canadians imposed tolls of 20 cents:a ton 
for all transportation th: ough the Welland canal and the other 
canals and allowed a drawback of 18 cents a ton on all grain 
shipped to Montreal, thereby giving a differential rate of 18cents 
a ton to the grain shipped to Montreal, for the obvious purpose 
of building up the commerce of that port to the injury of the 
commerce:of American ports and through American canals or 
transportation in our own country. 

This was-called to the attention of the British commissioners 
by: Mr. Blaine in February, 1892. According to Mr. Blaine’s 
account they promised to rectify this discrimination, but aecord- 
ing to their own account they only promised to take it into con- 
sideration. When they got back to Ottawa it was found that 
the Canadian government was unwilling to discontinue this 
discrimination which it was making in plain violation of the 


| treaty. Thereupon President Harrison after due deiiberation 


That has been steadily resisted. by. the-Canadians, who have, , | 
in asserting the right they claim. under the. treaty; denied: to»| 


Aimerican fishermen theprivilegeof landing in their portsforthe 


obtainment of bait, seines; supplies, or outfit, or the transmission | 


of their catch of fish to United States ports. Their reason for re- | 


fusing to give to American fishermen the commonest rights of 
hospitality has been that they want to force the United States 
togive them a free market for the fish, caught’ by Canadian 
fishermen: and on that we have had a long outstanding: differ- 
enee. It. was one of the matters: brought into the. treaty of 
Washington in 187]. 

By that treaty it was agreed that we should let Canadian: fish 
be brought.in froe for ten years, ifonths other hand theserights 
t have spoken of, hitherto denied, were given for a.like period 
to American fishermen. Butinasmuch as the Canadians con- 
tended that the rights they granted.were more valuable than the 
rights they obtained by the treaty, we provided for an arbitra- 
tion of such difference and the paymentof the sum so awarded. 
We went into the arbitration and we were astonished to find as 


an off-set to the $15,000,000 awarded us under the treaty.of Wash- | 


ington for the Alabama claims, an award of $5,000,000 against us 
to Canada fer this alleved superiority of rights granted to us 
over what was granted ito them in their fisheries. 

Mr. FRYE. An award made by a packed court: 

Mr. HIGGINS. Laceept the statement of the Senator from 
Maine. He knows:more about it than I do, for L was not then 
in public life. Butonthe abrogation or expirationof the treaty 
of I871, no other arrangements. having been entered into, the 
Canadians began 2 systematic harrying of our fishermen, seiz- 
ing their vessels-and condemning them in their courts in order 
to compel the United States-to admit their fish free. 

[ call the attention of the Senate and the country to: the: fact 
that they never tried that with a Republican Administration, 
but they did it in Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration, that 
Administration being full believers inthe doetrine of free trade, 
which then would admit Canadian fish free, asit isnow proposed 
to admit Canadian fish free under the pending bill. 

ut they proposed atreaty: and a negotiation wasentered upon 
in the city of Washington that resulted in the draft of a treaty 
known as the Chainberlain treaty, negotiated on the part of Eng- 
land by Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, which admitted Canadian fish 
free upon their granting to the fishermen of the United: States 
these rights in Canadian ports. That treaty was rejected by the 
Senate of the United States, then under a Republican:majority. 
Thereupon these commissioners, probably indebted to the good 





retaliated by imposing alike discriminatory tariff upon all Cana- 
dian vessels passing through the American Sault St. Marie 
Canal, and there the matter has remuiued but for the reason that 
the Canadians are paralleling our canal at that’ point with one 
of theirown.construction,. which is about reaching the pointiof 
completion. When it is-completed they will have asystem in 
itself‘complete from one end of their country to the other with- 
outthaving to-use: any part. of the American canals, and being 
ind® pendent they propose to diseriminate to their heart’s con- 
tent. That:is the: attitude they assume towards ug in that re- 
spect. 

Buta. matter of very much more importance is theaggressions 
of the Canadian railways upon American railways and transpor- 
tation:interests in:the internal commerce of the United States. 
As we.all. know, the:policy was-adopted at the very outset of our 
Government that: all coastwise: commerce must be carried in 
American ships. Not a pound:of British. or Canadian or other 
foreign: freight between. American: ports could. be carried in 
other than: American: bettoms; and such is the law to-day. It 
is the law upon the Great. Lakes.quite as: much as itiis upon the 
seaboard .on either the Atlantic or the Pacific coast. Yet there 
has grown up & practice only permitted, not authorized by 
law, by which Canadian railways carry American merchandise 
through Canadian territory from one point in the United States 
to another point in:the United States, thereby absorbing traffic 
which if carried on by ship or vessel could pon be by an. Ameri- 
can ship or vessel. 

The origin of this was quite simple and quite-unobjectionable. 
A moment’s thought of the. geographical boundary line between 
ourselves: and Canada in the eastern: part of the country shows 
the origin.of it. It grew up under two sections, 5.and.6 of the 
act of Congress of July 28, 1866, now known in the Revised 
Statutes. as: sections: 3005: and 3006. Under section 3005 any 
goods or merchandise landed at the ports of Portland, Poston, 
New York, or other ports: to be designated by the Secreary of 
the Treasury and intended for their final destinatiow 12 the 
Canadian Province, can be entered at the custom-house and car- 
ried through the territory of the United States on. cars under 
seal, and in bond, not. to violate the customs laws, without the 
payment of any duty to the. United States. Everyone will se- 
that that is nothing buta fair and wise and neighborly convene 
tion. 

Canada for six months in-the year is cut off from the sea by 
ice. Montreal and Quebec can not be reached. The Intercolon- 
ial road. from Montreal and Quebec to Halifax passes through 
a country: practically impassable at that time of the year. So 
their easy and natural course during the ice-bound season is 
through.our Atlantic ports; and inthat section we have simply 
said to them that we will permit goods to be carried from Hu- 
rope or elsewhere in foreign countries through our United States 
Atlantie ports-and.over-our railways to Canada without impos- 
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ing any duty, and inalike way from Canada to be carried through 
the United States and o — ted from our ports without the pay- 
ment of duties; and our railroads get the benefitof the carriage. 

Now, that is one section, and a very proper one. 
section is the one under which this abuse has grown up, and it 
grew up in this way. It was very convenient to the United 
States to permit the carri: uge of American goods through the 
peninsula of Ontario between Ni: igara Falls on the one side and 
Detroit on the other, or any other route across that peninsula, 
for goods going from the East to the West or from the West _ 
the East. Both the Michigan Central and the Canadian Souti 
ern roads cross the penin suls 1 of Ontario in this way, and ches 
have been in large measure a convenience to American com- 
merce. I donot know, and I do not admit that they are neces- 
sary to-aay. I see no reason why we should not require thatall 
such traffieshould go over the Lake Shore or Nickel-Plate road 
on the south of Lake Erie, quite as- well as to go through Onta- 
rio on the north. 

But no objection ever would have been raised to that. This 
statute, to which I have called attention, was enacted in 1866, at 
a time when the Canadian Pacific Road was not projected, but in 
{886 the Canadian Pacific Road was thrown open to traffic. Then 
arose an exercise of the power under the statute that was never 
contemplated when it was enacted. 

[ have omitted to say that this statute is merely permissive. 
It permits goods to be carried in this way from American. ports 
through Canadian territory under regulations to be adopted by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 
upon this permissive statute and certain regulationsof the Treas- 
ury Department, which at any time may be altered or revoked. 

The Canadian Pacific Road extends from ocean to ocean. It 
has one terminus through the [ntercolonial at. Halifax and 
another through a branch or terminal road it has through the 
State of Maine at a port, the name of which [ have forgotten, 
just north of the boundary between Maine and Canada; and from 
there it extends to Vancouver on the Pacific Ocean. It has vari- 
ous connecting roads; the Seo 
Ste. Marie through Wisconsin to St. Paul, and the Wabash 
system, which goesfrom Detroit; the Boston and Maine system 


So this.whole traffic rests merely | 


‘ailroad, so-called, from the Sault | 


on the east and the Ve rmont Central, the Ogdensburg and New | 


York. 

[t has various roads, which operate as-feeders, extending:down 
into the heart of our country. On the Pacific coast there is a 
line of steamers (I do not know whether the; 
American or the British flag) from San Franciseo to Vancouver 
taking goods to be carried over their road. They make rates 
from one end of this continent to the other for American goods 
carried through Canada, not merely goeds whose transportation 
originally begins in the Statesof the northern border, but by 
meansof these feeders on the coast, as well as inland, extending 
down into the heart of our country.. For a reason I shall give 
in a moment they can afford to make always. and every time a 
lower rate than any American road can afford to make, and 
they do make a rate low enough to secure the trafiic. 

Thus, Mr. President, ashipperat San Francisco cansend goeds 
destined to New ‘ Yorke up the coast to Vancouver, across the con- 
tinent by the Canadian Pacific, then. down to New York by its 
eastern connection, at a lower rate than he can — by an 
American railway. Howis it that the Canadian Pacificcancom- 
mand this trade? If is because unless it had this t “nite it could 
not exist as a business undertaking. It could not carn its own 
axle grease by Canadian traffic alone. 

After leaving Ontario it passes.a long distance through unin- 
habited regions until it reaches Manitoba, where there is but 
a relatively small population, and after leaving there it goes 
through another waste equally long, and over the triple ranges 
of the. Rocky and other mountains to British Columbia. But ‘be- 

cause it earns nething from Canadian freightit can afford to take 
American freight at any rate lower than the rate made by an 
American railway, because whatever it gets is just that much 
more than nothing. This is the attack that is- leveled. by the 
Canadian corporation at the railway and transportation. inter- 
ests of the United States. 

Now, if this was.done by a merely commercial corporation it 
would be important enough and serious enough, but it is a very 
much more serious matter. The Canadian Pacific road was 
constructed primarily not for commereial purposes so much as 
for political, military, and imperial purposes. It was to make 
this railway and the Dominion of Canada the connecting link 


between Great Britain on the one side and her Asiatic and Pa- | 


cific Ocean dependencies upon the other. It was intended to 


accomplish the same objeet for which the Dominion of Canada | 
ated Canadian | 


was created—-the consolidation of the confeder 
provinces under one government in order to maintain their 
homogeneity and their dependence upon and allegiance to the 


y are run under the | 
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The other | 


British Crown. It was intended for the transportation of troops 
and menerees of war from one part of Canada to another part 


of Canada. and to weld the whole together into one harmonious 
sili 

These ratesare made not merely from the coast; ae are made 
from points inland. I can say that positively, b seas a mem- 
ber of the Committee on In terstate Commerce of the Senate, in 
a recent hearing with reference to the amendment or repeal « 
the clause of the interstate-commerce act forbidding pooli 
had beforeus a vé ary mon em witness, havinga full knowled 


» fart 


. who testilied t 
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ir internal trade by railw 
Canadian Pacific road made r we 
very heartof Iowa, and thusfrom St. Paul, f 
ver, from all peints in the heart of the 
upon our internal commerce and trafiic | 
upon our American labor. 
The fact that this was 
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‘om Iowa, ‘Ir 
country, this marad 


»vies its contributio 


a politicalrather than a mere 


comnie 


cial scheme is shown in its innate character and poli it 
there is direct evidence in regard to it. Sir E. W. Watkin, 
member of the British Parliament, ina work upon ‘‘ Canada and 


the States,” published in 1887, in his preface speaks about this 
Sir Edward Watkin made, i believe, some thirty visits 


' act 
the Atlantic with regard to strengthening the British conn 


ni 
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tion. He says: 
S$ great Work 
[t was the year after the railway was opened— 


the Canadian Pacific Railway, to be left 
ada’s loyalty and foresight, and of Canada’s betrayal; is it to be ma 
the new land-route to our Eastern and Australian Empire If it 
shunted, then the explorations of the last three hundred years h 
in vain. Thedreams of some ofthe greatest statesmen of past times are 1 
duced to dreams, and nothing more. The strength given by thi 
self-contained route, from theold country to all thenewcountries ist 
On the other hand, if those who now govern inhe rit the gre: ut tradit 
of the past; if they believe in empire; if a are statesmen ‘hen 
nilitary postsof strength and magnitude, begir ming at Halifax on the 
lantic, and ending at the Pacific, will give pow ’ to the —d rion, and 
wherever the red-coat appears confidence in the brave old country 
restored. 
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Which is it to be? 

Some years ago, Sir John A. Macdonald said: “I hope to live to see the 
day, and if [do not, that my son may be spared, to seeCanada the right arm 
of England. To seeCanada apowerful auxiliary of the Empire, not, asnow, 
a source of anxiety and a source of danger.”’ 


Later Sir John A. Macdonald, in an interview with a repre- 
sentative of the Pall Mall Gazette, said what I shall read from 
the testimony of Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., before the Select Com- 











mittee on Relations with Canada, at page 894 of Senate Report 
1530, part 2, Fifty-first: Congress, first session: 
About three years ago Sir John A. Macdonald divulged to one of th 
tors of the Pall Mall Gazette the politico-commercial a upon Which the 
whole Canadian Pacific Railway enterprise is based. Ho deseribed it as a 
railroad extending from ocean to ocean, and superior to the ~ nerican roads 
by virtue of that fact, and the fact that it enjoys a monopoly of th ’ 
| continental traffic of Canada. Then, in an outburstof enthusi } ul 

nounced the fact that he was an imperial confederationist. and a tirm ad 
he rent of ‘‘Greater Britainism.”’ Referrin gto theC anadian Pacitic Railw 





| lished by the Dominion government, states that the 
|} cons tructed ** 


aS a part of an enormous political scheme, he said; 

‘With England as a central power, with Australia and South J Las 
auxiliaries, we (the Confederated British Empire) must control a 
and the control of the sea means the control of the world. 

The leaders of the political party in power in Canada to-day make no 
tempt to disguise their purpose. The Handbook of Canada recent! 
Canadian Pa 
in the interests of the Empire at large, as well as those of ¢ 
ada,’ and it adds that if these far-seeing plans had been taken up wh 
mooted, ‘‘Canada would have been at least two generations in adv: 
her present position, while ‘Greater Britain’ (¢. ¢., British imperial con 
eration) would have been in a much higher state of develoy nt thanit 
This significant remark also follows: 

“Tt was asingular coincidence and perhaps a prophetic omen o 
imperial importance of this railway, that the first loaded train that passed 
over its entire length from ocean to ocean was freighted with naval stores 
belonging to the imperial war department, transferred from Quebec to Van: 
couver.”’ 

In speaking of the negotiations for a British subsidy in favor of the Cana- 
dian Pacific steamer line to China and Japan, the president of that railroad 
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said in his annual report for 1887: 
‘The imperial interests involved in thisquestion are so important t 
there can be little doubt of a satisfactory result.’ 


If this matter were confined to railway transportation it could 
be thwarted; but the schemeis more far-reaching, and in part it 
has been carried out. In connec tion with the Canadian Pacifie 


road there has been established on the Pacific a line of fast 
steamers, heavily subsidized by the British and Canadian Gov- 
ernments, running from Vancouve r, the Pacific terminus of the 
Canadian Pacific road, to Japan and China by one route, and to 
Australia by the other; while ships are now b oe under the 
assurance of alike subsidy and like speed, faster, or as ! ig 
any yet put upon the ocean, to run between Halifax and Livers 


pool. 
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This means British invasion of the Pacific market—the last 
refuge of the once almost triumphant American marine. Un- 
til this competition arose the Pacific Mail and other lines of 
American steamers commanded the trade between San Francisco 
and our other ports on the Pacific coastand Japan, China, Hawaii, 
and Australia, and generally our American trade in what up to 
recent times hus been a most remote region of the globe. The 
condition is now different. At the outbreak of the civil war we 
had the second greatest marine of the world and were fast chal- 
lenging British supremacy. The Alabama, the Shenamdoah, and 
the Florida put an end to that. Sailing from British ports, our 
Southern friends were able to drive the knife home toour vitals. 
It remains to be seen whether by this bill they will succeed in 
increasing the damage which was inflicted then. 

But this imperial extension doesnot stop with the railways or 
the fast sailing vesseis at the ocean termini of the railroads. 
There is now projected an ocean cable between Vancouver and 
Australia in opposition to a French cable which has been pro- 
jected to one of the Australian colonies, I believe, from some 
point on the coast of Asia. On the 21st of the present month 
there is to meet in Ottawa a conference of representatives from 
Great Britain, the Australian colonies, and the Dominion of 
Canada, to consider the joint and respective subsidizing of an 


ocean cable from Vancouver to Australia as acompletion of this | 


imperial scheme of commercial advantage and military aggres- 
sion and defense. 
I read at this point a short extract from a letter to the Lon 


don Times of the 25th of May last froma correspondent who has 
been writing voluminously to the Times from Canada with re- 
gard to the matter. He says: 


And for what purpose wasthis mighty barrier of the Rockies and Selkirks, 
000 miles wide, to be crossed? 

Not to unite two great communities striving for closerintercourse, as was 
the case when the 40,000,000 people of the Eastean and Western States, al- 
ready advanced far beyond the Mississippi, made the first American line 
across a narrower range of mountains to get in touch With San Francisco, 
and the large population Of the Pacific States, which was also pressing up 
to the base of the Rockies. In Eastern Canada there were only 4,000,009 peo- 
ple; in British Columbia there were less than 50,000 white people—the pcp- 
ulation of asmall English manufacturing town—and few of these on the 
mainland, when the railroad was undertaken. 

It was to complete and round offa national conception; to pave the way 
for commercial and ——— advantages as yet far remote, and by man 
deemed imaginary, that the work was faced. British Columbia, insignifi- 
cant in population, was significant enough in position and in some of its 
resources. It fronted on the Pacific; it had splendid harbors and abundant 
coal; it supplied a new base of sea power and commercial influence: it sug- 
gested a new and short pathway to the Orient and Australasia. The states- 
men at Ottawa, who in 1867 began to look over the Rockies to continents be- 
yond the Pacific, were not wanting in imagination; many claimed that 
their imagination qutran their reason; but in the rapid course of events 
their dreams have already been more than justified. 

They were, perhaps, building even better than they supposed. We now 
kuow, when Japanese and Australian mail and trade routes are already 
accomplished facts, and Pacific cable schemes are being discussed, and the 
docks and fortifications of Esquimalt are being completed jointly by Britain 
and Canada, that they were supplying the missing Joints and fastening the 
rivets ofempire. While they were doing this they were also giving politi- 
cal consolidation to the older provinces of Canada. Common aspirations 
anda aay common task, with the stirring of enthusiam which followed on 
the sudden widening of the Canadian horizon, did more than anything else 
to draw those provinces out of their own narrow circles and to give them 
the sense of a larger citizenship. 

So, though British Columbia made no great addition to the pee of 
Canada, its ema peg | into the Dominion some years after confederation, 
and the pledge of a transcontinental railway which was the condition of 
that absorption, marked a great turning point in Canadian history. 


n oad * g * * 


Vancouver is the meeting place of the Empire’s extreme west and east 
and south, for of the two main lines of steamships which frequent the port, 
one has its further terminus at Hongkong, the other at Sydney. Their pres- 
ence vindicates the policy which led Canada to make such sacrifices to se- 
cure a base upon the Pacific. 


Mr. President, it does not even stop there. I brought with 
me, but can not lay my hands upon it this meee clipping 
from the London Times which says that on April 25 it had in- 
telligence from Apia that the conference at Ottawa would con- 
sider the question of the disposition of Samoa, and that colonial 
interests require the putting to an end of the tripartite arrange- 
ments now governing Samoa. 

So, Mr. President, we mark the interesting advent of a new 
feature in the dominion of the world. We have known in the 
ere plenty of things that have been done in support of British 

nterests, but we now have the introduction of colonial interests. 

I trust that the day will be long distant when for any consider- 
able time, at least, there will be a disregard in this Chamber of 
American interests. 

But this feature of the question does not rest here. It began 
with the existence and presence on our Atlantic coast of the 
fortifications at Halifax, Bermuda, and Kingston in Jamaica; 
not aimed at France, not aimed at Europe, not aimed at Ger- 
many, nor at Russia. They can be aimed at nobody but the 
United States of America and her colonial posts. Now we are 
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having added by the joint contributions of British and Canadian 
funds a like fortification at Esquimault, in the neighborhood of 
Vancouver. It is idle tosay that it is being built because of the 
Russian fortress at Viadiovostock on the far-off Pacific shore of 
the Russian Possessions. It is’ menace anda threat at Puget 
Sound, and Portland, and San Francisco, and San Diego. It can 
be no other. 

I do not find fault with this. Everybody has a right to take 
care of his own, and Great Britain has a right to take care of her 
own. What I do find fault with is that these grave facts are 
being ignored by American statesmen, who thereby fail to take 
care of their own. 

But, Mr. President, not only these lines of shipping, but the 
Canadian Pacific road itself was built by subsidies. It never 
could have been built otherwise. The amount which was given 
in various forms and ways for the construction of the lines of 
railroad has been variously estimated at from two hundred and 
fifty to three hundred million dollars, in addition to the subsi- 
dies that are given to the line of steamships from Vancouver to 
the Orient and to Australia, and that are to be given on the line 
from Halifax to Liverpool, and upon the proposed oceanic cable 
from Vancouver to Australia. 

We hear enough of the doctrine of Cobden—laissez faire—let 
things go as they will. Ido not propose to trench upon the 
ground treated of in such a masterful fashion by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] in the earlier stages 
of thisdebate. Nomorestriking illustration of this is furnished 
than by the present example to which I am alluding, that while 
Great Britain wisely relies upon free trade where it is to her 
advantage, she does not hesitate to offer subsidies and bounties, 
and to apply the doctrine of protection wherever that will be to 
her advantage. So we have built around us by subsidies a cor- 
don of railway and steamer lines encroaching upon our domestic 
and foreign commerce, as well as a military and naval cordon 
that in any time of difference would be precipitated upon our 
undefended cities and shores. 

Mr. President, in this dark picture there is one bright spot 
that gleams out on the sky like the North star, shining with no 
borrowed light, drawing its luster from no sun, a lesson of cour- 
age and of statesmanship worthy to be learned by the men who, 
sitting in this Chamber, direct the destinies of the American 
Republic. I refer to that noble band of Americans in Hawaii, 
the picket guard, the outpost of American interests, standing 
there by themselves, loyal to the country of their origin, loyal 
to the ideas which carried them there, not to be seduced and 
not to be driven even by the resistless power of that Republic 
for whose interests they have stood and whose rulers with folly 
predestinate strove to overthrow them. 

Mr. President, there is one safe point for American interests 
in the Pacific Ocean. There is no merit in the American Gov- 
ernment; but a good deal is due the American people for the in- 
fluence they have exerted in this critical exigency in their 
affairs. 

This country, with its vast resources, with its magnificent pos- 
sibilities, with a prosperity up to the time of the advent of the 
Democratic Administration without parallel in the experience 
or history of the world, could well afford to contemplate with 
equanimity and relative indifference any prosperity which Can- 
ohemiahs have by any means whatsoever. 

We might look on and view it with comparative indifference. 
Certainly if that were all, I should not submit the remarks I am 
now making to present this view of the subject. But we are 
concerned as respects the Canadian Pacific road and its influence, 
with the removalof a duty upon wool and upon Canadian natural 
products, and the effect of that policy upon the future problem of 
the unity of the English-speaking people of this continent. 

No American has any thought of the conquest of Canada by 
force ofarms. Profoundly as many Americans believe that the 
welfare of all English-speaking people upon the continent, on 
whatever side of the line they may live, demands the unity of 
the two peoples under one Government, we would not be willing 
to accept such a unity as the result of war of conquest. 

If Canada comes to the United States she must come of her 
own free will and as a result of her recognition and her realiza- 
tion that such unity is demanded by her own permanent and 
paramount interests. I am one of those who believe that the 
permanent and paramount interests of the American people and 
those who iive on our side of the line equally demand the union 
of the continent, and hence I am opposed to the policy of the 
present bill and the rate of duties it imposes upon Canadian 
products. 

The dominating fact for Canadian and American alike is the 
American market. It is a necessity to Canada equally with the 
United States. Canada in respect to it holds a peculiar place 
arising out of her geographical position. Canada is divided into 
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four distinct and separate sections, each separated from the other 
by a vast uninhabited waste, having noimmediate trade or com- 
merce with one another. You have on the east the maritime 
provinces; in the eastern center, Ontario and Quebec; in the 
western center, Manitoba and the northwestern provinces, and, 
on the Pacific coast, British Columbia. Their natural trade is 
with the United States rather than with each other. If you 
were to compare them to the fingers of one hand, the tie is nat- 
urally with the palm rather than with each other. That palm 
in this case is the United States. 

The prosperity of the maritime provinces rests upon their 
being able to trade freely with New England and the eastern 
sectionof our country. In like manner the prosperity of Quebec 
and Montreal depends upon their free access to the markets of 
our neighboring States. So with Manitoba and British Colum- 
bia. They are merely joined together by this political road and 
by no natural tie, as they would be if they lay along the same 
line of longitude but different lines of latitude, instead of lying 
along the same lines of latitude. 

If the union between Canada and the United States that was 
made in 1763 by Chatham and Wolfe had not been broken up by 
the American Revolution, to-day it is altogether probable that 
instead of 5,000,000 people Canada would have 20,000,000 people, 
and if she could have, without obsiruction, free access to our 
markets for her natural products, especially wool, while she is 
free to impose duties against us tor manufactured goods, she 
wouid grow in like manner. 

But for the growth that was made during the pendency of the 
reciprocity treaty of 1854 she would not have anything like the 
population she has to-day. Under the influence of the adverse 
tariffs, particularly those of the McKinley act, one-third of the 
people born in Canada are to-day residents and possibly citizens 
of the United States. She is but a way station for immigrants, 


that are brought to her shores at great expense and after great | 


advertising, for their ultimate destination in America. 

Her entire prosperity, so far asit depends upon the American 
market, is of absolutely uncertain foundation just so long as she 
remains a distinct country. 

Whatever may have been theirdreams about reciprocal trade, 
they were rudely broken up by the McKinley tariff; and what- 
ever expectation they may have of prosperity from the pending 
bill, they may rest equally assured that atthe end of four years, 
whatever business may be started during that time is liable to 
be cut up by the roots by another President and another Con- 
gress who will hold sway here at that time. 

The Canadian Pacific Road, as I have already said, rests for 
its trade upon our sufferance, upon a merely permissive statute 
and a Treasury regulation. I am not unaware of thestrength of 
the position it holds by reason of the certain or uncertain trans- 
portation advantages in cheaper freights that it gives to the dis- 
tinct sections of our country on thenorthern border. I[amaware 
that parts of New England have made use of the Canadian Pa- 
cific Road to obviate what they consider to be the unfair results 
to them of the antipooling and the long and short haul clauses 
of the interstate commerce act. 

Their eg hea may not be enough for so severe a test, but it 
is possible that the clause of the interstate commerce act forbid- 
ding pooling may either be repealed or greatly modified, and 
the long and short haulclause as it applies to them may be modi- 
fied,and thus they can have arelief from what they consider the 
hardships of that act without feeling compelled unpatriotically 
to build up a foreign corporation at the cost of the permanent 
and paramountinterests of theirown country; and the same may 


be said of every community and every city along the whole | 


northern border from one ocean to the other. 

One or two other problems in like manner are outstanding 
and not to be solved by any scheme of policy found in the pend- 
ing bill. We need not have had any trouble about the Alaskan 
seals. We need not have had any arbitration over the seals, 
You needed only to have suggested that the transportation in 
bond and under seal of goods through Canada between American 
ports would be suspended to have put an end to every proposi- 
tion of the Canadians to poach upon our seals. That would have 
been a swiftand a short remedy,and acompleteone. If Canada 
and British Columbia had been a part of the American Union 
we would have had no seal question. 

There was no marauding upon the seals from American ports. 
It was only from Canadian ports; and it is to be borne in mind 
that the British Government did not want to engage init. Lord 
Salisbury, an English nobleman—gentleman, perforce—wascom- 
pelled to become the agent of the Canadian poachers to trench 
upon our right to the seals purchased from Russia, belonging 

roperly to the owners of the Pribyloff Islands, if not by any 
aw hitherto laid down, by alaw that ought tobe laid down under 
the circumstances of the peculiar case, as law always isa growth 
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in the application of sound principles to new facts. 
have the most unsatisfactory condition of this seal question left 
to us as a consequence of our present relations with Canada. 

But there is another question, Mr. Presicent, of far greater 





Thus we 


importance. Thereis no doubtabout the attitude or the policy of 
the people of the United Stateson Chinese immigration. There 
ought to be none in the Democratic party. We believe in their 
Certainly we have had trouble enough from race 
questions in thiscountry. We donot want to introduce another. 
I am one of those who would give the largest measure of justice 
to the negro, but no one realizes more than he does the hardship 
that is being imposed upon the people by his presence under the 
circumstances as a part of the American Republic. 

We do not want to bring the Chinese here, we all say, and yet 
to-day any Chinaman cain come into British Columbia by the 
payment of a license of $50, and then walk across the border, 
and you can not detect it or prevent it. So while we are stop- 
ping up all other gaps, this great wide one is left open, and that 
too while this fast line of steamers is put on between Van- 
couver and Chinese ports, that will greatly facilitate all means of 
transportation, while the owners of these ships will have all the 
inducements to make money by the transportation of the Chinese. 

But, Mr. President, the American people have a large inter- 
est in this question themselves, and from our standpoint I took 
occasion a few days ago, in the course of this debate, to call at- 
tention to the fact that we have arrived at the end of our last 
available land for homesteading. Possibly there may be 4 few 
acres added from the Indian reservations. The rush for the 
Cherokee Strip a year ago furnished an object lesson. For the 
first time since John Smith landed at Jamestown, or the Pil- 
grims at Plymouth Rock, there is no longer a home for any 
American in need or want to be had for the asking and the tak- 
ing. That idea has been almost like what metaphysicians tell 
us of time and space, that they are conditions of thought. One 
never thought of America but that there was a suggestion of a 
farm for everyone. 


Uncle Sam isrich enough to buy us all a farm. 


Very little attention has been called to this fact, and yet the 
future historian will speak of it as one of the epochs of America 
and its people, ranking in importance with the discovery of the 
continent by Columbus, with the landing at Jamestown and at 
Plymouth Rock, with the Declaration of Independence and the 
destruction of slavery. The army of the unemployed can no 
longer go out upon the prairie and find a home and a compe- 
tence for the breaking of the soil. They can no longer go into 
the forest and find a competence by the clearing up of land. It 
is all in private ownership and has to be paid for, even though 
much of it is yet practically unocupied. 

The unemployed to-day are not going to the prairie. They 
are joining the army of the unemployed, or Coxey’s army. 
North of us in Canada there is an illimitable expanse of unoccu- 
pied lands, and the isothermal lines formed by the chinook winds 
coming across the low passes of the Rocky Mountains to tha 
north make the land habitable and arable and profitable to oc- 
cupy away up on the Peace River of the North. 

To-day the Senate is going to vote to break down the barrier be- 
tween the American people and that landand turn the tide of. 
emigration north. Mr. President, shall they go there under the 
American flag or go there under Her Majesty’s flag? That is 
an issue of great moment to this continent and to all who livé 
on it now or hereafter. 

So far our policy has kept our people within our own limits. 
Now, there is proposed one which will expatriate our people and 
send them asemigrantsupona foreignsoil. I say to our South- 
ern brethren, who held the other dayaconvention at Augusta to 
advance immigration to the South, that their talkisidle. They 
can not compass it by the policy of this bill. Not South will 
this hungry people go to buy land or to compete with the negro. 
You are going tosend them north to build up a new empire 
under an alien flag. 

Mr. President, to the Senate, to the country, to the continent 
and its people there is presented the most momentous question 
of the day. Compared with it, your talk about parties and pros- 
perity and power, or wealth or taxation or welfare, is idle and 
relatively unimportant. Itis the great question of peace or of 
war. We have had it before. This is not the first time this 
people have had that issue presented to them; and when the 
were confronted with it they gaveno uncertain answer or sound. 

No one recognizes more than I do the inexorable influence 
that drove the South into rebellion. But, Mr. President, if the 
South did not fight to preserve slavery, the North did not fight 
to destroy it. If the South fought for the right of secession, the 
North was nerved to the expenditure of its last dollar and the 
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last drop of its blood because it intended that there never should 
be on this continent, if it could help it, two governments. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him what answer he gave when that issue of war was pre- 
sented a good many years ago? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I gave the same answer that I give now. 

Mr. HARRIS. [do not quite understand what answer the 
Senator gives now. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee repea this 


question? 

'Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Delaware was suggesting 
that there was an issue of war between sections. He has de- 
parted from the wool schedule of the tariff bill and is discussing, 
{ understand, the issues of 1861, and I was alittle curious to know 
what he did then. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I didnot have togo to Mexico, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. There were quite a good many Northern men 
who shouldered their muskets and went intothe Army. What 
did the Senator do? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I shouldered mine for a very little while. 
Mr. HARRIS. I expect it was averylittle while; and I ho 
he will shoulder it for a shorter time in the Senate hereafter in 

respect to such questions. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 'Thatanswer may be and it may not be worthy 
of the Senator from Tennessee. In presenting a serious ques- 
tion absolutely germane to this bill and brought up by its issue, 
f have given this example, in which every American citizen 
has the deepest interest on whatever side he may have been 
fn the conflict of arms of a quarter of a century and more 
ago. Ihave presented it as an example, showing that the ulti- 
mate issue and outcome of that conflict was that we should not 
have two flags and two countries in what was to be the United 
States. WhatI say now is worthy of the attention even of the 
Senator from Tennessee. [ say we should not adopt a policy 
that would create on the North the same conflict that we had 
made upon the South, and I said it in terms without any reflec- 
tion whatever upon the causes that led to the late.civil war. 

Now, Mr. President, because of the 5,000,000 people on the 
North we have the least possible concern. It is not a power 
that threatens us in the least. Coupled with the military and 
naval power of Great Britain, it becomes a matter of much more 
concern, and yet we take iteasily. But it will be amatter of vital 
difference when Canada contains a population of 20,000,000 or of 
50,000,000. Then, Mr. President, we shall again have the ques- 
tion presented of peace or war. As I have already pointed out, 
the existing foreign military establishment of forts‘and naval 
armament isa threat and menaceupon our coasts. When that 
comes, whatever the time or period may be, there will be a 
trial of strength. 

Mr. President, the matter would be very different if Canada 
were independent of Great Britain, but asa dependency of Great 
Britain she becomes apart of the European system, a system 
the character of which is best designated by the term used as 
‘the balance of power.” She is subject to all the vicissitudes of 
war and peace to which Great Britain herself is subject, grow- 
ing out of European and Asiatic complications. We have no 
cause of war that is not distinctively American, but Canada is 
involved in all causes of war which are European or Asiatic. 

The difference between Russia and England in India may 
create war for Canada. The differences between France and 
England in Africa may create war for Canada. She is liable to 
become involved at any time, and whenever she does the inter- 
ests of nations determine their course and their policy, just as 
in the war of 1812 or in the Napoleonic wars we were finally 
involved in conflict with Canada. So in the future we are likely 
tobe. To-day, growing out of Asiatic and European complica- 
tions, England is the silent partner of the Triple Alliance or the 
Dreibund made up of Germany, Austria, and Italy. Against 
them stands the tacit alliance of Russia and France. 

I can conceive that in the event of the confi tion of war 
breaking out upon the European continent we should find that 
our interests were identical or at least lay alongside of those 
of Russia and France. It would not be so if England were to 
withdraw from this continent. With that withdrawal would 
end as far as it would be possible the schism of the English- 
speaking race which began more than acenturyago. Then the 
forces of a common language, a common law, a common litera- 
ture, and a common religion would draw us and ~—o together 
with all their peculiar and appropriate force. To-day we are 


divorced because she insists upon holding on to her possession 
upon this continent. invidious and essentially hostile towards us. 

For that we have greatauthority. The Articlesof Confedera- 
tion included a clause that at any time Canada could become a 
member, Ourarmy in the Revolutionary war was called the 
Continental Army, because we proposed to include the entire 
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continent. When we came to the peace of 1783 it was Franklin 
who constantly insisted with the British negotiators that we 
should have Canada, because thereby only could we have peace 
Our experience in 1812 is a pregnant confirmation of his pres- 
cience and his wisdom and the truth of his declaration, although 
peace has prevailed from that time until now. is 

Mr. President, the McKinley act, which places practically pro- 
hibitive duties upon the natural products of Canada, was a long 
step in the truesolutionof this question. Even before it wasen- 
acted great restlessness was being manifested in Canada because of 
their need of aecess to our markets free from any tariff restraint. 

Whatever may be the course that is taken upon this bill, it 
need not be expected that the American people will permit its 
enactment to stand as a settlement. You may succeed in pass- 
ing the pending bill and strike this blow at the welfare and 
future peace of the English-speaking race upon the American 
continent, but that race is too strong, too sagacious, too sensi- 
ble to permit this temporary obstruction to stem the tide of its 
imperialdestiny. The pending billis but the ephemeral expres- 
sion offorcesessentiallysecondary. The primary and everlasting 
forces will speedily reassert themselves. Four years hence 
will see a President and Congress here that will tear the bill to 
tatters and reénact laws and policies that are for the lasting 
welfare of all the people of this continent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH}on Monday last, after the cotton schedules in the 
pending bill had been passed over without debate, criticised the 
absence from the Chamber of several New England Senators, 
including those from New Hampshire. My colleague was out 
of the city for one day, and I had been called to another part of 
the Capitol fora short time. However,I did not intend to speak 
in connection with the cotton schedules, but to submit some 
observations, as I now propose to do, concerning both cotton 
and wool and the manufactures of cotton and wool, in connec- 
tion with the woolen schedules now under debate. 

I have no doubt that the subdivisions of tne schedules fixing 
duties on the manufactures of cotton are judiciously made in 
form. I have little doubt that the duties on the lower grades 
of cotton guods made at the South are high enough, and I hope 
that the duties are sufficiently protective upon the higher grades 
of cotton goods made at the North, although I fear they are not. 
If the bill becomes a law time will tell whether or not the manu- 
facture of the highest grades of cotton goods can survive the re- 
duetions of duties made by the pending bill. I shall wait the re- 
sult hopefully, but with many apprehensions. Any reduction in 
existing rates is unnecessary and uncalled for by any sound pub- 
lic consideration. 

There are many reasons of wise public poliey for the protec- 
tion and development of the manufacture of cotton cloths in the 
Southern States. The South needs diversified industries to pro- 
mote that growth which her natural resources entitle her to 
attain. The eonditionof that section at the close of the war was 
indeed lamentable. Al! values had been destroyed, and nearly 
all the property itself had been destroyed. The agricultural 
lands, indeed, necessarily remained, but Shey were unfenced, un- 
fertilized, uncultivated, and of little or os money value. Fey 
buildings were in existence, except dwelling houses, and those 
were dilapidated. Horses and cattle were scarce; and tangible 
personal property had almost disappeared. 

The railroads were nearly worthiess, with bridges gone, rails 
worn out, and rolling stock shabby and insufficient. Five mil- 
lions of slaves, who had been rated and valued as property, had 
become free. Whatever value there may have been in these 
slaves—and it was nominally a vast amount—had been lost b 
their owners. The banks «=: corporations had become insol- 
vent. The value of all the credits or choses in action which 
survived the war was insignificant. The paper money of the 
whole South was good for nothing, and of gold and silver they 
had none. Surely never was a brave race, after a devastating 
and unsuccessful war which brought myriads of the strongest 
and most stalwart men to bloody death and forced grief and de- 
spondency into every household, left ina more pitiable condition 
than were the people of the South at the close of the war of the 
rebellion in 1865. 

But the recuperation of the Southern States during the 
twenty-nine years since they found themselves in such sorrow- 
ful case has, on the whole, been rapid. The growth of cotton 
and its sale at the North and in Europe has brought much money 
to that section. The former slaves have labored intelligently 
and with assiduity, and have accumulated property for them- 
selves and their employers. In addition to prosperous agricul- 
ture the vast mineral resources are being developed. Above all, 
manufacturing, which before 1861 was inconsiderable, has be- 
come an industry of vast importance. The ‘‘ New South,” se 
graphieally deseribed by the accomplished scholar and veteran 
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editor, the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], has be- United States. That portion covering solely the cotton ind 


come a hopeful reality. Newer, higher, and better prosperity 
has come to the land once depressed by the existence of slavery 
and all the concomitant evils which surround it and followin its 
course. 

[In this new South the development of the coai and iron in- 
dustries is perhaps the most marvelous. But the erection of 
cotton mills, giving profitable manufactures of cotton, is a strik- 
ing evidence of the change which the new order of things has 
broucht to the Southerncountry. Duringarecenttrip to Ashe- 
ville, N.C., I | through one section of that State which 
was fairly filled with cotton mills all in busy motion. The won- 
derful growth of cotton manufactures in the Southern States, 
especially in Georgia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, will 
be made apparent by certain census statistics, which I now ex- 
hibit to the Senate. 

Here is a table relating mainly to cotton industries in the 
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try is compiled from the Eleventh Census, Bulletin No. 





After the total for the United States, figures are given for New 
Engl 1, the Middle States, which are New York, New Je: . 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, and for the Southern 
States —Virginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, West Virginia, Kentucky, Ten 
nessee, Arkansas, and Texas. In the Western States tabl 
which includes all the rest, Ohio, Indiana Illinois, Michig 


Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Utah, Washi: 


ton, Oregon, and California are given separately in the bulletin, 
but the others areconsolidated. Subtractions are made to obtain 
the amounts of increase in the decade. The amount of vearly 


wages is obtained by dividing the total amount paid by the nun 
f operatives; the cost of cotton by dividing the total cost 
the number of pounds purchased, and the per capita produ 
dividing the total product by the number of operatives. 
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Cotton manufactures in the United States—Continued. 
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INCREASE OF CAPITAL IN COTTON MANUFACTURING, 


Examine some of the results shown by the foregoing table. 
We had in 1880, in round numbers in the United States, $208,- 
000,000 invested in the manufacture of cotton. This, in 1890, 
had increased to $354,000,000, the percentage of increase being 
70. New England, which had much the largest part of the 
capital, only increased 55 per cent. The Middle States, which 
stood next, increased over $22,000,000, showing nearly $52,000,000 
of investment, and 66 per cent increase. The Western States 
advanced 71 per cent. But the Southern States advanced 200 
per cont—that is, more than =e their capital, passing the 
Middle States in the race, and having %53,827,303 invested 
in this industry against $17,377,897 in 1880. New Hampshire 
increased its capital only 34 per cent, while Georgia increased 
hers 179, North Carolina 277, and South Carolina 301. 


INCREASE IN NUMBER OF COTTON OPERATIVES. 


Look noxt at the number of operatives. Inthe whole country 
the increase was 26 per cent, from 174,000 to 221,000. In New 
England the increase was 16.95 per cent; in the Middle States, 
14.02 per cent; in the Western States, 41.83, and in the South- 
ern States, 122 per cent. In New Hampshire it was 18,20; in 
Georgia, 66.4; in North Carolina, 161.50, and in South Carolina, 
299 per cent. 

INCREASE IN WAGES PAID IN COTTON INDUSTRIES, 


The total amount of wages paid in the country increased from 
$42,000,000 to $69,000,000, being 65.35 percent. In New England 
the increase was 55.14; in the Middle States, 62.75; in the West- 
ern States, 07.81, and in the Southern States, 184.20 percent. In 
New Hampshire the increase was 50 per cent; in Georgia, 107: 
in North Carolina, 277, and in South Carolina, 332 per cent. 


INCREASE IN POUNDS OF COTTON USED. 


The number of pounds of cotton used in all the works of the 
country increased 49 per cent, from 750,000,000 pounds to 1,117,- 
$00,000 pounds. In New England the increase was 32 percent; in 
the Middle States, 17.30; in the Western States, 60.25, and in the 
Southern States, 197.5 percent. In New Hampshire the increase 








was 40,50; in Georgia, 104.8; in North Carolina, 350, and in South 
Carolina, 410 per cent. 
INCREASE IN PRICE PAID FOR COTTON, 


The sum paid for this cotton in 1880 was $86,945,725, and the 
price was 11.58 cents per pound. The amount paid in 1890 was 
$117,392,576, an increase of $30,446,851, and the price was 10.50 
cents per pound, alittle more thanilcentfall. Of these vast sums 
New England paid in 1880, 72 per cent, and in 1890, 65 ae cent. 
Cotton cost New England a cent per pound more than it did the 
Southern manufacturers. 


INCREASE IN VALUE OF MATERIAL USED. 


It required $102,000,000 in 1880 and $154,000,000 in 1890 to buy 
all the material required for use in the cotton factories of the 
country, and the rates of increase in the various sections and 
States were very similar to those already given, 

INCREASE IN TOTAL PRODUCT OF_ COTTON MANUFACTORIES. 


The value of the total product was in 1880 $192,000,000, in- 
creased to $268,000,000 in 1890. The value of the product per 
— was $1,100 in 1880, and $1,209.39 in 1890, an increased 
value of output for every worker in the land of $109.38. The 
average product per capitain the South in 1890 was $1,116.92 and 
in New England $1,217.82, showing either the production in New 
England of a greater quantity, per capita, or of a better article. 
But the Southern States wonderfully improved the value of 
their per capita output in the decade under consideration, it be- 
ing only $975.85 in 1880 while it was $1,116.92 in 1890, an increase 
of $141.07, 


INCREASE IN WAGES PAID IN COTTON FACTORIES. 


But by far the most important information revealed in this 
table is the result on wages. Much has been said and many 
wild declarations made on this question, but here are facts from 
the official records of the country which doubtless can not be 
controverted. During these ten years of protection there has 
been an enormous advance in the wages paid to the cotton op- 
eratives. The totals have been already stated, and to show the 
average per capita rates and to explain them more fully and 
plainly they will be stated in a different form: 
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1880. | 1890. 
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This puts the whole subject of wages plainly before the eye. 
There was an average increase of wages to the cotton workers 
of the country from 1880 to 1890 of $72.90. They earned that 
much more money. The New England cotton workers had a 
larger increase. They earned $82.59 more in 1890 than they 
did in 1880; and looking up and down that column it will be seen 
that the New England operatives received more wages both in 
1880 and in 1890 than the average, and were paid higher rates 
than in any other section. In 1880 the New England operative 
received $253, which was $89 more than the Southern, $40 more 
than the Western, and $20 more than was paid in the Middle 
States. 

In 1890 the New England operative received $335, which was 
$125 more than the Southern, $34 more than the Western, and 
$3 more than the operative of the Middle States. This shows 
that while the Southern States increased their capital, the num- 
ber of their operatives, the amount of material used, and the 
value of their product, largely more than any of the other sec- 
tions the actual rate and the per capita rate of their wages was 
increased much less. 

Taking the four States shown separately in the table, New 
Hampshire increased its average wages $69.55, while Georgia 
showed only $45.67, North Carolina $56.80,and South Carolina 
$15.45, and in 1880 South Carolina paid higher wages than any 
of the other Southern States and North Carolina lower wages. 
But while the wages of these Southern States are lower than 
those of any other section, the advances made are wonderful 
and creditable. Georgia and South Carolina paid out in 1890 
$5,660,000 in wages to cotton workers instead of $1,950,000 as in 
1880, this $3,710,000 increase being expended by those who re- 
ceived it in the very place where it was earned, instead of being 
sent abroad—that is, to New or Old England—to purchase cotton 
or other clothing. 
TOTAL 


MANUFACTURES OF 
STATES, 

As there is included in the first table presented a statement 
of the total manufactures for the United States and for the State 
of New Hampshire, showing the increase in the ten years from 
1880 to 1890, it is proper something should be said in explana- 
tion. There never has been so remarkable a showing made. 
The increase from 1870 to 1880 in the capital invested was from 
$2,118,208,769 to $2,780,766,895, but little over 31 per cent, whilst 
in the last decade it was 120.76 per cent. The total amount of 
wages paid to officers, employés, and operatives increased from 
$775,584,343 in 1870 to $947,953,795 in 1880, an increase of 22.2 per 
cent, while in the years from 1880 to 1890 the increase was greater 
than the amount of wages paid in 1880, and amounted to 131 per 
cent. Wages increased on the average over $130 to each person 
employed. 

The value of the products increased from $4 
to the value of $5,349,191,458 in 1880, or 26 per cent, and the ar- 
ticles manufactured were cheaper, taking the average, than they 
were in1870. Butthe increase from 1880 to 1890 has been $3,705,- 
243,899, equivalent to over 69 per cent; and again it can be said 
that every article of home manufacture is cheaper than it was 
in 1880. 

This is the vindication of protection. 
a Republican protective tariff, the value of the manufactured 

roducts of the country has increased from $4,232,325,442 to 
9,054,435,337, more than double, and the products have grown 
cheaper all the time. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE’S GROWTH IN MANUFACTURES, 


New Hampshire can point proudly to its place in the ranks of 
the manufacturing States. With but one-half of1 per centof the 
population, it has more than 1 per cent of the capital in all man- 
ufactures, and produces nearly 1 per cent of the total values of 
all articles manufactured in the United States. It is the sixth 
State in the list in the production of woolen manufactures, and 
the third in cotton manufactures, and its people know that they 
owe their prosperity to the system of protection. They stand by 
that policy and want the people of every other State to doso, be- 
cause it will bring prosperity to them. 


INCREASE IN THE ALL KINDS IN THE UNITED 
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The population of the State in 1890 was 376,530, of whom, it 
appears by the table submitted, 63,361 were engaged in manufac- 
turing industries. The assessed valuation of the State for the 
year 1893 was— 





Inventory of real estate and of personal property as assessed 

for taxation te wae ae . 8196, 117,060 
Savings bank deposits --.- ; ---- 77,026,262 
Insurance capital elt . 1, 675, 000 


Total. 274, 816, 342 


According to the 1890 census estimates of wealth, New Hamp- 
Shire had $325,128,740, or $863 per capita of her people, while 1t 
appears by the table submitted that the capital invested in the 
State in manufactures was in 1890 the sum of $79,375,360, and 
the value of the product for the year was $85,770,549. 

THE GROWTH OF MANCHESTER, N. H. 

The largest manufacturing city of my own State is Manchester, 
which had, in 1890, 44,126inhabitants. Of these, 15,351, alittle 
more than one-third of the whole number, were engaged in re- 
munerative employment. They received yearly an average of 
$387.75 in wages, and turned out products to the value of $20,- 
187,295, a per capita of $1,315. 

Of these workers, 9,617 are engaged in cotton manufactures 
of various kinds, in which business there is invested $13,845,304. 
The operatives receive $3,417,235 wages, anaverage of $355.33, 
and produce cottons to the value of $10,957,219, the per capita 
product being $1,139.36. Taking the total amountof wages paid, 
the cost of material, $6,465,886, and the miscellaneous expenses, 
$535,946, a total of $10,419,067 is paid out by factories to secure 
goods to the value of $10,957,219, leaving $538,149 profit, which 
is not quite 4 per cent, instead of the vast sums we hear so 
much about as the profits of the cotton manufacturers. 
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THE PROSPERITY OF AUGUSTA, GA. 


There is another city of which I have the statistics. It hasa 
number of cotton factories, with a capital invested of $5,337,362. 
It has 2,982 workers, who receive $709,525 in wages, an average 
of $237.93. The value of the cotton products of thiscity is $3,979,- 
042; the value of the product of each operative is $1,334.34. See 
the contrast between the two cities. In Manchester, N. H., the 
operatives are paid an average of $353.33 for producing goods to 
the value of $1,139.36; in this other city the operatives are paid 
$237.93 for producing goods to the value of $1,334.34. Yet the 
New England manufacturers are denounced for oppressing their 
workmen—for introducing cheap Canadian labor. The junior 
Senator from Georgia can verify these figures, for they are taken 
from page 722, part 2, of the Compendium of the Census, and 
apply to the city of Augusta, in his own State. 

In this connection I will read a short extract from the Wash- 
ington Post of June 11, 1894, credited to the Atlanta Constitu- 
tion. It is as follows: 

All through the dull seasons of the present financial depression the South- 
ern cotton mills have been running on full time and yielding bigger divi- 
dends than those of their Northerncompetitors. The D. A. Tompkins Com- 
pany’s mill at Charlotte, which was mentioned as a notable example in 
these columns a few days ago, is so crowded with orders for its fine num- 
bers that it has to run night and day. The cotton mill is destined to be the 
most powerful factor of Southern prosperity in future. When we manu 
facture our leading staple and sell the product cf our mills to home and for- 
eign markets, this will be the richest region on the globe. 

The Senators who represent States in which these prosperous 
| manufactories are situated should remember that there are 
other sections where the mills are silent, the workmen idle, 
their families destitute, and gloom and sadness prevail. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the labor employed in the Georgia cotton 

| mills white or colored? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I am not informed as to that. My own 
| impression is that in Georgia both white and colored labor are 
employed in the cotton mills. Will the Senator from Georgia 
kindly tell us? 

Mr. WALSH. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that all the employés in the cotton mills 
| of the South are white. 
| Mr.CHANDLER. So far as the operativesengaged in the di- 

rect work of manufacturing the fabric are concerned? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, sir. 

| AMERICAN WAGES AND FOREIGN WAGES IN COTTON MILLS 

| Mr.CHANDLER. The difference inthe costof labor in Europe 
and America ought certainly to be taken into consideration in 
determining the rate of duty upon any article we manufacture 
in this country. In my remarks about the cities of Manchester, 
N. H.,and Augusta, Ga., an easy method of obtaining the labor 
cost in the cotton goods manufactured in these two ciiles was 
given. In Manchester $353.33 worth of labor produced $1,139.36 
worth of material; in Augusta, $237.93 of labor produced finished 
goods to the value of $1,334.34. The percentage of labor cost in 
| Manchester was 31 per cent; in Augusta it was 17.83 per cent. 
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Comparison of the daily wages of variousclasses of operatives 
in the cotton mills of the Northern and Southern districts of the 
United States, on the continent of Europe, and the island of 
Great Britain has 


to be found in the first volume of his Seventh Annual Report, 
pages 614 to 712, where are given the actual rates paid to; 
workers in textile fabrics in the countries and sections named. 
The Commissioner says (page 5): 

In 
produ er. The personal method, that of sending well-informed, well-in- 
structed agents to obtain whatis wanted, is the only one on the whole that 
will secure satisfactory results. ° 

Within the Northern district of the United States, in the 
States of Maine, New Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, thirty-eight establish- 
ments were examined. 
tablishments were examined, situated in Virginia, North and 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee (page 20, Report). The results are given 
in the following table: 

Wages in cotton factories. 


{ Where several rates of pay are given three or more are added tegether and the 
average taken. | 


| 
| 


Daily wages 











: fh, ed 
Occupation. |Northern |Southern |. ,: | : 

district | district ene Great | P8s°— 

United | United | porope. | Britain. 

States. | States. | ~“FOP®: | 
NS 5 ccs ccuscsxstacadoutne $0. 514 $0. 85 WOE Bi cesinexds 614 
EOE owence vcccccrseccouewuebens 1.21 CB. Bncoes-. loaeeoeense 614 
BeGn BARES. 2... aon nvccanecsenss 1. 163 79 TE beesescsces 616 
NS on kdnsoatercevecocsséd 1. 68 BED b.. ccccvwecitccuccsbes 616 
Blackemiths ............. ....<- 1, 87 1.56 |..22.-2--- L 2h 616 
a 2 35 5 . 64 616 
CIOS 400.0. ccrecnnasena 1.10 - 81h “oot -81 622 
TT Gi nc cca had aieneniekll 1. 26; - 81 49 . 35 624 
OUI tno nrccci downsnand 1. 86 L3o Se ee 624 
GEEEMCG 2.00.0. ccewseccse-ccmmes AB: Fccncswce o® Ipeccevcece 626 
Gilet carriers ..............-.e.0<s . 80 7 - 60 + 203 626 
Cloth inspectors .......-......- 1. 33) .88 - 63 1.06 626 
Cloth-room hands .............. 1. ag 74 . 2 ee 628 
SONS cancinson aq énpeud 1.25 90 aceite 76 628 
Re as ntnnicinialintaidelamantens -71 38 22 29 630 
NO atin tne hiubdes deme 1.104 e800: Boece scnsee - 643 , 630 
IR oss noccvewsonenuiwe 1,05 1.01 -45 - 9By 632 
Drawing-frame tenders ........ . 7% - 65 . 87 71 634 
Draw ing-frame hands.......... 1.09 ole. Ipwocacentn are 636 
Db ckbes <oukineusb ve nme woaunene 1. 50 o O8% |. ... 22220. lasaccassse 636 
Villing carriers.......... pispasa . 90 . 66 - 554 485 640 
I ncmirosneecsncinmani L914 1. 054 o BE} |. ..ccccee 642 
Ts scen\sis eens sniee amaiibipel 1.43 92 AE Brovcsunses 644 
Harness hands ......ccccccesess 1.11} 52 AT 77 648 
DD 6 so o3 Khe tn awe eae oust 1.17 74 wt . 56 650 
ICING cnt minctsenenoncdod 1.91 BED tncssnewe 1.48 652 
Machinist helpers.......-.....- 1. 31g 1.00 - 55 1.57 556 
ere L115 81 - 5b - 834 656 
Picking-reom hands...-......... 1.18 -81 43 47 672 
NE sitiientna cictine nen eainematii “ -& BER [.acoacencs 674 
DIE ..cocccnccvscnectianl Loe 1, oF 1. BBE foo ccee ewes 674 
Roller coverers: .........<0+..0- 1.58 1. 60 . Sere 678 
Roving carries... ........sese< 99 2 ee Sn 678 
OST cin cacincniviinanetanl 1.07 . eee eee 680 
Beso MORES 2... vcccevcscccases 1.76 1,44 87 . 88 680 
Sewing-machine hands......... 1.00 CUD Bice cece ce dubonnnoone 684 
Masher tendlers.........cccccece 1, 68 1.31 . 68 1.36 684 
Slasher helpers ................ 1.13 .73 - 62 - 63 686 
SS as 1.03 - 834 GE Tscvsnnpous 688 
Speeders, coarse ..............- 1.10 82 - 414 77 683 
ENE, SER cncage coscunsenss 1.23 85 54 - 69 688 
Speeders, intermediate......... 1. 29 82 - 395 . 69 690 
Spinners ........- 1.09 070 J. .cnwaccce|accoes cece 690 
Spinner’s frame . 2 -50 45 61 692 
Spinner'smule..............-+- 1,70 1. 00 - 965 1.38 692 
ae oud . 82 . 60 ofl |. .ccccece 694 
ae 1.09 SOD Nnccces ondvleeneenenee 696 
‘Teamsters......... seu seeunenind 1,40 1.00 Lonwccsccess | - 95 698 
Third hands.........-..----.--- 1.31 BAD Becicsnieed simi 700 
TLL IES: 1.00 le Scenintinmers sds arate 700 
DEED kann ccansercececcoveses 1.17 . 67 -37 | 81 700 
Warpers .....-...+- oncevsceaces 1. 26 . 89 -58 | -T3 702 
Waste hands...... ienewentsuese 1.22 CBE fe noemensen |. omecccnen 7.04 
Li... 1, 30 1,21 47 | . 59 7.06 
i, eee 1. 07 . 89 .45 -71 7. 08 
WIGS ceanecsee . 84 Oe lenccssseus | - 404 7.10 
Yarn hands 1.21 | BGR. | nanceieteiiiatiotinan | 712 





In the figures taken from the Commissioner's report ——_ 
sons can be made between thirty-two examples in the northern 
district of the United States and the same number in Great 
Britain, ss there are only that number given from the latter 
country. Averaging these thirty-two sets of wages paid, the 
amount the British worker gets is 75 cents per day, whilst the 
average to the Northern American is $1.48 per day, a small frac- 
tion less than two to one, sothat a high duty is necessary to pro- 
tect American labor from the cheaper labor of Great Britain. 
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been made under the direction of the Hon. | 
Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, and the result is | 


920 | 


pov | 


ecuring the information, experts and agents were sent directly to the | 


In the Southern district thirty-two es- | 
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There are thirty-eight examples given from the continent of 
Europe, and comparing these with the thirty-eight from th 
northern district, gives 55 cents as the average for the day's 
labor in Europe, and $1.52 as the Northern American's ayeras 
This shows that a much higher duty is required to protect our 
workers and put them on an equality with the German worker. 


CHEAP LABOR IN THE COTTON FACTORIES OF CHINA AND JAPAN, 


But it is not alone the low rate of European wages against 
which our American laborers are entitled to be protected. 

I have already in this debate called attention to the remarka- 
ble paper of Mr. D. Lubin, Sacramento, Cal., published in the 
number for May, 1894, of the American Federationist, of New 
York, the official organ of the American Federation of Labor, 
where the second point he makes is as follows: 

The influence on the American wage rate in the use of labor-saving agri- 
cultural devices and machinery by the semi-civilized races of the cheapest 
fleld labor in the world. 

He says that the removal of protection would bring, in time, 
‘the Chinese wage rate for labor. For, with free trade, there 
will be nothing to prevent a manufacturer starting shops and 
mills in China with Chinese laborers at Chinese wage rates, and 
sending his products to New York or San Francisco.” 

In the Manufacturer, published in Philadelphia, June 9, 1894, 
there is contained an article from the Boston Commercial Bulle- 
tin, of June 2, 1894, which I reproduce, headed ‘‘ Foreign Compe- 


| tition on Cottons:” 


Last week we presented some figures on the cotton-cloth industry, show- 
ing that its present yee een in the United States are far from rosy. In- 
creasing pressure of foreign competition on our markets, foreign and do- 
mestic, seems to be the destiny of our cotton manufacturers. 

The industry in England, and in fact in Europe, is particularly depressed. 

At the international meeting of textile workers at Roubaix, France, last 
November, the official reports told a.terrible tale of foreign wages in the 
cotton industry. The weavers of Manchester, England, according to this 
report, earn on an average $5.63 for a week of fifty-six hours. The spinners 
average $8.53, the girls from 18 to 20 years earning $4.30 to $4.50. Piecers 
earn on an average $4.38 a week, and bobbin boys, $1.76 to $1.95. 

In France the daily wages for fourteen hours’ work, in Cambresis and the 
Department de I’Aisne, is 133 cents to 19} cents for weavers. 

he representatives of a largeGerman factory employing 1,500 hands and 
90,000 spindles a the average earnings of girls and women at $1.45 for 
a week of sixty-six bours. 

Even these meager wages are, however, too high. Thecapitalists of Eng- 
land conceived the idea that ope ye who required no clothing worth 
mentioning, and no food but olf and rice, could work more cheaply even 
than these unhappy toilers. So they established large factories at Bombay 
for the manufacture of the coarser cotton yarns. 

The riment was successful, and Manchester is suffering from the 
competition of Bombay, not only in India but also in China. 

More recently Japan has come to the front, and is taking the China trade 
away not only from Manchester, but from Bombay. Last year there were 
360,000 spindles in operationin Japan, and by theend of this year 750,000 will 
be tur ° 

The factories ‘n Japan are at Osaka. They have the advantages of cheap 
coal, cheap skilled as well as unskilled labor, and a fixed rate of exchange, 
both Japan and India being on asilver basis. The priceson Japanese cotton 
yarns at Shanghai and Hoagkong are cut sharply below both Manchester 
and Bombay rates, 

The first spinning mill waserected in that country in 1865, and no other spin- 
ning mill was built until 1880, when three more were erected, and by 1886 
eleven more were in operation. 

By 1890, twenty-three were added to those already existing, and since 1890 
the increase has been very great, not only in the number of establishments, 
but in the capacity of those already a 

The average wages are 16.2 cents per day for male operatives and 8 cents 
per day for females, and the net earnings of the mills have been at the rate 
of about 4.25 per spindle. 

The mills have all introduced electric plants and run two shifts of eleven 
hourseach. The imports of raw cotton run from 4,400,000 pounds in 1886 to 
104,900,000 pounds a year now. 

In 1892 the mills began to export yarn to China, and ft is estimated that 
the cost of production is 18 per cent less than the Rast Indian mills. As yet 
none of the mills have taken to weaving yarns, all the yarn now manufac- 
tured being woven on handlooms, either in China or J _—— 

In addition to the bitter competition from iil-paid European labor, the 
United States has to face a new compe rin Asiatic labor. 

Already Japanese refineries are dis American refined camphor in 
our own market. The new cloud on the textile horizon may be smal& but 
the Mikado’s country is doubling tts machinery yearly, and already has 
nearly as many s les as the State of Maine. 


Commenting on the foregoing the Manufacturer speaks as 
follows: 


The workman in the textile millsof Indiaearns about [5cents aday, and he 
toils from twelve to fourteen hours a day including Sundays. InJapan male 
operatives in the cotton mills earn about 16 cents a oe and the female op- 
eratives about 8cents. The manufacture of cotton fabrics under these con- 
ditions has just begun. It is capable of practically indefinite extension in 
both Japan and India. There are no finer artisans in the wor!d than these 
people who earn in a week a sum of money spon which an American would 
starve todeath if he earned it every day, at is to become of the manufac; 
tures of England, under free trade, if the industries of these countries shall 
acquire vastdimensions? Whatchance will American mills have of turning 
a spindle twenty years hence, if our tariff barriers are to be thrown down s0 
that the products of this cheap Asiatic labor can be projected into our 
market? J is about to supply what may be called a demonstra- 
tion of the folly of the free-trade theory that the 7 labor is al- 
ways the cheapest and need fear no competition. 6 ominous signs of in- 
dustrial ectrviy in the East are beginning to make some of the British free 
traders tremble. The Textile Mercury declares that Richard Cobden never 
dreamed of such a situation; and it warns British manufacturers that “ the 
thing nosventing arising tide, and is coming to the dangerous and 
ems point." e journal in question demands that something be done to 
stay it. 
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With all the conditions above depicted itis not wonderful that 


the framers of the present bill, the Senators from Missouri and | 


Ark have undertaken to make a cotton schedule that will 


ansas, 


protect the product of the rapidly increasing cotton factories of 


the Southern States of this Union. It is to be hope l that they 
have also equally protected the cotton mills of New E ingland, 


including thoseof New Hampshire, which produce cotton goods 
of a finer texture and of more expensive finish than those made | we 


in the Southern factories. 


7 


CHEAP EGYPTIAN COTT ITTON YARNS, 

Mr. President, it is not only necessary to have duties for the 
protection of cotton manufactures in this country, but I call the 
attention of Senators from the Southern States to the fact that 
the importation of cotton and cotton yarns raised and spun by 
the cheap labor of Egypt will soon make it necessary to put a 
duty upon raw cotton, and certainly will soon require increased 
duties upon cotton yarns. The earliest tariff bill passed by 
Congress on July 4, 1789, for *‘ the encouragement and protection 
of manufactures,” provided : a duty of 3 cents per pound on cot- 
ton. Soon will a be a demand for a renewal of the duty 
and even the raw material which cotton is, will not be allowed 
to come free to our manufacturers of cotton. 

The imports of raw cotton from 1871 to 1890 inereased from 
1,196,840 pounds to 8,407,160 pounds. [ herewith give a table 
showing the import ition of cotton for the last four years: 


Imports of cotton. 


ION AND Cl 





| Value per 


> . Tt . 
Pounds. Valhve. ‘pound. 
Centa. 
Pht ateneatentibsdietinandereriimendetetie 8, 407, 160 $1, 393, 070 16.5 
DENN Wethstoeksceena ba cusbeecovccdaiasbauce 20, 880, $20 2, $33, 528 13.6 
DE Scans Koes debe NedE Wecbndiendcadckntuned 28, 458, 506 3, FEL, 950 11.6 
PE aitianGbNemiaghitinnctsyeabubeesnsaes 43, 330, 286 4, 686, 439 10.8 


Of the 43,000,000 pounds imported in 1893, the Senator from 
South Dakota[Mr. PETTIGREW |says 28,000,000 came from Egypt. 


'Thisisa fine cotton, superior tothe South Carolina sea-island cot- 
ton. 





Manufactures of waolen. goods in the United. States, 2880-1890. 


UNITED STATES. 
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New Hampshire 
arolina cotton 
lt is superior tothe South Carolina 




































—<—— 


Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from 
cotton referred to is superior to South C 
} Mr. CHANDLER. 


Se a- 

| island cotton. This last named cotton has been allowed to de- 
generate in recent years and can not hold its own against the 
| fine Egyptian cotton which is brought here raw or as fine cotton 


yarns, and used for making the gre 
sar now so abundant in this cou 
| silks in the manufacture of some goods. 

th Carolina will find it necessary to secure 
Eeyptian cotton and cotton yarns made theref 
endeavor by improved methods and greater care in cultivation 
to bring her sea-island cotton back to the standard it occupied 
before the war. The transcaspian provinces of Russia are being 
developed as a cotton-growing region, and in 1892 produced 163,- 
000,000 pounds. 


sat variety of cotton under- 
[It is also mixed with 


»t+ pu 
nvury. 
Sou 


a duty on this 
rom, and also to 











{ submit a table showing the importations for the last four 
years of fine cotton yarns: 
| 5 | Ad va- 
i @ Pounds.| Value Duty lorem 
o | } rate 
—_———— ne em 
Valued at over 70, | 1890 | 38 cts. perlbj 77, 063. 98/358, 608. 09 $29, 284. 31 49. 39 
and not exceeding | 1891 |_...do.__._. | 79, 510. 95) GO, 135.76) 30,214.16 50.24 
80 cents per pound. | 1892 I-~-do Dolvesniel | 74,923. 13) 56, 860. 61) 28. 470. 79 0, O8 
1893 |__..do_______| 74, 985. 90} 57, 004. 00) 28, 475. 61 50.45 
Valued at over 980 | 1890 48 ets. per Lb} 92, 872. 40} a4, Sa OO} 44, 578. 75 52. 84 
cents and not ex- | 1891 |....do_-...... 119, 637.78) 107, 587. 03) 57, 426. 13 3 28 
ceeding 81 per | 189% /}_._..do_______ | 52, 523. 82) 1 9 887.57 25, 211.43 3.77 
pound. = 116, 166. 12104, 129. 00 55, 759. 74 8. 54 
Valued at over di per | 1890 | 50 per cent.| 81,514. 98,100, 270. 04 50, 135. 04 ”) 
pound. | 1991 |__..do_______ 46, 871. 19 59, 197.02, 29,598.50| 50 
1998 }__..do._____- 35, 652. 40) 47,224. 22' 23,612.10, 50 
| 1893 |....de. -| 47, 207. 81) 87, 621.00 28,310.59 50 


WOOL AND WOOLBN MANU FACTURES. 


Trusting that the factsabout the cotton industries which [ have 
thus submitted to the Senate may not be without interest, E pro- 
ceed now to consider somewhat in like manner the condition of 
the woolen manufactures of the United States. I submit first 
the following table, headed, ‘‘ Manufactures of woolen goods in 
the United States, 1880-90:” 







































































# re eee al Ts aad a a ee aac Sc a maak ? 
s 16 5 a | 2 3 a3 3 os FS | 3 Oj =. S| s 
| os - | z eo | S cual a a a ~ ou a o . = 
} wre 2G = 2h | a. o¢ a on a? | =& | eo | £3 s aa = ; oF. 
—_— acs acs ou as | sc acs Snes ace og as | ase = | ~ St oo es } 32 
Period. | gee ge) 22 | $2 | 3 S22} es | ge et $2 | aa Vai’ “3 2 we 8s 
| om ~S! Bs 3 aa a | ogee g 29 3| 34: ony) 2a a -S | 323 
AS> |S8) sa 1/38) 56 ea | 'FO|SH) of | 5S) SS o8| 8 3- om | 455 
4 : on _? so) 22 Be | oA _ = |} Sho 
pst [e ER Te eA le pe a el ee om Se} Ce 
| _— } ae =e en a ee Ss a 
} | } | Cents 
CO - $159, 091, 869 |...... }162, 557 | __._. ./B47, 380, O87 |__.._. 3293.25 }...... 266, 192, 229 |______| 807, 681, 604 |32. 98 |$164, 371, er $207, 252, 913 $1, 654. 73 
RN ee 296, 494, 481 (85.41 |219, 132 /35. 54 | 76, 660,742 (61. 75 350. 00 |19. § 56 |372, 797, 413 (25. 88 | 98, 540; 484 (26. 43 | 202, 815, 842 (23.38 | 337,768,524 | 1, 541.29 
Increase ..... 137, 402, 612 }...._.| 57,575 |__| 29, 271, 655 |. 56.75 | ae 76, 605, 184 858, 870 | 38,444,281 || 70,516,611 |... 
NEW BPNGLAND. 

I o, siatenatnanks 80, 678, v2 Ee cl | 75, 400 — 23, 308, 751 |......| 909.13 |._....|168, 711, 797 ..| 55,000, 002 32.66 | 84,187,083 |._.___ | 137, 927, 668 1, 829. 28 
1890. ~----; 149, 166, 236 |85. 60 | 92,566 22.76 | 34,372,381 [45.33 | 371.18 [20.00 |204, 266, 172 21.08 | 55,031,899 |25.91 | 95, 430,276 |13,35 | 155, 336,935 | 1) 673.11 
Increase 68, 487, 204 |...... | 17, 166 |......| 10, 568, 630 eres 62. 05 ---| 90, 556, 37H |... 31, 897 |... 11,243,283 |__| 47, 409, 267 |__ 
MIDDLE STATES. 

i | | — a > a 7 - | = ———— = 
PS Risatdichncutnweds | 63, 717, 854 == =n=n| 72, 339 | 21, 138; 923 f...... | 294. 98 | ia a 99, 395, 994 ...| 33, 692,723. |33.99 | 68,162,805 }._.._. | 110,833,039 | 1,583. 49 
aE | 116,372, 021 82.65 |101, 580 |40. 42 | 95/503; 450 [68.00 | 349.51 18. 48 128, 718, 377 (29. 50 | 33,547,030 (26.00 | 91,025, 256 /33. 52 | 153, 904, 571 | 1,514. 80 
Increase .....| 52,652, 157 |..... | 20, 24% }.. 22. 14, 360, 527 aaa 5. 53 a, | 29, 882, 493 |... 145, 693 |__.._- 22, 962, 451 |......| 43,071,532 | : 
} } | ; — 
SOULHERN STATES 
) RE rea! | 2,995, 517 os | 2,649 | . 404,334 |_.____| 186.60 |....._ 6, 021, 980 ----| 2% 210,212 |96..17 2,737,723 | aaa 3, 961, 171 1, 495. 16 
Wee csivaenccaseeh a 541, 875 |185. 00 7, 234 \169. 00} 1,881, 656 | (280. 85; 260.00 /39.30 | 8,787,076 |49.00 | 2,480,431 [28.21 | 4,459, 306 [62.83 | 7, 673, 681 | 1,060. 00 
Increase ..... | 5,542, 958 |. __.. $, 585 | eg 1, 387, 322 |... 73.40 |... 2,705,006 |...| 370,219 |...... ~~, 721,588 |... ~ 3,712,510 |_...__. 
| | | 
WESTERN STATES 
adie dnitidon ntl | 91,695, 526 re | 11,169}... 2, 452, O79 }......| ZIG. SH}... 22, 682, 558 6, 978, 667 '30. 30 9, 283, 990 | : 4,531,085 | 1,281. 41 
Bri. ececensssssst So 90. 76 | 17, 752 |68. 80 | 4,903, 055/100. 00) 276. 29 /25. 33 | 31,025,785 36.90 | 7,481,124 [24.13 | 11,901,206 |27.11 | 20,853)387 | 1. 174. 94 
Increase .....) 10,718,823 |......| 6,588 |...... 2, 450, 976 56. 73 8, 263, 230 602,457 |.._.| 2, 617,216 |..-} 6,980,208 | 
a ae et : ae . | 5 
mEWw HAMPSHIRE 
| 9,374, 855 | 7, 352 2,237, 756 304, 37 | 16, 929, 168) 5,407,734 32.00) 7,954,955 | 50 | 1,798. 6 
oo eesceewc cece oo cece 4, 00% nw come ye ’ “wg < «<ee} » Ry BOT. ~ aman n a, ’ om | 13, 200; SD | eo 63 
Me tient eae 14, 721, 786 | 75. 76 9, 400 27. 86 | 3, 341, 695 49. 42 | 355. 50 16. 82 | 22, 152,1908/0. 90 | 5,747,363 |25. 94 | 8,784,688 |11.33 , 14,445,172 | 1,536.72 
(increase .....| 6,342, 931 | ae 2,088 |...) 1,103, 839 | ; we... | 5,223,021 [......| 339,589 | 989,683 |._____ | ca 
: A { | Rae 
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PERCENTAGES OF CAPITAL, WAGES, AND OUTPUT. 


Ci the total woolen manufactures of the country, New Eng- 
land had of the capital invested 50.74 per cent in 1580 and 50.30 

yor cent in 1890. The Middle, Western, and Southern States 
n 1890 hud, respectively, increased 82,65, 90.76, and 185 per cent. 
The wages, as in the cotton industry, were larger per capita in 
the New England than in any of the other States, both in 1880 
and in 1890, being $111 more in New England in 1890than in the 
Southern States, 895 more than in the Western, and $22 more 
than in the Middle States. The average annual output of the 
New England operative was nearly $200 above the average in 
1880 and $138 in 1890. 

It isa noticeable fact thatthere was an average decrease in 
the cost of wool of 6.55 cents per pound, but this decline doubt- 
less resulted from the imports of cheap carpet wools, which en- 
ter into the general average. 

INCREASED CAPITAL AND WAGES, WITH LOWER PRICES TO CONSUMERS. 

The manufacture of woolens in this country is an enormous 
one, and under the fostering influence of a protective tariff has 
been rapidly developed. The table presented shows an increase 
in capital from $159,000,000 to $296,000,000, equal to 86.41 per 
cent. It shows that the operatives increased from 161,000 to 
219,000, and the total wages paid from $47,000,000 to $76,000,000, 
whilst the average per capita wages increased from $293.25 to 
$350. The value of material increased from $164,000,000 to $202,- 
000,000, and the value of the products from $267,000,000 to $337,- 
090,000, The value of the product for each operative decreased 
from $1,654.73 to $1,541.39, and this is the most significant item 
in the table. 

[t has been stated here and elsewhere, so often as to be mo- 
notonous, that the high duties collected on woolen imports in- 
creased the cost to the consumer. No one will pretend to say 
that the operative of 1890 did not produce a larger quantity of 
the same quality of goods than he produced in 1880. In fact, 
everyone knows that with improved machinery and facilities the 
average quantity and quality of the goods produced, to the 
operative, was largely increased. What, then, becomes of the 
statement that the cost of woolens is increased to the consumer 
by the tariff? 

The apeeetive in 1880 produced a certain quantity of woolen 
goods of the value of $1,654.73, at which price they were placed 
on the market. The operative of 1890 produced an equal or 
greator quantity of woolen goods which were put upon the mar- 
ket for $1,541.39, a saving of $112.34 to the consumers of woolen 
goods in the United States upon the labor of every operative 
engaged in producing woolen goods; and as there are 219,132 
operatives engaged in the woolen industry, this shows an actual 
saving in cost to the consumers of over $24,000,000 as against 
prices paid in 1880. With this plain and indisputable fact, it is 
time to cease repeating the statement that the duty on woolen 
goods will always be a tax upon the consumer. 

Is it not plain to the dullest comprehension that if the opera- 
tive engaged in producing woolen goods in 1880 and in 1890 pro- 
duced a like quantity in each year, and that if the same quan- 
tity produced in 1890 sold for $113.34 less than a like quantit 
produced in 1880, the consumer purchased his goods that much 
cheaper? The figures given have been carefully collated from 
the official reports, and that is what they prove. 

Mr. PALMER. At this point I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire how he accounts for the falling off in 
the price. How does the Senator explain it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it can be explained in various 
ways, but beyond all question the fall in the price of the mate- 
rials used by the factories in 1890, as against the cost of the ma- 
terials used in 1880, contributes largely to the result. It must 
be that, assuming thatthe operatives have grown more skillful, 
if anything, because here is the larger product to each opera- 
tive than there was in 1880. 


CAPITAL NOT BXCESSIVELY REMUNERATED, 


It is the custom of the Southern tariff reformers to complain 
much of the enormous profits of the manufacturers of the North, 


‘and to repeat President Cleveland's foolish fallacy thet every 


tariff duty increases the cost not only of the imported article, 
but also by a like amount the cost of every such article pro- 
duced at home. One of the latest misrepresentations of this 
kind applied to woolen goods is admirably exposed in the follow- 
ing letter: 

LACONIA, N. H., June 5, 1894, 

MY DEAR Sir: In following the tariff debate I run on to many very curi- 
ous statements, Which are so utterly at variance with the facts that itis 
simply amazing to try to account for them. 

On page 6771, CONGRESSIONAL RecORD, Senator JONES of Arkansas is re- 
ported to have said, ‘‘ Then the tax levied on the domestic consumption of 
woolen goods has amounted to about 8171,000,000; the tax on the forei 
roods to about 836,000,000, making a total tax on woolen goods of about #207. 
foo, 000. Of this vast sum only 836,000,000 goes into the Treasury, while $171,- 
000,000 goes to the manufacturers.”’ 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 14, 





In the Eleventh Census of the United States, page 4, Table 1, comparative 
statement of combined textile industries in the United States, is found the 
following statement: 


Wool manufactures, 1890. 


Number of establishments............... 


OO ne 2, 480 
SRL « sabe sqep bhiabimheblanunhas tas wee ane Oss sone nese bhsewnenes $206, 494, 481 
SO ‘cast iucwbakesnshdbinsoakaiess ceses eece eceeecerecee 219, 182 
na ia Ee a . . --- 876, 660, 742 


Cost of materials used ............---.------------ Bn aed $203, 095 673 
VGIue Of DPOAUCE 2... nccccccce. tik date Deas ts Maan sae #337, 768) 524 


Now, the totai amount of wages and cost cf materials used is %279,756,314 
and the difference between this and the value of the product is 858,012 210° 
which would be the gross profit. . 

How can the wool manufacturers of the United States have received $171,- 
000,000 if their gross profit was but $58,012,210, or only one-third of 8171,000,000? 

They did not receive $171,000,000, and Senator JONES stated what was not 
in any sense true. 

The 858,112,210 gross profit is too large, because in the total product of the 
mills there is a duplication of products in the total. 

On page 47 of same census report, this duplication is shown to have 
amounted to over $30,000,000, which reduces the amount of gross profit to 
less than 830,000,000, and renders the statement of Senator JONES as absurd 
as it is untrue. , 

If men like Senator JONES know no better than this, if such statements 
are made with gravity in the Senate, if Democrats thought worthy to repre- 
sent States in this highest branch of our legislative body make in good 
faith such erroneous statements, it is indeed no wonder that we have such a 
bill under debate as you now are acting upon, and it will be a great mercy 
if the textile industries of our country have anything left after these men 
get done with them. 

It does seem toan outsider asif these men in charge of the tariff bill should 
exercise a little common sense and not make any such statements as Sena 
tor JONES did, for if he had taken the trouble to look at the total capital in 
the woolen industry, 296,494,481, he would have seen that his $171,000,000 
meant 857.77 on the capital employed, and the wildest tariff reformer must 
see the er of that. 

It is simply pitiable that a ey industry, producing nearly #300,000,000 
worth of goods per year should be subjected to legislation at the hands of 
men who show such ignorance in regard to it, and that it should be practi- 
cally ruined by the proposed rates of duty while a great trust like the sugar 
trust isso tenderly cared for by men who are suspected of enriching them- 
selves by speculating in its shares. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN T. BUSIEL 

Hon. WM. E. CHANDLER. 


WAGES PAID OPERATIVES IN WOOLEN MILLS 


As in the consideration of the wages in the cotton industry, I 
call attention to the wages paid to the operatives in wool. The 
table shows an increase in the country atlarge, from an average 
of $293.25 in 1880 toe $350 in 1890. This may be considered a fair 
annual wage, when tho fact is taken into consideration that 
12 per cent of the workers in woolen mills are children under 
the age of 15 years and 30 per cent are females. But it isnone 
too much. In fact it is barely enough, and would be more if the 
present protective system should be continued, for it is a well 
understood principle ‘‘ that like produces like,” and as the pro- 
tective system has produced an advance of 20 per cent in the per 
capita wages of the operatives in the last decade, there is no 
reason why we should not — a similar advance should it 
be continued in the present decade, unless free trade or tariff 
reform arrests the increase. 

Here are given the wages puid in the United States and Eu- 
rope to thirty-eight classes of wool-workers: 


Wages paid in United States and Europe in woolen manufacture as reported by the 
Commissioner of Labor, Seventh Annual Report. 


| Daily pay. 


| 











emne | Vol. 
Oceupation. United | eur man 1, 
| States. europe. 

Blackamiths ..........-0.-cecscecccsccceccccsecscess $1. 80 $0.87 | 616 
Brushere .....cccccccccccccccccccccccssseses Poccecces 1.00 | . 34 618 
il ins seer CRUE eis 6 ibd Wee ee URES | 15 . 323 618 
Card etrippers .....0.cccccccccccccccccccsecscscecese| 1.25 | 84 622 
Ne iia ais ast ea cen GahtsbenW wh | 1.10 . 34 624 
ans inarasnccshnpbisdcsusesrsdueckeneeeyes } 2.59 92 626 
CBE TROMOGRORS 2 occ cniescwccccvcccescccccccecccces 1. 83 .57 628 
CO COUN PRE R is one sc ccesiecccccccacceecsscoeses 1.10 1. 094 628 
DPA WOTB-ER... .cccccccscccccsccecccccccccsesccsnccess 1, 014 . 374 634 
Drawing-frame tenders. .........-...0--+-eeeeeeneees .74 86 | 636 
Dressers ........- Uguwess cepenrcstacs Vek tee sawn le 1.00 | 55 636 
BEnGimOO4re . ... 0.0 cvcccccccncescccsccccccecs eal eet s 2. 60 89 640 
Engineers’ helpers .........-...--- janveeseheaawn onl 1.50 | . 484 640 
SDS aekebntasbacdeng ube) cress ineeweetheatenes } 2.02 | . 874 642 
Finishing-room hands...........-..-.---.--.+-eee0++ } 94 | . 874 642 
Pr eT eee 1. 60 . 804 644 
EL oC cue ChsGlins6endhusess$nsbabesoshasconssece 1,12 . 36 646 
EE co dcank en sbencese inked endueigh kab wnaceSneapes 1.25 .77 646 
it - 2oo). 6.56 necdenaeeehatanas kgaemess a 1.15 .72 648 
I OR aes craks oe oes cel 1. 21 35 650 
DC a cca kbeciderich threun Pere hi nandenssheewes 2. 66 . 89; 652 
IR. «.% oo phdeuecesGbebgesueameassceseyepanuee 2.44 . 83 654 
MGABUTOTD 222.000. e cece cccccccccccccsccccscccsccscs 1.55 . 384 656 
SOI « cncdcb onda c ddnccepoceccccuéccccsecncuéveds 3. 00 .16 658 
Overseers’ carding department... ... Die SUN Dincpiwit 3.50 | 1. 554 | 66823 
Overseers’ dressing room ..... ~~ ......----.eeeeeeees 2. 00 . 82 662 
Overseers’ spinning department ...................- 2.75 1.11 666 
Overseers’ Weaving room. ...........-.-- + seen eeeenee 2.75 1.14 670 
MOD... Levis baiNecebds phevbedsene cuvenskcsnweeens } . 86 .42 674 


SU IND oc encase sec cncccncctustecassctcroces enue 73 . 46 682 


ORUNOED vas sccceccebesbnsccavestsncesctenscuesesapes 1. 39 | . 653 680 








Wages paid in United States and Europe, ete.—Continued. 


Daily pay. 




















Occupation. United ee 1, 

States. Europe. 
_ SS eae | - \ PaaS 
NE sp eivnandevarniusenereerke sus potcaseemwas $1.75 $0.75 686 
Bpinvers Sten bane Uainguesauenietashhekudisy casenened | . 96 ; ps 692 
MTC 5 MavadcnWseMiGeusiaeiieieateabesesas . 80 . 37 | 696 
IONE unc ccncandees $6ubsecddsasensussesiocesses 1.41 . 69 708 
I ne ete Be en eeubieeseakte | 1. 50 . 65 710 
WIE oncccdbece dccppacccccencosccdecsaccoeseseuns . 80 . 35 712 
Yarn Carriers .......ccccsccccccccccccnce ghbscudencding 1.25 1, 21 712 
Average for thirty-eight above classes........ 1,60 | oC fececewes 


The average, it will be seen, is $1.60 to the American and 684 
cents to the European. These figures, it must be remembered, 
are not from a campaign document, prepared to exploit a par- 
ticular idea. They are from the report of a Government officer 
of high character; were collected during the first Administra- 
tion of President Cleveland, and printed shortly after its close. 
Free trade in woolens would reduce the American worker in 
wools to the average of the European worker, for the nonsensi- 
cal idea-has been exploded that ‘* because of modern inventions 
and improved machinery” we produce more to the operative 
than is produced in Europe. No ‘‘modern invention or im- 
proved machinery” which adds to the capacity of the operative 
is in use in America fora year but what its duplicates can be 
found in European factories. 

The free traders and the tariff reformers want us to give up a 
market for the products of the farm, the field, and the work- 
shop, where the operative in woolen goods gets an average of 
$1.60 per day, and go to where he gets only 684 cents, and where 
we would have to compete with all other nations on equal terms. 
The protectionists want to build up this home market, where 
labor is well paid, and let the others severely aione. The 
whole question of the tariff is a question of wages. Shall they 
be maintained at the American or reduced to the foreign stand- 
ards of Europe, or worse yet, to those of China and Japan? 


THE GROWTH OF WOOL 


PRODUCTION UNDER PROTECTION. 

Mr. President, it is not my intention in this speech, which is 
devoted rather to a submission of statistics than to argument, 
to repeat what I have already said in this debate to prove that 
the manufacturers of woolen goods are not only willing, but anx- 
ious, to have sufficient duties levied upon the importation of raw 
material of wool to protect the flocks of sheep in this country. 
They believe in protection to the farmer as well as to the man- 
ufacturer, and are disposed to resist any attempt, by depriving 
the farmers of the country of the duty on wool, to induce them 
to lend a hand in tearing down the whole system of protection. 

The arguments in favor of the protection of wool have been 








ably stated by other Senators. 
The growth of the sheep and wool industries in the United | 
States under protection is displayed in the following tables: 
Sheep. 
Year. Number. | Value. 
eee ar ie et “i 
ON a ha a hh ed eel | 42,599,079 | $90, 640, 369 
BEE cccasichnus ---.| 44,376,072 | 100, 659, 761 
Ns Oss cak WIV edi a i hesdctencasuccacinieutouns | 43,431,136} 108, 397, 447 
oc aen ies SM Sry a Sen cadeaemaecoeiion | 44,938,365 | 116, 121,290 
ea xed chico <8 Whe diltdiinaskbe camara calm abtinincs | 47, 273, 553 25, 909, 264 
Bs hctae a aes Seitntonncneaent ere 89, 186, 110 
| 
7: Wool. 
Pounds. 

1850 . . : ohh se wh nd nwastees sedhuactetensictes 52, 516, 959 
Mbicses «ase aie eiae SEA URaC oe sedan ald su aatwaiacedasiore’ cade 60, 264, 913 
id C0. scouielise aie dead he ant ahcaccdmaeh dee eaboaes 100, 102, 887 
SEC ie ol Stn Bae as vl A aoubae Sana sabenddgogdadaeuniideated 155, 681, 751 
ae kn nd catcanane SoMa hdon cans sie ticheicada asd canaiace teased 165, 449, 289 
WO seuacenceci kee bas PUG ad's Rggde sks baa taka ban euaces in . 364, 152, 666 


To destroy through the Wilson bill the farmers’ flocks of 
sheep and the whole wool industry by free trade in wool, while 
trying to protect more or less, either adequately or inade- 
quately every other large industry except that of lumber, de- 
serves the stigma of infamy if anything in connection with an 
economic question can be called infamous. 

In my remarks on the 3d of May I stated the absolute neces- 
sity for some protection upon foreign wool on account of the 
fact that wool can be carried from Sidney, New South Wales, to 
New York and Boston for less than it can be transported from 
Oregon, Utah, Wyoming, Idaho, Montana, and Arizona. The 
~ was based upon a letter from Mr. John T. Busiel, Laconia, 

. H., dated March 28, 1894. It is found in the record of the 
debate of May 3, and strikingly presents the facts, and they are 
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also brought out distinctly in the remarks of the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER] made on May 3, and also on June 12, 
1894. 

‘*Free wool” is an actual discrimination in favor of foreign 
wool by reason of the fact that water-borne wool can be placed 
in New York and Boston cheaper than the wool from the moun- 
tain States of this country, or even from Ohio. The facts are 
indisputable. I will not again enlarge upon them. 

STATES NOW PRODUCE TWO-THIRDS OF 
CLOTHING OUR PEOPLE. 

Mr. Busiel has also taken due occasion to contend that in justly 
considering the relative use in this country of home and foreign 
wools, in connection with the question of protecting wool by a 
duty, there should be excluded from any figures used the third- 
class or carpet wools, which are not worn as clothing. 

This point of Mr. Busiel’s is developed in an article written 
by him in the American Journal of Politics for the month of 
May, 1894. This journal is devoted to the free discussion of 
political questions, national, State, and municipal, by writers on 
all sides. 

The article is entitled ‘‘On the consumption of wool, foreign 
and domestic, from a manufacturer's standpoint,” and is written 
in answer to acommunication in the February number of the 
same journal from Mr. Daniel Strange, in which he says, ‘‘ We 
produce but little more than half the wool worn in this coun- 
try.” 

Mr. Busiel refutes this statement so completely and shows so 
clearly how the law of 1890 increased the production of wool in 
this country that I shall read his article and incorporate it in 
my remarks. I do this all the more readily, as I know Mr. Bu- 
siel to be thoroughly competent to discuss the subject. 


THE CONSUMPTION OF WOCL, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC: 
TURER’S STANDPOINT. 


[By John T. Busiel.} 


A curious case of the blind leading the blind appears in the article of Dan- 
iel Strange in the February number of The American Journal of Politics. 
He says * We produce but little more than half the wool worn in this coun- 
try,’ and, further on, quotes George M. Bond, meaning, I presume, George 
William Bond. 

I wish to present some figures from George William Bond & Co.’s annual 
wool circular for 1891—which show that Mr. Strange is incorrect in the 
above-quoted statement. I first give a table showing all foreign wool en- 
tered for consumption, the amount of wool used in all the goods imported 
into the United States, and the total wool product of the United States 

I begin with the year 1886, as the first year in which imports of foreign 
wool exceeded 100,000,000 pounds, and call this Table L.: 


THE UNITED THE WOOL USED IN 


FROM A MANUFAC- 








TABLE I. 
Total wool | Estimated Total 
> entered for | wool used | product of 
Year. consump- | in goods Unitea 
tion. | imported. States 
= — — | — 
| 
sk alah tia tilbdsdebets aiid --------| 107,910,540 121, 609, 527 322, 305, 000 
Be iciatahatedletitiid cineeal toakeamluacndink ance dead ‘ 114, 404, 173 132, 705, 72 3: ), 000 
Rs che creas ba baldeha Gikee kina ; 97, 231, 277 | 141,474,144) 3 », 000 
Miu chvehhnnKatn tole 7 ---| 126, 181, 27 158, 044, 449 295, 779, 479 
1890 basi Sealine acardiaihc esas | 109,902,103 | 162,526, 269 309, 474, 836 
i dak. «0 chnaerbalmidssacaaaalanmetnaties | 119,390,280 | 129, 606, 230 303, 401, 507 
Wi inan tsisi i vonipintadaaduhadingdademasaiea | 134,622,336 | 107,377,718 | 333, 018, 405 
WO viccanax fa weal apenas cual eae | 175,636,041 | 110,963, 712 364, 152, 666 





It will be seen from this table that in only one year (1889) is it correct to 
say we produced but little more than half the wool worn inthis country. 
In all other years, it will be seen, we produced considerably more than one- 
half. 

But this table is constructed from the tariff-reformer's standpoint, and 

shows that when he refers to ‘‘ wool wornin this country,” he includes third- 
class or carpet Wools. Now third-class wools are not ‘‘ worn in this coun- 
try’ except on the floors of our houses, and, so far as wearing apparel is 
concerned, have nomore right to appear in the table than importations of 
jute. 
’ To show what part of the wool “worn in this country” is foreign and 
what part domestic, I will construct another table, which I will call Table 
II, and give the total first and second class, or clothing and combing wools 
in the first column; estimated wool used in goods imported in the second 
column; the domestic wool product in the third column, and the per cent 
of imported wool to total amount of foreign and domestic consumed, in the 
fourth column, for the same years as in Table I. 

The first and second class wools are the wools imported to be used in the 
clotbing ‘‘worn in this country.”’ 


TABLE II. 


| Per cent 


i. ae? gg be 34, 194,497 | 121,609,527 | 322, 305,000 | 32.6 
he tet is el seer No 32, 899,696 | 132, 705, 72 333, 500, 000 33.2 
1888 nie 22,520,581 | 141,474,144 | 322, 300,000 | 33.7 
DD aah tbitcuin ssctebanne nae | 20,624,807 | 158,044,449 | 295,779, 479 38.8 
tile scm eaididdanigtibetenicacne | 29,050,844 | 162,526,769 | 309, 474, 856 | 38, 2 
Dee cn hack eines tienda 33, 494, 591 129, 606,230 | 303, 401, 507 34.9 
rons Se Res aes | 44,062,211 | 107,377,718 | 333,018, 405 31.3 
Weiss) c6edednaata tana 42. 438,460 | 110, 963,712 | 29.6 


364, 152, 666 | 
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It will be seen from this table that the United States; has produced two- 
thirds of the ‘' wool worn in this country" in every year but. 1889, 1890, and 
189i1—and nearly two-thirds in those years. It will appere also that in 1892 
and 1893, under the operations of the M Kinley law, the United States not 
ohly produced the largest proportion of the total amount of wool consumed, 
put that the production was increasing relative to the total consumption. 
The increase of 10 per cent in the product of domestic wool in 1892 over 1891, 
and 10 per cent in 1493 over 1892, is striking evidence of the benefit of the Mc- 


Kinley act to woolgrower 


Mr. Strange writes: ‘ Manufacturers agsure us theimported wool isnever 
yiade up by itself. Neither is domestic wool. To secure the necessary 
strength and luster they myst becombined; and ‘not aspindle in America 
is runuing onelither domestic or foreign wool alone.’ ”’ 


Some one has sadly deceived and misled Mr. Strange. I have been in the 
woolen manufacturing business for twenty-six years, succeeding my father, 
who had been in it nearly all his life, and the above statement by Mr. 
Strange I can truthfully say is’ totally incorrect. Imported wool is fre- 
quentiy worked, or manufactured byitself. Thereisprobably not a worsted 
yarn mill of importance in the United States which does not make yarns 
solely of imported wools, yarns of imported and domestic wools, and yarns 
of domestic wools alone. Such yarns may or may not be put into fabrics by 
themselves; they may or may not be put into fabrics with domestic yarns. 
In fact, they are tised both ways. 


« 


in woolen mills (not worsted mills) cloths and hosiery are frequently and 
larwely made purely of imported wool, but it is safe to say that a good deal 
more than half the woolen mills of the United States use no imported wool 
whatever in any shape or form, but run their spindles on domestic wool 
alone 


‘The statement that ‘‘nota spindle in America is running on either do- 
mestic or foreign wool alone” is so grossly inaccurate that it throws a 
strong doubt upon the sources of Mr. Strange’s information. In my own 
State I am familiar with many mills that never use imported wool and run 
all their spindles on domestic wool. I have had occasion to use about three- 
fourths of a million pounds of domestic wool yearly for many years, and 
in twenty-five years have not used oné hundred bales of imported wool. 
When I have used any imported wool I have usually used it alone, and not 
mixed with domestic. 

Mr. Strange says: ‘‘It is imported under enormous duties—the tariff on 
some grades of scoured wool being over 100 per cent.” He further on uses 
\his rate of duty as if 1t were a common rate and fixed the price of imported 
Wool to us, and of domestic wool alSo. Nothing could be farther from the 
truth 

In Table No, 24, United States Treasury Department, Annual Report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on Commerce and Navigation, are 
given the quaftities and values of imports:of wool and manufactures of 
wool entered for consumption in the United States, and also rates of duty 
and amounts of accrhing duties on the same, during the years ending June 
30, 1892 and 1898. In this table it appears that we imported in 1802: 











> a Rate of 
Pounds. duty. 
Class 1 | Ber cent. 
Unwashed wool ont je dendinwens senemmnsueigkuekantnl 55; 09 
Washed wool ...... ine a ontinig tledtteeaaatdan naa 1, 246 36.6 
Scoured wool davis hiticinntadepeaisakdadeees tama 47, 187 68. 52 
Glass 2; 
Unscoured wool siti t iudnatiindiaaked 4; 068, 224 63. 21 
Scoured wool émikios nin atibieilammtahay « itiainnitin tain 84 | 24. 59 
__ Sorted wool alapice taniekocics tee ak-ceiosnaniieaaed | 20,171] 937.76 
Class 3 (carpet): | | 
WRG: 16 WORAINOE BOI... ecndecncnccecccccocsesccscocn 83, 697, 810 82 
Oe a cinta 5 » 992 64 
PGE ONIN is, 0x <aicerniinaianinaatinwe snicninnaiaten | 2,106,212 | 50 
SE is aictecnniccs 1 olaeb etcenapensatecetosee 76,159} 100 


In 1893, on lower prices of wool, the speeific duty remaining the same, in- 
creaged the percentage of duty, so that in class 1 the rates were 59.63, 48.86, 
and 66.69 per cent; class 2, 56.23, 43.60, and 91.68 percent. In class 3 the rates 
are ad valorem in beth years, and so do not. change. 

The only rate of 100 per cent-if in class 3, carpet wool, sorted, and in this 
grade only 76,159 pounds were imported {. 1892, and 10,780 pounds in 1893. 
Yet the statement is boldly made and skilfully used to convey the impres- 
sion that our price of foreign wool is enhanced 100 per cent by theduty. The 
rates of duty on class 1 and class 2 are highér in percentage than when the 
McKinley law was passed, because the price of foreign wool is now lower. 

Mr. Strange further on attempts to controvert Mr. McKinley's statement: 
“Every ship!load (of imported goods) displaces American. labor; and you 
can not get around that”’ by saying,  Butif we but oncethinkofthefact that 
they bring nothing here except in exchange for the product of our own toil, 
we thon see that every ship load, instead of displacing labor. fills-our homes 
with comforts and relieves.our markets of our surplus, and thus gives em- 
ployment to our laborers to create another surplus for another exchange, 
which exchange we do not make unless itis‘to our advantage to do so.”’ 

This is a familiar free-trade argument, which has so often been refuted 
that it seems unnecessary to expose its fallacy again. 

Under the Walker tariff, from 1847 until 1860, there were but two years, 
1848 and 1858; when we did notlargely import:‘more merchandise than we ex- 
ported; in 1848 because imports were withheld to await the lower duties of 
the Walker tariff, and in 1858 bseause of hard times, brought on by the ae- 
tion of the Walker tariff in bringing about the great excess.of imports over 
exports. 

Phe excess of imports over exports in this: period of the: Walker tariff 
amounted to more than $400,000,000. This ex¢ess was paid forin gold and not 
by any “surplus” created by employment of labor, as-Mr. Strange's theory 
should have worked to pay the excess. Had the mines of California not 
been discovered, and had they not produced such phenomenal quantities of 
gold for export to pay this immense excess of imports over exports, the 
condition of the United States would have been even worse financially than 
it was from 1857 to 1860. 

It is not necessary to argue that the United States is not a nation which 
manufactures largély for export, and that it is a nation which does largely 
export agricultural products; these are self-evident facts. 

it must pay, then, for imports of all kinds, if we pay by exchange of prod- 
ucts, with such articles as we are called upon to supply to other nations; 
our exports must be agricultural products, since these are mainly what 
other nations come here to get whenever their other sources fail, or we can 
sell them more cheaply than other nations can sell similar products. 

Now, the importation into the United States of more manufactures—of 
more shiploads of foreign manufacture—is not going to create more demand 
abroad foragricultural products. If England can buy the wheat of India 
ox the Argentine or Russia, at lower prices than of America, she will not 
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buy American wheat, simply because we are buying more goodsof B: adford: 
she will buy in the cheapest market. So, too, of other nations supplying us 
with manufacture:! articles. Our imports of manufactured goods migt t 
double or treble and the chief articles of export not increase in amount ° . 
ported, because of such imports. Again, the old system of barter or sf 
change of products between nations is no longer in vogue. : 

The submarine cables, the swift steamers—the rapid means of communi- 
cation and transportation—enable a merchant to buy as easily in Hongkong 
as he can order a suit of clothes of his tailor, nor does he stop to consider 
the means of payment more carefiiy in one casethan the other. He knows 
that if he can not pay for Bradford cloths in wheat, he can and will pay in 
gold, and that is just what he does when the scarcity of bills of exchange 
drawn against exported agricultural products is great enough to make gojd 
exports necessary. ; oa 

But, itis argued, we shall export. more manufactured goods. Why or t 
whom? Every market of the world outside the United States is now sup- 
plied with goods made of free raw materials, and with much cheaper labo 
than euters into any goods made in the United States. Where is the new 
market in which our goods will be paid for ata higher price than is now 
paid titere for foreign goods? There is nosuchmarket. Solongasthe pres 
ent standard of wages is maintained in the United States and the present 
number of working hours for labor, the price of our manufactured goods in 
the case of nine-tenths, or more, of all kinds of goods will be higher than th: 
foreign goods of like character, and they will not be largely exported. The 
only lines of cotton goods exported to-day by our people are such as contain 
the rasv. material as the chief element of cost, and into which labor entersto 
the smallest extent, the coarse grades of heavy cloth. 

With free raw cotton we yearly import some $30,000,000 worth of fine cot- 


tons, in which labor is the chief element of cost, in spite of the McKinley 
tariff and free raw material. The same is true of silk goods, into which en- 
ters raw material free of duty. Itis inevitable that imports shall exceed 
exports under a low tariff, and it is also inevitable that such excess will be 
paidin gold. If long continued, such a fiscal system will bring about great 
distress and widespread poverty, and will disorganize our monetary system 
to a. degree which has not been equaled in the history of our country. 
JOHN T. BUSIEL. 

The points made by Mr. Busiel may be recapitulated as fol- 
fows: 

1. In answer to the charge that: we produce but little more 
than half the wool worn in this country, he shows, by excluding 
the importations of carpet wool, that the true result is that of 
the wool worn in this country we produce two-thirds. 

2. He shows that many of our mills are run entirely upon do- 
mestic wool. 

3. He dispels-the charge that the rate of duty on wool is over 
100 per cant, and that the price of all wool is thereby enhanced 
100 per cent. He does this by showing that the rates of duty on 
the larger quantities of wool imported, namely, on carpet wool 
and unwashed wool, have been. only 32 and 55 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

4. He refutes the free-trade argument that importations into 
the United States of foreign goods increase our exports-of agri- 
cultural products, because he truly says that no nation buys any- 
thing from us for any other reason than that she can obtain it 
at the lowest possible price. Theworld’sneeds and the world’s 
prices, and not our duties on importations, determine the quan- 
tity of our exports. 

5. He concludes that it is inevitable that our imports will ex- 
ceed cur exports under a low tariff, the excess to. be paid in 
gold; and that such a system will bringabout great distress and 
widespread poverty. 

It is impossible successfully to dispute the correctness of Mr. 
Busiel’s conclusions, 

AMERICAN WAGES CAN ONLY BE KEPT UP BY PROTECTION. 

Mr. President, I trust that the facts which I have to-day pre- 
sented to the Senate, together with my desultory remarks in- 
tended to show the importance of protection to,the cotton and 
woolen industries of the country, may not be undeserving of 
thoughtful consideration. The whole c se may be summed up 
as follows: If the present high wages are to prevail in the United 
States, neither the cultivation of cotton nor the production of 
wool can be maintained with the admission of these so-called 
‘aw materials free of customs dufies in the face of the cheap 
cotton of India and Egypt and the cheap wool products of the 
Argentine Republic and Australia. With the present high 
wages the manufacture of cotton and woolen goods can not be 
maintained without customs duties in the face of the cotton and 
woolen mills of China and Japan and of those of all the crowded 
nations. of Europe. 

PROTECTION AND THE REPUBLICAN PARTY WILL TRIUMPH. IN 1895. 

What, then, shall the national policy be? If free trade, all 
these industries areruined. If a tariff for revenue only, it can- 
not exceed 20 per cent duties upon all imported merchandise 
without distinction, which is also ruin to the industries. If a 
tariff is to. be levied upon a different principle, can it be any 
other than one which designedly protects these great industries 
by duties amply sutticient to equalize the conditions in foreign 
countries.and in this country, under which the industries are 
carried on? The principal inequality of conditions grows outof 
the difference in the wages of labor in the United States and 
everywhere else in the habitable globe. To this complexion, 
then, the question always.comes at last, Shall tariff duties be 
maintained. for the avowed purpose of protecting highly paid 
American labor against.competition with cheaply paid labor in 
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other countries? What will bethe final answer to this question 
by the people of this nation? 

“Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator from 
New Hampshire : ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is no interruption. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I wish to inquire whether in his opinion 
if a tariff were made upon the basisof the difference of the cost 
of labor in this country and in other countries, we would or 
would not have sufficient protection to carry on our industries 
in competition with the balance of the world? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
L have felt that the true Republican principle could perhaps be 
better enunciated in that way than in any other. ‘That prin- 
ciple was distinctly voted down in the Democratic national con- 
vention of 1892, and the declaration was made instead that all 
protection is contrary to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from New Hampshire will bear 





with me one word further, I will state that I desire, before the | 


consideration of the pending bill is finally concluded, to give the 
other side a chance to vote it down again if they wish to do so. 
Mr. CHANDLER. [hope the Senator from Lilinois will give 


them an oppertunity, but | have an impression that the Demo- | 


cratic platform of 1892 is already obsolete in this Chamber. I 
know of but. one Senator on the other side who even professes to 
adhere ‘to it. 

During this debate the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] has 
confidently predicted the approaching downfall of protection. 
The Senator from. Maine [Mr. HALE] has met the assertion by 
the counter averment that protection is daily growing stronger 
with the American people, and by the prediction that itsoon will 
be established permanently and beyond challenge as a part of 
the fixed economic and fiscal policy of the United States. 
Senator from: Maine must. be right. 

Whether the pending bill passes or does not pass, I feel sure 
that there will be an overwhelming defeat of the Democratic 
party which is trying to pass it inflicted at the polls in Novem- 
ber next; that in the Presidential canvas#of 1896 both parties 
will pronounce explicitly in favor of the protection by tariff du- 
ties of American industries and American labor; and that the 
duty of maintaining this: principle upom which both parties will 
then agree, will be intrusted by an enlightened and aroused peo- 
ple to the ever faithful national Republican party organization. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me? 

The PRASIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from. Pannsylvania? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Oregon is about to proceed to 
address the Senate, and I think it important that we should have 
aquorum. [suggest the absenceof a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum be- 
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Allen, Dubois, Kyle, Pugh, 
Allison, Faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
Bate, Frye, Manderson, Ransom, 
Berry, Gallinger, Martin, Roach, 
Brice, George, Mills, Shoup, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon: Smith, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Squire, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Paseo, Teller, 
Coke, Higgins, Patton, Vest, 
Cullom, Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, White. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- | 


swered to their names. 
The Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the woolgrowing industry is a great 
industry inthe Stateof Oregon. During thediscussion of thepend- 
ing measure [ have several times incidentally alluded to that indus- 
try, and Lhadintended when the woolen schedule wasreached to dis- 
cuss it more elaborately. I had collected some statistics and some 
quotations from eminent Americaus which I intended’ to present to 
the Senate in addition to those I. have heretofore presented. But I 
have been for tlie last two days in great doubt whether it would 
answer any usefal purpose for me to further discuss the question as 
to whether wool shail be:placed upon. the free list. I haye never 
believed that the Democratic majority in this Chamber could be 
induced to keep wool upon the dutiable list. 

Since [ have been a member of the Senate,several times a vote 
has been taken upon tlie question whether wool should be placed 
upon the free list, and with one or two exceptions, [ think with 
but one, in the last eleven years: the Democratic side of this Cham- 
ber have voted for free wool.. But my. friend from Montana [Mr. 


PowER] has-been confident that the majority in the Senate would 


That has always been my impression, and | 


The | 


A. quorum of the Senate is present. | 
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relent and that we could secure votes enough upon the other side 
| of the Chamber in favor of a reasonable duty upon wool to carry 
the proposition. 
| Idonot suppose that anything I can say upon the subject will 
have any effect whatever. The matter has been fully presented. 
| Che statistics of the woolgrowing industry in this country and the 
| wool-manufaeturing industry have been presented. I fear no appeal 
| which can be made to the fairness and patriotism of the majority, no 
argument for the protection of this industry, and no showing that 
can be made concerning the iniquity of protecting the wool-manu 
facturing industry, the iron and steel industry, the cotton industry, 
and the mannfacturing interests and other industries of the Seuth, 
while placing wool upon the free list, will avail. 

Che wool industry is doomed. Our Demoeratic friends have for 
years, in this Chamber, been expressing great solicitude for tho 
fhrmer. They have been lamenting over the pitiable condition of 
the workingman of this country, and have been denouncing tho 
| manufacturers and the millionaires of the country. Now, when 
| they have an opportunity to legislate in the interests of the farmer, 
| they propose to strike a deadly blow, not only to the wool indus- 
try, but to nearly all the agricultural interests of this country. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorures], the chairman of the 
Committee on Finanee, in opening the discussion on this measure, 
evidently not familiar with the provisions of the bill, induiged in 
some of the old Democratic rhetoric in regard to the men who have 
accumulated wealth and have invested their money in the grest 
| industries of the country which give employment to American 
| labor. The Senator from Indiana, apparently oblivious to the fact 

that many of the great manufacturing interests of the country will 
| be reasonably protected by this measure, and that it is the indus- 
| tries of the farmer and the laboring people which are to be stricken 
down by the pending bill, employed his rhetoric te denounce the 
men who are engaged in carrying on the great industries which 
| give employment to labor. I can not do better than to quote what 
the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] said in regard 
to the extravagant denunciations of the Senator from Indiana. He 
said: 

I listened the other day with considerable interest. to the distingnished Senator 
from Indiana in his fierce denunciations of the people in this country who have 
been fortunate enough to accumulate a competence. He nearly exhausted the 
vocabulary of abuse in the anathemas which he hurled against them. 

He rebuked their ‘narrow and corroding selfishness,” their ‘‘dangerous pre 
tensions and intolerable arrogance,’ ho described their “ brutal dictation;’’ he 
upbraided ‘‘ theirunjust, relentless, unsparing, and insolent” conduct; he pictured 
their wealth as the ‘illegitimate offspring of Governmental paternalism,’ and 
characterized them as without ‘gratitude or love of country;” he imputed to 
them an intention and willingness to commit perjury and other crimes ‘‘ for which 
the convict stripes of the penitentiary are the only. punishment," and then having 
suromarily adjudged them guilty without court or jury he declares them to be 
‘* fit. associates for thieves, housebreakers, forgers, and cutthroats,’’ and not sat 
isfied with this terrible humiliation which he inflicted upon them, and notwith- 
standing his well-known amiable and forgiving disposition, with one fell swoop 
he consigned them ail ‘‘ to everlasting hell.”’ 


| Mr. President, this denunciation by the Senator from Indiana ap- 
| pears to have heen intended to answer for the whole majority and 
tor the whole discussion of the tariff bill. There has been no repe- 
tition of if in this Chamber. There has been no other denunciation 
of robber barons, or the people who have grown rich by paternal- 
ism. ‘The Senator from lowa (Mr. ALLISON), I think, the next day 
or the same day intimated that the Senator from Indiana did not 
know what the bill contained, and did not understand this bill. 
Sir, the sequel hasshown that the Senator from Iowa was correct. 

How ridiculous does this denunciation, this display of rhetoric, 
appear when taken in connection with the subsequent discussion 
of the bill on the other side of the Chamber, and the provisions of 
the bill a bill in which the trusts are provided for;.a bill in which the 
iron and steel schedules were made so satisfactory that they passed 
the Senate with scarcely a question, and even an amendment which 
my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Quay) offered was agreed to with- 
out a division; a bill so satisfactory to the cotton manufacturers that 
the cotton schedule of ten pages was passed in thirty minutes; a 
bill in which every great industry of the South is protected; a bill 
which imposes a duty upon sugar; a bill which has been made sat- 
isfactory to the sugar trust; a bill which gives 83 per cent protection 
to the producers of rice; a bill which applies the doctrine of the 
Democratic party of tariff for revenue only and free raw materials 
to two great products of the Northern agriculturists and laborers, 
to wool and to lumber. 

President Cleveland in his free-trade message of 1887, followed 
the lead of his distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, and advo- 
cated free wool. Mr. Manning in his annual report, advocated re- 
form of the tariff and announced the true doctrine of tariff for rev- 
enue only substantially as being a tariff which levies duties upon 
articles like teaand coffee that we do not produce in the United 
States and which do not come into competition with articles of our 
production and admits free, or without protective duties, produc- 
tions which do come in competition with the products of American 
industries. 

The Secretary of the Treasury advocated free wool, but favored 
@ revenue duty upon sugar, for the reason he said that when a duty 
is placed upon any product which comes in competition with 


American products, the consumer is compelled, not only to pay a 
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tax upon the product imported into the United States, but the price 
of thé domestic product is increased and the consumer is compelled 
to pay a tax upon it. He contended that inasmuch as we only pro- 
ducé about one-eighth of the sugar consumed in the United States, 
the tax which the consumer is 4é0mpelled to pay upon the domestic 
product is small, and that therefore sugar is a proper subject for 
taxation, for the levying of revenue duties. Our Democratic 
friends argue that free wool will not decrease the price of wool, but 
that by the removal of the duties the price will be increased. At 
the same time on every stump they have argued that wool should 
be made free because wool is a product which is used for the manu- 
facture of clothing, used by every citizen of the United States, and 
that placing wool on the free list, by making wool cheap, would 
Mice the price of clothing. 

‘hese contradictory and inconsistent arguments have been heard 
all over the country and inthis Chamber. But President Cleveland 
did not deny that placing wool on the free list would reduce its 
price. He said: 


I think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion of the sheep owned by 
the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks numbering from 
twenty-five to fifty. The duty on the grade of imported wool which these sheep 
yield, is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or less, and 12 cents if of 
the value of more than 30 cents. If the liberal estimate of six pounds be allowed 
for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may be taken 
as the utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of this duty. 
Fighteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool from twen- 
ty -tive sheep, and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and at present values this 
addition would amount to about one-third of its price. 


The President, then, basking in public favor, receiving a salary of 
$50,000 a year, surrounded by all the conveniences and luxuries 
which wealth can procure, paid for by the Government, forgot that 
in thousands and hundreds of thousands of households in the United 
States, $36, which he estimated would be the loss on the wool of 50 
sheep, or at least $72, which he estimated would be the loss on a 
flock of 100 sheep, would probably be an amount greater than all 
the money expended by the household for clothing during the year. 
The President treated this depreciation of the products of flocks as 
a trifling matter; but accepting the President’s estimate, which I 
think is too low, placing wool on the free list will cause a serious 
loss to all the flock-holders in the United States. Let us take the 
President’s figures and make a little calculation. 

Kighteen dollars the President estimates as the loss at the then 
price of wool upon the product of 25 sheep; $36 as the loss on the 
product of a flock of 50 sheep; $72 as the loss on the product of 
100 sheep. Now, we will take larger flocks, and we will reach the 
owners of the flocks in Oregon, the men who are interested and 
engaged in this great industry there. The President’s estimate 
would mean a loss of $720 per annum on 1,000 sheep, of $7,200 per 
annum on 10,000 sheep, of $175,000 per annum on the flocks in Ore- 
gon, estimated at about 2,400,000, and upon the product of the sheep 
in the United States, at the President’s estimate, the loss would be 
over $3,500,000 per annum. 

Mr. President, the State of Oregon is divided by the Cascade 
Mountains into eastern and western Oregon. Western Oregon con- 
sists of a succession of valleys and mountain sides, of prairies and 
forests. Time was when the sheep industry of western Oregon was 
a great industry, but owing te the increase of population, to the 
utilization of our beautiful valleys for the raising of cereals, for 
fruit orchards, and for hop yards, this industry to-day isprincipally 
conducted in Oregon east of the Cascade Mountains. About one- 
third df the State of Oregon is west of the mountains and about 
two-thirds east. With the exception of the slope of the Cascade 
range, of the Blue Mountains, and other spurs of the Cascade range, 
and the Rocky Mountain system and a few valleys, eastern Oregon 
is largely within the arid or semiarid regions. 

The area in which agricultural products can be raised without 
irrigation is comparatively small. But in the large area of eastern 
Oregon, being some 300 miles north and south and nearly 200 miles 
east and west, are vast regions which are suitable for sheep-raising, 
where immense flocks of sheep graze, and if, in the dry season, the 
feed becomes short they are driven up on the mountain sides and to 
the watered valleys, places where they can find food. The wool 
raised in eastern Oregon mainly finds its way to market by being 
transported by wagon to the Columbia River, or to the Oregon 
Railway and Navigation Company’s line, a railroad which extends 
from Portland up the Columbia River some 200 miles or more, to 
Walla Walla and connects with the Northern Pacific, branches off 
at Umatilla, crossing over the Blue Mountains and entering Idaho 
at the boundary of the State. 

Nearly all the wool product of eastern Oregon is grown so distant 
from railroad and water transportation that it has to be transported 
at great cost a long distance by teams. The product of last year is 
still largely held in the warehouses of eastern Oregon. There has 
been no buyer for the product of this year, and if you pass the 
ponding bill you will perpetuate the present conditions there. It 

as been said that near some of the large cities in the East where 
there is a great demand for mutton, sheep-raising may still be prose- 
cuted, but pass the pending bill and the wool industry in Oregon is 
doomed. The sheep will be driven out of the country. They will 
he driven to the slaughter pens. 
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The industry can not be prosecuted with profit. It must be 
remembered that whatever reduction there is made in the price of 
wool comes from the profit of the industry. When President Cleve. 
land was arguing that the loss to the farmer by putting wool on 
the free list would be small, not more than one-tkied of the value of 
the product, he forgot that the expense of raising wool would be 
just the same, that the value of the land would continue the same 
that the cost of feeding the sheep would be the same, that the cost 
of shearing and marketing the product would be the same, so that 
the whole loss caused by the depreciation in the price would come 
out of the profits of the industry ; and, with wool.at the price it will 
be if this bill passes and wool is placed upon the free list, I repeat 
the woolgrowing industry in the State of Oregon will be doomed, ” 

Only those who know something about that country know what 
that means to the prosperity of Oregon. It is the great industry 
of eastern ogy as I have said, embracing two-thirds of the area 
of the State; but when the sheep are sold and driven out of the 
State, or driven to the slaughter pens because they can no longer be 
fed and cared for and sheared and their product marketed at a 
profit, not only that industry and all that it has produced, all that 
it has added to the prosperity of the people of the State will be 
gone, the lands that have been occupied for pasturage will lie idle 
and be unprofitable; they can not be turned to any other profitable 
purpose; they are unfit for agriculture unless water can be gotten 
upon them, and the people who are now engaged in the wool indus- 
try will be driven to other employment to compete with those em- 
ployed in our already overcrowded industries. 

Mr. President, in view of the disastrous effect of the destruction 
of this great industry in my State, and in view of the other pro- 
visions of the pending bill, which will strike a deadly blow at 
other great industries of the State, which I have heretofore dis- 
cussed—the provision putting lumber upon the free list, the provi- 
sion reducing the duty upon hops, and the duty upon fruits—if I 
saw any way to defeat this measure I should certainly improve it. 

But, as I said when I arose to address the Senate, I am becoming 
discouraged. It is whispered around that this bill is likely to como 
to a vote before long, possibly during the present month. If Ihad 
my way, if I could prevent it, the final vote upon the bill never 
should be reached until the people of this country should have 
another opportunity to render a verdict upon the tariff question 
and to say whether they desire the McKinley law to remain upon 
the statute books or this so-called Wilson bill to be passed. 

It is the great Northwest which is to be the greatest sufferer from 
the effect of this bill if it becomes a law. As I have already inti- 
mated, many industries in the South are protected and provided 
for, many of the great industries of the country have been fairly 
protected, and even the woolen manufacturers, if we are to believe 
statements made upon the othér side of the Chamber, are to receive 
considerable protection; and it is argued that the placing of wool 
upon the free list renders a less rate of duty upon imported woolen 
fabrics necessary for them. 


I was interested in the discussion yesterday between the Senator 
from wanees [Mr. GEORGE] and my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL] of 
eens and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I really began 
to think that possibly the Senator from Mississippi was relenting, 
and that he intended to vote with us on this side of the Chamber to 
put some duty upon wool; but when I found what he was driving 
at, when I understood the purport of his question, that what he 
wanted to know was if week wae given a duty, we on this side of 
the Chamber would insist upon an increase of the duties upon 
woolen manufactures, I saw that he did not understand the ques- 
tion of the protection of wool at all. 

Mr. President, ample protection of woolen manufacturing is just 
as necessary to the continuance of the woolgrowing industry as a 
protective duty upon wool itself. What good would a duty upon 
wool alone do? Suppose you were to give us even the McKinley 
duty upon wool and remove the dttties from woolen manufactures, 
do you a that would be of any benefit to the woolgrowers? 
No, sir. 1 the woo] used in this country would come into the 
country manufactured; the woolen manufacturing industry would 
be destroyed; there would be no domestic market for wool, and 
there would be none imported. Domestic wool, if raised, would be 
compelled to find a market abroad where the wool was manufactured. 
It is entirely indifferent to the farmer whether the 160,000,000 
pounds of wool we import comes into this country unmanufactured or 
whether that amount shall be brought in manufactured. It afects 
the industry the same. 

The senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], I think it 
was, the other day referred to something I had said about the wool 
industry, and quoted some figures in regard to the woolgrowing 
industry in several of the Southern States, ae them with 
some of the New England States. I presented tables to the Senate 
the other day showing the number of sheep and the number of 
pounds of washed wool and scoured wool in each State of the Union, 
and I then segregated the table, showing the number of sheep in 
the Southern States and the number of pounds of wool produced 
there. I showed that only 20 per cent of the sheep of the United 
States to-day are owned in the Southern States, and nearly one- 
half of those are owned in the State of Texas, and about the same 
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percentage of the amount of wool was Taised there. The single 
State of Texas is the only State which is really interested to any 
considerable extent in the question of a duty upon wool. = 

I stated the other day that I had heard the argument made that if 
wool were made free of duty there would be large importations of the 
finer wools of Australia and other foreign countries, and the coarser 
wool of Texas would be in greater demand. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye], I think it was, suggested to me another matter, 
in substance, that the conditions in Texas are more nearly like to 
those in foreign countries, where wool can be produced cheaply. 
There are large tracts of unoccupied land there, labor is cheap, the 
climate is mild, and it may be supposed that the wool industry in 
Texas can survive, while the industry in other States of the Union, 
the Northern States, where the winters are more severe and land and 
labor are dearer, will be destroyed. 

Mr. President, it-has been argued, as I have said, that placing 
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wool npon the free list will make it cheaper and make clothing | 


cheaper. 


It will make wool cheaper in the United States for a time, | 


and until the industry in the United States is destroyed, but when | 


the foreign producer and foreign dealer can control our market it is 
more than likely that the price of wool will be increased; but what 
will our condition then be? The wool industry is an industry of 
slow growth, It hastaken years of patient toil to enable it to reach 
its present condition; but when our sheep are slaughtered, when 
the wool industry is abandoned, and there comes a change of the 


political control of this body, as there will come speedily, and a | 


duty is placed on wool, then, sir, it will take years of protective 
duty and of care and attention to revive the industry in the United 
States. 

If our friends upon the other side of the Chamber would consent 
to give us a duty, not a highly protective duty, but such a duty as 
would enable the industry to be prosecuted without a loss, enable 


the industry to live, prevent the sheep from being slaughtered, and | 


leave the industry in a condition to be revived when there is a 


change of policy in regard to it, they would be doing a business- | 


like and sensible thing. But, if they now destroy this industry 
and wipe it out, it can not be revived until after many years of 
patient effort and toil. 

We hear a great deal of talk about the prices of clothing. Woolen 
clothing to-day is cheaper in the United States than it has ever 
been before in all our history. A month’s wages in the United 


States to-day will buy more woolen clothing than can be bought by | 


a month’s wages in any other country under the face of the sun. 

Mr. GRAY. Shoddy, you mean? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, I donot mean shoddy. I never expect to con- 
vince the Senator from Delaware upon any proposition connected 
with the tariff or concerning any fact in regard to our products in 
the United States or their value. 
to free trade; he is wedded to a policy which, as I told him the 
other day, if it had prevailed in his State, would have made the 
great commercial and manufacturing center of his State, now a 
credit to the State and to the nation, a country village. But the 
Senator will persist in his unsound theory, and will not be con- 
vinced, not even by the object lesson which is now afforded to the 
American people by the condition of our industries, brought about 
by the mere threat of free trade. 

Mr. President, I repeat, that a monthb’s wages in the United States 
to-day will buy more and better clothing than can be bought by a 
month’s wages in any other country under the sun. 

I suppose that there are somewhere from 3 to 5 pounds of wool 
used in a suit of clothing. If the duty were 10 cents a pound, that 
would be from 30 to 50 cents reduction in the price of the wool 
which enters into a suit of clothing. If that difference in price | 
could be traced from the woolgrower through the commission mer- 
chant and the warehouseman and the wholesale buyer, and the 
manufacturer of cloth and the wholesale cloth merchant, and the 
retail dealer and the clothing manufacturer, and the wholesale 
dealer in clothing and the retail dealer, down to the customer, it 
would be but a trifle; but you might as well attempt to irrigate 
the arid plains of the West by pouring a pail of water on the top 
of the Rocky Mountains as to attempt to trace this difference in 
the price of the wool in a suit of clothing through all the middle- 
men, dealers, and manufacturers from the growers of the wool to 
the man who purchases the clothing. 

Our free-trade friends contend also that if we had free wool we 
could manufacture woolen goods in the United States to supply the 
world’s demand for woolen cloth. That is a most ridiculous propo- 
sition. We never could furnish the foreign markets until we put 
labor in this country upon an equality with the labor of other 
countries. There is imported annually in all countries, besides the 
United States, about $100,000,000 in value of woolen cloth, but we 
import annually from fifty to sixty millions in value at the foreign 
rice, and in the neighborhood of from eighty to one hundred mil- 

ion dollars at the domestic price after the duty is paid. We 
should endeavor to secure our own market before we talk about 
securing the foreign market. 

The absurdity of the claim that free wool would enable us to | 
secure the foreign market for woolen goods is clearly shown by the | 


following, taken from the report of the minority of the House Com- ! everything except lumber and wool. 
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The Senator is wedded, apparently, | 
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mittee on Ways and Means upon the House bill to place wool on the 
free list in the Fifty-second Congress: 
THE CHIMERA OF ‘‘ FOREIGN MARKETS. 

The majority of the committee declares that the cheapening of production 
that will follow free wool will enable American manufacturers, ‘‘ within a reason 
able time, to sell many grades of woolen goods in foreign markets, thus relieving 
them from the embarrassment of overproduction and enabling them to take 
advantage of the world’s market. Instead of being limited in their market to 
the sixty-odd million consumers in this country, they would in a few years’ time 
be able to compete successfully with their foreign rivals in supplying the hun 
dreds of millions of people who patronize the markets of the world. 


There is no chimera of the free-trader more flimsy and hollow than this one in 
a foreign market for American-made woolen goods 

Such a market can never be possible to us until we reduce the labor cost in 
woolen goods to the labor cost of similar goods made by the nations which now 
possess these markets 

In limited lines of cotton goods it is possible to obtain some foothold, the pro 
portion of labor cost being relatively small, and superior organization and greater 
speed in machinery overcoming the disadvantage of higher wages; but in the 
woolen manufacture these conditions do not and can not exist 

But the greatest error of the majority lies in its extravagant overestimate of 
the importance of the “world’s market.’ for woolen goods Phe total amount of 


the net importations of woolen goods by all the countries of the globe, exeladi 
our own, does not equal $100,000,000 a year 

rhe United States in 1890 imported $54,000,000 worth of woolens, foreign value, 
or about $85,000,000 in duty-paid value; so that that limited portion of the United 
States market for woolens which, up to the enactment of the present law, was 
held by foreigners was nearly — in volume to the value of all the remaining 
available markets of all the world. 

To hold that market for ourselves is worth far more to us, economically, than 
would be the opportunity to contest on equal terms with England, France, (¢ 
many, and Belgium for the woolen-goods markets for which these nations are 
struggling desperately in order that they may possess an outlet for their surplus 
products. 

They esteem the American market, which the Democratic party proposes to s-1r- 
render as a free gift to them, worth more than all other markets combined 

It is worth more to us than any other market, and it can be as well supplied 
by our own as by any other people. 

The “open markets” of the world are no longer sufficient to consume the prod 
ucts of the machinery competing for them. There are no such ‘‘open market 
into which our trade in woolen goods could be extended under the fiscal policy 
of the majority. 

The protective policy of the United States is now followed, to a greater or less 
degree, by every important nation, Great Britain alone excepted; and (ireat 
Britain is, by the general agreement of her Parliamentary committees and her 
citizens, the chief, and, in fact, the only sufferer from this universal application 
of the principle of a protective policy. 

As was stated by some Senator to-day we produced in the United 
States over 300,000,000 pounds of wool last year and imported 
about 160,000,000 pounds. With the continued growth of the in- 
dustry, which has taken place since the McKinley law was passed, 
it would be but a short time, if a protective duty were maintained, 
until we would produce all the wool in the United States which is 
consumed here. 

It may not be generally known, but it is true nevertheless, that 
we can raise in the United States as fine wool as can be raised in 
any other portion of the known world. We can raise in California 
and in Oregon as fine wool as can be raised in Australia. I was 
surprised myself, when, as a member of the Senate Committee on 
our Relations with Canada—the committee was taking testimony in 
California and Oregon—I ascertained from experts upon the wool 
question that such was the fact. I am told by my friend from 
Kansas, now sitting near me [Mr. PEFFER], that as good wool is 
raised in Kansas as is imported from any quarter of the globe. 

Why should we in view of these facts; why should we in view of 
the fact that we are importing largely of wool now, why should 
we in view of the fact that we are now growing 300,000,000 pounds 
of wool in the United States, and the industry is growing and 
the amount of production is increasing; why should we, in view 
of the fact that we have millions of acres of land unsuitable for 
general agriculture, but suitable for sheep-raising; that we have 
vast territories in which this industry can be profitably conducted, 
strike a blow which will destroy the industry? Why should we 
prefer the sheep-raisers of Australia and the Argentine Republic 
and of other foreign countries, where land is cheap and wages are 
low and the sheep require little care, to American citizens? No 
one has answered, and noone can give any satisfactory answer tothat 
question. The industry of the farmers of this country is to be 
destroyed in pursuance of a theory only, the theory of free trade. 

The wool manufacturers have not asked it, the farmers have not 
asked it, no class of citizens in this country has asked it. No one 
complains about the price of clothing, but the Democratic party is 
determined, having abandoned their principles as to everything 
else, to hold fast to free lumber and free wool in order that it shall 
not be accused of entirely abandoning its position upon the tariff 
question. 

Mr. President, it is idle to claim, as some have claimed, that the 
price of wool in the United States will not be decreased by placing 
wool on the free list. The price of wool is fixed in the great mar- 
kets of the world like the price of every other product of labor; it 
is fixed by the world’s supply and the world’s demand, and for 
years—in fact, ever since we have had a duty on wool—the price in 
the United States has been the London price with the duties exacted 
at the custom-house added; but when you put wool on the free list 
the price in London and the price in New York will be the same. 

The Democratic majority in this bedy has abandoned its platform 
and abandoned Democratic principles, and has protected nearly 
As I have shown, the South 
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has very little interest in the wool question. The pending measure 
proposes duties which give satisfaction to the Carnegies and to all 
the iron and steel manulacturers. The Democratic majority has given 
a veasonable schedule to the cotton manufactures; it proposes to 
maintain a duty upon woolen manufactures. It has shed tears 
over the condition of the poor farmer, and it talked week after week 
and month after month here during all the time the McKinley bill 
was under consideration about the robber barons, the manufacturers, 
and the money kings—has made provision for the manufacturers and 
for the wealthy people of the country, and proposes to strike this 
deadly blow at a great industry of the farmers and the laboring men 
of this country. 

I submit a statement in regard to the market for wool in Great 
Britain and the effect of free wool upon the price of wool in the 
United States, taken from the circular of Messrs. Justice, Bateman 
& Co., issued June 1, 1894. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER im the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Oregon? The 
Chair hears none, and the paper referred to will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FOREIGN MARKETS. 

In the event of wool being placed on the free list, it is conceded that London 
prices will be the free-wool American prices; therefore, unusual interest is taken 
in Londen quotations. Recent advices state that wools can be bought atan aver- 
age decline there of 5 per cont below the last auction sales. In order to sustain 
the market 80,000 bales, or 80,000,000 pounds, were withdrawn, and the sales will 
be brought to a close to-day, instead of on the 9th, as advertised. This weak con- 
dition of the London market is a source of surprise, as it has been generally sup- 
posed that the placing of wool on the free list in the United States would causo 
an «vance in the wool markets of the world. Leading London merchants declare 
that the effect of ‘‘free wool’’ in Ameriea upon foreign prices has been already 
discounted, and that but for the immediate prospect of a larger share of the 
American trade, foreign prices would inevitably have fallen much lower. 

4Juotations for the grease price of foreign wools are of but little use for purposes 
of comparing the prices of one year with another, or of comparing the wool of one 
country with that of another, on account of wide differences in condition of 
wools of the same breed and the same diameter of fiber; bat when the wools of 
the world, varying widely in the grease condition, are seoured, carded, and 
oombed, they are thus brought to one uniform standard, which is a fair basis for 
comparison. ‘ Rotany Top” is sucha standard, and Botany Top, of such quality 
as would be made of the average of American fine wooels, is selling in Kurope at 
from 35 to 87 cents, the lowest on record. 

Tho price of this article has varied for several years, the average indicating a 
wool value of about 80 cents for scoured wool similar to that pee from the 
average American staple. This value of 80 cents per scoured pound, therefore, 
must be taken as the basis for the average free-trade valueef American wool. 
Territorial wools are not worth 30 cents scoured, while the sound, strong-fiber 
woo] from cast of the Mississippi is worth a shade above 80 cents scoured. 
The average scoured value of American wool during the past month was about 
40 cents as against 60 cents previous to March, 1893; so that 60 cents scoured, 
and upward, may be considered the basis upon which the American clip under 
protection has grown to its present aeeeee. It now remains to be seen 
what will be the condition of the wool industry when prices are adjusted to an 
average sconred basis of 80 cents instead of 60 cents, as heretofore. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hold in my hand a statement of the importations 
of wool, the number of pounds, the value, the duties collected, and 
the rates of duty for four years, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894. 

In 1891 we imported 129,308,648 pounds, valued at $18,200,000, and 


we collected in duties $6,500,000 on a specific duty of 5 cents per | 


pound and 35} per cent ad valorem; in 1892 we imported 148,670,652 
pounds, valued at $19,600,000, and the duties collected were $7,750,000, 
with a duty of 54 cents per pound and 39} per cent ad valorem; in 
1803 we imported 168,433,836 pounds, valued at $21,000,000, and we 
collected in duties $8,250,000, Then the duty had been changed by 
the McKinley law to 4.9 cents per pound specific and 39} per cenit 
ad valorem. In 1894 we imported 48,792,168 pounds, valued at 
$6,000,000, upon which $2,300,000 in duties were collected. It will 
be seen that both the importations and the duties have largely fallen 
off on account of the condition of the country. 

This makes the total importation for the four years 495,200,304 
pounds, of the value of $64,800,000, and the duties collected in the 
four years amounted to $24,800,000. 

Our friends on the other side of the Chamber claim to favor a 
tariff for revenue, but there was a revenue collected from duties 
on imports of wool of $8,250,000 in 1893, which it is now proposed 
to throw away. 


I have also a statement showing the imports of manufactures of 


wool during the same period. I shall insert in the Recorp the 

statement in full. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 

Imports of wool and manufactures of wool for fiscal years ending June 30, 1891- 
'92-'98-'94, under the McKinley law, together with amount of duties collected on 
same 





j 
Imports of wool. s Specific Ad 
Years onding sf. ' Duties (or pa) valorem 
June 30 — collected. duty duty 
Pounds Value. collected. collected. 
Cents. Per cent. 
eee 120, 303,648 $18, 200, 000 #6, 500, 000 5 | 35} 
ie ai 148, 670, 652 19, G00, 000 7, 750, 000 5k | 39 
kins the cml 168, 433, 836 21, 000, 000 8, 250, 000 4.9 | 39. 
SE aisvawe 48, 792, 168 6, 000, 000 2, 300, 000 4.9 38 
Total 495,200,304 | 64,800,000 | 24,800,000 |............ Sica digshass 
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Imports of wool and manufactures of wool, ete.—Continued. 


Rate of 


Imports of 











Years ending June 30- manufactures | Duties duty col. 
ef wool. |} collected. | lected (ad 
| | | valorem). 
x 4 | Per cent. 
 dkndhdsecamhuae veninddanasmieniiia $41, 000, 000 $34, 500, 000 84.14 
EE cnsdcnarsssne eer tul seen 85, 500, 000 34, 000, 000 95.77 
DE wenndsentbedcidecstacetacpnae 38, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 97. 37 
EEE ctnadnémnens cosstccnninninanniie | 22, 500, 000 21, 900, 000 | 97 
ieee ennate panes — 
i chiscsnvtiiecknmeidanan 37, 000, 000 | 127, 410, 000 |...... 


| | 

The figures for 1894 are al! estimates based on the reported imports for first 
nine months of the fiscal yeer ending June 80, 1894. 

This $24,800,000 duties collected on wool are, by the pending bill, to be given 
away ata time when the Government needs revenue. 

This $127,400,000 duties collected on woolen manufactured goods, which ar 
almost exclusively luxuries used by the wealthy classes, are, by the pending 
bill to be reduced two-thirds, thus making a present to the wealthy classes of over 


| $80,000,000. ‘T'nis loss of revenne of over $100,000,000 heretofore collected, under 


the McKinloy law, on wool and woolens is to be replaced by atax on sugar, a 
necessary of life; the per capita consumption of which is as great by the poor a 
the wealthy. 


All this revenue is to be abandoned ata time when the Govern 
ment needs it for the payment of ordinary expenses. 

Mr. QUAY (at 6 o'clock p. m.). Will the Senator from Ore- 
gon yield to me? 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. Is it the desire of the Senator from Oregon to 
conclude his remarks this evening? 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis entirely immaterial to the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. QUAY. The usual time of adjournment has arrived. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Oregon has not con- 
cluded his remarks upon this subject, and as he has never been 
heard before on the tariff question, I think he ought to have the 
fullest opportunity to be heard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Tennessee is very kind, and 
Iam very greatly obliged to him. 

Mr. HARRIS. I knew the Senator would be, and he ought to 
be, for I have endured almost beyond the point of human endur 
anee. I hope the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to mention to the Senator from Tennes- 
see that I understood the Senator from Oregon to state that he 
does not desire to conclude his remarks this evening. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator from Oregon said it was imma- 
terial to him whether he concluded this evening or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope he will conclude. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on the motionof the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was ealled.) Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called.) Lam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], but I transfer 


| my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote 


‘nay. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIs], who is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness 
in his family. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [I inquire if the Senator from Michigan 
{Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 
has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
therefore withhold my vote. 
“nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado Nai Wo.LcoTT] to the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. IRBy] and vote “nay.” 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont |[Mr. 
MORRILL] with the privilege of voting to make a quorum. I 
shall not vote unless I find that my vote is necessary for that 
purpose, 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I dis- 
cover that the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], with 


Iam paired with tho 


I am paired with that Senator, and 
If he were present I should vote 
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whom I am paired, has not voted. 
vote. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and 
desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill- 
ness, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). 
if the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine has 
not voted. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with that Senator. If there is not a quorum, however, I 
shall feel at liberty to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 33; 


YEAS—i6. 


I therefore withdraw my 


Linquire 


as follows: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Power, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, Proctor, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Shoup. 
NAYS—33 

Allen, George, McLaurin, Stewart, 
Bate, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry, Gordon, Mills, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray. Murphy, Vilas, 
Brice, Harris. Paliger, Walsh, 
Caffery, Hunton, Pascy, White 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark Peffer, 
Coke, Kyle, Roach, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 

NOT VOTING—36. 
Blanchara, Dubois Lodge, Quay, 
Butler, Frye, McMillan, Ransom, 
Cali, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Camden, Hale, Manderson, Squire, 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Carey, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, Washburn, 
Javi Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon Jarvis, Pugh Wolcott 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], otherwise 1 should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and therefore re- 
frain from voting. 

Mr. GORDON (when hisname was called). I againannounce, 
for the evening, that I have transferred my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], who will stand paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). [ transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] to 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEES], and vote 
* nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to announce that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. DAvIs], but Lam at liberty to vote to make aquorum. | 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). | 
am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs], 
who has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. In order to make a quorum, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CALL. 


[am paired 
If he were 


quorum, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Under the pair I have with the Senator 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
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right to vote 


from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], I reserved the 
to make a quorum, and I vote “nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—10 

Allison, Hawley Patton Shoup 

|} Cullom, Jones, Nev Perkins, 

Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 

} NAYS—3t 

} Allen Coke Kyle, Smith, 
Bate, Daniel, Lindsay, Stewart, 
Berry Faulkner, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Murpby, Vilas 

Brice Gordon, Palmer, Walsh, 
Caffery Gray, Pasco, White. 
Call, Harris, Peffer, 

Cockrell, Hunton, Roach 

NOT VOTING—I 

Aldrich, Gorman McPherson, Ransom, 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Millis, Squire 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis, Teller 
Carey, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees 
Chandler, Hoar Morrill Washburn, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson 
Dixon, Jarvis, Power, Wolcot 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 

Frye, Lodge, Pugh, 

Gallinger, McMillan, Quay 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair recognizes the Sen 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH}. 
Mr.HARRIS. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me for 
a moment? 
Mr. DOLPH. I will. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, since the 2d day of April I 
have urged, as earnestly as I knew how to urge, the making 
| progress with and the final disposition of this bill, not because | 
| had any personal interest in it, but because the business of the 
country is paralyzed and willremain paralyzed until the country 
| is informed of what the rates of tariff taxation are to be in the 
| future. I have at no time sought or desired or been willing to 
subject any Senator to any inconvenience; but I hive all the 


time thought, as I think now, that Senators can better afford to 
subject themselves to some slight inconvenience, to some slight 
discomfort, than to continue indefinitely this uncertainty that 
paralyzes business and distresses the whole country 

[ had desired this evening that the Senator from Oregon [Mr 


DOLPH| should conelude his remarks. I had an underst ng 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDR , SO is 
two Senators could control the question, that we should t the 
vote upon the question of free wool before adjournment. He 
and I have been thwarted in our hopes. Is it pos » now to 
get an understanding and an agreement as to the time when we 
can get a voteupon thatquestion? I should beexceedingly giad 
to do so. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Ten 


LCSs5ec 


has stated what took place between him and mein regard toa 
desire to reach a vote upon the pending amendment in regard 
to free wool this evening, and he has also stated that we have 
been disappointed in our efforts in that direction. I have been 
trying during the day, as the Senator knows, to get the floor for 
|ashort speech. [ think the debate upon this particular ] of 
the woolen schedule is practically exhausted, or nearly so. I 


know of no Senator, except the Senator from Oregon and me 
who desires to be heard, and I shall not detain the 
great while. 

[am inclined to think that to-morrow morning we ma 
to come to anagreement as to the time when the final 
| be taken upon this part of the schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the Senator from Rhode Island does not 
propose to consume much time, possibly the Senator from Ore- 
gon might give us some idea as to about how much time he will 
desire to consume. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not determine that to-night, Mr. Presi- 
dent. If it will suit the convenience of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee any better, I might conclude this speech to-night and 
make another in the morning; but my present intention is not 
to continue at any great length. I do not, however, propose to 
agree at any time when I am in the Chamber, when that matter 
is brought up, as to the time when a vote shall be taken upon 
this schedule. 

This is a matter in which the people of my section of the coun- 

| try are vitally interested, and we would a great deal soon: 


y be able 
vote shall 


. nf 
ouUi~ 


I am authorized to vote in the absence of a fer some inconvenience until the 4th of March next rather than 
hav 


e & great industry in our State destroyed for years to come. 
I had no definite idea as to how long I should take when J 
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rose, and I have not now any definite idea how long it will take 
me to finish. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no doubt that, if the Senate adjourns at 
present, there will be an agreement reached to take a vote to- 
morrow. Ido not doubt it, though, of course, I am not able to 
guarantee it. e 

Mr. ALDRICH. My impression is that, after the Senator 
from Oregon shall have concluded, we may be able to fix a time 
at which a vote can be taken at some hour to-morrow, not late 
in the day. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that that 
probably is the best arrangement which can be made; that we 
had better adjourn now, and to-morrow, after the Senator from 
Oregon shall have concluded, try to make an arrangement for 
a Vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, perforce, and not by inclina- 
tion, | am compelled to submit to the inevitable. I think, how- 
ever, |! shall avail myself of this occasion to say that, after three 
days consumed on this particular schedule, not to mention the 
months which have been consumed in the same general charac 
ter of debate, | hope we shall make progress to-morrow; and, if 
we do not, I hope that no Senator will complain, not even the 
Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. QUAY], in all the liberality and 
kindness and generosity of his heart, or the Senator from Ore- 
gon, with all his volubility, if he will pardon me, if I ask the 
Senat: to stay here to-morrow without regard to time until we 
have made some progress with the bill. 

{ move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes p. 
m.)the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 15, 1894, 
at 10 o'clock a. m,. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 14, 1894. 


The House met at i2o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
KE. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
LUCY A. M. JONES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the clerk of the Couré of Claims, transmitting theffindings of the 
court in the case of Lucy A. M. Jones vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ELY MOORE AND DANIEL WOODSON. 


Mr. SAYERS. Task that the Committee on Appropriations 
bé discharged from the further consideraticn of Executive Docu- 
ment No. 221, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The title of the document was read, as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com 
munication from the Second Comptroller, with enclosures certifying for an 
appropriation the amcunts found due Ely Moore and Daniel Woodson un 
der the joint resolution approved April 2, 1894 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
asked by the gentleman from Texas will be made. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 


lowing titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (S.1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit; 

A bill (S. 1478) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
seventh judicial circuit, and for otherfpurposes; and 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MADDOX, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. O'Netr, 
of Massachusetts in the chair) and resumed the consideration 


| of the bill (H. R. 6913), making appropriations for current and 





A bill (S. 1813) providing an additional circuit judge in the | 


ninth judicial circuit. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for this day, on account of business, 

Mr. LYNCH. Teall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees 

AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR STEAMER MARGARITA, 


Mr. PIGOTT, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6986) to pro- 
vide for the American registry of the steamer Margarita; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port order’ d te be vrirted. 


contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose yesterday an 
amendment had been offered by the gentleman from Wyoming 
{Mr. COFFEEN], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 4, on page 45, the following: 

“ For the purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshoneand Arap- 
aho Indians for the sale and relinguishment of certain portions of thelr 
reservation in the State of Wyoming to the United States; under the charge 
of «commissioner to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, there 
shall be appropriated the sum of 82,000, to be immediately available, the re- 
muneration of said commissioner not to exceed #6 per day, and necessary 
traveling expenses: And provided further, That any agreement entered into 
for said lands shall be ratified by Congress before it becomes binding.”’ 


Mr. MADDOX. 
that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order was reserved. 

Mr. MADDOX. Inow make a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, on 
the ground that the amendment involves new legislation and in- 


Mr. Chairman, was a point of order mace on 


| creases appropriations. 


Mr. COFFEEN. Lhope that point of order will be withdrawn. 
[f the Chair wili indulge me a moment, I wish to say that this 
matter was considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs this 
morning, and it was agreed (I think the chairman of the com- 
mittee will so state) that the point of order should be waived 
and the amendment allowed to come in. Am [ not correct in 
that statement [to Mr. HOLMAN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the view of the members of the 
committee who were present. I hope my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. MADDOX] willallow the amendment tocomein. The amount 
involved is very small. 

Mr. MADDOX. [I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is insisted upon, and 
the Chair sustains it. There was also pending yesterday an 
amendment olfered by the gentleman from South Dakota | Mr. 
PICKLER], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting at the end of line 8, page 45, the following: 

‘Provided, That a sum not to exceed $5,000 may be used in completing 
three artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock Agencies, 
this amount in addition to thesum appropriated for that purpose by act of 
March 3, 1893.”’ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
upon that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been. 

Mr. PICKLER. By advice of the committee I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendment at this place, and offer it at its proper 
place, in line 18, on page 382. 

The CHAIRMAN, The same amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. The same amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itis suggested by the committec. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to recurring to page 32 
line 18, for the purpose of considering the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from South Dakota at that point? 

Mr. MADDOX. Whatis the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. To recur to page 32, line Ls. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman that this money 
comes out of the Sioux fund, and is for the benefit of their com- 
mon schools. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This is the same amendment 
that was objected to at another place, and the gentleman only 


Has the point of order been reserved 


| asks now that it be considered where it properly belongs. 


The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to recurring to the page 
and line indicated for the purpose of considering the amend- 


| ment? 


There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, there was an understand- 
ing between the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and myself last evening in reference to the amendment that I 
offered on page 44 after line 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the present under- 


standing relative to the amendment of the gentleman. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Before that let me ask if the point of order 
is considered as pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to my friend from Washington that 
this subject has been referred to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and I presume we will have an answer in an hour or 
two. Lask, therefore, that it go over temporarily. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
Chairman, that we would recur to this when the information is 
obtained from the Department. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let it be passed over inform- 
ally, with the privilege of recurring to it hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ob,ection to passing over the 
paragraph and the amendment temporarily, to be recurred to 
hereafter? 

Mr. MADDOX, 
reserved: otherwise I[ will insist on immediate action. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be reserved. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph at the bottom of page 44 
has been passed over to be recurred toagain. The Chair will 
call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
to the paragraph, as it was passed over at his request. No 
amendment is pending. 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. I move to strike out the last word 
simply for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
aqvestion. I wish to inquire why in this paragraph, which pro- 
vides an approprjation for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
the Indians, the committee has seen proper to reduce the amount 
from $40,000 for the current year to $30,000 in the next year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illinois must see that 
this work is being completed, and that so large an appropriation 
will not be constantly required. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Being completed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You do not propose to appropriate $40,000 
every year for work that is gradually approaching completion? 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. Why, Mr. Chairman, from the 
reading of the report of Mr. Donaldson, who made the Indian 
census, one of the most intelligent men and best informed in 
this country on that question, it would seem that we are just be- 
ginning the work. It ought to be done with discretion, but 
there are certain reservations where the allotment ought to be 
speedily completed, according to his report; and I am inclined to 
think he is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
son very carefully. 
tleman refer to? 

Mr. CANNON 
Northwest? 

Mr. HOLMAN. After looking over the ground carefully, the 
committee were of the opinion that $30,000 was sufficient. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What portion of this bill are 
we discussing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The last paragraph on page 44. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Was there an understanding 
to return to that? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was, last night. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. All I desired to know was 
‘‘where we are at.” [Laughter]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We are at the last paragraph on 
page 44. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
tleman for the information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before makinga material motion— 
having moved to strike out the last word—I wish to ask whether 
the Indian Bureau agrees with the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The estimate of the Department is $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What does the Indian Commis- 
sioner or the Secretary of the Interior say about it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He makes no special recommendation, but 
estimates $40,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
amount at #30,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the amount that we believe to be 
necessary, Owing to the present progress of thework. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois is familiar enough with the preparation of 
appropriation bills to know that while you generally follow the 
estimates, you must at the same time assume that the commit- 
tee in preparing a bill will exercise some discretion in such 
matters. The amount here appropriated is in the judgment of 
the committee ample. If the gentleman, however, desires to 
move an increase he can do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want it increased one 
cent. I would rather seeit reduced, or stricken out entirely, if 
it can be without injustice to the service; and all lam seeking 
te learn is, inasmuch as we have entered upon the allotment of 


Well, I have read the report of Mr. Donald- 
What particular reservation does the gen- 


of Illinois. Oh, some reservations in the 


I am much obliged tothe gen- 


And the committee fixed the 


It is understood that the point of order is | 
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I simply wanted an understanding, Mr. | 
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lands to Indians in severalty, whether the decrease of this 
amount by $10,000 will cripple the service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the committee think not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the committee think 
not, but that is arbitrary. ‘How full have the inquiries been? 
What reservations are being allotted? What allotments will 
the $30,000 complete? Does this appropriation drag this ma- 
chinery along for the benefit of hungry politicians, who hold 
places from year to year? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Certainly the taking off of $10,000 would 
not have that effect. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, but there area certain num- 
ber of them in the service now. Is it proposed to give them 
lifetime jobs instead of giving what the Bureau estimates for, 
and completing the work as it ought to be completed? Now, I 
donot know. I simply ask, and | get the reply that the com- 
mittee are of such and such an opinion. I have great respect 
for the committee, but I want the facts. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, since the bill was printed it 
has been carefully examined by the Indian Office, and no sugges- 
tion came for an increase of the $30,000. The office did suggest 
increases in all the items which it considered too small or which 
would interfere with the service, but this item was not men- 
tioned, and hence we take it that this amount was satisfactory 
to the office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, one word upon 
this item of the bill. I desire to say that as a memb>r of the 
minority of the committee, I think the appropriation should be 
$40,000, for the following reasons: It is a well-known fact that 
we have been proceeding from year to year to make allotments 
of Indian lands ip severalty. It is also well known that we have 
never had suflicient funds to carry out the work with the rapid- 
ity that was desirable. Now, owing to the fact that we have 
not sufficient funds, the matter has been delayed at various In- 
dian agencies throughout the country, and it has cost the Gov- 
ernment more money to turn back after a few allotments have 
been made, and endeavor to complete the work than it would to 
appropriate the whole amount and complete it with rapidity on 
the various reservations. 

The work has been delayed for years at the Mission Agency, 
in Southern California. At the Yakima Reservation, in my 
State, the allotments have been going on for two or three years, 
and could have been closed up last year entirely if we had had 
the money. At the Colville Reservation 1,500,000 acres are to 
be allotted, but can not be allotted at all, because there are not 
sufficient funds to goforward and make theallotments. I think 
the appropriation ought to be the amount estimated by the De- 
partment, and I shall so vote, if opportunity is afforded me. 

Mr. Chairman, the amount for survey and subdivision of [n- 
dian reservations and of lands to be allotted to Indians of $15,000 
is entirely toosmall. The recommendationof the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs upon this subject is as follows: 

Surveying and alloting Indian reservations (page 46, line 13), $15,000 

These are those reservations on which allotments are nowin progress, the 
expenses of which are defrayed from this 4 ae —the Mission, in 
California, and the Lower Brule and Rosebud, in South Dakota. It is prob- 
able that the work on the first will be brought to a close early in the next 
fiscal year, but on the other two it will not be completed before the close of 
that year. 

The expenses of each allotting agent, including his per diem, a surveying 
corps, and incidentals, amounts to about %8,000 per annum, so that the en 
tire amount of $15,000 will be required to prosecute the work on the two res 
ervations in Dakota. 

From this appropriation the expenses of all boundary surveys are paid. as 
well as the cost of subdividing lands in the several Sioux reservations. The 
entire sum of $15,000 could be advantageously expended in making survey 
on the Pine Ridge, Standing Rock, and other Sioux reservations, which 
have been urgently recommended by the agents in charge 

Wherever allotment work iscommenced onan Indian reservationit should 
be prosecuted to completion without interruption, as any other course tends 
to suspicion on the part of the Indians, and frequently necessitates doing 
the work over again. 

The amount estimated for (825,000) was the lowest sum this office believed 
to be necessary, and is the same as that appropriated for the current year, 
which was found to be insufficient. 

I strongly recommend that this item be increased to $25,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
WIESON] moves to strike out *‘ thirty” and insert “forty.” The 
question is on the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Washington was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
wages not exceeding #75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming 
and stock-raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support 
#70, 000. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Sllinois. I desire to amend the text. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. My amendment will not inter- 
fere with the amendment of the gentleman from I\linois. 
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TpeCHAIRMAN. 


The gentlemen from California[Mr. Bow- 


ERS| offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 45, line 14, strike outthe word ‘‘seventy "and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘five ° 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, hereis a section 


that appropriates $70,000. I believe that not a single good rea- 
son exists for the appropriation of a penny of that money. Ac- 


cording to its terms, that appropyiation would hire seventy- 
seven farmers for twelve months inthe year. It would hire one 
hundred and fifty farmers for six months. Now, these one hun- 


dred and fifty farmers are to be in addition to the agency farm- 
ers. I want toask the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs [Mr. HoLMAN], who has this bill in charge, 
if he knows how many agency farmers are now employed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About sixty, I think. 

Mr. BOWEKS of California. Then we will have two hundred 
and ten farmers. What for? Now everyman musi speak on 
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was floated over his land and the reservation enlarged to take 
in his home. He was ordered off his land, out of his house and 
the Indian Department took possession of his home and form. 
It placed one Indian on it and gave him the house tolive in, [ 
I saw the place two years after it was turned over to this ‘In- 
dian. The fences were down. The agent had ordered the In- 
dian to roll up the wire and place it in the barn. The orchard 
was then nearly destroyed; the vineyardalso. Neither had been 
cultivated or cared for, and to-day both are blotted out and ha ve 
disappeared. One and one-half acres of the 100 cleared had been 
scratched over and planted to barley. Outside of that the whole 
place was going back to its primeval state. It is now to be a}- 
lotted to the Indians. A more deliberate, cowardly, inexcusable 
robbery was never committed by any one person, corporation, 
or government upon a citizen than the robbery committed by 


| the Executive of this Government, at the instance of the Indian 


this subject from his ownobservation, or his knowledge, derived | 


in his own locality. I propose to speak upon this subject from | 
what I know about it in my locality. There are several Indian | 


reservations in my district. We do not have any of these farm- 
ers that I know of in connection with reservations in Southern 
California. Why, in that country we hire the Indians for farm- 
ers. ‘The stockmen and cattlemen hire them for vaqueros, and 
those Indians who are hired can teach every one of these politi- 
cal farmers, and give them all points in the business for which 
they are ostensibly appointed. 

Now, then, whatare yougoing to teach them? To plantcorn! 
Why, God bless your soul, they planted corn bsfore Columbus 
discovered America. [Laughter.] And many of these political 
farmers at $75 per month would not know whether the corn 
grew on the tasselor on the top. 

A MEMBER. Or at the root. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They know no more about that 
than they do about growing peanuts, although they may know 
something about growing them. Now, what are you going to 
teach them? How are you to keep them employed for twelve 
months? Are you going toteach them to cultivate corn? Why 
they did that before the Indian Bureauexisted. Why, whether 
the Republican party or the Democratic party were in, with 
both parties these positions are simply soft places, where we re- 
ward our men; and that is all there is of it. 

Why not just call it that? If they are there to be bosses of 
servants, toaid the Indian agents, why not call them so? The 
whole of this farming business is nonsense; there is nothing in 
it. Here we see now 210 farmers for the whole year. Why, 
you only plant corn for a month or so. You are going to teach 
the Indian how to plant corn! It is ridiculous! One Indian can 
teach another. You can teach them to do it in a way, but the 
whole thing is a simple steal. We had a bill up here the other 
day providing for the payment of $200, an honest debt of the 
United States, and you kicked like a lot of bay steers; but here 
you give away $70,000, because both parties want it. The Re- 
publican party expect to have that little billet pretty soon, but 
it is all wrong. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Have not these appro- 
priations been made heretofore? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They have always been made. 
Right along we have provided these places. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Have you been objecting 
to it? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Why, yes. You will find that 
ever since I have been here I have been objecting to it. I be- 
lieve that the Indians of Southern California have not been ben- 
efited by the efforts of the Indian Department. I believe the 
system and the policy of the Indian Burean (even if carried out 
with absolute honesty, and as to that we know it is not, and 
never has been) is wrong; wrong in its first teaching—and that 
is in teaching the Indians that the Government must support 
and take care of them. That is what the Indians have been 
taught everywhere. 

In my own county a white man, a citizen of the United States, 
filed on 160 acres of land in accordance with law, lived on it for 
ver four years, and until near the time for finalentry. During 
this time he employed the Indians on the adjacent Indian reser- 
vation to do much of the work, and paid them forit. Hecleared 
100 acres, planted 10 acres in orchard, and as much more in 
vines. He built 2 miles of fence, a good house, and other im- 
eeenante. He expended in various ways nearly or quite 
$8,000. 

A few months before the time when under the law he could 
make final entry, by an executive order the Indian reservation 
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Bureau, upon Charles Hensley, of El Capitan, San Diego County, 
Cal. 

I balieve the condition of the Indians of Arizona, of New Mex- 
ico, of California, have not been improved under the Indian Bu- 
reau, but that they were better farmers before the Indian Burea\ 
existed than now, because they knew they must support them- 


| selves. Now they have been taught that they are the “ wards” 


of the country and this knowledge has had a demoralizing ef- 
fect. It has removed the incentive to work and support them 
selves, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I only asked for infor- 


| mation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I have not oc 
cupied much time, and [ ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more on this question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Californiaasks unani 
mous consent that his time may be extended for five minutes. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I did not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. A gentleman on this side objected. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask, then, to have permission 
to print an extension of my remarks in the RECORD? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gen- 
tleman from California will be satisfied with permission to print 
the remainder of his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the request. The 
gentleman from South Dakota requests unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from California may extend his remarks in the 

RECORD. Is there objection? 

Objection was made on the Democratic side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection ismade. The gentleman from 
South Dakota is recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I trust this appropriation 
will remain inthe bill. i donot understand how gentlemen can 
talk one day about practical education of the Indians and then 
the next day turn around and absolutely cut out the appropria- 
tion that makes education practical. In my opinion there is no 
more practical appropriation in the bill than this, which pro- 
vides the means for farmers and for stock-raisers. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can you tell me where there 
are twenty of them employed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I defy the committee to tell 
where they are employed. 

Mr. PICKLER. IthinkI havethefloor. They are employed 
on all the agencies; and I want to say to the gentleman from 
California, as much as he says about the political farmers, I think 
they are practical farmers that are appointed, and none other 
can be appointed. The gentleman is speaking about the condi- 
tion in California. Now, in my State, where there are 20,000 
Sioux Indians, we have large tribes, and there is not a farmer 
who can teach them in an hour how to farm there as the gentle- 
man of California claims can be done. We have any amount of 
grasses on the plains; if we could use these Indians we could util- 
ize and make those grasses valuable. We want practical farmers; 
men whounderstand stock-raising; men who are wellinformed in 
regard to farming, and who are stock-raisers. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to know who was 
there first? 

.Mr. PICKLER. Stock-raising is something that the Indian 
naturally takes to [laughter] more than he would to raising 
corn. 

Mr. COOMBS. Or to raising scalps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will be 
in order. The gentleman from South Dakota has the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. Gentlemen, this talk of scalping may be 
amusing to you; butif you gentlemen want practical results from 
this appropriation you can not get it any better than by having 
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these practical farmers. I was saying that the Indian would 
prefer to raise stock; and I will also state that in that country 
farming may not be developed in many places, nor profitable in 
some places. This isa great service for them, to teach them, 
and | think itis a thing that should be encouraged in them. 
We want them to have these practical farmers, men who know 
something about raising stock. 

I know that the farmers out ‘n my country give very valuable 
instructions to the Indians. The farmer makes his rounds from 
farm to farm and teaches the Indians ali about running their 
wagons and keeping them in repair; all about running their 
plows and sharpening them, and all about harrowing; all about 
everything connected with farming, planting, cultivating, and 
harvesting, and I say that this is one of the most beneficial ap- 
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| 


propriations in the way of practical results that is provided for | 


in this bill, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman tell what 
are the going wages for farmers in that part of the country 
where they are hired? 

Mr. PICKLER. The wages for farm hands in my county are 
$25 a month and board, and the amount provided in this bill, 
where the farmer travels and boards himself, is very little if 
any more than we pay farm hands in my county. Thisis not an 
extravagant appropriation. Itis not a cent more than these 
farmersare worth. It is a reasonable appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent that all debate 
on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, this is a very practical ques- 
tion, and I trust that this committee will not strike out the ap- 
propriation. The idea that this is a waste of money is certainly 
a mistake. 
where, twelve years ago, there was scarcely an acre of land cul- 
tivated by an Indian, and now under the system providing for 
farmers to instruct the Indians in the methods by which they 
can earn a living from the land, the Crow Creek Reservation 
to-day as at least two hundred Indians who are cultivating 
farms all the way from ten to one hundred acres of land each, 
and doing it successfully. They have been taught by these 
farmers to cultivate their lands. They have been taught the 
methods of farming; they have been taught the lessons of econ- 
omy and of industry, and all this instruction tends to elevate 
the Indian, and bring him up to that position that we desire to 
have him attain. 

Not only that, but they have been taught the rules of business 
through these farmers. These men have gone from farm to 
farm and have instructed the Indians how to use their imple- 
ments, how to keep them in repair, how to take care of them, 
and when they have raised their crgps they have been taught 
how to market them, and I have seen a line of twenty or thirty 
Indian wagons loaded with the produce of their own farms, 
which they had raised through the instructions they had re- 
ceived at these agencies. To discontinue this appropriation 
would be to set those Indians back. 
tempt to economize at this particular point. Those Indians are 
now beginning to adopt the methods of husbandry that is prac- 
ticed among the whites, and the policy of the Government should 
be to encourage and continue that progress and not to discour- 
age it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not the gentleman 
think that it would be better to wipe out this appropriation 
and save that much money, and let those Indians who wish to 
work at farming go and hire themselves to practical farmers? 
It seems to me that the farming education they would get in 
that way would be much more practical, while at the same time 
the Government would be saved this expense. 

Mr. LUCAS. [I think not; for this reason. These Indians 
are on reservations generally far removed from white farmers, 
and it would not be practicable to separate them from their fami- 
lies and distribute them among the white farmers. 

Mr. PICKLER. And there are no white farmers there. 

Mr. LUCAS. No. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
farm labor? 

Mr. LUCAS. No. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
dians in our country. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why, Mr. Chairman, in the country the gen- 
tleman is talking about there are two thousand Indians on the 
reservation and there are no white farmers around them at all. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. These Indians are living upon 
their own lands which have been allotted tothem. They are liv- 
ing there with their families. They are learning to cultivate 
their lands to advantage, and the object of this appropriation is 
to continue to instruct them in farming methods, and in my 
Opinion it is one of the most meritorious appropriations in this 


Is there not a scarcity of 


The white farmers hire the In- 





I live on the borders of three Indian reservations | 


It is a great mistake to at- | 
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bill, because the instruction for which it provides tends t \ 
the Indian entirely dependent upon himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California[Mr. BOWERS] to strike out ** s« ty” 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” and insert ‘‘ five.” 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 8, noes 54. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I 
an amendment to perfect the text. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


desire to « r 





On page 45, after line 4, add as follows and no pers¢ ved 
\ such farmer or stockman who has no een ut ) Ss pre 
vious to such employment practically engaged in the occupation farm 


ing 


Mr. HUNTER. That is the law now. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that that is the 
law and has been ever since the Forty-eighth Congress, if [ re 


member correctly. However, to save time, if the gentleman 
from Illinois will consent to a vote, | will withdraw the point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. There can not be any debate upon the 


question because the committee has alreidy by unanimous con 
sent closed debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think debate is closed on 
this. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amen nt, 
and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. LIask fora division. [ ask unani 
mous consent that [ may have two minutes to explain this 
amendment. z 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a division. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the amend- 
ment be again read. and let us have order so that it may be 
heard. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask to be allowed two minutes to 
explain this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L[have noobjection to the amendment, ex 
cept that it is the law now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but you left it out of the bill 
last year. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani 
| mous consent that he be allowed to speak for two minutes. 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois, there were—ayes 60, noes 58. 

Mr. MADDOX. i ask for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision is now the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
MAppox]ask for tellers? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do. 

{Cries of ‘* Too late! ”} 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I make the point of order that 


the request of the gentleman from Georgia comes too late. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Tellers were not ordered, only 25 voting in favor thereof 
So the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word ‘‘dollars”’ in line 14, page 45, insert 
“ Provided, That such practical farmers and practical stockmen shall be 
appointed from the State or Territory in which said agency is | 


[ offer the amendment which 


Mr. MADDOX. I raise a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia makes a 
point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order 


The gentleman from Washington[Mr. WILSON] moves to strike 
out the last word. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph has been ex- 
hausted. The committee, by unanimousconsent, agreed to close 
debate on the paragraph; and debate is not now in order. 





Mr. Chairman 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, Mr. Chairman, I may 
have been in fault, but I did not hear-— 

[Cries of ‘‘ Read!” ‘‘ Read!’ 

Mr. MADDOX. [ insist that the gentleman is out of ord 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Georgia 


will make nothing by his haste. 
The CHAIRMAN. Butthe gentleman from Washington does 
not wish to violate the rules of the House — 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly not. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Or the agreement entered into by the 
Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. But I wish to state that I did 


not hear, nor do I think members around me heard, the request | 


put by the Chair for unanimous consent to close debate on this 
paragraph. And further, it is a well-known fact-—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, under the rules, can not allow 
this debite. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well, 1 will get in what 
I have to say on this subject if it takes all day and twenty days 
more, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





The Clerk will resume the reading of the 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ suitable persons as 


matrons to teach Indian girls in housekeeping and other household duties, 
atarate not to exceed $60 per month, and for furnishing necessary equip- 


ments, #5,000. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. 
out the last three words. 
tention of the House for a moment whileI give the reasons why 
I oppose this provision. 

Mr. MADDOX. Irise toa point of order. 
on this paragraph was exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is another paragraph. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Georgia 
does not know ‘‘ where we are at.” 

Mr. MADDOX. You never do. . 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ofcourse not, according tothe 
estimate of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has the 
floor. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
state the point I make against this provision of the bill. All of 
us who know anything about farming know that the ordinary 
wages of a farmer are about $20 to $25 a month; and girls who 


I-move to amend by striking 


1 believe debate 


work upon farms, doing housework, etc., receive on the average | 
| over. 


$8, $10, and $12 a month. Now, the trouble is—— 
Mr. TRACEY. 
California, there is so much noise in the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. 


| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out in line 3, on 
| page 46, the word ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so that it 


| 


| 


will read, ‘‘one hundred and fifty thousand dollars,” 
I make that motion with an interrogation point after it. | 


| desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill why it is that 
| the appropriation for the Indian police is decreased $25,000? 
; One hundred and fifty thousand dollars was appropriated for 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire the at- | 


It is impossible to hear the gentleman from | 


the current year, and you now propose $125,000. 

Mr.SICKLES. They behave better now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want the gentleman to answer. in 
his own time, if in his opinion the good of the service will per- 
mit this reduction. If so I have no objection to it. 

But I wish to say further that I had alittle observation of this 
question some years ago, in a somewhat extended investigation 


| of the Indian service in connection with the gentleman from In- 
| diana himself, which satisfied me that the Indian police service 


was perhaps the most valuable service in connection with the 
Indians. 

When you employ an Indian and clothe him with authority as 
an officer of the Government, at a small salary, of $10 to $25 a 
month, he is in touch with his fellows, and he cando more to 
keep them in subjection I think than perhans half a dozen white 
mencando. Itisan economical service, and a service that I 


| would sooner see increased than decreased, because it is along 
| the line of practical education and administration; and there- 


fore I make this motion for the purpose of eliciting from the 








gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] a statement as to the 
change, if any, in the situation that justifies the decrease of this 


| appropriation. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will say that there was no intention to 
change the pay of the privates from $10 per month. Nor was 
there any intention to change the compensation of the officers 
from $15 per month. Whether the footing is correct or not, I 
do not know. There was no intention to make a change i1 the 
rates of compensation. So that for the purpose of looking into 
the matter, I ask that this be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For investigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; I ask that the paragraph be passed 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is satisfactory. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be passed 


| over. 


Now, you propose to give to | 


these women engaged to teach the Indian girls ‘‘ housekeeping | 
and other household duties ’ $60 a month; and you propose to | 


give the farmers $75 a month. We all know that there are 
farmers all over the United States who would be very glad to 
get $25 a month. They would have been very glad during the 
last two or three years to have received $25a month. We know, 
too, that these men engaged as ‘‘ farmers” in connection with 
the Indian service do not do any work besides drawing their 
wages, except perhaps giving some directions. 

Now, the point Iam making is that we are not doing what 
is fair and right in this matter. We tell our farming people 
when we employ them to work on our farms that we are only 


willing to give you $15 or $20 a month at the outside; but if you | 


can get an appointment as an Indian farmer we will pay you $75 
amonth. Itisall wrong. Itis a wrong to the people of the 
country, and especially a wrong to the laboring people. It is 
wrong to make these men pay such wages for such soft places. 
You all know it is wrong, and you know that the purpose is a 
selfish one, so as to secure some favored appointee a soft place 
somewhere. [Laughter and applause.] You are squandering 
the public money to do it, and the sooner it is stopped the better. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to this para- 
graph. Debate, I believe, is exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed by order of the 
committee. 

The Clerk will read the amendment propssed by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “five,”’ in line 19, page 45, and insert the word ‘‘ten.”’ 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the service of not exceeding eight hundred and fifty privates, at $10 
per month each, and not exceeding seventy-five officers, at 815 per month 
each, of Indian police, to be employed in maintaining order and prohibiting 
illegal traffic in liquor on the several Indian reservations and within the 
Territory of Alaska, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the purchase of equipments and for the purchase of rations for policemen at 
nonration agencies, $125,000. 


The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


For the purpose of continuing and completing the appraisal of improve- 
ments of intruders in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of the act 
of Murch 3,1893, $4,995, the sam3 to ba immadiately available. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, J wish to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from O}xlahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 23, page 48, add—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [rise for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment offered by the 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, which the Clerk is reporting. 
The Clerk will read the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 23, page 48, add: 

“That the right of commutation is extended to all bona fide homestead set- 
tlers on the lands in Oklahoma Territory opened to settlement under the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act making soerepese ions 
for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 


Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ approved March 3, 1893, 
and the President's proclamation in pursuance thereof, after fourteen months 








from date of settlement, upon the payment tor the lands as provided in said 
act.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to examine the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, and for that purpose I wish to 
reserve the point of order until the gentleman is heard. 
| Mr. FLYNN. I contend that this amendment reduces ex- 
penditures. When the Government purchased the Cherokee 
Strip from the Cherokee Indians it issued Government paper in 
the amount of about $18,000,000, bearing 4 per cent interest. 
There is no section of Oklahoma Territory which to-day has not 
the right of commutation granted to it. The settlers residing 
upon these lands, for which they are compelled to pay two dol- 
lars and a half an acre, have petitioned for the right after four- 
teen months’ residence, to pay the Government the money which 
is due to it, so that the Government will not be compelled to 
continue paying interest to the Indians upon this money. 

I have no doubt that as soon as this becomes the law and the 
fourteen months expire, two or three milliondollars will at once 
be turned into the Treasury of the United States, thereby stop- 
ping the payment of 4 per centintereston thatamount of money. 
| I insist that when a mau has got to pay for his land, after he re- 

sides upon itfor fourteen months, hehasearnedit. The condition 
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of the country to-day is such that we should be anxious to get 
every dollar into the Treasury that we legitimately can, and this, 


as I say, will immediately bring in two or three million dollars | 


to the Treasury and stop the Government paying 4 per cent in- 
terest on that amount of money. I might say that this bill has 
been favorably reported, for a similar provision is engrafted in 
a bill favorably reported by the Committee on Public Lands. If 
gentlemenare desirous of economizing and having money enough 
in the Treasury to pay the running expensesof the Government, 
they can here, without injustice to anybody and with fairness to 
the people in the Cherokee Strip, stop the payment of 4 per cent 
interest on $3,000,000, and have that amount of money turned 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. Chiuirman, this is quite an important 


provision, and it changes existing law, so that for the present I | 


shall have to insist on the point of order. The committee have 
not had an opportunity of examining the amendment. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman consent to allow it to go 
over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [should rather not do that. 

Mr. FLYNN. The gentleman from Indiana is in favor of 
bringing money into the Treasury and reducing expenditures, 
of course? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
public lands. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. What objection is there to letting 
this matter go over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
had no time to consider this, and itis a very important change 
in the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 23, page 48, insert the following: 

“Provided, That paragraph 4, of section 10,of ‘An act makirg appropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with Indian tribes, for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

‘*‘And the provisions of said agreement so amended shall be fully performed 
and carried out on the part of the United States: Provided, That the money 
hereby appropriated shall be immediately available and the remaining sum 
of $8,300,000, or so much thereof as is ———- to carry out the provisions of 
said agreement as amended and according to this act (to be payable at the 

leasure of the United States in one or more payments after the 4th day of 

arch, 1900, said deferred payments to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, to be paid semiannually), and the amount required for the pay- 
ment of interest as aforesaid is hereby yh gene And provided further, 
That of the money hereby contracted to be paid, a sufficient amount to pay 
the Delawares and Shawnees their pro rata share in the proceeds of said 
Outlet shall remain inthe Treasury of the United States until the status of 
said Delaware and Shawnee Indians shall be determined by the courts ofthe 
United States before which their suits are now pending; and a sufficient 
amount shall also be retained in the Treasury to pay the freedmen whoare 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation or their legal heirs and representatives such 
sums as may be determined by the courts of the United States to be due to 
them. Norshallanything herein be held to abridge or deny to said freedmen 
any rights to which they may beentitled under existing laws or treaties. The 
acceptance by the Cherokee Nation of Indians of any of the money appropri- 
ated as herein setforth shall be considered and taken and shall operate as a 
ratification by said Cherokee Nation of Indians of said agreement, as it is 
hereby proposed to be amended, and as a fulland complete relinquishment 
andextinguishment of all their title, claim, and interestin and to said lands; 
but such ees and extinguishment shall not inure to the benefit 
of any railroad company, nor vest in any railroad company any right, title, 
or interest in or to any of said lands: Provided, That said railroad shall be 
relieved from any further payments of compensation to said Cherokee Na- 
tion as required by law for running said railroad across said Cherokee Out- 
let: Provided further, That the extension of the time of payment, as above 
provided for, shall only become binding on the Cherokee Nation or its as- 
signs, or on either of them, after the same shall have been accepted for the 
amounts of indebtedness which they hold respectively, and notice in writ- 
Ss = acceptance duly filed with the Secretary of the Department of 

e Interior.’”’ 


Mr. LYNCH. 
the amendment. 
Mr.WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
just read by the Clerk seeks to amend the act providing for the 
purchase of the Cherokee Outlet. 


We wish to guard against any injury to the 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 


That act provided for dividing the payments into five equal an- 
nual installments, the supposition at the time being that the 
money to be paid for the lands by settlers would meet these va- 
rious installments. It soon became evident that this calculation 
was very erroneous, and Senator JONES of Arkansas introduced 
Senate bill 515 as a proposed amendment to said act. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to amend an act entitled “An act making appropriation for current 
and contingent expenses, and fullfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 
tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894.” 


Be it enacted, etc., That the word ‘‘ semi’ shall be inserted before the word 
“annually ” in the ninth and tenth lines of the fifth paragraph of section 10 
of said act, so that it shall read: ‘‘said deferred payments to bear interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent per annum semiannually.”’ 

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, if it shall 
be deemed necessary, to secure loan authorized by said act to modify the 





¥ do not think we ought todo that. We have | 


The House will remember | 
that this act was the result of a conference report agreed upon | 
late in the night of the last day of the Fifty-second Congress. | 
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| terms of the contract authorized in the first paragraph of section 10 of said 

| act, and the fifth paragraph of said section 10, so that instead of five equal 

| annual installments shall fead: ‘The first installment being held by the Se¢ 

retary of the Interior to meet certain payments, the second, third, fourth, 

} and fifth installments may be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
4th of March, A. D. 1899, or redeemed March 4, A. D. 1900 


‘The bill was referred to the Secretary of the Treasury and by 
him referred tothe Secretary of the Interior by the following 
letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August 23, 1893 

Sirk: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of Senate bill No. 515, to 
amend certain provisions of the Indian Sreeescen act for the fiscal year 
1894, approved March 3, 1893; also copy of a letter on this subject addressed 
to me by William. A Phillips for the Cherokee Nation. : 

I shall be pleased to have your opinion as to the probable time when the 
Government will bein receipt of the proceeds arising from the sale of the 
Cherokee lands which have been purchased and are to be paid for under the 
provistons of the act above mentioned. 

Respectfully, yours, 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The Secretary of the Interior replied to this letter on August 
30, fully considering the conditions under which the lands were 
being occupied by settlers. The letter closed with these words: 


On review of the whole subject, and giving to it the fullest consideration, 
it is the opinion of this Department that it would not be safe to count upon 
a receipt of more than one-third of the proceeds of the sale before the énd 
of seven years from the opening of the Outlet to settlement and the balance 
at the end of ten years. 


The Secretary of the Treasury then returned Senate bill 515 
to the Senate, accompanied by the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August 31, 1893, 

Sir: Referring to your letter of the 15th ultimorequesting my views as to 
the legislation proposed in Senate bill No. 515, amending certain portions of 
the act of March 3, 1893, under which a contract was recently executed with 
the Cherokee Indians for the sale of certain lands, I have the honor to state 
that I approve of such a modification of the contract above mentioned as 
will enable the United States to defer paying the second, third, fourth, and 
fifth installments of the purchase money of said lands, until a part, at least, 
of the proceeds of sales to settlers shall have been received into the Treas- 
ury. 

In this connection I transmit a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior relative to the time which must elapse before the Treasury will re- 
ceive the proceeds of said lands; and I also submit draft of a bill which, in 
my opinion, would accomplish the object if enacted into law. 

Respectfully yours, 


J.G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. JAMES K. JONES, 
United States Senate. 


My information is that upon receipt of this letter, the Sen- 
ate Committee upon Indian Affairs considered bill No. 515, and 
directed its favorable report to the Senate, with the modifica- 
tion suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury, but soon there- 

| after an erroneous impression was created that the necessity 
for the legislation did not longer exist, and the bill was never 
placed upon the Senate Calendar and the papers became mis- 
laid. 

Mr. FLYNN. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLYNN. If the amendment which I just offered were 
allowed to prevail, is it not a fact that there would be no neces- 
sity for this, as the money would be paid in by the settlers” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Secretary of the Treasury 
| thinks it would not. 

Mr. FLYNN. The Secretary of the Treasury does not know 

| anything about it. Itis the business of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. TheSecretary of the Treasury 
has made an exhaustive examination, and we have letters from 
the Secretary of the Interior—— 

| Mr. FLYNN. Is it not a fact that the Cherokees have parted 
with all interest in these bonds, and that they are now held by 
Eastern banks? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They did part with a g 
portion of the Government obligation, but not all. 

Mr. FLYNN. How much is there remaining in their hands? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. About one-fifth. 

In the meantime the Council ef the Cherokee Nation passed a 
resolution appointing a commission to negotiate a sale of «a por- 
tion of the obligation of the Government which was due them, 





renater 


| and the same resolution empowered and directed the commis- 


| sioners to secure from the Government such modifications of the 
| actcreating the obligation as might be desired by the purchasers 
of the obligation, of course with the condition that such modifi- 
| cations should meet the approval of the Government. 
| Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask 
| him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you provide here that nothing 

shall be done without the consent of the Cherokee Nation? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly; and it will be filed 
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in writing. I trust there will be no objection to this, because it It is clear that the amendment is not subject toa point of 


is essential for the settlement of this business. order. 

It is recommended by everyone connected withthe matter. It Under the law as it stands one installmentof $1,666,000 will by 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior, recommended | payable March 4, 1895, during the current year for which thié 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and requested by every per- | bill provides, and therefore it wouid be the duty of Congress to 
son that has an interest in the Government obligation. include an appropriation for that amount in this bill, ~ 

Mr. LYNCH. May J ask the gentleman a question? | Now, this amendmentis in the nature of a substitute for such 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. | an appropriation, and therefore reduces the bill by that amount. 

Mr. LYNCH. Has this bill ever been considered by a stand-| Then it is certainly germane to the bill, and it is eminent]. 
ing committee of the House? | proper for the Indian appropriation bill of 1894 to correct o; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Itwas referred to the Commit- | amend the the Indian appropriation bill for 1893. 
tee on Indian Affairs, and I saw the subcommittee, and the gen-| For years it has been the practice in Congress to incorporate 
tleman who asks me the question told me that he would advo- | in appropriation bills amendments to previous appropriation 
cate it. bills which appropriate for the same general purpose. 

Mr. LYNCH. I do not recollect. This has been a so very universal practice that it would 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Lhad a talk with you, and with | difficult to find adjudications in cases like the present. 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and the gentleman [ recall one in the first session of the last Congress. It w; 
from Georgia [Mr. MAppox], and every member of the com- | then decided, page 1792, that— 
mittee l[eouldfind. Iwentto the committee room several times, An amendment to the pension appropriation bill providing that no fee sha! 


and [I thought every member of the committee favored the | be paid to a member of an examining board for services in which he did not 
actually participate is not subject to a point of order under this rule, sin: 


amendment. ; ee ) PO! 
rarce — . while changing existing law, its effect is to reduce expenditures by decrea 

Mr. LYNCH. Itseems to me that this is too important a | ing compensation. : — 
matter to be disposed of under the five-minute rule. The case under consideration is somewhat similar. The ef 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The only change it makes in | fect of the amendment now before the House is to reduce the 
the law of 1593 is this, that instead of having the payments | amount ofthe appropriation for the current year, which is the 
run along for five years, it allows it all to be paid at once. — same as reducing the amount of money covered by the bill 
Che CHAI RMAN, Ihe time of the gentleman has expired. | Again, in the Fifty-second Congress, first session, page 1792, it 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to | was decided that— 
have a few minutes more. ; ; ; ‘ 

4 aa ; . > . . ‘ An amendment to the pansion appropriation bill, tending to increase the 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then, make it three minutes. | ciass of persons prohibited from the Danedtact the peusion tawa, isin ord: 

There was no objection. because its effect would be to reduce expenditures. 

Me. PICKLER. I would suggest that this amendment go over | This amendment has the same tendency. 
until to-morrow. , s _. |  Itcertainly tends toincrease the items which can properly b 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is but very little differ- | omitted from the bill, and its effect is to reduce expenditures fo 
ence between this amendment and the existing law. It simply | the current year. 
changes the time of payment and then it makes no other ma-| { eould multiply similar decisions, but I feel confident that it 
terial change. | is unnecessary. 

The original act provided for the retention in the Treasurya! Mr. HOLMAN. What aboutthe railroads? I did not under- 
sufficient amount to pay the Delawares and Shawnees and | stand what it provided about the railroads from the reading o! 
freedmen the amounts which might be found to be due them. | the amendment. 

[It was estimated that this would take about one and a half; Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It does notchange that. There 
million dollars, and the meaning of the act evidently was that | are no changes except as I have explained. The amendment 
this money should be retained out of the money contracted to be | uses the exact language of the original act, except the change 
paid, but the wording of the act was— in the time of payment, which is recommended by the Secretary 

That of the money hereby appropriated a sufficient amount to pay ‘2 | of the Treasury, and the substitution of the words “ contracted 


Delawares and Shawnees their pro ratashare in the proceeds of said Outiet | +9 9) oat okt : ” . . ; 
shall remain in the Treasury of the United States until the status of said | t0 be paid” for the word *‘appropriated,” and this, too, is rec- 


Delaware and Shawnee Indians shall be determined by the courts of the | ommended by Mr. Carlisle. 
United States, before which their suits are now pending. The only other change is the correction of the spelling of the 
Now, the original act does not appropriate any part of money | word Shawnees. 
contracted to be paid, but only ee the interest, andin| ‘The amendmentisa printed copy of tho bill which was printed 
order to comply with the letter of the law and at the same time | and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs many weeks 
administer the act, so as to carry out the evident meaning and | ago, a copy of which the gentleman from Indiana referred to Mr. 
intention of Congress, it is necessary to substitute for the words | Carlisle, and which Mr. Carlisle, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘‘-hereby appropriated,” the words ‘hereby contracted to be | sent back with his approval and recommendation to the gentle- 
paid.” man from Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
This could have been accomplished by a short bill substitut-| In addition I have had other letters read in which the Sec- 
ing words, but it is better practice in amending a paragraph of | retary of the Treasury recommends the passage of asimilar Sen- 
a law to set out the entire paragraph in the language which is | ate bill, and have also read an extract from a letter from the 
proposed to de substituted for the original. | Secretary of the Interior. 
Again, the original act authorized the Cherokee Nation to Mr. HOLMAN. Will you not send up the letter of the Sec- 
issue bonds for the principal and interest of the deferred pay- | retary of the Interior, and let that be read? 
ments, and as the act provided that the debt should be divided Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Itisa long letter. I read the 
into five payments, it would of necessity require the issuance of | closing part early in my remarks. I would be glad to have the 
five different series of bonds, which would involve considerable | entire letter read. It is as follows: 





useless expense, all of which would be saved if all was made “DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
payable at the same time, so as to require but one series of Washington, August 0, 1992 
bonds. Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of August 


[t will be observed that the Secretary of the Treasury recom- | 23, 1008, tranesaisting a copy of Senate Ball No. Sis to amend certain provi 

> . is ¢ as ’ rar » | sions of the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 3 (27 Stat., 612, 641, and 
mended this amendment last manne a at afterwards verbally 642); alsocopy of a letter from Mr. William A. Phillips to you in relation to the 
recommended the amendment in the language as read at the roposed amendments. Referring to the inclosures, you request my “ opin 
Clerk’s desk, and recently the Secretary of the Treasury has | ion as to the probable time When she Governanens will be in poceint of om 
again in a lette . rAN isti i j roceeds arising from the”’ lands in the Cherokee Outlet, purchased and t 
again in a letter to Mr. HOLMAN, the distinguished chairman of M paill for wader the provisions of sail act. 


the committee on Indian Affairs, commended the amendment as he inquiry you make is a difficult one to answer, with even an approx! 
read by the Clerk. mation to exactness, because of the very many contingencies which may 
j arise under the legislation relating to the subject-matter. 


2 ! f my" , - 

In addition the Hon. J WwW. MaDDOX, & member of the subcom Under the terms of said act and the rules and regulations established by 
mittee which has the bill in charge, informs me that he sub- authority thereof, the ceded landsin the Outlet can only be disposed of under 
mitted the amendment to the Secretary of the Interior, who also | the homestead laws: : oud paragraph 7 of said wection 10 Geciares that — 

c > 3 j opti Settler on said lands ‘‘ shall, ore receiving patent for omes » pay 
pee its adoption. x a hat he i to the United States for the lands so taken by him $2.50 per acre for land 

will remind the gentleman from South Dakota t at he isone | east of 97}° west longitude; $1.50 per acre for land between 97}° and 984° o! 
ofthe gentlemen of the committee to whom I submitted the | west longitude, and 61 per acre for land west of 98}° of west longitude; and 


. 2 : 2 as i > shall pay interest on the purchase money ai the rate of 4 per cent per annum 
amendment, and he assured me that it met his full approval. — inte ofentry. Its thusseen that the entryman is only required to 


It seems that the proposed slight modification of the law isde- | pay tor theland “beforereceiving patent.” 


sired by the Treasury Department, the Interior Department, | Under the bomesteed laws, five years’ residence, ete., is sequired betoreas 
i ir assi i i i entry man Ww entit to patent, and proof of such residence, etc., s 
ce Cneeeee nad tole esignees, and it also — that it will be made within seven years from date of entry. Under the rules of the De- 


be beneficial to al? parties, an dof not a particle of injury to any- | partment, the payment of the purchase money for the land, with the inter- 
one. I therefore trust no one will make any objection. est thereon, is required to be made at the time that final proof is submitted. 
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“harefore. if each quarter section of land were entered at the time of the 
aed ta Ont ‘et by aparty whois able and willing in good faith tocom 
ply with the requirements of the homestead laws, and acquire the same as a 
permanent home for himself, the earliest day at which the proceeds of the 
Sales would be in the hands of the officers of the Government would be five 
years after opening, or In September, 1898; to this should be added the time 
| eta i ; ha hI 
gay that nosuch promptitude will be exhibited, and it is far more probabie 
that the larger numberof those who will bs promptest to prove up and pay 
up wiil take the full time allowed—that is, seven years. — ; 

There are some few grounds, such as sickness or climatic reasons, on 
which the Department may be induced in in lividual cases to extend for a 
year the period within which proof is to be submitted. 

“ But itis most improbable that all of the first entries will be made for per 
manent settlement. On the contrary, looking to the experience of the De- 
partment in land matters, it is safe to say that not over one-third of the 
first entrymen will consummate their entries by purchase. The contests, 
because of disqualifications or of other sufficient causes, alone will reduce 
the number. 


ary for the transmission of the money tothe Treasury. Butitis safe to | 


Inability from sickness, impecuniosity, or other causes will | 


induce many abandonments, and the constant temptation to sell out and re- | 


linquish the right of entry offered by speculators or newcomers will reduce 
the number more than all the other causes put together. 

Under the law a party might enter a tract, hold it for seven years or less 
time, and then sell his relinquishment to another who would make entry 
and whocould proceed exactly in the same Way—sell to another in six months 
or six years, and so on indefinitely. 

It is further to be considered that the land in the western portion of the 
Outlet is reported as being poor and undesirable, the price being reduced 
for those reasons to $1 per acre. These lands in all probability will not be 


so readily entered or proven upon as the others, and further and greater de- | 


lay in payment may occur as to them than the others. . 

On review of the whole subject, and giving toit the fullest consideration, it 
is the opinion of this Department that it would not be safe to count upon a 
receipt of more than one-third of the proceeds of the sale before the end of 
seven years from the opening of the Outlet to settlement, and the balance at 
the end of ten years. 

Very respectfully, 
JNO. M. REYNOLDS, 
Acting Secretary. 

To the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
not been considered by all the members of the committee. 
would ask that the gentleman have permission to print this let- 
ter in the RECORD, so that it will appear to-morrow morning, 
and let the amendment go over with the point of order pending. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment go over until to-morrow, with 
the point oforder pending. Isthere objection? [After apause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
wards and forwards in this matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthereobjection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire tooffer an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. By agreement, this whole paragraph goes 
over until to-morrow. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following paragraph: 


[Afterapause.| The 


lor support of Indian day and industrial schools and the erection and re 
pair of school buildings on Indian reservations, and for other educational 


purposes not hereinafter provided for, including the pay of the superintend- | 


dent of Indian schools the salary of $2,500 with traveling expenses as pre- 


This subject is one of interest; perhaps it has | 


r| 


How often are we going back- | 


scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and pay of draftsman to be em- | 


ployed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,000,000, $20,000 
of which may be used for the purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, goats, and 
swine, and poultry for schools, and $20,000 for the transportation of pupils 
to and from Indian schools: Provided, That not more than $167 of this ap- 
propriation shall be expended for the annual support and education of any 
one pupil, except in such cases asin the. judgment of the Secretary of the 
Interior a larger expenditure is absolutely necessary to prevent a serious 
impairment of the efficiency of the school, a full statement of the specific 
reasons for such additional expenditure to be made by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in his annual report: And provided further, That no more 
than three supervisors of Indian schools shall be appointed or paid from 
this fund: And also provided, That $3,000 of the amount hereby appropriated 
shall be expended in the construction of school buildings for the Cherokee 
Training School at Cherokee, N.C. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that it might be well to 
ask unanimous consent that all the paragraphs in the bill 
touching appropriations for schools should be treated as one, 
should all be read as one paragraph, and then should be open to 
amendment. I make this suggestion because that method of 
considering these paragraphs would give scope for améndment 
that would be uniform in the event of any amendments being 
adopted, and also scope for a substitute or substitutes if such 
should be the sense of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection myself, Mr. Chairman, 
to that suggestion, but the question has not been considered by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. If the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion should be adopted, f suppose the paragraphs would be 
treated as one down to the end of page 58. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object to the request, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LyNcu] think it will not be advisable to read these para- 
graphs through together and have them subject to amendment? 


Mr. LYNCH. I think we had better proceed in the regul 
vay. Weshall get through faster. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, you will not mak 
time in that way, because unless some concession can be made 


line, we 


» 1 acida c + f thase m: tter alone some 
\ ide on some of these latiters along’ som I 
i swe have later on and make the point 


have to what privilege 
quorum. 
Ir. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to of 
in amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer some a1 
ments on behalf of the committee. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! first recognize the chai: 
man of the committee to offer the committee amendments, and 
after that will recognize the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Jon? 
SON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam directed by the committee to 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 





" 





N 


Page 49, line 22, where the name “‘ Ware” occurs after the lett 
srt the letter “e;*? making the name read ‘‘ Weare 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that amendment 
will be agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object. 
The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. [I ask fora division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 4. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Nv quorum. 
} Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is simply 


for the purpose of correcting the mis-spelling of a name, and | 
withdraw it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
has been had, 

The CHAIRMAN. 


It is too late, after a divisi 


If objection is made the amendment can- 


not be withdrawn. The point of no quorum being made, the 
| Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Wash 
ington, Mr. WILSON, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 


| HOLMAN. 
The tellers took their places, and the committee a 
| vided. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington (pend ing the division). 
draw the point of no quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is withdrawn, 
and the amendment is agreed to. 
An amendment previously sent up by Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana 
was read, as follows: 
Strike out the words ‘‘ two thousand five hundred,’ 
| insert In lieu thereof the words ‘three thousand.’ 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Judge HOLMAN, 
who opposed with such vigor the other day the appropriation 
of $5,000 to defray the expenses of the Board of Indian Commis- 
sioners, whether he will not consent that this amendment, put- 


onin di- 


lL with- 


in Ife 12, page 50, and 


ting back the salary of the superintendent of Indian schools to 
| the amount at which it now stands, may be adopted? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I could not consent to that without consult 
ing with the members of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair uhderstand that the cen- 
leman from Indiana desires to offer any other amendments on 


t 
| behalf of the committee? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, 


sir. I wish to offer the amendment 


| which I send to the desk. 


Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the | 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 530, line 11. insert after the word *“‘school’’ the words “and twenty 





five hundred dollars of this fund isalso hereby made available for the pay 
of one superintendent of Indian schools, and one thousand for the pay of 
the necessary traveling and incidental expenses of said superintendent.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One other amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the 


wore ‘ 
woras 


one million,” in line 15, insert 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] is recognized to offer his amendment. 

The amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana was read, 
as follows: ; 

Strike out the words ‘ 
and insert in lien there 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,I raise a point of order on 
that amendment. Itstrikes out language which has just beer 
inserted by order of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I wil ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if that was his purpose in getting his amendment in 
first—to cut out my amendment? 


two thousand five hundred” on line 12, of page 


5), 
yf the words “three thousand.” 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, not at all. On the contrary, this was 
agreed to soon after the bill was reported to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, and I ask unanimous consent that I be allowed 
ten minutes. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 1 object. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
with respect to this bill has been progressing, I have not been 
entirely without information as to the character of the measure, 
or as to the circumstances attending its birth. The bill upon 
its face seems to have some peculiarities, and I think it may be 
said to be somewhat unique in its formation. It is certainly 
loaded down with various kinds of sins, those of commission as 
. wellas those of omission. Members of the committee, and pretty 
bright members, too, have told me that the bill had undergone 
s0 many changes at the hands of the distinguished gentleman 








from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN], who has had it in charge, that it | 


became absolutely impossible for them to follow it, and that 
; they had thrown up their hands in despair. That the gentle- 
; man is largely controlling this bill is evident from the — 
ie mentary maneuver which we have just witnessed, the sole pur- 
pose of which was to prevent an increase of the salary of an of- 
ficer of this Government, who deserves every dime which the 
amendment I propose would give him. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend knows—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman will please not 
interrupt me. : I am not in a mood to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOLMAN again made a remark. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman is consuming my 
time, and Ido not desire to be interrupted. Idesire to be heard 
through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK], who objected to extend- 
ing the gentleman’s time, is now ready to withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
ing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to allowing 
the gentleman from Indiana ten minutes? 

' Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection, if the same courtesy 
He is to be allowed on this side of the House. 

A The CHAIRMAN. With that understanding, the Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, as to the circum- 
stances of the birth of this bill, inasmuch as I have not the honor 
to be a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I trust that 


sete ap Loney Seabee tn’ Veta t Rar ca 


I was under a misapprehension in object- 


| if I happen to divulge some of the secrets of the committee room 
Py it will not be thought that I am violating either the etiquette or 
: the ethics of parliamentary law. I understand that in the first 
e place the formulation of this place was referred to a subcommit- 
Be | tee of which the chairman of the full committee was also chair- 


man, and that when the result of the labor of this subcommittee 
was reported back to the full committee, it had so unmercifully 
and outrageously ‘‘cut” the appropriations which are usually 
Me: made for the benefit of the Indian service that out of a sheer 
feeling of shame and self-respect the full committee enlarged 
the measure to its present ample proportions, proportions so 
gigantic that I believe they fall only about $320,000 short of the 
amount which the sworn officers of the Government have sol- 
a emnly declared was necessary for the decent administration of 


os 


Mr. Chairman, while the debate | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





N 








; the Indian Bureau, and only about $1,200,000 shortof the amount | 
| Indiana. 


appropriated for the current year. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, to what endisallthis? Under what ban- 
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in which I have sometimes been compelled to indulge with the 
view of relieving the monotony of my existence. 

But poorly equipped as I am, I think I have rubbed up against 
my fellow-men enough to have acquired some knowledce of 
human nature; and I have not put my hand on the public pulse 
without being able to give some. kind of a guessas to what were 
the sentiments of my countrymen. And oo very much mis- 


| taken if the American people have not sufficient sense of dis- 


crimination to distinguish between that just economy in the ex- 
penditure of the public money which the gentleman who is chair- 
man of this committee seems sedulously to have avoided and 


| that parsimonious disposition which he seems steadily to have 


courted in the formulation of this bill. 
If [ am not wrong about this matter, when the people have an 


| opportunity to express themselves at the polls this enlightened 


sense of public discrimination will bear proper fruit. If it does 
not, 1 am willing here and now to say that [ will come back to 
this House after the November election and get down on my 
marrow bones to the distinguished economist from Indiana, 
apologize to him, and make reparation to him if I have done 
him any wrong, and I will also cheerfully in this prediction ad- 
mit to my eulleagress and the country that Iam not only the 
fastest talker, but also the most unscrupuious liar in the Amer- 
ican Congress. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, the North American Indians have been sub- 
jected to a great many hardships and trials during their exist- 
ence. The marrow in their bones has been congealed by bo- 
rean blasts; they have been the victims of tornadoes which have 
visited the country where they reside. They have not always 
come off first best in their struggles with “ fire-water;” for the 
American Indian, like one of the leading characters in one of 
Mr. Thackeray’s novels, is sometimes his own worst enemy. 
They have been afflicted with contagious diseases; they have been 
robbed without stint by post traders, and unmercifully plundered 
by Government officials. They have been gradually pressed 
back from the land of their fathers toward the setting sun, un- 
til at last they are entrenched simply ona miserable remnant 
of land in the shape of reservations, and the white man is now 
seeking to despoil him even of those. 

But with all these evils I doubt whether the noble red men 
have ever stood in the presence of a genuine calamity until they 
faced the gentleman from Indiana as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Sudlien Appropriations. I have no doubt that if the ab- 
origines who greeted Columbus when he landed on this continent 
had been gifted with the power to look down the vista of the 
future and see what was, to befalljthem and their posterity, they 
would not have been appalled at anything until they saw the ap- 
parition of the gentlema4 from Indianain the noonday of the nine- 
teenth century, standing up inthe American House of Commons 
with his well-known face, begrimed all over with the war paint 
of economy, holding in the one hand his scalping knife and in 
the other thatinstrument of still worse torture, his contemptible, 
penurious Indian appropriation bill, and with the scalps of his 
victims dangling on the belt which encircles his familiar form. 

[ have no doubt that if they had witnessed that sight they 
would have committed suicide then and there in the presence of 
the adventurous Spaniard, preferring to die by their own hand 
rather than live to breed a posterity which, after enduring so 
many trials, would finally be totally exterminated by the slow 
and tedious process of starvation, through the manipulation of 
an Indian appropriation bill in the hands of the gentleman from 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 


, ner is this pretended battle for frugality being waged? What! Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask that my time may be ex- 
is the significance of the red cross which this new crusade bears | tended. , 
upon its breast? Ilower my voice toarespectful andawe-stricken | There was no objection. 

i tone when I inform the House thatit isall done under the Demo- Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the problem what 
jee cratic shibboleth of ‘‘economy, retrenchment, and reform.” [ | to do with the North American Indian is one which has invited 
ve have no doubt that, considered from the mere standpoint of dol- | the attention of a great many mediocre men in Congress, and 

a | lars and cents, the mere saving of money, this bill isa great o' some of the wisest men outside of Congress. There has been 
ai achievement on the part of the committee, especially when one | some diversity of opinion as to what we ought to do with ‘‘ poor 
Hi loses sight of the ulterior consequences which are to flow from | Lo.’ Some men have thought he ought to be ostracised, or 


this niggardly economy, and lays out of view entirely all the 
mh sacrifices which it necessarily entails. 

ice So far as I am personally concerned, however, I trust I may 
be pardoned if I suggest that it might not have been an un- 
statesmanlike thing to have considered somewhat the humani- 
ties in the formulation of this bill; and that it might also not 
have been a bad thing to have considered something as to the 
education, the civilization, and the moral and physical advance- 
ment of the North American Indian. I admit, Mr. Chairman, 
that [am avery greatfool. Infact a number of people have 
been kind enough to suggest to me this fact as I oes limped 
haltingly along the humble and mediocre pathway of my un- 
eventful life; and I have also evolved this knowledge from my 
inner consciousness, in those reflective and introspective moods 


| 





what is about the same thing, ought to be colonized. Some 
idealists have said that he ought to be Christianized. Philan- 
thropists have said he ought to be civilized; and some gentle- 
men, judging from their conduct, have thought that he ought 
to be brutalized. 

But I think we are a great deal nearer the solution of the In- 
dian problem now than we ever were before. I think thatif we 
just give full range to the chairmanof the Committee on Indian 
Affairs for about two or three years, he will solve the much dis- 
cussed problem—not solve it probably along the line of human- 
ity, but solve jt very effectually, mevertheless; for, with all the 
physical hardihood and vitality of the average North American 
Indian, [doubt Very sincerely whether he hasconstitution enough 
to live very long under the system of legislative strangulation 











1894. 





which the gentleman manifests the disposition to apply. 
it will not be long before he will turn up his toes, go under the 
daisies, and be gathered into the happy hunting grounds of his 
fathers. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some gentlemen, whoignore the fact that 
language is the most appropriate vehicle through which to ex- 
press thought, and have been content to make 
apparent by sundry and divers mysterious winks, nods, and ges- 
ticulations, have been unkind enough to intimate hereabouts 
that there was aspecific purpose and deep design behind the pro- 
motion—mark you, I say the promotion—of the gentleman from 


Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to a chairmanship where he controls one | 


appropriation, from a chairmanship where he controlled all ap- 
propriations. It has been unkindly insinuated, I believe, that 
certain gentlemen who had a very high estimate of the value of 
Indian lands, and a very low estimate of the value of Indian lives, 
and who wanted to get hold of the remnant of the Indian’s prop- 
erty, had insisted that the gentleman should be appointed to the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Now, I am not disposed to say that that charge is true, be- 
cause if it is true it necessarily involves the honorable Speaker 
of this House in the unpleasant alternative of being either an 
idiot ora knave; anidiot if he permitted such acovert and cruel 
scheme for the extermination of the North American Indian to 


be carried right on under his nose without perceiving it, and a | 


knave if, having observed what was going on, he consented to 
allow such a thing to be done. 
gest that the gentleman from Indiana, by the little parliament- 
ary artifice to which he resorted a little bit ago, as well as by 
his general conduct with reference to appropriations, has taken 
a long step toward the extermination of the dusky son of the 
forest. I very much doubt whether the average chief, by the 
time he has run the guantlet of the present appropriation bill, 
along with his squaw and papoose, and a buck or two, will have 


much left him outside of a greasy blanket or so and a spavined | 


pony or two from the whole domestic outfit with which he is at : oe 
| other sum, but after the adoption of the amendment fixing the 


present provided. 


Such, Mr. Chairman, isthe possibility from the manipulation of | 


anappropriation bill. Verily, verily, all wisdom did not die with 
the fathers, but some of it has survived to the present genera- 
tion. Iwant to suggest to the gentleman that this parsimonious 
legislation of his is a beautiful spectacle to present to the coun- 
try and the world. It simply illustrates, as I have said, the 
possibilities in the hands of a small and penurious man, of jug- 
gling with one of the greatest appropriation bills introduced 
by one of the greatest committees in the greatest legislative 
body of the greatest nation upon the face of the globe. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the attack that has been made on the gentleman from Indiana 


their meaning | 


Be that as it may. | want to sug- | 
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And instruction, and those who were new recruits, was as wide and 


as far apart as the poles. 

[ saw Indian girls there who were competent to be sent forth 
as teachers, who could converse in the English language, who 
were able to talk on literature, on critical and scientific sub- 
jects, with a facility that utterly surprisedme. [ama convert, 
sir, to the theory of the gentleman from Maine—that is, that our 
fault is thus far that we are educating too few of these people. 
The trouble is that the few we have educated, when they are 
sent back and circulate amongst the great mass of the Indians, 
are not sufficient in numbers to do any great amount of good, 
and the tendency on their part is to lapse to their original con- 
dition. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana increasing this salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made the point of order against the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, that it proposes to strike out mat- 


| ter which has been inserted by a vote of the committee. 


} 





[Mr. HOLMAN] by his colleague [Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana]is one | * CL : : 
| it was last year, the proposition of the committee being to re- 


that is thoroughly uncalled for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh,I hope the gentleman will not notica 
such trash. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. However muchI may 
disagree with Judge HOLMAN’s ideas of economy, I do not pro- 
pose to stand by and see such an attack made on him in the 
House of Representatives without showing that I for one re- 
sentit. From my boyhood I have read of him as a gentleman 
who has done more to prevent steals, to carry on our Govern- 
ment under rigid economy, to enact appropriations in the in- 


terest of American people, than any other member who in the | 


last third of a century has found aseat upon this floor, and after 
hearing such an attack on him, I can not refuse to say that I 
utterly disagree with it, and that I think it ought to be resented. 

Now, as to this appropriation for Indian schools; two years 


ago, when my attention was first called to it, I was utterly op- | 


posed to the idea of educating the Indians at all, because all the 
information that I had had upon that subject in the past had led 
me to believe that the result of the education that was given to 
the Indians had been disastrous to the Indians and wasteful and 
expensive to the Government of the United States. But of late 


Ihave had some experience upon that subject, and I am some- | 


what a convert to the doctrine of the gentleman from Maine 

{[Mr. REED] and to the remarks that he.gave here upon the floor 

of the House yesterday; and I must say that, as I listened to the 

remarks of that gentleman, I was forcibly reminded of what was 

once said of Edmund Burke. I felt sorry that the gentleman 

oe Maine so often gave up to party what was meant for man- 
ind, 

I was some months agoa visitor at the Indian school at Hamp- 
ton. I was there for several days and I had an opportunity to 
observe for myself the effect that was brought about by the edu- 
cation of the Indians. I saw therea large number of pupils who 
had been there for a few years and another number who had re- 
cently come in, and I found that the difference between the In- 
dian girls and the Indian boys who had had one or two years of 


| 


| and for the last two years received $4,000 per annum. 
| afterwards cut down to $3,500 per annum, and afterwards to $3,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. That was simply perfecting the text: that 
would not affect the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think it is in order to move tostrike 
out matter that has just been inserted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis within the power of the committee 
todoso. The insertion of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana certainly would not affect the power of the 
committee to strike out the entire paragraph, nor would it pre- 
vent the offering of the amendment proposed by his colleague, 
which is to increase the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I beg to differ with the Chair. While this 
matter was pending and before the committee had taken action 
upon it under the amendment of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, it would have been entirely in order to move to strike 
out the $2,500 fixed in the paragraph and insert $3,000, or any 
salary at $2,500, it seems to be entirely inconsistent with the 
rules of the House that you may go back and amend the para- 
graph still further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on this 
amendment, and I ask the committee to give me its attention 
for a few minutes while I call attention to the facts in connec- 


| tion with it. 


The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOnn- 
SON] is recognized by the Chair as the prevailing amendment, 
the Chair, as I understand it, having overruled the point of or- 
der, and the proposition is to increase the compensation of tiie 
Superintendent of Indian Schools $500—that is, leave it at what 


duce it $500. 
This Superintendent of Schools under the last Administration 
[t was 


Now, when the gentleman that has been appointed under this Ad- 
ministration, Prof. Hailmann, who is from the gentleman’s own 
State of Indiana, takes charge of this important work—and I 
know of no greater work than is given to this Superintendent 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allowa ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Notnow. I say when this gentleman has 
been appointed to this important positionand the salary of $3,000 
is fixed by law, I think it altogether unfair to undertake to cut 
it down, especially when it is already alow salary in view of the 
importance of the work that he is called upon to perform. Itis 
an exceedingly important position. The Superintendent of In- 
dian Schools has charge of all the Indian schools in the United 
States. It is one of the most important positions in the Govern- 
ment, and this Indian service depends largely, as I know per- 
sonally, upon the Superintendent of Schools. 

Now, it was proposed, in the first place, and the majority of 
the committee gave its assent to it, to abolish the office. Bet- 
ter judgment, however, finally prevailed; butit is proposed now 
to cut the salary down $500. That is not fair. He is not that 
kind of aman. In my opinion he is a valuable man, one of the 
most valuable that could be appointed, and is worth the price. 
The service he performs is most valuable. It is worth more 
than the service which is rendered in most of other schools in 
the United States; and this gentleman could command an equal 
or a larger salary in any other school throughout the country. 
There is only one such position in the United States. With the 
large number of Indian schools in my State, I recognize the im- 
portance of this work, and it is just as important now as when 
the salary was $4,000 heretofore. He has the same work to do 
[ trust his 


that he had then, not a whit jess than before, and 
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salary will not be brought down as is proposed by the commit- 
tee. 

{ believe that Prof. Hailmann, after he has been induced to 
accept this office, after he has given up other work in which he 
was engaged to accept it, is justly entitled to receive the com- 
pensation which was awarded to him at the time he accepted 
the position. I have had considerable acquaintance with him 
since his induction into office, and I know the valuable services 
he has rendered to the Indian service. We believe that he is 
the right man in the right place, and! trust the committee will 
not, after he was engaged at a salary of $3,000, go in now and 
cut it down, as proposed here, to $2,500. It is not right and it 
is not fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MADDOX. Have youever read the rules that were pro- 
mulyated by this Superintendent? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; f have looked over them. 

Mr. MADDOX. What do you think of them? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I do not know about the rules. I do 
not claim to be an adept on rules. There is no member of Con- 
gress who, it would appear, does not know all about the Indian 
service better than the Indian Commissioner himself. There is 
no question about that. I do not undertake to set up my judg- 
ment as to whether the rules of the Superintendent are good or 
not. He is a practical man, a man of ability, a man who was 
selected on account of his peculiar fitness. He has been outamong 
the Indians, and has looked at the Indians on the reservations, 
and in their schools. I believe he has promulgated some rules, 
and { think that he believes them to be good ones, and I pre- 
sumo they are. 

Mr. MADDOX. Do you think they are practical rules? 

Mr. PICKLER. T have not examined them particularly to 
see. I dare say that some of them are not. Every one of them 
may not be practical; but we know that nobody can make rules 
every one of which would be practical at the beginning. 

Mr. MADDOX. One more question. Do you know what he 
is engaged on now? 

Mr. PICKLER. Dol know what he is engaged on now? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. He was attending to official business the 
other day when I saw him. 

Mr. MADDOX. He is making an arithmetic; a special one 
for the Indians. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very likely that they need something 
more simple than the system which is commonly used. 

Mr. MADDOX. You are mistaken about that, and about it 
being more simple. 

Mr. PICKLER. One of the propositions that this Superin- 
tendent made to me struck me as showing that he had a full 
conception of the subject he had in hand. He said there was 
too much of this education, that it was not practical enough, 
that he wanted to have all the boys and girls sent to these In- 
dian schools and to teach them from the ground up, and that 
he was trying to establish-—— 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech. 

Pi desire to say to the House that the rules that have been 
promulgated by the Superintendent shows that he is not a prac- 
tical man- 

Mr. PICKLER. But you ought not to cut his salary down. 

Mr. MADDOX (continuing). And that he is not fit for the 
position to which he is appointed; and the gentleman from 
South Dakota knows it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,|I desire to say that the gentleman from 
Georgia and I agree in most matters as to this Indian service, 
but L undertake to say that neither he norI are capable of de- 
termining so well what are practical rules for the government 
of the schools as this Superintendent, about whom he is making 
this speech. 

Mr. MADDOX. I say that you are mistaken. I insist that 
we ought to have a little common sense in this Indian business. 

Mr. PICKLER. This Superintendent is a man of common 
sense. 

Mr. MADDOX. My friend from South Dakota is altogether 
mistaken. I admit that he isa very good man, I have nothing 
to say in that line; but so far as injecting any common sense into 
this Indian service, [ think we will have to get it from some- 
where else. If the rules promulgated by this Superintendent 
are any evidence of his capacity, then we had better get a ncw 
man. 

No such foolishness bas ever been submitted to the American 
people;and not only that, he is nct satisfied with the arithmetic 
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that the children of this country study, and which we haye in 
our schools, but he has gone to work to prepare one especially 
for these Indians, which is not a simple one by any means, } 
have made an examination of it. It isone he has especially pro- 
wry for the Indians, and because he has nothing else to do 
but to make an arithmetic. It is all nonsense, and [ hope the 
eanene will be voted down by men of common sense in th; 
ouse. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to enter 
the protest of a class of people who, if they were present, wou |q 
not participate in this political wrangle, but whose judgimen; 
and whose experience is entitled to some consideration by thi 
who have the true interest of the Indians at heart. For «, ; 
riod covering centuries the relations of this simple sect o! pe 
ple, in their dealings with the red man, have been honora}hje 
and successful from the first day that they signed a treaty which 
was faithfully kept so long as they had control of it, and whic) 
never caused a drop of blood to be shed in its fulfillment. The, 
have continued their relation in the treatment and in the edi! 
cation of the Indians from that day until this; and there j 
no body either civil or religious whose testimony and who 
judgment is entitled to greater consideration than the Socic: 
of l’riends, commonly known as Quakers. [Applause.] 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have the honor of claiming 
many such among my constituents, and I rise to present their 
protest against certain features of this bill, and especial], 
against the one now under consideration. I have received let- 
ters from the Quakers of Philadelphia, in which they protes 
against the reduetion of this salary. 

We have had the appropriation taken away from the commis- 
sioners and we have heard the astounding announcement made 
on this!floor that the original cause of the creation of that Com 
mission was that the corruption in the Indian Department was 
so great that it was necessary to have these outside and impuar- 
tial observers. We have further heard it stated that it was 
still necessary to continue the existence of this Commission, be- 
cause that department was not yet purged of all evil and cor 
rupt influences. 

Now, we come to another phase of the subject, that relating to 
the education of the Indians, and it is proposed to strike down 
the salary of this Superintendent of Schools. Stop fora moment 
and think of the proposition that a man who is capable of super- 
vising the instruction of wild, unlettered Indians is not worth a 
salary of $3,000 a year. The position isa much more responsible 
one than any that is occupied by a school superintendent in the 
Kast, the task is a more difficult one, and it requires certain 
qualifications that are very, very difficult to find anywhere in 
this country, or in any other. These friends who have charge 
of schools in Pennsylvania, both in the city of Philadelphia and 
elsewhere, well know the qualifications that are required of a 
man to fill this position. They indorse the qualifications of tho 
present Superintendent, and they protest earnestly and mos 
vehemently against any reduction in his salary. 

In fact, they go further and say that it is their firm conviction 
that this is a blow intended to force the present Superintendent 
out of office, because, as has been already well said, his services 
are worth much more in other quarters. Therefore, Mr. Chair 
man, in behalf of those upright, pure-minded people, who for 
centuries have controlled in a proper and friendly spirit their 
relations with these unfortunate aborigines of our country who 
have been driven by the white man from pillar to post until now 
they have remaining but a strip of what was originally their 
own great domain, [ protes$ against this policy. I protest 
against it in the name of these good people, who approach tlic 
question from no political standpoint, who approach it from no 
interest in supplies and contracts, who approach it simply in the 
spirit which pervades their creed and their religion, that of 
humanity and justice to all their fellow-men. 

nee the hammer fell.] 

r. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to suggest as a point which will certainly ap- 
peal to the common sense of this committee, that if it be true, 
as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] suggests, that the 
present Superintendent is incompetent, that he has promul- 
gated rules which are impracticable to be carried out and ab- 
surd in their character, there is an easy way of dealing with 
that matter, and that way is by the Superintendent’s removas 
and by the appointment of a man who is competent and who can 
poomnsionts rules that are practicable. Certainly it is not the 

air way in the middle of a public servant's term of office to re- 
duce his salary. If there is one principle that the people of this 
country have given general adherence to, itis the principle that 
the salary of a public officer shall not be raised or reduced dur- 
ing the term of service for which he is chosen, and that is cer- 

y « principle that ought always to apply. But if it be true 
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that this general Superintendent has been making bad rules and 
falsearithmetics, the gentleman from Georgia will not claim, lam 
sure, that all the superintendents of the Indian schools acting un- 
derthisgeneral superintendenthave been doing that sortof thing. 
They have not all of them been inventing systems of mathe- 
matics; and yet if you will look through this bill you will find 
that, one after another, the salaries of the superintendents in 
the local schools all over the country have been reduced. And 
in the mean time their labors—I ask the committee to bear this 
in mind—in the meantime their labors have beenincreased. In 
the schools where the number of pupils at present is only 300, 
provision is made in this bill for 350 or 400, and yet the salary 
of the superintendent there is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I mayinterruptthe gentleman, I wish to 
state that this reduction is not recommended either by the 
Secretary of the Interior or by the Indian Commissioner. 

Mr. QUIGG. I was about to speak of that. None of these 
reductions are recommended by the Indian Bureau or by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and yet they extend throughout the 
whole of our Indian educational system. Now, I appeal to the 
common sense of my Democratic friends. I am just as anxious 
as they are that this Congress shall make a record for economy. 
No man here wants more money spent than ought to be spent, 
but is this a good object to make a reduction upon? 

Is the education of these people, whom we have from time imme- 
morial neglected and wronged, for whose care we ought to have 
done a great deal more than we have, for whose education we 
oughtto have made amuch better provision than has been made 
atany time —is theireducation a good object to begin reductions 
upon? I protest that this is unfair; I insist that it is unwise; 
and [ hope that the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JOHNSON], in despite of his possibly too ardent protests 
against the economies to which his colleague from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN] is addicted, will prevail. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the gentleman, he 
protests against improper administration on the part of the E:x- 
ecutive, improper according to the opinion of individual mem- 
bers, being reached by the cutting down of the salaries of per- 
sons who hold office, the offices themselves being necessary, un- 
der wise administration, for the well-being of the service? 

Mr. QUIGG,. The gentloman has stated my protest and objec- 
tion with great clearness and force. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat J want to announce to him that my possibly too ardent pro- 
test against the economy of the gentleman from Indiana was not 
made entirely onthe ground of his frugality. In the first place, 
it grew out of the fact that having cut down the salary of this 
official, he had come into the House and attempted by a subter- 
fuge to prevent any amendment to rectify the wrong being 
offered. 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, I hope the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, in voting on this amendment, will not take into 
consideration the language of the gentleman to his colleague, 
but will vote on it with regard simply to the justice or injustice 
of the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope at the same time gentie- 
men will not fail to have the courage of their convictions. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, [should be disposed to agree 
with very much of what was said yesterday by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] on the question of education, and with 
what was said a little while ago by the gentleman from West 
Virginia|Mr. PENDLETON]. Itis perfectly possible to educate 
people too much. It is perfectly possible to educate the Indians 
too much. AndIshould be the last man to deny that a great deal 
of all education, high and low, in this country has been thrown 
away, and applied to objects that can not well receive it. But 
for all that, sir, education is coming to bea science. It is al- 
ready recognized as being an art; and it is altogether impossi- 
ble to carry on education, high, low, or medium, byany rule of 
thumb, by any mere application of “common sense,” or by any 
ofthe methods that answered a hundred, or fifty, or even thirty 
or twenty years ago. 

There is no principle now more thoroughly recognized in the 
educational systems of our country than that we must employ 
superintendents; that a system of education must be put under 
one head. It may be that originally this office of superintendent 
of education was constituted as a sinecure, and that the salary 
was cut down because there was really nothing for the officer 
todo. But as Indian education stands now, whether we carry 
it on upon the reservations, whether we carry it on at contract 
schools, whether we carry it on at Carlisle or anywhere else, 
whether it is to be practical, industrial, mechanical, literary, 
or musical, I care not what, if Indian education anywhere in 
this country is to be worth anything at all it must be under a 
gingle superintendent, with great powers and with a large 
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salary, because that is the recognized way in which education 
is now carried on. 

This is a matter on which I have a right to speak as an ex- 
pert. And gentlemen from any part of the country who have 
paid any attention to education know that if there is anything 
better established in the science and art of education than an 
other, it is that a system of education should be put under one 
responsible head, whose supervision shall be extended over the 
whole system which the Government—general, State, or mu 
nicipal—is undertaking to carry on. 

Now, I say that to attempt to legislate a given official out of 
office by lowering his salary is no way to do, on any principle, 
political or economical. Some of our superintendents of Indian 
education have been injudicious men. ‘They have had the sen- 
timental element too strong in them; they have had the mis- 
sionary element too strong in them; they have not looked at the 
practical side of matters; they have notrealized the demands of 
the question. The present Superintendent was selected by the 
Secretary of the Interior upon advices from numerous sources. 
He is a man who hasstudied education scientifically, and I hesi- 
tate not to say practically. If he has been giving some of his 
time to preparing a special arithmetic for the Indians, | can tell 
gentlemen of this House, if they do not know it, that he could 
hardly do a better thing; for there is scarcely anything in this 
country that needs revising more than the prevailing arithmet- 
ical text-books scattered among our schools. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the time of he gentleman from Mus- 
sachusetts will be extended. 

Mr. EVERETT. I should like to have a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time 
of the gentleman for five minutes? 

Mr. MADDOX. I object, with all respect to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to be heard briefly on 
the merits of the amendment. I have offered it in good faith, 
and I believe logic and good sense require that it should be 
adopted. 

The regularity with which Congress has been cutting down 
the appropriation for the salary of this Superintendent of Indian 
Schools is striking, ifnot commendable. First, he was awarded 
a salary of $4,000. That wasreduced to $3,500. At asubsequent 


session Congress reduced it to $3,000, which was the amount ap 
propriated for the current year. Now it is proposed to eut it 
down to $2,500. The House can readily see that at this rate of 
progression, or rather retrogression, for such it is, we sha!! soon 


reach that point where because of the inadequacy of the salary 


to 


it will be impossible to get the services of a first-class m 
fill this position. 
[ think this is a very inopportune time for this reduction; and 


| I wish to say to the gentleman from Georgia that I think he is 


mistaken in saying that the present incumbent of the office got 
up himself these rules which have been referred to. [ understand 


that he simply adopted these rules for the time being, until he 

| could get time toformulate a more matured system of rules, and 
that they were the rules adopted by his predecessor in office. 

I doubt not that the present incumbent of this office may have 


come to the discharge of the duties of his office without being 
entirely familiar with the needs of the Indian service. That-is 
highly possible; but that he will familiarize himself with t 
duties in a short time and make an acceptable Superintendent of 
Schools I do not at all doubt. 

Prof. Hailman is a graduate of a Swiss university; 
quently he graduated at an Ohio literary institution; after that 
he graduated at a medical college located in the same State. 
He was fora time superintendent of schools in the city of De- 
troit, Mich., and was on the board of education of that city for 
anumber of years. After that he was superintendent of schools 
in the city of Laporte, Ind., for a number of years, and in every 
instance, as I am informed, discharged his duties faithfully and 
with excellent capacity. He is a gentleman of intelligence, a 
man of large educational experience, and fine executive ability. 
He has come into this office with the purpose of thoroughly de- 
voting himself to the discharge of itsduties; and he has set about 
learning how io perform those duties in such a way as will soon 
enable him to promote the good of the Indian schools. 

I hold in my hand a list of the duties which he is required to 
perform; and they are very onerous, as the committee will dis- 
cover when I read it, which I will now do: 

It shall be the duty of the Superintendent of Indian Schools to administer 
the educational work of Indian schools; to organize the Government 
schovls for Indian youth; to examine, select, and assign to duty superin- 
tendents, teachers, matrons, and other employés in the school service; to 
prepare courses of study and circulars of instructions concerning the edu- 
cational management of the schools and methods of work; to examine and 
select text-books and other school appliances; to devise a system of reports 
from agents, superintendents, teachers, and mMatrons concerning the con- 
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duct and progress of the schools; to visit and inspect, in person or oe 
accredited agents, all schools in which Indians are taught in whole or in 

art from appropriations from the United States Treasury; and to report 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs concerning their condition, defects, 
and requirements, and to perform such other duties as may be imposed 
upon him by the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs, Subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. Chairman, the Superintendent of Indian Schools sustains 
to the Indian schools the exact relation which the superintend- 
ent of schools sustains to the public schools ina great city. It 
is absolutely necessary that there should be some supervising, 
controlling power in charge of the Indian schools, to classify 
them, reduce them to order, and oversee and direct them, and 
which should also be the medium of communication between 
these schools and the Secretary of the Interior and the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EVERETT. 
man. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.Chairman, there is not a city 
in this country, with a population of 25,000, that does not pay 
its superinteadent of schools more than the amount which is 
proposed to be given here for the salary of the Superintendent 
of Indian Schools, and his duties are much more onerous, much 
more difficult to perform, much more responsible in their char- 
acter. Why, you are proposing even now to abolish the Congres- 
sional appropriation for sectarian schools for the education of 
Indians, which you have been accustomed to make for years. 
This officer already has a supervisory and visitorial jurisdiction 
over those schools, but if this proposed nonsectarian legislation 
is carried out you will increase all the more the onerous duties 
which he has to perform. It ought to cause the blush of shame 
to rise to the face of every Representative on this floor that it 
ishere seriously proposed torequire this able executive officer to 
perform the duties of this high and honorable office at the pal- 
try salary which is proposed in this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
the Superintendent of Indian Schools. Ido not even know his 
name; but I have before me letters from friends whom I know 
take a very great interestin this subject of educating the [n- 
dians of the country, and from them I understand that this of- 
ficer is a very worthy and capable officer and gentleman, and 
deserves to be sustained in the good work in which he is en- 
gaged; and I rise simply to say that I hope hissalary will not be 
reduced—in other words, that the amendment offered to increase 
the salary will be adopted and the salary remain as it is. 

These schools are scattered over a vast extent of country; the 
office is a very important anil a very responsible one, and there 
certuinly should be a good man at the head oftheseschools. And 
now, as I understand, the present Superintendent of Indian 
Schools to be a capableand efficient officer, I hope he will be sus- 
taind by an adequate compensation. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, the salary of this responsible officer 
will not be reduced as proposed by the bill under consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to submit as a matter of wise legis- 
lation and public policy, so far as I am concerned, when an offi- 
cial has been duly appointed and inducted into his office, and is 
properly performing the duties of that office, having made his 
fiscal arrangements on the basis of the salary paid at the time of 
his appointment, a change in his compensation is an unjust and 
unwise legislative act, unless it takes effect in the future, beyond 
the expiration of his term, or unless there is an all-controlling 
reason for the change. 

Gentlemen will remember a few weeks ago the Committee on 
Appropriations brought in the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, In that bill was a proposed reduction of 
the compensation of the Register of the Treasury from $4,000 to 
$3,600. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] 
and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] protested 
emphatically against the change, and in filing that protest made 
these statements, simple in language, but truthful, and to my 
mind potential. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] said: 

Now, I undertake to say that after an efficient, competent gentleman has 
been brought here and put into this work, responsible as it is, in the midst 


of his term it is unjust and unfair to reduce the salary, and therefore I hope 
the amendment will prevail. 


The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] said: 


Mr. Chairman, I am utterly opposed to this warfare on the present Reg- 
ister of the Treasury. From my information about him, he isan bonest and 
capable oMicer. He was appointed to this position and accepted it entirely 
with the expectation that if he performed his duties he would serve at least 
a four years’ term, and, as I understand it, he has done like other gentlemen 
under similar circumstances, has left his business, left his matters at home 
and come here, locating himself, expecting to receive the salary fixed by the 
law at the time of his appointment. So far as I have information, up to this 
hour, he has served efficiently. 

I do not believe, sir, that this House should now in the middle of his term 
single him out for the purpose of cutting off a part of his salary and making 
an example of him almost alone in the entire legislative bili. I think the 
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And $2,500 is a very poor salary for such a 


policy unwise, and that when a man has been appointed to fill a position of 
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responsibility, as this gentleman has been, I do not believe in r 
salary,a smati one already, still smaller by attempting to cut it down ite 
manner just when he is rendering faithful and efficient service. [| oppos 
that principle entirely, and hope the amendment of the gentleman from ven. 
nessee will be adopted. 


So the debate went on, and when the question came to be de- 
termined by the committee, the proposition of the Committee 
on Appropriations was rejected, and the compensation of $4,000 
was continued. Therefore it will be no severe criticism upon 
the gentleman having charge of this bill, if this committee jn 
its wisdom determines upon a policy, that when a man has been 
appointed at a certain compensation, it should continue through 
his term as a fair, equitable consideration, for the obligations 
which he incurred when he entered upon his term of office. 

If the Superintendent of Indian Schoolsis incapable, turn him 
out; if not, then keep your faith and pay him in accordance with 
your contract both specific and implied. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Mr. Chairman, 1 desire to take the floor not 
for the purpose of indorsing the criticism of the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, but merely to say that I do 
not want to have this question considered asa political question, 
in which way it seems to have been considered pretty generally 
by those gentlemen who have taken the floor, and especially 
those who favor the pending amendment, with the exception of 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. But as a repre- 
sentative of an intelligent constituency, as a representative of 
Yale College, the professors of which great institution take a 
deep interest in the question of Indian education, I merely take 
the floor for the purpose of siying that they are entirely insym- 
pathy with the amendment which proposes to give the gentle- 
man occupying the important position of Superintendent of In- 
dian Schools an adequate salary. 

I speak, then, their wishes when I say I trustthat the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana will be adopted. I do not 
know the gentleman who occupies this position, and do not care 
who he may be; but if he isincompetent to perform the duties 
of the office, let him be removed and a competent man substi- 
tuted in his place. 

But there is another objection te the cutting down of this sal- 
ary which has not been thus far alluded to in the debate, that 
is, if because of incompetency or for any other reason, personal 
to the present incumbent, you reduce the salary, you thereby 
make it almostimpossible, when acompetent man gets the place, 
to have the salary restored to what it ought to be. 

I trust that my Democratic friends on this floor will bear in 
mind that there are many men in the East in sympathy with the 
Democratic principles of economy who are unwilling to reduce 
this salary,and for that reason I favor the adoption of the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment which has been reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not profess to any par- 
ticular familiarity with the Indian service. I have had, per. 
haps, the same experience that most gentleman living east of 
the Mississippi River have had in regard to this service. But 
gentlemen situated farther West are, of course, more familiar 
with it than we can reasonably be expected to be. [ know, how- 
ever, something about the duties of the office of Superintendent 
of Indian Schools. 

This office was created during the Forty-seventh Congress, 
known as the Keifer Congress, Mr. Keifer of Ohio being the 
Speaker of the House. At the time the office was created onan 
appropriation bill, and not by law—no law having been enacted 
on that subject—and the salary was fixedat $3,000 a year. That 
was one of the most expensive*Congresses, as gentleman are 
aware, thatwe have had in our time. A great many s.ilaries 
were raised, and at that time this office was created. 

The question was what service could this Superintendent ren- 
der, or whether he could render any, and if so, if he could ren- 
der any service which gentlemen here could render, why not 
devolve the duties on the Superintendent of Education, an office 
that is only slightly important, as the business of education is 
nota Federal business, but belongs to the several States. It 
was then thought that it could be conferred on the Superintend- 
ent of Public Instruction. Others thought that any duty which 
might be required of him could be performed, as now, by and 
under the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; for I wish tocall your 
attention to the extraordinary fact that this office is after all, so 
far as the Superintendent is concerned, under the charge of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. There has been an effort to 
abolish the office from time to time years ago, but of late that 
subject has received no attention. The salary at one time went 
up to $4,000. It was then subsequently reduced to $3,000, — 

Now, what does this official do? There is no explanation of 
the duties at all. You had under the last Administration a su- 
perintendent and six supervisors. I will not speak with cer- 
tainty, for I have not examined the matter lately, but I believe 
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the supervisors received either $1,500 or $2,000 a year and their 

“ft veling expenses. 

. Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. We 
have recommended in this bill to cut off two of the super- 
visors—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam coming to that. 
tion there are now four persons employed as supervisors. 
what duty is performed, let me inquire of gentlemen who pro- 
fess to know all about the subject, and especially my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], who spoke so well, what duties 
are performed except the duties performed by the supervisors? 
You have,I repeat, four of them now. This bill proposes to 
continue three of them. Theyreport to whom? To the gentle- 
man who is supposed to be at the head of this educational sys- 
tem in the Capitol? No; they report directly to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. What does the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs say about their duties? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task unanimous consent to be permitted to 
proceed for afew minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let him proceed without limit. 

Mr.EVERETT. I object. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. EVERETT. I should be happy to withdraw my objec- 
tion, but objection was made to my continuing a speech. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did I object? 

Mr. EVERETT. 
However, I will withdraw the objection. I admit tlat the 
chairman of the committee has peculiar claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, Iask no more than any other member, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Now, the supervisors, of whom there are four, go from on® 
school to another and examine. Their traveling expenses are 
paid. The reports come to the Commissioner on Indian Affairs, 
and in the office of the Commissioner is a small bureau, known 
as the Bureau of Education. 

Now, with that little board of education the Superintendent 
of Schools has nothing to do. That isa board, I believe, com- 
posed of seven persons. 

Mr.COX. Whoare they? 

Mr.HOLMAN. Ido not know who they are. 
one of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, with ahead. That board has always 
managed this business. Thesuperintendentstands upon exactly 
the same footing as one of these supervisors. He travels when 
he thinks proper among the Indians, and you pay him, as pro- 


Under this Administra- 


I do not know 


posed in this bill, $1,000 for expenses of traveling, which is sub- | 


stantially making his salary $5,500 a year. You pay him that, 
and yet he performs exactly the same duties that these super- 
visors perform, to whom you pay smaller salaries; but who are 
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Mr. COGSWELL. Butas to the other seven, why, youdo not 
know anything about them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I never saw them, that I know of. Do you 
suppose that I would vote to pay a man a large salary simply 
because he is a clever gentleman? This salary is above the av- 
erage for that class of employment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I never knew the gentleman to discriminate 
against an Indiana man before. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman discriminate against the 
superintendent on account of the rules he has promulgated? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from South Dakota does not 
know whether I discriminated against any man. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman discriminate against the 
rules which the superintendent has promulgated? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a superintendent of the schools at 
the agencies and he is paid a handsome salary, and is usually a 
very competent man; and then the agent there is an intelligent 
These schools are all on the agencies, beyond the 
The agent at the Indian agencies has some super- 
vision over all those people. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the agents are not school men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These schools are first under the supervision 
of the superintendent of the schools, and secondly under that of 
the Indian agent, who is almost uniformly a competent man. 

Mr. PICKLER. But they are not school men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A few yearsago I visited those agencies with 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and we always found in- 
telligent men at the head of the schools. The superintendent 
of theschool wasunder the eye of the Indian agenton the ground. 


| Then we have the supervisors and inspectors, five in number, 


constantly visiting these schools, and also specialagents, whoare 
doing practically the same work. Why, gentlemen, the whole 
fact about the matter is this: This man performs exactly the 
same duty that twelve other persons perform. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. QUIGG. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Lask that it be ten minutes. 
The gentleman from Washington asks 


| that the time of the gentleman from [ndiana be extended ten 


very intelligent men, and the superintendent has nothing to do | 


with them. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
question there? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the superintendent of education 
stand in exactly the same relation to the Indian service that 
the superintendent of education stands to the State? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. And does he not stand in the same relation 
to these supervisors as the State superintendent would to county 
superintendents? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, not at all. They all make their re- 
ports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. Their report is sent in to the Su- 
perintendent of Education. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Their report goes to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. 


If I may be allowed further time. 
We will give you all the time you desire. 


He is at the head of Indian education. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | 


minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAINES. I object. 

Mr. KEM. I move that the gentleman's time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
gentleman's time be extended five minutes? [After a nause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to ask the 
gentleman one question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. COX. Now, you have got these supervisors in regard to 
these schools? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
field. 

Mr. COX. Now, let me draw your attention to the point. 
W hat are they for? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are to do any duty in connection with 
the Indian service, and the main duty is an educational duty. 

Mr.COX. Now, then, whatdo you want with asuperintendent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not need him at all. Wedonotneed 
the office. 

Mr. QUIGG. Butthe gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN], 
as I understand, withdraws the imputation made by the gentle- 


Yes, sir. We have got four of them in the 


| man from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] as to the incompetency of this 


Mr.HOLMAN. Certainly; and that little bureau transacts | 


the business. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under bis direction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to say in reference to this gentleman 
who now holds the office, that he is a reliable gentleman, a very 
reliable Democrat, and a very good man. I want to emphasize 
that—that he is a very good man. I never saw him but once or 
twice in my life, but I was very much impressed with him; and 
I understand him to be thoroughly a good man. But what has 
that todo with it? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The Indiana man is a good man, but the 
other men you do not know anything about? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said the Indiana man was a good man. 


XXVI——395 


| 


Superintendent. 

Mr. MADDOX. 
such charge. 

Mr. QUIGG. I[ think you have. 

Mr. MADDOX. I have not done any such thing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me state what supervision we now have. 
[In the first place we have, as gentlemen say here, a competent 
superintendent of schools. Thenthere is the Indian agent, right 
on the ground, whose principal duty is to look after the schools. 

Then there are the five inspectors, who luok after everything 
pertaining to the schools, and they are generally competent 
men. Then we have five special agents to look after these 
schools and after the agents themselves. Then, in addition to 
that, we have in the field to-day four men who are performing 
the same duties that would be, or could be, performed by the 
Superintendent of Indian Schools. All these make their re- 
ports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. We have all this 
superintendence, and yet there is a clamor here, gotten up by 
letters from all over the country—I have received hundreds, 
many of them from my own part of the country—crying out 
with aloud voice against the slightest reduction of this salary. 

Mr. KYLE. Doall these men make separate reports? 


The gentleman from Georgia has made no 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they make separate reports. 
They all report to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who gives them their instructions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have their instructions from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

ir. PICKLER 
Superintendent of Education. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. He was a Republican, though. 

Mr. PICKLER. The question comes right down to this— 
whether you want to expend all these millions of dollars for 
these educational purposes, with no head to the educational es- 


| tablishment, with no one to direct this work of education. 


No; they have their instructions from the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to have 
this considered as a party question, although it has assumed | 
that aspect, admit. [Laughter.] In the interest of economy, 


[ insist on this reduction. Ido not think this office ought to 


exist at all. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to ask the chairman 
ittee a question. When this subject was before the 
subcommittee there was some disposition to make the salary of 
this office three thousand or four thousand dollars-— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody mentioned more than $3,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, perhaps it was $3,000; 
but in the lifty-second Congress it was $4,000. Now, we have 
agreed to cut it down to twenty-five hundred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The office was created in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, [ think, and enlarged in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
somehow or other it has always been a political office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, is not this amount— 
$2,500-—that the committee agreed upon, about the average sal- 
ary reccived by professors in colleges other than the highest 
throughout the country? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where can you find inany of the colleges of 
the West any official of this kind so well paid? 

Mr. PICKLER. You can not find a man inthe United States 
fit to occupy such a position that can be had for $2,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The salary here is $2,500, and you have not 
an Official connected with education in your State who gets as 
much. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would not detain the com- 
mittee longer upon this subject, only that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is so woefully mistaken in regard to the 
factsof this question. He talks aboutthese different supervisors 
of Indian education being turned out loose withoutany head. If 
there is no general head over them, who is to instruct them in 
theirduties’ This matter is really very easily understood. You 
have a corresponding system in your several States. You have 
« superintendent of instruetion—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, that is not this case at all. 

Mr. PICKLER, Ihave the floor. You have your State su- 
perintendentof public instruction, and then you have your county 
superintendents. Now, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana is to abolish this office altogether; that is, he proposes 


N 
of the comm 


to expend all this money for the education of the Indians with- | 


out having any head to supervise his expenditure. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What about the Commissioner of Indian Af- | 


fairs? 

Mr. PICKLER. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has a 
dozen other things to attend to. 

Mr. EVERETT, And he is nota professional educator. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the work done without this Super- 
intendent before this office was created? ; 

Mr. PICKLER. The very reason the office was created wag 
because the need for it was felt. There is not another man con- 


| nected with the service who is a specialist in educational mat- 


ters. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is not a specialist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He isascholar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Heisascholar, but not a practical educator, 
We certainly ought to have for this duty a man who has been 
engaged in practical school work and who understands it. | 
understand that there is not in any college of the United States 
a man occupying any such important position who does not re- 
ceive $3,000 or more a year. I defy any gentleman on this floor 
to name such aman. It can not be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the salaries paid in your State? 

Mr. PICKLER. In some cases $2,500, and in other cases 
$3,000. But we have not in my State any such position as this. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Whatcollege president in your State receives 
$3,000? 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no college president who occupies 


| such a position as this. 





Mr. COX. Asasubstitute for the pending amendment, [offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Superintendent of Indian Schools bs abolished, and the salary 
provided be omitted from the bill. 


Mr.COX. Mr.Chairman, if this discussion has developed any- 
thing, it is that this office of superintendent is unnecessary in 
the administration of Indian affairs. You have supervisors of 
instruction receiving their salaries 

Mr. HOLMAN. With traveling expenses and all? 

Mr. COX. Yes; you pay them ,their traveling expenses as 
well as their salaries. This bill provides for a certain number 
of supervisors of instruction for Indian schools. These officers 
are paid a salary and their traveling expenses. Now, lamata 
loss to know what they are to do except to attend to the schools 
provided for these Indianchildren. The pending proposition is 
that we must have a superintendent over these supervisors 

Mr. WILSON of Washington rose. ; 

Mr. COX. The gentleman must excuse me just now. I want 
to state this matter as I understand it. You have first your 
supervisors to supervise these Indian schools. That is correct, 
is it not? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is correct. 

Mr. COX. I do not want to misstate any fact, forI do not 
profess to know much about the Indians or the Indian service. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman under- 





| stand how these supervisors are appointed? 


Mr. PICKLER. No; he is not an educator. He is chosen for | 
| do. 


other qualifications. We have never had a professional educa- 
tor for Commissioner of Indian Affairs so far as I can recollect. 
Now, just consider for a moment the idea of the gentleman from 
Indiana that we are to appropriate these large amounts of money 
year by year for these Indian schools, and yet are to have no 


gaged in educating the Indians. The gentleman talks about the 


different supervising officers that he has enumerated making | 


their reports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Why, sir, 
every body in that Bureau makes his report to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and the Commissioner turns over these reports 
to the Superintendent of Education. 


informed that the reports made to the Commissioner went to 
the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, there were one or two men who had an 
ax to grind, who wanted this office abolished, and who testified 
to that effect; but the Commissioner of Indian Affairs will tell 
you that all these matters are turned over to the Superintendent, 
and the present Administration has conferred more authority 
ag the Superintendent of Education than he has ever had be- 

ore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We had before the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs two of the most competent men connected with the Indian 
Bureau, one of whom had served during the last Administra- 
tion, and one serving under the present; aud they both informed 
— there was no excuse whatever for the existence of this 
office. 

Mr. PICKLER. One of thom, I believe, was turned outof office 
some time ago, and has ‘‘ an ax to grind.” 





Mr. COX. I take it for granted they are appointed for the 
purpose of taking care of the schools. That is all they have to 


Mr. PICKLER. They do notdo anything but what the Super- 
intendent directs them to do. 
Mr.COX. What have they to do except to attend to the 


| schools? 
head of Indian education, nobody to guide the men who are en- | 
| be nobody to direct them. 


Mr. PICKLER. If you abolish the Superintendent, there will 


Mr. COX. Now, let me ask, who directs these supervisors in 
the absence of a Superintendent? Why, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, of course. Now, you putin the Superintendent 
as a kind of supernumerary—“‘a fifth wheel tothe wagon.” And 


ae ee ee aha as it would seem, he does not, in fact,superintendanybody. What 
Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows that the committee were 


is the use for him? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman might as well ask what use 
there is for the governor of a State? He might as well propose 
to abolish the oflice of governor, and let the State machinery 
run itself. 

Mr, COX. If thesesupervisors control the Indian schools—— 

Mr. PICKLER. They do not control them at all. 

Mr. COX. Then who does? 

Mr.PICKLER. TheSuperintendent of Indian Education, the 
man you are eee to abolish. 

Mr. COX. Who controls him? 

Mr. PICKLER: Nobody. r 

Mr. COX. Well, then, he is a greater power in this service 
than anyone else. Now, what can be the reason or policy of ap- 
pointing seven supervisors of Indian schools —— 

Mr. PICKLER. There are only three. 

Mr. COX. Well, I do not pretend toknow the number. And 
then after appointing these supervisors you appoint a super*n- 
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tendent to supervise them; and then you have a Commissioner | 


of Indian Affairs to supervise the Superintendent. 


There is no use talking about this matter; you are putting a | 


man into this office to be like the fifth wheel to a wagon. 

Mr. PICKLER. These supervisors bear practically the same 
relation to the Superintendent that your clerk doesto you. The 
clerk does what you direct him to do; these supervisors do what 
the Superintendent directs. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, I understand all that; but when you go 
to appoint a Government officer, and pay him a certain amount 
of money, and other officers perform all of the duties, what is 
the necessity for continuing the office? 

Mr. PICKLER. But that is not the case here, byany means. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In all the cities, as the gentle- 
man knows, we have a school board—— 

Mr. COX. Oh, I understand that. 





Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Justhear my question out. Then 
ve have a superintendent 
Mr. COX. I understand all of that, of course; batit-has no 


connection here. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. You do not allow me to finish my 
question. We have, then, the teachers—— 

Mr. COX. Do you honestly believe this man, this Superin- 
tendent of Indian Schools, is essential to the service, oris worth 
one cent to the service? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think he is worth very much 
more than that or I should not have offered the amendment. 
I think it would be a most serious mistake to abolish the office. 

Mr. COX. Suppose the office is abolished; will not the su- 
pervisors do all the work? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Unless you have some central 
power, a superintendent, to act as an intermediary between the 


teachers and the Indian Bureau, then you have no proper con- | 


nection between them. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
see has expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ments for the purpose of asking if an amendment would lie to 
abolish the office—and I will offer it for the time being anyhow— 
in this shape: 

Provided also, That the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs be, and is 
hereby, abolished. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, 
mentary status? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Washington. 

Mr. JOHNSON of 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Theamendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is anamendment in the nature of asub- 
stitute, as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And subjecttoanamendment under 
the rule. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I think that 
the understanding of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
only speak as my own recollection, was at the time we had the 


I desire to be heard for a moment 
The Chair had recognized the gentleman 


Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary 


Lec 
item for the compensation of the Superintendent of Indian 
Schools up for consideration that I wanted to let the salary re- 
main asit was. I believe my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN], perhaps the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], and 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADpOx], thought 
traveling expenses was sufficient. 

Mr. MADDOX. I had nothing to say about it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


from Georgia. 

Mr. LYNCH. I did not either. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. At all events, there was an 
agreement in the subcommittee that the salary should be $2,500. 
Iam inclined to the opinion that the compensation paid for the 
serviceof the Superintendent of Indian Schools is sufficient when 
you include the traveling expenses and per diem. 

Mr. COOMBS. What do you mean by traveling expenses 
and per diem? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


diem which is ailowed for traveling expenses. My recollection 


is that he gets $3 per day for traveling expenses while visiting 
the reservations and schools. 





The time of the gentleman from Tennes- | 


I desire to be heard for a few mo- | 


Will the Chair state the parlia- | 


$2,500 with | 


I was only giving my recollec- | 
tion, and of course withdraw the reference to the gentleman | 


Well, he gets a certain per | 
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Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow a question 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 


Mr.COX. Now, you have a supervisor, and this S itend- 
| ent—what does he superintend? 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, as a matter of fact, it 
| has been the duty of the Superintendent of Indian Schools to 
visit all, or as many of the schools as he could. 
| Mr.COX.. Precisely; that is a frank answer. 
Mr. WILSON of Wa hington. But his duties in that connec- 
| tion are arduous. 
Mr. COX. If it interrupts the gentleman I will not persist 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itisno interruption. I yield 
to the gentleman with pleasure. 
Mr. COX. Now, if the supervisors do their duty, what is the 


need of the Superintendent? 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, if the Indian agents do 
their duty, I might ask, what is the use of the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs? 

Mr. COX. If you put somebody in the shape of a supervisor 
to attend to this business, you do not need the Superintendent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, you have cut down the 
salary from $4,000 to $2,500. I think, as I have already said, 
and as was believed in the subcommittee, that that is a fair 
compensation for the work when you include the traveling ex- 
penses, 

It is as much as is received by any professor or any president 
of any Western college of which I have knowledge. And while 
the gentleman at present occupying the position is a man of the 
very highest education and character, I think the salary paid 


him is sufficient, and I am of the opinion that the agreement 
| reached by the Committee on Indian Affairs should prevail. 
| <A few days agoI made some observations to the effect that 


the present Superintendent was engaged in getting out a new 
arithmetic. This morning I received a letter from him stating 
| that he was not engaged in getting out a new arithmetic; that 
he was simply engaged in getting out a new method by which 
arithmetic might be taught to the Indians. And in so far as I 
stated he was engaged in getting up a book, I desire to make a 
| correction at this time. He is only getting out a new method of 
cube root by which and through which the Indian may be 
taught a higher and more perfect civilization. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. A more perfect syst 
digging roots. [Laughter.] 


m of 


Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I move to close debate on the pend- 
ine amendments. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman from Georgia moves that 


all debate on the pending amendments be closed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope that will not be done until 
my amendment isread. The gentleman will save time now by 
allowing us a little more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from [llinois to the fact that the motion is only to 


close debate on the pending amendments, not on the paragraph. 
The gentleman from Georgia moves that all debate on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. JOHN- 


SON] and the amendment offered by the g 
nessee [ Mr. Cox] be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, debate on the pending amendment 

Mr.CANNON of Lllinois. Il offertheamendm 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desir 


fore a vote is taken on the other amendments? 


entleman from Ten- 


ia Clos 


w 
nt which | 


id 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; to add to the amen it, of 
the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Cox]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 
} Add to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Cox] the 
words, “and the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby abol 


ished.”’ 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
attention of the committee to thisamendment. The President 
of the United States being the executive, has his branch of! 
or departments, the Interior, the Post-Office, and soon. They 
are his aids and helps. But the President is the executive. 
When you come to the Interior Department there are ten or 
twelve bureaus, because this Department has a great deal of 
business. The Indian Officeis oneof the bureaus of the Interior 
Department. Congress in its wisdom, in former years, has seen 
proper, step by step, in the interest of the public service, to cre- 
ate these bureaus. Then, again, many of the various burea 
much larger than any department of this Governme 
| ago, are divided into divisions. All this saves lal 

iformity and efficiency in administration. 


ces 


is, 
t fifty years 
or, and gives 
| uni 


Now, in my judgment, this branch of the service that super- 


seT. 
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intends the schools which educate 16,000 Indian children, with 
200 different schools, expending between $2,000,000 and $3,000,- 
000, is of great importance. Congress, in its wisdom, thought 
there ought to bea head tothis service. The gentleman from In- 
diana {Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] think there ought not to be a head. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; I distinctly disclaim that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They think there ought not to be 
a head to this division? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is misstating me. 
suggested that. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is misstating me also. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, an amendment comes to 
abolish the office. Now, if they wish to do that, I want to see 
them, and go them one better, because we can save the salary 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and let the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior, Hoke Smith, whose friends claim he 
is the best worker in the country, shoulder up and administer 
that office, too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the salary of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is carried on the legislative 
bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, all bills a place and all 
seasons a time to save money—to economize. This is a propo- 
sition to abolish an office. Now,I have nothing to say against 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He is from my State, and 
so far as I know he is an able and competent official; but here is 
a chance to save that salary, and let the honorable Secretary of 





I have not 


the Interior look after the details himself. This is mere bureau 
work. 

Mr. COX. Now, will the gentleman yield to me for one mo- 
ment? 


Me. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Do you mean to say that when an office like that 
of the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs is created, and when you find a supernumerary under 
him who is not necessary, that in order to abolish the supernu- 
merary it becomes necessary to go back and abolish the head of 
the Department? 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. In my judgment this official at the 
hexd of this school service is just as important in his sphere as 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs presiding over all the divis- 
ions of the Indian Bureau is in his sphere. 

And while I am not in favor of my amendment, abolishing the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs [laughter], I offered it here to 
call the attention of the gentleman to what he is doing. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DOCKERY). The Chair desires to call 
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to 
the fact that his amendment would seem to come in more prop- 
erly at the end of the section, inasmuch as the amendment pro- 
posed by ihe gentleman from Tennessee is to strike out certain 
lines in the bill. If there be no objection, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois will be treated as coming in at the 
end of the section. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. I move that debate be closed on the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I just want to 
know if an amendment would be in order to abolish all the In- 
dian agencies. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
until it arises. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please withhold his 
amendment until a vote is taken upon the pending amendment, 
upon which debate hasclosed. Thequestionis first on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. JOHNSON], in- 
creasing the salary from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 61. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ichange my vote from no to aye. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Theamendment isdisagreed 
to 


The Chair can not pass on any question 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask for tellers. 
Mr.TRACEY. Mr.Chairman, I make the point of no quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] as tellers. 
The committee again divided; and there were —ayes 80, noes 76. 
Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw the point of no quorum, 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 





JUNE 14, 


I think we might as well have a quorum, 
The Clerk will call the roll. 


Then I will inform the gentle- 


man that he will have the point of no quorum raised again. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. 


In view of 


the fact that this isasubject to be voted on in the House, I wil] 


there call for the yeas and nays. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


the point of no quorum. 


Mr. MADDOX. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I renew it, Mr. Chairman. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


The gentleman from Indiana withdraws 


I desire to give notice to the gen- 


tleman that I will call for a quorum every time until this bill is 
concluded if he persists. 
The Clerk continued to call the roll. 


Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
Why, then, make the point of no quorum now. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen are not now in order. 


I give you notice that [ do not cire if youdo. 
You can get avote in the House, 


Gentlemen in the front of the Chair will please be seated. 


Mr. MADDOX (to Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana). 


bulldozing anybody. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


House. 


Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


House. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


order. 
their seats. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (to Mr. MAappox). 


be good-natured. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please 


be seated. 


Mr. MADDOX rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I do not want to. 
The gentleman is not in order. 
I say that you can not bulldoze me. 


You are not 


You can get in a vote in the 


gentleman from Indiana will be in order. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, 
from Georgia to be in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


‘Regular order! ”’] 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind, 
Covert, 
Cummiigs, 
Daizell, 
Daniels, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 


Dingley, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 


English, N. J. 


Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Geary, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Mo. 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Hendrix, 
Hepburn. 
Hermann, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 


Hulick, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
McCall, 
McDowell, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Paynter, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 


You need not throw out your threats to me, 
I say you can get a vote in the 


The gentleman from Georgia will bo in 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will request gentlemen to take 


You ought to 


The gentleman from Georgia and the 
Iam trying toget the gentleman 


The gentleman from Indiana will please 
take his seat and observe the rules of the House. 


[Cries of 


Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Wells, 


Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague [Mr. 


GRAHAM] be excused, on account of sickness. 
Mr. NEILL. 
ENGLISH] be excused. 


ness. 


Task that the gentleman from California [Mr. 


He left the House on account of sick- 


The committee rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Speaker, the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having under con- 
sideration the bill H.R. 6913, found itself without a quorum. 
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The Chair directed the roll to be called, and [ herewith report 

the names of the absentees. a. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, C hair- 

man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
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Union, reports that that committee, having had under consider- | 


ation the bill H.R. 6913, found itself without a quorum; that 
he directed the roll to be called, and reports the names of the 
absentees. The names of the absentees will be entered on the 
Journal. Two hundred and eight gentlemen having answered 
to their names, without motion the committee will resume its 
session under the rule. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachu- 
setts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
86, noes 94; so the amendment was rejected. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. .The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]; which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatthe Superintendent of Indian Schools be abolished and the salary pro- 
vided for be omitted from this bill. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that ‘the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. Lask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 8, noes 107. 

Mr. COX made the point of noquorum, but immediately with- 
drew it. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BOWERS oO! California. 
ment which is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will recognize first the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and afterwards the gentleman from California, 
The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 


Insert in line 19, after the word *‘schools,”’ the following: 

“And it is hereby declared thatitis the intention of this actthat no money 
herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools, and 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using 
and administering said appropriation as to carry out said object, and he is 
hereby authorized and required to make all needful rules and regulations 
necessary to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in secta- 
rian schools.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point 
of order on that amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I make the point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I will speak to the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [Iwill reserve the point of order until we un- 
derstand the amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I think if the gentleman from Indiana has any 
objection to this on a point of order he ought to state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know whether I have or not, but I 
desire to reserve the point of order until the amendment is fully 
understood, 

Mr. GEAR. Let the gentleman state his point of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. 1 make the point of order that it is new leg- 
islation and does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Towa on the point of order. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill which provides for 
the education of the Indians and appropriates certain moneys 
therefor. The amendment which I have sent to the desk to be 


read simply provides how that money may or may not be dis- | 


bursed. It seems to me thatthe point of orderisnot tenable. I 
will ask the gentleman from New York to state wherein this 
changes existing law. 

Mr. TRACEY. 
ment was new legislation and did not reduce expenditures. 

Mr. GEAR. That point of order is not tenable. The amend- 


The Chair will hear the gentleman from | 
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law; it simply puts a limitation upon the expenditure of the 
money herein appropriated. 
Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled that in his judgment 


it is new legislation and does change existing law. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Chair state what law it changes? 

The CHAIRMAN. It changes the existing law which is in 
the appropriation bill of last year. 

Mr. GEAR. Notatall. I bee to differ with the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled. The gentleman 
from Iowa has it in his power to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair if he chooses. 

Mr. GEAR. Of course, I understand my remedy, Mr. Chair- 
man, but I think the Chair is under a misapprehension. This 
amendment does not change the law of last year ataill. Weare 
now making a law for the next fiscal year, and this simply pro- 
poses to provide a limitation as to how the money here appro- 
priated shall be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mtr. Chairinan, I think that the proposition 
my friend from Iowa is not open to the objection that it 
changes existing law, but is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana is not inor- 
der. The Chair has ruled. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then [move to strike out the last word of 
the pending paragraph. 

Mr. GEAR. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 
taken off the floor by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Nhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no right to the floor. 
The gentleman having made his point of order and the Chair 
having ruled upon it, the gentleman has lost his right to the 
floor. 

Mr. GEAR. But I want to exercise my right to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 


of 


I ean not be 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair gave the gentleman ample 
time to do that, but if he chooses now to appeal the Chair will 


recognize him for that purpose. 
Mr.GEAR. Ido. Oneword. Thisisa matter of some impor- 
tance. I will not discuss the merits of the amendment now, but 


| will state here and now that I propose to offer at the proper time 


a motion to refer this bill back to the committee with instruc- 
tions that the amendment I offer be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appeal is withdrawn, [ understand. 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; I insist on my appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, on that question, then, I wish 
to siy a word in answer to the gentleman from Iowa{Mr. GEAR], 
for the motion he has made implies that there are some what he 
would call ‘‘sectarian appropriations” in this bill. My friend 
misapprehends the fact; there are no sectarian appropriations 
in the bill, as l understand the matter. I hold in my hand a list 
of all the contract Indian schools as they have existed for years 
and as they exist now and will probably exist in the coming year. 
Attached to this list is the following statement of the indian 
Bureau: 

This list sets forth the schools with which contracts for the education of 
Indian children were made for the fiscal year 1894 (the present fiscal year), 
and which were not specially appropriated for. It will be noticed that con 
tracts were made with individuals and not with denominational bodies, ex- 
cept such incorporated institutions as Hampton, Va., and the Lincoln Insti- 
tute at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyivania. 


[ understand that at the Indian Office they never inquire 









| whether the party with whom the contract is made belongs to 


one denomination or another, but make the contracts with the 
persons having charge of the schools, without any regard tothe 
denominations to which they belong. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatis not the question. We are now making 
appropriations for the year 1895, not for 184. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Butweare making them on exactly the same 


| basis as in former years. 


The point of order I made was that the amend- | 


ment simply provides how the money hereinappropriated shall | 


be disbursed. It is not new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chiuir is very clear that the propo- 
sition advanced in the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
is new legislation, and does not retrench expenditures, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. GEAR. I will state to the Chairman that the amend- 
ment does not change existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. If it makes law which is different from 


the law existing to-day, it changes existing law. 

Mr. GEAR. But it does not change existing law. 
** Read!” ‘* Read!” and confusion in the Hall. ] 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to have order, Mr. Chairman. 
The committee will be in order. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. GEAR. 


[Cries of | 


Mr. GEAR. And there are some persons who think, and very 
properly, in my view, that they have aright to determine the 
kind of legislation which shall now be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is the same legislation and system of 
Indian school contracts as existed under the last Administration. 

Mr. GEAR. It isnota question of which Administration. It 
is simply a question whether we are now going on to recognize 
this class of appropriations as has been doneinthe past. There 
is no politics in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcoursenot. [understand from the Indian 
Office that no contract has been made either during the last Ad- 
ministration or the present with any denomination or with the 
board of any denomination. Formerly contracts were made with 
boards having a certain denominational character, growing out 


| of the “ peace policy” which was inaugurated in 1869 under the 


| Grant Administration 


But now, instead of contracts being 
made with denominations they have been made for years past 


This amendment does not change any existing | during the last Administration and under the present Adminis- 
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tration up to the present time —not with boards of the various | 
dei inant ' h the individuals having charge of the 
BCHnOO 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
thi vestion: Is tl » any appropriation carried in this bill for 


‘ 


any sec rian SChoO 


HOLMAN. Not for a sectarian school. But [I have no 
doubt B ts. Methodists, Cathclics, Presbyterians, and all 
the other denominations are in some way or other, as they have 
been for many years past, connected with these various Indian 


schools. Nota ctarians, butas individuals. Itcouldsearcely 
be otherwise; for in this country nearly everybody belongs to 
some religious denomination. 

A MemMpBmR. And 80 they ought. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But 1am assured by the Indian Bureau that 
no contract has been made in recent years with any board of 


any denomination or with any denomination for the education 


of Indian children. 

Mr. GEAR. 
that I do not believe it is the policy of this Government, either 
the General Government or that of the States, to recognize any- 
thing but a common-school education. And that is what is pro- 
posed in the amendment I have offered, which it was my inten- 
tion, if it had been adopted, to supplement with suitable provi- 
sions for carrying it into effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the amendment propose to abolish all 
these existing contract schools? 

Mr. GEAR. Iam not discussing the relation of the Govern- 


ment to any individual or any board; I simply propose to extend | 
read. 


to these Indians what I believe to be the right kind of educa- 


tion; to give them the same kind of education that we give our | 


own children. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would the gentlemanconfine appropriations 
by the Federal Government to schools on the reservations? 

Mr. GEAR. I want toapply this principle to the whole sys- 
tem 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
abolish all these existing schools outside the reservations, does 
he? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; but I am advocating what I believe to 
be a sound principle—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. What doesthe gentleman propose todo with 
the six or eight thousand children in these various contract 
schools? 

Mr.GEAR. These veryappropriations will provide for them; 
or if not, | should offer a supplemental amendment authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out this policy in its full 
spirit and tenor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
he will not, that any contract has been made for this year or for 
four years past with any denomination or with any board of any 
denomination. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam not making any such assertion; the gentle- 
mun is putting words in my mouth. Isimply say that ina broad, 
£ L\Ccralw 
degree that his capacity will permit; but Iam in favor of edu- 
cating him in accordance with the same methods that we adopt 
in educating our own children in the public schools of the coun- 
try. That is all thore is in this question. [Applause. | 

Vir. HOLMAN. I think nobody is opposed to that. 

Mr. GEAR. If I were to read the bill, the gentleman from 
Indiana is incharge of, lwould take, in my judgment, a different 
view when I look over the class of schools for which large appro- 
priations have been made. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have ap- 
propriated for this class of sectarian schools within the last 
cight yearssome $4,000,000. In 1894 we appropriate nearly $400,- 
000, and a large portion of it is paid out for the support of what 
may be termed, in ordinary parlance, sectarian schools. Now, 
Iam not in favor of that system. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend would reduce the schools? 

Mr. GEAR. If my friend from Indiana will permit me, I 
know somewhat of the system of missionary work amongst the 
indians. I was the son of an Indian missionary, and | know 
how much has been done by these missionaries, who go among 
them and preach, as the gentleman from Arizona properly has 
said, the meek and lowly Jesus, and I kuow that they have done 
very much good. But Ido know and believe as honestly as I do 
anything else thatthe class of legislation conferred on these 
wards of the Government is not, in my opinion, in the line of 
the better thought and judgment of the people of this country. 
That opinion is entertained by a very large number of respect- 
able people throughout the country. It is the substance of a 
petition to be presented here to the House to-day, a petition 
signed by 400 of the ablest men in the United States, opposing 
this principle of sectarian education. 


Mr. COOMBS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would 


sike to know how this discussion comes in? 


i do not say that there has been; I simply say appropriations 


But the gentleman does not propose to | 
| have this petition read? 


But my friend does notassert, and I presume | 


y t am in favor of educating the Indian to the highest | 





| RECORD without unanimous consent. 








| appeal from thedecision of the Chair. 





JUNE 14, 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ision of the Chair. 
-COOMBS. I thought a motion had been made by som, 
gentleman to lay that on the table? [Laughter.] 5 
Mr. TARSNEY. I took that back. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman knows that 
could not be entertained in committee. 
Mr.GEAR. Mr. Chairman, the discussion has beensomewhat 


The gentleman has appealed from the 
de 
Mr J 


that motion 


desultory, and there has been, by common consent, some talk 
permitted upon the bill and its merits, although the question 
pending, I know, is the appeal from the decisionof the Chair. [pn 


view of that factI will avail myself of the courtesy of the House 
and ask that this petition be read and printed in the Recorp, ’ 

Mr. TUCKER. And not read? 

Mr. GEAR. Iam having it printed with my remarks 
ask just to have the heading of it read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, and 


To the Congress of the Unitel States: A postition concerning sectarian 


Mr. BYNUM. I rise toa question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘Tro gentleman will stato it. 


Mr. BYNUM. The only question before the committee is the 
The gentleman now asks 


; to have something read that has no connection with that ques 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold, if it has no connec- 
tion with the appeal, that it could not be read. 

Mr. GEAR. I only ask to have the caption of the petition 


Mr. BYNUM. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
can not have the petition read, or any part of it, at this time. 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that the Clerk had 
commenced to read the petition, and | insist upon tho reading 
of it. 

Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. GEAR. 


I object to its being printed now. 
DoI understand the Chair to hold that I can not 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks that if it has norelation 
to the pending question it can not be read or printed in tho 
The Chair understands, 
however, that the gentleman desires to have it prin 
of his remarks. 

Mr. GEAR. I want to have the petition of it read. 

Mr. BYNUM. Lobject tothat. The gentleman can discuss 
nothing accept the appeal pending. He can not discuss the 
merits of the proposition and, therefore, tho petition is not in 
order here. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to deter- 
mine whether what the gentleman desires to have read is per- 
tinent or not until he has heard it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the Chair hold that it can be read in the 
face of objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know whether it can 
or not, until he hears it. 

Mr. BYNUM. What does the Chair know? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if the petition has anything to do with the appeal? 

Mr. GEAR. I had stated, Mr. Chairman, that by common 
consent, as it were, we had had some little debate here that was 
outside of the pending question, and as a part of my remarks | 
desired to have read the caption of the petition which I would 
then have printed in the RecorD by consent. The Clerk had 
begun to read the petition when the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana made his objection. I claim that the gentleman 
was too late to interpose objection after the reading had begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that the fact 


4 Ine n + 
v6G aS & part 


[Laughter. ] 
He knows that it is out of 


| that the Clerk had begun the reading of the petition would 


make any difference. The point of order can bo interposed at 
any time, even after the reading has progressed for some time. 
The Chair understands the gentleman desires to have this paper 
printed in the Recorv. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SOMERS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SOM- 
ERS] objects to this petition being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. GEAR. If the Clerk will pass it back to me, as I have 
the floor, I will read it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GEAR. I will read this petition myself. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the gentleman reads 
this petition, I want to know if I can not get inan article from the 
New York Times also? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GEAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from I|n- 
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Chair is informed that { 
SOMERS] withdraws his objection to 
be no further 
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printing this petition in the RECORD. 
objection leave will be granted. 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. Chairman, in support of the position that 
take [ am going to read this. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman has already had leave to 


(Reading) 
‘To the Congress of t J 


the centleman to order. 
Chairman, ¢ 


ITHW AITE 


‘ [ call the gentleman to order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Ohio calls the gen- 
The gentleman from Iowa will 


ise tuke his seat, 

The gentleman is addressing the Chair 

upon ‘an appeal, and “ths ut, is the only business be sfore the com- 

The ge ntlems in proceeds to read a petition addressed 

the United States which in nowise whatever 

iamentary question before the House. 

How do you know that? 

is not necessary that we should know 

contents of it to know that a petition addressed to Con- 
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there was no objection. 
The document 
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A petition concerning sectarian appropriations for Indian educ 
respectfully requested. ] 
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To the Congress of > United States: 


The Nationa 1 League for the Protection of American Institutions peti 
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ings sectarian appropriations by the National Government for Indian educa- 
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New York City, N. Y.; Edward F. Choate, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Pear- 
son Church, esq., Meadville, Pa.; John Claflin, esq., Brooklyn, N. Y.; Hon. 
A. T. Clearwater, Kingston, N. Y.; President David H. Cochran, LL. D., 
Brooklyn, N. ¥ Henry S. Cohn, esq., Louisville, Ky.; M. A. Cohn, esq., 
Little Rock, Ark.; Charles L. Colby, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Prof. James 
F’. Colby, Hanover, N. H.; James B. Colgate, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Rev. H. Price Collier, D. D., Brookiyn, N. Y.; Rev. Robert Colyer, D. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; Washington Kk. Connor, esq., New. York City, N. Y.; 
James M. Constable, esq.. New York City, N. Y.: Joseph Cook, LL. D., Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Hon. Oscar H. Cooper, Austin, Tex.; Hon. Austin Corbin, New 
York City, N. ¥ Rear Admiral Pierce Crosby, Washington, D.C.; R. Fulton 
Cutting, esq., New YorkCity,N. Y.; E. Kieth Dargan, esq., Darlington, S.C.; 
G. F. Darrow, esq., Ogdensburg, N. Y.; Hon. J. C. Bancroft Davis, Wash- 
ington, LD. C.; Hon. B. H. Davis, Olympia, Wash.; Hon. R. C. Davis, Louis- 
ville, Ky.; Amos B. Denison, esq., Keene, N. H.; Richard H. Derby, M. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; Theo. L. De Vinne, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. 
Daniel Dorchester, D. D., Boston, Mass.; F. Wayland Douglas, esq., In- 
dianapolis, Ind.; Hon. W. C. Dovey, Carson City, Nev.; Prof. Henry Drisler, 
New York City, N. Y.; James LB. Dudley, esq., Wilmington, N. C.; Rev. 
James 1. Dunn, D. D., Boston, Mass.; Rt. Rev. Bishop T. U. Dudley, D. D., 
Louisville, Ky.; Rev. Arthur Edwards, D. D., Chicago, IIL; President E. 
©. Eldridge, LL. D., Troy, Ala.; Rev. Joachim Elmendorf, D. D., New York 
City, N. Y.; Hon. Heman Ely, Elyria, Ohio; President Simpson Ely, D. D., 
Canton, Ohio; President Calvin Esterly, Los Angeles, Cal.; Julius Estey, 
esq., Brattleboro, Vt.; Sherman Evarts, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. 
Enoch L. Fancher, New York City, N. Y.; Prof. Henry W. Farnham, New 
Haven, Conn.; Edgar H. Farrar, esq., New Orleans, La.; Prof. W. Wayland 
Fellowes, New Haven, Conn.; Hon. A. L. Felt, Seneca, Kans.; President A. 
H. Fetterolf, A. M., Ph. D., Philadelphia, Pa.; President John H. Finley, 
LL. D., Galesburg, U11.; James G. Flanders, esq., Milwaukee, Wis.; Hon. Da- 
vid i, Follett, Norwich, N. Y.; Prof. Wm. Watts Folwell, Minneapolis, 
Minn.; President Edward S. Frisbee, D. D., Aurora, N. Y.; Prof. Joon R. 
lrench, LL. D., Syracuse, N. Y.; Kev. E. M. Gallaudet, D. D., Washington, 
Db. C.; Henry Wise Garnett, esq., Washington, D. C.; Hon. James Gayler, 
New York City, N. Y.; RK. Swain Gifford, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Ar- 
thur Gilman, LL. D., Cambridge, Mazs.; Rev. Bishop Daniel A. Goodseii, D. 
D., San Francisco, Cal.; Rev. Dr. Gustav Gotthelil, New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon, Frederick D.Grant, New York City, N. Y.; nev. David H. Greer, D.D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President W. M. Grier, D.D., Due West,S. C.; W. 
N. Haldeman, esq., Louisville, Ky.; Hon. Matthew Hale, Albany, N. Y.; 
Rey. Johu Hall, D.D., LUL.D., New York City, N. Y.: J. Hooker Hamersley, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; B. D. Harris, esq., Brattleboro, Vt.; Hon. Will- 
jam T. Harris, Washington, D. C.; Rev. Thomas S. Hastings, D.D., LL. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President Hiram C. Haydn, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio; 
Hon. Rowland Hazard, Peace Dale, R. I.; James M. Head, esq., Nashville, 
Tenn.; Frederick 8. Hebard, esq., Cheyenne, Wyo.; President David J. Hill, 
LL. D., Rochester, N. Y.; Robert H. Hinckley, esq., Philadelphia, Pa.; Wel- 
come G. Hitchcock, esq., New York City, N, Y.; Henry Holt, esq., New York 
City, N. Y.; Prof. E. N. Horsford, Cambridge, Mass.; Rt. Rev. Bishop Howe, 
D. D., Charleston, S.C.; Hon. Mark Hoyt, Brooklyn, N. Y.; Rev. Wayland 
Hoyt, D. D., Minneapolis, Minn.; Prof. J.L.N. Hunt, LL. D, New York City, 
N. Y.; Richard M. Hunt. esq., New York City, N. Y.; President F.. T. Ingalls, 
D.D., Springtield, Mo.; Anthony Ittner, esq., St. Louis, Mo.; Charles P. 
Jacobs, esq., Indianapolis, Ind.; Rear-Admiral T. A. Jenkins, Washington, 
D.C,; Eastman Johnson, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Herrick Johnson, 
Db. D., Chicago, Lil.; Rossiter Johnson, esg., New York City, N. Y.; Gen. R. W. 
Johnson, United States Army, St. Paul, Minn.; Hon. J. B. Julian, Indianapo- 
lis, Ind.; Linden Kent, esq., Washington, D. C.; Hon. John A. King, Great 
Neck, N. Y.; Hon. T. H. Kirk, St. Paul, Minn.; Charles Lanier, esq., New 
York City, N. Y.; J. B. Larimer, esq., Topeka, Kans.; Hon. Henry C. Lea, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Hon. J. M. Longyear, Marquette, Mich.; Daniel Lord, 
jr., esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. George C. Lorimer, D. D., Boston, 
Mass.; KR. KR. McBurney, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. C. C. McCabe, D. 
D., New York City, N. Y.; John J. McCook, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Chancellor William F. McDowell, Ph. D., Denver, Colo.; Hon. E. B. McF1- 
roy, Salem, Oregon; Rey. R. S.MacArthur, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; 
Chancellor Edward Mayes, LL.D., University, Miss.; Rev. H. Pereira Men- 
des, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; Frank D. Millet, esq., New York City, N. 
Y.; Ezra P. Mills, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Bankson T. Morgan, 
New York City, N. Y.; J. Pierpont Morgan, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. 
Levi P. Morton, New York Chey, N. Y.; Hon. C. C. Nott, Washington, D. C.; 
Prof. J. Edward Oliver, Ithaca, N. Y.; Frederick Law Olmstead, esq.,, 
Brookline, Mass.; Hon. Alanson S. Page, Oswego, N. Y.: Hon. Isaac C. 
Parker, Fort Smith, Ark.; John E Parsons, esq.. New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Charles A. Peabody, New York City, N. Y.; Rt. Rev. Bishop George 
W. Peterkin, D. D., Parkersburg, W. Va.; Henry E. Pierrepont, esq., 
Brooklyn, N. Y; 8S. S. Prentiss,esq., New Orleans, La.; George L. Putnam, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; James Pyle, esq., New York City, N. Y.; John 
D. Wockefeller, esq., New York City, N. Y.; President Henry Wade Rogers, 
LL. D., Evanston, Ill.; V. Henry Rothschild, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Russell Sage, New York City, N. Y,.; Charles Scribner, esq., New York 
City, N. Y.; President L. Clark Seelye, D. D., Northampton, Mass.; Hon. C. M. 
Sessions, Mount Vernon, Iowa; Albert Shaw, LL. D., New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. James Shearer, Bay City, Mich.; Hon. Charles C. Smith, Rutledge, 
Tenn. ; S. Fleet Spier, M. D., Brooklyn, N. Y.; EdmundC. Steadman, esq., New 
York City, N. Y.; Hon. Lispenard Stewart, New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Ma- 
son S. Stone, Montpelier, Vt.; Rev. Richard S. Storrs, D.D., LL. D., Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.; President William M. Thornton, LL. D., Charlottesville, Va.; Hon. 
Frederick Townsend, Albany, N. Y.; Prof. Moses Coit Tyler, Ithaca, N. Y.; 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, esq., New YorkCity, N Y.; Kiliaen Van Rensselaer, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; Richard M. Venable, esq., Baltimore, Md.; 
Henry Villard, Esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Samuel H. Virgin, D. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President Leslie Waggener, LL. D., Austin, Tex.; 
Hon. Francis A. Walker, Boston, Mass.; Prof. Francis Wayland, New Ha- 
ven, Conn.; Hon. 8S. V. White, New York City, N. Y.; George G. Wheelock, 
M. D., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Pardon C. Williams, Watertown, N. Y.; 
EK. B. Willis, esq., Sacramento, Cal.; Skipworth Wilmer, esq., Baltimore, 
Md.; Rev. John M. Worrall, D. D., Danville, Ky.; Henry E£. Young, esq., 
Charleston, S. C.; President W.C. Young, D. D., Danville, Ky.; O. F’. Zolli- 
koffer, New York City, N. Y. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decisionof the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GEAR. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 40. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina 
makes the pointofno quorum. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
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tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TRACEY] to act as tellers. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
draw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HICKS. I renew it. 

Pending further count, 

Mr. HICKS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Onthis question the yeas are 125, the nays 
9. The ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
ment I desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 7, page 51, the following: 

‘Provided, That from and after the Ist day of July. 1896,no money shall be 
appropriated ‘or expended for the transportation of any so to or from 
any Indian schcol, nor for the support and education of any Indian at any 
school except such as is located on or near an Indian reservatiou or conven- 
ient thereto, and under Government control, and excepting also the public 
schools of any State or Territory. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, for the present I wish to re- 
serve the question of order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be 
heard on that question, the point of order being reserved. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the inconsistence and the incongruity of 
this bill in some respects is only equalled when compared with 
that nondescript, that ‘‘what is it,” called the tariff bill, which 
is undergoing dissection in the other branch. 

Now, on page 44 of the bill $30,000 is appropriated for the pur- 
pose of making allotments to Indians, which is the most impor- 
tant business of the Indian Bureau. It is important above ev- 
erything else to make them citizens, to give them farms, and 
make them self-supporting. Onthe next page we find $70,000 
appropriated for hiring farmers; and up to this time not a man 
on the committee has ever been able to state where any of these 
farmers are located, or what they are doing, or to assign any use 
for them. They have “seen” this $30,000 for allotments, dou- 
bled it, and ‘‘gone $10,000 better” for these farmers. If that 
allotment goes on—and it is right—it takes away the opportu- 
nity, it takes away thechance for the appointment of the two hun- 
dred farmers and the other officers that you ‘‘ stake ” out there 
at the expense of the Government. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of business, and I ask 
you gentlemen as a busines3 proposition, is it business to ex- 
pend $30,000 in kidnapping, in netting, in catching, in grabbing 
Indian children and transporting them 3,000 miles across the 
continent? It is nota business proposition, and no business man 
would so hold it. True were the words of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] yesterday, and no less true the words of the 
gentleman from Arizona yesterday, and they receive the appro- 
bation of every thinking man in the United States who is not 
interested in an appropriation for the Indian Bureau. When | 
heard the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] boasting 
that his State welcomed the red men to its borders, I thought 
‘* ves,” but with all due respect to him, I must reserve the right 
to believe that if these red men did not come bearing gifts to 
that State to the tune of $100,000, we would not have heard the 
point of the great generosity of that State made so energeti- 
cally; because, so far as my observation has gone, Mr. Chair- 
man, [ find that such eloquence all circulated around an appro- 
priation or for an increase of same for salary. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of any church; but so 
far as my observation has gone there is not much difference 
in these denominations; they are much alike; but I want to 
call your attention to the scene presented in this House during 
the last week. This House has witnessed an acrimonious re- 
ligious debate, brought on through appropriations made for the 
support of sectarian schools. It is a question that you must 
meet sometime, and very soon, and I think my amendment meets 
it. I think it is cruelty to these Indians to transport them 
across this country and educate them, to place them for several 
years in surroundings they can not have and can never hope to 
continue in, and when they get back they are not satisfied with 
their tribal relations or their tribes or homes, and they can not 
take the other place and keep up. I say it is wrong. 

The solution of this question as to the education of these [n- 
dians is to make them self-supporting, and the great mistake 
of the Indian Bureau and the Indian system of this country 18 
that you have always taught the Indians that they were to be 
‘‘wards.” I say that that isa mistake. They should be taught 
that they are to earn their own living like anybody else, and 
that they are no better than anybody else. The system now in 
vogue has been actually a detriment to the Indians, and as a 
rule no one can point out where they have been bettered by this 
system. It is all wrong. E 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire. 


Mr, Chairman, I with- 


Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. I see the gentleman from In- 
diana before me, and I desire to ask him a question for infor- 
mation. It will be remembered that at the committee’s sittings 
there was an agreement to increase the amount from $15,000 to 
$20,000 for the allotment of lands, on page 46 of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will be attended to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That amendment has not been 
offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but I have it before me. Mr. Chair- 
man, after reading this paragraph again, I am not inclined to 
press the pointoforder. — 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
man. I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that this is not to go intoeffect until 1896, thus giving two years 
to make arrangements for it and not interfering with present 
contracts or anything of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS of Ualifornia. I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for a minute or two on this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from California, that he be allowed to continue his | 


remarks? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent that debate be now 
closed on this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Can not you give me acouple of 
minutes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
and a half debate on this amendment be closed. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. ThenI move to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman, this subject has been brought to my 
attention in Southern California, where there are numerous res- 
ervations. There isa school at Perris, which is full of Indian 
scholars. It is convenient to two or three reservations. In San 
Diego there are three or four reservations, and many of the In- 
dian children are now being taught at the public schools adjoin- 
ing the reservations—schools under the supervision of the State 
and of the county—and they are being taught at one-half what it 
costs in the reservation schools. 

This question will settle itself in a business way if you have 


business men to settle it, by the Indians sending their children | 


to the publicschools. Three orfour of theschools in my county 
are supported in part by the Indian scholars, who come in the 
morning and going back to their homes at night. In those 
schools they are taught the things that are necessary for them 
to know—not the ‘‘ higher education.” This is the solution of 
this question in a large part, and every business man must see 
that the only practical way to do any good to the Indians is to 
locate the schools at their homes. Mr. Chairman, history re- 
lates that many years ago Russia used to send her young men 
to school in countries outside of her own dominion, and one day 
when they were talking that matter over at court, the court fool 
said to the Czar, ‘‘ You are a fool.” 

‘What do you mean?” said the Czar. 
said the court fool, ‘‘ that you are the fool, not 1.” He took a 
piece of paper and made acrease in itand said to the Czar, ‘‘ Take 
that crease out.” The Czar and his cabinet tried, butthey could 
not take the crease out of the paper. Then the court fool said: 
‘*When you send your young men to foreign countries to be ed- 
ucated, they get a foreign crease in them and you can never take 
it out; and that iswhy I say you are a fool for sending them 
there.” So it is with the Indian who is educated in these schools 
off the reservation. Whenhe goes back to his tribe heis neither 
white nor Indian. There is a crease in him which can never be 
gotout. You are doing the Indians great wrong by that system. 
lam a friend of the red man as distinguished from a friend of 
Indian agents. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 would like to come to some understanding, 
Mr. Chairman, as to how much time shall be consumed upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not want to consume any. 
simply want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in five min- 
utes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I am now pretty well satisfied 


I 


‘**T will prove to you,” | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Just one word more, Mr. Chair- | 


IT ask unanimousconsent that in two minutes | 


| getting tired of these attacks on the Eastern schools. 





I ask unanimous consent that all debate on | 


that my friend from California [Mr. Bowers] does not know | 


} 


what he is talking about. [Laughter.] I did suppose that he 
knew something about the Indian question, but now I doubt it. 

[ took the trouble last evening to interview three Indian dele- 
gates who are here representing their tribes. I interviewed 


the delegate of the Creek Indians, who is not only the speaker 
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of the upper house of the tribal legislature, the House of War- 
riors, but a successful farmer; Linterviewed tho delegate from 
the Choctaws, the Osages, and other tribes, and these men say, 
without any hesitation or qualification, that the very best peo- 
ple they have in the Indian Territory to-day are those who havo 
been educated at the Virginia and the Carlisle schools. 

[ have in my hand a list of members of the Creek Nation who 
graduated in the class of 1889, and if I had time to state the po- 
sitions that those men occupy to-day and tho occupations they 
are engaged in it would be interesting to every member of this 
body. Now, sir, with all the arraignment that we have heard 
here of the Eastern schools, where is there a gentleman, either 
in this Congress or elsewhere, who can find auy representative 
of the Indian tribes who wishes to strike down these Easterh 
schools? 

I defy the gentleman from California to find any such one. I 
can give him the names of five hundred Indians who have been 
graduated at Carlisle and other schools, with the places where 
they live and the occupations they are engaged in, and [defy him 
to point to a solitary Indian man from any tribe who was edu- 
cated at said school, and who has gone back into savagery or 
into criminal life. Can the gentleman name one? 

Now, I say the Indians want these schools maintained. The 
people who represent them here in Washington want these 
schools maintained. They say that they can be taught reading 
and writing on the reservation, but that is not the education 
they want. They want to go away tosome place where they will 
be severed from the tribal relations, where they can see the farmer 
at workon hisfarm, where they can see the banker in his bank, 
where they can see the merchant in his store, where they can 
seo the mechanicin the great machine shop. Observing in this 
way the active pursuits of men in civilized life, they acquire an 
education that they can not get upon an Indian reservation. 
And this makes them better citizens; and it sends them home 
well educated, on lines that no reservation school can afford. I 
am in favor of this education by observation, because it is such 
education that broadens and deepens the mind. Our people are 
{f gentle- 
men want to strike them down, all right; but first let them pro- 
duce their evidence showing what is alleged, that the Indians 
educated there are worse by reason of the education they re- 
ceive. 

Mr. PICKLER. Wedo not want the Eastern schools abol- 
ished. Many of us believe in the Eastern schools, and want to 
keep them up. 

Mr. MAHON. I am glad of that. I qm willing to join with 
our Western friends in educating Indian children on the reser- 
vations by Government aid. I want to advance their welfare in 
whatever may be best. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I challenge the gentleman to 
give the names of fifty of those Carlisle duates to whom he 
has referred. 

Mr. MAHON. I can do it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
hundred. 

Mr. MAHON. I can give them, if you will give me time. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BOWERS 


Only fifty—I do not say five 


| of California, it was rejected, there bsing—ayes 2, noes 6. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 1d 


to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
page §0, add the following wor 


After the word ‘‘ schools,” in line Ip l 
‘*Provided no part of said sum gh4ll be applied t6 thé expense of trans 


porting any Indian child to any school s{tttated at a distance greater than 
40 miles from the reservation home of such child.”’ 


I offer the amendment which I se: 


The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of two huydred and fi 
buquerque, N. Mex., at $1°7 per annum for each pip 
intendent, $1,500 per annum; in all, $43,250. 

Mr.QUIGG. Imove toamend by striking out the word “ five,” 
in line 12 of the paragraph just read, and inserting “‘eight,” soas 
to make the salary of this superintendent $1,800. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Ireservea point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to resist 
unduly the evident purpose of the majority of the committee to 
reduce expenditures in the conduct of the Indian schools; and I 
trust this amendment will not be accepted as indicative of any 
such purpose. But I think it suitable to call the attention of 
the committee to the precise state of facts with regard to the 
propositions offered by the gentleman in charge of the bil! in 
relation to the salaries of the superintendents. 

I do not refer tothe salary which we havealready disposed of 
that of the General Superintendent of Indian Schools. LIrefer to 
the salaries of the superintendents of the various Government 


fty Indian pupils at Al- 
il, $41,750; pay of super- 
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schools located here and there over the country. In the bill before 
the committee I find thatin nine case the salaries of these super- | 
intendents have been reduced by amounts of from $200 to $500, 
aggregating the picayune sum of $3,400. Now this smallsum of 


money is saved out of the salaries of nine men who, if they are 
f 


worth a it in teaching the Indian children, are worth every 
dollar the re now v tting. 

The sa of th 1,001 superintendent at Albuquerque is re- 
duced from $1,899 to $1,500; the salary of the superintendent of 
the trainin ‘thool at Cherokee, N. C., is reduced from $1,400 
te 200 ry of the superintendent at Carson City, Nev., 
is reduced from $2,000 to $1,5°9; the salary of superintendent at 

204 


Chilocco, Ind. 'I'., is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500; the salary of 
the superintendent at Fort Totten, N. Dak., is reduced from 
$1,899 t0$1,500; thesalary of the superintendent at Genoa, Nebr.. 
is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500; the salary of the superintendent 
at Phochix, Ariz., is reduced from $1,890 to $1,500; the salary of 
the superintendentof the industrial school at Pipestone, Minn., 
is redyced from $1,500 to $1,200; and the salary of the superin- 
tendent at Salem, Oregon, is reduced from $2,000 to $1,500, mak- 
ipg » net saving in all these nine salaries of the small sum of 
$3,400. 

[t appears when you compare this bill with lest year’s bill that 
in se%eral cases the work required of these superintendents is 
increased; in no instance is itdecreased. The number of pupils 

for whom they have to provide is in every instance the same as 
it has been, or it is much larger. The number of pupils at 
Carson City is increased from 190 to 125; the number of pupils 
at Chilocco, Indian Territor$, is increased from 250 to 350; and 
the number of pupils at Genda, Nebr., is to be increased from 
825 to 350. ow, it is observable, Mr. Chaizman, that these 

glariesare reduced in every instance in the Governmentschools. 

Pho provisigh for the contract schools for the various religious 
organizations, remains as it was. There is no reduction in any 
of them. 

Let me say right here thatI do not agree with my friend from 
Iowa who proposes that we shall not continue these contract 
schools. I haVe visited the Indian country and spent six months 
among the reservations. I know the work these schools are do- 
ing; and while I disapprove of the system of having our duty 
done by others, yet the work of the religious societies is a good 
and faithfulwork. It should not be too suddenly supplanted, nor 
should the pupils now being taught at the contract schools be 
allowed to suffer for want of the teaching the churches now af- 
ford. 

We must make provision for them; and if the Government is 
going to continue, as this bill seems to imply, a policy of neg- 
lect and inattention — if, indeed, its policy is to become one of 
reaction -—-then all the more need is there for the religious so- 
cieties of thé country to euter the field, and all the more occa- 
sion is there for the Government to encourage them. The fact 
of the matter is 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I have tWo minutes more? {I will say to 
the gentleman from Indiana that I do not propose to offer any 
further amendments if this is rejected. I will assume that the 
action of the committee inregard tothis amendment will gov- 
ern in reference to all others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to the gen- 
tleman proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to gentlemen that 
in my Opinion the thing that this committee ought to do is to 
resist every one of these reductions proposed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. It ought not to engage in a policy of reac- 
tion in the matter of education. Every dollar that is needed to 
provide for the proper care and education of these school chil- 
dren ought to be appropriated. You know that you are not in 
this bill providing for the number of school children for whom 
provision should be made. Probably you are providing for the 
number that can, under all the circumstances of the case, be con- 
veniently accommodated. But the workof educating the Indian 
is at the very beginning, and is not by any means concluded. 
You ought not to take a back track in that direction, or discour- 
age people who are engaged in the practical work of education 
by cutting down salaries or dealing with them in a mean and 
niggardly way. We ought to encourage, help, and sustain them, 
and do all that we can to give more pupils to the schools and give 
larger work and better facilities for the education of these people. 
I hope, therefore, that the amendment, in view of these consid- 
erations, will prevail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, theCommittee on Indian Af- 
fairs, after careful consideration of all the salaries, and in view 
of several facts which were brought to the attention of the com- 
mittee, were impressed with the idea that a few persons em- 

ployed in this service might have their salaries reduced with- 
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| out detriment or injury to the service; in those cases especially 


where favoritism had manifestly been carried out in former ay. 
propriations. The qualifications of the superintendent of on ; 
of these schools are about the game as the qualifications that aro 
required in the common schools in all parts of the States, 

Mr. QUIGG. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that there are fow instances whs 
such employments are paid as high as under this bill. 

The gentleman must baar in mind that everything at t} 
agency belongs to the Government; the buildings, the horses an 
carriages,and everything of that kind, belong to the Goy: 
ment; so that it is not simply the $1,500 salary, but the furth 
use of a very comfortable house—sometimes, in fact an elecant 
one --to live in; which has, asa general rule, no connection wit 
the agent; and so, too, with the horses and carriages. The sy 
perintendent of schdols practically has the use of them, as they 
belong to the Government. [ suppose as a matter of fact tho 
salaries of these gentlemen will average as much as $2,500. 

Mr. QUIGG. Oh, no. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Thehighest salaries would certainly average 
that. These privileges, the gentleman must remember, are 
very valuable, and when taken into account will show fully that 
average. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The privileges are important and valuable; 
and the salaries, I repeat, are ample, beyond the average paid in 
any State whose system I have had occasion to investigate. 

Mr. FLYNN. Let me suggest to the gentleman further tho 
fact that in many instances theso tenchord, while against the law 
and contrary to it, live on the rations provided for the Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; and you can not preventit. All of 
these things go in to make up the salaries. 

Let us have a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of Mr. QUIGG was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and eiucation of one hundred Indian pupils at St. Boniface's 
Industrial School, at Banning, Cal., $12,509. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out in line 15 the 
words ‘‘ at St. Boniface’s Industrial School.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 15 the Words, ‘‘at St. Boniface’s Industrial School;"’ so 
that it will read: ‘‘ For support and education of one hundred Indian pupils 
at Banning, Cal., $12,590.” 

Mr. HULL. This does not interfere with the appropriation. 
I understand that at Banning they have a good-sized village, 
with public school facilities, and this appropriation can go to the 
public schools there and not deprive a single Indian of any ad- 
vantage or privilege of education that he has to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isas to the privileges they get under 
the common-school education? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the case all over the country. 

Mr. HULL. Now, sir, so far as I am concerned, wherever | 
can by my vote, on any amendment to this bill, give the public 
schools the right to educate tho Indian child, [ shall vote for 
suchamendment; and [shall vote for it not because I am opposed 
to any church or denomination, for I recognize the fact that any 
religion is better than none, nor shall I stop to inquire what 
church has charge of the matter. 

I am in favor, first, of educating these Indians. If the Govern- 
mentcan not educate them through the public schools—nonsec- 
tarian schools—I would then votg the money to sectarian schools, 
although I believe that the principle of giving one dollar to 
sectarian schools for the education of any of the youths of this 
country, no matter of what nationality, is contrary to the cor- 
rect theory of our Government. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Your amendment does not pre- 
vent the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from directing that 
these pupils be educated at this school. It simply leaves it to 
his discretion. 

Mr. HULL. Now,I understand from the remarks of the gen- 
tlemanfrom Indiana that the Methodists and Presbyterians and 
Baptists are all in this same boat as well as the Catholics, so 
that this is not a blow at any church. It issimplyanattempt to 
get our school system back to the line it ought to be on, of edu- 
cating the children of the country in secular affairs, and allow- 
ing the churches to educate them in religious affairs. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. EVERETT. Does this public school, where the gentle- 
man thinks the Indian can be educated as well as at St. Boni- 
ae School, have the industrial element in its course of teach- 
ng? 
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Mr. HULL. I can only say that the industrial element is an | 


element that does not enter into our public schools as a rule, 
and I can not see why we should go outside and give any de- 
nomination the right to teach our Indians how to work. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. You can hire them to work. 

Mr. HULL. Youcan hire themtowork. Youcan put teach- 
ers there to teach them to work. That is no argument against 
theamendmentl offer. Isimply offer itfor the purpose of bring- 
ine this question of education back where it should be, so that 
where there are public schools, where the Indian can beeducated 
just as your children and mine are educated, there shall be no 
discrimination in favor of sectarian schools. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The gentleman’s amendment 
still leaves it with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the 
Bureau, to keep these Indian children at the school where they 
now are if it is desirable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asa matter of fact, if the appropriation was 
not made at all, your common-school system would embrace 
these Indian children. 

Mr.HULL. Where there is a large reservation close to a 
town, if you are going to throw the burden of educating Indian 
children on the public schools, the Government ought to give as 
much to the public schools as to a sectarian school. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Iam inclined to admit that; but if the Gov- 
ernment made no appropriation atall, the Indian children would 
still have the benefit of the public schools. 

Mr. HULL. I do not believe that would be so in all cases. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa |Mr. HULU], as I understand it, is to give the 
Indian children the benefit of the common schools of the coun- 
try, wherever we can. 

Mr. HULL. Wherever we can. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But what will you do in cases 
where there are no common schools? Take a large reservation 
that is miles and miles away from any of the public schools of 


the State or Territory in which the reservation may be located; | 


what method will the gentleman adopt for the education of the 

Indian children upon those reservations? Take, for the sake of 

illustration, the Yakima Indian Reservation, where the agency 

is 40 miles away from any public school of the State. 

Mr. HULL. How many schools have they in that reserva- 
tion? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Two. 

Myr. HULL. Then those schools are 20 miles apart? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, they are all at the agency. 

Mr. HULL. And the pupils are 40 miles from theschools, you 
say? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. They bring them in froma hundred miles 
away, sometimes. 

Mr. HULL. Can they not bring them in just as well in this 
case? But, I will say to the gentleman, that it will be time 
enough to consider that question when it arises. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

DEFICIENCY IN PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentfor the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

An act (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the 
propriation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 1894 
for other purposes. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are 
appropriated out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise ap 
namely: 





PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

lor the public printing and binding, and for paper for the public printing 
including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mapping, and ener: 
ing for both Houses of Congress, including the salaries or compensation of 
all necessary clerks or employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or contra 
and for all the necessary materials which may be needed in the prosecution 
of the work, including $20,000 for the Department of the Interior, bei 
the fourth quarter of the fiscal year 1894, $100,000. 

Toenable the Public Printer to pay to the employés heretofore or no 
employed in the Government Printing Office since July 1, 1893, such sums as 
may be due them for leaves of absence, notwithstanding the fact that thirty 
days’ leave of absence, with pay, had been granted to such persons in said 
fiscal year on account of service rendered in the preceding fiscal year, and 
aiso to pay all employés of the said office any leave of absence which they 
may have failed to obtain from the lack of necessary appropriations o1 
other cause, $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Hereafter the Public Printer is authorized to pay pro rata leave of a) 
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sence, out of any appropriation for leaves \ » to em f ’ 
jovernment Printing Office in any fiscal year, notwithstan t 
leave of absence, With pay, may ha been g 


‘al year on account oO rvice: Lina pr 





CUSTOMS SERVIC! 





defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from custon r 
ditional to the permanent appropriation for this purp rthe i 
ending June 30, 1894, $185,000 

Tho SPEAKER. Is thero objection to the request 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the House will givo 1 tg 
attention I will explain the necessity of passing this appr‘ 


tion this evening. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire toask tho gen- 
tleman from Texas what is meant by the appropriation thore 
for leaves of absence of employés of the Government Printing 
Office? As [caught the reading, it provides that a leave may 
be granted for a part of a month, or thirty days, to an employe, 
notwithstanding the fact that such employs may have had 
thirty days’ leave of absence in the preceding year. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, under the law as it now exists, 
and as construed by the Court of Claims, an employs of the 
Printing Office, in order to secure any leave, must have 
served twelve months. In other words, if he shall have served 
the last fiscal year ho would be entitled to leave at the rate of 
two and one-half days per month for the entire year, but he 
would not bo paid until after the close of that year. Now, it so 
happens that the 600 or 700 employés who have been discharged 
lately by the Public Printer in fact earned leaves during the 
present year at the rate of two and one-half days for each month 
while employed; but inasmuch as this fiscal year during which 
they were paid for leave earned in the previous fiscal year has 
not expired, they would not be entitled to receive their pay at 
the present time. They have really earned their leave, and it 
ought to be paid. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They have earned their 
pro rata of the thirty days’ leave, and this provides that these 
men shall be paid the proportion that they have earned, not- 
withstanding the fact that they have not earned the entire 
thirty days? 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is exactly right, and 
[ wanted to have that expression made. I think it has al 
been the law, but it has not been so construed. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
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y which the bill was passed was laid on the tab 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi 





a 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the san 

\ bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Loui 
Mo.. and 

\ bill (S.513) granting the use of certain lands in t) Hot 
Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry 
Hospital. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjo 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) t) l- 
journed. 

tEPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BI ; 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follow 
By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 


(H. i. 6502) to refund certain fines to the State of South Caro- 
lin Report No. 1084.) 

o,a bill (S. 344) for the relief of William M. Ke htley. 
Repo No LOSS . 


By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
for the relief of Francis Gay. (Report No. 1087. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 7429) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Newport, late of Company C, Sixth Regi- 


ment lowa Volunteers, and the samo was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3o0f Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7447) for the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington tothe memory of the late 
Commodore John Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 7448) to properly recognize the services of 
acting assistant surgeonsof the United States Army who served 
in the late civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Min- 
neapolis Gas Light Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
submerged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minne- 
apolis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7450) granting to the North- 
ern Mississippi Railway Company right of way through certain 
Indian reservations in Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H.R. 7451) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7452) to provide for the re- 
pair of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge and for its use by a 
street railway —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7453) to amend an 
actentitled ‘‘Anact to provide for the settlementof all outstand- 
ing claims against the District of Columbia, and conferring juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 16, 1880—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 192) tendering the thanks of Congress to Commodore J. H. 
Gillis—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A resolution to pay the laborers in the cloak- 
room additional wages—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
4,000 copies of the report of the select committee of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia—tothe Committee on Print- 
ing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. H. 7454) granting a pension to 
Lucy L. Sanger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 7455) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Sorg—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Frederick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7457) granting 
a pension to Harriet Lemert—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Resolution of the 
Sons of the American Revolution, for the publication of Revo- 
lutionary records, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, 
Minn., for aspecial election to decide the question of money, 
tariff, and income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

sy Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Kramer & Kaufman, and 
Henry Meyer, of Terre Haute, Ind., against an increase of the 
tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pa., against imposing an income tax on fraternal and beneficial 
associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPEK of Wisconsin: Four protests of the Evan- 
gelical Lutheran churches of Clinton, Hanover, Waterford, and 
Janesville, Wis., against the bill to amend the preamble of the 
Constitution of the United States by recognizing and inserting 
the name of the Deity therein--to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Otto Frey, a citizen of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against an increase of tax on whisky and against an 
— of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 

Jeans. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Olathe, Kans., 
praying for a law to suppress lotteries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Coast City Council 
No. 813, Royal Arcanum, of Asbury Park, N. J., in favor of exe 
empting building associations from the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Phillip Roubideaux, in rela. 
tion to the employment of Indians—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Betterton & Co., Perry & Co., and 
Fitzgerald & Ashe, of Knoxville, Tenn., against the increase of 
tax on whisky, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7439—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of J. Franklin Tico 
and 53 other citizens of Williamstown, N. J., and of W. F. 
Iredeli and 11 other citizens of Mullica Hill, N. J., asking 
for the passage of an amendment to the income-tax bill to ex- 
empt all benevolent and fraternal beneficiary associations oper- 
ating under the lodge system and providing for the payment of 
life, sick, and other benefits to members from all the provisions 
of said bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Sleepy Eye, Minn., against any 
change in the preamble to the Constitution, signed by Rev. S. 
Denberboth, pastor, and H. Offerman, H. H. Meyer, and F. H. 
Benlow, trustees, representing 94 communicants—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petition of Thomas R. D. Stuart, Frank 
N. Nay, and 53 others, of East and South Boston, favoring an 
amendment to the tariff bill exempting fraternal beneficiary 
organizations from the provisions of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition of W.H. Tigar and 38 other 
citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying that the provisions of the 
income tax shall not apply to fraternal charitable associations— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protestof Julius Nathan & Co., Fort Wayne, Ind., against 
extension of the bonded period for whisky—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Edwin D. Mead and 5 other cit- 
izens of Boston, asking for the abrogation of the extradition 
treaty with Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Provi- 
dence, R. I., for legislation regarding the interstate commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE: Protest of S. C. Henton, of Yokima, Wash., 
against the passage of House bill 6425—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, protest of the Evangelical Lutheran settlement and 
others, of Wray, Colo., against the God in the Constitution 
amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution in favor of the House bill 119, known as the 
McRae bill—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the citizens of Park County, Colo., asking 
amendment to the law creating South Platte forest reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of H. A. Rowe, L, O. Schaefer, C. 
H. Schaefer, and 57 others, to exempt fraternal and beneficial 
societies from all the provisions of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. P. Traphager, J. Gunsaul, W. W. Buys, 
and 60 others, of Court, Van Buren County, Mich., asking for 
the passage of the Stone bill, entitled ‘‘ An uct to secure a bet- 
ter grade of immigrants,” etc.—to the Committee on Immigrar 
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tion and Naturalization. 








SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 15, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o‘clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBy, Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Balti- 
more (Md.)Corn and Flour Exchange, praying that the inter- 
state-commerce law be so amended as to enable the Commission 
to secure stability in rates and nondiscrifnination among ship- 
pers and competing points; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PATTON presented a petition of the Michigan Life In- 
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surance Agents’ Association, of Detroit, Mich., praying that the | ation in any form;” which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, was re- 


funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Reed City, 
Mich.; New York City, N. Y., and Washington, D. C., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary_societies, orders, or associations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Hamilton County 
League of Building Associations of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
that national building and loan associations and local building 
and loan associations be exempted from the proposed imcome- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State of | 
Tennessee, praying that in the passage of any law providing for | 


the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from taxation; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nashville, 
Tenn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Harriman, Tenn., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 


tions be exempted from the proposed income-tix provision of | 


the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petitionof sundry citizens of New 
York City, N. Y., Cambridge and Boston, Mass., Buffaio, N. Y., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the abrogation of the extra- 
dition treaty with Russia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial signed by members of 
various fraternal beneficiary orders composing the National Fra- 
ternal Congress, having a combined membership of over 2,000,- 
000, complaining that the income tax bears heavily and unjustly 
upon members thereof, nine-tenthsof whom can ill afford to bear 
the burden of this additional tax. I move that the memorial 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
hundred citizens of St. Louis, Mo., in which the memorialists 


‘‘respectfully but vigorously protest against the recent adoption | 


of the Allen amendment to the Wilson tariff bill, by which barb 
fence wire is put on the free list. 

‘* We are wire-workers by trade and depend wholly upon this 
business for our living and feel cdnfident that this recent action 
of our Senators will seriously cripple if not destroy this import- 
ant branch of the wire industry.” I move that the memorial 
lie on the table, as the bill to which it refers is now under con- 
sideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cook 
County, Ill., praying that in the passage of any law providing 
for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from taxation; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eureka, I11., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Galesburg, 


Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or as- | 


sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provi- 
— of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memoriais of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Springfield and Mempiis, in the State of 
Tennessee, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of S. C. Keel and sundry 
other citizens of Green Oak, Ind., praying that the pension claim 
(No. 354342) in favor of Elizabeth New, be made special; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Terre Haute, New Albany, Evansville, Lafay- 
ette, Logansport, Fort Wayne, and Indianapolis, all in the State 
of Indiana, remonstrating agairist an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, were 
referred to the Committee 6n Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Campbell and sundry 
other citizensof Vincennes, Ind., praying “ that fraternal benefi- 
ciary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge 
system and providing for the pay:nentof life, sick, accident, and 
other benefits to the members and dependents of such members 
shall be exempt from all the provisionsof the bill requiring tax- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution adopted by the Kan- 
| sas City (Mo.) Transportation Bureau, transmitted by its presi- 
| dent, A. J. Vanlandingham, in favor of the so-called Patterson 
amendment to the act regulating commerce, as repgrted by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 0 g House 
of Representatives May 31, 1894. I move that the p€tition be 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and 
j} also against an extension of the bonded period; which, on 


| motion of Mr. COCKRELL, were referred to the Committee on 


| 


Finance. 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gentry 


| County, Mo., praying that in the passage of any law providing 
| for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance 


companies and associations be exempted from taxation: which 


| was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MANDERSON presented the memorial of David Wise & 
Co., of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension 
of the bonded period; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HUNTON presented a petition of the Goodman Manufac- 
turing Company,of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation regulating convict labor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Frederick W. Abbott 
and 31 other citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the 
lodge system and providing for the payment of life, siete, acci- 
dent, and other benefits to the members, and dependents of such 
members, shall be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 


| table. 
Lalso present a memorial signed by many 


Mr. PALMER presented petitions of the employés of the wire, 
rod, and billet mills of Joliet, Lockport, and Waukegan, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying that the Senate shall reconsider its 








action placing fence wire on the free list and that it shall restore 
the tariff upon the same to 1 cents per pound; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of [llinois, pray- 
| ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
| be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
| pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of Illinois, remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten- 
sion of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented memorials of employés of the Consolidated 
Steel and Wire Companies, of Rankin and Allentown, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and of the Cincinnati Barbed Wire Fence 
Company, of Cincinnati,Ohio, remonstrating against the adoption 
of the so-called Allenamendment to the Wilson tariff bill placing 
barbed fence wire on the free list; which were ordered to lic on - 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Highland, 
Ill., praying that a duty of not less than 60 per cent ad valorem 
| be placed upon laces and embroideries and articles wholly or 
partly composed thereof, whether made of metal, cotton, flax, 
| silk, or wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of various cities in Illinois, remonstrating 
against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and 
also against an extension of the present bonded period; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winnebago 
County, Ill., praying thatfraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of D. L. Pratt, jr., and 
sundry other citizens of Woodbury County, Iowa, and the peti- 
tion of M. L. Temple and sundry other citizens of Iowa, praying 
that in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of in- 
comes the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associ- 
ations be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Iowa, pray- 
ing that the funds of mutual life insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of 35 citizens of West Scar- 


boro, Me., and a petition of 25 citizens of Augusta, Me., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or assgcigtions bé 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill. { ask that the petitions lie on the table, the 
Committee on Finance having agreed to report an amendment 


which responds to the request of the petitioners. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of John R. Story and 55 
other citizens of ssex County, Mass., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Ho also presented petitions of Herbert A. Boynton and 22 other 
citizens of Newtonville; of H. A. Hallett and 13 other members 
of Crescent Council, No. 71, Royal Arcanum, of Chelsea; and of 
C. W. Boyer and 114 other citizens of Somerville, all in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or ussociations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Boston, 
Mass., remonstrating againstan increase of the internal-revenue 
tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the present 
bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of A. Goodman, of Po- 
cahontas, Va., remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thad. Wootten and sundry 
other citizens of Norfolk, Va., praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

GONZAGA COLLEGE LAND. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6576) 
to provide for the closing of part of an alley in square 622, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the presi- 
dent and directors of Gonzaga College, to report it without 
amendment. A similar Senate bill was reported favorably some- 
time ago, and it is very important that the measure should be 
passed. [ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the bill (S. 1855) to provide 
for the closing of part of an alley in square 622, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the president and di- 
rectors of Gonzaga College be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. KYLE. I am directed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2110) to aid and 
encourage the holding of a Cotton States and International Ex- 
position at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and making an appro- 
priation therefor, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and to request that it bo referred to the Committes on Appro- 
priations to be considered as an amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1881) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 


“eration of the bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII of 


the Revised Statutes relating to mineral lands and mining re- 
sources. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada that we 
had better get through with morning business. I havea report 
from a committee to submit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 172) granting full permission to the State of Maryland and 
to the several State courts within the city of Baltimore to ae 

he old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the 
eriod of five years, to report it without amendment. Both 
the Senators from Maryland are very anxious fo have the joint 
‘ésolution considered, as it is of pressing and immediate im- 
rtance. It refers tothe occupation of the United States court 
room in the city of Baltimore. The court is in session, and it is 
necessary for it to have the use of this room. 
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Mr. HOAR. Let the joint resolution be read for information 

Mr. BERRY, Let us finish the morning business first. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose there will be no objection to tho 
consideration of the joint resolution when the routine mornin» 
business has been concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Chair will recognize the Senn- 
tor; from Missouri for the purpose of calling up the joint ros 
lution at the conclusion of the routine business. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of « 
lumbia, submitted a written report to accompany the bill (H.R 
6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to chaney 
its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of the said com 


pany. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by himself May 11, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6016) making appropria 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, reported it with amendments, and 
sabmitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2120) for the relief of Wi 
liam T. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2121) to establish a sys- 
tem of assessment and permit work, and to make service connec- 
tions with water mains and sewers in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; which was read twico by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2122) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Eunice Ida Gallup Rhoades; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the [Indian appropriation bill; which was ro- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the post-office appropriation bill, which I ask may be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. [should like to have the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio read, if it is not long, as that bill has 
been under consideration by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair 
If there be no objection the proposed amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk Tines from Cincinnati to At- 
lanta, and from Cincinnati to Cleveland, $100,000; Provided, That no part of 
the appropriation made by this paragraph shall be expended unless the 
Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure necessary in order to pro 
mote the interest of the postal service. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


ELECTRICAL EXPERIMENTAL STATION. 


Mr.PEFFER. I find on examination that the bill (S, 1170) to 
establish an electrical experimental station for the purpose of 
investigating and determining whether electricity can be profit- 
ably applied as a motive power in the propulsion of farm ma- 
chinery and implements needs some little amendment, and I 
therefore move that the bill be recommitted td Committee 
on Agriculture and Foresty. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REEXAMINATION OF TREASURY SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. HILLsubmitted the following resolution, which was read: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is héreb) reaaitea 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasu Cae Tressuly 
settlement numbered 4,813 of 1884 heretofore certified to ingress for appro’ 
riation in favor of the Sun Mutual and other insurance co. nies of New 
ork for insurances paid on the steamer Osceola, and to sub he reasons 
for said certification, together With a detailed statement of facts upon 





fey 










1894. 


which the ¢ ms originate i, similar to that submitted by the Secretary of 
the Treasury May 1894 (printed in Senate Executive Document No. 98, 
second session Fifty-third Congress), in regard to certain other Treasury 
settlements cere 
settiement 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Sena- 
tor from New York in regard to tho resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resolution passed. 

ir. HOAR. Is there a report connected with it? 

Mir. CULLOM. Itis a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
printed and go over. It raises an important question, whether 
the Senate has a right to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to review an account that has been once adjusted and reported 
to Congress and make a new decision. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not understand that the resolution wentso 
far. I did not rise for the purpose of objecting to it at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator asked whether it came from 
acommittee. Dol understand that the resolution has been re- 
ported by a committee? 

Mr. HILL. It has not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been reported from any com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

The VICE 
the rule. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I interposed an inquiry which 
led to the going over of a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HiLu] this morning. I supposed, by hear- 


Let it go over and be printed. 
PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 


itied to Congress for appropriation at the same time as this 


Probably the resolution had better be | 
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ing it read imperfectly at the desk, that it was a measure to set | 


aside some action; but I see it isa mere resolution of inquiry, 
and I desire to withdraw my suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

Mr. HOAR. 
jection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection was interposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. HARRIS], as the Chair under- 
stands, to its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggested that the resolution had better be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I made an inquiry as to the resolution, but I see 
it is merely a resolution of inquiry, and, so faras I[ am con- 
cerned, I do not wish to interpose any further objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
objection to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the reso- 
lution will be considered as before the Senate. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLES, it 


the Senate 
\. bill (H. RR. 3487) 
Starr; 


A bill (H. 2. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made | 


with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed to the Territory 


of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty | 


where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those 
not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of 
the present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880; 

A bill (H.R. 7278) to amend the seventh section of the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals, and to de- 
fine and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1891; and 

A bill (H. Rf. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriations for public printing and binding for the 
fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 513) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot 
Springs Reservation in the State of Arkansas to the Barry Hos- 
pital. 

MINING CLAIMS. » 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 1515) 


to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, re- | 


lating to mineral lands and mining resources. 


Let the resolution be passed, if there be no ob: | 


s Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed | 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of | 


granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. | 


If it be only aresolution of inquiry, I have no | 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Mines and Mining with amendment 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 28, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “ ten” and insert “* fifty; ” 

O lL lode claims located } ah vr tothe 10th day of May, 1872, 310 


so as to read 










labor sha!l be performed or improvements made during each year for ea 
100 feot in lengthalong the vein until payment of the purchase mor bial 
acer ut f entry has been issued therefor; andfor each 2acres 0 J 
( lfor each subdivision thereof less than 20 acres, 0 worth « \ 
bor hall be performed or improvements made during each yea 1 

) money and a certificate of entry shall be sued 


payment of the purch 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 
word “agriculture,” to strike out ‘‘ or” and insert ‘‘than;” so 
as to make the additional proviso read: 


That in investigating the character of land with a view to 
whether it is more valuable for mineral than agriculture, evidence 
taken of the mineral discovered or develop ul t to such lan 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLPH. 


[ should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 


| if this is a copy of the billwhich has heretofore passed the Sen 


ate? 

Mr. STEWART. Exactly, except changing the date. 

Mr. DOLPH. From what committee does it come 

Mr. STEWART. From the Committeeon Mines and Mining. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does it relieve the mine holders from the b 
den of doing the necessary work for the present yout 

Mr. STEWART. It does, and one-half for the next y 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam satisfied with it. 

The bill was reported to tho Senate a amen 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REIERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of 
K. Starr was read twice by its title, and refer 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (EH. R. 7278) to amend the seventh seetion of the act en- 
titled ‘* An act toestablish circuit courts of appeals, and to deline 
and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of thi 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The bill (Ti. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a de- 
ficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes, was read twic> 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on \ppropriati ) 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clo 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senato the unfinished 
business. 

Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, the pend 
ing question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. PEPrER. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I regretted to observe last evening, 
when I reluctantly gave way to the Senator from Pennsylvar 
[Mr. Quay], that my friend, the Senator from Tennes 
RIS], 


yension to Eliza 


I 
“ ’ ‘ 
red to the Com- 


Ma 
ee [Mr. Hat 
manifested some indications of impatience and seemed to 


| think that the business of the Senate was not proceeding as rapidly 
as it should, and that we should vote immediately upon the pendin 
measure, The Senator from Tennessee has not always been so 


anxious to expedite the business before the Senate, and I apy 
hend thatif this were a Federal elections bill, or a measure f 
strengthening the credit of the Government and to maintain the 
present money standard of the country, he would not now be so 
anxious to have the business expedited and come to a vote on the 
measure. 

I recollect during the first session of the present Congress, tl 
special session, when I manifested some degree of impatience at the 
tactics which was resorted to to prevent the measure then pending, 
which was the bill to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
act, from ‘coming to a vote, andinadvertently suggested that I was 
tired of such tactics, my friend from Tennessee remarked, in his usual 
tone, that if the Senator from Oregon was tired he had better sit 
down, 

I will suggest to the Senator that he manifests too much impatience 
with the discussion of this bill. He should remember that this is 


| animportant measure; that it affects great industries of the country, 


which employ labor; that it affects the prosperity of every man, 
woman, and child of our probably nearly 70,000,000 of population; 
and that it isa measure which requires careful consideration, delib 
eration, and discussion, in order that, if possible, such changes as 
will tend to restore the prosperity of this country in the bill last 
reported by tho committee may be made, in order, as the Demo- 
cratic majority of the Senate has now abandoned its principle of 
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tariff for revenue only, and claims that this bill is a fairly protective 
billas to many industries, that the bill should be made uniform and all 
industries should be alike protected. I certainly shall do my best 
to secure such deliberation and consideration and discussion, and 
shall endeavor to secure amendments to the bill to make it reason- 
ably satisfactory to the people I in part represent. 

Lhad presented last evening, before I yielded to the motion to ad- 
journ, a statement showing the number of pounds of the importa- 
tions of wool and the value of the same for four years, and also of 
woolen manufactures. I now present a statement showing the per- 
centage of shrinkages and loss in scouring wool, the London 
scoured value, and the free-trade scoured value in the Eastern 
American markets; London fleece price, and also the free-wool 
price in the Eastern American markets; the cost per pound of ship- 
ping from the farms to the factories, including freights, insurance, 
shipping commissions, etc., which I ask to have inserted in the 
Recorp in full. The wools are classified by sections, and it is a 
very interesting and condensed statement, showing the effect which 
the threat of placing wool upon the freo list has already had and 
which it will have in the future. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The destruction of woolqrou ing in the United States. 
{Prepared for William Lawrence, president National Woolgrowers’ Association, 


by Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, Philadelphia, June 
1, 1894.) 
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Average qualities produced in the 
Rocky Mountain region and | } | 
upon the Pacific coast: | | | | 
Graded Montana fine delaine | Per ct.| Cents. | Cents. | Cts. | Ota. | Cts. 
ers essdbes 65 28 | O23); 5 4} 16 
California fine, average fine Mon j | 
tana, choice Nevada, and the | 





best clips in Wyoming ‘ 70 28 | 8} | 5 33 13 
Average fine Nevada, average 
fine Wyoming, and average fine 


| 
i 
aes 
Utah. -. | 73 | 28 7h | 8 2 11 
| 


Utah, Oregon, Colorado, New | 
Mexican, tine below average | 














Nevada... . ost 75 28 7 5 2 10 
Dusty fine Colorado, New Mexi- | | 
can, Arizona, Wyoming........! 80 | 27 5} 5 | 3 7 
Montana and Wyoming medium | | 
OF WAIT-DPOA. . ...6ccsccons . 65 26 9; 5 4 14 
Montana and Wyomingcoarse or | | 
one-fourth blood (Shropshire) . .| 60 25 10 | 5 5 16 
Improved New Mexican ..... shes 65 | 20 7 5 2 13 
Ohio Valley and Lake region: 
Eastern wools.—Ohio XX fine | 
washed fleeces................. | 52 33 16 34 124 264 
Ohio X, New York State X or | | | 
PE TOO cinnds sae anie oe ae: 55 30 | 135 | 33 10 254 
Michigan X, Wisconsin X or | | } 
fine washed Foc eatioh’suwh we | 56 30 13} 34 | 9) 23 
Ohio XX fine unwashed ......... 65 30 103 | 3 74 | 20 
Kentucky, Missouri, Indiana, IIl- | 
inois, Michigan, New York, and } 
Wisconsin & fine unwashed ...! 66 29 | 10 a ae 19 
Ohio medium half-blood washed 
BOCOOD nw osncne sens cvcvsssenseces 40 28 17 34) 135 32 
» Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Ken- | | 
tucky, and Missouri medium 
unwashed (half blood)........- 55 28 12 8 | 9% 23 
Wisconsin, Ohio, New York 
coarse washed (Shropshire). ...| 25 27 20 3h | 163 30 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, | 
average Kentucky, and Wis- | 
consin coarse unwashed........ | 40 | 27 | 16 3 13 23 
North Missouri Valley: | | 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota 
medium or half-blood  un- 
ee | 60 28 ll} 4 73 16 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota } 
coarse or Shropshire un- 
WR 5235 Sak ohsacbancdelecas 50 | 26 14) 4 8 | 18 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota 
fine unwashed ..........eee0-0- 70 | 28 8 | 4 43 134 
| i | 





~_—~ . - . annem ae 


*Including freight, drayage, insurance, commissions, and all charges between 
the farm or ranch and the Eastern factory. 

t Before which time the McKinley law was in full force, but since which date 
its practical effects have been as nearly null and void as though the bill had ac- 
tually been repealed. 

This table shows in the two right-hand parallel columns the free-wool price of 
the principal grades of American wool on the farm or ranch June 1, 1894, and the 
_ mum price received on the farm under the McKinley law previous to March 

, 1893. 

The McKinley price on the farm is in the outside column. 

The free-wool price on the farm is in the column next to outside column. 
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JUNE 15, 
THE EFFECT OF FREE WOOL. 

The pending Wilson-Brice tariff bill proposes to take $40,000,000 annual 
the woolgrowers of the United States by the removal of 11 cents per mms oo 
lowering the value heretofore received for the wool crop of 865,000,000 pounds by 
more than $40,000,000 below the values annually received previous to 1893. y 

THE EFFECT OF 5 CENTS PER POUND DUTY ON WOOL, 

If only 5 cents per pound duty is put upon wools of the first and second classes 
which are mainly those qualities grown in the United States, over $18,000,000 more 
than the free wool price will be put into the hands of the woolgrowers for the w ool 
crop of 1894, which is now being shorn and prepared for market. 

If raw materials like coal and iron ore are to ve protected, although in one hour 
after lying dormant in the mine they can be got ready for market, why should not 
woo! also be protected, when it requires a whole year to prepare it for market as 
againstone hour for coal and ironore? If the free raw material planks of the Chi 
cago platform are to be waived with regard to coal and iron ore, why should the 
same policy not be applied to American wool? 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in regard to the cost of the produc- 
tion of wool in Oregon and the effect of free wool upon the indus- 
try there, I desire to let some of the wool-producers and persons 
familiar with the subject speak for themselves. I hold in my hand 
a statement sent me not for the purpose of publication, by Mr. E. P, 
Cranston, of Keating, Oreg., showing the cost of a band of 1,500 ewes 
for one year, and the value of the products at the present prices of 
wool. Mr. Cranston essures me that— 

There is no money in the sheep business, and should wool be placed on the free 
list I shall quit the business. The longer I remain in it the worse I shall be off. 

rhe statement is in the form of an account. I ask thatit be read 
at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Expense on a band of 1,500 ewes one year. 

Cost, say, at $1.25, $1,875. Wool at 5 cents. These prices are all wool and sheep 

will bring to-day. 


The Secretary will read as requested, in 








SeUODESS OG) CbSE, O1.076, 08 10 DOF CORibs sos ccscssvccccescunccecseesveccsos $187, 50 
Fe Sn nice rndncennnabdusnsbidnbehebboosarucdaserievenkene’s 750, 09 
14 tons salt, at $25........ oO SC odevescondaccrvorcescecs cocceeesecceceecese 37. 50 
3 extra herders during lambing.... 105. 00 
Loss on 1,500 sheep, 5 per cent: for year (small) 93, 75 
Shearing 1,425 sheep, at 7 Conte... ..ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccvcece 99, 75 
Pe ID onnicchG: snub Serlsccun be Usbenbeseass cacuaeneccengebtoce 420. 00 
ee on sd eae tue casen pehe bhadkbeed cab ecebiee's 16. 50 

One-half of one man’s time in tending camp, with expenses of horses, 
ie, ic ccdescuh cicddds beamed anders shedebabeess eet0eeS 6 xu~ 200. 00 
18 months board of herder and tender, at $10................ subs pb emacs 180. 00 
6 days with 4-horse team hauling wool 20 miles ....................---.- 42.00 
3 extra men during two days shearing, at $1.50................2---.eeeee 9. 00 
Board 10 men during two days shearing, sixty meals, at 25 cents...... 15. 00 
Expense and feed of team and wagon ninety days, winter feeding...... 67. 50 
Taxes On 1,600 sheep, $1,675, Bek COME. cues cccccccccccccveccccecescceses 37. 50 
2, 261. 00 
Paceepeepes. BO alt CONG WN Wee axa k's Khe skab eb issenccsdcasnceceescenes 226. 10 
ceva evens Uaeienp tek wid ehe a baes Rosk enon evades ee VSuteaaN 2, 487, 10 

Cr. 

Wool from 1,425 sheep, at 7 pounds—9,975 pounds, at 5 conts............ 498. 75 
1,068 lambs (75 per cent of 1,425), at 75 comte.....cccccccccscscsccccccce 801. 00 


1, 299. 75 
Net loss for one year, $1,187.25. 
Same band of sheep at old rates of wool and price of sheep. 
Add to expense account difference of taxes and interest on difference of cost 
between $1.25 and $2. This difference is $1,125. 


Interest one year on $1,125, at 10 per cent... .... 2... ccc cence en csnccece $112. 50 
TOROS ONS VERT OM G1, 190, AF. 2 POF COME. < oocccccccccccvccccccccccescsecce 22. 50 
AGA SHOVES CSHOMSS OR ENS 1, GO. occ kis cn crewecoccsvccvsccccccccccseccssess 2, 487. 10 


2, 622. 10 





Cr. 
By 9,975 pounds wool, at 15 cents (average) ......0...e.e eee eee n eee cones 1, 496. 25 
By 1,068 lambs (75 per cent of 1,425), at $1.50......------ ec eeeeeeenerenee 1, 602. 00 


a ees 


3, 098, 23 





Profit at former prices, $476.15. 
This seems omail but we have the profit on our own hay, also profit on our own 
teams and pack horses, and our own tender on camps. 
I consider the above a fair estimate. 
E. P. GRANSTON, 
Keating, Oreg. 


Mr. DOLPH. In connection with this statement I submit an- 
other communication from a constituent of mine—a citizen of Ore- 
gon engaged in sheep growing—which will present the Oregon 
woolgrower’s case better than I can present it myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

‘THE DALLES, OREG., February 10, 1894. 
Hon. J. N. Dour, 
Washington. D. C.: 

DeaR Sir: Ihave been requested, as a woolgrower of east Oregon, to write 
you in regard to the condition of the sheep and wool industry of this country 
during the last administration and at the present time. ; 

During the last adminstration stock sheep were worth at this season of the year 
from $3 to $3.75 per head, mutton from $3.50 to $4.25. At the present time stock 
sheep are worth from $1.25 to $1.50 per head, and mutton from $1.75 to $2.35. 
There are sheep-raisers in Wasco County who are offering to engage their entire 
flock, at $1 per head, after shearing; not only one man, but many. ‘ 

I sold my wool during the last administration for from 154 to 18 cents in The 
Dal les. The same class of wool is worth here at the present time from 6 to 8 cents 
per pound. 











1894. 


During the last administration the woolgrowers of this country were among 
the most prosperous class of _— in the State; their credit was among the best; 
their patronage as eagerly sought after by bankers, merchants, and all other busi 
ness men as the most valued customers of any class of producers in this country. 

The present price of wool and sheep will not pay the expense of caring for 
and raising them, and the credit and patronage of the woolgrower at the present 
time is considered as doubtful and risky and as much to be avoided by bankers 
merchants, and other business men as the poorest in the land. Having been en 
gaged in the business during the last ten years, therefore speak from personal 
experience and observation, and from the opinions of Soygeeseneve woolgrowers 
with whom I am acquainted and have known for a number years. 

During the time that I have been engaged in wool and sheep raising, and 

a . > > . . > 
especially under the operation of the McKinkke y bill up to the time of the suprem 
acy of the Democratic party, conditions were such that any person with ordinary 
intelligence, industry, and prudence had every reason and assurance that they 
could be successful in the sheep business. 

I could mention the names of many in my own vicinity and adjoining sections 
whom only a few years ago started, in the most humble positions (sheep-herding) 
without any capital, through their own exertions, prudence, and industry, stand 
today among the well-to-do, prosperous, and honorable citizens of our State. 
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| ernment, especially that of the McKinley tariff, and were thoroughly prospero 


The conditions under protection were such as to build up hope, encourage and | 


stimulate the pow man in his honest endeavor to secure a competency and inde 
pendence for himself and those dependent upon him, a happy state to which the 
poor of other countries seldom reach. 


Not only has the protection of our sheep and wool interest in the lonely deserts | 


of the West made if possible for the penniless sheep-herder to become a wealthy 
man and influential citizen, but has enabled him to contribute largely toward the 
ongpert of other people. ; s 

‘armers, merchants, laborers, and even to the great Transcontinental Railroad 
all have received their portion of the distributions of the Western woolgrowers. 
As you are no doubt aware, among the most prosperous cities of the inland em 
pire owe their prosperity in a large measure to the beneficial conditions under 
which our sheep and wool industries have existed, and the same may be said of 
most of the cities and communities contained in the great “arid” regions of the 
West. 

Is it any wonder the thousands of industrious, energetic men scattered over all 
this great Western range country, striving and toiling along the road of prosper 
ity, urged on by hope and expectation until success is almost within their grasp, 
should view with fear and trembling this great obstacle (the Wilson bill) that has 
appeared before them; this loathsome blight, that is threatening to destroy their 
fields of labor when the golden harvests are almost ready to be gathered; a blight 
so destructive that it will leave the products of their labors worth less than the 
costs of the raising? Is it any wonder that the tlock-masters of this Western 
country are willing to sacrifice their flocks at almost any price? 

When it is known the wool from Australia and other foreign countries, with 
whom we can not (with wool on the free list) compete on accovnt of cheaper labor 
and other natural advantages such as we do not possess can be shipped to Bos- 
ton or New York for less than it costs the Western woolgrower (on an average) 


| distributed all over the land and is, or has been, a bless 


to transport his wool from the shearing corral to the nearest line of transporta- | 


tion. The great danger of the immediate removal of the only barrier now stand- 
ing between us and the destruction of our great industry can scarcely be com- 
prehbended. But knowing, as we do, your valued past record in caring for and 
defending the interests of all the people of this State, do not deem it necessary 
to remind or urge upon you the great importance of this one. 

Thinking that perhaps a few plain facts from one actively engaged in a valued 
industry of your State, now threatened by legislative destruction, might be of 
some benefit, I remain, 

Yours, truly, A.M. KELSEY. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, yesterday I stated that the destruc- 
tion of the woolgrowing industry in Oregon would deprive several 
thousand farmers and laboring men and many more persons depend- 
ent upon them for support of the means of subsistence, and would 
render valueless large tracts of land in the eastern portion of the 
State which can be utilized for pasture for sheep, but can not be 
improved for general agricultural purposes. The letter just read 
at the desk reminds me that there are other interests which I did 
not mention yesterday that will be disastrously affected. 
stance, 2,500,000 sheep in eastern Oregon, scattered throughout that 


great extent of territory, make a local market for hay and for grain 


For in- | 


which can not be marketed after the woolgrowing industry is | 


destroyed and the sheep driven out of the country or to the slaughter 
pens. Thewool product and the increase of the flocks also provide 
freight for the transportation lines, and so there are great numbers 
of men employed in the various industries who are indirectly bene- 
fited by the woolgrowing industry in the State and who will be 
indirectly injured by its destruction. 

I have here a copy of a letter written by one of the most intelli- 
gent citizens of Oregon, who has made the question of woolgrow- 
ing and sheep-raising and the subject of agriculture and fruit- 
rowing a study fora lifetime. It was written to Hon. William R. 
Ellis, one of Oregon’s Representatives in the other House, and is a 
very intelligent statement of the condition of the woolgrowing 
industry in Oregon, the cost of conducting the same, and the profit. 
Considering the impatience of my friend from Tennessee, I shall not 
ask that it be read if it can go into the Recorp without reading, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none. 

The letter is as follows: 


(r 


THE DALLEs, OreG., December 10, 1893. 

DEAR Sir: As one of your constituents allow me to thank you for your action 
favoring the extension of time for the payment of dues upon our railway lands. 
The passage of that bill will be a blessing to many who are trying hard to make 
homes for themselves and families in this highland region. 

I also offer you a representation of our woolgrowing industry, and beg leave to 
express with regret the feeling of gloom which seems to thoroughly prevail 
among a large portion of the settlers who came in upon these highland plateaus 
and mountain sides, and made homes upon lands not suited to diversified farming 
but excellent for sheep husbandry. 

The withdrawal of protection from woolgrowing, by allowing the admission of 
foreign-grown wool free of duty, and the inability of shepherds to dispose of their 


last —_ product, which in this eastern Oregon valley amounts to 23,500,000 
pounds, not only spreads distress, but paints the future of this heretofore prosper 


ous industry, which is far greater than all else here, with the most distressing 
uncertainty. 


XXVI——396 


Is there objection to the request of the | 
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I am personally acquainted with many sheep owners who have bought lands 
and fitted up homes and ranches under the protective encouragement of the Gov 
and happy in their highland homes, two, three, four, five, six, and some seven 
thousand feet above the ocean, which is almost in sight to the west of some of the 


plateaus upon the Cascade Range, where they find the finest grasses, in a climate 





unsuited to varied agriculture, but splendid for sheep grazing and the production 
of the finest mutton 

rheir business, I assure you, was very prosperous, as I will show you some 
of these men, nay, most of them, came here and entered upon this national in 
dustry without capital, and some of them have eight, ten, twelve, and sixteen 


thousand sheep, and have established home ranches and improvements all over 
an area of forty to fifty thousand square miles; bringing civilization ] 
houses, churches, villages, mills, and comfort and happiness. And now they bow 
to what appears inevitable—destruction and ruin of their industry and its great 
privileges; the American wool market offered free to the foreigtier and to semi 
civilization 

I assure you, these sheepmen are conscious of the effect of the complete change 
in the economic policy of the Government toward sustaining their industry, and 
are trying to sell their sheep at $1, and, in some cases, at 70 cents per head 


schools 


W hen 
I came here twenty years since, there were in this immense great mountain basin 
but 21,000 sheep that sheared only 5} pounds of wool each; last year (1892) w 
sheared 23,000,000 pounds of wool from sheep that yielded 7 to 8} pounds each 
upon the great ranges almost all in sight of this locality Che physical character 
of the sheep has been much improved for mutton, consequently of the fiber 

You will please bear in mind that this great industry now forced to compete 
with Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Buenos Ayres , is in eastern Oregon 
ng to allof the people, 
bringing comfort and plenty to any industrious man’s door who would enter upon 
it, and within the reach of any industrious man; its stock in trade was at home 
it fed and clothed and found its market for the produce at home, and distributed 
all its blessings at home, instead of going toa ieoslem people with them. ‘Trust 
ing you will pardon the liberty I have taken in addressing you, I want to | 


ete 








allowed to present facts to convince you of the calamity we feel awai is ip 
removing the tariff now upon foreign wool. 
In the year 1892 we received at this depot 5,532,000, pounds, and paid 

therefor ar average of 16 cents per pound, making cash received ) 
Mutton, 130,000 head, at $2.25 each ........... a eee ot 2 00 
Wool pelts, at 114 cents per pound, 6 pounds cach. 11, 400. 00 

SE A tisrabiebasdecenvekdntnudide edudadiddcucudnuaduuedids 9, ( 

Amount for lambs not obtained. 

This year of 1893 the amount is not quite solarge, but it is as foll 

Wor l production at The Dalles, Oregon, 1898. 
Wool received, clip 1893, 5,125,000 pounds, and placed at 7 cents per 

BO ansikitracivnees (kee diidecndadeadidasmadhdedsiswdindns ed $358, 750. 00 
Mutton sheep at average $1.50 eac ‘ 255, 000. 00 
W ool pelts, 19,200, 6 pounds each, at 4 cents per pound .. 46, 080. 00 

EOE ROGGIIER, TOOE chika ctccwiccttncnsasnnvecdwscunund 659, 830. 00 
Amount paid for lambs not obtained. 
EE Be SE Bain 6 cide cainicadasbusned edesddisaccivasaquduws 1, 219, 020. 00 
SS Gi Ge FO i a hikncecdndddbesenssaiecincictsiaasennes 659, 830. 00 
Difference in receipts, 1892 and 1893......... », 190. 00 
Pendleton, 1892: 
W ool received, 1,693,961 pounds; average price, 13 cents........ 219, 314. 00 
2,000 wool pelts, 60 cents each............-.-2-2--- 1, 200. 00 
rH) 14 {) 
Pendleton, 1893: 
W ool received, 1,126,627 pounds, at 6 cents. ( 7.6 
Wool pelts, 25 cents each............. 00 
67, 972. 62 
Ileppner, 1892: 
ey ee EE GOR, BE NO CUD ian cans cs ceccewqunevecennce 272, 500. 00 
BI COT Ce Se ON Rik tcineuvdcdendancrnnvstntiaewvcdquccesurduee 247, 000. 00 
9 m0. OO 
Heppner, 1893: 
Wool, 2,500,000 pounds, at 7 cents.................. , ‘ a 17 ”). 00 
Mutton, 80,000 sheep, at $1 cach ........ cece eeeceeecceeee ’ 80, 000. 00 
” 
Arlington, 1892, 1,512,000 pounds wool, at 16 cents............ occces 202, SURG 
Arlington, 1893, 1,110,000 pounds wool, at 7 cents......... xesdenees 77, 700. 00 
f ) 

I am not able to hand you the wool receipts for Baker City, La Grand, and 
other posts in your district, butfyou may rely, uponthe numberof sheep returned 
that the district you represent has prodaced this past year 24,000,000 pounds of 
wool. By the price Ihave given you as that paid last year (1892) at the pro 
ducer’s home market and that received this year, being less than half as much, 
and mutton being only worth one-third as much as in 1892, such action by Cor 
gress will virtually stop the progress of all the population in this immense graz- 
ing kingdom. 

I hope you will not think I write at random. 

Until I came here I was a wool manufaturer, and was engaged in handling the 
wool of all countries that-was on the market, and as a fair judge I am preud of 
what my neighbors have done in establishing here on American soil the best 
kind of sheep breeding, and systematically feeding their sheep so as to produce a 
fine, long, strong-fibered wool. Eight and 8} pounds of wool ona fat, well-fed sheep, 





is what intelligence among these high mountain shepherds has done, instead of 
shearing only 54 pounds, the old average here. Allof this wool has a splendid 
felting fiber, and although 3,000 to 7,000 feet above the ocean, has no tender spot 
in the fiber for the dry days of July and August—night dews 

Che Oregon woolgrower was proud of his success, but it is unfortunate that 


political suecess demands that a political party shall break down such an indus 
try and discourage such a splendid set of men and their families, and forthe sake 
of political ascendency give these established privileges to great united masses 
of capital which control semicivilized sheep ranges of other countries. T!) act 





to remove protection to American woolgrowers will, directly and indirectly, seri 


ously injure 25,000 men, women, and children in these highlands, who under Re 
publican economy found comfort and plenty at their own ‘'doorsill. 
I am, respectfully, your friend, 
rHOS. S. LANG. 


Hon. WILLIAM R. ELLIs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. DOLPH. ‘To emphasize what has already been so well stated 
on this floor by the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] and my 
colleague {Mr. Mircur..] and others concerning the difference in 
the cost of transportation of the American wool product, as com- | 
pared with the cast of transporting the product of some foreign | 
countries whose citizens compete with the citizens of the United | 


States in woolgrowing, I will quote briefly from a letter received 
from Messrs. Keyser, Fisler & Co., of Philadelphia, as follows: 
ZEALAND WOOLGROWE! 

D. J 1 prom nt woolgrower from Chatham Islands, New Zealand, 
I t | ‘that he had resided in that country for thirty years; that he is 
as) that « i freights are three-eighths of a cent a pound to London; 
that it costs him 4 cents per head to shear his sheep; and that it costs him 7 cents 

l | a vol and ll it on the London market. 

Chis is accompanied by a statement of an Idaho woolgrower, 
Frank J. Hegart, of the firm of J. D. Wood & Co., Challis, Idaho, 
vho is ready to make affidavit— 

That Mr. Wood sided in Idaho twenty-seven years; that ho is a sheep- 

rand ’ out 30,000 sheep in Idaho last year; that railroad freights 
nis ay Lto Philadelphia; that it costs him 10 cents per head to shearjhis 
that it costs |} over 20 cents per pound to produce his wool, and sellit on 


Mr. President, this shows that not only in the matter of pasture 
lands or the cost of lands, the cost of labor, and in climate, but that 


i transportation many of the foreign woolgrowers have a decided 
mivanta over the American producer of wool. 

If,we were to leave out all considerations of the difference in the 
price of labor, the difference in the cost of pasturage, and the dif- 
ference in the expense of shearing, the simple difference in the cost 
of transportation would seem to require that a duty should be 


levied upon the foreign product to equalize the difference of the 
conditions between the foreign producer and the American pro- 
ducer. 

I desire to quote brielly from a memorial which I hold in my 













hand, signed by the wool merchants of Boston. They say: 
t the wool-producing industry of the United States and Territories, already 
the ird largest of the world, needs only an adequate protection to increase rap 
1} importance until it may rival the product of the most prolific of the Eng- 
lisl onies shown by the fact that under the favoring system now threatened 
ith removal, the increase in 1893 over 1892 was over 31, 000,000 poundg, bringing 
he duct of last year up to the enormous sum of 364,000,000 pound. Is this 
| » profitable and reasing business to be transferred from our own people 

to ihe hand {t the foreigner! 

dy in a single year, from the mere fear of such legislation, the flock of the 
( i States has shrunk in numbers from 47,273,553 to 45,048,017. Ina single 
the farmers of the United States, according to the Department of Agricul- 
ve BF io total value of their sheep decline from $125,909,264 on January 
1, 1893, to $89,186,110 on Janu 1, 1894, showing a shrinkage of about $37,000,000 
n this brief per dif we take into account the shrinkage in value of farm 
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and ranch property devoted to the sheep industry during the twelve months, we 
may say, without any fear of contradiction, that the direct loss on the fixed 
property of woolgrowers during one year has been not less than $50,000,000. But 
this is not all It is a very moderate estimate to state that the decline in the 
\ of the 1 taken from these seeep in 1893 1 duced the purchasing power of 
the wool grows y at least $20,000,000 mor 


‘venty millions of dollars of loss in the decline of the value of 
iheir property, their flocks, and their wool product to the farmers of 
the United States in a single year by the mere threat of placing wool 
on the free list. They proceed to say: 


h lo s have already been inflicted by the possibility of passing this 

bill ! hall measure the damage to follow if tho bill itself becomes a law? 
lt ; without saying that the interests are mutual of the woolgrower of 
America, the manufacturer who manipulates the staple, and all who handle wool 


in any of its stages or in any capacity, and that they are natural allies. Hence, 


Wilson bill, with the interests of the woolgrowers of this broad land from Maine 
to ‘Texas and from Georgia to Oregon in view, we, the wool merchants of Boston, 
without distinction of party, whose signatures are hereto aflixed, representing 
with few exceptions, the entire catalogue of wool dealers and commission mer- 
chants of this market, earnestly protest against the adoption of the inconsistent 
provisions of Schedule K of section No. 1 and paragraph No. 685 of section No. 2 
of the measure now before the United States Senate known as the Wilson bill. 
lis adoption will be, in a great degree, destructive to the business of the wool 
producer, and whereas it is his right to demand the perpetuity of his industry, 
its continuance will also add, we believe, to the general prosperity of the country, 

I desire to quote some brief extracts from the memorial of the 
Ohio Woolgrowers’ Association, which I will insert in my remarks 
without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McLaurrn in the chair). Tho 
Chair hears no objection and leave is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

AMERICAN WOOLGROWERS CAN WITH ADEQUATE PROTECTION SUPPLY ALL NEEDED 
WOOLS. 

American woolgrowers with adequate protection can and soon will supply all 
wools needed for consumption in this country. No man doubts their capacity to 
supply all needed merino wools, and all the coarse wools of the mutton breeds. 
And with a sutlicent number of these and the native Mexican sheep with crosses, 
adapted to Texas and some of the new States and Territories, all needed third- 
class wools can be supplied. (See U.S. Senate Mis. Doc. No. 149, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, first session.) And it is abundantly proved that the woolgrowers of this 
country can and do supply merino and other~wools unsurpassed by—indeed supe- 
rior to—any in the world. (See Bulletin of the National Association of Wool 
Manufacturers, March, 1890, p. 4; also September, 1891, p. 807; Switzler’s U.S. 
‘Treasury Department Wool Report, 1887, p. 36; Consular Reports U. S. State 
Department No. 128, May, 1891, p. 112; The American Wool Interest, New York 
American Protective Tariff League, September, 1892, p. 8.) 


FREE WOOL WILL SUBSTANTIALLY DESTROY THE AMERICAN WOOL INDUSTRY. 


This can be readily proved. The present ee of washed merino wool in the 


wool-manufacturing centers, New York, Philadelphia, and Boston, are from 20 to 


what benefits the grower is for the good of all. 
lherefore, frowning upon all sectional legislation, which is too apparent in the 
} 
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23 cents; for unwashed about 15 cents, for the wools of the Northern States east 
of Kansas. 

The p ice for North Dakota, western Kansas, Colorado, Utah, W: oming, Idaho 
unwashed merino is about 10 to 13 cents. For Washington, Or gon, ‘Texas, New 
Mexico, from 8 to 13 cents. Other grades sell at corresponding rates. 

These are the lowest rates ever known in this country. 

The price has been forced down because wool manufacturers properly believed 
that before they could manufacture wool into goods they would be met by the 
importation of woolen goods on free-wool prices, and so could not afford to pay 
more than free-wool prices for American wools. 

The prices already mentioned may be regarded as more than free-wool prices in 
our Eastern cities, where the chief wool manufacturing of the country exists 

But these are prices in those cities. The farm or ranch value of wools in the 
localities where produced will be and are from 3 to 4 cents per pound less, to 
cover local wool-buyers’ profits, profits to wool merchants in the Eastern States 
their commission for classifying, storing, insurance, and selling to manufacturers 
Wools can be shipped from Melbourne, Australia, to Boston for less than 1 cent 
per pound, while from the Pacific States, Texas, and our new interior States 
freight ranges from 2to3 cents per pound; and Australian unwashed merino 
wools shrink in scouring only 50 per cent, while our Western unwashed shrink 
from 66 to 70 per cent, and sometimes more. With such prices wool can not be 
produced in any State or Territory of the United States. 

COMPARISON OF SHEEP AND WOOL MANUFACTURING. 

rhe wool industry now under normal conditions, as in former years, wo 

represent the following: , 











Ue SN 345. ncuns ha dned a hieedbsneanddabeenes bss sdpandbantens $120, 000, 000 
Capital in farms and barns for sheep Sa'seecdacdues Sawn 400, 000, 000 
Number of flocks and flock-masters PE RE Pte 9 Fae Sees 1, 000, 000 
Number of men employed a portion of tho year...............-.e0.- 100, 0 

Wool produced, Non sci Kcaekbdbhedhuketuekpuansennenaeskietz cas 829, 410, 542 
ee ee $80, 000, 000 
Number of sheep 45, 000, 000 





Value of sheep sold for pelt and foor ' 
2 CE ns cnc tah x aikedan JadhEVebhenwnkesdatndaadunnt 25, 000, 000 
Value of services of flock-masters.. 59, 000, 000 
Cost of washing and shearing shee ; », 000, 000 
LOCAL AURORE PANE BOP TAGE once sdcnscsnscnescccccccce ‘ 80, 000, 000 
THE DESTRUCTION OF THE WOOL INDUSTRY A COLOSSAL POLITICAL CRIME. 

Ill. The product of the gold mines of the United States in 1892 was 1,596,375 
fine ounces, of the value of $33,000,000; the product of the silver mi 
58,000,000 fine ounces Troy, worth at the average commercial value of $ 
per fine ounce, $50,750,000, or a total of both of $83,75 


$30, 000, 900 









50,000. Great as this is 
is less than the annual value of the mutton product and the wool shorn from our 
45,000,000 sheep at fair prices. 

What would be said if Congress should prohibit the working of our gold mines 
and thus destroy their value? 

We have heard much and truly of the ruin of the demonetization of silver, | 
free wool would be more ruinous than the destruction of our mines of gold a 
silver. 

If a foreign army should approach our shores with a purpose to destroy asingle 
village or to pillage one single sheep ranchevery true American would be ‘‘ ready 
to welcome the invaders with bloody hands to hospitable graves." 

But we are now threatened with invasion by the woolgrowers of the outside 
world, whose poate it is to destroy our sheep husbandry, to impoverish our 
peop!., and enrich themselves. The foreign woolgrowing countries take sub- 
stancially nothing from us but gold in return for their wools, thus robbing us of 
the coin we need for the success of all our industries. When we produce the wool 
we have it and our gold—a double source of wealth; when we send gold abroad 
to buy foreign wool we bave the perishable wool, the foreigners have the perma 
nent wealth of gold. 

Financial panics come because of the export of gold. If wo cease to buy foreign 
wool we can forever avoid panics from that cause. 

A GROSS AND UNJUST ATTACK ON AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES. 

IV. Free wool, with such protection for wool manufacturing as will neither 
‘timperil nor curtail’’ it, as a permanent policy, would be an invidious discrimi 
nation in favor of manufacturers against woolgrowers and the great body of our 
people engaged in agricultural pursuits. 

VI.—SHEEP HUSBANDRY HAS STRONGER CLAIMS TO PROTECTIVE DUTIES TITAN ANY 
AMERICAN INDUSTRIES. 

1. ‘This is so because it is the only absolutely national industry which reaches 
into and can be usefully pursued, and with blessings and advantages to all the 
people, in every State and Territory and in every county in the country. 

When Gen. Hancock was a candidate for the Presidency he said: ‘The tarift 
is a local question.”’ This is true as to many industries. The mining of lead, 
coal, iron ore, copper; the production of sugar, rice, tobacco, oranges; the manu- 
facture of cotton, hemp, flax, iron, and other materials, all deserving protection— 
are all local. But sheep husbandry—the production of wool and mutton—is 
broad as the Republic; every inhabitant must have wool for clothing and needs 
mutton because healthful, the cheapest and best of all meat foods. 

It gives employment for every locality, fertilizes lands all over the country 
wherever the ‘ golden hoof” is found, and gjves comfort from every ‘' golden 
fleece.” 

2. Sheep husbandry has preeminent claims to protection because itis great 
among the greatest of all our industries in the amount of capital invested, the 
wages and revenues secured for labor and services, the value of its product in 
utilizing large areas of land available for no other purpose, and in the additions 
it makes to national and individual wealth, thus sharing and relieving burdens 
of taxation in every county in the Republic. 

3. There is not one argument in favor of protection for any industry which is 
not more than equally applicable to sheep husbandry. 

4. Neither wool nor mutton ever have been, and neither ever can be, made the 
subject of combinations or trusts to secure exorbitant prices. There are some 
industries in which both foreign and American combinations have been made to 
limit production and demand extortionate prices, but sheep husbandry encoun- 
ters no such objection. 

5. Who asks for free wool? Outside of the minority of Eastern wool manufac- 
turers who favor free wool, and the few whom they influence, there is no demand 
for free wool. No petition from any other source has gone up to Congress for free 
wool. 


Mr. DOLPH. AsI have said before, this industry gives employ- 
ment to American labor, to unskilled laborers. There are said to 
be over a million sheep-raisers and wool-growers in the United 
States. To be sure, a very large proportion of the sheep of the 
country are owned in large flocks, but they constitute as a rule in 
such cases the entire property of the owner. Sheep-raising and 
woolgrowing is his business, and he is engaged in no other. His 
lands, his time, his entire capital are engaged in the business. 
Then there are a large number of smaller flock-owners, small 
farmers, who, as has been said on this floor, depend upon the 
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product of their locks for the rgady money required to buy the 
necessaries of life and for the payment of taxes. These are a class 


of our citizens who are entitled to the sympathy and the aid of 
legislator: rhe Democratic party has always claimed to be in 
sympathy with them and to be desirous of legislating in their 

interest. 
Then this industry provides employment for many other citize 
1en who work for daily or monthly wages, as herd 





ot iess8 means, 





ers who care for the sheep, the shearers of sheep, and incidentally 
the industry furnishes employment to many others engaged in trans- 


portation, in producing hay, grain, and otheremployments. If any 
class of the people of the United States should be preferred when 
islate upon the tariff or upon any other subject it is 
vbor with their hands. In this country the American 


citizen who works by the month or by the day, in theory, at least, 


has the same political power as tl] 


we come to leg 
he men who | 





! } } ) 
yman who owns his millions, as 





the man who controls the great industries of the country, as the 
man engaged In great enterprise 
el of men are in the majorit: l to 
( it ! I ] e prob L many the 
class that has1 le this « try what it ide 
th lestiny ott co tl in e tuture, vern- 
ment is to be intained, if our free institutions are to endure, thi 
class of citizens must be made self-supporting and independent 
Mr. President, I do not care to follow up the discussion of this 


ranch of the subject, but I will submit as a part of my remarks 
two brief quotations from the New England business men’s memo 
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$16, 300, 273. 44 
13, 134, 530. 57 
10, 723, 479. 07 
9, 827, 643. 51 
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Yearly imports. 
| Ave aa Condition 
Year. | Ps abt national debt Nature of the economic policy existing. 
Value. (|° , ustom vearly. 
; ¢ uties ‘ . 
received 
| thereon. 
dae ee _| —|—_— — —_—-——}--— —— ——___—____— —— - - _ 
WD iinic cise dcivamaunne®s $64, 666, 666 | 16 DE Ce artes dior tn siedawendncccccracapenuniiensaetrwuksiuk wengsinetencaasebe ies 
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| (passed unanimously) 
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1808... -ncccccccccccccece 59, 400, 000 | BCR, Fae Oe [ec cwcccnsccccccsecceccccccatentesecccucccccccesseccucce cescecuucssesasect 
1810..... @ 0 ssccesceeccecs 85, 400, 000 | SO CR ie Btn OE bo nta ne ccceneccccccscesecisecsedeseecdusccueeseteucaecseceeeanses eo 
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| SE rer |} 22,005, 000 60 | | Special additions ... 
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binkivadiencsmeuees 147, 103, 000 25 127, 334, 983. 74 | Calhoun’s protective tariff ...... cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccs 
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BSc Ganedenathiengaubes 88, 509, 824 34 | 67, 475, 043. 87 | Increased protective rate 13 called the “Tariff of abomination’ by the opposition 
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BERAs covinece coeesvaenen | 27 ET ctcnddeddahadedcicads cade dient oGcadunedes ke tihianevasbauenaaadidawsuecendeea 
BOER ec cnccecescesocesesece 26 15, 925, tt iat Ladtunawhbedhdngheene Uwe sts d6dnedGestcbedseedemeretdaaceradianqtaeetsscreanse 
4e 99 5 5 1 OF 
ee reese a ‘} 16 aS eae a3 7 Qe Walker's tariff” and attempt to create so-called free trade under title of 
NE ALE T SS a Caer | 20 47. 044, 862.23 |) Tevenue tariff. Dallas's casting vote in Senate secures passage. 
BOER cdesesikecctiondcenr 19 63, 061, 858.69 | Treasury exhausted; importers’ monopoly ......................++-- 
Wi vacetisincins comets | 22 nad a Ldkntehiiaenadandke tar eihebhgheadantehkadsanracnaned 
BROE = cccccsccccoccccegese 23 itch tick ceshinnnd sine RUbedinbutd mbabtetsetkcesudaeqnaedactened 
Petco esdbhesyencends 22 ENTE Lithia waheediasbéd cuadedtddsnnneiataucnede eadweneueunanangand 
Pe ideveveccennewceneses 22 a ceGnddawhestinneedsneas dinate ceded debkdaninaddsekesheuntpe 
rere ee 21 Aa eo eek haragdacmekhaddheavabagudedddketdedaddanetanidungdvanevusinanaeudliie 
Dinan Wkmenniceeeenias 20 IITs iittens dinktine ads Gethedlna nicda ine dakas aaa ebes 
NiCincnsdts6dscnacatess 336 20 | RM Boast uns canine cacndedtaddennéaseaeetodcaudas , as 
SUF in veewestessenesacees 360, 890, 141 18 28, 699, 831.85 | Reduction from rates of the Walker tariff’ (1846) by combine of free wool 
| | | and secession interests. 
WB icccccccseaccccscucns 282, 613, 150 15 44, 911, 881.03 | Investigations by Congress as to corruption............ 
Bee ebsebesseccnvuscceste 338 ‘ 15 IN ere Cohen tan teedddiotenanekas aque celssddies dacabo axcnneuandinks 
1860 52, 15 Se ae eee kad edi aia eapint ae a Gari 
1861 5 12 90, 580, 873. 72 | ‘* Morrill t: aiff , ’ general increase to the tariff of 1846.............. 
1862 ei aa saclans 
1863 Se.) 5 Ree Otay SEE Bris dn xuddened<ndcckhnncnwades : a ae eo ea meas 
1864 | 31 | 1, 815, 784, 370.57 | Revision, increase 50 per cent, the basis of WEE, QUEEN, 1O0E dedcaccusiaws 
1865 | ey OF NED 6 cid dn cndaekiedueckevs dvcenecasadqucebineees 
1866 | 40 | 2, 773, 236, 173. 69 |...... Sibtddnadcaddsbecadeeiecdu se blac citd cain dia nce Uadneuddacdaamaunaws 
44 | 2, 678, 126, 103. 87 |...... lt echbibld -adimenniialesamendkthoaientaGtans sancabancanedns 
\ 43 | 2,611, 687, 851.19 }...... Pa brwékvxenbugedeeped Hiesdadi ge rienbebonkeuscadidcKctasbehisnedwanaedue 
41 | 2,5 2, 213. 04 |...... ber etescudcecontqsecusécascans 
45 Pe sein daadcedsdndcteendeeive bxeteunddheadiagesnteds auediecddaasasanmseamede 
ee ed oo on ace ae ea debs MANES Kam amaeeaasmeneadude 
| hn a tad din aa oc anid Sabrent cag baagwareadbwendadinddnwdcenenekdates 
j 28 E24 thn eats did wehdtcaduad uve deakenGilearkaaeddsdentlonaudaebuads 
28 1, 690, 468. 43 |...... CT Ad iutiectkinedenTdae andes dccessc6nceknERGnelanhahedintsacusandabanes 
29 2, 284, 531. 95 
31 , 395, 067.15 
| 27 301, 392. 10 
92 > On 209 FO 
‘ ‘ 27 2 349. Se? aba O04 } No action of importance beyond special revision 
760, 989, 056 | 2 2. 120, 415, 370. 63 
753, 240, 125 | 26 | 2, 069, 013, 569. 58 
| 767,111, 964 | 28 | 1,918, 312, 994. 03 
| 751, 670, 305 28 | 1,884, 171, 728.07 | Reduced tariff generally. (‘‘Senate bill” passed after failure of ‘‘ House bill 
| | | and commission’s rates.) 
1890..... pbpwhwnwodnacens 1 780, 300, 400 |......0-. | 1, 552, 140, 204. 73 Me Kinley tariff ‘‘for revenue and home industry wanata 
FO kekepcenecdnneveces | OUB, 400, 000 |. neces. | 7,923, 341.13 | ‘‘ Wilson bill’’—Revenue only (professed), admitting a deficit of $75,000,000 





Ruin to Southern interests. 


These amounts represent the surplus revenue there would have been these years without any custom duties at all. 


tNo returns these years, but this was the average rate estimated. 
Treasury, December, 1893.) 


| Estimated to June 30, 1894. 
under the Me Kinley tariff. 
§Or an average of only $6,446,350.92 per year ($6,000,000) - 
A similar exhibit of our gross expense 8 and recei 
not more than a * tariff for revenue only.’ 
“ Texiff Reviews.” 


(See Report Secre tary 


A ‘tariff for revenue only,” 
= would show even a greater de 
What, therefore, would have been the 


Our foreign commerce the largest amount in the history of tl 
even considering war debt. 
endence upon protective laws; hence our customs rec 


eficit of the National Treasury under a ‘‘free-tracdt 


policy 


Date of the pre 


vailing itarifl 
law. 
Mav 13, 1800 
Mar. 26, 27, 1804. 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do. 
Do 
Do. 
July 1, 1812, 
July 29, 1813. 
Do 
Do. 
Apr. 27, 1816. 
Do 
Apr. 20, 1818, 
May 1819. 
Do 
Do 
Do 
D 
May 2 24 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Mar. 19, 1828 
May 20, 1830, 
Do. 

.| July 14, 1832, 
Mar. 2, 1833 
Do 
Do. 

Do. 

Do 
Do 
Do. 

Do 
Sept. 11, 1841, 
Aug. 30, 1842. 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Aug. 6, 1846. 

) Do 
‘ Do. 

Deo 

Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do 

Do. 
Mat 1857. 

Do 

Do 

Do 
Mar. 2 and Dee 

24,1861 

July 14, 18¢ 
Mar. 3, 1 
June 30, 1864 
Mar 1865 
Mar. ¢, and Jul 
Mar 1467 
Ju ) 1868 
Fel. 24, 1869 
July 14, 1870. 
March 3, 1871 
June 6, 1872 
March 3, 1873. 
June 22, 1874. 


» been a tually 
See series of 



























SMT i 
wT I ts 



















6326 


Mr. DOLPH. It il) be 


understood from what I have already 
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said at this time, and what I have said on previous occasions, that 
I believe the progress of this bill should stop here, at least until 
f0mMe Concession i ide by the majority in regard to wool. I 
hardly know what my duty is in regard to the matter. My own 
opinion has been that if th ority in this Chamber were united 
and were determined to accomplish that result, this bill could be 
beaten, and j ] kdl be be: ; 

Considerin thie t that the passage of this bill would be | 
destructive to every great interest of this country, and instead of 
I ing the present conditions, as is supposed by the Senator 

n Teunessee [Mr. Harris] would be the case, would perpetuate 

‘ 1 conditions in th country, would prevent the revival 
of business, exeept in connection with such a reduction of wages | 

ould be disastrous to the workingmen of this country, and 


inasmuch as this bill once passed, the mistake or the evil can not be 
remedied until the party which favors the protection of American 
which believes that protection to American capital and 
y to individual and national prosperity 
I have believed that it was the duty of the 


industries, 






American labor is necessary 


rain in power, 
Republican minority in this Chamber to enter into a struggle of 
physical endurance with the majority, and to treat this bill as the 
other side of the Chamber, heretofore in the minority, have treated 
measures to which they were opposed. 

I do not sympathize much with the idea that because the Demo- 


cratic party succeeded to power and claim that that was a verdict 
of the American people in favor of tariff for revenue only, which I 
deny, no obstruction should be placed in the way of the majority, 


but that they should be left free to impose upon this country such | 


legislation as they favor. If next fall the Congressional elections 
(when we shall surely elect a Republican majority in the other 
House) could also reverse the verdict so far as the Presidency is con- 
cerned, and the political majority in the Senate, I should be willing 
to make a brief trial of the Democratic doctrine; but, sir, consider- 
ing the fact that if this bill once becomes a law it must remain on 
the statute book for an indefinite time, at least for two or four 
years, I have believed it to be the duty of the minority in the 
Senate if possible by any parliamentary means to defeat the passage 
of this bill. 

But, sir, when [ come to consider that it is the great Northwest, 
the new States of this Union, which are to be injured most by this 
legislation, the States which are dependent upon great industries 
that are to be stricken down and destroyed; when I recollect that 
three of those States are but partially represented in the United 
States Senate; that two are represented in the Senate in whole or 
in part by Democrats; when I find that the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the distinguished Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dunors] differ with me for some reason as to what meas- 
ure should be adopted for the defeat of the pending bill; when I 
find another distinguished Senator from one of those States seldom 
voting upon the bill, and several more absent, I become discour- 
aged and I know that what might be accomplished by unity of 
action, by an agreement in regard to the measures which should be 
adopted, can not be accomplished under such circumstances. 

o, as my friend from ‘Tennessee says when he not very good- 
naturedly yields to the necessity that is upon him, not on account of 
opposition alone on this side of the Chamber, but the failure of his 
own side to stand by him, I, from force of circumstances, will per- 
haps be compelled to cease my further opposition to the considera- 
tion of the bill and its final disposition, and leave it to our friends 
on this side of the Chamber and the Senator from Tennessee to 
make their own agreements about schedules, about the rule which 
shall limit debate, and about the time when votes are to be taken. 

Mr. PLATT. May I interrupt the Senator from Oregon for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr.PLATT. Suppose the only question pending before the Sneate 
were the question whether wool should be put on the free list. If 
that were an independent proposition, disconnected from the other 
items of the pending measure, does not the Senator from Oregon 
think that a fortnight or three weeks would be the shortest time in 
which a proposition of that magnitude could be properly discussed 
in the Senate? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think so. 

Mr. PLATT. Yet, here we are complained of because we are tak- 
ing two or three days to discuss it. 

Mr.‘\DOLPH. We have consumed two days and a portion of the 
third. That is the truth. The suggestion of the Senator from Con- 
necticut only emphasizes what I stated a few moments ago in regard 
to the impatience of the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from 
Tennessee docs not seem to be charged with the duty of determin- 
ing what the provisions of the bill shall be; he does not seem to be 
charged with the duty of discussing the bill, but he seems to be 
imbued with the idea that the bill is toconfer a great blessing upon 
the people of the United States, and should be rushed through with- 
out discussion. Ihave seen nothing to compare with the impatience 
of my friend from Tennessee, except the impatience of the press 
and of a few people who, when the bill for the repeal of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman act was under consideration, believed 
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what I did not, that the purchase of silver was the cause of our 
financial trouble, and that it was necessary, in order to restore 
financial prosperity in the country, that that bill should be imme- 
diately disposed of. We have been discussing the question as to 
whether wool shall go upon the free list two days. For two dayg 
we have been discussing the question which has been discussed by 
the American people for a hundred years, as to ; 
industry shall be protected. 

I had statistics concerning the industry; I had quotations here 
from, youmightsay, the fathers of the Revolution, the framers of the 
Constitution, from Democrats and Whigs alike in early days, show 
ing the propriety and necessity of protecting the woolgrowing 
industry; showing that domestic wool is as necessary to the di fense 
of the nation as fortsand gunsand armies. I might have presented 
them to the Senate, and I should have presented them to the Senate 
if I had supposed it would accomplish any good purpose. I beg to 
assure the Senator from Tennessee that I have not at all failed to 
do so out of regard for his impatience or out of consideration for 
his desire to secure the early disposition of the bill. 

Another thing which has discouraged me largely is that one or 
two of our friends from the West have been disposed to belittle the 
alleged effects of the threat of free trade upon the industries of the 
country, and have been disposed to belittle the supposed effects ot 
the passage of the pending bill upon the industries of the country. 


} 1 
whether #] 
Whethey the wool 


| My friend from Nevada (Mr. StewarrT) has gone so far on this 


floor as to state that the gold standard and free trade should go 
together. I do not agree with those Senators that the present con- 
dition of our industries has been brought about by financial 
legislation. I deplore as much as any member of the Senate 
and as much as anyone can the existing financial condition of 
this country and the world. I believe that I am a better friend to 
silver to-day than any man who advocates the free coinage of sil- 
ver. I believe that one who advocates the free coinage of silver 
is a silver monometallist. I think there arebut two courses for this 
Government to pursue. 

One is to maintain the present standard and to endeavor to secure 
aninternational agreement between the principal commercial nations 
of the earth for the free coinage of silver by those countries at an 
agreed ratio, and the other is to adopt free coinage of silver and 
go to the silver standard. I have never believed and I could not 
be convinced, because it would be contrary to all our experience, 
that the free coinage of silver by the United States alone would 
increase the value of silver bullion until 16 ounces of silver would 
be worth an ounce of gold. I know that gold has appreciated in 
value and that that has affected prices in this country and through- 
out the world. I know as well that silver has depreciated in value 
and that that has affected prices everywhere. I do not agree with 
those who suppose that gold alone has appreciated. I do not agree 
with those who suppose that silver alone has depreciated. 

The increased demand for gold for money has, no doubt, largely 
increased its value. The decreased use of silver for money has, no 
doubt, largely decreased its value. If I knew of any legislation 
by which the silver-mining industry of this country could be made 
profitable, by which the value of silver bullion could be advanced, 
and the value of gold depreciated relatively to silver, I should be 
very glad to adopt it. We have now a few prominent persons con- 
tending as to who is the inventor of some new scheme concerning 
silver, which proposes, by retaliation upon Great Britain and other 
gold-using countries, to force them into some international agree- 
ment for the use of silver, or into the use of silver as individual 
nations. Ihavenoconfidenceinanysuch scheme. I donot believe 
that Great Britain, or any other country in the world, can be forced, 
by any discriminating policy of the United States, into any course 
which she does not believe to be to her interest. It seems to me 
that we are in the situation in which, as I say, we are bound to 
adhere to one policy or the other, and“everyone is free to believe 
that we had better go to the free coinage of silver, that we had 
better adopt the silver standard than to adhere to the gold stand- 
ard. 

I am not going to discuss that question to-day. I simply say 
that, in my judgment, the free coinage of silver would place us upon 
the silver standard, as Mexico is to-day; it would reduce the purchas 
ing power of the American standard silver dollar to about the value ot 
the bullion itcontains; it would strikedown atone blow more than 
one-half of the value of all the silver money in this country in the 
hands of the holders, whether in the shape of silver dollars or silver 
certificates; it would prevent the further coinage of gold; it would 
drive gold out of circulation; it would contract the circulating 
medium} it would bring about great financial disaster, and when it 
was all done and we were upon the silver standard and our silver 
dellar was worth only the same as the Mexican silver dollar in pro- 
portion to the bullion it contained, silver, instead of going to the 
mints to be coined, in my judgment, would have to be sold in the 
open market for whatever it was worth, and the United States 
would have no way of increasing the amount of silver currency; 
there would be no cause for the coinage of silver, and the sum 
coined in the American mints might not be $1,000,000 or $500,000. 
So, with gold gone, a depreciated silver dollar, and no means of in- 
creasing the circulating medium, with » contracted currency and 


























very much worse than it is now or than it is likely to be under the | 
present standard. 

Mr. STEW ART. Mr. President - j 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not rise to discuss the financial question; 
but I wish to 1y How tha I icial legislation is neces ry 
that this country can not go on year after year without any in- | 
crease of the circulating medium, with the pe ypulation increasing, 
and the dé nd for money increasing 14 whenever business re- 
vives in is country the disastrous efi t of the policy of this 
Administration will n. Itis the duty of the Administration 
in-power to present some fu incial measure, some mea by 
which there wi ill be an increase of the circulating medium. I 8a) 
that it is the duty of this Administration, and this Administration 
will be held responsible for not so doing. I have not felt called 
upon to formulate a financial policy for this Administration. I 
have some ideas in regard to the subject. 

The Democratic party in its last national platform resolved upon 


the repeal of the tax on the issues of State banks, with the idea of 
increasing the circulating medium, butif we are correctly informed 
about. what has transpired in some other legislative body, which I 
shall not name, there is no likelihood that the Democratic doctrine 
on that question will be carried out, and I think it is well for the 
country and well for the Democratic party that that has 
abandoned. I do not believe that the business men in this country 
are willing to go back to the old days of Stato bank bills, to the 
depreciated and rotten State bank currency. 

I am one who believes that the General Government should con- 
trol the circulating medium and should provide for it. I am one 
who believes that all banking should be controlled or supervised, | 
at least, by the General Government. Notwithstanding the unreas- | 
oning opposition to the national-banking system, I think everyone 
will concede that that system has given us the best circulating | 
medium this country has ever had; has given us a currency good in 
every portion of the Union. 


been 


Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me—— 
Mr. DOLPH. Iwish the Senator would let me conclude. 
Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 


Mr. DOLPH. The currency furnished by the national-banking 
system has been good in foreign countries. The Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Dunots] says, ‘‘What do you suggest?” I can only make a | 
suggestion as to how our circulating medium may be increased. I 
am not the adviser of the administration, 1 am not a member of any 
committee whose duty it is to formulate any financial system; but | 
it seems to me—and I indicated that in some remarks I made on the | 
subject of the free coinage of silver several years ago—that the | 
national-banking system might be so changed and enlarged as to | 
give this country a sufficient circulating medium. I think it would 
be a good thing if the national-banking law were amended so that 
banks of deposit and exchange might be organized upon the deposit | 
of a single thousand dollars United States bonds, the banks becom- | 
ing subject to all the laws regulating the national-banking system 
and subject to the supervision of the national authorities. I think 
that what has been proposed often in this Chamber might bo safely 
adopted; that we might authorize a larger of circulating 
notes upon the bonds deposited to secure the circulation, at lea 
to the par value of the bonds. 

It is possible that some modification of the law in regard to the 
circulation of banks might be made to secure the necessary issue. 
Isee no reason why State bonds, the bonds of counties, and the bonds 
of eities of the United States might not be received as security for 
bank issues, their value to be passed upon by some authority, board, 
or commission appointed under Federal authority, and the existing 


issue 


St, 


laws, or amended laws, concerning the national-banking system 
applied to them. Something has to be done. If anyone can pro- 
pose a better system, I should like to hear it, and I shall be ready 


to help adopt it; but, I repeat, that while I differ simply as to the | 
remedy, or subst: intially as to the remedy, with my friend from | 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart], while I claim to be just as good a friend as | 
he is tothe mining industry of his State and to the great Northwest, 

and just as good a friend to silver as is the Senator, I differ with 

him in regard to the methods by which the mining industry and the 

silver interest can be advanced. 

I do say that there should be some financial legislation, and it is | 
the duty of the present administration to formulate and present to 
Congress some plan; it is the duty of the majority in this and the 
other branch of Congress; and we should not go on from month to 
month and year to year without any increase of the circulating 
medium, but with an actual decrease, on ace ont of the raid upon 
our gold coin and the decrease of national-bank circulation. I say 
we are going on not only without an increase of the circulating 
medium, but a decrease of the circulating medium, and this can | 
not continue if the prosperity of this country is to be restored. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator if his attention has ever been 
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disturbed financial conditions, I fear that our condition would be | n 


called to Senate bill 1794, I think is the number, a bill prepared by | 











f 1d Capt Cowden, of Dlinois, which pro! 
= tors lows 
r. DOLPH. i ive ne en ( bill to l tl S 
ré 
PALMER. I commend it to the Senator. 
Mr, DOLPH. Ishall be glad to examine it. 
Ir. PALMER. That bill go r beyond accepting th 
towns as security for bank issu It autho 3 sucl 
t and pork and butter, It 1d é thing 
curity for b ing circulati I commend that bill t 
tion of the ator 
r. DOLPH. Ido not think my friend { ‘ ! ; 
t} I am advocating any such cireulati 1 n 
rtof security. 
fr. PALMER, If my friend will allow me: 
Mr. DOLPH. I hardly think that the Sez 
remarks in that way af all 
PALMER. I wish to say to the Se r th ' 

I [I think, has refused to ) give us tl benefit of I } I y 
to remind him that for some thirt y years his party has 
power, and they have not vtnred : an which reaches tl rf 
tl Cc ~ D bor 

M1 LPH. Whil party was in power it 
increase a the circulating medium by the very law \ ( ] 
ator’s party denounced and proposed to repeal in its n l 
form. It was an expedient that was adopt d at the time f 
purpose, and if the Republican party had remained in } 
increase of the circulating medium have een discontinued, s 
| other provision would have been made for additional circulation 
Mr. President, I can not believe that the Senator from Illino 
would place the bonds of the State of New York or the State o1 
Illinois, or the city of Chicago, or the city of New York, or the city 
of Portland—for we have issued bonds in the city of Portland 
in the same category with wheat and butter; and I do not believe 
the Senator would think that the bonds of the city of New York o1 
the bonds of the city of Portland would not be substantially as 
oood security for the issuing of circulating notes by national banks 


as national bonds. 

I admit that to make such a me 
act would be to go a step farther than we have 
adopt a new expedient; that, as the bonds of the N: Vai 
ment, which are the security for the payment of the 


lification of the national-banking 
gone; would be to 
ynal Govern- 


National bank 


notes issued, are the debts of the National Government and are held 
by the Government as security for the payment of the notes, and the 
United States, in assuming the payment of the notes, substantially 


only assumes the payment of its own debt to the note holder. ‘Tt 
pays its bonds, but pays the money to the holders of the national 
notes with the other. 

some new liability would have to be Gro" 


assumed by the ernment 














but the beneficial result which would come from an enlargement 
and an increase of our cir ing medium—an enlargement of the 
system, if nothing better could be done—would amply compensate 
the Government tor the risk which, after all, would be nominal, 
because the amount of the circulating notes to be issued, upon the 
State or municipal obligations, could | be fixed by law, and the 
question as to the valne of the bonds would be fixed by the Federal 
authority. I do not care to follow that question further. 

{ hold in my hand a statement of the present condition of the 
industries in Oregon. I shall not take up the tin f the nat 
to read it, but shall ask leave to insert the quotation in my remar!] 
if there be no obje ction 

Che quotation referre d to is as folloy 
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No. of hands employed. 
Town reports. veusadnsdinmnensendadiadaaiaiia lieing 
1892, | 1893, | 1894. 

OGWODO. 2c cccccnccccccccccccecccccccececscersoes 420 420 52 
PAMTOROM 60. c cc ccccccccecccosccovvccesesssenece 8 35 2 8 
EINE. ccncccucccocevssévesoneressssepesveens 76 | 2,589 1,999 1, 154 
DEED. 20 cccesquessecssauntepetebacgesepeere 3 1 5 4 
PROSPECT... 2 ccc cccccccccccccccccccccescosesecore 1 25 28 17 
EE. ncn cece at veebaserenbineasiewesnse saeeens 2 14 10 6 
Sellwood........ spageeebiebtbhalenweaehepaenaws 1 16 10 3 
PN icn6500a sas Pasdded shasbebapeeresceuses 1 5 5 4 
Springfield ddededheanbt ie dets beadeeanaens 1 25 10 2 
TPO. i caseccneteotntsaenkesessonees venbae 4 24 16 5 
Umpqua Ferry.......ccccccscccccccscccccoccces 1 2 1 1 
Ne sovseones des sacsbevouoteeeaee 1 10 9 e 
PE. «nce gue cened ends sctcbonseeebeases sender 2 82 4 3 
Woodburn........ bards webs new ectwasekepsoumeae 2 53 2 26 
Mil... cosvgaatansnaandasiionanaauln | Mo | 5, 848 | 3, 021 | 1, 512 
Decroase in 1893 .....cccccercscccccccccccccscess o cccccevcece - 21 per cent of 1892. 
DOOTORSS EM TERE 2. ccvccvccccccnscccccescceesessessosesovesess - 50 per cent of 1893. 
Decrease Is 1B94 ...ccccccccccccccsccesvcaveceseecesesescvesees 60 per cent of 1892 


From these reports, sent by 140 different employers of labor in 35 different towns 
in Oregon, it appears that the total number of hands for whom they found employ- 
ment in 1892 was 3,848, but in 1893 the same 140 employers could only find work 
for 3,021 persons—a decrease of 21 per cent within a year, Coming down to the 
present year up to the end of April, 1894, we further find that these same 140 
employers have only been able to give work to 1,512 persons on an average every 
day from January 1 up to April 30, 1894. 

The condition of Oregon is such this year that 140 employers of labor, in 35 
different towns in that State, can find work only for exactly one-half the number 
of people to whom they gave employment throughont the whole of last year, 
and there is a decrease in the number of pees employed this year of 60 per 
cent as compared with those who were busily at work in 1892, It is thus very 
sopacen that the longer the present administration remains in power tho worse 
it becomes every day for the condition of labor in the State of Oregon. 

‘This deplorable Democratic condition of labor in the State of Oregon is not con- 
fined to any one industry in particular, our reports being received from those 
engaged in quite a variety of occupations. For instance, we find reports made 
by those who are engaged in the business of storing grain; from flour mills; from 
clothiers and tailors; dealers in agricultural implements and vehicles; and an 
unfortunate druggist who has been obliged to dismiss all his help owing to the 
Cleveland times, 

The sheep and wool industry employers have been obliged to discharge half the 
men they employed. The furniture and upholstery trade has been cut down 50 
yer cent, turning half its men idle upon the world. The lumber and box trade 
oe suffered 30 per cent, and even the hotels have felt the wave of free trade, for 
at Astoria we notice one hotel where the number of employés has been reduced 
by 75 per cent. The iron works in that city have also suffered, and at all towns 
there must have been a marked decrease in the general merchandise trade, judg- 
ing from the number of hands whose services have been dispensed with in that 
line of business. 

Hardware, boots, shoes, furnishing goods, and even newspapers have not flour- 
ished since President Cleveland began to carry out his theoretical prophecies of 
good times. There has been less demand for agricultural implements on the part 
of the farmers, who must be making their old implements do further service 
when they are sadly in need of new ones. How the sawmills have suffered, too, 
under the threat of free lumber, which would give the lumber trade, now taken 
care of by Oregon, to the mills of British Columbia. 

The iron and stecl business appears to have been as dull in Oregon as it was 
elsewhere. We find a furnace producing pig iron that can only give work to 52 
mon this year where it was able to keep 420 Sends busy ag | the good times of 
McKinley protection. Wire mattresses scem to be a luxury that the people have 
to do without; in fact, many men have not been able to get a mattress of any 
kind. The building trade, too, must have fallen off by66 percent. Half the printers 
appear to have been out of work, and at one of the planing mills where steady 
work waa given to 25 men almost every day in the year 1892, the manager reports 
this year that his pay roll consisted of one man and one ee. thus estab- 
lishing a now industry—the watchdog industry—for which President Cleveland 
and his free-trade followers must be given due credit when thoy are taken to task 
for all the destruction caused through their policy of prostration. 

Men who are out of work can find no use for tools, so, of course, we find that 
the tool manufacturers in Portland are closed down, and in that city the effects of 
tariff tinkering are felt more seriously than elsewhere, our 76 reports from Port- 
land showing that only 1,154 people are working this year where 2,589 people 
were busy and happy in 1892. The check to buildings, of course, reflects upon 
the paint trade and upon sashes and doors, while the people seem to have little 
use for anything that the blank-book manufacturer can make, possibly there 
being no entries nowadays for cashbooks, journals, or ledgers. 

The livery-stable keeper who hires out his teams on Sundays and holidays and 
for pleasant evening drives is one of the first to feel the effects of hard times, so 
that this business forms an excellent index of the Cleveland conditions. At one 
livery carriage stable in Portland the decrease in its business has been very 
marked. It employed 300 persons on an average in 1892, only an average of 250 
during 1893, and during the tirst four months of 1894 this business has sodwindled 
away that it now has only 52 persons on its pay roll. 

We might go on enumerating such particulars by tho score, but conclude with 
montioning the case of one of the largest nursery gardens on the northwest 
coast where 100 men used to find steady work, but where now there is business 
for only 20 hands. These same farmers and nurserymen put over $50,000 in the 
bank betwoen December 1, 1892, and May 1, 1893, but a year later, between Decem- 
ber 1, 1893, and May 1, 1894, their deposits were below $20,000, part of which was 
for collections from the sales made the previous year. In a great many instances 
the men are kept at work more from charity and compassion than for any other 
reason, They hen © been working steadily for their employers for years, and their 
employ ors make every effort to retain their service. 

One old Oregonian who has long been established out West writes us that 
‘business is rotten out here.’’ It is sad to see the same wail of distress from the 
far, far West that we hear so much of in the East, a condition that has existed 
only under a Democratic administration that threatens to overthrow the entire 
industrial and economical affairs of the United States, and that threatens to sup- 
plant American institutions and their output with the products of foreign factories 
made by the cheap pauper labor. 

Such a condition can not last long in America, but it has already lasted too 
long. At every opportunity that has been afforded the people to express their 
opinions of Cleveland and of the Democratic party, the people have done so most 
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thoroughl d determinedly by their votes, and it ig fortunate ) 

can make L&vo ce heard within a fow Wesks and cattle one ae Feet that sho 

— against the establishment of a pernicious system of free trade ‘by turnihg 
own every Democratic Candidate nominated for offjce jn the State d ‘Oregon 
Reports previously acquired from other States, toféther With those from Ore- 

gon show the following result: 
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DONO bc 5+nisaencns ecionenehesencaemnaaneenant | 140] 3,848} 8,021 | 1'519 
i cue tice Bes seit h ces sevdiee | 882 | 58,740 | 46,835 | 43, 603 


| | 





In 1894 there were 43 pe cent less people at work for the 382 employers in all 
of these States combined, but in Oregon the decrease was 60 per cent during the 
two years, showing that the fear of free trade has been worse for Oregon than for 
these Eastern States. The West must be for protection. (American Economist, 
May 18, 1894.) 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Oregon is having a hard time 
between Pennoyerism, the Democratic party in Congress, and the 
floods. Pennoyerism is wiped out, the floods are receding, the 
damage will be repaired, and the Democratic party will be retired 
after a time; but if the majority in Congress pass the pending 
measure, thus striking down the wool industry of the State, 
destroying the lumber industry of the State, and injuring the hop 
industry and other industries of the State, it will be many years 
before she will again enjoy the prosperity which her citizens have 
enjoyed ever since she became a portion of the Federal Union. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I was much gratified to learn 
that the Senator from Oregon had finally come to the conclusion 
that there is not money enough in circulation, that gold has ap- 
preciated, thatsilver has depreciated, and that prices have fallen 
in consequence thereof. Those admissions are fundamental. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish tosay tothe Senator that if he will refer 
to the very first speech, some two or three years ago or more, 
that I made in this body on that subject he will find I asserted 
substantially the same thing. 

Mr. STEWART. I inferred from the uniform votes of the 
Senator and from what I have heard of his speeches that he en- 
tertained entirely different views. I stand corrected if he ever 
had those views and had expressed them on this floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. I never entertained any other views. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator says he never entertained any 
other views. I leave him to reconcile his votes with that state- 
ment. 

Now, the Senator is in favor of international bimetallism. I 
should like to have him or any other Senator point to any gov- 
ernmental action on the part of any European country during 
the last eighteen years, when we have been applying to them 
for an international conference, indicating that they had any 
intention or purpose of complying with our request. On the 
contrary, every one of them, so far as governmental action is 
concerned, has uniformly and on all occasions declared that 
they would not comply with any of our requests for interna- 
tional money. We have had three international conferences, 
and we have always been treated in the same way. 

The party in power in Great Britain to-day treats with con- 
tempt the suggestion, and when a resolution was offered and the 
day fixed a few weeks ago for a vote to be taken upon a propo- 
sition looking to an international conference, they were unable 
to get a quorum of forty in the House of Commons to consider 
the question. 

That being the uniform decision of all other governments, 
and we having supplicated for eighteen years, and sent three 
commissions to Europe, only to be sent back with a flat denial, 
it seems to me that itis time to stop discussing that question. 
It is the plea which has been used to deceive the people of the 
United States and prolong the distressed condition which has 
prevailed; it has been the plea which has been used to delude 
the people from the beginning ever since it was discovered that 
silver had been demonetized. 

For any Senator here to propose as a remedy an international 
conference, with the attitude which the European governments 
occupy and still occupy, seems trifling with the subject. <A 
man who would postpone it and suffer the evils that we now suf- 
fer until they change their minds ought to be able to show some 
probability of achange. It hardly seems that those who con- 
tend for an international conference as a remedy can be acting 
in good faith in view of the absolute refusal of Europe to join in 
such a conference for the purpose of action. They will join in 
the conference for the purpose of discussing and refusing, as they 
have done. Great Britain at each of thoseconferences has been 
fair in this regard. She notified ws before the confereuce was 
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1894. 


held that her delegates would have no power to bind her to 
change her policy. ie a 

The people of Great Britain have no voice in the government 
on the financial question. It is the money power which holds 
nearly $4,000,000,000 of British consols. It is the money power 
that has cornered the gold and holds it, not the general cred- 
itors, for they will be swindled. Your bonds of States and of 
nations have been unloaded on the general public, but the syn- 
dicate that controls the action of Great Britain holds its invest- 
ments in gold and such bonds as seem free from all danger of 
repudiation. 

if we wait until that money power yields, we shall wait until 
this generation passes. This is a contest between government 








by consolidated wealth in the hands of the few and government | 


by the people. The gold advocates boldly proclaim that wealth 
should govern. They declare that wealth can not be consoli- 
dated in the hands of the few in order to govern except through 
a contraction of the money volume. That must be in the hands 
of the few; for if the volume of money is increased by remon- 
etization of silver, opportunities will be offered to the people to 
acquire wealth, and the people will demand a voice in the gov- 
ernment. 

This is a contest between democracy and the aristocracy of 
money. Itis governmental as well as financial, and is so pro- 
claimed and maintained by English journals who are advocat- 
ing the gold standard. They do not profess to believe in the 
right of the people to govern, and they desire to take from the 
people the means of asserting their rights. 

Poverty is weakness. Make the people poor and they will 
submit. That is the theory which is being carried out. With 
the money power it is prosecuting a scheme of aggrandizement, 
a scheme of despotism. So much for an international confer- 
ence. 

But the Senator says that we will go to a silver monometal- 
lism. All there is of bimetallism is the right to coin money of 
either of the precious metals. If no gold shall be coined for the 
next twenty years, and silver alone shall be used, it would not 
be silver monometallism, because the right would exist to coin 
gold offered for coinage. 

But we now have gold monometallism. The right to coin sil- 
ver is denied. ive the American people the right to coin sil- 
ver and every willing hand in all this broad land will find work. 
Give them the right that they inherited from their ancestors, 
that is incorporated in the Constitution, that was maintained 
previous to 1878 for more than three thousand years—give back 
that right and the American people will make this the leading 
nation of the earth. 

But we are without money and without the means of acquir- 
ing it, because property will not buy gold; if it does, it will be 
atsuch a sacrifice that it will ruin the owner of property. Give 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| among the people at large. 


| 





the people money enough to restore prices and revive business, | 


and they will be independent and govern themselves. 
ducement to acquire property will be restored, and producers 
will prosper. 

There is no inducement now to enterprise. 
erty you can not do anything with it. 
for money. 
money, because money alone isrising in price. This they do by 
buying bonds, most of which will be repudiated. Only the cun- 
ning few who manipulate will find bonds that will not be repu- 
diated. Look at the thousands of millions of bonds and securi- 
ties in this country that have been destroyed within the last 
year. 

Look at the foundation upon which your savings banks and 
your trust companies rest. There are now in this country in 
round numbers $4,500,000,000 of securities held by private banks, 
trust companies, and savings banks used for the purpose of ac- 
quiring interest to pay their depositors. The investments in 
these securities were made when the securities were worth 
twice as much as they are to-day. They have fallen 50 per cent 
since the investments were made. How can the savings banks 
that invested in securities when they were 50 per cent higher 
liquidate to-day? The continued appreciation of gold will shake 
the'foundation out of your savings banks, and they must fall, and 
this little clique of a money power will govern. 


The in- | 


| has been indulging in alcohol. 








6329 


ing of the volume of money it will be an exception in ail his- 





tory. No civilization has ever been able to withstand the con- 
tinual and perpetual decline of prices. Prices must decline as 
other money is destroyed and gold takes its place. 

But the Senator from Oregon tells us that he would invent 
some kind of credit that will only aggravate the evil. As I 
have before said, credit which is only redeemable in gold is de- 
ceptive. It may relieve for the moment. But the results that 
must follow will be still more terrible. It is like the man who 
He takes a drink in the morn- 
ing to revive him, but only to sink into deeper gloom later in 
the day. That is the condition of your credit, your bubbles. I 
am opposed to bubbles. I want the foundation of our financial 
system restored. Wecannot restore it through an international 
conference. That is absolutely impossible. 

How, then, shall we restore it? I know of but one means. 
Open the mints to silver; adopt bimetallism; use either metal 
offered for coinage, and that is bimetallism; andif only one comes 
allright. There have been many times when only one came. 

From the discovery of America until 1803, there was very 
little gold produced. Von Humboldt says there were 44 ounces 
of silver produced during that period for every ounce of gold. 
Gold played a small part in the revolution from the Dark 
Ages produced by the gold and silver from the New World. The 
great revival of the sixteenth century resulted from silver. 
Silver was and is better than gold because it is distributed 
I It is the people’s money. Gold has 
always been held by the rich forreserves. Silver has done duty 
as money and penetrated almost every region of the earth and 
enabled the people to prosper and advance. 

This civilization is more indebted to silver than to any other 
cause for its existence. It was silver that broke the clouds of 
the Dark Ages. It was silver that raised the price of. property 
throughout the world, and set willing hands to work to create 
property and acquire independence for themselves... When the 
people have property they will assert themselves. You see it 
in the vagrant; you see itinthetramp. You see how submissive 
and weak he is when he is starving, with no money. Give him 
wealth and he will assert himself. It isthe privilege to acquire 
wealth and independence that makes free institutions. The 
English gold journals tell you that an increasing volume of 
money will increase democracy, because it will make the people 
independent, and a decrease in the volume of money will in- 
crease aristocracy, because it will make the people dependent. 
That is the theory which has been worked out here. 

The Senator says we can not restore silver alone. We know 
that we shall have no help. The monarchies of Europe do not 
symphasize with democracy. They have refused for twenty 
years to listen to our supplications. We know we can get no 
help from that quarter. Is it possible that 70,000,000 people are 
utterly powerless to rescue themselves from the distressed con- 
dition into which the gold aristocracy has plunged them? We 
have examples in other countries older than ours. We know 


| how India prospered when her mints were opened. 
If you get prop- | 
You can not exchange it | 
All people are seeking to make investments in | 


She paid the interest on her foreign debt; her exports in- 
creased more than fourfold; her factories were so increased 
that she supplied her own home market, so far as textile fab- 
rics were concerned, and exported over $50,000,000 worth, mostly 
to China and Japan, the year previous to the suspension of 
coinage in that country. What has been the result since? 
Herexports have fallen off one-half. She is now issuing bonds 
and borrowing money. She got an authorized loan a few 


| months ago, and a month ago she had used up $35,000,000 in de- 


I told aSenator here on this floor years ago, when he was plead- | 


ing for gold for the depositors in savings banks, that they had 
better look to the securities upon which those savings banks 
rested and see that they were not being destroyed. With 50,- 


000 miles of railroad in the hands of receivers, with eight or 
ten States under arms to keep down the people, with industries 
paralyzed on account of the shrinkage of the volume of money, 
Ido not wonder that the Senator from Oregon and all others | 
should wake up to the terrible danger that awaits this financial 
policy. This to me seems to be the very crucial crisis of our 
civilization. Ifour civilization withstands this continual shrink- 





fraying her expenses, with an anticipated deficit for the coming 
year of nearly $100,000,000. Suspension of silver coinage pros- 
trated industries in that country; and you see in the papers ru- 
mors of an uprising of that people against the tyranny of 
gold contraction inflicted upon her by the greed of this British 
syndicate. 

We saw Japan, that we have been taught to look upon as a 
semibarbarous country, establish woolen mills and cotton fac- 
tories. I do not know the exact number, but I am told that one 
mechanit reports that he went out there this year to set up 
twelve of those establishments, the machinery going from Eng- 
land. Japan has established a steamship line to Bombay and 
other Asiatic ports, and she has prosperity. Look at the in- 
creasing manufactures of China. This policy will transfer man- 
ufacturing from Europe and give it to the Asiatics, who will 
have the advantage of money. They will take the place we now 
occupy if we submit to the iron yoke of the money rule, more 
galling than any other despotism, and from which all despotism 
flows 

Look at Italy. Twenty years agoshe had a Liberal Parlia- 
ment. To-day her Parliament is a thing of the past. She sold 
gold bonds, increased taxation, and continued to do it until she 
has reached the end of her power to raise more money. During 
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the last year her army has been in the field to suppress the | 
hungry people who were clamoring for bread. Her deficit last 
veur was over $31,000,000. Next year there is a deficit staring 
her in the face said to be over $50,000,000. Taxation can not be 
increased to raise m funds. I am told that they have in- 
creased the inco tax in that country to 24 per cent. They 
have about exhausted taxation, and they are at last discussing 
the ne ity lling their art treasures to bridge over the 
That is the effect of incurring gold obligations 


current year. LI 
put old pay. 


We are adopt ng the same policy. We borrowed $50,000,000 
( elstoflast February. It will all be expended before the 
end of the present month. Our industries are prostrated and 
re resorting to further taxation. We are following in the 
lead of Itaiy and all other countries who suppress industries by | 
eold contraction. We propose to impose an income tax, and | 
want to say to my friends who have incomes acquired by the ap- 
preciation of gold, they must contribute to this scheme that they 
invented, and this trifling income tax is but the entering wedge 
for a 24 or 50 a per cent tax on incomes if the gold standard is 


maintained. 
break the corner on gold, liberate the people from the distress 


which they now suffer, and the burdens of this Government will | 
But now who is to pay the taxes? | 


be but a feather’s weight. 
Who is making any money to pay taxes withy This bill, when 
it passes, may lull some people into the idea that it will relieve 
the situation, and they may breathe easier for a few days, but 
they will find that the bill, the same as the act of the extra ses- 
sion, will leave them on the downward road. 

We were told here at the extra session, contrary to reason, 
contrary to philosophy, contrary to the first principles of math- 


ematics, if we would destroy our silver, if we would stop issuing | 


Treasury notes on silver, all would be well, that a boom would 
follow; and ambitious people invested in stocks anticipating a 
boom. Has the boom come? Can it come with the gold in the 
world cornered? Where is the $100,000,000 of gold that is free 
to-day? Itis in the vaults of banks or in Government vaults for 
military purposes. It is held from the people as an instrument 
of oppression. 

We are told that we have no redress, 
new scheme. I say this war on silver, this destruction of half 
of the basis of circulation, has done the evil, and to reverse the 
policy will restore the country. It has done more than to de- 
stroy it. The output of gold is consumed in the arts, and the 
wealthy who hold the gold obligations are gathering in and 
hoarding up for power and plunder what gold there is. 


times, more and more misery, more and more tramps, more and 
more soldiers to keep the peace. That is the spectacle which is 
presented to us. 


is it possible that this is a scheme to make the people so dis- | 


tressed that they will rise in insurrection, to be put down by the 
military, and thus establish a military government in this coun- 
try? It looks very much like it. 
say what we want is a stronger government. 
is a happier people. 


[ say what we want 


their might and demand the restoration of the money of the 
Constitution and repudiate the gold trust, we shall have free- 
dom and prosperity in this country. Itcan come through no 
other source. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to make a silver speech, but 
the remarks of the Senator from Oregon showing that he had 
some conception of the evils that afflict the country induced me 
to say what I have said. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, the Democratic party ‘‘ moves 
in mysterious ways its wonders to perform.” Why this blow 
should be made against the sheep-growing industry of the United 
Statesat this time is beyond the comprehension of any man who 
understands the industry as it exists in the country. In the 
West proper, that is west of the east line of Texas extended to 
the northeast corner of North Dakota, there are thirteen States 
and four Territories. With the exception of three States in- 
cluded therein, this great country scarcely had a political exist- 
ence previous to the civil war. The country described has a 
population of 10,000,000 of people. One of their chief industries 
is the sheep business and the growing of wool. The Rocky 
Mountain States can not afford tolose this industry at this time. 
They can not afford to have it broken down. It is in some of 
these States and Territories the chief agricultural industry. 

There are fully one-third of the sheep of the United States in 
the States and Territories alluded to. 

If there was anything to be gained by the destruction of this 
industry, if we did not need the revenue that is annually derived 
from the industry, if we had more wool in this country than we 
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I do not advance any | 





Under | 
the gold standard there is nothing left but harder and harder | 


How often do we hear people | 


A happier people will take care of the | 
Government without soldiers and without trouble of any kind. | 
They have done it in this country, and if they will now rise in | 
| this measure. 
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consumed, there might possibly be some excuse for this pro- 

d legislation. But no excuse can be found. No reason can 

be given, and no one hasattempted to give a reason in this bod Vv 

why tho duties should be taken off. We feel a deep concern for 
this industry. It concerns my people. 

The Republicans representing the States alluded to ap) 

have done all in their power to save this industry. 


pO 
¢ 
ior 


0 appear to 
If the Demo- 
| \ rom 
the State of Ohio [Mr. BRIcE], or the two Populist Senators who 


| sit on the other side of this body, or the two Democratic Sena- 


tors who represent the greatest sheepgrowing State (Texas), 
had used one-tenth or one-eighth of the energy that was used 
by the Senators from the State of Louisi«na to protect the sucar 
industry, the West would not have been ieft in the unfortunate 
position in which the pending bill places them. They would 
have secured a duty on wool. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator from Wyoming understand 
that there are any Populist Senators who sit on the other side 
of the Chamber now? 

Mr. CAREY. When they last announced 
were members of the Populist party. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Wyoming yield tothe Senator from South 
Dakota? 

Mr. CAREY. Ido. 

Mr. KYLE. I want to ask the Senator from Wyoming if he 
thinks the Populist Senators who sit on this side of the Chamber 


their politics th y 


| are members of the Democratic caucus and are able to control 
| things as they are done on this side of the Chamber? 


Mr. CAREY. It is not worth while for me to answer that 
question; butI say I am satisfied, and I know the Senator from 


South Dakota is satisfied,that if he and his associate of the 
| Populist party on that side of the Chamber had stood up and 


made a manly fight for wool, I do not care whether it is inside 
the Democratic caucus or outside the Democratic caucus, they 
would have saved this industry in the West. 

Mr. KYLE. It remains yet to be proved whether we are not 
making a fight for wool. 

Mr. CAREY. I hope it will so turn out; and I shall make a 
very humble apology for alluding to it if you do. 

Mr. KYLE. Suppose the Populist Senators shall vote for a 
duty on wool, would the Senator not be very much mistaken in 
his judgment upon this question? 

Mr. CAREY. The Populist Senators will have to do then as 
the Democratic Senators do, refuse to vote for other provisions 
of the bill unless they give the West protection for wool. In 
this wise you can save the wool industry. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator from Wyoming imagine that 
we hold the balance of power on this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. CAREY. You do if you will vote against the other pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the Senator will find when the vote is 
taken that the Populists do not hold the balance of power and 
that they are in no way responsible for the passage of any par- 
ticular amendment or any provision in the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. The people of the United States are against 
It is not necessary to go out and obtain the judg- 
ment of the people of the United States. Ithas been announced 
by one of the most distinguished Senators on the other side that 
there is no man sitting on the other side of this body who be- 
lieves in all the provisions of the bill or who would frame such 
a bill, if any one of them had the framing of this measure. It 
is neither a protection bill nor afree-trade bill. It is not in ac- 
cord with the Democratic platform. I can not see why any mem- 
ber on the other side can refuse, since they have fixed up the 
bill in the manner they have, to give us some protection on 
wool. If you can not give us the protection that is in the Mc- 
Kinley act give us half of the protection in the McKinley act. 

{ believe the Democratic party isagainst this measure. I only 
have to call attention to Democratic newspapers to establish the 
fact. The Democratic papers of the United States have but 
few words of commendation in favor of the bill, while such news- 
papers as the New York Sun, the Evening Post, the Brooklyn 
Eagle, the Philadelphia Record, the Philadelphia Times, the 
Baltimore Sun, the Louisville Courier-Journal, the Chicago 
Times, the Cleveland Plain Dealer, condemn all or many of its 
provisions. Even the American Industries, the Democratic offi- 
cial organ ofotariff reform, founded, I understand, by Josiah 
Quincy, the late dispenser of Democratic pudding, indorsed, as 
the paper is by many of the leading Democrats in this country, 
has devoted its columns for weeks to showing the bill to be in 
many respects false to Democratic theories. The Washington 
Post, which we all must confess is one of the ablest and most in- 
fluential papers in the United States, not managed in the inter- 
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It is over six months till the fall 

ther revolution, 

Abraham Lincoln walked into the War Department one day, and w 
handed a telegram by the great War Secretary stating that Gen. Burnsi 
had been chased near a hundred miles in East Tenness 
ning, with heavy losses of men and baggage 
really good news,” and on being asked for an explanation said he had been 

fraid that ther® was not enough of them left to run, so even the last re- 
urns from Rhode Island are capable of a humorous side for Mr. Cleveland 

Time alone will tell we areat 
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When the foregoing was written elections had not been held 
in [Illinois and in Oregon. ‘These expressions all tell of the pub- 
lic sentiment in the United States in reference to the pending 
riff bill. Take for instance theelection in the State of Oregon, 
a State which for years has been evenly balanced between the 
political parties. I[tis stated that in the election last week the 
combined opposition to the Republican party only elected 8 mem- 
bers to the Legislature,7 of whom were Populists. Only 1 Demo- 
crat was elected in an election affecting 75 members, distributed 
all over the State. 

Mr. President, I say there is no reason for 
the wool industry of the United States. We consume 500,000,- 
000 pounds of wool. We produce but about half of thatquantity. 
During the last thirty years there has been a greatincrea 
capita in the consumption of wool in the United States. Our 
people are using more wool. The increased facilities for turn- 
ing wool into manufactured products make it moreavailable for 
all classes of people. Why the industry should be stricken 
down, why the extreme Western States—these new States which 
reed this industry—should be punished in the wayit is proposed 
to punish them in the bill [can not understand. 

[have been told repeatedly during the last three or four days 
that if the chains were taken off the members of this body who 
sit on the opposite side of the aisle and they were permitted to 
vote their sentiments in reference to wool, that we would re- 
ceive the votes of probably half the members who occupy seats 
on the Democratic side of the Chamber in favor of a duty on 
wool. 

Woolgrowin 


he destruction of 


S 18s a 


g n agricuitural employment. It gives em- 
ployment toa great many men. It utilizes large quantities of 
waste land. Itis an industry that is always engaged in during 
the transition period, between the time when a country is 
sparsely settled and the time when it is becoming thickly set- 
tled. We need the industry in the West. 


We can not afford to abandon it at this time. We have made 


every appeal possible to save this industry, but it seems to be 
the decision of the Democratic side that if nothing else is saved 
of the Wilson bill they will save the one provision, and that wool 
shall be put on the free list. 
have the foreign wool. 


It has been stated that we have to 
It is true we will have to have a very 
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the same manner in which revenues are raised by t B 
Government, then no industry will have the right to « 
I beli in protection, but 1 believe in fair play. I 
a few days ago by the: Senator from Texas that he would 1 
all t revenue on a few articles, naming them. We need t 
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this Government, from its foundation, | ! l its revenue. 
The Democratic party sometimes preaches free trade, but the 
Democratic party h not at any time, so far as its action has 
been concerned, go tirely to ft: le. The pending bill 
has protection in it. ) O Pp *t other industries the 
wool industry is entitled to protection. If you protect raw ma- 
terial, and you say that ol is a raw material, something I do 
not admit, then wool is entitled to protection. ‘his diseri na- 
tion is unjust, it is unfair: and I do not see how the D 
party can consistently go before the people of this co i 
cially the farmers of this country, with wool « > fr ist, 
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oom 
+ ge 











6332 


the discussion of the wool question or in the discussion of any 
question connected with the tariff bill now under considera- 
tion, but a few words are demanded, inasmuch as a we | 
have been charged by Senators on the other side of the Cham- | 
ber with taking a position which is in direct opposition to the | 
views of the people of our respective States; in other words, | 
that we are cobperating with the Democratic party at the 
expense of the interests which we represent. | 
No question has been bandied back and forth like a football | 
more than the tariff, and it is still the bone of contention in Con- 
gress and the subject for stump speakers in the field. No cam- 
paign is carried on without it. No Congress has done its duty 
till it hastinkered withit. And yettheenigma is as far from so- 
lution as it was fifty years ago. It will remain unsettled and 
unsolved as long as selfish interests conflict and the greed of 
man is unsatisfied. That the tariff is a local question is dem- 
onstrated more clearly at this time than ever before, when tariff 
reformers forsake cherished theories to scramble for a share of 





the coveted spoils. 

Selfish interests creep intothe formation of any bill in spite of 
cherished tariff doctrines, and few of us will be satisfied with 
any measure that can be passed. 

1 think that the teachings of a hundred years should have a 
trial, and every restraint as to intercourse between this and 
foreign nations be removed so far as is consistent with revenue. 
The elections for the past few years show conclusively that the 
people have not been satisfied with the legislation of the past 
thirty years. The great West, now the center of power in this 
Government if she chooses to exercise it, has voted with the 
ust on this question merely for the sake of harmony—not be- 
because they have ever gotten anything in return. They have 
voted gold into the pockets of Eastern manufacturers, but have 
themselves fed on the husks of promises. 

What has the country westof the Mississippi River to do with 
the system of protection? What has the United States to do 
with it, except a small Northeast section? And yet Western 
voters have never failed to dance when the Eastern capitalist 
piped. 

Thirty years of this régime, Mr. President, has brought us 
to the verge of national poverty, if not bankruptcy. Ido not 
claim that the tariff system is the greatest evil the country con- 
tends with, but it is second in importance to the money question. 
By indirect taxation the pockets of 60,000,000 of people are 
drained in order to make millionaires of a favored few. 
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In other words, the most threatening national evil to day— 
centralization of wealth—is encouraged and built up by the tar- 
iff system. 

Mr. President, we are now dealing with one of the most im- 
portant schedules of the present tariff bill—the citadel of tho 
protected interests. To clothe our people is a great problem. 
and a tax on clothing may be made a national burden. In dea). 
ing with this question we wish to be fair to woolgrowers, and 
yet preserve the interests of all the people. 

[ recognize just as well as does the Senator from Wyoming the 
importance of the wool industry. 

We have in the United States millions of acres of the best 
grass lands, a genial clime, and an energetic population. We 
have to-day more than 45,000,000 of sheep, valued at nearly 
$90,000,000. We produced in 1893 more than 300,000,000 pounds 
of wool. Here are the complete tables from the statistical ab- 
stract of 1893 showing the number and value of sheep from 1869 
down to 1891, together with the quantity of wool produced, im- 
ported, and exported: 


Sheep. 








January 1 seme Ses . pes 
Number. Value. 
DE i inincaitnaitiiteatnaia ; Sengseenindh skbemb eons aeacke 37, 724, 279 | #82, 139, 979 
NW ite tats wisteaes inaunpeneaaniathoin mien aeawenacs 40, 853, 000 93, 364, 423 
ON i i er se Sak ita i eh ead $1, 851, 000 74, 035, 837 
a nh ia ace a le ean ale iale aa il Sela roa | 81, 679, 300 | 88, 771, 197 
i iit ee aie aa oe ee ee 3, 00% 97, 922, 350 
te cad en | 88, 690, 569 
ga ath ale a tl alae and ae ait oe | 04, $20, 652 
le ail , 935, | 93, 666, 318 
1877 ee ea a a a 35, 804, 200 80, 892, 688 
Oe ee Ee 85, 740, 500 80, 603, 062 
a ae 38, 123, 800 79, O23, YR4 
1880 as s od 40, 765, 900 90, 230, 537 
le fa ALES OE I IS OES NE ET ST ARS 43, 576, 899 104, 070, 759 
a a Ba a Ce ee 45, 016, 224 | 106, 595, 954 
Seeks icaaekue Cavaenineawseaaahone eakead 49, 237, 291 124, 365, 835 
ea in ee in lel ee aa eae ome 50, 626, 626 119, 902, 706 
SII Sai coisas one weciidulinci ainsi biedadirisinaed- mirecaminn oe eid 50, 360, 243 107, 960, 650 
Mts. oth anno ncemrauesiieanadeiemauicmakesodees tae 48, 322, 331 92, 443, 867 
UN fee heii ee ee pic bA ease a ecda nee 44, 759, 314 89, 279, 926 
sr rad a EE os ad 43, 544, 755 89, 872, 839 
I cain i al a kl TS ee 42, 599, 079 90, 640, 369 
he a ee aa ke Se 44, 336, 072 100, 659, 761 
I ee Re ae ee ie ee oe ee 43, 431, 136 108, 397, 447 
ee ese. ices ce a Aa a eee : 44, 938, 365 116, 121, 290 
RR ree oer sp EE eS 47, 273, 553 125, 909, 264 
WU at hiked nie ena a0 a Niecataiiey waleeniie sche vinden 45, 048, 017 89, 186, 110 
| 





Quantities of wool produced, imported, exported, and retained for consumption in the United States during 1840, 1850, 1860, and from 1863 to 1893, inclusive. 

















Prod | ' ° masaaatitc | Foreign Total con- Per cent 
ear @ y » 20—~ roduc- Exports of | retained for Exports of | retained for | sumption,| of con- 
pur eEee eee tion.d domestic. consump- Imports. | foreign. | consump- domestic | sumption, 

tion. | | tion. | and foreign. | foreign 

| | 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 

NOE i dsins aiinvinenvesexcaheas oh naabaainenin JA re 35, 802, 114 9, 898, 740 85, 528 9, 813, 212 45, 615, 326 21.5 
1850 pacneneieensa side eu lnceaoe 52, 516, 959 35, 898 52, 481, 061 OO | Re 18, 695, 294 71, 176, 355 26.3 
1860 a eae eee diane 60, 264, 913 1, 055, 928 59, 208, 985 26, 282, 955 157, 064 26, 125, 891 B5, 334, 876 30.6 
1863 ; jee Rind an eaniea ee eee 106, 000, 000 855, 722 105, 644, 278 75, 121, 728 708, 850 74, 412, 878 180, 057, 156 41.3 
SEE, en cund twesed nvacqudahhns nsuahubbebeeous 123, 000, 000 155, 482 122, 844, 518 91, 250, 114 223, 475 91, 026, 639 213, 871, 157 42.6 
1865 ‘ sc arania hac icipibeiivak ote Bue ei edie iiaslip beeen } 142, 000, 000 466, 182 141, 533, 818 44, 420, 375 679, 281 43, 741, 094 185, 274, 912 23. 6 
SOG. ince ; <cninnin bene sbde wens } 155, 000, 000 973, 075 154, 024, 925 71, 287, 988 852, 045 70, 435, 943 224, 462, 868 31.0 
a ai cupemhedsabeendilcuiicebie 160, 000, 000 307, 418 159, 692, 582 38, 158, 382 619, 614 37, 538, 768 197, 231, 350 19. ( 
1868 ih tin bnndnwasewedeunne | 168, 000, 000 558, 435 167, 441, 565 25, 467, 336 2, 801, 852 22, 665, 484 190, 107, 049 11.9 
1869 i eee ae : 180, 000, 000 444, 387 179, 555, 613 89, 275, 926 842, 417 88, 933, 509 218, 489, 122 17.8 
1870..... : Sostieds eins wut 162, 000, 000 152, 892 161, 847, 108 49, 230, 199 1,710, 053 47,520, 146 209, 367, 254 22.7 
1871 pandiechaienhees aoc Srl 160, 000, 000 | 25, 195 159, 974, 805 68, 058, 028 1, 305, 811 66, 752,717 226, 727, 622 29.4 
1872 ee Sennusiuneieadibe 150, 000, 000 140, 515 149, 859, 485 126, 507, 409 2, 343, 937 a 124, 163, 472 274, 022, 957 45.3 
1873 deantebeun pisalertiedids ining lial 158, 000, 000 75, 129 157, 924, 871 85, 496, 049 7, 040, 386 78, 455, 663 236, 380, 534 83.2 
1874.... ee 0 sedan Ohta me aoa 170, 000, COO 319, 600 169, 680, 400 42, 939, 541 6, 816, 157 36, 123, 384 205, 803, 784 17.5 
1875... ... sddpintnd nniedSAekaesnhieeanwllenl 151, 000, 000 178, 034 180, 821, 966 54, 901, 760 8, 567, 627 51, 334, 133 232, 156, 099 22. 1 
1876 , os neha hlbte seme swnaed 192, 000, 000 104, 768 191, 895, 232 44, 642, 836 1, 518, 426 43, 124, 410 235, 019, 642 18.3 
SEOT. . cig cpceixcaaheanshaiedhedecesue anu 200, 000, 000 79, 599 199, 920, 401 42, 171, 192 8, 088, 957 39, 082, 235 239, 002; 636 16.3 
a tay errs aie 208, 250, 000 347, 854 207, 902, 146 48, 449, 079 5, 952, 221 42, 496, 858 250, 399, 004 16.9 
| See pawn cao oamieldeceiine abides 211, 000, 000 60, 784 210, 939, 216 39, 005, 155 4, 104, 616 $4, 900, 539 245, 839, 755 14.2 
NO ee 232, 500, 000 191, 551 232, 308, 449 128, 131, 747 8, 648, 520 124, 483, 227 356, 791, 676 84.9 
1881 Pa es ‘ Lsasneutidana 240, 000, 000 71, 455 239, 928, 545 55, 964, 236 5, 507, 534 50, 456, 702 290, 885, 247 17.3 
1882 : Si boas ebiacsleccietaarae 272, 000, 000 116, 179 271, 883, 821 67, 861, 744 8, 831, 836 64, 029, 908 335, 913, 729 19,0 
1883.... dei wreisie arhceheiaaniae 290, 000, 000 64, 474 289, 935, 526 70, 575, 478 4,010, 043 66, 565, 435 356, 500, 961 18.7 
aS iodo aw ieieinnlmeae 300, 000, 000 10, 393 299, 989, 607 78, 350, 651 2, 304, 701 76, 045, 950 376, 035, 557 20.6 
et ork ae EN hie eae 308, 000, 000 88, 006 307, 911, 994 70, 596, 170 8, 115, 889 67, 480, 831 375, 392, 825 18.0 
a ca a ee ee Et 302, 000, 000 146, 423 301, 853, 57° 129. 084, 958 6, 534, 426 122, 550, 532 424, 404, 109 23.9 
cats encase Riese adh tata teeainieditane eden ete ieee 285, 000, 000 257, 940 284, 742, 060 114, 038, 030 6, 728, 292 107, 309, 738 892, 051, 798 27.4 
1888 ; Ksigeeb suena 4 be cmaiieeaee 269, 000, 000 22, 164 268, 977, 836 113), 558, 753 4, 359, 731 109, 199, 022 378, 176, 858 | 28.9 
1889... cin sscaut er araaaan | 265, 000, 000 141,576 | 264, 858, 424 126, 487, 72 3, 263, 094 123, 224, 635 388, 083, 059 | 31.8 
1800... Ce Se ees Ree 276, 000, 000 231, 042 275, 768, 958 105, 431, 285 8, 288, 467 102, 142,818 | 377, 911, 776 27. 
1891 Se eee 285, 000, 000 291, 922 284, 708, 078 129, 303, 648 2, 638, 123 126, 665,525 | 411, 373, 603 30.8 
1892 ick ndewke kee 294, 000, 000 202, 456 293, 797, 544 148, 670, 652 8, 007, 563 145, 663,089 | 439, 460, 638 83. 1 
1893... . 303, 153, 000 91, 858 303, 061, 142 172, 433, 838 4, 218, 637 | 168, 215, 201 471, 276, 343 35.7 





a Year ending September 30. 


I recognize that we have in our own State upwards of 325,000 
sheep. I recognize that the industry is increasing from year to 
year. I recognize that from the Missouri River to the Rocky 
Mountains the raisingof sheep is one of the important industries, 
and that to strike it down means a very great wrong and injus- 








0 From estimates of the Department of Agriculture. 


tice to the people of that region. I understand that the farm- 
ers of the West are already overburdened with taxation, and 
are scarcely able to make a living upon their farms. Wheat- 
raising pays no longer. It does not pay to raise corn or flax or 
oats. We are now, | fear, sounding the death knell of the sugar 











1894. 








industry of the West, which is beginning to make itself one of 
importance, and now it is said that to destroy the wool industry 
will be the last and the greatest blow. 

But, Mr. President, I am not prepared to say that we are 


striking down the wool industry by placing wool upon the free | 


list. For my own part, and I speak for but one member of the 
Populist party, lam not afraid of placing wool upon the free 
list. The advantage accruing to the American people because 
of the reduction in the cost of clothing will more than compen- 
sate for the destruction of the duty upon wool. 

Let me read afew letters which I happen to have in my desk, 
to show the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] something of 
the sentiment of the woolgrowers of the West. I believe many 
of them to-day realize they can raise wool upon the prairies of 
Dakota and Nebraska and Wyoming ascheaply as itcan be raised 
upon the continent of Australia or in South America, the state- 
ments of the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Here isan article from the Sheep 
Breeders’ Gazette, which is quoted approvingly by one of the 
largest sheep-growers in South Dakota. The writer says: 

Contrary to the general impression the Australian flock-owner does not 
have his pasturage free. He must either own the land or pay the govern- 
ment for its use. For this reason, and the varying carrying capacity of 
lands, the consul finds some difficulty in estimating the actual cost per 
sheep, and states: 

‘* Estimates, however, have been made by experts, which doubtless proxt- 
mate the actual cost, and which may form something like a guide for those 
interested in comparing the cost of wool production. The cost of rent for 
pastoral land varies from a nominal sum to about $1.84 per acre per annum. 
‘The cost of rent in an averge district, say for a well-improved freehold coun- 
try, With a good rainfall and capable of carrying one sheep tothe acre, would 
be about 73 cents per acre, andif capable of carrying two sheep to the acre, 
it would be from $1.45 to $1.95 per acre; the average cost in the dry districts 
would be about 18 cents per acre. He then sums up the cost of production 
as follows: 


PR dita das Replied dia kehaksdasban sabdke Gebiun obdaUadeleneineeaiain. cadnl $0. 73 
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Shearing, pressing, and packing 
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“ Against this is placed the credit of $1.17 for wool, and ‘‘returns of sales fo 
fat sheep or stores (allowing 75 for increase and $1.68 for net sales),’’ making 
49 cents more, or gross increase per sheep of $1.66, and leaving net profit of 
59 cents per head.”’ 

The above extract from an article in The Breeders’ Gazette, on the com- 
parative costs of growing wool, shows figures that ought to encourage wool- 
growers in this part of the country. 


That is, the Black Hills— 


Reliable men who are in the business here in the Hills, claim that sheep 
can be kept in bands of 1,000 or more, at acost not to exceed 75 cents per head 
which is 32 cents less thanit costs in Australia, where our severest compe- 
tition comes from. 

This is sent to me by a man who, I presume, is one of the larg- 
est sheep-growers in the Black Hills region, and perhaps one of 
the largest in the State of South Dakota. I have some other 
correspondence which, although it is very interesting, is very 
voluminous, and I shall not burden the Senate by reading very 
much of it. But I wish the Senate to know something of the 
sentiment of our sheep-growers. I am not quoting the words of 
fancy farmers, full of theory but wanting experience, but those 
rather of actual sheep-growers who understand something of 
this question. Here is the opinion of one, D. A. Williams, of 
Grant County, S. Dak.: 


D. A. Williams, one of the most intelligent farmers of this county who 
called at the Review office a few days ago, one who is quite extensively en 
gaged in sheep-raising, stated that notwithstanding the low price of wool he 
was making money at the business, and that he did not fear having the 
tariff entirely removed from wool, but he wanted the tariff also taken off 
manufactured goods. He said that he seriously doubted whether the tariff 
on wool increased the price to the American farmer, but even if it did that 
the difference was more than made up in the higher prices he was compelled 
to pay for the manufactured goods he had to buy. Here is a farmer— 


Says the editor— 


who does not claim to be astatesman, but who has intelligently studied from 
cause to effect, and clearly understands the deception that has been prac- 
ticed upon the agriculturist by the high tariff taxers. 


I have here one more, and it comesfrom the State represented 
by the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. CAREY], who preceded me 
in this discussion. The Minneapolis Times says: 

Wool and Mutton, a paper printed in this city, ‘‘ devoted to the wool and 
mutton interests of the United States,’ quotes approvingly the statement 
made by ex-Senator Warren of Wyoming, before the national convention 
of the National Woolgrowers’ Association in Washington last month, that 

‘There were 4,000,000 people directly interested in the grow ing of sheep and 
wool, with a direct investment in that industry of $200,000,000 and an addi- 
tional $300,000,000 indirectly interested. Toall these the Wilson bill meant 
practical annihilation. * * * Putting woolon the free list, in brief, meant 
the damage of an investment of §500,000,000—the annihilation of 47,000,000 
sheep now being raised for their wool, and the removal of employment of 
1,500,000 people.” 


The editor goes on to remark: 


Of course, as one of the prophets of high protection, Wool and Mutton 
echoes this lamentation over the blue ruin which is going to overtake the 
poor woolgrowers as soon as the new tariff goesintoeffect. This recalls the 
attempt last December to collect ammunition in the shape of letters from 
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sneep farmers for the artillery of debate to be fired off at the Wilson bill. 
A series of questions were propounded in a circular letter to sheep farméts 
with the request that the answer be sent to Hon. JULIUS C. BURROWS, the 
Michigan apostle of McKinleyism. 

One of the sheep farmers thus appealed to for facts furnished a mass of 
useful information, which, though a8 at all what Mr. BURROWS and his asso- 
ciates sought for, or had any use for, is of timely interest to the general 
public, who only want to get at the truth about these tariff problems and 
are not concerned as to whose theories aredamaged thereby. This partiéu- 


| lar woolgrower dates his instructive letter from Carbon, Wyo 


The Senator’s own State. 

Replying to the inquiry, just why wool can not be grown as cheaply in this 
country as in Australia or other foreign countries, hesays: ‘* There is no rea- 
son why We can not grow wool as cheap, if not cheaper, here than any other 
place in the world.”’ 

in response to the vital question, what did wool net you on the farm or 
Mr. BUR- 
ROWS got some very discouraging disclosures. This Wyoming woolgrower 
states that he netted 9} cents per pound for what he has sold of his 1893 clip; 
that the clip of 1892 netted him I4cents per pound, and that the clip of 1891, 
sold before the McKinley law went into effect, netted him the best price 
ofall, 17 cents per poond. This fact, altogether unavailable as it is for high- 
protectionist orators and organs, was clinched by the further testimony 
of this candid Wyoming woolgrower. ‘My experience,” he wrote, ‘during 
the past season is that it is the dullest I have had, in spite of the fact that 
there is a duty on the foreign wool that amounts to more than the value of 
mine.’ He insisted that the American has the advantage of the foreigner in 
the wool-growing, *‘ and wool sells for less under the McKinley law than ever 
before.”’ 

The closing sentences of this plain-spoken woolgrower's reply is particu- 
larly notable, which itis not at all likely that Wool and Mutton will care 
to quote. ‘In summing up this whole business,’’ says he, *‘ I have come to 
the conclusion that we have nothing to hope for from protection, as the duty 
on foreign wool is more than the price of American wool. We have nothing 
to fear from the foreign woolgrower. The ciiuss of the depression in the 
wool business is that the manufacturers and commission men have taken 
advantageof the tariffagitation and general business depression to putdown 
prices, so that they can get wool for their own prices.”’ 

There is quite another standpoint to which the attention of Wool and 
Mutton is respectfully invited. This is the standpoint from which free 
wool can and will be justified—the standpoint of the woolen clothing and 
carpet manufacturers, whose business will be built up by it, and the yet 
broaderstand point of the general mass of theconsumers, whose clothing and 
carpets will be reduced incost. At the same time it is reassuring to the 
friendsof true tariff reform who do not desire toinjure any American in- 
dustry in the process of reducing and equalizing tariff burdens, to learn 
from the testimony of the men who know best—the woolgrowers them- 
selves—that the McKinley duties have not really helped them atjall, and 
that the transfer cf wool to the free list will not hurt them; moreover, that 
it will liberate them from the clutch of the protectionists, who are now able 
to combine under the shelter of the high tariff on foreign wool, to dictate 
low prices for the American clip. 


Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from South Dakotaallow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. What is the name of the correspondent whose 
statement the Senator is reading? 

Mr. KYLE. The article is from the Minneapolis Times. 

Mr. POWER. I thought the Senator read a letter from a cor- 
respondent. 

Mr. KYLE. The name of the correspondent is not given, but 
he lives at Carbon, Wyo. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to know his name. I[ am afraid 
he is holding an office under the present Administration. 

Mr. KYLE. I rather think he is not, although I do not know. 

Mr. POWER. I should like to have his name. 

Mr. KYLE. Ipresume the Senator from Wyoming knows—— 

Mr. POWER. If the Senator will give me the name of the 
correspondent we should like to look it up. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from Montana will wait, before I 
get through I will give him some names. The letter is not one 
from my own State, and the correspondent’s name is. not given 
in the article referred to. 

Mr. CAREY. As the Senator from South Dakota says he 
read the article for my benefit, I wish to cail his attention to a 
letter which is published on page 357 of a memorial presented 
to the Senate by the Senator from Ohio |[Mr. SHERMAN] Janu- 
ary 17,1894. The letter is an anonymous one, and the Senator 
will find it very fully answered in this document by my late col- 
league, Hon. I. E, Warren. It is an anonymous letter, and 
we have not been able to have any person living inside the 
State acknowledge that he wrote the letter. 

Mr. KYLE. I am glad the Senator from Wyoming has 
brought the matter to the attention of the Senate. I do not 
know the gentleman at all, but no memorialist would probably 
print such a letter from an anonymous correspondent. 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not know him. 

Mr. KYLE. but I have no doubt he represents the views 
of many woolgrowers there. I will read now an article written 
by W. F. McCulloch, of Jessie, N. Dak.: 

[am a woolgrower, and have as good sheep perhaps as can be found ig 
the country llivein. Yet, lam not a woolgrower who wishes the Demo- 
cratic party in hades on account of their free-trade principles. I never 
voted a Democratic ticket in my life— 

I presume, therefore, he is not a Democrat— 
but I can not understand why farmers with sheep want protect 
when they must know that they can not be benetited b t { 


less they form a combination and set their own price “This th 
done and never will. 
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on wool, un- 
+y have never 
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Farmers of ordinary intelligence must know that this high-tariff policy in 
the past twenty-eight years has nearly doubled the price of what they 
bought. They must know that the purchasers of their wool fixed both the 
price of their wool and their coats. The manufacturers were in a position 
to take the benefits of the protection, charging the farmers two prices for 
woolen clothes, while they never paid him the amount of the tariff extra 
for the wool. The American farmers, very many of them, may not know 
that 815 worth of woolen cloths on the Canadian side, a few years ago,would 





sell on the American side for some %30 to 835, and other supplies in propor- 
tion. while the American farmers got less for their wheat, corn, cattle, hogs, 
el t Chi » than the prices paid at Toronto in Canada. Now, these are 
mo than mere ertion for the writer lived beside the line, between the 
two countri where snuggling goods was carried on day and night by men, 
women, and boy Some women made more at one trip with smuggled 
ror than they could working out for a year. 

( ll cla on the face of the earth the American farmer has been hum- 
bugwed and fooled the worst, and largely by a lying press, whose interests 
lay in another direction than that of the toiling masses and the good of this 
Republi Do our farmers, having a few sheep, expect to get less for their 
wool under a lowtariff than they have been getting the past few years under 
the highest tariff the world has ever known? 

When will the American farmer awake and take a look around him, rather 
than be stuffed by interested corporations? When willthe American farmer 
wake to the fact that after more than twenty-five years of the highest tariff 
on wool and woolens that the world has ever known we find the masses with- 
out sheep, the farmer having sheep being the exception, and not the rule? 


And what is the result when the farmer takes his wool to market? He re- 


turns home with the sweepings of the mill or the ragsof the Old World 
gr nd uy i battered into some cotton for his sharein the sheep. What 
p or parcel can the American farmer have with his sheep, himself being 






clothed with ra shoddy, and cotton? Woolistaxedso high that his pur 
cal treach it. Remove the tariff from wool and woolens, and allow the 
American farmers to clothe themselves with the wool that grows on their 
sheep, and their he will warm up. They will draw nearer together and 
prosper E 

We are daily reminded that “ without a protective tariff we would have no 
sheep How do those high-tariff preachers account for the fact that our 
Canadian neighbors, a people in all their early history, and up till of late, 
with wool and woolens on the free list, instead of having no sheep, have the 
hills and dales of their country alive with the best sheep the world ever saw 
Ne every Man who tills the soil has sheep, and not something resemb 
ling a cross between a coyote and a wolf, as the bulk of our American sheep 
do 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me? 

(the PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 

ld to the Senator from Montana? 


Certainly. 
c 1 


Mr. POWER. The latter part of the article which the Sen- 


ator has read refers to sheep in Canada. 

Ir. KYLE. It refers to the grade of sheep in Canada. 

Mr.POWER. With the permission of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I wi to give him a little history as to the matter. 

Mr. KYLE. The gentleman who wrote the article lives on the 
ling 

Mr. POWER. I also live near tho line, and I wish togivethe | 
Senator the facts. 

Mr. KYLE. ‘The Senator from Montana can state the facts 


l 


when | get throu 


I know personally many of the people in Upper Canada, along 
Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, and part of Lake Huron. Numbers 
of them came from the States of Ohio and New York in early 
years. They are the best farmers of North America. They 
1ave the very best sheep that are known in the country to-day. 
[ wish to read a short letter, written by a gentleman in my own 


State with his own hand, which explains the sentiments of one 


who, I think, isa just man as well as a man who knows about 
sh op. He say 
As members of Congress seem so anxious to protect the farmers and es- 


pecially on wool, I will give you afew facts in regard tomy own county and 
State. [ learn from the auditor of this county (Davison) that we have a popu- 
lation of about 7,000 and about 1,400 voters, and there are not ten farmers in 
the county who own sheep. In my own township we have a popuiation of 
about 3,00 and about 60 voters, and I am the only man in the township who 
has any interest in sheep. 

I now ask, would it be just and fair that 7,000 people should be taxed in 
order that we ten farmers might obtain a few cents more for our wool? I 
think not. Every man, woman, and child must have woolen clothing. We 
ali must use coalor hay forfuel. Wemust havelumber. Some of us loveto 
wear white shirts with collars and cuffs, and all of us desire to be protected 
from a protective tariff. We desire the income tax, and all of the farmers 
wil gladly welcome the day when we have it to pay. 


This is a man who, I believe, represents the sentiment of a 
reat many people throughout the Westerncountry, that though 


ir 
> 


they may have a few sheep, and even though a protective duty | 


upon raw wool would benefit them a little, yet they feel that 


little is more than overcome by the duty which they are com- | 


pelled to pay upon the clothing they buy. 
These views are also expressed by Mr. 
ville, N. Dak., in a plain, matter-of-fact way. 

A TARIFF QUERY. 
of Oakville, N. Dak.,in renewing his subscription to the 
: ning year, adds to his letter the following: 
; “Seeing Some of your contributors are not backward toshow their polit- 
ical inclinar sons through your columns, and as you permit them todo so, I 
would like to ask Mr. M. I’. G., and other sheep and wool men who hold sim- 


R. W. Kennedy 
Farmer for the co 








jlar views, why, it their business is such a favored one, and so well adapted | _ 
| The average under the McKinley act, reducod to an ad valorem 


to this country, ¢ 1cy tell us, and so much superior to that of the wheat- 
7 


grower—why can not they stand on theirown legs without props or crutches? 


Now, there are probably twenty in the Dakotas who buy wool in the shape of | 


thing for every one who raises that commodity for sale. 
ctlve tari, 


ck 
nro 


Now, why, bya 


must these twenty poor, struggling wheat-growers and 
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their 1amilies be taxed in order to help this great sheep and wool man to 
stand on his feet? 

**Why should the laborers in busy factories all over this broad country,anda 
the poorly paid miners, come up from their dreary toil, and be requested to 
contribute their pennies to support these great leading sheep and woe] men? 
Truly, selfishness renders men as blind as it makes them mean, 


‘Oh wad some power the giftie gie us 
To see oursel’s as others see us!” 

Mr. President, I have not stated, perhaps, what action I may 
take upon this floor. It may not be just for the farmers of this 
country to sacrifice everything upon raw wool while the manu- 
facturers are still holding the lion’s share. Although I have 
‘ead these letters in your presence to-day, representing the sen- 
timent of some farmers, there are other farmers, and many of 
them, who say that if the manufacturers are to have everything 
in sight they do not wish to be left out and have no duty upon 
raw wool. ; 

I now ask your attention to a little document, entitled Im- 
ported Merchandise, 1893, prepared by the Finance Committee, 
and for the benelit of the people who read the REcoRpD I wil! 
compare the duties paid under the McKinley act with the duties 
proposed under the pending bill. The first is yarns: 


{ valore! 











ent House » 
dill 
Yarns, woolen and worsted: 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound 278. 66 30 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than | 
10 cents per pound lacie 5 saat 118.79 | 30 ) 
Valued at more than 40 cents per pound --. 105. 42 ws) 
Cloths, woolen or worsted: | | 
Valued atnot more than 30cents per pound 163.09 | 40 40 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than | | 
40 cents per pound a gia : 114. 86 | 10 40 
Valued above 40 cents per pound eae = 99. 50 | 40 40 


Now, here is the blanket list. Blankets are a g 1 
eople, and itis the complaint of the American farmer 
take almost his entire wool | to market and 


product 
able to bring blankets enough home to supply | 





among the } 
that he can 
scarcely be 


family: 





A) a Vi l I 
Presen Hous en 
li bill I 
Blankets: 
Valuedat not morethan: ents per pound.| 88. 22 | 25 5 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than } | 
40 cents per pound. ..... habe atk | 100 30 | ) 
Valued at more than 40 and not more than | 
h0 cents per pound sedpesiiasehicehat susied 20090 35 | 33 
Valued at more than 50 cents per pound... 80. 33 85 | 35 


The next is a very important article of consumption amongst 
the farmers of the United States—flannels for underwear: 





|Average ad valorem under— 


House | Senate 


| Present | 


| law bill. bill 
saa elaine ae ' | ——-——— 
Flannels for underwear: | 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound. 84. 90 25 25 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than | | 
ne tr Sh. cilin me cucsedabaeeawe | 103.51 | 30 39 
Valued at more than 40 and not more than 
50 cents per pound ............-.-- Rietieees 103. 22 35 35 
Weighing over 4 ounces per square yard.... 96. 54 40 40 


Mr. President, these are but samples of the exorbitant charges. 
or what we have regarded in the West as next to highway rob- 


| bery, placed upon us by the McKinley act on the clothing we 


wear On our backs. Yet there are Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber who are inveighing against Democratic Sena- 
tors for voting for a duty upon sugar, and against the Populists 
for cojperating with them, because, forsooth, this article is a 
necessity of the American people. I would like to know if 
clothing is not also a necessity. Every man, woman, and child 
in our country must ve clothed. In our Northwest country we 


| can get along without sugar if it comes to the pinch, but we can 
| not get along without clothing. 


The question occurs to us many times whether we need even 
such exorbitant duties as those which are proposed to be im- 


| posed under the present Senate bill. 


[have made some computations in regard to the reductions. 


basis—manv of the duties in that act are specific and many are 
aa valorem—is 98.62 per cent upon wooland woolens. Tbe aver- 
age ad valorem duty upon raw wool is 44.30 per cent. 
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The average upon woolens alone is 88.96 per cent f 
the duty upon woolens “per cent; in 
her words, it is cut from 93.62 per cent, as given in the sched- 
e, to an averag ge of 41.13 per cent. That is a remarkable fall, 
and the people of the country will rise in gratitude to the framers 
of this bill because the y have been able it down the duties 

sat me 


it now stands has cut ode4 


Oo is 


toc 


e sale 


non this gr 





Rut Task in all avethe rates been cut low enough 
\re not th the woolen manufa ‘turers still in 
bill? Have these men not been lingering near the Finance 


bu 


( mittee: not been button-holding the members 


’ ey 








The billas | 
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| Puritans used 


days, S 
| of I 


on this side of the Chamber, as well as those upon the other 
., to protect their interests, and are they not protected? I 
ive heard it hinted upon bot 1 sides of the Chambe xr that the 
facturersare satisfied with the present woolen schedule, and 
be glad and thankful sun it goes through. 
e first « uestion that will be put to me when I go to the 
t, will be whether I could not have done something toscale 
hs wn the duties from an average of 41.13 per cent to perhaps 30 
f per cent a comp tion for the reduction of the duty 
W w¢ yl. 
HAWLEY) Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
ions: 
KYLE Certainly 
HAWLEY. Isita matter of entire indifference to the 
or whether clothing be made in this country or abroad? 
KYL [t is not a matter of so much difierence to me. 
t I tell you it is to the peopl my section of the country. I 
( int you to American citizens living on the prairies of my 
‘h re honorable men and women, some of whom 
fro. the Senator’s own State of ¢ onnecticut, Vv vho wer 
d in your schools, men with as noble aspirations and pur- 
s in their hearts as ever were formed, and women who are 
nder in their affection for their « iiiieen and as noble in 
( ‘y respectas can be found anywhere on the face of the earth. 
rare to be found on our broad prairies, living sometimes 
red shacks, sometimes in sod shanties, with no cetting rs 
ve their heads, and sometimes upon dirt floors; and to-day; 
they are selling wheat for 35 cents a bushel and can not 
» of tl or above 2 or 2+ cents a pound 
oO! he very little consequence to them 
ert ne from: An Eastern manufacturer | 
a, or England, or Australia. The 
( “ ley are going to get clothing the 
r, HAWLI y | L d f mak c ) er observa- 
: VI) ¢ Very well 
ry [here ara people in the State of Connecti- 
oft for work as there are in South Dakota. 
v wheat to se ll at any price per bushel, and 
y til this bill shall be concluded, so that they 


3 are wohin to be opened ag ul? 
the provisions brought - 
not get work in the factories 
competition in farming will 


e still lower. 





v their factorie 
I t; an people subsist upon 
them from the West. If they can 
will go to the farms, and the 
be still greater and wheat will 1 
Mr. KYLE. i hs understood from the Senator and others 
that side of the Chamber that the workingmen in New 
land have in the aggregate millions of dollars in the savings 
which shows that many in good circumstances; but 
[ know there are poor people living there as well as in the West. 
But, d 
toa great many others, would not the New England manufac- 
turers, were they to deal justly by their e mployés, be able to 
pay them better wages than they are now paying them. 
| have some facts which I shail present in re gard to the 


ey 
Cy 


ve 


on Eneo- 


DaANnKSs; are 


per- 


centage of the cost of production paid to the American wage 
worker. I have been over New England; I have been in the 


manufactories; and I want to s 
so much sympathy for the Ne 
to have. 

We enacted a law in this country, the alien contract-labor 
law, for the purpose of keeping out of the United States the pau- 
per labor of Europe, against which the people represented by 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have been pray- 
ing to be protected for the last thirty years; and yet when we 
protecte? them against the pauper labor of E urope, and when 
they have been given also the additional protection afforded by 
the McKinley tariff law, they have dealt unjustly by the } sons 
and daughters of America, thrusting them out of the manufac- 
tories, and have importe .d into New E ingland between 400,000 
and 5€0,000 French Canadians to take their places; and those 
people are living to-day on wages upon which the ordinary 
American New E ngls ind man or wo man would starve. 
I have understood from a statistician of Springfield, Mass., 


y right here that [ do not have 
Ww : Engl: und manufacturer as I use a 


rest 





Mr. President, the question comes to me Lae om as if comes | 
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a state 


where the ol ld 
and where I expe wore t 
see the sons of those old ancestors ovcupying the homestead 
You may to-day walk five or ten blocks and not hear your 
tive t ngue spoken. Gointo the old hotels, in whose halls re- 
sounded the voices of some of the famous statesmen of f 

ind there at the table s you n 1ay hear nothing but a jargon 
rench d haotied the wl me: When you go into the fa 
tories er places you hear sonalinaas but French. ‘That is 
rotection has affected the young men 


that there are 100,000 French Canadians in that old 
I have gone through the cities of New England, 
to walk in their pride 











orm 





| hole 


and ot! 








the way high ] and the 
young wo n of New England. 
State of Pennsylvania, where some of ! 

» there now, and I find the children of theo 
ynoved from the manufacturing establishments 
are filled by Poles, Hung: Sl Boh 
thos isses which are now supplan r 

\merican citizens—men who work for starvation wagesand who 
can e in a manner that would be considered degradi b 
American citizens. 

\ orter of Pittsburg went into the mines of Pennsylvania 
a year or two ago and reported this fact: There was a « of 
Hu Slavs or Poles working ina certain district who lived 
n common board houses, the cracks of which you could 
} } 


hrouch 
LrOURL. 


y-five or thirty 
and children 


upon the 


There were from ten to twent 
ise even thirty-five men, wome 
all living in one room and sle 


n, 


ping 


i 
t 
one Cc 
y 


oun?g, 




















Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator allow me to inte! t 
moment? 

The ones ING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER 
Doe s th mn utor from South Dalota yield? 

KY L I do. 

Mr W SH. [ should like to ask the Senator if it i 
as alleged by Republican Senators, that A1 } 
retired from certain industries as a itter of che d nota 
an of necessity? LHspecially, | understand, is th é 
to be the case in the New England f ories; that they v 
com ied to rj e up their ‘ ( to r .% 
suit 1 which they were engaged asa matter of necessity, b 
as a r of choic vecause they found more t 
ployment Phat is wh I iderstand the ai to 
+h¢ Ql oO } » Ch: y hye r 

wy! | l say, M by it, tha 

with New En ind men 1d wom no sa h 
employmen simply because the re no lor ve I 
ind further, the American peop with thei ‘ I 
I rr LY ol LT ner » lox { [ Dn 
d it ] LI r. 

I is referring, when interrupted, tothe Huns and Sla 
reporter to whom I } alluc tated that ir l of 
itting a , a3 does t oO \ i ) 3 
an ¢ tn l | ( i Ca I rl h an I 
e] n ‘ 1 knive nd hese peop 
the | k br | hout any of tl ( 3 of d 
b n t l n y re ccustomed to in the countries 
fro Ll¢ they came, and for but the ere sp! din on 
the bread-brown colored axl rease, which th had boug t 
th ithboring rro store Ch ‘ or l oO Wace 
w! were entirely consistent with this manner of living. Must 
we ask the American employé to do this and to come down to 
these starvation wages? Or-can the American manufacturer 
state without blushing that he has fulfilled his moral contract 
with the American people, by which he promised to protectand 
defend his employés from the beggared condition of the |] o- 
pean labors vie 

Mr. President, I believe that the Am in m fas , 
with free wool, will be able to compete with any foreign coun- 
try, I do not care where it is, in the manufacture of cloth. The 


necticut | 


rood clo 


yr from Con 
were buyin; 
1eaply 


Senat 
we 
as cl 


d that 
States now, and 
surope. I have 


Mr. PLATT] the other day stat 
thing in the United 
bought anywhere in |] 


as 
tean be 


, as 


seen th ssame stat 


itement ma in the other branch of Congress. 
With the improv d machinery now in the United St with 
the ener of the American people, and with free wool 1 do not 
hesitate “to say that we can c mm pete with any nation to-day in 
the production of clothing, and without any duty whatever upon 
manufactured goods. 

I have some [facts here it rard to the wages paid by American 
ma ifacturers —only Qa ery few of then but thev are of great 
interest. The contention of the iff ap abl lican party has been for 
years that there should be a tarifi m all imported goods to 
equalize the difference paid in wag in this and other coun 
tries. ‘That is the stand which hor aa n taken heretofore, j 
it is that which is taken by Senators on the onn« of the 
Chamber to-day, that there should be a duty of an nt 
as will equalize the difference in wage rot ) ry 








I LE EE LS A TOT AT 


ong ona 


es 


omega feneen 


—~ 


i 





6336 


CONGRESSIONAL RE@ORD—SENATE. 








JUNE 15, 





and Europe. Let me state certain facts. I quote trom the sev- 
enth annual report of the United States Commissioner of Labor, 
to be found on pages 52 to 63 of the majority report of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, 
giving the percentage of the cost of production paid in wages 
to employs in the United States and in Europe. 

In the manufacture of cashmere and cassimeres in forty-five 
establishments inthe United States the manufacturers paid their 
employ(sas wages 25.01 per cent, and in 14 establishments on the 
Continent of Europe the percentage was 19.82, a difference in 
favor of the United States of only about 6 per cent. We have 
the spectacle before us of Senators contending over and over 
again for more than the 41.13 per cent of protection accorded in 
the pending bill. 

In the manufacture of ladies’ dress goods, sevenestablishments 
in the United States paid 20.62 per cent of the cost of produc- 
tion in wages; three establishments in Great Britain paid 21.43 
per cent; and on the Continentof Europe one establishment paid 
22.3% per cent; in other words, a difference of about 1 per cent 
in favor ef Great Britain, and 2 per cent in favor of the Conti- 
nent of Kurope. 

Take worsted goods, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
I'RYE] spoke so vehemently only a day or two since. There are 
three establishments, recorded in this paper, in Great Britain 
from which returns have been received, and they pay 23.56 per 
cent of the cost of production as wages, while thirty-five estab- 
lishments in the United States pay 21.94 per cent, and the Con- 
tinent of Europe three establishments pay 20.73 per cent, 2 per 
cent greater in Great Britain than in the United States, and only 
1 per cent less upon the Continent of Europe. 

In the manufacture of tweed goods, one establishment in Great 
Britain paid 35.47 of the cost of production to labor, and in the 
United States one establishment paid 29.12 per cent; in other 
words, 6 per cent less goes to wages in the United States than in 
Great Britain. 

Mr. CAREY. 

Mr. KYLE. 


Will the Senator allow me? 

I hope the Senator will wait until I-get through. 

Mr. CAREY. Very well. 

Mr. KYLE. In the manufacture of serge goods in the United 
States, one establishment paid 26.08 per cent of the cost of pro- 
duction for labor, and upon the continent of Europe nine estab- 
paid 15.20 percent, 11 per cent greater in the United States than 
upon the continent of Europe. 

Mr. President, the figures I have given are, as I stated, from 
the seventh annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, and I 
presume they are authentic upon this point as far as the re- 
turns have been received. 

I have here a statement of the comparative average wages 
taken from Census Bulletin No. 169, pages 6 to 10, issued March 9, 
1892, and only recently published. The statement is as follows: 

Per cent. 
Woolen goods, wages........ 21.4 


Worsted goods, wages ........... sates nis cli taal vee an elaine en 20. 1 
Felt goods, wages 22 


Wool hats, wages son meted shbaaiatact steiner 
Carpets, Wages .............. invtentubkenen waadaad nnn dire ni dens hikas case 24.3 
ey ee ee aa eee 

I ci heii las ns aint alice tens ww es See nek hei naa ~siacbee eee 


Where is the ground of your contention for 41.13 per cent as 
anaverage ad valorem dutyon woolens? Lask, Mr. President, in 
the name of the American people, are the manufacturers to have 
every advantage in this bill? There seems from this Census 
Bulletin to be some ground for the statement that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer has been satisfied in the consideration of the 
bill now before us. 

[am not willing, as a Senator representing in part the agri- 
cultural State of South Dakota, to strike down all the duty upon 


which | believe to be utterly unjust. 
orbitant duty. 


upon full time and pay their employés their old schedule of 
wages. 


Mr. President, as I have stated, I should feel perfectly safe in | 


voting for the removal of all duties upon raw wool; yet I feel, 
under the circumstances, since the manufacturers are to be pro- 
tected as they are in this bill, that I can not consent to strike 
down all the duty upon raw wool. There has been a scaling 
down of the duties upon manufactured woolens of 53.7 per cent. 
Ave Senators willing to scale the duty upon raw wool to the same 
extent? The same sliding scale of 53.7 percent running through 
raw wool would bring the present duty down to about 5 cents, as 
against 11 cents of the McKinley law and about 5} cents as 
against the 12-cent duty. Ido not know that there is anybody 
in the Senate who will present an amendment on that line, but 
if such an amendment should be offered, I shall be compelled, 


| from Nebraska and myself in favor of a duty on sugar. 





for the sake of justice and for the protection of my people 
vote for it. 

Mr. President, the Populists upon this side of the Ch 
have been criticised a great deal for the votes we have cast ou 
various amendments. We were criticised by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], by my colleague [Mr. PETTIGREW], and 
by other Senators across the aisle, because of the votes we exst 
in favor of amendments when the sugar schedule was unde 
sideration. I want to say right here, that whether the law 
heretofore passed was good or bad, it would be to the honor of 
the American Congress that it should fulfillevery jot and tittle. 
of its pledges under the statutes, which pledges were a moral 
if not a legal, contract with the sugar people. , 

On general principles I am opposed to the bounty system. | 
do not think we should pay a bounty to the sugar manufacture» 
any more than we should pay a bounty to the wheat-grower of 
South Dakota or those who raise cattle; but since we have p issed 
the McKinley law, and have made specific mention in paragraph 
231 of a bounty on sugar, which should continue from 1891 to 
1905, I believe that we, as the people's representatives, should 
fulfill that obligation to the letter. Let me read you the obli- 
gation: 

231. That on and after July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1905, there shall be paid 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the 


provisions of section '3689 of the Revised Statutes, to the producer of sugar 
testing not less than 90° by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sux 


» to 


amber 


r Con- 





cane grown within the United States, or from maple sap produced within 
the United States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; and unon such sugar test 
ing less than 90° by the polariscope, and not less than 80°, a bounty of |} cents 
per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Inter 


nal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
prescribe. 

Mr. President, I know something about law, though I hav 
never practiced at the bar; but there are Senators here in my 
presence who have not only practiced, but who for years sat 
upon the bench, and who are distinguished jurists, and I put it 
to you whether, what is clearly to the people of the United States 
a moral obligation resting upon the Government is not in the 
minds of fair-minded judges a legal contract. I recognize the 
argument made by some Senators, that it is a unilateral con- 
tract, and can therefore be broken. 

I recognize that; but it is nevertheless a contract or agree- 
ment upon the part of the United States Government that from 
1891 to 1905 any person who should erecta sugar refinery and 
produce a pound of sugar and present it to the Government for 
inspection should receive a bounty. That was the contract 
offered on the part of the Government, and those who entered 
into this enterprise struck hands with the Government and the 
contract was completed. I believe that to-day, if the question 
were brought before the United States Supreme Court, we should 
be holden to the contract, and would be compelled to pay the 
bounty which it was provided by law should be given to the sugar 
producer. 

Mr. President, when this question came before the Senate, I 
recognized from the sentiment on this side of the Chamber and 
the sentiment in the other House that it was impossible to pre- 
serve the bounty upon sugar, and in explanation of the vote of 
myself and my colleague from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], in cast- 
ing our votes for a diminishing bounty, I desire to say we casi 
those votes because we thought it was the best we could do under 
the circumstances toward keeping our contract with those we 
are now about to wrong. 

Now, a word also in regard to the vote cast by my colleague 
I desire 
to say to the Senate that I am not only in favor of free sugar 
for the American breakfast table, but I am in favor of free every- 
thing. Ido not care what it is. 

I am in favor of the duty being taken off iron and steel, and 


' coal and lumber, and manufactured goods, too, for that matter. 
woolif the Eastern manufacturers are still to contend for that | 
They do not need the ex- | 
If they would do the fair thing by their em- | 
ployés, I believe that they would be able to run their factories | 


I shall vote, every time I[ get the opportunity, to remove all du- 
ties from the manufactured necessaries of life if by so doing we 
can still pay the current expenses of our Government. We are 
bound to provide revenue in some way. Let me tell you what 
these expenses are at the present time. itis estimated that for 
the year 1895 we must provide $454,427,748. Thatrevenue must 
be provided for, however much we may wish to preserve pet in- 


| dustries for our own States, however much we may wish not to 


tax certain necessities of the poor people. 

I have taken the ground—and I think my colleague from Ne- 
braska has taken the same position—that while we are going 
over the bill in Committee of the Whole we are giving ano 
taking here and there, as all must know. We are taking the 
duty off some things and increasing it on others, and we can 
not tell, until we have gone over the bill in Committee of the 
Whole, just what the total amount of revenue is going to be. | 

The estimated receipts under the bill as it came from the 
House were $440,093,416.91, about fourteen or fifteen million 
dollars short of the necessary expenditures during the year 








1894. 








1895. Under the bill as it now stands in the Senate, the esti- 
mated receipts will be $491 073,818.28; in other words, in the 
neighborhood of from thirty-six to forty million dollars more 
than the estimated expenditures for 1895. 

If in the final making of these schedules I find we can meet 
our running expenses and yet strike the duty off sugar, I shall 
vote to doit and I shall be the one to offer an amendment to 
that effect. 
diminishing bounty on sugar until at least the year 1899, until 
the sugar men can get upon their feet and take care of them- 
selves, I shall cast a vote for that. They were innocent of any 
future action by Congress— 

Mr.MANDERSON, Willi the Senator permitan interruption? 

Mr. KYLE. I will. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As the Senator is predicting his action 
when we shall come into the Senate with this bill, and, as I was 


particularly struck with his very able argument that under the | 


McKinley law the bounty provision was acontract, involving not 
only a moral but probably a legal obligation upon the Govern- 
ment, am I to understand, when the bill comes into the Senate, 
that the Senator will not only vote for a diminishing bounty but 
for the bounty of the contract? 

Mr. KYLE. 
can have it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. 

Mr. KYLE. The bounty of the contract, the one which the 
Government is bound to fulfill, I shall vote for if there is any 
show of getting it; but I tell the Senator frankly, with the dis- 
position that now exists in the other House and with the disposi- 
tion on this side of the Chamber, we can not get a bounty of 2 
cents a pound; and I think the Senator will agree with me that 
we must do the very best we possibly can to take care of that 
great industry and fulfill the letter of our contract. 

The men engaged in the production of sugar, as I was remark- 
ing, went into the business innocently, oblivious of any future 
action on the part of the United States; they supposed we were 
going to keep our contract; they invested several millions of 
dollars in their plants. During the first and second years it was 
impossible for them to pay expenses, but now, the third year, 
they are just beginning to realize some profit. Just as they 
have gotten to this point it is proposed to destroy the bounty, 
break our contract, and put the business of these men in jeop- 
ardy. Itisnotright. I stand here to-day as the represetative, 
I am glad to say, of poor people in the United States; but I not 
only want to be just to poor people, but it is right to be just to 
the rich, it is right to be just to corporations, it is right to 
be just to all classes, and my vote shall always be cast in the 
line of justice so far as I am able to discernit. At the same 
time I do not believe in casting any vote here that will in any 
measure enable the sugar trust to continue to hold the people of 
our country by the throat. 

A great many Senators criticised my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] 
and myself because we voted for the tariff duty upon sugar, 
which included one-eighth of a cent a pound duty upon sugar 
above No. 16 Dutch standard. Mr. President, I think that comes 
with very ill grace from Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber who voted for the old McKinley law, which contained 
in it a duty of one-half cent a pound upon all sugars above No. 16 
Dutch standard, and also 10 per cent additional duty upon the 
sugar exported from those countries which paid a bounty upon 
sugar. This exorbitant duty, according to Mr. Havemeyer be- 
fore the special investigating committee a few days ago, netted 
the sugar trust from $25,000,000 to $35,000,000 during the past 
three years. 

The sugar refiners testified here, I believe, that they could 
not existand carry on their business with less than one-fourth of 
acent a pound upon sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard. That 
estimate has been cut in half by the Senate bill, which shows that 
the finger of the sugar trustis not manipulating this legislation 
iu the Senate. Again, at the time my colleague from South 
Dakota moved tostrike out the one-eighth of a cent a pound on 
sugar above No. 16, I stood with him, because I wished to re- 
move every vestige of that which the sugar trust might have in 
the bill, if there was any suspicionin regard to that matter, and 
Ishall vote for such an amendment again if it is presented. 

In conclusion, let me say that while [ am not satisfied with the 
tariff bill in its present form, while there are imperfections 
through and through, I like the bill infinitely better than I do 
the McKinley act. I can see that the Finance Committee from 
the start have been actuated by lofty purposes. They have been 
actuated by a disposition to provide for the running expenses of 
our Government, which are now very large, much larger than 
they were when the McKinley act was passed, and therefore a 
great many things have to be taxed that we would like to leave 
upon the free list. 

But as I look at it all the way through, there have been re- 
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I shall vote for the bounty of the contract if we | 
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ductions made in the interest of the people of our country, the 
people who need to be relieved from the burden of taxation; 
and if, when the bill is finally adjusted in Committee of the 
Whole and reported to the Senate and the final amendments 
are made, it is still in the interests of the people instead of the 
protected few, and is better than the McKinley act, I shall cast 
my vote for it and I shall not be ashamed to do so. 

Mr. President, | wish to append as a portion of my remarks 
some tables relating to the sheep industry taken from the Sta- 
tistical Abstract of 1893, showing the number of sheep by States 
i894. Alsoatable showing the 
number of sheep and the amount of wuol produced by States and 
Territories during the year 1893. 


Number of 





sheep in each State and Territory of the United Siates in 18% 


States and Territories Sheep 

Connecticut cd en she aa . 117, 107 
Maine ; ee he re Sees Pe ¥ aioe 452, 472 
Massachusetts aes da Fe ioe ae 114, 829 
New Hampshire Bata ‘ 310, 534 
Rhode Island... incall i nities F 32, 624 
Vermont 752, 201 

New England States — 1, 779, 767 
Delaware _.. i a 18, 857 
District of Columbia 40 
Maryland.-. ain 15d, 765 
New Jersey ...........-.. 135, 228 
New York 2 O17, 855 
Pennsylvania 1,631, 40 

Middle States ‘ os 4,559, 285 
Alabama.........- — aha edad 70, 156 
Georgia ‘ niente dice dubdeninta 512, 618 
Florida 30, 158 
Kentucky 3 938, 990 
Louisiana inacnmaadis 181, 253 
Mississippi 352, 632 
North Carolina 516, 749 
South Carolina . pitas ‘ati aeistsletiies 233, 509 
Tennessee aie a ees ae 773, 317 
Virginia 1, 043, 269 

Southern States ............. 4, 922, 651 
Arkansas ...- . a : 202, 753 
RN cc Cecehaucksnosu anac uwtbunecbavavedwnwe 193 
Illinois. 769, 135 
TTR icc Wan rela 5, sponses ln ve dh bactnandl es nia adi omcotnls elonttied dca 91,175 
SNE ii ace cg Medici den ah ccna 0G anager eacabatei via aaws 50, O41 
acacia cece i Sciidlow tic il inltinich casioci aan dgsglaab i 17, 569 
i era chiar i od csardh cio ce ous ale ack anew a RE ead dal Bak nee dates Ceaaeate 1, 271, 743 
Minnesota.......- 3 


BERNE 6s ceccsnnce 

ON ck cnenanaen 
New Mexico .... nae ; wad 7 } 
Ohio sai esl . ac 3, 545, 76 
Texas 

Utah 
Wisconsin . 





Western States and Territories _.... ), 964, 985 
California 1, ORS, 002 
Nevada i caesiaiad ans sa ah ties etal . . 376 
Oregon alae ua NE a . 86, 052 
Washington __.. =< eas a ; : Settee 10, 157 

Un UID iis i ln Ecce eer 1, 184, 587, 

A ah a ai a i A a ata ee way 401,275 


Number of sheep in each State and Territory of the United States in 187 


States and Territories Sheep. 

Se cungitveddkededénuntuaJadssadenab wees sed’ bedoaceaumesmnne 83, 884 
Maine.... Siccinatiaiaaensin 434, 666 
son dere an neuaaa awieniwina ammieitekdidsalte<iben _ 78, 560 
Cs aiguwdnescsedvec sdpamaieuonas . 248, 760 
Rhode Island............-.- ocusiwieeinatnpaeiiiiaianaed iia 23, 938 
Vermont . td aaliiar ieucshnis pow oeindapatbdnn maine 580, 347 

NE PIU OON 52a uw cdshubctiniahianat <oilke dard cke aikb cccbics 1, 450, 155 
Delaware — iin nina ehin nadine paactiticat Ate = a 22,714 
I Ee eee siden dithchaieal teatal Ot 
J See cercbbabnbenkudan pidadebiewanne del 129, 697 
New Jersey....... wee 120, 067 


New York............... 
Pennsylvania ...........- 
West Virginia 


2, 181, 578 
1,794, 301 


552, 327 


Middle States 


Alabama.. 
Georgia 
|) 
Kentucky 
I ies Scare aaa a a a 
Mississippi ---.. ladies eters Ratatat 
FOGG CATs cecnteuitibaastadatdenscn SIE 
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States and Territories 





South Carolina 
‘Tennessee navies on tube poten mee 
' Virginia aaa howe -wtenibn nese 





~ Arkansa 


Colorado . minut 7 eee 


Et Dakota 
} Idaho apeesene 
Hlinois 
Indiana 
lowa 
Kan 


Michigan “ mae pete esencwevancescsese 


Minnesota 
Missouri! 
Montana 


aps DN»... sn wouaddhedn sttditenktesndeleommnion 
pe! i PO! ccnshintndaathtavdeesbtiiasabads 
pt Ohio 
: Texas 
ae Utah 
? Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Western States and Territories 
Arizona 


California 
Nevada 
Orezon 
Washington 


oars 


Pacific 


oo 


States and Territory 


mem een 6 


Total 


i 
i 
ie 
$ 
y 


Vurmbe 


States and Territories. 


Connecticut 
Maine 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
Rhode Island ee ae 
Vermont se 





»w England States 


Deloware 


Me District of Columbia . 
sb SEM 6 sccscneasemeesessn pane 
; fi New Jersey oon 
Bf) ty EE, sa ctineen wien an 
ne Pennsylvania 

uh West Virginia 

oy 

\ Middle State 
cia it 

ia 3 Alabama... 
BI Georgia. 

ne Florida ...... 
Biss DEY écuavonngecenom 
Pas SE spatincicemses sven 
Bit ae 
i North Carolina. ......-. 

i South Carolina. ......-. 

14 Tennessee pese 

VERMEER ccowencees 
o Southern State 


Arkansas . 
Colorado.. 
ii Dakota... pnandptaeeeien 
ai a i lease aah 

WE Illinois 
wy PE danas wanted 





lowa . 


i ; Minnesota 

esis: Missouri - baceabcaiite ‘ 
A : Montana.. : 
A Nebraska ......- siidieiainceec aa 
; New Mexico 

Ohio 
Texas .... sliadineniaie 
, Ree ee 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 





‘ Wester 
j : 
, Arizona... 
I i ne 
tes ee 
Oregon ...... iio bene iinadanameaiagan 
et Washington as satiedtasntnaheseeunecaa 





Pacific States aud Territories 


Total... 









Number of sheep in each State and Territory in 1880, etc. 


rof sheepineach Stateand Territory of the United States in 1890, 








eo. ° . WqRRIIIIIAIL,5, a wai menor talseidsiicinastivseansieaty sea a iiesaicoeete Neko Rienical ibaaioee 
Ht . nEnpesascdionnennaninninineiennmpmbematienl 
j Kansas_.... 2 natibinicastipnliniaianinannigaidaieianesseieall 
1 MACHIZAN 2... .0cc ccne cnn cccn cnn s cane sccccncccenescecccncececsesess 


-Continued 


| 
| Sheep 
| 


124, Bv4 
826, 783 
370, 145 


3 761, 054 








161, 07 7 
120, 928 
1, 901 

1, O21 

1, 568, 286 
1, 612, 680 
855, 493 
109, O&8 
1, 985. 906 
132, 343 
1, 352, 001 
2, 024 

22, 725 


619, = 





3, 142, 194 


~ 28,477,951 


Sheep. 


59, 431 
565, 918 
67, 979 
211, 825 
17,211 
439, 870 





: 100, 511 
455, 359 
499, 671 

2, 189, 889 
267, 598 

1, 411, 298 
184, 277 
199, 453 

2, 088, 831 

4, 902, 486 
2,411, 683 
233, 121 

1, 336, 807 
140, 225 





4, 152’ 349 
133, 695 
1, 683, 162 
292, 883 


5, 738, 613 
ssteeecsnneecesec nnn rent, 
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EO... cinniantodnhediieemendecaiaanae | 
SED cet deds pSabhaededhbdheats claetnee bude tose 





heep in each State and Suvitenes of the United Slat 


a 


the value of the same on January 1, 1890. 


Number of 8 





States and Territories. = 
Number 
ee a a a | 46, 759 | 
RI seat lailnamats wh naniinindin dad wtitee wimniainaiele 542, 248 | 
icine encitmananaknn salaneinesaaguenials | 56, 580 | 
PN Ns cnninnecdebnusqeacaccenaedknweseadms 192, 824 
ORG TONED 6s csavccnscetsds cinecsswennssstcnvsaneusl 20, 231 
its tied icnins nani tachlideneewitemenulenn ebeanel | 362, 112 


New England States 


en ete a lemted aerate 

Rl ons enna enatiintinsmiieeneess Stine awnen . . 
New Jersey ........ i a oe iideineeas eset 103, 170 
SN Sst Ach neceenasunenced Ea a 1, 548, 426 
I iiicn epenisientnktnedacece cxwtowunminils 945, 002 
RE Re in cbtenwieniantnenee seneaweewnn ected 508, O54 





Middle States... 





I, ccnctoemaeniintiniinmmmunenwebing aed 286, 238 
IIIT = iicta ous eked Nitin hlnes Negebemmaniaraaaraeendaiasnl 411, 846 
ee eae ere 110, 851 
BN did ncrindoinaatnn state ssvbs dienes teneintiehe 805, 978 
a a ea lm 115, 082 
Ec kveneendéinssnbkdnemaetdteie nese ebnethtees 240, 148 
RE EE... nade wntenpaesethebnceds sencen wane 414, 819 
South Carolina... ..... nc... sibel ibinieennantiiaeaenell 102, 031 
III... «50d reneinieneinmeiueeeibatnndtt 511,118 
TE distin. 6s nnetddncitheneeenheeasan GubdWebe nudes 444, 563 





Southern States... ..............6. 








NE hinin in ecnacihinnubsignns stsbenbienneain eeeiie 200, 194 
SED < .ccwnnovcundctunconedds weneteseteassdesoseuel | 1, 783, 891 
SIDA ins: ndsrnitpdieramspetints-adaieiade ieninieiealialiiiramenbbelanel | ’ 266, 329 
a | 87, 357 
| RRR eps iret ee eek eee daniel ! 688, 887 
hs woovaducdddccedcedencconncesenssusvessustesces 1, 278, 000 
nies cunts. cénatenbabtbeddmneeinakebemakenetan 47, 816 
SEGRE. owocccocceuseeusescouce cwsecwesessunceccese 438, 313 | 
OO ea Pkbdatnnsstedinnnwecssann 2 240, 841 
OR cc. cccencon cneseunsccesnecossuensosonesessautl "$27; 375 | 
TE cc cccunctiddcasucttte sucnzectuscouns aabbcmians | 1, 198,200 | 
BEORAOE 0 ccesccnace cncwwssnsnne ocasncuscoumnecueaned 1, 989, 845 | 
Pc atcnctescohencusdesheveswssssieesesrenhakeed 239, 400 
ey eee itanovecsencutal sos, = 


1, 017, 373 


j 
———_____ 
| 





Western States and Territories -............. 27, 354, 485 | 
i a ts aed | 698, 404 
Ries ntice «no cdecdea denote conesmmsnsecstces once | 4, 035, 120 
Teale ae "700; 986 


sisi Racee teat aces | 2,929, 830 
673, 060 


I =: aos ss uit lasecnidecdiahtiaen agai 
Washington ---. 








Pacific States and Territories ................ | 9, 037, 400 
Rist ntbiinsctacidednctdinnaiatennichinanil | 44,336,072. 





Number of sheen in each State and Territory of the 
the value of the same on January 1, 1894. 
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| laws of 1846 to 1861 averaged nearly 60 cents per pound in New York, th 
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DEAR Sir: Inasmuch as the Wilson billis soon to be a matterof di ion 
before the honorable body of which you are a member, and as the wool sched- 
ule seems to form one of the principal topies for discussion in that docu- 
ment, I desire, as one of your nstituents, and more especially as 
rrower to an extentfully equal to thatof any other woolgrower 1n the 
to urge upon you the importance of placing wool upon the free li 

One is not apt, even for partisan purposes, to advocate a measure which he 
deems derogatory to his interests, but on the contrary will sometimes de- 


cet 









4 Wool- 


stat , 
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part from party lines to advocate a measure where he thinks it will replen- 
ish his purse 
So itis in the’wool industry; from selfish and business motives I am ex- 
tremely anxious that wool should be placed upon the free list 
® “ oe ~ ® * * 
One has but to examine the statistics for the past seventy-five years as re- 





gards the prices of wool to discover the fact that whenever wool has been 
upon the free list it has commanded a higher price than when a duty has 
been imposed thereon; and again when the duty was light, prices have been 
higher than when the duties have been exorbitantly high as under the Mc 
Kinley bill. This is a fact, and it is stated that ‘‘one factis worth a thou 
sand theories.”’ 

We find by reference thereto that while wool under the so-called free-trade 
ton 
ined 






the other hand, from 186i to the present time, wool has st 
under a protective tariff 
Now, sir, there is reason in all this 


sadily decl 


1nd the result of such researches as I 


| have made, together with the opinions obtained from prominent wool 
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Ohio a a ian ote a idk ca cien SU Aa tg 3, 765, 704 8, 506 
i a ele tin in billet | 18, 222 38, , 
RTI. 22 aie ipenicipaneieipaeiaenn miiaueineneipuiiinid | 336, 960 i 759, O42 
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Number of sheep and amount of wool produced by States and Territorics 
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* 3 
States and Territories. sheep, 1893. sie seinen 
report. report. 
| Pounds. Pounds. 
ie caeieaahdiae 358, 158 768, 589 1, 432, 632 
Arizona 580, 879 551, 365 5, 808, 790 
Arkansas 240, 326 512, 396 1, 682, 282 
 cancintccmssavotannde cuaett 4, 124, 376 16, 858, 547 26, 808, 414 
inti cmatine epatemannemediatnin 1, 231, 484 3, 334, 234 8, 620, 388 
ee aa 42,479 126, #8 212, 395 
I ceciadinn c witnaddumtcmeamion 390, 400 510, 417 2, 342, 400 
Dakota, Sonth-......- 324, 000 1, 073, 909 
I <nincini eienisiiiniaiiiiaindicininon neidiien 13, 551 47, 281 
atin s0nas dnaheddtnauuneeseniwunee 106, 495 221, 954 ' 
eee ; 432, 809 841,141 1, 726, 246 
I cecisecevenian 764, 262 2, 119, 242 5, 319, 834 
Illinois ....-. 1, 187,329 4, 480, 773 \ 7,123,914 
, 080, 388 4, 863, 404 5, 942, 100 
re 791, 043 2, 649, 652 4, 746, 258 
, 389, 627 2, 253, 2 2, 727, 389 
Kentucky 1, 237, 388 2, 777, 533 7, 424, 028 
TO «tua numtesstalnnnksbineéueuatin 191, 951 440, 686 959, 755 
SES cn da dent caqesisawaeltindamaaaind 398, 704 1, 864, 009 2, 790, 928 
ee eee 151, 506 543, 225 606, 024 
Massachusetts.......... 53, 032 241,314 318, 192 
Michigan.... 2, 518, 544 12, 378, 318 16, 370, 196 
Minnesota... -.-.-.. 499, 941 1, 945, 249 2, 999, 645 
Mississi 477, 156 1,038, 186 2, 862, 936 
Missour 1, 099, 948 4,040, 084 .6, 599, 688 
Montana | 2, 528, 098 9, 835, 551 17, 686, 686 
Nebraska 272, 502 791, 534 1, 907, 524 
I ih ait igi Bie i hin alee loc 555, 181 1, 450, 868 4, 441, 448 
New Hampshire 135, 848 717, 149 | 1, 086, 784 
EA TERE IT TES.. 61, 246 180, 844 806, 23 
RT OP 2, 730, 082 4, 074, 503 13, 650, 410 | 
NEE Se iidendcamoncs aegndcenanann 1, 492, 528 6, 715, 686 10, 447, 6943 
GED ncn caus neqcusocconution 396, 115 733, 765 1, 980, 575 | 
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ee ee 78, 884 157, 707 | 391, 920 
SIE sib ncusseiciciecanigethionduiuataalabieasd 541, 427 1, 397, 666 | 3, 248, 562 
FE isin cite cette eanentdieeemmennened | 4,334, 551 14,917,068 | 26,007, 306 
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IIs sk, nob cnmishinahnnibteelswdandnesiaals 498, 400 1,449, 219 2, 472, 000 
Washington §23, 825 1, 556, 792 6, 590, 600 
EEE WIE. a nncdneceutuacca<cen | 841, 434 2, 560, 859 | 4, 207, 170 
ER coca sagneciicdnsdacdalaedwasad 1, 198, 175 4,981, 083 | 7, 189, 050 
Wyoming. ..---.-- 0. seeeenee noes see] 1,198,567 | 4,146,773 | 9, 688, 536 
Total for United States........ | 47,273,553 | 165,449,239 | 399, 752, 666 








The following letter is from Col. M. W. Sheafe, one of the 
most prominent Democrats in the State of South Dakota, a wool- 
grower, a public-spirited man, and posted as well upon tariff 
questions as any person in our State. His letter is a complete 
argument upon the wool question, and is worthy of a placein the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I will append it in full as a por- 
tion of my remarks: 





| at any length; but one fact stands towering above all others, namely 








| manufacturers of the Kast, cause me to think that owing to the fact that 


imported wools are absolutely necessary in the manufacture of nearly all 
grades of woolen goods, that it matters not how high the duty on imported 
wool is placed, these imported wools must be had by the woolen manu 
facturer for mixing purposes, and this extra price placed upon imported 
wools by the tariff is made up by a reduction in the prices paid for Ameri- 
can wools when averaging up the cost of raw material 

It was my good fortune two years since to meet one of the largest woolen 
manufacturers in New England, and in speaking on this question I asied 
him why the manufacture: should not use American wool and pay ‘he prices 
which would be expected to be paid for the same by reason of the tariff upon 
foreign wool? He informed me that imported wool was an absolute neces- 
sity with him in the manufacture of woolen goods, that wool varied in quai- 
ity in different latitudes, and in fact in different altitudes, and that a differ- 
ence of 200 miles in latitude and a difference in the character of the soil 
made a distinguishing difference in the grade of wool produced, even in the 
same breed of sheep 

He informed me that he imported wool from every country where sheep 
were raised, and that he should continue to do so from necessity, whether 
the tariff were 1 cent or $1 per pound, as it was absolutely necessary to have 
imported wool for mixing with American wools. He further stated, in re- 
ply to a question as to whether or not a protective tariff did not aid in the 
price of American wools, that in his opinion it did not enhance the value 
thereof 1 cent a pound, and in fact made no difference whatever, 

Now, it can be readily seen that in order to anywhere near meet the 
prices of foreign goods in competition in foreign markets, there must be 
a medium reached for the price of wool, and if, in addition to the price of 
foreign wools, say in Liverpool, atariff of 11 cents or 12 cents must be added 
when imported to this country, it is plain to see that a medium must be 
reached by depressing the price of American wools. 

{In proof of this theory, I beg leave to quote from a circular issued by the 
Boston Home Market Club, an organization ofa radical protective policy. 
In that circular we find the following, to wit: ‘‘Itis a mistaken idea with 
many manufacturers that foreign prices of wool are necessarily lower 
than home prices under protection; they average higher, they would be 
much higher but for a large and certain domestic supply.’’ Then followed 
a table showing the average price of wool at port of entry, wherein it ap- 
pears that the prices range from 1 to 9cents per pound over and above the 
American Wools at the farm; thus showing distinctly, tomy mind, that a 


tariff on wool is the result of a conspiracy of the woolen manufacturer to 
purchase the American wool ata lower price, rather jthan to increase the 
price thereof. 

I beg leave to call your attention to thereport of theconsuls of the United 


States printed by the Government, No. 128, May, 1891, and refer you to page 
lll of that report, wherein you will find that in the year 1890 the prices of 
wool at New South Wales averaged from 14 cents to 18 cents per pound, 
while the prices of American wool at that time did not average over licents 
or 15 cents. 

Ialso beg leave tocall your attention to the same report, page 114, of the 
imports to America from Australia, wherein you will observe that there has 
been a steady increase notwithstanding the high tariff placed on imported 
wools. That the number of bales which were received into the United Stages 
from Australia for the year ending June 30 would be 100,000, while in the 


ae 1871 and 1872 the number of bales imported intothe United State e 
put 18,659. This, it would seem, corroborated the opinion expressed by my 
friend referred to from Massachuse tts, whostated that imported wools were 
absolutely necessary in the manufacture of all kinds of woolen goods 

Taking this view, I am constrained to think thatif wool were placed upon 
the free list the manufacturer would be enabled to purchase raw material 
at a much less price than at present, thus enabling him to enter into com- 
petition successfully with foreign manufacturers and thus making sady 
demand for American wool and consequently higher prices therefor 

Again, with free wool and a reduction of the tariff on manufactured goods 
the consumption of woolen goods would increase materially. We have 


every right to suppose that were the masses of the people enabled to pur- 
chase woolen goods instead of “shoddy” at a reasonable price, that the 
effect would be similar to that in the case of sugar when placed upon the 
free list, and an increase in tho demand would naturally follow, thus givin 
another reason why our manufacturers would find use for an increase 
amount of American wool. 

On March 24, 1890. Senator ALLISON, of Iowa, stated that he regarded aduty 
on wooland woolens as not an intentional fraud, but it had operated ag 
though it were a fraud upon the masses. He made quite an elaborate argu- 
ment in favor of free wool, and you can refer to that and find a great m ny 
arguments which are as true to-day as when uttered by him twenty years 
ago. One other statement made by him was to the effect that under the in- 
creased tariff on woo! the number of sheep in Iowa decreased materially. 
This we know holds lay that under the existing tariff laws the num- 
ber of sheep east ofthe Mi er has decreased amazingly, showing 
that it is absolutely necessary for grazing lands to ba free in order to suc- 
cessfully raise wool in the L od States, notwithstanding the intended 
protection given this industry. 

Space is too short and your time too valuable for me to argue 


good to 
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this matter 

n ly, that 
in 1842 England had a protective tariff on wool, which was repealed a short 
time after that date. Prior toita repeal a howl went up from the protec- 
tionists of England, to which the present how] made by our manufacturers 
is but an echo, that-such acourse would destroy the woolen industry of that 








a ae 


iinehahiaabdienhs lenct-comehama x00 camel 


oe aE 





cea 


p= 


ee 


ane Sie ae Se 


pact 3 





6340 


nation, but history tells us that the contrary was the result, and t seems 
by the lamp of history we night be guided at present 


We find, in Heu of destruction, the number of sheep increased in England 
and that the profitin sheep-raising was greatly enhanced by putting wool 
on the free list, and that the woolen manufacturers of England commenced 
an era of prosperity which has lasted from that time to this, Above all and 
beyond all, there is a question of morality involved in thism atter, and when 


one stops and thinks that the laws of trade are violated; that the people are | 


imposed upon; that the conditions of life are made harder for the poorer 
classes by this grasping and avaricious prote :tive tariff on woolen goods, it 
is plain to be seen that 2 halt should be called and that the masses should be 
given their innings 

Mr. McKinley patriotically and wisely says that the tariff on wool is 
placed there because there is a tariff on manufactured woolen goods, andin 
the same breath gives as a reason fora bigh tariff on manufactured goods 
that there is atariff_on wool. Thisis about the sum and substance of the 
average protective argument 

As an individual, | became interested in the sheep industry in 1888, be- 
lieving that there was a reasonable chance of wool 
free list. I was disappointed, and in lieu thereof the McKinley bill was en- 
acted and an increased tariff placed upon wool. From that time wool has 
steadily decreased in value. In 1888I disposed of my clip for 19 cents a pound 
at my ranch; in 1889 it fell 2cents. In the year 1890 I was glad to get 16 cents 
a pound; in 189113 cents was the price offered meformy wool. 1In1892I gladly 
accepted 12 cents, notwithstanding the tariff of my friend McKinley was equal 
to that amount. 

In 1893, with the same tariff laws in effect, no price whatever could be of- 
fered and wool was a ae upon the market. Hence it is as 8 woolgrower 
and representing the sentiments of a large number of the woolgrowers of 
this State, we say that certainly matters can be no more worse with free 
wool than under the high tariff, and if we are to get no more for our wool 
we certainly will be able to oo our clothing for less. 

The statistics show us that the average labor cost in the manufacture of 
woolen goods is but one-fifth of their total cost, and yet we are told by Mc- 
Kinley and hissatellites that the patriotic manufacturer must be protected 
to the extent of five times the labor cost, and all for the benefit of the la 
borer. Weare told that this 90 per cent more or less of the protective tariff 
yences upon woolen goods is placed there in order that the woolgrower may 

© protected and thus both parties to the contract, the producer and the 
consumer, aided. 

It isthe same old story of the Indian and the white man dividing up the 
result of the day’s hunt: The Indian got the buzzard and the white man 
got me Me urkey, just as the woolgrower gets nothing.and the manufacturer 
geitsrich. 

So long as people will believe in accepting in blind faith the theories of self- 
constituted guardians, so long as men wil! blindly follow the teachings of 
demagogues and neglect to study this question of such vital importance to 
themselves, just so long will they be imposed upon and just so long will 
demagogues flourish. 

It is your duty to present to the honorable body of which you are se hon- 
ored @ member the fact that the Dakota woolgrower does not believe that 
trang aids the price of wool any more than does a 25-cent tariff upon 

oreign wheat raiso the price of American wheat one-tenth of a millona 
bushel. 

We wish you success in your endeavors, and believe with the passage of 
the Wilson bill that every mandepending upon his own resources, as he should 
do, and with the means of taxing the masses taken away from the few who 
receive this tribute, that our country will enter upon an era of prosperity 
where fortunes will not be made in a day perhaps, but where profits will be 
more uniformly distributed and where the poorer classes will have aachancs 
to live. 

Very truly yours, 
MARK W. SHEAFE., 
Proprietor of Crystal Springs Ranch, Deuel County, 8. Dak. 
Hon. JAMES H. KYLE, 
Member United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Republicans in general 
hold that it is the duty of a government to secure to its people, 
80 far as possible, the production within their own limits of the 
great staples and necessaries of life. But the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] adopts in full, it is fair to infer from 
what he has said, the doctrine that it is our duty to buy where 
we can buy cheapest. Economic independence is of just as much 
importance as political independence. A desire for an econom- 
ical independence was the original source of the efforts of the 
colonies for independence. 

We ought to produce our own cotton, but suppose we can find 
Egyptian and Indian cotton cheaper, according to the doctrine 
of the gentleman we must buy it there. We ought to produce, 
and ultimately we shall produce, all the sugar we need on this 
continent, but as we can buy it cheaper the gentleman says buy 
it abroad. We ought to produce all our own iron ore and all 
the subsequent advanced products of iron and steel, but accord- 
ing to the free-trade doctrine, inasmuch as there are people who 
can producs iron and steel cheaper than we can, it becomes our 
Christian duty to buy there, and take no pains to protect the 
growth of any such industry here. 

We ought to be able with: all our resources to produce all our 
own food here, but if anybody in Canada or anywhere else can 
sell us wheat, or oats,or oatmeal, or corn, orcorn meal any cheaper 
than we can produce it, we ought to buy there. We ought to 
be able to raise our own wool in this country, substantially all 
that we need. We raise wool of various grades, and some of 
the finest and best in the world, but the gentleman is within a 
hair's breadth of saying we ought not to try to raise wool here 
while we can buy it cheaper abroad. 

We ought to be able to do our own weaving here. We do it 
very cheaply now, on the whole. We ought to be able to make 
all our own clothing: and the gentleman has been arguing with 
great zealand heat;here that we ought to buy our clothing abroad, 
where possibly we can getitalittle cheaper. Hecan go upon va- 
rious streets in this city and get avery good suit of clothes for 
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$15 now; but if he could buy a suit for $14 or $12 in Europe 
where men and women work for about half price, he would hold 
it to be a moral duty to buy there. 

There is scarcely a thing that we need—food, clothing, house- 
hold implements, implements of trade, or anything else—that can 
not be produced cheaper by somebody else where labor gets 60 
or 40, or 30 cents aday. The doctrine of the free tradep de- 
prives us of work and makes us buy everything abroad; and what 
are we to buy with? Where isour work? Where is our pur- 
chasing power to come from? Daniel Webster said substan- 
tially this, that the very first duty of a government is to assist 
its people in securingemployment. Give thememployment and 
they will take care of themselves. The scale may be higher or 
lower, the higher the better; but if they are sure of steady, con- 


be prosperous. 

The gentleman referred with almost an air, I will not say of 
displeasure, but of reproach, to the fact that the people of New 
England have large sums of money in the savings banks, and he 
thinks they can get along. So they could. With the provi- 
dence characteristic of the New Englander they have been try- 
ing to lay up « little something for a rainy day, and you can not 
sturve them to-day, or the next, or next year in all probability. 
But the secret of $133,000,000 in the savings banks of Connecti- 
cut is permanent employment. 

I do not omit moral character, and habits of industry and 
economy, but the economic secret is continuous employment. 
Iam proud to say that there are 335,000 depositorsin the savings 
banks of Connecticut out of a population now of perhaps 760,000. 
Saving is the habit of our people. It is taught to the children. 
It is acommon thing for the 5, 6,7, or8 year old child to have its 
bank book. It is a common thing to putin bank something when 
the child is born to be given to it with its accretions when the 


| child is 21 years of age. 


{ do not know half a dozen millionaires in New England who 
made their money by manufacturing alone. I know men who 
Jaid the foundation of their fortunes by manufacturing, and by 
fortunate investments elsewhere became millionaires. I have 
known men who are engaged in manufacturing and by the for- 
tunate help of some valuable invention have accumulated amil- 
lion. There was Mr. Howe, a citizen of Connecticut, who by 
the beautiful little device of putting the eye of the needle in the 
point of the needle made the sewing machine possible, and he 
revolutionized a field of the industrial world. Did he not de- 
serve from mankind the million he is said to have received? 

No matter how high the testimonial paid, because the share 
contributed by the sewing women was infinitesimal, and the 
whole world was blessed with cheaper clothing from that day. 
The Senator observed that he found many foreignersin our New 
England factories; some Canadians among them. We know lit- 
tle of Bohemians, Slavs, and Poles, but have many of Irish, Ger- 
man, British, French, and Scandinavian origin. 

The French Canadians, to whom he specially referred, come to 
this protection-ridden country precisely because itis the happiest 
country in the world to live in and the ono that best cares for 
the poor people of all descriptions. For some years they came 
for a season or a year and returned to Canada. They came into 
our factories and soon learned to claim as high wages as any, 
and for many years they have been settling among us, becoming 
industrious, peace-loving, law-abiding citizens of the United 
States. 

But he says our American girls have gone out of factory work. 
[can remember very well the time when you found a great 
many of our girls, bright, intelligent young American girls, in 
those manufacturing establishments. I know they have toa 
large extent gone out, but I beg you to observe that it was be- 
cause they could do better. They have the shrewdness of their 
race. They went where they could do better, and another class 
of people largely, not entirely, have taken their places at the 
loom, and the various positions in all the great manufactories. 

I must read a little bit here. I think it will not be tedious, 
and I commend it especially to the Senator from South Dakota, 
and to anyone who will do me the honor to listen. 

A very unusual, unexpected delegation came here afew weeks 
ago, a delegation of women selected fairly from New England 
manufactories. They had no formal hearing before a commit- 
tee, but some members of the Committee on Finance received 
and listened to them. Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLI- 
SON, Mr. ALDRICH were there, and several other Senators. 
These women testified freely of themselves. They were intelli- 
gent and sensible people. Let me read a little from their test!- 
mony. 

Mis. Harriet Branch, of East Greenwich, R. I., a VA 
sewer, said that she had worked in the Phoenix Woolen Mill for 
ten years, and had received from nine to ten dollars a meet at 
present she was not employed in the mills, having lost her situ- 
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ation some three weeks ago, but expected to go back as soon as | 


the workincreased. Let me read from the report: 

Q. What wages did you receive at the mill? : 

A. My pay was #9 and $10 a week. I now earn f3, and sometimes $1.90, per 
week in plain sewing; some weeks not anything. E 

Q. Do you know the cause of the reduction at the mill? 

A. I donot; the only thing I know is that the reduction is so I have not 
got work. If Ihave no work Ican not earn the money. The girls in our 
mill feel terribly about the reduction. There are twenty-five or thirty in 
my room alone that are supporting the mother, father, or children. Of 
course, when they get only $4 a week you can tell yourself how far 4 a week 
will go with a family of two or three. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you any family dependent on you for support? 

A. I support myself and my daughter, 14 years old. 
the mill; she goes to school. All I have is what I make for myself and her 

Q. Were you born in this country? 

A. I was born in Scotland, 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How do you get on in this country as compared 
with the old country? 

A. In the old country we were kept down by not having the money tospend. 


She does not work in | 
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(Senator ALLISON.) What about the cost of living there and here 
It costs more to live here than there, because we have better and more 
things to eat here than there 


Q 
A 
Q. Why? 

A. We could not afford them in England. 

Q. Wouid you like to go back to England to live 
A. No; I would sooner be in this country 


Alice Jukes, of Cambridge, Mass., a net and twine maker, 
has been engaged for fifteen years with the American Knitting 
and Twine Company, Cambridge, Mass. 

Q. How much do you make a week? 

A. Before the reduction I made & a week. I make $5.50 to 87 now. I am 


on fulltime but reduced wages, and expect more reduction if the Wilson 
bill goes through. 


q. In what branch of the business are you engaged 
A. Imake gillingnets. They are made out.of linen. There are anumber 
made of cotton, but the greatest number, probably, is made of the linen 
| flax. 
Q. Have you ever worked in the old country? 
A. lL have worked in the old country, but not on the same work. In Bir- 


Of course in this country we have much better advantage of getting along 


and being one with thepeople. In the old country we had not that. Aslong 
as We appear as ladies in this country we can be ladies; but in the old coun- 
try it is different. Here women have a dignity and they do not like to go 
elsewhere. Inthe old country the servant girls are considered above the 
mill hands. There the working classes are kept distinct. 


Miss Florence Briggs, of Anthony, R. I., a cotton-weaver, 
stated that she had worked twelve years in the place where she 
is now employed and was receiving $6.50 or $7 a week where be- 
fore she had been getting $8 and over. 


Q. When were your wages cut down? 

A. A short time ago; I think it was in January. The works have not been 
stopped; they have been running full time, but they talk now of stoppingif 
this Wilson bill is passed. 

Q. Are any of your family dependent on you for support? 

A. I help take care of my mother and myself. Our small farm is the only 
other means of support. 


Mrs. Mary Brooks, of Fitchburg, Mass., a cotton-weaver, came 
from Glasgow, working there as a cotton-weaver: 


Q. How long have you been in this country? 

A. [have only been in this country three years. I came from Glasgow. 
There [worked at weaving cotton, just the same work as I do here. 

q. What were your wages there and here? 

A. I have a dollar here for a shilling at home for thesame kind of work. 

Q. ‘Senator ALDRICH.) How did you live in Glasgow as compared with 
Fitchburg? 

A. We do not live over there the same as we do here. 
smaller houses, not the same comforts. 
here, and since the cut down, $7.50 a week. 
do not know why. 
put down prices besides. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you support any one besides yourself? 

A. I have two little boys to care for beside myself; the youngest one 3, 
the oldest one 5. I pay for their keep out of the wages I make. I could not 
do this there. That is the reason [I am here; my mother came along with 
me. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) What did you state about the wages in Scotland? 

A. The wages there were about a shilling, as compared with a dollar here. 
That was the ordinary pay there. I could save nothing at home; that was 
by the piece; we only ran two looms at home. ; 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Do you work harder here than at home? 

A. No; I would rather run six looms here than three at home; they are 
heavy looms; they are different kinds of looms altogether. I could do four 
looms here better than two at home. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Do you know about the cost of living in Glasgow? 

A. Yes; I kept house in Glasgow and ran my own household; there were 
two inthe family. I hadone room and kitchen. We paid 12}s. a month— 


About $3— 


for rent; $10 a month for rent here. We have six rooms here for the #10. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How about the furniture? 

A. The furniture was respectable, but I could not get any luxuries there; 
had to confine ourselves to food and necessaries of clothing. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Could you have any musical instruments? 

A. No; we could not have any musical instruments or spehd anything 
out of the bare necessaries of life. I lived there in the same way as the 
others; there was as much labor over there in working as here. 

Q. Is it any better here?’ 

A. Yes, indeed; the first nine months I was here I saved #150, besides keep 
ing myself and children. Over there Icould not save enough to bring me 
to this country withont the help of my mother. If [ had not had my mother 
to help me I do not believe I would ever have gotten here. 


Smaller rooms, 


The cut down came last fall. I 


Miss Hattie Freeman, of Woonsocket, R. I., a worsted sewer, 
is employed in the Harris Woolen Company, of Woonsocket, R. I. 


Q. What pay do you get? 

A. I make $7.50 a week. Itis day work. We have short time, but no re- 
duction in price. The mill had a reduction, but not the sewers. Beside 
short time, they have been stopped and then they started again, but they ex- 
pect another reduction of 20 per cent; that is what they had before. The 
sewers get the most day pay; the weavers make the most by the piecework. 

Q. Do you support anyone beside yourself? 

A. Itake care of my mother, and we can live comfortably on what I make 
I pay #9 per month rent for six rooms, for just me and mother 


Mrs. Amy Lees, of New Bedford, Mass., a cotton weaver, came 
from Lancashire, England, and has worked seven years in this 
country. 

Q. What was your pay there and what fs it here? 

A. Over there I made about 15 and 16 shillings a week off three looms. 

About $4 on an average. 


Here $8.5 off seven looms 
Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Is the work harder here? 
A. The work here is a little harder, but not much. 


I workedin Blackburn, 
England. I live with my husband. 


For two years I make $10 a week 


The mills stopped for two months, shut down and then 


| flax machine 





mingham [I worked in Gillott’s pen manufactory. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you know the wages paid in England for work 
similar to that which you do here? 

A. Yes; the pay over there is 6 shillings a week for the 
Here we get $7 in place of 6 shillings 


same work on the 


Q. Were you able to live as well on what you received there 
A. No, indeed. You can exist on6s. a week, but you can not live on it, b» 
cause it is not living. We survive, that is all. It is the custom of the 


country. But of course youdo not get any chance of becoming any better 
That is very significant, and very well said by a plain working 
woman in the mill. 


Q. Do you support anyone beside yourself? 

A. [have my mother totake care of. I help to takecare of her. 
works in the same mill, and with her help we keep home 

Q. Have you been able to save anything? 

A. Yes; Lhave been able to save since I have been in this busine and 
we have built a house with the money we have got. But with another re 
duction, of course, We could not save. Wesaved up #1,000 between us and 
we paid that much on the house we built. 

Q. Do you live in the house you built 

A. Yes; we live in our own house. 


My sister 


ss 


Mrs. Agnes Pohlman, of Fitchburg, Mass., testified next: 


Q. Mrs. Pohlman, what do you do and where are you from? 

A. Lam a cotton-weaver from Fitchburg, Mass., but I do not work there 
just now, because the mills are shut down; they have had avery hard time 
there since last summer—lots of suffering, with no work. If the mill is shut 
down, all the business is shut down, everything isdown. So we had very 
hard times since last summer, and we had lots of poor to help. It is just as 
bad there now. I could not get work, and that isthe reason [ am not work 
ing now. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Is anyone dependent upon you 

A. Yes; my boy. He goes toschool. [Lamable to take care of him when 
I get work. 

q. Are you from Germany? 

A. Yes; I was bornin Germany. I did not work very much there, bec 
I was very young when I came from there. 

q. (Senator ALDRICH.) What about the manner of living there and here 

A. IL know we could not live there as we live here, and if I had to go there 
and work I would not do it, because we can live higher here. I wish we 
could soon have our old good times again, so that people could get work and 
live like they used todo. There are a lot of women out of work in our place 


ause 


Miss Hannah E. Ryan, of New Bedford, Mass., a cotton-spin- 
ner, testified as follows: 


Q. Miss Ryan, tell the Senators about your work. 

A. Lam a spinner in the New Bedford Cotton Manufacturers’ Company. 
I have worked there thirteen years. 

q. Were you born in this country ? 

A. Was born in New Bedford. 

Q. What are your wages? 

A. My wages now are %.50 a week. Two years ago I got over %6, but we 
were cut down in October, and they now speak of another cut down if the, 
Wilson bill passes. If we do not kill the Wilson bill, it will kill us. The 
girls in the mill know if the bill passes we will be reduced again. Wecan 


not live on less than % a week. 

Q. Have you anyone to support? 

A. Yes; | have my motber and brother and sister to support, 
works part of the time, but work is slack 
four days in the week. 


My brother 
In July it started with work for 


Miss Minnie Spearin, of Manville, R.I., worked by the week 
as an inspector of fine muslins. 


Q. What wages do you make? , 

A. I make the average wages. I had formerly $6.42 per week; now I make 
$5.92 

Q. Has there been a cut down in the mill where you work? 


A. The wages were cut down last fall 10 per cent. The works have not 
kepton full time since. Last April there was a strike among the spinners, 
and they have never done so well since. We were raised 10 per cent two 
years ago this April and cut down last fall. I do not know the cause of the 
cut down. 

Q. Are you supporting anyone besides yourself? 

A. [support myself. I am not helping anyone 


Miss Emily S. Young, of Providence, R. I., was examined: 


Q. What is your work, Miss Young? 

A. Lam shipping clerk for the manufacturing jewelers, Potter & Buffing- 
ton, Providence. I have worked there sixteen years, not in that department, 
but for that firm. My work is by the day or week. 

(). What do you receive per week? 

A. Lreceive $10 a week. 

Q. Is your business good at the present time? 

A. In all the years that I have worked there I have not known them to 
work so short hours as they are working now; never. Of course, now and 
then a day or job work, but the shop seems to be almost closed 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Could you estimate the reduction 

A. At least 50 per cent from now and two years ago. 
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q. Mi Young, are you dependent on yourself for support? 
if for support; my sister and I togeth« 


A. Ye I arn dependent onn 
Miss Mary J. Ryan, of Woonsocket, R. I., stated that she had 


worked as a weaver twenty-three years for the Social Manufac- 


turing Company: 


q. What has been your average wages: 

A. Laveraged $10 a week until September, 1893. In October, 89 a week— 
81.50 a day 

(). Why did your wages fall from $10 to $9? 

A. The depression in business, owing to the tariff question, caused the 
works to be stopped for two weeks, and for four months following the work 
was slack. They stopped last October. Then they ran on full time, but had 
a searcity of work 

q). (Senator ALDRICH.) Explain what you mean by that. 


A. Lmean that you can run four, or five. or six looms, but if you have only 
two or three looms, you will be there and your time will be taken up, but 
you will not earn so much 

(). Do you know why the work was slack during the time you have men 
tioned 

A. Iwas never told why the work was slack, but I learned through the 

re 
: @. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you been able to save anything from your 
wages 

\. Yes; I have been able to save something in these years, but I have not 
saved anything for ninemonths. Ifthis Wilson bill goes into effect, we sup- 
pose our wages are to be reduced. 

q. Do you support anyone beside yourself? 

A. There is no one dependent on me alone. ‘Two sisters and myself 
work together inthe mill; we all work together, and have everything that 
is required, with comfort. We work together in the mill, and all come to- 
gether in the home. 


Miss Edith Wolstencroft, of Taunton, Mass., works for the 
Whittenton Company as a weaver of ginghams. 


Q. What wages can you make? 

A. Lean make 88 on the average a week. 

Q. Have you ever worked in any other country? 

A. I was born in England. I worked in England. I worked on velvets at 
home at Oldham. I made from 16 to 18 shillings a week. i had two looms. 
I work two hours more now a week than Ididat home. Fifty-eight hours 
now, tifty-six over there. 

«) (eaener Sema.) What is the difference in the cost of living here 
and in England? 

\. [think some things are cheaper at home and some more expensive. 
The clothing is a good deal heavier at home than itis here. The climate is 
so much different. lt is damp, heavy, foggy weather there; of course it is 
clearer here. 

q. (Senator ALLISON.) How about the rent? 

A. We havea tenement, four rooms for two, and pay 87a month. Wehad 
the same numberof rooms in the old country, but it was notas comfortable: 
we paid 5 shillings a week at home, that is $1.25 a week. We had not the 
same conventences at home as we have here. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Who do you support beside yourself? 

\. [have my mother to keep. We are able to get on eae well and keep 
house. I get on better in this country. I could not keep my mother at 
home. It is better living here; I would not go back againand work there. 


Mrs. Martha Haworth, of New Bedford, Mass., a weaver, has 
been employed for five years in a cotton mill. 

q. What wages can you make? 

A. I now average about $8.50; I made $10 and $11 in good times. It is not 
short time; itis short pay. 

«). Have you anyone to care for but yourself? 

A. | have one little girl dependent on me for support. She is 9 years old; 
she isin school. I keep house with the little girl. 


Mrs. Elizabeth Tyler, of Boston, Mass, a carpet-weaver, born 
in Icngland, has worked twenty-one years for the Roxbury Car- 
pet Mills. 


q. What wages do you get? 

\. Laverage my wages for 1892 and 1893 up to the last of August at 8 and 
some odd cents. Since that time the average pay, up to the present time, 
has — about $3.50; I formerly made something over 88 a week. I work by 
the plece 

q®. What was tho cause of this difference? 

\. The mill has been closed down twice; the first time six weeks, the last 
time four. There was a 10 per cent reduction on the 9th of October. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you always worked in this country? 

A. Iwas bornin England. I worked there for the John Bright’s concern. 

q. (Senator ALDRICH.) How do wages paid there compare with wages 
paid here? 

A. They paid a penny a yard, which would be equal to 2 cents; whereas 
our former price here was 3} cents for weaving a yard. Itis now 10 per cent 
less 

q. (Senator ALDRICH.) What do you know about the conditions of living 
in the two countries? 

We could not live in this country onthe wages paid in England. I have 
conversed with several that have come from England, and have worked 
there, and they are unanimous in saying that they do not wanttogo back to 
the oldcountryto work. It costsagirl § a week for board and lodging, and 
then there are theincidental expenses. When we have work here we can save 
alittie; wecantry and havealittlelaidbyforthefuture. Iftheywanttoruin 
this country let them pass a free-trade bill. If the protection and the tariff 
are taken off the carpet industry, I say carpet industry, because I know more 
about that industry than any other, the manufacturer here will not be able 
to compete with the foreign manufacturer, and wages, of course, will have 
to come Gown; it will be impossible for the people in Boston to live on the 
wages that will be paid; they can not do it; their living is too high We 
Want to do all we can to defeat the Wilson bill. 


Miss Margaret Wright, of Boston, Mass., a carpet setter, has 
worked twenty years for the Roxbury Carpet Works. 

Q. Please explain your work? 

A. Imake the patterns such as are in the carpet on this floor. Every day 
Tlearn some new pattern as a general thing. It is very difficult, and brain 
work. Ihave got to have them very perfect. If I donot, I have got to pull 
itback anddoitover. I get no pay for that. If there is one thread out of 
place, Iam called to the finishing room and sometimes fined 50 cents, which 
does not occur often. In all the twenty years I have been fined only twice. 
It is very nice work,and I can earn very good pay. Up to svithin a year 
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da [ worked very hard. I worked harder than the average run of > 
There are a few who can earn that pay regularly. Two girls work tog 


_ 


et her 
nty-three 
above. It is Brussels tapestry I work at. I form these flowers that are on 
the pattern. Itis something that can hardly be made plain to you unle 

you see it I work with both hands all the time, setting the patterns My 
eyes have got to be on them. If I take them off and let my hands stay still 
I do not earn any money; 80 I have to work very hard. 7 

Q. Have you had steady work? 

A. We shut down from last August to the last of October, going back to 19 
percentreduction. If this Wilson bill goes into effect it means further req; 
tion for us and it means not steady work, which we have not had sin ; 
April. 

«). Where do you live, Miss Wright? 

A. Llive about 4 miles out from the works. [have got to take the ste; 
cars and then the electric cars. It costs 22 cents inthe winter and 16 ce; 
inthesummer. Iliveathome. Iam one of the fortunate ones that has 
one dependent upon me. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH). Are you a native of this country? 

A. Lam nota native of this country. I was born in Scotland. I n: 
worked in Scotland. I was nothing but a very little girl when I came to 
Boston. I was left to amuse myself in the daytime, and I remember won 
dering where all the girls came irom at night. In Scotland there is a fe: 
ing against factory girls and mill hands. If I had lived there [ think | 
never should have worked in a mill. It is different here; and I told my 
father thatI did not know but what I would like to get work. 

He said: ‘Perhaps you would like to get a jobat dressmaking,” Hetook 
me visiting and I met a young lady who worked in the setting room ani | 
asked her to get me work. The remark I madetomy father was: ‘I donot 
care if I do work in a factory, because nobody knows me here;"’ but I have 
never regretted that [ went to work ina factory. A lady isa lady anywhere 
here, whether her pocketbook is full or not; it is not the same on the other 
side; you have got to have money, and your people have to have a high 
standing in society before you can get into it. 

I do not only speak for myself, but forall the girls who work in the depa 
ment with me. I happen to be the fortunate one who was chosen by the 
girls in my department to come here. No one of the company had anything 
todo with it. 1 think if this bill goes into effect it will lower our wages ani 
bring us tothe standard of old-country people. It is degrading the work 
ing peopie. In the department with me there are $4 girls; agreat many with 
invalid mothers, brothers, and sisters, all dependent upon them. I can say 
that in Roxbury in September, and especially during Noxember and Decem 
ber, the suffering was something terrible. There are some seven or eight 
hundred people dependent on that Roxbury mill; not only the people who 
work there, but also the people who keep stores. We hope the Dill will not 
pass. 


[am sorry to have detained you; but I desired to print this 
interesting evidence, that I may give it to some of those who, 
like the Senator from South Dakota, know nothing about New 
En.zland industries. 

Mr. President, only a fewwords more. Weare plunging into 
a great industrial revolution, and Heaven only knows where we 
shall come out. I am perfectly well aware that what is gained 
by free traders in this vill is not all that they intend to have. 

Notice has been served upon us repeatedly that this country 
is to move on in the direction of buying where you can buy 
cheapest. We are engaged this very moment, probably, in de- 
stroying an industry of the very greatest importance, deemed 
essential to national comfort and success by every sensible econ- 
omist who ever wrote. Lrefer to the great wool-producing in- 
terest. We are in danger of greatly crippling and in some 
branches destroying another enormous interest, the woolen man- 
ufacture. We are in danger of checking the growth of sugar 
producing—an industry that promises an immeasurable benefit. 
We are threatening great injuries to iron, steel, silk, and agri- 
cultural interests. In my judgment, the general course we are 
probably to take is against the dictates of sound common sense 
and sure to involve us in years of industrial depression and re - 
organization. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PErreEr]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to make one or two slight changes in 
in the phraseology of the amgndment. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 suggest, if we are to have a vote on this im- 
portant amendment, that we ought to have a quorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
suggests the want of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 





Aldrich, faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
Allen, Frye, McLaurin, Ransom 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Roach, 
Bate, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, Gray. Martin, Shoup, 
Bianchard, Hansbrough, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, Harris, Morrill, Stewart, 
Carey, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Higgins, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hill, . Patton, Vest, 
Coke, Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hunton, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jarvis, Piatt, Walsh, 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Power, White. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Chair rec- 
ognizes the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PEFFER]. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I desire to make a slight modification in my 
First, on page 3, line 61, there is a proviso: 
ed wools as now impor 


amendment. 

Brovid 

I wish to strike out that proviso. 

Then, on page 4, line 80, after the word “ be,” 
out ‘six’ and insert ‘“ five;’ and in line 81, 
‘¢elass,” to strike out “seven” and insert * 
the clause read: 

he duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 5 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 6 cents per pound 

In line 81, I wish to strike out ‘‘twenty ’and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” 
so that the clause will read: 

On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the amendment will be made. 

Mr. PEF FER. The amendment is pretty long and has once 
been rtad. I think avery brief explanation of it will be suffi- 
cient without the formal reading of the amendment again. 

[t is simply a reprint of the present law, so far as wool unman- 
ufactured is concerned, with the exception that where in the 
present law a duty of 11 cents a pound is levied upon wool of the 
first class my amendment proposes to levy a duty of 5 cents, and 
where the present law levies a duty of 12 centsa pound upon wool 
of the second class my amendment proposes 6 cents, reducing the 
duties of the present law 50 per cent. 

Then, as to the third-class wool, the present law makes a di- 
viding line at 13 centsa pound. On wool of the value of 13 cents 
a pound and less the duty is 32 percentad valorem. My amend- 
ment proposes 15 per cent on wool of the third class above 13 
cents in value; the present law imposes a duty of 50 per cent 
and [ put itat 25 per cent. ButI have changed the 13-cents 
standard to 10 cents, so as to reduce the value. I have stated 
the entire change from the present law, with the exception that 
the present law provides that skirted wool shall be excepted 
and that is stricken out, so that there will be no exception. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, not having occupied unduly 
the attention of the Senate, I think I may be indulged for a few 
minutes, representing in part as I do a State that in proportion 
to its population will be more seriously injured by free wool 
than any other State in the Union where sheep husbandry is 
conducted. 

In our early years in the State of Vermont and in many other 
States there was nothing grown but native sheep, and almost 
every man who had afarm hadasmall flock of sheep, from thirty 
to lilty, and sometimes a hundred, enough at least to produce 
the wool that could be consumed in manufacture in their own 
families. There was also a spinning wheel and loom in every 
house, and a carding machine and fulling mill in almost every 
town. 
of woolens were supplied. 

Under the Administration of Thomas Jefferson, William Jar- 
vis, a distinguished Democrat of Vermont, was sentas consul to 
Spain. Upon his return home at the end of his service there 
he brought back a large flock of merino sheep. Those sheep 
were kept by him on a magnificent farm on the Connecticut 
River and were bred from year to year and distributed, not only 
through Vermont, but through nearly all of the Northern and 
Northwestern States, and from that stock there grew up what 
were called the improved Vermont merino sheep. The native 
sheep only yielded from 24 to3 pounds per fleece, while this im- 
proved stock yielded more than double that amount, and where 
formerly a sheep when clipped produced only 3 pounds or less 
one that would produce 6 or 7 or 8 pounds was obtained. 

In that way it became profitable to continue sheep husbandry 
in Vermont in larger flocks,and in many other Northern States 
the farmers increased their flocks largely, so that instead of 
manufacturing all their wool at home they raised it for sale, 
sold it for cash in the spring of the year, and bought their man- 
ufactures. The encouragement that was given them by the 
tariff of 1816 and 1828 was entirely in harmony with the Demo- 
cratic practice, with Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, and with 
such Vermont Democrats as Consul Jarvis. 

In 1818, I believe, the journey of Monroe took place through 
the country and through our State of Vermont. Wethen, inthe 
town where I lived, had a manufactory of copperas. President 
Monroe came about 25 miles out of his way to see that manufac- 
tory, where there were not over fifty men, perhaps, then em- 
ployed. Yet he paid so much attention to an establishment of 


i, That skirt ted are hereby excepted 
I wish to strike 
after the word 
so as to make 


sxe" 


The suggested modifications 


that sort that he went out of his way and visited the town, and 
a very large crowd of people, remember as a boy of about 8 
years of age, assembled to greet him on that occasion; and they 
were told, as everybody was told at that time, that there was 
not a thread of clothing on the back of the President that was 
not of American manufacture. 
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of tariff protection that he not only recommended it in his mes- 
sages, but in practice personally adopted it. 

Now, Mr. President, let me say a word here in passing, to our 
friends upon the other side.. They think that if they could be 
rid of a few men among their associates to whom they have 
been compelled to listen, and for whom to make changes in their 
they could obtain Democratic hereafter who 
d make a bill for revenue only. Let me say, however, that 

interests in Louisiana, Alabama, New > 
Maryland, West Virginia, New York, and Ohio will continue 
ver, will grow in magnitude and they will be represented 
here, whether by Democrats or Republicans, by persons who 
will look out for their proper protection. Iron, céal, sugar, and 
marble will not vanish, nor will even cuffs and collars 

[ wish to refer Senators to the act of 1846, known as the Rob- 
ert J. Walker tariff act, anact that Democrats always present as 
their model tariffact. Letthemnowcontrastit with the proposed 
act and they will hardly find a line that does not swear against 
the present bill, brought here with no one acknowledging its 
paternity: but I believe we have a special committee investi- 
gating to find out who was its father. 

If you look into the first paragraph of the tariff act of 1846 you 
will tind that it was passed on July 30, and it was not to take 
effect until the Istof the next December. If you will look at the 
present bill it will be seen that it is to take effect on the 30th of 
June, or perhaps before it passes the Senate. Probably that will 
be changed so as to make it operative the day after its passage. 
That is one important distinction. When we come to the arti- 
cle of wool you will find that they put in the Democratic tariff 
of 1846, 30 per cent duty on wool. That was among the highest 
duties they proposed except upon afew luxuries that were placed 
at 100 per cent, and some at 40 per cent. 

You will find in the first schedule of the act that they im- 
posed a duty upon brandy and other spirits of grain of 100 per 
cent, and yet it is only a few days ago that this committee, after 
proposing a larger internal-revenue duty upon our spirits from 
grain, proposed to reduce the tariff duty on foreign brandy 
from $2.50 a galion to $1.80 a gallon, and the same reduction on 
spirituous liquors, absynthe, maraschino, ratafia, and so on. 

The South and Robert J. Walker and all were quite content 
with 30 per cent on sugar. Now, ina bill nominaily to reduce 
taxation, it is proposed to pay some 40 or 50 or 60 per cent upon 
sugar which is now free, or 40 per cent ad valorem, and then 
one-eighth of a cent more in behalf of the refined sugar and 
more still if imported from where it bears a bounty. 

On iron, such as cotton ties and all manufactures of iron, a duty 
of 30 per cent was proposed by the act of 1846, and yet this bill 
proposes that cotton ties shall be free. On rice and paddy a duty 
of 30 per cent only was asked for then by Walker, and yet under 
this bill it is proposed that they shall have 83 per cent, although 
[ believe that is to be reduced. There was a duty also imposed 
in the Walker bill upon wheat and wheat flour, corn and corn- 
meal, oats and Oatmeal, barley, and potatoes; and it was not pro- 
posed that if any other country should take their duties off, these 
products should also be permitted tocome in free from any such 
country. The Walker tariff also imposed a duty upon boards, 
shingles, timber hewn and sawed, pine and spruce clapboards, 
and yet this bill proposes to. make them all free. I may add 
that even copperas, the manufacture which President Monroe 
went so many miles out of his way to see, they propose to make 
free. r 

[t will be seen also that in the Walker 
relation to some articles which were tob 





biil successors 


wol 





the Tennessee, Jersey 


bill it was provided in 
admitted free of duty— 


That this exemption shall not be construed to include machinery or other 
articles imported for use in any manufacturing establishments or for sale 


While that has been copied from the Walker tariff, or other 
tariffs, yet the present bill proposes that ‘‘ plows, tooth and disk 
harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills, and planters, 
mowers, horserakes, cultivators, thrashing machines, and cotton 
gins” may be imported free from any other country where they 
do not impose a duty againstusuponthesamearticle. Ofcourse 
the only two countries that would manufacture them and would 
desire free trade with us would be Canada and Great Britain. 
Such machines have parts that wear out, or by accident may be 
broken. Tosend abroad for repairs might prove costly and in- 
convenient. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], day before yes- 
terday, who weall know isastrong maninargument, attempted 
instead of argument to be as funnyas hecould. [I did not, how- 
ever, see the buttons burst off of anybody else but himself when 
he shook his sides. He proposed a conundrum to the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. POWER] as to whether he would accepta 
tariff which put a duty on wool without putting any duty upon 
woolens. 

Of course the ingenious Senator from Mississippi unders*ood 
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He is a free trader, and 
He saw at 


very well what he was talking about. 
was digging a pit for the Senator from Montana. 
once that if he could impose a duty upon wool and leave manu- 
factures without a sufficient or a compensatory duty, that no 
wool raised here could then find a market in this country, butit 
would all come in the shape of manufactures, and the Senator 


from Mississippi was killing two birds with one stone. By put- 
ting a duty on wool he could place it out of the reach of manu- 
facturers and have our markets open to foreign manufactures. 
In the tariff of 1883, although wools were protected, yet the Sv- 
preme Court decided that worsted goods were not made of wool, 
and, therefore, a large amount of wool was imported in worsted 
pe. This error was subsequently corrected, and wool is not 
ess wool, though combed. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy much time on this 
subject. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], in his 
opening speech, I think, said that if he believed that taking the 
tariff off of wool would reduce its price he would not be in favor 
of it. When thatSenator a year or two hence, at his own home 
in Indiana, finds that over 500,000 of the sheep that formerly 
were herded in his State have vanished, it will hardly do for the 


chairman of the Finance Committee to say that he did not know | 


his bill was loaded. 
Mr. CULLOM. 

Senate for but a few minutes. 

for anyone to speak any longer upon this question, as I think 


there is a disposition on the part of both sides of the Chamber | 


to vote. But I can scarcely believe that the majority in this 
Chamber really intend to put wooluponthe free list. I still hope 
that when the time for voting comes, and it is now about here, 
if they, the Senators on the other side, have not already deter- 


come to the conclusion that it is only fair that that great pro- 
duction of the farmers of this country should have some little 
protection. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has said that his 
State is very much interested in this production, more perhaps 
than the people of any other State in proportion to population. 
I will say that the State which i have the honorin part to rep- 
resent is considerably interested in sheep and wool growing. Il- 
linois has 1,198,175 sheep, producing 7,189,050 pounds of wool. I 
do not rise, however, to speak merely because my State is in- 
terested in this matter, but because I think it is only fair to the 
sheep and wool interest, if we are going to make a bill with any 
protection in it at all, that they should have their share. 

As has been often said, here is a bill which provides for a 
duty on iron. It provides for a duty on coal, and as has been 
shown here that it provides for reasonable duties on cotton 
manufactures. There is some degree of protection in the bill 
in the duty upon woolen goods. 

Mr. FRYE. There is mighty little protection in it. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is not very much. As the Senator 
from Maine says, there is mighty little protection, but there is 
some, and it seems to me that as the bill stands the majority of 
the Senate have singled out wool and put it upon the free list 
for the purpose of having the country believe that they are mak- 
ing a free-trade bill all the way through. If theyare not trying 
to do that they certainly can not.believe that the country will 
feel that they are treating the wool interest as fairly as they do 
other articles and other interests. 

When [ come to look over the history of the tariff in relation 
to wool, I find that substantially all the time since 1816 there 
has been a tariff upon wool. Sometimes it has not been very 
large, but the record shows that nearly all the time there has 
been a duty on wool. Before 1816 it would seem from history 
that wool was free. The reason why it was free is that in the 
early period in our history we were exporting what little wool 
was produced here instead of importing wool. 

In other words, we had more wool than our people required 
for their own use, or it was exported to be manufactured in 
Great Britain. But in 1816, immediately after the war of 1812, 
the policy was changed, and the tariff on wool was fixed at 15 
per cent. In 1824 it was 15 per cent; in 1828 it was 4 cents a 
pound and 40 per cent ad valorem; in 1830 it was 4cents a pound 
and 45 per cent ad valorem; in 1832 cheaper wool, not exceed- 
ing 8 cents a pound in value, was free, and on wool exceeding 8 
cents a pound the duty was 4 cents per pound. 

So the record shows that the policy of the Government from 
1816 down tothe present time has been to maintaina tariff upon 
wool, and sometimes a very substantial protective tariff. In 
view of this history I am unwilling to believe, until this subject 
is disposed of, that it is the determination of the Senators in 
charge of the bill and the majority in the Senate to allow raw 
wool to be placed upon the free list. 

Iappeal to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who is, I 
think, the only Senator in charge of the bill now present. Iap- 


Mr. President, [ shall take the time of the | 
| suppose it is entirely useless | 








peal to him in the interest of the farmers of Missouri and of the 
country to consent to a small duty upon raw wool, if he is not 
willing to give a fair one. 

Mr. VEST. Ifit does not interrupt my friend from Illinois 
I should like to ask him if he thinks that the increase of thé 
duty on raw wool would increase the price? 

Mr. CULLOM. It certainly would not reduce the price, and 
I hope that it would increase it. It is true the price of wool is 
going down now, as everything else has been going down in 
the last year. I will not undertake to give the reason why. 

Mr. VEST. In 1883, as the debates show, the leaders of the 
Republican party contended that the increase of the duty on 
raw wool would necessarily decrease the price; that that was 
the logical and inevitable result of protection; that as you in- 
crease the duty upon wool, as a matter of course you decrease 
the price of it, and that therefore it gave to the manufacturers 
their raw material cheaper. 

I remember distinctly that the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHEer- 
MAN]| made that argument, and the Senator from Maine/Mr. 
FRYE], who is present here now, stated that the effect of the high 
duty of 1867 had been to reduce the price of wool. The Senator 
from Lowa [Mr. ALLISON] made the same argument. The rec- 
ords can be produced, if there is any question about it. So I 
wish to know whether the Republican party has changed its 
ground on that question. When my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM] appeals to me personally in the interest of the wool- 
growers of Missouri to put a duty on raw wool, then the other 


| side must take away the argument which they made in 1883, that 


the effect of the increase of the duty on raw wool is to decrease 
the price. That has been theeffect, for the price has fallen ever 


: ¢ | since 1883, when the duties on raw wool were increased. 
mined to put a duty upon wool, will reconsider the matter and | 


Mr. CULLOM. Ican scarcely understand the argument that 
the Senator from Missouri attempts to make when he under- 
takes to say that protection to American wool and American 
sheep husbandry is likely to reduce the price of the product 
protected. Suppose we had a protective tariff that was prohib- 
itory of the introduction of wool into this country, would the 
Senator from Missouri argue that it would reduce the price of 
wool in America? 

Mr. VEST. I am merely giving the protection argument 
that the other side made in 1883. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senator whether, if we had a pro- 
hibitory tariff on wool it wouid reduce the price of wool and the 
price of sheep in the United States. The Senator knows very 
well that it would not. I do not ask for a prohibitory duty, but 
I wish to have a duty which will give some protection to this 
industry as well as to the other industries of the country. I am 
very certain that such a policy would not result in the reduc- 
tion of the price of wool or the price of sheep. 

The statistics show that when we have had a good protective 
tariff on sheep and wool the flocks of sheep increased all over 
the country, and when the duty on sheep and wool was reduced 
the flocks have disappeared from the country. 

I have here a letter upon this question, of which I should like 
to read a portion. Itisfrom a gentleman in Chicago, dealing 
in wool: 


The grower unable to hold his wool can not do it, and the great bulk of 
wool in Montana, Wyoming, Utah, Idaho, Arizona, and Texas is being con- 
signed to this and Eastern markets on an advance of 3 to 5 cents a pound, 
which is all the commission houses feel safe in advancing, and few of the 
growers have reason to believe they will receive anything further than their 
advances, and the inclosed telegram shows the conditions oni. -12 which 
some will consign their wool. 

Many ofthe large growers in the States above named last winter mort- 
gaged their present clip of wool to obtain the means to carry their flocks 
through, and now receiving even less for their clip than for the clip of 
1893, and no protection given to wool, next fall will see such a slaughter of 
sheep as was never before seen in this country, and this great woolgrowing 
industry receive a blow from which it will not recover for many a year if 
ever, but ifasmal! duty can be put on wool, ay 4 5cents, it would prevent a 
further decline, se t the current the other aes - to ascertain and estab- 
lish values, and, more than all, give a little aid and comfort to the now dis- 
heartened and discouraged grower by assuring him that his rights and his 
interests will not be unprotected, even if he be without organized, influen- 
tial, and — representation in the halls of legislation; and the man or 
men whoshall be instrumental in securing protection for that class willnot 
be forgotten in the days that are surely coming. 


This letter comes from a gentleman whois buying wool and 
knows what the sentiment of the farmers is on the subject. I 
think he has a very definite idea of what will be the result 
upon the wool industry of the country if wool goes upon the free 
list. 

Now, my friend from Missouri said the other day, with a good 
deal of confidence and with a flourish of his hand: ‘‘I am for 
the farmer.” SoamI. I think one way to be “for the farmer” 
in this instance is to protect one of the industries of the agri- 
culturists of the country and give them the same opportunity 
to conduct their business as is given to others, the products of 
whose industry are upon the protected list by the consent of the 
Senator from Missouri 
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Mr. VEST. 
upon raw wool. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor does the Senator from Missouri believe 
that a duty on wheat is a protection to wheat grown in this 
country. 

Mr.VEST. No; I do not. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator does not believe that a duty on 
corn will be any protection to corn. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Illinois will convince me, or 
even make a plausible argument showing that a protective duty 
on wheat helps the American wheat-grower, when we export a 
hundred million bushéls and import so small a quantity, I shall 
be glad to vote for such a duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri make the 
same promise as to wool? 

Mr. VEST. As to wool, I will state that the cases are so en- 
tirely dissimilar that I should hate to make a promise until I 
have heard the argument and the conclusions of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ will submit my views later on. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Missouri says that if I will 
convince him that a protective duty on wheat would do the 
wheat-grower any good, he would votefor such a duty. I have 


I do not believe it is protection to put a duty 





Mr. TELLER. It will not take long. Let it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment of Mr. PEFFER 
and insert in lieu thereof: 

All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca,and other like animals shall be 
divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, into the 
three following classes: 

Class 1, that is to say, Merino, mostiza, metz, or metis wools, or other 
wools of Merino blood, immediate or remote, Downclothing wools, and 
wools of like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New 
Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, and 
elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or desig- 
nated in classes 2 and 3. 

Class 2, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Linconshire, Down combing 
wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, and 
usually knowr by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, al- 
paca, and other like animals. : 

Class 3, thatis to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valpa- 
raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camels’ hair, and including allsuch wools of 


like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United 
States from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting im- 


| proved wools hereinafter provided for. 


no idea that I can convince him or that any other man on earth | 


eould accomplish so great a feat. 

The Senator in one argument says he is for the farmer, and the 
next thing he does is to put wheat and corn and other articles 
which the farmer raises on the free list. When we appeal to 
him to protect the farmer he says, ‘Oh, protection to the 
farmer is a mere myth; it amounts to nothing.” Ifit amounts to 
nothing, why does the Senator from Missouri insist upon tak- 
ing such duties out of the bill? Letussee whether it will amount 
to anything in the condition of the country as it exists to-day. 


any longer on this subject. I rose principally to appeal to the 
Senator from Missouri to know whether he will not consent, be- 
cause apparently we can not do anything unless the Senator does 
consent, to a duty, a small duty of 5 cents a pound, or some duty, 
upon wool along with the other articles that he has kindly con- 
sented to protect. 

The time has gone by when the Senator can insist upon any 
particular line of policy upon this question, because everybody 
knows, he as well as the rest, that there is no particular line of 
public policy which has been carried out so far by the managers 
of the bill on the question of protection. We have had free 
trade; we have had a little protection; we have had revenue re- 
form; we have had good protection; and all these ideas and 
policies are to be incorporated in the provisions of the bill. Now, 
let us have some kind of protection upon wool, and then we will 
goon with the bill as rapidly as is consistent with fair discus- 
sion. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from Colorado say he offers 
a substitute? 

Mr. TELLER. 
rates. 

Mr. PEFFER. Perhaps it would be better to put it in the 
form of an amendment to my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A substitute is the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis the same thing. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas has adopted in his amendment the classifica- 
tion of wool which is in the McKinley act, but the rates are en- 
tirely different. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it will save alittle time to offer my 
amendment, which contains the McKinley rates with the Mc- 
Kinley classification. If it is voted down, then we can take the 
vote on the Senator’s amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] will be stated. 

Mr. TELLER. 


Yes; I propose to substitute the McKinley 


stands it. Let the question be put on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the question be put on the amendment. 
I repeat that it is simply the McKinley classification and the 
McKinley rates. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire to take up time, but I think if 
the amendment is acted upon without reading it will establish 
a precedent which might be troeblesome at some time. It will 
not take more than three or fevr minutes to read the amendment 
to the amendment 


There is a proposed reduction of about 50 per | 


I suppose by unanimous consent the reading | 
of the amendment might be dispensed with, as everyone under- | 





The Chair | 





The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter de 
posited in the principal custom-houses of the United States, under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the 
classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
have the authority to renew these standards and to make such additions to 
them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to be depos- 
ited like standards in other custom-houses of the United States when they 
may be needed. 

Whenever wools of class three shall have been improved by the admixture 
of Merino or English blood from their present character, as represented by 
the standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal cus- 
tom-houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for 
duty either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes 


2 7 | which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which the 
Mr. President, I do not care to take up the timeof the Senate | : F aden 


would be subjected if imported unwashed. 

Unwashed wool shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; thatis, in theirnatural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the 
sheep's back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's back 
shall be considered as scoured wool. 

The duty upon wool of the sere or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be meee in any otherthan ordinary con- 
dition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 
ture of dirt, or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or in- 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. Wools on which a 
duty is assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would 
be assessed if said wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be 
doubled on account of its being sorted. If wools, the quantity and value to 
be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe. 

On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in 
part of wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per pound. 

On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 10 cents per pound. 

Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 
form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad- 
vanced in any manner or byany process of manufacture beyond the washed 
or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject 
to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 


Mr. HARRIS. Question! ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Sena- 


| tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of the Sen-. 
| ator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 


Mr. TELLER and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). By arrangement 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the Senator from Iowa 
= WILSON] will stand paired with the Senator from Mary- 
and [Mr. GORMAN]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALgs] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and: I suggest to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] that we transfer pxirs, so that 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will stand paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and we may vote. 


I am paired with the 
If he were present I 


He has not voted. 
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Mr.RANSOM. Thatis agreeable tome. I vote ‘ nay.” 
Mr, HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 


consin [Mr. Mrrcne.u|, who is detained at home by sickness. 
If he were present I should vote ‘ yea.” 
Mr. PASCO. I was requested to state that the Senator from 


South Carolina |Mr. BUTLER] is necessarily absent, and that he 
is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. VEST (after having yoted in the negative). I voted, 
supposing the Senator from Minnesota {[Mr. WASHBURN] was 
present. I have a general pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota and withdraw my vote. I should vote “nay” if he were 
present, and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. 
from Colorada [Mr. WotcortT]. If he were present he would 
vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I havealready announced my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Alabauma[Mr. MorGan]. Lrise to state that my col- 
league [Mr. CAMERON], who is necessarily absent, is paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If my col- 
league were present he would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My colleague [Mr. CAFFERY] is paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. If my colleague 
were here he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado |Mr. WoLcort] to the junior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. MircHELL], so that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] 
and | may vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. Squire). Otherwise I should vote 
‘‘nay.” 

Mr. POWER (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] voted? 
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[ have a general pair with the junior Senator 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- | 


vised. 

Mr. POWER. Then I withdraw my vote,as I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I suggest to the Senator from Montana [ Mr. 
POWER] that we transfer pairs so that the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. CAFFERY] will stand paired with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

Mr. POWER. I should be pleased to make the transfer. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then TI vote “nay.” 

Mr. POWER. My vote will stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey. Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley. Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—37. 

Alien, Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Vilas, 
Bianchard, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Brice Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Hill, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, 
Coke Jarvis, Pugh, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 

NOT VOTING-—19. 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Washburn, 
Camden, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cameron, MePherson, Quay, Wolcott. 
Dixor Martin, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say to those Senators who were not 
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‘seven ” and insert ‘‘eight;” in line 83, to strike out ‘‘ ten” and 
insert ‘‘nine;” in line 84, tostrike out ‘'20 per cent ad valoreni 
and insert ‘'4 cents;” in line 87, to strike out “ ten” and insort 
‘‘nine,” and in line 88, to striixe out ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem" 
and insert ‘'5 cents;*’ so as to read: 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 7 cents 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 8 cénts pér pound 

On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class the v: 
whereof shall be 9 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
be 4 cents. : 


valu 
shall 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the ya)y, 
poe shall exceed 9 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shal! )s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowsEr] to the 
umendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays 
and they were ordered. yr 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I again transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] to 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], so that the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] and I may vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). I rise 
to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the 
Senater from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GORMAN’S name was called). The sen- 
ior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from 
the Chamber by illness, has a general pair with me, but for the 
day the pair has been transferred to the junior Senator from 
Iowa {[Mr. WILSON], giving the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gor- 
DON] and myself the right to vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] The Senator from Maine is paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], and under this arrange- 
ment the Senator from North Carolina and I will vote. I vote 


| ** yea.” 
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present when my amendment was read that it simply proposes | 


to reduce the duties on unmanufactured wool from the rates pre- 
scribed in the present law, the McKinley act, 50 per cent. 


Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- | 


ment of the Senator from Kansas. I propose to lower the duties 
of the MeKinley act. It is the McKinley act, with 7 cents in 
place of 11, and 8 cents in place of 12 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Montana to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
will! be stated. 

The SkoRETARY. In line 80 of the amendment it is proposed 
to strike out *‘six”’ and insert ‘‘seven:” in line 81, to strike out 


| 





Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon},. 

Mr. QUAY (when hisname was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. He would voté 
** yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay ” on this question. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 


Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandier, Hawley, Morriil, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dotph, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 

NAYS—37. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gray. Murphy, Voorhees, 
Brice, Harris, . Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Hill, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 

NOT VOTING-—19. 

Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Washburn, 
Camden, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Cameron, McLaurin, Quay, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McPherson, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the modifications I have made in 
my amendment my be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 61 strike out the followiug: 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 


In line 80 strike out ‘‘six ” and insert ‘‘ five;”’ in line 8! strike 
out “ seven” andinsert “‘ six;” and in line $4 strike out “‘ wwenty ” 
and insert *‘ fifteen;” so as to read: 


The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be beun, por 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the Second class 6 cents pér Pou 


1894. 


On wools of the third class and on camet’s hair of the third class the value 


whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, thé duty shal 


be 15 per cent ad vaiorem. 

Mr. PEFFER. In the top line, on page 5, 25 percent is to re- 
main. It is achange from the existing law, which is 50 per 
cent. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER]. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). If agreeable to the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], I will make the same 
transfer of pairs, so that the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr 
Wo.cort] will stand paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin[{Mr. MITcHELL]. I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
the transfer of my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McCPHERSON] to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], so that 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] and myself 
can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he 
wore present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” While I am on the floor L 
desire to ‘announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. if my 
colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” I make this an- 
nouncement for the last time during to-day’s session. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). [haveageneral pair, 
as I have heretofore stated, with the Senator from Minnesota 
{[Mr. WASHBURN]. [ wili transfer my pair to the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], who is absent, and vote “ nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], I will transfer my pair with the 





Alabama {[Mr. MORGAN], so that we can both vote. 
Mr. QUAY. The arrangement is perfectly satisfactory to me. 
Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘ yea,” 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, McMillan, 


Frye Proctor, 


Allen, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Hansbrough Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Carey Hawley Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, Higgins Patton, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Peffer, Teller. 
Davis, Jones, Ney Perkins, 
Dolph, Kyle Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—35. 

Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry. George McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn Vibson, Martin, Turpie. 
Blanchard, rordon, Mills, Vest, 
Brice, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Call, Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Jarvis Pugh, White 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom 

NOT VOTING—i?7. 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis Wilson, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Camden, Hill, Pettigrew, 
Cameron, Irby, Squire, 


Mec Pher: Washburn, 


Dixon on, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
head of the schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The amendment proposed by 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste, rags and flocks, including all waste, or rags composed wholly or in 
part of wool, 40 per cent ad valorem. 5 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, before the vote is take 
onthe pending amendment! ask theindulgenceof the Senate 
for not more than five or ten minutes, 

The first recorded attempt to break down the interests of 
sheep husbandry was when Cain slew his brother Abel, who 
*“was a keeper of sheep.” [Laughter.] 
poses which actuated Cain were plainly the same as those which 
actuate his followers to-day. It was jealousy of a preferred and 
peaens industry. Cain was a ‘“‘tiller of the ground, and 


the 


rought of the fruit of the ground an offering unto the Lord.” 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE 


| 
| 
} 


| was considered from the earliest times a favored industry, 


If it is agreeable to the junior Senator | 





NATE. 


This offering may have been of rice, on, 


record does not state. But Abel ‘‘ brought of the 
his flock, and of the fat thereof, and the Lord had respe« to 
Abel and to his offering, but uato Cain and his o ne he had 


t respect. 
[The punishment meted out to Cain fairly foreshadows that 
which shall be meted out by the people to the promoters of this 
measure: A-mark shall be set upon them, and when the time 
of retribution comes they will say with Cain, ‘‘ My punishme 
is greater than I can bear.” 

‘The Holy Writ gives abundant evidence 


no 
r 


is 2 
thatsheep husbandry 
and 
tendered 


earliest real- 


Abraham 
the 


recognized as one of the first 1mportance. 
ewe lambs as witnesses of an oath in one 
estate transactions on record. 

And Abra 


of 





even ewe lambs of the flock by themselves 


And Abimelech said unto Abraham, what mean these seven ewe lambs 
which thou hast set by themselves? 

And he said, for these seven ewe lambs shalt thou take of my hand, that 
they may be a witness unto me, that I have digged this wel 

W herefore he called that place Beer-sheba; because there they sware, both 


of them. 

The firstsuccessful effort at improvement of the breed of sheep 
was made by Jacob, and grew out of a bargain with his father- 
in-law, Laban, and is described in the thirtieth chapter of 
Genesis. The original color of the fleece is generally believed, 
with exceptionally a streak of white, to have beena dingy black. 
Laban stipulated wit Jacob that he might have the speckled 
and ring-streaked of the flock—that is, the few which were in 
part white—in payment for his services as shepherd. 

Laban thought he had made asharp bargain, but his thrifty 
son-in-law, Jacob, by his shrewd application of what are now 
well-understood principles of breeding, largely increased the 
number of the flock having more or white wool. His ex- 
ample was doubtless followed by others in selecting for breed- 
ing those which had the largest proportion of white, for David 
likens wool to snow, and Solomon likens the whiteness of the 


less 


| teeth of his mistress toa flock of sheep just come up from the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from | 


The motives and pur- | 


| 
| 





washing. 

The shepherd and his calling and his flock are often alluded 
to inthe Holy Writ,and furnish some of its grandest imagery 
and most beautiful illustrations. Many of those specially favored 
of the Lord were shepherds, and everywhere that calling is re- 
ferred to as one of the highest character, plainly recognizing 
its importance to the welfare and prosperity of the people. Ja- 
cob ‘‘ rolled the stone from the well’s mouth and watered the 
fiock of Laban ” as the firstevidence of hislovefor Rachel. Saul, 
when in trouble with the Philistines, said unto Jesse, ‘‘ Send me 
David thy son, which is with the sheep.” 

The fate of those who attack this industry and the flocks of 
their country is plainly foreshadowed and prophesied in many 
places: 

David said unto Saul, Thy servant kept his father’s shee 
a lion, and a bear, and took a lamb out of the flock, 

Andi went out after him, and smote him, and delivered it 
and when he arose against me, [caught him by his beard, and 
and siew him. 

Thy servant slew both the lionand the 
tine shall be as ons of them sing he 


God 


Y 


Dp, and there came 


yut of his mouth; 
smote him 


bear; and this uncircumcised Philis 
hath defied the armies of the living 


The same fate, Mr. President, will surely be meted out to the 
political Philistines of the present day in November, 1894 and 
1896. {Laughter.] 

The rewards awaiting those who are faithful i 
industries of their country are also foretold: 

So will I seek out my sheep, and will deliver m out of all places where 
they have been scatters d in the loudy and da y 


n sustaining the 





And I will bring tt 1 ont from the people gather them from the 
countries, and will bring then ») their own land, and feed them upon the 
mountains of Israel by the rivers, and in all the inhabited places of the 


country. 

I will feed them in a good pasture, and uy ‘high mountains of Israel 
shall their fold be; there shall they lie in a good fold, and in a fat pasture 
shall they feed upon the mountains of Israe! 

I will seek that which was lost, and bring again th 
away, and will bind up that which was broken, and 
which was si but I will destroy the fat 
wit! 





at which was driven 
strengthen tha 


will 
zr; I will feed them 


*k, and the strong 
udgment. 

As a further evidence of the Divine 
that, ‘* He shall set the sheep on His rig 
on the left.” [Laughter.] The 
tence to the present situation is 
stated. [Lauchter.} 

To establish the connection between the shee p industry of our 
own country and the flocks of Bible times, I quote from the en- 
cyclopedia. Of the Spanish Merino it says: ‘‘ In modern times 
it has been brought to the greatest perfection in Spain, though 
its originals probably formed the flocks of the ; thou- 
sands of years ago and have been wooled 
sheep.” 

The breed was probably brought from the | 
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Moors, as it was known and written of there inthe time of Czsar 
Augustus. 

It is easy to establish our inheritance of the best of the his- 
toric flocks of Spain, which had been for centuries jealously 
fostered and protected by the Government and grandees of that 





country, and their exportation forbidden by law under penalty 
of the most severe punishment. The opportunity came as a re- 
sult of the Napoleonic wars of the Peninsula. It was fortunate 


for us that we were represented at that time at Madrid by Col. 
David Humphreys, of Connecticut, a scholar, poet, patriot, sol- 
dier, and diplomat, the military aid and friend of Washington, 
and member of his family several years after the Revolution. 
And it was equally fortunate that we were represented at Lisbon 
by William Jarvis, of Vermont, of whom Jefferson spoke as ‘‘ pre- 
eminently among the faithful of the public servants.” 

These far-seeing and patriotic menembraced the opportunity, 
which except for the convulsions of war might never have oc- 
curred, and made large purchases, which they shipped to this 
country, and with painstaking intelligence distributed to prom- 
inent farmers from Maine to Virginia, in many cases by gift. 

[ will let Consul Jarvis, as he was known in my State during 
the many years of his useful life, tell the story of these importa- 
tions by reading brief extracts of a letter dated Weathersfield; 
Vt., December 22, 1841, and addressed to Henry S. Randall, cor- 
responding secretary of the New York State Agricultural So- 
ciety, and published in the transactions of that society for that 
year. in speaking of the Merino breed of sheep, he says: 


It was known in Spain in the time of Columella, a writer on agriculturein 
the reign of Augustus Cesar. But whether indigenous in that kingdom, or 
imported into it at an earlier period, is not certainly knowp; but the latter 
is the most probable, from their name “ Marino,”’ which is the Spanish spell- 
ing, and which means beyond sea. The Merino sheepof Spain are of two 
classes, the trashumantes or traveling sheep, and estantes or stationary 
sheep. 

* x ba ied 


The question may be asked, Why are they called traveling sheep? The an- 
swer is that they are driven to the flat, level country in October, to be pas- 
tured until April, and in April they are driven into the hilly and mountain- 
ous districts, to be pastured until October. 


S & 2 t 2 e *® 


So highly did the Spaniards value this breed of sheep, that they were pro- 
hibited by law from exportation, under ay of transportation to the 
mines, or confinement to the galleys for life. 

* 7 » > 7 * * 


The first that were sent to this country was in 1802, by Chancellor Living- 
ston, of New York, then minister to France, who obtained a buck and two 
ewes from the Rambouillet flock; and the same year the Hon. David Hum- 
phreys, who had been minister to Spain, got out 200 through Portugal, 
which were sent to Connecticut, and placed on his farm near New Haven. 
The value of this useful animal was not then appreciated in the United 
States; and thosé two importations remained unnoticed and almost un- 
known, until the embargo in 1807, and thé nonintercourse of the two subse- 
quent years cut off our accustomed sup iF f woolen goods from England, 
and began to call the attention of reflecting men to the necessity of render- 
ing ourselves independent of ey nations for the supply of those all-es- 
sential articles of humah comfort, by the establishment of woolen manu- 
factures among ourselves. 


This independence it is now proposed to surrender to Eng- 
land. 


When the second crepes of the French armies into Spain in the winter 
of 1809 drove the Spanish Junto from Madrid to Badajos, the Junto was with- 
out money and without resources. 


* * te = m e + 


No alternative was therefore left them other than to sell the four flocks 
of Merinos which had been confiscated with the other property of four 
grandees who had joined France, with license to transport them out of Spain. 


+ o ¥ . * * + 


Sir Charles Stewart, the British minister, purchased the Negretti flock, of 
which I selected a small part, and the remainder he senttoEngland. I also 
— about 1,300 Agueirres, and selected about 200 from the Montarcos. 

likewise purchased in Spain 200 of the Escurial flock from the mayoral, 
which wer6 the ya F regrings ever sent to this country. I shipped in 1809 
and in 1810 about 3,850 to this country of the aforementioned flocks, being all 
which I purchased in Spain, and which were distributed as follows: About 
1,500 to New York; 1, to Boston and Newburyport, including 350 which I 
sent to be reserved for me; the remainder were sent to Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Alexandria, Norfolk, and Richmond, and a small number to Wiscas- 
set, Portland, and Portsmouth, as | was disposed to distribute those val- 
uable animals to every State which would be likely to profit by the acqui- 
sition. Those 1 reserved for myself were composed of about half Paulars, 
a quarter A ueirres, and the other fourth of Escurials, Negrettis, and Mon- 
tarcos, Which I subsequéntly mixed together. 


* + * “ a * * 


Allthose sheep were Leonesa, trashumantes, and were of the prime flocks 
of Spain. 
. > * + 7 * > 


Twenty-five years’ experience satisfies me that the wool of the Spanish 
Merino has rather improved. About six years ago I compared my Merino 
Wool with fifteen or twenty samples of the Paular flock that had been sent 
me from Spain when I purchased; and eight or a Te who examined 
the two gave a decided preference to that taken from the backs of my sheep. 
Mr. James Shepherd, when he carried on the factory at Northampton, and 
who purchased my Merino wool for several years, told me that the super- 
fine broadcloths made from my wool handled softer than did those from the 
best imported Spanish wool he could purchase. When the Merino has been 
bred with attention and care the wool has not deteriorated in any other 
country than England, and the deterioration there has unquestionably been 
owing to the uncommon humidity of that climate. 
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From this beginning have come the wonderful results which 
have added hundreds of millions of wealth to this country, be- 
sides giving us the great national advantages which result from 
our independence of other countries for the supply of this great 
staple. 

While wool-raising has ceased in my State to be as profitable 
as formerly, the breeding of a very high class of Merino sheep 
is still a very important branch of agricultural production. 

The breeders of Vermont, and doubtless those of other States, 
annually visit and exhibit their sheep at the fairs in the wool- 
raising regions of Australia and South America and take the 
leading premiums in those countries. As a result of the supe- 
riority of their sheep they have made large sales abroad. Buy- 
ers from those countries come here every season to make their 
purchases. How much our success in breeding has done to in- 
crease the average weight of. fine wool fleeces may be under: 
stood from the fact that within fifty years the average in the 
United States has increased threefold, and in Australia it has 
nearly doubled in thirty-five years. 

That this result, this great addition to the wealth of the world, 
isdue to American breeders is clear from the fact thatthey were 
the first to start upon a scientific and systematic course of im- 
provementof the breed of Spanish Merino sheep, and they still 
hold a long lead in this direction. 

This controlling position has been gained only by more than 
eighty years of earnest, persistent, and able effort on the part of 
our leading sheep-breeders, a class of men who have counted 
among their number many of the most intelligent men of the 
country. 

The American Merino leads the world, and always will, unless 
we willfully and wickedly surrender the advantages which na- 
ture and opportunity and the enterprise of our farmers have 
givenus. I claim that the development and improvement of 
the Merino sheep by intelligent and scientific breeding is the 

reatest single achievement of the American farmers. It may 
& true—I believe it is—that the climate and other conditions 
necessary for producing the very best Merino sheep are ex- 
tremely favorable in our Northern States. But despite our 
netanel alountil es, we can not hope to continue to be the lead- 
ing sheep-breeding country of the world if we cease to be also 
a wool-raising country. 

To strike down this industry is not only to bring immediate 
ruin to the wool-raisers, but also to surrender a great national 
interest, and, by making the breedingof the best sheep in the 
world unprofitable, to put itout of our power for generations to 
come to recuperate and recover our present position in sheep hus- 
bandry and woolgrowing, which are of such great national im- 
portance. 


[Mr. ALDRICH addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. POWER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether the trouble does not come very largely from the 
fact that cotton is largely mixed with wool in the production of 
blankets and other goods? I had occasion to make some in- 
quiry into the matter in order to ascertain why the reduction 
in the price of wool at the present time was so great, and I was 
answered that it was on account of the use of cotton goods. I 
have a letter here from Mr. Roland P. Marks, in charge of the 
woolen department of Marshall Field & Co., which explains 
the situation fully, which I ask permission to read. The letter 
is as follows: 

CHICAGO, December 12, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: As suggested in my letter of last week, I give you below cer- 
tain information asked for, which is t6 be taken more as facts than as re- 
flecting my own personal views: ¢ 

The cotton-blanket industry, if Iam not mistaken, was started about 1875 
or 1876, the goods being first introduced by the Eagle and Phoenix Mills, of 
Columbus, Ga., being made only in white, 3 to 4 pounds in weight, and cost: 
ing something like $1.25 or $1.50 per pair. 

Phe sale was exceedingly limited for the first five years, ard indeed it waa 
ten years before they began to be used to any perceptible extent, or about 
1886. a 
Since then the growth has been steady, and during the year 1893 we have 
used 10 per cent more white and colored all-cottOn blankets alone than we 
used in 1886 in all kinds of all-cotton, all-wool and part-cotton white and 
¢olored blankets. Thatis, 10 per cent more pairs blankets; but of course 
the cost is very much less per pair. 

While a cotton blanket can be made as lw as 2 pounds to the pair, an all- 
wool blanket can not be well made under 3} pounds to the pair in the same 
size, as wool can not be worked to the same advantage as cotton can. P 

I consider that the cotton-blanket industry is in the nature of a ‘‘ fad 
though the hard times may have had something to do with it, andit may die 

ut when it is found they really will not take the place of all-wool goods on 

count of lack of warmth. 

In that respect, they are almost valueless, but it can not be denied that 
they have taken the place and reduced the production of all-wool goods. 


t will probably result eventually in there being less all-wool and all-cot- 
ton blankets used, and more cotton and wool mixed. 

Regarding napped flannels made of all cotton, I find that we have used this 
year 1,900 cases in various forms, of which there was not a yard made pre- 
vious to 1890; when they were introduced in a small way during that yor 
Wwe used Srey less than 
one. an 


twenty cases, and the growth has béen 4 steady 
they have taken the place of all-wool-flannels, cotton and wool 
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mixed flannels, and all-cotton hard finished shirtings,the sale of which 
latter has almost disappeared. 

There has been a complete revolution in the use of wool. ; 

Years ago there was a very large sale in all-wool plain and twilled flannels, 
while now the business is scarcely 25 per cent of what it was ten years ago. 

The first cause of that decline was found in the use of knit underwear, 
which could be manufactured cheaper and produce a better garment than 
when woven and manufactured, but there has been a change also in that 
kind of underwear, as in all kinds of flannels other than cloths and cassi- 
meres. 

While it was once thought all flannels should be all wool, it is now found 
when mixed with cotton they are much more desirable, wear longer, shrink 
less, and are quite as warm. 

Good cotton mixed with wool is much better than a low grade of all wool, 
both for service and general appearances. 

I believe this is one of the principal reasons why wooi has declined. 

I shall be glad if any of the above information is of use to you. 

Very respectfully, 
ROLAND P. MARKS. 

Senator T. C. PowrER, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise to prolong this de- 
bate, except to call attention briefly to one point which has been 
several times suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who have 
constantly put the question which has been answered in other 
ways, and Ido not suppose it needs any further answer, whether 
the effect of a duty is to reduce the price of the article pro- 
tected or to enhance it. They say, ‘‘If the effect of your duty 
is to reduce the price, how do you benefit the person whois pro- 
tected?” 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that, in considering that prop- 
osition, we ought to take the two things together, the question 
of the comparative prices and the question of the increased 
production in the country. They can not be separated. 

Now, suppose you take the entire woolgrowing industry of 
this country, secure to it the American market, and thereby 
double or treble or quadruple the product, it is an advantage to 
the woolgrowing community even if the price is being con- 
stantly lowered. 

Take the illustration of a single farmer. 
that he has, as an adjunct to his farm, a small flock of sheep, 
and he raises wool ata cost of $90, which he sells at $100, thereby 
making $10. We secure him the market from a neighboring 
manufactory, and the next year he raises $290 worth instead of 
$100 worth, having his foreign competitor shut out, and supply- 
ing that neighboring mill himself; but on that $200 he makes 
$15, selling his wool at a smaller price than before, and only 
makes 7+ per cent above what it cost him, instead of 10 per cent; 
but by the doubling of his sales he has made $15 at the end of 
the year, when the year before he had only made $10. 

Mr. President, that is the law governing not only woolen 
manufacturing, but every one of these protected industries, 
about which this question, which our Democratic friends are so 
fond of putting, is put, ‘‘ How do you benefit an American pro- 
ducer by a duty under which his price is constantly being low- 
ered?” You benefit him, at least, by doubling his product, and, 
whether you take the individual man or the whole aggregate of 
that kind of production, you benefit the consumer by reducing 
the price the consumer has to pay for the materials, and you 
benefit the manufacturer in the end by reducing the price which 
the manufacturer has to pay. 

But you benefit the producer by giving him a market which 
enables him to double his profit. So the large sale at the small 
profit is not only more profitable to the man to whom he sells, 
but it is more profitable to the seller at the small sale than the 
large one. That seems to me a conclusive answer to the conun- 
drum which our friends are fond of putting to us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment 
pr — by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. HALE. On that lask for the yeas and nays. 


to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington[ Mr. SQUIRE]. 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. MARTIN] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the negative). 
if the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvIs] has voted? 


{am paired with 
Otherwise [should 


I inquire 





We will suppose | 


I am paired with | 
If he | 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not voted. 
Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—238. 
Aldrich, Frye, Me Millan, Power, 
Allison, Gallinger, Man ierson, Proctor, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley. Peffer, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, Stewart, 
Dubois, Lodge, Platt, Teller, 

NAYS—35. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Roach 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 
Brice, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Paseo, White. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Butler, Dixon McPherson, Turpie, 
Call, Gordon, Martin, Washburn, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis Wilson, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Jones. Ney. Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer one further amendment and 
then I shall be done, so far as I am concerned, with this subject- 
matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SECRETARY. 

All wooi of the skeep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste, rags, and flocks, including all waste, or rags composed wholly or in 
part of wool, 39 per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have before me what iscalled the Walker 
tariff act, which has been the boast of the Democratic party 
since 1846. It is the last expression of the Democratic will on 
all subjects of tariff legislation since that time. It has been 
made the subject of enlogy in this debate. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] spoke of it as being the best 
tariff which had been framed in this country, and the model of 
other tariff acts. Now, when I look at the tariff act of 1846 I 
find a duty levied on unmanufactured wool of 30 per cent ad 
valorem, and on ‘‘ manufactures of wool, or of which wool shall 
be the component material of chief value, not otherwise pro- 
vided for,’ 30 per cent ad valorem. 

So the idea then of the Democratic party was that the farmer 
should be dealt with precisely as the manufacturer was dealt 
with—that to the extent of his labor he should be protected in 
hisindustry. This was the rule and law of the Democratic party. 
From 1816, after the war of 1812, up to this hour there has always 
been a duty on wool proportionate to some extent to the duty on 
woolens; but as manufacturing increased the rates of duty on 
woolens were I think properly increased. 

What reason can be given why we should now refuse to the 
farmer the duty of, say, 20 or 30 per cent or 40 per cent on the 
product of his industry? ‘he circumstances are not auspicious 
for such a movement as is roposed. It ishard uponthe farmer 
at best to live. He is brv ight into competition with all the 


The amendment will be stated. 
Insert as paragraph 2774, the following: 


| world in his production. 


This little duty of a few cents a pound on wool has always 


| given a price which has made the product a sure resort for the 


n | payment of taxes. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | 


It has always been a sure reliance for almost 
every farmer in the State of Ohio and to some extent in all the 
other States. Such is the case even in Texas. I have here a 


telegram requesting me to call upon the honorable Senator from 


| Texas [Mr. MILLS]and have him present the unanimous declara- 


| here in the morning. 
| large mass-meeting in Texas. 





tion of a large mass-meeting somewhere in ‘Texas against this 
free-wool clause. I suppose that is the substance ofit. I called 
upon the Senator for it at the request of this person and he said 
that he had left it at his house, but no doubt he will bring it 
It purports to be the proceedings of a 


This feeling is universal among the farmers of the country. 
I do not speak for partisan purposes; I think [ have got beyond 
that; but I should like to make an appeal to the Senators of the 
United States on behalf of the farmers, laboring as they are un- 
der severe conditions, under hard lines and hard times, compet- 
ing with their Wester brethren on cheapfarmsand cheap land. 


The farmers of our Eastern States and the Middle States are, to 
use acommon expression, very hard up, although the great mass 
of them are the best people of our country. 

I say it is unjustifiable, it is wrong, it is cruel, and it is unjust 
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in every sense of the word that you should make this discrimina- 
tion when all those who went before you now for nearly eighty 

ears have given the farmers an equal chance in the race of life 
in their production. The tariff act of 1846, which you boast as 
the model and pride of your party, shows that those who levied 


these duties put an equal protection on the farmer and the 
manufacturer. No party has dared since 1816 to leave wool off 
the tariff list, and prior to 1816 all the wool produced in this 
country was consumed here; there were neither exports nor im- 


ports of wool. I had the book here the other day before me, 
but forgot to refer to it. 

Until 1816 our wool was always consumed in the cheap and 
homely way carried on in every house with the old-fashioned 
wheel, which was as necessary a part of the household furniture 
as the stoveinthe kitchen. Since that time manufacturing has 
become an art, and we are making as good cloths as any in the 
world. I donot object to the protection which has been given 
by the pending bill, nor would [ object to giving additional pro- 
tection to the manufacturers of wool; but that which you gave 
to the farmer forty or fifty years ago ought to be given now, and 
if you do not do it they will have sense enough to see that your 
ground is not tenable. If the old Democratic party was right 
forty or fifty years ago it is wrong now. Everydictate of inter- 
est, every impulse of honesty, every sign of patriotism, demands 
that you should extend to them the same benefits that you ex- 
tend to the other branches of industry. 

This is all I desire to say on the subject. I feel earnestly 
about it, and I hope that our Democratic friends for their bene- 
fit as well as for the benefit of the people of the United States 
will not carry out what I calla bad conspiracy against the in- 
dustries of the farmers of our country. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has al- 
luded toa telegram which was sent to me from a meeting of 
woolgrowers at San Angelo, Tex. I did not understand that the 
telegram was intended to be presented to the Senate. It was 
simply addressed tome with a request that I should show the 
telegram to the Senator from Ohio and to the Representative of 
that district in Texas, Hon. Mr. PASCHAL. I paid no further 
attention to it. 

The psople of Texas know very well that Iam not in favor of 
a duty on wool. They know that I have never been in favor of 
a duty on wool. These are constituents of mine, respectable 
gentlemen. They had aright of course to send the telegram to 
me, and I have a right to decline to comply with the request 
which they have made, and to continue to represent the great 
body of the Democratic people of Texas, who are in favor of 
free wool and free everything else they can get free from taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator will allow me a moment, I 
feel bound in courtesy to the Senator to say that I showed him 
the telegram and he told me to present it to the Senate in the 
nature of 2 petition or memorial. At any rate T showed it to 
the Senator and did 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator showed me his telegram, but mine 
was simply addressed to me and contained no request to present 
it tothe Senate. However, there was a request that I should 
show it to the Senator from Ohio. It was on my table. I do 
not know where it is now, but it was a request for a vote to put 
a, duty on wool, that we should not have free wool, but a duty 
on wool. 

I wish to make simply one remark in reference to the state- 
ment made by the distinguished Senator from Ohio about the 
Walker tariff. If the Senator from Ohio will read alittle book 
called Does Protection Protect, written by Mr. Grosvenor, who, 
I believe, is,or was for some time, the tariff editor of the New 
York Tribune, he alludes to the very fact to which the Senator 
callsattention in the Walker tariff of 1866, that the duty on wool 
and woolen goods was the same—30 per cent—and that the result 
was almost the destruction of the woolen manufactures of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MILLS. Hold on a moment, my friend. We imported 
very largely until 1857, when the tariff of 1857 was adopted. I 
think my friend from Ohio had something to do with that act, 
and, if 1 remember aright, the duty on wool under 20 cents a 
pound was removed and it was made free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have also the tariff act of 1857 here, I 
Was a member of the Congress which passed that act. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I thought. 

Mr.SHERMAN. If Irememberaright, theschedules named 
in the tariff act of 1846 were simply reduced about 20 per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. But ell wool under 20 cents a pound was put on 
the free list. My friend from Rhode Island knows that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-four. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All wool under twenty-four. 

Mr. MILLS. Twenty, I think. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-four. 

Mr. MILLS. That is much better, but I thought it was 
a Does the Senator from Rhode Islandwish 2 say some- 
thing? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish tosay a word in justice toMr. Gros- 
venor. I think it ought to be stated that since the publication 
towhich the Senator referred he has repudiated the publication 
and its doctrine. 

Mr. MILLS. He repudiated a most masterly work on the 
subject of free trade. But neither my friend from Rhode Island 
nor my friend from Ohio will agree that a tariff on such a raw 
material as wool of 30 per cent and a tariff on manufactured 
goods of 30 per cent is the right thing to do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, on which the Chair un- 
derstands the yeas and nays to be demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceede 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. With the 
consent of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], I transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his mee wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersevy|Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should vote 
‘‘vea” if he were present, 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I announce for 
the day that Iam paired with the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he were presentI should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IRByY! and vote 
ad na 7” 

Tho roll.call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON} 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I think it would be proper he should stand 

ired with his general pair, the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

ILSON], and I will resume my pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has not 
voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. PALMER. I madea temporary pair with that Senator 
and withdraw my vote. 

The.result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YE AS—29. 
Aldrich, Dubois, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Allen, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon. Sherman, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Patton, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Teller. 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, 
Davis, Kyle, Platt, 
Dolph, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—34. 

Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Berry, George, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, Morgan, Vilas, 
Brice, Harris, « Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hill, Pasco, Waish, 
Call, Hunton, Pugh, White. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Stewart, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Washburn, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Wilson, 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Frye, McLaurin, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose anamendment. I move to insert: 

All articles of manufacture, composed wholly or in part of wool or hair of 
the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall bo admitted frés of 
duty. 

Mr. President, we have arrivei at a point in this discussion 
when it is made perfectly evident that raw wool, unmanu- 
factured wool of all classes and varicties raised by American 
farmers is to be placed in open competition in the world’s mar- 
ket with wools raised in Australia, in South America, in Rus- 
sia, in India, in China, in the colonies in the southern part of 
Africa, and in all portions of the world. 
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It has been shown during this discussion that there are sonje- | 
where in the neighborhood of a million farmers—not simply 
men, women, and children- -but a million men and women, tak- 
ing them individually, owning sheep in the United States, and 
that those sheep are being raised and the woo! [rom them is be- 
ing cared for asa part of the livelihood of thosg farmers. It 
has been shown, too, that there are about $500,000,000 worth of 
invested capital in the business of raising sheop and producing 
wool. 

Now that itis determined that those farmers and their prod- 
uct shall be placed in competition with the cheap labor of other 
countries, I ask the Democratic majority of this body to apply 
the same rule to the manufacturers of wool. I hold that the 
farmer's interests aro as sacred as those of the manufacturer, 
and that if revenue is needed it can be raised with quite asmuch | 
propriety upon unmanutactured wool as upon manufactured 
wool. Further, I hold that if it isa matter of protection, the 
interests of the farmer are as much in need of protection as the 
interests of the manufacturer. 

I have taken occasion two or three times during this disc 
sion tp call attention to the fact that as toa great many articles 
which the farmer produces he does not need any protection; he 
does not want any protection. It would be of no sort of use to 
him. For example, in the matter of wheat and in the matter of 
corn and oats, because our production is s0 much larger than 
our consumption that any amount of protection, even though it 
should amount to prohibition, would not do us any good; but 
that, whenever a case occurs where either by prohibiting the im- 
portation of gn article our people would have the benefit of sup- 
plying the amount so prohibited, or, as in the case of wool, when 
we are not able tosupply the entire demand of our own market, 
we would get the benefit of a duty levied upon foreign compet- 
ing articles. In all such cases I have insisted uniformly that if 
there is any virtue in protection to anybody there is equal vir- 
tue init to the farmer. 

Before going any further I wish to call attention to a mat- 
tev in the most kindly spirit, but I want to do it with sufficient 
plainness so that every Senator will understand exactly what | 
mean. Icharge, to begin with, that the Demoeratic majority 
is treating the farmers of the country unfairly. I charge upon 
the Democratic party in the Senate that they are treating them- 
selves unfairly, that they are abandoning their record, that 
they are betraying the people, that they are doing those things 
they promised the people they would not do, and that they are 
leaving undone things they told the people they would do. 
These be plain words. I want them to be so, and, without in- 


us- 


tending to be offensive, I want them to go straight home to the | 


hearts and consciences and brains of the Senators who are lis- 
tening to me. 


In 1884, when the Democratic banner was flung high, and the | 


party met in national convention, they gave to the world these 
words: 

_Tho Democracy pledges itself to purify the Administration from corrup- 
tion, to restor$ economy, to revive respect for law, and to reduce takation 
to the lowest limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the 
faith of the nation to its creditorsand pensioners. Knowing full well, how- 
éver, that legislation affecting the operations of the people should be cau- 
tious and conservative in method, not in advance of public opinion, but re- 
spensive to its 
in a spirit of fa 

Task Senators who listen to me whether the woolgrowing in- 
terest is notone of the interests of the American people; whether 
it is not theseventh in magnitude of all our great industrios, and 
whether the tariff ought not to be revised in a spirit of fairness 
to that industry? Senators must remember that wool has been 
protected every year since 1816. This is one of the industries 
that has grown up among the American people under tie fos- 
tering care of the Government precisely the same as the manu- 
facturing of wool, and the manufacturing of cotton, and the man- 


rnéss to all interests. 


ufacturing ofironhavegrownup. There is nodifference between | 


them whatever. 

In 1850 our wool clip amounted to about 2 pounds or 2} pounds 
to the sheep, while now we have increased it toan average of 
very nearly 7 pounds, and in very many places fully 7 pounds. 
Some individual fleeces have already reached 23 and 24 pounds. 
It is a great industry, andI submit to the Democratic major- 
ity here that, when you are removing at one stroke of the leg- 
isiative pen every vestige of protection from an industry which 
has as much right to claim the protection of the National Leg- 
islature as any other industry in the country, and let the in- 
dustry drop, while you are keeping 40 per cent, 45 per cent, 
and 50 per cent.ad valorem upon the manufactures of wool, you 
are not treating us fairly, and we feel it down in our manhood 
where men feel these things. [ask you in candor, in honor, ds 


men and as legislators, how dare you strike down the farmer's 
industry and hold up the manufacturer's? 
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You will arouse.a spirit of indignation amgng the farmers tl 


vehi’ 
you can ndtexplain away. There is no child’s play about this 
thing. You strike us with an open hand while we are ng 


tas a highwaymancomes up in front of his vic 
says, “Deliver tome;” but you do not do that tothe manufactur 
I would not be at ail surprised if before this discussion ends we 
should find that the duties upon manufactured goods are raised 
by the gentlemen in charge of the pending bill. Having called 
the attention of Democratic Senators to their platform in 1884, I 
come to the platform of 1888: 


at you, jus 





‘Democratic party gf the United States, in national conventi a 
led, renews the pled X of its fidelity to Democratic faith, and re: m 
latform adopted by itS representatives at the convention of i884 

It is reaffirmed that you will revise the tariff in a spirit of 







fairness to all industries. But they do more than that Mr 
-resident 
and indorses the vigws expressed by President Cleveland in hisla 4 
message to Congress as the correct interpretation of that platform upon 
the question of tariff réduction 
Now, we will see what are those views. President Cleveland 
SAYS: 
It is not proposed entirely to relieve the country of this taxation 
Speaking of protection 
It must be extensively continued as the source of the Government's in 
come, and in a readjustment of our tariff tho ee sts of American haber 
| engagedin manufactures shouki bs carefully conSidered as well as the pres 
| servationof our manufactures. tt may becalled protection, or by any othe! 
name, but relief from the hardships and dangers of our present tari law 
should be devised with special precaution agiuifttst imperiling the existeuc 
of our manufacturing interests 
% * = ® mr 
The standard of our laborer’s life should not be measured by that of any 
othercountry less favored, and they are entitled to their full share of all our 
advantages. 
ca ” ~ a m aS ” 


The simpie and plain duty which we owe the psople is to reduce taxation 
to the necessary expense of an economical operation of the Governmont and 
to restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the 

| Treasury through the perversion of govermental powers. These things can 

| and should be dome with safety to all our industries Which without danger 
to the opportunity for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, an 

| with benefit to them and all our people by c ns their fheans of sub 
sistence and increasing the measure of their comfofts. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party taught us that doctrine 
from the platform; they taught it to us from the press, until 
the American people largely, and especially the farmers, came 
to believe that they really were.in earnest about it, and that if 

| they were intrusted with power they would undertake to revise 
| the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all industries for the purpose 
of cheapening the necessaries of life, so that men could live 
cheaper and yet live just as well. But now when we come to 
| this point where they stand before us they say to ug, ‘‘ We will 
strike down your industry; we will take away the protective 
hand of the Government trom it, and let it fall, while we will 
| protect the industries of half a dozen men,” who have forced 
this infamous measure upon this body. 
Mr. President, I want to call the attention of those Se 
| to the condition of the sheep industry. I have had these fig- 
| ures by me all the time, but thought 1 would wait until this 
| supreme momentand see whether we are to be slaughtered 
in the-face of our pretended friends. I have here a statement 
| made by woolen manufacturers, who are very much interested, 
of course, having large investments in the business, in which 
they show what is now the free-trade price of wool upon the 

| farm and what it costs to get the wool to the market. They have 
sent out their agents into the Northwestand Southwest to pur- 

| chase wool, and have instructed every one of them to pay only 

| this much or less, and this much is the free-trade price, expect- 
ing that this bill will eventually pass, and that the crop of wool 
which they will then have on hand will bo purchased ata 
safe price. 

I find here that one grade of Montana wool is 5 cents upon the 
| farm, and 9 cents is the London price of graded Montana fine 
| delaine fleeces. It costs 5 cents to take that wool to market, 
| which would leave 42 cents a pound for wool on the farm in Mon- 
| tana. Coming down to Kansas, I find that Kansas wool, the 

London price of which is 11 cents, it costs 4 cents to get to mar- 
ket. That leaves us 73 cents forour splendid clip of wool in the 
State of Kansas. So it runs all along through the different 
grades of wool. California—the price of same grade of wool in 
London is 8} cents, and it costs 5 cents to get that wool to the 
factory, which would leave 3} cepts to the woolgrower, 

Mr. President, without going into the details further, I say to 
you that at one of the meetings of the Kansas Woolgrowers’ As 
sociation a few years ago a committee reported that it cost from 
22 to 25 cents a pound to raise first-class wool in the State of 
Kansas. There are gentlemen here who aro interested person- 
ally in the business of woolgrowing who understand the truth 
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of what I say. 
clip of American wool from 25 to 30 cents a ro taking the 
country over, on high-priced landsof Pennsylvania, New York, 
and Ohio, and through that section of country and going on 
west through the lower grades of land a fair average price of 
the cost of producing good wool in the United States may be 
put down at 25 cents; and yet we find here that an average of 
what our farmers would receive for their wool after the expense 
of getting it to market is deducted would not exceed 8 or 10 
cents a pound—more than 50 per cent below the actual cost 
price of producing the wool. 

That being true,none of the Senators who represent constitu- 
encies engaged in manufacturing industries will pretend to say 
that the duties which are proposed by the bill to be laid upon 
manufactured goods will interfere with the business of manu- 
facturing to the extent of reducing the value of the goods in 
the market 50 per cent below their cost. They understand very 
well that an average duty of 35 to 50 per cent on the manufac- 
tures of woolen goods is enough. It is enough to protect the 
manufacturing industries of the country, and hence they have 
not complained. 

Now, I want to know, and I have a right to know, because 
when I go home to my constituents I wish to explain it to them, 
the reason why the Democratic majority in the Senate of the 
United States have done this, and I ask the Senators to an- 
swer me and to answer me openly and before the Senate and the 
country, why it is that they are not willing to leave us some pro- 
tection upon our wool industry when they leave ample protec- 
tion upon the manufacturesof wool? Thatis a fair question, and 
I ask it expecting it to be answered. There certainly is some 
Senator here who can answer the question. There must be 
some reason for it, and I wish to know what it is. I see the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance in his seat, but probably 
it would hard'y be fair to ask him to answer, for the reason that 
on account of the Senator's health he has not been able to at- 
tend the meetings of the committee nor the sessions of the Sen- 
ate as frequently as he otherwise would have done. But surely 
there is some Senator, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
or the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who can answer it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Kansas wish me to answer 
in his time? 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish the Senator to answer now. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, [ can give in a very few words 
the reason which controls my vote and my action as a member 
of the *inance Committee. 

The Senator from Kansas has been engaged, in the remarks 
he has just made, in proving to the Senate that notwithstand- 
ing the duties imposed by the McKinley act upon wool and 
woolen goods the price of raw wool has continued to fall to the 
producer in his State and in mine and throughout the country. 
Not only is that true, but the number of sheep has decreased 
until to-day east of the Mississippi River there are about one- 
half the number of sheep there were in 1867. 

More than that, the report of the Agricultural Department 
for 1891 shows that while the number of sheep has slightly in- 
creased, taking the whole country, east and west of the Missis- 
sippi, the increase has been caused by the increase of what are 
called the mutton breed, in the vicinity ofthe cities, for the use 
of the markets in the way of food. Butas to the quantity of 
wool and as to the number of wool sheep, there has been a de- 
crease notwithstanding the high duties, and there has also been 
a falling in prices. 

Now, it has beensaid here that the wool-producer will receive 
twice as much if there be a duty put upon wool, because there 
will be a larger quantity of wool produced by him. These duties 
were imposed in 1890, and yet the quantity of wool did not in- 
crease, and the market for wool went down upon the producer of 
wool. Still the Senator stands here and demands that the duty 
shall be retained or made greater. 

Experience demonstrates that it does not benefit his people 
nor mine who raise the wool, nor has it benefited really the body 
of the woolen manufactures. We have the highest testimony 
trom experts in woolen manufacture to the effect that this coun- 
try can not produce the wools which are necessary to enable us 
te compete in the manufacture of woolen cloths with foreign 
nanufacturers. We are bound to have foreign wool, and if we 

increase the quantity of foreign wool brought in to this 
country, we will increase the demand for domestic wool, which 
is necessarily to be mixed with it in order to produce the cloths 
that would give to us any portion of the markets of this country 
or of the worid. 

I do not believe that taxing wool has been a success. I donot 
believe it has helped the wool-producers of the United States. 
I have the statistics here showing that in Missouri the number 
of sheep has steadily decreased. I have here the exact figures. 
In the State of Missouri in 1868 there were 1,377,547 sheep; in 
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1892, there were 916,623. In Ohio there was a loss from 1868 to 
1892 of 2,262,039. In Michigan there was a loss from 1868 to 
1892 of 1,594,412. In Pennsylvania the loss was 2,330,525; in 
New York, 3,575,425, and in Illinois, 1,888,339. Now, does the 
Senator from Kansas mean to tell me that if duties ypon raw 
wool made the raising of wool profitable our people would not 
have found it out? 

I went to Missouri when I was a boy, in 1852, and I remember 
that in Central Missouri there were men with from 7, to 10.- 
000 sheep upon their farms. They deliberately abandoned the 
raising of wool because it was not profitable, and turned their 
land to other culture and to other interests. Are our people so 
stupid that they are not able to realize their own interest? Why 
is it, if the duties in the McKinley act operated in favor of the 
woolgrowers, that the price of wool has continued to fall? The 
Senator from %hode Island[Mr. ALDRICH] tells us it is because 
of the great production throughout the world. But the price 
has gone down in this country to a larger degree than it has 
abroad, and if a high tariff would prevent such a result why has 
it not done so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The tables which I have put in the REcorp 
to-day will show exactly tle opposite result. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Without going intoan examination 
of those tables, which we shall see to-morrow, I assert this prop- 
osition, which no tables can controvert, that the price of wool 
has gone down in the face of these high duties since 1890 when 
Iheard in this Chamber that if this duty were put on wool there 
would be an increased price to the woolgrowers. That has not 
been true. Hundreds of men, who voted for Mr. Harrison be- 
lieving they would receive more for their wool, were disap- 

»0inted until in my State to-day it is a standing jest with the 

mocrats who remained true to the party that many of their 
neighbors who voted for Harrison can not now look a sheep in 
the face. [Laughter.] 

I have here the statement of Mr. Whitman, of the Woolen 
Manufacturers’ Association, to the effect that it is impossible to 
produce in this country all the varieties of wool which are nec- 
essary to the manufacture of cloth. Now, are we to be told that 
we must continue this system, which so far has rot inured to the 
benefit of the woolgrowers? Does the Senator from Kansas in- 
tend to go on in the same road that we have been pursuing for 
years? Does he think that the result in the future will be dif- 
ferent from that which h2s obtained in the past? What right 
has he to assume that to put back the McKinley duties or any 
portion of them will inure to the benefit of the woolgrower as to 
the price he will receive for his product? 

In the McKinley act we have enormous duties, amounting to 
over 225 and 230 per cent, in favor of the manufacturer. The 
argument has been made, and but for the consumption of time 
I could read here statements to that effect from all the authori- 
ties of the Republican party, including Mr. McKinley himself, 
that the specific duties in the McKinley act were put there to 
compensate the manufacturers for what they were compelled to 
pay for foreign wool, and that those specific duties were put 
there for the benefit of the woolgrowers. Now, what do we 
propose to do? We propose to remove those specific duties and 

ive to the manufacturers what Mr. McKinley said he gave them 
in effect, and that is,free wool. But the moment we undertake 
to meet the argument and the demand of the Republican party 
in 1890 we are told that will not do; ‘‘ we want to retain the 
specific duties.” In other words, they admit that those duties 
were not for the benefit of the woolgrower as they said in 1890, 
but went into the pockets of the woolen manufacturers them- 
selves. - 

The Senator asks me why I favor free wool. I favor it in the 
interest of the wool producers of this country and the consumers 
and users of woolen cloths. I favor it to get rid of 230 and 240 
per cent upon one of the prime necessaries of life. I favor it be- 
cause we have tried the system now crystallized upon the statute 
books in the shape of the McKinley act, and we have found that 
every promise made to the people of the United States has proven 
to be false. Let usin the name of the people try something else. 

Let us give to the wool producers of the United States the 
chance to test what I absolutely believe to be true, that when 
foreign wools which we can not produce come here and can be 
used by our manufacturers in being mixed with the domestic 
wools, there will be a production of woolen cloths never before 
known in this country. There will be a demand for the domes- 
tic article which we have never known and the result will be, as 
it always is, that increased demand will increase the price, and 
the people in Kansas and Missouri and the other States of the 
Union in which wool is produced will reap the result. ’ 

This, Mr. President, is inferior to the other great considera- 
tion. Woolen clothes will be cheaper. These enormous duties 
will not be recouped off the 
by the importers or by the domestic manufacturers. 


ople of the United States, either 
We will 


















not be compelled to pay as much in the shape of duties as we 
pay now for the cloths themselves. Does the Senator from 
Kansas want this result, or does he want to put a duty upon raw 
wool, and then force us to put up the duties on manufactured 
products, which would be the inevitable and logical result? 

If you put a duty upon raw wool you must increase the duty 
upon the manufactured cloths, because the manufacturer has 
the right to say to us, ‘You have increased the price of my 
raw material and you must compensate me for that legislation.” 

Mr. HOAR. Whatif you do not? 

Mr. VEST. If you do not, then of course gaunt famine will 
stalk in the streets of all the manufacturing towns and cities, 
and there will be desolation in the land. 

Mr. ~ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me for 
a second? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; for one second. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to put upon record as against the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri the statement that every 
promise made by any of the advocates of the act of 1890 as to the 
beneficial effects of that act upon the wool-producing industry in 
the United States, or the woolen manufactures of the United 
States, or as to the reduced price of clothing to the people of 
the United States, has been verified 2 thousand times over by 
the actual results. It is true—— 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Justasecond. it is true there was aslight 
decline in the price of wool in the United States for the fifteen 
or twenty months subsequent to the passage of that act, but 
while there was a decline of about 6 per cent in the United 
States there was a decline in London during the same period of 
nearly 30 per cent, showing that our tariff had saved the people 
of the United States from the disastrous competition which 
came from reduced prices 

It is further true that after the clection in November, 1892, 
there was a ruinous fall in the prices of wool which has con- 
tinued to the present moment, growing outof the threats (which 
the people of the country believed would be kept) of the de- 
struction of the wool-producing interests of the country. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the fear of a Democratic victory 
within one year after Harrison was elected caused a fallin the 
price of wool. Who believes that statement? I want to say 
this-— ' 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; one year after Cleveland was elected. 

Mr. VEST. One year after Harrison was elected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made 
no such statement. 

Mr. VEST. It is exactly the same statement. In 1890 the 
voters of the country were told, ‘‘ Elect Mr. Harrisom and the 
price of wool will go up.” He was elected, and the price of 
wool went down, and it shows that the Republican victory, with 
the prospects of the increased duties by tariff legislation, did 
not have the result which the Republicans are claiming to-day, 
and which they claimed then. 

But, Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, when he talks about the falling in the prices of woolen 
goods, what has been the fall abroad? How is it the importers 


4 


[am not talking about that. 
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“The protection to the manufacturer is provided by ai 
being, with slight exceptions, fixed in the old and existing ti 





cent—these two classes of duty, the specific and ad valorem, cons gr 
that system of compound duties which 1s held to be the only one that @ 
effectually defensive of the woolen manufacturer, or is consistent with pro 
tection to wool. 5 

Vecessily for importations of wool.—It may be said that aremedy for th 
difficulties is to be found in the exciusive use of the domestic wools, which 
will be abundantly supplied under due protection. To this we reply that 





neither our own country nor any other in the world Goes or can produce, to 
advantage, wools of all kinds and grade Experience under high pr 
tion of wool in this country for over thirty years has demonstrated that our 
domestic woolgrowers find it to their advantage to produce only th taple 
wools required for the ordinary range of woolen fabrics; and as these 
fabrics willalways be in demand, they build up their flocks, a work o : 
for the production only of the fleeces which will be protitable for a long 
eries of years. This system, although providing admirable raw material 
for common goods, is incompatible with the variety required for the divers! 
fied and highly advanced manufacture which should be ouraim. The Ameri 
can manufacturer to compete with the fabrics of other nations in end 
less variety demanded by our times, must have the power of sele ra 
portion of hisraw material from all the world’s sourcesof supply. Thesud 
den and exceptional demand for more or new raw material must be supplied 


by importations.”’ 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not e cpect to be called 
away from the basic point of my question by a discussionof what 
etiect duties or the absence of duties have upon prices. W hat 
I want to know is why it isthat when you take these duties away 
from unmanufactured wool you do not also remove the duties 


from the manufactures of wool. That is the question, snd the 
Senator has given me no answertoit. What he has answered is 
upon his own responsibility as a Senator, and does not assume 
to answer for the party. 

Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me 

Mr. PEFFER. I should rather not yield until I get through 


with this thought. It isa pretty big thought and it will take 
me some little time to deliver it. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to give the Senator 
as to prices. 


Mr. PEFFER. 


some information 
The Senator will have an opportunity when 
[get through. The prices of wool have fallen; the prices of 
mznufactured wools have fallen. I have shown tothe Senate 
and to the Senator that by reason of the expectation of th 
sage of the pending bill the wool buyers ure now pureh 
wool and making contracts upon the free-tvade basis, which 
some 4or 5 cents below the price of raw wool on the farms. 
That being true, I say to you that the removal of these duties 
destroys the wool industry to that extent. 


: pas 
sing 


is 


The same argument that the Senatorfrom Missouri addresses 
to me and to the Senate, that protective duties are destroying 
the wool industry, will apply to the woolen-manufacturil in- 
dustry. The argument that is good for John is good for Veter: 

| the argument that is good for Paul is good for Silas: the argu- 


are able to pay these enormous duties that you put upon cloth in | 
the McKinley act and yet take a large portion of this market? | 


Does anybody believe they give their goods away? Does any- 
body believe they bring these goods here inthe spirit of philan- 
thropy and love of the American consumer? Who pays those 
duties? Why is it that to-day we are taxed to the amount of 
these enormous duties and these goods are brought in here for 
consumption, and yet we are told that goods have fallen in this 
country since the passage of the McKinley act? 
they fallen abroad? How much more do we pay than the for- 
eign consumer by reason of thattariffact? Thatis the ouly ques- 
tion. 

However, I merely wish to ask in corroboration of my asser- 
tion—I shall not take time to read it or have it read—that 
statement of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers 


How much have | 


the | 


ment that is good for the farmer is good for the manufacturer. 








What I wish to know the Senator has not answered. He ists 
that the prices of wool have been falling. I concede th We 
all know that. 

The prices of wool have been falling,and without refere: to 

| what has been the cause of it, if it be true, as the Senator from 
Missouri says, that it is because of the high duties upon wool, 
then in the name of all that is fair and honest remove duties 
from woolen manufactures. You will have my heart; 
I am not objecting to the wool schedule. That is pa J 
offered twoorthree amendments. I presented such argu TS) 
| I was able, to show that we were entitled to a reasonable protec- 
tion if anybody is, and [ do not ask it unless the others are en- 
| titled toit. The farmers are perfectly willing to abindon the 
whole system of protection, as I have told you before « dozen 
| times in this Chamber. 

The farmers and woolgrowers of Kansas d Misso nd 
every other State in the Union, so far as I know, are periectly 
willing to abandon duties upon everything that they rai if 
you will only abandon duties upon the arti you man 

|} ture. Now, lask you is that notfair? It isan answer to that 
question that I want. Why do you do this thing? Here ar 
the disciples of Jefferson and of Jackson, who have promised 


in regard to the object of the compensatory duties in the Me- | 


Kinley act, and also the statement of Mr. Whitman, ex-presi- 
dent of the National Woolen Manufacturing Association, in re- 
gard to the absolute necessity for the importation of foreign 


wools to enable the American manufacturer to compete with his | 


foreign rival, be inserted in the Recorp. 


The National Association of Wool Manufacturers in a communication ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury in October, 1885, gave the following 
explanation of the wool duty: 

“The wool manufacturer is to be placed in the same position as if he had 
his wool and other raw material free of duty; and then to receive substan- 
tially the same measure of protection accorded to other industries. The 


method by which this problem is solved is by the imposition upon woolen 
cloths and other manufactures of wool of such specific duties as will be suffl- 
ient to reimburse the manufacturer-for the amount of duty and other ma- 
feriat entering into such manufactures, and the amount paid on account of 
ch duty. 
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us time and time again that they are going tor 
in a spirit of fairness to all industries, and yet y 


ucutoii all th 


protection upon wool and leave it upon the m of 
wool. 

Mr. VEST. I endeavored to the b of my ability to state 
this fact 

Mr.PEFFER. I understood the Senator very well, but I did 


not understand him to answer my question. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not responsible for the Senato 
that I did not answer. I tried to answer him. 

tr PEFFER 

Mr. PEL folky. 


*3 conclusion 


Then the Senator says, and he says truly, that 
if duties are levied upon wool there must be compensatory du- 
ties levied upon manufactures, provided of course that there 
is any necessity for levying duties upon either. Now, if you 
say to the woolgrowers that we do not need «1 otection, then 
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we say to the manufacturers, you need no protection; and we 
put it upon the simple proposition of common fairness between 
mon, common fairness between industries in which men are en- 


gaged. If you remove our duties, we will remove yours. That 
is just what my amendment means, and I submit it to the ‘Sen- 
ata. 


All L ask is that when you come to a vote that the Senate do 
me the kindness and the courtesy to give me a yea-and-nay vote, 
so that those whowish to place themselves upon record as being 
fair and candid men can do so and the record can godown. [ 
do not care to detain the Senate any longer. Ihave tried to put 
the proposition plainly and forcibly in order that Senators may 
understand that I am perfectly candid about it. I want duties 
taken off all manufactured wools if they are taken off unmanu- 
factured wool. 


Mr. POWER. Mtr. President, we have the verbal assurance 
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of the Senator from Missouri that free wool would not be an in- | 


jury to the sheepgrower, but nothing to prove they are the facts. 
[ have written to Boston commission men in the last few days 
to know what they advanced on shipments of wool from Mon- 
tana commencing in 1887. Jeremiah Williams & Co. say: 


In reply to yours of the 11th will say that we buy several million pounds 
of Montana every year, and our prices have been as follows: 
In 1887, 20 cents to 22 cents. 


in 1888, 15 cents to 17 cents. 
In 1889, 20 cents to 22 cents. 
In 1890, 18 cents to 20 cents. 
In 189% 19 cents to 20 cents. 
In 1892, 17 cents to 19cents. 


In 1893, 10 cents to 11 cents. 
After the election of Mr. Cleveland— 
Ten cents to 11 cents. 


In 1894, under free wool, we can not pay over 6 to7 cents. 

What does thismean? These are facts. This is not asimple 
assertion. The farmers know this. One-third at least of the 
citizens of my State have come from the State of the Senator 
from Missouri, and they all realize that these are facts, not ver- 
bal assertions. 

You notice that in 1888 prices were 15 to17 cents. That was the year free 
woo! was being agitated and the Mills bill was before the House, if we re- 
member rightly, and we bought Montana at 17 cents that we paid 22 cents 
for in 1887. 

Here isa letter from Fenno Bros. & Childs, also of Boston, 
dated June 14, 1894: 


‘ 


Your esteemed favor of the 11th is at hand and we note contents with 
nterest, in the year 1888-’89 we handled about one and one-third million 
i | 1888-"89 handled about 1 third milli 
pounds of Montana; in the year 1889-’30 about the same amount; in 1890-’91 


about one and three-fourths million; in 1891-’92 about two million; in 1892-'98 
abouttwo and one-fourth million; and in 1893-'94 a little less than two mil- 
lion. What we shall handle this year is of course problematical. 

Tn 1888 we advanced 15 cents to 16 cents; in 1889, 16 cents to 17 cents; in 
1890 about 16 cents; in 1891, 15 cents to 15} cents; in 1892, 14 cents to 15 cents. 

An advance is when the woolgrower has his wool ready to 
ship, and landed at the railroad. Then the commission man ad- 
vances him the amount named and takes the bill-of-lading wool 
consigned to him. 

Tn 1893- 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator—— 

Mr. POWER. In a minute; when! finish this letter. 
Brothers & Childs say: 

In 1893, with the possibility of free wool in view, 7} cents, and this year, 
When We are apparently nearer than ever the solution of the wool-tariff 
problem and on account of the passage by the House of the Wilson bill put- 
ing wool on the free list, 5 cents to6cents. Should wool be put on the free 
list we should feel that even these advances were dangerous. 

You will thus see how fearfula blow the threat of free trade has struck at 
the interests of the Montana woolgrower. On account of its evil influence 
the price of scouring fine medium Montana wool, which isthe average grade, 
has declined since 1891 in the neighborhood of 50 per cent. This ought to be 
a suficient commentary, even to the most doubting among our legislators, 
upon what the agriculturist or woolgrower will be forced to suffer in caseof 
free wool. As you and we very well know, no one can st raise fine 
sheep in this country with wool at its present price, and that industry will 
assuredly be killed out in case we have free wool. 

We also from very good authority hear that there are vast amounts of so- 
called tops, that is to say, the combined product of wool, already made in 
the various European wool markets for shipment to this countPy, should 
the provisions of the Wilson bill become alaw. These were made to besold 
atavery low figure, and the delay in the settlementof the tariff question, 
which has existed up to this date, has resulted in the makers of these tops 
being obliged to now turn them into money at fearfully low prices. 

We have heard of fine tops being sold as low as 35 cents per pound in the 
European markets. Of course these will bs manufactured into yarns which 
can be offered also at ruinously low prices, and then the goods which are 
made up from these yarns will probably be shipped to this country no mat- 
ter what legislation occurs upon the tariff; and all this has been brought 
about by the expectation, owing to the well-known proclivities of the party 
in power, raised in the breasts of the Europeahs of free wool and free tops, 
or at most a very slightduty upon them. 

Wevery sincerely hope that you will be suceessful in stimulating the Sen- 
ate to agree toa duty on wool. We feel positively sure that the interests of 
the fine-woolgrowing industry in this country depend upon it. 


And we remain, very truly, yours, 
FENNO BROS. & CHILDS. 


Fenno 


BoOsTON, MASS., Jue 14, 1894, 


Mr. VEST. What has been the fall in the price of wheat and 
haracs? 
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Mr. POWER. In regard to the fall in the price of wheat we 
agree perfectly. We understand the cause. 

Mr. VEST. Iask what the fall in the price has been? 

Mr. POWER. WepassedonthatlastSeptember. We under- 
stood that perfectly and weagreeentirely. Wekilled the Sher- 
man law—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is talking about the silver question 
now. Does he mean to say that has not affected everything that 
is for sale. I want to ask him if he does not think that has af- 
fected woolens. 

Mr. POWER. I say to the Senator that the price of wool in 
the market has declined, but you can not deny that if you give 
the woolgrower 5 cents protection the wool will be worth that 
much more. You can not deny that proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Then when the duty was put up in the McKin- 
ley act the price ought to have gone up instead of going down. 

Mr. POWER. It did go up ascompared with European Lon- 
don prices. 

Mr. VEST. It did not go up; it fell all over the United 
States. 

Mr. POWER. Here are the prices that I have read to you. 
Now wool is worth 6 and 7 cents because of your free-trade bill. 

Mr. VEST. Wheat was then worth $1.25 and $1.30 a bushel 
and now it is worth 35 cents at the country depots in the West. 
The fall has been much greater in wheat; and a distinguished 
citizen of the Senator’s State told me notlong ago that heshipped 
one hundred and fifty horses from his horse ranch to Illinois 
and the proceeds of the sale in Illinois did not pay the freight 
from Montana there. 

Mr. POWER. The Senatorhas asked why the price of horses 
has declined. I will tell him. One reasun is because of tho 
electric roads. The general decline in business is, of course, 
another reason. The price of horses everywhere haz declined 
on account of the use of electricity. Every man, woman, and 
child in the country knows that to be the situation. 

Mr. VEST. And wheat, too, I presume, on account of clec- 
tricity. 

Mr POWER. We agree on wheat exactly. The decline in 
silver is the reason of the decline in wheat. But wheat is ex- 
ported, while wool sufficient to satisfy our demands has to be im- 
ported, and that is the reason why the farmer should have a 
duty upon wool. I belicve the Senator understands the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. DOPLH. Mr. President, Ido not know that I understand 
exactly the position of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 
If I do ho has been contending that the tariff upon wool will 
not increase the price, and that the effeet of the McKinley law had 
been to decrease the price of wool. But whenever the Senator 
from Missouri talks about the tariff he talks about a tax, and he 
claims that the duty levied at the custom-house isa tax upon the 
consumer and adds just that much to the cost of the article to 
the consumer. If that is true in regard to anything it is true in 
regard to wool. Itseems to me the Senator is rather inconsis- 
tent. He had better stop talking about a tax,tandif the duty 
levied at the custom-house does not increase the price of wool 
then he had better levy duties so as to get some revenue, as it 
will do no one any harm. 

The truth is, as I said yesterday, the price of wool is fixed in 
the London market by the world’s supply and demand, and the 
price of American wool since the McKinley act and before and 
ever since and until to-day has been the London price, with the 
duties collected at the custom-house added. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make an ap- 
peal to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] not to press his 
proposition to put manufactured woolens on the free list. He 
certainly does not wish to put. himself in the attitude of destroy- 
ing the industry of manufacturing wool in the United States 
because the effort to put a duty upon wool hasreceived a tempo- 
rary check. 

The Senator can not.fail to have noticed how near he came to 
carrying his amendment placing a duty upon wool. It was lost 
by only two majority; and the Senator from Kansas, instead of 
proceeding to become an iconoclast and seeking to destroy, ought 
to persevere in an effort togeta majority for his previous amend- 
ment. I suggest to the Senator that he endeavor to get his Pop- 
ulist party to continue to act unitedly, and they may get one 
more vote. The Populist party in the Senate has wobbled a 
good deal during the present session. It has not shown unity 
of action; it has not shown that disposition to harmony and 
united action that a little party of three men ought to show. 
But to-day the Senator from Kansas got them together, all three 
of them, they voted together, and they came within two of car- 
rying a duty upon wool. : 

Now, I suggest to the Senatof from Kansas, considering what 
I know of his perseverance, and that of the Populist Senator 
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from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and the Populist Senator from | 


South Dakota [Mr. KYL&], that they three, if they unite, are 
good enough for one more vote. Y } 
Lam sure the devotionof the Vice-President to the sheep of this 
country would induce him to give the casting vote, and then the 
Senator will have accomplished all he desires. Itcan not be 
that those three Senators can notcapture the Senator's colleague, 
the junior Senator from Kansas|Mr. MARTIN], in favor of aduty 
upon wool. [ am sure that if the junior Senator from Kansas is 
appealed to he will give a vote as the other Populists want him 
to vote. 

The junior Senator from Kansas was elected by a Legislature 
that had but three Democrats init. There were Republicans 
and there was a Populist majority, but there were almost no 
Democrats there; and he represents on this floor the Populists 
of Kansas and not the Democratsof Kansas. I am sure, if he 
were approached in the right way by this united Populist party, 
he would vote for aduty on wool. There are twoor three other 
Senators upon the opposite side of the Chamber who I am quite 
sure are shaky on the subject, and who do not like to be put in 
the position of votiug to make everything elso dutiable, more 
or less dutiable, adequately or inadequately dutiable, and plac- 
ing wool, the univérsal product of the farm, on the free list. 

{ say tothe Senator from Nebraska, and to the Senator from 
South Dakota, and to the Senator from Kansas, go to work and 
proselyte a little between now and the next two or three days, 
instead of trying to break down the manufacturers of wool in 
this country, and either by an accession of votes on that side, or 
by the vote of the Vice-President, we shall have the flocks of 
this country saved from destruction. 
braska will put half as much energy into getting one more vote 
to protect the sheep of this country as he is putting into the ef- 


If the Senator from Ne- | 


fort of his lifetime to find out the mysteries of the sugar trust, | 


we shall have the sheep of this country protected before to- 
morrow night. 

Mr. President, I can not think of any better idea on which to 
adjourn than that the now reunited Populist party in the Senate, 
after praying over the subject all night, are to go to work to- 


morrow morning, and try to get at least one vote on the other | 


side of the Chamber which has some sympathy and some regard 
for the sheep industry of the United States. 

Mr. POWER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion 
which he has justmade. The Senator from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, desires very much to 
have a deficiency bill considered, it being important that it 
should be considered promptly. After that a short executive 
session is necessary this evening. I therefore suggest to the 
Senator from Montana that he withdraw his motion. 

Mr. POWER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] that he ask for the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill at this time. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7458) making 
appropriations to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for 
public printing and binding for the fiscal vear 1894, and for other 
purposes, to report it without amendment. It makes appropri- 


ation for the Printing Office and the payment of some salaries 


there, and for a deficiency in the Treasury Department. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether 


That will make a tie,and then | 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Simply because thisis the day whenalarge 
number of employés in the Printing Office ought to be paid, and 
there is no appropriation from which they can be p 

Mr. HOAR. 


That is a rood reason. 








By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Comm of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. RK. 7458) making appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public 
printing and binding for the fiscal year 1894, and for other pur- 
Dose 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TurRPi§£inthechair). The 
Senate resumes consideration of the unfinished busin 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4 to reduce t tion de 
revenue for the Government, and for other purpose 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro l » the 
consideration of executive business. After eight min 3 spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at mck 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, June 16, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Aereeutive nominations received by the Senate June 1 


INDIAN AGENT 
J. George Wright, of South Dakota, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota, his term of office 
having expired. 
POSTMASTERS 
Frederick B. Clark, to be postmaster at Moodus,in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
H. Emily, whose commission oxpired May 7, 1894. 
rederick Jacobs, to be postmaster at North Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Edward L. Goodyear, deceased. 
David C. Lee, to bo postmaster at Kissimmes 





s, in the co inty of 


| Osceola and State of Mlorida, in the place of Willard L. Van 


Tam directed by the Committee on Ap- | 


the consideration of that bill will not displace the tariff bill? | 


If so, [ask that unanimous consent be given that, after the ap- 
propriation bill is disposed of, we may go on with the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will not trouble the Senator to ask unani 
mous consent. I think I can get the floor, and may possibly 
have votes enough to take up the tariff bill if it should be dis- 
placed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
shire will do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I think we ought to proceed as rapidly 
as possible with the consideration of the tariff bill. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the appropriation bill which I have just reported. 

Mr.HOAR. Hasthe deficiency bill justreported been printed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been printed as passed by the House 


I shall vote with the Senator. 
{am glad that the Senator from New Hamp- 


of Representatives and there are no amendments reported to it. 
It is a very short bill, only a page and a half, with practically 
only three items in it. 

Mr. HOAR. 


Why should we not go on with it to-morrew? 





Duzor, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 
James D. Casey, to be postmaster at Ligonier, ir 
1} 





of Noble and Stats of Indiana, in the placeof John man, 
whose commission will expire June 14, 1894. 

Henderson 8. Martin, to bs postmasterat Marion, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of John Lynch, de- 
ceased. 

Thomas R. Phelps, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, in the 


county of Mercer and State of Kentucky, in the place of Ovie 
Smedley, whose commission expired March 24, 1804. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance de parim it. 





First Lieut. Si EK. Stuart, to be captain June 12, 1894. 
First Lieut. J. ' - Benét, to be captain June 12, 1894. : 
First Lieut. William W. Gibson, to be captain June 12, 1894. 
CONFIRMATIONS 
f} reculive NOMIR tlions confirm d Ay th Senate June 15, 1894. 
CHIEF OF BUREAU OF INDEXES AND ARCHIVES 


Olina, to be chief of the 
Department of State. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 
Campbell P. Berry, of California, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at San Francisco, Cal. 
ASSAYER. 
irene B. Braden, of Montana, to be assayer of the United 
States assay office at Helena, Mont. 


Pendleton King, of North Ca 


of Indexes and Archives in the 


Durean 


STMASTERS. 


Howard H.-Baker. to be postmaste 
of Erie and State of New Yo: 

William F. Hutton, 
of Ida and State of Iow: 

Z. B. Dunlap, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iow ; 


M , to be postmaster at Moline, in tl 


sounty 


» ber tmaster at county 


fae 


Matthew J. MeEnir; 
of Rock Island and State of Illinois. 

George W. Mathews. to b jstmaster at Armour, in the 
county of Dougias and State cf South Dakota. 


yunty 


Oe 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FripAyY, June 15, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. ROUTER W. 
SPRINGER. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAWKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for opening a part of the Colville 
Reservation in Washington, submitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named 
persons against the United States; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims: George Black, de- 
ceased: H. A. Butler, and N. H. Knight, deceased. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

SECTION 3331, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H.R. 6054) to 
amend section 3331 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

RESTRICTIONS ON SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R.6993) to re- 
move certain restrictions on the sale of leaf tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY, EASTERN NEBRASKA AND GULF RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(S.1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway 
Company right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago In- 
dian Reservation, in the Stateof Nebraska; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 397) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Chicago, Ill.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the resolution 
of the House, I am directed by the Committee on Public Bvild- 
ings and Grounds to report a bill locating the Public Printing 
Office. 

The bill (H. R. 7459) to authorize the erection of a Government 
Printing Office in the city of Washington, D. C., was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE, EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation an act (S. 1390) provid- 
ingan additional circuit judge in theeighth judicial circuit, and 
obtained leave to file the report thereon later in the day. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Rules, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 6913. That, beginning on 
page 51, line 14, the bill shall be read througb, and during such reading all 

oilnts of order made against any provision in the bill shall be decided by the 

hair, debate on each not to exceed ten minutes. That atthe conclusion of 
such reading the further consideration of the bill shall be resumed by the 
Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, and amendments shall 


be in order to ony part thereof. That at the hour of 8:30 p. m. this day, the 
bill as amended in the committee, with all pending amendments, shail be 
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reported to the House. That the previous question shall then be ordered on 
the pending amendments and the bill to its final passage, and no interven- 
ing motion shall be in order until the bill is fully disposed of, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 
adoption of that rule at this time unless modified so as to respect 
the agreement heretofore made. 

The general debate on the second section of this bill was ex. 
pressly reserved until itwas reached anda fixed time allowed for 
debate upon it. Itisanimportant matter, in which the people of 
my State are interested; and I desire an oportunity to discussand 
amend that portion of the bill. I was recognized by the Chair- 
man and the Committee of the Whole House gave me unanimous 
consent that this should be done when that part of the bill is 
reached. I think it would be unfair and unjust to insist now 
upon the adoption of such a rule as this before we reach that 
paragraph and before those who desire to amend it are allowed 
the opportunity which the Committee of the Whole House has 
already agreed to accord tothem. Wehave not been responsibie 
for the delay upon the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was agreed by the Committee of the 
Whole 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether it is his purpose now to allow 
debate on the resolution, or to insist on his motion for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have asked the previous question—— 

Mr. BURROWS. That of course is not debatable. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ButI presume this discussion is not to 
be considered in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. If this debate is to preclude the opportu- 
nity for debate after the ordering of the previous question, I 
want that fact understood. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is not my purpose. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to understand this matter from the 
Chair. I ask the parliamentary inquiry whether, if the previous 
question should now be ordered on this resolution, debate al- 
ready had would be considered as such debate under the rule as 
would preclude debate after the ordering of the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The present discussion is not in the 
nature of debate. The gentleman from Arkansas has simply 
been permitted by the House to make a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise toa question of order 

The SPEAEER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
has already risen to a question of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What transpired in the Committee of the 
Whole will, of course—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend one moment. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has raised an in- 
quiry which is very proper. The rules of the House provide 
that where there has been debate on a proposition preceding 
the ordering the previous question there shall be no debate 
after the previous question is ordered, but where there has been 
no debate preceding the ordering the previous question, then 
there shall be thirty minutes’ debate after it is ordered. 

The gentleman from New York inquires whether the debate 
which has already taken place on this resolution would be con- 
sidered by the Chairas such debate, in the contemplation of the 
rule, as would preclude the thirty minutes’ debate after the or- 
dering of the previousquestion. The Chair is inclined to think 
that any debate preceding the ordering the previous question 
cuts off debate after it is order@d; but he would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that the matter can 
be easily arranged by yielding before the ordering of the pre- 
vious question fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I had asked the previous question. I 
did not yield the floor. The gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. 
MCRAE] was making a personal statement—— 

The SPEAKER. But that is in the nature of debate. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. If that isto be regarded as in thenature 
of debate, then I shall permit this debate to run on for thirty 
minutes, meanwhile retaining the floor and the control of the 
resolution, and then ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohi¢ 

ield? 

. Mr. BURROWS. With due deference to the suggestion of 
the Chair, it seems to me the statements which have been 
made ought not to be regarded as debate on this proposition, 
because the motion for the previous question is not debatable, 
and therefore this debate was not in order; so that anything 
which may have been said—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to withhold the demand for the previous 
question. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withhold it, and yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan. cae 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
Rows] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I desire to know whether this order, if adopted, will 
cut off amendments which were proposed to be offered to a par- 
agraph beginning on page 48. 3 ) 
shall begin at page 51 to read and consider the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. Page 48 is passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am making a parliamentary inquiry. 
Yesterday evening a paragraph was carried over upon a point 
of order; it was withheld until this morning; and all amend- 
ments which were proposed to be offered to that paragraph were 
promised this morning a standing by the Chair. I proposed to 
offer an amendment to a paragraph preceding page 51; and the 
Chair informed me that that would be in order this morning 
when that paragraph,on page 48, was taken up. Now, will this 
resolution if adopted have the cffect of cutting off the oppor- 
tunity to offer such an amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthis order is adopted, only those portions 
of the bill following page 51 can be considered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 
Mr. MCRAE. 

the distinct understanding that I have stated. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairhas no knowledge of passing over 
anything in committee. It is not customary forthe committee, 
and the Chair, of course, ha3 no information as to the matter. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. On the day before yesterday an amend- 
ment was offered by myself which has not been passed upon. 


The Chairman of the committee reserved the point of order on | 


it, and [ have had no opportunity to present my side of that con- 
tention. My question is as to whether or not I will have per- 
mission under this rule, if it be adopted, to recur to that amend 
ment and have it considered? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not go back to page 
51 if this rule is adopted. 

The gentleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to be de- 
plored on both sides of this Chamber that the Committee on 
Rules should feel constrained to bring in an order like the one 
just reported. We are considering a very important bil] em- 
bracing 138 pages. Only 51 pages o/ the bill have been read ‘in 
committee and considered up to this time. 

There has been nothing, so far as I have observed,in the con- 
sideration of this bill towarrant theorder now proposed. There 


This resolution provides that we | 


ment, and preventing any member of the committee from offer- 
ing but the one amendment named. Had the rule read “and 
may offer an amendment to any other portion of the billon which 
there shall be debate pro and con for five minutes,” it would have 
given liberty to any membar of the committee to offer such 
amendments as he thought proper. But if you adopt this rule 
in its present form, you bind yourself hand and foot, put it in 


the power of any member to take up the entire time by the dis- 


| cussion upon a single amendment, as I have already suggested. 


[ reserve the remainder of my time. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire 


} any time? 


| 


This matter was passed over in committee with | 


| 





has been no filibustering; the amendments proposed, as a rule, | 


have been substantial amendments, and have been presented in 
good faith, debated,and voted upon. The difficulty with the 
Committee of the Whole is a difficulty inherent in the rules 
themselves. Had a provision been adopted to limit a quorum 
of the Committee of the Whole to one hundred, much of the 
time spent in committee would have been saved during the con- 
sideration of this bill. 


A considerable time has been taken up in roll calls to secure | 


the presence of a quorum, which by the rules, in Committee of 
the Whole, is the same as a quorum of the House. If we had a 
rule such as the Fifty-first Congress adopted, making a quorum 
of the Committee of the Whole one hundred, as it should have 
been, no difficulty would have been experienced and the busi- 
ness of the House could have been much more rapidly advanced. 

This order proposes to take the bill from the Committee of 
the Whole and put it upon its passage, with the previous ques- 
tion ordered upon it, at half past 3 o’clock this afternoon. The 
only thing the committee can do under the order is to make 
points of order against the various provisions of the bill as they 
are read. 
minutes, after which the point must be decided. 

{ want to call attention to another provision: 


At the conclusion of such reading further consideration of the bill be re- 
sumed by the Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, and 
amendments shall be in order to any part of the bill. 


Now, by that provision this House, or the committee, will be 
precluded from making any amendment but one, because it is 
provided that ‘‘it shall be in order to offer an amendment to 
any portion of the bill to be considered under the five-minute 
rule. 

One amendment might take the entire time of the committee 
until 3:30 o'clock this afternoon, preventing any further amend- 


Then debate can proceed upon points of order for ten | 


| 





Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Indiant does not 
wish to occupy the floor now, I want to suggest merely this to 
my friend from Ohio incharge of thisresolution—that there are, 
I fear, some matters embodied in the bill which will not have 
sufficient time, under the arrangement proposed by the resolu- 
tion, for their proper consideration, and I will call attention to 
one ot them, which refers to a question of settlement between the 
State of Tennessee and the United States. There are bonds of 
my State, as the gentleman is aware, held by the Government 
of the United States in trust for certain Indian tribes. We have 
had a complicated sort of claim with the Government pending 
for many years, but have not been able to secure asettlement. 

There has been an effort made on the part of those of us rep- 
resenting the State to have a clause included concerning this by 
means of which the matter could be properly adjusted. I had 
hopved that when we reached that portion of the bill we could 
frame a satisfactory clause to be incorporated and a conclusion 
arrived at by which this complicated question between the Gov- 
ernment and the State could be settled. I hope too little time 


| for this will not be allowed. 


I wanted merely to make this statement in view of the resolu- 
tion pending, so that it might be placed properly before the 
House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lyield two minutes to the gentleman 
from indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Justa minute in regard to the bond matter. 
These bonds do not belong to the United States and never have. 
Indian funds were invested in these bonds, and the Government 
holds them in trust, just as it would have held the money that 
was invested in them. 

The Committee of the Whole agreed, by unanimous consent, 


| that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAS#] should have 


half an hour, and thatthe geatleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS } 
should have half an hour upon that question. The provision is 
subject to a point of order, [ think, but the object was that the 
subject should be brought before the attention of Congress for 
the first time in thirty years, so that the facts should be under- 
stood, and I hope no action wiil be taken which will deprive 
theso gentlemen of the opportunity of delivering their addresses. 

Mr. COX. What arrangement as to time is made in regard 
to the bonds of the State of Tennessee? This gives all the time 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. LYNCH. Half an hour upon each side. 

Mr. COX. It is not the same matter at all. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the bond provision is not stricken out on a 
point of order, I have no doubt that unanimous consent will be 
given to the gentlemen to engage in debate. 

Mr. COX. There are half a dozen States involved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] want any time? 

Mr. COX. No; not on the rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield five minutes 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE}. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I believe in cloture, and I am al- 
ways in favor of the most speedy action that can possibly be had 
upon any measure after a reasonable time has been given for dis- 
cussion; but I do not believe that it is just at this time by a 
special rule to take this bill from the committee before the im- 
portant parts of it have been reached and thereby defeat my re- 
served right to speak. The parts which have been reached deal 
with salaries and matters that must of course be passed, but 
the remainder of the bill is full of legislation, new legislation, 
important legislation, and legislation which, if it is enacted as 
the committee have proposed it, will outrage the public land 
laws. 

There is legislation embodied in this bill which can not be de- 
fended upon sound principle. I have amendments prepared to 
perfect it in every respect. I had a solemn agreement with the 
committee to discuss the matter that my State was particularly 
interested in. I am anxious and ready todo it. The Chairman 
recognized me. I had the consent of the committee -to pass it 
until the paragraph was reached, and I think it is very unjust 
treatment now to have the Committee on Rules undertake to 


to the vertleman 


take this measure out of the hands of the committee without 
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tec 
) cK. Th ( r on the part o 
Cx R | n er of bu inese 
| 10 ing with you, D { 
j is a2 matt ‘to which Il have de- 
service] id I feel deep! 
} 3 a 1 eople to unde? une 
of Arkansas ane arged with | ng 
t it, and : 1 here to show that she 
ao uv’ that I ju V and equitably owe 
Ur is to a settlement upon hon 
\ | ter and when this, the best chance th 
we have, istaken away in this manner, I say and I 
t it can not b ed, and I can not but feel that 
this I 1oW unde is the f _— will vote down thi 
0 e the 1 at I am entitled to under th 
OUTHWATT Will t ntleman yieldfor aquestion? 
M RAI ¥ es, 
OU'TH VAITE | this matter in the lat er par or tT 
| rh en passed over: 

Mr. McRAI [t has not been reached. The agreement was 
that when it was reached weshould be heard upon it, and rather 
than discuss the matter in general debate before it was reache 
in ex, . ment was made that I should be allowed to - 
beard when the agraph was reached; because I desired tha 
this Hous ould understand what we propose and what the 
State of Arkar has requested Congress to do, by an act of its 
i risiatur 

ir. OUTHWAITE., The Committee on Rules has no disposi- 
tion, and t gentleman should know it, to cut out any agree- 
ment that has been made, or to cut out any State or section of 
the country from a fair consideration of measures of such im- 
po ice as those tl he represents his to be. But the gentle- 
man must have observed that this bill has dragged its slow 
length along under the most exasperating tactics. 

Mr. MCRAE, I admit all that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And that there has been gross abuse, a 
violent abuse of the prerogatives of members of this House by 
the tactics which have been pursued. We have had roll call 
after roll call about nothing, and points of no quorum made 
about the most trivial sort of matters, 

Mr. MCRAE. That is all true; but it does not apply to me. 


Mr. OU aw 
have sh ned 


Mr. M CRAE 


AITE. 


‘ho 


We have had discussions which would 
ol boys. 
But it does not apply to those of us who are 


intere ater d in this matter in the slightest, because we have con- 
sumed no unnecessary time and should not suffer for the acts of 


} 


hers. 


Mr ITHWAITE. 


ot 


[ do not mean to intimate that the gen- 





tleman has; but the Committee on Rules is disposed to extend 
the time necessary for the consideration of these important 
matters. How much time was it thatthe gentleman was to have 
hs 

Ir. MCRAE [ think it was thirty minutes 

Ir. SWANSON. And the State of V irginia 1 is alsoinvolved. 

Mr. COX. I want to make a statement with reference to 
these bonds in which Tennessee is involved. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does the gentleman from Tennes- 
Eee Say? 

Mr. COX. I want to make a statement to you. There isa 


p ition that has been introduced here and which has passed 
the Senate in behalf of the State of Tennessee, 
vited the Government to asettlement of accounts in whic 
bonds are involved; and under the proposition contained 
bill they are to put up the bonds and sell them. 

vr. OUTHWAITE, But is not that proposition s 
int of order? 
Mr. COX, Iclearly thinkso. Now, I say to you, so that the 
House will understand, that there is a proposition coming from 


ODOS 


h these 
in this 


ubject toa 
p 


the State, which has passed the Senate and is in this House, to 
settle this question. Now, then, the Government proposes to 
take a part of the bonds that the Government insists is in- 


volved in the settle 
sell them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Rules I wish t 
cause [ was under the impression that it would go out on th 
point of order, but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. COX. If not, we want to get at it on the merits. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE 
from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say, in con- 
nection with this rule, that there is a proposition which will be 
reached in the bill for the sale of bonds of the State of Virginia 


ment, put them up to the highest bidder, and 


As one member of the Committee on 


LO Ba y 





I yield two minutes to the gentleman | 
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e | have an amendment for an appropria 
| which was established in my State last yea 


— is omitted from this bill. 


which has in- | 


} 


that I apprehended no dange.: on that, be- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
} 
























yt It is proposed to sell these bonds 
1 ( > as trustees for tho India 1S, or 
t past-sixty years the State of Virginia has been ende LV ~ 
to get the United States to settle all accounts between thi 
but she has failed to doso. Yesterday the whole day w us ta 
up in the consideration of an amendment to1 ise a salar ry 
5 ) to $3,000. Yet he re a rule is ) Antrod ed that cuts off i 
consideration of the question of asettlement betw the United 
States and the State of Virginia, a id other States, Vir i 
been endeavoring to secure for sixty years, and 
1ich has been the most generous State to this Union o! 
states in the Union, and yet we are to be cut off and ean 
an opportunity to present our claims to have that 
tled 
‘ow, I say that it is not fair to those States which stand ] 
by tie proposition in this bill as being in the attitude of « 
ers. This is the only opportunity we have had to di 
matter, and there are precisely the same kind of claims preser 
by other States as are claime: 4 by the State of Virginia. I say 
it is not fair or just to cut off this opportunity for a discussion 
and settlement of those claims. Ishall not vote for this m 
unless ample time is given. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Having heard these statem ; 
pears there would be some justice in ext ng this time 











permitting = se matters which have been passed over, or 
which an ¢ en ment has been made for time to be kept so far a 
possible; an d therefore I suggest as a modification of the: 
that debate shall close at 5 o’clock this evening instead of 3 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me suggest to my friend that that d 
not obviate the difficulty in the case; and you could not obviat 
it by continuing debate until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think the agreements already ma 
could be carried out in an hour and a half. 

Mr. BURROWS. Youcan not carry them out. It is impo 


sible. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Butif therule is som 
mit it, why can not we carry it out? 


dine 


Mr. BURROWS. That cuts off every othor amendment. T!] 
whole time could be consumed inthe consideration of one am 
ment 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not cut out anything. 

Mr. BURK. WS. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio that he withdraw his order and modify it as he would like 


to and bring it in later. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I suggest the modification of the rule 
which I have designated, th at debate continue until 5 o'cloc! 
the vote to begin to-morrow immediately after the reading of 
the Journal; the bill to be reported fri ym the committee to the 
House to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, the hour 
and a half additional time to be devoted tothe consideration o! 
those matters on which gentlemen say an agreement has ah 


been made. 


Mr. HARTMAN. I wish to ask the mana question. | 
tion to maintain a schoo 
r,and which has now 
pupils, an arecert iation which is recommended by the Sec 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


May I have an opportunity to 


vent] 
& Ail 


er that amendme nt? 

Mr. OUTHW AITE. The opportunity to offer that 
ment is not cut off by ‘this rule. The gent 
have an oppor tunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I want to say to my friend that he will 
not have an opportunity to offer his amendment under this rule 
because any amendment that is offered may be debated 
o’clock. If the 
ment there should be only five te 
these amendments might be shat che 
one amendment may take up the w 


amend 
leman will certainly 


until 0 
rule had ee that upon any single amend- 
n minutes’ debate, then all 
ud; but the difficulty 
hole time. 





is tl 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not at all. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I can not read the English — Lge 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Therule provides that we are to proceed 
under the five-minute rule, and it is to be expected that under 
the five-minute rule the Chairman will see that debate does not 


— beyond br proper limit. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman me 
der the fve«minate rule one amendment can 
more oe five minutes? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifthe rule is strictly construed. 
prac tice has been very liberal I know, but under the rule ; 
can stop debate at any time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Youcan, if youcan get a ore 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, if thero is to be filibustering on 
that line, we shall only have to let those who do the filibuster- 
ing suffer by it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, 


ay that 
be debat d 


an to 
not 


5 


The 


you 


I 


want to ask the geptleman from Ohio 








Ate 















that 

Mir. SICKLES. Say Monday. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen uctically destroyer 

tleman from Mississippi? ‘hatare we on now: ie consideration o 


























Ob‘ection was made. oO M 
Several MEMBERS. ul oid 
The SPEAKER. Th t b 
{ port from > Cy 
Mr. O HW TE i 
r out 2 oo’ } 
! 3h d 
} ‘ , ) 
I ry} ; its fT ( 
tion upon that proposition ment scho l allo 
PA YN] ny , iD \ +> ] iv tit to } yn ¥ ‘ Dn ) t 
S ; TY) ‘ oO rT) l ? T 
JUS \ Tl iraw i demand for the pz US n i mo. ) t ! ( 
au ion unti t 1 from Michigan | Bi ( wer of the ) t | 
ill have j h Ly ( on the t ‘ 
Ir. BURROW \ 3p a 141 t ) loing t t 
1 1an fro N ) 1M , U ) ! ) rt 
ir. PA NI ; l 1e Hous . not t 
ywers to th R \ told that y t | 
no ¢ render, 1 t n trol « I n i 
tlo lat , l ht in that ) - l ) { ~ | 
t if n ) Lh l t have been w ng fo 1 ) 
year tos ) i vod manife on th t 1em ) ( { l l 
i ( th Oo to c tne isin | rl > into ‘ ) { ( ( 
own h s in opposition to the Committeeon Rules. Timea . } ) t 
time again we ve nr S$ brouchtin here that cut off de- ( r l ion, 
bate and cut off amend nd Dillati ill has gon i thi y 1en On . 
House to the Senat« + expressing the will or the m 1 of th ! he Q 
House, simply because the Commit mn Rul had interp | or am 5 ‘ - to 
its power ind compelled the House to to Lis dictat = t ( ) 
Now the House has an opportunity to sh manhood of i cit > am or « ider important islation « \ 
individ I ibers. The modification sed in this rule | tions proposed in this bill or to be proposed t 
does né pil at all remain pro 5 the bill 
Why, do gentlemen realize that the whole time from now till I yield back to the rentleman from Michigan thx 
half past 3 o’elock to-morrow can under this proposed rule be | of my five minut 
consumed on points of order? Points of order can be raised on Mr. BURROWS (addressing Mr. OUTHWAT1 
every paragraph; and with the usual imber of members pres iny time? 





seventy odd pages of the bill yet to be d. Are youto be hood- | from Mic] ni 
winked by any such proposition as thai: Mr. Bi tOWS. Let the proposed rul mn 2} 1. 
Some ofthe gentlemen whom [ see here this morning are very | I would like to hear the moditication. 


entanappeal cin be taken on every paragraph of the sixty, yes, Mr. OUT 
i 


~~ 
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The Clerk read as follows the resolution as modified: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
Fhall resolve itse into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 6913. That beginning on 
page 51, line 14, the bill shal! be read through, and during such reading all 
points of order made against any provision in the bill shall be decided by 
the Chair, debate on each not to exceed ten minutes. At the conclusion of 
such reading the further consideration of the bill be resumed by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, and amendments shall be 
in order to part there 
tees for report ! mmittee shall resume the consideration thereof; and 
at the hourof 3:30 p.m. on that day the bill as amended in the committee, 
with all amendments, be reported to the House; and that the 
previous question shall then be ordered on pending amendments and the 
bill to its tinal pas and nointervening motion shall be in order until 
the bill isfully disposed of. This order not to interfere with any agreements 
that have heretofore been made; but the same shall be carried 
out within the time herein mentioned, 


Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the only modification 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio to this rule is the exten- 


sion of the time until to-morrow afternoon at half past3 o'clock, 
and also to permit the agreements made in Committee of the 


pending 


ive 


as to debat« 


Whole for debates upon certain propositions to be carried out. | 
which occupied nearly a column of the RECORD, which was to 


How many there are of those propositions I do not know. But 


the modification does not meet the objection which I made to | 
| the parliamentary discussion on that point of order. 
| permits a discussion for ten minutes on a point of order; and if 
| gentlemen can not make it clear in ten minutes’ time as to what 
| the point of order is and the reasons for or againstit, then, with- 
| out wasting any more time of the committee, it will be decided 


this order in the beginning. 

While the order specifies that points of order may be made 
upon any portion of this bill and limits debate upon sucha point 
of order to ten minutes, it does not limit debate upon amend- 
ments; and any gentleman getting the floor and proposing an 


amendment this afternoon can, under the practice in Committee | 
of the Whole, consume the entire afternoon onthatamendment; 


for he can move to strike out the last word, he can withdraw 
thit amendment, somebody eise can renew it; and thus debate 


can go on under the practice, and the whole time may be con- | 


sumed. 


The gentleman from Gaio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] says that this | 
But that clause re- | 


resolution preserves pending amendments. 
lates entirely to the reporting of the bill back to the House. It 
provides that pending amendments shall be considered when 
the bill is reported to the House. But that provision does not 
refer to consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
resolution will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it would probably be a 
very difficult thing for anyone on this side of the House to frame 
a rule or a resolution which would be entirely satisfactory to 
the last three gentlemen who addressed the House on this sub- 
ject. The tirst presents to this side of the House the question 
of patriotism, and asserts that bills have been passed by the 
House, under orders from the Committee on Rules, which did 
not meet the approbation even of the gentlemen on the majority 
side of the House. That assertion is one the correctness of 
which I challenge. 

No bill has ever passed this House driven through the House 
by a report from the Committee on Rules, as they were in the 
l“ifty-first Congress, when the gentleman from Michigan and 
his colleagues on that side of the House saw no occasion to pro- 
test against it. He appeals to the manhood and the patriotism 


of the House, and presents himself as one by whom members on | 


this side of the House shall pattern their patriotism and man- 
hood in disposing of legislative questions. Thegentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] also takes up the subject, and in discuss- 


House, as he usually does, with craft and cunning, the danger 
they are in; that they will not be able to control this bill, and 
that they will not be able, even in a majority, to do what they 
believe to be right and which their consciences approve con- 
cerning it, if they bind themselves, as he says they will be bound, 
by this rule. Such appeals, Mr. Speaker, are not worthy the 
consideration of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber. 


the Whole, as to those important questions on which gentlemen 
have proposed, or propose, to address the committee. 
vides ample time, as [I said in my remarks a few moments ago, 
for the discussion of the important features of the bill. 
conduct which we have witnessed from some individual mem- 
bers of the House in the consideration of the bill was not of a 


character to reflect honor or credit on the American House of | 


Representatives. : 

Gentlemen pointout dangers which donot exist exceptin their 
imagination, dangers which do not lurk in this order. There is 
no probability even that the propositionconcerning the removal 
of theindian warehouse from New York to Chicago will not have 
fulland ample consideration, or that any gentleman who is in- 
terested in that matter shall not have a sufficient opportunity to 
present his views in the time here fixed. There is no probabil- 
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f. That on Saturday, after the call of commit- | 
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ity that the proposition concerning the schools will be deprived 
of proper consideration. 

Gentlemen familiar with the bill know that most of the re- 
mainder of it consists of treaties, and that page after page is 
filled up with the names of Indians, signers to the treaties, which 
are unnecessary even to read, and which can take up no time, 
at all events, in disposing of. 

The rule proposes, and all it proposes is, that the bill shall be 
read through and selata elerter to portions of it disposed of, 


| and then a fair opportunity offered for amendments, which may 


be proposed by any member of the committee. If gentlemen see 
proper to raise points of order against paragraphs of the bill as 


| they are reached, they are permitted to do so under the rule, 


and debate on such points of order is limited to a reasonable 
time. 

Under the terms of this rule, when a parliamentary question 
is under consideration and when an appeal will be submitted, if 


it shall be submitted to the Chair, we will not see, as we saw on 


yesterday, a gentleman from Lowa insisting upon reading a peti- 
tion to the Congress of the United States and a list of names 


have been read from the Clerk’s desk at his request as a part of 
This rule 


I hope the | 





[t pro- | 
The | 


by the chairman of the committee without difficulty. 
L ask the previous question on the rule as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BURROWS) there were—ayes 128, noes 63. | 
So the previous question was ordered. 

‘he question being taken on the adoption of tlic resolution 
there were, on adivision (demanded by Mr. BURROWS), ayes 131, 


noes 6. 


Mr. BURROWS. 
AITE. 


Mr. OUTHW 


No quorum, 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. OurH- 
WAITE and Mr. BURROWS as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 176, nays 76, 
answered ‘‘ present’ 3, not voting 97; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, UL. 
Branch, 


| Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 

Brickner, 
Brookshire 
Brown, 

Bryan, 


ing it points out to the Democratic majority on this side of the | BU=™. 


Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 


} Campbell, 


Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 


}; Clancy, 

: a : . Clark, Mo. 
This rule as now modified provides for keeping all of the | 

agreements Which have been heretofore made in Committee of | 


Clarke, Ala. 
‘Yobb, Ala. 
‘obb, Mo, 
‘ockrell, 
‘offeen, 
sjonn 

‘oom bs, 
Sooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 


Adams, Ky. 


Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 


YEAS—176. 


Covert, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Cummings, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond 
De Forest, 
Denson 
Dinsmore, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Haines. 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 


Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, Ul. 
Childs, 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 


Tkirt, 

Izlar, 

Jones, 

Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
Mc Dearmon, 
Mc Ettrick, 
McGuinn, 
McKaig, 
Mc& eighan, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Me Rae, 
Meredith, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Neill, 

Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va 


S—76. 


Dalzell, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittte, 
Draper, 
Filis.Oregon 
Flstcher, 
funk, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Grout, 


Pigott, 

Price, 

Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn, 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 

Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Warner 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Ml. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 

W oodara, 


Grow, 

Hager, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hermann, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
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Johnson, N. Dak. 
sacey. 





Linton, 


Loudenslager, 
ucas, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 


Aitken, 


zoud, 


}verett, 


Alderson, 


Ap 


\ 


very 


ley, 


Rabcock, 


Bi 


| 


Bland 
atner 
a elle, 


B 


a nes, 


( 
{ 
( 
( 
( 
( 


wer, 


nies, 
feiaen, 
Beltzhoover, 


N. C. 


Ldmus, 
iminetti, 
hickering, 

ckran, 


¢ oper, 
ulbers 


‘Tex. 


on, 


Daniels, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


McDowell, 
Murray, 
Northway, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 


Quigg, 


ANSWERED * 


McCleary, Minn. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Ray, 

Reed, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Russell, Conn. 
Settle 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 


PRESENT ‘ 
Wilson, Wash. 


NOT VOTING—97. 


English, N. J. 
Epes, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hainer, 

Hall, Mo. 
Harter, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hicks, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N.Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hulick, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 


Lockwood, 
Magner, 
Marshall, 
McCall 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Paschal, 
Paynter, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Rey burn, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 


Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Waugh, 
Woomer. 


Scranton, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Snode¢ 
Sorg, 
Taylor, 
Tucker, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

W anger, 

Wells, 

Wever, 

Wheeler, IIL. 
White, 

Whiting, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


rass, 


Tenn. 


I wish to obtain leave of absence 
for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 


He received | 


a telegram that his wife was very sick, and so he has suddenly 


left the Hall. 
The SPEAKER. 


sence, on account of sickness in his family. 
There v 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


nois. 


Mr. 
Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SorRG with Mr. WEVER. 

O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. 
MUTCHLER with Mr. 
MOSES 
CAMINETT 
KILGORE 
ALDERSON with Mr. 
JONES with Mr. 
TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 
BOATNER with Mr. ¢ 
DOCKERY with Mr. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. 
ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. 
WHITING with Mr. 
LISLE with Mr. 
PAYNTER with Mr. 
ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON, 
ROBERTSON with Mr. 
BLAND with Mr. 
KRIBBS with 
BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
LOCKWOOD with M1 
BRECKINRIDGE 


GRESHAM with Mr. 
CLARKE 
SICKLES 


yas no objection. 


WHITE. 


MERCER. 


Without objection, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] will be given indefinite leave of ab- 


with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 


I with Mr. 
with Mr. 


a 
Nir. 


of Alabama 
Ss with Mr. 


Bot 


with Mr. 
DANIELS. 
CooPER of Texas with Mr. 
HALL of Missouri with Mr. 
this day: 

CULBERSON with M 
SIPE with Mr. 
MEYER with Mr. 
SCHERMERHORN with Mr. 
WELLS with Mr. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ark 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. 


RANDALL. 
WILSON of Ohio. 
HITT. 
McCALL. 


PHILLIPS. 
MORSE. 
LEFEVER. 


AITKEN. 
of Arkansas with Mr. HopKINs of IIli- 


VAN VOORHIS of New 
HENDERSON of Illinois. 


AVERY. 
HEINER 


vr. WANGER. 
ITELLE. 
HULICK. 


BELDEN. 


HARMER. 


wnsas. 


rILLATT Of Massachusetts. 
DINGLEY. 
HENDERSON of Iowa. 

RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

GROSVENOR. 


York. 


of Pennsylvania. 


My pair with the gen- 
HOPKINS] was read, but I voted in or- 


der to make a quorum, that right being reserved. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


On motion of Mr. 
vote by which the 


LEAVE 


OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
resolution was agreed towas laid on the 


TO WITHDRAW 


table. 


PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was given to withdraw from the files of the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it w 
| seen that the editor states that there is no malice in the s 
ments which are published, and further he says: ‘‘ We 
made no charges.” The reflection on me in these artic! 





Se 
| 
} 


make 


| sale of 





S. Bloom, Fifty-second Congress, there being no 
thereon. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
matter of personai privile 

The SPEAKER. The Ho ise will be inorder. The 
man from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON] states that he ris: 
question of personal privilege. 

[The foregoing is given as understooi by ‘porte 
incidental correction, see proceedings immodintely fol 
the conclusion of Mr. RICHARDSON'S stateme 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Sp 
ten years I have been a member of this House, and duril 


period [ have never felt called upon to make ast item 
ters personal to myself. 

On yesterday an evening paper of thiscity, the News, « 
in its local columns an article on the subject of the 
trolley for street railroads in this city, in which re! 
made to myself. The same paper 
making reference to the same matte 
editorial read at the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the matter r 
to by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


also contained an 
r,and | nowas 





A JOB IN THE HOUSE. 

Since Correspondents Edwards and Shriver were dl Vil 
for telling the truth about the sugar trust and the Sen » the Ne 
tle timid. It knows some things about the Philadel ia overhead 
syndicate and the House of Representatives, but boing already un 


tigation by Mr. Quay’s Senate, it is afraid to say very much 
ened that it does not make any charges, but hopes the state ne 
statements, mind you, in an article on its first page to-day will 
the incarceration of its presses and paste-pots by an 
Those statements seriously affect the further usefulne f 
SON of Tennessee. They are to the effect that he sel his } 
member of the House District Committee to unload so 
Philadelphia syndicate, and four days later favorably rep« 
cate’s Belt Line Railway bill tothe House. This may 
mate manner of doing business on the outside by a member of ¢ 
That is for the House to decide. The News makes n \ 
ments simply tell the whole story, and quote from the recor 
House investigating committee can examine 
There is no malice in these statements of the 
tect the interests of Washington, for which it 





Vews, OLY a@ Ce 
Lopes 1t W n 








jail. The statements show how the city israped yearafter veat 
power is prostituted by men from far-off States, who have no | 
city, in the bargaining and sale of its franchises and the _ ding on i 


lic interests. No wonder Mr. WALKER saidthat on Dis t day: 
members told him to keep away from the House; that they never w 
it was a day of jobbery. The statements in the Richardson trolley: 
of to-day throws a powerful light on the processes to whi 
tionis subjected. 

We have made no charges. The statements about Mr. RICHAR 
sufficiently serious, however, it seems to us, to rob the Senate ofa m 
of holding an investigation, and to show the House that it, too 
vestigate the whole District Committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


h Distri 


Mr. 


Spe iker 


part direct and in part by innuendo. 

[ recognize, Mr. Speaker, that as a public man all my 
acts are entitled to be st ibjected to the severest scrutiny. 
not shrink from any investigation of them. On the 
invite it. The newspapers have nearly always been as f 
just tome as [ deserved asa public man, perhaps more so 

[ think, Mr. Speaker, that under the 
a plain statement of the facts of 
real estate which is referred to in these articles, 
will proceed to make that statement somewhat ir 
der that I may be set properly before the House 
try, and [ shall rely upon this statement as an ans 
charges directly and indiree tly made. 

The facts are, that on May 26, 
stated in the article—in connection with a gentleman 
freesboro, Tenn., Mr. C. H. Byrn, who is my son-in-law, | 
purchasing from Mr. Gilbert Moyers, 
city, not a real estate dealer, part interests ins 
in this city. His deed to us for the interests pur 
bears date May 26, 1891, and was duly recorded June 5, 
This was before I was ever on the District Comm 
expected to have a place on it. 

1 was put upon the committee in the following December, 
the Fifty-second Congress was organized, being place 


my connection wit 
1 detai 


wer toa 


oa 
nhasea 


an attorney at law o 


circumstances [ s! 


snd eat 


itte 6 or 


l 


¢ 


} 
ie 


the present occupant of the chair, without solicitation upor 


part or knowledge that I was going to be placed upon that 
mittee until the committees were announced at the Clerk’ 

The following year, in October, 1892, Byrn and I purchased 
portions of said square from Mr. Moyers. The entire 

of Mr. Moyers in the square had been bought by himat dif 





( 


co 


xd ther 


i 


contrar 


1891—not in October, 182 
from 


if 


yt 


House without leaving copies the papers in the case of Andr 
adverse re} 
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ere 
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co { ( 1 ho would pay I B Ll 
m t! l e had paid out ted, wa ) 
one-third of the le purchase money, say $1 with int 
est, and would ¢ une to pay the remaining two-thirds t eof 
82) sO d asked for an option to this effect for sixty day 
Messrs. Cahill at one time reported that they had 
sec ed a purchas it about the cost of the proper to us, but 
this offer failed for reasons not necessary to mention here. 
Feelin ling to try tocarry the debi longer, the offer of 
Mi L3r l is accenter rus. and was reduce tO writi r ay 

| ) pted by us, and w luced to wr 1d 
signed by the part [t is as follows: 
CITy I nN. / trict of Columbia: 

TY} 1, ¢ ert Moyers, JAMES D. RICHARDSON, and C. H. Byr1 
own joint west one-half of square 1030, Washington, D. C., which one 
hal ynta wbout 112,000 » feet of ground, and inclides sublots 4, 5, 6, 7 

9,1 a 14,15, t 1id Moyers owning one-half thereof, and said RICH 
LR ‘and Byrn together the other one-half thereof. Said property was 
con ltothem 1 f from various persons at different dates, all of 
wh egi ‘1 in the office of the recorder of deeds of the District 
of ( } Of the purchase money for said property said Moyers, RICH- 
Al id Byrn] heretofore paid one-third thereof, $13,038.58, more or 
l nd he proportion of one-half by said Moyers and the other half by 
RICHARDSON and Byrnt ther 

7 f \ erof the purchase money for said property is unpaid, being 

I thirds thereof, and amounts to about $28,000, and is a lien on all 
of said property, all of which is shown by proper deed and conveyances of 
1 rd ir d office of the recorder of deeds. Nowitis hereby agreed by 
betwe iid Moyers, RICHARDSON, and Byrn, and the undersigned Au 
Bros that the said Brown shall become the purchaser of said proper 
uy ond on set forth below, to wit: 

Nhat! ill within sixty days from date thereof pay to said Moyers 
RICHARDSON and Byrn the purchase money they have heretofore paid for 

vid pro] t 13,088.58, more or less, and also pay to them the several pay- 

ents of interest they have made on the purchase money, amounting in the 

ute 2,249.26, and will lawfully assume, and bind himself to pay the 
rem ‘of the purchase money on the said property, and save them from 
Licht Ln ) 

l 1 : »him shall bein proper form, and shall convey all the 
right, title, and interest of said Moyers, RICHARDSON, and ByRN in said prop 
erty to said Brown or his order, and will be properly executed upon the 
col ian him with the conditions herein set forth. The title pap ) 

l I ire all duly recorded as hereinbefore stated, and are ref l 
t ‘ ription of the property mentioned herein, and for evidence 

ald purchase money ‘eon 
i 1804 
l 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON 
Cc. H. BYRN 
GILBERT MOYERS 
AUSTIN P. BROWN 

That is a copy, Mr. Speaker, but I hold in my hand the orig- 
inal, which any gentleman who desires to do so can see for him- 
‘ 

after this, and in accordance with the terms of the op 
srown reported that he would consummate the sale of 
ty if we would make the deed. He prepared the deed 
Guillaume—who [afterwards learned was aclerk in 
vhich w igned by usall onorabout March 31, 1894. 
ited, Messrs. Moyers, Byrn, and I were not able to 
rchase money due thereon, and were glad to be re- 


of 


1d, and we I 


pay the p 
‘ 
A 


our purchase The sale to Mr. Gillaume was consum- 
were paid back the money which we had paid out 
for the property, Mr. Moyers receiving as his half of the same 
$7,964, and Mr. Byrn and I the same sum, or $3,982 each. Inow 
hold in my hand the receipt of Mr. Moyers for said sum in the 
following words: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Afarch 31, 1894 

Received of Austin P. Brown, agent, $7,964, in full payment of my interest 

in west half of square 1030. 





GILBERT MOYERS 


And on the back of said receipt are these words: 

Received of Austin P. Brown $7,964, in full payment of the interest of C. 
H. Byrn and myself in said square 1030, mentioned in within receipt. One- 
half of this sum, #3,982, belongs to me and the same sum toC. H. Byrn. 

This March 31, 1894. 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON. 
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zi 


Ll 30 fo : tic - » hi 

Ir. Speaker, sim} t iow th | el oring t 
ol the property at fi ( t and er 

; . } 2 » % 4 

Now, sir, | hold in my hand a] da mol 
UAT r ae 3 Seale . 4 4 ] 
W. Kesiey Schoepf, vice-p id« nd eral Manager « 
Kekxing ton and Soldiers’ Home and Belt Railway Compani 
railroads which [I have mentiones [t is in these words, 
dressed to me: 

I I d. ( 1 

ly DEAR R: | lg seen the 1 tl of yesterday, inw 
it } ed that i ( ) kington and 
tiome Rai iy Compal ] ou while engaged in lookil 
uitable lo on for the propo i car bar ul l $ the abov 





Mr. Austin P. Browncal lupon me and 
which point the East Wa 





tioned company 


of square 1039 


‘red the w 
n¢gton extension term 








at a price that was 10 cents less p yware foot than any other pr« 
this section, and suitable f purpose 1 ied reed with himt 
chase the land, and until aft tha >I did not kn that you w 
ever had been the owner of the proper 
Respectfully, 
W. KESLEY SCHOEPI 
} P) nt and G 1M 
lion. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
House of f sentatives United States, Washingt D. ¢ 
I have also, Mr. Spsaker, a | x from Mr. Brown, th 


chaser of this property, dat 
says: 








W ASHINGTO D. ¢ J 
DEAR SIR: The facts regarding the real estate referred toin anarti 
lishedin the Newsof yesterd: vith which my name is connected 
follows, to ¥ 
Y requested mein Januar; to find ‘for the 


estate, stating that you and the other own 
that you would be glad to let the prop 


and the interest thereon 


anxious to 











[informed you about the ist of last March thatif Icould get an 
for sixty days I had nodoubt but that I would be able to dispose 
propert Yousecured the optionand I sold the property, which wa 
to mj rk Guillaume, at my requ nd was nveyed by hi 


rmati 





‘he statement that I told the Ninth street builder that I re 
y from you to pay a note presented by him is false 


it liberty to use this statement if you so desire 









spectfull 


AUSTIN P. 
D. RICHARDSON 


Mr. Speak 





le attorney of thiscity, from whom th 


le 
made. [have his letterin my ha 


Moyers, a reput 
enas 


lows: 





, 7 
«a } gion, D. C., June 1 


,to bemade to the H 


lin square 1 





l 
rown, are 








Y) 





iy 


paid for the 


l lestate age 
ithout our knowledge « est or prospective interest of any 
ad mpany of this city ere in the same 
Very respectfully, yout 
rs a GILBERT MO} 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Ho of Repre tatives, Ci 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I ha 

Cahill, which I believe I did not read, but will read now: 

WASHINGTON, D.C., June 15, 

DEAR We have seen the article int 
mentioned. We have alsoread the 

to-day, and itis true in every particular so far as we are concern¢ 

you and Col. Moyers authorized our firm to sell the property last W 

tirst cost to yourselves with interest 
Very respectfully, 


sik: 






EMERSON & CAHILL 


Hon. J. D. RICHARDSON, 
House of Representatir 


iy 


on from me as to whom I had sold the property 
eive 


1 
A 


18 


lai 
Soldi 


r, [submitted this statement this mornings to M 


thial le 
nd,which reads as f 


ve the statementof Messrs. Emerson 


ye 


he News, in which your name i 
iutement which you make tothe House 








| Now, sir, thisended my connection with the matter, except 


that soon after the sale, as stated in the News article, a builder 
| on Ninth street, I presume Mr. Z. Jones is referred to, callea to 
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line. Such is the position I now occupy upon it. eC 
Now, one of the charges made is that [ reported the House | points of order. 
bill (H. R. 6596) on the 6th day of April, 1894, for the char Ir. CANNON of Illinois. And 
; 


{ to any part of the bil 


































tharter of the Belt line, to run | orde 
r. Sy} cer, in the honest discharge of The CHAIRMAN. Toany part of 
my duty asa member of the Committee on the District of Co- Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It will 
lumbia. It was the unanimous report of that committee, and ] The CHAIRMAN. No. sir. 
believed then, as I do now, that the bill should pass. I had in- Mr. BURROWS. Then, Mr. Chairman, | 
troduced the bill in the House onthe 22d of February, 1894; and | question IT asked tho Chair, that point 

it is a copy of a bill previously introduced intothe Senate by Mr. | « ing this reading or not at all. 

GORMAN of Maryland. The CHAIRMAN. Thev must 





on Lstreet. Ididso, Mr. Spea 





+ 














[ simply used the bill which he hud introduced in the Senate, | or not at all 
triking out only ls as made it applicable to the House. Mr. WILSON of Washington. ‘A pa 
The report on thi s made in pursuance of the recom- |} Chairman L was not in when the rul 
m dation of t u ion s of the District of Columbia. ky vy whether it will be absoiutely necess 
They recommended be changed from M street and placed | read that portion of th that co 
upon L street, and the Committee on the District of Columbi ! Les? 
mde its report in accordance with their recommendation. The CHAITRMA Ung O Ly 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, ! state that I have acted in Mr. WILSON of Washineto | 
all these proceedings ina proper manner; and I state that [| by to-morrow at 3.3). 
have 1 ion, nor am I to receive any what- ‘The CHAIRMAN. The committ vill 








ith, and got back the money which I had put into it, with in- | pronunciation. [Laughter 


ver for my services. [ soid the proporty honestly and in good \ir. WILSON of Washington. All right; 1 


abugn 











rest, and some little amount of taxes[ had paid. LIamcontent ~ Wha « lerk, reading the bill, 1 as f ) 
o leave this matter without further reference to it, and, as ] 
have stated, confidently rely upon the honest judgment of all | | « J — - rs 
t e who know me, and on the truth of the facts that I have | ;, ms aia’ 't a ae 
given for my full vin ion. I thank the House, Mr. Speaker inclu ( acted 
for its courteous attention. [Loud general applaus MAL OSI 

The SPEAKER. Under the order adopted the House will ; = ae , wa ane : 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman | 1 and thereupon said § ; 
from Massachusetts {[Mr. O’NEIL| will take the chair. A Stat 

REED. A parliamentary 1 liry. Was this proceedin ' een “ 
] ; A 
it to mak \ pr t 
I V 1 t l I i ¢ 
} UTAHWAITI ( 
Ho Why [r. ( irman, | ) 
{ : Lh LAL \. ) 

TheSPEAKER, Ifthe gentleman had been here he woul ‘eed, by unar ous ec it, 1 
probably have heard it. Under the order adopted the House | om Arkan ir. McR 
will res« ea lf i sommittee of the Whole House on tl t ( l 
sta ntle un ym Massachusett ( 
pl \ ) oO ) 

M 1d that it was not put to the House. | ¢ D 

[The SPEAKER. The House will resolve itself into Commit- | o all ot] 1en 
te he state of the Union, and the gen- | t L, 1 do we t th come b 





tleman from Massachusetts will take the chair. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BIL. ! ' VILSON of Washineton. Woe 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committe 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 6913 
the Clerk will now proceed with the reading of ll. . 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman n rom Kansas is to « r now,and 1 vill « 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman | on the point of order raised by the gent 
rise? | OUTHWAITE]. 
Mr. BURROWS. I think it would be well if the Chair will! Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, I do nots ) 
interpret this order before the reading of the bill goes on. charge of the bill can makeany arrangement o 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that under the pro- | gentleman from Arkansas has no more rights 
visions of the order the Clerk would now proceed with the read- | represent Tennessee have, upon a matte 
ing of the bill. } question, and to a certain extent thesam 
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Tennessee and turn over all this privilegeto Arkansas? I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
rom Tennessee that the rule as originally brought in by the 
‘ommittee on Rules was afterward modified so as to provide 
that any arrangements or agreements that had been made should 
be enforced. Now, early in the consideration of this bill, be- 
fore it was taken up under the five-minute rule, unanimous con- 
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House, I was authorized to occupy thirty mintues during the 
discussion of this bill under the five-minute rule. I wish now 
to transfer my time to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
SWANSON]. 

Mr. SWANSON. I reserve that time until the gentlemag 


' from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] gets through. 


gent had been given that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | 


McRAE] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] should 


have thirty minutes each when this portion of the bill was | 


reached. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, however, that rule may have been 
adopted—and I make no criticism upon it—why shonld Arkansas 
have any right that is denied to Tennessee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must see that that is a 
matter that the Chair has no control over. 

Mr. COX. One more question, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] has the floor. 

Mr. COX. Waita moment. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] raises a point of order here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on that point of order will take 
place after the gentleman from Arkansas and the gentleman 
from Kansas have been heard. 

Mr. COX. Will the Chair just bear with me for a moment 
until I can get my position Rabi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can proceed only by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. COX. I understand that the point of order goes to both 
these sections of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one has been read. The point can 
be raised as to the other afterwards. 

Mr. COX. Well, I reserve the point of order upon both. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inguiry. It seems to me that under the terms of the order the 


Chair should determine the point of order now, because the rule | on bonds not yet matured. 


declares that the Chair shall pass upon the points of order. The | 


latter portion of the rule, modified after it was brought into the | 
| of North Carolina. 


House, preserves previous agreements. I think this debate 
should occur at the close of the reading of the bill, or certainly 
after the point of order is disposed of. 
simply for points of order, and for the information of the House, 


completed. In that way, it seems to me, the Chair would carry 
out the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will keep the agreement that 
has been made, and will now recognize the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas |Mr. MCRAB] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. AsI understood the reading, the Clerk read only the 
first paragraph of the second section. I desire to ask whether 
it is not the opinion of the Chair that the whole of that section 
should be read? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was under the impression that the 
whole section had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will complete the reading of 
the section. 

The Clerk read the second paragraph of section 2, as above. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order against this 


| custody of this office, it is made the dut 





The bill is read now | 


whole section that it is new legislation, and does not on its face | 


reduce expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To save the trouble of offering an amend- 
ment to the bill, I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he 
except from his point of order the first three lines of the sec- 
ond paragraph, which simply maket he ordinary appropriation 
which, of course, has to be made ‘‘for the payment of interest 
on said bonds for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894—1894, not 
1895—$78,320.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
maining in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So the point of order is not made as to the 
first three lines of the second paragraph. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point 
of order against that part of the second section beginning at the 
word ‘‘and,” in line 16, and ending with the paragraph. 

Mr. COX, And I desire to reserve the point of order on the 
section commencing on line 1, page 59, and extending down to 
and including line 23, on the same page. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except the three lines I have indicated. 

Mr. COX. No; I do not except anything. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Texas |Mr. CRAIN] desires to make a brief statement, 
and I yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. CRAIN. Under the decision of the committee or of the 


I have no objection to those lines re- 


: ° : ; . ° . > | States e be st 1 
and [ think it would be well for the Chair to dispose of the point | enh et ieee 


of order now, and let the debate take place after the reading is | 
| Sible to this office, and therefore the conditions under which the bonds were 





Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the Committeg 


| on Indian Affairs has called the attention of Congress to and made 


it possible for us to legislate with reference to bonds of certain 
States held by the United States for the Indian trust fund. 
Early in the first Administration of President Cleveland the 
Treasurer, Mr. Jordan, took up the question of the indebted- 
ness from the several States to the United States and to the In- 
dian trust fund, and I will ask the Clerk to read the following 
correspondence had upon the subject at that time, from which 
the legal status will be very clearly understood. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, May 7, 1885. 

Sir: My attention having been called to certain bonds and stocks of the 
Indian trust fund, held in custody in this office, on which principal and in- 
terest are due and unpaid, [have the honor to submit at once the accom- 
panying statement of such bonds. 


Under the act of June 10, 1876, Revised Statutes, volume 19 


page 58, trans- 
ferring the Indian trust fund from the Department of the i 


terior to the 
of the Treasurer of the United 
States to make all purchases and sales of bonds and stocks authorized by 


| treaty stipulations or by acts of Congress, when requested so todo by the 
| Secretary of the Interior, and to collect all interest falling due upon the 
| bonds and stocks so held. 


The principal and interest of a large number of these bonds have become 
due and remain unpaid, some of them for many years. 

While it is made the duty of the Treasurer, under the act, to make all pur- 
chases and sales of bonds and stocks when requested so to do by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and to collect all interest falling due without such re- 
quest, there may be a question as to the responsibility or duty of the Treas- 
erer in reference to such past-due bonds and theinterest thereon. I desire, 


| therefore, for my guidance and information (if any action is to be taken by 


this office), to..aow— 
(1) What step: are necessary to collect the principal of overdue State 


bonds, or to prevent statutes of limitation in the respective States from 
| barring any action that may hereafter become necessary. 


2. What steps are necessary to collect past-due interest on such bonds, or 


3. What proceedings should be taken where the bonds are liens upon rail- 
roads and other corporations, as in the case of some of the bonds of the State 


Formal demand has been made for the payment of certain North Carolina 
bonds and refused, and correspondence has been had with the authorities of 
States in reference to the payment of past-due bonds with similar results. 

Under section 3481, Revised Statutes United States, moneys due certain 

7 this Department and the amount applied to the 
payment of interest due. The items are set forth in the accompanying list. 
The statutes of the different States authorizing these bondsare not acces- 


issued and thefull nature ofthe liens are not known bere. 

Several of the State authorities have made propositions, authorized by 
their respective Legislatures, for the exchange of bonds at certain rates for 
those of a new issue, Which propositions could not be entertained without 
the authority of Congressional action. 

Ifit shall be held that further demands be made for the payment of over- 


| due principal, or that demands be made or suits instituted for the payment 
| of overdue interest, I respectfully ask for instructions. 


Very truly, 
C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon. DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
(Statement of bonds and stocks inclosed with letter.) 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 26, 1885. 


Sir: I have received your letter, “J.C. B.," of the 7th instant, asking for 
information respecting your duties as custodian of certain bonds and stocks 
of the Indian trust fund, under the act of June 10, 1876 

In reply I inclose herewith copy of communication, dated 22d instant, from 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, to whom your letter had been referred, stating 
his views on the subject of your inquiry* 

Very respectfully, 
C.S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 

The TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., May 22, 1885. 

Sir: By the act of June 10, 1876, the securities held by the Secretary of the 
Interior in trust for the benefit of Indian tribes were transferred to the cus- 
tody of the United States Treasurer. 

It was made the duty of this officer to collect the interest falling due 
thereon and deposit the same, and issue certificates of deposit therefor in 
favor of the Secretary of the Interior as such trustee, and to make purchases 
and sales of the securities authorized by treaty or acts of Congress when re- 
quested by the Secretary of the Interior. 

From a statement made by the Treasurer it appears that the principal 
and interest of a large number of these securities have become due and have 
remained unpaid, some of them for years. 

He asks, in view of this fact, what steps are necessary for him to take to 
collect ond gag and interest of overdue State bonds, and what procéed- 
ings should be taken where the securities are liens on railroads or other 
corporations. 

The statute to which I have referred 
Treasurer. He is to be the custodian of the bonds. He is to collect the jn- 
terest as it falls due, and he is to make purchases and sales of bonds when 
requested so to do by the Secretary of the Interior. His duties, it seems to 
me, as defined by the act, are ministerial simply. 

If the principal of the stock or bonds or the interest on the same falladue 


é 


Poem a certain responsiblity on the 














1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Q n demand made by the Treasurer of the United States, that 
fact in not Poe communicated by him to the trustee, the Secretary of the 
Ma yheket or not such suit should be brought or other proceedings taken 
to compel payment from the defaulting maker of the bonds or other securi- 
ties rests With the Secretary of the Interior, the trustee. 

Very respectfully, 
A. McCUE, 
Solicitor of the Treasury. 
Iion. DANIEL MANNING, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

This correspondence was then referred to the Secretary of the 
Interior, with the accompanying letter, the reply to which is 
herewith given: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, May 28, 1885. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of an opinion of the 
Hon. A. McCue, Solicitor of the Treasury, delivered to the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in reference to certain unpaid stocks and bonds of the 
indian trust fund, in response to a request made by myself on the 7th in- 
stant, a copy of which is also invlosed. 

If, in pursuance of this opinion, it is necessary to take any action in refer- 
ence to the unpaid principal and interest of said bonds, I respectfully ask 
for instructions in relation thereto. 

Very respectfully, 
Cc. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 7, 1885. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th 
of May last, inclosing, for the information of the Secretary of the Interior, 
as trustee for certain Indian trust funds, a copy of an opinion of the Solici- 
tor of the Treasury regarding the duties of the Treasurer of the United 
States in the matter of certain unpaid State stocks and bonds belonging to 
the Indian trust fund. 

he State bonds now belonging to the Indian trust fund which have ma- 
tured and remain unpaid are as follows: * * * 

The interest on these bonds is also due and unpaid by the States for differ- 
ent and various periods. 

The Indian trust funds were invested in these bonds by the Secretary of 
the Interior prior to 1861. The laws governing the matter at the time of 
purchase Will be found in the act of January 9, 1837 (section 2096, R.S.), and 
uct of September 11, 1841 (section 3659, R. S.). 

By the act of June 10, 1876 (10 Statutes, 58), the stocks, bonds, securities, 
etc., of the Indian trust fund were transferred tothe Treasurer of the United 
States as custodian, and it was thereafter made his duty to collect the inter- 
est theron asit became due, etc. 

The Solicitor holds in the opinion referred to that the Treasurer’s duties 
as defined by this last-named act are ‘‘ ministerial simply.” 

“Tf the principal of the stock or bonds or the interest on the same falls 
due and is not paid on demand by the Treasurer of the United States, that 
factshould be communicated by him to the trustee, the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The duty of the Treasurerin this regard ends here. Whether or not 
suit should be brought or other proceedings taken to compel payment from 
the defaulting maker of the bonds or other securities rests with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the trustee.” 

In view of this opinion, you request instructions in relation to the unpaid 
principal and interest of said bonds, ifit is necessary to take any action in 
relation thereto. 

This matter has heretofore been considered by Congress. By the act of 
March 3, 1865 (13 Statutes, 539), appropriations were made for the Indians for 
whom the nonpaying bonds were held, insums equal tothe interest then due 
andunpaid. Since that date annualappropriations have been made to meet 
the unpaid interest, not only on the bonds not yet matured, but also on those 
which have matured 

The act of March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes, 497), required: 

“That the Attorney-General of the United States shall be, and is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the condition of all funds held in trust by the 
United Statesfor said tribe (Chickasaw) and for all other tribes of Indians, 
and what proceedings should be taken for the security of the United States 
in respect to the same, and report thereon to Congress on the first Monday 
in December next.”’ 

The report of the honorable Attorney-General made in compliance with 
this lawis found in House Executive Document No. 59, Fortieth Congress, 
second session. The conciuding portion of the report is as follows: 

‘So far as the States are liable upon these, either as principal obligors 
under the bonds issued by them respectively, or as guarantors of bonds is- 
sued by private or municipal corporations, I see no ground upon which that 
liability can be enforcedeither at law or inequity. A State can be sued only 
byitsownconsent. Iam notadvisea thateither of these States has, by its own 
consent, submitted itself to suit in any court. Nor is there a case made 
here for original suits against either of these States in the Supreme Court 
of the United States under the Constitution of the United States; for whether 
we regard these bonds as belonging to the United States or to the respective 
Indian tribes, the right to bring an original suit upon them against a State 
in the Supreme Court of the United States does not exist either in favor of 
the United States or any of these Indian tribes; for neither the United 
States nor an Indian tribe is a foreign state within the meaning of the con- 
stitutional provision, and as such entitled to bring an original suit against 
a State in the Supreme Court of the United States. But if any of these 
States hold claims against the United States, it may be deemed expedient 
to exercise the right of retention and application in the nature of a set-off, 
following the precedent set by the joint resolution of March 3, 1845 (5 Statutes 
at Large, page 801). 

“This resolution is as follows: 

“*That whenever any State shall have been or may bein default for the 
payment of interest or principal on investments in its stocks or bonds, held 
by the United States in trust, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to retain the whole, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of 
the percentage to which such State may be entitled of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands within its limits, and apply the same to the pay- 
ment of said interest or principal, or to the reimbursement of any sums of 
money ——— by the United States for that purpose.’ 

‘As to the remedy upon the bonds issued by private or municipal corpo- 
rations by action at law to recover the amount due for principal or interest, 
or by proceedings in foreclosure, where the bonds aresecured by mortgage, 
or in mandamus to compel the levying of a tax by municipal corporations, 
in order to provide payment, the remedy would be the same in favor of the 
United States as in favor of any individual creditor upon the bonds. 


0365 


| “Iam ata loss to suggest any specific measure for further securit 





spect to these bonds. 
porations ma 
holders, and (¢ 


But it may happen that the indebted States and 
offer propositions for compromise favorable to the 
ongress may deem it expedient to give the Secreta: 
Interior authority to entertain, and, in the exercise of a proper di 
to agree to such propositions.” 

Sums of money found b 
ment of interest on bon 
Treasury to reimburse the United States for moneys appropriated 
of such default. 

The authorities of the State of North Carolina submitted in 1883; 
tion for the substitution of the old bonds of that State for those 
issue, authorized by act of the State Legislature. 
my predecessor on December 11, 1883, who, under the circumstances 
case, declined to accede to the proposition, stating among other 
that he doubted whether it would be proper fer the Secretary o 
to make the exchange without the grant of special legislation the 
Bills were pending in the Forty-eighth Congress whi 
plated the granting of thenecessary authority, but no law was en 


due the States in « 
om time to time covered 


the Treasur 
have been 


It was con 


The facts regarding these State bonds which have matured, as we 
upon which instaliments of interest are past due, are essentially 
or similar to those which obtained at the time of the report made 
orable Attorney-General, whose opinion and conclusion on thes 
quoted above. 

In view of the opinion of the Attorney-General, and of the 
herein set out, the Secretary of the Interior does not consider it 
or proper that any further means should be attempted with refere1 
collection of the unpaid princi 
eration until appropriate legislation therefor shall have been « 


yal and inverest of the bonds unde 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 


Extract from Treasurer Jordan's report for 1885~’S6: 


The bonds held by this office should receive the serious t 
legislative power, the greater part of these bonds having been 
vaults of the Treasury, paying no interest save such as may ha 
questered from sums due therespective defaulting States, notwith 
the fact that these States have in great part compromised with t 
tors, and are now paying interest ona portion or the whole of t 
These securities have cost the United States par, and there wou 
be no good reason why proper efforts should not be made to obtain | 
in full or effect some compromise with the insolvent States 

By a former ruling of this Department it has been held that1 
the respective defaulting States could not be seized except t 
rent interest, and that no attention should be paid to the fact that 
of default the principal had become due. 
date of October 8, 1886, each of the Secretaries and accounting of 
may be calied upon to settle the accounts of these States 
the respective States should be held by them in order that s 
be applied to the payment of the principal or interest, or bot! 
indebtedness from the Government to these States may arise 
spondence in regard to this matter is herewith submitte 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED 


The Treasurer has advise 


Sir: Referring to section 34381, Revised Statutes of the United 
viding for the retention of moneys due from the Unite i Stat 
that may be in default in the payment of principal or interes 
bonds issued by said State and held in trust by the United 
the honor to call your attention to the following States LOSé 
held in this office in trust, on which principal and interest are 
paid; and to request that payment of moneys due any o 
office advised of such action: 
iana, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia 

Very respectfully, 


hake 


withheld and this 


To the First COMPTROLLER. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INT! 


: Tam in receipt of your letter of September 10, instant 
me House bill Nv. 117, ‘‘ to authorize a compromise and settle 
State of Arkansas,’’ with the request for my opinion as to the } 
passing said bill. 

[ transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the 
Office, which contains all the facts shown by the records of 
to the claims of the State against the United States. 

[I have no information as to what amount of bond 
State of Arkansas are held by the United States in trust, or ot 
of other indebtedness arising under claims by the Government 


I would suggest that the bill be referred to the proper Depa 
certain such indebtedness. In the absenceof suchinforn l 
to express an opinion upon the merits of the bill. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH 

Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 

Chairman Committee on th 


Public Lands, House 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LA? 
Washington, dD. ¢ 
Sm: Laminreceipt by departmental reference cf Sept 
Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, chairman of the Committee o1 
of the House of Representatives, H.R. d 
ize a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkan 
quest for an opinion as to the propriety of passing the same. 
By this bill it is provided that the United States “cancel ia 
the proper officer of the State of Arkansas all the bonds and coupor 
by said State now owned or held in trust by the United St 
relinquishment by the State of all her “ 
United States for the 5 per cent fund allowances under the 
* fora portion of the distribution fund 

approved September, 1841, for indemnity under the acts app 
1855, March 3, 1857, and under this act, 
lands under the act approved September 28, 1850, not 

to the State,” and for keeping prisoners under Exe: 





claims and demands 
June 23, 1836, 


and for all ¢ 
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The records of this office disciose that the sum of $264,281.57 accrued to the 
State under the act of June 23, 1836, prior to Jtine 30, 1892, and that the sum 
of abont #310 has acerned to the State under that act during the year 1893. 
If the ruie announced by the Supreme Court, in Iowa vs. McParland (110 U. 
S. 471), relative to lands appropriated by military land warrant locations 
continues to be applied to lands taken under the homestead laws, but little 
will accrue to the State under this act in the fature; 5,531,344.10 acres have 
been entered under the homestead law, 2,263,226.92 acres have been located 
with bounty land warrants, and 880 acres with scrip. 

Prior to repeal of the act of September 4, 1841, the sum of 85,012.16 was 
found to be due the said State under that act, but no part of that amount 
lias ever been pald. No money has ever been paid and no certificates have 
ever been issued to said State under said acts of March 2, 1855, and March 3, 
1857, and itis at this time impossible to state accurately how much is due 
the State from that source as indemnity in land and money. 

On January 24, 1889, Commissioner Stockslager, after evidently careful ex- 
amination of the records of this office, furnished a statement showing that 
200,750 acres of selected swamp lands in said State had been sold for $196,- 
990, 106,560 acres had been located with warrants, and 55,529 had been taken 
under the homestead law 

Selections aggregating 8,656,312.63 acres have been made by said State un- 
der act of September 24, 1850, and of these selections approvals have been 
made amounting to 7,638,987.45 acres, leaving an apparent claim rematning 
Of 967,325.18 to be adjusted, but itis estimated that a large per cent of this 
may be included in that portion of the original claim already rejected by 
this Department or in duplicate selections. 

it is not possible for me to give at this time anything like an exact esti- 
mate of the amount of land in place now claimed under this act, as to do so 
would involve the expenditure of much time and labor, and I presume this 
report is desired as early as possible. 

Tho foregoing comprises all the facts shown by the record of this office 
relative to the claims of the State against the United States. I have no in- 
formation at my command which would enable me to estimate the value of 
the additional claim for keeping prisoners under said Executive order, or 
ofthe ‘bonds and coupons” now ownedand held in trust by the United States. 
In view of the fact that many of these claims are growing old, and their ad- 
justment and settlement is likely to be asource of much annoyance and will 
involve a large amount of labor and cost, both on the part of the State and 
of this Department, it is deemed advisable to adopt some equitable and fair 
method which would lead to a speedy and complete adjustment of the whole 
matter. 

The General Assembly of the State of Arkansas on tho 8thday of April, 1889, 
passed tho following act, fully empowering the governor to compromise and 
settle the claims of the State, to wit: 

‘Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, That the gov- 
ernor be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered to enter into negotia- 
tions with the — authorities of the United States, with a view of com- 
promising, adjusting, and settling all or any of the claims of the State of 
Arkansas that have accrued or that may hereafter accrue under existing and 
future laws and grants; and he is further authorized and empowered to 
compromise, adjust, and settle the same upon such terms and conditions as 
he may deem just and right, after having examined into all the facts in rela- 
tion thereto, the sum or sums agreed upon for such claim or claims as he may 
compromise and adjust to be applied upon the bonds of the State owned by 
the United States. The governor is fully empowered to relinquish and 
quitclaim to the United Statesany or allclaims or demands adjusted or un- 
adjusted upon the surrender to the State of such of her bonds as he may 
stipulate for in the compromise.”’ 

Lam of the opinion that Congress by appropriate legislation should vest 
in some Department of the Government ample authority to compromise and 
settle with the State of Arkansas the several claims hereinbefore referred 
to. By analogy it would seem that such authority should be committed to 
the Department of the Interior. But whether the compromise is proposed 
to be effected by a commission created directly Py Congress, or through the 
medium of agents appointed by Department, this office will be pleased to 
expedite by all means in its power a successful compromise of the oxisting 
differences. 

Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1893. 

Str: Referring to your written requestfor anexpression of my opinion as 
to the advisability of the passage of House bill 117, and to several more re- 
cent interviews on the same subject, and requesting information concern- 
ing the condition of the indebtedness of the State of Arkansas to the United 
States as shown by the records and files of the Treasury Department, Ihave 
the honor to state that some legislation by Congress seems desirable if not 
indispensible to facilitate a satisfactory settlement and adjustment of the 
complex and long-standing differences between the Government and the 
State of Arkansas growing out of their mutual claims and demands, and I 
therefore heartily approve the plan that looks to such appropriate legisla- 
tion. 

It appears to me, howevor, the bill submitted does not give sufficient 
power and discretion to the proposed contracting powers or their agents to 
cover so fair and full an adjustment of such differences as is desirable, since 
it seems to contemplate only a mutual cancellation and surrender or dis- 
charge of all claims or obligations that each may have against the other, 
without regard to balances. 

I would therefore suggest and recommend that the bill be so amended as 
in substance to authorize the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of 
the Treasury, or three such competent persons as they may select or cause 
to be selected on behalf of the United States, to fully settle, compromise, and 
adjust the differences contemplated herein with the governor of the State 
of Arkansas, or with such person or persons a3 may be authorized by the 
laws of that State to act in its behalf fn the premises. 

The accompanying statement, compiled from the files and records of this 
Department, shows approximately and as accurately as can be ascertained, 
in ali probability, until a final adjustment is had, thestateof the differences 
in question so far as they pertain to the Treasury Department. 

The more dificult matters of adjustment perhaps being those growing 
out of the claim of Arkansas against the General Government, in connec- 
tion with the public lands, you are respectfully referred to the Secretary of 
the Interior for any information connected with that branch of the subject 
of differences. 

Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. THOMAS C. McRAXE, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, 
TTouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have here the recom- 
mendation of the late Treasurer Jordan and the lamented Lamar 
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when he was Secretary of the Interior, and also the present Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury and Interior, that authority should be 
given to compromise and settle these old matters. It is per. 
fectly epparent that no settlement can be had until there is some 
appropriate legislation upon the subject. I have labored hard 
to have such legislation so far as the bonds of Arkansas are con- 
cerned, and I submit that pending such measures the proposition 
to sell her bonds is a most remarkable one. 

I can not believe that those who brought it here understood 
all the facts growing out of the complex and long-standing dif- 
ferences between the State of Arkansas and the United States. 
I desire to briefly state all the facts. The mutual claims, thouch 
complicated, ought to be understood by Congress before it passes 
any law to sell bonds against which the plea of payment is al- 
leged, and if the committee will give me attention [ will try to 
state the history of these transactions and the present status, 
so far as the State which I in part represent is concerned. Tho 
State of Arkansas, in the year 1838, borrowed from the Smith- 
sonian Institution fund, which was then in the United States 
Treasury, the sum of $538,000, and issued State bonds therefor, 
dated January 1, 1835, bearing 6 per cent interest, $500,000 of 
which were redeemable October 26, 1861, and $38,000 January 1, 
1868. 

The State ceased to pay interest on $404,000 of the above loan 
January 1, 1842; the Smithsonian Institution fund was reim- 
bursed by appropriation of Congress August 10, 1846 (9 Statutes, 
102). An adjustment made by the Secretary of the Interior with 
the State by virtue of the act of December 13, 1872 (17 Statutes, 
397), whereby certain Indian trust bonds were funded, resulted 
in the issue of State bonds to cover the indebtedness due from 
the State arising from appropriations to pay interest accrued, 
but for the payment of which the State was in default. 

The amount of interest thus appropriated for was $91,800; bu 
the United States had withheld $7,677.80 due the State for tho 
care of military convicts, and in the adjustment this sum was de- 
ducted, leaving a balance in favor of the United States on ac- 
count of interest appropriated for of $84,122.20. The State paid 
$122.20 in cash and delivered to the United States $84,000 in 6 
percents, dated January 1, 1870, redeemable January 1, 1900, 
These bonds are owned by the United States. 

Thisadjustmentalso resulted in the issue by the State of $168,- 
000 funded stock, 6 percents, dated January 1, 1870, redeemable 
January 1, 1900, and the payment of $300 in eash. These bonds 
belong to the Indian trust fund, and are a part of the bonds in- 
volved in the pending bill. 

Three thousand dollars in registered 5 per cents, dated Janu- 
ary 1, 1837, redeemable January 1, 1887, bonds of the State of 
Arkansas, were also acquired under authority of an appropriation 
made by Congress to pay Hiram R. Pitchlyn the proceeds of the 
sales of two quarter sections of land which were sold and the 
proceeds invested in the stock of the State of Arkansas, pursu- 
ant to the provisions of the eighth article of the treaty with the 
Chickasaw Indians. (10Statutes,43.) It will thus beseen thatthe 
United States holds in its own right, in all, bonds of the State 
of Arkansas, the principal of which amounts to $625,000, all of 
which are in the Treasury. 

The Treasurer of the United States, as custodian for the Sec- 
retary of the Intcrior, trustee, holds the $168,000 in Arkansas 
bonds belonging to the Indian trust fund before mentioned, and 
these are some of the bonds now soughtto be sold by the second 
paragraph of the pending section. 

No interest has been paid either on those bonds ($168,000) be- 
longing to the Indian trust fund or those held for the United 
States ($84,000) since 1874. = 

The State ceased to pay interest on $366,000 of the Smithson- 
ian Institution loan January 1, 1842; on $1,000 July 1, 1852, and 
on $133,000 July 1, 1860, and on that part of the loan redeemable 
in 1868 ($38,000) it ceased to pay interest January 1, 1842. On 
the $3,000 registered 5 per cents no interest has been paid since 
July 1, 1876. 

But the Treasury Department has retained under joint reso- 
lution, March 3,41845 (5 Statutes, 801), and section 3481, Revised 
Statutes, the sum of $204,410.75, accruing to the State under the 
act of June 23, 1836, on account of 5 per cent of the net proceeds 
of the sale of lands in the State of Arkansas. There were two 
instalments found due, but never paid to the State, under the 
distribution act of September 4, 1841 (Statutes 5, page 453); one, 
June 30, 1842, for the sum of $4,482.79, and the other, July 1, 
1842, for $529.37, making a total of $5,012.16, also held and which 
should be applied tc the bonds of the State. 

The State authorities insist, and I think properly, that the 
sums thus retained, with what is fairly and equitably due on the 
unadjusted swamp-land claim of the State, will more than pay 
what she owes on the bonds. Tho State claims and is, beyond 
question, entitled to a large cash and land indemnity under the 
acts approved March 2, 1855 (10 Stat., 634), and March 3, 1857 
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(11 Stat., 251). Nothing hasever veen allowed or credited to her Congress by the Territorial convention, which are re 
onthis account, as has been done for other swamp-land States. | following propositions are hereby offered to the Gen 
The Interior Department admits that the State has a just claim | bly of the State of Arkansas for their free acceptanc 
for both cash and land, but the amount has never been officially | tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory upon 
determined and credited on her debt. In fact, there is no law | States. They were formally accepted by the Geners! 


authorizing any such credit to be entered by the Department, and | Sothe propositions were the resultofanegotiation. [tw 
it ean not be done without legislation of the character I will pro- | contract, entered into between sovereign parties. 


pose. ; __ | item of the contract, which was accepted by the Stat: 
The Government of the United States has sold about 200,750 | obligatory upon the United States, is as follows: 
acres of swamp land, the property of the State, for which it Third. That 5 percent of the net proceeds of the sale of |: 
received thesum of $196,990, and hasalso disposed of, for land war- | the said State, and which siall be sold by Congress, from a1 
A . 7 xy ae day of July next, after deducting all expenses incident 
P rants, scrip, and homestead, 162,080 acres of otherswamp-lands, | reserved for making 
y worth at $1.25 per acre, the sum of $202,600. The State should 
therefore in common fairness be credited with the sums so re- | f i 
“a * ht inane ‘ General Assembly or Legislature of the said State, by virtue 
ceived, as of the years in which the sales were made, and should | conferred upon it by the convention which framed the « 
also be allowed $1.25 per acre for such lands as were otherwise | said State, shall provide by an ordinance, irrevocable wit 
erroneously disposed of. of the United States, that the said General Assembly of 


nm : : . iat tae ~ never interfere with the primary disposal of the soil wit 
lhe total claim on account of swamp-land indemnity is $399,590. | the United States, nor with any regulations Congress may 1 


So we have an aggregate, about which there should be no ques- for securing the title in such soll to the bona tide purcha se 
tion, of about $609,012, to 'say nothing of the contested claim for | tat no taxshall be imposed. on lands the propersy of te 
967,325 acres of swamp landsselected, and still pending before the | ana that the bounty land granted, or hereafter to be grant 
Interior Department, nor for 5 per cent of the value of lands lo- services during the Jato war shall, WEENS they continue to 
cated with land warrants and as homesteads, which if allowed ieee Of the State, whether for State, county, towns ip 
would more than double the claim of the United States. purpose, for the term of threes years from and after the date 
A large part of these swamp selections the State insists should | respectively. 
have been approved to her because the field notes show them to The State had the right to tax all the lands of 
be swamp, and the United States have agreed to settle by the field | ment as soon as disposed of, and had other rights as 
notes. The United States surveyor-general certified all of them | posal, but in consideration that she would agree n 
to be of the character contemplated by the act. The State also | with the primary disposal, nor tax nonresidents 
insists that as a matter of simple justice she is entitled to have | residents, nor to tax the property of the United Stat: 
and ought to be credited with 5 per cent on all public lands en- | granted for military services for three years afte: 
tered under the homestead J:wsand located with military bounty | the patents, either for State, county, or township | 
land warrants and scrip, estimated at the minimum price forGov- | United States agreed to pay the State 5 per cent of 
ernment lands, $1.25 per acre, but the payment now insisted upon | ceeds of the sale of lands lying within the said St 
does not depend upon the allowance of this nor is it involved in | shall be sold by Congress from and after the 15 
: the amendment I will submit. My apology for referring to it is | 1836. 
to show how strong the equities in favor of Arkansas are. Land warrants were receivable for public lands 
In 1836, when the State was admitted to the Union, there was | acre. Homesteads are granted to all settlers who 
no way of disposing of public lands except by cash sale or for | upon the payment of certain fees and five years’ con! 
warrants and scrip. The homestead law was not passed until | dence and cultivation upon the lands. This was a 
1862, and the State, with such a contract as it made, does not | proper policy for Congress, but the same necessity f 
think it just to her that the General Government should be al- | roads exists in a country settled under the homeste: 
lowed to adopt a policy that will have the effect todiminish the | settled under the pre¢mption or graduation laws. 
fund, upon which she had a right to rely, for the payment of the | lieve that this is the best disposition to make of 
bonds in question. She did not borrow the money until after | the State should not be cheated out of the 5 pere 
the United States had solemnly pledged her 5 per cent of all the | which she had contracted for and had a right 
proceeds of the public lands within her borders for making pub- | gress can be just to the State as well as generous to 
lic roads and canals. She had aright to rely upon this fund to Many of the public-land States settled prior to t! 
aid her in repaying the inoneyshe borrowed ‘The greater part | the homestead law, or principally under the pr 
of all lands disposed of in Arkansas within the last thirty years | have received large sums on such sales, but Arka 
have been given away by the United States under the homestead | tically received nothing since 1862. Upon this i 





to th 


ublic roads and canals within the sa 
the direction of the General Assembly thereof, * * * IP 
five foregoing propositions herein offered are on the cor 


at 











law, and nothing has been allowed the State for it. State ought to be credited with at least $500,000 mor 
Up to June 30, 1887, the date of the latest statement I now | has received, but I do not say that she can get it \ 
have, the aggregate of such lands taken as homesteads and with | legislation. I stand here to say for the State that 


bounty warrants and scrip was 7,795,451.02 acres. Estimating | every dollar she honestly owes on the bonds owned 
them at the minimum price fixed by the law, the State would be | right or held in trust by the United States, und: 
entitled to the sum of $487,215.65 for such lands. Thisis more | construed by the courts; but I protest against the err 
than has been allowed on all sales under the present rulings of | misleading statements here and elsewhere which r 





the Department. 7 as a defaulter until some opportunity is given her to s 
[am aware that the Supreme Court, in the 5 per cent eases The Departments have by might and power app: 


(110 United States Reports, 471), has decided that the States | their own use over $600,000 of money due the Stat 

are not entitled to the percentage on the value of the lands dis- | narrow and selfish construction of a contract chent 

posed of by the United States in satisfaction of military land | out of as much more, and it is now proposed to asix 

warrants; but in view of the very able dissenting opinion of the | extend and enlarge this fraud upon the rights of 

lamented Justice Miller, concurred in by Justice Field, and of | selling a part of the bonds which the State allec 

the fact that the question of jurisdiction was not passed upon by | honesty and fairness been paid. For nearly ten y 

the court at that time, [do not regard the question as finally | asked Congress to authorize an adjustment of all the d 

settled against the State. between the State and the United States, and I must 1 
The question of allowing the claims forsuch a percentage on | thatsomething of that kind should be done before any 

homesteads has never been presented to the court, and besides | bonds is authorized. 

the personnel of the court has very much changed since the The Treasury Department has more than once sug¢ 

land-warrant decisions were rendered. But whether this rule | some authority ought to be given to compromise, a 

will be adhered to or not, l ask, Mr, Chairman, is it right and | settle these matters. The State Legislature has 

just in a matter of sacred contract like the admission of a State | thorized the governor tomake a full settlement of all th 

into this great Union for the United States on one part to make | in dispute, and I appeal to this Congress to pass thi 

so radical a change in the disposition of the lands as to destroy | and let the settlement proceed upon the lines of ec 

the consideration passing to the State? Against the right and | mon fairness. 


objection of the State, the other party to the agreement, can the Mr. Chairman, I repeat that the proposition which 
Government honestly rely upon such an unfair and illiberal con- | submit does not require that the United States sha 
struction made by its own courts? of their rights under these bonds; the amendment doe 


This Government can, in my opinion, afford to be honest with | Congress to make a settlement; it simply provides 1 
the Statesin matters of contract and accountlike this. I believe | retary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Int: 
that it will in the end be fair, and I predict the time will come | three persons they may select, may make a scttle 
when the injustice of this ruling of the court will be corrected. | State of Arkansas and report to the next session 

The act of June 23, 1836, for the admission of Arkansas (5 Stat- | sequent Congress. That is all that is involve: 
utes, page 58), says that in lieu of the propositions submitted to | tion, and under it the whole of these matters c 
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if not settled the facts and points of difference officially ascer- 

tained and reported to us. 

I stand here now to say for Arkansas, representing a genera- 
tion of people a large part of whom had nothing to do with se- 
curing this loan and nothing to do with the other matters that 
have brought about this delay and complication, that she is ready 
and willing to pay every dollar that she honestly and justly 
owes. Through her representatives she has invited Congress 
year after year to provide some method for a settlement of 
these matters. We stand here to-day appealing to you in the 
name of fairness instead of denouncing her as a defaulter for re- 
fusing to pay interest on her bonds, which have been fully paid, 
that you give authority*to some one to make a settlement with 
her. We submit it is not manly, it is not fair, it is not honest 
to refuse to authorize such a settlement. You should make 
haste to withdraw the erroneous charges that have been pre- 
ferred against a proud and progressive people of a great State, 
and meet her upon the honorable terms proposed in my amend- 
ment. I feel that you will do so. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there can be no 
more fitting time for such just action than the 15th day of June. 
On this very day fifty-eight years ago Arkansas was solemnly ad- 
initted into this great Union upon equal terms with the other 
States, and she would like to put this old debt matter behind by 
un honorable settlement. Since that time her people have un- 
dergone many trials and afflictions; but they are as honest now 
aus they were then. She has hardships yet to encounter, 
troubles to endure, and many debts to pay; but on this the anni- 
versary of her admission as a State I promise for her and her 
people that she and they will be honest amidst it all. 

“But though they suffer, they shall triumph yet, 
or once again our State is free, 

And energy shall soon destroy 

Those gifts of dying tyranny— 

Our poverty and debts; and joy 

And hope, unfelt through many years, 

Now nerve our hearts and calm our fears."’ 

| appoal to you gentlemen to give this matter a fair considera- 
tion and vote to authorize negotiations with the State looking 
to a final settlement. When the time comes for me tooffer this 
amendment, I will propose the following in lieu of that to sell 
the Arkansas bonds. My amendment which I will print should 
follow the first paragraph of this section: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, or 
any three persons they may jointly select or cause to be selected on behalf of 
the United States, are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compro- 
mise, adjust, and finally settle with the governor of the State of Arkansas, 
or With such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of that 
State to act in its behalf, upon such terms and conditions as to them may 
seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress, as hereinafter 
provided, all or any of the differences between the Government and the said 
State growing out of and arising from the issue of certain bonds by the said 
State which are now owned in their own right or held in trust by the United 
States; the 5per cent fund which accrued to the said State under the act ap- 
proved June 23, 1836; the unpaid portion of the distribution fund which ac- 
crued to the sald State under the act ores September 4, 1841; the swamp 
and overflowed lands in place granted by the act approved September 28, 
1850,and not heretofore approved to the State; the land and money indem- 
nity due the said State under the acts approved March 2, 1855, and March 3, 
i857, and all other claims and demands of whatever kind or nature; and any 
compromise or settlement they may make with the said State shall be fully 
reported back to Congress, giving the basis thereof for its further action, 
said compromise not to be effectual and final until approved by Congress. 

| yield the remainder of my time to my colleague, the gentle- 
man from lowa|Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. PAYNE (before Mr. MCRAE had concluded his remarks). 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is debate proceeding on this 
paragraph, and not on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I would like to know how that can be 
done under the order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has once stated how it can be 
done. The order was so modified as to carry out previous ar- 
rangements in regard to debate. The debate on this question 
was included in one of those arrangements, it having been 
agreed that when this paragraph of the bill should be reached 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] should each have thirty minutes. 
That arrangement having been excepted from the operation of 
theorder, the Chair has recognized the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRA®] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not understand there was any such mod- 
ification of the order. I should like to see the order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. MCRAE resumedand concluded his remarks, and then said: 
Mr. Chairman, if I have any time left I yield it to my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. LAcry], one of my associates on the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has four 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, in the four minutes allowed me 
I can perhaps say ali that I desire to say on this question. The 
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matter which has just been discussed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas was presented to the Committee on Public Lands in 
bill 4903, on which the committee has expressed its views in yo- 
port No. 239 of the present Congress. This Indian bill proposes 
to dispose of $187,000 of trust funds of the State of Arkansas 
which are held for the benefitof certainIndians. Itis proposed 
to treat these bonds as money, to turn them into the Treasury. 
and to account for that money in some form to the Indians, ~ 

[t seems to me very proper that in this connection the condi- 
tion of accounts between the United States on the one hand and 
the State of Arkansas on the other, so far as concerns this sum 
of $187,000, should be investigated and disposed of, and that pro 
vision on this subject may properly be made on this bill. But 
the State of Arkansas can not settle with the United States 
withovt the consideration of a number of other items of account 
between the two governments; and the bill reported back by the 
Committee on Public Lands provides that a settlement shall be 
negotiated, that this settlement shall be referred back us soon 
us agreed upon to Congress, to become effective and complete 
when approved by Congress. Thus in that bill the rights of the 
Government are fully and completely preserved. 

Now, the amendment which I understand it is proposed to 
offer to this bill proposes to incorporate as part of it the bill 
which has already been reported unanimously by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. This measure, in short, simply provid 
that these two governments shall appoint commissioners, who 
shall go through the entire accountand agree upona settlement 
and report the settlement to the United States on the one hand 
and the State of Arkansas on the other. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis rather important legislation to 
be put on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LACEY. It is important legislation, but it is not at all 
complicated legislation—by no means as complicated as the legis- 
lation brought in here by the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. 
DOCKERY] upon a bill which we passed a few days ago, provid- 
ing for a reorganization of a part of the business of the Depart- 
ments—a provision upon which a point of order was made and 
overruled. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There were special reasons for that. 

Mr. LACEY. This question in regard to this sum of $187,000 
ought to be disposed of in some way. It can not be disposed of 
without a settlement with the State of Arkansas, and such a set- 
tlement ought to be provided for. Either the Governineni of 
the United States ought to take up that $187,000 as here pro- 
vided. or else the obligation on the part of the State upon tho 
bonds ought to be provided for in some way. The legislation 
proposed in connection with this subject is very simple in its 
character. It is tentative. It reserves the right of Congress 
in the future to approve or disapprove any settlement that may 
be recommended. Itseemsto meit ought to go through on this 
bill. 

A MEMBER. Has any other State a similar claim? 

Mr. LACEY. I think the State of Virginia has a somewhat 
similar claim. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DockERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment the bill (H.R. 6576) to provide 
for the closing of part of an alley in square 622 in the city of 
Washington, D. C., and for the relief of the president and di- 
rectors of Gonzaga College. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 115) for the development and encouragement of silk 
culture in the United States under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture; 

A bill (S. 168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands 
in the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural 
fair and industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, 
cargoes, etc.; 

A bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 807) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife; 

A bill (S.1717) to authorize the appointment of women as pub 
lic-school trustees in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr, O’NerL of Mas 
sachusetts in the chair. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in 1836 Congress au- 














thorized and directed the Secretary of War to invest, in the 
manner which, in his judgment, would be most safe and bene- 
ficial to the Indian trust fund, certain moneys in the Treasury be- 
longing to certain Indian tribes and all moneys that might there- 
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after be received under treaties, containing stipulations for the | 


payment to the Indians annually of interest upon the proceeds 
of the lands ceded by them. 

By virtue of the authority given in 1836 there was invested 
up to the year 1860 in State bonds the sum of $3,396,241; the 
Government was bound to pay interest to the various Indian 
tribes on this amount annually and has done so. 

In 1860, Mr. Godard Baily, who held the position of Indian ap- 
eal clerk and as such had possession of these bonds, embezzled 

70 of them, which amounted to $870,000. 

In all reports and estimates since 1860 these bonds have been 

designated as ‘‘abstract bonds.” 

Theoriginalamountof abstracted bonds was $870,000, as follows: 
Missouri 6’s $370, 000 
North Carolina 6’s........----- 357, 000 
Tennessee 6’s 143, 000 


Rd hs eta aus eee hao ae a ae ee eae 870, 000 
Belorging to— 
I a ee ys ay thks hae aa 514, 000 
Wc ral oe a err saan we Sacawapeea aun teu 77, 000 
Teaenerins, POOvies: O10; <2 55 5 in cn cdecceece. css 196, 000 
Cherokee national fund ------.--- ee” oe ae 68, 000 


15, 000 


870, 000 


Cherokee school fund 


Total 


The amounts belonging to the Delawares, Iowas, and Kaskas- | 


kias, etc., were provided for by the act of July 12, 1862 (12 Stat., 
539, 540). 
iene Ton but what became of the remaining is not known. 
(See report of committee, second session Thirty-sixth Congress, 
volume 2, page 9.) 

The abstracted bonds not yet provided for by the United States 
are as follows: 
Cherokee national fund: 


Missouri 9's _ $50, 000 


North Carolina 6’s.._......-..---.--------- 13, 000 
DION vbw aoa cusses snes wok 5, 000 


——— 368, 000 

Cherokee school fund: 
North Carolina 6's 
Tennessee 6’s 


8, OVO 
7, 000 





NE os cai ob oo wi els we Git eater see 83, 000 

There are still $83,000o0f the abstracted bonds not yet provided 
for, and upon which the Cherokee tribe is receiving interest an- 
nually. 

In addition to these abstracted bonds there are 1,277 State bonds 
which the Government is holding trust for various Indian tribes, 
and is paying thereon interest every year. 

I herewith submit a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
in regard to said bonds and the date from which interest is due. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May 7, 18)4. 
Srr: In compliance with your verba! request, I have the honor to furnish 
the following statement relative to the funds held in trust for Indian tribes. 
The bonds held are as follows: 
State of Arkansas, 6 per cent 
State of Florida, 7 per cent............... 
State of Louisiana, 6 per cent 


$168, 000. 00 
69, 000. 00 
22, 000. 00 





State of North Carolina, 6 per cent .....................2....2.-.. 41, 000. 00 
State of South Carolina, 6 per cent... ...... = - 122,000.00 
ee | ene 104, 000. 00 
State of Tennessee, 5 per cent... ..........-..-- Rin dhe taanaaiae 144, 000. 00 
Bea GE Tee, BD WO COD oon ccc oi cccee cc cece ssccccvces cose i 66, 656. 663 
State of Virginia, 6 per cent....................-.. selpiniadinheaialicieides 541, 000. 00 
United Statesissue to Union Pacitic Railroad, Eastern Division, 
UE WUE sae See nee coskescdunteccdcnn shee casgeescunp eecwiana -- 230,966.10 
NE Cukemaiiakecdbneckueen bait ig intakes Decnbede dan 1, 508, 632. 763 
The interest due on these bonds is as follows: 
STATE OF ARKANSAS. 
Bonds mature 1900, owned by Chickasaw Nation. 
a a dau abeucneons enence $139, 000. 00 
From January 1, 1877 (less $29.86), om .......................-.-... 29, 000. 00 
STATE OF FLORIDA. 168, 000. 00 
Bonds matured January 1, 1877. 
Cherokee school, from July 1, 1874, on...............-......--.--... 7,000. 00 
Cherokee national, from January 1, 1875 (less $26.09), om......._.. 10, 000. 00 
Cherokee national, from July 1, 1874, on___._......-.....-------... 2, 000. 00 
Cherokee national, from January 1, 1874, on __............-.-..... 1, 000. 00 
pi as ee? TT 27, 000. 00 
eT a ecu gt nnenaeddacccuas wooaceneds 4, 000. 00 
I ns caceceadeunesmen 18, 000. 00 
69, 000. 00 
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A limited number of those abstracted were traced to | 


15, 000 | 
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STATE OF LOUISIANA 

Bonds mature: Cherokee school, May 1, 1887; Cherokes 
May 1, 1897, 87,000 November 1, 1894; Lowa, May 1, 1897 
Interest due Cherokee national, from November |, 1831, 
Interest due Cherokee national, from May |, 1892 
Interest due Cherokee school, from May 1, 1892 (less $4) 
Interest due Iowa, from November 1, 1891 


on 


STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 


Bonds matured: Cherokee national, October 1, 1865 
1866; Lowas, $16,000 April 1, 1887, $1,000 April 1, 1889. 


Interest due Iowas, from October 1, 1860 (less six mon 
est April to October, 1868), on or et : 

interest due Cherokee national, from April !, 1861 (less s 
interest), on slnidcgatteta watiaaeaia neti 

Interest due Delawares, from April 1, 1861 (less six month 
est), on device . re 


Delay 


IX 1 


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

Bonds matured January 1, 1881. 

Interest due Cherokee national, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, It 
and from July 1, 1871, om ___-... inti Jagtesnegee 

Interest due Cherokee school, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, 186 
es PO eS 

Interest due Lowa, from July 1, 1860, to July 1, 1867, and from J 
1, 1871, on a“ a : ; 


STATE OF TENNESSEE 
Bonds matured: Chickasaw, $104,000 July 1, 1890; 
Cherokee, $125,000 January 1, 1863; Menomonee, $19,000 Janua 
Interest due Chickasaws: 
From January 1, 1861, to January 1, 1868; from January 1, 1860 
to January 1, 1874, and from July 1, 1875, on 
From January 1, 1879, on __- peice alk aobie 
From January 1, 1869 (less $19.49), to January 1, 1874, and fr 
July 1, 1875, on_... ‘ 
From January 25, 1861, on. ...___. cane 
Interest due Cherokee, froni January 1, 1861, to January | 
and from January |, 1869, on ne a sien 
Interest due Monomonee, from January 1, 1870, on 


$55, 666, 664 


STATE OF VIRGINIA. 


Bonds matured: Cherokee and Choctaw, January 1, 1894; © 
November 13, 1882. 
Interest due Cherokee school, from January 1, 4861, on ) 
Interest due Cherokee national, from January 1, 1861, to Januar 

1, 1867; from January 1, 1870, and 2 per cent January |, 1867, to 

to January 1, 1870, on - 


| Choctaw, from January 1], 1831, to January 1, 1857, on 


UNITED STATES. 
Bonds mature July 1, 1898. 


Interest due from January 1, 1894, on 
Very respectfully, 


HOKE 

Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, Hlouse of Representatives. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It appears from this stat 
of the $3,396,241.82 invested under the act of 1836, | 
held for the various Indian tribes the sum of $1,277,' 
upon which the United States is paying interest cach y: 
receiving no interest from the States. 

The baiance of the $3,396,241.82 has been, 80 far us 
tribes are concerned, provided for, and an amount eq 
sum held in trust for the tribes, except those shown ins 


SMIT! 


sere 


| ment, has been placed to their credit, or they hav: 








paid by the Government; but a large number of th 
still held by the United States. 

The Arkansas bonds were purchased with the funds b 
to the Indians February 27, 1839, and no interest was 
1873, when the State funded its bonds and the unpaid 


| the Arkansas bonds now held in trust amount to $16 
| unpaid interest May 1, 1894, amounted to $170,550, m 
| total of $338,550, 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
these bonds came to be funded in 1873. By an act of § 
passed December 13, 1873, it was provided as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Department of the I 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue at once and d¢ 
secretary of the State of Arkansas the full amount of colleges 
150,000 acres, and 90,000 acres to the secretary of the board of trust 
Florida State Agricultural College of the State of Florida, as pro 
in said act, to be used and appropriated to and for the purpose 1d 
in said act specified, and none other: Provided. That no scrip as 
shall be delivered to the authorities of the State of Arkansa 
State shall have made some satisfactory arrangement by which th« 
said State, principal and interest, now held by the United Stat: im 
trustfunds shall have been funded in new bonds authorized to 


| said State for this purpose. 


The Florida bonds were purchased October 4, 1857, a 


| amount now held in trust is $69,000; the unpaid interest Ma 


1894, amounted to $97,538.33, making total of $166,538.33 
The Louisiana bonds were purchased October 4, 1857, and 
amount now held in trust is $22,000; the unpaid interest 
1894, amounted to $2,120, making a total of $24,120. 
The North Carolina bonds were purchased October 4, |> 
amount now held by the United States in trust is $41,000; th 
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unpaid intera 
of $121,665.11. 

One hundti 
sec bonds were 


st amounted to $80,665 May 1, 1891, making total 


purchased July 21, 1836; $66,666.66% were pur- 
chased March %}, 1837; $19,000 were purchased April 13, 1853, and 
$104,000 were purchased in October, 1851. Theamountnow held 
in trust is $314,666.66. The unpaid interest amounted to $501,- 
115 on the Ist day of May, 1894, making a total of $815,781.66%. 

The South Carolina bonds were purchased February 4, 1858, 
and the amount now held in trust is $122,000. The unpaid in- 
terest May 1, 1894, amounted to $193,926.66%, amounting in all 
to $815,926. 668. 

The bonds of the State of Virginia held in trust for Indian 
tribes were purchased July 9, 1860, and amounted to $541,000; 
the unpaid interest on these bonds (up to May 1, 1894) amounted 
to $827,600, making a total of $1,368,600. 

It will be seen that the State bonds of the seven States above 
mentioned, with the unpaid interest, which are held by the 
United States in trust for the Indian tribes, amount to the enor- 
mous sum of $3,151,181.66§%. 

[ am informed that a demand has been made every year since 
1874, upon the various States, for the payment of the interest 
due on the Indian trust fund bonds, but they have not paid. 

In response to a letter addressed to the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury, I am informed that— 

The uniform reason given by the different States for not paying their bonds 
when due, is the want of funds and the absence of any provisions of law au- 
thorizing the same. 

Several States whose bonds are past due have statutes providing for the 
refunding of their indebtedness; but no action has been taken under these 
refunding statutes in reference to the bonds held for the Indian trust fund. 

It will be seen that the States mentioned have been inno haste 
to pay the interest as it became due. - 

Neither have they expressed any desire to pay the bonds. 

These States shoal be made to-pay their indebtedness to these 
tribes and to the United States. There isno reason for this long 
delay in the payment. Other States have paid their obligations 
and these States should be compelled to do so. 

The committee having charge of this bill thought it-would be 
a goed plan to-pincertortite credit of each tribe the amount of 
money invested by the Government. in these bonds in trust for 
said tribes, and then to sell the bonds with accumulated interest 
to the highest bidder for not less than their face value, as pro- 
vided in section 2. 

The objection of the several States to this section is not sound; 
they can set off no claim they may have against the United 
States against these bonds, for they belong to the Indian tribes 
and not to the United States. And therefore the objection of 
the gentleman on the other side to the sale of the trust-fund 
bonds is not good. ‘There can be no legal set-off against them. 
The Government of the United States does not own them. 
They belong to the Indian trust funds, belong to the various 
Indian tribes. The States can not set up any claims they may 
have against the United States as a set-off against these trust 
funds. 

Why do not these States do as the other States have done? 
The other States that had claims against the United Statesand 
the United States held certain of their bondsin trust for the 
Indian tribes, paid off their bonds and then urged their claims 
against the United States. 

Many members of the committee believe this action by Con- 
gress will bring about a settlement in a very short time, and that 
such a section will enable the Government. to dispose of said 
bonds without loss, and should it prove a success it will furnish 
a good way to dispose of the remainder of the bonds which orig- 
inally belonged to the Indian trust fund, but which Congress 
has at different times made appropriations to pay the Indian 
tribes the amount of money invested in them for their benefit. 

These bonds with unpaid interest amount to several hundred 
thousand dollars, and are still held as the property of the United 
States. 

‘The following is a list of the bonds which Congress have been 
providing for by the United States, but which the States have 
not paid, and Task the Clerk to read a communication which I 
send to the desk from the Treasury Department bearing upon 
this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE TREASURER, 
Washington, D. C., May 28, 1894. 
Sim: Inreply to your letter of the 25th instamt, In reference to the bonds 


owned by the United States which formerly belonged to the Indian. trust 
fund, I have to furnish you the following information: 


State bands belonging to the United States formerly belanging tothe-Ind@ian trust 
Fund. 


Arkansas, 887,000, interest due-at 6 per cent on $84,000 from January 1, 1874; 
interest due at 5 per cent on $3,000 from July 1, 1876. 

Florida, 890,000, interest due at 7 per cent on aie from January 1, 1862; 
interest due at 7 per cent on $21,000 from July 1, 1 
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and twenty-five thousand dollars of the Tennes- | 
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Louisiana, $!5,000, interest due at 6 per cant on $10,000 from October 1 1873: 
interest due at 6 per cent on 5,000 from November 1, 1873. on 

North Carolina, $20,900, interest due at 6 per cent on $13,000 from October 1 
1971; interest due = »srcenton =a oem April 1, 1861, ae 

South Carolina, $3,000, interest due at yer cent from July 1, 1860, 

1, 1867, and from July 1, 1871, to date. , . so duly 

Tennessee, £21,000, interest due at 5 percent on $15,000from J anuary 1, 1869; 
interest due at 5 per. cent on $3,000 from January 1, 1870; interest due at’ 5 per 
cent on $2,000 from January 1, 1872; interest due at5 per cent on $1,000 from 
January 1, 1879. 

Virginia, 853,890, interest due on 241,800 from January 1, 1801, to January 1 
1867, at 6 per cent; from January 1, 1867, to January 1, 1870, at 2 per conk a2 
per cent having been paid), and from Jauuary 1, 1870, to date at 6 per cent: 
interest due on $12,000 at 6 per cent from January 1, 1861. , 

In addition to the foregoing there is belonging to the United States 538,000 
Arkansas bonds which formerly belonged to the Smithsonian Institution. 
On these bonds interest is due at 6 per cent as follows; On $133,000 from July 
1, 1860; on $404,000 from January 1, 1842; and on $1,000 from July 1, 1852. 

The States of Virginia and Arkansas, in addition to the reason of no funds, 
also claim as a ground for refusing payment that the United States is in- 
debted to them. 

Respectfully, yours, 
D. N. MORGAN, 
Treasurer United Slates. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. [ am informed by the gentleman 
from Florida that the same claim is made on the part of that 
State. 

It will be seen that the States have neglected to pay the in- 
terest upon these bonds, the same as they have upom the bonds 
which belong to the Indian trust funds. 

The State of Arkansas is in very poor situation to object to a 
disposition of these bonds. 

oney belonging to the Indians was invested in Arkansas 
bonds: in 1839; the State paid interest until January 1, 1842, and 
paid no interest from that date until 1873, when the bonds of 
said State, principal and. interest, held by the United States as 
Indian trust funds, was: funded in order to obtain certain col- 
lege serip. 

The State paid interest until January 1, 1842, and paid none 
from thattime until 1873, when the bonds of that State, princi- 
pal and interest, held by the United States as Indian trust funds, 
were funded in order to obtain the college scrip heretofore men- 
tioned. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the gentleman is. mistaken as: to the 
college scrip, and I know that the gentleman misrepresents. me 
when he seeks to put me in the attitude of opposing the propo- 
sition to credit the Indians with face value of the bonds. I[ have 
said that I was in favor of that proposition, and commended the 
Committee on Indian Affairs for taking hold of this. matter in 
this way. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I am glad to hear the gentleman 
favors the proposition. I am not mistaken about the college 
scrip, as I have had the law read in regard to it. 

Mr. McRAE. AllI desire is to secure an amendment to au- 
thorize the Treasury and Interior Departments to make settle- 
ment with the State as to all matters of difference. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I am glad the gentleman wants to 
settle even this late, but my time is limited and I decline to 
yield further. 

The bonds were funded in 1873, butthere has been no interest 
paid and the State is still in default for interest on said bonds, 

An examination of the bonds held by the United States shows 
that there are now $168,000, on which no interest has been paid 
since 1873; really none since 1842. 


This amount, with accrued interest, still belongs to 
the Indian Trust Fund, and principal and interest 
now amount to 
They can make no set-off againgt this as it belongs 

to the Indians. 

There is also $87,000 in the bonds of this State that 
formerly belonged to the Indian Indian trust fund, 
but now belongs to the United States. No interest 
has been paid on. $84,000 since 1874, and none on 
$3,000 since 1876. Principaland interest amount to. 

And there is belonging to the United States $538,000 
Arkansas bonds which formerly belonged to the 
Smithsonian Institution; the principal and interest 
now amounts to 


$338, 550 


Taking out the amount belonging to the Indian trust fuhd, 
$338,550, leaves $2,278,000, 

The State may set off against it, if it has any legal claim against 
the United States. It.surely has none against the Indian trust 
funds. 

There is arother thing that I wish to call attention to. Is. it 
not a very poor claim that they must rely for its — upoh 
the fact that because there has been a change in the United 
States Supreme Court they hope the court may an jhe 
former decision of that court? If the Supreme Court? th 
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United States has held, as the gentleman said, that a partof their 
claim was not a legal claim against the United States, I do not 
see how they can ask Congress to hold it to be good because 
they hope that the court may decide it to be a legal claim now 
when formerly it decided against it. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘The gentleman misunderstood my argument 
entirely. That was outside of the claim altogether. I had al- 
ready shown that the indebtedness of the United States to the 
State for claims about which there can be no question equaled 
the aggregate of that of the State, and the 5 per cent claim is 
outside and above it. I was simply making that argument to 
show how strong the equity in the claim of the State is. There 
is nothing in my amendment overruling the decision in the ‘5 

yer cent cases.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You claimed to the committee that 
if you could get a chance to settle that the claim would be up- 
held, because the court had been reorganized. I have not seen 
the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman misunderstood me entirely. 
While Ideny the correctness of the decision, the payment claimed 
does not depend on that. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, if these States 
have aclaimagainst the United States at all, it will be paid just 
as the claims of the other States have been _— But why do 
they, the seven Southern States, or rather the two, not pursue 
the same course in regard to the adjustment of their ciaims that 
was pursued by the State of Kansas and Pennsylvania and other 
States? The United States Supreme Court has held that cer- 
tain of these claims have nofoundation infact, and are not just. 
I repeat, then, it is a poor claim that must depend upon a re- 
versal of the former opinion of the court, simply because there 
has been a change in the court. Now, all the second section 
provides for is a sale of the bonds that belong to the Indian trust 
fund. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him a moment? Does not the gentleman know that 
the Treasurer of the United States and the Secretary of War 
have both reported that the United States owes the State of 
Florida over $200,000 of principal and interest away beyond our 
bonds held by the Government, and we have not been able to 
get it paid? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I stated to the committee that the 
gentleman from Florida claimed that there was an offset against 
the United States similar to that claimed by the State of Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. 
so reports. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Therecan be no legal set-off against 
these trust funds. And let me ask in this connection why were 
the bonds of Ariansas funded? There is nouse talking; gentle- 
men should not ask to have a set-off or ask that the Indian trust 
fund be held back and not settled simply because they pretend 
to have some ciaim against the United States. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that their conduct shows beyond all question they 
have no legitimate claim against the United States. 

The time has come when this matter should be settled, and 
the sooner itis settled the better it will be for all concerned. 
There can be no possibie excuse forfurther delay. If the States 
can not pay then they should at least settle with the Govern- 
ment and fund their indebtedness by issuing new bonds. Other 
States have paid their indebtedness, and why not these States? 
If this section does not have the desired result, then the officers 
of the Government should be directed by Congress to take the 
ee steps to collect the amount due on these bonds. [Ap- 
plause. | 


[Mr. SWANSON withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 


The Treasurerof the United States 


See Ap- 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a few remarks in 
reply to the gentleman from Kansas, who, inspeaking of the in- 
debtedness of Virginia to the Federal Government, or rather, I 
should say to this Indian trust fund, said that that State should 
be compelled to pay her honest debts. 

In reply I say yes; but the obligation upon Virginia to pay 
her debts is not stronger than is the obligation upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to pay its debts and to deal fairly 
with all, and I undertake to say that if the members of this 
House will take the trouble to inform themselves what the prop- 
osition is that we are discussing, every gentleman within the 
gound of my voice will agree that to carry it out would be un- 
conscionable. Whatisit? Itis to take the bonds of my State 
= ~ them. How did the Government get possession of those 

onds? 

In 1860, as was stated by the gentleman from Kansas, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States took $581,000 from the Indian 
trust fund; if that was improper it was the act of the Govern- 
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ment of the United States and not of Virginia. ‘| 
ment took $581,000 of that trust fund and transfer 
State, and took in exchange interest-bearing bond 
to which this section alludes and which it is propo 
How stood the account between Virginia and tho N 
ernment at that date? Atthattime the Federal G 
owed the State of Virginia over $1,000,000; $339,212 

and over $700,000 interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend tell me when it 
Government finally settled with Virginia? 

Mr.WISE. ‘The indebtedness of which I speak sti 

Mr.HOLMAN. Did not the Government settle wit ‘ 
when it settled with Maryland? 

Mr. WISE. On what account did the Federal Go 
owe that money to the State of Virginia? The d 
origin in the expenditure by the State of Virginia of 
moneys for military purposes during the war of IS12 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did it happen, then— 

Mr. WISE. I decline to be interrupted. Moneys w 
vanced at the same time by Massachusetts, New \ 
land, Pennsylvania, Delaware, South Carolina, and 1 
Baltimore—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And we have paid them all off. 

Mr. WISE. Money wasadvanced by all these States is 
Government has paid Massachusetts, Maryland, and others 
but there has never been a settlement with Virginia, 
find in the reports on this subject in every Congress for the lust 
thirty years. Jt thus appears that the Federal Govern thas 
been indebted to my State for nearly one hundred yeur: 
count of advances made in the prosecution of a war with Gr 
Britain. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, the proposition is submitted | 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be clothed with thea 
to sell her interest-bearing bonds, which were obtained as ve 
explained, and now constitute a part of this Indian trust fund. 

Instead of the perpetration of such a foul wrong upon one of 
the States of the Union, fair dealing and honesty alike re 
a settlement in accordance with the principles of justice an 
equity. There is nota Representative within the sound 
voice who, if familiar with the facts of this case, wil! eve 
to put into this Indian appropriation bill such a provisiou 
that. 

If you do not mean to pay, then, in the name of God, 
resort to this trick in order to make complications in n 
Virginia’s indebtedness has been settled with her bo 
and it is not fair or just that the Government should ta 
action as is here proposed. 

But, gentlemen, I have not stated all. I[ have only s 
the indebtedness of the National Government on accou 
vances for the war of 1812. My colleague [Mr. Swan 
alluded to the fact that the United States owes Virgin 
000, advanced after the Revolutionary war for the erect 
Capitol in which we sit. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the act penned by John } 
the first and greatest Chief Justice of the United 5S: 
was then a memberof the General Assembly of Virginin 
by which was advanced to the Federal Government 
more than one hundred years ago, to be applied towa y 
public buildings. This money has never been returned to 
emphasize the fact that this was an advanee, when tha 
under consideration in the General Assembly of \ 
word ‘‘ grant” had been inserted in its title by mist 
stricken out upon the motion of Judge Marshall, and 1 
‘*advance ” was substituted. 

Yet, notwithstanding these facts are staring us in 
the gentleman from Kansas gets up here and tells | ) 
ought to make—make—Virginia pay her debts! I s 
I said in the beginning, that the obligation is no gr 
the State of Virginia to pay her honest debts than it 
the Government of the United States. No conscientio 
est Representative knowing the facts as I have stated 1 
vote for such a proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, if the point of order raised by the g 
from Tennessee shoula not be sustained, as I think it ou to 
be under the rules, then I call upon gentlemen upon les 
to vote to strike out this provision of the bill and let th 
tion remain as it is until the National Government is r 
come. up and treat cn honest, fair terms for the settlement o 
account between my State and the National Government 
ask for no generosity; only justice. [Applause.] 

Mr. Cox addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee 4 
makes a point of order against these two paragraphs 01 ), 
Under the order the Chair will hear the gentleman for ! 
utes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


This is a most int 
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question, involving considerable to various States. I ask unani- 
mous consentof the committee that the debate proceed for thirty 
minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House has adopted for the guidance 
of the committee a rule fixing the time for debate; and the com- 
mittee can not set that aside. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
the Whole 
consent, 

The CHAIRMAN. Itcan not set aside an order of the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We did set aside an order of 
the House. 

Mr. TRACEY and others. Regular order! 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The order of the House was a 
very peculiar one. 

The CHALRMAN. 
will proceed. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, upon this question I have yielded as 
far as I could to the Representatives from Arkansas and Virginia 
as much time as they desired. I now wish to occupy only a few 
moments. 
which has been raised and which the Chair is now called upon 
to decide. It arises upon two paragraphs on page 59, and the 
point I make is that the provisions embraced in these para- 
graphs are entirely new legislation. I submit that these two 
a -the first charging these bonds over against the 

Jnited States as an obligation of the United States, and the sec- 
ond, providing for taking these bonds and putting them on the 
market for sale—I submit that these two provisions are entirely 
new legislation. That is the point of order. 

Now, when you come to the words in line 14— 

For the payment of interest on said bonds for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, $78,320 

I do not think my point of order reaches that. I think those 
words ought to be included in the bill. But outside of those 
lines, 14, 15, and 16, every line of that provision is new legisla- 
tion, and I do not suppose the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs would dispute it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will remember that when 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] reserved the point 
of order against these two paragraphs, he then asked unanimous 
consent to exempt these three lines quoted by the gentleman 
from Tennessee from the point of order. 

Mr. COX. That is right; and I said that the gentleman from 
Ohio was entirely correct, on an examination, to exempt these 
lines. The rest of it, however, is clearly subject to the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will also modify the point 
of order he is now making to exempt these three lines? 

Mr. COX. Exactly; to conform to the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Ohio; so that the point of order goes to the 
whole of these two paragraphs, except the three lines 14, 15, 
and 16, up to the word “ dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, these three can only be ex- 
empted from the point of order by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the point of order being made, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, except as to the three lines of the 
second paragraph on page 59, lines 14, 15, and 16, which the 
Clerk will read? 

The lines were again read. 

Mr. COX. These are the lines exempted from the point of 
order. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is the point of order raised on the 
section, except these three lines? 

The CHAIRMAN, That is correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I desire to be heard on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

Mr. COX. I do not desire to insist on any more time, but it 
is a very strange thing that the gentleman from Virginia, the 

entleman from Arkansas, and the gentleman from Florida have 

iscussed the whole merits of this question, and Tennessee 
should be excluded. Therefore I ask five minutes in the dis- 
cussion on the merits, in so far as it affects the State of Ten- 
nessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to state to the gentle- 
man that the time which has been allowed to the gentleman from 
Arkansas the gentleman from Kansas, and the gentleman from 
Florida was allowed by the committee before debate begun under 
the five-minute rule. And it was granted by unanimous con- 
sent. Under the order adopted by the House ten minutes only 
can be allowed to debate a point of order. The Chair has given 
the first five minutes of the ten to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and if the chairman of the committee does not desire to occupy 
the other five, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kansas. 


[I thought the Committee of 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
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might do whatever it agreed to do, by unanimous | 


l‘irst, I want to address myself to the point of order | 


JUNE 


15, 


Mr. COX. I understand, then, that so far as Tennessee is con- 
| cerned, she is confined to five minutes, when Virginia and Arp- 
| kansas and Florida have an hour? 

Mr. MCRAE. Because the gentleman asked no such } rivi- 
lege at the time we did. He made no request for any time, and 
therefore his reflection on those of us who did is not just. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisone of parliamentary procedure. If [| 
understand correctly, the point of order raised now expressly 
excepts lines 14, 15, and 16 on page 59? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
the provision. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, shall occupy only a 
part of the five minutes and be very glad toyield whatever time 
remains to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

I tuke it, Mr. Chairman, that if there had ever been enacted 
a statute authorizing the sale or disposition of these bonds, and 
itis still in force, that then section 2 is in order, and I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to the act of April 1, 1880, which 


It only puts us to the trouble of reoffering 


| provides as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to de- 
posit in the Treasury of the United States any and all sums now held by 
him, or which may hereafter be received by him, as Secretary of the Interior 
and trustee of various Indian tribes, on account of the redemption of United 
States bonds, or other stocks and securities belonging to the Indian trust 
fund, and all sums received on account of the sale of Indian trust funds or 
on account of the sales of stocks lately purchased for temporary invest- 
ment. * 


Now, here is an act of Congress directly authorizing the sale 
of these bonds, because they are the only ones that are held in 
trust, and it directs what shall be done with the funds received 
from their sale. All that is attempted in section 2 is to provide 
how said bonds shall be sold and in what way the sale shall be 
made; that is, by advertising, and to the highest bidder, for not 
less than their face value. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas to the fact that the second section refers 
specifically to nonpaying State bonds or stocks, and the law to 
which the gentleman has referred makes nospecial reference to 
them. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. While it does not name them, they 
are the bonds meant, because they are the only bonds held in 
trust for the Indian tribes and they are described as nonpaying 
bonds or stocks, because the States have been failing to pay in- 
terest, and that is the reason they are so described in that sec- 
tion; and this act authorizes the sale of those stocks, which are 
the ones that we attempt in this section to have sold, and the 
only ones. They are the only bonds that belong to the Indian 
trust fund, and they are the ones that are provided for by the act 
of April 1, 1880. 

Here the hammer fell. ]} 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this point of order is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. MCRAE. I want to say that { think the gentleman from 
Kansas is correct. These are the bonds referred to, and! think 
the point of order should be overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this is new leg- 
islation, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentaryinquiry. Be- 
fore we commence reading the bill, I wish to say that on day be- 
fore yesterday there was an amendmentoffered by my colleague 
[Mr. DOOLITTLE], which it was.asked might go over until the 
chairman of the committee could have a meeting of the commit- 
tee, or obtain some information. Under the rule that weare now. 
operating under, when will it be proper to have that matter 
come up: 

The CHAIRMAN. After the reading of tha bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
ceeding some time, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Mr. Chairman, the Clerk has now read 
down to page 77. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the 
names of the Indians who subscribed to this agreement, all from 
line 11, page 77, to line 23, page 92, be omitted. These pages 
embrace the names of the Indians who subscribed to this agree- 
ment and the various certificates of authentication. I suggest 
that those pages be omitted. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I object. 
the order of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One minute, Mr. Chairman——~ 

Mr.MARSH. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, Having 
proceeded for some time, 





After pro- 


We can not change 
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Mr. MAHON said: I ask unanimous consent that all those 
names be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman. from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] renews the request that the names of the Indians sign- 
ing this petition be omitted by the Clerk. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading | 
of these Indian names in the treaty. Isthere objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The Chair will recollect that 
I called his attention to that matter in the early part of the read- 
ing of this bill. There is not ahuman being on earth who could 
read them so that anybody could understand, and I will not ob- 
ject. 

‘The Clerk, omitting the reading of the signatures, proceeded 
with the reading of the bill. Having read the first paragraph 
on page 94, 

Mr. McRAE said: A parliamentaryinquiry. Should a point 
of order be made before a paragraph is read, or after? 

The CHAIRMAN, At the conclusion of the reading of the 
paragraph. 





Mr. MCRAE. I desire to make a point of order to the second 
paragraph on page 94. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Second. That the lands by said agreement ceded to the United States 
shall, upon proclamation by the President, be opened to settlement, and 
shall be subject to disposal only under the homestead and town-site laws 
of-the United States (except section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, which 
shall not apply), excepting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in 
each Congressional township, which shall be reserved for common-school 
purposes anc be subject to the laws of the State of South Dakota: Provided, 
That each settler on said lands shall, before making final proof and receiv- 
ing acertificate of entry, pay to the United States, for the land so taken by 
him, in addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $3.75 per acre, one- 
half of which shall be paid within three years from the date of his original 
entry; but the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors, 
as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, sha!l not be abridged except as to the sum to be paid as 
aforesaid: Provided, however, That each settler shall be limited to 80 acres 
in amount, but after the expiration of six months from the opening of said 
jand to settlement, may take an additional 80 acres from any of the lands of 
said tract then subject to entry: And provided further, That after three 
years’ actual and continuous residence upon said land from date of settle- 
ment, the settler shall, upon full payment of $3.75 per acre, receive patent 
for the tract entered: Provided, That settlement shall be made under this 
act within thirty days from date of filing on land. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, that paragraph changes the 
public land laws of the United States, is new legislation, and 
contradicts the very treaty that it confirms. Article 8 of the 
treaty provides that surplus lands shall be disposed of under the 
existing land laws of the United States. This paragraph of the 
bill which has just been read involves new land legislation, and 
I have always contended and now insist that while all the 
treaties that can possibly be should be ratified, yet I do not want 
a separate land system for every reservation that is opened. It 
is vicious and makes a great deal of trouble and allows fraud in 
many cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
or any member of the committee care to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose as a matter of fact 
that the provisions which have already been read are subject to 
the same objection as this particular section. The legislation 
is founded on a treaty or an agreement with an Indian tribe. I 
suppose thet at the present time these are regarded as agree- 
ments or as vontracts between an Indian tribe and the United 
States. They were formerly treated as a treaty, and stood on 
the same footiig as a treaty with a foreign nation, until about 
fifteen years ago. 

Since that time they have been considered as contracts, requir- 
ing the action of both Houses of Congress. Prior to that time 
they were ratified in the Senate, after they had been negotiated 
by the President, just the same as a treaty which had been ne- 
gotiated with a foreign nation. This is the ratification of an 
agreement between an Indian tribe and the United States, and 
it involves a modification of the treaty or the provisions of the 
agreement; as, for instance, the agreement provides that the 
money is to be placed to the credit of this Yankton band, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 5 per cent. That is above the rate we 
have been paying of late years; and therefore it is proposed to 
modify this agreement so as to reduce the amount of interest to 
4 per cent, as of late years we have never paid more than 4 per 
cent. 

There are all through this ratification changes in the terms 
of the agreement; and I admit that in the particular section 
referred to, thereis a proyision that modifies the landlaw. The 
resent law, the act of March, 1891, provides for a residence of 
ourteen months to the extent of a quarter section of land. 
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This provision contemplates a homestead of 80 acres, i! 
of 160 acres, except that after a period of six months aft 
land has been opened, if the land is not taken up, a settl 
enter an additional 80 acres, making 160. In this respect t ’ 
is a change made in the law now inforce. There is also 
vision extending the time of commutation from fourteen ! 
to three years;.and I do trust that my friend from Arkans 
not object to that. The homestead law of 1862 contem} 
residence of five years. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what paragra 
gentleman makes his point of order on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To the second paragraph. 

Mr. MCRAE. If I could make it toa part of it I might 
but [ made it to the whole of the paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He made it to the whole of the second 
graph. 

Mr. MCRAE. Not in reference to the bonds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to eall 
tention of the Chair to the fact that this legislation is | 
an act of Congress providing for negotiations with the 
dians for the cession of their lands and taking a portion o 
lands in severalty. It is based on an act of Congress, and 
all the circumstances it seems to me it comes within the : 
it is carrying out an agreement made under an act of Con 
and it modifies that agreement and refers the subject | 
the Indians. I did not think of this point being raised. or 
would have had the law; but I would be very glad if the « 
will see the law under which this agreement was made «in 
which this legislation is founded before deciding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gent 
from Indiana that the point of order, as stated by the 
man from Arkansas, is that it changes the existing law und 
which this treaty was made between the Yankton tribe 
commissioner of the United States. Article 8 says that 
the ratification of this agreement by Congress these lands s! 
‘*be offered for sale through the proper land office, to be « 
posed of under the existing land laws of the United States,” « 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana admits, as the Chair und 
stands, that this is a modification of the existing laws of the 
United States, and that in that respect it differsfrom the treaty 
which has been agreed upon between the tribe and a comn 
sioner of the United States. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Itisnotonly with reference to that provisi: 
if the Chair please, and not only with reference to that art 
of the treaty, but here all the articles are modified and sent bi 
to the tribe. The Chair will have to consider the existing law 
authorizing these negotiations so as to see whether this comes 
within the inhibition-— 

Mr. PICKLER. Call the attention of the Chair to the words 
‘‘as modified,” on page 93, Mr. HOLMAN, and to see whether 
that is subject to the point of order? If it is new legislatio: 
not included by the existing law, why the point of order is we 
taken. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, in theline 
of his argument, I desire to call his attention to the 
allotment act,” which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to do certain things by or between the Government and India 
For instance: 

And provided further, That at any time after lands have been allot 
all the Indians of any tribeas herein provided, or sooner ifin the 0; 
the President it shall be for the best interest of said tribe, it shall be 
for the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with such tribe for the 
chase and release by said tribe, in conformity with the treaty o1 
under which such reservation is held, of such portions of its reservat 
not allotted as such tribe shall from time to time consent to sell i i 
terms and conditions as shall be considered just and equitable betwee 
United States and the said tribe of Indians, which purchase shall 1 


complete until ratified by Congress, and the form and manner of exe: 
such release shall also be prescribed by Congress. 


rT 
vener 
pene 


Now, the position of the gentleman from Indiana, chairn 
of the committee, as I understand it, is that all of this proceed- 
ing is in line with existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In line with existing law. 

Mr. HERMANN. And this law authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to enter into negotiations with these Indians. 

This particular paragraph includes matter which forms the 
substance of an agreement with the Indians, modified by these 
proceedings on the part of Congress, and therefore it is in line 
with existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is an important provision and the ques- 
tion which it raises is applicable to some other provisions of the 
bill. I therefore suggest to the Chair that this second clause 
page 94 be passed over for the present until we can look up t 
statute. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
present law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the objection of 
the gentleman from Arkansas to ke tothe proviso beginning in 


> 


Nearly-all of this section is a recital of the 
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line 9, page 95, and extending down to and including the word 
‘entry,’ in line 14, 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir. I make the point of order against 
the second subdivision of this section, because it can not be 
amended. If I could submit my amendments now I think I 
could make it conform substantially to the land laws, but as I 
can not do that, I am compelled to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will 
agree to let that go over also. 

Mr. MCRAE. 
the understanding that the point of order is still pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending, of course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two other provisions that cover 
the same ground. 

Mr. McRAE. 
paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[make the same point of order on the next 


Third. That any person who was not the owner of land in any State or 
Territory of the United States at date of passage of this act may make an 
entry of the lands open to settlement under the provisions of this act, al- 
though said person may have heretofore made an entry under the pro- 
visions of the homestead law: Provided, That said person is not otherwise 
disqualified. 

fr. McRAE. I make tho point of order on that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the gentleman 
let that go over too. 

Mr. McRAE. That is satisfactory to me, with the same un- 
derstanding as in the other ease. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fourth. That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior shall prescribe rules and regulations to procure the ratification 
by said Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians to the changes in said agreement, as 
provided for in section 1 of this act, and shall without delay, upon the agree- 
ment of said Indians to said changes, under such regulations as he may pre- 
seribe, open said lands to settlement, provided the settlers upon said land 
shall be required to pay 75 cents per acre at the time of filing upon same: 
Provided, That the proclamation of the President opening said lands to set- 
tlement, as provided in section 3 of this act, shall be issued within thirty 
days after the ratification of the changes insaid agreement by said Indians, 
as provided in section | of this act, and that said proclamation shall be is- 
sued giving at least sixty days’ notice of the date said lands will be open to 
settlement. 

Mr. MCRAE. I make the point of order on that also. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this paragraph also 
will go over until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
there is aduplication inthe printed bill, beginning on line 10, page 
108, and extending down to and including line 19, page 116. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thecommittee are aware of that. Thatisa 
mere blunder of the Printing Office. 

The Clerk continued the reading, and read the bill down to the 
word ‘‘ Congress,” line 23, page 127. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. O’NrErL of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consid- 
eration a bill (H. R. 6913), the Indian appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment 
of the claim of Thomas Rkys Smith for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MAGUIRE, indefinitely, on public business. 
To Mr. MALLORY, until Monday next, on account of sicitness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of A. J. Bloom, Fifty-second Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

RECESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, under the rule a recess 
is taken at 5 o'clock until 3 p.m. If there be no objection the 
Chair will now declare the House in recess. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE} will perform the duties of the 
Chair at the evening session. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes) took a 
recess until 8 o'clock p. m. . 
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{ have not the slightest objection to that; with | 


JUNE 15, 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p.m. 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session 
paragraph 3 of Rule XXVI, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that after this evening session the previous question be 
considered as ordered upon the amendments, engrossment, third 
reading, and final passage of each bill which has been recom- 
mended to the House by the Committee of the whole, subject, 
however, to the precedence of existing orders, general appro- 
priation bills, and conference reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia that this does not include any cases of the kind 
that he has been opposing, except possibly one. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the gentleman that I do not think 
consent ought to be given for that order in thisslim House. I 
did not intend to make objection myself, but there are scarcely 
a dozen members here, and if the gentleman will make this re- 
quest when there is a fuller House, or when as many members 
are present as we usually have at these Friday evening sessions, 
I promise not to make any objection, but I do not believe the re- 
quest ought to be made now when there are only a dozen pres- 
ent. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
Houses resolve itself inte Committee of the Whole, for the pur- 
pose of considering bills upon the Private Calendar. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committes of the W hole 
for the consideration of business upon the Private Calendar, 
under the rule. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. - Mr. Chairman, before proceeding 
to the Calendar, I ask unanimous consent to make a very brief 
statement, not to occupy more than two or three minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to call the attention of the 
Committee of the Whole to these facts. There are now on the 
Calendar, reported from the Cgmmittee on Pensions, of which 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOsSEs] is chairman, fourteen 
bills. There are on the Calendar several bills—I have not 
counted the number—reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, involving the charge of desertion. There are no bills 
that I have any knowledge of on the Calendar from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the removal of political disabilities. 
There are thirty-five bills on the Calendar that have been favor- 
ably reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Of 
this number four involve the question of granting a pension 
again to a woman once pensioned on account of the death of her 
husband in the service, she having been remarried and divorced 
on account of the brutal or cruel conduct of the husband. 

There is one other bill involving something of that character, 
the Mary E. Trickey bill, making, altogether, five bills of that 
particular type. There are also five bills involving the cases 
of widows whose husbands died in the service who remarried, 
and who again became widowed by the death of the second hus- 
bands, the proposition of the bill and of the reports accom- 
panying them being to restore those widows to the pension roll. 
That makes ten of these two classes of bills. Subtracting these 
from the thirty-five reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, there remain twenty-five of an entirely different charac- 
ter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am most sincerely, heartily, and ear- 
nestly in favor of the passage of the ten bills of which I have 
spoken. But I want to present to the Committee of the Whole 
this evening the question whether, in view of the fact that there 
is less than a quorum present, it would not be best to agree toa 
proposition to pass over the bills reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs and these ten bills involving the question of 
remarriage and of divorce, and proceed at once to the consider- 
ation of the other bills. I will add that I have had an assur- 
ance given to me by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], 
from the Committee on Pensions, that fair hearing and consid- 
eration, without filibustering, will be bestowed upon these other 
twenty-five bills. } 

Having made this statement 1 will, for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the House—acting on my own responsibility and not 
undertaking to represent any other member or any committee— 
ask unanimousconsent that the bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the ten bills referred to which have 
been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions be passed 


under 
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over at this evening session without prejudice and without losing 
their places on the Calendar, and that we proceed to consider in 
Calendar order the other bills reported from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and also the bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MaRTIN|? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I would like to understand what 
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reason there is for passing over the bills reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs which simply remove the charge of | 


desertion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If I may be permitted, I will ex- 
plain. A number of gentlemen in this House have made up their 
minds resolutely that they do not intend that these bills pen- 
sioning deserters and bills paying pensions to women who were 
the widows of soldiers and who, having remarried, are widows 


again, and bills of a third class proposing to pay exceptionally | 


large pensions to officersof the Army or their widows, shall ever 
pass. 

Every Friday night these bills absolutely block the proceed- 
ings here. At the same time there are some meritorious pen- 
sion bills here, bills which any reasonable man on the face of 
the earth would agree are proper and just. Some of them are 
to pension very old or very necessitous people. Why not dis- 
pose of these bills? And then, if gentlemen want to engage in 
a wrangle about these other propositions, let them make a test 
case of one bill and fight it out, but not obstruct business every 
Friday night by pressing bills of that character. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr.CHARLES W. STONE. 
simply to say this 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
order. 

Mr. LANE. Iask unanimous consent thatto-night each mem- 
ber may be permitted to call up one bill—an easy bill. [Laugh- 
ter.] I will call up my bill first, if there be no objection. 
{Laughter.] I think there will be no opposition to it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object to that. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask leave to state the reasons 
for making my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to state his reasons for objecting. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first business 
in order. 


I objectforthe present. Iwant 


Debate 





is not in 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


The Clerk read the bill (H.R. 811) for the relief of Harriet 
Woodbury. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What has become of House bill No. 1196, 
which precedes on the Calendar the bill just read by the Clerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was 
not in the chair at the last evening session, but is advised that 
the bill just read is pending as unfinished business. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This bill having been debated on 
two previous evenings, I ask unanimous consent that it be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3156) 
for a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of Henry M. 
Black, late colonel of United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill, which has been the subject of much discussion, be passed 
over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY E. TRICKEY AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill -. R. 1196) to 
restore, Mary E. Trickey, and children of Hartwell M. Trickey, 
to the pension rolls. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill has heretofore been considered 
by the Committee of the Whole; but as there are several gen- 
tlemen here now who were not present on that occasion, I will 
briefly quote from the report—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet been reported. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; I will make my explanation 
after the bill has been reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and their children, to the pension rolls as of the date of December 1, 





The amendment reported by the committes was read, a 
lows: 

Strike outall alter the enacting clanse and insert 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hets hereby, authoriz 





rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and t 3 
of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, a f 
Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixt! 
New York Volunteer Infantry.’ 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the reading of the repo 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was about to read the body of 1 
port in connection with the statement I propose to m: 

Mr. STALLINGS. I prefer first to hear the report, and then 
the statement of tne gentleman. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to ask 
the very careful attention of each member of the committee to 
the reading of the report. Probably it will result in avoiding 


an extended discussion. 

Mr. WEADOCK. [I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. How often can a report be read on tl 
same bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a report is n 
read as a matter of right. It can only under the rule be rea 
in the time of some gentleman. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This report, I think, has been re: 
times already. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


id two 


It has been read once. 
I ask that it be read in my time. 
The gentleman from Ohio was recog 


| nized. 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. If I am recognized [ intend to use the 
report in connection with some remarks I wished to make upon 
the bill. After that, if any gentleman desires to have it read at 
length, it can be read. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
read. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Certainly, if the gentloman desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The report (by Mr. HARE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey, have carefully considered the same and 
submit the following report; 


I ask the gentleman to have the r 


A similar bill was favorably reported in the Fifty-second Congre 1b 
failed of passage. The facts shown are as follows: 

Hartwell M. Trickey served as a private in Company I, One hundred 1 
sixth New York Infantry, from July 22, 1862, until June 22, 1865. He was 
eet at $4 per month for gunshot wound of left forearm, and died J 

Mary E. Trickey applied for pension as his widow, and proved to t 
isfaction of the Pension Bureau that she was married to the soldier J 
1872, and pension was allowed her under act of June 27, 1890, at $8 per m 
plus $2 for each of four children from July 2, 1890. Payment of pe: | 


suspended August 15, 1891, on information tending to show that she was 
the legal widow of the soldier, and a special examination was had todet 
mine the facts, which are as follows, as is fally shown by evidence now on 
fllein the Pension Bureau: 

The soldier, while home on furlough, was married November 12, 1883, at 


not 


Ogdensburg, N. Y,, to one Jane Ritchey, and remained with her one or two 
weeks at that time. Again, after his discharge, he lived with her as his 
wife for about one and a half years, when he went to Pennsylvania and she 
did not eee him, and never afterward did they live together. The 
reasons for this separation do not appear. This separation seems to have 
been about 1867. In 1868 the present claimant, Mary &. (Montgomery), met 
the soldier at Pottsville, Pa., and on July 2, 1872, they were marricd at 
Wilkesbarre, Pa., and lived together continuously as man and wife from 
that time until his death, and they had five children. 

It appears, however, that the soldier was never divorced from Jane, his 
first wife, and hencethis so-called marriage to Mary E. wasnot legal. Some 
two or three years after the separation above referred to Jane commenced 
to live with one William Rogers, and they had lived and cohabited as man 
and wife openly and publicly since that time, and haveafamily of four 
children, one of whom is 20 years of age, and she is commonly knoy 


lag 
Jane Rogers. . 
dence. 

On November 29, 1890, Jane filed a claim for the accrued pension due the 
soldier at the date of his death, and although this had already been paid to 
Mary E., it was determined in the light of all the facts that it must be paid 
to Jane, as the former payment to Mary E. was illegal; this was accord- 
ingly done, and the name of Mary E. was permanently dropped from the 
rolls. The amount of accrued pension which was thus twice paid seems to 
have been not more than $13, and pooeeey not more than $1, if the r 
himself lived to draw the pension for the quarter ending June 4, 1889 

Although it has been determined that Jane was legally entitled to th 
crued pension, it does not follow that she is entitled to a continuous { 
sion as widow. It is evident that she has lived as wife with Rogers both be- 
fore and since the soldier's death, and, even if a common-law marriage does 
not arise on the death of the former husband, her relations with Rogers ara 
clearly such as to defeat a claim by reason of the act of August 7, 1882, as to 
open and notorious adulterous cohabitation. 

Inasmuch as the object of this bill is to pension the beneficiary as an % 
of justice rather than of strict legal right, and inasmuch as a considerab!is 
sum of money has already been paid her illegally, though, perhaps, through 
no conscious fault of her own, pension, if allowed, should date from t 
provalof the act. . 


All thisis shown by her own admissions and by « 


pen- 


Your committee therefore return the bill and recommend that the bill do 
pass, after being amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof 
lowing: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
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tions of the act approved June 27, 1890. the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 
widow of Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

Also amend the title so as to read ‘‘A bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.”’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this report is slightly 
incomp!ete, and for the purpose of supplementing it I will make 
a brief statement in regard to this case. A similar bill was 
favorably reported to the Fifty-second Congress, but failed of 

mussage. Itdid not fail of passage in the House, however, it 
seer been discussed in Committee of the Whole, passed in the 
committee, and passed the House, but reached the Senate too 
late to be taken up on its Calendar. So that it has this indorse- 
ment that comes from the Fifty-second Congress, so far as that 
may weigh ov the mind of anyone. 

In the second place, it does not appear from the report, as it 
should, that the place at which Mr, Trickey met this claimant 
was quite a considerable distance away from the point where the 
other woman was living. It was a distance of over 500 miles. 
He first married in Northern New York, and the second mar- 
riage occurred over four years after that, in the coal regions of 
Pennsylvania, more than 500 miles away, and of these regions 
it may be said thatthere were no railroad connections. Trickey 
lived near the present claimant four years as a single man. 
She met him as a single man and married him lawfully, accord- 
ing to the forms of the church and the ordinary requirements 
of law. 

After that timethey cameinto my district to live. She bore 
him five children, all of them taking his name. She nursed him 
in his final illness, and after his death she — for a pension. 
It was granted her because she made all the proofs necessary 
under the law. 

Now, why was she dropped from the rolls? Sometime after- 
wards, the other woman learning of his death, and being advised 
that she had a legal claim to the accrued pension of $13, made 
application and secured the pension. At the time this bill was 
considered in the Committee of the Whole here at the last meet- 
ing the gentleman from Virginia raised the question as to the 
probability of the other woman coming in and getting a pension. 

The report says, in an argumentative way, that this could not 
be. Butsince that time, in order to make sure of the fact that 
it would be impossible for the other woman to get a pension, and 
that but this one woman could get it as the widow of the man 
Hartwell Trickey, I visited the Pension Office and examined 
the papers, and requested the Commissioner of Pensions to ex- 
amine and give me a report on the subject as to the condition 
of the claim and as to the facts which exist in relation to this 
inquiry. I[ have that letter before me. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. @., April 27, 1894. 

Sir: In reply to your erat spguiey of this date I have the honor to 
advise you that one Jane Trick of Gouverneur, St. Lawrence County, N. 
Y., applied for pension on the 28th of November, 1890, as the widow of Hart- 
well M. Trickey, late private Company I, One hundred and sixth New York 
Volunteers, 

She has never been pensioned, but, on the contrary, the claim has been 
rejected on the ground that she is not now the soldier's widow, having lived 
and cohabited with one William Rogers for more than twenty-one years 
past, being known by that name, and as his wife. She has, in fact, no title 
to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, nor under any other law. 


Very respectfully, i 
WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


Hon. J. H. OUTHWAITER, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand the claim of the first woman 
was investigated by the authorities, and it was held that she 
was not entitled to a pension. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Thatis correct. I did not know when 
the bill was under consideration before thatit had been actually 
investigated and rejected. Jane Rogers has, in fact, no title 
to pension under the act of June 27, 1890, nor indeed under any 
other law. 

This letter puts a very different face on the question from that 
presented by the committee, as will be seen. 

Mr. JONES. May I ask a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. I observe in this report that it is stated that 
this soldier, for whose services this woman deserves a pension, 
left his first wife in New York, and went to Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. And that she did not accompany him? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. True. 

Mr. JONES. And that the evidence does not show what was 
the cause of the separation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘That is true. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that to be the case. Now, the re- 
port does not show whether this soldier willfully deserted his 
wife and went to Pennsylvania, or whether or not he left her be- 
sause of some misconduct on her part. I should infer from the 
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report that this soldier abandoned his lawful wife and married 
another woman simply because he preferred the second woman 
and not because of any fault of his wife. * 

Now, if this dead soldier deserted his wife for this woman, who 
lives in the district of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ouru- 
WAITE], does the gentleman think that under those cireum- 
stances this woman ought to be pensioned on account of his sery- 
ices? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think so, because this woman had no 
knowledge of his previousmarriage. This woman met him, sup- 
posing him to be a single man,and married him. Her intention 
was good. Her skirts are as clear of offense against the moral 
law and as white as snow. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that. Ido not understand that 
there is anything inthe report thatat all reflects on this woman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. True. 

Mr. JONES. But the doubtin my mind arises from the fact 
that she was not his wife during the war. She did not suffer 
any privations on his acvount during the war. She simply mar- 
ried him in 1872. Now, at that time, if he had actually deserted 
the wife who had lived with him during the war, if it was his 
fault, does the gentleman think she ought to be pensioned on 
account of his service during the war, for it is on that account 
she is to be pensioned, if pensioned at all. If he had not been 
in the war at all she could not, of course, ask for a pens‘on. 
The gentleman would not ask for a pension for herexcept on ac- 
count of the services of this man during the war. She married 
him long after the war, when he had deserted his lawful wife, 
whether she knew that fact or not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to this fact, that there is no discrimination 
in the act of June 27, 1890, between the widow of a soldier who 
married a soldier during the war or before the war, and a widow 
who had married a soldier subsequent to the war. This woman 
is in the same predicament as many—— 

Mr. JONES. Of courseI understand that perfectly; but if he 
had not been a soldier, of course the gentleman would not be 
here asking to pension this woman? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly not. 

Mr. JONES. And the distinction I draw is that the wife who 
lived with him during the war, and who lived with him a year 
and a half after the war, was deserted by him, as I infer from 
the language of this report. It may be that because of conduct 
of the abandoned wife after her desertion she can not now se- 
cure a pension, but is that any reason for pensioning the woman 
who never could have been his lawful wife and who is not now 
his widow? Is it absolutely necessary that somebody must be 
pensioned simply because this man was a soldier? 

ot OUTHWAITE. Is not the gentleman assuming a good 
deal—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think icanclear the gentleman’s mind. 
The trouble is that the wife in New York is barred from getting 
a pension on account of her misconduct. 

ir. JONES. I am perfectly aware of that fact. But must 
this other woman be pensioned simply because the true widow 
is in a position which precludes her obtaining one? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; and I will give you the reasons. 
This widow did not know anything about his ever having hada 
previous wife until she presented herself in 1890 at the Pension 
Bureau. This widow had no means of investigating whether 
Mr. Trickey deserted his wife or his wife deserted him; but the 
fact that his wife immediately joined this other man and has 
been living with him a 

Mr. JONES. Not immediately, according to the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. She had a child 21 years of age when 
this testimony was taken, and this testimony was taken over two 
years ago. 

Mr. JONES. 
ration. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Some two or three years afterwards, and 
that was before this woman married Mr. Trickey. 

Mr. CABANISS. Does not the subsequent misconduct of his 
first wife naturally raise a presumption that he deserted her or 
left her on account of her misconduct? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I do not like to draw any infer- 
ence against her. 

Mr. CABANISS. That strikes my mind. P 

Mr. JONES. On the other hand, may not the fact that this 
poor woman was shamefully deserted have had some influence 
on her subsequent life and conduct? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. I do not wish to try her in any 
May whatever. The amendment is a new bill, simply to place 
her on the pension roll at $8 a month. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, if there was any way in which, 
in this class of cases, we could go on record and havea recorded 
vote, I should make no objection, except simply to vote my con- 


It was some two or thres years after the sepa- 








1894. 











victions. But we never have a quorum here, and therefore 
there is no way to have a record vote. 

Mr. HAYES. Let it be voted on in the House. 

Mr. LANE. We are considering these bills here in the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We make a record here. 

Mr. TATE. Weare making arecord now. The gentleman 
can state how he is going to vote. Then he has made his rec- 

rd. 

Mr. LANE. That is what I am here for, but I have not quite 
finished my statement yet. ; ; 

I say that if there was some way of designating those who 
voted for those bills which are not meritorious I would make no 
question atall. I am satisfied myself that this woman is not 
the widow of this soldier, neither by a lawful marriage nor by 
a common-law marriage; and lam not willing to pension women 
who are not widows of soldiers until soldiers’ widows are = 
sioned. After pensioning all the widows of soldiers, then I am 
willing to consider this questionasamember of Congress. These 
parties were simply living in adultery. I do not care anything 
about the intention. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman says she was not the wife of 
this soldier. She was married according to the laws of the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LANE. That has nothing to do with the question here. 
It was neither a common law marriage nor a lawful marriage, 
but simply adulterous cohabitation so far as she was concerned. 
Her children were not legitimate. 

Mr. BRETZ. You could not convict her in any court in the 
land. 

Mr. LANE. [ am not trying to convict her. Iam simply 
stating the legal fact. If the legal widow had died in the mean- 
time, while they were cohabiting, that would have changed the 
case, and if no change of relations took place, that would have 
become a common law marriage; but it never could become a 
legal marriage so long as the obstruction to the marriage ex- 
isted, and it still exists. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
me just one moment? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it were a legal marriage, there would 
have been no necessity fora special bill. It is only because there 
could be no lawful marriage that a special bill is introduced. 
When this lady lived in every senso of the word an innocent, 

ure woman, and bore the soldier children, and took care of 

1im and nursed him when he was suffering from the effects of 
his wound, I think it is such a case as to warrant me in pre- 
senting this bill. 

Mr. LANE. I understand exactly the merits of her case; but 
that does not change the fact that these are not his children. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Whose are they? 

Mr. LANE. You can pension both these women. These 
children are not the soldier's in law; they are bastards in law; 
they are nullius filius. In law they have nofather. If she was 
the widow of this man she would get a pension at the Pension 
Office. The question I am presenting to you is: Do you want to 
pension women who are not the widows of soldiers before you 
pension those who are the widows of soldiers, for there are thou- 
sands who are not pensioned? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Let us come to a vote then. 

Mr.LANE. Youcancome toa vote, and thenI willnotcontend. 
Iam simply making a statement. I am liberal in voting to pen- 
sion widows and to pension soldiers who are entitled; but I say, 
gentlemen, there is not money enough in the Treasury to go 
around and pension this classofwomen. Having said this much, 
I will content myself by voting against the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is an amendment to the title 
recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that the title be changed in accordance 
with the recommendation of the committee. 


Will the gentleman from Illinois permit 


MARTHA E, MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Martha 
E. Miller, widow of Alexander N. Miller, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth 
mens of Iowa Volunteers, to take effect from an 

£ act. 


after the passage of 
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The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller, having examined and con 
sidered the same, report it back to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

This same matter was before the Fifty-second Congress and passed this 
House, and the report, which we adopt, was as follows: 

‘*Martha E. Miller was the wife of Andrew W. Miller, late of Company C, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry, who died at Jeffersonville, Ind., June 
17, 1864, from wounds received at the battle of Resaca, Ga., May 14, 1864. She 
we granted a pension as his widow soon thereafter, which she drew until 
1867. 

“On January 22, 1867, she married one James E. Irwin, and lived with him 
until the fall of 1871, when he deserted her, leaving her without any means 
of support whatever, and — this she obtained a divorce from him 

‘*When she married said Irwin she had saved upand had a little property, 
but it was all used up during her married life with him, and when he left 
her she had nothing, and has ever since earned her own et by sewing, 
and now, being of advanced age, she is unable to make a living, and has no 
one upon whom she can call for aid. The evidence of these facts and acopy 
of the decree of divorce is now on file in the Pension Office and in the district 
of Clinton County, Iowa, in June 1881. 

“This case is in the line of precedent and your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill."’ 


Mr. JONES. 
ity report read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The views of the minority will be read. 

The views of the minority (by Mr. BALDWIN) were read, as 
follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 2908) restoring the pen- 
sion of Martha E. Miller: 

The majority report shows that Andrew W. Miller served in Company C, 
Twenty-sixth Iowa Infantry, and died in hospital June 17, 1864; his widow, 
this petitioner, was granted a pension whick she continued to draw until 
January 22, 1867, when she married James E. Irwin, who deserted her in 1871, 
and in June, 1881, she secured a divorce from him. 

Now, the purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same 
as if she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily sur 
rendered twenty-seven years ago. ; 

To — this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In 
the first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in no wise excep- 
tional. There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but 
it may be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and 
again become husbandless by reason of death or divorce present the same 
substantial conditions, 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so situ 
ated should be restored, and this by generalenactment and not by individual 
private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 
their cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pensionactsare justifiale only in cases which are essen 
tially exceptional, and should not be used to grant to one that which is de 
nied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier’s widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension, because she prefers to do so. 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate term! 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is toencourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
soldier’s death and memory, which they have long since renounced by pref 
erence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is nec 
essarily desired or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
the public Treasury to the sueper. of the widow of the soldier, so long as 
she remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common con 
sent of the nation for thirty years has sanctioned this, but that each soldier 
looks forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the 
basis of a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening 
period of matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means 
self-evident or fairly to be presumed. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like tohave the minor- 


M. R. BALDWIN. 
C. J. ERDMAN. 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this is one of three or four bills 
to which objection has been made by the gentlemanfrom Virginia 
[Mr. JONES], and I think also by the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. STALLINGS]. At last Friday nightsession, I think the vote 

yas about 3 to 1 in favor of this class of bills. The objection 

was made that the Committee on Invalid Pensions had not re- 
ported a general bill on this subject, and that a general bill 
could be made that could cover most cases of this class. 

Now, I suggest, and I ask unanimous consent, that the action 
of the House be taken on them, that the committee to-night 
pass two or three of these bills, and letthem be reported to the 
House with an order that a yea-and-nay vote be taken thereon, 
because a general bill could come up at the same time if neces- 
sary, and then we could get the action of the House on this 
class of legislation, and not simply throw out this kind of legis- 
lation by the actof a single man, or two or three men, out of the 
whole House. Refer it to the whole House, where a quorum 
could vote upon it, and have a yea-and-nay vote. I ask unan- 
imous consent that that be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JONES. What was the request? 

Mr. LACEY. The request was this: That this bill and the 
other three or four bills of the same character that havealready 
been voted onand have not passed through the Committee of the 
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Pia 
Whole for the reason that the question of no quorum has been | bill. I 


raised 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better confine the re- 
quest to this bill 
: Mr. LACES | was suggesting this in reference to the other 
bills in order that we could get these out of the way. I make 
the sugge to this particular bill and will make a sim- 
ilar request a 
the « ommittea of the Whole with the recommendation that it 
pass ith the agreement that a yea-and-nay vote shall be 
taken in the House. 

Mr. HAYES. That has been frequently done with pension 
bills, but in sueh cases there has always been a certain amount 
of debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the request of the gentleman from 
Iown is put, [ desire to ask him whether he believes that the 
Committee of the Whole can bind the House to take a yea-and- 
nay vote? 

Mr. LACEY. <Any gentleman can compel a yea-and-nay vote, 
or the vote of a quorum. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butifaquorum votes withouta call ofthe yeas 
and nays, then you can not have a yea-and-nay vote, and if there 
is no quorum your bill does not pass. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, if there is a quorum a yea-and-nay vote 
may not be insisted upon. If the expression of the will of the 
House can be fully ascertained without such a vote, then the 
yeas and nays may not be demanded. 

Mr. BAILEY. I made the suggestion. merely to the gentle- 
man so that it might be comprehended in the agreement, if any 
agreement was to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is correct 
Of course the Committee of the Whole can not bind the House; 
but agreements are often made informally in Committee of the 
Whole which are ratified in the House. 

Mr. LACEY. This has been done frequently in previous Con- 

resses. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry: 
There is nothing to prevent thiscommittee from recommending 
a yea-and-nay vote in the House, is there? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, [ suggest 
to the gentleman from Iowa that the difficulty may be obviated 
if ke will simply ask that this bill be reported to the House 
without any recommendation, and that it be taken up in the 
House. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
endar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. Is it not true that in order to obtain 
action in the House on a bill this Committee of the Whole 
must take either favorable or unfavorable action upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be competent 
for the Committee of the Whole to report a bill without recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. LACEY. I make this suggestion in view of the fact that 
the committee has already voted on this bill, and that there has 
been quite a large majority vote in favor of them, although not 
aquorum. Whether we act for or against a bill here the action 
of the House will be conclusive in the end, and by adopting my 
suggestion we shall get rid of this class of bills which are now 
blocking the way of other bills upon the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please state his re- 
quest again. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation and with 
an agreement that a yea-and-nay vote may be had in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. In view of the fact that general 
legislation upon this subject is about to be enacted, or at least 
to be brought before the House for action, I would suggest that 
all these cases pass to the foot of the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make that requestas 
to this bill? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I do. 

Mr. HAYES. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. ThenI ask that it be passed over 
without prejudice. That will leave it just as it is. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a fair subject upon 
, Which to test the sense of the House in regard to this class of 
pensions, for the reason that it is not claimed that there is any- 
thing peculiarly against the precedent that has been set so far 
as the facts in the case are concerned, and the facts in this case 
are peculiarly strong in favor of granting the pension. 

I do not wish to block the way of other cases, but, as a matter 
of fairness, the House ought to be allowed to take a vote on this 


s10n as 
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It would lose its place on the Cal- 
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a; 


am perféctly content to take the vote here to-night and 
abide the result, querum or no quorum; or I am perfectly will- 
ing that the bill shall go into the House and let the House de. 


That is certainly a fair proposition ang 


| one that ought to be acceded to; but if that can not be done, as 


sto the others—that this bill be passed through | 


I do not wish to block the way of other pension bills, I will ask 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HULL. Ican not see any object in the world in pagsi, 
these bills over every Friday night ‘‘ without prejudice,” and 
then taking them up again and having the same reports read 
over and over again at every I'riday evening session. It ig in 
the line of the precedents since the war for such bills as this to 
pass where meritorious cases are presented. 

During the Fifty-second Congress I had one bill of this char- 
acter from my own district. It passed the Committee of the 
Whole 

Mr. HAYES. I willconsent thatthe bill shall go to the House 
with an adverse report. We will bring it right up and let the 
House take action on it. 

Mr. HULL. Very well; that would dispose of it and get it off 
the Calendar. Iam perfectly willing that any action be taken 
which will prevent bills of this class from standing at the head 
of the Calendar, depriving us of the opportunity of reaching 
other measures in which we are interested. I am interested in 
some bills farther down on the Calendar which have been held 
back for three weeks on account of these bills coming up every 
night and occupying the entire time of the evening session. [ 
am entirely ready to consent to any action that will get them off 
this Private Calendar. Iam not willing to consent to any ac 
tion that will hold them at the head of the Calendar to obstruct 
other business every night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentloman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] 
moves that this bill be reported to the House with an adverse 
recommendation. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. In 
the event that the bill should be so reported, and the House 
should reverse that action of the Committee of the Whole, would 
the bill have to come back to the Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. 

Mr. HAYES. Then Iam perfectly content to have the mat- 
ter go that way. 

Mr. HUDSON. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. I{ 
the bill be reported adversely, does not that kill it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HUDSON. Can it go on the Calendar and come up after- 
wards if it be reported adversely? 

Mr. HAYES. I will withdraw the motion to report the bill 
adversely, although I will not oppose the motion if made by any- 
one else. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I understand that a motion has been made to report 
the bill favorably, and a motion is suggested to report it un- 
favorably. Now, it would seem that a compromise between 
these two propositions would be to report the bill without rec- 
ommendation. TI ask whether thatcan be done. I seems to me 
the Committee of the Whole would have the right to make such 
a report. 

A MEMBER. That can not be done, 

Mr. HULL. If the bill be reported adversely, will it not go 
on the Calendar, or will it come up without being called up 
specially? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr.HULL. Itwill nottake its place along with bills reported 
favorably? “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will come up in its order in the 
House. 

Mr. LACEY. If the Chair will hear me a moment, I wish to 
read from the rules upon a point which the Chair was asked 
about. In Rule XXIII, clause 7, I find the following: 

Whenever a billis reported from a Committee of the Whole with an ad- 
verse recommendation, and such recommendation is disagreed to by the 
House, the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further 
action by the House. 

So that under this rule, if we send this bill to the House with 
an adverse report, and the House should disagree to that report, 
the bill will simply come back to the Committee of the Whole, 
and we shall find ourselves in the same hole as when we started 


n. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] a question. If this bill should be re- 
ported to the House with an adverse recommendation, and should 
then be sent back here, would not the Committee of the Whole 
take that action of the House as an instruction to reverse its 
previous action and to make a favorable report upon the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. The committee are already in favor of the bill. 
It is simply one or two individuals who are unwilling that the 
committee should act. 
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Vill the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. La- 
cEY| be kind enough to cite for the information of the Chair the 
clause of the rule to which he just referred? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. LACEY. Clause 7 of Rule XXIII. 

The CHAIRMAN. [Aftera pause.] Afterexamining the rule 
as cited by the gentleman from Iowa, the Chair finds that his 
impression as stated a few moments ago was incorrect. 

Mr. HAYES. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

Mr. HAYES. I move that the bill be passed over and be 
placed at the foot of the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER and others objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motionisnotin order. The question 
is on laying the bill aside to be reported to the House with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 41, noes 14, 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appointas tellers the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. JONES, and the gentleman from lowa, 
Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask unanimous consentthat this bill be passed 
over and go to the foot of the Calendar. Ido not want to do 
anything, Mr. Chairman, to block the way of another class of 
pensions that the committee may be willing to pass. I am will- 
ing to take my chance in some other way in the House. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Pending the count, is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from lowa? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The tellers. will take their places. 

Mr. HAYES. I hope some other member will be appointed 
in my stead, Mr. Chairman, as a teller. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, to act as one of the te‘lers. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to aparliamentary inquiry. Does the 
Chair hold that it is incompetent for the committee to report 
this bill without recommendation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so decide. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ifit can be reported without recommenda- 
tion, I am willing thatthat shall be done. 
to have a vote one way or the other on the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not reportit adversely? 

Mr. PICKLER. That you can not do because the majority of 
committee are in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They might agree to report it ad- 

versely for the purpose of getting it before the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. That can not be done when the majority are 
in favor of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will report. 

The tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 15. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the objection to the request of 


th 


the gentleman from Iowa, that this bill be passed over without | 


prejudice, and take its place at the foot of the Calendar; but it 
is the last bill, [want to give notice now, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that can take that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be passed 
over without prejudice, and go to the foot of the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MABON. Before going further, Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to make a motion that any bill on the Calendar, taken up and 
read, and the report of the committee read and discussed, where 
the motion is made by the gentleman having charge of it to lay 
it aside, that it go, without further action, to the bottom of the 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be in order. 
could only be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, [ask unanimous consent. 
tee, of course, can make such an order. 

Mr. LANE. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to an objection. 


MADISON M,. THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1112) to correct the military record of Madison M. Thomas. 


It 


The commit- 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That billis notinorder. It went 
to the foot of the Calendar last Friday night. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
LOUISA B. HULL, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (81. R. 3693) granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, widow of James 
E. Darrow. 
Mr. LACEY. 


Task unanimous consent that this bill be passed 





But I think we ought | 
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| restoration to the pension roll is recommended. 


| her second husband, was also a soldier. 
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without prejudice, in view of the action taken a few moments ago 
on a Similar bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object; and pending that I would like to 
ask a question by consent. Why did the gentleman ask to have 
this go over? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it stands in the way of other bills 
will not be objected to. 

Mr. HULL. But the other bill went to the foot of the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr.CL 





‘ f 


Is there objection to the request of the 


that 


ARK of Missouri. Let us have the regular arder. ‘The 


| Chairman had decided that this bill could be passed over before 


either of these gentleman got up. I insist that the decision of 
the Chair shall stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked if there was objection, 
and the gentleman from South Dakota promptly rose and ob- 
jected. - 

Mr. PICKLER. Dol understand that this committee, when 
it comes. toa certain class of bills which have been favorably 
reported by the committee, will refuse to consider them? 

Mr. LACEY. We either have to do that or adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
place upon the invalid pension roll of the United States, subject to the lim 
itations of the general law, the name of Louisa B. Hull, widow of James E 
Darrow, lateof ‘Company D, Thirty-third Lowa Infantry Volunteers, at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report of the commit- 
tee and the views of the minority read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thereport will be read inthe time of the 


| gentleman from Virginia. 


The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: : 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
3693) granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, submit the following report: 

This is a bill to grant a pension to Lucinda B. Hull. There is an error in 
the bill, the name of Mrs. Hull being Louisa. The bill should be corrected 
in that respect. 

Mrs Hull was the widow of James E. Darrow, of Comgney D, Thirty-third 
Iowa Infantry, and as such widow was granted a pension under certificate 
70080. Her husband died in the United States service. Sub 
remarried to Benjamin Hull, from whom she was afterwards 
her own application on grounds of desertion. 


uently she 
tvorced on 
Her decree of divorce is filed 
She is now very poor and advanced in years, and her 
She remarried September 9, 1865. Genjamin Hull, whom she married as 
Since the said devorce said Hull 
remarried and died, leaving a widow surviving him. Her first husband died 
April 28, 1864. Her divorces was granted September 13, 1880, by the district 
court of Lyon County, Kans. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
inserting **Louisa’’in place of ‘‘Lucinda’’in line 5. Also, amend title to 
read ‘‘Granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull.’’ 

The views of the minority were read as follows: 

The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read as follows 

‘*The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the follow- 
ing statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 3693) restoring the 
pension of Louisa B. Hull: 

‘“The minority have expressed their views inthis class of casesin report 601 
on the bill 2908, to pension Martha BH. Miller. That statement is equally ap 
plicable to this case, and is as follows: 

The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same as if 
she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren- 


| dered years ago. 


To pass this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 


stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. _ 
The objections to be urged against such bills as thisarenumerous. In the 


first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in nowise oxceptional. 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come husbandless, by reason of death or divorce, present the same substan- 
tial conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so sit- 
uated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by indi- 
vidual private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to 
espouse their cause secure a benefit which the modest. and the unknown 
never think of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases 
which are essentially exceptional, and should not be used to grant to one 
that which is denied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same 
But aside from this consideration, however, the soldier’s widow who re- 
marries voluntarily relinquishes her pension, because she prefers to do so. 

The Government can not becomean insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce ordeath. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, inany event, itis to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
soldier's death and memory, which they have long since renounced by pref- 
erence. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is 
necessarily desired or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from 
the public Treasury to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as 
she remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common 
consent of the nation for thirty years has sanctionedthis; but that each so 
dier looks forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be 
the basis of a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyon! an interven- 
ing period of matrimonial alliance with some other husban lI, is by nomeans 
self-evident or fairly to be presumed. 

M. R. BALDWIN, 
Cc. J. ERDMAN, 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (pending the reading of the minor- 
ity report). Mr, Chairman, I make the pointof order that this 
bill comes up for consideration at the point where we left off 
considering it at the last Friday night session. It had beenfully 
discussed, and we were voting on the question of laying it aside 
when the point of no quorum was raised. It seems to me that 
the reading of these reports is an unnecessary waste of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. But there was no order to close debate, 
was there? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. None. I again renew the request 


. for unanimous consent that this bill be passed by on the Calen- 


dar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object; and pending that, if I can have a 
word 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man from Virginia is entitled to the floor, and the report is be- 
ing read in his time. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill is before the House then? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The Clerk will continue the read- 
ing. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the minority 
report. 

fr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to appear ob- 
stinate, because I am never obstinate. 

Mr. BRETZ. Withdraw your objection, then. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe I have the floor. I have no criti- 
cism upon any gentleman upon this floor for any action he takes 
upon the pension question. I suppose he is representing his con- 
stituents. T am seriously o nese to the position of some gentle- 
men here in regard to pensions, but 1 haveno personal criticism 
of those gentlemen; but, Mr. Chairman, it is evident to me, it is 
evident to every man who has been attending these 'riday night 
sessions during this session of Congress, that there are a few 
gentlemen here who are determined that no pension legislation 
shall passif they can helpit. That is their prerogative, and I 
have no difference with them as members of the House. It is 
their business. 

Now, I have objected to this bill going to the foot of the Cal- 

endar. I objected to the bill of the gentleman from Iowa, on 
the other side of the House, going to the foot of the Calendar. 
The gentleman has as much right to have his bill considered 
as any other member of this House. He isa constant attend- 
ant here, anda faithful member. He brings up a bill, and yet 
he can not have consideration of it. I am a member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. We have carefully considered 
these bills. These widows of soldiers have the right to the 
voice of this committee as to whether they shall have relief or 
not. Butit seoms that a few gentlemen here are determined 
to make this a stumbling-block for all pension legislation. 
. Now, my opinion is that these gentlemen are opposed not 
only to these bills, but to all bills to pension anybody, and if 
there can be any excuse mustered up they make use of it. I 
have no fault to find. That is your business. If that is all the 
Union soldiers are entitled to, if you believe the Government 
owes soldiers and their widows no mors than that, that is your 
prerogative, and I have no quarrel with you personally, as you 
well know; but it does seem to me that it is poor treatment of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, after they have considered 
these bills, for any gentlemen to dictate and say that only cer- 
tain bills which they select shall be considered, and that bills to 
which they object shall have no consideration. That is unfair 
to this House, it is unfair to the committee, and gentlemen are 
unfair to themselves when they take that position. It is tooar- 
bitrary, it seems to me, for any gentleman to assume any such a 
position. 

Now, I want to ask the chairman of the Commfttee on Invalid 
Pensions a question. Two or three gentlemen have lately said 
to me that it is the intention of the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MARTIN of Indiana] to try to get a day 
in the House for the consideration of these bills for the pension- 
ing of widows. I should like to ask the gentleman about that. 

Mtr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions—probably the gentleman was 
notat the meeting—I introduced a reculatiens which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, asking them to give to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions two days for the consideration 
of bills favorably reported by this committee. I have no doubt 
that within the next thirty days,and probably within two weeks, 
time will be given for the consideration of these different bills. 

Mr.PICKLER. Yes; I was at that meeting, but I have not 
heard whether the gentleman sucteeded in getting the days or 
not. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not yet. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are these bills to have consideration if you 
get those days? 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I should like to know if the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions has consulted these gen- 
tlemen who select these bills, and the gentlemen who are giv- 
ing us a calendar of their own rather than the one that is 
printed; and I should like to know whether there is any other 
class of bills that we shall not be allowed to consider? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have not con- 
sulted with any gentleman upon this question except thus far: 
As I explained to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, the 
gentleman from Missouri |Mr. CLARK] came to me on Tuesday 
with a proposition. I told him I did not like the idea of a few 
members objecting to a class of cases and taking them awa 
from the consideration of the House. I felt opposed to it. The 
more [ thought of it, however, the more I felt it my duty to la 
his proposition before the committee of which I have the hondr 
to be chairman, which I did to-day. 

I laid before them the proposition, as coming from the gen- 
tleman from Missouri[Mr. CLARK], a gentleman who has never 
raised the point of noquorum. I had no consultation prior to 
the request I made this evening with anybody elise except the 
gentleman from Missouri, and with our committee to-day. Now, 
if you will pardon me for taking another moment, there are, be- 
sides the nine bills which are objected to, twenty-five other bills. 
There are bills for insane children, helpless children, for widows 
who have been trying for twenty-five years to get some relief, 
widows whose husbands died years and years ago. 

I feel, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, under all the circum- 
stances, that it would be the best thing to doif we would lay these 
other bills aside temporarily, without any thought of abandon- 
ing them. They would come up when the Committee on Rules 
would give us a day, and [ think that it would be better for all 
concerned to lay these bills aside temporarily and take up bills 
to which there is no objection. 

Mr. BRETZ (to Mr. PICKLER), You can not make any objec- 
tion to that? 

Mr. PICKLER. There are widows and insane children and 
old men dying every day, that these men have sent to the poor 
house by their objections. It is these gentlemen who have 
made the point of no quorum who are keeping these bills back. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make 
a statement, and then I would like to ask the gentleman two or 
three questions; and then maybe we can get at the facts. I 
have never made the point of no quorum, and I do not make any 
factious opposition against pension bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe I have the right to fight 
every pension bill that I think is bogus, and 1 am going to do 
it. Now, I want to ask you two or three questions. We have 
these three classes of pensions that have been suggested by the 
gentleman from Indiana[Mr. MARTIN]. If they were taken out 
of the way we would be ready and have: an opportunity to dis- 
cuss pension bills on their individual merits. Each one of thess 
three classesof pension claims which have been referred to pre- 
sent a principle different from the ordinary principle contained 
in individual cases. Is not that true? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know about any other. We are 
talking of these widows’ cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam coming to the threo classes. 

Mr. PICKLER. What are the other classes? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The first class is the widow of a 
soldier who has remarried and then become a widow again. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thafis one class. Thesecond cisss 
is that of paying large pensions to men simply because they held 
rank above that of a private soldier. I am teetotally opposed to 
pensions of that kind. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, most of us are opposed to such cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well. Aud the other class is the 
indiscriminate removal of charges of desertion against men 
who did desert during the war. Now, I want to ask you this 
question: Has not your committee reported a general bill to 

yension these women who have become widows a second time— 
s not that true? 

Mr. PICKLER. We have reported a bill that will pension 
some of them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have prepaved a bill, and you 
are going to report it. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; itis ready. It isagreed toin the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, there are 20,000 or 30,000 or 
50,000 widows in the United States who are justas much entitled 
to a pension on any principle you can present as either one of 
these women. Is not that true? 

Mr. PICKLER. Notso many. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why do you want to single out one 











here and there because she simply happens to have an energetic 
member of Congress to take care of her interest? Why not 
wait until you can get to consider a general persion bill on this 
question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Because youcan not keep ten thousand from 
dying then you are willing that five thousand should starve. 
That is your proposition. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have already wasted enough 
time at these Friday night sessions to have passed many pension 
bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who has? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, wait a moment. I am the 
friend of all of you, and I like you all. Iam friend of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. JONEs] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama and you; and one is just as bad as the other about raising 
objections here. [Liughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. No,indeed. Thisside never raises the ques- 
tion of no quorum. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to finish my stitement. 
The very minute we get the gentlem1in from Virginia and the 
gentleman from Alabama pacified, you or somebody else bobs up 
with one objection or another. [Laughter and applause.] Now, 
I want to say this, and then quit on the subject: I have come 
here every one of these Friday evening sessions. I would rather 
be at home reading even a cheap novel, or history, or the Bible, 
or going to the theater, or doing whatever else I please, than 
come here and hear men rehashing the same arguments night 
after night. Now, if you will get out of the way, and two or 
three other people, the committee will agree that these bills be 
laid aside, and we can discus; fifteen or twenty meritorious 
measures to-night. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many will you insure to pass? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will insure that every bill will 
pass that we consider genuine. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, what is the argumentof the gentleman 
from Missouri? It is simply this: The rules of the House gave us 
a Calendar, and that Calendar is made under the rules of the 
House; and the gentleman from Missouri says now that the whole 
committee shall surrender to two ov three gentlemen who have 
prevented this legislation. That is the proposition—that this 
House shall actually get down upon its marrow-bones and desert 
the rules of the House, desert the Calendar, and surrender to 
their domination. That is what you ask, Brother CLARK. 

You talk about this class of widows and others that ought to 
be pensioned. There is nosuch number of them as you name, 
but where is the justice in saying, when you have a meritorious 
widow’s bill on the Calendar, that you will not give that widow 
a pension because there are a thousand others whoought to have 

nsions? Again, the very gentlemen who have been objecting 

these bills to pension widows, when interrogated, have stated 
that they will not vote for a general measure. That is as in- 
consistent as anything can be. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; it is not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes itis. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me suggest this to the gentle- 
man. A man has a perfect right to insist that a bill which in- 
volves a principle, as this one does, shall have fair discussion, 
not by half a dozen or a dozen members at these evening ses- 
sions, but in a full House. While I have not made up my mind 
as to whether that kind of a general bill ought to be passed or 
not, because there are good arguments against it and good argu- 
ments in favor of it, still I say there is all the difference in the 
world between voting a pension to one widow while you leave 
thousands of others who are on the same footing without pen- 
sions, and taking up and discussing a general bill to pension 
widows of that class; and a man who says that he will object to 
every one of these bills and will vote against a general law is 
not inconsistent when he says that he wants that general law 
discussed here. 

Mr. PICKLER. These gentlemen who are making these ob- 
— have rolled these cases as a sweet morsel under their 

ngues, and I have no doubt they thank God that they can have 
the a of a widow’s claim of this character to cut out other 

nsions. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Well, if you get out of the way 
we will demoastrate whether that is so or not. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOCK). The committee will be 
inorder. Gentlemen must not interrupt the gentleman from 
South Dakota without his gonsent. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rather enjoy it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire tocall the attention of the 
gentleman from South Dakota to one fact. The very next bill 
on the Calendar succeeding this one, which the gentleman in 
charge of has asked to have laid aside, isa bill to pension a 


You have. 
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woman 71 years of age and very poor. It is intended to remove 
atechnical difficulty. Her husband has been gone for years and 

ears and she can not make proof of his death, although he has 

2en gone long enough to presume death. Now, the next bill, 
I say, brings up this question 

Mr. PICKLER. The reason that old woman has not been 
pensioned and has not been drawing ber pension for six months 
past is because two or three gentlemen on this floor have made 
the point of no quorum on these bills night after night, and the 
blame is upon their heads and not upon mine. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I decline to yield. 

Mr. LANE. I raise a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
is the question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] will proceed in order. 





What 


Mr. LANE. Icall the gentleman to order. He has not the 
floor on any question before the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 


gentleman from South Dakota will proceed in order. 

Mr. LANE. What is the question that is before the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. BRETZ. This widow's bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word 
now in reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], be- 
cause [ have a great respect for his opinion in these matters. 
He talksabout bills being reported here for the “‘ indiscriminate” 
removal of the charges of desertion. There is no such class of 
cases here. There are no indiscriminate bills of that character 
reported to this House. The fact is that many of us here are very 
hard upon men who technically ‘‘ deserted” when the war was 
over, but who really were not deserters at all. 

We have forgiven every other class of men who sinned against 
the Government during that war except some poor boy who had 
not seen his mother for months or years, or some poor husband 
who had not seen his wife and children for months or for years 
and who left the army after the war was over without a techni- 
cal formal discharge. That is the kind of ‘‘ deserters ” that we 
are relieving and that is the kind of charges of desertion that 
ought to be removed. Thirty years have passed since the war, 
and in cases of that kind, where the men have wives and fami- 
lies, that technical disgrace of such acharge ought to be wiped 
out in all cases where the men were not really deserters in the 
true senseof the word. We have tried it here night after night 
and we can not pass that kind of a case. 

Now, so far as officers are concerned, [ think nobody here 
wants an officer to have any advantage overa private. I am 
sure [do not. I was two years and more in the ranks; I know 
whatthe privates and the noncommissioned officers had to bear, 
and my sympathies are with them all the time. So far as that 
matter is concerned,'gentlemen undertake to raise a bugbear 
which has no real existence. Weare not reporting bills on that 
line at all. I know that our committee is not. 

Having said this much, and having detained the committee 
thus long, I will only add thatif it is the will of the majority 
that two or three men are to dictate our legislation here; if two 
or three men are to say that the rules of the House are to go for 
naught and that we must obey their behests; if the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions desires to acquiesce in that 
position and surrender to those men; if we are to desert this’ 
Calendar and let those gentlemen select the sort of legislation 
we are to consider, and if the gentleman from Iowa, whose bill is 
now pending, desires to lay it aside under such circumstances, I 
shall not object further. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say just a word 
before renewing my proposition. I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that there have been 991 pension 
bills referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions in this 
House. Twoweeks ago I called the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the fact that only two pension bills had become 
laws during the present Congress—one of them granting a pen- 
sion on account of service in the war of 1812, the other on ac- 
count of service in the Revolutionary war. 

I wish to say to-night that sincethatstatement was made, one 
more pension bill has gone through—a bill granting a pension 
on account of service in the Seminole war. So that up to the 
present date, nine months of the session having passed, just 
three private pension bills have gone through, and not one of 
them granting pension on account of service in the war of the 
rebellion—not one out of 991. Now, I would like to see one such 
bill get through; I should like to sse some soldier of the late 
war pensioned by this Fifty-third Congress before the election. 

Therefore I will withdraw my motion that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, and in the hope that we 
may meet some bill which will be satisfactory to gentlemen who 
have been interposing objections I will ask unanimous consent 
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that this bill be passed over without losing its place, and that 
the next bill be taken up. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 
ular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Wrapock). The gentleman having 
objected, the question is on laying the bill aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. For what pur- 
pose does tho gentleman from Virginia rise? 

Mr. JONES. ILrise to speak to the question before the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman that— 

No member shall speak more than once to the same question without 
leave of the House, unless he be the moVer, proposer, or introducer of the 
matter pending, in which case 

Mr. JONES. How many times hive I spoken on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Three times, to the Chairman’s know!l- 
edge. 

Mr. JONES. I beg leave to differ with the Chairman. 
not done any such thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Recornv shows how often the gentle- 
man has spoken. 

Mr. JONES. I have not spoken three times on this bill, or 
twice. The report was read in my time, and I did not say one 
word. After that the gentleman from South Dakota got the 
floor in my time; and I have not addressed the Chair or the 
House since. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true as to this evening; but the 
gentleman spoke on this bill a week ago and two weeks ago. 

Mr. JONES. Does the Chair mean to hold that because I 
spoke on this bill a week ago and two weeks ago, [ can not speak 
on it again to-night? 

The oe 2. Most certainly. 

Mr. JONES. Then I understand that, as I have heretofore 
spoken on this bill twice—once a week ago and once two weeks 
ago—I - co on it at all to-night: 

The C RMAN. That is my quilstetending of the rule. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to have the ruling of the Chair on that 
point, begauge I will ap = any such deg¢ision as that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The lef will read the sixth clause of 
Rule XTV. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

No member shall speak more than 
leave of the Houge, unless he be thd m 
Tgatter pending, in which case be sha 
not until every member choosing to speak Shall have spoken. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Illinois. I understand that the gentleman 
from Virginia |Mr. JonES] desires only five minutes, and I ask 
unanimous consent that he be allowed speak for that time. I 


Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 


The Chair begs leave to remind the gen- 


T have 


to the same question without 
’ thoposer, or introducer of the 
be permitted to speak in reply, but 


think this is the me way to gét ria of this matter. 


The CHAIRM 

Mr. MOKEIGHAN. I object. 

Mr. JONES, I would like to havea ruling of the Chair on 
the question of my right to the floor to discuss this bill. 

Mr. MGCKEIGHAN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Nebraska to withdraw the objection? 

Mr. Mc te AN. I refuse to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. JONES. Iask aruling of the Chair on the question of 
my right to address thecommittee. The gentleman from South 
Dakota has addressed the House on this question more fre- 
quently than I have, and he has been permitted to speak with- 
out — He has spoken five, or perhaps ten times on this 
very bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman had previously spoken on the bill. But the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Virginia in his own right. 

Mr. JONES. I merely wish to say a word in reply to some 
remarks that have fallen from the - of the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] and the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacry]. In the first plaee, I will remind the committee 
that the reason no more pension bills have been passed by this 
Congress 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, I object to this debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is admonished that the prac- 
tice has been to recognize members even if they have spoken 
more than once, and therefore the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from V irginia, who is talking in his own time. 

Mr. JONES. I will first eall the attention of the gentleman 
from Iowa to a statement made by him, that only three pension 

lls have been passed at this session of Congress. I want to 

irect his attention to the fact that many more than that num- 
ber of bills have passed this branch of Congress. 

Mr. HULL. How many more? 

Mr. LACEY. Forty-one have passed the House. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from lowaadmits that forty-one 
have passed the House; and the only reason, I can tell the gen- 


. Is there objection? 
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tleman, why they have not passed Congress is because they have 
not been able to secure consideration at the other end of the 
Capitol. In that branch of Congress there is pending to-day a 
measure involving the interests of thousands upon thousands of 
people throughout the length and breadth of this land, and the 
passage of which is being blocked by the political associates of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

I want to say to the gentleman that the reason why those forty- 
one pension bills, of which he spoke, have not become laws at 
this Congress is because his party associates at the other end of 
the Capitol are preventing and blockading all legislation by 
their obstructive tactics, and in order to prevent the passage of 
a measure for which the people of the country are clamoring, 
and on account of the delay in the passage of which every inter- 
est in the land is suffering. 

And I want to say to the gentleman from South Dakota, who 
has been kind enough to say to those of us on this side of the 
House who have sometimes objected to the passage of these bills 
and sometimes been guilty of demanding that a quorum shall bo 
present when bills of the character of this one are passed—I want 
to say to him that [ am very much obliged to him for stating 
that he does not find any fault with us personally for our conduct 
in regard to these matters, which he nevertheless seems to con- 
sider very reprehensible. 

But the gentleman does some of us on this side of the House 
very great injustice when he says ourobject is to defeat all pen- 
sion legislation, and when he says that we roll these particular 


| classes of cases under our tongues as sweet morsels, because we 
: find in them excuses. to block pension legislation. 


Mr. PICKLER. I did not mention the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. JONES. AsI believe there has been some sort of an un- 
derstanding on this side of the House that if bills which did not 
come within the classes mentioned by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK]were taken up and considered on their merits 
there would be no quorum demanded; and the only objection 
that has come to that proposition has come from the gentle- 
man from Seuth Dakota and other gentleman on his side of the 
House. 

Now, the only reason that these bills, which the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions speaks of as pending here, 
have not been considered, is because of the persistency and the 
obstinacy of gentlemen on the other side, whoinsist.on blocking 
all legislation on the subject of pensions by keeping before this 
body bills that they know there will be objection to and that 
they know ean never be passed by this body without. the pres- 
ence of a quorum. 

The gentleman from South Dakota said, in reply to the gen- 
theman from Missouri, that the bills that have been before the 
committee for the purpose of removing charges of desertion 
have been to correct the military records of poor boys who-tech- 
nically deserted after the close of the war in order to join their 
mothers, or husbands who left the Army for the purpose of see- 
ing their wives and children. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the only bill I now recall to remove the charge of desertion 
which has given rise to long discussion, was one where the facts 
showed the man had twice deserted, and both times to go to 
Mexico to continue his fighting under another flag and for an- 
other country. That was the case that excited the admiration 
of my friend from Alabama [Gen. WHEELER], simply because 
the fellow deserted in order to satisfy further his desire for 
war. 

These are the character of bills we are opposed to—bills cor- 
recting military records of desertion to put the deserters on the 
pension rolls; bills intended—fnd the gentleman himself admits 
he is not so much in favor of that class of bills—to increase the 
pensions of the widows of officers(andI understand the commit- 
tee, of which he is a member, is not very favorably disposed to 
that class of eases either), and bills to pension widows who have 
remarried, but who have since lost their second husbands. 

Those are the three classes of cases that have been blocking 
legislation. Those are the cases that I and those who have acted 
with me have objected to, and those are the cases that the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] persists in keepiug 
before this body, if not for the purpose, certainly with the ré- 
sult, of preventing all legislation on the numerous bills now 
awaiting action, and many of which may be meritorious. | 

I havé heard no gentleman on this side object to considering 
cases not embraced in the enumerated classes, Certainly I have 
never objected to them, and I came here to-night with the hope 
that gentlemén on the other side of the House would see the 
futility of trying further to force through this body this objec- 
tionable class of cases, and that they would leave those eases and 
take up individual casesnot open to the objection so often urged 
upon this floor. 

So far as I am personally concerned, 1 never expect tosupport 
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any bill to pension anybody unless [ am persuaded that it is a 
meritorious bill. Every bill should be discussed, or, at least, 
the report should be read in each case, and when that has been 


the classes which have been named. 

If there are cases here that are meritorious, there will be no- 
body in this House more willing than myself to have the com- 
mittee pass upon them. If I can not support them, [ will vote 
against them, and unless they are more than ordinarily objec- 
tionable, I will not raise the question of aquorum against them. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection to passing this | 


bill by without prejudice. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
asking to occupy the floor for a few minutes. 

Mr. RAY. Very well. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It isa matter that is somewhat 
nersonal to myself. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] made aremark a little while ago, perhaps inadvert- 


ently, to which I desire to call his attention and the attention | 


of the committee. 


Mr: Chairman, as chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, I have felt somewhat of a responsibility resting upon my- 


self to insist, whenever a Tuesday morning came, on a meeting | 


of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and whenever a I"riday 
morning came to insist on having a meeting of the committee, 
and on every Friday night that we should have a meeting here. 
T have felt all the time that it was my duty to insist on carrying 
out the rule of the House requiring a Friday night session. 

I think I have been as attentive as any other member of the 
House in coming here and, with deference to the feelings of 
every other member on this floor, undertaking to secure the 
passage of some of the bills which have required the work, the 
care, and the study of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. [ 
am sure: that. every member of the Committee of the Whole 


now presemt will bear me out in this, that I have persistently, | 


night after night, insisted upon the passage of the bills favora- 


bly reported by ourcommittee in the order in which they have | 


stood upon the Calendar. 

| have insisted week alter week, by my personal intercourse 
with members, and in every way that I know of have tried to 
induce members of this House on both sides to come here for 
the purpose of making a quorum. No member of this House 
has felt so keenly as { have the fact that, after discussion on 
bills had taken place, after members had occupied the floor for 
fifteen or twenty minutes, or maybe an hour, that when a bill 
came to passage and an overwhelming majority sustained the 


views of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that then the point | 


of no quorum should be insisted upon. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is a thing that I can not help. The 
consience of each member is in his own keeping. I feel that I 
have done my duty when [ have insisted, in a gentlemanly and 
earnest way, upon the consideration and passage of these bills 
by this committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I recognize this fact. 
we have failed to secure the passage of these bills because the 
point of no quorum has been made. Thirty-five bills are now 
on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LACEY. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ina moment 
of a kind to which objection has been made. 


Of these, nine are 
Twenty-five oth- 


ers of these bills are of a class to which I think ther? can be no | 
objection, embracing in some instances relief in cases.of destitu- | 


tion which appeal to the sympathy of every member of this 
committee. 


In view of that fact, can the gentleman from South Dakota | 


[Mr. PICKLER] afford to say, because I wish that human distress 
shall be relieved, because I ask this committee to pass over bills 
which every member present here knows can not be passed on 
accountof the absence of a quorum, in order that we may pass to 
the consideration of other bills for the relief of want, for the re- 
leif of people in the poor house, for the relief of the imbecile and 
insane, for the relief of people lying upon sick beds—can the 
gentleman from South Dakota[Mr. PICKLER| afford to say here 
to-night that I have surrendered, in the matter of the consid- 
eration of these bills, when I ask that they be passed over? 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions knows 
very well that I never reflect on him. I believe the soldiers 
have ag good a friend in him as can be found. My suggestion 
was that it was humiliating that any two or three members 
could compel the gentleman to surrender. Another thing. 
Some of these widows are in poorhouses and are just as poorly 
situated as the class of people whom the gentleman describes. 
These widows have the right to have their cases considered. 
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Night after night | 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me sayin regard to that, that 
in the Fifty-second Congress [ had the honor to report a bill for 
the relief of the whole class of remarried widows whoso second 
done I shall be prepared to vote upon all cases not embraced in | husbands had died. 


It is not violating the secrets of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to say that a general bill has been agreed upon, though 
not yet reported, to reach cases presented by this bill, and also 
in regard to remarried women whose second husbands have 
died. That report, Mr. Chairman, will soon be before the House 
for its action. I will not consent under any circumstances 1) 
abandon a, case, because I believe they are right; I believe tha. 
| we should not because they are objected to; but when we can 
not help ourselves we should not refuse to pass to the consider- 
ation of other bills. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I appeal to members of this 
committee on both sides of the House, as to whether I have 
ever asked of you to do that which is dishonorable, or asked any 
| gentleman who believed in the justness of a bill to retreat from 
| his own position on that subject. But we are confronted with 
i 


thiscondition. Whatshallwe do? Had the request I preferred 
this evening, before a bill had been taken up for consideration, 
been agreed to—and I say this not to criticise the objection 
made by any gentleman—but had that been agreed to we would 
have tested that which the gentleman from South Dakota |Mr. 
| PICKLER] seems to question, the good faith of all the members 
of this House; and if they hadacted in good faith—and I have no 
reason todoubt their words and their declarations—I think they 
| would have done as they said, instead of being now at ten min- 
utes to 10 o’clock, within forty minutes of the time when we must 
em engaged in this debate, we would have considered and | 
believe that this committee would have been ready to report 
favorably to the House a dozen or twenty bills to relieve the 
sufferings of some distressed people. [Applause.] 

| Mr.PICKLER. There is plenty of time if they will repent. 
_Mr. RAY. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that the gentlemen on 
the other side of this House, who have occupied two hours in 
| constant talk, are now, just as the hands of the clock approach 
the hour when we must adjourn, very, very anxious that gen- 
tlemen on this side say nothing and that we go ahead, as the 
gentleman remarks, and pass a few bills—— 

Mr. MARSH. Twenty of them. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). When they know that not one pen- 
sion bill can be discussed or voted upon, and when they know 
that itis not desired that a. pension bill shall be discussed or 
voted upon, how suddenly virtuous after a long career of dissi- 
pation! 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Does the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. RAY. Now, if the gentleman will kindly obey the rules 
of the House for a few minutes I have a few words that I desire 
to utter, and my only excuse for speaking is that the hours of 
this session are gone by and that we have reached that hour 
when it is impossible to do any business. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If you will stop talking we can. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, yes; the gentleman from Ohio is now very 
| anxious, having got his bill through—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, thatothers shall get theirsthrough. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). And the hours of this session having 
| been wasted by gentlemen on his side of the House, that we 
| Should keep silent on this side; but we shall not keep silent. I 
| have the floor, and I propose to occupy it until I am through 
with my remarks, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Break away. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Ohio has been heard, and I 
| voted for his bill, because it was a pension bill and would assist 

a poor woman who thought she was a soldier’s wife, against my 
| better judgment. [Laughter and applause.] Because—yes, [ 
| did it—because I was voting, as was said here by some of our 
friends, to pension a woman who never was the widow of a sol- 
dier; and the gentleman from Ohio knows that his associates— 
he has not done it—who voted for his bill to-night, have come 
here time and time again and done everything they could to 
prevent the granting of a pension to honest, poor, and destitute 
widows of a Union soldier. But they stand by the gentleman 
from Ohio out of Democratic courtesy, I suppose. 

Mr. COX. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. What is there before the committee that is open 
to debate now? There was a request for unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. There is a bill pending be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. COX. Unanimous consent was asked that that bill be sent 
to the heels of the Calendar. Thegentlemanfrom Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] objected, and then withdrew his objection, and I do not 
know what is before the House. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota also objected, and withdrew his objection. 
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The CHAIRMAN. That request has not been submitted to 
the House. 

Mr. COX. It was submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question has not been formally sub- 
mitted again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man off the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RAY. J believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor. The bill is before the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I rise toa point of order, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The request was made from the 
Chair that the bill before the committee be laid aside without 
prejudice. The gentleman from Virginia[Mr. JONES] objected, 
but afterwards withdrew his objection. Was it not, then, the 
duty of the Chair to have declared the bill laid aside without 
prejudice, or at least to have asked whether there was further 
objection? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DoCKERY). The present occupant of 
the chair was not presiding at the time, but-his recollection 
1s — 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Lllinois. The gent!eman from Virginia 
[Mr. JONES] can answer for himself as to having withdrawn his 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the case stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois it would have been the duty, or at least the privilege, of 
the Chair to have again submitted the question and asked 
whether there was further objection; but that was not done, so 
the bill is still pending, and the gentleman from New York has 
the floor. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that some of the 
gentlemen on the other side are mighty anxious to raise a point 
of order as a means of preventing any member on this side of 
the House from being heard. 

In the first place, I desire to call the attention of this commit- 
tee to the proposition of the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, presented here repeatedly, to abandon all of 
these bills on the Private Calendar except one certain class, and 
to take up and consider those. What assurance has he that if 
we do abandon three classes of cases the same gentlemen on his 
side who now object will not raise objections to the remaining 
class? When we have surrendered three points and only one is 
left, then we shall be at the mercy of these same gentlemen as 
to the other bills, and if they raise the point of no quorum they 
will have made these Friday night sessions absolutely futile and 
fruitless. 

[t seems to me that the correct rule by which the members 
of this committee should be guided is to regard the principle 
upon which bills are reported from the various committees of 
this House, and when those committees have found certain bills 
and measures to be meritorious and proper to come in here, 
into the House, then we, like good citizens, faithful represent- 
atives of the people, and I may say like good soldiers, should 
stand by our guns, and if any gentleman throws in objections of 
any kind, let us fight it out on the line of justice to the Union 
soldiers, even if it takes all of these Friday night sessions, even, 
in the words of Grant, ‘‘if it takes all summer.” 

I do not believe in yielding the principle upon which these 
bills are reported because of the factious opposition of any one, 
or two, or of half adozen men. If the bill is just and proper 
and meritorious, and ought to become a law, we fail in our duty 
if we yield to the groundless objections of any Representative 
here. Let us stand by the right, and if we go down let us go 
with colors flying. 

If a quorum is not present there is a way to produce a quorum. 
Let us exert the powers that abide in this House and a quorum 
can be produced here on Friday evenings the same as it can be 
produced on any day that Congress is in session. The sugges- 
tion has been made that we set aside one day or two days in the 
House for the consideration of these pension bills. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I will ask the gentleman whether 
itis not a fact that within the two hours and a half to which 
these I’'riday evening sessions are confined, the attempt to pro- 
cure a quorum in the way he suggests would simply result in 
the expenditure of whatever amount of money was necessary 
and finally inanadjournment withoutaquorum? That hasbeen 
my experience. 

r. RAY. Well, that may have been the gentleman's experi- 
ence, but during this session of the Fifty-third Congress I have 
not seen the experiment tried. 

Mr. BRETZ. It has been tried. 

Mr. RAY. No effort, so faras I know, has been made to pro- 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


The gentleman can not take the gentle- 
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duce a quorum on any Friday evening here. Now, it rather 
strikes me thatif the officers of this House should set themse] ves 
busily to work they could producea quorum. If you will do me the 
honor to make me your Sergeant-at-Arms, and give me the 
power to appoint deputies, I will go into all the saloons—— 

Mr. WILLIAMSoOf Illinois. Of course you will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. I will go into all the saloons and hotels and par- 
lors, and in the very first saloon I strike I shall probably tind 
anywhere from twenty-five to fifty Democratic objectors to pen- 
sions. [Laughter.] Nowcomeagainifyouwantto. Mr. Chair- 
main, what I wassaying is that we could produce a quorum here 
if we desired todoit. The suggestion has been made that we 
should have the Committee on Rules set aside a day or two for 
the consideration of pension bills, and some of my Republican 
friends are so green as to think that that is a bona fide proposi- 
tion, or that the Committee on Rules would seriously consider it. 

Why, sir, the Committee on the Judiciary which has charge 
of the most important legislation, except the appropriation bills, 
affecting the people of this great country, has been clamoring 
for a week or even for a day or two for the consideration of the 
many important measures that are reported from that commit- 
tee, and thus far it has been absolutely impossible to getan hour's 
time; yet gentlemen think that the Committee on Rules, after 
our rules have set apart every Friday evening for the consider- 
ation of pension bills, would step in and assign a day or two days 
to this particular business! 

The idea is ridiculous upon its face, and it hardly seems to me 
that the proposition can have been advanced in good faith. But 
suppose that were done by the Committee on Rules, what would 
be the result? Why is it that our Democratic friends, with 
their majority of 80 or 90, are not here at these Friday evening 
sessions? Is it because they are busy elsewhere saving the 
country? Not at all. It is because they are not disposed to 
come here. It is because they do not want tocome here. It is 
because they do not intend to come here to help pass these pen- 
sion bills. It is because they think that enough pension legis- 
lation has passed the Congress of the United States, and there- 
fore they remain away from these Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia and Mr. CAPEHART rose. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I should like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RAY. I can not accommodate you all at once. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Just one question: 
Why is it that the Republicans are not here? There are only 
about twenty Republican members here. 

Mr. RAY. I will answer that question in a minute. 
what is the other gentleman’s question? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I merely wanted to make a similar sug- 
gestion. There are three times as many Democrats here as Re- 
publicans. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Two gentlemen have made the same 
point, or asked the same question. Now, it will be a saving of 
time to answer both at once. 

Mr. CAPEHART. How many nights have you been here? 

Mr. RAY. Ihave been here every Friday night, with two 
exceptions. I never have made a speech before to-night at any 
one of these Friday nightsessions. I have come hereand seated 
myself, and behaved myself like agentleman. [Laughter.] I 
have listened to rant and declamation, principally from your 
side of the House, all of you proclaiming your lovefor the Union 
soldier, all of you telling how much you would do for the Union 
soldier if we would only give youa chance. And then yon as we 
had a bill well under way—when every man in the House, Re- 
publican or Democrat (it madg no difference which), rose up in 
favor of the bill—some particular member on your side of the 
House who had kept silent as a mouse, quiet as ‘' pigs in thun- 
der” down to that particular moment, would rise up with all 
the dignity of an American legislator and raise the point of ‘‘ no 
quorum;” and so allthe work previously done would be’fruitless. 

Now, you ask me a question which I have not answered and 
which I desire now to answer without interruption. You ask 
ms 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. . 

Mr. RAY. Let me answer this question first, and then I will 
listen to you. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wanted to suggest that with the num- 
ber of Democrats we have here to-night, if you had the entire 
representation of your party here, we would have a quorum. 

r. RAY. Oh, yes; the blame is all on the Republicans! I 
have two points to make on that beforeI get through, because 
the gentleman from South Carolina has brought that up already. 
Now, I want to answer why the Republicans do not come here. 
In the first place, the Democratic party holds control of this 
House by about 90 majority. We have come here—the Repub- 
licans I refer te now—we have come here night after night—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. When? 


Now, 
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Early in the session—all there were of us. 

How many? 

Mr. RAY. Every one of us. We would muster every man 
and come here. But we could not muster a quorum. We have 
not enough Republican members in this House to muster a quo- 
rum. But, thank God, Mr. Chairman, in the next Congress we 
are going to have enough, a great abundance, so that we can mus- 
ter aquorum on this side of the House; and we will not ask any 
odds of you on that. [Applause on the Republican side.] That 
is one reason why we do not come here any more. 
sick and tired of it. Every time wecome here, our feelings are 
so stirred up—— 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
another question. 

Mr. RAY. Let me answer this one. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
through. 

Mr. RAY. 
through and through by the kind of talk that we hear from such 
gentlemen on your side as the gentleman from South Carolina, 
to whom I desire to addressafew remarks beforeI get through, 
that many keep away. We found it useless to come. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Are you not mistaken in 
referring to me? I will ba on hand if you want to talk to me. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not refer to 
him. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Was the gentleman a 
member of the Fifty-first Congress; and does he not know that 
never during that Congress was there a Republican quorum in 
this House on any Friday night, at any time in the history of 
the American Congress? 

Mr.RAY. Oh,mydear, lovable, generous, cloquentfriendfrom 


Mr. RAY. 
A MEMBER. 


Mr. WAUGH. Allow me to say that the Fifty-first Congress 
passed more than 1,300 private pension bills; the Fifty-second 
Congress passed but 200; and this Congress has passed only 3 up 
to date. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
be fewer pension bills from year to year. You do not expect 
these bills to increase in number as time goes on. 

Mr. RAY. My colleagues have presented very truthfully the 
work that was done by these past Congresses; but if the lifty- 
first, or the Fiftieth, or the Forty-ninth Congress committed sins, 
that is ao reason why we should commit sins. If they were 
guilty of errors of omission or commission, it is no reason why 
we should follow their pattern. We should take warning from 
them and do better ourselves. 

But itseems to me sometimes that you gentlemen on the other 
side are trailing along in the halls of progress anywhere from 
two hundred to five hundred years behind the times; and when 
you talk on these subjects you insist on talking about something 
that is dead and gone and buried. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
party. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Let the dead past bury its dead. 
Let us act like men in the living present. Let us do what we 
ought to do. 
consider these matters on their merits; and, if deserving of a 


Like the Republican 


favorable recommendation at the hands of this committee, letus | 


say so and report the bills to the House for its action. 

Mr, PENDLETON of West Virginia. I am ready to report 
one before we go to-night if you will give us a chance. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
fact that no Republican ona pension bill has ever made the 
point of noquorum. If you can find one noted in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD who has done it, I will give you a premium of 
$25. That ought to satisfy the fastidious taste of my esteemed 
friend from West Virginia. 





We have got | 


[ thought you had got | 
| going with trembling feet towards the grave, conscious of duty 
We are sostirred up; we are made so indignant | 


Of course, there must | 


Let us take hold of this pension legislation and | 


| has dragged its slow length along. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


| 





| broader ground than that. 
I would like to ask you | 
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federacy makes no difference to me when called on to act on such 
a question. We have wiped that score out. Wehave extended 
to them the right hand of fellowship. 

Whenever an old soldier of the Confederacy comes up loyally 
to the support of the Union under the Star Spangled Banner, 
he will find the hand of fellowship extended to him, the [ra- 
ternal hand extended in a warm and friendly grasp; we will 
treat him the same as we treat one of the boys: who wore the 
blue, just so long as he behaves himself, obeys the laws of the 
country,and adheres to the principles of the Constitution. Ido 
not know how you can ask any man to go farther or to take 


[ trust you will not look upon me as a partisan in this matter, 
but I do feel that if any class of American citizens are deserv- 
ing of recognition at the hands of this Government it is that 
class of men who now, when their hairs are growing gray, are 


nobly done—it is that class of men who fought for the Union in 
its days of trial and peril and gave their all, and became dis- 


| eased or maimed on the field of battle and in the service of the 


country. [assert if there is anyclass of men deserving con- 
sideration, these are the men. 
They and their orphan children and their widows are deserv- 


| ing of recognitioh at the hands of this Government, and I hope 


| to a certain matter pending in the Senate. 


no man in this Congress or out of it will ever sneer at the idea 
of giving a pension to one of that class of our citizens. True and 
devoted when we needed true men, let us be true to them now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other thing and [ have done. A few 
moments ago the gentleman from Virginia over yonder s ine- 
where taunted my friend from Iowa {[Mr. LACEY] in reference 
He said the reason 


| that more pension bills had not passed the Fifty-third Congress 
West Virginia, do not travel so far back in history! [{Laughter.] 





was because his political associates on this side—referring to the 
Republicans—had blocked legislation in the other branch of 
Congress. I desire to resent that imputation. 

Some months ago—so long indeed that it is almost past the 
memory of the members of this body—a bill known as the Wil- 
son tariff bill, under whip and spur did pass this House and went 
over to the Senate. It went into the Finance Committee, into 
the hands of a Democratic committee, and there it slept for 
veeks and weeks. The sugar trust of New York City had fas- 
tened on it its long and bony fingers; and that sugar trust de- 
creed that that tariff bill should not come outof the Finance 
Committee of the Senate of the United States until the proposed 
legislation had been made agreeable to it. 

For weeks, perhaps I may honestly and truthfully say months, 
the bill, shorn of all its ornaments, so much changed and 
torn and riddled that its own father in this House would not 
and could not have recognized it, emerged into the full light 
of the Senate and of the country, and then the Democrats of 
that body commenced to quarrel over it, and that quarrel has 
been in progress ever since, waxing hotter and hotter all the 
time, and you know it. Finally, after some weeks of quarrel- 


| ing, it was recommitted, or in some way or other it went back 


into the Finance Committee, and finally there was something 
like 425 or 430 amendments proposed to that bill. By whom? 
By the Republicans? No; by the Democrats. 

A MEMBER. And by the sugar trust. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, and it is suggested by the sugar trust, which ° 
is probably true. I do not know; I would have to inquire of my 
Democratic friends, not having associated with the sugar trust 
myself. No sugar has fallen on my plate. Well, with these 
amendments, the bill againcame before the Senate, and there it 
Who has opposed it most 
Who are the known enemies of that bill? Is it the Re- 

Why, you come now with a bill in many of its fea- 


bitterly? 
publicans? 


| tures so near the McKinley tariff bill which you denounced so 


And, Mr. Chairman, no Republi- | 


can ever voted, it is suggested to me, against a general pension | 


law for the Union soldiers. 

And I want to say to gentlemen on that side of the House that 
I have seen bill after bill presented to this House for the pen- 
sioning of men who served in the Indian wars and served in the 
Mexican war, and aiter that time went into the war of the re- 
bellion and fought against the Union; I have seen bill after bill 
in their behalf. There were menon this side who voted against 
the pensioning of that class of men. 


{ was not one of that class. | 


Ido not care how many years a man fought or how well he fought | 


in the armies of the Confederacy. 

I believe that the rank and file of that army were as sincere 
and honest in their convictions as were the boys who wore the 
blue; and while I would not give them a pension for that serv- 
ice, yet, if previous to making that mistake, they fought under 
the Stars and Stripes to maintain the dignity, the character, and 
the honor of the old flag and the honor of the country, I would 
give them a pension; and the fact that they fought in the Con- 
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bitterly in days gone by, you come so near toit in many features 
that you can only distinguish the difference with a magnifying 
glass. 
” Tt is full of the protection you once so bitterly denounced, al- 
though the protective features are entirely sectional. Rice is 
protected; the sugar trust is tenderly cared for, but the North- 
ern farmer is forgotten, and his sheep bleat in vain for mercy. 
Republicans oppose the billsurely, honestly, andconscientiously, 
for it is unfair and sectional, not broad and comprehensive. 
You approach the McKinley bill in some respects—— 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Including the sugar trust. 


Mr. RAY. Oh,no; thereisone of the great differences. The 


| Republican party, when it had control of legislation, took the 


|} and years upon every stump in the country that they 


duty off sugar and gave free sugar to every citizen of the United 
States; but our Democratic friends, after claiming for months 
would 
lessen taxes for the poor man, have turned squarely around ana& 


| at the beck and nod of the sugar trust are proposing to tax every 


poor man who uses a single grain of sugar 


OONGRESSION AL 


6386 


Mr. JONES. 
question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes 

Mr. JONES. Did I understand you to say that the McKinley 
bill made sugar free to everybody? 

Mr. RAY. Well, I said that in substance and effect. 

Mr. JONES. Is that true? 

Mr. RAY. Well, I so understand it. 
here to discuss all the details of the tariff bill, for I have not 
gottime. I must get through now. 
over in the Senate, after holding meeting after meeting behind 
closed doors, has at last bowed down to the god of sugar. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. RAY. Yes. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We only have about 
ten minutes remaining, and there is an old widow, about 71 
years of age, who is waiting to get her pension, and if the gen- 
tleman will quit right now we will pass it. 
thing he has ever done yet for the widows. 

Mr. RAY. Allright. You have made your suggestion, now 
let me make mine. I know of hundreds of poor widows 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Well, this one is wait- 
ing. - 
Mr. RAY (continuing), Who have been waiting for their 
pensions for themselves and their orphan children for thirty 
long years. They have appealed again and again to the Demo- 
cratic party for what is their due without avail, and I want to 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


say to the gentleman that if this old widow, whom he now has | 


his eye on—— 
Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
through to-night. 


Mr. RAY (continuing). Waits until the gentleman from 


West Virginia champions her cause, she wil] wait until a thou- | 


sand and one yearsafter doomsday. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Is the gentleman ready 
to let us have a vote now? 

Mr. RAY. Now, I will say—— 

Mr. CABANISS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr.RAY. Yes, 

Mr. CABANISS. You state that the present tariff bill is in 
the interest of the sugar trust. Under the McKinley bill was 


there not a tax of one-fourth of 1 cent upon sugar above a cer- | 


tain standard, and was not that tax in favor of the sugar trust 
and the sugar trust alone? 

Mr. RAY. There was something of the kind, but not in favor 
of a sugar trust; but I just told the gentleman that I was not going 
to stop here to discuss the cents and the half cents in the Mc- 
Kinley tariff bill. 

Mr. CABANISS. 
tariff bill? 
sugar? 


What is the duty proposed in the present 
Is it not one-eighth of a cent a pound on refined 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. It is less than the Mc- | 


Kinley bill. 

Mr. RAY. I want to say tothe distinguished gentleman that 
he knows more about the sugar trust, more about its operations, 
more about its true inwardness, than I do, because he is in it, 
and his party is in it away up to the chin, and it is going to 
bother you mightily to get out. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
suggestion to my friend—— 

Mr. CABANISS. I want to thank the gentleman for the in- 
formation he has given me about the sugar trust. 

Mr. RAY. Weare not in the sugar trust at all. 

Mr. CABANISS. Ido not knowa single man connected with 
the sugar trust, or anyone who has any interest in it. 

Mr. RAY. One other suggestion—— 

Mr. CABANISS. What the gentleman has said is not true, 
and he knows it. 

Mr. RAY. Who was it that led the war in the Senate of the 
United Statesagainstthe Wilson tariff bill as itcame forth from 
the hand of the Finance Committee? Who was it that led the 
war against it even after the four hundred amendments had been 
proposed? Why, it was that man who two yearsago was looked 
up to and worshipped by the Democratic party all over this land 
as the one only great “Iam a Democrat.” Do you know who it 
was? Do you love him to-day? Whoobstructstariff legislation 
in the Senate? Is it the senior Senator from the great State of 
New York, or is it the Republican party in the Senate? 

Take that proposition into your innermost consciousness and 
solve it to your own satisfaction, if you can. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I would like to tell the 
gentleman from New York that the widow has only six minutes 
in which to get her pension to-night. 


I will make another 


[am not going to stop + 


But the Democratic party | 


It will be the best 


I want her bill to get | 
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Mr. RAY. I have already said that there are too few Repub. 
licans to grant any relief to the widows and orphans of the old 
soldiers, and they long ago gave up all hopes of receiving any 
support from such gentlemen as the one who addressed me from 
the State of West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON]. You area good 
man, you are agood Democrat, you mean all right, but you have 
no sympathy : 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
| five minutes now. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). In your heart for the old Union sol- 
| dier, nor for the widow, nor the orphans of the Union soldier 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We will have one wid 
on the rolls in five minutes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
he has concluded? 

Mr. RAY. We have a pension biil under consideration, a 
I think it is a bill for the relief of the widow of an old soldic) 
Am I not correct? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. You are. 

Mr. RAY. That being the case, Mr. Chairman,I now, inco 
| clusion, and in order to test the good faith of my Democra 
friends, who for the last hour have been clamoring with their 
mouths, but objecting in their hearts, for an opportunity to do 
something for the widow of an old soldier, ask unanimous con- 
| sent that this pending bill be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
the hour you occupied. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg the attention of the com- 
| mittee fora moment. There isa proposition before the House 
to pass some bill. A bill is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, 
| which was reported two hours since. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3693) granting a pension to Louisa B. Hull, widow of James 
E. Darrow. 


| TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom NewYork asks unan- 
imous consent that this bill be reported to the House with « 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The request was, that it be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RAY] submitted a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. There was a request made pre- 
vious to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made on the right. 

Mr. LACEY. Iceall for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
| with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 19. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
| point of noguorum. The hour having arrived for the adjourn- 
ment, under the rule of the House, the committee will rise, the 
point of no quorum being pending. 

The committee rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having resumed 
| the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DockmRy, chairman of 
| the Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee had 
| had under consideration bills on the Private Calendar and find- 
ing itself without a quorum the committee rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, the Chair declares the House ad- 
journed. 


The widow has Only 


W 


[ desire to ask the gentleman j 


Iam glad you stated the timea 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
| severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Houso, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 664) for the relief of Joseph Hague, of New York City, N. 
Y. (Report No. 1088.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 6901) to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. Julius H. 
Stahel. (Report No. 1089.) ; 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 6651) to pension Susannah Kepford, of Noble County, Ind. 
(Report No. 1090.) 

Also, the bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Thomas, formerly Elizabeth M. Swain. (Report No. 1091). 
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1894. 


By Mr. ERDMAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6187) for the relief of Martha Lindsay. Report No. 1092 .) 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6868) for the relief of Catherine Ott, widow of Joseph Ott. (Re- 
port No. 1093.) J ‘ 

By Mr. RY AN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 1716) granting a pension to Ellen Carney. (Report 
No. 1094. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051 
(Re port _ L095. ) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 4850) 
gri unting a pension to Marcus D. Box, of Company D, First Mis- 
souri Volunteers. (Report No. 1096.) 

By Mr. FIELDER, from the same committee 
for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vlict. 


to grant a pension to Eunice Putman. 


A bill (S. 684) 
(Report No. 1097.) 








ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported adversely the bill 
(S. 1391) granting a pension to Mrs. Levenia D. Athon, widow of 
Dr. James S. Athon, deceased, of Indianapolis; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 1104), was ordered to be printed, and 
indefinitely postponed. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 7460) to increase the num- 
ber of army officers to be detailed to colleges—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to create a new division of the northern judicial! 
district of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7462) to pen- 
the Army and Navy of the United States during the late war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.GEARY (by request): A bill (H.R. 7463) to provide 
for public improvements and employment of the citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL 
ing certain sums to port wardens and harbor masters—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R.7465) for the relief 
of William Armstrong—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7466) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Fenton, a resident of Milledgeville, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of Lewis 
Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William 
T. Holman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois: A bill (H. R. 7469) granting a 
pension to George C. Reynolds—to the C ommittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of A. H. Hoyt 
and 150 others, of Penacook, N. H., praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, etc., operating upon the lodge system be ex- 
empt from the operation of any income-tax Yaw which may be 
enacted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, S. Dak., 
for a special election to decide the question of money, tariff, and 


_ an income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of H. V. Porter and others, of 
Pembroke, Me., that fraternal beneficiary orders be exempt from 
the operation of the proposed income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Menns. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of Thomas Campbell and others, of 
Vincennes, Ind., asking that certain fraternal societies be ex- 
empt from the operation of the income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Canestoga Council, No. 463, 
Royal Arcanum, of Lancaster, Pa., against imposing income tax 
on {fraternal associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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3y Mr. CARUTH: Views of John G. Wolf, of Louisville, Ky., 
in regard to the increase of tax on distilled spirits and the ex- 
tension of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition from the Congress of 
American Physicians and Surgeons, asking the appointment of 
a special committee to investigate the prevalence of leprosy in 
the United States and adjoining countries—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of S. C. Gallot and 21 others, of 
New York City, praying that fraternaland boneficiary societies, 
etc., operating on the lodge system be exempt from the opera- 
tion of any income-tax law which may be enactéd—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPE BR: Petition of 94 citizens of Hiawathi 1, Kans.; 
58 of Baltimore, Md.; 94 of Chicago, II1.; 47 of Philade Iphia and 


51 of Foxburg, Pa.; 51 of Champaign, IIl.; 22 of Laramie, Wyo.; 
16 of Trinidad, Colo.; 9 of Henderson, Ky.; 70 of Lincoln, Neb.; 
21 of Wheeling, W. Va., and 11 of Rome, Ga., for the passage of 


House bill 5804, an act to promote the safety of railroad em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Interstate and Fore ign Commerce. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Charles Chamberlain and 
other citizens of Lynn; of James L. Duncan and others, of Chel- 
sea, Mass.; in favor of exempting fraternal benaiitens associa- 
tions from a tax on incomes—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of the State of Min- 
nesota and members of certain beneficial associations, praying 
Congress not to put an income tax upon the funds of said associa- 
tions, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of L. C. True, of Kansas City, 


Kans., for an amendment in the postal laws relati ng to obscene 
literature and letters—to the Committee on the Post Offic e and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HARE: Petition of 83citizens of SenecaCounty, Ohio, 


| for passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigra- 
sion certain widows and children of officers and enlisted men of | 


A bill (H. R.7464) in relation to refund- | 


= and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Wells Peppers and 20 other 
citizens of Milledgeville, Iowa, asking relief for William E. fen- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Rev. John P. Scott, pastor of 
Presbyterian Church of Lebanon; Mary L. Frost, president, and 
Idelette Drake, secretary, of the Young People’s Socicty of 
Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian Church of Lebanon, 
Ohio, against lotteries using mails, etc.—to the Committce on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of Charles R. Judd and other citizens 
of Canton, Ohio, asking that all fraternal beneficiary aaa 
tions be exempted from taxation—to the C ommittee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of P. 5. Henderson and many 


| Others, of St. Paul, Minn., against imposition of income tax on 


fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Protest of J. D. Spreckles Bros. & Co. and 
85 other managing ship-owners of San Francisco, against the 
passage Of Maguire's shipping bills, H. R. 5501, 5502, 5503, 5304, 
0005, 5506, and 5603—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Petition of William Frederick, Hudson, 
Ind., to correct his military record, with proof in support of pe- 


) 
} 
} 
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| tition—to the Committeg on Military Affairs. 


| & Bailey, of Rock 


By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of druggists of Lancaster, 
Ohio, urging increase of tax on beer and none on alcoholic 
= its—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of J. M. Gross, of Peoria; Beardsley 
istand, and Froldech, Gardt & Co., of Gales- 
burg, iil., agaiust an increase of tax on whisky and extension of 


| bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


| ton, Conn., 


Also, petition of O. W. Walkup (secretary Royal Arcanum) 
and 18 ‘other citizens of Galesburg, [11., in favor of an amend- 
ment to the tariff bill exempting fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, and associations from taxation—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the officers and men it vers of Ty pogr iphical 
Union No. 288, Galesburg II1., in favor of claims of laborers and 
mechanics under eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By ee cLLof Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Pres- 
1 favor of les gislation to suppress lotteries—to the 
Com mittee on the Judiciar 

By Mr. WASHING TON: Petition of H. L. Claiborne and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking an amendment to the pro- 


¢ 
| posed Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means 





\lso, petition and resolution from Ragsdale and others, of 
Springfield, Tenn., protesting against the increase of the tax on 


whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE, 
SATURDAY, June 16, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr, TELLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion f:0m the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with his 
approval, the draft of a bill submitted by the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, requiring the agents of steam and sailing ves- 
sels to deliver to the customs officers at the port of sailing lists 
of passenger's or emigrants embarking therefrom; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill received yesterday from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. It. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore made 
with the Southern Ute [ndians to be removed from the Territory 
of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty 


where they may so elect and are qualified, and to settle all those | 


not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of 
the present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes, and to carry out the provisions of the treaty 
with said Indians June 15, 1880, was read twice by its title. 

Mr TELLER. 
up the bill and put it on its passage. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill what is 
its purport? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. In 1880 we made a treaty with the Ute Indians 
and gave them a tract of land 110 miles long by 15 miles wide on 
the border of New Mexico, in Southern Colorado. Later, while 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] was Secretary of the 
Interior, a treaty was made with these Indians, by which they 
were to bo removed to Utah. A great deal of opposition was 
developed against that treaty. The other House has declined 
at different times to allowa bill to pass toratify that agreement. 

The pending bill simply carries out the treaty of 1880, with 
modifications. It provides that the Indians may selectland any- 
where within the reservation as established by the treaty of 
1830, and that those who do not choose to make selections shall 
go 40 miles to the west of the present reservation-—which is the 
best part of it—and make their selections there, or make no se- 
lection, just as they see fit. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill does not propose the removal of the 
Southern Utes? 

Mr. TELLER. 
leaves them on their reservation, but opens the eastern end of 


the reservation to settlement, and provides that they may select | 


their land in it if they choose,anywhere on the reservation, but 


if they do not choose to select their land there, they must go to | 


the west end. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand thatit is a compromise. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill passed the other House unanimously 
on the unanimous report of the House committee, and while not 
satisfactory to the people of Colorado, itis the best measure 
they thought they could get. 

Mr. LODGE. [ have no objection to the bill. 
sired to have it explained. 

Mr. TELLER. No one objected to it in the other House. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I am not willing against the 
urgent desire and very strong opinion of the Senator from Colo- 


rado to interpose an objection to the consideration of the bill, and | 


yet Iam not very well satisfied with it. 

A commission was raised under an act of Congress some years 
ago to treat with the Southern Ute Indians for the surrender of 
their reservation, which certainly ought to be opened in the in- 


terests of the people of Colorado, for it lies like a barrier be- | 
Under that act of Congress | 


tween that State and New Mexico. 
the commission negotiated with the Southern Ute Indians a 
treaty which was satisfactory to them and which they have 
always been pressing to have carried into execution. That 
treaty was opposed by people who had the impression that the 
exchange was to put the Southern Ute Indians into the posses- 
sion of lands less beneficial to them than the lands they already 
occupy in their present reservation; and in consequence of that 
opposition, which, in my belief, originated in and was fomented 
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It does not propose to remove thematall. It’ 


I merely de- | 


JUNE 16, 





chiefly by a cattle-grazing company, the execution of the treaty 
has been deferred for a number of years. 

Now, Congress is interposing here by this proposed act arbi- 
trarily to overrule that treaty and to take from the Southern 
Ute Indians about two-thirds of their reservation without any 
bargain whatever and without seeking their consent, andadd in 
place of it a tract of country much less in extent. The Senator 
from Colorado can give the exact area lying below the western 
part of their present reservation in New Mexico. Withouthavy- 
ing carefully examined the treaty, [ merely wish to enter by 
these observations my dubitatur. 5 

Mr. TELLER. This proposed act carries out the treaty of 
1880, which provided that after the Indians had taken their al- 
lotments of land the remainder should be sold and the money 
should go into the Treasury for the benefit of the Indians. This 
bill provides that they may do just what the act of 1880 said 
they should do; thatis, toselect their lands in severalty anywhere 
they choose on the reservation. A largenumber of the Indians 
decline to select lands and will not select them. Those who do 
not care to select lands are allowed to go on the west 40 miles of 
| the reservation or on the additional land in New Mexico. 
| If after the bill passes the Senator from Wisconsin shall, after 
| looking it over, think it ought to be further considered, I shall 
not offer any objection to a motion to reconsider. The bill is 
not satisfactory, of course, to our people. I agree with the Sen- 
ator it would have been better for the Indians and better for us 
to have had the other bill passed, but we made up our minds 
that it would not pass, the controversy being so sharp. Many 
| people thought it would be a hardship to remove the Indians 
| from the reservation, and it was determined to leave them on 
the land. It is not proposed to remove them at all. The addi- 
| tional land in New Mexico was added before the passage of the 
bill in the other House, with the approval of the Delegate from 
New Mexico, I understand. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator in what respect 
this bill executes the treaty of June 15, 1880? 

Mr. TELLER. That treaty provides that they shall take land 
in ssveralty, and after that the excess shall be sold for their 
benefit. The bill modifies it by saying that those who will not 
take land in severalty shall go upon the west end of the reser- 
vation, which I assure the Senator is really the most valuable 
for the Indians, because it is accessible to water, and the cli- 
mate is a little better than the eastern end, although the east- 
ern end is more valuable undoubtedly for minerals, which is not 
of any value to the Indians. There is some land in the east 
end which will become valuable, and of course they will get the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. VILAS. I always understood that the treaty of June 15, 
1880, was executed by the creation of the present reservation 
and the establishment of the Southern Utes upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. The treaty of 1880, the Senator will see, re- 
quired that they should take land in severalty. The Indians 
have refused to take land in severalty. There is a small num- 
ber of them who will, but the great majority of them will not 
| take land in severalty, and ifitis set apart for them they will not 
occupy it. 

Mr. WHITE. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion. AslIunderstand the Senator, when this proposed act goes 
| into effect the Indians will be removed to a place other than that 
which they now occupy; that is, those who do not take land in 
severalty. 

Mr. TELLER. They will be removed from their present 
agency a distance probably of 40 miles, but on the same reser- 
vation. ” 

Mr. WHITE. They have occupied by choice, of course, the 
| land where they now are; that is, they have preferred it. 

Mr. TELLER. They have occupied it because the agency 
was put there on account of the railroad, not because it was the 
best land or the best place for them, but because it was contigu- 
ous to a railroad which crosses the reservation. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the understanding of the Senator that the 
Indians will be forced upon this new land? They will not go 
there of their own volition, I presume. 


Mr: TELLER. They will not be forced on it. Those who 


| choose to remain under this proposed act can take their lands 


in severalty and remain where they are. 
Mr. WHITE. But assuming that they decline to accept land 
in severalty, they will then be removed by the United States. 
Mr. TELLER. I suppose then the agency will be moved down 


| to the western part of the reservation, and of course with the 


removal of the agency, it isimmaterial to them where ~~ go if 
they remain on the reservation. They do not cultivate the soil 
in any shape except in a few cases. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it ought to be stated that very 
| many of these Indians have already practically taken land and 
| made improvements on it. 
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Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me, I understood the 
Senator from C ‘olor: ido to say that but few of them haveaccepted | 
land in severalty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Nottaken in severalty, but quite anum- 
ber of them have selected certain pieces of land and have im- 
proved it. Of course those Indians would take the land that 
they have thus improved. 

Mr. TELLER. They can take the lands now occupied, and 
they will undoubtedly do so. 

Mr. VILAS. 
executed there would be no land for t 
and sell. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VILAS. I will read the clause of that treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to interpose an objection to this meas- 
ure. It has now consumed twenty minutes of the morning hour. 

Mr. TELLER, I ask that the bill may go over until Monday 
morning. In the meantime the Senator from Wisconsin can 
look at it. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well; but I merely wanted to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Colorado to the treaty. I supposs 


he United States to take 


| eral Synod of the Reformed 


{ wish to observe thi ut if the treaty of 1880 was 


the bill is regularly before the Senate, no objection he wing been | 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the cable. 


made to its consideration and the Senate having deliberately 
agreed to consider it, it is, I think, too late to interpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
does not come too late under the rule. 
terposed at any time. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is certainly the rule. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will at least 
not interfere for a moment; and I do not exactly see how he can 
take the floor from me to make an objection 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin will observe that 
we have but ten minutes left for the transaction of morning 
business. 

Mr. TELLER. Isuggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the bill be allowed to lie on the table just as it is until Monday 
morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it isso ordered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 1852) to provide an American 
register for the steamer S. Oter i. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ana memorials are in order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ery well. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


An objection can be in 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation, remonstrating against 
the restoration of the system of ‘damage allowances” on im- 
ported articles; which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a petition of the Congress of American 
Physicians and Surgeons, praying for the appointment of a 
commission to investigate the existence of leprosy in the United 
States; 
Diseases. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
San Angelo, Tex., remonstrating against placing wool on tle free 
list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


The Chair thinks the objection | 
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Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Doug- 
las County, Nebr., praying that in the passage of any law pro- 
| viding for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from taxation; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
who is absent owing to illness, I present a memorial of the Gen- 
Dutch) Church, of Asbury Park, 
N. J., remonstrating against the admission of Utah into the 
Union asa State. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Newman Grove 
Improvement Society, of Newman Grove, Nebr., praying that 
the funds of mutual building and loan associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tuvriff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presente 1d petitions of sundry citizens of Fulton, 
Clarke, and Coweta C ountie s,and the petition of R. l’. Shedden. 
of Atlanta, all in the State of Georgia, and of 42 citizens of 
Charleston County, S. C., praying that in the passage of any law 
providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 


He also presented the memorial of C. A. Trevitt, of Rome, Ga., 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenu> tax 


- | on alcohol; which was ordered to lie on the tabl 


He also presented the petition of J. W. Hightower, of Empire, 
Ga., praying for the retention of the present duty on lumber; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 7 Corset Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation of the United States, of New HL. uven, Conn., praying 
that horn strips be retained on the free list; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of J. h. Doherty & Co., 
of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the in- 


| ternal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an ext: nsion of 


| proposed income-tax provision of the pending tari 


The Chair will state that petitions | 


the present bonded period; which wi as ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Arthur S. Gay, and sundry 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be rn from the 

ff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Council No. 487, Royal Ar 
canum, of Dorchester; of John Burke and sundry other citizens 
of Boston: of A. Kenfield and sundry other citizens of Chicopee 
Falls, and of Suffolk Council, No. 60, Royal Are anum, of Boston, 


allin the State of Massachusetts, praying that the pending tar 
iff bill be so amended “that fraternal bene! iciary societies, o 
ders, or associations, operating upon the lodge system and pro- 


viding for the payment of life, sick, accident, and whe r benefits 
to the members, and dependents of such members, shall be e: 


| empt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 


which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic | 


He also presented a petition of 16 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, | 


and a petition of 83 citizens of Norwalk, Ohio, praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associ iations be e xempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the ne gg of P. S. Hendrickson and 
sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., and the petition of 
J. H. Hunt and sundry other citizens of Minne: upolis, Minn., 
praying thatthe pending tariff bill beso amended “ thatfraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operating upon the 
lodge system, and providing for the payment of life, “siek, acci- 
dent, and other benefits to the members and dependents of such 
members, shall be exempt from all the provisions of the bill re- 
quiring taxation in any form;” which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of F. J. Evreti, of Ramsey 
County, Minn., and the petition of A. W. Armatage and sundry 
other citizens of Hennepin County, Minn., praying that the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and as:ociations be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax prov ision of the pending 
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Smyrna, Del., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 


the table, 


any form;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Charles M. Vilhson 
and sundry other citizens of Sioux City, Iowa, praying that 
fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, b> ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented petitions of George W. Harbin and sundry 
other citizens of Black Hawk County: of S. W. Rathbun and 
sundry other citizens of Iowa, and of E. T. Davenport and sundry 
other citizens of Marshall County, Iowa, praying that tle funds 


| of mutual life insurance éomgentenend associations be exempted 


provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on | 





from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tarift 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Washington, praying that section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 


}0 amended so as to suspend for the year 1894 the pe for mance 
of $109 worth of labor on mining claims: which was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented sundry memorials of wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers, of Dubuque, Council Bluffs, Burlington, Daven- 
port, Dyersville, and Clinton, all in the State of lowa, remon- 
strating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, 
and also againstan extension of the present bonded period; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pierce 
and King Counties, in the State of Washington, praying thati 
the passage of any law providing for the taxation of laeemes, 
the funds of mutal life insurance >companies and associations be 
exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of James G. Walker, 
W.P. Cummings, F. M. Cummings, J. E. Merrill, and 7 other 
citizens of Hudson, N. H., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
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cieties, orders or associations, be ex 
income-tax provision of the pending 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of 75 citizens of Monroe County, 
N. Y., praying that the funds of the mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision o pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the 


Mr. Gl 


tariff bill: which was or- 


f the 
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BSON. I desire to call up House joint resolution No. 
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| 
smpted from the proposed 


172, which was reported yesterday by the Senator from Missouri | 


[Mr. Vest].from the Committee on Public 
Grounds. J ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have a similar request already pend- 
ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that morning 
business is in order. Reports of committees, standing and se- 
lect, are next in order. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
VILAS May 24, 1894, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

GEORGE P. FURBER. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved. That there be allowed and paid to George P. Furber, from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, $750, as compensation for his, services in the 


preparation of the second edition of Senate Election Cases, and the volume 
entitled Privileges of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SMITH (for Mr. MCPHERSON) introduced a bill (S. 2123) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of James Bell, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2124) granting a service pen- 
sion to soldiers, sailors, marines, and their widows and orphans, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2125) to perfect the 
military record of Henry R. Gibson; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to tac Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2126) to authorize.and provide for 

he location of Sioux half-breed scrip (or certificates) by power 

of attorney und to authorize the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to approve and issue patents to any lands located 
thereby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2127) for the relief of Rich- 
mond College, located at Richmond, Va.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee op Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2128) authorizing Commander 
Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decoration tendered him 
by the Government of Spain; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2129) toauthorize the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to 
Amelia M.Grobe; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the navalappropriation bill; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment intended to be 
proposed to House bill 5481, the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill, which ! ask to have read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and that it be printed. 

The amendment was read and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

Insert after line 8, page 22: 

* Por providing instantaneous fire-alarm apparatus for the public school 
pulldings of the District of Columbia, $2,500. 

Mr.GALLINGER. In conjunction with theamendment I sub- 
mit an editorial from Kate Field's Washington of recent date, 
treating on the same subject; which I move be printed as a docu- 
ment, and referred to the Committee on the District:of Colum- 
bia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Buildings and | 
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AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER S. OTERI. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.1852) to provide an American rece. 
ister for the steamer S. Oteri. ‘a 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF DANIEL C. RODMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimousconsentfor the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives 
of Daniel C. Rodman, deceased, and others. I will state that 
this bill passed the Senate two years ago and four years ago, but 


| failed to receive consideration in the House of Representatives. 





| It has been always unanimously reported. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


| from the Committee on Claims with an amendment in line 3, to 


strike out the name ‘‘Slazer” and insert ‘‘ Seager.” 

Be it enacted, etc,, That Daniel C. Rodman, Ossian B. Hart, Charles Seager, 
Calvin L. Robinson, Ozias Buddington, and Joseph R. Richard, sureties 
upon the bond of Ozias Morgan, given as security for the faithful perform 
ance by said Ozias Morgan of his duties as receiver of public moneys and 
disbursing agent of the United States land office at Tallahassee, Fla., fror 


| 1866 to 1870, and their heirs and legalrepresentatives be, and they are hereby 


released and discharged of and from all and every obligation and liability 
whatsoever on account of said bond. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Theamendmentisincorrectly printed. The 
name should be “ Slager.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so cor- 
rected. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as cor- 
rected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PRICE OF LANDS UNDER DESERT-LAND LAWS. 

Mr. CAREY. lLIask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 160) to fix the prize of lands entered 
under the desert-land laws. 

There being noobjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Ishouldlike to hear the Senator from Wyoming 
make some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. A similar bill passed the Senate in the last 
Congress. For abouta year a ruling prevailed in the Interior 
Department that the price of desert lands within railroad grants 
should be $2.50 per acre. This ruling was afterwards changed 
by the law of 1891, and the Secretary of the Interior ruled he 
had no right to pay back the money. Since then the Court of 
Claims have decided that the ruling was in violation of the law. 
The universal ruling for ten years after the desert-land law was 
passed fixed the price of such lands at $1.25 an acre. The bill 
only covers avery short period and a very small quantity of 
land. 

Mr.CALL. I understand that this is simply to refund the 
excess of the purchase money? 

Mr. CAREY. Thatis all. It places those who entered un- 
der the desert land law in the same position as those who en- 
teved land under the laws of the United States where the pay- 
ment was erroneous, which can be paid out of a fund for that 

yULrpose. 
, ate, CALL. It does not authorize.any new purchase of land? 

Mr. CAREY. Not atall. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


OCCUPATION OF COURT-HOUSE IN BALTIMORE. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full per- 
mission to the State of Maryland and to the several State courts 
within the city of Baltimore to occupy the old United States 
court-house in the city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


LOUIS A. YORKE. 
Mr. CALL. I«ask unanimous consent thet the bill (S. 1438) 
for the relief of Louis A. Yorke, which was reported adversely 
and is now on the Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee 
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on Naval Affairs. Iam authorized to say that there is no ob- 
‘oction to this order on the part of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER], who reported the bill. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chatr 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 





A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | { 


TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were | 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of Themas Rhys Smith for work done and materials | 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me.; 

A bill (H.R. 5576) to provide for the closing of part of an alley 
in square 622 in thecity of Washington, D. C., and for the relief | 
of the president and directors of Gonzaga College; and 

A bill (H.R.7458) making appropriations to supply a defi- | 
ciency in the appropriation for public printing and binding for | 
the fiscal year 1894, and for other purposes. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER}, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Aliarticles of manufacture, composed wholly or in part of wool, or hair of 
the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, shall be admitted free of 
duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. ILask that the vote on that amendment may 
be taken by yeas and nays. I hope the Senate will consent to 
that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.STEWART. I should like the Senator from Kansas to 
explain the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment is to put all manufactures of 
wool on the free list, and the reason for itis that unmanufactured 
wool has been placed on the free list. Thatis the only reason. 
It is not an attack on my part upon manufacturers at all, butin- 
asmuch as the producers of wool are to be putin competition 
with foreign producers, I insist that fairness dictates that the 
manufacturers ought to be put uponthe same basis. Thatisall. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I would remind the Senator 
from Kansas that two wrongs nevermake aright. The Senator 
from Kansas himself, I think, hardly believes that all woolen 
goods should be placed upon the free list. He knows, as we all 
know, that that would result in the entire destruction of the 
woolen industry in the United States. 

Nobody fee!s more strongly than [ do the injustice which has 
been done in putting-wool upon the free list, but surely the 
Senator can not repair that injustice by putting woolen goods | 
upon the free list. He feels, and justly and properly feels, that | 
the action of the majority of the Senate in putting wool upon the 
free list is to lead to the destruction ofa great industry among the 
agricultural people of the United States; but surely he can not 
desire on that account to put woolen manufactures on the free | 
list, and thus lead to the destruction of another great industry 
in the United States. Heis simply helping the free trader to 
destroy all our industries by his amendment; and itseems to me 
that the Senator is too just a man to desire to inflict injury upon | 
others becauseinjury has been inflicted upon the people whom 
he represents. 

Mr. PEFFER. Only a word, Mr. President, inaddition. The 
Senator from Connecticut expresses my views quite accurately. 
Ido not want to destroy anybody. Personally I am wiiling to 
give anything that I have in this world to anyone in need, but 
when you come to strike my friend I will defend him. I amhere | 
charged to represent the interests of the men who sent me here. | 
They are, 75 per cent of them, farmers, and I shall stand by 
those men no matter who else falls. Individually, I am willing | 
to go down, but I am not willing to go down unless the other 
men go with me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Seeretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PErriGREew}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). [ am 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gean- | 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], | 
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with the reservation of the right to vote to make a quorum. If 
my vote bo not necessary to make a quorum, I withhold it 

Mr. QUAY (whenhisname was called). I am paired with tho 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRByYj, and vote 
“nay. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 


| New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], but, after consulting with his 


colleague [Mr. SMITH], and considering the nature of the vote, 
[ feel free to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. FRYE. Lam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 


| land [Mr. GORMAN], who is detained from the Chamber by ill- 


ness; but as he and [ on this question would vote the same way, 
[ take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Washington |[Mr. SQUIRE], but I have taken the liberty to vote 
in this case, being satisfied if he were present he would vote in 
the same way I do. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to my colleague [Mr. WALSH], and vote 
** nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 
igan |Mr. MCMILLAN], but I understand from his colleague | Mr. 
PATTON] that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ nay.” I there- 
fore feel at liberty to vote, and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpPuH] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withhold my vote,asI am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. MILLS. Lingquireif the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Then Iwithhold my vote. Ishould vote “ nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think I can safely say to the Senator from 
Texas that if the Senator from New Hampshire were present 
he would vote ‘‘nay.” I assume the responsibility of saying that. 

Mr. MILLS. AsIam paired with that Senator in his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. ROAcH| has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair isadvised that the junior 
Senator from North Dakota has not voted. 

Mr. PERKINS. [f am paired with that Senator, and in his 
absence I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Lomittedjto mention, when the name of my col- 
league [Mr. CAMERON] was called, that he is paired with the 


| Senator from South Carolina |Mr. BUTLER}. I make this an- 


nouncement to cover all votes during the day. 
The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 46; as follows: 











YEAS—3. 
Allen, Kyle, Peffer, 
NAYS—46, 

Allison, Davis, Hoar, Pugh, 
Bate, Dudois, Hunton, Ransom 
Berry Faulkner, Jarvis, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Prye Jones, Ark. Shoup 
Blanchard, Gibson, Lodge, Smitr 
Cali, Gordon, Manderson, Teller, 
Carey Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 

| Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Ves 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 

| Coke Hawley, Pasco, White. 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, 
Daniel, Hill, Proctor, 

NOTVOTING—35. 

| Aldrich, George, Martin, Quay, 
Brice. Gorman, Mills, Roach, 
Butier, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Squire, 
Caffery, Irby, Morgan, Stewart, 
Camden, Jones, Nev Murphy, Vilas, 
Cameron, Lindsay, Perkins, Walsh, 

| Dixon, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Dolph McMillan Platt Wilson, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Power Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I was requested by the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], before he left, to see that his 
pair was properly observed and announced. It does not appear 
by the RECORD that his pair with the junior Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] was announced yesterday. I wish to 
state that all through the voting of yesterday the Senater from 
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South Dakota was paired with the Senator from West Virginia. 
The pair will also stand for to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. The pair was observed, but not announced, the 
Senator means? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It was observed, but not announced. 
not appear in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sumed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

278. Wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
nals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, mungo, shod- 
dies, garnetted or carded waste, carbonized noils or other waste product, 
any of which is composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, and other like animals, which has been improved or advanced 
beyond its original condition as waste by the use of machinery or the appli- 
cation of labor, or both 
15 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALLISON. From the print of the bill which I have it 
appears that the committee recommend that paragraph 278 be 
stricken out. Is there any amendment pending to the para- 

raph? 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noamendment has been proposed, 
the Chair will state to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. PLATT. LIought to know, but 1 should like to inquire 
what the present duty is. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me? 

Mr. ALLISON. My impression is that it isa varying duty. 
The duty is 30 cents a pound, [ think, upon some of these ar- 
ticles. 

Mr.QUAY. Has thecommittee amendment, striking out par- 
agraph 278, been, adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 278 has been read by 
the Secretary, but no action has been taken, the Chair will state. 

Mr. PLATT. We on this side of the Chamber are quite in 
the dark as to what the committee propose to do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find that the duty on most of the articles 
described in this paragraph is now 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. The paragraph has been put in the free list on 
eos 119. Ithink I have a wrong copy of the bill. Some one 
1as misplaced my copy. I had one that is marked correctly. 

Mr. PLATT. [ think we ought to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 685,I think, puts the whole of 
paragraph 278 on the free list. 
Mr. VEST. That is right. 

correct copy of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator from Missouri proposes an 
amendment to strike out paragraph 278? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; that is to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the reason why I called the atten- 
tion of the Chair tothe matter. It appeared to me that there 
was some amendment to be proposed. 

Mr. VEST. 
move that paragraph 278 be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out para- 

raph 278. 

: Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas ana nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the roll is called 1 should be glad to 
have the Senator in charge of the bill explain why it is that all 
these various articles are to be put on the free list. Is it be- 
cause wool is on the free list? I suppose that is the idea. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse thatis the reason ofit. The paragraph 
embraces ‘‘wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, 
ring waste, mungo, shoddies, garnetted or carded waste, car- 
bonized noils or other waste product, any of which is composed 
wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel,” etc. 

On page 119 of the bill will be found the provision which 
places these articles upon the free list: 

All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 
waste. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator does not in that. paragraph put 
shoddy on the free list. In paragraph 279 I see there is an- 
other provision. Thero is a proposed amendment in paragraph 


279. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the committee still adhere to that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. What I want to understand is this: I know 
that wool has been put on the free list, but if this paragraph is 
stricken out are ‘roving waste, ring waste, mungo, shoddies, 
and carbonized noils,” etc., ‘any of which has been improved or 
advanced beyond its original condition as waste by the use of 
machinery or the application of labor, or both,” put on the free 
list? That is what I wish to ascertain. 


It does 


The reading of the bill will be re- 


It ison page 119. I now have a 


and carbonized wool, shall be subject to a duty of | 


My attention was diverted at the moment. I} 
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I do not think that ‘‘any wool which has been advanced at all 
from its original condition by the use of machinery or+the ap- 
plication of labor should go on the free list. If raw wool is to 
go on the free list, that is one thing, but if the manufactures of 
wool in the early processes are to go on the free list that is an- 
other thing. It is possible that the proposed amendment in par- 
agraph 279 answers my objection. I do not quite understand it. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 279 answers the question of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After having denied a duty on wools of the 
highest price and the greatest value in the pending bill, then to 
put a duty on shoddy, mungo, ring waste, roving waste, slubbing 
waste, andall the other wastes, it seems tome, would berather a 
singularresult. I donot know exactly what the purpose of the 
committee is. Is the proposition of the Senator from Missouri 
to strike out paragraph 278? 

Mr. MILLS. That is the motion, to strike out paragraph 278, 

Mr. VEST. The roving and tops and roping, which are in 
paragraph 278, as proposed to be stricken out, are put back in 
paragraph 279 with the same duty, 15 per cent ad valorem. Of 
course the raw wool, which has not been advanced in any degree 
by manufacture, is by the bill put on the free list. 

Mr. MILLS. As1 understand, the distinction between para- 
graph 278 and paragraph 279 itis that the waste of different kinds 
and the mungo and shoddy and all those articles are to be on the 
free list, except when they have been carded and advanced to 
the form ready for spinning, as stated in paragraph 279. Itis 
to be dutiable at 15 per cent when it is in the form of roving, 
roping, or tops, and that is when it is carded and cleaned and 
ready for spinning. But when itis in rags and dirtand unpre- 
pared for spinning it is on the free list. I myself think it all 
ought to go on the free list; but thatseems to be the distinction 
here. I have had some of those tops sent tome. I know theyare 
very fine wool, drawn out to the full length of the fiber, hand- 
somely cleaned and carded, ready for spinning. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is there any purpose on the part of the com- 
mittee to put a duty on shoddy so as to keep it out of the coun- 
try? 

Mr. MILLS. I suppose not at this low rate; but the commit- 
tee can answer themselves. 

Mr. CULLOM. If itis intended to keep it out of the country, 
they had better increase the duty on it. 

Mr. VEST. One of the effects of putting high duties on fine 
woolens has been to increase the importation of shoddy as used 
in so-called woolen goods. A processhas been adopted largely 
by the manufacturers of woolen goods in the United States 
called cropping, by which the backs of almost all the garments 
we use are principally cotton and other adulterants. 

The reports of the Treasury Department which [ have before 
me show a vast increase in the amount of shoddy used in the 
United States, and of cotton, which is an adulterant used in the 
manufacture of woolens. If any Senator will call upon any mer- 
chant tailor he will find that while he has probably seventy-five 
or a hundred pieces of mixed or adulterated cloth in his shop, 
he has not one single piece of pure woolen cloth. This has been 
caused, as we contend, by the high price of foreign wools by 
reason of the McKinley act, and the duties imposed by the act 
of 1867, and even by the act of 1883. 

This vast increase in shoddy has taken place, not only in this 
country but in England, because the same cause which operates 
upon the American manufacturer operates upon the English 
manufacturer who wants to obtain amarketin thiscountry. In 
order to compete with these adulterated woolen cloths as they 
are called, misnamed woolen clgths, these mixtures, the English 
manufacturer must pay the high rates of the McKinley tariff, 
and come into this market with mixed goods also. The result 
is,as is the experience of every man and every woman, that 
there are no pure woolencloths inthe market. They areall mixed 
cloths, and they wear out in a very few years, so that the supvly 
has again to be met on the part of the consumer. 

Now, we did not propose when we gave to the country frea 
wool to let shoddy in free. Our idea is that when you cheapen 
the wool to the manufacturer he will use moreof it, and that we 
shall have a better article of woolen cloths, and get rid of the 
adulteration and the fraud which is perpetrated to-day in the 
name of wool upon the consumers of the United States. If we 
had come intothe Senate with free shoddy, immediately the bill 
would have been attacked upon the ground that we admitted a 
shamanda fraud worse than the enemiesof oleomargarine declare 
it to be. We have therefore put a duty upon shoddy, which is 
largely imported into the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. A duty of 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; a duty of 15 per cent. We did not want to 
put it on the free list. We put the same duty upon it that we 
place upon roping and roving and tops; and it is the proper 
duty to put upon it. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Roping waste,ring waste, carded waste and, 
all waste are put upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Not in paragraph 279. On wool ‘“‘in the form of 
roving, roping, or tops” there is a duty of 15 per cent ad valo- 
rem. That is the provision I refer to. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I have studied out the effect of the pro- 
posed striking out of paragraph 278. If that paragraph is 
stricken out then waste, noils, and all waste products which 


have not been treated by machinery or advanced in the process | 
of manufacture will go on the free list,and the waste which has | 
been treated by machinery will, under paragraph 279, be dutia- | 


ble at 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. I can see no inconsistency about that. 

Mr. VEST. There is not the slightest inconsistency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will read paragraph 279 he 
will find that there is omitted from it the very clause which he 
says ought to be preserved. 


Mr. VEST. We ean not hear the Senator from Ohio on this | 


side. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I say paragraph 279 omits the clause in 


paragraph 278 which puts a duty on wools, etc., advanced be- | 
yond the condition of waste, by the use of machinery or the ap- | 


plication of labor. I think that provision is notin paragraph 
279 at all. 

Mr. VEST. It is not. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me read paragraph 279 as proposed to be 
amended. 


On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carbonized noils, or car- 
ponized wool, and on wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or 
other like animals in the form of roving, roping, or tops, 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 


Roving, roping, and tops, I understand, are forms of wool or 


waste which have been advanced to what we used to call rolls, 


or tke fine wool which was shown here the other day—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. Tops. 
Mr. PLATT. Under the name of botany top. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are not the less waste. 


Mr. PLATT. When waste has been advanced to that point, | 


roving, ropiug, or tops, then it is to have a duty of 15 per cent. 
So with mungo and shoddy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the Senator will look again—I am 
somewhat familiar with construing the laws on this subject—he 
will see that the words now referred to by him ‘‘in the form of 
roping, roving, or tops,” apply only to the wool of the sheep, 


camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, and do not apply to | 


flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Isupposed they did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They do not. 

Mr. PLATT. Iconfess the matter is somewhat complicated, 
and I have had difficulty in understanding it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis certain the committee now propose to 
put on the free list a large portion of the importations which 
pay 30 cents a pound. These tops, roping, roving waste, etc., 
now havea unit of value on their importation of 36 centsa pound. 
SoI think it is a great change to put all these articles on the 


free list. 


I should like to have some Senator who is familiar with the | 


manufacture of woolen goods —— to me why it is, as was just 
now stated by the Senator from Missouri, that a very large por- 
tion of the woolen goods manufactured inthe United States is 


composed of shoddy. I had adifferent view, and if it be true that | 


the manufacturers of woolen goods in our country used chiefly 
shoddy, I should be glad to have it explained a little more in de- 
tail than the Senator from Missouri has explained it. 


Mr.HAWLEY. That is a very great mistake. I do not | 


know anything about the proportion of shoddy used, but it is a 
comparatively small class of coarse goods, I doubt whether 


there isan ounce of shoddy in all the woolen goods worn by Sen- | 


ators here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observe that there is very little shoddy 
imported. Ofcourse it must be manufactured here, and I do 
not quite understand how so much shoddy can get into woolen 
manufactures. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Theexperts will tell it, and they do not put | 


it in except as I have stated. 

Mr. PLATT. With regard to shoddy and the alleged in- 
crease of shoddy in this country stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Connecticut deny there 
has been an increase? He speaks of the “alleged increase.” 
Does he deny thai there has been an increase? 

Mr. PLATT. There has been an increase in pounds, but not 
an increase in per cent. In 1880 the amount of shoddy and ani- 
mal hair consumed in this country was 56,970,682 pounds. In 
1890 it was 73,678,066 pounds. Butin 1880 the per cent of shoddy 





to all woolen goods was 22.06 per cent, and in 1890 it was 22.72 

per cent. Sowhile there has been an increase in the number of 
| pounds of shoddy used in the woolen manufacture in thiscountry, 
| no larger proportion of the goods manufactured is now com- 
| posed in part of shoddy thanin1880. Therefore, while the state- 
| ment of the Senator from Missouri is true in one sense, it is not 
| true in the sense that the proportion of shoddy consumed in 
| this country has been increased in the last ten years. 
| Mr. VEST. The statistics show that in 1870, according tothe 
census of that year, there were fifty-six shoddy factories in the 
United States, and their product was $1,768,592. In LSS0, ten 
years afterwards, they had increased toseventy-three establish- 
ments, producing $4,989,615 worth of goods. In 1890 there were 
ninety-four establishments, producing $9,208,011 worth of goods, 
an increase of double and more. In 1890there wereconsumed in 
the United States 61,626,261 pounds of shoddy. Of wool in the 
crease the United States produced 276,000,000 pounds in 1890 or 
| 92,000,000 pounds of scoured wool. This shows that of shoddy 
there was nearly 70 per cent relatively to the wool used in this 
country. 

I argued this question in 1890, and produced here the adver- 
tisements of the shoddy establishments in the United St:tes. to- 
gether with statements of their product. The answer to i: has 
always been that shoddy had also increased in evena larger pro- 
portion in Great Britain, our great manufacturing rival. That 
| is true, for the reason which | undertook to give a few minutes 
ago, that the use of shoddy and cotton, which is a great adulter- 
ant in the manufacture of woolen goods in this country, necessi- 
tates the same procedure by our rivals across the ocean, beeause 
| in undertaking tocontend with us for the American market they 
are compelled toadulterate what are called woolen manufactures 
| in order to compete with us. 

Now, I do not care anything about the per cent, but here are 
the figures. The fact remains, without going down to the exact 
mathematical proposition, that there has been a vast increase in 
the use of shoddy, and the experience of every consumer of what 
are called woolen goods will bear out the assertion which I have 
made. 

Mr. PLATT. I took my statement from the publication of 
the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, and I have always found 
their statements and statistics correct. That since 1870 there 
has been an increase in the number of pounds of shoddy used in 
the manufacture of woolen goods nobody denies. That there 
has been an increase in the number of factories—small factories 
they are—which are producing it and putting it into the shape 
of yarns and tops, thereisnoquestion. Thequestionis whether 
as compared to the whole amount or woolen goods usad in this 
country there has been any increase, and I understand there has 
been none. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber 
when the original statement of the Senator from Missouri was 
made, but I understand that he claims that a large propor- 
tion—72 per cent—of the woolen goods made in the United States 
is composed of shoddy. Of course that statement is very wide 
of the mark. It would be hard toimagine a statement further 
removed from the actual truth. The proportion of shoddy as 
compared with the wool and other substitutes for wool used in 
the United States has kept pace with the growth of the country 
and with the consumption of wool and woolen goods. Existing 
| duties upon shoddy being prohibitory, there has been no impor- 
tation of foreign shoddy; and as shoddy is simply a remanufac- 
ture of woolen cloths or of other articles of wool which have 
been used, the consumption in the United States must necessa- 
| rily be limited. It has grown simply with the growth of the 
| population of the country and its consumption of vroolen goods. 

In 1880, according to the census figures, the amount of shoddy 
and animal hair, not otherwise specified, used in the woolen 
mills in the United States was nearly 57,000,000 pounds. It is 

vell known that in certain coarse products—heavy, cheap goods 
cow's hair and the hair of other animals is used to a very large 
extent. These figures include shoddy and other substitutes for 
wool. The amourt consumed in the United States in 1880, in 
the census year, was 56,970,000 pounds, and in 1890 73,678,000 
| pounds, or an increase in ten years of 17,000,000; while the total 
| consumption of wool and substitutes for wool, taken together, had 
increased from 252,474,545 pounds in 1880 to 324,259,060 pounds 

in 1890—a total increase of wool and substitutes for wool of 72,- 
| 000,609 pounds, and an increase in shoddy of only 17,000,000, 
conclusively showing the truth of the statement which [ have 
made, that the increase in the use of shoddy in the mills of the 
United States is only the natural increase. 

The Senator from Missouri used the word “shoddy ’ as ifthere 
were some fraud about its use; as though a manufacturer who 
manufactures goods of shoddy was doing something criminal. 
The use of shoddy is simply a utilization 

Mr. GRAY. A substitution. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 16, 





Mr. ALDRICH. No; itis not a substitution. It is simply a 
utilization of what would otherwise be a waste product. 

Mr. GRAY. 
tention of those who have looked into this matter and studied 
the effect of a very high tariff is that there has been a resort to 
shoddy material in order to make the cheaper grades of cloth- 
ing which could not be made out of the coarser wool, and that 
free wool will allow the manufacturer of woolen cloth to utilize 
it for the cheaper form of clothing where shoddy is now used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is quite mistaken in that as- 
sumption. 
Germany than in the United States in the production of woolen 
goods. The processes of manufacturing shoddy have been im- 
proved in these countries beyond what has been the case in the 
United There isa greater tendency than formerly in 
these days to utilize 
is not anexception to the general rule. 


states, 


If the Senator will pardon me, I think the con- | 


| 
| 


| 


Shoddy is used more largely in Great Britain and in | 


» all waste products, and the case of shoddy | 
Statistics show that | 


there is four times as much shoddy used in the woolen milis of | 


Great Britain as in the woolen mills of the United States. ‘The 


statistics which I have just read show that instead of 72 per cent | 


of the cloth made in the United States being made from shoddy 
but 22.72 per cent is so made. 

Mr. VEST. Shoddy and cotton? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. I am talking about shoddy now, not 
cotton. Of course, cotton is used to a large extent in mixing 
with woolen goods all over the world, but that fact furnishes no 
reason for complaint. I certainly trust that the Senators from 
the Southern States sitting upon the other side of the aisle do 
not object to the use of cotton wherever it can be used prop- 
erly in the manufacture of clothing for the people of this or any 
other country. There is no contention, I suppose, that thesale 
of « piece of cotton and wool (sold for what it is) is a fraud upon 
purchasers. There is no suggestion, so far as I can see, that 
this materialis improperly used. The only question is as tothe 
extent of itsuse. 

Let us see what would be the effect of the proposition of the 
committee in increasing or decreasing the use of shoddy. 


There | 


is now a prohibitory duty imposed upon foreign shoddy and | 


upon other substitutes for wool except cotton. You now pro- 


pose to admit those articles free of duty. You propose to give | 
unobstructed admission into the country all the rags and second- | 


hand clothing, all the waste and all the filth and dirt of the 
whole world. 


Now, if the Senator from Missouri believes that the tendency | 
of this action will be to diminish the use of shoddy and increase | 


the use of wool in the United States, I should be very glad to 
have him state the manner by wifich this result is to be ac- 
complished. 

it seems to me the inevitable result will be to very largely in- 
crease the use of shoddy here, because we shall import large 


auantities of the foreign article, and instead of 22 per cent of | 


tbe American product being made from shoddy and from sub- 
stitutes of wool, a very much greater proportion will be made of 
these articles. 
committee, taken together, will undoubtedly be to admit these 
articles manufactured into cloth; but if that was not the case, if 
the woolen manufacture in the United States should be pre- 
served, there would certainly be a largely increased proportion 
of that manufacture produced from shoddy imported from other 
countries 

Mr. VEST. The great preventive as wo understand to the 
use of shoddy will be free raw wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me right there? 
Free wool for half a century in Great Britain has brought about 
the result I have alluded to, namely, that they use four times as 
much shoddy in proportion to their production as is used in the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President, and that has been caused by 
the tariffs of the United States. I have repeatedly stated here 
that the British manufacturers were compelled to use shoddy 
in order tocompete with the manufacturers of the United States 
who also use it. ‘ 

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senatorallow me another interrup- 
tion” Those goodsare not sent to the United Statesatall. Our 
tariff is not oaly prohibitory upon shoddy, but it is absolutely 
prohibitory upon goods made from shoddy, owing to the high 
specific rates on the lower class of goods. Those goods are 
sent to Russia and to the semibarbarous countries in cold cli- 
mates. They are heavy goods, and are sold in those countries 
in competition with their domestic manufactures. 

Mr. VEST. Out of the $40,000,000 worth of woolen goods, so 
called, that come to the United States, does the Senator mean 
to say that they are all pure wool? What lady wears to-day a 
woolen dress made out of pure wool? What man to-day wears 
a suit of clothes made out of pure wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shoddy neyer enters into the manufacture 
of dress goods. 


| dress goods in this or any other country. 


| he will find that it is not for sale. 
| country when a gentleman thought he was not dressed even for 
| everyday life unless he had all-wool garments upon his back. 


| shoddy in this Chamber. 
| on, but I tell him—— 





The effect of the schedule submitted by the | 


| hundred and seventy-odd 


Mr. VEST. It goes into the manufacture of all these goods, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. And the trouble with the consumers is that it is 
impossible for them to tell how much wool they are buying in 
their goods. They are purchased as pure wool, but they are 
not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shoddy is never used in the manufacture of 
Shoddy is only used 
in the manufacture of heavy goods for men’s wear, and these do 
not come to the United States. They are, as I have said, sent to 
Russia and other cold and semibarbarous countries. 

Mr. VEST. Ican produce better authority than the Senator 
from Rhode Island to show that in these heavy dress goods used 
by ladies both cotton and shoddy are used as component part 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be very glad if the Senator could 
furnish any such testimony. Dress goods are made from combed 
yarns, and it is physically impossible to comb shoddy. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator admits that shoddy goes into men’s 
goods. We know it as a matter of actual observation and expe- 
rience. Let any gentleman go to a merchant tailor and under 
take to buy a dress suit, or any other suit made out of wool, and 
There was a time in this 


But now they are ‘‘cropped,” to use the manufacturing expres- 
sion, and cotton and shoddy are put into them. So it is impos 
sible to get an all-wool dress suit or any kind of an all-wool suit 
from a merchant tailor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me further? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator never saw a piece of goods in 
this country or anywhere else fit to make a dress suit of contain- 
ing one particle of shoddy. 

Mr. VEST. I know that you can go tv any merchant tailor 


| in this city, or New York, or Baltimore, or Philadelphia, and 
| ask him in regard to the use of all-wool goods for men’s wear 


and he will tell you that they have gone out of fashion. There 
is not a Senator here who has upon his back a coat made of all 
wool. With the finish the manufacturers give it is impossible 
to tell what are the component materials. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible to tell it. They will sell you a 
coat like the one I have on, which they call vicuna woolen, and 
when examined by an experthe will find cotton init and shoddy 
in it; it is not all wool. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
want to ask a question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was simply going to make a general con- 
tradiction. Isaid a while ago that there is not an ounce of real 
Ido uot know what the Senator has 


Mr. VEST. I do not know, either. 

Mr. FRYE. He has not on any shoddy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know that a merchant tailor can go up to 
his coat and tell him ina moment whether it containsany shoddy 
or not. 

Mr. VEST. I know that this coat was sold to me for vicuna 
wool, but I know itis not. Vicunais the finest South American 
wool, but it is adulterated, and every man wears such goods to- 
day. Youcan go to a merchant tailorin thiscity. I have taken 


| pains to inquire if they deal in all-wool goods for gentlemen’s 


I found one who said he had one piece out of one 

ieces that he knew to be all wool. 
But let me show how cueeh shoddy is used in this country. I 
see on the floor here, to-day, the secretary of the Woolen Man- 
ufacturers’ Association, who is assisting our friends inregard to 
this bill. He has been here ever since the commencement of 
the dehate. The Senator from Rhode Island tells us that by 
putiing only 15 per cent upon shoddy we invite this material into 
the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You put it on the free list, 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley act the duty is prohibitory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have said you putiton thefree list. That 
is what [ have understood is the practical effect of the propo- 
sition of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. No; 15 per cent is the rate in paragraph 279. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that was to be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. No, itis not stricken out. But let me go on, if 
the Senator pleases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator says they put on prohibitory duties 
in the McKinley act and kept out shoddy from this country. 
What has been the result? I will read the testimony of the 
secretary of the Woo! Manufacturers’ Association before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. TURNER said: 

And, coming to the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ Association 

Which this Mr. North testified he was— 


wear here. 
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who is undoubtedly a graduate of this business, I want toread the following 
statement of this book of Mr. Lewis, which, I suppose, he would not insert 
if it was not true, and you can correct itif he is toblameforit. I read from 
nace 44 of the book called Our Sheep and the Tariff: ‘‘The secretary of the 
Wool Manufacturers’ Association estimates that there is now one pound of 
cotton and shoddy used in so-called woolen goods for every pound of wool 
{s that correct? : 

Mr. NorTH. I think that is pretty nearly correct, sir 

So here we have the very highest possible expert authority 
to the effect that for every pound of wool which goes into goods 
manufactured in the United States there is a pound of shoddy 
and cotton. 

Now, the Senator asks me if I object to the use of cotton. | 
do object to it if it is put in as wool. When I buy woolen 
woods [ want woolen goods, because I want the warmth that is 
given to protect my body during the inclement season of our 
country. Ido not want goods half cotton and half woolen sold 
to me as woolen goods. I voted against the oleomargarine bill 
when it was brought in, and I did it upon the ground thatif a 
man wanted oleomargarine and knew it was oleomargarine he 
hadaright to haveit. Ifit was properly stamped and there 
was no fraud, [ was willing for him to put into his mouth what- 
ever he pleased as a substitute for butter; but 


regard to this matter. 

If a man sells me woolen goods I want woolen goods. If he 
sells me half cotton and half woolen and I know it, then it is my 
fault if I get a bad article, and I have no right to complain. 


But what is the difference between shoddy and cotton? One | 


is clean, pure woolen goods and avaluable article. The other is 
the refuse of hospitals, old clothes that have been worn out. 
Shoddy is still used in the United States. 
uutting a prohibitory duty, to stop its use, the Senator says, but 
he has failed in doing it, for the consumption has gone on in- 


creasing until, according to the secretary of the Woolen Manv- | 


facturers’ Association, there is one pound of cotton and shoddy 
to-day used for every pound of wool. 
L recollect that in 1890 I quoted on this floor the statement, 


which I have here somewhere, that the governor of Maine had | 


sent abroad to buy uniforms for his statf and himself, because 
they could not get the pure woolen goods in this country. The 


Senator from Ohio answered me inthat debate in regard to that | 
article, and said there was not a Senator present probably who | 


did not buy foreign goods. That is true; and those goods come 
into this country made up partly of shoddy, partly of cotton, 


and partly of wool. They are the same with the American | 


goods, and the prohibitory duty of the McKinley act increased 
the consumption of shoddy. Therefore my answer to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island is that to continue prohibitory duties 
does not remove this evil. It is impossible to deny statistics 
that are furnished by the protectionists themselves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [It is true that a prohibition upon the im- 
portation of shoddy wiil not prevent its use in the United States. 
[t will not prevent the use and consumption of the American 
product, whatever it may be. But what does the Senator ex- 
pect to accomplish by opening the doors of the custom-houses of 
the United States to the free importation of shoddy from all 
parts of the world if its use is such an undesirable thing? 

Now, the Senator made two or three astonishing statements 
in the course of his remarks. 

Mr. VEST. We make wool free and tax the shoddy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You tax itin one form, but let it in with- 
out limit and without duty in other forms. You admit woolen 
rags, ete., free, and this will only allow shoddy come in under 
another name. 

The Senator tells us he hasa tailor who has informed him 
that he had no all-wool goods in his shop. I do not know what 


tailor the Senator from Missouri patronizes, but I will venture | 


the statement that there is notaman in this Senate Chamber at 
this moment who has ona coat or asuitof clothing that con- 
tains any cotton whatever in the cloth from which it is made, 
and I venture—— 

Mr. VEST. And no shoddy? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel equally sure about shoddy. Shoddy 
only goes into heavier goods; and there is probably not a man in 


the Chamber who is wearing goods heavy enough to contain any | 


admixture of shoddy. 

Mr. VEST. Or in winter either? 

Mr. ALDRICH. InwinterI would not feel sosure. Sut my 
assertion is that there is nota first-class tailor in the United 
States, nor a second-class tailor, whose stock is not made up very 
largely ofall-woolcloths. At the present price of all-wool cloths 
there is no excuse for the use of anything else. 

{ do not think, however, that a mixture of cotton in woolen 
goods is such an undesirable thing asthe Senator from Missouri 
seems to think itis. Cotton is used for this purpose to a very 
great extent all over the world, and to an increasing extent per- 
haps. The movement in this direction may be retarded some- 
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was as much op- | 
posed as anyone to half oleo and half butter. And sol am in | 


We have tried, by | 
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what by the decline that has taken place in the price of wool, 
bringing the prices of cotton and wool nearer together. 

If it were not for this fact there would be a constantly increas- 
ing use of cotton for mixing witk wool in cloths used for cloth- 
ing, and | do not think that that is altogether an undesirable 
result. There are some classes of cotton and woolen mixed 
goods that are stronger and more durable than those made of all 
wool. ‘To revert, however, to the question which we were dis- 
cussing as to the extent which shoddy and other substitutes for 
wool are used in this country. 

In justice to Mr. North I think I ought to put into the Rrcorp 
a letter which he wrote to the Ways and Means Committee in 
explanation of the testimony to which the Senator from Mis- 
ouri has referred. The letter is as follows: 

DEAR SIR: With reference to the statements made before the Ways and 
Means Committee, on September 12 last, in reply to certain questions of 
Judge TURNER, with reference to ths increased use of shoddy, cotton, and 
other adulterants of wool, between 1880and 1890, it is now possible to furnish 
he exact statistics from the census of 1890. Inasmuch as a distinctly wrong 








pression is conveyed in the testimony, it seems desirable to accompany 
ts publication by the exact figures. These are as follow 
A ties of scoured wool, and of cotton, shoddy, and othe ) lo 
ants, used in wool manufactures, 1880-18 
Materials | 1890 1880 1890. L880 


} Pounds 


Pounde Per cent. Per 


Total ............-.-.--..-.| 924,239,060 | 252, 474,645 100. 00 100. 00 
Scoured wool, including cam- | 
el’s hair and mohair...... |} 207,50., .:| 167,634, 157 64. 02 66.4 
Cotton sieiebscalinimes aia ada wdibeiuihes ---| 42,996,248 27, 869, 706 13. 26 11.0 
Shoddy and animal hair not | 
specified......... a all 73, 678, 065 56, 970, 682 8 72 ») 6 
| 
[t will be seen that the proportion of shoddy, cotton, etc., to wool in both 


| 1880 and 1890 was very nearly as I pound of the former to 2 pounds of woo! 
Instead of 1 pound, as the Senator from Missouri has said 
and that the increase in the use of the adulterants was relatively small 
The increase being from 22.6 in 1880 to 22.7 in 1890, the change 
being only one-tenth of 1 per cent. 
The erroneous statement that 1 pound of substitutes was used for each 
pound of wool, in 1880, was due to the fact that the statistics of hosiery and 


knit goods were included as a part of the statistics of woo! manufactures, in 
making the calculation— 


Hosiery and knit goods being made almost entirely of cotton. 
Inasmuch as a great part of the hosiery and knit-goods industry is dis 
tinctively a cotton industry, itsstatistics should obviously be excluded from 
such a computation. 
Very respectfully 
S. N. D. NORTH, : 

With modern processes and modern machinery shoddy can be 
cleansed, treated, and by a judicious use in connection with 
wool or wool and cotton made into cloth, that will have as good 
an appearance as if it were made of all wool; and for clothing 
purposes, so far as keeping out cold in a rigorous climate, it 
would be as good as though it were made entirely of wool. It 
will not wear as long. There is not as much tensile strength in 
the yarn made from wool after it has been worn and remanu- 
factured in this way, but it would lead to a criminal waste of 
material if we should prevent by legislation, if this were possi- 
ble, the remanufacture of wool which had once been used. : 

Mr. QUAY addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
heretofore begun by him. After having spoken for half an 
hour—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH said: Will the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to me for a few moments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, in the debate yesterday 
| the Senator from Missouri |Mr. VesT|challenged this sideof the 

Chamber to show that a duty on wheat benefits the American 
wheat-grower. Ido not hope toconvince the Senator from Mis- 
souri that he is wrong in his view of the case, but I think the facts, 
as they present themselves to one who comes from aleading wheat 
State, should be given tothe Senate and to the country. It has 
been a favorite pastime of those entertaining the free trade 
idea to ridicule the claim that protection is of any service to 
the wheat farmer. They have pointed out that the price of our 
entire wheat output is regulated by the price we receive for the 
surplus we send abroad, and that a duty can have nothing what- 
| ever to dowithit. It is true that the foreign price does fix the 

domestic price, and it will be so as long as we have a surplus to 
sell in the world’s markets. 
I stated in the course of some remarks offered here afew days 
ago that I believed it to be the duty of Congress to guard against 
the enactment of legislation which would make our wheat gur- 
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plus any greater than it now is. Indeed, good policy dictates 
that we should not havea surplus of wheat. Then the domestic 
demand and the ability of our own people to buy would fix the 
price, and with our per capita of domestic money, about ten 
times greater than the world’s per capita, our wheat-raisers 
would reap larger rewards for their labors. The way to avoid 
having asurplus, which we all know must find a market abroad, 
is to encourage other lines for the farmer. Assist him to raise 


all the wool we need for home consumption. Encourage him to | 


produce his own sugar. Take him out of the business of wheat- 
raising. Open the silver mines and coin the product into 
money, to stand as the basis of our currency. This would give 
employment to thousands who are now eking out a mere exist- 
ence raising wheat. 


By the policy which underlies this bill you propose to lower | 
the wages of our working people and compel many of them to | 


go into the business of farming. You propose also that a large 
share of the two millions of people now engaged in wool-raising 
shall cease raising wool; consequently, they must raise wheat. 
You strike a blow at beet-sugar making, and as the people en- 
gaged in this work are mostly farmers, they will be driven back 
to the wheat field. Wheat-raising is the last resort of all classes 
of men when they are deprived of other work to do. 


So, instead of diminishing the surplus of wheat, you propose | 


to increase it. More than this. You intend to open the door 
to the foreign grain-raiser fromevery quarter of the globe. You 


invite the Canadian farmer, for instance, to bring his fifty or | 
one hundred millions of surplus wheat into this country, free of 


duty, and place it on top of our surplus. You invite the Cana- 
dian farmer to add his surplus to ours, thereby increasing the 


amount of wheat for which we must find amarket abroad. You | 


give him not only the markets of Minneapolis, Duluth, and 
Chicago, but make it possible for him to crowd our own wheat- 
raisers out of those markets toa large extent, because in the 
Northwest there is always, during the marketing season, a scar- 


city of elevator room, and grain cars are in great demand for | 


moving our own crop. 
I believe that the surplus from the wheat regions of Western 


Canada which, under the operation of aduty upon wheat exports | 
to thiscountry has been and is now being senteast to and through | 


the Gulf of the St. Lawrence and over the ocean to Liverpool, 
will, if this bill becomes a law in its present form, be marketed 
at Minneapolis, Duluth, and Chicago. I would like to know 
what the American farmer gets in exchange for this. With a 
duty upon wheat in this country the Canadian farmer must send 
his surplus abroad; with free trade in wheat he will send it here. 

Nor is this all. Russia, India, and the Argentine, if they 
have free access to our markets, will ship wheat to us. It costs 
about 25 cents per hundred pounds to ship wheat from the State 


of North Dakota to New York and other seaboard cities. The | 


foreign wheat countries, all of which are highly favored with 
water transportation, can lay their grain in New York at a 
freight charge of 8 to 10 cents per hundred. India can send 
wheat from Bombay through the Suez Canal and the Mediter- 
ranean at a less rate than the North Dakota farmer is required 
to pay to send his wheat to Chicago. If you do not change the 
grain schedule in this bill the Boston bread-eater will buy his 
flour or the wheat to make it in South America. What follows? 
The flour-maker in Minneapolis and the wheat-raiser in the Da- 
kotas must reduce their prices so as to compete with foreign 
wheat. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from North Dakota permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yicld to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask whether it is not true that the 
American prefers flour made from American wheat to flour 
made from foreign wheat? Is there not a decided difference in 
the quality of much of the wheat raised abroad and that raised 
in the United States? Is not the American wheat relatively 
more valuable? Does it not in many instances bring a higher 
price abroad? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. There-~is some difference, the best 
grades of wheat produced in this country being superior to the 
wheat produced in most of the foreign grain-raising countries. 
The lower grades of our wheat are about on a par with the best 
grades raised ubroad. Nevertheless the price at which wheat 
can be produced and transshipped to this country from India, 
Russia, and Argentina is so far below the price at which it can 
be produced and freighted in this country that foreign wheat 
will come into active competition with our wheat. 

Prices here are now below the profit line. South America is 
shipping wheat to Europe to-day in competition with North 
American wheat. Remove the duty, and it will be shipped 
more easily to Galveston, New Orleans, Charleston, Norfolk, 
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Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston than to Livey- 
| pool, becausé the distance to our ports is not so great. So in 
| this noapee the billis a double calamity. It increases our sy»- 

plus and narrows our markets at the same moment. 

Mr. President, the more we study this proposed tariff bill, the 
closer we analyze its provisions, the nearer we seem to approach 
a great sea of commercial uncertainty. No, it is not an uncer- 
tain sea. It isa treacherous gulf of swirling, seething waters: 
a dark expanse of shoals, eddies, and uncompassed currents, 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken nearly 
an hour, 

Mr. GALLINGER said: Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
allow me afew minutes? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to occupy a few 
minutes in calling attention to some remarkable statements 
made by the Senator from South Dakota |Mr. KYLE] in his 
speech of yesterday on the wool schedule. I regretexceedingly 
that Ido not find his speech in the RECORD this morning, a 
otherwise I should have reviewed it at greater length than pro- 
pose now todo. Before calling attention to the statements of 
| the Senator from South Dakota, I desire in a single word to re- 

peat what I have already said, and to reiterate what other New 

ingland Senators have said over and over again, as to the atti- 
tude of the manufacturers of New England toward the wool- 
growers of the United States. 

[ have said, and I repeat, that sofar as my knowledge extends 

(and I have lived for thirty-four years among people who manu- 
| facture largely), I have known of but one instance of a woolen 
| manufacturer who has openly advocated placing wool on the free 
list, and I have information that that man has changed his opin- 
10n and is now an advocate of retaining a proper duty upon raw 
wool. Why, in the face of such facts, the stale charge should be 
repeated and reiterated by Senators on the other side that man- 
| ufacturers are in favor of free wool surpasses my comprehension. 

But what I[ desire to call attention to more particularly was 
the statement made by the Senator from South Dakota, that 
he has traveled over New England towns; that he has gone past 
block after block of residences, and has not heard a word of 
Ienglish spoken. Mr. President, I can not for the life of me 
understand what towns in New England the Senatorfrom South 
Dakota has visited. They certainly are unknown to me; and I 
venture to say they are unknown to every New England Sena- 
tor on this floor. 

That we have to some extent introduced into our factories 
Canadian Frenchmen, many of whom do not speak English, is 
true. That they have taken the places voluntarily relinquished 
by Americans is likewise true. But that our population is so 
largely made up of foreigners that the English language is not 
spoken from one end of a block to another, or through several 
blocks, is an absurdity so patent that I need hardly call atten- 
tion to the statement. 

A further statement made by the Senator from South Dakota 
was that he has been in the hotels of New England, and at the 
tables he has heard nothing but the jabber of French. I[ am 
pleased to stand here to say a good word for the Canadian 
Frenchmen who come to New England. They are industrious, 
intelligent, honest people. They perform good work; they re- 
ceive good pay. They pay their bills and they observe our laws, 
and so far as 1 know the people of New England are very glad 
toemploy them in their factories in the absence of American 
help. As TI have said, I have lived in New England thirty-four 
years. I have associated with her people very intimately. I 
have been in a great many ef the Note of New England, and 
so far as I can now recall 1 never heard a word of French, Pa- 
risian or Canadian, spoken at a hotel table during those thirty- 
four years. Sothe wonder came to my mind yesterday, as it 
does to-day, as to what class of hotels the Senator from South 
Dakota has patronized in New England. 

Mr. President, this is all I care to say. Daniel Webster, a 
great many years ago,on avery notable occasion, spoke for New 
KIngland. New England has held her place among her sister 
States eversince. She is inhabited by an industrious, law-abid- 
ing, God-fearing, prosperous people, striving to do their full 
part in the industrial progress and prosperity of this great na- 
tion; and I suhmit that it is not becoming the Senator from 
South Dakota, or any other Senator, for the purpose of making 
a point against the manufacturers of this country, to utter libels 
upon the people whom I in part represent. Every New Eng- 
land Senator has voted for a vari on wool; every New England 
Senator has steadily voted to protect the farm products of the 
great Northwestern States, and it is a poor return for our action 
to be misrepresented and reviled by a Senator from that section 
of the country. 

In every part of the Union New England men can be found, 
among the most intelligent, industrious, and progressive in 
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every community where they reside; but while they have con- 
tributed so much to the prosperity and progress of other Com- 
monwealths, the interests of our own little States have not been 
overlooked or neglected. The same principles of freedom, equal- 
ity, justice, and liberty of conscience that characterized and dis- 
tinguished the early settlers are still found in New England, 
making her people the championsof the school, the church, and 
of every benevolent and charitable movement of the age; and 
equally so in this great contest for industrial freedom, New Eng- 
land stands unflinchingly in support of the industries and labor 
of the people of our own country against those of any other na- 
tion on the face of the earth. 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken alto- 
gether about one hour and three-quarters, he said: 2 

I will print the statement by Maj. Hanson without reading it, 
and as it seems to be the disposition of the Senate to proceed to 
a vote upon the pending paragraph, I will cut short my remarks 
at this point, and unless there is objection on the part of the 
Senate will print much of the documentary matter which I pro- 
posed to read. 


[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. See Appendix.] 


Ths PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] 
on behalf of the Committee on Finance to strike out paragraph 
278. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


‘amendment. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 278 
in the following words: 

278. Wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals in the form of slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, mungo, shod- 
dies, garnetted, or carded w aste, carbonized noils or other waste product, 
any of which is composed wholly orin part of wool, the hair of the camel, 
roat, alpaca, and other like animals, which has been improved or advanced 
beyond ts original condition as waste by the use of machinery or the appli- 
cation of labor, or both, and carbonized wool, shall be subject to a duty of 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon ageecing to the amendment, and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 
transfer my pair to the Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IRByY], 
and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Oregon[Mr. MITCHELL], but by con- 
sent of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], who is paired 
with my colleague [Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin], my colleague 
being detained from the Chamber by the sickness of a child, we 


In his 


The Secretary will state the | 


I am paired with | 


I will | 


will transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from Oregon will | 


stand paired with my colleague,and the Senator from Wyoming 
and myself will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] were present he would vote 

yea. 

Mr. PATTON. I was requested to announce 
league [Mr. MCMILLAN] is absent from the city and is paired 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (after having voted in the affirm- 
ative). The Chair desires to withdraw his vote, as the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], with whom he has a general 
pair, is absent. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish toannounce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
aired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], and voted 
nadvertently. I withdraw my vote. If the Senator from Ore- 

gon were present he would vote “‘ nay’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
whether the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr.CALL, Then I withdraw my vote and announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiLu]}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
wish to inquire if the junior Senator from I]linois{[Mr. PALMER] 
has voted? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 


I was requested to state that if the junior Sen- | 


that my col- | 
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ThenI withdraw my vote, being paired 





Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
with that Senator. 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the junior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], I transfer my pair with the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], which enables the Senator from Mich- 
igan and myself to vote. I vote ‘** yea.” 

Mr. PATTON. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE, The Senator from Delaware |Mr. HIGGINS] 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. MCPHERSON}. 
I am paired with the Senator from Oregon |Mr. DOLPH]. I am 
willing to transfer pairs so that the Senator from Delaware and 
I can vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam content with that arrangement. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH| will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps | ought to state for the Senator 
from Oregon! Mr. DOLPH], that he left the Chamber understand- 
ing that there would be no vote reached upon this question in 
the course of the afternoon, a suggestion for which I am my- 
self responsible. If the Senator from Oregon were present he 
would vote ‘‘ nay ” upon this question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator's pair has been taken care of by 
transfer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand. 

Mr. QUAY. The junior Senator from Maryland[Mr. Grsson] 
left the Chamber understanding, or rather the assurance con- 
veyed by me, that there would be no vote taken this afternoon. 
I presume he is paired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By a transfer just made the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] stands paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. BRICE, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado[Mr. WOLCOTT], but transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. WALSH] and vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, Gray, Morgan, Turple, 
Caffery, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Galling:r Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Hale, Patton, Sherman, 
Carey. Hawley, Perkins, Shoup, 
Chandler, Higgins, Piatt, Squire, 
Davis, Jones, Nev Power, Teller. 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Allen, Dolph, McLaurin, Pettigrew, 
| Blanchard, Frye, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, Walsh, 
Call, Gorman, Martin, Washburn, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Orezon Wilson, 
Cameron, Hil), Mitchell, Wis Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, 
Dixon, Irby, Palmer, 





I inquire | 





So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

279. On wool of the sheep, hair of thecamel, goat, alpaca, or other like ant- 
mals, in the form of roving, roping, or tops, valued at not more than 35cents 
per pound, the duty shall be 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at over 35 cents 
per pound, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘ tops,” to strike out ‘* valued at not more than 
35 cents per pound, the duty shall be;” and in line 8, after the 
words ‘‘ ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued at over 35 cents per 
pound, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move a further amendment tothe 
paragraph, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, after the word ‘‘on,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘flocks, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carded 
waste, and carbonizeds noils, or carbonized wool, and on.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
In line 7, before the words 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘ per 
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cent,” I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five,” and insert “ fifteen;” 
sous to read ‘'15 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
insist upon this amendment, for its adoption would be absolutely 
destructive to the wool-spinning industry of the United States. 
if we can import the articles named in this paragraph, wool 
tops, for 
bilit; that they can be made in the United States; and instead 
of importing raw wool, we shall import all wool in the form of 
tops. That will be the certain result of this amendment, and 
I hope the Senator will allow the original House proposition to 
stand. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think this amendment 
ought to be adopted without a protest on the part of those who 
desire to preserve that portion of the woolen industry in this 
country which is engaged in transforming the fleece into yarn. 
All the preliminary processes of the manufacture of wool up to 
the stage of yarn is involved in this paragraph. Roving, if I 
understand it, is the carrying along of the wool upon the cloth, 
and is practically ready for spinning; roping is like our old 
zarded wool, and tops is the last process prior to the spinning. 

As { said the other day in some remarks thatI made about the 
duty on wool, there isa great difference in the way wool is treated 
in this country and in foreign countries. In foreign countries 
the treatment which produces the roving, roping, or tops, is a 
separate manufacture by itself, and the man who weaves cloth 
either takes the wool in the formofroving, roping, or tops from 
the factories in which it has been prepared or in the further ad- 
vanced stage of yarn. The manufacturer of woolen cloth abroad 
does not take the fleece and sort it, and wash it, and scourit, and 
put it through the preliminary processes which form roving, 
roping, tops, and yarn: but the American manufacturer does. I 
doubt if there is a single woolen-cloth factory in the United 
States which has not now the machinery for these preliminary 
processes. If there are any, they are very few in number. 
There may be a few cloth factories which buy yarn and manuac- 
ture the cloth but if s0 they are the exception. 

It, will be observed that there is a very low duty placed upon 
the manufacture of wool when it is advanced to this stage when 
only 15 per cent ad valorem is allowed, and it is one of these 
articles to ascertain the value of which for importing purposes 
is extremely difficult, or certainly somewhat difficult; in other 
words, there will be undervaluations even with this duty of 15 
per centad valorem. It is to be seen, and it can not be other- 
wise, that all the machinery which is now employed in this 
country in these preliminary stages of manufacture will have 
to be abandoned. That will result in failure and bankruptcy to 
a great many concerns. . 

‘The very strong concerns will be, perhaps, able to stand the 
loss and will go on by the importation of the roving, roping, 
tops, or yarn from abroad, but the effect of so low a duty upon 
this process of manufacture will be thatit can not be carried on 
inthis country. DoSenatorson the other side desire such rates 
of duty as shall either drive the business out of the country or 
force the combination of capital and of establishments? It is 
only possible for this business to survive in this country by 
adopting the English and the German method of doing the busi- 
ness, having certain factories which prepare the roving, the 
roping, the tops, or the yarns, as the case may be, and confine 
themselves to that particular business, which will require great 
vapital. It will not be immediately done, but when the little 
concerns have been broken up and destroyed, then probably the 
large manufacturers will combine together and establish manu- 
factories for this classof woolen manufacturing uponalargescale. 

The inevitable tendency of low duties, as I have already had 
occasion to remark, is the formation of trusts and combinations 
for self-defense and self-protection, not for the purpose of mak- 
ing money, but to be able to compete with the foreign manufac- 
turers, who have utilized all possible economies in the manufac- 
ture of wool up tothis point. That will be the inevitable result 
of it—loss to all woolen establishments and destruction to many, 
and a final combination and aggregation of concerns toendeavor 
to meet the foreign manufacturers. 

I am sureif Senators on the other side understood this matter 
as do the Senators from the woolen manufacturing States, they 
would not insist on reducing this duty 10 per cent below the 
duty which was fixed in the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. That was bad enough, Mr. President; that 
was ruinous in itself almost; but it is possible thay it would not 
have been absolutely destructive of the industry in thiscountry. 
Wool wason the free list as the bill came from the Houseof Repre- 
sentatives. The Ways and Means Committee and the House 
itself thought that 25 per cent ad valorem was a fair duty upon 
wool advanced to this stage of manufacture, and I should like to 
know what representations have been made to the committee 
which have induced them to reduce it almost one-half from the 
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rate atwhich the House left it, the House having made aserio ig 
reduction from the present law. age 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
some Senator who is familiar with manufacturing in New Enc. 
land as to the probable extent to which shoddy is used in tho 
manufacture of cloth known as woolen cloth. 

I have a letter here from a gentleman residing in Vermon: 
in which he incloses some samples of shoddy and of the eoo,2 
manufactured from it. He shows that the material which is 
used in the manufacture of a certain grade of cloth is made yy 
of 7,000 pounds of rags to 350 pounds of wool. 

Then heshows certain samples which I have here [exhibitin 
and which Senators can see if they wish to. No. 1 is mat | 
made up of shoddy rags and wool ready for carding; No. 2 js the 
same, and shows the materials carded; No. 3 shows the sg 
material partly twisted; No. 4 shows the fabric pressed and {in 
ished; No. 5 shows the fabric not finished; and No. 6 shows t} 
fabric after it has been worn. 

The letter is as follows: 


OUS 


APRIL 16, 1 

My DEAR SIR AND BROTHER: As the far-famed fizzle is now bef 
Senate (the Wilson bill), I thought some ideas from a Vermont \ 
grower might not be out of place. 

The inclosed samples are the product of one of our Vermont woolen 1 
Every woolen mill (to my knowledge) in the State, save one, and \tha 
idle, manufactures a similar fabric and is now doing from a fair to a1 
ing business. 

The raw material used is cotton warp filled with shoddy made from 1 
7,000 pounds to wool 350 pounds. I get these figures from the manufactu 
themselves, and they claim to sell the fabric for what it is bringing th: 
about 25 cents per yard, jobbers’ price. Sample No. 1 is shoddy, of rag 
wool, ready tocard. No.2 issamecarded. No.3ispartly twisted. No.4 
fabric pressed and printed. No, 5is fabric not printed. No. 61s fabrica 
being worn. 

If any sane person thinks the woolgrower can compete with this o 
woolen, tariff or no tariff, they had better try it. Before the McKinley 
becamo a law, wool sold here for 30 cents. It is a drug on the markett 
at 15 cents. 

I have the honor to be, sir, fraternally, 
Cc. S. LOUIS, 
Secretary Vermont Execulive Committee People's Party 
and Acting Chairman of sain 
Senator Perrer, Washington, D. C. 


Senators can see from these samples that the nap or the woolen 

rtion of tite cloth which has been used has been worn off, 
eaving the cotton warp exposed. It certainly is a veryinferior 
grade of cloth; and what I should like to find out from Senators 
who are familiar witb the business is, to what extent probably 
this kind of manufacture is now going on in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kansas had been pres- 
ent this morning and listened to the discussion which took 
place, he would have had the information fresh in his mind. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwas necessarily absent in attendance upona 
committee of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 22 per cent of the material used in 
1890 in the manufacture of wool and woolen products was shoddy 
and other substitutes for wool, including hair. 

Mr.PEFFER. DoIunderstand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to answer that about 20 per cent of the importations 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; 22 per cent of the domestic manufac- 
tured product. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there is one other thing whic! 
ought to be said, and I think it was said this morning by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The 15 per cent 
which is to be placed by this tariff upon shoddy applies to the 
shoddy when it has been advanced to the condition of roving, 
roping, or tops, and not to the shoddy in its original state. 

Shoddy, as I understand, is woolen cloth which has been picked 
up, and shoddy like that in the sample which the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] exhibited, and which I hold in my hand, 
comes in free by the pending bill. The next process is that by 
which it has been advanced from a condition somewhat resem- 
bling wool to a condition resembling carded wool, on which a 
duty of 15 per cent is imposed, but shoddy by the pending bill, 
before it has been advanced to the condition of roving, roping, 
or tops, is to come in free with wool, and there is not any ques- 
tion in my mind aboutit; but it will very materially increase 
the proportion of shoddy goods in the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no doubt about it whatever. 

Mr. PLATT. AsI said this morning, if wool is to be placed 
upon the free list, it is consistent that shoddy should go on the 
free list; but it is not right that it should go on the free list any 
more than ‘it is right that wool should go on the free list. if 
however, it is determined that wool shall go on the free list, 
then I suppose consistency requires that shoddy in its origi- 
nal condition should also be placed upon the free list. It 
will be a damage to the people in this country; it will increase 
the proportion of shoddy goods which will be made and worn in 
this country, for the proportion of shoddy goods is much greater 
abroad than itis here. There is no question about that. It 
will come right homejto the man who buys a cheap suit of ready- 
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made clothing. Whereas he now gets a fair article, an article 
which wears well for a low price, he will get, with shoddy on 
the free list, the article which the English workingman wears 
at the same price, which is not half as good. That is to be the 
result of putting shoddy on the free list. 

I do not know that I need say anything more about this mat- 
ter: but, in answer to the question which the Senator from Kan- 
gas asked, I will state that the whole quantity of wool and similar 
materials used in the production of woolen goods in this country 
in 1880 was 252,474,545 pounds; in 1890, 324,259,060 pounds. That 
included all the materials used in the nature of wool in the man- 
ufacture of woolen cloth. Of those 56,970,682 pounds were used 
in 1880 and 53,678,066 pounds in 1890, being 22.6 of the entire 
material used in 1880 and 
used in 1890. So, although the number of pounds of shoddy used 
had increased between 1880 and 1890, the percentage remained 
the same. 

During the last ten years there has been no increase in the 
proportional amount of shoddy goods made in this country; but 
let shoddy in free and, first, it will come in free in its original 
condition, or under this very low duty, as it will be, when ad- 


vanced to the condition of roving, roping, or tops; and I have no | 


doubt you will find that the proportion of shoddy goods will be 
very greatly increased in this country. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I feel obliged to utter an- 


other word of protest in regard to the provisions of this para- | 


graph. 


States will be rendered valueless. There are twelve different 
processes from the wool to the finished yarn, and nine of those 
take place before the top is produced. Ishall insertin the REc- 
ORD a statement of what these processes are in order that Sena- 
tors may understand whatI mean. 

The statement is as follows: 


Memorandum of the processes of making worsted yarns. 


First. Sorting the wool. 
Second. Washing the wool. 
Third. Drying the wool. 
Fourth. Preparing through five machines. 
here.) 
Fifth. Gilling for the winder. 
Sixth. Winding for the comb. 
Seventh. Combing. (The wool is here divided into top and noil.) 
Eighth. Gilling after combing. (This is improving the top.) 
Ninth. Drawing through five machines. (This makes tops into roving.) 
Tenth. Spinning on one machine. 
Eleventh. Twisting on one machine. 
Twelfth. Reeling and ene, 
On some kinds of yarn redoubling after twisting is done. 
Tops are the product of the first nine processes. 
Rovings are the product of the first nine processes, and three-quarters of 
the manufacture is then completed, 


In this paragraph the duty on wool tops, a highly advanced 
manufactured product, is placed at the same rate as that imposed 
upon mungo, flocks, and shoddy. The inequality of this action 


must be apparent to any Senator at all familiar with the pro- | 


cesses of woolen manufacture. There is noone paragraph in the 
bill which is quite so unequal in its operation, or quite so incon- 
sistent as the paragraph now under consideration. 

I think it not an unreasonable estimate to say that one-half of 
the entire amount invested in woolen manufacturing plants in 
the United States 
this action should receive the assent of the Senate, and if the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). With the con- 
sent of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and vote. I vote ‘'yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], but I transfer that 
pair te the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRByY], and vote 

yea.’ 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 
igan[Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ore- 
gon (Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. DoLpu], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). 


Iam 
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paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Mureny], 
and withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Brice, Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Daniel, Kyle, Ransom, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Morrill, Sherman, 
Carey, Hale, Peffer, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, Squire, 
Davis, Hawley, Plats, Teller 
Dubois, Hoar, Power, 
NOT VOTING—32. 

Blackburn, Dolph, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, George, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Butler, Gibson, McMillan, Smith, 

|} Camden, Gorman, McPherson, Stewart 
Cameron, Higgins, Martin, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hill, Mitchell, Oregon Washburn, 
Coke, Irby, Murphy, Wilson 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Patton, N oleott 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill wiil be re- 


" | sumed. 
If the duty upon wool tops is placed at 15 per cent ud valorem, | 7 


three-quarters of the a machinery of the United | 


The Secretary read as follows: 

280. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly orin part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more 
than 40 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 4 
cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph in line 12, after the word ‘‘ animals,” to strike out 
‘* valued at not more than 40 cents per pound;” and in line 13, 
after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” to strike out “‘ valued at more 
than 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment,and move to substitute for it the amendment which | send 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 280, line 14, after the 
**nound,” it is proposed to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert 
**forty;” so as to read, ‘40 per cent ad valorem*”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas leaves the 
duty on woolen and worsted yarns “ valued at not more than 40 
cents per pound,’ 30 per cent ad valorem; and those “ valued at 
more than 40 cents per pound,” 40 per cent ad valorem. 

IT am very glad to see that increase in the duty on woolen and 
worsted yarns worth over 40 cents per pound; but it seems to 
me that in fairness to this industry the committee has hardly 
gone far enough. I think it will bo conceded that the line as to 
price between those low grades cf yarn which go to the manu- 
facture of carpets and those of better grades which enter into 
the manufacture of dress goods and men’s apparel, is 30 cents 


: : 3 recel b ol | per pound rather than 40 cents. 
bill with this provision incorporated in it should be come a law. 
uestion is on the amend- | 


[have had occasion, because of an interest which I can not 
ignore, to look somewhatinto this matter, and I holdin my hand 


| a letter which presents the matter very carefully and fully, from 
| worsted yarn makers in the city of Philadelphia, who say that 


they make a grade of yarn which enters into the coarser fabrics 
of men’s and women’s wear, which is worth over 30centsa pound; 
that they can exist and can conduct their business if there shall 
be granted to them on wools worth over 30 cents per pound, a 


| duty of 35 cents. 


The decreaso in the ad valorem rate upon these yarns is enor- 
mous, even if the amendment which I suggest should obtain. 
Of course, there is included in the equivalent average ad valorem 
under the present law that compensation which comes from the 
duty upon wool; but looking at the rates under the present law, 
[ find that upon the yarns, woolens, and worsteds valued at not 
more than 30cents per pound in 1893, taking the current prices, 
there was a duty of 278.66 per cont, and that duty it is proposed 
to reduce now to30 per centon yarns, wools, and worsteds valued 
at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound. 

The duty was 118.79 per cent, which it is proposed to reduce 
to 30 per cent, and on yarns, woolens, and worsteds valued at 
above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, the equivalent 
average ad valorem under ths present law, in 1591, was 66.87 
per cent; on yarns valued at above 60 cents and aot exceeding 
80 cents per pound, the equivalent in 1891 was 71.23 per cent. 
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So it will be seen that here is a very radical, sweeping, and, I | 
fear, destructive lowering of the rate of duty. I hope the com- | 
mittee will be able to see its way to making some increase in 
this rate, and that which is asked is one which is very modest. 

I propose an amendment to strike out the word “forty,” in 
line 12, and insert ‘‘thirty;” to strike out the word “thirty,” in | 
line 13, and insert ‘‘thirty-five;” and to strike out the word 
“forty,” in line 13, and insert ‘‘thirty;” so that the duty 
would be on woolens worth not more than 30 cents per pound, 
35 per cent ad valorem, as against 278.66 per cent ad valorem 
under the present law; and on wools worth more than 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem, as suggested by the commit- 
tee. 

| earnestly hope that this very modest limited demand for the 
protection of this great industry will be granted. Under it we 
may continue in a sort of lame and halting way the manufacture 
of woolen fabrics in this country. It certainly would be a most 
disastrous condition if we should not only import wools, but the 
woolen yarns which go into the fabrics made in America. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12 strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 


‘“thirty;” in line 13 strike out *‘ thirty ” and insert ‘‘thirty-five,” | 
and in the same line strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert “ thirty; ” so | 
| tion. They complain, and I think with great cause, too, that 


as to read: 


280. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, | 


jt | They say, and they say truly, that it is an invitation for fraud, 
not more than 30 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more | 


worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other anjmals, valued at 


than 30cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall not ask for the yeas and nays, but 
I will ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays, which will de- 





velopaquorum. A division will not. 

} 1 ; > ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, I think we shall havea quorum ona 
division. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us try a division, 

Mr. FRYE. It will easily develop a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on a division—ayes 
19, noes 27. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

281. On woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made 
on knitting machines or frames, and all manufactures of every Seseeaeon 
made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, 
or other animals, and any of the above having Indiarubber as a component 
material, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
in line 22, page 71, by striking out ‘ forty ” and inserting “‘ thirty- 
five; so as to read, ‘*‘ 35 per cent ad valorem.” 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out, in line 15, the 
words in brackets, ‘‘ woolen or worsted cloths, shawls.” All the 
different amendments I propose to the paragraph constitute 
really one amendment, and I think it would be better to state 
them all at one time, and let us have a single vote. In line 16, 
after the word “ frames,” I move to strike out the words inclosed 
in brackets and insert the words printed in small type; and also 
in line 19, after the word ‘‘animals,’ I move to strike out the 
words inclosed in brackets and insert the words printed in small 
type; and to insert the small type in lines 22 and 23. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is to he done with the amendment in 
line 22, striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting ‘' thirty-five”? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that be considered alsoas a part 
of the amendment. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ forty” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-five,” the committee amendment, in line 22. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 281, page 71, line 15, strike 
out the words ‘‘ woolen or worsted cloths, shawls;” in line 16 
strike out ‘‘and all manufactures of every description” and in- 
sert ‘‘not including wearing apparel, and on shawls;” in line 19 
strike out ‘‘and any of the above having India rubber as a com- 
ponent material, not specially provided for in this act,” and in- 
sert ‘‘valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound;” in line 22 
strike out “forty” and insert “thirty-five,” and after the word 
‘fad valorem,” in line 22, insert ‘‘ valued at more than 40 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem,” so as to make the para- 
graph read : 

281. On knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting machines or frames, 
not including wearing apparel, and on shawls made whoily or in part of 
wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued 


at {not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than 40 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. FRYE. r. President, I wish to say a few words in re- 
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lation to the general woolen schedule. Itis not satisfactory at 
all to the woolen manufacturers of my State. We havea large 
number of them. They are mostly what would be called smal] 
manufacturers, running from four sets of cards up to twelve 
with a very large majority below ten sets. ' 

As arule, in the small mills the men who run them own nearly 
the whole stock. I know allof those woolen manufacturers per- 


| sonally. My father was one for over fifty yearsin Maine. These 


men have commenced with the picker and gone through the 
entire manufacture of woolen cloths. 

They are familiar with everything connected with the manu- 
facture of wool. A great many of them are of Scotch descent, 
I do not believe that in the world there can be found more skill- 
ful, more sagacious, more economical manufacturers than those 
of woolen goods in the State of Maine. They have had a hard 
struggle. For the last three years, excluding the latter part of 
last year, they had been reasonably successful, but ten years be- 
fore the industry was seriously crippled, and they had hard work 


| to live. 


I have received letters from, I think, every one of those manu- 
facturers, and the opinion expressed by those experienced men 
and honest men, and I have no doubt honestly expressed, is that 
this schedule will ruin their inductry or compel them to reduce 
wages at least 40 per cent. That, they believe, is beyond ques- 


the duty now imposed in this bill isentirely an ad valorem duty. 


an invitation that is always accepted. No regrets are ever sent 


| back. It has been the experience of the last fifty years that a 


50 per cent ad valorem duty will not produce really over 35 per 
cent of money collected by the custom-house officers on the value 
of the goods, and that a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem will not 
produce more than 20 per cent to the Treasury of the United 
States from the goods imported. Ido not believe that anybody 
can successfully question that experience of the past. 

I alluded the other day to some of the frauds which are prac- 
ticed, and I desire to call attention to them again. The world 
has not changed, and resorts will be made to the same kind of 
expedients by foreigners to avail themselves of a low duty 
on the goods that they export to this country. I hold in my 
hand a consular certificate prepared in aforeign country, which 
I will not name, and the Reporter will be obliged to take it as I 
read it, because I shall not surrender the certificate to him when 
Tam through. It is froma manufacturing city abroad, and it 
reads in two different languages. I read the English: 

i, , do solemnly and truly declare that and shipper 
of the goods, wares, or merchandise in the annexed invoice mentioned and 
described; that the said invoice jis in all respects true; that it contains a 
true and full statement of the time when and the place where the goods, 
wares, and merchandise therein mentioned, and which are subject to duty, 
etc., regulated or directed by law to be estimated or based upon the value of 
the square yard, or of any specified quantity or parcel purchased, and the 
actual cost and quantity thereof, and of all charges thereon; that no dis 
counts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in said invoice but such as 
have been actually allowed thereon; that the currency in which said invoice 
is made out is the currency which was actually paid, or is to be paid, for 
said goods, wares, and merchandise, and that no different invoice thereof 
has been or will be furnished to anyone. 

I further declare that it is intended to make entry of the gocds, wares, 
and merchandise mentioned in said invoice at the port of in bond to 

, in the United States of America, dated at ———, this —~ day of ——, 
1888. 

On the back is the following certificate: 

I, the understand, do certify that at — on this —— day of y 3 
1888, the within invoice numbered —— in which are mentidéned and described 
certain -—— amounting with the charges thereon to the gross sum of —— 
was produced to me {in person by - for ~ of ——, and 
shipper of the goods, wares, and merchandise thereln mentioned, who 
thereupon declared in writing that it was intended to make entry of said 
goods, wares, and merchandise at the port of in bond to in the 
United States of America. 

I do further er that I am satisfied that the person making the declara- 
tion hereto annexed is the person he represents himself to be, and that the 
actual market values or wholesale prices of the goods, wares and merchan- 
dise described in the said invoice in the principal markets of the countr y at 
the time of exportation are correct and true, excepting as changed by me 
and set forth in the column of consular corrections and estimates. 


On the inside is the seal of the United States. On the back 
of the last certificate which I have read is the name of the Amer- 
ican consul. Notwithstanding this particular description of the 
manufacturer or merchant who supplied the invoice, or who 
was to supply the invoice, he never appeared before the Amer- 
ican consul at all. 

Notwithstanding the certificate refers to the ‘‘annexed in- 
voice,” it was not annexed when the certificate wassigned. Not- 
withstanding the signature of the American consul with the 
last declaration which I read, no manufacturer or merchant ex- 
porting goods to the United States ever appeared before the 
American consul. Hereisareceipt: ‘‘ Fee $2.50; received.” It 
was received, but the American consul, as I am informed from 
perfectly good authority, sold these certificates, signed by him 
in blank, with the seal of the United States annexed, to the at- 
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tornevs for the manufacturers and merchants abroad, and they 
were at entire liberty to fill up the blanks and put in their in- 
voices when they sent the goods. 

Now, is there any escape from a fraud and a cheat there. Is 
this the only American consul who ever did it? ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 
if he feels justified in suppressing the name of an American con- 
sul guilty of a fraud such as he has just described. : 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine does suppress it, for 
the present at any rate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regret that the Senator does. 
deserves thorough exposure and punishment. 

Mr. FRYE _ I wish to say further in relation to this matter 
that that is not anisolated case by any manner of means. 1 am 


The consul 


informed that hundreds of those certificates were sold by this | went of goods to the United States is the practice, and the consignment of 


American consul, and that the goods exported to the United 
States came in under any declaration that the manufacturer or 
merchant exporting the goods was pleased to make. 

Now, let me gofurther. When Mr. Cleveland was President 


in his former term, he appointed as consul at Stuttgart, Ger- | 
many, a lerge manufacturing city, Hon. Charles P. Kimball, of | 


Maine, who had been three times the Democratic candidate for 
governor of my State. [knew him well 
and upright gentleman—but born a Democrat, he never knew 
anything e'se, and he was a free trader, as much so as the Sena- 
tor from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. FRYE. 
bad theories. 


A good man! 


a thoroughly honest | 


He wasa good man undoubtedly, but with awfully | 
Mr. Charles P. Kimball went over to Stuttgart. | 


About a year afterwards I saw him. I said to him, ‘‘ Well, Mr. | 


Kimball, howis it? Is your Democracy as pure as formerly and 


your free-trade theory persisted in by you as much as formerly?” | 


Said he, ‘It is all blown to the wind.” 
is the trouble, Mr. Kimball?” He said, ‘‘I pay my coachman 
40 cents a day and he boards himself. 
kitchen 35 centsa day. 
here at from 30 to 50 cents a day to do anything I wish them to 
do; and when Germany is manufacturing and using the same 
machinery you are in the United States how on earth you can 
compete with Germany without a protective tariff [ can not see.” 
“Well,” said I— 

Mr. MILLS. If my friend from Maine will permit me, I do 
not doubt what the Senator is saying is accurate and true of 


Mr. Kimball; but a very distinguished gentleman in the United | 
States who was once Secretary of the Treasury wrote a letter to | 


rae in which he said that he had lived abroad in England and 


he said he and his wife both agreed that one American servant 
is worth three or four such servants as the Senator is speak- 
ing of. 

Mr. FRYE. As nearly all our servants recently come from 
abroad, I do not see where the difference would come in—at 
least up in our part of the country. 

Now, I want to goa step further in relation to this Charles 
P. Kimball history. The largest corset mill in the world was 
at Stuttgart. Mr. Kimball told me that he had spent three 
months in investigating the corset factory inthatcity. He said 
he found to his utter amazemont that the women employed there 
received on the average 30 cents aday. He said he found that 
the entire product of the corset factory, not even excepting one, 
was exported to the United States of America, to the city of 
New York, toan agent of the Stuttgart manufacturing company, 
and invoiced at just exactly one-half the cost, and thatup to Mr. 
Kimball's investigation that invoice had been accepted by the 
customs-house Officers in New York as the true value of the cor- 
sets. He made a complete and thorough investigation, as I said, 
and called the attention of the collector in New York to the fact, 
and it was stopped, but for years that had been going on. 

Now, let us call the attention of the Senate to another thing. 
In the first place, take the returns which have been made in 
reply to the inquiries of the committee—forty or fifty of them. 
I ran them over as they came out. On the matter of fabrics I 
doubt if there is a single return which does not declare that an 
ad valorem duty will not do; that there will be frauds and un- 
dervaluation under it; that it affords no reasonable protection, 
and that specific duties are required wherever they can be had. 
T admit that on all fabrics, so far as I know, you can not have 
entirely a specific duty, but you can have a compound duty 
which shall be perfectly fair. 

Here are two or three statements from consuls which I desire 
toread. Mr. George H. Murphy, United States consular agent 
at Hanover, in a report to the Department of State, dated Jan- 
uary 15, 1893, says: 

The faultlies * * * inthe provision of the law which causes the duty 
on consigned wares to be based, not on the price paid by the purchaser in 


America (as with other wares), but upon a foreign market value, which, in 
many cases, does not exist. 
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I asked, ‘*‘ Why, what | 


I pay my cook in the | 
I can hire al! the men and women I want | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 












6401 


Mr. Evans Blake, United States consul at Crofeldt, in a letter 
| to the Department of State, dated May 29, 1893, states that he 
had submitted to a manufacturer twenty-five samples of goods 
made by Hermann Schott, of Rheydt,which goods had previously 
| been invoiced by Schott to Louis C. Wagner & Co., of New York, 
and asked the manufacturer what would be his wholesale price 


for such goods. ‘The result shows that, averaging the twenty- 
five samples, his wholesale price was 26 percent higher than as 
invoiced by Schott; twelve of the items averaged 37.7 per cent 
higher, and only one of the twenty-tive wasinvoiced at the same 
price. . 

Consul-General Edwards, of Berlin, stated to Mr. R. M. Don- 
aldson, of New York, that 


In no line of goods is there a market price in Germany where the consign- 


free or specific goods ts unknown. 


These statements are conclusive as to the fact that no foreign 
market value existson consigned goods (anda large proportion of 
them are consigned goods), and that it is practically impossible 
to ascertain their value. Comparison shows that the manufac- 
turer quoted by Mr. Evans Blake patriotically made his price 
extremely low, the real difference in price being from 50 to 633 
per cent. 

Mr. President, the nations of Europe are wise, as wise as we 
are. They have been trying every conceivable scheme of fraud 
upon our custom-houses ever since we have had what is called a 
protective tariff. If there has been an unbaptized spot any- 
where they have found it. For years they have boen enjoying 
this experience, and for years they have been undervaluing their 
goods and sending them into the United States to escape taxa- 
tion., 

Every one of those European governments has made « tariff 
a tariff for protection, too. Taking the paragraphs and items, 
they will number by thousands. 

Now, do you suppose after an experience of thirty or forty years 
in cheating us that they have the folly to expose themselves to 
being cheated in turn by us? As a matter of course, they have 
availed themselves of that experience. You may take to-day 


| the tariffs of all Europe, with their thousands and tens of thou- 


sands of paragraphs and items,examine them carefully and you 
will find but ten ad valorem duties in the whole, and those in 
cases where it wasanabsolute necessity. [will state that again. 
I say you may examine all the European tariffs and you will 
find only ten cases of an ad valorem duty; they are all specfic; 


| and it comes from their experience of the last thirty years in 
got servants at the same rate my friend is now speaking of, but | 


undertaking to defraud the revenues of the United States and 
take away from us the protection which the law has given us. 
And here we are exposing ourselves once more. Does anyone 
suppose that those countries will not take advantage of us? 

{ know perfectly well what the Senator from Texas thinks. I 
have served with him upon the Committee on Waysand Means. 
He thinks nothing on earth is decent but an ad valorem duty, 
and the only thing more decent than that is no duty at all. 
That is the Senator’s view. But, Mr. President, it is apparent 
to everyone who has anything to do with these industries—I do 
not believe an exception can be found—that under an ad va- 
lorem duty on fabrics (and I go no further than that, for I know 
nothing about the others) cheating by undervaluation is inevi- 
table. There is no escape from it. When Senators say they 
have made an adequate duty for the protection of woolen man- 
ufacturers they are stating the duty at the face of it, when asa 
matter of fact you must inevitably cut it down from 15 to 20 
per cent. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I dislike very much to take up 
the time of the Senate when it is very precious, but I wish to 
say a few things in reply to my friend from Maine. 

He has spoken of the fact that in recent years a large amount 
of goods have been imported into the United States that have 
escaped the taxation imposed by the Government. {| do not 
question it. I have been wondering for a number of years how 
it was possible that our exports have so largely exceeded our 
imports in value as returned to our Government, and I am sxtis- 
fied that it is occasioned, not exclusively but inagrent measure, 
by frauds on our revenue laws. 

But, Mr. President, the frauds are not confined to the duties 
imposed by value. They have been equally as great in those 
goods that are imported and charged with specific duties. My 
friend remembers—I alluded to that some time ago—when he 
and I were on the committes together in the other House, the 
sugar schedule was the one in which the largest frauds wer 
being perpetrated. The distinguished Senator from Ohio { Mr. 


SHERMAN], now a member of this body, who was then Secretary 
of the Treasury, came before us and told us of the enormous 
frauds being perpetrated on the Treasury, not under ad valorem 
The country is still listening 


duties, but under specific taxes. 
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to the frauds being perpetrated by specific duties in the im- | Mr. MILLS. I may bo mistaken aboutedged tools, but he im- 


portation of opium. 

Mr. President, what is the cause? There is a cause for all 
this thing. The cause does notarise in the form of duty, whether 
it is ad valorem or specific. The frauds arise from the amount 
of duty that is imposed. It is a struggle by the importer or 
trader to get into the market and sell his goods, and make a 
profit. Whenyou have a large ad valorem duty he will beat it 
if hecan. If you put on a large specific duty, he will beat that 
if he can. 

The only question before.us is whether the ad valorem duty 

furnishes better opportunities for fraud than the specific du- 
tics. I can not see where it does. A low duty, whether it is 
by specific quantities or by the value of the article, will always 
let the goods come into the market, because then it does not 
prohibitthe importerfrom entering; he simply enters and trans- 
fers his charges to the consumer, and he puts the profits in his 
yocket. 
' My friend speaks again of the low wages that the foreigners 
receive; and he replies to the statement which I made, and which 
was given to me byadistinguishedex-Sccretary ofthe Treasury, 
by saying that the same foreigners are coming over here and do- 
ing our work. My friend forgets that he is trying to protect 
them against competition with the foreigners who are staying 
over yonder. There is something in this country, whether itis 
the genius of our institutions or whether it is our climate, what- 
ever it is, which causes the man who labors in this country to 
produce more for his employer, and if the employer be himself 
to produce more for himself than the laborer in any other part 
of the world, civilized or savage. Thatisafact. It can not be 
disputed by any well-informedman who has studied the question 
of wages and the productof labor. Yet my friend speaksof,these 
goodscoming over here as though they werethe product of cheap 
labor to displace the goods made by our dearer labor in this 
country. 

\ir. President, with all our genius and all our productive 
power there are some things we can not do. There are some 
things other people can do better than we can do. We have 
not a monopoly of all the genius and all the skill of the world. 
Other people excel usin some branches. I made a speech on 
the same line with this one in the city of Providence, the city 
in which my distinguished friend from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] lives. I was talking along on this line. The nextday I 
was invited by a generous and kind people toaclub dinner. I 
was never treated better anywhere in my life than in that city. 
{ fell in love with the people. At the club dinner they took up 
the cudgel with me again. I still contended that I was right; 
that while we pay the highest rate of wages by the day, week, 
month, or year, still we produce the things that come in com- 
petition with thé market cheaper than they are produced in 
other countries. Thatis}the general rule. Of course, there are 
exceptions to it. 

One gentleman, whom my friend knows, whose nameI will 
give to him but not to the public, was sitting at the table with 
me at the time, and he said, ‘‘Gentlemen, Mr. MILLS’Ss state- 
ment is true in many respects, as I know.” He said, ‘‘ You all 
know that I am paying as high if not the highest wages paid in 
the city of Providence;” and there they pay as high wages as 
are paid anywhere in the United States; “‘and yet,” hesays, ‘I 
import steel from France and pay|$45 import duty on every hun- 
dred dollars worth of steel. I manufacture that steel into edged 
tools, and I send those edged tools right back to France again. 
I take the marketfrom everybody in France who competes with 
me. I have now a contract on my hands in France for some 
fifty or sixty thousand dollars’—l forget what amount it was 
that he stated; it was a large one—“ to manufacture edged tools 
out of steel imported from France.” 

There was a man paying the highest wages in the world, com- 
peting with those who paid the lowest rate of wages. But what 
is the fact that remains? it is that a certain firm in France at 
some point could makeand temper steel in sucha way as adapted 
it tothe manufacture of these tools, when nobody could do that 
in the United States; and, on the other hand, that the American 
with his skill,*could take that steel and make an edged tool 
out of it that defied the skill of France. Then this gentleman 
propounded the question: ‘* Why should not I have that steel 
free of duty; and if I had, could I not manufacture more of 
these tools and give employment to more people?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator must be mistaken as to 
the article which the gentleman was manufacturing. I do not 
think it was edged tools, because there is no manufacture of edged 
tools in Rhode Island. 

Mr. MILLS. He was manufacturing tools from steel imported 
from France. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the gentleman referred to manufac- 
tures fine tools. 


ported steel from France and manufactured tools and sent them 
back to France and sold them there. : 

That is not all of it. I went into the town of my friend from 
the State of Connecticut |[Mr. HAwLey]. I found aman making 
watches and clocks. I[ was very much interested init. He wag 
making watches to send all over the whole world, and sell them 
cheaper than anybody else, too. It was the finest timepieces | 
ever saw. He gave me one of them, worth three or four dollars 
as good a timepiece as I ever had in my life. He was fixing ths 
springs for the watches, and I asked him, ‘‘Where do you get 
this metal?” He got it from France. I said, ‘‘My friend, yo 1 
are a Republican.” Of course they badgered me a little, and 
I did them sometimes. We hada little fun at each other's ex- 
pense. I said, ‘‘ Why do you not get your steel for the watch- 
springs in the United States? Why do you go to France for it? 
You contend for a tariff to protectand build up American indus- 
tries, and here you are importing steel springs from France.” 
He laughed and said he could not get that kind of steel in the 
United States; he could not get steel with the constant textile 
strength of that steel to the inch, however long it was; that his 
business required him to make the very best product for the 
market; and he could not afford to use a spring in watches where 
it was constantly breaking; that the character of his watches 
would go down and his business would suffer. 

I went into another factory in Connecticut, owned by an old 
friend of mine. [hadservedinCongress with him. He was mak- 
ing horseshoe nails. I said to him, ‘‘ Where do you get these 
coils of iron from that you have piled up here in your factory?” 
‘*From Norway,” hesaid. Isaid, ‘‘ Why doyou not buy Ameri- 
can iron?’ Hesaid*' Nobody in the United States can make this 
charcoal iron, on which I pay $22a ton. I must have the best 
iron in order to carry on my business and sustain the reputation 
of my business. I can notafford to have inferior iron. Nobody 
can make the iron from which Imake the nails except the houss 
from which I obtain it.” He gave me some of the nails. He 
was shipping me some things and sending them to my home. 

He understood that I was a farmer, like some of the rest who 
claim to be farmers. I donotdomuchatitexceptto sink a little 
money perhaps. He fixed up a box of braces and bits and some 
tools and sent them tome. He put ina poundof these nails and 
said: ‘‘Give them to your blacksmith and let him try them and 
see whether they are goodornot.” Ididso. WhenI gothome 
I took them to my blacksmith, whowas an old-fashioned Illinois 
Democrat in my town, a strong friend of mine. 1 got up on the 
weak side of him. I said: ‘‘ Here is an old Connecticut Demo- 
crat who is making horseshoe nails. I think you ought to buy 
some, and I brought youa pound so that you could sample them.” 
He said tome, ‘‘ Business is businesss. I ama friend of yours. | 
should like to do anything to gratify any of your friends; but,” 
he said, ‘‘if I were to buy nails simply because they came from 
a Democratic manufacturer and they were inferior nails, and a 
horse should cast his shoe when he struck a hard, rocky road, 
my reputation as a blacksmith would be gone. I can only make 
the best of nails myself to keep up my business.” 

He said to me, ‘‘Do you know a good nail when you see it?” 
Isaid, ‘‘ No; of course Ido not.” He said, ‘‘I did not think you 
did. I will tell you what is a good nail. Let me try this one. 
I am going to double the nail up on this anvil and hammer it. 
If it breaks to pieces and the fibers part, it is of no account; it 
is not the sort of nail I want. If you double it all up and ham- 
mer it down and the fibers do not part, and I can hammer it 
down like a wafer, then it isa good nail.” So he told me then, 
before he touched it, and he did double it and hammer it down 
until it was as fine as a wafer, and not a fiber parted on it. He 
said, ‘‘ That is a good nail.” 

I mention these facts to show that there are certain things 
we must import from foreign countries, and you find them in 
almost every manufacturing establishment in New England. In 
manufacturing in this country we have the most skillful and 
enterprising people on the continent in that branch of industry, 
and yet, as [ remember, I did not gointo a single factory where 
there was notsomething broughtfrom foreign countries that had 
to be used. [remember in New Haven one of the largest manu- 
facturing establishments in the United States, where a gentle- 
man was importing Scotch pig iron and paying a duty of $5.72 
aton. He said he had to have it to make a certain kind of ar- 
ticle that he was making, and he was making a variety of things. 
My friend Senator HAWLEY doubtless knows him very well. 
refer to Mr. Sargent. That manufactory makes a number of 
things. He bought largely Pennsylvania pig iron and pig iron 
manufactured perhaps in other parts of the United States, but 
he said his business required him to have some Scotch pig iron 
to make certain things. I went into a woolen manufacturing 
establishthent in Massachusetts where wool was brought from 
other countries. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
help him out a little with the story in reference to the Nor- 
walk gentleman, who isa well-known citizen of Connecticut? He 
would like very much to have a good deal of raw material, be- 
cause much of his work is avery simple process and he can 
easily transform it, throwing it into the molds. Heused to be 
a Republican. He joined the Democrats in order to get Scotch 
pig free, and now the other side put a duty of 50 per cent on it. 

Mr. MILLS. To get it free is avery good thing, I reckon. | 
wish some Republicans would take that view of the question and 
get their pig iron free. 

As I was going on to say, I went intoa woolen establishment, 
one of the largestestablishmentsin the United States. They had 
woolfromeverywhere in the United States, and wool from foreign 
countries,and the same thing wastoldtome. Wemusthave wool 
from foreign countries, wool of all kinds, and there is almost as 
much difference in wool as there are in the features of man. 
The tastes of people differ. One man wants one kind and an- 
other man wants another kind. It takes different varicties to 
meet the differences in the tastes of the people. 

Now, why should we keep these things out of the country 
when their introduction would give employment to the labor of 
this country and meet the wants, not only of people here, but 
people in foreign countries? 
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| 


It should be our policy to reduce | 


the cost of production so as to increase the amount of product | 
and increase the consumption, and thereby increase the employ- | 


ment of our people, for the vast body of them depend upon con- 
stant employment for a livelihood. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am not familiar with the 
‘ates Which the majority of the committee have proposed, cer- 
tainly not with those which they may propose, upon the various 
articles in the woolen schedule of the bill. I trust that they may 
be high enough to allow the industry tosurvive, but lam afraid 
they are not. I believe that the rates which are now contained 


in the bill, or which may be there when the bill becomes a law, | 


will be destructive of many forms of woolen industry in this 
country. l hope that some Senator upon the committee on this 
side of the Chamber will take occasion, before weproceed much 
further with the woolen schedule, to inform the Senate what re- 
duction of rates is effected by the bill and to what extentit will 
prove to be injurious to the woolen industry. 

For my own part, I now desire to enter a protest against any 
corsiderable reduction in the duties imposed by the McKinley 
act. The industries which are to be affected by the reduction in 
the duties on woolen goods are very important in this country. 
They are large in amount; they are far-reaching, and they need 
the fostering care of the Government. 

I hope that in this work of securing adequate duties upon woolen 
manufactures we shall have the assistance of tho junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], who I regret to say has just left 
the Chamber, but who I presume will return before I finish my 
remarks. 

The industries of New Jersey and the similar industries of 
other States are deprived substantially of the benefit of the la- 
bors and efforts in committee and in this Chamber of the senior 
Senator from that State [Mr. MCPHERSON]. The condition of 
his health has prevented him from rendering as much service 
and as continuous service for the protection of the industries of 
New Jersey as I have no doubt he would have been glad to have 
rendered. But he is absent, and has been absent most of the 
time. 

The junior Senator from New Jersey has occupied a peculiar 
position. He has spoken honestly against the incorporation in 
the bill of the Populist measure known as an income tax, and 
the Senator has not spoken upon any other feature of the bill. 
Hoe has, however, I have no doubt, been endeavoring to secure 
protective duties upon the manufactures of New Jersey. I trust 
the Senator will continue his efforts, because I call his attention 
to the fact that not only are ajl the schedules in the bill open to 
discussion, as in Committee of the Whole, but they will be again 


oe to consideration when the billshall be reported to the Sen- | 
a 
I 


= final action. 


rust, I say, Mr, President, as I seo the junior Senator from | 
New Jersey has returned to the Chamber, that he will not con- | 


fine his efforts to an endeavor to eliminate the income tax from 
the bill, but will continue his exertions to secure such rates of 
dyty 4s will protect the industries of New Jersey, because in 
Pp oteosing those industries he will protect the many similar in- 
dustrie é my own State, all over New England, and in all the 
tern States. 

Somé twenty years agol visited a fair in the city of Newark, 


™,J. Twas amazed at the extent and variety of that exhibit. | 
« §aw in the building of the Newark fair specimens of almost | 


every manufactured product which man can produce either by 
hand or machinery: I came away from Newark amazed at the 
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produced within its own borders almost everything necessary to 
the sustenance and the comfortof mankind. That was more than 
twenty years ago; and the industries of Now Jersey have ad- 
vanced with the increasing prosperity of this country. I have 
taken the pains to prepare some statistics upon this subject, to 
which I invite the attention of the Senator from New Jersey, if 
he will do me the honor to listen to me 

I have here a statement of the New Jersey wool industry from 
Census Bulletin No. 242, which Iwill insert in the Recorp. It 
gives the capital invested, the workers employed, the wages 
paid, the wages per capita,and the value of the product. There 
was an increase in the capital invested between 1880 and 180 of 
106 per cent, of the workers employed of 41 per cent, of the 
wages paid of 7 


2 
3 
cent, and of the va 


per cent, of the wages per capita of 23.3 per 
lue of the product of 46.2 


per cent. 


NEW JERSEY INDUSTRIES, FROM CENSUS BULLETIN NO. 242, 
COMPARED. 
The wool industry 
FOR NEW JERSEY. 


Work- | 


Capital Wages aie Value of 
ors em er 
invested. | Dioyed.| Paid. ' cee product. 
1880...... ------+-| $8,795,605 | 5, 142 | $1,902,515 | $270.80 | #6, 820, 074 
i tinincsiaiitaihiiaa deceit | 7, 793, 714 | 7,248 | 2,416,871 | 3833.72 9, 984, 640 
Increase ... <------| 98,905,019] 2,106] 1,023,856 62. 92 3, 155, 566 
Per cent increase -...| 106 | 41 73 23.3 16.2 
' 
| 


FOR THE UNITED STATES 


1880. ..................| $150,091, 849 161, 557 47, 389, O87 $203.35 8267, 252, 913 
1890 illite ----| 296, 404, 481 219, 132 | 76, 660, 742 350.00 | 337, 768, 524 
Increase .....-. 137, 402, 612 57,575 | 29,271, 755 56.65 70,515, 611 
Per cent increase ----| he 38 61.7 239 26.4 


I now compare these percentages with the similar percentages 
throughout the United States upon all these woolen indusiries. 
The table is a table of woolen industries. In the United States 
the increase in capital invested between 1880 and 1890 was only 
84 per cent against 106 in New Jersey; in the workersemployed, 
only 38 per cent in the United States, as against 41 in Néw Jer- 
sey; in the wages paid in the United States 61.7 per cent, as 
against 73 per cent in New Jersey; in the wages per capita, 29 
per cent in the United States, as against 23.3 per cent in New 
Jersey, and 26.4 per cent the value of the product in the United 
States, as against 46 per cent in New Jersey. 

[also insert in my remarks a table of the wool, cotton, and 
silk industry in New Jersey, as compared with the wool, cotton, 
and silk industries of the whole United States. 


Wool, cotio and silk 


FOR NEW JERSEY 


Hands 









Capital in em Wages | — Value of 
vested. ployed paid capita. | PF duct. 
ee ae i | wr: | 
din seine me #14, 555, 770 21,913 | $6,727,231 | 8307.17 | $28, 490,579 
1890 Senauidiounl $8,123,613 | 30,848 | 11,646, 443 378.20 | 46, 647, 626 
Increase ......-. 23, 567, 843 8, 935 4,819, 612 | 71.03 18, 147, 047 
Increase, per cent -.. 153 41 | 72 23 63.5 
FOR THE UNITED STATES 
Santino ; ; -—— 
1880...... .-| 8886, 497,515 | 367,553 $98,576,302 | #268. 10 |#500, 376 
1830 ween 7 701,532,861 | 491,630 165, 830, 332 357. 85 | 693, 048, 762 
} - eae ms ie vals onnentimemeiaiae 
Increase ‘ | 815, 025. 346 124,077 | 67,254, 088 | 89.25 | 102, 672,634 
Increase, per cent - 81.5 | 33.5 68 32.5 | 38.5 


i 
i | 
i 


These tables show that in the tissue fabrics, wool, cotton, and 
silk, the capital employed in the United States increased 81.5 
per cent. In New Jersey it increased 155 per cent. Employés 
increaséd in the United States 33.5 per cent; in New Jersey, 41 
percent. The amount of wages paid in the United States in- 
creased 68 per cent; in New Jersey, 72 per cent; and the value 
of the product increased in the United States 38.5 per cent, while 
it increased in New Jersey 63.5. 

Mr. President, these figures show the marvelous growth of 
the Senator’s State. They show that New Jersey has been per- 
haps preéminent in the advances which have been made in the 
United States within the last decade in the woolen, the cotton, 
and the silk industry; and therefore the Senators from that 
State, the Senators upon this floor, the Congress of the United 


wonderful variety of its industries, jand I felt that that State | States should see to itwhen they fix the schedulesof duties upon 
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wool, upgn cotton, and upon silk, that no risk shall be run of the 
destruction of those industries either in New Jersey or any- 
where else in the United States. 

Let us look at the wages paid in these industries in the United 
States, as compared with the wages paid in other parts of the 
world. I have hereastatement of the wages paid in the silk in- 
dustry. (Col.Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, in his 
eleventh annual report, part 1, upon labor and wages, gives the 


am >unts paid to a few workers in silk textiles in Europe. They 
ave given below with reference to the page of the report where 
they can be found: 
si Daily . 

Occupation wan. | Page. 
Engineer saccambambialad #0. 96) 640 
Fishers pS catetbbsinbetheiebGewdsewans . 374 652 
Laborers see eerie ; boca . 52 652 
Oversvers cncgiety teiaae ete sa wuieae docs alee - 943 658 
Piercer kd oan hla ind i isikag ia enled - 534 674 
Spoolers etenabssekdntndedeiads . 37 696 
1 aders eashecekenes ; cutee bib cnet mad - 404 700 
Warper Nei cit ae amoesnng aan 704 
Weavers pcseanetavel sce tartan Saat ates emda 51 710 
PRU SOED fs cciprsntencksceh bese ausmeonianeeanaee eases esarel | 51 712 


It will be observed that these wages vary from 37 centsaday, 
the lowest, to 95 cents a day, the highest. The average daily 
wages paid to all emplovés in the silk industry in New Jersey, 
as shown by Census Bulletin No. 242, is $1.304 a day. 

It must be evident to the Senator from New Jersey, it must 
be evident to every common-sense man who studies the subject, 
thatif the workers in the silk industry in foreign countries are to 
be paid as wages on an average from 37 cents up to 96 centsa day, 
while the average for the New Jersey workers in the silk in- 
dustry is $1.33, high tariff duties are necessary to equalize those 
conditions, 

The industries of which I have spoken, especially the cotton 
and woolen industries, have made great strides, not only in New 
Jersey, but all over the United States during the period from 
186) 10 1890. I have a table showing the conditions in thewool, 
cotton, and silk manufactures, taken from the Census Reports for 
those two periods, 1860 and 1890, and I can not refrain from say- 
ing that the first period was when the Republican party came 
into power, and the second thirty years after. I insert the table: 


Census report for 1860 and 1890 in wool, cotton, and silk. 





























| Capital in- ae | Wages —— | Value of 
| vested. | ployed. | paid. capita. product. 
: hi |S ~|———_— 
SEED... <nncvsacocesescesal SEL 185, 466 | $37,580,181 | 8202.50 | $198, 436, 114 
18P0...... ass | 491, 630 | 165,830,332 | 357.35 | 693,048, 702 
Increase .....-..| 5€0, 454, 575 | 306, 164 | 128, 254, 154 154.85 | 494, 612, 
Increase, per cent ....| 397.5 | 165 344 76.4 250 





In thirty years of Republican rule, under its protective policy, 
the amount of capital invested in the manufacture of wool, cot- 
ton, and silk increased 397.5 percent; that isto say, it nearly quad- 
rupled. The number of persons employed increased 165 per cent. 
The money paid for wages wentup from $37,000,000 to$165,000,000, 
or 344 per cent. The average pay of the employés in 1860 was 
$202.50 per year. The wages went up uader Republican pro- 
tection to $357.35, an increase of $154.85. The value of the prod- 
uct increased 250 per cent. 

One noticeable feature of this table is that in 1860-the total 
value of the annual product was greater than the capital in- 
vested, showing 140 per cent of production to capital, while in 
1890 the total gross product amounted only to 98 per cent of the 
capital. In 1890 the value of the product of the wool, cotton, 
and silk industry of the United States was $393,048,702. 

Mr. President, can we afford to tamper with these industries? 
Can we afford to take any risk in dealing with these industries? 
Shall we allow a supposed party exigency to induce us to go 
through this tariff bin and cut down the rate of protection 
from 25 to 50 per cent in order to fulfill some supposed party 
promise which very few people know anything about, or can 
explain, and which still less, when the principles of the plat- 
form are stated, do-they seem to care anything about? I trust 
that this great woolen industry will not be made to suffer, as I 
fear it will if the proposed schedule in this bill is adopted. 

I called attention the other day to the condition of my State, 
and I repeat that New Hampshire, with 376,000 people, has 63,- 
000 actually employed in manufacturing. There is a productof 
$85,000,000 annually, and the wages paid reached $24,000,000. 
Whilst New Hampshire is also an agricultural State, and agri- 
culture goes hand in hand with manufacturing, yet it is of the 
utmost importance that the manufacturing cities and villages 





of our State shall remain prosperous; that thereshall be an end 
of the silence and the gloom and the despondency which now 
prevailin many of the mills and the mill towns of New Hampshire. 
{tis of the utmost importance to us that those towns shall be 
made prosperous; that they shall continue to consume the agri- 
cultural products of our State, and, Mr. President, it is impossi- 
ble that that prosperity shall remain to us, unless not only the 
cotton industry, but the woolen industry of New Hampshire is 
protected, as the manufacturing industries of New Jersey and 
all the other manufacturing industries of the United States 
ought to be protected. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay action 
upon this schedule, yet I feel compelled to say a word in reply 
to what was said by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. kK YLE] 
yesterday, relating to the character of the people employed in 
the mills of New England. There is no place where I shall be 
able to say it so appropriately as upon this woolen schedule. 

The remarks of the Senator from South Dakota have not yet 
been published in the REcorp, and therefore I can not quote 
him exactly in what he said with reference to the French Cana- 
dian population; but the whole tenor of his remarks was to the 
effect that they were an undesirable people to have in our midst, 
and I remember that he spoke, either in tones of sadness or de- 
rision, of the fact that in some of the manufacturing cities and 
towns of New Engiand he could go from one end of a street to 
the other ‘‘and hear nothing but the jabber of French Canadi- 
ans. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I should like te say to the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut that I wish him to quote me accurately in 
the matter. I said I could goa distance of five or ten blocks. | 
did not say from one end of astreet to the other. I havecounted 
those blocks myself in the limits of certain towns. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘ blocks ’’? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know what distinction the Senator 
makes between ‘‘streets” and ‘' blocks”. ; 

Mr. KYLE. A street may be a mile long. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Has the Senator's speegh been printed? 

Mr. PLATT. It has not, and therefore, as I said, I can not 
quote him accurately. 

I desire to say, however, with regard to the French-Canadian 
populs.tion, and the Canadian population in general, which has 
to some extent immigrated to New England, that when the time 
comes that we are ready to say that we will have nobody come 
to the United States, that we will have no immigrants landed 
on our shores or crossing our lines, it will be quite soon enough 
to object to the presence amongst us of people who have come 
from Canada. I have been unable to see any consistency in the 
people who advocate the annexation, but are unwilling that 
Canadians as individuals shall now find a home with us. They 
are not an undesirable class of our population. They are not 
to be compared, as I understood the Senator yesterday to com- 
pare them, with the Hungarians or the Poles or the Slavs. 

I have known these people for forty years in the city where I 
reside, and I am proud to number among them very many val- 
ued acquaintances, social acquaintances, with whom Tam as glad 
to associate as with any of the citizens of my town. They are, as 
a rule, intelligent, industrious, thrifty, and conservative; they 
make good citizens; they accumulate property, they are mechan- 
ics, agriculturists, and merchants, and among them are many 
scholars, authors, and men representing the different professions; 
they assimilate with our native population; their children inter- 
marry with ours; they are quiet and unostentatious; they make 
no trouble, and after a period of residence here they can scarcely 
be distinguished from our own native population. 

Their children attend our schools, take prizes in competition 
with the children of the old inhabitants of Connecticut, and in 
no respect can they be taunted with being an inferior or unde- 
sirable people. Usually they accumulate property, and they do 
not return to Canadacarrying away the money which they have 
earned here. They do not supplant our American workmen by 
accepting lower wages. They work for the same wages thatthe 
native workman receives; they work beside him at the same 
bench or on the same machine. There is no prejudice against 
them. They are achurch-going and a religious people, moral 
as well as industrious. They do not appear in our police courts, 
but they do take part, as they should, in our town meetings. 

Mr. President, why should they be held up to disparagement, 
not tosay ridicule, here? If, as I saidin the beginning, we are 
to adopt the principle that no foreigner shall come to this coun- 
try, then shut them out; but if America is still to be a laud to 
which the oppressed and the lowly may come, desiring to be- 
come a part of us, to live with us, and to accept all the respon- 
sibility of American citizenship, why this continual taunting of 
New England with having French Canadians among its popula- 
tion’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say asingle word in addition # 
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what the Senator from Connecticut has said upon this gubject. 
The conditions which he has described as applicable to his State 
are equally applicable to mine. There is no better class of 
people in the United States, in my opinion, than the French 
Canadians who come to live and work with us. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say but a word in re- 
lation to this matter for the information of my friend from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

I live in acity of about 25,000 inhabitants, 10,000 of whom are 
French Canadians. They are excellent citizens; they are tem- 
nerate: they are hard-working; they are economical. They 
Say lands and build houses. They are citizens of my city; and 
the only thing under the sun I know against them is that a ma- 

ota. [Laughter.] 

Mr.HOAR. Mr. President, there is a very large French Ca- 
nadian population in the State which I represent, and in the 
county and city where I dwell. 

There is a very close tie between the people of New England 
and the French Canadians. It is very well known that it was 
among the dearest desires and hopes of the statesmen of the Rev- 
olution, especially Dr. Franklin, that the Canadians should join 
with us and should be a partofourcountry. There was a special 
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itics. If the Senator from South Dakota entertains, or if any 
other Senator entertains—I do not wish to make any personal 
application to him—any disorganizing sentiments, any disloyal 
sentiments, any sentiments which are opposed tohonest gain, to 
frugality, to industry, to the rights of property toa moderate 
extent and degree, he will get no sympathy whatever from that 
class of men. They are law-abiding, conservative, industrious, 
frugal, températe, and religious. ‘Chey are under the influence 
of their religious instructors more than is the fashion of men of 
Saxon origin. 

If nothing else, gratitude ought to keep any American states- 
man from saying anything unkind or disrespectful of the people 
They were the early discoverers of the North- 


west—— 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Ina moment. 

They were the early discoverers of the Northwest. They set 
an example of heroism, courage, fortitude, and religious faith, 
which the annals of mankind and all history can scarcely par- 
allel. In our New England States are found many geographical 
names of French origin. The beautiful Lake Champlain, which 
is the glory and ornament of the State of our honored and be- 


| loved associate from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL], isone: and inthe 


and earnest appeal made by the Continental Congress to the | 


people of Canada. In fact, one of the very greatest of those 
great State papers, which Lord Chatham said were equal to any- 
thing in Thucydides, set forth the desire of our fathers to that 
effect. 

It is well known that the expedition under Montgomery and 
Arnold was designed with the hope and expectation of a Cana- 
dian rising against the British Government, but the priesthood, 
who are on terms of great affection and confidence with that 
people, probably more than any other priesthood are anywhere 
with their flocks, did not look favorably upon the scheme. 


State of Maine, in the State of Rhode Island, are found names 
which are memorials of the kindly relations which existed be- 
tween our fathers and the French people. 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy with the bringing into 


| this country of vice or ignorance; of men who are to bring for- 


Very | 


likely they were repelled agood deal by the puritanism of their | 
New England neighbors; but, at at any rate, whatever may have | 


been the cause, the french Canadians have been in Canada among 
the most obedient and docile and orderly subjects of Great Brit- 
ain. They took very little part, comparatively, in the Canadian 
rebellion before the Dominion of Canada was formed. 

They have retained, very curiously, their French attachments. 
In spite of their loyalty to the British Crown, they feel that 
they are Frenchmen, and a Canadian orator of great fame said 


ina famous speech a few years ago that if anybody doubted | 


whether the people of Canada were still Frenchmen, he had but 
to go to one of the humblest peasants on his farm in the interior 
of Canada and tell him that Germany had beaten France, and 
then put his hind on the man’s heart or his pulse and feel it 
beat. 

Mr. President, these people, though they have held aloof from 
our invitation to a political union, probably having, a good many 
of them, the dream of establishing another France in this coun- 
try, to be independent of Great Britain and separated from the 
Western Canadian provinces, where they should have a great 
French Catholic power, still are among the best neighbors we 
have. Our troubles with Canada do not come from the men of 
French origin. The Frenchmen in the Canadian Parliament 


complaint with us. 


Many of them come down to New England in the winter and | 


chop wood in the forests, some of them come in the summer to 


labor on the farms, and those persons return, just as the High- | 


landers of Scotland used to do the harvesting in the northern 
shires of England, and return with their wages. But for the 
last twenty or twenty-five years in Massachusetts, in Connecti- 
cut, in Rhode Island, in Maine, and in New Hampshire 

Mr. MORRILL. And in Vermont. 

Mr. HOAR. And in Vermont, those men have been attracted 
by our institutions and have come to stay. I am speaking more 
particularly now of the manufacturing towns. They come, they 
like our institutions, and they are among the most quiet, orderly, 
law-abiding citizens. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE} siys that they agree politi- 
sally with the Senator from South Dakota. I donot think they 
do. 

Mr. KYLE. Lam glad to hear that they are getting their 
eyes opened in New England. 

Mr. FRYE. I was not counting the Senator from South Da- 
kota asa Populist, but asa Democrat. We have,I think, but 
two Populists in Maine, one is a candidate for governor and the 
other is a candidate for Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator will find a good many more of them 
in his State. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. The French Canadians in my State are more 
They are nearly all Republicans. 

I do not wish to spend any time about their pol- 





enlightened than that. 
Mr. HOAR. 


factories, and where the sons and daugbter 





eign fashions and keep foreign fashions here: of an element 
which is opposed to a true Americanism; but I have also no 
sympathy with that sentiment which would strike at any class 
of our citizens or at any class of mankind because of their na 
tionality. 

These men are to furnish a valuable, important, and perma- 
nent element in our national life. Our children and theirs are 
to mingle in this great strain which is to be made upof so many 
nationalities. Our national motto, # pluribus unum, is as ap- 
plicable to men of different nationality, to men of diffe-ent 
faith, as it is to the men of the different States which make up 
the Union. Our national motto, H pluribus unum, of many one, 
of many States one nation, of many races one people, of many 
creeds one faith, of many bended knees one family of God, is 
the one distinguishing American fact which this nation has con- 
tributed to history. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, [am sure the Senator from Mass- 
achusetts does not mean to misrepresent me in :ny way. It was 
far from my purpose yesterday to cast any reproach or to svy 
any unkind word in regard to the people of New England, 
amongst whom | have many very warm friends, and what [ said 
yesterday would not apply to a very large number of the towns 
of New England. 

[ recognize that in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut there are many small 
towns where industries are carried on, where there are manu- 
of American peo- 
ple are treated as liberally as they were in days gone by. I did 


| not mean to cast any reproach whatever upon the Canadian peo- 
have never been in favor of the measures which have excited | 


ple or upon the Canadian French. What I did say was that the 
people of New England in the larger cities, the larger manufac- 
tories, were crowding out the American workmen and were in- 
troducing French Canadian labor because it was cheaper 

Mr. HOAR. They are receiving the same wages as the 
American workmen, and they are receiving higher and better 
wages than they got in Canada. 

Mr. KYLE. Canadian labor is being imported because it is 
cheaper. 

[do not mean to say that the Canadian people are going to re- 
main as they were perhaps across the border in Canada. The 
American spirit is dominant always: and by and by the New 
England people—certainly [I hope so—will be able to bring 
those people up to the average intelligence of their own class 

I hope also that there will be liberality shown by the people 
and the. manufacturers of New England in paying 
dians by and by as good wages as they ought to pay 
and daughters of the American people. 

I corroborate whit the Senator from Massachusetts has said 
in regard to the foreign nationalities coming upon 
American soil. We we'come people from all nations and from 
all climes, from Russia, «nd from Seandinavia, and fromGermany, 
and from England, but I believe the Senator will also agree with 
me that the undesirable classes of their population should not 
be allowed to land upon our shores. We know also that it is 
the custom of those nations to get vid of their undesirable pop- 
ulation, if possible, by sending them to Americ. There is no 
use of disguising that fact. 

Mr. HOAR. From Can:da? 


these Clana- 
to the sons 


people o 
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Mr. KYLE 


nationalities of G 


[um not speaking of Canada, Iam speaking of 
th rmany, England, Russia, and other coun- 
trie 

I did make some reflection upon the class of population we find 
n tricts of Pennsylvania, and I believe every 
word I spoke yesterday about that class was absolutely just. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the remarks of the 
Senator from South Dakota ave printed we shall seo exactly 
what he did say. 

| ppo it is 
tain an attachment totheir native language; andso faras streets, 
and neighborhoods, and communities retaining the use of their 
native language, that happens quite as frequently, much more 
frequently indeed, in the Western States than it does in the 
French communities in New England. I have been told—the 
Senator from South Dakota can correct me if 1 am wrong—that 
now and then there isa Western village which has been peo- 


in cert 


al 


pled by immigrants from Europe which retains to a large ex- | 


tent, perhaps universally, not merely the general customs, but 
the langaage, the speech of the country whence they came. 

Certainly, therefore, a mere attachment on the part of immi- 
grents to their own language is not to be censured. It isdesir- 
able that all immigrants should come in time to speak the Eng- 
lish language, that they should mingle with American citizens, 
and come to understand the English tongue; but there is no 
gre.t danger, I imagine, of any injury to result to this country 
in this particular. Certainly there is none as to the’ French 
innnigration into New England. 


| ali the people of the Commonwealth. 


judiciary committee of that body. Iam not sure whether he was 
chairman or not,*but he was a man having the great respect of 
He was commended to 


| President Harrison for a very high office under the Government. 





' 
The French do mingle with our own people; they do become nfl L L 
| paragraph, on page 72, line 4,after the word ‘‘ thirty,” to strike 


thoroughly Americanized; and they are coming to constitute a 
very helpful and important part of our population. 

Mr. MORRILL. And they will not work for any less wages 
than the Yankees. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
tome, they also become Americanized in the matter of wages. 
W hatever their wages may have been in Canada, the7 receive 
American wages and the resultof American wages in “heir life 
in this country. 


Mr. President, when the tirst French Canadian migrations com- | 


mencedinto New Hampshire, Vermont,and Massachusetts,there 
was some prejudice against that migration because the immi- 
grants were in the habitof coming only foralittle while. They 
would come to work for the summer; would go back in the winter; 
they did not take root inour soil; and there was some prejudice 
ag.instthat kind of migration. Butof recent years large num- 
bers of French Canadians have come, and they have come to stay. 
They haveacquired habitations. Not merely havelaboring men 
come, but there have come their religious teachers; there have 
come cultivated men,educated men; andnow, among someof the 
most intelligent and eloquentorators in New England, are those 
who have come from Canada to make their permanent residence 
in New England. 

{ can confirm, from my own observation, everything which 
has been said here to-day in commendation of the French im- 
mic¢rants as a whole. They are industrious, they are econom- 
ical, they are well behaved, they are patriotic, and I do not 
agree with the Senator from Maine {[Mr. Fry] that a majority 

f them belong to the party to which he said the Senator from 
South Dakota belonged, meaning the Democratic party. I be- 
lieve, now that there have come to be so many French Canadians 
in New England, they have studied our institutions and studied 
our economic questions, they have studied the tariff, they have 
mingled in our politics, they have held office to some extent, 
and beyond all doubt the tendency of the mind of these people 
is in the direction of joining the Republican party. 

[ believe to-day that a large majority of the French Canadians 
who have become voters, not only in New Hampshire, but in 
Vermont and in Massachusetts, and I am inclined to think also 
in Maine, are Republicans. But whether they are or not, Mr. 
President, does not matter. They have come here to enjoy our 
institutions, our freedom, our right of suffrage, to participate in 
a larger degree than they did in Canada in the formation of the 
Government under which they live, and they enjoy that right 
of political freedom which entitles them to belong to whichever 
political party they choose to attach themselves. They make 
good citizens, good politicians; and they are, as a whole, in 
poeey way acceptable to the native-born citizens of New Eng- 
and 

Mr.HOAR. Mr. President, I meant toadd, before I sat down, 
one word. I think my colleague [Mr. LODGE] will confirm what 
say. 

Among the Irench population im Massachusetts are a good 
many very able lawyers and newspaper editorsof both parties. I 
remember one especially, Mr. Hugo Dubuque, of Fall River, Mass., 
one of our mosteminent lawyers. He wasa member of the Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature for several sessions, and a member of the 


| out ‘‘and not more than forty;’ 


| refers to me, confirm entirely what he has said. 
; | of French-Canadian immigrantscoming to New England is y. 
no reproach to good immigrants that they re- 


though I believe somebody had already been fixed upon before 
the recommendation for his appointment was made. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I very gladly, as my colleague 
The number 
large. They are among the very oldest settlers on this conti. 
nent. They are thorough Americans in feeling, I am sure, and 
are now assimilating very rapidly in my part of the country with 
the people there. I thinkeverything which has been said ab 
them here to-day has been well deserved. 

The VICE-PR&SIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. JONES]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


282. On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels fer underwear, and felts for 
paper-maker's use and printing machines, composed wholly or in part ot! 
wool, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at no 
more than 39 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 
30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than 40 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That on 
blankets over three yards in length the same duties shali be paid as o: 
woolen and worsted cloths, and on flannels weighing over four ounces per 
square yard, the same duties as on dress goods. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to th 
> and in life 5, after the words 
‘‘ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘valued at more than 40 cents per 


| pound, 35 per cent:ad valorem.” 


As the Senator from Vermont suggests | 


Mr. JONES of Arkausas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


283. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, 


| bunting, and goods of similar description or character, composed wholly or 


in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other ani 
mals, and not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment to that 
paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, after the word “bunting,” it is 
proposed tostrike out “and” and insert *‘ or;” in line 14, after the 
word “‘ character,” to insert *‘and on all manufactures;” in line 
16, after the word *‘animals,” to insert *‘including such as have 
India rubber as a component material;” inline 17, after the word 
“act,” to strike out ‘‘40 per cent ad valorem,” and insert “ val- 
ued at not over 50 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad valorem; val- 
ued at more than 50 cents per pound, 5? per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PEFFER. How will the paragraph read as propose? to 
be amended? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

283. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth 
bunting, or goods of similar description or character, and on all manutfac- 
tures composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the came!, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, including such as have India rubber as a 
component material, and not specially probided for in this act, valued at 
not over 50 cents = pound, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 5) 
cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The paragraph wiil be read as 


The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 


Mr. COKE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who ordinarly is paired with me, is 

aired to-day with the junior Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whom I do not 
see in his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. I should vote 
‘*vea” if he were present. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Under the_ar- 
rangement just announced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Fry&£}, am permitted to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” ; . 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he 
were present I should * yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer the 
pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] to my 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and vote ‘ yea.” 











. 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. ; 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
temporarily absent from the Senate. 
would vote ‘‘yea.” Iam informed thatthe senior Senator from 

slaware [Mr. GRAY], with whom I am paired, if present would 
vote ‘‘ yea,” and I therefore cast my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. The junior Sénator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
MircHELL}, with whom I[ am paired, is not in his seat. Ifitbe 
agrecable to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH), 
who is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots], I sug- 
gest that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr.SMITH. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. CAREY. I transfer tho pair of the junior Senator from 
Wisconsin to the Senator from Idaho, and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is | 
If he were present he | 
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I transfer m¥ pair with the Senator from Colo- | 


rado|[Mr. WOLCOTT] now and for the day to the Senator from | 


Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], with the right to vote if necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that I stand 
paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], and 
that we transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Very well. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from 
Michigan |Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should vote 
Svea.” 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. 
WASHBURN], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
notice that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has 
not voted. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jdones, Ark. Proctor, . 


Bate, Frye, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Brice, Gallinger, Lindsay, Quay, 
Caffery, George, Lodge, Ransom, 
Call Gordon, McLaurin, Roach, 
Camden, Hale, Martin, Shoup, 
Carey. Harris, Morgan Smith, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Squire, 
Cockrell, Hill, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Danie}, Hunton, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
NAYS—5. 

Berry, Kyle, Peffer, Teller. 
Coke, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Allen, Faulkner, McPherson, Power, 
Allison, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Butier, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh, 
Cameron, Higgins, Palmer, Washburn. 
Dixon, Irby, Patton, Wilson, 
Dubois, McMillan, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] because the 
rates of duty contained in it were higher than those contained 
in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives; but I 
desire to put on record the statement that those rates are en- 
tirely inadequate for the protection of the woolen manufacturer 
of the United States. 

No such radical change has been made in any other portion of 
the bill as those made by the paragraph which has just passed 
from the consideration of the Senate. The reductions range 
from 50 to 75 per cent of the existing rates. 

For instance, take woolen cloth valued at 40 cents per yard, 


weighing 16 ounces to the yard,the rates at the present timeare | 


44 cents a pound and 50 per cent ad valorem, or 64 cents a yard. 
he proposition of the committee is to reduce these rates to 16 
snts-a yard; from 64 to.16 cents, or a reduction of 75 per cent on 
xistidg rates. At16 cents a yard duty the goods in question 
fn not, I am sure, be made in the United States. I desire to 

say to the Senate that the enormousand uncalled for reductions 

in this schedule will be certain to prove disastrous to this im- 

portant industry. 


Mr. President, I voted for the amendment | 








A 
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Of the articles provided for in this paragraph more tha 0, 
000,000 in value were imported last year. It is perh the 
most important single paragraph in this whole bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the reduction made on 
ufactures referred to in this paragraph a 
McKinley act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. From 50 to 75 per cent, and on a large class 
of goods. the reduction of 75 per cent, as in the class which I 
have just cited, where the reduction is from a duty of 64 cents a 
yard to 16 cents a yard. 

Take goods like the sample I exhibited to the Se 
tered, valued at 60 cents a yard abroad, the duties under the 
present law are 44 cents a yard and 50 per cent ad valorem, ora 
duty of 74 cents per yard, while under the proposition of the 
committee the rate would be 30 cents a yard, a reduction of from 
74 to 30 cents, or about 60 per cent. On all classes of goods in 
use here is a similar reduction of rates. 

I hope the majority of the committee, upon such investigation 


3 compared with the 


+ ) : 
uve on Ves- 


| as they may be able to give to the subject between now and the 


time action is to be taken in the Senate, will then consent to the 
imposition of adequate rates upon this large and importantclass 
of goods. 

The woolen manufacturing industry of the United States is ina 
peculiar condition. At the present moments the duties upon 
the goods they make arespecificand ad valorem, and amount to 
equivalent ad vaiorem of from 100 tol2) percent. To reduce 
those duties at one blow to an ad valorem rate of 40 per cent is 
not in any respect fair treatment for this great industry. 

We are now obliged to make limited classes of goods, such 
goods as can be made from ths wools produced in the United 
States, and of such wools as can be imported under the existing 
law. These conditions will be changed with free wool; changes 
in methods, changes in machinery, changes in character of 
plants will be necessary under the new conditions. The woolen 
manufacturers of the country, if their interests are to be con- 
sidered at. all,should not have these great reductions forced 
upon them. 

I repeat, I hope the committee, before thisquestion is reached 
again in the Senate, will take into consideration these condi- 
tions and the necessities of the industry, and advance these 
rates so that they will be reasonably adequate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island spoke for Connecticut in what he has just said concerning 
these great reductions in woolen goods, and the influence they 
will have on the employment of our people. It is useless t) 
complain now. The bill which is cursed by all parties will be 
approved by none in the coming elections. 

Something was said this morning about the quantity of shoddy 
used in the manufacture of cloth. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] observed that there were practically no goods made 
in thiscountry wholly fine or without shoddy. I told him I pre- 
sumed there was not an ounce of shoddy in the clothing of this 
Chamber, though I did not know what peculiar fancy some Sen- 
ator might indulge. 

[ telegraphed to what I consider a model, typical New Eng- 
land town, or rather young city. I asked for the sum of their 
production and the quantity of shoddy. Notagreat many years 
ago this town was a ravine running through rough, unproduc- 
tive highlands, one or two hundred feet above the tumbling 
stream. At the head of the valley is a fine lakeor a natural 
reservoir, from which the strong stream runs rapidly down, 
furnishing a noble water power. Now great mills suceeed each 
other at short distances in what has become a prosperous and al- 
together comfortable and happy town of fine churches, halls, 
and homes. 

[asked the question: ‘‘ What are your annual produc 
what shoddy do you use?” 

I wish to say of their goods, that after they get into New York 
they are frequently put upon the shelves and are sold by tailors 
for French-made and English-made goods of the highest class. 

The reply is as follows: 


ts and 


: ROCKVILLE, CONN., June 6, 1394 
To Hon. Josern R. HAWLEY: 


Estimated annual production five fine cloth mills in Rockville, ?4,000,000— 


Remember, that this is a place where was the ravine I de- 
scribed a few years ago— 
no shoddy; only fine wool and woysted yarns used in these mills. Two 
other mills hers make blankets, knit goods, and lining, giving an estimated 
annual production of $00,000. One mill makes shoddy to sell to mills ou 
side of Rockville 


H. L. JAM 
There are $4,009,000 worth of beautiful dress goods of the 
highest and the finest class made in that town. How this tarifi 
will operate upon these manufactories six months or a year 
hence, 1 do not know. 
Shoddy is spoken of as if it were altogether adishonest thing, 
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like the clay the English manufacturers work into the a Mr. VEST. If you beat this bill the McKinley bill will be 
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they send to Asia and sell. which adds to the weight, but which 


} 


does not deceive the Chinaman much, for after one washing he 
never buys cotton with that mark. He prefers the Eagle stamp. 

‘““Shoddy” is a word derived, I judge, from some local dia- 
lect, perhaps a derivative of “shod.” There is a recognized | 
word ‘‘shode.” It represents the waste of woolen mills thrown 
off in the weaving, finishing, and trimming, and also refuse 
woolen stu‘?s that are run through machines that may be said 
toresemblex cotton gin. I speak from limited technical knowl- 
edge. 


[tis usually worked int» the coarser and inferior cloth. It 
seems to give body and warmth, and has a legitimate place. It 





isa perfetly honest, useful product save when the manufacturer 
lies about it. The expert recognizes it at sight. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

244. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
seription, raade up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
viied for in this act, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this 
act, ani plushes and o‘her pile fabrics, atl the foregoing, composed wholly 
or pr of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
ani including those having India rubber as a component material, 45 
per cont ad valorem 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, in line 2, on page 73, after the words ‘‘ pile fabrics,” 
to insert ‘‘and imitations of fur,” and in line 5, before the words 
* par cent.” to strike out ‘forty-five ’ and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment tothat 
paragraph is withdrawn. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 


Arkansas how the rate of duty in paragraph 284, which has just | 


been read, will compare on an ad valorem standard with the du- 
ties under the present law? Paragraph 396 is the correspond- 
ing paragraph in the McKinley law. 

Mr. VST. Under the McKinley act the duties would be on 
clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel, except 
knit goods, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, 80,32 
per cont. and we make it 45 per cent. 

Mr. PEF FER. The Senator will understand that the exist- 
ing law provides for four and one-half times the duty imposed 
upon a pound of unwashed wool in connection with an ad valorem 
duty of 60 per cent. It seems to me that if the Senators in 
chirge of this bill want to keep the ad valorem rate of duty 
wher. it is now, inasmuch as they have removed theduties from 
wool, they ought to make the duty 60 per cent on the manufac- 
tured article, without anything in addition whatever. 

Mr. VEST. If the contention made in 1890 is true, that these 
specific duties were given as compensatory to the manufacturers 
on account of the high duties on the foreign wool, we have re- 


duced 15 per cent the 60 per cent ad valorem which was left to | 


the manufacturers to compensate them for the difference be- 
tween wages paid labor here and abroad. 

Mr. PEt FER. Then there would be a reduction of about 10 
per centad valorem? 

Mr. VEST. A reduction of 15 per cent ad valorem upon the 
highest grade, from 60 to 45 per cent. 

Mr. PEFFER. You take all the duty off of wool and only 15 
per cent off of the manufacturers of wool. 

Mr. VEST. We tike off 15 p2r cent ad valorem, and then we 
take aw.y the specific duties altogether. It is a simple calcula- 
tion under the Treasury reports, amounting to 80.32 per cent up 
to 109.09 per cent. We reduce it to 45 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what we complain of. You might 
just as well go and apply the torch to a great many of the fac- 
tories engaged in this business as to do that. 

Mr. PEFFER. We might as well understand while we are 
upon this point, that the cost of a ten-dollar suit of clothes will 
be increased just $5,according to the rate of duties proposed by 
the Senators in charge of this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the McKinley act you could buy a suit of 
ready-made clothing just as cheaply in New York or in Boston 
as you could buy it in Liverpool or London, of better style and 
as good quality. 

Mr. PEFFER. That may be true, but I am arguing from the 
standpoint of the Democrats. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh! 

Mr. VEST. I desire to state to the Senator from Maine that 
Ithink the present duty is a great deal better than that of the 
McKinley act. If the cost of a suit of clothes would be in- 
creased $5 under the present bill. it would be increased $10 under 
the other. 

Mr. PEFFER. That may be all true; but we are not called 
upon now to refnact the McKinley law, which none of us is re- 
sponsible for, except the Republicans. This is a bill prepared 
by the Democratic party. 
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re“nacted. 

Mr, PEFFER. The Democratic party say to us in their plat- 
form, upon the stump, and in the press that every dollar of duty 
is added to the cost of the article. That being true, why do 
they take the duty off wool so that the farmers’ wool will be 
brought into competition with the cheap wool from all parts of 
the world, and make us pay for a $10 suit $5 more than it is 
worth? That is the point I want to getat. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senate is tired and I am tired of talking 
about these duties; but the truth about the question is that 
under a 60 per cent ad valorem duty in the McKinley act, in ad- 
dition to the specific duty, we did not have any particular ad- 
vantage over the foreigner in this business, or if we did it was 
very slight. Now, the duty has been taken off wool, and the 
specific or compensatory duty has been taken off of this branch 
of manufactures. So far as that is concerned, if the duty re- 
mained at 60 per cent ad valorem, we shouid stand just as we 
did before, nothing having been gained to the manufacturer, 
but when the manufacturer's duty is reduced from 60 to 45 per 


| cent the American manufacturer is practically atthe mercy of 


the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. LODGE. As I understand it, Mr. President, the cominit- 
tee in this paragraph have returned to the House rate of 45 per 
cent. That isa little better than what the committee proposed, 
but it is bad enough. There is a very large number of persons 
engaged in this country in making ready-made clothing: they 
are very poorly paid; and it is among that class of people that 
has arisen what is known as ‘‘ the sweating system,” which has 
been a curse to the people of all our large cities. I know that 
it is useless for me or anyone else to seek to get a proper rate 
of duty on re:dy-made clothing, but I desire to at least enter my 
protest against these insu‘icient rates, and to say a word in be- 


| half of the large body of people who are engaged in this indus- 


try. 

There has been sent to me, as showing with what we have to 
compete, this suit of clothes [exhibiting], which is an English 
suit of clothes, and the labor in that suitof clothes cost 90 cents. 
That is the labor with which our people in our cities are called 
upon tocompete. That suit was sent to me by a member of a 
large clothing house in Boston, which deals in home-made and 
imported clothing. 

I do not know in what part of England this suit of clothing was 
made, but it was made in England, and anyone can see that it is 
very well made clothing. The work, as I have said, cost only 
90 cents on that entire suit. 

Mr. President, that is the sort of labor with which the people 
engaged in our large cities in the manufacture of ready-made 
clothing will have to compete. They area large number of peo- 
ple; they are ill paid now; and it seems to me that they, of all 
others, should not be subjected to any further competition. [If 
the loss falls anywhere, it will fall on them: and they are least 
able to bear it. 

I have no intention of delaying the bill by offering an amend- 
ment, which I know will be voted down; but I at least desire to 


| enter my protest against the rate proposed by the committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

28. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, of other outside gar- 
ments for ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description 
or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [move to strike out that paragraph 
and insert what follows it in the bill, printed in small type. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 235, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

285. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside gar 
ments for ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar — or 
used for like purposes, and on knit wearing apparel, composed wholly or in 
part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, 
made up or manufactured wholly orin part, 59 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER], and that any Senator, even a free-trade Senator, ought to 
be content with paragraph 284, which cuts plushes and other 
pile fabrics from 118 per cent down to 45 per cent. That, J 
should think, was cut enough. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. That is very satisfactory. g Y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

285. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, 
galloons, fringes, —. cords and tassels, dress trimmings, laces and ely 

u 


broideries, head nets, ttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms, 
for tassels or ornaments, any of the foregoing which are elastic or nonelas 
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tic. made of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other ani- 
mals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, ‘goat, alpaca, or 
other animals is acomponent material, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, on page 74, line 2, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to 
strike out ‘forty ’ and insert “ thirty-five. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendmentis with- 
drawn. I move to strike ont ‘'40 per cent” and insert ‘50 per 
cent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 74, line 2, before the words ‘‘ per 
cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “fifty,” so 
as to make the rate ‘'50 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFTFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

287. Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and Chenille carpets, figured or 
plain, carpets woven whole for rooms, and all.carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description, and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 may as well say on this paragraph, as on any 
of these carpet paragraphs, what I wish to say. 

The reduction of the ad valorem rate on carpets is, I think, 
more unjust than any of the reductions which are made in the 
woolen schedule, for the reason that there was in the compensa- 
tory duty, as it is called, some protection to the carpet manu- 
facturers upon certain grades of their carpets. It was more 
than an equivalent for the duty upon wool. For instance, quite 
a number of carpets are made with linen backs, jute backs, and 
eotton backs. In all those branches of carpet manufacture there 
was some protection afforded in the 40 per cent ad valorem duty, 
because the materials were not all wool. 

As to purely woolen goods, the duty on wool has been taken 


The reading of the bill will 
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off, and the specific or compensatory duty has been taken off. ° 


That leaves the manufacturer even so far as these two matters 
are concerned. Then, the reduction of the ad valorem isa re- 
duction upon the duty afforded for the protection of the manu- 
facturer. But the Democrats say that the woolen manufacturer 
has free raw materials, or free materials, as we say; that they 
have made wool free. They have done no such thing with the 
carpet manufacturer, unless the manufacturer's carpet is nade 
of all wool. If he manufacture a Brussels carpet, and, indeed, 
any of the common carpets, except ingrain, he still has a duty 
upon a portion of the materials, which isequaltothe duty which 
is givento him upon the manufacture by this bill. Jute yarns 
are 30 per cent, linen yarns are 35 per cent, and cotton yarns 
are 40 per cent. 
has to use the linen yarn, the jute yarn, and the cotton yarn. 
On those there are the duties which I have specified. So he 
does not get his materials free; and yet, in addition to that, his 
ad valorem duty has been reduced in this bill. 

It is unfair treatment, Mr. President, and on this Saturday 
afternoon, when the Senate is so thin, I can not ask for a yea- 
and-nay vote upon amendments which I should like to propose; 
but I wish to say I am not going to give up this point, and when 
the bill comes into the Senate, we shall see whether some proper 
amendment can not be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 6, of paragraph 287, I move to strike 
out ‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 287, line 6, before the words 
‘ber cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
‘*fifty,” so as to read ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in favor of this amendment for two 
reasons: First, that the articles enumerated in this paragraph 
are pure luxuries upon which a high revenue duty ought to be 
imposed. 


The manufacturer of carpets of those grades. 


‘The amendment will be stated. | 


Oriental rugs, Axminster, or other imported carpets of this | 


character, should not pay at least 50 per cent ad valorem upon 


their foreign value; and it seems to me there can be no reason | 


for this reduction of rates from a revenue standpoint. 

Iam for an increased duty, in the second place, because these 
rates are not adequate. 
ticut [Mr. PLATT] that the Senate should not allow these low 
rates to stand upon carpets. I regret thatI have leftatmy room 
some memoranda I[ have, giving in detail the difference in cost 
in manufacturing carpets here and in competing countries; but 
when these items are reached in the Senate [shall join the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut in trying to impose adeqate protective du- 
ties on the carpets imported that do compete with those made 


‘in the United States, and in having a high revenue duty upon 


those that do not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 

ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Islaad [Mr. AL- 

DRICH}. 

The amendment was rejected. 


I agree with the Senator from Connec- | : 
2 | the améndment of the Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

288. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, and all 


carpets or carpeting of like character or description, 35 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. ALDRICH. In line 10, before the words *' per cent,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ” and insert “‘ fifty.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proces d. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
, figured or plain, and all carpets orc 
ription, 30 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 
cent,’ I move to strike out ‘* thirty” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

220. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the 
Wai p or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or descrip- 
tion, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [should on the preceding paragraph and 
on this and the following paragraph have offered the same 
amendment if I was not certain, from the indications, that these 
different amendments would be voted down in every case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 12, before the words ** per 
cent,” [move to strike out ** thirty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.’ 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out ‘‘ thirty-five” and inserting ‘‘ forty.” 

I called attention the day before yesterday, when I spoke in 
regard to the question of wool and woolens generally, to this 
matter of tapestry carpets. I desire to call attention to it again. 
The letters from which I read, and the petitions which I have 
presented, were from the weavers engaged in the making of 
tapestry carpets. 

They have been suffering froma 10 per cent reduction: they 
are threatened with afurther and inevitable reduction if these 
rates prevail; and they petition the Senate to give them. as 
wage-earners and workers, a proper protection. Some of them 
are men who have worked in the John Crossley mills, at Hali- 
fax, England, where they received fromjl2 to 18 shillingsa week, 
and did not get steady work. The average pay of a weaver in 
the Roxbury mills was about $8 a week, and with labor paid at 
the rate of $8 per week we have to compete with labor paid, at 
the highest rate, of $3 per week. 

Mr. President, there can be but one end to that competition if 
proper protection is not given, and that is a heavy reduction in 
the wages of the operatives. They are the persons who have 
written me, and who hive forwarded their petitions. They are 
the makers of tapestry carpets, on which they ask a heavier 
duty than that offered by the bill. It is for that reason, Mr. 
President, that I move this very slight addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendmentof the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


The reading of the bill will 


289. Brussels carpet 
character or des« 


wpeting of like 


12, before the word ‘‘ per 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.” 


_ 291. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpet 
ing of like character or description, printed on the warp or otherwise, 30 
per cent ad valorem 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
insert ‘** thirty-five;” 
Mr. LODGE. 


I move to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and 
so as to read ‘' 35 per cent ad valorem.” 
I move the same amendment, to make the rate 


Bod er ce 
I know of no reason why a person who wants to buy | 40 per cent. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope before this matter is again reached 
to be able to show definitely to the Senate the difference be- 
tween the foreign and domestic cost of carpets and the necessity 


for higher rates of duty than those imposed in these para- 
graphs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES), 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The amendment was ugreed to. 
The next paragraph wus read, as follows: 
292. Treble ingrain, threes 
ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 23, I move to strike out 
“ thirty” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” so as to read: ‘' 35 per cent ad 
valorem.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ply. and all chain Venetian carpets, 30 per cent 


i Ig a 


‘art 
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The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: | Itisasimple protection of the Government against frauds w 
ir carpets, 25 per cent ad valorem | der ad valorem duties. 
tr.JO _ — In line 24, after the word “carpets, The ad valorem dutic Ss imposed in this schedule make in re- 
I move to ike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert “‘ thirty :” so as to | #lity a much heavier reduction than appears on the face. A 
a, 9 t ad valorem. dishonest importer has no difficulty in bringing in clothing jp- | 


hi nendment was agreed to. 


tary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


, Ln n printed, colored, or otherwise, felt carpetin; 
figu rpia > per cent ad valorem 
O of Arkansas. In line 2, I move to strike out 
{ nd insert *‘ thirty;” so as to read: ‘‘ 30 per cent ad 
Vai m. 
The : dment was agreed to. | 
S tary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed inp 
elt ! ‘ y provided for in this act, % per cent ad valoren 
Ir. JONES of Arkansas. In line 6,I move to strike out 
‘‘twonty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to read, ‘'30 per cent | 
ul orem | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as 


follows: 

Dat lats, 3 screens, covers, hassocks, bed sides, art squar and other | 
portions o pets or carpeting made wholly or in part of wool, and not | 
8} y proviced for in this act shail be subjected to the rate of duty herein | 


im ed on carpets or carpetings of like character or description 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move in line 7 to insert after the 
word “ rug the words ‘*for tloors:;’’ so as to read: 


epee: 


M ru floors, screens, etc 

Tie amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

2 the reduction of the rates of duty herein provided for manufactures 
of wool shall take effect December 2, 1894, and on all rates of duty in the 
woolen schedule, except on carpets, there shail bea reduction of | per cent 
ad valorem to take effect on the Ist day of July, 1896, and thereafter of alike 
amount on the Ist day of July, 1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, respectively 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out lines 15 to 21, inclusive, in the following werds: | 

And on all ratesof duty in the woolen schedule, except on carpets, there 
shal! boa reiuction of | per centad valorem to take effect on the Ist day of 
July, 1896, and thereafter of alike amount on the Ist day of July, 1897, 1898, i899, 
and 1900, respectively 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 13, I move to strike out | 
‘‘ December 2” and insert ‘‘ January 1;” also to strike out the 
word ‘‘ ninety-four,” in line 14, and insert ‘‘ ninety-five,” and to 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph; so as to make it 
read: 

297. The reduction of the rates of duty herein provided for manufactures 
of Wool shall take effect January 1, 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proc eed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The reading of the bill will 


SCHEDULE L.—SILKS AND SILK GOODS— 


Mr. LODGE. I desire, before we pass from Schedule K, to 
offer an amendment, to be numbered paragraph 297+. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as paragraph 297+: 

207). In all eases where the appraiser shall believe that there has been un- 
dervaluation in the invoices of any importations of manufactures of wool 
in this schedule, and where the person importing such manufactures is dis- 
satisfied with the appraised value placed upon such importations by the ap- 

raiser, the collector of the port shall be authorized to take such goods, pay- 
oe to the owner the declared value and an advance of 5 per cent, and shall 
then order such goods sold for the benefit of the Government in such a man- 
ner as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Ad valorem duties are abandoned by all the 
countries of Europe as far as they possibly can be abandoned. 
Theyare recognized, I think, by all tariff experts outside of the 
United States as an undesirable form of duty, because they lead 
to vast frauds and bring many goods into the country at a lower 
rate than they cost, which is an injustice to the home producer | 
if he has a protected industry, and is also asevere discrimina- 
tion against the honest importer. 

As I said, they have practically abandoned ad valorem duties 
in the foreign tariffs, except.in those instances where they felt 
they could not avoid them. The opposition to them is so strong 
that in the German tariff there is a ¢lause such as I have now 
presented. 

The object of that clause is to prevent frauds under the ad 
valorem system. It operates in this way: If an appraiser is of 
opinion that the goods presented are undervalued and the im- 
porter objects to his valuation, the collector of the port then has 
the right to take those goods, paying to the importer the in- 
voice price and 5 per cent, and then to sell the goods at auction. 





voiced at a very low rate, and unless some power is placed some 


| where in the handsof the officers of the Government there is no 


method of putting a check upon that fraud. 

Mhisamendment of mine raises no duty. It simply provia 
method by which importers shall be forced to make honest 
turns of the value of their goods, because if they do not 
goods will be taken from them at the invoiced price and sold at 
auction. Such a provision, borrowed, as | have said, from t] ay 
German tariff, would, I think, very largely check the da ; 
to be apprehended from the ad valorem system. 

Mr. President, [I have gone through the reports of the eo] 












| tors of the American ports on this matter of ad valorems 


specifics, and even there, with all the desire that those emin 
gentlemen have to say “ditto to Mr. Burke,” to agree with th 
Secretary of the Treasury, a large majority are obliged te co: 
fess the specifics are the only proper method of levying duti 

| will print these extracts from the collectors with my 1 
marks. {n the other bulletins, of which we have thirty or forty 
the testimony from the home producers is almost overwhelmin 
in favor of specifics. There is hardly any opposition to them 
Therefore, it seems to me thatitis entirely consistent and would 
be greatly for the advantage of the revenue to put in some such 
clause as | have now suggested. 


oS 


The matter referred to.is as follows: 





AD VALOREM. 
COMMITTEP ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
January 10, 1894 

My Dewar Sr: In view of proposed tariff legislation the Committee on 
Finance is desirous of having a full and comprehensive report from you 
concerning the workings of the existing tariff laws in your district. Lt is 
therefore, desired— 

First. That you submit your views as to any modifications or changes 
which you or. your responsible subordinates believe would insure a better 
administration of the customs laws. 

Second. The views of yourself and your immediate subordinates as to 


| whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most desirable, and why 


Very respectfully, 
D. W. VOORHEES, Chairma; 
The COLBECTOR OF CUSTOMS 


{1.) 


CUSTOM HOUSE, NOGALES, ARIZ., 
Collector's Office, February 12, 1894. 
DEAR Sire: In reply to your circular letter of Jandary 10, requesting obser- 
vations concerning the workings of the existing tariff laws, I would state 
that experience and observation in this district have led us to believe that 


| the revenue purposes of the tariff laws will be best accomplished by a reason 


able ad valorem duty as low and as nearly uniform as possible. When the 
protectiom idea enters into the formation of a tariff schedule extremists are 
prone to push the theory to the point of prohibition, and this is done to 
mask the enormity of the exaction, under the guise of specific duties 
The taxpayer, paying ad valorem duties, readilysees wherein and how much 
he is being taxed, but is often befogged by specific duties. 

These ideas are indorsed by all the foree in our office. The collector hav 
ing been called away, I write at his request. Hoping for the speedy success 
of tariff reform, I am, 

Very respectfully, 
H. M. WOODS, Statistical Clerk 

Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTeMS. 
Port of Wilmington, Del., February 2, 1994 
Ad valorem duty is much easier to collect, because duty can be estimated 
and collectcd upon the sworn invoice, but specific rates are, inmy judgment 
safer, as there is no temptation to undervaluation. 


Very respectfully, «= 
GEO. L. TOWNSEND, 
Collector of Customs 
CUSTOM HOUSE, INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
Surveyor's Office, February 12, 1893. 
As to the tariff schedules I give it as the opinion of myself and chief dep 


uty that asa general thing ad valorem duties are preferable to specific, and 
that in the preparation of schedules compound rates of duties should be en- 
tirely omitted. 


Very respectfully, 
GEO. G. TANNER, 
Surveyor of Customs 
(9.) 
CUSTOM-HOUSE, BRASHEAR, LA., 
Collector's Office, Morgan City, La., February 7, 1894. 
Srr: Your circular No. 9is at hand. The importation of merchandise at 


this point is very limited, and the importers reside in New Orleane. 


itis my opinion that an ad valorem duty is most desirable. It-places the 


amount of duty directly on the valuation of imports, and does away with 
the compounding of specific and ad valorem, which gives the customs officers 
greater work, besides creating appeal upon appeal as to classification of ar- 
ticles, etc. I aiso believe it would increase the customs revenues, 


Very respectfully, etc., 
JAS. R. JOLLEY, CoNector. 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES. 
Chairman Finance Comittee, United states Senate. 
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‘ 
CUSTOM-HOUSE, GALENA, ILI SURVPYOR'S OFFICE 
Ja t 1894. 
Sir: Inreply to yours of the 12th ultimo, I have the honor to report as to 
circular 9, as follows 
I have obtained the ideas of our leading 
and especially of such as are true and patri 
un2znimous in favor of the Wilson bill 


Second. They also believe strongly in the ad valorem rates of duty, be 











nanufacturers and business me! 
¢ 1 t 
t 1 


ic Democrats, and foun 








cause t ider the same thé fairest and most honest one 
pectfully 





CHARLES H. MILLER 

Sur yor oF ¢ {ome 
Bion. D. W. V tHE! 
Chairr ] e ¢ 
United States S Wy f D.¢ 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of St. Pa Vi , Ket ry 10, 1394 

DEAR SIR: * * * As toyour second inguiry, wheth-rad valorem or 





cificrates of dutyare the most desirable, am of the opinion that ad | 
rates, notwithstanding undervaluations, are the faire 












equitable, and most desirabl Purely 0 rates are fixed and arbi ul 
resulting in onerousand unreasonable exactions, in many instances amou! 
ing frequently to prohibition. On the other hand, ad valorem rates ad 
themselves to trade conditions and the rise and fall in the prices of I 
commodities. Specitic rates, with few exceptions, are only defensibleon the 


ground that they protect the Government against frauds upon the revenue 
through under valuations. 
JOHN C. GERAGHTY, Collector. 
Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, 
Chairman Finance Comm 








, United Slaies Senat 


OUSTOM-HOUSE, 
Surveyor's Offi 


St. Loves, Mo., 
¢, February 17, 1894 








* - * * * * 


If this is done, then to my mind your second question, ‘whether ad va- 
lorem or specific rates of duty are the most desirable,” should be answered 
that ad valorem rates of duty are the most desirable 

Ii the purpose be'to raise revenues and not protection, and the suggestions 
that I have made with reference 'to the consul invoice be observed, this, in 
my judgment, would operate equitably upon all; all would pay taxes on the 
value of what they purchase. 

Very respectfully, 
R. DALTON, Surveyor of Custome 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Edento V. C., February 5, 1894 
* * % : % # 

Second. Myself and subordinates are convinced that ad valorem duties 
are most desirable. And why Because they are fairer under all circum 
stances and require no payment of duty except for value received 

R. K. PENDLETON, 


Collector of Customs 








CUSTOM-HOUSE, NEWBERN, N. C 

Collector's Office, February 6, 1891 
Srr: Inreply to your circular letter, No. 9, interrogations concerning 
working of the existing “tariff laws,’’ I would respectfully state, first, that 
I believe they should be changed, and that the Wilson bill as formed by the 
House of Representatives, including the internal-revenue and income tax, 
meets with general approval of this community; second, I believe that both 
ad valorem and specific duties are necessary, but where it is possible the ad 

valorem duty should be applied 
Respectfully, 
S. H. LANE, Collector of Customs 


Hon. D. W. Voornnees, Washkingion, D.C. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLBCTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
’ 7 


Port of Oswega, N. Y., February 9, 1894 

Second. Itis believed that ad valorem duties should be levied instead of 
specific. They are more just to the poor consumer. If the poor man 
pays 25 per cent ad valorem duty on 5 yards of imported cloth, worth # per 
yard, used in making a suit of clothes for himself, the @utiable increased 
cost to him is$#2.50. Ifthe rich man uses 5 yards of cloth worth $5 per yard 
the increased dutiable cost to him is $6.25. This is as it should be. The 
consumer should pay in proportion to the value he consumes 

Yours, very truly 





W. J. BULGER, Co t 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of New York, February 28, 1894 
In answer to your second inquiry, I have to say that, in my own opinion 
ad valorem duties are more desirable than specific rates of duty as a general 
rule. There are, of course, instances in which the specific rates would, iu my 
opinion, be more desirable, but these are exceptional : 
I can add nothing by way of argument in favor of this position to that 
which has already been fully and ably expressed by the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury in his recent annual report. F 
Very respectfully, yours, 








JAMES T. KILBRETH, ¢ 


OFFICE OF THER COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
Port of Philadelphia, February 14, 1894 

On the question as to whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are 
most desirable, I beg to state that ad valorem duties appeal at once to the 
common-sense view of exacting duties and collecting revenue, appearing so 
just and impartial as to require but little examination to gain the approval 
of most men. ‘The duties follow the rise or fall of values so closely and 
sympathetically as to appear to leave nothing more to be desired on the 
score of equality and justice. 

This view, however, loses its mraciical feature in the face of tests which 
develop fraud and undervaluation, dishonest method 


is of concealing the qual- 
ity of materials used in manufactures, the employment of bribes insomein- 











stances to corrupt public officers, to which may be added, What is perhaps 
the greatest objection of a)l to ad valorem rates, the tendency to place ths 
control of the most valuable imports in the hands of foreign manufacturers 
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Very respectfully 
J. RICE WINCHELI ” 
OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR CI »M 
Port of 7 Fla 1s)4 
second. Our experience hers r ndi I ity as 
preferable. Why? Ican only say that it i v \ I t have 
in expert appraiser at every port capable o ting a , 19 1. but 
there are none Who are unadie to read th l ona r be 
E. R. GUNBY, ¢ to 
Ct OM-HOUSE, BALTIMORE, MI 
Collector's Of February 1894 

Specific rates are simple and far more easily co l. They afford less 
chunce ‘for fraud, where suscep‘¥ble of measurer t, weight, and gauge 
Values are more readily ascertained, and rates less difficult of apy atior 

W. M. MARINE, ¢ tor 
OFFIC! FE THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
Port of New Orleans, February 12, 1894 

The examiners concur in ‘the opinion that specific duties gener: are 
more desirable than ad valorem duties, stating that the possibi of 
fraud are much greater and the detection thereof much more difficnul 

THEO. S. WILKINSON, ¢ 
CUSTOM-HOUS GLot I LA 
( ! f ‘F [ 1 7 

DEAR Sik: In answer to your circular letter el ultimo (No. 9) re 

garding the workings of existing tariff 1: i 3 distri I would say 
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that, in my opinion, a specific duty on salt and fish, the two principal arti- 
cles of importation at this port, is preferable to an ad valorem duty. 
WILLIAM A. PEW, Collector. 


Hon. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, . s q 
Chairman Committee on Finance, Washington. D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE CQLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Port of New Bedford, Mass., February 8, 1894. 
The specific rates of duty seem to be the most desirable where practicable, 
as it does away with questions of fictitious or fraudulent invoice values and 
obtaining more nearly the exact duty without a delay on the partoftheim- 

porter in custom-house liquidations 
Respectfully, yours, 
JAMES TAYLOR, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Port of Hileworth, Me., February 10, 1894. 
In answer to question second and in reply would state that specific rates 
of duty are most desirable. Anad valorem duty gives an importer too much 
chance to defraud the Government by invoicing the goods much below the 

value of them 
Respectfully, 
JOHN D. HOPKINS, Collector. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Port of EHastport, Me., February 9, 1894. 
Such experience as I have had leads me to prefer specific rates as involv- 
ing less time and expense of inspection appraisal and also avoiding the very 
frequent efforts at undervaluation, and, within the limits of my own obser- 
vation, I think the honest importer suffers less from inequalities under the 

specific than under the ad valorem rates. 
Respectfully, yours, 
GEO. A. CURRAN, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Detroit, Mich., February 20, 1894. 
My idea is that it is impossible to have a wholly specific tariff; but, where 
practicable, the specific system has much to recommend it. For instance, 
it is possible to arrive exactly at the amount of duty to be collected, as 
weight or quantities can be estimated exactly, and questions of classification, 
causing delay by protests and sometimes expensive suits, do not arise. 
JNO. B. MALONY, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Duluth, Minn., February 7, 1894. 


The second proposition, ‘‘as to whether ad valorem or specific rates of 
duty are most desirable,’’ I beg to state that in every instance known to me 
where specific rates are possible they are preferable to ad valorem rates. 
‘‘Why?’ Because the specific system diminishes the possibility of defraud- 
ing the revenue by undervaluation. 

C. F. JOHNSON, 


Collector of Customs, 


OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of St. Joseph, Mo., February 6, 1894. 
In many instances the duty ought to be specific, as it prevents undervalu- 
ations. Tin plate, dress goods, cottons, etc. Specitic and ad valorem duties 
both are subject to objections. 
Respectfully, 
JAMES LIMBIRD, 
Surveyor of Customs. 
OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Fort Benton, Mont., February 9, 1894. 


So far as the district is concerned it makes no difference whether an ad 
valorem or specific rate of duty islevied. However, the latter, in my judg- 
ment, would be preferable, as the amount of duty is more easily determined 
than where valuations must be determined. 

DAVID G. BROWNE, 


Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Omaha, Nebr., February 5, 1894. 
Second. (1)—I hold to specific duties, whenever practicable, because I be- 
lieve the Government loses less through fraud, and would be saved much 
costly litigation. There could also bea saving in cost of expert service in 
valuation. (2)—It is practically impossible, at many interior ports, to pass 
intelligently upon values where a great variety of merchandise is handled. 
It is, therefore, possible for importations to be undervalued without detec- 


tion, Whereas specific duties invite computation which can not fail of being | 


accurate. 
W. H. ALEXANDER, 
Surveyor, Omaha, Nebr. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Pembina, N. Dak., February 21, 1894. 

Second. As to whether ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most de- 
sirable, and why? 

I have the honor to state that the experience of this office has been thatin 
the interest of the prevention of fraud upon the revenue, specific rates of 
duty, in all cases where such rates are practicable, are decidedly the most 
desirable. 

The most fruitful source of frauds upon the revenue from customs would 
seem to be a persistent system of undervaluation by means of fraudulent 
invoices. It is true that all foreign invoices of importations, valued at $100 
or more, must be accompanied by consular certificates, ostensibly certify- 
ing to the foreign market value of the goods; but this requirement is, ina 
great many cases, rendered valueless by collusion between the foreign vender 
and the American vendee, whereby one set of invoices (undervalued) is fur- 
nished to the United States consul for customs purposes and another cor- 


rect set furnished the importer. : 
” N. E. NELSON, Collector of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Suspension Bridge, N. Y., February 13, 1894. 
Second. As to my views, and my immediate subordinates, as to whether 
ad valorem or specific rates of duty are most desirable, and why? 
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Iam entirely clear in my own mind, after considerable experience, that 
specific duties on nearly all the merchandise imported at this port and other 
ports along the Canadian frontier are most desirable, for the reason that 
they obviate the opportunities for fraud and undervaluation, and render 
more economical the collection of the revenue. 

Itis not difficult to ascertain the number of bushels of beans, peas barley 
potatoes, apples, etc., or the tonsof bran or hay, pounds of butter or cheese, 
number of lambs, sheep, horses, or cattle, but very difficult to ascertain the 
actual market value of these products in the principal markéts of Canada 
and will be so as long as human nature remains as it is. P 

My experience has taught me that many importers will invoice below 
actualvalue to escape paying the proper duties; that different shippers will 
give different values, and different apyraioers or collectors will come to dif- 
ferent conclusions as to values, so that rates are not the same at the differ- 
ent ports on this frontier. 

JAMES LOW, Collector. 


OFFICE OF COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Rochester, N. Y., February 5, 1894. 
Second. In my opinion specific rates of duty give less opportunity for 


| fraud upon therevenues than ad valoremrates. Thisis, I believe, the opinion 
| of most of the Treasury officials. 


Respectfully, yours, 
HENRY HEBING, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Ogdensburg, N. Y., February, 7, 1894. 

Fifth. That specific duties are most desirable inevery case where it is pos- 
sible to levy them, for the reason (1) that it always can be ascértained toa 
certainty how much there is of animportation, whether the any, be s0 much 
per yard, pound, bushel, ton, or Other unit of quantity making no differ- 
ence, the amount being in each instance easily calculated; (2) that it js al- 
most an impossibility for an appraiser to know how much another perso 
paid for any article which he wanted—for instance, the market Value § a 
article might be a certain amount and a person take a liking td it, and jf 
order to get it, pay much more than the market value and yet enter it f 
that, the appraiser being pewerless to detect the fraud; (3) in Case where 
the whole product of a mill is purchased (viz, of lumber, for instarice) a 
certain — when it comes to be shipped to the United States it fra ed 
and qualities changed so much that it is almost an impossi ee or the 
fraud to be detected; (4) fluctuations in the market value aré always dccur- 
ring, and a value correct oné week may bé entirely wrong the next, and thé 
appraisers not be able to ascertain the true ohe. With duties all specific 
they may go up or down and the Gaqvernment get all {ts dues. 

Such are some of the reasons which have come under my observations 
a at this port since April 1, 1867, why duties Should be spe- 
cific, etc. 

Respectfully, yours, 
FRANK JOHNSON, Deputy Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF Co TOMS, 
Port of Toledo, Ohio, February 5, 1894. 
Second. The importations through this office have been limited as to 
variety, butin such lines as have been brought to dur attention there are 
arguments to offer in favor of both ad valorem and Specific rates of duty. 
Our chief importations are tin (specific), crockery (ad valorem), and bicycle 
fittings (both specific and ad valorem). We believe there is force in the 
argument that an ad valorem duty offers opportunities for undervValuatidnh, 


| and henceof defrauding the Government, that under a specific rate of duty 
| doesnot obtain, at least to the same extent. 


D. R. AUSTIN, Collector of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of Sandusky, Ohio, February 3, 1594. 
Second. Iam most decidedly in favor of specific duties, ag I believe that 
the adoption of an ad valorem system would be an incentive to dishonest 
foreign producers and dealers, at the instancé of importers who are equally 
dishonest, to undervalue their commodities in invoices in order to evade 
the payment of duties in full. The adoption of ad valorém duties, would, in 
my opinion, inaugurate a system of speculation by importers, upon the 
judgment of appraisers, and open the way to frauds innumerable by which 
the revenue would suffer great losses. Specific duties, wisely adjusted, so 
as not to be burdensome, are, in my opinion, far preferable to ad valorem 
duties, as they offer no incentive to dishonesty, and the Government runs no 
risk of loss of revenue by undervaluation or errors of judgment 6n the part 
of appraisers who are not absolutely experts in determining the values of 
the vastly differing commodities upon which itis their duty to fix valua- 
tions as to duty. 
Very respectfully, 
T. PITT COOKE, Collector. 


os 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Corpus Christie, Tex., February 27, 1894. 
The brief experience that I have had in this office inclines me to the belie 
that ad valorem rates of duty are more desirable than specific rates. The 
great objection to specific rates is that they are inequitable. All articles in 
the same class are not of the same quality and value. The importer pur- 
chases in the foreign market to meet the demands of all classes of con- 


sumers at home. 
° FRANK B. EARNEST, Collector. 


OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Laredo, Tex., February 10, 1894. 
First. As to ad valorem and specific rates of duty, it seems that specific 
rates are desirable in many cases, because of the inclination to undervalue 
commodities and opportunities of importers to take advantage of the lack 
of the necessary information of customs officers. 
F. E. THOMPSON, 


Deputy Collector. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, FERNANDINA, FLA., 
Collector's Office, February 5, 184. 


My personal opinion as to rates is that specific rates of duty are the most 
desirable—based largely on the facilities for false valuation allowed by an 
ad valorem system. 


Respectfull 
a ms JAMES A. PINE, Collector of Custome 
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OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Cape Vincent, N. Y., February 5, 1894. 


lam positive in the opinion that specific rates of duty are far preferable, 


where pract : 7 
who nae had over twenty-five years’ experience in the customs service. 

in this district duties, ae. can and have been collected at a less ex- 
nse thanad valorem. ! 


ye 
While undoubtedly many have escaped detection, with a consequent loss of 
revenue. It often becomes necessary to send officers to Canada to ascertain 


in regard to values, which expense is avoided where specific rates prevail. 
Very respectfully, 7 
G. H. SMITH, Collector. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, CAIRO, ILL., 
Surveyor's Office, February 5, 1894. 
As regards the second query, I beg to say that, in my opinion, if a duty is 
to be imposed on foreign goods forrevenue only, a specific duty is by far the 
more desirable. It would be more easily assessed, easier of comprehension 
by the average importer, and therefore more favorable to commerce. It 
would, I think, be less exposed to misrepresentation, undervaluation, and 
fraud. 
The markets of foreign countries would fluctuate so that the importer who 


made an honest valuation of his goods could never more than approxi- | thirds, of the silk goods consumed here are made in the United States 


mately tell what duty he would be expected to pay next year or even next 
month. Nor could the customs officer do more than guess what the revenue 
would be from an estimated quantity of goods to be imported. An ad valo- 
rem duty would render it possible forimporters toillegally control dutiable 
values, and thus control the amount of duty paid on the merchandise, even 
if their invoices show the actual price paid forit. I would, therefore, re- 
spectfully say that, in my opinion, the rate of duty should be made spe- 
cific instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of the merchandise will ad- 
mit. 
have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
™ , , , JOHN F. RECTOR, 
Surveyor of Customs. 


OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Wheeling, W. Va., February 6, 1894. 
As to whether ad valorem or specific duties are more desirable, I think 
there is no doubt that specific duties are far more desirable, because in case 
of dispute or protest the rates can be adjusted on this side, while the ad va- 
lorem system offers too great facilities for dishonest shippers to commit 
fraud, over which we have comparatively no control. 
JOSEPG A. FARIS, 
Surveyor of Customs 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


ze 


icable; and this opinion is concurred in by my special deputy, | 


fany cases of undervaluation have been detected, | 


298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 


further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 25 cents per 
pound. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, 
sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, ex- 
cept spun silk, 20 per cent ai valorem. Spun silkin skeins, cops, warps, or 
on beams, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph- 
on page 75, line 25, after the word ‘‘silk,” by striking out 
**25 cents per pound” and inserting ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;”’ 
on page 76, line 3, after the word ‘‘description,” by striking 
out ‘‘except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and inserting 
‘‘and;” and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ beams,” by striking out 
“twenty,” and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the par 
agraph read: 

298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, 
sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, and 
spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on beams, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon this paragraph there will be a con- 
test. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that the para- 
graph be passed over until Monday for consideration, and that 
the other paragraphs of the schedule, which will not give risa 
to any considerable discussion, be read to-night, and that we 
shall then take an adjournment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We will agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE and others. Agreed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Paragraph 298 will be passed over and paragraph 299 will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, 45 percentad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 7, Imove to strike out 


| chiefs, neck rufflings and ruchings, clothing ready made, and article 


‘‘forty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty:” so as to read, ‘‘50 per cent ad | 


valorem.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I had supposed that silk and 
manufactures of silk, silk goods, were a proper object for the 
levying of high duties. If I am not mistaken, both parties in 
this Chamber during the last ten years haveadvocated a system 
of customs taxation by which high duties should be levied upon 
articles of luxury. That certainly has been the doctrine of the 
Democratic party. I had supposed that silks and the products 
of silk, silk goods, were articles of luxury. 

I had an impression that silks are worn by the wives and 
daughters of wealthy men, men who are amply able to pay the 


eeeeeedthtesermeseestentiindetnneneemnsiemeenen 


| tax, if a duty is a tax, as our ‘ciends on the other side of the 


Chamber always contend, 
| Democratic majority have ai 


sut, I suppose, inasmuch as the 
ways expressed great sympathy for 
the farmer and the laboring man, and a great desire to lessen 
his burdens, they must have come to the conclusion that silks 
are worn by the wives and daughters of day laborers. 

[ should like to know some reason for reducing the duties upon 
silksand silk goods. I do not propose to discuss the question at 
length. I know it would be entirely useless. It would be just 
as futile for me to undertake to make an argument in favor of 
retaining the present duties on silk and silk goods levied under 
the McKinley law as it has been for me toask that a duty be re- 
tained on wool and lumber, and that the industries of my own 
State shall be protected. 

[ hold in my handalittle pamphlet entitled Facts Referring to 
the Silk Industry of America, from which I quote briefly: 

The growth of the silk industry in this country for the past thirty years 
has been steady and healthy, so that now more than half, probably two 
are sold cheaper than corresponding goods of foreign manufacture sna 

The growth of this industry has been only possible under the duties which 
have been imposed on imported silks, and its further progress depends upon 
maintaining them. 

Here is an opportunity to tax the rich. Here is an opportu- 
nity to tax articles of luxury. Here is an opportunity to raise 
the necessary revenues by taxation upon the rich in order that 
the poor may be relieved, and at the same time give such inci- 
dental protection to this industry as to continue its growth. 

| This pamphlet states that more than one-half, probably two- 

thirds, of the silk goods consumed here are made in the United 

| States. Why should we not make them all, or at least if the 
rich people of the United States are determined to import for- 
eign silks, either because they are foreign silks or because they 
suppose them better than domestic silks, why not mike them 
pay for that indulgence? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It has been suggested that we pass 
over paragraph 299, and I ask unanimous consent that that be 
done. Let it go over with the preceding paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the next paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


300. 


The ¢ 


hair 


Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal 
fringes, cords, and tassels, any of the foregoing which are elastic or 
nonelastic, buttons and ornaments made of silk, or of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, 40 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


} 
ioons 


In line 12, after the word * value,” 


I move to strike out ‘forty’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five,” so as to 
read ‘‘45 per cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the amendment of the 


Senator from Arkansas by striking out “forty-five” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ fifty,” so as to read ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

301. Laces and articles made wholiy or in part of lace, 
including articles or fabrics 


and embroideries 
embroidered by hand or machinery, handker- 
3 of 
wearing apparel of every description, including knit goods made up or man-' 
ufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, com- 
posed of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, and 
beaded silk goods, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valo 
rem 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
on page 76, line 22, after the word ‘‘act,” by striking out “ fifty ” 
and inserting ‘‘ forty-five.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 
drawn. I move, in line 17, to add the words ‘‘veils and veil- 
ings” after the word ‘‘ruchings,”’ so as to read: 

Llandkerchiefs, neck ruffllings and ruchings, veils and veilings, 
ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every description. 





clothing 


The mendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 22, after the word “act,” I move to 
strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to read ‘'60 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDING Or FICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read t he next paragraph, as follows: 

ap 


oe 


All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material 
of chief valua, including those having India rubber as a component mate 
rial, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 2, page 77, after the word “act,” 
move to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ” 
‘*50 per cent ad valorem.” 
The amendment was rejected. 


J 
and insert ‘‘ fifty; so as to read 
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The PRESIDING OFFIC The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 
The Secretary 
, AND Books, 


now six minutes of 5 on Saturday even- 


Aq I 
ail’. . 
sts made by Senators, I move that 


ing 
the S Irn. 

Mr. VILAS. W 
that motion and move to proceed 


LRRIS It i 
[In vi 


ennte ulio 
J 


y of Vario roqut 


ll not the Senator from Tennessee withdraw 
to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive bus , 

Mr. HARRIS. 
consideration of executive 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
2 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 18, 
1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


ness 
Yes: I move that the Senate proceed to the 


business. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


tive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16, 1894. 


[ox 
CONSUL. 
John H. Miller, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United States 
at Port Stanley, l’alkland Islands. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Medical department. 


Maj. John S. Billings, surgeon, to be doputy surgeon-general. 
Capt. William R. Hall, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
Capt. George H. Torney, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
Lieut. Col. Joseph P. Wright, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general. 
Maj. Alfred A. Woodhull, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral. 
Cavalry arm. 
Second Lieut. Nathaniel F. McClure, Fourth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant. 
Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. John J, Crittenden, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be captain. 

First Lieut. William T. Wood, Kighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Thomas G. Hanson, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Herman Hali, Fourth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. William Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. John C. Gregg, 
lieutenant. 

irst Lieut. William P. Evans, Nineteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 

irst Lieut. Robert J. C. Irvine, Eleventh Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 


Sixteenth Infantry, to be first 


Artillery arm. 
Second Lieut. Charles C. Gallup, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles M. Topping, to be postmaster at Fenton, in the county 
of Genesee and State of Michigan. 

Charles E. Thomas, to be postmaster at Battle Creek, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Michigan. 

A. I. Blakeslee, to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

John H. Tower, to bo postmaster at Sutton, in the county of 
Clay and State of Nebraska. 

Frank E. Fritcher, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Chickasaw and State of Iowa. 

John T. French, to be postmaster at Hammonton, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 

Ralph I’. Krieger, to be postmaster at Weehawken, in the 
county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

[lenry Schneider, to be postmaster at West Hoboken, in the 
the county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. 

John S. Smith, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Missouri. 

Thomas R. Phelps, to be postmaster at Harrodsburg, in the 
county of Mercer ani State of Kentucky. 

Henderson S. Martin, to be postmaster at Marion, in the 
county of Marion and State of Kansas, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, June 16, 1894. 


The House metatl2 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rey. Winuram 
H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Journal will be 
upproved. 

Mr. REED. I object for a moment, Mr. Speaker. [ do not 
observe that any mention is made inthe Journal of the question 
of privilege which was raised by the gentleman from Tennessee 
|Mr. RICHARDSON] yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. There was no action taken by the House 
upon the matter. It was a personal explanation. 

Mr. REED. It was part of the proceedings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was not necessary to incorporate it in the 
Journal. It is not customary, the Chair thinks, to include such 
matters in the Journal. It was a matter of debate, a personal 
explanation. 

Mr. REED. I have not examined the matter, but it was cer- 
tainly a part of the proceedings of the House, and I do not see 
why it should be left out any more than any other proceeding. 
The RECORD reads: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of personal 
privilege 

The SPEAKER. Thatis not correct. 

Mr. REED. Whereupon Mr. RICHARDSON proceeded with 
his statement. 

The SPEAKER. 
correct. 

Mr.REED. Well, on thatI think opinions perhaps will differ, 

The SPEAKER. What is the suggestion of the gentleman as 
to the Journal? 

Mr.REED. Mysuggestion is that there should be some state- 
mentin the Journal that the ‘gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
RICHARDSON] arose on a question of privilege and addressed 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly there can be no such statement 
as that, because that is not the fact. 

Mr. REED. But here is the RECORD which states that that 
is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee himself will 
state that it is not the fact. The Chair has knowledge that it 
is not the fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say this, Mr. Speaker, 
when I prepared my remarks I expected to address myself to a 
matter of privilege, and the first sentence in the typewritten 
speech which I had prepared makes that statement, but by inad- 
vertence on my a I was prevented from doing so; in other 
words, the special rule reported from the Committee on Rules 
was presented before I had an opportunity to take the floor, and 
upon that rule, or resolution reported, there was a demand for 
the yeas and nays, and a yea-and-nay vote was taken, 

While the yea-and-nay vote was being taken I went to the 
Speaker, knowing full well that under former rulings of the 
Chair I was not entitled to the floor upon a matter of privilege 
and asked to be recognized to ask permission to make a state- 
ment by unanimous consent, and was informed that I would be 
recognized for that purpose. Immediately after the closing of 
the yea-and-nay vote I arose and addressed the Chair and asked 
permission to make a statement by unanimous consent on a 
matter which I thought would ordinarily be privileged, or words 
to that effect. That is about the statement I made. I looked 
over the House toascertain whether I could have order, and as 
soon as order was restored I began my statement. I understood 
that I was proceeding by unanimous consent, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this situation would not be com- 
plete unless it is presented fully to the House. On page 7510 of 
the RECORD the following colloquy is reported by the official 
reporters, and I do not see any note here to indicate that there 
is any doubt about this: 

Mr. REED. A parliamentary inquiry. 
mous consent of the House? 

— SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent to make a personal explana- 

) 

' Mr, REED. Asked consent? Was unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent. 

Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? 

The SPEAKER. Of course that Was put to the House. 
tleman ask the question? 

Mr. R8ED. Because I did not hear it. 

A oe Ifthe gentleman had been here he would probably have 
earc t. 

That, whether intended or not, contains a suggestion that I 
was not presentat the time. The Speaker then proceeded to 
say: 

Under the order adopted the House will resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will please take the chair. 


That which the gentleman has read is in- 


Was this proceeding had by unani 


asked ? 


Why does the gen- 
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Meantime, I had asked some of my neighbors whether my 
recollection was correct or not, and, finding it confirmed, I made 
this remark: . 

My 7 am informe at it was not put to the House. 

The Rae an The Rouse wil resolve itsolt into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state ‘of the Union, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will take the chair. 

I at once went to the Reporterand got his notes of the trans- 
action just as he had taken them down, because | wanted to 
know whether my recollection was accurate or not. 
meantime been fortified by the recollection of all the gentle- 
men I knew who had noticed the transaction, which recollec- 
tion I think I may state agrees with the Reporter's notes. I will 
read the reporter’s notes: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessce. 
privy llege—— 

Not a personal explanation, you will see, but a matter of per- 
sonal privilege, which was precisely what it was in parliamen- 
tary language. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] states that he rises to a question of personal privi- 
7 Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, for nearly ten yearsI have 
been a member of this House— 

And s0 on. 

According to the Reporter’s notes there was no question put to 
the House; according to the Reporter’s notes there was no request 
for unanimous consent; according to the Reporter’s notes there 


Mr. Speaker, Iriseto a matter of persona 


was no request to make a personal explanation; but, on the con- | 


trary, the gentleman rose toa question of personal privilege; 
and there was no question put to the’ House whatever. Now, 
there is an inaccuracy here somewhere. The Reporters have 
added this note, or somebody has: 

The foregoing is given as understood bythe Reporter. Fer incidental cor- 
rection see proceedings immediately following the conclusion of Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON'S Statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ought to state—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before the gentleman 
from Maine concludes, if the Chair will indulge me, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Maine whether he was in his 
seat or heard what occurred when I did rise? 

Mr. REED. I did. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
is that I addressed myself to the Chair, and asked consent to 
make a personal explanation. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman will have to makeanother 
one before he gets through with this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman be 
kind enough to inform me to what he refers in order that I may 
begin to get ready for that explanation? 

Mr. REED. I think that the present proceedings have indi- 
sated it already. 
tleman from Tennessee is mistaken in supposing that he asked 
unanimous consent. I think he is mistaken. 
possibly—for I am desirous of being entirely courteous to the 
gentleman—I think it is possible that he may have had such an 
intention. If he says so, I shall not be inclined to disbelieve it. 
But the action that took place before the House was soplain and 
simple—the House will remember the transaction, and will re- 
member the language which I have read, and will see at once 
that I am somewhmt concerned (although it is a very small mat- 
ter) in believing the actual truth presented in the REcoRD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, onlya word 
or twoin reply, I do not usually put my recollection against 
the recollection of other gentlemen. ButI knew I had to make 
my remarks as a personal explanation, not to present a matter 
of privilege. 
The first sentence in my remarks was “I rise to a question of 
personal privilege.” But that is omitted from the printed 
statement, because I did not use that language, knowing I was 
not addressing myself to, or had not obtained the floor on, a mat- 
ter of personal privilege. I am further sustained in my recol- 
lection by reason of the fact that when I went to the Speaker 
and asked him to recognize me to make a personal explanation, 
I knew I could not in the condition of affairs at that time, by 
reason of the special rule under which we were acting, rise toa 
question of privilege; and therefore I knew I must make it “‘a 
personal explanation.” And that is what I intended to make. 
[Tam further supported in my recollection by at least one gen- 
tleman, the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. LANE], now sitting 
within a few feet of me, and who was sitting there yesterday 
when I rose, and who says that! did say that I rose on a matter 
of personal explanation. 

Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
that statement; everybody heard that. 

- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] states that he so understood me. 


You made 


I mean by that, frankly, that I think the gen- | 


| 


| 
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Mr. HOLMAN. My attention was called to the matter from 
the fact that I desired to correct the RECORD; and the gentle- 


| man was standing by me at the moment before he went to his 


It had | 


| ‘down by the reporter, and a part of his notes, 


My distinct recollection | 


[ think he may | 


Mr. LANE. I was sitting right here: 
man make the distinct statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. | 
was obliged to do and that is whatI tr 
explanation I make. 

Mr. REED. It will be perceived—and I call the attention of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to this—that this is not simply 
astatement made by the gentleman from Tennessee and taken 

**Triseto a mat- 


ter of personal privilege,” but the Speaker repeats, ‘‘ The House 
will be inorder. The gentleman from Tennessee states that he 
rises to a question of personal privilege.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is undoubtedly true; 
but the gentleman from Maine well knows that that is the ordi- 
nary form when a gentleman rises to a matter such as I had in 
hand yesterday; and the reporter being so familiar with the 
usual form, might have put it that way. I do not say it oc- 
curred that way. I simply state what my recollection was; and 
I find that recollection supported by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. LANE] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
who were very near me. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


+ 


and I heard the gentle- 


knew that was what I 
ied to do. Thatis the 


| CLARK] now repeats the statement; and the gentleman from 


Mississippi |Mr. CATCHINGS], and perhaps other gentlemen near 
me also sustain it. 

Mr. REED. Do you now claim that it was submitted to the 
House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In this way: I do not un- 
dertake to say that the Speaker said, ‘‘ The gentleman asks unan- 


| imous consent, etc.; is there objection?” which would have been 


the formal way if he had adhered strictly to the rule; but the 
gentleman knows that three times out of five, if a gentleman on 
this floor desires to object to a request for unanimous consent he 
objects, and the Speaker takes note of the fact; but when he 
pauses and waits for objection, as I did, and there was no objec- 
tion, because I would not have proceeded if there had been any 
objection, it is assumed there is no objection, and the gentleman 
proceeds. 

Mr. REED. But I desire to refresh the mind of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee by this recital: 


Mr. REED. Was that put to the House 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I remember very dis- 
tinctly hearing that. 

Mr. REED (reading): 

The SPEAKER. Of course that was put to the House. Why does t 1 


tleman ask the question? 


After having his mind refreshed by that, does he 
it was put to the House? 


think that 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am noton the fleor to 
| answer that question. I do not think that is material; but I 


would ask the gentleman, without getting into any controversy 
with him 

Mr. REED. It seems material to accuracy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Without getting into any 
controversy, when it wassuggested by the Chair, yesterday, that 


| the gentleman was not on the floor, the gentleman from Maine 


As I have said, my remarks were typewritten. | 


ee 


did not reply that he was on the floor. 

Mr. REED. The time was somewhat 
seemed to be desirous of closing the incident. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it proper t 
make some statement about this matter. 

Ordinarily the Reporters are very accurate, and yet, as we all 
know, they sometimes make mistakes, Itis no wndheumen thing 
for gentlemen to rise and correct the RECORD as to statements 
alleged to have been made by them, but not made by them. 
And that is not remarkable when you consider the size of this 
body and the confusion usually incident to the transaction of 
business in it. 

If there were no incident connected with this matter, except 
that which ordinarily takes place in the House, to have fixed the 
recollection of the Chair, the Chair would be inclined to accept, 
as he always has been inclined to accept, the notes of the Re- 
porters. But in this matter there was 4 circumstance which 
fixed and fixes the recollection of the Chair. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSQN] came to 
the Chair pending the consideration of thé report from the 
Committee on Rules, and stated that he désired to reply to a 
matter which had appegred in a paper in the city of Wa8hing- 
ton, ‘But,” he said, “tt will reqiire unanimous consent.” In- 
asmuch as the order which Was then before thd Housd provided 
that immediately upon its adoption the House should resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider a given bill, 


limited. The Chair 


hat he should 
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it would require unanimous consent to interrupt that automatic 
action provided by the order, and the Chair said to the gentle- 
man, ‘'[t will require unanimous consent to do this.” 

The gentleman from Tennessee, after the order was adopted, 
in the eye and ear of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN], rose and asked unanimous consent to make a personal 
explanation, or to refer to a personal matter, and the Chair 
stated, after rapping for order and asking for order, <ie there 
be no objection, the gentleman from Tennessee will be permit- 
ted to make his personal explanation.” That was an invitation 
to any gentleman to object who desired to object. That was 
submitting the matter to the House. 

The gentleman asking unanimous consent to make the ex- 
planation, the Chair said: “If there be no objection, the gen- 
tleman will be permitted to make the explanation.” The gen- 
tleman took the floor. He made his explanation. No one ob- 
jected. After the gentleman had finished his explanation, after 
the matter had passed, as it were, from the consideration of the 
House, when there was nothing before the House for action, 
the gentleman from Maine arose and asked how it was the 
gentleman from Tennessee obtained the right; or to quote his 
own language as reported: 

Mr. Reep. A parliamentary inquiry. 
mous consent of the House? 

Now, that wasafter the proceeding wasover. It was at a stage 
when the gentleman from Maine, whether it was had by consent 
of the House or without the consent of the House, could take no 
action relating to the explanation. 
completed the gentleman from Maine asked: 

Was this proceeding had by unanimous conseni of the House? 

The Speaker replied: 

The gentleman asked unanimous consent to make a personal explanation. 

The Speaker made that reply because he had a distinct recol- 


Was this proceeding had by unani- 


lection, from the incident just indicated, that he did make the | 


request. Quoting further: 
Mr. KEED. Asked consent? Was unanimous consent asked? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked consent. 
Mr. REED. Was that put to the House? 
The SPEAKER. Of course that was put to the House— 


And the Speaker reiterates now that it was put to the House | 


by the Speaker stating, ‘‘The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
cent to make an explanation, and in the absence of objection the 
gentleman will be permitted to make his expianation.” 

Then the Chair said: 

Of course that was put to the House. 


Why does the gentleman ask the 
question? 


The Chair asked why the gentleman propounded the question, | 


because there seemed to be nothing practical, no practical re- 
sult that could arise or occur, whether it was by unanimous con- 
sent or without unanimous consent, because it was a completed 
and a perfect act. The gentleman replied: 

Because I did not hear it. 
ae ——— If the gentleman had been here he would probably have 

All this is in accordance with the recollection—the distinct 
recollection—of the Chair. Now, the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Reep] refers to a note which the Chair sees now for the 
first time, or saw this morning for the first time, and of which 
prior to that time the Chair had no knowledge. The reporters 
have inserted that note. They quote the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as saying: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman from Tennes- 
pee | Mr. RICHARDSON] states that he rises to a question of personal privi- 

And then this note appears in the RECORD: 

The foregoing is given as understood by the reporter. For incidental 
correction, see proceedings immediately following the conclusion of Mr. 
RICHARDSON’S statement. 

The Chair desires to say that so far as that note is concerned, 
he is no wise responsible for it, and did not suggest it in any 
way. After the incident on yesterday, the Chair’s attention 
was called to the fact that the notes of the reporters were called 
for as to what took place when the gentleman from Tennessee 
{[Mr. RICHARDSON] arose. The Chair desired that a copy of 
those notes be furnished to him. They were furnished to him. 

When the Chair saw them, he saw that the reporter's notes 
were inaccurate and incorrect; but inasmuch as this colloquy 
took place between the gentleman from Maine and the Speaker, 
after the completion of this transaction, the Chair expressly de- 
clined to make any correction of the RECORD. He wrote a line 
to the reporters, saying that the statement in the notes was in- 
correct, but under the circumstances the Chair declined to make 
any suggestion as to a change, and only wrote this line so that 
he might not be understood, even by implication, having seen 
the notes, to approve their correctness. That is the whole of 
the transaction so far as the Chair recollects it. 


| order that are contained in tne Journal. 





After the transaction was | 








The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] makes the point that 
this matter should go into the Journal, and that is a practical 
question. 

The Chair has not looked at the precedents. The Chair is 
informed that those matters only go into the Journal where 
there is some action of the House upon a resolution or question 
of order, ora matter of that kind. When a gentleman arises to 
a personal explanation it is not stated in the Journal; and while 
the Journal has to contain a recitation of the proceedings of the 
House, it does not mean the debate that takes place in tke 
House. Debate is not entered upon the Journal: but it is some 
action of the House upon some pending measure or questions of 
Therefore the Chair 
does not see that it is necessary that this should go in the Jour- 
nal. There is no objection, however, if the gentleman desires 
that this should go in the Journal. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say that I procured at once, there be- 
ing a difference of recollection between the Chair and myself 
upon the point, as the Chair had manifested by suggesting that 
I was absent, the notes of the Reporter, and was assured that 
that was the transaction as it took place. I do not know what 
caused the Reporters to putthat note in the RECORD. Certainly 
something caused them to doit. In that I had no hand or part. 
I desire to say that among the gentlemen who recollected this 
as I doare three gentlemen immediately around me—the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup], the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
DALZELL]. 

I desire to suggest to the Chair, in furtherance of the idoa 
the Chair suggests, that this can not go in, because it was not a 
part of the business of the House; if unanimous consent of the 
House was asked, it thereupon becomes the business of the House; 
and it would therefore seem as if the journal clerk’s recollection 
and that of gentleman about me, was the same as the Reporter’s 
notes. I do not desire in the slightest degree to make a moui- 
tain out of a mole-hill or to make any particular comment upon 
inaccuracies which have occurred. 

I think the Speaker divined what my motive was in putting 
the question. In addition to the answer which I made that I 
did not hear it, I was at the time, of course, a little doubtful of 


| my recollection, inasmuch as in the hurry and confusion of this 


House aman may be very easily mistaken. While I felt confident 


| of it, [had thestatement of the Speaker at the time, and I thought 


there might be some doubt; I thought possibly I might have 
been mistaken, and I do not desire to make mistakes if I can 
help it about this matter. 

I think the Speaker also divined the point which I intended 


| to bring to his attention, and which I should have brought to 
| his attention if the gentleman from Massachusetts had not taken 


the chair, was that ruling of the Speaker to which I had ob- 
jected, and on which I addressed the Chair a number of times 
before, that one of these orders stops the privileges of the House, 
and was not only incorrect in theory, as I think I had demon- 
strated, but was also exceedingly inconvenient in practice, be- 
cause it would put a gentleman in a position of submitting in 
silence to a newspaper statement which was absolutely in- 
correct and which he thought to be damaging to himself. I 
think I may be doing the country more serviee in pointing out 
the practical results of what I conceive was the mistaken theory 
of the Chair. That question I am not making, except so far as 
it incidentally comes up in the statement which I make. 

Now, in regard to this amendment of the Journal, it seems to 
me very clear that it must bé made, especially after what the 
Speaker says on the subject of having put this question to the 
House. If he had put it to the House ft certainly was a trans- 
action of the House; and if he did not put it to the House, and 
it was not a transaction of the House, I wonder what in the 
world it was; because the House of Representatives does not 
usually spend ten minutes in what it is obliged to admit in its 
Journal was absolutely nothing. 

The Journal is a statement of the proceedings of the body. It 
is accurate, and intended to be so, for all purposes; and if this 
question was put to the House, and the House gave unanimous 
consent for the gentleman to proceed, then the Journal ought 
to state it; and if the Journal does state that unanimous con- 
sent was given, of course the responsibility for that statement 
will rest upon those who choose to make it. For my part, with 
my recollection fortified by that of a number of other gentle- 
men, and agreeing perfectly with the notes of the Reporters, I 
may be pardoned for still continuing to think that there is a 
possibility of an inaccuracy somewhere or other in this transac- 
tion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say afew words. 
I have a very distinct recollection of what occurred on yester- 
day. Shortly before the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Rich» 
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ARDSON | took the floor to make his explanation, he met me be- 
hind the railing and told me that he contemplated making an 
explanation with reference to a publication that had been made 
in the News, and that he had been informed by a mutual friend 
that I had said that if I were in his place [ would treat the 
charge as unworthy of answer. 

| told him that I had so stated; that I did not suppose that 
anybody in this House would believe for a moment that he was 
ruilty of the act which was charged against him. He said, 
however, that he had prepared with care what he was satisfied 
would be a complete answer to the charge, and that he proposed 
to make astatement. Just then he left me and walked down 
the aisle, and I followed him for the purpose of hearing what 
he had to say. He stood near the seat now occupied by the 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN, and I sat within a foot 
or two of him, across the aisle. I have a distinct recollection 
that he rose to address the Chair and stated that he desired to 
ask consent to submit to the House an explanation of a nature 
personal to himself. 

I am very sure that nothing was said about rising to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. ‘The Speaker thereupon made a state- 
ment as | remember—and my recollection is quite vivid—using 
about the:e words: ‘The gentleman from Tennessee asks con- 
sent to submit a statement of a nature personal to himself. If 
there be no objection, the gentleman will proceed.” 
no objection, and the gentleman from Tennessee did proceed. 
‘That is my recollection of what occurred, and I believe I state 
the transaction correctly. 

Mr. REED. Ionly want to say to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi—and I wish I could reach the country—that, in view of his 
statement, [ trust none of us will ever be accused hereafter of 
doing things or saying things here upon the mere authority of 
the Reporters. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have made no accusation against any- 
body. I have taken the floor simply to make this statement 
because of the statement made by the gentleman from Maine. 
I have made no accusation against him or anybody else. I can 
well understand how things that occur in the bustle and turmoil 
which often exists on this floor may be misunderstood. I think 
it very likely that a dozen of us might get together any time 
and undertake to recite what had occurred during the preced- 
ing hour and might all differ about it, but I have no doubt my- 
self that what [ have stated is exactly what occurred here yes- 
terday 

Mr. WALKER. 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is one question pending now. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] suggests that the action of 
the House on this matter should be entered upon the Journal. 
That is the practical question and the only practical question. 
The Chair has no doubt himself as to what took place on yester- 
day, hisrecollection being distinct from the previous conversation 
with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], and the 
Chair has no concern as to what gentlemen may think as to 
whether the Chair’s recollection is correct or incorrect. 

Conscious that his recollection is correct, the Chair would 
not yield it to the notes of anyone, no matter who he might be, 
nor to the recollection of anyone, no matter who he might be, 
and the Chair will not be deterred from stating that recollection 
by any intimation that ‘‘ hereafter it will be understood the Re- 
porters’ notes are inaccurate.” 

While the official reports are generally correct, yet no fair- 
minded or just man, knowing the nature of the proceedings of 
the House and the circumstances under which the Reporters are 
required to perform their duties, would expect them to escape 
occasional inaccuracies. For this reason a ‘‘correction of the 
RECORD” is always recognized as a matter of privilege; yet on 
such occasions, and they are not infrequent, no gentleman has 
ever heretofore risen and made the suggestion, ‘‘ Hereafter be 
it understood that the notes of the Reporters are not to be 
trusted.” 

[t is well enough to be fair and just and honest with each other. 
The practical question now is whether the Journal should con- 


Mr. Speaker, [rise to a question of personal 


tain a recital of the fact of the gentleman from Tennessee rising | 


on yesterday to make a personal explanation. The Chair is in- 
formed that it never has been the habit to include such matters 
in the Journal. A gentleman rises andasks leave to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD, and no reference is made to it in the 
Journal. The House gives consent that he shall extend his re- 
marks in the RECORD, and that is found in the Recorp, and not 
in the Journal. A gentleman rises to make a personal explana- 
tion involving no resolution, involving no action of the House 
except the mere action by which he is permitted to make the 
explanation, and it is not customary to put such a matter in the 
Journal. 


No practical purpose would be subserved by including such 
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| matters in the Journal, and the’ Chair is informed by the Jour- 
nal Clerk that such has not been the practice. Therefore, the 
Chair thinks that the Journal, so far as that is concerned, is 
correct. Thequestion is upon the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker,I want to call the attention of the 
Chair to another matter in the Journal. [understood the Jour- 
nil, as read, to state that the modification of the rule proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio was made by unanimous consent of 
the House. The modification was offered and was objected to, 
and then it was offered by way of amendment by the gentloman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE}], he having withdrawn the previ- 
ous question. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was modified by the 
gentleman from Ohio, on consultation with the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Burrows], the gentlemanfrom Mississippi | Mr. 
CATCHINGS],and the Speaker. The unanimous consent, how- 
ever, will be stricken out. The question is on the approval of 
the Journal. 

The Journai was approved. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend a moment that 
the House may receive a message from the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment, bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 

| in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fis- 
cal year 1894, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts within the 
city of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in 
the city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter VI, of title 32, of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to mineral lands and mining resources, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which theconcurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 160) to fix the price of lands entered under the desert- 
land laws; 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel 
Rodman, deceased, and others; and 

A bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 
S. Oteri. 


C. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
WALKER] rises to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [I rise tos parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. According to the rule under 
which we are operating, does it not require unanimous consent 
to present a question of personal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. There is nothing in the special 
rule requiring that the House shall consider the pending bill 
until after the first morning hour—after the call of committees 
for report. 

Mr. WALKER. My question is this: The records of the re- 
porters having been refused to me, and I having been told that 
they were refused under the direction of the Speaker, and it 
having appeared in the debate this morning that a copy of the 
records has been furnished to other members at their reauest 
where the matter was not.a matter of controversy between them 
and other members, my question is whether there is a diserimi- 
nation made as between the members of this House; in other 
words, who may and who may not have a copy of the records of 
the reporters of this House? And if you will allow me, my 
theory about the matter is- 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's proposition? 

Mr. WALKER. My question of privilege is that I have been 
refused a copy of the records of this House; I have been denied 
the opportunity to verify my recollection of what transpired in 
the House by having the reporters furnish me a copy of the 
records or read to me those records. It appears that the gen- 
tlemanfrom Maine did receive a copy of the records of the House 
about a transaction of the House in regard to which he was in 
doubt. Now, if one member of this House has aright to that 
privilege, it seems to me all members of the House have that 
right. I have been told that the Speaker directed the reporters 
of the House not to give me a copy of the records of remarks 
and transactions in the House about which I was in doubt, be- 

| cause | had no right to them, unless it was a matter of personal 
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controver betw and the member whose remarks IL | 


wanted 


een me 
not appear by anything that has been said this | 
that there wasa personal controversy between the gen- 
Maine and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee. My | 
that [ have the same right to verify my recoilec- 
that w mude here, by access to the records 
ion on the loor, that the gentleman from Maine 


it doe 
mo 
tleman 
point | 
Lion of} 
of any 
ha 

Let n ay that I do net question the right or the propriety | 
in on this floor changing to any extent that his 
any remarks that he may have made on this 
when he sees the record of the Reporters, he decides 
his deliberate approval. 

{ if,on the other hand, any member desires.to have, for any | 
that itself to his judgment, a record of the 
words pronounced on this floor, which are taken down by 
the public repo 4, Which as printed are spread broadcast over 
the country by the newspapers, he has such right, otherwise he | 
may never know whether they are correctly published or not in 
the Ru When he may recite those remarks himself upon | 
the stamp before his constituents or anywhere in the country, 
he may be called to account for stating that which is not true, | 
although he heard them with his own ears. Therefore | 
tend that cach member has a right toobtain from the Reporters, 
if they are willing to be at the trouble and cost of giving it to 
him, the record of anything which has been said on the {floor of 
the House. And that right has beon denied me. That is my 
point. 

The SPEAKER. I[t is, of course, a very difficult mutter to 
determine exactly what is tho limit of the right of revision. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘This is a question of discrimination 
whether Tam to be discriminated agninst. 

TheSPEAKER. It isa very difficult question to determine 
oxactly the extent of the right of a member to revise his re- 
murks for the Recorp. Of course, there is somewhere a limit, 
and generally all are inclined to be very liberal in allowing the 
revision of remarks where there is nothing personal added or 
subiracted. Where thereis simply a discussion of economic or 
other public questions, and no personal reference is made to in- 
dividuals, the Flouse, so far as the Chair knows, and individual 
gonerally been very liberal in their view of this 


ning 
irom 
thi 

rermar re 


‘AN BAe 


of an ent 


‘ 


judiormmne Ladictates 


“1 1 

noor whien, 
do not reeelve 
Bu t} 


reason 


exact 


commend ; 


ORD, 


con- 


members, have 
que tion 
Now, the Chair does not recollect exactly the circumstances 
incident to the matter referred to by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusett tle can refresh his recollection by inquiry of the Re- 
porters, if necessary. But the caso was something liko this: A 
gentleman on the floor had made remarks and withheld them 
for revision; he took them and revised them; and the revised 
speech was then published. As the Chair recollects, there was 
no renco to the gentleman from. Massachusetts |Mr. WALKER] 
in the remarks 
Mr. WALKER. 
The SPEAKER, 
Mr. WALKER. 


Will the Chair allow me one word? 
Certainly. 
No reference whatever. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair thought. 

\ir. WALKER. My point is that in quoting those remarks 
I might be confronted by the remarks as revised and printed, 
and | mightbe unjustly charged with stating that which was not 
true. Therefore [ claimed that if I chose of my own motion to 
put the actual remarks mado in the ReEcorD, | ought to have 
the right to do so. 

furthermore, as [ have before said, I am in favor of the most | 
liberal changing of remarks, even to any extent that a member 
chooses, if his deliberate and final judgment does not approve of 
what he has said on the floor: but if any member, in order that 
he may be certain of his memory, deaires to have the original 
record, the original notes, my point is that he has aright to | 
have them. 

The SPEAKER. The point was this—because the Chairdoes | 
not want to be misunderstood about it—it appeared to be this | 
kind of a case, as the Chair recollects; A gentleman on the 
floor made certain remarks, withheld them for revision, the 
notes were sent to him, and he revised them, and perhaps, as 
surgested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, on cool reflec- 
tion in his room, when he revised his remarks, he left out cer- 
tuin things, not personal in their nature to anybody, and the re- 
vised remarks were printed. Then,as the Chair understands it, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts wanted to get from the Re- 
porter the original remarks, which the gentleman himself had 
never published, whieh he had revised and left out, the part 
omitted reflecting on nobody. 

The Reporter came to the Speaker about it, and the Speaker 
said there was no fixed rule about how far one member had a 
right to see theoriginal manuseript of another's remarks, except 
that wherever there was a personal controversy between them, 
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wherever one reflected upon the other, or anything that seemed 
to point to the right of the member to have an examination of 
the original, that they ought to be furnished, but it 


where 


| seemed to be a mere effort to criticize something not personal 


that a gentleman had spokenand did not want printed the Chair 
did not think the Reporter should furnish the original. That 
wasiall there was of it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wishtocorrectthe RecoRD. On 
7511, about the middle of the page, appear the followi: 
marks: 

ir. HOLMAN: TO save the trouble of offering an amendment to the bill, I 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he except from his point of ord 
the lirst three lines of the second paragraph, which simply make the or 
nary appropriation which, of course, has to be made “for the payment 
interest on said bonds for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1804—1894, not 1895 
$78,320." 


ee 


7 
i 


li 


f 
l 


At the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana I imme- 
diately asked unanimcus consent to except those three lines from 
my point of order. It was granted. It does not appear in the 
RecoRD, and I think it ought to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be 

IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


corrected 


from the Sec- 


| retary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 


Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in relation to the importance 

of the question of determining the moyement—passenger and 

immigrant-—from the United States to foreign countries, and in- 

closing the draft of a bill for that purpose; which was referred 

to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

Senute bills of the following titles were severally laid before 
the House and referred as indivated, namely: 

A bill (S. 115) for the development and encouragement of silk 
culture in the United States under the supervision of the Seere- 
tary of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\ bill (S. 168) granting to the State of Wyoming certain lands 
in the ort D. A. Russell military reservation for agricultural 
fuir-and industrial exposition grounds, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 

A bill’ (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the ease of the towboat future City, her barges, 
cargoes, etc.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 217) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claim 

A bill (S. 807) for the relief ef Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. 
Redfern, his wife—to the Committee on Claims. 

\ bill (S; 1717) tonuthorize the appointment of women as pub- 
lie-school trustees in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

\. bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher— 
to the Committee on [Invalid Pensions. 

LEs 1” ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of abss 
WASHINGTON until Tuesday, on account of sickness 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to request t my col- 
league, Mr. BOUTELLE, may have indefinite leave of absence. 

TheSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave of absence 
will be granted to. the gentleman from Maine as requested, 

There was no objection, 

ERRONEOUS PRINT, INDIAN BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Myr. Spealter, [ ask a single moment. On 

yesterday I made a statement in response to an inquiry in refer- 


XY 
Vis 


nee was granted to Mr. 
hat 


\PPROPRIATION 


| ence to a certain duplication of a part of the Indian appropria- 


tion bill, and stated that it was a blunder at the Printing Office. 
The accomplished Public Printer calls my attention to the fact, 
and on examination I find it to be true that the blunder was com- 
mitted in the committee room and notat the Government Print- 
ing Office. 

[ ask that this letter go into the Rmeconrp: 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., June 16, 1894. 

DEAR Str: I observe in the CONGRESSIONAL Record of this morning that 
you stated in the House of Representatives yesterday, in connection with 
the discussion of the Indian appropriation bill, in reply to a statement made 
by the Chairman of the Gommittee of the Whole [Mr. O’Ngrm], that there 
appeared a duplication in the printed bill then under consideration, and that 
such duplication or error was a ‘“‘mere blunder of the Printing Office.” 

I desire to. say that the error was not a blunder on the part of this Ofice, 
but was an exact print of the copy furnished by your committee; further, 
your committee had a proof of this copy sent them, and the error Was re- 
turned to us unnoticed. [ think it is due the Public Printing Office that 
these facts should be made as prominent in the records of Congress as the 
unjust statements which appear in to-day's issue of the RECORD. 

Very respectfully, 
TH. RF. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer. 
Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
Hause af Representatives, Washington, D. GO. 
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ee 


ee 


‘five years 


1894. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
po ts. , ‘ E : 
The committees were called for reports, none beings tbmitted. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKE! Under the special rule the House will now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further ec onside ration of the Indian appropr iation 
bill, and the gentleman from Massachusetts will please resume 
the chair. 

The ianen a 
Whole, Mr. O’NEIL of 
The CH \IRMAN. 

of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNI Mr. Chairman, before that I desire to state 
that my colleague, Mr. SHERMAN,a member of the committee, 
desired to submit some remarks on a paragraph of the bill, but 
was called away suddenly last night. He desires to have leave 
to print his remarks in = RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, leave will be 
granted to the gentleman from New York. 

a was no objection. 

- BARTHOLDT. Mr 
sine st. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HUNTI also, Mr. 
committee, ask the privilege of submitting ce 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

(‘he Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCKAE. Mr. Chairman, ! make the point of order upon 
this provision in the bill which has just been read by the Clerk: 
The mineral lands shall be disposed of under the laws applicable 
thereto, and the balance of the lands so ceded shali be disposed 
of until further provided by law under the town-site law and 
under the provisions of the homestead law: Provided, however, 
That each settler, under and in accordance with the provisions 
of said homestead laws shall, at the time of making his original 
entry, pay the sum of 50 cents per acre in addition to the fees 
now required by law, and at the timeof making final proof shall 
pay the further sum of $1 pex acre, final proof to be made within 
from the date of entry, and three years’ actual resi- 
dence on the land shall be established by such evidence as is now 
reyuired in homestead proofs as a prerequisite to title or patent. 

Mr. PICKLER. would like to understand what the point of 
order is made against. 

Mr. McRAE. Beginning with line 2k after the word “ law’ 
on page 136 and down to and including line 9 on page 137. 

Mr. HERMANN. Isit ‘ot too late now to make that point? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will also reserve the decision 
on that point of order. The Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thatimmediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Inte 
rior shall prescribe rules and regulations to pr ure the ratification by said 
Indians of the Siletz Reservation to the changesin said agreement, as r 
vided for in this act, and shall without l 


delay, upon the agreement of said 
Indians to said changes, under such regulations as he may prescribe, open 
said lands to settlement after 


r sixty days’ notice, 
-McRAE. Ialso make the point of order against that pro- 
v"The 
The CHAIRMAN. That also will be reserved for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suc. 16. That to pay the expense of purcha x 
Indian service and pay of necessary employés; advertising, at rates not ex 
ceeding regular commercial rates, inspection, and 
nected therewith, including telegraphing, 235,000: Provided, That tie office 
for purchasing goods and supplies and the principal depot shal) be es- 
tablished at C hic ago, and the bids shall be opened there. 


The CHAIRMAN. This completes the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STRAUS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 
order against the provision on page 138, beginning with linel and 
ending with line 3, the proviso to section 16. I make the point 
of order that this is new legislation and that it does not reduce 
expenditures. It makes it incumbent upon the Seeretary of the 
Interior to establish a warehouse contrary to any previous reg- 
ulations; consequently it does not retrench expenditures, but on 
the contrary increases them. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Are amendments now in order under the 
rule? 

TheCHAIRMAN. 


ording ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Massachusetts in the chair. 


[he Clerk will proceed with the reading 


Chairman, [desire to make the same 


Chairman, as a member of the 
rtain remarks to 








sing goods and suppiies for the 






Not at present; a point oforder is pending 
The gentleman will 


raised by the gentleman from: New York. 
please rests 


te his point of order. 
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I raise the point of order on lines 1 to 3 on 
page 138, b 
le 





STRAUS. 


z , beginning with the word ‘‘ Provided,” as being new 
egislation and not redue ing expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report that pz cular part 
of the bill to which the gentleman from New Y oe raise ; the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as foliows 

Provided, Th at the office for purchasing goods « 1d supplies and tl ri 

il 


. 1 
be established at Chicago, and the bids tll b pened 


cipal depot sha 


Mr. Cz MPBE LL. Mr. 


Chairman, I rise to ond the de- 
murrer and objection made by my co league from New Yu.k 
[Mr. StRAvsS] to this proviso, on the ground that it‘has no place 
in the bill; that it is class legislation; thatitis vicio nd does 
not retrench expenditures. There is no reason why the amend- 
ment should be ingrafted on this bill atthe presenttime. Why 
it was put in originally is a question that is agitat ing the minds 


of the people of cur section of the country. 

[ mane, here a petition, or letter, from the Clothing Manu- 

Lc ture Association of the city of New York, which will thor- 

oughly explain the facts and circumstances why the provision 
hould not remain in the bill. I ask that it be read at the 


Clerk’s desk. 


rl} 


Che Clerk read as follow 










NEW YORK, May 29, 1394 

DEAR Str: We would respectfully call your attention to the f wing 
wo! in the Indian appropriation House bill No. 6913, page 138, lines 1, 2, and 
3, viz: 

‘ Provided, That the office for purchasing goods and supplies a prin 
cipal depot shall be established at Chicago, and the bids s! be opened 
there.”’ 

This is an attempt to interfere by legislation with the discretion ted in 
theSecretary of the Interior, to receive bids and purchase pplies a 
market as he may deem mostadvantageous to the } lic interests 

It is unjust to New York and the B st, iS a Very large proportion of the 

supplies—dry goods, clothing, hats, caps, groceries, medical supplic tc.— 
are produced in New York or rritory contiguou thereto, und must | li- 

| rectly or indirectly p rchased there, wherever offere id no bids for these 
articles have ever bee n submitted from Western point 3 for the well nown 
reason that the East« rn pric 3on them could not be competed with 

The provision would work an injustice to New Yo rk, when e these supplies 
must be obtained, as it would put its merchants to the inconvenience of 


|} the executive and administrative departms 


| the city of New York, as they are on 
| one of the most reputable organiz: 
all other expenses con- | 








ng samples and bids to a distant point and'of delivery there, where 
are not needed, instea wes ut the point of supply 

It would work an injustice to the Government, which now makes special 
freight contracts for deliv« ry of these plies at om > agen whereas 










contractors, whether from the East or West, we essarily have to pay 
the regular freight rates on articles to be drawn -om “the East and would, 
of course, add such freight to the cost of the arti . 

The Government would be put to aconsiderably increased expense in pro- 








curing these supplies not only in freight, but also on the added profit to be 












paid in purchasing from second hi nds instead of first hands, as heretofore. 

There is at present un ler order of the Secretary of the Interior sted 
March 31, 1894, an office and ware! 10use at Chicago ‘‘for receiving samples 
and for purchasing the § goods which e xperience has shi wh are furni Lat 
lowest prices in Chicago and the Wes t;” and one in New York “ for receiv- 
ing samples and for purchasing those go ods, which e xperience has showm 
are furnished at lowest prices at New York and the East. 

The present arrangement is aneminently fair one, and has b 1 directed 
by the honorable Secretary of the Int rior after a thorough examination. 

It seems clear that such matters should be left for proper disposition to 


nts which can act upon them 
understandingly with a thorough knowledge of all the facts. 
We deem the provision quoted viciousin principle, uncalied for, and un- 


fair, and respectfully request that youemploy your good offices to have the 
same eliminated from the bill 
Very respectfully, 
THE CLOTHING MANUF At rURERS AS LATION, 
ALBERT F. HOCHSTA VE President. 
SAMUEL FLEISCHMAN oretary 


Hon. TimotTuy J. CAMPBELL, 
Member of Congress 





Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, the letter which has just 
ee usee from the ¢ ‘lothing Manuf: ac turers’ Assoc iation of New 
York fully explains why no change should take place, and why 


in at 
Luthor ity and 
in the State and city of 


the principal warehouse of the Indias 1 Bureau should re 
» of the best 
itions 
Ne . York. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, I pr: 
Herald, giving further rea 
house should not be remove 


sentaneditorial from the New York 
sons why the Indian supply ware- 
x1 from its present location. 

TRICKERY CONCERNING INDIAN SUPPLIES 


The jobbery in the Indiam ap 





wropriation bill, by which Commissioner 
Browning and the Committ naian A rs are seeking to remove the 
Indian supply warehouse fro ew Y ork t » Chica sO, Cal me infor another 





scoring yesterday in the House , this time at the hands of Representative 
BARTLE?T. 

This rider whic! 
cion that so 
missioner Browning a1 
override the Secre 
as he was in ignorance of 
tends to contirm this suspil 

Congress is certainly in no té 


ee sought to insert in the bili aroused susp 
sfrom tho time it firstappeared. That Com- 
n Affairs Committee should endeavor to 
ior, who favored the change on y so long 
haracter of the jobbery behind it, of itself 





i 
willl 








riper to tolerate anything whi likely to 








bring back Indian scandals again, and the news from Washingtor to the 
effect that when the voting on the amendment takes place it will be defeated, 
There is no honest reason why the Indi +0 ipply warehou hould be 
moved from New York, the natural market for nearly one-half of the sup- 
plies purchased, to Chicago, the natural market fo 33 than one ith of 


e supplies, and the argument of econ ition here 


Dy 13 in favor ol us Pr 
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During the discussion on this paragraph last week, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. GOLDZIER], in his speech of wit and 
sarcasm, took occasion to interject my name, and say that I 
called the people of Chicago ‘‘guerrillas.” I suppose the re- 
mark was made in a Pickwickian sense, as there should be no 
sectional differences between the East and the West, for New York 
has always been ready and willing to extend the right hand of 
fellowship to all parts of the country when the same is needed. 

I trust that the Chairman may, with his usual good sense and 
ey gg see his way clear to decide the point of order made 

y my associate {[Mr. STRAUS] as well taken, and thereby pre- 
vent future legislative jealousies between the Eastern and West- 
ern States, as such jealousies are detrimental to the inter- 
ests of all sections of the country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the House adopted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman voted for that 
rule, and he is now suffering from the same. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
the wn can not make. me suffer from anything. 
ter. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, when this bill first came up 
the other day New York and Chicago gave a complete and 
thorough exposition of their relative greatness and importance 
a we all agreed that both cities are ably represented on this 
floor 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that I be allowed five 
That can not be done under the order of 


i object. 
I ask that I be given five minutes. 
It cannot be done under the rule which 


{Laugh- 


scurity wanted the World’s Columbian Fair—New York refused 
it and Chicago had it unwillingly thrust upon her—and now both 
towns are so excessively jealous lest they may appear to want 
anything from the Government, and especially a little matter 
like the Indian supply depot, that the champions of both Chicago 
and New York, as I willshow, haveinadvertently admitted that 
if the business principles which they urge are applied to the 
proper purchase and distribution of Indian supplies, the city 
of St. Paul is the logical center for the depot, the very center 
of distribution. 

In all the arguments thus far essayed for or against either 
New York or Chicago, there have been three propositions sub- 
mitted upon which claim to superiority is made. First. Facili- 
ties to obtain supplies and commodities needed and desired. 
Second. Ability of persons, firms or corporations handling the 
goods and commodities needed to furnish them at a low price. 
And third. Transportation facilities, which is the most impor- 
tant point of the entire question after all. 
of these propositions, I am prepared to prove that the gentle- 
men from New York and the gentlemen from Chicago have 
made effective arguments in favor of St. Paul. I will also show 
that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the honorable Sec- 


retary of the Interior are essentially, though perhaps uncon- | 
| very able speech said: 


sciously, valuable advocates of the city for which I speak. 
ST, PAUL'S ADVANTAGES. 


| 
) not clai at St. Paul produces as m: or : 
I do not claim that St. Paul produces a goods, or that | men and the first principle of commercial science. 


it has as large a trade as either of the other cities—that is not 
the question involved—but I do maintain that St. Paul pos- 
sesses many advantages over New York and Chicago, which 


makes it the logical distributing point for the Indian reserva- | 
tions, upon which a greater portion of our Indian population is | 


located, and I propose now briefly to show why. Mr. Commis- 
sioner Browning stated the salient point of the entire question 


when he said in the letter which has been read from the desk, | 


‘Whatever difference there might be,” meaning in the cost of 


the goods and supplies purchased, ‘‘will be more than offset by the | " 1 
| within a Territory that is tributary to the city of St. Paul, and 


difference in transportation, which is on an average of 30 cents 


er hundred less from Chicago to the various agencies than | 3 ; , é 
| great transcontinentnl lines of railroads from St. Paul to the 


rom New York.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, St. Paul is much nearer more reserva- 
tions, and more Indian agencies, and to a greater part of the 
Indians who are supplied by the Government, than Chicago or 


New York; and I will, before I conclude, produce a table of | } t ) 
| meut for its Indian supplies than either New York or Chicago. 


freight rates taken from transportation contracts with the Gov- 
ernment which shows how much of a saving will be effected. 
Applying Commissioner Browning’s figures, that $18,000 can be 
saved in freight rates between New York and Chicago delivery 
on 6,000,000 pounds, the same number of pounds shipped from 
St. Paul would effect a saving of more than $30 000, for the aver- 
age difference rate from St. Paul tothe agencies where deliver- 
ies are made is an average of 50 cents a hundred. 
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[ am not suffering from anything; and | 


and I for one am quite sure that the House long since be- | 
came satisfied that neither of these greatrivalsfor commercialol- | 


On any one, and on all | 
| contract. 
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_ Now, the main argument made hereon behalf of New York is 
that that city is the natural base of supplies. To prove this re- 
markable claim the gentleman from the city that is 1,500 miles 
further from any big reservation than is St. Paul, say the ree- 
ords show that for many years past 85 per cent of the supplies 
have been furnished by New York bidders. In answer to this 
the champions for Chicago have clearly shown that their city 
is as well equipped and in many instances better than New York 
York to make bids and deliver the supplies. 

Thestatement has been made and has not been contradicted that 
Chicago sent out more packages, more pounds of freight, last 
year than did New York. The gentleman from Chicago [Mr. 
ALDRICH] presented figures showing that out of 80,000 packages 
purchased by the Bureau of Indian Supplies in 1893, 60,000 went 
from Chicago, and the statement has not been questioned, so far 
as I know. 

But, say the gentlemen from New York, if bids can only be 
opened in Chicago and the West and goods only delivered 
there, it would necessitate sending a corps of men there by the 
heretofore successful bidder, for submitting samples as well as 
for the ultimate delivery of the goods; and as it often happens 
that some lots of goods are rejected because they are not up to 
sample, these New York gentlemen would have to take into con- 
sideration the reshipping of such goods back to New York and 
the replacement of them with other satisfactory substitutes. 
‘fAll the risk and expense,” complains Mr. STRAUS, “the New 
York bidders would have to add to the price of their goods or 
desist from bidding altogether”—a handsome argument in- 
deed. Now then, Mr. Chairman, that involuntary admission 
by the gentleman from New York, has lost the battle for him 
and the cause he represents iu this controversy; and I have been 
wondering, Mr. Chairman, why some of our Chicago friends did 
not take up that admission. 

First, he says that the successful bidders send men out with 
samples; then admits that Eastern samples are not up to con- 
tract requirement; and, third, says that if the depot comes West 
New York must cease bidding altogether. Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
that is the very reason why the Western cities have been un- 
able to come boldly to the front. Is the gentleman from New 
York so selfish that he is not willing to give to other cities the 
same privileges that he himself asks for New York? I want to 
say right here, Mr. Chairman, that if this House finally con- 
cludes toleave the purchase of supplies and location of a depot 
open for the next year, and will allow the Department to make 
comparisons as to where it can do the best for the kind of goods 
needed, you will not hear of New York in 1895. 

In St. Paulthe manufacturers make a classof goods especially 
designed for the West. The sizes of shoes, mittens, socks, 
caps, outside coats, and, in fact, all wearing apparel, run larger 
than in goods made in the East. I venture to say that the 
many great firms engaged in making boots and shoes, cloth- 
ing, knit and woolen goods, blankets, etc., in and about St Paul 
will furnish samples that will be filled to the very letter in a 


One reason why Eastern bidders have had more contracts on 


| these goods is, I am told, because they are given an opportunity 


to replace a rejected lot that are not up to Sample. 
Chicago's chief spokesman on this floor, Mr. ALDRICH, in his 


The nearer the base of supplies is to the consumer, the cheaper the con- 
sumer obtains his goods. This is a well-recognized axiom athong business 
There will be ten bidders 
through this transfer where there is nowone. Warebdouse facilities, as 
pointed out by the Commissioner, will be cheaper and better, because lo- 


| cated in the greatest railroad center of the country. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that is absolutely true, and following 
that proposition to a legitimate conclusion, I will now cite a few 
reasons why St. Paul should be selected as the distributing 
point of Indian supplies. 

Take the latest map issued by the Interior Department and 
enumerate the different Indian reservations in the United 
States. You will find that the greater number of them lies 
that St. Paul is the logical distributing center. With three 
coast, and with nine other lines centering at St. Paul, the great 
Mississippi River and the Great Lakes, the transportation facil- 
ities, as shown by the statistics from the Indian Bureau, show 
plainly that St. Paul is a better shipping point for the Govern- 


Embraced within a territory that is nearer St. Paul than any 


| other city that ranks at all as acommercialcenter and distrib- 


uting point there are more reservations, more agencies, and 
more Indians than in all the other territory combined. 
The total Indian population exclusive of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, as shown by the Commissioner's last report, is 178,866. 
Of this number, 106,305 occupy the territory which I have men- 
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1894. 


| 


tioned as being nearer to St. Paul than the other cities who are | 


seeking to have thesupply depot. In some of the States the In- 
mS e 7 
dian population has been consolidated, and former reseryations 
as shown on the maps are now open in some instances to settle- 
ment. : r 
the benefit of the various tribes. 

Number of reservations and population. 





No. of | > ; 
States and Territories. reser- E _— 
- . - on. 
vations. 
CEE. go ind cc ccvccescosdnnsgdtan dese tsccscbcacwoeneecsce 6 12, 434 
OOD ic astetstsowns nninne epee nee 1 1,002 
Idaho DAs bee Reshicchabden sohededeeeeins pene news | 4 4, 185 
IR a. dats widin Laden ednwnebe dee phaminekekas < tinal 1 389 
CA Le aad wee eats PER STEERS 3 1, 102 
NN ns « caclicinatepubmaraeeen sheen idedaaseaGendinn 10 6, 194 
i 7 (ae aaa cmean ean aabunncmmee anda 6 10, 722 
NQDEOGED 60 winco cc case cwccccnnccocesesccccceceseseccesccsese 6 3, 863 
Rn al, oa he Cid dun euaaweeeeudiena > Oe kacne 4 1, 685 
New Mexico .... ae adel es tetas ihc thie end dacabes tanta tec | 5 9, 882 
I i a tk nee en ee EEE | 4 7,928 
ae cn so nl alee aint eee edi omineeemi 5 3, 923 
i i aa aed ial 5 18, 501 
a ae 2 1,877 
TN a ia laa a A kinat the decine Comatabinalan 7 8,177 
We NEN ic oa nabbed adesanuwed ices eens ane enee | 1 1,724 
| 
In addition to the above number, there are, as stated by the 


Commissioner's report, upward of 2,500 Indians outside of the 
State of California and Indian Territcry that are not under con- 
trol of an agent. , Those in California and the Indian Territory 





In other cases, as in my State, the lands are to besold for | 


who are not !ooked after by the agents of the Department are | 
| 


included in the totals given in the above table. 

Take the four States of Minnesota, North and South Dakota, 
and Monmtana, and there is an Indian population of 43,345. Add 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington, and it makes nearly half of 
the total of all in the States and Territories mentioned. This 
territory is strictly in the dominion of St. Paul, and that city 
has a large trade with every section of the territory mentioned. 


Moreover, the very articles that are furnished the Indians are | 


produced by manufactures and raised from the soil in the great 
Northwest. 

Minnesota makes more flour than any other State. We have 
immense stock yards at St. Paul where the beef of Montana and 
the pork of Minnesota and the Dakotasare packed. The North- 
west raises barley and beans. We manufacture a high grade of 
woolen blankets especially adapted for the use of the Indians. 
We have some of the largest boot and shoe factories, and St. 
Paul’s wholesale grocers import coffees and teas direct via the 
Pacific coast, and sell these articles as cheap as New York. Agri- 
cultural implements are now made very near to the big reserva- 
tionsof the Northwest. Everything in the way of natural facili- 
ties gives that city the advantage. 


So much has been said by our friends from New York since | 


the proposed removal of the supply depot concerning freight 


‘ates that ig u 3 New York wa: place | ; : a ; 
rates that one might suppose that New York was the only place | these articles do, via the Pacific Ocean and through rail to St. 


where transportation contracts could be made for the best ad- 
vantage to the Government. 

But what are the facts? It will not do for New York to claim 
that itcan give a lower freight fora longer distance than either 
Chicago or St. Paul. The tabulated statement of transporta- 
tion contracts, as shown on page 774 of the report of Commis- 
sioner Browning, shows that the depot should be located at the 
place that is nearest to the great body of the consumers. Icite 
only a few rates by way of comparison: From New York to 
Devils Lake, N. Dak., the rate given per hundred is $1.35; from 
Chicago, $1.17; from St. Paul, 72 
in favor of St. Paul. 


HOW THOUSANDS CAN BE SAVED. 


OO Be. like 
York. \‘ hicago. St. Paul. 


i i 
| 
| 


Fort Berthold, N. Dak 


in esis Siheirth tah Ot ete aeeip ales wena $1. 89 $1. 80 $0. 95 
EE BE Ot Sendtna cccrdinréncetenesven cons 1.16 . 90 | .90 
SE DO at iG dkéene cats weccae abet weoctplanen 1.59 1.35 1.17 
SIE CNet caansnmek bade déubokes sue 1.17 . 88 | 80 
I ian gt ine cinaiha ciabslonbied tulsa d Audie kine | 1. 48 1.19 1.08 
pe OES | aE ee | 1.09 . 94 | 54 
ED sev EtcA Wank cavabnscusnieianuawéduicadnahwks . 92 .73 55 
Ss. oda adionidnnaiume Kiewkuedbubkebut cee . 96 . 80 . 46 | 
Blackfeet Agency, Mont.......................... 2. 55 2.41 2.05 
I i a | 2. 65 2.51 | 2.10 
SO AES Wetieaia ann Vind Geek ok ened cdebide tex 1, 88 1.76 1. 46 








These are mere instances chosen at random from the report 
of the Commissioner. 
uting point, has advantages in freight facilities that other cities 
can not have. The Northern Pacific and Great Northern sys- 


cents—63 cents per hundred | 


But it proves that St. Paul, as a distrib- | 





| andnotin New York. 


tems terminate in St. Paul running from the coast. Shipments 
made on these lines do not become subject to any charges by 
traffic agreements with other lines. 

In answer to a request from the superintendent of the Union 
Depot Company at St. Paul, Mr. C. B. Brunson, secretary of 
that company, answers as follows: 

There are at this time about one hundred and thirty passenger trains i 
and out of the city and about one hundred freight trains daily. 

There are ten great railroad systems centeringin St. Paul, viz; The No 
western, known as the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha; Chic 
Milwaukee and St. Paul, with several divisions radiating from this gre: 
center; the Burlington line, the Chicago, Great Western; the Chicago, Ro 
Island and Pacific, of which the Minneapolis and St. Louis is a division 
Wisconsin Central, St. Panl and Duluth; the Great Northern Transcon- 
tinental system; the Northern Pacitic Transcontinental route, and Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul and Sault St. Marie. 

With the divisions and with the smaller lines absorbed t 
total number of lines radiating from St. Paul are twenty, repre- 
senting a mileage of 42,308 miles. In tne lakeseason boats come 
up the Mississippi to St. Paul, and we are enabled to get a lake 
and rail-route rate that is more favorable for the purposes de- 
sired than any other city. 

Within a radius of 20 miles from St. Paul there is made an- 
nually from good No. 1 hard 10,000,000 barrels of ftlour—more 
than is produced at any other point in the world. This brings 
us on an average of $45,000,000. We have immense packing 
houses, and the business done last year was $5,775,000. In the 
manufacture of boots and shoes we did last year $11,690,009. 
In groceries $24,500,000. Fruits, produce, fish, ete., $9,893,000. 
Paints, oils, varnishes, etc., $1,540,000. Dry goods and notions, 
$15,000,000. Harness, leather, and leather manufactures, $2.090,- 
000. 

We manufacture blankets of every quality, and the ‘‘ North 
Star” woolen mills, at Minneapolis, turns out as good an article 
of this kind as there is manufactured in the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of this committees, let me 
ask in all candor, what does the Indian receive from his Great 
Father? The main articles are: Beef, on the hoof; beef, in bar- 





nN 
the 


h 
ie 


| rels; pork, smoked and salted: flour, in barrels and sacks: rice, 


in packages; beans, in sacks; sugar, in barrels; tea, in boxes; 
coffee, in packages; blankets, clothing, shoes, agricultural im- 
plements, etc. ‘These are the main articles the Government fur- 


| nishes the Indians. 


Mr. Chairman, where are all these articles produced? Beef 
cattle are raised upon the broad fields of the great Northwest, 
Pork is raised in Minnesota, Lowa, and the 
Dakotas, and not in New York to any extent. Flour is made in 
Minnesota more thanin eny other State. Riceis grown on the 
Lower Mississippi River lands, which admits of the cheapest 
riverfreighttoSt. Paul. Beansare raised in Minnesota. 
is produced on the Lower Mississippi River lands, and is laid down 
at St. Paul under a much lower freight than it can be laid down 
at either New York orChicago. Tea and coffee is placed at St. 
Paul at a rate aslowasinanycityinthiscountry. Enterprising 
wholesale merchants at St. Paul are buying their tea and coffee 
directly at the plantations where it is produced. Coming as 


sugar 


Paul, purchase and freight are largely in favor of my city. 
Blankets are made within 10 miles of St. Paul at Minneapolis. 
Clothing and boots and shoes are made by the millions of dol- 

lars worth per annum in that great metropolis that I have the 

honor to represent upon this floor. 

Agricultural implements: St. Paul has one of the greatest 
plants in America—the noted Walter A. Wood harvester works. 
The work of this firm goes ali over the great Northwest, in 
which territory New York does not sell a plow. 

It is for these reasons that I, as the representative of 200,000 
people, ask that this supply depot, if located permanently at all, 
be placed at St. Paul. And if you see fit to leave the matter 
open for the next year, and if the Department will make a spe- 
cial effort to ascertain where all supplies can best ba laid down, 
{ will be satisfied. All St. Paul asks is a fair field and no 
favor. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. 
KIEFER expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. unanimous consent that the 


L ask centle- 


| man’s time be extended. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for debate on the point of or- 


| der is exhausted. 


Mr. KIEFER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under therule adopted by the House that 
motion can not be entertained. 

Mr. PAYNE. I[ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 


| may be permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 


New York and the gentleman from Minnesota may be allowed 
to extend their remarks in the Recorp. [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears no objection. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Let 
der. 

Mr. KIEPER. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment can not offered at this time 

Mr. HOLMAN. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that this provision 
upon its face retrench expenditures; but as a matter of 
fact it does, as a reduction of $28,000 has been made by the au- 
thority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs from the appro- 
priations in the bill on account of this provision, $18,000 of the 
transportation and $10,000 for the warehouse, 
which amounts would be saved to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate onthe pointof order is exhausted. 

The gen nan from Indiana, chairman of the committee, ad- 


{ now move- 
does not 


amount bei 


iv for 
4 


mits that this provision on its face does not retrench expendi- | 


tures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it does so in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not go beyond the face of 
the provision. On its face it does not; it is unquestionably new 
legislation; and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from Indiana, 
chairman of the committee, that there were several things 
passed over and that it would be well to go back and dispose of 
them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To go back to whatever was passed on points 
of order I think will be entirely proper; but otherwise I ask 
permission to submit the amendments which the committee rec- 
ommend. 

The CHAIRMAN. On page 44, at the end of line 8, the ;zen- 
tleman from Washington |Mr. DOOLITTLE] offered an amend- 
ment to the bill, against which the chairman of the committee 
or some other member of the committee reserved a point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line &, page 44, add the following: 

“ Provided, That all lands heretofore constituting a part of the Puyallup 
Inaian Reservation, situate near,the city of Tacoma, Pierce County, State of 
Washington, now held in severalty by the Puyallup Indians, patents to 
which have heretofore been issued by the United States to said Indians, 
said potente containing certain restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and estate of each of 
said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each and every 
restriction as to the sale, conveyance, or other disposition of the same 
heretofore imposed by the Government of the United States: Provided, 
however, That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the parties shall ap- 
‘pear before the United States district judge of the district in which sald 
lands are situate, and thereupon submit to him all the terms and conditions 
of such prapeses sale for his approval, and if approved by such judge he 
shall indorse his approval on the contract or other instrument evidencing 
such sale; thereupon such sale may be executed and completed In accordance 
with the terms and conditions so approved by said judge.’’ 

Mr, HOLMAN. I simply reserve the point of order until the 
gentleman is heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington is ree- 
ognized for five minutes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, [ observe that inadvert- 
ently King County was not inserted in the amendment. Now, 
I desire to have the words King County inserted after the words 
Pierce County. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can so modify his amend- 
ment. It will beso modified by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is an exceedingly im- 
portant provision, involving a very important effect; but inas- 
much as it does not come within the rule, and does not retrench 

expenditures, [ will have to insist upon the point of order. 

' Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
ground of objection in this point of order is that it does not de- 
crease the appropriation. 

That I believe is the case. Now, Mr. Chairman, in present- 
ing my side of this contention I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to the statute which provided for a commission. I 
suppose that the chairman of this committee will take judicial 
notice of the law which this amendment, if it be adopted, will 
modify, and for the information of the Chair I will read a por- 
tion of the statute I refer to: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized, immediately 
after the passage of this act, to appoint a commission of three persons, not 
more than one of whom shall be a resident of any one State, and it shall be 
the duty of said commission to select and appraise such portions of the al- 
lotted lands as are not required for homes for the Indian allottees, and also 
that part of the agency tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not needed 
for school purposes, in the Puyallup Reservation in the State of Washing- 
ton. And, if the Secretary of the Interior shall approve the selections and 
appraisements made by said Commission, the allotted lands soselected shall 
be sold for the benelit of the allottees, and the agency tract for the benefit 
of all the Indians, after due notice at public auction, at not less than the 
appraised value for cash, or one-third cash, and the remainder on such time 
as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, to be secured by vendor's 
lien on the property sold. 


This amendment relates solely to the allotted lands of the 


I do not remember what that amendment 
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us have a decision on the point of or- | Puyallups, and not at all to the reservations or the school lands 
proper. 


A pointof order is pending, and anamend- | 


JUNE 16, 


The CHAIRMAN, Tho gentleman himself says that this is 
a modification of existing law. Thereford it is new legislation 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The point is not made that it is new leg- 
islation. The point of order is based entirely on the other 
ground, and is so presented to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair only heard the gentleman from 
Indiana state that he insisted on this point of order against the 
amendment. So far the Chair has been unable to hear what 
the grounds are. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Bvt if it please the Chair, the grounds 
were stated, and the point or order was ndt made upon the prop- 
osition that this is new legislation, but solely on the ground | 
have stated. 

But, asI have said, this amendment relates only to the al- 
lotted lands. Now, on page 634 of the Statutés at Large, Fifty- 
second Congress, I find this: : 

And the sum of $20,009, or so much hereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for the purpose of paying the éxpenses of said commission, to 
be reimbursed to the United States out of thé proceeds of thé sale Of that 
portion of thé agency tract, to be immé&diately available 

That, of course, relates to the allotted lands. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this amendment shall become a law the necessity for any 
further work upon these allotted lands will have been done away 
with entirely; so that the passage of this amendment will de- 
crease the expenditures of the Gévernment as cotitemplated by 
this law, and the amendment is in the way of decreasing ex- 
penditures rather than of increasing them, as I have attempted 
to show by the reading of this statute. It seems tome there can 
be no question, then, as to this amendment being in order and 
not being subject to the point of order that has been raised by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair has any doubt upon this ques- 
tion, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt about this being 
new legislation. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. One momeht, Mr. Chairman. 
Our ten minutes have not been exhausted, have they? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only five minutes have been used. 

. Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yield the balance of the time to my col- 
eague. 

Mr. WILSON of ¥ Jashington. I do not desire to convince a 
man against his will, and if the Chair has already made up his 
mind that this is new legislation—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It is admitted to be so by the gentleman 
himself [Mr. DOOLITTLE]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I do not want to argue 
that point now, but I wish to call theattention of the Chair and 
of the House tothe fact that year after year when we hayvd come 
into the House with an Indian appropriation bill, there has been 
a great hue and cry about the expenditures contained in the 
bill and about the amount appropriated. Every time that we 
discuss the bill we seek in some manner to do those things that 
will ultimately result in decreasing the expenditurés for Indian 
affairs. 

I called the attention of the House to four or five cases the 
other day, three of them in myown State. Now, if you will 
permit these Indians to sell their lands at what they are worth, 
subject to the control of the United States court, sufficient 
money will be obtained to support the Indians for all time, and 
it will not be necessary to make any further appropriations for 
an Indian agent, or for the schools at that agency, because fhe 
section of land which is owned by the tribe as a whole and whith 
has not been allotted will sell for money enough to swell the 
school fund that is already provided for by law so that it will 
educate them for all time tocome. This amendment, therefore, 
does tend to decrease expenditures; and the only way that you 
can ever succeed in reducing the expenditures of the Indian De- 
partment is by gradually cutting off the Indian agencies wher- 
ever it is possible, and decreasing your expenses in that way. I 
might add that youcan also make a saving by removing this 
warehousefarther West. You can save $27,000 or $30,000 in that 
way. 

After this ageney has been out at Chicago a little while, if 
gentlemen can not agree about retaining it there, we will take 
it out to Spokane; and that word means in the Indian language 
“Take everything insight,” and weare trying todoit. [Laugh- 
ter. ‘ 

ene this amendment decrease expenditures? How,I ask the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], under the policy that 
you have sought to inaugurate, are you going to stop appropri- 
ating money for Indian agencies unless you permit the ndians 
to sell their lands where they are valuable and put that mpney 
into a fund to take care of them and educate them—their own 
money, not the people’s money? 












eerie 


1894. 





Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will remember that he got 
an act passed on this subject in the last Congress covering ) 
same ground. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iknow anact was passed by the 
last Congress; but the Indians say in reference to that act, ‘* | 
is none of your business; we will not sell our lands that way; we 
have acquired them by treaty, and we want to dispose of them 
ourselves, and take our own money to p rovide for our own com- 
fort and happiness.”’ They are educated. They own probably 
as valuable ody of land as can be found anywhere in the 
United Stat 

Mr. HOLMAN You provided by that act, I believe , that the 
money should go into the dreamers y, and the Indians should be 
paid the interest on that money. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was that a safe measure’ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think so. I can not go back 
on that. I was constrained by the gentleman from Indiana to 
accept that as the very best I could get. [Laughter.] I wanted 
to gofarther; but the gentleman from Indiana said, ‘‘ Thus fa 
shalt thou go, and no farther.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLI Does not the gentleman from Washington 
know this to be tr wo~thead this Government has been engaged 
for the last fifty years or more in the attempt toeducate the In- 
dians, to make men of them capable of transacting their own 
business; and does he not know further that these people, the 
Puyallups, holding these allotted lands are educated, caps rble - 
transacting their business; and can he tell me why, under the 
policy of this Congress, we find the Government of the United 
States holding on to those men with a stronger grip than it 
would hold on to blanket Indians, uneducated and uncivilized? 
Why will not this Government allow eee’ men to go free? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I can not answer the gentle- 
man, because my time has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will now read the next amendment pending, which 
was - red by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. HULL. At the time the House adjourned on the day 
preceding the adoption of the special rule, we were consider- 
ing anamendment on page 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is still pending. 

Mr. HULL. But for the existence of the rule, that amend- 
meut would have come up the first thing the next morning, 
when the consideration of the bill was resumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is still pending. The 
Chair is taking up the amendments as they come. 

Mr. BURROWS. The points of order are now being disposed 
of, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order were reserved against 
these amendments. At the same time the gentleman from 
Washington offered his amendment to the first paragraph on 
page 44, the gentleman from Indiana offered an amendment on 
behalf of the committee. Both amendments were allowed to 
goover. The Clerk will now report the latter amendment. 

The Cleris read as follows: 

On page 44, after the wor i 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘empl 
thousand;’’ also, in line 7 strike out the words * 


c+ O 


a « 


vies,’’ in line 6, strike out ‘*314,000;’’ and 
’ strike out “two” and insert ‘sixteen 
in all $16,090.’ 





The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHATK™M AN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to page 
48, upon which a point of order was reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 23, page 48, the following: 

** Provided, That paragraph 4 of tion 10 of ‘An act making appropria 
tions for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with Indian tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,’ be, and the same i 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows 

“And the provisions of said agrosmentso amenc 
and carried out on the part of the United States: 
hereby appropriated shall be immediately available, and the remaining sum 
of $8,300,000, or So much thereof as is required to carry out the provisions 
of said agreement as amended and according to this act, to be payable at the 
pleasure of the United States, in one or more payments, after the 4th day « 

farch, 1900, said deferred px 1ents to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent 
per annum, to be paid semi inally, and the amount required for the pay 
ment of interest as aforesaid is hereby appropriated: And provided furthe,, 
That of the money hereby contracted to be paid, a sufficient amount to pay 
the Delawares and Shawnees their prorata share in the proceeds of said Out 
let shall remain in the Treasur 7 of the United States until the status of said 
Delaware and Shawnee Indians shall be determined by the courts of the 
United States before which their suits are now pending; and a sufficient 
amount shall also be retained in the Treasury to pay the freedmen who are 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation i, or their legal heirs and representativ 
Such sums a8 may be determined by the courts of the United States to ‘be 
due them. Nor shé ill anything herein be held to abridge or deny to said 
freedmen any rights to which they may be entitled under existing laws 
or treaties. ‘The acceptance by the Cherokee Nation of Indians of any of 








led shall be fully performed 
Provided, That the mons 




































the money appropriated as herein set forth shall be considered and taken 
and shall operate as a ratification by said Cherokee Nation of Indians of 
Said agreement, as it is hereby proposed to be amended, and as a full and 
compete relinquishment and extinguishment of all their title, claim, and 
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interest sin and to said lands; but such relinquishment and « t 
shall t inure to the benefit of any railroad company, nor vest in il- 
omp any anyright, title, or interest in or to any of saidlands i, 
| t said railroad shall be relieved from any further payme: en- 
sation to sald Cherokee Nation as required by law for running said rad 
across said Cherokee Outlet: Provided further, That he 
time of payment, as above provided for, shall only bec 8 
Cherokee Nation, or its assigns, or on either of then l 
have b en = cepted for the amounts of indebtedn l 
spe ely, and notice in writing of su h acceptar uy filed wit 
retary of ‘the "Department of the Interior. 
The CHAIRMAN. On this amendme t point of was 
reserved. Is the point of order pauaned? 
Mr. WILSON of Washington and Mr UDSON. We insist 
on the poi int of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made against 
this provision, the Chair will hear the gentleman from Alnbama 


on the point if sae wishes to be heard. 

Ir. WHEELER of Alabama. The principle involved in the 
point of aime upon this amendment having been so recently de- 
cided by the Chair, I do not think it would be proper for me to 
consume any portion of the very limited time left for the con- 
sideration of other amendments, particularly as the Chair fully 
considered the question on Thursdav and now has my argument 
before him. 


Mr. BURROWS. Letus havea rulir ne, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Before that, Mr. Chairman, I 
had an understanding with the gentleman from Indiana, the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, thata certain item, 
which had been overlooked, increasing the appropriation from 


| fifteen to twenty thousand dollars, as agreed on by the commit 


| pending amendments are disposed of the Chair wil! 


tee, for the allotment of lands in severalty would be presented. 
‘he CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that after the 
recognize 
the committee for other amendments. 
The Clerk will report the next pending a 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 51, in line 14, strike out the followin vord At S Boniface's 
Industrial Sc he ol.” 


Mr. CANNON oflIilinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recog- 
nized to address the committee on that amendment. 

I desire, first, to send to the desk the following resolution 
which I have prepared and wish to have read, prefacing it with 
the statement before itis read that if I am recoenized, or the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] is recognized, as he gave no- 
tice he would desire to be, at the proper time I shall move to 
recommit this bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs with the 
instructions contained in the resolution which I now ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Pesolved, That the bill (H. R. 6913) ‘making appropriations for current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty 


iendment. 





stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
95, and for other purposes,” be recommitted to the Committee on Indian 
fairs, with instructions to report the same back to the House forthwith, 

amended as follow “Striking out all of the bill relating to Indian schools 

beginning with line 8 on page 50, and all of pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, and 


o8,”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the followin 

“For support of Government Ind fan day and industrial hools and the 
erection and repair of Government schoo! buildings on Indian res vtions 
and at places where the Government has established and is now maintain 























ing Government Indian schox and for each and every purpose necessary 
inthe judgement of the Secret: f the Interior for the establishment and 
proper conduct of such school 250,000: Provided, That pending the estab 
lishmentofsuch schools on Indianre serrations, the ie sretary of the Interior 
may, in his discretion, during the fi year , authorize contracts to be 
| made with established schools n conducted by the Government for the 
ucation and support of Indian p meee and to pay therefor from this ap- 
propriation; and the Secretar f the Interior shall report to the first recu- 
la sion of the Fifty "e j xpend I le 
and authorized by him unde is appl led } Chat 
noth ng herein shall be constr 1ed to prev f indian children, 
at no expense to the United States, to se “l by the Govern 








Mr. HOLMAN. 
that ee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, it is not offered now. 

The CHAIRM AN. It is only read for information. 

Mr. ( CANNON of Illinois. I have given notice of the reason 
why I desired to have the resolution read. I wish now to sub- 
mit a brief explanation in support of it. 

d want to say to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that the cen- 
sus of the United States for 1899 shows the Indian population 
to be 247,408: of the Indians there reside on reservations sit- 
uated in twenty States and Territories, 133,417; of these Indians 
on reservations 31,755 are supported, in whole or part, by the 
Gov rnment. having rations issued to them; while 93,785 on the 
reservations are self-supporting. There are 58,806 Indians off 
the reservations who are taxed or taxable, self-supporting, and 


[ wish to reserve the question of order on 


mostof themare citizensof the United Statesand voters. ‘here 
are, in addition, the five civilized tribes in the Indian Terri- 
population in the world in 


tory, in number 49,392 (the riches 











agricultural lands). Add to these the Six Nations of New York, 
5,309 in number, and you have, total Indians not supported by 


the United States, 212,139, as against 34,785 that are supported 


by the United States. 


The report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, page 7, for | 


1893, gives the enrollment of children at Indian schools for that 
; 5 » one > 
year at 21,138, and the average attendance at 16,333. Of these 


children 11,229 were in Government schools (training, boarding, | 


and day), 160 in local public schools; 4,916 were in contract 
schools, not controlled by the Government, but the tuition and 


subsistence of the children was paid by the Government. | 


Some of these schools were under Protestant control, most of 
them were under Catholic control. Twenty-eight of these 
children were in mission schools, not assisted by the Govern- 
ment. 1] will state further that of these children in contract 


schools 3,430 were in boarding schcols, 1,111 were in boarding | 


schools specially appropriated for, and 342 in contract day 
schools. 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriations by the Government for edu- 
cation of Indian children began in the year 1877, for which year 
the appropriation was $20,000, and the average attendance of 
children in schools was 3,508. These appropriations have in- 
creised every year until now for the year 1893 the appropriation 
by the Government for this purpose was $2,315,612, and the av- 
erage number of children in attendance 16,333. On page 19 of 
the reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a statement of 
the various amounts of public money set apart for various reli- 
gious bodies for Indian education for each of the fiscal years 1887 
to 134, inclusive, from which it appears that $502,635 was so set 
apart for the year 1894. 

Mr. Chairman, from all of which it appears that over two- 
thirds of these children are being educated in schools exclu- 
sively under Government control and less than one-third of 
them, in round numbers 5,000, in contract schools not under con- 
trol of the Government, but substantially under control of the 
various religious bodies, but all at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, having hastily outlined the situation, [ have to say this 
proposition that I have read briefly would do this: For the com- 
ing year it would increase the appropriation for schools over the 
amount recommended by the committee in this bill a quarter 
of a million of dollars, and $100,000 over the estimate; the ob- 
ject being, if it should be adopted, that the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in the exercise of a wise discretion, shall prepare Gov- 
ernment schools on the reservations for the education of these 
children that are being instructed in contract schools. 

Pending the construction of such public schoolhouses, as 
there are nearly 5,000 children in the contract schools, it gives 
the Secretary of the Interior the exercise of a wise discre- 
tion, not to turn them out without any school, but to use the 
appropriation, so far as necessary, to put these children in es- 
tablished schools, giving him plenary power in the premises, 
and heis required toreport his expenditure of this money to the 
first session of the next Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly evident that for fifty years to 
come or more, the public sentiment is such thatas these Indians 
get ready for citizenship the Government will pay for the edu- 
cation of most of them. We have passed beyond the experi- 
mental stage with them. In my judgment the time has come to 
enter vigorously upon the policy that all expenditures of public 
moneys for the education of these, the nation’s wards, shall ba 
in Government schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just one moment more, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

One other remark. The last proviso in the resolution pro- 
vides that any Indian child may be sent to any private or reli- 
gious school, but not at the expense of the Government. This is 
broad and liberal ground, on which we can all stand, and in my 
judgment will meet the approval of theintelligent, liberal mem- 

ers of all churches and of no church. 

That is all I desired to say. [Applause.] 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I will state that I hope the bill will be recommitted for the pur- 

ose of securing the consideration of this proposition; and it is 
in the power of this House, by the adoption of a rule, to consider 
that amendment, which will not unnecessarily cut off debate, as 
that rule adopted yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will have tobe reported back instantly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Not necessarily. There is plenty of time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illizois. The Speaker and the majority of 
this House hive the power, if they will exercise it, to consider 
itat this session. 
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Mr. TRACEY. We do not want it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah; the gentleman from New York 
says he does not want it. Then his ears are dead to my propo- 
sition. ; 

Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. PICKLER. 


At this session. 
Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me 


| for a question? 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


_If I had the time I would. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


| from South Dakota. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. You propose to strike out from page 50 to 
58 inclusive. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,I want to inquire why you strike out 
the Governmentschools? Thereare several purely Government 
schools you strike out. How is that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It provides for every Government 
school in existence. 

Mr. PICKLER. It does not in detail. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While it may notin detail, it does 
in the lump. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have two such schools in my State, the 
Flandrau and Pierre schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
kind. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I want it to provide for them in terms. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, It can be. The gentleman can 
trust, of course, to the general provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not propose to do that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well; then the gentleman 
can vote against it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to support the proposition, and 
it would not hurt your proposition to put these schools in, as we 
have provided for education there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It would be the duty of the Com- 
missioner, if this proposition were adopted, to utilize every 
Government school to its full capacity, and then to go on and 
build other schools on the reservation—day, industrial, and 
board—and to take care of the children in these schools. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all right; but after we have pro- 
vided for certainschools in the bill I want that provision in your 
proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
every one of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are only two or three of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr.Chairman, I desire not to make aspeech, 
but to enter my own indorsement of the motion made, and hope 
the committee will accept the situation and go at once to it. It 
is the proper thing. Almost all the Western men have favored 
it. Because they see the way that the minds of the people are 
inclined, I hope the committee will take this up and will be 
willing to work a little while longer on it. It would make the 
education of the Indian children depend on schools on the reser- 
vations as far as possible. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have already provided in this bill that 
these children can not be taken more than 40 miles from their 
homes without the parent’s consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have made great progress as to the res- 
ervation schools in this bill. This is the most progressive 
measure of the kind we have ever passed by Congress. Wehave 
taken along step in that directign, the gentleman will see. 

Mr. COFFEEN. So far so good. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on tho amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa, which the Clerk will report 
again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Would it be in order to move this 
amendment by way of amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois knows it cer- 
tainly would not. 2 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wasnot sure whether it would ve 
in order under the special order. I know it would not be in or- 
der under the general rules of the House. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 57. 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now turn to page 94, line 
15, 


It provides for schools of that 


Then you would have to mention in detail 








1894. 


Mr. POST. Can I offer an amendment to the next section? 


The CHAIRMAN. Not now. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Dol understand that noamendment can be 
offared to aby part of the bill preceding page 90? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the unfinished business has 
been disposed of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Second. That the lands by said _ agreement ceded tg the United States 
shall, Upon proclamation by the Président, be opéned to agliltment, and 
shall be subject to disposal only ugder the homestead and towWi1i-sité laws of 
the United States (excépt section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, which shall 

Ot apply), excepting the sixteedth and thirty-sixth sections in éach Con- 
Prossldy 1 township, which shall be reserved for Common school purposes 
and bé Minjoct to the laws of the State of South Dakota: Provided, That each 
settler On said lands shall, pefore making final proof and receiving a certifi- 
cate Of entry, pay to thé Unitéd States, for the land so taken by him, in 
addition to the fees provided by law, the sum of $3.75 pér acre, one-half of 
which shall be paid within three years from the date of his original entry; 
put the rights of honorably discharged Uniop soldiers and sailors, as defined 

nd described in sections 2304 and 2305 of. the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, shall not be abridged except as to the sum to — as aforesaid: 
Provided, however, That each settler shall he limited to 80 acres in amount, 
but after the expiration 6f six months from the opening of said lands to 
settlement, may take an additional 89 acres from any of the lands of said 
tract then subject to entry: And provided further, That after three years’ 
actual atid continuous residence ypon said land from date of scttlement, the 
settler shall, upon full payment of $3.75 per acre, receive patent for the tract 
entered: Provided, That settlement shall be made under this act within 
thirty days from date of filing on land. 

And provided further, That sections 16 and 36 of the lands ceded and relin- 
quished by said agreement aré hereby confirmed to the State of Oregon for 
the support of the common schools Of said State under the limitations pre- 
acribed by law; the mineral lands shall be disposed of under the laws ap- 
flicable thereto, and the balance of the lands so ceded shall be disposed of 
until further provided by law under the town-site law and under the pro- 
visions of the homestead law: Provided, however, That each settler under 
ahd in accordance with the provisions of said homestead laws shall, at the 
time of making his original aT: pay the sum of 50 cents per acre in addi- 
tion to the fees now required by law, and at the time of making final proof 
shall pay the further sum of $1 per acre, fihal proof to be made within five 
years from thé date of entry, and three years’ actual residence on the land 
shall be established by such evidence as is now required in homestead proofs 
as a prerequisite to title or patent. 
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The CHAIRMAN. On this the gentleman from Arkansas | 


[Mr. MCRAE] makes the point of order. 
Mr. MCRAE. The point of order applies to what has been 


136 and 137, beginning with the words “‘ the minera 
line 21, page 136, down to and including the word ‘ patent,” in 
line 9, page 137, and also to the lines from 14 to 20, inclusive, on 
age 137. 

: Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman,I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. The gentleman from Arkansas did not make his point 
of order until after the Clerk had proceeded to read the last 
line on page 136, and about six linesbeyond. His point of order, 
2s I understand, applies to all after the words ‘‘ provided, how- 
ever,” on line 25, page 136. 

Mr. MCRAE. N 
at the word “law,” on line 21, page 136. 

Mr. HERMANN. ThenI make the point that the gentleman 
did not make his point of order until after the Clerk had passed 
that point in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the proper time to make the 
point of order, after the paragraph was read. 

Mr.HERMANN, Butthe Clerk had read six lines beyond that 
particular paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order is in time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will repeat what I have 
already said, that these provisions will change the manner of 
disposing of the lands treated for, and are therefore new legis- 
lation. This kind of legislation does not belong on an appro- 
priation bill. Sofaras Il am personally concerned, I wish these 
and all other treaties could be ratified, but when the Committee 
on Indian Affairs undertakes to change the public-land laws 
simply hecause we have ratified an agreement with an Indian 
tribe, [think itexceedsits jurisdiction. These provisions change 
the public-land laws in several particulars. They allow insome 
cases only 80 aéres of land where the general law allows 160 acres, 


The Chair thinks the gentleman’s point 


and in other cases they allow people who have no right to the | 


benefit 6f the homestead law to take the benefit of it. They 
allow persons who. have taken the benefit of the law and who 
have sold thé land tospeculators to enter under thisact. They 
suspend the operation of some of the laws by making them inoper- 
ative here, and in many other important réspects they change 
the public-land laws as to these reservations. 

Now, I maintain that we should ratify these treaties, but that 
these provisions should go out, and instead of them we should, 
if necessary, enact a general provision for the disposal of the 
lands acquired by this act, or that may be acquired hereafter. 

_The CHAIRMAN. 
sions in this section interfere with the laws in relation to pub- 
lic lands now on the statute books. Are those lands, before the 


treaty is confirmed, subject to the laws of the United States? 


The gentleman claims that the provi- | 





0, sir; the point of order applies beginning | 





| 





SI ; cost 75 cents or 80 cents or $1 an acre; an 
read on pages 94 and 95, and to all of the re on pages ; s or $ e; and 


lands,” in | 





6425 


Mr. MCRAE. Certainly not until the treaty is confirmed; but 
these provisions change the methods of disposing of the lands 
that will become a part of the public domain under these agree- 
ments and set up in every reservation a different system of land 
laws, asystem under which, in Oklahoma, in the Outlet, and on 
other reservations, we have had the most outrageous scandals 
and frauds upon the honest settlers that haveever disgraced our 
Government. Now, inthe face of the experience we have had, I 
feel it my duty to make the point and to warn this committee 
that there are in the bill provisions which will allow a repeti- 
tion of those outrages. I will not quietly consent for the land 
laws of this country to be so changed as to make it possible for 
those outrages to berepeated. I wantthese reservations opened, 
but I want them opened in gn orderly way under the existing 
public-land laws, or under gome system adapted to the end in 
view, and [ insist that we ought not to change existing laws in 
this way on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, the different propositions con- 
tained in this bill for disposing of the surplus lands oh the sev- 
eral reservations are numerous, but in each instance they are 
conformed to the circumstances Of the case as nearly as possible. 
I contend that this point of order is not well taken, because the 
lands to which these provisions apply are not now public lands 
of the United States. The Government has no interest in them, 
and it will have no interest in them until it acquires such inter- 
est by the ratification of each of the treaties separately. When 
that is done and the Government acquires these additional lands 
it has a perfect right to prescribe the methods by which they 
shall be disposed of. 

Mr. MCRAE. But are the treaties themselves germane toan 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. LYNCH. Entirely so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Positively so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is t6o late to make 
that point now. 

Mr. LYNCH. The Government obtains these lands at differs 
ent prices in different cases. By some of the treaties the lan 

in one case, that ¢ 
the Yankton Reservation, the Government pays $3.50 an acré, 
so that it would have to sell that land for $3.75 tn order to come 
outeven. These cases, therefore, can not all be provided for by 
any general uniform law. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think they can be. I think I haveanamend- 
ment which will cover the whole matter, and could be adopted, 
I think, at this time. 

Mr. LYNCH. I have read the gentleman’s bjll and I wish it 
could be passed, but itis too importanta matter t6 be considered 
and disposed of in the short time now at our command. If the 
gentleman can pass that bill, it can be so modified as to include 
these cases, because its passage will be subsequenttothis. These 
different methods of disposing of these surplus lands are abso- 
lutely necessary. In regard to the Yankton Reservation the 
committee were of the opinion that as the price of those lands 
was $3.75 an acre, $1.60 an acre would come too high for a poor 
man to buy, and therefore we concluded to reduce the amount 
which one man could enter thereto 80 acres. Each reservation 
was taken up on its own merits, and disposed of on its own merits, 
it being impossible to make any general rule or law applicable 
to all these cases. Icontend that as the Government does not 
own the land now, it hasa perfect right toacquire that land and 
disposé of it upon any terms that it may deem fit, regardless of 
existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let ms suggest to my friend that these con- 
tracts are made in pursuance of law: and this proposition simply 
carries the agreements into effect. 

Mr. LYNCH. Thatis all. The Government finds itself the 
owner of those surplus lands, and must dispose of them. They 
are of no account while they remain in the possession ef the 
Government. It seems to me that it is simply actingin further- 
ance of their acquisition to adopt limitations or restrictions in 
regard to their sale, and to dispose of them as may be deemed 
proper; and this I submit is not a change of existing law. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is new legislation; that is the point. 

Mr. LYNCH. Well, everything is new legislation in one 
sens?. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The purpose is to carry out existing law. 

Mr. LYNCH. Contracts are made according to law. ‘The 
treaty is referred to Congress according to law—— 

Mr. TERRY. Allow me to ask this question: As soon as 
these lands were purchased under this treaty, did they not be- 
come a part of the public domain of the United States? 

Mr. LYNCH. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; they are to be sold at $3.75 an acre—— 

Mr. TERRY. Did not the United States purchase the land? 

Mr. PICKLER. If they were public lands, under the home- 
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have 


} 


stead law the: 
for nothing. 

{Here the hammer fell. |} 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the point of or- 
der made by the gentleman from Arkansas is clearly not well 
taken. We do not by this provision change one word or sylla- 
ble of the public land laws of the United States. I ask the at- 
téntion of the Chair to that proposition. We simply provide in 
this bill how these 168,000 acres of land acquired from the In- 
dians shall be disposed of. It is impossible to dispose of this 
and under the public land laws of the United States. Why? 
Because under those laws every homesteader is allowed to take 
160 acres, and, after five years’ residence thereon, to acquire 
title. Now, in this case that isimpossible. We acquire these 
lands at $3.50 an acre, and djspose of them to settlers at $3.75 
an acre. So that the public land laws of the Unitéd States will 
not and can not govern this case. 

Whétever there is an acre of public land subject to the public 
land laws of the United States we do not interfefe With it or af- 
féct it in any particular. We simply carry out the agreements 
as modjfied by Congress. The poixt made against this proposi- 
tion ig not applicable. We are not attacking the land laws of 
the United States; we are not proposing to vary in any way 
these laws as applicable to any portion of the public domain. 

One other point, Mr. Chairm We are not here by suffer- 
ance. In the Forty-seventh Congress Mr, Kasson, as Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, held squarely upon oo raised 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN}—ahd I may say 
that as a parliamentarian Mr. Kasson has had few superiors in 
this House—that the ratification of a treaty where a commission 
had been appointed, and its action came before Congress for 
ratification, was in pursuance of a ‘‘ public work,” and was there- 
fore proper on an appropriation bill, 

Now, if the ratification of a treaty is proper on an Indian ap- 
propriation bill, then whatever is necessary to carry out such an 
agreement is proper and inorder. We are inevitably forced to 
that conelusion. If the treaty covered by thissection is in order, 
as it is, and would have been ugder this decision even if a point 
of order had been made against it—then whatever is necessary 
to carry out that treaty must necessarily be in order. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my other proposition is,.too clear for ar- 
gument. We do not interfere with the public land laws of the 
United States. We propose to take the ohly course possible to 
dispose of these lands; and the ss affects no land but 
that which has been acquired under the conditions I have stated. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as this point of 
order applies to the provision pertaining to the allotment of 
lands to Indians in my State, the point is in some respects dif- 
ferent from that whieh relates to the Dakota reservation. 

Now, in the first place, J ask the consideration of the Chair 
to this fact—these are not public lands of the United States. 
They are lands belonging to the Indian reservations and to cor- 
tain bands of Indians. They do not become lands of the United 
States at all until after the ratification of the treaty made with 
the Indians. Then and only then do they become subject toour 
land laws. 

Now, as to the point made by the gentleman that this is new 
legislation, I désire to make the distinct proposition that this is 
in accordance with existing law, and that therefore it is pursu- 
ant to regulations already provided and strictly in accordance 
with such regulations. In order to convince the Chair of that 
fact I ask his kind attention to the act approved February 8, 
1887, the law providing for the allotment of lands in severalty 
among the Indian tribes, in which will be found this provision: 

All lands adapted to agriculture, with or without irrigation, s0 sold or re- 
leased to the Upited States by any Indian t . sh be beld by the Upitca 
States for the abie plirposé of eet ho to ay be poh erg, snd she] 
d bons fide se 


sposec © United Staté 
tracts not exceeding 160 acres to any one POWER, on bach terms ae Ookarees 
shall prescribe. 

In reference to this proviso as to the Oregon Indians there 
is no minimum fixed for the sale of the lands. The maxi- 
mum limit prescribed by be homestead law 18 followed, 160 
acres; but as to payments, terms - conditions, they are pre- 
scribed in this particular bill, and t 14t authority isgiven by the 
general act of Congress providing for the allotment of lads in 
severalty tothe Indians. So, Mr. Chdirman, all of the precedénts 
are in line with existing Jaw aid not in geptravennoe of it, and 
it occurs to me that the point of order the gentleman makes is 
not tenable. 

Now, to show again the effect of it, it is provided here that 
$142,000 shall be paid to thése Indians for a large body Of land; 
that $42,000 shall coing by way of appro riation; that310,0Q0shall 
be appropriated by thé bill, and $32,000 shall come from thesale 
of the lands; that in order to economize, th hall pay 
— an acre for the homestead land, and that 1 have 

ve 160 acres of land ahd shall be required to 


y woul to be granted to homestend settlers 


sidé On them 
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| 
sosneetlat to the provisions of the homestead laws of the United 
| States. 

he Chair will perceive, therefore, that there is nothing here 

in contravention Of the existing law. It is pursuantto thé well: 

known provisions of law regulating the homestead lands of the 

United States and isin strict accordance with the language of 

the provision of tho general law which I have read, which pro- 

vides that Congress may regulate the terms and conditions on 
| which the land may be sold to the sottlers after the lands ate 

segregated from the rest of the Indian lands and become excess 
lands and subject to disposal by the Government. 

But the first fact that I desire to impress upon the Chair is 
that they are not public lands of the United States; they are not 
governed by any of the public land laws until they become seg- 
regated from the Indian lands and become in fact a part of our 
public domain. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I think the point of order sub- 
mitted by my colleague,{Mr. MCRakg, is very well taken. [t 
seems to me, sir, very clear that}the provisions contained in the 
bill are not germane to the treaty proposed to be ratified. A 
modification or achange to be germane toa contract or an agree- 
ment is one that in some way or othor naturally affects the rights 
of both parties to the contract. 

Now, the question as to how the United States shall dispose 
of these lends after she has acquired them is a matter with 
which the Indians have no contern whatever, and therefore it 
shows very plainly that it is not germane to a question of con- 
tract. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
As to the Indians not being concerned in the transaction, it is 
just the reverse. They can not obtain payment, according to 
the treaty, unless the funds are derived according to the provi- 
sions objected to by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. That is not in the treaty. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes it is. 

Mr. TERRY. You are putting it in here. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a modification. 

Mr. TERRY. Of course, but the terms of the treaty provide 
that Congress should ratify or confirm the treaty terms and con- 
ditions, not as to how the lands should he disposed of, but how 
they should be purchased. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the point of order against my bill, it is 
provided in section 8 that very thing. 

But another question, if the gentleman will permitme. Dogs 
not the gentleman know that there has never Glen a treaty rat- 
ified by Congress in all these years, but the bil] for the disposi- 
tion of the land followed directly the treaty? It is universal. 

Mr. TERRY. That may be, but it has nothing to do with the 
point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this bill was prepared by the Indian 
Buredu in accordance with the precedent. Itis their bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Very well; I have endeavored to answer the 
gentleman’s question. 

Now, asI say, the original act provided for acommission which 
was sent to negotiate the purchase of this land. 

They have submitted a treaty, which has been signed by these 
Indians. If we wish to modify the terms of that treaty a& to 
paying more or less for the land, or as to when the payment shall 
be made, etc., that is all germane; but to bring forward legjsla- 
tion as to what the United States shall do with the lands after 
they have purchased them is not germane to the proposition 
of purchasing them. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman indulge me again— 
and this is a very vital point? “I ask the gentleman what is his 
construction of the provisién of law which I have Just quoted? 

Mr. T ae I did not have my attention called to that. 

Mr. H ANN. That the specific get of Congress provid- 
ing for the allotment of lands to the Indians, provided that as 
to the excess lands they shall be disposed of to ag}iigl settlers 
under the homestead act, “under suchtermsand cofditions as 
Charen shall pregeribe.” 

Now Congress is proposing to prescribe that under the gen- 
eral provision of the law these lands may be occupied by actual 
yattlers, but one of the conditions shall be that they shall pay 

50 per acre at the time of h + prool. Now, I ask the gentle- 
man if that is not in accordaheé With existing Jaw? : 

Mr. TERRY. Not now recalling the particular section to 
wach the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] refers, I 
Mia leave the answer on that matter to my colleague {[Mr, 

CRAB], who has just been examining it, and I now yield the 
floor to him 

Mr. MORAE. The section of the law regd by the gentleman 
from Oregon, instead of being an authority for him, is to my 
mind very conelusive against him. That lawcontemplates that 
when we accuire lands we shall dispose of them, as I am insist- 








1894. 
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should, under the public land laws. The gentleman 
which requires that they shall be disposed of 
he contends for a proposition 
ll the life and vitality out of it. 


ing we 
points to this law, 
under the homestead law, and yet 
in this bill which literally takes a 
That is what [ complain of. 

Mr. HERMANN. My answer to the gentleman is this, Mr. 
Chairmat { ion to be placed upon 





that if that were the construct 
this provision, then it would be necessary simply to say tha 

they shall be acquired under the conditions imposed by the 
homestead act, but we go further, according to the language of 
the allotment act, and we are standing upon the allotment act 

which provides for such terms and conditions as may be pre 

scribed by Congresss. Why insertthose words if the lands wer 

to be disposed of under the homestead act? 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman forgets that this is a point o 
order, and the question is, at what time and upon what bill shall 
Congress make or prescribe these conditions? The point make 
is that it can not be done upon an appropriation bill. Now this 
is a very plain proposition, that does not, as my colleague has 
correctly and clearly stated, have any reference totheconfirma 
tion of the treaty; but it isa proposition to change the land 
laws, so far as these lands are concerned, giving men the benefit 
of the law who are not entitled to it, changing the time of resi- 
dence from five to three years and depriving settlers of the 
right of commutation. Almost every important provision of 
the homestead law is changed. Men who have had the benefit 
of it can take it again under this bill, and gentlemen will find 
that if these provisions are adopted the land jumpers and 
‘¢sooners” will take every valuable piece of land that you open 
to settlement by it. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
just as well? 

Mr. MCRAE. Qh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill. restores the right to those who have 
lost it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I only rise to correct a mis- 
take in the statement of my friend from Arkansas {[Mr. MCRAE]. 
There is no such change here as from five years to three. The 
act of the 3d of March, 1891, provided a period of fourteen 
months, and this makes ita period of three years. That is the 
only difference. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it to prevent fraud? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
was of the opinion yesterday that perhaps the point of order was 
well taken, but he has given the matter very careful considera- 
tion last night and this morning, and the Chair wishes to direc! 
the attention of the gentleman from Arkansas to the fact that 
the question whether or not a point of order would lie against 
a treaty in an appropriation bill does not now come up for con- 
sideration. It is too late to raise that point, and that has noth- 
ing whatever to do with the question before the House. Now, 
it is conceded by the gentleman from Arkansas that these lands 
are not public lands of the United States, and are not governed 
by the laws now on the statute books in relation to the public 
lands of the United States. 

In addition to that the Chair finds, upon looking atthe mat 
ter, thatit is the universal custom, in considering these treaties, 
to modify and change them just as now being done in the pres- 
ent bill, and that is not only true of Indian treaties, as the Chair 
understands, but itis also true of other treaties. In fact, the 
Chair is informed that when the treaty between France and the 
United States was made, by which the United States acquired 
the great territory of Louisiana, after that treaty had been made 
by the high contracting parties, the great Napoleon twice modi- 
fied the treaty, and the Senate of the Unitea States once modi- 
fied it, before it finally became a law. It seems to the Chair 
therefore, that in view of the custom which has existed from 
time immemorial in this country that the point of order is not 
well taken, and the Chair so rules. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [I rise to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to be perfectly fair, 
and he will first recognize the chairman of the committee to 
offer any amendment. This ruling cleans up the four points of 
order which were pending against the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, since the preparation of this 
bill—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand the Chair’s decision goes to all of 
these, the whole of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order 
against each is good on the same ground. 

Mr. MCRAE. That any kind of land legislation as to these 
lands will be germane. Is that the ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds. 





Oh, no. 
Will they not take it under the homestead law 





The Chair 
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Mr. McRAE,. Then,I wanted to move an 
That is the reason I asked the question 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman, I submit the follow 

nt in behalf of the committee. 





[he Clerk read as follows: 
n line 8, after the word Muscogee insert the 
1a 
And also provided that the Pueblo, Jacarilla Agency, in New ) ) 
‘ bolis i and consolidated with ithern Ute Age ( 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
M L offer the following amendme 


HOLMAN. 
l ‘ead as follows: 
On page 53, line 18, after 


? 


the word “thousand” inser LLCy mak 


The CHAIRMAN 
eed to. 

here was no objection, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the understanding was yest 

iched that all the duplicate matter shall be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not read, and 


it is to be omitted. 
*‘ HOLMAN. Now, I offer the following amendment. 


Without objection this amendment wi 


\ 
The Clerk read as follows: 

rike out all on page 77 after the word “ seal,’’in line 12, and insert th 

words ‘‘and others;’’ and strike out all of pages 78,79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87 


88, 89, 90, 91, and all of page 92 down to and including line 22 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisstrikes out the signatures and names. 
If there is no objection, this amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say before the Chai: 
announces the result, that it has not been thought necessary of 
late years to insert the names of the Indians who sign th 
tracts, as was done in former years, for the reason thatthe orig 
inal agreement is on file in the Interior Department and ther 
is no necessity for anything more than to refer to the law. 

The names are left in, however, so that if any question should 
arise in the House there would be an easy reference to the num- 
ber of persons who signed the agreement. I now submit, with 
the same object in view, the following amendment. 

There was no objection. and the amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all on page 101, after the word “seal,” in line 16, and insert the 
words *“‘and others,’ and strike out all of pages 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108 
109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, and all of page 116 down to and including line 1 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will be agreed to, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [also offer the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

trike out all of page 120, after the word al, 
words : —-* eet ” and strike out all of pages 1: 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment 
will also be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TIalso offer the following 


> con 


’ in line 21, and insert the 
21, 123, and lines 1, 2,3, and 


se 


: . 5° 
The Clerk read as follows: 
St » out all of page 131, after line 17, and insert the words “and others 
n rike out all of pages 132, 133,134, and 135 down to and including line 11 
The CHAIRMAN. if there be no objection this amendment 


will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have another amend 
which Thave left on the table 


ment, 


in the room of the committee 


on 

Indian Affairs, but I will ask leave, if I find the amendment, to 
submit it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want toask the gentleman 

from Indiana if he has offered the amendment in accordance 


il 
with the agreement of the committee, on page 46 of this bill, 
relative to the allotment of land, that the appropriation was to 
be increased from $15,000 to $20,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has not of- 
fered any amendment to page 46. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to call the atte 
f the chairman of the committee to the fact that this an 
ment was agreed upon by the whole committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the amount in the appropriation— 
h ine is that? 
Mr. WILSON of 
is my recollection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount appropriated is 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. lI ifteen thousand dollars. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Fifteen thousand dollars. 


ition 
Lends 






| 


Washington. Page 46, allotting lands. In 





oy 17 
INC ii, 





Mr. WILSON of Washington. We agreed to increase that 
amount to $20,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With reference to one of these it the 
money is to be expended by direction of the President. This 


item provides for the expenditure under the athorit 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The Commit 


y of the 
mn Indian Af- 
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fairsdirected me to move an amendment increasing the amount | 


from $15,000 to $20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
strike out the word ‘fifteen ”’ and 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to withdraw the 
amendment, fixing the salary of the superintendent of schools at 
$2,500, which was adopted. That provision is already in the bill, 
so of course there is no necessity for duplicating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw this amendment? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 7 to 14, inclusive, and insert the following: 

“For support and education of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at 
Mount Pleasant, Mich., at $150 per annum each, $22,500; for om of superin- 
tendent, $1,500 per annum; general repairs, $1,000; construction of laundry, 
#500; construction of storage building, $2,000; in all, 827,500,”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment for the committee. 

The amendment was read, as foliows: 

Strike out the word “ six ” in line 16, on page5s, and insert the word “ ten.”’ 
Also insert ‘‘ten ’ after the word “‘ thousan1”’ in line 17, page 58. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “dollars ’*’in line 16, page 59, the fol- 
lowing 

* Provided, That the sum of $9,590 shall be subtracted from the amount to 
be paid to the Chickasaw tribe of Indians on account of the interest herein 

yrovidei for, an 1 the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the said sum of 

9,50) to W. B. Munson, of Dentson, Tex.”’ 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I have discussed this amend- 
ment with the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and most of the members of it, and every one of them to whom 
I have explained it have agreed that it isa proper one. It is 
intended to reimburse Mr. Munson for money which was ad- 
vanced for the Chickasaw Indians, and for which he had the 
acceptances of the auditor of that tribe. This money was used 
for an Indian school at Lebanon, in the Indian Territorv. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After “land,”’ page 95, line 19, add: 

“That the right of commutation is extended to all bona fide settlers on 
the lands in Ok!ahoma Territory opened to settlement under the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations for current 
und contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894"’ approved March 3, 1893, and the 
President's proclamation in pursuance thereof, after fourteen months from 
date of settlement and upon payment for the lands as provided in said act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 7, page 51, insert the following: 

* Provided, That so much of the appropriations made in this bill for the 
payment of agents as shall not be required for that purpose is hereby made 
available for educational purposes, to be added to the $1,000,070 already ap- 
propriated, and used for the same purposes if required.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on that fora 
moment. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to the fact 
that there is already a provision in the bill which authorizes the 
use of surplus appropriations to the amount of $25,000. The truth 
is that this will amount to about $40,000. My friend will bear in 
mind that twenty-three military men are acting as agents, and 
of course appropriations are made for those agencies, all of 
them, and I should think the salaries of all the twenty-three 
would be in the neighborhood of $45,000. That would make the 
whole amount about seventy or seventy-five thousand dollars. 
However, I will not press the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 19, page 51, insert the following: 

‘*For support of Indian school at Fort Shaw, Mont., as follows: 

‘For support of 230 Indian pupils, at 8167 per annum each, at said school, 
$88,000; for pay of superintendent, $1,500; for repairs of buildings, 83,000; for 
fences, farm implements, seed, etc., $1,000; for irrigation ditches, laterals, 
etc., $3,000; in all, $46,509." 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is no new legislation. 
1 hold in my hand a letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, inclosing a letter from the Secretary of the Interior 
and a letter from the Indian Commissioner, recommending this 


The gentleman from Indiana moves to 
insert ‘‘ twenty.” 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


I offer the amendment 


I make the point of order on that amend- 


| last year there were 171 pupils in this school. 
; ment school; a reservation school. 
tendance of 136 last year, and during the present year there are 


Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee | 
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appropriation, only that they recommend $62,250 instead of 
$46,500, as is proposed to be appropriated by my amendment. 
Now, I want to say here that from the records if appears that 
L It is a Govern- 
There was an average at- 


231 Indian pupils enrolled and 216 as an average attendance, 
And I do not know upon wiat principle this has been omitted 
from the bill. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
Mr. HARTMAN. It was. 
Mr. CURTiS of Kansas. And no provision is made for the 
matter in this bill? 
Mr. HARTMAN. 


Was this provided for last year? 


No provision is made this year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no estimate for this. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Why, the chairman of the committee | Mr. 
HOLMAN] is entirely wrong. I hold the estimate in my hand, 

Mr.HOLMAN. From the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. HARTMAN. From the Secretary of the Interior-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not get our estimates from him, 

Mr. HARTMAN. And also from the Indian Commis- 
sioner—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
either. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Anda letter from the acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does Mr. Curtis say. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Here is his letter: and with the permission 
of the gentleman I will read it: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 31, 1894. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of 
Congress, an estimate of appropriation submitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior on the 29th instant, for the support of the Indian school at Fort 
Shaw, Mont., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, $62,250, this school be- 


ing now maintained out of the general school appropriation. 
Respectfully, yours, 


We do not get our estimates from him, 


W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ah, that comes out of the $1,070,000. 
is why it is omitted here. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this question: How happens it that other Government schools 
are specifically provided for and this is not? 

Mr. LYNCH. This was anew school just started a yeur ago, 
and was not carried in the appropriations. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then I presume I have the assurance ol 
the chairman of the committee that this school will be taken 
care of out of that general fund? 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say without hesitation that out of the 
general fund this school has been kept up till the present time, 
a period of two years; and,so far as [ am concerned, [ shall in- 
sist that the necessary money for this school shall be takenfrom 
the $1,070,000, 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no danger about that matter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What sum will be allowed for this school? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatever is necessary—based on the aver- 
age attendance. 

Mr. MCRAE. I now move to amend by inserting on page 59 
of the bill the provision which I send to the desk, as a new par- 
agraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior, or 
any three persons they may jointly select or cause to be selected on behalf 
of the United States, are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compro- 
mise, adjust, and finally settle with tae governor of the Stateof Arkansas, 
or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of that 
State to act in its behalf, upon such terms and conditions as to them may 
seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress, as hereinafter 
provided, all or any of the differences between the Government and the said 
State growing out of and arising from the issue of certain bonds by the said 
State which are now owned intheir own right or held in trust by the United 
States; the 5 per cent fund which accrued to the said State under the act 
approved June 23, 1836; the unpaid co of the distribution fund which 
accrued to the said State under the act es pape September 4, 1841; the 
swamp and overfiowed lands in place granted by the act approved Septem- 
ber 28, 1850, and not heretofore approved to the State; the land and money 
indemnity due the said State under the acts approved March 2, 1885, and 
March 3, 1857, and all other claims and demands of whatever kind or nature, 
and any compromise or settlement they may make with the said State shall 
be fully reported back to Congress, giving the basis thereof, for its further 
action, said compromise not to be effectual and final until approved by Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, while I am in complete sym- 
pathy with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] in re- 
gard to the adjustment of these mutual accounts between Ar- 
kansas and the United States, and while they certainly ought 
to be adjusted, this subject has never been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; and I feel that I should be doing 
injustice to my colleagues on that committee if I consented that 
so important a provision should go into this bill without any 
opportunity for its consideration by the committee. I thall, 
therefore, have to insist on the point of order. 


That 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on the point 
of order. This matter, to which I move this as amendment, in- 
volves, as was stated yesterday, the bonds, the interest upon 
which is provided for. I claim that thisamendment is germane 
to that section, and I insist that under the last clause of the sec- 
ond paragraph of Rule XXI, inasmuch as this is a proposition 
coming with a favorable report from a committee having juris- 
diction of the subject-matter, it is admissible. Let me read the 
clause of the rule to which I refer: 

That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the 
committee or any joint commission authorized by law or the House mem- 
bers of any such commission having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of 
such amendment 

The Public Lands Committee in this case— 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall 
retrench expenditures. 

Now, Mr. Chiirman, the bill which is embodied in this amend- 
ment has been considered and reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands, and substantially approved by two Departments. 
It does occur to me that when we have so reasonable and just a 
proposition as this, which must come back to Congress before any 
settlement is approved relating to a matter for which Congress 
is now called upon to make an appropriation which may be saved 
in future by this provision, it does seem to me the gentleman 
from Indiana, who has so often given me the assurance that he 
would like to see this provision enacted into law, should now 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman, my friend from Arkansas does 
not, of course, pretend that this provision retrenches expendi- 
tures; that is the frailty of the proposition—it does not retrench. 
My friend must see that I should be doing great injustice to the 
committee of which I am the chairman, if [ consented to so im- 
portant a proposition as this, without the committee having an 
opportunity to consider the subject. I repeat, I am in full sym- 
pathy with the gentleman on this question, and always have 
been. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, in line 3, page 138, by striking out the word ‘‘ Chicago” and insert- 
ing ‘‘St. Louis.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. This contest, Mr. Chairman, of our great 
cities for the Indian warehouse may not be as lofty as was that 
of the seven cities of ancient Greece for the honor of being the 
birthplace of Homer. In accordance with the spirit of the 
times, it is waged for things material. Yet there are involved 
in this controversy not merely questions of pecuniary gain, but 
also paramount considerations of fairness and justice. 

If a father of a family be good and just, he will distribute the 
good things at his disposal equally and impartially among the 
members of his family. But to us, to St. Louis, ‘‘ Uncle Sam ” 
has not been a good and just parent, but rather a stepfather. 
While all her sisters were constantly receiving presents of some 
kind or other, St. Louis’s invariable lot was to goempty-handed. 

However gigantic the national pie, there never was a erumb 
left for St. Louis, and we are thus unlucky under Democratic as 
wellas Republican Administrations, because, let me tell youcon- 
fidentially, both parties deem Missouri too safely Democratic to 
require looking after. Consequently, when we ask for the pro- 
tection of our farms against the annual floods, we are told that 
no money could be spent for this purpose; when I ask for the 
building of aroad tc our military reservation, Jefferson Barracks, 
in order to enable the farmers of St. Louis County to haul a 

Y 


—— ae 


plies there; when I ask that that reservation, which is now on 

a recruiting station, be turned into a regular military post; 
when we prove by facts and figures that our postal facilities need 
extension onaccount of the natural growth of our city, the stereo- 


type answer of Congress and the Executive Departments to all | 


these questions is, ‘‘ No money.” 

Even our pension claims are disregarded, neglected, and ig- 
nored, or how will you account for the astounding fact that I 
now have over seven hundred unadjudicated pension claims on 
my files? Claims, too, of men who deserve to be remembered 
above all others, because they were the first to take up arms in 
defense of the nation,and were the ones who, by capturing Camp 
Jackson, did so much to save Missouri to the Union. 

My people have patiently stood this sortof treatment for more 
than a quarter of a century, but the time has come when pa- 
tience ceases to be avirtuewith them. They begin to ask them- 
selves, ifsuch are the results of Missouri always going Demo- 
cratic, whether it would not be wise, whether it would not be a 

ood investment for them to for once hand the State over tothe 

Republicans and to forever thereafter keep Missouri in the col- 
= of the doubtful sisters, so as to bea “ looked after” in the 
uture, 


And let me say right here, that if the proposition of the com- 
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mittee to transfer the Indian supply bureau from New York to 


Chicago is made with a view to offering a present to Illinois in 
order to keep that State inthe Democratic phalanx, the same 
argument, motive,and consideration holds good with respect to 
Missouri, in fact more so, because Missouri now is a doubtful 
State, while Illinois, as recent elections show, is again as safely 
Republican as is Pennsylvania. 

Lsincerely trust, however, that political motives are not ac- 
tuating the committee in a matter that presents a plain business 
proposition and nothing else. The only question is, can the 
Government buy the $3,000,000 worth of supplies that are an- 
nually furnished the Indians as cheaply in St. Louis as in New 
York or Chicago? 

[ unhesitatingly answer this question in the affirmative, and 
this being the case, I claim that the metropolis of the Missis- 
sippi Valley ought to have a chance foronce. Asa base of sup- 
plies for the Indians it is more favorably located than either 
New York or Chicago, because it is equally near to the South- 
western and the Northwestern Indians. It isthe principal mar- 
ket of the staples of the South, and not only of those, but it is 
also one of the greatest flour, vegetable, and cattle markets, and 
the greatest tobaccoand mule marketin the country. And when 
you ask about the character of St. Louis business enterprises, 
we bluntly say to all the world, *‘ Matchit, if youcan, the proud 
solidity of our commercial houses, the honor and integrity of 
our merchants.” 

Perhaps many of my Southern friends will not admit the 
adaptability of the allegory when I say that Uncle Sam was, in- 
stead of a kind pirent, a stepfather to us—because their polit- 
ical theories preclude that admirable gentleman from being 
either an uncle or a father—but I know they will bear out my 
assertion that of all larger cities of the country, there is none 
more closely related to the South, in a commercial sense, than 
is St. Louis. The fatherof waters has connected us and tied us 
together for all time tocome. Weare selling your products, 
and we now merely ask you to help us get Uncle Sam as a cus- 
tomer for them. Will you do it? 

Politically speaking, Mr. Chairman, St. Louis knows no East 
or West, Northor South. She is the heart of the continent, in 
which sectionalism has no place, and which beats alike for all 
sections and all the people of our commoncountry. This is a 
time, Mr. Chairman, when we should carefully avoid emphasiz- 
ing questions and framing laws which have a tendency to sepa- 
rate us. We should rather seek points that unite us, and strive 
to discover common ground upon which North and South, East 
and West can stand. Therefore do not incite the envy of the 
West and South by unduly favoring New York, and do not go 
out of your way to confer new national favors upon a city which 
has but recently been the recipient of the grandest boon in the 
giftof thenation. The wholecountry has ungrudgingly contrib- 
uted to make the World's Fair the grand success it was; now 
let Chicago do the graceful thing and step aside for her Missouri 
sister. 

In harmony with this suggestion two Representatives of Chi- 
cago have indeed declared upon this floor that it was really im- 
material to them whether they would get the Indian Supply 
Bureau or not. Tous, Mr. Chairman, it is not immaterial: we 
want it, we need it, and we think we are entitled to it; and since 
there ought to be a branch bureau somewhere in the West, Lap- 
peal to the House in the interest of economy, fairness, and good 
Government, to locate it at St. Louis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri as withdrawn, as this provision 
has been eliminated from the bill. 

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. CRAWFORD], who, on yesterday, was granted leave to 
offer an amendment on page 48. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on page 48, in line 23, after the word “available,’’ the following 

** Provided, however, That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the I 
States court in the Territory to hear, try, and determine claims for Cher 
kee citizenship in ali cases where the claimant can show a prima facie right to 
citizenship by reason of being a Cherokee within the meaning of treaties and 














laws guaranteeing his rights assuch; andshallinallea 1ave theright of ap- 
peal to said court from the decision or judgment of any commission, court, 
or tribunal of the Cherokee Nation, and pending such appeal neither he nor 


his family shall be disturbed in their possessions until the suit is ter- 
minated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will have to reserve the point of order on 
the amendment, and hope the gentleman from North Carolina 
will be heard. 
| Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment 
with the view of taking the jurisdiction or authority out of the 
counci] of the Indian Territory and giving it toa court of the 
United States which is now located in that Territory. 

Everybody knows, who has given any attention at all to the 
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question, that the council of the Cherokee Nation has, contrary 
to any authority, in my judgment, ever conferred upon it, taken 
jurisdiction of all questions affecting the right of citizenship in 
that Territory. 

Now, we have a large number of the old Cherokee tribe in my 
district in North Carolina; but under the usurpations of the 
Cherokee council they assume the right to reject any Cherokee 
from my district, if they so desire, and put him off without the 
provi sion of law as an intruder. I maintain, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Cherokee couneil has no jurisdiction whatever, either 
of the person or the property, of so-called intruders into that 
Territory, and that they can not determine the question so as to 
le y put them out by the court or by any departmental rul- 
ing. and I think it perfectly fair that some provision should be 
made by which those who have certain rights under the treaties 
with the United States, could have them determined by an im- 
partinl court. It has been recently decided by the United States 
court in the Territory, Judge Stuart presiding, when the ques- 
tion was brought before himonan appeal, that he had no jurisdic- 
tion whatever in the case where Cherokees alone were involved 
so as to determine the question of citizenship. 

Vr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman what 
there is in the report thatthe nation frequently refuses to give 
those who claim to be citizens an opportunity for a hearing? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It amounts to this, that the council 
claims absolute power over the matter, without any right ofap- 
peal on the part of the defendant. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is, that they refuse to grant 
such hearing? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. They refuse to put them on the roll of 
citizenship and they are not recognized unless they are en- 
rolled. In this case to which I have referred, that went to the 
United States. court over which Judge Stuart. presided, it was 
clearly established that the applicant for citizenship, who had 
been declared an intruder, was a Cherokee, and it was so held 
by the court; but when the question was decided in favor of the 
so-called intruder as to his being a Cherokee hecould not take 
further jurisdiction of the matter, and it was consequently dis- 
missed. 

The only thing that the Cherokee chief has to do now is sim- 
ply to designate any man in the Territory noton the rolls as an 
intruder, and the commission of appraisers go on and appraise 
the value of the property, and that is all that has to be done be- 
fore the Department can proeeed to remove him as an intruder. 
Now, | maintain that the Cherokees of North Carolina, or any- 
where else, have a perfeet right to go there under the treaties, 
and there is noauthority in any council, orin any court, or in any 
Department, to exclude them upon any proposition made by the 
nation or by the council, for the treaties are the supreme law. 

[say thatthe court which you have recently established should 
have jurisdiction of the matter. Howcan the Departmentknow 
anything about intruders there, simply when the appraisement 
has been made and referred to the Secretary of the Interior? 
No other facts are submitted in support of it. You must have 
some kind of a court with jurisdiction to determine the question 
involved, before the Department can act intelligently and fairly. 
The Secretary can not go into the matter, but must act on the 
report of the appraisers, and this appropriation is for the pur- 
pose of executing their decree. 

I ask, then, Mr. Chairman, that the court be given jurisdiction 
to determine the question of the right of these Cherokees under 
the treaty. Thatisall the amendment proposes. It does not 
prevent the Cherokees from ejecting intruders, but it permits 
the Cherokees who are entitled to citizenship to have the privi- 
lege of having that right determined by some proper tribunal 
without having a judge sitting in his own case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope I will have a few minutes more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill yield two minutes of my time to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now,I think the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] ought to withdraw the point of order and let the 
(ederal court. in the Territory determine whether or not they 
have these rights, whether or not they are entitled to these 
rights underthe treaties which have been made, which question 
has not been determined. The case of the Eastern Cherokees 
vs. The United States and the Western Cherokees does not de- 
, termine the question of the right of the council to determine 

who shall be citizens, but it only goes to the question of tribal 
relations with the Western Cherokees; and [ say right here that 
they have usurped the right of the United States, and that the 
pewer ought to be assumed by the Federal court, as proposed by 
this amendment, to decide this question. 

I will ask the chairman of the committee to withdraw the 
point of order and let the court determine the question without 
prejudice. What objection can be made against the United 
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States court determining the rights of citizenship? They have 
been refused when it has been found that they were Cherokees 
and had those rights under thetreaties. The court determined 
that question in favor of the defendant, holding that the pro- 
ceedings by the council were illegal, and yet it could not take 
jurisdiction simply for the reason the suit was between two 
Cherokees. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,I wish to say just a wora 
More than one treaty expressly confers upon the Cherokee No. 
tion the power to determine who its citizens are, and it is no use 
to adopt my friend’s proposition. We have no right to violate 
those treaties, and I trust we never shall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follo 

In line 23, page 53, strike out the word “‘five”’’ and insert the word “eight.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the effect of that amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. It is to retain the present 
salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The effect of it is to pay 
the superintendent of schools $1,800 instead of $1,500 per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must raise the point of order on that. 
There is no law fixing the salary at $J ,800. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is the existing law. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair holds that an appropriation 
bill is alaw within the meaning of Rule XXI, of course the Chair 
must overrule the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to overrule the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from North Dakota |Mr. JOHNSON]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 46, noes 75. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after line 4, page 58, the following: 

‘*Forthe purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshone and Arap- 
ahoe [Indians for the relinquishment of certain portiofis of their reserva- 
tion in the State of Wyoming to the United States, under charge of a com- 
missioner to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, there shall be 
appropriated the sum of $2,000, to become immediately available: Provided, 
That the pay of said commissioner shall not exceed $6 per.day and neces- 
sary traveling expenses: And previded further, That any agreement en- 
sek: Sas for said lands shall be ratified by Congress before it becomes 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that that amendment be again re- 
-. There is so much confusion that it was impossible to 

rear it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Although that subject has not been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, I am not inclined to 
press the point of order, if my friend will consent to strike out 
the provision for a commissioner, and authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to have these negotiations carried on by one of 
the Indian inspectors. If-that change is made, and the appro- 
priation of $2,000 is stricken out, I shall not object. 

Mr. COFFEEN. That neutralizes everything and renders it 
valueless. 

At the request of the committee we cut down the provision 
from $3,500 to $2,000, and cut down the three commissioners to 
one, and then the committee agreed toit. It only went out the 
other day upon the objection of the gentleman from Georgia, 
who has now withdrawn his objection, so that it can be passed 
upon as it was agreed upon. I donot see why that should not 
be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There isno necessity for the expenditure of 
this $2,000. There are so many of these commissioners and In- 
dian inspectors, and so many officers employed all the time, that 
this bill is terribly top-heavy. It is almost as much a bill for 

tronage as itis a bill providing for the Indians. ; 

Mr. COOMBS. Isitnot necessary that there should be in- 
spectors or commissioners employed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not employ inspectors, Indian inspect 
ors, or special agents? 


[ trust that the amendment will not be agreed 
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Mr. COOMBS. Iknowyou say that the bill is top-heavy; but 
it is necessary to have either inspectors or commissioners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Indian inspector is notan Indian. He 
isa white sh :1; and there is really nothing much for these in- 
spector 4 to do. 

“Mr. CGOPPEEN. I ask to ba heard a moment on this. 

Mp WwW ILSON of Washington. I want the attention of my 
friend from Wyonzing. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


[desire to offer an amendment. 
There is one amendment pending. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to obtain the atton- | 





| Secrets 


tion of the gentleman from Wyoming. [am exceedingly anx- 
ious that he shall have some one appointed to make this treaty, 
and [| suggest that he take the same method and the same plan 
as hus been oe by the chairman, which I took in the | 
Fifty-second Congress i have had two treaties ratified, and 
they have been better made and the Indians have been better 
pleased by having the Secretary of the Interior send one of the | 
five inspectors to negotiate the treaty than any other treaties | 


we have had made in my country. 
of the Indians and the interest of the gentleman from Wyoming 
that he accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. 
He will bs much better provided for, and his tre aty will be rat- 


ified much quicker, by having one of the inspectors authorized 
te male the toe aty. 
ir. COFFEEN. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that any discussion 


should be necessary. We have done all the work that could be 
done to get the committee harmonized, and if was understood 
that it was going on as it was, after we had given away on every 
point that we could. We have endeavored ‘for years and years 
to get the Shoshone Reservation, which contains three times 
as much land as is neeessary, or in any manner used by the In- 
qa1ans, 


the State. Therefore, we have asked that a commissioner be 
appointed, not three, but one, at a very low rate, and the work 
that is already almost completed can then be accomplished. 
Now, let me say one wordfurther. There is nothing whatever 
in this amendment which would not permit all that the gentle- 
man from W: eee said as to the appointment. 

The Secre 7 can appoint one of the inspectors if he chooses. 
[ hope the cha ‘irman of the committee will notice that. I ask 
that he may have latitude, so that we may secure the appoint- 
ment of » commissioner or of one of the inspectors and get this 
work completed. 

ir. HOLMAN. If my friend will authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior, in his discretion, to devolve the duty of conduct- 


ing the negotiations upon one of the inspectors I think there 
( uld be no objection. 

Mr. COFFEEN. All right 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
ment? 


\T 
val’. 


The CHAI 
from Mississ 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all from and including line 8 
17, on page 58, except lines 14, 15 
the fe ollowing: 

‘or the establishme ‘nt and maintenance of public schools for Indian chil- 
drei n between the ages of 7 and 18 years, $200, 000, to be expended under the di- 
rection and on such plan adopted by the | Secretary of the Interior.”’ 

TheCHAIRMAN. That is not an amendment to the amend- 
ment now pending 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Vhy not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because it is offo 
of ith 1e bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The amendment now pending applies to 
schools, and this is a motion to strike that part all out. 

The CHAIRM AN. The Chair holds that the amendment is 
not inorder. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming as modified. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What was done with my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was ruled out by the Chair. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. On what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain it as an 
amendment to the pending amendment when it was not to the 
same paragraph. 

The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wyoming as sre te 

The Cler:: read as follows: 

For the iaiees of conducting negoti ati i¢ 
ahoe Indians for the sale and relina) 
reservation in the State of W yom 
% commissioner to be appointed 


Ww 


gentleman modify his amend- 
{ modify it in that line. 

The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
who desires to offer an amendment to the 


, on page 50, to and including line 
and 16, page 51, and insert instead thereof 


‘ed toa different part 


ous with the Shoshone and Arap- 
lishment of a certain portion of their 
to the United States under charge of 


ing 
lige 


by the Secretary of the Interior, there shall 


relinquished to the United States, so that people could | 
settle on it and make homes and go on and develop that part of 


I think it is in the interest | 
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be appropriated the sum of $2,000, to become immediately available 
vided, That the pay of said commissioner shall not exceed 86 per 
necessary traveling expenses: And provided further, That any agr 
entered into for said lands shall be ratifted by Congress before it ) 
binding: And provided further, The Seeretary of the Interior may in hi 
cretion detail an inspector in lieu of such commissioner 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I make the 
against that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I make the point of order 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I object > the 
the Interior having discretion in the matte 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Was! ington 
gentlemanfrom Mississippi both make the pointof order 
the amendment. 
I a SON of Washington. The agreemen 
f the Interior ‘‘ shall” detailan ins 
that is eel to I shall object 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentle 
cornized. 

mM r. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairm in, | 

1ce to this point of order, that the whole system 
sc aliaal sis against the spirit ‘of our institutions, and the m 
expended o1 ight to be expe! ided in common school 

All the States have common schools. Very ! 
schoolsat the public expense. [ believe it isan unwarranted 
unwise expenditure of public money to supporthigh 
where. The public of any community or any govern re 
not called upon to do more than to give the 
community what is known as a common-sc! 

The CHAIRMAN... Doesthe gentleman from Wash ( 





point of order 


again ; 
Secretary of 





ary 


man from 


desire to say n 


poor cnhoiat 


10d) eaucat 


| sist upon his point of order? 








Mr. WILSON 


of Washington. [I do, unless the amend 
be modif fied so as to provide that the Secretary of 
shall detail an inspector for this purpose. 
The CHAIR MAN. The Chair sustains the 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I[ 
Wyoming to accept this amendment: 
retary of the Interior shall detail one 
this agreement.” 
Task him to accept 
$2,000 appropriation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
man will make that modification. 
Mr. COFFEEN assented. 
The amendment as modified at 


poi 1b O| O) 


cventiemian ) 





that amendme 





. > NT wy ‘ 
stion of Mr. WILSON 


the 


sugge 


| of Washington was adopted. 


Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I off 
amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 51, line 24, strike out the word “two” and insert in lieu t 


the word ‘‘ four;’’ 
tendent, #1,400.’’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. BOWER of } 


so a3 to make the pr 


vision read: “ For pay « 


That is more th: um the law allow 
North Carolina. The salary has been at th 
figure heretofore. The amount in the bill is a reduction 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think hissalary as superinte ndent has been 
$1,200, but he has received additional pay in some o . ler capaci 
Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this school 
is not located in my district, so that I have no ae uliar inter- 
est in it, but this amendme nt simply proposes to restore the 
onl 7 of the superintendent to what it has been heretofore, and 
I will add, by way of argument, that the agency at this pointh 
rational and, as a result, the duties pertaining to that 





iS 


agency have been transferred to the superintendent of schools. 
Inste: id of redue it ¢ his salary, there fore, it occurs to me that this 
is @ very proper case for an increase but the committee, inad- 


rtently, I suppose, has seen fit to decrease thisoflicer’s salary 


to $1,200, and my amendment simply proposes to restore it to 
$1,400, the amount at which it stood before. 
Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will find as a matter of fact that 


the case stands this way: There was a compensation of $1,200 
fixed by law for this office of superintendent, but afterwards $200 
was added for his services as agent. His salary as superinten- 
dent has been $1,200. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will 
not make the point of order against this amendment. I want to 
make a plain statement of this case. There was an agentatthis 
school, and the Fifty-second Congress abolished the agency and 

transferred all of the agent’s duties to the si iperintendent, and 
made the salary $1,400, thereby saving the Government $600. I 
offered an amendment to theappropr iation bil ll myself giving the 
superintendent $200 additional, because of the extra duties that 
were imposed upon him, and it was adopted. Now, the commit- 


tee are not taking away the duties thatare put upon him, yet 
they propose to re educe his salary withoutgiving « single reason 
for it. Itis the only case where there is a dual capacity, super- 


intendent and agent. 
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Oh, there are no agency duties there. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This superintendent has a great many 
duties to perform for the board in the capacity of agent. It is 
his duty to attend council meetings, make reports to the Indian 
Bureau, keep recordsand furnish evidence in litigation, prevent 
trespass being committed, and many things too numerous to 
mention here, and this amendment restores the salary to what 
it has been heretofore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We allowed you $3,000 on a new building, 
you know. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. IL ask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 95, noes 13; so 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, [ offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 64, line 22, after the word ‘‘child,’”’ add “ under the age of 14 years.’ 

Also, on page 65, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words ‘‘andif neither of them 
are living without the voluntary consentof thenext of kin of such chlid.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task the Clerk to report the provision as it 
stands, and then as it is proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 11. That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation to 
a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated 
without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child if either 
of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary 
consent of the next of kin of such child. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now,I ask that he read the provision as 
proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no Indian child under the age of 14 years shall be sent from any In- 
dian reservation to a school beyond the State or Territory in which said 
reservation is situated without the voluntary consent of the father or 
mother of such child if either of them are living. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to that proposition pro- 
vided the gentleman will strike out the limit of 14 years of age. 
I think that that would destroy a very valuable feature of this 
provision. 

Mr. MAHON. If you let the provision stand as it is, you will 
not get any Indian children into these Eastern schools. If an 
indian boy is 14 years old and wants to go to an Eastern school 
for the purpose of becoming a teacher or learning any other busi- 
ness, he certainly ought to be allowed to come. Even as the 
law now stands, where they can take a child off the reservation 
at a much less age the Commissioner says that no harm is done; 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


that there has been no complaint made for the last year or two. | 


A MEMBER. Make the limit 18. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no. If you can not get an Indian to go to 
school before he is 18, you had better keep him away entirely. 

Mr. HERMANN. Allowmeasinglesuggestion. Iunderstand 
the limitation in this case is that children under 14 shall not be 
sent to any school beyond the boundaries of the State or Terri- 
tory where those children are. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, I submit tothe gentleman that some 
of these Indian training schools are 300 miles away from any 
reservation; and it might be as great a hardship to send chil- 
dred under 14 to a school three or four hundred miles away, even 
though within the limits of the State or Territory, as to send 
them a thousand or two thousand miles to a school beyond the 
limits of the State or Territory. 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not agree with the gentleman. At pres- 
ent you can not send these children 40 miles away from the res- 
ervation, no matter what their age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] 
says there has been no complaint of late years about children 
being taken away from the Indian reservations and sent to re- 
mote schools in the East. 
apprehension. 
and wretchedness on your Indian reservations, it is this snatch- 
ing away of the Indian children from their homes and their 
parents. You hear that complaint all along the line in the In- 
dian reservations. The Indian is devoted to his children. 

Parental affection is a universal instinct, and a strong one 
among the Indian tribes. I was told a few years ago by a Men- 
nonite teacher (the Mennonitesare great mission aries and eager 
to tbenefit mankind) that he had been sent out by his people, 
living in Kansas, to establish a school at an old abandoned fort 
called Cantonment, in the old Indian Territory, and he had 
gathered around him quite alarge number of children of the 
Arapahoes and Cheyennes, neither of which tribes, as gentle- 
men know, are very highly civilized yet. 

He told me there never was a day that he could not look up at 
the windows of his school room without seeing some mother or 


The gentleman labors under a mis- | 
If there is anything that creates dissatisfaction | 


father or some other relative of the children looking in for the 
purpose of seeing that their children were safe. And when [ 
was at Rosebud, S. Dak., an old lady came, as the agent, Mr 
Wright told me, a distance of 90 miles, footsore and weary, for 
the purpose of seeing her little girl. He told me that she made 
this weary journey twice a year for this purpose of seeing hér 
little girl at the school at Rosebud. “i 

Mr. HAPTMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. In the 
event that all the time remaining for the consideration of this 
bill in Committee of the Whole should be consumed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, I want to know whether or not we shall be 
permitted to repeat the old legislative fraud which has been ef\- 
ucted in former times—the turning of the clock hands back’ 

Several MEMBERS. It is the Senate that does-that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This old lady came to the door of the school 
room, and her little girl came out to her. They went out upon 
the prairie and sat down. They did not seem to talk much td 
each other; but after they had sat there together for half an 
hour the child returned to the school room and the old mother 
got up and started homeward on her weary journey. Now, gen- 
tlemen, consider the agony of the old mother if her little girl 
was taken away by the agent of some Eastern institution in the 
name of philanthropy, when the little one would even, if in after 
years she returned to her, be lost to her. Is there any philan- 
thropy in this? [Applause.] I venture to say that no well- 
authenticated case can be found throughout all your Eastern 
Indian school system where any Indian father or mother has 
voluntarily surrenderedachild. Inthename of common human- 
ity let the Indian children be educated among their people, 
elevating at once the whole tribe. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of half past 3 having arrived, 
the Committee of the Whole will now rise and report the bill. 

The committee accordingly rose. 

The Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. O’NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration House bill No. 6913 
(the Indian appropriation bill); that, in accordance with the 
order of the House, the hour of half past 3 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the committee had risen, and now reported the bill back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the previous 
question is ordered on the amendments recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole and amendments pending when the 
committee ross. Only one amendment was pending, as the 
Chair understands, and that the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 11, on page 64, line 22, after the word “child,” insert the follow- 
ing, ‘‘ under the age of 14 years;’’ and on page 65, after the word “ living,” 
strike out the following, “andif neither of them are living, without the vol- 
untary constnt of the next of kin of said child.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Now, unless a separate vote is demanded, 
the vote will be taken in gross upon all the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iask a separate vote upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], on page 
36 of the bill. I do this at the instance of my colleague, Judge 
DANIELS. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not inorder. If a separate vote 
is not demanded on any other amendment, the remaining amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole will be voted 
onin gross. [A pause.] 

The question being taken, the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on state of Union (excepting that upon 
whichaseparate vote was demanded by Mr. COOMBS) were agreed 
to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment on 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. CoomMBs] has asked 
for a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





At the end of page 36, insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden 
Land Company, its successors or assigns, for the surrender and relinquish- 
ment to the United States of all such right, title, and interest as it may be 
found to have in and to any and all of the lands — by the Seneca na- 
tion of Indians in the State of New York, if any right isfound to exist. Any 
agreement made hereafter to be subject to ratification by Congress 


The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
The question recurred on the passage of the bill. ; : 
Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with 
| the following instructions. : 
Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order against the motion 











1894. 





to recommit the bill, that there is no provision authorizing the | let me call the attention of the Chair to Rule XXI. 


motion under the special rule adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is nothing in the 
rule which would prevent a motion to recommit the bill. Has 
the gentleman examined the order? It provides: 


And that the previous question shall then be ordered on pending amend- 
ments and the bill to its final passage, and no intervening motion shall be 
in order until the bill is fully disposed of. 


That does not prohibit the motion to recommit. 
the intent to cut out the motion to recommit. 


It was not 


The Clerk will report the resolution offered by the gentleman | ae ; ; 7 
Phe Clerk w °F J - | propriations constitutes the law, the bill each year being a law 


from Lowa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 6913) ‘‘ making appropriations for current and 


contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- | 


tions With various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other Ss. be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with instructions to report the same back to the House forthwith, amended 
as follows: 

Striking out all of the bill relating to Indian schgol, beginning with lines 
8, on page 50, and all of pages 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56,57, and 58, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 

For support of Government Indian day and industrial schools, and the 
erection and repair of Government school buildings on Indian reservations 
and at places where the Government has established and is now maintaining 
Government Indian schools, and for each and every purpose necessary in 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior for the establishment and 
proper conduct of such schools, $2,225,000: Provided, That pending the estab- 
ishment of such schools on Indian reservations, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior may in his discretion, during the fiscal year 1895, authorize contracts to 
be made with established schools not conducted by the Government, forthe 
e@iucation and support of Indian pupils and to pay therefor from this appro- 
priation; and the Secretary of the Interior shal. report to the first regular 
session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, in detail, ull expenditures made and 
authorized by him under this appropriation: Provided further, That noth- 
ing herein shall be construed to prevent the sending of Indian children, at 
no expense to the United States, to schools not conducted by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I desire to make a point of 
order against the proposed instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I make the pointof order, Mr. 
Speaker, that this amendment is out of order for the reason that 
such an amendment is new legislation, and would therefore not 
be in order as an amendment to the bill while being considered 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
That being so, according to the uniform rulings in this House, 
a motion to recommit, with instructions to report a certain 
amendment, is not in order if the proposed amendment would 
not be in order asan amendment to the bill. That has been held 
uniformly by Speaker Carlisle, and other Speakers. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of that. 

Mr. BURROWS. If it was not in order in committee, of 
course it would not be in order now. 

Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts. I make the point that it is new 
legislation and notin order; that it changes existing law and 
does not retrench expenditures. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iowa if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
wishes to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, after a careful ex- 
amination of this amendment I am satisfied that under the rules 
itis in order, and for the following reasons: If the Chair will 


take the Indian appropriation bill itself, he will find that the { 


pages proposed to be stricken out cover appropriations in one 
sum of $1,000,000and over for Indian schools, contract and Gov- 
ernment. Then there are specific appropriations for the support 
and education of Indian children in certain specified religious 
schools. 

Now, whatisthe law? That these expenditures have always 
abounded in appropriation only; and if the Chair is willing I 
will send the Book of Estimates to the Chair, which shows that 
this is a sorvice that abounds only from year to year in ap- 
propriations and has for the last twenty-five years substantially 
so abounded, and that there is no law for the same outside of 
annual appropriations. 

Now, what does the amendment propose to do? Simply to 
strike out these items and to substitute in their place an appro- 
priation of two and one-half million of dollars; to do what? 
To support exactly the same kind of Government schools that 
have been carried on heretofore, with the addition of more 
money than is carried by the bill, for additional Government 
schools. 

Again, there is one further provision in this bill, that the 
Secretary of the Interior is provided, pending the building of 
Government schoolhouses, jwith power to extend such educa- 
tion as in his discretion may be necessary; to do what? To 
utilize other schools than Government schools for the education 
of these children precisely as it has been done for the last quar- 
ter of a century and as it is now being done. 

Having said this much as to the provisions of this resolution, 
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I read it, 
the second clause; if the Chair will observe, it provides: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless 


And Leall the attention of the Chair to the next clause— 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress. 

Now, this object has been in progress for a quarter of a cen- 
tury, and this appropriation is for the support of schools estab- 
lished, perhaps not by law, except as the grant of annual ap- 


| for that year, and that is all that is proposed by the resolution 








which I offer, namely, an appropriation of money to support the 
Government schools in existence, for the education of Indian 
children in Government schools, wherever they may exist, and 
for the construction of Government schoolhouses upon Indian 
reservations, and for the utilization of this money in contract 


| schools, so far as necessary, pending that construction; this ap- 


propriation in the original bill being for precisely the same 
purpose, differing only in degree. 

Mr. BURROWS. As to the manner of the expenditure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, one other observation and I 
have done. This resolution, if adopted, changes no legislation 
within the meaning of the rule. It is protected by the rule, as 
I have pointed out to the Chair. Again, evenif there wasa per- 
manent law which said that the United States should expend so 
much meney in contract schools every year, it would be in the 
power of Congress to appropriate or not, as it chose, and it has 
always been held that it was within the power of Congress, in 
making appropriations, to direct the application of the specific 
money appropriated. 

Now, I do not think that is the true ground, or that it is neces- 
sary to put iton that ground. I think this is in order on the 
other ground already stated; but fromevery standpoint itseems 
to me there can be no question but what the motion is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
makes the statement that this appropriation bill differs from most 
of the others, as legislation has generally been on this bill; that 
is to say, that the appropriations are made, not in conformity 
with existing law, but from time to time, as the exigencies of 
the Indian service require. 

Now, assuming that to be the case, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, who has presided during the debate, has 
held repeatedly that this Rule XXI referred to existing law, 
and that the appropriation law was the law to which reference 
was made, and that therefore, if there was an appropriation 
made fora given service for the present fiscal year, that ad- 
mitted of the reappropriation of the same sum of money, or an 
increased or less amount. That is the position he has been tak- 
ing, and that principle has been very generally adopted. No- 
body pretends from that standpoint that this changes the exist- 
ing law, except the law making an appropriation, but it does 
create new legislation. My friend can not get around that prop- 
osition. 

‘Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. 
contravention of Rule X XI? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It creates new principles of administration 
of the Indian school system. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not at all. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly it does. It is too obvious to 
talk about. These schools are carried on under agiven system. 
The effect of the proposed amendment would be to entirely 
change that system, and to largely increase the appropriations. 
The appropriation in this bill for educational purposes is about 
$1,929,000, while the effect of your proposition is to enlarge it 
much more than a quarter of a million dollars. It is new legis- 
lation, adopting a new policy or system. 

I call attention to the fact that if this bill was referred back 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the committee should 
report it in accordance with the order of the House, it would 
then be subject to the point of order that it must be considered 
in Committee of the Whole, and when the subject should come 
before the Committee of the Whole, it would go out on a point 


What legislation does it make in 


| of order that it is new legislation undoubtedly. 


It is clear that on an appropriation bill, under the rules of the 
House, no such radical legislation is possible. Such legislation 
as the gentleman demands must be by direct legislation and not 
an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that an amendment 
substantially embodying the provisions of the instruction now 
asked for by the gentleman from Illinois was presented in the 
committee, and inthe committee held subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How is that? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that an amendment 
was offered in the Committee of the Whole embracing substan- 
tially the provisions of this proposition. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will correctthe Chair about that. 
That is, I will give the Chair the correct understanding. This 
morning I obtained the floor on another amendment, and gave 
notice, having this resolution read, that [ orsome other member 
would move to recommit this bill with that instruction. After 
that, out of an abundance of caution, lasked the presiding officer 
if it would be in order to offer it as an amendment to an amend- 
ment toa single paragraph or provision in the bill. He said 
that | knew it would not. I said that I know it would not, un- 
der the rules of the House, because it would strike out thirty or 
forty paragraphs before they had been reached, and it would be 
larger in scope than the paragraph considered. 
asked him the question, because I was not quite clear,and wanted 
to be absolutely certain whether the special rule changed the 
general parliamentary law of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was misinformed then. 

Mr. BURROWS. It was not offered as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Indiana what the statute is now, what the law is, in relation to 
the maintenance of Indian schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The law forthe current year? 

The SPEAKER. Any law that may exist on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The law in force in regard to these Indian 
schools which are affected by that amendment is contained in 
Indian appropriation bills, a series of them, and I submit further 
to the Chair that this changes existing law, and makes new law. 
It is entirely a new system of legislation, and if offered in the 
committee would be subject to the point of order. 

the SPEAKER. That is what the Chair wants to find out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There isa large increase in the appropria- 
tion —over a million dollars. It is new legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


to do is a change of existing law. 

The SPEAKER, It seems to the Chair that this is new leg- 
islation on the subject of Indian schools. Does the gentleman 
know of any provision by which such legislation may go on an 
appropriation bill except when it reduces expenditures: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Wherein does it legislate? 

The SPEAKER. It provides—— 

Mr. CANNON of [liinois. It appropriates. 

The SPEAKER (continuing): 

for support of Government Indian day and industrial schools and the 
erection and repair of Government school buildings on Indian reservations 
and at places where the Government has established and is now maintain- 
ing Government Indian schools, and for each and every purpose necessary, 


in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, for the establishment and 
proper conduct of such schools, $2,250,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
tion of the Chair—— 
The SPEAKER. 
That pending the establishment of such schools on Indéan reservations 


the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, during the fiscal year 
1895, authorize contracts to be made with established schools. 


Then I just want to call the atten- 


And then it says: 


That authorizes him to make temporary contracts for the es- 
tablishment of schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir. MayI call the attention 
of the Chair to one thing, because I think the Chair has not ex- 
amined it or the bill itself. This resolution provides for all the 
Government schools that the bill provides for and for a part of 
the contract schools temporarily that the bill provides for, the 
Chair will find; and if there is legislation in one there is legisla- 
tion in the other. And the Chair will find, further, that there 
is only appropriation in either. 

Mr. BURROWS. These contract schools are already pro- 
vided for by law. 

The SPEAKER. These are contract schools; but this pro- 
poses to give permission to make contracts with other schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but this provides for contract 
schools in any degree if no Government school be near. 

The SPEAKER. Then you propose legislation to go beyond 
this appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON ofiliinois Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. It must be one or the other. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We do not legislate at all in that 
resolution within the meaning of Rule XXI. We only provide 
in that instruction for the expenditure of the money apenas 
ated here for the coming fiscal year, nothing more or less, and 
no broader in that respect than is the bill itself. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, under the 
present law, under provisions contained in appropriation bills, 
the Government is engaged in supporting the education of In- 
dians by contracts with existing schools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And by Government schools and 
contract boarding schools. 


Anything that authorizes the Secretary of | 
the Interior to do anything that he hitherto had not the power | 





The SPEAKER. Does the proposition contemplate ab un 
ing the making of contracts? ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So faras this particular affair p 
vided for in the resolution is concerned,I will say to the Chai, 


lon- 


| no, because then it provides an appropriation of money for Go 


ernment schools, and provides that while schoolhouses are }) 
ing built that the Secretary of the Interior maf contract for { he 
education of the children with established schools not own 
by the Government. Evenif the permanent law did provid 


u 


| contract schools it is in the discretion of Congress, in who), 
| part, to withhold appropriations, although the law might be 
I said I only | 
| year a portion of this money for contract schools. But supp 
| itdid not utilize any ofit, it would merely be a failure to ap 
| priate for an object that the Government has heretofore ay) 
| priated for. 


inch thick. But this resolution does utilize for the coming fise, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, Is not that new law? 
The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksso. The Chair thinks th 
the scope and intent of thisis to get away from the contract 


schools and establish schools by the Government. Therefore the 


| Chair holds that it would not be in order as an amendment, and 
| not being in orderas an amendment, it is not in order by way o 


indirection, because that which can not be done directly can no 


| be done indirectly. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
cision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the decision o! 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. CANNON,of Illinois. The gentleman from Michigan de 
sires to be heard on the appeal. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman has moved that the appeal 
be laid on the table, and of course that is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not debatable. The previous question 
has been ordered, and all collateral questions must be decided 
without debate after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

— SPEAKER. The question is on laying the appeal on the 
table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 171, noes 35. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 35 
members voted in favor thereof; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BURROWS. lIask for tellers on ordering the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered, 40 members voting therefor; and the 
Speaker appointed Mr. CANNON of Illinois and Mr. HOLMAN. 

The tellers reported—ayes 47, a sufficient number; so the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed to act as tellers at the desk 
Houk and Mr. HOLMAN. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 58, an 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 135; as follows: 

YEAS—158. 


Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 
Izlar, 
Kem, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Neill, 
Oates, 
Ogden, Warner, 
Outhwaite, Weadock, 
age, Wheeler, Ala. 
Patterson, Williams, Ill. 
Pearson, Williams, Miss. 
Pendleton, Tex. Wise, 
Pendleton, W. Va. Woodard. 
Pickler, 
Pigott, 


I respectfully appeal from the de 


Mr 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Il. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Childs, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cogsweil, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Davis, 
DeArmond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edinunds, 
Engiish, Cal 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Rarris, 
Harter, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 


Price, 

Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mick 
Richardson, Tenn 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 

Shell, 

Sibley, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 


alker, 





Adams, Ky Funk, 

Aldrich, Gardner, 
Baker, N. H. Gear, 
Bingham, Hager, 

Blair, Haugen, 

Boen, Henderson, Ill. 
Bowers, Cal. Hepburn, 
Burrows, Hopkins, Pa. 


Cannon, Il. 
Cooper, 
Cousins. 
Curtis, Kans. 
Dolliver, 

Doolittle, 

Ellis, Oregon, 


Adams, 
Aitken, 


Alderson, 


Avery, 


Babcock, 
Baldwin, 


Barnes, 


Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 


Belden, 


Beltzhoover, 


Bland, Gillett, Mass. 
Boatner, Goodnight, 
Boutelle, Gresham, 


Bower, 
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Hudson, 
Hulick, 
Hull, 


Wis. 


Kiefer, 
Lacey, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—1, 
McCleary, Minn. 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


NAYS—38. 


Linton, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
Northway, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Post, 

Ray, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Smith, 


NOT VOTING—135. 


Pa. Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dingley. 
Ellis, Ky. 


Erdman, 
Fielder, 

Fletcher, 
Funston, 


Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 


N. ©. 


Breckinridge, Ark.Grout, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, 


Brickner, 
Brosius, 


Brown, 
Bundy, 


Hainer, 
Haines, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 


Burnes, Hatch, 
Cadmus, Hayes, 
Caminetti, Heiner, 
Caruth, 


Chicker 
Clancy, 


Cockran, 


Cornish 
Covert, 


Culberson. 
Cummings, 
Jurtis, N. Y. 


Dalzell, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Hendrix, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 

‘ Hitt, 


ing, 


Hooker,N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 


Houk, 


Jones, 


English, N. J. 


Grosvenor, 


Johnson, Ohio 


Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Lueas, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marsball, 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDowell, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Paschal, 
2aynter, 
Payne, 
Phiilips, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 


The following pairs were announced: 


Unti 


lfurther notice: 


Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GRouT. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 


TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 
CUMMINGS with Mr. MCDOWELU. 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 


WASHINGTON with Mr. WANGER. 
KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 

3ARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 
LOCKWOOD with Mr. AITKEN. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopKINS of Illinois. | 


SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 
MOSES with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
DAVEY with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 
JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 


SorG with Mr. WEVER. 
O’NEILL of Missouri with Mr. MERCER. 


MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 
GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
BRICKNER with Mr. DINGLEY. 
CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 
KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 


CARUTH with Mr. 


AVERY. 


ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 
BOATNER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
PASCHAL with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr, PAYNTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 





Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Waugh, 
Wilson, Wash. 


Rayner, 

Reed, 

Rey burn, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 

Sorg, 

Stone, Ky. 
Talvott, Md. 
Ta; ior, Tenn. 
T'acker, 
"urner, Va. 
Turpin, 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, I1l. 
White. 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


GRAHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 


Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey with Mr. BOUTELLE. 


The following for this day: 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. GILLET of New ‘York. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky with Mr. REEb. 


Mr. COVERT with Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 


Mr. HARMER with Mr. HATCH. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. Lucas. 


Mr. MAGUIRE with Mr. RussEuL of Connecticut. 


Mr. WELLS with Mr. HooKER of New York. 


Mr. TURPIN with Mr. REYBURN. 
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Mr. CLANCY with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. BALDWIN, be excused for to-day on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my 
league, Mr. MCCALL, excused on account of sickness in his 
family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, who was compelled to leave 
the House awhile ago. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ aye.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the appeal was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Shall this bill pass? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, is it now in order to make a mo- 
tion to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. it is. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I move torecommit with the accompany- 
ing instructions. 

A MEMBER. That motion was ruled out a while ago. 

Mr. McRAE. The point of order was made and sustained 
against the other motion to recommit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The motion was nevertheless made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that if it 
was ruled out it is hardly a motion. It was not entortained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was ruled out was the instructions, 
but it seems to me that the motion to recommit is still pending. 

The SPEAKER. It was a motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions. It was all one motion. The Cierk will report the motion 
which the gentleman from Arkansas proposes to make. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the paragraph on page 9% after the word “entry,” in line 
14, down to and including the word “land,” in line 19. 

Strike out all after the word ‘‘third,”’ in line 20, page 95, down to and in 
cluding the word ‘‘disqualificated,” in line 2, page v6. 

Strike out all after the word “law,” in line 21, page 136, down to and in- 
cluding ths word “law,’’ in line 25, and insert the following words 

*'Tbe remainder of the lands by said agreement ceded to the United States 
shsii, upon proclamation by the President, be opened to settlement and dis 
posal under the public land laws of the United States. 

Strike out all of this paragraph after the word “‘acre,”’ in line 5, page 137, 
down to and including the word “ patent,”’ in line 9. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Imakeapointof order onthat, Mr. Speaker. 
There are about halfadozen amendments there. None of them 
are necessarily connected with each other. 

Mr. PICKLER. And they were held to be out of order in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. There was no 
opportunity to present them there. I made points of order 
against these and other provisions, which were overruled. 

Mr. PICKLER. They were the same propositions substan- 
tially. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would not be in order in Committee of 
the Whole to move all these amendments together. 

Mr. MCRAE. These are notamendments. They are instruc- 
tions to strike out certain parts of the bill. They are offered 
not as amendments, but as instructions to strike out certain 
parts, so as to make the bill conform to existing law and prevent 
fraud and injustice in the entries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a proviso there which changes 
existing law. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman's motion is not germane. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr, 
MCRAE, it was rejected, there being ayes 9, noes 130. 

The question being then taken on the passage of the bill, 
there were, on a division (called for by Mr. GEAR)—ayes 137, 
noes 2. 

Mr. GEAR. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. GEAR and Mr. HOLMAN were 
appointed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 156, 
noes 23. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6576) to provide for the closing of part of an alley 
in square 622 in the city of Washington, D.C., and for the relief 
of the president and directors of Gonzaga College; and 

>. 
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A bill (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fis- 
cal year 1894, and for other purposes. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. CANNON of Illi- 
nois obtained leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD on 
the bill just passed. 

And then. on motion of Mr. HOLMAN (at 4 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 237) to pension Mrs. Ann Bradford, mother of William 
K. Bradford. (Report No. 1105.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. WR. 2454) for the relief of Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Red- 
fern, his wife. (Report No. 1106.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Underclause 2of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H.R. 7061) for the relief of Mallory C. Carey—the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7275) to amend section 3480 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—the Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr.McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 7470) to provide for the secur- 
ing of plans and for the erection of the public buildings of the 
United States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H.R. 7471) to erect a monument to 
Judson Kilpatrick—to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of 
James Welch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H.R. 7473) to pension Elizabeth Crane, 
widow of Nathaniel Crane, late of Company A, Ninety-seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7474) author- 
izing Lieut. Col. Forwood and Dr. George H. Penrose to accept 
certain testimonials from the Argentine Government—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, 
United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of 
Spain—-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill(H. R. 7476) for the relief 
of the heirs and distributees of Joseph Snapp, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause | of Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Philadelphia 
Board of Trade against removing the Indian depot for supplies 
from New York to Chicago—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of members of benevolent organ- 
izations in the city of Brooklyn against the income tax, and ask- 
ing an amendment to the proposed law—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolution of the New York 
Board of Trade, protesting against the restoration of the system 
of damage allowances on imported goods—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of citizens of the State of New 
York, praying that fraternal and beneficiary societies, etc., 
operating on the lodge system, be exempt from the operation of 
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any income-tax law which may be enacted—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Nine petitions of the citizens of 
Kansas, asking Congress to give efficiency to the legislation of 
the several States by the passage of the bill accompanying the 
memorial presented by Lyman Abbott and others—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against an income tax as affecting beneficiary so- 
cieties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of about 50 names from Minneapo- 
lis, Kans., and 50 more from Randolph, Kans., for admission to 
the mails as second-class matter all college and fraternal society 
journals —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of policy-holders in life insur- 
ance companies of St. Louis County, Minn., protesting against 
an income tax on funds of mutual insurance companies—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. HATCH: Protest of Missouri Medical Association 
against reduction of appropriation for National Medical Museum 
library—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of citizens of Kansas City, Kans., 
for suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Chippewa River and Me- 
nomonee Railway Company, of Appollonia, Chipewa County, 
Wis., against the passage of House bill 5746, to restrict the sale 
and use of oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. McCETTRICK: Petition of Charles J. Chance and 175 
others, of South Boston, Mass., for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at City Point, South Boston, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Frederick W. Abbott, M. D., 
and 30 other citizens of Taunton, together with William H. 
Spencer and 22 other citizens of East Weymouth, Maas., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies be exempted from the 
provisions of the proposed income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE (for Mr. SIMPSON): Petition of the citizens of 
Hayes, Kans., for a Federal act to enable the States to enforce 
State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produce— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., for the suppres- 
sion of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Elliot Loeffler Company and Ig- 
natz Schierl, of Lacrosse, Wis., against any increase of the tax 
on whisky and extension of the bonded period—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Richard E. Price and 15 other 
citizens of Massachusetts, urging the amendment to the tariff 
bill to exempt fraternal associations from taxation—to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7469, for the relief of George C. Reynolds, child of Green- 
berry Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Three petitions of the citi- 
zens of the State of Washington, in opposition to the passage of 
House bill 5746—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, June 18, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PERKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying that the fundsof mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-iax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Grange Congress of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of Chillicothe, Nevada, and St. Louis, 
allin the State of Missouri, remonstrating against an increase 
of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an ex 
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tension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to 


lie on the table. o 
Mr. PATTON presented the petition of C. E. Covell and sun- 


dry other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., and the petition of | 
| dry other citizens of Marion County, Mo., praying that in the 


E. D. Wheeler and sundry other citizens of Manistee, Mich., 
praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provisien of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 


ville, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, | 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- | 


vision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Nashville, Paris, and Knoxville, all in 
the State of Tennessee, remonstrating against an increase of the 
internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension 
of the present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 22 citizens of Deering, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the New Hamp- 
shire Underwriters’ Association, of Concord, N. H., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of J. H. Bidwell and 48 
other citizens of Collinsville, Conn., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George H. Cowell and 110 
other members of Mattatuck Council, No. 718, Royal Arcanum, 
of Waterbury, Conn., praying that fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the common council of | 


Kaukauna, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to aid 
and indemnify the property owners adjoining and abutting the 
United States Government canal at that city, onaccount of land 
slide and damages to buildings caused by dredging and deepen- 
ing that canal from time to time; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wellsville, Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, 


orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- | 


tax pee of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of S. H. Woodbridge and 
8 other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 


legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of E. M. Cooke and 106 other | 
citizens of Salem, Mass., praying that fraternal society and col- | 
lege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; | 


ar was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
oads. 

Mr. PLATT presented the affidavit of James C. Jewett, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in the matter of the claim of J. Floyd John- 
ston, as administrator of the estate of John Floyd Johnston, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Oregon State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the governmental control of 
the telegraph service, the free coinage of silver, the election of 
United States Senators by the people, and the control of the 


tothe Committee on Railroads. 
He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Multnomah 


County, Oregon, praying that in the passage of any law provid- | 


ing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insur- 


ance companies and associations be exempted from taxation; | 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr.CULLOM presented sundry petitionsof wholesale and retail 
liquor dealers of various cities in Illinois, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also 
against an extension of the bonded period; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winnebago 
County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of Grundy County, 
Ill., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
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Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or asso- 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. F. Fellows and sun- 


passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the 
funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be ex- 


| empted from. taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of San 
Juan County, N. Mex., remonstrating against the proposed at- 
tachment of certain territory in New Mexico to the Southern 
Ute Indian Reservation in the State of Colorado; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. , 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. COKE) presented the petition of W. H. 
Austin and sundry othev citizens of El Paso County, Tex., pray- 
ing that in the passage of any law providing for the taxatjon of 
incomes the funds of mutual life-insurance companies and asso- 


| ciations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie 


on the table. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Atfa’rs, to 


| whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. 
| Townsend, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 


port thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in 
the names of minor streets of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. , 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2132) granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railway Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2133) for the relief of James 
H. Cromwell, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2134) to amend section 4472 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, forbidding the transpor- 
tation of certain explosive articles on steamers carrying passen- 
gers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRLLL introduced a bill (S. 2135) to provide that a 
term of the circuit and district court of the United States for 
the district of Vermont may be held at Montpelier; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2136) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at De Witt, Car- 
roll County, Mo., and to establish it as a post-road; which was 
read twice by its title, and re‘’erred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2137) to authorize the construe- 
tion of a bridge across the Osage River, in the State of Mis- 
souri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. , 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


railroads by the United StatesGovernment; which was referred | bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Approprtstions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BERLIN SILVER COMMISSION. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I submit a resolution, which I ask may 


be printed and go over until to-morrow morning for considera- 
tion. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie over, and to be 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Finance Committee of the Senate have authority to 


translate the proceedings of the Silver Commission, held at Berlin in Feb- 
ruary and April, 1894, and report the same to the Senate 
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SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read by 
title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6792)to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed 
from the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them 
down in severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, 
and to settle all those not electing to take lands in severalty on 
the west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of 
New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty with said iudians June 15, 1880. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the bill just come from the other 
House? lt ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was under consideration 
on Saturday. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Colorado think that 
would be the better course? 

Mr. BERRY. The bill was discussed on Saturday. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think there was an agreement by unanimous 
consent, on the request of the Senator from Colorado, that the 
bill should come up this morning. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Fhere was; but there seems to be some objec- 
tion to the bill. I ask that the bill may lie on the table just as 
it is, without any action this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the bill will lie 
on the table for the present. 


CHARLES W. CRONK. 


Mr, COCKRELL. The Calendar is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON] who has charge of the bill is not present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill and report be read, and let it 
go through, and get itoff the Calendar. The bill is all right. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to pay to Charles W. Cronk, late an 
acting first assistant engineer, United States Navy, $264.46, be- 
ing the amount of three months’ extra pay which he failed to 
receive as a volunteer officer at the date of his discharge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BUTLER, for 
Mr. MCPHERSON, January 31, 1894, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1228) 
for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, have had the same under consideration 
and beg leave to neers it back and recommend its passage for the reasons 
given in the appended letter of the Acting Secretary ofthe Navy. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 18, 1890. 

Sin: [have the honor toreturn herewith the petition of Charles W. Cronk, 
late an acting first assistant engineer in the Navy, asking to be allowed 
three months’ extra pay on account of his service in the war of the rebellion, 
and to furnish the following statement, in compliance with your request for 
information and suggestions relating thereto, viz.: 

Charles W. Cronk was appointed an acting second assistant engineer in 
the Navy October 10, 1863, but the appointment was revoked on the 17th of 
that month on account of an injury he had received which prevented him 
from reporting for duty, and he was informed that upon his furnishing the 
Department with a medical certificate of recovery from the effect of such 
injury his appointment would be renewed. 

Mr. Cronk was reappointed an acting second assistant engineer November 
21, 1863, and on the 29th of October, 1864, was promoted to the grade of acting 
first assistant engineer. Underdateof July 27, 1865, Mr. Cronk was detached 
from the United States steamship Naubuc and given two months’ leave of 
absence, to take effect from the date of the receipt by him of the order grant- 
ing the same, and notified that if at the expiration of such leave of absence 
his services were no longerrequired he would be honorably discharged from 
the service. The order detaching Mr. Cronk from the Naubuc and granting 
him leave of absence was not delivered to him, as appears from the papers 
accompanying his petition, until September 13, 1865, and as he was ordered 
to duty again on the 20th of that month, he had only seven days’ leave there- 
under. 

Mr. Cronk remained in the service as an oa first assistant engineer 
until December 22, 1868, when he was honorably discharged from the service 
and informed by letter of that date that the leave of absence granted him in 
1865 was all the leave to which he was entitled, butsaid letter seems to have 
been written upon the supposition that Mr. Cronk had had all the leave to 
which he was entitled under the order of July 27, 1865, the Department not 
having been informed as to the date of the receipt by him of that order. 

It appears, therefore, that Mr. Cronk, through circumstances beyond his 
control, failed to receive the leave of absence with pay which, in accord- 
ance with the practice of the Department, was granted to volunteer officers 
of the Navy prior to their honorable discharge from the service, viz, one 
month for each year or portion of a year greater thansix months, of service 
rendered prior to May 1, 1865. 

This practice was adopted by this Department in consequence of the pas- 
sage of an act of Congress, approved March 3, 1865, allows: to officers of 
the volunteer Army who remained in the service until the close of the late 
war three months’ extra pay on being mustered out of the service. 
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The petition of Mr. Cronk is recommended to the favorable consideration 
of the committee. 
Very respectfully, 
I’. M. RAMSAY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy 
Hon. J. R. MCPHERSON, , : 
Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


The bill was.reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

ESTATE OF ALEXANDER W. BALDWIN. 

The bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax col- 
lected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States dis- 
trict judge for the district of Nevada was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ to the,” to insert ‘le- 
gal representatives of the;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund to the legal representatives of the estate 
of Alexander W. Baldwin, late United States district judge for the district 
of Nevada, the sum of $624.59, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the same being the internal-revenue tax illegally col 
lected on his salary as said officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN SHERMAN, JR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 763) relieving the personal representatives 
of John Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, from the requirements of section 833 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in the Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve 
the personal representatives of the late John Sherman, jr., late 
United States marshalfor the Territory of New Mexico, from 
the rendition of his emolument returns for the periods from 
July 1 to December 31, 1881, and from January 1 to April 21, 
1882, as required by section 833 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ELECTRICAL EXPERIMENT STATION. 


Mr. PEFFER. A few days ago I had the bill (S. 1170) to es- 
tablish an electrical experiment station for the purpose of in- 
vestigating and determining whether electricity can be profit- 
ably applied as a motive power in the propulsion of farm 
machinery and implements recommitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. My object in asking the recommittal 
was that I might procure authority from the committee to make 
one slight verbal change in the framework of the substitute re- 
ported by the committee, to enlarge its scope a trifle. I report 
the bill back with that amendment to the amendment, and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state the object of the bill as now re- 
ported before it is read. 

It is a bill to authorize and, empower the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to make experiments with a view to ascertain whether 
electricity may be used profitably as a motive power in the pro- 

ulsionof farm machinery. The amendment which I have madvw 

s, after the word ‘‘ electricity,” wherever itoccurs, to insert ‘‘or 
any gaseous substances.” My correspondence with gentlemen 
who have been experimenting in this direction inform me that 
they are making very good progress in the application of gas to 
the propulsion of ee and that they think could be ap- 
plied on farms very profitably. Now I ask thatthe bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute reported by tho 
committee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry report to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and em 
powered, in any way or manner that he may deem best, by investigation, 
experiment, or otherwise, to ascertain whether electricity, or any gaseous 
substances, can be profitably used and te as a motive power in the pro- 
pulsion of farm machinery used in the tilling of the soil and harvesting and 
moving of crops. ’ 

Sxo, 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this act 
the sum of $2,500, payable on warrantsissued by the Secrstary of Agriculture, 


is hereby annually appropriated. The Secretary will report in detail toCon- 
gress annually his proceedings under the provisions of this act. 








1894. 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator to strike out annu- 
ally and not make it a permanent appropriation. If the proposi- 
tion has merit regular appropriations can be made. : 
Mr. PEFFEK. The Senator will see that there is nothing in 
the bill which requires this action to be taken. It is left purely 
a matter of discretion with the Secretary of the Treasury as to 


whether he shall proceed or not, and of course there would be | 


no appropriations made unless he did proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still, Iam opposed to making permanent ap- 
propriations for such matters. If the proposition has merit an- 
nual appropriations will be made, and if it has not they ought 
not to be made. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill 
will be considered as before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be again read. 

Mr. BATE. Laskthe Senator from Kansas if the Secretary 
of Agriculture has recommended the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. 

Mr. BATE. Has it never been referred to him at all? 

Mr. PEFFER. The present Secretary of Agriculture, I 
think, is not in favor of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill had better be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the substitute reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
bill. 
of dollars offered as a premium for somebody to do this thing. 
Men of the greatest ingenuity are studying all the problems con- 
nected with electricity, with an intense anxiety to advance the 
use of it in any and every direction., It is quite useless, in my 
judgment, to ask the General Government to take charge of this 
subject, or to go to the expense of appropriating $2,500 for it. 

The technical schools of the country have branches devoted 
especially to the study of electrical matter. The whole thing 
is a very great and wonderful subject. 
the Patent Office and read the successive applicatious for patenis 
and see the patents granted there will get afaint ideaof what is 


I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 


Mr. President, { doubt the usefulness of the 


being done in this very wonderful field. You might justas well | 


appropriate | cent as $2,500 for all the good it willdo. It will 
pay someclever fellow to go around and visit places and go tothe 
Patent Office and look up the matter, but it will be of no mate- 
rial use in the world, in my judgment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? If not, the bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole; and the question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought we were proceeding under the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr.PEFFER. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I asked a few days ago to have the bill recommitted to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, so that I might 
make a verbal change, adding the words ‘‘ or any gaseous sub- 
stances;” and I have now reported the bill back, and ask that it 
be acted on; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought when it was read it was to be consid- 


ered as a bill upon the Calendar under the five-minute rule and | 


liable to objection after explanation. 


I do not think it ought to 
come up. It seems to me—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is liable to an objection, | 


the Chair will state. 
ebjection it goes over. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to say, it seems to me it is very 
much as if somebody should propose to offer asixpence to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to inquire what is the best model 
of ocean steamers, and whether we could not surpass the rest of 
mankind in naval architecture. 
cut says, every technical school now in the country has estab- 
lished or is seeking to establish a department of electrical en- 
gineering, where this precise problem is being studied. The 
mechanical genius of the country is dealing with electricity at 
this moment. Therearegreat establishments, like the Thomson- 
Houston in Massachusetts, devoted to the manufacture and per- 


It was reported this morning. If thereis 
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There are already hundreds of thousands, if not millions, | 


As the Senator from Connecti- | 


fection of electrical machinery, and they seek greedily, they | 


hunger for the best inventive faculty, and the best scientific 
training, and youth possessing these command large salaries in- 
stantly. 

Now, to give this little pittance of $2,500 is totally inadequate. 
The Government would be vieing with private citizens in a 
problem where they are spending hundreds of thousar.ds al- 
ready. In the next place, the Secretary of Agriculture is not 
the official, if anybody, to deal with such a question. Itshould 
be the Commissioner of Patents, who has jurisdiction over in- 
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vention, and who has under his control a trained body of i to 
dea! with the problem of inventive and scientific development. 
| The Secretary of Agriculture has no capacity for the work. [ 


speak of this with the greatest respect for him. I suppose he 
does not know any more about it than I or my friend from Kan- 
sas. Sol think | must object to the consideration of 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, just a word. 
| Mr. HOAR. Iwithdraw the objection, of course, so that t 

Sen:tor from Kansas may be heard. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to 
enlarge the appropriation, Ishallnotobject. The amount which 
I had in the bill originally when it went to the committee was 
$10,000, and I thought that was low enough. If the Senator is 

| in earnest in his objection I shall be very glad indeed to have 
| him propose an amendment. I infer, however, from the criti- 
cism which the Senator makes, that he is opposed to the spirit 
of the bill. Ali that I care to say, in reply to that, is that the 
Senator has been here now in the neighborhood of some two 
months asking for what amounts to the same thing, the paternal 
care of the Government over the industries in which he is in- 
terested, and when I ask alittle help for my people, technical- 
ities and quibbles are interposed. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think this will help the Senator's peo- 
ple a particle. I move to amend by substituting ‘‘ $100,000” for 
*¢$2.500,” and then I shall object to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the furtber consideration of 
bill. Let the bill go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the 
| will go to the Calendar. 


PAYMENT OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr.PROCTOR. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 

| for the support of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes.” 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
section 4 of the act entitled “‘ An act for the support of the gov- 


; 
) 


the 


he 


the 


bil’ 


A man who will go to | ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1878, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1877, 
so as to read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That if one-half of the tax herein levied upon the real and per- 
sonal property taxed by this act shall not be paid before the Ist day of De 
| cember in each year, said installment shall thereupon be in arrears and de- 
| linquent; and there shall then be added, to be collected with such taxes, a 
penalty of 1 per cent upon the amount thereof, and a like penalty on the 
ist day of each succeeding month until payment of said installment and 
penaity. And if saidinstallment shall not be paid before thé Ist day of June 
following, together with the one-half of said original tax due before said 
1st day of June, a like penalty shall then be added on said last one-half of 
such tax; and the whole together shall constitute the delinquent tax, to be 
| dealt with and collected in the manner prescribed by this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
| the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for the current and 
| contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
| treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
| quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
HARBORS OF SUPERIOR AND DULUTH. 
The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The next business on the Caler 
will be stated. 
| The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution 
(S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commis- 
sion of engineers to examine and report upon the cost of deep- 
ening the harborsof Superior and Duluth and their entrances to 
a uniform depth of 20 feet. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


lar 


of the 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fu!- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 18%, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

THE 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


REVENUE BILL. 


The hofir of half past 10 o’clock 


| having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
| business. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for Other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Paragraphs 298 and 299 in the silk schedule 
were passed over on Saturday, practically at my request, and I 
should like to have another day with reference to their consid- 
eration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no objection to that. 
Let them be passed over for another day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraphs 
will be passed over. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SCHEDULE M.—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS, 


Pulp and paper: 
303. Mechanically-ground wood pulp and chemical wood pulp unbleached 
or bleached, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire an amendment to this 
paragraph. Maine, like Bozarris, is bleeding at a great many 
veins under the blows inflicted by the pending bill, and this is 
cone of them. 

The wood-pulp industry has grown up in this country since 
1870, and ithas reached enormous porportions. There are over 
$60,000,000 of capital invested in it to-day. It employs at least 
70,000 men, able-bodied, grown-up men; no women, no children. 
Its product every year is worth $35,000,000. It pays out in labor 
alone $23,500,000 annually. It is a very beneficent industry. It 
has reduced the cost of paper of all kinds enormously. 

I notice that wool fiber in 1870 was 7 cents a pound} last year 
it was 24 cents. Ground fiber, in 1870, was worth 44 certs; last 
year it was worth 1t cents; and it has, as I say, reduced the 
price of all kinds of paper all over the world. 

Our competitors are Austria, Sweden, Norway, and Canada. 
Austria, Sweden, and Norway have all of their chemicals free 
of duty. Ours are all dutiable. Austria, Norway, and Sweden 
employ women largely, and their wages are only one-quarter of 
the wages paid in the United States in the same industry. I 
have somewhere the cost per ton in these countries. In Germany 
the cost of labor is $4.49 per ton; in Austria, $2.83 per ton; and 
in the United States, $13.27 per ton. 

The importations have been largely increasing. In 1886 they 
were 16,000 tons, and last year 63,566 tons, showing that under 
the duty in the McKinley law the importations are growing 
every year. 

There are twenty-nine States interested in this industry, 
Maine more largely than any other, except New York. Thean- 
nual product in Maine is 600,000 tons, and in New York 1,000,- 
000 tons, 

I think that an ad valorem duty was tried awhile on this arti- 
cle, and the frauds under it were so great that it failed. Under 
the McKinley law I see that the ad valorem duty on pulp dried 
for paper-makers’ use was Only 10 per cent; on wood pulp me- 
chanically ground in, 17.52 per cent; on chemical, unbleached, 
11.61 per cent; and on wood pulp chemical, bleached, 10.38 per 
cent. 

This bill provides for an ad valorem of 10 per cent. I wish to 
ask the committee, there being so little decrease in duty, 
whether or not it can not consent to restore the specific duties 
in this matter of wood pulp? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the committee ex- 
amined this subject with as much careasthey were capable of do- 
ing. When we took this schedule up the argument was pressed, 
and was earnestly and vigorously pressed, in favor of a specific 
rather than an ad valorem tarilf, and the difficulties of the admin- 
istration of the law when there was an ad valorem tax heretofore 
imposed were pointed out; but after consultation with the offi- 
cials of the Treasury Department and the custom-house officers, 
and a full examination of the question, we thought there would 
be practically no difficulty in enforcing the law under an ad va- 
lorem tariff. We believe there will be no injustice done and no 
difficulty in the execution of the law. With that sort of a con- 
viction, I do not see how we could consent to make the change 
fromanad valorem to a specific basis. 

Mr. FRYE. The duty is an exceedingly low one, as the Sen- 
ator himself will admit—10 percent ad valorem; itis the lowest 
duty you have providedin this entire bill, and theindustry is an 
exceedingly pact es one. Itis very valuable to the farmers, for 
it makes a marketfor their wood, which otherwise would be ut- 
terly useless, a mere waste. I wish thatthe dutycould be made 
specific, even though it be not over 10 per cent. 

I know that we have exported a little wood pulp during the 
tast two or three years, but that came from the dullness of the 
times and the overproduction of wood pulp in the United States. 
We exported some to England, but the exportation will stop at 
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once. Itis merely temporary. There is a syndicate to-day with 
$3,000,000 of capital which has bought an enormous tract of for- 
est land in Norway, and is erecting pulp and paper mills there 
We can not compete with that product produced in Norway at 
their price of labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the fact that during the last year we imported nearly 
$3,000,000 worth. 

Mr. FRYE. We imported nearly 93,000 tons last year, and 
the importation has been increasing for the last four or five 
se I shall be obliged to offer an amendment to the para- 
graph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 303 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 7 

303. Mechanically ground wood pulp, 82.50 per ton, dry weight; chemical 
wood pulp, unbleached, 8 per ton, dry weight; bleached, 87 per ton, dry 
weight. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I saw the other day—I think it 
was the day before yesterday—one of the most vicious and out- 
rageous attacks upon my colleague from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
and myself in regard to the construction of the pending bill. 
The principal feature of the indictment was that we had been 
influenced by some Democratic leaders in New York, naming 
one of them, a distinguished Democrat who was a member of 
Mr. Cleveland’s Cabinet when he was last President, to fix the 
schedule upon wood pulp because they had made a large invest- 
ment, and that they had been consulted in regard to these rates. 
I only mention this to show how utterly unjust and reckless are 
the statements made in regard to public men who are engaged 
in public duty. 

Our only object in framing this paragraph was to make an ar- 
ticle of every-day and hourly necessity as cheap as possible to 
the vast body of consumers in the United States. On one hand 
are the manufacturers of wood pulp in New York and New Eng- 
land, demanding an increase of duty, but nobody has applied to 
us in the interest of the importers or of outside manufacturers 
to put this duty down. We have allowed it to remain as it was 
in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

It is an article so universally consumed, which enters into 
every family and business use, and public and private employ- 
ment in the United States, that itseemed to usour manifest duty 
to make it as cheap as possible, and to puta duty uponit, which it 
is true, as the Senator from Maine says, is low, and we intended 
to make it low. It has not been done in order to meet the wishes 
of any manufacturers or importers, but because it is one of those 
articles, like saltand lumber, that ought to be made as cheap as 
possible. 

That isthe whole argument on behalf of the committee, and it 
seems to me it ought to be a paramount argument, unless we 
were consulting only specific interests. Asa matter of course, 
the manufacturers in this country want the duty put up on it, 
for it gives them a market and excludes the foreigners. If we 
consulted the interests of the foreigners alone we would let it 
come in entirely free. Butas it is, we have put this small duty 
upon it for the purpose of revenue and in the interests of the 
great body of the people of the country, as we understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Maine pro- 
ceeds, [ should like to suggest,in addition to what the Senator 
from Missouri has said, that the great bulk of the importations 
into this country were of unbléached chemical wood pulp; that 
42,000 tons of this article came into the United States in the year 
1893; that the tax was $6 per ton, which was an equivalent of 
12.38 per cent; and that the tax now proposed is 10 per cent, 
which is a reduction of but 20 per cent below what it was under 
the law as it existed at that time. If we are to make any kind 
of a reduction it would seem that this is a reasonable one. 

Mr. FRYE. Onwood pulp mechanically ground, by this bock, 
the ad valorem duty was 17.52; on pulp dried, 10 per ‘cent; on 
wood pulp chemically unbleached, 11.61 per cent; on wood pulp 
chemically bleached, 10.38 per cent. Iam not complaining that 
the bill has reduced slightly the existing duty; but I am asking, 
and all I am asking is that it should be made specific instead of 
ad valorem, on account of the frauds about which the Senator 
says complaint was made before his committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Maine state how the 
value of wood pulp can be ascertained? Is it a thing which has 
a stable and well known market value? 

Mr. FRYE. I doubtifany wholesale prices in markets abroad 
can be ascertained. The marketsabroad are Austriaand Norway 
and Sweden. Of course they could probably be obtained in Can- 
ada, but Canada isnot our great competitor to-day, although she 
will be. It must be understood that this industry is and will be 
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a Northern industry, because the woods grown in cold climates 
have a much finer fiber than inthe warmclimates. That is why 
Maine is carrying on so immensely the pulp industry to-day, and 
Upper New York. Canada has the same advantage exactly that 
we have, with 40 per cent less of wages. 

Norway has the same advantage as to its forests, and so with 
Sweden. Austria has not the same; but England is looking en- 
tirely to Norway, and purchasing all the forest lands there in 
order to come in and be our competitor in this matter, as she 
will be undoubtedly. 


The most I care about is to make the duty specific instead of | ! L ) S 
| appraiser or surveyor acting asappraiser at the small ports will 
| be able to distinguish these pulps so as to make in every cise an 


ad valorem. Senators will recognize the fact that there is no 
rate of duty in the whole bill less than 10 per cent ad valorem. 
There is no lower duty in the bill than the specific rate which 
I propose on wood pulp. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I remember well some four- 
teen or fifteen years ago in the House of Representatives the 
discussion about wood pulp, and it became in the mouths of 
many men who did not understand the subject, a prolific subject 
of jeers. I remember a distinguished statesman from How 
York who was called Wood Pulp Miller for some time because 
he desired a protective duty on wood pulp and at the same time 
was interested in it himself with others. We were told about 
the anxious desire of those men to keep up the price of the ne- 
cessities of life. Well, some duty was placed on it, and it has 
continued to be a profitable industry up to this time. 

Then I know very well the paper made fromitfor newspapers 
was sold at 6 cants a pound, and instead of the price being raised 
or even kept up in accordance with the uniform rule, the price 
of paper for newspapers has gone steadily down until it can be 
bought in large quantities for large newspapers at considerably 
less than 3 cents a pound. [ do not wish to say exactly how 
much, because my concern has been buying some, but it has 
gone down more than one-half since thattime. There has been 
au steady decrease in the price. Of course it is very easy to see 
if there should not be sufficient protection given to it one has 
only to take his capital across the line to Canadaand avail him- 
self of the boundless spruce forests there, and pay about halfas 
much for wages as we pay here, and trundle it over the border 
and take away avery large and interesting industry from the 
United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas called attentior! to the fact that the importations were largely 
of chemical unbleached wood pulp during the last year, over 
43,000 tons having been imported, and he suggested that the 
proposed lowering of duties was only 10 per cent. If foreign 
manufacturers of wood pulp were enabled, with a duty of 12.38 
per cent, to send 43,607 tons into this country last year, of the 
value of more than $2,000,000, I submit that under a reduction 
of 20 per cent they will probably be able to sendin ten times that 
amount, and they will displace the manufacture of chemical un- 
bleached wood pulp in this country. 

The Senator from Connecticut calls attention to the great re- 
duction in the price of paper in this country during the last 
decade. I was in New York a few days ago, and a friend of 
mine purchased, I think, 200 reams of paper suitable for print- 
ing ordinary documents on for 2} cents a pound, a price un- 
known in this country before. There never was a time in the 
history of the United States when paper was sold as cheap as it 
is sold to-day. It does seem to me that under these circum- 
stances there ought not to be the slightest reduction upon a 
manufacture such as wood pulp. which is being carried on by the 
people of Maine, New York, New Hampshire, and some other 
States of our country. 

I trust the amendment of the Senator from Maine as offered 
will be adopted. I wish it might be accepted by our friends on 
the other side, because it does seem to me that it is absolutely 
justand very necessary if we are to prosper in the manufacture 
of wood pulp in the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine whether the specific duties which he now moves are in 
the vicinity of 10 per cent, which the committee propose, so 
that the substance of his amendment is that we shall have spe- 
cific duties instead of ad valorem? 

Mr. FRYE. They are very nearly, but I propose to change 
my amendment so as to make the duty exactly 10 per cent ad va- 
lorem of the present prices, and they certainly can not go any 
lower than they are now. Where $6 occurs in the amendment 


I ge soe to make it $5, and where $7 occurs to make it $6.50. 
That makes a specific duty equivalent to 10 per cent ad valorem 
through the range. 

Mr.GALLINGER. And on the mechanically ground wood 
do you not make it $2.25 in place of $2.50? 

Mr. FRYE. No; that is only 10 per cent now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not seem to be so in this book. 
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The amendment as modified will 











The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 303 and insert: 

Mechanically ground wood pulp, $2.56 per ton dry weight; chemical wood 
pulp unbleached, % per ton dry weight; bleached, $6.50 per ton dry weight. 

Mr.ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will accept 
the amendment as*now proposed by the Senator from Maine, 
making the duty specific instead of ad valorem. Whatever may 
be said about the ease with which ad valorem duties can be col- 


| lected, it is absolutely certain that to make these duties specific 


willsimplify their collection. I do not believe that the average 


If the duty is made equivalent to 
10 per cent, why should it not be specific? Certainly no harm 


| can be done. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. F Rye). 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. SMITH called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr.CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a genera! 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy]. If he 
were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). [have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. who 
informed me on Saturday that he would necessarily be absent 
to-day and to-morrow. Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH}. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON] to the Senator from Idaho[Mr. DuBoIs], who is paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], thus enabling 
the junior Senator from New Jersey and myself to vote. I vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). | 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am pairet 
with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
until he arrives to-day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power] to the junior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
WALSH], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iannounce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Or- 
egon [Mr. DoLPH] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], ané 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
MITCHELL], who is detained from the Chamber on business, ané 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsir 

[Mr. VILAS] that, as [am paired with the Senator from Texas 

[Mr. MILLs], we shall transfer our pairs so that we may vote. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “ vea.”’ 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted iu the affirmative). I inquire 

if the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 

vised. 

Mr.HOAR. [am paired with that Senator. Iwill withdraw 

my vote unless a transfer of pairs can be arranged. 

Mr.CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South 

Carolina[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BRICE. 1 wish to announce my pair with the junior Sen- 

ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort]. 

Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the affirmative). 

senior Senator from California |[Mr. WHITE] voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 

vised. 

Mr. SHOUP. 

my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 


Tam paired with 


Has the 


lam paired with that Senator and withdraw 


Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Platt, 
Allison, Hale, Manderson, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Quay, 
Davis, Hawley, Peffer, Teller, 
Frye, Higgins, Perkins, Wasbrpura. 
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NAYS—28 
Kyle 
Lindsay, 
Martin, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 

VOTING—37. 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis 
Patton, 
Pettizrew, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Sherman, 


Ransom, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Turple, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 


Allen 

Bate 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Oaffery, 
Call 
Cockrell, 


George, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hill, 
Irby 
Jarvis 
Jones, Ark 
NOT 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Walsh, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gray, 
Hoar, 
Hunton 
Jones, Nev 
McLaurin, 


Blan 
Bric 
Butier, 
Camden 
Cameron 
Carey 
Cok 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Dixon 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

304, Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

305. Printing paper, unsized, suitable only for books and newspapers, 12 
per cent ad valorem 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 38065. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

206. Printing paper, sized or glued, suitable only for books and news- 
papers, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph, 
on page 77, line 12, after the word ‘‘ paper,” by inserting ‘* un- 
sized;”’ and inline 13, after “‘newspapers,” to strike out ‘“* fif- 
teen,” and insert ‘* ten.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the word 
‘* paper,” in line 12, the word ‘‘ unsized.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other part of the amendment 
of the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offer an amendment and have it 
printed. lask leave to offer it now. On page 83, paragraph 
338, [ move to strike out all in lines 7 and 8 down to the word 
‘‘ including ” in line 9, and to insert: 

Diamonds, whether cut or uneut, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado will be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall also move toadd atthe end of the para- 
graph what [I send to the desk. I ask that the proposed amend- 
ment be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 338 add the fol- 
lowing: 

To secure more effectually the conditions of this act, and the revenue to 
be derived from it, it is enacted that all diamonds entering this country as 
the property of travelers shall be subject to the duty where their value ex- 
ceeds $350: Provided, however, That diamonds or precious stones the prop- 
erty of travelers shall enter free where it is shown bya consular certilticate 
that they have previously left this country, their identigy being further es- 
tablished by a photograph of the stones in their settings, which shall have 
been deposited with the consul at the portof departure in the United States. 

And it is hereby declared that any informant who notifies the customs 
authorities that an attempt is to be made to smuggle gee stones shall 
be entitled, where a conviction is made, to the full value of the stones, de- 
ducting only the duty owing to the Government; that this provision to re- 
ward informants applies equally to all tradesmen or jewelers in any partof 
this country to whom smuggled stones may be offered for sale: Provided, 
That such persons can establish the fact that the stones are contraband. 

That from the total duty derived from precious stones, 5 per cent shall be 
appropriated to pay the salaries of special agents abroad, whose duty it 
shall be towatch sales of precious stones and report to the customs authori- 
ties when they suspect that the illicit introduction of such stones is con- 
templated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed as 
requested. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

307. Papers known commercially as copying paper, filtering paper, silver 
paper, and tissue paper, white, printed, or colored, madeupincopying books, 
reams, or in any other form, and albumenized or sensitized paper, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five” and inserting ‘‘ thirty;” so as to 
read, ‘' 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PLATT. I had hoped that the Senator from Arkansas 
would make a divisionof this paragraph so as to give the papers 
first mentioned in the paragraph, copying paper, filtering pa- 
per, and silver paper, a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. There 
is such a distinction in the cost of manufacture and the price 
of these two classes of paper that it seems as if they ought not 
to go under one uniform duty of 30 per cent. I was informed 
that the matter had been brought to the notice of the commit- 
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tee, and I was indulging in the hope that there might be a di- 
vision suggested by the committee with a slightly higher rate 
of duty on copying and filtering and silver papers. I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from Arkansas whether he js un- 
willing to make such a division? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the question 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr.PLATT. LIinquire ofthe Senator from Arkansas whether 
he is willing to make a division of the paragraph by which the 
papers first mentioned in the paragraph, copying paper, filter- 
ing paper, and silver paper, shall be made 35 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee had under consid- 
eration the proposition as to whether there should be a change 
made in the paragraph. We had not finally determined when 
the paragraph was reached as to what action we would take, 
and will simply pass it over with the intention to consider it 
further. Weshall make up our minds when we have further 
time te consider it and determine whether to make a different 
recommendation in this connection. I do not want the change 
made now. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will allow the paragraph to be 
passed over for the present? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I simply want to have the para 
graph acted on. The committee will further consider it, and it 
they believe it should be changed, they will propose it later. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator means that he will propose an 
amendment when the bill comes into the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If we think achange ought to be 
made we shall propose it when the bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. With that understanding, I shall offer no 
amendment to the paragraph at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair.) The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

308. Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof, 
cardboards, lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or un 
bound (except illustrations when forming a partof a periodical, newspaper, 
or in printed books accompanying the same), and all articles produced 
either in whole or in part by lithographic process, and photograph, auto- 
graph, and scrap albums, wholly or partially manufactured, 30 per cent ad 
valorein. : 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out “twenty-five” and inserting “‘thirty;” so as to 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some monthsago a committee of gentle- 
men were in Washington, and they confided to me a memorial 
touching the matter of surface-coated papers, which I handed 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who assures 
me he will be able to procure it in a very little time, but he has 
it not at hand at the present moment. I ask the committee to 
let the paragraph be passed over for a few minutes and it can be 
taken up again. I donot know but that the amendment to be 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas is satisfactory, but | 
want to examine the memorial of those gentlemen, who are very 
respectable gentlemen, and who ought to be heard on this mat- 
ter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. There is no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the paragraph will be passed over for the present. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Manufactures of paper: 

309. Paper envelopes, 20 _— cent ad valorem. 

310. Paper hangings and paper for screens or fireboards, writing paper, 
drawing paper, and all other paper not specially provided for in this act, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

311. Blank books of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem; books, including 
pamphiets and engravings, bound or unbound, photographs, etchings, maps 
charts, and all printed matter not specially provided for in this act, 25 pe 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend paragraph 311 by inserting in 
line 23, after the word ‘‘including,” the words “‘ books printed 
in any foreign language; so as to cover foreign books. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “including,” in line 23, 
paragraph 311, insert ‘‘ books printed in any foreign language.” 

Mr. QUAY. I move this amendment at the request of the 
bookbinders and printers, especially of German books, in this 
country, who advise me that their industry will be absolutely 
destroyed if these books are placed on the freelist. I should be 
glad to know from the gentlemen in charge of the bill what 
reason there iswhy these foreign books are to be.exemptedfrom 


duty. 
Me. JONES of Arkansas. [ did not distinctly understand the 
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Senator from Pennsylvania, but it seems to me that the amend- | 1 : 
| be defeated by substantially a unanimous Republican vote 


ment proposed by him does not extend the paragraph a par- 
ticle. 

Mr. QUA It does extend it. It defines it, and it makes it 
apply spe a ally to books printed in any foreign language. L 
pr se » to follow that up by striking off the c Tause in the free 
list which exempts such bi yoks from dut y. 

HOAR. I suggest to the con sideration of the Senator 
fro 1 og stern whether the true way would not be to move 
the amendment when the free list is reached, because if that 
clause is stricken from the free list then this paragraph covers 
all books in wh: ut ver language. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would certainly 
to reach the purpose the Senator has in view. 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill withdraw the amendment and renew the 
proposition when the free list is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania is withdrawn. The reading of the bill 
will be resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows 
Playing cards, in packs not exceediug 54 cards and at a like rate for 
any Nenulion in excess, 10 cents per pack and 50 per cent ad valorem. 


312. Manufactures of paper, or of Which paper is the component material 
of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 

314. Hair pencils, brushes, and feather dusters, 30 per cent ad valorem; 

brooms, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Buttons and button forms: 

315. Button forms: Lastings, mohair, cloth, silk, or other manufactures of 
cloth, woven or made in patterns of such size, shape or form, or cut in such 
manner as to be fit for buttons exclusively, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

316. Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent ad valorem; 
pearl and shell buttons, wholly or partially manufactured, 1 cent per line 
per gross and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Afterthe word ‘‘line,”in paragraph 
316, line 24, I move to insert ‘*‘ button measure of one-fortieth 
of an inch.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrets wry Ves id the next paragraph, as follows: 

317. Ivory, veyc* avle ivory, glass, bone, or horn buttons, wholly or partially 
manufactured, <5 ~er cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported toamend the paragraph on 
page 80, paragraph 317, by striking out ‘‘ivory ” and inserting 
** buttons of ivory,” 
tons.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five ” 
the rate “35 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move toamend the amendment by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ thirty-five ” and inserting “ fifty,” which isthe present 
law on ivory buttons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My gh comet w is to restore the present law 
on ivory buttons—50 per cent—i 3o per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment 
has been agreed to. An amendment was offered by the Senator 
from Arkansas to make the rate 35 per cent, and the Senator 


be the way 


332 


to striko out the word 
in line 3, so as to make 


[ did not understand the proposi- 





from Rkode Island moves to amend the amendment by striking | 


out ‘‘ thirty-five” and inserting ‘‘ fifty,” 
cent ad valorem.” The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

318. Shoe buttons, made of paper, board, papier-maché, pulp, or other 
— material not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad va- 

e ° 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert after paragraph 318: 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal slack or culm, 15 cents 
per ton. 

Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. Strike out in line 4, on page 80, the words 
‘40 cents per ton,” and insert ‘shall be admitted free from 
duty;” so as to read: 

Coal, bituminous and shale, shall be admitted free from duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President,“the amendment which I have of- 
fered proposes to place bituiaioes coal and shale upon the free 
list. Ido not intend to detain the Senate with any lengthy re- 
[assume from what has taken place 


so as to read, ‘50 per 


The reading of the bill will 


marks upon the amendment. 
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past two weeks in the Senate that this motion to amend wi 








in the 
and 
by those Democrats upon this side of the Chamber who seem 
to be voting against this class of amendments. 

The country expected that a Democratic Congress in framing 
a tar iff-reform bill would place bituminous coal upon the free 





list. It was substantially so required by the Chicago Demo 
cratic platform. Every Democratic orator in the land who has 
spoken upon this subject hasdemandedfreecoal. I listened the 


other day with great interest to the remarks of the junior Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]} when he made an elab- 
orate plea in the Senate for free coal. I regret that he is not 


now in his seat. Iassume that after those remarks he will be 
glad to avail himself of the opportunity of sustaining the pend 
ing amendment. 

Mr. President, if there is one thing more thananother to which 


the Democratic party stands solemnly pledged, it is to place raw 

| materials upon the free list. That has been said over and over 
again by prominent Democrats throughout the whole country. 
If coal is not a raw material within the meaning of Democratic 
orators 1 do not know of asingle item in the bill that can be 
called such. 

I have heard no definition of raw material given here. I can 
suggestone. It is a production which is in its lowest or crudest 
form when it enters into commerce. Under this definition coal 

| constitutes a rawmaterial. Iron ore constitutes a raw material. 

Lead ore constitutes a raw material, and yet itis proposed by the 

bill to place a duty of 40 cents upon this raw material. 

I observe sincel began my remarksthat the champions of this 
| measure who have had charge of it during the past two or three 
weeks have left their seats. I assume they had nothing to say 
in defense of this provision and in opposition to my amendment. 
I am waiting to hear if the old threadbare plea is to be presented 
that the Finance Committee have been bulldozed into the accept- 
| ance of this provision. If so, I should like to know who has bull- 
| dozed them. I should like to know what Senators have an- 
| nounced that they would refuse to vote for this bill if coal should 
be placed upon the free list. Let them benamed so that we may 
know who they are. 

Mr. President, it ought not to require any argument ina Dem- 
ocratic Senate to induce Democratic Senators to vote for this 
;}amendment. If we place the proposed duty upon coal we go 

back upon all the Democratic arguments uttered in years past. 
We virtually repudiate our platform adopted in Chicago and we 
are brought into ridicule at the hands of the American people 
| Is one, substantially one, single article which may properly be 
| denominated raw material—wool—to be singled out as the only 
triumph that is to be achieved for tariff reform in this bill? 

{ do not propose to detain the Senate by any further remark 
upon my amendment. Itof course has been decreed that it is 
to be defeated. I trust the little band who have stood together 
thus far in the Senate for free raw materials will stand together 
now, whether they be one, two, three, four, or five. <A princi- 
ple is involved in this amendment. A principle isat stake here, 
and for one, even if lam alone, I propose to stand up for that 
principle. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, [have a much stronger reason 
for supporting the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New York than he gives. I understand the Senator’s reason 
chiefly to be that the Democratic platform has promised free 
coal. I have no more respect for that platform than the Demo- 
crats themselves have. Hence, I will not waste «any time on 
that line of argument. 

But there is a deeper, a broader, and a much grander reason 
than that. It is that with free coal under the surveillance of 
Government officers the people who are entitled to the use of 
free coal would obtain it, whereas, now, under existing condi- 
| tions, if we were to have free coal, and if the Democratic plat- 
form was to be spread all over the country, coal would be but 
little cheaper than it is now to those who most needit. I care 
much less for the character of coal as a raw material than I do 
for its character as a substance of fuel for the use of the poor 
people. 

{ have a most interesting little document in my hand which 
will indicate measurably at least what I have in mind just now. 
| During the hard pressing times of last winter when it became 
necessary for the city authorities in different parts of the coun- 
try to look after the interests of the poor people, one particular 
person in the city of New York disposed kindly towards all 
classes, and especially towards the poor, opened a coal house 
where he sold coal in small quantities to poor people, such 7 )- 
| ple as have been compelled to pay from two to four times as 
| much for the little coz il that they use as the well-to-do p ople 
| across the street or within a block or two from their 
shows the 


doors 
num- 


Here is a record of what this good man did. It 
ber of tickets that he sold. 





Task that Senators will listen. Every Senator in the room, I 
hope, will listen tothese figures. He sold 200,501 five-cent tickets 
to the poor people of thecity of New York. Think of that, Sena- 
tors; men and women buying coal by the 5 cents’ worth when you 
and I buy it by the tonor the carload, according to what we use! 
He sold 18,933 ten-cent tickets, 7,799 fifteen-cent tickets, 2,933 
twenty-cent tickets, and 3,121 twenty-five-cent tickets. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How many five-cent tickets did he sell, 
may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. PEFFER. The 5-cent tickets number 200,501. They pro- 
cured from 20 to 25 pounds of coal. That is the way the poor 

eople, those who are out of employment, those who are pinched 
. close poverty, those to whom the future is all dark, were able 
to procure their coal. 

Now, there is another phase of this subject. The men who 
have control of the coal mines are either rich individual menor 
they are wealthy corporations and syndicates. While every 
coal mine in the country and every coal field, no matter what its 
extent, ought to belong to the entire people of the country, and 
the coal mined and paid for at fair wages to the persons who do 
the work, so that the people can procure it cheaply at cost, the 
truth is that all the coal mines of the country are owned by pri- 
vate persons or by corporations and syndicates, and they have 
reduced the wages of their miners to such an extent that the 
men are in open rebellion. 

On the 4th day of May last a dispatch was printed in the vari- 
ous newspapers, and here is one of them, headed— 

PROMPT ACTION DID IT—PREVENTED A RIOT OF COAL MINERS IN THE 

VANDERBILT REGION. 

And then it goes on to describe what was done by prompt ac- 
tion of the authorities and people to prevent great trouble in the 
coal mines. On the 7th day of May another dispatch came. In- 
deed, they were coming every day numerously, but I have 
selected a few along from day to day. This one, dated May 7, 
Birmingham, Ala., is headed as follows: 

STRIKERS RESORT TO DYNAMITE--ALABAMA MINERS BLOW UP MACHINERY 
AND ROLLING STOCK. 
Then it goes on to describe the affair: 


A mob numbering from two hundred to five hundred went to Price’s mines 
at Horse Creek last night at midnightand blew upthe boilers and other mine 
machinery with dynamite and fired one hundred shots into the company’s 
store and houses. No one was hurt. 


On the same day there came another dispatch, as follows: 


OMENS OF BLOODSHED—STRIKERS USE DYNAMITE IN ALABAMA AND WEST 
VIRGINIA—MORE VIOLENCE EXPECTED TO-DAY—WORKS AND CARS BLOWN 
UP AT PRICE'S AND THE VICTORIA MINES—RIOTOUS DEMONSTRATIONS AT 
THE PARSONS PLANT—SERIOUS CONFLICT BREWING IN THE UNIONTOWN 
AND CONNELLSVILLE DISTRICTS—THE COMPANIES TRYING TO BREAK THE 
STRIKE WITH NEW MEN. 


On May 9 we had the following: 

BATTLE BETWEEN STRIKERS AND SHERIFF'S DEPUTIES—UNION AND NON- 
UNION LASTERS VIGHT—AUSTRIAN STRIKERS FIRED ON AND DISPERSED— 
GENERAL LABOR TROUBLES. 

This came from Uniontown, Pa. 
ing from Birmingham, Ala.: 
ALABAMA TROOPS ARE UNDER ARMS—COAL STRIKERS ASSUME A THREATEN- 

ING ATTITUDE THERE. 

Then the dispatch proceeds: 

Troops of Birmingham, Woodlawn, and Bessemer have been ordered 
under arms. 

Followed by other descriptive matter. May 9 we had a dis- 
pateh from Connellsville, Pa. It is headed as follows: 

BEATEN NEARLY TO DEATH—COKE STRIKERS ATTACK WORKMEN AT THE 
HILL FARM—SEVERAL RIOTERS WOUNDED BY DEPUTIES—MORE DISORDER 
NEAR SCOTTDALE—DEPUTIES ARE TO BE ARRESTED—BALTIMORE AND OHIO 
TAKES COAL IN TRANSIT FOR ITS OWN USE—FACTORIES CLOSING—ANTHRA- 
CITE MINERS MAY JOIN. 

Here are dispatches from Albany, N. Y.; Watertown, N. 
Y.; Sandusky, Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va., and Scottdale, Pa., 
dated May 14, all relating to the same subject. Hereis another 
dispatch from Cleveland, Ohio, in reference to the meeting of 
operators and miners conferring for the purpose of adjusting 
their differences. The dispatch is headed as follows: 


NOW WAR TO THE DEATH—THE CLEVELAND CONFERENCE FOR THE SET- 
TLEMENT OF THE COAL STRIKE ENDS IN A FLAT FAILURE—MINERS WILL 
YIELD NOTHING—**NO COMPROMISE ALONG THE LINES OF STARVATION 
WAGES,” SAYS PRESIDENT M’BRIDE—OPERATORS ANGRY, ETC. 


May 10 we had the follow- 


Under date of May 22, we have the following: 


TROUBLE AT MISSION FIELDS—DEPUTY SHERIFFS ARMED WITH WIN- 
CHESTERS SURROUND THE WORKS—GUNS FOR THE COKE REGIONS— 
ONE THOUSAND ARMS SHIPPED TO THE SCENE OF THE RIOTOUS LABOR- 
ERS IN PENNSYLVANIA—OFFICERS GUARDING WORKING MINERS AND 
THE STRIKERS THREATEN FIGHT, ETC. 


That is from Danville, Ill., and relates to the region about 


there. Under date of May 22 we have the following: 


MOBBED BY STRIKERS—MINERS BEATEN INTO INSENSIBILITY—ASSAILANTS 
SURROUND A MINE AT LA SALLE, ILL., AND ATTACK TSE MEN AS THEY 
COME UP—CITIZENS FEAR A WORSE RIOT TO-DAY, 
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From Uniontown, Pa., May 24, we have the following: 

STRIKERS SHOT DOWN—BATTLE WITH DEPUTY SHERIFFS AT DAYBREAK— 
MANY VOLLEYS FIRED AT CLOSE RANGE—FIVE REPORTED KILLED AND A 
NUMBER INJURED—THE OFFICERS FIRED FIRST— 

With descriptive matter following along. 
On May 24, we have a dispatch from La Salle, Ill., headed ag 
follows: 

MOB LAW IN ILLINOIS—LA SALLE GIVEN OVER TO THE FURY OF STRIKING 
MINERS—BLOODY RIOT WITH DEPUTIES—CITY AUTHORITIES OVERPOW- 
ERED AND TROOPS CALLED FOR—AFTER VANQUISHING THE SHERIFE’S 
FORCE THE RIOTERS TOOK POSSESSION OF THE TOWN AND COMPELLED 
THE RELEASE OF PRISONERS FROM JAIL-—PANDEMONIUM PREVAILED— 
PANIC AMONG THE CITIZENS, ETC. 
I have a number of others. 

headed: 

KILLED LIKE DOGS—DEPUTIES SHOOT DOWN STRIKING MINERS WITHOUT A 
MOMENT’S WARNING—EIGHT OF THE MEN WERE LEFT DEAD IN THE prR- 
LIC ROAD, WHILE MANY OTHERS RECEIVED SERIOUS WOUNDS FROM THE 
WINCHESTERS. 


That is from Fayette City, Pa. 

And yet, Mr. President, while reciting these bloody notes I 
observe but few Senators listening to them, although I doubt 
not nearly all at least hear them. Has it come toa point when 
in the highest, most exalted and dignified legislative body in 
the country such recitals as these can be given in open daylight 
and not create wonder and surprise? Can it be that we have 
grown so callous that our hearts are not affected by this turbu- 
lence, by this rioting, by this violence and bloodshed among our 
people? Are we so far along as that none of these things at- 
tract our attention and we prefer to goalong ina humdrum way 
discussing tariff schedules and stopping upon free coal, thinking 
nothing about what is surrounding us? 

I urge, Mr. President, that coal be put upon the free list, and 
more than that—— 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr.PLATT. The Senator has called attention to the very 
serious condition of things in the country. I think I appreciate 
its seriousness as much as he does, but I do not see exactly how 
it is to be helped by putting coal on the free list. If he will in- 
form us about that I shall be glad. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is only the first step in what ought to be 
done. We must begin by putting coal on the free list. Then 
we must hurry up our Judiciary Committee, and if we can not 
get an act of Congress through the Judiciary Committee let the 
National Legislature take charge of this subject, let it take pos- 
session of all the coal beds and all the coal mines in the country; 
and let the coal be given to the people freely. That is the 
only way to settle this work. Senatorssmile. [ remember that 
just about two years ago, when the Homestead trouble came, I 
offered a resolution for the purpose of testing the question which 
was involved in that struggle. When I said tothe Senators 
there were but three ways out of the difficulty they smiled. I 

ut it to them in this way: First, just keep your hands off and 
et the employer and the employé settle their disputes among 
themselves. 

That will soon arrange it all peacefully, amicably, and justly. 
But if you are not willing to keep hands off in case of disturb- 
ance, then treat both sidesalike. If youare determined to bring 
out the military arm of the Government in order to protect one 
side, protect the other side as well. If you can do neither, 
and if you are determined to put your hands on, then put them 
on the entire business and take charge of it as aGovernment in- 
stitution, and manage it in thetinterest of the people, letting the 
profits go to the people and into the public Treasury instead of 
going into the — of millionaires, whom we are just now ex- 
aming for fraud and conspiracy. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish at this time to 
discuss the serious condition with which we are confronted, so 
far as any final remedy is to be concerned, but the point I wish 
to get at is, how does it help the matter to put coal on the free 
list? How does it help the matter to adopt legislation which 
must necessarily, if it has the effect which it is desired to have, 
reduce the production of coal and throw out of employment men 
who are now engaged either at proper wages or at wages which 
are not satisfactory in the production of coal and throw them 
into idleness? How is it to help this condition of things in the 
coal industry to put coal on the free list and get it from Nova 
Scotia, mined by Nova Scotians, or from elsewhere out of the 
— 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator wish to be understood as 
saying that if coal is placed on the free list any miners will be 
thrown out of employment or their wages will be reduced? 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave not any doubt that to put coal on the 
free list would throw out of employment one-third of the pers 
sons engaged in mining coal in the United States. 


One which catches my eye is 

















Mr. PEFFER. That is one of the surprising things of this 
debate. It only costs from 40 to 46 cents a ton to mine coal, and 
we are proposing to put a duty of 40 cents a ton on foreign coal. 
I do not believe that it will affect the occupation of a single 
miner; but I am taking advantage of this opportunity to call the 
attention of the Senate and of the country to the dangerous con- 
dition of public affairs on aqcount of the management of mines 
now existing, and to impress upoa the minds of Senators that 
we have got sooner or later not only to deal with this subject 
but with a great many others; and this is one good time for 
Senators, for the members of the other branch of Congress, for 
public men everywhere, for newspaper writers, for legislators, 
for political speakers, for all classes of the people who are pre- 
tending to instruct their neighbors, to take up this subjectfrom 
the standpoint of the people. 


Let us get it out of the hands of syndicates and corporations | 
and wealthy individuals who control large tractsofland. There | 


ought not to be a mine of coal, lead, zinc, copper, gold, or silver 
owned by any privateindividual. All of these things are for the 
public use. Just as soon as a man or acorporation ora company 
gets hold of a mine they begin immediately to raise the prices 
upon the people. 


The extract that I read in the beginning of my remarks shows | 


the straits to which poor people are brought. They go to the 
coal bins with baskets. You and I[haveseen them on the public 
streets many, many hundred times picking up coal by the single 
piece at a time, not bigger than a marble or a walnut ora hen’s 
egg, and putting them into a basket. ' 

We have seen little boys, smaller {han the pages here, and lit- 
tle girls, feeble, frail, little creatures, gathering up the specks 
of coal. What would these boys do if they were placed under 
such circumstances? What would we full-grown men do under 
like circumstances? It appeals to the sympathy as well as to the 
conscience and to the brain of men. 

I hope that the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York will prevail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I have heretofore sug- 
gested, the political campaigns in New England for the last half 
dozen years have been waged along the line of a contest for free 
raw material, and especially free coal. 

Our Democratic friends in those States have made the removal 
of the duty on coal the cardinal point of their political faith; andI 
shall be greatly surprised this morning if the Senator from New 
York does not succeed in securing a larger following in his vote 
upon this part of the Democratic platform than he succeeded 
when he made his last effort. 

[am gratified that there iseven an appearance of disagree- 
ment on that side of the Chamber upon this important question. 
If I thought that this disagreement was large enough to imperil 
the passage of this bill J would suggest that we might pass this 
item over until anew Democratic caucus could be held and a 
further agreement made as to what should be the attitude of the 
party upon this particular item. 

But I have great fears that the Senator from New. York will 
not be able to call to his assistance this morning, notwithstand- 
ing his eloquent statement of the case of tho Democratic party, 
a sufficient number of followers on that side of the Chamber to 
make another caucus necessary. 

So far as Iam concerned, I am inclined to allow my Demo- 
cratic friends to settle this question of free coal among them- 
selves; to abstain from voting, and allow them to say whether 
they intend to follow in any instance the policy and principles 
which they have heretofore advocated. 

Mr. VEST. Mr.President, we have at last a statementof the 
higher order of statesmanship from the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I understand now that he proposes to 
abnegate his duties as a United States Senator, sent here to rep- 


resent the people of this country, and, in order to obtain a po- | 


litical advantage, to sit quietly and silently in his seat. If that 
is the Senator’s idea of the dutiesof an American Senator, I can- 
not congratulate him upon the plane where he has now located 
himself, 


We have heard some extraordinary statements here this morn- | 


ing, The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], who is opposed 
to this bill, as I have understood, because it contains a provision 
for an income tax, now asks information of those of us who have 
been earnestly laboring to construct a tariff bill which will pass 
Congress, to know who has caused to be inserted in this bill a 
tax on coal instead of free coal, as it came here from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. President, we are here to give information, but not to 
those who are as well informed as we. The Senator from New 
York knows as much in regard to this matter as we do; and, as 
a matter of course, his inquiry is not for information, but in or- 
der to elicit some statement which would antagonize the pas- 
sage of this bill in its entirety. 
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I have had occasion to say, and even under oath, Mr. President, 
the evidence being published, that there are a great many 
things in this bill which do not receive my personal approval, 
if isolated and by themselves; but I deem it my duty to look ta 
the general result as to what will be for the best interests of 

| the entire country to the largest degree. It is impossible that 
any Senator should obtain all that he wants in a great measure 
| like this; but if I obtain the best that I can, and in the right di- 
| rection, whilst I may deprecate and regret that [ can not go 
| further, I shall not hesitate as to how far I shall go. 

We are determined, if we can, to supplant the McKinley act 

| with a better measure, and if I am compelled to give up my 

opinion in favor of free coal, and to take a duty of about one-half 
| of that imposed by the McKinley act, whilst I regret the differ- 
| ence of opinion which compels that necessity, I shall not re- 
main silent, and leave it to others to discharge the duties which 
I have sworn to perform. I am here as an American Senator 
to do the best I can; and when I can not have my way, I shall 
compromise so far as it is necessary, if I can thereby obtain 
something better for the people of the United States. This 
much, Mr. President, is due to the committee; this much is due 
to the people of this country. 

I agree with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrEeR] that coal 
ought to be made cheaper; but there is nothing in the parallel 
which he instituted between the buying of coal by the ton and 
the poor people of New York buying it 5 cents’ worth at atime. 
The Senator uses in this city anthracite coal, which is already 
upon the free list, and the price of it is therefore not affected 
by the tariff at all. I should be glad to see the people of this 
country who are not now able to buy anthracite coal buy it as 
clieaply as possible and in such quantities as their means admit. 

< would not take the coal mines of this country into the pos- 
session of the Government any more than I would take the rail- 
| roads of the country. That is not my idea of the functions of 
the Government of the United States. If I were hunting votes 
in a country where there is universal suffrage, and the vote of 
the poorest man is equal to that of the richest, I might favor 
these wild socialistic reforms, as they are termed; but the func- 
tions of the Government of the United States are not such as 
the Senator from Kansas supposes them to be. 

The functions of the Government are simply to give to the 
people of the United States, of all sections, of all classes, of ali 
races, and of all colors,equal privileges and equal protection 
under the law. This Government is not a merchant, it is not 
a warehouseman, and it was not constructed to take into its 
hand what belongs to the people or tothe States. Therefore, 
against the opinions of the Senator from Kansas I am as much 
opposed as I am to the opinions of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. Whatever the Democratic platform may have declared, 
it never could bind me to give up what I believed was for the 
benefit of all the people of the country, because [ could not get 
what that platform declared to be good and right policy. 

I remember once in the Senate, after a national convention of 
the Republican party had declared for a service pension, I think 
it was some eight or ten years ago, when the bill was reported 
by the then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, not now a mem- 
ber of this body, just before a Presidential election, and those 
of us on this side, who had differed with our brethren upon the 
| other side in the late war, felt ourselves coerced into silence by : 
reason of the positions that we had occupied. I remember very 
well when the proposition from the committee was reported by 
Mr. Ingalls,[ concluded it would immediately pass, because thé 
national convention of the Republican party had declared for it, 
| and because the trend of events and of popular opinion was in 
that direction. 

I never had more respect for any public man in my life than 
for the Senator from Ohio now sitting before me [Mr. SHERMAN], 
with whom I @iffer as radically as I dofrom any man living, 
when he rose ia his seat and, amidst profound silence, opposed 
the passage of the bill, and he uttered the sentence to be found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: ‘‘ Mr. President, I say that no 
political party can govern my action as a Senator of the United 
States in making laws for the people.” 

I would no more hesitate here to-day to ignore the declara- 
tion of a convention of the Democratic party of the United 
States in regard to a law [ considered inimical to the best inter- 

ests of the people of this country, than I would to tear into 
atoms a piece of blank paper. Iam here under oath todo my 
duty, to get the best law [ can, and if, on account of differences 
of opinion, I can not get free coal, I will take a duty of 40 cents 
a ton on coal, instead of 75. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, so far as I can now remem- 
ber, I do not recall a paragraph of this bill which the Senator 
from Missouri has advocated or defended con amore, or in ac- 
cordance with any principles or ideas which he has }wretofore 
held upon the question of tariff revision. He has disclaimed 
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any responsibility for the bill, and stated in regard to every 
paragraph upon which he has spoken that it was the best he 
could do, and that he was forced into the attitude which he oc- 
cupied. 

M r. VEST. Personally it isamatter of very little importance 
to me what statement the Senator makes about my position; butas 
this matter is all to go into the RECORD and will go to the 
country, and as there are some people whose good opinion I 
value, I will say that I have stated here repeatedly that I am 
entirely responsibie for everything in this bill. should be 
ashamed of myself if I endeavored to evade any portion of the 
responsibility which rests upon me when I voted for the bill to 
be reported. 

In the second place, the Senator’s memory is very short as to 
my not supporting anything con amore in this bill. I defended 
free lumber, | defended free wool, and [never intimated in regard 
to those matters, which are cardinal features of the bill, that I 
had anything else except the largest approbation for both of 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I shall have to admit that in respect 
to the two items to which the Senator from Missouri has re- 
ferred,! was mistaken, I had for the moment forgotten his po- 
sition in respect to these. From the statement which the Sen- 
ator has made so frequently, that the provigions of this bill did 
not meet his personal views and that he had accepted them un- 
der duress, [ had forgotten the exceptions to which he now re- 
fers, 


The Senator from Missouri, in his attempts to defend this bill, 
has not always been able to conceal the awkwardgess of his posi- 
tion. The actor upon thedramatic stage, who has appeared fora 
lifetime in the réle of a heavy tragedian, when eo uddenly 
called upon to assume the partof comedian is quite Hileely not to 
make the best impression upon the audiences before whom heis 
called upon toappear in his new character for the first time. The 
Senator from Missouri is apparently out of place in his defense 
of the protective duties of the measure which he is now called 
upon to advocate. 

I regret that the testimony to which the Senator from Missouri 
has referred as to the authorship of this bill and as to the per- 
sons who have obliged him to assume this new role, was not as 
definite and as clear as I hoped that it might have been. It is 
true, he says that certain gentlemen—naming them, some five 
or six Senators—came before the Democratic members of the 
Finance Committee; but these ‘‘ conservatives” did not at that 
interview agree among themselves as to what attitude should be 
taken, and, as I understood from the Senator's testimony, he 
asked them politely to leave the room of the Finance Commit- 
tee and said: ‘*Gentlemen, we shall fix this bill to suit our- 
selves.” After this I suppose the functions of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Brice}, of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], 
and of the other Senators mentioned by the Senator from Mis- 
souri ceased, and from that time forward whatever was done with 
this bill, whatever changes were made inits various provisions, 
were made by the Senator from Missouriand by the Senator from 
Arkansas, and I suppose from testimony of the former Senator 
that they alone are responsible for the measure as it now appears. 

I would ask the Senator from Missouri if he does not think it 
would be wise, in view of all the circumstances, ifhe should add 
one other item in this bill to those he has mentioned to which 
he can give his cordial support now and hereafter? If he has 
soothed his conscience somewhat by making lumber free, and 
by making wool free, why not make coal free? 

The Senator suggests that it would not be good statesmanship 
for me to abdicate my functionsin regard to this particular vote. 
There is a family difference of opinionin respect to this question 
which I would be glad to havesettled without Republican inter- 
ference It is a question whether the Democratic party are in 
favor of free coal or of a duty uponcoal. Whenever they settle 
that question among themselves, we will then take our share of 
the responsibility of fixing the rates, if any duties are to be 
imposed. 

Mr. VEST. 
the Senate—I undertake to put the question for a large number 
of Senators here—by telling us why he favors putting coal upon 
the free list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot favor putting coal upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to ask me to add free 
coal to free lumber and free wool. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was making the suggestion to the Senator 
from his own standpoint and for his own reputation. 

Mr. VEST. Oh! 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
tion. 


Mr. VEST. lLask the Senator if he is for free coal or for a 
duty upon coal? 


Will my friend from Rhode Island oblige meand 


Iam not undertaking to argue this ques- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 


18, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not for free coal in a protective mens. 
ure. In a protective tariff bill I am for protecting every ie, 
try of the country that is entitled to protection; and eo.) [ 
think, is one of those. I should vote for a duty upon coal whi 1 
I believed to be adequate in a bill which gave protection to a) 
industries. 

Mr. VEST. I would not insult the Senator by supposing that 
his opinions of the people of the United States are governed by 
the nature of the particular measure or the place upon which }1 
comes and is pending. He must certainly have some ideas. as 
an old and experienced legislator, as to whether free coal js 
good or bad for the people of this country, and I assume that hyo 
would vote accordingly. Iaskhim categorically, without moan. 
ing to be offensive, does he think that the interests of the peo- 
ple of this whole country demand a duty upon coal or that coa] 
should be free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think most emphatically that the inter. 
ests of the people of this country demand, first and above every- 
thing else, the defeat of the measure which is now pending jn 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. But that has nothing to do with coal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may have a great deal to do with coal. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can not escape on the ground of ig- 
norance of not having formed an opinion on this subject. His 
opinions are crystallized and perfected so far as he is concerned 
upon all the items of this bill, and he knows more about these 
details than any of us, and I cheerfully yield that acknowledg- 
ment to him. He says Iam ungraceful at times, but [ grace- 
fully yield to him the palm, [ask the Senator—and he certainly 
knows as well as any man—what he thinks about this particular 
item before the Senate? We have been repeatedly warned to 
discuss the pending issue and not to go back to 1890, to the Me- 
Kinley act. Does the Senator believe a duty upon coal is neces- 
sary to the welfare of the people of the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I believe upon that subject is shown 
by my vote and by my action in assisting in the preparation of 
the act of 1890, which imposed a duty of 75 cents a ton upon coal. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator believes itis righttoputa duty 
on coal? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire above everything else to continue 
in existence the act of 1890 with a duty of 75 cents a ton on coal; 
and every effort of mine shall be made in that direction and to se- 
cure that result. If I believed the Senators from West Virginia 
and Maryland and the other Senators who have been instru- 
mental—I do not use the word in any offensive sense—in fixing 


} 


all 


| this rate of 40 cents a ton on coal, would vote against the bill, if 


coal is upon the free list, [should vote for free coal without the 
slightest hesitation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 

[Mr. Vest] I understood had recently been delivering lectures 
on statesmanship to the Senator from’ Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH]. The Senator from Rhode Island, when I was outof the 
Chamber, I understood suggested that he thought it would be 
wise, so far as he was concerned, to leave this question of free 
coal or dutiable coal to be settled by the Democratic side of the 
Chamber; and thereupon the Senator from Missouri arose to 
deliver his lecture on statesmanship and to suggest that if the 
Senator from Rhode Island took that course he would be remiss 
in his duty as a Senator and a statesman. 
- Only a little while before that I heard the Senator from Mis- 
souri, when he was asked by the Senator from Maine | Mr. Fryer} 
why he was not willing to take a specific duty on wood pulp in 
the place of anad valorem duty, although they were substan- 
tially the equivalents of each other, give the Senate to under- 
stand that he was afraid to do that, because there had been 
rumors that a member of the Oabinet of President Cleveland 
during a former Administration was interested in the pulp 
manufacture, and that, therefore, improper motives would be 
attributed to him or to the committee on the other side of the 
Chamber, or to whoever they may be who are making up this 
bill, if they consented to so simple a thing as the imposition of 
a specific duty upon wood pulp, in the place of an ad valorem 
duty, although they were substantially the equivalents of each 
other. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri what 
sort of statesmanship that is? ' 

Mr. VEST. I made no such statement, and the REcoRD will 
show that I made no such statement. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to give the fact 
that that member of the Cabinet was supposed to be interestéd 
in the pulp manufacture as the reason why the committee was 
not willing to give a specific duty on wood pulp. 

Mr. VEST. I did not give any such reason. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. VEST. I stated simply, in showing the injustice that waa 
perpetrated upon those of us who are framing this bill in regard 
to the wood-pulp matter, that the charge had been made that 
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¢here was an agreement between the members of the committee 
and certain distinguished Democrats in this connection, not that 
we were afraid or that—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. You were not influenced by that; oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I stated that no such thing had happened, and | 
that nobody had approached us in any such interest; and that | 
that illustrated theabsolute falsehood of the charges made daily | 
in regard to the framing of this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. I certainly 
understood him to give all this as a reason why he was not will- | 
ing to agree to a specific duty on wood pulp. If the Senator 
only mentioned the story inorder to deny it, as he has had oc- 
casion to mention a great many other somewhat vicious news- 

aper stories in connection with this bill in order to deny them, 
Suave no criticism to make of the Senator; and he may be much 
more of a statesman in disposing of the various items in this bill | 
than is the Senator from Rhode Island, if he chooses to set up | 
that claim. 

But, Mr. President, there is another question of statesman- | 
ship that I wish to submit to the Senator from Missouri; and | 
that is, why this bill is made up by two or three Senators, a | 
little handful of men gathering together, and deciding yea or 
nay, and then their decision being ratified by substantially a 
unanimous vote on the Democratic side of the Senate? Is that 
statesmanship? Is thata statesmanlike way of making a bill? 

The Senator criticises Senators upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, and has criticised the Senator from Rhode Island because | 
he thoughtof not voting on this question of coal, and yet every- 
body knows that, instead of making up these schedules here in 
the Senate by discussion; instead of having amendments moved 
and discussed and voted onand decided in a Senate of statesmen, 
if there are any here besides the Senatorfrom Missouri, the 
whole thing is decided outside of this body. The dictum of two 
or three Senators upon the other side of the Chamber settles the 
question, and discussion is of no more use than whistling against 
the north wind. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that a singular spectacle is pre- 
sented to the country when a tariff bill is not made up by dis- 
cussion in the Senate, by open, public dealings on the floor of 
the Senate, but where everything which two or three Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber favor goes, and everything 
to which they are opposed fails of adoption, and the Democratic 
party rallies almostas one man to ratify these secret decisions 
which are thus made upon the other side of the Chamber. 

I have a word to say on this amendment. I could refrain from 
voting upon it without any fear of the criticism cf the Senator 
from Missouri that it would not be a statesmanlike act-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me a word there? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My object in making the suggestion I did 
was that this question might be settled by the entire Democratic 
Senate. I understand the Senatorfrom Missouri, notwithstand- 
ing his disclaimer, which was more or less emphatic, is acting 
under the orders of a junta of Democratic Senators to a greater 
or less extent, two, three, four, or half a dozen, to which he sub- 
mits his conscience and his judgment. I desire tohavealarger 
forum, a larger court to decide this question, and J desire to 
have the whole Democratic party act. That was my purpose in 
making the suggestion I did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, on the subject of coal, if I 
vote upon the question, I shali vote in favor of the duty upon 
coal. Lama protectionist, and I shallanswer the question which 
the Senator from Missouri asked of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. I believe the best interests of the whole country will 
be promoted by a duty on coal. Therefore, I am willing to pro- 
tect the industry of Ohio, and West Virginia, and Virginia, and 
Maryland, and every other State where coal is produced, because 
of the large interestof the whole country. I believe thatfor coal 
we should depend as largely as possible upon our own mines, and 
should not depend upon the mines of Nova Scotia or of Europe. 
Therefore, I shall vote, if I vote at all, for this duty; and I re- 
gret that the existing duty is to be reduced. 

I congratulate the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] and the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], whom I see upon 
the floor, upon the fact that, notwithstanding this bill came 
from the House of Representatives with free coal, coal is to be 
made dutiable because an important industry of their State will 
be protected by the duty which is to be imposed upon coal. If 
Senators choose to disclaim, as the Senator from West Virginia 

as once or twice done, having exerted any influence to secure 
his protection upon the product of their State, I accept that 
isclaimer. 
I do not know what the subtle influence was which led to the 
fi Sun coal upon the dutiable list notwithstanding itcame from 


| 





he House free in the pending bill; but whatever the influence 
ay have been, whether creditable or not creditable to the 


Se 
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parties who exerted it, it was an influence exerted in the right 
direction. I believe that the duty should remain, notwithstand- 


| ing the promise of the platform of the Democratic party is to 


be broken, and notwithstanding the heroic devotion to that 

platform of the senior Senator from New York [| Mr. HILu]. 
[am inclined to think, however, that we shall have free coal. 

[ can not doubt that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] before 


| this bill finaily passes will make a rally in order to redeem his 


promise to New England. I can not believe that the Senator 
from Texas has so thoroughly obliterated his personality in con- 
nection with tariff legislation that he will not succeed before 
this bill passes in giving some other free raw material to this 
country besides lumber and wool; and when, as the Senator be- 
lieves, the restoration of the industries of New England so much 
depend upon the fulfillment of his promise of free raw material, 
which he has made so many times to the people of New England, 
I believe that he will make a rally and at last succeed in giving 
more free raw material than we are now promised by this bill. 

Mr. President, I believe there is another reason why New 
England will get free coal before this bill passes through the 
committee of conference and is adopted by both Houses of Con- 
gress. [ understand that the Nova Scotia coal syndicate rests 
in serene confidence that the promises which have been made 
to them will be fulfilled. 

The Senator from Missouri has taken occasion to allude to a 
member of a former Cabinet of President Cleveland as being in- 
terested in the manufacture of pulp. That gentleman also, it is 
rumored, is largely interested in Nova Scotia coal mines, and 
the syndicate which has been formed under his auspices, I have 
information from New York, is resting serenely confident that 
when this bill comes out of the conference committee, coal will 
be put upon the free list, in pursuance of some understanding 
which they have with somebody. 

So, in spite of my vote; in spite of the vote of the Senator from 
Rhode Island; in spite of the very reluctant vote of the Senator 
from Missouri to puta duty upon coal, it is quite likely that, if 
there was a contract with the Nova Scotia syndicate, and if the 
men who have made that bargain are assuccessful as the sugar 
trust has been, the Senator from Texas and the Senator from 
Missouri, after all, when this bill finally becomes a law, if itever 
does become a law—which God forbid—will at last give free raw 
material of coal to the people of New England. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] both 
seem to favor a dutyupon coal. The Senator from Rhode Island 
spoke of the differences upon this side of the Chamber in regard 
to certain portions of the pending bill. The differences seem to 
be no greater upon this side of the Chamber than they are be- 
tween those who advocate this duty upon coal. The Senator 
from Rhode Island favors a duty upon coal because he is a pro- 
tectionist; and, to be consistent with his position upon other 
matters contained in the bill, he of course expects to vote to 
place a duty upon coal or to continue the one already thereon. 

The Senator from Missouri says, as a matter of principle, he 
would favor free coal. I understand him to say that he believes 
that a reduction of the duty upon coa! would make coal cheaper. 
If that be so—and I hope it is so—then a still further reduction 
or an entire abolition of the duty upon coal would make coal 
cheaper still. Therefore, in voting for free cecal it shall not be 
charged, at least to-day, that I am playing into the hands of any 
trust by placing another article upon the free list. 

The House of Representatives passed the Wilson bill, and, in 
its wisdom, saw fit to place coal upon the free list. Thecountry 
was not surprised at that action. Thecountry demanded it, and 
expected it; and the surprise of the country is that this Demo- 
cratic Senate is going back upon its record in the past, and now 
proposes to place a duty upon coal. 

I have received letters and telegrams and resolutions from 
all parts of the country, many of them from Missouri, Indiana, 
and other parts of the West and South, asking me to support the 
Wilson bill as it passed the House, great emphasis being always 
laid upen that portion of the resolutions and letters and tele- 
grams ‘‘as it passed the House.” 

I can comply with that request in this particular. I have ad- 
vocated free raw material in all the speeches whichI have made 
upon the subject of tariff reform for the past five or ten years. 
I do not see any reason why I should take back what I have 
said. 

Mr. President, I favor free coal because I believe it will make 
coal cheaper. I am opposed to the duty upon it because I think 
it places the Democratie party in a falsc and inconsistent posi- 
tion. I am in favor of this because the party stand committed 


by its record, by its votes in the past, and by its platforms, and 
in its procedures heretofore in favor of free raw material. 
stand to-day where I have stood for many yeais. 

The Senator from Missouri seeks to attribute to me 4 motive 


I 
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for making this motion which I can not accept. He says that 
I make the motion because, ‘‘as he understands,” I am opposed 
to certain features in this bill, and desire to defeat the whole 
bill. Who is his informant? Whence comes this information, 
of which he is the exclusive possessor? What Senator around 
this circle has dared to assure him of any such fact? 
Senator has dared to deliver my vote one way or the other upon 
this bill? 

Mr. Presiccut, 1am opposed to certain features of this bill. 
I have expressed my views upon them heretofore. I am op- 


posed earnestly, and conscientiously opposed, to that socialistic | 


and Populistic principle which you have engrafted upon the 
pending bill, of awar income tax. Iexpressed my views before, 
and I propose to express them again when that schedule of this 
bill shall be reached; but while I have opposed thet portion of 
the bill, while I have sought by my vote to eliminate what I 
thought were bad features of the bill, and sought to make it bet- 


ter, no Senator around this circle has a right to say ‘‘ that he | 


understands” i am opposed to the whole bill. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. I utterly disclaim the two statements of the Sen- 


ator or the two imputations, in the first place, that I undertook | 


to state what I had been informed in regard to his vote by any 
one else, or, in the secena place, that I undertook to put any in- 
terpretation upon what he has said himself which his language 
does not justify. 

In an address, a carefully prepared adjress to the Senate upon 
that feature of this bill which is know1‘as the income tax—and 
I think the record will substantiate what I now state—the Sen- 
ator from New York said that he could not, and would not, vote 
for a measure containing that provision; and assuming that that 
provision will remain in the bill, as I have no question it will, I 
think [ am authorized, therefore, in stating that the Senator 
meant he would not vote for the bill in the shapa it now is. If 
he did not mean that, I am exceedingly glad to know it. No 
one separates from the Senator as to any measure pending here 
with more reluctance than I, but I simply undertook to give 
what I understood him to say in his speech regarding the mat- 


ter. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, then we are to understand from 


the disclaimer of the distinguished Senator from Missouri that 
his only authority for making the broad statement that he un- 
derstood that I was opposed to the bill was the address which 
I had the honor to deliver to the Senate some time ago against 
the income tax. The RECORD will speak for itself. I ask the 
Senate to peruse that speech, and then point out to the Senate 
the line or the sentence from which he has a right to make that 
inference. I neither said that I intended to support this bill if 
it contained the income tax, nordo I say at this time that I shall 
not. , 
. I shall cross that bridge when I reach it. No ingenious sug- 
gestion of the ingenious Senator from Missouri will have me 
here and now declare what I shall do when the final vote comes 
upon the pending bill. God knows, no one can tell what this 
bill will be when it passes the Senate, or what it will be when 
it comes fromthe conference committee. I know not how many 
concessions are yet to be extorted from the Finance Committee; 
I know not how many other Democratic principles may have to 
be yielded at the dictation of some one, no one knows whom. 
Therefore, sir, I reserve my right to vote upon this bill, or I 
reserve an expression, rather, of my views upon this bill until 
I see what the bill is when it is presented to me asa finality. 

I understood the Senator from Missouri to say that no one 
knows better than I how these schedules came to be prepared. 
I do not know why he makes that statement. I am not a mem- 
ber of the Finance Committee. I have attended but very few 
times before that committee. I have no more reason to know 
how those schedules were made up than any other member of 
the Senate. Once I happened to be in the Finance Committee 
reom, where, I desire to say, I have been always treated with 
the utmost courtesy by the distinguished chairman and by the 
other members of the committee. 

I was there one day when I heard the pene ip hog Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], whom I always delight to 
hear, speaking ably and eloquently in favor of a tax upon coal. 
He'was representing, as he understood, undoubtedly, the best in- 
terests of his State and the best interests of the country. I sat 
es by and listened. I said'not one word. Ido not assume 
that he will say or that any other person will say that I acgui- 
esced in the propriety of his argument or that I acquiesced in 
the propriety of Loving a duty placed upon coal. 

The coal schedule was made up by the Finance Committee ac- 
cording to its own judgment. I do not know of any Senator on 
this side of the circle who threatened to vote against the bill on 
its final passage if coal was not protected. If there is such an 
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one, let him be named here and now. I do not understand that 
the Senator from West Virginia made any demand, made any 
threat, or even hardly madea request. Hesimply presented his 
arguments, and relied upon those, and those alone; and the 
committee, in the discharge of its duty to itself and the country 
saw fit to place this duty upon coal. ; 
Now, when a Senator rises here and moves to place coal upon 
the free list the Senator from Missouri says if he had his own 
way he would place coal upon the free list, he believes in it, he 
believes in the doctrine, as I understand him, of free raw ma- 
terial, or else he believes in the doctrine of free trade, it mat- 


| ters not which, and away down in his heart he would like to 
| vote for my amendment, but there is some power, some source, 


nobody knows where it exists, which compels him to vote, much 
as he regrets it, with the Senators upon the other side of the 


| Chamber. 


_I do not know how a duty came to be placed upon coal. 
Surely, the very first report of the Finance Committee which 


| was submitted to the Democratic caucus contained, if I recol- 


lectaright,a duty upon coal. Itcertainly did. Am Inotright, 
I ask the Senator from West Virginia? He says that I am. 
Nothing, therefore, that took place in the three days Demo- 
cratic caucus compels the placing of coal upon the dutiable list; 
nothing that took place in the subsequent hearings before the 
Finance Committee compelled it. I think it would be wiser and 
better for the Finance Committee to come here and defend this 
provision rather than attempt to apologize for it and excuse it. 

The Senator from Missouri in his remarks alluded to certain 
sworn testimony of his before the special investigating commit- 
tee on Saturday last. The proceedings of that committee are 
secret. I have not been furnished yet with a complete copy of 
ths testimony. I have only seen portions of it published in the 
press. Certain wrong impressionsare liable to be made by what 
the Senator intentionally or inadvertently stated. In sub- 
stance, [understood him to say,and he allowed it to be inferred, 
that after the famous three-days conference of the Democratic 
Senators, at which no conclusion is conceded to have been ar- 
rived at, certain Senators waited upon the Finance Committee, 
Senators GORMAN, SMITH, BRICE, CAFFERY, and myself. 

From the manner in which the testimony was given it would 
seem that we went there in a body. No such thing ever oc- 
curred. I was invited there by some messenger from that com- 
mittee to give my views, saying that I was desired there. I 
went alone; I went in company with no one; although I do not 
wish it to be inferred from that statement that I should have 
been ashamed of such excellent company as these gentlemen 
were. There other gentlemen came and went away. There 
was no hearing in the proper sense of the word. There was an 
informal talk. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] said but little 
upon the subject. The discussions were hadinan informal way, 
upon the sugar question principally. I do not intend to go into 
the details of what took place before the committee, but I think 
a wrong inference can be drawn from the Senator’s testimony, 
although I have not had the pleasure of perusing a copy of it. 

I desire to say right here that I made no demand, f made no 
request, I made no suggestion in favor of a duty upon sugar in 
any interview before the committee; andI ask the Senator from 
Missouri, who I know does not wish to do me an injustice, 
whether that is not true? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Iso stated expressly and emphat- 
ically in my testimony, which has been published, I will say to 
the Senator from New York. I do not know how it happened 
that he has not seen a copy of it. It was in yesterday’s papers. 
I expressly stated that the Senator from New York said noth- 
ing; and I never intimated that the Senators to whom he has 
referred came there in abody. - Ido notknow who sent for them; 
but when I walked into the committee room [found them there. 
I never undertook to say how they came there. They met the 
committee there. The Senator is utterly mistaken when he 
assumes that I stated that he made any demand. I expressly 
stated that he did not open his mouth. 

Mr. HILL. And I deny that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], in behalf of myself or in behalf of any other member 
of that delegation, made any demand upon thecommittee. None, 
certainly, was made by me whilst sitting by and hearing the 
subject discussed. Is it to ke said that I favored a tax upon 
sugar before that committee, and then came here and voted the 
other way? Ihad my own views upon that ae. Iexpressed 
them in the caucus to a slight extent; 1 had expressed them 
elsewhere in public places. I said that the propriety of placing 
a duty upon sugar depended upon a large number of other things 
not now necessary to be mentioned. It depends largely upon 
what is retained in the bill; it depends largely on the amount of 
revenue you feel compelled to raise; :t depends largely upor 
other considerations not now necessary to be mentioned. 
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Therefore, Ll assert right here—and let the denial go forth to 
the country —that before the Finance Committee or on any other 
occasion, not by my silence, not by my act, not by any word, or 


by any deed of mine was the present sugar schedule placed in | 


this bill. Itwas not done to oblige me. It was not done in pur- 
suance of any demand, of any request, or of any suggestion of 
mine, or in order to conciliate me in the slighest. Other Sena- 
tors may speak for themselves; I can only speak for myself and 
as to what occurred in that interview. 

When the testimony comes to be printed, it is possible that 
these inferences, to which I have alluded, may hereafter be un- 
founded, and it may simply be the errors which sometimes creep 
into the press in their accounts of these affairs, but that is an- 
other reason, in my judgment, why the sessions of the commit- 


tee ought to have been — so that the press might be right | 


there to hear what actually occurred, and so that they might 
publish to the world exactly what took place. The public then 
would not be subjected to these statements, sometimes ex parte, 
which are made before committees, and probably not correctly 
reported. That is all that I have to say upon that subject. 

Mr. President, Iam not going to speak of the difference be- 
tween the two parties on the subject of protectionor free trade. 
I differ with my associates upon this question of free raw mate- 
rials; but it is a respectful difference; it is an unpleasant task. 
The Senator from Missouri says he regrets to differ with me. I 
regret to differ with himand with my otherassociates. 1 did not 
suppose in all the discussions which were had amongst the Dem- 
ocrats that there were serious differences upon the question of 
raw materials; but it seems there were such differences; it 
seems there are such differences; and the committee, in its wis- 
dom, has seen fit to reflect, I think, their own judgment as well 
as the judgment of the majority upon this side of the Chamber 
in framing a duty upon this article. , 

I am not here to unduly criticise that. I simply respectfully 
differ from my party friends upon this question. When I first 
arose, I simply intended to state the Democratic position, as I 
understood it, to ask for a roll call, and to be content with the 
result. I have no question that the ‘‘ protectionists” upon the 
other Side of the Chamber and the ‘‘free traders” upon thisside 
of the Chamber will all rally again once more in favor of a duty 
upon another raw material. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate 
but a very few moments in reference to the subject which is 
now before it for its consideration and action. 

I desire to say with perfect frankness to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL] and to the Senate that were I convinced 
that there was any Democratic principle which required me to 
vote for free coal { should not hesitate one moment to doit. If 
I were so anxious to put raw materials upon the free list, as the 
Senator from New York seems now to be in reference to coal, I 
should not follow what I remember to be his example. 
the question was before the Senate for its action in reference to 
raw wool [I should have voted my sentiments, and not remained 
quietly in my seat and declined to be recorded. 

My purpose in rising here is to state from the standpoint of a 
Democrat why I submitted to the committee the propriety of 
placing a reasonable revenue tariff upon coal. 

In the first place, we have the facts of history to show that 
for over fifty years bituminous coal has always been upon the 
dutiable list. We have the further fact to sustain us thatnever 
has a Democratic tariff bill been presented to an American Con- 
gress which did not place coal upon the dutiable list. 

The Walker tariff, regarded as the very embodiment of a rev- 
enue tariff, placed a duty of 30 percent upon coal; and this tariff, 
which is not regarded as the embodiment of a revenue tariff or 
the expression ofa true revenue sentiment in the Democratic 
party, only places a duty of 124 per cent ad valorem upon coal. 

Again, if there was a sentiment in the Democratic platform 


When | 


| of the local Republican organization, but also the power and in- 


| 


which demanded of me, as a Democrat, to place coal upon the | 


free list, recognizing, as I do, its obligations, I should not hesi- 
tate one moment. 

But what is that ptatform? It approves the doctrine of a ten- 
dency to freer raw material, and, for argument’s sake, at this 
point permit me to admit that coal is a free raw material. In 
what connection was that expression used by the Democratic 

arty at Chicago? It was in reference to the bill passed by the 
House of Representatives putting raw wool upon the free list, 
and it simply expressed the opinion that as a policy the party 
should be pledged by its declarations to the adoption of freer 
raw materials. It was clearly an enunciation of the doctrine 
of freer raw materials, and not that all raw materials should be 
free, and was so understood and explained in the letter of ac- 
ceptance of Mr. Cleveland. 

In accordance with that plank and with that letter of accept- 
ance, I should not have thought of asking the committee, from 
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my standpoint as a Democrat, to have maintained that duty at 
75 centsaton. J believe that it should be reduced, and so | ex- 
pressed myself. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will. 

Mr. HILL. Then it seems to me that the Democratic House 


| of Representatives has almost unanimously misconstrued the 


President's !otter of acceptance and the Democratic platform. 
Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from New York has no rea- 


| son to assert and express his opinion as to what actuated or con- 


trolled a majority of the House of Representatives on this or any 


| other question, and especially-—— 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Inone moment—and especially when that 
question was not even discussed or an expression of sentiment 
given by a single gentleman, so far as I remember, in reference 
to it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Virginia yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. I am not criticising the motives of the Repre- 
sentatives in the other House. I am speaking of results. ‘Che 
House placed this article upon the free list, first the Ways and 
Means Committee, and next the House itself,and no Democrat 
sought to make a motion to place a duty upon it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from New York is as mis- 
taken in bis last statement of fact as he wasin the expression of 
hisopinion. A seriousand earnest debate occurred in the House 
upon a motion to restore a duty upon coal, which motion was 
made by a Democrat. 

Our Republican friends, acting from the standpoint of politics 
alone, when it was ascertained that no Democrat was willing to 
vote for a duty on coal at a rate higher than 50 cents a ton, were 
willing to vote for an amendment to fix the duty at 75 cents, 
knowing that it could not be carried, and declined to vote with 
a minority of Democrats for a duty of 40 or 50 cents upon coal. 
Their votes declared the Republican policy to be that, if you do 
not retain the present rate of the McKinley bill, coal shall be 
placed upon the free list. This action upon their part being 
prompted by political considerations regardless of the merits of 
the question. 

I was speaking, when diverted by the Senatorfrom New Yerk, 
on the question of my construction of the platform and the letter 
of acceptance of President Cleveland. Consequently, when | 
appeared before the committee I informed its members of the 


West 


construction which I had placed upon the platform when [| ean- 
| vassed the State of West Virginia and asked the suffrages of its 
| citizens in that greatcampaign, when there wasarrayed against 
| the Democratic party of the State, not only the great influence 


fluence of the national party, which gave liberally its talent and 
money to bring West Virginia into the Republican column. 

But even in the face of that opposition and the critical condi- 
tion of the State, I determined that I would promise nothing to 
my constituents that I could not ask of a Democratic Congress 
under a Democratic platform should we carry the election and 
elect a Presidentand both branches of Congress. Isaidto them 
frankly then that if we carry this election, it must be understood 
that we intend to pass an honest revenue-reform tariff bill, and 
that I would not be willing to ask a Democratic Congress io put 
a duty on coal that would be greater than the average duty that 
will be placed on other articles in that bill. 

The tariff was reduced on an average by the Wilson bill some 
28 per cent, and by the Senate bill we have reduced it about 25 
per cent. When I went before the committee [ suggested a re- 
duction of almost 33 per cent, but after full consideration the 
committee made a reduction of 43 or 44 per cent. Instead of 
making an equitable reduction upon the general average, as was 
done on everything else, or only reducing it 33 per cent, as I had 
requested, which was below either the Wilson or Senate bills 
reduction upon other articles, they reduced it 43or 44 per cent 
below what it has been since 1867, and it was made absolutely and 
purely a revenue duty. 

Therefore, from the standpoint of a Vemocrat, from the stands 
point of one who is anxious to see these high and onerous dutie- 
taken off the shoulders of the people, I was anxious to see the 
same equitable reductions made in this article asin every other, 
although my entire State isinterested init. Outof 24,000 square 
miles in that State, 16,000 are underlaid with bituminous coal. 
Since the idea of putting coal upon the free list has been agi- 
tated in the House of Representatives, not a single acre of coal 
land as such has been sold by a farmer or property owner in the 
State of West Virginia. 

Mr. President, this is one of the evils our people must suffer 


a. 
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as the committee is of the opinion that it is an equitable redue- 
tion when compared with other duties in the bill. 

I desire to say further that there is no question of trust, of 
combination, or of unlawfulconspiracy which has been organ- 
ized by the bituminous mine owners for the purpose of raising 
the price of coal in this a Coal is like the raising of 
wheat. Itis scattered over sucha large area of our immense 
empire that it is as impossible for the coal operators as it is 
for the farmers to unite together and make a combination 
and conspiracy by which the price of coal would be affected. 
Consequently there has never been an attempt in the United 
States to form a trust or combination or conspiracy to increase 
the price of bituminous coal. That has been the case, I have 
understood, with anthracite, but not with bituminous coal oper- 
ators. 

Mr. President, I wish to correct an error of fact stated by the 
Senator from New York. He said it will be strange if the Sen- 
ate does not followits previous record in its votes upon this sub- 
ject, at least [ understood him to say that, Sir, the Senate has 
never voted for free coal. Since I have been a member of this 
hody it has twice been agitated, but neverfavorably. Individual 
Senators, who may now vote against free coal, may have, under 
other circumstances and conditions, voted in favor of placing 
coal on the free list. Looking tothe interests of the Democratic 
party, to the conditions that confront us, and to the passing of 
this relief measure we all realize the necessity which requires 
us to yield some of our individual opinions in order to unite in 
the passage of a tariff bill. I have done it; all Senators have 
done the same; and every party has been compelled to harmonize 
their views on such a measure, even when the majority was 
larger than the Democrats can boast of to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Coal stores for American vessels have been 
on the free list ever sinee 1872. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has been the case through half a dozen 
different tariff enactments. This bill, for the first time in 
twenty-five years, puts a duty upon the coal stores of American 
vessels. | should like to know whether that is done by the 
Senator's influence, or by what mysterious power that particular 
result was accomplished. 

Mr.FAULKNER. I will state very frankly to the Senator 
that until he suggested the question, if he is correct, I did not 
know that such was the case in the present bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have not the slightest objection to the 
usual provision being put in the present bill if the committee 
deem if proper. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


[t is not in this bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I supposed it was. 

Mr. VEST. What provision is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Coal stores for American vessels have been 
free ever since 1872, and the provision which makes them free 
is not in this bill. 

Mr. VEST. As it came from the other House? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotin the billasit came from the House. 
It was not necessary to put it in that bill, because. all coal was 
made free in the bill as it passed the House; and in putting the 
duty back upon eoal it is proposed to put a duty upon the coal 
stores of American vessels. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lagree with the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land. I[ think there ought to be such a provision in this bill. I 
will say to the Senator and to the Senate that until he suggested 
it it never occurred to me thatit wes not in the bill. 

Mr. President, there is another reason which has influenced 
me in my action. Neither taking the duty off of or putting it 
on coal will change its price toa single human being except 
along the northeastern seacoast of our country. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri says the effect will 
be to cheapen coal. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no doubt the Senator from Mis- 
souri was referring to the fact which we all know, that just 
along the Atlantic seacoast, down perhaps as far as Baltimore, 
by giving free coal it would cheapen to some extent the cost of 
bituminous coal to the Atlantic seaports; but I assert here as a 
fact which is known to every man who hasstudied the question, 
that it would not cheapen thecost of bituminous coal to a single 
man or woman one mile inland from the seacoast. If there is 
one mile of transportation in which there are two handlings of 
Nova Scotia coal it would be impossible to compete with the 
American preduct. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The reduction, then, even afforded by this bill is 
of no benefit to any living person? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is a benefit to those upon the Atlantic 
seaboard and to the great transportation lines in New England 
and New York. Outside of those great transportation lines it 
is a benefit to nobody. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator explain that tomea little more 
fully. It is a very interesting point that he is making,and [ 
should like to have him elaborate it. A very large portion of 
our New England cities are a considerable distance inland. 

My own city, for instance, is some 45 miles from the seaboard. 
Coal is brought in barges from the Middle States to Boston, 
Providence, or Norwich, and is transported by rail to the inte- 
rior. There are thirty cities and sixty towns of over 4,000 in- 
habitants in Massachusetts. The Nova Scotia coal will come in 
barges from Nova Scotia. How does it happen that there is any 
difference in that particular? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The cost of transportation and the two 
handlings have always been assumed 

Mr. HOAR. But I am speaking of coal which comes from 
Nova Scotia, to say nothing about the greater cheapness of Nova 
Scotia ocean transportation, which is in foreign vessels and not 
in our vessels. The Nova Scotia coal is to be landed on our coast 
in their barges or other coal-carrying vessels side by side with the 
Cumberland coal or the Pocahontas coal or the coal that comes 
from Baltimore or Norfolk. How can there be any advantage 
to the American coal? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have not gone into that subject in de- 
tail, but that has been the expression of opinion of all those en- 
gaged in the trade. 

The Senator will have a full puny to understand that 
question when this bill is passed, because I can say to him that 
with the duty now given in the bill upon bituminous coal it will 
result in opening the Boston markets to the delivery of Nova 
Scotia coal. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrose to call the Senator's attention to what 
seemed to me to be a misstatement of the fact. He answers me 
with a prophecy. Facts are things that can be established. 
Prophecies are rather uncertain. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator will find that the result of 
this duty will open Nova Scotia coal to the Boston market and 
will give him coal free. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand his proposition to be that the peo- 

le of his section consent to this reduction of the duty on coal 

cause of their desire to take burdens off of the sholders of 
the people, and that it will take the burdens off of the shoulders 
of the people only along the seaboard. I wish toknowif the rea- 
son why he advocates the reduction of the duty on coal is that 
itmay help the people in New York and Boston and along the sea- 
board? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would like to ask the Senator from West 
— a question, not to interrupt him in the line of his re- 
marks. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me answer the Senator from Connecti- 
cut on what I regard as a very vital question, for his remark is 
based on a misinterpretation of my language. I did net say that 
the people of West Virginia or any of her people had consented 
to a duty of 40 cents on coal. [havesimply acted in this matter 
from the standpoint of a representative of those people, believ- 
ing that I should act in accoOrdantce with the principles of the 
Democratic party as laid down at Chicago, and announced in the 
letter of the gentleman who accepted its nomination for the 
Presidency. Now, I will hear the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
whether he understands thatif the duty be entirely removed 
from coal in the United States the Canadian Government under 
the present existing law would also admit coal free of duty? 

Mr. FAULKNER. [think not. I am satisfied the Canadian 
Government would not admit coal free of duty if we admitted it 
free of duty in this bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that in 1883 the Dominion Gov- 
ernment enacted a law under which if the Government of the 
United States took the duty off of a large number of articles, 
among which were coal and coke, the governor-general by proc- 
lamation had the right and privilege of making similar articles 
imported into Canada free of duty. This act was amended in 
1888, and coal wasstricken fromthe listof articles which the gov- 
ernor-general by proclamation could make free. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The influences at work, then, are much 
more potent and powerful atthis time. After the arrangements 
which have been made with the syndicate which is now working 
the Nova Scotia coal mines, and the very advantageous leases 





1894. 


which have been granted for the first time in the history of that 
country,Canada would certainly not think of taking off the duty 
or of adopting reciprocity in coal. . 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it not nec -ssary in order to havea reciproc il 
duty with Canada now that the Dominion of Canada should pass 


another act? Dierie ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ofcourseitis. That is unquestioned. 

Mr. SQUIRE. We get nothing out of it now. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. PEFFER. We have had someinformation touching who 
will be benefited by a reduction of duty on coal or by placing 
coal on the free list. I wish to inquire of the Senator who will 
be benefited by retaining a duty on coal? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I must be as frank inanswering that ques- 
tion as I would any other on the floor of the Senate. 
dent, the only persons who could possibly be benefited by any 
duty upon coal are those engaged in the occupation of mining 
in the States of West Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia, for the reason that they are the only ones to come in 
competition with the Nova Scotia coal. 

The rest of the country would not be affected in any way at 
all, unless it would be perhaps some of the States on the Pacific 


coast, but I am alluding to the Central and Eastern States. | 


Those are the only four States, in my judgment, that would in 
any way be benefited by this duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator name the States again? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Maryland, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia. Those are the only States that ship to the east- 
ern seaboard, and that come in competition with Nova Scotia 
coal; and therefore they would be the only States that would 
be in any way benefited by this duty. 

But I must go further, and be entirely frank. Idonot believe 
that after one or two yearsof experience even with free coal the 
mines of West Virginia, Virginia, and Pennsylvania could not 
compete successfully with the Nova Scotia mines. After the 
paralysis that would exist for a year or two shall have passed, 
the enterprise, pluck, and business sagacity of the American 
operator would | hope make up for the difference in cost of trans- 


portation; and I wil) hail with delight the hour when I can | 


stand upon the floor of the Senate and advocate free coal, in the 
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the coal-producing States on the Pacific coast, but I wish to ask 


a question to make it clear. Am [| to infer from what the Sen- 
ator has said that he means to say he is satisfied with a duty of 
40 cents a ton, representing as he does a coal-producing State,a 
State producing bituminous coal? Is he satisfied with this duty 
or does he think it ought to be somewhat higher? He said he 
did advocate some reduction in the present rate, but is he sat- 
isfied with the duty imposed under the terms of the bill 

Mr. FAULKNER. My own judgment was in favor of putting 
a duty of 50 cents a ton upon it, which was 33 per cent reduc 
tion, but I yielded without a moment’s hesitation to the judg- 
ment of the Finance Committee when they considered, after ma- 
ture deliberation, that it ought to be reduced to-40 cents a ton. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Why? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Isupposed they took into consid tion 
other articles made dutiable in the bill, and equalized as they 


considered the ratesuponall. They are more competent than I 
am to speak, and I propose, as I stated to them then, and Ihave 
no hesitation in stating now, to follow their judgment in refer- 
ence to this question of duty. 

But I want to answer the Senator from Kansas. I wish to say 
to the Senator from Kansas, that when the Democratic party in 
1888 took the position in favor of free wool, although my State 
was a large woolgrowing State, and I may say growing u grade 
of wool equal to that of Pennsylvania and Ohio XX wool, [ did 
not hesitate in that campaign to go upon the stump and to ad- 
vocate the policy that the party had outlined in the Congress 
of the United States. It was a very dangerous measure for us 
then, but my party had taken its position on that stion 
through itsaction in the House of Representatives, and whether 
we failed or succeeded I did not hesitate to follow the le: 
the party of which I was an humble member. 

It came very near causing the defeat of the Democratic 
in West Virginia in 1888. 
and the woolgrowers from one end of the State to 


party 
The people were not prepared for it, 


the other ral- 


lied under the leadership of well-known and old-time Demo- 
crats against free wool. We did not give up the struggle, but 


carried the State by 688 votes. We went into the campaign 
again in 1890, advocating free wool, because the Democratio 
party announced its position in favor of free wool, and we had 


interest not only of th: astern section of this country, but of 
my own State. 

I believe the duty the Finace C:mmittee has imposed upon | 
cecal will demonstrate within one or two years to the people of 
those four States thatthey will and must be able to compete with | 
Nova Scotia by the adoption of new appliances and cheaper trans- 
portation, withoutany reduction of wages of labor. Witness the 
condition of those States to-day. Strikes, lock-outs, involving 
the interests of thousands of miners, all growing outof the ques- 
tionof wages. If without any preparation, if without any notice 
a policy is adopted different from that which has existed for fifty 
years, you fall from a high protective duty of 75 cents, prohibi- 


no hesitation in assuming that position before our constituency 
and making the issue sauarely upon it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 1 would be pleased to ask another question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me first get through with this his- 
torical narration. We increased the Democratic majority in 
that campaign. We went before the people again under this 
very policy, announced as the policy of the party in 1892, approv- 
ing the act of the House of Representatives in the Chicago plat- 
form putting woolon the free list. Wesubmitted it to the people 
again, and Iam glad to say that the woolgrowers of West Vir- 
ginia, realizing the fact that they had been misled by the Woolen 
Manufactures’ Association of this country, wheeled around and 















tory I may say in its character, to free coal, could you estimate 
the injury which your policy would entail during the next two 
or three years upon the people of those States? 

Mr. PEFTER. That is what we said about free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
nent question—he almost throws it at me with the semblance of 
a taunt—what about free wool? 

Mr. PEF FER. I say what the Senator has said about coal is 
what we said about free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the constituents of the Senator from 
Kansas stood in the position where mine stand to-day I hope he 
would find me acting as fairly and as justly to them as I hope 
he will act towards mine. 
debated in this country for three great campaigns. 
a large woolgrowing State. 

Mr. HOAR. May lask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. 
Senator’s State, with which he is familiar, the public speakers 
on the Democratic side advocated free coal or a duty on coal? 

Mr. FAULKNER. They advocated in the campaign of 1892, 
under the platform, an equitable and fair reduction of the duty 
in prcportion to the reduction on other protected articles. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MriLus], who ad- 
dressed the people in Massachusetts in the same campaign, ad- 
dressed the people in West Virginia, did he not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not remember whether that distin- 
guished Senator addressed my constituents in West Virginiain 
1892. I think not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 
the point clear. I listened to the remarks of the Senator from 
West Virginia with great interest because I am very much in- 
terested in this question of a duty on coal. I believe the pres- 
ent duty of 75 cents a ton cught to be maintained in justice to 


The Senator asks me, and it is a perti- | 


The question of free wool has been | 
My State is | 


I desire to ask whether in the campaign in the 


I would like to ask a question there toamake | 





| gave their almost unanimous support to the Democratic party 


upon the free-wool platform. 

They believed thatthey were being made the mere tools of this 
association, which, with its perfect organization, as the sole pur- 
chasers of the American product, had the power and exercised 
it to control the price of that product. That this association, 
with its thorough organization, monthly fixed the price of 
American wool. It was the belief of the woolgrowers in my 
State that that association fixed the prico of American wool, 
and that the higher you madethe duty on the immense product 
of foreign wool that had to be imported, amounting to 160,000,- 
000 pounds to 200,000,000 pounds, just in that proportion did 
they lower the price of American wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mtr. President- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must confess that I did not fully under- 
stand the Senator from West Virginia, but if he means to say 
that there is any organization or association in the United 
States that has ever undertaken to fix the price of wool 

Mr. PLATT. Or to depress it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or to depress the price of wool in any man- 
ner, the Senator from West Virginia is entirely mistaken. No 
such organization exists or ever has existed in this country. 

Mr. FAULKNER k the Senator from Rhode Island 


from West 


wiv. Lt ask 
whether there is nota manufacturers’ association composed of 


| the woolen manufacturers throughout this country. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; there is an organization of woolen- 
manufacturers, but they never have undertaken to confer in re- 
| lation to or to fix prices of wool. They meet only once a year. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Waita moment I ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island whether that association is not thoroughly and 


completely organized. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
by thoroughly and completely organized. 
dent, a vice-president, asecretary,a treasurer, and various other 
officers, but that they have any organization to affect prices, or 
have ever undertaken in any way to control prices is entirely 
uatrue. 

Mr. FAULKNER. One more question. I ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island whether that woolen manufacturers’ associ- 
ation, or at least the members who compose it, are not the sole 
purchasers of the wool clip of the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must be very evident that the people who 
produce wool inthe United States must sell their clip to the 
woolen manufacturers of the United States, because they can 
not send it anywhere else. That is the only part of the state- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia in which he is in any 
sense correct. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Now, we have all the facts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; the Senator from West Virginia is 
entirely mistaken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Human nature is always the same and it 
is easy to suggest the conclusion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken as to the 
fact. There is no business arrangement or agreement of any 
nature or description as to purchases or prices of wool or other- 
wise between the members of the National Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation. 

Mr. LODGE. 
those bought. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. LODGE. 
price. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
sociation? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not the slightest interest in it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is the Senator from Rhode Island a mem- 
ber of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Are you part of its executive board? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then, how do you know what the asso- 
ciation does? 

Mr. LODGE. Because all of its proceedings are pub!ished, 
and they are just as well known as the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Like the sugar trust. 

Mr. LODGE. No; like the Senate, not like the sugar trust. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then, without any knowledge whatever 
the Senator makes denial of what the Woolen Manufacturers’ 
Association do? The woolgrowers of West Virginia believe 
that the association do control the price of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the woolgrowers of 
West Virginia believe. They may have been deluded into the 
belief the Senator from West Virginia has indicated. I am 
stating what the facts are, and I am stating them from a per- 
sonal knowledge of those facts. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator told me he is not a member 
of this association, that he is not on the executive board of the 
association, and yet he tells me that they have nothing to do 
with fixing the cost of any article produced or any article bought. 
On the admitted facts, as stated by the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, I say that human nature will assert itself, and that greed 
and selfishness, having the power, and by his admission being 
the sole purchasers of the wool clip of this country, will natur- 
ally dictate and control the price of the home market. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me ask the Senator where he gets the au- 
thority for his statement that the Democratic party in its plat- 
form has pledged itself in favor of removing all the duties from 
wool? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought I had stated that previously. 
it is in the allusion in the platform in which it declares in favor 
of the tendency to freer raw material. I believe the purpose of 
that expression was to indorse the act of the House which was 
passed putting wool on the free list, and which never came up 
in the Senate, because it was pigeonholed by the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator consider that that is a 
matter of construction? How am I, for example, listening to a 
Democratic speaker who is talking in favor of free wool, to un- 
derstand except what he tells me outside of the platform, when 
there is nothing of that kind in the platform? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not know whether the Democratic 
speakers in Kansas made the point squarely, boldly, and man- 
fully beore their constituents as we did in West Virginia. We 
declared that if the Democratic party came into power it meant 
to place wool on the free list, and we did it in three campaigns; 
is. the last campaign, as I stated, the woolgrowers became fully 


I do not understand what the Senator means 


They neither fix the price of things sold nor 


Nor the product. 
It is a mere association without reference to 


Are you gentlemen members of that as- 
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convinced that it was to their interest to try free wool under any 
circumstances, as they had seen the price of their product going 
down every day as higher duties were placed upon it. oT 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand all that, but I am inquiring as 
to the ney, so that I may find it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The authority is found in acts passed in 
the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses, and, as I claim, the 
particular reference in the platform was an indorsement of the 
free-wool bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator concedes that the words are not 
to be found in the platform? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The words relating to free raw materials, 
no. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not say free raw material, but free wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The term ‘ free wool ” does not appear in 
the platform. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If it will not interrupt the Senator from 
West Virginia, although perhaps not exactly in the line of his 
remarks, as an allusion was made by him earlier to one point, I 
should like for my own information and satisfaction to have a 
reply. Among other things the Senator said that in the last 
campaign he pledged the people of his State that if he were 
elected to the Senate he would never vote for any tariff bill that 
was not a genuine revenue tariff bill. I should like to ask him 
if this bill, which is likely to pass, and which [ have no doubt 
— vote for, is that kind of a genuine Democratic revenue 
bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Minnesota has simply 
misquoted my language. I never said I stated to my constitu- 
ents I would never vote for any bill that was not agenuine tariff 
reform bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Istated that if the election was carried 
and both Houses of Congress and the President were Demo- 
cratic, the Democrats would seek to passa genuine tariff reform 
bill, and that in the formation of that bill coal would have to 
suffer a reduction in proportion to all other protected articles. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [understood the Senator to say that he 
would never support any bill that was not a genuine revenue 
bill, and so assured his people. I was going to ask himif he 
felt that by supporting this bill he would have made good his 
pledge. Our people in the Northwest havesuffered soseverely, 
so many of our great interests being =bsolutely slaughtered, 
with free wool and free agricultural products almost without 
exception, that I should like to have them know this bill, which 
does that thing, is a genuine tariff reform revenue bill. 

Mr.FAULKNER. Idonotthink the Senator from Minnesota 
can bring me to the absolute and unqualified admission he desires 
from me. I will say to the Senator that I shali vote for this bill 
with pleasure. It gets rid of the onerousand burdensome taxa- 
tion of the McKinley act. It reduces largely the duty on wool- 
ens and other necessaries of life, and still leaves the manufac- 
turers a sufficient protection. Although it may not be as far as 
I would like to go on these and other lines, yet I shall gladly 
welcome its passage rather than allow the present act to remain 
upon the statute books. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May Linterrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has been drawn into a slight de- 
bate on the subject of wool. I want to bring him back to his 
mutton, to the coal question. I understood the Senator in an- 
swering me to say that he was not satisfied with the duty upon 
coal as proposed in this bill, but he accepted it perforce because 
he could not do any better under the circumstances, and because 
he thought that the rate proposed in the bill was an average 
with the reductions over the McKinley rates. Is that correct? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That seemed to be the judgment of the 
committee, and I yielded to it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that answer fully, but I wish to 
hear the Senator on one other point,and that is reciprocity. Is 
it fair, when the Dominionof Canada charges the United States 
60 cents a ton duty for coal brought in from Canada that we 
should reduce the duty on coal in the United States to 40 cents 
a ton without an opportunity to make a fair and equitable reci- 
procity arrangement on that subject? Would it not be. bet- 
ter, in other words, to give authority to the President to make 
such a reduction dependent upon legislation had in the Domin- 
ion of Canada, so as to have the interests fair, impartial, and 
equitable as between the people of that country and the people 
of the United States? Inasmuch as this has been the subject of 
consideration by the Dominion Government heretofore, would 
it not be wise and prudent for us to insertsomething upon which 
we might arrange an agreement? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Idesire tostate to the Senator from Wash- 
ington that I am not interested from the standpoint of my con- 
stituents in the question of reciprocity. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Youare interested as an American citizen and 
as an American Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
those gentlemen who are interested in that question. It would 
be of no benefit to the States of West Virginia, Virginia, Mary- 
land, or Pennsylvania, but to Iowa, Illinois, Washington, and 
those States it would be of advantage. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Would it not do good to the interests of the 
whole Dnited States if coal should be introduced into Canada 
at the same rate that the Canadian coal is introduced into the 
United States? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have fully considered that question. It 
certainly would not affect beneficially the interests of my State. 
I think it would be beneficial to Ohio, Illinois, and Iowa, and 
perhaps to all the Northwestern States, but little coal would be 
shipped from my State to Canada. 

Mr. President, I have occupied the time of the Senate much 
longer than I intended. Iam sorry that I have become an ob- 
structionist on the Democratic side, and I assure the Senate it 
was done almost unconsciously upon my part, as I did not expect | 
to occupy five minutes when I arose to express my views in refer- 
ence to this question. I wish to add merely one more word and 
then I propose to close. : 

Upon the question of raw material, I desire to say coal is not | 
a raw material in any sense whatevor. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator point out some articles in this 
bill which are usually understood to be raw materials? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I shaii not undertake to point 
out any articles or involve myself in a controversy with any 
other interest. I am not here for that purpose; but I hold that 
a raw material must be something in the mind of everyone that 
enters into and becomes a part of the finished product. When | 
you take the coal from the ground and put it upon the cars it 1s | 
a complete and finished product. It is then ready forall of the | 
use you can make of it. 

There is no other form into which youcan transpose it. Upon | 
what theory do Senators maintain that it is a raw material? | 
Tothe manufacturing industry? Itsuse forthe purpose of manu- | 
facturing is insignificant compared to its other uses. It is em- | 
ployed almost exclusively, at the present day, for steam pur- 
poses. Its greatest use is for transportation by land and water. 
Iv is used to a limited extent only for domestic consumption—I 
mean for the stove, the kitchen, and the household. But few 
use bituminous coal for that purpose. Anthracite coal is the 
great domestic coal. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the Senator if the same 
is not true with respect to flour which it is proposed to put on 
the free list? Is not fiour a finished product also? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would say it was. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask the same thing about lumber? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would say that lumber is not a finished 
product—not undressed lumber. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How about dressed lumber? 

Mr. FAULKNER. [am not an expert on that subject. Sen- 
ators declare that under the provisions of this bill great injury 
will be done their States. Lumber is on the free list. Salt is 
on the free list. Wool is on the free list. All those are large | 
products of my State; but her people are not complaining in ref- | 
erence to its provisions. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May Linterrupt the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia further? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has said that he was interested | 
mainly because the interests of his State are in this coal ques- 
tion, and perhaps exclusively—— 

Mr.FAULKNER. TheSenator misstatesme. Idid notspeak 
of the interests my State had init. I said I had not an interest | 
in the question of reciprocity, as it did notin my judgment affect | 
my State. | 


| 





Mr. SQUIRE. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave not studied the question of reci- 
procity, or the results which might flow from it, as in my judg- 
ment it would not affect the coal interests of the States of West 
Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, or Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to ask the Senator one further ques- 
tion. I do not desire to harass or annoy him. But is it not 
important in this phase of the question? The people of the New | 
England States are under the terms of this bill to be served 
with coal from Nova Scotia, are they not? Do you suppose they 
will be? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That will have to be tested by the expe- 
rience of the future. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Lhold in my hand a statement in regard to 
that subject entitled Nova Scotia vs. Virginia, some comments 
It is dated 


on the prospectus of the Dominion Coal Company. 
Norfolk City, Va., January 15. 





I have left the question of reciprocity to | the article is in the main correct? 


consumer of coal in all the Southern States? 
| duction of the output of the Southern coal mines affect the rail- 


| in which he has a pecuniary interest. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I have read it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator has read it. It is assumed that 
Is it not from a responsible 
source? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is a great deal in it, and 1 do not 
want to pass judgment on an article in that way. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it true that if the New England States 
should be. supplied with coal to any large extent from Nova 
Scotia that that would lessen the consumption of coal from the 
mines of Virginia and West Virginia? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should assume so. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then have not the people of those States a di- 
rect interest in this question? : 

Mr. FAULKNER. Reciprocity, in my judgment, does not 
touch that question. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I leave the subject of reciprocity. Would not 
the fact that a large amount of the supply of coal for the New 
England States is to come from Nova Scotia so reduce the output of 
the coal mines of Virginia and West Virginia as to make them 
less valuable as property and make the mining of coal relatively 
dearer there, so that it would directly affect the interest of every 
Would not this re- 


road and other important interests very largely? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not think that the guestion will af- 
fect the price of coal in West Virginia one way or the other. I 


| can say that to the Senator without hesitation. 


One other question now, Mr. President, I desire simply to re- 
fer to, in connection with raw material. The Democratic prin- 
ciple upon which the doctrine of free raw m«terial rests is this: 
Where the cost of the raw material enters into the cost of the 
finished product and the cost of the raw material is enhanced in 
price by reason of the duty upon it, that duty ought to be as low 
as possible, or the article ought to be put upon the free list soas 


| to make the price of the finished product as low as possible. 


Mr. President, Iam satisfied there is not a Senator here who 
would not verify the statement I am about to make, even the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

There has never been a tariff bill framed by either party in 
which those who were considering its several schedules of rates 
took into consideration, in fixing the duty upon the finished 
product, the question whether coal had been placed upon the 
dutiable or the free list. Therefore the applicationof the Dem- 
ocratic principle in reference to free raw material could have 
no application whatever to the subject of coal. 

Mr. PERKINS. In my remarks, Mr. President, a few weeks 
ago upon the tariff bill now under consideration, I took occasion 
to state that when we reached this paragraph I should refrain 
from voting upon it for the reason that I have a personal indi- 
rect interest in coal mines upon the Pacific coast. It matters 
not that they have been unprofitable. Ideemit the duty of every 
member of Congress to refrain from voting upon any measure 
His relation to the peo- 
ple is similar to that of a judge upon the bench or a juror inthe 
box. He has noright to cast a vote that places him in a position 
to be criticised for his act. 

Yet, Mr. President, Ican not refrain from stating that I be- 
lieve, so far asthe Pacific coast is concerned, the removal of the 
duty upon coal would not decrease the cost one farthing to the 
consumer. I believe that the proposed reduction from 75 cents 
a ton to 40 cents a ton upon coal from foreign countries will go 
into the pocket of the foreign mine owner and the foreign ship- 


owner. We have no way of judging of the future but by the 
past. Experience has demonstrated to us in California at least 


that it is the domestic output of coal in the States of Washing- 
ton, Oregon, and California which has held in check the impor- 
tation of coal from foreign countries. 

Only a few years since it was possible for the coal combina- 
tion of San Francisco to buy up and control all the coal that was 
afloat in shipping from Australia and Great Britain to the Pa- 
cific coast, and the result was that the price of coal advanced 
from $5 per ton to $10 per ton by the cargo. That price gave a 
new impetus to our mine owners in the States of the Pacifie 
coast,and we commenced to turn out our domestic coal, and 
from that time to the present those mines on the Pacific coast 
have been a check upon the great coal trusts that oppress the 
people in the manner the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
has alluded to. 

The Senator from Massachusetts asked my friend from West 
Virginia howit would affect the transportation business. I want 
to answer that question, because I have some practical knowledge 
of the transportation of coal by water. Fortunately for us, only 
an American-built ship can engage at the present time in the 
coastwise business of our country. But the moment they are to 


ply to a foreign port ships of foreign build will come here in 
competition with our own people, and instead of the coal that is 
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; or Baltimore in American vessels to the 
home of my friend from Massachusetts, near 
be taken from Nova Scotia in vessels of foreign build, manned 
by foreigners, who will carry out from this country that which 
they receive for the transportation of the coal. 

Sueh is the on oO fairs on the Pacific coast to-day. 
Our coal from British Columbia is transported from Vancouver 
to Sun Francisco, San Diego, and other ports in Califor- 
rman, and other foreign-built vessels. It is 
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trike a blow atthe American miners of coal, but yuu strike 


a blow at the Anierican shipping of the Pacific coast that will | 


be almost fatal to that industry. 
We have to-day in the State of Washington alone nearly 


or directly and indirectly dependent upon that industry. The 
same may be said of Oregon and California; thirty thousand 
people or more are interested in the industry. The 40 cents a 
ton duty the committee have agreed to report will perhaps 
enable them to exist, but if you remove it altogether it will be 
impossible for them to coatinue to operate those coal mines. 

Our mines are differently located in California and Washing- 
ton from thoseintheIslandofVsncouver. The veinsstand up at 
an angle of forty-five degrees, and in some cases are almost per- 
pendicular. This necessitates expensive pumping works. If 
the mines are permitted to fill up cavings take place. The re- 
sult is that the mines become almost useles, and when they are 
again worked new shafts must be opened and new machinery 
erected. Expensive transportation is required to take the coal 
from the interior to tide water. The distance yaries from 10 to 
100 miles inland, while in British Columbia their mines are al- 
most at the water's edge, where the ships can go under the 
chutes and tale the coal and transport it to market withoutany 
very extraordinary expense attending it. 

But we have demonstrated, as I said before, that removing 


the duty from coal would not cheapen it to the consumer one | 


farthing. In the year1892we imported into San Franciscoalone 
65,000 tons of anthracite coal. It came in free of duty under the 
present law, not one cent being paid to the Government. It 
came from Wales and Great Britain. Yet that coal was not 


given to the consumer for one sou markee less than the prevail- | 


ing market price, which was regulated by our domestic coal. 

{t is estimated that we have in the State of Washington alone 
1,000,d00acres of coalland. Ithas been demonstrated that there 
are deposits of coal extending all over that vast area. 


| 
' 


ginia being transported from tide water | 


Soston, coal will | 
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They at least are commending us, if our own people do not, for 
the legislation we are enacting for Canada and British Colum- 
bia. I for one am in favor of an American policy for the Amep- 
ican people. I believe not only in protecting coal, but lumber 
and iron, and every other American industry that comes in con. 
petion with foreign labor. While, asI said, I shall refrain from 


| voting upon this measure because I have an indirect interest in 


known as English tramps, that come | 


in the transportation business on the Pa- | 
The moment you remove all of the duty you not | 








Nearly | 


as great an extent exists in the two States of Oregon and Cal- | 


ifornia. 


Our people to-day, while cut offfrom silver mining and | 


some of our manufacturing interests, hope to develop those | 
mines and to give our people cheap coal, which is done by com- | 


peting with each other. 


| strikes against a reduction of their wages. 


I believe the committee have done a wise act in placing 40 | 
| zen, if Tam correctly informed, can not earn a livelihood for 


cents duty.upon coal. I believe they would have performed a 


wiser act had they permitted it to remain where it was at 75 | 
| circumstances tocease mining coal and go into some other occu- 


centsaton. As the Senator from West Virginia says, coal is a 


finished product after it is raised from the mine and placed in | 
As proof of that fact, I | 
can sell you through friends any quantity of coal as it lies in the | 
mines for 10 cents a ton royalty, and our people are satisfied to | 


the coal bunkers ready for shipment. 


sell it to the consumer, to the poor friends of my friend from | 


Kansas, for 15 cents a ton, covered by a margin. I will enter 


into a contract to give him all the coal he wants for the next | 


twenty years for 15 cents a ton margin of profit to them. 

In the great West we are not in acoal trust. 
barons; but we are satisfied with a fair and reasonable profit. 
We are satisfied to live up to the teachings of the golden rule: 
‘*Do unto others as ye would that other should do unto you.” 

Our neighbors in British Columbia are standing ready to take 
advantage of the bill under consideration. Already they are 
shouting with exultation that the duty is removed from lumber, 
and that free wool is to come in to compete with us. Allow me 
to read what one of the leading journals of Victoria, British Co- 
lumbia, says about the coal trade: 

The mine owners expect to more than double their production should Con- 
gress pass the proposed tariff bill. Even with the present duty of 75 cents a 
ton British coal practically monopolizes the California markets. Coal in 
British Columbia is mined much cheaper than in Washington. In one or 
two of the mines the wages will barely average $2.Waday, exclusive of board. 


If the new law goes into effect you can look for a boom in the British Colum- 
bia coal mines.as well as in the lumber markets. 


This is the testimony of our neighbors in British Columbia. 


We are not coal | 


| coal. 


mines, I believe it isa just and a wise provision as contrasted 
with free coal. If we can not get 75 cents a ton protection, for 
revenue, if you please, then we will take 50 cents or 40 cénts. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr.President,I was not in the Chamber at the 
time the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] moved to place 
coal on the free list, as I was at that time engaged on the spe- 
cial investigating committee. [amvery glad to know, however, 
that the Senator from New York has taken this important step. 
It satisfies my mind that the heart of the Senator from Néw 
York is in the right place. 

The question of coalisanimportantone. Inthe Statein which 
I have the honor to reside and represent in part in this Cham- 
ber I think I am safe in saying that 95 per cent of all the fuel 


S | consumed is coal. 
twenty thousand men engaged in the industry of coal mining, | 


It is the fuel of the rich and the poor, the fuel of all classes 
of people; and in a climate such as we have and such as ranges 
throughout the United States it is not a matter of choice with 
any citizen whether he will use one class of fuel or another. 


| The fuel which makes the homes of our people warm, which is 


essential to sustain life and bring some degree of comfort to the 
masses of our people, ought to be admitted free of duty to them, 
especially when we are producing and can produce coal as 
cheaply as any section of the known civilized world. 

[ approve the sentiments of the Senator from California |[Mr. 
PERKINS] when he says that he is in favor of an American 
policy. I believe in Americanism. I believe in America. I 
believe in an Amevican policy. But [donot believe in that kind 
of a so-called American policy which taxes every article of ne- 
cessity used by the poor people of this country. I believe an 
enlightened and just American policy would dictate the taking 
of the burden of taxation from every essential necessary of life 
so far as thatcan be done consistent with raising the requisite 
revenue toconduct our Government. 

Coal is one of the articles that the people must have. It is 
bought in various quantities throughout our larger cities. It 
is bought by the pound and the mere basketful ata time, to such 
a great extent does poverty prevail. To say that the coal they 
purchase by the mere basketful should be taxed to any extent 
whatever, it seems to me, is an outrage upon their rights and 
upon justice. 

Mr. President, owners of the coal mines would have no occa- 
sion whatever to complain about the removal of this tax upon 
It has been their policy,so far as I understand it, to drive 
out American labor, naturalized and native born, and give its 
place toaclass of laborers brought into this country for the spe- 
cific purpose of mining coal below living rates. 

If I am informed correctly there are something like six thou- 
sand coal miners in the State of Pennsylvania to-day who are 
under arms, who are violating the laws of that State in various 
Their wages have 
been reduced to a point where a self-respecting American citi- 


himself and his family, and he has been compelled by force of 


pation or to go upon the streets in absolute idleness. 

I do not. propose to consume the time of the Senatein discuss- 
ing this matter. I simply rose for the purpose of expressing the 
hops that the Senate in voting upon this measure will be guided 
somewhat. by the necessities of the great mass of our people and 
put this important item upon the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was very much interested in 
the speech of the Senatorfrom West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], 
because it showed very clearly the nature of the arguments 
which have been addressed to the people of West Virginia on 
the question of wool. To themthe association of woolen manu- 
facturers had been represented as a trust formed for the pur- 
pose of controlling the price of wool and woolens. It is per- 
fectly well known, I think it oughtto be to all the people of this 
country, that that. association of woolen manufacturers in no re- 
spectis formed for the purpose of controlling prices in any way. 
It has no business quality of that kind. The members make no 
agreements to buy or to sell. They are rivals in business and 
have no resemblance to any trust or syndicate. 

The Senator from West Virginia also had a great deal to say 
in regard to the matter of free coal, Hesaid that the principle 
of the Democratic party was freer coal. There is much virtue 
in that letter “r” just as there is much virtue inan “if.” It 
was notso understood among the people of my State, nor was 
that the ground taken by the Democratic orators and the Dem- 
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ocratic party in my 5 
have here the platforms of the Democratic party of my State 
for 1889, 1991, and 1892 on this point. That of 1889 says: 

We give our hearty support to the petition of the present Republican gov- 
wr of this State and other leading iron and steel manufacturers of both 










ern J § a ae DC 
political parties, addressed to the New York members of Congress, asking 
for free coal and iron ore and lower duties upon pig iron. and we commend 
their efforts to save this important industry, threatened with extinction in 


state in regard to the question of coal. r| I for one think that it might be very desirable if 


our section of the country through failure to adopt tariff duties to the changed 


condition of the iron market. 

In 1891 they said: 

We renew our demand for the repeal of allits provisions which increase 
rates of duties, and for the enactment of a genuine measureof tariff reform 
We believe that all taxes upon food, fuel, fibers and ores, and also upon the 
crude or partly manufactured materials necessary in the process of our do 
mestic industries should be repealed, thus affording genuine protection 
alike to the workingmen and the manufacturers of our Commonwealth 

In 1892 they said: 

We demand for the true development of our greatindustries that raw ma- 
terials shall be admitted free of duty, and we particularly emphasize the 
necessity of free wool, coal, iron, lumber, and all drugs, dyes, and chemicals 
used in our manufacturing enterprises. 

There was the attitude of the Democratic party in Massachu- 
settsin regard tocoal. That is positive; they used the positive 
and not the comparative. They said they wanted free coal and 
not freer coal. They failed utterly to recognize the principle 
so correctly laid down by the Senator from West Virginia, that 
a duty was necessary in order to protect the wages of the coal 
miners. 


At the same time the Democratic governor of Massa- | 


éhusetts, from whose volume of speeches I have already quoted | 
in referencs to iron, made several statements which I think are | 


of interest now. The book may not be a great addition to the 
literature of eloquence or of economic thought, but it is inter- 
esting as showing what the Democratic party at that time 
thought fit to advocate for the purpose of securing votes from the 
people. He said to the convention of Democratic clubs in 1888: 

Economy, low taxes, free wool, free lumber, free salt, free coal, cheaper 


necessaries of life, and raw materials that quicken industry, we believe to | 


be the true American policy. 

Again he said in 1889: 

Now contrast that evasive platform with the declaration of Democracy 
upon the question. We do not hesitate to say, in answer to the demands of 
business interests and of the whole people, that we stand for free wool, for 
free coal to make more cheerful the fireside of the humblest home and to 
give our industries greater prosperity. Free iron we demand, free raw ma- 
terials we demand, and cheaper necessaries of life. Thereis no evasion in 
the platform of the Democratic party. 

He said again in a speech at Dedham, as late as October 9, 
1892: 

If giving free wool, coal, ore, copper, and tin to our great industries, with 
a protective tariff on their finished product, is free trade, I mistake the ser- 
timent of New England if it does not demand this benefit, under whatever 
name it comes. 

Again he said in his speech at Haverhill in October, 1893: 


Whatis the Democratic policy? It is to reduce tariff taxation so as to 
cheapen the necessaries of life and give free raw materials to ourjindustries. 
This is the policy of the Democratic party as declared in its national con- 
ventions and State conventions over and over again, in bills which it has 
formulated, and in votes which it has given. 

Just as certain as that the McKinley bill has gotto go, itis also certain 
that in its place will come a Democratic bill, with free wool, coal, iron ore, 
and other raw materials for our industries, and still raising the revenue 
necessary for public purposes. 

That was the bill the Democratic governor of Massachusetts 
sketched, and it is very easy to see how closely it resembles the 
bill now before us. 

Upon the subject of coal I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one point which seems to me of real importance. 
There was formed not long ago in my State a compary known as 
the Dominion Coal Company, its president and principal mana- 
ager being Mr. Henry M. Whitney, a well-known business man 
of great ability, and a brother of the former Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. William C. Whitney. They bought up some large 
mines in Nova Scotia and elsewhere beyond the Canadian bor- 
ders. The company was formed with American capital. 

It was formed with the idea that they were to have free coal 
into this country. The old Nova Scotia mines were uot, as I 
have always understood, serious competitors with the coal of 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia because they con- 
tained so much sulphur that they were not desirable for manu- 
facturing purposes. The new mines which have been bought 
by the Dominion Coal Company are, I understand, a much bet- 
ter quality of coal. 

Now, the situation is just this: 
controlled by American capital and American capitalists, has 
absolute control of the Canadian market, where it has a protec- 
tive duty on coal; and it was the desire of its owners to get free 
entrance to the American market. 

In that way they would have a protected market under their 


hands in Canada and a free market open to them just over the | 


border in which they could come and compete with their coal 


| Washington in detail. 


That Dominion Coal Company, | 


preduced at much lower wages than those paid in this country. | mediate Western St ites, and there is no effect whatever 
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we could 

apply to coal the same provision which was applied to the great 
ce ls of this country in a previous clause of the bill. If they 
would open the markets of Canada to our coal and all oO 
get in there without the payment of a duty, I am inclined to 
think that, owing to our much greater supplies of coal and our 
neighborhood to the market incertain paris of this country, the 
balance would be perhaps largely in favor of the Americar ue 
owner. but as the matter is now adjusteditis arranged to give 
toa group of American capitalists a free entrance or an ent e 
at a lower rate of duty to the American market, while they e 
control of every Canadian market under a protective system 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Massac tts 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to state to the Senator, in line 


with the argument he is now making, thatI have prepared an 


amendment which I propose to offer. Itis to insert after the 
word ‘‘ ton,” in line 10, on page 80, the following words: 

ut the above product shall be admitted free of duty from any country 
Which imposes no import duty on the like product when exported from the 


United States 


I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts that this is the 
exact language used in connection with paragraph 190, on page 
43, with respect to eight agricultural products—wheat, flour, 
buckwheat, corn, maize, and other agricultural products of our 
country. 1 propose to offer that amendment at the proper 
time. 
Mr. LODGE. Iam very glad to hear that that amendmentis 
to be offered, for I think it will test the sincerity of the makers 
of this bill. As the bill stands now it reduces the duty on coal, 
| and very possibly when the bill reappears from conference thers 

may be no duty at all on coal, and in that case the situation will 
| arise which [ have pointed out, by which this coal company of 
which Mr. Whitney is president, organized with American cap- 
ital, would have a protective market in Canada and free en- 
trance to the markets of the United States. 

The amendment of the Senator from North Dakota is in the 
nature of a reciprocity provision, and therefore falls into the 
line of the Republican policy; but the bill as it now stands aban- 
dons the pledge of the Democratic party made to the people of 
New England in favor of free coal. At the same time, I have 
been told—I do not know how correctly—that while this lower 
rate of duty will discriminate more or less effectively against 
most Canadian coals, it will admit the coal of the Dominion 
Company at a small but reasonable profit. I desired to call at- 
tention to this specific instance because I think it shows the in- 
justice with which the bill has been made up. 

Ve are told in every Democratic speech that the desire is to 
give the people cheaper necessaries of life, to lower the rates of 
the McKinley act and to take from these robber barons, these 
coal-mineowners, these manufacturers, theirgigantic prolits; and 
yet we find that in this arrangement of duties a situation has 
| been created in which a body of American capitalists whose en- 
| terprise and foresightas tothe probable action of the Democratic 

party have taken them to Canada, receive this enormous encour- 
agement. If anybody is to be encouraged by our tariff legisla- 
tion, if any industry is to be developed, surely it should be our 
own. Itis certainly a great mistake to puta premium on taking 

American capital over the line into Canada or to any other coun- 

try to pay wages there, todevelop minesor start industries there, 

-ather than within the borders of the United States. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I can hardly permi: this sched- 
ule to pass without some further reference to the coal of the Pacific 
coast, although I have enjoyed the remarks of the Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS] on this subject, and I have previously 
addressed the Senate in acarefully prepared speech in which [ 
adverted to the subject of the production of coal inthe State of 

Therefore I do not expect to go over 


5 


© 
< 





that subject fully again. 

[ merely wish to call attention to a few points before this fea- 
ture of the discussion is passed by. In starting 1 wish to refer 
for a moment to the statement made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], to the effect that by the reduction of the 
tariff the cost of coal would be so lowered that the people of his 
State would enjoy lower rates for fuel. It seems to me that the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska has very little 
relevancy, because itis a well-known fact that no foreign coal 
reaches the interior of the United States, in the far Western 
| States, those situated near the Rocky Mceuitains, unless itshould 
be some special coal for some special purpose. 

There is very little of that imported I think tothe far interior 
of the United States. The coal that is consumed in the West- 
ern States this side of the Rockies is mined to some extent in 
| the States near the Atlantic seaboard and mainly in the inter- 
pro- 
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duced upon the price of coal in Nebraska in consequence of the 
duty that may be levied upon foreign coal. 
west as Indian Territory and Colorado. 
Mr. KYLE. Does the senator from Washington mean to say 
that there has been no coal imported under the McKinley law? 
Mr. SQUIRE. It is not probable that there would be much 


coal imported in any event that would be shipped to the State | 


of Nebraska 
Mr. KYLE. Is that a guess? 
Mr. SQUIRE. Because the cost of transportation from the 
seaboard to the State of Nebraska would be far more than the 
cost of the coal. 


diana, and Illinois. 
Mr. KYLE. 
way of the lakes? 


Mr. SQUIRE. Iam told by the principal mine operators in 


the State of Chio that there is no interference whatever so far | 


as Canadian coal is concerned. We know perfectly well what 


the cost of coal mining is in the States of Indiana and Illinois. ‘I | 


have been told recently by the operators who are acquainted 
with the events of the recent great strike that $1.25 a ton is the 
average costof the coal to mineit. The miners are paid 69 cents, 
it has been stated, for certain kinds of coal, and from that up to 
85 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish toask the Senator from Washington if I 
understand him to say that bituminous coal can be mined and put 
on cars fora dollar and twenty-five cents aton in the State of Ohio? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido. For one dollar and a quarter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state to the Senator from Washing- 
ton that the same coal which may be mined in the State of Ohio 
and placed on the cars for a dollar and a quarter a ton will be 
sold in the State of Nebraska for about $5.50 or $6 aton. The 
suggestion I wish to make is thatif our ports are upen to free 
coal it will have the effect of driving coal from West Virginia, 
Ohio, and those States into the great West and give us the 
benefit of the reduction of the prices of coal. 

[ believe that; but I did not speak particularly of the State of 
Nebraska, because I believe that I am large enough to be in fa- 
vor of legislating for every person upon this continent. I dosay 
it ie surprising to me that a Senator with the known humane 
qualities of the Senator from Washington should stand in this 
Chamber and insist upon a tax going uponcoal that isconsumed 
Is 


in the midst of the poverty-stricken homes of the nation. 
not the Senator from Washington willing that the people should 
have free coal, especially in view of the fact that no coal can be 
brought to this country and successfully compete with the coal 
mined here by our miners? 


Mr. SQUIRE. I will say that no one engaged in the business 
of coal mining or who knows anything about it believes that the 
reduction in the duty would reduce the cost of coal to the con- 
sumer, excepting possibly to the New England States. That 
problem is yet to be worked out. 

[ have a letter in my possession from one of the leading Dem- 
ocrats in the State of Washington, agentleman who held a high 
position as chairman of the executive committee of the Demo- 
cratic party, in which he says distinctly that— 

in my judgment our State will be much better off if the duties remain as 
they are. Lumber and coal are our chief industries, and will doubtless 
continue to be whether these articles are placed on the free list or not. The 
only effect 1 can see that taking the duty off will have will be to reduce the 
wages to the same level as those in England, Australia, and Canada. Tak- 
ing the duty off will notaid a single industry or lift a single burden in any 
one of the Pacific States. It will not extend our markets in any direction. 
There is nothing to be gained by the proposed tariff law and much may be 
lost. If aman is in favor of low wages he should fayor the bill, otherwise 
he should oppose it. 

The remainder of the letter is a discussion of the iron ore 
question, 

Mr.ALLEN. Will the Senator from Washington permit me 
another question? I understand the Senator to say now that 
taking the duty off of coal would not reduce the price to the 
consumer. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I grant it will not. It will not reduce the 
price of coal. Iam speaking more particularly with reference 
to the people of the interior of the country. That is my view. 
I doubt very much whether it will reduce the price anywhere. 
I think the capitalists who have arranged to bring in the prod- 
uct from Nova Scotia will get the benefit of the reduction of the 
duty and will make some profit. The consumer will pay about 
the same. 

Another thing I will say to the Senator, when you talk about 
reducing the outputof American mines you increase the relative 
cost. When the mines of West Virginia, and Maryland, and 
Virginia find themselves shorn of their business by reason of 
the admissicn of the Nova Scotia coal without paying any duty 
upon it, or even with a duty of 40 cents a ton, they will find the 
consumption of their product necessarily cut off or reduced. 


Coal is mined as far | 


The Senator knows very well that coal is | 
mined for about $1.25 or less per ton in the States of Ohio, In- | 


Can not coal reach the West and Northwest by | 


| their expenses will be increased relatively thereby; the rail- 
ways that have been operating will be unable to carry coal at 
the price they have been carrying it, and consequently the cost 
of carrying it will be higher. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit a question, I under- 
| stood him to put his argument in favor of taxing coal upon the 
thought that it would protect American labor engaged in coal 
mining. If it be true that it will not affect the price of coal in 
this country, how can it affect the wages of the miners? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It prevents the coming in of foreign coal to 
take the place of the coal of our mines. 

Mr. ALLEN. The introduction of foreign coal brings about 
competition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It brings about competition, but by that com- 
petition the coal of foreign mines takes the place of the coal 
that we would mine. 

Mr. ALLEN. If it brings about competition, does it not nec- 
essarily force the miner of bituminous coal in the United States 
to ship his coal into the interior at a reduced price? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It may in some places. Iwill not deny that 
in some places the increased competition may temporarily de- 
crease the price of coal on the seacoast, not in the States of 
Ohio or Indiana, and not in the State of Pennsylvania, because 
they mine there themselves cheaper than they could buy it from 
| the seaboard—not certainly in any State west of these great 
Middle States, because they can get their coal from Ohio, Illi- 
nois, or Indiana more cheaply than they can get it from the sea- 
board. But at certain times it may happen, and doubtless will 
happen, that the introduction of this foreign product into the 
markets of New York and Boston, particularly, will reduce the 

rice of coal to consumers there. Now, that may be true. I 

ave no doubt there will be an effect of that kind atcertain times. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make this suggestion to the Senator 
from Washington: If our ports are open to coal and this section 
of the country is flooded with foreign coal, thatnecessarily forces 
down the price of coal here, does it not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. On the seaboard, provided the Nova Scotia 
trust does not keep up the price. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the miner of coalin the United States 
must seek an enlarged market at a reduced price for his prod- 
uct, must he not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; or fail to mine it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or fail to mine it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And that would be the result. 

Mr. ALLEN. The effect of that will be to force him to send 
his coal into the interior of the nation in competition with coal 
mined in Ohio, Indiana, and Iowa? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It would only gowhere he could afford to send 
it—where the freight rates would permit it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if coal can be mined in West Virginia 
and placed on cars for $1.25 a ton, does the Senator from Wash- 
ington say that money can not be made on that coal to take it te 
the State of Nebraska and sell it for $3.50 or $4 a ton? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I suppose the coal has to go through severa! 
hands; in the first place going in large quantities to job opera: 
tors, and then finally going all through the various avenues of 
distribution to the retail dealer. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the jobber in coal in Omaha, for instance, or 
in the State of Nebraska anywhere, comes down to this part of 
the country and buys his coal for $1.25 a ton or less—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certain kinds of coal—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean ordinary bituminous coal that is used 
in the family of the farmer. If he can come here and buy it for 
that price, I say to the Senatorfrom Washington that the effect 
of admitting coal into this country without any duty upon it 
will be to force the American product out into the interior of 
the country and save the consumer of coal possibly $1.50 or $2a ton. 

Mr. SQUIRE. it seems to me the Senator from Nebraska 
does not quite understand the situation. In the coal that is 
mined, as [ have before said, in the States of Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, I am not talking about the price that it is sold for; I 
am talking about the cost of mining and putting it on the car. 
I refer to the actual cost, without reference to the capital em- 
ployed in it, simply to put iton board of the car, the actual cost 
in moving it out from the mines and putting it on the cars. It 
is about the same in the State of Washington, about $1.25 a ton. 

Does the Senator suppose that the coal that can be brought 
from Nova Scotia by water to Boston and New York will com- 
pete with the coal mined in Ohio, and that the people of Ne- 
braska will not get their coal from Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, 
and from the coal mines of the West? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest to the Senator that the people 
of Nova Scotia have free access by water to the portof Chicago, 
and from there the coal can be shipped in direct competition 
with the coal mined in Illinois and Indiana‘and States of that 


character. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. How will it go there? 

Mr. ALLEN. It will go there from Chicago and other dis- 
tributing points along the lakes. 

Mr. SQUIRE. But outside of Chicago where will it come 

from? 
Myr ALLEN. From Nova Scotia, a great portion of it. 
Mr. SQUIRE. It will cost too much to get it there. Thecoal | 
of Nova Scotia, as I am told, can not profitably be shipped to | 
Chicago. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose that coal comes right to Washington 
City itself, right here at the seat of the Eastern coal market of 
West Virginia, would not that have the effect of forcing down 
the price of coal to the consumer? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Notas against the cost of transportation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then the law of competition is entirely de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. But when you take into consideration the cost 
of transportation, that must govern. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to make 
this suggestion, and then I think I will leave him to his glory. 
If you take off the duty on coal and make our ports free for bi- | 
tuminous coal, it will have the effect of forcing down the price | 
of coal along the seaboard, and will force the coal of West Vir- 
ginia, Ohio, and States of that character near the interior of the | 
United States to a reduced price. It must either have that ef- | 
fect or there is no such thing as the law of competition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. AsI stated before, I have no doubt there may 
be times when the people on the seaboard will receive a benefit 
by competition; but at that same moment the people engaged | 
in colaios coal in the States of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the other States near the seaboard will find their | 
production undesired; that is, they could not sr com- | 
pete. There may be times of glutin the market when these | 
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Mr. CHANDLER. What kind of necessity? 
Mr. PALMER. There are interests that demand 4 duty on 
coal, and as 40 cents a ton is preferable to 75 cents a ton, those 


| of us who believe itis all humbug prefer the 5(-cent duty rather 


than the 75-cent one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why—TI speak not now of the Republican 
policy on coal, but of the Democratic policy—should not the 
Democrats, who have a majority in this Chamber, or are sup- 


| posed to have, give New England the free coal which they say 


the Republicans really want? 
Mr.PALMER. I am now trespassing on the time of the Sena- 
tor from Washington. If I can obtain the floor for twenty min- 


| utes after he is through, I shall answer that questiqn. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I wasspeaking afew moments ago in regard to 
the argument of the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] that 


| he was in favor of giving the people of his State cheaper fuel. 


After that, when I remarked that the people of his State would 


| get no benefit from the coming in of coal free of duty on the At- 


lantic seaboard, the Senator said he was broad enough and big 


| enough to be willing to help the people of the Atlantic seaboard 


to cheaper rates. Of course, if he feels that way about the peo- 
ple of the Atlantic seaboard, he would feel the same way about 
the people of the Pacific seaboard; and on that subject I have 
some authority that I should like to quote. 

The statement has been made by very able authority on the 
Pacific coast, and arguments have been broughtforward toshow 
that when there has been for any reason a reduction of the price 
of forzign coal—that is, when the purchase price of the foreign 
coal was less than the rate there before charged for it—the price 
in California was not lowered one bit. I have the statement 
here of a gentleman whois largely interested in the coal business 
in San Francisco. He says: 


Who will benefit by the abolition of the duty on coal? As the function of 


States could not compete, and when their mines would have to | such lawsis to do the greatest good to the masses, let us analyze the coal 


shut down, or else the relative cost of mining would be largely 
increased by reason of the reduced output; and then the effect | 
would come home to the people of those States and to the con- | 
sumers they do necessarily supply, because the miners of coal will 
have to raise their rates to the consumers in their vicinity and 
in the interior, to which they are now supplying coal. 
in my mind the States of Virginia and West Virginia. 
Mr. PALMER. Let me make one observation. 


I live in a | 


State where there are, as my colleague [Mr. CULLOM] said the | 


other day, 35,000 square miles of coal lands. 
much as [ should like to now, because the subject requires more 
time thanI could give to it in replying to the Senator from 
Washington in the midst of his speech. 

If coal was brought from Nova Scotia to Boston or New York, 
and was absolutely given to any person who might want to use 
it in Nebraska, it would not be worth the freight, for that coal 
could not be transported. 


I will not say as | 


The trouble with the Senator from Nebraska is as to the cost 


I know that in Illinois coal is loaded in the sheds 
In the city 


of the coal. 
of the railways for their own use at 80 cents a ton. 


and county in which my colleague and I live, there are nearly | 


twenty coal sheds, and mostof them are situated on the railways. 
Coal is delivered to the railway companies for their own use at 
80 cents a ton. 

Asa matter of fact, in all the coal regions of Illinois, coal is 
delivered to private parties, and I have bought many a ton of it 
myself at $1.50 a ton, delivered and thrown into the coal house. 

Mr. ALLISON. What did I understand the Senator to state 
the cost of coal is to the railway companies and tothe large con- 
sumers of coal? 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
valorem? 

Mr. PALMER. Forty cents a ton, I believe. 

I hope the Senator from Washington will tolerate me a mo- | 
ment longer. 
conviction that the whole dispute involves nothing in the world. 
It may interest the railway companies who transport coal to the 


EKighty cents a ton. 
And the duty upon coal is 50 per cent ad 


I have in the discussion about coal come to the | 


seaboard, and it may interest the consumers of coal near the sea- | 


board, but it has no interest whatever to any other persons. 

I apprehend, Mr. President—if I may be allowed to take the 
liberty of saying it—that if it were not for the necessity of satis- 
fying the country that the Republican party are for protection. 
at all times and under all circumstances, they would really pre- 
fer free coal. It isa combination of interests; it is a partner- 
ship of interests that makes them oppose free coal in order to 
give the impression that they are for protection under almost 
all circumstances. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly tell us what com- 
bination of interests induces the Democratic party in the Senate 
to favor a duty on coal? 

Mr.PALMER. Necessity, not choice. 





traflic of California and ascertain whether the great public will reap any 
material advantage. 

The American coal-producer on the Atlantic seaboard protests against 
any reduction in duty, because the Nova Scotia mines will disturb his trade 
in the great consuming centers of New England. 

The American miner on the Pacific coast contends for a chance to keep his 


pas trade in California against mines in British Columbia, but the same 
} 


I have | 
| conditions here. It may be said in prophecy that if the present duty be an- 


ind of practical reasoning applicable in the East does not fit the peculiar 


nulled, the most of the 75 cents will go into the pockets of the British miner 
and shipowner. Theoretically it should go to the California consumer. 
Practically it will not. 

As a proof of this, I will state that on January 1, 1894, the Australian miners 
announced a decline of 1 shilling free on board ships at their wharves. Im- 
mediately the ship owners made an advance of 1 shilling in freights to Cali- 
fornia, and reaped the whole benefit from the drop in price. 

Mr. President, it seems to me sometimes, as I look over the 
entire situation and all the phases of the discussion of this bill, 
rather hard that the main onus seems to fall on the people of 
the new communities, the new States of the West, and particu- 
larly on the State of Washington. Only a few days agg we had 
the duty entirely removed from sawed lumber and dressed lum- 
ber. That is the principal industry of the State of Washington. 
Now, it is proposed to reduce the duty on coal from 75 cents a 
ton to 40 centsa ton. That is probably the second industry in 
point of prominence in the State of Washington. 

So the people of the new States, who have been all their lives 
helping to keep up the system under which they have prospered, 
who have gone out into this new country, and just at the time 
they get fairly started in the development of their industries 
they are to lose the benefit of the protection they have been as- 
sisting to give tothe people of the Union up to the present time. 
It seems to me rather hard. They have not the diversification 
of industries which the people of the Eastern and Middle States 
have. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator omitted wool. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir; Ishould have mentioned wool. Iam 
thankful to the Senator from Connecticut for mentioning wool. 
I can not understand why these three industries, which are the 
great industries of the State of Washington and of several other 
States in the far West, should be singled out in this mistaken ef- 
fortor pretense to try and relieve the people of the United States. 
[ can notunderstand why this blow should be aimed by this great 
country at these relatively poor communities; I mean in point of 
developed wealth; for they are rich in point of brains, rich in 
point of energy, rich in all the resources that nature has bestowed 
upon them, rich in their soil, climate, and unrivaled seabord, rich 
in their great cereal producing plains, rich in their vast forests 
of merchantable timber, rich in their mines of coal and of iron, 
and they are richin their manhood, theirenergy, and their tact. 

They understand the situation, and they know how to avail 
themselves of all these resources, and just as they get fairly 
started at the work, having placed theirsmall fortunes in laud- 
able enterprises, the Congress of the United States takes away 
all the protection it has heretofore afforded to those States, and 
thus you leave us without anything by which we may go on in 
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our good work of developing our region of the country, and 
leave us a prey to foreign powers. 

As I said before in the remarks I formerly submitted, vessels 
go around Cape Horn to receive the wheat product of the Pa- 
cific coast States. They have not much to se in the way of 
merchandise to the people of the Pacific coast, but they bring 
coal in ballast, they bring iron in ballast, and it costs them in 
that way practically nothing for the transportation of these ar- 
ticles to our ports. We have to compete with this foreign coal 
and foreigniron. As I have said, it is not fair or just to the 
people of the Pacific coast that this reduction should take place 
upon these great elements of their industry, and all this talk of 
free raw materials comes right home to their products, of which, 
as in the case of lumber, at least from 90 to 95 per cent is labor. 
There is nothing raw in the material of lumber except the tree 
in the wood. 

This bill is peculiarly amt to the people of my own 
State. When it comes to the question of competition with Brit- 
ish Columbia on the north, there are extensive coal fields on the 
island of Vancouver. The island of Vancouver is a large island. 
It has heen sometimes compared in size with the island of Ire- 
land, with which people are generally more familiar. It con- 
tains the capital of British Columbia—the city of Victoria. It 
has extensive coal mines at several places, and this coal is of ex- 
cellent quality. 

We have had a great contest recently in trying to prevent the 
Navy Department of the United States from procuring coal with 
which to supply the fleet of the Pacific Ocean, including the 
Bering Sea fleet, from the mines of British Columbia. The order 
had been given and I believe a large purchase had been at first 
made of the coalof British Columbia. Later, upon reports made 
to the Navy Department, the question was reconsidered, and ul- 
timately the vessels then about to sail tothe north did put on board 
coal from the State of Washington, although I believe a large 
shipment of coal had been sent north in advance of the going of 
these vessels, which had been purchased in British Columbia. 

i think it important that the mining interests of coal on the 
Pacific coast should be protected. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have heard it often stated that the coal of 
British Columbia is superior to the coal of the State of Wash- 
ington for steam purposes. Is that in any sense true? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not believe itis true. I have statements 
from the best experts on that subject, and it is stated that the 
coal of the State of Washington is equal to the coal of British 
Columbia in every respect. It has been used for steam coal for 
more than twenty years with the greatest success. There are 
sometimes agencies in operation to secure the taking of coal in 
particular localities, and Iam told such influence was exerted 
at the = the coal to which I have referred was taken from 
British Columbia, without reference to the quality of the coal. 
Sometimes there has been a disposition to draw distinctions un- 
favorable to the coal of the State of Washington. I am happy 
to state now that the Secretary of the Navy has ordered the 
const defense vessel Monterey, in Puget Sound, to make a thor- 
ough comparative test of different kinds of coal. 

There are some questions connected with the subject of the 
construction of the boilers and furnaces of these great war ves- 
sels as to their adaptability to different kinds of coal. Itis 

, very evident that if there is any fault in the construction, or in 
relution to the forced draft of the air in the furnaces of the ves- 
sels, or if there is any fault which interferes with the consump- 
tion of American coal, that construction ought to be changed 
and that difficulty, if it is only a mechanical one, ought to be 
obviated, so as to use American coal on American war vessels, 
which might be engaged in a war with the very country from 
which they would be compelled to obtain their coal if these ex- 
periments are not made and if these changes are not made, if 
they are found to be needed. 

Mr. President, the coal of British Columbia lies very near the 
water, while the coal of the State of Washington lies at various 
points distant, say from 10 to 50 and 100 es from the coast, 
necessitating railway transportation, whereas in British Colum- 
bia the coal can bo put right on the vessel. That is an element 
entering into the cost. Then, in British Columbia the kind of 
labor employed is much less expensive than that in the State of 
Washington. The State of Washington is called the Pennsyl- 
vania of the Pacific coast. It has a vast area of coal, more than 
1,000,000 acres, which coal area is said to be larger than that of 
any other State in the Union, and, in fact, larger than that of 
any country in the world. As yet there is only a beginning of 
the development, but it is capable of great expansion. 

The Chamber of Commerce of Seattle in_its petition to Con- 
gress states the following: 

One of the chief resources of this State ts coal. 


Its diseovery was madein 
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1853. Geologists estimate the coal area at 1,000,000 acres. Developmentot 
this resource has beenslow. Nothing was done prior to the war of the ro. 
bellion. After the war, encouraged by the imposition of an import tax on 
the product of forelgn mines, capital was invested, labor employed, and 
trade begun. In 1867, 10,000 tons were mined; in 1877, 150,000 tons: in’ 1987 
800,000 tons, and in 1892, 1,150,000 tons. ee 

That is stated by one authority. I think the correct state. 

3 : state 
ment of it is 1,213,427 tons, as ascertained by the United States 
Census authorities: 

More than 3,000 men find employment in the mines. A great number of 
other men are engaged in the transportation and distribution and gale of 
coal. Including those dependent upon these men and others indirectly in 
terested in the trade, it is a reasonable estimate to make that 20,000 people 
in the State of Washington live to-day upon the interests involved in the 
opening and operation of coal mines. These interests could be vastly in- 
creased, and would be were the import charge raised tu the old figure of 
$1.25 per ton. Our chief competitors in this line of trade, as I have said, are 
in British Columbia, Canada’s Pacific province. 

These Canadian mines employ Chinese, and the lowest grade 
of Chinese. Our coal mines pay the highest price which is paid 
to colliers anywherein the world. We pay more relatively for 
coal mining in the State of Washington than is paid inany other 
country on the face of the globe. Our miners are prosperous 
and asa rule they are contented. What the effect will be of 
the reduction of the duty to 40 cents a ton I can not fully ex- 
plain. 

This petition concludes as follows: 

Free coal will mean an increased produet of 50 per cent from the mines 
of British Columbia, and a decreased product of 50 per cent from the mines 
of Washington, prosperity and happiness north of the 49th parallel, and 
poverty and strife south. That the American Congress will ever look with 
pain upon the American people in matters of this character is our present 
and constant prayer. 

I only know that it is impressed upon me on every hand by 
Democrats as well as by Republicans, in fact by the ablest and 
best men we have, that it will be disastrous to reduce the duty 
to 40 cents aton. It is just about 40 cents which makes up the 
difference in the cost of transportation to the seaboard between 
the coal mines in Washington and those in British Columbia. 
Besides that, we have their cheaper labor to compete with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator know what the duty is 
upon our coal that is admitted into Canada? Is it not 60 cents 
a ton? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes. I spoke of that before in my discussion 
with the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [If the duty on the Dominion coal coming 
into the United States is to be 40 cents a ton, does the Senator 
know of any reason why we should put our duty at that figure 
when theirs is 60 cents? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think it is very evident that we should not 
reduce our duty below the duty imposed by Canada upon our 
coal. Itis very evident if the purpose to do so is contemplated, 
that it ought to be made the subject of careful consideration 
and perhaps of an interchange of views by those representing 
our Government with those representing the government of the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is not the result inevitable, if you havo 
coal of the same kind in Washington as that in British Cotum- 
bia, that we shall import largely of their coal while we shal! 
not send them a ton of ours? 

Mr. SQUIRE. That would be the practical effect, having the 
same kind of coal. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the same kind? 

Mr. SQUIRE. In our part of the country it is. 

It is very seldom we have an opportunity to explain to the 
Senate and to the people of the United States the character of 
our resources and of our development in the State of Washing- 
ton; and I ask permission to insert in the RECORD, without vead- 
ing, an article on the —— of the Washington coal fields. It 
is a special article recently addressed to the New York Tribune. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Washington? 
it will be so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON COAL FIELDS—PROBABLY THE LARGEST IN THE WORLD—THE 
PRODUCT BEING TESTED ON UNITED STATES STEAMSHIPS. 


{Special.] 


That is what I mean. Is not the eoal of 


Is there objection to the request 
The Chair hears none; and 


SEATTLE, WASH., May 7. 

The result of the recent test of Washington coal made by the several ves- 
sels of the Sea fieet is being waited for with considerable interest 
on this coast. or years every effort has been put forth to induce the naval 
authorities to buy American coal instead of the coal from the British Co- 
lumbian mines. e contract for this as supply was made as usual with 
the Comox Mine on Vancouver Island; but Secretary Herbert afterward 
ordered the Bering Sea fleet to visit Puget Sound and make a thorough 
trial of the steaming qualities of the Washington product. The Mohican, 
the flagship of the squadron, took 125 tons; the Yorktown, 200 tons; the reve- 
nue cutter Bear, 350 tons; the Corwin, 40 tons; the other vessels of the fleet 
went north with full bunkers, but will use the Comox coal after the present 


supply is exhausted. ‘ 

Phe importance of a coaling station on this side of the continent is easily 
apparent. In the eventof war with England, the British Columbian mines 
would be immediately shut off, and in case of a quarrel with another coun- 
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try, the neutrality laws would forbid England tosupply us. There seems 
no reason for preferring the British ¢ olumbian tothe Washingtoncoal. The 
latter has been in use for years on all the coast steamers, and has given uni- 
sal satisfaction. The Oregon Improvement Company runs more than a 
1 large boats, including the Queen, the finest on the Alaska route, all 
is coal from the company’s mines. 

sy revenile cutter Bear, one of the largest carriers of the Bering Sea 
fleet, uses the American coal from preference. The Bear is one of the finest 
vessels in the service. She has been selected to make the annual trip to 
Point Barrow, the northernmost point of Alaska, and-is the only ship, ex- 
cept whalers, that goes so far north. The Washington coal will be cheaper 






to use, and in the opinion of experts, will give better satisfaction, since it | 


contains less sulphur and less ash-making material than the average out- 
put of the British Columbian mines. Itis possible that some slight altera- 
tion will have to be made in the furnaces of vessels before the coal can be 
made thordughly useful, but the result would more than pay for the trouble. 
It can be used in the present furnaces, with rather more frequent feeding 
than the Comox coal requires. 

The magnitude of the coal deposits in the State of Washington is little 
realized away fromthe Pacific coast. Not all the Atlantic States combined 
contain such asupply. Workable veins are known to exist in eighteen out 
thethirty-four counties, ¢ cover anareaof more than 1,000,000acres. 
The coal ranges in character from cannel to semianthracite, through all 
grades of domestic, gas, steaming, coking, and smithing coals. With the 
exception of the Roslyn mines in KAéttitas County, the productive measures 
lie west of the Cascade Range. ‘They are all lignite and bituminous. 

Anthracite has been found in the Olympics and in the Cascades, and there 
is a fine deposit at the base of Mount Rainier. These, however, have not 
been developed sufficiently to judge of their values. The lignite measures 
extend from British Columbia on the north to the Columbia River, and east 
from Puget Sound 15 miles. The area covered is estimated at 800,000 acres. 
Less than 2 per cent of all this territory has been worked, although about 5 
per cent of it is owned by companies prepared to open up veins as soon as 
the market is ready for the output. Many hundred acres are held by pros- 
pectors who lack the money to develop their claims. 

Of the mines already in operation the New Castle, owned by the Oregon 
Improvement Company, lies 21 miles from Seattle, and consisis of four 
veins, the shallowest of which is 3 feet, the deepest 12 feet. The coal is ex- 
cellent for steaming purposes. The Gilman mine, 42 miles from Seattle, is 
now working two of its five veins. The output is high-grade lignite, with 
small streaks of bituminous; too small, however, te warrant separation. 
‘The Cedar Mountain mine is working two veins, one of them 11 feet 6 inches 
in depth. At Franklin,the coalis of asemibituminous character, the de- 
posit being of a somewhat older geological formation. The same is true of 
the Black Diamond mines, 30 miles from Seattle. This mine employs some- 
thing like five hundred men, and its capacity is estimated at 1,000 toms per 
day 

The Skagit County mines bid fair to be of immense value in the near 
future. The preliminary tests made by the Yorktown indicated that this 
coal is the best for steaming purposes on the Sound. It also makes a very 
superior coke. The bituminous measures join the lignite on the east and 
extend to the Cascade range. The veins are so twisted that it 1s impossible 
to determine their number. The Carbon River group is developed more 
than the others, four veins being worked, the product high-grade gas and 
steam coal. Twelve miles north ts the Raging River group, consisting of 
eight veins, four of which are being worked. The Roslyn mines are 125 
miles east from Seattle. Thcir veins lie nearly horizontal, near the surface, 
and cover an area of 100,000 acres. The mines have been in operation since 
1885. Over 1,000 men are ernployed, and the daily output is about 2,500 tons 
of bituminous lump eoal, well adapted to domestic and steaming purposes. 

The first discovery of coal in Washington was made in 1852, at Belling- 
ham Bay, but no export of importance was made until 1870. Last yearover 
a million and a quarter tous were marketed, which for a season of depres- 
sion is no bad showing. ‘'"he Washington coal veins are easier mined than 
those of the Eastern States, on account of the angles at which they dip al- 
lowing them to be opened by tunnels and saving the expense of hoisting the 
output. Timber for bunkers, etc., is cheap and abundant; water for wash- 
ers isto be found everywhere. This, of course, has a great bearing on the 
values of the measures. It seems only a question of time before Washing- 
ton will be the largest coal-producing district in the United States, and 
probably the largest in the world. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I may say also in this connection, in regard to 
the rate of wages paid in the different countries, that the av- 
erage cost of coal mining in the United States. is far above the 
cost in Great Britain. I have here a table showing the average 
cost of coal mining in the United States and in Great Britain. 
As a rule, where in the United States the wage-worker in coal 
gets $2, in England the same worker gets $1, in France and in 
Germany 60 cents, and in Bohemia and the eastern parts of Eu- 
rope 50 cents. 

Mr. President, I say, in conclusion, that I trust before this bill 
is finally disposed of, the Committee on Finance will be willing 
to increase the rate of duty on coal to at least 60 centsaton. I[ 
am very glad to get 40 cents rather than no duty at all; but I 
hope the committee will increase it at least to the extent of 50 
or 60 cents a ton. 

Mr. PLATT. They ought to make it 60 cents a ton. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Sixty cents a ton would be preferable; and if 
no other Senater does so, [ shall first propose an amendment 
making the rate 60 cents a ton, and if I do notsucceeé in getting 
that, I may propose an amendment at50 centsaton. I may add, 
in this connection, that I hope there will not be exercised that 
kind of spirit against the lumber industry that seems to exist 
now in the minds of the members of the Finance Committee. It 
is not right, it is not fair, and the Democratic party, if they in- 
sist upon entirely abolishing the duty upon sawed lumber, will be 
held toasevere account by the people of the State of Washington. 
T hope, before we get through with this bill, a reasonable duty 
will be placed upon lumber, at ieast a small duty, say 50 cents 
per thousand feet on sawed lumber and $1 per thousand on 
dressed lumber. 

_Mr.HARRIS. Mr. President, this amendment has been under 
discussion for about four hours, and I move to lay theamendment 
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of the Senator from New York to the amendment of the commit- 
tee on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT 
Senator from Tennessee. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


The question is on the motion of 


{ 
u 


he 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the 
vis LDIEN LD. etar’ 

lhe Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators ai- 


rol 


y 

swered to their names: 

Allen Faulkner Jone irk Pugh, 
Frye, Quay, 








Ransom 


Gallinger, 





George, Sherman, 
Blackbur Gordon, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Gorman Smith, 
Caffery Gray, Martin, Squire, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Wis Stewart, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller 
Cameron, Harris, Morrill, Turpie 
Carey, Hawley Murphy, Vest, 
Chandler, Higgins, Palmer, Vilas 
Cockrell Hill Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke Hoar, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cullom Irby. Perkins Washburn 
Dolph, Jarvis, Platt Wl 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Sixty-four Senators have answered 


to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs 
upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS 
Mr. HILL. [I desire to ask consent of the Senator from Ter 


nessee to withdraw his motion, that there may be a direct vote 
on the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If a direet vote can come without fu 
bate I should prefer taking it upon the amendment, but t! 
amendment has been debated for four hours and [| think the 
country is sufficiently enlightened upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Tennessee accede to th 
request [ made? I think I can assure him that there will be no 
further debate upon this particular question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The only trouble is that the Senator from New 


rther ae 


motLlon ¢ 


York can not assure me that others will not debate it. If h 
can I should most cheerfully accede to his request. 
Mr. DOLPH. Let the Senator from New York ask unani- 


mous consent to that effect. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that no further debate 
be had upon the proposition to place bituminous coal upon th 
free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the req 
of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw my motion to lay the amendme 
to the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee being withdrawn, the question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit] to th: 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentto the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 8,on page 80, it isproposed to strike 
out “ 40 cents per ton,” and insert “ shall be admitted free fron 
duty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). [am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he 
were here I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Asarule Iam 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLEr]; 
but if he were present [ think he would vote “nay,” and there- 
fore I shall vote **nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called), 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. McCLAURIN (when his name was called). i am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hun'ron]. 
I should vote “ nay.” 

[ desire, while I am on my feet, to say that I voted this morn 
ing inadvertently upon some roll call when the Senator from 
Virginia was absent. I try to be very particular respecti 
pairs, but forgot it this morning. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called’. [ have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho | Mr. Dupors}, and my 


The yeas and nays will be ealled 


[am paired 


[ am paired with 
If he were present 


ne my 
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colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] has a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HicGins]. I desire to transfer that 
pair, which will allow the Senator from Delaware and me to 
vote. J vote ‘‘nay.” : 

Mr. HIGGINS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll call was concluded. , es 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired generally with the junior Senator 
from Michigan[Mr. PATTON]. Iam not advised as to how he 
would vote if present, but I presume he would vote ‘‘ yea.” I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON], which will allow the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 50; as follows: 
YEAS—%. 

Kyle, 
Peffer, 
NAYS—50. 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan. 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Platt, 
Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—28. 


McPherson, 
Mills, 

Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 

Perkins, 


I am paired with the 


Allen, Washburn. 


Hansbrough, 


Hill, 
Irby, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Quay, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Cullom, 
Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Harris, 
Hawiey, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
Jarvis, 


Proctor, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 


Gallinger, 
George, 
Gordon, 
Hunton, 
Jones, Ney. 
Dixon, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Wilson, 

Dubois, McMillan, Power, Wolcott. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 10, 
page 80: 

But the above product shall be admitted free of duty from any country 
ae no import duty on the like product when exported from the 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia 
|Mr. FAULKNER] made a very remarkable statement, consider- 
ing the attitude which has been taken by his party in this de- 
bate. He said that possibly some few years hereafter, when the 
pores minds had been prepared by discussion for free coal, 
1e might himself be able to stand up here and advocate it. If 
there is anything that our friends on the other side have in- 
sisted upon in this debate, it was that the people’s minds on all 
these questions had been prepared by abundant discussion, and 
had been not only made up, but expressed in the Presidential 
election of 1892; and it is a little remarkable that when the peo- 
ple’s minds had got so made up and expressed, according to our 
Democratic brethren, the Democrats come in here and under- 
take to act directly contrary to its expression. 

If there is any one thing which the mind of the people who 
voted the Democratic ticket was made up on in New England, 
it was free coal. That has been the cry of all the Democratic 
speakers and the burden of all Democratic resolutions and plat- 
forms. The Democratic party went into that campaign with a 
principle, as they allege, and a promise. The principle was 
that a protective duty was robbery; was unconstitutional; that 
no patriotic American could support it; that they proposed 
to abandon it in establishing this duty, as they have in a thou- 
sand other cases where a Southern industry comes into consid- 
eration. 

Then they have made this particular and express promise as 
to its application. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who 
must be somewhere, mourning and wringing his hands when he 
can not be present, uttered that promise all over the State of 
Massachusetts, and, I think, in some other New England States, 
certainly in Connecticut. The Democratic platforms in each 
State had the same principle and promise. 

The Senator from Missouri |Mr. VEST] lectured us on states- 
manship a little while ago, and thought it was a great wrong 
that any Senator on the Republican side should refrain from 


Blanchard, 
Butler, 

( er 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
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voting on this question if he thought best. I think of the two 
it is better statesmanship not to vote at all than to constant] 

and confessedly keep voting against what you think is the inten 
est of your country, sound constitutional! principle, and your 
own promises; and with this poor excuse that these Senators 
want to vote for free coal and free raw material, but there is 
some hidden person who will not let them. > ed 

Now, I appeal to the honorable Senator from Missouri to try 
to have an honest vote once; let him get up and make his speech 
in favor of free coal and free sugar, which he believes in, and sea 
if he can not convert these people. Let him move an amend- 
ment. A great many amendments have gone through here on 
the authority of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr.JONES]. Why will they not just try once moving 
an amendment which represents their principles and their prom- 
ises? Perhaps that is what my honorable friends are consult- 
ing about at this moment. [Laughter.] I shall wait, if the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri would like 
to have me, until they finish their consultation. I presume it is 
a new idea to my honorable friends on the other side—— 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. HOAR. My question was whether the Senator would 
once move an amendment in accordance with his own belief and 
make a speech in favor of it? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, I thought the Senator was talking about the 
size of some duty. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that before the Senator yields to this 
unknown Ethiopian in the Democratic woodpile, he should once 
move something which he believes in, and make a speech in its 
favor, and try a vote in the Senate on it. 

Did the Senator ever hear before of statesmanship which car- 
ried its point by silence? Did he ever before hear of statesman- 
ship which carried its point by voting against everything in 
which it believed? Did the Senator ever before hear of states- 
manship which was constantly making motions to amend a bill, 
which was right as the Senator found it, to make it wrong? 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that our honorable friends 
on the other side never can go to the American people—I do not 
know that they ever expect to go toe the people of New England 
again—and ask the confidence of any human being, merely on 
this claim that they were forced to do something by somebody 
whom they do not name. Why can you not stand up like men 
and move an amendment to put coal on the free list, and vote for 
it? Why can you not stand up like men and move an amend- 
ment to put sugar on the free list, and vote for it? Why can 
you not stand up and move an amendment to put iron on the 
free list, and vote for it? 

Where is this man? In regard to this particular matter of 
coal, as I said the other day, every Democratic Senator from a 
coal-producing State has told the Senate that he would vote for 
the pending bill whatever you did with coal—every one of them, 
both Senators from West Virginia,both Senators from old Vir- 
ginia, and one Senator from Alabama, and the other, I have na 
doubt, knows very well his purpose in the same way is perfectly 
understood. Can the Senators on the other side of the Cham 
ber name a man on that side whose vote would be lost if you con 
cur with the House of Representatives and concur with the Presi- 
dent? Yourpromise, your word of honoris broken. Iam speak- 
king now of the party, and not in the personal sense. Your 
principles are abandoned and gone. 

Mr. President, there was a New England poet and prophet 
who described the present situation of the Democratic party a 
good many years ago, and I should like to commend the narra- 
tive to my honorable friend from Arkansas. History repeats it- 
self. The same old Democratic party—I was going to use another 
word, but I shall simply confine myself to that, for Ican not say 
anything worse than that [laughter]—has been in existence a 
good many vears, and here is a description in regard to it in 
reference to this very tariff question, which I commend to my 
honorable friends on the other side: 

A marciful Providunce fashioned us holler 

O’ purpose thet we might our principles swaller; 

It can hold any quantity on ’em, the belly can, 

An’ bring ’em up ready fer use like the pelican, 

Or more like the kangaroo, who (which is stranger) 
Puts her family into her pouch wen there's danger. 
Ain’t principle precious? Then who's goin to use it, 
Wen there’s resk 0’ some chap's gittin up to abuse it? 
I can’t tell the w’y on ’t, but nothin’ is so sure 

Ez thet ete ae kind o’ gits spiled by exposure. 

A man thet lets all sorts o’ folks git a sight on ’t 
Ough’ to hey it all took right away, every mite on *t; 
Ef he can’t keep it all to himself wen it’s wise to, 


He ain't one it’s fit to trust nothin’ so nice to. 
Besides, ther’s a wonderful power in latitute— 


West Virginia and Massachusetts, for example—— 


To shift a man’s morril relations an’ attitude, 

Some flossifers think thet a fakkilty’s granted 

The minnit it’s proved to be thoroughly wanted, 

Thet a change o’ demand makes a change o’ condition, 
An’ thet everythin’ 's nothin’ except by position; 
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Ez, fer instance, thet rubber trees fust begun bearin’ 
Wen p’litikle conshunces come into wearin’; 

Thet the fears of a monkey, whose holt chanced to fail, 
Drawed the vertibry out to a prebensile tail; 

So, wen one’s chose to Congriss, ez soon ez he’s in it, 
A collar grows right round his neck in a minnit, 

An’ sartin it is thet a man can not be strict 

In bein’ himself when he gits to the Deestrict, 

Fer a coat thet sets wal here in ole Massachusetts, 
Wen it gits on to Washinton, somehow askew sets. 


I recommend that to my honorable friend from Texas 
So they march in percessions, an’ git up hooraws 
An’ tramp thru the mud fer the good o’ the cause, 
An’ think they’re a kind o’ fulfillin’ the prophecies, 
Wen they’re on’y jest changin’ the holders of offices; 
Ware A sot afore, B is comf’tably seated, 
One humbug’s victor’ous an’ t’other defeated, 


Each honnable doughface gits jest wut he axes, 
An’ the people—their annooal softsodder an’ taxes. 





Now, to keep unimpaired all these glorious feeturs 
Thet characterize morril an’ reasonin’ creeturs, 

Thet give every paytriot all he can cram. 

Thet oust the untrustworthy Presidunt Flam, 

An’ stick honest Presidunt Sham in his place, 

To the manifest gain o’ the holl human race, 

An’ to some indervidgewals on ’t in partickler, 

Who love Public Opinion an’ know how to tickle her— 
I say thet a party with gret aims like these 

Must stick jest ez close ez a hive full o’ bees. 

I’m willin’ a man should go tollable strong 

Agin wrong in the abstract, fer thet kind o’ wrong 

Is ollers unpop'lar an’ never gits pitied, 

Because it’s a crime no one never committed; 

But he mus’n’t be hard on partickler sins, 

Coz then he'll be kickin’ the people’s own shins; 

On’'y look at the Demmercrats, see wut they’ ve done 
Jest simply by stickin’ together like fun; 

They've sucked usright into a mis’able war 

Thet no one on airth aint responsible for; 

They’ve run us a hundred cool millions in debt 

(An’ fer Demmercrat Horners ther’s good plums left yet); 
They talk agin tayriffs, but act fer a high one, 

An’ so coax all parties to build up their Zion; 

To the people they’re ollers ez slick ez molasses, 

An’ butter their bread on both sides with The Masses, 
Half o’ whom they’ve persuaded, by way of a joke, 
That Washinton’s mantelpiece fell upon Polk. 


Mr. VEST. 
production. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not an amendment pending? 

Mr. VEST. The amendment pending has been voted upon, I 
understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Iam rather sorry my friend 
from North Dakota has offered this amendment. I know that 
it is in accord with a great many amendments which have al- 
ready been voted into this bill. It is provided in the bill that 
wheat and wheat flour, rye and rye flour, oats and oatmeal, corn 
and corn meal, buckwheat and buckwheat flour, and perhaps 
some Other things shall come into this country free of duty from 
the Dominion of Canada when the Dominion of Canada admits 
free of duty similar articles from this country. 

I admit with the Senator from North Dakota that consistency 
would seem to require that the same arrangement should apply 
to bituminous coal; but the Senator from North Dakota forgets 
that under the coal arrangement, as it now stands in the bill, the 
coal miners of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Maryland will be unable to transport their coal along the sea- 
board line, with the provision of 40 cents a ton, as against like 
coal transported southwestward from Nova Scotia, and that it is 
not intended by the producers of coal, first, in these States, and 
secondly, in Nova Scotia that this competitive market with a 
40-cent duty per ton upon one side and 60 cents duty upon the 
other side shall get very far away from the seaboard; because if 
it did the coal of Ohio and the more westerly coal would find a 
market in the Western portion of Canada, and possibly in the 
neighborhood of Manitoba, and thus interfere with the trans- 

ortation of the Canadian railroads and the Nova Scotia coal 
into the provinces of Ontario and Quebec. 

So it is intended that this shifting as between the Southern 


I have an amendment to offer after that literary 


regions of coal producing shall have their play along the sea- | 


board, and that Ohio and other Western States, which produce 
coal, shall be shut out of the Canadian market, and the Cana- 
dian coal shall be shut out of the interior regions of the North- 
eastern States. 

So these rules, I submit to my friend, do not seem to apply 
with the force with which they applied to wheat and corn and 
oats and buckwheat, because, in that instance, nobody but the 
people of the Northwestern States is to be injured by such a 
proceeding; but in this instance it will cut a little both ways, 
possibly, and that will do very well. It is all well enough to 
put these great Northwestern products into cgmpetition with 
Canada without duty on either side; but when it Gomes to coal 
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it must be left, the Atlantic seaboard to play on one side or on 
the other. 

Mr. HOAR. [should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
there is not a very large export ef bituminous coal from this 
country into Canada? 


Mr. ALLISON, It is very large; I do not know how much, 
2,000,000 tons, I think, per annum, and yet it pays 60 
cents a ton duty. 

Mr. HOAR. If that duty were taken off would it not extend 
our exports into Canada of that coal very far to the eastward of 
the supply now—«bout as far east as Quebec? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and in doing thatit would come in com- 
petition with the Nova Scotia coal, which is no part of the pur- 
pose here; but the purpose seems to be to keep out the Ohio 
coal from this competition, in order that the Nova Scotia coal 
may get as far into Ontario as possible. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [trust the Senate will not adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from North Dakota, because, if it 
does, it will not be operative. The people of Canada now ship 
largely from Ohio and from other Northwestern States across 
the Canadian line. Indeed the coals of the United States sup- 
ply all the demand in that whole country from Montreal clear 
westwardalmosttothe Rocky Mountains, where they have plenty 
of fine anthracite coal. They therefore will not accept this 
condition if it is proposed, while it leaves the other provision, 
which has already been acted upon, to operate eaticeks against 
the people of the United States. 

There is now no wheat, no buckwheat, no rye, and no grain of 
any kind shipped from the United States of America to Canada. 
The farmers of Canada supply these articles for their own peo- 
ple, consequently the provision which has already been inserted 
will be very injurious to the Northwestern States, as will indeed 
be many of the provisions of this bill. I think this is one of the 
most injurious in a financial sense. 

The people of Canada will notsurrender the 60-cent duty upon 
coal in order to avail themselves of the privilege of free coal. 
They regard the duty on our coal as a revenue duty, aud it was 
imposed for that purpose. They know the coals from Nova 
Scotia can not gowestof Montreal. Theconditions of commerce 
and everything prevent it. The coals of NovaScotia must find 
their market, if anywhere, either in Quebec or in the New Eng- 
land States, and can not by possibility be. extended up the St. 
Lawrence beyond the city of Montreal. Nova Scotia coal will 
not be transported above Montreal west, for that region is sup- 
plied entirely by our coal. 

The Canadians, I am quite sure, will not surrender the reve- 
nue which they derive from coal, which is quite'a necessary item, 
and is vital to them. If the quantity imported into Canada 


| amounts to 2,000,000 tons, at 60 cents a ton it would be $1,200,000, 


a very large sum, and a sum that they can not do without. 
Therefore, it is useless to insert this provision here, and it will 
probably set a bad example. 

[ trust before this bill passes away from the Senate that the 
other provisions, which entirely place our market at the com- 


| mand of the Canadian farmer without any corresponding bene- 


fit whatever to us, will be changed, because no grain whatever 
is transported from the United States across the water into 
Canada, and they supply themselves with the cereals. The land 


| in some parts of Canada in some respects is better than the 


average land in the United States for wheat, rye, oats, and 
barley. 

I therefore shall vote against this amendment, however plausi- 
ble it may appear to be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from North Dakota to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I call for the yeas and nzys. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). - I take occasion to 


Iam paired 
If he were 





again announce my pair with the junior Senator from Michigan 
| [Mr. PATTON}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think it is quite clear that the Sen- 
ate or some of the Senators do not understand the proposition 
before the Senate, and I ask that the amendment be read and 
| then that the parliamentary situation be explained. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll call proceed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I object to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
will proceed with the roll call. 

The roll call was resumed. 


The Secretary 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with | 


the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I suggést to the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] that we transfer pairs so 
that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] will stand 
paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON], and we may 
both vote. 

Mr. GORDON. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present [ should vote *‘ yea,” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his named was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The roll eall was concluded. 


Mr. ALDRICH. On this question Iam paired with the junior | 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH]. If he were present I 
should vote “nay.” : 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon | 


[Mr. DoLPH}, but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. CcKE], and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] has been 
ealled away from the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. CAMDEN. ILIagain announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present I 
should yote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. Assuming that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], if present, would vote the same way as 
{ do upon this question, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MURPHY. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and withhold my vote. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

‘The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 
Allison, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, Faulkuer, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Berry, George, Martin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Morgan, Vest, 
Bric Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Ca! Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cameron Hawley, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Quay, 
Cnllom, Jarvis, hansom, 
NAYS—13. 
Dubois, Kyle, Pefter, 
Hansbrough, Lodge, Shoup, 
Hill Manderson, Squire, 
Hioa Morrill, Teller, 


NOT VOTING—329. 
McLaurin, * Plats, 


Washburn. 


ldrich, Dixon, 
Alien, Dolph, McMillan, Power, 

Blanchard, Frye, McPherson, Proctor, 

Butler Gallinger, Mills, Stewart, 

Caftery, Gibson, Mitchell,Oregon ‘Turpie, 

Carden, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 

Carey Hale, Murphy, Waish, 

Chandler, Hunton, Patton, Wilson, 

Coke Irby, Perkins, Wolcoit. 

Davis, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 

so the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer anamendment to theamendment, which 
[ send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lime 8, on page 80, after the word 

‘shale,” it is proposed tostrike out ‘‘ forty ’ and insert “sixty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire} to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall support this amendment with a great 
deal of pleasure. I should support it in silence by my vote, if I 
did not fear that after what has been said here to-day by some 
Senators from my section of the country it might be charged 
or suspected that New England wants free coal, or coal at a 
largely reduced rate of duty. 

I am sure that what all those Senators intended should be un- 
derstood from their remarks was that it was a criticism upon 
the very great inconsistency of the Democratic party in trying 
to obtain votes upon a promise to give free coal, and then when 
in power keeping coal dutiable. That inconsistency, Mr. Presi- 
dent, hardly ought to be remarked upen in the Senate. It is so 
common and has been so universal in all the past history of the 
Democratic party that it should try to secure votes by promises 
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which it never intended to keep, that it is scarcely worth while 
to remark upon it. 

I shallalso support this amendment very heartily, because the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] says that nobody 
in the world is to be benefited by a reduction of the present 
duty upon coal, except some people along the seaboard. The 
| people along that seaboard do not want a reduction, and have 
| no respect for the gift so bestowed by the people of West Vir- 
| ginia upon them. I wish to vote fora larger duty than that 
| recommended by the Committee on Finance for the purpose o! 
emphasizing the fact that we do not want this reduction of duty. 
either suggested by the Senator from West Virginia, or recom- 
mended by the Finance Committee, or by any member of the 
committee, for the purpose of benefiting anybody up in New 
England or in New York; but I do agree with the Senator from 
West Virginia to the extent that the reduction of this duty will 
benefit nobody. 

He thinks it will benefit nobody, except some people in Bos- 
| ton and New York and nota mile back from the Atlantic sea- 
board. The reduction of the duty will benefit nobody else all 
| over the country. [donot know whenT have been more pleased 
| by the statement of a law of political economy by a concession 
to the theory of the protectionist than I was by the admission of 
the Senator from West Virginia, 
| Itis rather curious to witness what reasons are given by a 
| free trader and a man who believes in free raw material when 
| he wants to get a duty which will protect. He wants to reduce 
| the duties in this bill because he wants to take some burdens off 
| of somebody's shoulders; but the moment it goes to coal, and 

the reduction of the duty on coal from 75 cents a ton to 40 cents 

a ton, that will take the burdens from nobody’s shoulders and be 

of no earthly benefit to anybody, except some few within a mile 

of the Atlantic seaboard! 

Why not? If this great reduction of the duty on coal from7) 
cents a ton to 40 cents a ton is not going to lift a burden from 
anybody’s shoulders, how are all these other reductions which 
the Senator votes for, and for which Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber vote, going to take burdens off the people's 
shoulders? Itshows the inconsistency of the claim that this re- 
duction is going to benefit somebody. 

Then the Senator said this 40 cents per ton duty is a revenue 
duty, and he said that 75 cents a ton was a revenue duty. If 75 
cents a ton duty was a good revenue duty, why in the world 
impose a duty of 40 centsa ton? Will 40cents a ton getas large 
revenue as 75 cents per ton, when they are bothrevenue duties: 
I notice we got quite a good deal of revenue out of the importa- 
tion of bituminous coal last year. Of bituminous coal and 
shale we had an importation of 1,090,374 tons, of the value of 
$3,599,037, with a duty of $817,780; and the reduction of duty as 
figured by the expertof the committee is from $817,780 to $435,- 
149. A peculiar kind of a revenue duty transaction this! 

Mind you, the 75 cents per ton duty was a revenue duty, and 
the 40 cents per ton is a revenue duty, which is going to reduce 
the revenue by some $300,000, more or less—I do not remember 
the exact figures. If the 75 cents a ton was a revenue duty and 
yielded this large revenue, why notkeepit? Why reduce it to 40 
cents per ton and obtain less revenue? Is the Treasury so ple- 
thoric that we do not need the revenue? 

When thisCongress first met we were told that there was to be a 
deficit in the Treasury of about $28,000,000. Under Republican 
administration, the year ending June 30, 1893, there had been 
no deficit; the revenue had been equal to the expenditures, and 
alittle more; but after we got together here in session we were 
told there was going to be a,deficit of $28,000,000. That ran 
along for a time, bad enough to contemplate, but after awhile 
those figures were revised by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and we were told that there was to bea deficit of $78,000,000 
about the 30th of June. 

Here is the end of the year, and I have the last estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, undoubtedly to be corrected, and the 
deficit in our receipts, as compared with our expenditures, for 
the past year is from $75,000,000 to $78,000,000. Why, then, 
when we have a revenue duty which produces $800,000 and over, 
we should go and put on another revenue duty which will raise 
only about $400,000, is one of the things that I can not under- 
stand. 

There are several things about this bill which, to use the lan- 
guage of a famous comedian, ‘‘no fellow can find out,” and one 
of them is, why it is that this marvelous change has come over 
the spirit of the Democratic dream since this bill came from the 
House of Representatives. When the bill was in the House of 
Representatives it was a revenue bill; it was a Democratic bill; 
it was a reform bill; and adhesion to it was thought to be a test 
of pure Democracy; the things which were vaunted in the bill, 
the things which were praised to the skies, the things which 
were so eulogized that not only the Hall in the other end of this 
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building rang with the eulogies, but all the Democratic papers 
in the land took up the ery, were that sugar and wool and coal 
and iron and lead were on the free list. 

That was the crowning glory of the Wilson bill, and there 
went up one universal cry from the mouth of all Democrats in 
the United States just as soon as this bill got over into the 
Chamber, ‘‘ Pass the Wilson bill.” 

What was the Wilson bill? A bill for free coal. That was 
the burden of the Democratic song; that was the significance of 
the Democratic cry, their banner cry—‘‘ Pass the Wilson bill.” 
Well, the Wilson bill said “free coal.” I suppose I may not 
read from what anyone said in the other House, but I want to 
read what was said somewhere. 


Of all the reductions made inthis bill there are none in their benefit to the 
consumer, none in their benefit to the laborer, that can be compared with 
the removal of taxes from the materials ofindustry. Wehave felt that we 
could not begina thorough reform of the existing system, built up, as I have 
shown, story by story, until it has pierced the clouds, except by a removal 
of all taxation on the great materials that lie at the basis of modern indus- 
try, and so the bill proposes to put on the free list wool, iron ore, coal, and 
lumber. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 


There was a Democratic doctrine then. 
little something more said about coal. 


With such exhaustless supplies, so close to the surface that the cost of 
mining has been reduced to a minimum, to less than is pom in Nova 
Scotia, to less than is actually paid in England, the question of a tariff on 
coal is neither a question of protection nor a question of revenue, but sim- 
ply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of the country. 


> * od e € 

We are exporters of coal for sale in neutral markets. We have a steadily 
and of late years a rapidly growing export trade, and retain this duty only 
to hold on to markets so remote from the coal mines that railroad trans- 
portation is their chief item in the cost of fuel. 

Have we at last, Mr. President, come to the reason why this 
Wilson bill, which put coal on the free list, has been changed, 
and a duty of 40 cents a ton put upon coal? I have got so that 
in scanning the bill and analyzing its provisions, it has come to 
me naturally to hunt for a corporation behind any of the pro- 
posed advances. Let me read again what was given elsewhere 
as the only reason for keeping a duty on coal: 

A tariff on coal is neither a question of protection nor a question of reve- 
nue, but simply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of 
the country. 

It was a Democrat who said that, and a Democrat who has a 
right to speak for the Democratic party. The bill came here to 
the Senate with that notice, that to put a duty on coal would be 





Then there was a 


to grant a ‘‘subsidy to the great railroad corporations of the | 


country.” 
coal. 
try to show before I get through the few remarks which I am 
making. 

To show that there was not any mistake about what the Wil- 
son bill meant, I wish to read from a review made of it by a very 
distinguished exponent of the Democratic party, so much so that 


Yet, notwithstanding that, here comes this duty on 


he was invited to write the review of the Wilson bill for the | 


North American Review of February, 1894: 
The Democratic party, now in possession of the executive and legislative 


branches of the Government, has from its origin been the advocate and de- | 


fender of equal rights and equal duties. It has been the uncompromising 
foe of class legislation and special privileges. In the press, onthe stump, 
and in the conventions it has condemned every form of legislation that 
conferred bounties and exclusive privileges on one class of people and cor 
responding burdens on another. Two years ago the people took us at our 
word, and placed in our hands the constitutional power to redeem the 
pledges we had so oftenmade. Weare now,face to face with the responsi- 
bility, and the future is soon to tell whethet we have been sincere in the 
professions we have made, and whether we have the ability to execute the 
trust confided to our hands. 


Let me read once more what this other noted Democrat says: 


A tariff on coal is neither a question of protection nor a question of reve- 
nue, but simply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of 
the country. 


The article in the North American Review proceeds: 


The Democratic party * * * inthe press, on the stump, and in conven- 
tions has condemned every form of legislation that conferred bounties and 
exclusive privileges on one class of people and corresponding burdens on 
another. 


But here comes this Wilson bill which had free coal init, with 
a duty on coal, as its author says, for the benefit of the ‘“ great 
corporations of the country.” Now, we go on alittle further 
with this review of the Wilson bill: 


The very first step to take isto put all materials that are to be manu- 
factured or remanufactured on the free list. The work must not stop with 
wool and coal and ores, but it must be extended to all materials. 

In looking at the schedules, the first in the list is chemicals, every article of 
Which should be placed on the freelist. Almost every article on that sched- 
ule is used in our metal and textile manufactures. Inthe metal schedule, all 
ores, pigs, bars, blooms, slabs, ingots, sheets, plates, and rods, should be 
freed from taxation. In textiles, all wool, cotton, silk, flax, hemp, and jute, 


and the yarns and threads of every fiber should be admitted free. AH ma- 
chinery oils and dyes, and everything that increases the cost of the finished 
articles, and especially of those we export, should be untaxed. 


My only objection to it is that it is not enough, as I shall | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| press his real sentiments about this bill, which goes back 





6463 


But wool, coal, and ore were indispensable. It never entered 
the mind of this distinguished exponent of the Democratic party 
that the party in the Senate could stop short of wool, coal, and 
ore. That wasin the Wilson bill. The Wilson Dill, as it passed 
the other House, was Democratic gospel. After looking at the 
bill before us I think the author of this article, who, by the way, 
is the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus], will read the following 
sentence from.his review with interest: 


Invested with full power, the people expect us to emancipate them from 
the tryanny to which they have been so long enslaved. We have put our 
hands to,the plow and should not look back. We have started out from 
Sodom, and should ‘‘remember Lot's wife.” There should be no halting, 
doubting, or debating as we stand on the banks of the stream. 

That was when free coal was going to be adopted as a Demo- 
cratic measure. But it strikes me if that Senatorcould now ex- 
upon 
every promise of the Democratic party made to secure votes, he 
would think that if they had started from Sodom with the bil! 
as if was passed by the other House they were only going over 
to Gomorrah with the bill as it will pass the Senate. 

Mr. President, there are different derrees of virtue in the 
word, as we were told the other day bythe Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEF FER], there are different degreesof seifishness. Th 
is that virtue which is proof against all assailment, which noth- 
ing can overthrow and nothing can destroy. Thenthere is vir- 
tue which resists a good deal of temptation and pretty strong 
assaults. Then there is virtue which yields pretty easily when 
tempted or assaulted. 

Now, weare told by the Senators on the other side that they 


Pe 
re 


| have been forced to this matter of a duty on coal; that they 


yielded from necessity;not from choice. 








| sympathy. 


They are free traders 
still in this matter otcoal. They are going home totheir constit- 
uents and they are going toring the changes on the same old 
platform again; they are going to tell them that they are for free 
coal, but they could not get it this time and they will next; and 
the reason why they could not get it this time was because they 
were overpowered and forced, and their virtue was not proof 
against the assault which was made upon them. 

Mr. President, we have not seen any evidence here of resist- 
ance which entitles the people who put up that plea to any great 
I never before have understood that two or four or 
[ had supposed 
When I 


SLx persons could control a Democratic caucus. 
that the majority controlled in a Democratic caucus, 


; am told that two or three or four or one mythical Senator had 


to be conciliated by a duty on coal when everybody else wanted 
to make free coal, I beg to say that there is not any such evi- 
dence of resistance as justifies the assumption of any extraor- 
dinary virtue in respect to this bill, and that the plea of being 
forced to take the protective duties which are scattered all 
along through the bill will scarcely go down hereafter even 
with Democratic audiences. 

Now, Mr. Pres ident, a little more 6n the subjectof the fierce 
assault which was made upon the virtue of Senators on the other 
side. They might have taken warning from something which 


| was found in the letter of acceptance of President Cleveland, 


which was not incorporated in the speech of the Senator from 

Maryland[Mr.GORMAN]. They might have taken warning from 
d . j J 3 

this, when the President said: 

The struggle for unearned advantage at the doors of the Government 
tramples on the rightsof those whopatiently rely on theassurance of Ameri- 
canequality. Every governmental concession to clamorous favorites in 
vites corruption in political affairs by encouraging the expenditure of money 
to debauch suffrage in support of a policy directly favorable to private and 
selfish gain. 


I think the Senators who wefe constructing this bill, when the 
great coal barons we have heard so much abcut came to the doors 
of the committee room and demanded this duty, might well have 
turned as to their political bible to the following phrase of 
President Cleveland: 

Every governmental concession to clamorous favorites invites corrup- 
tion in political affairs by encouraging the expenditure of money to de- 
— suffrage in support of a policy directly favorabie to private and selfish 
gain. 

Is it so that the concessions which have been made to clamor- 
ous Democratic favorites will debauch the suffrage? That is 
what the President says. The chairman of the committee had 
a little experience with these clamorous favorites in the con- 
struction of the bill. With, as I thought, a somewhat unneces- 


| sary parade of the virtue which had been overthrown, he said 


when he made his speech in place of a report upon the bill that— 


Obstacies have, of course, been encountered gigantic in size, arrogant, 
insolent, dictatorial, and, in some instances, sinister, perfidious, and dis- 
honest in character. 


Were those resisted or did the Senate committee succumb to 
them? Were the influences which got this duty on coal obsta- 


cles which were ‘‘gigantic in size, arrogant, insolent, dictatorial, 
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sinister, perfidious, and dishonest in character?” I donot want 
to believe it, Mr. President; I am loath to believe it; but we 
must find some reason why these pledges, and these ee, 
these oft-reiterated principles of the Democratic party have been 
overthrown, and why when they were once incorporated in the 
Wilson bill in the nature of free coal they are overthrown by 
the imposition of a duty of 40 cents a ton on coal. I do not sup- 
pose that the Senator reporting the bill intended the coal bar- 
ons by this sentence—I merely read it to show what they had to 
contend with- 

Manufacturing interests * * * haughtily strutting the corridors and 


issuing their edicts in the tones of dictators for or against the enactment of 
pending measures in the halls of Congress. 


Unfortunately the manufacturing interests, however much 
they have strutted these corridors, however loud they may have 
been in their demands, and however dictatorial they may have 
been, bave not succeeded in getting so well taken caré of as 
these coal barons. 

There was something said this morning about statesmanship. 
It was intimated that if we did not vote upon this subject on this 
side of the Senate we-should not be statesmen. I would rather 
not vote at all than to vote for something that I do not believe 
in. [express my private conviction (and I express it publicly, 
for the benefit of ell Senators on the other side of the Chamber) 
that a majority of the Democratic Senators do not believe in a 
duty on coal. Yet they are going to vote forit. They vote one 
way when they believe another. 

It is a sad spectacle, Mr. President, when the whole Demo- 
cratic majority inthe Senate quails and surrenders before two 
or three. Do they believe in the majority rule, or do they be- 
lieve in the minority rule? Have they the capacity to carry 
into ae their belief? I respect and admire the disci- 
pline of the Democratic party. I can not respect their surren- 
der of the many to one or a few; but when they have surren- 
dered | respect and admire their discipline. Senators are go- 
ing to vote for this bill when they know it will consign them to 
private life in their own States. 

Democratic Senators are going to vote for this bill, when they 
know that it works a revolution in politics an“ brings the Re- 
publican party again into power. Yet there is no flinching. 
Not a Senator halts in the onward march to the destruction of 
the Democratic party. The discipline is splendid. It is like 
the soldier of aforlorn hope. He believes that he is going to 
be shot down; he believes that he is not going to succeed; but 
he never falters or misses a step. Even in that grand charge 
at Balaklava of the six hundred, where some one had blundered, 
not a soldier faltered. 


Forward, the Light Brigade! 
Was there a man dismay'd? 
Not tho’ the soldier knew 
Someone had blunder’d; 
Their’s not to make reply, 
Their's not to reason why, 
Their's but to do and die: 
Into the valley of Death 
Rode the six hundred. 


+ * * + * 


Storimn'd at with shot and shell, 
Boldly they rode and well, 
Into the jaws of Death, 

Into the mouth of Hell, 

Rode the six hundred. 


Not a Democratic Senator flinches or falters, knowing that 
the action of the Senate in passing the bill, unless the action 
shall be overthrown in the conference, means the death of the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if that 
is the reason why he so vigorously opposes our action? 

Mr. PLATT. ‘I warn you to “flee from the wrath to come.” 

Mr, HARRIS. Warn yourselves. 

Mr. PLATT. Believing one way and voting another reminds 
me of nothing so much in the world as the account which Mr. 
By-ends gave of his kindred in Pilgrim’s Progress. 

It will be remembered that after Faithful had lost his life at 
Vanity Fair, and Christian and Hopeful escaped with their lives 
and went on their journey, Mr. By-ends, of the town of Fair- 
speech, overtook them. Christian questioned him with regard 
to his ancestry, and [ shall read his answer: 


CHRISTIAN, Pray, who are your kindred there, if a man may be so bold? 

By-ENDs. Almost the whole town, and in particular my Lord Turn-about, 
my Lord Time-server, my Lord Fair-speech, from whose ancestors that 
town first took its name; also Mr. Smoothman, Mr. Facing-both-ways, Mr. 
Anything, and the parson of our —. Mr. Two-tongues, was my mother's 
own brother by father's side, and to tell = the truth I am become a gen- 
tleman of good quality. Yet my — er was but a waterman, looking 
one way and rowing another, and I got most of my estate by the same occu- 
pation. 
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Believing one way, and voting another, and hoping to secure 
ir some way a Democratic estate by that means. They will be 
mistaken, Mr. President. 

I have thus far alluded to what seemed to me the shameful in- 
consistency of the Democratic party in the Senate in disfigur- 
ing, 80 far as the Democratic party of the country is concerned 
this bill by protective duties. Iam glad enough to get them’ 
When I find one in the bill I vote with the committee to retain 
it. I only wish they had some principle about it, and that the 
bill was not fashioned on the principle of the church festival 

rab-bag, by which everybody grabs and gets all he can, for if 
the grab-bag game was to be applied to the bil) I regret that 
Republican Senators have not had an opportunity to put their 
hands in and grab too. 

Mr. STEWART. And Western Senators in regard to wool. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Nevada speaks about wool. 
I want to say that I regard free wool as the crowning shame of 
the bill. 1t is shameful in a good many respects, but that is the 
worst. WhatI complainof is that if the billis tobe constructed 
onthe grab-bag principle we are not allowed inthe game. The 
Senator from ‘Tennessee [Mr. HArRIs], in his youthful impetu- 
osity, one night told us we were not to be in the game at all: 
that the Republicans were to have no hand in it; that it was all 
going to be constructed by Democratic hands. I had not then 
come to understand just exactly how it was to be constructed. 

My complaint about the duty under consideration is that it is 
not large enough, and I propose to vote for the duty proposed 
by the Senator from Washington. If this has been a revenue 
duty at 75 cents a ton nobody ought to oppose it. Nobody ought 
to oppose a duty of 60 cents a ton. As I said, we do not want to 
throw away this revenue. I never did see such hot haste as the 
Democratic party makes to empty the Treasury, and to keep it 
empty. If shore is an article here which produces revenue like 
wool, coal, lumber, brandy, and all those things which might 
stop the continual outward flow of money from the present Dem- 
ocratic Treasury, they will not have any revenue from that 
source. 

I shall vote for this proposed duty of 60 cents a ton, because I 
want the coal we use mined in this country by American work- 
men, and if there are some undesirable men among those Amer- 
ican workmen, some who think they do not have their rights 
and take improper measures to obtain those rights, as they sup- 
pose them to exist, that is noreason why I should favor having 
this work done out of the country. 

I wish the Democratic free trader could get the one idea into 
his mind as to what a benefit it is to the country to have all our 
work done here, what a benefit it is to have our wool grown 
here, and our ore dug here, and our coal mined here rather than 
to have it done somewhereelse. I should suppose that the un- 
derlying patriotism of American Senators would get the better 
of their party predelections and party pride, so that they would 
not put into the bill anything which would strike down indus- 


4 tries in this country. 


Mr. President, at a rate of 40 cents a ton coal will not be mined 
in this country in competition with Nova Scotia and Vancouver 
Island except at a great reduction of wages to the miner, and it 
is poor wages enough that the miners get now. Everybody 
knows that. The Senator from West Virginia admits it. He 
admits that at 40 cents a ton the Nova Scotia coal will meet the 
Cumberland coal at New York or further south. Who will 
mine the Nova Scotia coal? Not an American workman. | 
what will the American workman do, who might have mine 
the coal in the United States if the duty had not been reduced 
from 75 cents a ton to 40 centsa ton? 

He will not work at less wages in the mines, because when 
the work is being performed in Nova Scotia and on Vancouver 
Island there will be just so much less work performed in the 
mines of this country, and there will be just so many less men 
required to perform it as are employed in Nova Scotia and in 
Vancouver Island. Whatis he todo? What other occupation 
is he going into? Is he to go into the already crowded occupa- 
tion of farming, with its blessed prospects under free wool, and 
free wheat, andfree corn, and free oats? Therestof the miners 
will be toldand told justly, thatthey can not compete with the 
Nova Scotia mines and the Vancouver mines at the rate of wages 
which has been paid; that if they will goon paying thesame‘’rate 
of wages their coal will be met at New York with Nova Scotia 
coal, which will come down to Philadelphia, and the coal of 
Vancouver will go on down the coast to San Diego, and there- 
fore the wages have got to be reduced. 

Mr. President, I stand for the system of protection because I 
will not desert the American laborer. I have no special right 
to call myself his champion, but I believe that the continuance 
of all these industries in the United States by American labor 
is the salvation of our civilization, and it is for that reason 











1894. 





that I am a protectionist. No supposed sentiment that we 


could get coal a little cheaper in New England will for a mo- 
ment turn me from the plain, straight path of protection, which 
a man who acts from principle and not from selfish aims ought 
to pursue. ; 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Washington will 
be adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we had fewer common scolds in the Senate 
we would get on with the public business much more rapidly. 
I move to lay the amendment on the table in order that we may 
make some progress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is evident that the discussion upon this 
particular amendment is exhausted, and I hope the Senator will 
allow the vote to be taken on it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas speaking of the character of the discus- 
sion and not of the discussion itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion 
and allow the vote to be taken upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a direct vote on the amend- 
ment it is just as satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington ior. SQUIRE] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] to the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Patron]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he 
were present I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREy]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON}. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair, as heretofore announced to-day, with the Senator from Ore- 
gon|Mr. MITCHELL], which I will transfer to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his names was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
junior senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will transfer my pair with the senior Sen- 


I 


ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the junior Senator | 





I announce my | 
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Mitchell, Wis. Peffer, Smith, Voorhees, 
Morgan, Pugh, Turpie, Walsh. 
Palmer, Ransom, Vest 
Pasco, Roach, Vilas, 

NOT VOTING—35. 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mills, Proctor, 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morrill, ? Shoup, 
Camden, Hale, Murphy, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hunton, Patton, Washburn, 
Chandler, Irby, Perkins, White, 
Coke, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon, McMillan, Platt, Wolcott. 
Dolph, McPherson, Power, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 9, after the word “culm,” I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ such as will pass through a half-inch screen.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee in line 9, after the word ‘‘culm,” by inserting 
‘such as will pass through a half-inch screen;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal slack or culm such as 
will pass through a half-inch screen, 15 cents per ton. 


The amendment to the amendment wus agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in 
sert as a new paragraph after line 10, page 80: 

Coke, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HILL. After the word ‘‘ coke,” I move to strike out “15 
per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘shall be admitted free of 
duty.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 


| amendment of the Senator from New York to the amendment 


If he were present | 


I desire to announce my pair with the | 


from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], who is paired with the junior | 


Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], enabling the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [ am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but with the distinct understanding 
that I may vote when necessary tomake a quorum. Is my vote 
necessary to make a quorum? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 


Mr. VILAS (after having voted in the negative). I learn that 


another Senator has transferred his pair to the Senator from | 


Texas [Mr. COKE], and that the Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. IRBy] has not yet been paired. I therefore transfer my 


of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. ‘The Wilson bill as it passed the other House 
placed coke and charcoal and articies of that nature upon the 
free list. The present bill, which has been termed the Gorman 
bill, provides a duty of 15 per centad valorem on coke, and leaves 
charcoal still upon the free list. I do not propose to detain the 
Senate with any argument in favor of placing ccke upon the free 
list. I submit the question to the judgment of the Senate. | 
should like to hear some reason why the bill as it passed the 
other House is departed from in this particular. I should like 


| to know why coke has been changed from the free list to the 


| cause for discussion as possible. 


pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] to the Senator | 


from South Carolina|Mr. Irby}. I have already voted. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. He would vote “nay” if present, and 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” e 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 


Aldrich, Davis, Hawiey, Manderson, 
Allison, Dubois, Higgins, Quay, 
Carey, Frye, Hoar, Squire, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Lodge, Teller 
NAYS—34. 
Allen, Call, Gorman, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Kyle, 
Berry, Daniel, Harris, Lindsay, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Hill, McLaurin, 
Brice, George, Jarvis, Martin, 
XXXVI 405 





dutiable list and charcoal allowed to remain on the free list. | 
await some reply to my inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. HILL. Noexplanation seems to be made for this most 
extraordinary distinction. I assume that none can be made. | 
will content myself, Mr. President, with asking for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment tothe amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator. in 
charge of the bill state about how much coke is imported into 
the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Eighty-seven thousand two hundred and thirty- 


| eight dollars’ worth in 1893. 
IT announce my pair with the Senator from | 


Mr. ALLISON. Where does it come from? 

Mr. VEST. I will sayin reply to the Senator from New York 
that it is one of the blessings of our rule that we are unable to 
stop debate or control the action of the Senateinany way. The 
Senators in charge of the bill are constrained to give as little 
It is generaliy used as a great 
argument against any previous question in the Senate that this 
is the only place in the country where there is unlimited free 
debate. The fact is that our present rules discourage debate 
and make it an ex parte matter entirely. That has been the ex- 
perience of the Senate on various occasions. 

When it was determined to put a duty of J0 cents upon coal, 


| as a matter of course, and I use the words advisedly, it followed 


that there should be a duty upon coke, and as there was $37,000 
worth imported into the United States under the McKinley act, 
the rate being 20 per cent, it was considered only proper to put 
a duty of 15 per cent upon coke, a reduction of 5 per cent from 
the McKinley duty. 

The Treasury reports do not give the countries from which 
coke comes. 

Mr. FRYE. It must come from British Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes from British Columbia, I suppose. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is very probable. I do not know. 
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At any rate, I have viven the amount of importations, and that Hoar, Mills, Platt, Teller, 


is all I am able to state. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will becalled on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name wasealled). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan |[Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘onay.”’ 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name wasecalled), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana {Mr. PoweéR}. 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritu]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘* nay.” 


Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from South Dakota |Mr. Perricgrew]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay”’ if he were present. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina |Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). [am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus}. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 1 transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon |Mr. DoLPH] to the senior Sena- 
tor from ‘Texas |Mr. Coke | and vote “‘ nay.” 


Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). [ ampaired with 


the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PAaTrTon]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I will transfer 
iny pair with the Senator from New Jersey |[Mr. McCPHERSON] 
to the Senator fromn Rhede Island [Mr. DIXON], so as to enable 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] and myself to 
vote. Ivete ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. KYLE (when his nam2 was called). I wish to state that 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has gone 
from the Chamber, and I am paired with him. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire[Mr.CHANDLER|. If he were 
present I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his named was called). I am generally 
paired with the Senator from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON}. I sup- 
pose if he were present he would vote ‘‘ nay,” but Iam not ad- 
vised, and therefore I withhold my vote. I should vote ‘‘nay” if 
he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). I observe 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] isnotin the Chamber, 
and I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with that Senator. Lf 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
|Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr.CALL. Iam authorized to vote in the absence of a quo- 
rum and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
lowa |[Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. KYLE. The junior Senator from New York [Mr. Mur- 
PHY], who is the regular pair of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], having returned to the Chamber and 
announced his pair, I will vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. lL havea right tovote under an arrangement 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW |, with 
whom I am paired when my vote is necessary in order to make 
aquorum. [ vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the arrangement [ made with the 
Senator from Montana |[Mr. POWER] I have aright to vote to 
make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I under- 
stand a quorum is present without my vote, and I withdraw it. 

Mr. TELLER (after having-voted in the affirmative). Iwith- 
draw my vote. I understand the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
BERRY | has announced a pair with me, 

The result was anusunced—yeas 4, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—4. 
Allen, Davis, Hill, Peffer. 

NAYS—46. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Kyle, Quay, 
Allison, Frye, Lindsay, Kansom, 
Bate, George, Lodge, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, Smith, 
Brice, Gray, Manéderson, Squire, 
Oaifery, Hale, Martin, Turpie, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Carey, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pasco, Washburn. 
Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—35. 

Berry, Call, linger, 
Blanchard, Cameron, Gives 
Butler, Chandler, Gordon, 








Hunton, Mitchell, Oregon Power, Vilas, 
Irby, Morrill, Proctor, White, 
Jones, Nev. Murphy, Sherman, Wilson, 
MeMillan, Patton, Shoup, Wolcott 
McPherson, Pettigrew, Stewart, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 


| strike out paragraph 319, in the following words: 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the ! 


319. Manufactured corks, 20 per cent ad valorum. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
319. Corks, manufactured, 10 cents per pound 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by adding the words *‘ wholly or partially,” after 
the word ** corks,” in line I2. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

320. Dice. draughts, chessmen, chess balis, and billiard, pool, and bagatelle 
balls, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out ‘‘ fifty’ and inserting *‘thirty:” soas to read, “30 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hape the committee will withdraw the 
amendment. ‘There certainly can be no reason for reducing the 
duty on dice and this class.of articles from the House provision 
or ‘the present law. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee have made no 
agreement to withdraw this amendment, and I think it will haye 
to stand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. Let us vote it down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have a division upon the 
amendment. The other House put 50 per cent on these articles, 
which ave articles of pure luxury. I think we ought to have 
the sense of the Senate on the question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Most assuredly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. The duty in the McKinley act was prohibitory. 
Only $21,582 worth came in in 1893. While they are articles of 
luxury—that is, i suppose men can live without them—yet they 
are used in innocent amusements. The idea that a man can not 
play a game of backgammon without paying an enormous duty 
upon dice oii that our people can not make them-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri fo the fact that the other House provided a duty of 50 per 
cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly,whether our people can make 
these articles or not, there ought to be a high rate of duty im- 
posed on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifty per cent is too much, 30 per cent is a 
fair revenue duty. It is not prohibitory; it is not oppressive, 
and it makes enough difference, if there should be a difference, 
between labor here and abroad, which is the standing argument 
in favor of high duties. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from West Virginia[Mr. PAULK- 
NER] told us to-day that he is supporting this bill because he 


; wanted to take the burden off of men’s shoulders. Whose 


shoulders will it take burdens off to reduce the duty on dice and 
billiard and pool balls? It does not seem to me we ought to be 
in great haste to take burdens off the shoulders of the people 
whoshake dice for drinks and loaf around billiard rooms. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is true that the importations of these 
articles last year amounted to only a little more than $21,000, 
but it is manifest that they were manufactured in this country 
and gave employment to American workmen. They are not 
artickes of prime necessity. It seems to me that instead of giv- 
ing a practical monopoly of the business of manufacturing dice, 
chessmen, and other articles of that kind to artisans in Europe 
we ought to keep the manufacture in this country. 

We confer a benefit uponour workingmen in permitting them 
to manufacture these articles, the use of which very often works 
to the detriment of those who employ them. It does seem to 
me that this is one item in the schedule that ought to be left 
unchanged. That it can do any earthly good to the people of 
the United States to allow foreign mechanics to manufacture 
these articles and send them to our people to purchase, even 
though they may get them a little cheaper by the process, sur- 
passes mycomprehension. It isone of the things, it strikesme, 
that we ought to insist upon, and, if possible, retain as it is in 
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the existing tariff law. I amsurprised that any Senator should 
insist that we oughtto reduce the duty on these articles so that 
they may come in here and be bought perhaps alittle cheaper by 
our people. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, it seems to me this isa question 
entirely of revenue, and the people of the country in looking 
upon it will not understand how it is that we increase the duty 
upon sugar, a necessity of life, and cut it off on dice, billiard 
balls, and such articles, which are not a necessity, but rather a 
luxury. Itseems tome the committee ought to withdraw the 
amendment and leave the duty just as it was when the bill came 
from the other House. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
roposed by the committee. 
Mr. LODGE. On that Iask for the years and nays. 


The question is on the amendment 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name wascalled). Under the terms 
of my pair with the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER] I am 
permitted to vote if necessary to makeaquorum. I vote ‘‘yea.’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mims]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when bis name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Lowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with thesenior Senator from New Jersey | Mr. MCPHER- 
SON}. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HoNTON]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name wascalled). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] for the day unless the Senator 
from South Carolina comesin. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHOUP]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Lannounce my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAu- 
RIN | is willing, we can transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Lamwilling to make suchanarrangement. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. I inquire whether the Senator from Arkan- 
sas |Mr. BERRY] has voted. 


TI am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were present I 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas has 
net voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will withhold my vote. 
vith that Senator. 

Mr.CAREY. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin |Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Texas[Mr. MiLLs]. 
is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. I ask 
the Senator from Mississippi if it would be agreeable to him to 
transfer pairs that he and | may vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ivote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Mississippi has announced 
that he would vote ‘‘nay ” but for the fact that he was paired; 
and in the face of that announcement a Senator on the other 
side proposes to transfer pairs with him so as to get two more 
votes on the record. The Senatorscan determine for themselves 
the fairness of such a proceeding. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Istand on the declaration as it was made. 
I simply followed the usages of the Senate and made a transfer 
of my pair. The Senator from Tennessee has no right to call 
my action in question. 

Mr. GEORGE. There wasno necessity, I presume, for a trans- 
fer of my pair. Isuppose the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] 
would have voted “ nay” if present, and that was my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 


Iam paired 


from Michigan [Mr. Parton]. 


| 
| 


°- 


The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows 


YEAS—25 
Bate, Gray, Murphy, Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pasco, Vilas 
Caffery, Jarvis, Pugh Voorhe 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Ransom, Walsh 
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach 
Faulkner, McLaurin Smith, 
Gorman, Morgan. Turpie, 
NAYS—24 
Aldrich, Dubois, Hawley, Manderson, 
Allen rye, Higgins, Palme? 
Allison, Gallinger, Hill, Peffer 
Chandler, George, Hoar, Perkin 
Cullom, Hale Kyle, Quay 
Davis, Hansbrough, Lodge, Washburn, 
| NOT VOTING—36 
Berry, Dixon, Martin, Proctoi 
Blanchard, Dolph, Mills, Sherman, 
| Brice, Gibson, Mitchel!, Oregon Shoup 
Butler, Gordon, Mitcheli, Wis. Squire 
} Call, Hunton, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Irby, Patton, Teller 
| Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, White 
| Carey, McMillan, Platt, Wilson, 
Coke, McPherson, Power, Walcott 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

321. Dols, doll heads, toy marbles of whatever material compose), and all 
other toys not composed of rubber, china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen 
or stone ware, and not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad va 
lorem. "This paragraph shall not take effect until October 1, 18904 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the paragraph, 
in lines 22 and 23, by striking out the words, ‘‘ This paragri 
shall not take effect until October 1, 1894,” and inserting *° 
paragraph shall not take exect until January 1, 1895.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to explain 





| briefly why that change of date is proposed. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There were some representations 


| made to the committee asto the date, October 1, interfering with 


I am paired with the junior Senator from | 
The Senator from Mississippi[Mr. GEORGE] | 


the operationof the trade in some way that I donotdistinctly ro- 
call. Iremember that weagreed toit, thinking at the time it was 
a good and sufficient reason. I have some doubt about the pro- 
priety of it myself, and [ am perfectly willing to withdraw the 
amendment and leave the matter stand as it was. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not make any suggestion respecting 
that. Idid not know but that there was some special reason 
why the date should be changed to January 1. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some statements were made as to 
its interfering with the time of manufacture in some way thut 
Ido not recall. As is suggested to me by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Vis], the dealers have to purchase these arti- 
cles long before, and the former date interferes with the trade 
in a way that we are not justified in interfering with it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know about the matter, but I suggest 
that as these articles are sold largely at Christmas for the holi- 
day trade it.is very possible that the makers in this country de- 
sire not to be cut off by the foreign manufacturers before the 


holids trade. I do not know that to be fact, however. 
I XtYE. That is undoubtedly the reason. 
N: *"LATT. Isuppose that is true, and I think the amend- 


ment a very proper one. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
that. 

Mr. HALE. Why not let the amendment be agreed to and it 
can be fixed in the Senate afterwards, if necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that will be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . The question is on agrecing to the 


There is some such trade reason as 


| amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 


| sert ‘ thirty-five.’ 





The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘ twenty-five” and in- 
” Idonot ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment, but I desire to have a vote on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be statad. 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, paragraph 321, before the words 
‘per centum,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-five:”’ so as to read: ‘‘35 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with’ 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

322. Emery grains, and emery manufactured, ground, pulveri: 


ve 
L 


1, or re- 


| refined, 1 cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 1, 
on page 81, after the word “‘ refined,” to strike out ‘‘l cent per 
pound” and insert “20 percent ad valorem.” 





6468 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the committee 
amendment and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

he xplosive substances 

223. Firecrackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall 
be made for tare or damage thereon. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 4, 
after the word ‘' kinds,” to strike out ‘8 cents per pound,” and 
insert ‘£50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. If hope that the amendment will not prevail. 
The proposition of the committee will reduce the revenue from 
the importation of firecrackers at least $350,000 per annum, 
and if there is any public reason why the revenue from the im- 
portation of firecrackers should be reduced to this extent I 
should be very glad to have the Senator from Arkansas state it. 
I do not believe that any such reason exists, and I do not believe 
that that change can be defended here or elsewhere on any 
ground of public policy. 

Mr. VEST. The duty under the McKinley act upon single 
firecrackers is 147.32 per cent. The importation was $335,478. 
We propose to reduce this ad valorem to 50 per cent. 

It is true that the boys of this country can live and exist with- 
out firecrackers, and that they are a luxury; but at the same 
time, by the customs and habits of the country, we know that 
firecrackers will be used and will be imported; and we know 
that our people are also manufacturing them, and that the skill 
and resources of the American people, with a moderate duty, 
will insure the revenue and will give the manufacturers all the 
advantages they need. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator from Mis- 
souri state where any firecrackers are manufactured in the 
United States? 

Mr. VEST. I understand that thore is a large factory in the 
city of New York. That is my information. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I never knew of it. 

Mr. VEST. AndifI am not mistaken, there is a large fac- 
tory in the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There may be some Chinamen who make 
firecrackers in this country. 

Mr. VEST. I am positive with regard tothe fact that we 
manufacture firecrackers; but it is true that the great bulk of 
them come in from abroad, and that China furnishes most of the 
importation that comes into this country; but our people have 
been, I think, manufacturing them toa considerableextent lately. 

But, Mr. President, if it is necessary to exclude firecrackers 
from the country, then double the duty in the McKinley actand 
collect no revenue from them. It seems to me 50 per cent duty 
is enough to put on them, and the enormous duty in the McKin- 
ley act is to my mind absurd, unless we propose to use it for the 
purpose of prohibition. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to say that we have been manufacturing 
firecrackers in this country within afew years; I think the mant- 
facture of a large crackers, somewhat high explosives, has 
grown up in this country, but the small, common firecrackers, 
with which everybody is familiar, I do not think are yet made 
here. I think only the large onés, the high-explosive, giant, or 
thunder crackers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the peculiar notions the Senator from 
Missouri has as to what are necessaries of life, I suppose we shall 
have to submit to this duty. We have had the duties reduced 
upon cosmetics and upon alcoholic perfumery and artificial flow- 
ers on the ground, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, that 
they were necessaries of life, and now he proposes to add another 
item to the catalogue jn the shape of firecrackers. 

If the revenue from this source is to be maintained, it will be 
necessary to import three times as many firecrackers as we do 
now. Is that desirable? Whois desirous of having three times 
as many firecrackers imported into the United States as now? 

Mr. WHITE. The boys. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Poselbiy, but I think the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will agree with me that there are quite enough im- | 


orted now. I do not think we have suffered—possibly they 
1ave in California—from having too few firecrackers. But, with 
all deference to the action of the committee, it seems to me to 
reduce the duty on firecrackerg two-thirds is cay absurd. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question ison the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should move to strike out ‘50 per cent ad | 
valorem” and insert ‘8 cents pér pdiind” but for the fact that 
the same object will be accomplished by voting against the 
amendment of the committee, and letting the paragraph stand 
as it came from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill wil] pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
vied for in the dt, per Coad vatatems oe? SUCe®: BOF Rpecially pro. 

« » Cal OW ¢ yr 1 > . 
artiliery, or sporting purposes, when valued at 3) cents oF lego astag. 
5 cents per pound; valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound. ; 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 325, after the word ‘ purposes,” at the end of line 11, strike 
out ‘‘ when valued at 20cents or less per pound, 5 cents per pound; 
valued above 20 cents per pound, & cents per pound,” and insert 
‘**10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
is withdrawn. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

326. Matches, friction or lucifer, ofall descriptions, 20 psr cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, in line 19, before the words ‘‘per cent,” to strike 
out “twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 
rawn. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph what I 
send to the desk. 


326. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144 boxes, 
containing not more than 100 matches per box, 8 cents per gross; when im- 
ported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per 1 000 matches. 


Mr. FRYE. This specific duty is about equivalent to 25 per 
cent ad valorem. I offer it on account of the information con- 
tained in this letter from the Portland Star Match Company. 
It is as follows: 


If Wilson bill is passed as amended Canadian and Swedish matches will 
drive us out of business, unless labor will submit to a reduction of at least 
50 te cent. Doall youcan to keep present duty of 10 cents per gross. Will 
write. 

In our factory one-third of the labor is done by girls at 61 per day; two- 
thirds by men and boys at an average of $1.37 per day. 

In Canada girls at about 40 cents per day do nearly all the work, very few 
men and boys being employed. 

In Sweden, we are informed, the work is done principally by girls at 20 
cents per day. 

Again, on glue, whiting, and phosphorus we are to pay a duty of 2b per cent 
each, while our competitors will pay none. 

All we want is to be kept on an even footing with our competitors. 
you will do all you can for us. 

Truly, yours, 


The amendment of the committee 


Hope 


PORTLAND STAR MATCH CO. 

This, to be sure, is asmall industry, but it employs about six 
thousand people. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This criticism, as I understand, is 
to the House bill as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a criticism of the Senate amendment re- 
ducing the rate from 20 to ioe cent, but these persons desire 
very much a specificduty; and as I have drafted the amendménht 
it is a specific duty equivalent, as I have said, to about 25 per 
centad valorem. [wish the committee would acceptit. [have 
reduced the rate in the McKinley act from 10 cents per gross to 
8 cents per gross, and from 1 cent to three-quarters of a cont 
per thousand matches when imported in boxes containing not 
more than 100 matches each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose an amendment, which I 
send to the desk, to be numbered 3264, to come in after the par- 
agraph just acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Fhe amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert asa new paragraph 
the following: 


$26}. Musical instruments, or parts thereof, except pianoforte actions, 
and parts thereof, strips for musical instruments not otherwise enumeratec, 
cases for musical instruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, and tuning ham- 
mers, and metronomes, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT. To what does the exception refer? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It excepts only the pianoforte ac- 
tions and parts thereof. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is another reduction upon articles oi 
luxury, and it ought not to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

327. Percussion caps, 30 per cent ad valorem; blasting caps, 35 per cent aa 
valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 21, after the words “ blast- 
ing caps,” I move to strike out ‘35 per cent ad valorem and 
insert ‘‘$2.07 per thousand caps.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

328. Feathers and downs of all kinds, when dressed, colored, or manufac 
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tured, including quilts of down and other manufactures of down, and also 
including dressed and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and 
artificial and ornamental feathers, fruits, grains, leaves, flowers, and stems, 
or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, suitable for millinery use, 
not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘35 per cent” and in- 
sert ‘50 percent.” What the committee propose is another re- 
duction upon articles of artificial feathers, flowers, and millinery 
ornaments. ; 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 328, on page 82, line 5, before 
the word “ per cent,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five 
and insert “‘ fifty;” so as to read, ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

329. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not 
on the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ articles,” to insert “20 per cent ad valorem; ” 
and in the same line, before the word “furs,” to strike out the 
word ‘‘and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move inline 8, before the words 
‘* per centum,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ twenty.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest that this is the Mc- 


Kinley rate, but perhaps I had better not make the suggestion. | 


I withdraw it in deference to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
a luxury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

330. Fans of all kinds, except common palm-leaf fans, 46 per cent ad va- 

rem. 

: 331. Gun wads of all descriptions, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 331, line 12, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out 
* twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Hair, human, if clean or drawn but not manufactured, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SECRETARY. 


ow! 


We thought that perhaps furs were 


200 


[ move to insert as paragraph 3324 


The amendment will be stated. 

It is proposed to insertas anew paragraph: 
lair, curled, suitable for bedsor mattresses, 10 percent ad valorem. 
Mr. PLATT. Whatis the rate now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fifteen per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
‘ thirty-five” and insert “ fifty; so as to read, “‘ fifty per cent 
ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the reason for reducing the duties 
upon jewelry is the fact that jewelry is largely a necessity of 
life in Missonriandin Arkansas. I cannotunderstand any other 
reason why this reduction should be made. Certainly the rate 
ought to be retained at 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the 
ceed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Pearl;, 10 per centad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment tothe para- 
graph, in line 6, strike out “ fifteen ” and insert ‘* ten.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendinent 
proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator who has this bill in charge 
to allow paragraph 338 to be passed over. I wish to offer an 
amendment, which has not been printed, in regard to diamonds 
and precious stones. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
the paragraph over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Leather, and manufacturers of: 

Sole leather, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph, in line 17, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out 
‘* five” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment striking out para- 
graphs 339, 340, 341, and 342, and inserting in lieu thereof what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


bill will pro- 


22” 
joe 


There is no objection to passing 


The amendment proposed by the 


| Senator from Kansas will be stated 


Lg 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out par 
339, 340, 341, and 342 and insert: 


All leather and manufactures of leather, except ladies’ and children’s 


raphs 


; gloves, provided for in paragraphs 343 to 348, inclusive, shall be admitted 
| free of duty. 


[ ask that paragraphs 333 and 334 may be | 


passed over for the present. I have some figures which I wish to 


present in relation to them. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
and 334 will be passed over. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
335. Hats for men’s, women’s, and children’s wear, composed of the fur 
of the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, or of which such fur is the compo- 


nent material of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including 
fur hat bodies, 30 per cent ad valorem 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 


Without objection, paragraphs 333 | 


Those paragraphs may be passed | 


words ‘ hat bodies,” at the end of line 23, to strike out “ thirty ” | 


and insert ‘' thirty-five.” 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
‘* thirty-five ’ and inserting ‘‘ forty:” so as tomake the rate ‘40 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. PLATT. 
getting any higher duty by moving an amendment. 
ought to be 55 per cent, as is in the existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Jewelry and precious stones: 
336. Jewelry: All articles not specially provided for in this act, and com- 
mercially known as ‘jewelry,’ and cameos in frames, 35 per cent ad va- 
valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘act,” in line 3, I 


move to strike outthe word “ and.” 
The amendment was azreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
“ fifty.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

340. Bend or belting leather, and leather not specially provided for in this 
act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

341. Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, in- 
cluding patent, enameled, and japanned leather dressed or undressed, and 
finished; chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem; bookbinders’ calfskins, kangaroo, sheep, 
and goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent ad 
valorem; pianoforte leather, and pianoforte action leather, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; boots and shoes, made of leather, 2) per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 341, in line 25 on page 83, to strike out the word “ fif- 
teen ” and insert *‘ twenty;” in line 3, page &4, to strike out “‘ fif- 
teen” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” and in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 


the bill will pro- 


| five” and insert “ twenty.” 


That is not a sufficient duty, but I despair of | 
The rate | 
properly be called necessaries of life. 


I move to strike out “‘ thirty-five “and insert | 


The amendment was agreed tc. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Thearticles included in this paragraph might 
Instead of being treated 
as jewelry and the various other articles we have passed over, 
which. were reduced from 20 to 30 and 40 per cent, the duties on 
these articles are increased from 15 to 20 per cent, showing, I 
suppose, that some different influence has affected these articles, 
other than the influence which affected duties on jewelry and 
articles of that nature. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

342. Leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 


The readirg of the bill will pro- 


| conversion into manufactured articles, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


} 





343. Gloves made wholly or in part of leather, whether wholly or partly 
manufactured, shall pay duty at the following rates, the lengths stated in 
each case being the extreme length when stretched to their full extent, 
name 


ly: 
344, Ladies’ or children’s “ glace” finish, Schmaschen (of sheep origin), 
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not over 14 inches in length, $1 per dozen pairs; over 14 inches and not over | 
17 inches in length, $1.50 per dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, 2 per 
dozen pairs; men’s “glace” finish, Schmaschen (sheep), $2 per dozen pairs. | 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 344, line 23, I move to strike out | 
the word ‘*‘two,” and insert “‘ three;” so as to read, ‘'$3 per dozen | 
pairs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. ° 

The Secretary read as follows: 

345. Ladies’ or children’s “ glace”’ finish, lamb orsheep, not over 14 Inches 
tn length, $1.75 per dozen pairs; overJ4 and not over 17 inches in length, $2.75 
per dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, 83.75 per dozen pairs. Men's 
** ola finish, lamb or sheep, $3 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 345, line 8,I move to strike out 
‘‘oight,”’ and insert ‘‘ four,” before the word “ dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

Th» Secretary read as follows: 

346. Ladies’ or children’s “ glace” finish, goat, kid, or other leather than 
of sheep origin, not over 14inches in length, 82.25 per dozen pairs; over 14 
and not over 17 inches in length, $3 per dozen pairs; over 17 inches inlength, 
#4 per dozen pairs; men's “glace”’ finish, kid, goat, or other leather than 
of sheep origin, $3 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In that paragraph, I move to strike out, in line 
15, the word ‘‘ three,” before the word ‘‘dollars,” and insert 
four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

347. Ladies’ or children’s, of sheep origin, with exterior grain surface 
removed, by whatever name known, not over 14 inches in length, $1.75 per 
dozen pairs; over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, $2.75 per dozen pairs; 


over 17 inches in length, $3.75 per dozen pairs; men’s, of sheep origin, with 
exterior surface removed, by whatever name known, 83 per dozen pairs. 


Mr. VEST. Inline 3, page 86, paragraph 347, before the word 
**dollars,” I move to strike out *‘ three” and insert ‘‘four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

348. Ladies’ or children’s kid, goat, or other leather than of sheep origin, 
with exterior grain surface removed, by whatever name known, not over 14 
inches in length, $2.25 per dozen pairs; over 14 inches and not over 17 inches 
in length, 83 per dozen pairs; over seventeen inches in length, $4 per dozen 
pairs; men’s goat, kid, or other leather than of sheep origin, with exterior 
grain surface removed, by whatever name known, $3 per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In line 15 of that paragraph, before the word 
‘*dollars,” I move to strike out “ three” and insert ‘‘ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

3419. In addition to the foregoing rates, there shall be paid on all leather 
gloves, when lined, 60 cents per dozen pairs. 

Mr. VEST. In line 17, I move to strike out “ sixty cents” 
and insert ‘‘one dollar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

350. Glove tranks, with or without the usual accompanying pieces, shall 
pay 75 per cent of the duty provided for the gloves in the fabrication of 
which they are suitable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to occupy time, but I observe 
that there is an entirely new classification here in this bill as it 
comes from the House of Representatives, and I notice that the 
Senator from Missouri has quite largely increased, not only the 
specific rate in each paragraph, but at the end of paragraph 349 
a dollar a dozen is to be added for gloves lined. 

Inasmuch as our tables are all made on the basis of 40 per cent 
ad valorem, I should like to ask the Senator to give usa general 
idea of the equivalent ad valorem rates of the proposed scheme, 
especially on what are known as the cheaper gloves, gloves of 
cheap origin, worth four and five dollars a dozen. 

Mr. VEST. This is a slight increase over the bill as it came 
from the House in regard to men’s gloves. The other ratesare 
substantially unchanged. The intention in the House was to 
make it about 40 per centad valorem or the equivalent, although 
they adopted specific rates. My impression inregard to it, upon 
such examination as I could give, was that the duty ought to be 
ad valorem. 

There was no schedule in the whole bill which gave me so 
much trouble to understandas the duties upon gloves, and I have 
never yet found any man who understood it. They were made 
up by experts, by importers, in the McKinley act, and the House 
followed the same classification. The importers and manufac- 
turers having made the schedule, it is simply impossible for any- 
body but an expert to know when you put the duty upon a par- 
ticular length or upon the number of buttons and the number 
of stitches, what is the equivalent ad valorem. 

All I could arrive at was that the House intended to put on 
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the equivalent of about 40 per cent. We have added to some of 

these classes, for instance, on men’s gloves an increase of $! 

on a dozen pairs, and it would make slightly over 40 per cent. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator if he under- 


| stands this as a sufficient protection to our own glove-makers in 


New York and elsewhere? ; 

Mr. VEST. It is not all they ask; but so far as I can judge 
they always ask more than they expect to get; and it was 
thought a very fair duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is satisfied that none of these 
duties would go above 50 or 60 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. I think not, unless we have been grossly deceived 
by the appraisers and by the manufacturers and importers. 
There has been a great difference of opinion as to whether these 
duties should be ad valorem or specific. The appraisers first 
held, as shown in the testimony under the bill of 1888, identi- 
cally the same appraisers—said an ad valorem was the fair duty; 
but of late years the weight of testimony has been the other 
way. 

It is impossible for an appraiser to sustain an ad valorem duty, 
because it increases his work so much that it would not be human 
nature for him to put it upon that ground alone, and so he does 
not stand by ad valorem duties. But the pressure was tremen- 
dous on all sides for a specific duty,and the House has put aspe- 
cific duty there. We contented ourselves with increasing the 
rates slightly upon certain classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not object to this scale of duty, but I 
think we ought to havea sort of general understanding amongst 
ourselves that it isa pretty high rate on some things. The scale 
as it came from the House was said to be on some of the cheaper 
classes of goods about 120 per cent ad valorem. I notice the 
Senator from Missouri has added $1 a dozen here and there. I 
should think that rate must be in the neighborhood of 150 per 
cent. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is entirely mistaken. We did not 
increase the rate on the lower grade of goods, of which he is 
speaking. The increase was made aloneon men’s gloves and tho 
higher priced gloves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The increase is satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bili will pro- 
ceed. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

Miscellaneous manufactures: 

351. Manufactures of amber, asbestus, bladders, coral, catgutor whipgut or 
wormegut, jet, paste, spar, wax, or of which these substances or either of 
them is the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 ,. er centad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
word “coral,” in line 2, page 87, to insert ‘‘ cork.” 

The amendment was agreed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


352. Manufactures of bone, chip, grass, horn, India rubber, palm leaf, straw, 
weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent ad valorem. But the terms grass and straw shall be understood to 
mean these substances in their natural form and structure and not the sep- 
arated fiber thereof. 

353. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rub 
ber, known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-mache, plaster of Paris, in- 
durated fiber wares, and other manufactures composed of wood or other 
pulp, or of which these substances or either of them is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, all of the above not specially provided for in this act, 
30 per cent ad valorem. ; 

354. Manufactures of ivory, vegetabie ivory, mother-of-pearl, gelatine, and 
shell, or of Which these substances or either of them is the component mate- 
rial of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, and manufactures 
known commercially as bead or beaded trimmings or ornaments, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the word 
or,” in line 6, after the word ‘' beaded,” and insert “‘or jet.” 

The amendm ent was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines6and 7 I move tostrike out “‘ thirty- 
five” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read ‘‘40 per cent.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

355. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

356. Matting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 20 per centad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 356, after the word “rattan,” in line 10, to insert and 
floor matting manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting.” : 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the committee is to take 
what is known as Chinese matting from the free list and impose 
a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem upon it. : F 

Chinese matting is not made and can not be made in this 
country. It is used as carpeting by a large class of the poor 
people of the United States, and the different treatment afforded 
to this article, when there is no necessity of revenue, as com- 
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pared with the reductions which have been made to-day upon 
jewelry and all these articles of luxury, will, I think, create 
some surprise, to say the least, in the minds of the American 


people, and there is no economic policy, of which I know any- 
thing, that will justify this action. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire tooffer an amendment, 
and I desire to say something on the matter of cocoa mats and 
mattings made of cocoa fiberand rattan. Ishould be very much 
obliged if the Senator who has the bill in charge would allow 
this clause to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the committee amendment, and let 
the paragraph stand as it came from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the committee 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he will be 
willing to let this paragraph go over until morning? It is now 
very late, and I should like to offer an amendment and speak 
for a few minutes in regard to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. 
as to cocoa matting? 

Mr. LODGE. I mean the paragraph relating to matting made 
of cocoa fiber or rattan. I desire to offer an amendment to it, 
and I have some petitions and papers] desire to present. Lalso 
desire to say something about it, but it is so very late that I 
should be obliged if the Senator would let it go over. 
only take up a few moments. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed 
over. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

357. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, 35 per cent 
valorem; slate pencils, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 16 
to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty,” and in line 18 to 
strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I niove the amendment which 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and 
slate pencils covered with wood;” in line 16, to strike out 
forty” and insert “fifty; after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in 
line 17, to insert ‘‘all other;” 
‘twenty-five ’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are those the ordinary pencils which are 
used in our schools? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it were not so late, I should be glad to have 
the committee explain why these progressive advances are made 
from 15 and 20, to 30 and 45 per cent. I suppose it would be ask- 
ing too much at this late hour of the evening to tax the chair- 
man of the committee to that extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is too late, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

358. Pencil leads not in wood, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add asa new paragraph, 
to be numbered 358+, what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

358}. Photographic dry plates or films, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the present rate on the article? 

About 45 per cent. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
The question ison the amendment 


ad 


[ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


359. Pipes, pipe bowls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatso- 
ever, not specially provided for in this aci, including cigarette books, cigar- 
ette-book covers, pouches for smoking or chewing tobacco, and cigarette 
paper in all forms, 50 percent ad valorem; allcommon tobacco pipes of clay, 
valued at not more than 50 cents per gross, 10 cents per gross. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 

ragraph in line 25,after the word ‘‘ pipes” toinsert “ and pipe 

owls;” in line 1, on page 89, after the word ‘‘clay ” to strike 

out ‘‘ valued at not more than 50 cents per gross, 10 cents per 
»’ and insert ‘‘10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment pro- 


posed by the committee, and I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 


Does the Senator mean as to Chinese matting or | 


I shall | 
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line 25, iti 


The SECRETARY. After the word ‘* pipes,” in 
proposed to insert ‘‘and pipe bowls made wholly of clay, val- 


ued at not more than 50cents per gross, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the committee amendment will not 
be adopted. The effect of it would be to absolutely destroy tho 
American industry, not a very large one, it is true, but one em- 
ploying a very considerable number of men. Clay pipes can not 
be made in the United States with a duty of 10 per cent ad va- 


lorem; and as the paragraphs which have just been passed over 
give 20 and 25 and 50 per cent upon industries which are of no 
more consequence so far as the labor in them is concerned, J 
think it is unjust and an unfair discriminationagainst the people 
engaged in this little industry. 7 

We propose to impose 30 per cent, as the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests, upon common slate pencils and 
only 10 per cent upon clay pipes. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator call these 
or articles of luxury? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Practically of necessity. They are, however, 
no more necessary than slate penciis or lead pencils. Does the 
Senator from Missouri think that clay pipes are any more an 
article of necessity than lead pencils? 

Mr. VEST. I think clay pipes are an article of luxury in my 
part of the country; I do not know what they are in Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then you should not puta higher duty than 
10 per cent upon them. 

Mr. VEST. The McKinley act put a duty on these articles of 
over 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House provision put on the same rate, 
whatever it may have been. 

Mr. VEST. No; 10 cents a gross, which I think was about 
33.41 per cent. .Under the House provision it was 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why does the Senate committee propose a 
reduction of from 33 to10 percent. below the House rate? 

Mr. VEST. Becauss it is an article which is used by all 


articles of necessity 


| classes of people here; it is to them an article of necessity, and 


the best reason in the world exists for making it as cheap as 
possible. The Senator says it isan article of necessity, and I 


| accept him as the highest authority on the tariff question. 


| the free list and put a duty of 20 per cent on it. 
and, in line 18, to strike out | 





a 





Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri,in paragraph 
356, proposes to take an important article of common use from 
If this para- 
graph proposes to reduce an article-that is not as important and 
not in as great use from 33 to 10 per cent, there is certainly no 
consistency in the action upon the two paragraphs. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatamendmentis withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I did not understand that. 

Mr. VEST. I withdrew that amendment, asthe Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] said he wanted to speak on cocon 
matting, and the whole paragraph went over; but if it will re- 
lieve the Senator any we will withdraw the amendment and let 
it go back to ihs frse list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will only relieve me by having it goto 
the free list, where it belongs. 

Mr. VEST. Letit go there. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say in regard to this heavy cut on 
clay pipes that if they are necessities, certainly the match which 
lights them is a necessity, and the duty on matches now stands 
at 20 per cent in the bill, and the duty on matches is raised in 
every case but one. 

I have a table here furnished by the import-rs of matches, 
who have been consulted largely as authorities on this subject, 
and it appears that the duty on matches have been increased in 
some instances over the McKinley rate from 300 to 500 per cent, 
on wax matches particularly: and certainly if those increases 
were made on matches, I see noreason for makine this immense 
reduction of duty on clay pipes, which the Senator from Rhode 
Island stated, as I understand, will stop the manufacture in this 
country. 

The price of those pipes is so very small that the foreign im- 
porter will have to put them in the markets at the same price, 
and he would undoubtedly carry the duty. The only result of 
the reduction would be to destroy that particular industry, and 
at the same time these increased duties are put upon matches, 
which, I understand, although a small industry, employs many 
people. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. I think this is a proper place for me to pro- 
pose an amendment which I wish to offer, to put a duty on salt. 
Isee that these miscellaneous matters arearranged in alphabeti- 
cal order, and [ will ask the committee whether I am correct in 
assuming that this will be the proper place to propose the 
amendment? 

Mr.GRAY. Where? 

Mr. PEFFER. Just before paragraph 360. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the Senator propose the 
umendment at the end of these articles, just before the free list. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I prefer to propose the amendment now, Mr. 
President, if this be the proper place. I wish to say that my 
umendment is to insert as a new paragraph: 

359). Salt, 5 cents per 109 pounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
atorfrom Kansas for the purpose of offering the amendment 
after this paragraph is concluded. 

Mr. PEF FER. [understood it was disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr.GALLINGER. With reference to the tremendous cut 
that is proposed on clay pipes, I desire to detain the Senate a 
single moment by calling attention to the fact that witha 50 per 
cent duty we imported 185,327 gross last year, the value of which 
was nearly $56,000. 
fifths from the present rate, from 50 per cent and a fraction to 
10 per cent. 

It can not dootherwise than to utterly annihilate this industry. 
I do not know how extensive itis. [am notan authority on pipes 
of any kind, but it must necessarily, it seems to me, utterly de- 
stroy the industry; and the worst partof it is, that after we have 
imported ali ourclay pipes and given this work to foreigners in- 
stead of to Americans, the poor American citizen, whether he be 
a Yankee or an Irishman or a Dutchman, will pay his 1 cent for 
his clay pipe just the same. It is not going to reduce the price 
of pipes to the poor man who uses them, but it will transfer this 
outers from American soil to foreign soil. It is to take from 
us the very considerable revenue that comes in now under this 
50 per cent duty. 

If anybody can tell me who is going to be benefited by this 
proposed change I shall be very glad to get the information. It 
seems to me, while this is a very small matter, it is one never- 
theless involving a principle that we ought to contend for; and 
the best interests of the country require that the duty shall not 
be reduced, certainly, to the extent proposed by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair now recognizes the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to insert as a new paragraph— 

359}. Salt, 5 cents per 100 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, 
salt has heretofore been in theagricultural schedule, and if salt is 
put on the free list, it should be stricken from there, and can be 
inserted in some other place in the agricultural schedule rather 
than here. Of course it is not very material, but I want to make 
that suggestion to the Senator, if he desires to move the amend- 
ment to-night. 

_ Mr. PEFFER. I can enter the motion now, and I wish to 
submit a very small amount of matter from the salt people in 
Kansas, and I might just as well do it now as in the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that I think the salt provision will lead to considerable debate, 
and if it will suit him to pass it over, I should like very much 
to get over this schedule to-day. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very good, let it go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will be resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

360. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, covered with material composed 
wholly or in part of silk, wool, or goat hair, 45 per cent ad valorem; if cov- 
ered with paper or other material, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words “or 
goat hair,’ in line 8, and insert what is printed in the small 
type following down to the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 10, and 
then to strike out the remainder of the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, after the word ‘‘ wool,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘or goat hair” and insert ‘‘ worsted, the 
hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, or other ma- 
terial than paper;” and after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 
10, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, 
as follows: ‘‘ If covered with paper or other material, 35 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.PLATT. Isimply want to call attention to a paragraph 
which, on page 34, comes into this bill in some mysterious way, 
and I think this is a pretty good place to speak of it. 

The paragraph is as follows: 

Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcher frames, tips, runners, handles, 
or other parts thereof, made in whole or chief part of iron, steel, or any 
other metal, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

It crept into that schedule where all the manufactures of iron 
in my State are getting only 35per centad valorem. Ihave had 
a great curiosity to know the history of it, and it has in no re- 
spect been allayed by the fact that the manufacturers of um- 
brellas and parasols are only to get 45 per cent ad valorem, less 
duty than is given upon the ribs, frames, tips, etc. I should like 
on some convenient occasion, when we have more time, to have 
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Now, it is proposed to reduce the duty four- | 
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explained how it was that that paragraph has crept int» this 
schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose some Yankee who wanted 
to make those things got it put in. 

Mr. PLATT. That will not do. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to that explanation of the Senator, it 
seems to me that the duty upon the finished article ought at 
least to be as high as upon the parts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The cost of the finished article 
would hardly have any relation to the cost of these items, which 
would enter into the construction of it. I do notsee that that is 
inevitable by any means. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not see how you can have an umbrella 
without a rib, and if you pay 50 per cent on a rib, it is probable 
that you willimport the rib, andnot manufacture it here. 'That 
vould be my idea, although I may be wrong about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the umbrella cost $1.50 and the 
ribs 25 cents, 45 per cent on the umbrella would be very much 
more, according to the value, than 50 per cent of the cost of the 
parts. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not seem to get my point. 
We are providing here for umbrellas on the supposition that the 
manufacturer will make the umbrella and every part of it. If 
he undertakes ‘to do that, he will find his neighbor importing a 
good part of thése articles or manufacturing by his side with a 
greater protection than he receives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
bill as it now stands imposesa duty of 50 per cent upon the um- 
brella frames, and a duty of 45 per cent on the covering, if of 
silk 45 per cent, and if covered with woolen or worsted it would 
pay 45 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator is certainly in error 
when he states that the umbrella would be admitted at 30 per 
cent. The provision, I see, is 45 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You struck out paragraph 361? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 361 has not been adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. forty-five per cent is the proposition of the 
committee. I do not understand that the bill increases that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

361. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, sticks for, if plain or carved, 
finished or unfinished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The language in this paragraph should be 
changed. The words “sticks for” should be put at the head of 
that paragraph, or else you are liable to have a construction 
given by some appraising officers that umbrellas and parasols 
are provided for as well as sticks. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that is a correct criticism; 
and I move to transpose the location of those words, so that it 
will be clear that it means the sticks for umbrellas and parasols. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

362. Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS. TI move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.)the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 1), 1894, 
at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 18, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following was read: 


Sir: I hereby name Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY,a Representative from the 
State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 


Hon. JAMES KERR, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker vo tempore. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplaia 
of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, referring to an esti- 
mate of deficiency in the appropriation for the completion of 
the United States custom-house and post-office building at Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., transmitted by him on February 6, 1894, and 
recommending that the same be reduced to $15,000; which was 
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referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to | the present consideration of the bill (S. 


be printed. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House Senate bills 
of the ae titles; which were severally read twice, and re- 
ferred as stated: 

A bill (S. 1515) to amend chapter 6, of Title XXXII, of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to mineral Jands and mining resources— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 160) to fix the price of lands entered under the desert- 
land laws—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of Daniel 
C. Rodman, deceased, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 
S. Oteri—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. 7477) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask that my col- 
league from Kentucky, Hon. W. J. STONE, who is sick, be ex- 
cused for to-day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish toask indefinite leave of absencefor the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. CARUTH, who received this 
morning a telegram from Louisville, summoning him home on 
account of sickness in his family. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. GARDNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. RICHARDS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his | 


family. 
ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE IN EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1390) providing an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the eighth judicial circuit. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tenwpore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. Before unanimous consent is granted I should 
like to know what are the grounds for this application. Ithink 
«ich a matter as thisought to be fully understood by the House. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mycolleague[Mr. CLARK] will make 
an explanation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
the situation in a very few minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to object to this measure. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then, of course, there is no use in 
making a statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withhold the objection, however, until 
the gentleman can be heard. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The situation is about this: In the 
eighth circuit the court business has grown so much and the 
courts are so much behind the docket that it takes nearly the 
entire time of all the district judges, in the circuit, to sit as cir- 
cuit judges, and they do notkeep up with the work; so that prac- 
tically we have had no district court in the eighth circuit for the 
last two or three years. Now, if it is the intention of Congress 
to transact the business of the country, then we ought to have 
this additional judge. 

Mr. REED. How does this circuit compare with the others? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why thisisone of the largest, con- 
sidering the number of people in connection with its geograph- 
ical configuration, of any district in the country. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] can tell all about it. 

Mr. HULL. It should be stated also that it isa circuit that 
does the largest business of any circuit in the United States. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. Yes; there are morecases pending 
in it now than in any other circuit in the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The remeay is to reduce the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. 
tleman from Ohio. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO RESERVA- 
TIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


Is there objection to the present 


Objection is made by the gen- 





Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain | 
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1995) granting to the 
Kastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservations, in the 
State of Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DUNPHY. I object. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3291) to amend 
section 22 of an act to regulate commerce, as amended March 2, 
1889. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 22 of an act to regulate commerce, approved 
February 4, 1887, and as amended March 2, 1889, be, and is hereby, amended 


by aiding thereto the following provisio: 
“Provided further, That nothing in this act shall prevent the issuance of 


The bill will be read, subject to 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The bill will be read, subject to 


| joint interchangeable 5,000-mile tickets, with special privileges as to the 


amount of free baggage that may bo carried under mileage tickets of 1,000 
or more miles.’’ 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mend the adoption of the following amendment: 

Insert after the word “ miles ”’ in section 1 of the bill: 

‘** But beforeany commoncarrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall 
issue any such joint interchangeable mileage tickets with special privi- 
leges, as aforesaid, it shall file with the Interstate Commerce Commission 
copies of the joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges on which such joint in- 
terchangeable mileage tickets are to be based, together with specifications 
of the amount of free baggage permitted to be carried under such tickets, 
in the Same manner as common carriers are required to do with regard to 
other joint rates by section 6 of this act; and allthe provisions of said sec 
tion 6 relating to joint rates, fares,and charges shall be observed by said 
common carriers and enforced by the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
fully with regard to such joint interchangeable mileage tickets as with re- 
gard to other joint rates, fares, and charges referred to in said section 6. 
It shall be unlawful for any common carrier that has issued or authorized 
to be issued any such joint interchangeable mileage tickets to demand, col- 
lect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation 
for transportation of persons or baggage under such joint interchangeable 
mileage tickets than that required by the rate, fare, or charge specified in 
the copies of the joint tariff of rates, fares, or charges filed with the Commis- 
sion in force atthe time. The provisions of section 10 of this act shall ap- 
ply to any violation of the requirements of this proviso.”’ 


Mr. PICKLER. Let us have an explanation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman from Illinois make some explanation of the bill first. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Iwill be very glad todoso. If the Clerk 
will first read the report I will then supplement it with any ad- 
ditional information that may be required by any member. 

The report (by Mr. DURBOROW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3291) ‘to amend section 22 of an act to regulate com- 
merce, as amended March 2, 1889,” report the same back with an amendment, 
and with the recommendation that the bill as so amended do pass. 

Your committee is of opinion that there is nothing in the act to regulate 
commerce which prohibits the thing which this bill permits, and that the 
only object of the bill is to be declaratory to that effect. But they have 
deemed it proper to offer the amendment proposed in order to prevent the 
declarations of the bill from beingmade, under any circumstances, a vehicle 
of discriminations between any of the people in the United States who use 
interstate transportation. Should the amendment be adopted, there is no 
reason, youre>mmittee believes, whythis bill should not pass. 

Your committee further recommends that H. R. 1938, which is a bill inthe 
same general interest as the present bill, do lie upon the table. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr.Speaker, this bill is one the passage 
of whichis earnestly desired by commercial travelers all over 
the country. The interstate-commerce law, it is believed by 
the committee, does not really prohibit the sale and use of this 
class of tickets now, but the transportation companies have 
stated to the commercial travelers’ associations that before 
they issue such tickets as the bill provides they prefet to have 
special authorization from Congress to that effect; they are per- 
fectly willing to do it, but believe that it would make the law 
clearer if this amendment to the law, as proposed by the pend- 
ing bill, shall be adopted. 

The large body of men throughout the country who will use the 
tickets will greatly contribute to the commercial interests of all 
sections, and it is believed that the bill will give very great and 
needed relief in many directions. The Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce have investigated the matter thoroughly 
and this isa unanimous report from the committee. It is de- 
sirable that this measure should be acted upon if possible to-day; 
and I have been requested to call it up by reason of the fact that 
the National Commercial Travelers’ Association of the whole 
country is now in convention assembled at Milwaukee, Wis., and 
as they earnestly desire the passage of the measure it will af- 
ford them much pleasure if such action shall be taken to day, to 
be able to annouce it authoritatively to the convention. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was again 
reported. 

Mr. DUR 
relerence to 


amendment 


Is there objection to the pres- 


BOROW. I would, like to say, Mr. Speaker, with 

this amendment that the committee drew the 
very carefully, because the only objection to this 
measure was that in practical effect it might lead to unjust dis- 
crimination it is believed by the committee that the amend- 
ment as reported will prevent anything of the kind and make it 
applicable especially as intended. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. | 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
bill (H.R. 1938) will be laid on the table. 

JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
present consideration of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill CH. R. 6979) to amend section 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States,’’ ap- 
proved August 1, 1885. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 ask that the first part of the bill be re- 
ported again. There was such confusion that it could not be 
heard. 

‘he Clerk again read the first portion of the bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that there is an amendment reported by the committee. The 
Clerk will now report the amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Is this bill before the House by unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair directed the Clerk 
to read the billand amendments, after which the Chair will sub- 
mit the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRYAN. I will explain the bill so that I think there 
will be no objection to it. 

ThoSPEAKER protempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. PAYNE objected. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will you allow me to explain? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make no objection to the bill itself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO INDIAN 
RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. DUNPHY], who objected to the con- 
sideration of the bill for which I asked unanimous consent, has 
withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] states that the objection which was made to the con- 
sideration of the bill called up by him hasbeen withdrawn. The 
Chair again submits the request. Is there objection tothe pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill just read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the biil the title of which 
the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Com- 
any right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservations, 
n the State of Nebraska. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of this bil]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has already been re- 
ported. The question is on its third reading. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid-on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I move that the House resolve itself into the 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


Is there objection to the present 


Is there objection to the present 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Mr. HATCH. 
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Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the con- 
sideration of bills raising revenue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HatcH] moves that the House resolves itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills raisine 
revenue. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is that motion in order until after the cal] of 


| committees for reports? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being the third Mond: 
the month, there is no morning hour. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise a question of 


| order on the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
| HATCH), 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will state the point of order. 
Mr. BYNUM. I will state the groundsof my objection. 


The gentleman from Indian 


The 


| Chair will find by examining clause 57 of Rule XI, that certain 
| bills reported by certain committees are privileged matters. 
| Clause 57 of Rule XI raads as follows: 


57. The following-named committees shall have leave toreport at any tim 
on the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Rules, on rules, joint 
rules, and order of business; the Committee on Elections, on the right of a 
member to his seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising 
revenue; the committees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the genera 
appropriation bills, etc. 

The only privilege provided in the rules for the consideration 
of bills is the provision contained in this rule, which provides 
that certain committees shall have the right to report at any 
time. Under the construction of this rule in the Thirty-second 
Congress, it was held and has been held continuously from that 
time to the present that the right to report at any time carried 
withit the righttohavea bill considered atany time. So, instead 
of providing in the rules that certain bills shall be privileged 
to be considered at any time, the provision simply is that com- 
mittees having jurisdiction of certain bills shall have the right 
to report.at any time, which carries with it the right of consid- 


| eration at any time. 


I.can find no other provision for the consideration of revenue 
bills. Now, Ido not contend for one moment that this bill is 
nota revenue bill, but I maintain this position, that no other 


| committee of this House has the right of privilege as to revenue 


bills, except the Committee on Ways and Means, and that reve- 
nue bills reported by the Committee on Waysand Means are the 
only ones that ure entitled to privilege under the rules of the 
House. 

It istrue, Mr. Speaker, that this House has the right to refer 
any bill to any committee; but that does not change the effect 
of the rules. [ have no doubt but that this bill will be consid- 
ered; and I do not raise this point of order for tho purpose so 
much of antagonizing this same, as to settle this question, be 
cause if the Committee on Agriculture has the right to take th 
privilege of the Committee cn Ways and Means, then ever) 
other committee in the House which might acquire jurisdiction 
of a bill which was privileged from some designated committee 
would be entitled to the same privilege, and the entire mode of 
procedure as ‘prescribed by this House in its rules for the pur- 
pose of controlling and regulating its business would be com- 
pletely overthrown. 

It is well known ‘to the Chair and to the House that underour 
present system there is no trouble in securing the consideration 
of any measure thatthe Committee on Rules and the House de- 
sire totake up. Formerly there was great difficulty in reach- 
ing measures which the House desired to consider. Our rules 
have been so modified, amended, and improved that the House 
has it in its power, with the consent of the Committeeon Rules, 
to consider any bill which it desires. Therefore I maintain, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is not the slightest excuse for deviat- 
ing from the strict construction of the rule as laid down by the 
House for the government of its proceedings. 

There are certain reasons, Mr. Speaker, why this should be 
done. ‘There are certain rules which must be strictly adhered 
to, and which are essential to the government and regulation 
and properconduct of the business of the House; and itisas essen- 
tial in preserving the order and the dignity and the regularity of 
its proceedings that we should adhere strictly to the construction 
of the rules, as it is that the doctrine of stare decisis be adhered 
to in the construction of the State statute and the enforcement 
of rights under the common-law rights. > f 4 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is but one point which might be in- 
sisted as giving the Committee on Agriculture the right of privi- 
lege, and that is that this being a revenue bill, and having been 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, it was subse- 
quently by the House taken away from it, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that whenever the House lays down 
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rules for its government it ties its own hands in the same man- 
ner that the people tie their hands when they prescribe a con- 
stitutional provision regulating their ownconduct. The House 
has designated certain matters as being privileged. The only 


revenue bills that are privileged are revenue bills reported by | 


the Committee on Ways and Means; not all revenue bills, but 
all revenue billsreported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The very same is true in regard to appropriations, general ap- 
propriation bills coming from the Committee on Appropriations, 
not all appropriations. Also certain matters referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and certain matters to the Committee 
on Accounts are privileged. And therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
maintain that revenue bills reported only by the Committee on 
Ways and Means are privileged, and that the general motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of revenue 
pills is not in order, because that includesa motion broader than 
the rule prescribes as privileged. It should be a motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of revenue bills reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, not a general motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of rev- 
enue bills, because the latter motion may include bills which 
under the rule are not privileged. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be urged that the rules construed 
as 1 whole apply to all revenue bills, from whatever committee 
they may come. Rule XXTV, clause 6, provides as follows: 


6. Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be 
in order as follows: : 

First. Thatthe House resolve itself into the Committeeof the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raisingrevenue and general 
appropriation bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 

That provision, Mr. Speaker, is contained in a rule prescrib- 
ing simply the order of business or priority of procedure, and 
must be construed in connection with the other rules of the 
House. : i ) ve 
nue bills, under the clause I have cited, which gives the privi- 
lege to revenue bills from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
I take it that that does not confer any additional power, so far 
as the question of privilege is concerned, than that which is con- 
tained in the provision I have already cited. 

This I look upon as an imporiantquestion. Itis a well-known 
fact that the Committee on Ways and Means, as well as the 


Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Elections, | 
are selected, that the minds of their members are directed in | 


certain lines of investigation, and that they become better 
equipped for those special matters than committees which are 
given jurisdiction of other matters, and therefore in the organi- 
zation of the House there are certain policies to be carried out, 
and the committees are organized in that view, and the privilege 
is conferred upon the committee in connection with such special 
measures. 

Now, if that is not true, Mr. Speaker, then we are at sea se 
far as concerns the measures that may come before this House 
for consideration. A number of bills may come from a com- 
mittee that have had little experience in the investigation of 
the matter. 

General appropriation bills might come from any other com- 


mittee than the Committee on Appropriations, who devote their | 


entire time and attention to the consideration of such measures. 
So revenue bills need not come from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, but might originate in other committees, who de- 
vote no time to the consideration of the general question of 


revenue, but simply desire to bring in some special measure to | 


affect some special interest under the guise of a revenue bill. 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I maintain that the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, if entertained at all, must be restricted 
to revenue bills reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I make the further suggestion to the Chair that it must 
be made by order of the Commitee on Ways and Means. It is 
not the individual right of any member of the House to move to 
take up a bill which is privileged only because it is reported by 
a certain committee. It isthe province of that committee alone 


to determine when a motion shall be made to take up such a | 


measure. In accordance with that idea, upon questions which 


may be called by a committee in the morning hour, it has been | 
repeatedly held that no member of the committee can call up a | 


bill in the morning hour unless he is authorized to do so by the 
committee reporting the bill. I take the same view of all these 
privileged measures. They must be reported by the committee 
having the privilege, and must be called up by the consent of 
that committee. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the point which I did not elaborate, | 
as to the reference of this bill by the House tothe Committee on | 


Agriculture, I maintain that whenever the House has established 
a code of rules prescribing certain privileges for certain commit- 
tees, those rules must govern,and the mere fact that the House 
has the power to refer bills to any committee it may choose does 
not give to it the power to transfer the privileges which it has 
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Therefore the first motion is a motion to consider reve- | 
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given tocertain committees to other committees. To admit that 
right would amount toa complete abrogation of the rules and to 
a violation of the provisions prescribed in the rules by which 
they may be changed. 

[t is well settled that the people of a State, or of the United 
States, can not amend their constitution except in conformity 
with the modes prescribed in the constitution itself; and equally 
is it true that this House can not change its rules except in the 
mode prescribed by the House intherules. Therefore, the mere 
right of reference, or the mere right to change the reference of 
2 measure from one committee to another, does not carry with 
it the right upon the partof the House to transfer the privileges 
which it has conferred byits rules upon one to another commit- 
tee when the latter has been denied sucha privilege by the ruic 


of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is one point of ordernow 
pending. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
tleman from Indiana a question. 

Mr. BYNUM. What is the gentleman's question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The question I desire 
to submit to the gentleman from Indiana is whether he holds 


I desire to ask the gen- 


| that this motion made by any member of the House on this par- 


ticular day, under clause 6 of Rule XXIV, would be out of order 
if the member were recognized by the Speaker to make the mo- 
tion? ; 

Mr.BYNUM. By clause 6 of Rule XXIV a mereorder of busi- 
nessis prescribed. Certain motions would beinorder. Ofcourse, 
anumber of privileged questions may come before the House 
and they take precedence, according te previous rules. For in- 
stance, a motion togo into Committee of the Whole for the consid- 
eration of revenue bills, or of bills making general appropria- 
tions, would take precedence over a motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider a bill from the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Why? Because the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means and the Committee on Appropriations 
have priority of privilege. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The point I want tosub- 
mitis this. Ifa gentleman were to rise this morning and ask 
for the regular order, and the Chair called the regular order, 
and the gentleman from Missouri, or any gentleman represent- 
ing any other committee, were to rise and make a motion under 
subdivision 1 of clause 6 of Rule XXIV, and the Chair were to 
recognize him, would not that be in order without regard to the 
argument presented by the gentleman from Indiana as to privi- 
| leged motions? 

Mr. BYNUM. The order of business in the rule is intended 
to prescribe the order in which the business of the House shal! 
be transacted, even as between privileged questions. Thereare 
several privileged questions that may come up, but the Chair 
would have to decide the order of their precedence under the 
order of business, and that is all the order of business is for. In 
order to determine which question had precedence it would be 
necessary to go back and look at the entire body of rules to see 
what authority was conferred upon the committees concerned. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to 
reply at any length to the argument of the gentleman from In- 
diana. I will simply call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that so distinguished a Speaker of this House as the Hon. John 
G. Carlisle held in the Forty-eighth Congress that a bill raising 
revenue, which had been referred by a vote of the House to the 
Committee on Agriculture and reported back from that commit- 
tee, had all the rights and privileges of a revenue bill reported 
from the Committee on Waysand Means. After extended argu- 
ment upon a pointof order made against that bill, similar to the 
one made now by the gentleman from Indiana, the Speaker held 
is I have stated, and the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of what was known as the oleomar- 
garine bill was entertained day after day until the bill was dis- 
posed of. 

in the Fifty-second Congress the present Speaker of the House 
(who I think understands the rules of this House fully as well 
as the gentleman from Indiana) decided in the same way, not 
| only once but repeatedly, by entertaining the motion made by 
me that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill similar in many respects 
to the bill now before the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. Was the point ever made against that bill? 

Mr. HATCH. The point was made and argued at the very 
beginning. 

Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. HATCH. 
gress. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have examined the Recorp, and I find that 
no point of this kind was raised against that bill. 


What bill does the gentleman refer to” 
The antioption bill, in the Fifty-second Con- 
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Mr. HATCH. I thinkthe gentleman is mistaken, because my 
recollection is that on that occasion I referred the Speaker to | 
the ruling made by Mr. Carlisle in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

But whether the point was raised or not the motion was enter- 
tained by the Speaker day after day; and it was acted upon by 
the House. If the present occupant of the chair has any doubt 
whatever in his mind upon this question I shall be glad to get 
the Recorp of the Forty-eighth Congress and read it. The 
practice has been unbroken from that Congress down to the 
present time; and Mr. Carlisle stated in his ruling on the oleo- 
margarine bill that the very highest privilege that a bill could 
have,coming from any committee,was acquired by a direct vote 
of the House referring it to that committee for consideration; 
and that when it came back to the House it had under the rule 
all the privileges thereby implied. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the gentleman from Indiana{Mr. ByNuUM]to Rule XXIV, which | 
prescribes the order of business. The second clause of that | 
rule provides that there shall be acall of committees for reports 
on all days except the first and third Mondays of the month. 
The fourth clauseof the rule provides that after the call of com- 
mittees for reports has been completed, or the hour has been 
exhausted, the Speaker shall again call the committees in their 
order for the consideration of such bills as each committee may 
see fit to callup. The fifth clause of the same rule then pro- 
vides that—— 


After the hour under the preceding clause shall have been occrpied, it 
shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of the untinished business 
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| individuals and the third Monday to committees.” 
obligatory upon the Speaker to recognize either an individual 
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and on all days other than those the business there specified ig 
to be the order of business; but on those days, under the uni- 
form practice, the committees have been called for motions to sus- 
pend the rules. And I submitthat is now the order of business 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], the Chair would say that there is no 
rule providing that the Chair must at any time entertain a 
motion to suspend the rules. On the contrary, the rule provides 


| that 


No rule shall be suspended except by a vote of two-thirds of the members 


|} present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a motion to suspend the rules ex- 


cept on the first and third Mondays of each month. 

If he does entertain a motion to suspend the rules, the pro- 
vision is that ‘* preference shall be given on the first Monday to 
But itis not 


or 2 committee to move to suspend the rules. The provision 
simply is that the rules shall not be suspended except by a two- 


| thirds vote, nor shall the Speaker entertain a motion tosuspend 


them at all except upon the first and third Mondays of the 
month. 

Undoubtedly the Speaker could to-day in the exercise of his 
discretion, recognize the chairman of any committee, or any 
member of a committee on its behalf, to move a suspension of 
the rules. But the Chair has not done that. The Chair has 
recognized the gentleman from Missouri to make a motion which 
is now in order. And therefore the Chair thinks the point of 
order submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 





in which the House may have been engaged at an adjournment, and at the 
same time each day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, 
until disposed of; and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration 


of all other unfinished business whenever the class of business to which it 


belongs shall be ip order. 

This being the third Monday in the month, there is neither 
the first nor the second morning hour, and there is no unfinished 
business to which the House can proceed. Now, the sixth para- 
graph of the rule provides that— 

Unfinished business, if any, having been disposed of, motions shall be in | 
order as follows: 

“First. That the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue.” 

The Chair thinks that it is not material what committee or 
what member of the House makes this motion. The motion it- 
self is in order, without reference to the member making it. 
The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Indiana that this is 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 
There may be, and there probably are, more bills than one on 
the Calendar raising revenue; and it is not possible for the 

Shair to determine at this point that, the House having resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills raising revenue, the committee will then proceed to the 
consideration of a bill which may not be a revenue bill. 

The Chair conceives that if that question can properly arise 
at all, it must arise in Committee of the Whole, because the 
motion here is a general motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 
There may be one, there may be two, or there may be several 
bills of that character on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole. And the House having resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, if the committee should then undertake to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of a bill not a revenue bill, the point 
of order could certainly be made in the Committee of the Whole. 
With this view of the question, the Chair overrules the point 
oforder. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HAtTcH]. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The parliamentary inquiry which I desired 
to submit was this: This being the third Monday of the month, 
and preference being given on this day under the rule to com- 
mittees that may desire to move to suspend the rules, and after | 
that has been exhausted by committees, the privilege being 
then accorded to individuals to make that motion—whether it is 
not now in order, even pending this motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, for the Chair to entertain a motion to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of passing any bill which may be desig- 
nated, where a committee may have recommended that motion 
to be made? 

The custom heretofore has been on the third Monday of the 
month for the Speaker to call the committees in their order for 
the purpose of preventing any conflict as to whether one com- 
mittee or another should come in first. The committees having 
been thus called, the Chair would then recognize motions sub- 
mitted by individuals for suspension of the rules. This day be- 
ing set apart for a special purpose, it seems to me that special 
= should be first carried out, if desired by any committee. 

hat appears to be the intention of Rule XXVIII. 

As to clause 6, of Rule XXIV, which has been referred to by 
the Speaker, it seems to mea part of the general provisions of that 
rule relate to all days other than the first and third Mondays, 





| is not well taken. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair pardon me—— 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose the House should vote 
| down the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, there would 
not then be anything under the rules, 1 take it, to prevent the 
ie from recognizing somebody to move a suspension of the 
rules? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There certainly would not be. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills 
raising revenue. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


“oO 


GOLDZIER), there were—ayes 79, noes 72. 


Mr. GOLDZIER. 
Mr. HATCH. 


No quorum. 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointinent of 
Mr. FORMAN and Mr. GOLDZIER as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 7! 


Abbott, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Baker, lkans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bell, Colo, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockrell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cox, 

Crain, 


Adams, Ky. 
— 
psiey, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barwig, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bundy, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 


se 


YEAS—136. 


Crawford, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Epes, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 

Gear, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Henderson, L1l. 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hicks, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hull, 
Hunter, 


Cannon, Il). 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 
Cummings, 
Dalzeli, 
Donovan, 


Tkirt, 

{zlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Kem, 

Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lucas, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
Patterson, 


rS—79. 


Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Erdman, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Geary, 
Goldzier, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Halli, Minn. 


| answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 134; as follows: 


Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Pickler 


’ 
’ 


Richardson, Micb. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Robbins, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Settle, 

Shell, 
Sibley, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg. 
Stallings, 
Stocikdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise. 
Woodard. 


Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hayes, 
Hulick, 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
La ham, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 

Loud, 

Lynch, 
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Page, Ritchie, Storer, 
Marvin N. ¥. Pendieton, Tex. Robinson, Pa. traus, 
McDearmon, Pendleton, W. Va. Russell, Conn. albott, Md. 
McEttrick, Pigott, Shaw, Tarsney, 
McGann, Quigg, Somers, Tracey, _ 
McMillin, Ray. Sperry, Turner, Ga. 
Mercer, Reed, Springer, Walker, 
Mever. Reilly, Stephenson, Warner. 
Outhwaite, Reyburn, Stevens, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—3. 
Cooper, Ind. Ellis, Oregon Wilson, Wash. 
NOT VOTING—1%. 

ams, P% Dingley, Kilgore, Ryan, 
es — Dunn, Kribbs, Schermerhorn, 
Alderson, Edmunds, Lisle, Scranton, 
Avery, Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Sherman, 
Babcock, English, Cal. Loudenslager, Sickles, 
Bailey, English, N. J. Magner, Simpson, 
Barnes, Enloe, Maguire, Sipe, 
Bartholdt, Everett, Marshall, Stone, W. A. 
Bartlett, Fielder, McAleer, Stone, Ky. 
Belden, Funston, McCall, Strait, 
Keltzhoover, Gardner, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Bland, Geissenhainer, McDowell, Sweet, 
Boatner, Gillet, N. Y. Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, Moon, Thomas, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gresham, Morse, Tucker, 
Brickner, Grout, Moses, Updegraff, 
Burnes, Grow, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Burrows, Hainer, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caminetti, Haines, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Wanger, 
Caruth, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. Washington, 
Causey, Henderson, Iowa Paschal, Wells, 
Chickering, Hendrix, Payne, Wever, 
Childs, Hepburn, Paynter, Wheeler, Ill. 
Clancy, Hermann, Phillips, White, : 
Cockran, Hines, Post, Wilson, Ohio 
Coffeen, Hitt, Powers, Wilson, W. Va 
Cornish, Hooker, Miss. Price, Wolverton, 
Culberson, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Woomer, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Ill. Rayner, f Wright, Mass. 
Daniels, Hutcheson, Richards, Ohio Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Jones, Robertson, La. 


De Forest, Kiefer, Rusk, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. DAVEY with Mr. WRiGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of IIli- 
pois. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


LockWwoop with Mr. AITKEN. 
KRIBBS with Mr. LEFEVER. 
WASHINGTON with Mr. WANGER. 
BRICKNER with Mr. WEVER. 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 
STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 
OATES with Mr. GARDNER. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. PASCEAL with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HITT. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. AVERY. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. O’NetL of Massachusetts with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Grout. 
For this day: 
Mr. WELLS with Mr. GILLET of New York. 
Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. BARNEs, on the antioption bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my vote, as I find 
I am paired. 
proposition. 
Mr. ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. BOUTELLE. If he were present I would vote ‘‘ aye.” 
The SPEAKER pyvo tempore. Before the announcement of the 
result of the vote, the Chair desires to submit the request of 
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the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] for a reprint of 
House bill 7133, the present supply being exhausted. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the stateof the Union, Mr. LivINGSTON in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering revenue bills, and the 
Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ A bill (it. R. 5442) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incor 
increase the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, that bill has already been dis- 
posed of by the House. I donot know how it happens to be on 
the Calendar, but I move that it be passed over. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I object. I would like to h 
bill read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to pass over this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Task for the reading of the bill. 
know what it is. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The title of the bill has already been read. 
It will be reported again for the information of the committee. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Will the committee agree 
to pass over this bill? 

The comniittee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not understand that this bill has been 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not custo- 
mary to read a bill in full when objection is made to its consid- 
eration. The practice has been to read only the title of the 
bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare entitled to know what the bill is. and 
to have it read in full. 
The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. BYNUM. 
what it is now. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare entitled to the full reading of all bills; 
even on the third reading, when the demand is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and con- 
versation on the floor must cease. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
see that order is preserved on the floor, and the Chair wants 
this to be the last time he will have to make that request while 
he is in the Chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
what is before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will let you know when he can 
get order on the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I think in the confusion the 
motion put by the Chair was not understood. If gentlemen will 
allow the Chair one moment, that he can hear what is going on 
on the floor, it will facilitate business. 

if the Chair pleases, there are many gentlemen here who do 
not understand the motion put by the Chair to pass over the 
bill known as the income-tax bill, it having already been acted 
upon by the House as an amendment to the tariff bill, but by 
some means is still on the Calendar. My motion is to pass that 
bill over, in order to reach the House bill known as the anti- 
option bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, there was an objection by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coss] to passing it over, and the 
only thing the committee can do is to rise and report that ob- 
jection to the House. It is for the House to instruct fhe com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HATCH. That was the rule in the former Congress, but 
the rule now provides that the committee itself can pass over a 
bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is a mistake, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
the fourth paragraph of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall 
taken up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general apprd- 
priation bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, we é 
shall have precedence, and when objection is made to passing over any bill 
or proposition, the committee shall thereupon rise and report such obje¢- 
tion to the House, which shall decide, without debate, whether such bil} or 
proposition shall be considered or laid aside for the present; whereupon 
the committee shall resume its sitting without further order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise, and the 
Chair will report the matter to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY nav Pe te. 
sumed the chair asSpeaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, hair- 
man of Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


ies, to 


ive the 
The question is, Will the committee agree 


We want to 


It is not the practice. 


It has always been heretofore. I do not know 


The Chair differs with the gentleman 


Ae 


I would like to know 
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reported that that committee, having proceeded to the consid- 
eration of bills raising revenue, and having reacbed the bill 
(H. i. 5542) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incomes, 
to increase the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes, 
that being the first revenue bill on the Calendar, and the re- 
quest having been made that it be passed over, and objection 
being made to passing over the same, that under the rule he 
reported the action of the committee to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that the com- 
mittee having proceeded to the consideration of bills raising 
revenue, and having reached the bill (H. R. 5542) to impose a 
tax on corporate and individal incomes, to increase the tax on 
distilled spirits, and for other purposes, a request was made 
that it be passed over, to which objection was made. The com- 
mittee has accordingly risen and reported the matter to the 
House. The question is, Will the House order the Committee of 
the Whole to proceed with the consideration of the first bill? 
the negative of which, of course, would direct the committee to 
pass to the consideration of the second bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I suppose it is essential to have the bill re- 
ported to the House, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The provision of the rule.is that 
the question shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is true. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair thinks that the 
title of the bill having been read—— 

Mr. BYNUM. But the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole should have reported to the House what bill it is, in or- 
der that we may know whether we want to pass it over. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The practice has been to read 
merely the title, and the Chair thinks the practice a reasonable 


one. 

Mr. BYNUM. The Chair doesnot understand me. My point 
is that the Chairman of the Comimittee of the Whole did not re- 
port to the House what bill was attempted to be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman did report that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to say that I had the title of the 
bill read twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 
title of the bill, to the passing over of which objection was made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5542) to impose a tax on corporate and individual incomes, to 
increase the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill 
be passed over in the Committee of the Whole? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker protempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire and Mr. TRACEY demanded 
a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 10. 

Mr. TRACEY (sitting in his seat). No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentlemanfrom New York 
makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that no gentleman 
rose in his place and addressed the Chair in accordance with the 
rule. 

Mr. TRACEY rose. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis too late now. I have made the point of 
order, and it is too late. No gentleman can sit in his seat and 
yell any of these objections at the Chair. He must rise and ad- 
dress the Chair before the Chair can entertain the gentleman’s 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly the rule does re- 
quire that before any gentleman can submit any motion, he shall 
rise and address the Chair. 

Mr. TRACEY. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it, and the House 
orders the committee to pass over the first bill. In accordance 
with the rule, the House will now resolve itself, without motion, 
into the Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] will resume the chair. 

The House accordingly again resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lrv- 
INGSTON in the chair. 

TAX ON OPTIONS. 

= CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the titlo of the next 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (EL R. 7007 )reculating the sale of certain agricultural products, defin- 
ing “options” and “ futures,” and imposing taxes thereon and upondealers 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, under the rules of the House 
having the right to open and close this discussion, I shall con- 
tent myself on this occasion with a plain, full, and frank expla- 
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nation of the provisions of this bill, and what I believe to bethe 
importance of its passage. To some extent it is a new depart- 
ure in revenue legislation. It is not following in the tracks of 
all legislation for the raising of revenue that has gone before it: 
and coming from a committee to which it has been specially com- 
mitted by a direct vote of the House, it is due to the House that 
I should explain fully and as frankly as possible the provisions 
and effect of this revenue measure. 

The first criticism upon this bill is thatit does not come within 
the lines or within the limitations of the constitutional proyi- 
sion in regard to Federal taxation. I have studied that ques- 
tion very closely, not only in connection with this measure, but 
with a similar measure now upon the statute books, known ag 
the oleomargarine bill. I yield to no gentleman upon this side 
of the floor in my devotion to a fair and rational construction of 
the Constitution of the United States in regard to the question 
of taxation. I do not believe that the taxing power should ever 
be used except for the primary purpose of raising revenue; and 
T would not myself support any measure as a representative of 
my own people that had not for its foundation principle the rais- 
ing of revenue for the Government. 

That this bill in all its provisions is within the Constitution ] 
assert with the utmost confidence, because I am sustained in that 
position by not only the action of the two Houses of Congress, 
but by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The Supreme Court has stated, and has held more than once, 
that the power of taxation in the two Houses of Congress was 
unlimited. The two Houses of Congress, that constitute the 
legislative branch of the Government, are the supreme power as 
regards the subject of taxation, and whenever their action is ap- 
proved—— 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
tleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will aliow 
me to state my position. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. i was only going to in- 
terrupt you to the extent of inquiring to what decisions of the 
Supreme Court you referred? 

Mr. HATCH. I will come to that presently, and refer the 
gentleman to those decisions. 

When the two Houses of Congress have acted and that action 
has been approved by the Executive power of the Government, 
and the statute becomes the law, the lawof the land, there is no 
power in the courts of the country to go behind that statute and 
inquire into the motives of Congress or of any memberof the two 
Houses as to the subject-matter of that taxation; and I refer my 
friendfrom Georgiato the well-known cases upon the State bank 
tax and the more recent decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the titles of which I will furnish the House be- 
fore this debate closes, upon the oleomargarine bill, which has 
been twice before the Supreme Court. 

Now, my position is, that the power over taxation and over 
the subjects of taxation, is within the two Houses of Congress, 
when thataction is approved by the Executive power of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, some of our Democratic friends say that this power should 
never be used except in the strictest sense for the purpose of rais- 
ing ‘‘ revenue only,” and for no other purpose; and thatany rev- 
enue act of which that is onlyasecondary effect is undemocratic 
and unconstitutional. To that position I can not agree. In the 
eXercise of my rightand duty asamember of this legislative body, 
and representing an independent Congressional district of the 
State of Missouri upon this floor, I not only have the right, but 
it is my duty to select such subjects for taxation as will do the 
greatest good to the greatest number of people of the United 
States, and fall with the least burden upon the smallest number 
of the population of the country. Since I have been a member 
of this House I have voted to put matches upon the free list. 
Why? Because matehes have become one of the necessnries 
of every-day domestic life of nearly every family in the land. 
Matches are of universal use and consumption, and they ought 
to be free. Yet the Government must have revenue; and if 
every member of Congress was to say in regard to everything 
in the present tax bill now pending before the other branch of 
this Congress, and that recently passed this House, was a neces- 
sary of life, and that we should put them all on the free list, we 
would have no revenue. I voted to tax opium and put quinine 
on the free list. I voted to put quinine on the free list, because 
it is of almost universal consumption, harmlessin its administra- 
tion within reasonable limits, and one of the a 
for certain diseases used in families throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. 

a would not vote to put —: on oe ee I - 
ieve that opium is a dangerous drug, oug come in 
here through our eustom-houses, and I believe in the wisdom of 


Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gen- 
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those laws of nearly every State of the Union, if uot every 
one, that restricts the sale of opium to licensed druggists and 
pharmacists throughout the land. 
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Opium ought not be of un- | 


restrained use and unrestricted sale and purchase like matches | 
or quinine; and, therefore, in the exercise of my judgment as | 


a legislator, I voted to tax opium and voted to put quinine on 
the free list. ; ; 

I jystified my position in reporting the oleomargarine bill to 
the House of Representatives and its passage through the Houso 
and the Senate—that bill whichis now the law of the land—upon 
thesame ground that I justify myself in reporting this bill to the 
House. That ground is that I would raise revenue from the 
manufacture of an article that was a common adulteration and 
was palmed off at that time upon the people of the United States 
under the name of butter and by other fraudulent plans and de- 
vices. 
so that it could be regulated by the Government. 

The effect of that legislation has been just exactly what I, in 
the Forty-eighth Congress, predicted it would be, namely, that it 
would be a benefit to the consumers of the commodity, because 
being placed under the ban of the Federal! law the manufaeture 
of it would go into the hands of reputable and competent deal- 
ers and manufacturers and itsquality would beimproved. That 
such has been the result no gentleman who knows anything 
about the facts will now question. Theresre now but few manu- 
facturers of oleomargarine in the United States, andamong them 
are some of the very largest and most reputable packers either 
in this country or in the world. 

The quality of the article has been improved a thousand fold. 
All the litthe dead animal factories that were making it through- 
out the length and breadth of the land have been closed up 
under the operation of that law; and whilst I have no more ad- 
miration for oleomargarine as a food product than I had when I 
so persistently pressed that bill to its final enactment into law, 
I do not hesitate, in justice to the firms that are now manufac- 
turing it, to state that the quality of it has been wonderfully 
improved, and I state that not only to their eredit but in the in- 
terest of the consumers of the article throughout the United 
States and the world. 

Now, in the selection of other subjects for taxation I find one 
that, like the poisonous drug of opium, or like the outrageous 
and villainous practice of manufacturing oleomargarine out of 
unwholesome and unhealthful articles and palming it off on the 
people under the name of butter—I find, I say, confronting the 
people of the United States and of the world to-day a system of 
commercial transactions in the great agricultural products of 
the country that, in my judgment, has been the bane of every 
board of trade in the United States, a violation of all the old 
commercial regulations and practices of a century before, and 
which, in my judgment, has wrought more injury and brought 
more disaster to the people who produce the great staple com- 
modities named in the bill than any other commercial practice 
ever devised by the ingenuity and avarice of man. 

Now, I state frankly that in my judgment the Congress of the 
United States, under our Constitution, has nopower to regulate 
these sales upon boards of trade except by the exercise of the 
power of taxation. For myself I would greatly prefer the en- 
actment of a substitute for this bill which was offered in the 
Senate during the Fifty-second Congress, which simply declared 
this gambling to be a misdemeanor and a crime, and fixed the 
penalty for these fictitious sales, but I do not believe that such 
a law would stand the test of the courts for an hour; and, on the 
other hand, I do believe that under the power to tax and un- 
der that power alone has the Federal Government the right 
to regulate these purchases and sales on the boards of trade. 
The bill that is before this committee for consideration is dif- 
ferent from the bill reported from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture in the Fifty-second Congress. 

The foundation principle of it is different, and if I can get the 
attention of members of this committee I can explain this bill in 
avery brief time, so that there can be nomistake about it. The 
bill has, of course, been misrepresented. There has been a sys- 
tematic misrepresentation of it from the time it was reported 
from the Committse on Agriculture down to this very hour. 
Notone gentleman out of ten who are listening te me now has 
taken the pains to study the bill and the report carefully, or to 
— its provisions. Several members have told me so them- 
selves. 

Within the last thirty minutes certain gentlemen came and 
me questions about the bill. I asked them if they had 

it and they said they had not. “ Well,” I said, ‘ I can not 
undertake to educate you now, unless you are willing to listen 
to what I have to say on the floor.” Gentlemen have even pub- 
lished criticisms upon the bill, and when those criticisms were 
examined it was discovered that they were directed against the 
bil] which was before the Fifty-second Congress and not against 
this one. Before this debate closes I may have something to 





I voted to put a tax upon the manufacture of that article | 
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say in reply to certain gentlemon who have run into the press 
in criticism of this measure in advanee of any discussion of its 
merits upon this floor and have denounced it as ‘‘ 1 combination 
of ignorance and anarchism.” Those gentlemen will hear from 
me in possibly equally emphatic language before this discussion 
is concluded; but now I have a more agreeable duty to perform, 


| namely, to explain exactly what this bill is. 





I start out with the proposition that there is not a principle 
involved in this bill from the beginning to the end of it that has 
not been incorporated in the charters and rules of every board 
of trade in the United States. I challenge and defy any gentle- 
man to produce the charter and the rules and regulations of any 
board of trade in the United States that do not recognize the 
fundamental foundation principle of this bill. Whatisit? In 
the first and second sections we simply define ‘‘ options” and 
‘*futures.” Every representativeof every board of trade in the 
United States who appeared before our committee, either in 
this Congress or in the lifty-second Congress, stated emphatic- 
ally that to the first section of this bill they had no objection, 
but would support it. That is the section which defines options. 
L want to read it. 

That for the purposes of this act the word “options "’ shall be understood 
to Mean any contract Whereby a party thereto, or any person for whom or 
in whose behalf such contract is made, acquires the right or privilege, but 
is not thereby obligated, to sell and deliver to another at a future time, or 
within a designated month or other period, or any contract whereby, as 
veudee, a party thereto, or any person as vendee, for whom or in whose be 
half such contract ts made, acquires the right or privilege of demanding 
and receiving from another at a stipulated price, at a future time, or within 
a designated month or other iod, but is not thereby obligated to receive 
and pay for any of the following articles,namely: Raw or unmanufactured 
cotton, — wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted 
meat, or pickled meat. 

To that first section, I say, the representatives of the boards of 
trade who are opposed to the enactment of this bill into law in- 
terpose no objection. They put their entire opposition upon 
the definition of “ futures,” which is found in the second section. 

Mr. COX. The trouble with those parties seemed to be that 
they could not enforce delivery of the article according to con- 
tract. 


Mr. HATCH. Iwill come back and explain that. The second 
section is as follows: 
Src. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures” shall be 


understood to meam any contract whereby a party thereto, or any party for 
whom or in whose behalf such contract is made, contracts tosell and deliver 
to another, at a future time, or within a designated month or other period, 
any raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, 
lard, bacen, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat. 

Now, in every board of trade in the United States there is an 
obligation on the seller of these commodities named to deliver 
them at the designated time; there is an obligation on the part 
of the purchaser to receive them. And in this bill there is not 
another provision that does not hinge around that one great 
principle of the measure. The only difference in the world be- 
tween this bill and the regulations of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, or any other board of trade in the United States, is that 
this bill, if enacted into law, will compel that delivery in good 
faith and honestly, while to-day these boards of trade, after 
making their own rules, have builded up a system of evading 
those rules by allowing the transaction to be consummated with. 
out the delivery of a single pound or ounce of what is sold under 
the contract. 

[again challenge any gentleman on this floor to produce the 
regulations or charter of any board of tradein the United States 
that do not contain such a provision; and then I challenge him 
to deny that the provisionis violated in that board of trade every 


| day and every hour. 


*‘Anarchistic,” they say this bill is. It is the first time I ever 
heard that the enactment of a law compelling the observance of 
laws was ‘‘anarchistic.” I thought “anarchism” meant the 
breaking down of laws. Now, if it is right that the man who 
sells upon a board of trade 1,000,000 bushels of wheat, the sale to 
be consummated by delivery in the future, should deliver that 
wheat—if it is a fact that it has beenso declared in the rulesand 
charters of the boards of trade—where is the *‘ anarchism” in 
this bill. which simply seeks to enforce that contract? 

Now, the difference between this provision and the bill of the 
Fifty-second Congress is that any nonowner, any citizen of the 
United States who desires to buy and sell any of these commodi- 
ties for future delivery, shall have the right to doit. The bill 
of the Fifty-second Congress restricted the sale to owners, or 
those who had acquired the rightfrom owners tosell. A‘l weask 
of any man who goes upon a board of trade and offers 5ovor 1,000 
bales of cotton or a million bushels of wheat to be delivered in 
the future, is not that he shall be the owner or in possession of 
the commodity at the time he makes that sale, or that he shall 
have acquired the right from the owner to sell, but when the 
hour comes that the contract is to be consummated, that he shall 
actually deliver in good faith the wheat or the cotton that he 
sells. This delivery, of course, is constructive, either by ware- 
house or elevator reseipt, or bill of lading, or actual delivery, 
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at the option of the seller under the rules of the board of trade 
where the contract is made. 

Mr. COX. Lam very much interested in this point, and I 
hope the gentleman will pardonaninquiry. In the case the gen- 
tleman supposes, a man contracts to deliver the wheat or the 
cotton at adesignated hour. Now, suppose the party that made 
the purchase is willing to release the seller from the obligation, 
does the gentleman mean to say that he would make the seller 
deliver the goods whether the buyer wants them or not? I am 
insympathy with the gentleman from Missouri in regard to the 


principles of the bill; but I want to get at the exact working of that. There are but a half dozen sections of the bill that it is 
| necessary for the House to consider to get a full and accurate 


If the gentleman will possess himself in pa- | 


its provisions. 

Mr. HATCH. 
tience for one moment—— 

Mr.COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. HATCH. 
and candidly. I say thatno man in the United States has any 
right to go upon the boards of trade and make a sale or a pur- 
chase that is in such bad faith that when he comes to consum- 
mate it, he is going to destroy the value of the property of the 
people of the country. 

Mr. COX. I agree with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. HATCH. Thatis my answer. And that is exactly what 
these men have beendoing. They have contracted to deliver cot- 
ton and they have delivered ‘‘ wind;” they have contracted to 
deliver wheat and they have delivered “wind.” They have 
simply multiplied upon their sales-boards from day to day, to 
an exorbitant and outrageous extent, pretended sales of com- 
modities that never existed; and inthis way they have depressed 
prices to the producers throughout the land of the commodities 
thus sold, 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HATCH, Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. In every sale of the character which the 
gentleman describes there are two parties—one party who buys 
and another who sells—one party who is interested in depressing 
the price, as the gentleman says, and another party who natu- 
rally must ba interested in raising the price of the product. 
Now, how can a transaction of that kind affect the price of the 
commodity? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, thatis an easy one. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
answer. 

Mr. HATCH. That is one of the oldest ‘' gags” in the ar- 
gumentofthis whole question from beginning toend—that where 
there is a seller there must be a purchaser. Now, my friend is 
a good lawyer; I am not sure he knows anything in the world 
about the transactions of the board of trade; the less he knows 
about them the higher respect I have for him, especially the 
board of trade in Chicago. [Laughter.] But the gentleman 
ought to know that the seller is the man who has unlimited con- 
trol—of what? Not of the actual commodity that he pretends to 
sell, but simply to offer to the supposed purchaser an option or 
a bet upon what the price of it will be in the future; and thus 
the selling indefinitely and in a magnified degree of these com- 
modities upon the boards of trade depresses the price whatever 
the purchase may be. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
up? 

Mr. HATCH. My friend, I will answer all these matters as I 
come to them. The man who bets that wheat is going higher 
has no control over the class of men who have walked upon the 
boards of trade in Chicago, as your own papers have stated, and 
sold from a million to amillionand a half of bushels—yes, 3,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat—within an hour and a half, whenif they 
had been compelled to deliver that wheat they could not have 
delivered one-tenth part of it to save their lives. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If the gentleman will yield for just one 
more question, I will not bother him further, 

Mr. HATCH. All right. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. In thesalesof which the gentleman speaks, 
the man who has that unlimited amount of ‘‘ wind,” as the gen- 
tleman calls it, at his disposal, can not make any earthly use of 
it, unless there is some other fellow who wants to buy the 
“wind.” Is not that right? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, that is easily explained and easily under- 
stood by every gentleman who has ever studied this question. 

_ CRAIN. They can not ‘‘take the wind out of your 
sails.” 

Mr. IIATCH. This bill will take the wind out of all their 
sales. |Laughter.]} 

The man, as I said before, who goes on the market to depress 
it, and whose only purpose in going on the market is to produce 
such an effect on a commodity that it will drop in price, because 
if it does not drop in price he loses, and the buyer is the man 
who is compelled to put up the margin; when the seller puts 
3,000,000 or 5,000,000 bushels of wheat on the market in Chicago 


[Laughter.] 
I would like the gentleman to give me an 


How about the bet that the price shall go 
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I will answer him not only fully but frankly 


| of them contended that the rules of the 
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to-day that does not exist, and the sales of which are published 
all over the world as bona fide sales of wheat, when it is simply 
such a transaction as these boards of trade have denounced tho 
bucket shops to be, the worst species of gambling known to the 
ingenuity of man—I say, whensuch a condition of affairs as that 


| exists, it is time that the Governmentof the United Statesshould 


step in and protect the people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all this bill seeks to do, and all that 
there is in it—every other provision simply clusters around thig 
great principle to enforce it—is to prevent such transactions as 


statement of every single principle involved in it, because all 


| of .ue remaining sections are those that look to the execution 


of the law if it goes upon the statute books; and the principle 
underlying the whole is the principle that whatever is sold for 
future delivery shall be in good faith delivered—not delivered 


| as you deliver it to-day, on the board of trade. 


Now, these gentlemen, when they came before the com mittee 
two years ago and the hearings were all pubiished, every one 
bosrds of trade com- 

pelled these deliveries, if insisted upon or if anybody wanted to 
demand it. That is, that the purchaser had a right to demand 
the wheat that he bought, and the seller had the right to de- 
liver it, and the purchaser was bound toacceptit. But when 
you come to find out the facts you find that rule is not enforced; 
and I want some of those gentlemen whenthey come before this 
Committee of the Whole of the House of Representatives in de- 
nunciation of this measure and trying to defeat its passage, and 


| especially those gentlemen who represent districts in the city 


of Chicago, to explain to the Houseand the country that damag- 
ing testimony that stands here printed in a House document—the 
hearings before the Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives during the lifty-second Congress, when the 
president of that board of trade, a fair-minded and honorable 
witness as ever testified, as far as I have ever heard, stated in 
his cross-examination, in response to questions put by me, when 
he insisted that this was the rule of the board, and I asked how 
often it was enforced, he said as far as he knew during the en- 
tire hours of the regular board. 

‘What is the regular board?” was asked. According to his 
statement it met at half past 9 o’clock and closed at half past 1, 
or at 10 o’clock and closed at 1. I have forgotten the exact 
hours, and do not care to take the time to refer to it, as it is not 
material, but one or the other, and at that hour the board of 
trade closed its doors. The question was asked if that was the 
end of its dailysession. ‘‘ Yes,” hesaid, ‘ofthe regular board.” 
‘* Was there another meeting by the board of trade under dif- 
ferent rules in the building?” ‘‘ Yes, sir.” ‘‘ Was that meet- 
ing held in a room on the ground floor?” giving the size of it. 
‘*Yes, sir.” ‘*Who had admittance to that board of trade?” 
‘*None but members of the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago 
and theirclerks.” Guarded at every door by Chicago policemen, 
in that room from 1 o’clock until 5 o’clock in the evening the 
worst system of gambling ever known in the civilized history of 
man took place to the injury and the detrimentof the producers 
of the great commodities of this country. 

Gentlemen have said to me, ‘‘Do not say harsh things about 
these boards of trade. There are some very honorable men 
amongst them.” I know that, Mr. Chairman, and Iam glad to 
state it in this presence. I know of members of the Merchants’ 
Exchange in St. Louis who would no more sell an option than 
they would play faroor deal faro. I know members of the Board 
of Trade of Chicagowho are.as far above the suspicion of indulg- 
ing in this system of gambling as any merchants in the world, 
and my judgment is to-day that there is a large minority, if not 
indeed a majority on these boards, if they could be heard, who 
are opposed to this system of gambling known as ‘‘ futures and 
options,” where no delivery takes place. 

I have the very highest admiration for a large number of the 
merchants in the United States, both on these boards of trade 
and those who are noton them. I look back to a period just 
after the close of the war, when under the constitution of my 
State I could not enter the courts of my State to practice my 
profession, ‘and during that struggle, when we came back, I, 
with you [Mr. CoBB], wasa member of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis. That was before such a system of gambling was 
ever known on a board of trade, and a more honorable body of 
men I was never associated with in my life or ever expect to be; 
men whose words were as good as the bonds of any national 
bank in the United States to-day; aye, Mr. Chairman, as good 
as the bonds of the Government of the United States, and many 
of them arethere yet. Thissystem of violating their own rules 
and selling like gamblers on the boards of trade, has sprung up 
in the last twenty or twenty-five years, and, as I said before, has 

rown in my judgment into the most infamous system of gam- 
ling ever devised by mortal man. 
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No man on this floor has a higher regard for what is known 
as legitimate speculat ion in these products thanI have. Iwould 
not, if I know my own heartand judgment, undertake to pre- 
vent it; and I would erase from that bill any single word or any 
sentence or paragraph in it that would interfere with the free 
and unhampered and legitimate speculation in the commodities 
produced by the farmers of the United States. I like it; I want 
to see every legitimate merchant who is willing to sell the farm- 
ers’ product for present or future delivery, have the right to do 
it. But when he pretends to sell wheat or cotton I want him to 
deliver wheat or cotton, and not terminate the contract by some 
system that ends simply in a gambling transaction at last. 

“Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption for 
information? 

Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
product which is sold. 
for future delivery must have a guarantee from the party to 
whom he sells that he will receive it. In case the second party 
is unable to receive the product on delivery, and the party who 
makes the sale has it for delivery, do you not involve the mat- 
ter in additional possibility of loss in case there is a misfortune, 
by which the party purchasing can not receive the commodity? 
Do you not, in other words, complicate what would otherwise be 
a very simple transaction? 

Mr.‘HATCH. Well, I am afraid my friend is one of that 
class of whom I have spoken, and that he has not read the bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. No, Iam honest iu asking the question. 

Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have carefully studied it. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam sorry the gentleman has overlooked that 
provision. If the gentleman from New York sells to me to-day 
a hundred bales of cotton, to be delivered in the city of New 
Orleans on the Ist day of September next, at 7 cents a pound, 
he may not own any cotton, but he has a perfect right to sell it 
under the provisions of this bill. 

The Ist of September comes around, and in the mean time cot- 
ton has gone up 1 cent a pound, and the gentleman says: ‘‘I can 
not deliver that cotton; I can not buy it at 7 cents. If I buy it 
I have sot to buy it at 8 cents.” The present plan is to settle 
that with the 1 cent difference; but under this section of the 
bill, if the gentleman refuses or fails to deliver it, he must pay 
1 cent a pound to the Government for his failure to deliver. 
That has nothing in the world to do with his obligation to me. 
have the same remedy under this bill, to compel the enforce- 


I yield for a question. 


ment of that contract in the courts, that I would have to-day. | 


If the gentleman sells me a thousand bales of cotton for deliv- 
ery in New Orleans on the Ist day of September, under the pres- 


ent laws of the country, if he fails to deliver, every lawyer in | 


the House knows what my remedy is. Statedin anutshell, itis 


to sue him for the specific performance of his contract, or for | 
damages for his failure to deliver the article sold to me at the | 


price agreed upon. 

Mr. CRAIN. Whatis the measureof damages? 
difference between the contract price and the market price? 

Mr. HATCH. Of course it would be the difference between 
the contract price and the market price in New Orleans on the 
Ist day of September. 

Mr. CRAIN. 
when he makes the bet, as the gentleman calls it? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. He may go and buy the cotton and 
deliver it, and avoid the penalty. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course he can. 
Missouri] talks like a merchant. 
would have to do to-day, and that is what every honest mer- 
chant in the United States ought to do, and what we seek to 
compel him todo. If he sells cotton let him deliver it, and if 
he has not got it let him go and buy it. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Suppose you do not want it? 

Mr. HATCH. Then you have no business to seli it to a man 
who does not want it, and I have no right to buy it if I do not 
want it. You know youcan compel me to take it if you want to. 

Mr.GOLDZIER. Suppose thesellerof this cotton, at the time 
he sells it, hasactually the whole quantity ofcotton that he sells, 
but between the time of the sale and the time of delivery his 
cotton burns up. You want to impose a punishment upon him 
for the misfortune that he has met. He must go and swell the 
market in buying other cotton in order to deliver it. Is that 
right? 

Mr. HATCH. Now, there is another instance of a gentleman 
who has not read the bill. There is a provision in it as plain as 
the English language can make it. Possibly I could have made 


it plainer if I had put it in a half dozen other languages, but not 
in English. 

- GOLDZIER. How many other languages do you under- 
stand. 


XX VI——406 


You demand the absolute delivery of the | 
The party who is selling a commodity | 


Has the gentleman studied the bill carefully? | 


[ | 








Is it not the | 


Very well; is not that what he has got to pay | 


My colleague [Mr. Coss of | 
He knows exactly what he | 
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Mr. HATCH. I only understand one, and I am very proud of 
it. I was born an American, and never was ashamed of the fact 
anywhere in my life, wherever I was. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. You would have no business to be. 

Mr. HATCH. So cautious were we to cover the very case 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, that there is a provi- 
sion in the bill that if any owner of cotton, or wheat, or other 
commodity, owning it at the time he makes the sale, has it de- 
stroyed by fire or casualty, or if it is en route to the place of 
delivery and is delayed by the act of God or the king’s enemy, 
or any of the ordinary disturbances of transportation, all he has 
todo is to state that fact, and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, under the rules and regulations of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, absolves him from the payment of the penalty 
provided. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That answers that question. Now, sup- 
pose a man has a contract with another man upon whom he re- 
lies for the delivery of thiscotton. The other party breaks hiscon- 
tractand fails in thedelivery. Doyou wish to punish that merch- 
antor speculator, or whatever you may choose to call him, because, 
without his fault, it is beyond his power to make delivery? 

Mr. HATCH. If heis relying on the promise of somebody 
else, and is not taking a sufficient guaranty for the delivery, of 
course under this bill he would be held responsible. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Then he has got to be punished. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He gets back from his other 
man what you get from him. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: If A sells to B and B sells to C, who is the consumer, and 


| A fails to meet his obligation to B, thereby forcing a failure of 


obligation on the part of B,do A and B both have to pay the 
penalty to the Government? 

Mr. HATCH. Notatall. 

Mr. COOMBS. There is no such a provision in the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. My time is almost exhausted, and I want to 
make this opening statement about the provisions of this bill. 
Now, this bill provides that these contracts shall be in writing. 
There is no hardship in that, for every board of trade to-day re- 
quires that they shall be in writing. It is true that it is a very 
brief statement. They make a memorandum, but it is always 
made in writing, and nobody will suffer if there is awritten con- 
tract from purchaser or seller. It will be some little trouble in 
the beginning, I have no doubt, for legitimate traders of the 
board of trade to conform themselves to the provisions of the 
bill if it becomes a law, and that they shall have these 
which shall be filled up and signed, and will show identically the 
transaction, and that the bill of sale in duplicate shall bear a 
nominal revenue stamp. 

Now, that featurealone makes this bill, as I designated itin the 
beginning, an absolute revenue bill, and that aside from the $12 
license demaned of these dealers. That alone makes it a reve- 
nue measure, because every single commercial transaction on 
the boards of trade will bear that nominal revenue stamp pro- 
vided by the revenue department. Now, when you come to ter- 
minate that contract, if it is terminated in good faith by the de- 
livery of the commodity, no other tax is imposed on the dealer 
or seller. It simply bears the additional nominal revenue stamp 
of the deliveranceof the contract, and that isan endof it. Now, 
if parties desire to evade the provisions of the act by settling 
this contract in any other way than by actual delivery, then 
there are these additional taxes provided for in the bill, so much 
a bushel on wheat and so much a pound on cotton and other com- 
modities will be affixed by the revenue officer. 

Mr. COX. That is where they do not deliver? 

Mr. HATCH. That is wheredelivery is not made; but when- 
ever the failure to deliver comes from misfortune, fire, destruc- 
tion of the property, either at home oren route to the place of 
delivery of it, or it is delayed—all the casualties, in other words, 
of commercial transactions, are provided for and taken care of. 

Mr. STRAUS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask one 
question. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. STRAUS. The purpose of your bill is to prevent specu- 
lation that has not a basis of actual merchandise. Now I want 
t 


blanks, 


oO — 

Mr. HATCH. Ican not yield to anything in the nature of 
argument. I have only five minutes; but if the gentleman de- 
sires toask a question | will answer it. 

Mr. STRAUS. A spinner buys a thousand bales of cotton at 


| a time when the cotton itself is in the market, in order to pro- 


| 


cure the exact quality he requires. Now, he sells the cotton 
short in order to cover his wants monthly and have his cotton 
cost him the orice prevailing when he needsit. Are you not, 
by preventing him from securing himself against speculation, 
doing the very thing youare aiming to destroy—that is, increased 
speculation? 
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Mr. HATCH. The gentleman has very adroitly made that penalty fit the crime.” Such was his position after the two years of 


statement. I understand the whole transaction. 

Mr. STRAUS. This is an actual transaction. 

Mr. HATCH. Here is the transaction. Here is a man who 
goes into the market to-day and he buys cotton that he wants to 
manufacture, and he does not want it until next. month. 

Mr. STRAUS. That is it; possibly his wants for six months. 

Mr. HATCH. 
satistied with that, he goes into the market. and sells, and by 
that sale depresses the price on the other delivery. 

Mr. STRAUS. Youdo not understand my question. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, [ think I do. 

Mr. STRAUS. 
ton. He needs 300 bales a month. 
sells cotton short in order to cover at the beginning of each 
month, so that. he is not speculating. 

Mr. HATCH. 
understand it perfeetly, if he sells cotton either short or long, 
and you may call it what you please, if he sells cotton for future 
delivery, be has got to deliver the quantity sold. Any sale not 


He goes into the market and buys it; and not | 


| years of further study have ameliorated his mental condition. 





accoinpanied by delivery will be speculative gambling and an | 


evasion of the law. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
mate effect on the price of cotton. 
Mr. HATCH. Thatis it. There is nothing in the world in 
this feature against which there can be objection, and if gen- 


: va at | the happi an in this House. 
Now, if he makes a sale under this bill, and I Se eae nen 


consideration he had then been enabled to give thematter. Two 


is now careful to explain that “legitimate speculation is the oe 
heart blood of commerce;” and is as vociferous in defending con- 
tracts for future delivery as he was two years since in their con- 
demnation. Two years ago the result of his study had convinced 
him that ‘‘most members of the exchanges deal in ‘puts and calls,” 
which he rightly brands as gambling of the worst sort; but now 
he tells us that ‘‘but a small percentage of the menbership of any 


| board of trade in the United States, save perhaps the Cotton Ex- 


change of New Orleans, and the Cotton Exchange of New York, 


i sal in * > ; ; I «a rete?’ 
No, sir; the man buys a thousand bales of cot: | deal in ‘speculative gambling’ contracts. 


In order not to speculate he | by the wholesale renunciation of the views entertained by him two 


If confession is good for the soul, and we can judge of his feelings 


years ago which he has made, my friend from Missouri is doubtless 
If this is his experience, as I have 
no doubt it is, I know he will thank me for the suggestion that 
he ask unanimous consent that the pending measure be referred 
back to him for further consideration. For, sir, if we are to judge 
of the future by the past the result would most certainly be that, 
by this date two years hence, his patient investigation and study 


| would have obliterated the bill entirely, and my friend from Mis- 


And it will have its legiti- 


souri would lead the Democrats of this House in opposition to any 


| such seheme as this for extension of Federal powers, for paternal 


tlemen vote against that they may just as well vote against the | 


whole bill. 

Mr. STRAUS. Iam voting against it on that account. 

Mr. HATCH. Lunderstand that.. The gentleman is voting 
against the bill for the very reason I voted for it, because it in- 
terferes with the short sale, and I am supporting it, because, in 
my judgment the people want every sale in the United States 
confined to sales of actual commodities of those that are sold on 
the board of trade. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, rising as I do by the courtesy of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, who yields: me his precedence 
but not his time, I diselaim interference with the informal arrange- 
meut by which my friend (Mr. Coss of Missouri) controls the time in 
opposition to this bill. 

Now, sir, I want to start off by joining with my friend from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Havcn) in the straightforward appeal that he has made 
to this House. I beg every member of this House to read this bill 


through—not to read merely the four, five, or six sections which my | 


friend from Missouri thinks will be enough for you, but to read the 
whole bill. Read it through from beginning to end—and it will be 
too much for most of you. 

If we could have a civil-service examination of the Democrats in 
this House upon this bill and be assured that they would all so 
qualify themselves as to try to pass it, there would be no question 
but that, without a single negative vote from the other side, we 
would overwhelmingly defeat it by our own votes. It is because 
this bill is undemocratic; it is because it is paternal; it is because 
it is unconstitutional; it is because it is intermeddling; it is because 
it sums up in one buneh nearly all the sins--for which we have so 
long cursed and labored with the heresies of our brethren on the 
other side of this House that I, for one, am opposed to it. 

Now, sir, it is very reassuring to be told, as we are told by the 
repert upon this bill, that the bill is the result of long and patient 
investigation and study, that.the committee have had it under con- 
sideration since early in the session. Why, Mr. Chairman, that 
statement is altogether too modest. Since the time when it was 
introduced as a Republican measure in the Pifty-first Congress, 
right down to the present time, long after it: has been repudiated 
by gentlemen whe first’ presented it, I suppose scarcely a day or 
an hour has passed but that my friend from Misseuri has been giv- 
ing this measure careful consideration, and if there is anything 
which proves that, it is the extent to which, by giving it consid- 
eration, he has changed his mind since he last. explained this meas- 
ure to the House. 

On a survey of his work no one will question the further sugges- 
tion of the report that— 

The opposition to this bill will be different from that which had to be met in 
the bill which was before the last Congress. Every argument urged against 
that measure is met im this. 

In fact, there 1s scarcely a shred left of the bill, which, two 
years ago, was pressed as perfeet, and there is scarcely a single 
argument which could have been urged in suppert of the former 
measure which the bill as now presented does not repudiate. 

Two years ago my friend from Missouri was breathing fire against 
all dealers in produce for future delivery, and was willing for the 
time being to throttle his Democratie tendencies, and adopt the 
mest paternal methods to stamp them out. He proposed to make 
every body who dared touch the accursed thing first pay a license of 
$1,000, and then proposed to fine him at the rate of 5 cents forevery 
pound of cotton, hops, pork, etc.,.and 20 cents:a bushel for all. pro- 
duce sold by that measure, and to make hiin give a bond of $40,000 
to keen his books so that the Government could always ‘‘ make the 


| my friend upon the progress he has: made. 





interference with the details of legitimate business, and for obstruc- 

tion to that part of our commerce, the free transaction of which is 

most essential to the great agricutural interests of our country. 
FLOUR. 

i am sorry, however, not to be able unreservedly to congratulate 
As his bill was intro- 
duced, it included flour among the articles over which his watchful 
care was to beexercised. I understand that this article was omitted 
from the bill as finally reported by him upon information that. this 
article was always sold by special brand of the miller who ground 
it. Personally I have not been able to understand why every facil- 
ity should be given the miller to corner the wheat market, at the 
same time that the system of sales for the future delivery of flour 
was encouraged so as to keep anybody from cornering him. This, 
however, might be explained by the fact that the corresponding 
bill in the Senate, known as the Washburn bill, was composec 
under circumstances which did not exclude the milling interests 
from close consultation. 

No such consideration, however, would commend such a course 
to my friend from Missouri, who is certainly more of a farmer 
than he is a miller, and I know he will appreciate my defense of his 
motives, at least, when I assure him that he is mistaken in his as- 


| sumption regarding flour, and indeed that he must have been 
| “stuffed” by wicked men with intent to lead him astray. 


It is 


| true that the Washburns, and Pillsburys, and other great North- 


west millers, do have their special brands, and, to a large extent, do 


| setually manufacture the flour they permit to be sold under those 


brands. It is, however, equally true that our great exporters and 
jobbers, through whom is carried on our great foreign trade, are 
accustomed to make sales for future delivery, either by contracts 
providing that the flours delivered shall be equal to samples, or by 
brands of their own which have no earthly relation to any mill or 
miller, but which represent simply a standard grade which they 
carefully maintain, and to fill contracts for which they purchase 
flour indifferently from any source whatever that furnishes it in 
sufficiently good and uniform grades. In other words, while it is 
true that but a small proportion of the flour marketed is marketed 
by sample, itis also true that the practice of selling futuresin flour 
by brands which are merely a. of quality, and which are 
filled by purchases afterward made, is so general as utterly to 
vitiate the gentleman’s supposition. I have no question as to the 
sincerity of my friend from Missouri. If, however, one may judge 
from such a particular as this, it is evident that his opinion has 
been swerved by someone who was about a thousand times as much 
of a miller as is my friend from Missouri a farmer. [Laughter.] 

I have such respect, sir, for the position of my friend, and I know 
that the House will rely so largely upon his judgment, that before 
I take up the special provisions of his pending bill I venture hastily 
to sketch his attitude from another standpoint. How radically 
different is his present bill from that of two years ago I have inade- 
quately suggested. But, sir, when we come to compare the report 
that hemads then with the one which accompanies the bill now 
under discussion, it is as surprising as pleasing to find that his 
present statement of the several objects had in view is almost word 
for word that with which he prefaced the one we were not permitted 


ss. How valuable, however, is 


todiseuss in the Fifty-second Congre: 
this statement, which is the backbone of the recent report, may be 
inferred from the fact that two years since it prefaced with equal 
grace a mest full and contradictory explanation of a totally differ- 
enti bill. 


THE CHARACTER OF TIS BILL. 

Taking up the bill reported by the committee—the ruins of the 
really imposing structure presented by it afew years ago—I beg, 
sir, to call attention to a defect of that old bill which this new one 
has preserved and even exaggerated. In the first section iscarefully 
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defined what among business men is known as “ privilege ” dealing— 


gambling in “‘ puts and calls,” ‘‘ straddles and spreads.” I do not 
suppose that there is any one in the United States that will defend 


these. The very ones who engaged in them would be most prompt 
to admit that they are gambling, pure and simple. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask a single question. 
My friend is talking about;‘‘options,” ‘“‘puts,” and “calls,” and other 
transactions that I do not know much about. 
section 5, page 4, of this bill there is a provision—and I am inclined 
to think it is a very valuable one, because I do not know exactly 
what it means [laughter]—that a ‘“‘contango” agreement shall be 
in writing. I think that must be something very useful. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam coming to that section; and I am going to 
demonstrate that my friend from Missouri does not know—I will 
not say he does not know what ‘‘contango” means—but that he 
does not know what some other words there mean. It must be 
remembered, however, first, that these gambling transactions have 
nothing whatever to do with either the real produce or its price. 
They are simple bets as to what at some definite time in the future 
will be the price or variations in price of the article referred to. 
They have no more to do with actual supply and demand, which is 
the real criterion of price, than do the bets upon a horse race add 
to or take from the speed with which either of the horses completes 
his course. There is, however, no defense for them. 

The only questions in this regard are, whether the evil is one 
which may properly be attacked by law, and, second, whether it is 
one the dealing with which comes within the legal powers of Con- 
gress. 

I had expected, Mr. Chairman, to make somewhat of an argu- 
ment on these questions, but from a Democratic standpoint the 
objects of this bill are so scandalous, and this was so well illustrated 
by my friend himself in his discussion of them, that he leaves me 
but little todo. He admits that his object is to enact by Federal 
statute a new provision of criminal law. He tells you that he pre- 
fers the proposition which was pending in the other House, which 
directly undertook that; and he then admits that such a provision 
would be unconstitutional, and that he has therefore gone at the 
business in this indireet and, it I may say it, un-Democratic sort of 
way in order to reach the same result. If any Democrat on this com- 
mittee will weigh that admission, it will be just as impossible for 
him to vote for this bill with that intent confessed by its author 
as it would be for him to vote for a bill assuming jurisdiction of 
petty larceny in the States; and it is not a defense of gambling any 
more than it would be a defense of petty larceny to object to this 
unconstitutional and paternal attempt to interfere with and regu- 
late by Federal enactment the local affairs of the several States, 

if, on the other hand, the gentleman tells me that I ought to 
regard it as a sufficient excuse for the transaction, that he expects to 
get revenue from thismeasure, ask him: ‘ Why don’t you get down 
and sweep the other gutters of life in order to raise revenue?” Why 
does the gentleman omit so many other sources of crime and de- 
pravity from which he might get revenue for the Government of the 
United States by traffic in human vice, human misery, and human 
wenkness? If, Mr. Chairman, this had been suggested by a Repub- 
lican, as it was four years ago, we would all have denounced it asa 
most immoral and scandalous proposition. If it had been proposed 
by a pagan we would have used it as an argument for standing by 
our foreign missionaries in their attempt to carry enlightenment to 
the far-off corners of the world, where poor degraded wretches were 
brought up with such sentiments and surroundings. But when it 
comes to a Christian Democrat [laughter], and he tells us that in 
order to interfere with the local and criminal jurisdiction of the 
States, as he admits we can not constitutionally do, he will find an 
excuse by levying a toll on crime; I can only urge that, remembering 
what the gentleman himself has admitted, you determine that ques- 
tion for yourselves when you come to vote on this proposition. 


REAL MEANING OF ‘' OPTIONS.”’ 


In the seeond section are properly defined the contracts of agree- 
ment in general use in many lines of business and which have 
come to be known as “futures.” Right here it may be proper, 
in view especially of the way in which the draftsman of this 
bill has used the term ‘‘ option” in the first section, and of the 
extent to which that word is frequently used to designate “‘ futures” 
as such, to explain the real meaning of that term. For it should be 
understood that the numerous references to ‘‘ options” which may 
be seen in our commereial papers do not refer to the gambling 
‘‘privileges” described in the first section, but in general to the 
legitimate transactions known as “futures.” One of the uses of 
futures is this: Millers, factory owners, contractors, and others, 
knowing farin advance that they will require large and definite 
quantities of raw supplies, find it to their advantage to contract 
far in advance for the delivery of those supplies at fixed prices, 
and thus to lessen the risk of any attempt to corner the actual 
wheat, cotton, or other product before they need it for use. And 
—— contracts were drawn, for example, providing for cotton 
to be ivered upon a definite date in a certain month in the 
future. It was soon found, however, that in the ordinary course 
of business the exact dates at which the more important contracts 
became due were generally known, and corners were engineered by 
those wishing to take advantage of the situation, which could be 





| 


But 1 find that in | 
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successful in their ends—that of fleecing consumer on the one hand 
and producer on the other—provided the available stock could be 
carried for a few days only, including the date at which the con 
tract fell due. 

In order to avoid this trouble, and to put it out of the power of 
speculators to corner the market unless they were competent to 
carry for a considerable time all available stocks, the following 
plan was devised: Contracts for future delivery were so drawn as 
to give to the seller the option of choosing, within a certain month 
named, the day upon which he would deliver the produce bought. 
From that time on, under such contracts, with ordinary caution on 
the part of the seller it was practically impossible to corner any given 
product except at acostand risk which of themselves were a guaranty 
against the attempt. A January option, therefore, does not meana 
gambling privilege, according to which buyer or seller has the 
option to carry out or to repudiate his contract; but it means a 
definite sale to a purchaser, who expects to receive the produce, by 
a seller, who is bound to deliver it, to whom, however, in order to 
take away opportunities for cornering the market by others, is given 
the option of choosing the particular day in the month named upon 
which he will deliver the goods sold. An ‘ option,” therefore, as 
generally referred to, is so far from being a gambling privilege that 
it is rather a special form of a contract for future delivery devised 
to reduce the gambling risk in legitimate business. 

EXTENT OF INTERFERENCE PROPOSED. 

This bill, sir, may be summarized as based upon two propositions— 
both grossly mistaken ones. The first one is that the adminis- 
trative features are reasonable and tolerable, either from. a busmess 
or political standpoint. On this point I can characterize, in no 
other way so completely as by quoting extracts therefrom, the 
utterly ruinous and paternal interference with the marketing of our 
principal food products in which it is proposed our Government 
shall engage. 

Sec. 3. That all ‘‘ options”’ and ‘futures’ contracts and all transfers and as- 
signments thereof shall be in writing and signed in duplicate by the parties thereto, 
and every ‘‘options’’ contract shall state in explicit terms the time when the 
right or privilege of delivering, or the right of demanding the delivery of the arti- 
cle or articles therein named, shall expire; and every ‘“futures'’ contract snall 
state in exp!’ :it terms the quantityand the day upon which, or the last day of the 
period within which, the article or articles therein contracted to be sold shall be 
delivered; and in each such contract the party so contracting, or the party for 
whom he acts as agent, broker, or = in making such contract to sell and 
deliver, shall state explicitly whether he is or is not. as the case may be, the owner 
of the article or articles se contracted to be sold an 1 delivered, or has or has not, 
as the case may be, theretofore acquired it or them by purchase, or is or is not, as 
the case may be, then entitled to the right of the fu'ure possession of such article 
or articles under and by virtue of a contract forthe sale and future delivery thereof 
previously made by the owner thereof; and any such contract not including such 
statements and not so made and signed shall be unlawful, but nothing contained 
in this section shall be construed to relieve an — or dealer in “ options" or 
‘*futures’’ from the penalties and taxes provi ed for by this act. 

Sec. 4. That whenever any ‘‘options”’ or “ futures ’ contract shall be termi 
nated by the absolute sale and actual delivery of the raw or nnmanufactured cot 
ton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, perk, lard, bacon, dry-salted meats, or 
pickled meat embraced in or covered by such contract the person contracting to 
sell and deliver shall execute a bill of sale in which shall be specified the suubes 
of pounds of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted 
meat, and pickled meat, the number of bushels of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and bar- 
ley, delivered, together with the name, title, or designation, and place of business 
of the custedian, and the serial numbers and dates of the acceptances, certificates, 
receipts, freight or way bills, or other vouchers representing the quantity of each 
article sold and delivered, 

Sec. 5. That whenever any “ options” or “ futures’’ contract shall be termi- 
nated otherwi-e than by absolute sale and actual delivery of the raw or unmanu- 
factured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted 
meat, and pickled meat embraced in or covered by such contract, or when such 
termination shall be delayed or postponed beyond the time designated by the con- 
tract, the cancellation, clearance, settlement, acquittance, contango, backward- 
ation, privilege, waiver, ringing-out, or other agreement orarrangement by which 
such contract shall be terminated otherwise than by absolute sale and actual 
delivery of the article or articles embraced therein or covered thereby, or such 
termination shall be delayed, postponed, or obviated, shall be executed in writing 
and be signed in duplicate by the parties thereto. 

Sec. 6. That special taxes are imposed as follows: Dealers in ‘‘ options" or 
‘‘futures”’ shall pay twelve dollars. Every person who shall, in his own behalf 
ez as agent, broker, or employee of another, as vender deal in ‘‘ options '' or make, 
enter into, transfer, or assign any ‘‘ options’ contract, or shall by letter, tele- 
gram, or other communication sent from the United States to any foreign country, 
or by an agent, broker, employee, or partner, resident in any foreign country, make, 
enter into, transfer, or assign, or cause to be made, entered into, transferred, or 
assigned, any ‘‘ options’ contract entered into or terminated within the United 
States, shall be deemed a dealer in ‘‘ options; ’’ and every person who shall, in his 
own behalf or as agent, broker, or employee of another as vender deal in ‘ fu- 
tures,” or make, enter into, transfer, or assign any ‘‘ futures" contract, or shail 
by letter, telegram, or other communication sent from the United States to any 
foreign country, or by an agent, broker, employee, or partner, resident in any for- 
eign country, make, enter into, transfer, or assign, or cause to be made, entered 
into, tranaforred, or assigned any ‘‘ futures” contract, entered into or terminated 
within the United States, shall be deemed a dealer in ‘‘ futures.” 

Sec. 7. That the original and the duplicate of every ‘‘ options” contract and of 
every “ futures’’ contract shall at the time of its execution have aflixed thereto 
internal-revenue adhesive stamps representing taxes as follows, namely: For 
every ten thousand pounds or fractional part thereof of cotton, hops, — lard, 
bacon, dry salted meat, and pickled meat, and for every one thousand bushels or 
fractional part thereof of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and barley embraced in or cov- 
ered by such contract, one cent. To each and every written or printed instru 
ment and to the duplicate thereof, evidencing any tranfer or assignmennt of any 
‘‘options’’ or ‘‘ futures’ contract, whether such transfer be by indorsement upon 
said contract and the duplicate thereof, or by separate written instrument, there 
shall, at the time such transfer or assignment is made, be affixed internal revenue 
adhesive stamps representing taxes as follows: For every ten thousand pounds 
of raw unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, bacon, dry salted meat, and 
= meat, and for every one thousand bushels of wheat, corn, rye, oats, and 

arley embraced in or covered by the contract, transferred or assigned, one cent. 
Every bill of sale executed at termination of any ‘ ‘ futures con- 


options’ or 
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tract shall have affixedthereto an internal-revenne adhesive stamp of the denom- 
ination of two cents. 4 

To the original and duplicate of every cancellation, clearance, settlement, acquit- 
tance, contango, back wardation, privilege, waiver, ringing-out or other agreement 
by which the ‘ options” or “ futures”’ shall be terminated otherwise than by an 
absolute sale and actual delivery of the articles embraced in or covered by such 
contract, or by which such termination is or shall be delayed, postponed, or 
obviated, shall be affixed internal-revenue adhesive stamps representing taxes as 
follows: For every pound of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, 
bacon, dry salted meat, and pickled meat embraced in or covered by such con- 
tract, one cent; for every bushel of wheat, three cents, and for every bushel of 
corn, oats, rye, and barley embraced in or covered by such contract, two cents, 
Every “options” contract that shall —_ by limitation without an absolute sale 
and actual delivery of the article or articles embraced in or covered by such con- 
tract, shall, at the time designated by such contract for its expiration, have 
affixed to the copy thereof, which shall be retained by the vendor therein named, 
internal revenue adhesive stamps representing taxes as follows: For every pound 
of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, dry salted meat and pickled 
meat embraced in or covered by such contract, one cent; for every bushel of 
wheat, three cents, and for every bushe) of corn, oats, rye, and barley covered 
by such contract, two cents. 

Suc. 8. That every person engaged in or intending to be engaged in the busi- 
ness of a dealer in *‘ options’ or of a dealer in “ futures ’’ shall, before commenc- 
ing or continuing such business, give notice in writing, subscribed by him, to the 
collector of internal revenue for the district wherein such business is to be carried 
on, stating his name, residence, and if a company or firm the name and residence 
of each member thereof, the name and residence of every person interested or to 
be interested in such business, the principal place where such business is to be 
carried on, and whether of dealing in ‘‘options’’ or ‘‘fatures,”’ or both, and if 
such business is to be carried on in a city, the residence and place of business 
shall be designated by the name of the street and number of the building; and if 
the whole building is mot occupied, the number or other designation of each stor 
and the number and other designation of each room so occupied or to be occupied. 

{very person intending to commence or continue the business of a dealer in 
‘options’ or of a dealer in ‘‘ futures” shall, on filing with the collector of inter- 
nal revenue his notice of such intention and before proceeding with such busi- 
ness, and on the first secular day of July of each succeeding year, execute a bond 
in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and me a 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, conditioned that he shall faithfully comply with 
all the provisions of law relating to the duties and business of a dealer in 
‘options’ ora dealer in “ futures,” as the case may be, and shall pay all taxes 
due and all penalties incurred or fines imposed on him for a violation of any of 
said provisions. Said bond shall be, with at least two sureties, approved by the 
collector of the district, and for a penal sum of three thousand dollars. Nothing 
in this act shall be construed to require more than one permit to or bond from 
any person dealing in ‘‘ fatures"’ contracts, nor to prevent a change of the prin- 
cipal piace of business of such dealer in “ futures” by first giving notice thereof 
to said collector. 

Sto. 9. That it shall be the duty of every dealer in ‘‘ options’ or ‘‘ futures "' to 
keep at his said principal place of business a book in which shall be recorded, on 
the day of its execution, the date of each and every ‘‘options’’ or ‘‘ futures” 
contract made, entered into, transferred, or assigned by such dealer, in his own 
behalf or in behalf of another or others, also the name and residence and place of 
business of the parties to the contract or to whom transferred or assigned, the 
kind and quantity of the article or articles embraced in or covered by each such 
contract, the day when or the last day of the time within which the right or priv- 
ilege of delivering or of demanding the delivery,as the case may be, of such 
article or articles as are embraced in or covered by any “ options ’’ contract shall 
expire, and the day when or the designated period within which delivery shall be 
made of the article or articles embraced in or covered by any “ futures’ contract, 
and said dealers shall enter in such book such other particulars as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal-Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe. All contracts executed during the fiscal year shall be numbered 
consecutively, commencing with number one for the first contract executed on or 
after the first day of July, and no two or more contracts made during the same 
fiscal year by the same dealer shall have the same whenever any ‘‘options”’ or 
\‘' futures ’’ contract shall be terminated by the sale and delivery of the article or 
articles embraced in or covered by such contract, the bill of sale shall be numbered 
to correspond with the number of the contract and recorded in the book with 
name, title, or designation and place of business of the custodian and serial num- 
bers and dates of the acceptances, certificates, receipts, freight or waybills, or 
other vouchers representing the quantity of each article so sold and delivered. 
Whenever any “options” or “futures” shall be terminated otherwise than by an 
absolute sale and anactual delivery of the article or articlesembraced in or covered 
by the contract, or the termination thereof shall be delayed or postponed beyond 
the time fixed by the contract the cancellation, clearance, settlement, acquittance, 
contango, backwardation, privilege, waiver, ringing out, or other agreement or 
arrangement by which the ‘‘options” or ‘‘futures’’ is so terminated, delayed, 
postponed, or obviated, shall be numbered to correspond with the number of the 
contract and recorded in the book as in the case of a bill of sale where the termina- 
ation is by absolute sale and actual delivery. Such book shall at all times be kept 
in the dealer's place of business and shall be subject to inspection by the collector 
or deputy collector of internal revenue or by any duly authorized internal-revenue 
agent whofmay make memoranda or transcripts therefrom. And such further 
particulars shall be entered in such book as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
shall be the duty of every person required to keep the book provided for in this 
section to make a return monthly to the collector of internal revenue for the 
district in which any “options” or ‘‘futures"’ contracts required to be entored 
into such book shall be made, transferred, or assigned. The first return shall be 
made on the first secularday of the month next succeeding the date of commenc- 
ing business, or within five days thereafter, and returns shall be made on tho first 
secular day of every subsequent month or within five days thereafter. Each 
return shall be under oath and in such form as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, and 
shall show each “options” and ‘‘ futures" contract made or entered into or trans- 
ferred or assigned by such person in his own behalf or in behalf of others during 
the preceding month, together with all the particulars relative to such contract 
as are shown by the record, or which may be required by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

In the quotations I have just given I have noted only those pro- 
visions which the vender himself is obliged to carry out. Other 
sections provide for a most complex and obtrusive system of Gov- 
ernment espionage and a highly specialized system of penalties and 
criminal law to enforce the act, so that to the pestering of individu- 
als it is proposed to add the multiplication of Federal officers and 
the elaboration of criminal law appropriately devised as a part of 
the new system of interference and espionage proposed by the bill. 

There is no parallel in the world for such officious intermeddling, 
except in some of the tyrannical governments of Europe, where 
certain vices, being under police supervision, are looked after as 
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carefully as my friend from Missouri proposes to look after the 
marketing of American produce. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman any idea how 
thousand internal-revenue deputies would be required? 

Mr. WARNER. The }ill if enacted must fall by its own weight 
No human being can dq@ business if there are enough deputies about 
his door to keep track of what he is doing under this bill, and no 
self-respecting human being will do business with the prospect of 
such espionage as is here contemplated. 

A great many years ago it was recognized that although there 
might be tares in the wheat field, yet it would be better to leave 
them grow together until the harvest. But my friend from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Hatch) introduces a new principle. He says: ‘No, I 
do not believe in pulling up the tares; that may hurt the wheat. 
All I propose to to do is to pinch each blade of wheat as it comes 
up, 80 that if to my enlightened thumb it feels like a tare I can 
put it down in my books”; and it would be just as possible to 
make a success of wheat-raising under those conditions as to 
attempt to do business in the marketing of American produce 
under the conditions prescribed by my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Hatch]. Mark you, the gentleman in his present report explains 
that he is not against legitimate speculation. He explains that 
only a few of the members upon any of the exchanges—except the 
two wicked ones, the cotton exchanges of New York and New 
Orleans—do much in this line. Mind you therefore, that, in order 
to meet what he himself not merely confesses but demonstrates is 
an infinitesimal proportion of the business of this country, he pro- 
poses to stick his intermeddling hands into every legitimate trans- 
action. 


many 


‘* RINGING OUT.” 


It is perhaps to the credit of my friend from Missouri that the 
rovisions of his bill demonstrate his unfamiliarity with such leg- 

islation. It would be easy to take up section after section and show 
its absurdity. A single instance must, however, suffice here. By 
section 7 a penalty is provided for any “ ringing out” of contracts 
for future delivery. 

What my friend from Missouri fails to appreciate is that the 
evasion” which he proposes to punish so severely is not an evasion 
of fulfilment of contracts which have been made, but simply an 
avoidance of unnecessary trouble and expense in carrying them out. 

The process of ringing out is not a substitute for actually fulfill- 

ing a contract, but simply an expedient to avoid extra expense and 
trouble in fulfilling it. The “ringing out” is exclusively a: 
arrangement by which brokers in providing for their numerous 
customers do so at the least expense to themselves. For example, 
supposing that my friend from Missouri should to-day order me at 
New York to purchase him, for shipment to Europe in November, a 
boat load—or 8,000 bushels—of wheat at $1 per bushel, and sup- 
posing that two weeks afterward my friend from Georgia should 
inline me to sell for him at 98 cents per bushel a boat load of 
wheat deliverable at New York in November. Having placed both 
these contracts on change, it is not improbable that before their 
maturity they may have both gotten into the hands of a single 
broker who, discovering that he is obliged to receive from me a 
boat load of wheat in November and also deliver to me the same 
amount in the same month, notifies me of the fact and suggests 
that he is ready to receive the difference in price, and to consider 
the contracts as ‘“‘rung out,” that is to say, that together they have 
made a circle or ring, and met and canceled each other, In other 
words, ‘‘ ringing out” is simply an adjustment between brokers to 
save the cost of transferring produce back and forth. The cus- 
tomer has nothing whatever to do with it. The man who bought 
the grain will receive it in November as he stipulated for. The man 
who sold the grain will have to deliver it as he stipulated for. Tho 
only difference is that, instead of each broker, through whose hands 
the contracts have passed, being compelled to attend to both the 
receipt and delivery of the grain, it has been arranged between them 
that there should be but one receipt and delivery, and that—since 
these can be most easily attended to by the one who has both to 
receive and deliver the same amount—that all others interested shall 
be excused from bothering themselves with it. The result is simply 
so much less trouble in handling grain and so much less of cost to 
come between the producer and consumer. There is nothing of 
gambling about it at all, and it is simply one of the methods by 
which business is facilitated. 

In practice, among the hundreds and even thousands of members 
associated upon an exchange, these opportunities for cancellation 
naturally occur as a result of a series of contracts rather than of a 
simple interchange between two brokers. In every great exchange 
firm there is therefore some clerk whose business it is to keep track 
of all their contracts, both bought and sold, and, whenever possible 
to do so, to obviate expense of mutual receipt and delivery by 
interchanging against each other corresponding contracts for pur- 
chase and sale—the saving of time and expense being simply enor- 
mous and absolutely essential to enable expense of handling produce 
contract to be kept at a point sufficiently low to make them attrac- 
tive for temporary investments. It is true that upon these can- 
cellations differences are paid in cash. This again, however, 1s 
neither gambling nor has it anything to do with the purchaser or 
seller. It is simply a case where a broker, by the rules of his 
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exchange responsible for his customers, finding that in dealings 
with wexther broker he is obligated to receive money for the credit 
ofa customer, and to pay out money for the account of another custo- 
mer,simply sends or receives the balances between the two amounts. 

A MEMBER. How about ‘‘contango”? 

Mr. WARNER. I will say that ‘‘contango” is not particularly 
wicked. It is not, however, the same transaction as “ringing out.” 
It is a way temporarily to postpone settlement. 

Mr. WALKER. It is the same kind of a transaction. 

Mr. WARNER. It is, in a way, similar, but not the identical 
transaction involved in “ringing out.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. What is that transaction? 

Mr. WARNER. It is an arrangement for postponing delivery of 
goods purchased. I have heard it most frequently used with ref- 
erence to the public securities of different countries. I do not see 
any reason why it should not apply to produce, but it is not gen- 
erally used in that way; at least I have not frequently so heard it. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. If I understand you the ringing-out pro- 
cess is simply a clearing-house process. 

Mr. WARNER. That is all. The whole business is simply and 
purely one of clearing-house methods adjusted to the complex re- 
relation of contracts involving produce as well as money ; the reasons 
for the methods adopted, the economies in their use, and the facili- 
ties given to the advantage ot all concerned, and the utter lack 
of effect except to reduce the expense of —< his business upon 
the contractor or contractee being precisely the same as in the 
case of a clearing-house in its relations to banks and their individ- 
ual depositors. -A bank depositor draws a check addressed to his 
bank requiring the payment to a certain individual of a certain 
amount of money. ‘This particular thing is, however, one of the 
most rare of occurrences. What the person does is to deposit 
that check in his bank, requesting its payment to such bank. 
What that bank does, however, is not to present that check, but to 
turn it into the clearing-house; and what the clearing-house does 
is not to present the check, but to add it with hundreds of other 
checks against the bank in question and offset it by the equally 
numerous credits in favor of the bank in question, and as a result 
receive from one or another of its members, and pay to one or an- 
other of its members, a balance, infinitesimal as compared with 
the total amount of its transactions, and having no special ref- 
erence to anyone of them—this without in the slightest degree 
affecting the relations of any of its associated banks with their 
customers, whose accounts are kept in precisely the form that would 
be the case were the primitive method of na each check by 
payment in cash at the bank upon which it was drawn in actual 
vogue. 

Twas about to say that it would be just as sensible to fine every 
drawer of a check for permitting it to be paid through the clear- 
ing-house. This, however, Mr. Chairman, would be an understate- 
ment, for the check involves money transactions alone. The 
multitudinous contracts thus “cleared” by the ‘‘ringing-out” 
process involves each the handling of enormous bulks of stored prod- 
uce as well asthe handling of the moneyinvolved. And, therefore, 
when my friend from Missouri proposes a penalty for the ringing- 
out of contracts this is much worse thanifheshould forbid any chec 
to be settled otherwise than by separate payment in cash at the 
teller’s window, as is the handling of a boat load of wheat more 
onerous than the carrying about of a check. The utter igno- 
rance, not merely of the conditions with which he is dealing, 
but of the most common expedients of permitting business to be 
done ina civilized way, is the only excuse which my friend can 
urge. If he were to be charged with the intent to accomplish what 
his proposition would actuaily do if carried out, he would become 
an outlaw to be abated as an Apache or a dynamiter. Of course, I 
appreciate that he intends no such attack upon commerce. Such, 
however, is practically the attitude in which this bill places him, 
and the consideration to which, if he is to be taken seriously, the 
commercial world must consider him entitled. 


THEORY THAT “FUTURES’’ ARE WRONG 


The second theory on which this bill is based is that deals for future 
delivery are immoral, and hence that any interference with them is 
presumably a good thing for the farmer and probably for every one 
else. 

THE OBJECT OF ‘‘FUTURES,” 


As to this, I believe the real trouble to be that our friends are 
either unacquainted with the nature of the transactions with which 
they propose to deal, or on the other hand, forgetful of the condi- 
tions under which commerce and business have developed. I am led 
to these conclusions by the suggestion still frequently made, though 
not as often as it was two years ago, as in the mind of the speaker 
a conclusive answer to any defense of the contracts called futures, 
viz: That they are plainly an attempt on the part of a person to 
sell what hedoesnot own. That is an entirely correct description, 
Mr. Chairman, one with which I shall not for a moment quarrel; 
and it is just because such is their nature that the business of dealing 
in futures is a natural and beneficent one, and will become more ex- 
tended and more beneficent as our civilization develops and the pro- 
cesses of production and distribution become perfected as to one 
after another of our great staples. To the extent that dealings in 
futures are substituted for what is known as spot transactions is 
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the gambling element eliminated from the business involved, the 
effect being in each case to relieve the one who participates in each 
stage of the transactions involved from ali speculative risks except 
that particular one which, it being his special busness to estimate, 
is for him legitimate and for any one else would be illegitimate. 

Let me explain. If a jackal wants a shelter, he goes into a con- 
venient cave. If a ground hog wants one, with somewhat more of 
intelligence directed to that particular object, he digs him a hole, 
If a savage feels similar need, with still advancing use of intellect, 
he puts together, or makes his wife do so, the materials of which 
his rude hut is constructed; or if he is a great chief and wants @ 
bigger one he causes to be brought together the material, and when 
he has gotten them they are fashioned and put together as he may 
order. If, however,a civilized man wants a house, about the last 
thing he does—or about the first thing he is sorry for if he does do 
it—is to purchase the lumber, the stone, and the brick, and then 
hire the men to put up the house himself. The reason is plain. In 
direct proportion as we take advantage of civilized condition we 
have to deal with a greater and greater proportion of matters as to 
which no man can be an expert in more than one, and the man who 
undertakes to be his own architect and carpenter and to serve him- 
self as contractor ia every branch required for housebuilding is 
simply taking in each case a gambling risk about which he can 
know little or nothing. What he does do, however, is to goto a 
builder whose special business it is to arrange for the erection of 
houses in that locality and he contracts with that builder for his 
house—in other words, he buys a future in houses, deliverable six 
months, or a year, or two years hence. 

Mr. PENCE. And what if he does not deliver the house? 

Mr. WARNER. If for any reason he does not want the house, or 
he wants a different or better house, or if for any reason the two 
parties concerned come to a different conclusion than they at first 
contemplated, this beneficent Government—up to date—allows them 
to attend to their own business. 

It is not assumed—it generally is not the fact—that the building. 
contractor has a single foot of the timber, a single one of the stones, 
a single thousand of the brick, or, indeed, any of the material that 
he thus sells in the shape of a future in houses. 

No one, however, wouldclaim that this is a gambling transaction ; 
every one, on the contrary, would appreciate that, so far from a 
gambling transaction, it was a legitimate process by which what 
would have been a speculative risk in the man who wanted the 
house, but who knew nothing about building, was transferred, to 
his great advantage, to a contractor who could legitimately assume 
the risk in question, for the very good reason that it was his par- 
ticular business, in which he had carefully trained himself, so as to 
make the contract for him a legitimate business transaction. This, 
however, is only the firststep. The contractor himself is not equally 
an expert in carpentry and mason work, in plumbing and gas-fitting, 
and decoration, exterior and interior. He, in turn, having made a 
contract for the future delivery of a house, calls in several trades- 
men, each most conversant with the particular branch with which 
he is to deal, and the general contractor buys of one a future in 
masonry, of another a future in carpenter work, of another a future 
in Te gas-fitting, of another a future in painting. And no 
one knows better than himself that no one of these has on hand a 
single item of the work he thus contracts to deliver. But, just as 
the owner recognizes the contractor as a man who can undertake 
the general risk for him much more cheaply and much more legiti- 
mately than he could undertake it for himself, just so the contractor 
recognizes each one of these several tradesmen as one who can under- 
take in his specialty much more cheaply and much more legiti- 
mately than can he the special risk involved. 

Not merely the articles mentioned in this bill, but iron, copper, 
tin, cotton goods, butter, cheese, coffee, freights, and exchange are 
regularly contracted for long in advance Dy those who are thus 
enabled to make definite provisions for the particular industry in 
which they are engaged. Lines of cloths are sold in the same way 
long before their manufacture. Building materials are thus con- 
tracted for long before the timber is hewn or the clay dug. That 
the gentlemen who are pressing this bill have not heard of these 
futures and do not provide against them simply shows how little 
are they acquainted with the universal tendency of civilized busi- 
ness. That they have selected the cases which are best known and 
most universally practiced simply shows to me, sir, that in their 
misinformation they have so drawn their bill as to apply it to the 
very cases in which, on account of the market being universal and 
the information as to the supply and demand being most easily and 
most promptly secured, the possible good to be done by such a bill, 
even upon their own assumption, is the least, and the certain inter- 
ference in legitimate business the greatest possible. Indeed, the 
future system is being gradually extended to cover every product 
in regard to which practical methods of grading and preservation 
are devised; and in every quarter where this has.not already been 
accomplished the ingenuity of intelligent producers and dealers is 
exercised toward the solution of the problem. It is the universal 
experience that in proportion as the grading of a product can be 
perfected and the dealing in it systematized is the economy with 
which it can be handled between its production and ultimate use 
to the equal advantage of the one who produces it and the one by 
whom it is finally consumed. 
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ILLUSTRATION FROM COTTON TRADE. 


Now take the case of the cotton manufacture. I can not but feel 
that the theory upon which this bill is drawn is that the cotton 
manufacturer, when he finds he wants cotton, takes a cart and goes 
around and buys it of the planter, takes it to his mill, weaves it 
into cloth, and then takes the cloth and carts it about, seeking some 
one to whom he may sellit. This does approach the primitive— 
the barbaric—method of doing this kind of business; and it is but 
fair to admit that under such circumstances there would be no 
trouble about dealings for future delivery. Such, however, as every- 
one knows, is not the case at present. The business of cotton plant- 
ing, of cotton marketing, of cotton manufacturing, and of distribu- 
tion of cotton goods is in each case a highly specialized industry, 
capable of engrossing all the enterprise, intelligence, and tact of 
any man, and as to which no prudent man wishes to undertake more 
than one at a time. In the case of the manufacturer, for exam- 
ple, the one thing with which he is conversant is manufacturing— 
the process by which, the cost at which, the time within which, 
given thematerial ready for his use, he can produce the cloth ready 
tor sale. He does not know anything about cotton-raising. And 
itwould be impossible for him to keep track of the relations between 
the supply and the demand of cotton, the development of transport 
and commercial facilities, and all the other data that are included 
within the province of the cotton dealer. He is equally unac- 
quainted with the methods by which through wholesaler and jobber 
and retailer, in accord with the varying demands arising from 
varying conditions, his goods must be marketed to the ultimate 
consumer. What he does know, and the only thing it is safe for 
him to depend upon knowing, is the process of manufacture. The 
risks involved in this are the ones which it is his legitimate busi- 
ness to assume, for the precise reason that he appreciates and can 
handle them better than anybody else, so that what to anyone else 
would bea mere gambling venture is to him a business enterprise. 
How does he do this? 

In general, as you know, the process is about as follows: The 
manufacturer is without capital except a small margin above that 
sufficient to enable him to run his factory. He goes to the factor 
at New York, Boston, or Philadelphia—the man who is specially 
versed in the methods of distribution of cotton goods. He consults 
with him as to the kind of goods for which there will probably be 
a good demand in the near future and as to the prices at which 
these goods can probably be marketed. Heselects those as to which 
his experience suggests he can most surely makea profit, and there- 
upon contracts with his factor somewhat in this wise: The mill 
owner contracts to deliver to the factor, say, 10,000 pieces of goods 
per month for twelve months, commencing three months in the 
future, and the last delivery being fifteen months off. In turn, the 
factor contracts to advance funds to the mill owner from month to 
month at a rate not to exceed a certain rate per yard or per piece of 
the goods to be delivered, to market the whole product as advan- 
tageously as possible, and to render an account at certain dates, in- 
terest being charged and paid at a certain fixed and generally mod- 
erate rate. There is now left for the mill owner but one factor of 
anxious uncertainty in the situation. As to the manufacturing, he 
understands perfectly its different conditions, and as the price of 
cotton then rules, he knows there is a fair margin for safety and 
profit in the transaction. The price of cotton, however, may vary 
by 25 or 40 per cent in the course of the year. It is something 
which he is utterly pewerless to influence. 

After all thesearrangements noted sre made, he is still in aposition 
in which, while a material reduction in the price of cotton may add 
greatly to his profit, a sharp rise in this price may bring certain 
ruin, Should he go on under these conditions his business is speeu- 
lative, risky, illegitimate. There are just two ways in which he 
can avoid this: He can buy at once, by spot contract, the whole 
amount of cotton he will need for the next fifteen months, thereby 
necessitating the use of an enormous capital and excessive expense 
for interest, storage, handling, and insurance; or, going into the 
market, he can buy cotton in such amounts as he shall estimate he 
will need for delivery month by month in the future. His expe- 
rience has taught him that the grades which arenear the standard 
grade vary with such exactness in proportion as does the price of 
that grade, that he need not concern himself as to the precise grade 
he wishes; bué that by making a present contract for future deliv- 
ery, month by month as he estimates he will need the cotton, of a 
sufficient quantity of a standard grade, he can, on any month when 
such contracts mature, secure any marketable grade aboveor below 
that standard by simply paying the difference, if what he wants is 
a better quantity than the standard, or by realizing the difference 
in case the cotton he wishes to use is of a poorer quality. 

In other words, by the system of dealing in tutures the cotton 
manufacturer is enabled to do his business with butasmall propor- 
tion of the capital he would otherwise need, and to do it upon a 
profit. margin much smaller than would be necessary if he was 
obliged cither to take the gambling risk involved in waiting until 
he needed the cotton before he contracted for it, or, on the other 
hand, in keeping idle the money and meeting the expense involved 
in the purchase and holding of the enormous amount of cotton 
canst And I need not add that in proportion to the cheapness 
with which the manufacture can thus be carried on, the seulline 
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of the margin which manufacturers are Willing to accept, the induce- 
ments which are thus given manufacturers by relieving them from 
all risks except the one which they are specially qualified to under- 
take, is the manufacture of cotton encouraged, the margin between 
the cost of the product and the cost of the raw cotton cheapened 
the consumption increased, and the demand for and the price of the 
planters’ product increased. 
_ To subject such deals to the provisions of this bill not merely 
involves a harassing trouble and expense, but—since there is yo 
necessary contract relation between the deals in standard grade ho 
has thus made for future delivery, and his actual purchases of spe 
cial grade, when he comes to need them—the manufacturer would 
be subjected to all the pains and penalties provided by this bill for 
gambling transactions. ‘The only alternatives would be such addi 
tional complexity in the bill, and the practice under it as would 
make it impracticable, or such evasion by a system of “ washing” 
contracts as would tend to drive straightforward men out of tho 
business. 

‘*BIRM OFFERS '’—WHEAT EXPORTS. 


Take our great agricultural export trade—that upon which, to 
a greater extent than upon any other branch of our commerce, 
depends the prosperity of the great agricultural classes of the coun- 
try. Take the item of wheat, which perhaps is more characteristic 
than any other, except cotton. Americax wheat and other prod- 
uets of the kind are marketed in Europe and throughout tho 
world by a system known as “firm offers.” That is to say, in the 
afternoon of each day on the Produce Exchange at New York, or 
the Board of Trade at Chitago, the American broker sends cable 
advices to each one of his foreign correspondents—sometimes hun- 
dreds in number andin every part of the civilized world, especially 
throughout Europe—naming the price at which he will contract 
to ship them wheat, corn, or other produce, provided the accept- 
ance reaches him before the noon of the following day. The 
European correspondent neither knows nor cares about the con- 
ditions which will probably govern the course of prices in thie 
next twenty-four hours. But he does know the conditions which 
affect the immediate demand for wheat or other produce in his 
country or vicinity, or is in telegraphic communication with those 
who do know. The European Teslon therefore, calculating upon 
the basis of the offer made him, sends to his own customers through- 
out the provinee, or the country where his connections are, and 
offers to deliver them American produce at certain fixed rates in 
ease their answer is given within a certain number of hours. 

At the expiration of the time thus given each European corre- 
spondent knows whether he will be able to market at a profit the 
American produce that has been offered him at a fixed price; and 
before the close of business on the day succeeding that upon which 
the American broker has made his offer, there come back to him the 
acceptances from every part of the world of every man who, at the 
price named, cares tohandle American _- These acceptances 
are, of course, from but a comparatively small proportion of those 
to whom the offers were made. Advised of the amount he will be 
called upon todeliver, the American broker goes upon‘ change” and 
purchases to cover the sales thus made, and having made his offers 
according to the best: information in a matter in which he is an 
expert, the average result is a.net profit to him on the transaction. 
By this proeess, without the employment of any-extraordinary 
amount of capital, without assuming any risk except the one which 
he is best qualfied to measure, and in return for the assumption of 
which he has named and received his compensation, the American 
broker has succeeded in offering at every spot in the entire world 
American wheat in competition with thatfrom every other country. 

If, however, he is not to be permitted thus to do business; if he 
is not to be permitted to sell wheat until he has bought it—for 
the sale is.closed the moment the return telegram is received—this 
whole system of offering and“marketing American produce must 
cease, except in so far as it shall be carried on by the few who are 
able and willing either to contract in advance for tenfold the 
amount of produce that they can possibly expect to market, and 
thereby tenfold increase their expense and risk, or who are willing 
to limit their offers-to the few cases which would be possible if their 
aggregate is to be confined to the amount the American broker has 
contracted for: The result would be practically to stop the offering 
of the American produce in most of the markets in the world in any- 
thing like sharp competition with that from other countries, or so 
to: inerease the amount of capital required and the amount of risk 
involved as to require the exaction of a much larger margin 
between the price at which the firm offer is made and the price at 
which the produce can be purchased here. And as the former—the 
selling price abroad—is fixed by the level of the world’s commerce, 
this would mean just so much lower prices to the American pro- 
ducer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This bill does not do that. i 

Mr. WARNER. It is suggested by my friend [Mr. Wirti1aMs of 
Mississippi] that the bill does not do that. It may be claimed 
that if the precise order is filled by the shipment of standard grade 
that the bill does not prevent that. But it must be remembered 
that every single one of these orders carried on in trade is negoti- 
able; and when a Government contractor in Bristel, for example, 
wants to be sure that he will beable to get the wheat he does want 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 











at a price which will enable him to make a profit out of his eon- 
tract, he buys No. 2red wheat. An 
want as good a quality, or even if he wants a better quality, he 


knows that when the time comes he can exchange or settle that 


| 


And then, even though he does not | 


contract in such a way as to secure without sacrifice just the | 
quality he wants, the relation of the prices of the two grades being | 


practically constant throughout the world. The case is the same 
as with cotton. The penalties of this bill would prevent perfectly 
legitimate transactions. 


Now, there is the trouble with the bill of my friend from Mis- | 


souri. 
is about. He assumes that he knows what we mean when 
contract, and that if we do not do the precise thing he expects us 


to do we are committing a crime which, under appointment from | 
heaven, it is bis business to look out fur and punish; whereas this | 


is legitimate business; and in a great measure, although contracts 
for future delivery of cotton, as well as wheat, are in what is 
known as the standard brand, this is the way by which, indirectly 
as I have mentioned, not merely the standard brands and grades 
but the whole great product, of all grades, is marketed to the 
purchaser. 

INDUCEMENT FOR TEMPORARY INVESTMENT. 

I have attempted to illustrate but two of the numerous features 
of deals for future delivery, the conditions of which are inherent in 
the natural process of the marketing and use of our chief agricul- 
tural staples. There is another consideration which most substan- 
tially affects their price, and by which, not as a matter of original 
intent, but as a matter of beneficent result, the producer and con- 
sumer alike are greatly aided. Under the old system of spot deals 
in the products now largely hand.ed by sales for future deliv- 
ery, the investment in them—as is still the case with every product 
not dealt in by futures—tended to be limited to those who were 
specially conversant with the circumstances of their production and 
use, and had an extravrdinary amount of capital at their disposal. 
As fast, however, as an article became one. genrally quoted on the 
exchanges and extensively dealt in for future delivery it became 
an attractive objeet for temporary investment, which is what, I 
presume, is meant by my friend from Missouri when he talks about 
flogitimate speculation. That any product may be attractive for 
temporary investment—i. e., for the use of the vast amount of float- 
ing capital that is waiting permanent investment, or kept in hand by 
its owner as a safety margin in case his more risky ventures fail— 
certain matters are essential. The produet must be a well-known 
staple, so largely produced and so generally dealt in as to be famil- 
ier to the general public; and the conditions of its supply and use 
must be such as to make it reasonably sure that it has an actual 
worth independent of all probable risks which can be realized at 
any time without extraordinary trouble or sacrifice. 

These conditions are most nearly met in the case of our great agri- 
cultural staple; and to the preeise extent that facilities for infor- 
mation, transportation, and trade have been perfected, our food 
product has become more and more the normal investment for 
enormous amounts of capital that, until lately, were left idle in 
banks or confined to investments in Government funds, An im- 
portant effect of this development has been, first, greatly tv increase 
the number of investors and the amount of capital available for 
investment in farm produce, and thus somewhat to increase, and 
even more, to steady its price; and, second, to reduce the margin of 
expense for handling farm produce between the producer and the 
consumer, and thus benefit both. 

As to the former, the advantage of more numerous purchasers 
and more capital for investment in a given product, I shall not 
assume any special explanation to be necessary. 

On the second point, however, a word may be in order. So long 
as the dealing in produee is confined to those who have chosen it as 
their main business, the average profit which they expect must at 
least be as high as the ordinary interest upon capital, plus the re- 
ward for whatever of risk is involved. Temporary investments, 
however, are made as an alternative for leaving capital idle; and 
therefore, provided the investment is one from which his eapital 
can be easily and promptly withdrawn, the investor is willing to 
purchase the wheat or cotton involved on any terms which, on the 
average, will secure him a small fraction of the ordinary profits in 
his main enterprises. Asaresultof the presence, bidding for wheat 
to be delivered far in the future, of a vast amount of capital which 
will be satisfied on the average with profits at the rate of 2 or 
3 per cent interest, the discount is lessened—that is, a higher price 
is offered to-day for the wheat which will be needed next De- 
cember, than could be afforded by one who was making the purchase 
and sale of wheat simply his main business, and who therefore 
would insist upon discounting the expected future price to an ex- 
tent which would give him 6 percent or more interest as well as profits 
for histrouble. As a natural and desirable result, the great bulk 
of the ordinary businessof handling and marketing the farm produce 
of the civilized world is done through the temporary investment 
of floating capital willing to serve its purposes at an interest from 
3 per cent down to nothing, and eagerly competing for the chance 
te do so. 

_ The difference, after deduction of all strictly transport and hand- 
ling charges, between the old profit margin—which in former times 


His intentions are all right; but he does not know what he | 
we 





ae 


used alike to reduce the price to the producer and increa 


to the 

consumer—and that which obtains to-day is a practical illustration 
of the nature and extent of the universal benefit thus secure: 

It may be urged that the great amount of business has of itself 


permitted a lower relative scale of charges and profit. But even 
this is, in its turn, directly attributable to the eagerness with which 
capital seeking temporary investment avails itself of the opportu 

nities offered. If it is the result of this system—and it | 

is so—that to-day there are five or ten purchases and sales of grain, 
including the great number made by those who have taken it enly 
as a temporary investment, as compared with the far less number of 
those made in the main by special dealers a few years 
simply measures the competition for employment of.capital that has 
been the result of present methods, and indicates the inevitable low 

ering of interest and carrying charges that is the result of this com 

petition. 

The farmer is, therefore, directly benefited in the resulting 
cheapness with which his necessary business is transacted, while 
the extent of the competition for investment in that business 
measures the average reduction m the discount—greater for every 
month in the future—that will be madein naming a present price to 
the farmer from the probable worth of the wheat at the time when it 
shall be finally ground into flour. 

Noristhisall. Suchisthesanguinetemperamentofhumanity that, 
in the case of any article thus made a natural subject of temporary 
investment, the tendency always is to offer more than conservatism 
would estimate as safe. It is a most striking and conclusive result 
of this that the New York market averages higher than the Li 
pool market, and the Chicago market higher than the New York 
murket, when cost of transport is considered—in other words, that 


ure ly 
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Since, this 





| the temporary investors on the average lose their interest and pay 
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part of the transportation to boot, so that the Western farmer or 
Southern planter gets just so much more for his wheat or cotton. 

This feature—an advantage alike to the producer and consumer of 
wheat would be simply obliterated by such legislation as that now 
proposed. Not only does the fact that the investments are tempo 
rary, and thatthe same wheatis sold overand overagain withinatew 
months, multiply the obstruction and expense involved by the pro- 
visions of this bill; but if is a fact that frequently—thongh not 
nearly so often as claimed—it is convenient for all parties con- 
cerned to settle by paying differences. I presume my friend from 
Missouri will agree that if a bona fide temporary investor ocea 
sionally wants to back out of his contract he should be permitted 
to do so if he can arrange with the one to whom he is under 
obligation. But the trouble is that if he wishes to do so once in ten 
times the penalty provided by this bill will destroy his chances of 
profit on. the ‘whale ten deals, and the result will be that no ono 
will have to do with business subjected to such intermeddling, except 
the few gennine gamblers, who will arrange to evade the law, as 
they can easily do if they are unscrupulous enough. 

Mr. COX. You have demonstrated in your proposition that in 
order to send the wheat and the cotton to the consuming market, 
you bring into use the floating capital, and that makes it much 
more beneficial to the consumer. 

Mr. WARNER. It makes the interest charge iess. 

Mr. COX. If that is true, what is the man to do that has to buy 
the actual cotton? 

Mr. WARNER. I must confess that my friend has touched a per- 
fectly pertinent point. The man who actually proposes to specu- 
late in spot cotton has to make his money out of the lower price he 
can compel the producer to accept and the higher price he can 
compel the consumer to give; and ho is the man who would be hurt 
by this bill. 

Mr. COX. Then the man who buys the cotton and pays the 
money for it and gets the cotton is the fool in the transaction? 

Mr. WARNER. Itisactually the fact that most money made in the 
business of marketing cotton consists in the commissions which are 
received from sanguine gentlemen, who at the end find they have 
invested their money and transported the cotton without receiving 
much, if any, interest. It isnot profitable to-day, as it used to be in 
former years, for a man to go out and try to corner and control the 
crops of a single neighborhood, or to try to control the supply of a 
certain number of factories. If he tries to pinch the producer and 
the consumer in that way, the system of deals for future delivery 
will pinch him between them, and give the producer a better price, 
at the same time that the consumer gets his supplies more cheaply. 

Mr. WALKER. I think some gentlemen have failed to quite see 
that this transportation is done practically for nothing, that the 
crops of this country are handled practically for nothing. 

Mr. WARNER. I should not put it quite as strongly as that. I 
think they are handled practically for nothing so far as the interest 
charge is coneerned, and very frequently the competition of capital 
does pay a part of the transportation. 

Mr. WALKER. It brings the consumer and the producer right 
together. 

Mr. WARNER. Right together, at the expense of t 
men about whom I have been talking. 
Mr. TALBERT, of South Carolina. 

money, then? 

Mr. WARNER. 


hese middle 


Hlow do those m 1 make their 


thousands who 


The records will show that, of the 
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do this great business and invest their money to move your crops 
from the different parts of this country to Europe, nine-tenths of 
them lose money, and not one-tenth of them have as much money 
when they get through as one-tenth of the nine-tenths have lost. 

Mr. TALBERT, of South Carolina. They get rich all the same. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg your pardon, they do not get rich. The 
brokers do well, who also at the same time are profited by the 
sanguine temperament of these gentlemen; but the man who, with 
the great competition of capital, actually goes to the Southern 
planters and buys their cotton and takes that cotton himself and 
tries to market it in Liverpool, paying all freight and charges, is 
the fool from whom his money will be soon parted; and I do not 
know of aman who has been crazy enough to do it lately. 

Mr. COX. Is there not some way to protect him? 

Mr. WARNER. This bill would doit. This bill would put the 
farmers at the mercy of the local factors, and it would put the 
factories under the thumb of men who will corner the spot cotton, 

EXEMPTIONS PROPOSED. 

[am aware that by asomewhat elaborate system of exemptions, my 
friend from Missouri believes himself to have left the capitalist 
opportunities for investment in every direction where it will help 
the farmer at the same time that he has cut him off from realization 
in every direction which is an inducement to capital. This is a 
marvelously astute plan—provided the capitalist is an ass and will 
walk into a hole for the farmer’s benefit, knowing that he can never 
get out of it for his own. Until, however, there shall arise a new 
kind of fool—one who keeps his money until he lets the farmer fleece 
him—all such exceptions are simply ridiculous, and no capitalist 
will be attracted by legal permission to go into a speculation, by 
which somebody else will be assisted, at the same time that he is 
forbidden to get out of it in the way most likely to be of advantage 
to himself. fr he can not sell or settle his futures as he pleases, 
he knows better than to buy them from the farmer or anyone else 

THE TEST OF EXPERIENCE. 


No test of the pudding, however, is so conclusive as the taste, and 
nothing can be more conclusive than the tabulated experience of 
our principal markets under the development of the system of deal- 
ing in futures; and with one — I shall quote the statistics 
I have lately had prepared. That suggestion is this: While the 
result is uniformly to demonstrate that so far from excessive deal- 
ings for future delivery being a detriment to the price of the prod- 
ucts dealt, in, the contrary is the result, and prices are actually 
found to be higher in proportion to the extent of such dealings in 
futures, I must not for a moment be understood to attribute to the 
extent to which futures are dealt in the whole of the more favor- 
able market which coincided with the increase of such deals in 
futures. For, although the tendency of sosystematizing a business 
as to make it attractive to a vast amount of capital that otherwise 
would be unavailable for its purposes is inevitably to cheapen the 
processes of such business and give better prices to the producer, 
yet in the long run the relations of supply and demand are the great 
determinant factors in the price of farm products, as in the case of 
everything else. 

To a considerable extent, however, on account of the sanguine 
temperament that characterizes human nature, the extent of deals 
for future delivery is in a measure a consequence of high prices and 
at the same time a stimulus to higher ones. No one appreciates 
more clearly than I do that, since every investment in wheat has its 
corresponding sale and every sale its corresponding investment, the 
effect, so far as concerns the mere baiance of sales and investments, 
is rather to steady the price than to improve it, such enhancement 
as comes from these deals being due to the competition of capital 
thus induced and the cheapening of interest and other carrying 
charges thereby resulting. 

L, 


The first table which I quote shows the wheat transactions on 
the New York Produce Exchange for the past six years. 


Total sales on the New York Produce Exchange of wheat for future and spot delivery, 
with the range and average price of the contract grades for each month, monthly, 
Jor the past six years. 


No. 2 red winter wheat. 
Price per bushel. 


Total sales of 
| wheat futures 
and spot 

bushels. 


Average for 
month. 


Months. " or 
Range for 
month. 
Cents. Cents. 
, 561, 000 893 to 935 91 
167, 000 88 91 89 
5, 038, 000 oat 
3, 221, 000 974 
, 833, 200 103 
9, 043, 000 95 
226, 000 98: 
103 
1034 
121 
116 
1083 


January ......... 
Fobruary 


September 7, 868, 100 
October 224, 505, 200 
November 4, 954, 000 
December 49, 203, 000 


| 1,558, 141, 500 


1003 
994 
121 | 


Totals, range and average 
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Total sales on the New York Produce Exchange of wheat, ete.—Continued. 


No 2 red winter wheat, 


Total sales o Price per bushel. 


wheat futuré 
and spot 
bushels. 


Months. 
Range for 
month. 


Average for 
month. 


a 


Cents. 
78, 070, 600 34 to 104 


January 
February 60, 346, 000 93 
176, 626, 300 88 
152, 587, 900 823 
53, 700, 150 80 
146, 761, 150 792 
83, 508, 000 85} 
34, 821, 500 84 
65, 160, 000 834 
146, 565,000} 814 
66, 435, 000 823 
58, 567, 000 834 
79} 


“J, 123, 148, 600 | 


101 


July 
August 
September 
October 


December ........ ppbbdnscwustudeesen 


Totals, range and average 104 
1890. 

EY cccivewsesndGhenwansenin ewes 

Fobruary........e.6 eeccccces 

errr eececese cccoues 


52, 531, 000 84 
80, 024, 000 83 87 
116, 938, 000 89 
245, 139, 000 98 
138, 475, 000 108 
66, 547, 000 96 
95, 218, 000 100 
137, 625, 000 111 
94, 914, 000 10 
76, 435, 000 109, 
90, 138, 000 108 
44, 343, 000 10 


to 873 


— ——————— ——_—— 


1, 238,827,000 | 83$8 1113 


: 


——S Ss 


53, 823, 000 
71, 062, 000 
190, 305; 000 
287, 597, 000 
218, 910, 000 
121, 202, 000 
124, 616, 000 
169, 732, 000 
118, 814, 000 
146, 076, 000 
117, 424, 000 
72, 711, 000 


January 
February 
March ..... 


103 
112, 


118. 
128 
117 
lll 
ED Scedeaccheen cotveuse oesUemeseend 
August 

September ...... ebbekenden besdorceba 
October 


1074 
107 
108 
107§ 
1, 692, 272, 000 | 93) 1285 ‘ 


ci 


93, 997, 000 | 
154, 577, 000 
142, 280, 000 107 
190, 717, 000 1024 
134, 954; 000 99 

85, 643, 000 100 

66, 637; 000 885 

63, 620, 000 85 

39, 604, 000 804 

72, 646, 000 4 80 

63, 661, 000 ‘ 77 

43, 112, 000 79 

1, 151, 448, 000 | 734 
|— — — 


% 1003 


993 to 105: 
994 109: 


July 

August 

September 

ED vcthaectnncctuces éusuaeovasen 
November 

December 


60, 765, 000 
49, 551, 000 
99, 139, 000 
185, 882, 000 
123, 408, 000 
145, 676, 000 
101, 844, 000 
65, 705, 000 
38, 814, 000 
77, 013, 000 
74, 234, 000 
30, 434, 000 


1, 052, 465, 000 | 


January 
February 
March 


September 

October 

STEIN cn euctuccathdonvencesacseds 
December 


Totals, range and average 725 


The most summary consideration of this table makes it evident 
that prices and future dealings are directly proportioned to each 
other, i. e., the more extensive the dealings in futures, the higher 
the price, and vice versa. Taking the summary for the several 
years, we have during 1888 sales of 1,560,000,000 bushels, includin 
spot, at an average of 974 cents per bushel; in 1889, 1,123,000,0 
bushels of sales, at an average of 88} cents; in 1890, an aggregate of 
1,240,000,000 bushels, at an average of 96¢ cents; in 1891, an aggre- 
gate of 1,700,000,000 of sales, at an average of $1.08; in 1892, an 
aggregate of 1,150,000,000 of sales, at an average price of 89§ cents ; 
and in 1893 an aggregate of but 1,050,000,000 of sales, at an average 
of only 72} cents. In other words, the greater the extent of the 
os-ceied speculation in wheat, the higher its price, and vice versa. 


II. 


There is another way of looking at the same question, and with- 
out special introduction I present the following table: 
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York and Liverpool for spot No.2 red wheat. 


*rices at New ‘ = 
lace cath cites York City. Total wheat crop of the United States. 
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Ocean steam Sreights from New York to Liverpool. 
atio of aggregate sales to crop, and amount of exports. 
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Total sales of wheat, epot and futures, at Neu 




















| Prices at New York of No. 2 Priges at Liverpool for | Ocean freights on wheat, per | | 
| red wheat (the standard Nod. 2 red wheal, per bashel, Dy gtoam New York | Ratio of sales! 
grade) for spot delivery. bushél. to Liverpgpl. Wheat crop | at New York | 
r Hi - a i 1 ; =< ts ere : a of pry j 
ighest and_ lowest | y;.), . = Sad .|United States! andspot | Exportsof 
price actually sold | — —. a - | | Total sales of | for the cor- | wheat = the} wheat and 
Crop year, July |Annual) jor, with extremo Pelive = ee | | wheat at New| responding | wheat crop /flour from the 
1to June 30, Average, range. ie Sama lExtreme| York, spot | year, as esti of the United States 
price ” 4 Highest | Lowest | vadn oft and future, for mated by (‘United States for the same 
| (crop | Ex. | | yy. | monthly monthly | eR the crop year. | the U.S. De-| for thesame! crop year 
year) High- | Lowest! treme } Hiei eases l treme | average. | average. averages. | partment of crop year 
bushel,{°3t Spot} spot. | range | ent " a | range | | Agriculture. (times 
“| price. | price. | for ar tN wees ho SO | greater) 
| season.| season.| | | 
j { i } | 
} } d. d. d. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. 
SOUTER. no xdesns $1. 10,5; $1.22}; $0.96 | $0.26) $1.35§| $1.003| $0. 263 4} 1% | 2 1, 322, 888,000 | 421, 086, 000 3} 111, 584, 18: 
1884-'85 .......-- . 92 1, 064) . 76 30g, 1.14 93§, . 203 6 2 | 38 1, 279,907,000 | 5 5, 4 132 
eS ee 933 1.043} . 823 21g) 1. 054 . 943 103} 44 23 1% | 1,376,397,000 | 357, 112, 000 34 04,5 
1896-87 . 000000. 90} 1.07} 81g 254} 1.11 . 93% 17g 43 1 | 34 | 1,794, 961,000 | 457, 218, 000 | 3%! 153, 
1887-'88 ....2.0-- 88y,; 1.03 | - 784 248) - 995 - 853 - 134) 34 03 2% | 1,445,411,000 | 456, 329, 000 | a 119 
1888-'89 ......... . 96s, 1. 21 . 793 413} 1. 18} - 913) 274) 54 2 3g | 1, 603,369,090 | 415, 868, 000 25 88 
J889-'90 ......... . 893 1. O44) - 814 23; 1.033) - 95g - O78} 51's! lk 3¢4) 1,154,710,000 | 490, 560, 000 : 109, 4 
TEREOUE 5s <secess 1.083%) 1.304) =. 95g 253} 1.26 | 1.05% . 208 35 0,4) 3y’4| 1,481,575, 000 | 399, 262, 000 3h) 106 
os eee 1.035 | 1.156} .90%| .243) 1.289) =. 96 | 329 53 1% | 3h | 1,551, 541,000 | a611, 780. 000 e24) 22 
1892~'03 .......-- | . 78% . . 684 203} - 968) . 784 - 183 3 13 | ly 1, 013, 701, 000 | a515, 949, 000 2 191 
1900-08 * .. «6000: | 66% 74g}. 5G]. 14g 685). 15 3ys 2% | ly 797, 150, 000 | 6396, 131,725 c2 | dl42 


- 834} 


a Crops seriously underestimated, and now officially admitted to have been so. 


mates of the crops, which are undoubtedly much too small, making the apparent ratios of sales to crops too large. d About. 


Unless I am mistaken as te the clear and conclusive character of 
this table, it needs but little explanation. The volume of trading 
in futures and cash wheat at New York has declined in tho decade | 
from three and one-seventh times the crop in 1883-84 to two times, | 
or actually less, in 1892~93 and 1893-94; that is, prices and vol- 
ume of deals have decreased together. 

Again the Liverpool market is usually lower than the New York | 
market, freights and necessary charges being considered, and New 
York is likewise usually lower than the Chicago market, which is | 
generally considered the home of speculative trading. Or to sum | 
up the consequences of the excessive speculations in wheat, the cost 
of transporting wheat from Chicago to New York and from New York 
to Liverpool, and of the interests andcharges involved in carrying it 
from the time it is received at Chicago until it is actually consumed, | 
on an average of six months later, is so reduced by the competition 
of capital utilizing wheat futures as a temporary investment that | 
the business is practically done for nothing, and the cost of all 
processes between the time when wheat reaches Chicago and the | 
time when it is sold to an English miller is practically reduced to 
the cost of transportation alone, and the producer and consumer | 
are alike benefited by being thus brought more nearly together and 
relieved from what otherwise must be the far greater charge of 
serving them both. 





III, 


In order to put upon record as well a clear exhibit of the business 
transacted, as to avoid the merging and thus losing even immate- 
rial details in the figures of a general average, I shall add asan ap- 
pendix to my remarks a table prepared by Mr. J.C. Brown, statisti- 
cian of the New York Produce Exchange, to whom I am glad to ac- 
knowledge other indebtedness, showing the approximate sales on the | 
New York Produce Exchange of contract wheat for future delivery | 
for each month, and separately in each month for every other month, 
together with the monthly range and monthly average price of spot 
No.2 red winter wheat, monthly during the same period from Jan- | 
uary 1, 1890, to June 1, 1894. 

Though perhaps superfluous, a brief explanation may be proper. | 
Taking the first line of the first table (in the appendix) the state- | 
ment indicated by the figures is as follows: During January, 
1890, spot wheat ranged between 84,4, and 87} cents per bushel, | 
averaging for the month a price of 864 cents. During such month 
(January, 1890) there were sold for future delivery wheat as to 
which the seller was bound to deliver it in the mont named, but 
as to his option asto the day of the month, 1,536,000 busheis 
for delivery during the same month, or January, 1890; 3,648,000 
bushels for delivery in February, 1890; 4,136,000 bushels for delivery | 
in March, 1890; 1,536,000 bushels for delivery in April, 1&90; 
32,104,000 bushels for delivery in May, 1890; 2,784,000 bushels for 
delivery in June, 1890; 2,656,000 bushels for delivery in July, 1890; 
1,824,000 bushels for delivery in August, 1890; 136,000 bushels for | 
delivery in September, 1890, and 768,000 bushels for delivery in | 
December, 1890, the total amount thus sold during January, 
1890, for future delivery being 51,128,000 bushels. There are many 
interesting details which might be noted here. Of these the most | 
important, however, are the obvious increases of sales for delivery 
in July and September, and the extraordinary extent to which 
deliveries are contracted for May and December. As to July and 
September, this comes from the fact that the harvest of winter and 
spring wheat is expected to have developed by that time, while | 
May and December are respectively months as to which the former 


| Significant upon the questions involved in this bill. 
| one direction in which they are conclusive is as demonstration o! 


| | ; a. 7 


b Crop undoubtedly underestimated. e¢ Ratios calculated upon the official esti 
First 10 months. 


is the earliest one for which it is probable that lake and canal ship 
ments can arrive in time, and the latter, the latest one, not likely to 
be demoralized by the closing of our lakes and canals for the wiuter. 
I am far from claiming that every figure in the appendix noted is 
Indeed, the 


the immateriality of such considerations when compared with the 
dominant one of the relation of general supply and demand, and the 
most important variance—that of temporary conditions of transpor 
tation. 

To an extent, however, which I myself did not anticipate, 1 find 
that the apparent connection between the volume of sales and the 
price of wheat is not merely in the direction I have indicated—that 
is, toward the coincidence of extensive sales and high prices; but 
that this tendency is even more marked than I had supposed, and 
in this connection I submita diagram (see page 491), showing in 
graphic proportion the comparative course of average prices and 
volume of business, including sales for future delivery (which 
indeed constitute its far larger portion) in wheat upon the New 
York Produce Exchange for the last six years. It needs noexplana 
tion. It appears there so plainly that he whoruns may read—inless 
he runs away from it—that, generally speaking, in proportion to the 
activity in dealings in wheat as measured by the extent of the very 





| business this bill is intended to hamper, is the price which makes 


its production a profitable one to our farmers of the Northwest. 
RY, 

So much for the general argument upon this point. It may be 
suggested, however, that it would be more conclusive should I take 
the conditions which, because they now prevail, are those at once 
most serious and most practical. If the bill introduced by my 
friend from Missouri is thus to be judged, damnation awaits it. 


| The price of wheat for May of this year, the great delivery month 


in the Eastern markets, has ranged from 56 cents to 614, averaging 
58% cents per bushel. The sales for delivery during the month of 
May, 1894, on the New York market were as follows: 


Contracts made in Bushels. Averago 
price. 
TAly, 1808 ..ccccccccccccccccccccccces Sc cicvcaccccesecene 180, 000 | ‘ 83s 
ST hh «ttndsnegeedinddded duetnbddunmeuddbedeans 910, 000 Rob 
NE ME Nitcineinacacssddactcbdadenautdcabdedsde 2, 685, 000 | 834 
AOI RUNE CS adadicatecivecccsscawedecwadwasessucdedsene 31, 445, 000 | 78) 
RL BEET oGtnendvctcccssenécadcedsdedadadadansenees 37, 090, 000 | 733 
I abddékddckcvccsedcecnacadnebetubsans wank 19, 765, 000 | 724 
SOMME, LODE on. vc cccccccccccccsseccccccecacsscecessconses 29, 690, 000 704 
Es choc cs adbiws dtwe ented cae eeeaun ek wane 83, 820, 000 654 
a athe siiecithnwasnnnehanaaniiiibundoaeds 68, 185, 000 63" 
PMU Ge aac datidéceeescsreaccsdoceect 51, 555, 000 63} 
PPR Re sbidsidtdindisecannksdunsspbeasade teu $25, 325, 000 


From this it is plain that, so far from the bears last summer, 
autumn, and winter having beaten down the price of wheat by sales 
for future delivery, it was the bulls instead who, on their faith in 
wheat prices, invested in wheat futures an amount sufficient to carry 
our total stock of wheat on hand, at prices averaging about 9 cents 
above what it was worth during the month of May, and who have 
found themselves the losers to the extent of many millions of dollars 
on account of the fact that they had to pay during May, 1891, a far 
higher price for the wheat which they had bought months in advance 


SEAS a eee ee 
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than, when the price came to be settled by supply and demand in 
that month, the actual wheat was worth. 

In other words, the farmer who took advantage of the market 
afforded last September by the system of sales for future delivery 
obtained 24 cents per bushel more for the wheat that would have 
been called for by actual demand in May than he who held it until 
May received for similar wheat, when the price was fixed by actual 
supply and demand. If he sold in October he received, under the 
same system, 19 cents more than though he had waited until May. 
If he sold in November his advantage was 15 cents; in December, 
13 cents; in January, 11 cents; in February, 6} cents; and even 
after holding it until March or April, if he then took advantage of 
this system, he would have received 3} cents per bushel more than 
the average price in May as settled by supply and demand. 

Mr. TERRY. That was before we repealed the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law. 

Mr. WARNER. Wheat which was sold for future delivery near 
to the time of the repeal brought the highest price, much higher 
than when it was afterwards fixed by the law of supply and demand. 

Mr. SIBLEY. What about those who got only 35 cents a bushel 
for their wheat? 

Mr. WARNER. Where were they? 


Mr. SIBLEY. They were in Tennessee, the constituents of the | 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox}. 

Mr. WARNER. They must have been waiting for this bill to pass. 

Mr. SIBLEY. They have been waiting for something along time, 

Mr. WARNER. They ought to have sold their wheat last fall, 
for future delivery, when they would have gotten good prices. 

And these figures develop another consideration, namely, that, 
instead of the dealings in futures fixing the price of spot wheat, it is, 
on the contrary, the growing certainty of the relation of supply and 
demand for any given date that, as that date draws nearer, deter- 
mines the price at which futures then deliverable can be sold. The 
demonstration of our late experience is therefore absolute, first, that 
by the system of sales for future delivery the farmer has not been in- 
jured, but has been greatly advantaged as compared with what would 
have been his fate had he depended upon spot sales; and, second, 
that the price of spot wheat is really fixed by supply and demand, 
which, in its turn, as fast as its proportions develop, controls, and 
is not controlled by, the market for future delivery. 

THE REAL CAUSE OF LATE LOW WHEAT PRICES. 

But my friend from Missouri may remind me that the price of 
wheat is a serious and material matter, and may ask me to account 
for its serious decline during the past few years. I might retort by 
quoting from his own speeches and pointing to the price of silver 
and talking about Indian rupees nul Sinton exports. But I think 
he knows better than that now, as I certainly do. And knowing 
that it is supply and demand, and not rupee exchange or Hindoo 
proclivities, that govern the price of wheat—knowing, asI suspect 
he does, that so far from the decline in silver prices of late years 
having stimulated Indian exports of wheat, those exports have, on 
the average, been getting less and less instead of greater and greater, 
I simply quote here the statistics as to exports of wheat from British 
India, which show that the only year of late in which wheat exports 
have been as large as they were tem years ago was the year 1891-92, 
when wheat was higher here than in any other year of late, and that 
exports ef wheat from India have on the whole decreased since 1881. 
Exports of wheat from British India, from oficial sowrces, expressed in bushels ot 

60 pounds, for the years (crop years) April 1 to March 31. 





Wheat ex- 
ported. 


“Sa | April 1 to Mareh 31— 


Bushels. | 

Te 
is 514,231 || 1882-1883... = 
1869-1870 .. iP 145, 988 | oa coh 
1870-1871 .... 463, 908 ' 
iS71-1872 1, 189, 251 || 1885-18: | 


April 1 to March 31— 


Busiels. 
37,148, 543 
26, 495, 024 
89, 202, 636 
29, 588, 311 
39, 312, 969 
41, 588, 235 
25, 271, 249 
32, 872, 151 
25, 758, 551 
26, 754, 103 
56, 573, 043 
27, 950, 445 
22, 520, 660 


1867-1868 .... 
1868-1869 . . 


1872-1873 735, 485 | 

1873-187 3, 277, 781 | 

L874-1875 ..... 2,004, 156 || 

1975-1876 4,636, 767 |, 1889-1890 . 

1896-1877 - . 10, 428, 327 || 1890-1891 . 

1877-1878 | 11,896,580 || 1891-1892 . . 
1878-1879 . 1,.972,.544 |} 1892-1893 . i 
1879-1880 ... ial 4,109,495 |, 1893-1894 

1880-188 13,.896, 167 


I have done what I am afraid my friend from Missouri has not 
done, looked about the world to see what was the explanation of 
the fall in priee of American wheat. There are a number of causes, 
sir, but they may all be characterized by the one which I shall call 
to your special attention. 

ARGENTINE WHEAT DEVELOPMENTS. 


The Argentine Republie has of late been developed for agricul- 
tural purposes, especially wheat production, with a rapidity which 
is comparable only to the promptness with which, when her broad 
lands were once opened to communication, Daketa became se 
impertant a faetor in our own wheat supply. I append the statis- 
ties for the last twenty years, from which it that wheat 


exports from the Argentine Republic, starting at nothing im 1870 


and not becoming constant in any degree until 1883, had rise 
18,000,000 bushels in 1892 and 39,000,000 bushels in 1893, 


Exports of wheat, of flour, with total as wheat, from the Argentine Republic « 
nually, from oficial sources. 


n to 


s : Total as wheat 

| Wheat Flour bushels (reck. 
(bushels ot | (barrels of ‘oning flour at 4 
60 pounds). |196pounds).! bushels to 


93, 601 32, 822 
943, 176 18, 030 
42, 829 16, 009 
5, 772 14, 481 70, 936 
62, 658 6,173 90, 4 
2, 232, 329 54, 489 2,477, 52 
3, 986, 623 | 42, 004 4,175, 64 
2, 884, 109 83, 764 3, 261, 04 
1, 391, 265 59,189 1, 657, 615 
8, 739, 987 | 60, 751 9, 013, 34 
6, 574, 431 71, 902 6, 897, 990 
837, 982 | 7, 803 1, 008, 095 
12, 047, 924 135, 177 12, 656, 2 
14, 534, 016 | 78, 909 14, 889, 106 
17, 273, 394 | 212, 014 18, 227, 457 
37, 037, 280 | 427, 422 38, 960, 679 








*Commereial reprint of Argentine official figures. 


While the monthly bulletin for March, 1894, of the Bureau of 
American Republics estimates the exports for 1894 at 2,000,000 tons, 
or between 65,000,000 and 70,000,000 bushels. 

The startling showing thus made of sudden and great increase in 
production is made more so by the data thus far received as to 1891. 
When I first made note of matter to be referred to on this discussion 
the Corn Trade News of May 14 was the latest number of that peri- 
odical showing wheat in transport. On page 1122 I find that there 
was at that date actually afloat in transitu between the Argentine 
Republic and Great Britain alone 1,500,000 quarters, or 12,000,000 
bushels of wheat; and that there were also in transitu at. the same 
time for continental ports 615,000 quarters, or 5,000,000 bushels; 
while the list of ships already chartered and yet to load wassimply 
an appalling one. How great the entire shipment of wheat from 
the Argentine Republic to Great Britain and the continent will be 
during the present year is one which no prudent man will put below 
most extraordinary figures. All caleulations have already been dis- 
tanced, and not until the capabilities of the Argentine Republic 
and their rate of development have become more generally known 
than at present would it be safe to prophecy what is the future of 
wheat-growing in the United States. I am perfectly well aware 
that there is more than one consideration which may mitigate the 
result which nowseemsimminent. I suspect, indeed, that the unex- 
pected increase of Argentine production may have so startled the 
business world as to have been more than discounted, and thus to 
have made prices unremunerative even to Argentine producers. 
There is, however, nothing sure as yet. The situation can not be 
handled by any obstruction interposed by our Government to the 
most economical and natural methods of wheat marketing by those 
who are engaged in it here. 

There never has been a good time—there never will be—to enact 
any such legislation as that proposed by this bill. It seems, how- 
ver, like the irony of fate that it should be pending at just the mo- 
ment when its uselessness has been most thoroughly demonstrated 
by the course of late events, and when the damage to be done by its 
enactment will be ef most fatal consequence te American wheat- 

rowers, who. are now facing the mos¢ serious crisis by which they 

ave ever been met. How desperate is the condition which this 
bill would farther aggravate may be appreeiated when I note that 
under date May 28, 1894, Iam advised that grain room to Antwerp 
had been taken the week before at Baltimore for nothing ; that is to 
say, that one of our great grain-exporting points found so little 
demand for a commeree which in former years so profitably filled 
every outgoing vessel as to bring many of them back in ballast, 
that the comparatively few vessels which have brought cargoes to 
her found no grain to be earried eastward, exeept what they were 
ae - take as ballast alone and without any charge whatever 
or freight. 

I do = know, sir, that I ever felt much like getting very indig- 
nant at Nero beeause he fiddled when Rome was bugning, because, 
if anything is well established historically, it is that he was a good 
fiddler, and I do not swppose his fiddling helped the conflagration. 
(Laughter. ] But now, just at the very time when our export 
trade in produce is in the very worst peril it has ever experi- 
enced, when it seems essential that every scope should be given our 
traders to handle their business in the most economical and easy 
way possible—at such a time as this, for my friend from Missouri— 
who, although he may know something about fiddling, does not 








1894. 


know anything about dealing in wheat or cotton—to come in and 
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propose his intermeddling expedients in order to harrass and put to | 


further expense the men who are already almost driven out of busi- 
ness, is almost too much to view with equanimity. I know he does 
not mean it; I know he would not doa bit of hurt intentionally; 
but, sir, his is the calm assurance of a baby trying tomend a watch, 
or an anarchist arranging to fix a government. [Laughter.] The 
only trouble is that the gentleman is of age, and we cannot deal 
with him aecording to our sympathies, but must do so with regard 
to the merits of the measure he proposes to father. 

It would fatigue criticism, sir, to attempt any adequate exposé 
of this bill and of the depths of misinformation disclosed by the 
report which accompanies it. And I care now to call attention to 
but ene further consideration in this line. 

THI CORNERS,” OBSTRUCTS LEGITIMATE BUSINESS 
GAMBLING UNTOUCHED. 


BILL ENCOURAGES * AND LEAVES 


Every great speculation in produce which has brought disaster 


either to the producer, the consumer, or the speculator has been | 


made effective by the purchase and withholding from market of the 
actual produce involved. If this law forbade this, and its enforce- 
ment could prevent thus forestalling the necessaries of life and 
industry, and demoralizing the business dependent upon their con- 
sumption, there might be some excuse for it. Se far, however, is 
the bill before us incapable of producing this effect that it does not 
even pretend to attempt it, but, leaving untouehed every oppor- 
tunity for this crime against civilization, proposes to discourage 
capital from produce investments so as to make more easy and 
more disastrous the “cornering” of the aetual product. 
effect, therefore, is to discourage legitimate business and to lessen 


the amount of capital available for earrying the world’s stock of | 


produce, thereby facilitating speculation in it by those who shall 
actually attempt to forestall it, with the inevitable result, when 
the market breaks, of a time of lower prices than any which could 
otherwise have ruled. 

The law, however, would be utterly ineffective to prevent gam- 
bling in farm produee. For the whole world is to-day a single 
market, and purchases are made from Chicago, at London, at Berlin, 
at Calcutta, as easily as they are at. Duluth or New York. Legiti- 
mate business must be carried on and legitimate investments are 
made along well-defined limits of trade, and within comparatively 
narrow limits of locality. The gambler is indifferent as to the 
market in which he deals. The result, therefore, of the enactment 
into law of this bill would be to demoralize legitimate business in 
America. 
by the same men in the same way, except that the nominal place of 
the fictitious sales and purchases would be London or Berlin instead 
of New York or Chicago—in the world’s markets where the price of 


these products is fixed—and whence prices in America would be | 
aftlicted (if atall) preeisely the same as though the fictitious sales | 


were made here. 

IT have omitted, sir, torefer to the puerile devices by which it is 
attempted in the bill now pending to bring within the scope of this 
bill numerous classes of contracts which ordinarily would not be 
subject to the jurisdiction either of our Government. or that of any 
of the States. I shall not assume that there is any member of this 
House to whom they will not upon reflection plainly appear to be 
the shams which they really are. Ishall not dignify them by the 
notiee involved in an argument against them. As a lawyer, how- 
ever, I will summarily state—what will be concurred in, I believe, 


The | 


As to gambling, however, it would still be carried on | 





| those who promote it. 
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by every brother lawyer i this House—that 
who is willing to do his business through foreign offices wil! ev: 
be in the least degree troubled by them. When we shall all |] 
become wonted to the methods | shall suggest he will beso lit 
bothered by anything which my friend from Missouri has concoct 
that he will not have even unpleasant reason to remember his ex 


ence. But tothe American citizen who must do his business 
I can offer no sueh guarantee. 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
As to the broad question of constitutionality, a similar reason 
would prompt me to let the obviously unconstitutional character of 
this legislation develop itself from the arguments of those who 
ventured to defend it. jut, sir, I have another reason—and to me 


even a betterone. The ends proposed and the means suggested are 
so far outside of what seems to me desirable and tolerable, that 
questions of technical constitutionality are of little moment. To 
one like myself, who has the little regard for the intent of this bil 
and the utter abhorrence of the means proposed that I entertain, 
it is worse than frivolous to urge in addition that it is unconstitu 
tional. On the other hand, with anyone who, thoroughly unde1 
standing the scope of this measure, shall deliberately conclude its 
end to be laudable and its means proper, I do not care to discus 
questions of constitutionality. There is no earthly reason in my 
mind why, bent upon sueh an errand, he should allow himself to b 
restrained by either law, morals, or common sense. 

If there is any man, calling himself a Democr: 
understanding this bill, needs to consult the « 


aiter tull 
nstitution or any 


, who, 





other document in order to know whether he shall favor it or not 
then, sir, either he or I is in the wrong party. 
The bill is simply a meddling one. If enacted into law, it woul: 


be worse than worthless for the aims it professes and which, in sim 
ple charity, are all those which I attribute to the conscious intent of 
It is so outrageous that if enacted it must 
promptly produce such a revulsion as shall blot it from the statute 
books. Were it a Republican measure,I should have it photo- 
graphed and exhibited asa horrible example of the consummate 
folly of blind paternalism. As it is, [ean only appeal to those of my 
Democratic friends who may have the least intention of supporting 
it, to keep on studying it until they are sure they understand it. 
This being done, not merely is the measure before us foredoomed, 
but the disgrace of even the presentation of another of its characte1 
ever averted from our party. 


The chairman of the committee reporting it has admitted that the 
bill is an attempt to interfere with what he concedes to be legitimate 
business in order virtually to apply Federal criminal law to a matter 
which he confesses is none of the business of the United States 
Government. And in order to dodge the Constitution, he proposes 
another evasion ; and under the assumption that this subjeet belongs 
to the Committee on Agriculture, brings in a revenue bill, and inter 
feres by an unconstitutional use of the taxing power. 

It seems to me, sir, that as representatives of the various sections 
of this country, we should not merely avoid interference with the 
legitimate business of citizens, but that, as Congressmen of the 
United States of America, we should confine the exercise of our 
funetions within that range of both erimiaal and civil law that is 
confided to our jurisdiction. As Democrats we should remember 
that the welfare of this country demands less rather than more of 
Federal interference; that we come here not to extend paternalism 
but to abolish it; and that our office is rather to repeal bad laws 
than to make worse ones. [Loud applause. ] 


CHART SHOWING MONTHLY VOLUME OF TRADE IN WHEAT AND AVERAGE PRICE OF NO.2 RED WHEAT ON THE 
NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGE. 
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Table showing the approximate sales on the New York Produce Exchange of contract wheat for future delivery, together with 


Spot No.2 red winter per bushel 

for month (in store). 
Months a - ria ia ae ia ae oe 
Range. Average price. | Jan., 1890. | Feb., 1890. | Mar., 1890. | Apr., 1890. May, 1890. | Juno, 1890. | July, 1890. | Aug., 1890. | Sept., 1890 


Sales each month for future delivery in- 


Cents. Cents Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bu shels. Rushels. | Bushels. Busivels 

January, 1890... 84", to 874 864 1, 536, 000 | 3,648,000 | 4,136,000 | 1,536,000 | 32,104,000 | 2,784,000 | 2,656,000 | 1,824,000 | 136, 00 
February, 1890. ..! 8342 874 85 | 504, 000 2, 176, 000 704,000 | 42,776,000 | 11, 080, 000 8, 192, 000 5, 872,000 | 2, 456, ou 
March, 1890 86} 894 | 3 648, 000 | 704, 000 | 58, 712, 000 , 240, 000 | 14, 784, 000 9, 056, 000 | 5,456, 000 
April, 1890 86}} 984 | 93y%5 | | ) 64, 952, 000 82,776, 000 | 53, 720, 000 | 20, 976, 000 | 16, 232, ov 
May, 1890........ 93 103 + ; 4, 208, 000 3, 744, 000 | 34, 080, 600 | 27,120,000 | 20, 016, von 
June, 1890........] 91z 962 | 944 936, 000 8, 736, 000 | 14, 168, 000 | 12, 392, dun 
July, 1890 : 94 1004 967% | 2, 776, 000 | 15,472,000 | 18,272. ovo 
August, 1890.... 943 111 | 2, 144, 000 | 21, 088, O00 
September, 1890. 99% 1064 | | 

October, 1890... . 1004 1092 

November, 1890 6) 1083 

December, 1890. . 101g 1064 





Total deliveries contracted for . 


| Spot No. 2, red winter, per bushel, a i —- ‘ Biciie 
sei for month (in store). Sales each month for future delivery in- 
MOT is. = - = - —_ — - - 
Range. Average price. | Jan., 1891. | Feb., 1891. | Mar., 1891. | Apr., 1891. | May, 1891. | | June, 1891. | July, 1891. | Aug., 1891. | Sept., 1891 
| 


Cente. | Cente. | Bushele. | Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. " Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. Bushels 
January, 1891....| 1034 to 1104 30, 920,000 | 2, 168, 000 | 28, 784, 000 | 984,000 | 10,728,000 | 3,040, 000 16, 000 
February, 1891... 1094 1124 th 160, 000 | 1, 448, 000 | 35, 792,000 | 3,360,000 | 17,640,000 | 3, 640, 000 592, 000 
March, 1891 | 109 118} i | 608, 000 58, 240, 000 | 8, 440, 000 | 56, 800, 000 | 22,680,000 | 5, 400, 000 
April, 1891 1143 128% 94 36, 880, 000 | 17,016,000 | 86, 264,000 | 44,616, 000 | 22, 304, 000 
May, 1891 1094 1173 . . 4,112, 000 | 73, 584, 000 | 33, 760, 000 | 17, 080, 000 
Jane, 1891 1025-111 sioue | 1,000, 000 | 28, 648, 000 18, 712, 000 | 12, 904, 000 
July, 1891 934 1063 § 5, 016, 000 | 20, 904, 000 | 26, 344, 000 
August, 1891..... 97% 114 | 7, 616, 000 , 784, 000 
September, 1891. . 100 1074 2, 000 
October, 1891... .. 102 107 
November, 1891 . .| 1034 108 
December, 1891 .. 103 107§ 





Total deliveries contracted for , 380, iE 744, 34, 912, 000 | 283, § 584, 000 |155, 104. 000 1119. 176 000 


| Spot No. 2 red winter per - bushel . ot : Sl 
—— for month (in store). Sales each month for future delivery in— 
MOonLHS. enema - ~_ —— — —— 


Range. | Average price. | Tan., 1892. Feb., 1892. | Mar. , 1892. Apr., 1892. | | | May, 1892.' June, 1892.' July, 1892.' Aug., 1992. | Sept., 1892. 
x 





Cents. Cents. ' Bushels. " Bushels. by Bushets. Bu shel, ~ ‘Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. B ushele. Bu she Is. 

January, | 993 to 1053 102g | 2,295,000 | 6,480,000 | 9,472,000 | 5,705,000 | 56,980,000 | 3,520,000 | 1,105,000 
Febrnary, a 99% 1094 , 545, 8, 585,000 | 8, 730, 000 |102, 045, 000 | 18,115,000 | 7,570, 000 370, 000 | 
Mar 39 96 107 1,795, 000 | 3, 460, 000 | 75,120,000 | 21, 630,000 | 24,455,000 | 7,985,000 | 2,755, 000 
open 1892 | 5 1024 1, 675, 000 | 63, 065, 000 | 37,210, 000 | 53,130,000 | 15, 995, 000 | : 35, 000 
May, ‘ 99 17, 390, 000 | 27, 635, 000 | 54,470,000 | 12,880,000 | 9,315, 000 
June, "1803 Sina’ 7% 100 2, 220, *, 176, 000 | 19, 140, 000 18 740, 000 
Jaly, 1892. . . 88§ Vs 12, 385, 000 | 11, 830, 000 

35 2, 470, 000 15, 425, 000 
Se ate mabe r, 1802.. 803 5 
October, 1892, .... 3 B04 
November, 1892.. { 77k 
December, 1892 ..! 79 


Total deliveries contracted for ...... ‘neces | 89, 374, 000 | 20, 891, 000 1, 000 | 35, 492, 000 | 25, 610, 000 
a ste estesttanasignttett easter sdanaiaa dln: aetipiseachitinsieaelplinintiiaesincsistasnctingeenalaliaitielibaaiiaibantity 





509, 156, 000 |114, 820, 000 171, 550, 000 | 71, 225,000 | 65, 925, 000 


9 ‘ i > 
Spot No. 2 red winter per Sales cach month for future delivery in— 


aEéaths bushel for month (in store). 


"Range. _[ Average price. Jen. 1993. | Feb., 1893. eet April, 1393. May, 1893. | June, 1893. | July, 1893. Aug., 1893. 








Cents. Cents. " Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. 
January, 1893..... 772 to 824 | 9% | 710, 000 1, 380, 000 3, 835, 000 0 40, 790, 000 3, 160, 000 Tee feSsebecasics 
February, 1893 ... 76} to 81} 7 , 4, 600, 000 27, 190, 000 870, 000 BB, Be beds cccuccccs 
March 1893 73} to 793 1, 490, 000 43, 320, 000 2, 095, 000 42, 405, 000 | 1, 180, 00. 
ae 1 74 to 78} | 64, 215, 000 5, 535, 000 88, 755, 000 | 685, 000 
May, 744 to 813 | é 9, 775, 000 3,605,000 | 58, 855, 000 2, 740, 000 
June, 1893 Sse 684 to 764 | 44,865,000 | 9, 965, 000 
July, 1893 644 to 734 1, 610, 000 9, 885, 000 
August, 1893 655 to 693 885, 000 
September, 1893 . 684 to 74g 
October, 1893 . : 653 to72 | 
64} to 684 | 
December, ‘tee | 643 to 69 


| Pushete. | Bushele. | Bushele. 





Total deliveries contracted for 9, 695, 000 2, 515, , 850, 290,000 | 283, 485, 000 | 258, 320, 000 | 








“Spot No.2 2 red winter, per bushel (for Sales each month for future delivery in— 
month in store). ; 


| Average price. Jan., 1894. Feb., 1894. Mar., 1894. A Pr., 1894. May, 1894. 
Cents. ae ing Cents. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. " Bushels. Bushels. 
January, 1894 65§ to 683 663 530, 000 | 1, 170, 000 1, 720, 000 29, 690, 000 
February, 1894 598 5 325, 4, 020, 000 | | 83, 820, 009 
March, 1894 j 603 ‘ 995, 000 68, 185, v00 
April, 1894 61 7 51, 555, 000 
May, 1894 56 B1i ERE 3, 215, 000 


Months. 
Range. 


Total deliveries contracted for............-.0++ évvbe 7 2, 440, | 10, 770, 000 | 328, 540, 000 | 
Eo : eee ~ : nme 


















































1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6493 








APPENDIX. 


the monthly range and monthly average price of spot No. 2 red winter wheat monthly, from January 1, 1890, to May 31, 1894. 































































































a ‘ eiciisinlltiaihssatiinaaatainmasnaiititindegss veins ciasictascpcscmpastia a 
Sales each month for fature delivery in Total sales 
J —— a aretha ee, oe a ; a for future 
Oct..1890. | Nov.,1890 | Dec.,1890. | Jan.,1901. | Feb.,1891. | Mar.,1891. | Apr.,1891. | May,1991. | July,1891, | Aug.,1391.! Dec.,1891.} “very: 
! | 
s ; ceaien ientli sisinndiasapliaiaaje 
Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. Bushels Bushels. Bushels. Bushels Bushels. | Bushels 
Fee ieee alae ed i citnic nekire ebGul doa sek OSU Eee etan dhaekstucedabenwadabwnd erie eer arcadia teal ieee haiti ad .--| 51,128,000 
seiceeea naethew | IT 0. bta a ECS Suk na ta Sea cana an eReeeEese dhkdeKhesvachatabihaduncaakenzebandandail | 78, 584, 000 
PO ae 2 Vacndbincncn asl cdc.iduaascnadeeee meade ok cadnvaadaticc tdi cackent ae 
Ce ee eee see EN orsicn Neeundae Dic anauadnade takkantenaadeedabowswna caro ee Rcaaiee eed Pip acdncuaeeedtaaaaenaies eae 214, 184, 000 
72, 000 CG. fe virvcadenvaselnendcesademsductsadesticons idsctnatcamanl THE GOW faksaccunciesds Bapawesewnbetesernisens 138, 448, 000 
94d O08 ¥a0 ceiuet ss dh ME OOP ven tasacéen | 8,000 |..... eae ae SO iia a 64, 192, 000 
768, 000 16,000 | 42, 168. 000 eI dele aa ac ccnc cae “iboawese Jecenccl SEENON tui Bee cbgil eit Ei acankaana ee } 92, 096, 000 
3, 840, 000 | 472, 000 62, 656, 000 | 1, 096, 000 } 96, 000 eS ake ln al i | Gs Be Ce En cteteaTcatbiabakatceaadace obit 136, 504, 000 
1, 664, 000 328, 000 45, 456, 000 | 272, 000 24, 000 DG tchavededwednae | SS OO) lsccdadninwaaiin Dendandeealzwndtan ceded 92, 840, 000 
536, 000 | 728, 000 35, 168, C00 | 992, 000 96, 000 | | 36, 296, 000 GEE. GED Ta cccctiuceus ah aie ; 74, 768, 000 
amie 32, 000 21, 112, 000 4, 448, 000 624, 000 PI Ts cectdatecwows 58, 392, 000 1, 392, 000 24, 000 16,000 | 88, O88, 000 
ene ces dees si eeeeheeeenee ns 2, 888, 000 2, 408, 000 448, 000 Ee AG Ieadasacndseae 31, 768, 000 3, 064, 000 112, 000 504, 000 | 43, 136, 000 
7 O04 000 1, 632, 000 We Se londscncukaucotslsscedenadaseadeendeed cebeuasbndehe coveskentbhetuctaesadeinaatant 
' ' 
Sales each month for future delivery in Total sales 
i ae ane ' , a for tuture cd 
| Oct., 1891. Nov., 1891. | Dec., 1891. | Jan., 1892. Feb., 1892. Mar., 1892. Apr., 1892. May, 1892. June, 1892. July, 1892 livery. 
Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels 
te Ee It Rel 7 ti 2) oe De iog. Coos cil oed od babe baked bine dken dhakeaal semble ikdknes adel bendanscmucetaesnaaeseudeauue 52, 208, 000 
at cies 0 a aie te Zale ls Dt oh.) Canadiana Henk hb dieawd de leeed eMeecenenhdd ieseweed ee ndcddeatedaeucecetsnentaleaesedbeeaaatseulennes ea 69, 400, 000 
Fe RE ac a tal rial rh. S) S2ee ee COC k cael a cwethenagesadinededccudbddacwsletanenniemidsdsltdddeawxeunknasddhiawads 188, 984, 000 
| BN Nes cc wenn aoa 71, 888, 000 MLE idkdGaareamelaGaaded ace cbbendbedbtheunekeedius ro: 2 ee re 284, 616, 000 
| 620, 000 |.ccccccsccces 7G, G40, 000 | occccccsccccse DAMcedekebend sasilenetessuenceloedses | 6,912, 000 |........ a lee es 914. 088. 000 
4, 008, 000 128, 000 44, 704, 000 48, 000 | | COON fe wnecvnces snheatinah 115, 848, 000 
6, 248, 000 464, 000 48, 672, 000 425, 000 6, 536, 000 |...... tahdeuntinawade 114, 609, 000 
18, 488, 000 3, 856, 000 86, 544, 000 1, 640, 000 | L tie ‘i | Te Ee ncenoceundeasan sed tai <0 areal 163, 188, 000 
17, 368, 000 2, 712, 000 69, 088, 000 2, 790, 000 | 655, 000 160, 000 20, 000 | wo ee ee ae 112, 975, 000 
1. 968, 000 | 3, 840, 000 68, 008, 000 5, 180, 000 | 1, 875, 000 1, 320, 000 1, 560, 000 | 55, 060, 000 50,000 |... f 138. 861. 000 
i eae 520, 000 37, 680, 000 14, 700, 000 4, 040, 000 9, 360, 000 2, 960, 000 46, 480, 000 1,320,000 |......... 117, 060, 000 
ere re epee ee Teer 3, 072, 000 12, 280, 000 6, 040, 000 4, 800, 000 1, 500, 000 38, 320, 000 3, 120, 000 25, 000 69, 157, 000 
|} 49, 104, 000 11, 520, 000 GO BEE CON Fecccconscctenes snoudncdvacncelssanceseseypces wenvicntesdacchunsess thaneheddetad hbnusenétn 
| 
Sales each month for future delivery in Total sales 
— a ae i a eile . = for future 
| Oct., 1892. | Nov.,1892. | Dec., 1892. | Jan.,1893. | Feb., 1893. Mar., 1893. Apr., 1893. May, 1393 Tune, 1893 July, 1893 Sunrer; 
Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels Bushel: Bushels 
6etenndeus ° ! Caen ec et a ae 85, 537, 000 
stucehb da ote Els de REUSE Ke C6 Ole SO hdt hha Oe Eies ERCERE De SURE DORSET ENSSSS6E ROCESS NCEE EEE 645 66084 KbdbdT Ss CKO KEK EOESADBK GE HOO dde co ndleseenesdsesaue 146, 960, 000 
sia Genen die leses Cur syenda ON oo casducaxentied acasunataes Tideun gat sapeelvbyes cutinasmibetedeseonsdasats tiedasvacndecdsonpeatides ee 137, 520, 000 
| 490, G00. jo ccccecccceess 4,940, 000 |...ccceccccccclecccccecccccns lecdbcevchecusnec|ensseesinesoucss | RO iaiudeossanaspasbeenes Stead 182, 875, 000 
| 375, 000 EE aR SEE Secwetancheedantsieecanusescios DicncasaGuvdadibabsisnscédudaaand 1, 450, 000 |...... Soo ae eae Se call Sen 129, 095, 000 
870, 000 120, 000 10, O00, O08 loon iveweceene etaeeks ct Ut su guneialaasebin teitacanecnnads ee a a ee yds ; 79, 020, 000 
2, 095, 000 100, 000 20, 515, 000 BE GEe Ectdacecwascons SRE Padnnws seecneened 4, 005, 000 gnedadathdaebindaeas “ », 270, 000 
7, 730, 000 | 95, 000 Te EG OE Lacocceunwedeeds ee nee Is iin woke od edkcal a i YY ee ne a 55. 510. 000 
6, 345, 000 | 565, 000 BTW OOO Co cvedscvasdane Ricci a eaten eee BSE Eivlenccdadendcns Te AOS bocccncases caceuinenass ; 35, 670, 000 
880, 000 | 1, 190, 000 82, 435, 000 690, 000 110, 000 2, 170, 000 25, 000 28, 640, 000 70, OOO |.....- ae 66. 210. 000 
vsebiereneewnka } 305, 000 21, 645, 000 3, 475, 000 595, 000 6. GR OOO fececcess roe 25, 875, 000 450, 000 al 57, 205, 000 
peered sesnsasdeceans coesace 1, 955, 000 4, 810, 000 400, 000 UNG ier cdvasnewdacads 22, 990, 000 195, 000 770, 000 '7, 675, 000 
| 18,715,000 | 2,375,000 | 140,010,000 |..............).. eee eee let aices Sapapeihvitestalewenets iobeaicie eisaninttibesnnte esningn 
| Sales each month for future delivery in— Total sales for 
ala ~— sehasieaipnia ins legpea ia Falck nctieaateacaamrn eT tec ete future delivery 
| | . : | : . : lena meaatil 
|. Sept.,1893. | Oct., 1893. Nov.,1894. | Dec., 1893. Jan., 1894. Feb., 1894. Mar., 1894. April, 1894. May, 1894. during 1 
Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushe 
looouqecwuceseeéus ee eee eee ee ere rr DdaiittodCemddewhs hudba ne etiddde Atom eks was mdivaigd Nuits rd f 5,7. 165. 000 
rrr r errr ree eee eee eee eee Sees esccesececsl(scceescesereseseios eececccecesecss ees oe sacleeeusecese . . 4( 10. 000 
BB BOO lancccksccseccadelae eecccecccceces 1, Lt icapbnendeaene ia as ae ales ae al le ea es a a seuzivacecatcaaemaa . 94, 080. 000 
| 10, 215, 000 | errr re ack riktcaas ounces DS ccdutocedeaen palstwiadecd Pe iach dean d cdcsbaed ea tee 178, 480, 000 
| 24, 850, 000 | DG litatiatenndatade kL Rat asd cin altte Wialraaiel ites aainae Rie dea —_ : aie : 94 0. G00 
59, 930, 000 | 1, 340, 000 | 50, 000 | Be EE loctitincaninceave De ional eeiate iciaet de codons aw atte - : i 137. 525. 000 
45, 515, 000 1, 790, 000 40, 000 | IEE Lititnccanuntiivianlneawess gigagusstedeaesgueddidctelsaecea inwates 180, 000 | 92. 970. 000 
28, 640, 000 4, 635, 000 80, 000 | 24, 890, 000 | Tt tithes eideddéniaassthbanctestkstenstéedsatndeanns 910, 000 | 60, 050. 000 
2, 075, 000 6, 250, 000 60, 000 22,510, 000 | 10,000 |...... ci Ph ns el i a oe 2, 685, 000 | 33. 590. 000 
locsboneceste ineoh 1, 205, 000 | 20, 000 | 35, 550, 000 | 580, 000 160, 000 690, 000 paweaenes $1, 445, 000 70. 250. 000 
a seaneataisdweiied Pidebkeaedsnenee 215, 000 | 30, 280, 000 720, 000 | 560, 000 PL Oe teeskddndaaiabas $7, 090, 000 70. 690. 000 
ladeeweuwedeuien i ddcek den sbecesalnns atehsehakbece 3,360, 000 1, 430, 000 | 225, 000 BONO feu ceeanundonneal 19, 765, U0 26, 300, 000 
173, 445, 000 15, 865, 000 ae ee ee 
Sales each month for future delivery in Total sales for 
a atid — ici ts i future delivery 
June, 1894. July, 1894. Aug., 1894, Sept., 1894. Oct., 1894. Nov., 1894. Dec., 1894. Year, 1894 during month 
j Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels 
195, 000 1, 060,000 REET Po ducuapatnccds DislnaeUde ss eaddataanetooedéddécwtenans et es ee 6, O15, 000 
35, 000 23, 625, 000 | 1, 305, 000 BOE feccoccesces Ssecesfecacescsvensecuscs] Ee A Te canccmnanxesce 125, 665, 000 
705, 000 | 31, 550, 000 | 160, 000 J | eee ; naaehnwuelie } 8, 715, 000 2, 370, 000 113, 405, 000 
415, 000 | 55, 470, 000 | 1, 425, 000 2, 350, 000 | PRONE. sedskvhes teen 6, 690, 000 |...... o 117, 925, 600 
825, 000 44, 465, 000 | 2) 870, 000 11, 625, 000 Ru Shat tweed cstadii eens 19, 985, 000 50, 000 833, 035, 000 
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{[Mr. BRYAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. HATCH. How much time has the gentleman from Ne- 
braska remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. [yield that to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. I reserve that time, and move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on tho state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consider- 
ation the anti-option bill (H.R. 7007), and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. OaTssS, until August 8, on account of important busi- 
ness. ° 
To Mr. NORTHWAY, for one week, on account of business en- 
gagements. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. HARE, from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, reported the bill (S. 1076) to release a cer- 
tain limitation existing in an act of Congress touching the Epis- 
copal Church at St, Augustine, Fla.; which, with the accom- 
panying report (No. 1107), was ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. MCRAE, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, reported adversely the bill (S. 1583) for 
the relief of Wesley Montgomery; which, with theaccompany re- 


port (No, 1108), was ordered to be printed and indefinitely post- | 


poned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, and a resolution, and a 
memorial of the following titles were introduced, and severally 
referrred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7478) to se- 
cure adequate compensation for the right to construct, use, or 
extend, and operate street railroadsin the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (A. R. 7479) to secure uniformity in 
the names of minor streets in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A resolution to allow the Committee 


on Ventilation and Acousties aclerk for the session—to the Com- | 


mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HULICK: A joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of Ohio and memorial relative to pensions of soldiers 
of the Union Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 7480) for the relief of J 
W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7481) to restore 
Margret Barney, widow of Herman Fenskey, to the pension 
rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H.R. 7482) granting a pension to 
Dora Sangston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of Mathias Krouse, alias 
Mathias Weibel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to Robert McDon- 
ald—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 7485) to increase the pension of 
Cornelius D, Hughes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H.R. 7486) for the relief of 
Richard Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7487) for the relief of Sarah 
Grisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


| 


JUNE 19, 


Royai Arcanum, of Gardner, Mass., praying for an amendment 
to the tariff bill relative to fraternal beneficiary societies, ete. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 575 
| a bill for the relief of Charity Ann Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ? 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Gloucester Council, No. 
316, Royal Arcanum, Gloucester, Mass., for passage of Senate 
amendment to tariff bill to exempt fraternal beneticiary socie- 
ties from income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of McMullen County. 
Tex., for passage of House bill providing ior the terms of court 
at Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Memorial to Congress of the 
HumboldtChamber of Commerce, urging the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the cigar-makers of 
New Brunswick, N. J., in favor of a duty of $4 per pound on ci 
gars—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Alexander Wilson, J. E. Hill, and 
20 other citizens of Morrellville, Cambria County, Pa., praying 
| for the adoption of an amendment to the tariff bill exempting 
| fraternal societies from the provisions of the income-tax feature 
of said bill—to the Committes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of Rev. W. F. Silvens, pastor Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, and of Rev. J. P. Porter, of th: 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lebanon, Ohio, and of the con- 
gregations thereof, for the suppression of the lottery traffic in 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Three petitions of citizens ol 
Cleveland, Ohio, for the passage of an act recognizing the ser\ 
ices of military telegraph operations—to the Committee on Mi! 
| itary Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W.S. Hendrixson, J. Macey, and 
others of Iowa College, against Honduras lottery—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of citizens and ex-soldiers of 
Columbus, Ohio, urging passage ofaservice-pension bill—to th: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Fred W. Merdel and 15 othe: 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the exemption of fraternal 
beneficiary societies from the income tax—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, asking increased appropriation for fast-mail service from 
Cincinnati to the South—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Roeper & Beyer, John E. Dana- 
her, John Wansboro, and E. Schell, protesting against any in- 
crease of the tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded 
period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles R. Heller and 17 other citizens of 
Albany, N.Y.,againstincome tax on fraternal beneficary orders— 
to the Committe on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of certain members of the Royal 
Arcanum, praying the adoption of amendment to the income-tax 
feature of the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of United States Council, No. 
639, Royal Arcanum, and of Independence Council No. 687, 
| Royal Arcanum, in favor of exemption of fraternal beneficiary 
| societies, ete., from the income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
' and Means. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 19, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MruBurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. QUAY presented petitionsof Edwin H. Chase and 16 other 
citizens of Luzerne; of Alexander Wilson and 22 other citizens 
of Morrellville; of Edwin L. Morgan and 17 other citizens of 
Reading; of John D. Hanlon and 34 other citizens of Pittsburg; 
of P. Crawford and 14 other citizens of Lancaster; of Charles H. 
Wenhold and 30 other citizens of Bethlehem; of S. B. Abbott 
and 46 other citizens of Philadelphia; of T. H. Robinson and 21 
other citizens of Allegheny; of S. B. Hills and 11 other citizens 
of Jermyn; of E. D. Miller and 26 other citizens of Rockwood; 
of H. H. Pritchard and 10 other citizens of Bangor; of John J. 


By Mr. APSLEY Petition of Puritan Council, No. 1018, | Jack and 39 other citizens of Philadelphia; of J. ©. Schutteand 
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45 other citizens of Lancaster; of H. B. Goldsmith and 22 other 
citizens of West Newton; of A. H. Hechlerand 25 other citizens 
of Petrolia; of G. E. Noble and 49 other citizens of Erie; of J.S. 
Frazier and 45other citizens of Punxsutawney; of J. I. McKenna 
and 20 other citizens of California; of T. O. Tairman and 16 
other citizens of Creekside; of Charles M. Fairman and 11 other 
citizens of Pittsburg; of M. F. Church and 16 other citizens of 
Bethlehem: and of Joseph Newman and 6 other citizens of Pitts- 
burg, all inthe State of Pennsylvania; and the petitionof W.W. 
Bacon and 71 other citizens of Steuben, N. Y., praying that the 


funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations be | 


exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN presented the petition of L. L. Northrup, H. L. 
Henderson, H. W. MeNeill, and sundry other citizens of Allen 
County, Kans., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 


come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo 
on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2139) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River from a point 
within the limits of the city of Dubuque, in the State of Lowa, 
known as Eagle Point, to the opposite bank of said river in the 
county of Grant and State of Wisconsin; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S.2140) granting a pension to 
Katharine K. MeCartney; which was read twice by its title, and 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


appropiation be made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States | 


ernati ox iti § anta, Ga., in the | : : eee , . 
St ae a ee enieiekone | posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


ations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of A. M. French and 
sundry other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the. pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Blish Milling Com- 
pany, of Seymour, Ind., and the petition of Igleheart Bros., of 
ivansville, Ind., members of the Winter Wheat Millers’ League, 
praying for the enactmentof legislation legalizing railroad pool- 


ing; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | 


merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana Association of Life 
Underwriters, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that the funds of 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Hennepin County, Minn., praying that the funds of mutual life 


insurance companiesand associations be exempted from the pro- | 


posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented petitions of B. J. Wade and sundry 
other citizens of Montgomery; of John Spears and sundry other 
citizens of Highgate, and of A. T. Leach and sundry other citi- 
zens of Sheldon, all inthe State of Vermont, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws 
regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produets; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 33 citizens of Bangor, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 8 citizens of Lisbon Fails; of 15 
citizens of Rangeley, and of 35 citizens of Lisbon Falls, all in the 
State of Maine, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. BUTLER on the 
14th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, fromthe Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submited by Mr. BUTLERon 
the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the naval appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved thatit be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
—e riations; which was agreed to. 

é also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. HuNToNonthe 15th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved. that it bs printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions; which was agreed to. f 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2138) authorizing the 
Minneapolis GaslightCompany , of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay sub- 
merged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; 


| can make, the expense will be insideof the limit of $500. 





AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to 


: : wi g it! ace ri aper, referre » the 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- | be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC SAVINGS BANKS. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution; which I ask may be 
real, printed, and lie over. The resolution was read and or- 
dered to lie over, and to be printed, as follows: 

2esolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, directed to prepare and report, as soon as practicable, a bill provid 
ing for the establishment of a system of public savings banks, to be con- 


ducted under the surveillance of public officers in connection with the Post 
Office Department. 


BERLIN. SILVER COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
coming over from » previous day. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Finances Committee of the Senate have authority to 
translate the proceedings of the Silver Commission held at Berlin in Feb 
ruary and April, 1894, and report the same to the Senate 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will explain the resolution in just a mo- 
ment; and I am very glad tosee the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in his seat. The papers that I ask to have translated, 
to be submitted to the Senate and published as a document, are 
the daily reports of 1 commission on the silver question which 
satin Berlin. I understand from the brief examination I have 
been able to make, with my ignorance of the German language, 
this commission was composedof the most scientific and learned 
men, really the savants of Germany, Austria, and l’rance, on 
the silver question. [ am led to believe that their report is a 
most valuable contribution to the cause of silver money and its 
rational and proper use among the nations of the earth. I con- 
sequently ask that the Finance Committee be authorized to have 
it translated and submitted to the Senate. 

[ will state in this connection that from the investigation I 
There 
is no doubt about that. Itis thought by some that it will not 
be over $250, but it will be inside of the limit. Wéith these re- 
marks [ trust the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Indiana 
if this is the conference which adjourned but recently, in which 
Dr. Arendt took part? 

Mr. VOORHEES. J think it is. I see by the proceedings 
that it ran to the latter part of April, beginning some time in 
February. It was suggested to me at my seat yesterday by Sen- 
ators that they thought the matter had already been translated, 
and we had seenit here. In point of fact it has not been in this 
country at this time more than forty-eight hours. There have 
been references to it in the newspapers. 

Mr. TELLER. There has beenno translation. A very worth- 
less synopsis of the general work of the commission has been 
published, but nothing of any importance. 

Mr. QUAY. I think the resolution ought to be adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the proceedings will be published. 
think it is a very valuable work. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think the resolution ought to be adopted, 
and that we ought to have the benefit of the information con- 
tained in the proceedings of the conference. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


VOORHEES was 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I will simply state that I shall see that a 
competent person is employed to make an acceptable transla- 
tion. 
, SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill (H. R.6792) to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed 
from the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them 
down in severalty where they may so elect and are qualified, 
and to settle all those not electing to take land in severalty on 
the west 40 miles of the present reservation and in portions of 
New Mexico, and for other purposes, and to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty with said Indians of June 15, 1880, was yes- 
terday ordered to lie on the table to be called up perhaps this 
morning. Iask that it may be continued on the table. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] is not yet here to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. The first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII will be 
announced. 

YANKTON INDIAN AGREEMENT. 

The bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 

Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians in South Dakota, 


and to make appropriations for ¢arrying the same into effect, | 


was announced as first inorder on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committes of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
LUCY BROWN. 


Mr. TURPIE£. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(FH. IX. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster mother. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother of Aaron B. Divinny, late of Company B, Ninety-first 
Regiment Indiana Infantry, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

The bill (S. 1545) to provide for the destruction and extermi- 
nation of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian thistle or 
Russian cactus, technically salsola kali tragus, was announced 
as next in order on the ceakaetiine 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 
well go to the other Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will goover, on objection. 

PUNISHMENT OF FRAUDS. 


‘The bill (S.1320) to provide for the punishment of certain 
frauds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment in line 5, after the word ‘‘ mails,” 
to insert ‘ or in any other mannor;” so as to read: 

That any person who shall by fraud, deception, or false pretenses prac- 
ticed through the use of the United States mails, or in any other manner, 
procure to be sent into the District of Columbia any produce, goods, wares, 
or merchandise, with intent to cheat or defraud, may be prosecuted therefor 
in the courts of the District of Columbia, and upon conviction shall be pun- 
ished by a fine not to exceed $1,000 and by imprisonment not to exceed five 
years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business No. 448, being a resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are, or who may be claimed to be, affected by tariff legis- 
lation, etc. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resclution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN, 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
toinform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected 
industries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be, 
affected by tariff legislation; the total number of persons engaged in such 
industries whose wages are not, or will not, be affected by tariff legislation, 
and the proportion of the Se ee pope of the United States who depend upon 
the fore market for the sale of their products, classifying such industries 
respectively; such informationto be based onthe cénsus of 1890. Also, that 


the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and required to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are native-born 


It may as 
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citizens of the United States of America, the total number who are natu- 
ralized citizens, and the total number of such persons who ¢re aliens: and 
at what ratio, if any, allen mechanics and laborers have béen taking tha 
= of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in the protected 
ndustries of the United States. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have the resolution referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is such a motion pending, I think, 

Mr. MORRILL. Thereis. I have heretofore moved to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, who has seemed anxious for the passage of this resolu- 
tion, that I do not object to calling for any information that is 
now contained within the records of the Treasury Department. 
If the Senator has knowledge that a committee or a board of 
experts have made a report covering these points of inquiry, 
there could be no objection to calling for that report. Whether 
it was wisely ordered or unwisely ordered, there would be no 
cavil about the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
transmit the information if he has already compiled it. 

But the Senator knows very well the objection stated by the 
Senator from Ohio [[Mr. SHERMAN], and also by myself, toa res- 
olution wherein the Senate seems to order the collection of in- 
formation upon certain points, ascertaining how many people in 
this country have their wages affected by a protective tariff, 
and ‘to what extent foreigners have taken the place of native 
citizens in protected industries. It is not within the proper 
function of the Senate by a resolution of the Senate alone to di- 
rect such an investigation to be made. It is a subject-matter of 
legislation. It is not a call for information. 

Therefore, there has been objection on this side of the Cham- 
ber to the passage of a resolution which would seem to impose 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury a duty to do something of 
this kind. It imposes upon him, according to the language of 
the resolution, almost the necessity of forming an opinion, which 
opinion he has not already formed. I submit to the good 
sense of the Senator from Nebraska that it is not wise, neither 
is it competent, for the Senate by its own action to direct this 
whole ground to be covered by the procuring of statistical in- 
formation not now in existence, and by the formation of an opin- 
ion thereon not already formed. 

I repeat to the Senator, if he will modify his resolution so as 
to call for documentary evidence already existing or for a re- 
port on these subjects already made, I for one shall make no 
objection to it; but Ido stand here to object to a resolution of 
the Senate which undertakes to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to gather information which he has not already gath- 
ered, to compile information which he has not already compiled, 
for the purpose of forming an opinion which he has not already 
formed. 

I trust the Senator from Nebraska sees the distinction. I 
think it is a sound distinction. 

Mr. MORRILL. My motion was not made in any hostility to 
the resolution, but in order that the resolution might be per: 
fected so as to call for exactly what is wanted. I think it needs 
verbal amendment in several places, and it can only be done in 
a committee where both protectionists and free traders are fully 
represented. 

Mr. LODGE. [should be very glad to have this information 
in the form of the request of the Senator from Nebraska. I 
think it is very valuable and would be extremely convenient. 
But do not statistics of population come properly under the head 
of the Bureau of the Census? They must be all there, and they 
only need to be collated and put into different form. Ido not 
know where the Secretary of the Treasury would have them. 
It seem to me, as suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that it is imposing an immense work on a Department to 
which the inquiry does not strictly belong. The census has 
gathered all the statistics of population, and [ suppose it would 
only require anew classification to give us what we want. Iask 
the Senator from Nebraska whether he would not better reach 
the result desired through the Bureau of the Census than 
through the Treasury Department? 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly hope that the objections to the 
passage of the resolution will be withdrawn. They appear to 
me to be purely captious, and to illy conceal a purpose on the 
part of some Senators on the other side of the Chamber to defeat 
any information upon this importantsubject. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has made it his duty, seemingly, to studi- 
ously object to the consideration of this resolution. The reso- 
lution calls for vital information. It is not without precedent 
at all; for in 1886 the Secretary of the ere appointed three 
different persons to compile information of this precise char- 








1894. 





acter based upon the census of 1880, which is found in Appendix 
D of Mr. Manning’s report for the year 1886. The information 
is valuable, according to my. way of thinking; and I believe that 
the Treasury Department has the means of furnishing us with 
reasonably accurate information upon the subject. 

I can realize very well and very fully that gentlemen who be- 
lieve and who teach the doctrine that protection comes to the 
home of every American citizen, regardless of his occupation, 
can wage war upon a resolution of this character, which will 
have a tendency if properly answered, in my judgment, to show 
the reverse of that claim. 
doctrine. If it be possible to obtain information that is reason- 
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Iam not a believer myself in that | 
; duty. 


ably accurate and reliable, showing the exact number of persons | 


in this country who are engaged in 
whose wages are directly affected by legislation, I think the 
Senate and the country are entitled to that information, and | 
think it will be information essential to enable every Senator to 
intelligently cast a vote upon the pending tariff bill, or uponany 
other tariff measure that may come before us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to inter- 
rupt the Senator. The hour of half past 10 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee were kind enough last night to 
pas3 over, on my suggestion, paragraph 356, matting and mats 
made of cocoa fiber or rattan, to which I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out that paragraph and insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 356 
and insert: 

856. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 12cents per square yard; mats 
made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 8 cents per square foot. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwill stats that it proposes a restoration of the 
McKinley rates. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the manufacture of cocoa mat- 
ting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan is not a large indus- 
try. Ithas grown up in this country under great difficulties. 
It has been obliged to compete with the very lowest form of 
labor, the cooly labor of the East and the convict labor of cer- 
tain prisons. It has had a hard struggle for existence, but it is 
estimated by the president of the Mat Makers’ Union, in Brook- 
lyn, that there alone they have some five hundred men em- 
ployed. The exclusion of the convict-made goods has relieved 
them from one important point of competition, but they are still 
exposed, if they are not given a proper duty, to the competi- 
tion of the labor in India, perhaps the lowest paid labor in the 
world. 

There is no reason in the nature of things why this industry 
should not be domesticated here,and why it should not give em- 
ployment to large numbers of men. They are not engaged in 
making a necessary of life; but they are engaged in avery use- 
ful employment, and I propose to show by the testimony both of 
the manufacturers and of the workingmen themselves engaged 
in the industry that the proposed change offered by the Finance 
Committee means the absolute destruction of this industry and 
the throwing out of employment entirely of the men who now 
earn a living in it. 

I have here a letter from one of the makers of mats. I will 
say that these are small firms; that there is no large aggregate 
of capital in the business, except in the case of one person, who 
is principally, I am informed, an importer, and therefore favors 
a reduction of duties. This letter is dated June 18, 1894, and 
was sent me by a representative of the United States manufac- 
turers as set forth in their various petitions. It makes the fol- 
lowing statement: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 18, 1894. 


To the honorable Senators of the Finance Committee 
having tn charge the tariff bill now under consideration: 


Sirs: Referring to the meomoané change in Schedule N, miscellaneous 
manufactures, paragraph , Which now reads, ‘Cocoa matting, [2 cents 
per square yard; cocoa mats, 8 cents per square foot,’ and which it is now 
proposed to change to 20 per cent ad valorem, we would herewith beg to 
give a few ——- regarding this industry, which is comparatively a 
new one in this country, and the enactment of the present law has only 
made it possible, since its enactment, to compete with India coolie labor. 

Taking cocoa matting, the average cost of producing this in United States 
is from 10 to 12 cents per square yard. The proposed change in the new 
tariff, of 20 ej cent ad valorem, of value of matting made in India, costing 
from 6d. to 12d. per square yard, cost and freight New York, would average 
about 8.6 cents io square yard duty. 

The cost of making guch matting in India would notexceed 1 cent per square 
yard (aative workmen get there only 3 cents to6cents per day and less); this, 
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with above duty, would make these goods stand, including cost of making in 
India and the duty at 20 per cent, laid down in thiscountry, 4 to 4.6 cents per 
square yard against 10 to 12 cents per square yard cost to make in United 
States; so that the cost of making these goods in India, including the duty 
of 20 per cent, is about one-third of cost to make in United States. 

Taking cocoa mats, the average cost of producing these in United States is 
estimated at 6 to 8 cents per square foot, viz, for cost of making only by 
American skilled labor. 

The proposed a of 20 per cent ad valorem would mean on the Indla 
value of these goods about 1} to 2 cents per square foot duty, perhaps 
somewhat less (if values in India continue to decline). Add to this the cost 
of making with coolie labor in India not over l cent per squar efoot (but 
rather under this), would make the foreign or Indla product cost here, duty 
paid, including Indla coolie labor, not over 2j to 3 cents per square foot, or 
say about half to one-third of the cost to make in United States, ——— 

So it must be plain to you from the foregoing that if this propose 
duta of 20 per cent ad valorem on matsor matting is made_.a law, it can only 
result in the complete stoppage of this industry in our country. 

The benetit of low cost of producing in India these staple articles of house- 
hold use as imported by our foreign competitors has, however, never been, 
nor Will it ever be, given to the consumer, and these said importers and for- 
eign manufacturers have practically had a monopoly of forty years of this 
business prior to 1890. It was only when the existing law was enacted that 
our American mills could in any way compete with the coolie labor of India 
Formerly the importers and foreign firms charged fancy prices, while now 
that these goods are made in the United States the consumer (and these 
goods are used in nearly every household in thiscountry) gets the benefit of 
the lower price of door mats and mattings, which is now fully 30 per cent 
lower than when the said foreign firms had the monopoly of the business, 
and it was made possible for them to have this under the tariff of 1883 (20 
per cent) and prior. 

With the present duty of 12 cents per square yard on matting and 8 cents 
per square foot on cocoa mats, our manufacturers have taken heartand have 
embarked in the promotion of this industry in the United States, which 
business has been now so extended that we need no longer look to the na- 
tives of India or the cheap labor of Europs to supply us with these com- 
modities. 

Should, however, the existing tariff! be changed back to where it formerly 


| Was (prior to 1890), f. e., 20 per cent ad valorem on this basis, it would be im- 


possible to compete with tne India made, or even European convict-made 
goods, and the importers and foreign manufacturers could safely and easily 
reduce and regulate their prices for a time sufficient to kill or stifle our 
newly created industry in this country, and after having done this, again 
get complete control of this trade for another thirty or forty years, as they 
formerly did, and on their own terms, unless, indeed, we were to transfer 
our manufacturing interests to India, and manufacture there; which, tak- 
ing into consideration that the industry has only gotten on its feet after 
considerable expenditure of money, labor, etc., based on the existing law, 
can not very well now be done. 

We can not therefore contemplate without serious apprehension such a 
change as is proposed in the existing tariff on the articles cocoa mattings 
and cocoa mats, and we ask in fairness, and in the interest of the number 
of people employed in this business in the United States, that the present 
rates of duty on cocoa matting, 12 cents per square yard; cocoa mats, 8 cents 
per square foot, remain asitis. If it must be modified, and can not be left 
as it is, we pray that the duty be madea specific one of 9 cents per square 
yard on matting and 6 cents per square foot on cocoa mats. 

This would be fully 25 per cent reduction on the existing specific duties, 
and under this rate it will be barely possible to make these goods inthe United 
States. And since only our foreign competitors have in view the abolition 
of this duty,and the manufacturing community of this country is vitally 
interested in its maintenance, the modification proposed of 20 per cent ad 
valorem would mean, as said before, the complete stoppage of this business 
in the United States. 

Therefore, in view of the various lengthy petitions received fromthe mills 
in this country and signed by the numerous working people, as well as the 
representative citizens of the various cities and towns in this Union, we 
would most respectfully submit this matter for your careful consideration, 
believing that you will do our American interests and the working people 
engaged in this business justice, and protect them against the India coolle 
labor. 

Yours, respectfully, 
JOHN W. GREENE, 
Representing United States manufacturers as set forth in the 
various petitions as signed by them from Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, etc. 

The article known as floor saatting manufactured from round or split 
straw, including what is com:nonly known as ‘Chinese or Japanese mat- 
ting,’’ is, we believe, not made in this country at all. It has been proposed 
in paragraph 356 to classify t'lese cheap straw mattings and the heavy sub- 
stantial cocoa door mats and inatting alike. There is, however, no similar- 
ity whatever. Ourdomestic cocoa matting and mats needs adequate duty 
against the coolie labor, while the straw matting can evidently only be 
made profitably by coollfe labor of India and China. 


That is the statement in behalf of the manufacturers. I now 
desire to read and put into the RECORD a statement madein be- 
half of the workingmen engaged in this industry, signed by D. 
J. Curnen, ex-president of the Mat Workers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, of 319 Plymouth street, Brooklyn: 

BROOKLYN, N. Y., June 9, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: In their own defense the workingmen of the cocoa mats and 
matting industry respectfully present the real facts regarding the condition 
of their smal! industry and beg your kind consideration in their behalf as 
American citizens. 

The petition submitted asking for a reduction of duty on the above-named 
articles contains many misrepresentations which we are in our own de- 
fense obliged to expose and contradict, a review of which shows the purpose 
of this old flrm of importers; that purpose is a reduction to the old rate, 20 

rcent, which they enjoyed for such along period it has enabled them to 

ecome very Wealthy at our expense. 

We were obliged fora long time to witness shiploads of their coolie-made 
goods landed herein an unfinished condition, finished here, and placed on 
the market, and we had to remain idle half our time. 

They wish toresume and continue this state of affairs, and in justice to us 
and our families, you should not permitthem by giving them the desired 
reduction. 

The firm of Darragh & Small claim to be the largest American manufac- 
turers. There is no factory in Brooklyn or elsewhere in the Untted States 
run under that firm name; the factory to which they refer is that of Jos. 
Wild & Co., in which, from their manner of doing business, we believe they 
have some slight interest or private understanding. 


: 


| 
| 
| 
1 
{ 
i 










a 


TT ee 


ee 


6498 


They claim they employ upwards of 200 men; the fact is, there are not 100 
employed, and near all of them have been for a long time on three and four 


days a week and some on less. 7 
In the face of this condition of affairs they claim their cooly-made goods 


does not compete with the American-made goods; they claim their imported 
matting is peculiar in make andsuperior in quality and can not be produced 
here. The fact is, all the grades are made here and of better workmanship, 
as our facilities are far in advance of that of India, but of late years they 
have taken ste ps to increase and perfect their facilities by sending on their 
skilled foremen and tmproved machinery to better train the coolies. 

They claim that only the labor of eight workmen is involved; the fact is, 


about five hundred is Involved and we are entitled to consideration instead 
of a few wealthy importers who care nothing for the suffering they may 
bring to men who have devoted all their lives to the business. 

They claim their imported matting sells for 70 cents a yard; the fact is, it 
has been offered for 88 centsa yard. The same quality made by us sells for 
about 55 centsa yard. We submit thecomparative cost of production in the 
two countries. ATrollof best cocoa matting made in India: vane. 2 ru- 
eS or 70 cents; general labor, 80 cents; total, $1. Same in United States; 

eaving, $2.95; general labor, $3.15; total, 86.10. One dozen best quality 
mats made in India, 6} cents each, total, 75 cents. One dozen best pe 
mats made in United States, 51 cents each; total, 85.12. Total cost of a roll 
of India matting, 89; freight, $2; duty, 61.80 ad valorem; total. $12.80. Total 
cost of same quality made in United States, 617.80. ‘Total cost ot one dozen 
best quality mats made in India, %.80. Total cost of one dozen best quality 
mats made in the United States, #12.51. 

Thus you can soe at once why they want to manufacture in India, where 
labor can be hired for 8 cents to 10 cents aday. This trifling cost of labor is 
why they want the duty reduced. You may think it is impossible for the 
native coolies to live on this small sum. ‘The reason they do so is that they 
have no ambition but merely to live; their food consists of rice and native 
fruits, which grow there tn abundance. 

The importers Who have petitioned for the reduction know fully the sad 
condition of prices in the market, made so by their cooly goods and the 

oods made by convict labor in the penitentiaries of Pennsylvania and New 

ersey, Which we have been fighting against for nine years past and during 
which time we were obliged to submit to short time and very short wages. 

‘The fact that they want a reduction proves they are willing to pay 20 per 
cent duty and yet underbid convict labor. 

Do not give the importers an advazutage that would give them the market 
and place us idle and in want. 

EXqualize the cost of labor in India and the United States. This will do us 
Justice, ond justice is all weask. The rate in the present law about enables 
our employers to compete with the cooly goods; please let it stand. 


A reference to the large Importations of cocoa Mats and mattings under | 
the low rate previous to present law, confirm the facts we submit to you. | 


That the rate in the present law ts not too high is proved by theamount im- 
ported under it. 
We appeal to your sense of common justic® Not to put ws ona par with 
coolies of India. ; 
Hoping to see your name recorded in our favor, on ‘behalf of my fellow- 
workmen of the cocoa mats and matting mdustry. 
Most respectfully, yours, 


D. J. CURNEN, 
Ea-President Mat Workers’ Protective Assoviation, 
819 Plymouth Street, Brooklyn. 

Kon. Henry C. Loner. 

Mr. President, that is the case as stated by the manufacturers 
and by the workmen employed in this industry. They are 
obliged to Iace this cooly competition. If this duty goes into 
effect a few firms here will export American machinery to [n- 
dia, and will there make these cocoa mats and matting at the 
prices of Indian labor, which is anywhere from 6 to 14 cents a 
day; and with that they will take complete control of this mar- 


ket; there will be no domestic competition and no check upon | 


them; there will be no advantage, in the long run, to the con- 
sumer, but these men will be cut out of their industry; their 
employment will be taken from them. 

If all industries had been treated alike in this bill,I should 
not think of making this argument in behalf of the cocoa mat 
and matting makers, because I am only too well aware that a 
small number of Northern workingmen engaged in an industry 
of this kind have no claim for regard in this bill. But when I 
see some of the protection that is given to other industries in 
the bill, I can not imagine why these men should not have the 
same chance. I yesterday referred briefly to the matter of the 
duty on matches. It is nota large industry. 1t is in a close 
trust. I think there is a firm in Maine, one in Massachusetts, 
one in Brooklyn, one in Detroit. 

The duties in the McKinley act were supposed to be high, 
amply pare duties, and yet I find from this circular which 
is supplied to us by an importer—and importers are generally 
considered by the Democratic party as the best authorities on 
American industries—that the duties on matches have been 
raised with a single exception over all the McKinley rates. I 
find that the large Tiger match, as it is called, has the same 
duty; the small Tiger match is slightly decreased; the large 
safety match has an increase of 100 per cent over the McKinley 
act; the wax matches in their different grades range from 300 to 
500 per cent increase over the oe rates. I will printthis 
circular with my remarks to illustrate it more in detail. 

MATOHES IN THE WILSON BILL. 


It being generally understood that thenew tariff bill had been framed with 
a view of reducing the duties which are now being enforced under the Me- 
Kinley tariff, we beg most respectfully to submit to your honorable commit- 


‘tee that under Schedule N 824 of the Wilson bill, or of the bill now under | 
‘mous. Under the — tariff the two ‘kinds ae a duty of 
aboutS3 cents and $1.22 respectively. The value of the n 500’s Wax 


consideration in the Senate, if passed in its present form, matches cept- 
ing the lowest grades, which remain taxed about the same) would sub- 
jected to an increase of duvy ranging from 100 per cent to per cent as 
compared to present duties. 

The effect would be that only the very cheapest and commonest ‘kind of 
matches could in future be tmrported, which would be disastrous to our in- 
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terests, for it would prevent us altogether from importing the higher grade 
wax matches, which we have introduced into this country at considerable 
expense and trouble, and which are not manufactured here to any extent 
As we have every reason to bélieve that the proposed increase in the dut 
on matches was quite unintentional and caused by the change from the oe 
cific to ad valorem system, we take the liberty of placing before you the 
relative duties on such lines as we are in the habit of importing most ex- 
tensively, which will show that while there is no reduction made under tho 
new tariff, in nearly all cases the duties have been raised, in some instances 
= 800 per cent over and above the rate chargeable under the McKinley 
Begging your honorable committee to give this matter your favorable 
consideration, We are, 
Yours very truly, 
S. HOFFNUNG & GO., 
Agents for Messrs. Bryant & May, Limited, London, England. 


Comparative statement of duties on the most popular styles of Messrs. Bryant 
& May's matches. 


























.Fac- |McKin-| Pro- 
Bryant & May’s— tory ley | posed 
cost. | duty. duty. 
| 
Large Tiger matches. un 2.75 | 80.54 80.55 | Duty same. 
Small Tiger matches. .... - 44 .10 .08 | Slightly decreased. 
Large safety matches....; 1.00 10 .20 | Increase 100 per cent. 
Wax matches: 
RD chossnckadsoneadiaan ee 1.22 3.40 | Increase nearly 300 per ct. 
eemoswpemewenenna Saver «52 1.80 | Increase over 300 percent. 
“Sportsman ’’........ 2. 62 10 -52 | Increase over 500 per cent. 
Advertising ........... 1.7% 10 . 38 | Increase over 800 per cent 
OO SR ER, 1.30 10 -26 | Increase over 250 per cent. 
DOMES ncccccuewed 1@ -10 «33 | Increase over 800 per cent. 
ee iatececttanidiiitiamence:cuiall - 60 10 -12 | Increase 20 per cent. 





MATOHES IN THE WILSON BELL. 


We find that schedule N 824in the preponss new tariff bill readsas follows: 
‘Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem,"’ 
Which may have been tntended as a reduction o 1 the me | tariff, but 
which we desire to — out will have just the oy. posite effect. Schedule N 
im the McKinley bili reads ‘as follows: *‘ Matches, friction or lucifer, of all 
descriptions, per gross of 144 boxes, containing not more than 1C0 matches 
per box, per gross 10 cents; when imported otherwise than In boxes con- 
taining not more than 100 matches each, per thousand matches | cent.”’ 

To illustrate, we will therefore first consider matches packed in boxes 
containing less than 100 matches, and afterward ———— in boxes con- 
taining more than 100 matches. The above indicated change cause re- 
éaction only on: such gooaés which vost at the factory in a foreign country 
50 cents per gross boxes or less, if such matches are packed in boxes con- 
taining less than 100 matches per box, as 20 per cent of 60 cents is 10 cents, 
#0 that in this case the proposed ad valoremand thenow levied specific duty 
would be the same. 

On all matches, packed in boxes containing not more than 100 matches 
a box, costing more than 50 cents in a foreign country, the new ad valorem 

uty of 20 cent will be higher than the old specific duty of 10 cents per 
gross. Te illustrate this, we beg to mention that we import very largely a 
very superior wood ‘safety match packed in boxes containing less than 100 
matches, the average number of matches in a box being 73, which costs at 
the factory 4s. or $1, on Which the duty to-day is 10 cents. The proposed 
new law would increase this duty to 20 cents, or 100 per cent, and would 
seriously interfere with, if not entirely stop, the importation of this line. 

It is, however, the high-class article of wax matches which would be most 
affected by the proposed change in the tariff, as they areconsiderably better 
and more expensive than the wood matches. We ourselves import about 
twenty different styles of wax matches, nearly all of which are packed in 
boxes containing Jess than 100 matches, as we find that matches are trans- 
lage more Safely if only a comparatively small number is packed in a 

ox; most of our styles are packed, some in wood, some in tin boxes, con- 
taining from 30 to 60wax matches per box. Of all these wax matches packed 
as just described, there is not one single style which costs at the factory in 
England less than 20. 6@2.—60 cents—per gross boxes, and they run as high 
as 14s., or about $3.50 per gross boxes. 

These two prices are at present about the lowest and highest market 
values at the factory in England for the high-class grade of wax matches 

acked in boxes conjaining not more than 100 matches per box which we 

mport; and all thes goods now pay duty 10 cents per gross boxes. You 
willsee that a change to 20 per cent ad valorem would mean an increase 
of the duty to 12 cents on the cheapest lines, and to 70 cents per gross 
on the highest-priced goods, where to-day the duty is only 10 cents per gross 
boxes on all the Imes. [If this opoesed 20 per cent ad valorem duty on 
the goods above described should become a law it would stop their impor- 
tation altogether and entirely ruin our trade and business, for the building 
up of which we have spent much time and large sums of money. We havo 
no doubt that it is not and has not been the intention of the framers of tho 
tariff bill to increase duties out of all proportion and to stop importation, 
as we understand the general purpose and intent of the bill to be to reduce 
duties wherever possible. 

We now come to consider the matches described in the McKinley bill, 
Schedule N, as follows: “Imported otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more than 100 matches each;"’ that.is, matches packed in boxes each contain- 
ing over 100 matches. The wood matches imported containing more than 
100 matches in a box are usually packed in boxes containing about 380 to 400 
matches, and are known in the trade as “ Nominal 500’s.” There are also 
imported boxes containing about.200 and 800 matches, though not to a very 
large extent. Theduty on the so-called “ Nominal 500’s"’ under the present 
law is between 50 and 60 cents per gross boxes (1 cent per thousand matches). 
The value of these matches-at the factory is about 82.50 to $2.75 per gross 
boxes, so that the — duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on these goods 
— be between 60 and 60 cents, or about the same as the present speciic 

wty. 

In wax matches, however, which are lar; 
about 350, as well as In boxes contain about 
trade as nominal 500’s and nominal 1,000's goupectively), 
tween the present specific duty and the proposed ad orem duty 


orted in boxes contaiming 

matches (known to the 
the difference be- 
is enor- 


matches at the factory in England ic trom 88 to $9 per gross. The duty on 
these under the proposed law would be $1.60'to Bie, or un increase of over 
300 per cent in duty. The value of ‘the nominal 1,000's wax matches at the 


factory in England is from $15.50 'to 817 per gross, and the Quty on these un- 


1894. 





der the proposed law would be $3.10 to $3.40, or an equally large increase, 
vis Se et an arom these figures that such an enormous increase in the duty 
would absolutely do away with the importation and consumption of wax 
matches, for which after years of labor and considerable outlay we have 
succeeded in creating a demand; we may also mention that these goods are 
not manufactured in this country to any grvat extent. 

We trust that the committee on the new tariff bill may in justice to exist- 
ing interests such as ours, see fit to fix the duties on wood and wax matches 
on a basis at least as favorable as those at present in force (under the Mc- 
Kinley tariff), which puts a duty of 10 cents _ gross boxes on matches 
packed in boxes containing less than 100, and of 1 cent per thousand on 
matches packed in boxes containing more than 100 in a box. e 

S. HOFFNUNG & COMPANY, 
Sole agents for the United States and Canada 
Sor Messrs. Bryant & May, Limited, London. 

The point I wish to make is that here is this increase given 
on the production of an article of such common consumption as 
matches. I am not prepared, as a protectionist, to question that 
it is necessary. I have no desire to break down or injure 
the match industry in this country, but I do say that the dis- 
tinction to be drawn between the men who make matches and 
the men who make cocoa mats or clay pipes is to me wholly in- 
defensible. 

Mr.HILL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. V1LASs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from New 
York? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say that there are numerous articles in the bill now before 
the Senate whereon the duties have been increased from those 
in the McKinley act? 

Mr. LODGE. I took the figures from thecircular of 8. Hoff- 
nung & Co., agents for Messrs. Bryant & May, limited, of Lon- 
don, England, which I suppose was sent to every Senator. They 
are the great match manufacturers of England. They gave a 
statement of the duties imposed, The table is on the second 

age, and they give the duties in cents, showing the actual rise 
by the 20 per cent ad valorem imposed by the pending bill. 
They involve apparently avery large increasein thecase of wax 
matches, although they keep the same rates asthe MeKinley 
rates on wooden matches with one single exception, where there 
is a slight decrease. 

Mr. President, the point I make is not that these rates are ex- 
cessive. I dare say that the committee, in their turther inquiry, 
have found that it is necessary to give just that protection on 
matches in order to properly protect the persons engaged in 
the industry and to guard them against a competition which 
theycan not stand. The nature of that com _ was pointed 
out yesterday by the Senator from Maine IM . FRYE). I have 
no question of the exactness of his figures. I do not quarrel 
with any proper protective ratesthat the committee put on, but 
I do say that it is absolutely unfair to give this protection toa 
small number of match companies which have their factories in 
Maine, Massachusetts, Delaware,and Michigan, and their work- 
ingmen, and then absolutely destroy the industry of the mat- 
makers and makers of cocoa mats and matting by throwing this 
market open to the control of the importers of cooly-made 

oods. 

- The same injustice exists in the matter of clay pipes, where 
the result could not be any increase to the consumer and where 
our industry is destroyed by the rates imposed in the present 
bill. Ifit is just to give to the match-makers the protection 
which the bill affords, then it is simple justice to give the same 
protection to all the other small industries. This picking out 
of one industry here and there and giving it all it desires and 
cutting down on all sides of it industries equally deserving, is 
something which can find no defense eithcr in the doctrine of 
free trade or in the doctrine of protection. 

I ask leave to modify my amendment by making the rates 9 
and 6 instead of 12 and 8. I have reduced them to the very low- 
est line under which the manufacturers and workingmen say it 
is even possible for them to exist, and in that form I ask for a 
vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied as suggested. 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question before the Senator from Missouri proceeds? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Did I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in his statement to claim that putting Chinese matting on 
the dutiable list would in any way interfere with the manufac- 
ture of the persons whom he represents? 

Mr. LODGE, These matting-makers state that the Chinese 
matting, which it is proposed to take from the free list and put 
on the dutiable list, is not made in this country at all. I donot 
know whether they are correct in that statement. It does not 
interfere with them or their product in the least. It is only the 
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cocoa mats and matting with which they are concerned. 
now have a specific rate on those articles. 

Mr. PLATT. They would have no objection, then, to placing 
the Chinese matting on the dutiable list? 

Mr. LODGE. They do not care whether it is on the duti- 
able list or the free list. It does not affect their industry. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
few moments further? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like to talk about anything in this 
connection as to which [ am not thoroughly informed; but a 
manufacturer in Connecticut, a Democratic friend of mine, un- 
dertook the manufacture of a matting in this country to come 
in cow petition with the Chinese matting, using certain Ameri- 
can weeds or grasses not now utilized, and there being no duty 
upon it, he found it was impossible for him to succeed. He al- 
ways thought that with a moderate duty on Chinese matting he 
could succeed and produce from American materials a matting 
which would serve the same purpose as Chinese matting. 

It is, perhaps, some six months ago that he told me he had te 
abandon his business because he found that he could not com- 
pete with Chinese matting, which came in free, but he felt that 
if there were a reasonable duty upon it he could compete with 
it and produce as good matting as the Chinese matting. I 
simply make this statement, not understanding very much about 
the matting business. The instance I have stated, however, is 
a matter which is within my personal observation, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Istated yesterday on behalf of the 
committee that we were entirely willing that Chinese matting 
should go back to the free list. It is a very cheap article and is 
used largely now in this conntry. We saw no reason, under the 
arguments made by the Senator from Rhode Island and others, 
why it should not go back to the free list, and we adhere to that 
opinion. 

Now, I wish to say a few words in regard to what the Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. LODGE] so persistently and energetic- 
ally advanced to-day. The McKinley act put 71 per cent duty 
upon cocoa matting,#which for twenty years before that time 
had borne a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem. We put 20 per cent 
on cocoa matting and 20 per cent upon matches. 

All this agitation about the increase of the duties upon matches 
above the rates in the McKinley act comes from the fact that 
under the ad valorem of 20 per cont upon the higher-priced 
matches known as wax matches, and only used by the rich and 
luxurious classes, the ad valorem is higher than the specific 
under the McKinley act. Upon the common matches, which 
are used by the large body of the people, there is no advance in 
duties at all. It would be preferable, perhaps, if the duty were 
sigaller, but the allegation (and that is the intent of all these 
statements) that the duties upon ordinary matches which go so 
generally into consumption have been put up, is not true. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from Missouri class the 
wooden safety matchas an ordinary match incommon use? The 
Senator was speaking of common matches as distinguished from 
wax matches. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course these matches are very 
cheap and gointo ordinary use. Everybody's experience will 
bear out the suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. On the wax match the duty has been doubled. 

Mr. VEST. One rarely sees these wax matches. They are 
used by ladies, possibly, in their boudoirs, or by some dude in his 
dressing room. 

Mr. FRYE. 
man like me. 

Mr. VEST. I might make an issue with the Senator on that 
point. I should not say he is a poor fishermun, because | know 

eisagoodone. but I merely mean to say, without making 
any strict issue with the statement of the Senator from Maine, 
that we do not use these wax matches. In the West one does 
not see them. The safety matches are generally used, and the 
common matches, which are now sold generally at 1 or 2 cents a 
box, and can be found anywhere, in any country store. Those 
are the matches, in which our people are interested. We have 
not advanced the duty upon them. We have attempted to make 
the duty equal by putting 20 per cent upon both articles. 

But, Mr. President, I do not want totaketime. I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts, however, to a 
communication which is found on page 1191 of the testimony 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The communication is from the largest cocoa-mat- 
ting manufacturers in the United States, Danagh & Smail. They 
state that they are the largest manufacturers; that they employ 


over two hundred hands; that the duty ought to be 20 per cent; 
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that there is no rea:on for advancing it; that the duty under 
the McKinley act is excessive and monstrous; and they asked 
the committees of the two Houses to put this article at 20 per 
cent ad valorem, and we complied with their wishes. 

Mr. LODGE rose. 





Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say about Mr. Smail, that the 
Senator from Missouri evidently did not listen to the statements 
which I read. They controvert that precise petition. It is 
against that that these arguments are directed. They say that 
Mr. Smail employs only one hundred men, and only for a por- 
tion of the time; that he is an importer of matting, and thatthe 
manufacturing part of his business is small. The other manu- 


facturers and workingmen protest against it as being in his in- 
terest as an importer to bring in these goods. They protest 
against it on the ground that he has petitioned for it. 

Mr. VEST. I only know that Danagh & Smail are the largest 
manufacturers of these goods in this country. My experience 
leads me to adhere strictly to the rule that when manufacturers 
ask for a reduction of duty which is against their ordinary in- 
terest, it should receive the largest weight with the framers of 
a tariff bill who believe that the burdens should be lessened 
upon the consumers as far as can be done. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says these statements are 
not true, and he quotes other manufacturers, These are reputa- 
ble people. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] knows 
them. I have some private letters from them addressed to 
their Senators in whisk they combat the position of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, and reiterate the statement that 20 per 
cent isenough. They do not ask forany more. They had 20 
per cent for twenty years prior to 1890, and they say that since 
the McKinley act went into effect their business has fallen off. 
They would rather have a duty of 20 per cent, and I am entirely 
willing to give it to them, forI think it is in the direction in 
which legislation ought to go. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no doubt that the business of the firm 
referred to has fallen off. They bring over here from Indiaa 
matting partially made, nearly completed, and have it com- 
pleted here. Their principal business is that of importers. Of 
course these patriots want the duty reduced. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Massachusetts say this 
statement is false? 

The undersigned, the largest manufacturers—— 

Mr. LODGE. I say it is contradicted by all the other manu- 
facturers and by all the workingmen employed, who took up this 
a point and discussed it. 

r. VEST. They say they employ two hundred hands. 
Mr. LODGE. Those persons say this Eee change is in 
t takes from them 
their employment. 

Mr. VEST. Itis impossible that they could be anything but 
the worst sort of falsifiers if they are simply importers. They 
employ two hundred hands. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say they were simply importers. I 
said they brought these things in from India partially completed 
and complete them here, which gives very limited work to only 
about half the number of workingmen they claim to employ. 
The workingmen state that the employment is for only three or 
four days in a week on the average. Of course, it is to the in- 
terest of this firm to get their imported matting in as cheaply 
as they possibly can. 

Now, on the matter of matches I do not want to be thought to 
have misstated the rates. Onthe large Tiger match, asitiscalled, 
which is a wooden match in common use, the duty under the Mc- 
Kinley act is 54 cents a gross; the proposed duty is 55 cents a 
gross. On the small Tiger match, also incommon use, a wooden 
maich, the McKinley duty is 10 cents, the proposed duty is 8 
cents. That is the only duty in which there is a reduction. It 
isa reduction from 10 cents to 8 cents. On the large safety 
match, which is a match in common use, and also a wooden 
match, the duty is 10 cents under the McKinley act and 20 cents 
under the proposed law. 

All the wax matches, as the Senator from Missouri admits, 
are enormously increased in their rates. Those are matches 
which are very largely used elsewhere, and which are coming 
here I have no doubt. 

As I have said, and I reiterate it, I did not bring this matter 
in to say that the matchmakers were unduly protected, but to 
show that the discrimination in favor of one industry andagainst 
another, especially in favor of an industry where there is aclose 
trust and against industries where there is none, is very unfair. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts mean to 
be understood as saying that the duty on the common lucifer 
match is too high in this bill? 

_Mr. LODGE. Ido not. I have not questioned these rates at 
ail. Isimply say that to give an ample and an increased rate on 
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matches,and then deny it to the maker of clay pipes and the 
maker of cocoa matting, is a gross injustice. The rate ought to 
be the same on the other articles; that is all. 

Mr. FRYE, 1 tried very hard yesterday to get the duty in- 
creased on the common lucifer match, and tailed as a matter of 
course. I findon looking atthe RecorDthis morning that I was 
made to say (and very likely I may have saidit; I presume I did) 
that the complaint of my correspondent was against the Senate 
committee’s reduction tol0 per cent. It wasnot. It wasagainst 
the original House bill at 20 per cent ad valorem, declaring that 
that was entirely too low, and that they could not manufacture 
matches under it. The letter which I read was dated March 11, 
and therefore it must have referred to the House rate of 20 per 
cent rather than to the Senate committee’s 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the amendment may be read as I 
have modified it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 356 and insert— 

Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 9 cents per square yard; mats made 
of cocoa fiber or rattan, 6 cents per square foot. 

Mr. LODGE. I call for a division on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. JONES. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I will transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixow], so 
that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] and myself 
can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce m 
~ with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If 

e were.present [ should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota[Mr. Roacu]. If he were 
present I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON], who has been unavoid- 
ably called away from the Senate. If he should not come in 
during the day I will let this announcement stand for the day. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. WALSH] has been called from the Chamber for to-day and 
is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTCHELL]. 

Mr. GORDON. By an erenngnenent with the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] I transfer my pair with the Sena- 
tor from lowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. ROACH] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from 
Nebraska {[Mr..MANDERSON]. If he were hereI should vote 

nay. a 

Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], so that the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. HiGGINns] and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Shoup, 
Carey. Hale, Patton, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn. 
Cullom, Higgins, Power, 
Davis, Hoar, Proctor, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Quay, 

NAYS—33. 
Allen, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Bate, Gray. Mitchell, Wis. Taree, 
Berry, Harris, Morgan, Vest, 

affery, Hill, Murphy, Vilas, 

Cockrell, Jarvis, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Peffer, 
Gibson, dsay, Pugh, 
Gordon, McLaurin, Ransom, 
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NOT VOTING—27. Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the amendment in that 
Blackburn, Ooke, McMillan, Roach, form. 
Blanchard, a a =, Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it would be better, but it would 
Butler, George, Mills, — Walsh, be very difficult for the customs officers to say what pigment was 
Call, Hansbrougt Mitchell, Oregon Wilson, introduced for that purpose. Isuggestto the Senatorfrom Mis- 
Camden, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


souri to put up the rato in paragraph 21 to 25 per cent now, and 
he will have it in power at any time to correct the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is better, because then it will l“ave 
paragraph 21 open to adjustment afterwards. As paragraph 21 
is now, it could not be changed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L[hopethe Senator from Missouri will agree 
to a duty of 25 per cent. 


Oameron, Irby, Platt, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have already called the attention of the | 
Senators in charge of the bill to the discrepancy between para- | 

raphs 21 and 45, and I should like to have that corrected now. 

aragraph 21 imposes a tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem on ink | 
and ink powders, while paragraph 48, which is the general clause, | “y+, VEST. Of course it wi si S cit ia ita 

: : : : | Mr. tST. f course it will have to be settled hereafter. I 

rovides for a duty on paints, colors, and pigments from which | willagree to 25 per cent in paragraph 21. We can adjust it 
ink and ink powdersare made of 25 per cent ad valorem. Hither | qitiuae tn ton Gomsha an tne 
the 25 per cent in paragraph 48 ought to be reduced to 20 per The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para- 
Contt oe Tine 00 por euns pasenen a should be increased = ed graph 21 is considered as amended by the insertion of the word 
percent. I called the attention of the Senators having charge | ? five” after “twenty” inline20. The amendment to paragraph 
of the bill to the matter and I understand they are willing to : zk 8 


: ee ee : ee + 48 is withdrawn, the Chair understands. 
make the correction. They have not stated which they would Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. VEST... [t is withdrawn. 


prefer. ; , Mr. ALLISON. As we are making corrections, I ask the at- 
Mr. VEST. I aes that the duties upon paints and colors | +. tion of the Senator from Arkansas to paragraph 190, on page 


ought to be reduced to 20 per cent. ‘ a . | 43. I understand the committee have made a further examina- 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly the articles from which ink is | ti51 of the proviso in paragraph 190. I ask the Senator from 


made ought not to be higher than - duty Ci the wo 9 ee Arkansas to modify that paragraph by striking out “‘ but each 
I am assured by a very prominent firm in Cincinnati that thi: the above products,” ete., beginning in line 15, down to and 


would be very injurious to the manufacturers of ink and ink], | 2 ele 56 tent Mince Wie tice 

powders, but they are perfectly willing to pay the same duty for | ‘4 luding the words ** United States,” in line 18. 
the pigments they use in their work as the duty imposed upon 
the product they manufacture. If that is the desire of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, I move thatin paragraph 48 the duty be re- 
duced to 20 per cent. a 

Mr. VEST. Yes, strike out the word ‘‘five,” after ‘‘ twenty, 
in line 20, page 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 20, in paragraph 48, strike 
out ‘twenty-five ” and insert ‘ twenty;” asas to read, ‘* 20 per cent 
ad valorem.” ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the reduction on pig- 
ments, but we do not want to reduce the duty on all other paints 
and colors to 20 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That must either be done or else the other duty 
must be raised. We do not want to raise the duty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that both clauses produce 
considerable revenue, and that it would be better to raise the 
duty, in paragraph 21, to 25 per cent. That would come up to 
the average rate on all the other articles in that schedule. 

Mr. VEST. If the duty in paragraph 21, on page 4, should be 
raised it would read: 


Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other inks not specially pro- Rai . : 7 aan 
vided foc im thie act, 26 per cent a4 valorem. ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 


: The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That would be a handsome duty. Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday,at my request, paragraph 308, 
Mr. VEST. We do not want to make that increase. We page 77, was passed over, and I ask that it be now considered 
isk et Sey ee Cnocgn aveaky. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 
Mr. SHERMAN. y impression is that the present duty on The Geevetety read as follows: een oor 
both items is 30 per cent, and if it is reduced it ought to be re- 308. Parchment Senda surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof 
duced either to 25 or 20. I think it would be better for revenue | cardboards, lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or unbound 
purposes to make it 25. It is a duty that affords revenue on this | (except illustrations when forming a part of @ periodical, newspaper, or in 
article now. printed books accompanying the same), and all articles produced either in 
Mr. VEST. I sugggest to the Senator from Ohio to let his | scrapalbums, wholly or partially manufactured, 2 percent ad valorei. 
first suggestion obtain. The Committee on Finance adidas 
: : ‘ nance reported to amend the paragraph 
oun Seat We ioc use code eohaee the dee on tices by striking out ‘ twenty-five” and inserting ‘‘ thirty;” so as to 
T read, ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem.”’ 
that go into the manufacture of ink, but it would make a reduc- ; Poa a" 


. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the entire 
— po Lehr anna It is the basket clause of the paint | paragraph and insert what follows in lines 6, 7, 8, and 9. 


& The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. VEST. I understand that. We can either do that or| ‘The SecreraRyY. ‘Strike out paragraph 308 and insert: 


make a separate paragraph and say: Parchment papers, and surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof, 
Upon all pigments used in the manufacture of ink or ink powders, 20 per | carcboards, and photograph, autograph, and scrap albums, wholly or par- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee will agree to that 
amendment. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 190, line 15, after the word 
‘fad valorem” strike out— 
but each of the above products shall be admitted free of duty from any 


country which imposes no iuiport duty on the like product when exported 
from the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from lowe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now,I ask the Senator from Arkansas to 
turn to page 45, and on line 4, perhaps after paragraph 198, to 
insert as a new paragraph, 198%: 

Eggs, 3 cents per dozen. 

JONES of Arkansas. We will agree to that amendment 
also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as a new paragraph on page 45, be- 
fore paragraph 199: 

198}. Eggs, 3 cents per doz 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ameng- 


cent ad valorem. : tial’y manufactured, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that proposition. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also move to add what I send to 
Mr. ALLISON. Then put it in paragraph 21. the desk, both provisions to constitute paragraph 308. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [am willing to accept that. The only The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
oint is that Iam informed the manufacturers of printers’ ink 
port certain vils that are not produced in this country. I do 
not know what the nature of themis. It extends to oil, but the 
a are the principal thing they use in the manufacture 
0 n . 
Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion of the Senator from Iowa I 
think would be better, to add to paragraph 21: 
wa used in the preparation of ink and ink powders, 20 per cent ad 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 21 would then read: 


Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other ink not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, and pigments used in the preparation of ink and ink 
powders, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 


The residue of the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas will be read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or unbound (except 
cigar labels and bands lettered or blank, music, and illustrations when 
forming a part of a periodical or newspaper and accompanying the same, 
or if bound in or forming part of printed books), on paper or other mate- 
rial not exceeding eight-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 20 cents per 
pound; on paper or other material exceeding eight-thousandths of an inc 
and not exceeding twenty-thousandths of an inch in thickness, and excee 
ing 35 square inches cutting size in dimensions, 8 cents per pound; prints 
exceeding eight-thousandths of an inch and not exceedin twenty-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness, and not exceeding 35 equare Inche s cutting 
size in dimensions, 5 cents per pound; Mthographfe prints from either stone 
or zinc on cardboard or other material exceeding twenty-thousandths of 
inch in thickness, 6 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels and bands, 
lettered or blank, printed from either stone or zinc, if printed in less than 
ten colors, but not including bronze or metal leaf printing, #@ cents per 
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pound; if printed in ten or more colors, or in bronze printing, but not in- 
cluding metal leaf printing, 30 cents per poynd; if printed in whole or in part 
in metal leaf, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the paragraph relating 
to lithographic prints is entirely satisfactory to me, and I be- 
lieve it has been agreed upon by the partiesin interest. It is 
especially satisfactory for the reason thatit recognizes the prin- 
ciple of specific duties. The paragraph relating to parchment 
and surface-coated papers I should like very much to have 
amended, so as have specific rates substituted for ad valorem, 
as has been done in reference to lithographic prints. With that 
end in view, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ thirty per cent,” 
at the close of that paragraph, and insert the words ‘‘ five cents 
per pound.” I desire to be heard briefly on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8, paragraph 308, it is proposed to 

strike out ‘'30 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘5 cents per 
pound.” 
: Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have here a memorial 
of the manufacturers in this country of parchment and surface- 
coated paper, which I desire to put in the RECORD. The first 
part of it is an argument in favor of dividing the schedule. As 
the committee has divided the schedule, making lithographic 
prints a separate item, I shall omit reading that part of the me- 
morial, but will have it inserted as a part of my remarks. 

The memorial is as follows: 





To the CHAIRMAN OF THE FINANCE COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Srr: We, the undersigned, manufacturers of surface-coated papers and 
eardboards, representing an invested capital of 85,000,000 and giving employ- 
ment to 3,000 American workmen at fair and commensurate wages, respect- 
fully urge your honorable body to change paragraph 306, Schedute M, of the 
tariff bill, recently passed by the lower House of Congress, as follows: 

‘Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufacture thereof, card- 
board, 5 cents per pound’’— 
thereby separating the above manufactured goods from lithographic prints, 
etc., as our manufactures do notstand in any relation to these works of art, 
though they may be executed on paper, which, however, represents only a 
minimal part of the value of these art productions. 

We further desire this separation on the grounds that surface-coated 
apers and cardboards are of sufficient importance to be treated separately 
n the tariff. 

The tariff bill, just passed by the House, proposes toreduce the duty on our 
products from 35 per cent ad valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem, a reduction 
ofalmost 30 per cent, which we consider extremely unjust and inequitable, 
inasmuch as this same tariff does not afford us an equal relief on our raw 
materials. This is quite evident if your honorable body will kindly re- 
fer to— 

Schedule A, relating to chemicals, oils, and paints. 

Paragraph 17, glue, leaves the present duty of 25 per cent ad valorem at 
the same rate. 

Paragraph 36, blues, such as Berlin,‘Prussian, and Chinese blue, etc., the 
present rate of duty of 6 cents per pound is maintained at the same rate. 

Paragarph 46, all other paints and colors and pigments, etec., the present 
duty of 25 per centad valorem is also left undisturbed. 

It appears, therefore, that while under the new tariff our product is to be 
reduced almost 30 per cent, the main raw materials are left at the old high 
rates, thus not affording the American manufacturers any relief whatso- 
ever. 

it is further a well-known fact that under the present rate of duty on sur- 
face-coated papers and cardboards at 35 per cent, no protection is afforded to 
the American manufacturer, as may be seen from the records, which will 
show that the importationsof surface-coated papers havesteadily increased 
from year to year, until the present time. e find that ordinary surface- 
coated papers are brought to this market and are here sold with a fair 

rofit to the importer at less than they cost to produce in the United States. 
he main reason for this state of affairs is to be looked for in thedifference 
of wages paid to our workmen as.compared with those paid in Europe. 

The following is a schedule of wages paid: 


In 
United 


Ordinary workmen, per Week -... 2... 2202.24. ose eee e eee eee 
Machine tenders, per week 
Foreman, per week 


The difference in wages paid here and in Europe is almost four times 
greater. 

We request your honorable body further to change the proposed ad va- 
lorem duty to a specific one, as it is well known that manufacturers in Eu- 
rope have been and still are sending their product to this market at less 
than their regular prices. While the German and Belgian manufacturers 
have formed a trust to sell surface-coated papese at 8 marks, or 9.60 francs, 
in England, these same manufacturers, or this trust, send the very same 
goods to this market at 5.85 marks per ream. It is impossible for the cus- 
tom-house examiner to knowof such facts, and furthermore it is impossible 
for him to determine the actual value of these See mens 

We could produce evidence that similar-loo papers vary quite 
considerably in price, and that it is im ible to determine the actual value 
of these papers unless they are submitted to anexpert. It is, however, a 
Well-known fact that unscrupulous importers have taken advantage of these 
difficulties and have fraudulently undervalued their importations. 

For this reason, we would respoctfully urge your committee to change the 
duty on our ‘ucts to a cific duty of 5 cents per pound. 

Schedule paragraph 306, would then read: 

“Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, and manufactures thereof, 
card boards, 5 cents per pound. 

“ Lithographic prints,” etc., etc. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 19, 


We hope we have been able to prove to your committee- 

First, that in the new tariff, as passed by the House, surface-coated paperg 
have been unjustly discriminated against. : 

Secondly, that an ad valorem duty does not afford sufficient protection to 
the United States against fraud. 

We therefore hope that you may consider our proposition favorably, but if 
it appears impracticable co make such a change at present, we would request 
that the duty on surface-coated papers be left at the present rate of 35 per 
cent ad valorem, as this is hardly sufficient to cover the difference in labor 
between the United States and Europe. 

Doty & Scrimgeour, New York; Walther & Co., New York; J.B 
Kaiser, New York; Louis Dejonge & Co., New York; Western 
Coated Paper and Card Company, Chicago, Ill.; Rhode Island 
Card Board Company, Pawtucket, R.I.; Linton Bros. & Co 
Pawtucket, R. L.;:Champion Card and Paper Company, Pep: 
perell, Mass.; Holyoke Card and ee Company, Springfield, 
Mass.; Whitmore Manufacturing Company, Holyoke, Mass, ; 
Pawtucket Glazed Paper Company, Pawtucket, R.I.; Hamp- 
den Glazed Paper Company, Holyoke, Mass.; New England 
Card and Glazed Paper Company, ee: Albany 
Card and Paper Company, Albany, N. Y.; Falulah Paper Com- 
pany, Fitchburg, Mass.; Nashua Card and Glazed Paper Com 
pany, Nashua, N. H.; E.G. Locke, Camden, N.J.; Cashin Card 
and Glazed Paper Company, Springfield, Mass.; Niagara 
Glazed Paper Company, Niagara Falls, N. Y.; Springfield 
Glazed Paper Company, Springfield, Mass. 

These memorialists represent, as I understand, almost the en- 
tire manufacturing interests in this line in the United States. 
I think these gentlemen have made a good argument in favor 
of a specific duty in preference to an ad valorem duty, and an 
inquiry made satisfies me that 5 cents per pound is not an ex- 
cessive rate. I oy that the amendment may be adopted. [ 
will say that, if it is not adopted, [ shall then move an amend- 
ment restoring the rate of duty as it is in the existing law. 

Mr. PEFFER. I beg to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire how much his amendment proposes to increase or 
diminish the rate of duty provided in the bill? 

Mr.GALLINGER. I have not been able to determine that 
offhand. I shall make a little investigation, and perhaps shall 
be able to answer the inquiry in a few moments. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should say, in addition, that my preference 
is always for specific duties, but I do not wish to increase any of 
the rates above those provided for in the bill, except upon arti- 
cles of iuxury. Of course, if the Senator’s amendment does not 
increase the rate provided in the bill I have no objection to it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Sofaras I know, nocomputation has been 
made on that point, and Iam unable to answer the Senator’s 
question; but I think the rate of 5 cents per pound will be prac- 
tically the same as proposed by the bill, the chief advantage be- 
ing that it is specific. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Next to the correct application of the prin- 
ciples of equity and consistency to its different paragraphs, I 
think simplicity is the most desirable element to be sought in 
the enactment of a tariff. The amendment which is proposed 
by the committee in regard to photographie and lithographic 
prints is about as wide a departure from simplicity as it is pos- 
sible to imagine. I should be very glad to know in what way 
this schedule is to be enforced, and I should be glad to have 
some sort of explanation as to what change it proposes in the 
existing law, and what the effect of these various rates will be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaL- 
LINGER] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

- Mr. GALLINGER. I now move to strike out the word 
“thirty,” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five,” so that it will read ‘35 per 
cent ad valorem;” and I desire to be heard a moment on that, 

I find that under a duty of 35 per cent, which is the duty in 
the existing law, last year there were imported into this coun- 
try of the classes of papers mentioned in this paragraph $1,855,- 
980 worth, almost $2,000,000. These papers came in from Ger- 
many and other countries in competition with American manu- 
facturers under a rate of duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. It 
does seem to me, in view of that fact, that the proposed cut of 5 
per cent from the existing rate will be a very severe blow to 
the manufacturers of those classes of papers in the United States, 
and I can not myself understand why it should be made. 

The people of New Hampshire have some interest in the 
manufacture of these papers, as have the people of Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, New Jersey, New York, and other of the 
Northern States. [ donot know that I have any grounds upon 
which to base the hope that the Democratic side will make this 
concession; but, in the interest of American labor, as well as in 
the interest of revenue, it seems to me we ought not to disturb 
the existinglaw. Perh I am incorrectin saying in the inter- 
ests of revenue, because, if the rate is reduced, I apprehend the 
importations will be increased to such an enormous extent that 
ss we shall get more revenue than we now get, but if we get 
t, we get it at the expense of the manufacturers and workmen of 
the UnitedStates. LIhope the slight concession Lask on this item 
will be granted, and that the old rate of duty may be retained. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mirus]. If he were 
present I should vote “* yea.” 


Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I transfer my 


pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH| | 


to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacgw]. By con- 
sent of the senior Senator from Georgia {[Mr. GORDON], who is 
paired with the Senator from Iowa |Mr. WiLSON}, we will trans- 
fer pairs, and therefore I vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” , 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present, I should vote 
“ney.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to state for the day that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. COKE] is absent from the Senate because of ill- 
ness. He stands paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW}. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


Lam paired with the 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present I 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Morrill, Shoup, 
Allison, Frye, Patton, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Chandler, Hawley, Power, 
Cullom, Lodge, Proctor, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 

NAYS—29. 
Bate, Gibson, Martin, Turpis, 
Berry, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Murphy, Vilas, 
Caffery, Irby, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
George, Lindsay, Smith. 

; NOT VOTING—35. 

Alien, Dixon, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McLaurin, Quay, 
Brice. Gordon, McMillan, Roach, 
Butler, Gray, MePherson, Squire, 
Call. Hansbrough, Mills, Stewart, 
Camiien, Higgins, Mitchell,Oregon Walsh, 
Cameron, Hili, Morgan, Wilson, 
Coke, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Davis, Huntcn, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that the committee amendment be 
stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
tee amendment on this subject had been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment as 
printed in the bill has not been considered. The amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.JONEs] is by way 
of substitute, to strike out the paragraph and insert: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it the paragraph which follows, begin- 
ning with parchment papers? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is, but the second paragraph 
is different from that as printed on page 78, the Chair will in- 
form the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that that may be read, for the 
purpose of saying something upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment as proposed by Mr. 
JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ido not understand that that amendment 
as now offered has been printed hitherto. It is not the amend- 
ment printed on page 78 of the bill, is it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first paragraph of the pro- 

d amendnrent, 1 will say to the Senator, is as printed in the 
ili on page 78. The subsequent part relating to lithographs 
has not yet been printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rose to congratulate the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] upon the rapid progress 
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which his committee is making in the application of the prin- 
ciple of protection to American industries. This clause is much 


| more carefully and scientifically constructed than the provisions 
| of the presentlaw. The — law imposes anad valorem duty 
upon all these articles of 35 per cent. Ad valorem duties are 


vicious; ad valorem duties tend to fraud. Discriminating spe- 
cific duties are of the very essence of a wise system of protec- 
tion. Thesystem of specific duties is complicated; it is difli- 
cult; but all things in human life which are worth anythingare 
difficult. So the principles of protection, the great American 
principles, the great Republican principles of protection can not 
be applied to the thousands of complicated industries of the 
United States without labor, without effort, without scientific 
study, and without a careful application of those principles. 
That has not been done with reference to lithographic prints 
hitherto. It was not done under the McKinley act; but the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri|Mr. Vest] 
have thrown their minds upon this subject, so that they have 
carefully classified all the various lithographic prints—class 1, 
class 2, class 3, class 4—and have given specific rates to these 
various classes of lithographic work, and they have done it 
faithfully, patiently, assiduously, and scientifically, and when 





I was about to ask whether the commit- | 





this bill becomes a law, if it ever does become a law, there will 
be one species 0! industry in this country where, thanks to the 
Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri, the ju- 
nior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], and the junior 
Senator frcm New Jersey[Mr. SMITH], the provisions relating 
to it have been correctly, elaborately, and scientifically con- 
structed upon the true principle of protection—— 

Mr. VEST Iam afraid there is something wrong about this 

amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. And not upon ad valorem duties, which 
| lead to frauds, but specific duties. I congratulate the Senators 
upon the progress they are making. I shall now listen to the 
Senator from Missouri with pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Isay I have great doubt about this paragraph 
now, after what the Senator from New Hampshire hassaid about 
it, and after the laudation by the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I fear I may cause the Senator from Mis- 
souri to retract. I have succeeded in that way two or three 
times, and I have been very successful in developing the prin- 
ciple of give and take, offer and back out, upon which the two 
Senators have constructed this bill; but, fortified as they are on 
the one side by the Senator from New Jersey, and on the other 
side by the Senator from New York, I know they will not back 
out to-day. 

They may back outin the committee of conference, they will not 
back out here in the Senate. They will not back out under fire, 
Mr. President, any more than they did when it was demonstrated 
to them that by postponing the duty on sugar until January 1, 
1895, they were giving $35,000,000 as a donation to the sugar 
trust. They then said: ‘‘It will not do to back out under fire; 
we can withdraw these little amendments if anybody criticises 
them and asks to have a specific duty applied in some other di- 
rection, when it is applied ina direction which meets with favor 
from the committee; but it will not do to back out here in the 
Senate now under the charge that thesugar trust is to have $35,- 
000,000 by postponing the sugar duty until the Ist day of January, 
1895; we will take care of that in conference.” 

I rose to congratulate the Senatorfrom Missouri and the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. I felt inan amiable frame of mind toward 
them, and I should have continued so, but for the fact that the 
Senator from Missouri had interrupted me to make his usual 
threat of withdrawing the paragraph which is so in accordance 
with the principles of protection that my heart swelled within 
me and led me to chenk the Senator for the good work that at 
that particular time he was doing in accord with the principles 
| of protection. That is what I rose to do, and also to say that I 
can not understand why in the world the two Senators will not 
apply that same principle to parchment paper. 

Why will they not apply it to poe paper and surface- 
coated paper and manufactures thereof, and photographic and 
autographicand scrap albums as well as apply it to lithographic 
prints? They have improved upon the McKinley act, as I say, 
in reference to lithographic prints; and lithographic prints, 
which are pictures, works of art, they propose to let in bya 
specific pound rate. Parchment papers, surface-coated papers, 
and photographic papers are to continue to come in under this 
inferior, this injurious, this pernicious methed of an ad valorem 
system of duty. 

Mr. President, in all sincerity and with much love and affec- 
tion for those two Senators, I ask them why they can not apply 
this principle of specific duties, carefully discriminated, and 
scientifically applied to lithographic prints also, soas to protect 
American parchment papers made by American labor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the principal charge made 


| 
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against the framers of the act of 1890 was that in the prepara- 
tion of that act manufacturers were permitted to write the sched- 
ules and to fix the rateofduties. Thatcharge wasentirely with- 
out foundation, but in the particular item now under considera- 
tion, I am afraid, if the exact truth were known, it would appear 
that the manufacturers have prepared this new paragraph. 

I can not agree with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] from 
his inner consciousness had evolved ascheme providing a differ- 
ence in rates between papers eight-thousandths of an inch in 
thicknessand twenty-thousandths ofaninchinthickness. Ithink 
the manufacturers, the lithographersof the United States, must 
have prepared this schedule. In fact, as I understand, it is in 
print as a schedule prepared by the tariff committee of the Na- 
tional Lithographers’ Association. 

I do not object to that. I believe that a Committee of Con- 
gress, having these matters in charge, should consult with the 
people who know most about the business connected with the 
articles upon which the rates are to be fixed, and I am very glad 
that the committee have adopted this schedule of the Lithog- 
raphers’ Association. I have no doubt it is a correct one, but 
{ suggest to these Senators that, if this principle wasapplied all 
through the bill, we should have a tariff bill of 10,000 pages at 
least, and one which would require at least 10,000 appraisers to 
enforce it. 

If these minute subdivisions of rates were to be applied to 
all the thousands and tens of thousands of articles covered by 
this tariff bill, we should never get through with its considera- 
tion, and we should have great difficulty in collecting duties 
under it. 

I feel like joining with the Senator from New Hampshire in 
congratulating the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Arkansas upon the progress which they are making in adopting 
adequate specific rates in these various paragraphs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask to go back to paragraph 314, 
on page 79, in order that I may move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 79, paragraph 314, line 12, after 
the word ‘' thirty,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘five;” and at the 
end of the paragraph to add “ bristles, sorted, bunched, or pre- 
pared in any manner, 74 per cent ad valorem; ” so as to read: 

$14. Hair pencils, brushes and feather dusters, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
brooms, 20 per cent ad valorem; bristles, sorted, bunched, or prepared in 
any manner, 7} per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. For convenience, I suggest to the Senator 
that he make the rate 8 per cent ad valorem, which is only a 
difference of one-half per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Seven and one-half per cent isa 
reduction of 25 per cent on the present rate. 


Mr. ALLISON. I know; but it-will be more convenient in | 


computation to make it 8 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no difficulty about 
Democratic custom-house officers making that computation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
propose an amendment? 

r. ALLISON. No; I shall not interfere with the Senator's 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 85, paragraph 347, there 
was an error made, which I now ask to correct; and for that 
purpose I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 347, line 20, before the word 
**inches,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘fourteen” and insert 
“seventeen;”’ in line 21, after the word ‘‘over,” itis proposed to 
strike out ‘‘fourteen and not over:” and in line 23, after the 
word ‘‘ pairs,” tostrike out ‘‘over 17 inches in length, $3.75 per 
dozen pairs,” 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to make two classifications in- 
stead of three, as I understand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the paragraph read as 
it will read after being amended as proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The eereiary will read the 
paragraph as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


$47. Ladies’ or children’s, of sheep origin, with exterior grain surface re- 
moved, by whatever name known, not over 17 inches in length, $1.75 per 
dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, 82.75 per dozen pairs; men’s, of sheep 
grigin, = exterior surface removed, by whatever name known, @& per 
zen pairs. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was passed over, when I was not 
in the Chamber, early in the consideration of this bill, the article 
of sponges, which is proposed to be reduced by this bill from 20 
per cent ad valorem to10 per cent ad valorem. This isa subject 
wlich caused much tribulation in 1890, when the rate was fixed 
at 20 per cent. 

Iam very much opposed to the reduction, I will state to the 
Senator from Arkansas; andI should like to move to restore the 
20 per cent rate, to make a fewremarks, and to have a vote upon 
the amendment at such time as may be convenient to the Sena- 
tor; but I desire to do so when the Senators from Florida are 
both in the Chamber, for I count upon their valuable and neces- 
sary assistance to protect the sponge industry, which is an im- 
portant industry in Florida. I[ shall accommodate myself to the 
wishes of the Senator from Arkansas in taking up this subject; 
but I certainly want, in some way, to secure the attendance in 
= Chamber, when it is being considered, of the Senators from 

‘lorida. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to taking the 
paragraph up whenever the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
sires to take it up, either now or at any subsequent time. He 
may take his own time for that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall ask to take it up at some time 
when the two Senators from Florida are in their seats. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FREE LIST. 


Src. 2. On and after the Ist day of June, 1894, unless otherwise provided 
pt this act, the following articles, when imported, shall be exempt from 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, on page 
89, line 19, after the words “Sec. 2,” to strike out ‘On and 
after,” and insert ‘‘ After;” and in the same line, before the 
word “ day,” tostrike out ‘‘ first ’ and insert “thirtieth,” soas to 
read: 

After the 30th day of June, 1894, etc. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the fixing of the date should 
gz0 over for the present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the amendment will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

363. Acids used for medicinal, chemical, or manufacturing purposes, not 
——— provided for in this act. 

. Aconite. 

365. Acorns, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 

366. Agates, unmanufactured. 

367. Albumen. 

368. Alizarin, and alizarin colors or dyes, natural or artificial. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] to paragraph 
368 is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to that, of course, but I have 
had several letters suggesting that all coal-tar dyes should be put 
on the free list or all should be taxed. Thereare certain other 
dyes, as I understand it, which are practically in competition 
with these dyes, which are not yet on the free list. I wish to 
call attention to paragraph 443, page 98, in connection with this, 
wherein coal tar, etc., preparations and products of coal tar, not 
colors or dyes, are put on the free list. Now, these alizarin col- 
ors and dyes, I understaud, are used for the same purpose prac- 
tically, and are in accord with other coal-tar dyes, and it seems 
to me if one is put upon the free list the other should also be 
upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. These ‘alizarin colors have been 
on the free list all along I understand. We simply leave them 
where we find them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know they have been on the free list, but 
in the existing law certain colors are specified, page 361. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ suppose that all the colors enumerated in 
the act of 1890 would come in free under the language here used OY 
the committee. That is my understanding of their action. 


should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas if that is not his 
understanding. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I understand so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand. In connection with that, 
before we ~ from the paragraph, I desire to have read a let- 


ter which I have just received upon this subject. I will have it 
put in the RECORD, so that we may see what we are doing about 


these colors. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as in- 


dicated. 





1894. 





The Secretary read as follows: 
178 FRONT STREET, NEW YORK, Juné 15, 1894. 

Sire: It has come to our notice that a firm of importers of coal-tar dyes 
have written a large number of mills ane them to urge upon their rep- 
resentatives in Congress that the coal tar dyes sold by them as alizarin 
orange. alizarin yellow, alizarin green, alizarin blue, alizarin brown, ala- 
garin black, etc., be admitted free of duty. 

We beg to call your attention to the history, as we understand it, of the 
classification of these alizarin dyes. 

About fifteen or twenty years ago, when artificial alizarin was first discov- 
ered, the Badische anilin and sod@ fabrik, represented in this country by 
Pickhardt & Kuttroff, took out — for the production of artificial aliza- 
rin, but shortly after another firm discovered a method so much superior 
to their patented method that the Badische Company abandoned their mode 
of manufacture, we are informed. 

At this time, artificial alizarin was selling throughout Europe at about 
30 cents pe pound, and aniline dyes, as coal,tar dyes were then known, paid 
a duty of 50 cents << pound, and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Measrs. Pickhardt & Kuttroff succeeded in getting a decision sustaining 
their patent ina distant circuit court, and secured injunctions restraining 
everyone from importing, dealing in, or selling artificial alizarin in the 
United States. By unusual skill they succeeded in keeping this case from 
reaching the Supreme Court for about a space of seven years, and when 
the case reached the Supreme Court the patent was declared by them to be 
void. Atabout the same time they secured their first Judgment in a distant 
circuit court, they succeeded in getting Congress to put artificial alizarin 
on the free list, on the ground, we suppose, that it would be a benefit to the 


textile industry of the country to have the tax of 50 cents per pound and 35 | 


per cent ad valorem removed. 

When Congress removed this tax of 50 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad 
valorem the firm of menepen eens representing the Badische Company put their 
own tax of 81 per pound on the article, so it was selling here at about 81.30 
per pound, while it sold throughout anaes at 30cents per pound. This 
continued for about seven years, during which time the importers have lev- 
fed a tribute on every consumer inthis country, putting them at a disad- 
vantage as compared with European consumers. 

Since the Supreme Court gave their decision breaking the patent monop- 
gly the price coupes to a par with that in Europe, viz, from $1.30 to 30cents 
per pound, and by competition has gradually come down now to 14 or 15 
cents per pound for artificial alizarine or alizarine red. 

In the two tariffs preceding the tariff of 1890 it was provided that alizarine, 
natural or artificial, should be freo, and in the tariff of 1890, or the ‘‘ McKinley 
dill,” to the surprise of every importer of coal tar dyes, in the free list it was 
found that after the words ‘‘alizarine, natural or artificial,” another sen- 
tence had been added, reading as follows: ‘“‘And dyes commercially known 
as alizarine orange, alizarine yellow, alizarine green, alizarine blue, alizar- 
ine brown, and alizarine black."’ Now, those dyes thus enumerated in the 
free list are coal tar dyes, and this firm succeeded by the insertion of this 
clause in getting in a large number of their coal tar dyes free of duty, while 
& very much more important class of coal tar dyes, imported by us and 
known as diamine dyes, have had to pay the regular aniline or coal tar dye 
duty. Those other coal tar dy es imported by us, and known as ‘‘diaminered, 
diamine yellow, diamine blue, diamine green, diamine orange, diamine black, 
diamine violet, and diamine brown,” are not produced in this country, nor 
are they likely to be produced here. 

Our point is, that the above two classes of coal-tar dyes differing only in 
being separate classes of coal-tar dyes, should be treated alike, both free or 
both taxed. There is obviously no propriety in basing a discrimination with 
respect to the duty they shall pay, on the commercial name. The class of 
coal-tar dyes, commercially known as diamine dyes, are certainly of as 
jouch ee to the consumers as the coal-tar dyes commercially known 
as alizarine dyes, and we venture to ask you to use your influence tos ee 
that these dyes be treated as they deserve to be, exactly alike, both free, or 
both taxed, we donot care which. 


Respectfully, Wm. J. MATHESON & Co., LIMITED, 


B. D. BACON, Treasurer. 

Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I am not familiar with the differ- 
ence between these diamine dyes and other coal-tar dyes which 
are now put upon the free list by this arrangement and which 
were on the free list under the act of 1890, but it seems to me 
if diamine dyes are not produced in this country and come in 
competition with other dyes or colors which are put upon the 
free list, they ought to be treated in thesameway. Not vouch- 
ing for the accuracy of that information, but calling the atten- 
tion of the Senators in charge of the bill to statements there 
made, I hope, with the writer of the letter, that the two articles 
will be treated alike or some reason given why they should not be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state the reason why the alizarin 
colors named in the act of 1890 were put upon the free list. It 
appeared from the testimony of every one interested in the ques- 
tion that these alizarin colors could not be made in the United 
States at the rate of duty which had been imposed upon aliza- 
rin colors and dyes, and that the imposition of a duty in this 
case was simply imposing a burden upon the consumers of these 
particular dyes in the United States. There was no difference 
of opinion in the committee who then had this matter in charge 
as to the desirability of the duty being removed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa assents to that prop- 
osition. Now, whether these dyes which these rival manufac- 
turers make come within the same category I do not know. 
I do know that the dyes in question are not made in the United 
States, and are not likely to be made in the United States, 
and 1 think the committee have wisely acted in allowing 
them to remain upon the free list. Whether the free list ought 
to be extended so as to include other dyes which can not be 
made in the United States, [am not certain. That is a matter 
which I suppose the committee will take up later on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee was very strong! 
inclined to add coal-tar dyes to the free list in connection with 
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these alizarin dyes, and the most vigorous opposition was made 
by the persons interested in the business and by their friends in 
the Senate and out of the Senate. It was stated that large 
amounts of money had been invested in developing the produc- 
tion of dyes from coal tar, that it was done to a much greater 
extent in Germany than in this country, and that we would be 
destroying an industry which deserves consideration. 

We found the provision as it is in the bill, alizarin dyes free 
and coal-tar dyes taxed. We reduced the tax on coal-tar dyes 
somewhat in the proportion we reduced taxes upon other things 
and left the paragraph as it stands, because we were not pre- 
pared to say that the coal-tar dyes could safely be put upon the 
free list with the alizarin dyes, and we have no idea of taking 
= dyes off the free list and putting them on the taxable 

ist. 

Mr. ALLISON. This firm, which seems to be a reputable 
firm of merchants, states that these diamine dyesare not made in 
this country at all, and that they come in competition with the 
dyes which have been put by the bill upon the free list. It 
seems to me worthy of consideration whether we should not 
make such a provision as will deal ay with those people, as 
well as with the consumers of the articles in our own country, 
where there is no production of the article here. I call atten- 
tion to it for the purpose of doing at a later stage what seems to 
be just in the matter. 

I do not know whether there are colors or dyes made in this 
country which come in competition with these diamine dyes. 
Somebody ought to know whether that is the case or not. If 
so, I shall not ask that they be put upon the free list; but if not, 
then I see no reason why one class of coal-tar dyes should be 
put upon the free list and another class excluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
the Senate. The Secretary will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

359. Amber, unmanufactured, or crude gum. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘amber,” in para- 
graph 369, line 7,I move toinsert ‘‘and amberoid,” so as to read: 

Amber and amberoid, unmanufactured, or crude.gum. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me inquire what amberoid is? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The statement was made by a cus- 
tom-house officer that it is some imitation of amber and looks 
very much like it, but it is difficult to be distinguished from it. 
There is some difficulty about classification in connection with 
it. I know nothing about it personally. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihaveafear thatit may include a manufactured 
amber made in this country by taking little bits of amber and 
making them up into larger pieces. I do not know that it is 
true, but I merely speak of it in this connection. [ suppose 
the committee do not desire to put a manufacture of amber on 
the free list. I am not sure that I am correct, but I know that 
that manufacture is carried on in this country. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would be a manufacture of 
amber. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand this is an imitation 
or something that is taking the place of amber, and is not & 
manufacture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

$70. Ambergris. 

871. Ammonia, carbonate of, muriate of, or sal-ammoniac and sulphate of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I meve to strike out paragraph 371. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


372. Aniline salts. 

373. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be ad- 
mitted free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free unless 
pure bred of a recognized breed and duly registered in the book of record 
established for that breed, and the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 
such additional regulations as may be required for the strict enforcement 
of this provision. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 


graph 373, to insert at the end of the paragraph: 


Any cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed 
across the boundary line into any foreign country, or where such ee 
animals have been or may be driven across such boundary line by the crate 





The Secretary will proceed 


for pasturage purposes, the same may bé brought back to the United Stat 
free of duty under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Tre 
ury. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ment, and move to insert: 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals, which have strayed acro 
the boundary line into any foreign country, or have been or may De dri 


I withdraw the committee amend- 
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across such boundary line by the owner for pasturage purposes, together with 
their increase, may be brought back to the United States freg of duty under 
regu!ations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Chat seems to be a pretty broad provision. 
It would enable our own people, of course, to carry their do- 
mestic animals across the boundaries free and breed them, keep 
them there as long as they desire, and then return them free of 
duty. I am afraid such a provision might lead to some confu- 
sion at least, if not fraud. I should be glad to have the Senator 
from Arkansas, who is undoubtedly familiar with the situation 
which requires some such provision, state what the effect of it 
will be. I take it it applies only to our Mexican border. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis intended to apply only to the 
Mexican border. There are large ranches along the boundary 
from the Rio Grande west, where I understand * is a physical 
impossibility for the owners of stock to prevent the stock wan- 
dering across the river and going on the Mexican side. 

[ understand that on occasions when long droughts prevail, 
in some localities it is a matter of absolute necessity that stock 
shail be driven from the location of the ranches across into the 
pastures on the other side and kept there for such length of time 
until they can be safely brought back to this side. The inten- 
tion of the amendment is simply to provide that steck which 
may be driven or which may stray across the border for that 
purpose shall be returned without paying aduty. Ifthe provi- 
sion pomaare is open to any abuse, I shall be glad to have it 
limited so that there will be no danger from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It looks to me as though the effect of the 
provision would naturally be to make free intercourse between 
this country and Mexico as respects these animals. It will of 
course be impossible for customs-house officers to distinguish be- 
tween an increase in the number of animals and the original ex- 
»ortation. 

, Mr. JONESof Arkansas. That would have to be established, 
of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know enough about the subject to 
make any criticism upon it. I suppose there is some necessity 
for a provision in the’nature of the amendment proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand this provision was 
submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] to the Treas- 
ury Department, and that it has the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in its present form. 

Mr. PALMER. The last remark of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas answers the point I was about to make, whether the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has the power to prevent abuses. The Sen- 
ator'’s explanation is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ understand the Secretary of the 
Treasury has the power. 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance to know that in Northwestern Texas 
it has been frequently absolutely necessary for a ranchman in 
time of great drought to drive his stock sometimes hundreds of 
miles to find water and pasturage so combined that the stock 
can have the benefit of both. Occasionally they are compelled 
to cross the Rio Grande and find pasturage near enough to the 
Rio Grande to get the benefit of the water. 

I take it for granted from what the Senator from Texas, who 
prepared the amendment, said to me yesterday, that it is in- 
tended to provide for that exact case. From my little knowl- 
edge of the stock business I do not think therg can be any diffi- 
culty or danger of any traffic, because every her; has its brand 
and is easy of identification, and therefore the stock that is 
driven across would have the privilege of being driven back. 

Mr. ALLISON. Having had the whole question elucidated 
by my friend from Tennessee, I withdraw any further opposi- 


n. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
continued. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
374. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not 
exceeding six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for 
rizes offered by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall 
be given in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
reasury; also, teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and 
© wagons or other vehicles actually owned by a emi ing from 
ign countries to the United States with their in actual use 
> the purpose of such emigration under such regulations as the Secretary 
= jury may prescribe; and wild animals intended for exhibition 
Re or ont collections for scientific and educational purposes, and not for 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragra oh 374, 
on page 91, line 4, after the word “agricultural,” to strike out 


‘Sor racing.” F 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendmentis withdrawn. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

Tho Secretary read as follows: 

375. Annatto, roucou, rocoa, or orleans, and all extracts of. 

876. Antimony ore, crude sulphite of, and antimony, as regulus or metal 

377. Apatite. bat 

The next amendment of the Committee on Financo was to 
strike out paragraph 378, in the following words: 

378. Appies, green or ripe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 379, in the following words: 

879. Apples, dried, desiccated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, anij 
not otherwise provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
880. Argal, or argol, or crude tartar. 
381. Arrow root, raw or unmanufactured. 

382. Arsenic and sulphide of, or orpiment. 

383. Arseniate of aniline. 

384. Art educational stops, composed of glass and metal, and valued at not 
more than 6 cents per gross. 

885. Articles imported by the United States. 

386. Articles in a crude state used in dyeing or tanning, not specially pro- 


The reading of the bill will 


. vided for in this act. 


387. Articles, the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States, 
when ret after having been exported, without having been advanced 
in value or improved in condition by any process of manufacture or other 
means; casks, ——— carboys, bags, and other vessels of American manu- 
facture exported filled with American products, or exported empty and re- 
turned filled with foreign products, including shooks when returned as bar- 
rels or boxes; also quicksilver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or for- 
eign manufacture, which shall have been actually from the United 
States; but proof of the identity of such articles be made, under gen- 
eral a to be prescri by the Secretary of the Treasury, but the 
exemption of bags from duty shall apply only to such doimestic bags as may 

imported exporter thereof, and if any such are subject to 
internal tax time of exportation, such tax shall be proved to have 
been ation and not refunded: b at this para- 
Eis boon mado, theretmportation of whieh is hereby proibieed exespe pss 
a of duties equal to the drawbacks allowed; or to any article mene. 
actured bonded warehouse and rted under en oe ay ey of law: 
And provided. , Then when man ich has been ex- 
—_— without ya eae internal-revenue tax shall be retmported it shall 

retained in custody of thecollector of customs until internal-revenue 
stamps in payment of the legal duties shall be placed thereon. 

388. Asbestus, unmanufactured. 

389. 63, Wood of, and beet-root ashes. 

390. Asphaltum and bitumen, crude or dried, but not otherwise manipu- 
lated or treated. 

391. Asafetida. 

392. Bacon and hams, beef, mutton, and 
pared or preserved, not specially provid 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 392 
by striking out‘ beef, mutton, an rk,” after the word “ hams.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment of the 
committee, and move to strike out allof paragraph 392 after the 
word ‘‘ hams.” 

Mr. PEFFER. [ move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether the motion to strike 
out the paragraph is to be resisted on the other side. [hope it 
will be accepted. I do not know why bacon and hams should 
come in from other countries in competition with our farmers 
and the men who prepare them here. Will the committee con- 
sent to strike out the whole paragraph? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed from 
the committee will be first submitted to the Senate; that is, to 
strike out a part of the paragraph. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to strike out all of 
the paragraph after the word ‘‘ hams.” 

The amendment was “gr ed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs ou the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, to strike out 
the par: raph as amended. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President,I wish tosay justaword. Ag- 
riculture in general has been unfairly treated I think in this 
bill. Here isan article the farmers are very much interested 
in—bacon and hams; and I submit it is a proper subject for at 
least a revenue duty. At the proper time, if the amendment I 
now propose is carried, I expect to move to vote to place if upon 
the dutiable list, and I shall ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. The effect of this amendment, unless the Sena- 
tor has some specific duty to propose otherwise, would be to put 
20 per cent upon these articles. We bring into this country 
forty-odd thousand dollars’ worth of Westphalia hams, They are 
a —— article of that genus. 

r. ALDRICH. Why should they not pay a duty? 

Mr. VEST. I have notthe slightest objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let the paragraph be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. We send out 82,000,000 pounds. It does not 
amount to anything. Itis merely leather and prunella. 

Mr. ALLISON. It costs 19 cents a pound, 

Mr. VEST. I know it does. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the unit of value. It seems to me 


and moats of all kinds, pre- 
for in this act. 
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the importers can afford to pay 20 per cent. The duty ought to 
be higher. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas |Mr. PerrerR}to strike out 
the paragraph as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
continued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

303. Balm of Gilead 

304. Barks, cilnchona or other, from which quinine may bo extracted. 


The reading of the bill will be 


395. Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite, and baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, | 


unmanufactured, including barytes earth. 

396, Bauxite, or beauxite. 

307. Beeswax. 

398, Bells, broken, and bell metal broken and fit only to be remanufactured, 

399. All binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from New Zea- 
land hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, of single 
ply and measuring not exceeding 600 feet to the pound. 


Mr. VEST. Let the amendment of the committee to para- 
graph 399 be stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand there is a committee 
amendment to strike out the word ‘‘ manila.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisa Vest amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
will observe that it is an amendment to be proposed, not an 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word “manila” should be 
stricken out. It is a committee amendment, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is an amendment which was 
intended to be proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Chair is correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam glad we have a discriminating Presid- 
ing Officer who is able to tell the various classes of amendments 
which have been offered to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas move to strike out the word ‘‘ manila?” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not. [understood the Senator 
from M{ssouri was to move to strike out that word and insert 
‘‘manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound.” [I do not 
know whether the Senator from Missouri proposes to move the 
amendment or not. I have no suggestion to make. 

Mr. VEST. Ididintend to move it, butI understand there was 
an amendment pending to strike out the word ‘ manila,” and 
after it was carried I proposed to move to insert— 
and manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 399, page 94, line 2, after the 
word ‘‘ fiber,” strike out ‘‘ manila,” and after the word ‘' pound,” 
in line 4, insert: 
and manila twine not exceeding 650 feet to the pound. 

Mr, ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will give 
some explanation of his proposal to take manila out of the gen- 
eral scope of the paragraph andinsert 650 feet to the pound in- 
stead of 600. Thatseems to be adistinction that has some reason 
for it, but I do not know what it is. 

Mr. VEST. This was suggested upon samples which were 
exhibited to us, showing that unless this amendment was made 
it would not carry out the intention of the committee as to ad- 
mitting binding-twine free; it would let in rope. There isa 
difference, the experts assured us, in regard to the quality of 
this twine, which is regulated according to length. I have the 
samples in the committee room if it is necessary to produce them 
here. We were satisfied that statement was true, and that we 
would render the rest of the provision inoperative as to free 
binding-twine unless we made this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows. 

400. (Birds, stuffed, not suftable for millinery ornaments, and) bird skins, 
prepared for preservation, but not further advanced in manufacture. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the following words at the be- 
ginning of paragraph 400. 

Birds, stuffed, not suitable for millinery ornamonts, and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


401. Birds and land and water fowls. 

402, Bismuth. 

403. ates. + all Hy ee of animals, crude, salted for preserva- 
tion, unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this act. 

404. Blood, dried. ve 

405. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper. 

406. Bologna sausages. 
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| 107. Bolting cloths, especially for milling purposes, but not suitable for 
} the manufacture of wearing apparel. 

408. Bones, crude, or not burned, calcined, ground, steamed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and bone dust or animal carbon, and bone ash, fis only for 
fertilizing purposes. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 409, in the following words: 

409. Bone char, suitable for use in decolorizing sugars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

410. Books, engravings, photographs, bound or unbound, etchings, maps, 
and charts, which shall have been printed more than twenty veurs at the 
date of importation, and all hydrographic charts and books and periodicals 
devoted exclusively ta original sclentific research, and pyblications tsaned 
for their subscribers by scientific and literary associations or academies, or 
publications of Individuals for private circulation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add at the end of para- 
graph 410: ‘‘And public documents by foreign governments.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. [I should like to inquire of the Senator if 
foreign governments admit our documents free of duty. Ought 
| there not to be a clause making it reeiprocal? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think they do. 
the Treasury suggested this amendment. 

Mr.QUAY. I move further to amend the paragraph by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘ charts,” in the second line, on! page 
95, down to the word ‘‘or,” inline 5. [ move this amendment at 
the suggestion of Pressmen’s Union No. 4, of the city of Phila- 
delphia, in pursuance of resolutions which I send to the dosk to 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ROOMS OF TYPOGRAPHICAL UNION, No, 2, 


124 NORTH NINTH Sreerr, 
Philadelphia, December 19, 1899 


The Secretary of 





The resolution will be read; 


To PREssMEN's Unton, No. 4: 

Ata stated meeting of this Union held on the 17th instant the following pro- 
amble and resolutions were unanimously ee As the matter referred 
to is of vital fmportance to our craft we solicit your ald in order that our 
fellow-workmen may not be made sufferers by the passage of the free-book 
clause in the proposed tariff Dill. 

Whereas, in the tariff bill to be reported from the Conrm{ttee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, ‘all scientific publications, efther 
of individuals or of institutions,” are placed on the free list; wad 

Whereas this pbraseology can and probably will be construed so as to ad 
mit free of duty all worka, yopwee, technical, and educational, on phystecal, 
natural, medical, historical, sociological, mental, and moral science, con- 
stituting a very large portion of the current publications of the day: There 
fore 

Resolwed, lL. That we view with alarm the prospect of the Interference with 
our labor which this clause will effect if the bill shall become a law fn its 
present shape. 

IL. That we suepeceety but earnestly request the omission of the sald 
clause from the free list, belfeving as we do that no discrimination of the 
kind proposed can be so phrased as to prevent abuses in the administration 
of the law which were not contemplated by its framers. 

Il. That copies of these resolutions be sent to the members of the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means and to the Senators 2:4 Representatives of this 
State in Congress, and that the latter be a urged to prevent by 
every Ineans the enactment of the said objectionable clause. 

IV. That copies of the above preamble and resolutions be forwarded to 
the officers of the International Union, to our sister unions, and to the alr- 
ferent trade organizations with ee that they take Immediate favor- 
able action; and that they forward the same to thelr central labor coun 
cils for similar action. 

GEORGE CHANCE, President 
WM. J. SLOAN, Recording Secretary. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask for a vote on the amendment. I shall not 
occupy the time of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2,0n page 95, after the second word 
‘*and” and before ‘* books,” strike out— 
books and periodicals devoted exclusively to or!ginal scientific research, 
and publications issued for their subscribers by scientific and Literary asso 
clations or academies, or, 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

410. Books, engravings, photographs, bound or unbound, etchings, maps, 
and charts, which shall have been printed moro than twenty years at the 
date of tmportation, and all hydrographic charts, and publications of tndi 
viduals for private circulation. 

Mr. HOAR. I confess that the phrase in the paragraph as. it 
stands, ‘' devoted exclusively tooriginal scientific research,” con- 
veys noclear meaning whatever tomy mind. Ishould like toask 
my honorable friend from Missouri (who I suppose is as capable 
of answering such questions as anybody in the Senate) if he will 
mention a book which is devoted exclusively to original scien- 
tifie research that he thinks of in this world? I do not think of 
one. I suppose no mathematician, no chemist, no biologist, no 
metaphysician could write a book which might be said to be de- 
voted exclusively to original scientific research; though I will 
say, with no disrespect to the Senator, it is possible there might 
be some English books on political economy, the scientific re- 
search of which is entirely original and was not borrowed from 
anything else in heaven or on earth. I can not conceive of any 
book which that phrase aptly describes. 


Mr. VEST. I should think that the very celebrated et 
tion, Darwin’s Origin of Species, ought to come under this defi- 
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nition. I willstate tothe Senator frankly my idea about it. We 
discussed the matter in the committee. This was intended to 
apply not to collations or to books which were prepared from 
other books, but original publications, original scientitic research, 
that is, where an author gave the result of his own researches, 
not copying from anybody or not collating from other authors. 
That was our idea in regard to it, and it was no doubt the idea 
of the House of Representatives. Ifany more apt language can 
be discovered of course we would be very glad to adopt it. I do 
not think the Senator from Massachusetts will disagree with the 
intention of this proposed legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that in describing what belongs 


to science, we ought not to use the most unscientific and inexact | 


phrase in the whole bill for the purpose. Darwin’s researches, 
which the Senator speaks of, can not be described as a book 
devoted to original scientilic research. He may have used ina 


thousand ways.all the research which had preceded him; it may | 


have been a collection of other men’s researches. 
I understand of course what the Senator has in mind, but I 
do not see how when a man gives the result of the scientific 


researches of all ages and all time openly it can be announced as | 


a theory of his own, or described as a book devoted exclusively 
to scientific research. I think this is a puzzle, I will not say 
anything about Democrats, but I think it would puzzle all Re- 
publican appraisers, or whatever officers are to deal with it, 
whom I have ever known, If you should say books relating to 
natural science, to mathematics, or to science, that is one thing. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask himif this language is found in any preceding tariff 
law? 

Mr. HOAR. Idonotfinditinany. It is anew phrase. 

Mr. PALMER. If it has not already received the construc- 
tion of the revenue officers I think the words are ambiguous. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri whether a book like Lecky’s History of England, or Wal- 
owe work, now in process of publication, might not be held to 
be a book of original scientific research? 

Mr. VEST. I should hardly think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are certainly original books, and they 
are books of research. 

Mr. VEST. Waiving the argument of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that there can be no trouble amongst Democrats, be- 
cause we are 8) ignorant, I take it, we can not—— 

Mr. HOAR. Oh,no; I beg the Senator's parfon. I carefully 
avoided anything that could possibly be an imputation by saying 
that I do not know any Republican appraiser who would not be 
puzzled by such a phrase. I do not undertake to speak for any 
other person. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make asuggestion. I know exactly what 
I want to accomplish. Whatever the House of Representatives 
intended by using this language, I want to exempt from duty all 
scientific works. I didnot object to the word “ original” in the 
way I understood it, and that was that the provision should not 
apply to collations, as I have stated, simply works of labor with- 
out any original thought, like a dictionary, for instance, like one 
of these gazetteers, which is the lowest order of literary work 
so far as intellectual effort is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, my 
friend, the illustrious scientific man who died last week, Prof. 
Whitney, was the author of the Century Dictionary; and I do 
not suppose there is a work anywhere which contains the result 
of more original scientific research than the Century Diction- 


ary. 

Mr. VEST. I will modify the statement. I meant the higher 
order of intellectual effort, which is that which originates a sys- 
tem of thought—that which is not borrowed from any other 
source. But [ have not the slightest a to strike out the 
word ‘‘original,” and say ‘‘ devoted exclusively to scientific re- 
search,” because so far as my ideas are concerned, you can not 
make this sort of legislation too broad. I think every nation in 
the world is entitled to the thought of every other nation. 

Mr. LODGE. The first part of this clause excepts all books 
yrinted within twenty years of the date of importation. That 

as been the general provision, I think, in the tariff laws, and it 

is directed of course against books printed in the English lan- 
guage. Books in other languages are admitted free. The 
reason of it undoubtedly is to give- protection to the printers 
and the men who are engaged in the material production of 
books in this country. 

The objectionable feature of this new clause is that there is 
one particular class of works singled out to come in free, If it 
is right to let in free books which contain scientific thought, it 
is just as right to let in all other forms of original literature. 
There is no reason I can see for singling out science, letting it 
in free and keeping a duty on works of history, or poetry, or 
drama, or fiction, or theology, or any other subject. 
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Mr. HOAR. Or morals. 

Mr. LODGE. Morals, or ethics, or the great social questions 
which are now filling men’s minds and on which there is a great 
deal of modern literature in England. There is no more reason 
for picking out scientific books than for picking out any other 
class of literature. Either we should let in all books free and 
give no protection whatever to those engaged in the materia] 
et amp. in our own country, or we should put a duty on all 

ooks published within twenty years and give protection to those 
engaged here in the material production of books. I think that 
e fair, and that isthe principle recognized in our copyright 
aw. 

The Senator from Missouri said he does not want to keep out 
foreign thought on any subject. Noone does. Under the copy- 
right law foreign thought comes in free, and is protected here 
just like ourown authors. Itisawisemeasure. Nothing keeps 
out the ideas contained in those books. The only provision is 
that the men who print them and bind them and make them 
shall have protection on English books printed within the last 
twenty years. If that is to be extended to books generally, it is 
- eee to put in aloose clause like this excepting scientific 
JOOKS. r 

There is no more reason for excepting science than there isfor 
I think the argument made in the pe- 


loose construction which this would cause is a very forcible one. 
It does notseem to me that that argumentapplies to publications 
issued by scientific associations for their subscribers or anybody 
else, for those works are not reprinted here asa rule and have 
a very trifling circulation. There would be nowork given here, 
if a duty was put upon them, to books and periodicals devoted 
exclusively to original research. I can not see on what ground 
it is justified to except the one particular class of books. It 
seems to me a class discrimination. I do not see any reason for 
doing it whatever. If the committee desires to make them all 
free, that is another and broader question, involving a question 

eee but to select this single class does not seem to me 

e fair. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have an impression that this paragraph in 
relation to the admission of books free more than twenty years 
after their publication was introduced many years ago as a fa- 
vorite hobby of Senator Sumner. I rather thought it was 
wrong, for all that is necessary to be done in the case of any of 
the standard works of literature of the foreign country is just 
to put the date twenty years back, and the works of Shakes- 
peare, Dryden, or Scott, or any other of the distinguished authors 
of Great Britain can be brought here in the finest kind of bind- 
ing. I think the whole provision in relation to this matter is 
wrong and ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The original provision ps the ad- 
mission of books without duty provided that the books should 
not only be printed twenty years ago but bound and manufac- 
tured twenty years ago; so that it was an easy matter for our 
customs officres to distinguish the binding of the ancient books. 
Now, it is proposed to strike out the provision as respects bind- 
ing, and merely require thaé they shall have been printed 
twenty years. I think that the original clause which has passed 
through many tariff laws, providing that the books shall have 
been printed and bound or manufactured twenty years ago, 
should be retained. 

That is the first criticism I make upon the change proposed 
by this paragraph. I think we ought to insert the provision 
which has been in the tariff laws for many years, that the books 
shail be printed, bound, or manufactured for twenty years. I 
agree wholly with the Senator from Massachusetts that it wil] 
not be an easy thing for any appraiser or collector to draw thé 
line with reference to books devoted exclusively to original scien- 
tific research. In any event, these words should be stricken 
out. 

Mr. VEST. Which words? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Books and periodicals devoted exclusively 
to original scientific research.” That, I submit, is a provision 
which could not be executed with any degree of accuracy by 
anyone who is likely to have control in our custom-house or any- 
where else, because what would be a book of exclusive scientific 
research to one man would be an ordinary book to another. 

Mr. HOAR. It would have to be left to a jury, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would have to be left toa jury, as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts suggests. Under this new law the ques- 
tion would have to pass into the courts and be subjected to the 
personal examination of judges. To the next clause I have no 
objection; that is, ‘‘ publications issued for their subscribers by 
scientific and literary associations or academies.” I do not 
think those productions are reprinted as a rule in this country. 
It isa common thing for scientific and literary associations to 
have quarterly publications. 
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Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to modifying my amendment 
go as to retain the clause the Senator has just read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania also propose to strike out after the word “academies” the 
words ‘‘or publications of individuals for private circulation?” 

Mr. QUAY. Idonot. Myamendmentceasesatthe word ‘‘or.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatclauseis impossible ofexecution. Here 
fs a person in Europe who publishes an edition of a thousand 
copies, if you please, for private circulation. How is that fact 
to be ascertained in this country? If a gentleman publishes a 
book for a limited circulation and sends it to his friends, it seems 
to me the ordinary rule of paying duty ought to be followed. 

Mr. HOAR. 


that this phrase applies to books for private circulation. <A 
pores may have a book published to give to his friends, or to | 
e sold. 


Mr. ALLISON. . Thatis, I may order a book from a book pub- 
lisher in London. Thatwould be a book for private circulation 
and it would be so considered. Atleast no customs officer could 
say that it was not for private circulation or for a public pur- 
pose or for use in a public librar 

Mr. LODGE. 
is an entire class of books not adapted to general circulation 
which would come in free under that clause, such as Burton's 
Arabian Nights, the publications of the Villon Society, the 
limited edition of Payne’s translation of the Arabian Nights, and 
other works of that character. 

Mr. HOAR. I speak of books sold to subscribers only. 

Mr. LODGE. They are limited mainly toprivate circulation. 
Burton’s translation of the Arabian Nights, which is asomewhat 
notorious book on account of the character of the notes, would 
come in free under this clause, and the last poems of Tennyson 
would have a duty upon them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think everything in the paragraph should 
be eliminated except the clause relating to publications of scien- 
tific societies abroad, and we ought to restore the phraseology 
of the existing law which is, ‘‘ which shall have been printed 
and bound and manufactured more thantwenty yearsago.” The 
ancient binding and manufacturing will as a rule enable the 
customs officers to distinguish between a modern book with an 
ancient date and a book actually manufactured more than twenty 
years ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania as modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

he SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word “charts,” strike 
out the words: ° 


And books and periodicals devoted exclusively to original scientific re- 
search. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- | 


roent of the Senator from Pennsylvania as modified. 
the qo? The ayes appear to have it. 

r. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

r. ALLISON. If the yeas and nays are to be taken upon the 
question—— 

Mr. VEST. I will be entirely frank about this matter—I am 
willing to modify the language so as to carry out our object, but 
I am not willing to have the paragraph eliminated in this way. 
] do not agree with the Senators on the other side that there is 
no good idea contained in this proposed enactment. I am em- 
phatically and decidedly in favor of admitting free of duty all 
scientific works. I would go a great deal further if Icould. I 
would favor the introduction of all books into this country free. 
I think a ought to be entirely free. If there is anything in 
tbe world that ought to be free it is the advanced thought of 
the age and the right thought of all ages. I do not appreciate 
the argument of the Senator from Iowa that we ought to stand 
on a question of binding. If a book was bound twenty years 
peo and has become injured by time he wants to let it come in 

e country free of duty. It isnot the binding that we care any- 
thing about; it is the essence of the book printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL} 
said that under this provision there would be frauds; that the 

rinting would be modernand the date ancient; and I suggested 
at there was a safeguard in the old clause which provided 
that they must be books that had been printed and bound or man- 
ufactured twenty years ago, and it isnot so easy to counterfeit a 
book thus appearing as to counterfeit a date simply in the 
rinting. That was all I suggested about it; and I think for 
oe 7 the words ‘‘ bound or manufactured ” should be re- 
stored. 

Mr. VEST. IfI were looking simply to the manual work of 
dollars and cents iuvolved in the printing, I might appreciate 
the argument in regard to binding and printing, but what I want 


(Putting 
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| to do is to let in books, good books of all countries, to elevate 
| the people, books that are valuable to public thought in every 
country. I would do anything that I could as a legislator to 
allow such books to come to this country, and to go from this 
country abroad. 

My objection to this paragraph, if I have any, is that it is too 
narrow. Itoughttogofurther than books of scientific research. 
It is not possible that as American legislators we are to be gov- 
| erned simply by the question of giving a few dollars to the print- 

ers or Maders of this country if we thereby sacrificed the general 

interests of the community in regard to better ideas and better 
| thought and better civilization. I do not want to talk about it 
in any cesthetic way, but that is my idea in regard to the whole 
matter. If we can agree upon some words that will bring about, 
even to the limited extent that the House of Representatives has 
| attempted it, the idea I haveadvanced I am willing to join in it, 
but I do not want this paragraph cut to piecesand made to mean 
nothing. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to strike out the 
words ‘‘and books and periodicals devoted exclusively to orig: 
inal scientific research” to stand, as the Chair declared it car- 
ried, without insisting upon the yeasandnays. Those are words 
which nobody on either side of the Chamber likes. I think we 
are all agreed that they ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts if it 
would not greatlyimprove the matter just to strike out the word 
‘‘original,” a3 there seems to be doubt as to what is meant by 
books of ‘‘ original scientific research ’”’? 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that we strike out “ exclusively” 
also. 

Mr. VEST. We understand what is scientific research. 

Mr. HOAR. That would improve it a little, but it would not 
then express anybody’s meaning. The book is not devoted to 
scientific research. The book is the record of previous scien- 
tific research. If it is devoted to scientific research, and that 

»hrase has any meaning, it meanssimply that it is a scientific 
book; which is an indefinite and indistinct phrase. 

I think before this matter comes up in the Senate the Senator 
from Missouri can probably devise some phrase which will have 
at least the merit of precision, as his ee generally do, and 
enable us either to support it if we like it or vote against it if 
we do not like it; but we shall understand what we are voting 
for or what we are voting against. Nobody likesits phraseology. 
I hope the Senator will take that course and let these words be 
stricken out. Then inthe meantime, before the matter comes 
into the Senate, where itis all to be done over again, he can 
have his phrase ready. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that perhaps the word ‘‘devoted” as applied to periodicals 
would not be so bad—periodicals devoted to scientific research. 

Mr. HOAR. Toscience. If I wanted to carry out what the 
Senator from Missouri does I would say, ‘‘devoted exclusively 
to science.” That, then, would present the question whether 
history is a science, whether ethics is a science, and so on, rais- 
ing the question that my colleague suggested. We might say 
- Seveted to natural science.” That would be probably nearer 

what he seems to mean; but I do not think a phrase of that 
kind ought to be formulated on the floor of the Senate ina three- 
minutes’ discussion like this. 
Mr. TELLER. Ido not know what the Senator would in- 
clude in natural science. 














Mr. HOAR. At any rate there would be some things not in- 
cluded in it. 

I rose to say in reply to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorR- 
RILL] that I always had a strong feeling in favor of Mr. Sum- 
ner’s view. I should like to have the thought on any subject 
whatever of any man on the face of the earth brought into this 
country and presented to the intelligence of the American peo- 
ple without any fetter, without any constraint, and without any 
condition—poetry, history, science, moral discussion, eloquence, 
fiction, fun, or wit, everything that is literature, everything 
that is history, everything that is science. 

I agree with my friend from Vermont, that the Pe oer manu 
facturer and the mechanic who binds the book and the priater 
are as much entitled to protection as any other class of our me 
chanics or artisans, and that whatever bs the eound policy in re- 
gard to others is the sound policy in regard tothem. That 
what I understand the existing law in this country proceed 
upon. The international copyright law, which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] got through, is on that theory, to pra 
tect the mechanic and put the thoughts face to face, and lé 
them grapple, as Milton says, the thinkers of this country an 
the thinkers of all other countries. 

My friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me that 
this language ought to be considered very carefully in {ts rela 
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tion to the international copyright law where we have made cer 
tain conditions in regard to the introduction of works of foreign 
authors; but I believe, and I think a majority of the American 
people believe, that it is a sound, wise, and healthy policy to let 
every product of a human brain which is not immoral and inde- 
cent in its tendency circulute in this country, wherever it origi- 
nated, side by side with every other, the foreigner and the 
American on an equal footing. 

When it comes to printing Shakspeare, Dryden, or other books 
which are the classics of mankind, the man who does the me- 
chanical work of printing and binding and setting the type and 
making the paper is as much entitled to protection as workmen 
are entitled to be protected on other articles. That is what I 
understand is the existing policy. 

This paragraph is in violation of that policy, because it pro- 
vides that where cortain works come in, the works of what we 
call original scientific research, or works published by individ- 
uals for private circulation, the mechanical part of them is to 
come in without a duty as muchas the thought or the work that 
is original. 

I do not think that is necessary, and it is a violation of the 
principle established by the bill as the other House passed it 
and established by the bill as the committee proposed it. Ifyou 
ave going to adopt that doctrine, then place books, engravings, 
and photographs on the free list and stop. But you do not pro- 
pose that, and in proposing to do something else it seems to me 

you ought to have the clause carefully drawn and precise. I 
ope, as I said, the Senator from Missouri will think best to 
strike out what nobody wants, and will address himself to pre- 
paring a proper phrase before the bill passes. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make asuggestion. I am anxious to get 
on with the bill. In line 2, between the word ‘“‘and” and 
“books,” I propose to insert “‘ scientific,” and to strike out “ de- 
voted exclusively to original scientific research;’’ so as to read: 
and ali hydrographic charts, scientific books, periodicals, and publications. 

Mr.HOAR,. That is more precise initsmeaning, butIshould 
like to have the Senator say, then, what he means by scientific 
books. Does he include history? 

Mr. VEST. Of course not. I mean books devoted to scien- 
tific subjects. 

Mr. HOAR. Does he include ethics? 

Mr. VEST. Scientific books and periodicals. We all under- 
stand what is meant by science and scientific. I think any ap- 

»xraiser would come to a conclusion on that point. It would not 
include history; it would notinclude poetry; it would not include 
philosophy, in my opinion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or fiction. 

Mr. VEST. Or moral essays; ‘but it would be science. 

Mr. HOAR. Natural science includes what the Senator 
speaks of. 

Mr. VEST. It would include aaything called science. 

Mr. LODGE. Ithinkthereisons point to beconsidered incon- 
nection with the copyright law. The operation of that law is to 
encourage the English writer to copyright his book in this coun- 
try for the purpose of getting the American market and the copy- 
right royalty. The result is that we get books printed here in 
editions suitable to our market. Our market reguires and calls 
for popular and cheap editions; butI think the tendency of this 
provision will be to open the door to the introduction of a book 
in the original English edition, which is generally a much more 
expensive one and quite different from that prepared for our 
market, and prevent the writer from corns book here. 
We shall be obliged to take it in the expensive English edition 
instead of the cheaper edition which is prepared for our own 
market. It seems to me that this is a clause which ought to be 
carefully considered before it is passed upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to add one word. All lawyers 
maintain that law isa science. A great many of the modern 
law books are purely mechanical. Some clerk or young law stu- 
dent spends his hours of leisure in making a collation of cases 
and statutes. Sometimes itis very well done; sometimes it is 
very badly done. As I said, I am in favorof having such works 
come in free so far as the intellectual work is concerned, but 
there is no reason why they should come in without having the 
binding and printing protected, if you are going to protect it at 
all 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. 


After the word “charts,” in line 2, page 95, 
strike out ‘‘and books and periodicals devoted exclusively to 
original scientific research.” 
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Mr. TELLER. I wish to have the clause stricken out, not be- 
cause I care about eliminating it from the paragraph, but be- 
cause it will put it ina form where it can be putina shape sat- 
isfactory toeverybody. Therefore I shall vote to strike out the 
clause. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 
present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas {|Mr. MILs]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my 

air with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If 

@ were present I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu}. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 
I should vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Ne- 
league [Mr. Lixsas}, an but I will transfer my pair to my col- 


Tam paired 
If he were 


I am paired with 
If he were present 


league |Mr. LINDSAY], and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH|] to the Senator from Texas 
{[Mr. COKE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CALL. [announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont (Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. HuN- 
TON], who is unavoidably detained from the Senate by illness in 
his family, is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Lodge, 
Patton, 
Power, 
Proctor, 
Sherman. 


NAYS—29. 


George, Jones, Ark. 
Gibson, Kyle, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. 
Gorman, Murphy, 
Gray, Palmer, 
Harris, Pasco, 

Irby, Peffer, 
Jarvis, Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—38. 


Manderson, 
Martin, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 


Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Ransom, 
Smith, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
White. 
Cockrell, 
Daniel, 
Faulkner, 


Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hunton, 
Jones, Nev. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, Platt, 

Gallinger, McPherson, Quay, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the paragraph it is pro- 
posed to add ‘‘and public documents issued by foreign govern- 
ments.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out ‘‘or publications of in- 
dividuals for private circulation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line5, after the word “ academies,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘or publications of individuals for pri- 
vate circulation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. (Putting the ques- 
tion.) The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
this amendment, or some amendment at least, should manifestly 
be made to this “— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
allow me to suggest to my friond from Missouri[Mr. VEsT], and 
to the Senate, that we let this paragraph go over for the pres- 
ent until the bill is reported to the Senate, and I bope the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will have time to scrutinize and preparesuch 
form as may seem in his judgment proper. [t seems that the 
language here is not altogether satisfactory to him, and it is un- 
satisfactory to others. I take itfor granted that the Senator 


Roach, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Allen, 
Blanchard, 
Butler, Mills, 

Call, Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 

Morrill, 

Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
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can, if he will take the time to look at it between now and the 
time when the bill is reported to the Senate, prepare a satisfac- 
tory amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I presume that will besatisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam clear that this paragraph ought to be 
changed; and my object was simply to get some amendment to 
enable the conference committee, if we are ever to have one, to 
deal with it, in order to secure — phraseology; but passing | 
over the paragraph will be perfectly satisfactory to this side of | 
the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the amendment withdrawn? | 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator from Iowasays “it will be perfectly | 
satisfactory,” and I suppose it would be more satisfactory tosome 
on this side of the Chamber, and I suppose to all, if we did with 
this legisiation as we do with alllegislation—let the Senate vote 
according to the opinion of its majority. I never knew a tariff 
bill, or an appropriation bill, or a bill of any kind where the rep- 
resentatives of the dominant party did anything more than 
formulate its policy and propose it. This is the first time in our 
history that a majority of the Senate have avowed the doctrine 
that they propose to swallow everything that was proposed to 
them whether they liked it or did not like it, and propose to 
commit their conscience and judgment and the public interests 
to two men, and have nothing to say about it themselves. SoI 
do not say this is perfectly satisfactory, but I think it is better 
than voting into the bill by a yea-and-nay vote things which 
everybody agrees are ridiculous. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must state, alter the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], that my language was 
quite inaccurate. I meant merely to say that the passing over 
of the paragraph would be perfectly satisfactory under existing 
conditions, being the best possible thing obtainable at this 
moment, 

Mr. VEST. I want to say, once for all, that this continued 
scolding and criticism will not avail anything. So far as Iam 
concerned, I have no apologies to make toanybody. I am doing 
may duty as I see it; and that is satisfactory tome. I have tried 
to make this sentence carry out what I believe is the intention 
of the majority of the Senate, but our friends on the other side 
seem satisfied with nothing but cutting this paragraph to pieces, 
and leaving it in such a condition that it conveys nothing like 
the intent of the House of Representatives or the intent of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 

If the Senator only wants to bring this matter into confer- 
ence, I will move to insert between the word ‘‘ and,” and the 
word “books,” in line 2, the word ‘‘scientific,” so as to read, “‘ sci- 
entific books and periodicals devoted exclusively to original re- 
search.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Strike out ‘' exclusively.” 

Mr. VEST. Strike out ‘‘exclusively” and insert *‘ scientific ” 
between the word ‘‘ and” and the word “ books,” in line 2. 

Mr. HOAR. Why is not the shortest way to strike out the | 
entire paragraph as a matter of form, and then the whole thing 
will be in the power of the committee of conference? 

Mr. VEST. Because I do not choose to accede to the idea | 
that the paragraph does not contain a good intent in the way 
of legislation. I prefer to have it in some sort of shape convey- 
ing the ideait does. As to the words to be used we can arrange 
them afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and unless the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa is withdrawn—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri seems to think 
that these amendments are proposed merely for captious pur- 
poses. I want to ask the Senator from Missouri in good faith 
how this portion of the paragraph can be executed which reads 
‘for publications of individuals for private circulation?” There 
is a class of publications that are to come in free under one con- 
dition; that is, where they are for private circulation. 

How can a custom-house officer execute a provision of that 
character? I do not see howit is possible to be done; and, 
therefore, whatever else is done, it seems to me we should not 
open a wide loophole here for fraud as respects the importation 
. — It would be better to make all books free than to do 

at. 

Mr. VEST. I have never known any difficulty in regard to 
defining what is a book for private circulation—when it is not 
put upon the market and not sold; when it is donated by the 
publisher or author. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it is not a donation. It may be sold. 
The paragraph does not say ‘‘ books for private circulation not 
sold or given away.” 

Mr. VEST. [do not think there is any doubt in regard to 
the meaning of those words. I do not think any man, whether 
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a literary man or not, would have any difficulty in ascertaining 
what the language means, ‘‘or publications of individuals for 


private circulation.” That is in contradistinction to the idea 
that they are to be put on the market for sale, where they aro 
presented to friends or gratuitously offered with the compli- 
ments of the author. Doubtless every Senator has received 
books in that way, and receives them every week. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will say “for gratuitous cir- 
culation,” thaé will be all right. I will withdraw my original 
amendment and say ‘‘ for gratuitous private circulation.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The previous amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa will be considered as withdrawn, and the 
ordering of the yeas and nays will also be reconsidered if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I»now move before the word “private,” 
line 5, to insert the word “‘ gratuitous.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 410, line 5,0n page 95, before 
the word ‘‘ private,” it is proposed to insert “‘ gratuitous;” so as 
to read: “for publications of individuals for gratuitous private 
circulation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I propose an amendment, in line before the 
word “‘ books,” to insert the word ‘‘ scientific;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘devoted,” to strike out ‘‘ exclusively;” and in line 
3, before the word ‘‘ research,” to strike out “ scientific.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 410, line 2, before the word 
‘“books,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘scientific;” after the word 
‘‘devoted,” at the end of the same line, to strike out ‘‘ exelu- 
sively;” and in line 3, before the word “ research,” to strike out 
‘‘scientific;” so as to read: 

And scientific books and periodicals devoted to original research, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

411. Books and pamphiets printed exclusively in languages other than 
English; also books and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to amend thatparagraph by striking out 
all of line 7 and line 8, down to and including the word “‘ also.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 411, line 7, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in lan- 
guages other than English; also,” so as to read: 

Books and music, in raised print, used exciusively by the blind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho question is onthe amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. This proposition to put books printed in a for- 
eign language upon the free list made its appearance first in the 
McKinley act, after which this bill seems to be to some extent 
modeled. I know of no reason for its insertion here except that 
it was inserted in the McKinley act, unless the committee and 
the majority in thisChamber mean to discriminate against those 


in 


9 


- 


| who speak, write, and print English, in favor of books in foreign 


languages, especially in the German language, which is a very 
important interest in the United States, particularly in tho city 
of Philadelphia. To my mind there is no reason why the print- 
ers and binders of German books in this country are not entitled 
to the same protection accorded to the printers and binders of 
tnglish books. I have here the answer of Mr. Ig. Kohler to the 
inquiries of the Committee on Finance, and will take the liberty 
of reading a portion of it. He says: 

5. We have published since 1879 621,698 volumes, including all our publica- 
tions. In that year our house was destroyed by fire, so we are unable to say 
how many volumes were published before that, but since 1879 we have in- 
vested, alone, about $30,000 in new electrotype plates and wood cuts—all 
made in this country, as all our plates are. Our publications consist of re- 
ligious, theological, classical, fiction, German and English dictionaries, 
text-books and schoolbooks, and we very seldom print an edition of less 
than 1,000 copies; our publications comprise about 100 or more different 
works, comprising from | to 12 to 14 to 54volumes, costing from #500 to $10,000 
a work, according to number of volumes. 

6. In the last two years we have not worked full time, the reason why is 
that German books are allowed to enter free of duty, as all German publi- 
cations are in the same order as ours. 

7. We recommend the same duty upon German books as is on English. 

8. If the duty upon our class of manufacture was reduced one-third, we 
would, no doubt, have to make a reduction in the same proportion. 

9. Our books are sold by German houses, booksellers, and canvassers 
throughout the United States; we allow from 40 per cent to 50 per cent dis- 
count on retail prices. 

10. The competition from Germany is very great and very injurious to 
German pubiishers here, on account of the very cheap labor there. 

13. We are paying good wages, but we will be unable to continue ding so 
unless we receive pestectien. 

14. We can not give living expenses of our workmen. 

15. We are very much puzzled about the present law and its effects as it 
has caused a reaction upon our whole industry. 
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16. The price of living has been the same as in former years. 

17. Our opinion is that the McKinley law relating to German books has a 
good dea! to do with our depression in the German book market on account | 
of pete from Germany. é 

24. We employ about ten men and ten girls; we pay skilled males from $15 
$0816. Our apprentices earn from 83.50 to 86 per week. F'emales earn from 
% to 87 per week, as most of them are piece workers. 

25. Some work full time, others half time, according to the work that is to 
be done. 

26. All foreign articles of the like kind enter into competition with us, and 
to such an extent that it is injurious, as they manufacture much cheaper 
there, on account of the cheap labor; we hore pay, $2.50 and more a day, 
while there a skilled workman only receives a half dollar a day. 

35. We recommend the same duty as upon English books and a high duty 
upon all bound books from any country, as that would give — protec- 
tion to the bookbinding industry and would prevent many large firms in 
America from having their books bound in England, France, or Germany. 
And, in conclusion, we beg to say we do not look at this from a selfish mo- 
tive, but from real, earnest principle. 

Allow me to state briefly how the duty was managed to be taken from 
German books. A lot of New York importers got together, sent out circu- 
lara to colleges, schools, professors, and teachers, ha = signed and 
sent to Congress asking that the duty be taken from books, only for their 
own personal ends, not for the country’s welfare, since which time there has 
not been any reduction in retail prices. We have no objections for institu- 
tions of learning having their books come in free of duty; we favor this 
always. We hope and sincerely pray that your committee will grant us the 
desired protection. 


To show the extent of the industry in the city of Philadelphia 
I will read, or have the Secretary read for me, a petition signed 
by firms in Philadelphia representing the publishers, printers, 
bookbinders, paper manufacturers, and manufacturers of book- 
binders’ materials, interested in book-making, etc., praying for 
a restoration of at least 25 per cent on German books. The pe- 
tition is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, April, 1893. 
Hion. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C.; 


D&AR Sin; We, the undersigned firms of Philadeiphia, representing the 
publishers, printers, bookbinders, paper manufacturers, bookbinders’ ma- 
terlals, all interested in the manufacture of bookmaking, etc., petition for 
the restoration of at least 25 per cent duty upon German books. 

Publishers: Ig. Kohler, 911 Arch street; Charles G. Fisher, 907 
Arch street; G. W. Fredericks, 117 North Sixth street; Boer- 
ick & Tafel, 1011 Arch street; A. J. Halman & Co., 1222 Arch 
street; National Publishing Company, 241 Levant street; 
Bradley Bros., 712 Sansom street; P. W. Zeigler & Co., 720 
Chestnut street; Pelkinpine & Higgins, 914 Arch street; His- 
torical Publishing Company, 3941 Market street; R. Fried- 
lander (Philadelphia Abend Post), 406 North Fourth street; 
Henry 8S. Boner, 42 North Ninth street; F. W. Schmid (Phila- 
delphia Tageblatt), 613 Callowhill; J. M. Stoddard, Limited, 
Seventh and Cherry; The A. R. Keller Company, Ridge Ave- 
nue and Noble. , 

Printers: William F, Fell & Co., 1222 Sansom street; Globe Print- 
ing House, 112 North Twelfthstreet; Sherman & Co., Seventh 
and Cherry; Avill Printing Company, John D. Aviil, 3943 Mar- 
ket street; Walther Printing House, 413-415 Girard avenue: 
Stahl Bros.,501 North Fourthstreet; Franklin Printing Com- 

any, 516-18 Minorstreet; Binder & Kelly, 518-520 Minor street; 
Villiam J. Dornan, 100 North Seventh street; William H. 
Keyser & Co., southwest corner Fifth and Locust; Th. M. 
Armstrong & Co., 710 Sansom street; Frank T. Armstrong, 
1818 Reed street; Thos. M. Armstrong, 1511 North Twelft 
street; McIntire & Weldin, Limited, 614-516 Minor street; 
Georgs S. Ferguson & Co., 14 North Seventh street. 

Bookbinders: Oldach & Co., 1215 Filbertstreet; Righter & Gibson, 

* Philadelphia; The William Marley eee: Philadelphia; 
Henry Daniels & Bro., Philadelphia; A. Reed & Co., 820 

Sherry street; Magee & Stanwood, Philadelphia; Oxford 
Bindery, Fred. Shields, president, 520 Arch street; James Ar- 
nold,518 Minor street; John W. Clark's Sons, northeast corner 
Seventh and Commerce, W. J. McLeester, manager. 

Paper dealers: A. G. Elliott & Oo., Philadelphia; Magarge & 
Green, Pbiladelphia; Charles Beck Pa Company, Limited, 
Philadelphia, A. S. Beck, secretary and treasurer. 

Bookbinders’ materials: J. L. Shoemaker & Co., Philadelphia; 
Schulte Bros. & Co., Philadelphia. 


Mr. QUAY. [also desire to bring to the attention of the Sen- 
ate a letter which I have received from Mr. T. H. Diehl, a highly 
respectable and prominent citizen of Allentown, in which he says: 


ALLENTOWN, PA., March 21, 1894. 


DEAR Sin: Llama publisher of German books, of religious character, in 
accordance with the tenets of the Lutheran Church, so largely represented 
in Pennsylvania. 

When the McKinley tariff bill was under consideration, certain importers 
of books and periodicals represented to the committee that the publishing 
interests in the German and other languages than the English in the United 
States were of very little consequence, that a continued duty on such pub- 
lications was a or, on those who were obliged to import from abroad 
and with such and similar arguments impressed the committee eee 
with the subject) sufficiently to secure the placing of such publications on 
the free list, whereas they had previously been subject to the same duty (25 
per cent) as English publications. The publishers in this country were not 
awake to the situation and no serious objection was made to the passage of 
the clause and thus it became a law. 

The amount of capital involved and the results attained in German book 
publishing in this country are, however, much more extensive than most 
people are aware of. The rescinding of duties on importations has already 
very seriously injured these interests, and will inevitably do more harm in 
the future if continued. 

Some lines of German publications are, of course, not affected, since they 
are in use by virtue of resolution of religious bodies. But all classes of 
books not enjoying such protection, of a general character, and with com- 
petitors of similar order in Germany, have since been subjected to competi- 
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tion of a killing charactor. Amene such are the many juveniles, which 
schools are in the habit of using for reward or presentation purposes 
American books have usually been made better than the European art icle, 
bussince the duty is withdrawn the former will have to be made extremely 
poor and, if possible, wages reduced if the publishers are to be able todo any 
business whatever. — 

During the last two years some American-German publishers have been 
able to do very little with their stock, and their plants are in danger of bein 
wiped out. All accumulations of plates and stock are nearly worthless ont 
for them the present situation is worthless. 

But the remission of duty has not = oe this harm, but has already 
caused the transfer of considerable work from this country to Germany 
Some importers have sent unbound sheets of American-German book's. 
notably church hymn books, which enjoy the protection of religious bodies’ 
to Germany, to have finer bindings put on them. 

The transportation cost is so much less than the wages paid here that they 
have found this business profitable, since they are free of paying duty on 
importations. Considerable work of this kind has already been taken away 
from our factorles and workmen and giventoforeigners. I happento know 
of parties who import and publish and have in view the making of their 
book plates in Germany in future, which will give them still greater advan 
tages, which the scale of wages (one-thirdor one-fourth of thatin America) 
cor composition. printing, binding, etc., will afford. 

I thinkI will not need to multiply words. The case seems to me to be self- 
evident, and to my view affords a strongargument against tariff reductions 
generally, since the sameresults will follow most likely in other branches 
of manufacture and trade which have followed the inadvertent remission of 
duty in this line. 

Ihave submitted these facts to Hon. D. W. VooRHEEs, of the Finance 
Committee, in answer tocirculars for information, but have had no answer 
from himand have no knowledge of any change in the bill. I ask that 
the duty be again placed on German books at the figure as before and as 
enjoyed by books in os We German publishers must pay wages and 
materials at the price fixed by the employers who enjoy the protection 
which English books have afforded them, and then sell against competitors 
who have a free market against us. 

Another point of view remains to be considered. The present law affords 
large opportunities for fraud. Nearly all the small Christmas, Easter, and 
other fine booklets, etc., for English and American houses are made in Ger- 
many. Since the new law is in existence at least some of these houses have 
commenced to make such booklets with German text, although very few 
are sold in this country. To me it does not appear improbable that, tosome 
extent at least, the latter help to bring the former into this country free of 
duty. I have no positive evidence of such being the case, and do not make 
the charge, but the suggestion is worthy of consideration. 

Yours, truly, 
S. H. DIEHL. 

Hon. M. S. QUAY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


I sincerely trust the committee will see proper to modify tho 
paragraph as itis now in the bill. If they will not, I shall ask 
for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The RESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. Does the 
Senator from Pennsy) vania ask for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir, I sincerely trust the committee will 
accept the amendment. Ido not suppose the majority in this 
Chamber are so wedded to the McKinley law that they insist 
upon the rate named in the bill merely because it stands in the 
existing law. This provision first made its appearance in that 
law. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLs]. 
‘*vea” if that Senator were present. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIxon], and 
withdraw my vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacg]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roli call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], and shall not vote unless it be necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. SHOUP.. I am paired with the Senator from California 
{[Mr. WHITES], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], to the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CoKE], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—ié&. 
Lodge, 
Manderson, 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Power, 


NAYS—26. 
Jones, Ark. 
erie: 
Lindsay, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 


Iam paired 
T should vote 


I.am paired with 


Sherman, 


Teller, 
Washburn. 


Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 


Frye, 
Hale, 


Hawley, 
Jones, Kiev. 


Daniel, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Jarvis, 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Caffery. 
Cockrell, 


Pugh, 
Smith, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees 








1894. 
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Aldrich, Gorman, Mitcheli, Oregon Shoup, 
Allison, Hansbrough, Morgan, Squire, 
Brice, Higgins, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, Hill, Palmer, Turpie, 
Call, Hoar, Perkins, alsh, 
Camden, Hunton, Pettigrew, Vhite, 
Cameron, Irby, Platt, Wilson, 
Coke, McLaurin, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Me Millan, Quay, 

Galliuger, McPherson, Ransom, 

Gordon, Mills, Roach, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

412. Books, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or unbound, maps 
and charts imported by authority or for the use of the United States or for 
the use of the mg! of Congress. 

413. Books, maps, lithographic prints, and charts, specially imported, not 
more than 2 copies in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any 60- 
ciety incorporated or established for educational, philosophical, literary, or 
religious purposes, or for tho encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use 
or by order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the 
United States, subject to such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 

414. Books. libraries, usual furniture, and similar household effects of per- 
sons or famifaes from foreign countries, if actually used abroad by them not 
less than one year, and not intended for any other person or persons, nor for 
sale. 

415. Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime. 


The Committee on Finance proposed an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 415. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

416. Brazil paste. 

417. Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, 
chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, and sweat leathers, bindings, 


bands, and tips, when cut to length for trimming felt or wool hats, suitable 
for making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, and hoods. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 417. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The proposed committee amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the fine print below in lines 7, 8, and 9 
is offered as a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 417, 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, chip- 

rass, palm leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, suitable for making or ornament, 
Re hats, bonnets, and hoods. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

418. Brazilian pebble, unwrought or unmanufactured. 

419. Breccia, in block or slabs, 

420. Bristles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 420 I move toadd the 
words which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is Po to add to paragraph 420 
* crude, not sorted, bunched, or prepared.” 

Mr. HALE. How does that accord, let me ask the Senator 
from Arkansas, with the amendment which was offered this 


The reading of the bill will 


morning? 
_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It coincides with the amendment 
exactly. That proposition was that bristles sorted, bunched, or 


ab ig should be taxed 7} per cent. This is to make ‘ crude 

ristles, not sorted, bunched, or peeret: free. 

Mr. HALE. So that it was only the higher grade of bristles 
which was covered by the amendment this morning? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


421. Bromine. 
422. Broom corn. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
422. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

428. Bullion, gold or silver. 

424. Burgundy pitch. 

25. Cabbages. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 425. 
™ The amendment was agreed to. 

The Socretary read as follows: 


428. Old coins and medals, and other antiquities, but the term “ antiqul- 
ties” as used in this act shall include only such articles as are suitable for 


XX VI——108 


I move to strike out paragraph 
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souvenirs orcabinot collections, and which shall have been produced at any 
period prior to the year 1700. 

27. Cadmium. 

428. Calamine. 

429. Camphor 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘camphor,” in par- 
agraph 429, I move to insert ‘‘ crude.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


430. Castor or castoreum. 

431. Catgut, whipgut, or wormgut, unmanufactured, or not further manu 
factured than in strings or cords. 

432. Cerlum 


433. Chalk, unmanufactured. 

434. Charcoal 

435. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground 

436. Cider. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend by striking out 


paragraph 436. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

437. Civet, crude. 

438. Chromate of iron or chromic ore 

439. Clay—common blue clay in casks, suitable for the manufacture of 
crucibles. 

440. Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out paragraph 440, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

441. Coal, anthracite, bituminous, and shale, and coal slack or culm 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words 
‘* bituminous, and shale, and coal slack or culm,” and insert after 
the word ‘‘anthracite” the words ‘‘ and coal stores of American 
vessels, but none shall be unloaded.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was in error a few moments ago 
in moving to strike out paragraph 425 and paragraph 436. Both 
of those paragraphs should remain in the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the pending amendment 
is disposed of the Senator can move to reconsider. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to paragraph 441. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to inquire if paragraph 422 
was stricken out of the free list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which that was done, and that that paragraph be restored to the 
free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
movestoreconsider the vote by which paragraph 4 
out. Is there objection? 
considered as agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to restore 
paragraph 425, which was striken out by mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent to restore paragraph 425. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not mean to object to the action, but I 
do object to its being done by unanimous consent. I have no 
doubt the majority of the Senate will restore it, but I do not de- 
sire to have it understood that it was done by unanimous con- 
58r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I move to restore paragraph 
425. To be strictly parliamentary,I shall move to reconsider 
the vote by which the paragraph was stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not object to the process by which it is 
done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, 
the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
moves to restore to the bill paragraph 425, which was stricken 
out, If there be no objection, the motion will be considered as 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The principal reason is because we 
intend to put it on the free list. 

Mr. HALE. What is the force of the brackets inclosing that 
paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We had given notice of an intention 
to propose a tax of 2 cents a head on cabbages, and then it would 
have been proper to strike cabbages from the free list; but in 
going over the bill for the moment the matter had passed from 
my mind, and I had forgotten the fact that we had not offered 
the amendment to tax cabbages; and therefore it should properly 


The Senator from Arkansas 
22 was stricken 
If not objected to, the motion will be 


Very well; then I move to restore 


I do not see why that should be struck from 
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be on the free list. I had cabbages stricken from the free list, 
and this is a proposition to restore them to the free list. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The final action is as the House sent it to us. 

Mr°’JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; to leave cabbages free. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be considered 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the question is on the 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
in the sams way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas to reconsider the vote by which 
paragraph 436 was stricken from the free list. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the amendments to strike out paragraphs 422, 425, and 436 are 
withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
list. 

Mr. PLATT. Not without objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bya vote of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. By a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it so appear. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to restore the three paragraphs named to the freelist. [Putting 
the question.| The ayes have it and they are restored. 

. Mr.CHANDLER. I desire to speak on the motion, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Hew Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suppose we had better 
have another vote on this amendment. 

The statement of the Senator from Arkansas, who inadver- 
tently allowed these two articles to be stricken from the free 
list, was Sear intelligible. It indicated that the Sena- 
tor still adhered to his abandonment of his amendment upon 
page 45 of the bill, which gave some little encouragement to 
those of us who are interested in maintaining the duty on agri- 
cultural products. There it stands at the head of page 45, re- 
ported on May 7: 


I move to restore paragragh 436 


And they are restored to the free 


sroom corn, #6 per ton. 

Cabbages, 2 cents each. 

Cider, 3 cents per gallon. 

I , 8cents per dozen. 

Sees, yolk of, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


There it stands; and there it stood for several weeks, and the 
hearts of the agriculturists of the country were encouraged by 
the hope that these little duties, which pretected our farmers 
on the Northern frontier from immediate competition with the 
farmers of the Dominion, would be retained; but when the para- 
graph was reached, the Senator from Arkansas receded from his 
promise; he did not gratify us by the entertainment to which 
we had been apparently invited during all these weeks. I had 
hoped when I saw the Senator from Arkansas allow these para- 
graphs on the free list to be stricken out, that he had reached 
the conclusion that duties should be imposed upon the articles 
named in them. 

Alas! Mr. President, I was mistaken. There they stand on 

yages 96 and 97, surrounded by encouraging black marks. Cab- 
Cates and cider were to go outof the free list, and of course the 
Senator from Arkansas intended to move to put a duty upon 
them; but in a moment again our hopes were dashed, as they 
have been many times before. I understand the Senator has re- 
lented on eggs, and that this forenoon eggs were made dutiable, 
I think at 3 cents a dozen. 

Mr.HALE. Made dutiable for the day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They were made dutiable this morning at 
3 cents a dozen; and I tremble now with fear that one or the 
other of the two Senators in charge of the bill will rise and 
withdraw the concession, and strike them out. But I under- 
stand that of all that tantalizing list of five commodities on page 
45, we are to be gratified by being treated to only one of them, 
‘eres, 3 cents per dozen,” whilst broom corn, cabbages, cider, 
and the yolks of eggs are not to be made dutiable. 

Mr. President, I sup we shall have to submit to this fit- 
fulness on the part of the Senator from Arkansas, but I do hope 
he will be more tractable when he comes to other various items 
in this bill, and not tantalize us, as he has done, both when we 
were considering the duty upon eggs and the articles we have 
just now been considering on the free list, by leading us to sup 
pose that he has some idea of protecting these agricultural prod- 
ucts, and then, suddenly changing his mind, withdrawing his 
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concessions and plunging us and the farmers along the Cana- 
dian border into the extreme depths of despondency, into which 
they are cast by this last and, I fear, unrelenting mood of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas to reconsider the vote by 
which the paragraphs referred to were stricken from the bill as 
agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rose to speak, and as [ rose there was a 
request, which J heard, for a vote from two or three Senators, 
I ask for a division myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be again put. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES] to reconsider the vote by which paragraph ‘‘ 422, 
broom corn,” was stricken from the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is equivalent to a call for the 
yeas and nays. We may as well have the yeas and nays, and qe 
done with it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I aunounce 
my pair with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. I! 
he were present I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] to 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote 

fea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roacu}. If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunors}. If he were here 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with tho 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoUP]. I withhold my 
vote for the present, as I do not see him in the Chamber. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (after votingintheaffirmative). Iannounced 
a transfer of my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy]. As the 
Senator from South Carolina hasentered the Chamber and voied, 
I withdraw my vote. 

Me. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senatorfrom Michi- 
gan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but I transfer my pair with him to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Idaho 
(Mr. SHOUP] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and vote 

‘ vea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Kentucky |Mr. BLABKBURN], who is absent. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. In order that there may be no misapprehen- 
sion, I now announce thatjhe pair between the junior Senator 
from lowa[Mr. WILSON] and the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Roacg] will stand, unless the Senator from North Dakota 
reappears in the Chamber during the day. 

Me CAREY (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and I 
withdraw my yote, having voted inadvertently. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the —a announced by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GoRDON] I am now at liberty to vote, 
and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 


Iam paired 


YEAS—26. 

Pasco, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 


Vilas 
White. 


Faulkner, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hill, 


irby, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 


Te 
Lindsay, 


Martin, 
Murphy, 


NAYS—18 


Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins. 
Power, 
Proctor, 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blanchard, 
Brice. 
Caffery, 
Daniel. 


Sherman. 


Aldrich, , 
Teller, 


Allison, 
Chandler, 
Culiom, 
Dolph, 


Frye, 
Hale, 
Hawiey, 
Hoar, 
Lodge, 
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Blackburn, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Butler, George, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie. 
Call Hansbrough, Morgan, Vest, 
Camden, Higgins, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hunton Palmer, Walsh, 
Carey, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Platt, Wilson, 
Cok McMillan, Quay, Wolcott. 
Davis, McPherson, Roach, 

Dix Manderson, Shoup, 

Dubois, Mills Smith, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
motion to reconsider the vote striking from the freo list para- 


yy : : : | 
[The pending question is on the | 


graph ‘6425, Cabbages.” 
. JONES of Arkansas. A motion was made to strike this | 
article from the free li That was carried, and I moved to re- | 


consider the vote by which it was carried, and that the article 
be restored to the free list. 
more to do, the whole thing is accomplished. 

Mr. HARRIS. The various paragraphs ar 
the vote just taken. 

Mir. Li ae aK. Has paragraph 436 been disposed of? 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been disposed of. 

Mr. LODGE. [ understood the motion of the Senator from 
Arkansas referred to paragraph 435. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas distinctly stated | 
that he made the motion in respect to the soveral paragraphs 
named, incl: iding paragraph 436. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And it was so stated by the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink not. Iheardthe statementof the Chair, 
and [ noticed that the statement when the vote was put was only 
on p wagraph 425 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘Che Chair distinctly stated th: ut 
my motion was to reconsider the vote by which paragraphs 422, 


disposed of by 


495. and 436 were stricken from the free list; and on that the 
vote was taken. 
Mr. LODGE. I ask fora separate vote on paragraph 422, and 


then a separate vote on paragraph 425. Paragraph 436 has not 
been voted upon, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator desires to go back 
and take these things up and consume time, I have no objection, 
and we can not help ourselves; we are powerless. I asked unan- 


ti ne and it was agreed to, 
to all the par agraphs [ named. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator undoubtedly did that; but when the 
Chair put the motion he followed the par liamentary rule of ohly 
putting it as applicable to one paragraph, 422. 

Mr. HARRIS. { did not notice the language used 
Chair, but I did notice what the Senator from Ar kansas said. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I happened to be occupying the 
chair at the time this action was had. I understood, when the 
vote came to be taken, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] objected and insisted that instead of its being done 
ina bunch as to all three, it must be done in accordance with 
parliamentary rules, and I did so state that the motion was to 
reconsider the vote by which paragraph 422 was stricken from 
the free list. 


Mr. HALE. That is my recollection. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 
Mr. VILAS. Previous to that time the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES] had asked that the three paragraphsshould be con- 


sidered as restored, and that I putas one request; but it being 
ob'ected to when the vote was taken, I felt bound to put the vote, 
according to the parliamentary rule, as to the particular para- 
graph. 
ic Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall not make any motion as to 
paragraphs 425 and 436 at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

442. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Coke. 


crude, and all pre 


445. Coal tar, arations and products of coal tar, not 
colors or dyes, not specially provi ed for in this act. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, after the word “tar,” I 


crude,” 
to insert ‘* 


move to insert the word ‘‘ 
word ‘*‘ preparations, 
arations.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The SECRETARY. 


andin the same line, after the 
_ except medicinal coal-tar prep- 
The amendment will be stated. 

In paragraph 443, line 4, after 


As I understand, there is nothing | 


1 t 
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Gols 


same line 


” and in the 
“except med 


tar,” it is proposed to insert ‘crude, 


after the word “ preparations,” toinsert icinal coal- 





tar preparations;” so as to make the paragraph read 

3. Coal tar, crude and all preparathk NS OX ept medicinal « l-tar prep 
arationsand products of coal tar, not colors or dyes, not specially provided 
for in this act 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary readas follows: 


f44. Cobalt and cobalt ore, and oxide of cobalt 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Affer the word “ ore,” I movo to 
strike out the words, ‘‘and oxide of cobalt.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary readas follow S 

445. Cocen ndicus 

446. Cochin 

147. Cocoa, or cacao, crude, and fiber, leaves, aud shells of 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 


147, after the word ‘*crude,” to strike out ‘‘ and fiber.” 

amendment was agreed to. 

Secretary read as follows: 

offee 

Coins, gold, silver, 

Coir and coir yarn 
451. Copper imported in the form of ores 
452. Old copper, fit only for manufacture, 

allcomposition metal of which copper is 

value not specially provided for in this act 
i538. Copper, regulus of, and black or coarse 
154. Copper in plates, bars, ingots, or pig 

ured, not specially provided for in this act 
455. Copperas, or sulphate of lron 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 455 may be passed over 
in the hope that the committee will conclude to report an amend 
ment in favor of placing a small duty upon copperas 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the paragraph be p 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

156. Coral, marine, uncut, and unmanufactured 

457. Cork wood or cork bark, unmanufactured, 


graph 
‘he 
The 
418, ( 
44 
450 


and copper 


clipping from now copper, and 
a& component materia 


copper, and « ppe } 
and other forms, no ie 


tssca Over 


Without objection, it will be so 


or cut into squares 


; cube 


| With 


by the | 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
factured, 


after the word ‘‘ unmanu 
the words * or cut into squares 


In line 1, 
”* I move to strike out 


; or cubes. 
imous consent not to be required to go through the form at the | 


and then | made the same request as | 


’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as ‘follows: 
58 


4 Cotton and cotton waste or flocks 
459 


Cotton ties of iron or steel cut to length 
or without buckles, for bailing cotton 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out paragraph 45) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question the ame: 
ment of the Senator from Rhode paragraph 
159, which has just been read. 

amendment was rejected. 

» Secretary read as follows: 
or kryolith 


3, punched or not} 


is 
Island to strike 


upon 


OuL 


iad 


'ryolite 
‘udbear. 
urling stones, or quolts, 
Surry, and curry powder 
utch. 

Suttletish bone 
Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but 
i67. Glaziers and engravers’ diamonds not set, 

and jewels to be used in the manufacture of wat 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment at the b 


and cur ling-st 


me hand 


486 unground 
—y diamond d 


8 OT CLOCK 


or bort, 





ginning of the paragraph to strike out the word “ glaziers’” and 
insert ‘diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, in- 
cluding miners’, glaziers’;” so as to make the paragraph read 

167. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, including miners’, 
gl ers’, and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, and 

swels to be used in the manufacture of wa 1es or clo 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out the entire paragraph 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 

| committee. 

TELI I ask the Senator from Arkansas to allow that 

| paragraph to be passed over with the other on that subject, 
which has been passed over, and we will take up the two to- 
gether. One might be dependent upon the other. I am not 
realy to take up the question now, but ask that it | ) passed over 


the word | 


for the time being. will only occupy a few mines 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doos the Senator from Kans 13|Mr. 
| PewrEr|] ask for a vote on his amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the vote may be taken upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONISS of Arkansas. Does the Senator insi on asking 
for the vote now? Is he not willing to accede to the request of 





the Senator from Colorado | M 
passed over? 


r. TeLLER| that the uwrraph be 
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Mr. PEFFER. 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

468. Dividivi 

469. Dragon's blood. 

470. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous 
roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums 
and gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots and stems, spices, 
vegetables, seeds aromatic, seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods used 
expressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing which are not edible, whether 
crude or advanced in value or condition by refining or grinding, or by other 
process of manufacture, and not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 470, line 25, after the word ‘‘ fore- 
going,” I move to insert the word ‘‘ drugs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same paragraph, line 1, on page 100, after 
the word “ edible,” I move to strike out the words ‘‘ whether 
crude or,” and insert ‘‘and which have not been.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

471. Eggs and yolks of, and eggs of birds, fish, and insects. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Atthe beginning of the paragraph 
I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ Eggs and yolks of, and;” so that 
the paragraph will read: 

Eggs of birds, fish, and insects. 

Mr. LODGE. When the question of eggs was discussed some 
little time ago I think it was generally agreed in the Senate 
that we should prevent as far es the importation of the 
eggs of game birds, especially of wild ducks, whose nests, prin- 
cipally in Canada, have been largely destroyed by the opening 
of our market to them. The Canadian Parliament passed a 
law to prevent the destruction of the nests, which would lead to 
the extermination of all those species of birds. I offer now an 
amendment, which I have submitted to the committee, and 
which meets with the approval of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], to add at the end of line 6: 


Provided, however, That this shall not be held to includefthe eggs of game 
birds, the importation of which is prohibited, except specimens for sclen- 
tific collections. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

472. Emery ore. 


473. Ergot. 
474. Common palm leaf fans, and palm leaf unmanufactured. 


475. Farina. 
476. Fashion plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 


plain. 


Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraph 476. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINin the chair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Renees, to strike out paragraph 476. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

477. Feathers and downs for beds, and feathers and downs of all kinds, 
crude or not dressed, colored, or manufactured, not specially provided for 
a velds par. 

479. Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 


480. Fibrin, in all forms. 
481. Fish, frozen or packed in ice fresh. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let paragraph 481 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 481 will be passed 
over if there be no objection. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

482. Fish and bait. 

483. Fish skins. ° 

484. Flint, flints, and ground flint stones. 


485. Floor matting manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 485. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Teall the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to this paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 
is restored to the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The reading will proceed. 


I have no objection to letting it be passed 


In the absence of objection, the 


Chinese matting 


The amendmentis withdrawn. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

S Fossils. 

487. Fruit plants, tropical and semitropical, for the purpose of pr ° 
tion or cultivation. . _— wropege 

Fruits and nuts: 

488. Dates. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 488, in the following words: 

488. Dates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

489. Fruits, green, ripe, or dried not specially provided for in this aot, 


Mr. ALLISON. I see there is an amendment marked in the 
bill. What becomes of it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
489. 

Fruits, green, ripe, or dried not specially provided for in this act. 

Pineapples are put on the dutiable list in paragraph 213). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

490. Tamarinds. 

491. Cocoanuts, Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernels 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 491, after the word ‘ cocoanuts,” to strike out ‘ Brazil 
nuts, cream nuts.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the word “ cocoanuts,” before the 
word ‘‘ Brazil,” and at the end of the paragraph to insert ‘‘ not 
otherwise provided for; so as to make the paragraph read: 

491. Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernals, not other- 
wise provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph as follows: 

492. Furs, undressed 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert after the words 
‘** undressed ” in line 13, the words, ‘‘dressed fur pieces suitable 
only for use in the manufacture of hatters’ fur,” so as to read: 


Furs, undressed; dressed fur pieces suitable only for use in the manu- 
facture of hatters’ fur. , 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
493. Fur skins of all kinds not dressed in any manner. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 494, in the following words: 
494. Gambier. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the committee were to with- 
draw the amendment. There certainly is no reason for restor- 
ing gambier to the dutiable list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentis withdrawn. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


495. Glass, broken, and old glass, which can not be cut for use, and fit only 
to be remanufactured. 

496. Glass plates or disks, rough-cut or unwrought, for use in the manu- 
facture of optical instruments, spectacles, and eyeglasses, andsuitable only 
for such use. Provided, however, That such disks exceeding 8 inches in di- 
ameter may be polished sufficiently to enable the character of the glass tc 
be determined. 

Grasses and fibers: 

497. Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, Jute butts, manila, sisal grass, sunn, flax 
straw, flax not hackled, tow of flax or hemp, hemp not hackled, hemp, flax, 
jute, and tow wastes, and all ofher textile grasses or fibrous vegetable sub- 
stances, unmanufactured or undres sed, not specially provided for in this 
act. 

498. Gold-beaters’ molds and gold-beaters’ skins. 

499. Grease and oils, suchas arecommonly used in soap making or in wire- 
drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such 
uses, not specially provided for in this act. 


Bananas are included in paragraph 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 499, line 11, after the word “ uses,” to insert ‘and 
cod oil;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap-making, or in wire 


drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for suck 
uses, and cod oil, not specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have an explanation of the 
amendment. I do not see why cod oil, unless it is suitable only 
for dressing leather, should be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it is used by leather- 
dressers. I see no reason why it should not be admitted free of 
duty. Itisa product, as I understand, which can not be put to 
any other than mechanical uses. It is a cheap product which is 
used by leather-makers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All fish oils are made dutiable by the bill 
and cod oil itself is made dutiable at 15 per cent ad valorem, if 
I remember aright, 








1894. 


Mr. HARRIS. This paragraph provides for oils ‘‘not specially 
rovided for in this act.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I cannot quite understand—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think the Senator from 
Rhode Island will find a provision making cod oil dutiable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. IthinkI will. I will call attention to it in 
amoment. By the paragraph at the the top of nage 6, as I re- 
member the final action of the Senate, cod-liver oil was made 
dutiable at 10 per cent or 15 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. It was stricken out in lines 2 and 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that 
that clause was stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can see no reason why cod oil should be 
treated differently from other oils. Cod oil is an important 


p 
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product of the American fisheries, and 1 can see no reason why | 


foreign fishermen should be allowed to import their cod oil free 
of duty any more than any other oil. If there is any reason I 
should be glad to have the Senator from Arkansas state it. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 499 in part says: 

Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap-making or wire-draw 
ing or for stuffing or dressing leather. 

The customs officials said that that did not include cod oil; 
and there should be a specific provision if we intended to admit 
it free. Therefore it was inserted, and also because it was rep- 
resented to us that it was exceedingly important to this indus- 
try that it should be specifically named. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What industry asked to have it done? 

Mr. VEST. The leather dresseis. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Did the leather dressers ask for this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. HOAR. 
ose I represent the largest leather so ape 
United States, and the same is true as to coc 
ceived any sich request. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Massachusetts object to 
cod oil being putin the paragraph? We donot care anything 
about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas asking where the request came from. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From leather dressers. 

Mr. HOAR. What leather dressers asked for it, and where 
are they located? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not give the names. There 
were anumber. It was stated that there was difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing this, which isacommon oil used by leather dressers, 
from other oils provided for in the paragraph; that there was 
difficulty in separating the two. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri asked me whether I 
objected to the amendment. The subject is entirely new to me. 
Iam surprised that I should not have received some communi- 
cation on the subject, if any change is desired. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. If the Senators representing these large leather 
interests think that this is an inimical movement to them let 
us understand it. 
an article necessary in the dressing of leather and that we were 
doing something in the interest of leather manufacturers, mak- 
ing boots and shoes cheaper, by furnishing them their raw 
material free of duty. If we have made a mistake about it we 
want to know it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri says they are 
doing something for the leather manufacturers. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that the first words in this clause 


Yes. 

I have not received any snch request. I sup- 
community in the 
oil. I have not re- 


cover entirely the oils which are used for these specific purposes, | 
for | 


“ * « 


Itsays ‘‘ grease and oils, such asare commonly used 
stuffing or dressing leather.” I do not see why this fish oil, a 
product of Northern fishories, should be singled out from all 
others and placed upon the free list. As far as the request of 
leather dressers and persons engaged in the leather trade go, 
I think -my colleague and myself represent in our State as 
large an industry of that sort as any in the United States. I 
have not heard a single word from any human being in regard 
to it, but I have had a great many letters from the men engaged 
in the fisheries expressing the greatest possible anxiety as to 
all the products of those fisheries. I do not see why cod oil is 
putin the paragraph, It is not putin as anoil simply for dress- 
ng leather, but it is put in generally. It is selected out of all 
the fish oils and made free in this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I merely wish tostate to the Senator from Mass- 


achusetts that if he will turn to page 62 of the testimony in re- 
ard to chemicals, taken before the Ways and Means Commit- 
e of the other House, he will find that it isthe nature of this 
article that it should be used only for manufacturing purposes, 
and it is only so used. 


We were under the impression that this is | 








| officials to follow it, as I stated, into its uses. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. What page? 

Mr. VEST. Page 62, under the head of cod oil. 

This article was free when imported from Canada under the treaty of 
Washington, prior to the abrogation of cortain articles of that treaty which 
provided for free entry of fish, etc. 


x * Me ¥ By w ® 


e iy » cod oil used by tanners is made from cod livers and other offal of cod 
ish 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statoment to which the Senator refers 
is that of somes man in Indiana. The dressing of leather in the 
State of Indiana is not a very large industry, I understand. It 
is a large industry in Massachusetts and in most of the New 
England States. The duties upon leather have been retained 
by the committee at the rates now existing under the MeKin 
ley law I think in every instance. I believe there has been 
no reduction in any article of leather in the entire bill. | sug- 
gest that it is unfair to the people engaged in the fisheries to 
take one of their principal products and make it free simply for 
the benefit of leather manufacturers or the men who are en- 
gaged in dressing leather when all the duties upon leather are 
maintained throughout the entire bill. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to page 64 of the same 
document he will find that Mr. Frederic W. Clarke, of Boston, 
under date of September 19, 1893, reénforces the statement from 
which I read in regard to this product. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the committee, if they mean to in- 
sist upon the amendment as to cod oil, that they put it in line 9 
after the words ‘‘ grease and oils,” so that it will read * 
and oils and cod oil, such as are commonly used,” ete., so as to 
confine it to the leather use which they say is the reason for its 
being on the free list. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he 
sees any objection to chauging the place? 

Mr. VEST. I didnot hear the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as there is so much talk in the Chamber. 

Mr. LODGE. As the Senator has it now, cod oil is made free 
for all uses. I understand the Senator's object in putting it on 
the free list is to have it free for the special uses enumerated. 
Would there be any objection to placing it in the ninth line 

Grease and oils, such as are commonly used, etc. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see how it would be practicable for the 
customs officials to foliow the article to its uses. 

Mr. LODGE. The transposition 1 suggest would make it free 
for the uses for which the Senator desires to make it free. As 
it is now worded, he makes it free for every possible use. 

Mr. VEST. It would be utterly impossible for the customs 
All we can do is 
to take the evidence before us that it is only used for this pur 
pose, 

Mr. LODGE. 


rrense 
reuse 
) 


I ask the Senator from Missouri why it is 


mor 


difficult for the officials to make this distinction in the case of 
cod oil than with other oils. There must be some standard of 
defining the other oils which have specific uses. Why cod oil 


alone should be singled out I can not understand. 

Mr. VEST. Because thare has been some difficulty in regard 
to including it with the other oils which are used in the dress 
ing of leather. As we intended to put upon the free list all the 
oils which are used by the leather manufacturers, when they 
asked us to specify cod oil, so that there could be no mistake 
about it, we saw no objection. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition which I make leaves cod oil 
free for all the uses of the leather dressers. It simply keeps it 
on the dutiable list when employed for other uses. 

Mr. VEST. It is utterly impossible to follow it to its use. 

Mr. HALE. If the object is, as the language of the paragraph 
indicates, to put on the free list only such oils as are commonly 
used in soap-making or in wire-drawing, or for stufling or dress- 
ing leather, and which are fit only for such uses, there is no use 
to put cod oil in at all, because the language is very sweeping 
oan embracing. It says ‘‘ grease and oils’’—that includes cod 
oil as much as any other oil—‘such as are commonly used.” As 
the Senator from Massachusetts says, while the clause generally 
confines the free admission of oil toa particular branch of human 
industry, by putting cod oil at the end and after other oils have 
been named, it admits it free for every purpose. Why does the 
Senator putcod oil inatall? Why is it not embraced in the 
words ‘* grease and oils?” 

Mr. VEST. Tsuppose cod oil may be used for some other 
purpose than dressing leather. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want to amplify this branch? 
These oils are put in for a direct purpose, as stated, to be used 
in soap-making, or wits-drawing, or for stuffing or dressing 
leather and fit only for such purposes. It is nota general clause 
admitting all oils free, but only oils for certain purposes. Now, 
the reason and purpose of the clause are entirely departed from 
when at the end, after making the restriction, you put in ‘cod 
oil” and place no restriction upon it. 


er 


ees 


ee 
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Mr. VEST. Suppose we strike cut the word ‘ and,” and say 
‘including cod oil.’ 

Mr. HALE. It would then read: 

Such as are commonly used in soap-makingor in wire-drawing, or for 
stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such uses, including 
cod oil for such use 

Mr. HOAR. It had better come in after the word “ oils,” 
‘‘ rrease and oils, including cod oil.” 

Mr. HALE. Thatis the proper place if it is to be put in at 
all. I do not see that it isnecessary to put it in. 

Mr. VEST. Putit in in line», after the word ‘‘ oils.” 

Mr. HALE. ‘ Grease and oils” 

Mr. VEST. ‘'Grease and oils, including cod oil, such as are 
commonly used,” ete. 

Mr. HOAR, That is better. 

Mr. HALE. That will do. 

Mr. VEST. Then | withdraw the committee amendment, and 
move to insert ‘‘including cod oil,” after the word ‘‘ oils,” in 
line 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated— 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ oils,” in line 9, insert: 
‘Tncluding cod oil.” 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

499. Grease and oils, including cod oll, such as are commonly used in soap- 
making or in wire-drawing, or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which 
are fit only for such uses, not specially provided for in this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked the Senate a moment ago 
to pass over paragraph 481, “ fish, frozen.or packed in ice, fresh.” 
I had mislaid an amendment sent me by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which I wish to offer in connection with that para- 
graph, or rather as a substitute for it. I send it tothedesk now 
to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 481 and insert: 

481. Whenever the President shall be-satisfied that the Governments of 
Canada and Newfoundland have provided for the admission free of duty into 
the Dominion of Canada and Newfoundland of fish ofl, whale oil, seal oil, 
and fish of all kinds, except fish preserved in oil, being the produce of fish- 
eries carried on by the fishermen of the United States, as well as the usual 
and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, and other usual and necessary cov- 
erings containing the products above mentioned, and that the said Govern- 
ments of Canada and Newfoundland accord to United States fishing vessels, 
by annual licenses, free of charge, the privilege of entering the ports, bays, 
and harbors of oq coasts of Canada.and Newfoundland for the following 
purposes, namely: 

I. The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other sup- 
plies and outfits, provided that such supplies, with the exception of bait, 
shall not be obtained by barter. 

it. Transshipment and transportation of catch by any means of convey- 
ance. 

Iii. Shipping of crews. 

iie shall issue his proclamation declaring the same, and thereafter fish 
oil, whale oil, seal oil, and fish of all kinds, except fish preserved in oil, being 
the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and New- 
foundland, including Labrador, and the usual and necessary coverings of 
the same as above described, shall be admitted into the United States free 
of duty, and the fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have and 
enjoy like privileges and immunities on the Atlantic coast of the United 
States as have then been accorded to the fishing vesselsof the United States 
by the Governments of Canada and Newfoundland. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if this amendment is to be acted 
upon by the Senate [ shall feel it my duty to ask its postpone- 
ment in order that I may prepare myself with some authorities 
to address the Senate at length upon the subject. It isa matter 
which, in my judgment, is foreign entirely to the purpose of the 
bill. It brings up the great question in our foreign relations, 
whether we will consent under any circumstances or upon any 
terms to purchase of Canada the ordinary hospitalities for our 
fishing vessels to which we are entitled under the law of nations 
as modified in modern times. 

By the treaty of 1818 we secured some special and conditional 
and restricted title to a brief hospitality, but that was at a time 
when American vessels were not admitted into the colonial ports 
of Great Britain forany commercial purpose whatever, and there 
were special provisions for a recognition of the title to the hos- 
pitality of the fishermen engaged in their dangerous and ad- 
venturous pursuit. Canada of late years has insisted that when 
all other vessels have the entire and complete hospitality which 
modern civilization exacts, the fishing vessels shall still be re- 
stricted to the provisions of the re 1818and that that shall 
be still a definition of what they shall receive. 

Mr. President, if I had my way, if I had the honor to be 
clothed with the executive powers, including those which have 
been recently and expressly for that very purpose conferred upon 
the President of the United States, I should say at once that 
there should not be a Canadian vessel of any kind admitted into 
one of our Atlantic ports or into any other port in this country 
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until the complete hospitalities which decency requires, the 
power of refitting, the power of repairing vessels, the power 
of getting supplies, and the right to tarry at their conveniencs 
for an ynlimited time, were granted to all our fishing vessels, 

But that isa great question. It would involve the discussion 
of a history extending back toa time prior to the Declaration of 
Independence; prior to the treaty of 1783. it would involve re- 
viewing the whole history of the transactions which led to the 
war of 1812; the transactions which led to the peace of 1815, and 
the commercial treaty of 1818. I shall detain the Senatefor but 
a moment, because 1 know the purpose of the Senator from 
Arkansas, but it is due to my constituents that I should say what 
I am saying. 

There is another great question which is connected with this 
matter, entirely foreign to a tariff bill. That is as to the expe- 
diency of maintaining and protecting by these duties upon fish 
and the products of fish, the fishermen of Gloucester and Proy 
incetown and the few Maine ports that engage in the same in- 
dustry as a nursery for seamen. 

When. the fishery treaty negotiated by Mr. Secretary Bayard 
was before the Senate five or six years ago it was discussed for 
several weeks, and the discussion turned upon the point which 
I have just suggested and upon this other point to which I am 
now speaking. Admiral Porter wrote a letter addressed to me, 
which was read in the debate here and will be found in the 
RECORD, in which he declared that the importance of our New 
Foundland bank fisheries as anursery for seamen was never so 
great as it had been since the substitution of steam for sails as 
the motive power for naval vessels. 

You do not find men familiar with boat craft, you do not find 
men familiar with the waters of the Atlantic coast, you do not 
find men who are familiar with the constant changeable dan- 
gers which attend navigation and which attend especially naval 
warfare, except those who are especially trained in these fish- 
eries. That gave great value to the Norsemen and the other 
men of the northern nations of Europe who enlisted in our naval 
service, but we can not depend in war on a ship’s crew which is 
not made up certainly in a large partof Americans who love the 
flag and who were born under it. 

Therefore, Mr. President, if we abandon the doctrine of the 
protection of our fisheries, we shall have to spend much larger 
sums, larger by millions upon millions, in establishing institu- 
tions for the training of seamen for our navalservice. I[ believe 
my honorable friend from Arkansas, whatever opinion he may 
form as to the merits of this amendment, will agree with me in 
thinking that it belongs on a separate measure in regard to 
which other policies may be considered, and noton a tariff bill, 
whether for revenue or protection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say a word. I shall not de- 
tain the Senate more than a moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I only wanted to withdraw the 
amendment, but of course I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not wish to discuss the amendment. | 
merely wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that this is a 
matter of most vital interest to our people, and that we should 
feel obliged to discuss it at considerable length and could not 
help doing so. Our — believe, asI believe, that it involves 
the whole question of giving up their rights in consideration of 
certain tariff advantages. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Arkansas withdraw the 
amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Lrose for that purpose. I was go- 
ing to say in connection with it that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury sent me the amendment, and I know bis idea was that it 
would be entirely acceptable. I had no idea of pressing it un- 
less it was generally acceptable in the Senate. But as Senators 
on the other side have indicated opposition to it, I withdraw it. 
Paragraph 481 has been read, I believe, and I offered this asa 
substitute for it. I now withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. There is so much confusion in the Chamber [ 
can not hear what is goingon. DolI understand the Senator to 
withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is what I did, unless the Sena- 
tor from Maine wishes to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very glad the Senator from Arkansas has 
withdrawn it. It certainly could not have been disposed of with- 
out several hours of discussion. I desire tomove toamend para- 
graph 481 by striking out the paragraph and inserting the pres- 
ent law. Has the Senator from Arkansas a substitute for the 

agraph? 

Mr. JONES ef Arkansas. [ offered as a substitute for para- 
graph 481 what was read at the desk. I have now withdrawn 
the amendment and offered no other amendment to the paar 
graph, unless somebody else wishes to make—— 
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Mr. HALE. Then I propose the amendment which I ask the 
Secretary to read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 481 in the following 
words: 

i831, Fish, frozen or packed In ice fresh 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

481. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish (ex- 
cept salmon) caught in fresh waters by American vessels, or with nets or 
other devices owned by citizens of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator whether what he movesis the 
present law? : 

Mr. HALE. It is the present law exactly. I ask the Senator 
from Arkansas to let this paragraph be passed for the moment. 
My colleague [Mr. Fry] desires to be here when it is consid- 
ered, and [ have sent for him. The reading of the bill can pro- 
ceed, and we can go back to the paragraph afterwards. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that 
course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Maine. The reading of the bill 
will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

500. Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure 

501. Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufac- 
ar Guts, salted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 502. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

503. Gutta-percha, crude. 

501. Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn 
or undrawn, and curled hair suitable for beds or mattrosses, not specially 
provided forin this act; and human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 504, line 20, I move 
tostrike out ‘‘ and curled hair suitable for beds or mattresses.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

505. Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraph 505. I pro- 

ose this amendment because leather and manufactures of 
eather, which are made of hides,are dutiable, and I think hides 
ought to be dutiable also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

506. Hide cuttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other glue stock. 

h7. Hide rope. 

508, Hones and whetstones. 

509. Hoofs, unmanufactured. 

510. Hop roots for cultivation. 

511. Horns, and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to strike out the concluding words in 
lines 7 and 8, ‘‘ including horn strips and tips.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SEGRETARY. In paragraph 511, line 7, after the word 
‘* unmanufactured,” strike out ** including horn strips and tips;” 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 

Horns, and parts of, unmanufactured. 

Mr. QUAY. ‘The argument for the amendment is very suc- 
cinctly stated in a circular letter which I have received, and 
which I ask may be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Letit be printed in the REcorRD. 

Mr. QUAY. No; let it be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter, which is as follows: 

NEW YORK, April 5, 1994. 
The Hon. M, S. QUAY, 
Senate of the United Stat 

Your attention is respectfully called to an inconsistency in the present 
tariff bill regarding the duty on horn strips, this article being admitted free 
of duty while other articles manufactured of horn pay a duty of 25 per cent 

The manufacture of horn strips or ‘French horn’’ was first begun in the 


city of Paris in about 1870. At present there are twelve manufactories of | 


this article located in the city of Paris, four in the suburbs, and one on the 
Rhine. Two of these concerns, to wit, Bonzanes Freres and Koux Bruneau 
& Co., meer between them nearly seven thousand hands, exporting to all 
parts of the world, using for theshort strips the horn ofthe cattle of ran 
and for the very large strips the horn of the cattle of India and the Arge 
tine Republic. 

Section 511, free list of the tariff bill at present before the Senate, provides 
for ‘‘hornsand parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips.’ 
This paragraph in the act of 1883 read: “Horns and parts of, unmanufa 

tured, and horn strips and tips.”’ 

In the act of 1890 it was intended to limit the provision to unmanufactured 
horn strips and tips, but in administration it has been so construed as to ad 
mitthe manufactured article free of duty. No objection was raised tothis; 
on the contrary, the parties principally interested—manufacturers of cor- 
sets—were instrumentalin having this construction placed upon the clause, 
as no one had ever been successful in manufacturing the same in this coun- 
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try up to thattime. The only concernthat had endeavored to do W 
firm of M. Cohn &Co., Twenty-sixth street and Seventh e W 
Who state that they sunkover $100,000 in the attempt. In 1svet I 
Horn Company was established forthe manufacture of thi Me at 
superintendent, Charles Efras, having beon for a number of years mat 
| facturer of stripsin France. They made an excellert article and | 

from such concerns inthis city as Dickerhoff, Balfcear & Co,, Tefft, W 
Co., Sweetser, Pembrook & Co., Ehrich Bros., Spelman Bros., 0. Bb. K 
Mills & Gibbs, ete. They also had orders from various corset 1 
turer It was admitted that the goods that they turned out were in L re 
spects equal to those manufactured abroad 

But as they accepted orders at the quotations of the foreigne 1 er 
unable to procure labor in this country ;: yw as is paid forthes it 
france, they succumbed to the inevitable and were sold out under fore 
closure in August, 1893, having been about one yearin existence. The plant 
of machinery, which is yetstanding, cost over $50,000, It is held intact by the 
resent owners in hopes that Congress will recognize this question anda 
ow.them a reasonable duty, the same as is laid on or covers other arti 
manufactured ofhorn. The Empire Horn Company was located at 15, 17, 1 


Hope sireet, Brooklyn, N. Y., and is still there, although not in operat 
Another concern, knowu as the Franco-American Horn Manufacturin 
Company, With an office at 108 Cliff street, this city, formerly, were also 
manufacturers of the article in question, and were in 1802-'93 located at 
the corner of Roebling and Hope streets, Brooklyn. They likewise found 
that they could not competo with foreign labor, and were sold out under 
foreclosure, the machinery, etc., being now owned by a party named Philip 

Lewinski, 12 Atlantic avenue, Brooklyn. 

The Empire Horn Company had at one time in its employ about 600 p 
ple, the Franco-American about 200. 

About 80 per cent of the cost of manufactured horn strips is represer 1 
by labor. 

The cost of the horn of cattle varies, and at present runs from 2} cents to 
15 ceuts per pound. Of the horns of American cattle the comb and 
brella manufacturers utilize the tips; the principal part of the balanc: 
to waste. It‘is estimated that if the introduction of the manufacture 
horn strips were permitted in this country, with the development of t 
dustry the value of American horn, especialy of the long-horned cattle 
Texas, would be’ increased threefold. The l'rench manufacturers f 
short strips the horn of native cattle, and for extra long strips, 15 to v4 
inches, the horn of cattle from India and South America 

The manufacture of what is known in the trade as “horn striy 
“I’rench horn” is a simple process, as will be noticed from the followi: 
scription of the same, requiring principally a thorough soaking in 
cally prepared vats, cutting and polishing, or, in other words, loosen! 
fiber and then straightening it out. 

In making what is known as horn strips no less than twenty-four oper 
tions are required and fully six weeks’ time, the following being the nex 
sary operations: 

1. Sawing the rough horn into long strips, and 

2. Cutting off the tips. 

3. Cleaning and rubbing off the hair from inside of the horn 

4. Washing and cleansing the same. 

5. Keeping it in a tank of chemically prepared water, it remaining there 
from ten days to two weeks, according to the age of the horn 

6. Drying. 

7. Planing off the rough edges. 

8. Placing in tank of chemically prepared water—strongest solution—and 
remaining there from three to five weeks. 

9. Keeping in ovens and baking it on an average of three days 

10. Placing each strip under hydraulic and steam pressure 

11. Cutting it into thin strips 

12. Using machines and squaring the edges 

13. Planing and finishing strips to a smooth surfaco 

14. Polishing the same with buffs 
15. Washing the same. 

16. Inserting in chemically prepared sawdust 

17. Washing again. 

18. Drilling the holes 

19. Soaking in oil 

20. Drying in sawdust 

21. Polishing again 

22. Counting. 

23. Tying, and 

4. Packing 

This manufactured horn is admitted by the manufacturers of corse 
be a splendid substitute for whalebone; but the lower price of inbo 
France is the only cause that it has not been successfully produced in 1 
country. 

Whalebone at the present marketrate isworthabout per pound. | 
been as high as $15 a pound and as low as #4. It is now used or 
manufacturers on high-grade goods 


The relative cost of whalebone and manufactured horn rly 
proportion of about one-fifth, or in other words, where 40 cent 
the genuine whalebone Is used, # cents is the cost of horn subst 

The strips imported and intended primarily to be used in corsets a 
by the weight, the cost of importing same at present be #2 1 


pounds 4 ounces) for those 8 inches lon 
these strips come in a kilo 

The maximum number of horn strips used in each corset made of tho 
inches long 1s between 32 and 40, which, according to the present rate, cost 
the manufacturer 7 cents all told. That would make the duty on the sams 
if the article was dutiable at 25 per cent, the same as other goods mad 
horn, less than 2 cents per corset—not enough to cut any figure when'it 
considered that the average selling price of great quantities of corsets us: 
in this country is $15 per dozen, they being made and sold at all prices fro 

low as 50 cents to as high as M0 each And thousands are employed in 


the manufacture of the same Yet the corset manufacturers are opposed to 


On the averasg Lt nd o 





the introduction of the manufacture of horn in this country, where tho 
nds of hands could be given permanent employment 
There are practically, though, two classes of horn strips imported, tho 
1 las above for corset und 1other class which ; mmonly known as 
VYalst stay These are used in the waists of dre ‘The latter asa rule 
are highly polished, a little broader in width, have rounded ends, and holes 
drilled into them. They are counted into dozen neatly wrapped, and 
packed in boxes, the cost of the latter being about 30 per cent more than the 


strips intended for corsets. ‘Those made for corsets are in special widths 
nd plainly finished, being neither polished, olled, nor drilled 
When the Treasury Department's attention was called a month or so ago 


to the fact that the horn strips mentioned in the free list was a manufac 
tured article, and samples both of the raw horn and of horn rips at their 
various stages of pS were shown them, they at once admitted that 
they were under the impression, and had always been, that horn strips and 


tips were simply the horn of cattle cut into large strips as a matter of con- 
venience in importing. 
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The Treasury Department appeared never to have had any idea that the 
strips were in any way a manufactured articie, and after investigating the 
matter they recommended to the subcommittee of the Finance Committee 
of the Senate that the clause ‘including horn strips and tips’’ be stricken 
out of what is known as the “ Wilson bill,”’ the principal point oe the in- 
consistency of the same with another paragraph of the same act W iich im- 
posed a duty of 25 per cent on manufactures of horn. It was also under- 
stood that completed knife handles have been admitted free, they being 
claimed to be tips of horn. There was no more reason or justice in admit- 
ting free horn strips and stays used in the manufacture of Corsets, etc., than 
any other manufactured material. It is in other words simply giving addi- 
tional protection to such special manufacturers. Tho raw material should 
be admitted free, as it is necessary to have the same for extra long strips. 
All the Empire Horn Company ask is that they be permitted to have an op- 
portunity to make these goods by having some slight tariff discrimination 
against the European manufacturers. There is no justice in legislation in 
the interests of one manufacturer to the injury of another, and it is not be- 
lieved that such is the idea of the framers of the new tariff bill. 

There are to-day in France and on the German border between 12,000 and 
15,000 workmen employed in manufacturing these horn strips. They sell 
Sheir productions to all parts of the world. Between $300,000 and 8400,000 
worth, according to the values stated in the Customs Department, were im- 
oorted by this country during the year 1893, all of which should have paid a 
huty. Should the Congress in its wisdom place this manufactured article 
amongst other manufactured articles of horn, there is no question that 
within a few months several thousand employés would be working at this 
industry, skilled labor not being necessary for 95 per cent of the manu- 
facturing process, and as stated before, over 80 per cent of the cost is repre- 
sented in labor. 

The average daily wages of men employed in the factories of France run 
from 3 to 5francs—60 centsto $l. If a duty of 25 per cent as on other manu- 
factured articles of horn were placed on horn strips, this item would assure 
the success of the enterprise sufficiently to give employment, as stated be- 
fore, to thousands of people, and a staple foaustry be introduced in this 
country. 

The Treasury Department has recommended this alteration, as has also 
General Arpraiser Tichenor, who in a letter of recent date states that ‘there 
is no reason why the finished manufactured knife-handles or strips of horn 
aa te admitted free of-duty more than a button or any other manufac- 
ture of horn.”’ 

Paragraph 511 of the free list should be amended by striking out the 
words including “ horn strips and tips.” 

Respectfully, 
EMPIRE HORN COMPANY 
15, 17,19 Hope Street, Brooklyn, N. ¥. 
S. F. MYERS & CO., 
48 and 50 Maiden Lane, New York, N. ¥. 


Before the reading was concluded— 

Mr. QUAY. I think the Secretary has read enough of the 
letter to indicate its purpose and argument. I will be satisfied 
with the printing of the letter in the Recorp without further 
reading. I askfor a vote onthe amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will appear in full in the 
Record. The question is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

512. Ice. 

513. India rubber, crude, and milk of, and old scrap or refuse India rubber, 
which has been worn out by use anda is fit only for remanufacture. 

514. Indigo, and extracts or pastes of, and carmines. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out paragraph 514. 
the Senator from Arkansas will let it go out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The article ought to be dutiable at 10 per 
per cent. All other extracts of dyewood are dutiable at 10 per 
cent, and I can see no reason why indigo should be treated dif- 
ferently. 

Mr. VEST. It has been a very valuable article to the manu- 
facturers of New England, although alazarin and coal-tar prod- 
ucts have taken the place of it toa large extent. Yet it is still 
largely used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will modify my amendment. I did not in- 
tend to strike out indigo. I modify the amendment so as to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘ indigo.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

'’he SECRETARY. In paragraph 514, after the word ‘‘ indigo,” 
strike out ‘‘and extracts or pastes of, and carmines;” so as to 
read: 

514. Indigo. » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

515. lodine, crude, and resublimed. 

bis. Ipecac 

517. Iridium, 

518. Lron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, and sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its 
natural state 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 512. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like that way of passing over para- 
graphs of this sort. None of these paragraphs are stricken out 
without objection. 


IThope 


The amendment will be agreed to 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will submit the question 
toa vote. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance to striks out paragraph 518. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for a division on that question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkausas. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). [ am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBoIs], who is absent. If 
he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CALL. [announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL). 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH]. Otherwise I should vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Wisconsin[Mr. MITCHELL], 
and therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
{[Mr. HuNTON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were present I should vote 

yea.’ ; 

Mr. VEST (after having votedin the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote, as [am paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. 

Mr. CAREY. With the consent of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi[Mr. MCLAURIN], I transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] to the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island {[Mr. DIxON] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I havea general pair with the Senator from Ore- 
gon[Mr. MITCHELL], which, as has already been announced by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PASCO], stands transferred to the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH] until he returns. I can 
therefore vote. 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I have arranged with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to exchange our pairs so that we 
can both vote. He is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] andI am paired with the Senator from Oregon |Mr. 

| DOLPH]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. CALL. I have already announced my pair with the sen- 
ior Senator from Vermont |Mr. MorRILL]. I have aright te 


[ am paired 
If he were 





vote to make a quorum, and vote ‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 4; as follows: 
YEAS—43 
Aldrich, Cockreii, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Daniel, Jarvis, Pugh, 
| Bate, Faulkner, sa Lindsay, Quay, 
Berry, Gallinger, Lodge, Sherman, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, Squire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Brice, Gordon, Morgan, Turple, 
Caffery, Gorman, Murphy, Vest, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, Vilas, 
Carey, Harris, Patton, Voorhees. 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, 
NAYS—4. 
Allen, Hill, Kyle, Peffer. 
| NOT VOTING—38. 
Butler, Hale, Mills, Shoup, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Smith, 
Cameron, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Coke, Hunton, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cullom, Irby, Palmer, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, White, 
| Dixon, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wilson, 
Dolph, McMillan, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dubois, McPherson, Ransom, 
Frye, Martin, Roach, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
519. SITs sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise manufactured, and 
vi 


vegetable ivory. 
520. Jalap. 
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621. Jet, unmanufactured. 

Joss stick, or joss light. 

Junk, old 

Kelp. 

Kieserite 

Kyanite, or cyanite, and kainite. 

Lac-dye, crude, seed, button, stick, and shell. 
Lac-spirits. 

Lactarine. 

Lard. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 530. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


22. 
523. 
f24. 
2h. 
h26. 
627. 
528. 
620. 
530. 


631, Lava, unmanufactured. 

582. Leeches, 

538. Lemon juice, lime juice. and sour-orange juice. 

534. Licorice root, unground., 

6%. Lifeboats and life-saving apparatus specially imported by sociotios in 
corporated or established to encourage the saving of human Ife. 

638. Lime, citrate of. 

587. Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 

688, Lithographic stones not ongraved. 

639. Litmus, prepared or not prepared. 

640. Loadstones. 

541. Madder and munjeet, or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of. 

642. Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. 

643. Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of maguesia. 

544. Magnesium. 

545. Magnets. 

546. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

647. Manna. 

548. Manuscripts. 

549. Marrow, crude. 

550. Marsh mallows. 

651. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, and other metallic articles manufac- 
tured as trophies or prizes, and actually received as honorary distinctions. 


ar @ <2 
Vuenty 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance after 
the word ‘‘ received,” in line 8, page 105, toinsert ‘ or bestowed 
and accepted;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

551. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, and other metallic articles manufac- 
tured as trophies or prizes, and actually received or bestowed and accepted 
ashonorary distinctions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

552, Mica, and metallic minoral substances in a crude state and metals un- 
wrought, not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask the Senator from Arkansas whether 
he proposes to move the amendment which is stated in the print, 
to strike out: 


And metallic mineral substances ins crude state and metals unwrought, 
not specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. HALE. What has become of the amendment indicated 
in the print? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment will not be of- 
fered. The paragraph will b6 allowed to remain as it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 552, before the word " metal- 
lic,” strike out the words ‘‘ mica and;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


Metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not 
specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, mica is now dutialeatthe 
rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. 
New Hampshire, North Carolina, and in other States of the 
Union. It is also a product of India. It is impossible to work 
the mica mines of New Hampshire and North Carolina in com 
petition with the mica mines of Indiaunless there is protection. 
Senators know very well whatis the cost of laborin Asia. Five, 
10, and 12 cents a day are the wages paid to the mica workers of 
India. A dollar, $1.25, $1.50, and $2 a day are the wages paid 
to American workers in mica. 

The wages in North Carolina are undoubtedly lower than the 
wages paid in New Hampshire, but micacan not be mined profit- 
ably in either State if it is upon the free list. As I have said, 
there is now a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on mica, and I have 
heard no reasonstated by the committee why the duty should be 
removed. 
ment. 

Mr. President, this question was pretty thoroughly investi- 
gated in 1890, when the McKinley bill was passed. 
gation made by the House committee is contained in a volume 
entitled Tarilf 
House Miscellaneous Documents, 188990, volume 15, pages 1174 
to 1186, inclusive. 

I find by reference to that volume that addresses were made 
before the House committee. On page 1174 there is the state- 
ment of James M. Gere. Then follows the statement of Repre- 
sentative H. G. Ewart, from the Ninth North Carolina district; 
an additional statement of Mr. Gere; the statement of the Rug- 





I move to strike out the words * mica | 


RECORD—SENATE. 


| Statement of Mr, H. T. Richardson, 2 


| petition with that sort of servile labor 
| tryin New Hampshire and the industry in North Carolina have been para- 
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gles & Randall Mica Company, by Charles L. Randall, p: 
r 


deht; the statement of the Palermo Mica Comp of 


York; the statement of George H. Randall; the statement ot 
O. C. Moore, who then represented that district of Now Lh 
shire in Congress; the statement of Mr. Frank (1, Clark, rep. 


senting the Thompson-Ilouston Electric Company, who opposed 
the duty in the interest of the manufacturers of dynamos; the 
34 Wall street, New York 
the statement of F. W. Webster, and tho statement of W. H. 
Clough. 

Lrecite the names of parties who appeared before the com- 
mittee in order to show how fully the subject was considered by 
the House committee. The result was that the MekKinley bill 
came to the Senate with a duty of 35 per cent upon mica. But 
the bill fell into unfriendly hands in the Committee on linance, 
and thatcommittes recommended that mica should be continued 
upon the free list. It was not considered with favor by the 
members of the committee, but the recommendation that mica 
should be placed upon the free list made by that committees was 
resisted in the Senate. Quite a debate took place, to which J 
shall briefly call attention. The subject was discussed on the 
26th day of August, 1890. I find the report in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, volume 21, part 9, beginning on page 166, 
where the Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. BLAIR, my then 
colleague, made a very full recital of the facts connected with 
the mica industry. I read from his statement: 

The mining of mica is an old and established industry in the United 
States. Ithas been pursued in my own State for at least sixty years, and in 
the State of North Carolina for many yoars, and in both it has been pursued 
profitably and to the advantage of the country. The mica deposits of our 
country are vez extensive and to be found in at least all great sections of 
the country. They are extensive enough in my State to satisfy our entire 
consumption and any Increased consumption that is likely to take peace by 
reason of improvements in the arts. In the State of North Carolina the 
deposits are, to speak moderately, immense. There tis a single county in 
North Carolina where the deposits, of a most excellent quality and various 
qualities, are sufficient probably to supply tho world, 

Senator BLAIR also states that mica is to befound in New 
York, all through the Alleghany range, in both the Virginias, 
and South Carolina, and then says: 

If [remember aright, there are deposits in Texas, certainly extensive de- 
posits in the Dakotas, where we have, as We know, & Vast deopositof tin also. 

But it is an old and an established industry which has been pursued with 
somewhat of profit and to the supply of the entire country Until within a 
very few years. By reason of the entire absence of foreign competition it 
has always been an article placed upon the free list until about the year 
1882, when extensive deposits were discovered in India, and since that time 
the mining industry has been pursued there with, as the data which I have 
before me show, labor at 50 cents per month, plus the Little cotton cloth to be 
used as paueees: and inwsthetic New Hampshire our kind of beopie have 
been called upon to pursue this industry with mica on the free list in com- 
The result has been that the indua- 


lyzed and substantially destroyed. 

At the present day over four-fifths of the mica used In the country is im- 
ported t is brought here in the form of ballastin ships. [t gosta next to 
nothing where these mines are located, and is of course & very Much reduced 
article In price, so that the domestic Industry 1s destroyed. 

The Senator subsequently stated that mica has also been dis- 
covered in Siberia and that vessels are bringing the Siberian 
mica to the United States mined by the convict labor of the 
Russian Empire. 

Thereupon the present Senator from Khode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH]| gave some slight encouragement that a duty might be 
placed upon mica, and asked that the amendment might be 
passed over without prejudice and tho discussion ended for that 


| day. 


| stances of the last 


T may add that [ do not expect to hear any state- | 


The investi- | 


Hearings, Fifty-first Congress, first session, | 


The consideration of the paragraph came up again on the 4th 
day of September, 1800. ‘The debate is to be found in the C 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 21, part 10, beginning on page 
9724, where Senator BLAI“ again stated the case and sald that 
the taking off of the duty on mica of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which had been placed upon it prior to 1883, had ruined the in- 
dustry. I read from his remarks: 


Now, I Want to say in regard to this industry that the entire amount of 
mica consumed is between sevenand elght hundred thousand dollars’ worth, 
A single mine in New England properly worked would producé at least half 
amilllonayear. There are thirteen mines in our State (only one or twooft 
them are now eee that have been in operation until the circum 


ow years to which Lhavealiuded. Something like eventy 
existed in the State of North Carolina. Over thirty have been worked tn the 
course of the last ten or twelve years, and so far asl know not a single oud 
of them is now in operation; or certainly only one ortwo. Thelndustry was 


absolutely ruined by reason of the lack of proper protection 

The Senator proceeds then to state that the consumers of the 
article are the stove manufacturers and the electric light com pa- 
nies, and he contends that the cost of the stoves in which mica 
is used is not increased to the consumer by a duty upon mica, 
and he contends that there is no reason why the electric light 
manufacturers should have free mica for thelr dynamos [le 
Says: 

They are protected in thelr patents and in everything that enters into 
their business. 


They win the largest 


rofite of any business that ts now belug carried on 
in the count 


and if they do pay for the article which they bring in from 


here 
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Abroad, it is 


eost of electricity 
upon the free list 

Thereupon the discussion was continued. The Senator from 

Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, advocated a duty. The Senator from 
Kentucky, Mr. Carlisle, participated in the discussion and stated 
that the industry had seemed to be prosperous while mica ws 
upon the free list. I read from the debate: 
I beg the Senator’s pardon. It has been utterly prostrated 
policy until only one mine is in operation in thy State, and, so 
far as I know, only one in North Carolina, every other one being absolutely 
destroyed. It is not a case where we are to establish a new industry, but to 
revive an old industry already destroyed. 

Later I read from Senator BLAIR: 

Will the Senator allow me to say in regard to that, that there is a mica 
trust which controlsthis matterabroad. These little manufacturers of mica 
here are poor men with small capital. Itis a kind of mining which may be 
engaged in with scarcely any capital atall They are not im any trust. 

The Senator from Nevada[Mr. STEWART] advocated a duty on 
mica. So did the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], al- 
though he stated that there was no mica in Connecticut. The 
Senator from Connecticut said: 

My information is that in the new State of W eauing. not yet represented 

h 


on this floor, there are large quantities of ca Which can be profitably 
worked and which is of the best character. 


‘The Senator from Montana, Mr. Sanders, stated as follows: 

In the State of Moutana there have been recently found large beds of mica, 
and | am well satisfied that we shall develop there an industry of no incon- 
siderable magnitude; and in conjunction with the existence of mica in the 
otber States I think it is wise that we should lay a duty upon it. 

[ now read from the remarks of the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Ransom]: 

Mr. Rawsom. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain theSenate a moment, 
but I apprehend it would be very hard for anybody to give a reason, when 
iron, tin, lead, coal, almost ev: that you can th of, pays a duty, 
why mica should not the re duty of 35 per cent. I can not add 
to what has been so well said by the Senator from New Hampshire about the 
immense mica deposits in North Carolina, and I believe in Alabamatoo. I 
see the Senator trom Alabama [Mr. PuGH] in sightofme. I think thereare 
large deposits there. 

r. Pues. Yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. Gentlemen from the great West say they have it there, and 
if we put a tariff duty upon almost every other article of human consump- 
ticn I do not see wh mabon should be made the exception and - upon 
the free list, when it is stated here, when itis demonstrated before the whole 
conntry, that putting mica upon the free list has destroyed the industry in 
this country. 

‘Thereupon the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
came to the defense of the committee, and he ar that the 
mines of New Hampshire and other parts of the United States 
could not produce sufficient mica to supply the demand in the 
UnitedStates. The question went to a vote, and the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee were defeated. This seemed to have been an 
occasion upon which the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ar- 
DRICH] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALiaaON] were a little 
discouraged about the doctrine of protection. This was one lit- 
tle infant industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itcertainly must have been the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because I have never been discouraged in any 
voie except in that particular case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I find the yeasin favor of putting mica 
upon the free list, begin, ‘‘ Messrs. ALDRICH, ALLISON.” I sup- 
pose the constant and habitual association of those two Senators 
misied the Senator from Iowainto voting with the Senator from 
Rhode Island on that occasion, and that he reatly thought per- 
haps unless mica should be protected the mica in this country 
would not be developed. He perhaps voted from that esprit de 
corps which sometimes prevails in committees, and which ex- 
ists now strongly between the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VeEs?T] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], so that we 
notice no difference of opinion between them on any question. 

I only regret in this case that if the Senator from Iowa 
thought really that the mica industry was deserving of protec- 
tion, he did not pull the Senator from Rhode Island his way, in- 
stead of having the Senator from Rhode Island pull him in his 
direction. 

At any rate the cause of mica protection triumphed by 34 
votes to 21, and I findamong those wholvoted to reject the prop- 

osition to put it on the free list, when the House had decided 
Qn a 35 per cent duty, Senator Barbour of Virginia, Senator 
Blodgett of New Jersey, Senator BUTLER of South Carolina, 
Senator FAULKNER of West Virginia, Senator Gibson of Louis- 
ian, and Senator GORMAN of Maryland, Senator Hearst of Cali- 
fornia, Senator RANSOM of North Carolina, and Senator Vance 
of North Carolina. 

All those Democrats voted for the protective duty of 35 per 
gent ad valorem upon mica. So Senators will see that the cause 
of protection to mica at that time had a very handsome Dem- 
cratic support; and the protection then given can be con- 
paves to-day if we can have the votes of the same Democratic 

nators now in the Senate who voted for a duty on micaat that 


actually of no consequence Whatever. It will not be felt in the 


to the people of the United States if this article iu placed 


Mr. BLAIR 
through that 
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time and were not deterred from voting for a dut 
because the Senator from Iowa and the Senator 
Island faltered in the good work of protection. 

The duty of 35 per cent ad valorem went upon mica, and there 
has been aconsiderable American product; I do not know how 
much. Senator BLAIR stated that the product consumed was 
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars’ worth a year. T fing 
that the importations under the present law are considerable, 
In 1891 there were $110,000 worth of mica waste, and $21,750.0| 
worth of mica. In 1892, $179,865.12 worth of mica, and in 189 
$214,679.99 worth of mica were imported. So the Senator from 
Rhode Island was mistaken in saying that this country could 
not supply the demand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator from Rhod 
Island was mistaken at that time. I notice that the Senato 
from New Hampshire has fallen into a habit of thought that ] 
think iscommon perhaps among people who have a particular 
industry upon which they want to have a very high duty placed 
in thinking that any man falters in the cause of protection who 
is not in favor of the highest possible duty upon every conceiy 
able product of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the Senator from Rhode 
Island sometimes falls into a special habit of thought which is 
this: That although every duty which he thinks ought to be 
protected must be protected, yet that any duty which he does 
not think worthy of protection must go to the wall. 

Now, I think this duty is to be stricken down for the benefit 
of the electric dynamo manufacturers in this country, and if I 
am speaking under the influence which a Senator is likely to 
have in reference to an industry in his own State, I may say 
perhaps the Senator from Rhode Island, insensibly to himsel/ 
of course, may be influenced by the disposition to cheapen the 
manufacture of electric dynamos in this country, for I can con- 
ceive of no other interest that would be opposed to maintaining 
the duty upon mica. I regret thatI have not the estimate as 
to the amount used in this country, but I have certainly given 
the correct figures as to the amount imported. 

It is only $200,000 worth. I believe, the statistics presented 
by Senator BLAIR, my former colleague, showed that six or 
eight hundred thousand dollars’ worth were consumed in the 
country every year. If that is the case, then this country has 
shown under the operation of the 35 per cent ad valorem duty its 
capacity to produce two-thirds or three-quarters of all the mica 
consumed in thiscountry. 

As I took at the subject, there is not any doubt at all that the 
present duty should be continued. I can understand why there 
may have been a disposition to cut it down from 35 per cent ad 
valorem to 25 percent advalorem. I have been living in hopes 
that the Senator from North Cardtina [Mr. RANSOM], who spoke 
and voted in favor of the 35 per cent ad valorem duty which was 
imposed in 1890, and who assisted in securing this duty by his 
voice and his influence, would succeed in inducing the members 
of the Finance Committee to put at least a duty of 25 per cent 
ad valorem upon miea in the pending bill. 

Mr. President, I do not see this result accomplished by the 
Senator from North Carolina. I see this industry which is bé- 
ginning to grow, which was simply on the way to the production 
of all the mica that is needed in the United States, doomed to 
destruction if the bill passes. I ean not understand why this 
industry can not be allowed to survive, as it is to be hoped thé 
many of the industries of this country may survive, notwitH+ 
standing the passage of the Wilson bill. 

I shall not detain the Senate longer, although there ig much 
to be said upon this subject. I believe that this duty is being 
sacrificed to the desire of the Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber to strike down the industry, that it is being 
sacrificed in the interest, and possibly through the influence of 
the great electric dynamo manufacturers of this country, who 

robably are imbued with a spirit such as has been sug poste’ 
S the Senator from Rhode Island this afternoon as ap icablé 
to myself and other Senators who care for any industry in their 
own State, the spirit which leads them to desire to have free of 
duty everything which they use in their manufacture and in th 
conduct of their business, and to bs protected either by patent 
or otherwise in the enjoyment of a monopoly of the business of 
manufacturing electric dynamos in this country. 

I do not believe that is a sound principle upon which to deal 
with this subject, and as the electric companies of this country 
have large privilegesand large opportunities, I think they should 
be compelled to submit to the development of the mica industry 
in this country, and that it should not be sent to destruction 
all the mica thatis used in this country introduced and furnish 
by the cheap and degraded labor of Siberia and of India. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendm 
wgpene by the Senator from New Hampshire[Mr. CHan 

The amendment was rejected. 


upon mica 
rom Rhode 





1894. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed ‘with 
the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


mne 
fda 


Meerschaum, crude or unmanufactured. 
. Milk, fresh. 2 
555. Mineral waters, ail not artificial, and mineral salts of the same, ob- 
tained by evaporation, when accompanied by duly authenticated certificate, 
showing that they are in no way artificially prepared, and are the product 
of a designated mineral spring; lemonade, soda water, and all similar 
ve t rs. s : ‘ 
> ana. Mineral ‘. crude, or not advanced in value or condition by refining or 
grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not specially provided for in 
this act. 

Mr. VEST. Returning to the paragraph placing mica on the 
free list, paragraph 552, the remainder of the paragraph after 
the word ‘‘ mica” ought to be stricken out, as I understood my 
colleague on the committee to withdraw that amendment. The 
same provisions are virtually contained in paragraph 556. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 556 is very much the same, and 
paragraph 552 ought to be stricken out. — 

Mr. VEST. I say it ought all to be stricken out except the 
word ‘‘ mica.” ‘* Mica” should remain. tie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to. paragraph 552 
will be stuted. me 

The SHCRETARY. Strike out all of paragraph 552 after the 
word “‘ mica,” in the following words: 

And metallic mineral substances: in a. crude state; and metals unwrought, 
not specially provided for in this act. 






The amendment was agreed to. 4 ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


5dv. Models of inventions and of other improvements: in the arts, includ- 
ing patterns for machinery, but. no. article shall be deemed a model or pat- 
tern which can be titted fer use otherwise. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas.. [ move to add as a new paragraph 
the small print at the top of page 106. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The StcreTaRyY. Add as paragraph 557+: 

557}. Molasses testing not above 40° polariscope test, andcontaining 20per 
cent or less of moisture. 


The amendment was 

The VICE-PRESID 
ceeded with. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 


558. Moss, seaweeds, and vegetable substances, crude or unmannufactured, 
not otherwise specially provided for in this act.« 

559. Musk, crude, in natural pods, 

560. Myrobolan. 

561. Needles, hand-sewing and darning. 

562. Newspapers and ——_ but. the term ‘periodicals’ as herein 
used shall be understood to embrace only unbound or paper-covered publi- 
cations, containing current literature of the day and issued regularly at 
stated periods, ag. weekly, monthly, or quarterly. 

563. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the compo- 
nent materia! of chief value, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

564. Nux vomica. 

565. Oakum. 

566. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths, not specially provided for in this act, dry. 

567. Oil cake. 

568. Oils: Almond, amber, crudeand rectified ambergris, anise or anise seed, 
aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput, caraway, cassia, cinna- 
mon, cedrat, chamomile, citronella. or lemon grass, civit, cotton seed, cro- 
ton, fennel,‘Jasmine or Jasimine, Juglandium, Juniper, lavender, lemon, 
limes, mace, neroli or orange flower, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or 
mechanical purposes unfit for eating and not otherwise provided for in this 
act, ottar of roses, palm and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame, or 
sesamum. seed or bean, thyme, origanum, red or white; valerian; and also 
spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all other 
articles the produce of such fisheries; petroleum, crude or refined. 


The Committee on Finance reported toamend paragraph 568, 
on page 107, line 9, after the word “all,” by striking out ‘‘ other 
articles the produce” and inserting “‘ fish and other products.”’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move to insert, in line 1, page 
107, after the word ‘‘ flower,” ‘ enfleurage grease,” and to strike 
out the comma as it appears in the print. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the comma ought to bestricken out. 

The SHCRETARY. After the word “ flower,” on page 107, line 
1, insert ‘‘ enfleurage grease.” 

‘The amendment. was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words 
“other articles the produce,” in line 9, and insert ‘‘fish and other 
products.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


reed to. 
T. The reading of the bill will be pro- 


I move that paragraph 563 be 
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Mr. JONESof Arkansas. At the endof the paragraph I move 
to insert the proviso-as printed in small type: 


Provided, That it petroleum, crude or refined is imported from any coun 
try which imposes a duty on the same article exported from the United 
States, then there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such petroleum 
crude or refined, the rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to offer an important amendment to this 
paragraph, aud on it I wish toaddress the Senate atsome length. 
I ask the managersof the bill to let the paragraph go over until 
to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection: 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I could not hear what was 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. My request is that the paragraph shall go over 
until to-morrow without further action, for the reason that | 
have an important amendment which I desire to offer to it and 
which [ have mislaid. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the circumstances of course | 
ean not object, although I should be glad to dispose of the par- 
agraphs as we reach them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the paragraph 
will be passed over. The Secretary will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to 
strike out paragraph 569, in the following words: 

569. Olives, green or prepared. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES.of Arkansas. I move toinsertasanew paragraph: 

569. Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing? 
per cent and overof morphia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

570, Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise prepared 

571. Orehil, or orcehbil liquid. 

The Committee on Finance reported to strike out paragraph 
572, in the following words: 


said by 


572. Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for 
forcing under glass for cut flowers. or decorative purposes. 


The amendment. was agreed. to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

573. Ores, of gold, silver, and nickel, and nickel matte, 

574. Osmium. . 

575. Paintings, in. oil or water colors, original drawings: and skewches, and 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and statuary, not otherwise p: 
vided for in this act, but the term “statuary " as herein used shall be under 
stood to include only professional onainatinen in marble, stone, alabaster 
wood, or metal, of a statuary or sculptor only. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 575, 
on page 108, line 6, after the word ‘‘only,” to strike out ‘* such;’ 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘ wood,” to insert ‘‘ or,” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ sculptor,” to strike out ‘‘ only,” and insert 
‘‘and the word ‘painting,’ as used in this act, shall not be un- 
derstood to include such as are made wholly or in part by sten 
ciling or other mechanical process.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to ingert after the word 
‘*productions,”in line 6, the words ‘‘whether round or in relief,” 
and to strike out ‘‘such,” in the same line, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “only,” in line 6, strike out 
‘**such,” and after the word “‘ productions,” in the same line, in- 
sert ‘‘ whether round or in relief.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis the meaning of the word ‘‘round” 
in that connection? Ido not understand its meaning there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it means the full, com- 
plete figure—full relief entirely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line7,I move toinsert the word 
‘**or,” before the word ‘* metal,” and in the same line I move to 
strike out ‘‘ only” and insert the words printed in italies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSeeretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 
“or;” and after the word “sculpture,” 
“only,” and insert the words— 


insert 
word 


7, after the word “ wood,” 
strike out the 


And the word “ painting,’’ as used in this act, shall not be understood to 
include such as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or other mechan- 
ical process. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire tostrike the entire paragraph 575 from 
the free list, viz: : 

575. Paintings, in oll or water colors, original drawings and sketches, and 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and statuary, not otherwise 
provided for in this act, but the term “statuary” as herein used shall be un- 
derstood to include only professional productions in marble, stone, alabas- 
ter, wood, or metal, of a statuary orsculptor, and the word ‘‘painting,” as 
used in this act shall not be understood to include such as are made wholly 
or in part by stenciling or other mechanical process. 
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And insert the present law, paragraph. 465 of the McKinley 
act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 575, 
on page 108, and insert: 

Paintings, in oll or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent a4 valorem; but the term “ statuary ”’ as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or ala- 
baster, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or 
sculptor only 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska|Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if this amendment shall be sus- 
tained paragraphs 686, 687, and 688 of the pending bill provide 
for the entry of foreign oil paintings, water colors and statuary 
when to be used for exhibitions, museums, education, and cul- 
ture. No art the work of an American artist residing abroad 
has ever paid duty under an American tariff law, and will not 
under the proposed change. Many so-called American artists 
iving abroad are in fact, by long absence, almost foreigners, 

ut these are also exempt. 

Mr. President, all the tariff laws of the United States, I believe, 
have recognized foreign oil paintings, water colors, and statuary 
when imported for private use, luxury, and commerce as articles 
of luxury, andclassed them for revenuealong with silks, feathers, 
diamonds, ribbons, jewelry, velvets, champagne and other wine, 
brandies, and Persian rugs. There is no protective element in 
this classsfication. It is revenue from articles of luxury. For- 
eign oil paintings, water colors, statuary and artists’ proofs of 
etchings and engravings, for private use, in homes, houses, 
saloons, bar rooms and what not, areluxuries. Youcan not eat, 
drink, or wear them. 

Free luxuries and taxed necessities do not work well together 
in a proper government under a tariff law. 

The several tariffs on foreign art and for luxury were, in the 
tariff of 1790-’91, 1792, 10 per cent ad valorem; acts of 1794 and 
1795, 10 per cent; acts of 1797-1800, 124 per cent; acts of 1804, 
1807, and 1808, 15 per cent; acts of 1812, 1813, 1815, and 1816, 30 
per cent; acts of 1841 and 1842, 20 percent; acts of 1812 and 1846, 
paintings on glass, 30 per cent; act 1861, to March 3, 1883, 10 


er cent; act March 3, 1883, 30 per cent, and by the act of Octo- 
ver 1, 1890, the present law, 15 per cent. 

It will be noticed that paragraph 575, in addition to foreign oil 

paintings, water colors, and statuary, adds to be admitted free of 


duty, ‘‘and artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings.” Artists’ 
proofsof etchings and engravings are copies signed by the artist 
or etcher or engraver, or by both, and are frequently held at high 
figures. The dealers purchase the plates and then corner the 
market as to prices. These, along with foreign oil paintings, 
water colors, and statuary, are favorite investments of the rich, 
for private use and luxury. These are to be exempt from duty. 
They are bought by the rich, The favorite investment of the 
average American in the foreignart line isan unsigned etching, 
lithograph, chromo, or a photograph; these, it will be observed 
by paragraph 311 of the pending bill, are to be taxed 25 per cent 
ad valorem. This seems to be a most glaring inconsistency. 

The revenues in this bill are claimed tobe laid where possible 
chiefly on articles of luxury—and properly should be. Why not 
give the poor man his low-priced picture free while giving the 
rich man his high-priced picture free? Shall Mr. Vanderbilt 
enjoy a $50,000 picture in his private house free, while Magee 
pays 25 per cent ad valorem for the privilege of his small 
chromo? 

Shall Mr. Havemeyer, the sultan of the sugar industry, bow 
in his private house before a $40,000 oil painting free of duty, 
while Smitz, a sand pounder or furrow-turner, must pay 25 per 
cent ad valorem when he hangs in his house an unsigned etch- 
ing or a chromo, lithograph, or photograph? 

If Mr. Vanderbilt, or Mr. Havemeyer, or any other of the rich 

atrons of foreign art, and whose houses contain millions of dol- 
ars’ worth of foreign art, desire foreign art to enter America 
free, let them import and present foreign art to any museum, 
art gallery, school, or other place of instruction, and where the 
public can see it, and then it will be admitted free; but when 
they import foreign art for their private useand luxury, as they 
do diamonds, silks, velvets, champagnes, etc., let them pay a 
duty. Shall a man be exempt from a tax because he is rich? 
The discrimination proposed by paragraph 575 and 311 would 
= to be a legislative recognition ae most dangerous propo- 
sition. 

For the year ending June 30, 1893, the importation of foreign oil 
paintings and water colors was in value $2,086,764.69. The duty 
collected on the same at 15 per cent was $313,014.71. The for- 
eign statuary imported during the same time was in value $175,- 

2.16. The duty collected on the same at 15 per cent was $26,- 
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svaniaceasbtasisenosinenensnsiongsnnitinmmnnisiienpidsnies soo 
250.32, a total importation of foreign oil paintings, water colors 
and statuary, produced by foreignartists, $2,261,766.85, on which 
a duty was collected of $339,265.03. 

This foreign made and produced art was imported entirely for 
wrivate use and luxury, or as articles of commerce, because had 
it been imported for education, museums, art galleries, or agso- 
ciations, or other means of public culture, it would have come 
in free of duty. 

The proposition embraced in paragraph 575 is to presentabout 
$350,000 annually to the rich picture dealers and buyers of for- 
eign art to be used for private luxury. 

{n the many efforts made by rich men in the past ten years to 
repeal the duty on foreign art used for luxury, there have been 
some notable contests and several speeches of value made against 
it. In 1884, and again in 1890, there were three speeches against 
it which can now be read with profit. 

In the House, in May, 1884, the Ways and Means Committee 
reported ona bill on the subject. It was a bill to merely reduce 
the then 30 per centduty to 10percent. On the 19th day of May, 
1884, on this bill reported by Mr. Hurd, of Ohio, the House of 
Representatives, after a full discussion on the question of sus- 
pending the rules for the passage of H. R. 6751, which was to re- 
duce the tariff duty on foreign art used for luxury from 30 to 10 
per cent, refused to do so bya vote of 52in its favor to 179 against 
it, 92not voting. Of the 52 who voted aye only 17 survived in 


ve 


the Congressional election of that fall. 
Mr. MILLS, now a Senator in this Chamber, not a Senator 
then, said: 


Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill not so much on account ofthe amount 
ofrevenue thatis involved init as on account of the violation of whatI believe 
tobe the correct principle of sovyene taxation. The whole of our onerous sys- 
tem of Federal taxation is levied on consumption. Wedonottax the property 
of the wealthy. Now,I hold that all property ought to be taxed, because 
property is powerless; the object of government is to protect, and that 
which needs protection more than ne else in this world is econ. 
But our whole system of taxation is levied on consumption, and rests in- 
discriminately on all the population of the country irrespective of their ca- 
pacity to pay; that is, eres of the amount of property they own. -It 
ought to so apportioned even in levying it on consumption that the 
wealthy should bear some appropriate part of the burden. 

Now, here it is proposed that we shall take off taxation from a lux- 
ury. 

A painting is a luxury; a foreign painting especially is a luxury which 
costs much money. It goes to adorn the parlors of the wealthy; and you 
ought not to take off the taxation they pay when the House positively re- 
fused the other day to reduce the taxation on a woolen shirt. You refused 
to reduce the taxation on woolen goods and on boots and shoes, and on farm- 
ing implements, and on all implements with which our people toil to make 
theirdaily subsistence. Yo urefused to take 20per cent off thattaxation; and 
yet you are ready to reduce the taxation on a magnificent painting from &% 
per cent down to 10 per cent. 

On the ———— of labor, some of them, you levy a tax of from 75 to 101 
per cent. The necessaries of life in the shape of clothing and food come in 
under a rate of duty of 100 per cent, and you ‘refused to reduce it to 0 
or 60 per cent. And at the same time you propose to bring down the 
duty on the magnificent paintings which are imported to adorn the parlors 
of a Gould or a Vanderbilt to 10 percent. Andthe House was asked to put 
them on the free list because the tax was burdensome. Whatarecord wa 
are making to go before the country upon! How strong an appeal we will 
be able to make to the people of the United States upon such a record! 


I also quote from the speech of Mr. Dunn of Arkansas, & 
Democrat: 


We, the Democrats, seek to make all taxation equal and uniform, to limit 
it to the actual needs of the revenues, to remove all unnecessary taxation, 
and to take it off of the common necessaries of life and let it rest as faras 
possible upon luxuries. Every argument that comes from the Republican 
side of the House, and every motion that comes from members on that side 
of the House, is an argument or motion based upon the idea of protecting 
something or somebody, and the only inquiry with them is, Whom does it 

rotect and how much does it protect? The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

asson] holds up a bundle of petitions from American artists at home and 
abroad and says that they ask for no.,protection. I do not care what protec- 
tion they ask for or do not ask for. If they ask me for protection I would 
refuse to ey it to them as protection and for the sake of protection. 

* * * Limit this bill to the simple removal of these discriminations, and 
leave the tariff on the works of art, as you do the tariff on all the neces- 
sities of life consumed bythe poor, and I will vote for it; but when you re- 
duce the tariff on works of art and other luxuries of the rich, I demand the 
same or a@ greater reduction on the necessaries of life. 

Mr. KASSON (Republican). That isall this does. 

Mr. DuNN. Oh, no! itreduces the tariff on works of art from 30 to 10 per 
cent. Andthis reduction of taxation is on luxuries and fine ornaments of 
the very rich. Not only canthe poor not afford these things, but people of 
average good fortunes can not. he burdens, galling as they are, that rest 
upon the great masses of the people, are to remain as the pressing necessi- 
ties of a great war that ended twenty years ago left them. 

These are some of my objections to the bill. It is wrong in principle and 
unjust to take taxes off of the luxuries of the rich, while we are refusing to 
take off the necessities of the poor. * * 

Tax the salt of the humblest laborers of the land and take off the tax from 
the one-hundred-thousand-dollar ae and other worksof art of the mil- 
lionaire! Is that justice? Tax the wool hat or the blankets of the toiling 
millions, and take it off the luxuries of the rich! ([(Applause.] Tax the 
trace chains, the implements of industry of the laboring masses, and give 
the wealthy their luxuries and ornaments free! Give away the revenues of 
the Government from whisky to jobbers, but leave the tax to be paid by the 
consumer! 

Sir, go on in that line of revenue reform and the country will rise up and 
ask us, Is all this pretension of tariff reforma Trojan horse with an army of 
spoilsmen concealed within it, or are you earnestly and noneety for reform- 
ing the administration and ——- taxation? [Applause.] Sir, let us all 

o home, if that is the rule, and if thatis to be our policy, with otr heads 
Bowed down in shame and humiliation, confessing our sins, and calling upea 
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the mountains to fall upon us and hide us from the sight of a deceived and 


a oO le, a) eS 
aoe sin, itis unfortunate that no man can speak for the Cempeuee here 


ithout being howled against as a communist or a demagogue ir, that 

enunciation has no terrors for me; and so long asI stand here you shall 
pever, with my consent, remove taxation from whisky, nor from works of | 
art, nor from luxuries, nor from silks, nor from fine raiment of any kind, 
tntil you reduce it on all the articles consumed by the toiling poor and the 
overtaxed people of this countty. [Applause.] 


Hon. GEORGE W. CooPER, of Indiana, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives May 14, 1890, said on the McKinley bill: 

Another item which these (Republican!) gentlemen who have been en- 

aged in reforming the tariff havé given us free is ‘statuary and paintings 

n oll and water colors.’ This is an innovation. Heretofore these things 
have paid high duties. The duty collected on these for last year [1883] 
amounted to $357,921.47. 

Now, by this bill, all this revenue is to be surrendered. For whom and 
why is thisdone? It is said that it is done to encourage art and cultivate 
the taste, but this is not so, for already all such articles are admitted free 
of duty where it is shown that they are for public galleries, to be placed 
upon exhibition for the benefit of the public. No, Mr. Chairman, it is to en- 
able the rich, who can always get a hearing here—it is to enable them to 
decorate their parlors and ornament their homes without the payment ofa 
tax. 


This tax was reinstated in the Senate by the Republican ma- 
jority, and is now the law. 

Mr. President, there is much more of the same kind that has 
been said by gentlemen in the two Houses of Congress upon this 
subject, an 3 does strike me forcibly that the discrimination 
made between the massive and costly oil painting of the man 
who is able by his fortune to put hundreds of thousands of dol- 
Jars of costly oil paintings made abroad in his dwelling, against 
the man who isonly able to hang in his house a cheap lithograph 
or engraving of some kind, is one that ought not to be made. 
In my judgment one of the surest tests of a refined disposition 
is to find in the house of a citizen a nice picture of some kind, I 
care not how cheap it may be. It may not be worth 50 cents or | 
a dollar, and yet it is silent evidence of the fact that works of 
art, cheap as they may be, deficient as they may be, are highly 
appreciated by the members of that family. 

tao not believe it is either wise or just to the common peo- 
ple of this country that the cheap pictures which they hang in 
their houses shall be taxed 25 per cent ad valorem, or in fact 
any sum whatever, and yet a picture, which in itself amounts to 
an enormous fortune, be suffered to be brought into this coun- 
try entirely free of duty. If American citizens are able to go 
abroad and purchase at fabulous prices the works of foreign art- 
fSts and hang those pictures in their houses as a private luxury, 
why should they not be compelled to pay a tax equivalent at 
least to the tax that is paid “eee the cheaper pictures of the 

oorer classes of our people? e have a right to demand that 
hese articles shall be placed upon the taxable list when used 
for this purpose. 

The amendment which I offered, and which is now the law, 
provides that when these pictures are placed in museums, or in 
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art gallerios where the people are permitted to see them, they 
shall be admitted free; that whenever they are placed where 
the great masses of our people fora small compensation can visit 
them and get the benefit of them, in ouracademies and places of 
that kind, they shall be admitted free, but the moment that 
they are taken into a private residence to adorn it, the moment 
they become a luxury of the man who can invest thousands, and 
even hundreds of thousands of dollars in luxuries, that moment 
; L- my judgment they should pass from the free list to the dutia- 
e list. 

I know of no reason, and I do not believe the American peo- 
ple will see any reason why splendid works of art should be ad- | 
mitted into this country asa matter of private luxury, while the 
cheap pictures of the farmers,and the laboring men throughout 
the country are taxed 25 per cent ad valorem. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). | 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether he proposes to incorporate the present law? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the identical amendment. 
present law. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like at this time to offer an amend- 
ment to the pending bill to have it — 

The PRESIDING’ OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
ceived if there be no objection. It will be printed and lie on 
the table. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to have an ex- 
planation from the committee as to the propriety of the para- 

raph proposed to be stricken out. Of course, I have been vot- 
ng all along to sustain the committee, but unless I can have a 
reason given that has not occurred to my mind against the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, I shall be 


It is the 


I ask for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to | ent hour, duties were laid upon this kind of property. 
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very much embarrassed. I am unable to see any reason why 
the paragraph should stand. I hope, therefore, that the com- 
mittee who have the management of the bill will furnish a 
proper reason for this proposed legislation. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Mississippi as a matter of 
course, like any other Senator, has a perfect right to know the 





| reason why we have reported the provision. 


Mr. GEORGE. Certainly I have. 

Mr. VEST. My reasons(and [ think my colleagues on the 
committee agreed with me) were that everything in the way of 
art, which elevates our people, which increases the love of the 
beautiful and the refined, which makes usin every respect a bet- 
ter people, should be encouraged by legislation. , 

The McKinley act put a duty of only 15 per cent upon these 
atticles. We propose to put them upon the free list, because, 
if great artists see proper to bring their work to this country 
in order to elevate the taste of our people, in order to create 
the generous competition between artists which always is to be 
encouraged, we did not think that, with the other provisions 
in the bill, it was necessary to put a tax upon the productions 
: the artists, but that they should rather be encouraged to come 
ere. 

{ had occasion to say this morning, and I repeat, that no po- 
litical exigency would ever induce me to shut out from this 
country any work of literature, no matter what branch of litera- 
ture it might appertain to, that gave new thought and better 
thought to the people of the United States. 

I am nota worshiper of the esthetic. I am not aconnoisseur in 
painting or in sculpture. But, Mr. President, as an educated 
man, fit to be here as the representative of an educated people, 
I must say that one tendency of thisage is going to the extreme, 
and that is the tendency to the exclusively practical, that we 
should escape if possible from all that seems to be esthetic, or 
beautiful, or artistic, and confine ourselves to absolute physical 
necessities. 

The greatest peoples of the whole world have been those who 
were practical and at the same time devoted to art and sculp- 
ture. When the people of the United States by their legisla- 
tion discriminate against art in any shape, whether paint- 
ing, or sculpture, or fine literary production, then the decadence 
of the Republic will commence. There is something else in this 
world besides meat and bread and clothing. A people who have 
nothing else are on the verge of barbarism. A people who can 
not admire art, who eschew it because it is unnecessary, will 
soon degenerate into fit subjects of despotism. 

As long as I have a place in this body, I shall vote to encour- 
age everything that lifts and elevates the people, and without 
criticising other Senators, I should, with my opinions upon this 


‘subject, prove derelict in every way to my sense of duty if I did 


not do so. 

When a great painting comes to a free people, it speaks to 
them oftentimes with a voice which oratory can notrival. It 
teaches themagreatmoral lesson. Itencourages them to heroic 
endeavor. It softens the hard places in the everyday life of all 
of us, and leads us to that higherand better life for which every 
human soul must aspire. 

I hope I shall not be accused of sentimentality, for Iam not a 
sentimentalist; butasa legislator, representing a great Common- 
wealth, which I hopetosee advanced not only in material wealth, 
but in the love of the good and the great and the beautiful, I 
shall by every vote and word of mine encourage sculpture, paint- 
ing, music, literature, and all that makes our human life better. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, of course I amimpressed with 
the eloquent remarks of the Senator from Missouri. I know the 
ennobling influences of fine paintings and of fine statuary. But 
what I would like to know is this: In every tariff which has ever 
been enacted, if the Senator from Nebraska/ Mr. ALLEN] is cor- 
rect, commencing with the very first and extending to the pres- 
In the 
McKinley tariff act a duty was also laid upon it. I fail to see 
that the American people have not advanced morally, artistic- 
ally, or in every good way during all this long period, with the 
duties imposed upon these works of art. 

I do not think that there has been any retardation of our ad- 
vancement by reason of these taxes. Call mea radical if you 
please, or what not, there is, [am bound to say, a great deal in 


| the argument made by the Senator from Nebraska that, when 


the works of art, the engravings, lithographs, ete., which be- 
come the private property of the poor are imported into this 
country they are taxed, and when the great works, which cost 
large sums of money, and which can only be the private prop- 
erty of the rich, are admitted itis proposed that they shall come 
in free of duty. 

There is in the human heart, and especially in the American 
heart, a sentiment which demands equality in burdens as well 
as equality in civil rights and political privileges. So, as a 
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lain man, if provision be made, as suggested by the Senator 

om Nebraska, for the admission of statuary and paintings free 
of duty when they are to be put in public galleries where the 
people at large are to be admitted to view them, I. can not see 
why, when they are admitted for the simple private use of a 
private person, they should be exempt from taxation. 

{ should like to know how much educational influence is im- 
parted to the great mass of the American — by the impor- 
tation of a fine picture, or a fine statue, and placing it in a pri- 
vate house where the great mass of the American people are 
not permitted toenter. That kind of a painting or statue may 
contribute to the pleasure, it may contribute to the artistic taste 
of the owner and his family, and the friends who are permitted 
to visit his private gallery, but how it is to contribute to the 
advancement, to the welfare, to the education in an artistic 
sense of the great mass of the American people, I fail to see. 

Then again, Mr. President, by paragraph 411, which we have 
just passed, ‘‘ books and pamphlets printed exclusively in lan- 
guages other than English,’ are to be admitted free. If the 
view presented with so much beauty and with so much elo- 
quence and force by the Senator from Missouri be correct, 
that he would not exclude from the American people any op- 
portunity to commune with the great thoughts of the great men 
of the world by a tariff tax, I should like to know how we are to 
justify the paragraph which I have read. You allow persons 
who are 80 well educated as to read foreign languages, whether 
living or dead languages, to import their books free, and you 
exclude from the great mass of the American people the oppor- 
tunicy of reading, of considering, of being eee by any- 
thing said by a foreign author in a language which he can read. 

So, Mr. President, [ believe the best way to settle the ques- 
tion raised by the Senator from Nebraska is to reénact the 
present law upon this subject. Then those persons who are 
favored by fortune so as to enable them to import for their 
private galleries great works of art, whether paintings or stat- 
uary, may be compelled to share the burdens imposed by this 
bill upon the humble to purchase engravings and lithographs. 

I do not see how, in legislating for a free people, a people com- 
posed as well of poor as of rich, we can draw this line of distinc- 
tion as it is drawn in the bill. So,I hope that for once the 
Senate may reénact a portion of the law which is so much op- 
posed upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the 
Senate any length of time. Ifullyand heartily concurin all that 
has beensaid by the honorable Senatorfrom Missouri[Mr.Vist] 
as 10 there being more in this life than merely struggling for 
animal existence. I am not an artist myself; I am not related to 
any artist; I have but very little of the artistic in my nature; 
and yet | think 1 appreciate a fine painting or a pictureas well 
asuny man alive. I might not be able to describe it in classic 
language, I might not be able to express my appreciation toany 
very great extent, and yet [ believe all people are conscious in 
avery great degree of the influence which a fine picture exercises 
over them. , 

The law which is now in force levies a tax upon the oil paint- 
ings which are painted abroad and whichareimported into this 
country and used exclusively in private residences. 

is there any reason why Mr. Belmont, for instance, should im- 
port a $50,000 oil painting from Europe entirely free of any tax 
whatever, and I should pay upon a cheap representation of that 
picture which I hang in my house 25 per cent ad valorem or 27 
cents a pound? Ican not indulge in these luxuries, but I am 
eng | willing that he shall. [ do not envy him his riches or 

s ability to gratify his taste in that oe but I say if he ex- 
pends his money by the thousands of dollars in Europe for for- 
eign-made pictures and hangs them in his house to the exclu- 
sion of the public, he should be required to pay a tax upon such 
a the same as upon any other property; but whenever he 

rings those pictures where the Senator from Missouri, and I, 
and the common people of this country can look upon them and 
enjoy them, when we can feel the inspiring influences of those 
pictures, then they should come here free of taxation. 

The time never will come when the committee will be able to 
explain to the common people of this country why they suffer 
those great pictures to come here, which involve fortunes within 
themselves, and go into private residences, and then tax the 
picture which goes into the house of the = man 25 per cent 
ad valorem or 27 cents a pound, as this bill does. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I merely want to add a word to 
what has been said by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
and that is to give the amount of duty collected upon oil paint- 
ings and statuary during the past year, 1893. From the report 
as given in the appendix to the bill now under consideration, I 

that the value of paintings in oil and watercolors imported 
in 1893 was$2,086,764, and the amount of duty collected was $313,- 
014.71. The value of the statuary ieperted was $175,002.16, and 
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the duty collected was $26,250.32, making a total of some $349.- 
000 in round numbers. aver 

I submit that in the adjustment of the tariff schedules here to. 
day it is very much a matter of revenue as to whether we g Si 
exempt certain articles or impose duties upon them. e 
American people, after what has been said this afternoon with 
reference to oil paintings end statuary, will want to understand 
why it is that we exempt those which are used only by the rich 
people of the country, and deny ourselves a revenue of about 
$340,000from them, and place a tax upon the paintings and lith- 
ographs which are in use in the homes of the poor people. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would kindly withdraw that 
motion for one minute. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish the Senator from Tennessee would 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall be obliged to yield to the Senators, 
but I regret the necessity of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think there is a good reason 
for the action of the committee in this patinten, independent 
of the one which is generally stated, and on which they can vin 
dicate themselves to any audience, whether of simple and plain 
people or other people. I am not speaking now of the fact that 
a great work of art is an instructor to people; that it is like a 
great book, and that sooner or later it gets into public galleries. 
The ownership of these things by private persons is always very 
brief, as the ownership of great properties is brief. But I do 
not put it on that ground. 

Nearly everything which pays a duty in the tariff is imported 
forconsumption, and is consumed. Food products, whether they 
pay a duty or come in free, are consumed in the year; near] 
everything perishes with the using, and if it is material for 
something else, it is used as a material and changes its char- 
acter, and the article which is made of it, in its turn, is worn 
out, whether it be clothing or medicine or anything else; but 
the work of art abides and becomes a part of the propérty of the 
man whoimports it; it 1s a tangible part, and I suppose in every 
State of the Union it is:'taxed annually. 

It is in Massachusetts, and I do not know of any other State 
where it is not. So, if 1 import—if I could afford to do so—a 
$20,000 picture, I have to pay a tax on something which will 
constantly be increasing in value, as all paintings do with age 
if they have any value to begin with, forever to the State. So 
it does not escape taxation, but is taxed more than any other 
article in the tariff. When an article is imported and is con- 
sumed, itis taxed but once; but a work of art is taxed every 
year, year after year. Therefore, there is a reason which I 
think will satisfy the people of all the States. If it is imported 
on the 30th of April and gets into the port of Boston, it is taxed 
in Massachusetts the next day, the Ist of May, to the owner. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to ask him a 
question, I ask him if that is not true of a horse or an ox? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; it is true to some extent of the horse and 
of the ox, but it is true to avery brief extent. If the ox is im- 
ported and fatted, thatis the endof him. If the horse is im- 
ported he lasts two, three, or five years—I do not know what 
the average age of a horse is in point of use. I heard of a Ver- 
mont deacon once who sold a horse which he called 7 years old, 
which was discovered to be 18 years old, and when he was ques- 
tioned about it he said, ‘‘They lie so about the age of horses 
that I do not put any confidence at all in them.” That is about 
the only instance of an artiole imported which goes into State 
taxation at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he thinks there ought to be any discrimination? If oil paint- 
ings and valuable pictures are to be admitted! free for private 
use, why not do the same thingon the cheaper grade of pictures 
for the masses of the people? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure that I should not be willing to do 
thaton the cheaper gradeof pictures spoken of by the Senator. 
It is true that even if a painting isina private gallery, the owner 
does not keep it for his own use, somes ut a great man 
see it and enjoy it. Take Mr. Walters’s picture gallery at Balti- 
more. People go over from Washington and the surroundin 
cities on regular days to see that collection of pictures, and i 
is a semipublic institution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is it not true that in the citiesof Boston, Philadelphia, 
New York, and other similar cities, there are millions of dol- 
lars’ worth of oil paintings of a high order, which are kept fo 
purely private purposes and which the public are not permit 
tosee! 


Mr. HOAR. I donot know about the city of New York, but 
Ido not think itis true in the city of Boston. I think generally 
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that the paintings belonging to people in Boston go intothe art Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with tho Senator from Missouri 


musoum or the atheneum, where they are seen by the public. [Mr. COCKRELL]. He has not voted, and therefore I refrain 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the very interesting argu- from voting. a a 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] in regard to ed- The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 36; as follows: 
ucation in art, it seems to me does not apply with force, espe- YEAS—15. 
cially in regard to statuary. 1t seems tome that it would be | 4»... Dubois, Kylo, Procter, 
much more for the interests of art and its development in | Carey, Gallinger, Peffer, Shoup, 
this country, if our artists and our sculptors resided here and aaeelee, George, Perkins, Taller. 
had their studios here where the people could visit them, see | **’** Hawley, 2) eae 
the designs, see the models, see their works inthe course of}; NAYS—36. “iW 
construction, and see them when completed. As it is now, it is | }ldrich, Gouden, ete Roach, 
a mere question of mechanics. Our sculptors reside abroad, not | yo; — — Seat. 
because there is a greater atmosphere of art there, but because | Brice, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
the mechanics who execute their work can be employed there Saeey ——, Palsnet, ven, 
very much cheaper than they can be here. i J Daniel.’ — Patton. — 
The case is different with paintings where the artist himself Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Washburn, 
executes his design, but in statuary he merely makes the clay | }'rye, Lindsay, Quay, White. 
model; he rarely ever in these days touches the chisel. The NOT VOTING—34. 
ancient sculptors executed their own works, but the sculptors | Allison, Dixon, McLaurin, Platt, 
- of the present day make their clay models, and the work is ex- a, Dolph, McMillan, | Ransom, 
cuted entirely by a mechanic, by a system of measurements. Butler, ss Hansbrough, Manderson, Stewart, . 
The artist often doos not see his marble until it is perfectly | can, Hill, : Martin, Vilas, 
completed. I have heard eminent American artists in their Gasaien, Manton, —, re Wilson, 
studios in Italy say that it was merely the mechanical question; | @0)...3)’ Jarvis, Morrill, , 
that they would much prefer to reside in America, that their | Coke, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
orders came from America, that they would prefer to live here, Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 


and that they should like to be here to see their customers; but | make a brief explanation. I voted just now under misappre- 
that they were obliged by the cost of execution to reside abroad. | hension of the question, and supposed I was voting in favor of 
They canemploy mechanics in Italy who will execute accurately paragraph 575, placing on the free list paintings, statuary, and 
any design from the clay at 80 cents or $1 a day, and the stu-| other works of art. : 

dios are full of them. If here, the workman would receive at/ ¢, the amendment was rejected. 

least three times that. That is about the average difference in| iy ALLEN. I was absent from the Chamber attending a 


wages. F : meeting of the special investigating committee when paragraph 
I am in favor of the amendment, because I think in both re-/| 393 was passed. [ now ask permission to turn back to that 


spects, especially in pee eae ~~ a the a ae paragraph, and I move to strike out the substitute for the para- 
ment of education in art to do something to induce i 8t3 | Graph. 
to ealne Rite ane Chante Catena Seen ans Nemneeeae The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thero objection to the re- 
give protection to American labor and American mechanics. quest of the Seantor from Nebraska? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the | “yi, JONES of Arkansas. I must object to going back to 


roll. : . j another part of the bill which has been passed upon. It is a 
Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know what is the exact MO | yi,},tion of the unanimous-consent agreement of the Senate. 
tion before the Senate? Mr. ALLEN. Then I desire to give notice that in the Senate 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion before the Senate | 4+ the proper time I shall ask a separate vote upon it. 


is the striking out of paragraph 575 and the insertion of the | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis all entirely proper and en- 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. | tireiy regular, and I have no objection to it. 


ALLEN]. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
Mr. GEORGE. And not the motion to lay the amendment 0n | proceed. 
the table? | The Secretary read as foliows: 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 576. Palladium. 
Mr. GEORGE. It is a vote directly on the amendment. 577. Paper stock, crude, of every description, including all grasses, fibers, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee | Tass, waste, ee ee ents, waste Fope, waste 
[Mr. HARRIS] has withdrawn the motion to lay on the table. =| yo5as. iit only tobe convertedinto paper. OOO 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | 578. Parafiine - 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe | 79. Parchment and vellum. 


6 580. Pearl, mother of, not sawed or cut, or otherwise manufactured. 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 581. Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages 


Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 582 Peltries and other usual goods and effects of Indians passing or re- 

: Sault ney eimeatie r. N . The Senator | passing the boundary line of the United States, unc er such regulations as 
with the JUR1OF sina —— Texas Jer ge Senator from the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That this exemp 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is paired w tion shall not apply to goods in bales or other packages unusual among In- 
Oregon[Mr. DoLPH]. I suggest to him that we transfer our | dians. 


‘ 583. Personal and household effects,not merchandise, of citizens of the 
pairs and vote. y United States dying in foreign countries. 
Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 584. Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “‘yea.” 5S5. Philosophical andecientific apparatus, instruments and preparations; 
Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘ yea.” statuary, castS of marble, bronze, alabaster, or plaster of Paris; paintings, 





- ae “8 + . * . drawings, and etchings, specially imported in good faith for the use of any 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with society or institution incorporated or established for religious. philosophi 

the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. cal, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement of 
Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I suggest to the | the ‘ine arts, and not intended for sale. 

Senator from Georgia that I am paired with the Senator from The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 


New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and that we transfer pairs and | graph 585, after the word “ apparatus,” in line 7, to insert “* uten- 
y ’ = |= t I Ps 


vote. | sils.” 
Mr. GORDON. Very well. I vote ‘‘nay.” Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘nay.” insist upon that amendment. I do not know why these differ- 
Mr. MCLAURIN (whenhis name wascalled). Iam paired with | ent societies should be permitted to import utensils free. 

the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The utensils are meant to cover 


Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Being paired | simply those that are used for scientific purposes. It seems to 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], I | meas proper that they should be included as are other things 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and | of the same sort. 
vote ‘‘nay.” | Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly the word “apparatus” covers all 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with utensils which could be used for scientific purposes. It seems to 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present! me the word “utensils” opens a door which should not bo 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” | opened. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A contention was made before the 
the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MITCHELL]. | committee by persons who represented this interest, that this 

The roll call was concluded. | word is absolutely necessary to include classes and things of the 

Ma. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from | same nature and character as these, and the impression made 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I learnthat he has not voted, and | upon thecommittee was that that was correct. 

I withhold my vote. | The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
to the paragraph was, in line 8, to insert “ including bottles and 
boxes containing the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee to the para- 
graph was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ etchings,” to insert “‘in- 
cluding stained or painted window glass or stained or painted 
glass windows.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

585. Phosphates, crude or native 

587. Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonly known as 
nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. HALE. What has become of the amendment of the com- 
mittee to paragraph 587, as indicated by the brackets? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that that 
is not a committee amendment. 

Mr. VEST. We offer no amendment there. 
pose to strike that out. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
to strike out paragraph 587. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

588. Plaster of Paris and sulphate of lime, unground. 

589. Platina, in ingots, bars, sheets, and wire. 

50). Platinum, unmanufactured, and vases, retorts, and other apparatus, 
vessels, and parts thereof composed of platinum, adapted for chemical uses. 

501, Plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural drills, 
ana a mowers, horse rakes, cultivators, thrashing machines, and 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ported. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ gins,” inline 3 of the par- 
agraph, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That all the articles mentioned in peregreee 591, when imported 


from any country which lays an import duty on like articles coming from 
the United States, shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the pas- 


sage of this act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment as indicated on the paper I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the committee 
amendment so as to make it read: 

Provided, That all articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from 
a country which lays an import duty on like articles imported from the 


penen States, shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of 
iis act. 


We do not pro- 


There is a committee amendment 


The amendment will be re- 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as imended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

592. Plumbago. 

593, Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
or of silk and cotton, and used exclusively for making men’s hats. 

504. Polishing stones, and burnishing stones. 

505. Potash, crude, carbonate of, or “ black salts.” 
hydrate of, including refined in sticks or rolls. Nitrate of potash, or salt- 

eter, crude. Sulphate of potash, crude or refined. Chlorate of potash. 
uriate of potash. 

596. Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, oc- 
cupation, or re in the actual possession at the time of persons 
arriving in the United States; but this exemption shall not be construed to 
include machinery or other articles imported for use in any manufacturing 
establishment, or for &ny other person or persons, or for sale. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph 596, after the word “ sale,” in line 28, to insert: 


Nor shall it be construed to include theatrical scenery, properties, and ap- 
parel, but such articles brought by proprietors or managers of theatrical 
exhibitions arriving from abroad for temporary use by them in such exhi- 
bitions and not for any other person and not for sale shall be admitted free 
of duty under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe; but bonds shall be given for the payment to the United States of 
such duties as may be imposed by law upon any and all such articles as 
shal! not be exported within six months after such importation: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury may in his discretion extend such pe- 
= = afurther term of six months in case application shall be made 

erefor. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert in line 3, on 
111, after the word “sale,” the words ‘‘and which have 
used by them abroad.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

597. Pulu. 


508. Pumice. 
699. Quicksilver. 


Mr. PERKINS. 


Caustic potash, or 


age 
en 


I hope that the committee will not insist 
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upon placing quicksilver upon the free list. If they do, I shoula 
certainly like to hear some reason given for that action. 

Quicksilver is an industry in which California is especial 
interested. Of all the States and Territories of this Union 
California is the only State which produces quicksilver. There 
are from twenty to thirty million dollars of capital invested in the 
industry. It gives employment to 5,000 miners, to mechanics 
to laborers, to machinists, to our foundries and machine shops, 
It consumes the supplies produced by the farmer, gives employ- 
ment to wood-choppers, to coal-miners, to charcoal-burners, and 
thousands of others who are dependent upon this industry. 

Noone, to my knowledge, has asked to have quicksilver placed 
upon the free list. There are only four countries in the world 
which produce quicksilver in any considerable quantity. Those 
countries are Spain, Austria, Italy,and California. The Idria 
mines of Spain have been worked for more than 2,000 years. 
They belong to the Government of Spain. They are worked by 
convict labor, by cheap labor brought into Spain. The same is 
true of Austria. For the past five years the mines have been, 
and for the next twenty-five years will be, under lease to the 
Rothschilds of London. The whole product of those mines be 
longs to the Rothschilds, and if you strike out the duty on quictk:- 
silver and close up this industry in California, it will be done in 
the interest of the great Rothschilds of Europe. I think they 
have money enough without asking the people of the United 
States and the laboring men and mechanics, to contribute more 
to their great fund. 

Not only that, but the mines of Spain and Austria are the 
richest cinnabar mines known in history. The average yield of 
cinnabar is 104 per cent of quicksilver, while in California we 
have worked our mines, and the most they have ever reached 
has been about 2 per cent of quicksilver during the past ten 
years. Last year they went as low as 1¢ per cent of quicksilver. 
I can not understand any reason why this article should be 
placed upon the free list. 

I find by comparing the figures on page 194 of the Mineral In- 
dustries of the United States for 1890, that when there was an 
increased production in California prices invariably declined. 
When the California production decreases prices advance, show- 
ing that the California production for forty years has in great 
measure controlled the prices of the world. It has been the 
equalizing lever which has prevented the Rothschilds from com- 
ing in here and crushing out the industry, and then charging 
our people what they please for their quicksilver. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from California 
a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. PERKINS. ith pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Itis as to the statement the Senator has just 
made. Do not the Treasury reports show that we imported 
94,000 pounds and exported 424,000 pounds last year? 

Mr. PERKINS. The books of the Treasury show that in 1893 
California produced 30,164 flasks of quicksilver, about 2,262,300 
pounds; they show that we exported about 5,600 flasks of quick- 
silver, or 425,000 pounds, and that we imported 94,000 pounds of 
quicksilver. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I said. 

Mr. PERKINS. Showing a surplus of about 4,000 flasks of 
quicksilver, which we produced in this country more than were 
required, and those 4,000 flasks of quicksilver we were enabled 
to export by reason of the cheap freights on the Pacific coast. 
We sent it to British Columbia, we sent it to Mexico, to South 
America, and Australia; but we are producing in California 
about what we require for use in this country, while last year 
there was a surplus of 4,000 flasks of 75 pounds each, which 
our people produced and sent abroad at its actual cost so as to 
keep our minesrunning. If wecloseupthe cinnabar mines they 
fill with water; the pau must be removed, the furnaces cor- 
rode, and the machinery is eaten away byiron rust. To close 
down the mines means death to the industry. : 

So our people, with their enterprise, their -goaheadative- 
ness, their application, have kept their mines running; and last 
year we were able to export 4,000 flasks ofquicksilver. Instead 
of censuring us for it, the Senator from Missouri should com- 
mend the enterprise of California for being able to do this. If 
we had not done it we should have taken out of this country 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to add to the riches of thé 
Rothschilds, instead of putting that money into the pockets of 
our American citizens. I can not, asI stated before, see one 
reason why quicksilver should be placed upon the free list. 

I reiterate that at the New Almaden mine, which was the only 
rich mine we have ever had in the United States, the averagé 
of cinnabar would compare with the percentage of Spanish cin- 
nabar. We find that in 1874 it produced only 27,000 flasks of 
quicksilver, but in 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879 it produced, 
respectively, 50,000, 75,000, 70,000, 65,000, and 175, flasks. 
While the price in 1874 was $118 per flask, in 1876, when the 
production was trebled, the price dropped to $53 per flask; and 


ly 
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the production of this article of commerce in California. i 

There was alittle variation in the price after the duty was im- 
posed in 1883 until the production commenced to run down very 
largely, amounting, in 1886, to 29,000 flasks, as against 75,000 
flasks in 1876. By continuing an examination of the list we find 
this to be the case, that as California’s production diminished 
the price increased, and as California's production increased the 
price diminished. An examination of the statistics will show 
that while quicksilver was on the free list from 1875 to 1883 it 
sold for a higher price in the London markets than it did in our 
markets. The United States was used by the Rothschilds as a 
dumping ground for their surplus supply of een and the 
prices in Europe and London were very much higher than they 
were in the United States. 

Theconservative policy of the Rothschilds hasinfluenced them 
in producing quicksilver as it has in their great financial busi- 
ness. They could to-day take out ten times the quantity of 
quicksilver which is required for consumption in mining, in the 
arts and sciences and other industries, but they only produce 
what is necessary to supply the trade and to keep the prices up. 

I believe that the cost of quicksilver to us in California is not 
less than $27 per flask, and yet it can be produced in Spain as 
low as $8.50 per flask. It is only because we are producing this 
that we are enabled in a great measure to control the market 


price in this country: but if you close up our mines, as this will | 
surely do if quicksilver is permitted to remain upon the free 


list, we shall be at the mercy of the Rothschilds of Europe. 

In 1878 we had thirty working mines of cinnabar in Califor- 
nia. 
than 100 flasks of quicksilver per month. Yet our people are 
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1879 it had fallen to $34 per flask; which was wholly due to | portation was made in 1891; I will take that as an example. 


| exported 3,000 or 4,000 flasks to Mexico. 





| 


To-day we have only eleven, and six of those produce less | 


prospecting, are delving into the earth; they are bringing up | 
cinnabar; they are taking it to the furnaces, are reducing it, and | 


turning out the liquid quicksilver, paying the money they re- 
ceive for it to our people. 

I beg of you, I entreat of you, not to do this great wrong to 
the people whom I in part represent. We have a great State 
on the western line of this continent, and this Congress have 
sent some heavy thrusts hometoit. They putcoal and they put 
lumber on the free list; they put wool on the free list; they have 
struck down 50 per cent of the duty upon our fruit, upon our 
vines, and they are striking at our various industries. There 
may be some reason for some of those things you have done, but 
I challenge anyone to successfully show why quicksilver should 
be placed upon the free list, when the only competitors we have 
in the world are the Governments of Spain, of Austria, and of 
Italy; and those Governments are under contract for all the pro- 
duction of all the mines with the great house of Rothschilds. 

Five thousand—yes, tenthousand—peoplein California, directly 
and indirectly, are dependent upon the quicksilver mining of 
that State. They are working for very small interest upon their 
capital. They are paying out eighty-odd per cent of their gross 
receipts for labor, and 15 per cent more goes for supplies. Why 
will you, then, ruin this great industry in which our people are 
80 ee interested? The greatest reduction-you can make, if 
you are fair, if you are just, is to reduce it in the same ratio of 
percentage that you have reduced the tariff upon other things. 

The duty to-day is 10 cents a pound. If, then, you will reduce 
it, reduce it in the same average percentage that you have the 
balance of the schedules, which I understand to be about 30 per 
cent. Our people will accept a reduction of 30 per cent if you 
will make it specific, 7 cents a pound. ButI beg of you not to 
go below that figure. Californiawill believe that you have dealt 
unjustly with her if you do. 

Jalifornia cast her last electoral vote for the party which is 
to-day in the majority. She did not believe that that great 
party, with its traditions, with its history, with its protestations 
and declarations of what it would do for the laboring man, for 
the workingmen of this country, would do this thing. The peo- 

le who gave their votes for that party which to-day controls 
heir destinies and their interests did not believe you would be 

so unjust to them as to strike at this great industry. 

Therefore, I ask again if you can not permit the law to stand 
as it is, then reduce it in the same ratio that you have reduced 
the tariff upon other articles which have been before you for 
consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the only thing that is advanced 
n this destruction of the quicksilver industry is the statement— 
or it can not be called an argument—which the Senator from 

Missouri =. VEST] makes, that we exported a large quantity 
to some other country. As a general proposition, that amounts 
to saying that the moment an industry in this country gets 
pee ently strong to command its own home market and export, 
t will be stricken down. But this is very easily explicable; 
hough I doubt very much if the Senator from Missouri knows 
w these exportations have come about. A very large ex- 
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[ 
quote from the letter of the vice-president and general manager 
of one of the quicksilver mines, who says: 


Boston, December 26, 1893. 


DEAR Sir: I inclose you herewith memoranda relating to quicksilver, 
which I think you will find sufficiently complete to explain the state of the 
industry. We invested our capital under existing laws and to wipe out that 
= as surely would be done by putting quicksilver on the free list, is 
neither just nor right. 

The chief objection raised against our industry by Mr. WLLSON was that 
at times we were enabled toexport some quicksilver, notably in 1891, when we 
This occurred under anomalous con- 
ditions, By one of those spasmodic efforts which the Rothschilds put forth 
once in a great while, in November of that year they raised their price of 
quicksilver from £6 10s, to £10, and six weeks later it was back ,to its former 


price. Wesold all the quicksilver we had to Mexico, where we had the 
advantage of them in the matter of freight, believing it to be good busi 
ness to do so, when we could get such an advantage over the ruling price of 
the year. 

It is only when some such sudden and uncertain jump in the price occurs 
that we can think of competing with them for export. You are well aware 
from my former conversations with you that the returns for the capital in 


vested in this industry are very meager, and with the duty of 10 cenis per 
pound taken off, with the present low grade of ores, it would mean ruin to 
our business and closing down of the California mines. 

[ wish to thank you heartily for your courteous attention, and assure you 
that Lappreciate it most highly, and should the opportunity ever present 
itself, I would be most giad to return itin kind so far as I can. 

With the kindest regards, I am, very respectfully, 
W. B. BUCKMINSTER, 
Vice-President and General Manager, 
ina Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, 

Napa Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, 
and representing the Quicksilver Mining Company of New Almaden, Cali- 
fornia; the Standard Quicksilver Mining Company, California; the Sulphur 
Bank Quicksilver Mining Company, California; the Redington Quicksilver 
Mining Company, California; the New Idria Quicksilver Mining Company, 
California; the Napa Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company, California 
the Great Eastern Quicksilver Mining Company, California; the Great 
Western Quicksilver Mining Company, California; and the Great Eastern, 
No. 2, Quicksilver Miniag Company, California. 

Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. President, that illustrates precisely the condition of this 
industry. The Rothschilds hold a monopoly of it practically. 
The product of Italy is very small, and the Rothschilds control 
the mines in Idria, Austria, and the minesin Almaden, Spain, 
and they could make the price of quicksilver,except for the 
California competition which has been built up here. When 
they raised the price, as in 1891, when they pushed it from £6 
10s. to £10, at that moment the California product began to pour 
into Mexico, as appears from our Treasury reports, and down 
the price came. 

Quicksilver is used chiefly by miners—I think I am correct in 
that statement—and every man engaged in practical mining will 
know that, if you withdraw the California competition, you will 
have an immediate rise in the price of quicksilver, which they 
so much need; in other words, you make a monopoly when you 
close the California mines, and the removal of the duty on quick- 
silver will close the Californiamines. The Rothschilds, control- 
ing the Spanish and the Austria mines, will pour in quicksilver 
here at low prices, made by low wages,~until they have closed 


| every quicksilver mine in the country, thrown all the plants out 


of operation, disperse the miners, and then they will raise the 
price of quicksilver to our miners to any price they like. IfI 
am mistaken in this statement the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], whom I see sitting near me, can correct me. 

If anyone will take the trouble to examine the tables which I 
shall print in the RECORD, he will notice that the price of quick- 
silver has declined when the California mines were encouraged 
and running full, and it has gone up in exact proportion as these 
mines have been shut down, as when quicksiiver wason the free 
list, to which the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] has al- 
ready alluded. 

There never was a plainer case of the interest of our people in 
maintaining an industry than in this case of quicksilver. It 
seems to me to be absolutely without any excuse whatever; and 
the argument about our exporting it turns out,as I understand, 
to be an argument in favor of maintaining it, for it shows the 
capacity of the Rothschilds to lift the price of quicksilver; and 
if we are not there with our competition there is nothing to pré- 
vent their putting it to any price they like. 

Taking off this duty and the breaking down of the American 
quicksilver mines means the raising of the price of quicksilver 
and the putting of agreat many ;millions into the pockets of 
the Rothschilds. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator kindly explain how the 
Rothschilds came to control the foreign mines? 

Mr. LODGE. The Rothschilds have control of the mines of 
Spain and Austria. 

Mr. PERKINS. 


Under a thirty-years lease. 
Mr. LODGE. 


I was going to say they have 
thirty years’ lease; 
countries they hold 


control undgy 
under mortgage to secure a debt of tho 
those mines absolutely. 


6530 


I give in the table which I shall print a comparative state- 
ment of the wages. It issomething like the difference between 
81 cents and $2.50 a day in what is paid for labor, ours being 
$2.50, and theirs about $1 cents 

Mr. HALE. The Rothschildsare creditors of these countries, 
and have the mines as security? 

Mr. LODGE. They are creditors and have the mines as se- 


curity; they control themabsolutely, and there is no quicksilver | 


supply outside of Austria and Spain. They are the creditors of 
the Spanish Government; the mines belong to the government, 
and the governments have pledged the mines and given them 
over to the Rothschilds to work as security for money which the 
Rothschilds have lent those governments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the whole business outside of the 
United States is a governmental trust? 

Mr. LODGE. The whole business outside of the United 
States, except a very small product in Italy, is the ey of 
the Spanish and Austrian Governments, in the control of the 
Rothschilds—there is nothing else—and it is a governmental 
trust, as the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
suggests. If you take the table which I have here, and which 
[ shall not read to the Senate, you will see that the range in 
prices has varied precisely with the activity of the California 
mines. 

We not only have to pay higher rates of wages, but our rock 
is not so rich as that in the Spanish and Austrian mines. 
The only way that we can hope to compete with them is by a 
protective duty, and if we can have it we can keep down the 
world’s price of quicksilver. It has been done, and it is a mat- 
ter of absolute proof that if we do not keep our mines open the 
Rothschilds will raise the price, just as they raised it in 1891, 
when we exported 4,000 flasks of quicksilver to Mexico. They 
raised the price and put it up £4 a flask, $20 a flask, and they 
kept the price there for six weeks. lt was the American com- 
petition which forced it down again, and which keeps it down 
to all our miners. 

| now ask leave to insert in my remarks the statement and ta- 
bles to which I bave referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

QUICKSILVER. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 11, 1893. 
Honorable Chairman and Members of the 
Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C.: 

GENTLEMEN: Sulphide of mercury, or cinnabar, from which quicksilver is 
proiuced, is an ore found in the United States only in California. Its pro- 
duction is an important interest there, giving employment to over 5,000 men, 
ut good wages, and representing a large amount of invested capital. The 
only other countries producing this mineral are Spain, Austria, and Italy, 
the first two producing by far the largest amount and owned and worked by 
the Spanish and Austrian Governments, Italy producing but a small amount. 
The Austrian and Spanish product is controlled by the Rothschilds and sold 
by them, the Spanish product being mortgaged to the Rothschilds for a pe- 
riod of thirty years from 1870, in repayment of a loan made by them to the 
Spanish Government of £1,696,000, with interest at 8 per cent_per annum. 

Until the discovery of the American quicksilver mines quicksilver brought 
a very high price, more than three times what it is seliing for at present, 
and the production of the California mines has, therefore, since their dis- 
covery practically controlled the price of quicksilver in the world, by pre- 
venting the Spanish and Austrian mines from having amonopoly. These 
two mines, Almaden in Spain, and Idria in Austria, are very rich and hold 
immense reserves. The ore is found in two immense bodies or chimneys in 
the Almaden, and shafts have been sunk toa depth of a thousand feet, find- 
ing the mineral fully as rich as it goes down. The grade of the ore in the 
Almaden and Idria is about 11 per cent. 

On the other hand, in the California mines the mineral is found in scat- 
tered bodies at long distances apart, and does not occur in any regular for- 
mations, veins often being barren and carrying no ore for distances of a 
thousand feet or more, and it is generally found at no great depth below the 
surface. The grade of ore in the California mines averages but little over 
1 per cent, and they have practically no reserves, but are dependent upon 
their yearly developments of ore. 

Comparing year by year the Spanish mines with the New Almaden of 
California, as to the amount of rock mined, we find that in the Spanish 
mines 98 per cent of the rock mined was e enough to run through the 
furnaces: while in the new Almaden of California, 24 percent only could be 
used, showing three-quarters of the rock mined was waste—the New Almaden 
being taken as affording the most complete figures and a fair sample of the 
whole. 

The average Wages per man in Spain are 60 cents; the average w: Ss per 
man in California aré $2.43. The average cost of a flask of quicksilver at 
Almaden, Spain, is $7.86; the average cost in California is $33.31, of which 78 
per cent is labor. Comparing the two, nf allowing for sake of comparison 
that the Wages paid in Spain were equal to those paid in California, we have 
the cost of a flask of quicksilver in Spain, 87.86, of which there was paid for 
labor 78 per gent, or 86.13, The dos of producing a flask in Califoraia is 
$33.31, of which there is paid for labor 78 per cent, Or 825.98, showing a differ- 
rfiask. A stand- 
Thé production for the past 


In the absence of objection, it 


Tot! 


ence paid in wages to the Amérjican wor pap of $19.85 
er. 


ard flask consists of 76} pounds of quicksil 
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The amount produced in this country is equal tg its needs at present, 
But little has been imported for a long series of-year's sinc6é the imposition 
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of the duty, and during thispast year none at all. I beg tocall your attention 
to the fact that were the mines of California to be closed down, as they must 
inevitably be unless some protection is afforded, that the whole power of 
making the price would lie with the Spanish and Austrian Governments. ag 
pee y the Rothschilds, and we should be at their mercy. When 
this duty has been so low as to cause a shut down of the American mines 
this has been the case heretofore. eo 

We are now protected by a duty of 10 cents per pound. This is Litt le 
enough, and we ask in consideration of the capital involved, and the labor 
of five thousand men employed at good wages, that it be kept at the present 
rate. — 

Quicksilver is an article which can be used-only forspecific purposes within 
narrow limits, and the price has little to do with the consumption. A low 
price will not extend its uses, which are confined to amalgamation of ores 
vermillion, and mercurial preparations. As it is used over and over again 
in mining, the slight duty cuts no figure there, and all preparations of mer 
cury are protected by a duty higher than that on quicksilver,so that no det 
riment is worked to their interest. Again, a specific duty of 10 cents per 
pound gives protection when most needed, ¢. ¢., when the price is low, which 
an ad valorem duty does not do, but affords great protection when least 
needed, ¢. ¢., when the price abroad is higher. 

The quicksilver mines of this country are struggling forexistence because 
of the low prices existing, and were lower prices to come, would have to suc- 
cumb to foreign competition. The average of ore now being worked is but 
little over 1 per cent, yielding 20 pounds of quicksilver to the ton; while the 
Almaden of Spain yields between 10 and 11 per cent, or over 200 pounds to 
the ton—a difference in favor of the Spanish mines of 180 pounds per ton 

You may ask why we are able to compete with quicksilver produced in 
Spain at 87.86 per flask, while the cost of production here is #33.31. Spain 
authorized the loan in 1870, from Messrs. Rothschilds, of £1,696,000, hypothe- 
cating the Almaden mines and stipulating therein that they should not sell 
quicksilver outside the United Kingdom at less than £6 per flask (which at 
the present rate of exchange amounts to $29.75 per flask) and as much more 
as they can get. If to £678., the present selling price, we add the duty of 
$7.65 on flask, we have $37.50, which we can obtain for quicksilver in com- 
petition with them. 

By article 6 of the Spanish agreement with the Rothschilds, the Messrs. 
Rothschilds enjoy without interest all the money which collects from the 
sale of quicksilver in London during the year until the settlement in —- 
By article 9, Messrs. Rothschilds have theright to half the amount they obtain 
above £6 per flask in London for trying toimprove the selling price of quick- 
silver. Finally by article 10, in the same agreement, they are authorized to 
sell such quicksilver for £6 per flask, but no less, as Messrs. Rothschilds 
think desirable to send to other markets, whatever the price may be in 
London. So that, though the pricemay be £8, £9, £10, or £11 in London, as 
it has been within the last three years, they can use this country asadump 
ing ground for their surplus product at a price of not less than £6 per flask 

In other words, it is only the production of quicksilver in California 
which keeps us from being subjected to a gigantic monopoly. It is an arti- 
cle which we must have to reduce our gold and silver ores, and did we not 
produce it in competition with the Rothschilds, we should have to pay their 
price of not less than £6 in any event,‘and as much more as they could force 
ustodo. (Seespeech of Sehor Marcoarto, delivered in the Spanish Senate, 
May 8, 1890.) 

In other words, we are at the mercy of a gigantic monopoly which is con- 
trolled by the Messrs. Rothschild if we do not produce sufficient quick- 
silver or nearly enough for our own needs in this country. Since the Cali- 
fornia mines were opened the price has been steadily declining, except in 
the instances where the low price caused by importations from abroad at a 
time of no duty have shut down our mines and reduced our supply so that 
we were obliged to buy from abroad. It is not only in the interest of the 
producer, but also in that of the consumer as well, that the American mines 
should be kept open and stimulated to the extent of their production. 

Were this duty removed and quicksilver allowed to come in free, there is 
no question but what,iwith the low grade of ore which we arejnow mining, 
the California mines must shut down. Once shut down it is not only aques- 
tion of enormous expense to reopen them, owing to their becoming filled 
with water and shafts and tunnels caving in, but it is a question of time as 
well, and it would take many months, if not years, to put them in active 
working order if they were once closeddown. Capitalis timorous of invest 
ment and would hesitate to seek again any employment in which it has been 
so grievously disappointed. Again, quicksilver can in no sense be called a 
raw material. It isa manufactured article, into the production of which 
labor largely enters, quite as largely as any manufactured article produced, 
averaging 78 per cent of the total cost in wages alone. 

To summarize: The ores of Almaden, Spain, and Idria, Austria, run 11 per 
cent ore; the ores of the California mines average but 1 per cent. The cost 
of afiask of quicksilver in Spain and Austria is $7.86, which price is increased 
to the consumer by the Rothschild monopoly to £6 at the lowest, and as much 
more as they can increase it; the cost of a flask of quicksilver in Califor- 
nia is $83.31, 78 per cent, or $25.98, of which is in wages alone. The industry 
gives employment in California to about five thousand men. Were the 
mines closed down these men would be out of employment and driven to 
seek work in other branches; thus displacing a like number of men, or low- 
ering the wages of all, for supply and demand govern the labor market. 

Our own country produces sufficient quicksilver for its own needs, in 
which case any importation from abroad must displace an equal amount of 
American product, and the money paid for the same goes into the coffers of 
the Rothschilds instead of into the American workingmen’s pockets. ‘The 
admission free of duty of a product manufactured exclusively by foreign 
governments (which themselves have a high protective tariff) to the detri- 
ment and ruin of an American industry is an anomaly in our revenue laws 
which we beg may not take place. The foreign mines are owned by govern- 
ments; our own mines are owned by individual citizens. ' 

Under this statement of facts, which are reliable, will the honorable chair 
man and members of the Ways and Means Committee keep this mineral cn 
the free list, cause the consumer to pay at least twice the present price, and 
drive into other industries 5,000 laborers earning unequaled wages; for this 
will be the inevitable result of such determination. In my opinion it would 
be wise to increase the tariff to insure the continuance of this industry to 
compete with a monopoly of foreign bankers in an article that has no equiv- 
alent. Our consumers must have it ut some price or abandon enterprises 
requiring its use. 

Such a course would violate no principle of protection or free trade, as 
this industry is an exceptional one, subjected to no principle or argument 
except that of nature's first law, self-preservation. 


av to be, very truly, yours, ‘i 
en ee wa W. B. BUCKMINSTER, 


Vice-President and General Manager 
Aina Consolidated Quicksilver Mining Company. 


And representi the following quicksilver mining companies: The 
uicksilver Mining Company of New Almaden, Cal.; the Standard Quick 
silver Mining Company of California; the Sulphur Bank Quicksilver Min- 
ing Company of California; the Reddington Quicksilver Mining Campany 











1894. 





of California; the New Idria Mining Company of California; the Napa Con- 
solidated Quicksilver Mining Company of California; the Great Eastern 
Quicksilver Mining Company of California; the Great Western Consoli- 
dated Quicksilver Mining Company of California; the Great Eastern, No 2, 
of California. 

See Exhibits A, B, and C, attached. 

The returds on capital invested are very meager. In the ten years from 
1874 to 1884 the production was 590,224 flasks. In the ten years from 1884 to 
1804 (1894 estimated) the production was only 286,866 flasks, showing con- 
clusively thatif there were any creat profit in the business the output would 
have increased rather than diminished 

EXHIBIT A. 


STATISTICS. 











Comparative statement of rates of in re duty on quicksilver under the several 
a7 acts, from July 30, 1846, to May 21, 1890. 
Act of— Duty. 
I Heakcbhb wk hddicddieusnasuncicnsccwen 20 per cent. 
ES SE ok, Suk de cn ces sgcductsbwtinbdnonsgene 15 per cent. 
EE SM J aidctintnmccedesiclssded sentewandegn 10 per cent. 
SEE fn ntineee cesces ae Do. 
SS ) xa a Do. 
ee bin one eee helbae ubeineel Do. 
I i ad a> ae. lt eck dnehdun | Do. 
LG Ccndncnventsecben : ....----| 10and 15 per cent, 
I S088 Be 8 BO A ee | Do. 
a a a lea ial eeeenniaiedl Do. 
May 16, 1866__....._. ano Wckwidacakeene Do. 
a ne co nuionshatbbbe cosdacaoshusenne Do. 
PRIN oi nas codocctneson oveoedacuse | per cent. 
ES EEE ‘cari aueadeattanie Do. 
ON Oe BEE cc ccccnccesmnces i ais an | Do. 
ee ene Do. 
March 29, 1867 _.... Do. 
February 3, 1868 .. Do. 
July 20, 1868 ___. .| Do 
February 19-24, ES ee ch ee ' Do. 
a ca whmsienamiedon | Do. 
December 22, 1870 ae nian Do. 
May |, 1872. eee SIE EE 90 per cent of existing duties 
ae eee a Do. 
SE teed Siti ac dekaapeddagad sai enaskaad Free list. 
OS Xe St ee ee ee 10 per cent. 
PE sas conretiacatseancermimnnteedbenseel / 10 cents per pound. 
The act of May 21, 1890, was as follows: ‘Quicksilver, 10 cents per pound. 


The flasks, bottles, or other vessels in which quicksilver is imported, shall 
be subject to the same rates of duty as they would be subjected to if im- 
ported empty. 

Free list. —*‘ Quicksilver flasks, 
manufacture, which shall have 
States,” 


or bottles, of either domestic or foreign 
been actually exported from the United 
EXHIBIT B. 

WAGES. 


The wages paid at the Spanish Almaden mine, so far as I have been en- 
abled to obtain them, are reliable. 


PE GE OUIEEOD, BEE GEE... .condnsnccends cttibbuce secabdanenesennnecnes . $0.81 
Miners’ rock contract, per day-.........- Beal eon cen ae ioe a aaa 57 
Masons in quarries, per NI i lascccssccedin Su pink ei eileen cba sina ated takes 1.03 
aod ine on ee neta a dmeeibadnadteigndetkaranntis 55 
I on ss Na orien enaeemmuenans enginaseinneeee .40 


These departments commé und the highest wages; 
their wages to be from 50 cents to 60 cents per day. 
The amount of wages paid in California for relative positions is: 


hence we may conclude 


Laborers in ore chambers, per day... -- adipsia aha aieitnaees " #2. 00 
Paths cnet onde deinbaitcnadaenclouedentben dnnbbncdhaudandeldng 2. 80 
Laborers on surface..........---- 2.00 
Firemen.. aa 7 


Timbermen, includin; 
ESET ES Re ea Se AE FP Pe epee. See eee ee ee 
I etic anecen oSbees deapanbkils 
Surface mining 


¢ captain - 





ORE. 
, Spain, 98 per cent is sufficiently good 
furnaces. In California, of all the rock mined 
4 per cent is sufficiently good ore to go through the furnaces. 

PRICE. 
In 1850, when the Cinnabar was discovered in California, the ruling pee 
oe) flask of 76} pounds, standard weight, was $114.50, or $1.50 per peund. It 
§ now $37 per flask, or 48.3 cents per pound, and though great fluctuations 
in price have occurred during the forty-two years of its production in Cali- 
fornia, yet notwithstanding these fluctuations, its price has been in the main 
steadily declining. 


Of all the rock mined in Almaden 
ore to be put through the 
only 2 


EXHIBIT C. 
Production que ksilver in California, and pric 


es rom 1849 to 1993. 














ae Number | Highest | Lowest 
al of flasks. | yates. price, 

a i Bd sal a Cid | 7,723 $114. 75 | 4,15 
el a a | 27, 779 | | 76. 50 | . 35 
I idee ot es ees Ses 20, 000 | 61. 20 | 5. 45 
BN Rand atiws stacasine steencUeatinsbaicchadeeiacucse i ‘ 55. 45 | 5. 45 
Dl hAGladkctmacendd.ackecodiusdakeutiakaaaacs | { 55. 45 | 55. 45 
a a so nee] 5d, 45 | 51. 65 
1856... .. eee sk. eee . 30, 000 | 51. 65 51. 65 
Ne ar ae ee en 98 204 | 53. 55 45. 90 
Me ahi i ee Ne al | 31, 000 | 49. 75 | 45. 90 
Raita RO 13, 000 | 76. 50 | 49.75 
Cree eR es a keg | 10, 000 | 57. 35 | 49. 75 
MD hati DEER acai ae aon ee ec ed } 35, 000 | 49.75 | 84. 45 
1862........ | 42, 000 | 38. 26 | 34. 45 
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EXHibiITr C—Continued. 


Number 








Year. of flasks. price p 

SO . j ain ed aa 40, 531 | $15. 90 B38. 25 
1864 Ee : ae 17, 489 | 15. GO 45, 90 
1865 aaiieiaaemaiiie ‘ 53, 000 45. 90 15. 90 
1866 installable 46, 550 | 57. 35 15. 00 
186 a atl ode ie 17, 000 45. 90 15. 90 
1868 as : ae 47,728 | 45.90 | 15. 90 
1860 at - is thins tein eidsinlbiies 33, S11 15. 90 £5. 90 
I stride trina wea ae ‘ 0, O77 68. 85 15. 90 
1871 nae a 1, 686 68, 85 > 
1872 : src ese le ee x 31. 621 63 65. 00 
1873 . a bie INES ee 17, 642 D1. 80 68. 85 
1874 ee coe | 27, 756 118. 55 91. 80 
| CS el a 50, 250 | 118. 55 19.75 
1876 a eee 75, O74 53. 55 34. 45 
a sacl al ce 79, 396 44. 00 10, 6O 
1878 ‘ i" 3 63, 880 35.95 | 19. 85 
1879 oe Ss es 73, 684 34. 45 | 5. 25 
eit Se 5 59, 926 84.45 | 27.55 
1831 clilel di alee ltt i Eel 60, 851 | 31.75 27. 90 
1882 eee re ee ve 5 »9.10 27. 33 
1883 ae ee eek | 23. 50 26. 00 
1884 swiclilelitiaieaata tain a ahaa a Ri Ni taal . 5, OO 25.00 
ee ee ee a é 2. 00 28. 50 
1836 os sil hance tail 0, OO 32. 00 
RS ne ee rere eee i 1m. 0) 25. 00 
1888 ssn: nas inci ibeatabeetaacliaiilbiansididisititnen isan i8.c0 37. 00 
ah ee ie lain a hai ait 50, 00 40. 00 
ie sc aiaiais alin tlie adiaiesi aia 58. 00 19. 00 
as ike 51. 00 12.00 
a i nc a le ee 44. OO 368 
1893 a 40. OO 6.00 

*Not yet known, bui will probably be considerably less than 1892 

A strong point which I wish to make is, that with the increase of the Ca 
ifornia product prices declined; as it decreased pri advanced, showing 
California production has for forty-two years controlled the pri f th 
world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move to strike quicksilver 
from the free list. 

Mr. STEWART. This is a product on which both the pro- 


doubt about 
question for 
| state that the principal portion 

sd St n con- 
sumed by the miners and in the mining regions. It has been 
understood that there is no check upon the Rothschilds to mo- 
nopolize the industry other than the production of the United 
States. 


a tariff. There is no 
a, I have been familiar with the quicksilver 

he last forty years, and I wil 
L168 h Ls bee 


The European mines are much richer than the mines in Cali- 
fornia; the mines in Spain and Austria are greater mines than 

| ours. There is certainly 10 or lo cents difference in the cost of 
a pound of quicksilver, and whenever there has been no duty upon 

| quicksilver the habit has been to put down its price until the 
American mines were closed, and when they are once closed, it 
takes a long time to get them in operation, for itis very expen 


| sive to start them again. 


When quicksilver advances in price 
the mines are again opened and when the price decreases they 
are shut down. The existence of a duty has been a great pro- 
tection to the miners in setting the price, and preventing the 
Rothschilds from controling it. 

I speak advisedly when I say that the duties which hay 
maintained for some years are essential to this industry. 
is no objection on the part of the consumers to the duty, becau 


they know very well what will happen and w — has happen 


the past when the duty was rei mower. or a little time the price 
will be put down, the mines will be closed, aud then we shall be 
compelled to pay the oxevtltent prices which may xed | 
the Rothschilds. 

I hope the committee will let the tariff on quicksilver stand 
| as it isin the existing law. Certainlv that will be more satis- 
| factory to all the parties concerned and to the consumer as well 
|} as the producer; though I speak especially in the interest of 

the consumer. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 

a question. Lask himis it not the desire of the miners, who 
ave the great consumers of quicksilver, that this duty shall be 


kept on ‘and the American « juic :ksilver mines kept open? 
Mr. STEWART. U ni loubtedly. I have rec ived cons a 
petitions and memorials on this subject during my service in 


the Senate, and the desire has been universal that a aaitaliee 


duty should be imposed on quicksilver. I have not known a 
single exception to it. No miner has ever asked to have the 


duty taken off; on the contrary, 
it maintained, for 
silver. 

Mr. PERKIN I will say to the Senator from N vada tha 
during the past year quicksiive r has been as low as ) per fi 
and the highest point reached i in that period on the Pacifte coas 
has been $08. 


the miners have asked to have 
the reason that it gave them cheaper quick- 
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Mr. STEWART. If theduty is removed they will not be able 
to produce it atall; and it willonly be a question of afew months 
when the mines of the United States will have to close. After 
they have remained closed for a time, it will be difficult to start 
them up, for the mines will fill with water, the machinery will 
rust, and great damuge be donein every way. That is the ex- 
perience we have had for forty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. [t is proposed to strike out: 

599. Quicksilver. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not really seo why quicksilver should be 
put upon the free list if the statements made by the Senator 
from Nevada{Mr. STEWART], the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE], and the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], 
who opened the discussion, are true. Nobody in this country 
asks that it shall be done, and the only persons to be interested 
in it are the Rothschilds. I had obseryed, Mr. President, that 
certain trusts in this country seemed to have duties or the lack 
of duties according as they desired, but why we should frame an 
item in this bill simply for the purpose of pleasing the Roth- 
schilds is a thing which I can not understand. 

But, if the statements which have been made, and made em- 
phatically in the Senate, that there is nobody in this country 
asking to put this article on the free list, that the consumers as 
well as the producers of it want the duty, and there is nobody 
anywhere in the whole world who wants it made free except the 
Rothschilds, it seems to me that it doesrequire some explanation 
on the other side of the Chamber before the Senate should be 
asked to take off the duty and put quicksilver on the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the vote is taken I want to say a single 
word more on this subject—simply toemphasize the position that 
the consumers want this duty kept on. Ithink the great bulk of 
the consumers, who are mine owners, and the practical miners 
of the United States want this duty kept on, because the Ameri- 
can competition, which keeps down the price of quicksilver, is 
all-important to them. The producers want the duty kept on; 
the men employed in the quicksilver mines want it kept on. 
The dividends paid by these American mines are extremely 
small. They do not yield great incomes. 

There does not seem to be a single argument even advanced, 
except that on an exceptional occasion 4,000 flasks of quicksilver 
were exported, and because under the putting up of the price 
by the Rothschilds monopoly our people have been able to ex- 
pert and lower the price again; and for that act they are to be 
punished here, and have their mines closed. The taking away 
of the duty will close the quicksilver mines, and no argument is 
advanced in favor of it, and I have not heard of any request for 
it being made by the consumers or by any portion of the Amer- 
ican people. 

M . WHITE. Mr. President, I have a letter on this subject 
from a gentleman who is really the managing man in the quick- 
silver business in California, which gives certain facts which I 
think ought to go inthe RECORD, and I desire them to go there, 
making some correction as to the amount of quicksilver returned 
in the ‘freasury reports as having been exported. There is an 
amount given there which is greater than the total product of 
California. In this letter Mr. Randol points out how that error 
occurred, and I should iike to have it go into the RECORD as 
part of my remarks. 

Mr. LODGE. Let it be read, 

Mr. ALLISON. As we are to vote on this question, I think 
we ought to know the contents of the letter, and Iask that it 
may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
letter will be read. The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

SAN FRANCISCO, May 18, 1894. 


DEAR Sik: Referring to the enclosed letter from our friend, Mr. J. Dow- 
ney Harvey, I beg to inform you that with my associates I had invested over 
$500,000 in quicksilver properties in California shortly before the exit of the 
Republican Administration, and now under the change proposed in the new 
tariff bill of putting quicksilver on the free list in place of the duty then and 
now existing of 10 cents per pound, we are threatened with almost the total 
loss of our investment in an industry carried on solely in California in all of 
the United States, and, as will be shown by the papers herewith, one that is 
subject not only to the fluctuations of commerce but to the extraordinary 
competition of the quicksilver mines owned and worked by the Governments 
of Spain and Austria, in addition to the risks attending all mining indus- 
tries. 

The relative position of the mines of California and Spain have not 
changed since the period when the Hon. Mr. Felton presented the subject to 
the House of Representatives, except that the California mines have had 
poorer ores and lower prices and ae are now more than ever un- 
equal to continue the battle between quicksilver produced in the United 
States—solely in California—by individuals or companies and quicksilver 
produced by the mines of Almaden, Spain, and Idria, Austria, mines owned 
and worked by the Governments of those countries, and also by mines in 
Italy, al} of which have the advantage of loreroeee labor, and in one or 

ore instances, higher grade ores, notably the Almaden mine of Spain, 

med ‘The Jewel of the Crown.” 
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If the two mines—Almaden and Idria—were not Government enterprises 
as opposed to the individual industries of the United States in California 
this appeal to your assistance Would have less merit and perhaps would not 
need to be made, but when The Jewel of the Crown,” the Almaden of Spain 
has an average production of 45,000 flasks for the eight months in which {t 
is worked yearly, the ore averaging 10 percent, against 30,000 flasks produced 
in California by twelve months’ continuous work yearly, the ores in the last 
instance averaging less than 2 per cent, we believe the question should be 
considered not as between individuals and companies, but one of national 
importance between the United States and Spain and Austria. 

It must be evident that if those nations succeed in their evident intention 
to close the quicksilver mines of the United States, they can and will place 
the price of quicksilver, for this country at least, at a height before unknown 
and will have it in their power to cripple and retard not only the gold and 
silver mining industries but the many and various industries dependent 
for successful continuance upon a fair price for quicksilver; such as the 
manufacture of mifrors, of colors, of chemical nO mem pe and drugs, of 
high explosives, and also restrict its use in electricity and other arts. 

Iam informed, and | believe correctly, that the proposed removal of duty 
on quicksilver arose from an error in figures made by some one in the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, when the ques- 
tion of the free list was under consideration, and the general principle was 
made that articles having a large exportation as shown by the customs re- 
turn exhibited to that committee could with justice to all be made free. 

I do not object tg that principle, but quicksilver does not come within it— 
on merit. Nor was it the intention of the majority of the committee to in- 
clude it, but they were led astray by a curious mistake in division. 

The customs returns showed an export for the year of 300,000 pounds. Re- 
ducing that to flasks, which were averaged at 75 pounds each (although the 
exact contents of each American flask is 76} pounds), the result should be 
4,000 flasks exported, but a blunder made it 40,000 flasks, an excess of 36,000 
flasks, which as shown by the inclosed statement of production was largely 
beyond the total yield of all the mines in the United States for any ope of 
the past four years. 

Is it not right that this error should be corrected aud the quicksilver pro 
ducers of California saved fromm extermination, and be permitted to exist by 
continuing the present duty? 

If it is thought otherwise or found to be impossible, can not at least this be 


| done—add to the paragraph on quicksilver in the free list, ‘‘ Provided, That 


upon quicksilver the product of any country which ac pees a duty upon 
quicksilver exported from the United States, there shall be levied, paid, and 
collected the rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act.’’ 

It should be understood that quicksilver is not a raw material. 

The cinnabar ore from which it is produced is mined under extraordinary 
diMiculties, at great depth, in nearly all American mines. That by the ap- 
plication of heat and condensation in costly furnaces and condensatign 
chambers the metallic quicksilver is obtained and that labor forms a largé 
part of its cost. 

In conclusion I have to thank you for your consideration of this state- 
ment and beg you will exert your powerful influence in behalf of the Call- 
fornia quicksilver producers and not — them to suffer a great and un: 
warranted injury through an error which you have power to correct. 

Yours, truly, 


J.B. RANDOL. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
Mr. LODGE and Mr. PERKINS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the vote is taken on the pending 
amendment, I desire to make a single observation. 

One of the most ordinary arguments that has been made in 
this prolonged discussion has been that the moment it is shown 
that we are producing in America anything that is exported, 
therefore the duty should be lowered upon it, or it should be 
placed upon the free list. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] 
a moment ago called attention to the fact that there were large 
exportations of quicksilver, and therefore, presumably, it should 
go on the free list. 

As I have read modern political history in this country, it is 
one of the cardinal doctrines of the Democratic party that we 
should get possession of the markets of the world. It has been 
dinned in our ears, certainly for the last ten years, in all eco- 
nomic discussions that we should so legislate as that we should 
get possesion of the markets-of the world. Just how we are 
going to get possession of the markets of the world if, when we 
commence to export an article, the duty is to be reduced or it is 
to be placed on the free list, I confess surpasses my compreten- 
sion. 

I sympathize very deeply with the Senator from California 
[Mr. PERKINS] and with the people of California-in reference to 
this industry. It seems to me we ought to protect it; it seems 
to me we ought to stand here in advocacy of an American in- 
dustry as againsta great governmental trust, organized, fostered, 
and dictated by the Rothschilds. 

I can not persuade myself to believe, before the vote is taken, 
that the majority in the Senate will, in the face of the facts 
which have been developed in this debate, place this product 
partially of the mines of California on the free list, and by so 
doing absolutely destroy it, and give the monopoly into the 
hands of foreign producers. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was calléd). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and 


therefore withhold my vote. 





1894. 








Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland |Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas |Mr. MILLs]. The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. Will it be agreeable to the Senator from 
Mississippi to transfer those pairs on this vote, as we have done 
on former votes? . 

Mr. GEORGE. That will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with 


I am paired | 
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I announce my pair | 


I am paired with | 


poses, or for the encouragement of fine arts, or for the use or by order 


I am paired with | 


| by the words ‘‘specimens of sculpture.” 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], but I am authorized to vote | 


to make a quorum. 
sary to make a quorum. I shall not vote at present. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator frgm Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. 


If | 


I should vote ‘* yea” if my vote were neces- | 


agreeable to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HicGrns], I will | 


transfer that pair to the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Mc- 


PHERSON], which will enable the Senator from Delaware and 
me to vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I prefer to observe my pair. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. ThenI announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGE to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoKE], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I will transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the sen- 
ior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES}, and vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON], and withhold my vote unless 
it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam paired on this question with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTT], and unless my vote be necessary 
to make a quorum I shall not vote. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GIBSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON], though Iam at 
liberty to vote if my vote be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that on this vote my col- 
league a WOLCOTT] is absent by leave of the Senate on ac- 
count of sickness. If present he would vote ‘ yea” on this ques- 
tion. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 


I am paired with 
If he were present 


YEAS—23. 


Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Shoup, 
Allen, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Allison, Hawley, Peffer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hill, Perkins, Teller, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Washburn, 
Dubois, Kyle, Quay, 
NAYS—20. 

Bate, Gray, Martin, Roach, 
Berry, Harris, Murphy, Smith, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Palmer, Vest, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vilas, 
George, Lindsay, Ransom, Walsh, 

NOT VOTING—4?2. 
Biackburn, Davis, Irby, Platt, 
Blanchard, Dixon, McLaurin, Power, 
Brice, Dolph, McMillan, Pugh, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gibson, Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Gordon, Millis, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon White, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Carey, Higgins, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Coke, Hoar, Patton, : 
Daniel, Hunton, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PERKINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the | after the word “ 


desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California will be stated. 





| hundred pounds. 


|} Mr. HOAR. 
| 
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The SECRETARY. On page 37, after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert as a new paragraph: 

Quicksilver, 7 cents per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
continued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The reading of the bill will be 


600. Quills, prepared or unprepared, but not made up into complete articles. 

601. Quinia, sulphate of, and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark. 

602. Rags, not otherwise specially provided for in this act 

603. Regalia and gems,statues, statuary, and specimens of sculpture where 
specially imported in good faith for the use of any society incorporated or 
established solely for educational, philosophical, literary, or religious pur- 
oftany 
college, academy, school, seminary of learning, or public library in the 
United States; but the term “regalia’’ as herein used shall be held to em- 
brace only such insignia of rank or office oremblemis, as may be worn upon 
the person or borne in the hand during public exercises of the society or in- 
stitution, and shall not include articles of furniture or fixtures, orof regular 
wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals 

Mr. HOAR. I should like toask the committee what is meant 
I believe this laneuage 
comes from the old law, butitseems to be a very curious phrase. 
What are ‘‘ specimens of sculpture?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Plaster casts. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, who had some- 
thing to do with the framing of the old law, says it is intended 
to cover plaster casts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ison his feet and I know he is speaking, but I have not 
been able to hear a single word he has said. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquired of the Senator from Arkansas what 
was the definition of the term ‘‘specimens of sculpture.” It 
comes from the old law, I understand, and is not the phrase of 
the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ture. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Rhode Island understands 
thatit means plaster casts. I should like to insert after the 
word ‘‘specimens,” if there be no objection, the words “ or 
casts.” I suppose that would make themeaning clear. I donot 
know but that it is provided for elsewhere. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As that phrase is in the existing 
law there can be no difficulty about its construction. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been only the law for two years. This 
provision applies only to articles ‘‘ imported in good faith for 
the use of any society incorporated or established solely for ed- 
ucational, philosophical, literary, or religious purposes,’ 

I think the words “‘ or casts,” should be inserted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I agree to the Senator's sugges- 


[suppose it means articles of sculp- 


’ ete. 


| tion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 603, page I11, line 21, after 
the word ‘‘specimens,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or casts:” so as 
to read: 

Regalia and gems, statues, statuary, and specimens or casts, or 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

605. Saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 

605. Sago, crude, and sago flour. 

607. Salacine. 

608. Salt in bulk, and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, but 
the coverings shail pay the same rate of duty as if imported separately: 
Provided, That if salt is imported from any country whichimposed a duty 
upon salt eee from the United States, then there shall be levied, paid, 
and collected upon such salt the rate of duty existing prior to the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. On page 112, line 16, paragraph 608, 
I move to insert after the word * country,” the words ‘‘ whether 
independent or a dependency;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That if salt is imported from any country, whether independ 
ent or a dependency, which imposed a duty unon salt exported from the 
United States, then there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such salt 
the rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I snould like toinquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas whether the word ‘‘ imposed ” in line 16 should not be 
** imposes” ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It should be “ imposes.” 
the Senator for the suggestion. 
it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to amend the paragraph by inserting 
packages,” in line 14, ‘5 cents a hundred 
| pounds;” so as to read: 

Salt in bulk, and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or oth 


sculpture, 





l thank 
[had it marked, but overlooked 


r packages, 5 cents per 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 608, page 112, line 14, after 
the w package ‘insert ‘*5 ceuts per hundred pounds;” so 
as to read 

iltin bu wn Iti i 
hundred ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the umendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts y ield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield tothe Senator from Tennessee. 
he rises for the purpose of moving that the Senate adjourn. 
is very hot and uncomfortable. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 sikeahe 
and 22 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Weodnesday, June 20, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


oO ad tig 


1 


wrels, or other packages, 5 cents per 


[ hope 
it 


NOMINATIONS. 
Mareculive nominations received by the Senate June 19, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John P, Dunn, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at San Francisco, Cal., vice John F. Sheehan, term 
expired. 

John C, Gamble of Garberville, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Humboldt, Cal., vice Joseph Tracy, term expired. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Kdward Hackett, of Oakland, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at San Francisco, Cal., viee Thomas B. Shannon, term 
expired, 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Rrecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate June 19, 1894. 


Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States to Plauen, Germany, whose nomination was sent to the 
Senate on the Sth instant. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Rerecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 19, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
J. George Wright, of South Dakota, to be agent for the 
dians of the Rosebud Agency, in South Dakota. 
POSTMASTER. 
l‘rederick B. Clark, to be postmaster at Moodus, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 


[n- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 19, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O, TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 
JUNE 19, 1894. 
Sir: Thereby name the Hon. Jossepa W. BAILRY, &@ Representative from 
the State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
To Hon, JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBurRN, D. D., Chaplain of 
the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. BALDWIN. 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H, BR. 5108) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief and civil- 
ization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota.” 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the fifth section of the act of Congress sed Jan- 
nary 14, 1889, providing for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa In- 
dians in the State of Minnesota, be and the same is, amended so as to read as 
follows: 

“Sno. 5. That after the survey, examination, and appraisal of at least 
100,000 acres of said pine lands have been made, the portionso surveyed, ex- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 
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| less sum than its appraised value 


| in the following manner: The Commissioner of the General Land Office, un 
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amined, and appraised shall be proclaimed as in market and offered for ; ile 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall cause notices to be 
inserted once in each week for four consecutive weeks in one newspaper of 
general circulation published in Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, and Crooks 

ton, Minn.; Chicago, Ill.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Detroit, Mich.; Philadelphia 
and Williamsport, Pa., and Boston, Mass., of the sale of said land at pab ic 
auction to the highest bidder for cash at the local land office of the ai strict 
within which said lands are located, said notice to state the time and place 
and terms of such sale. At suchsale said lands shall be offered in 40-acre 
parcels, except in case of fractions containing either more or less than 10) 
acres, Which shall be sold entire. In no event shall any parcel be sold for a 
The residue of such lands remaining 
unsold after Such public offering shall thereafter be subject to private sale 
for cash at the appraised value of the same, upon application at the lo 


land office. And from time to time, as fast as a quantity of 100,000 acre 


| the remaining pine lands, the disposal of which is provided for in this act. 


| or a final residuum of a less quantity, shall have be 


nN surveyed, examined 


} and appraised, the samé course shall be pursued for the disposal thereot 
| until all shall have been disposed of as provided for herein.’ 


Qn 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


| as follows: 


Insert after the word ‘‘amended,” and before the word “so,” 
the following: 

So far as the same relates to the White Earth and Red Lake Reservati 
and as to the other reservations mentioned in said act whenever all f 
allotments of land in severalty shall have been made to the Indians of each 


| reservation, respectively, as therein provided; 


} Taylor's Falls, St. Cloud, and Brainerd.’ 


And after the word * Duluth,” in line 16, insert the words “ Stillwat 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, what committee is this bill re 


Is here objection to the present 


| ported from? 


| dian Affairs. 


Mr. BALDWIN. Itis reported from the Committee on In- 
They have reported it unanimously. The bill is 
recommended by-— 

Mr. HOLMAN. What member of the committee made tho 
report? 

Mr. BALDWiN. The report of the committee is 
Clerk's desk if you desire it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is not a bill reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think with a word or two we can explain this 


ut the 


| bill and save the time necessary for the reading of the report 


| vertising the sales. 
| made under the old law, and at the minimum price fixed by it. 





Mr. HOLMAN. Then the measure comes from* the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, so that I was not familiar with it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The /fgentleman from Minnesota is doubtless 
more familiar with the subject than I am, but it involves, | 
think, only a single question, and if he will allow me I will ex- 
plain it as I understand it. The act of which this is amendatory 
does not authorize the sale of this timber until all of it is ap- 
raised, which is estimated at about 4,000,000 acres, I b 
ieve. The Committee on Public Lands, in reporting this 
bill, acted upon the recommendation of the Department of the 
Interior, and all concur in the opinion that the placing on the 
market of so large an amount of pine timber at any one time will 
not be beneficial to the Indian or to the Government; so this 
amendment is intended to authorize the sale in lots of 100,000 
acres as appraised, and to increase the number of places for ad- 
That is all there isinit. The sale is to be 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, then, this isfor the sale of the timber 


| alone, and not for the sale of the land. 


Mr. BALDWIN. If I may be permitted a few words of expla- 


| nation 


Mr. HOLMAN. This m@asure belongs to the Committee on 


| Indian Affairs, but may not inappropriately have been referred 


to the Committee on Public Lands. It might properly be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, but more properly to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORAE, The gentleman is mistaken about the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs over this bill. The 
treaty with the Indians was ratified in 1889, and the land is now 


| being examined and disposed of by the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office, and the jurisdiction has passed from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. : 
Mr. BALDWIN. This measure is in theinterest of the Chip- 


| pewa Indians of Minnesota, and is asked for by those Indians. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What are the changes from existing law’ 

Mr. BALDWIN. The Nelson act provided for the sale of 
these lands, provided that they should be sold when all the pine 
has been estimated, and then it is to be sold in a body. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, the timber and not the land. 

Mr. BALDWIN. It is the timber and not the land. 
land is provided for in another clause of the act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.| The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the amendments recomm< ded by the 
committee. 


The 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
TAWNEY. Mr. desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Ll move to amend, on page 2, line 
word ‘*‘ Duluth” the word ‘* Winona.” 

3ALDWIN. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tu be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BALDWIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Speaker, | 


20, by inserting after the 


RATLROAD BI 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize 
the Pittsburg and Mansfield Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
. On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LANDS FOR PARK, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain 
property to the city of Newport, Ky. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the bill 
read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, andfinterest of the United States 
in and to the lots and parts of lots and the appurtenances and appendages 
thereunto belonging, comprising the old military yee or barracks property 
situated at the confluence of the Ohio and Licking Rivers, in the city of New- 
port, in the county of Campbell and State of Kentucky, be, and is hereby, 
granted and conveyed to the said city of Newport, to have aud to hold for 
public purposes forever. 

Sec. 2. That whenever said city shall cease to use the said property for 
public purpose S, or shall use the same, or any part thereof for any other than 
public purposes, all the right, title, and interest hereby granted and con- 
veyed to said city, shall at once and withoutany act whateverupon thep art 
ofthe United States revert to and become the property of the United States 


tIDGE ACROSS THE MONONGAHELA. 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee 
were agreed to. 

Section 1, line 10, before “ public” insert “‘a.” 

Line 10, strike out the word ‘purposes’ and insert “ park.” 

Section 2, line 2, strike out ‘‘ public,’ insert “‘ the’’ before the word “ pur 
pozes,’’ and afier ‘‘ purposes,” insert ‘‘ of a public park.” 

Lines 3 and 4, strike out “ public purposes” and insert 
park.’’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding section 3 in the words and figures following, to wit: 

“Sec. 3: This act shall take effect on January 1, 1895." 


“for a publi 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRY a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk; 

A bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 

f the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district judge 
for the district of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 763) relieving the personal representatives of John 
Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the Territory of 
oo Mexico,from the requirementsof section 833 of the Revised 

tatutes; 

A bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the sup- 
port of the government of the Districtof Columbia for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes;” and 
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Pode 


( 


Be 


A joint resolution (S.R.57) directing the Secretary of W 
to: ppol 1f a commission of ¢ ynginee r tet xamine and re portupon 
the cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and D iluth and 


) 
oT) 


their entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, de- 
pen t foster mother. 

ALBERT E. REDSTONE 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1105) for the 


relief of Albert E. Redstone. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the 
of the gentleman from California for the present considerat 
of the bill indicat . by him? 


request 
ion 


Mr. SAYERS. Let the bill be read, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. BOWERS of rs alifornia. I will say to the gentleman that 


} this bill has passed the Senate, and has been favorably reported 


by the House committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the United States Treas 
ury not omeoutes appropriated, the sum of $1,800, to Albert E. Redstone, of 
Tulare County, Cal., for loss sustained by the incorporation of his preémp 


tion claim within the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tulare County 
Cal. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. [ask that the report in that case be read. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, the report is quite 
long, and I can explain the matter briefly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from California will 
make a statement as to the facts. 

Mr. HATCH. I trustthe gentleman from Alabama! Mr. 
LINGS] will not insist on having this long report read. 


Is there objection to the 


STAL- 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STALLINGS. 
Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Then [ will askfor the regular order, Mr. 


That is equivalent to an objec- 


tion. The regular order is the call of the committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to presenta 
| joint resolution from the Committee on Military Affairs, and | 


; ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
unless the demand for the 


That would not be permissible 
regular order should be withdrawn 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. This is a matter of public business, 
and [ ask the gentleman to withdraw the demand for the regu 


lar order so that this joint resolution may be considered at this 
time. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will withdraw the deman 
pose of having the matter considered which is cal 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. If the gentleman from Alabama withdraws bis de- 
mand, does not that bring up my bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An objection would defeat the 
particular. bili. The demand for the regular order would 
defeat all bills, and require the eallof the committees for 
ports. The withdrawal of the demand for the regular order 
with a view to permitting the House to consider the joint reso- 
lution presented by the gentleman from Illinois would only be 
equivalent to an objection to the particular bill called up by the 
gentleman from California. The Clerk will report the joint 
resolution for the consideration of which the gentleman from 
Illinois asks unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 185) for the appointment of Charles M. Anderson 


a member of the Board of Managers for the Homes for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers of the United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BLACK of Llinois. I ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. How many managers does this resolution 
propose to appoint? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. One. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There are three vacancies; and there 
lution reported from the committee as a substitute provides 
filling all three. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs tl 
that the committee reports a substitute for Ba original 
tion, and the substitute will now be read, »t to objection. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute 


the pur- 


1 for 
le up by th 


j 
ed 


re 
re 


30- 
for 
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Mr. BRODERICK. I think this resolution ehould be taken 

up when we have better opportunity to examine and discuss it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 

' objects: and the sascharaniee having been demanded, the Clerk 
will call the committees for reports. 


MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. BLACK of [llinois, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported as « substitute for joint resolution H, Kes. 179 and 
186 a joint resolution (H, Res, 193) to‘appoint three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldicrs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed 

The joint resolutions (H.Res.179 and 186) were, by unani- 
mous consent, Inid on the table, 


’ 


COLD WATER RESERVOIRS, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported as a substitute for House biil No. 6987 a bill (H.R. 7488) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for 
sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., for cold water 
reservoirs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, 
aud, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No, 6987 was by unanimous consent laid on the 
table, 

LAND POR MILITIA PURPOSES IN NORTH DAKOTA, 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Putlic Lands, re- 
a back favorably the bill (8.171) granting to the State of 

orth Dakota certain lands heretofore set apart as a wood res- 
ervation for Fort Totton military reservation for the use of the 
militia of North Dakota, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. It. 7440) to restore the 
pensions of widows in certain cases; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


HOMESTEAD RIGHTS. 


Mr. LATIMER, from tho Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported as a substitute for House bill No, 5268 a bill (H. RR. 7489) 
toamend section 3 of an act to withdraw certain public lands 
from private entry, and for other purposes, approved March 2, 
158); which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent, House bill No. 5268 was laid on the ta- 
ble. 

ANTIOPTION, 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mitttee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further | 


consideration of bills raising revenue. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. LIvINGSTON in the chair) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. Rt. 7007) regulatin 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options an 
futures, and imposing taxes thereon and — doalers therein, 

Mr. COOMBS, Mr. Chairman, the address of my colleague 
from New York [Mr. WARNER], submitted to the House yester- 
day, carried so many of the points with which I proposed to deal, 
that I have found it necessary to change the order of my re- 
marks, and omit many of the polnte that he treated so admirably. 
While I deplore the haves that this circumstance has brought 
to the symmetry of my speech, I must congratulate the House 
upon having been treated to so masterful, minute, complete, and 
truthful a description of the various classes of operations of the 
exchanges and bankers, which the authors of this bill claim are 
hurtful to the farmers, and which it is their object to correct or 
provent. 

You must have been struck, whatever your prejudices may be, 
with the admirable organization which wkillfully unites enter- 
prise and capital in the work of marketing the great staples of 
our country. 

You can not also have failed to observe the minute subdivision 
of the work resulting in bringing specially skilled men into the 
vorformance of each branch of it die arrangement for the elim- 
nation, as far as possible, of every risk, and the world-wide 
scope of its operations, 
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My colleague did his work so thoroughly that any attempted 
addition on my part would not add to your information, and 
would needlessly consume the time of the House. : 

[ shall therefore pass on to other matters. 

We are eoeae through a season of great business depression, 
It affects all classes, rich and poor; the farmer, the mamalncteren 
the mechanic, and the capitalist. There are very few failures, 
but a general paralysis of trade andenterprise. ‘This condition 
not only prevails in our own country but be general throughout 
the world. [have not, ina business experience extending through 
a period of forty years, during which time I have done business 
with nearly every nation on the globe, knowna time when some 
of them could not be pointed out as being prosperous. ‘To-day I 
do not know a single exception to the prevailing depression. [| 
shall not attempt to account for it; the globe seems to be swing- 
ing inacloud. I think that it can be fairly claimed that we are 
fully as prosperous asany nation, and moro prosperous than most 
of them. 

The business mean will not be greatly disturbed by this 
condition. He knows that it is only one of those periodical de- 
pressions that always follow seasons of prosperity, when com- 
merce and enterprise are resting, as nature rests in winter. He 
will account for its universality by the fact that thé commercial 
relations of nations are more interlocked than ever before; that 
when one suffers all must be affected. He believes that when 
overproduction has been consumed trade will again spring up, 
and the wheels of commerce and manufacture will again be mien 
motion. The machinery of commerce is not destroyed, but only 
working on half time, and is all ready and in good order to re- 
sume full operation when the proper time arrives. 

The man who has a pet theory and narrow views, the result 
of limited experience, will claim that all the difficulty arises 
from adisregard of the idea that he advocates. Soit happens that 
we are now deluged by a great number of crude suggestions as 
to what will most quickly remedy the evils of the times and re- 
store prosperity to the nation. ‘They find their advocates in 
Congress, and the bill now before the committee is one of them. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asked me yester- 
day, in reply toa question that I addressed to him, if I had 
studied the bill. L replied that [ had done so. I have studied 
its provisions carefully and, with a full knowledge of what he 
seeks to accomplish, am prepared to tell him without hesita- 
tion that it is absolutely impracticable. That even if the end 
that he seeks to accomplish were a desirable one, the mechan- 
ical defects are so glaring and so poorly adapted to existing con- 
ditions that they would defeat it, or so seriously cripple the 
operations of commerce as to justify its disregard from the be- 
ginning. You can no more subject the rushing, roaring cur- 
rents Of the business of the New York and Chicago exchanges, 
where hundreds of transactions involving millions of dollars are 
rushed through inaday, to the petty annoyances of this scheme, 
than youcan dam the floods of Niagara withone of his proposed 
revenue stamps. 

Now, I propose to come to the consideration of the report ac- 
companying the bill. Although it is divided into several heads 
it is all based upon the claim that speculative sales and resales 
of certain farm and plantation products have a tendency tolower 
| the prices of those products below the limits that they would 
| naturally maintain were there no such operations. Thatistheir 
| first claim. 

The report does not contend that these operations are in vio- 
lation of the laws of the several States in which they take place; 
} and the right of the General Gbvernment to interfere and im- 
pose pains and penalties on such transactions is based solely on 
the question of revenue that may be derived from the tax, or 
the sale of stamps, and the penalties collected. 

I see that no estimate is made of the amount of revenue that it 
is supposed will be collected under the operation of such a meas- 
ure. If the revenue bills now before Congress are sufficient to 
provide needed support for the Government, then this would be 
an excess of revenue and to that extent undemocratic. I shall 
deal with these propositions in the reverse order of their state- 
ment. 

I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman in charge 
of the bill will claim that revenue is the primary consideration, 
but will admit that it is a device to make possible an enactment 
overriding State laws and the practices permitted in the States 
under the State laws. 

A simple statement of this point should be sufficient to secure 
the attention of anyone who believes that legislation should not 
bo strained to accomplish a temporary purpose; that the Gen- 
eral Government should not by indirection seek to accomplish 
what it can not do under the plain and es interpretation of 
the Constitution, and that due regard should be paid to the laws 
of each State regulating its internal affairs. 
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The gentlemen making the report fail to state how the sup- 
pression of these ractices, that they so strongly condemn in 
this country—and I beg your attention oe to this point— 
will relieve the farmer and the planter from the results of the 
same practices and mode of doing business in the countries 
that consume our surplus, and practically set the prices, subject 
of course to the laws of supply and demand for not only our 
surplus but also for what we ourselves consume. 

They also fail to tell us how it ia that, notwithstanding all the 
manipulations that they so strongly condemn in regard to these 
products, our prices have never dillered, except by a very small 
margin, after calculating freights, from those that prevail in 
consuming countries. They claim that the prices in this coun- 
try are put down below their normal condition by the operation 
of our exchanges. And yet they do not explain, I repeat, why 
it is that there is no difference practically betweun our prices 
here and the prices on the commodities in consuming countries, 
They must either assume that the operations of our markets 
and exchanges control the markets of the world or they must 
yield the point and abandon theclaim that these practices in our 
markets unfavorably influence the prices. 

They also fail to tell us how the farmer and the planter are to 
be benefited by practically limiting the demand for their prod- 
ucts to a el circle of buyers. This would inevitably be the 
case where the artificial help to carry the crop is withdrawn 
and the demand is limited to the few rich capitalists who have 
the money to invest in the crops and the ability to hold them 
until they are required for consumption. 

They also failed to tell us, Mr. Chairman, why it is that the 
Consolidated Millers’ Association of the country, without an ex- 
ception, favor this law. They are buyers of wheat. Why do 
they favor the law? Fortunately, we are not left in ignorance 
upon this point, as they have, in moments of confidence, said 
that the price of wheat was too high, and that if speculative 
competition was withdrawn they would be able to deal with the 
farmers upon their own terms both as to prices and date of 
delivery. 

‘That statement, Mr. Chairman, was made to my own firm by 
the agent of the milling syndicate in the West. He was asked: 
“Why do you favor the antioption law?” and he said, ‘‘ We 
want to deal with the farmersdirectly. Weshall getour wheat 
cheaper, and we shall take it just as we want it.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. In that connection, why is it that flour 
is not included in that bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Because the millers wanted to be left to specu- 
late in futures, but to deny the privilege to the exchanges on 
these articles which go to make up their products, 

There is one omission that [ see inthis report, which appeared 
in the report of the former bill made to the Fifth-second Con- 
gress, but it was practically repeated by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri[{Mr. HavrcH] in his address yesterday. 

In the former report they stated that every speculative sale 
supplanted the sale of an equal amount of the real product, and 
renueed its price proportionately. in that same report it ap- 
peared that fifty times the product of the country was actually 
sold upon the exchanges. 

Take the two things together, gentlemen, the statement that 
evory fictitious sale made had the same effect as though that was 
real wheat produced. Consequently, as wheat was at that time 
under what they call these unfavorable conditions, selling upon 
the exchanges at 80 cents a bushel, it should, according to that 
claim, have sold at $40 a bushel had these unfavorable condi- 
tions been removed. 

ow, I submit, gentlemen, that if that is the style of reason- 
ing which underlies the conception of this bill, that it is very 
unsafe for us to follow it; that it does not furnish us assurance 
enough of wisdom in its conception to warrant us in perfecting 
it into legislation. They will not deny that this one reason is 
their sole basis for this proposed legislation; if they have any 
other I now call upon them for it. if I have in that simple cal- 
culation proved the absurdity of it I may reasonably hope that 
it will have some influence upon your votes. 

We are told that the agricultural interests of the country are 
in avery depressed condition, that the farmers are very much 
dissatisfied, and demand this legislation. It is very difficult to 
tell whether this statement is true or not, for, unfortunately, the 
farmer has become a bone of contention between rival political 
parties, and statements are not always made with the finest re- 
gard for accuracy. 

The farmer, or the imaginary farmer, has become a political 
factor. Thereare in my mind, gentlemen, twoclasses of farmers; 
that is, there is a class that I will call the farmer of the politi- 
clan, the imaginary farmer that he has set up for his political 
purposes. He isanarrow, cramped man, looking with jaundiced 
eyes upon the world, prejudiced, ready to accept any advantage 
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that they can offer him, whether it is honest or dishonest. He is 
set up upon every public platform,and patted on the back and 
cried over. He is like the stuffed figure ata wake. Hoe is car- 
ried around in processions, and becomes an article of trade and 
commerce for the politician. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption for 
a moment? I should like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if he is quoting now the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. COOMBS. No; I have nothing that he has said or writ- 
ten in my mind. [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, this is not my ideaof the farmer. I will tell 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SiBLEY] what. my idea 
of the farmer has always been. I remember the farmer as the 
pioneer of civilization; [ remember him as the man who hewed 
the road into the forest, who beat back the hordes of savages, 
who climbed the mountains and went through their passes, who 
carried civilization to the prairie and to the valley. I remem- 
ber him and picture him as an aggressive man, accustomed to 
self-reliance, ready and willing to bear his full share of the ills 
of life without murmuring or complaint. 

I do not look upon him as a narrow-minded man, who is nat- 
urally full of prejudices against everything that is Eastern. You 
for your own reasons have tried to make him so, but I do not be- 
lieve that you havesucceeded. The farmer of the Westand the 
planter of the South are the natural allies of the merchant 
of the East. For while they are cutting the paths for civiliza- 
tion in the forest and mountains, subduing the prairies and the 
secluded valleys and covering them with waving harvests, his 
brother the merchant of the East, is opening the paths of com- 
merce to every market in the world to dispose of his produc- 
tions. 

Their interests are mutual, and their natural alliance should 
not be destroyed by meddling politicians for selfish purposes. 
I do not believe that the farmer is pleased with the pictures of 
him that are presented to the people of the East, and that are 
constantly held up in Congress. He will some day, ifhe does 
not now, resent it and hurl from power the men who misrepre- 
sent him. 

We all know that there is a great falling off in prices of agri- 
cultural products, but there has also been a falling off in the 
paon of all other products, and there is no doubt that while he 

1as suffered by the falling off of prices, he has also profited by 
this decline to a corresponding Raves, and in many cases to a 
far greater degree. 

I do not think that it will be denied by the advocates of this 
bill that the farmer could to-day buy more agricultural imple- 
ments of a better class, more clothing, more supplies, for-the 
Same quantity of wheat than he could in the year 1860. They 
who produce these things that he buys have been correspond- 
ingly benefited by their ability to buy theagricultural products 
that they consume at a much less price. 

A bale of cotton to-day in the South will buy more bacon and 
other food, as well as agricultural implements, than it would 
in the olden times. Some gentlemen upon this floor who 
represent the cotton-growing sections of the South have told 
me so. 

The gentleman from Nebraska[Mr. BRYAN] yesterday, in an- 
swer to my question, admitted this, and seeing the force of the 
argument and the danger of the admission, turned to the ques- 
tion of the debt upon the farm. It was a confession of weak- 
ness. 

I do not think that you who listened to his reply were particu- 
larly impressed by his fairness. The merchant in the city, the 
mechanic in the village, and the manufacturer all have mort- 
gages upon their property; and why should the hardship in one 
case be considered as greater than in another. There are un- 
doubtedly cases of great hardship, particularly to those farmers 
who have from lack of foresight hinted in sections of the coun- 
try where soil is poor, irrigation imperfect, and where, as in 
some portions of Kansas, they can only average a crop once in 
three years. But certainly these extremo cases, which could 
have been prevented by wise foresight, should not be taken as 
types in judging of the condition of agriculture generally. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
the gentleman from New York to say that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] in his speech on yesterday had admitted 
there never was a time in the history of the country when the 
product of a bale of cotton would buy more of bacon, a great 
article of consumption with the people of the South, or more 
mess _— than now. If the gentleman made that admission, 
he did not know anything about the facts in the case. For the 
last two years cotton has sold for 6+ and 7 cents a pound, and 
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mess pork has sold at $19 to $20 a barrel and bacon from 12 to 18 
cents a pound. 

Mr. COOMBS. ‘Then certainly the farmer of the West has 
no reason to complain of the price of his product. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. That is what Southern men 
had to pay e 

Mr. SIBLEY. And it was the bankers who got that money 
and not the men who raised the pork. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether he believes this bill can do any harm to the merchant 
who is doing a legitimate business? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will answer that further on. 

Mr. Chairman, I will send to the Clerk’s desk an editorial from 
the St. Louis Republic of May 29, which I desire to have read. 
[t is a thoughtful article and well worthy of the consideration of 
those Democrats who are ready tolower the standard of Democ- 
racy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TO DEAL WITH POPULISM, 


There are Democratic pollticlans who think that the party must take a 
great deal of pains to prevent the growth of the People’s party in Demo- 
cratic States 

As far as the Populists are Socialists, any Democratic effort to win them 
over would be a futility from the start. The Democratic party must be born 
again, and born very different, if it is to ever be a success as a teacher of So- 
Clalism 

The average Populist is not a Socialist at all. 
who is beginning to learn politics. 
tion is socialism. 

It corresponds With the religious stage of tho tribes who attribute to their 
ido)s unlimited virtues and powers, and pray effusively until continued dis- 
appointment brings on @ general smashing of images. It will not be long 
now before the leaders who are professional Socialists will be unable to col- 
lect railroad fare and lecture fees. 

The American voter quickly aren faith in Socialistic promises. 
See how soon the ultra Socialist leaders were compelled to putland loans 
and subtreasuries in the background. See how little there is now of vast 
Treasury note issues in their speeches. They are reduced to dependence on 
& Variation of the Democratic idea of free silver coinage. Before long they 
will be trying to follow along after the progress of their own rank and file 
to the straight Democratic platform of free coinage at a bimetallic ratio. 


He is a natural Democrat 
The alphabet stage of political educa- 


Populism has been a real force only in old Republican States—Nebraska, 
Kansas, Colorado, and Nevada. Weaver and Donnelly have had nocounter- 
parts in the old Democratic States. The rise of Populism, like the rise of 
the Coxeys and Kelleys, can be understood by eae the centralization of 

c 


the war period and the subsequent efforts of Republican Federalists to im- 
pose war centralization as a permanent policy of American Government. 

A strong, centralized government er a& weak people. Faith in 
socialism presupposes a people politically blind 

In States which have been long Democratic, the people know too much to 
believe in any of the idols of centralization or socialism. They are not 
fooled by protection, by war debts, by irredeemable money, by Government 
support and ownershipof labor, or byany of the other beauties the central- 
izers exploit. No further experience is needed to teach them that govern- 
ment, from the town to the nation, can do no more than to spend money 
first deducted from the earnings of labor. 

Every Democrat is clear about that truth, and the man who has reached 
=> far Z not going to be deceived about what a Government’s limitations 
Bhould be. 

He is not going to suppose that a partly socialized Government which has 
beenan ee pe under the Republicans will become a blessing when still 
more socialized and under Weaver, PEFrEeR, Mrs. Diggs, Waite, Lewelling, 
and SIMPSON, Who have the bad doctrines of the Republicans, with muc 
less capacity and experience in the practical conduct of business. 

The Democratic party need not worry about the spread of Populism. Let 
it stick to its tried and proved principles and to its habit of plain, sensible 
government. All the healthy minds among the Populists will come to it. 
The unhealthy minds will remain socialistic and either join the Republicans 
or hold out for their own somewhat more advanced form of centralization. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is that from the New 
York World? 

Mr.COOMBS. Itis from the St. Louis Republic. 

It has always been understood to be a distinctive feature of 
Democratic policy to interfere as little as possible in the domes- 
tic and business affairs of the people. 

It has always insisted upon State’s rights, and the policy of 
leaving to the people the working out of their own fortunes, 
unaided and unhindered by governmental interference. 

We still believe that that is the only safe policy for our Re- 
public; its effect is to build up our trade and industries upon a 
natural and true basis, and to cultivate in the people a spirit of 
manly self-reliance. While it entails some temporary disadvan- 
tages, they are far outweighed by the evils that would result 
from a departure from such a wise system. 

The temptation to legislate to meet temporary emergencies 
of trade or condition are very frequent, but should be resisted, 
for it is a hopless task to undertake to followand regulate them 
in their swiftly changing relations; they are too subtie for such 
crude machinery, and once entered upon, create demands from 
80 many conflicting interests that it will be impossible to satisfy 
them. The equilibrium oncedisturved by artificial interference 
works untold injury to every interest, not excepting the par- 
ticular one that we attempt to benefit. 

If we resist the temptation and remain loyal to our concep- 
tion of the true functions of government, the difficulties will ad- 
just themselves or disappear under the operations of the un- 
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written laws of trade, conflict of 


natural forces. 

Our party has heretofore been true to this idea, and I tryst 
will not now ignore its record. 7 

The Republican party has stood as the representative of op- 
posite views on this question, the most conspicuous oxample 
of which has been in the practice of the doctrine of protection. 
whereby it was sought to build upour producersand manufac. 
turers by imposing discriminating duties upon the products of 
other countries. 

This was an attractive doctrine until the people began to un- 
derstand that they were all being taxed indirectly for the beno- 
fit of special classes—when they rebelled against it and hurled 
that party from power. Events that are occurring at this time 
prove to us that it came too late to prevent a dangerous peryer- 
sion of public sentiment and an injury to the quality of our citi- 
zenship. 

The giving of bounties to one class not only demoralized them 
and sapped their self-reliance, but led to demands from all other 
classes and gave birth toa brood of political heresies that are 
antagonistic to the simpleconception of government entertained 
by the founders of the Republic. 

We are asked for subtreasuries and Government loans to in- 
dividuals; unlimited issue of sweet and Government employ- 
ment of all of the unemployed; so-called armies march from all 
sections of the country upon Washington to enforce their de- 
mands upon Congress. All of this indicates that socialism has 
taken root in our midst, and that it is dangerous to proceed fur- 
ther in the direction of class legislation. 

The Populist party to-day is the outgrowth of the Republican 
policy of paternalism, and is the natural ally of the Republican 
party, and as such it and its theories are to be fought, and not 
adopted by the Democracy. 

lam, therefore, very sorry to see this bill, which is a part of 
the faulty policy of paternalism, introduced into this House and 
pressed for adoption by so sterling a Democrat as the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

It is clearly an attempt to legislate in the supposed interests 
of a certain class, and is the first break of Democracy in that 
direction. 

It proves that even our Democratic blood has been poisoned 
by the virus of paternalism. It would have been much more 
natural that this measure should haye emanated from the other 
side of the Hall, for it is a natural outgrowth of their policy. 

Government must not be encouraged to further encroach upon 
the domain of the people; class legislation must ceaseif we wish 
to preserve our institutions and beat back the hordes of social- 
ism which are clamoring for recognition. 

When a false step is taken, and special privilegesare accorded 
to any class, we find by experience that it is very difficult to re- 
trace it. The battle that is to-day going on in this Capitol 
should be a sufficient warning. Every inch of ground held by 
the privileged class is being contested, and a defeat of the de- 
mands of the people seems imminent. 

My experience as a merchant has given me great respect for 
the laws and regulations governing the commerce of the world, 
as well as for the machinery for carrying it on, that has been 
created to mest its necessities as they have arisen, and to fa- 
cilitate its operations. 

That organization is the growth of centuries, and has by uni- 
versal acceptance readily adapted itself to changed conditions. 

When produce, consumption, and operations were small, it was 
much simpler; with the intrease of production and consumption, 
aswell as enlarged intercourse broughtabout by steam and elec- 
tricity, it has become niore complicated, but has thoroughly 
adapted itself to the work of carrying on the enormous com- 
merce and moving the immense crops of the world with tho 
comparatively small cash capital in existence. 

Organization, credit, and confidence have more than quad- 
rupled the working power of the money of the world, because 
they are universal in their operations, ignoring nationalities 
and boundary lines; a partial realization of the dream of the 
brotherhood of mankind. I can not, therefore, look with any 
oes upon the extremely unwise legislation proposed in 
this bill. 

Its inevitable effect will be to throw us out of harmony and 
relations with the highly organized commercial machinery of 
the world; drive from us a large amount of the capital which is 
used and isnecessary in moving our crops; and force us to stand 
in this day, when all mankind is seeking closer relations with 
one another, solitary and alone. 


(Mr. SIBLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, in the district which I have 
the honor to represent, and in which I reside, is located the Chi- 


intelligent self-interest, and 
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cago Board of Trade. Its members for the most part are my 

My 
eloquent champion of their cause tospeak for them here to-day. 
For many years I was myself a member of that organization, 
and what I shall say now will be from personal knowledge and 
from information born of an experience on that board. 

While I shall say nothing about ‘ oaks,” nor ‘ flowers,” nor 
‘‘hullfrogs,” nor indulge in any flights of eloquence such as we 
have just listened to, yet I hope to present for your considera- 
tion a few practical thoughts bearing directly upon this subject, 
and to which I most respectfully invite and crave your atten- 
tion. And before entering directly upon the argument which I 
wish to make in opposition to this bill, I will take the present 
opportunity to correct some of the errors into which the chair- 
man Of the committee [Mr. HATCH] seems to have fallen, and to 
which he gave utterance in his opening speech of yesterday. 
Says the gentleman: 


Now, in every board of trade in the Unite& States there is an obligation 
on theseller of these commodities named to deliver them at the designated 
time; there isan obligation on the part of the purchaser to receive them 


And in this bill there is not another provision that does not hinge around 
that one great principle of the measure. The only difference in the world 
between this bill and the regulations of the Chicago Board of Trade, or any 
other board of trade in the United States, is that this bill, if enacted into 
law. will compel that delivery in good faith and honestly, while to-day these 
bonrds of trade, after making their own rules, have builded up a system of 
evading those rules by allowing the transaction to be consummated without 
the delivery of a single pound or ounce of what is sold under the contract. 

{ again challenge any gentleman on this floor to produce the regulations 


rsonal friends, and I may well regret that they have not amore | 


{ interest and has inured to his benefit 


or charter of any board of trade in the United States that do not contain | 


such a provision; and then I challenge him to deny that the provision is 
violated in that board of trade every day and every hour. 


Why, my friend can not mean this! If he is at all conversant 
with the principles of trading on the Chicago Board of Trade 
he can not mean that the rules of that body do not provide for 
constint settlement of trades between its members without the 
making of an actual delivery of the produce in every case, and 
if he is wrong in that particular he is in serious error tocharge 
that the rule in question ‘‘is violated in that board of trade 
every day and every hour.” To be sure the rules do provide 
for actual delivery when it is demanded by the buyer and that 
rule is most faithfully upheld, but another rule of the board of 
trade, which it seems impossible he should have overlooked, 
provides for offsets orsettlements of the same by mutual consent 
of the parties to the transaction and is as follows (Rule XXII, 
section 6): 

In case it shall appear that the delivery of any outstanding trade or con- 
tract between mnembers of the association may be offset by some other cor- 


responding trade or contract made by the parties with other members of the 
association, and the parties to such trade or contract, or their authorized 


agents, consent tosuch offset, such trade or contract shall be deemed to have | 


been settled,and any balance between the current market value of the prop- 
erty covered by such trade or contract, and the several contract prices shall 
be due and payable immediately by the parties from whom such balance 
may be due to the party entitled to receive the same under his contract, etc. 


There is no occasion, therefore, for any appeal to Congress for 
the enforcement of this particular rule of the Chicago Board of 
Trade. The trouble with all these gentlemen seems to be that 
they seem determined to confound the trading in futures, which 
is the legitimate part of the business on the board, with options, 
which is the illegitimate species of business engaged in, it is 
true, by certain members of the board, but not recognized under 
its rules. Nor is relief granted in, nor any control exercised by 
the board over such transactions. 

There can be no possible objection made to legislation which 
will prohibit this species of illegitimate trading, if national leg- 
islation to cover gambling of this nature is desirable at all, and 
at the proper time I shall offer an amendment to eliminate 
everything in this bill pertaining to futures, so that it may apply 
solely and only to the illegitimate dealing in what is known as 
‘* options.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, so much has been said upon this subject, 
so much has been printed in the way of testimony taken by com- 
mittees of Congress and otherwise, that at first blush one is quite 
prepared to believe that we have had enough of it, and that the 
time is ripe for a vote and final disposition of the bill. Ido not 
believe this to be so. 

It is true the agitation of this question two years ago was fought 
with some good, inasmuch asitled to a study of the subject such 
as the producing classes particularly have never before given to 
it, and as an educator it was something of a success, so much sd 
that I confidently expect, as the sequel of the present discussion, 
not an immediate result, a full and complete indorsement of the 
system, at present in vogue on our great exchanges, by every 
farming constituency represented in this House. 

It isa system that can not be discussed or deliberated over 
too freely nor too extensively—it will stand the search-light of 
investigation and scrutiny, for it is founded upon principles of 
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produ Legislation, therefore, 


, 
uncalied for, and 


er as well as to the consumer. 


as proposed, is entirely unnec 
} ' 


S 3 


1 
sary, 
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Now what is this system of trading in futures which it is pr 

posed under this bill to curtail, if not to absolutely annihilate? 
Nothing more nor less than the buying and selling of pr 

ucts for thirty, sixty, ninety days or more, as the case ma 


] 
i- 


0 


De, 


with the cost of storage, interest, and insurance added to the 
cash price —the article to be paid for when delivered. 
During the interim between the time when the goods are 


bought or sold and when they are delivered, both buyer and 
seller are, under the rules of the exchanges, protected in their 
trades by the deposit of margins when called for, as a guarantee 
against any change in the market price, and the trade is thereby 
protected until the delivery takes place, or until the trade is 
closed by cancellation or settlement. This is all there is to it, 
and the system is not only a legitimate and healthy one, but af- 
fords the producer better prices, ¢4nd was conceived in his 
as I will endeavor to 
show. 

Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allotted to me in this 
debate, I can hardly hope to do more than to reiterate well- 
known and well-understood principles of trade as practiced on 


| the great exchanges of the world; principles born of experience, 


and as well understood by our great merchants as are the un- 
derlying foundations of advanced medical or engineering sci- 
ence by the great masters in those honored professions: princi- 


| ples as well understood by the merchant as are the principles of 


corn and cotton raising by the farmer and planter. Merchants, 
as a rule, make poor farmers, and the converse of this proposi- 
tion is equally true, be4 that their interests lie along the same 
lines is undoubted. 

The present Secretary of Agriculture hit it about right when 
he said the farmer needs protection—‘‘ protection from his so- 
called friends.” Before taking his seatas a member of the Pres- 
ident’s Cabinet he is reported to have made the following state- 
ment: 

From a reported interview with Hon. J. Sterling Morton, 
early in 1893): 


WhileI am not a protectionist in the usual acceptation of the word, I be- 
lieve the farmer needs protection; he needs protection from his so-called 
friends. He should be saved from some of the fallacies which seem to be 
believed by a large number of them. One of them is the Hatch antioption 
bill. It has been said that the great majority of the supporters of the bill 
are farmers. I think they should be its opponents. The exchanges which 
the bill aims to destroy are of advantage to the farmers; their daily work 
ings tend to stimulate the prices. If there were no exchanges the big dea 
ers would practically put their own price on the farmers’ products, and the 
farmers would be compelled to accept them. 

The farmer has peculisr ideas. and those ideas need changing; ace 
kind of education would not do him any harm at all. 
economic fallacies. 


uit 


rt 
He needs saving from 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this is precisely what the farmer needs, 
so far as this proposed legislation isconcerned. He needs “ sav- 
ing from economic fallacies.” 

The Lord knows he needs more than this, but if there is one 
thing that he does not need it isa further contraction of the 
markets of the country such as this legislation would cause. 
The trouble with the producer is not in the system by which 
and through which his products are marketed, but as is thec 
with all other commodities when prices decline, because of an 
overproduction of his product. 

When through the operation of natural laws things gowrong, 
we are quite likely, if we be the parties interested, to hit upon 
something in the social or economical system that is at fault. 
This was the case in 1892. The people of this country, or a ma- 
jority of them, thought we needed a change in the political con- 
trol of the country; but it will be observed that when changes 
are made because everything does not seem to go right with us 
the experiment is usuallya failure. The present system of deal- 
ing in farm products is no more responsible for the prevailing 
low prices than was the Secretary of the Navy responsible for 
the sinking of the Kearsage a few weeks ago, or than was my 
friend, Mr. BOUTELLE, for the hauling down of the American 
flag at Hawaii last year. 

if wheat gets down to 50 cents in the Chicago market it will be 
because there is too much of it in the country. 

It would indicate that for the present at least the limit of pro- 
duction has been reached, and¢hat the export demand for our 
surplus has ceased. We need not be told that at 50 cents per 
bushel in Chicago for No. 2 spring wheat the product can not be 
raised; indeed, it is doubtful if 60 cents a bushel in that market 
would cover the cost of production on many western farms. A\|- 


+ 


though the report of the Senate committee, of which Senator 
PEFFER was chairman, and which devoted considerable time to 
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the investigation of the subject, has this to say »mong other 
things on that subject: 


Competition among farmers affects prices just as competition in other de- 
partments of industry affects values in those departments. There is a kind 
of competition among grain farmers that does not affect prices locally or 

enerally—what has been known as ‘*‘bonanza’’ farming, as it is carried on 

y men who operate on large tracts of land acquired when land values were 
low. ‘his method of farming has brought the cost of producing wheatdown 
to about 35 cents a bushel on an averagein Northand South Dakota. When 
it is considered that the market price of our surplus wheat is fixed in Liver- 

001, and the export price to a large extent controls the price for which it 
s sold in thehome market, it is readily seen that large quantities of 35-cent 
wheat thrown on the market must have a depressing effect on the general 
average of profits in wheat farming. In California (says the report) under 
the improved methods of plowing, seeding, and harvesting, the.cost of pro- 
ducing a bushel of wheat has been reduced to about 22 cents on an average 
crop. 


But I shall not attempt to analyze or explain the causes for 
the existing depression in values for farm products further than 
to maintain that it is not due to the system of trading employed 
on our exchanges. 

During the panic of last year, from April to December, there 
was a decline in the price of wheat, corn, and cotton of 17 per 
cent, 13 per cent and 6 per cent respectively, but in the same 
time the decline in wool, print cloths, and brown sheetings 
amounted to 234 per cent, 24 per cent, and 20 per cent respec- 
tively. 

Surely this decline in wheat, corn, and cotton, amounting rela- 
tively to but little more than half that of the latter articles 
named during the same period, will not be attributed to the 
method of trading employed on our large exchanges. May we 
not rather believe the converse of this proposition to be true, 
and that pricesforfarm products may have been better sustained 
through the panic by reason of this very system which is now so 
harshly condemned by the advocates of this bill? 


The testimony of those competent to judge (and I will remind 
the chairman of the committee of what was said by the presi- 
dent of the New York Cotton Exchange during the hearings on 
this subject) is thatactive speculation conduces to higher prices. 
More business is done on higher markets than on low ones; or 
to put itin another way, the more active the trading the higher 
are prices. As the president of the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change put it: ‘‘ There is very little doing on a declining mar- 
ket, but great activity on an advancing market.” 

Now, this does not mean that active speculation makes higher 
prices; but it does refute the idea which some people still seem 
to entertain, that it tends to depress prices. 

It is a favorite theory—but poor argument because so easily 
refuted—that the selling of the crop several times over produces 
lower values; that from the beginning to the end of these sales 
for future delivery, through some legerdemain or manipulation 
by the traders themselves, prices are held down below their 
normal level, and that the farmer is thus deprived of a fair and 
legitimate return for his products. One needs but to exercise 
ordinary intelligence and study the market reports of the past 
to satisfy himself of the fallacy of this proposition. 

This question was raised during the hearings of the commit- 
tee,and I shall take occasion to refer to it later on in my re- 
marks, for it involves the principle of short selling and all the 
alleged iniquities chargeable thereto. 

I will simply refer here to one case of thousands that could be 
mentioned—the case referred to by a member of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange—where in one season future sales of cotton 
for November delivery were made at 64 cents a pound, though 
when November came around the actual value of cotton was 104 
cents. 

The fact must not be lost sight of in all this discussion that 
for every seller there must be a corresponding buyer. I refer 
to this now because in all the arguments in favor of this bill it 
will be noticed that the seller is the party whois always referred 
to while nothing is said about the buyer. As though the crop, 
for instance, could be sold over and over again without its being 
bought over and over again! So that if the seller's interest is 
to depreciate values there isalways acorresponding buyer inter- 
ested in appreciating values. 

Now, from the report accompanying this bill we learn the ob- 
jects sought by the proposed legislation to be: First, to obtain 
revenue. At this time (says the report) additional revenue is 
desirable and imperative. Unlike former bills reported to the 
House covering the subjects embraced in this measure, it will 
more surely and steadily provide a constant revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, and that withoutan additional corps of revenue officers 
and at a minimum cost for its collection. 

‘*To obtain revenue.” The bill provides that for every 1,000 
bushels of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and barley actually delivered— 
for none can be bought that is not delivered—there shall be a 
tax of 1 cent (1 cent for selling and 1 centfor buying). Now, let 
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us see what that would amount to in the way of revenue. I 


Chicago last year the total receipts were as follows: . 


Bushels, 
35, 355, 101 
91, 255, 154 
84, 289, 886 

1, 707, 072 
13, 345, 845 


Or a total of 225, 953, 058 


which at a taxof 2 cents per thousand bushels, and a 2 cent rey- 

enue stamp on every 5,000 bushels would have amounted to the 
munificent sum of $6,326.68 on grain handled at Chicago. 

Let us see what this would be in New York City, at which 

place the total receipts of— 
Bushels. 

48, 777, 985 

19, 436, 610 

O 29,597, 902 

556, 178 

3, 806, 195 


102, 174, 870 


Barley 


Total 


The revenue under this bill from the city of New York would, 
therefore, have amounted to the fabulous sum of $2,860.88. 

Now, clearly, this is just what we would come to if this bill 
were enforced, because speculation would cease absolutely if its 
provisions were regarded, and but one sale of the produve would 
be effected. Think of it, $6,326.68 collected in Chicago and $2,- 
860.88 at New York as the total tax on grain that would have 
been paid into the United States Treasury in 1893 to recoup its 
depleted and vacuous condition! ‘‘Additional revenue is desir- 
able and imperative at this time,” says the committee. What 
statesmanship! What breadth of mind to conceive so grand a 
scheme for enriching the Treasury of this great country: 

Why, the members of the Chicago Board of Trade contribute 
more to charity every year than this entire revenue would come 
to, and [have nodoubt the same is true of the Produce Exchange 
merchants at New York. Thirteen thousand nine hundred and 
eighteen dollars was the amount raised on the Chicago Board of 
Trade, by voluntary subscriptions, for charitable purposes dur- 
ing 1893, besides large cuales of meat and of flour. (See page 
39, Report of Chicago Board of 'Trade for 1893.) 

Many acity and town throughout the West and the South, 
which has been stricken at some time with flame, or floed, or 
disease, has received its first responses for succor and help from 
the big-hearted, big-brained, generous men who constitute the 
membership of our board of trade. Appeals of this kind have 
never fallen upon deaf ears in the great temple of exchange at 
Chicago! 

How consistent the bill, its provisions, and its promoters are 
can be best judged from the fact that it purposes first to stop 
speculation, and then second, to get arevenue which, to amount 
toanything‘atall, would be predicated upon the aggregate of busi- 
ness done before speculation had ceased. It is the great double- 
action project of the day! The gun may “ go off,” gentleman, 
but its ‘‘ kick” will be worse thanthe discharge. Ifspeculation 
were continued on present lines revenue would result, otherwise 
not; therefore, if the purpose be to obtain revenue, the other 
provisions of the bill must be ignored. Clearly, the bill is not 
a revenue bill! 

The second alleged object for which this legislation is sought, 
viz, to enable the producer to realize higher prices for his 
product is, in my judgment, purely mythical, and a condition 
which legislation is powerless to accomplish. That section of 
the report reads as follows: 


Second. To relieve the producer of the destructive competition to which 
he is now subjected by the offering, upon exchanges, of illimitable quanti- 
ties of flat or fictitious products by those who do not intend to and can not 
terminate the contract by actual delivery of the articles which they pre- 
tend to offer and sell. 


If special legislation were needed at all it would be in the di- 
rection of broadening, not contracting, the markets of the 
world. What the producer wants is a large number of buyers, 
anywhere, everywhere, at all times, the worldover. An active, 
ready market in which he can sell his products at whatever 
time and to whomsoever he pleases, whether for prompt or for 
future delivery. Competition in this can not in the very nature 
of things be destructive to his interests. 

But it is charged that unlimited offerings of produce by those 
who do not intend to and can not terminate the contract by act- 
ual delivery tend to depress the market, and results in a lower 
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level of values. Why, this is the sheerest nonsense, and in both 
respects. There can be no unlimited amount of selling without 
equivalent purchases. For every pound or bushel sold there is 
a pound or bushel bought. The one offsets the other so far as 
that factor is concerned. And to talk about the sellers being 
unable to terminate the contract by actual deliveries is equally 
absurd, for the property must be delivered, and in the month 
specified, if it be demanded by the buyer. 

It is in evidence before the committee that under the rules 
governing transactions in the various exchanges in the country, 
actual deliveries are contemplated in every contract made be- 
tween trades. A seller is bound to deliver the specified quality 
or grade of products sold to the amount contracted for if the 
buyer insists upon it, and these rules are recognized in the vari- 
ous State courts having jurisdiction. It is only for the conveni- 
ence of trade that buyer and seller alike agree to daiiy settle- 
ments of trade where such is possible, rather than to postpone 
such settlement to the month for which delivery in the contract 
called for, and it is this right of clearing-house settlements that 
is contended for by the various exchanges of the country, and 
which the very necessities of the trade demand! 

It would be as reasonable for the banks to demand a delivery 
of currency on every check passed through their clearing house, 
as to ask for the actual delivery of commodities in every case 
on our exchanges! 

If there be any suspicious member in this presence who does 
not believe that an actual delivery is contemplated in every in- 
stance let him send his order to Chicago or New York for the 
purchase of five or ten thousand bushels of July wheat. If he 
does not find it necessary to write his check on the Ist day of 
July for the value of that wheat it will be simply because he has 
ordered his broker to sell that wheat in the meantime. 

The best answer, perhaps, that can be made to the charge 
that the producer suffers from ‘‘ destructive competition caused 
by the offering of illimitable quantities of fiat or fictitious prod- 
ucts upon our exchanges, etc.,” is that made by the directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, which is as follows: 


Actual experience daily demonstrated in the leading markets of the coun- 
try shows this int to be poorly taken. Inthe market of Chicago, the 
largest speculative grain center in the world, ‘‘destructive oe, (as 
it is termed) clearly shows in results. Wheat there, where “short selling’ 
is indulged, is relatively higher than all other markets of this country (with 
the exception of the milling centers of Minneapolis and Duluth) by from 1 
to8cents per bushel, and higher relatively than any foreign market by 
from 3 to 6cents per: bushel. 


What further evidence can be needed torefute this preposter- 
ous statement? The claim was not avery ingenuous one at best, 
and has been readily met by the statement just quoted. 

The third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh enumerated ob- 
jects sought by the proposed legislation are one and the same 
thing—each clothed in a little variation of language—as in the 
third and sixth sections, forexample—and the whole evidently 
intended to be an elaborate, if notemphatic protest against that | 
concentration of supposed iniquities, ‘‘ short selling.” 
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Those sections of the report are as follows: 


Third. Torestore to the law of supply and demand that free action which 
has been destroyed by the practice of ‘* short selling,’’ which practice has of 
recent years become the one mode of determining the price of such agricul- 
tural staples as can be graded, while the ordinary methods of commerce are 
found to suffice for those which cannot. By the practice of “‘ shortselling,”’ 
now so common upon the exchanges, where not to exceed one-tenth of the 
grains grown is marketed, prices are determined for the entire product, and 
often months in advance of sowing the seed, thus despoiling the farmer and 

lanter of that voice in fixing the price to be received for the product of his 

abor and capital which is accorded to other producers. 

Fourth. at market quotations, now made by the limitless offers of flat 
Se by the “short seller,” regardless of the volume of actual products 

n existence, may again be determined by the offerings of real products by 
the owners thereof, or by those who have uired from such owner the 
right to the future possession of the articles offered, or can terminate their 
contracts by actual delivery, and thereby limit, to the amount actually ex- 
istant, the offerings of the staple products of the farm. 

Fifth. To prevent the overloading of domestic markets and the breaking 
down of prices of farm products by ‘‘short sales”’ made by foreign mer- 
chants for the purpose of insuring them against possible loss on purchases 
of Indian, Egyptian, South Amerian, Australian, and Russian produce, 
whereby the American farmer and planter are made underwriters of com- 
mercial risks of the European, by whom no bonus or premium is paid for 
oy ee risks that destroy the value of our products. 

Sixth. That by restoring the functions of the law of supply and demand 
now inoperative by reason of the limitless offers of the ‘short seller,’’ a 
measure of relief will be given and prosperity partially restored to the arene 
class constituting more than 40 per cent of our population who inhabit the 
farms, and whose declining prosperity your committee believe is due in no 
inconsiderable degree to the practice of “short selling,’ whereby the prices 
of the products of the farm have been determined and fixed, during recent 
years, at an unremunerative level. 

Seventh. To restore to the producer an honest market and such prices as 
will follow the unfettered operations of the law of supply and demand, 
which the committee believe will be sufficiently remunerative to restore, in 

art, the power of the farmer and planter to purchase the product of forge, 

actory, and mill, and thus bring prosperity to the artisan, manufacturer, 
distributer, and transporter. 


Any suggestion to the effect that restricted legislation is de- 
sirable in the marketing of the world’s products, and preferable 
to the ordinary and natural course of trade as a regulator to the 
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law of supply and demand, is, I believe, wholly unsound in prin- 


ciple, and not justified by any law of economics. 

As bearing directly upon this proposition I want, first, to call 
the committee’s attention to the following quotation from 
‘*Denslow on the Principles of Economic Philosophy,” which I 
borrow from the able discussion of this subject by Messrs. La- 
tham, Alexander & Co., of New York, showing the value of ex- 
changes to trade. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A market rises into its highest efficiency and value when it concentrates 
into one focus so large a portion of the buyers and sellers of a certain com- 
modity as to become, in conjunction with one or two other markets of the 
same kind, an authoritative standard of prices of the articles in which it 
deals for all buyers and sellers through the world. By aid of the quick in- 
telligence which the telegraph supplies, and the swift transportation which 
steam affords, the whole world is converted into one market, having one 
price subject only to cost of transportation of the product between the 
points for which the price is quoted and all other points. Such markets are 
the Bourse of Paris for stocks and securities, the London Stock Exchange, 
as Well as the London Produce Exchange, the Liverpool and New York Cot- 
ton exchanges, the New York Stock Exchange, Produce Exchange and Real 
Estate Exchange, and formerly the Gold Room and the boards of trade 
(grain and provision exchange) of Chicago, in conjunction with those of 
other Western cities and that of Liverpool. 

In the sale of carriages, pianos, jewelry, clothing, and other things which 
do not admit of such an authoritative contest over the price, there is great 
inequality in the price at which two persons in the same city, on the same 
day, may buy two things of the same kind and of equal value. Hence there 
is great cheating insuch trading. One may pay 8200 for a watch which an- 
other buys for 8100. Thereis nostandard. In all these grades of goods long 
credits must be given, as the dealers must hold the goods until they reach 
consumers. 

But in articles dealt in by produce exchanges the price is advanced to the 
producer, and his crop can always be sold if he desires even before it is har- 
vested. Hence the authoritative manufacturer of prices confers somewhat 
the same benefit on the community as is conferred by the authoritative sys- 
tem of law, religion, manners, and ethics. It enables every man to know 
each moment how he stands relatively to the results of his past exertions, 
what they have cost and how much he can get for them. 

Any advantages which can be afforded the primary grain or 
cotton buyer is bound to be of advantage to the producer, for 
the margin upon which this interior buyer can do business with 
the producer will necessarily be reduced thereby; and if these 
advantages are taken away from him, the greater the margin of 
difference will be in the price which he can pay the farmer. If 
under the system now in vogue he can telegraph to Chicago, St. 
Louis, New Orleans, or New York and dispose of his purchases 
at a moment’s notice, he will do 80 upon a minimum of advance 
over what he has paid for the property purchased by him; but 
if he is debarred from this he will increase the margin and the 
producer will get just that much less for his goods; in other 
words, if he can hedge against his purchases by an immediate 
sale, he will be glad to do so and be content with the small but 
certain profit which is assured to him. 

In the meantime, for some reason, he may not wish to ship to 
that market in which he has hedged his purchase, by a sale for 
future delivery. He may find a better trade with some local 
miller who desires his property, or through some advantageous 
special freight rate offered he may find he can do better by send- 
ing his goods elsewhere, in which event he cancels his order at 
the first-named market by ordering the goods purchased back 
for him at that point. Would there be anything wrong in that 
transaction? "Would the farmers suffer by it? 

Again, under the present system bankers loan money, and more 
of it, readily upon grain and the other products named in this 
bill, and they do so because they know they can always dispose 
of this collateral, and ata moment's notice. They are secured 
every minute, and the ‘‘ ticker” which sends them the market 
quotations every few seconds warns them when the margin is 
too small, and they are thus enabled to protect themselves in 
their loans continuously. The system is thus too well grounded, 
and can not be obliterated without doing incalculable injury to 
every one engaged in the business. 

Now concerning section 3, which requires transfers of futures 
to be in writing, showing time delivery and whether agents are 
owners or entitled to possession under contraci made with actual 
owners—otherwise void, etc. 

Why, before a commission merchant would dare make a trade 
or execute an order froma grain dealer in the interior he would 
have to investigate to know that the party owned it, and to have 
itinspected by some competent party to know that it would pass 
inspection in Chicago. If it did not grade the same as it was 
sold for he would be liable under this bill for a tax of 3 cents a 
bushel. Of course the merchant would not assume this tax and 
it would therefore come from thefarmer. They might both act 
in good faith and yet this might happen. 

This of itself would kill trading for future delivery, and as a 
result the producer would be at the mercy of the interior buyer, 
and margins would be larger against him. For example: A 
buyer of grain in Iowa sells five or ten thousand bushels for for- 
ward delivery of No. 2 spring wheat, at 60 cents, in Chicago. 


The buyer in Chicago is acting foran Eastern miller; prices ad- 
Under 


vance 10 cents a bushel and the wheat does not grade. 
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this bill the contract is void. 
and be out the advance of 10 cents a bushel besides. 

Short selling has been the nightmare of every champion of an 
antioption bill. It has been the war cry of every shorn lamb 
who has invaded the precincts of the bucket shop; of those par- 
ticularly who have never known how to speculate except by tak- 
ing the ‘“‘long” side of the market, This class of traders is 
numerous and they are to be found in large numbers through 
the rural districts of Missouri. 

The higher the markets the more they want to buy, and if 
they ever do sell and “ goshort ” the market it is when the lat- 
ter has ‘‘touched bottom.” They do not seem to ** catch on,” 
and they never will know enough to “ get in out of the rain;” 
but they find lots of comfort in writing to their Congressmen 
assgiling the wicked boards of trade. Lots ofthese same fellows 
infest the larger cities too, and when they are not betting on 
the next blackboard quotation in a bucket shop or buying pools 
on the races, ten chances to one theyare nursing their wrath by 
writing whining letters to the newspapers about the awful re- 
sults of gambling on the board of trade. 

Partridge, the great bear and bugaboo in the eyes of the 
champions of this bill, has not been the cause of low prices for 
farm products. Certainly you will not accord him any such dis- 
tinction as that? He has been one of the shearers of the lambs, 
and Partridge has grown rich because he has been right in the 
market. During this era of depression in values he has been a 
consistent bear, and has gone with the natural bent of the tide. 
Had he attempted to stem it by taking the other course he would 
have been swamped—all nature would have been against him 
and his destruction would have been inevitable. 

It isa common, though erroneous belief, that the opportuni- 
ties for free and unlimited trading results in undue depression 
of our markets, Asa matter of fact, it is the converse of this 
proposition that is true. Cornersnever depress prices. Noone 
ever heard of an effort being made to corner the market down- 
ward; itwould beimpossible. Corners result from overselling the 
market and are due to conditions growing out of this very act. 
It is the short seller who gets ‘‘squeezed” in the corner, but 
the producer is bound to be the gainer by it. In other words, 
it is the purely speculative fellow who sells what he has not got 
to deliver that suffers from the only unnatural markets that we 
have. 

The producer is always the gainer from an unnatural or ma- 
nipulated market; prices can not be forced below their legiti- 
mate level and held there for any length of time, but they can be 
inflated, and paradoxical as it may seem, with benefit to the pro- 
ducer without any corresponding evil to the consumer, for the 
effort of those who run corners is to get as much of the article 
out of the way as possible, and into the handsof the distributers 
for consumption. Those who run corners are ‘‘ after” the short 
sellers and will gladly part with the product at fair normal value 
if assured that it will notget back into the channels that lead to 
their doors. This is to theirinterest. So that the consumer is 
not the one to suffer from this unnatural effort to raise values. 

When, for instance, wheat was forced to $2 a bushel in the 
Chicago market, no one heard that the price of bread had been 
advanced; it had not. Theonly one who suffered was the short 
seller. The producer had gained what he (theshort seller) had 
lost, or at least a portion of it. So that if the objection to ac- 
tive speculation be because of its unnatural effect upon values, 
the objection does not hold, because no one suifers from it but 
the operator who sells what he may not be able to deliver, while 
our farming community is the gainer in the transaction. 

But an active trading in the commodities named in this bill 
is beneficial to thefarmer in that it admits of his marketing his 
crop at whatever time prices suit him best. If May wheat, corn, 
or cotton is bringing a better price to-day than cash wheat, corn, 
or cotton, and he has facilities for carrying his product until 
May, he wants to be ina position to sell it for future delivery; 
and if later, for any reason, he concludes to hold it until July he 
wants the privilege of ‘‘ buying in” what he sold for May and 
reselling again for July. 

Every restriction contained in the bill is a tax upon the 
farmer. If you tax the dealer, itcomes directly from the pocket 
of the farmer. If you prevent a marketing of his product for 
future delivery, you add to the margin the local buyer must 
take from him, and at the same time you disturb and demor- 
alize conditions that now prevail the world over and which are 
but the outgrowth of our enormous development. You seek by 
unnatural methods to overturn natural methods in the distribu- 
tion of this great wealth of the soil, and the producer will be 
the first to rebel against it should this effort go unchecked. 

With reference to one reason given for advocating the passage 
of this bill, viz, that quotations may be based upon the offerings 
of the real product by the owners thereof rather than upon the 
alleged fictitious values created through speculation, etc., I beg 
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The miller would lose his wheat | leave to refer to the doctrine laid down by John Stuart Mil] 


which is as follows: ’ 


When speculation in a commodity proves profitable, it is because in the 
interval between buying and reselling the price rises from some cause inde. 
pendent of the speculators, their only connection with it consisting in having 
foreseen it. . & 

And experience has demonstrated this over and over again 

Now, I maintain, as a matter of fact, that prices decline moro 
rapidly when there is not what is termed a‘‘ short interest” jn 
the market. It is fallacious to suppose that a short seller is not 
going to be called upon to deliver the goods at the end of the 
month for which he has sold, unless he has bought them back in the 
meantime. And this very factaddsstrength and steadiness to the 
market, for any sale of product not already acquired is a source 
of strength tothe market the mmentthe sale is consummated. 

If some extraordinary influence occurs, such as bank failures. 
or panics of any kind, the best supporters of the market are the 
shortsellers, who then become the buyers and take their profits: 
while the ordinary and regular purchasers are quite likely to 
keep out of the market for a time. 

If,as is not infrequently the case, the producer, satisfied with 
the ruling market prices to-day for, say, September delivery, 
sells his product for that delivery in anticipation of the bounti- 
ful crop promised him, finds ina month from now that from 
some change in conditions that it will not be convenient for him 
to get his product to market in that month, is he to be deprived 
of the opportunity to buy back what he has contracted to de- 
liver in September and resell it for October or November? 

Is the pioneer who wishes to break a large tract of ground in 
the Northwest by sowing to flaxseed for the first crop, to be de- 
prived of a method of insuring him a profit in the venture by 
selling that crop for fall delivery when occasion offers, and the 
opportunity to protect himself by a purchase in the markets at 
any time where, through the visitation of floods or for any other 
cause, his crop is threatened with destruction? 

Theseare butsome of the restrictions thatitis proposed to place 
upon the producing classes of this country through the effort to 
legislate in behalf of contracted markets for the various prod- 
ucts of our soil. And I protest against it, not only because it 
is contrary to the natural laws of trade, but because I believe 
it to be a blow aimed at the farming community of our country, 
such as it has never experienced in this generation. 

Our boards of trade furnish the opportunity to the consumer, 
the producer, the manufacturer, the exporters, and tothe buyers 
of the world. ‘She latter are enabled to purchase for immediate 
shipment or for future requirements and deliveries, and often- 
times these latter contribute in no small degree to the en- 
hancement of values, and are a natural and effective support to 
our markets. 

This system of dealing in futures has proven to be a decided 
benefit to all concerned, to the farmer as well as to the con- 
sumer and exporter. Take it away and you takeaway a ready 
and easy mode which the producer now enjoys of marketing 
his product at any moment at fair value. Take itawayand you 
place him at the mercy of the local buyer, who fixes the prices 
at which he shall sell—several points below the then cash price, 
at the nearest commercial center, after allowing for the cost of 
transportation to that point. The local buyer is compelled to 
do this to protect himself by proper margin against any pos- 
sible decline in values while heis getting the product to market. 

This margin comes out of the producer. The buyer at this 
commercial center fixes his price upon the last quotation from 
the seaboard, and the buyer at the latter point upon the last 
quotation from Liverpool {where our surplus finally goes), and 
each in turn must protect himself by a margin similar to the 
one exacted by the local purchaser, and the sum total of these 
margins must eventually come out of the farmer, the producer; 
from no one else. This would be the legitimate and logical re- 
sult of prohibiting trading in futures, and the restrictions con- 
tained in this bill would amount to an absolute prohibition such 
asisnamed. It is claimed for the bill that such restrictions do 
not apply to legitimate sales where the product in question is 
intended for actual delivery. But in effect they do, and in this 
wise: The maintenance of steady and fair market quotations is 
largely due to active speculation; that is, to markets where 
transactions are large and frequent. Any operator will choose 
that market for business which is most active, where specula- 
tion is constant and rapid. On such a market the holder of 
grain or cotton or provisions may sell almost without limit, 
without appreciably affecting prices. On such a market the 
manufacturer or the consumer may buy without stint and not 
fear that prices will be “run up on him” to any appreciable ex- 
tent. Small fluctuations may be frequent throughout a day’s 
business, but asa rule the general level holds good to a degree 
that does not affect the consumer or the producer unfavorably. 

The facts are that this isa great surplus producing country, 
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and the system which has been fostered and built up through the 
medium of our great exchanges is simply the outgrowth of the 
necessities of trade, and provide most admirably, notwithstand- 
ing the various criticisms that have beenindulged in concerning 
them, for the disposition of not only this surplus, but of that 
which is taken and distributed for local consumption throughout 
the length and breadth of our own land. 

It is the opinion of those best fitted to judge, those who from 
long experience and constant attention to the demands of trade 
and commerce, whose interests are coincident with those of the 

yroducers, in whose interests all other interests are centered, 
Coouues dependent thereon, that the passage of such a measure 
as the one proposed would unsettle business already demoral- 
ized and sensitive, unsettle prices and becomea disturbing factor 
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in the effort at recovery from a depressed and despondent season | 


of gloom, disaster, and ruin, such as we have but just expe- 
rienced. 

Mr. Chairman, a word concerning the Chicago Board of 
Trade—not in defense of the personnel of its membership, be- 
cause defense from calumny and venomous personal attack di- 
rected from irresponsible and ignorant sources is not worthy the 
dignity of notice by any friend of that body, nor would that 


friend be thanked for any such gratuity —but of the board as an | 


organized commercial exchange, and 1 refer to this particular 
exchange, because the concentration and quintescence of venom 
displayed by the advocates of this bill has been directed to and fo- 
calized upon it. Why, one would suppose from some of theloose 
criticism indulged—many times by those who ought to know 
better—that we had a veritable ‘‘ Monte Carlo” set up in Chi- 
cago, for no other purpose than to extract the spare cash from 
our gullible country cousins asthey come to our city, or to take 
from the laboring man the hard-earned surplus of his toil. 

It is a favorite theme for the anarchist and the demagogue to 
decry any system that appeals to the passions of those who hate 
to see their neighbors prosper, particularly when that system 
represents energy and aggression in thedevelopment of our com- 
mercial interests and an enlightened advancement in the prog- 
ress of mankind. The popular notion in some quarters seems to 
be that the Chicago Board of Trade is a big organized gambling 
fraternity, and a foe to legitimate tradeand commerce. It does 
not seem possible that such ridiculous sentiment can be very 
general, and yet that it does exist there can be no question. 

Its relation to the commerce of this and other countries is ap- 
parently but little understood,and in its relations to the produc- 
ing classes equal ignorance is shown. Nor can it better be ex- 
plained than by quoting an extract from theadmirable report of 
a recent president of that institution, Mr. Charles D. Hamill, 
who shows this relationship, not only of the Chicago board, but 
of all the leading exchanges, to be as follows: 


The primary function of boards of trade is to bring the consumer and 
producer together, the buyer and the seller, so that each may be unhindered 
in the pursuit of his industries, and may market and purchase his goods at 
the smallest expense both of money and of time. Boards of trade have no 
private interest to promote. Their welfare depends upon the value of the 
services which they render to the commercial public in the interests of fair- 
ness and justice, and in providing, without expense to either, the informa- 
tion from all parts of the world which is essential to the profitable conduct 
of business. 

The commercial exchange stands , therefore, for equity and fair dealing 
and employs its facilities for the benefit of the buyer and seller, and for the 
unhindered distribution of products and the economical exchange of sur- 
plus commoditées. This is the attitude and the only attitude which the 
commercial exchanges of the nineteenth century occupy. It isa nineteenth 
century idea of commerce that no advantage shall be enjoyed by either the 
buyer or the seller and that no man or section shall be permitted to take 
any advantage whatsoever with reference to all facts concerning supply 
and demand. 

It is the province of boards of trade to spread upon the bulletins of the 
world for the information of all, the facts derived from the great marts of 
trade, from great manufacturing industries and sections. concerning the 
movement of merchandise,Jrates of transportation, and all facts which en- 
ter intothe commercial life of men. Without these facilities which boards 
of trade or commercial exchanges create, the commercial development of 
to-day would not have been possible, and notwithstanding in this great sys- 
tem of commerce there are some defects, these institutions have contrib- 
uted in manifold ways most materially to those results which make memo- 
rable the achievements of the nineteenth century. 

As long as the present conditions of trade and commerce, both foreign 
and domestic, prevail; as long as men strive for supremacy in the markets 
of the world; as long as ships laden with merchandise sail the seas; as long 
as cars freighted with commodities fly across the continent; as long as 
products are exchanged and men mingle together; as long as ambition 
rules the mind of man, so long will boards of trade continue to exist, har- 
moniously and economically presiding over and directing the manifold and 
magnificent forces of mercantile life. 


The very able exposition of the buying and selling of futures 
by Mr. George F. Stone, the accomplished gentleman, student, 
statistician, and long-time secretary of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, is deserving of more than passing notice in the discus- 
sion of this subject in the national House of Representatives. 
No intelligent consideration of this matter would be complete 
without a reference to his treatise on this question, published 
in the Annual Reviews of that body covering the last three or 
four years, and certainly no one is more competent to speak, by 
reason of lony experience, familiarity with detail, and power of 
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reasoning on this subject than is he. His reputation for integ- 
rity and conscientiousness of purpose among his friends and his 
standing in the commercial world are equally high; his name is 
a synonym in the grain trade for all that is elevating, progres- 
sive, and painstaking in the promulgation of information and 
suggestions for the benefit and betterment of the producer, the 
middleman, and the manufacturer; and I commend his writings 
to everyone interested in this proposed legislation. Ashe very 
aptly puts it— : 

Legislation never will make high prices; never will make a market no 
more than it can make a currency of intrinsic value. and the greenback 
theory can never be successfully applied to wheat. When we raise a sur 
plus we have got to take our chances with other surplus-producing wheat 
countries. That is all there is to the whole business. . 

The marketing of the products of this great surplus-produc- 
ing country with the highest advantage to the producer, is one 
of the great economic problems of the day, and the present sys- 
tem, s0 completely developed for the favorable handling of our 
enormous crops, is simply the outgrowth of a natural demand 
created to meet the requirements of the times and to provide 
for the prompt disposal of products at their fair market valua- 
tion. It can not be obliterated without the doing of great in- 
justice to all eoncerned—to the producer as well as to the mid- 
dleman and consumer—and no one in his senses is asking that 
it shull be. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I wish to refute and 
deny the allegation purporting to have emanated from the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, that the exchanges oi 
the country «re satisfied with his billinits present shape. Such, 
I say, is not true. 

In an interview with the Washington correspondent of the 
Chicago Post, published on the 5th ultimo, Chairman HatTcH 
is reported as follows: 

“Tt looks,” he says, ‘‘as though the measure would this time succeed in 
getting upon the statute books. All of the objectionable features which 
have heretofore caused the antioption bill to be antagonized have been 
eliminated. The only sections which will now meet with any serious oppo- 
sition are those relating to bucket shops; the regular dealers in futures are 
pretty well satisfied with the bill.” 

This was on May 5. Just how well satisfied these dealers are 
with the bill can best be told perhaps by the following telegram 
received by me from the president of the Chicago Board of Trade 
on May the 9, just four days later. It reads as follows: 

CHICAGO, May 9, 1994 


It is the unqualified and decided opinion of this board that the Hatch bill 
if passed would result in greater injury to the producer and to the con 
sumer, as well as to business interests generally, than anything which has 
threatened the industries of the country. 

CHAS. 


L. RAYMOND, Presid 
Hon. J. FRANK ALDRICH, 


Washington, D.C. 


And the secretary and representative of the Toledo Produce 
Exchange, Mr. Denison B, Smith, says: 

The [present] system of trading for future delivery is the 
necessity in the economical movement of the surplus product yun 
try, which has adapted itself in an eminent degree to the conditions which 
those necessities have ordained, and which, more than any other ever in- 
vented, worksin complete harmony with theinterests of the producers. In 
the strongest terms I desire to emphasize this point in opposition to the 
theory of the author of the bill and others who are not students of and not 
familiar with the operations of the system. All the proofs and precedents 
defend the present system of trading for future delivery as one that favors 
the interest of the farmer, and which is in no need of Congressional legisla- 
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And again: 

The Hatch bill, in every line and feature of it, is a bill for the depression of 
prices of agricultural pr ducts and the demand for it is unreasonable and 
groundless. , 


The directorsofthe Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis through 
their president, Mr. William G. Boyd, responds to the assertion 
by saying: ae 

This bill is in the interest of the wealthy classes, although claimed f 
farmer. Itis a backward step that should be revolting, abhorrent, and 
acceptable to the intelligent manhood and honor of the Representative 
the Congress of this country 

And the president of the New York Cotton Exchange, Mr 
James O. Bloss, has this to say: 

The claim may possibly be made that, as the present bill is different in its 
character from those that have preceded it, the testimony heretofore ré 
ferred to is not applicable to this measure. In reply to any such claim, 
however, it may be said that, though the present bill is in some respects 
quite different from those that have preceded it, nevertheless the same 
spirit of prohibition and suppression of speculative transactions as thor- 
oughly pervades the present bill as;any of its predecessors, while the taxes 

roposed even on transactions that are conceded to be legitimate and in the 

ine of good business are such as to hinder and obstruct business, 60 that 
taken as a Whole the present bill is quite as obnoxious and objectionable as 
any of those that have preceded it. 

And so I might go on, and in an unbroken line of testimony 
quote the universal protest of the great commercial bodies of 
the country, who appreciate and understand the serious conse- 
quences that would come to the producer through the operation 
of legislation such as is proposed. 

I hope the bill will not pass. 


yr the 
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{Loud applause. | 
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{Editorial from the Chicago Tribune of March 5, last.]} 
WHY WHEAT 1S CHEAP. 


Senator PEFFrER’s Subcommittee on the Causes and Remedies of Agricultu- 
ral Depression has prepared a much more sensible report than might have 
been expected by those who have watched the uneconomic vagaries of that 
gentleman in the past. The report admits well-known facts that lie at the 
basis of the discussion. In regard to wheat, which 1s the article that at- 
tracts greatest attention just now, itis stated that the farming area in the 
United States has been more than doubled in the last twenty-two years, 
while the population is far from being twice the thirty-eight and a half 
millions of 1870. There is a greater yield per unit of area,and the cost of 
production has been vastly reduced by the methods of bonanza farming in 
the Northwest, the average cost in the Dakotas being about 35 cents per 
bushel. In California, under the improved methods of plowing, seeding, 
and harvesting, the cost of producing a bushel of wheat has been reduced to 
about 22 centson an average crop. ‘The price to be paid by the consumer is 
furtherreduced by a big shrinkage inthe costof transportation. A steamer 
can carry 100,000 bushels across the Atlantic in ten days, where formerly 
thirty to forty days were required for the passage of a ship containing 10,000 
bushels. Similar cuts have been made in the cost of transportation over 
inland routes. 

Of course, these reductions have taken effect in other lands as well as here. 
Especially is this the case with Indian wheat, the transportation of which 
from Bombay and Calcutta to Liverpool has been cheapened 50 per cent by 
the opening of the Suez Canal. As the wages of farm hands in India are but 
6 to 10 cents of our money per day, Wheat costs only 13 cents per bushel on 
the farm, ‘T'welve cents more puts it on board ship, and 25 cents additional 
places it on the wharves at Liverpool or London. The report may slightly 
understate the cost of laying down Indian wheatinthe British Isles, but 
evidently the offerings of that grain are a great element in the competition 
which our surplus wheat meets with. And insomuch as the price of wheat 
we sell abroad fixes that of the wheat that is consumed at home, by just so 
much is the pee to the American consumer kept down and the farmer 
obliged to sell at figures which he claims and believes do not net him a fair 
profit for his investment of capital and toil. 

In the discussion of this subject it is important to remember that there is 
little real cause for complaint if the selling price of wheat declines in pro- 
portion to the cost of producing the grain. Such reduction has been sub- 
mitted to without grumbling by the manufacturers of cotton and woolen 
cloth, iron, and other staple articles of consumption, and ought to be ac- 
cepted by the producers of wheat and silver. Also, if by the introduction of 
new processes a large part of the demand for any article can be supplied at 
a great reduction of cost, those who keep on producing by old-fashioned 
methods are unable to control the marketand have to sell at a disadvantage. 
This may seem cruel to those who thus suffer from the march of improve- 
ment, but there is no help for it, and the rule is so nearly universal in its 
oO eran that it is useless for those engaged in any one department to com- 

ain. 

’ It may be hard for those who can not produce wheat or silver at the prices 
which yielda fair profit to the bonanza farmers and the owners of rich mines 
to be told that they must operate at a loss or worl: on different lines. But 
they have to do it all the same, and there is little hope for a radical improve- 
ment in either till the dropping out of the poorer paying areas permits the 
production to be reduced enough to lessen the offerings in proportion to the 
demand. The report tells a truth that is of world-wide application in the 
words that “large quantities of 25-cent wheat thrown on the market must 
have a depressing effect on the general average of profits in wheat farming.”’ 


{From a recent editorial in the Chicago Evening Journal.] 
PRICE OF WHEAT IN THE ‘40'S, 


All the talk about wheat selling now at the lowest price on record is di- 
rectly in the face of the evidence furnished in the semi-centennial issue of 
the Journal of Monday last. In his interesting reminiscences C. M. Pendel- 
ton, of Crystal Lake, said: ‘‘ We used to haul our wheat into Chicago with 
two pair of oxen and acart, picking our way over the prairie before there 
were any established roads. 6 hauled about 40 bushels of wheat to a load, 
and the first wheat I got 47 cents a bushel for.” 

In the issue of the Journal of September 2, 1844, printed in fac simile on 
Monday, 56 cents is quoted as the top notch on wheat in Chicago. On Au- 
gust 31 advices by maiifrom Cleveland (August 26) aces the price there at 
65 cents with 71 asked, 70 bid at Buffalo. The Journalof September 4 printed 
advices from New York of date August 27, quoting wheat at 84 to 85 cents. 

In November, 1842, wheat was quoted as low as 38 to 40 cents. 

A comparison of the figures in Chicago and New York, the latter being 50 
per cent higher, will give the farmers of the Western States some idea of 
what they owe to the great lines of transportation across the continent, 
against which they are continually howling and attempting to legislate. 
Improved means of transportation have brought the prices of the seaboard 
almost to the barnyards of the farmers. 


{Extract from an editorial in the Memphis Commercial, March 19, 1894.] 
TOO MUCH LEGISLATION. 


It is an old complaint that America is a political nation, and that busi- 
ness and general interests suffer because thisis true. The American peo- 
ple have never had too little, but entirely too much, legislation bearing 


upon questions of finance and trade. For instance, in 1859 a governmental 
enactment forbade the flying of the American flag by the Ships of indi 
vidual owners. That practically annihilated American maritime con ; 
merce and gave to England nine-tenths of the tonnage on both imports and 
exports. 

Again, the Government has again and again levied taxes, imports, and 
penalties. It has again and again lifted these as regarded certain busi 
nesses, and given great bonuses to favored trades. The result is that the 
onus of politics weighs upon every branch of trade and every artery of com- 
merce. If men were left to transact their affairs according to nattiral laws 
of value received, according tonatural laws of barter and exchange, with no 
penalties, With no aids of Government, there is noreason to doubt that 
values would naturally adjust themselves, and that distribution, demand 
supply, and taste would ae the complex economical questions of the 
world by a process as simple as the swapping of knives done by school 
boys. As itisnow, businessis simply legislated almost to death. 

[Editorial from the Chicago Tribune of May 18 last.] 
LOWEST PRICES FOR WHEAT. 

Again wheat has “ broken the record.’’ The price for the standard grade 
in this market went down to 53} cents per bushel yesterday, the inside figure 
for July delivery being 55j cents. Thatis 14 cents below the bottom point 
touched during the panicky conditions of last summer which followed the an- 
nouncement that the mints in India had been closed to the coinage of silver. 
It is 1 cent less than the 55 centsof June and July, 1861, which was the lowest 
record made ‘in a third of a century ae 1893, and the average of the 
market since last June is lower than for any corresponding time in this mar- 
ket since 1852, when spring wheat averaged about 43} cents per bushel for the 
whole season of buying from the farmer. 

It also may be noted that the purchases of wheat made in this city forty 
years ago were from the “prairie schooner,’’ or farmer’s wagon, so that 
our market of those days corresponded to thatof several hundred miles far 
ther West to-day. Putting all these facts together, it may be claimed that 
wheat in this market was never before so low in price as it is now. 

The transportation factor thus enters unequally into the problem for 
comparison of _—— in this city to-day with those of the longago. It en- 
ters more equally into the price problem for different dates in the English 
markets. Changing English currency into American, we have the following 
as the average London prices per bushel for the periods named: 

From 1840 to 1849, the last-named year immediately following the discoy- 
ery of gold in California, 81.73; from 1850 to 1859, $1.67; from 1860 to 1865, $1.51; 
in the next ten years, $1.71. This week the price of No. 2 red winter wheat 
in Liverpool has been quoted at4s. 7d. per 100 pounds, which is equal to little 
more than 68 cents per bushel after paying all charges for transportation 
from foreign countries. - 

The latest price in London is less than 10 per cent above half the 40s. per 
quarter of 8 bushels which used to be talked of as a safe figure at which to 
buy whenever the market dipped to that figure. The present price here is 
less than a tenth more than half the $1 which not a few people in the trade 
can remember to have been for years regarded as an equally safe buying 

int inthismarket. Of coursereduced transportation charges have a great 
deal to do with this reduction. 

Wheat can be sent from Chicago to Liverpool for little more than 9 cents 
oer bushel, or about a quarter of what the same service cost twenty to twenty- 
five yearsago. Butafter allowing for that there still is a big shrinkage from 
the advance duetothe discovery of gold in Californiaand Australia. Doubt- 
less much if not all of this should set down to the account of cheaper 
methods of production. The use of farming machinery enabled the grower 
to dispense with much human labor, and the subsequent cheapening in the 
the price of that machinery decreased the outlay necessary to the employ- 
ment of this labor saver. Greater competition by the wheat-growers of 
other countries, notably those of Russia, India, Australia, and South Amer- 
ica, has done the rest. 

The accelerated decline of the last twoor three years may have been made 
all the greater by the panic of last year, but the great inciting cause was the 
enormous crop of wheat raised in the United States in 1891, followed by one 
of much more than the average yield. It was the big surplus from those 
two crops that broke down prices, and that surplus appears to have been at 
least 100,000,000 bushels more than was officially estimated in the years 
named. Itis fair to suppose that there will be a reaction from the depth of 
excessively low prices when the world finds that the accumulation has been 
worked off, and there is some reason to think that point is near being 
reached now. 

The fact once established, there may be a revulsion that will carry the 
market as much too high as it is now too low. But, whatever other condi- 
tions may be, so long as we have a surplus that must be offered for sale in 
the United Kingdom the sellers here will have to accept for their wheat 
what it would sell for abroad after making allowance for cost of transporta- 
tion and eT That price is reckoned on the gold basis. Probably the 
wheat prices of the future will be reckoned on the same basis; and if, owing 
to free coinage, the money should be paid in depreciated silver, the money 
received would do the American farmer no more good than if it were paid 
in dollars each one equal in buying power to a gold dollar. So itis idle to 
talk about silver inflation as desirable because its advocates think it would 
= the American farmer terealize a larger number of “dollars” per 
bushel. 


APPENDIX. 
WHEAT VALUES. 
Table showing the highest and lowest prices Jor No. 2 wheat (cash) at Chicago during each month from 1879 to 1893, inclusive. 
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Tabie showing the highest and lowest prices for No. 2 
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| 
Year. | July. i August. | September. October November December 
ee. | 
rr wececcccccececanccceneceececcceeeeee--| 80.88} to 81.04} | 80.83} to 80. 885 | 0. 85 to 81. 06 | 81 O44 to #1. 21) $1.10} toBl.217 | 81.22 to8l.3 
. 863 to 9 86} to .90} | 87} to .952 .923 to 1.01% 1.01} to 1.12 | 933 to 1.10 
1. 08} to 1.22 119° to 1.38 1.20} to 1.41 1.30 to 1.43) 1.234 to 1.32 1.244 to 1.30 
1.26" to 1.36 .97 to 1.09 974 to 1.08 = to 97 914 to 48 90} to 0 
96} to 1.03} 1.00 to 1.033 | 92 to .99% 89} to 63 92 to 98} 94; to ve) 
79) to . 843 768 to . 83% 73} to .80 705 to 74 . 71} to 748 698 to 764 
-85$ to .905 78 to .89 | .76i to .86} 844 to .91} BE to .90 83: to . 89 
.73 to a .74 to 78] .724 to 77 . 693 to "748 | . 725 to 768 ihe to 79 
673 to .71 .663 to .69; | .679 to .718 694 to .723} 71k to . 765 ib to .79) 
793 to .85 “sit to .94 | .90 to 1.65 1.02{ to 1.17$ | 1.02} to 15 Vi, to 1.06 
763 to .85 | 753 to .79 | .7} to .83 | 774 to (8% ] 7T8y to B1s 76} to 80 
.85 to .94 | .893 to 1.07} | 95} to 1.043 .96) to 1 03! | 87} to 1.014 874 to 93 
843 to . 945 | . 863 to 1. 13} | 90} to 1.00 | 924 to .99 | 91} to 963 BOS | 9 
-76 to .80 | 74h to .80 | .71§ to 745 69; to .743 693 to i » Gd) 1 i 
-54§ to . 66} 55} to 63} } +623 to 69} 60} to 66 8} to ¢ o Bk i 
Daily prices for No. 2 spring wheat in Chicago for first four months of 1894. 
No. 2 spring, cash. No. 2 S apeing, cash. No. 2 spring, cash. No pring, cash 
Date Price Date. Price. Date. Price Date Pri 
January 2...........- #0. 597 February 1 80. 60} March 1. #0. 58 April 2 $0. 50 
January 3 . 60 PRET | Dicunancesks 60) || March 2........ 57} || April 4 ‘ 
January 4-.......-. 61 February 3..... A 61 BN Sing sSicimy soi 57 April 5 - 61} 
January 5. - 62} February 5...... cael . 60 March 5 | 57} April 6. 6h 
pe Oe. #0.62}- .63 Popruary 6. .......<- - 59} || March 6.......... a 574 tee 8 cases t 
January 8 .62} || February 7........... 59 EN Wasa atekiees eens 58 April 9 t 
January . 634 February 8.-...... | . 58} March 8.. ‘ 58} April 10 6! 
January .633 || February 9-.... a (EE EE, OS ccaieexebencacal 57} || April 11 60 
January . 63 February 10........... | . 57 Mareh 10. ........ adel . 573 || April 12 - 
January 1 .62 || February 13_..... .| 06 Marek 1%. ..........:... | 574 || April 13 -......... 
January i: .614 || February 14.__........ 57 March 13 | 56} || April 14 ; 0 
january 608 || February 15........:.. . 56 Mareh 14. ......:. . 574 April 16 ) 
January -60) || February 16...........| . 55 PP A, dniwndin amet - 564 || April 17 60 
January 17 .60} || February 17 wae Se Sere .563 || April 18 | 60 
January . 61 February 19. .......... . 55 March 17 57 April 19 60 
January . 604 February 20 sie ine . 55 NEL <0) aceduleenin 564 || April 20 9 
January . 60} || February 21 ---| 672 || March 20. ._...........- . 56} || April 21 59 
January . 61 February 23.__. 584 REE iin nc canwnescens . 57} || April 23 
January . 60 February 24. .__.......] 57 March 22 aan 57 April 24 ‘ 
January . 60 February 26__._.......| “Bod March 24 bat . 563 || April 25 ....... c nO) 
Januaay 2 .60 || February 27.......... . 57} || March 26........... 574 || April 26 ............... 
January . 60 February 28..........- 57} || March 27 .57j || April 27 8 
January 2 . 60 a 59h April 2 58 - 5 
January 2% 60 | March 29_.......... 59} April 30 9 
January - 61 eee 59} 
January ¢ . 60 | March 31 59 
CHICAGO ELEVATOR WAREHOUSES. 
Statement showing their capacity for the storage of grain December 31, 1893. 
Proprietors. Name of elevator. Receive from Ca ty 
Bushels 
Armour Elevator C seny CETTE Te ee Armour Elevator A.. ' Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway 1, 250, 000 
Do Se lk Re i id i nd ie wink eaeaaen Armour Elevator B eae ee do. aie 1 950) 000 
| AR Ss tuaa cpaiaeintoaen ine Armour Elevator B, annex -... ..do 8, 000, 000 
ih ncemndd ssthendetipheededantede wiwetnhseetwndqiGenn Armour Elevator C Chicago, Burlington and Quin *y Railroad 1. 500, 000 
ee iets ...-| Armour Elevator D and annex __|.____. I ae ee ee PS r 8, 00), 000 
TE Ne. need get ine alee actamibhen dies deh eane Armour Elevator E I Aree ee eee a 1. 250. 000 
a I a Shae hahaa Armour Elevator F’_....... ae! Se 8). OOO 
Central Ele vator C ompany ile dMinaleat ald ensiees ..--| Central Elevator A... Lilinois Central Railroad 1. 000. 000 
Chicago Elevator C OMPAaDY.......--.--.------+--2-+---- Central Elevator B and annex. tess el Ne : 1. 800. OO 
Chicago and Pacific Elev rator C Comp: any - > , Pacific Elevator B.. Chie ago, Milw aukee and St Paul Railway 1. 000. 000 
CHECRO Bee URSOS CONTRI... 05 cc ccc cece cenwcccesoavencs Wabash Elevator. < w abash, St. Louis and Pacific Railway........... 1. 500, 009 
ee es eduvwadsdeanes spas |} Indiana Elevator -.... Various railroads =................. 1. 500. 000 
Charles Counseiman & Co .......-.--.---2------s00c---- | Rock Island Elevator -. | Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railw ay 1. 100. 000 
A. C, Davis & Co on bans Ghewn ben Qeen Ghee | Rock Island Elevator B _.._.__. a RO). OOO 
Illinois Trust and Savings Bank _.............--.------ Neeley’s Elevator... Railroads and Canal tind SLE OTT 700. 000 
City of Chicago Grain Elevators, Limited_...._. .| Galena Elevator -- ‘ Chicago and Northwestern Railway 700, 000 
MN cilia ehendsakeseonawatn ice . oniinan ..... Air Line Elevator....... : do ( nae 700, 000 
IO wacacntesdbhtewsaccnd cacewcentns condduceges entecses | Fulton Elevator -.... hs ..| Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railw Ly and canal 100, 000 
TD tie caudiig atineneseaenagtadvabnancseinenhe NE EL Railroad and canal 1. 000. 000 
Do. ‘ ckhe cane ween edhe auaakewue | Union Elevator _.............. creer et ek 800. OOO 
BED ciodenknoéet Kia dithnwneadounsedtuxubivn | lowa Elevator Chicago and Northwestern Railway 1, 500. 000 
DS tek deeds kop piace tinh dendnenn aq qheuh scwenieey St. Paui Elevator _..... ..| Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway_........... 900, 006" 
Santa Fe E levator and Dock C ompany eiisldtesmiiacah ainda Santa Fe Elevator A__..___. Atchison, Topeka and Sante Fe Railroad 1. 500. 00u 
Se averns, George A........... ucehbabslediinds Ghitn Alton Elevator 3 Chicago and Alton Railroad............................ | 1,350, 000 
Do Rddbith ¢ en abbunse Ee thdngdeses ceenecmeoucaceus Alton Elevator B eS 500. 000 
National E ley rator and Dock C ompany. agneaotees National Elevator ___. is Chic ago and Alton Railroad and c ET TE 1, 000, 000 
PO iiirens Ses Yost iiason dailies masala biat wcechpinta oan an ait aieenaaiivellliees Chicago and St. Louis Elevator - SE sc abe tr ee ae 1. 000, 000 
IE icc heen uncucubbucas cxubedGbarlabasentCGEd sandudadecsDuinsameuedatiia ee Re ie 8 32 800. 000 
i i ea q 
FLOUR AND GRAIN. 
Aggregate annuat receipts of flour, and grain of all kinds, in Chicago; also the quantity of four manufactured in the city for each year since 1952 
| nase sais 
| Flour | | rotal re- 
|} manufac-| Flour Wheat Corn Oats Rye Barley ceipts 
tured in | received. | received. received received received received i ‘our re 
| this city. | duced to 
| | | wheat 
eaichaiadeaiiaglaetaiis a | |- of eee = saint 
Barrels. Barrels. Bushels Bushels. Bushels. Bushels Bushels B 
82, 833 48, 29 1, 687, 465 2, 869, 339 1,875, 770 85, 162 192. 387 t zs 159 
66, 000 158, 575 | So. 7, 490, 753 4, 194, 5 85 85, 691 201 764 1 5. 135 
79, 650 240, 662 | 7, 535, 097 | 8, 532, 377 2, 947, 188 68, 166 201, 895 0, 367, 7028 
86, 068 324, 921 | 8. 767,760 | 11,888, 398 ! 2, 219, 987 45. 707 128, 457 | o4, 512, 454 


7 array = 
lg i ao geet Sih. arc En 


Bera ni = 


6546 
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Aggregate annual receipts of flour and grain of all kinds in Chicago; also the quantity of lourmanufactured in the city for each year since 1952. 


ait a ia ititianetaineaianentets ; 

| Flour 
|} manufac-| Flour 
| tured in | received. 
this city. | 


Barrels. Barrels. 
96, 000 393, 934 
140,403 | 522,187 
161, 500 726, 821 
282, 000 713, 848 
201,852 | 1,479, 284 
260, 980 1, 666, 391 
286,261 | 1,424, 206 
255,056 | 1,205, 698 
288,820 | 1,134,100 
445,522 | 1,847,145 
574,096 | 1,720, 001 
732,479 | 2,192,413 
543, 285 2, 218, B22 
443,967 | 1,766,037 
827,739 | 1,412,177 
186,968 | 1,532,014 
264, 363 | 2, 487, 376 
244, 667 2, 666, 679 
249, 653 2, 625, 883 
271, O74 2,955, 107 
293, 244 2, 601, 142 
308,284 | 3,030, 562 
285,904 | 3, 860, 958 
196,041 | 3,215, 889 
238,200 | 4,815,289 
300,358 | 4,179,912 
204, 720 4, 295, 615 
535, 841 
575, 165 
494, 789 
514, 870 
435, 110 
431, 000 
430, 609 
578, 180 
542, 000 
455, 469 








eight charges per bushel for the transportation of wheatand cornfrom 
Chicago to New York for a series of years. 

Corn. | Wheat. 
By lake | py jake | By all 


and jand rail.) rail. 


By lake | By all | 
canal. 


‘wna and rail.! rail. 
canal. 


| | 

J85S £0,127 | 80.3619 | 80.1550 | $0. 3861 
TRY . 1570 | . 8248 . 1663 | . 3480 
1860 a . 0833 |. . B48, a. 005 . 3480 
1861 : a . 1062 sis . 8881 | a,.1210 . 4158 
1R62 . 0957 | . 4480 a, 1062 amit . 4800 
1863 ne 063 | . 4592 a. O72 | . 4920 
1864 ica 09 | . 5600 a, 0052 . 60 

1865 ; as . 0864 | lon . 4188 . 0894 . 4488 
1866 . 2 Re . 4812 . 1377 | . 4620 
1867 an ocal OBL | . 4176 . 08 . 4475 
1868 i oe . 0604 |..... ia . 3582 . 0802 | > . B7R4 
1869... 7 . 0584 . 2355 . 3820 . 0651 0. 252 . 3557 
1870 ‘ : is 4 28 . 0677 . 228 . 80 

1871 nich . O754 : | . 2068 0687 ; . 8180 
1872. 7 . 1072 . 2660 . 8266 . 1110 ; . 3499 
1873 aioe : . 0816 . 2208 . 2898 . 0917 ; . 8102 
1874 sai i. . 0882 . 1388 2450 . 0400 : . 2625 
1875 tee . O84 . 1803 . 2240 . 0878 ; . 2400 
1876 7 ps . 0875 .1079 . 1574 . 0982 : . 1686 
1877 : ai . 0959 . 1406 . 1890 . 1109 : . 2050 
1878 oe . 0883 . 1053 . 1652 . 0996 ‘ .1770 
1879 . 1049 . 1220 . 1456 . 1187 . 1774 
1 R80 . 1341 . 14438 . 1748 .1313 | ; . 1980 
1881... satunmmanide 0777 . 0942 . 1340 . 0867 ‘ . 1440 
teed ears tenel . 0672 . 1028 | . 1350 . 0723 | ‘ 1447 
1883 sl . 0803 ona . 1512 | ; ‘ . 1620 
1884 . 0655 . O85 - 1882 | J : 1320 
1885 . 063 . 0801 - 1232 J ‘ . 1320 
1886 is . 0845 . 1120 .14 . : . 1500 
1887 viateieasaneal . 0850 .1120 . 1470 le . . 1575 
1888. .... all . 0671 . 1026 . 1354 . 0705 . . 1450 
li chemo . 0632 . 0819 . 126 . 0692 . . 1500 
1890 Tae . 0598 . 07382 . 1136 : : . 1430 
Pa “a . 0632 | . 0753 . 1400 b. 0695 | . . 1500 
 iniivantinees ‘ .0595 | .072 . 1296 b. 0645 < | . 1380 
1893 . 0718 . 0797 . 1865 b. 0766 | : . 1463 











a To Buffalo only. » Including Buffalo charges and tolls. 


FOREIGN FREIGHT RATES. 


Annual average through freight rates on grain, flour, and provisions (per 100 
pounds), from Chicagote Huropean ports, by all railto seaboard and thence by 
steamers 

| 1893. | 1892. 
| — 


| Qrain ae 80. 3410 80. 3287 
.| Sacked flour - 8625 
Provisions ..._.... «4575 

a 3550 

| Sacked flour - 3906 


eee 
TD ecnis 


Oats } Rye 
received. 


Wheat 
received. 


Corn 
recetved. 


} 

Bushels. | Bushetls. 
1,707,245 7,711 
2,883, 597 71, O12 
1, 757, 696 231,514 
2, 198, 889 318, 976 
2, 067,018 490, 989 
4, 688, 722 1, 088, 825 
11,686, 131 865, 508 
16,351,616 | 1,060,116 
2, 201 11, 659, 080 1, 194, 834 
11, 140, 264 1, 679, 541 
12,355, 006 
16, 032, 910 
10, 611, 940 
10, 472, O78 
14, 789, 414 
15, 061,715 
17, 888, 724 
13, 901, 235 
12, 916, 428 
13, 030, 121 
18, 506, 773 
18, 889, 207 | 
16, 660, 428 
23, 400,015 
24, 861, 538 
26, 802, 872 
36, 502, 283 
40, 082, 362 
37, 678, 753 
39, 976, 215 
45, 750, 842 | 
52, 184, 878 
49, 901, 942 
75, 150, 249 
74, 402,413 | 9, 164, 198 
79, 827, 985 8, 633, 308 
84, 289, 886 1, 707, 072 


Bushels. 
10, 554, 761 
9,689, 614 
8, 060, 766 
14,927, 083 
17, 385, 002 


Bushels. 
7, 409, 000 
8, 252, 641 
5, 401, 870 
15, 862, 894 
26, 369, 989 
138, 978, 116 20, 574, 828 
11, 408, 161 26, 611, 653 
12, 184, 977 13, 807, '745 
9, 266, 410 25, 952, 
11, 978, 753 
13, 695, 244 
14, 772, 094 
16, 876, 760 
17, 364, 409 
14, 439, 656 
12, 724, 141 
26, 266, 562 
29, 764, 622 
24, 206, 370 
16, 574, 058 
14, 164, 515 47, 915, 728 
29,713, 577 63, 651, 518 
84, 106, 109 64, 
23, 541, 607 
14, 824, 990 
23, 008, 596 
20, 364, 155 
26, 397, 587 
18, 909, 717 
16,771, 743 
21, 848, 251 
13, 438, 069 
18, 762, 646 


25, 570, 494 
28, 475, 800 
20, 189, 775 
41, 853, 188 
47, 366, 087 
88, 157, 282 
35, 799, 688 
28, 841, 150 
48, 668, 640 


955, 201 
1,093,493 
2,011, 788 
1, 129, 086 
1, 189, 464 

791, 182 

699, 583 
1,447,917 
1, 728, 865 
2, 490, 615 
2, 497, 340 
1, 869, 218 
1, 363, 552 
1, 984, 516 
5, 484, 259 
8, 827, 516 
1, 892, 760 

956, 247 

852, 72 
2, 767, 571 
2, 605, 984 
8, 520, 508 


78, 893, B15 
49, 061, 755 
74, 412, 819 
59, 580, 445 
62, 930, 897 
62, 861, 594 
51, 578, 410 
74, 208, 908 
79, 920, 691 
91, 887, 754 | 
72, 770, 304 
| 








78, 510, 885 
91, 255, 154 


received. | received. 


Barley 
d 


Bushels. 
127, 689 
413, 812 
652, 696 
617,619 
457, 589 
872, 0538 

1, 280, 842 

1, 018, 818 

1, 774, 189 

1, 742, 652 

2, 360, 984 

1, 915, 056 

1,513, 110 

3, 335, 653 

4, 069, 410 
, 251, 750 

4, 240, 239 

3, 354, 981 

3, 107, 297 

4, 716, 360 

4, 990, 379 

5, 754, 059 

4, 936, 562 

5, 211, 536 

5, 695, 358 

6, 488, 140 

8, 831, 899 

7, 849, 829 

10, 760, 127 
12, 740, 953 
12, 476, 547 
12, 387, 526 
12, 524, 538 
15, 133, 971 
12, 228, 480 | 





16, 989, 278 
13, 345, 845 


Total re 


ceipts. 


Flour re- 


uced to 
wheat 


Bushels 
21, 659, 109 


57, 650, 804 
57, 660, 722 
49,848, 908 
54,950, 114 

2 208 4O9 


68, 396, 42: 


98, 9° 

95, 611, 
81, 087, 302 
97, 735, 482 
04, 416, 399 
134, 086, 595 
137, 704, 571 
165, 855, 370 
146, 807, 329 
126, 155, 483 
164, 924, 752 
159, 561, 47 
156, 408, 2: 
151, 932, 99 


246, 972, 966 


Annual average through freight rates on grain, flour, etc.—Continued 


} 
| 


Glasgow 


Antwerp 

Hamburg 

Amsterdam 

edad se ite 
Copenhagen 

thd cccnguedmnaoweitene SS rigid do 
Stettin 

Bordeaux...........- 


| 1893. 


. 4828 
. 3760 
. 3794 
. 4828 
- 4828 
. 5250 
. 5000 
. 5000 
. 5531 
. 6656 


WINTER AND SPRING WHEAT. 


1892 


. 4969 
. 8462 
. 3681 
. 4688 
D025 
. DU00 
. 5500 
. 5500 
. 6094 
~ 7219 

6004 
. 6200 


Statement of the area under cultivation in the United States and the production 


Jor a series of years. 


Winter wheat. 


Acres. Product. 


22,148,543 | 211,845, 000 
24,584,579 | 3802, 412, 000 
24,228,201 | 292, 877, 000 
28, 953,800 | 277, 952, 000 
25, 884,702 | 882, 243,000 
23,520,104 | 255, 874, 000 
26,581,284 | 3892, 495, 000 
26,209,465 | 359, 418, 000 
23,118,836 | 278, 469, 348 





GRAIN IN STORE_IN CHICAGO. 


Spring wheat. 


Acres. 


12, 040, 708 
12, 271, 605 
13, 418, 582 
18, 882, 338 
12, 789, 157 
12, 567, 050 | 
13, 935, 613 | 
12, 344; 965 
11, 511, 082 


Product. 


145, 267, 000 
154, 806, 000 
168, 462, 000 
187, 916, 000 
158, 317, 000 
143, 888, 000 
219, 285, 000 
156, 531, 000 
117, 662, 377 


Amounts of grain in store at Chicago on the dates named, as reported by the State 


registrar: 


| May 14, 


1804. 


WHEAT. 
1, 689 
952 
412 
88, 022 
534, 953 
313, 702 
488 


6, 749, 023 

460,516 

| 42, 749 

WO GTAAS 8... once cn cncncencnnssccee | 399 


Se, Th IOI eens sncacdeaasabsconadl 808 


No. 2 hard epring -........-.--.-------------|-- r 
ON _ eee a ee oe id | 691 
No. 2 spring | 10,981,601 


May 7, 
1894. 


Ys. » 


1, 689 
952 


412 
44,2 
670, 642 
283, 831 
488 
6, 619, 330 
533,512 
34, 145 
899 
| 808 
691 
11, 286, 578 


5, 540 
~, 5 
2) 429 
41,891 
895, 426 
299, 701 
438 
8, 868, 690 
1, 692, 338 
216, 121 
11, 588 
808 


600 
691 
11, 701, 231 











Amounts of grain in store at Chicago, etc.—Continued. 


a 






























































May 14, = 7, May 15, 
1894. 1894 1893. 
WHEAT—continued. 
No. 3 spring -...-...---.----- 00-222 e220 00-- | 296, 297 296, 260 928, 473 
ey eer wonecwcennnnnnneent 6, 619 6, 619 51, 547 
Re BTA _ 22... 2 oon - n we won owen ee een er ewen |e cows <= eee oben enon see <-|------- ee 
iA NI oe, sacchari uhcckinisslinecnensncuberniontnal 3, 415 | 3, 415 3, 415 
SN MNIN SS 50s > cnc atincaiimniomcol 20, 231 20, 231 57, 769 
BGO. 2 mated ..-<ncccccccccccccecssesccssoacss 722 722 1, 728 
WO. B miwedd —. 2... ccc ccc ccc cocw ecco cc enes| ewenes cncncclocccsccecess ‘ 
Se a 19, 453, 289 19, 804, 914 
CORN | : 
i I eiticiceccddincadntentnatininimnt | 88, 658 136, 488 150, 468 
SINR pS eta alacant | 95, 004 107, 265 148, 458 
i a cea aed | 36, 259 56, 509 83, 502 
tank PUI ii isi ein cecintin tina renee eoenciniinicd te Geel | 5, 618 16, 353 12,713 
SA so binacdudaimabeittiis iiniallptaihieiainitbtatanceteinal <a 2, 815, 864 1, 395, 747 
RIE Uh: kano manic emadaiamiiniganmaacnengusnll meee een 112, 736 
SI IN tn is aiaiackn to aniics aeibiameniteedinianngiataindaabeeiiales Picea ceiedeangatel 559 10, 153 
ee re } 765 765 1,310 
cided cee wartgikndcisndaaanenetcni 4,145,071 | 4,740, 107 1, 915, 087 
OATS : 
No. 2 white....-. 64, 326 65, 473 119, 718 
SNL TI sities eatainallemaldl 865 17,749 78, 943 
ON otc eeeueaaldieds 881, 469 706, 158 367, 328 
i cad, ena ec ilalll 1, 230 , 230 11, 580 
No. 2 white clipped 7, 169 7,169 7, 169 
No grade a A aa tease healetls eand & eedmemaan aaa 2, 941 2, 941 2, 941 
i iisctaanceienssidssimdilgivenecansneree 958,000 |  800,720| 587,679 
RYE 7 Cl 
TE ina ah eesti naa tin nigtntiasa td abaltalatl 166, 849 180, 467 146, 809 
SD Ais ctrt nekttatianiaipdingnmsdlnaneinte winds aise 7,42 7,424 18, 259 
Ie ot ee en tance | 174,273] 187,891 | 165, 068 
BARLEY | : , 
a tt at Semis abc aiminieme eaieael 39 | 39 39 
OS EEL LEE ER Se ee te la aS a ee 
a8 ee oo ce caisnitaamaaeeGael 71 71 71 
I a a i 29 29 | a 
No. 4 SRE SO See ea eS ee ee 13, ORE 
No. 5 new... wiwia atten _ a % | 
RN I cibinigianctinn <uctibaniedetniitensselemuain sheues = 









Total of all kinds-.._-. 








" EXPORTS OF BRE ADSTUFFS TO EUROPE. 

The following statement exhibits the total exports of flour, wheat, corn 
and rye from the United States to Europe, annually, since 1858 (calculations 
being made for the years ending August 31 to 1869, and since that date for 
the years ending June i ending June 8v): 
























| sour, varrels. | Flour, Sarsele. | Wheat, bushels. | Corn, bushels. “| Rye, bushels. 
a _ q eS = “ ae 2 
3. 3 Z| S | 3. | $ {85] 4 
| = A =e a | = zn? =3 /|4 
| #4 | $8 | we | og | a8 | oh | ae | Ss 
a8 | 38 | #8 | 38 | #8 | 3§ | #8 | 38 
2 ae o. | 8 as a5 |@51| 85 
On om 6a of Og of mee ox 
S o 2 = a © no 
So ° © | So oS | o o oS 
ot a & | & ; a | & 
| | 
1858 -! 1,205, 430, 303, 100 6,555,642} 290,428] 3,317,802}  16,848)....__. | 13, 100 
1859 . 106, 457) 51, 888 439, 010 57, 845 342, 013 25, 519, ....._- 
1860_| 717,156} 49, 243) 4,738,714) | 178,031) 2,221,857) 19, 358) _- = Ba 
1861 _| 2,561, oa 142, 129 25, 553, 390) 3 3, 452, 496 11, 705, 034 ea 347, 258 
1862 _| 2,872,515] 626, 672125, 754, 709 7, 617, 472|14, 034,168, 322,074)... 1, 612, 926 
1863 | 1,479,413] 213, 579/23, 167, 190| 2’ 343, 314 10, 334, 356) 68, 967}. ag 435, 205 
1864_| 1,241, 804 100, 511/16, 492, 523 "$38,819| 717,434,  13,360|.......| 13,965 
1865_| 170,109] 23, 261| 2,989,740} 112,815) 1,293,404] 11, 485|_.----|_97, 529 
1866_| 147,568) 4,285) 1,521,210} 68,111/13, 908, 358] 41, 803)_------| 245, 651 
1867-| 179,990 4,294) 6.014. 271} 79, 41710, 410, 208, 10, 360, ---| 160, 086 
1868 _| 29, 494 78, 975,12, 2. , 992, 609) 378, 452, 9, 121, 449) 72, 1087... ... | 544,916 
1869 _| 407, 082 38, 9731 3, 356, 550 229,920) 4, 257, 591) ) 0 SE eee 
1870 _| 1, 188, 951) 57, 052 27° 787, 609 2, 069, 329 40, 900) ee: ae 
1871 .| 1,227, 624| 136, 632/22, 488, 021] 2, 430,762) 5,905,445! 191, $99) 
1872.) 328,544) 15, 31519, 017,411] 3,667,327,25,779,331| 973, 679|\_...__. 756, 842 
1873 .| 531,801; 13, 115/31,790,876] 986,673.29, 334,759, 646,181). _____| 498, 207 
1874 | 1,703,984) 129, 682.51, 833, 278110, 333, 726.26, 209, 323’ 1,659, 437| 1.2141, 520, 469 
1875 -| 1,231,324) 31,718.42, 057, 004) 4, 187, 296 23, 387, 367, 1, 570, 166) 312| 198,092 
1876 -| 1, 335, 185) 51, 581/42, 256, 652) 7, 254, 646/42, 452, 240) 1,908, 614|_______| 510,856 
1877 .| 918,283) 33, 90231, 202, 296, 4, 763, 349.55, 466, 435, 5, 476, 641! 35, 380 2, 026, 962 
1878 -| 1,615,479] 49, 936/54, 664, 732/11, 567, 214/65, 915, 851| 9, 841, 174/301 31418, 751, 420 
1879 _| 2 629, 665| 226, 447.57, 419, 292159; 383. 041 64, 506, 311/12) 431, 011 135, 70014, 640, 212 
1880 .| 3,645, 952| 124. 478/79; 068, 075165, 756, 763'55, 635, 347/33, 565, 597/297, 76/2, 595, 867 
1881 _| 4,610,415] 530, 476.82, 550, 921/59, 007, 799/53, 014, 142/28, 882° 344/163, 599/1, 754, 027 
1882 _| 8,289,909] 187, 601/65, 600, 582/25, 452° 924 28, 664, 924) 9, 009; 774) 63, 961| ' 907, 686 
1883 -| 5,717,429} 402) 596 65, 266, 803)34, 953, 669|30, 010, 671) 6, 086, 099) 60, 558/2, 064, 135 
1884 _| 5,583, 843) 349, 978144, 761, 690|19, 504, 21326, 496. 771) 6, 441.012) 61, 301/5, 287, 644 
1885 _| 6,897,538) 374, 493'56, 532; 002/24; 691, 016 32, 298, 606.12, 812. gaa)” 12) 983; 447 
1886 _| 4,914, 782| 133, 05634, 926, 241/13, 735, 074/37, 871, 149/17, 962, 971, _307| | 195, 094 
1887 .} 7,632,071} 565, 096,54, 352, 915 42° 411, 200 24° 265, 983 10; 161, 309) arcs onde 351, 513 
1888 _| 8,070, 490| 460, 607/41, 382; 300/19, 324 888 14; 259) 487| 4°973,752_______ 5, 982 
1889 _| 5,281,738) 192) 419131, 568, 536)11, 522, 656 41, 096, 727/18, 947, 124)... |. 
1890 _| 7,423,988! 218, ; 973/38, 240, 523'10, 829, 047/54, 601, 034 34, 692; 002 450, 566.1, 676,71 
1891 _| 7,037,420] 530, 516/29; 820, 650/21, 771, 681/14, 131, 181| 9, 538, | ee 607 
1892 _| 9, 603, 910)1, 285, 747/67, 293, 960/84, 416, 357/38, 503, 653/33, 087, 524|438, 060/9, 111, 242 
1803/10, 361, 86011, 549, 009/72) 513, 134 38, 522, 108117, 124, 238/13, 135, 779/377, 025) 876, 886 
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Stocks of provisions in Chicago at close of business April 30, 1894, as reported 
to the Board of Trade. 
April 30, | April 30, | April 30, 
1894. 1893. 1892 

| Mess pork, winter packed, new .......Ibs_.| 70, 196 75, 527 | 190, 601 
Mess pork, winter packed, old._.... ..do..| 17,619, 460 133 } 87, 139 
Mess pork, summer packed............do 350 j...... | 70 
| Other kinds of barreled pork..-_........ do 22, 188 7,092 14, 8°0 
|} Prime steam lard, ‘‘conmtract’’........ do 4, 099 9, 403 418 
| Other winds 06 IASG cinceecace dcicce oanOO 4, 885 2, 892 | 7, 576 
SORG FED Mien cenn conccccecccesctll 6, 792, 679 7, 228, 768 44, 822, 372 
Short clear middles-. [a 1, 338, 961 | 540, 229 1, 602, 878 
| Extra short clear middles. ae do..| 4,847,989 3, 362,233 | 6,610, 726 
Long clear middles. ......<<<<.<.<-<e-<« do..| 761, 580 216, 159 | 616, 333 
Dry salted shoulders__................-. do..| 987,734 743, 087 1, 839, 826 
Sweet pickled shoulders_............. do..| 4,081, 450 3, 534, 825 5, 598, 468 
Sweet pickled hams..................-- do..| 26, 385, 700 | 23,578,476 | 31, 435, 900 
Dry Gaited Bellied ........cesdsccocnsecus do..| 10,020, 375 | 2,1 3, O45 9, 236, 821 
Sweet pickled bellies. ...............-.. do 6, 326, 750 3, 425, O92 | 4, 434, 305 

Sweet'pickled California or picnic hams, 
poun eee ee ee 3, 179, 400 2, 163, 690 5, 217, 470 
| Sweet pickled Boston shoulders -....-1bs 900, 900 580, 469 1, 210, 407 
Sweet pickled skinned hams -.........do0..| 3,022,528 1, 793, 996 1, 796, 533 
| Other cuts of meats.................-... do..| 6,245, 404 2, 510, 005 7, 923, 699 

rte cs ddbeanall do..| 99,561,461 j........... 
' 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. C alee. inasmuch as the 


gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] occupied more than two hours 
in his address to-day, I hope the Chair will recognize, following 
the gentleman from [linois [Mr. ALDRICH], who has just taken 
his seat, some gentleman on the same side of the question, so as 
to equalize the time as nearly as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had already determined t 
ognize the gentleman from I[llinois[Mr. GoLpDzi£R]. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as [| propose to 
occupy the attention of the committee for an hour, I would sug- 
gest to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, if it 
would be agreeable to him, to allow the committee to rise now, 
so that I may have the hour to which I would be entitled to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the time,of course,is limited 
for this discussion, and must necessarily be so. We must reach 


a conclusion in ashort time. I should be exceedingly glad to 
oblige the gentleman from Illinois if possible. 
Mr. GOLDZIER. Of course,if the gentleman objects, I will 


proceed now. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will occupy 
a half hour now. Iwill move that the committee rise at 5 o'clock, 
and he can resume his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to the gentleman from 
Missouri, if my colleague will allow me, that it is exceedingly 
awkward to cut a speech upin that manner. It is getting late 
in the afternoon, and many of the members‘have left the Hall. 
You have had the best part of the day in the discussion when 
the House was full, and it seems to me-that it would be only fair 
and right if somebody on your, side would take half an hour 
now, and let my colleague have his hour entire to-morrow. 


Mr. HATCH. That would be entirely agreeable to me. 
Mr. GOLDZIER. I hope that will be done. 
Mr. HATCH. I will be glad if there is any gentleman pres- 


ent who desires to occupy a half hour on either side of the ques- 


tion, that the Chair would recognize him to go on now. 
Mr. GOLDZIER. That would®be very pleasant to me, as I 


should prefer to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam very desirous to accommodate the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in any way, and if any gentleman present 
on either side desires to occupy a half hour now, [ hope he will 
signify his wishes by addressing the Chair. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER|said he desired to occupy some 
time. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, as this subject has been 
under discussion I desire to be heard upon it; but was not pre- 
pared to proceed to-day with my address. I havesome commu- 
nications, however, on the subject, coming from actual dea ilers 
in wheat, that I would like to have read at the desk inmy time, 
if possible. That will absorb, perhaps, twenty or t mine fi ve 
minutes this afternoon, and [ can occupy the remainder of the 
time hereafter, if it is agreeable to the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. The time, ofcourse, to be taken out oftl 


ie gen- 


tleman’s hour, when he desires to address the House. 

Mr. FLETCHER. All right, if I have half an hour left. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WALKER. Allow me tosay that I object to two or three 
men getting in ahead of me. I have had five men ahead of me 
already. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the ge 
from Massachusetts |Mr. WALKER] now. 

Mr. WALKER. I will say that I wish to speak 
after the gentleman has spoken on that side. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


ntleman 


to morrow, 


a 


Fin i Rema eM lai Gini a ac 


ES 


a 


6548 


WALKER] desires to speak now, I will yield my place, with the 
understanding that lam to follow him. If not, I presume the 
Chair has the right to recognize the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WALKER. I decline to take the floor now, but I want 
to speak to-morrow, after the gentleman completes his — 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to give notice to the House that at 
the proper time I shall offer an amendment to strike out the 
word “future”? and everything that pertains to it in this bill, 
leaving it simply to apply to the word ‘‘ option.” 

Mr. HATCH. 
not necessary for the gentleman to give notice, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. FLETCHER]. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Withthe understanding that I am entitled 


to the floor in the morning; because otherwise Ishould not yield | r 
| advantage of the Bed in the Minneapolis market 5 cents, and in the Chicago 


the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota|Mr. FLETCHER] is recognized. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, Chairman, this measure ought to be entitled 
‘A billto depress prices of farm products and to interfere with the 
freedom of contract and legitimate trade.” 

I have studied the bill with care and candor, and with a full de- 
sire to discover any merits that it might possess. I have failed to 
find in it a single feature which will benefit the farmers, while its 
entire effect, if it shall ever become a law, will be to heap addi- 
tional burdens upon the farmer, 

There is no district represented on this floor whose people have a 
deeper interest in the prosperity of the farming classes than the 
one which | represent. We buy each year the larger portion of all 
the marketable grain raised by the farmers of that group of North- 
western States whose productiveness is the marvel of the world, 

In the year 1892 the millers and dealers living in my district 
handled 72,727,000 bushels of actual wheat xlone, and the city which 
is ny home is the largest primary wheat marketinthe world. Our 
people own very largely the grain elevators of Minnesota, North 
and South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Northern Iowa. Besides 
grinding 45,000,000 bushels of wheat into flour annually, we man- 
ufacture over 400,000,000 feet of lumber each year, which is mainly 
bought by the same farmers from whom this wheat is purchased. 

I state these facts to illustrate how vitally the prosperity of the 
community for which I specially speak is identified with the pros- 
perity of the farmers of the Northwest. 

The report of the committee having this measure in charge states 
that its first object is revenue. I assert that to whatever extent it 
produces revenue it does so at the expense of the farmer. The 
speculator can usually take care of himself, and in this case particu- 
larly he would see to it that the tax levied upon him for dealing in 
wheat was made to come out of the original price of the grain in 
the hands of the producer, 

The farmer, already sufficiently burdened, will pay the tax levied 
by this bill. The farmer asks for relief and he is given increased 
oppression, 

That such a measure can protect the producer against low prices 
is a delusion. Its effect would be exactly the reverse, because 
such a bill would disorganize and demoralize the presont admirable 
system of marketing and moving the crops, a system which has 
been built up through years of experience by the cooperation of 
producer, dealer, and manufacturer, It would destroy the confi- 
dence of the owners and representatives of capital in the safety of 
the grain business and in the security of funds advanced for the 
purpose of handling farm products, Of the bankers, wholesale 
dealers, and business men genefilly, who are familiar with the tenor 
of this bill, 90 per cent are opposed to its provisions and to its 
passage. Its enactment woult be a turning back of the hands 
upon the dial, equivalent to an abandonment of the railroad and 
the telegraph, and a return to mule teams and stagecoaches. 

Chicago is everywhere recognized as the greatest speculative 
wheat market of the world. If speculation, including the buying 
and selling of ‘‘futures,” tends to depress prices, why is it that for 
many years, as shown by the official records, Minneapolis, Duluth, 
and Chicago, during the months covering the moving of the crops, 
have uniformly been the highest-priced markets, relatively, on the 
globe? ‘This one fact demolishes at a blow the entire theory upon 
which this measure is based. 

With a thorough knowledge of the facts, I assert that the forms 
of contract and dealings which are pee prohibited by the 
pending bill are absolutely necessary to the safe and conservative 
transaction of the grain business in this country and throughout 
the commercial world. If this measure shall be enacted and sus- 
tained by the courts, it will be in operation just long enough to 
show its effect, to introduce confusion where now order prevails, to 
substitute uncertainty and risk for certainty and safety, to demoral- 
ize markets, and bring distress most of all to the producer. 

Mr, Chairman, to substantiate what I have said, I will ask the 
Clerk to read a few communications I have received from several of 
the largest legitimate grain dealers in this country, if not in the 
world, men whose financial standing is unquestioned, and whose 
business methods commend themselves to the admiration of the 
present generation. 
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MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., May 5, 1894. 

DEAR Sik: Please do everything possible to defeatthe proposed Ba 5 . 
as the Hatch anti option bill. Iti a matter of the greatest earls e 
producers and legitimate handlers of grain that the bill should not pass ne 

Our firm handles between 40,000,000 and 50,000,000 bushels of grain per annun 
and never speculates. We simply buy and sell grain as merchants which _ 
quires a large capital and a large credit, which latter we conunand on account ¢ f 
the safe methods now pursued in the grain trade. . 
Except temporarily, higher prices have prevailed in the fall when the crop is 
being delivered by the farmer than in the spring, when the market is being manip. 
ulated by the speculator, and the decline in prices is borne by the speculator v 
attach{hereto a detailed statement of prices prevailingjin Minneapolis and Chicago 
on wheat covering the months of September, October, and November and May Ist 
for the past five years, which shows that the average price of May wheat for the 
fall months for the five years in Minneapolis was 849 cents per bushel, and tho 
average price on May Ist for the same period was 79§ cents; in Chicago for the 


|} fall months the average price was 88, and on May 1 it was 81§ cents. 


_ Now, it is conceded by all that the great bulk of the =e is marketed between 
September 1 and December 15, and this statement shows that the farmer got the 


market 7 conta. If there was no way to sell for future shipment the burden 


| shown to have been borne by the speculater would have fallen upon the farmer 


The Minneapolis market can not possibly take care of tho grain as fast os it is 
marketed there during the three fall months, and the consequence is that parties 
buyng for future delivery must insure themselves (or, a the trade calls it 
hedge") in some other markets later on buying it back and delivering in M in: 
neapolis or Duluth. 

The present low price of wheat is not, by any means, the result of selling 
futures. It is not to be expected that wheat should command relatively as high 
prices to-day as ten years ago. All the machinery that the farmer buys costs not 
much more than half what it did ten years ago. Transportation from North 
Dakota to the seaboard this year is not over half what it was ten yearsago. Wheat 
in North Dakota to-day is worth as much to the producer at his station as it was 
ten years ago, when the price in New York was 20 cents per bushel higher than 
now. 

Prices of all commodities throughout the world are lower, and together with 
the unfavorable financial condition of the country contributes towards bringing 
about the present low prices of grain, but the chief and most important reason 
lies in the fact that the supply is greater than the demand. Competitors in the 
production of wheat are springing up in all lands, and even in our own country 
new territory is constantly coming in, such, for example, as Oklahoma, which, it 
is estimated, will produce this year 10,000,000 bushels against practically nothing 
five years ago. 

On account of low prices the grain must be handled on close margins, and it 
can not be handled on close margins unless it can be handled with safety. 


Yours very truly, 
¥, H. PEAVEY & CO. 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
Washington, D. O. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., March 29, 1894. 


Drar Sir: I consider the Hatch bill bad from beginning to end, and one that 
will have direct tendency to reduce the price of products in place of making 


| them higher. It would place the trade in a very few hands, and make it impos- 


sible for us to hedge our wheat and protect ourselves againat loss in the decline 
of prices. I think it will entirely destroy our system of handling grain and 
make us speculators in place of legitimate dealers, and when you destroy our 
system of protecting ourselves with our grain you destroy our grain as collateral 
toa er large extent. 

I think if we are unfortunate enough to ever have this bill become law that my 
views will be fully sustained in regard to the effects of the bill,and those who 
take a prominent part in helping this to become a law will be known in the North- 
west as being parties to getting a law passed that has done a very large amount 
of harm to legitimate trado. 

There are a great many things done in the grain trade, as well as in all other 
trades, that if we could wipe out we would be glad to do so, but in attempting to 
do it in the way they have started in on the grain and provision trade, they de 
very much more harm to the legitimate trade than they do to the illegitimate trade, 
in my opinion. 

In cola to take care of the large amount of grain that is marketed and give a 
man all the facilities to take care of himself that ho needs, he wants the privilege 
of selling his wheat in the best market, regardless of where he expects to ship it, 
and get it back into the market that he wishes to deliver in when the market is 
ready to take it. 

We find it very necessary in the fall of the year, when large amounts of grain 
are being delivered in the country, tosell the wheat in Chicago or New York, or 
some other market aside from our own, as our market is overstocked and will not 
take it all, and bring it back here when our market is in better shape. If we are 
deprived of anythiog of this kind it will reduce the price of wheat very materi- 
ally in the country, and so far as selling wheat *‘ short” mayen a tendency to 
bear prices, think it bas the opposite effect. It had a direct tendency to sustain 
the market, as there are a grout maffy times that the “short” sellers are the 
only buyerc of wheat. ‘To prove this statement you only have to refer to Chicago 
market, which does more of this kind of trading than any other market in the 
world, and is the highest, and has been for the past ten or fifteon years. 


Yours, Very truly, 
GEO. W. VAN DUSEN. 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


. 


Hon, LORIN FLETCHER, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 

Referring to the Hatch antioption bill, we would say, there are no provisions 
in this bill againstshort selling or sellin property that is not owned at the time 
sale is made. ‘The original Hatch-Washburn bill it was claimed was for that pur- 
pose alone, 

The framers of this bill profess to believe that there will be buyers for the com- 
modities named in it, in any amount for future delivery under the trade restric- 
tions they propose. I believe that to tear down a system of dealing that has 
taken years to build up and develop, and substitute an experiment, is a danger- 
ous proceeding, and when we neat to put our immense crops on the market, 
governed by these new conditions, buyers will hesitate to invest, not knowing 
what the result will be, and panic will follow in markets of all articles included 
in the bill. 

‘The farmers in Minnesota, North and South Dakota, wil! market about 60,000,000 
bushels of wheat between September 1 and December 1 on an —- crop of 
120,000,000 bushels. Of this amount there will be needed for shipment to the eastern 
mills and for export about 10,000,000. The mills in those three States will need 
About 20,000,000 bushels before February 1, and millers as a whole will not buy 
more than two months ahead of their grinding, and the speculators who have 
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heretoforebought will not buy if they w ill be obliged totakeand pay for, atmaturity 
of contract, or any other time, without the privilege of settling otherwise than 
actually taking and paying forit. Whowill buy and carry the remaining30,000,000 
that the speculators have heretofore bought! 

Nearly all debts of our farmers are due inthe fall months, and it is necessary 
for them tosell at that season to meet obligations. 
be cheap enough next fall to make it safe for elevator men to carry their houses 
full w ithout sales of futures to protect them against any probable decline, but the 
banks will not loan them money for that purpose. 
in Minneapolis has a resolution on its record book, passed within the last year o1 
two by its directors, against loaning money to elevator men who are not known to 


| 


The bank with largest capital | 


sell futures against their purchases of wheat, and I have no doubt most other 


banks have the same rule in force. 


l’armers must have money to meet these obligations when due, to paymerchants 


and others who have made their paper due in the fall, or there will be more wide 
spread distress in that section than was experienced during tho last year’s panic 
The privilege of selling futures has enabled buyers to pay from 8 to 15 cents more 
per bushel in the fall months for several years than it would sell for the following 
spring. Wespeak only of wheat, as it is a business we have been engaged in for 
more than thirty years in Minnesota and the Dakotas—long before it was possi 
ble to sell futures. When navigation closed onthe Mississippi the price of wheat 
would be reduced 10 or 20 cents a bushel to cover any probable decline before it 
opened again the following April or May. 
Very truly yours, 
BROOKS BROS. 


Mr. Chairman, in addition to the foregoing, I desire to 
read by the Clerk the views of some of our largest and most con 
eervative bankers and financiers; men who know their business 
thoroughly, and who would not loan their money to speculators. 
Men who hold dear the prosperity and welfare of every legitimate 
industry of the producer as well as the dealer and manufacturer 
alike. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., March 31, 1894. 


Dear Sir: I am glad to learn from the public press that you are using your 
influence against the Hatch autioption bill. As manager ofthis bank, which is 
very heavily interested in the grain and flour business, I earnestly hope that 
your efforts in opposition to the bill will be crowned with success. 

From the best information that I can obtain, it seems to me that the bill will 
very materially interfere with the business of legitimate grain dealers. By 
‘legitimate grain dealers’’ I mean elevator men who buy their wheat and sell it 
for future delivery, and who are thus protected against fluctuations in the market. 
In loaning the bank's money on grain we consider it one of the greatest protec 
tions we have when we know that the borrower has already sold the wheat for a 
fixed price. We feel so strongly about this that we refuse to do business with 
people who ‘‘stand on their wheat"’ and do not protect themselves by selling for 
future delivery. 

As a banker, therefore, lending not only this bank’s money but very large 
amounts for other banks on wheat collaterals, [am very much interested in the 
legitimate grain-dealer having all the facilities he now enjoys for protecting him 
self against the fluctuation of prices. 

So far as I know, my views are those which are generally entertained by the 
bankers in this section of the country, who are just as much opposed to wheat- 
gambling as anyone else, but who do not wish to see it stopped at the expense of 
our best customers, namely, the legitimate grain-dealers and elevator companies 
of this city. 

Yours very truly, 
J. W.RAYMOND, 
Vice-President. 
Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., May 4, 1894. 

Deak Sir: We beg you will use your best influence to defeat what is known as 
the ‘Hatch antioption bill.” 

In our judgment it will destroy the most compte’, economical, and eflicient 
system known in any country for the prompt handling of our immense crops. It 
will undoubtedly hurt the legitimate dealer in grain, but most assuredly will it 
be oppressive to the producers upon whose shoulders the burden will fall. 

With the present system legitimate dealers can work with safety on a very 
small margin; and with equal safety our banks can and do make large loans at a 
low rate of interest to move the crops. And on account of the safety of the 
present system (enabling legitimate dealers to sell by wire for future delivery) 
competition has made the margin received for handling grain smaller than ever 
before known in this countay. 

If the bill passes, tzade generally, in the rural districts especially, will be 
demoralized. Farmers will get a less price for their produce, for no merchant 
can work on so close a margin if the Hatch bill passes as he can now work under 
the present system, and all classes of trade, in our. judgment, will suffer thereby. 

You will find the grain men who most oppose the bill are among the most prom 
inent, legitimate, grain dealers in the country. 

Hon. LORIN FLETCHER, 

Washington, D. C. 


J. W. Raymond is vice-president and manager of the Northwest- 
ern National Bank. 

Perry Harrison is cashier of the Security Bank. 

T. J. Buxton is president of the City Bank. 

H. G. Sidle is president of the First National Bank. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pio tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the stato of 
the Union, reported that that committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 7007, had come tono resolution thereon. 


REPRINT OF GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the supply of copies of the bill 
H. R. 7477, the general deficiency bill, has been exhausted, and 
therefore I ask unanimous consent tht the House order a re- 
print of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


have 
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LEAVE ABSENCE. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, by unanimous consent, 
Mr. HUTCHESON was grauted leave of absence for one week, on 
yortant business. 

Mr. WILLTA MS of Illinois, by unanimous consent, 
leave of absence for five days, on personal business. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 40’clock and 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: A bill (H. R. 2556) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. 
Madison Cutts. (Report No. 1110.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein. 
(Report No. 1116.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
859) forthe relief of B. D. Greene. (Report No. 1117.) 


H.R. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R. 7499) designating the natives of 
the Territory of Alaska as natives—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A bill (AH. R. 7498) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River 
from a point within the limits of the city of Dubuque, in the 
State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the opposite bank of 
said river in the county of Grant and State of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7499) to grant 
to the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, certain lands 
within the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A resolution to fix a day for the considera- 
tion of bills reported by the Committee on the Public Lands—to 
the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7491) granting an honorable 
discharge to Thomas Devine, alias William Black—to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 7492) for the reliefof William 
Burke—to the Committee on Miiitary Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7493) for the relief of L. E. 
Bowen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four 
demned cannon of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
fairs. 


Com- 


con- 


Af- 


By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 7495) for the relief of E R. 
Stephens—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of John T. Marcell, ad- 


ministrator of Samuel Marcell, deceised—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 7497) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the record of John D. Hopper—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of F. B. Hus- 
sey and others, of Greenville, N. H., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary orders, etc., operating upon the lodge system, and 
providing for life, sick, accident, and other benefits to members 
may be exempted from the operations of any income-tax law 
which may be enacted—to the Committee Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions adopted by a mass- 
meeting of citizens of Durango, Colo., condemning the bill pro- 
viding for repeal of State bank tax; also, asking for free coinage 
of silver at ratio of 16 to 1—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr.CUMMINGS: Petition of Hyman Solomon and 18 other 
citizensof the cityof New York, praying thatfraternal and bene- 
ficiary societies, etc., operating on the lodge system, be exempt 
from the operations of any income-tax law which may be en- 
acted—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of I. K. Marhead Conclave, No. 


On 


82, Improved Order Heptasophs, Pittsburg, Pa., against income 
tax as affecting beneficiary socicties—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ‘ . 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of citizens of Shilohand Norwalk, 
Ohio, to exempt fraternal beneficiary associations from the ope- 
rations of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the faculty of Oberlin College against the 
Honduras | to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Road 
\lso, petition of citizens of North Fairchild, Ohio, in the in- 
terest of the fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 3928, 
Knights 
convict labor —to the Committee on Labor. 

by Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions of the mayor and 
aldermen and Board of Trade of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the 
pas ofa bill for construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Dubuque, Iowa—to the Committee on Interstate 
and loreign Commerce. 

\lso, certificate of the recorder of Dubuque County, Lowa, 
showing the filing of articles of incorporation by the Dubuque 
and Wisconsin Bridge Company—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of J. W. Natrass, J. R. Kearne, 
George W. Heaton, and many others, to the number of 61 citi- 
zens of the city of St. Paul, Minn., who are members of fraternal 
beneficiary orders, asking that such orders be exempt from the 
provisions of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, petition of Messrs. P. J. Bowlin & Co., and George Benz 
& Sons, of St. Paul, Minn., against extension of bonded period— 
to the Committee on Ways ‘and Means. 

By Mr. McDANNOLD: Papers to accompany House bill 7486— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of H. A. Heath and others, 
members of beneficiary societies, against the enactment of an 
income-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of Messrs. Solomon & Levy, The 
Meyer Marks Company, and The J. C. Marks Liquor Company, 
of Birmingham, Ala., protesting against any increase of the tax 
on whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Y. M. H. A. Congregation Emanuel, of 
Birmingham, Ala., protesting against the passage of House 
resolution 120, proposing an amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Two petitions of 349 citi- 
zens of Seattle, State of Washington, for the enactment of House 
bill No. 5246, to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of the faculty of 
Williams College, Williamstown, Mass., in favor of legislation 
prohibiting lottery business within our national territory—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1894. 


Tho Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant, certain 
information relative to the extent to which the system known 
as the padrone system now prevails, by which immigrants from 
Italy and other countries fall into the hands of agents or bank- 
ers who entice or force them into contracts, etc.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Com- 
mercial Club of Albuquerque, N. Mex., remonstrating against 
the removal of a portion of the Ute Indians from Colorado to 
New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
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associations be exempted from the proposed incomé-tax 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to |] 
table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented resolutions adopted ata recent 


‘tax pro- 
le on the 


| session of the New England Typographical Union, of Concord. 


| «rT 


of Labor, Helena, Mont., against the employment of | 


N. H., April 2 and 3, 1894, favoring the Governmental control 
of the telegraph service; which were referred to the Committes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of I’. B. Hussey and sundry 
other citizens of Greenville, N. H., praying that the pendine 
tariff bill be so amended ‘that fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, orassociations operating upon the lodge system and pro- 
viding for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other benefits 
to the members, and dependents of such members, shall be ex- 
empt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation in 
any form;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented sundry memorials of wholes 
and retail liquor dealers of Beatrice and fremont, in the Stat 
of Nebraska, remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 


| revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 


present bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the tab! 
He also presented a petition of 86 citizensof Lancaster County 
Nebraska, praying that in the passage of any law providing for 


| the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
| panies and associations be exempted from taxation; which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. QUAY presented a petition of sundry woolgrowers of 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia, praying for the retention of 


| the present duty on wool; which was ordered to lie onthe tabl: 


Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of H. G. Torbert and 
sundry other citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, and the petition of 1. 
W. Weeks and sundry other citizens of Guthrie Center, Iowa, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxa- 
tion of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from taxation; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Citizens’ Associa- 
tion of Brightwood, D. C., praying that they be granted a hear- 
ing before the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia, 
on the subjectof permitting the Brightwood Railroad Company 
to extend its tracks to the center of the city; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Union City, 
Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations, bs exempted from the proposed income-tax provi 
sion of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. BUTLER) presented a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Colleton, S. C., praying that in the passage of 
any law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES oi Arkansas presented the petition of W. F. Sle- 
mons, ex-member of Congress from Arkansas, praying that he 
be allowed the sum of $500, being the balance due him in con- 
testing his seat in the Forty-sixth Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1! presenta joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio relative to the centennial of the conquest of the 
Indian nations, and as it is the memorial of aState Legislature, I 
ask that it be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as follows: 

Joint resolution relative to the centennial of the conquest of the Indian 
nations. 

Whereas the year 1895 marks the centennial epoch of the conquest of the 
Indian nations and the establishment of peace in the territory now com- 
—— in _ State of Ohio and adjacent country northwest of the Ohio 
River; anc 

Whereas said conquest was made by the army under command of Gen 
Anthony Wayne, a gallant and meritorious soldier in the war of the Revolu- 
tion and the Indian wars, the battle'’of Fallen Timbers, on the Maumee River, 
August 20, 1794, completing the chain of victories and subduing the Indian 
tribes; and 

Whereas the treaty of peace made on the 3d day of August, 1795, at Fort 
Greenville (built on the site of Greenville, Ohio) by Gen. Wayne on behalf 
of ‘the United States and various Indian nations occupying the territory 
northwest of the Ohio River was of national importance and established 
peace and permitted the extension of American settlements therein: There- 
fore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That steps be 
taken to properly observe the one hundredth anniversary of this important 
event in the history of our Western country; ; 

That the United States Government should erect a suitable memorial 
stracture on the site of Fort Greenville to perpetuate the memory of Gen. 
Anthony Wayne ana his gallant army, and that our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress be requested, through the governor, to secure such a 
memorial; that to accomplish the intent of this resolution the Ohio Arche- 
ological and Historical Society is hereby authorized and directed to take 
the necessary steps to secure a suitable centennial celebration atGreenville, 
Ohio, on August 3, 1895, and to obtain, if possible, through Congress, such a 





t 
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memorial as will fittingly and appropriately perpetuate the centennial of 

this important event and those conspicuous in its history. ; 
That the governor of Ohio be authorized to Brake oy behalf of this State, 

the States of Pe nsylvania, Virginia, and Kentucky, 1 

most of the soldiers in the campaign of 1794, and to send representatives to 
articipate in such celebration; and also the States of —s Winois, 
Jichigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, which States, wi hio, comprised 

the territory northwest of the Ohio River, to send représeytatives to this 


which States furnished | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


centennial, and to invite said States to prepare such tablets of other me- | 


mentos for such memorial structuré as they may desiré. 

Adopted March 22, 1893. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of tho Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation bo 
made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Interna- 
tional Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COURT AT MONTPELIER, VT. 


Mr. PUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2135) to provide that 
a term of the circuit and district court of the United States for 
the district of Vermont may be held at Montpelier, to report it 
favorably and without amendment. At the request of the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 





Mr. PEFFER. Ido not think the resolution will bring on 
any discussion. I therefore ask unanimous consent that i 


be now considered. 

The resolution was consNered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

UNEXPENDED PENSION APPROPRIATION. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which wa 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed toinform the Ser 
ate what amount of the appropriation for the payment of pensions will re 
main unexpended at the close of the fiscal year 1804 

HARBOR AT EVERETT, WASH. 

Mr. CALL (for Mr. SQUIRE) submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Kepresentatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 


the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so as to 
make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth ot! 


| Water practicable: Provided, That if the information necessary tt make 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2141) granting a pension 
to Jose Porter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2142) to amend sec- 
tion 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain volun- 
teer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mex- 
ico,” approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Rufus Betz; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred io the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2144) for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah E. Comly; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2145) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Hendrickson, deceased, late major, retired, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (S.R. 93) request- 
ing the President to negotiate a treaty with Great Britain pro- 
viding for the arbitration of disputes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY ENGINEERING. 


such estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engineers it may be 

made without any further survey. The Secretary of War is directed to 

cause such estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 
PUBLIC SAVINGS BANKS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will b 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PEFFER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, directed to prepare and report, as soon as practicable, a bill provid 
ing for the establishment of a system of public savings banks, to be cor 
ducted under the surveillance of public officers in connection with the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss the 
subject now nor to detain the Senate more than a moment, for | 
expect to avail myself at sometime in the future of a favorable 
opportunity to discuss the matter at length. 

However,I wish to say that the matter of postal savings banks 
has been before Congress a great many times in one form or an- 
other during the last ten or twelve years. The late Postmaster- 
General was particularly active in urging the subject upon the 
attention of Congress. A large number of bills have been intro- 


| duced into both branches of Congress upon the same subject 


within a few years. I have found in my cursory examination of 
the history of the work that one obstacle in the way of success 
has been the difficulty which committees of Congress have had to 
make up their minds that the Government could safely or properly 
undertake a banking business. On account of that prejudice, 
and I think it is only a prejudice, committees have hesitated to 
recommend any action. 

I think in view of the history of the last two years, more 
especially of last year, with the failure of many of our savings 
banks, with the failure of many of our national banks, and now 
with the congestion of money in the large banks of the great 
cities of the country when it ought to be out doing money duty, 


| the people can see more clearly the relation which the people's 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which | 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby instructed to transmit to 
the Senate all reports, addresses, and papers in his hands pertaining to the 
proceedings of the World’s Congress Auxiliary relating to military engi 
neering. 





STATISTICS RELATING TO WHEAT, ETC. 


Mr. PEFFER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Secretar 
to inform the Senate: 

First. The number of bushels of old wheat, including the visible and in- 
visible supply on hand, respectively, there is likely to be left over in this 
country on July 1, 1894. 

Second. Any information he has regarding the condition of old wheat now 
held in elevators, storehouses, mills, or in farmers’ hands. 

Third. The number of bushels of wheat that is likely to be raised in each 
of the States, respectively, in 1894, based on its present per cent of condition 

d harvestable acreage. 

ourth. Thenumber of acres of winter and spring wheat, respectively, that 

ave been abandoned from the whole acreage sown for this year’s crop, and 

hether any deduction from that cause was made, and if so, how much, in 
hig report for June 10, 1804. 

fth. To furnish such information as he has in relation to the quantity of 

ga corn likely to be left over in this country on July 1, 1894, and the quan- 

ty likely to be raised in each State, respectively, in 1894, based on the 


y of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, directed 


ther conditions and climatic influences that have affected corn, oats, and 
rass, as set forth in the weekly reports of the Weather Bureau under his 
partment, or otherwise in his possession to this date. 


financial interests sustain to the Government as an agency of 
the people, and it is for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the Senate to that feature that I shall discuss it at length when 
an appropriate occasion arises. 

Ve must, in my judgment, eventually arrive at a system of 
public banking. I do not care just now to use the word govern 
ment, because so many people, even statesmen, learned in the 
law and learned in politics, have an ide t 


1, at least it so appears, 


| that the Government is some great institution like a prince, 


i 
power, or potentate, wholly disconnected from the people, 
whereas in the theory of our Government and the spirit of our 


| laws and of our institutions the Governmentis only an agent of 


the people to execute the people's will. 

So in this resolution I have used the word ‘‘ public” instead 
of the word ‘‘ Government,” but eventually it will come to that; 
the people will do their own banking through rules and regula- 
tions provided by the Congress of the United States, and it will 
eventually take the form of what we shall then call Government 
banking. 

I ask that the resolution may be permitted to lie on the table, 
and at some convenient season I shall ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to discuss it more at length. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it goto the Calendar. 
called up just as well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to state in this connection, not 
in reply to the Senator from Kansas, that following the sugges 
tion of Postmaster-General Wanamaker some years ago | intro- 
duced a bill providing for postal savings banks. I did it be- 


1 


Then it can be 


The resolution will be placed on 
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lieving that the English system in that regard might well be 
followed in this country. I do not, however, in any advocac 

that I may make of that system go to the length, nor do I thin 

I could be induced to go to the length of paternalism suggested 
by the Senator from Kansas, that the Government of the United 
States should be bankers for the people of the United States, 
and that all private institutions of a banking character should 
practically be wiped out by that sort of a paternal government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. My 
proposed substitute reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, directed to investigate and report upon the practicability and feasi- 
bility of providing by law for the establishment, etc. 

| simply desire to say in this connection that I do not agree 
that the Senate should adopt any resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Post-Oijlices and Post-Roads to do what in their judg- 
ment they may not approve of—that is, to formulate and report 
a billand recommend its passage to Congress; but I think it is 
entirely competent for the committee to inquire into the mat- 
ter and report what in their judgment is desirable to be done in 
the premises. I ask that my amendment may go to the Calen- 
dur likewise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. The morn- 
ing business is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 


OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 


Mr. VILAS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2055) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and articles 
designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or Terri- 
tory into another State or Territory. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads, with amend- 
ments, in line 26, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out 
‘* five ’ and insert ‘‘one,” and in line 27, after the word “ than,” 
to strike out *' five years” and insert ‘‘one year;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person to deposit with 
any express company or other common carrier for carriage from one State 
or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia any ob- 
scene, lewd, or lascivious book, pamphlet, picture, paper, letter, writing, 
print, or other matter of an indecent character, or any article or thing de- 
signed or intended forthe prevention of conception or procuring of abortion, 
or any article or thing intended or adapted for any indecent or immoral 
use, or any written or printed card, letter, circular, book, pamphlet, adver- 
tisement, or notice of any kind giving information, directly or indirectly, 
where, how, or of whom,or by what means any of the hereinbefore men- 
tioned articles, matters, or things may be obtained or made, and any person 
who shall knowingly deposit, or cause to be deposited, with any express 
company or other common carrier for carriage from one State or Territory 
of the United States or the District of Columbia to any other State or Terri- 
tory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or who shall take from 
such expresscompany or other commoncarrier withintent to sell, distribute, 
or circulate any matter or thing herein forbidden to be deposited for car- 
riage. shall for each offense, uponconviction thereof, be fined not more than 
#1,C00 or imprisoned at hard labor not more than one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT HASTINGS, MINN. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of 
Hastings, Minn.,to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over 
the Mississippi River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of New- 

ort, Ky.; 
' A bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section 22 of an act to regulate 
commerce, as amended March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R.5103) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota;” and 

A bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Monongahela River. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 20, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.O 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 14th instant approved and signed the act (S$ 
1950) to authorize the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Railroad 
Companies, or either of them, to constructand maintain a bridge 
over the Delaware River between the Statesof New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania. wn 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of 
Newport, Ky., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3291) to amend section of an act to regulate 
commerce, as amended March 2, 1889, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 5103) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and Mansfield 
Railroad Company to constructand maintain a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas|Mr. PEFrER], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 608, page 112, line 14, after 
the word ‘ ‘packages,” it is proposed to insert ‘'5 cents per 100 
pounds;” so as to read: 


Saltin bulk, and salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 5 cents 
per 100 pounds. 


Mr. PEFFER. On that amendment! desire to be heard very 
briefly, Mr. President. : 

At the outset, I wish to say that personally I believe that salt 
ought to be on the free list, and have so believed for a number 
of years, perhaps as long as ten years, since I have been study- 
ing the subject; but, while thatis true, [represent aconstituency, 
a portion of whom are interested in very large measure in the 
salt industry. So far as my correspondence with the people of 
Kansas concerning their mechanical and manufacturing indus- 
tries is concerned, this is the only one to which my attention 
has been called particularly and forcibly by the men who are in- 
terested in the work there. 

At the city of Hutchinson, which is very near the center of tha 
State of Kansas—and that, as Senators know, is the center of the 
United States and of the world—there is a substratum of salt 
about 350 feet in thickness. At the time that body of salt was 
discovered, prepared salt, ready for use, was selling in Kansas 
and in all the region roundabout at $2.50a barrel, but our people, 
with the aid of some outside means, set to work to develop their 
salt mines. To-day there are three or four—I am not quite cer- 
tain as tothe exact number—large salt factories at work: and 
now they are selling salt at from 50 to 55 centsa barrel. It was 
only a few years ago, in 1887, if | remember correctly, that we 
began to work on these mines. The Hutéhinson salt factories 
are now turning out about 1,250,000 barrels annually, in addition 
to over two million packages of fine dairy and table salt. 

Our Kansas manufacturers tell me that their trade extends 
far downinto Texas, southwest of us. They tell me further that 
in that neighborhood they come into competition with the Brit- 
ish salt, thatis salt brought in from England, and that, although 
the people will not be benefited in any way by a reduction of the 
duty upon salt or by a removal of the duty, yet these manufac- 
turers, who are engaged in the business of furnishing the peo- 
ple with salt, if they have free competition with the British 
article, will necessarily be more or less restricted in the terri- 
tory with which they trade. They say to me, if a reasonable 
duty is retained upon foreign salt, the Kansas industry will ex- 
tend nearly to the coast line, down into and beyond Galveston, 
and in that region across Texas; that there the British reaches 
them and comes in competition with them, and that there the 
transportation charges about equalize each other. 

That is all there is in this thing. It issimply togive our own 
manufacturers a larger market for salt, which they tell me can- 
didly, and I think they are right, will not be affected at all in 
price although the duty should be removed, but it is so small 
thatit would notaffect the territory ofthe trade. Whenitcomes 
to retailing salt among the people, a duty of 5 or 10 cents upor 
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the hundred pounds is so small as that the people who purchase 
it by retail would not get any benefit from the removal of the 
duty, and the territory of the manufacturers, who have invested 
large amounts in the salt establishments there would be extended 
tothatextent. That, I think, is well worthy of the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

This billis bsing conducted upon protectionlines. Yesterday, 
by a very encouraging vote, we determined that we would pro- 
tect the quicksilver industry. The persons who are particu- 
larly interested in that industry, both consumers and producers, 
are alike in favor of a duty upon the foreign article, with two 
objects in view, one to keep down the price of quicksilver in the 
markets generally to operate as a regulator of the world’s price 
of the product, and the other to keep in operation the already 
developed manufacturing industry in the United States. 

There is no question but that the more we foster and encour- 
age and protect domestic manufacturing industries up toa rea- 
sonable line the better it is for all parties concerned. Our peo- 
ple are unanimous upon that point. While it was alleged in 
recent years that the Democratic party were a party of free 
traders, yet the truth is that they have not been free traders, 
they have been protectionists; and now, in the management of 
this bill, they boldly proclaim to the world that this is a pro- 
tection measure. That being true, while, as I said in the earlier 
stages of this discussion, the people in Kansas are ready for free 
trade if the rest of the world is, and that I am ready for free 
trade if other Senators are—I leave it entirely with them—I 
submit, in view of the course we are taking upon the pending 
bill, in view of what we did yesterday, that the salt industry in 
Kansas is entitled to protection as much as the quicksilver in- 
dustry in the State of California, or the collar and cuff industry 
in the State of New York, or the woolen industry in the State 
of Rhode Island. 

When I first received suggestions from the salt manufacturers 
in Kansas asking me to urge a retention of at least a reasonable 
duty upon foreign salt, [ wrote an answer substantially like this: 


While, as you know, Iam in favor of free salt, yet Iam your representa- 
tive, andif you will show me any good reason why a duty of any amount 
ought to be retained on foreign salt, I will present your argument to the 
Senate and urge that it be incorporated in the law. 


In answer to that letter I received the following letter, dated 
Hutchinson, Kans., December 16, 1893, directed to me: 


Your valued favor of the 28th ultimo was duly received, and Ihave delayed 
answering the same thinkingI might be able to gather more details for your 
information. I presume it is useless, however, to submit statistics, as you 
have them at hand and much more accessible than they could possibly be 
tome. Inasmuch as you have a desire to know the facts as relates to this 
tield, however, will say that there is no doubt but that free salt would have 
a very serious effect upon us as manufacturers. Aside from the State of 
Kansas, Texas comes in as our second largest consumer of salt. The 
cities of Galveston, Houston, San Antonio, andin fact all Southern Texas 
are using foreign salt, we not being able to market any in competition with 
the imported salt, notwithstanding the present duties. 

In conversation with Wallis, Landis, & Co., prominent importers of Gal- 
veston, a few days ago, they told a representative of ours that with free salt 
they would be able to control the trade as far north as Fort Worth, Tex. 
This would have a serious effect upon our Texas trade and cut off hundreds 
of cars annually, and I am not so sure but what they would be able to come 
farther north than intimated, by these prices Armour now imports all their 
salt used on export meats on account of duties being refunded. In conver- 
sation with a packer in Iowa he said that they would be able to bring all the 
salt up the Mississippi River at less than we could freight it across by rail. 
There is no question in my mind but what the output of this fleld would be 
greatly decreased if salt is admitted free of duty; aside from this I do not 
see any good grounds for it, nor do I know of anyone demanding it. To-day 
we are placing salt here on cars at 57 cents per barrel. The package and 
ae costs 30 cents of this amount, leaving but 27 cents for 280 pounds of 
salt or $1.73 per ton of 2,000 pounds, 

Certainly the consumer is getting salt cheap enough; you can scarcely 
buy sand so cheap. A reduction of the output not only affects the manu- 
facturer, but supplants that much labor in manufacturing, as well as in the 
production of the salt, the latter alone amounting to thousands of cars per 
annum to this point for the evaporation of the salt. It goes still further 
and reduces the revenue of the railroad companies; you can readily see 
that the loss sustained is widespread. The duties collected during the dec- 
ade of 1873 to 1883 was 87,765,021.73; this was under the present duty. In 1868, 
when the duty was 18 and 24 cents per hundred-weight, the duties collected 
amounted to $1,136,175.36; with the reduction of duties the revenues were 
decreased nearly one-half million dollars, while the amount imported 
amounted to practically the same. In 1889 the revenues collected from salt 
were nearly one-half million dollars. 

With the abolishment of this duty we lose all the revenue we now gain, 
and at the same time supplant labor instead of increasing it. As for the 
State of Kansas, last year we manufactured 1,080,000 barrels. This, fora 
new field is certainly surprising, and supplants anything in the way of de- 
velopment heretofore, and to have it absolutely crippled at this time when 
it is about the only industry, with the exception of lead, that Kansas is in- 
terested in in the way of dutiable goods, it looks to us as placing us at an 
unfair advantage as compared with Eastern manufacturers. I feel quite 
sure that the general public does not demand the removal of duty, and es- 

ecially is this true ofthe peopleof Kansas. Myrecentletter to you and Mr. 

{ARTIN was given to the press. Iinclose you herewith copy of letter received 
from a gentleman at Fort Scott, Kans., which explains itself. 


I will State that the letter referred to has reference to the 
printed communication to which the writer alludes: 


You can see other people are interested as well asourselves. This gentle- 
wan is an entire stranger tome. If there are any other facts that I can give 
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you I shall be pleased tofurnish them. Trusting that you will see your way 
clear to resist a reduction of the tariff in this particular, I remain 
Yours, truly, 
J. M. MULKEY, Secretar: 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


What is the present duty on salt? 
Mr. PEFFER. 


Twelve cents and 8 cents per hundred pounds, 


depending upon whether it comes in packagesor in bulk. This 
| is the letter to which Mr. Mulkey refers: 
Fort Scorr, KAN November 29, 1893. 


MY DEAR Srr: I have read your letter to the tariff committee, which is 
pubiished in the papers, with a good deal of interest and appreciation, but 
if you will pardon the assumption, [donot think you put the caseas strongly 
as the occasion demands; theidea that anybody is going to be beneiitted by 
the placing of salt on the free list is the veriest humbug. Who is demand 
ing it, and who is to be benefitted by it? Not the laboring man, mei 
store-keeper, professional man, or any housekeeper, for scarcely a family in 
these United States will use a dollar's worth of saltin a year 

Not the farmer either, for stock salt is delivered in the lump almost as 
cheap as stones; not the packing houses, whe sell all the salt they use at the 
price of saltmeat; in fact nothing that is sold as merchandise in any store 
is as cheap as salt, and to place it on the free list isto kill off a most im 
portant industry, which is of great value to the State of Kansas, as well as 
to Michigan, New York, and West Virginia, without any corresponding 
benefit to any class of people; it is not like sugar or wool, or other articles 
of necessity, of which it can be claimed that the loss of the producer is more 
than counterbalanced by reduced prices to consumers, for salt is so cheap 
now that no one feels the price that he pays forit. I have failed to find any 
reason given by an intelligent man for placing it on the free list, and I hope 
you will fully expose the humbug that the so doing is going to benefit 
any body. 

Sincerely yours, 






hanic, 


F. B. RAY 


J. M. MULKEY, 


Secretary, Hutchinson, Kans. 


The point that is made by both of these persons and which | 
make in their behalf, I say to Senators, is not with the expecta- 
tion of making salt any cheaper to the people whom I am proud 
to represent, but in order that the area of territory in which the 
manufacturing interest which I represent muy be enlarged or 
that at least their present territory may be saved tothem. If 
the duty on salt is entirely removed and the foreign article 
comes in without paying taxes of any kind, then the lines which 
our people now enjoy will be gradually withdrawn and a large 
part of the territory which they now supply with salt will be 
cut off. 

Mr. President, I have presented their case plainly, fully, and 
sincerely, and I trust that the Senate will act favorably upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. “Before the Senator from Kansas takes his 
seat [ should like to ask him the extent of the salt deposit in 
Kansas. I think he has not stated that as fully as he might. 

Mr. PEFFER. I stated the depthof the bed. The thickness 
of the salt deposit is about 350 feet. That is the average where 
it has been bored through in different places. As to its extent, 
how much territory it covers, we do not know, but I am confident 
that it is mot less than 150 miles extending north and south, 
probably 30 miles east and west,and it may bemore. It extends 
across away up intothe Suilivan Valley. The Indians were mak- 
ing salt in that region before white men came there by simply 
gathering the deposits from the evaporation of the sun. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thenthe deposit is practically inexhaustible. 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir; it is practically inexhaustible. My 
attention has just been called to the production of salt. I men- 
tioned that we began only in 1887, and that we have now in- 
creased our production to considerably over a million barrels a 


ear. By the kindness of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr 
PLATT], I have the annual production before me. In i8*8 the 
production was 155,000 barrels. That was the first year of our 


production. In 1889 the production was 450,000 barrels; in 1890 
it was 822,666 barrels: in 1891 it was 855,536 barrels, and in 1892 
it was 1,480,100 barrels. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator giving the production of the 
State of Kansas? 

Mr. PEFFER. Of Kansas alone. In addition, we are pro- 
ducing a very large quantity of fine table and dairy salt, which 
is put up in small packages and is not included in this barreled 
salt at all, nor does it include the rock salt that is sold in large 
chunks to men who raise stock. The salt is laid down in the 
field or putin troughs so that the cattle may lick at it as they 
pass without spreading it in the grass, as we did formerly with 
the lower grades of salt. The product of dairy and fine salt last 
year amounted, asI read to you, to over 2,000,000 packages. So 
the development is wonderful in extent. I think it not only 
fair, but I think it right inevery sense of the word that the ter- 
ritory in which my people operate shall be protected. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, 1 desire simply to supplement the 
argument of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF PER by a state- 
ment furnished me on behalf of the American salt industry. 
They say: 

Until ten years ago our coast cities and towns, and those adjacent tuere- 
to, were very largely dependent upon foreign sources for their supply of salt. 
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portations of salt amounted to 454,488 tons,and the total Amer 


1.367 tons 


In 1484 the ip 
ican output ih ; 
Of the New York Sti 

f supply of the 


te produced 250,000 tons, and was the 

ain domestic source of Lastern, Middle, and South Atlantic 
State . 'D ymestic common salt then sold in New York City for about $5.50 
per ton and Liverpool common for about $6.50 per ton, and the same salts 
are now sold for $4.50 and €, a decreasein price of 18 per cent on domestic 
salt and23 per cent on imported salt. In 1884 the domestic manufacturers 
did not make a salt satisfactory to the salters of hides, and this trade had 
to pay from 28.40 to 38.96 per tonior the imported coarse salt. 

In 1887 a t was made in this country that was suitable for the hide trade 
and was sold for $6 per ton: Z 
satisfaction for hides the importers met the reduced figures, and prices on 
both grades were reduced to $5.50. 
competition further reduced the price on this grade to $4.50. 

The development of the American salt industry in New York has there- 
fore effected a saving to the beef trade of nearly 50 per cent On the cost of 
their coarse salt 

The large buyers of salt, even in our coast cities where the greatest sav- 
ing would apparently be effected, are not asking for free salt; on the con- 
trary, some of the largest, D. H. Sherman and Joseph Eastman, are even 
protesting against the removal of the duty, believing it to their interest as 
buvers of salt to have the American industry given adequate protection. 

That free salt would effectively drive the domestic article from the sea- 
coastis made manifest by the operation of the clausein the present tariff 
law, giving the deep-sea fishermen on the coast free salt. For years the 
American manufacturers have made every effort to sell the fish trade at 
Gloucester and other New England towns, as well as the Potomac Region, 
and although the American salt is perfectly suited for this purpose, as 
proved by its extended use on the Great Lakes, they have never been able to 
compete with the foreign product in price, and to-day not a pound of do- 
mestic salt is being used for curing fish on the Atlantic coast. 

We do not allude to this fish question with any intention of advocating 
that a duty be charged on salt for this trade, but quote it as an example of 
what would surely happen with all trade on and near the coast if salt were 
admitted free. Butwhyis imported salt able todrive out our domestic prod- 
uct? 

Can the foreigner make it so much cheaper than can we? No. Our com- 
panies can, notwithstanding their higher cost of labor and fuel, produce 
their salt practically as cheap as it can be made in England or in any coun- 
try not favored by a hot tropical sun. Then, whydo they ask protection? 
Because the British Salt Union can ship their salt as ballast from the works 
near Liverpeol to New York City at a total cost for transportation of 3 
shillings, or 72 cents per ton, and the American producer has to pay 82.25. 
Sait is carried from Liverpool to New,Orleans for 3 shillings, or 72 cents per 
ton, and the freight from the salt works within one or two hundred miles of 
that city is, I believe, #2 perton. The British Salt Union can land their salt 
in Boston at a total freight cost of 2 shillings, or 48 cents per ton, and the 
freight on domestic salt is $2.69. 

It is to protect them against these ballast freight rates that the domestic 
salt companies ask protection. They do not ask for a duty that will enable 


* amount 


them to sel! the fish trade, or secure trade that they have never before had, but 
simply ask for a sufficient duty to partially overcome the enormous advan- 
tage the foreign manufacturer has in freight rates, and give them some 
chance to retain the trade they have had for some years. 


I intended to read alsothe statement of the Onondago Coarse 


Salt Association and a memorandum of the New York Salt As- 
sociation, but if there be no objection I will ask that they be 
printed in the RecorD without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The matter referred to is as follow: 


REPLY TO CIRCULAR LETTER OF COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, UNITED STATES 
SENATE, RELATIVE TO CUSTOMS LEGISLATION. 


To the honorable the Finance Committee of the United States Senate, 
Hon. D. W. Voorhees, chairman: 


Having been kindly furnished a copy of a ‘‘ Circular Letter of Inquiry, No. 
1, Manufacturers,”’ of your honorable committee, bearing date of December 
20, 1803, we beg leave to submit the following for its consideration: 

We desire to answer said inquiry generally, hoping that our position may 
be thus the better understood. The persons and companies who compose 
our association are the manufacturers of what is known as “ coarse salt,”’ 
produced by solar evaporation on the Onondago salt springs reservation, at 
and about Syracuse, N. Y. There is a total capital of more than $2,500,000 
employed here in this industry, and many laborers. 

We favor the retention of the present *‘ specific duty ’ on salt, which is 8 
cents per 100 pounds on salt in bulk and 12 cents on salt in packages. 

The salt imported into the United States comes, in the main, from Eng- 
land, the Mediterranean, and the West Indies, and is sent from those coun- 
tries chiefly as ballast for vessels seeking here return cargoes, being taken 
at nominal rates of freight. The wages of the English salt-makerare from 
bd to 60 per cent lower than ours. The great bulk of the West India and 
Mediterranean Sea salt is obtained from the so-called lagoons, requiring no 
labor except that which is incurred in the harvesting of it. 

Prior to 1857 the salt manufacture in the United States was almost wholly 
confined to the Onondaga salt springs, in the State of New York, and to the 
States of Virginia and Ohio. Since that time, begioning with the discovery 
and use of the wells at Saginaw, in Michigan, salt has been found, either in 
galt wells or salt rock, over most of the States and Territories of the Union, 
notably over almost the entire surface of Western New York, the whole 
peninsula of Michigan, in the northern part of Ohio south of Lake Erie, 
Southwestern Louisiana, Kansas, Nebraska, California, Utah, the province 
of Ontario, Canada, on Lake Huron, Lake St. Clair, and St. Clair River. 

The struggle for amarket between the producers of domestic salt has low- 

red the price to a point where, at the present rate of wages, the business 
can not continue, especially if the duties on a tea salt are removed, for 
to-day salt can be, and actually is, landed at New York and other places from 
foreign ports at a freight less than it costs us, only 300 miles distant, to put 
our product there. 

The consumption of salt in this country follows closely the population, 
and to-day 65,000,000 bushels, of 56 pounds, is our requirement. here are 
to-day in existence in this country salt works enough to make twice the 
above amount, if required, and the wells and mines already developed are 
sufficient to supply the world’s demané for centuries to come without ex- 
haustion, and at a price to the consumer far lower than it will ever be if 
domestic manufacture goes to the wall in its double strife with home com- 
petition and free foreign salt, as it inevitably must, unless labor is greatly 
cheapened. 

The present duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds barely permits our salt to reach 
tide water and compete with the foreign article without profit. 


When it was found that this salt gave entire | 


We are utterly driven from the market of salt for us BeD-se 
erles and packing of theats for export, where the ane of Foret nee tah: 
free by act of Congress, although the universal testimony of the fisherr = 
and packers is that our — at the same price would drive out the for io 
— by yeasen of its ac cnowledged superiority. oe 
‘he report from Washington for 1892 gives as tho e3 
United States, 93,000 bushels, while in the sixties, before the Toon re 
brine at Goderich, Canada, on Lake Huron,,.the annual export to Cabada 
alone from the Onondaga salt works had reached 625,000 bushels Now there 
is no export, and free salt could be brought into Central and Western New 
York and laid down at the very doors of its manufactories from the practi- 
cally inexhaustible wells of Canada at a far cheaper rate than the present 


© ré m | cost of labor in its production at our wells and mines. 
It remained at this price until domestic | 


England to-day actually forbids the manufacture of salt in her East India 
empire, Which has not only a very extensive seacoast and numerous islands 
with a great number of lagoons well adapted for the manufacture of sea 
salt, but rock salt in inexhaustible quantities; and she excludes peremp 
torily the use of any salt except that made and exported in English vessels 
from England, or made in her East India empire for the Crown, and levies 
a taxon both, yielding a revenue only second to the land tax. Spain, France 
and Italy, the three great producing countries of the Mediterranean Sea, ex- 


| act an enormous excise on the domestic use of salt, and forbid absolutely 


the importation of any foreign article, while all permit and foster, without 
charge of excise, the exportation of this commodity. The result of the 
policy of these nations is that the cost of salt to the ordinary citizen con- 
sumer of their countries is largely in excess ofits cost to the citizen of the 
United States. 

But not long will it be so, when salt shall be admitted free, when our even 
now struggling industry shall be paralyzed or destroyed in an unequal com- 
petition with the cheaper procuct of foreign cheaper labor. We will then 
soon be made to pay to the English Salt Union the price which it exacts 
elsewhere. 

Salt is an article of prime necessity, like the elements of air and water 
Nothing can fill its place inthe human economy; the supply from foreign 
sources is always precarious, depending on the accidents of peace and war, 
on blockades and other circumstances; domestic capital and industries 
should therefore receive at least so much encouragement in any system of 
commercial regulation as will secure in all circumstances the national in 
dependence in a point of such vital concern. 

t ought to be considered that salt fitted for commerce and use is pri 
pteyeaes A the result of combined labor and capital; of capital applied in 
the erection of expensive plants; and of labor employed in the process to 
which the crude material is subjected. In the commercial value of this 
article no appreciable estimate is made of the brine in its native condition 
The cost of salt in the market is simply the cost of the capital and labor 
used in the production; and the protection offered to it bv revenue and the 
tariff laws is precisely the same in principle and in fact as that afforded to 
any other branch of manufacturing industry. It seems necessary to state 
this because it is contrary to a received impression among those who have 
little or no acquaintance with the subject. 

By many persons saltis supposed to be one of the bounties of the Creator, 
ready prepared for the use of man, requiring neither capital nor skill, 
and only labor enough to gather it up like manna in the wilderness Their 
delusion has inspired no small amount of ignorant and empty declamation 
against the impest duty onthe article. It is wholly a delusion. Salt is a 
bounty of the Creator in the same and only in the same sense as a thousand 
other things bestowed on man by a beneficent Providence, which must be 
transmuted by capital, labor, and skill into shapes and forms fitted for the 
econcmy of human life. More than most other things its value in com 
merce and its adaptation to use depend on the capital of the producer and 
the laborandskill which heemploys. Why then, we ask, should adiscrimina 
tion be made against this article in asystem of commercial laws and regula 
tions enacted, whether for protection or revenue, or for both? 

The competition between our different domestic interests, and between 
them and foreign salt, insures the utmost moderation in the price of the 
article. A repeal or material reduction of the tariff would bring blight and 
paralysis upon this branch of industry. The duty is the precise advantage 
which it enables to compete with the foreign article in the great markets 
ofthecountry. The lossof this advantage would be fatal, and we would be 
forced to retire from the competition. 

The first effect of the removal of the duty might be to reduce the price of 
foreign salt in the competing markets; but that effect would be trausitory 
merely. It would take place in the interest distinctly of the importer, and 
result in his gaining possession of the market. Domestic salt would not, 
perhaps, wholly disappear from the country, but the foreign product would 
have undisputed control on the seaboard, in the great cities and adjacent 
country, on the tide waters and the navigable rivers. 

Domestic commerce in this article, if it existed at all, would shrink into 
strictly interior territory, pressed closely even there byitsrival. But what 
then? Importers are not Understood to be beings of angelic nature. Sole 
possessors of the chief markets, it is inconceivable that they would not ac- 
cept all the advantages of the situation. Competition is the great regulator 
of prices and the best guaranty for moderation which the consumers of 
manufactured articles can possibly have. he duty once removed, domes- 
tic salt could not longer er with the foreign in our markets, and the 
consumer here at home would have to submit as best he might to the exac- 
tions of the foreign producer and the importer. 

We would not be understood as advocating a “—- protective tariff, or even 
a tariff for protection rather than for revenue. We are of different political 
parties. e@ assume that there must be tariff laws at least for revenue. In 
any revision of them some discrimination will be found expedient in order 
to the incidental protection of domestic industries. We contend that in all 
legislation upon this general subject domestic salt presents the very high- 
est claim to a favorable consideration. 

Salt is now one of the cheapest articles of commerce, especially when the 
relative cost of labor entering into its manufacture ig considered. We by 
no means concede that a repeal of the duty on it would make it any cheaper 
to the great mass of consumers; the contrary, we think, is plainly true. 

We contend for a tariff on salt because the imported article competes most 
injuriously withthe manufacture of ourown people. While tariffs are levied, 
whether for revenue or protection, we ought not to be singled out for sacri- 
fice to appease the interested clamor of a particular class of foreign pro- 
ducers Pr ¢ importers. Rather, we say, give us a free-trade system, and re- 
store to us the antewar prices of labor and of other things which enter into 
the cost of the article we produce. But since this can not be, let us not be 
made the victims of a selfish raid against one of the interests which most 
needs and should have the benefit of the national legislation. 

The above statement _is pe by and made on behalf of all the manu- 
facturers of salton the Onondaga salt springs reservation, OnondagoCounty, 


N. Y. 
Ve y a , etc., 
™ re ly THOS. MOLLOY, 


Secretary of the Onondaga Coarse Salt Association. 
SYRACUSE, N. Y., February 7, 1394. 
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RELATIVE TO THE DUTY ON SALT 
PEBRUARY, 1294 

The salt industry of the United States represents an invested capital of 
over 000,000 : ‘ 

Ln 1882 the domestic production was about 812,000 tons. 

In 1892 the domestic production was about 1,637,000 tons, showing an 
»in ten years of over 100 per cent 
In 1882 the in ation was 361,000 tons 
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In 1892 the importation was 176,000 tons, showing a decre in ten years 
of 50 per cent 

Ts monstrate the necessity and the advisability of retaining the 1 
ent duty on salt, We propose to he rein briefly prove three general facts: 

First. Tl sincethe establishing of a duty sufficient to enable the Amert- 
can ma acturer of salt to cope successfully with the foreigner, pric« 
have dropped very materially, and that the prices will remain low as 
lor as domestic competition continues. 

Second. That the removal ofthe whole d oO ult, so long as the condi- 
tion of freights remai they ve the past five yea must result in 
the severe crippling o Ll and ing up of the large majority of the 
salt works in the eastern part of the United States. 

Third. That the ex ng duty is not an appreciable tax on anyone, and 
thatits removal would not1 in pri to the ordinary consumer being 


lowered aparticle 

To take up our first statement 

In 1860 there was practically no duty o 
about $3 per barrel. 

The Michigan salt industry was established this year, andin 18 
18 cents per 100 pounds bulk and 24cents in sacks was imposed. 





and the average price was 
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t from this section is ‘‘solar-evaporated”’ sea salt—i. ¢., salt made 1 
L r by evaporating it by the natural heat of the sun. This process of 
-can not be profitably used in this climate, but in the hot sou 
ern assisted by labor which costs but a few cents a day, sal 





be made by this method for about 75 cents a ton. 
\ part of the salt coming here from the West Indies is 


is brought by the 






























| Owners of vessels to provide the vessel with ballast and sold here for *‘ ve 
sel’s account The difference between cost and selling price: us the 
iut cre ed as freight. This o7 cents per bu } 
‘ ;e being about 6 cents per | 68 per ton. 
With the duty removed the owners of vessels would venture in thi ! 
|} tlor »a much larger extent than at present, ar not finding a ready pur 
‘on arriving at any of our : i ther than put the sa 
, offer it at prices that woul ’ market. to the grea 

>trime it, of all depending upon it as an ou ra nstant produ I 

hird. Spanish and Mediterranean ports 

The third section includes Spanish and Mediterranean poi Theme 3 
ofi 1ufacture there are the same used in the West Indies, at or 
little} ier. The average freight rate from the Spanish ports is i 
per ton, and from Mediterranean ports from 18. to 2s. higher. 

Italian vessels can easily afford to bring salt from the Me rrancan 
freight free, as their Government pays them a handsome subsidy, which 
they do not receive unless they carry a merchantable cargo 

DOMESTIC SALT 

The larger part of the domestic salt used at all the seaports or tributary 
points on the North Atlantic coast of the United States is produced in New 
York State 

There are two principal salt districts in the State—the Syracuse regi 


The price steadily dropped as domestic competition increased, and in 1866 | 


the average selling price was $1.80 per barrel. 

In 1872 the duty was reduced to the present rate of 8 cents per 100 pounds 
in bulk and 12 cents per 100 pounds in packages. 

In i883 the selling price was reduced to 81 cents per barrel on account of 
the competition arising from the development of the salt fields in Western 
New York. 

Improvement in the methods of manufacture, and the increasing competi- 
tion, have steadily reduced the price until in 1893 the average selling price 
at the works of common salt was not over 53 cents per barre! of 280 pounds, 
and this price includes the barrel, which costs about 25 cents. 

In 1883 England exported to this country 239,459 tons, and the s 
on common salt was 81 cents per barrel 

In 1893 England exported to this country 60,056 tons, and the selling price 
was 53 cents per barrel. 

The selling prices on all grades of salt in this country have been reduced 
in direct proportion as the importations of competing grades have been de- 
creased. 

The salt works and mines in New York, Michigan, Kansas, Ohio, West Vir- 
ginia, and Louisiana alone, if steadily worked ten hours per day, could pro- 
duce ten times the amount of salt consumed in the United States. 

This enormous capacity of production and the ease with which new works 
can be established make it impossible that prices can be advanced to yield 
more than a very moderate profit on the actual capital invested. 

In confirmation of our second statement that the removal of the whole 
duty on salt would close up a large majority of the salt works in the eastern 
part of the United States: 

In the year 1892 the States of New York and Louisiana, whose chief mar- 
kets are the coast and tributary points, produced nearly two-fifths of the 
entire production of the United States. 

For many years foreign producers of salt have enjoyed the benefit of hav- 
ing their goods brought to this country as ballast at nominal rates of 
freight. 

Sait is imported to this country from three general sections: rom Eng- 
land, from the West Indies, and from the Mediterranean ports. 

First. Salt from England 

England exports to this country nearly all grades of salt, the principal 
being ‘‘rock’' salt, ‘‘common”’ evaporated salt, and the finer grades of dairy 
and table salt known as “factory filled.” 

The principal salt works in England are in Cheshire, on theriver Weaver, 
about 15 miles from Liverpool, and the saltis transported by water to Liver- 
pool by the salt companies on their own lighters at very small expense. 

The ninth (last) edition of the Encyclopedia Britannica, published in 1888, 
under heading of salt (volume 21, page 233), says, speaking of the Cheshire 
district: 

“The price of salt at the works may be said to range from 4s. 6d. to 6s. per 
ton, the former being less than the cost price as given before the British 
parliamentary commission in 1881. It is there stated to be: Brine, 6d.; la- 
bog, 10d.; fuel, 38.; rent, interest, etc., 1s.; total, 5s.4d. Thus the margin of 
profit is but small, almost the only gain being said toaccrue from the light- 
ering, most of the salt manufacturers doing the carriage intheir own flats.” 

Vessels from Liverpool for United States ports want salt for ballast, and 
bring it at a nominal rate of freight. The highest freight for sailing ves- 
sels we have heard of from Liverpool to New York during the last two years 
is 3s. 62. perton. Many cargoes have come for 1s., and the average is about 
28., or 48 cents, per ton of 2,240 pounds. 

Small lots of sacked salt by steamer pay as high as 7s. 6¢., but the regular 
lines are generally ready to take it for 5s., and the ‘“‘ tramp ’”’ steamers for 
considerably less. 

Freights to Boston are much lower than to New York, steamers taking 
salt right along for 18. per ton, and large quantities have, during the past 
year, been carried from Liverpool to Boston by steamer free of freight. 

Sailing rates from Liverpool to Philadelphia are alittle higher, averaging 
about 28. 6d. per ton (60 cents). 

H. E. Falk, salt merchant, of Liverpool, issues each month Falk’s Salt 
Circular, which is accepted in all parts of the world as the authority on 
prices, freight rates, etc. 4 

The rates quoted in these circulars substantially confirm our own data. 

The average freight rates for the last four years were about as follows: 

Steam: New York, 58.; Boston, 1s. 6d.; Baltimore, 4s. 6d.; Philadelphia, 
6s. 10d.; New Orleans, 3s.; Savannah, 4s. 3d.; Wilmington, 8s. 9d.; Nor- 
folk, 3s. 

Sail: New York, 2:.; 
nah, 2s. 

When the present rate of duty was enacted in 1872, the average sailing 
freight rates from Liverpool to our North Atlantic ports were 15s. ($3.66) per 
ton, and the steam rates ranged from 188. to 21s. ($4.40 to 5.12). 

— freight rates amounted to an additional protection to domestic 
Salt. 

Large quantities of salt for Chicago, Duluth, andother ports on the Great 
Lakes are —— on a through bill of lading from Liverpool, are brought 
by steamer to Montreal, and thence via Canadian railways and lake trans- 





elling price 


Philadelphia, 2s. 6d.; San Francisco, 12s. 6d.; Savan- 


portation to destination. 

Second. West Indies. 

The second general section from which salt comes to the United States is 
The 


the West Indies, including Turks Island, St. Martens, Curacoa, etc. 


| and the Western New York salt fields, located in Wyoming 





and Livingston 
counties. 

The former have an advantage of being on the line of the Erie Canal, which 
enables them during the canal season (May to November) to get their prod 
uct to New York City at an average freight of about $1.20 per ton; but they 
are at a disadvantage by having a weak brine, for which they have to pay a 
royalty tothe State, and a high-priced fuel. 

Nearly all the money invested in salt works in New York State durin 
the past ten years has beenused in developing the Western New York fields 

W hen canal freights are very low salt can be shipped from this district by 
railroad to Rochester, and thence to New York City by canalat costof about 
$1.85 per ton of 2,240 pounds, but for certainly eight months of the year the 
companies in western New York are dependent upon railroads, and have to 
pay #2.25 per ton to New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore; $2.69 per ton to 
New Haven, Boston, Providence, and Gloucester; $3.47 per ton to Portiand, 
Bath, etc., and $3.25 to 86 per ton to Southern ports. 

The average freight on imported salt is at least $1.50 per ton less than the 
average freight from the New York Salt Works to Boston, New York, Phila 
delphia, and Baltimore. 

The average cost to the importer of foreign salts landed in New York, Bos- 
ton, Philadelphia, or Savannah, duty paid, is about as follows: 

Liverpool ground, 84.70 to $ per ton, 2,240 pounds. 

West Indies, $4.95 to $5.60 per ton, 2,240 pounds. 

Mediterranean, $3.96 to $4.48 per ton, 2,240 pounds. 

Deducting the present duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds, or $1.78 per ton, as 
proposed in the Wilson bill, the cost of imported salt would be reduced to, 
f. o. b. New York City to, say— 

Liverpool ground, #2.92 to 33.47 per ton 

West Indies, $3.16 to $3.81 per ton. 

Mediterranean, $2.13 to $2.69 per ton. 

To meet these prices in New York City salt 
per ton f. 0. b. cars at the works. 

In Philadelphia and Baltimore the conditions are practically as in New 
York, but in Boston, Portland, and the South, domestic salt would be at 
disadvantage even greater than in New York. 
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By comparison with the cost of manufacturing saltin England (as given 
before the Parliamentary Commission), where labor and fuel are much 
lower than here, and considering the amount of work necessary to mine, 
hoist, screen, and grade a ton of salt, itis self evident that this price is far 


below the lowest possible cost. xs 
Salt can be brought from Liverpool to New York for, say, 48 cents per ton, 
and as this amount includes discharging, it can without any expense be 















loaded on a canal boat and during most of the canal season carried to Buf 
falofor 55 cents perton. Therefore, for $1.03 per gross ton English salt can 
be carried from Liverpool to Buffalo. Our lowest freight to Buffalo is 59 
cents per ton, and as all our Western shipments are made via this port on 
salt shipped toCleveland, Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas, and all Western point 
we wi Lhave an advantage in freight of only 44 cents per t 

With domestic salt practically excluded from the coast the slight a 
vantage of say 44 cents per ton, gained in shipments to Buffalo and the 
West, is entirely inadequate to enable us to compete successfully with the 
foreign producer, who will be willing to sell his surplus salt in the Western 
markets without profit, or even at a small loss. 

The cost of producing salt being made up almost entirely of lab 
duction in wages is the only means by which the present cost could 
duced. 

| The present duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds, or $1.78 per ton, is ba j 
cient to enable domestic sait to compete with foreign, and with this duty 
removed it must result in effectively shutting out domestic salt on ourcoa 
and eventually closing most of our salt works. 

There isa provision in the present tariff law that enables the deep-sea 


fishermen on our coast to get the salt for curing theiv fish free of duty, : 


the operation of this provision is the best proof wecan offer of the inability 
of the domestic producer to compete with free salt. 
American salt is perfectly suited forcuringtish. It is used exclusively on 


the Great Lakes with perfect results,and when, due to some extraordinary 
cause, such as the wrecking of several salt-laden ve shipment 
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domestic salt has been made to the coast fishermen, it has given p 
satisfaction. 
For years the American salt companies have made every effort to 1 the 
h trade at Gloucester and other New England towns, as well as the Poto- 


tances been able to 
tic salt is being 


ircur 


um 
ea 
na 


mac region, but they have never under ordinary « 
meet the importers’ price, and to-day not a pound « 
used in this extensive industry. 

The argument has been made that the greater part of the salt imported 
has to be stored, and 50 cents per ton is thereby added to the cost. It is 
true that a part of many cargoes is stored, but 1t 1s generally the case that 
the greater part of the cargo is sold before the vessel arrives, and is either 
taken by the purchaser direct from the vessel’s side or stored for his a 
count and accommodation. Storage charges are common to both importer 
and domestic dealer, as no salt dealer can conduct a business of any extent 
without constantly carrying a stock at the principal points of cons rion 
and distribution. 

Saltimported by the regular steamers is seldom, if evs ored 
distributed direct from the dock. 


me 











IN CONFIRMATION OF OUR THIRD STATEMENT, THAT THE PRESENT DUTY IS 
NOT AN APPRECIABLE TAX ON ANYONE. 


Salt for commercial purposes.—For commercial purposes salt is largely used 
for packing meats, salting hides, curing fish, freezing ice cream, and in the 
manufacture of chemicals, soap, and glass. For all of these uses the cost of 
salt would not average more than | per centof the total cost of supplies and 
materials used, and therefore a little higher or lower cost to the packer or 
manufacturer is a matter of trifling importance. 

Zable salt.—The argument is used that salt is a necessity of every poor 
man in the land e 

A family of four to six persons use on the average 75 pounds of salt per 
year. The present duty on this amount is 6 cents; so if a family benefited 
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by the full amount of duty proposed to be removed a saving of 6 cents per | 


annum would be effected : 
They usually buy their salt in 3-pound bags. The cost of the salt ina 
3-pound bag is practically nothing, the selling price being made up almost 


JUNE 20, 


than one-fourth the freight from any domestic works to : 

moval of the whole duty on salt must result in the severeceieaiion ah 

and the closing - of the large majority, of the salt works in the Eastern 

part of the United States. me 
Third. That the existing duty is not an appreciable 

its removal would not result in the prices to the 

lowered 4 particle. 


tax on anyone, and 
ordinary consumer being 


There are the three propositions which they set out to prove 
and in reading the memorial which has been introduced and 
printed here as a document, I insist that they most abundantly 
prove and maintain the truth of those propositions. 

Mr. President, another matter struck me; that is, that the 


| salt manufacturers in Louisiana are in favor of a duty on salt. 


entirely of the cost of the bag, labor of filling, weighing, and sewing same, 


and the handling and profit of the salt jobber (not the manufacturer), the 
wholesale grocer, and the retail grocer. A 3-pound bag of salt retails for 5 
cents; the removal of the duty would reduce the cost one-fourth of a cent. 
As our currency is not of adenomination to make possible a selling price 
of 4j cents, it is quite evident that the cost of a small bag would not be re- 
duced to the consumer. 

Dairy salt.—Dairy salt is agense? in packages and therefore pays a duty 
of 12 cents per 100 pounds. Th 


Myles & Co., of New Iberia, La., 
vested, say: 

Either kind of duty will do— 

That is, ad valorem or specific — 
but a specific or ad valorem duty is most vitally necessary to the salt indus- 
tries of the United States, because they produce more salt than can be con- 


who have $500,000 capital in- 


; sumed, and free competition from abroad will curtail the market, and it is 


e extra 4 cents per 100 pounds is added as a | 


duty on the fine linen sacks in which this grade of salt is imported; conse- | 


quently the duty on the salt is but 8 cents per 100 pounds. 

One pound of salt will salt 16 pounds of butter. A reduction of the full 
amount of duty would effect a saving to the farmer of 1 cent on every 200 
pounds of butter salted by him, and even this trifling reduction would 
result to the benefit of the dealer and not the farmer, as in the case of 
table salt. 

In the seaboard cities the dealers and large consumers, whocan take their 
salt in quantity from the vessel, would effect a slight temporary saving on 
the cost of their salt. 

The average selling prices for several years on the cheaper 
mestic salt have been about $4.25 per ton for mineral salt and 
for evaporated salt. 

If forced to sell below these prices the American works must sooner or 
later shut Gown, the time depending only upon the amount of money they 
are willing and able to spend in continuing a hopeless fight with the im- 

orter. 

P Acondition would soon exist when the British Salt Union, which has al- 
ready made several ineffectual attempts togain control of the industry in this 
country, could 4 up some of the salt works for a mere song. These they 
could operate, and could well afford to sell below cost atthose points where 
the domestic salt still had a fighting chance, and by that means close all the 
salt works in the States adjacent to the coast. 

The price would then be advanced, and we would in the Eastern, Middle, 
and Southern States be entirely dependent upon foreigners for our supply of 
that most necessary article. 

If there are to be any import dutiesin this country, whether for protec- 
tion or for revenue, we contend that the salt industries have the very high- 
est claims for your consideration. 

There is no salt trust in this country; the most moderate profits only have 
been made in recent years in this trade; the selling prices have never been 
advanced by pools, combinations, etc., and the average selling price is far 
cheaper than that of any other manufactured article produced in this coun- 
try. 

Common coal and sand are the only articles we can think of that are sold 
as cheap as salt. 

Nearly 70 per cent in value of the dutiable salt imported to this country in 
1892 was shipped by one company (the British salt trust), represented in 
this country by a single firm. 

There is no intelligent demand for areduction in the duty on salt, and the 
only beneficiaries under such an act would be the British Salt Union and 
the salt merchants in the West Indies and Mediterranean. 

We therefore pray that the honorable Senate of the United States will 
give this important matter their most careful consideration before sacrific- 
ing an industry of most vital importance to the whole country. 

GEO. H. SMITH, 

SAM’L T. KERR, 

EDWARD W. BROWN, 
Representing the Sali Industry of New York state. 


(Output in 1893, 485,000 tons evaporated salt, 125,000 tons mineral rock 
Salt.) 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think we ought to make 
salt free. I think we ought to have a reasonable duty on salt. 
I really do not know of anybody who of late has asked to have 
the duty removed, except the importers. If Senators will take 
the ‘replies to tariff inquiries found in Bulletin No. 40 they will 
see that from all the States in which salt is manufactured the 
- universal statement of the salt manufacturers is that the duty 
ought to be continued. 
for 73 pages. If Senators will look at it they will be convinced, 
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impossible to fina a foreign market for American salt. 

The Lone Star Salt Company, of Dallas, Tex., with an invested 

vapital of $200,000, say: 

A specific duty equal to the one now collected, say $2.40 per ton, is neces- 
sary to place Texas-made salt on a parity with the English article, because 
ships coming to Galveston from English ports for cotton bring large con- 
signments of salt in sacks as ballast, on which little or no charge is mada 

Then they give the price of freights from Liverpool or England, 
and show that they can not compete with the foreign manufac- 
turers; after which they say—and I wish to call attention par- 


| ticularly to this: 


We wish to protest against the placing of manufactured salt on the free 
list. First, because it is already the least burden upon the “ breakfast ta- 
ble,” possibly, of any article of food; the burden is so light as not to be fel} 
by even the poorest. So far as Texas is concerned, the increase in the cost 
of manufacture over Northern salt makes it ir ssible for us to seek a mar. 
ket north of the northern boundary of our State, much less at the halfway 
point. We are forced to seek a market towards the East, and are confined 
to a narrow strip of territory on each side of the Vicksburg, Shreveport and 
Pacific Raiiway in Louisiana,terminating at the Mississippi River; towards 
the southeast, in Louisiana, we are able to go halfway to New Orleans, on 
the line of the New Orleans and Texas Pacific; in our own State, 200 miles 
west, we strike the sparsely settled praires; towards the south, 200 miles,we 
go intocompetition with Liverpool salt, made by English workmen at wages 
one-half as great as paid by us, put up in bags costing less than our own, 
and brought to Galveston and New Orlsans in ballast, at a cost of 124) cents 
per sack, against a rail rate from our works of from 30 to 40 cents per sack 
to the same points. . 

Thus, you see, any advantage which is gained by manufacturing in large 
quantities is denied us. The comparatively recentdiscovery of saltin Texas 
and the short time since the establishment of our industry have made it 
impossible for us to obtain a strong foothold with our product, as against 
the old established and weil known English article, so that competition 
with it is only possible under the most favorable circumstances and with the 
present amount of tariff. 

Should the Senate vote to place salt on the free list, the result will be to 
destroy ourindustry. Interior manufacturers will not suffer, as railfreighi 
rates wiH to some extent neutralize tke reduction in the tariff, but with 
works so near the seacoast, and with the —— number of cotton ships going 
out of Galveston and New Orleans, and loading English salt as ballast back, 
the situation as regards our investment is disheartening. 


I call attention to the replies of these two manufacturers, one 
from Louisiana and the other from Texas, as showing that it is 
not Northern salt industries alone which are to be affected by 
the bill. If the sugar planters of Louisiana can obtain a duty 
upon sugar, why can not the salt producers of Louisiana an¢ 
Texas have the duty retained upon salt? There is no duty ox 
sugar now. The Senate places a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem 
upon it. There isa duty upon salt. The Senate proposes to re- 
move it. The Louisiana Senators insist that for the sugar in- 
dustry there must be a duty, whether revenue or protective, 
Why will they not insist that for the Louisiana salt-maker and 


| the Texas salt-maker the duty shall be retained? 


In that bulletin the matter is discussed | 


I think, that the importers and the manufacturers fought this | 
matter out before the Committee on Ways and Means, and that | 


the importers won the day. As I look at the replies to these in- | 


quiries that is just exactly all there is to this matter. The salt 
manufacturers of the United States united in a memorial which 
runs through ten or twelve pages of the bulletin. I am not go- 
ing to read it or ask to have it inserted in the Recorp, but I 
wish to read the three propositions which they say they will 
demonstrate and prove. They ask to have the duty retained on 
salt. They say: 


To demonstrate the necessity and the advisability of so doing we propose 
to herein briefly prove three general facts. 

First. That since the establishing of a duty sufficient to enable the Ameri- 
can manufacturer of salt to compete successfully with the foreigner prices 
have dropped to one-fifth of what they were in 1860; that salt is now the 
cheapest manufactured article we have (10 unds 7 1 cent for common 
salt), and these low prices will continue as long as domestic competition 
continues. 

Second. That owing to the ballast freight rates enabling the British man- 
ufacturer to transport his salt from Liverpool to thé United States for less 





I refer only to these two replies. All the repliesin this bulle- 
tin are very interesting. I will refer only to the reply of the 
Empire Dairy Salt Company, of Warsaw, N. Y., showing the 
wholesale prices: 


| Common Dairy 
| fine (per | and table 
barrel). | (per ton). 
$65. 00 
5. 00 
3. 50 
3. 00 


That includes, for the barreled salt, the covering, the barrel, 
which is 28 cents, leaving salt without the covering at 22 to 24 
cents a barrei. teas P 

Mr. President, salt is cheaper than sand. Astonishing as it 
may seem, I repeat, barreled salt is cheaper than sand. We 
have to use in all the cities sand which comes in barrels, and 
salt can be purchased cheaper than sand. If the industry in 
this country has succeeded in bringing salt to this low price, se 
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that it is cheaper than sand by the barrel, literally, to use a fa- 
miliar phrase, cheaper than dirt, wh should we do anything 
which the producers of salt insist will injure or destroy their 
business? 

There has been no demand for the removal of the duty, as I 
said. I have the report of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House of Representatives, containing the views of the 
majority and the minority. I have been looking it over, and 
while the report dwells much on putting certain articles upon 


the free list, like wool, iron ore, lumber, and a variety of other | 


articles of which it speaks, it does not mention the fact that the 
committee have put salt on the free list. It seems to cut no 
figure in the argument. I can not understand itupon any other 
theory than the one which I have named, that the importers 
ask for it; the producers of the United States object to it; the 
matter seems to have been fought out before the committee, and 
the importers won. 

Mr. President, who is to gain by removing the duty from salt? 
Nobody. Thatis perfectly apparent. The poor men, the poor 


people of the country, who go to purchase their salt at the gro- | 


cery store will not get one cent benefit from it ina year. That 
everyone knows. If they could get the entire benefit of the re- 
moval of the duty, itwould not amount to 4 cents a year. The 
ordinary family does not consume, I imagine, more than fifty 
pounds of salt a year. The duty on salt is 8 cents per hundred 
pounds. If all of it could be given to the purchasers of salt, the 
family which uses salt would not get 4cents ayear benefit by the 
removal of the duty, while a family of five persons, if the duty 
which has been placed upon sugar is to be added to the cost of 
sugar, will be charged about $6.50 by reasonofthe duty. What 
compensation is it to that family to take the duty off salt? If 
they could get the entire benefit of the taking off of the duty, 
they might possibly get 4 cents in a year. 

Mr. PEFFER. TheSenator from Connecticut has been speak- 
ing about thecheapness of salt, and comparing it withsand. We 
are putting salt on board cars in Kansas at $1.89 a ton for the 
salt alone; that is, the salt exclusive of the casks in which the 
salt is placed. The barrel, including salt, is put upon the car at 
57 cents, and the cask amounts-to 30 cents. Deduct the 30 from 
57, and you have 27 cents. There are 280 pounds in a barrel. 
Multiply it by 7,and you have $1.89 a ton as the cost of the salt 
alone put on the cars. 

Mr. PLATT. That reénforces what I was saying, that salt is 
practicaily as cheap as dirt. 

But there is another feature to which I wish to allude, and 
then I shall take my seat. This is purelya revenue duty. The 
sait which we imported last year paid a revenue of something 
like $400,000. I have not the exact figures before me, but that 
is near enough forthe purposes ofthe argument. I have alluded 
over and over again to the strange desire of those who are in 
charge of the fashioning of the bill to get rid of our revenue. 
If there is any earthly reason why we should get rid of our rev- 
enue in the matter of salt, why we should relinquish the $400,000 
which went into the Treasury from importationsof salt last year, 
Tamunableto discoverit. Iwish toconfessmy astonishmentover 
and over again that the revenue derived from the duties on 
these articles, which, from the Democratic standpoint at least, 
are purely revenue duties, should be abandoned. I can under- 
stand the reason why those who are fashioning the bill should 
resort toanincome tax and an additional tax on whisky or spirits. 

That is done in order that we may not raise money from cus- 
toms where the customs duties would be protective. Thatis the 
object of the income tax; that is the object of the additional tax 
upon spirits. It is because the party in power will not by pro- 
tective duties raise the money which they ought to raise for the 
expenses of the Government. But I do not see exactly how that 
motive should lead to theabandonmentof the revenue that comes 
to us from these articles which from the Democratic stand- 

oint havea purely revenue duty uponthem. Perhaps the reason 
is the same. Throw away what they call purely revenue duties, 
put the tax on incomes, put the additional tax on whisky, and 
then there will be s0 much less money to raise by incidentally 
protective duties upon our manufactured articles. 

Mr. President, I hope the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] will be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, wherever there is an oppor- 
tunity for capital and enterprise youare sure to find some men 
from New England, New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania in 
the western parts of our great empire. I have respected con- 
stituents who are somewhatinterested in the production of salt, 
and I will put into the RECORD a few observations and interest- 
ing facts. 

Prior to 1857 the salt manufacture in the United States was 
almost wholly confined to the Onondaga salt springsin the State 
of New York and to the States of Virginia and Ohio. Since 
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that time, beginning with the discovery and use of the wells at 
Saginaw, Mich.,salt has been found either in wells or rocks over 
most of the Statesand Territories of the Union, notably over al- 
most the entire surface of Western New York, the whole penin- 
sula of Michigan, the northern part of Ohio, Southwestern Louis- 
iana, Kansas, Nebraska, California, Utah, the province of 
Ontario, Canada on Lake Huron, Lake St. Clair, and St. Clair 
River. So the production of salt has become very general. 
The competition between the makers, with the assistance of a 
very small duty on foreign salt, has brought the price so lowin 
this country that many of our establishments have given up the 
business, and many more would do so if this duty shall be re- 


| moved, especially those within easy reach of tide water, where 


the foreign competition would rushin. Ultimately I think itis 
quite probable, as the writers of a brief memorial before me 
prophesy, there will be an increase in the price of common salt 
by reason of foreign competition and a halt in domestic produc- 
tion. 

Now, where does the salt come from that would compete with 
us? In the main from England, the Mediterranean, and the 
West Indies, sent from those countries chiefly as bailast for ves- 
sels seeking cargoes here. That is not an unusual experience. 
Foreigners will put down granite or sandstone in the harbor of 
New York from across the Atlantic cheaper than we can send it 
from the Connecticut River or the Sound shore to New York, 
and while we pay freight on it abroad the ship is glad to get it, 
for itis better than the ordinary ballast, which they would be 
obliged to carry from the New York wharf and dump in some 
appointed place, whereas when salt or granite serves as ballast 
the consignees are glad to take it at the wharf. 

The English salt-maker works for from 50 to 60 per cent of 
the wages received by our salt-makers, and he will have his salt 
sarried 3,000 miles for nothing. It seems ridiculous at first 
thought that we should have successful competitors 3,000 miles 
away in so cheap an article and so heavy in proportion to the 
money involved, but it is a fact. 

Here is another extremely interesting fact in connection with 
this matter when considered in the light of the claim that Great 
Britain rejects protection, and is a successful, practical example 
of the free-trade doctrine. England to-day actually forbids the 
manufacture of salt in her East India empire, where there 
are near 300,000,000 people, and salt is absolutely essential 
to the enjoyment of their fish and rice diet. The exemplar of 
free trade forbids the manufacture of salt in the East India 
empire, which has a very extensive seacoast, as school boys 
know, and numerous islands, and a great number of lagoons well 
adapted for the manufacture of sea salt, and for rock salt in 
inexhaustible quantities. She excludes peremptorily the use 
of any salt except that made in herempire and exported in Eng- 
lish vessels from England or made in her East India empire for 
the Crown, and she levies a tax on both kinds of salt second only 
to the land tax. 

I can not imagine a more cruel and senseless form of oppres- 
sive taxation than Great Britain is imposing there on a people 
who work for next to nothing, struggle desperately for a liveli- 
hood, and experience an occasional famine. If there isanybody 
who thinks England is especially the type of political wisdom, I 
commend to him this attempt of England to protect her own 
industries in one section of the empire by the cruel torture of 
her people in another section. 

The memorialists whose pamphlet I hold in my hand here are 
very reasonable men I think. They say they would not be un- 
derstood as advocating a high protective tariff, or even a tariff 
for protection rather than for revenue. They are of different 
political parties. They assume that there must be tariffs at 
least for revenue; that in any revision of them some discrimina- 
tion will be found expedient in order to the incidental protec- 
tion of domestic industries; they contend that domestic salt pre- 
sents a claim for favorable consideration; and they contend for 
a tariff because the imported article competes most injuriously 
with the manufacture of our own people. 

I will read two of their answers to the inquiries sent out by 
the Finance Committee. These come from the Ohio and West 
Virginia Salt Association. I presume some of my constituents 
have stock in the association. Inquiry 18: 


What component materials of your manufacture are, to you, raw mate- 
rials? 

Answer. Our cost is composed of labor almost entirely. No allowance is 
made for the salt in the earth or for the coal before it comes from the 
mines. 


So, as near as one can calculate it, it is mathematically true 
that the whole of itis labor. They proceed: 

The mining of the coal used is about 17 cents for a barrel of salt; the fur- 
nace labor, repairs,and expense, about 20 cents; the cooperage manufac- 
tured, about 22 cents (no allowance is made for value of timber standing 
uncut); making total actual cost in labor, 59 cents per barrel of 280 pounds 
net (and the barrel is worth 25 cents of the 59). 
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Inquiry 23: ° 
How do you propose to meet any reduction of duty on the goods you man- 


ufacture? ' , 
Answer. Do not know how to meet any lower price. Wages already low. 


Can not be further materially reduced without scandalizing humanity and 
causing riots 


That, Mr. President, is trr> not alone of the salt industry. 
There are features in the bill which will exemplify this truth in 
due time. The common American suffers nothing from this 
duty. Itis not perceived. It simply resembles those little bits 
of iron around a steam engine that serve to regulate the labor 
of the enormousengineitself. Itis a regulator,a breakwater, a 
temporary check against unfair competition. 

We have had no finer example of a just protection than salt 
furnishes, unless it be the example given yesterday when the 
common sense, and I might say, the humanity of the Senate re- 
fused to Jeave quicksilver open to an unreasonable domination 
from outside. Of course, beyond the comparatively trifling in- 
terest of afew in some of the Western salt-producing works, I 


have no personal interest in the matter, but I believe that a | 
| will be greatly arrested, if not in some respects destroyed. So 


small duty of 6 or 8 cents a hundred pounds would be fairly a 
part of the general system of reasonable governmental over- 
sight, in which, without being properly charged with undue 
paternalism, we may take a little care that our citizens shall not 
be struck under the belt. To say the least, it would afford a 
very pretty contrast with the practice of free-trade Great Brit- 
ain in the case of British India. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know that any citi- 
zen of Lowa is interested in the production of salt, nor have we 
salt mines in that State. Therefore it may be said that so far 
as our interestsare concerned, they are the interests of consum- 
ers of salt. 

I think the removal of the duty from salt is a kind of tradi- 
tion which comes down from the ancient period when a strug- 
gle was made to repeal the salt duty, and it has been a part of 
the Democratic creed for a great many years. I do not remem- 
ber a single instance where there has been a discussion on the 
tariff question that we have not been appealed to in oneform or 
another to repeal the salt duty. 

Bulletin No. 40 contains some valuable information in regard 
to this question. Among other things, it discloses that there 
has been an increase since 1883 of the production of salt equal 
to 50 per cent, and that the 9,000,000 barrels or 10,000,000 bar- 
rels, in round numbers, produced in 1892, cost about the same 
amountof money to the consumer that the 6,000,000 barrels did 
which were produced in 1883; showing that by this increased 
production and this development of the salt industry there has 
been a constant diminution of the price. 

In the State in which I live we are fortunate as to the produc- 
tion and development of the salt industry in Kansas, and it has 
been of great value to the people of Iowa as giving us another 
local competitor in the production of salt for our market. Kan- 
sas salt enters into the consumption in Iowa quite largely. We 
also have the competition of the Michigan salt, which is a great 
production. 

We have also the competition in a large degree of the salt 
manufactured in Western New York. So, whatever may be- 
come of this duty, whether salt is placed upon the free list or 
not, it is not probable that any foreign salt will ever reach the 
State of Iowa unless it shall come to New Orleans by means of 
cheap transportation, and thence up the Mississippi River. I 
doubt, however, whether much will come in that way. We, 
therefore, are interested in this local competition in the pro- 
duction of salt. 

I was greatly impressed by what the Senator from Kansas[Mr. 
PEFFER] just told us, that if there is not a duty such at least 
as is proposed upon salt, the effeet will be practically to drive 
out the production of salt in Kansas, except for a little local cir- 
cle where the competitionas to transportation will not interfere 
with it. Ithink that would bea misfortune. Here isan area 
in Kansas, a stratum of 350 feet in thickness, 30 miles in width, 
and from 100 or 150 to 200 miles in length, where salt can be pro- 
duced, as shown by the Senator from Kansas, at 27 cents per 280 
pounds. That salt has a radiation of consumption of 400 or 500 
miles under existing conditions; but if salt shall come free into 
the ports of New Orleans and Galveston, that radius will be 
greatly diminished, and the production diminished correspond- 
ingly. 

Why is it that we should propose here to take off this entire 
duty? TheSenator from Kansas proposes a uniform duty of 5 
cents per 100 pounds, which is a reduction on the average of 
one-half of theexisting duty. Are we to take noaccountof the de- 
velopments in our own country as to this article of essential con- 
sumption? for it is necessary in the preservation of meats, it is 
used largely in our chemical industries, and we have inexhaust- 
ible resources for its production. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. oo 
— | oo x — a. ~— - 


a ei 


20, 


I am surprised somewhat that I hear no voice from the 
which are very largely interested in this production, _ 

West Virginia has been interested more or less in the produc 
tion of salt for a great many years. We hear nothing about cn 
on this floor. The State of Louisiana has immense resources for 
the production of salt. Why is it that the Senators from that 
State have said nothing respecting the repeal of the duty when 
the people who are engaged in its production, as shown by these 
bulletins and pamphlets, declare that their industry will be de- 
stroyed if saltis placed upon the free list, because they will come 


States 


| in competition wholly with salt produced in England? [s it ho. 
| cause this salt industry, as compared with other industries, is » 
| small one that, whilst we are giving protection and encourace- 
| ment to the great industries of our country, we are to stand by 
| here and let these small industries be stricken down in these 





States? For myself I do not understand why it is so. 
As consumers of salt in one of the interior Statesin this Union 
far from the seaboard, we, in Iowa, are interested, and greatly 


| interested, in the domestic competition in this production: and 


we are told that by the striking down of the duty the competition 


I shall vote cheerfully for the amendment proposed by the Sen- 


| ator from Kansas, and I trust it will receive the support of those 


interior States and of the States which are border States, as re- 
late to the ocean, which are interested with us in maintaining 
this industry in our own country as against England. 

Why should we now’ be especially interested in allowing Eng- 
lish salt to come in here without interference or competition? 
Under this amendment, as it stands, practically nothing but 
English salt will come in. The amendment proposed by the 
committee yesterday excludes everything but salt from Great 
Britain itself; it excludes the salt of Mexico; it excludes the salt 
of Spain; it excludes the salt of the Dominion of Canada. So 
this provision, as it stands now, is a mere gratuity to the Eng- 
lish Government, which imposes upon its own colonies a prohi- 
bition as to salt, in order that she may find a market in India 
for her own product. Therefore, upon no ground can [ find a 
reason for placing salt upon the free list at this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. PEFFER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name wascalled). Itransfer the pair 
I have with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. If he were present | 
should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska|Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. 
WILSON], but the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN] is not 
here, and I will transfer for the present my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to the Senator from Kansas,,and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana[Mr. 
TURPIE], and withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas[Mr. MILus]. The Senator from Mississippi[Mr. GEORGE| 
is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. If it be 
agreeable to the Senator from Mississippi I suggest that we 
transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is agreeable to me. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ yea.” ; 

Mr. DAVIS. It has been suggested to me to transfer the pair 
I have with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], so that the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] and I may vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Underthat arrangement Iam at liberty to 
vote, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 


Aldrich, Dubois, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Frye, Lodge, Proctor, 
Carey, Gallinger, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, Shoup, 
Perkins, Teller, 


Cullom, Hawley, 
Washburn. 


Davis, Higgins, Platt, 
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Allen. Gordon, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Gorman, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry, Gray, McPherson, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Call, — Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
George, Kyle, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING— 
Blackburn, Dixon, Manderson, Quay, 
Blanchard, Dolph, Martin, Squire, 
Brice, Gibson, Mills, Stewart, 
Butler Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Camden, Hill, Morgan, Vilas, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Patton, Wilson, 
Coke, McMilian, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


60d 


Gl 
610 


Sauerkraut 
Sausage skins 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out paragraph 610. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas that amendment of the committee is 
withdrawn. 

The VICE 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


611. Seeds: anise, canary, caraway, cardamom, coriander, cotton, croton, 
cummin, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s 
bread or bene, sugar beet, mangel-wurzel, sorghum or sugar cane for seed, 


and all flower and grass seeds; bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible, all the 


ing not specially provided for in this act. 


foreg 


The Committee on Finance reporte d to amend paragraph 611 
by striking out, after the first word ‘‘ Seeds,” the words ‘‘ anise, 
canary, caraway, cardamom, coris aden cotton, croton, cummin 
fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s 
bread or bene, sugar-beet, mangel wurzel, sorghum or sugar 
cane for seed, and all flower or grass seeds.’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment to that 
paragraph is withdrawn 

Mr. MORRILL. 
‘‘and grass,” before the word “‘ seeds,” in line 4,on page 113. 

[ do not think that the Senator from Arkansas desires to make 
clover and herdsgrass seed free. The seed imported would not 
be as good as those we raise here at home, and these are articles 


of considerable profit to the farmers to raise for sale. I hope 
the Senator from Arkansas will accept the amendment. 
The VICE-PRES{DENT. The amendment of the Senator 


from Vermont will be state d. 


The SECRETARY. In line 4, before the word ‘ seeds,” it is 
propos d to strike out “‘and grass;” so as to read ‘and all 
tlower seeds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that my amendment is 


the provision of the present law, and it has been in the law con- | 


This makes no change in the law, and I can see no rea- 
y change being made. 
‘PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


the Senator from Vermont. 


stantly. 

son for an 
The V Te 

proposed } s 


(he amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed, 
The Secretary read as follows: 
612. Selep, or saloup. 
613. Shells of all kinds, not cut, ground, or otherwise manufactured 
611. Shotgun barrels, forged, rough bored 
615. Shrimps, and other shellfish 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend paragraph 615 by 
adding, after the word ‘‘shellfish,” the words ‘‘ canned or other- 
wise.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The 


616. 


Secretary read as follows: 
Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
yaragraph in line 14, on page 113, after the word ‘‘ cocoon,” to 
insert ‘but not doubled, twisted, nor advanced in manufacture in 
any way;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

616. Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, nor 
advanced in manufacture in any way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


617. Silk cocox ms and silk waste. 

618. Silk worm’s eggs. 

619. Skeletons and other preparations of anatomy. 
620. Snails. 

621. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate, and chlorate of. 
622. Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake. 








[ move to amend by striking out the words | 
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may be passed over 








Ho 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 622 
for the present. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The paragraph will be passed over 
The Secretary read as follows 


623. Sodium 
624. Sparterre, suitable for making or ornamenting hats 
625. Specimens of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when im 
ported for cabinets or as objects of science, and not for sale 
pices 
Cassia, cassia vera, and cassia buds, uncroun 
7. Cinnamon, and chips of, unground 
Cloves and clove stems, unground 
Ginger-root, unground and not preserved or candied 
Mace 
Nutmeg 
Pepper, black or white, unground 


Pimento, unground, 
Seeds of all kinds not 





specially provided for in this act 





| The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strik 
| out paragraph 634. 
| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
| The Secretary read as follows: 
|} 635. Spunk. 
636. Spurs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthen, porcelal 
stone ware 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a new para 
| graph the following: 
| = Stamps: Foreign postage and revenue stamps, canceled or ul 
celed 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
637. Straw 
| 638. Stone and sand: Burr stone in blocks, rough or manufacture 
| bound up into millstones; cliff stone, unmanufactured; freestone, cr 
| sandstone, limestone, and other building or monumental stone. «x 
marble, unmar 1ufactured or undressed, not specially provided for 
; act; pumice stone, rotten stone, and sand, crude or manufactured 
Mr. HALE. In paragraph 638, in line 20,I move to strike 
| out the words following the word ‘‘unmanufactured,” down to 
| and including the word ‘‘ act,” in line 22, in order to conform 
to what the Senate did upon the granite schedule. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The exemption is ‘‘ not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act.” It seems to me that that 
would save it, so that there would be no difficulty. 
| Mr. FRYE, It is all specially provided for. 
| Mr. HALE. When we came to granite, we put granite, free 
| stone, and all the articles enumerated in the amendment 1] 





have offered, on the dutiable list, and Isimply ask to strike this 
| out to conform to that action. 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
| The SECRETARY. In paragraph 638, line 20, after the word 
| ‘‘unmanufactured,” it is proposed to strike out “‘ freestone, gran- 
| ite, ndstone, limestone, and other building or monumental 
| stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, notspecially 

provided for in this act; so as to make the paragraph read: 

638. St and sand: Burr stone in blocks, rough or manufactured 
| bound up into millstones; cliff stone, unmanufactured pumi me,r n 

stone, and sand, crude or m ifactured 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

} 639. Storax, or styrax. 

| 640. Strontia, oxide of, and protoxide of strontian, and strontianite 

| mineral carbonate of strontia 

641. Sugars all: All tank bottoms, all sugar drainings and sugar sweepin 

| Slirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, and concrete and 
centrated molasses, and molasses 

| The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 

| owt paragraph 641. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
|} ment. I am anxious to know who in the Senate is in favor of 
| free sugar and who is not. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. ALLEN. TIask that the words proposed to be stricken 
out may be read. : 
| he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out the fol- 


lowing paragraph: 

641. Sugars all: All tank bottoms, all gar drainings and sugar sweepings, 
sirups of cane juice, melada, conce yntrs ite vd melada, and concrete and concen 
trated molasses, and molasses 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theroll will be called on the amend- 
ment. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr 
this announcement for the day. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 


I am paired 
3UTLER], and make 


am paired 


- 
ae 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH| 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is not pres- 
ent. Believing that, if present, he would vote as I do, I vote 
é yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Nebraska |[Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], so as to enable the Sena‘or from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
and myself to vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.CULLOM. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 


South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the Senator from Kansas | 


{[Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
lowa{Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIND- 
SAY]. and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. GALLINGER,. I am paired with the junior Senator 


from Texas{Mr. MILLS]. I suggest to the Senator from Mis- | : 
| ceeded with. 


sissippi |Mr. GEORGE], who is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon |Mr. DoLpuH], that, if agreeable to him, we transfer our 
pairs. . 

Mr. GEORGE. That is satisfactory to me, and I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam paired with the Senator 


from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. If he were here I should vote | 


‘“‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon, who is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], I being 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], that 
wo transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Oregon and I can 
vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is satisfactory to me, and I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 

Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Smith, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn Gorman, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Oaffery, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cail, liunton, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Irby, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Quay, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
NAYS—22. 
) Lodge, Power, 
Ailison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Teller. 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, 
Dubois, Hoar, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—30. 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Stewart, 
Brice, Gray, Martin, Turpie, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mills, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hill, Morgan, Washburn. 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Patton, Wilson, 
Coke, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Dolph, Me Millan, Squire, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to say that the vote which [ have just 
now cast is not to be taken as an index of the way I may vote 
when we havé acted on all the schedules when the bill comes 
out of Committee of the Whole and we are brought to a final 
vote upon the sugar question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say in connection with the vote 
which has just been taken upon the subject of sugar, paragraph 
641, that I have voted thus far with the committee on the sub- 
ject of sugar and on many other things for the purpose of get- 
ting the bill as speedily as possible out of Committee of the 
Whole and into the Senate, where it can be finally shaped and 
speedily put upon its passage. My vote upon the question just 
taken is no indication whatever of what my vote will be upon 
the final passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

642. Sulphur, refined, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, 
in bulk, sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, 


containing in excess of 2 per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise 
provided for. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 7, after the word 
sulphur,” to strike out the word “ refined.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Aldrich, rye 


| in small type, leaving out the word ‘‘ daily ” after “ levied’ 
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The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
613. Sulphuric acid. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to add the proviso printed 
line 14. re 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “acid,” in line 12, page 115, 


aoe | insert the following proviso: 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from | gi 


Provided, That upon sulphuric acid imported from any country which im 
poses a duty upon sulphuric acid exported from the United States 
shall be levied and collected the rate of duty existing prior to the pas 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
he use the same language in the thirteenth line that is used in 
the salt proviso. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 have no objection to the same 
words going in there that were used in the salt paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Aftertheword ‘‘country,” in line 13, insert 
‘*whether independent or a dependency.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro 


, there 


sage of 


The Secretary read as follows: 

614. Sweepings of silver and gold. 

645. Tallow and wool grease, including that known commercially asdegras 
or brown wool grease. 

646. Tapicoa, cassava or cassada 

647. Tar and pitch of wood, and pitch of coal tar. 

648. Tea and vea plants. 

649. Teazles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the paragraph 649 be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

659. Teeth, natural or unmanufactured. 

651. Terra alba. 

652. Terra japonica. 

653. Tin ore, cassiterite or black oxide of tin, and tin in bars, b!ocks, pigs, 
or grain or granulated. 

654. Tinsel wire, lame, or lahn. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I moveutthe end of paragraph 654, 
after the word ‘‘ lahn,” to strike out the period and insert, ‘‘ and 
bullions and metal threads of gold, silver, and other metals.” 

Mr.PLATT. It can not be possible that the Senator from 
Arkansas should desire to do that. It is a manufacture of my 
State which, as I remember, has been seriously affected by the 
duty which has already been placed upon those articles in tha 
bill. I wishthe Senator would withhold the amendment fora 
little time until I can have an opportunity to explain the matter 
to him. j 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment if there 
is objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn, 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

655. Tobacco stems. 

656. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 

657. Tripoll. 

653. Turmeric. 

659. Turpentine, Venice. 

660. Turpentine, spirits of. 

661. ‘Turtles. 

662. Types, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 

663. Uranium, oxide and salts of. 

664. Vaccine virus. 

665. Valonia. 

666. Verdigris, or subacetate of copper. 

667. Wafers, unmedicated. 

668. Wax, vegetable or mineral. 

669. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of per 
sons arriving in the United States, not residents thereof, but this exemp 
tion shall not be held to include articles not actually in use and necessary 
and appropriate for the use of such persons for the purposes of their jour- 
ney and present comfort and convenience, or which are intended for any 
other person or persons, or for sale. 

670. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) in 
actual use of residents of the United States returning thereto from foreign 
countries, not exceeding $250 in value and not intended for use of other per 
sons nor for sale: Provided, however, That all the wearing apparel and other 
personal effects of such persons so returning as may have been by them 
taken out of the United States to foreign countries, and which have not 
been advanced in value nor improved in condition by any process of labor 
or manufacture in such countries, shall be admitted free of duty without 
regard to their value, upon their identity being established under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraphs 
669 and 670 and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs 669 and 670 and in- 
sert: 


669. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of per- 
sons arriving in the United States, but this exemption shall not be held te 
include articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the 
use of such persons for the purposes of their journey and present eomfort 
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and convenience, or which are intended for any other person or persons, or 
for sale: Provided, however, That all wearing apparel and other personal ef- 
fects of residents returning from other countries as may have been by them 
taken out of the United States to foreign countries, and which have not been 
advanced in value nor improved in condition by any process of labor or man- 
ufacture in such countries, shall be admitted free of duty without regard to 
their value, upon their identity being established undersuch rules and regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator proposes to strike out the limita- 
tion of $250. What is the significance of that proviso? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is practically the present law. 
The two paragraphs as found in the bill make a difference be- 
tween citizens of the United States and foreign persons. My 
amendment simply treats all persons alike, whether residents of 
the United States or foreigners coming into the country. 

Mr. HOAR. That I understand, but the difference between 
the foreigner and the American, under the bill as it stands, is 
that the foreigner’s wearing apparel and personal effects will 
come in without limit as to value, but the citizen of the United 
States has a limit in value not exceeding $250. That is stricken 
out by the amendment so that it is proposed to have the wear- 
ing apparel of all persons, if it be strictly wearing apparel, come 
in without limit as to value. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the criticism of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts is correct, and the proviso—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me complete my statement, because it will 
go into the ReEcorD and I should like to have it state the point 
fully for the comprehension of anyone who may read it. The 
proviso which the Senator retains goes on to provide that all 
wearing apparel not advanced or improved shall be admitted 
free of duty without regard to value, when it is provided that 

b 
all shall come in without regard to value. It seems to me that 


the proviso should not be included in the Senator’s amend- | 


ment. 

Mr. VEST. I donot exactly catch the criticism of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 
it stands now is simply to do away with the $250 limit which is 
found in the House provision. 

Mr. HOAR, If the Senator before he proceeds will allow the 
proviso which is included in the amendment to be read again 
he will see it is inappropriate. Let the Secretary read it. 

Mr. VEST. The meaning of the proviso is simply to retain 
that portion of the House provision which says that persons 


visiting foreign countries can bring back their wearing apparel | 


without paying duty, provided it has not been improved or 
changed while abroad. That is the provision of the bill as 
passed by the other House. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator from Arkansas has previously 
proposed in his amendment to have it comein without limitation 
as to value. 

Mr. HALE. The proviso applies to another class of goods. 

Mr. VEST. All we propose to take off is the limitation as to 
value. Does the Senator want to strike out the provision, so 
that a person going from this country abroad can have his 


clothes altered or improved and bring them back free of duty | 


without regard to the increased value? 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Massachusetts perhaps 
did not observe that the proviso applies to another class of arti- 
cles entirely from the others. The proviso applies to articles 
taken by our citizens abroad. The other provision applies sim- 
ply to clothing that may be purchased abroad. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis proposed, unless [ misunderstood it, to make 
it read: 

Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of persons 
arriving in the United States. 


The words ‘‘not residents thereof” it is proposed to strike | 
out, so that it is to apply to Americans returning as well as to | 


foreign persons coming in from abroad. All wearing apparel 
and other personal effects, not merchandise, it is provided shall 
come in free, and then we have the provision: 

But this exemption shall not be held to include articles not actually in use 
and necessary and appropriate for the use of such persons for the purposes 
of their journey and present comfort and convenience, or which are intended 
for any other person or persons, or for sale. 

Then it goes on and provides that wearing apparel and other 
personal effects of such persons as have been taken out of the 


United States and not advanced in value or improved in condi- | 


tion shall be admitted free of duty upon establishing identity, 
etc. You have admitted that free of duty without regard to 
limit whder the previous provision, unless | misunderstand it, 
because itis wearing appareland other personal effects which have 
beenadmitted. Isuggest to the Senatorfrom Arkansas, as this is 
avery important matter, affecting the convenience ofa large and 
rapidly growing number of travelers, that his amendment be 
printed so that we can see it in print, and go over until to-mor- 
row. 


XXVI——411 


The meaning of the amendment as | 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 





| 
| Mr. VEST. 
Paragraph 669 of the bill as it comes to the 
| that 
Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) or persons 
arriving in the United States, not residents thereof, but this exemption 
shall not be held to include articles not actually in use and necessary and 
appropriate for the use of such persons for the purposes of their journey 
| and present comfort and convenience, or which are intended for any 
person or persons, or for sale 
That applies exclusively to foreigners who have never b 
in this country. 


It is well enough to understand each other. 
Senate prov ides 


other 


en 


Mr. HOAR. Not as the Senator from Arkansas moves to 
amend the paragraph, because he strikes out the words ‘not 
residents thereof.” 

| Mr. VEST. That isincludedin the other provision. Let the 
| Seeretary read the amendment. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 


| from Arkansas will be again read. 
The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraphs 669 and 670 and in 
sert: 


669. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of per- 
sons arriving in the United States, but this exemption shall not be held to 
include articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the 
| use of such persons for the purposes of their journey and present comfort 
and convenience, or which are intended for any other person or persons, or 
for sale: Provided, however, That all wearing apparel and other personal ef 
fects of residents returning from other countries as may have been by them 
taken out of the United States to foreign countries, and which have not 
been advanced in value nor improved in condition by any process of labor 
or manufacture in such countries, shall be admitted free of duty without 
regard to their value, upon their identity being established under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 


Mr. HOAR. My criticism is that everything provided for in 
the proviso is admitted free in the preceding proposition as the 
Senator from Arkansas has moved it. 

Mr. VEST. Then strike out the proviso. 
erwards in conference. To save 


[t can be fixed aft- 
deb.ite, let it go out. 


Mr. HOAR. If that is done we can call it up again if there 
is any mistake about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the paragraph be read as it will stand 


without the proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
now stands. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


The amendment will be read as it 





669. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of pet 
sons arriving in the United States, but this exemption shall not be } i to 
include articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the 
use ofsuch persons for the purposes of their jou . presen ymfor 
and convenience, or which are intended any her r pe ns 
or for sale 

Mr. HOAR. That is all we need. 

The amendment was azreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro 
ceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


671. Whalebone, unmanufactured 
Mr. PEFFER. 
passed over. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
out that paragraph. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
| Mr. PEFFER. I did not 


Is it understood that paragraph 670 is 


Tne motion was cirried to strike 


It is stricken out. 


know that was done 


| move to amend it, but if it has been stricken out of course it can 
| not be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That pargraph isstricken out. The 
| reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to reserve the privilege for the Senator 


from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to move to insert a paragraph to 

be numbered 6714. He is at present out of the Chamber but has 
| an amendment prepared to come in at this point, and will offe 
it when he comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Wood 
672. Logs, and round unmanufactured tim t specially enumerated or 


provided for in this act. 
| 673. Firewood, handle bolts, heading bol 
hop poles, fence pr railroad ties, ship 
specially provided for in this act 

Mr. HALE. In order to save two readings, I will now move 
to strike out paragraph 674 and the paragraphs following td 
paragraph 683, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


tave l 
timber 





»lts, and shingle bolts, 
and ship planking, not 


Sts, 


or 
5 


The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Maine will be stated. 
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Mr. HALE. 
can save two readings. 

The SeorerTary. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 674, 
675, 676, 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, and 683. 
as follows: 


The paragraphs are 
674. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 


wharves 

675. Timber, squared or sided, 

676. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 

677. Pine clapboards 

674. Spruce clapboards 

670. Hubs for wheels, posts, last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun 
blocks, heading, and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or sawed only. 

689. Lath 

681. Pickets and paling 

6SZ. Shingles 

623. Stavesof wood ofall kinds, wood manufactured: Provided, That any of 
the articles mentioned in paragraphs 672 to 683, inclusive, when imported 
from any country which lays an export duty on the same or any of them, 
shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. HALE, Since the Senate considered the first part of the 
lumber schedule it has put upon the dutiable list, different from 
the action of the other House, the articles of sugar, iron ore, 
and coal, and largely advanced the rate upon lead. I[ hope on 
reflection the Senate will conclude to strike the great product 
of lumber from the free list. That is the object of my amend- 
ment, and J call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
proposed by the Senator from Maine, on which he demands the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who is paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], that we transfer our 
pairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mir. DANIEL. The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] 
will stand paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs]. 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I again transfer 


my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Sen- | 


ator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). lTannounce for 
the day my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). } 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] having been 
transferred to the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH], but I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], and vote 
“paw,”’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), 
Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HoOAR]. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] that we transfer pairs, so 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] will be paired 
with my colleague [Mr. MORGAN], and he and I can vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Thatis agreeable. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH. I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots]. 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiri], and therefore withhold my vote. 
‘‘vea” if he were present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator 
from North Carolina|Mr. RANSOM], and the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] and myself will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
already voted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Michigan |Mr, PATTON]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
MARTIN], und vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I announce for the day to save time, and I 
shall not repeat it any more, my pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the negative). Since I 
transferred my pair to the Senator from Kentucky tir LIND- 
SAY] that Senator has come into the Chamber and voted. I will 
therefore withdraw my vote. 


[ am paired with 


I am paired with 


I have 
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} Allison, 


| Cullom 


! Allen, 





The question isonthe amendment | 





| whether, when finished, it means made u 
My | 


| guage used in ae Ym 178, 
| ber of any sort, plane 


If he were present | 
. | manufactured” after ‘‘lumber” it would cover it. 
Lam paired with the | 


I should vote | 
| finished,” ‘‘each side of the board so planed or finished.” It 
By agreement I transfer my pair with | 
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The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; 
YEAS—19. 


Morrill, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 


as follows: 


Aldrich, rye, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
NAYS—31. 
Jones, Arik. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
McPherson, 
Mitchell, Wis, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Gailinger, McMillan, 
George, Manderson, 
Gibson, Martin, 
Gordon, Mills, 
Hansbrough, Morgan, 
hill, Patton, 
Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Jones, Ney. Ransom, 
Lodge, Smith, 


Quay, 
Sherma 
Shoup, 
Teller 


Carey, 
Chandler 


Daniel, 
Faulkner, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 


Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Vest, 
Valsh, 
White. 


Bate, 
Berry. 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 


Blanchard, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Coke, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 

I Jolph, 
Dubois, 


Squire, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert as paragragh 671}, after the 


| word ‘* wood,” in line 14, page 117, the following: 


Lumber of any sort, planed or finished. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that the proper place for his amendment would be ag 
paragraph 676} instead of the place he proposes. It can bo 
offered at that point just as well. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, let it come in at that place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after paragraph 676: 

6765. Lumber of any sort, planed or finished. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Theamendment offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska is a very sweeping andcomprehensive one. I do not 
know what is lumber planed and finished. I never have heard 
any such phrase used as applied to lumber. I do not know 
into houses or furni- 
ture or what. Icanunderstand what boards planed onone side or 
on both sides and tongued and grooved mean; but I do not under- 
stand what finished lumber is. I should think such a provision 


__ | would let in furniture and everything else that can be manufac- 
[ am paired with | 


tured from wood. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that this is the identical lan- 
The language used there is, ‘‘ lum- 
or finished.” I simply transfer the lan- 
guage from that place to page 117 as paragraph 676}. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will insert the word “ un- 
** Lumber, 
unmanufactured,” would convey his idea. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; [ do not want to insert that word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then you extend the provision to doors 


| and windows. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 178 the words which follow 
the word ‘‘ finished” modify and qualify the paragraph; but the 
Senator from Nebraska proposes to leave out these words, and 
his amendment would allow all kindsof finished lumber, [ think— 


| lumber made up into wagons, certainly into doors, and every- 
| thing of that sort—to come in free of duty. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? Lot it read, instead of ‘‘lumber of any sort, planed or 


means, clearly, each side of the plank so planed or finished. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 


| of the Senator from Nebraska. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I.wish to call the 
attention of the Senator from Nebraska to paragraph 684, page 


| 118, wherein there is a disposition of the fine woods known as 


cedar, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, etc., which 
are to be admitted free when unmanufactured. Thelumber made 
from those woods is very valuable, and if all this class of lumber 
is to come into the United States free when finished, I suggest 
that it will be a great boon to a great many people who @re now 
manufacturing very expensive furniture. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, I 
think his suggestion is fair, and I have no objection, so far as I 
am concerned, to adding the words ‘“‘except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this act.” 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa would not call the woods 
that are mentioned in paragraph 684 lumber? 











1894. 





Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not; but these woods are carefully 
described in paragraph 684, showing that it is not intended that 
this class of lumber shall come in, when finished, free of duty. 
This lumber costs $150 and as high as $200 per thousand feet 
without being either planed or tongued or grooved. If it is to 
be brought infree not only planed, tongued, and grooved, but 
finished—that is, ready for the manufacture of furniture, or 
ready, for example, for the Pullman Car Company or the Wag- 
ner Car ¢ Jompany, or the fine cars that are now made of these 
beautiful woods—it seems to me it will greatly disturb a very 
valuable industry in our country which ought to be certainly 


cared for, and which it is not contemplated, [ think, in any sug- | 
| In fact, the majority of the committee put on the 


gestion the Senator has made, shall be disturbed. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senate I will with- 
draw my amendment and ask to have the words ‘‘ rough or 
dressed” addea to paragraph 676, so that that paragraph will 
read: 


Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed. 


[ will present my amendment in that shape. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
as now proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE, Wecould not hear on this side what the Sena- 


tor now proposes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After the word ‘‘ lumber” in paragraph | 


dif ax ma “roug , -essed;” s¢ aKe y ArAa- | : : : 
676, page 117, add ** rough or dressed;” so as to make the para | matter how advanced, the Senate will vote it out and leave this 


graph read: 

Sawed poards, plank, deals, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, [donot rise with any hope 
of defeating thisamendment. The Senator from Nebraska some 
fifteen or twenty minutes ago, when voting against free sugar, 
took occasion to say that his final vote upon the bill had not 
then been determined in hisown mind. Now he wishes more 
free lumber, and he will get it, of course, because that is the 
understanding. That is the reason why he is to vote in favor 
of the bill. I do not expect to prevent the transaction which is 


and other lumber, rough or dressed. 
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stroying an important industry of New England by his votes 
and his bargains with the other side of the Chamb 


If the Senator does not like that he may make the most of it. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from 


Nebraska does not represent the feeling of the other sid 
this question. If there is anything in his amendment which 
proposes to add to the paragraph the words ** dressed or un- 
dressed,” it must refer to lumber that is planed or is worked 


upon by labor and machinery out of the rough boards. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraskadoes not carry 
| the force of acommittee amendment. No Senator is bound to 


| per thousand feet, board measure; and if planed ont 


vote for the amendment the Chamber. 


adutiable 


upon the other side of 

h 
in paragraph 178, ‘‘ lumber of any sort, planed or finished, ! 
each side so planed or finished, 50 cents per thousand feet, board 
measure; and if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, $1 
Wo 


or 


sides 


| and tongued and grooved, $1.50 per thousand feet, board me 


and in estimating board measure under this schedule no dedue- 
tion shall be made on board measure on account of planing, 
tonguing, and grooving,” thereby recognizing this advanced 
condition of lumber as being properly a subject for duty. 

That provision was stricken out by the Senate and has 
standing open for further consideration. I hope that instead of 


been 


voting in the bill the amendmentof the Senator from Nebraska, 
| who wants to strike at every form of manufacture of lumber no 


| subject for the further consideration of the committee itself, 


now going on, but I do have the curiosity to know whether the | 


bargain is yetcomplete. I dodesire to know whether the trans- 
action may be now considered as closed, and whether the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska has finally concluded to vote for the bill; or 
whether we shall see him rise in his seat again and notify the 
other side of the Chamber that he has not yet concluded what 
his final vote will be, and come in and move to put something 
else not a product of the State of Nebraska upon the free list 
and get that as a consideration for the vote which he is to give. 


| States. 
| Canadian mechanies instead of having it done at our own mills. 


We are anxious—I am certainly anxious—to know when the | 


Senator from Nebraska will be entirely foreclosed upon by the 
other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to say in as polite lan- 
guage as I can to the Senator from New Hampshire that his 
statement or insinuation that there is any bargain between any 
person on this side of the Chamber or in the Chamber at all and 


myself is entirely untrue, and I am inclined to think that the | 
| intend to make later on; but if the Senator means to cover the 


Senator from New Hampshire knew it was untrue at the time 
he stated it. [have made no bargain. I propose to make no 
bargain. I propose to vote as I see fit upon this measure and 
upon every other measure that comes before the Senate. If 
when the pending bill is finally finished itis in my judgment a 
better measure than the law now in force I shall vote for it. If 
it is not, I shall vote against it. In that respect I desire to as- 
sure the Senator from New Hampshire that I am a free lance. 

{ desire to state in this connection that it is none of the Sen- 
ator’s business how I propose to vote upon this or upon any other 
measure. [Lam not here to represent his views upon any ques- 
tion. Iam sent here to oppose his views upon a majority of the 
questions that come before this body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska that itis my business how he votes, and 


that it is entirely competent for me to comment upon his vote | 
or upon the vote of any other Senator in this Chamber, just as } 


my own conduct and my own vote are open to be commented 
upon by any Senator. 

The Senator says that he has had no understanding. Mr. 
President, what has taken place upon this floor this morning 
can not be mistaken by Senators and will not be mistaken by 
the country. The Senator rose and gave notice that he did not 
know how he should finally vote upon the bill. He disappears 
from the Chamber for fifteen minutes and comes in and moves 
an amendment for the destruction of the lumber industry of this 
country, and he is about to receive it from the hands of his Dem- 
ocratic associates. I propose to make it my business to call to 
the attention of the Senate and the country the action of the 
Senator from Nebraska, who comes here, as he claims, not as a 
Democrat, not as a Republican, but who is making himself a 
Democrat in substantially every vote he gives, and who is de- 


which, before the bill gets into the Senate, can consider this 
proposition of planed lumber. Therefore, I hope thatthe Se: 
tor’s amendment, as it does not come with the force of a commit 
tee amendment, will not be sustained upon either side. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems to me that this pro- 
posed amendment, while perhaps not so great in amount, is one 
of the most objectionable features which it has been proposed to 
introduce into the bill. It may furnish the Senator from Ne- 
braska a text to talk about to his constituents, but it will not 
save them one dollar in money. The charge for dressing lum- 
ber is precisely the same in Canada that it is in the United 
The amendment would merely transfer the labor to 


It will not save the American consumer one dollar in money. 
ree rough lumber may do so; but to make the manufactured 
lumber free does not, as I said, save one cent inthe charge, which, 
as everybody familiar with the interest knows, is precisely the 
same in Canada that it is in the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the object of the Sen 


itor from 


| Nebraska in moving the amendment is to add planed, tongued, 


and grooved lumber to the free list, and that is his only object, I 


understand. It is whatI presume he intends to cover by the 
amendment. [ask the Senatorif that is true. Ifit is, | sug 
gest to him that in paragraph 676 he could add after the word 
**sawed ” the words ‘‘ planed, or tongued and grooved.” There 
are some Other suggestions in regard to the paragraph which I 


articles which I have mentioned and no others, as [ unders 


is his purpose, it can be accomplished by putting into the para 
graph the words *‘ planed, or tongued or grooved” in addition 
to ‘‘ sawed,’ so that there would bea limitation upon the pro 
vision placing lumber on the free list. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say to the Senator from RI 
land that [ remember the old adage, ‘‘ Beware of the ¢ eks 
when bearing gifts.” If I thought the Senator from Rhode | 
land intended to benefit the prairie States 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not for the amendment, but I am try 
ing to find out what the Senator from Nebraska wants to accom 
plish; and lam trying to suggest to him some method of accom- 
plishing that purpose and not accomplishing a great deal more. 

Mr. ALLEN, If I thought the Senator from Rhode Island 
had the faintest consideration forthe rights of the people of the 


prairie States, who are compelled to purchase lumber to con- 


struct homes with, I would listen with a great deal more pa- 
tience to his suggestions than I do now. [ certainly think that 
a5 


the great grain-producing States of the Union whose citizens 
have no timber of their own, and who are compelled to purchase 
their building material from the States which produce lumber, 


1 
} 


ie hands of the Senate. 
| says that the con- 


ought to have some consideration at t 

The Senator from Vermont | Mr. PrRoct 
sumer of lumber will get no benefit from this amendment; that 
taking off the tax will not result in any benefit to him. If that 
be true, and a duty does not protect, I can not understand why 
the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from New Hampshire 
should be so persistent in insisting that a tariff shall be placed 


upon lumber for protective purposes. If free lumber will not 
afford the consumer some advantage, then certainly taxed lum- 


ber will not afford any advantage tothe manufacturer of lumber. 
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The Senator from New Hampshire, who has been conspicuous 
in this debate all the way through, and probably deservedly so, 
who seems to want everything in New England protected, from 
a mustard seed to a pine tree, and is not willing to make any 
concessions to any other portion of the country, carries this de- 
bate, in my judgment, a little too far, especially a little too far 
for a proper consideration of the truth, when he insinuates that 
there is any bargain between the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee in charge of the bill and myself or any other representa- 
tive of the Populist party in this Chamber. I know of nothing 
to be gained by a man performing the réle of the baboon upon 
matters of this kind and putting himself in the attitude of ac- 
cusing every person who fails to agree with him with some cor- 
rupt purpose or corrupt practice. 

It may be funny to him. He may enjoyit. It may get into 
the newspapers, and people may think he is a remarkably smart 
man in consequence of it. 
many ways. It may add to his campaign stockin the State from 
which hecomes. But nevertheless, Mr. President, it is a low in- 
sinuation, an untruthful insinuation, and an insinuation that no 
man actuated by a high and lofty purpose would make. And I 
believe the Senator who made the charge knew it was a false- 
hood. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
answer a question? 
amendment, if adopted, would be to do more than admit free 
into this country lumber that is planed and grooved? 

Mr. ALLEN. Such lumber as we ordinarily use in the con- 
struction of our houses, barns, and fences. Thatis the kind of 
lumber I am looking at. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, after this personal colloquy, 
which I was very sorry to hear, I wish to call the attention of 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber toone point. If they 
are looking for revenue, it has been a very unhappy hour to the 
Government of the United States, owing to the amendments 
which have been made to the existing law in the wood schedule. 
You have already surrendered—I have added up the figures— 
$1,041,777 of revenue, and I believe without the slightest benefit 
to any citizen of the United States, and with no benefit to any- 
one except the dealers in lumber who live on our northern bor- 
der or the fewer number of persons who bring wood of various 
kinds to us from the South. 

If the amendment first proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
had been adopted I do not know what would have been the re- 
sult. No one can tell the construction which would have been 
put upon the language. But without it, the other side of the 
Chamber have surrendered more than a million dollars of reve- 
nue without any beneficial effect to any human being, because 
the immediate effect of this repeal of revenue is to advance the 
the price of the lumber which comes into competition with our 
own, and it may be said as arule that the advance is always 
made by the importer so as to meet the demand in the Ameri- 
can market. It is true that we can by building up industries in 
our own country reduce the price of foreign articles, but we can 
never reduce the price of foreign articles by repealing a@ reve- 
nue. The price is always advanced to meet the @emand in the 
home market. 

We have already surrendered a million dollars of revenue this 
morning. I tell Senators on the other side that if they do not 
keep a more careful account than I fear they are doing as to the 
effect of these various amendments upon the revenue features 
of the bill, they wiil find at the end of the controversy that there 
will be a deficiency in the revenue from imported goods far be- 
low what has been estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury 
or by these gentlemen themselves. The propositions made al- 
ready by the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN] have lost us 
half a million dollars of revenue without any benefit to our peo- 
ple, and taking the whole classes together there has been a loss 
of over a million dollars of revenue, which is no small matter. 

I fear the effect of the action on the bill as we go along with 
it is constantly to reduce the revenues of the Government. 
Although the Republican party is not in power and 1 am not to 
be considered a fair custodian or guardian of the present Ad- 
ministration, after all they are the agents of the people of the 
United States,and the evil results of what they do will fall upon 
the people of the United States. Therefore we on this side are 
bound to call attention to the natural effect and result of these 
amendments. 

I do not wish to indulge in this debate further than to call the 
attention of Senators constantly to the effect of the amendments 
being made in reducing revenue which is necessary to carry on 
the operations of the Government. We have always thought 
that sufficient revenue could be collected from imported goods 
to pay all the ordinary expenses of the Government. That we 
have tried to accomplish, and I believe it would have been ac- 
complished by the McKinley act but for the threatened change 


Will the Senator from Nebraska 
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Does he understand that the effect of his | 
| rough or dressed, 
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in our tariff laws. In doing this we have left excises on various 
domestic articles and the internal revenue to meet the extraord- 


| inary expenses of the Government growing out of pensions and 


the civil war. That has been the policy of the Government: 
but if the policy now adopted is pursued we shall not have 
enough revenue from imported goods to pay one-half of the or- 
dinary current expenses of the Government, and the deficiency 
will have to be made up by direct taxes upon our own people, as 
a tax on incomes and the like. 
Therefore, I always see with regret any duty on imported ar- 


| ticles repealed, unless there is some strong reason for it. I 
| would a great deal rather levy taxes upon foreigners than upon 


our own people. It is much easier to collect them at foreign 
Every effort to re- 
duce rates of duty which pea handsome revenue without 
causing any injury naturally shocks my mind, because I have 
been always looking to see that enough is provided by Congress 
from duties on imported goods to carry on the ordinary opera- 
tions of the Government. = 

Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senate and the mem- 
bers of the committee to the languageof theamendment. I ask 
the Secretary to report it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 676 add: 

Mr. HALE. Icall the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who is present, and the Senator from Missouri to the 
language of the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska which 
I have just had read, ‘‘ rough or dressed.” Whether the Sena- 
tor so intended or not, it goes a great deal further than either 
the committee or the Senate ever intended to go. 

I do not know, and no Senator can tell, what under those 
words would be construed as lumber to be admitted free of duty. 
There is a very great range between rough and dressed lumber. 
It may include lumber so far worked upon as to become frames 
for houses ready to be put up; it may include sashes and blinds, 
all completed. unpainted, as they are produced by our own man- 
ufacturers. The amendment provides for the free admission of 
all lumber, including dressed lumber, and what the word 
‘* dressed ” may be interpreted to mean nobody cantell. There- 
fore I call the attention of the committee and the Senators in 
the management of the bill to the fact that here is a matter 
going far beyond what they ever intended, or what the Senate 
ever intended. 

For this reason I hope that few Senators will vote with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to make this amendment, 
which is so clearly crude and uninterpreted, and will be vague, 
general, and dangerous in its operation. Neither the Senator 
from Arkansas, nor the Senator from Missouri, nor the chair- 
man of the committee has in any way proposed a clause so 
sweeping as this, and I hope they will not now sustain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL! 


Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). bam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON] and therefore 
withhold my vote. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and therefore withhold 
my vote. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode [sland [Mr. Dixon]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViLAs] to the senior Senator from Nevada (Mr. JONs#s], and 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again transfer 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
to the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], and vote ‘ yea.” F 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. , ei 

Mr. McCLAURIN. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhcde Island [Mr. Dixon] to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘ yea.” ah , 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave announced my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN]. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
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BLACKBURN] stands paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. Il transfer my pair to the Senator from | 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], so that the Senator from Kentucky | 
Mr. BLACKBURN] and [ can both vote. The Senator from Ne- | 
braska [Mr. MANDER: | and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. | 
MoRGAN] will stand paired. I[ vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. LIannounce my pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 21, as follows: 


YEAS—238. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Bate Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Berry, Gray, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Harris, McLaurin, Vest, 
Caffery, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Call, Irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Hale, Platt, Squire, 
Allison, Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Proctor, Washburn. 
Cullom, Mitchell,Oregon Quay, 
Dubois, Morrill, Sherman, 
Frye, Perkins, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—36. 

Blanchard, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Patton, 
Brice, Gallinger, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Butler, George, McMillan, Ransom, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Smith, 
Cameron, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart, 
Carey, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Coke, Hansbrough Mills, Vilas, 
Davis, Higyins, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Dixon, Hiil, Morgan, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: I rise merely to say that | 
I was detained in the committee room upon service of the Senate 
for the last half hour, and I now understand that a vote has been 
taken upon the lumber schedule, in which my people are very 
much interested. I wish to announce that I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who votes opposite to 
the way I do on this schedule, therefore no loss came to the peo- 
ple of my State because I did not vote, but I wish the fact to be 
stated in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- | 
ceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire toask the Chair ‘‘ where we are at” 
in the lumber schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At paragraph 683. 

Mr. ALLISON, The prior paragraphs have not been read. 
I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 676. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose that the Secretary go | 
back to where he suspended on the former reading and read each | 


paragraph. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary wiil read as indi- 
cated. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

674. Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves. 

675. Timber, squared or sided. 

676. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact thatthe phraseology of paragraph 676 as it now stands 
will admit free of duty all lumber ofevery name and nature used | 
not only in building houses, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. ALLEN], but in all the finest furniture that | 
is manufactured in the United States, the duty on which has | 
yielded and does yield a large revenue, and which is in no sense 
an article of necessity, but should rather be regarded as an arti- | 
cle of luxury. Under the existing law and under prior statutes | 
we have always made a distinction between the fine cabinet | 
woods andother woods. We donot produce inthe United States 
any very large amount of cabinet woods. Soin 1890, in the last | 
revision, we provided in section 220 as follows: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum vitae, 
lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all 
other cabinet woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per cent ad 
valorem; veneers of wood, etc., 20 per cent ad valorem. 

We drew a distinction there between the ordinary woods of 
our own country and the fine cabinet woods, the cabinet woods 
being required to pay 15 per cent ad valorem, which would 








amount in many instances to$15 a thousand feet, instead of one 
or two dollars as provided in other paragraphs of the existing 
law. Fifteen per cent ad valorem as computed in thousand feet 
as to mahogany and the other cabinet woods, such as rosewood, 
satinwood, etc., will amount in some instances to $20 a thousand. 

The Senator from Nebraska has secured an amendment to 
this paragraph which allows these woods to come in free not 





late in the rough, but to come in in practically the finished 


state. 

[ know of no reasonwhy we should give up the revenue which 
is derived from duties on an article which may be called essen- 
tially an article of high comfort, if not of luxury. Therefore, I 
move at the end of the paragraph to insert what I send to the 


| Secretary's desk, and I hope the Senator from Arkansas will 


permit the ainendment to be made without objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco inthe chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa wili be stated. 


The SECRETARY. Add at the end of paragraph 676 as 
amended: 

Except boards, plank, deals or other lumber of cedar, lignum vite, lance- 
wood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 


cabinet woods. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Speaking for myself, without hav- 
ing had time to consult with other members of the committee, 
I am very much inclined to agree to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. Rough lumber is now admitted free, and it 
seems to me that there is no impropriety in excspting the fine 
cabinet woods from the operation of the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. All rough lumber is notadmitted free. Logs 
not sawed are admitted free. We havea large number of mills 
in our country sawing the logs, one in Baltimore, two in Phila- 
delphia, a half dozen in New York, and several in Chicago. 

Mr. VEST. The only difficulty about this matter in my mind 
is whether these woods which are used for furniture, like ma- 
hogany and the others enumerated in paragraph 684, are classi- 
fied as lumber. I wish I could ask some expert aboutit. That 
has been my difficulty in the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can say to the Senator that they are classi- 
fied aslumber. They are sawed in this country, and also sawed 
very largely in Honduras and other South American countries. 
There are 1 know very large saw mills for sawing this lumber 
established in Hondurasand in other countries where mahogany 
and satinwood are largely produced. Under the provision as 
it now stands of course all this lumber will come in free of duty, 
not only sawed, in the rough, but finished. 

Mr. VEST. If it is lumber, of course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will do no harm. 


Mr. VEST. Isee no objection to it. Wecan change it after- 


| wards in conference if the bill ever gets there. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagrecing to 


| the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

677. Pine clapboards. 

678, Spruce clapboards. 

679. Hubs for wheels, posts, last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, gun- 
blocks, heading, and all like blocks or sticks, rough hewn or sawed only. 

680. Laths. 

681. Pickets and palings. 

682. Shingles. 

683. Staves of wood of all kinds, wood unmanufactured: Provided, That any 
of the articles mentioned in paragraph 672 to 683 inclusive, when imported 
from any country which lays an export duty on the same or any of them, 
shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this act 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in 
paragraph 683,line 9,after the word ‘‘ that,” to strike out ‘‘ any” 


| and insert ‘‘all;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘in,” to strike out 
| ‘paragraph ” and insert ‘‘ paragraphbs;” and in line 13, after the 
| words ‘‘duty on,” strike out ‘‘the same or;” 
| proviso read: 


so as to make the 


Provided, That all of the articles mentioned in paragraphs 672 to 683 in- 
clusive, when imported from any country Which lays an export duty on any 
of them, shall be subject to the duties existing prior to the passage of this 
act. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 13, after the word “ duty,” I move to in- 
sert ‘‘or imposes discriminating stumpage dues;”’ so that it will 
read: 

Which lays an export duty or imposes discriminating stumpage dues on 
any of them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

684. Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vit#, lancewood, ebony, box, grana- 
dilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in 
the log, rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; briar root or 
briar wood, and similar wood unmanufactured, or not further marnufac- 
tured than cut into blocks suitable for the articles into which they are in- 
tended to be converted; bamboo, reeds,and sticks of partridge, hair wood, 
pimento, orange, myrtle, and other woods, not otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, in the rough,or not further manufactured than cut into 
lengths suitable for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, sunshades, whips, or 
walking canes; and India malacca joints, not further manufactured than 
cut into suitable lepgths for the manufactures into which they are intended 
to be converted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In paragraph 684, line 3, there 
is a misspelling in the word ‘‘ umbrellas,” which will be cor- 
rected if there be no objection. 


Got 16 ) 


(LL of Ore 


Mr. MITC! 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY In line 7, at the end of paragraph 684, add 
the followin 
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G OFFICER. 

by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
ELL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

nays 

The yeas and were 
call the roll, 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW). 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MrLus]. The Senator from 
Mississippi{ Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. DoLPH]. 
will transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. {[ vote “yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hruu]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
[am paired with the Senator from Wyoming eo CAREY]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call 3 concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I havesnnouncea my pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. I suggest to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that we again transfer our pairs and 
vote, so that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] will 
stand paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. QUAY. I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER. Under the arrangement J have announced 
several times to-day I vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the Senator from 
Michigan |Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were present I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr. 
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GORDON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
lowa | Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. SMITH. Iam pair 
DuBors]. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH] that we transfer our pairs, so as to leave the Senator 
from ldaho | Mr. DuBois} paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina |Mr. RANSOM}. 

Mr. SMITH. Allright. I vote ‘ 

Mr. HALE. I vote ** yea.” 

The result was announced 

YEAS—22 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 


Quay, 
Sherman, 


-d with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 


nay.” 


yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 


Hale, 

Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Mitchell, Oregor 
Morrill, 

Patton, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Frye 
Gallinger, 


Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Washburn 


NAYS—32. 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
McPherson, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 


NOT VOTING—31. 


Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 


Peffer, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
White. 


Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Caffery 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Daniel, 


Pettigrew, 
Ransom, 
Stewart, 
Tur pie, 
Walsh, 
Wilson, 
Wotcott. 


Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Gordon, 
Hansbrough, 
Hill, 

Hoar, 
Jones, 


Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Coke, 
Davis, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 
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The question is onagreeing to | 
not otherwise herein provided for,” 


On that Task for the yeas and | 


ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 


If agreeable to the Senator from Mississippi, we | 
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read as follows: 

the sheep, hair of thecamel, goat, alpaca, and 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noiis, yarn waste, 
waste, bur waste, rags, and fiocks, including all waste, 
wholly or in part of wool: Provided, That this 
on and after August 2, 1894 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words in- 
closed in brackets in lines 10 and 11, and insert what follows in 
small type leaving out the words ‘‘ carded waste.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment willbe stated, 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, after the words ‘‘ bur waste,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘rags, and flocks, including,” and in- 
sert ‘‘slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and;” and in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘ wool,” to insert ‘‘and all the for voing 
so as to read: 

685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and ot 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, 
bur waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
composed wholly or in part of wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not include carded waste? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Carded waste was put on the tax- 
able list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Should not the words ‘‘not otherwise pro- 
vided for” be inserted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the words 
in this act” should be inserted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall move that amendment when 
the amendment which [ have offered is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the proviso at 
the end of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 13 and 14 
of the paragraph, as follows: 

— That this paragraph shail take effect on and after August ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask for a vote on the paragraph as it 
stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the paragraph? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will probably have to make the 
motion to accomplish his object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I have the right in all these para- 
graphs, because each paragraph is treated as a separate propo- 
sition, to call for a vote as to whether a paragraph shall be re- 
tained or stricken out. However, I will move to strike out the 
paragraph, which will answer the same purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio to strike out para- 
graph 685. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

The PRESIDING 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, bur 

waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and all waste, or rags com- 
pi oe . er or in part of wool: all the foregoing not otherwise herein pre 

10 Ct 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit this proposition to the Senators 
on the other side: As the question about wool and woolens wili 
probably be under debate in the Senate when the bill is reported 
to the Senate, if it is agreeable to Senators on the other side, I 
am perfectly willing that the controyv ersy about this matter 
shall go over until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

I sincerely hope and trust that Senators on the other side will 
see their way clear to avoid the entire destruction of the sheep 
industry of the United States. 

On the whole I would rather the question should goover until 
the entire matter is considered in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator withdraws his amendment for 
the time being? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio is withdrawn for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. 
proceed. 


The Secretary 
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The Senator means to move to strike out 
No; I ask a vote on the paragraph as it 


There is no question now pend- 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Let the paragraph be read as it now stands. 
OFFICER. The paragraph as amended 
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tary read as follows: 


[The Secre 
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686. Works of art, the production of American ; sts residing temporari 
al 1d, ory other works of art, including pict rial paintings on glass, im 


porter d expre ssly for present uate m to a national institution, or to any Stat 
or munici al CO rporation, or incorporated religious y, college, or other 
public institution, including stained or painted window glass or stained or 
painted gla indows;;but such exemption shall be subject to such regula 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
in line 20, after the word ‘‘ institution,” to strike out 
‘luding stained or painted window iined or painted 
glass windows.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 2 the 
mittee b withdrawn, the reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

687. Works of art, drawings, engravings, photographic pictures, and philo 
sophical and scientitie apparatus brought by professional artists, lecturers, 
or scientists arriving from abroad for use by them temporarily for exhi- 
bition and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of art, science, 
industry in the United States, and not for sale, and photographic pictures, 
paintings, and statuary imported for exhibition by any association estab 
lished in good faith and duly authorized under the lawsof the United States, 
or of any State, expressly and solely for the promotion and encouragement 


society 





graph 686, 


. »1 
"an giass or st 


The amendment of the committee 


com- 


ing 








of science, art, or industry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free 
of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre 
seribe; but bonds shall be given for the payment to the United States of 


such duties as may be imp« sed by law upon any and all such articles as shall 
not be exported within six months after such importation: Provided, 'That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, extend such period for 
a further term of six months in cases where applications therefor shail be 
mace 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 687, on page 120, line 5, after the words “ photographic 
yictures,” to strike out ** paintings, and statuary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My attention was temporarily diverted at 
the time paragraph 685 was passed upon. I should like to in- 
quire of the Senator from Arkansas what action was taken on 
the amendment reported by the committee striking out the 
words in lines 20 : wu 121 in the bill as printed? 

Mr. JON ES of Arkansas. The amendment 
and those words remain in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas to the fact that paragraph 102 imposes a duty on 
‘* all stained or painted glass wardens, eas those wordsare in the 
free list in two different places. I do not know what action the 
committee intend to take as to the paragraph we passed over 
yesterday, which also contains a similar provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This provision is that these arti- 
cles when imported for the purpose of “ presentation to a na- 
tional institution, or to any State or municipal corporation, or 
incorporated religious society, college, or otber public institu- 
tion,” shall be admitted free; otherwise, they are to be taxed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 585 contains these words: 

Including stained or painted window-glass or stained or painted glass win 
dows. specially imported in good faith for the use of any society or institu- 


tion incorporated or established for religious, philosophical, educational 
scientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement of the fine arts, and 


was withdrawn, 


not intended for sale 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not hear the question of the 
Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to know what action was taken on 


paragraph 585, which contains the words I have just read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The words in italics were with- 
drawn, and they are stricken from the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Idesire to know what the 
- —e y was in regard to paragraph 685, relating to wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That goes over until the question of the 


un- 


4i¥ 
ean on wool is submitted in the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As I understand, then, by com- 
mon consent paragraph 685 is agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Noaction was taken upon it. 
to be reported to the Senate. 


it 


goes over 


Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. But the effect of it is toagree to 
it as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
he desires 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That has been disposed of in the 
same way the other paragraphs have been. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hadintended to offer an amend- 
ment to the paragraph as in Committee of the Whole, andI give 
notice now that when the bill is reported to the Senate, unless 
some other Senator does so, I shall move, in line 14, on page 119, 
paragraph 6385, to strike out the words “August 2 , 1894,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “‘ July 1, 1895. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has already been stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That proviso has already been 


The Senator may move to strike it out if 


stricken out. 
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VWITCHELL of On Lu tand that has no n 
SHERMAD It has } 1 done on the mot oO 
‘© l \r insi = 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The last two li 
graph 685 have been stricken out. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the paragraph 
be read as it now stands. 
1e PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read at 
the request of the Senator from Oregon, if there be no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read: but I dislike this 
way of violating a unanimous consent agreement and ek 
to things which have been passed upon. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
685. All wool of the sheep, hair of the cam goat, alpaca, and i 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste ira ¥ 
| bur waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and all wa + 
composed wholly or in part of wool; all the f r not olherwi . 
in provided for 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask for the recular order. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the proviso be read 


| ment that I suggested having been a 





. JONES of Arkansas. The proviso was sticken out. 
Iv. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘Then, far from the amend- 
rrret d to, the very reverse 
has been agreed to: and while the committee reported in favor 
of postponing the taking effect of these paragraphs until the 2d 
day of August next, they now have stricken out those words: so 
that the provision will take effect immediately on the passage 


sO 





of the bill ‘hat is the present situation of the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Question, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follow: 

é8e. Works of art, collections in illustration of the progress of the arta, 
science, or manufactures, photographs, works in terra cotta, parian, pot- 
tery, or porcelain, and artistic copies of antiquities in metalor other ma 
terial, hereafter imported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed 
piace by any society or institution establishe for the encouragement of the 


arts or of science, and ali like articles imported in good faith by any society 
or association for the purpose of erecting a public monument, and not in 
vended for sale, nor for any other purpose than herein expressed; but bonds 


shall be given under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, for the payment of lawful duties which may accrue 
should any of — articles aforesaid be sold, transferred, or used contrary to 























this provisio ind su whence shall be ubject, atany time, to examination 
and inspe mead by the proper officers of the customs Provided, That tl 
privileges of this and the soe -eding section shall not be allowed to associa 
tion re rporations engaged in or connected with business of a private or 
commercial character 

689 y ams 

690. Za l 

Sec. 3. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid onthe importation 
allraw or unmanufactured articles umerated or provided for in th 
\ luty of 10 per cent ad valorem; and on all ticles manufactured, in 
Wholeorin pari, not provided forim this act, a duty of 20 per cent ad valbore 

Mr. PLATT. I had intended to offer at this stage of the bill 
an amendment, which was yesterday ordered to be printed, the 
object of which is to proyide that aleohol used in manufactures 
and in the arts shall not pay the internal-revenue tax which is pro 
vided for in the bill, but I think it will be more proper to v ith 
hold the amendment until we reach the part of the bill which 
relates to the tax upon alcohol. I shail fer it at that tim 
The provisions of the amendment are tule n from a bill whi 
was passed by the Senate in 1889. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill wi 
resul med. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ske. 4. Thateach and every imported article, not enumerated int ct, 
which is similar, either in material, quality, texture, or the use to whi i 
may be applied, to any article enumerated in this a as chargeat vith 
duty ill pay the same rate of duty which is levied onthe enumerated ar 
ticle which it most resembles in any of the particulars before mention 
and if any nonenumerated article equally resembles two or more enunk 
ated articles on which different rates of duty are charg ible there sha 8 
levied on such nonenumerated article the same rr: ute of duty as is chargea 
on the article which it resembles paying the highest rate of duty; and on 
articles not enumerated, manufactured of two or more materials i 
shall be assessed at the highest rate at which the same woul de be chargea 
if comp osed wholly of the component material thereof of chief v e; and 
the words ‘‘component material of chief v: vlue, * wherever used int 
Shall be held to mean that component m: co ul Which shall excee 
any other single component material of the article; and the v 1e of each 
component material ‘shall be determined i the ascertained value of such 
material in its condition as found in the art If two or more rates of 
duty shall be applicable to any imported article it shall pay duty at the 


highest of such rates. 





stamped, branded, or labeled in | ble English words, so as to indicate t 
country of their origin: and unless so marked, stamped, branded, or labeled 
they shall not be delivered to the importer except under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


SE 5. That all articles of foreign manufacture,such as are usually 
ordinarily marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, and all packages contain 
ing such or other imported articles, shall, respectively, be plainly marked 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 5, in 
by striking out ‘‘ unless” 


age 123, ‘after the word 


line 23, before the words ‘‘ so marked,’ 
1,on ] 


” 


| and inserting “ until;” and in line 
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“importer,” by striking out ‘‘except under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SxEc. 2. That no article of imported merchandise which shall copy or sim- 
ulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer 
shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the United States. And 
in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this prohibition any 
domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name 
and residence and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded in books 
which shal! be kept for that perpese in the Department of the Treasury un- 
der such regulations as the Secfetary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and 
may furnish to the Department facsimiles of such trade-marks; and there- 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more copies of the 
same to be transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the cus- 
toms. 

Sec. 7. That all articles of foreign production which may be necessary for 
the construction of vessels, including machinery and equipment, built in 
the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the purpose of 
being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between the At- 
lantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been 
used for such purpose no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiv- 
ing the benefit of this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coast- 
wise trade of the United States more than two months in any one year, ex- 
ceptupon the payment to the United States of the duties on which a rebate 
is herein allowed: Provided, That vessels built in the United States for for- 
eign account and ownership shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise 
trade of the United States. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out section 7 and 
insert what I send to the Secretary's desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out section 7, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

That all materials of foreign production which may be necessary for the 
construction of vessels built in the United States for foreign account and 
ownership, or for the purpose of being employed in the foreign trade be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, and all such ma- 
terials necessary for the building of their machinery, and all articles neces- 
sary for their outfit and equipment, after the passage of this act, may be 
imported in bond under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been used for such 
purposes no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit 
of this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the 
United States more than two months in any one year except upon the — 
ment to the United States of the duties of which a rebate is herein allowed: 
Provided, That vessels built in the United States for foreign account and 
ownership shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to have that amendment read 
once more for information. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there is some mistake in the phraseology 
of the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be read once more. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest, in order to give Sena- 
tors an opportunity to look into it, that the amendment be 
passed over informally. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that had better be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That all articles of foreigh production needed for the repair of 
American vessels engaged in foreign trade, including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, may be withdrawn from 
bonded warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe. 

Src. 9. That all articles manufactured in whole or in part of imported 
materials and intended for exportation without being charged with duty 
and without having an internal-revenue stamp affixed thereto shall, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, in order 
to be so manufactured and exported be made and manufactured in bonded 
warehouses similar to those known and designated in Treasury Regulations 
as bonded warehouses, class 2: Provided, That the manufacturer of such 
articles shall first give satisfactory bonds for the faithful observance of all 
the provisions of law and of such regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Whenever goods manufactured in any bonded warehouse established 
under the provisions of the preceding paragraph shall be exported directly 
therefrom or shall be duly laden for betes rere and immediate exporta- 
tion under the supervision of the proper officer whoshall be duly designated 
for that purpose, such goods shall be exempt from duty and from the re- 
quirements relating to revenue stamps. 

Any materials used in the manufacture of such goods, and any packages, 
coverings, vessels, brands, and labels used in putting up the same may, 
under the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, be conveyed without 
the payment of revenue tax or duty into any bonded manufacturing-ware- 
house, and imported goods may, under the aforesaid regulations, be trans- 
ferred without the exaction of duty from any bonded warehouse into any 
bonded manufacturing warehouse; but this privilege shall not be held to 
apply to implements, machinery, or apparatus to be used in the construc- 
tion or repair of any bonded manufacturing warehouse or for the prosecu- 
tion of the business carried on therein. 

No articles or materials received into such bonded manufacturing ware- 
house shall be withdrawn or removed therefrom except for direct shipment 
and exportation or for transportation and immediate exportation in bond 
under the supervision of the officer duly designated therefor by the collector 
of the port, who shall certify tosuch shipment and exportation, or laden- 
ing for transportation, as the case mav be, describing the articles by their 
mark or otherwise, the quantity, the date of exportation, and the name of 
the vessel. All labor performed and services rendered under these provi- 
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sions shall be under the supervsion of a duly designated officer of tho cus 
toms and at the expense of the manufacturer. —— 

A careful account shall be kept by the collector of all merchandise deliy- 
ered by him to any bonded manufacturing warehouse, and a sworn month! 
return, verified by the customs officers in charge, shall be made by the mai 
ufacturers containing a detailed statement of all imported ma yee 
used by him in the manufacture of exported articles, 

Before commencing business the proprietor of any manufacturing ware- 
house shall file with the Secretary of the Treasury a list of all the articles 
intended to be manufactured in such warehouse and state the formula of 
= and the names and quantities of the ingredients to be used 
therein. 

Articles manufactured under these provisions may be withdrawn under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe for trans- 
portation and delivery into any bonded warehouse at an exterior port for 
the sole purpose of immediate export therefrom. 

The provisions of Revised States 3433 shall, so far as may be practicable, 
apply to any bonded manufacturing warehouse established under this act 
and to the merchandise conveyed therein. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 9, inline 
16, on page 124, after the words ‘‘ imported material,” by insert- 
ing ‘‘ or of materials subject tointernal-revenue tax;”’so as to read: 

That ail articles manufactured in whole or in part of imported materials, 
or of materials subject to internal- revenue tax, and intended for exporta- 
tion without being charged with duty and without having an internal-rev- 
enue stamp affixed thereto shall, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provisions of this section work a great 
change in the existing law. This is an entirely new departure 
in the United States as to the methods of manufacturing goods 
for exportation. The Secretary of the Treasury is given vast 
discretionary powers, in fact the integrity of the entire revenue 
will depend very largely upon the vigilance and ability with 
which he shall execute the provisions of this section. 

The object sought is undoubtedly a good one, but whether the 
safeguards which are thrown around the business of manufac- 
turing for export by the provisions of the section are sufficient 
or not, I do not at this time undertake to say. As they stand, 
however, they are certainly liable tocriticism. I hope that the 
ee may be a successful one. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator from Rhode Island 
asked for some explanation of section 9. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have an explanation, but 
I did not ask for one, because I did not expect to get it. 

Mr. ALLISON. [think the section isof sufficientimportance 
to have same explanation made of it by those who are responsi- 
ble for this bill. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. With the permission of the Senator 
from Iowa, before he proceeds, [ wish to return to section 7, 
which was passed over informally a few minutes ago, to allow 
Senators toexamine theamendment which wasoffered. Incopy- 
ing there were two or three words omitted, which are now in- 
serted, and I ask that the amendment may be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read again the entire 
amendment. It is sufficient to read the modification which has 
been made by the insertion of a few words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amendment 
was called for sometime ago by the Senator from California[{Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment has been read in full once, and 
the Senator from California does not want it-read again, I am 
sure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification of the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment, 
in line 4, after the words ‘foreign trade,” by inserting ‘ includ- 
ing the trade;” so as to read: 


Or for the purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, etc. 


Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be so modified. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave understood that section 9 was pre- 
pared in the Treasury Department, and that it has received the 
sanction of the Assistant Secretary of the ane who pre- 
pared it; but it certainly is a very broad and widely extended 
provision. It authorizes any manufacturer who desires to do so, 
to have established for him a manufacturing bonded warehouse, 
into which he may import any article which to him is raw ma- 
terial, may commingle it with any product of the United States, 
and then send that combined product out of the United States 
free of duty. It may be that this can bo done and wil) be done 
without any danger of fraud on the revenue; but Iam inclined 
to believe that the effect of it will be to transfer practically all 
manufactures of the United States for export to the Atlantic 


merchandise 











1894. 








seaboard, and leave the residue of the people of the United 
States now manufacturing articles for export, to a very large 
extent in a situation where they can not compete. 

I think it will involve the creation of a multitude of offices 
and officers, to be paid b 
be under his directionand guidance; and it will be an easy thing 
for great frauds to be perpetrated under this provision. Under 
it all manufactures of cigars and tobacco, and all manufactures 
for export of every name and nature can be entered free at the 
Atlantic seaboard, and carried on witha single man, paid for 
by the manufacturer, as supervisor. : 

I do not think it is a sufficient answer to this statement to say 
that in a limited way this has existed for a great many years. 
It has existed in regard to the manutacture of medical prepara- 
tions and cosmetics for some years in two or threo specially 
bonded warehouses; and whilst I have no knowledge that in 
any way the internal-revenue laws have been violated, it offers 
such temptation to the violation of those laws as seems to re- 
quire that such a provision should be limited to the narrowest 
possible extent. 

Mr. PLATT. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In the bill of 1888 an attempt was made to 
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the manufacturer, and of course to | 


| cuted in the future as it has been in the past. 





provide that alcohol used in the arts might be used free of duty, | 


and it was provided: 

That any manufacturer, after having provided, at its own expense, on 
the premises and connected with his manufactory, a secure storeroom, in 
which all spirits used in the manufactory shall be exclusively entered and 
stored, and to be separated by a secure wall from all other parts of such 
manufactory, and with one door only entering therein, and all other open- 


ings secured and fastened, and approved by the collector of the district and | 


the Commissioner of Internal Revenue— 

Then great pains were taken to provide that everything that 
was done in this way should be done in a way to prevent fraud. 
I do not see why any manufactory can not be converted into a 
bonded manufactory, and in a way which will not separate and 
make exclusive the manufacture of these articles for export. 
There are no safeguards thrown around the factory. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember the proposed legislation in 1888, 
and I remember that, even with all the safeguards thrown 
around it, it was supposed to be of such doubtful character that 
it was finally thrown out, except as respects brandy and other 
spirits. 

Here is an express provision, and it is inserted by the Senate 
committee, whereby all the spirits and all the alcohol in the 
United States can be used in these bonded warehouses without 
any restrictions and restraints such as are thrown around dis- 
tilled spirits under the internal-revenue laws. 

I do notknow what the motive or object may be by one single 
sweep enlarging the provisions as to bonded warehouses; but I 
confess that I have great apprehensions that it will result in 
widespread frauds upon the revenue. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to call attention a little further to the 
fact that every manufactory which, under the provisions of this 
bill, shall engage in the manufacture of articles for export must 
have a Government officer in the factory. The increase of the 
official list by this means can not be estimated; it will be very 
large. These officials are not to;be appointed under civil-service 
een so far as I am at presentadvised; Ithinknot. They 
will be politicians who want places; and they are to be paid by 
the manufacturer. I merely desire to call attention to it now, 
80 that in the future, when frauds arise, it may not be said that 
attention was not called to the matter when the bill was under 
consideration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am a little sur- 
prised at the anxiety felt by Senators upon the other side about 
frauds to be perpetrated in manufacturing in bonded warehouses, 
The law already provides for a number of things of this kind to 
be done, and I have heard of no difficulty in their execution. 
The plain, simple fact, well known by everybody, is that if our 
manufacturers are to be handicapped by being taxed on the raw 
materials they use in their manufactories, it will be impossible 
for _ to compete with other nations in the markets of the 
world. 

This section simply provides that the manufacturer of such 
articles, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, may manufacture them without paying duty 
upon the goods intended to be sold abroad. Section 8 of the 
present law provides that all lumber, timber, hemp, manilila, 
wire rope, and iron and steel rods, bars, spikes, nails, and num- 
bers of other things intended to be used for building ships for 
foreign account may come in free. Section 9 also provides for 
articles to be used in the repair of American vessels coming in 
free. Section 10 provides that all medicines, preparations, com- 
positions, perfumery, cosmetics, cordials, and other like things 
ae manufactured in a similar way. 

e aresimply amplifying and extending the law as it now is, 
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and it has operated without difficulty and without fraud up to 
this time. We have no doubt that it can be just as well exe- 
There has been 
no difficulty heretofore about the execution of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The reading of the bill will 


SEo. 10. That all persons are prohibited from importing into the United 
States from any foreign country any obscene book, pamphlet, paper, writ- 
ing, advertisement, circular, print, picture, drawing, or other representa- 
tion, figure, or image on or of paper or other material, or any cast, instru- 
ment, or other article of an immoral nature, or any drug or medicine, or 
any article whatever for the prevention of conception or for causing unlaw- 
ful abortion. Nosuch articles, whether imported separately or contained 
in packages with other goods entitled to entry, shall be admitted to entry; 
and all such articles shall be proceeded against, seized, and forfeited by due 
course of law. All such prohibited articles and the package in which they 
are contained in the course of importation shall be detained by the officer of 
customs, and proceedings taken against the same as hereinafter prescribed, 
unless it appears to the satisfaction of the collector of customs that the ob- 
scene articles contained in the package were inclosed therein without the 
knowledge or consent of the importer, owner, agent, orconsignee: Provided, 
That the drugs hereinbefore mentioned, when imported in bulk and not put 
up for any of the purposes hereinbefore specified, are excepted from the op- 
eration of this section. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Arkansas to add after 
the word ‘‘abortion,” in line 1l of section 10, the words ‘‘or 
any lottery ticket, or any advertisementof any lottery.” That 
is the substance of a bill which has unanimously passed the 
Senate at the present session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment. The bill spoken of by the Senator has not yet become a 
law. 

Mr. HOAR. It has not become a law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘abortion,” in line 11, sec- 
tion 10, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or any lottery ticket, or any ad- 
vertisement of any lottery.” 

Mr. HOAR. The bill which passed the Senate is much more 
extensive and applies to the use of the mails, but this amend- 
ment ought to be in the pending bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SEC. 11. That whoever, being an officer, agent, or employé of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet any person engaged 
in any violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting ae. ad- 
vertising, dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail obscene or 
indecent publications or representations, or méans for preventing concep- 
tion or procuring abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or 
tendency, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shail for every of- 
fense be punishable by a fine of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at 
hard labor for not more than ten years, or both. 

SEc. 12. That any judge of any district or circuit court of the United 
States, within the proper district, before whom complaint in writing of any 
violation of the two preceding sections is made, to the satisfaction of such 
judge, and founded on knowledge or belief, and if upon belief, setting forth 
the grounds of such belief, and supported by oath or affirmation of the com- 
plainant, may issue, conformably to the Constitution, a warrant directed 
to the marshal or any deputy marshal in the proper district, directing him 
to search for, seize, and take possession of any such article or thing men- 
tioned in the two preceding sections, and to make due and immediate re- 
turn thereof to the end that the same may be condemned and destroyed by 
proceedings, which shall beconducted in the same manner as other proceed- 
ings in the case of municipal seizure, and with the same right of appeal or 
writ of error. 

Src, 13. That machinery for repair may be imported into the United States 
without payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised 
value thereof, to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shall 
have been repaired; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to 
protect the revenue against fraud and secure the identity and character of 
all such importations when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and 
limiting the export and withdrawal to the same port of entry where im- 
ported, and also limiting allbonds toa period of time of not more than six 
months from the date of the importation. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Arkansas, who 
has charge of the bill, or the Chair, whether any change was 
made in regard to cocoanuts in paragraph 491 of the free list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
there was. 

Mr. HOAR. I was called from the Chamber for a moment. 
I intended to call attention to the matter when it came up, but 
I did not do it, because a constituent of mine who was inter- 
ested in the matter had received, as I understood, a communica- 
tion from a member of the committee saying that cocoanuts were 
upon the free list. I should be glad to have unanimous consent 
to have that paragraph treated as still open; otherwise I shall 
move a reconsideration of the action taken upon it. » 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The action on the paragraph 
will be regarded as reconsidered, if there be no objection. Tho 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the paragraph be read as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

491. Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm nut. kernel 
wise provided for. 


Mr. HOAR. 


3 not other 


Was the word ‘‘cocoanuts” stricken out? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the information of the Senator | Jarvis, 


from Massachusetts I will state that when paragraph 224 was 
reached in the reading of the bill the words ‘‘ cocoanuts and” 
were inserted before the words ‘‘nuts of all kinds.” 

Mr. HOAR. When was that done? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When the paragraph was 
reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOAKL. 
allow me to make a statement, treating the or yt oy as open 
for the moment, and then I shall not be charged wit 
of fidelity to my constituent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I have received two communications from an 
important firm of importers of foreign nuts and fruits in Bos- 
ton, in which they state that the domestic product of this sort 
is exceedingly small and must necessarily, by natural causes, 
be confined to a very small area in the country. As every- 
body knows, cocoanuts are a luxury of poor people and chil- 
dren, so far as the fresh nuts are imported for the purposes 
of food; andit seems to me, therefore, an article which should 


regularly 


come within the principle on which tariff duties are imposed. | 


I therefore appeal to the Senator from Arkansas to allow cocoa- 
nuts to stand on the free list, where they have stood in all pre- 
vious tariffs, I believe. 

~ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee, with considerable 
reluctance, yielded to the request and solicitation of a number 
of Senators to let this article be treated like other nuts, and pay 
the same rate of tariff. I do not think the committee would bo 
willing now to retrace its steps and put it back. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not ask for a yea-and-nay vote, but I ask 
merely for a viva voce vote. I move to restore cocoanuts to the 
free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Chair will put the question on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert before the word 
‘Brazil nuts,” in paragraph 49, the word ‘‘cocoanuts;” so as to 
read: 

491. Cocoanuts, Brazil nuts, cream nuts, palm nuts, and palm-nut kernels. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts |Mr. HoaR}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer amendments to sections 14, 15, 
and 16. As the amendments have but one purpose, I shall offer 
them as one amendment after the three sections have been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sxro. 14. That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition 
to the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, 
wares, or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the Urited 
States; but this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, and 
merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, 
entitled, by treaty or any act of Congress, to be entered in the —~ of the 
United States on payment of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported in vessels of the United States. 

Sxo, 15. That no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided 
for by treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any foreign 
port or place, except in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign ves- 
sels as truly and wholly belong to the citizens or subjects of that country of 
which the goods are the growth, production, or manufacture, or from which 
such goods, wares, or merchandise can only be. or most usually are, first 
shipped for transportation. All goods, wares. or merchandise imported con- 
trary to this section, and the vessel wherein the same shall be imported, to- 
gether with her cargo, tackle, apparel, and furniture, shall be forfeited to 
the United States; and such goods, wares, or merchandise, ship, or vessel, 
and cargo shall be liable to be seized, prosecuted, and condemned in like 
manner, and under the sameregulations, restrictions, and provisions as have 
been heretofore established for the recovery, collection, distribution, and 
remission of forfeitures to the United States by the several revenus laws. 

Sec. 16, That the preceding section shall not apply to vessels or goods, 
wares or merchandise imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does 
not maintain a similar regulation against vessels of the United States. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer two or three amendments, but 
there are not Republicans enough here, or Democrats either, to 
get a second for a call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that is an intimation which re- 
quires the roll to be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator to suggest that there is nota quorum present. In the 
face of thateuggestion, the Chair will direct the roll to be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich, Brice, 
Allen, Caffery, 
Allison, Call, 

Bate, Camden, Dubois, 
Berry, Carey, Faulkner, 


Blackburn, Chandler, Ff 
Blanchard. Cockrell, G y 


Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 


George, 
Gibson, 


Perhaps the Senate, by unanimous consent, will | 


n any want | 
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Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Power, 


Pugh, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 


Teller, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh. 


Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, _ 
Mitchell, Oregon 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. 
from Maine will proceed. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I offer the amendments which | 
send to the desk as oneamendment, because together they effect 


Fifty-four Senators have an- 
A quorum is present. The Senator 
. 


|; One pu rpose . 


The 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 14 by ada- 
ing thereto the following: 

Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be given all 
nations before the 3lst day of December next. 

To amend section 15 by inserting after the word “treaty,” in 
line 2, the words: ‘ 

Hereafter made and ratified. 

To amend section 16 by adding thereto the words: 

Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be given al! 
nations before the 3lst day of December, 1894. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, section 14 of the pending bill pro- 
vides for a discriminating duty of 10 per cent on certain goods 
which are brought in on American bottoms. It has beena pro- 
vision of the law for a great many years, but is to-day of no 
earthly account because we have given away every advantage 
we ought to derive from it by reciprocal legislation and by trea- 
ties. Undoubtedly, I suppose, the Secretary of the Treasury to- 
dry would say that he did not know of an instance in the last 
five years when such provisions as those contained in this sec- 
tion 14 had been applicable, and there had been a discriminating 
duty allowed. 

The pending amendments if agreed to will have this effect: To 
give notice toall the nations of the earth of a discriminating duty 
of 10 per cent in favor of all goods brought into the country in 
American vessels; and that notice will abrogate all treaties 
hitherto made which to-day stand in our way; and repeal all 
reciprocal legislation, and it isfor the purpose of making another 
attempt to revive our marine on the ocean that I offer these 
amendments. 

The fathers seemed to understand this question perfectly, and 
in the first tariff act ever passed in the United States, approved 
July 4, 1789, the following discriminating duties were imposed 
on teas per pound imported in American vessels: 

Teas imported from Chinaor India bore duties as follows: Bo- 
hea, 6 cents; Souchong, 10 cents; Hyson, 20 cents; other green 
teas, 12 cents. 

Imported from Europe—Bohea, 8 cents; Souchong, 13 cents; 
Hyson, 26 cents; other green teas, 16 cents. 

If these teas were imported in American bottoms these duties 
were imposed, but if they were imported in foreign-owned and 
foreign-built ships, then the duties were doubled, Bohea tea be- 
ing 15 cents, Souchong 22 cents, Hyson 45 cents, and other green 
teas 27 cents, practically doubling the duties on teas imported 
here in foreign bottoms. On all other goods imported from 
China or Indiain foreign ships there was a 12 per cent ad valo- 
lorem duty. . 

The same law provided a discount of 10 per cent on all duties 
on other goods imported in vessels built and owned in the United 
States as described above. 

Thus there was a discrimination of 50 per cent on all teas, and 
a discrimination of 10 per cent on all other goods brought into 
the United States in American bottoms. 

But that did not quite satisfy the fathers. In the act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1795, instead of making a discount of 10 per cent of the 
duties, they provided for an addition of 10 per cent to all duties 
on goods imported in foreign vessels, except in cases where such 
additional duty had been before laid. 

Again, the act of March 27, 1804, imposing more specific du- 
ties on certain articles, provided for 14 per cent additional ad va- 
lorem upon importations of such articles in foreign vessels. 
The same act also provided thata duty of 50 cents per ton, to be 
denominated ‘‘light money,” should belevied and collected ‘‘on 
all ships or vessels not of the United States, which, after the 
aforesaid 30th day of June next, may enter the ports of the 
United States.” 

By the act of July 20, 1789, the following duties or taxes were 
imposed on all vessels: 

On vessels built in the United States and belonging tocitizens 
thereof, or built abroad and owned by such citizens on May 29 
of that year, 6 cents per ton. 

On all vessels thereafter built in the United States belonging 
to foreigners, 30 cents per ton. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments wil! 


be 














On all other vessels, 50 cents per ton. 

United States vessels in the coasting trade to pay tonnage but 
once a year and foreign vessels employed in our coasting trade 
to pay 50 cents per ton at each entry; which was an enormous 
duty. 

What was the trouble which made the fathers provide all 
these discriminating duties for American ships? It was thatin 
1789, when the first law was passed, we had but 124,000 tons of 


| 


shipping engaged in the foreign carrying trade; we carried only | 


17 per cent of our imports and 30 per cent of our exports; and 
the wise men of that day determined that we should carry our 
own imports and our own exports in American-built vessels. 
So they passed that law. What was the effect? In 179) we 
had 529,500 tons of these ships, and carried 92 per cent of our 
imports and 88 per cent of our exports. In 1800 we had 667,000 
tons. 
cent of our exports. 
and we were carrying of our imports 93 per cent and of our ex- 
ports 90 per cent. 

The wise men of that day had done well. They had trans- 
ferred from Great Britain the carrying trade of the United States, 
which when they entered upon this crusade was 85 per cent, and 
given it to us; and we carried 95 per cent of our own, and it was 
done by these laws discriminating in favor of American vessels 
and against foreign vessels; it was done by men who believed 
that they ought to look out for their own household first, who 
loved their own country more than any other and dared legislate 
as this love prompted. 

How much tonnage have we to-day in the foreign carrying 
trade? In 1810 we had 1,000.000 tons, and were carrying 93 per 
cent of our exports and imports. To-day we have 938,000 tons, 
about 100,000 tons less than we had in 1810; and to-day, instead 
of carrying 93 per cent, we are carrying but 12 per cent of our 
own exports and imports, and are paying Great Britain $175,- 
000,000 every year to do our own carrying trade for us. 

Mr. LODGE, 
like to ask him, in that connection, if Great Britain has not pur- 
sued by indirection the same methods—that is, by the rates on 
insurance at Lloyd’s, and by premiums on iron steamships—of 
discriminating in favor of her own tonnage down to the present 
day? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the most persistent, continued 
effort on the part of Great Britain to prevent our vessels get- 
ting any of the carrying trade has been pursued always from the 
very beginning down tonow. The Lloyds will rate our vessels 
second rate when they ought to be rated even above a first-rate 
British ship to-day, and the Lloyds control the entire marine 
insurance of the world, at any rate so far as that of Great Brit- 
ain and the United States are concerned. Their companies are 
controlling all the marine insurance in our country, and are 
discriminating against our vessels. 

Mr. PERKINS. It has been also shown to-day in debate that 
England will not permit salt to be carried from England to the 
Kast Indies from her own provinces in any other vessels except 
those of English build and flying the English flag. 

Mr.PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Maine is unquestionably as 
well informed upon this subject as any member of this body. I 
wish he would give the Senate the benefit.of his views as to how 
the United States can recover the lost carrying trade. What 
ought we to do? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have just offered an amend- 
ment to the pending bill which will beyond any manner of ques- 
tion, if it be adopted and the bill become a law, restore the 
American merchant marine to the old position it occupied in 
1810. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. It provides a discriminating duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. To what effect? 

Mr. FRYE. In favor of all goods imported into the United 
States in American bottoms. 

Mr. PEFFER. Another question, because this is a very im- 
portant matter, and I hope the Senator will pardon me. Does 
the Senator believe that that policy would be sufficient to over- 
come the fact that ships, uhip-tockda, and shipping outfits are 
all regarded as property taxable under State laws? Then, fur- 
ther, will it not be necessary in the end for the United States in 
some way to relieve the shipping trade of State taxation? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, under the Constitution the 
United States can not relieve ships from State taxation; but I 
am happy to inform the Senator from Kansas that many of the 
States do now relieve them from this burden. New York does. 


I am to blame doubtless for not having heard 


Mr, PEFFER. Does Pennsylvania? 
Mr.FRYE. Idonotknowa 


ut Pennsylvania, but New York, 


If it would not interrupt the Senator, I should | 


We then carried 91 per cent of our imports and 87 per | 
In 1810 our tonnage had reached 1,000,000, | 
| not make any great difference. 
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ant owner oi ships. I think Mas- 
rom taxation. 


of co is the ort 
sachusetts relieves them 

Mr. PEFFER. Another point. the ronment of the 
United States were to relieve American shipmasters and Amer- 
ican ships from all other burdens except those which are neces 
sarily thrown upon them by the ence in rates of int 
on money prevailing in England and the difference in the rates 


rse, great im} 

° 
I 
if 
il 


LrOV 


ditter res 


| of wages prevailing between the English seamen and ours, would 


| in the rate of interest of money in Great 





that be sufficient to overcome the diftticulty, or i 
and givethemasa giftto American seamenand letthem run 
them on the seas freeof duty, free of all charges, either from the 
State or National Government, is there notenouch of difference 
sritain andthe United 
merican i 


»>were to make 


.s 
Ship 





States and in wages of labor to run the s] ashore 
and out of business? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator has opened upa pretty 
wide subject. The rate of interest is a small matter, and would 
The difference in wages in the 
running of British and American ships is very important, I ad- 
mit, and also the cost of living on board a British ship as com- 
pared with that on an Americal ship favors greatly Great Brit- 
ain. and so of all foreign nations. But the most serious thing 
we have to contend with is that our ships on almost every 
line of the carrying trade are compelled to compete with foreign 
ships which are subsidized by Great Britain, Germany, France, 
Spain, and Italy. The result is that where it costs us to-day $7 
or $8 a ton to carry goods, it does not cost them over $5. They 
have that advantage of us, and we have no advantages to offset. 
We are competing openly with them, left absolutely alone and 
unprotected and unencouraged. 

The provision which I offer is one of immense protection. | 
have no doubt it would revive our carrying trade upon the ocean. 
For twenty years I have been—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator, with his permission, 
when these preferential laws in favor of American ships were 
repealed? 

Mr. FRYE. 
Sweden in 1815. 


LLps 


We made treaties with Great Britain and with 
We passed acts of Congress in 1817—in 1828, 


| accepted by Great Britain in 1849—providing for reciprocity, by 


which all protection to our ships in the foreign trade was grad- 
ually removed and the right to again encourage by discriminat- 
ing duties and tonnage taxes surrendered. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 1 will ask the Senator, with his permission, 


| another question, and that is, if the American shipowners did 


not maintain the supremacy of the American trade until about 
1860? 

Mr. FRYE. Just so long as the trade was carried on in 
wooden ships the United States could and did hold its own with 
the world, andthat was the reason our wise fathers thought that 
in 1815, 1826, and 1828 they could give those privileges away, that 
we could compete with Great Britain even,and build ships for 
her. We were all right, we thought, just as Great Britain 
thought when she adopted fres trade. She believed that she 
was in condition to stand it, and whether other nations could or 
not she did not care. 

For twenty years I have been trying to restore this American 
shipping interest to the place to which it is entitled. We have 
here as powerful a nation as there is in the world, as rich a na- 
tion, and more seaboard than any other. We have as good sail- 
ors and shipbuilders and as energetic men as can be found any- 
where. There is no earthly reason why our flag should not b 
seen in every port in the wide world, as it was fifty ors ars 
ago. 

[am not going into the question as to what has caused our de- 
cay, because that would necessitate a speech of two hours in 
length, and Ido not propose to delay this bill by anything of 
the kind. [simply wish to get a vote on this proposition to dis- 
criminate—as section 14 recognizes the principle—against all 
nations in favor of American ships, and give them notice a year 
in advance that we intend to do so, and thus restore ourselves 
to our former condition. 

[ was remarking, when the Senator from Kentucky interrupted 
me, that for twenty years I have been making this fight. Tha 
we have gained immensely in that time there is no doubt, in 
some respects. We have relieved our ships from an enormous 
number of burdens, amounting to millions of dollars every year. 
We never have been able to go the one stepfurther and do what 
other nations do, put them on an equality by subsidies or by 
bounties. The Democratic party is committed against bounties 
and subsidies, but by no vote anywhere committed against a 
discriminating duty. There is no Democratic vote in the whole 
history of the country where the party is committed against such 
aduty. Here is section 14, which provides for a discriminating 
duty, which has had the vote of every Senator on this floor. 

Mr. President, I believe and have always believed that the 
true method of revival is through discriminating duties; that the 


ixty ve 
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fathers were right; but I have always been restrained by these 
treaties. Many of our treaties have done us immense harm. 
The Nicaragua Canal would have been to-day built if it had not 
been for the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and if that spook had not been 
shaken in our faces here in the Senate; and the American merchant 
marine would have been where England’s is to-day if it had not 
been for the treaties we have made with those countries and our 
accepted reciprocal legislation. A treaty is no more sacred 
than a law, and [ am in favor of one more trial and of the Demo- 
craticparty voting for discriminating duties, they having entered 


upon the race this very day in section 14, which they knew meant | 


practically nothing. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 
a question. 


States maintained her supremacy in the carrying trade because 


she had good ships, and because she could build those ships | 
If the conditions were | 
changed, and if the United States could build ships as cheap if not | 


cheaper than England built theirs. 


cheaper than the English, could she not regain by that her su- 
premacy on the seas? 

Mr. FRYE. No; she could not. I did not mean to say that 
we retained supremacy down to 1860. We did not. 
notice the question which the Senator askedme. We maintained 


We began to lose very largely our carrying trade along in 1856, 
1857, and 1858, and during those years lost more than at any 
other time except during the war. 

Of course we lost more then, for reasons any Senator can com- 
prehend. During the war we could do nothing for our marine, 
and after the war for six or seven years we were powerless, be- 
cause our currency was 80 disturbed, Great Britian had com- 
menced building the iron steamshipsand had invented the triple 
and compound engines, and all that sort of thing, and away she 
went out of our sight. We let her stay there. We never have 
in earnest tried to catch her from that day to this. 

Mr. STEWART. Before 1860, by subsidizing her mail ships 
on the ocean, England drove the American lines off. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes; her whole history has been one of sub- 
sidy. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did I understand the Senator from 
Maine to say a moment ago that we lost more heavily in foreign 
commerce during the four years of war than ever before? 

Mr. FRYE. In our carrying trade. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator mean to exclude or in- 
clude the coastwise trade? 

Mr. FRYE. Exclude it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to have the figures in sup- 
port of that statement. Whilst it is true that the foreign carry- 
ing trade of this country was not increased from 1861 to 1865, it 
is equally true that it was substantially as heavy in tonnage in 
1865 as it was in 1861. {t did not shrink; it simply failed to in- 
crease. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Kentucky I think does not 
know quite so much about this asIdo. Pardon the immodesty 
of the remark, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. We had tonnage, but where wasit? It was tied 
up at the wharves, because British cruisers were crossing the 
ocean and capturing it wherever they could lay hands on it, and 
we did not dare go to sea. Our ships were tonnage, but the 
were not carrying freight. If the Senator from Kentucky will 
look at the reports, he will find that we lost in the four years of 
war 38 per centof the carrying trade, and we lost before the war, 
in from 1856 to 1860 inclusive, about 15 per cent of the carrying 
trade. We have been losing from that time down to last year, 
and last yearit improved justatrifle. But the tonnage does 
not tell the story, as the Senator will see. We were afraid of 
you. We feared you would capture our ships. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There was no occasion for that. 

Mr. FRYE. We were afraid you would take our men, force 
them into your army, and make them fight us; and sowe stayed 
at home, at our wharves. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 

uestion before he yields the floor. Is it not true that one of 
the reasons for the failure to develop the American shipping is 
owing to the fact that the American people have been engaged 
in expending their energy and money in the great internal de- 
velopment of the country of the United States, by its immense 
railway systems? Idesire toask the Senatorfrom Maine whether 
that is not a great reason for the failure to undertake exploit- 
ing the business of carrying the commerce of the world outside 
of the United States. Has not the enlarging of our railroad sys- 


Will the Senator from Maine allow me 


Tam used to thatfrom the Senator from 


| bounties or subsidies to its ships and ours pays none. 
allowed this to be done year after year without undertaking to 
I did not | 





tems and methods of transportation in the United States, and 
the development of our far Western region been such as to oc- 
cupy the capital and the energy of the people of the United 
States? But now, that having been done to the extent it hag 
gone on, we are better prepared than we have been before to 
undertake the business of carrying foreign commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. TheSenatorfrom Washington is unquestionably 
right. The Senate will pardon me for not undertaking to go 
into these questions. I did not propose tomake an argumentor 
give a history of ourdecline in shipping. As the Senator under- 
stands, we are very limited in time. At some other time or on 


| some other occasion I shall be very happy to discuss the ques- 
| tion and gointo it thoroughly. 
| understood him to say that down to 1860 the United | 


It is impossible to do it now. 
But the principal reason why we can not compete is that wages 
of foreign nations are lower than ours and that under the Ameri- 
can flag an Italian or any other foreign sailor demands American 
wages. Another reason is that our sailors live 40 per cent bet- 
ter on board ship than any sailors on the face of the earth. 
Another reason is that every maritime nation on earth pays 
We have 


save our own vessels except toa very limited degree two years 


| ago in establishing a postal service. 
our supremacy for a good many years, but not down to 1860. | 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, my extreme anxiety that the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Feve} shall be 
adopted leads me to say afew words. I hope that the amend- 
ment will be considered by our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber as a matter apart from the general policy of the bill. 
I wish to call the attention of the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee who sit on the other side and the Senators generally to 
a matter that was a great surprise to me, that the discriminat- 
ing duty provided in sections 14 and 15 of the bill is no novelty. 
I was surprised to know that there was such a provision in the 
bill. But it is time honored. It has come down in our tariff 
statutes as an inheritance from the founders of the Government. 

I presume it is the very language in which such a discrimi- 
nating duty was put in the firststatute of thiscountry,and which 
contributed so much to the building up of our merchant marine. 
The language of section 14, in the first four lines, is as follows: 


That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, in addition to the 
duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, 
eens. or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United 

tates. 


The remaining provisions of the section only supplement what 
is said there. It was under such a provision that our merchant 
marine was built up to its greatextent before 1856 and 1857 and 
the disasters of the war. Great Britain finally accepted in 1849 
the legislative offer which we had made them of a treaty to 
abandon those discriminating duties after they had in 1846 re- 
pealed the corn laws and gone to the principle of free trade. 
Then for the first time she abandoned her policy of holding for 
herself the trade of her own colonies, and also of maintaining 
discriminating duties in favor of herown ships. If she had done 
as we did, stopped there, the conditions in that respect between 
the two nations would have been equal, but when she and the 
United States together at the same time by treaty took off the 
discriminating duty against the ships of the other rage re- 
spectively, Great Britain, if she did not then begin, at least 
kept up and maintained, and has maintained from that time to 
this her system of bounties. We have not done so. 
therefore been playing against loaded dice. 

We on this side thoroughly understand that the Democratic 
party is committedinits policy against the principle of bounties, 
and that a vote in favor of such a policy could not be had. 

My object in saying anything at all is to ask our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber whether they can not restore to the 
sections, 14 and 15, their original broad character and applica- 
tion by adopting the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
authorizing the Executive to terminate these treaties by notice, 
and thereby vivify these sections and restore these great means 
of support to our marine in the future. 

If that is done, I think we will have taken by far the longest 
step toward the restoration of the American merchant marine. 
It can not be restored simply by the ability to build ships 
cheaper. That alone will not doit. It will scarcely contribute 
toward doing it. Neither can we hope to equalize the condi- 
tions between the merchant ships of the two countries by any 
expectation that the American sailor will accept as low wages 
and as poor living as the foreign sailor. As I have already said, 
we can not hope for a bounty to meet the subsidies of foreign 
nations; but here is this good old American remedy against 
which the Democratic party is not committed, and by which 
they can give a great boon to the people of the United States, 
in all parts and in all sections, and to our whole,country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish to touch upon a sin- 
gle feature of this case, and to call attention to a single consid 





We have - 
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eration. I hear an implied reproach to this country in that it 
has not its proper numerical proportion of shipping. I am not 
troubled about itat all. The American nation has used its capi- 
tal and put forth its power where it could be done to the very 
best advantage. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] has referred to 
this. We are not upon the ocean in our numerical proportion, 
because in that we are following the free-trade doctrine—thatis 
to say, we take where we can get a thing cheapest. The carry- 
ing can be done cheaper by Norwegians and Italians and other 


seamen, at a third of what Americans will work for, and the men | 


who build those foreign ships are working for about one-half or 

two-thirds what the American shipbuilders will work for. So 

the ships are cheaper, the wagesare cheaper, the food and cloth- 

ing given sailors are cheaper, the officers are paid figures which 

make you ashamed when you ask them on shipboard what they 
et. 

What have we done? Where are we using our power andour 
money in that general field of commerce? We have about 171,- 
000 miles of railway. By Poore’s Manual they are worth $11,- 
000,000,000. The figures are beyond the capacity of the human 
intellect to po grasp and appreciate. Say that our rail- 
ways carry freight at twice the speed of a mercantile marine; 
Iam told by Mulhall in his Dictionary of Statistics, py which 
I have just refreshed my memory, that British merchant steam- 
ships cost from £16 to £24 per ton. We will average it at $100 
aton. The ten thousand million dollars, then, divided by $100 
gives us the money equivalent of 100,000,000 tons of shipping. 
Great Britain has 7,000,000 tons of shipping. Converting our 
railroads into shipping, we have fifteen times as much as the 
mercantile marine of Great Britain. 

Mr. SQUIRE. In tonnage. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Intonnage. Our railways represent in ton- 
nage fifteen times as much and freight trains run twice as fast 
as the average merchant ships sail. Our railways represent 
practically thirty times the mercantile tonnage of Great Brit- 
ain upon the seas. That is the reason we are not upon the sea 
with our ships; we are doing better. While we are worrying 
ourselves over the statistics of international commerce, much 
exploited and vastly magnified in importance, we are adding 
fifteen or eighteen millions of inhabitants to our population in 
this decade, and adding within ten years past from three to ten 
thousand miles of railway to our splendid system. 

The United States is not fooling away its time in this country, 
sir. Weare far and away the most powerful and magnificent 
nation. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
me, I wili ask him whether he does not think it is about time 
now for us to commence to agitate the question of going into 
foreign commerce? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould be very glad if we had more ship- 
ping; but you can not force the American when he is making 6 
per cent in one pursuit to change to another and be satisfied 
with 3percent. Our time will come, probably, to take our share 
of international carrying. Wecould have a great deal more of 
it now if we followed the course of other nations, notably free- 
trade Great Britain, and protected our shipping by bounties 
and otherwise. Great Britain, as I have said many times, is the 
most violently protective country in the world when you come 
to properly understand herpolicy. In the matter of salt, I gave 
an example of it in previous remarks. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, there always seems to be in the 
popular conception of this subject great confusion between the 
shipbuilder and the shipowner. We hear it constantly said 
upon the stump that we have been giving protection to our 
shipping for all these years and yet see the manner in which it 
has declined. The remedy proposed on the other side, by the 
free trader, is to give us free ships, to allow us to buy ships 
wherever we choose. 

Now, the shipbuilder is one person, the shipowner is another, 
We have always given protection to our shipbuilders. From 
that follows no protection to the shipowner, and we have given 
no protection to the shipowner. If you were to have free ships 
to-morrow it would not affect the shipowner particularly, be- 
cause he would still have to compete with the high protection 
which is given by all other countries, and particularly by Eng- 
land, to the shipowners of their countries. When England 
entered upon her policy of free ships, which was a crude and 
merely nominal move, most of our tonnage was in wood, and the 
result of her free-ship policy at that time was to transfer very 
largely the building of ships to this country. I think that act 
was passed about 1849, and by 1852 60 per cent of the new Eng- 
lish wooden tonnage was built in this country. 

The question that is involved here is a wholly different one. 
It has nothing to do with shipbuilding or with free ships. It 
48 a guestion whether we shall give to our shipowners the same 
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advantages that all other countries give to theirs. We do pro- 
tect them in the coastwise trade, and that trade is enormous. 
But aside from that we give our shipowners absolutely no pro- 
tection, neither subsidy, discriminating duties, nor discriminat- 
ing rates of insurance as Lloyds does, nor premiums on iron 
ships. We give them nothing. With the higher wages which 
they are obliged to pay to their seamen, they are simply driven 
from thesea. Here in the bill is a clause giving distinctly dis- 
criminating duties in favor of the American ship and the Amer- 
ican shipowner. 

Every man in the Senate will vote for that clause, and yet I 
suppose the Democratic party will decline to vote forthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine which alone can make that 
clause efficient or effective in any way. In other words, all of 
us, Democrats and Republicans, recognize the traditional prin- 
ciple of the country in that clause, and we do not allow our- 
selves to make it effective. The question of free ship or pro- 
tected shipbuilding is one thing; the question of protecting 
shipowning is another. This involves the question whether 
we shall encourage our merchant marine as it has been the tra- 
ditional policy of the country always to do. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] pointed out how we be- 
gan it in the beginning of our Government, and how the ton- 
nage rose under it. After the war of 1812, which, of course, had 
the effect of breaking up our merchant marine very largely and 
breaking up our carrying trade, we returned to our old discrim- 
inating policy, and our proportion of the carrying trade rose by 
leaps and bounds again, just as it did after the Revolution. We 
had given it away by these treaties, and other countries, while 
they had given us the same thing by the treaties, had been very 
careful to provide similar discriminations for their own mer- 
chant marine by subsidies, by bounties, or by discriminations 
at Lloyd’s, which have already been pointed out by the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that when all of us are prepared 
to vote for the principle, we ought also to be prepared to vote 
for the amendment which shall make the principle effective. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I like the principle of this 
amendment. I believe there is no party committed against it. 
A similar proposition, precisely the same in effect, will be found 
in the acts of the first Congress of the United States. Itworked 
well then, but we gave it away by treaties. These treaties have 
been substantially violated. We are under no obligation in 
consequence of those treaties, because all of the important na- 
tions which entered into them have subsidized their carrying 
trade, which is a violation of the principle, and we ought to 
take some notice of it at least. 

I think the granting of a subsidy by foreign countries to their 
carrying trade is a violation of the treaties which were made 
to abrogate this differential duty, because it is the same in 
principle. They having taken another mode of reaching the 
same result, I think it is the duty of the United States to return 
to the original proposition. At all events, it ought to apply it 
at once, without regard to notice, to those nations which have 
subsidized their carrying trade and subsidized their shipping, 
because they have violated the treaty. It is another way of 
getting at it. 

The carrying trade is a very important matter. It is very 
important to the country now. It amounts to about $200,000,000 
a year, I suppose. Ido not know the exact amount. We are 
paying now in this country a very large amount for carrying on 
our foreign commerce. If we are opposed to the principle of 
subsidies it seems to me that we ought toreturn tothe principle 
established in the First Congress of the United States, which 
worked well, and which we have given away by treaties of which 
foreign countries have taken advantage by subsidizing their 
lines. Our passenger ships running across the oceana half cen- 
tury ago were driven off the line by British subsidies. The 
British have obtained and maintained control of the carrying 
trade, which is exceedingly important. Two hundred million 
dollars a year is a great drain on our people, and if it can be re- 
covered by legitimate legislation I think it ought to be done. 

No one will pretend thatthe fathers of the Constitution, many 
of whom were in the First Congress, would violate the spirit of 
that instrument. I think to return to the teachings of the 
fathers is a very good thing in many cases. I think the depart- 
ure from the principles which they laid down in the beginning 
in the legislation they started has produced most of the calami- 
ties from which we are now suffering in many respects. If the 
Senator from Maine will modify his amendment so that it shall 
apply to all countries subsidizing the vessels conducting their 
carrying trade it might go into effect at once. Itis notin bad 
faith. It is bad faith in them, however, after we made treaties 
with them giving up the differential duty, toadopt another mode 
of obtaining an undue advantage. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted, buti itis not adopted asit is, I hope the Senator 
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from Maine will modify it so that it shall apply to those coun- 
tries which subsidize their carrying trade. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frryt}. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should be very glad to have the amendment 
stated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated at the request of the Senator from Illinois. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 14 add the following: 

Until after January 1, 1896, and notice of this provision shall be given all 
nations before the 2ist day of December next 


In section 15, line 2, after the word ‘‘ treaty,” insert: 
Hereafter made and ratified. 
At the end of section 16 add: 


Until after January 1, 1896; and notice of this provision shall be given all 
nations before the 3lst day of December, 1894. 


Mr. SHERMAN. LIshould like to have the sections read as 
they will read if amended. 

Mr. FRYE. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that the 
amendment simply has one effect and nothing more. It pro- 
vides that the discriminating duty provided for in section 14 
shall extend to all goods imported in foreign vessels, one year’s 
notice being given for the purpose of terminating existing 
treaties in that regard. That is all there is to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This isan interesting and very wide-reach- 
ing proposition. Itseemsto me that to repeal all our commercial 
treaties because all our commercial treaties contain the general 
right to carry both imports and exports of the two countries, 
respectively, without studying these treaties a little further, 
would be rather a wide-reaching proposition. I should like to 
have the proposition of the Senator from Maine referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to see precisely its effect. 

The Senator from Maine is a member of the committee, and 
I should like to study the matter with him. At present [ am 
not prepared, at wholesale and without further study, to repeal 
treaties which have many provisions in them that we deem im- 
portant to our interests, because if we repeal a single clause in 
u treaty it abrogates the whole treaty at the will of the other 
party. That probably would be the effect of deranging our 
commercial relations with all nations. I certainly should not 


like to vote for a proposition as broad and sweeping as the one 


before us without further study than I have been able to give it 
now or anyone else has been able to give it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE.] [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appearto have it. The noes have 
it, and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas andnays. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Ohio that there are very few treaties indeed to be 
affected; that the greater portion has been yielded by legisla- 
tion. We enacted certain legislation which should become law 
when certain other nations acceptedit. Great Britain accepted 
the final legislation in 1849, and the amendment provides a dis- 
criminating duty where no legislation or treaty prevents it. 

The Senator from Ohio will not find many treaties to be af- 
fected. ‘Then ft think it only gives notice for repealing this par- 
ticular clause. After the vote has been taken, if the amend- 
ment is not adopted, and I suppose it will not be, I shall have 
the amendment go before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that if he 
is going to send the matter to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, for many reasons he had better withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be very glad to study out the mat- 
ter with the Senator from Maine, and where treaties can be re- 
vealed without involving other interests of American citizens, 

might be willing to adopt the principle. The original propo- 
sition was the correct one. It must be remembered that at that 
time the United States had a great many wooden ships and had 
the advantage of almost all other nations in the carrying trade. 
Our American vessels were carrying at a profit and safely and 
probably at as cheap rates as any other all the commerce, the 
exports and imports, of the United States. But it would be 
pretty difficult now to make provision to carry all the immense 
exports and imports, which to-day amount to over $1,000,000,000. 
Therefore we might be legislating blindly, in the dark. If the 
proposition is not adopted I think it will be well to refer the 
whole subject-matter to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] demands the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw the request for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sense is withdrawn. 
The amendment has already been declared not adopted. The 
reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


SEC, 17. That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat ¢ 
from any foreign country into the United States is prohibited: Provided That 
the operation of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign count ira ; 
countries, or any parts of such country or countries, whenever the Secretar: 
of the Treasury shall officially determine, and give public notice thereat 
that such importation will not tend to the introduction or spread of conta- 
gious or infectious diseases among the cattle of the United States: and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and empowered, and it shall 
be his duty, to make all necessary orders and regulations to carry this sec 
tion into effect, or to suspend the same as herein provided, and to send 
copies thereof to the proper officers in the United States, and to such officers 
or agents of the United States in foreign countries as he shall judge nece 
sary. ' 

SEc. 18. That any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the pro- 
visions of the preceding section shall be fined not exceeding $500 or impris- 
oned not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

SxEc. 19. That upon the reimportation of articles once exported of the 
growth, product, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no ip- 
ternal tax has been assessed or paid, or upon which such tax has been paid and 
refunded by allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty equal to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such 
articles, except articles manufactured in bonded warehouses and exported 
pursuant to law, which shall be subject to the same rate of duty as if origi 
nally imported. 

SEC. 20. That whenever any vessel laden with merchandise in whole or in 
= subject to duty has been sunk in any river, harbor, bay, or waters sub- 

ect to the jurisdiction of the United States, and within its limits, for the 
period of two years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any person who 
may raise such vessel shall be permitted to bring any merchandise recoy- 
ered therefrom into the port nearest to the place where such vessel was so 
raised free from the payment of any duty thereupon, and without being 
obliged to enter the same at the custom-house, but under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
section 20, line 12, after the word ‘‘thereupon” to strike out 
the words ‘‘and without being obliged to enter the same at the 
custom-house.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That the works of manufacturers engaged in smelting or refining 
metals, or both smelting and refining, in the United States may be desig- 
nated as bonded warehouses under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That such manufacturers shall first give 
satisfactory bonds to the Secretary of the Treasury. Ores or metals in any 
crude form requiring smelting or refining to make them readily availablo 
in the arts, imported into the United States to be smelted or refined and in 
tended to be exported in a refined but unmanufactured state, shall, under 
such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, and under the 
direction of the proper officer, be removed in original packages or in bulk 
from the vessel or other vehicle on which they have been imported, or from 
the bonded warehouse in which the same vaay be, into the bonded warehouse 
in which such smelting or refining, or both, may be carried on, for the pur 
pose of being smelted or refined, or both, without payment of duties there 
on, and may there be smelted or refined, together with other metals of home 
or foreign production: Provided, That each day a quantity of refined metal 
equal to the amount of imported metal smelted or refined that day shall be 
set aside, and such metal so set aside shall not be taken from said works ex- 
cept for transportation to another bonded warehouse or for exportation, 
under the direction of the proper officer having charge thereof as aforesaid, 
whose certificate, describing the articles by their marks or otherwise, the 
quantity, the date of importation, and the nameof vessel or other vehicle by 
which it was imported, with such additional particularsas mayfrom time to 
time be required, shall be received by the collector of customs as sufficient 
evidence of the exportation of the metal, or it may be removed under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, upon entry and 
payment of duties, for domestic consumption. All labor performed and 
services rendered under these regulations shall be under the supervision of 
an officer of the customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and at the expense of the manufacturer. 

Suc. 22. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid 
are used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the 
United States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such ar ticles a 
drawback equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 

r cent of such duties: Provided, That when the articles exported are made 

n part from domestic materials the imported materials, or the parts of the 
articles made from such materials, shall so appear in ‘the completed articles- 
that the quantity or measure thereof may be ascertained: And provided fur- 
ther, That the drawback on any article ewes under existing law shall be 
continued at the rate herein provided. That theimported materials used in 
the manufacture or production of articles entitled to drawback of cus- 
toms duties when exported shall, in all cases where drawback of duties 

aid on such materials is claimed, be identified, the quantity of such ma 

erials used and the amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascertained, 
the facts of the manufacture or production of such articles in the United 
States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the draw- 
back due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or ex- 
porter, to the agent of either, or to the person to whom such manufacturer, 
j menpeog exporter, or agent shall in writing order such drawback paid, un- 

er such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Pyo- 
vided further, That a drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty paid, less 
1 per cent, upon any imported bagging made of jute butts, which shall have 
been used exclusively as outside covering for lint cotton when exported, the 
rate and amount of such drawback to be ascertained under such regulations 
asthe Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, at the 
end of section 22, to strike out the additional proviso, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


Provided further, Thata drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty paid, 
less 1 per cent, upon any imported bagging made of jute butts, which shall 
have been used exclusively as outside covering for lint cotton when ex- 
ported, the rate and amount of such drawback to be ascertained under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the sections from sec- 
tion 23 down to and including section 50 be stricken out without 
reading. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Section 50 includes the provision for cus- 
tom-house brokers. 

Mr. ALLISON. That section ought not to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Section 50 is not to be stricken out, I pre- 
sume. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then down to and including sec- 
tion 49. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those are all the administrative sections? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; practically. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI hope the Senator from Arkansas having 
charge of the bill will state briefly the reasons why he proposes 
to strike out the sections he has indicated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The principal reason with me is to 
save time. ‘The administrative features of the bill can be easily 
enacted in a separate measure if it is the desire of Congress to 
doso. They have no necessary and essential connection with 
the tariff bill, and for the purpose of expediting the passage of 
the pending bill I shall make no opposition to striking out those 
sections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senate is likely to be called upon at 
any time to go over all these provisions, scrutinize them and 
discuss the principles and measures involved in them, it would 
be better to do it now than to do it upon the report of a confer- 
ence committee. If, however, it is probable that they are not 
to be found in the bill, then certainly there is no need of doing 
it now. I merely wish to state that it seems to me it should be 
understood that if the bill should happen to pass the Senate and 
a conference report should recommend the adoption of these 
provisions, it would be necessary to take the time of the Senate 
at great length in order to go over these items. Certainly if 
there is a probability even that the sections will have tobe con- 
sidered in detail and that the changes in existing law which 
they propose will have to be considered in detail, it would be 
better to do it now than at a later period. 

Mr. HOAR. The suggestion which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has made might, I think, be extended a little. The 
Senate, if these provisions are to be presented again in the re- 


port of aconference committee, can not deal with the question | 


presented at,all, as I understand there is no motion in order to 
amend the report of a conference committee. We never can 
have any opportunity to deal with these matters unless the sec- 
tions are to be abandoned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator’s suggestion 
perfectly. I understand very well that if the conference report 
should recommend the adoption of all these provisions we could 
not vote upon them separately. 

Mr. HOAR. Or amend them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nor could we move any amendment to 
them, but the Senate could discuss them all of course from the 
beginning to the end. There are provisions here which need 
discussion before they are adopted, but if it is not likely that 
there will be any occasion to discuss them, I certainly do not 
wish to foree the discussion at the present time. I do wish to 
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question between the two Houses as respects the propriety of 
our striking out the sections, I shall, so far as I can, object to 
some of the provisions which are here proposed by the other 
House. I do not think there is any probability that there will 
be much controversy in regard to the sections. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The sections proposed to be stricken out by 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas are 27 in number, 
covering 32 printed pages of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Commencing with what section? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Commencing with section 23 and running 
to section 49, although, by the way, I think section 49 should 
not be stricken out, as it isa new section. The sections to be 

tricken out should be from section 23 to section 48, inclusive. 

While it is true that all these are long sections, the contro- 
verted points, that is the changes suggested in them, are not 
very numerous, ‘There are some ten or twelve important ques- 
tions involved, upon which the Senator from Iowa and myself 
have decided opinions and as to which we disagree entirely 
with the change proposed. 

[ agree with the Senator from Iowa that if these sections or 
these objectionable features should reappear they would form a 
subject of contest upon the report of the conference committee, 
and would be fully discussed in the Senate. But perhaps it 
would be well enough to cross that bridge when we get toit. I 
am perfectly content that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas shall be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas modify his amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept the suggestion, and move 
to strike out the sections from section 23 down to and including 
section 48. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas that sections 23 to 
48, inclusive, shall be stricken from the bill without being read. 
The amendment is agreed to, inthe absence of objection. It is 
agreed to. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

_ $sc. 49. That any baggage or personal effects arriving in the United States 
in transit to any foreign country may be delivered by the parties having it 
in charge to the collector of the proper district, to be by him retained with 
out the payment or exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such 
collector to the collector of the port of departure, and to be delivered tosuch 


| parties on their departure for their foreign destination, under such rules 
| and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


give notice, however, that in case all these sections should come | 


in review before the Senate upon the report of a conference 
committee there will be very extended discussion thereupon. 
Mr. ALLISON. These sections are the reproduction in the 
main of the administrative act, so called, and many of them, I 
will state to the Senator from New Hampshire, as he probably 
already knows from examination, are simply a repetition of the 
existing administrative law. There are, however, in these sec- 
tions perhaps four or five amendments of great importance 


which would lead to considerable controversy. I understand, | 


although I am not perhaps authorized to say it, because we 
ought not to quote anyone outside of the Chamber unless we 
have absolute authority to do so, that itis rather the wish of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that he may be enabled to admin- 
ister the new tariff law if the bill shall pass, under the adminis- 


trative law as it now exists, and if defects shall be disclosed | 


which require amendment that later on the administrative law 
itself may be amended, leaving it as now, a separate statute as 
distinguished from the mere levying of duties upon imports. 
So 1 think the Senator from New Hampshire may feel a rea- 
sonable degree of assurance at least, as well as the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the proposition to strike out the adminis- 


trative provisions of the bill will be acquiesced in. It may be | 


that there may be some controverted question respecting the 
matter, but I see no objection to adopting the course proposed 


by the Senator from Arkansas. It will undoubtedly facilitate | 


the consideration of the pending bill, and I think it will elimi- 
nate a great deal of debate in this body and elsewhere, because 
speaking for myself alone I could not agree to the amendments 
suggested in the bill to the administrative law without an op- 
portunity of very full debate. 

__I, for one, can say to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
if they shall reappear here in the condition of a controversial 


Mr. SHERMAN. I thought this section was stricken out 
with the others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is a new provision, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itisare‘nactment of the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the law to-day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By looking at thered pamphlet, page 120, 
it will be seen that the act of June 10, 1890, includes this section 
49. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I find that itis the same. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. It is a reénactment of the present 
tariff law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itisa part of the administrative law, | 
will state to the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is in the present tariff law, I 
think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itisapartof the administrative | 
act of June 10, 1890. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I was in error about it. I 
move that section 49 be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 49 will be stricken o 
in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

SEc. 50. That the collector or chief officer of the customs at any port of 
entry or delivery may issue a license to any person desiring to transact busi 
ness as a custom-house broker. Such license shall be granted for a period 
of one year, and may be revoked for cause at any time by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. From and after the Ist day of June, 1894, no person shall 
transact business as a custom-house broker without a license granted in a 


| cordance with this provision; but this act shall not be so construed as to 
} prohibit any importer from transacting business at a custom-house per 


taining to his own importations 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out section 50. I desire 
to say to the Senator from Arkansas that it does not seem to me 
to be wise to establish a corps of custom-house brokers who are 
subject to the discretion of the collector as to whether or not 
they shall exercise their vocation. I do not object to a license, 
but I do think that there should be some obligation imposed 
upon the collector of customs to give a license to any person ap- 
plying, who is of good character and qualified to perform the 
dutiesof a custom-house broker. My objection to the paragraph 
is not so much to what it contains as to what it does not contain. 
If the Senator will modify it by an amendment that a licensé 
shall be issued to any reputable and competent person, then I 
shall make no objection to the paragraph. But as the clause 
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stands the Senator will see that it gives a monopoly of the 
business of acting as custom-house brokers to those persons to 
whom the collector of customs may, in his discretion, give a li- 
cense. 

Now, ought that to be so? Should there not be a provision, 
if here is to be a corps of custom-house brokers who have the 
exclusive right to do business as custom-house brokers, that any 
reputable person submitting his testimonials to the collector of 
customs shall be licensed to do business as a custom-house 
broker? Shall we undertake to make the custem-house brokers 
the sole creation of the collector of customs without imposing 
upon him any obligation whatever to give a license to persons 
to whom he ought to give such a license? 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I understand the difficulty intended 
to be remedied by this section is that there have been a good 
many utterly disreputable people who have been performing 
this sort of duty, and it is the belief of the custom-house officers 
that there heal be some restraint upon those men. I can not 
conceive it possible that a public officer discharging the duties 
of his office would refuse the right to any man who is reputa- 
ble and competent to have a license to transact this kind of 
business. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I can conceive that a collector of customs 
might be very arbitrary. He may have a dislike to a particular 
man and exclude him. I will modify my amendment by with- 
drawing the motion to strike out the whole section and move at 
the end of line 1, page 168, after the words ‘‘Such license shall 
be granted for a period of one year,” to add: 


To any reputable and competent person, and may be revoked for cause at 
any time by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HOAR. Itseeme to me there ought certainly to be a 
power of appeal from a refusal of license by the local collector. 
Very often resisting a collector’s action in protecting a client 
involves pretty sharp controversy with the collector. Itseems 
to me you are making a provision under which every collector 
in the country might become a petty tyrant. There certainly 
ought to be an —— to the Secretary of the Treasury by the 
person to whom a license is refused. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuggestto the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and also to the Senator from Arkansas, thatI think there will be 
thorough protection afforded by striking out the word ‘‘ may,” 
in line 24, page 167, and inserting the word ‘‘ shall,” soas to pro- 
vide that any person who desires to transact business at the cus- 
tom-house shall have a license, and then, if he does not conduct 
himself properly, the Secretary of the Treasury may revoke it. 
That protects everybody. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The license may be revoked for cause. 

Mr.ALLISON. Revokedforcause. Hereis a merchant who 
desires, to-day or this month, to have one of his clerks act as a 
broker for the purpose of transacting his business at the cus- 
tom-house. Next week or next year he may want to make a 
change. SoI think it is better to leave no discretion except in 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LIcall the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that an importer may now transact his own 
business by the closing expression in the section, and of course 
if he may transact his own business he may do it by his clerk. 
I agree, from my personal knowledge on this subject, that this 
is a wise section, provided the amendment that I offer, or the 
one suggested by the Senator from Iowa, is adopted, which 
makes it obligatory upon the chief officers of customs to license 
a reputable and competent person. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make a suggestion. Why not putina 
provision at the end of the section to the effect that the number 
of these persons shall be prescribed at each custom-house by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed a certain number. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will State tothe Senator from Missouri that 
this is an entirely new provision. Hitherto everybody has had 
an opportunity to go tothe custom-house and transact the public 
business. There have been some abuses no doubt. ‘The abuses 
have been chiefly in the custom-house brokers instituting suits 
or gathering up material for suits against the Government. I 
think it would be perfectly safe to say that the chief officer of 
customs shall issue a license to whoever desires to transact busi- 
ness in the custom-house, and if after receiving such authority 
the person does not conduct himself properly the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury can revoke his license, and that ends him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think well of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from fowa, but I am willing to go further myself and simply 
command him to give a license to a reputable and competent 
person. But to allow the section to stand as it is now, I say to 
Senators, will create an odious monoply. To say that no im- 
—— shall employ a custom-house broker unless the collector 
icenses that broker, and to impose no obligation upon the col- 


lecter to license a competent and reputable person,and to allow 
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the collector to gratify either personal animosity or ill will p 
arbitrarily refusing a license, with no appeal to anyone, would 
be, I think. core the remedy much further than the dise: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have had a little expe. 
rience with these persons. Anyone can be a custom-house 
broker under the present law. A person acting as a custom- 
house broker may prove to be aman of bad character. It seems 
to me it might be pe od to authorize the chief officer or col- 
lector at any port of entry or delivery to issue a license to a per- 
son of good character and standing who desires to transact busi- 
ness as a custom-house broker, but I do not think the chief of. 
ficer of customs ought to have any power of appointment or con- 
trol over these people except to pass upon their character and 
standing subject to revision by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I think some such provision as that might cure the present 
evils that grow out of the practice of anyone being a custom- 
house broker; and sometimes to be acustom-house broker implies 
bad character rather than good character. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Good character will be satisfactory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say ‘‘ good character and standing.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendmenrtof the Senator 
from New Hampshire is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my amendment again, and 
move —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Iowa is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Iowa will give me his 
attention, I suggest another amendment in line 24, page 167. | 
propose to make the clause read: 

Shall issue a license to any person of good character and standing desiring 
to transact business, etc. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator that the 
— he used before, ‘‘reputable and competent,” would be 

Pi 

Mr. CHANDLER. I havechanged from “‘ reputable and com- 
petent” to accommodate the Senator from Ohio, whom I always 
desire to oblige in the matter of synonyms. Now I will change 
back again to accommodate the more potent Senator from Ar- 
kansas. Any way will suit me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am willing to accept the amend- 
ment adding those words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta ted 

The SECRETARY. In section 50, line 24, strike out the word 
‘*may” and insert ‘‘shall;” and after the word ‘ person,” in 
line 25, insert ‘‘ of good character and standing.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought the Senator agreed to 
put in the words ‘‘reputable and competent? ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
7 from New Hampshire to modify his second amend- 
ment’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw all objection to the words 
‘reputable and competent,” and request that they may be in- 
serted instead of ‘‘ of good character and standing.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word “ person” in line 25, sec- 
tion 50, insert ‘‘ reputable and competent.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be agreed 
to, in the absence of objection. Itis agreed to. The reading of 
the bill will proceed. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 51. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured 
wholly or in part in any foreign country by convict labor shall not be en 
titled to entry at any of the ports of the United States, and the importation 
thereof is hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
- ss such regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this 
a ttn 52. That the value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of ac 
count of the United States shail be of that of the pure metal of such coin of 
standard value; and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the 
various nations of the world shall be estimated quarterly by the Director of 
the Mint, and be proclaimed by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately 


after the passage of this act and thereafter quarterly on the ist dayof Jan- 
uary, April, July, and October in each year. 


ise, 


Then the amendment of the 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 52 by 
adding thereto the following: 


And the values so proclaimed shall be followed in estimating the value 
of all foreign merchandise exported to the United States during the quarter 
for which the value is proclaimed, and the date of the consular certificat ioh 
of any invoice shall, for the purposes of this section, be considered the date 
ofexportation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may order the 
reliquidation of any entry at a different value whenever satisfactory evi- 
dence shall be produced to him eeers that the value in United States 
currency of the foreign money specified in the invoice was, at the date of 
certification, at least 10 per cent more or less than the value proclaimed 
during the quarter in which the consular certification occurred. 


The amendment was agreed to. , ' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed, 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
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Sec. 53. That section 2804 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to | 


d: 

ren SEC. 2804. No cigars shall be imported unless the same are packed in 
boxes of not more than 500 cigars in each box; and no entry of any imported 
cigars shall be allowed of less quantity than 3,000 in a single package; and 
ali cigars on importation shall be placed in public store or bonded ware- 
house, and shall not be removed therefrom until the same shall have been 
inspected and a stamp affixed to each box indicating such inspection, and 
also aserial number to be recorded in the custom-house. 
of the Treasury is eee | authorized to provide the requisite ae and to 
make all necessary regulations for carrying the above provisions o 

effect.”’ 


And the Secretary | 


law into | 


From and after the Ist day of July, 1894, there shall be collected an inter- 


nal-revenue tax on all cigarettes wrapped in paper weighing not more than 


3 pounds a thousand, manufactured for sale or offered for sale in the United | 


States, of #1 per thousand. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend section 53 by 
striking out the last paragraph, in the following words: 
From and after the Ist day of July, 1894, there shall be collected an internal- 


revenue tax on all cigarettes wrapped in paper weighing not more than 3 
,0unds a thousand, manufactured for sale or offered for sale in the United | 


states, of $1 per thousand. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas that itis an unusually oppressive day. The heat 
in the Chamber is very uncomfortable. We have been in ses- 
sion nearly six hours. I suggest that he should either put off 
the consideration of the bill until to-morrow and take up the 
Calendar, or, if he prefers, take up some of the unobjected mat- 
ters further on and skip the income-tax provisions until to- 
morrow unless some Senator desires to go on this evening. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I should like to have that course | 


adopted. [t would oblige me very much if it should be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not suppose any Senator would prefer to 
go on this evening. 

Mr. HILL. Can we notgoon with the rest of the bill? 

Mr.PLATT. I have been given several severe headaches in 
trying to read the provisions which relate to the income tax, 
and understand them with the amendments that have been pro- 
posed. I suggest that there might be a print of the provisions 
relating to the income tax, showing how the sections would read 
if the amendments of the committee were adopted. I think we 
would then all understand whatitis that we are expected to vote 
for; but it is very difficult to understand the provisions as they 
stand at present with the amendments proposed. I do not see 
why there should not be a print made of the sections, as they 
would be ifthe amendments were adopted. That would enable 
us to have it all before our eyes ina connected form. 
is no objection, I should like to have that done. 

I do not wish to embarrass the committee in any way aboutit, 
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Mr. ALLISON. I think what confuses Senators (I will not 
say the Senator from Connecticut, because he usually compre- 
hends things very readily) is the fact that the committee pro- 
posed certain amendments and then afterwards modified those 
amendments and put in new amendments in lieu of the amend- 
ments first proposed. My own impression is that the best 
way to print this provision, if we have it printed again, would 
be to print the original House text with the amendments now 
proposed by the committee, eliminating the intermediate amend- 
ments, interrogation points, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And print the former part of the bill with 
the amendments already made? ; 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for doing that. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill withdrawany suggestion if itis not prac 
ticable. 

Mr. VEST. There are a few amendments outside of thos¢ 
now printed in the bill, which can be printed to-night and sub 
mitted to the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean additional amendments 
which are not found in the text before us? 

Mr. VEST. They are not found in the text before us. 
pose to offer them when the text is read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not offer them now, if the Senator has 
the amendments prepared? 

Mr. VEST. I am en to offer them, and intend to do 
so, if it is an agreeable suggestion. We can have them printed 
to-night and they can be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr.HALE. Thatis the first intimation there are to be amend- 
ments of substance offered which have not been before us at all. 
It seems to me that instead of waiting until we reach a para- 





lL pro- 


| graph, when we have no time to examine the amendment, there 


should be a new print including all amendments that are pro- 
posed by the committre, so that to-morrow morning we may see 
the whole scope of what is intended. 

Mr. VEST. It is not necessary to reprint the amendments 
already in the bill. They are not changed. These are simply 
additional amendments, and there are very few of them. 

Mr. HALE. They may be very important provisions. 

Mr. VEST. Some of them. They are limitations upon the 
provisions now in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. We ought to have them beforehand, and not be 
obliged to take them up as read at the desk. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to submit them now, if agreeable, and 
have them printed to-night and put on the desks of Senators 


| to-morrow morning. 


If there | 


but if the committee is willing, I should like to have such a | 


print made of the provisions relating to the income tax. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut means the 
provisions as passed by the other House, with the corresponding 
sections as proposed to be amended in the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. TI suggest that we have printed in a con- 
nected way the income-tax provisions as they would be if all 
the amendments proposed by the committee are adopted. Is 
that right? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right, if it is what the Senator 
wants. Of course, that will show the whole schemeas proposed 
by the Senate Finance Committee. 

Mr. PLATT. And show it in a way which would be intel- 
ligible. It is scarcely intelligible now, certainly not without a 
great deal of study. 

Mr. HALE. How would that differ from the text of the bill 
as we see it before us now? Whatchange, that wouldenlighten 
Senators, is comprehended in the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthere is any objection I do not insist on it. 

Mr. HALE. I donot object. I merely make an inquiry. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not insist upon it. Here are five or six 
sections that go out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was so much confusion in 
the Chamber that] could not understand the proposition of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I inquired whether it would not be well to print 
the provisions relating to the income tax as they would be if all 
the amendments proposed by the committee should be adopted, 
so that we could have the whole matter as the committee desires 
to have it adopted by the Senate before us in one connected 
print. 

Mr. CULLOM. In that case, if the Senate should want to re- 
store the House provisions proposed to be stricken out by the 
committee, they would not appear in the print. 

Mr. PLATT. The House provisions would be the foundation 
of the print, and then the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the case now. 


XX VI——412 





Mr. HALE. 
ing. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senators in charge of the bill propose 
to allow the income-tax provision to go over until to-morrow, I 
believe. 

Mr. VEST. That is the understanding, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifso,I think it might be well to lave a little 
print of the income-tax part of the bill by itself without print- 
ing the whole bill. It will be very easy for the clerks at the 
desk to arrange it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to reprint the provisions 
that apply to the income tax? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, only those and the amendments now to 
be proposed. 

Mr. VEST. If all the amendments which are to be offered 
shall be printed, the whole thing will be before the Senate to- 
morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; Ido not insist on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Senator from Missouri will be recognized for the purpose of sub- 
mitting the amendments to which he refers. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to give notice that when we take up 
the income-tax provision I shall propose an amendment to be in- 
serted after the word ‘‘ tax,” in line 19, on page 170—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the 
amendments proposed by the committee be first read, and then 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Kansas. so that he 
may submit any further amendments. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood the committee were to prepare 
their amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are to be submitted now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senator from Missouri 
ready to submit the amendments to which he has referred? 

Mr. VEST. As soon as the Senate is ready to receive them I 
am ready to submit them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
unanimous consent has been given for their reception. They 
will be read for information and ordered printed. 

Mr. VEST. Is it the understanding that the sections shall be 
reprinted as the Senator from lowa suggested? . It isa mere 
matterof printing. : 


And let the matter go over until to-morrow morn- 


a 


a 


get 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
renched. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from lowa make that request? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me that if the amendments of 
the Senator from Missouri and the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas and any other amendments that Senators desire to 
propose now shall be offered and printed thatis all the new print 
that is necessary. 

Mr.VEST. Lthoughtso, but the Senator from lowa suggested 
that these sections of the bill be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make another suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the pleasure of the Sen- 


No understanding has yet been 


ute that the amendments now offered shall be read or printed? | 


Mr. COCKRELL. We want to have them read. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will venture once more to suggest that 
during the night we have the original income provisions printed 
as they came from the other House, and that the amendments 
which the committee now propose shall be printed with them. 

Mr. HALLE. Printed in their order? 

Mr. ALLISON. In their order. 
suing the debate upon this question to have that concrete form 
of printing; and I think it will not cost much. 

Mr. VEST. it will simply be to take the sections from 54 to 
63 as now in the bill and then print an edition with the proposed 
amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
to be proposed which are to be printed. 
have them distinguished? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are some of the former amendments 
printed and then struck out again. 
struck out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How does the Senator want to have those 
disposed of in the new print? 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to have them omitted. 


How will the Senator 


I want the 


scheme as the committee now propose it to appear, as compared | 


with the House scheme, in concrete form. 

Mr. VEST. 
culty. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition before the 
Senate now is the disposition of the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. 
shall be read? 

Mr. PUGH. 

Mr. PLATT. 
short time. 

The PRES] DING OFFICER. 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
following proviso: 


Provided, That mutual lite insurance companies shall not be required to pay 
an income tax upon the sums repaid to their policyholders as dividends or 
interest upon the surplus premiums held by such companies. 


Strike out all of section 59, after the word ‘‘ purposes,” in line 
22, and insert the following: 

Nor to the loans made by building and loan associations to their share- 
holders for the purpose of enabling them to provide for themselyes homes. 

In line 10 of section 56, page 175, strike out the words “or 
person,” and insert the words ‘‘ estate or cestui que trust.” 

In the same line, after the word “ persons,” insert the words 
‘* or trustees.” 

In line 25, section 59, page 187, after the word “ associations,” 


a0, 


If the Senator objects I will withdraw the 


Let them be read. 
I wish to have them read. It will take only a 
The proposed amendments will 


At the end of line 11, section 59, add the 


insert ‘‘or in the case of any foreign corporation, company, or 


association, the resident manager or agent.” 
In line 23 of the same section insert ‘‘ paid ” instead of ‘‘ laid.” 
On page 188, line 3 of section 59, after the word “ affirmation,” 
insert the words: 


In such form as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Rey- | 


enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


In lines 10 and 11, of section 59, page 188, strike out the words 
‘‘ pay penalties and,” and insert int 
return of.” 
At the end of line 20, section 59, page 188, add the following: 
Including fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associations, operating 
upon the lodge system and providing forthe payment of life, sick, accident, 


and other benefits to the members of such societies, orders, and associations, 
and dependents of such members. 


Add after the first line, on page 189: 


Nor to such savings banks, savings institutions, orsocieties as shall, first, 
have no stockholders or members except depositors, and no capital except 
deposits; secondly, shall not receive deposits to an aggregate amount in 
any one year of more than $1,000 from the same depositor; thirdly, shall not 
allow an accumulation or total of denosits by any one depositor exceeding 
$10,000; fourthly, shall actually divide and distribute to itsdepositors, ratabl 
to deposits, all the earnings over the necessary and proper expenses of such 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


It may disturb someone, | 
but it will certainly be a great convenience to Senators in pur- | 


But there are various amendments now | 


All those in brackets are | 


[do not think there will be the slightest diffi- | 


Is it desired by the Senate that they | 


ieu thereof the words, “‘ make | 
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| bank, institution, slety, except suc g ied . mee 
| fif t D ly, al l oe po sey may he eee eae Oo aens: . rs 
| its aggregate deposits. : 
Does the Senator from Kansas 
desire to submit his proposed amendment now? Ifso, it will be 
read for information. : 
Mr. PEFFER. I send the proposed amendment to the desk 
The SECRETARY. Insert after word “tax ” in line 19. page 
170, section 54, the following: Pp 
On each and all such incomes exceeding $1,000, the tax shall be 1 per cent 


| of the excess; and all incomes exceeding $10,000 shall pay an additional tax 


of 1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding $25,000 shall pay an ad 
ditional tax of 1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding 850,000 shall 
ay an additional tax of lt per cent of the excess; and allincomes exceeding 
100,090 shall pay an additional tax of 1 per cent of the excess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provisions of these various sections are 
at best very complicated, and with all the important changes 
suggested now at this late haur it will be utterly impossible to 
discuss the bill intelligently unless the amendments suggested 
by the committee are printed. It seems to me it is not possible 
to discuss them in any other way, and there is certainly ample 
time between now and the session to-morrow morning to have a 
print made of these sections as they will read when amended by 
the latest of the suggestions of the committee. I ask that that 
order may be made. 

Mr. PLATT. That was my suggestion in the first place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that such a print is abso- 
lutely necessary in view of all the complications concerning this 
| question. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice of an amendment in sec- 
tion 62, line 6, page 189, of the print I have in my hand. After 
| the words “‘ United States” I propose to insert the words ‘‘ not 
| including the judges of the courts of the United States, but;” 
| So as to read: 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on allsalaries * * * not 
| including the judges of the courts of the United States, but including Sen 
| ators and Representatives, etc. 

I ask consent that the letter of Chief Justice Taney on this 
subject may be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Whatis the request of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. There is a letter of Chief Justice Taney on this 
subject, which is on the records of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. I ask consent that it be printed as a document. 
It is very brief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

| Objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I make one further sug 
| ing the printing? The Senator from Missouri has offered 
| amendments to section 59, andin the description of those amend- 

ments he has offered them to the substitute section 59, which is 
a substitution for three sections. 
In suggesting the printing anew, [ do not suggest that the 
clerks at the desk are to be obscured by the new print. Of 
| course, in dealing with the bill at the desk of the Secretary, we 
; must deal with it as it appears in the print now before us, and 
we can do if in no other way. Therefore,a printsuch as is now 
suggested should be a print for the convenience of. Senators, and 
| should not be in any way mingled with the print of the text of 
| the bill and amendments heretofore proposed; otherwise there 
will be confusion. 

Mr. HILL. Then, as I understand the Senator, he means 

that the text-of the bill shall be printed, including all the 
| amendments proposed by the Senator from Missouri, so that 
we shall have the complete bill so far as the income tax before 
us, without regard to any other amendment? | 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; that is what I mean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My suggestion was not to include the ori- 
ginal text of the bill, but to include the scheme as it is now pre- 
sented to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be printed just asit would read if all the 
amendments which have been proposed by the committee were 

| adopted. } : 

Mr. HILL. That is what I want. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Lowa sug- 
gests that the original text be also printed. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not ask that the original text as it 
came from the other House be printed, though I think it would 
be convenient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the prop- 
osition so that it may be distinctly understood and taken down 
by the Reporters, and then the Senate can act upon it. . 

Mr. ALLISON. My proposition is that there shall be a print 
of the income-tax provisions as they will read with the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee, eliminating the original 


Itis so ordered, if there be no 


rgestion respect- 
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amendments proposed and only including those amendments 
which they intend to offer to-morrow morning; that they be 
printed as though they had been adopted, and [ should be glad 
to have the original text printed side by side. 

Mr. HOAR. Would there be any objection to follow the text 
by a print of all amendments of which notice has been given? 

“Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. Amendments like the 
tor from Kansas? 


amendment of the Sena- 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not, asseparate amendments, stat- 
ing that the Senator from Kansas proposes to amend as follows, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to amend as fol 
lows, etc. Whati want to get at is just what all Senators de- 


sire, and that is the general plan of the committee as respects 
the alterations to be made from the House text in regard to tl 
income tax. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Would the Senator have no distinc- 
tion in the print to show what is the House provision and what 
is the proposed amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would have the House text in advance 
the amendments now proposed, say in italics, or in small pica, 
or whatever the type used. It seems to me that it would bea 


by P& 
ere 


ic 


and 


it convenience to all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition is to have the 
text, followed by the other amendments proposed. Is there ob- 
jection tothe proposition made by the Senator from Iowa? ‘The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Is it the pleasure of the 
Senate that the reading of the bill shall be continued? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it the agreement that the income-tax fea- 
ture of the bill withsuch amendments as the committee reported 
shall be printed in different type, so as to show what the text is 
and what the amendments are? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the text as it came from the House of Representatives will be 
printed as proposed to be changed by the amendments which the 
committee now offer, and that is to be followed by the amend- 
ments submitted this afternoon by the Senator from Kansas[ Mr. 
PEFFER] and others. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it the order that the independent amend- 
ments proposed by other Senators, or of which notice is given, 
shall be printed in still different type? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are to follow the other 
printing. They are not to be incorporated in the bill in any 
way. 

Mr. PLATT. 
this matter. Ido not want to press the matter if it is not de- 
sired. What I want toget is in one print the income-tax feature 
as it will be if all the amendments of the committee are adopted, 
so that | can see what sort of an income-tax law we would have 
if the amendments of the committee were adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
the Senate 

Mr. PLATT. 
see that in print. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
that is substantially the agreement the Senate has entered into. 

Mr. HOAR. And all other amendments are to follow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
separate sheets under the general order to print, separately. 

Mr. HOAR. Lunderstood the Senator from Iowa to agree 


Anything else may be printed, but I want to 


that after this text showing the present bill and the proposed | 
amendments of the committee in the ordinary way there should | 


follow as part of the same document the print of all amendments 
of which notice has been given as the one offered by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is certainly noobjection to thatcourse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is part of the agreement 
as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate having reached that agreement, 
I understand that until the print is before the Senate it is the 
wish of Senators that we shall not proceed with the considera- 
tion of these sections of the bill. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. That is the proposition, butno 
agreement has yet been entered into. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of that I am aware, but I understand that to 
be the wish of Senators while the order to print is being exe- 
cuted. 

Mr. HILL. 
ment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If no other Senator desires to speak to-morrow 
morning, I will take the floor as soon as we take up the bill. It 
will be understood that I may have the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of that agreement, as we can not very 
well proceed with these sections of the bill this evening, I move 


Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me a mo- 
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There seems to be still some confusion about | 


Thatis what I understood to be the order of | 


They will follow, printed on | 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive | 
ness, 

‘he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to t 
consideration of exé ive business. After eight minutes s} 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clo 
and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, June 21, 18%, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive no rel | 


ninations received oi wz ite 


, 189 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

William D. Bieler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistint treasurer 
of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed Louis R. 
Walters, whose term of office will expire by limitati Fuly 10, 
1894 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Christian A. Schaefer, of West Virginia, to be surveyor o 
customs for the port of Wheeling, in the State of W Vi 
ginia, to succeed Joseph A. aris, whose m o it is OX 
pired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISI 
Sheppard G. Young, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
» of 


of merehandise in the district of Philadel 


phia, in the State 
Pennsylvania, to succeed Daniel C. Cla r 


2>moved. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR 
William H. Murdaugh, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector 
team vessels for the third Cistrict, to succeed John W. Onst, 


OF STEAM VESSELS 





POSTMASTERS. 


frank MeCoppin, to be postmaster 2a! 
county of San Francisco ard State of California, in the place o 
Samuel W. Backus, whose commission expired May 14, 1894 

Thomas Buckley, tobe postmaster at Plantsville, in the eounty 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the 
[ves, deceased. 

Sylvester S. Shoemaker, to be postmaster at Metropolis City, 
in the county of Mas-ac and State of Illinois, in the place of Pete 
H. Norris, removed. 

W. L. Brown, to be postimaster at Sterling, in the « of 
Rice and State of Kansas, in the place of John E. Junkin, whose 
commission expires July 2, 1894. 

JohnS. Renninger, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
Lyon and State of Minnesota, in the place of Silas N. Harring- 
ton, whose commission expires July 1, 1894. 

Richard T. Kennon, to be postmaster at Deerlodge, in the 
county of Deerlodge and State of Montana, in the place of L. 
Coleman, whose commission will expire July 1, 1894. 

Kdmund W. Manolt, to be postmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Ocean and State of New Jersey, in the place of W. B. 
Singleton, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 

Fred G. Bundy, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Calendonia and State of Vermont, 
liam W. Sprague, removed. 


San Franecisee, in the 


+} e 


place of Heber 5S. 


‘oOunti 


of 


in the plaes of Wil- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 
Second Lieut. George Montgomery, S 


| first lieutenant, June 19, 1 


cond Artil ery, to bo 

SH, to fill the vacancy in the depar' 

ment caused by the death of Maj. Clifton Comly, April 17, L894. 
Second Lieut. Tracy C. Dickson, Second Artillery, to be fi 

| lieutenant, June 19, 1894, to fill the vacancy in the department 


caused by the death of Capt. Charles C. Morrison, May 13, 1894, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


‘ecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate, Fune 20. 


EB 
CONSUL. 
John B. Gorman, of Georgia, to be consul of t 
| at Matamoras, Mexico. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Ammen Farenholt, a resident of Massachusetts, 
tant surgeon in the Navy 
POSTMASTERS. 
Franklin G. Holbrook, to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the 
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota. 
W.H. Perry, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Florida. 
James D. Casey, to be postmaster at Ligonier,in the c 
oble and State of Indiana. 
David C. Lee, to be postmaster at Kissimmee 


he U 


nited States 


to be 


S18 


ounty of 


Ix 
,in the county of 


Osceola and State of Florida. 


? 


) 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. . 
WEDNESDAY, June 20, 1894, 


The House met at 12 0’clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 
JUNE 20, 1894. 
Sir: I hereby name the Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from 
the State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk oy the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer was o‘fered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journalof yesterday's proceedings wasread and approved. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


| state, Mr. Speaker. 


| a longer discussion than can be had in this morning hour. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Houses Senate bills | 


of the following titles; which were severally referred as indi- 
cated below: 

A bill (S. 1597) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the sup- 
port of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes ”—to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1228) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S.763) relieving the personal representatives of John 
Sherman, jr., late United States marshal for the Territory of 
New Mexico, from the requirements of section 833 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1365) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 
of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district 
judge for the district of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims. 


SURVEY OF HARBORS OF SUPERIOR AND DULUTH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a joint 
resolution (S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint 
a commission of engineers to examine and popens upon the cost 
of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and their en- 
trances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
action be now taken upon that joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin for the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, directed to appoint a commission, to consist of 
three engineers, to examine the harbors of Superior and Duluth and the 
entrances thereto, with a view of ascertaining the cost of deepening said 
harbors and entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet, and to report their con- 
clusions to the Secretary of War without delay, to be by him transmitted 
to Congress. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, my attention was called off while 
the joint resolution was being read, and I should like to hear 
some explanation of it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is simply an order for the survey of 
the harbors of Duluth and Superior City. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The work is provided for in the river and 
harbor bill, but this would hasten it somewhat. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT DAVENPORT, IOWA. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, a bill 
(H. R. 4764) to authorize additions to and improvements in pub- 
lic buildings at Davenport, Iowa. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to the consideration of that measure 
by unanimous consent. 


ARREARS OF PAY DUE TO DECEASED COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States po arising 
from arrears of pay and due the estates of deceased colored soldiers who 
served during the late war; and 

Whereas it is deemed just and expedient that said funds be set apart and 
appropriated for the purpose of ans national memorial homes for aged 
and infirm colored people and to aid in maintaining the inmates of the 


same: 
Therefore be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be and is 
aoe requested at the earliest time practicable to report to this House as 
ollows: 
First, the an7ount of the unexpended balance of said fund that was turned 


JUNE 20, 


over to the Adjutant-General’s Department when the F' ’ 
was ae 1872; - reedmen’s Bureau 
Second, the tional money arising from said source, y ths ‘ 
been paid into the Treasur staee 1872; . f any, that has 
Third, the amount of saic funds that was held for seven years and then re- 
paid into the Treasury on the legal presumption of the death of the payees; 
Fourth, a full statement of the claims paid to claimants since 1882 and the 
amounts thereof; : 
Fifth, the number and amount of claims now pending; 
Sixth, the actual amount of said fund now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount unclaimed; Poe 
Seventh, an estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain 
unclaimed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. COOMBS. I shall object to the resolution in its present 
It declares the desirability of making a cer- 
tain use of these funds, a question which I think will necessitate 
[ 
shall not object to the resolution if that part of it be stricken 
out, and also the part requiring a detailed statement of each 
claim, because that would take too much time and labor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the resolution go to the committee. 

Mr. HULICK. Let it be referred, then. 

; The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ask the gentleman'to with- 
hold that demand for a moment while I present one or two re- 
ports from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well. 


PRODUCTION OF THE PRECIOUS METALS 
STATES IN 1893. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed 
by the Committee on Printing tosubmit the report which I send 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 13, 1894. 

Mr. CATCHINGS submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fy inting: ; 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the re- 
yore of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metalsin the 

nited States for the calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 10,000 extra 
copies be printed, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies 
Hd the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Director of the 
Mint.”’ 

The committee have considered the House concurrent resolution to print 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the product of 
precious metals in the United States for 1893, and direct me to report the 
same with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The estimated cost of the same is 82,725. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted was 


laid on the table. 


TYPHOID FEVER AND OTHER PREVENTABLE DISEASES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,I submit 
also another report from the Committee on Printing. 
The report was read, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 14, 1894. , 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee submitted the following, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

‘Resolved by the House of Representatives, That in atidition to the *usuai 
number,” there be prin 4,000 extra copies of the special report made by 
the select committee of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia at 
its meet: of June 6, 1894, on typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 
ventable diseases, of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 706 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the said Society.” 

The committee have considered the House resolution to print the ‘usual 
number,” and 4,000extra copies of the special report made by the select com- 
mittee of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, at its meeting 
June 6, 1894, on typhoid, malarial fever, and other preventable diseases in 
the District of Columbia, and direct me to report the same with the recom- 
mendation that itdo pass. The estimated cost of the same is 852, 


The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was adopted, was 
laid on.the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to con- 
struct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi. _ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians in South Dakota, 
and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect; 


IN THE UNITED 
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A bill (S. 2065) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one 
State or Territory into another State or Territory; 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier; and 

A bill (S. 1320) to provide for the punishment of certain frauds. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent foster 
mother; 

A bill (S.1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf 
Railway Company right of way through the Omahaand Winne- 
bago Indian reservations in the Stateof Nebraska; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
State of Maryland and to the several State courts within the city 
of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in the 
city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

ANTIOPTION. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of revenue bills; and pending that motion I ask 
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nature. And from time immemorial—from the time of the 
Greeks down to this century, in England and all over the world 
all such attempts have proven futile. 

If I were to characterize legislation of this kind in one word, 
I should say it was upon the style of the ‘‘ blue glass” craze—a 
cureall; or that it was in legislation what the so-called ‘faith 
cure” is in medicine—something which is supposed to and is 
held out by its authors to bring about a reform, an entire revo- 
lution of existing conditions. The key note of this sort of 
legislative legerdemain is given by a question which was inter- 
jected the other day, I believe, by my friend from Missouri. He 
takes the rostrum and asks in sonorous words, ‘‘ Is it not about 
time that we do something for the farmer?” In answering 
that question I stand upon the broad basis of the Constitution 
of the United States, which has never authorized you or your 
predecessors to pick out any single class of the community for 
the purpose of doing something for them, good, bad, or indif- 
ferent. 

[t is our duty to say to the farmer, as we must say to allother 
classes of the population: The Constitution and the laws of 
this Government do not empower us to single you out and to 


| make laws in your favor, thus discriminating against the rest of 


unanimous consent that all debate upon the pending bill and 
amendments thereto, if any, shall be considered closed at the 


adjournment to-morrow evening, the bill and any pending amend- | 
ments to be reported to the House; the previous question tobe 


considered as ordered upon the bill and all pending amendments 
thereto to final passage, and the vote to be taken immediately 


after the morning hour on fF —s morning. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 


moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the | 


Whole for the further consideration of bills raising revenue; 
and pending that, asks unanimous consent that all debate on the 
bill now pending in Committee of the Whole shall be considered 
as closed at the adjournment to-morrow (Thursday) evening; 
and that the vote on the bill and pending amendments shall be 
taken Friday after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HATCH. No; immediately after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the vote shall be taken 
immediately after the morning houron Friday. Is there objec- 
tion to the request? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. LIVINGSTON in the chair), 


and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7007) regulating | 


the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options and 
futures, and imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers therein. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee, before entering upon the discussion of the question at 
issue, I desire to make one statement which is called forth by 
what several gentlemen on the other side of this question have 
said in regard to the position of myself and my colleagues as be- 
ing representatives of the board of trade. I wish to state, in 
the first instance, that I do not, I never have, and I suppose I 
never shall represent the board of trade either upon the floor of 
this House or anywhere else. 
solitary deal upon the board of trade; I donot expectIever shall. 

I wish further to say to the members of this committee, and 
more especially to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY], that the 
Board of Trade of Chicago or the Board of Trade of New York 
is no more in favor with the majority of the people of my dis- 
trict than it is with the farmers; and I am fully alive to the fact 
that if in doing what I do and in saying whatI miay say I should 
incidentally champion the cause of the board of trade 1 am do- 
ing what is very unpopular in my district. But, gentlemen, 
these considerations ought not, and I may say in my case that 
they do not bear weight. 

We are elected, not as representatives of a certain city, not 
as representing a certain portion of the country, not even as 
representing our State, but we are elected to this body as rep- 
resenting, one and all, the whole people of the United States, 


I have never in my life had a | 





| price, an import duty of 1 shilling was levied. 


the people. 

The Government of these United States was instituted to pro- 
tect all its citizens alike, and to grant special privileges to no 
class. 

Farmers, like laborers or merchants, are to be equaliy pro 
tected in the pursuit of their calling, but the Government can 
not interfere either to favor or to discriminate against any one 
portion of the community. 

Instances of laws such as are proposed in this bill have been 
of frequent occurrence, and it may be instructive to cite a few 
of them. 

In England the government attempted to do something for 
the wheat-growers and the producers of farm products generally. 
The British corn laws, which were in existence from about 1814 
to 1846, wereenacted. They went in the same directionin which 
my friend from Missouri desires to go; that is, in the direction 
of raising the price of cereals for the benefit of the producer; 
and I may be permitted to say, with all due respect to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, in a more methodical manner, for they act- 
ualiy succeeded in doing what the gentleman with the present 
legislation will never accomplish. 

_ According to the corn law of 1828 the normal price of 66 shil- 
lings per quarter for wheat was adopted, and, starting with this 
Then for every 
shilling of declinein the price of wheat, thatis, when the wheat 
threatened to become too cheap to the laboring population of 
England, the benevolent, paternal, and maternal government of 
the British Isles added an additional shilling to the import duty, 
so that it should not sink below the price of 66 shillings. -But 


| whenever the price inland rose, the government deducted a 





| 


much larger proportion of the duty; so that the system of Brit- 
ish laws from 1814 to 1846 was a system such as the gentlemen 
who favor this bill must unquestionably desire—which encour- 
aged the highest possibile price for that which is most necessary 
to all the people of any community, to wit, food. 

This is not all, Mr. Chairman, of the follies of legislation of 
this kind of which history tells us. In the reign of Charles If 
a bill was passed which enacted: 


yhereas itis necessary to encourage the woolen industry in the nite 
wi t yt urage t V ] lustr} l i 


| Kingdom: Therefore, 


Be it enacted, From this time forward that every corpse buried in the 
United Kingdom shall be covered with a woolen shroud. 


And this law was actually enforcedinGreat Britain. Itfailed 
of the desired effect, because, while the inhabitant of England 
was bound by the law toeither bury his dead in wool or go to 
jail himself, the effect was that the dead wore the wool and the 
living did without it. 

The woolgrowers and wool manufacturers found that their 
product was no more in use when the dead wore it than when the 
living wore it; and, as a consequence, in the reign of George I, 
another act of this character, another ‘‘antioption act,” was 
passed in England in which, by a fine of £5, every person was 
prohibited from wearing garments made of calico, in order to 


; encourage the silk and woolen industry; and a fine of £25 wag 


and I sincerely hope that in what I may say and in what I may | 


do, I may live up to this trust. 

Mr. Chairman, legislation of the kind which is before the 
House now has been attempted in governments, democratic, 
monarchical, and aristocratic from time immemorial. From time 
immemorial there have beena set of mountebank politicians who 
believed or made the people believe that it was within their 
power to do something extraordinary for them, by restraining 
one law of nature or by accelerating the action of another law of 


| 
| 


imposed on anybody who had the hardihood to sell a cotton gar- 
ment. 

None of these laws had the effect which was intended, because 
the natural law of which the gentleman speaks in his report, 


| . . * 
| the law of supply and demand, is one against which no body of 


legislators can effectually legislate. It is as immutable as the 
sun itself; it is as unchangeable as the motion of the earth; and 
you may legislate from now until the crack of doom, you can no 
more change the law of supply and deman: than you can change 
the laws of gravity or of hydrostatics. If this bill has any foun- 
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dation on the reasons advanced by the committee, I expect 
within a short time to see the gentleman from Missouri, or some 
other gentleman, propose a billentitled ‘‘A bill to remove fric- 
tion,” in order that the law of gravity may have full and fair 
play. 4 

Let me read to the gentlemenon this subject what a man with 
whose personal acquaintance I was honored, a man who, alas! 
within the last few months has passed to his grave, respected 
and honored by everyone who knew him, said upon this subject. 
{ read from Trumbull’s work, The Free Trade Struggle in Eng- 
land: 


The English laws 


arefull of vain and mischievous attempts to make rivers 
run up hili, to divert moral science from its principles, and make the benefi- 
cent streams of trade and manufactures flow the wrong way. They failed, 
as such attempts must ever fail. They gave to certain special classes an 
artiticial prosperity, but this prosperity was abstracted from the community 
atlarge. The belief in witchcraft was accompanied by the kindred super- 
stition that ‘‘government’’ always kept on hand a large surplus of pros- 
perity created by itself, which it could ladle out at pleasure to help desti- 
tute people, professions, and trades. It was not then known in England, as 
it is not yet known in America, that “government” can create nothing; 
and that if it pours a cupful of prosperity upon this trade or that one, it 
must dip it up from the common fund of prosperity created by the labor of 
all the rest of the people. There is positively no bounty, help, or endow- 
ment having a money value, that government can give to one without tak- 
ing it from others. 

But, Mr. Chairman, look upon this subject from the broad 
ground of law, right, and the Constitution—and in speaking of 
the Constitution | disavow being one of those whom the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania characterized yesterday as ‘‘ strict con- 
structionists.”” I desire the Constitution of this country to be 
construed in the manner in which it shall be most beneficial to 
all of the people, but with a due regard to every factor in the 
well-balanced machinery of our Government, giving to Federal 
wuthority all necessary powers, and reserving to the States and 
the people all others. 

W here does Congress then obtain its right to legislate for one 
portion‘of the community? Where does Congress obtainits right 
to single out the farmer and say to him, ‘‘ We take thee under 
our protecting arms,” leaving by the wayside all the others. I 
ask you gentlemen, if you coneede, as is argued in the report ac- 
companying this bill, that it is within the province of govern- 
ment to relieve the producer of farm products from destructive 
competition, why is it not equally within the province of Con- 
gress, and why is it not your bounden duty to relieve from such 
competition—destructive competition—other tradesmen, pro- 
fessional men, workingmen? And have youdone it, or have you 
attempted to do it; or is there a question in the mind of anyone 
that such destructive competition exists? 

Look upon the small tradesman. In the large cities of this 
country he has become almost an unknown factor. Why? Be- 
cause the centralization of capital affords the larger merchant 
such facilities that the small merchant is driven out of every 
mart. It is because larger capital affords such enhanced power 
that the smaller merchant can not survive. Is this, or is it not, 
destructive competition; and if it is, ought you, or ought you 
not, to legislate in favor of the small merchant, as you attempt 
to do in favor of the farmer? 

‘Take the instanee of the laboring man. 
structive competition. 


You speak of de- 
W hat more destructive competition can 
there be than has arisen within the last century in the develop- 
ment of labor-saving machinery, which has driven out of athou- 


sand places the laboring man who theretofore did by the work 


of his hands what is now done by machinery? Take one in- 
stance, which will illustrate athousand others. Inthe printing 
trade within a few years the introduction of typesetting ma- 
chinery has displaced a countless number of printers. I need 
but say to you that one machine does the work of from five to 
twelve typesetters to show you that this machine is the most 
destructive competitor tolabor. If you establish the principle 
that you may protect from competition, legislate against the 
use of this machine; or is labor less entitled to protection at the 
hands of this body than is the farmer? 

If itis within your power to protect against competition, I 
call upon you in the interest of the laboring population in Amer- 
ica to shield them from the ever-growing competition which 
makes the struggle for life severer from day to day for the work- 
ingman. 

And lest I should be accused of too great an amount of disin- 
terestedness let me plead to you for my fellow-members of the 
legal profession. Competition, ever growing competition, op- 

resses us lawyers as well as any other class of the community. 

he laws, however, leave us to our own merits and exertions, 
and in this profession, as in every other one, the law of the sur- 
—— of the fittest prevails, and those who can not swim must 
sink. 

There is but one true principle, there is but one guiding star 
for legislation, and it is this, that the scope of legislation must 
ever be confined to those ma\ters which, by the people and by 
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the Constitution, have been transferred to the legislators and 
are within their power. You must see that this Governmen; 
can not enter into the business of relieving anyone from compe- 
tition, because each class of the population is entitled to the same 
right under our laws as any other. 

When the tariff question was under discussion gentlemen 
had arisen and again and again promised to the farmer that 
they would do something for him. They have shown the 
farmer what they would do in the future, and the promise has 
never been kept. The promise never can be kept under our 
laws and never will be kept, and I wish but to warn Democrat; 
upon this floor from following in the footsteps of the Republi 
can party, which has forever made empty promises to the 
farmer, to the laboring man, to every class of the community, 
and has kept those promises but to one class, to those upon 
whom by legislation they conferred a monopoly, to the detriment 
of the people at large. 

But another view of the bill at issue. It isconceded by every 
one who has spoken in favor of this measure, and is advanced 
as one of the reasons for it, that the fall in prices of commodi- 
ties is to be provided against, that by legislation you are tostop 
another natural law, which is the gradual and inevitable fall of 
the price of commodities. 

Suppose that this were within the province of Congress, I will 
point out to you the way to impede the fall of prices of commodi- 
ties. Destroy your agricultural machinery, lay waste one-half 
of the land now under cultivation. Destroy your shipping, de- 
stroy your means of transportation, and then possibly you can 
arrest that which by legislation in the present age you will 
never arrest, and which you ought not to arrest, namely, the 
continuous gradual decline in prices. 

Can gentlemen be so blind as to fail to see that every improve- 
ment which is wrought in labor-saving machinery; that every 
ship which sails the waterways; that every new avenue of 
transportation; that everything which human genius has de- 
veloped has but one single, solitary aim and object, and that is 
the lowering of the prices of commodities, so as to bring them 
within the reach of a larger number of the people. You can 
not stop that. You will not stopthat. Legislation has not and 
never will stop it. It is as inevitable as the rising of the sun 
in the morning. It is as inevitable as the flow of the water. 

And, gentlemen, upon this point let me ask you who that has 
paid any attention to the study of political economy will find in 
the gradual decline of prices. aught that is not to be hailed with 
joy? Ido not mean a fall caused by irregularities like panics, 
but the gradual decline which comes from improved methods 
of production. If I say to you to-day that the food supply of 
the world, as I will show in a minute, is almost triple what it 
was forty years ago, what does that mean? It means that your 
poor man is better fed, it means that your laborer has at his 
disposal more food than he had before. It means, in one word, 
that he has more of enjoyment and happiness, more of pleasure, 
more of life than he has with high-priced food, which means 
less food. 

The price of food determines anumber of mattersof which we 
little dream. You speak of lack of education as influencing 
crime. I say to you that the price of wheat has to-day and at 
all times had more influence upon crime than the lack or exist- 
ence of education has or ever had or ever will have. 

Let me give you one proof among numbers culled from the sta- 
tistics of the world. [read from Kolb’s Condition of Nations, on 
the influence of scarcity upon the amount of crime. 


THE INFLUENCE OF SCARCITY UPON THE AMOUNT OF CRIME, 

In 1846 the number of persons in France arreseted for theft was 

In 1847 (the year of famine) the number rose to 

Be RII I io once tk ss tetini@rdsl enochineameneansenaunce salable 

In 1834 the number of imprisonments for crime in England was. 

In 1835 and 1836 a marked decrease was experieneed. Theprice of corn 
felland work and wages became at the same period more plentiful. 

In 1887 price of corn rose, and the number of prisoners amounted to.. 235, 

In 1837 to 1841 high prices continued and trade depressed, when the 
number rose to 3 

In 1842-1846, Peel’s reform in taxation. Wheat at 54 a quarter, im 
prisonments oscillated between ---. -- silica oaaanceinenng Sap 

In 1847, a commercial crisis was accompanied by a rise to___-. 28, 838 

In 1848 the commercial crisis continued and was accompanied by a 
further rise to 30, 249 


By the abolition of the corn laws and cheapness of provision the number 
was stationary, notwithstanding the increase of population, but in 1853 
wheat, at 53s. per quarter, the number of prisoners fell to 27,057; 1854 wheat, 
at 72s. per quarter, the number of prisoners rose to 29,359. 

Dr. Mayer found that in Bavaria during twenty-five years, that for about 
every rise by 2d. of the price of a bushel of rye there was one more theft per 
100,000 inhabitants; and on the other hand, that for every fall by 2d. there 
was one theft less, in the same number of people. 

In Cis-Leithania (Austria) thecriminal statistics show that in 1871 the num- 
ber of persons convicted were 21,620, of whom the number u terly without 
means were 18,820; of those in possession of small means, 2,637; of those 
well to do, only 163. 

Although the possession of means alone may not make men better mor- 
ally, yet, without doubt, want leads to the commission of acts which society 


ranks as criminal and must punish. 


25, 000 
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In like manner the quantity of food—in other words, its cheap- 
ness—exerts its snfinanee on the people's paeons fog shown by 
the mortality statistics. Its influence can be traced in the morals 
of every people, and every symptom of the well-being or other- 
wise of the people of any ni ution will be found in the cp *8 to 
be indissolubly linked with the question of how plentiful or 
otherwise is its food supply. 

Mr. MARSH. Will my colleague allow me toask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. With the greatest of pleasure. 

Mr. MARSH. Does be think that this bill will have theeffeet 
of raising the price of foed? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I donotthink it will. I think it will hav 
no effect atall. Lam not speaking of raising the price of food ; 
I am speaking of the effect which the promoters of this bill 
claim it will have. 

Mr. MARSH. And that effect, you think, will be a bad one? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; and in thinking it will be a bad 
one, let me state to my colleague Lam not alone, and that this 
is no new idea of mine. Throughout English legislation, upon 
which our lawsare based, you find what? Youwill find thatthe 
law prevents, not combinations to lower the price of food, but 
at all times it prevents, or has prevented, combinations to raise 
the price of food. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Except from ’14 to ’46? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Except from ‘14 to ‘46, when the Govern- 
ment raised the price of food. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. 
of course. 

Mr. MARSH. May Lask my colleague does he think this bill 
would reduce the price of food? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. No, sir. 

Mr. MARSH. Then the question of the price of food here- 
after is eliminated from this discussion. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; except that I am meeting the 
arguments, the sham arguments, advanced in favor of this bill. 
I say it is absolutely untrue that this bill will affect the price of 
food, the price of grain, or the price of the articles of merchan- 
dise mentioned in it one way or the other. 

[ say that itis not true, and I want toprevent these arguments 
from going out uncontradicted to the farmer, who seems to be 
considered by the gentlemen who advance such arguments as 
the most unenlightened being extant. Iwish to prevent him 
fron: being een by such reasoning. 


That was by legislation, 


Throughout common-law legislation we have had provisions | 


against forestalling, regrating, vande engrossing—terms which are 
defined as follows: 

Forestaliing: Buying or contracting for merchandise or victual on its 
Way to market; dissuading persons from bringing their goods or provi- 
sions there, or persuading them to enchance the price when there; any of 
which practices makes the market dear to the fair dealer 

lorestalling has been prohibited and is prohibited by the law 
in every State in this Union, the laws of which are based on the 
common law syst 
fenses at commonlaw aimed at the same attempts to raise price 
of cereals. 

So the gentlemen will see that throughout the legislation, 
from the time when the Peruvian Government under the Incas, 
bought all the corn of the country and made the raising of corn 
a monopoly of the Government, to the present time the policy of 
the Government has been steadily not to raise the price for the 
benefit of the farmer, not to raise the price in order that the 
farmer might reap a larger harvest, but to keep the price at 
such a point where it will be most accessible to the majority of 
the people of all classes. 

Pleas have been made to you with tearful eyes. My friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SipLey| has plead to you for the poor 
farmer. Conceding the farmer to be suffering, conceding that 
the price of corn and the prices of farm products have fallen so 
as to make farming unprolitable, letme plead to you for the poor 
laborer, let me plead to youfor him whois not a producer of 
food, but who must necessarily and at all times be the chief con- 
sumer of these farm products. 

Mr. MARSH. If this bill does not affect the price of food, 
wherein is it necessary to plead for the laborer? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Let me say to mycolleague once more that 
Iam taking up the arguments, if they can be called arguments, 
which have been advanced here for this bill. I say that this bill 
does not and will not affect the prices of food. WhatIam argu- 
ing against is theintention. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. SIBLEY] yesterday, in answer to a question which I put to 

im directly, ‘‘ Do you consider the falling ofthe prices of vict- 
uals asa blessing or otherwise?” said: “ No; if I had my way, I 
would raise the prices of victuals as high as I could.” 

Mr. MARSH. Then, if I understand my colleague correctly, 
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he is not talking against what is in this bill, but is simp 
+} 


| cising what somebody has said on this floor 


m. Regrating and engrossing are similar of- | 


Se 


.GOLDZIER. Yes,sir. If I were toattack what is in t 
bill [would have to take up the old fight of Don Quixot 
the windmills, for there is nothing tangible in this bill 
is nothing here to fight against except the ut 
vocates of this bill. 

MARSH. Then, ifthe bill is so perfectly harmle iat 
1c gentleman can find nothing in it to attack, why not let it go 
Mr. GOL DZLER. The bill is perfectly harmless, but I wi 

he gentleman why I will not let it » I will not k Li 
D ro because, when I took my seat in this Hous L raised ) 
my hand and swore to support the Constitution ef the United 
tes as I understood it. Therefore I attack this bill, although 
it is harmless, because to my mind, and | think to the mind 
of anyone who can read as he runs, this proposed legislatio 
unconstitutional and is an interference with the sacred right 
of the States. For that reason, and for none other, [ attack 
this bill. 

Mr. MARSH. May Lask mycolleagueif harmless legislation 
is unconstitutional? 

Mr. GOLDZIER Most unquestionably it may be. This leg 
islation is harmless from a number a points of view. It is 
harmless because if you get it on the statute book you will never 
enforce it. It is harmless because it will be a dead letter: but 
it is not harmless from the one point of view from which I am 
now regarding it, because it proposes an enlargement of the 
powers of the Federal Government which is not warranted by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. MARSH. Ido not want tointerrupt my colleague. [am 
interested in his remarks and am listening to him for the pur- 
pose of gaining information. He says that this bill is perfectly 
harmless, because it can not be enforced. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, siz. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, ifthe law can be enforced, willit then be 
harmless? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. It would be harmlessif it could be enforced 
[It would hurt a few gamblers, about whom I do notcare. It 
might close the boards of trade and drive out a few merchants, 
who would have to go into some other business; but, as far as 
the welfare of the people at large is concerned, this legislation 
would be perfectly harmless. L can not agree with my friend 
from New York or with my colleague from Chicago that the 
grain trade would come to an end if you should pass this bill! 
[ think the boards of trade would be hampered in their busines 
and [ think the farmers would find themselves worse off than 
they are now, because, as there would be fewer buyers, th: 
would be a less demand for their products, and the prices o 
those products would be unduly lowered. 

Ir. MARSH. Then my colleague thinks this legislation 
would do harm to the farmer? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I rather fear so: but that does not co "n 
me. Theinjury done to the farmer would not be serious, ifcom- 
pared with the greater harm involved in the violation of the 
principles upon which our Government is based. But, be it 
harmless or otherwise, we are here for the purpose of passing 
such laws as the Constitution of the United States authorizes u 
to pass. Now,I believe that the Constitution of this Govern- 
ment will have to undergo changes from time to time. I think 
the time iscoming when certain questions relating to the dis 
tribution of wealth and other matters will have to be provided 
for or against by the Constitution of the United States. 

Those changes will come. Whether they will beinseribed on 
the pages of history in letters of blood and iron, as was the fo 
teenth: smendment, or whether they will come peaceably, I can 
not tell. But against one method of changing the Constitution, 
however, I domost solemnly protest L protest againstachange 
of the Constitution by Congress. This House has no power to 
enlarge the scope of the Federal Government. To this House 
was never given the authority to change or enlarge the powers 
of the Federal Government so as to bring within those power 
matters which heretofore have been fore gn to them. Upon 
the question as to whether this proposed a ar is constitu- 
tional or otherwise, let me ask the gentleman this—and I eall 
the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
to = point, because he may be interested in it later—suppose I 
were to offer this amendme nt to the bill: 


i 


terances of t! : 








Whereas it is necessary to raise revenue and whereas the Congress of the 
United States has resolved to relieve the producer of agricultural product 
of the destructive competition to which he is now subject by reason of the 
offering of flat products and further for the purpose of restoring to the law 
of supply and demand its free action, which has been destroyed by the 
practice of short selling,and in order that market quotations may be 
termined by the offerings of real products by the owners of the same, and 
further to prevent the overloading of the domestic markets and tl e break 
ing down of prices of farm products and to relieve the far mir ge DX rp’ lation 
and restore their prosperity and to restore an honest market for farm pro- 
ducts: Therefore be it enacted, etc. 
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And then let the law follow. Do you believe that any court 
which might consider the constitutionality of this measure would 
pass upon a law framed like that, and say that the objects which 
you have mentioned in the report, but which you are too cow- 
ardly to mention in the bill itself, are legitimate objects of legis- 
lation. If this law is constitutional, here is the test of it. If 
this law is constitutional, then haye the courage of your convic- 
tions, be they good or bad, and say in the law what you are say- 
ing upon this floor, what the true objects of this bill are. 

But, Mr. Chairman, assume now for the sake of the argument 
that it isa proper object of legislation to prevent the fall of 
prices: let me point out to you, as far as agricultural products 
and food products are concerned, what brings about this fall of 
prices. I quotenow from Mulhall’s Dictionary of Statistics. In 
the first place, 1 refer to the increase of population within a 
given period. In 1845 the population of the world was 1,009,- 
000,000; in 1886 the population of the world was 1,483,000,000. 
Thus, the population within the years mentioned—a period 
about forty years—and more especially the’ period to which 
these gentlemen refer when they speak of the vise of the option 
business, increased 474,000,000. 

Now, let us see to what extent the agricultural products of the 
world have increased, The aggregate amount of agricultural 
products in 1840 was 4,119,000,000 bushels; in 1887 the aggre- 
gate amount was 9,122,000,000. Thus we see that with 474,000,- 
000 increase of population since 1840, we have more than double 
the amount of agricultural products for consumption that was 
formerly consumed by a population of the world of 1,009,000,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Have you any statements 
as to the wheat product? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I will come to that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Whenever the gentleman reaches a point 
where it will not interrupt him, I would like to ask him aques- 
tion. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
great pleasure. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I[understood the gentleman tosay awhile 
ago that Congress had no power to control sales in this way. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. What I said was that Congress has no 
power to relieve tbe producer of agricultural products from de- 
structive competition; and I ask the gentleman as a lawyer 
whether Congress has such power? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Does it not come under the same head as 
the bank tax? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Or the oleomargarine bill? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I havenever considered the oleomargarine 
bill constitutional; and I may say that I am in good company in 
this position. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How as to the bank tax? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I consider the bank tax as constitutional 
because the Government has power to regulate the volume of 
the currency; and according to the construction of the Supreme 
Court of the United States the power exercised in imposing a 
bank tax is incidental to that of regulating the currency. 

But I return to the question of food products. Muthallsays on 
page 6: 

In forty-eight years the area of tillage and planting has risen 65 per cent, 
but the crops haverisen 120 per cent. Improvedimplements and machinery 
have made tillage more productive ana grain cheaper. In 1840 each peasant 
produced about 73 bushels of grain; in 1860, 87 bushels, and in 1887, 114 bushels. 

Need you go further in order to find the reason for the fall of 
prices when you find that within thirty-seven years two men can 
produce as much as was produced by three before? And coming 
to our own country, we findexisting in the United States the 
highest development that has existed anywhere in the world so 
far as raising the greatest amount of products out of the soil is 
concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. That is a mistake. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. To what extent this factor has been of im- 
portance can be best shown by the fact that 9,000,000 of agricul- 
turists in America produce in grain an amount equal to the pro- 
duction of 66,000,000 people in Europe and Asia. 

Mr. MARSH. Does not my colleage forget that the two men 
he speaks of cost more money now than the three men did at the 
period he has referred to? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iam not speaking of that, because it cuts 
no figure. I am speaking of the amount produced, irrespective 
of price; for the amount of production compared with the possi- 
ble demand influences the price almost without regard to the 
cost of production. 

Mr. MARSH. It has something to do with the cost of pro- 
duction. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iam not speaking of the cost of produc- 
tion. I am speaking of the production itself, not the cost of it. 
What does it show? Itshows that production has tremendously 


I will answer the gentleman’s inquiry with 


No, sir. 
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increased; that it has increased entirely out of proportion to 
the increase in population; and then, even if you admit, as it 
must be admitted, that the man of to-day, owing to the cheap- 
ness of the product, consumes a much larger proportion of it 
than the man of former years, even then we have manifestly a 
tremendous surplus as compared with that of former years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is legitimate to stop the fall of prices 
[ say to you, and I challenge contradiction of the assertion, as 
long as you do not stop increased production so long the fall in 
prices will progress. Unless you can stop the creation of a sup- 
plus the fall in prices will continue; and as long as you can not 
and do not legislate against better means of production, so lone 
must the increased production continually go on and produce its 
legitimate result, the fall in prices. If that time shall ever ar- 
rive in the history of legislation when you can legislate an im- 
possibility—-that is, when you can legislate against the inevitable 
law of supply and demand, then you can raise or lower prices at 
will irrespective of the amount of production. But no one—no 
Congress—can ever do that. 

It is clear that the law of supply and demand, against which 
you can not legislate, is a law with which you can not interfere, 
and which takes its course irrespective of what this or any other 
Congress may do. So long as that law continues you must ad- 
mit that legislation of this kind has no place even if it could ac- 
complish the object sought. 

But to recur again to what I started tosay. Is anyone here 
so bold, is anyone so blind to the facts of history and of political 
economy, as to announce as a doctrine that the cheapening of 
products of all kinds is not and always has been and always will 
be of benefit to mankind? 

Suppose your prices of paper to-day were what they were twe 
hundred years ago, where would be your education and civiliza- 
tion? Suppose your prices of other necessaries of life, suppose 
your prices of wool, for instance, of to-day, and of clothing, were 
what they were one hundred or two hundred years ago, what 
would be the condition of our people? What would be the con- 
dition of our workingmen were it not for the cheapening, and 
the continued cheapening, of prices? While I am on this point 
let me read to you what a distinguished statesman has said upon 
the question of the price of the food supply. Mr. Richard Cob- 
den says: 

Sir, I shall leave office, I fear, with a name severely censured by many 
honorable gentlemen who, on pubiic principle, deeply regret the severance 
of party ties; Ishall surrender power severely censured, I fear again, by 
many honorable gentlemen who, from no interested motive, have adhered 
to the principle of protection as important to the welfare and interests of 
the country; I shall leave a name execrated by every monopolist who, from 
less honorable motives, maintains protection for his own individual bene- 
fit; but it may be that I shall leave a name sometimes remembered with 
expressions of good will in those places which are the abode of men whose 
lot it is to labor and to earn their daily bread by the sweat of their brow 
a name remembered with expressions of good will when they shall recreate 
their exhausted strength with abundant and untaxed food, the sweeter be- 
cause it is no longer leavened by a sense of injustice. 

And sol say to you that if the object of this bill could be at- 
tained, if food and food products could be raised in prices to the 
farmer, they would be made by joss so much dearer to the con- 
sumer. Every dollar you give the farmer as an enhanced price 
means tears, deprivation, and starvation to the man who is re- 
quired to purchase those food products, and for whom a greater 
price means less food. 

In the very outstart and beginning of his section on food, Mr. 
Mulhall, who is fully abreast of this question, says: 


The food supply of the civilized nations (that is, Europe, the United 
States, the British Colonies, etc.) has increased during the nineteenth cen- 
tury faster than population; which shows:that the material welfare of 
mankind has advanced in its most important particular. 


Who will deny that the man who is able toybuy 4 pounds of 
bread is better off materially and is a happier man in every re- 
spect than the man whose means permit him to buy but 2 
pounds? It may be prosaic; itmay lack all of the ideal; but you 
can not deny the fact that the happiness of mankind is, after all, 
primarily dependent upon the stomach; that with an empty 
stomach you can educate your laborer as much as you please: 
you can raise your pauper mentally as much as you please, yet 
with an empty stomach he will be still unhappy. I believe it is 
Herbert Spencer who says that the man who makes two blades 
of grain grow where one grew before is the greatest benefactor 
of mankind. 

From whichever standpoint you may look upon this proposed 
legislation it seems vicious; but whether it accomplishes its ob- 
ject or not, it isa violation of the Constitution and an unwar- 
ranted interference in private rights and into the sovereignty 
of the States. 

So plain, so 


alpable is this violation of the Constitution, 
that among all the apologists for this law I have yet to find the 
first one with hardihood sufficient so assert its constitutionality 
without reserve or proviso. 

In conclusion let me say that I listened devoutly and devot- 
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edly yesterday to my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIB- 
LEY], and I gioried when the gentleman announced as his re- 
ligion his adherence to the United States. I join you, my 
friend. I can worship in the same church; I can bend my knee 
at the same altar. But let me call your attention to one thing. 
The Christian church has its Bible; the Mohammedan church 
has its Koran; the Jewish church has its Pentateuch. The 
church of the United States, to which we jointly belong, has its 
sacred writ, and that sacred writ is the Constitution. If I wor- 
ship with you within that church, I want to do so according to 
the dictates of that Constitution. I can not enter that church 
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five years from 1889 to 1893, inclusive, averaged 88§ cents per bushel. 

In the same years the average for May wheat was only 813 cents, 
so that the loss in buying wheat in the fall when the farmers sold 
their wheat, or would naturally sell it if they were good business 
men, if it had been carried by them until the next May, there would 
have been a loss to them of 7 cents a bushel. And this will aver- 
age to be the case in any series of twenty years. 

HOW THE CROPS ARE SOLD 

It isa matter of common knowledge that the farmers throughout 

this country sell their crops when they mature. I care not in what 








| business it is, as it isa truth as to all business, thatif you buy when 


with you as some do, having first used the Constitution asa mat | 


to wipe my feet upon. _Apeonane.| 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. C 
in this bill. Thatis to say, the intention of this bill, in that it 
pivposes to prevent wrongdoing, is not to be criticised; but on 
every 2ther ground this bill is open to criticism. 


In the first place, our fathers in their genius and in their wisdom | 


established a nation composed of various States, and they protected 
with the greatest care the rights of the States. Mr. Chairman, in 
the development of civilization there arise many conditions which 
they could not in the nature of the case anticipate, and whenever 
any new condition demands new legislation, and it can not by any 
possibility be accomplished by the States, I am in favor of stepping 
to the very verge of the powers conferred upon the National Gov- 
ernment by the Constitution to accomplish a beneficent purpose. 

But wherever the States can accomplish an end, as fully and as 
thoroughly as the United States Government, any interference by 
the General Government is a trenching upon one of the wisest pro- 
visions of the Constitution, that is to say, that ‘‘all powers not 
clearly granted to the General Government are retained by the 
States.” And if there was no other reason, and this law was in 
every respect proper and desirable, but its objects could be accom- 
plished by the States as well, I certainly would vote against it. 

Again, and in objection to this bill, it is not enough that there 
are evils, to our imagination or to our judgment, to justify a law. 
It must be shown that theevils it is proposed to remedy overbalance 
the good. It must be shown that in plucking the tares from the 
field we do not injure the wheat an hundredfold more than the 
wheat would be injured if the tares and the wheat grew together 
until the harvest. This bill, in its very nature, will do incalculable 
damage to the business interests of this country. Why, I suppose 
that, if it were possible for us, we would eradicate all damage that 
rains may do by restricting rain, and with our limited vision we 
would abolish electricity from the atmosphere because of its objec- 
tionable features. 

We would abolish all children’s diseases by a unanimous vote 
here and now in the House; but who knows that it would be safe? 
It seems as though the moment a child was brought into the world 
all nature struggled to kill it, and that only the strongest and 
healthiest survive. Is that humane to our narrow vision? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Would not the gentleman’s idea be to abolish 
quarantines, then? 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I am talking seriously, and the gentleman 


must excuse me from trifling. The evils proposed to be reached | 


and eradicated by this law are infinitesimal in proportion to the 
advantages that are accomplished to every man, woman, and child 
in the community by the excellent things which this law would 
suppress in attempting to destroy the bad. 

I do not propose to go into and describe all the conditions of this 
speculative business. There is no occasion for anything further 
being said upon them than was said so admirably by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WARNER], who, in my judgment, made one of 
the clearest, most concise, and able speeches that has been made 
on this floor in this Congress, if, indeed, a more able one has been 
heard in any Congress upon subjects kindred to this. 


WEALTH ACCUMULATES, BUT MEN DO NOT, THEREFORE, DECAY. 


I have noticed that every gentleman who is slow and sluggish 
to accomplish anything in this world is familiar with and will 
recite to you Aisop’s fable of the frog andthe snail. I have noticed 
also that all Socialists, Communists, Nihilists, Bellamists, and Henry 
Georgists treasure and are ever repeating to you the lines of Gold- 
smith: 

‘Til fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates and men decay.”’ 

They always have that at their tongue’s end. Who ever knew 
men to decay because wealth accumulated? Who ever knew a 
country to prosper except by the accumulation of wealth? How 
are men to have more wealth unless it first exists that it may be 
divided among them? 

These lines are all very acceptable in their jingle, but never were 
statements uttered that were in their import more utterly false and 
baneful. The gentleman of the Wecthwent [Mr. BRYAN], the 
*Robespierre of the Northwest,” more than any man I ever before 
knew in public life, tells us that ‘‘speculation is gambling,” and 


that the farmer is injured by the buying and selling of futures, 


ant by all speculating in grain. Mr. Chairman, the average price 
of September, October, and November wheat ‘a (‘hicago, for the 


? e . | 
1airman, there is but one excellent feature | 





you need athing to consume rather than attempt to anticipate in 
speculation, you will thus average to make a considerable percent- 
age more money. Any business man who has watched business 
operations for twenty years knows that to be true. 

And it is also a fact that the farmers of the country have reccived 
in the last five years, forall the wheat that has been carried beyond 
the Ist of May, 7 cents more than its normal price. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to maintain a price level from year 
to year on agricultural products except by having a large amount 
of capital devoted to speculation in them. Excepting from the im- 
mense bodies of capital that are devoted wholly and exclusively 
to carrying those products year in and year out, prices would ruin- 
ously fluctuate. And yet it is a matter of history that in the av- 
erage, taking all the men engaged in it and averaging what they 
make and lose, as was said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WARNER], they average to lose in a series of years a very consider- 
able percentage of their capital. 

Not only are these crops carried for the farmers without interest 
charges, practically, but they are carried on a loss of capital to 
those who carry them. Now, if this is a fact, and it is incontesta- 
bly true—if this is a fact, I say, why should there be any law hin- 
dering buying and selling in any form that men may elect to do itin. 

Gentlemen, if what I have said to you thus far is true, you must 
give the opponents of this bill the case here and now; and if it is 
not true, dispute it now and prove it untrue. Ask me any ques- 
tion, or you may make any statement you choose here and now, if 
you contest the points I make. Ah, but my friend from the North- 
west (Mr. BRYAN] says that ‘no one has any moral right to affect 
the prices, either up or down.” Moral right to affect prices! No 
purchase or sale, made before the product is actually needed for 
consumption, can be made without ‘affecting the prices, either up 
or down.” His restriction is absolutely uneconomic. 


THE SPECULATORS DISTRIBUTE ACCUMULATED WEALTH. 


Furthermore, as I have said, these speculators practically dis 
tribute accumulated wealth. The laws of the universe hold in the 
action of man, seemingly erratic though such action may be, seem 
ingly dependent upon the man alone, without other influence, they 
hold as tirmly as they do in geology and chemistry and electricity 
oranything else. All nature struggles to distribute wealth. ‘“ Verily 
riches take to themselves wings and fly away.” In economics the 
oftice of the speculator is to distribute accumulated wealth. 

I remember a man of my acquaintance who went into Wall street 
to speculate with $7,000,000 that he had accumulated in business. 
Five years afterwards he came into my office having on an old pair 
of rubber shoes and exceedingly poor clothes, with a cloth traveling 
bag in his hand to sell me machine needles, and he gratefully 
thanked me for a little purchase I made that he might be able to 
buy a dinner. Lold that not one man ina hundred who goes into 
Wall street comes out without there leaving his fortune, and the 
economic result, whatever may be the moral result, is that that 
property is finally distributed pro rata among the masses of the 
people. 

In all my business life I have bought before the thing existed even 
as ‘‘raw material” that the man from whom I purchased could buy, 
and during all my business life in New England, although still in 
business in Chicago, all my manufacturing in New England, my 
sales were only once a year, and when that product of a million 
and a half was sold I did not own $200,000 of it at the time. Of 
course, I had to insure myself in “futures.” You are restricting 
legitimate business at its very foundation in this bill. 

The very foundation and fundamental principle of lowest possible 
economic production is struck at, because this bill strikes at all the 
‘‘insurance of business,” and keeps the legitimate business man of 
the community and all the capitalists from engaging in legitimate 
business. If the principle of this bill were carried out you would 
shut up the production of consumable wealth to those men only who 
are actually and personally engaged in production and to only the 
capital that they themselves own. Why, my friend from the North- 
west [Mr. BRYAN] talks about “leaving farmers alone.” ‘ Leave 
my farmers alone!” he exclaims. I would like to ask him who are 
‘‘my farmers?” All the famine and pestilence in India is when 
‘* farmers are left alone.” 

No advances on the crops to be gathered anywhere in from two to 
twelve months can be had, hence comes famine and pestilence in 
India. Whence famine and pestilence in Ireland, where the popu- 
lation was reduced from 8,000,000 to some over 4,000,000? Because 
the farmer in Ireland had no speculator to sell “futures” on his 
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crop not yet made, when he was short of funds. Men frequently 
borrow money on acrop a year ahead of its being gathered. I know, 
from practical experience before the civil war, that the crop gathered 
paid debts a year old all through the South, 

We sold to Southern merchants before the war on ‘twelve 
with scarcely an exception, and the merchants took longer 
” of the planters. My friend of the Northwest [Mr. Bryan], 
for he represents no narrow State field, says that “the raising or the 
lowering of the price of farm products is burglary.” This is com- 
socialism, almost anarchism, when you reduce it to its last 

He does not ‘‘ want the prices of his farmers’ products 
increased by speculation;” he “‘ wants nothing added to their 
prices and nothing taken from them by speculation.” Then he 
wants to banish his farmers back to as miserable a condition as the 
farmers of the world were in two hundred years ago. 


months” 
“futures 


munism, 
analysis 


HIGHER WAGES, CHEAPER PRODUCTS. 


Again, it has been said by one of the sharpest farmers on this 
floor, judging from what I know of him, that ‘it costs as much to 
produce a bushel of wheat, a bushel of corn, or a bushel of oats to- 
day as it ever cost.” Then why your horse-power mowers, rakes, 
hoes, gang-plows, harvesters, and reapers? Why do you have them, 
if ‘‘it costs justas much as it ever did” to raise your crops? He says 
it is because they can do more with these machines. Of course 
they can ‘do more,” and what does that mean? That means higher 
wages, 

I want to say to you, Mr. Chairman, and through you to this 
committee, that higher wages means immensely improved appli- 
ances and they mean cheaper products. Higher weges also mean 
cheaper land. Higher wages cheapen everything. know a farm 
which sold for $3,000 thirty years ago, the one hired man that 
was needed to work on it receiving $12 a month and board; but 
that farm is to-day not worth more than $1,200, because the one 
hired man who is needed upon it gets $20 a month and board, and 
the difference of $8 between paying $12 a month and $20 a month 
makes the difference between the former price of that farm and its 
present price. Will you stop advancing civilization for that reason? 
Is there any other way given among men that all men can even 
‘‘tend” to faring alike? 


NATURE STRUGGLES TO ENFORCE THE GOLDEN RULE. 


I want to say to you aga « that all nature in economics struggles 
to make all men obey the golden rule. Whatever may be the 
motives that actuate the man, whether with wicked hands or with 
beneficent purpose he touches production, the economic result is 
practical obedience to the golden rule in helping his fellow to wages. 
It is beyond all controversy that, except cotton, all other products 
of the farm and field can be produced for just about half the work 
in hours that it took to produce them fifty years ago. Noman can 
successfully and truthfully contradict that proposition. 

Now, if men receive double or treble in higher wages and cheaper 
products than they received forty or fifty years ago, then it comes 
to this, that that great economic law which commands and controls 
us all has given to the man at the bottom ali the advantage of these 
improvements. And will you Democrats change that if you can, 
you “‘superexcellent professors” of love for the dear people? We 
Republicans on this side of the House will not change it; will you? 
Again, when you raise wheat, or corn, or oats, or hay, for half the 
former cost you raise horses and beef and pork and sheep for half 
the former cost, because they are but the secondary products of 
those other things that can now be produced fophalf in hours of 
labor. 

Whether you get out of your ground brick from its clay, coal or 
ore from its mines, or grain, all represent wages and wages only. 
It may be that it is the generation before that has furnished a 
fractional part of the wages, it may be the second generation back, 
but in its last analysis it is all wages without deduction, without 
subtraction. 

VARY THE CROPS. 


There is only one chance for higher prices of wheat and cotton 
than you are now getting, that is that they shall be relatively to 
all the crops less in amount. There isa bright future for cotton 
districts, because wheat and corn and oats and hogs and beeves 
you can raise as well as cotton, but the Northwest must be confined 
to some new product, sugar, wool, etc., for it can not enter upon your 
cotton fields. 

You gentlemen of the South have been advised by your leaders 
and statesmen, as I have observed ever since I have read the papers 
or read the writings of your able leading men before my time, to 
vary your crops to mixed farming. Do youknow that the statistics 
show that only 2 per cent of the farm mortgages that are foreclosed 
are foreclosed on those that have a variety of crops, and that 98 per 
cent of the mortgages foreclosed are foreclosed upon farms devoted 
to one crop only? In passing let me say that the statistics further 
show that only 20 per cent of the farm mortgages maturing have 
been foreclosed in the last year that were foreclosed on an average 
ten years preceding. . 

Mr. Chairman, [ propose to devote the balance of my time to sta- 
tistical arguments. 
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ARGENTINE WHEAT IS TAKING THE PLACE 


May 10, its price in Liverpool, June delivery 
In Chicago, June delivery 
Freight to Liverpool] 


Chicago price above Liverpool 


Showing that wheat in Chicago was 6.7 cents above its normal 
Liverpool price. It was put above the normal price only by the 
speculators investing in it capital which was not the capital of thos: 
who handled it as merchants or manufacturers, This simple state- 
ment of fact, if { had begun and closed with it, would demand the 
vote against this bill of every man in this House. 

Ah, but Iam told by gentlemen here that their constituents want 
this bill; that the conventions that nominated them and sent them 
to this House passed resolutions demanding it. I say you nay, 
gentlemen, I tell you one and all that the man does not sit on this 
floor whose constituents ‘‘ want this bill,” or whose convention ha 
passed resolutions commanding him to “ vote for this bill” in any 
other than a technical sense. What your constituents demand, 
gentlemen, are results, and I say for myself—I do not say it for 
you—that I should be unworthy of a place upon this floor if, when 
I found that any legislation would injure my constituents, I did 
not vote against that legislation, whatever their technical instru 
tions might have been, and explain my action afterwards and 1 
conquer their good opinion in proving to them that the particula: 
measure they demanded would defeat the end they sought. 

As I have done once before, I again call attention to glorious Jo 
McKenna, of California, as we called him here, now Judge McKenna. 
The convention nominating him passed resolutions for the free 
coinage of silver, and his constituents were unanimous for it, but 
he told them he did not believe in it and that he should vote against 
it. Iam not saying whether he was right or wrong on that ques- 
tion; I am merely directing attention to his conscience and honest 
independence, and I say to you, gentlemen, that our constituents 
respect us more when we are courageously wrong than when we 
are timidly, meanly right, and are proud of us when courageously 
right. Down deep in their souls they can not but have a contempt 
for us if we would put our hands to anything our conscience dis 
approves as we are given light to see it. 

I prefer to have the respect of one man than of all the world 
besides. Convince my judgment, and you shall have my vote; 
failing in that you will not, if everyone of my constituents desires 
the action you propose. All constituencies demand results; methods 
they rightly leave to their representatives. 

Now, let us look at this matter a little. I tell you, farmers of 
the United States, it behooves you to consider your position now 
as you have never done before since our fathers landed on these 
shores, 

EXPORTS OF STAPLES. 


By appendix A, which I will print with this speech, you will sec 
the average shipment of 1893 of cattle, corn, cotton, fish, and fruit, 
as compared with the average five years *before, was $55,000,000 
less; and in 1893 it was less than in 1892 by $43,500,000; and includ- 
ing mineral oils, crude and manufactured, and dairy products, the 
shipments were $64,000,000 less than the average of the five previous 
years, and $46,000,000 less than in 1892. 


EXPORTS OF WHEAT. 


Now, look at wheat in Appendix B. Why, sir, in the three montlrs 
of January, February, and March last we shipped 7,500,000 bushels 
less than we did in the same months in 1893,‘ and. the Argentine 
Republic, Chile, British India, Russia, and minor countries shipped 
7,000,000 more. ‘ 


INCREASE IN FARM PRODUCTS. 


Again, look at our increase in all farm productions in Appendix 
C. Weare producing of cotton 144 per cent more than we did in 
1873, not in totals—immensely more in totals—but per capita. And 
we are shipping only 55 per cent more. What will you do with tho 
other 90 per cent? These figures lam giving you are per capila 
We raised of wheat 301 per cent more in 1892 than in 1873, and wo 
shipped only 145 per cent more. What will you do with the other 
150 per cent? 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow meto say that, according 
to the theory of his party, that would be consumed in the home 
market? 

Mr. WALKER. Notif the Democratic party destroys the home 
market, my friend. [Laughter and applause.] You let our home 
market alone and we will take care of the wheat and cotton. _ 

Mr. TERRY. You had your own way in fixing a Republican 
tariff; and now, according to your own statement, you have not 
furnished any home market, and you have not shown—— 

Mr. WALKER. I decline to yield for anything but a question. 
The gentleman has made that statement; and let me say that it is 
about as rational as it would be if when a man had been sentenced 
to death you should denounce him and his family for their sorrow 
and undertake to console his family by asking them: ‘‘What are 











vou sorrowing about? He has not been hanged yet.” That 
exactly the position of the gentleman. 
Mr. TERRY. Of course it is very proper for the gentleman to 


answer me, while he does not permit me to argue the question with 
him. 

Mr. WALKER. Never mind; I can not yield for an argument; 
you do not dispute my facts. Let me say that all the faets which | 
vive in my address to-day are facts of public record obtained from 
the prope! Departments of this Government. Iam simply respon- 
sible for the conclusions I draw from them and the figuring I have 
doue upon them. The basic facts are incontestable. 


THE MARKET FOR GRAINS 
We raised 96 per cent more of corn and shipped only 41 per cent 
more, leaving 55 per cent increase on our hands. Now the highest 


export of wheat to Great Britain was 83,000,000 bushels; and 


1892 we shipped only 30,000,000 bushels—53,000,000 bushels ] 

Our foreign market for grains is surely being captured by othe 
countries. 

Lest I should forget it, I want now to ask the privilege of pub- 
lishing with my remarks the tables to which I am referring. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘'Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unani- 
mous consent to publish certain statements with his remarks. 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

WHEAT, ¢ 

Mr. WALKER. The total crop of wheat, corn, and oats per capita 
produced in 1873 was 35.6 bushels; and we exported a larger per- 
centage of the crop then than we have done this year. Yet in 1892 
it was 51.3 bushels—44 per cent or 15.7 bushels per capita more in 
1892 than in 1873. Of eotton we produced 44 pounds per capita in 
1873, and 69 pounds in 1892—56.7 per cent, or 25.3 pounds more cot- 
ton. Is it not perfectly clear that you must change your cotton 
erop and preduce less proportionately to other crops. 

In Appendix D you will see that in 1892 you produced three and 
a half times, more cotton than in 1870 (and I have told you about 
your exports). We actually imported cotton to the tune of forty- 
three and a half times as much in 1892 as we did in 1870, the im- 
ports being 108,000 bales of 400 pounds each. If this thing keeps on 
increasing as it has done for the last ten or twelve years a very con- 
siderable proportion of the cotton used in the cotton mills of this 
country will be imported from the cheaper labor countries of India 
and Kgypt. The freight from Liverpool to Beston is not over one- 
quarter of that from our cotton fields. Most of it comes in for next 
to nothing as “ ballast.” 


ORN, )TTON 


OATS AND ¢ 


THE PRICE OF WHEAT. 

Now let us turn to the wheat fields of the world. It is said that 
silver is the true measure of prices. It is claimed that the silver 
question is so inextricably mixed up with prices which are so closely 
affected by the selling of ‘‘futures” that it can not be separated in 
this discussion. I am, therefore, compelled to deal with silver. 
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L have to say to this House that the student of economic scienee 


the careful observer of economic movements and questions for the 
last fifty years who can make fhat statement—who does not knov 
that if is untrue, who does not kaow this world has progress: 


or ec i 
that time, t test whatever, more than in the hundred 


ested by any 
years preceding, his word is not worth regarding anywhere upon 
l h uestions 
| 
PRES ANDREWS ON TH ALL OF PRIC 
Dr. Andrews, president ef Brown University, Rhode Island, and 
delegate of the United States in the same convention, says: 
Gent 1ey, the thoughtful people of the United St 3 Vv to 
lighting, deadly fall of prices which for nearly thirt sl 
miasma the econon life-blood of the whole world Lhey do not 
ce e the standard of 1 it Chey would have every debt paid | 
equi ent | y do not w gold to be arbitrarily and unjustly appre ited 
What a jaundiced visionis hererevealed! ‘Classical economi 
isit? I weuld like to ask any member on this floor how are the plain 
people to improve their relative condition? How are the poor to 
become relatively richer and the rich relatively poorer in this world 
s they have been doing in the last forty years? Is there any m 
here who is able to give the answer? I would most respectful 


sug 





gest to any person who gives thought to the question that it is 
first by higher wages, second by lower prices of products, and third 


by shorter hours. Is there any man in the sound of my voice who 


| can conceive of any other method? And when they all verge to 
one point and double the real wages of the worker, measured in 
grains of gold, is not that a depreciation of gold, if gold is used to 


Free-coinage advocates claim that it has been proved that silver | 


has not depreciated or changed in price because wheat for all these 
years has remained at a uniform price, measuring its price in grains 
of silver. 
also gives, unerringly, the price of wheat. If the price of wheat 
is given one will surely know from that the price of silver, as they 
have kept together for decades. This theory I propose to thoroughly 
test by the facts. The prices of wheat in London one hundred years 
ago, as you will seo in Appendix H, were 84.4 per cent more than 
they are to-day in London. Are the prices to-day to be measured 
in silver? What were they then? For the fifteen years, from 1846 
to 1860, the prices in grains of golq of wheat in London were 51.2 
per cent more than they are now; and for the next ten years, from 
{861 to 1870, 22.5 per cent more than now. 

The price of wheat in London fell 38 per cent in that time in 
grains of gold, and in grains of silver wheat fell in price only 22 
per cent. If, then, silver is the true measure of value, why did not 
the price fall in silver as much as it did in gold? And if silver has 
fallen in value 22 per cent as measured by wheat, will some of the 
free-coinage advocates on this floor tell me why it is not equally 
proven that gold has fallen 38 per cent? If you can prove by the 
price of wheat in silver that silver has fallen, why do you exclude 
gold from being tested by the same standard? 


ECONOMIC MAN THE TRUE MEASURE 


OF PRICE. 


The fact is that you are all wrong in using the one or the other 
as a test. There is only the one available test, Mr. Chairman, and 
that is the price of “economic man” as shown in his wages. That 
is the only true test of the real value of any product. What is its 
aggregate cost in wages is the question. Show me the average 
wages in the world and I will show you an invariable economie test 
to apply to every product from one end of the world to the other. 

MR. BOISSEVAIN ON PROSPERITY. 

In the Brussels convention of November, 1892, Mr. Boissevain, 
delegate fronuthe Netherlands, spoke as follows: 

I do not see that we have cause for rejoicing in any increase of general pros 
perity which has been exhibited in recent years. On the contrary I think that 


almost everywhere and almost continuously, in spite of certain periods of reac- 
tian, we have had a period of depression of trade and industry. 


That is to say, if the money price of silver is given it | 


pay wages? Is it not a proof conclusive of the depreciation of 
gold if products are bought in gold, or atthe gold measure of value 


produced by and the equivalent of double wages in gold? What 
answer is to be given other than that? 
CLASSICAL POLITICAL I )NOMISTS 
Oh, but these men whose writings and opinions smell of the lamp, 


and the lamp only—and a mighty offensive lamp at that—who abhor 
facts, tell us otherwise, do they? Yes; but political economists 
si the days of and contra to Adam Smith, “classical political 
economists,” have treated with contempt the whole body of th 
economic history of the world since hisday. Adam Smith, beeaus 
wages had not changed in a hundred years, took the “ prices of 
products” instead of the ‘‘prices of man in his wages” for the 
groundwork of his discussion, and thereby produced incaleulable 
injury fo the whole world, because subsequent writers, with one e 

ception, have adhered to his method. Only one man, Prof. George 
Gunton, had the patience and the wisdom to apply to economics 


s1UCe 


the proper methods, taking wages for a basis and using only abs 
lute facts, following wherever they led and drawing his conch 
sions by inductive reasoning and on the shortest lines. 

Sir Guilford L. Molesworth, the delegate from British Indi 
spoke as follows: 

Silver is the standard of value of more than one-half the world 
prices have remained stable, while gold prices have fallen forty or fifty | cel 


I want tosay tothe House that it is just as easy of mathematical 


| demonstration that gold has depreciated as that silver has depr 


ated or that the sun shines or water runs or that two and two make 
four, and I propose totake up that question for a little while, furth« 
on in my remarks. 

I propose to show you that silver as measured by products | 
varied more than gold and that it is not a measure of value of 


an 


| other product, before I get through. 


Mr. Allard, delegate from Belgium, spoke again as follow 


The statistics of Mr. Sauerbeck have clearly proved that ¢ i 
overproduction as a cause of falling prices is absolutely fals 
Lhe truth, gentlemen, was told by Mr. Goshen, in En 
prices comes from the rise of gold 


} 


rd, 188 I 


OVERPRODUC 


What do you think of it in the light of the figures I have gi i 
of overproduction in this country? And the same is true 
production all over the world, and in this wuy only can the plain 
people come into theirown. Why, Mr. Chairman, when a drummer: 
starts out with his samples to sell products, what does he offer for 
sale? The whole body of them ofter from one-third more to twice 
as much of products as will be produced by the world in the next 
lve months. 

L.very drummer offers for sale, not what is produced, but what 
the utmost limit of the productive capacity of the factory, the farm, 
and the mill is, and this world to-day, diligently employed, as the 
United States was employed in 1891 and 1892, can produce in any 
year as much as can be consumed in any year andahalf. Talk to 
me about no overproduction! The prices are made by the cost of 
production of economic man. That 1s the basial line below which, 
under normal conditions, prices never go, and supply and demand 
make the price above that basial minimum line. If that is not t: 
then nothing is true in economics. 

Mr. Sauerbeck says: 


ol ovet 


Lwe 


The truth, gentleman, was told by Mr. Goschen in 1883. The full of prices 


eomes from a rise of gold. 
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Does he? This is the “ parrot talk” of affected wisdom to secure 
ends not warranted by the facts. 


GOLD HAS DEPRECIATED. 


Lef us look at that fora moment. I want to say to this House 
that in Appendix Lit is shown that gold has surely depreciated since 
1840, 1860, and 1873, measured by the wages of the world. All silver 
countries sell their products at gold values as international money. 
All the prices of their product dye surely measured in silver first, 
then in gold, before they reach the foreign market. 


THE PRICE OF THE AVERAGE MAN IN DAY 8 WORK. 


| Tn grains 
of silver. 


In grains 
of gold. 


335 
370 
535 


1, 285 


19,14 
23. 20 


84.16 


This shows that gold has depreciated since 1840 51.1 per cent; 
since 1860, 40.7 per cent; gince 1873, 12.6 per cent. Silver has 
depreciated since 1840 73.9 per cent; since 1860, 71.2 per cent; 
since 1873, 57.6 per cent; and if you tell me that silver has not 
— by any standard you can set up, then I say to you, try 
gold by precisely the same standard and you must hold that gold 
has not appreciated. 

If you tell me that silver has not depreciated, then gold has not 
depreciated. You must try them by the same standard. I will try 
them presently by products. 

Furthermore, a day’s work in 1840 would buy 335 grains of sil- 
ver; in 1860 it would buy 370 grains of silver at its commercial 
price; in 1873 it would buy 535 grains of silver, and in 1894 it 
would buy 1,285 grains of silver. Of gold, in those same years, it 
would buy in 1840 19,14 grains; in 1860, 23.2 grains; in 1873, 34.16 
grains; in 1894, 394 grains of gold. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, for a question; not for »* argument. 

Mr. MARSH. Are you referring to labor in this country or 
throughout the world? 


WAGES HAVE INCREASED ALL OVERTHE WORLD. 


Mr. WALKER. Iam using the labor in this country as*a basis 
of my figures, but I want to tell you that while it has increased 
very much faster in dollars and “‘ grains of gold” in this country, 
it has increased in England and all over the world just as much 
in percentages” as it has here. So that while I use the wages of 
this country to prove it 

Mr. MARSH. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I had supposed 
that the legislation of the last thirty years was designed to increase 
the price of wages in this country, and that legislation, together 
with labor unions, had increased wages in this country. 

Mr. WALKER. Of course wages have been increased in this 
country. The gentleman and I believe that a certain thing has 
assisted in doing this, The gentleman wishes to take that subject 
into this discussion. I-never yet on this floor discussed two 
economic questions at once. I propose to address the members of 
this House, upon the floor of this House, and not the 200,000 men, 
500 miles away, who have sent me here. I am here to legislate for 
this whole country. 

Now, the increase since 1840 in the gold actually or potentially 
received by the men working ix the field, the farm, the mine, and 
every where throughout this country, in gold is 103.9 per cent; since 
1860, 68.6 per cent; since 1873, 14.5 per cent. It decreased from 1873 
to 1877, 7 percent. It has increased since 1877, 22.6 per cent. Who 
is the man who will arise in his place and propose to crowd the 
wageworker back into former conditions? 


PRICE OF WHEAT IN PAST SIXTEEN MONTHS. 


Now, let us look at the price of wheat for the last sixteen months, 
shown in Appendix J. In January, 1893, it took 65.4 per cent more 
rains of silver to buy a bushel of wheat than it did in April, 1894. 
n April, 1893, it took 57.5 per cent more grains of silver to buy a 
bushel of wheat than it did in April, 1894. In October, 1893, it took 
23.6 per cent more grains of silver to buy a bushel of wheat than 
in April, 1894. 

Now, if that is true, I should like to know what kind of a meas- 
ure of value you have in wheat for silver or in silver for wheat. 
You have, all of you, claimed that silver is an unvarying measure 
of the value of wheat and of all other products, and it has been 
said all over this country, and especially in the ‘‘ elsewhere” that 
we sometimes refer to here—in a parliamentary way—it has been 
so declared, but no one has taken the pains to prove it. 

You men who introduce antioption bills and who talk recklessly 
about the free coinage of silver, I never knew of any of you taking 
the pains to prove anything you eversaid. I have never heard you 
undertake to prove the correctness of any proposition you have ad- 
vanced in the five years that I have been in Congress, and I have 
néver heard arguments made in opposition to your propositions 


which were not, without exception, buttressed by volumes of 
economic records, ; 


COTTON, 

Take cotton as shown in Appendix K. Cotton sold from 1240 
to 1844 for 7.9 cents a pound in New York; in the next five 
for 7.8 cents a pound; for the next five years for 10.3; and the next 
five years for 11.6. Inthe last two years you have got 10,6 cents 
or} ge in New York; and for five years before that 10.2, all in 
gyold. What could you possibly gain by taking your pay for it 
in silver. This was in New York. And it does not cost you one- 
third as much to send your cotton from your farms to New York as 
it cost you in the thirty years when the country was in anormal con- 
dition, before the war of disunion and the suspension of specie pay 
ments. 
Is silver the true measure of valuc? 


years 


What is the proof of it? 
WHEAT, 

Then again take wheat, as shown in Appendix L. From18) to 
1844 wheat sold in Chicago at 52.8 cents a bushel; for the next five 
years at 67 cents a bushel. In the last five years, ending 1891, at 
89.2 cents a bushelin Chicago. It cost you 20 cents a bushel to 
get your wheat from Chicago to Boston in 1862, and in the last 
year it did not cost you over 5 cents to get it to Boston. It cost you 
9 cents to get your wheat from Chicago to Liverpool in 1894; and 
it cost you three times that amount to get it to Liverpool in the 
years that 1 have referred to. See Apendix LL. 

CORN. 


The course of corn is the same, as shown by Appendix M. The 
price of corn in Chicago in the five years ending 1844 was 33 cents 
a bushel, gold. In the five years ending 1849, 33.6 cents. In the 
ten years ending 1859, 39.8 cents. In the five years ending 1891, 
gold price, 44.2 cents. It cost the farmer half the price of hiscorn, 
from 1840 to 1849, to get it to the city of Chicago. In the last five 
years it has not cost him over 5 cents a bushel. 

There is not a word of truth in what has been talked on the stump 
and in this House with reference to the relationship of silver to 
prices of farm products. 

NINE AGRICULTURAL STAPLES. 

Take the nine most important staples in this country shown in 
Appendix N, and since 1860 they have only gone down ié per cent 
in gold prices. I have not the figures for the last two years. It is 
just as plain as anything can be that they are the culmination of a 
period of overproduction in the few staples that are cheaper. I will 
show you a great many of the staples in which the prices are not 
cheaper, but very much higher in gold prices. In fact, it is very 
remarkable how very little gold prices have depreciated consider- 
ing the lessened hours work it now takes to produce ‘‘ products.” 

HOGS. 


Take the matter of hogs, as shown in Appendix O. They sold in 
Cincinnati for the ten years from 1840 to 1850, live weight, at $2.90 
a hundred pounds; from 1851 to 1860, the next ten years, at $4.87 a 
hundred. They have sold for the last ten years, ending 1891, at 
$5.42 a hundred, in gold measure. 

‘Ts silver the true measure of value?” 

BEEF. 

Take the matter of beef, live weight, as shown in Appendix P. 
In Chicago it sold at $3.11 a hundred from 1840 to 1849; from 1849 to 
1859 at $3.56 a hundred, and in the ten years from 1882 to 1891 it 
sold for $4.12 a hundred, and that in gold prices. I will give you 
silver prices presently. : 


Where is the proof? 


TQBACC( ). 


* 

Tobacco, as shown in Appendix Q, sold in the five years (I have not 
the figures before 1865) from 1865 to 1869, good leaf, in Cincinnati 
at $11.83 a hundred pounds. In the five years ending 1891 it sold fo: 
$17.10, and it is higher to-day than ever known before; and that, 
too, in gold prices. 

How is it possible that ‘‘ silver is the true measure of value?” 

COPFEE. 


I will pass over coffee in Appendix R, because there is an export 
duty on coffee; but coffee sold at 7.3 cents in the ten years from 181( 
to 1849, and for the ten years commencing in 1850 at 9.1 cents; and 
in the last five years it sold for 15.5 cents. 

SUGAR. 

Well, sugar! I will save the feelings of my Democratic friends 
by refraining from alluding any further to sugat in Appendix 5. 
We have heard so much of ‘‘ sugar,” or shall have heard before we 
get through with it, and are so distressed by it. Poor sugar! 

I want to say to this House another story that is told by silve1 
advocates is absolutely untrue, viz: That England buys the product 
of silver countries at prices represented by 15} to 1 and pays for 
them in silver at 33 to 1 of geld, saving the difference. It takes 
just as many grains of silver to buy a bushel of wheat or corn or 
oats, or a pound of tobacco or tea or coffee or rice in the silver meas- 
ure of valuing countries as it takes here or in Liverpool or in any 
other country subject only to additions or subtractions because of 
tariffs and export duties, freights, and commissions. The price is 
the same in grains of silver the world over. 
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IMPORTS FROM SILVER COUNTRIES. 


We import from the silver-measure-of-value countries, as shown 
by Appendix T, $65,000,000 worth of goods, mostly consumed by 
farmers. If you should remonetize silver to-day at 16 to 1 of gold, 
these goods would cost you $130,000,000, because if you should 
remonetize silver it would make the silver prices just the same as 
they are to-day, or else all the products of silver countries have 

ot to come down one-half to meet their present gold price here. 
Fen can take either horn of the dilemma you like. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Would it not make our products 
rise in price? 

Mr. WALKER. You can make our products “rise in price” just 
as you can make dough rise by adding to it a batch of yeast. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Would it not make it so that if 
we bought from them $130,000,000 we could sell to them thousands 
and millions worth of our products at double price? 

Mr. WALKER. Ah! We can issue enough tiat money to-morrow 
to make all our debts go down to 5 cents on the dollar and our 
wages go down to 20 cents aday. There is no difficulty about that. 
It is as easy as it is to lie or steal. 

SENATOR TELLER’S TESTIMONY. 

Senator TELLER, who came before the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures in 1890 (ses Appendix G), and thereby brought 
himself within the jurisdiction of this court for cross-examination, 
told us that what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
wants to accomplish could just as well be accomplished by reducing 
the weight of the gold dollar by one-third. 1t would now be by one- 
half. If you want to scale down your debts, do it in that way; issue 
your fiat money. Make your products more valuable nominally— 
of course youcan. You can sell your product now for just as many 
more grains of bullion silver, as my table shows, if you want to; 
or you can send your silver to the mints of the silver countries and 
have it coined without passing any law on the subject. 

The farmers of this country repudiate the claims made for them 
on this floor. 

They ask for no laws undér which they can repudiate half their 
debts. They have comparatively fewdebts. Farm mortgages only 
aggregate $1,000,000,000, maturing one-fifth each year. The annual 
—— roll is $6,000,000,000. 

The farmers do not ask to cause a loss of $2,000,000,000 annually to 
wage workers that they may repudiate $200,000,000 of debts they 
honestly owe. They will not consent to rob wage workers of $10 
that they may dishonestly gain $1. 

Again we export forty millions to those countries, for which they 
have to pay eighty millions in silver. Of course, this would be 
sold to the silver-country consumer at half its present price. But 
of what avail is that to him with the price of his product halved? 
“‘Cheapness” has not benefited this country much in the last eight- 
een months. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. REED. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts be extended. 

Mr. HATCH. Without limit? I shall object to that. Let the 
gentleman state how much time he wants. 

Mr. WALKER. I will not bore the committee. 

Mr.HATCH. There isalong list of gentlemen who desire to speak 
on this subject, and the House has ordered that debate shall close 
at the adjournment to-morrow. If the gentleman will indicate just 
what time he wants 

Mr. REED. Let it be an hour. 

Mr. HATCH. Iobject. Thatis not fair to other gentlemen on 
the list. 

Mr. REED. The unfairness seems to have been in the arrange- 
ment limiting the debate. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SIBLEY] spoke three hours yesterday. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The gentleman from Maine is mistaken. Nothing 
that is done in this House by unanimous consent can be said to be 
unfair. 

Mr. REED. Well, if there is any unfairness in this case it is in 
limiting the time for general debate. I do not know how we can 

et this additional time, but I remind the committee that the gen- 

leman from Pennsylvania was allowed to speak three hours yester- 


day. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crark of Missouri). The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] objects. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman from Massachusetts indicate 
what time he wants. 

Mr. REED. He has indicated an hour and I do not see why he 
should not have it. 

Mr. HATCH. I will not object to that, provided it is charged to 
that side—to those who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. REED. Of course, it will all be charged to ‘‘that side.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] be 
allowed to proceed for one hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. HATCH. With the understanding that the time is to be 
eharged to the side opposing this bill, I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no objection, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will proceed. 
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SEVEN STAPLE PRODUCTS. 

The seven items, the difference in price of which I will now give, 
prove as conclusively as any facts can possibly prove that silver is 
not the true measure of value. There is only one item where the 
appreciation or depreciation of price in weight of gold and weight 
of silver is the same in the whole range of prices for any previous 
decade, and that only once for the period of ten years from 1840 to 
1849, as compared with the five years ending in 1891, namely, each 
48.9 per cent. The exhibit is as follows. 


WHEAT IN FIFTEEN MONTHS TO MAY 1, 1894. 


Per et. 
From January, 1893, to April, 1894, the gold price fell....................---- 24.9 
Same period the silver price fell .......-....-.----+++--+-- eccccecccccces TAG 
COTTON. 
In ten years, 1840 to 1850, to 1890 and 1891, the gold price of cotton increased. 30 
Game period, id silver it Increased ..... coc cecdeecscccsecccccscccececessesosces 73 
WHEAT. 
In ten years, 1840 to 1849, to the five years of 1887 to 1891, the gold price 
En chiawentquns tuneaddsdndbeesdacaaecencaaeeeneawensuGudeveuseutes 48.9 
Same period, in silver it increased................- jidiiceadatnaegweganede. Maen 
CORN. 
In twenty years, 1840 to 1859, to the five years of 1887 to 1891, the gold price 
OF COFM INCTORSEE 2.2 ccc cccccccccccccccccescccecees cvcccecee sccoeedwesduees' Mae 
Same period, in silver it increased.......... ns Uh eedl tadaddieeaihansamaemaeis 65 
HOGS, LIVE WEIGHT. 
In twenty years, from 1841 to 1860, to the ten years of 1882 to 1891, the gold 
price of hogs, live weight, incroased........ 0.2.2 .cccccscccsccccccccce 9 
Game period, Im SiIVeT IG TCLORSOE. <2. cnc cnccccccccccccenccccccs sdudanuaweua 75 
BEEVES, LIVE WEIGHT. 
In the twenty years, 1840 to 1859, to the ten years of 1882 to 1891, the gold 
price of beeves, live weight, increased. ....................eeeeee 23 
Game period, Tm Gli vek 16 IMGTORSOM. ... cc ccoscvccsccccccccccsccccccceceses an 3 
LEAF TOBACCO. 
In thé five years, 1865 to 1869, the gold price of leaf tobacco increased. ...... 47 
Sees HONING, In GENTS TE TMGTORNOD 6 oc cnccccéucdsncvctvcnasessccccccoseds piesa a 


The price of economic man has not gone down. It has certainly 
gone up as I have shown. To readjust the proportions of prod- 
ucts to each other isthe only salvation for those two or three prod- 
ucts that are abnormally cheap. With the exception of wheat 
and cotton, products are higher in gold to-day than their normal 
price. 

Furthermore, if wages have gone up 68.7 per cent in the most 
important parts of the world, it is a ‘bing inconceivable, in fact a 
thing impossible, that the price of products should have been 
reduced, excepting by three things: first, improved machinery; 
second, improved methods of production; third, increased number 
of units produced under one management. It is not possible to pay 
higher wages and still sell goods at a less price, unless the redue- 
tion in price is made wholly and exclusively from increased efti- 
ciency in production. If there is not an increased efficiency in 
production the price of the unit of product must go up by exactly 
the same percentage that wages go up. The only possible means of 
further progress for each nation is to raise money wages and to 
raise the price of a day’s work on the farm by increased efficiency 
of the worker, and thus enable its own people to consume al! the 
things that they produce. 


WAGES MAKE MARKETS. 


I want to impress it upon this House that it is not individuals 
that make markets. Itis wages. If the wages in France could be 
raised 5 per cent, she would not need to export one dollar’s worth 


of anything unless she chose to doso. In the making of a tariff 


bill this session we started out to make a tariff with reference to 
the whole world, but it was found after a while that we could not 
make a tariff with reference to any country but our own. There is 
no country but England that makes a tariff with reference to the 
world at large, and England isin as abnormal a condition in econom- 
ics as New York would be were she and Kings County set off and 
made a nation by themselves. : 

New York would then be in the exact economic condition that 
England is in, because England produces only a small fraction of 
the raw products she utilizes. No man ever expresses in this House 
any regret that the prices of every kind of manufactured products 
had depreciated; all the complaint is about the depreciation of the 
prices of agricultural products and of silver bullion. 


WORLD’s PRODUCT OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


The world’s product: 


en OG MN SN ION. 5 cclcanmadsieaanwuel means $137, 000, 000 
Vee Or GRE VON TE DON vene ns nccnensnatnecasumannus 133, 000, 000 
Silver in 1892 coinage would make............... 196, 000, 000 


THE PRODUCT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
COgbO Di ROO ocncis cancaniddaentia ee $33, 000, 000 
Silver in 1892 was 58,000,000 ounces; at 1893 average 
price, 84.37, was worth ....... Dee deawaWedwan ence 49, 000, 000 
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This 58,000,000 ounces silver, lowest price in 1894, 59, 

a isin sn oh mh. Sepa pnettniilalgc ahdintaaaeiaraiaaa $34, 500, 000 
Silver 1892 at coinage value .. .--. ------ -----+- +--+ --+- 75,000, 000 
In 1892 wheat 516,000,000 bushels, at export value, 63. 325, 000, 000 
Iw 1892 corn 1,681,000,000 bushels, at export value, 45... 756, 000, 000 
In 1892 oats 595,000,000 bushels and hundreds of mil- 

lions of dollars in other products. 


Why sacrifice hundreds of millions of agricultural products to 
$31,500,000 silver? Increased efficiency of coin in the last eighty 
years is the equivalent of increased quantity—from $1,000 to 
$13,000,000 in the China trade, and from $1,000 to $10,000,000 from 
New York to St. Louis 

Now, » word about coincd money. The eoin and paper money 
needed is all that the people will carry in their pockets and then 
visible coin to the amount of all that foreign commerce needs. The 


visible gold per capita in Great Britain is 3.71; in Germany it is 
3.72; in this country the visible gold of commerce, to say nothing of 
silver, is 6.29 per capit In Great Britain there is $25 in foreign 
conunerce to every dollar of visible gold; in Germany there is $9 of 
forcign commerce to every dollar of visible gold; in this country 
there is only $2.9 of foreign commerce to every dollar of visible gold. 
Hither England needs instruction in economic methods of commerce 
or we do; we cannot both be right. Three dollars to 1 seems waste- 
ful when #25 to Lis all that England needs. This question of coinage 
isnet a question of the greater or less number of silver dollars. If 
we had free coinage of silver their number would be at once reduced, 
instead of increased, by shipments abroad. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I understand the gentleman to 
take the position that legislation against silver has not reduced 
the value of products? : 

Mr. WALKER. Legislation against silver has stimulated the 
production of every article of commerce in every silver country of 
the world, and those products, coming in competition with ours, 
have, as a secondary effect, reduced the price of products here. 
The demonetization of silver of itself has not reduced the price of 
products by one farthing, excepting in the way indicated. The 
stimulated production and exportation of competing products in 
silvyer-measure-of-value countries, coming in competition with our 
own products, has affected the price of our products. I think that 
answers the question completely. 

Look at Mexico; look at her abundant coinage! And yetshe has 
only # per capita. This is purely a question of what shall be our 
measure of value; not as tothe quantity ef money. Give us free 
coinage to-morrow, and our gold will be a matter of commerce, and 
the value of our silver dollar in products would be less than half. 
We would keep here every dollar that our people require for the 
doing of their business; and that number for which there was no 
ecusomic demand here would go abroad, just as gold goes from 
every country where there is no economic demand fer it. 


[OPENING THE MINTS TO FREE SILVER. 


if our mints were opened to-morrow for the free coinage of silver, 
and if the full cost of the coinage was charged to the silver miners, 
it is a question difficult to answer whether a single silver dollar 
would be coined in twenty years. Mexico charges 4 per cent for 
coinage; we charge nothing. Charge 4 per cent for coinage and 
give us free coinage of silver, and there is not an economist in this 
country or any other who will say that we would coin silver dollars 
in any quantity, simply because we now have all the silver dollars 
that we can possibly use, and we have substituted paper for four- 
fifths of that; paper is so much cheaper and better. 

Au international agreement also would have precisely the same 
effect. Every ounce of silver or gold is potentially present here 
and now in this country and in every other country and at every 
point of commerce, as is every other product subject to the demands 
of commerce. When you take a sample of wheat or flour or silver 
or gold in your hand and show it for sale as the representative of 
one barrel or a million barvels of flour, the flour of the-world, like all 
other things, is potentially present in your hands. 

Mr. OGDEN. What would be the use, then, of further coinage of 
gold? 

Mr. WALKER. Not a bit of use init; and I would oppose as 
determinedly the coinage of gold if it was propesed to coi it as 
you do silver. Iam opposed to this whole business of forcing the 
coinage of either gold or silver. Let the people attend to their own 
coinage business; let us not undertake te force it on them. Our 
enormous coinage for party politics, not an economic demand, is 
costing this country to-day 67 eents a head in indirect taxation to 
carry it, when such taxation need not be one farthing. What I say 
is just as susceptible of mathematieal demonstration as that two 
and two make four. 


GOLD COINAGE, 


The gold coinage in this country from 1862 to 1879 was $555,000,000, 
not a dollar of which went into circulation. Every cent of it was 
simply merchandise. The coinage of a metal does not make it 
money. The store of gold in this country in 1860 was $314,000,000; 
in 1880 it was $800,000,000,. Every dollar of it was kept here because 
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commerce demanded it. We only lest $14,000,000 during that whole 
peried of twenty years, when not a dollar of gold was used for 
money. Why? Such wastheimperiousdemand of the trade of this 
country. Demonetize gold in this country and the case would be 
the same. 

Statistics show that in seventeen years—from 1862 to 1879—there 
had beenaccumulated, even in India, $324,000,000 of gold; how much 
since 1879 I do not know. Itis just so in every silver ‘Measure-of- 
value country. Merchants and commerce and mannfacturing 
know no coinage laws or legal-tender laws. These do not have the 
least real effect. These matters are regulated by the inexorable 
laws of nature, applied to the movements of man, as thoroughly, as 
completely, and as everlastingly as to his physical organization. 

THE PARTING OF SILVER AND GOLD. 

What, then, are the remedies? Now, let me say in reference to this 
question of demonetizing silver that the calamities which have 
come to the world because of the parting of silver and gold can 
not be calenlated by any living man. What hasit done? It has 
embarrassed trade between the gold countries of higher civiliza- 
tion and lower silver-measure countries beyond all calculation, 
hindering trade between this country and Mexico, India, China, 
and all others. To-day every article of commerce costs in every 
silver country just double, nominally, what it would have cost had 
gold and silver been kept together. 

It was not our actions that separated them ; that was done by the 
Democratic party in 1834, when, under the lead of Benton, the 
weight of the gold dollar was reduced 6.19 per cent. The con- 
dition of things named has stimulated the products not only of 
agriculture but of manufacturing in every silver country. In this 
way they have been helped somewhat; but its influence in hinder- 
ing trade is incalculable. It is the simple duty of this country to 
put forth every particle of its power and influence in all practical 
and legitimate ways to devise some scheme of again establishing a 
par of exchange between the silver-measure-of-value countries and 
the gold-measure-of-value countries, and the making of a parity 
between the two metals in trade between these different countries. 

Universal coinage at 154 or 164 to 1 in all the world would have 
what effeet in China and India, Japan and Mexico? It would 
have precisely the same effect as it would in this country if we 
should double the gold in our gold dollar. It would have an effect 
more disastrous than any of us can estimate. 

Do we remember the long agony from 1873 to 1879 when we tried 
and succeeded in bringing our money from 124 per cent discount up 
to par? If I had then had the responsibility I would have depre- 
ciated the value of our gold-dollar coinage to the value of the French 
five-frane piece, eutting it down 5 per cent, and have saved the 
traveling of that long distance and a part of the seven years. 

We appreciate our measure of value 12} per cent. Had we then 
depreciated it by cutting our gold dollar 5 per cent of its weight, 
making it equal to the value of the French 5-frane piece, we would 
have had to travel but 7} per cent, and probably instead of 
those weary six or seven years we might have spanned the gulf in 
from two to four years and done justice more nearly. Every price 
in these silver countries must be cut in two—of realities as well as 
of products—or else we must have our prices doubled. They, not 
we, would suffer most. Their prices will be cut; ours can by no 
possibilities be so much increased. 

Do you know what that means? Weraise—I mean, now, the gold 
countries of the world—80 per cent of all the wheat in the world, 
and don’t you know that the economic law is that the country or 
persons making the most expensive third of a product ‘‘fix the price” 
for all of it? By Appendix Git will be seen the gold countries 
raise 80 per cent of the wheat of the world, and it is as true as 
anything that can not be mathematically demonstrated in this world 
that they make the price of wheat. I have just proved to you that 
it is 6.7 higher in Chicago now than the world’s price in Liverpool. 


THE PRACTICAL REMEDY FOR THE SILVER SITUATION 


But, Mr. Chairman, what is the remedy? I will give you tho 
remedy, and the only one that suggests itself to my mind at this 
time. 

The only practical remedy for the silver situation is to embody 
in the law of all countries the present commercial customs in the 
use of silver money, in both silver and gold measure countries 
(except England), as follows, i. e.: 

1. All countries that now use silver as the “measure of value 
metal” to adopt gold as the international and final domestic meas- 
ure of value at 30 of silver to 1 of gold. 

2. Make silver the domestic legal-tender metal. 

3. Make silver money redeemable in gold. 

4, Withdraw and cancel all silver certificates. 

5. Make paper money redeemable in silver. . 

6. Not to reduce the existing amount of silver coin, and not to 
increase the ratio of silver to gold for ten years, and as much silver 
to be bought and eeined as can be kept in circulation among the 

eople. 
re 7 England to agree to increase her silver coin by £20,000,000, 
nominal value. 















This arrangement will make the utmost use of silver that is prac- 
ticable and establish an unvarying ‘‘par of exchange” between 
countries, which all that has ever yet been accomplished in 
coinage as between countries. 

It does not touch any country now using gold and silver; it only 
embodies in law the present universal practice of the world, mak- 
ing gold the measure, the ultimate not immediate measure of value 
in all silver countries making silver the domestic legal tender, the 
domestic metal, in all countries. 

It would not be recognized by our people as making any change 
whatever. Gold would be immediately paid for all necessary uses 
without any intervention of silver dollars. 

That is the only possible way of securing a par of exchange and 


1s 


not disastrously disturbing the economic conditions of the silver | 


measure of value countries. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ruption? 

Mi. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the last proposition 
of the gentleman it looks towards an agreement in all countries, 
except Great Britain, that the ratio should be fixed at 30 of silver 
to 1 of gold. Now if that agreement can be made, either by way 
of international agreement, on the one hand, or by each country 


making that ratio for itself on the other, I do not see why you had | 
It seems to | 


not just as well make it 16 or 20 of silver to 1 of gold. 
me it would accomplish the same end. 

Mr. WALKER. What I have proposed is not to disturb present 
values by the smallest fraction the world over. Remonetizing at 
164 or 17, or at 154 or 16, will halve the prices and double the debts 
of every person in every silver country. That is why I make these 
suggestions and the onlyreason why. What Ipropose is that every 
country shall keep its own ratio. I would not reduce the ratio by 


the one-millionth part of a fraction of a cent in the United States. | 
Why, Mr. Chairman, who knows but that to-morrow we | 


Why? 
may discover gold mines which will produce gold in such abun- 
dance that we will be in the same cendition as to gold that we are 
now in as to silver? I would not vote, I would burn my hand off 
first, that we should reduce the number of our silver dollars below 
the number of our golddollars. My proposition leaves all countries 
to make their own ratio as between silver and gold, except as to 
international trade. The only thing necessary is to induce silver 
measure of value countries to make gold the international measure 
of value by the law of their respective countries, leaving silver in 
all those countries at its present commercial ratio, or three points 
less, in order not to disturb prices anywhere the world over, and 
not to have the blighting curse on the countries that now use the 
silver measure of value that visited us between the years 1873 and 
1879, only a hundredfold more intense. ‘That is the reason. 

Silver to-day is about 33 or 34 to1. Ifit is made 30 to 1 in silver 
countries you overvalue it three points. Then the silver of each 
country will remain at home. Then if silver appreciates toward 
gold it makes the silver countries richer and atones to them some- 
what for, and restores somewhat also, the losses that we have been 
allowing to fall on them for the last twenty years in this growing 
difference between the two metals. 

Do I make this clear? I do not want to put a hardship on these 
poorer nations. I want to take present conditions, embody them 
into law, and work out of and upfromthem. And let me say here, 
Mr. Chairman, that no agreement of governments, no agreement of 
international conferences, will affect the situation. Ratify your 
treaties to-morrow. Nothing will affect it but the convincing the 


Will the gentleman permit an inter- | 
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judgment of the mercantile and manufacturing world, and this | 


proposition would commend itself to the judgment of every busi- 
ness man. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
same as now? 
Mr. WALKER. Isay it would not affect prices in the smallest 
fraction immediately, or suddenly, but my judgment is that it 
would largely increase the use of silver. One-third of the world is 
using copper, brass, and inferior metals. I believe if we should 
get at a rational solution of this silver question, silver wouid go up; 
and I will touch that point a little later. Silver would go up in 
value, gradually, to somewhere near the old ratios of the world— 
wonld be likely to. 
gold, and the decreased mining of silver, silver and gold would 
come nearer together. But you can never bring them together at 
the old ratio by any vielent or sudden movement, without distress- 
ing either the gold countries beyond endurance, or the silver 
countries beyond endurance. 


Will the gentleman allow me right there? 
Yes; if the gentleman will be short. 
Do yousay, then, that products would remain the 


THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY AT FAULT. 

We tried this undervaluing of gold in 1792 and lost every dollar 
of our gold. In 1834 we depreciated the gold dollar 6} per cent, 
taking that weight of gold out of it, and then we undervalued sil- 
ver, and silver all went out of the country. Now, who is most at 


fault for the present perplexity? Clearly the Democratic party, and 


That isto say, with the increased mining of 


Mr. WALKER. On July 1, 1892, in Senate, on Stewart free co 
| age amendment— 
31 Democrats for and 10 against; majority for ................ 21 
{ Republicans for and 31 against; majority against -... <a 
NENT CS es ws dad one Reta ciann a waew seees calhbins { 
On August 28, 1893, in House, on amendment to bill to repeal the 
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the Democratic party almost wholly are to blame. What tl 
record? I believe that if this country had never passed any laws 
to force the use of silver, we would have had a rational interna 
tional agreement on silver long before silver had gone down below 
the point of 20 to 1. 

L believe that the Democrats are almost wholly responsibl 
this matter. It was the Democratic majority that ‘‘fooled” w 
silver in 1878. On March 24, 1892, this House, by a vote, 130 Dem 
ocrats voting for, and 81 against, voted for the Bland free coinage 
bill, and the Republicans voted 11 for it and 67 against it, ora 
Republican majority of 56 against it. We the country from 
it by 7 majority. 

Mr. PENCE. What vote was that? 

Mr. WALKER. That was the vote of the Democratic party 
this House on a Bland bill for the free coinage of silver. On July 
13, 1892, on the Stewart free coinage amendment, there were 25 
Democratic majority for it, and 51 Republican majority against it 
25 majority against. 

Mr. PENCE. As I understand you, on the vote on the 
free coinage amendment, you are crediting the Republicans 
having defeated it? 

Mr. WALKER. 
it by 23 majority. 

Mr. PENCE. Well, that is rig! 

























































1S 


th 


saved 
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By 51 majority, the Democrats having voted for 


it 


il. 


purchase clause of the silver act of July 14, 1890, to substitute th 
Bland law of 1878— 


112 Democrats for and 103 against; majority for............... 9 
15 Republicans for and 110 against; majority against ......... 95 
Majority against ........ isiekih ipatninahaedi siseaiaielsiatr abate ; 86 

On October, 28, 1893, in Senate, for free coinage amendment— 
23 Democrats for and 21 against; majority for.............-.-... 2 
10 Republicans for and 27 against; majority against .......... Li 
EES DID 6 dc dice tania nnick ens Hetinnennnnaiana 15 


Silver has touched 59.4 under Bland law (46 cents in dol 


aa a ae ea a ee ae ta £4, 353, 29 
Under law repealed it would have been (100 cents in 

OD eo Snadlencdadtens eitiidibdicn i dwamnee cml Slit aa acagh kiko 2, 673, 008 

AN UL UN i ca a aca ake is tin cs ced didi 1, 68 ") 

ee insta shaisenetinen atid delcnadia tinal a aghhe oe: ae megan ae 20, 163, 480 


IN FIFTY-THIRD CONGRI 


On March 1, 1894, in House, on Bland coinage of seicniorage bill 


139 Democrats for and 19 against; majority for.......... 120 
10 Populists for and 0 against; majority for...............-... I 
19 Republicans for and 80 against; majority against .......... 61 
Majority SUR es fb ales KS oe a thee ade ae ewn bY 
On March 15, 1894, in Senate, on Bland coinage of seigniorage bill ‘ 
31 Democrats for and 10 against; majority for ................ 21 
3 Populists for and 0 against; majority for...................- 
12 Republicans for and 23 against; majority against .........-. 11 
IN So del ain Hea eho ed dent dbesedianena as 13 
Mr. PENCE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. WALKER. How much time have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty minutes left? 
Mr. WALKER. I can only yield for a moment. 
Mr. PENCE. I understand now that your claim is that if it had 


not been for the votes of the Republicans free coinage might have 
been accomplished. 

Mr. COGSWELL. No; you do not claim that. 

Mr. WALKER. I want to say that, in my judgment, if it had not 
been for the action of the Democratic party in this country we 
would have had the free coinage of silver here and the world over, 
if it had been within the limit of possibility. Certainly silver 
never would have been depreciated to its present condition. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

That is my point exactly. It is wholly, in my judgment, because 
this country has not determinedly and absolutely said to England, 
Germany, and France, ‘We are not interested in silver one cent where 
you are interested a thousand, and that vou, not us, must take care 
of it.” Ifwe had taken that position from the first, in 1878, when 
it was down only to 92 cents, we would have had freecoinage of sil- 
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ver if it was possible, and saved this whole silver imbroglio, That 
is the point I have been making from the beginning up to the pres- 
ent time when silver has touched 59.4. 

As I have shown, the Democratic party, by its majority, answered 
President Cleveland’s demand that the purchasing clause of the law 
of July 14, 1890, should be repealed by reenacting, as far as their 
action could do 80, the Bland system, and coining every year $20,- 
163,480 more 47-cent silver dollars than we were issuing silver cer- 
tificates for, under the Sherman bill, with 100 cents worth of silver 
behind every one of them on the day they were issued. 


THE REPUBLICAN POSITION, 


The Republicans yield not one whit of preeminence to the Demo- 
crate in their determination to secure again the double standard or 
in their determination to secure the free coinage of silver, if it can 
possibly be safely done [applause], and not otherwise. 

Mr. PENCE. Except by voting for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALKER. Except by voting for it! Ah! They refused to 
vote to defeat it. As the Populists and the Democrats have been 
voting by immense majorities in this House to defeat it ever since 
1878, and they only are responsible. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. WALKER. No; I can not yield any further. This was my 
position all through the Fifty-first Congress, and I want to say that 
the clearest-headed free-coinage-of-silver men of that House be- 
lieved that I was right then, as I believed I was, and in the light of 
subsequent events I am sure of it. The course of silver has been 
exactly what I told them it would be if we engaged in their pro- 
posed legislation and put this country in the position of taking hold 
of a battle which was Europe's battle. The manisalways “dumped” 
when he “ goes before he is sent,” as is any country that goes before it 
is sent. It was not our fight; but the Democratic party has made it 
our fight and against the determined protest of the Republican party, 
and they are responsible for the position of silver; wholly so in this 
country, as compared with the Republicans. 

But the Republicans are determined that this country shall not 
throw away the advantages of its position to secure party advan- 
tage. I ask the Democrats to forget party for once and to unite 
with us to induce European nations to come up to their highest 
interests as wellas our own on this silver question. Had that been 
done since 1878, instead of passing the Bland bill, all hope of enact- 
ing a bill for the free coinage of silver would not have vanished 
forever, as I fear it has at the old ratio. 

The country owes to the Democratic party the fact that silver has 
depreciated so disastrously by putting this country in the position 
of attempting to do alone that which all might do, but that which 
no one could do alone. We will go to the people on a platform that 
will permit the utmost liberty for a broad settlement of this ques- 
tion and all others; and I ask the clerk to read what my suggestion 
of a platform is for the Republican party. No other Republican is 
responsible for it or ever had a hint of it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Has the gentleman from Maine retired? 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman from Maine has retired, and I 
hold the floor now. [Laughter.] 

The clerk read as follows: 


PROPOSED REPUBLICAN PLATFORM, 


We propose for the platform for 1896 these few sentences : 

We hesebe declare that each coined or paper dollar, paid to the farmer for his 
products, to the wage-worker for his labor, and to all others, shall be kept at a 
parity with every other dollar. 

That, as enforced idJeness is the most odious and crue) of all taxation, and the 
right of defense against it, in an op vortunity to earn one’s daily bread by self- 
respecting, honest toil, is an inaliena ‘A right and fundamental to all other rights 
and to all progress in civilization, the power and duty of securing a right to 
work, and of an honest dollar to each citizen, is a duty devolving on the legisla- 
tive power of the United States in its fiscal legislation. 

We hereby call upon every citizen, North, South, East, and West, to rally 
under the flag of our common country to preserve an honest dollar, and to secure 
a fair day's pay, for a fair day's work to every citizen, in the American system of 
protection, as indispensable to the welfare of the farmers and wage-workers of 
the country, and all other questions being subsidiary to these two. 

We hereby relegate the decision of all other questions to the respective Con- 
gressional districts in the States. 


Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WALKER. No, I can not. 

Mr. Chairman, in the fight for State rights and in the intense 
opposition to the election laws the Democratic party has needlessly 
wiped them from the statute books. I believe they were mistaken 
in doing it; but whether mistaken or not, ‘‘that issue is laid.” It 
stands now where the issue of the removal of the troops from the 
South in 1877 by President Hayes stands. Those issues as national 
issues are dead past resurrection. We will fight the battle, in my 
judgment, in 1896 on the issues which I have presented here, and by 
that token we will conquer. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PENCE. Now the gentleman has time to answer a question. 

Mr. WALKER. I have tinished my speech. 

Mr. PENCE. May I ask theChairman how much time the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts has left? 
Mr. WALKER. 


Ihave not any. I have yielded the floor, 
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APPENDIX A. 
Farm products and oil—exporte of 1893, 


(Calendar year.] 


Decrease in value— 
From aver. 
age of last 
live years. 


From 1892, 












Cattle .......ceeccrccccccccncccccccccrecccccscccscccecs | $4, 103, 826 | $12, 411. 472 
Eee tllvicn'ss kewsinstatendenneeshstnayensauaseetveenan | 8,711,212 | 14 4811 3]9 
is bathankiscndesbidenatasobawiakiensvessxe tavioe 43, 923,855 | 12) 957) 535 
iia bicsen.sd ouiiselss nadaltnmianeialdience Oemcaaewaceedie’ 1, 706, 642 1. 408) 337 
WR ated, db ace Suiadssoswnaus'chinkeek ooh aaaccenas | 1,696,016 | 9’ 219 412 
55, 201, 55 43, 478. O74 

Mineral oils: we + 
Nh So de eal cteneh pesteeécsenseabanes 1, 670, 572 729. 568 
a a le 4, 972, 834 128. 206 

Ey NE oi n5s 56Kbp an endibdeokbnowes eatvebuennas | 2, 347, 107 1, 695; 551 


j 


64, 192,064 | 46, 031, 399 


APPENDIX B. 
British imports of wheat. 





| Three | I en 
| months, 1894. mie 


| 


i 
= 
} 








United States: Bushels. Bushels 
Atlantic ports ...... posdtahkepeenachedenasnes caceae | 6, 023,249 | 10, 436, 864 
PD POU vin dnwscnnnteccsennsasyeusceduepessnens | 3,196,159 | 6, 299, 324 

eens Troma Tkted Beaten vviccccccnccsccsccccces | 9, 219, 408 | 16, 736, 188 
| meee 

Other countries: | 
Psi tr bk eben sdAsends bencbecusecvuéccenceecensiee 782, 809 | 226, 085 
Pn SURED 0040 chs stmesbusedtisesesessence 1, 206, 162 | 455, 997 
Renin daa cane keels pail ional ‘(iene hee 8,611,210 | 1,309, 102 
acrtssehahessetesgwehese baakapbicesées sconens 5,842,250 | 3, 039, 254 
EE OES: 897, 226 

Total from other countries .......ccccccccccccece 12 339, 657 |} 5 574, 334 
ON BNE ich s tal ay sdk, di venvieeen ays 21, 559, 065 | 2 310, 522 


APPENDIX C. 
There was 144 percent more cotton raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 55 per 
cent more exported. 
There was 301 per cent more wheat raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 145 per 
cent more experted. 
There was 96 per cent more corn raised in 1892 than in 1873, and only 41 per 
cent more exported. 
Range of wheat exports by us in fifteen years was as follows: es 
Sushels. 


Exports of wheat into Great Britain in 1881 were..............+--+-+-- 82, 550, 000 
Exports of wheat into Great Britain in 1891 were.............-.---.-.-- 29, 820, 000 
OE OE GUNES sik Se 5 ve cr eanbeSWonrureviccccsoccde ctcdenes §2, 730, 000 


Per capita product in bushels and pounds. 











| | 
| 1873 1892. | Increase. 
; — be Pa 
Wheat ..ccccccccccccccccccccsesscccsccccs | 6.7 9.4 2.7 or 40 per cent. 
COMM ...2.-ccccccccccsccccccccenccscccecs 22.4 31.7 9.3 or 41 per cent. 
Oats...... Rsenderepencupupeshbscsansewales | 665] 10.2 3.7 or 56 per cent. 
DOR. scccciocovcisedndsicss sécndeel 35. 6 51.3 15.7 or 44 per cent. 
NOE ivi ncdnnkevnsecitinnnd ivdtnsssxons | 44 69.3 |, 25.3 or 57.7 per cent. 
| | | 








APPENDIX D. 
World's supply of cotton in bales of 400 pounds each. 


{From ‘'Cotton Movement and Fluctuations," Latham, Alexander & Co., bank- 
ers and cotton commission merchants, New York.] 


Crops. 





Supply of | 


| Imports of 


Years. United 











. other coun- | Totalcrop. | °°ton. 

States. triga. 

Bales. Bales. Bales. Bales. 
1G8O~"7O .ccccccce eeevevecs 3, 431, 000 2, 113, 000 | 5, 544, 000 2, 492 
RIED csc sRicvetiacesdvess 4, 283, 000 2,083,000 | 6, 366, 000 11, 064 
BITO~ "00 2 co cccccvecceccccses 6, 556, 000 1, 894, 000 | 8, 450, 000 8, 869 
BENE OS vdococccoccescnsucs 6, 420, 000 2, 007, 000 | 8, 427, 000 12, 789 
1892-03 ......... evcoccee ee 8, 044, 000 2, 600,000 | 10, 644, 000 108, 420 

| } 
*In 1871. 


APPENDIX E. 
Statement of Hon. H. M. Teller, Senator from the State of Colorado, Monday, 
January 27, 1890. 
I believe the present fall in prices in this pomamey which have been continnous, 
as we all know, since 1873, is to be largely attributed to our treatment of the 
silver question. I am free to say it is not caused by increased production. 











1894. 
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Mr. WALKER. Would it not have the same effect you are seeking, that is, the 
de pprec iation of the gold dollar, by putting less gold in a dollar? That would 
raise the prices; that is, nominally. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘ertainly ; I have not any doubt aboutthat. 
money in circulation it would raise prices probably. I say{that silver has not 
depreciated, becauseI say that compared with commodities it will buy more com- 
modities to- day than it would fifteen years ago, when it stood at 154. 

Mr. WALKER. Do you believe there ever was a time when the country has 
grown more rapidly in wealth than in the last five years? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that. For five years we have 
prosperous, I admit. 

Mr. WALKER. And that during that time the most important advances have 
been made? 

Mr. TELLER. It is true we have had prosperity. I do not deny it. 

Mr. WALKER. You spoke of gold not being money enough to do the business 
of the world. Is not the exchange of money for products of any kind more 
apparent than real? Is not it a fact that in the exc hanges for products it is 
therefore immaterial what is the standard of value so that it is uniform and con- 
tinues so? That is to say, if a product is exchanged for a product, and not 
money or product, is not the use of coin more apparent than real? 

Mr. TELLER. Undoubtedly. The great business of the country is not done by 
payment of money from hand to hand. 

Mr. WALKER. It is product for product? 

Mr. TELLER. It is virtually oootus +t for product, but it is done by the exchange 
of the monetary system. 


And if you put more 


been very 


APPENDIX G. 


Approximate statement of the world's wheat crop in 1892. 


September 23, 1893, page 1668. Figures furnished by 
the Secretary of Agricu ture.] 


(Congressional Record, 














Gold countries. Crop of 1892. i] Gold countries. Crop of 1892. 
1} 
Bushels. i} Bushels. 
United States.......... GEE AR, G06 Ti BOER 6 nics cccoccdcccss *78, — 520 
I cis cecensedscnci 29, 690, 129 | DWOGED cicccscccecsese 14, 559, 863 
MARINODR. ceccdcceccocss 14, 909, 420 || Norway........-...... vale 608 
DEE eisanvccecewoned #47, 123, 526 |; Switzerland ........... *3, 300, 864 
Hungary .....-ccccccce- 138, 223, 680 I Turkey in Europe..... *24, 756, 480 
GIRTON 2 oc ccc cesses 20, 748,362 || Asia Minor.......... *37, 134, 720 
PINE oc caceconescecs 6, Be, Ce rs ce ccccenceccece #18 567, 360 
I cick chy ssasteoinus 810, 037, 795 || Algeria................ 19, 398, 797 
GePMARY 2.0 scscccocsees *100, 057, 440 |} Cape Colony........... 2, 813, 460 
Great Britain and Ire- [0 *8, 252, 160 
ME vocvcccssccesscecs 62, 621,756 || Australia ............. 37, 096, 2 
MEA. 5 iscsviguasoads *3, 972, 500 || Syria...............--. 412) 378, 240 
BEE sidinesecesunencnved $115, 676,431 || Argentine Republic 
Netherlands............ *5, 675, 000 OS CE cosy cccnce *47, 549, 418 
Portugal ............... *6, 100, 625 || 
I cn ncdeus¥eues "59, 828, 160 |; Mithida wenatee | 1,734, 719, 519 
GEPUM Kase rccvevaciees *4,951, 296 || 78 yy per cent. 
Silver countries. q Crop of 1892, 2. || Doubtful countries. | Crop of 1892. 
| Bushels. || | Bushels. 
TREIR..ccccccccccescoees 203, 168,000 || Russia ................ 241, 578, 934 
SO vc binenssivceces eS eee | 24, 440, 446 
BOM vcteccssseses 217, 025, 802 | ee 266, 019, 380 
Sfp pereent. i| | 12 per cent. 
*U Tnofficial. tPreliminary. 


Nations whose mints are open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver: 


Bolivia. Chile. 
Columbia. 


1ina are now closed. 


Mexico. Ecuador. 
Peru. Japan. 
Those of India and C 


APPENDIX H. 
Price per bushel of wheat, and per ounce of sitver, in London. 


1894, and Director of the Mint.] 


[Whitaker's Almanac, 





| Price | of 








Price of | Price of | of wheat in 
wheat. silver. | grains of 
| | silver. 
see see . — | — i 
1785 to 1789 Ved cpedeetenbeds Cehabhunsquecteene kbs $2.57 $1. 392 886. 65 
a bo Sh ei hbenheutesutensnsteneseqoneduatanee : a > = 904. 64 
int ncudeddén aueeheedeuews édestanecesus ‘ 82 ). § 

Be OD Bein ccccccwcccs ccscccec cocccccesosoccesse | 1.50 1. 338 
FOOD CO WFO a ccwcsccccne ccecevccccewccsccccssosese | 1. 36 | 1.311 | 
Eos: a: scnstilncthinenstnaiadaies | ue7 {| 1.307| 576.19 
EE.) ii cod sd Visa cctlaeuuhenide sabe 1. 69 | 1. 340 605. 02 
1856 to 1860 SPOT TTT TTT TTT CT TTT TTT TTT Te 1. 65 | 1. 350 585. 75 
1861 to 1865 b oe 6e Sd sucess cocecasooetsceseseecncees 1. 43 | 1. 341 501. 93 
Ei n0tée0Gbdbne cen Gaceensnwatendednadentul 1. 66 | 1. 329 599. 26 
A onc c cincidd cncndéccedecadacastuacoans | 1, 66 1, 294 615. 86 
andes bdGenbccedddesedecacnnwiasvens 1,44 1. 155 599. 04 
a oe oe ce cccececcceccccencesencccasesaceecs 1.21 | 1.112 521.51 
FED OO Bee ce cccccccccecs cecnceseuscoesccoseces es. - 95 . 978 466. 45 
PE eat ccacikinetceves~vinccumedbemnan .93 . 929 480. 81 


The price of wheat in — fell 38 per cent from the years 187i to 1875 to the 
years 1891 and 1892, and only 20.8 per cent in the price of silver. 

The claim is that its price does not fall ‘‘in silver. 

If this proves that silver has fallen 20.3 per cent, it also proves that gold has 
fallen 38 per cent. 
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APPENDIX I. 
[Senate Report 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 1, page 13.] 


Wagesin gold. 


| Av erage | 





: | Average 
, according) In grains ai according In grains 
Year. toim- | of gold. Year. toim-- of gold. 
portance. portance. 

Wiens a?) 111.1 
i ssc caena 79.9} 18.54 || 1867............... 121.8 
a 84.1 | 19.5 Pe erccetecwnnen 119.1 
ae 83.0} 19.26 || 1869....... 123.5 } 
SEs anvvcesesesaes 83.2 | 19. 30 || 1870....... 136.9 } 
Dadhexcnnevenes 85.7 } 19, 88 ei ikexates 150. 3 
Pbecetadeéncdowes 89.1 } de eo ree 153.2 } 
Dcsneckensaceen 91.8 } 21.18 re 147.4 | 
|| eee j 90 Oi inacsienaenes 145. 9 | 
De cctonnwens 21. 00 Ete Ssareetan 140.4 } 
Peeks vewsnadeneeuua | 21.09 || 1876....... 134.2 } 
BEE ataccceskceeues SR. BO Tt BOF ea cccccesee 135. 4 
Dessceucadaus 21.30 Ri aewa de 139.0 | 
DLs wédusndoradals 21. 62 1879 139. 4 | 
OO ee 22. 2 DN dundiaadad 143.0 |} 
Dnveaieenvinwenns ee 150.7 } 
rn anticuouanie ee ire 152.9 | 
Rcceansanmanaeiaas De hiedddduatenee 159. 2 | 
Piscésecudcéedess 1884. . 155 1) 
WP ccccccucccsccces a 55.9 } 
Ss ai aueeeteee i idide 55.8 | 
eGResancvcssdceseus | ee 156. 6 | 
SE. icuasnaunuied sx MC tacgeswses 157.9 | 
Pe ckéawekeasuen ¢ a 162.9 } 37.79 
bibs vécnnndaneses 2 1890 168. 2 | 39. 02 
DE danbad cc cennnie 15. 94 Ptictisntesawdes 168. 6 39.12 

In 1891 each worker received 104.39 per cent more in grains of gold than he did 
in 1840; 68.6 per cent more than in 1860; 14.5 per cent more than in 1873 

APPENDIX J. 
Average monthly price of silver and wheat,in Chicago. 
Equivalent 
value of a Price of Price of 








a fine ounce wheat, wheat in 
Monthe. with ex cash, No.2! grains of 
changeatpar| spring. silver 
($4.8665). 
1893 
BN bes cnnudese nwutedeendsenccedes $0. 84026 $0. 74.5 3 
DED diceetecnesasecuvdcaccnady 84080 . 74.3 9 
DD nduncatesacasdasdeonnnsacees ‘ ; 83537 | at | e 
ED co cisdemuutniuantbdaacdaanaddameaader 83361 72.5 | 3 
MD bdeancdccensedincdnsdneueonneues 83451 . 70.0 5.0 
Mubiadedidsevduweaccavcsessendeesde 81719 65. 2 5. 5 
CN hecb std ogncuidtdncadcdcenscnees 72471 . 68.3 | 3. 2 
inchs coscudtnadionemacdegadtwaben . 74409 -61.1 | -9 
OCOD ecsi vec cesdudasssees nnvennne 74799 . 66.9 4 
PE « oc cadeenscesUbacsteusnvecess 73672 . 63.4 | .0 
IY sccaeluelanedertubinta nan yaeumiadiate 70673 | -61.0 | 7 
ER hciccdkien nck wottisicvdewanenbdadwe 70180 - 62.0 | .7 
| 
1894, 
SE cs vnandtivusaancucadauscesdecuune . 68743 . 62.0 329. 8 
NGOS 6ditcncnisacpis tnnsddteuausennns . 63941 58. 0 281.9 
EE da ddbaduedénedudduksdi emenbethemainni . 59814 - 58.0 268. 5 
DEE se eicdiaweteanisian seucuseds 63138 . 60.0 292. 8 
FES Weinnanss crcdcsaieantectasentonevvedunn GE foc cccccesucslecseses 
MINT BUREAU, June 5, 1894. 
APPENDIX K., 
Coin price of cotton: Upland middle, April, in New York. 
[Senate Report 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, page 11.] 
Price in Average Price in Aven e 
Year Price. | grains of price tor Year. Price. | grains of price for 
silver. | 5 years. silver. | 5 years. 
! 
1840 8.5 31.45 Bp acidiek ais 14.5 53. 65 
1841 10 =| 37 1858 ....... 11.8 3. 66 11.6 
Os 7.4 7.0 Pi ccscacs 12.5 46.25 |§ 
1843 5. 8 1860 11 | 11. 
1644 ....... 7.8 a 13 } 
1845 7 « 1881 10.7 
eee | 7.8 RS oie 12.1 | 11.6 
1B47 ....000 } 11.4 7.8 ||1883 ....... 10.6 | 
BT. cceews | 6.8 1884 11.5 
TO. . cace 6.9 ee 11.1 | 
WOOO scocces | 12.2 MN xesuees 9. 2 | 
1851 11.3 oe 10.6 | 10,2 
1852 8 10. Se cnsceme | 9.8 
a 10.5 Te | 10.2 
IBGE . .cccse 9.5 eee } 11.5 . 
1855 ....... 9 41, @ [1088 --<000 | 98] 10.6 
DE cianaae 10.4 . | 
| 


*The prodnet tion of cotton was so disturbed by the civil war that its price from 
1861 to 1879 is of no economic value. 
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| 


| 


a | 


[Senate re 4,1 econd Congress, sec page 61.] 
In grains | , io In grain 
oa J ot lean Year Price. | of silvel 
NR osc ennneabe 1.43 529 
1841 48 | 77.0 1 1007 cc cccccew****} 1. 56 577, 2 
184 0 NGF eRiwes vn ssvendns | = *41, 86 | 508, 2 
f { 50 | 185.0 18690 odweenesws *,78 | 288.6 
: 344 : 60 | £22. 0 || 1970........< teem * 65 240.5 
t 1846 ae CYT eer 1.10 407.0 
1446 TS | "1, 07 395.9 
1867 60 222. 0 1873... of 06 |} 392.2 
1848 14.5 a, ae 1. 0% 387. i 
1840 0. 4 ea 4 163. 
t 1860 ‘ ) SS eee 97 402. 5 
chy i 65 SR FB once ccsntvenese 89 356.0 
a . 60 S9B6 1) 160B oie cccccevcece 92 383. 6 
eh 1 70 260.0 |] 1870.......00.-... 1.00 428.0 
dee ! 1.12 SS Se ee sa 1.16 486. 0 
1 is 1.45 630.5 || 1881.......... | 1.01 426, 2 
se 18 1, 60 602.0 || 1882.......000.... 1.36 575.3 
ke 1 1.20 oe | a 1.09 471.9 
5, 18 ) GEO HGR ioc cw ccwce veces 8 | 413.7 
2 1850 1.31 OD Fh Bier ccedneerses | 81 365, 3 
a. 1800 nn 1.15 eS Biv cccccccoedens | . 83 400, 9 
i 126% ; 1.05 Ie BN sires ow swetrnes 81 | 396, 9 
is} 186 68 BS Bi icc co seweses 1 | 413.9 
a Ls} B4 10,8 a on 1. 01 518. 1 
ae 1864 61 5.7 Beis cectdevesce 73 358, 0 
< 1865 : ' 78 SOG TREE ss. co ccoweeses 1.05 510, 3 
iy | 
we “No. 2 spring. 
; 
APpPpEenbDix LL. 
Commercial price of wheat in Chicago, lese hauling and freight to Chieago. 
Equivalent to canal rates from Buffalo to Chicago. | 
Hauling| Net || | Hauling| Net 
Year Price and | price to | Yoar Price. and price to 
freight feuntr. i} freight. | farmer. 
| ae RENE. PORES F 
1862 0. 68 #0. 20 $0.48 || 1877 ....-+} $0.89 $0. 11 $0. 78 
1863 84 | 19 | . 65 1878 .cewes 92 08 . 84 
N64 61 18 .43 || 1870 .. 66. 1, 00 12 88 
cask 78 | i . 61 |} 1880 ...... L 2,38 .09 1. 07 
PS scce0s } 1.48 .16 1,27 |} 1881 ...... } LOL] .07 4 
1867 |} 1.56} 17 | 1.39 || 1882 ...... i 1,36 | . 08 1, 2 
1808 ‘ 1. 36 | .16 1. 20 |/-1883 -°---- ; 1,00 . 06.5 1. 02.5 
1860 | 78 .16 62 |} 1884....... . 96 | . 05, 5 . 90.5 
1870...-...| .68 .14 -61 || 1885... .81| .06 75 
; [ri sccnns | oe 14 .96 || 1886.....-. . 83 | . 06.5 . 76.5 
; 72 1. 07 | 14 1. 03 Ih 188% ..cews —~ .07 74 
1. 06 | 138 93 |} 1888-...00- 8 “04, 5 76.5 
Is74 1.03 | ell o OB 8 AGS cocccs | 1.01 96 
: . 84 | eT 73 || 1890 ...... | .98 “Od 74 
& iS76 97 | 10 | 87 |} 1801. .000e | 1.05 | . 5h. 5 1.00 
: | 
op ay 
APPENDIX M. 
/ Price of corn in Chicago in coin. 
{Senate Report 1294, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volumo 2, page 9.] 
ve grains s | ; | r 
‘ aE. Year Price. mE Year | Price. | i grains 
i } 
mT | | | 
190i cccocvcodee | $0. 38 240.6 FB 20GB wccwccencdvesd $0. 20 111.0 
1h. ccuwceccs 28 103. 6 867 - 62 229. 4 
ON cope eysenvwees 27 | 99.9 .57 210.9 
1843 Bl 114.7 37 136. 9 
1844 seul 43 | 159.1 . 64 236, 8 
1845 e . 35 120. 5 .47 73.9 
SE oc 65s eguaneeees | 25 92.5 . 4 125. 8 
ne 25 | 92.5 28 103. 6 
Wea cestene 30 | 111.0 .55 206. 8 
SOE. acess doneevees | 53 196. 1 - 60 225. 0 
1850 25 92.5 41 170.1 
EE: cnsendonmenend | .28 103. 6 . 89 156. 0 
18 » | 33 | 123.1 | 41 170.9 
IDES: ciccedbomeneee 26) 861183 3 132. 6 
MEA ncuccmeereks | .43 159. 1 35 146. 6 
Rin snetaqudice } 54 | 199.8 38 160. 3 
1856 ee .40 148, 0 . 67 288. 4 
1857. . . 36 188. 2 - 54 233. 8 
1858 | .85 | 129. 5 .53 228. 4 
LOBBS.. .ccccceee 68 | 261.6 .40 180, 4 
eC kese becteccovccs 43 | 159. 1 . 6 170. 8 
SOURS ckbdda nee cocece 28 | 103. 6 7 - 88 186. 2 
Elles 19} 70.8 |] 1888....cesccaceee 62 265.7 
lO ee ccseesccouese ' . 36 | OS A I ce tte 85 179.5 
Mtr scaciuatesaes OUT | BORO T BRONs ecrcascecers- 29 188. 1 
SNOB ico scinchonca 04) 296.8 |) 2081 sock. ccs : OT 325. 6 
| { Lccciinailesiensi 
‘ai secs tsinipisaniin aaa tata deiiiamneihitensedll tinier cenmashininiinaiiicieeM ii md 








| 
| 
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APPENDIX N. 


Average prices of nine staple agricultural products in coin, 1860-1897. 


[Senate report 1304, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 1. na 6110.) 


| 
In grains 


Yoar. Price. | of silver Year. 

















ee 100 70. € ld aa a hak a 91.9 oBL.4 
Sa 104, 2 385. 5 DOU v's on cdvouvewsus 16.5 26.0 
Dts ecdsnssetbues 172, 4 697. 8 BOTO i cceucdovewcees 89.7 74.0 
ee 170.3 | GR TT F WIC. ccccevececsve 91.1 39.9 
Se eee 243.7 A 2 ee 102, 9 431.2 
re | 97.3 270.0 || TRB . 117.1 194, 2 
as 132. 5 OE 8 I i ccenereceoces 120, 3 508. 8 
ti teeen~ec seul | 135. 1 499, 8 | AEE 102, 0 441.7 
nn ee ee 129.3 | GGG |) TODD. cc cvcceceuvees | 100.8 434, 4 
errr i 120.9 446.4 ISGP tv cocswevevcves 87.9 106, 4 
eS ia 107.7 | S08, 6 Te tire eocosoeevoes 87.5 422, 4 
_ See ee 116. 3 | GBS Hh WOOF 6. oc dcncceswvewe 89. 6 439. 0 
San ine did eenlb aban 113.7 42 ee. 93, 6 478.3 
Sis asbegceernances 106. 0 392, ¢ 1889 86.5 443.7 
Dic nnkeneswa s 123.5 464 1880 93.7 430.0 
Se 116 140 De hecvavemeewineby 08. 4 $58.2 
APPENDIX O 
Price of hogs (live weight), fair to good packing, in Cincinnati, in coin. 








[Senate report, 1394, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, page 27. 
onat | grai 

Yea Price. |TeMivar|| Your. | Price. | Tr Sins 

i etd ducts eens Daisies 77 $5. 60 

errr. | 93 Pb 6ucetecccccevs 5. 04 

BOER... ode vccccc cues | 2 BOO) ccc estrecccuws 6. 04 | 

Si ccveneseicveee 2. BOOP ccdactecs cave 6.75 | 

a 2. SE sid gacechcumeiel 7. 23 | 

a 3. UP stieh sadwues } 5.74 

eee 23! SING vilidaws ceca 3.78 

UR a cea al | re BY Gein ks aire 4,90 | 

I phe viii «5040 2. Ra 2c eeu 5. 26 | 

BS oh ence 2. BR oui es oc Saas 6.96 | 

PE cievctetne<oed | 3. a } 7.35 | 

eee eee | 3 Bee T eh csetsavcces ‘ 4. 90 

PE pwewevnnesccecs | 5. i iewwnerewueewwed 3.70 

ees cath airetence i 5 il eal 3.80 | 

Stine, hae ative | 4.0 a ita haa ds | 4, 45 5 

SR ictntshehivesce ss | 4. RE ceviat wbivene cual 5. 60 2 

SE capgtemssns cece 4.6 AT | 6. 85 2, 897.5 

i tewetieiwnekeas | 6. tl la GE, 7.35 8, 182.5 

i. -dcvankaoweal 4.6 a } 6.50} 2 801.5 

ee ae 6.5 ita a 4.35] 1,961.8 

Feb ecesteneoes cece | 5. EE 4, 25 2 052.7 

Sv cunedteanesees | 4.8 eee | 5. 60 2,744 

oa eh ecekabene 2. RES are | 5. 50 2,810. 5 

a ee | 2. BOOP sessweaccwawns 4. 80 2, 462. 4 

I aa ig aes | 3. Sa weeat aucuasban 4, 25 1, 95 

IOS. ecuventevcues 6. i eatirecceodinn 4.75 | 2, 








PPENDIX P, 
Price per 100 pounds of meat (beeves, live weight) tn Chicago, in coin, 


[Senate Report 1394, nan Congress, second session, volume 2, page 26.] 


Yea Price a In gr ains Tine Price. | In grains 
| of silver. | of silvet 
a a ae 
aaa | ‘ | | 
dc coueeaekan $4.00} 1,480.0 || 1866............... | $2.89] 1,069 
SOME < . cduh anginal HOST BO. 01) 10 <cceveccccccses 8.96} 1,465. 
a ois omendakan *3.00 | 1,110.0 || 1868......... aba 8.02} 1,117. 
INS Sh tGtk ta eee *3.08 | 1,189.6 || 1869............ be 8.91 1, 446, 
Bhan c ccoccueusuan 8. 00 1,110.0 87 4.25 1, 672. 
ee ee *3.50 | 1,395.0 | 8.92 1, 860. 
TG cc ccscedveee a *3.00 | 1,110.0 | 3. 79 1, 402, 
en 2. 50 925. 0 || 4,02 1, 487. 
RE aa 3.75 4, 2 1, 609. 





WBowosooocacorrnw- 22 Be OF ~2 im BO oS 





2.25 8 3.93] 1,609 
8. 25 »2 5 || 187 3. 92 1, 626. 
4.00 | 1,480.0 || 1877......-..--000 | 4.28} 1,712. 
SHG] 1, F765 Il WSTB...cccccccccce 3.92] 1,634. 
8.00 | 1,110.0 || T879....cccccc cee 4.25 1, 519. 
3.75 | 1,387.5 || 1880..... Mibeaunens 4.00} 1,676. 
3.50] 1,295 0 || ae 5.00} 2,110. 
4.25 | 1,579.6 || 1882............... 6.25} 2,643. 
3.87 | 1,431.9 ST  stsuhinthawane 5.2 2, 273. 
2. 50 SO Ws vcscceuscesud 4.7 2, 047. 
4.00 | 1,480.0 || 1885......0000-00 4.2 1, 916.7 
3.50 | 1,206.0 |] 1886... .cccane coe. 8.50 J, 090. § 
O95- | 3,00R-S- 8 200 ewwccsivewrsvess 8. 50 , 715. 
2.55 | 1,431.9 || 1888... .cscececcee. 8.7 1, 890. 7 
3.06} 1,182.2 is wenbgiuniedalins we 8.00} 3,639.0 
1.97 721.9 ) SIT chicecoitiehe Setnilaegte 8.25 | 1,401.7 
2.75 | 1,017.5 | Mbccdhoveduancite 8.76} 1,822.5 
| 





* Estimated. 
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APPENDIX Q 
Price per 100 7 mends of tobacco (leaf goo n Oincinnati in coin. 

Senate report, 1304, Fifty-second Congress, second session, volume 2, page 45.] 

In grains In grains 

Year Price of Year. Price. | of 
silver. silver. 

| “2 
.. Jcasducdcauess $11.83 | 4377. BOTO. cccccvccovceve 8560. 0 
TE ddedddnecsaoeks 13. 00 | 4810.0 i tetein: iatatdee wiadiatend 1.0 
RE cctrecnansncden 10. 00 | 3700. 0 Dntécnnechetwens 7.0 
Se cas aie ars 38.00 | 4810.0 ll 1888... ...ccccccces 17.5 
a eres 10. 00 | 8700. 0 a 9093, 0 
SE ticadédnebdinks 3.00 | 4800.0 || 1884............2.. 35. 5 
1871 . 12.00 | 4440.0 || 1885............--- 6990. 5 
REE ncddencsaeweees 18. 00 6660.0 || 1886 a 6279. 0 
SENOS sctadesdvensuue 18, 25 6752.5 || 1887........ 4410.0 
1874 18. ( 6768. 0 BOOEs 0 dacedacucsave 9709. 0 
BIND 50 send kekweeuen 23. 00 “A eer 10773. ( 
1876 hs cas encatinieiiniaed 19. 00 7885. 0 Dh dtcetnewennedl 8262. 0 
TT 6 3 askeutementat 17. 00 6800. 0 Wlcccsstnewmnaad } 9011. 0 
ee 14, 25 5942. 2 

APPENDIX R. 
Price of coffee (Rio, fair) in New York, in coin. 


[Senate Report 13M, 





[Senate 


Report, 


Year. 


1865.... 


_— 





1304, Fif' 


Fifty-second C 


Price. 


$0. 09 


. 094 


074 | 


06% 


- 063 


s 064 


. 07 





ongress, second session, Volume 2, page 75.] 


Year. Price. 


In grains 


| In grains 
of silver. | 


of silver 


33. 
34. 


28. 


41. 
> 4 
95.9 
23 9 


Dek et et 
SoMwo 


son oe 


peek ek fred et feed ed et 
~~ 


Pome 


~ 
er eemee 








in coin. 


4 


i 


Toluame 2, page 4.] 


In grains 











Price. of silver. 
$0.11 | 40.7 
oan I 40.7 
2 41.4 
2 41.4 
ll 40.7 
ae 40.7 
oes 40.7 
1 40.7 
09 33.8 
. 09 33. 6 
09 37.3 
-10 40.0 
09 | 37.5 
- 08) 34.7 
094 39.8 
- 093 39.0 
. 09 41.2 
“Ost | 37.3 
. 07% | 30.7 
. 0548 26.9 
- 06,4 30.5 
. 053 23. 1 
. 06 34.4 
On 39.7 
. 067,) 27.8 
. 0 21.8 





4) 








Aprenpix T. 
Value of in tations into the United States and exports from the United States to 
| silver standard countries in 1898. 
| Exports I 4 
ITT TT TIT Te IT ee 000 < 
RD INE, cncccdismatcdsvimeedsendddekenscuedaus 52, 000 | f 

Bhs oc ccccodeccecsncaadqumwee pecaistuenmuensewe ), 000 | 06 ) 

) DID wcncccencccesesccescesseeseseeess 56, 000 | 7 ‘ } 

BAGO «ww wen ccc ccccccccccaccssececccsseessescsess 17, 000 wy) 

Dc cccec cece we ccccccccccsccesscecessesceucoceccess ) WD, OOO 
CO cccncccccccecces cecéeceeseooeusnerssecescososs 19, 569, 000 | 
ices <nntsicnakynaniequaaadadenaa tua 2, 447, 000 
PEE soci vtnucndececccnsstedesainitiebeeatanaans 4, 208, 000 ) 
A E Gniewed cecentatdsarseastiqdadwwasewsebnenie 40, 674 Uv { ( 
' 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr Chair ian, I had 
not expected to make a speech upon this subject, but, being a 
farmer, on the request of a member of the committee I ha 
been yielded the courtesy of the floor tosay something from 
the farmer’s standpoint upon the question b the comn 
te I want to say first that I have been very much entertained 
by the learned and lucid address of the gentleman who | 
just taken his seat [Mr. WALKER], as well as by that of tl 
gentleman who preceded him, but I must say also that I fail to 

ee where they re ~ yd touch the pointat issue. The speech ¢ 
Mr. WARNER Of New York also was & good one, but he fa ] 
to show that this bill would interfere in the least with the 1 
cular business of brekers or boards of trade in placing ; 
for produce of any kind actually in existence or in proc f 





| 
| down! 


feeds and clothes the world, but that they should contine them 
selves to that, and not undertake to express their vie pon 
these great questions, but always be ready to furnish frie 
chicken and votes for the aristocracy every ele sctio n year. 
L] ve heard 1 great deal abot it the ** i; gnorance ” of the fa 
I have heard many epithets hurled at them, andat the de: 4 
which they have made from time to time from this bo 
name of farmer here seems to be regarded as a synonym of ig 
j}norance. I have heard the farn 3 **ionorance ” i i d by 
, | poetry, by pri se, and by anecdote Oneno ible anes ot il h 
was recently told for that purpose by a dist lished gent n 
upon this floor was to this effect: A man dreamt it he had 
died and had gone down into purg r fe dreamt that he 
kn ck ed at the door, and that Ol lit and took hi 
in end treated him very kindly, and im all the depart- 
ments of hisdomain. He took him down intothe bottomless pit, 
where the murderers and the worst sinners v to be seen; 
then he took him upon another floor where those wh 
guilty of less heinous crimes were confined, and then he took him 
th oh & long h ullway , on either side which v ( of 
men hanging by the heels. The man asked Mr. Devil, who 
are those that you hav > t nd tl l 
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existence. 


In rising to make a speech upon this subje de it may be tha 


ought to begin by offering an apology for even attempting to 
speak before this august body, being only a pl tin, unsophisti 
cated farmer, as there seems to be a consensus of opinionamong 
at least a portion of the gentlemen upon this floor that the 
farmers should not be heard upon any of these questions; that 


they have a peculiar duty to perform, namely, to rais » the rev- 
enue and pay the taxesof the Government, and make that which 














those are: lot of Alliance 
here, and they wer 











;s0 ere ing l l »D 
the heels to d ry the n before I could burn them.” [La ighter. | 
That is the kind of : anecdote that is told | to il te the 
greenness of ‘the farmer; and m ny « r way yr ted to 
pretendedly in fun, but in realityin earnest 

Now, that does not amount to anything, no ! Q 
they may do or say about us, for we are here to sta l relief 
is granted, or t ) know the reason why. Weare: {, rough- 
skinned set of fellows, an n stand almost anything; but let 
me ask you, gentlemen, who has more interest in questions af- 
fecting the welfare of this country than the farmers, the men 
who arethe bone w of the land, the men who raise that 
which feeds and c! he world, the men who pay 80 or 90 per 
cent of every a LI h your billion-dollar Congresse ‘~ 


+ 





priate and spend? rhat you pleas e about him, Mr. Chatr- 





man, the mar whois honest ly tilling the soilis filling the noblest 
voc atom allotted toman. He is doing that ¥ vhich God Alt ighty 
created him to do; he is carrying out the sib lica al in tion 
si By t the sweat of thy 1 brow shalt thou e: ~ bi 
‘an the same be said about the other classes of y ple that we 
sions heard so much about? Is it not truo that those other is 
classes, among whom are tach uded these gracious boards of tradé, , 
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and the merchants and the brokers that we have heard about 
here, live upon the sweat of other people’s brows, speculating 
upon the necessaries of life, raising and lowering the prices of 
them at will, thus burdening both producer and consumer, and 
carrying out, probably, the injunction of the very devil himself 
in the pursuit of their nefarious practices and infamousschemes, 
of which dealing in futures is one of the greatest and vilest? 
In this way they establish fictitious prices, utterly ignoring hon- 


est supply and demand, and the natural prices which this sup- 
ply and demand would and ought to establish if let alone. 
ews Mr. Chairman, I have heard a good deal during this dis- 


cussion from the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] 
about what I believe they call ‘‘contango” and ‘ acquittance,” 
and ‘‘backwardation, and ‘‘ringing-out,” andall such terms. I 
have been trying to study these things in this bill, but being 
nothing but a farmer, I do not know that I comprehendthem, [ 
want, however, to say that the whittling processes of specula- 
tion, the questionable, sharp, and wicked practices of trade and 
exchange, the grinding, aggressive, and impoverishing opera- 
tion of trusts and combines and unholy coalitions, the chame- 
leon deals of the law coquetting with the facile ease of the acrobat 
with law and justice and the liberties of the people, these and 
all such terms, I am glad to say, find no place in the vocabulary 
of the farmer’s life, except as he knows, and you know, as God 
knows, they are used to make him the ‘* mudsill” upon which 
to build up all the other great industries of the day, and in the 
end cheating him out of all the profits of his produce and his 
labor and opening up a road for himself and family to the poor- 
house, whither he is going as fast as time can carry him with- 
out a change in present conditions. 

While he is in fact the corner stone of all the greatness and 

randeur and happiness and prosperity of the country, the ef- 

ort is to deprive sien of any fruits of his labor and to make him 
simply the implement for assisting in the accumulations of 
others. Yea, to make him a beast of burden for the elect. 

Here let me say that these various other avocations and 
branches of trade have been organized far in advance of the 
farmer. They have organized their guilds, and their associa- 
tions of various kinds for self-protection; while the farmer, iso- 
lated and secluded, leading an entirely different life, has been 
made the easy prey of the Shylocks of every other profession. 


That perhaps is natural. But, let me tell you, the farmer has | 


been studying; he has been educating himself; he has been 
watching the wicked progress of these chambers of commerce, 
these boards of trade, and these national bankers. He has seen 
them enriching themselves by organization, by banding them- 
selves together, and he has decided to imitate their example. 
So that to-day the farmers, as well all other industrial people 
throughout the country are organized, and I tell youtheir power 
will be felt one day in the councils of the nation in no uncertain 
tones. If you are not willing to heed and to hear their demands 
to-day, there will come a time when they will have Representa- 
tives enough here toforce you to listen to what they have to say. 


They are on the trail of these vampires who are sucking their | 


life’s blood from their bodies, and sooner or later will overtake 
and crush them. 

I do not know that I could better illustrate my meaning than 
by telling you right here a homely anecdote thatI once heard— 
not to make you laugh, but to drive home my point—to show 

ou whatI mean when I say that the farmers have found out 

he power there is in organization, and are fast taking the med- 
igine which made others rich and prosperous. As the stor 
goes, a good old farmer had loaded his one-horse wagon wit 

is beans and potatoes and cabbages to start for market, and in 
the oe he hitched up his old mule Jack that had carried 
him tomarket many a time and brought him back safely, and 
he mounted the seat of the wagon with whip in hand. And 
mark you, that whip was protected, that wagon was protected, 
and the harness was protected. Everything was protected ex- 
copt the farmer himself, asisalwaysthe case. He drove on, and 
all went merrily until they came to a long, steep, slippery hill. 

The good old faithful mule saw what was before him and 
stopped; he shook his head; he would not pull. The farmer was 
a kind-hearted fellow, as farmers generally are, so he tried to 

srsuade the mule to goalong. He coaxed him, then he plucked 

im, then, as he would not move, he first tickled him with the 
lines, and then with the whip. Stillhe would not go. Thenhe 
hit him harder with the whip. Finally he got down upon the 
ground and tried to run the wagonup on the mule. Still the 
mule would not pull. In his irritation he was getting out of 
patience, as farmers sometimes do. They have a good deal of 
patience in some things though not so much in others. 

-At last he raised a pole that lay on the road side, and was in 
the act of knocking poor old Jack on the head, and killing him. 
Just then a professional man came along—a doctor. And pro- 
fessional men are very good in their places; I do not make war 
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upon any professionorclass. It is necessary that we should have 
in this country all classes and professions. As my distinguished 
friend from Chicago — GOLDZIER] says, the country does not 
belong toone class. [amgladtoreiteratethatsentiment. This 
is not my country nor — it isourcountry. And it should be 
ruled for the mutual benefit of us all, for it belongs as a com- 
mon heritage to all classes and professions and no one should 
monopolize the blessing of it. 

But the blessings of government ought to be about equally 
divided, and not be usurped by one class, and that a very smail 
one. I want to say that [ was the more interested in the speech 
of the gentleman from Illinois because he introduced here a few 
days ago a resolution for cutting down the wages of the poor 
laborer in the District instead of taking the ground, as I should 
have done, that if such a reduction was to be made, then the 
salary of everybody else, including his own salary, ought to be 
cut down. He wanted tocut down the minnows but let the 
whales, go free. Let us tackle the whales and big fish as well 
as the little ones. 

A MEMBER. What has become of the mule. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I was coming to that. 
The doctor rode up, and said, ‘‘ Hold on, [ can start that mule.” 
‘* Well, doctor, I wish you would; Ihave been here two or three 
hours, and I am afraid I shall never get to market.” The doc- 
tor got down and took from his saddle pocket some kind of a 
liquid in a vial; then he took an instrument—a hypodermic syr- 
inge,I believe they call it—filled it full of the liquid and injected 
it right behind the mule’s ears into his neck. He then wiped 
the syringe, and put it back into the saddle pocket, and began 
talking to the farmer. The farmer became interested; he 
dropped his lines and engaged in the conversation, paying no 
attention to the mule. Just as is often the case the farmer’s at- 
tention is diverted from the true inwardnessof the surroundings. 

In the meantime the medicine had begun to act on old Jack; 
first he stamped one foot and then the other. Finally the med- 
icine permeated his whole system, and worked him up so that, 
all at once, he shot off and went up that hill like a flash of 
lightning, leaving the poor farmer behind. The old mule 
ascended the hill with such agility that the farmer at first did 
not know what todo. Then he turned to the doctor and said: 
“Doctor, is that stuff costly?” ‘‘No; it does not cost much.” 
‘*‘Well, shoot about two loads into my neck; I’ve got that d—d 
mule to catch.” ([Laughter.] 

The farmers have been balked forsome time at the foot of the 
hill, and for a long time have been unable to pull the load of 
debt, and the debt is still heavy, but the time is coming when 
perhaps they may become stimulated to such an extent that 
they can climb the hill. SoI tell you the farmers are watch- 
ing you people who have had thatstimulus shot into your necks, 
They have had a little of it shot into their own necks, too, and 
they are after you closely, and they will stop you, too, from this 
gambling in futures to their injury and detriment. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

But, Mr. Chairman, another fact which can not be contra- 
dicted or gainsaid is this: The Government has extended its 
strong arm of protection around every other industry in the 
whole land, from one end of the nation to the other: while agri- 
culture, that art which existed before the flood, the art of all 
arts and the science of all sciences, about which Moses wrote 
before the flood, is ignored and neglected. While protection 
has been given to everything else, every other industry, agri- 
culture has been left in the lurch to take care of itself, to pro- 
tect itself, and to endeavor in the face of every other obstacle 
to make itself prosperous and self-sustaining under many dis- 
couragements. 

The farmer must contend with climate, with an unfruitful soil, 
sometimes with rain, with snow, withdrouth, and sun and water 
and weather, with every species of discouragementand under ad- 
verse circumstances; and yet the farmers are to-day willing and 
ready to meetand discussallof these great questions that pertain 
to the welfare of the nation. And, Mr. Chairman, they have 
now come here and asked only the passage of this little bill that 
they believe will have some tendency to lighten their burden— 
to give them some little additional facilities for carrying on 
their business—a measure that will put a stop to these outrage- 
ous speculations in their products, which not only are of no 
benefit to them, but which are injurious; and they ask you to let 
the great natural law of supply and demand control the pricés 
of what they raise, so that they and their families may have 
some chance to live in this world. Take from off his produce 
the heavy hand of the spoliator alias speculator. 

Will you deny it? I say to you that you had just as well rob 
him, when he goes to the market with his cabbage and sells it, f 
the money he gets for it as to allow this speculation in theft 
products. The man,I say, who is robbing the farmer in th 
manner, does not deserve any more consideration at the hands 
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of the people than the midnight burglar who forces his way | 
into his house and pillages and robs it of the money which he | 
has received as a result of his hard labor. One is just as much | 
of a robber as the other. It may be strong language to use, 
Mr. Chairman, butI believe it. I do not see how one can be 
justified if we do not justify the other. I call aspade a spade 
and do not even call it an agricultural implement. 

Again, it is a known fact that from prejudice, or a disposition 
among the other factions and classes to keep the farmer in the | 
background, he has, as a general rule, for thirty years past been 
absolutely ruled out of influential positions. Hence the states- 
manship of the country has been coygducted mostly by other 
classes, mainly by the lawyers; so much so that they have come 
to almost claim it as arightof inheritance to the utter exclusion | 
of the farmer class. 

Now, I have no word of comment or of disparagement to say 
against the lawyers. Some of the best men who ever lived were 
lawyers; some of the best men living to-day are lawyers: but | 
that is no reason why they should utterly control this country | 
in legislation. Iam glad to say that a number of lawyers advo- | 
cate the cause of the farmer, but that should not give them a | 
monopoly of things. I respect them generally. If J got into a | 

1 
| 
| 


pretty bad scrape, I would get the very best of them that I 
could. It may be that I would call on Brother REED to help 
me. I donot know. But at all events for the last thirty years 
the laws have been enacted mainly by lawyers, the farmers hav- 


made the laws for this nation seem to claim it as their birthright. 

But I want to say right here in passing that they are wel- 
come to all the glory, and all the honor, and all the praise that 
can be attributed to them for the present deplorable condition 
of affairs in this land. I want no credit for it. I want no part 
in that glory which has resulted in throwing thousands and 
thousands of people out of employment, that has stopped the | 
spindles in the factories throughout the land, that has caused | 
the fires of the furnaces to die out, and has stopped the plows on | 
the plantations. Right up in the State of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts who spoke so eloquently to-day we find the con- 
dition of affairs where thousands of farms are being abandoned. 
It is so all over the South; itis so in the West, and it is so in 
New England. 

These farms are deserted because they can not make a living | 
raising agricultural products, although they had diversity as 
far as anything could be diversifiedinfarmlabor. Irepeat, you 
are welcome to all the praise and all the glory that emanates | 
from such a condition as that. I make noclaim to any of it, nor | 
do I make any war on the lawyers, but will say that other classes | 
should have more representition in Congress. Just here I will 
give a list of lawyers and farmers in several Congresses 

In Fiftieth Congress, out of 333 members there were 233 law- 
yers and 18 farmers. Here lawyers outvoted farmers thirteen 
times. 

In Fifty-first Congress there were 335 members, of which 235 
were lawyers and 12 farmers. Here lawyers outvoted farmers 
nineteen times. 

In Fifty-second Congress, 335 members, 223 were lawyers and 
14farmets. Lawyers outvoted farmers sixteen times. 

And in Fifty-third Congress, 356 members, 228 were lawyers 
and about 17farmers. Lawyers outvoted farmers fourteen times; 
and in Senate in proportion, so you see that the farmers are not 
represented in proportion to population, for they constitute nearly 
three-fourths of the population. 

But the farmers will eventually send their own representa- 
cives to Congress, and there will be a very different condition 


ing been excluded until that class of men who have so long | 
| 
| 
| 


{Laughter.] So they will soon want to sell the whole country 
to pay the costs, vn make slaves of the agricultural people. 
Now then, as I said before, Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this 
country are getting tired of that sort of arrangement. They 
have submitted long enough to being mulcted for the benefit of 
otherclasses. They are determined totake a hand in legislation 
themselves. But when the farmer inveighs against the estab- 
lished order of things and wants to take a hand in the business 
himself, he is called a demagogue. ‘* Why, that fellow wants 
office now,” they willsay. ‘‘ Youwill have to watch him.” The 
subsidized press of the country will take hold of him. The 


| great big bull-dog dailies of the country will bark at him and 





of affairs. 


There is a little anecdote in point here that has a bearing upon 
this question and I will take your time for a few moments to re- 
late it. It shows pretty well how the farmers fare in connection 
with the lawyer. <A painter was asked to paint a law suit and 
this was his idea of it: two farmers had bought a large Jersey 
cow, which was represented in the foreground of the picture 
showing a full supply of milk. There was.a farmer oneach side 
of the cow, each one trying to get possession of it. 

Each one had employed, as they sometimes do, a lawyer to 
take his side of the case. One farmer was represented on each 
side of the cow, one pulling at its horns, the other at its tail, 
while the two lawyers were represented, one oneach side, milk- 
ing the cow [laughter]. But that was not the whole of it. 
There was a sequel to the story. After they had gotten all the 
milk out of the cow, one of them irritated the animal in some 
way, either by sticking his finger into some tender spot, or 
hurting it in such a way that jt started the cow and she hooked 
one of the farmers over the fence and kicked the other one 
backwards into the ditch, and then the lawyers drove the cow 
around back of the courthouse and sold her to pay the costs. 


call him a demoralizer, and say he wants to break Up something, 
and then you will hear it reéchoed all through the country. 

The smaller papers will chime in like so many little fice, 
‘That's a fact; that’s a fact.” And they will drive him off if he 
is not a man of nerve. But, sir, some of the farmers of this 
country have come here, and come to stay, and we are going to 
devil you until you do something for the farmer. The county 
must not be carried to the court-house steps and sold to pay the 
cost. This has been the case all along. I want tg say that we 
have come here to ask for the passage of this bill, which we 
think is favorable to the farmers of this country, and which will 
hurt nobody except afew gamblers, who, if they had their rights, 
would be in penitentiaries to-day, or thereabout, as the fellow 
said. 

A great many things have been said about the farmer organ- 
izations. Why, these organizations have been opposed to such 
an extent that anybody would suppose the farmers had noright 
to organize. They have been accused of incendiary purposes 
even in forming these organizations, and divers other evils have 


| been attributed to them. They say the farmers can not agree, 


never have agreed, and never will agree. They will tell you, 
‘*They meet together; they hold conventions; they splutter, use 
bad English—oh, yes! can not use good English—send a great 
deal of smoke up the spout, pass resolutions, and adjourn, and 
that is the last of it.” The farmer is a very good fellow if he 
will only stay in the field and patch and let politics alone; but, 
as before said, be ready every two years with the votes and 
fried chicken. 

That is what has been said. That and similar remarks have 
been the shibboleth of the attacks upon the farmers through all 
these times of uncertainty, and doubt, and change, while they 
have been trying to work to keep life, and property, and home, 


| and family, trying to adjust themselves to the changed condi- 


tion of things. These remarks have been made about them, and 
it is a fact that they are livingin achangedday. A revolution 
of warring sections, as you know, has been followed by a revolu- 
tion of labor industries and individual responsibilities, which 
has left the farmer, as it were, almost ina new civilization: or, 


| if in the old civilization, with such altered surroundings that he 


hardly knows whether he is in the old or new. Wandering 
along through the mazes of this uncertain state, he has but here 
and therea fingerboard of the past, pointing him in the way in 
which his fathers once trod, and he has sometimes almost con- 
cluded to give up; but, thank God, he isstill alive, and you are 


| going to hear from him again. He is traveling on. He has 


taken medicine in the neck like old Jack and will yet climb the 
hill of life to prosperity. 

I want to say that it may be possible that we have laid our- 
selves liable to some of these adverse criticisms. In our vain 
efforts for relief, possibly we have, like drowning men, some- 
times caught at straws. Possibly we have set up men of straw 
and knocked them down. Possibly we have looked for anchor- 
age where the hope was delusive. But when we are being op- 
pressed and robbed and plundered is it not natural that we should 
make these efforts to try to relieve ourselves? Is itstrange that 
in their distress they may have offered some impracticable 
schemes or measures? Then whose duty was it to make them 
practical? Our Representatives in Congress, of course. But 
they have only derided and laughed at our schemes instead of 
trying to perfect them. 

But I want to say that the farmers of this country have at last 
opened their eyes. They see you, they are watching you, they 
are after you, and if you do not mind, they are going to get you. 
I want to congratulate the farmers of this great country that 
they are not like a lot of pups that I heard of, that a man gave 
to his neighbor, an Irishman named Pat, on one occassion. Pat 
concluded he wanted to hunt some, and his neighbor gave him 
half a dozen very fine hound pups. Pat was very proud of them 
and took them along home. But the next morning he went out 
to feed them and their eyes were shut. They were very young. 

Pat did not understand, so he thought his neighbor had given 
him a lot of blind dogs. He went out the second morning and 
their eyes were still closed. He was still more irritated, and it 
went On until the fourth morning, when he was so mad that he 
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too the por 
rock. The vy he went along there. J 
dead, but he thought he would go and see how they looked. 
When he got tl loa 

half dozen of th , their legs sticking up like overturned work- 
benches. t] wide open, gazing at the noonday sun. 

Pat did no y what to make of it. He looked at them a 
lone time. ly he soliloquized thus. He said: ‘* You 
domned little fellows, just to think you had to have your brains 
knocked t before you would open your eyes!” [Laughter.] 

farmers of this country have been beaten over the head 

idously; but l want to say that they have opened their 
having their brains knocked out, but are reasoning 
that hath eyes let him see; he that 
et him hear, and he that hath a brain let 


po the 


trome 
ey« withou 
abo heir rights. 
hath ears to hear 
hin uso it.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
a question: 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you not think the statute of limita- 
tions ought to run atsome time inthe history of the human race 
against these stories of yours? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say to the gentleman that I did not tell him the story to make 
him laugh. I do not belong to the legal profession, and we do 
not plead the statute of limitations among farmers; but itis this 
plea that vou make that has gotten this country into such a ter- 
rible condition; and one of your pleas is the statute of limita- 
tions. You give tothe lawyer or manufacturer anything he 
wants, but when the farmer wants that which is his constitu- 
tional right you plead the statute of limitations; and that is the 
reason why you have got this country into such a fix. You can 
stretch both your conscience and the Constitution for other 
classes, but as soon as the farmer asks for something you say it 
is unconstitutional. [Laughter andapplause.] Away withsuch 
stuff, my friend; let the farmer have something under the Con- 
stitution as well as other classes. 

Now, then, I want to say that the education which has been 
given to the farmer in the Farmers’ Alliance and other indus- 
trial organizations has opened his eyes. He has been taught to 
study and investigate for himse]f; and while, as the saying is, 
‘*ools rush in where angels fear to tread,’’ we propose to come 
to Congress and discuss these questions, big fools as we are, and 

he gentleman from Ohio can try to make fun of usif he chooses, 
but we will not down. We are like Banquo's ghost, ‘‘ we will 
not down,” but we will continue to fightyou. I want to say that 
this kind of education thatthe farmers have been getting in the 
last few years is of apracticalkind. They have been meeting in 
their country schoolhouses once or twice a month to discuss 
crops, ete., and a little polities. Yes; we have at last gone out 
of the fields into politics, and are there to stay. 

That is a kind of education that is doing more good than all 
the education given in all the colleges that can be started up in 
the land. Donotunderstand me as being opposed to schools and 
colleges. God grant that we had more of them. But what I 
mean to say is we have no kind of use for a man whois educated 
at a college who has no practical sense and does not know how 
to make a living. That reminds me of the case of a young man 
who had gone to college and spent a good deal of his father’s 
money and had graduated, but had not learned anything at all 
of any practical use. He had learned to smoke cigarettes, and 
had learned to part his hair in the middle, like the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. QuiGaG]. [Laughter.] And to wear a leather 
belt around his body as a vest, and all that. [Laughter.] 

All of these he had learned, but he had not learned any com- 
mon sense. So one hot July day his father said to him—now, I 
want to ask the gentleman from Ohio to ory! his ears if he does 
not want to hear this or plead the statute of limitations. About 
the last of July his father said to him, ‘‘ Now, Johnnie, come 
here; your father wants to hear you talk some Latin. Father 
has spent a heap of money on you, and now I want you to come 
up here and talk Latin for me.” The young fellow came up, and 
his father had a horse and plow brought out. ‘‘ Now,” says he, 
‘son, I want to hear what that horse is in Latin.” The young 
fellow said, ‘‘ Horsibus.” ‘‘ Why, your father never would have 
known what that was! What's that plow?” ‘Plowibus.” 
‘‘'That’s very nice. Well, now, son, if youdon'ttake that horsi- 
bus and plowibus and go and plow, I will give you hellibus.” 
[Laughter.] So he put him to workibus. [Laughter.] 

We do not want that kind of education. Wewanta practical 
education, and we want our young men to have just as much 
college education as they can have in addition. We want to 
havean education that will open the broad highway from the hum- 
blest man’s door, to the summit of American citizenship and 
society, and have agriculture placed on a higher plane; a kind 
of education that will be the means of redeeming in part a lost 


aby ‘* He 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
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out of the hands of these gamblers, and chambers of commerce 
and boards of trade the manipulation of the products of the farm 
by which they are robbing and plundering the farmer of al] 
he has got. That very kind of teaching has caused this bill to 
be evolved and be introduced herein this House. And just here 
let me say that we do not want the young menof our country to 
be raised up to the belief that laurels can be won only at the 
bar and on the bench, styled by Alison ‘‘ the charnel house of 
genius,” whilealong the pathway of distinction iscrowded other 
professions, and high up upon the pillars of the temple of fame 
are written the namesof others, botanists, sociologists, philoso- 
phers, agriculturists, and many others too numerous to men- 
tion. 

Thisis a bill broughtaboutand recommended by the National 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of which I am glad to 
be able tosay lama member. In my district, when I was on the 
stump, I was an Alliance man. Iam an Alliance man on the 
floor of this House, and no blush of shame comes to me by rea- 
son of that fact; and I stand here and advocate the demands of 
that association. They are pure Democratic doctrines, and in 
them I believe; and the only thing I think that will make this 
country prosperous is to legislate in accordance with the de- 
mands made by the Farmers’ Alliance. And let me say in pass- 
ing that there is no necessity for going out of the Democratic 
party to obtain these demands if that party will only be wise 
enough to grant them tothe now distressed and poverty stricken 

yeople. 
: Now, then, that is brought in in this bill. Let us examine 
the bill a little and see what it does. I am for this bill, first, 
because I am opposed to gambling on general principles, and es- 
pecially because J believe it will be of benefit to the farmer. 
And here let me say that I would have preferred a bill utterly 
rohibiting the gambling in futures but support this one, because 
it is a move in the right direction and will eventually lead up 
to that condition. Now, then, it is said that it does not affect 
the price of goods and products either one way or the other. 
That isasingular opinion and idea for a man to takehere, when 
millions upon the topof millions have been made both by raising 
and lowering the price of produce working heavily both upon 
the producer and consumer. The banks are hand in glove with 
these fellows, and when the harvest is ready they withhold the 
money and say to the speculator, ‘‘Go out and buy the farmer's 
produce,” and the price goes down at once, and when it is bought 
up the banks turn over the money, and then the price goes up 
and then the consumer pays higher prices after it leaves the 
hands of the producer. The bullsand bears are thesame. For 
instance, they work together. When they want the market to 
go down the bulls turn to bears and bear down together, and 
when they want the market to go up the bears turn to bulls and 
bull up the market, and vice versa. 

Now, say there are seven or eight million bales of cotton 
made every year in the United States, there are seven or eight 
million bales to be put upon the market to fix the price of cot- 
ton, but you go to the exchange in New York and you see that 
there have been 50,000,000 bales sold. Now, is it not evident 
that that selling of fictitious cotton must establish a fictitious 
price for the real cotton? And it is the same with wheat. I 
do not know exactly how much wheat we raise in this country. 

Mr. BOEN. In 1891 we raised 560,000,000 bushels, but the 
average for some years has been about 450,000,000. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, you go to the ex- 
changes and you find that ten times as much wheat is sold as has 
any actual existence, and certainly that must affect the price of 
wheat. Asa matter of course it must affect the price. 

Now you have had enough of statistics to show asteady decline 
in prices of produce, but I will give an illustration here: 
Farmer A in 1866, borrowed $1,000 of banker B, agreeing to pay 
10 per cent interest. This is $100a year. To get this $100 at 
that time, farmer A had either to sell 50 bushels wheat, 165 
bushels oats, 125 bushels corn, 230 pounds butter, 650 pounds 
pork, or 170 pounds wool. In 1890 the loan is renewed at 7 per 
cent interest, only $70 annually. To get this, farmer A sells 
either 120 bushels wheat, 400 bushels oats, 350 bushels corn, 520 
pounds butter, 1,400 pounds pork, or 280 pounds wool. 

Now, let every farmer make a careful study of this example. 
A perfect solution of it will disclose the difficulty with which 
the people are struggling. Itis a fair statement of the power 
of money tooppress. Farming feeds the entire population, doing 
the work while the other fellow gets the pay. 

To control labor in order to absorb its earnings is the prob- 
lem constantly before the mind of these gambling strategists. 
The same problem was the one from which the centralized power 
of Asia grew, and later on the feudal system of other nations. 
Let us guard against that evil now by passing this bill. 











CONGRESSIONAL 


Now. let us examine the bill which does not in the least hin- 
der the free operation of legitimate speculation but only 
an embargo upon dealing in options and futures. 

The first section of this bill defines options. The bill defin 
‘options ” and ‘‘futures.” There are only five or six provisio: 


in this bill that need to be examined, and it has never been 
proven here by anybody who is opposed to itthatthe bill int 
feres ina singlo instan { 


@ with thelegitim 1ate operations of the se 
boards of trade or chambers of commerce. It only affects per- 


801 who v want to gamble, and one reason why I will vote a it 
is that it will prohibit and prevent that practice and bring tr 
bacic to le i imate channels 

The fifth section provides that all contracts shall be in writ 
ing. 


°” 


Section 6 pro ides that $12 
contract. 
\nd s 


hall be paid as a license for such 


ump shall 


ction 7 provides that a st 


be put on each con- 
id plain provisions, and must be done ina 
businessiike manner, and no one can object to this. 

; the discussion in the Fifty-second Congress it was fre- 
qu utly ‘argued that if this antioption bill was passed cotton 
and wheat and all other agricultural products would go down im- 
measurably. Well, the bill was defeate sd, and cotton and wheat 
and everything went down, thus indicating that if the bill had 
passed the opposite result would probably ‘have taken place. 

Now, I do not say that the passage of this ¢ ntioption bill isa 
panacea for the evils of thefarmer. Itisnot. But it is a move 
in the right direction and it will help the farmers, and itis the 
only measure that the farmer has asked for since this Congress 
met, except such legislation as has been asked for by the whole 
people. Now, let us examine the report of the committee a lit- 
tle. The committee say the objects sought by the proposed 
legislation are: 

First. To obtain revenue 

Well, is there anything wrong in that? Do we not need rev- 
enue? Every bill that has been introduced here for the purpose 
of reducing expenses or raising revenue has been killed off. 
The bill to coin the seigniorage \ vas passed by Congress and was 
vetoed by the President. The tariff bill with the income-tax 
provision is hanging up in the Senate and no one can say when 
it may a What harm is there, then, in having a bill here 
which will bring us in a little revenue? The committee say 
further that other objects of the bill are 

Second. To relieve the pr du er of the ds sianatoee competition to — h 
he is now subjected by the offering, upon exc hanges, of illimitable quan 
ties of fiat or fictitious products by those who do not intend to and can aa 
terminate the contract by actual delivery of the articles which they pretend 
to offer and sell 

Third. To restore to the law of supply and demand that free action which 
has been destroyed by the practice of *‘short selling,’’ which practice has, 
of recent years, become the one mode of determining the price of such agri- 
cultural staples as can be graded, while the ordinary methods of commerce 
are found to suffice for those which can not 

Fourth, That market quotations, now made by the lir nltle ss offers of fiat 
products by the ‘‘short seller,’ regardless of the volume of actu: ul products 
in existence, may again be determined by the offerings of real products by 
the owners thereof, or by those who have 
right to the future possession of the articles offerec d, or can terminate their 
contracts by actual delivery, and thereby limit to the amount actually ex- 
istent, the offerings of the staple products of the farm 

Fifth. To prevent the overloading of domestic markets and the breaking 
down of prices of farm products by “short sales” made by foreign mer- 
chants, for the purpose of insuring them against possibleloss on purchases 
of Indian, Egyptian, South American, Australian, and Russian produce, 
whereby the American farmer and planter are made underwriters of com- 
mercial risks of the European, by whom no bonus or premium is paid fo 
assuminginsurance risks that destroy the value of our products. 

Sixth. That by restoring the functions of the law of supply and demand, 
now inoperative by reason of the limitless offers of the “ short seller,”’ a 
measure of relief will be given and prosperity partially restored to the great 
class constituting more than 40 per cent of our population who inhabit the 
farms, and whose declining prosperity, your committee be lieve, is due in no 
inconsiderable degree to the practice of ‘‘ short selling, whereby the prices 
of the products of the farm have been determined and fixed, during recent 
years, at an unremunerative level. 

Seventh. Torestore to the producer an honest market and such prices as 
will follow the unfettered operation of the law ofsupply anddemand, which 
the committee believe will be sufficiently remunerative to restore in part 
the power of the farmer and planter to purchase the product of forge, fac- 
tory, and mill, and thus bring prosperity to the artisan, manufacturer, dis- 
tributer, and transporter. 

Well, ought not that to be done? Do we not need to return 
to the condition where supply and demand control the price? 
BE very man is willing that the legitims ite demand for his goods 
shall fix the price, and the consumer is always willing to pay th 
price that is fixed in that way. So, as the report goes on to 
show, this is a just and equitable measure, which will hurt no- 
body ‘except a few gambling r sharks who ought to have been 
hung or put in the penitentiary long ago. 

Now, I want to ask a few questions of gentlemen who are op- 
posed to this bill. Are the transactions in ‘‘ futures” on the 
boards of trade legal or illegal? I trust that some of these gen- 
tlemen who do not like anecdotes will answer me, but I know 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will say that 


hese are simple ai 















acquired from such owner the | 
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it ] ecause he wi ut iythir l 
eof t case, al } lways f 
ISVENOR. In the t lace, i a 
I to 1 sO ( contrac ‘rs tO 15 1 
mon l t second », [infor 
1avo } of t ind si yy 
i 
ALBERT of South ¢ Wel 1 d to] 
t] \ nw yvouconvel Vi 
t} ) olds out to b nt V1 Sin l I 
} tleman from Ohio 
und V Dapt him to-morrow. i 
( il 1a ct quest 1 ( it 1 
by this gambling be recovered in any court of justic If 1 
why not stop them by law? Let us be ho and 
to enforce honesty in all business transactions. No vh 
erns the selling price of farm products, the actual value of the 
article or the price fixed by future sales? Everybody knows 
that when he goes to sell his cotton the pri is? 1ed 


by spot ash, but that the parties want to wait and find out what 


‘*futures” are selling for; so that the prica is really co olled 
by the price of futures. Should this be the ease, it 
question of common horse sense that the price of 
control. 
Now, is not that wrong; is not that robbery? I think it i 
Is it not a fact that the stronger always destroys the weaker? 





Have you ever heard of a farmer who was profited by an 
shoes Wentenations either way? I never did except in one 
stance where a neighbor of mine bought a few futures and ma 
#500 on them, and the result so ti irne ed a head that he went i: 
and bought another lot and lost heavil nd was injured atl 
But as he turned to gambling himse! if 1 do not know that 1 


8 
deserved mue ch pity in the case. 
Who aaninelel 3 the cotton and 
world? Answer that question. It isnot the men who grow the 
products. It isthe men who have never raised a bushel of grain; 
who have never ‘‘struck a lick” of work in their lives. ‘hes 
men control the prices, gambling upon the sweat and life-blo a 
of the people who produce that which feeds and clothes the 
world. I say this is notright. In someinstances these are men 
who can not even speak a word of our language. These prices 
are established by foreigners who can not sp ak our language, 


the grain markets of t} 


much less join our party and come in and vote for an honest 
measure, as my distinguished friend has honestly acknowledged 
he is going to do in voting for this me The man who neither 
produces or owns a bushel of wheat or a pound of cotton s 
what the farmer and owner shall get for his produce. 

No one will deny that millions on millions of dollars are made 
in this way, upon the turnof asingle trade. These parties who 
control brokers’ offices and buc 


ketshopsand ain pits are! 


Whom 


of them millionaires. How did they get their mone y? 
did they get it out of if not out of the men who made the pro 
| duce That is a simple common-sense question. I stand here 


to say fearlessly that | I do not believe any 1 
States is to-day in possession of his hundreds of millions of 
property honestly. I do not believe that such a man has an 
honest title. His wealth was not gotten honestly. I donot be 
lieve millions are made by honest transactions; you need not 
tell me the contrary. 

Then let us break up this business; let us st yp this system by 


whigh under our Government and laws we are maki ng million 
aires and tramps—making the gulf between Divesand L: 1S 





r and wider, instead of giving every man, anak, w hite, or 
red, an equal show in life. Let usstop this thing of putting the 
whole burden upon the farmer; let us give him a little protec- 
tion. Lett is prot ct eve rybodyor pro’ ct nobody. Letour rule 
be, equal rights to all and special privilegestonone. {Applause. 
Mr. Chairman, I have no prepared speech; I do not believe in 

re —— compositions here as if this were a Sunday school. I 
might say a good deal more on this question, but I have a friend 
to whe m [ have agreed to yield a part of my time. Let me say 
only a word in conclusion. {Cries of ‘*Goon!” “‘Goon!”] — 
a South ¢ a lina. Id o not want to consume 

any more time. There is nop artionn shipin thismeasure. Itis 
about the only measure com vi ng before this body that my friend 
from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR], I: Bong converted, can not jump up 
and‘make a canbe: 1 speer hou ipo n to send tohis district to get 
votes with. Let us come together as one man, looking only to 
the condition of this great, errand, glorious, rich country ofours. 

\s my friend from Chicago has truly said, it isa rich co 

try, but who has the wealth? It isin the hands of a few, and 
the history of all nations teaches that when the wealth of a 
nation is concentrated in the hands of a few that nation is 
doomed. We have a great and rich country, and I am pro id of 
it; but beneath all this grandeur and greatness is the canker of 
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a disturbed and oppressed people. Let us now come together 
and give to those men who are the ‘‘mudsills”’ of all our pros- 
perity one little measure of assistance. This is the one little 
thing they hive asked here. 


Let us ‘oin hands from the North and the South and the East 
and the West; let us turn our backs upon the past, and let us 
hope that when Father Time grows weary of his work of demoli- 
tion and sits down and looks out upon the wrecks and ruins of 
nationsand governments, he may see rising out of the débris the 
great temple of American liberty, built by the farmers of this 
country, having inscribed on its portals, *‘ Justice and equality to 
every man, red, white, and black.’”’ [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the residue of my time to my friend 


from Michigan | Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina[Mr. 
TALBERT| has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. [supposed that I should be 
entitled to the floor in my own right just after the gentleman 
from South Carolina had concluded; but perhaps I may be able 
to compress my remarks into these seventeen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
if he proceeds now, he must confine himself to the seventeen 
minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (to Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan). 
Why not reserve your time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. It is strange to me that I 
am limited in this way, when I thought I had a clear under- 
standing that 1 was to have time in my own right. 

Several MEMBERS. Reserve your time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I think I will address the 
committee at this time. I have had so much trouble heretofore 
in getting time that I think it best to take it when I can have it. 
(Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say a few words in support of the pending bill, and I hope they 
will prove as applicable to this as any other. I shall not argue 
the constitutional question involved; that may be disposed of by 
the courts, inasmuch as the lawyers disagree. Where there is 
any doubt, I would give the benefit of the doubt to the people, 
who have for years demanded legislation of this character. 

I believe the bill has a very good purpose, and I think the 
effect will be beneficial to our agricultural, commercial, busi- 
ness, financial, and moral interests. As I understand it, the bill 
proposes a tax for the purpose of regulating certain transactions 
which are considered damaging to legitimate business; that 
make unstable our markets, being wholly of a speculative char- 
acter and in the nature of gambling. 

Such transactions make prices fluctuate too much for either 
the interest of the farmer or the miller, who is in fact the farm- 
er’s real customer. The miller buys the bulk of the wheat and 
is interested in an even market, for he has always on hand flour 
which must represent the price of the wheat purchased of the 
farmer, plus the cost of labor, with other expenses, and the mil- 
ler’s margin of profit for handling. All consumers and dealers 
are interested in an even market. 

All dealers in flour are interested in and anxious to have 
steady prices. Farmers are alsointerested in steady prices; but 
few are ready to take advantage of a sudden rise in the market, 
which as suddenly falls again. 

The dealers in puts, calls, spreads, and straddles, and the 
brokers on the boards of trade who secure a commission out of 
every transaction, are directly interested in a market thht is 
afflicted with chills and fevers produced by bulls and bears, with 
all sorts of rumors of droughts and floods, short crops and good 
crops, railroad strikes, elevator rows, etc. They care nothing 
for the value of wheat or the success of those who produce it, 
for their profits depend entirely upon the margins and move- 
ments in the market temperature. The more frequent the fluc- 
tuations the more numerous the commissions; the more extreme 
the fluctuations the greater the margin of profits. 

As I look at it, such speculation isa disadvantage to all legiti- 
mate business dealers in everything dealt in on exchange sim- 
ply on margins. What is true of wheat is true of corn, oats, 
cotton, pork, and lard. 

I will have the Clerk read a clipping from the Chicago Her- 
ald to show what conditions exist, and upon what pretexts and 
rumors these dealers in options and futures rely for a basis and 
cause of fluctuations in the market price of the daily necessities 
of the whole people. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FIELD OF COMMERCE—WHEAT TRADE SEE BEAR REASONS—THE BREAKING 


OF THE DROUGHT, THE ELEVATOR ROW, THE NEW HARVEST AND ABSENCE 

OF CASH BUSINESS DEPRESSING WHEAT—CORN SHIPPERS BULLISH. 

Wheat has lost half its recent advance and shows no strength at the de- 
cline. The relief from the drought has had the usual effect—caused the dry 
weather to be almost forgotten. The uncertainty as to the elevator situa- 
tion has driven out longs and kept away buyers. There is actually nothing 
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in the row to depress prices if outsiders and local traders would but con 
sider the matter from a logical standpoint. The status of the wheat would 
not be affected for speculative purposes until January 1, even if all the brave 
threats now indulged in were carried out. oe 

The only possible effect would be, by shutting out new arrivals, to lessen 
and not increase the amount of grain deliverable on contract.’ There ig 
nothing in that to add to the depression of the price. As to a fear that the 
elevator people will deliver out a great lot of winter wheat, it is only neces: 
sary to remember that the whole present row grows out of a claini on the 
part of the elevator a that they can not under any restrictions keep 
their warehouses full. With their anxiety on that score it is not at all 
likely they will deliver out any wheat which they are not sure of getting 
back. The talk of deliveries of ‘‘skinned”’ grades on July 1 is also unneces. 
sary. 

The irritation is enough now to make the warehousemen particularly 
anxious not to give any real reasons for bad blood toward them. But the 
speculator always takes the sentimental view of things, and so, although 
there is nothing which could grow out of the elevator row, unless rascality 
is assumed, that would unfavorably affect prices, outside bulls are keeping 
away because of it and local bulls are waiting for the full effect of this tim- 
idity to be felt. 

The local speculative situation, fully as much as the break in the drought 
or as the fear of the result of the elevator war, is bearish, The July liquida- 
tion is beginning and there is in existence to meet and offset it less than the 
usual short interest. The market is especially missing the usual Pardridge 
line. This would be the time, if he were interested, for him to be taking in 
July shorts and to be reselling for September. But Pardridge was driven 
out a fortnight ago and some say haseventurned bull. Certainof his party 
suerly have. There are the short sales of the elevator people to be covered, 
and the short sales of the cash holders Garey over the country, the ex- 
porters, the shippers, and the millers. ost of these evidently want a very 
wide difference. Even the 2# cents ‘spread’’ of Saturday, whichis almost 
extortionate, did not start but a few of them to “changing.” 

The failure to market any of the Chicago stock of wheat on this advance 
has had its effect. The trade now is making much of the fact that there is 
just as large a supply here as there was ai‘month ago, with the new crop al- 
ready arriving at St. Louis and Baltimore. It yet remains to be seen 
whether the premium here over the other winter wheat markets will at- 
tract more than the usual proportion of new grain. lt will not take more 
than small new receipts and small local incréases to cause everybody to 
forget about the damaged crop and the possible scarcity ahead. The one 
bullish feature about the wheat situation at the moment is the improve- 
ment abroad. The Argentine liquidations of bankrupt wheat 1s apparently 
over. Liverpool has not reacted much with the break here. The contl- 
nental markets have been strong independently of America on wet weather 
athome. Itlooks as if this present weakness on this side and strength 
abroad might reéstablish after awhile a parity. 


CORN SHIPPERS BULLISH. 


Corn shippers are pretty nearly all of them bulls now, expecting that the 
remnant of the last crop will get scarcer until the new crop is made. Pros- 
pects of the growing corn are almost perfect, but the cash demand for the 
old has improved and the supply has kept decreasing for a month and a half 
until it is now small. The cheaper grades have been used up especially 
close, there vee left at Chicago practically nothing but the contract grade 
Supplies are made uncertain by the lack of the usual cribbed stock, leaving 
it all with the farmers whether enough corn comes along to mis f demands 
at present prices. The shippers’ theory is-that the farmers Will be infu 
enced by the = price of oats and be led to hold corn for higher prices to- 
ward the end of the crop year. 

The settlement of the coal strike has had the expected result—advanced 

rovisions. June hog —— are always relatively heavy, just as Decem 
ber's always are. The pit theory is that the important manufacturers have 
turned bulls. , 

The following shows the range for the week of the principal articles on 
the Board of Trade. 























Closing. 
Articles. High. Low. Same aaa 
| 16, 1804. | 17, 1893. 
| 
Wheat: | 
Dekel cides ce Kesnebignesteenneen . Wee £0. 56, 80.564 | 8. 65) 
DULY 2.2 ccna cocnnccccccncccecntuccess 61 . 57. . 57 68 
September .......-....ccc0-- 2-0. vene . 63 594 | . 60 ah 
NE cévinin dens sccdqanssausescss . 664 - 625 | . 62 74 
Corn: 
I crack nricnidhintecs tne 16 tel tintinine otntin 41g .39 | 40 .40, 
SUEY ce ncnnccccnnccccnccepecssesessncs . 424 - 39} . 40) 41 
BOPteMde? ....2.cccccces cconccccenee 424 .40 | . 40 423 
Oats: ‘ | 
SUMO. cow cccccccccedcecccesencecesces= - 444 “Bel 44 . 30} 
BUOAD we nccccncccseccnesecasesencereece . 39) . 36 . 893 205 
ROBES ... nccccossccescoce cons coocvese . 32 29° ee Be rk ‘a 
SOPtOMber 62... .ncecccencesccccess- 3 273 | . 80 . 2869 
Pork: 
JUNE ......--- 2-2-2 e none ee oe +--+ = one 12. 65 12.05 | 12.45 20. 07} 
| arr 12. 12. 05 12. 45 20. 05 
MOMIRRUE, CSiccnecisnesvéiccnnceancsh , Se Uee 2.10 12. 52} | 20. 75 
Lard: E 
PM aL ninthinmeirineiaicin hina Hanke moencnem 6. 80 6. 57} 6.70 9. 95 
ee 6. 824 6. 60 6. 724 10. 95 
NOR ccna wocstcuncnaccsunsonuse 6.95 6.72 6, 85 10. 60 
Short ribs: 
Sas che cmb cade es nie. sian waa 6. 50 6.17} 6. 40 9. 40 
EE ceivitn cknietheegehe ddatamanw wane 6. 524 6. 20 6. 42 9. 40 
INR sisi ran stevia seukanes 6.52} 6.17} 6. 41 9.70 








Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I believe toregulate or pro- 
hibit such transactions, while it might interfere with the per- 
sonal liberty of the individual, can be justified because of bene- 
fits to business and society. 

I am of the opinion that such trade should be taxed and regu- 
lated, if not prohibited altogether. The written agreement re- 
quired to be made of each sale to be stamped under the provisions 
of this bill will be the means of ascertaining the extent of the 
transactions of this character, and will doubtless lead to good 


results. 








1894. 
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Let us analyze a couple of transactions, one actual and one op- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, suppose you have $30,000 in the bank. It 
is to your interest and a matter of considerable concern to know 
how you can best employ it. You study the world’s productand 
supply of wheat and the present market, which is at about 50 
cents, and convince yourself that you can do well to buy wheat 
for arise. You purchase 60,000 bushels of wheat and store it in 
the elevator. Thefarmers who broughtin your wheat now have 


the money and you have the wheat. The transaction has been | 


actual and you have made a market for 60,000 bushels. The 
wheat and the cash have changed hands. 

In thirty days wheat advances 5 cents. You close out the 
wheat at an advance of $3,000, out of which you pay for ware- 
house and other expenses perhaps $1,500. You then havea net 
profit of $1,500, or 5 per cent for the use of your capital thirty 
days. 

Row, Mr. Chairman, suppose you have studied the operations 
of the produce exchange in Chicago, St. Louis, or some other 
great city. Brokers have kepttheir daily price list before you, 
and have advised you to buy an option on wheat instead of buy- 
ing the actual wheat. You are quoted a thirty-day call con- 
tract at 3 cents a bushel, which you take. Your $30,000 buys an 
option on 1,000,000 bushels. The price goes up 5cents a bushel, 
and you close the contract at a profit of 2 cents a bushel, which 
nets you $20,000, or 66% percent onthe investment, less the com- 
mission paid to your broker. 

You have not created a market forone bushel of wheat. You 
have not transferred one dollar from the bank to the farmer’s 
pocket. No warehouse has received a cent forstorage, and no per- 
son has received a cent for honest labor. Youhave madeas much 
netcash as you ought to getfor ten years’ use of ———— Your 
capital has now increased to $50,000, and you keep it in the bank 
awaiting another opportunity. You will not use it to buy the 
farmer’s wheat and hold it for a rise, although the price is low, 
and the farmer needs the money. You will not loan the money 
on a first-class mortgage to save a present foreclosure. The 
bank is liable to pay your deposit on call, and will not use more 
than 75 per cent of it, and that on strictly commercial paper. 
So the speculation on the farmer’s product has made a large 
profit for you without your touching it, or even making a market 
or creating a demand for a single bushel of his wheat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, large sums of money are diverted from 
legitimate business and kept in banks for such speculation in 
wheat, corn, oates, cotton, pork, lard, etc. The wheat, oats, 
and cotton, figuratively speaking, are bought and sold while 
growing inthefield. Mess pork, lard,and baconare in the same 
way bought and sold while the lean hogs are squealing in the 
pastures waiting for the corn to mature upon which they are 
to fatten. 

Can anyone doubt that such a speculative practice is injurious 
te legitimate business? Can anyone doubt that the uncertainty 
of the markets are increased by such methods? Is it not prob- 
able if capital is denied opportunities for such employment that 
it would practically be forced into other and legitimate employ- 
ment? Surely to tax itsemployment would increase the revenue 
and furnish data from which could be determined the amount of 
capital thus employed, and the extent of the transactions so car- 
ried on. 

If the tax operates to prohibit such business, then the capital 
employed in other and legitimate pursuits would be reénforced. 

Far too much of the capital of the country is engaged in specu- 
lating in produce and stock margins in our markets. It has a 
fascination that lures many a man to his ruin, and there is 
scarcely a community in the country that has not felt its blight- 
ing curse. Judges, lawyers, bankers, professors of science, and 
church leaders have become criminals and been driven from 
home, society, and their country by the not unusual results of 
speculating in options and futures. 

I believe legislation that will regulate or prohibit such busi- 
ness is prudent and will be well received by the great mass of 
our people. [Applause.] 

{During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer 
fell. | 

Mr.WARNER. Lask thatthe gentleman from Michigan may 
have such additional time as he may desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I shallonly want about five 
minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I do not desire that much 
time. I will conclude in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will 
proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan then resumed and concluded 
his remarks as above. 
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Mr. HARTER Mr. Chairman, a very little while ago I 
noticed that the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture was 
out of his place inthe House, and it was my expectation to 
speak from his seat and take charge of the bill for him during 
his absence [laughter], which will account for my delay in se- 
lecting a place to address the House from. 

This measure is one which ought to give a Democrat that 
‘* tired feeling ” which you read about in those books that pro- 
vide remedies free of charge for bald heads and all the other 
ailments of life. [Laughter.] If this new exhibition of Democ- 


| racy is accepted by the Democratic party on the floor of this 


House, the bridge which separates us from our friends on the 
other side, who believe in special and class legislation, will have 
been constructed. 

This is a measure which must turn the Populists green with 
envy when they read it. Where in the writings of Mrs. Lease, 
for instance, or in the orations of Senator PEFFER, can anything 
comparable with this as a Populist measure be produced? [am 
really glad thatour good friend Watson is outof the House; for if 
he were here, anddiscovered thatanother man was capable of so 
far outreaching him in his peculiar lines of legislation as this 
bill indicates, the result would doubtless be fatal, not to the au- 
thor of this bill, but I think to Mr. Watson himself, although 
perhaps such an ending for Mr. Watson would be quite satisfac- 
tory to some of our brethren from Georgia this fall. |[Laughter.] 

But, gentlemen, to the people outside of this House, to the 
patient and suffering people of the United States, the discussion 
seriously of legislation like this and this proposal by some mem- 
bers of the Democratic party for increasing the price of food, 
for enlarging the cost of clothing—I say when the people out- 
side of this House observe this, and also reflect that the gentle- 
men on the Republican side are constantly engaged in schemes 
for increasing the price of everything else, it will not be strange 
if the plain people throughout the length and breadth of the 
country cry out, ‘‘A plague upon both your houses!” 

Now, what does this bill propose to do, sir? You might fairly 
divide its intent under three heads. One proposes to raise reve- 
nue; under the next head it proposes to increase the price of all 
agricultural products, and under the third it is proposed to re- 
form men and wash their lives white, not with soap and water, 
but by an act of Congress! This is the threefold scope of the 
bill, and for genuine madness and utter recklessness of the pro- 
prieties of legislation it has no parallel in any scheme which has 
ever been presented here, unless it be in the vagaries of a young, 
excellent, and eloquent friend of mine, who spoke so earnestly 
in this House last night (Mr. BRYAN of Nebraska), proposing, as 
a Democratic measure to the people of the United States, that 
this Government shall go into the business of issuing from sev- 
enty to one hundred millions of legal-tender shinplasters in or- 
der that the United States may enter into a partnership with 
alotof speculators who are thinking of digging a big ditch across 
the Isthmus of Nicaragua! I say that I do not know of any leg- 
islation at all comparable with this,excepting perhaps the so- 
called Democratic Senate tariff bill. 

This may be called a Missouri bill. Missouri has the richest 
soil, it produces in many respects the very best of men, large in 
stature, great in ability, and all such things—it is indeed an in- 
comparable State. Observe the peculiar kind of legislation 
which seems to be natural to the soil of Missouri. [Laughter.]} 
For instance, let ustake the three kinds of legislation that have 
become popular in this House—in this Populist House, I suppose 
it would be called, for our Populist friends say it will be Populist 
next time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes; they are all coming over to us. 

Mr. HARTER. My friend says they are all coming over. 
Yes; I begin to fear that, when I see my good friend, Gros- 
VENOR, making his way in that direction so rapidly. But I 
must say that I feel the reception he has been given by the 
Populists is a very ungracious and undeserving one, if I under- 
stand my distinguished friend from South Carolina—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HARTER. I can not yield to my friend now. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to correct m 
friend. He quotes me asa Populist. I want to tell him that 
am an Alliance Democrat. 

Mr. HARTER. [accept the gentleman's correction. I want 
to say that I judged him to be a Populist by the sentiments he 
has just been expressing here. I must have misunderstood the 
tenor of his remarks. But I want to say, when he welcomes 
Gen. GROSVENOR as the vilest man, it isamistake. There have 
been other men in Ohio who are still worse than Gen. GROSVE- 
NoR. [Laughter.] Gen. GROSVENOR had the bad grace to say 
that I was one of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If my colleague will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, I am very much obliged to him for the statement, and 
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Tam 
on the subject. | Laugh o| 
Mr. HARTER ice the gentleman has shown a proper ap- 
pre ciation for 3 to him, which some gentlemen for 
whom I have s red offices have not, I wish to say that I think 
the gentlem: the bestmenin Ohio. [{Laughter.] But 
L was spe yuri and her climate and soil. There is 
out what comes of Democratic seed, if 
planted in the clay of Missouri. For instance, we, as Demo- 
crats, used to believe in honest money, and we were opposed to 
tender shinplasters of every description, and opposed to 
dishonest financial methods of every kind; but we discover that 
even a legal-tender shinplaster worth 99 or 99% cents on the 
dollar is not considered the proper caper in Missouri, for what 
Missouri desires above all things is that her people may raise 
the best kind of wheat, and grow the very best kind of pork, 
and then take the worst kind of moneyin paymentfor it. That 
idiosyncrasies of Missouri. They call it Democracy 


from the very fullest knowledge 


antiafied 
Gvisiicea 


i 
somethir ingular ¢ 


sezu 


is one of the 

by courte y- 
the Democrats of Missouri have views, yes, convic- 
tions, on the labor question. A distinguished Democrat from 
Missouricamo very near laying me out at the lastelection. The 
itepublican people in our State took ordinary precautions to do 
that in advance, but, not satisfied with this, my friend from Mis- 
souri brought in a bill, as you will remember, which prevented 
any laboring man in the United States from working more than 
eight hours on publie works, even if he had eighteen children. 
The injustice of such a measure was, as a Democrat, very clear to 
me, and I voted against it, but Lregret to say was lonesome, for 
only three other Democrats in the Northern States voted against 
thisrubbish. The result was that when I went outinto my Con- 
gressional district in Ohio I found that nearly every labor agi- 
tator had it in for Harter, soto speak. This is another of the 
idiosyncrasies and pleasing Democratic (?) freaks of Missouri. 
And, by the way, we will soon have this labor question settled, 


SOmMme of 


for [ have arranged with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | 


O'NEILL] that before the session closes there shall be brought 
in a bill which everybody will feel constrained to vote for, and 
which will finally put to rest the entire labor question. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.O’NEILu] is not present, 
but he has consented to bring in the bill by request. It provides 
that hereafter in the United States it shall be illegal for any- 
body whomsoever, millionaire or otherwise, to work at all be- 
tween meals. [Laughter.] 

Now, I say these are only a brace of the cheerful and pleasing 
political ideas that come from Missouri. But to-day we have 
another. Here is a proposition to raise revenue, to start with. 
We have an able Committee on Agriculture, but I discover that 
this committee were so pressed for time as to be utterly unable 
to find out how much revenue this bill would produce. You 
know itis a great merit to produe revenue when we are out of 
revenue. Itis a great service to the country to pour money, by 
this antioption bill, into the Treasury ata time when we need 
it so badly. Sol thought I would see how effective the bill was 
going to be. 

! havediscovered that in the event of this bill becoming a law, 
and putting a stop to all gambling operations, about which our 
undemocratic brethren are so much worried, it would probably 
preduce, judging by the report of the committee, an annual rev- 
enue of $9,733.34. I take this report to be gospel, because the 
chaplain from Pennsylvania, who was addressing the camp meet- 
ing here yesterday afternoon, certified to it. [Laughter.] It 
must therefore be gospel, at any rate with the Populists; and 
inasmuch as it states that one-tenth of these products are sold 
upon the exchanges, applying the rate of taxation which the 
sapient members of this committee have put into the bill, I dis- 
cover that the total income resulting from this tax will be 
$9,733.34 in years when the crops are large, and of course less 
when they are small. 

This is a large sum to pour into the Treasury of the United 
States every year, is it not? Butin order to get this into the 
Treasury, I discover, by application to the Interrtal-Revenue De- 
partment, that it would cost less than $100,000. Putting it down 
at $90,000, for every dollar of revenue recoived into the Treas- 
ury of the United States via this bill the cost would be, say, $9. 
This does not, of course, include the expense of a multitude of 
costly law suits the Government would be obliged to carry on. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HARTER. I can not to-day. 

Mr. PENCE. I never asked you one before. | 
one time, and you did not get time to answer it. 

Mr. HARTER. Thatis true. Better lvek to you this time. 

Mr. PENCE. I understand you to base your statement as to 
the cost of collection on information received frqgm the Internal 
Revenue Bureau. 

Mr. HARTER. That is, as to the expense of collecting. 


sxed you one 
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Mr. PENCE. I think the House would like to have that mada 
clear, because [ submit that as I understand from the chairman 
of the committee and the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
SIBLEY] the appointment of an additional officer to execute 
law would not be necessary. . 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Srp- 
LEY] is apparently, if his quotations at the Populist seance 
terday decide, a much better authority on the Bible than he is 
on this subject; so you can count him out. [Laughter.| 

Mr. PENCE. I know, if yvourstatementis correct, andif this 
estimate is made by the Department, the House will be glad to 
have a few facts about it. 

Mr. HARTER. I will give them, but 1 would rather not bo 
interrupted, inasmuch as I have scarcely got started into the 
discussion of this tremendous Missouri measure. TI have treated 
this bill with no great degree of seriousness, because it has not 
occurred to me that it was a bill that required that kind of treat- 
ment. Whenyou have a tragedy on hand you carry a long and 
solemn face, but if it is a farce, like this antioption bill, you feel 
like enjoying yourself and taking your family along with you. 
|Laughter]. But as the information is asked I will read: 
June 19, 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 1894 
Hon. MICHAEL D. HARTER: 


Impossible to estimate on short notice the increase in the annual expenses 
if this office has to execute the antioption bill in all parts of the United 
States. Expense not believed to be great, probably less than $100,000 

G. W. WILSON, 
Acling Commissioner. 

Therefore I estimate it at $90,000. 

Mr. PENCE. Why nota dollar and a half? 

Mr. HARTER. Say, then, the cost of the execution of this 
exceedingly meddlesome bill will be $1.50. You see lam very 
obliging to you Populists. The receiptsoverand above the ex- 
penses under the Populist view of this case, then, would be $9,- 
731,84, about enough money to keep a Democratic Congress in 
toilet soap for a session. 

But to come to another phase of this matter. I am not going 
to talk much, if at all, about the constitutionality of this bill, 
after the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BLACK] has spoken on 
that subject in connection with the bank-tax measure; but I 
recommend to you, my good friends from the South, a thorough 
digestion of Mr. BLACK’S constitutional argument, for it applies 
perfectly to this case. Every syllable, word, and line applies to 
the bill now under discussion. 

But who will pay these taxes, if they are paid? Itis the un- 
fortunate farmer. The unfortunate farmer will pay the tax 
under this bili, and he alone. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
youhaveforhim. | 

Mr. HARTER. Remember, I am not supporting this new 
pian for robbing the farmer. It is true it is only going to raise 
a small amount; but why select the farmer for more taxation? 
Our Republican friends have had him under the harrow for the 
last thirty years. Why should you Populists and Democratic 
Populists, and why should the Democratic-Prohibition-Populist 
candidate for governor in my adopted State come in here and 
make such a proposition in the name of the farmer, when the 
farmer is at the plow and none of them know what injury he is 
proposing to do them here? Iam afraid if this bill passes and 
the effect of it is seen on prices on the produce exchanges be- 
tween this and the election, there will be no chance for my rev- 
erend friend, no matter how many parties may nominate him 
for governor this fall. But now as to prices; as I think I have 
exploded the idea of revenue, for the bill; if passed, will simply 
help to increase the Treasury deficit. 

Now, as to prices. My excellent and able and dangerously 
eloquent friend from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] stated that the ef- 
fect of dealing in options, etc., was to reduce the price of the 
article so dealt in. Now, sir, any page upon the floor of this 
House would say at once, ‘‘If this is true, Mr. BRYAN, then the 
markets in which option trading is carried on extensively would 
be the lowest priced, otherwise you are mistaken.” The fact is, 
gentlemen, that the markets of the United States in which option 
trading presails are the high-priced markets of the United 
States of America and of the world; and when you think over 
the matter you can see that it could not be otherwise. What 
makes prices? Demand. What helps and greatly enlarges ac- 
tual demand? Trading. ‘ 

Now, the short seller comes in the House of Representatives of 
the United States for agreat deal of blame. I admire the short 
seller. Isympathize with theshortseller. Ithink the poor devil 
deservessympathy. Itis he whoisalways in the most dangerous 

osition. He is like the man in a forlorn hope in time of ‘battle. 

ie can notoften hope tobeawinner, Inthe firstplace hedevelops 
a new demand for the grain he sells, and that puts up the price 
of it. Why? Because in the first place he can not sell unless 
there is a buyer, and by his own short selling he makes himself 


That is about all the use 
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a positive and anxious buyer; later on he must be a buyer no 
matter whether he wishes or not. [In every time of disaster, in 
the hour of panic, in the midst of bank disturbances, who is 
it. 1 ask you, who maintains the prices of stocks, the price of 
cotton, the price of wheat, and of corn? Itis the short seller, 
and the short seller alone. 

When everybody else is panic stricken; when nobody else is 
able to buy; when those who have already bought are disturbed, 
or perhaps bankrupt, in their efforts to carry what they have 
bought, there is nobody to go in and stand under that market 
for the farmer and the planter Pe tseller. Weought 
to sing praises to the short seller. If there is any man who de- 
erves the thanks and the blessin a of the planters and the 
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fart rs it isthe man who has the courage to goon the exchange | 


and sell their products ‘‘ short.” 
South, do you know 
million bales of surplus cotton in the world for which there is 
no market? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
it with. 

Mr. HARTER. Destroy these exchanges and where would 
this cotton go now? In this country to-day we have about a 
hundred n 


There is no money to buy 


iillion bushels of wheat and a big cropcoming on, and 
no market for the wheat in sight, and yet, as a resultof buying 
and selling futures and options on the exchanges, wheat to-day 
is 3 or 4 eents above the parity of the world’svalue. [Lam going 
toquote from my very able and eloquentand ingeniousfriend the 


gentlem: in from Mis souri[Mr. HATCH]as towhat it is that makes 
In his speech in May, 1892, upon the tariff he made the | 


markets. 
remarks | amabout toquote, and when he stands'upon ground that 


he is familiar with he a political gospel which any man | 


may properly use asa text, but he is a little off his beat when he 
gets into any commercial question of this kind. [Laughter.j I 
ask the Clerk to read the passage of the speech of the gentle- 
man from Missouri which I have marked. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

But the wheat-growers can not be protected; it is a commercial imposst- 
bility. Weraise a surplusand ship to the consuming countriesof the world 
and we have to sell that surplus against thelowest-priced labor onearth and 
in the open markets of the world. The wheat-grower must compete with all 
the pauper labor, and the lowest pauper labor on earth, and he must sell 
= surplus that fixes the price on his entire crop in competition with that 

Mr ART ‘ER. There, sir, with his own lance he transfixes 
himse it, { Laughter. } 

Mr, REED. Pull it outand go ahead. . [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I will devote a little attention to you after 
aw 9 if [find I can spare the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. 1 thought you would probably slop over some- 
where. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAR’ rER. That settles the point, and ought to settle it 
in the minds of most people. The price of what the farmer 
produces is fixed by the surplus, and the price of the surplus 
is fixed in the market where the surplus is sol . Now, gentle- 
men, you will have to a your farmer frien is on this ques- 
tion. Many of you afraid to vote agains t this bill, think- 
ing that hey want you to vote for it; but you will have to face 
them by and by, and face them when they put such points to 
you as this, that the very markets that you would —- by 
this legislation are the highest markets on earth. Suppose 
my Populist-Alliance friend from South Carclina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT] had a lot of cotton to sell, as ke doubtless has, what 
kind of a market does he seek? 

He would want to sell in a high-price market. That is the 
option market and no other. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Selling in that market a 
mun does not sell his cotton at all. He goes and makes one of 
these transactions and then goes home and tells his wife that he 
has sold ten bales of cotton, when in fact he has not done any 
such thing, but it is sold for him by these fictitious gamblers. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, I am glad to know that even the gam- 
blers are fictitious. [Laughter.] I suffered under the dreadful 
suspicion that they were real, actual, bona fide devils. Some of 
you gentlemen here are farmers, amateur farmers, agriculturists 
of different degrees. 

Now, if you are a wheat farmer, what kind of amarket do you 
send your wheat to? Who sends his wheat to market in Cin- 
cinnati? Who sends his cotton to Frankfort, Ky.? Who sends 
his corn to Hard Scrabble, Ill.? None of you. All of you who 
have any agricultural products to sell seek the option markets. 
Why? Simply because they are the highest markets. Now, | 
have a fatherly, a brotherly, a filial interest in my good friend 
from Missouri, Gen. HATCH, and one reason why I shall vote 
ag:inst this bill is to prevent the stigma of its passage from falling 
upon his shoulders, because next year when the Populists of the 
South and the farmers of the West get in their cotton and their 
wheat and seek to make their sales in the highest markets, the 


Do you know, you planters of the | 
that there are to-day between threeand four | 








6603 








Ln e Cie LA lias destroyed t ) ur 
I n 1 ny mark that nd ! 
{ h « im i my friend : ) l 
n¢ Oo t any county fair in Uni LSt 
and as | ive I ttosee him in a position where the 
farmers Dp ers will greet him with, ‘* Hail, 
HATCH mn Gen. HatrcH,” as they wouldif he can 
make thi v. |Laughter. Lam the bestfriend the 
m from iri has on this floor. 
\nd now ippose you could do this. sup y you could 
t sre with the liberty of a man in Ohio to go out and cut is 
corn, or to de ae whether he should live in a brick house or a 
frame house, or whether or not he would buy at this tim ’ 
wheat he wont xd to use next December—suppose you could 33 
ll of this kind, and that instead of it being a silly, me 
some, mischievous oe that it was wise, pruden 
constitutional, and would do what you ignorantly imag 


will, what would you ac somplish? You would increase the pri 
of bread to every man, woman, and child in this country 

What an infamous idea to present here to the members of 
this House, and to the country, and from a Democratic sou 
It is unfortunate, to say the least, that this measure emanates 
from the Democratic side of the House. I[ can understand 
perfectly well the consistency of my friend from Ohio, Gen. 
GROSVENOR. He has always believed in this kind of legisla- 
tion, and he ought to vote forit. But my friend Gen. Haron 
never believed in such rubbish, and he ought to do as do with 
this bill—throw it into the wastebasket and say, if we forgive 
him this once he will never do it again. And we will forgiv 
him, too. 

Mr. PENCE. Did not the gentleman himself, in hisinterrog- 
atory tothe gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] : ‘y or 
two ago, maintain that the dealings on the stock boar ds d 
the prices? 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman admitted it. 

Mr. PENCE. Did you not maintain that? 

Mr. HARTER. Idid and I do; and there is this difference be- 
tween a Democrat like myself and a Populist like Mr. BRYAN. 
I say that if free, unfettered, constitutional, lawful speculation 


} or dealing on any board naturally raises the price of an article, 


that article is raised, if you like, by the very law of God, because 
it is the law of nature. But I would not pass a law to raise the 
price of anything; —_ would I passa law to put down the price 
of anything. What clauseis it, gentle: nen, in the Chicago plat 
form, that we have heard so much about, which says it is the 
duty of a Democratic Congress to pass laws designed to put up 
or put down the price of any article? [ will wait a moment f 
some one to produce on this floora plank or two of that mutilated 
unfortunate and much misunderstood platform. | Laughter. 





{ am speaking of this bill as a Demoer: at looks atit—notas a 
Populist looks at it. I have great respect, you understand, for 
both Populists and Republicans. The view they take of it isa 


natural one for them. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How long since you left 
the Republicans? i 
Mr. HARTER. Probably I have been ¢ 
than you have. Iam an entirely different | 
you observe. ; 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am glad youare. If you 
are a Democrat, I do not want to be one. If you area Democrat, 


Tam not. 

Mr. HARTER. In this latest expressionof feeling which the 
gentleman has presented tothe House, he and I cordially agree. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman changes 
too much—first a Republican, then a Democrat—first a pig, then 
a puppy, figuratively speaking. 

Mr. HARTER. If the gentleman thinks that kind of lan- 
guage proper in debate here, he is welcome to his opinion. 
Now, sir, let me proceed with this good-humored discussion of 
a very foolish bill 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman will allow 
me to say | used that expression ina speech the other day. | 
did not mean it in an offensive sense. I was alluding to the 
Mugwumps, and I told an anecdote about an old negro who 
carried a pair of pups— 

Mr. HARTER. My dear sir, the reason— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I think you heard my 
speech of the other day. 

Mr. HARTER. I credit you with being too much of a gen- 
tleman to use such a term on this floor in any offensive sense. 
Nobody can be more consciousof the fact that the term ‘‘ puppy” 
can ever ap ply to me, coming from anybody. 

But, gentlemen, the world has had this kind of laws before— 
never onan sd by Democrats. Let me give you a history of this 
kind of legislation. [am notabsolutely certain, but [ think the 
Chinese tried it in the eleventh century; Iam certain, however 
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that the Dutch tried it in the year 1610, and our ancestors in 
England tried it in 1734, And in 1812 they had just such a law 
as this on the statute book in the State of New York. 

And during the late war anumber of our friends here —and they 
were good men deeply interested in the welfare of the country— 
decided that persons who were selling greenbacks short for gold 
were engaged inacriminal trade. This was in 1864. 

Secretary Chase was satisfied that the thing was treason- 
able; and my able, learned, honorable, safe, cautious friend, 
Senator SHERMAN, after a while was seduced into the same b:2- 
lief, and you remember the law was passed, a law like this of 
my friend from Missouri; it was indeed the original of the Hatch 
bill, so far as Congress is concerned, and it provided that no 
man should sell greenbicks short. My friend from New York 
{[Mr. IHenpRIx] will remember it. What was the effect? It 
was promised that greenbacks would go up and gold would go 
down, just as ourlearned friends here to-day promise the cotton- 
raisers and the wheat-growers that their products shall go up if 
this pending bill is passed. Whathappened? Within two days 
after that law was passed gold shot up like a rocket, rising, I 
think, 78 cents on the dollar; and within fifteen days the law 
was repealed. Soif you pass this antioption law you will be 
glad to repeal it within fifteen days; but I tell you that will not 
save the bacon of my friend HATCH, and I am speaking in his be- 
half this afternoon. 

I do not want to see all the presidential timber in the Demo- 
cratic party destroyed, cut up by the roots at this session of Con- 

ress if I can help it, because tPall these other men are cut out, 

t may be possible that I myself will have to offer my carcass 
as a sacrifice at the next presidential election [laugnter]—a fate 
which I very much desire to avoid if possible. You can under- 
stand, therefore, my interest in preserving for the country and 
for the party our great, strong, sound, safe men. If they are to 
be allowed to kill themselves off with free-silver, sugar-trust, 
anti-option, high-tariff measures, our party will, I am afraid, 
turn to me as the only genuine, reliable, blue-blooded Demo- 
crat on earth, and thus force me into the breach and ultimately 
elect me, for I give you notice that if ever I am nominated for 
President, nobody can prevent the country avalling itself of such 
an unusual bargain. 

I can understand, Mr. Chairman, how a man like my friend 
from Missouri, Gen. HATCH—an earnest man, who is right on 
many political subjects—should have gotten himself into the 
way of believing that some such measure like this (which he 
does not understand) would be of some practical value to some- 
body. But his friends ought to come to his rescue. I can ex- 
cuse him, and I hope the country will, though I am sure that 
the very best thing that we can dofor him will be to help to de- 
feat this bill, and save him from all risks. as 

Until this bill was introduced all legislation prohibiting specu- 
lation in food products was urged because speculation invariably 
mivances the price of corn, of wheat and oats, and it has been re- 
served for the philosophers on the agricultural committee to 
discover that this is all a mistake and that it reduces them. 
They are such marvels in the line of discovery that it might 
be.wise to authorize them to investigate the facts and report to 
the House the name of the man who struck Billy Patterson. 

Is it possible that these men do not remember a few yearsago 
that the workingmen of anes threatened to blow uP the pro- 
duce exchange because it raised the price of wheat and increased 
the cost of flour? Never in the history of the United States, ex- 
cept for a few days last summer, caused by the currency or bank 
—- has the price of wheat, corn, or cotton on any option or 

uture-dealing exchange been lower than its proper parity with 
the world’s markets; on the contrary,on such markets the prices 
are nearly always above—to the advantage of the farmer and 
planter—and when “corners” come the people who reap the 
profits are the planters and the farmers, while the reviled 
‘shorts” are compelled to bleed gold. The perfectly enormous 
advantages which these exchanges confer on the farmers Gen, 
HATCH would (not intentionally itis true, butactually) take from 
them, and thusdepress the farm and the plantation still more. 

Who is back of this bill? Who brought it before Congress? 
I will tell you. I am a miller myself and I know a little about 
this subject. Senator WASHBURN and some of his friends want 
this bill enacted. Of course they do, for the very same reason 
that Gen. Hatcu does—over the left. I know that Gen. HATCH 
is sincere in his convictions, and that he would like to see wheat 
sell for $1 per bushel. I know, too, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina on my right issincere, and he wants the price of 
cotton put uptol0cents. Gen. HATCH wants wheat—the market 
price—put up, and so would I if the laws of God and of nature 
would put it up. But I am opposed to even considering here 
any law which the framers hope will reguire any poor washer- 
woman in this land to pay a cent a bushel more for the wheat 
she is compelled to use in flour, or a cent a yard more for the 
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calico that she needs to clothe her than the laws of trade 
ply and demand—require. 

Senator WASHBURN and his associates have trained wi 
Gen. HATCH, and if the general were to look lapuae be want 
find a large-sized colored man in his woodpile. Is it possible 
that he can suppose Mr. WASHBURN et al., the agents stock- 
holders, and friends of the great British milling syndicate fa. 
vor this legislation from the same standpoint that he does? 
Why, even the reverend chaplain [Mr. SIBLEY]of this new anti- 
option religion got mad last night because he thought that my 
friend WARNER was helping the British to put down the price 
of cotton in order to buy a woolen suit cheaper. [Laughter. } 

In fact, to-day the agents of the British milling syndicate, who 
are interested in putting down the price of wheat, you will find, 
are the real friends and only intelligent well-posted advocates 
of this bill. I like these men very much as company at dinner; 
but when it comes to sleeping with them in a political bed,I say 
to my friend from Missouri he had better come and sleep with 
me, though I am in favor of a hundred-cent dollar and free trade 
on our exchanges and low taxcs everywhere, and I say that I 
welcome him back to the Democratic fold, not as my friend from 
7 Carolina welcomes Gen. GROSVENOR, as the “ vilest of the 
vile.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me proceed. Here Senator WASH- 
BURN and his cohorts are, and how earnestly do they desire that 
the price of the farmer's wheatshall be enhanced in the market; 
for, of course, the more they pay for wheat the less their flour 
costs them(?). You will do the farmer more real injury through 
this bill than dry weather, grasshoppers, and chinch bugs com- 
bined. Take, for instance, next August, when Gen. HATCH 
wants to market his grain, and the farmers generally want to 
market theirs. Do you suppose they could find a market forall 
the wheat in that time of rush at decent prices if it was not for 
‘*futures” and ‘‘option” trading? Well, yes; perhaps they 
could; but they would find me a buyer, they would have Mr. 
WASHBURN fora buyer, and many others like us, and practi- 
cally at our own prices. What do you think we would pay? 

The same is true, I will say to my friend from South Carolina, 
when you bring in your eight million bale crop, as I hope it will 
be. Do you suppose you will find a market for it at a fair price 
if only actual taverns bid on it and you exclude speculators? 
Just as soon as dealing in futures ceases you will find nobody 
wanting to buy except at combination prices. Why, as a mat- 
ter of course as soon as your law goes into effect, and you stop 
the buying of cotton for future delivery, down goes the price 
of cotton like Mr. What’s-his-Name to the bottom of the sea. 
[Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. McGinty. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, I hope Mr. McGinty will excuse me for 
on his name with this kind of crazy legislation. [Laugh- 
ter, 

Let me speak of another thing. There are countries in this 
world which raise wheat and where they have nosuch thing 
dealing in futures. There are countries blessed with the Was 
burn-Hatch system of trading in grain, who have not any option 
trading at all. Go with me to the Argentine Republic, and yqu 
will find no dealing in options there. But what will you find? 
Wheat goes from the Argentine Republic to the British mar- 
ket at less by over 6 cents per bushel (counting freights) than 
the farmer of Missourican get for his wheatin the open market 
in Chicago, and I tell you it is due to option trading; it is due to 
an open market; it is due to freedom and to brains. 

I should like to dwell more on these points, but I see time is 
going, and I wish to speak of another subject, namely, the moral 
aspect of the matter. When the outside public—who have not 
the goud fortune to be membersof this House, and who are quite 
excusable in being surprised at the kind of animals which make 
up this menagerie here—discover that Congress is proposing by 
its legislation to reform the balance of the country, do you not 
think at least a few of them will be unkindenough to say ‘‘ Phy- 
sician, heal thyself! Would it not be just as well for the mem- 
bers of Congress to take the beams out of their own eyes before 
they get ready to take the motes out of the eyes of gentlemen 
in New Orleans and New York and Chicago?” It occurs to me 
that gentlemen in this part of the country had better stop gam- 
bling on their own hook before they make laws to prevent other 
people from enjoying the same pleasant but costly relaxation. 

This is the whole case on its moral side. What business has 
Congress to legislate as to the conduct of people in Illinois? 
Why, if you tell me gambling is wicked, I admit it; but murder 
is w teed, Why is not Congress engaged here in passing laws 
to prohibit murder in the State of Illinois? Ifnot, why do you 
undertake to pass a law here to prohibit gambling in the State 
of Illinois? If laws of this kind are to be passed, let the States 

ass and execute them. Why not a to regulate the con- 

uct of the citizens of Illinois in all other matters? I admit 
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that you have the power to pass this kind of a law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and for the Indian Territory and New Mexico, 
andother Territories. I admitthat you have this much author- 
ity. But you have no right to say what a man shall do with his 
money, or what he shall do with his wheat or with his cotton, in 
any of the States of this Union. 

Gentlemen, this thing of legislating men into saints by the 
simple phrase ‘‘ Be it enacted,” has been a failure from the be- 
ginning of the world. What kindof a country did Oliver Crom- 
well and his puritanical, Calvanistic Ironside associates estab- 
lish in Great Britain? Why, those old ‘‘ Praise God Barebones” 
fellows were the greatest frauds and humbugs who ever walked 
the faceof the earth. And again, look at the State of Maine, for 
instance, where they have been making people teetotalers by act 
of the Legislature. Even a man who isa total abstainer like my- 
self cen not go into the State of Maine and stay a day without 
feeling dizzy, or walk entirely straight until he gets over into 
New Hampshire. [Laughter.] Such is the result of this kind 
of silly legislation. As you have no right to enforce these laws, 
you will only make Congress contemptible in the eyes of the 
people if you pass them. 

I am sorry I have so little time, but I will finish within the 
hour. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. HARTER. No; the House has been very kind to me and 
I am not going to impose on it. But I want to talk to my South- 
ern friends. Gentlemen, I am sure you must know that the men 
of the South have no warmer friend on the floor of this House 
thanIam. There is no man more interested inseeing the South 
built up. There is no man more willing to take you to his heart 
thanI. There isnoone here whoappreciates your qualities more 
thanI do. Icould not agree with you in what I believed to be 
your unholy effort to wreck the Republic; but, gentlemen,when 
i remember that you went out of this Republic under the cir- 
cumstances you did, without a factory in all the South for the 
production of a pound of gunpowder; when there was nota per- 
cussion-cap factory south of the Ohio; when you had no stores, 
noartillery, or any way of making a gun or a cannon, or any- 
thing else; and whenI recollect that for three or four years you 
kept at bay the greatest nation on the face of the earth—a na- 
tion, too, backed up by a just and upright cause, and supported 
by all the money which it needed—lI say I am lost in admiration 
at the courage and ability of you men from the South; and 
wrong us I am sure you were, I am giad I am of the same blood 
that you are, and to the day I die I shall be proud to call you 
brothers. [Applause.] 

But at the same time I want to face you fairly on this ques- 
tion, as friend should talk to friend. After your fathers had 
helped to found this Government, had cemented its foundations 
with their blood, and after they for seventy years in its legisia- 
tion had contributed the soundest views upon human govern- 
ment, when they had furnished the practical application of the 
principles of the Constitution under which the country was pros- 
perous, and to which we must again return if we would be as 
prosperous as we ought to be, why did you turn your backs upon 
this nation in which you had so great an interest, of which you 
form so honorable a part? Why did you go into rebellion or 
undertake to tear down the fabricofthisGovernment? Stripped 
of all verbiage, you went into the rebellion because you feared 
that legislation of precisely the same general character as this 
Hatch bill would be passed. 

You went into rebellion, not because Hatch bills had been 
passed, not because we had in any way interfered with your per- 
sonal rights or your liberty to trade, in South Carolina or any- 
where else, but you went into this war and impoverished your- 
selves, you made orphans and widows by the million, because 
you feared that there would be this kind of legislation. And 
what kind of a spectacle in the eyes of gods and men do you 
gentlemen from the South present, when you come here, you 
men who have been lieutenant-generals (and who deserve the 
titles you got from your government), what kind of a spectacle 
do you present when you vote for such legislation as this? I see 
about me men who, in defense of what they believed to be right, 
left their arms and legs upon the field of battle. I see generals 
here whose honesty, integrity, high character, and lofty cour- 
age all will admit. Yet Isee them hobbling in here to vote for 
legislation so infernally and eternally opposed to the doc- 
trines of the Constitution, so repugnant to common sense that 
even the most radical Republican from a Northern State is 
ashamed to come here and advocate the principles which you, 
my Southern brethren and fellow-Democrats, are supporting — 
legislation, too, at which the country fairly turns oakaal: 

hy should you justify that which a friend of mine from the 
West said a few daysago? He said to me, “I thought your 
friends from the South were most badly whipped in the last 
war; but I never thought they were so thoroughly beaten that 
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they would come up hereand advocate the very principle which 


they had fought to crush out.” When I advocated the repeal 
of the State bank tax I voted for the repeal of it on the very 
ground that you did; and I have the right to demand of you, as 
consistent men, if you claim to be Democrats, that you stand 
shoulder to shoulder with me and let your elbows meet mine in 
resisting this legislation. 

What will be thought of the Democratic party if it oppose a 
bill because the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] presents it, 
and then favors the same principle in another bill because the 
gentleman from Missouri Mtr. HATCH] presents it. I tell you, 
gentlemen, we must look at these things as they are, because 
the people will see them in their true light. 

Are we to vote for this principle, or lack of principle, which 
will trample the Constitution of the United States under our 
feet, as Democrats when it serves our purpose as Democrats, and 
that on this particular principle, or lack of it, we will hold up 
the Constitution to be worshipped whenever our Republican 
friends offer to put a foot upon it, even if they take their shoes 
off first? I say that it is all wrong. 

Here is the Southern view of this kind of legislation, written 
by that prince of South Carolina editors, Mr. Hemphill, of the 

ews and Courier, last month: 

ARE WE TO HAVE FIVE-CENT COTTON? 

An overproduction of cotton, prospective as well as actual, ata time of 
universal inactivity and depression in trade, has brought the price of the 
Southern staple to a distressingly low level. But Congressman HatTcHu of 
Missouri, seems determined to force prices still lower, if agitation looking 
to crazy legislation can bring about that result. Just now, when spinners 
are so apathetic and when the Southern farmer needs to stimulate in every 
possible way the dormantdemand for cotton, Mr. HACTH would close at once 
and fimaily the speculative markets, which offer the only hope of supporting 
the price of cotton until the return of better times. For it is just that, and 
nothing less, which would be the upshot of his antioption billif it should be- 
come a law. The millions of bales of cotton which the South must sell in the 
fall would find no buyers except the agents of the spinners, who, quick to 
take advantage of the situation, would be likely to obtain their raw mate- 
rial in abundance at 5 cents a pound or less. 

Mr. HATCH'’s bill, ruinous as it would be, is ostensibly framed in the inter- 
est ofthe farmers, While it is quite as absurd and visionary as the other 
pet schemes of the Populists, it would certainly be, in its immediate effect 
upon the eee far more hurtfulthananyofthem. Thoughthere 
are plenty of cranks and demagogues in Congress, we have little fear that 
the Democratic leaders willever allow the party to be handicapped by such 
a blunder as would be involved in the enactment of the bill. But the mere 
agitation of the scheme is a costly business for the South. The long fight 
over a similar bill in the last Congress had the effect of depressing the price 
of cotton then to an extent that must have caused a loss tothe South of at 
least $30,000.000. It is rather too bad that Mr. HATCH should again be en- 
couraged to indulge in so expensive a bit of Congressional fun. 

Another thing occurs to me which will seriously affect those 
members of the House who vote for this bill, and I thereforeask 
What will the Hatch antioption bill, if it becomes law and is en- 
forced, cost the farmers and planters of the United States per 
year? This, it will be admitted, is a practical question, and will 
naturally be asked by the farming element an ne popu- 
lation next November in every district in which those who vote 
for this wretched misfit Populist legislation come up for reélec- 
tion. 

If this bill passes and the enforcement of it actually does de- 
stroy, as its backers say it will, allso-called ‘ gambling ” in ‘ fu- 
tures” and “ options,” of course the 3 cents a bushel on wheat, 
the 1 cent a bushel on corn and oats, and the one-half centa 
pound on cotton which every planter and farmer gets in the op- 
tion or future markets (like Chicago, San Francisco, St. Louis, 
Duluth, Detroit, Toledo, Buffalo, Galveston, New Orleans, New 
York, etc.) because of this class of dealings, will also disappear. 
He willthen getthe ‘‘actualsales” prices which Mr. HATCH and 
his friends demand, that is, the prices fixed in the world’s mar- 
kets, as Mr. HATCH hassoclearly stated in his May, 1892, speech, 
and no more. s 

See what this means! On anaverage goodcrop the farmersof 
the United States will have an account to settle with the anti- 
option candidates of $15,000,000 on wheat, $20,000,000 on corn, 
$7,000,000 on oats, and $20,000,000 on cotton; in all, $62,000,000. 

In other words, if this bill becomes law, it will cost the farm- 
ers and planters of the United States not less than $62,000,000 
each year on grain and cotton, and probably $30,000,000 more on 

ork and its various products, or in the end not much, if any, 
ess than $100,000,000 a year; and yet the men who vote for it 
here say, ‘‘ We are the friends of the farmer.” 

Well may the farmer at the polls this fall cry out, ‘‘ From such 
friends deliver us!” and then proceed to unload these grasshop- 
per, dry-weather, chinch-bug enemies of his by voting for any 
candidate who is opposed to antioption laws, whether he be & 
Republican or Democrat, white or black. Look at Mr. HatTcu’s 
own district. If his bill passes and is enforced, and does stop 
trading in futures and options, andin this way robs his constit- 
uents of the blessings of the St. Louis and Chicago produce ex: 
change markets, the loss to the farmers in his district along 
will, on wheat, corn, oats, and pork, aggregate not less than 
$238,000 a year, or $476,000 during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
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Now, lL want to see Mr. Harcn retlected, and I cheerfully cer- 
tify to his good qualities, and [ am always proud to count him 
among my friends, and will rejoice to see him reach the Presi- 
dency before he dies, but will his district consider his other serv- 
vices in the Fifty-fourth Congress worth to them enough to 
wipe out the $176,000 burden he proposes to put on the farms 
of the Fil ivi district? I ask this about Mr. HaToH be- 
cause of his great prominence in this war on the farmer, this 
crusade against the planter, which the supporters of this bill are 
carrying on, but it applies to every man on this floor who votes 
for this vicious measure. 

How, for instance, can aman from Georgia or South Carolina 
hope to be sent back here by an intelligent, reading community 
of planters, every man of whom will realize before this fail’s 
election thatin his mistakon, ill-guided zeal his sitting member 
has advocated and voted for a bill which must make his lot in 
life as a cotton-raiser more unbearablethan ever? The vote on 
this plantation-destroying, farm-smashing bill will, of course, be 
a yea-and-nay vote, 80 that the name of every member who 
supports it will be known to every intelligent farmer or planter 
in his district. 

Messrs. HATCH and company may declare up hill and down 
dale that their intentions were goad, and no man recognizes as 
{dothe honorable personal character of the support the bill 
has but will admitall this; but the outraged farmer and wronged 
planter will merely remark, ‘‘ Hell is paved with good inten- 
tions, gentlemen,” and proceed to give them Hail Columbia at 
the ballot box. 

My excuse, if I need an excuse for opposing this class of leg- 
islation, is that it is all wrong, and that that man is the truest 
Democrat and he is the truest friend when he points out the mis- 
take of his friends, and opposes the error of his own party. You 
will live to see that [ am a true friend and a fairly wise ad- 
viser, too, in the Congressional electionscoming on this fall, and 
you will also live to realize it during the next Presidential elec- 
tion. Sometime ago I received a communication from a gen- 
tleman named Gill residing in this city, asking me to appear at 
a meeting that was to be held in Convention Hall, inwhich they 
would consider various questions hinging on this bill and also 
involving the principle of protection, in fact, involving the 
whole idea of paternalism, and in the course of that letter there 
was a kind of covert hint that it would be well (as I understood 
it) for a man to be extremely cautious as to what he said, as his 
remarks would be printed and circulated amongst the people of 
the United States. 

Well, sir, whenI believe I am right I am not only not afraid, 
but, on the other hand, I am exceedingly anxious, upon any im- 
portant question, that my remarks may be read by the people of 
the United States; and as I felt that there might be some un- 
certainty of my ability to attend the meeting, I wrote him a let- 
ter, which has been referred to in this debate, and which I un- 
derstand is the publication conplained of. In order to see 
whether there is any just ground for the complaint, I now ask the 
Clerk to be kind enough to read it, and with the reading my re- 
marks this afternoon close. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A SIMPLE REMEDY FOR THE HARD TIMES—MR. HARTER’S ADVICE TO THE 
OOXEYITDS-~-ITt OUGHT TO BE TAKEN BY BVERY MAN AND WOMAN IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 


AW 
t M1isso 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 20, 1894. 


Representative HARTER of Ohio is one of the public men who have been 
invited to address a mass coer Be ae some of the sympathizers with the 
a movement are getting up in this city. Thequestion on which he was 
asked to express his views was, “ What, if anything, can Congress do to 
give work to the unemployed, to increase the price of produce, and to re- 
store to our people confidence and prosperity?’’ He has written tothe 
chairntan of the committee as follows: 

‘*DBAR Sirk: Aslam notcertainI can be at the meeting, I wish to sug- 
gest an effective remedy for hard times, which is also a very simple one. 
Confine the work of Congress to the limits of the Constitution. Stop levy- 
ing taxes to provide profits (under the name of protection) for a portion of 
our people at the expense of the balance, 

’ Publish farand wide that itis not the business of the United States to 
raise prices, provide work, regulate wages, or in any way to interfere in the 
private business or personal affairs of the people. clare that the control 
of State banks, and all other State and local affairs, like roads for instance, 
shall remain exclusively with the State and localgovernments. Prove toall 
the world that we intend to keepevery dollar of the circulating money issued 
or coined by the United States at the full gold valueof 100 cents. Put our 
civilservice upon a business-likefoundation. Kick out spoilsmen and bunco 
legislators, and prosperity will return without investing inany quack nos- 
trums, and without putting on liver pads or porous plasters. 

“A little everyday common sense, industry, ecopomy, and hopefulness 
will hasten the return of good times, but avoid quack remedies, quack Con- 
gressmen, and crank Senators, = when such worthies tell you we must put 
up the price of silver, wheat, grindstones, tulips, or toadstools to the figures 
they commanded in the days of Adam, of George Washington, or even in 
1 I say When such ideas are advanced, put cotton fn your ears and keep 
om atyour calling. The troubles we are having are the outgrowthof simon 
pure paternalism and when these fewcha are made inour present meth- 

and we then return to Americanism tts purity, that is, to personal, 
individual self-reliance, our troubles will fade away as the mist flies before 
the rising sun. 

“Tf, however, we go on in the mad chase after ee 


ity, under the lead- 
ership of the Coxeys, McKinleys, Stewarts, Peffers, 


lands, Hatches, etc., 
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we will find harder times and greater suffering ahead of us. You may sa 
or I may believe that all of the men named are very good fellows first-class 
fathers, husbands, and neighbors, quite well-meaning and highly commend: 
able men in every sense (and I ony use their names to identify the various 
crazes, Wild ideas, vagaries, and cranky notions they have urged and adyo- 
cated), but they must injure all they lead and will bankrupt any nation 

‘Men with level heads and a fatr share of good, common, everyday sense 
are at a discount these times; but if the country follows cranks much longer 
the result will be so disastrous as to create finally avery active demand cad 
bring about a most urgent call for those who during all these times have 
kept the faith and constantly warned those who eared to listen of the judg- 
ment to come. frown down, then, every charlatan politician, every long- 
haired, wild-eyed, social philosopher, whether he be a governor or a graye- 
digger, a silver-mine owner or a tramp, and advise those who aré willine to 
listen to you to work, save, and keep sober. = 

‘Tell them to depend apon the sweat of their faces and the labor of their 
hands, and not to put their trust in politicians or ——— upon the bounty 
of the Federal Government or the soup-kitchen charity of the municipality. 
Our country, with all its magnificent resources, is still here; our people 
have not lost their skill, and we can be as prosperous and happy as ever if 
we demand equal laws and a sound currency from the Government, and 
then work out our own salvation. 

* Yours, respectfully, 
“MICHAEL D. HARTER.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR| is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Ohio will yield to me, 
as it is after 5 o’clock, I will move that the committee rise, with 
the understanding that the gentleman has the right of way to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. HARTER. Apersonalexplanation. Inadvertently said 
that Mr. Pillsbury favored this bill. Mr. Pillsbury personally 
does not favor this bill. My remark applied to Senator WAsH- 
BURN, which was strictly correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
for the purpose of making the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committees rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BATLEY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the stata of the 
Union, reported that that committee, having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 7007, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to ask unanimous consent to publish 
some remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will not be in order unless 
the motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 

Mr. HATCH. [I will withdraw it temporarily, so that the 
gentleman inay ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent to publish some re- 
marks in the RECORD upon the bank-tax bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to there- 
quest? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HATCH. Irenew my motion. 

Mr. COX. Before the discussion of that question was entered 
upon, the time in which gentlemen could have remarks pub- 
lished in the RECORD on that subject was limited to a certain 
number of days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten days. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say tothe gentleman that in con- 
sequence of ill health I was not able to avail myself of that privi- 


lego. 
Mr, COX. I make no objection. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was then agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. KR. 
6582) for the relief of Anthony McAndrews, of Louisville, Ky. 


(Report No, 1118.) 
so, a bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon. 
(Report No.1121.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committees on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 2147) for the relief of J, O, Shelb¥. (Ré& 
port No, 1122.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims, reported mavens 
the bill (H. R. 7230) for the relief of the officers and crew of th 
dredge wrecked in Narragansett Bay Rhode Island; which, 
with the accompanying report (No. 1123), was ordered to bé 
printed, and to lie on the table. 














CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6850) for the 
relief of Richmond College, located at Richmond, Va., and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


> 
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AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, andseverally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 7500) to further amend section 9 
of the act for the relief of certain volunteers and regular sol- 
diers of the late war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 7501) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, 
at Monmouth, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H.R. 7502) authorizing the sale of 
title of United States to a tract of land in Montgomery County, 
in the State of Maryland, to William H.andGeorge Bobinger— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. IZLAR: A bill (H. R. 7503) for the protection and re- 
pair of Fort Moultrie, on Sullivans Island, in the State of South 
Carolina, and to make appropriation therefor—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7504) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the steamer Oceano, of New York, N. Y.—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R.'7505) admitting all articles free 
of duty upon which trusts are in existence whereby the prices 
of such articles may be increased to the consumers thereof in 
the United States, and to place Paris green on the free list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the 
County of Coconino, Ariz., to issue bonds for the construction 
of a county building at the county seat thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: A joint resolution (H.Res. 194) authorizing 
Commander C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decora- 
tion tendered him by the Government of Spain—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury for information concerning the funds on hand aris- 
ing from arrears of pay due the estates of deceased colored sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution authorizing the purchase 
of 500 copies of the report of the World’s Congress of Bankers 
and Financiers for the use of the House—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Ohio, favoring the erection of a suitable monument or me- 
morial structure on the site of Fort Greenville, at Greenville, 
Ohio, to perpetuat6é the memory of Gen. Anthony Wayne and his 
gallant army—to the Committee on the Library. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, 


n PR 


PRIV A’ BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill(H. R. 7507) granting a pension to Lucy 
B. Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi; A bill (H. R. 7508) for the re- 
lief of J. R. Eggleston, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7509) for the re- 
lief of Joab Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7510) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 


Hendrickson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN (by request): Petition of citizens of Wright 
County, Minn., against reduction of letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Evidence to accompany House bill 7480, 
ny relief of J. W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on 

ms. 
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By Mr. CRAIN: Protest of John T. Murphy, of Laredo, Tex., 
to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Trades’ League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an amendment of the interstate- 
commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. Kenfield 
and 30 other citizens of Chicopee Falls, Mass., against that por- 


tion of the income-tax bill that requires taxation in any form 
from fraternal and beneficiary societies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Coal Handlers’ Prot 


Union No. 62638, of West Superior, Wis., in favor of House 
5207, against convict-made goods—to the Committee on In 
state and l’oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions and 
Messrs. P. C. Murray & Co., of Dubuque, and Messrs. I. Wer 
denbacher & Co., of Dyersville, lowa, protesting against any in 
of the tax on whisky and any extension of the bonded 
period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

' By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
for exemption of fraternal and benefit orders from the incon 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Isidore Harry and 62 other 
citizensof Lawrenceburg, Ind., praying that certain benevolent 
associations shall be exempt from the operation of any law that 
may be enacted in relation to an income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways on Means. 

By Mr. IKERT: Petition of W. A. Brandt and 20 other citi- 
zens of Wellsville, Ohio, asking that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties be exempt from taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of D. L. Wilson, R. Wollsberg, 
James H. Barnard, E. L. Danford, and 45 citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying that beneficiary fraternal societies, orders, or 
organizations shall be exempt from all the provisions of the bill 
requiring taxation in any form—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citizens of St. Petersburg, Pa.., 
in favor of amendment to the Wilson bill exempting beneficial 
societies from the provisions of the income tax—-to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDEARMON (by request): Protest of Union Cit; 
Commandery, No. 18, United Order of the Golden Cross, T 


bill 
paper of 


er 


nessee, against taxing incomes of beneficiary orders—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of residents of Alexandria 


County, Va., asking the passage of House bill 9120, for building 
the memorial bridge across the Potomac River to Arlington— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of F. M. St. John and 12 others, 
of Alcester, S. Dak., favoring the Manderson-Hainer bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, two petitions of 119 citizens of Beadle County, S. Dak., 
asking for Government control of telegraphs and telephones 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the president and faculty of 
Middleburg College, Vermont, praying for more effectual legis- 
lation for the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Capt. James Keazer and 19 others 
of Portland, Me.,against favorable report of Maguire’s shipping 


bills, 5501, 5502, 5503, 5504, 5505, and 5506—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of George P. Plaisted and others, citizens of 


Gorham, Me., in favor of amendment of sections relating to in- 
come tax in tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Allen C. Moulton and 92 others, citizens of 
Maine, that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempt from income tax by amendment of the bill to 
that effect—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Two petitions of citizens of Wayne 
County, Ohio, members of the National Fraternal Congress, for 
amendment to income-tax requirements—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 9 citizensof War- 
ren, Pa., together with memorial of Bradford Council, No. 302, 
Royal Arcanum, in favor of exempting fraternal beneficiary 
orders from national taxation—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition asking amendment to in- 
come tax so as to exclude fraternal societies, orders, etc., from 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 21, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- | 
pensed with. 

ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of Decem- 
ber 20, 1893, areport from the Acting Secretary of State, covering the desired 
copies of correspondence in the matter of the claim of Antonio Maximo 


Mora against Spain. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 20, 1894. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VILAS presented petitions of T. G. Martin and 35 other 
citizens of Chippewa, Falls; of A. F. Newman and 3 other citi- 
zens of Spring Valley; of E.S. Mason and 15 other citizens of 
Beaver Dam; of J. A. Decker and 11 other citizens, and of W. 
H. Putnam and 10 other citizens, all in the Siate of Wisconsin, 
praying that in the passage of any law providing for the taxa- 
tion of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations beexempted from taxation; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax 
on whisky, and also against an extension of the present bonded 
period; which were ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented a petition of Cigar-Makers’ Union No. 304, 
of Racine, Wis., praying for an increase of the duty on imported 
cigars; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the Con- 
gress of the Sons of the American Revolution, held in Wash- 
ington, D. C., April 30, 1894, together with a letter from J. C. 
Breckinridge, president of the District of Columbia Society, 
Sons of the American Revolution, favoring the publication of 
the Revolutionary records, rolls, etc.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City (Mo.) Life Un- 
derwriters’ Association, praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations ene from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lieon the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Brunswick, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for a 
national exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposition 
to be held at Atlanta, Ga.,in the fall of 1895; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the memorial of the Potts-Thompson Liquor 
Company, of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an exten- 
sion of the present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine Medical Associa- 
tion of Portland, Me., praying for an increase of the appropria- 
tion for the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition of 13 citizens of Gorham, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associa- 
tions, be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Weymouth Council, 
Royal Arcanum, of Weymouth, Mass., and a petition of Glou- 
cester Council, Royal Arcanum, of Gloucester, Mass., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders or associations, be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

te also presented a petition of 16 citizens of Middlesex 
County, Mass., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
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come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; whi ; 
— - ib on the table. ' . Ne or 

He also presented a memorial of 60 cigar manufactur 
Union No, 51, of Holyoke, Mass., remonstrating fodiean tne 
adoption of the so-called Jones amendment relating to wrapper 
tobacco, to the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Everett 
Wash., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
= of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the 

able. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Multnomah County, Oregon, praying thatin the passage 
of any law providing for the taxation of incomes tye funds of 
mutual life insurance companies be exempted from taxation; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over 
Lime Point military reservation in the State of California, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Pay Inspector John 
H. Stevenson, of the United States Navy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2146) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Gas and Electric Light, Heat, and Power Company of the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Commitee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah E. Comly; which was read twice by its title, and referred, 
with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2148) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Granger; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of L. 
E. Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2150) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Oceano of New York, N. Y.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2151) to amend “ an 
act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 
Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” 
approved April 24, 1894; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAREY submitted anamendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro: 
— by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re: . 

a the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COTTON STATES INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. GORDON. In order to secure prompt action, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the amendment to the sundry civil ap- 
priation bill appropriating money to the Cotton States Interna- 
tional Exposition. The object is to add some words at the end 
of the amendment, not to alter the character of it. I will say, 
in a word, that the object of the amendment now offered is to 
enable the President to — one colored man upon the board 
in order that he may aid in getting together the exhibits to be 
made by the colored race. That is the only change I propose 
to the amendment, and I ask unaniimous consent that the words 
may be added. arse 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection; and 
it will be so ordered. To which committee does the Senator de- 
sire to have the amendment referred? 

Mr. GORDON. I desire to have the words added to the gen- 
eral amendment, which has already been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The whole amendment as now pro- 
posed is to be offered to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the | Mr. PERKINS. Do I understand that there is objection to 
absence of objection. the bill? 





MRS. KATE BIRD. Mr. COCKRELL. There is noobiection to it, but I did not 
Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution; which | Notice th enator from California here. L b 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- ~- ( ; 7 
. \T) WeR™M N “aa nator from Miasouri 1 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator n Missouri w 
Reso i, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authori ; ee v ee ag 
and directed to pay out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the COCKRELL. I withdraw the request to have 
contingent fund of the Senate, to Mrs, Kate Bird, mother of Edward > over. Let the bill be considered 
Davic. deceased, late a folder in the folding room of the Senate, the sum ® — ie e+ \ | 1 
#360. being an amount equal to six months’ salary as folder aforesaid; t! ! >) Ul = n ¢ , i ‘ or l Who ) aed 
said sum to include all funeral or other allowan sider the bill. Itauthorizes the Secretary of the Navy tofurnish 
PUBLIC SAVINGS BANKS toany State, upon the written application of the governor thereof, 
z oe z ves fthe N t be selected fro 3 not 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the ssi camminen iieaidane ak ee ; 
F . . - Sul eor require ol re erat § vice I l ) 
resolution heretofore submitted by the Senator from Kansa » 24 chart ) 1 i 1 t ition 
. , . _ . ' AiUL ch}? ‘ * Lich » NOOK! Lri¢ hs ‘ ) i it? A 
Mr. PEFFER] relative to public savings banks does not come oo } “pha 1 
Mr. | 9 pc Pesan et ip ny phythocor~ ya —s 
ee “ ar f tha nine I siness. hit hat i | 3 4 re te = , : ve Na eee ; : ’ 
Se ee nog the morning bu3iness, but that it ha on Yio : a il militiaof the State for the purposes of ¢ j 
t 16 ile ndar Re i etio 
Mr. PES FER. Idonota that the resolution be taken up n ~ bait ' 4 . 
: . . 4 : a Sal “he bill was reported om the Committee on Naval 3 
18 Yi y ray l1e ne > sine 9) S ne on- _ +2 1 . +7 ° . ° 
this morning. want it to lie on the table, and at some con with an amendment. to add the following additional proviso 
venient time I shall eall it up for the purpose of submittin > 
. 7 7 Phat W l t t rn 
some remarks. St the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to det 1 the « t 
) t) . ‘ =] we é yf \ f y t i 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ; Se ean ay re ; ; 
. : _ | vess as ship keepers, the men s« ) ud 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is | of enlisted men allowed by law f naval establ , 
in order ade ils for this service preference ill be 
raer. . ° - oe } i twenty years or more in the! y 
The bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- | \ obediiel : ; 
proved March 38, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the sale of Mr. COC K xt LL, Let ith 16 report be rea j 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia,” was announced } Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Che 1 por W ‘ ° 
o ¢ ‘ . ‘ . } ry’ » Soaapats > pada he ran + oc)! itt Aly PD 
as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate as in Commit- | _, The Se rovary re id : 1e report suvmitted Mr. 1 
onnnnt . ° ° } hrnardw * TRE ae ] wrae 
tee of the Whole proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to | *C¥ruary =, 16 4, as follows: 
amend section 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893, | , The Committee on N to whom i 
ans to read: to promote the eff Naval militia, has had the i 1 
. cls Lt © . “ft . 
ati 1 its passa with an amendm 
[hat there shall be, and there is her tuted an excise board of call attention to the accompanyit tters from \ 
the District of Columbia, which shall cons of the three Commissioners Navy, which fully explain the necessity of the pro 
of the District, any two of whom shall constitu ea oo for business, p d leg 
and the duty of which shall be to take up and consider all applications for : 
\ JEPARTMENT Wy , gc rAN’ 2 I 
license to sell intoxicating liquors and to take action on such applications, NAVY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE ASS STANT SECRETARY 
and the action of said board shall be final and conclusive, and only on the | ea be y M 
granting by the said board of a license to an applicant to sell intoxicating | MY DEAR Sir: When we came to this office we found that it had been the 
liquors shall the assessor issue a license to such apy icant; and the said | practice of the Department to e certain vessels not fit for use f 
board shall make such rules and regulations for carrying into effect thisact | cal purposes, some of them a to be condemned and others requiring 
as t may deem requisite and proper And said board shall make an an very extensive repairs before being fitted to go into commission, wm } 18 
nual report to Congress, setting forth the number of applications for | temporary control of some of the States for the uses of the naval 1 l 
license, both favorably unfavorably acted on, the number of persons | Matters appertaining to this branch of the 6 lace the 
convicted for violations of this statute, and the number of fines collected } Secretary under my direction since coming here f ld 
and uncollecte } tit monitors to North Carolina for the uses of th n 
ny . 1 ‘ * 41 7 1ddition to those already placed temporarily in contr rf ¢ 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- We now have | be tdiees tan so nests fron 1 Penns in inia, California. Wa n 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | ton, and will, undoubtedly, in the near future, receive similar req 1 
and passed. other States, asking that suc h ships be loaned t y the m 
: on a | Ihave come to the conclusion, after examination, that there is no 
ESTATE OF MARK DAVIS | ; 1 : 
wd ‘ svn sat ° ity under existing law as to our right for the placin of these sl in 
ver , 1 ! . : 7 } State control, even for the purposes specified, while on th tk ha t 
Mr. HUN pe I ask the Senate to consider the bill (S. 599) | Department is exevedingly dealrous to page ,- could be sasured - 
for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark Davis, dece ased. | powerinthe premises. — 
I beg to state in explanation that Mark Davis was a loyal citizen rhe ships to be loaned would in no wise impair the efficiency of the Navy 


and owned property in the city of New Orleans. His property 


was taken possession of by Gen. Banks after an “ +r of protec- | ting them for commission, and they can, there vithout the slightest 
tion had been given to it by Gen. Butler. Ge Banke rented | /™pairment s ee and aoe with oe atest possible advantage 
: . ~7 anllantan hi , . : See ae in the way of building up a naval reserve and meeting the requ add if 
his proper y, collect | his bonds, and rec Sesh qean which | the thousands of volunteer sailors all over the country, be placed { thie 
was turned into the Treasury. The bill proposes to pay to the | time being at the disposal of the States requesting tl 
legatees of Mark Davis the mone y that was collected by the | in order to avoid any possible question as to the legal r t epa 


Gover 
other 


ate Committee on Claims. sible 


The 


; : | quests for this class of vessels from nearly all the States l 
The Secretary read the bill. | the Atlantic and Pacific coasts and Gulf wat 
Mr. CHANDLER. [ask that the bill may go over. Very sincerely, yours, ts 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 7 eres 
consideration of the bill. The next bill on the Calendar will be Hon. JOHN R. MCPHERSO ii 
proceeded with. senate Naval Affairs Com ¢, Washington, D. ¢ 
ALASKA CODE. 
3 J ; NAVY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
The bill (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code of Washington, J ry 1894 
laws for the District of Alaska, and for other purposes, was con- | My DEAR Sir: I inclose herewith an amendment to b to tl 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the gov- | (S. 15%) entitled “A bill to promote the efficiency of the nay itia V 
ernor of the District of Alaska to appoint a commission to con- | ee ee eee arliy lowed: ta States ary for the Government, in the 
sist of five persons, who shall be residents of the District, and | that th re be on board someone represent! partme ) 
whose duty it shall be to formulate amendments to the act of | that proper « 3 taken of the property. t m 
Congress approved May 17, 1884, and known as “ the act provid- | Pos-s*"\Cu © ee oath we ig oot Ra 
ing a civil government for the District of Alaska,” and to draft | ter that a direct representati { the Navy Department should have 
a code of laws, both civil and criminal, with a mode of procedure, f the ship and be re ponsibie to this Government for its preserva ; 
for the government of the District. ha eine te ah paiee etn 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- edingly deserving class of enlisted Orin 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | the 4 t very small re ineration allowed sailor 
and passed. | snip as not to exceed 6, but it ts not intended to employ : 
THE NAVAL MILITIA. } as this, and the whole number will probably not an < 
Trusting that the amendment will meet I r ar ‘ 
The bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia | ¢ apareael in the bill bef re it is report ed ie our 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. ; V. McADOC 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over without prej- | pon. Jonn R. MCPHEREON. == : — ‘ 
udice. Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United S enate, Uily. 5 
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and, indeed, in some cases are those so completely over the dead line as to 
repairs that we would not think, unless in the greatest emergencies, of fit 
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cat al os a a - ment to put these vessels temporarily in the control of the State authori 
nment and turned into the Treasu: y. It has passed the s, I think it best to submit the following act, and will esteem it a fa 


House and has been twice reported favorably by the Sen- | if you will introduce it and endeavor to have it acted upon as soon 1 





vATIT ry 1.2] °11 1 think it might be safely said th in the near future we Vv 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read eae iea ee eras cae ieee ee ae ne Vet 
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Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the adoption of the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, I move to strike out ‘‘ furnish” 
and insert ‘‘loan temporarily,” soas to make it correspond with 
the rest of the bill. It will then read: 

That the § y of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized and empow- 

“i to loan I rarily to any State, et 
Mr. PERKID [ have no objection to the amendment. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


e 


r 


COURTS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1827) to define the boundaries of the three judicial districts in 
the State of Alabama and to regulate therein the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States and the powers and duties of the 
judges thereof, and for other purposes. Itis a local bill, and 
will take but ashort time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the southern judicial district of the State of Alabama shall include 
the counties of Mobile, Washington, Baldwin, Conecuh, Escambia, Clarke, 
Monroe, Wilcox, Marengo, Choctaw, Sumter, Pickens, Greene, Hale, Perry, 
amd Dallas. 

Seo, 2. That the middle judicial district of said State shall include the 
counties of Montgomery, Lowndes, Autauga, Butler, Elmore, Chilton, Coosa, 
Clay, Tallapoosa, Randolph, Chambers, Lee, Macon, Bullock, Russell, Bar- 
bour, Henry, Dale, Coffee, Pike, Crenshaw, Geneva, and Covington. 

Sec. 3. That the northern judicial district of said State shall include the 
other counties therein not Mentioned as constituting the southern and mid 
dle judicial districts of said State, and shall be divided into the southern 
and northern divisions, and the southern division of said northern judicial 
district shall include tke counties of Jefferson, Bibb, Tuscaloosa, Shelby, 
Talladega, Cleburne, Calhoun, St. Clair, Etowah, Cherokee, Dekalb, Blount, 
Walker, Fayette, Lamar, Marion, and Winston. And the northern division 
of said northern district shall include the remaining counties therein, 
namely, Franklin, Lauderdale, Colbert, Lawrence, Limestone, Morgan, 
Madison, Marshall, Jackson, and Cullman. 

Sno. 4. That all offenses hereafter committed in either of said districts or 
divisions shail be cognizable and indictable within the district and divisio1 
where committed; and all grand and petit jurors summoned for serv 
each district and divisions shall be inhabitants thereof; and all offenses com- 
mitted within either of said districts and divisions prior to the time this 
act goes into operation shall be prosecuted and tried as if the act had not 
been passed. 

Src. 5. That all civil suitsnot of a local character which shall be hereafter 
brought in the circuit and district courts of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Alabama, in either of the districts thereof, against a single 
defendant, or where all the defendants reside in the same division of said 
district, shall be brought in the division where the defendant or defendants 
reside; but if there are two or more defendants residing in different divi- 
sions such suit may be brought in either division; and all mesne and final 
process, subject to the provisions of this act, issued in either of said divi- 
sions may be served and executed in either or both of the divisions. 

Seo, 6. That all civil suits and other proceedings now pending in the cir 
cuit and district courts in said State shall not be affected by this act. 

Sec. 7. That the judge of the middle and northern district of Alabama 
shall no longer be the judge of said northern district, but he shall hereafter 
be the judge of and hold the courts in and for the northern division of said 
northern district asthe same is constituted by this act, and shall not be re- 
quired to reside therein; and the courts in said northern and southern divi- 
sion shalleach be entitled toa clerk. And the judge of the southern dis- 
trict of said State shall be the judge of and hold the courts in and for the 
southern division of said northern district as the same is constituted by this 
act, and shall not be required to reside therein. The judges of the said 
northern and southern divisions shall each have and exercise all the powers 
and authority they now have and exercise, respectively, as district judges 
in their respective districts as constituted by this act. 

Suc. 8. That all laws and parts of lawsinconsistent with this act are hereby 
ropealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendinent was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to 
appoint a commission of engineers to examine and report upon 
the cost of deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and 
their entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

The message also announced that the House had passed acon- 
current resolution to print 10,000 extra copies of the Report of 
the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious 
metals in the United States for the calendar year 1893; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 4,000 extra copies of the special 
report made by the select committee of the Medical Society of 
the District of Columbia on typhoid and malarial fevers and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


other preventable diseases; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following bills and joint resolution: and they w 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: : 

\ bill (S. 1995) granting to the Eastern Nebraska and G lf 
Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Indian Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucey Brown, dependent foster- 
mother; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 172) granting full permission to the 
Stateof Maryland and tothe several State courts within the city 
of Baltimore to occupy the old United States court-house in the 
city of Baltimore for the period of five years. 

DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 
r. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (H.R. 6898) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, which is 
now upon the table, be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR subsequently reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in 
the United States for the calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 10,000 extra 
coples be printed, 4,000for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copie 
for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Director of the 
Mint. 
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REPORT ON FEVERS, ETC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Iiouse of Representatives, That in addition to the ‘usual 
number,” there be printed 4,000 extra copies of the special report made by 
the select committees of the Medical: Society of the District of Columbia at 
its meeting of June 6, 1894,0n typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 
ventabie diseases, of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
copies for the use of the House cf Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the said society. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 486+) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will 
proceeded with. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Secretary proceeds with 
the reading, [ask unanimous consent to make a verbal correc- 
tion. In paragraph 314 in an amendment which was made sev- 
eral days ago the words ‘seven and one-half per cent ad valo- 
rem” I see are printed when the amendment intended to be 
made was 7+ cents per pound, on bristles, sorted, bunched, or 
prepared, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection,to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, and the 
correction will be made as suggested. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was requested by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to movean amendment to section 5,om page 123, 
which was passed over yesterday. [send the amendment tothe 
desk, and ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ importer,” in line 1, page 
123, at the end of section 5, add: 

And if any article of imported merchandise, or the packages containing 
the same, shall be marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, with a quantity in 
excess of said merchandise, then the same shall not be delivered to the im- 
porter until the false marking thereon shall be totally removed or effaced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Src. 54. That from and after the Ist day of January, 1895, there shall bo 
levied, collected, and paid annually upon the gains, profits, and income of 
every person residing in the United States, or any citizen of the United 
States residing abroad, derived in each preceding calendar year, wheiher 
derived from any kind of property, rents, interest, dividends, or salaries, or 
from any profession, trade, employment, or vocation carried on in the 
United States or elsewhere, a tax of 2 per cent on the amount so derived 
over and above $4,000, and a Jike tax shall be levied, collected, and paid an- 
nually upon the gains, profits, and income from all property and of every 
business, trade, or profession carried on in the United States by persons 
residing without the United States, and not citizens thereof. And the tax 
herein provided for shall be assessed, collected, and-paid upon the gains, 











profits, and income for the year ending the 3ist day of December next pre- 
ceding the time for levying, collecting, and paying said tax 
i Mr. HILL. Mr. President, we have now reached the c side - 
ation of one of the most important fe atures of the pen ding meas 
ure; impor tant not only because the tax which it seeks to in 
eoces ; in the aggregate about one-fifteenth of the whole 
‘ral taxation of the United States, but because of the pecu- 
fier nature of the burden, as well as the vast and varied inter- 
ests which it injuriously affects. 


When this debate first opened-——I do not recollect the precise 














date, but it was a ‘‘ time whereof the memory of man runneth 
10t to the contrary ad the honor of submitting to the Sen- 
ate some remarks against the pending proposition, whi vere 
followed soon thereafter by a most able and eloquent speech 


upon the same side by the junior Senator from New Jersey | Mr 
SMITH]. 

With all d 
this tax by 
to defend 
that the a 





to what has since been said i 
shed Senators w l 

confidently submitted to the Senate 
d in opposition to tho necessity, jus- 
y such tax have never been succ: 


ments have been evaded, but not re 





tated, 

{ do not intend 1 ) reitera e what I have heretofore said, bu 
only to amplify a few of the p - ts then suggested, and to ad 
some new observations rendere L appropetnse and necessary by 
the changed character of the bill contemplated by the commit 


tee 8 ame sndments. 
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AN UNWISE POLICY 


[In the first place, considered from the mere standpoint of Pt - 
litical expediency, it was unwise to incorporate an income taxi 
tariffreform bill. There were honest differences enough alre: ~* 
existing among party friends relating te the 








details of legiti- 
mate tariff legislation, which necessarily had to be reconciled 

vyithout going out of our way to seek fresh causes of contention 
in the effort to incorporate this tax—an experimental scheme of 
taxation at best—upon a measure for a revision of the tariff. 

The Democratic party was substantially united in favor of 
tariff revision—if not as to details, at least in the final result 
sought to be attained—but it was well known that irreconcil- 
able differences of ee existed in relation to the propriety 
of restoring a war tax in time of peace; and yet in spite of such 
recognized diffe srences and in face of the protest of Demo cratic 
constituencies and against the advice of public men who have 
never faltere di in their devotion to true Democratic principles, 
this income tax feature has been ingrafted upon this measure, 
and we are persistently asked to accept it against our better 
judgment as a condition of obtaining‘any tariff legislation. It 
was good politics to have avoir led this unnecessary issue. A 
vise statesmanship would have promply eliminated this bone of 
contention and conciliated and united Democratic sentiment 
rather than have attempted to secure the support of a third 
party at he: e risk of dividing your own. 

Prudence dictated that this Congr ss should not attempt to 
form abebe new Democratic doctrines to which we have never 





idymade. It | 
it o1 ight to do and has promised to do, and leaves undone those 
things which it ought not to do and has not promised to do. 








Perhaps I overestimate the import ance of party platforms and 
appreciate too keenly the binding obligations of party pledges 
I believe that it is the solemn duty of a politic: ul party to r ode l 


the promises upon which it obtained power, and that repudia- 
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[t is conceded that it is a plank, not of t Dem ( x 
Dp in parties, but of the newly formed » part it 
co a that itis war 1 Li 1 was VE impos ) 
’ « h i { U i I 2 it ‘ }) Aa 1 ‘ , 
ivil w ind 3 on t rst wal xe Olis l 
Pp esto a [It i } ica t h t 
proved | 1 vote « { VW 
it l irtu ly ( ed that t I s l 
de ing its storat 1 at t 
[t stands sub i l | ) 5 
the bill will provid ues f ( ( 
Ye nh Lt > in ill th ¢ I ( s t 
snouid tained in the ding bill b 3 
of the Demos ts in Congress demand 
ite reason for so unwise and unprect la \ 
{ D nould 1 t o the I a } I 
( 1e tar Ly properly be dt ( 
Lbstantia d ute in nee to ( 
ion, but oth vise they ild b ‘ ara 
bill. This course is essential to ord rl} 
decent regard for the opinions of minorit 
\ familiar form of the violation of thi l 
in the vie ious pract tice of engrafting objec onab or 
legislation as a rider upon appropriation bi ls 
appropriating moneys needed for the support of the Government 
| asa general rule meet with universal assent and i t 
nothing else but appropriations, and no other or 
lation foreign thereto should be injected therein, except 
bly in the rare contingency of great public emerger 
the life or liberties of the nation may be deemed at stak 
Legislation involving different subjects, theories, 
poses should be kept distinc t, and each measure shoul tand or 


been committed, but rather to carry out the oy res we hads| 
} is a wise party which does those things \ which | 


tion thereof will sooner or later bring disaster upon it at the | 


hands of a betrayed and indignant people. I regret the specta- 
cle which we have recently witnessed of a Democratic Execu 
tive nominating and a Democratic Senate confirming, officials 
for the Territories and for the District of Columbia who were 
nonresidents thereof, in violation of the a of home rule 
and the explicit provisions of the Chicago platform. 


We have recently seen a Democratic House of Representatives 


refuse to repeal a Federal tax on State bank circulation, a tax 
imposed under the taxing power of the Constitution, ostensibly 
for revenue, but in fact producing no revenue whatever and a 
tax utterly indefensible in principle—intended to be prohibitory 
ro effect—such repe: ul having been expressly favored in our na- 
tional platform, while the same House went out of its way to in 
ject a Populistic i income tax ina Democratic tariff bill, and the 
Senate is now asked to ratify a portion of such inconsistent ac- 
tion. For one I protest against the repudiation of the promises 
of the Democratic party, in order to adopt and carry out the 
promises of the Populist party. 
What are the conceded facts of the situation? It stands con- 
ceded that an income tax has never been adopted as a Demo- 


cratic principle by any convention or body anthorized to formu- 
late party doctrines. 





| 
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fall upon its own merits, and the approval of any questiona 





‘heme should not be forced by meansof injecting its ’ 
into an appropriation or a tariff bill when otherwise it would 
not be favored. Itis unfair to those who might desire t 
port the main features of an appropriation or a tariff m 
to be obliged to accept aq iestionable ) _— ion foreign to the 
princi; al subject-matter of the bill i or elise record t 

lves in O} ypositior 1 to the whole bill. 

just and rational rule governing legislation h een 





viol ited by the injection into the pending bill of an obj 
able feature in no wise essential to the bill itself, and for w 
some Democratic Senatorsean not conscientiously vote a 
they desire to support any fair and reasonable measure 1 
the existing tariff. 

Theo violation of this rule in this instance is utterly ind 















ble, unwise, and arbitrary. With more propriety na ori 
might have incorporated in the bill a provision repeali 
State bank tax—aninternal-revenue tax, because th 

had the ‘justification that the repeal at least was 1 puire ) 
the Democratic national platform; but here there is nosue 
cuse, 

With still greater propriety they might ha in t 
he bill a clause providing for the free and un ted nag 
of silver, or, if not that, at least for the coinage ! 
bullion seigniorage now in the Treasury (as a of 
governmental relief), and have insisted with great plausib 
that they were merely fulfilling the obligations assumed in t 
national platform. But, passing over these alleged party prom- 
ises, they deliberately set out, not to redeem Democratic prom- 
ist but to fulfill those of a third party, at whatever risk and a 

hate ver sacrifice. 

[fa Democratic Congress is to be permitted to repudi ell- 
stablished Democratic principles and to enunciate n ones 

ithout the sanction of a national convention, and to compel 
their support as a test of party fealty, we may noxt expect to 


hear of the adoption in a tariff or appropriation bill | of Mr 
Henry George's single-tax theory, or a provision abolishing 
3and resorting to direct }'ederal taxation instead 

of a tariff for revenue, or provi cm. for the assumpfion of go 
ernmental control and managementof all the telegraphs, rail- 
roads, and banks of the ec aniee, or the adoption of any other 
wild ~— visionary scheme of socialism, paternalism, or Populism 
which the majority may see fit to sanction. ’ 

an the point which I am now considering it is entirely im- 
material whether an income tax is right or wrong, just or un- 
just, necessary or expedient, but it is sufficient that it is not a 
Democratic tax and its support can not properly be made a test 

fidelity to eena ratic principles. [tis enough for our pre 
ent purpose to know thatit ought not to have encumbered, em 
barrassed, or delayed a tariff-reform bill, and that the true ene- 








mies of tariff reform are those who, while ostentatiously shout 
ing for tariff reform, yet obstinately insist without reason that 
an income tax is partand parcel of that reform and must accom- 
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pany it, be the consequences what they may. Democrats, 
whether in or out of Gongress, whether charged with official re- 
sponsibilities or otherwise, have no right to supplement, con- 
fuse,or interpolate Democratic principles with Populistic or so- 
cialistic sentiments. , 

Neither is it essential whether this tax is popular or unpopu- 
lar with the musses. If proper to be adopted at all, it should 
have been, presented and considered in a separate and distinct 
measure, upon which Senators could have freely voted according 
to their individual judgments of its propriety and without em- 
barra sment to themselves or damage to the cause of tariff re- 
form. 

[am tempted to suggest that the Democrats of Oregon re- 
cently sought to test the popularity of an income tax among the 
business men and electors of that State by inserting in their 
platform a clause favoring that tax; and awakening to their 
senses after the election, they discovered that their ticket was 
third in the race, that their party was demoralized, and that 

hey had divided themselves instead of dividing their oppo- 
nents. ‘he most disastrous defeat ever experienced by the 
Democratic party in Oregon was the result of the effort to sub- 
stitute newfangled Populistic principles for the good old prin- 
ciples of true Democracy. Here and now I venture the predic- 
tion that the same result will follow the same effort everywhere. 

A REMARKABLE PETITION. 

Mr. President, I have before me a most remarkable petition, 
which I propose to read here, and then present the same to the 
Senate for reference. In substance, it is a simple and earnest 
protest by eight prominent Democratic business men of New 
York against the enactment of an income tax in violation of the 
implied, even if not the expressed, plighted faith of the Demo- 
cratic party in obtaining power in 1892. It expresses better 
than Ican hope to do the sentiments of ninety-nine hundredths 
of all the Democratic business men of the State of New York. 
Let me read it: 

We. the undersigned, citizens of the United States and members of the 
Democratic party, resvectfully petition the Federal Senate to strike out 
the clause in the pending tariff bill which provides for an income tax. 

In submitting this petition, we not only plead for the continuation of the 
system of taxation which has endured without interruption in times of peace 
since the foundation of the Government, but we claim a right to protection 
against the establishment of the different system proposed inuring to us 
through the fact of the Democratic success in 1892. 

At thelast general election an income tax was proposed, not by the Dem- 
ocratic party, but by two organizations of recent date, the Populist and 
Social Labor parties, each essentially communistic in its character and pure 

oses. The combined votes of these two parties was slightly in excess 

,000,000 in an aggregate poll of 12,000,000. he parties demanding an income 
tax were emphatically rejected at the polls. The party whose candidates 
were elected was the Democratic party, a political organization founded by 
Thomas Jefferson, and the habitual advocate and exponent of certain prin- 
ciples and methods of Government which, from the eens. have been 
associated with its name by its, followers and respected by its representa- 
tives when exercising official power. 

The Democratic party, by its constitution and by its history, stands > 
posed to the principle of an income tax. The imposition of that tax at this 
time would violate the guaranty, involved in the late Democratic success, 
of the continuation of the principle of taxation which the Democratic party, 
has invariably upheld and practiced. Itrepresents fhe abandonment of the 
traditional Democratic policy in favor of a socialisfic policy which has failed 
to recelve popular approval. It represents a diract reversal of the treat- 
ment of ourselves by the Federal Government which we had acquired the 
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‘right to expect, and introduces another manner of treatment against which 


we hold that we are entitled to regard ourselves as safe. 

While wwe do not enter upon a discussion of the justice or injustice of an 
income tax or of its merits or demerits as a feature of our Federal Govern- 
ment, we submit that the proposition for its enactment at this time comes 
as a political surprise without warrant and without authority proper to the 
introduction of a policy so revolutionary. 

Without making an effort to add to our number appearing before the Sen- 
ate as petitioners, we submit this petition for protection against the enact- 
ment of an income tax, in the conviction that we demand only what is our 
moral and political right under the last national election. 


Respectfully, 
EVAN THOMAS, SAMUEL D. BABCOCK. 
WILLIAM STEINWAY. W. BAYARD CUTTING. 
LOUIS WINDMULLER. JOHN H. INMAN. 
J. EDWARD SIMMONS. ALEXANDER E. ORR. 

I ask for the appropriate reference of the petition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
As the bill to which the petition refers is pending before the 
Senate, the petition will be laid on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Let me inform you, if you do not already know, 
who these signers are. They are business men, not politicians; 
representative men of whom any party might well be proud, 
generous contributors to Democratic campaigns, and men of the 
highest character. Evan Thomas is the president of the New 
York Produce Exchange. William Steinway is one of the lead- 
ing German citizens, the manufacturer of the world-renowned 
Steinway pianos, and an employer of thousands of workingmen; 
was the elector at large on the Democratic electoral ticket in 
1892, and was for a time a member of the Democratic national 
committee from New York. 

Louis Windmuller is an active and prominent business man, 
a leading tariff reformer of New York City, a gentleman of cul- 
ture and high position. J. Edward Simmons is the president of 
the Fourth National Bank, a prominent Democrat, and one of 
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the leaders in financial circles of the country. He was one of 
the men to whom your Secretary of the Treasury first applied 
when he went to the city of New York to raise $50,000,000 upon 
the bonds of your distressed country. 

Samuel D. Babcock is a veteran business man, universally re- 
spected, and identified with nearly every business interest in 
New York. W. Bayard Cutting, John H. Inman, and Alex- 
ander E.Orr are well-known representative business men, who 
need no introduction anywhere. These men together repre- 
sent every element of factional division which may exist in 
that city, and can speak substantially for a united Democracy. 
Sir, 1 do not wish to drive such men outof the Democratic party 
by our unwise legislation in the hope of supplying their places 
with Adullamites, Coxeyites, socialists, and all the “ ragtag and 
bobtail” elements of the community who will be attracted to us 
by our proposed raid upon the wealth of the country. 

THE ENGLISH PRECEDENT. 

On every hand the advocates of an income tax with one ac- 
cord and with much apparent satisfaction point to the fact that 
in some form or another England has maintained this tax for 
nearly a century, and that all efforts to repeal it have proved 
unavailing, and they argue from these circumstances that the 
tax must have proved itself reasonably acceptable to the Eng- 
lish people, and hence would be acceptable here. We submit 
that the conclusion does not necessarily follow from the prem- 
ises. 

Kngland’s form of government is that of a limited monarchy, 
and not that of a free republic; her institutions are radical] 
different from ours; she sanctions class legislation of every char- 
acter which we have always heretofore endeavoréd to avoid; 
her traditions, customs, and tendencies largely differ from ours; 
she is slow to make changes, and notoriously submits to many 
abuses of government which would be abhorrent to Americans. 

It would be more correct to say that she has tolerated rather 
than approvedanincome tax. Her toleration, however, or even 
her approval of such a monstrous abuse of governmental func- 
tions affords no justification for its adoption here. 

She tolerates not only an income tax, but she submits to have 
a royal family rule over her. She maintains a House of Lords 
asa partof her legislative system, whose members derive the 
title to their seats, not from the suffrages of the people, but by 
reason of rank and hereditary privilege. A life tenure attaches 
to nearly everyroyalappointment. Shearbitrarily denies home 
rule to Ireland and Scotland, not because such denial is right 
and just, but because she has the power and prefers so to do, 
Her suffrage is not free and equal, butrestricted and exceptional 
in its character. 

The fact, if it be true, that an income tax finds favor with 
such aGovernment and such a people soradically differing from 
our own, adds but little recommendation for its adoption here. 

We might well insist that as a general rule our country should 
avoid the instrumentalities, methods, and enactments by which 
monarchical governments manage to extort enormous revenues 
fromthe people. It is true that there is a class of people among 
us who are Americans in name only, but not in interest or sym- 
pathy, who spend their winters here and their summers abroad, 
who are constantly holding up England as the model Govern- 
ment of the world, and who insist that we should pattern after 
her laws and institutions. They would swallow an income tax 
and all,if forno better reason simply because ‘‘ It’s English, you 
know.” , 

The unfortunate tendency of the times seems to be drifting 
toward the adoption of English laws and ideas, no matter how 
antagonistic or ill adapted they may be to our free institutions. 

The highest ambition of every American dude seems to bo to 
ape English customs and manners. 

Our civil-service laws were borrowed from Great Britain, and 
although it was loudly proclaimed that they were to renovate 
and purify our whole political system, and while they have tended 
to establish a permanent officeholding class, it is questionable 
whether they have been productive of any substantial or genuine 
reform. The political conditions of this country areso different 
from those of England, that the successful enforcement of ling: 
lish laws or laws founded upon English ideas must necessarily 
encounter great difficulties here, where political parties rather 
than royal families administer the Government, and a frequent 
change of parties inevitably occurs. : 

The public wants some better reason for the adoption of an in- 
come tax than the mere fact that England maintains one. She 
also maintains a monarchical government, a crowned head, an 
hereditary House of Lords, a restricted suffrage, an enormous 
national debt, an immense standing army, anestablished church, 
a colossal governmental bank, and a score of other things and 
institutions which conflict with our notions of liberty, justice 
and equality, and which would not for a moment be tolerated 
in a republic like ours. Those who cite Engiand as a precedent 
for us to follow forget that Gladstone himself does not attempt 
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to justify the English income tax and admits that he has sought 
to abolish it. I read his letter to that effect in my previous 
remarks. No Engtish statesman of any repute hasever defended 
it except as a tax to be levied only in times of war or to. meet 
subsequent deficiencies traceable to the enormous expenditures 
of war. 

England has maintained it for so many years because she has 
constantly been upon a war footing,and has needed its revenues 
for semiwar purposes. 

Patriotic Englishmen will cheerfully submit to almost any ex- 
tortion when they are assured by the prime minister that the 
taxes are needed for the preservation of the “ honor and glory ” 
of old England. 


When they sometimes become restlessand discontented under | 


the severe governmental burdens imposed upon them, the au- 
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thorities have only to set afloat the rumors of a foreign war,and | 


these tax-ridden patriots relapse intoastate of loyal submission. 
This tax is recognized in England as class legislation, and is 
defended as such. 

It is undoubtedly popular with the House of Commons, whose 
members are usually the least affected by it; and there is no 
disguise of the fact that it is aimed at the rich, and particularly 
atthe House of Lords, whose membersand those who sympathize 
with them are generally wéalthy and who have for years incurred 
the displeasure of the Commons by their hostility to reform legis- 
lation demanded by the Commons. 

An income tax is the instrument or club by which the Com- 
monsget even with the Lords. Here there exist no such classes, 
no such distinctions, no such rivalries, and no such reasons for 
class legislation. 

It is not true that the English income tux is enforced without 
much friction, evasion, or fraud. The best information obtain- 


able is that it is constantly and successfully evaded, the Govern- | 


ment is largely defrauded, and perjuries are frequent. 
necessarily inquisitorial in its character and must naturally be 
offensive in its enforcement. These things are incident to the 
very nature of an income tax which pries into men’s private af- 
fairs, and these features can not well be avoided. 

The exemption permitted is only $750, and hence the tax is 
more equal and equitable in its operation than that proposed in 
the pending bill, which sanctions the unprecedented exemption 
of $4,000, and thereby stamps it as class legislation of the worst 
sort. Anexemption of a larger sum would only make the bill 
so much the worse. Income taxes seem to be the necessary ac- 
companiment of monarchical sgov ments, but they are justly 
regarded as odious and unnecess in free republics. 

It isa gratifying fact that no suth income tax as prevails in 
England or in any other menarchical government, or as is now 
proposed in the United States in the pending bill, is permitted 
to disgrace the statute booksof the Republicof France. France 
has no income tax because she has learned to love liberty, to 
hate inquisitions, to detest class legislation, and to respect the 
rights of property. 

In the year 1866 there was published in the Albany Argus, with 
some comments, a letter from Prof. Goldwin Smith, then of Ox- 
ford University, to Hon. John V. L. Pruyn, of Albany, chancellor 
of the University of New York, upon the subject of the English in- 
come tax, its history, hs workings, its demoralizing influence, 
and principal distinguishing features. The letter, with a state- 
ment whiebaccompanied it, together with the comments of the 
4s; were published at the time by Chancellor Pruyn in pam- 
phlet form for distribution, and I am indebted to the courtesy 
of a friend (Hon. Sidney Webster, of New York) for a copy 
which he had carefully preserved for twenty-eight years. 

It is an interesting contribution to the literature of this sub- 
ject, and not having been prepared to influence the pending dis- 
cussion, but solely as a matter of public interest, its observa- 
+ “tions are entitled to additional weight. 

[ shall incorporate the document in my remarks. I do not 
propose to read itat this particular time. It substantitates, Mr. 
President, every single allegation I have heretofore made, or 
have made to-day, in regard to the operations of the income tax 
in Great Britain. That tax was instituted as a war tax and de- 
fended as a war tax; it is obnoxious to the English people, and 
has only been retained because of the reasons which I have pre- 
sented in brief to you. I will ask that the document may be in- 
corporated in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
absence of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 





It will be so ordered, in the 


MODES OF TAXATION—INCOMES AND OTHER INQUISITORIAL TAXES—THEIR 
DEMORALIZING INFLUENCE—HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH INCOME TAX. 


[Letter from Prof. Goldwin Smith, of Oxford, to Hon. John V. L. Pruyn.] 


The paper which we publish from Prof. Goldwin Smith was drawn out by 
some inquiries on the part of Hon. J. V. L. Pruyn, of this city, intothe work- 
ings of the taxing system of Great Britain during the latter’s recent visit 


It is | 
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there. The result of the discussion was a promise on the part of Prof 
Smith to embody his views in a written form; and Mr. Pruyn has receive 
since his return the interesting paper which we copy elsewhere. 

The problem of how best to levy on our population the large bodyof an 
nual taxes required by Government seriously occuples Congeses’and thé 
State Legislatures. With a large number ofthe public Prof. Smith’sname 
carries theforce of authority; with all, his testimony and the experiences 
which he cites will have great weight 

Let us not make the great burden we have to bear in the way of taxation, 
heavier by its maladjustment A pack-horse may chafe under half his ae 















customed load if it is placed on hi ick sOas to lacerate him or impede his 
breathing or free pace. We have bad in this State asystem of taxation in 
operation which, though confessedly imperfe h iccommodated itself to 


the modes of business and of thought of the people. It has from timeto 
time been modified, but never changed in t The 
charge brought against it was, that whileit re 

erty of the State, it failed to embrace the ma fy 

But the undervaluation of land and the full I 
corporate capitals compensated in part for this; and still m 
which the whole volume of Federal taxation was collected in the shape of 
duties on imports. Within a few years the Federal system of taxes, multi- 
plied a hundred fold, has assumed the additional form of stamps and l- 
censes, and taxes on sales and incomes. State taxation, which was the sub- 
ject of solicitude for many years, while Federal taxation was unfelt, is now 
overshadowed by the mountain height of the latter. If we attempt to con- 
form the lesser to the larger system we will only aggravate evils which we 
might extenuate by leaving them alone 

The valuable paper which Prof. Smith gives us points out the evils of an 
inquisitorial system of taxation. If it is repugnant to English sentiment 
and habits, how much more so to American. Our people can hardly toler- 
ate the visitations of the census enumerator and his interrogatories as to 
age, nativity, children, occupation, etc. We have found it impossible to 
enforce the official registration of marriages or births, or even of deaths. 
It is a social impertinence to inquire as to 4 man’s religion or wealth 

An arrested prisoner is warned not to answer questions that may impli- 
cate him; and going beyond the English law in delicacy, we have abolished 
the interrogatory of ‘Guilty or not guilty’’’ We only demand of the ar- 
raigned if he desires to be tried. 

Whatever may be said of Yankee inquisitiveness—which is but crudeness 
and simplicity—we all hold the question in law to be torture 

The reluctance which a mercantile people, like the English, may feel to 
an inquisition into their day books and ledgers, their debts and credits, is 
greatly enhanced in our case, where capital is small, ventures large, specu- 
lation uncertain, and credit built on sofraila foundation that a breath may 
upset it. We have been told by mercantile men that if, during the panic of 
1852, or the panic of 1857. or the panic of 1860, or any of those intermittent 
crises to which our finances are subject, the leading houses of New York 
had been compelled to lay open their affairs to the public many would have 
gone into bankruptcy. 

Is ita wonder that when men are called to a public confessional with such 
a penalty impending, they resort tofalsehood? The swornexhibits of banks, 
railway companies, and business corporations, which precede bankruptcy; 
and the falsehood of which bankruptcy reveals, are not exceptional, They 
grow out of a universal weakness in humanity, ULet not government aggra- 
vate and extend the temptation to concealment and falsehood. A mercan- 
tile people learn finally to respect truth; for it is at the bottom of all credit 
andall mutual reliance. Thatone quality makes a people manly and sin- 
cere. 

Let not the Government undo the lesson and by imposing a system of in- 
quisition and interrogation upon our people repugnantto their customsand 
tone of mind make them prevaricators and cheats and drive commerce from 
its open paths and manly courses into illicit haunts and concealments that 
imply fear and shame. 








nore the mode in 





OXFORD, January 26, 1866. 

DEAR Sirk: My work last term left me no leisure to look into the history 
of the income tax and verify the views which I had propounded in the con- 
versation to which your letter refers; and term had scarcely ended when I 
was unexpectedly but unavoidably called away from Oxford to a place out 
of the way of political books and information. 

My friend Mr. C. A. Roberts, of All Souls College, was, however, kind 
enough to assist me by looking into some points which I mentioned to him, 
and he has placed in my hands the brief sketch of the history of the tax, 
which I send herewith, and in which references are made to more extensive 
sources of information. 

You will find, I believe, that the sketch in the main corresponds with the 
account of the matter which I gave you in our conversation 

The tax was first resorted to by Mr. Pitt in 1797, the mostdisastrous period 
of our war with the French Republic, in order to meet the exigencies of that 
great nationa lemergency, without recourse tothe constant loans which were 
subversive of public credit. It was remitted at the short peace of Amiens, 
and reimposed upon the renewal of the war, but considered by us, as a war 
measure, to terminate immediately on the conclusion of a treaty of peace. 
An attempt of the Government to retain it after the termination of the war 
was defeated, and, in the words of Mr. Wilberforce, the principle was rati- 
fled that ‘‘ war and income tax were wedded together.”’ 

The tax was not again imposed till 1842, when Sir R. Peel, who had re- 
cently come into power, resorted to it to meet a special emergency, not of a 
military, but of a financial kind; viz, the large deficit caused by the finan- 
cial miscarriages of his predecessors in the Government, and the injurious 
effect of that deficit on public credit. He at the same time wished to make 
what was then a great and somewhat perilous experiment, viz, the reduc- 
tion of import duties, in the hope that the increased consumption wold 
more than countervail to the revenue, the reduction of theduty, and he used 
the income tax to shore up, as it were, the fiscal system while this experi 
ment was being made. The tax was limited toa stated period, and avow 
edly regarded by its author as an extraordinary measure, adopted to meet 
a great emergency and facilitate a critical experiment. 

Its renewal by successive chancellors of the exchequer, since that time, 
has been partly justified by the fiscal experiment commenced by Sir Robert 
Peel, viz, the reduction of duties in the hope of relieving the consumer 
without loss to the revenue, and by the emergency of the Russian war, when 
the tax was temporarily increased. But the main inducement has been the 
dangerous facility of this fiscal engine; by means of which the minister 
who has it in his hand is able at any time, by a single turn of the screw, to 

sroduce an additional revenue of large and certain amount, and thus to 
xeep up the war expenditure in time of peace, to which our Government, or 
rather our governing class is so incorrigibly addicted. 

The tax has been opposed throughout its existence, mainly on three 
grounds: 

1. The unfairness of its pressure on the different descriptivas of incomes, 
those arising from labor and those not arising from labuor, the certain and 
the precarious; to remedy which various attempts at discrimination have 
been made, but without success, so that the evil may be regarded as at once 
great and incurable. 
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2. Its inquisitorial character, and the arbitrary power almost inevitably 
given to the ex n as : , 

3. Its demoral mdency, at le vyhen there is no great naticnal 
emergency to riotism of the taxpayer, and induce him from 
a sense of hor uo returns. Notable instances of this tendency, 
even in the case o ible class of citizens, are given in the 
historical sketc y false returns to the income tax have been the 
easy and sedu in many a trader’s downward path to mercan- 
tile dishon y 1 mitted this more explicitly than Mr. Glad- 
stone, though b to so great an extent responsible for the continu- 
ance of the ta a 

There is anot jection to the tax, arising from a socialistic tendency, 
as a tax imposed expressly on the rich, and capable of indefinite increase 
and class graduation, which is less felt in the country where therich are the 
possessors of political power, but which, if I rightly remember a conversa- 
tion which I had many years ago with a Swiss gentleman, was greatly felt 
in certain cantons of Switzerland, where principles bordering on socialism 
at that time prevailed 

The tax is attractive to our finance minister, as I imagine, not only from 
its facility and certainty as a source of revenue, but for the relief which it 
affords him from the necessity of deciding between the conflicting claims of 
different great interests, agricultural and commercial, in the distribution of 
fiscal burdens. This advantage, however, would equally belong to any im- 
partial system of taxation, such as that of which, if [can presume to call 
myself an advocate of any system, I am an advocate—an equal tax on all 
realized property, combined with a stamp tax and an equal ad valorem duty 
on all imports. 

I of course confine myself to the subject of the English income tax, with- 
out touching on the American question. But perhaps I may, without pre- 
sumption, mention one or two points affecting, in different ways, the appli- 
cability of our experience to the case of your nation: 

1. The socialistic tendency, which is here kept in check by the political 
power of the income-tax paying class, will perhaps in your case be equally 
kept in check by a different influence, viz, by the absence of any sharp class 
divisions among your people, the more palpable identity of interest, and the 
greate™ expectation felt by the poor man of being himself one day numbered 
with the rich. 

2. We live under the system of free trade; you under that of protection 
[I will not enter into the vexed and,I fear, acrimonious question as to the 
general merits of the two systems; but it is, of course, manifest that free 
trade, by encouraging the importation of articles on which duties can be 
levied, is the best for the customs revenue, and therefore the necessity for 
direct taxation may not be so great in our country as in yours. 

3. On the other hand, much of the income paying the tax here is heredi- 
tary, or at least belongs to persons not engaged in any industry or trade, 
the curtailment of whose expenditure, especially when it is devoted to the 
maintenance of great domestic establishments, though it is an evil and, if 
carried beyond due limits, an injustice to the persons themselves, does not 
interfere with the production of wealth by the community; whereas in 
America the great incomes are generally the prizes of industry, which can 
not be rendered insecure without injuring industry itself and the leading 
shoots of commerce, which can not be lopped without stunting the growth 
of the whole tree. 

I fear you will find nothing in this letter very new or instructive; but as 
you desirea me to write down my thoughts, I could not refuse the request 
of sé kind and hospitable a friend. 

Believe me, dear sir, yours, very faithfully, 


sspect 


GOLDWIN SMITH. 
lion. JOHN V. L. PRUYN 
SKETCH OF THE HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH INCOME TAX. 

When the income tax was first adopted by Mr. Pitt, in November, 1797, 
the finances of the country were in a desperate condition, and the annual 
deficiencies had for sometime past been defrayed entirely joy loans. Mr. 
Pitt now contended for the necessity of raising part of the supplies within 
the year, without adding to the funded debt. The means that he proposed 
were the laying of the tax on income, on the visible interior of the assessed 
taxes on houses, windows, etc. The bill was oposed violently in every stage. 

Every class declared that it had its special grievance, and it was com- 
plained that so large an increase of the tax was an excessive injustice, its 
basis being an assessment upon past expenditure. The measure was finally 
carried, although the increase of taxation so added to Mr. Pitt’s unpopu- 
larity that he was mobbed on his passageto St. Paui’s while the bill was still 
under discussion. 

The next year, December, 1798, the form of the assessed taxes bill was al- 
tered, and its name changed to the income tax. Pitt described the last bill 
as having fallen short by three and a half millions of its estimated produce 
of seven millions, and proposed that the presumption of expenditure, 
founded 7 the assessed taxes, should be laid aside; that the general tax 
should be laid upon all the leading branches of income, while the statement 
of income was to proceed from the person himself, the commissioners hav- 
be power in certain cases to make arbitrary assessments. 

his bill also incurred fierce opposition during its passage through both 
houses; the war was attacked, the evils of draining the nation of its re- 
sources Wereinsisted upon. Itwas said that the bill involved the revolution- 
ary principle that all property belongs to the state; that it led to very incon- 
venient disclosures of property, especially in the case of mercantile men; 
and it Was asserted thatit was gross injustice mot to consider the sources 
ofincome. In the House of Lords, Lord Aukland ably contended in favor 
of the measnre, that incomeis income whatever the fund from which it is 
derived, and that if you take it by its market value it ceases to be income 
and becomes capital. 

After the peace of Amiens the tax was relinquished, but it was imposed 
again the next year (1803) as a property tax, thesame system of exemptions 
to incomes under £60 per annum being adopted as before. 

Tn 1806 the income duty was raised to 10 per cent, and the act contained this 
clause: ‘ Beit enacted, That this act shall commence and take effect from 
April 5, 1806, and thatthe said act and the duties thereof shall continue in 
force during the present warand until Aprilé next, and after the definitive 
signature of a treaty of peace, and no longer;” but after the war, in 1816, the 
Government endeavored to retain one-half of the tax. Petitions were pre- 
sented and meetings held against the continuance of the tax. The petitions 
of the city of London argued that though a reduction be made in the amount 
of tax, yet its principle remai unchanged its operation would be 
still more galling. The ministry endeavored to free themselves from the 
pledge as to the continuance of the tax only d the war, on the ground 

hat the pledge had been differently construed atthe time of and since its 
enactment, but they were defeated, and the principle, as Mr. Wilberforce 
observed, was ratified that war and income tax were wedded together. 

From this period until 1842 the income tax was frequently mentioned as a 
means to restore the finances. Sir H. Parnell, in his tract on Financial Re- 
form. (1830) advocated the same plan of an extensive remission of duties and 
imposition of an income tax, which was afterwards carried out by Sir R. 
Peel. In his budget of 1842 Peel observed that both an increase of taxes and 
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| finances, and that this could only be done by the imposition of 


emergency. 


| Sure S0as to make it most easily and patiently borne. 


JUNE 21, 


a remission of taxes were unavailing to procure immediate relief to the 


; ; an income 
tax, which would afford time for duties reduced to recover their profuse 


ness. (For an abstract of Sir R. Peel’s speeck on this occasion sea Sip Star 
ford Northcote’s Financial Policy, pages 13 to 21, and Sor tie bean our Stal 
the other side pages 33 to 41.) Bing 
On March 14, 1842, Lord Brougham laid 
resolutions to the following purport 
‘That a direct tax laid upon income should only be rx 


ments on 


on the table of the House 


of Lords 
sorted to ina great 


“Thatit should cease with the necessity which alone would jus 
imposition, as its facility of being increased offers a constant tempta 
the Government. 

“That though a past experience had proved the impossibility of érawing 
further revenue from increased taxes on consumption and an income tax 
was thus rendered necessary, it behooved Parliament todistribute the pres- 
That there shouk 
be no invidious exemptions as to high persons (in 1806 stocks standing = 
the King’s name were exempted on a motion made by Mr. Fox). r 

‘“That there should be a distinction between income arising from capital 
of every description and income arising from labor merely. - 

‘That it is expedient to distinguish between incomes for years or for less 
and incomes possessed by persons who have an interest in the capital from 
whence the income arises. 

‘*That no distinctions be made in favor of persons in the civil service or 
of pensions. 

“That it is neither consistent with justice nor with sound policy to levy a 
greater proportion of tax upon larger incomes than upon smaller, and that 
an exemption of even the smallest incomes from the operation of the tax 
can only be justified upon the supposition that their owners are wholly un 
able to pay it. 

‘“That increased economy should be exercised and the tax removed as 
soon as it shall appear that the ordinary branches of revenue have recoy- 
ered from their temporary depression.” 

These resolutions were not agreed to, the previous question being moved 
and carried nem con, but except in so far as they refer to a distinction of 
tax upon different incomes, they appear to collect together most of the prev 
alent opinions as regards the income duty. 

The pressure of the income tax was not severely felt for the first few years 
after 1842. Credit Was restored, there were good harvests, and the relief by 
the remission of indirect taxes was apparent. Its best effect, however, 
seems to have been the restoration of credit, which took place as soon as it 
became evident that no resort would be had to a loan. 

The income tax was renewed when it expired in 1845, Lord Russell (in op- 
position) declaring, that although he had been always of opinion that in- 
equality, vexation, and fraud were inherent in thenature of the tax, yet that 
if the question was between a perpetual income tax and the continuance of 
monopoly and restriction, he would declare for the income‘tax, and a dimi- 
nutionand final abdolution of all monopoly. Attempts were made by other 
memners of the opposition, but without success, to get an alteration in the 
application of the tax to different incomes. 

In 1848 the attempt was made by the Government to raise the income tax 
from 7d. to is. in the pound, but they were obliged to be content with ob 
taining a renewal of the tax as before, for three years. 

In a debate on Mr. Horsman’s motion, that the tax should distinguish be- 
tween permanent and precarious incomes, the chancellor of the exchequer 
said that landed property already paid a higher rate, as no deduction was 
allowed for repairs, and that the only way of making taxation equal was to 
impose a variety of taxes. 

In 1851, it being proposed to renew the income tax, Mr. Hume moved and 
carried by 244 to , that the duration of the tax should be limited fora 
year, and a few days afterwards he obtained the appointment of a select 
committee to inquire into the mode of assessing and collecting the income 
tax. (See Sir Stafford Northcote, pages 163, 165.) 

In 1852 Mr. D’Israeli, as chancellor of theexchequer, proposed a reduction 
of the tax on industrial incomes, but his budget was thrown out for other 
reasons. 

In the year 1853 the income tax question assumed another phase. When 
in his budget of that time, Mr. Gladstone attempted to grapple with the dif- 
ficulties of the matter, he extended the tax to Ireland, and lowered the scale 
of exemptions from £150 to £100 and provided for the final determination of 
the tax in 1860. (See SirS. Northcote, pages 185 to 193.) 

A remarkable part of this speech of Mr. Gladstoneis that in which hear 
gued that our debt need not have existed if there had been resolution 
enough to submit to the income tax at an earlier period than 1798. 

The act of 1853 provides that a certain abatement shall be made upon the 
assessment of the income tax on those who shall have paid so much for life 
insurance. 

Mr. Hume’s committee about this time gave in the result of their inqui- 
ries. The basis of his scheme was to adjust the tax by‘proportioning the 
value of the property, the tenure of the owner, and the age of the owner; 
the principle was that the interest on the capitalized value of the income 
should be taxed. The evidence of the actuaries'was very strong upon the 
feasibility of the seheme, but the chief officers of the inland revenue de 
clared that its practice would be attended with insurmountable difficulties, 
and in spite of the appearance of authenticated accuracy in the plan the 
committee decided merely to publish their evidence without making a re 

ort. 

PThe income tax was doubled in 1856, the time of the Crimean war, Mr 
Gladstone arguing that to pay for the expenditure of war by taxation at 
the time is a moral check upon the passion for war. (See Sir S. Northcote, 
pages 258, 264.) 

In 1857 ,after the termination of the war, some excitement was caused by 
the fear that the income tax would be continued at the war rate, but Sir G. 
Lewis stated that the Government would reduce it at once to 7d. in the 
pound. Next year, however, there was a deficiency, and the question then 
arose whether the income tax should be suffered to fall as provided by the 
act of 1853, and thedebt postponed, or whether war taxation should be kept 
up in time of peace, in order to reduce debts contracted in time of war. The 
former alternative was chosen, but in 1859 Mr. Gladstone imposed an addi- 
tional 4d., and in 1860 an additional 1d. in the pound. (During this lattor 

ear certain customs duties were remitted through the French senty, Ofc.) 

n 1861 14. was removed from the income tax, and this year Mr. Hubbard 
moved for a select cominittee to inquire into the mode of assessing and col- 
lecting the income tax. and carried his motion in spite of the opposition of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. (Sir S. Northcote, page 370.) 

Mr. Hubbard’s committee, of which he was the chairman, consisted among 
others of Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Lowe, and Sir S. Northcote. This committee 
appear to have been throughout disinclined to his scheme; but their inves- 
the ation Was severe and complete. The chief witnesses examined were Mr. 
Mill and their chairman. 

Of Mill’s evidence questions 3539, 3543, 3578, 3571, 3572, 3706, 3712 appear most 
worthy of notice. s principal objection to the existing form of the tax is 
that income saved reinvested is twice taxed; once as income, another 
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The committ conclu by declining to adopt these proposal 
or to suggest any method f 1 mstructionof the tax. Mr. Lowe drew 
up a separate draft report against Hubbard’s scheme, as also did Sit 
Stafford Northcote. One also was drawn up by Mr. Sothern Estcourt, who 
remarked ‘“‘that the committee had to consider whether an inequality occa 
sioned by an artificial attempt to arrive at a perfectly correct result wou 
not be more likely to be asubject of compl: rint than the admitted inequality) 
of the existing plan, by which allare covered under one mantle of universal 
and impartial application which does not exactly fit anybody.’ 

He then remarks upon the injustice of taxing professional gains, and con 
cludes that the income tax is, in its nature, essentially an unequa l 
satisfactory source of public revenue, etc., and that true policy dictates, 
the t: 1X is to be maintained in ordinary times, it should be kept so low tha 
the difference between the relative position of manand man, class and class 
should not be of such an amount or importance as to demand the interven 
tion of the State. 

in 1862 Mr. Hubbard ught forward a motion requiring the readjust 
ment of the incidence of the income tax upon incomes derived from indus 
try and skill as compared with those derived from property. The motion 
was rejected. It was repeated in 1863, and again thrown out. 

Thisjyear the tax was reduced from 9d.\to 7% o and amodified allowance wa 
permitted toincomes bs stwee n£100 and£200. In 1864 another penny was taken 
off, and in 1865 the tax was reduced to 4 d.in the pound Mr. Hubbard brought 
forward another motion in 1864, to this purport: ‘’That the inequalities and 
injustice attending the operation of the existing income tax disqualify it 
from being continuously reimposed inits preseut form, as one of the mean: 
of levying the national revenue,’’ but it was rejected by 67 to 39 

Thus far with the history of the income tax in England. The onet 

surprising in tracing its course is, that it should be still preserved as a 
ular means of supplying the exchequer in time of peace, and for no great 
articular object. Not a statesman of eminence who has not 
.gainst the tax; its inequalities are glaring, and its unpopulari 
yot it still exists. The fact that direct taxation accidentally became acry of 
the Liberal party in England mey have, in some degree, contributed to the 
long continuance of this tax. The merits, indeed, of any tax are but nega 
tive, but apart altogether from the general question of direct and indirect 
taxation, the income tax seems to have such intrinsic faults in its nature | 
as to prevent its regular use by a statesman almost in any case, but espe- | 
cially in the fitful and fluctuating way in which it has been employed since 
1842, 

The difficulties connected with the 
heads: 

. Thatof ascertaining the income of different individuals 

2. That oflevying an Ser iltax on incomes derived from different sources, 
which involves the difficulties of drawing an accurate line between capita 
and income 

y The encouragement it gives to careless expenditure 

The eminent ‘a: anger of those who benefit by the exemptions using 
alte ‘ring the tax, either thoughtilessly or purposely, so as to press hi 
the nonexempted classes. 

The first difficulty can only be met by either the adoption of the objection 
able principle of self-assessment, or by the employment of annoying 
inquisitorial means 

The principle of self 
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and accounts; but when he came to com] them with the ret 
which the claimants themselves had made to the inco 
ished by the most painful disclosurses. One gentlemen, 
high in the profession to which he belonged, had paid i 
years on an average income of £3,000; butit was prov 
his actual income had been double that amount 
£9,000. 

That gentleman, before he applied to the treasury, had paid arrear 
the income tax commissioners to the amount of £609 in order 
himself to comeintocourt. Avery respectable firm proved that in five 
they had made £31,432; but the amount they had returned to the incon 
in the same period was no more than £8,800. In another case, a gent 
claiming between 3,000 and 4,000 pounds sterling a year by his profession, had 
assessed himself for one year at £200 per annum. Afterwards his return 
rose to £1,161, and when questioned he stated that he “had fixed upon that 
amount because he thought that an odd figure would look better than a 
round sum.” 

The Quarterly Review, remarking upon these cases, says that in every | 
trade alike they are the first easy lessons in lying, the first apprentic eship 
in cooking accounts and doctoring calculations. If the tax were reserved 

































ant and controlling 


ly taxation 
ial and essential considera 
taxation there exists State, « 
ich every man of 
ae —— 


this country. 


y, and meRieipe 


$260 :000,' 0 In other wort ds, the stat 
taxation of 
ial l one-half of the ‘other taxat 
ni —— rn which for the purposes of 
1inate ‘local taxat 


the U nite 


Does any el disput 
in detail 1} »efore 
‘ight to shut ¢ our 
of I een —— which shall just 
ti in the respoct 





will read t 
eyes to these 


oe 
i property f 
becomes our fir st duty to 
local taxation exists in the St ites. 

i upon propert 
should care Spall Ly 
hould iain to avoid a duplicat 
This is so plain gnd tenabl 
needs no amplitention. 
existing in the Stu 


as to what gener 
Is there a tax anne ol 
These are most 


1 
es8 ourseives. 


1 there or ¢ 
inquiries to which we 
In the first place, wes 
f > & propositior tl 
If by some scheme of taxation 
tes, there is a virtualand substantial tax 
consumption there,.py which local revenues are realized f 
of State, county, and municipal! 
ments, then it is w isdom upon ot ur pi rt in framing a 
Ke ders al taxation to : aN 


purposes of the support 


system of ba Pi ssible : 


ral princip! es in 
ig citize n can readil 
and w hat situation con 
i taxation a 
tax upon 
corporations. 
ure some 


i a system ol 


in the St 


) ee. 
e, to which of 
tes have peculiar anc 
be specially 


these dir ct 








re, as dire 





it would se 








r to False 


oe 


Government, 





The General 
sort to any other or directt 
its support. i 
States as their 
left not be ci LUSE of a want of « 
but as a 
r of propriety. 
ixation is the 
} and Federal interests is prevented 








reby avoided, 





6616 ! | 


scramble for revenues in the same direction by State and Fed- 

eral authorities is happily averted, and two different and dis- | 
tinct systems of taxation—one direct, the other indirect—are 
seen to work harmoniously together side by side, neither en- | 
croaching upon the jurisdiction or preroggtives of the other. | 

This was evidently the theory of the hers of the Republic 
when. instead of resorting to direct taxation, they early inau- 
gurated the policy of a tariff for revenue to meet the needs of 
the General Government. 

That was the policy advocated by Thomas Jefferson, the | 
founder of Democracy, in his second inaugural address. I need 
not repeat what he then said, as it has been quoted several times | 
during this debate. In substance and effect ho opposed direct 
taxation for Federal purposes, and advocated an adherence to 
the policy of raising l’ederal revenues by meansof taxation upon 

en importations. That policy left the States free to mo- 
nopolize all the known systems or methods of direct taxation for 
local purposes, and reserved, exactly as the Constitution con- 
templated, all the taxation upon imports for the usesof the Gen- 
eral Government. 

That was the Democratic policy maintained from the days of 
Jefferson to the time of our civil war, with only afew occasional 
interruptions; it was the policy of a tariff for revenue; it was 
the policy which justly recognized and preserved the rights and 
prerogatives of the several States; it presented a homogeneous 
system or means of taxation for both the National Government 
and the several States. That policy was maintained during the 
war of 1812; it was continued during the #Mexican war; and it 
was not until our great civil war, when tariff revenues proved 
insufficient for the immense drain upou our financial resources, 
that we were compelled to resort toincome and other war taxes, 
both direct and internal. 

It is suggested to me thatnoone mancan read the debates upon 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution withoutcoming to the 
conclusion that the Constitution never would have been adopted 
if the clauses to which I have referred were not placed in the 
Constitution. 

Then, when ‘‘ this cruel war was over,” and peace once more 
dawned upon our fair land, by common consent, as it were, the 
income tax was speedily abolished, although the nation was fear- 
fully in debt and tariff taxation was strained to the uttermost to 
meot the demads of the Government. 

It was recognized as a war tax fit only to be maintained in war 
tinres, and necessarily to cease in times of peace. Yet now, 


years after the abolition of the income tax, we find men who are 
masquerading as Democrats, but who are Populists in heart and 
principle, advocating the restoration of this income tax, a relic 
of ouv civil war, and a constant reminder of all its terrible mem- 
ories. 

Look at the inconsistent position in which this proposed leg- 
islation will place the Democratic party. For twenty-five years 
we have clamored against war taxes; we have reminded the peo- 
pe over and over again that they were suffering Hom war tariff 
egislation; we have invoked the patriotism of our citizens to 
obliterate every unpleasant and unnecessary feature that re- 
mains of that great conflict which can be properly eliminated; 
test oaths have been abolished; general amnesty has been de- 
creed; past differences have been so far happily discarded and 
forgotten that those who were conspicuous in their devotion to 
the lost cause in that great conflict are now our honored and 
trusted leaders in both Houses of Congress, largely shaping the 
legislation and destinies of a reunitedcountry; Northern capital 
is seeking investment in Southern States, and Southern men of 
brains and ambition are finding homes in Northern cities where 
a cordial welcome always awaits them; the pacification of the 
country has been largely effected, aud sectional animosities and 
jealousies are fast dying out; and yet now after a quarter of a 
century has passed away and the Democratic party, for the first 
time since the war, has been intrusted with the full control of 
the Government, one of our very first acts is to restore the 
most odious, inquisitorial, and offensive war taxes with which 
a free people were ever afflicted. 

If this is political wisdom, it is folly to be wise. If this is true 
Democracy, I want none of it. If this is the best leadership 
which we can present in this great crisis, I, for one, must decline 
to follow it. I prefer to stand with Jefferson, and Jackson, and 
Tilden, in opposition to all income taxes, and direct Federal 
taxation, but in favor of a tariff for revenue for Federal pur- 
poses and direct taxation for State purposes. 

SPURIOUS DEMOCRACY. 

I repudiate the spurious Democracy of these modern apostles 
and prophets, who are part Mugwump, part Populist, and the 
least part Democratic, who seek to lead us astray after false 
gods, false theories, and false methods. I object to our restor- 
ing a war tix which the Republicans themselves rejected years 
ago, with our approbation. 
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I protest against that lack of foresight and judgment upon 
the part of some professed Democrats whoalwaysscem anxious 
to adopt whatever the Republicans and the people have rep 1di- 
ated. There were those who vigorously opposed the isso of 
greenbacks during the war, but when Republicans after the 
war sought to curtail and restrict their farther issue, these men 
became the earnest champions of a greenback currency and 
sought to merge the Democratic party into a greenback party. 
They opposed the policy of a return to specie payments, and 
then when specie payments became an accomplished fact they 
clamored for paper money. 

Thon subsequently they espoused the cause of a metallic cur- 
rency and became the earnest advocates of free silver—the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver; but soon thereafter, with char- 
acteristic fickleness unworthy of so good a cause, they accepted 
the Bland compromise measure, which provided simply for a 
limited coinage. Then the Republicansin 1890 passed the Sher- 
man law, which provided, not for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver the same as gold, but for a limited coinage and 
the purchase and storage of silver bullion, treating it asa com- 
modity instead of a money metal, a measure which violated ev- 
ery correct principle of finance; and although the Democratic 
party opposed that measure and denounced it for three years 
and demanded its repeal in their national platform, the present 
leading advocates of an income tax when the opportunity for ac- 
tion came last year strenuously opposed its repeal in Congress 
for three longmonths. They are the same shortsighted men 
who four years ago made the air of the Capitol resound with 
their denunciations of ex-Speaker REED’s rules, and recently 
turned around and adopted the substantial principle involved 
in those very rules, amid the laughter and ridicule of the whole 
country. 

Mr. President, I can not follow such leadership, which shifts 
and turns and temporizes upon every public question; which com- 
promises every well-established Democratic principle for which 
the party contended when out of power; which stands ready to 
adopt every passing ‘‘ism” of the hour; which surrenders prin- 
ciple for expediency and pursues no consistent course from one 
year to another. If political success of my party is only to be 
purchased by such methods and such sacrifices I prefer defeat 
and the preservation of my self-respect. 


STATE VS. NATIONAL TAXATION. 


Mr. President, the national victory of 1892 meant a reduction 
ofthe tariff; itdid not mean an income tax. Itdid not mean an 
invasion of State rights, a usurpation of State privileges, or the 
absorption of State sources of taxation. — 

It did not mean direct taxation on the part of the General 
Government. It meant a tariff for revenue, a reasonable reduc: 
tion in tariff duties, the substitution of revenue duties for pro- 
hibitory duties wherever the latter existed, the placing of raw 
materials upon the free list, and the restriction of the revenues 
to be raised to the actual necessities of the Government. 

This was the policy to which the party was solemnly com- 
mitted. 

But instead of pursuing this plain and simple course, which 
duty unmistakably marked out, this bill in its present shape 
abandons many Democratic principles and seeks to impose upon 
the party and the country a vicious and offensive scheme of 
Federal taxation for which they never voted. * 

But it issaid in justification of thisdeparture from Democratia 
precedents, that tariff taxation does not reach the wealth of the 
country, but that an income tax will, and hence that the latter 
is desirable. 

A tariff duty is an indirect tax upon consumption, and wealth | 
pays its share of whatever it consumes. There are no classes/ 
exempt from its operation, and the greater the consumption they 
larger is the tax. 

No men and no two families consume productions equally, and 
hence in amount their taxation. is not the same, but it is equal 
in the sense that each pays his pro rata share. 

A poor man and arich mando not pay exactly alike, nor do 
two poor men nor two rich men, but each pays proportionally to 
what he uses. : 

No one pretends that this system of tariff taxation is, of itself 
alone, absolutely and entirely just, neither is any other single 
system of taxation which the world has ever tolerated, as 
there will always necessarily exist some inequalities in such 
matters, but taken in connection with other systems which exist 
in the States and with which it must be considered and operated, 
we insist that customs duties affords the best, easiest, and least 
felt method of raising Federal revenues which has yet been de- 
vised, and in my judgmentitwill continue to be the settled policy 
of this Government long after those who are now so loudly com- 
plaining of its hardship and injustice shall have been forgotten. 

The burdens of tariff taxation are sometimes grossly exag- 
gerated. The whole customs duties collected last year only 
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amounted to about $205,000,000, which, divided among 60,000,000 
of people, made a tax of scarcely $3.50 apiece. 


\Vhat a tremendous sum to pay for all the blessings of a free | 


government! Se ; ; 

A tariff tax is an indirect tax, and is therefore the least felt 
py the people. 

I adhere to the Democratic doctrine that the tariff is a tax, 
and that the consumer and not the foreigner pays the tax; but 
while this is true as the general rule, of course the importer 
alone pays the tix in the first instance and usually the consumer 
afterwards; but it is also equally true that sometimes it is very 
difficult to ascertain when and in what proportion, if at all, the 
consumer pays any particular tariff tax. 

Tariff duties do not always increase prices, and sometimes 
their effect seems to be to diminish prices. Prices are largely 
affected by competition, the question of supply and demand, and 
hard times or good times. When the duty upon wool was in- 
creased by the McKinley bill in 1890, the price of wool did not 
rise in this country, but it diminished, and has remained lower 
ever since. 

Under such circumstances it can not well be said that the 
consumers of wool paid the increased duty, except upon the pos- 
sible theory that but for the duty the wool would have been still 
cheaper. 
in such matters. The tariff subject is not an exact science. 
Extravagant duties invite competition, and competition usually 
lowers prices, but prices are notalways regulated by tariffs, and 
hence there is no accurate method of ascertaining how much of 
the annual revenues realized from a tariff bill are really paid by 
the actual consumers. The people are notsuffering so much to- 
day from indirect tariff taxation as they are from direct State 
and local taxation. The productions and manufactures upon 
which tariff duties are now imposed were never so cheap as they 
are at this time. 

The evils of the hour from which the people are suffering 
arise largely from an inadequate and disordered currency and 


a bad financial system, dating back from that evil day in 1873 | 


when free bimetallic coinage ceased in the United States. 

It is State and local taxation from which the people are also 
suffering, which is double that of the Federal tariff taxation. 
Look at the financial condition of the States whose representa- 
tives here are especially jealous or anxious in urging the sub- 
stitution of income taxes for tariff taxes. 

There is Georgia, whose junior Senator I am pleased to regard 
as my personal as well as political friend, and who made his debut 
in this Senate in an eloquent and earnest defense of an income 


tax, has a State debt of $10,449,542; Tennessee, whose able rep- | 


resentative in the House [Mr. MCMILLIN] is the real author of 


this income-tax provision, but whose sense of fairness and pro- | 


priety for which he is noted should have led him not to insist 


upon inserting it in this bill, but if at all, inaseparate measure, | 
is staggering under the load of a State debt of $19,695,974; Mis- | 


souri, whose senior Senator [Mr. VEST] is largely responsible, 


voluntarily or compulsorily, for much of the present bill, has a | 
State debt of $11,759,832; Alabama, whose influential Senators | 
cre, and not satis- 


have obtained for her a tariff duty upon iron 
fied with that violation of Democratic pledges, now demand an 
income tax in order tofulfill Populist promises, has a State debt of 


$12,413,196; Texas, the versatile and elastic free-trade senti- | 


ments of whose junior Senator [Mr. MILLS] permit him with- 
out inconsistency to vote against free iron ore and for free lead 
ore, against free sugar and for free wool, but for an income tax 
always, has a State debt of $4,317,515; Louisiana, with a sugar 
tax of $43,000,000 imposed upon the whole country for the inci- 
dental benefit of her own sugar industries, can not be heard to 
complain of the hardship of other tariff duties or to demand an 
income tax in place thereof, while her own State debt amounts 
to $16,008,585; North Carolina, with a State debt of $7,703,100, 
and South Carolina, with a like debt of $5,953,582, and Indiana, 
with a debt of $8,538,059, and Arkansas, with a debt of $8,671,782, 
and last, but not least, Virginia, whose able and distinguished 
senior Senatorsits upon my left here, and for whom I have great 

ersonal respect and friendship, and whom I am sure would not 
intentionally do injustice to the great Democratic Empire State 
of New York, where he has many warm admirers—his State has a 
debtamounting to the enormouse sum of $34,227,234; these States 
whose aggregate State debts amount to the grand total of $}32,- 
066,619, supplemented by immense county, city, and town indebts 
ness amounting to millions upon millions more, are suffering 


more from the burdens of their own local direct taxation than! 


from any indirect Federal tariff taxation or from the absence of 
an income tax. at 

1n order to relieve the people from these local burdens there 
is no objection to these States providing for local taxation upon 
incomes, or to the adoption of any other system of local taxation 
which they desire, whereby wealth in these States may be com- 
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| pelled to bear its full portion of local taxation, but we object to 


| 


| their insisting that New York or the General Government shall 
| also adopt an income tax for their particular benefit, 

|/ Is there any particular complaint from these States that their 
men of wealth escaped taxation? If there is, and ap income tax 
will reach them, why do they not adopt a State income tax, and 
at once relieve their own people? No; that is not their purpoge 
orobject. They desire a Federal income tax, not to reach tid 
men of wealth in their own States, but to reach those in other 
States. 

I noticed the other day that Evan P. Howell,of the Atlanta 
Constitution, a genial and popular Democrat of Georgia, visited 
New York. He met a correspondent who spoke to him and 
congratulated him upon the appointment to this body of the dis- 
tinguished junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who in 
part represents that State here. After having done so the cor- 
respondent said to him: “I observe that Senator WALSH is ad- 
vocating an income tax in the Senate. Whatdoyousay to that, 
Mr. Howell?” Mr. Howell raplied: ‘* That isall right. Weare 
all for an income tax down in our part of the country; and so is 
Senator WALSH, who represents us, becaure none of us have 
$4,000 income, and somebody else will have to pay the tax.’ 

They admit that such an income tax will affect their own peo- 
ple but little. They have taken pains to fix the exemption high 
| enough so that their States will be compelled to contribute little 
ornothing. Itisthe great Democratic State of New York which 
they are after—that is the State to be punished. Its chief city, 
which has always been the target for every Republican attack, 
is now to be raided by its own party friends in Congress. 

The State which has ever been friendly to the South and its 
people, which has ever defended their constitutional rights and 
prerogatives; the State which has always opposed force bills, 
carpet-bag governments, federal election laws, arbitrary ar- 
| rests, and federal interference in State affairs; the State 
| which is one of only three Northern States which have a 
| full Democratic representation in this Senate, and thereby gave 
the Democratic party its control here, and which has Dem- 
ocratic Representatives in the other House; the State whose 
citizens are the most generous contributors of those in all other 
States towards Democratic campaigns inevery part of the coun- 
try; that State, because its business men have by their energy, 
ability, thrift, and industry built up their business, their indus- 
tries, and their varied enterprises, so that they realize large in- 
comes from them, is to be subjected to an odious, unnecessary, 
and objectionable income tax, at the instigation of their party 
| friends from the South, as soon as we get possession of the Gov- 
ernment; a Federal tax for which New York nor any other Demo- 
cratic State ever voted; a tax which no Democratic national 
platform ever approved; a tax rejected and discarded by the 
people of all parties twenty-four years ago; a tax the imposi- 
tion of which will drive New York, New Jersey, and Connecti- 
cut into the Republican column, there to permanently remain; 
a tax the individual feature of which has not been recommended 
by any Democratic President or Secretary of the Treasury or 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, but a tax suggested, advo- 
cated, and now persistently pushed by a majority which is tem- 
porarily ‘‘in the saddle” in this Congress, and is driving the 
Democratic party with reckless and headlong speed into the 
abyss of political ruin. 

Mr. President, the excuse for the restoration of an income tax 
| is the avowed purpose of reaching the wealth of the country. 
This is the oft-repeated answer which is made to every objec- 
tion raised. I assert that it is not a tax upon wealth pev se. 
Wealth is property, either real or personal, and this is a tax 
upon neither. It is a tax upon what a man earns—upon his 
thrift, his industry, his capacity, his pluck, his savings, his 
prudence; but it is not a tax upon wealth, upon what he actu- 
ally has. It is not a tax upon what a man has really acquired, 
but it is a tax upon what he is earning or acquiring; a tax im- 
posed in transitu, while wealth is being earned or acquired. 

Incomes are uncertain with men of business—they have large 
incomes one year and large losses the next. A tax once paid 
can not be restored, and there is no method of equalizing the tax 
for a given period of years. A man may earn $10,000 one year 
and invest it in business the next year, and for five years annu- 





yet he paid the income tax, not upon the net resultof five years’ 
business, but upon the result of one year's venture. 

An income tax works manifest injustice because, like all war 
taxes, it is founded upon no principle. That isthe very nature 
ofa war tax. It reaches out for whatever is in sight, regard- 
less of justice, cireumstances, or results. Income is not prop- 
erty according to the usual or proper acceptation of the terra. 
It may be due but not realized—it may not have been reduved 
to possession; it can not always well be reached on a sheriff’s 
execution. 


ally lose money until he has lost all and more than he earned, 
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vernment should not endeavor to 
monopoliz | indirect methods of taxation. 

The property of the country—its stable and acquired wealth— 
should be reached by direct taxation, while indirect taxation 
reaches whatever we consume. 

Of course, property or wealth per se is not reached by a tax 
upon consumption, and is not intended to be. That is left to be 
reached by direct taxation. 

The advocates of anincome tax point to this or that wealthy 
citizen who owns houses and lands without number, and com- 
plain that he pays nomore taxes to the General Government than 
the poor man who owns nothing at all but supports a whole 
family. That may be true, although usually itcosts more to sup- 
port the rich man’s family than the poor man’s, and hence the 
rich man pays more under a tax on consumption. 

But even if that were otherwise no injustice is done anybody. 

No one expects that any one system of taxation is to reach 
every class. We must not forget that while there is one Gen- 
eral Government, there are also forty-four States, with local sys- 
tems of taxation of their own. (Our Union is one body, united 
like the ocean, but divided like the waves.) The Constitution 
contemplated that the General Government would resort t6 tariff 
taxation for its revenues, and that the States would resort to 
direct taxation upon property, and together the two systems 
would work harmoniously together,and reach all classes and all 
property, and our fathers before us so construing the Constjtu- 
tion inaugurated the present system of tariff taxation which has 
been in existence from the foundation of the Government. 

The rich man who owns the houses and lands pays State, 
county, and municipal taxes thereon according to their value, 
and he pays his tariff taxes besides upon whatever he consumes, 

The poor man, however, who owns no property, of course pays 
no State, county, or municipal taxes, but simply his tariff taxes. 

If income taxes should be substituted for tariff taxes, then the 
poor man would pay nothing, either to the State or local or na- 
tional governments. 

No person should be exempt from all taxation—both direct 

| and indirect—simply because he owns no property. 

The statistics show that 80 per cent of our population own no 

jtaxable real or personal property whatever, and hence they pay 


both the direct an 


jno direct taxes. The only way the 80 per cent are reached at 


tall is through tariff taxes—a tax upon consumption. The Con- 
stitution imposes no property qualification as a condition of 
| being entitled to vote, but it fully recognizes manhood suffrage. 

The poor man’s right to vote is strengthened and intrenched 
by the fact that he is not a drone in society, but that while he 

pays nothing for police, fire, and other local purposes, nothing 

for lighted streets or good roads, nothing for the maintenance 
| of courts or justice or for schools where his children are edu- 
cated, yet he does pay his share of taxes upon consumption 
through the imposition of customs duties. 

His enemies are those who would suggest the substitution of 
an income tax for these tariff taxes, whereby he would pay noth- 
ing whatever for the support of his State or National Govern- 
ment. 

The same Constitution which guarantees manhood suffrage— 
that is, the right of every citizen to vote whether he owns prop- 
erty or not—also provides for taxes upon consumption in the 
shape of tariff taxes and forbids the States from imposing any 
tariff taxes; and this is a most significant fact in my judgment, 
' because it indicates that it was the intention of the framers of 

that instrument that manhood suffrageand taxes upon consump- 
tion should go hand in hand together; and when you destroy the 
one you undermine the security of the other. 

Will some one tell us why 80 per cent of our population should 

, eseape all taxation whatever, as they would if income taxes 
should be substituted for tariff taxes? 
} Itis never desirable ina free government especially, or in 
| fact in any other government, that property should pay all the 
| taxes. 

What good reason can be urged for any such discrimination? 

Are property owners the only ones interested in the mainte- 
nance of government? 

Is property the only thing to be protected in the administra- 
tion of publie affairs? 

Let us take a broad view of the situation—a nonpartisan 
view—u view free from demagogy and from clap-trap, and un- 
amet by popular clamor and uninfluenced by unintelligent criti- 
cism. 


een ALTO CL astca, 


PUBLIC SENTIMENT. 

We hear upon every side the flimsy excuse that Senators do 
not personally favor an income tax and doubt the wisdom ofthe 
experiment upon which we are about to enter, but that their 
people want it and they must vote for what their people want. 
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This is a narrow and timid view of public duty. Public senti- 
ment is fickle at the best—it comes and goes; it is unreasonable 


times. There are occasions 


; when it should not be tamely submitted to, but should he re- 


sisted and defeated. 

I respect what is callea public sentiment when it is rieht 
I detest and defy it when it is wrong, unreasonable, and arro- 
gaut. It should never be allowed to swerve us from our sense of 
Official duty. We should not mistake a healthy and an hones} 
public sentiment for a mere clamor, an outburst of passion, 6r 4, 
freak of prejudice. 

It is in emergencies above all other times when public men 
should keep level heads, maintain their courage, and adhere to 
their sincere convictions. In my judgment public men should 
not imitate the willow and bow to every passing breeze, but 
stand up brave, erect, and strong like the oak of the forest, and 
defy the storm which always soon passes away. 

OUR TWO SYSTEMS OF TAXATION. 

Again I repeat the inquiry, why should accumulated wealth 
or property pay all the taxes of any government? 

In France, where the government consists of one central power 
or organization from which all legislation emanates, there are 
direct taxes upon property, custom-house taxation, and also ; 
capitation tax. 

No one there escapes taxation except the absolute pauper. A 
capitation tax is imposed to reach those who own no property 
and may not be sufficiently reached by indirect tariff taxation. 

Their system recognizes the desirability from every rational 
point of view, that every citizen should pay something toward: 
the support of the government which protects his person and 
under which he ‘‘ lives, moves, and has his being.” 

Here our country is divided into States and one complete sys- 
tem of taxation for both the nation and the States is not practi- 
cable, if for no other reason because the Constitution expressly 
forbids the States from entering upon one field of taxation which 
is regarded as exclusively belonging to the nation. 

But the nation can have one system and the States another, 
and neither need conflict with the other. There is not so much 
difference between the total amount of Federal taxation and 
that of State taxation as to prevent substantial equality in the 
distribution of public burdens. 

Our duplex system of taxation is not a complex one. It is 
simple and easily understood. The State system and the na- 
tional system work harmoniously together. The merits of the 
one can not be weighed without considering at the same time 
the merits of the other. 

The man of property, the rich man if you please, pays taxes 
upon his houses and lands and personal property, the property 
which he actually owns, under our State systems of taxation; 
while the man without property, the poor man if you please, 
pays his taxes upon consumption, upon what he uses, as does 
also the rich man; and the mere fact that the poor man may or 
may not pay a greater proportion of the taxesupon consumption 
than the rich man is no evidence of inequality in taxation, as 
each pays in proportion to what he owns and what he uses. 

Accumulated wealth—that is, property, houses, lands, and 
personalty—should pay its full share of the public burdens,. 
State and national, but it does not follow that it escapes its ful! 
— simply because it is not reached diréctly by tariff taxation 
alone. ‘ 

The propriety, if not the absolute necessity, of the General 
Government pursuing a different system of taxation than tho 
States, inorder to not conflict with them and not to unreasona- 
bly duplicate taxation and in order to reach all classes, is so ap- 
parent that it needs no further argument, 

WHICH GOVERNMENT PROTECTS PROPERTY? 

Much is said about the General Government ‘ protecting” 
property, and that therefore property should pay taxes directly 
toit. Such protection is more of a fiction than a reality, more 
of atheory than a practical result. In truth and infact the prop- 
erty and personal liberty of the citizen is protected almost ex- 
clusively and entirely by his town, county, and State govern- 
ments. The local governments are those which protect prop- 
erty and personal rights, which supply us with fire and police 
protection, with sewer privileges, with pure and wholesome 
water, with gas and electricity for our streets, which maintain 
our pavements and roads, which arrest and punish our offenders, 
which support our public schools and sustain our countless chari- 
table institutions, and charter our public conveyances, protect 
our suffrages, and maintain public order everywhere, and which 
make life worth living. , 

The obligation of ourselves and our accumulated property is 
to the State and local governments and not to the General Gov- 
ernment, except in the remotest degree. ae i 

In fact the General Government has but a very limited juris- 
diction over us, which is defined in the Constitution. It can 


, but 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1 inte but little in regard to our domestic affairs. All th 
wis relations of life, and our business, our occupations, our 
c acts, our homes, our comforts and privileges, are all regu 


inated by the State and not the nation. 


The nation can not give us honest local governments; it can 
not protect us from fraud, speculation, robbery, murder, fire, 
darkness, bad highways, ignorance, pauperism, intemperance, 

h 


or from any of t e other evils the preven- 


eontrol of which requires tl 


and erime gene rally, 
tion or regulation 0 
of public moneys. 
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The very nature of our Government prevents such protection 
and forbids such interference with the domestic affairs of 
States 

The jurisdiction of the General Government is very much re- 
stricted. itcan do th things under the Constitution (Con- 
stitution, Article IV, section 4): First, it can guarantee toevery 
State a republican form of government, a comparative y easy 
te ~ usus illy entirely fulfill ed when the State is first admitted into 
the Union; second, it must protect each of them | from foreign 
Sosa. a danger which no one need ever fear; third, it must 


protect them from domestic violence, but only when asked by 
the Legislature or executive of a State. The occasionsfor in- 
terference to discharge this last duty have been very rare in 
the history of the country. 

It may therefore besafely asserted that the new-found theory 
for tolerating an income tax in time of peace, because of the 
protection which the General Government gives to wealth, 
property, and individuals, has little or nothing to support it. 
The same false theory has been especially inv oked to justify an 
income tax upon corporations, and it has been urged that as cor- 
porations are invested with vast powers and privileges not en- 
joyed by individuals, and receive much 1 protection in their vas 
undertakings, and are asa rule prosperous by reason of opp ortuni- 
ties afforded toacquire wealth by theiraggregated capital, they 
are fit subjects for an income tax. 

The first answer to this plausible argument is that corpora- 
tions already pay to the States their share of taxation. If they 
do not, ~— can be compelled to do so by the States themselves, 
and their failure or fulfillment of that duty is a matter of no con- 
cern to the General Government. 

The next answer is that these corporations are created by the 
various States and not by the General Government, and their 
obligations are to the States and not to the nation. The cor- 
porations created by Congress are few indeed—they can be 
counted on the ends of your fingers. They cut no figure among 
the great mass of the corporations of the country. 

The existence of these corporations thuscreated by the States 
may furnish a reason why the States might subject them to in- 
come or other special taxation, but not why the General Govern- 
ment should do so. 

Many States which have created them have already subjected 
em toimmense special taxation, from which large revenues 





th 


are derived for the support of their State governments, and the | 


General Ge ril or diminish 


those revenues 


vernment has no moral right to imp 
by imposing double taxation. 
AN UNNECESSARY TAX. 


in my address to the Senate on a 9 last I made the point | 


that this tax was not re 
ment. I think 


ssities of the Govern- 
which conclusively estab- 


juired by the nece 
{ furnished the “a: ” 


lished that contention. 

I have yet to hear those figures disputed. No Senator around 
this cirele has endeavored to maintain the nec essity for this 
tax at this time; no official has supplied any information which 
show that it is needed. 

{ need ha oy Be suggest that nothing but the most pressing ne- 
cessity wou id justify the imposition of such a tax in a time of 
profound ie » That nece sssity should be proved; it should 





not be assumed. The great compromiser of the age—the 
tinguished Senator from 4 uryieen 1 [Mr. GORMAN] —while per- 
sonally expressing his dis like of this tax andregretting its adop- 
tion, yet with that spirit of concilia ition which always char: 
terizes him reluctantly accepts it, and hasseen fit to suggest that 
it may be denominated an ‘“emergency ” tax. 

What ‘* emergency,” in any proper sense in which that term 
ean be used, has aris sen which justifies it? None whatever. 
There has simply been a falling off of the usual tariff revenues, 

casioned by the leecaeere d epression in business and by the 
ure produced by contemplated tariff changes, and that is all. 
The ordinary routine of ‘business will soon be resumed and 
usual revenues will be flowing into the Treasury. There is no 

*‘emergency ” in fact; it isa mere play upon words to call 
present situation such. 

Whatever emergency there may have been, if any at all, 
already past and been met by the issue of bonds by the Secre tary 
of the Tre ssury. Such a contingency can be met again in the 


lis- 


1C- 


he 


same way if necessary. 
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Besides, this tax is not intended to meet any existing emerg- 
( because by the very terms of this bill not a dollar can 
3d from the proposed income tax until July 1, n 
, it is not possiblethat the framers “ this mea >re 
d extraordinary revenues as desirable at this time, bee 





t] have deliberately provided that th ,W 
t wisdom they have voluntarily or o vise seen fit to im 
se, shall not go into effect until the lst day of Januar xt 
W hat in absurdity it is, then, to call this odious income tax an 
emergency” tax in order to make it more palatable to tk oO 
h } tha 








(hat an income tax is no eded to meet th sisting « ‘ 
cruing Treasury demands, is apparent not only becaus » in- 
co “an be realized until ne text year, but because the I 

nues already provided for in the bill wi il be amp!l 

The chairman of the Finance Committee, in hi 3p : 
advocacy of the bill,admitted that the revenues provided fo 
tl in would realize substantially enough to meet th nnual 

xpenditures as estimated by Secretary Carlisle, without a 
income tax at all; and the chairman’s own figures as to i 
mated revenues were shown to be erroneous to the extent of 
$3 3,092,732, which amount added to his figures would make $32,- 


aving $2.481,9 


eing r estimated 


81,977 surplus ine luding an income tax, and le 
surplus without an income tax, the income tax b 


at $30,000,000. sorte the chairman’s speech and since thos 
estimates were made the + Hr eee in this bill have been largely i 
creased, not, Sea I assume beyond a revenue point, and 


[ am wrong in that particular I am ready to be corrected 

Mr. PEFFER. That is a violent construction 

Mr. HILI The Senator from Kansas says that isa lent 
construction; but for the purpose of the argument I 
assume it. If I am wrong in that respect, I am ready 
to be corrected. So much larger revenues are 
realized than Senator VOORHEES then admitted. 
amount required for the expenditures of the Govei 
next fiseal year? 

Secretary Carlisle’s estimate 


propose to 
,as I sai 
expected to be 
What is 
nment for tl 


contained in his last annual re- 


port was that $448,306,789.93 would be sufficient, but this sum 
included $162,631,570 for pensions, and it has since been sho wn 
by later estimates, | by a on uvison with the pension expendi- 


tures for the past e eleven months, and by the opinions of ce n pe 
tent experts who study such matters, that the pension expe 
tures for the coming year will not exceed $135,000,000, especially 
under the reforms and economies which have been instituted i 
that Department. 


Deducting therefore, the difference between the am ti- 
mated last December, to wit, $162,631,570, and the _ jer amount 
now shown to be required, to wit, $135,000,000, mountin to 
$27,631,570, from the total amount tate l exp 
tures first above mentioned, viz, $448,306,789.93 fa av i? 
775,219.93 as the correct amount for which revenves must 


pr ovide d. 












There is no dispute whatever as to the following estimat 
receipts, to wit: 
internal revenue (under existing laws 5 5160, 0 
| Postal (under existing laws -/amnneee eet 84, 427,77 
| Miseellaneous (under existing laws) ......---- 2 
| 
| { 
| Soon after this bill was first reported (com) to i 3 é 
| the T ‘easury experts made and published an « f 
| anticipated rev ont 1es, which was follow 
| ¢ I including 341,822,631 ugar dut } 
} A 1al i nal revenue to bil f 
j me { as w Ww KD 
) ILS UD ) 
| s Y 000 
sa 7 
+ 000 
} 1ed 
| 
Cotal i Konan hie 
}* oe en en was sie the igar schedu Db peen re 
iged and the duties somewhat increased that they ars 
ow ¢ stil late i by the Finance Committee a 151,699.20, mak 
in if ase of #1.329.067.59 to ided . . 1, 329. 067 
Final total ........ ‘ 
) amount required ures as above sta l 
eurplu . " tee a ee s 61, 342 14 
Deduct amount of proposed income tax ne 1), 000, 0 
SOONG, CUT, isndihel ee ae 1,34 i 
Was it the Democratic party which a few years ago was | 
loudly declaiming against the danger of accumulating an en 
mous surplus in the Treasury of the United States? I thi 
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heard some such argument repeatedly urged in the campaign 
of 1888, 

There is no escaping the figures I have given. They show 
that there is no necessity whatever for an income tax in this 
measure, as ample revenues will be produced without it. 

Who says to the contrary? What Treasury official, what 
member of the Finance Committee, what competent expert, what 
political economist has ventured to dispute these figures? 

To this large surpius there should also be added the addi- 
tional revenues sure to be realized under the increased duties 
placed in the bili during its passage in the Senate. Besides, 
the fact should not be forgotten that the estimated revenues are 


based upon the importations of the fiscal year 1892-93, which | 


was largely affected—especially the latter half of it—by the 
financial stringency, followed by the panic of that year, and 
hence it may fairly be assumed that. under better business con- 
ditions, which all Democrats hope for and all the people may 
reasonably anticipate when the tariff question is disposed of, 
there will be iarger importations received and greater revenues 
realized than have been estimated,’and that a huge, or at least a 
very respectable surplus will soon be in our Treasury. 

Mr. President, it has been difficult to fathom the motives of 
the Finance Committee in their insistence upon deferring their 
proposed duty upon sugar until January, 1895. The committee, 
it must be admitted, did not very successfully defend the pro- 
priety of their action. Their attitude has placed them in an 
awkward and unpleasant position, inviting much criticism which 
might better have been avoided. 

Sir, can it be possible that their well-known anxiety to retain 
the income-tax provision in this bill has led them to postpone 
the date for the operation of the sugar tax in order that there 
might be created an apparent greater necessity for this income 
tax? 

Any other explanation seems unreasonable. It is absolutely 
impossible under the present condition of this measure—with 
the duties which have been added to this bill—with the large 
sugar tax provided for, which is likely to produce a revenue 
much greater than has been estimated by anyone—to justify 
the retention of an income tax therein upon any theory that the 
Government needs the revenues. 

Some other pretext, some other excuse, some other subter- 
fuge must be invented. 

THE EXEMPTIONS, 

This measure exempts all incomes less than $4,000. 

There is no precedent anywhere for an exemption of such an 
amount, and I have already expressed my views of the outra- 
geous character of this provision and do notcure to repeat them. 
The larger the exemption the more emphatically the bill be- 
comes class legislation, utterly indefensible by fair-minded and 
intelligent men. 

If there must be an income tax, it should be substantially uni- 
form and consistent, and should tax all incomes or none at all. 
if any exemption is permitted, itshould be a very small amount, 
corresponding in some degree with other tax exemptions or 
with exemptions on executions. There should be no favoritism, 
no discriminations, no privileged classes. If a tax upon indus- 
try, thrift, and earnings is defensible at all, then all exemptions 
are matters of governmental charity and must necessarily be 
very limited and reasonable. 

Some of the zealous defenders of this tax do not seem to com- 
prehend its nature or to realize why it is objectionable. 

The New York World of yesterday appealed to the friends of 
the tax in Congress, asking them to ‘‘ listen to reason,” and 
urging that the exemption of $4,000 is too low instead of too 
high, and demanding an amendment raising it to $5,000. 

The suggested amendment would make the bill worse instead 
of better. It would render it still more objectionable as class 
legislation, and restrict its operation to a fewer number of peo- 
ple. Its present discriminations are some of the potent objec- 
tions to itnow. The true doctrine is that all property should 
be taxed, or noneat all; and likewise all incomes should be taxed, 
or.none atall. 

Mr. President, there is no sense or reason in this four-thou- 
sand-dollar exemption. It bears evidence upon its face that it 
was fixed at that amount in order that Congressional salaries 
might be reached just a trifle, and thereby to demonstrate the 
patriotism, unselfishness, and disinterestedness of Congress, and 
yet not seriously diminish those salaries. It is a cheap effort to 
obtain unworthy credit. It bears the stamp of demagogy, hy- 
pocrisy, and insufferable pretension. 

If Congress in its consideration and treatment of this subject 
desires to be honest, manly, and consistent, let it fix the exemp- 
tion, if any, at the reasonable sum of $1,000, and much criticism 
which now justly pertains to the measure will then be avoided. 

The bill also exempts the salaries of all State, county, and 
municipal officers. This is a most important and sweeping pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





JUNE 21, 


vision, worthy of the most careful consideration. It creates at, 
once a privileged and exempt class—the office-holding class— - 
immense army of people, usually receiving large salaries and 
earning them comparatively easily. Yet this immense number 
of people are not to share with their less fortunate neighbors in 
in bearing the public burden of this particular tax. If the ex- 
emption of this powerful and numerous class is a matter of dis- 
cretion with Congress, it is needless to argue that it ought not 
to be granted, and it fitly illustrates the injustice of this bill. 

And if on the other hand this exemption is not a subject upon 
which a discretion can be exercised, but is made necessary by 
constitutional requirements or inhibitions, then it illustrates 
tha inherent imperfections and injustice of any Federal income 
tax. 

Iam sure the committee will not attempt to justify this pro- 
vision upon any ground of its inherent propriety, but will fall 
back upon the plea that they were powerless to prevent it and 
insist that it must accompany any income tax which the Federal 
Government can enact. No man will attempt to sustain this 
provision except upon constitutional grounds. It is one of the 
most offensive features of this bill, because of its discrimina- 
tions, because it exempts whole classes of people, no matter 
how rich they may be, how large their salaries, how easily they 
earn their incomes. Whom does it exempt? 

The governor of New York, the mayor of New York City, the 
mayors of all our large cities, the judgesof all our State courts, 
State, county, and municipal, our regular State officers, and 
every State, county, and municipal officer receiving a salary of 
$4,000 and over. 

What is applicable to New York is applicable to every other 
State paying such salaries. And yet this bill is urged upon the 
ground that its object is to equaliza taxation, to aid the poor, 
and to reach the rich. 

ls this defect incident to any Federal income tax which we 
can enact? Let us see. The Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of The Collector vs. Day (11 Wallace, 113), held 
in December, 1870 (the case arising under the provisions of our 
then existing income-tax law), that it was not competent for 
Congress under the Constitution of the United States to impose 
a tax upon the salary of a judicial officer of a State. 

It is significant that soon aiter this decision was announced 
the Federal income tax was repealed. 

The case arose in Massachusetts, and the salary assessed was 
that of Judge Day, of the court of probate and insolvency for 
the county of Barnstable, Mass., the galary being fixed by law 
and payable out of the treasury of the State. 

I have stated the question which was presented and actually 
decided, to wit, that the salary of a judicial officer of a State can 
not be affected or assessed under a Federal income tax. 

The respect due that decision of the highest court of our land, 
of course justified and injfact compelled the authors of this 
measure to exempt judicial officers of a State. They found that 
this discrimination in favor of judicial State officers must be in- 
herent in any Federal income-tax bill which can be devised. So 
far I make no complaint. Butthe authors of this billhave gone 
further and exempted not only judicial officers, but all other 
officers of the States,and not only of the States, but of the coun: 
ties, and not only of the counties, but of municipalities. 

They insist that they have not only exempted judicial officers 
because required so to do by the strict terms of the decision, 
but have exempted all others who, by the reasoning of the court, 
are entitled to the same exemption because they stand in thé 
same situation. 

The decision of the court, it must be confessed, is a very broad 
and sweeping one. It is true that the decision was not placed 
upon the narrow and technical ground that the officer was a 
judicial officer and therefore he was exempt, but upon the broad 
and general ground that he was a State officer, or rather upon 
the still broader ground that the officer was a part of the gov- 
ernment of the State, and was one of the means or instrumen- 
talities employed for carrying into effect some of the legitimate 
powers of the State government, and that therefore neither he 
nor his salary could be interfered with by taxation or otherwise 
on the part of the General Government. 

The substance of the decision was that no instrumentality or 
means employed in any way by a State government to carry out 
its own reserved powers could be taxed or interfered with by 
the General Government. 3 ee 

It has already been previously held (Dobbins vs. Commission- 
ers of Erie County, 16 Peters, 485) that it was not competent for 
the Legislature of a State to levy a tax upon the salary or emol- 
uments of any officer of the United States. 

It was deemed that the cases of McCulloch vs. Maryland (4t 
Wheaton, 316) and Weston vs. Charleston (2d Peters, 449) ha 
settled the principle that ‘‘ the State governments can not levy 
a tax upon the constitutional means employed by the Govern« 











1894. 
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ment of the Union to execute its constitutional powers;” and it 
was declared that what the State could not do to the General 
Government the General Government could not do to the States. 

The case (11 Wallace, 113) is authority for the broad principle 
that the General Government and the States are separate and 
distinct sovereignties, although both existing within the same 
territorial limits, and that each acts independently of the other 
within their respective spheres; and that all means or instru- 
mentalities created or employed bya State government to carry 
out its own reserved powers can not be interfered with by taxa- 
tion or otherwise, but that all such means and instrumentalities 
must be left free and unimpaired. 


| 


The authors of this bill have rightly interpreted this sweep- | 


ing decision—the most important in its consequences in matters 
of taxation that has ever been announced—but they do not go 
far enough—they do not carry out its reasoning to its legitimate 
result. 

They have correctly interpreted the decision to exempt not 


only thesalaries of judicial, but all other officers of aState, includ- | 


ing ali its divisions of authority, because these are parts of the 
State, embraced within the scheme of the State government; 
but they have not exempted the other means or instrumentali- 
ties which State governments have created to enable them het- 
ter to carry out their functions, to wit, domestic corporaiions. 

Take, for instance, a railroad corporation, which a State has 
chartered for the express purpose of developing a certain sec- 
tion of its territory, and it has provided that a certain portion 
of its earnings orashare of its dividends shall be paid to the State, 
for the general purposes of its government; will it be said, in 
view of this decision of the highest court of our country, thut 
this same railroad can be compelled by means of a Federal in- 
come tax to surrender a portion of its earnings or dividends to 
the General Government, and thereby exclude the State gov- 
ernment or diminish its revenues? 

What the General Government cannot do directly it should 
not be permitted to do indirectly. In New York, as well as in 


| 


other States, municipalities and towns have been permitted to | 
aid the construction of railroads by loaning them money, and | 


have taken as security for such loans the bonds or stock of such | 


railroads, and for the payment of which bonds or dividends | 


upon stock the earnings of the railroads have been pledged by 
law or by contract; and now, can the General Government by 
means of an income tax — in and monopolize those earnings 
and exclude those towns anc 
participation in those revenues? 

AN IMPORTANT CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

Mr. President, this is a most important question, fraught with 
fearful consequences. 
States, certain stock corporations created by the State, such as 
railroads and transportation companies, gas companies, trust 
companies, certain insurance companies, electric and power 
companies, and divers other corporations, are either by the 
terms of their incorporation or by law required to pay, in addi- 
tion to the ordinary direct taxes upon their property, certain 
special taxes upon their earnings, dividends, or business, some- 
times called a franchise tax or by some other name, which taxes 
go directly to the wapgert of the State government. 

Mr. President, as a lawyer as well as a Senator, I contend that 
the General Government has no constitutional power by means 
of an income tax to reach or disturb any of the revenues of that 
class of corporations. It can not absorb them, diminish them, 
or destroy them. It may tax other corporations who simply pay 
ordinary taxes upon their real estate or capital stock, the same 
as citizens who own real estate or personalty, but these particu- 
lar corporations must be regarded as a portion of the agencies, 
means, or instrumentalities of the State government, which are 
beyond the taxing power of any other authority. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise, of course, to interrupt the Sena- 
tor from New York. But Iam quite sure he will pardon me for 
stating at this time that the doctrine which he is now advocat- 
ing has been expressly asserted by the supreme court of Massa- 
chusetts more than once—by Chief Justice Shaw in the case of 


the Commonwealth vs, Temple, and by Chief Justice Gray in the | 


case of Richardson vs. Sibley, and in the case of the Central 
Bank vs. The Worcester Street Railroad Company—that is, that 
railroads, whether streetrailroadsor steam railroads, and by in- 
ference such corporations as gas companiesand water companies, 
are mere instrumentalities of the Commonwealth, having the 

ower of eminent domain committed to them, to be regulated 
in their charges by the Commonwealth, their tolls being merely 
a mode of paying them for the performance of a public function, 
just as the salary of a State officer is paid for the performance 
of a public function. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts for the 
suggestion. 
The State must be regarded as having set apart and appro- 


municipalities from their rightful | 


| 


| 








| comes a law in its present shape. 


| of 2 per cent more to the General Government, based upo1 
In New York, as well as in many other | 


priated to itself, for its own purposes of administration, the 
revenues of these corporations, and no other power can lawfully 
interfere with them. 

If this bill shall pass in its present shape, what a spectacle 
will be presented! The Federal and State governments each 
reaching out for a portion of the earnings or incomes of these 
corporations! Which is to have the preference? If the in- 
comes earned only amount to a sum sufficient to pay 1 per cent, 
which sovereignty is to take it—the State or the nation? 


The lawful right and power to tax largely involves the power | 


todestroy. Can the General Government lawfully destroy these 


agencies or instrumentalities of the State—these corporations | 


which virtually constitute a part of its State sy 
ment, a part of its scheme of administration, a part of its finan- 
cial system? 

[f it can tax them by usurping their earnings, it can virtually 
destroy them. It can seriously cripple the State. 

“he principle involved here is the principle of State rights. 
The policy involved is the policy of self-preservation 
tion against the aggrandizements of the General Government. 

tederalists may approve an income tax—Democrats can not. 
It violates our notions of State sovereignty. It offends our 
sense of fairness. It belittles the States. Itis a long step to- 
ward centralization. 

Judge Bradley, in his dissenting opinion in the Day case (il 
Wallace, 129), anticipated the far-reaching results of that deci- 
sion. He saw the very difficulties which we are now encounter- 
ing; he apprehended the very point which I am now making. 
He said, with almost prophetic vision: 

In my judgment, the limitation of the power of taxation in the General 
Government which the present decision estiblishes will be found very diffi- 
cult of control Where are We to stop in enumerating the functions of the 
State governments which will be interfered with by Federal taxation Ifa 
State incorporates a railroad to carry out its purposes of internal improve 
i it, or a bank to aid its financial arrangement, reserving perhaps a per 
centage on the stock or profits for the supply of its own treasury, will the 
bonds or stock of such an institution be free from Federal taxation? How 
can we tell what the effect of this decision will be 

Mr. President, there will necessarily ensue a conflict between 
the State and Federal Government in the effort to secure reve- 
nue from the corporations which I have named. One-fifth of 
the railroad mileage of the whole country is now in the hands 
of receivers, and three-fifths more may follow if this bill be- 
These railroads can not bear 
the burden of this double taxation—either the State or the Gen- 
eral Government will suffer. In the State of Pennsylvania, as 


preserva- 


| [am advised, the corporations pay all the taxes required for the 





support of the State Government. Can they stand an increa 





net earnings, but allowing them to deduct nothing for fixed 
charges, such as interest upon their bonded debt, or for extra- 
ordinary expenses. 

AN EXTRAORDINARY PROVISION 

[In this connection permit me to observe that the Vest amend- 
ment, which is proposed to be incorporated in the bill, proposes 
that this 2 per cent tax shall be imposed upon the net earnings 
of corporations ‘above ordinary working or operating expenses.” 
This provision allows nothing to be deducted for fixed charges, 
interest, or bonded debt, extraordinary expenditures incurred 
by reason of fire, accidents, or otherwise. 

It is a most extraordinary provision, which could not be justi- 
fied even inatime of war. It will cripple, embarrass, and throw 
into receiverships hundreds of corporations now struggling for 
existence. 

It is cruel and wrong, because it is unnecessary. It is not a 
tax upon ‘‘ incomes,” because incomes in the proper sense of the 
word, when used in a tax or financial bill, means profitsover and 
above all legitimate expenses; it is not a tax, it is a usurpation 
of revenues; it is official spoliation; it is virtual robbery under 
the form of law. 

These exemptions to which I have referred, those already in- 
cluded in the bill and those which are necessary to be included 
to render it constitutional, demonstrate the unwisdom, the im- 
practicability, and danger of this income-tax scheme. 

The very numerous exemptions which are inherent to it make 
it class legislation. Do you expect to make this bill popular 
with the people, when they come to understand that the great 
army of officeholders are exempt from its provisions; when a 
vast number ef corporations can not constitutionally be reached 
by it; when unserupulous business men can easily evade it; 
when it offers temptations to perjury and fraud; when its re- 
sults will be disappointing; and when at best it is doubtful 
whether it will not be held to be a direct tax, made upon a 
wrong basis, and therefore unconstitutional? 

UNSATISFACTORY RESULTS 

[t is difficult to estimate what revenues this income tax alone 
will bring into the Treasury. I have contented myself with ac- 
cepting, for the purposes of the argument, the estimates of the 
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Government officials, who fixed the amount at $30,000,000, one- 
third of which is expected to be paid by the State of New York. 

Much depends upon the execution of the law, upon the condi- 
tions of trade, the prosperity of the country, and the honesty of 
those who are compelled to yield to its inquisitions. It may 
realize $60,000,000; it may not exceed or even reach $30,000,000. 

Considering the growth of the country, its increase in wealth 
since the repeal of the former law, private (but not official) ex- 
perts whom I have consulted estimate that if there were no cor- 
porate or official exemptions every 1 per cent assessment ought 
to realize $30,000,000. But human nature is the same the world 
over, and oppressive or unpopular laws are usually easily evaded 
or frustrated where whole communities are reluctant to have 
them enforced. The experience of other countries and of some 
of the reveals a bad situation and has produced unsatis- 
factory results. If that experience shall be repeated under the 
proposed law the revenues realized will be disappointing to the 
country, and the odium of the failure of the law will attach to 
the party that enacted it. ¥ 

| have recently received a letter from that distinguished politi- 
cal economist, Hon, David A, Wells, of Connecticut, giving the 
results of the enforcement of the Massachusetts State income 
law in the cityof Boston. Mr. Wells’s views and statements are 
always interesting and reliable, and his letter upon this partic- 
ular point which [ am discussing is very timely. I will read it: 


mtates 


> me 
NORWICH, CONN. 


Sir: I desire to ask your attention to the recent experience of the city of 
Boston in attempting to collect an income tax, which ought to be especially 
interesting and instructive at the present time, inasmuch as it affordsa 
practical demonstration, first, of the inexpediency of the enactment of any 
tax which creates extraordinary opportunities and temptations for fraud 
and evasion; and second, of the utter impracticability of successfully ad- 
ministering, under a popular form of government, any form of tax like 
that which Congress now proposes to assess upon incomes, which any con- 
siderable portion of the people regard as unjust, arbitrary,and unnecessary. 

lew States in the Union have a more illiberal, all-prevading system of 
taxation than Massachusetts, and in no State is the ministration of tax 
laws more stringent and arbitrary. In respect to an income tax which is 
made applicable to incomes derived from property concurrently subjected 
to taxation, the methods of administration as exemplified in the city of 
Boston are as follows: Taxpayers are required to make a return annually 
and in detail of all their income subject to taxation, and blanks are off- 
cially furnished to citizens for such purpose. If noreturnis made—and few 
returns are made—then the board of assessors meet in secret in an upper 
room of the city hall, known as the “dooming chamber,” and arbitrarily 
determine the amount of income for which each delinquent shall be assessed ; 
and from such determination there is practically no appeal. 

The amount thus assessed for income to the individual is then ‘‘ lumped 
in ’' with the aggregate of his other taxes, and if a dissatisfied taxpayer 
wishes to discover what amount has been decided upon as his income, the 
assessors will not afford himany information. Under such circumstances 
it might naturally be supposed that the administration of an income tax in 
the city of Boston would bean unqualified success. But what are the facts? 

‘The tax rate in Boston for 1892 was 812.80 per thousand, and the amount re- 
turned as any collected in that year from all taxes was $10,782,240. The 
amount collected from the income tax is not specifically returned; the 
amount assessed for income to the individual income-tax payer being in- 
cluded in “the aggregate of his other taxes.”’ 

But it is understood that the assessors’ estimate of the income subject to 
taxation in the city of Boston for the above year, arrived at by the ‘‘doom- 
age” process, Was $4,237,029, or 2 per cent on the whole amount of the per- 
sonal property made subject to taxation; an absurd estimate, inasmuch as 
the personal property assessed for taxation was probably less than 50 per 
cent of a true valuation. But be this as it may, the amount of revenue that 
accrued to the city from the tax on the incomes of its citizens for 1892 was 
probably not In excess of $55,000. Well recognized local authorities on this 
pubject further state that no one familiar with the facts believes that the 
nmountof income returned for the purpose of taxation in thecity of Boston 
is in excess of one-tenth of what would be taxable under the existing law if 
the assessors could discover it. And this is practically the tax experience 
that it is now proposed that the Federal Government shall make operative 
over the whole country. 

If anyone thinks that this extraordinary tax experience is limited to one 
section of the country, he would do well to acquaint himself with the recent 
results of the State of Ohio in attempt: to tax money on deposit. Ohio 
has even a more efficient and minute scheme of taxing all classes of prop- 
erty than Massachusetts. Not only is every citizen bound under oath to 
make a complete return of his property, but the law in addition empowers 
each county in the State to contract with certain so-called ‘tax inquisitors"’ 
for the payment of 20 per cent of all taxes collected through their agency on 
previously unassessed property. 

How successful this scheme has been in collecting taxes on money on de- 
posit is shown by the fact, revealed in a recent report of the State board of 
tax commissioners, that while the amount of money on deposit in the State, 
national, and private banks of Ohio in 1892, and subject to State taxation, 
was at least $190,000,000, the amount actually returned for taxation in the 
whole State dufiiffthat same year was but a little over $32,000,000. Thereis 
a remark that has almost assumed the character of a proverb, that a text 
suitable to and illustrative of every situation may be found in the Bible. 
The text that is most applicable, and which ought to be full of instruction 
to every Congressional advocate of the enactment of an income tax by the 
Federal Government in time of peace, will be found in the sixth chapter of 
the First Epistle of Paul to the Corinthians, where the Apostle, as if he had 
the existing situation in view, remarks: “All things are lawful unto me, 
but all things are not expedient.” 

Very respectfully yours, 
sit DAVID A. WELLS. 
To Hon. Davin B. Hin, United States Senate. 


THE FIVE YEARS’ LIMITATION. 


But it is said that the policy of making this tax a part of the 
ermanent financial policy of the Government has been abandoned 
n the Vestamendments and that this tax is now to be imposed 
for five years only. The amendment mitigates the wrong but 
little. It is another miserable compromise between principle 
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and policy, in which principle as usual is sacrificed. This tay 
is either right or wrong, either justifiable or unjustifiable Tt 
right, it should be adopted as a permanent policy of the Govern. 
ment; if wrong, it should not be enacted at all, even for asinelo 
year, much less for five years. — 

How can Senators who have honestly and earnestly opposed 
an income tax because they have regarded it absolutely and rad- 
ically vicious in principle, accept it for five years? Why accent 
itat all? What party emergency demands it? Has the Sean. 
cratic party become so lukewarm or disloyal towards tariff po- 
form that it will refuse to pass a tariff-reform bill unless it eon. 
tains an income tax? But it is urged that the object of the { 
years provision is that the law may be thoroughly tested, an 
it proves unsatisfactory it may be repealed. 

The law can be just as easily repealed whether the provisi 
for an income tax is permanent or temporary. No law which j 
unjust and unreasonable sbould be enacted, even though 
power of repeal always exists. 

This is a discriminating, a sectional, 2 communistic tax: j 
checks enterprise and energy; it retards progress; it oppresse 
the honest citizen who will tell the truth asto his resources, anc 
it will give the advantage to the sharper who will prevaricat 
it is a tax aimed at one section of the country for the alleged 
benefit of another; and such a tax should not disgrace the : 
ute books either permanently, for five years, or for a single mo- 
ment. 

This is no time to yield honest convictions in order to mak 
dangerous experiments in revenue legislation, in the vain effort 
to satisfy a discontented class who always want a grievance, 
and who will clamor against your Government and your Ad- 
ministration and against property and against riches, just as 
loudly and persistently after this sop shall have been thrown to 
them as before. 

The argument that every bad law should have a fair trial to 
determine whether it will prove acceptable to the people isa 
vicious one, because the tendency of such action is toencourage 
every scheme of a doubtful character. The recognition of ono 
paves the way for the recognition of another. 

SAVINGS BANKS. 

In their mad haste to attack the rich the champions of an in- 
come tax either intentionally or inadvertently assailed the poor. 

Until the amendments relating to savings banks were offered 
yesterday in the Senate, the programme of the majority here 
seemed to be to place such institutions on substantially the same 
level with business corporations, and to subject them to the 2 
per cent tax. If there was any other intention it was not appa- 
rent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


I will say to the Senator that the exemp- 
tions as applied to savings banks only relieve a limited number 
of those institutions. 


Mr. HILL. I was going to say that I have not had time to 
examine those new amendments, which are for the first time 
printed and placed upon our desks this morning, to determine 
whether they contain an absolute exemption of mutual savings 
banks or not, but from hearing them hastily read at the Secre- 
tary’s desk yesterday, I fear that they are not sufficiently broad 
to accomplish that purpose. 

They should be made so plain and clear that there can remain 
no possible doubt of their intention. Argument ought not to 
be necessary to sustain the proposition that mutual savings 
banks should be absolutely exempt from an} income taxation. 

They represent the savings of the poor; they are not estab- 
lished for ordinary business purposes; the earnings—aside from 
those necessary for legitimate expenses—belong to the deposi- 
tors, and are paid to them from time to time in the shape of 
interest or dividends; they ordinarily have no capital stock, 
and the managers are simply the agents or trustees of the de- 
positors. 

Any tax upon these institutions, directly or indirectly, would 
be a hardship; and a tax of 2 per cent would cause a reduction 
of fully one-half of their income on small savings. 

There are 649 mutual savings banks in the United States, o! 
which 454 are in the Eastern States, 183 in the Middle States, 10 
in the Western States, and 2 in the Southern States. The total 
amount of their deposits is $1,550,820,403, the number of their 
depositors is 4,290,712, and the average deposit is $361.43. Two 
hundred and ninety-six thousand seven hundred and three de- 
positors have less than $1,000 each. 

The savings banks in the West and South (except those be- 
fore mentioned) are planned on money-making lines, havo a 
broader investment scope, and have capital stock upon which 
dividendsare paid to the owners, and of course they are upon the 
same plane with other stock corporations, and are not claiming 
exemption. 

This Government can not afford to permit the savings of the 
poor to be taxed through a Federal income tax. It would be the 
crowning infamy of this bill. 











MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

The same excellent reasons why mutual savings banks should 
be exempted from this tax apply with full force to mutual life 
insurance companies. Until the new amendments of yesterday 
were offered it was reasonably clear that it was the intention 
not to exempt this class of institutions, and [am not certain that 
the amendments have changed that purpose. I have not yet had 
an opportunity this morning to carefully examine them. Let 
submit a few observations —_ the general subject, sug- 
ted to me after consultation by those who have given it 
special study. 

Life insurance, when conducted as a business for gain, has no 
more claim than any other business to exemption | from taxa- 
tion. If the diyidends and profits of other corporations are sub- 
ted to an income tax, itis admitted that the dividends and 
profits obtained from capital invested in the business of life in- 
surance Should be subjected to the same tax. There are cor- 
porations in the United States with considerable 
earn dividends by conducting r the life insurance business, and 
no one asks for any exemption of the profits of such companies. 

But life insurance by the head of a ‘teins for the protection 
of his family ought not to be taxed. Thisisa fundamental prin- 
ciple of public economy and public policy which has not been 
directly questioned by any high authority. In Great Britain, 
the original home of both life insurance and of the income tax, 
an express provision of law has always exempted from the in- 


me 
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come tax moneys paid by policy-holders in premiums for the in- 
surance of their lives, and such moneys are deducted by them 
up to the sixth part of their profits and gains in their returns 


from the amount of income held to be taxable. 

in the United States theoriginal income-tax law provided for 
the exemption of the return premiums of life insurance compa- 
nies conducted on the mutual principle, and successive amend- 
ments perfected this policy.until, in the law of 1870, it was ex- 
pressly provided that nothing contained in the sections impos- 
ing an income tax should be applicable to any moneys paid by 
mutual life insurance companies to their policy-holders. 

\n attempt having been made by the revenue authorities, in 
spite of this exemption, to tax as profits the undistributed sums 
added to the contingent funds of life and health insurance com- 
panies, a special resolution entitled ‘‘ a resolution to dete 
the construction of an act to provide internal revenue to support 
the Gover nment, and for other purposes, res June 30, 1864 
was passed by both Houses and approved July 13, 1870, provid- 
aniiaal utable 








ing that no such tax should be imposed on any 
sum added to the contingent fund of any such company. 

The reason of this exemption is obvious. When two men 
agree | ther that whichever of them shall fi: at die the other 
will oy sare of his family, they form a mutual life insurance 
company. Whenone hundred thousand men make the same 
agreement, specifying the precise extent and manner in which 
the survivors shall take care of the families of those who die 
prematurely, the principle is the same. All the machinery of 
organization, collection of premiums, payment of so-called divi- 
dends or return premiums and of policies at maturity, are but 
the necessary incidents in order that the general plan may be 
carried out scientifically and effectually. 

[t still remains true in every such case that the amount paid 
for insurance is an expen litu ire. Itisaburden assumed at pres- 
ent in order to ave rt the risk of a greater burden hereafter. It 


is a sacrifice made at = i 
hereafter. There is ne 


s time to prevent indigence and misery 
profit in it in any case. The amounts 
paid by the company hag » policy holders in the end are but the 
accumulations of the amounts which they have received from 
policy holdersinpremiums. Statesmen, therefore, and political 
economists have wisely preferred to encourage rather than to 
tax the operations of such companies. 

As I understand it, all that is asked in behalf of the two mil- 
lions of heads of families throughoutthe country who have p: Lid 
to such institutions a part of their sav ings and have pledged to 
them another portion, for the prevention of pauperism and the 
protection of their families in the future, is that the principle 
declared by Congress in the resolution of July 13, 1870, should 
be clearly embodied in the law now to be passed. 

[It should be remembered that the effect of the proposed in- 
come tax upon life insurance will be a serious burden even if the 
exemptions which are asked for are granted without qualifica- 
tion. The funds held in trust for policy holders by life insur- 
ance companies can only be accumulated for their benefit by be- 
ing invested, and they are largel ly invested in the stocks and 
obligations of other companies doing business for profit in the 
United States. By taxing the div idends and profits of such com- 
panies the income of life insurance companies is diminished, and 
they are compelled thus to pay indirectly a large amount into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

It should also be added that the language of section 55 of the 
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as to requ 





beneficiaries under a matured policy of life insurance to pay 
tax upon th: wheels: amountof the policy. Butit isnot believed 
that it is the intention of Congress to levy a specific tax n 
the sums as provided for the support of widows and orphans. It 
is the policy of a wiso statesmanship to encourage a business 
upon which society must largely rely for its own protection 
against the evils of pau; oa 
5 OTHE! OBJ! [ON 

[ need not reiterate the numerous other objections to t 
which were pointed out and commented upon in my previ 
dre [ts inquisitorial fea ires W og inne ; 
to which it subjected business men were arrayed, thd in 
exposure of their private aff notw thst nding its 

| anties for secrecy, was made unifest; the dangerous po\ 

with which it invested political offici ls were not xd; its lia 
to abuse was commented upon; and its clementsof in 
inequality were mentioned in detail. These objections ha 
been removed by any amendments which have yet been 
They can not well be eliminated, because they ar her 
any income tax bill. 

But why detain the Senate with argument, with fa 
figures, with precedents, with illustrations? 

[t is well understood that Senators—I trust not a majority, 
however—intend to vote upon this question not according to 

| their convictions but according to the decree of a party cau 

I trust that the humiliating spectacle will never be wit l 
It is even said—aye, boasted by some, that this incom 


feature is the best and most popular prov ision of this mea 


If that be so, if this feature is really t 
vision of this bill, I can only exclaim 
of the junior Senator from Ne\ 
help the Democratic party.” 
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INCOME TAX VS. TARIFF REFORM 

Mr. President, we have listened day after day to the apologies 
which have been offered by the Finance Committee through th 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VES T] for the numer 
ous changes which have daily been made in the bill during its 
progress through the Senate. 

[t has indeed had a hard road to travel. We have b 
sured that these changes—‘ concessions,” as they have been po 
litely termed—were extorted from an unwilling comm oO 
want the country to understand that they y only yielded und 
protest and against their better judgment. The bill, theref« 
in 1 ; pres ni shape aoes not Cem to be r Ss ictory ‘) 
nor to anyone 

[ but expr 1e general judgment wh { assert tl 
cou was surprised at many of these chang: Tl 
did 1 seem to expect any taxes to be imposed } 
saries of life. They did not expect a De ratic Co ) 
tax vy materials. Th y did not expect to see some « 
Kin duties increased. Thoy have been disappoint 
ca vn : jire an explanation of t ! S] 
» |} and ingenious one, but the 1 ! 

of all these chang } wnd c ) 

ae that there was serious and det nined opp 
to om being retained in this bil vhere of right 
oug not to have been. But the linan e Committ ) 
thi desired itsretention. Itwas their pet scheme. ‘The ) 
com ttee, representing the great state 3 of Arkan gas, Misso 
and ‘lexas, wanted it because their section desired i | 
they were committed to it, not as Democrats, because it i ) 
Democratic principle, but as individuals—as rep nti t 
supposed interests of their people. They could yield e1 hing 
except the income tax. 

Hence it was retained, and the chan } which have 
been assented to were influenced by the ortant consideration 
that thereby the bill would be enabled to pass with an income 


tax as a part of it. 
permanently or 
rARIFF REFOR) 
[t seems to have been regarded as more 
should be a victory for an income 
Hence tariff reform has been sacrific« 
posed friends. Democratic principles have 
for Populistic principles. 
There has never been an hour 
bill, based upon Democratie princi 


tax 


when a 





had contained no income tax. 
for such a measure? What 


This is the ‘‘ true statement,” and 





Votes for an income tax in some form, eit 
emporarily, had to be secur 
M SACRIFICED 


than 
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been so recreant to his party and to his principles? 
name him. But the retention of an income tax was 
desired, was greatly preferred; it was the ultimatum 


her 
d. 
important that the 
for tariff re oon. 


Se OI 1tS sup- 


n bartered away 


uine tariff-reform 


les and framed within strict 
revenue lines, could not have passed this Senate, 

Who would have refused to vote 
Democratic Senator would have 


provided it 


No oue ca 
intense! 
presente d, 
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and hence Populistic votes were preferred to Democratic votes. 
the country 


is entitled to it 
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Mr. President, it is immaterial to me personally whether my 
views upon this subject shall prevail. [am getting used to de- 
feat in this Senate, and another one is a matter of supreme per- 
sonal indifference to me. 

I feel notfor myself, butfor my party, which I desire to preserve 
from the disintegration which threatens it by the unwise and 
destructive legislation here proposed. 

Born of a 
teachings, a public life devoted to building up and strengthen- 


my interests, my sympathies, my hopes, and my aspirations are 
all within party lines. 


I believe that a most serious mistake is liable to be committed | 


in the course which, it is said, the majority here now contem- 


for many years to come; a mistake which fritters away all for 
which we have struggled in the long years past; a mistake upon 
the very threshold of our advent to power; a mistake which 
will forfeit the confidence of the people; and so believing, I 
should be false to my country, false to my party, and false to my- 
self if I did not raise my warning voice and express to my fellow- 
Democratic Senators, with whom I reluctantly differ,and to the 
country at large, my conscientious and matured convictions upon 
this most important subject in this great crisis of our country’s 
and our party’s history. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 


exclude from the galleries those who violate the rules of the | 


Senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, after the very able and ex- 
haustive speech of the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLL|there 
seems to be little left to be said as showing sufficient reason for 
the defeat of the pending bill. Iam led, however, to present 
some views upon it, in part, because of a resolution which was 
passed by the Board of Trade of the city of Wilmington, in my 
State, in the following words: 

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this board that the amendment to the 
Wilson bill, called the income tax, is contrary to the best interests of the 
country and undemocratic, and the board especially requests you to use 
your influence to prevent its passage. 

The resolution is addressed to the Senators from Delaware. 
The members of this board are of both political parties. It is 
a nonpartisan commercial organization, intended to promote the 
public good, and the resolution is fully expressive of the opinion 
and sense of the locality in which the members of the board re- 
side. 

[It seems to me that almost all the reasons against an income 
tax may be summed up in afew words. The provision is un- 
necessary and unavailing to accomplish anything that its pro- 
posers intend. I wish to call the attention of the Senate es- 
pecially to the fact, already dwelt upon with great force by the 
Senator from New York, that it will be no relief to the tax- 
payers of the country in respect to the burdens which weigh 
most severely and harshly upon them. The farmers, the mer- 
chants, the mechanics, the laborers, the owners of land, whether 
in large or small quantities, will find no relief in an income tax 
from those taxes which are hardest for them, year in and year 
out, to pay. 

The taxes which are the hardest to pay are those imposed 
under the State governments which are summed up under 
either State, county, town, city, or municipal taxation. They 
include all of that large domain of taxation which, under our 
dual system of government, is remitted to the States and with 
which the Federal Government has nothing whatever to do. 
They include roads, causeways and bridges, schools, courts, ju- 
ries and witnesses, jails and penitentiaries, and police, in the 
rural communities, while in cities there are included the broad 
domain of water supply, streets, sewers, schools, police, and in 
both classes interest upon the public debt. All of those sub- 
jects belong to the States and the minor political organizations 
under the States. The Federal Government has nothing what- 
ever to do with them. As all of us know, they constitute a 
body of taxation very onerous and very hard to bear, and yet 
most imperative and necessary in the conduct of our affairs. 

Take, for instance, the subject of a road tax. Everybody 
knows from his own experience how heavy the road tax is, and 
ew important a tax it is. We have had only recently a 

urther manifestation of interest on what is known as the sub- 


ject of good roads, largely promoted by the wheelmen and cy- 
clists of the country, an opportunity in which this Republic, 
boasting so much of its civilization, is very far behind the effete 
monarchies of the Old World. We know that there are in this 


country hardly any good roads. 
possibly than in any other State. 
The great difficulty that stands in the face of every promoter 
of good roads is, where will you raise the money; how can you 
increase the burden of taxation; how can you hope that the peo- 


There are more in New Jersey 
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ple of the city, or the county, or the township, or the muni- 
cipality will be willing to pay the money by taxation that is 
y by at is 


| necessary to support this burden? 


Possibly Europe has been able to expend so much mone 
roads and have its roads so good because it has not hacen 
upon to pay so much for schools. America has disregarded tho 
roads in the interestof schools. We have everywhere the com- 
mon schools, and now over almost the whole country scho: 


y upon 
in called 


1s are 
all under superintendents of education, State, county, ore ith 
with teachers who are put in training and required to come iin 
to a certain standard of attainment to fit them for te ichine, a) 
involving an expensive establishment, and it is a very laree 


L 


| pense. 
plate; a mistake which may prove fatal to Democratic success | 


To that has to be added the important element of new schoo] 
houses. Takea growing city like the city of Wilmington, which 
passed this protest against the income tax. It has had to pro- 
vide for the needs of schoolhouses for a continually inereasin 
To build schoolhouses necessarily carries with ii 
very large taxation. So, if you take causeways, bridges, courts 
juries, witnesses, jails, penitentiaries, and the constabulary of 
the country, you have a very large and continuing and steady 


| burden of taxation. 


But it is when you come tothe municipality that this burden 
becomes the greatest. Take the water supply of ourcities. In 
the city of Washington to-day there is the vilest of dirty water 
in use because the aqueduct which it was attempted to construct 


| afew years ago was built by fraudulent contractors and feeble 


engineers; and to-day Congress is unwilling to put upon the cit- 
izens of the District of Columbia the burden of a tax that will 
give to the District and city clear, good water by the building 
of proper aqueducts and reservoirs. 

No more important matter faces our municipalities than the 
construction of sewers, and all the great expense is involved in 
the construction of sewers to save our people from what Horace, 
in his ode, calied the *‘ cohort of fevers,” that rise from a lack 
of proper sewerage, the cost of which is very great, even whey 
the money is properly expended. 

The police of a city is a very large charge, and so is the inter- 
est upon the debt, whether State, county, or municipal. The 
enormous magnitude of the debts of those States from whom 
come particularly the demand for an income tax was presented 
by the Senator from New York in portentous fashion in his re- 
marks this morning. 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to summarize in this way 
what every citizen in this country knows in his own experience 
as to the extentof the domain of the States, the cities, the towns, 
the townships, and the counties in the management of affairs 
under our system. 

I know that in my own county the tax which falls upon its peo- 
ple in the rural districts amounts to as much per annum as 5() 
cents upon the hundred dollars. In the city of Wilmington, 
where I reside, it amounts to $1.50 upon the hundred dollars, 
and the combined county and municipal taxes tothe residents of 
that city amount to 2 per cent upon the hundred dollars upon a 
a full valuation, and that is the tremendous burden which can 
not be escaped. 

When wheat goes down and corn goes down, and nothing is to 
be had for berries and nothing to be had for peaches, the price 
that the farmer gets for his produce falls, but the taxes remain 
and stand there and hold the people of this country, as ina strait- 
jacket, with an iron grasp. 

Mr. President, if this income tax’ were to relieve the people of 
the United States in city and in country from this burden, there 
would be strong support of it throughout the land; the farmers 
would be glad to be relieved from the incident of this heavy tax- 
ation. They have been striving to be relieved from it. 

In the New England States great shrewdness and acuteness 
have been exercised in their legislation to reach by taxation all 
sortsof personal property and the investments of those who are 
wealthy and have their wealth invested in,so to speak, personal 
property. It is one of the difficult matters how to reach it. 
When such taxation is put upon the people of a State, men move 
out of the State to escape the burdens of that taxation and gc 
elsewhere. I know that in Delaware a commission has been ap- 
poiuted with a view of readjusting the burden of taxation so that 
it shall not fall so heavily upon the people of the country, but, 
by possibility, may fall more upon the men of wealth in the 
cities. 

This income tax, Mr. President, is projected with a like idea, 
but it will not help one iota the burden of the taxpayer in the 
States, or counties, or cities. It is only a question of the read- 
justment of Federal taxation, and in no respect touches the 
question of the readjustment of the taxation that falls under 
the domain of the States in our system. No citizen of the 
United States need think that he will escape the coming of the 
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State, or county, or city taxgatherer by the passage of the in- 
come tax. 

Mr. President, it is equally unnecessary as asource of Federal 
taxation, because the Federal Government has other sources of 
revenue both ampleand appropriate for its needs. The General 
Government hasa monopoly of customsandexcises. The States 
are denied the customs absolutely, andexcises largely. Intime 
of peace customs and excises furnish a revenue not only equal to 
the public needs, but largely in excessofthem. In customs and 
excises the Federal Government is in possession of a great and 
easy source for the raising of revenue. AsI took occasion to 
express it in some remarks that I had the honor to submit to 
the Senate upon the education bill in the Fifty-first Congress, 
the Federal Government in time of peace hasa maximum ofrev- 
enues and aminimum of duties; while the States and the mu- 
nicipalities under it have a minimum of revenues and of sources 
of revenue, and a maximum of duties. 

No one recognized this more than the founders of Democracy, 
and the Senator from New York is fully justified in arraigning 
his party associates upon this floor this morning in going back 
upon every principle of his party, and upon principles never 
more clearly announced than by the founder of the Democratic 
party. When Mr. Jefferson came to pronounce his second in- 
augural, after he had been reélected by an almost overwhelm- 
ing majority of theelectoral college and the people of the United 
States, he had occasion to deal with a state of affairs that 


brought out an utterance that bears upon this subject. The 
debt of the Revolutionary war had nearly been paid off. He 


was looking forward toa time of continuing and undisturbed 
—_ All the conflicts which were to grow out of the Napo- 
eonic warfare were then wrappedin the womb of the future. 
Mr. Jefferson supposed, therefore, that he was dealing with a 
condition of excess of Federal revenue. He said: 

The remaining revenue on the consumption of foreign articles is paid 
cheerfully by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic com 
forts, being collected on our seaboards and frontiers only, and incorporated 
with the transactions of our merchantile citizens, it may be the pleasure 


and pride 6f an American to ask what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer, 
ever sees a taxgatherer of the United States? 


It now becomes an issue with the Democratic party to have 
the face of the Federal taxgatherer known to a great many 
peopie who are to-day not troubled with him at all. 

These contributions enable us to support the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, to fulfill contracts with foreign nations, to extinguish the native 
right of soil within our limits, to extend those limits, and to apply such a 
surplus to our public debts as places at a short day their final redemtion, 
nnd that redemption once effected, the revenue thereby liberated may, by a 
just repartition among the States and a corresponding amendment of the 
Constitution, be applied, in time of peace, to rivers, canals, roads, arts, 
manufactures, education, and other great objects within each State. 

In time of war, if injustice by ourselves or others must sometimes produce 
war, increased as the same revenue will be increased by population and con- 
sumption, and aided by other resources reserved for that crisis, it may meet 
within the year all the expenses of the year, without encroaching on the 
rights of future generations by burdening them with the debts of the past. 
War will then be but a suspension of useful works, and a return to a state 
of peace, a return to the progress of improvement. 


It has never been our fortune, Mr. President, but for a short 
time, to realize the anticipation of Mr. Jefferson. There wasa 
period when, in the Administration of President Jackson, there 
was such a surplus in the Treasury of the United States thatit 
had to be divided among the States. The reduction of the rev- 
enue by the tariff of 1833, the tariff of 1846, and the tariff of 1857 
carried us, with constantly reducing revenues, to the time of 
the war of the rebellion, and since that we have had enough to 
do to meet the public debt. But the great fact still remains 
that there has been, and is to-day, absolutely no necessity for 
an income tax to meet the exigencies of Federal expenditures. 

It is not necessary, Mr. President, to deal in any great vol- 
ume or body of figures; it is enough to know that this genera- 
tion has paid off almost entirely the public debt incprred dur- 
ing the war. That debt reached its maximum upon the 3lst of 
August, 1865,when it amounted to $2,381,530,294.96. By the last 
statement of the Treasury the interest-bearing debt has been 
reduced to the sum of $635,041,840, of which $50,000,000 consti- 
tutes an increase under this Democratie debt-paying Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. PLATT. Desbt-contracting. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut—debt-contracting Administration. 

Mr. President, we have been the wonder, the envy, and the 
despair of the world. This Republic, with no monarch, no king, 
no imperial authority, living under the broadest of individual 
liberty in a widely extended confederation, has been the one 
power amongst all mankind that was equal to the task of reduc- 
ing a vast publicdebt. The only criticism which has been made 
upon it is that it was done too rapidly for the public good, that 
we took too great a burden upon the generation which con- 
tracted the debt and that we should leave more for posterity, 
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that it was well to have this debt continueas a basis for the cir- 
culation of notes and currency by our national banks. 

During all of that time since the war —the income tax was re- 
pealed in 1870 or 1871—who has been saying that we needed to 
to reénact the income tax in order to raise revenue to pay the 
public debt? Nobody. We paid itdespite the repeal of the in- 
come tax. It was put on us as a war tax, and under the criti- 
cism of the Democratic party as a war tax it was repealed; and 
the whole amountof this great burden discharged by the Ameri- 
can people in the period which has elapsed since the beginning 





of the war, when this debt began to be incurred, the whole 
amount that was raised under the income tax was $346,967, 328.12. 
But, Mr. President, when you consider the magnitude of the 


obligations that have been discharged by other sources of Ped- 
eral taxation, customs and excise, you must remember not merely 
the principal of the public debt, but itsinterest. Youmustbear 
in mind a sum which I wish I had with me— it is attainable, 
however—on account of claims and other indebtedness not in- 
cluded in the public debt eo nomine which has been discharged 
since the beginning of the war. In that is the great burden of 
pensions, which in the last year reached over $150,000,000. This 
load the nation has taken on its back and has proudly walked 
off with it, scarcely feeling its weight, because it could draw 
upon the exhaustless reservoir of customs and go to the full ex- 
tent of excises or internal-revenue taxation that wise policy 
could dictate. Upon what plea of necessity, then, are we brought 
to an income tax when you have such sources of revenue? 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. I should be glad if the Senator would tell us 
what was the amount of the revenue and expenses for the year 
1893, when the conditions most of the time were supposed to be 
normal. How much surplus were we supposed to have? 

Mr. PLATT. About $2,000,000. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish that I had anticipated the question of 
the Senator from Colorado and had the figures. 

Mr. TELLER. I will give the Senator from Delaware the 
figures, as he was treating the subject as if we had a large 
amount of revenue to go upon. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I shall be obliged to the Senator from Colo- 
rado if he will kindly give the figures. 

Mr. PLATT. I said from my seat about $2,000,000. My rec- 
ollection is that the actual receiptsexceeded the actual expend- 
itures by about $2,000,000. Imay be mistaken, however. 

Mr. TELLER. The total revenues of the Government for the 
fiscal year 1893 were $461,716,561.94, and the total expenditures 
were $459,374,887.68, leaving the magnificent surplus of $2,341,- 
674.26. Itseems tome, with all due regard to the Senator’s state- 
ment, that we were near a deficiency in 1893. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like now toask the Senator if he can 
not give us the figures for 1892. 

Mr. TELLER. I could do so in a moment, but the surplus for 
1892 was a very small one, as the Senator must recollect. Itcan 
not be contended now that the approaching deficiency in 1893 
was the result of bad times, because the year 1894 ends with the 
30th of June of last year, and I suggest to the Senator that under 
existing circumstances there has been a deficiency of nearly 
$80,000,000 since that time for 1894. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am obliged to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave paid some attention to this matter, and 
while it is true that if the expenditures and receipts of the last 
half of the year had been upon the same ratio as those of the 
first half of the year we’ should net have had a large surplus, 
yet we should have had a great deal more than $2,000,000. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam obliged to the Senator from Colorado 
for directing my attention in a channel which I had intended to 
take hereafter, but it logically comes up at this time. Before 
undertaking to deal with 1893, I beg to remind him, and to call 
attention generally to the fact that this problem did not arise 
then. It was presented to the people of the United States ina 
way which has had grave consequences following therefrom, 
which has challenged the attention of the country, which has 
invoked the most momentous political conflict since the war, 
which has carried the Democratic party into a majority in this 
Chamber, and which is coming now to its decision by the peo- 
ple of the country, first in the pending tariff bill, and then what 
the people will say about the bill when they come to vote on it. 

President Cleveland in his message in 1887 called the atten- 
tion of Congress to what he said was not a theory, but a con- 
dition, a phrase which has stuck in the minds of the people. 
That condition was a surplus with which he had to deal, the 
product of laws made by the Republican party which he and the 
Democratic House of Representatives were unable to repeal be- 
cause they had not control of the Senate. Those laws furnished 
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a part of the amplesurplus which then overburdened the Treas-| new revenue system with reference to the collection of imposts 
ury after paying off the debt at the rate of $100,000,000 a year, | did not prevent the introduction of foreign goods into the United 
which was the annual discharge of our debt for so many years. | States, and thereby very largely reduce the revenue, and if it is 
It was a payment which we expected as much as the breakfast | not prospectively still reducing it until the new tariff legislation 
when we rise in the morning. can be had? Also, whether it is not likely that there will be a 


That challenge, cast down by President Cleveland, was met | large influx of goods, whether there is not a vast aggregation of 


by the Republican party in the campaign of 1888 and resulted in 
the decisive Republican victory and Democratic defeat all along 
the linc; and when the Republican party came to deal with the 
problem in 1889 and 1890 in the McKinley bill, they undertook 
to remove the condition and to reduce the surplus, and they be- 
gan by taking fifty or sixty million dollars of taxes off of sugar 
at one blow. No; I will not say a blow; it was the opposite of 
a blow. They took off the shoulders of the people of this coun- 
try per capita the burden of the sugar tax which weighed upon 
every man, woman, and ehild who used sugar. They relieved 
them from that amount of taxation. They largely enlarged the 
free list, and that was their answer to the criticism that their 
existing laws produced too much revenue. 

Mr. President, it was quite uncertain at that time where the 
great step of the removal of the duties from sugar would carry 
us. It might possibly produce a deficiency, and it came very 
near it in 1893, as the Senator from Colorado[Mr. TELLER] has 
pointed out, when it made a surplus of only $2,300,000, in round 
numbers. Enough is as good as a feast, but if it had produced 
a deficiency and the Republicans had remained in the control 
of the Government, we could easily have added taxation in some 
respect to havo cked out the revenue without resorting to an 
income tax. 

We need not have raised so much as to pay off $100,000,000 of 
debt a year, but we could have continued in that unbroken ca- 
reer of wise legislation and administration and national pros- 
perity to which we beg, in the language of the day, to point 
with pride. Not until the threat of Democratic control of this 
Government came before the financiers and the people of this 
country and the world over did our revenues begin to go down 
and peril thrust its horrid front before us. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it did not 
begin with the election of the President. Thatwasnotenough. 
There are many conservative elements in Mr. Cleveland’s reper- 
toire of principle, shifting though at times, and elastic, evanes- 
cent, ienlehhoumale though it maybe. It was not until it became 
apparent that the Democratic party would have a majority in 
the Senate that a cold chill ran down the backs of everybody; 
gold began to flow out, and President Harrison and Secretary 
Foster began to clew down their sails for a storm. They had 
the bonds printed and prepared to issue, if need be, to maintain 
the gold reserve. They did not issue the bonds. President 
Harrison, conservative and wise as he always was, felt his way 
along and said, ‘‘I shall initiate no policy which I can avoid 
pending the advent of Mr. Cleveland and his Administration,” 
and the whole legacy was left for them. 

I take advantage of this opportunity to state what I failed to 
say last summer upon the bill for the repeal of the silver-pur- 
chase law, my profound confidence that if this Administration 
had promptly issued those bonds and got gold to support the 
reserve, we should have escaped the panic of such disastrous 
consequences to the country, or at least we should have largely 
reduced and mitigated its effects. But the President of the 
United States then, as to-day, stood before the Populistic in- 
fluences of his ownparty. He was afraid to issue bonds to main- 
tain the gold reserve. He reserved his issue of bonds until he 
had to do it to pay current expenses. A law which was not good 
enough to authorize the issue of bonds to save us from the panic 
is good enough perforce to raise money’ to pay current expenses, 
when almost any lawyer will say that it is an abuse of a statute 
to use it for any such purpose. 

So we have come down to the point where the public debt has 
been increased $50,000,000 by that cause and a deficiency of 
$75,000,000 for this fiscal year faces us, not because the country 
needs an income tax, not because the customs and internal rev- 
enue are not the ample fountain from which to draw everything 
that is needed for the Federal Government. The Democratic 
party, with an imbecility which can find no comparison except 
in its own antecedent history, creates this condition of things, 
this deficiency, and then turns around and takes this miserable, 
odious, and abominable remedy of an income tax with which to 
furnish a remedy for the wrong which it itself has created. 
That is the case, Mr. President. 

Mr.SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
a question on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to inquire in the first place 
whether it is noi true that the prospect of the inauguration of a 


goods even now ready to be thrown on the American market 
trom abroad, which will be likely to give a very large increase 
of revenue as soonas the importationscome in, and will there not 
be a striking contrast between the record of the Treasury De- 
partment on this subject in the past year and the conditions 
that are likely to succeed after this bill becomes a law? {In 
that case there will be no lack of sufficient revenue with which 
to conduct the Government if we havea fair and reasonable rey- 
enue bill, and therefore there is no reasonable ground for the 
introduction of an income tax for the purpose of supplying the 
deficiency. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I have no doubt the Senator is right in both 
respects. Of course, people are not going to export goods into 
this country under a high tariff when they hope to get them in 
under a low tariff... We are called upon to vote to-day to im- 
pose this income tax, with all its inequalities, upon one section 
of the people of the country, in absolute ignorance of the volume 
of revenue that will be produced from other sources under other 
branches of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he believes there will be more revenue under this bill 
than under the McKinley act? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That would be a pure guess. I am not an 
expert on these subjects, but I have always understood the 
economical and common-sense principle to be that a tariff that 
is very high and approximating to the prohibitive will neces- 
sarily produce a limited amount of revenue; whereas a tariff 
which is moderately high, not high enough to exclude the im- 
portations, low enough to admit them, will very greatly increase 
the revenue. 

At the same time it seems to me that under the modifications 
the present bill has received at the hands of the Finance Com- 
mittee, and that we have been voting on now for some weeks, 
we ought to expect a great volume of imports and a very heavy 
increase of our revenue. Therefore, when we have lewed this 
tax that is so pertinaciously added to the bill, the Administra- 
tion will find itself face to face with the old condition of more 
revenue than the expenditures of the country will require. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator asked me to give him the reve- 
nues andexpendituresof 1892. Is:ent for them, and I should like 
to give them to him. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The revenues for 1892 were $425,886,260, and 
the expenditures were $415,953,803, leaving a surplus of $9,914.- 
453.56, or a little less than $10,000,000. 1 should like also to call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that the revenues for 1892 
were considerably less than the revenues for 1891. The decrease 
of net revenue for 1892 over that of 1891 was $22,675,972. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam indebted tothe Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who has now left the Chamber, fora statement of 
the receipts and expenditures for the fiscal years 1891, 1892, 
and 1893, which I beg leave tohave printed in my remarks with- ° 
out reading: 

Receipts and expendi(ures. 


4—_$___ ____- 


| Years ending June 30— 


_lawy 1, 1893, to 
| May 1, 1894. 


| 1893. 


_——— ne 
18458, 544, 233. 03 $425, 868, 260. 22 $461, 716, 561. 94 9244, 111, 439. 95 
421, 304, 470. 46, 415, 953, 806. 56) 459, 374, 887. 65) 310, 653, 646. 60 


“¥66, 542, 208, 65 


Receipts 
Expenditures 


Excess of recelpts| 37, 239, 762.57; 9, 9i4, 458. 66 2, 841, 674. 29 
| 


* Deficiency. 
Receipts and expenditures, by months, from July 1, 1893, to May 1, 1894, 


| Receipts. Expenditures. 


$30, 905,776. 19 | 889, 675, 888. 60 

23, 890,885.30 | 88, 805, 228. 48 
24, 582, 756. 10 

24, 558, 894. 07 

w= 23, 979, 400. 81 

22, 312, 027. 00 

| 24. 082, 738. 97 

: ; Be ee er 1D 1, 137, 560. 24 

arch, 1894 24, 842, 797. , 187, 560. 2 

Mori 1894 22) 692, 364.26 | 32, 072, 836, 42 


| 224, 111, 439. 95 | 310, 653, 646. 60 
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66, 542, 206. 65 
~ Lalso submit a table of the internal-revenue receipts from the 
income tax; 
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» income tax 


Receipts under each act 





In ect Amount. |. calendar | Date of act. Amount Rate of tax How estimated 
year. year } | 
an ie ae ail : 
er as 
1863 #2, 741, 858. 25 | 1862 ES, Bsa vetsiniin toto | $2, 741, 858.25 | 3 per cent and 5 per cent 3 per cent on incomes over $600 and: 
ee oe | 5 over $10,000; over $10,000, 5 per cent 
i. 20, 294, 731. 74 | 1863 | July 1, 1862, and joint res- 20, 294, 731.74 | Gio Same as above for act of 1862, and un 
olution July 4, 1864. der joint res 5 per cent on in 
. comes over 8000 
1965.....-.--- 82, 050, O17. 44 1964? | March 3, 1865 —e 105, 032, 176. 47 | 5 per cent and 10 per cent_| 5 per cent on incomes over $600 and not 
1008... 2n00- 72, 982, 159. 03 ers a a ee t's _ er Gna: em ante eee 
a . 34 1865 
-_ wer eee a ae | SEUGR DE, TEOe dsecsececectes 189, 037, 757, 16 5 per cent ao wucecne-e--.|/ On incomes over $1,000 
er sscugeece= ’ -< . 
on Pe 37, 779, 62 1869 
Dir itentenninctie 19, 162, 650. 75 1870 ) | kd , } : 
ee 14, 436, 861.78 1871 | FEAF 14, TID... cccncccscceen< 38, 651,824.15 | 2} per cent --ecceceeee-| On incomes over 82,000, 
isaac 5, 062, 311. 62 1872 J } 
Be canaamrent 39,472.09 | 1862-1871} | 
_., | 232.64 | 1862-1871 | 
ve 5RR OF Ty v4 ae : 7 | a y 
on een -| “or 4a | ro pak | Under repealed laws. ...-- 199, 040.35 | Variousrates.............- On incomas over #600 as ab 
OE cncecooase Vie de S0~- 154 | 
1881 | 3,021.92 | 1862-1871 | | 
Si fines 55,627.64 | 1862-1871 } | 
Total th, OOF BUG, 08 Fn eerie ae By I ON iii accra danriaialanat 
| j } | 
Norn.—After the year 1862 the collections during any given fiscal year were not confined tothe preceding calendar year, but naturally includeamounts 


due and unpaid for any previous year. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Infernal Revenue Office, August 23, 1893. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. The course of revenue derived from customs 
before and after the passage of the McKinley act is quite in- | 
structive, and I ask leave of the Senator at this point to put in | 
a few figures. 

The receipt of customs for the year ending June 30, 1889, was 
$223,832,741; and for the year ending June 30, 1890, it was $229,- | 
688,584. That was before the passage of the McKinley act. 
Then we passed the McKinley act, aud in 1891, it will be re- 
membered, we took off the sugar pale 

Mr. TELLER. The act was passed in 1890. 

Mr. PLATT. It was passed in 1890 and did not affect sugar 
until 1891; and there was taken off during the year 1891 about 
$55,000,000 of revenue from sugar; that in the year 1891 affected 
somewhat the revenue derived from customs, so that it fell off 
to $219,522,205. In 1892 there was a still further falling off, the 
McKinley act taking full effect, when the amount derived from 
customs was only $177,452,964. But in 1893 the revenues derived 
from customs under the McKinley act began to make quite a | 
gain, and the amount for that year was $203,355,016. 

Now, I compare 1890 with 1892 in order to see the effect of the | 
McKinley act deducting sugar upon our revenues from customs. 
In 1890 the customs revenue amounted to $229,688,584; in 1892, 
the lowest point reached, the amount was $177,452,964, the loss 
being $52,265,620, or about $13,000,000 less than the loss which 
came from taking off of sugar. So, setting that aside, there was 
still a gain in customs revenue under the McKinley act. 

But now I compare 1890 with 1893. The revenues in 1890 were 
$229,688,584, as 1 have stated. In 1893 they were $203,355,016, 
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the loss between 1890 and 1893 being only $26,333,568; and yet 
we lost the $65,000,000 of revenue from sugar in 1893. 

Now, I goa little further, and I compare 1892 with 1893, both 
being under the McKinley act. In 1892 the amount was $177,- 
452,964; in 1893, $203,355,016, there being a gain under the oper- 
ation of the McKinley law from 1892 to 1893 in customs of $25,- 
902,052. Now, one more comparison and I shall not detain tho 
Senate any longer. I take the first seven months of 1893, $121,- 
678,704, and the first seven months of 1894, $81,286,083, showing 
a loss between the first seven months of 1893 and the first seven 
months of 1894 of $50,390,621. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ammuch obliged tothe courtesy and the in- 
dustry of the Senator from Connecticut in placing these import- 
ant figures in my remarks, 

It was proved in the experience from 1861 to 1893 that this 
country is able to take care of itself. AsI have before stated, 
and I donot intend to repeat, this country met the greatest con- 
flict of history, military and financial, and it carried it with ease. 
It staggers, it totters, it falls, it alarms Europe, it appeals to 
Wall-street bankers only when it passes out of the hands of the 
party which carried it through this heroic period and goes back 
to the hands of the party who left it in 1860 unable to borrow 
money even at 8 percent. Of course it has gone back in 1893. 


Grave uncertainty has penetrated everything. The people 
of the country are going through an agony—the capitalist, the 
manufacturer, the merchant, the corner grocer, the blacksmith, 
the revenues of the 


the laborer, the farmer, everybody; an 





Government merely reflect the generalcollapse. And yet this 


condition of collapse, the syncope of the patient, is taken as the 
occasion for applying a remedy that is to continue through 


years as if we needed any such remedy. 

Mr. President, I do not care to protract these remarks or to 
repeat what I have already said upon this question. I have 
but little more to say. I shall not undertake to gointo the con- 
stitutional and judicial question as to whether this proposed 
statute is in violation of the fourth paragraph of section 9 of 
the first section of the first article of the Constitution, which 
says that— 

No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion to 
census or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken 

The Supreme Court of the United States in time of war up- 
held the constitutionality of the income tax imposed during the 
war, but I donot know whether if this income-tax measure should 
be enacted and carried before the Supreme Court, as doubtless 
would be the case, what the decision of the Court would be. I 
do not know whether, bound by the effect of their previous de- 
cision, they will consider that this is not a violation of that pro- 
But, Mr. President, I have no 
question but that itis a most gross violation of the spirit and 
the purpose with which that provision and that prohibition was 
placed by our wise founders in our fundamental law, in the Con- 
stitution of the United States, that great chart for the libert 
and the property of the American people. 

When they said that ‘‘no capitation or other direct tax 
shall be laid, unless in proportion to the census or emumera- 
tion,” that is of population, it was intended that the people in 
one section of the country should not impose taxes upon the 
—— of another section of the country, and yet that is what i 

eing attempted to be done in this feature of the tariff bill. 
People, Senators and others, who represent a population that i 
largely free from any one receiving incomes above $4,900 are 
perfectly willing to sacrifice their wives’ relations in order to 
carry this war to a successful conclusion; they are perfectly 
willing that this tax shall be laid upon another part of the 
country. 

Mr. President, this is a very serious and grave matter in our 
national policy. I yield to no one on this floor or in the wide 
domain of this country in my desire for a wide and a wider 
America; but if there is any one evil that it would carry with it 
it would be the disposition on the part of one section of the 
country to impose the burden of taxation upon the other, that 
they might thereby escape themselves. The only justification 
for an income tax is one not with $4,000 of exemption, but with 
a very limited exemption, so that,its application will be gen- 
eral. Making the exemption as high as $4,000 will relicve the 
largest portion of the country in territory and in population 
and put it upon one corner. 

Mr. President, in this composite nationality of ours I do not 
know how far into our pedigree enters the old English blood. 
It might be cruel, it might be brutal, but it was honest, it was 
courageous, and it wasfair. It did not believeinstriking below 
the belt; and it is contrary to English fair play for one part of 
this country to be undertaking to impose the burdens of that 
taxation which conducts the business that they get the benefit 


the 


ies 


6628 


of upon one part of this country and notuponanother. Against 
that injustice I protest, notso much for the people whom I have 
the honor in part to represent, though I do not believe that this 
measure meets their view, as against that wider constituency 
in the United States who can always be relied upon in the last | 
resort to deal fairly and justly by every man in the land. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
shire suggests the absence of a quorum. 
call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, 


Allison, 
Bate, 


The Senator from New Hamp- | 
The Secretary will 


Lindsay, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Pefter, 
Perkins, 


Pugh, 
Quay, 
Koach, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 


Gallinger, 
Creorge, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Huaton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Proctor, White. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few 
remarks in the hearing of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

On yesterday a brief colloquy took place between me and that 
Senator, and I had supposed that the incident was closed, but 
after debate between the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocToR], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and the Senator from Nebraska, in which 
the snbjectof aduty on lumber was further discussed, the Senator 
from Nebraska referred to the subject-matter which had been 
considered between him and me. 

The Senator spoke in an unusually low voice and not in the 
stentorian tones with which he sometimes addresses the Senate. 
I heard with difficulty. I did hear the word ‘‘insinuation” 
used. I did not hear the opprobrious — which the Senator 
took occasion to apply to me. In the close of the Senator’s re- 
marks he reiterated the statement that the charge I had made 
was false, and that he believed that I knew it was a falsehood. 

Mr. President, what I had stated was not an insinuation, and 
I believed what I stated to be true. The charge, if any such 
charge can be gathered from the remarks which I made, was 
that the Senator had made a threat to vote against this bill un- 
less lumber was kept upon the free list, where it had been put 
by a previous vote of the Senate. The facts which were the 
basis of that charge are here directly upon the record. After 
the vote was taken upon sugar, the Senator from South Dakota 
{Mr. KYLE] rose and gave notice that his vote must not be taken 
as an indication of the way he might vote upon the sugar question 
when the schedules of the bill should be finally completed, which, 
as it seemed to me, was an entirely legitimate and natural notice 
for the Senator to give. He was, however, followed by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, who not only stated that it was uncertain 
how he might vote upon the subject of sugar, but took occasion 
to say that his vote upon that question, as just given, was no in- 
dication whateyer what his vote would be upon the passage of 
the bill itself. 

The Senator having thus advertised again to the Senate and 
the country the fact that his vote'was doubtful, retired from the 
Senate for a few moments, and subsequently came in and moved 
to insert upon the free list the words ‘“‘lumber of any sort, 
planed or finished.” 

Mr. President, I had understood that there had been agita- 
tion in the Senate, that there had been agitation upon the other 
side of the Chamber with a view to induce the Democratic man- 
agers to consent to put a duty upon planed or finished lumber; 
and when the Senator moved to put lumber upon the free list 
so soon after he had given notice that his vote was uncertain 
upon the bill, I inferred, and I charged that he had given that 
notice in order to force the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
with which he is in such association, to carry out the arrange- 
ment which had been previously made. 

I believed it then; I believe it now. I called the attention of 
the Senate and the country to the fact, and I simply inquired, 
using no opprobrious language, whether the bargain between the 
Senator from Nebraska and the Senators upon the other sideof 
the Chambe : was fully complete and the Senator’s vote upon 
this bill finally fixed. I made that inquiry. I thinkI was war- 
ranted in making the inquiry; and I do not conceive that any- 
thing I said then, or say now, warranted the use of any 
unparliamentary language proceeding from the Senator from 
Nebraska. 


Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Caffery, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
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Mr. President, I can not understand the sensitivenegs of the 
Senator from Nebraska at the charge that the Democratic Sena- 
tors who are managing this bill are making bargains and ar- 
rangements in order to secure its passage. It has been stated 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], distinctly stated 
in a written speech upon this floor, that neither the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives, nor the bill as it was 
reported by the Finance Committee could at any time have com- 
manded a majority of the votes of Senators upon this floor, and 
it has been distinctly stated that in consequence of that inabil- 
ity to pass the bill arrangements have been made, agreements 
have been made, concessions have been made—call them what, 
you will—not to Republican Senators to induce them to vote for 
the bill, but to Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to 
induce them to vote for the bill, and over and over again the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has bemoaned the dreadful 
state in which he found himself,and equally dolefully the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has told the Senate and the coun- 
try that he was not in favor of provisions in this bill, but that 
he was obliged to concede them in order to secure its passage. 

What does all this mean? It means simply that concessions 
and arrangements and bargains are being made upon the other 
side of the Chamber. This is not anopen secret; it is nosecret; 
it is an avowal of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber; 
and, as the Senator from Massachusetts has suggested to me, it 
seems very singular that when there is this open avowal that 
the bill is being carried through by bargains and arrangements 
made, conducted, and arranged by the Senator from Maryland 
and other conservative Senators with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas and the Senator from Missouri—it seems very singular that 
when all this is admitted and goes to the country and is not 
disputed, yet if you venture to allude toa specific bargain and 
bring it home to a Senator engaged in it, immediately he re- 
sents the insinuation or the charge as implying corruption and 
dishonor on his part, and forthwith proceeds to reply in terms 
of indignation and opprobrium to the Senator who ventures to 
bring home a particular bargain to the particular Senator who 
made it. 

Why is this, Mr. President? Why isit thatif this is all in- 
nocent, if it is all natural, if it is all legitimate, if it is some- 
thing which Senators are not afraid to do, and not ashamed to 
do, and not afraid or ashamed to avow to the country, the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska becomes inflamed because the inquiry is 
made whether the arrangement to secure his vote has been fully 
made, and that he is no longer free to dodge in and to dodge 
out, ard to. give notice that he has not agreed to vote for this 
bill, and to move amendments as a condition of voting for this 
bill? Why is it that the Senator gets indignant at that? 

Mr. President, the whole thing is patent and open to the whole 
country, and the Senator, instead of getting indignant with me, 
should have frankly admitted the fact that at last, if this amend- 
ment was adopted, he had been landed securely in the Demo- 
cratic camp to the end of the voyage in connection with this 
bill. 

When the Senator from Nebraska was making his demonstra- 
tion, the Senator from Maine called attention to the fact that this 
was not a committee amendment, and that there was no caucus 
obligation to vote for it. The Senator from Maine took pains to ° 
emphasize the fact that the Senators upon the other side, as he 
understood the method of proceeding, were free to vote as they 
saw fit, and were not bound by caucus rule upon this particular 
question. 

So, Mr. President, when the vote wads taken there was appar- 
ently a vote in the negative upon it upon the viva voce vote, 
although that fact does not appear in the RECORD; but, as I re- 
member it, there was apparently a vote in the negative, and the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], in order to carry the 
amendment, was obliged to call for the yeas and nays. There- 
upon, as I predicted would be the case, the other side of the 
Chamber rallied to its support, and under the threat of the 
Senator from Nebraska consummated the arrangement which, 
as I believe, was the consideration for the Senator’s vote upon 
this bill—a consideration, Mr. President, which the Senator 
himself has not hesitated to avow; for, if I mistake not, hd 
has stated upon the floor of this Senate that whether he voted 
for this bill or did not vote for it would depend upon whether 
he could obtain amendments which he sought to obtain in con- 
nection with the bill before it should be put upon its final pas- 
sage. 

submit that under these circumstances the Senator was not 
justified in using the language in reference to me which is to be 
found in yesterday's RECORD. There was nothing unparlid- 
mentary in my language; there was nothing offensive in any- 
thing which I said, and whatever of heat I may at any time 
have shown in debate in this body, I have never knowingly 
or intentionally used an opprobrious adjective or an opprobrious 
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noun—certainly very seldom—and I challenge Senators to go | exercised for public purposes by public officials who are close 


through the debates in this body in which I have taken part, 


and show that I have used unparliamentary language, however | 


severe or however pointed have been the remarks which I have 
made. That has been my rule in the past; it will be my rule in 
the future. 

So far as the Senator from Nebrsaka is concerned, referring to 
the term which he used, I regret, Mr. President, tosay that I have 
discovered that the surroundings of the Senator from Nebraska 
before he entered this body were such as not to allow him to ob- 
serve those courtesies which all gentlemen regard even in the 
most heated partisan debate. The Senator from Nebraska, Mr. 
President, is to be pitied, and not censured, for that which he 
could not help. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think this is probably the 
fourth time the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] has, without any provocation on my part, so far as 
I can discover, used the unparliamentary and ungentlemanly 
language of ‘‘ bargain,” charging me with having made a bar- 
gain with the Democratic party for my vote. He says that is 
not unparliamentary. Ido not myself know enough about par- 
liamentary law to know whether it is or not. I do know, how- 
however, that it is untrue, and I think I know it is ungentle- 
manly. I think I know also that when the Senator made that 
charge he made it willfully, deliberately, knowing it to be false. 

[ have nothing to take back in that respect. The Senator has, 
all the way through, undertaken to put me in the attitude of a 
trafficker in my vote. I think I know what is due to an Ameri- 
can citizen; I think I know some of the duties of my office, al- 
though I have not had the experience he has had; but the insin- 
uation or the statementof the Senator from New Hampshire that 
I have trafficked in my vote—he says ‘‘ bargain,” but traffic is 
what it means—that I had agreed to vote for this measure in 
consideration of any concession which has been made to me or 
that may be made to me with reference to any particular inter- 
est of the West, is untrue. 

I have nothing to take back. Lreiterateevery word I uttered 
yesterday, and if I were where I could speak plainer I would 
make it still plainer than I make it now. 

Several weeks ago, Mr. President, I made a motion to strike 
lumber from the dutiable list. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will turn back in memory to that event, he will remember 
it was the subject of discussion at that time. I had aright to 
make that motion. I propose to have some of the interests of 
my country taken care of if | can get them taken care of. 

I am not in the attitude of being bound here to either the Re- 
publican or the Democratic party. I am the humble representa- 
tive of a new party, and in acertain sense we are skirmishers 
between the lines here. 

I am under no obligation to the Democratic party upon this 
side of the Chamber, nor am I under any obligatioyg to the Re- 
publican party upon the other side; and it is not necessary, Mr. 
President, for me to recognize Democratic domination upon the 
one hand, or Republican domination upon the other. Whatever 
may be to the interest of the people of the section of the coun- 
try that I represent in pet if I understand that interest I pro- 
pose to stand for it, and I propose to stand for it in spite of the 
low, dirty insinuations of the senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or any other man. 

I reiterate with full force and with renewed energy every 
word I uttered yesterday upon this subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The closing remarks of the Senator from 
Nebraska only emphasize the statement I made, which is that 
he does not comprehend the courtesies which should character- 
ize debate in this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first amendment to the section submitted by the committee. 

The SECRETARY. Insection54, line 7, after the word ‘‘ ninety- 
five,” insert the words ‘‘and until the Ist day of January, 1900.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire at some time not toargue 
either as a constitutional question or a question of public policy 
the income-tax provision, but to put upon record, about as I 
should if I were making the marginal notes to a judicial opinion, 
a summary of what seem to me the chief objections to it. I 
suppose it will take a few minutes to do so, and I may as well do 
it now. Ishall have occasion to say something about a few of 
the details of this scheme as they are reached. 

Iam opposed to the income tax, first, because it is a class of 
taxation which, except during the extremity of a great war, al- 
ways has been and always ought to be left to the States. The 
States are obliged, through the threefold instrumentality of 
the State, county, and municipality, to search every kind of 
property and every faculty of the citizen for earning money, 
and I hold that this particular method of taxation can be best 








to the citizens. You can not put into a national tax system 
proper means of dealing with an income tax. 

Take the matter of abatement. A citizen suffersa misfortune, 
He is apparently earning an income of $50,000. There comes a 
tempest, and over he goes. Heand his household are ruined. 
He becomes a pauper, and his wife and children are paupers as 
near as they can be made by such a misfortune. There is no- 
body on the face of this earth who can remit the income tax, 
and you could not have it done by an official at Washington. 
But the neighbor, the assessors of the town, orin my part of the 
country the town itself, by a vote in town meeting, can do it 
considerately and fairly. 

The matter of exemption, also,is not a matter with which 
the United StatesGovernment candeal. Inthis very bill, which 
has reference, | suppose, to the instrumentalities of the Revised 
Statutes in regard to whisky and tobacco, you have not any ex- 
emption for homesteads. I presume that my honorable friend 
from Missouri, on that being suggested to him, will probably 
make an amendment, or agree to an amendment if some one else 
propose it. Itis impossible to suppose he would not. Butthere 
ought to be, with reference to the different habits and customs 
of particular States, exemptions regarding the matter of tools 
of trade, necessary implements of professions, andthe like. You 
do not exempt from the collection of the income tax the bed on 
which the citizen lies, exceptit is included in a certain amount 
of household furniture. 

Mr. President, another matter seems to me to be clear. Iam 
not at this moment going into the question whether an income 
tax is a direct tax. It has been dealt with by the Supreme Court 
of the United States so far as it affected the Springer case, and 
it is not profitable for us to enter very profoundly into that dis- 
cussion now. But so far as the income from real estate is con- 
cerned, it is impossible to deny that such a tax is opposed to the 
principle and purpose and desire of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. A tax on real estate is a direct tax. The framers of the 
Constitution said such a tax shall only be assessed in proportion 
to population, for the very purpose of preventing a majority, 
coming from States where real estate is cheap, putting the ex- 
penses of the Government on a few States, a minority of the peo- 
ple, where real estate is high and of great value. You could not 
have secured the adoption of the Constitution either by conven- 
tion or the people, but for that stipulation. 

Now, in principle, how can you distinguish between the tax 
upon the body of the real estate and the tax upon the income 
from the real estate, which iseverything that gives it its value? 
You can not tax the $100,000 or the $1,000,000 worth of land, but 
you come in here and say ‘‘ we can tax the value of that land.” 
You can not tax my house, but you tax everything the house 
produces or earns or yields. It is a distinction withouta differ- 
ence, [ respectfully submit. 

Will my honorable friend from Missouri, who is to defend this 
tax, tell the Senate, when he comes to do it, whether he can be- 
lieve for an instant that if any member of the constitutional 
convention in 1787 had risen in his place and moved to insert in 
the prohibition of direct taxes, except according to population, 
‘* but incomes from real estate, incomes from the subject of the 
direct tax, may be taxed wherever they are found, without re- 
gard to State lines,” such an amendment would not have been 
rejected by unanimous vote, and the idea that that device or 
distinction would ever have been resorted to scouted as an im- 
putation upon the sincerity and honesty of the American people? 

Mr. President, my third objection is that this is a tax in favor 
of wealthas against industry and frugality. Two men are side 
by side, one with $100,000 of invested property at 4 per cent, 
perhaps invested in Government bonds, which would take 
$133,000, or thereabouts, to yield the exempted income, with a 
future for himself as certain as anything on earth is certain in 
the way of investment of property for his old age, for his wife 
and family. He escapes. Next door to him lives an old bank 
teller or clerk, or a foreman in a manufacturing establishment, 
who has not a dollar laid up in the world. He has been pro- 
moted as the reward of a lifetime of hard work and frugality 
and intelligence in his profession or his business, so that he is 
getting $5,000 a year. You seize upon .that poor man’s earn- 
ingsand take from him what you refuse to take from the wealthy 
or the rich man. 

Now, I say, and I do not use the phrase with reference toany- 
body’s motiveor purpose, that this is a distinction which can not 
be defended. It is founded upon a vicious, objectionable, inde- 
fensible public policy. It says, in other words, what you have 
and own and have gathered into your own pockets from the 
wealth of the community, whether you inherited it, whether you 
got it by speculation or however, shall be exempt, and your 
year’s wages or earnings shall pay the public burden. 

Mr. President, the bill asit stands—I donot know what amend- 
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ments are to be had—is unjust especially to savings institutions 
and life insurance policies and to all the little places where the 
little savings of the honest and frugal poor are found. I hope 
and believe that the public indignation and remonstrance will 
extort what w extorted from the majority in the other 
Ho an amendment to the bill in this respect. 
There is another consideration. This is a tax upon moneyed 
nes, is well settled by the definition of the word “ in- 
both in England and in this country. Under this plan a 
man who consumes all he raises in luxurious living escapes al- 
together, while the man who earns and is paid wages which he 
has to expend for the honest and frugal support and education 
of his familyis taxed. Here is a great and palatial estate, upon 
which hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars have been 
expended, in which the owner lives luxuriously and gathers his 
guests in the summer and has music and dancing and feasting, 
and where woodcock and wine are necessaries of life. That 
estate escapes altogether, because there is not any money in- 
come, while a man living next door, who receives his income, 
$5,000 or $6,000 a year in a salary which he earns, whose income 
goes out for the education of his sons and daughters, pays a 
tax on all over $4,000. A member of this body told me recently 
that when the Duke of Sutherland was over here a few years 
ago, the income of whose princely estates in Scotland and 
England is between one and two million dollars, he said to some 
gentlemen who were conversing upon that subject that the in- 
come tax did not affect him very much, for the produce of his 
estates was notin money, but in the products of the field and 
the soil and the hothouse. 

Another objection I have is that the bill gives to Government 
officials the power of inquisition into the business of private cit- 
izens. You may talk as you please about publicity, as my dis- 
tinguished and venerated friend, Mr.Sumner, used to talk about 
the old Roman who wanted to have his house built of glass, so 
that every one might see what went on inside, but it is not 
human nature, and the fact that it is not human nature shows 
that it is not justice or reason. The business man has a right 
to have his business faculty, his business methods, his business 
earninys concealed from the public and from his rival, foreign 
or domestic. 

The competition in most of the transactions of life is keen and 
close. One of the greatest woolen manufacturing industries in 
Massachusetts sent its agent, a distinguished manufacturer, to 
call on me at my residence in Massachusetts afew years ago, and 
he told me that the only thing which had enabled him to make 
any profit for his concern for several years, when the other con- 
cerns engaged in the great business were losing money, was the 
savings which his concern made in the pasteboard boxes in 
which their materials were sold. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a universal principle of American 
nature to keep your transactions concealed from the gaze and 
scrutiny of other men. Lagree that that ought to yield to a 
public exigency; but in this case what do you do with it? You 
put this power of inquisition into the hands of public officials. 
I have no doubt that under the present Democratic Administra- 
tion you will get on the whole as respectable and as careful and 
as well principled aclass of men as you would get under any 
other, but would our friends on the other side consent to have 
put in doubtful political struggles in the New England States 
or in New York or in any other part of the country the terrible 
power and weapon and instrumentality into the hands of the 
agencies of the existing Administration of saying to every busi- 
ness man, if youare active or ambitious or instrumental in seek- 
ing the overthrow of the party now in power it is at the risk of 
having your business affairs inquired into and exposed by the 
political servants of the Government? 

The distinguished and able Senator from New York dropped 
a curious expression in his argument just now.. I wish tospeak 
with great respect of that Senator, because he represents as does 
nobody else on this floor a class of persons who are peculiar to 
the New England States, chiefly to the State of Massachusetts, 
known as the Mugwumps or independents. He is the only Sen- 
ator on either side of this Chamber who has exactly, precisely, 
in all respects, represented the doctrines and principles of that 
class of our fellow-citizens. 

I thought from some expressions which have dropped from his 
lips heretofore that he did not quite agree with them in their 
great demands of civil-service reform, but Governor Russell, the 
favorite cindidate and darling of the New England Mugwumps, 
said in an interview the other day that the passage of this tariff 
bill was an emergency which demanded the application of Dem- 
ocratic party discipline, which, I suppose, in his lips meant sim- 
ply the power of Democratic appointment to office and removal. 
So I think the honorable Senator from New York may be set 
down as the absolute, perfect, and immaculate champion of the 
New England independents. He said, in commending the peti- 
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tion of his constituents for this legislation, that several gentlo- 
men, whose names he read, had been generous contributors to 
the Democratic campaign fund. 

If that is a motive for legislation which that astute and acute 
Senator thought might operate on the minds of his associat - 
in this body, it would strike me that the generous ceusietioaten 
to the Democratic campaign fund past or future, or to the Re- 
publican campaign fund in the same cases, would be the man 
who might escape serious and disagreeable inquisition into } 
private business. 

Another reason why I object to it is, it issectional in its cha 
acter, and it is so taken by a large part of the country. It will] 
be understood by the peoplelwho pay this tax that it has been 
put on, as has been said freely in the press in some parts of the 
country, because one part of the country will escape it and ; 
other part of the country will wholly have to pay it. There is 
a good deal of serious truth in the jest attributed to the honor 
able and gallant Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], that th: 
people of Georgia like this measure, because none of them have 
any incomes above $4,000, though, of course, nobody will 
tribute for a moment to that honorable Senator that his own 
vote would be governed by any such consideration. 

In the next case its point of exemption is unjust. The great 
body of the money-earning people of this country, when you get 
above the class which you call laborers or wage-earners, are 
people whose incomes are between one thousand and five thou- 
sand dollars; and why should thatgreat body beexempt? Even 
in aristocratic England, as has been said heretofore, the point 
of exemption is less than $750—£150. 

I shall have occasion to point out hereafter many defects in 
the details of this measure which I shall not detain the Senate 
with speaking of now, but there is one I will notice. Here isa 
premium on the separation of families. The husband and wife 
who live together get one exemption. The husband and wife 
who quarrel and separate get two. If there are five minor chil- 
dren who live together, with property enough to support them 
all, there is only one exemption. If they scatter to different 
households there are five or six exemptions. 

Here is another objection I wish to notice. From the amount 
of the income you do not make the deductions which on a rea 
sonable principle you ought to make. A loss by fire, storms, or 
shipwreck of property merely is deducted. The man who has 
an income of $50,000 a year on a property of $1,500,000, and loses 
$50,000 by fire, storm, or shipwreck, is entirely exempt from the 
income tax for that year; but the loss by gas explosion, the 
loss in any other manner not enumerated here, the loss of the 
earning power of the man whoearns his income, is not counted 
at all. 

Here is a man earning $5,000 a year without a dollar of prop- 
erty in the world, and he gets a blow over the head, has a par- 
alytic shock, and his power of earning is gone, and it is not 
counted tohim. By his side is a man worth a million and a half 
with his income of $50,000 a year, and the fire which destroys 
$50,000 worth of his property, never causing him to lose a sin- 
gle luxury, or a single necessity, or a single security for his fu- 
ture life, gets rid of the income tax on that wealth altogether. 

Mr. President, there is another very grave and serious objec- 
tion. Weall want if we can to see a time when we can get rid of 
the internal-revenue system altogether. Itis odious, it is asore, 
it is an irritation, it is a sting in all parts ef the country. Tho 
moonshiner does not like to have the revenue officer after him, 
and the men who is earning an honest living in his shop does 
not like to have the revenue officer after him. It is the ono 
thing in which the people of the United States are agreed in 
wanting to get rid of; and the adoption of this policy puts an 
end to that hope. It is not merely the discomfort tothe citizen, 
it is the most odious form and the most dangerous and injurious 
form of political patronage that we have in our entire system, 
and we all have hoped that the time would soon come when we 
could get rid of it. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has offered an amend- 
ment which leaves it extremely doubtful to my mind—I do not 
suppose that could have been his purpose—whether the Ameri- 
can citizens of large wealth dwelling abroad is not to get rid of 
the income tax, as I think he will by the amendment as it is now 
framed. The one man whocarries with him everything which 
is valuable to an American citizenship abroad, who can plunge 
this nation into war if he is insulted in the streets of Callao, Rio 
Janeiro, or Paris, who goes there to bring up his children in 
foreign fashions and to indulge himself in foreign luxuries, and 
carrying abroad the wealth which he or some ancestor of his 
has acquired, is to eseape under this bill as it is now proposed 
to be left. 

Mr. VEST. What amendment is that, if the Senator pleases? 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, he will find ita 
little later. Itis an amendment which is found printed here 
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where you strike out the words ‘American citizen residing 
abroad,” in terms. The Senator will readily find it. 

Now, Mr. President, here is another very serious objection to 
deal with in this matter which might be cured, and perhaps wi 
be hereafter; and that is where there is a failure by accident o1 
illness or some other reason to make and send in the inventory 
of the taxed property at the time required. In case such a mis- 
take arises from sickness or absence, thirty days more are gi 
and that is all, and it merely says that the collector may receive 
the list after that time. 

Is everybody who fails to bring in his list by an accident 


pose one of his family dies and he is plunged in grief or he is 
: ° ° " 1 1, S 
insane, or suppose hé has sent it, hasleft it tosome clerk or- 
ward, or it is miscarried in the mail) to come to Congress fo 


relief? Yet that is what has got to be done under this bill as i 
stands now. 

Mr. President, there is another thing which is perhaps in- 
eludedin what I saida little while ago. There is nohomestead 
or other exemption provided for, no exemption in case of m 
fortune. The United States is to be a Shylock, demanding its 
pound of flesh, and withoutany lawful and constitutional power 
to relinquish it. 

This proposition is a war upon honest industry, honest wages, 
frugal living, and moderate gains. It is a combination of aris- 
tocrat and Populist, of the millionaire and the tramp, which is 
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want of the taxgatherer or the census taker,and if that appear- 
ance in our returns and statistics could be exhibited by is- 
tical science, it isan assured proof of health and wealth of 
fre n from poverty and degradation. 

Ll have one other observation to make, and then I ( 
clude. in regard to this tax upon railroa upo! pa 
nies, upon water companies, upon ferry co nies, a on a 
few turnpike companies, if there are any left—there of 
course, but few of the latter now t in th ited Stat \s 
the Senator from New York well id, those compani re a 
part of the State Government; they are the instru ntalities 
through which the State exerts and exercises its great function 
of providing public ways of transportation fdr the people. The 
stocks, the dividends, the toll, the mone d for fre ( re, 
are but the modes in which the State pr« es a f he 
public officer who is performing that public ction, \ the 
State can not do so well by itself. 

The State has an absolute control over the amount to be 
charged in all those cases. Itdelegates and it regulates the e 
ercise of the power of eminent domain for their construction. 


{ am not sure that I should go, indeed I do not Know that the 


Senator from New York committed himself as going, quite so 


| far as to say that when the State commits to this class of corpora- 


forcing this policy upon us against which the honest, the sim- | 


ple, frugal American spirit expresses its dissent and its loa 
ing. 
bank, upon the life policy, upon the foreman in the mill, upon 
the man with a little saving which you will take off from whisky 
and tobaceo. It is easy to get a sufficient revenue, if that be 
what you want, though the Senator from New York has well 
demonstrated that you have plenty without it by a reasonable 
and moderate addition to the imposition upon whisky and tobaceo. 
The man who earns and saves his little accumulation in the say- 
ings bank is to pay a tax from which you are relieving the man 
who works by his side and spends his earnings in whisky and to- 
bacco orin foreign wines and French brandies. 

Mr. President, it shows how recklessly this matter has been 
framed that you have not even exempted the salaries of the 
judges of the Supreme Court; that you have not even exempted 
the retiring pensioner, or the President of the United States. 
{ think Chief Justice Taney’s letter which has been laid on our 
tables will show that the bill is faulty in that particular. 

Now, I wish to make one other observation and then I shall 
have finished. It seems to be supposed by some of our friends, 
notably the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], that in this 
country there isa great mass of wealth accumulated in a few 
hands, while at the same time the poor are growing poorer and 
the number of men with moderate property and moderate sav- 
ings is decreasing. That is wholly untrue. There never was 
a time, there never was a country, there never was a generation 
in which the man of simple living, of honest industry, and of 
moderate gains has been better off or has been more completely 
the prevailing type and example of citizenship than in this 
country at this hour. 

It was said here that the census returns showed that 80 per 
cent of the property of this country was in the hands of 20 per 
cent of the people; that is, that a fifth of the people own the 
property of this country. It sounds very plausible at the first 
statement, but I should like to know if that is not a sign and 
proof of a healthy condition? Take any American young man 
who starts in life at 21 and gets married at 23. A year after he 
starts, as a lawyer, or a physician, or a mechanic, to earn his liv- 
ing. Then he goes on, and by the time he has got to 33 years 
he has three or four children with his wife, and has aceumu- 
lated two or three thousand dollars and laid it up. He consti- 
tutes a fifth of that family, and yet every dollar of his property 
is in his hands. 

We have women in this country who have inherited large es- 
tates. Occasionally the husband conveys some of his earnings 
to his wife, and it is in her name, but ordinarily the earnings of 
the family vest legally in the husband, who is the head of the 
family; and it is said for every wage-earning man on an average 
there are five persons whom he supports. So the natural and 
ordinary condition of well-to-do, healthy families moderately 
well off would be that 80 per cent of the property would stand in 
the name of 20 per cent of the people. 

That statement, which has gone the rounds uncontradicted 
and unexplained for so many years, is the merest trash. In 
every family the property stands in the name of its head. The 
youth, the men who have their money still to make, though 
earning money, are not counted in the censusof property, though 
I hold that if a census could be fairly taken which would show 
that out of every hundred persons in this country there are 
twenty having an amount of property which would meet the 


+} 
Loe | 
You put the burden upon these men, upon the savings | 





tion the power or capacity or faculty of doing business, that that 
business, and its income and its profit may not be taxed by the 
National Government. 

That is a doubtful and a serious question; but whether con 
tutionally and in strict law we can exercise thig power, the 
lation of these corporations to the State and to the municipal- 
ity is such, is so intimate, so constant, that it seems clear to me 
they ought to be left to the State power of taxation. As to 
street railroads, the city or town gas companies, water boards, 
or local railroads, going from place to place in the same State, 
having nothing or little to do with international commerce. the 
Legislature of the State, the hand of the State, is on them in 
their every motion. These corporations are State creatures 

The politics of the State turn upon the way they shall be dealt 
with. The State will tax them, and it must tax them, and by 
coming in with the assertion of this national power simply be- 
cause there is a prejudice against this class of corporations, you 
are embarrassing the State, the town, the county. All this class 
of corporations pay now in my own State to three separate pub- 
lic demands as large a sum as in reason and in justice they ought 
to be compelled to pay for public purposes. If you go beyond 
that, and puta burden upon these corporations, if you make 
them bankrupt or deprive them of what. is a just, fair, and rea- 
sonable compensation, you are doing an infinite public mischief. 

There is nothing so badlyoff in afree country as a community 
which is served by bankrupt or embarrassed railroads or street 
railways or gas companies. There is no security of compensa- 
tion for injury to the private citizen; there is no insurance in 
the solvency of the concern against danger or loss of property; 
there is no liberality or generosity or enterprise in providing 
for the convenienceof the people. You could not make aw 
investment, you could not do a greater injury, especially to the 
new States which depend so largely upon these instrumentali- 
ties, than to cripple or embarrass the railroads. 


sti- 


re- 


orse 


Let Kansas tax the railroads in Kansas to their full extent, 
and let her regulate the railroads to the full extent of her con- 
stitutional power, and let the United States Government keep 
off its hands. 

Mr. President, I have not been in the habit of speaking of 
late years in terms of strongest respect of the Democratic party 


or of Demoeraticstatesmanship; but there isone thing in which 
I had supposed the people of the United States could depend on 
the Democratic party and on the statesmanship of the South 
and West, and that was, that if there was an attempt to inter- 
fere by the central authority with the autonomy, the sover- 
eignty, and independence of the States, that party would imme- 
diately sound the alarm. 

For the first ten or fifteen years in which I had the honor of 
service in this Capitol there was scarcely a measure proposed 
in either House in regard to which a Democratic leader did not 
rise inhis place and say, ‘‘ Mr. President’—or ‘** Mr. Speaker” 
my objection to this thing is that I think it ought to be left to 
the States.” Yet this tariff bill and this income-tax scheme is 
the most conspicuous, far-going, drastic, sweeping assertion of 
national power against the State power, State interest, and State 
functions which can be found in our legislative history. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the first amendment offered by the committee to section 54. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, page 170, line 7, after the 
date ‘‘ 1895,” it. is proposed to insert “and until the Ist day of 
January, 1900.” 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 
§61807,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. ALLISON], I modify my amendment s0 as to read ‘‘ 1898,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘1900” and inserting ‘‘ 1898.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
ho!d my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roil call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CAMERON | is paired with the Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 

BUTLER]. 

Mr.CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. ParrscREwi, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent. If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). 
paired with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
that he has not voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. As I un- 
derstand he is not present, and as I do not know how he would 
vote if present, [ withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. MITCHELL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 


McMillan, 
Morrill, 
Patton, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 


NAYS—39. 


Lindsay, 
McPherson, 
Martin, 

Mills, 

Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 
Murpby, 

Pasco, 

Peffer, 

Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—2. 


Jones, Nev. 
McLaurin, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Pettigrew, 
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move to strike out ‘'1900” and insert 


lam 
I see 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Culliom, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
Lodge, 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Washburn. 


Allen, 
Bate. 
Berry, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 


Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 


Roach, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
} Lo rong 
Coke, Thite. 
Dubois, 


Proctor, 
Ransom, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 


Dixon, 
Gordon, 
Gray, 


Blackburn, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron, Hale, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Wilson, 

Daniel, Hill, Wolcott. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senators in charge of the bill 
whether we may not have an understanding that the various 
sections of the bill for the purpose of offering amendments may 
be considered as one section, so that we may subsequently go 
back 0 the first section of that portion of the bill relating to the 
income tax. I desire to submit some remarks on some particu- 
lar amendments to the first section of that part of the bill, 
which I do not feel like doing to-day. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I exactly understand what the 
Senator desires. The usual mode of proceeding is to read through 
the sections as originally reported, then to act on the amend- 
ments of the committee; and after they are acted upon, to con- 
sider such amendments as Senators may offer. 

Mr. HILL. But when a section has been once passed we can- 
not return to it. 

Mr. VEST. There is never any difficulty in regard to that. 
If the Senator wants to move an amendment, he can get leave 
of the Senate, and that can be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All these sections in relation to the 
income tax might be considered as a single proposition, it oc- 
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curs to me, to be read through, and then amendments be sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. HILL. That is what I suggest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course where an amendment has been in- 
serted by the committee it can not be got out again. If the 
committee offers an amendment and it is agreed to, that can not 
be subsequently modified or changed. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that that is the point at all. 

Mr. HILL. The simple point of my suggestion is, that all 
the sections, so far as they relate to the income tax, may be con- 
sidered as one section for the purpose of offering amendments, 
so that if, after having passed the first section relating to the 
income tax, to-morrow I should desire to offer an amendment in 
regard to it I may be permitted to do so. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Technically the thing suggested by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILu]I do not think could be done as 
in Committee of the Whole, but so far as I am concerned, and I 
imagine so far as the Senate is concerned, there will be no ob- 
jection to pursuing the course suggested by the Senator, if he 
desires. 

In reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr, 
ALLISON | that an amendment agreed to as in Committee of the 
Whole can not be modified or changed by amendment after it 
has been decided in Committee of the Whole, I will say it would 
be amendable in the Senate, but if an amendment offered in the 
Senate is to be modified, it must be done while that amendment 
is under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
reported by the committee. 

fr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 7, after the date ‘‘ 1895,” 
it is proposed to amend by inserting ‘‘and until the Ist day of 
January, 1900.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee to the section will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word ‘‘be,” it is pro- 
posed to insert the word ‘‘assessed;” so as to read: 

There shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually upon the 
gains, profits, and income, etc. 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 54. 

Mr. VEST. [ hope the Senator will wait until we get through 
with the committee amendments. 

Mr. KYLE. I will withhold the amendment for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the committee to section 54 will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘income,” at the end oi 
line 10, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘of every person residing 
in the United States, or any citizen of the United States resid- 
ing abroad, derived in each preceding calendar year,” and in- 
sert ‘‘ received in the preceding calendar year by every citizen 
of the United States, and every person residing therein.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
biil whether it is his purpose to have a citizen of the United 
States dwelling abroad pay a tax on all his income as he would 
if he dwelt at home, wherever the property may be located; or 
whether it is his purpose only to have that citizen pay the tax 
on so much of his income as comes from investments in this 
country? 

Mr. VEST. He pays upon his income in this country exactly 
as if he had remained here. 

Mr. HOAR. Butif he had remained here!he would pay tax 
upon the income derived from property abroad. 

Mr. VEST. We have nothing todo with property abroad. It 
is his income in the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I think we have. The Senator’s answer indi- 
cates that he did not comprehend my question, or else I am 
afraid I did notcomprehend his answer, because his answer would 
imply that he does not comprehend what he is doing, which is 
not to be supposed for a moment. 

I understand the bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives made every person dwelling inthe United States, whether 
a citizen or not, pay an income tax. Then it added to that the 
incomes of citizens residing abroad. So, if an American citizen 
went abroad and carried the protection of his country, of his 
citizenship with him, he did not escape its burdens. There are 
a great many people, I am sorry to say, who go abroad for that 
very purposé, and some of them went abroad during the late 
war. They lived in luxury, at the same time at less cost, ina 
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foreign capital; they had none of the voluntary obligations which 
rest upon citizens, of charity, or contributions, or supporting 
churches, or anything of that sort, and they escaped taxation. 

That class of persons, in my judgment, ought to pay taxes on 
all their property at home or abroad, wherever it may be. If 
they remain American citizens I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the whole Senate will agree we have something to do 
with their property abroad. If that Senator has invested in a 
Mexican railroad or a South American or Cuban mine or inthe 
English funds, he has to report it and pay a tax upon his invest- 
ment, and he ought to. 

If a citizen goes abroad under the circumstances I[ have stated, 
he ought to do that exact thing. Heis the one human being we 
ought to tax. If there is any good in an income tax that would 
be the good thing if it did that. The bill as it came from the 
House pravided for that. It said: 

There shal be levied, collected, and paid annually upon the gains, profits, 
and income of every person residing in the United States, or any citizen of 
the United States residing abroad, 

That language made itclear. The committee have struck out 
that language. It is true, in the language printed here in 
italics, they say ‘‘received in the preceding calendar year by 
every citizen of the United States,” etc., which would seem, if it 
stood alone, toaccomplish the same thing. Butthey goon later 
to provide that the tax upon persons residing out of the United 
States shall be only on ‘‘ property owned and of every business, 
trade, or profession carried on in the United States,” and they 
have struck out the words ‘‘and not citizens thereof.” So, tak- 
ing italtogether, it would seem to be very clear that they meant 
to exempt the American if dwelling abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. -I take it that these clauses taken together 
meant, first, to provide for citizens of the United States, and, 
secondly, to provide for persons not citizens, who were engaged 
in any business, trade, or occupation in the United States. 
Therefore the words ‘‘and not citizens thereof,” should be 
stricken out. If that be done, then it is practically the same 
provision as contained in the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. No: because they have made a comprehensive 
expression as to persons residing without the United States; it 
leaves it exceedingly doubtful. The language is: 

A tax of 2 percent on * * * all property ownedand of every business, 
rade, or profession carried on in the United States by persons residing 
without the United States. 

Now, that would seem to be a provision which the committee 
make for persons residing out of the United States, whether 
they arecitizensor not. It is only what they have in the United 
States that is to be touched. That is proper as to foreigners. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the committee say in substitution, if I 
understand the clause, ‘‘inthe preceding calendar year by every 
citizen of the United States, and every person residing there- 
in.” Now, a citizen of the United States is a citizen, although 
residing abroad. Therefore I think they intended to cover that 
idea. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume they may have intended to cover it, 
but I do not think they do. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the matter be corrected by in- 
serting the word ‘‘ by” after the word ‘‘and” and before the 
word ‘‘every,” in the eighth line of the new print. That will 
make it clear. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose you put in after the words ‘‘ United 
States” in italics the words ‘‘ whether residing at home or 
abroad.” That makes it absolutely certain. I move to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the words ‘‘United States” 
the words I suggest. 

Mr. GRAY. What print does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts read from? I ama little bit confused. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam reading from the print ordered yesterday. 

Mr. GRAY. There are two prints. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline14, after the words ‘‘ United States,” 
insert the words ‘‘ whether residing at home or abroad.” 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about it. That is what it 
means and it can not mean anything else. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can satisfy the Senator that it is very 
doubtfui. You have first struck out what made it clear in both 
places, and then you have one provision that is said to be appli- 
cable to persons residing without the United States, and you do 
not distinguish between citizens and foreigners, so that under 
this clause here all persons residing without the United States 
come under one provision. 

Mr. VEST. As the provision came from the other House it 
had two classes. It said ‘‘every person residing in the United 
States.” That would covereverybody who resides here. Then 
it said, ‘“‘or any citizen of the United States residing abroad.” 
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Now, the Finance Committee simply propose to insert in lieu of 
that provision: 

Received in the preceding calendar year by every citizen of the United 
States. 

That covers every citizen, whether in this country or abroad. 

Mr. HOAR. It would, if you took it alone. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. The first classification is ‘‘every citi- 
zen of the United States.” No man divests himself of his citi- 
zenship by going abroad. Then it says, ‘‘and every person re- 
siding therein;” that is, in the United States, and that takes in 
everybody. 

Mr. GRAY. If he shall be a citizen. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 


HOAR] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I rose a moment ago tosay that I wish to reserve 
the right tomove toamend scction 54, in line 8 of the new print, 
when the bill comes into the Senate. 

The next amendment ot the Committee on Finance was in sec- 
tion 54, line 15, after the word ‘‘ whether,” to insert ‘‘ said gains, 
profits, or income be;” so as to read: 

Whether said ga‘ns, profits, or income be derived from any kind of prop- 
erty, rents, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
section 54, line 18, after the word ‘‘ elsewhere,” to insert ‘‘or 
from any other source whatever;” so as to read: 

Whether said gains, profits, or income be derived from any kind of prop- 
erty, rents, interest, dividends, or salaries, or from any profession, trade, 
employment, or vocation carried on in the United States or elsewhere, or 
from any other source whatever. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee to the section will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, after the word ‘ property,” in- 
sert ‘‘ owned.” 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment which I gave notice I would 
propose comes inin line 19. I ask leave to offer it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ tax,” in line 19, section 
54, insert: 

On each and all suchincomes exceeding $1,000 the tax shall ba 1 per cent of 
the excess; and all incomes exceeding $10,000 shall pay an additional tax of 
1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding $25,000 shall pay an additional! 
tax of 1 per cent of the excess; all incomes exceeding $50,000 shall pay an 
additional tax of 1 per cent of the excess, and all incomes exceeding $100,000 
shall pay an additional tax of 1 per cent of the excess. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas just state in 
figures what the tax will be upon the different incomes? 

Mr. PEFFER. I willexplaintheamendment. The object is 
to allow what we Populists call a graduated income tax; that is 
to say, beginning with an exemption of $1,000, to levy a tax of 
1 per cent upon the excess above and beyond $1,000, no matter 
to what extent. 

Mr. PLATT. Between one thousand and ten thousand dol- 
lars? 

Mr. PEFFER. Oh, no; from $1,000 to the end of the income, 
no matter how large itis. After the income reaches the extent 
of $10,000, then add 1 per cent on the excess ahove $10,000 to the 
end of that income, no matter how far it goes. 

Mr. CULLOM. That makes it 2 per cent? 

Mr. PEFFER. That will be 2 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. On incomes above $10,000? 

Mr. PEFFER. Above $10,000. It is 1 percent clear through, 
and after we reach $10,000 then an additional 1 per cent, so that 
beyond $10,000 it will be 2 per cent. Then when we reach an 
income of $25,000 we propose to add another 1 per cent on the 
excess above $25,000, going to the limit of that income, which 
would be-3 per cent. When we reach $50,000 we propose to add 
1 per cent on the excess beyond that sum. That would be 4 per 
cent on $50,000. After reaching $100,000 we propose to add 1 
per cent additional. That would make 5 per cent upon the ex- 
cess. So it will range from 1 per cent to 5 per cent, grading itat 
$1,000, $10,000, $25,000, $50,000, and $100,000. 

While Senators smile at the idea, it is based upon exact jus- 
tice. I have no doubt that the Senator from New York |Mr. 
HILL] who addressed us this morning, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] who addressed us a few minutes ago, 
will agree with me upon the starting point, at least, that we 
ought to begin at $1,000 instead of $4,000. 

Mr. President, those of us who favor the graduated system of 
taxation believe that persons ought to pay for the support of 
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the Government in proportion to their means, that the poor 
man whe net income does not exceed $1,000 ought not to pay 
as much in proportion to his income as the man whose income 
exceeds $100 iid pay, for the power and the influence of 
income is $100,000 is a thousand fold greater than 
in whose income is $1,000. Inthe range of human 
3, the poorer a man is, as a general rule, the 
more obscure he is, the less his influence in polities, in religion, 
in social affairs; and the larger his income, the wider the range 
of his influence and the greater his power. 

One of the great complaints being made among the people 
now who are taking part in this revolution which is in progress, 
is that by reason of the concentration of wealth among the peo- 
ple of the great cities of the country their power has increased 
to such an enormous extent as to become a menace and a con- 
tinuing danger to the perpetuity of republican institutions, and 
of course, as a corollary, to the liberties of the people. We 
argue that in proportion to a man’s ability ought he to respond 
to the demands of the Government. I know that Senators take 
some delight in insisting that the poor man ought to feel that 
be is bearing some _of the burdens of government. 

Oh, Mr. President, every poor man feels that he is doing so, 
and now you propose to tax him an additional 2 cents a pound 
upon the sugar which he uses in his family. This reform Con- 
gress is proposing to levy a tax of 50 per cent upon this poor 
man’s clothing, a tax of 50 per cent upon women’s and children’s 
dress goods. So I suppose we shall not hear any more from the 
platform or in the press of the Democratic party that the poor 
man is being robbed by a set of barons who are located in the 
Eastern part of this country. The other side themselves are 
doing this thing. 

The Senator from New York this morning went a little outof 
his way, and he hardly ever does that unless there is something 
to be gained by it, to insist that the income tax is a species of 
Socialism and Populism, incorporated into the impending bill 
for the purpose of securing votes. The Senator did not say, and 
he did not mean to say, that it was for the purpose of securing 
Populist votes, because he is right when he says itis a Populist 
measure. It is the offspring of the Populist party. We are the 
father of it, although it is not what would please us, because 
what I have given you now in my amendment is our ideal of an 
income tax. 

Personally I do not believe that an income tax is the best way 
to raise revenue for the National Government. Ithinkit would 
be much better to have a graduated land tax, that is to say, a 
tax levied upon large landed estates, and in proportion to their 
value. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Perhaps if the Senator will give the majority 
upon this side a little further time for reflection they may con- 
clude to indorse that. I should not be surprised. 

Mr. PEFFER. [should be very glad to give them five years, 
so that when the twentieth century shall come in weshould have 
an improved system of taxation. 

The income tax is spoken of as a idea of Populism and Social- 
ism, as if the Senator would cast reproach upon Socialists and 
Populists. I do not know what a Socialist is. I do not know 
how the Senator from New York himself would define Socialism. 
I doubt very much whether he would be willing tostand upin the 
presence of the Senate and the country and undertake to define 
what he understands to be meant by Socialism. He understands 
what is meant by Populism, no doubt. It means an income tax. 
But it means a good deal more than that, and if there is to be any 
sort of dishonor attached to it or to anything that the Populists 
present, either in their platform or in theirspeeches, I am willing 
to shoulder it. Iam willing to stand before the Senate and the 
country and say that I am proud of being a Populist. 

If there is any great organization of men in the country of 
whom I think less than I doof the Republican party, it is the 
Democratic party. We are undertaking to do what the Demo- 
crats have promised to do and have failed to do and utterly re- 
fuse to do. We have undertaken to reform the processes of 
government. We have undertaken to restore the Government 
to the people for whom it was founded and to whom it rightfully 
belongs. We propose to equalize taxation as far as it is possi- 
ble to do so, and we propose to make the wealth of the country 
bear its just and fair proportion of the taxes of the country. 

__ It was said by the Senator fromiNew York, and repeated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that an income tax would bear 
hardly upon the people of a particular section of the country. 
Why will it bear hardly upon them? Because they have more 
of the wealth of the country than therest of the people. I called 
attention a few days ago to the fact that the little State of Mas- 
sachusetts alone, with only 8,000 square miles, one-tenth part as 
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large as the State of Kansas, saved more wealth in ten years 
than nine of the great agricultural States of the country. — . 

The Senator from New York to-day, referring to the 
banks, took occasion to note that there were but two savings 
banks in the Southern States. Why is it that there are no sav- 
ings banks there? Why is it that those people are not savine 
anything? Youask us to bear the burdens of taxation with you 
when you are receiving the protection of the Army and the 
Navy, and your coffers are being filled year by year and day by 
day with the labor and the profit of the people of other parts of 
the country. 

Mr. HILL. 
ment? 

Mr. PEFFER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. I did not say there are no savings banks in the 
Southern States. There are only two mutual savings banks, 
There are a large number of savings banks in the South and 
West, but they are conducted upon a different principle from 
those in the East. 

Mr. PEFFER. The point to be made is that because wealth 
is accumulated in New York, and not because those men are 
more industrious than we are, not because they are wiser or bet- 
ter than we are, but because they trade, because they buy and 
sell, because they deal in usury, because they reap in what they 
never earn, because they take in and live off what other men 
earn, they shall be exempt from taxation, and that we who a: 
hewing wood and carrying water shall continue to bear the b 
dens of the Government. 

The time has come when we propose to stop that kind of 
work.’ Weare going to make you men of the East bear your 
burden of taxation. Weare going todo it by the ballot. We 
are going to do it by a change of public officers, a chango 0; 
administration, a change of laws. We are going to doit peace- 
fully and in accordance with the law, but we are going to do it. 
It is an outrage. I do not know how else to characterize it. 
Men will stand here hour after hour and defend the wealth of 
the Eastern portion of this country, wealth which has been ac 
cumulated by the fostering care of the Government and by 
reaping from the other portions of the country what those men 
have never earned. 

The rate of interest which has been charged to all the people 
of the West and the South during the last ten years averages 
at least 8 per cent a year upon the face of the paper, and that 
does not include the commissions nor any of the little incidental 
expenses, which amount to over 2 per cent more. We are pay- 
ing at least 10 per cent annually for interest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Kansas know how 
much has been lost through loans in the West? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not know how much has been lost, but I 
know there has not been half so much lost as that we have been 
charged more than we ought to have been charged. It is uot 
my business to watch after their interest. The fact that we are 
being drained; that the flow goes constantly into the coffers of 
those people, and that they are amassing fabulous wealth is 
enough for the purposes of my argument. Our people object to 
this sort of thing because it bears too hardly upon us. 

Now, there are some men in my State whose incomes amount 
to more than $4,000. Poor as we are out in the West, there are 
many men whose incomes will go over $4,000. If you will come 
down to the beginning point which I suggest, $1,000, you will 
find a large number of such incomes there. 

I see only’one objection to the income tax, and it has appealed 
to me very strongly, especially from the remarksof the two Sen- 
ators who have entertained us so eloquently to-day, the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Massachusetts. That ob- 
jection is, that the morals of their people are in danger. Wo 
are told here upon the floor of the Senate that men in New York 
and in Massachusetts will lie out of the tax. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know what the Senator from New York 
may have said, but I have said nothing that comes within a 
thousantl miles of such a statement, and nothing which justifies 
it. It is absolutely without foundation or excuse. Does the 
Senator from Kansas think I said it? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Massachusetts uses lan- 
guage well, and he can conceal his thoughts as well as any other 
man. The Senator spoke of human nature being very much the 
same in Massachusetts as it is in other parts of the world, and I 
know there is a great deal of human nature in Massachusetts. 
We are told, not in so many words—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas pardon me for a 
moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly; for two moments. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator now quotes correctly a part of what 
Isaid. WhatI said was that no man likes to have his private 
business pried into or exposed to the public or his competitors 
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or business rivals; that that is the universal feeling of men every- 
where. I said nothing in regard to any danger of falsehood or 
fraud. I did not allude to that point. I spoke simply of the 
ordinary dislike of a man having his business methods exposed 
to his rivals, and that was all. 

Mr. PEFFER. I may possibly have stated ita little stronger 
than the Senator himself did, but I knew I was quoting the 
meaning accurately. The Senator means to say that the wealthy 
people of the country will not submit to the collection of the 
income tax; that they will evade it one way or another; and 


then by 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President— 

Mr. PEFFER. Waitamoment. Andthen by wayof getting 
ready to do it and making the approach easy, the Senator says 
that the private business of individuals may properly be kept 
from the gaze of publicofficers. He proposesin advance toshield 
them if they do lie a little about it. 

Mr. HOAR. [ thought when I rose that the Senator from 
Kansas did not desire to deliberately misstate what I said, and 
I thought, therefore, that it would be worth while to attempt 
tocorrect him. Ido not continue of that opinion. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will say 
in this presence that he believes the people of Massachusetts 
will come up faithfully in accordance with the provisions of this 
law if it is enacted, and honestly return every cent they ought 
to return,and pay every cent they ought to pay, I will take back 
every word [ said. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that they will do so. When 
the income tax was enforced before, the people of New England 
paid it thoroughly and cheerfully. There may have been in- 
dividual instances of perjury, as there are individual instances 
of burglary and theft. But they are a people as honest as any 
who live, and I am quite willing to subject them to a compari- 
son with the people of Kansas, whether the example be taken 
from the persons whom Kansas sends to this or the other House, 
or in any way in which it can be got at. 

Mr. PEFFER. We are ready, Mr. President; Kansas is 
always ready. If we have ever shrunk from comparison with 
any other portion of the world, it was when we were asleep, and 

ve are not often asleep. 

But, Mr. President, I simply make the one point. We be- 
lieve that the wealth of the country ought to pay its just pro- 
portion of the taxes, and if the wealthy are not willing to do it 
in accordance with the law then there ought to be some means 
devised to compel them to doit. To undertake to shield men 
from this burden because they are wealthy to my mind is un- 
manly. For the man of wealth to stand upin the face of the 
poor, of the 80 per cent the Senator from New York talks about 
who own no property, while the 20 per cent own the wealth, for 
the man of wealth to stand up in the face of the great mass of 
working people of the country and say to them, ‘‘I am worth a 
hundred times as much as you, I ought not to pay any more 
taxes than you,” I say is unmanly, and it comes from a disposi- 
tion to aggrandize and concentrate wealth, and to gather means 
at the expense of the labor of other men. 

Mr. President, I have said several times in this presence that 
no man ever earned a million dollars a year, and I will say no 
man ever earned a million dollarsina lifetime. Whenever men 
begin to grow rich rapidly they are doing it because they are 
using the wealth other mencreate. Thissounds harsh, itsounds 
wild, and it sounds visionary. Take the most prosperous mer- 
chant in the country, to use him as an illustration, and see how 
mucb he can earn every year. He earns $10,000 every year. 
No, he does not; he makes that much: he saves that much: he 

ains that much; but he gains it off of the profits over and above 
those which are fair and just between man and man. That is 
where his gains come from. The man himself did not earn 
that. 

Now, I say that no man can honestly claim that which he has 
not earned, and if he does no more than that, riches will come 
to him slowly. 

The only object we have in view in presenting this amend- 
ment is to rake in where there is something to rake in, not to 
throw out the drag net where there is nothing to catch, but to 
Fo where there is something tocatch. The West and the South 

avemade your peoplerich. Wehaveopened your harbors. We 
have opened your rivers. We have given you a flood tide of 
commerce backward and forward through your great cities, 
and now because you are well to do, because you have amassed 
fabulous fortunes and have immense wealth in store, you claim 
exemption from taxation, and we are treated as if we were inso- 
lent and impertinent when we ask that they bear their proper 
proportion. 

—_— is all, Mr. President, that I care to say at the present 
me, 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, before the Senator from Kan- 
sas takes his seat I desire to ask him a question in relation to 
the graduated income amendment which he proposes to o! 
and which I understand is in the interest of the plain people 
the country in moderate circumstances. 

In San Francisco alone, in the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, we have one hundred and twenty-odd thou- 
sand depositors in the savings banks. Someof those banks have 
as much as $30,000,000. We will suppose that in one of those 
savings banks there are $25,000,000. Four per cent upon $25,- 
000,000 is $100,000. Under this proposed amendment, if [ under- 
standit correctly, the bank would be compelled to pay 5 percent 
upon that income. 

The question which occurs to me is how are these wage-earn 
ers, these mechanics, these poor servant girls who have from 
week to week and month to month made their deposits in the 
bank as a profitable investment, to pay the income tax of 5 per 
éent, and is it not discriminating against the very class of peo- 
ple whom my friend wants to benefit? 

Mr. PEFFER. In the first place, the object of the amend- 
ment is not specially to benefit any class of people, but it is to 
procure revenue for the Government from sources that are amply 
able to supply it. 

In the second place, answering the other part of the Senator's 
question, if the Senator will examine the bill further along he 
will find that the details classifying the different grades of in- 
comes and for the purpose of exempting the classes of savings 
and investments to which he refers and others are quite amply 
arranged; and we will come to those provisions as we go along 
with the bill. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I congratulate the majority of the 
Senate upon its new leadership. The Senator from Kansas has 
taken pains to inform the Senate and the country that the in- 
come-tax provision which we are discussing now is a doctrine 
which belongs peculiarly and almost exclusively to his party. 
There are some upon this side of the Chamber who, until that 
statement was made, labored under the delusion that in some 
form or other this is a Democratic doctrine. TheSenator from 
Kansas insists that the majority must not take the wind out of the 
sails of the Populist party by adopting the doctrine. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is right. This is one of the first principles 
ever enunciated by the Populist party. They have adhered to 
that principle in season and out of season for a number of years. 
They have been constant in its advocacy, and I suppose they ar 
now about to witness the triumph of that principle in the Sen 
ate of the United States. 

Mr. President, in what I said inexplaining my position to-day 
I intended to cast no improper reflection upon the Populists or 
Socialists as citizens of our country. The Senator says that I 
have not defined what constitutes a Socialist or a Populist. 
There are differences of opinion in the public mind as to what 
the Socialists believe in. If 1 understand it correctly, they be- 
lieve ina paternal government; they believe in the redistribu- 
tion of property; they believe —— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. Lamspeakingof the Socialists now, not the Pop- 
ulists. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
this point. I understood him to say that the Populist party be- 
lieves in a redistribution of property. 

Mr. HILL. I said I was speaking of the Socialist party. I 
shall come to the Populist party in a few moments. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wish to say to the Senator from New 
York 

Mr. HILL. The Senator need notreply toasuggestion I have 
not made. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope he will treat it with all candor. There 
is no more alliance between the Socialist organization of the 
United States and the Populist party than there is between the 
Democratic party or the Republican party and the Socialist 
party. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senater oblige the Senate and myself 
by giving us his idea of what the Socialist party believe in? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can only state in a general way that I under- 
stand they believe inacommunity of interests. I know nothing 
about the ramifications of their doctrine. I hope the Serator 
from New York will be candid—I believe him to be a candid 
man—and frankly state to the country, if he has not known until 
this time that the Populist party is a distinct organization, with 
not the slightest connection with socialism as it is commonly 
understood, and that Populism simply means that this Govern- 
ment is a government of the people and. shall be administered 
by the people of this country in their interest 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator's illustration of what the Populist 
party believe in is a pretty general statement. I suppose all 
good citizens might indorse that portion of the doctrine. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may say to the Senator from New York that 
I do not live among Socialists. There is not a Socialist in the 
State of Nebraska that I know of, and there never was. Hailing 
from the State of New York, where Socialism reigns to a con- 
siderable extent, the Senator from New York ought to be some- 
what familiar with it. I know nothing about it myself except 
in a general way. 

Mr. HILL. ‘he Senator has not given usa very clear idea of 
what the Populist party believe in. I knowsomething about the 
Socialists. [ started to say that they believe in a paternal gov- 
ernment. They believe in the limitation of the property which 
men may acquire. They believe in the regulation of wages. 
They believe in a redistribution of property. They believe in 
sharing property alike,as one family. They are like the Popu- 
list party in the fact that they both believe in an income tax. 
I do not know that I can tell the precise difference. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say, if the Senator will permit me, 
that if the Socialists believe in an income tax, in that respect 
they agree with the Populist party, and that is the only partic- 
ular in which there is any similitude between the two organiza- 
tions. 

Mr. HILL. Are you entirely sure of that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Do not the Populist party believe in the govern- 
mental control and management and ownership of the railroads, 
the telegraphs, the banks, and other institutions of the country? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Sir; not in that sense. 

Mr. HiL&. In what sense, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party does believe in the gradual 
reduction of the railroads and telegraphs of this country to Gov- 
ernment ownership in the interest of the Government —— 

Mr. HILL. No matter in whose interest. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it does not believe—and the Senator over- 
steps himself when he says so, no Populist on the face of the 
earth ever said it—that the Government should own the banks 
of the country or institutions of that kind. The Senator from 
New York simply shows that he knows nothing at all about the 
Populist party when he makes that statement. 

Mr. HILL. We are finding out a good deal about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. You will find out about it after awhile. 

Mr. HILL. DolI understand that the Senator believes, like 
the Socialists in that respect, that the Government should con- 
trol and manage and own the telegraphs of the country and the 
railroads of the country? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have said to the Senator from New York—— 

Mr. HILL. Cannot the Senator answer the question directly? 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will be candid enough to 
accept my statement. Idonot know what the Socialists believe. 

Mr. HILL. I have informed you to some extent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know you have informed me, but if you have 
informed me ascorrectly what the Socialists believe as you have 
what the Populists believe, then Iam betrayed into believing 
that you know nothing about either one of them. 

Mr. HILL. I think I have described both nearly accurately. 
I have shown that in a general way both believe in paternal 
government. I have shown in a general way that both propose 
to control some of the most important institutions of the coun- 
try. I have shown that both agree inanincome tax. You may 
differ in some small details, and undoubtedly you do. So do all 
parties. I might define the difference in this way: The Popu- 
fist party is the Socialist party. ‘The Socialist party is the Popu- 
list party, only a little more so. Once & man was asked to de- 
fine the difference between rheumatism and gout, and he said 
‘‘ The gout isthe rheumatism, only a little more so.” And sol 
say the Socialist party is the Populist party, only a little more 
so. They are simply in advance of your propositions, just as 
undoubtedly this income-tax principle is ahead of the views of 
some of the people. 

I have no doubt that very soon we shall have some Democrats 
advocating these principles. Where youonce make afalse step 
it isnot easy tostop. 1 saw in the other House the other day, 
ten ortwelve Democratic Representives, elected by Democratic 
votes, stand up in that House and seemed to be proud of the 
fact that they are advocates of the Henry George single-tax 
theory, and the next thing we shall hear will be that doctrine 
crowded down our throats upon some sort of an appropria- 
tion bill or tariff bill. They are simply a little ahead of us. 
We are coming up to them rather slowly on some principles of 
tariff—— 

Mr, ALDRICH. 
ask a question? 

sz, HILL. 


Will the Senator from New York allow me to 


Yes. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Does he not understand that the income tax 
is supported by the Socialist party, by the Populist party, and 
by the Democratic party with afew honorable exceptions simply 
asa means for the redistribution of wealth? I have heard no 
other argument advanced on the part of any advocate of thig 
scheme except that it is in part a proper redistribution of the 
wealth of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. VEST. Did not the party of the Senator from Rhode 
Island originate it in this country? Did you not propose the 
first income-tax law? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New York will yield to 
me, I should like to challenge the statement of the Senatorfrom 
Rhode island. I never heard that statement made by either 
party as to the income tax—never. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has 
the floor. " 

Mr. HILL. I had. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me a 
question, or a suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; asingle question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a suggestion. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that both the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties have committed themselves to anincome tax. The 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whom I do not see in 
his seat at this time, in a speech delivered in this Chamber a 
few years ago, defended it as the most equitable and just tax 
that was ever laid by the Government. It has been defended by 
the Supreme Court of the United States as a just and equitable 
tax. So both the Republican and Democratic parties have been 
guilty of this—— 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Nebraska wants to make a 
speech he will have ample opportunity when I get through. If 
he wants to ask a question T am always glad to hear him, and 
will answer as best I can. 

Mr. President, as there seem to be no advocates of an income 
tax upon this side of the Chamber who are willing to defend it, 
of course it is proper 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not need any defense. 

Mr. HILL. It is proper, of course, that the Senator from Kan- 
sas should assume the advocacy of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly the Senator from New York 
does not want to make a statement of that kind. I fairly and 
squarely and openly defended the income tax when this debate 
was opened. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And nineteen out of every twenty Demo- 
crats are in favor of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator does not mean to say that 
nobody on this side of the Chamber is ready to defend the tax? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will understand, I suppose, that I 
was referring to the debate to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, well, Idid not so understand. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill say to the Senator from Indiana that he 
did, in his first speech made in defense of this bill, advocate the 
income tax. I will go further, and state that I have looked up 
the Senator's record, and that years ago he advocated an income 
tax in a speech in the other House. I will say, however, that 
the income tax was dropped substantially by the common con- 
sent of nearly all of both parties. 

The Senator from Kansas has referred to the fact (I do not 
know what relevancy it has to this discussion) that the people 
in Massachusetts are richer than the people of Kansas. Sir, 
Massachusetts is an old settled country. It would be strange, 
indeed, if in the short time Kansas has been in the Union, Kan- 
sas should have acquired the wealth existing in the State of 
Massachusetts. I do not understand from his remarks that he 
intends to say that Massachusetts people have acquired their 
wealth except under the Jaws of the land, honestly and fairly. 
He does not make any such charge. 

The Senator also speaks of the high rate of interest the citi- 
zensof Kansas are compelled to pay for money. Whofixes that 
rate of interest? Is not that rate of interest fixed by your State 
government; or, if it is not fixed by your State government, has 
not your State government the right to fix the rate of interest, 
and fix it at any rate it pleases. If the people of Kansas are 
obliged to pay 10 per cent for money they can regulate it by the 
laws of their own State. 

The Senator says that the West and South have made the 
East. He says, ‘We have opened up your harbors.” Our har- 
bors were opened up before your part of the country was ina 
state of civilization. ; ; 

Sir, I am not here to cast any reflection upon any portion of 
our country. I am simply here to suggest that our interests are 
in common. 

A man said to me the other day; ‘‘I do not know that I blame 
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you, Senator, for op nosing the income tax. Of course it taxes 
the great State of New York; you will probably have to pay at 
least a third of the entire taxes of the country; but it is not 
specially aimed at New York, Thatisamerecircumstance. It 
is aimed at the wealth of the country, and you happen to have 
the wealth of the country.” The suggestion which [ made, and 
suggest now, is that then we might prepare a bill here for the 
purpose of taxing the prairies of the West and the plantations 
of the South; the tax would not be aimed at the West and 
South; it would tax you simply because of the fact that you have 
all the prairies and all the plantations. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator knows that would be regarded as 
direct taxation and we could not levy such a tax except in pro- 
portion to population. We would get it then. 

Mr. HILL. I am notso certain what thisGovernment can do 
in the light of legislation which is now taking place. I am not 
so certain that some one will not come in here from Kansas or 
somewhere else and claim that it is constitutional. I think it 
would be just as constitutional, just as proper as this income 
tax. 

I have hoped that with the Supreme Court as now constituted 
this income tax will be declared unconstitutional. Ihave never 
talked with a lawyer or the bench of a court who has not stated 
that he believes this is a direct tax, and therefore unconstitu- 
tional. 

I am not talking in the face of the former decision, but when 
you speak of the decision made by the Supreme Court and say 
that it was a proper decision and really comprehends the whole 
situation of the time, I have only to refer you to the numerous 
other decisions made in those war times, at least when we Demo- 
crats did not believe in the propriety of the decisions. Sir, the 
times are changing; the courts are changing, and I believe that 
this tax will be declared unconstitutional. At least I hope so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr.ALLEN. 1 desire tosay that [hold in my hand the 102d of 
the United States Supreme Court Reports, the case of Springer vs. 
The United States, page 586, which cites the previous cases upon 
the subject of direct taxation; and I wish to say to the Senator 
from New York that I believe 

Mr. HiLL. Iamentirely aware of that decision, and referred 
to it in my previous address. The Senator can {give me no in- 
formation on that subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can give you some information you have not 
given the Senate, and that is, that for seventy-five yedrs the Su- 
preme Court of the United States have held that nothing is a di- 
rect tax under the Constitution of the United States except a 
capitation tax and a tax upon land; and they have held that this 
was a capitation tax. 

Mr. HILL. They have never held that doctrine, except in 
that Springer case. 

Mr. ALLEN. They held it in—— 

Mr. HILL. They referred, of course, to other decisions from 
which they were disposed to make that decision. 

Mr. ALLEN. They held—— 

Mr. HILL. Wait a moment; Ican not yield to the Senator. 
You can make a speech afterwards. I yield if you desire to ask 
me a particular question, but Imustobject to the Senator, every 
time I take the floor, seeking to inject a speechinto my remarks. 
I decline to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say that that was held in the Hilton 
case nearly seventy-five years ago. 

Mr. HILL. They have not decided that particular question. 

Now, Mr. President, we stand confronted with the fact that 
this is a tax advocated by both the Populist and the Socialist 
parties. Thatis conceded. It was suggested here in the dis- 
cussion which was going on that both parties were responsible 
for an income tax in its original enactment. Sir, it was enacted 
during the war. It was enacted by both parties. It was en- 
acted as a war tax, defended as a war tax, defended because it 
was necessary, and, like all war taxes, it did not proceed upon 
any principle; it proceeded upon the ground of absolute neces- 
sity. And yet we are told now that both parties must be re- 
garded as having been committed as to its propriety. It was 
repealed by both parties and enacted by both parties. There is 
no reason for its enactment now. 

The Senator from Indiana interrupted me to say that this in- 
come tax had advocates upon this side of the Chamber. That 
is true, and the last man who advocated it was the Senator him- 
self, who showed conclusively that the tax is not necessary for 
the revenues of the Government. According to his own figures 
such a tax need not be imposed. 

Mr. President, this discussion started upon the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. In so far as that amendment pro- 
poses to make the exemption $1,000 instead of $4,000I agree 
with him. If we are to have an income tax, let it be a consist- 
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ent one. Letit be based upon principle. Let it be something 
that we can defend. Let us have some precedent for it in some 
country somewhere on the face of the globe. 

Where is your precedent for this? Has anybody cited it? 
Where can it be found? If youare adopting English customs 
and English laws, then take English exemptions. It has been 
shown here in the debate that $750 is the only exemption al- 
lowed in Engtand. Here the exemption is $4,000. Why was it 
placed at this large amount? Has anybody explained? The 
Senator from Indiana did not explain in his speech. 

So far as a graduated income tax is concerned, the Senator 
from Kansas is consistentin it. It is approved in the Populist 
platform. He is right in advocating it here. I do not believe 
init. I believe that if incomes are to be taxed, substantially 
all the incomes should be taxed. 

I believe that the exemption should be a small amount cor- 
responding with exemptions as to siniilar matters. The prop- 
erty of a man is liable to execution, but a small amount, of 
course, is exempted for the benefitof himself and family, though 
never a large amount; homestead exemptions are simply for a 
small amount. The whole theory of exemptions is that they 
are matters of charity and governmental favor. To talk about 
exemptions below $4,000 is ridiculous and absurd, and it brings 
the party into public contempt that enacts it. 

I can not vote for the full proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas. A separate amendment unquestionably will be offered 
for $1,000; and I shall vote for that, though not because I favor 
an income tax at all. Then I think it will be proper to offer an- 
other one for $2,000 and another one for $3,000. Let us line up 
on this question. DoSenators know whofirststarted this propo- 
sition of $4,000? Does it meet your approval? I do not believe 
it. Do you think you can defend it? t do not believe Senators 
around me think they can. 

[ explained in my remarks made in April last just how much 
property $4,000 of income would represent. I do not care to 
repeat what I then said upon that question. Four thousand 
dollars’ exemption is not for the benefit of the poor man, because 
a man who has $4,000 income derived from an investment in prop- 
erty is a man fairly well off. 

The point to which I desire also to call attention (and I might 
as well speak of that now as any other time) is the tax of 2 per 
cent. I desire to moveanamendmentat the proper time reduc- 
ing that rate to 1 per cent. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the distin- 
guished Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report (in which 
not this tax was recommended, but simply a limited and re- 
stricted tax upon corporations) recommended a tax of | per cent. 
The President of the United States in his annual message, in 
which that same kind of a tax was recommended, did not recom- 
mend 2 per cent or even 1 per cent. He simply says ‘‘a small 
tax.” I think 2 per cent is unnecessarily large, unless there can 
be producedfrom the Treasury Department orsome expert some 
carefully prepared statistics showing that this amount is neces- 
sary for the Government. 

One per cent, in my judgment, will produce adequate revenue. 
I regret to differ with my friend from Kansas upon this subject. 
I have agreed with him frequently when I thought he was right, 
but I disagree with him now when I think he is wrong. 

Mr. President, a graduated income tax is not necessary in 
this country. It is not demanded by business interests. If you 
are to have an income tax at all in this bill, let it be a certain 
rate of percentage fixed upon a given amount of income. 

So far as that is concerned, I agree with the committee. 

Mr. President, I did not vote upon the question as to when 
the income tax should goin operation. AsIdo not believe in 
a permanent income tax and I do not believe in a temporary in- 
come tax, of course I should prefer it for a shorter time than for 
a longer time, as Gen. Grant once said he preferred to pay a 
large sum to a larger sum, and sol should be in favor of the 
shorter term. But why is the limit fixed here that the income 
tax shall exist until 1900? I have already called the attention 
of the Senate and the country to the fact that no political party 
which has been approved by the people has advocated this tax. 
I have called your attention tothe fact that the Representatives 
in the other House who were the first to vote for the imposition 
of this tax were not elected upon any such issue. 

Why adopt this provision now? Why insert it in this tariff- 
reform bill, so called? There was no necessity forit. Why not 
wait until the people next fall can have a chance to pass upon 
the question; and if in the elections this fall it is discovered 
that they approve of this measure, it can then be enacted in due 
time. 

The object is to place this tax beyond the control of the next 
Congress. Of course, the President, if he approves the bill, 
will stand committed to this tax for five years, and the members 
of Congress who may be returned in response to the voice of 
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the people will be powerless to carry into effect the demands of 
the people, because you have put it out of the power of the peo- 
ple to secure a remedy. ; | , 

That is the object. You propose to extend its existence until 
after three Congressional elections have been held; and you do 
it for the very purpose of thwarting the will of the people. 
Therefore, [ say a proper amendment would be to limit its op- 
eration for one year, and if the people next fall see fit to repu- 
diate this income tax, then it would stand more of a chance of 
being repealed than if the time for its expiration had been put 
off for a long period. 

But Iam not here simply to quibble upon details of time. I 
am opposed to this as a system; I am opposed to it because it is 
un-Democratic; I am opposed to it because it is a war tax which 
our people did not vote for; I am opposed to it because I am op- 
posed to the procedure of inserting such a tax in a tariff-reform 
bill. . 

As I said to-day, I repeat now, could you not pass a tariff-re- 
form bill without this tax? Is this the sinequa non? Will you 
have nothing else? Do you mean to say that tariff reform can 
go tothe dogs, but you must have this income tax? Thatisthe 
spirit which seems to actuate those who urge this tax upon the 
people. 

Mr. HARRIS. My anxiety to get on with the bill induces me 
to move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I should like to have the yeas and 
Days. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have every disposition not to thwart the 
fullest debate that may be desired by Senators; but after three 
months of constant discussion—and the income tax has had a 
very large amount of it—I regret the —- and the necessity 
of yielding to it, but I must yield to it, if Senators insist upon 
debating this amendment. Does the Senator insist upon it? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee that this is a great, far-reaching, and very difficult 
question of public law and constitutionallaw. Ithas only been 
discussed incidentally, with the exception of speeches by one or 
two Senators, when the other provisions of this tariff bill were 
up. It does not seem to me, therefore, that the fact that the 
tariff has been pending since the 7th of May, or whenever the 
modified tariff scheme was finallyagreed upon, now not less than 
five weeks, is a reason for pressing it forward. 

Of course the Senator from Tennessee knows very well that 
if any one desires to engage with him in a contest of parlia- 
mentary tactics, there are ways enough to secure all the debate 
which any Senator should desire; as, for instance, suppose when 
a Senator moves an amendment, he accompanies it by a motion 
to indefinitely postpone the bill, then debate is unlimited de- 
bate, and that can not be laid on the table. But nobody wants 
to go into that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not complain of the promptitude with which I withdrew the 
motion at his request. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I only complain of the promptitude with 
which the Senator rose 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam anxious to reach an end of the consider- 
ation of this bill. Of course, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
desired to debate the amendment, I withdrew the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I was speaking of a general policy. The Sena- 
tor very courteously has withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. President, I was somewhat surprised that the usually 
courteous Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] not only misun- 
derstood soentirely something which I said, but that he adhered 
to his statement resting upon that misunderstanding after I had 
disclaimed the argument to which he undertook to reply. 

I never said as a reason for objecting to the income tax that 
the men whom it reached would commit frauds to get rid of it. 
[never thought so. On the contrary, | am in favor of a high 
protective tariff, and I concede that raising money in that way 
presents a hundred temptations and a hundred opportunities 
for fraud where an income tax would present ten. 

WhatI said very briefly was that human nature everywhere 
was such that men disliked to have the details of their private 
affairs made public, especially to their rivals and competitors, 
and I illustrated it by the case of a man who was engaged in a 
very large textile industry, and who made all his profits when 
‘his competitors were losing by the saving which he made in the 
cost of pasteboard boxes in which his material was delivered. 
That is all I said on that subject. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas says that the people 
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of Massachusetts and of the East seem to be plundering his peo- 

ple, charging them great rates of interest, and are getting rich 
| while his people are getting poor. The census settles all that. 
| The reports of the census show that during the last ten years 

the population of Kansas has been growing marvelously ag com- 
pared with ours, and they have gained at the rate of $148 per 
capita in their accumulated wealth, while we have gained only 
at the rate of $23 per capita—over seven times as much. They 
have been piling up money out in the excellent, honest State of 
Kansas seven times as much as we, and increasing very much 
| faster than we have in the number of men. Where does the 
plunder come in if that census is to be trusted? 

It is true that the rates of interest in new States are greater 
than in old States, and that you have to pay 6 or 8 per cent in 
Kansas, where you pay 4+ and 5 per cent in New England and 
New York. The reason of that is obvious. In the first place, 
the investment is at a distance, and not next door; and in the 
next place, the rate of interest depends on the sense of obliga- 
tion of thedebtor. It is a question solely of security, and the 
rate depends upon the condition of the laws for the collection of 
debts and the condition of public sentiment, which treats an ob- 
ligation to pay them as an obligation of honor. Wherever in 
the United States the rate of interest is high, except in fairly 
new communities where the soil is just being broken, it isowing 
to some condition of the law or of public opinion. 

Do you suppose any man in Wall street or in State street pre- 
fers to have his money lie idle in the bank to getting 5 or 6 per 
cent in Kansas? Do you suppose that any man in Wall street 
prefers his money to lie idle to loaning it to a town in Massa- 
chusetts or a town in Connecticut at 3 percent? One of the 
Connecticut towns borrowed for thirty years at a rate averaging 
2.7 per cent. I suppose those sharks in Boston or in New York 
would have been very willing to lend their money at 5 per cent, 
if there was an equal certainty of its return. 

Mr. President, I do not like to be called upon to answer an at- 
tack on the State of Massachusetts from the State of Kansas. 
There is not a profounder feeling of affection on the part of one 
political community on this earth for another than that which 
prevails universally in the bosoms of the people of the State I 
and my colleague represent towards those from the State of Kan- 
sas. The history of her freedom, the history of her struggle 
for life, the history of the brave deeds of the men who went 
upon her virgin soil is a Massachusetts story. 





Who crossed the prairies, as of old 
Their fathers crossed the sea, 

To make the East, as they the West, 
The homestead of the free. 

The men of Massachusetts and of other New England States 
helped do that thing, which is one of the noblest and proudest 
pc. ot in the history of-human liberty; and nothing which the 
Senator from Kansas can say, whether in the heat of debate or in 
the coolness of reflection, can extort from me any sarcasm or 
gibe for the people of that glorious State, or can excite in the 
breast of any true son of Massachusetts anything but a feeling of 
affection and pride for the people of that noble Commonwealth. 

I wish to say in regard to what the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HiLL] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] said 
about the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Springer 
vs. the United States, 102 United States Reports, that that de- 
cision was made by six judges; only two, Mr. Justice Hunt and 
Mr. Justice Clifford, then one of the two Democratic representa- 
tives upon that. bench, taking no part whatever in the decision. 
It was a conclusion in regard to which the profession in this 
country was divided; and the one essential consideration in re- 
gard to that decision is that it did not appear that any part of 
the income tax assessed upon Mr. Springer, the plaintiff in that 
case, was assessed on the income from real estate. He returned 
an income of $50,000, but it does not appear from what source it 
came, 

So, the great question—it being conceded that a tax upon 
real estate is unconstitutional, except when made in propor- 
tion to population (and whatever else a direct tax means it 
means that)—is still unsettled by judicial decision in this coun- 
try whether, being prohibited to tax real estate as a principle, 
you can get around it by taxing the income of real estate, by 
taxing everything which gives it its value. Real estate from 
which an income can not be obtained is valueless, and untax- 
able on that account. ; 

There being a constitutional provision adapted and designed 
to prohibit a tax on real estate by the General Government, ex- 
cept in a certain way which nobody would resort to, I hold it 
preposterous to say that you may say to the owners of that real 
estate, ‘‘we will tax you in proportion to the income which it 
yields.” It is the same thing, not universally, but generally and 
in substance, and that is an open question in this country as a 
judicial question. I should advise a client to test it if 1 were 
consulted as counsel; and I warn gentleman in this body who are 
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voting for this thing in obedience to a supposed party exigency, 
in opposition to their individual judgment, that they are very 
likely to imperil the entire provision if they leave this matter 
of the income fro ym real éstate to be included in it. 

Mr. President, whatever speech or whatever silence may pre- 
vail in this Chamber, I know too well the able lawyers on the 
other side of this aisle not to be sure that they agree, I do not 
mean in the final conclusion, but in the gravity, in the impor- 
tance of everysuggestion Ihave made. Willmy honore dfriend 
from Al: ibama the chairman of the Judiciary Committee | Mr. 
PuGH], or my honored friend from Kentucky (Mr. L INDSAY], 
one of the most eminent lawyers of the always able bar of that 
rreat State,or my honorable friend from Delaware [{Mr. GRAY], 
whom his countrymen have thought of as fitted for the 


very highest judicial position in this country, or my honor- | 


able friend from Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES], with his long expe- 
rience, rise in his seat and say here that he thinks that itis not 
a question of the gravest doubt whether, the Constitution pro- 
hibiting you to tax real estate, you can turn around and tax the 
income from real estate? The courts have said nothing about 
it: the question has not yet 
to modify this bill or to encounter the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the t 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator withdraw that i 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, certainly. 


Mr. GRAY. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon; I shall not | 


ask it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask for ~ yeas and nays. 


The yeas and uays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when his name wascalied). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], who has 
been called from the Chamber. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question if present, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. 

CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana |[Mr. POWER}. 

Mr. CAMERON (when hisnamewascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina |Mr. BUTLER], and make this 
anno uncement for the day. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from De laware (Mr. Hicars]. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. MorGAN’S name was called). I desire 
to say that the Se nator from Alabama [Mr. a has just 
received a telegram announcing the death of his brother, Irby 
Morgan, at Nashville , Tenn., and will not be in the Senate 
Chamber this evening. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota |[Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
but I hava received a message from him that he favors the in- 
come tax, oad therefore I take the liberty of voting. I vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who has been called 
away on account of sickness in his family, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I desire to state that 
he agrees with me on this vote, and I therefore vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr.GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [{Mr. 
NILSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], and vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senatorfrom Texas [Mr. MILus], and 
voted supposing that he was in the Chamber. I understand he 
has not voted, and therefore I witdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. ILinquire if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 


Tam paired with 


[ am paired with the 


The Senator from Oregon has not 


Allison, Blanchard, Cockrell, Davis, 
Bate, Brice, Coke, Faulkner, 
Berry, Carey, Cullom, Frye, 
Blackburn, Chandler, Daniel, Gibson, 


been decided, and you have either 


The question is on the motion of | 
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Gray, Lodge, Proctor, Vilas 
Harris MeMil Puch, Voorhees 
Hawley, Mitche Ransom, Walsh 
Higg Murphy, Roach, Washburn, 
Hoar, Palmer, Shoup, White 
J V Pasco, Smith 
Jones, Ark. Patton, Turpie, 
Lindsa Perkins Vest, 
NAYS—5 

\ Y squ re r 
Ky 

) Galling Pettigrew, 
Bs r George lL, Platt 
Go! ! Me Pherst m, Power, 
Ca Gorman Manderson, Quay, 
( H Martin. Sherman, 
Cameron Hansbrough, Mills, Stewart, 
Dixon Hil Mitchell, Oregon Wilson, 
Dolpt Huptot Morgan, Wolcott. 
Duboi irb; Morrill, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 
CONTUMACIOUS WITNESSES. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to make two reports from the special 
committee to investigate the charges of bribery, one in relation 
to the refusal to answer of Henry O. Havemeyer, and the other 
in relation to the refusal of Mr. Searles. To these reports are 
appended the views personally entertained by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I move that the reports be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis so order 

The reports referred to are as follows: 

{Senate Report No. 48, Fifty-third Congress, second session 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATE 


June 21, 1894.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. DAvVis, from the Special Committee to Investigate Attempts at Bribery 
etc.. submitted the following report 

The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen 
ate of May 17. A. D. 1894, as follow s: 

Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 








York, that bribes have been offered to certain S« mat rs to induce them to 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and 

Whereas it has also been stated in a signed articlein The Press, a new 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sums 
of money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: Therefore 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have bee: 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any politica 
party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legislation 
and whether any Senator has been or is ones in what are know 




































igar stocks during the consideration of the t t bill now before the Sen 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oat 
R lved further, That said committee be authorized to investig in 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed beforeit alleging 
the act on of any Senator has n ¢ fuptly or i rope influenced 
the consideration of said bill, or that any attempt has been made inf 
1 @ rislation ’’— ; 
| have atrended to their duties sofar as they have n it in cert 
I have been pre ited by reason of the ut er ifter 
1 eave » report in part as follow 
In pursuance of said resolution the said >m in the Cay n 
lay of May, 184, at 10 o’cloc ‘is a fter the examination of 
ee 1 matters embraced in the first paragra he said resolution, t 
ce t > proceed é to investigate further th a er ubmitted to the 
l + Said resolution nd on t! 2th day of J e, A. D. 1894, the committee 
embled, one Henry O. Havemeyer, who had been du 
emae ummoned as a witn to appear before said committee 
i ired and submitted to be examined as a witness i 
3 was duly sworn by the chairman of said committee 
After certain testimony had been given by him his examination wa 
his 1est, continued until the 1 d f June, A. D. 1804, at whi \ 
I ppeared, and the testimony of the said Henry O. Havemeyer havir 
1 resumed, further proceedings were had before the committee and t) 
) wing testimony was taken 1 the course of which he was asked certa 
uestior to which questions he madethe following wers andr 
yanswer 
Senator ALLEN. Had you or the ny contri 1 \ 
mpaign fund in New York 
r. HAVEMEYER The Dem cratic car 
Senator ALLEN. Yes 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Do you mean the national car paign ft ind 


Senator ALLEN. The De mocratie State « ampaign fund of last year? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. I W have to answer that in the aflirmatiy 
Senator ALLEN. Relativel » What amount 
Mr, HAVEMEYER. To a moderate amount, 

Senator ALLEN. Have you any o ction to stating what it was 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will havetolookthatup. Lhavenot charged my mind 





Senator ALLEN. Did you also contribute something to the Republican 
campaign fund? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 


Senator ALLEN. What is your recollection as to the fact 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. The local fund? 
Senator ALLEN. Yes; t he S ate fund; thatis, for the State campaign. 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. We Vays « lothat. I have not the amount in my mind. 
Senator ALLEN. So you¢ contributed as a matter of fact to both parti s 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. I wiil not say I contributed to the Repubiican party 
without refreshing my memory 
Senator ALLEN. Is it to your best recollection that you did contribute to 
both the Republican and Democratic campaign funds in New York? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. I do not think we did contribute to the Republican 
Senator ALLEN. In 1892 did you contribute to either party’ 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. ‘The local parties? 
Senator ALLEN. The national parties? 
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Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir; but always tothe local parties. Let that be 
distinct 

Senator ALLEN. You contributed to the local party, that is, the State 
party, in 1802? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I would have to refresh my memory on that. Ido not 
think we did 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to either party or both parties in the 
State of New York in the election of 1892? - 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I do not think we did. 

Senator ALLEN. You do not think you did? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. NO, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you a distinct recollection that you did not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. My recollection of it is that we made no contributions 
during the year 1892. 

Senator ALLEN. Did any member of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany contribute to the campaign in New York in 1892? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Not that I am aware of. 

Senator ALLEN. Did youcontribute individually? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. To neither party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And you know of no one who did contribute? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, No, sir. Contributions to local political organizations 
have always been made by corporations, before the trust and by the trust 
and the American Sugar Refining Company, and no doubt will continue to 
be. Itis a very suitable and proper thing to do. 

Senator ALLEN. You say it is a suitable and proper thing to do? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Why should the American Sugar Refining Company con- 
tribute toeither of the political parties in the State of New York? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have large interests in this State; police protection 
and fire protection. They need everything that the city furnishes and gives, 
and they have to support these things. Every individual and corporation 
and firm, trust, or Whatever you call it, do these things, and we do them. 

Senator ALLEN. And you contribute to both — with the expectation 
of whichever party succeeds your interests will be guarded? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have a good deal of protection for our contribution. 

Senator ALLEN. You expect protection from whichever party succeeds? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Do you expect that simply from the Democratic party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We 7 protection from the police and fire depart- 
ment, and anything that the State local organization can give. 

Senator ALLEN. Therefore you feel at liberty tocontribute to both parties? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It depends. In the State of New York, where the Dem- 
ocratic majority is between 40,000 and,50,000, we throw it their way. In the 
State of Massachusetts where the Republican party is doubtful, they proba- 
bly have the call. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of Massachusetts do you contribute any- 
thing? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Very likely. 

Senator ALLEN. Whatis your best recollection as to contributions made 
by your company in the State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I could not name the amount. 

Senator ALLEN. However, inthe State of New York you contribute to the 
Democratic party, and inthe Commonwealth of Massachusetts you contrib- 
ute to the Republican party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is my impression that wherever there is a dominant 
party, wherever the majority is very large, that is the party that gets the 
contribution, because that is the party which controls the local matters. 

Senator ALLEN. Then, the sugar trust isa Democrat in a Democratic State 
and a Republican in a Republican State? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. As far as local matters are concerned, I think that is 
about it. 

; Senator ALLEN. In the State of Maine you control the refinery at Portland, 
do you not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. That is defunct. We would not give anything to the 
State of Maine. 

——- ALLEN. In the State of Pennsylvania where do your contribu- 
tions go? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. Pennsylvania is a Republican State, and your contribu- 
tions probably go to the Republican party, do they not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It would be a local matter. If Philadelphia was—— 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of your nativity, or the nativity of your cor- 
poration, New Jersey, where do your contributions go? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. I understand New Jersey is invariably a Democratic 
State. It would naturally go the Democratic party. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Under the theory I have suggested if they were there it 
would naturally go to them. 

Senator ALLEN. What, in round numbers, is the amount annually con- 
tributed by the American Sugar Refining Company to the different political 
parties for campaign purposes? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. There is no fixed amount. I could not guess at it. 

Senator ALLEN. Does it amount to $100,000? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, no. 

Senator ALLEN. Did the American Sugar Refining Company contribute 
anything in 1892 towards securing the nomination of any particular individ- 
ual to the office of President of the United States? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Nothing in a national shape in any manner, shape, or 
form. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to what is known as the “‘Anti-Snap- 
per fund?” 

: Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. You did not contribute to that at all? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. There is no doubt about positiveness on that point. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of California, did you contribute to the cam- 
paign fund of the Democratic or Republican party there? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I know nothing about that. 

Senator ALLEN, That is the Western Refining Company, in which you 
have a half-interest. Does that contribute anything? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I know nothing about that. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of Louisiana you contribute, however, do 
you not? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I know nothing about that. 

Senator ALLEN. Who would know about Louisiana and California? 

ae. HAVEMEYER. I believe Mr. Spreckels is the president of the Western 
refinery. 

Senator ALLEN. And this money that you contribute to these different 
parties for campaign purposes—— 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Local campaign purposes. 

Senator ALLEN. Certainly; loca campaign purposes—that money comes 
out of the corporation of the sugar refining company? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 


Senator ALLEN. And is a part of the expenses of the ec 9 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, a . he company? 

Senator ALLEN, Charged up on your books as expenses? 

_. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. : 

Senator ALLEN. And the books of your refining company w 
amount of money which te have annually contributed tq ee 
political parties and the Statein which it was contributed and the ‘ t uve 
which it was contributed, would they not? : party to 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I don’t think it shows in that form. 

Senator ALLEN. How would it show—as so much money? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It would show that a payment was made,and that pay- 
ment would have to be explained by the party who made it, ’ ew 

Senator ALLEN. Made to some particular individual? 

Mr. HEVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. He would have to render an account, which would not ge 
upon the books, ag to the manner in which that money was expended? ~ 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. He would have to expend it in conformity with the in- 
structions of the board. 

Senator ALLEN. The manner in which he did expend it actually would 
not appear upon your books? ; 

Mr. AVEMEYER,. NO, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you been in the habit of expending any money in 
connection with State Legislatures? dre 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yousmean in the campaign of the State? You do not 
mean in the Legislature itself? 

Senator ALLEN. I mean in influencing State legislation. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, never. We have contributed to local campaign 
parties, but never in the way of influencing legislation, and we never con- 
tribute with any obligation. 

Senator LODGE. I will ask you whether any money has been contributed 
by the sugar trust or any member of the sugar trust toward securing or aid 
ing the election of any United States Senator? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. None whatever. 

Senator ALLEN. Can you ascertain the amount? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I can ifI apply to the books. 

Senator ALLEN. Will you do it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. If it is the order of this committee, I wiil do anything 

Senator ALLEN. That is, as to each of the different States in which money 
has been contributed? , 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. If that is the order of the committee, I will get it. 

Senator ALLEN. So far as I am concerned, I request of the witness, Mr 
Havemeyer, to produce full data as to all money contributed by the Ameri 
can Sugar Refining Company, or any of its officers on its account or in its 
interest, in the different States of the Union, in 1892 and 1893, for politi¢al 
purposes of any political party, whether national, State, or local 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. As to national, I willanswer now, no; thereis none. As 
to others, there is. 

(The request of Senator ALLEN was granted by the committee, and Mr. 
Havemeyer asked an opportunity to consult his counsel before furnishing 
the data called for.) 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 13, 1894. 


The committee met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: SenatorGRAY (the chairman), and Senators LINDSAY, DAVIS, 
LODGE, and ALLEN. 


SWORN STATEMENT OF H. O. HAVEMEYER—CONTINUED. 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. Havemeyer, you have stated that you wish to 
make a statement of some kind. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is in relation to the answer that Iam to make to that 
last interrogatory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of it with you? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir [handing a paper to the chairman]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The interrogatory is as follows: 

‘*Senator ALLEN. So far as lam concerned, I request of the witness, Mr 
Havemeyer, to produce full data as to all money contributed by the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company, or any of its officers, on its account or in its 
interest, in the different States of the Union in 1892 or 1893, for political pur- 
poses, to any political pers , whether national, State, or local.’’ 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. WhileI am rfectly willing to answer any material 
matters, under advice of counsel I decline to answer about outside matters. 
I decline to answer about local contributions. I know of nothing given to 
the national campaign. There exists no bargain of any nature, and never 
claimed that the company was entitled to anything except what its merits 
required. ° 

he CHAIRMAN. Is that the answer you desire to make to this question? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. That is the answer. 


a + * 7” * « ” s 


Senator ALLEN. Since your examination yesterday you have consulted 
counsel as to the propriety of answering questions with reference to divulg- 
ing the amount of money that you paid for election purposes in the differ- 
ent States? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. As to making any answer. 

Senator ALLEN. And in declining to answer the question put to youI ob- 
served that you read your answer from a piece of paper? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Was that answer prepared by you or by your counsel? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. By me. 

Senator ALLEN. Under the direction of your counsel? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir; under the advice of counsel. 

Senator ALLEN. I do understand you, however, to say and repeat, that in 
States where you have a financial interest, at least where the sugar refining 
company has an interest as refiners, you do contribute to either the Demo- 
ceatl or a party, as one or the other may be in the ascendency in 
that State 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We do for local and State purposes, but not national. 

Senator ALLEN. You never contribute to the campaign fund of a party in 
the minority? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We may; I will not say we do not. 

Senator ALLEN. Your policy, however, is to stand in with the ruling 

ower? 
Parr. HAVEMEYER. Not to ‘stand in,” but to contribute to the cumeaign 
expenses of that party, for the reason that they, being in power and con- 
trol, it could give us the protection we should have. 

Senator ALLEN. And by that means you placate—— 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Oh, no; there is no placation or obligation at all; noth- 
ing more than we consider the proper thing to do; everybody does it. 

enator ALLEN. Does ny other corporation in these same States do the 
same th: that you know 

Mr. Havigweun. I understand every individual, corporation, and firm ia 


existence do it in their respective States. 
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Senator ALLEN. So the American Sugar Refining Company’s politics, so 
far as its contributions tu the campaign fund is concerned, is controlled by 
the political complexion of the State in which it happens to have a particu- 
lar refinery? oo 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. The American Sugar Refining Company has no politics 
of any kind. =: 

Senator ALLEN. Only the politics of business? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Only the politics of business. 

Senator LINDSAY. You say the company is separate and distinct from the 
officers and stockholders; each man has his own politics? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have nothing to do with politics in any shape or 
manner. Our business is the refining oi sugar at a slight profit that is con- 
sistent with a reasonable return on the industry. 

A copy of the subpoena by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, together 
with acopy of the certificate of service thereof is hereto attached and marked 
Exhibit A. 


EXHIBIT A, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Congress of the United States; 
To Henry 0, Hnvemeyer. greeting: 


Pursuant tolawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear before 
the special committee, appointed May 17, 1894, of the Senate of the United 
States forthwith, at the committee room Privileges and Elections, United 


subject-matter under consideration by said committee. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the’pains and penal 
ties in such cases made and provided. 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United 
States, to serve and return. 

Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 6th day of June in 
the year of our Lord 1894. 

GEG. GRAY, 
Chairman Special Committee. 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

I do appoint and hereby empower B. W. Layton to serve this subpoena, 
and to exercise all the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested 
by the within order. 

R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., J une 7, 1994. 


I made service of the within subpoona through my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named Henry O. Havemeyer at No. 117 Wall street, New York 
City, at 11:30 o’clock a. m., on the 7th day of June, 1894. 

R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of the United States. 


In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to said witness 
was a proper question, and pertinent to the question under inquiry before 
the committee, and was necessary to make the examination ordered by said 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witness is incontempt of the Senate, 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
his various refusals to answer the questions as herein set forth, has violated 
the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such cases made and pro- 
vided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
chapter is as follows: 

“Suc. 102, Revised Statutes. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or 
to produce papers upon any matter under inquiry before either House or 
any committee of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the question 
under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of not more than $1,009 nor less than $100 and imprisonment in a com- 
mon jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

‘*SEC. 103. No witness is privileged torefuse to oe to any fact or to pro- 
duce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either House of 
Congress or by any committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
testimony to such fact or his production of such paper may tend to digrace 
him or otherwise render him infamous. 

‘*SKo. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, fails 
to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case May be, shall certify the 
fact uncer the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the 
District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for their action.” 

Wherefore, the committee report to the Senateto the end that the Prest- 
dent of the Senate may certify as to said witness his aforesaid failure to tes- 
tify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, and all the facts herein, under the 
seal of the Senate, to the United States district attorney for the District of 
Columbia, in order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner 
and form provided by law. 

C. K. DAVIS. 
H. C. LODGE. 
WM. V. ALLEN. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 


In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding the 
witness, Henry O. Havemeyer, I have to say‘that I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate and be required to there purge himself of 
a of which heis guilty, or be summarily punished for refusing 
to do so. 2 
an therefore, recommend the adoption of the following resolution by the 

senate: 

“ Whereas Henry O, Havemeyer, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned 
by a select committee ot the Senate, and being lawfully required to testify 
before said committee has, as appears by the report of said committee, re- 
fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by said 
committee: Therefore, 5 

‘** Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrantin due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body of said Henry O. Havemeyer, to show cause why he 
should not be punished for contempt, and in the mean time to keep the said 
Havemeyer in custody to await the further order of the Senate.” 

Respectfully submitted. 


WM. V. ALLEN. 
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[Senate Report No. 486, Fifty-third Congress, second session. } 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATBS, 
June 21, 1894.—Ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Special Committee to Investigate Attempts at Bribery 
etc., submitted the following report: 
The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen 
ate of May 17, A. D. 1894, as follows: 

W bereas it has been stated inthe Sun. a newspaper publishedin New York, 
that bribes have been offered tocertain Senators toinduce them to vote 
against the pending tariff bill; and 

‘Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in The Press, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large 


| sums of money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: There- 


fore 

* Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appoirited to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legislation, 
and whether any Senator has been or is speculating in what are known as 
sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff,bill now before the Senate 
and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths 

* Resolved surther, That said committee be authorized to investigate cnd re 
port upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 


: |} the action of any Senator has been corruptly or improperly influenced in 
States Senate, then and there to testify what you may know relative to the | 


the consideration of said bill, or thatany attempt has been made to so influ 
ence legislation ’’— 

have attended to their duties so far asthey have been able, but in certain 
respects have been prevented by reason of the matters hereinafter stated, 
and ask leave to report in part, as follows: 

In pursuance of said resolution the said committee met in the Capitol on 
the 2lst day of May, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m., and, after the examination of 
certain matters embraced in the first paragraph of the said resolution, the 
committee proceeded to investigate further the matters submitted to them 
by the said resolution, and on the 13th day of June, A. D. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one John E. Searles, who had been duly subpoenaed 
and summoned as a witness to appear before said committee, then and there 
appeared and submitted to be examined as a witness. The witness was 
duly sworn by the chairman of said committee. 

In the course of his testimony the said witness was asked certain ques- 
tions and refused to answer the same. The testimony in the course of 
which such questions were asked him and such refusals by him made is as 
follows: 

Senator ALLEN, I will _— that question. I see you and [radically dis- 
agree upon that, and probably always will. The American Sugar Refining 
Company is in the habit of contributing money for campaign purposes to 
the different political parties, is it not? 

Mr. SEARLES. It has done so; yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Has it done so each year of its existence 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not know that it has done so each year, but it has done 
so from time to time. 

Senator ALLEN. Did it do so in 1892? 

Mr. SEARLES. It did. 

Senator ALLEN. In what States? 

Mr. SEARLES. I can not enumerate the States. 

Senator ALLEN. According to your best recollection, in what States 

Mr. SEARLES. I should not care to testify directly on that point, unless—— 

Senator ALLEN. The resolution embraces that inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. SEARLES). Unless what? Finish your sentence, 

Mr. SEARLES. Unless it does come within the province of thisinquiry. I 
do not understand that it does. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. SEARLES. Kindly show me how it does 

The CHAIRMAN, The resolution under which we are acting reads in this 
way: 

‘Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any political 
party for campaign or election purposes, or to secure or defeat legislation 

Mr. SEARLES. In answer to that question with reference to any contribu- 
tions to secure or defeat legislation, 1 answer emphatically, no. 

Senator ALLEN. You misapprehend the scope of the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis what we want to get at, whether there has been 
any. 

denator ALLEN. Let me show you where you misapprehend it 

** Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, toany political 
party for campaign or election purposes, or tosecure or defeat legislation.” 

There are several distinct propositions embraced in that. 

Mr. SEARLES. There have been no contributions made by thecompany, to 
my knowledge, with any view to pendinglegislation on the sugar question 

The CHAIRMAN. Or to secure or defeat legislation? 

Mr. SEARLES. Nor to secure or defeat legislation 

Senator ALLEN. I willask you, in the languageof this resolution, whether 
any contributions have been made by the sugar trust or any person con- 
nected therewith to any political party for campaign purposes? 

Mr. SEARLES. Such contributions have been made locally, but with no ap- 
plication, or with no purpose to influence legislation. 

Senator ALLEN. In what States have contributions of that kind been 
made? 

Mr. SEARLES. I can not answer definitely on that point. 

Senator ALLEN. Havethey been made in the State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain as to that. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of New York 

Mr. SEARLES. I think they have. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of New Jers 

Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain as to that. 

Senator ALLEN. Have they been made in the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SEARLES. Nor am I certain as to that. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of Ohio? 

Mr. SEARLES. © have no knowledge of any such. 

Senator ALLEN. How are these contributions made? That is, are they 
made and charged up to the company, or made by some officer or membe; 
of the company on behalf of the company? 

Mr. SEARLES. They have been made by some officer of the company, usu 
ally, I think, by its president. 

Senator ALLEN. And are charged to the expense account of the company 
are they not? 

Mr. SEARLES. I think they are. 

Senator ALLEN. Would your books show a contribution to the campaigr 
fund of any party? 

Mr. SEARLES. No, sir. 
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Senator ALLEN. How is the entry made upon the books of the company? 

Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain astothat. It has been made, I think, an 
individual matter 

Sevator ALLEN. It would be charged to some member of the company. 

Mr. SEARLES. I am not certain as to these entries, how they are made. 

Senator ALLEN. What officer or member of the company usually disburses 
the money that is appropriated to campaign purposes? 

Mr. SEARLES. I think that what has been done in that direction has 
usually been done through the president. 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. H. O. Havemeyer' 

Mr. SEARLI Yes, sir 

Senator ALLEN. Does he 

Mr. SEARLES. He does 

Senator ALLEN. Is it explained? 

Mr. SBARLES. No, sir; there is no explanation. 

Senator ALLEN. Just a verbal explanation? 

Mr. SEARLES. That is all. 

Senator ALLEN. There is no account of that that is carried back on the 
books after the expenditure of the money, is there? 

Mr. SEARLES. I could not say as to how tbat is. 

Senator ALLEN. If Mr. Havemeyer was charged with $100,000, to be ex- 
pended in donations to political parties for campaign purposes, hovy would 
that item be balanced on the books? 

Mr. SEARLES. I could not answer that question. 

Senator ALLEN. You have access to the books, have you not? 

Mr. SEARL&S. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. You have noticed these items. have you not? 

Mr. SEARLES. Lam aware that there are such entries? 

Senator ALLEN. You are a member of the board of directors, are you not? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And these matters have come before the board of direc- 
tors for adjustment, have they not? 

Mr. SEARLES. My impression is that they have been reported to the board. 

Senator ALLEN. Do you know as a matter of fact that they have? 

Mr. SEARLES. I think they have. 

Senator ALLEN. What amount was expended by your company in the 
campaign of 1802? 

Mr. SEARLES. I must decline to answer that question. 

Senator ALLEN. On what grounds do you decline? 

Mr. SEARLES. On the ground that it is not within the province of this in- 
quiry 

Senator ALLEN. Do you decline because it would lead to further inquiries 
that would criminate you or anybody belonging to your organization? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline simply because I am advised that inquiries as to 
locai contributions are not within the province of the committee. 

Senator ALLEN, If you contributed to the campaign fund of 1892, when 
there was a Presidential election, membersof Congress,and members of the 
Legislature, whose duty it was after being™elected to select Senators and 
that selected Senators, one in the State of New York and the State of New 
Jersey, and these contributions were used for general election purposes 
there, you would not claim, then, it was donated for merely local purposes, 
municipal purposes, would you? 

Mr. SEARLES, { have no knowledge of any such contributions. 

Senator ALLEN. You are the treasurer of the company? 

Mr. SEARLES, Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And have been for the last two or three years or more? 

Mr. SEARLES, Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN, All money paid out by that company is paid out by you, 
is it not? 

Mr. SEARLES. No, sir; not necessarily. 
that of the president. 

Senator ALLEN. Only on your order or that of the president? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you paid out any money for campaign purposes 
Goring the years 1892 and 1893 as treasurer of the American Sugar Refining 

Jompany? 

Mr. SEARLES. Only for such as I have spoken of. 

Senator ALLEN. Local purposes? 

Mr. SEARLES. That is all. 

Senator ALLEN. When you say local purposes, you mean contributions to 
the State campaign fund? 

Mr. SEARLES, I think that would be included. 

Senator ALLEN. And that was in 1892? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. When Harrison and Cleveland were candidates for the 
Presidency? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And it was to be used in the same election where these 
men were candidates, was it not? 

Mr. SEARLES. I should think it was to be used at that time. 

Senator ALLEN. You know as a matter of fact it was. Do you not know 
as a matter of fact it was to be used by the political party to whom it was 
contributed for all general purposes connected with the election that fall? 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not know that. 

Senator ALLEN. You supposed at the time it was to be used that way? 

Mr. SEARLES, I have no knowledge of the way it was used—as to whether 
it was used for general purposes or not. 

Senator ALLEN. Upon the questionas to how it was used, or for whom it 
was used, or for what purpose it was used, you know nothing? 

Mr. SEARLES, Precisely. 

Senator ALLEN, And did not want to know anything at the time? 

Mr. SEARLES. I made no inquiry, if that is what you mean. 

Senator ALLEN. What sum did youcontribute to the Democratic campaign 
fund in the State of New York in 1892 that was used for the purpose of con- 
ducting the campaign in that State, at which time Cleveland and Harrison 
were candidates for President of the United States? 

Mr. SEARLEs. I must decline to answer that question for the reasons 
stated, 

Senator ALLEN. You did contribute some money, did you not? 

Mr. SEARL&S. I think an amount was contributed. Personally, I have no 
knowledge what it was now. 

Senator ALLEN. And it was charged to the account of the American Sugar 
Refining Company? 

Mr. SEARLES. Charged to the account of the American Sugar Refining 
Company, 

Senator ALLEN. And you decline now to state the amount? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir 

Senator ALLE? t $100,000? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to state the amount. 

Senator ALLEN. Was it over $100,000? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to say. 

Senator ALLEN. Was it less than $100,000? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to state. 

Senator ALLEN. Why do you decline to state? 


make an account to the board of directors? 


It is paid only on my order or 


Mr. SEARLES. Because I do not understand that is within the province of 
your inquiry. - 

Senator ALLEN. Do you not decline to state simply bec; sy . » 
was disreputable and unlawful to contribute this money pause you know it 

Mr. —— ae, aes - ~~ admit anything of the kind. 

Senator ALLEN. You think it is perfectly laudable for the . : 
Refining Company to contribute large sums of money, by the han Sugar 
dollars, for the purpose of influencing elections in this country, do you? PF 

Mr. SEARLES. I have always understood for many years that it is the 
custom of both parties to solicit from corporations and individuals contri- 
butions for the carrying on of their political campaigns, and that it is the 
custom of corporations and individuals to respond to such invitations. And 
with that understanding, and what I believe to be a general custom, the 
American Sugar Refining Company has made such contributions at times. 

Senator ALLEN. Do you believe itis perfectly proper for a corporation, 
the value of whose stocks may be affected by national legislation, to con. 
tribute its funds to the success or defeat of one political party or the other? 

Mr. SEARLES. I think as parties are now managed that is proper. 

Senator ALLEN. And the American Sugar Refining Company, as a com- 
pany, was actuated by a high sense of patriotic duty in contributing this 
money, I suppose? 

Mr. SEARLES. That is a pleasant way of putting it. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to the Democratic fund of New York 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to the Republican fund of New York? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to answer that also. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to both of them? 

Mr. SEARLES. I also decline to answer that. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you contribute to the Populist fund of New York? 

Mr. SEARLES. I also decline to answer that. 

Senator ALLEN, Or the Prohibition fund, or any other fund? 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to answer as to any fund. 

Senator ALLEN. What return did you expect the American Sugar Refin- 
ing Company to receive for the immense sum of money you put into the 
campaign fund of 1892 in New York? 

Mr. SEARL&#S. I am not aware of any expectation in that regard. 

Senator ALLEN. You do not mean to say that you are in the habit of con- 
tributing large sums of money to any enterprise without expecting some 
pecuniary return, do you? 

Mr. SEARLES. I have learned long since the truth of the colored man's 
— on that—“ Blessed am dose who expect nuffin, and dey doan’t get 
nuffin.” 

Senator ALLEN. I appreciate that; but you do not mean to say as a busi- 
ness man and as a business proposition that your corporation would con- 
tribute to either the Democratic or Republican party in the State of New 
York, or any other State, without expecting any return, either directly or 
indirectly, some pecuniary benefit, do you? 

Mr, SEARLES. I mean to say this, that under the existing custom, ourcor- 
poration, being a corporation which has large property interests, has been 
called upon to contribute by the political parties and has done so without 
any definite understanding as to any benefits to be received thereby, but 
by reason of the property interests of the corporation and of its large rep- 
resentation of capital—— 

Senator ALLEN. Now, while you had no definite contract or understand- 
ing with the managers of the political parties to whom you have contrib- 
uted, is it not true that you expected favorable consideration from the 
party that succeeded in getting the control of the national legislation or 
national affairs—what you cali *‘fair treatment” of your interest? 

Mr. SEARLES. I have always believed that we would get for a proper pre- 
sentation of our business industry and it needs fair protection from either 
party aside from any contributions or anything else. 

Senator ALLEN. You realize, I suppose, as I do, that every sane man acts 
from some motive? 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. The American Sugar Company's contribution to the cam- 
paign fund of 1892 must have been actuated by one of two things, either a 
high sense of patriotic duty to some political party or the expectation of 
acquiring some benefit from the contribution when it was made, some _ 
cuniary benefit. Now, which was the motive that inspired you in making 
that contribution? 

Mr. SEARLES. I should say the patriotic duty. 

Senator ALLEN. I think that is all I want to ask you, Mr. Searles. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were asked whether the contributions that were 
made by the sugar trustinthe campaign of 1892 were actuated by certain 
motives? . 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Assuming that such contributions were made, are you 
referring now to the contributions which you have said were made locally? 

Mr. SEARLES. Those are the only contributions made by the company. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what States were they made? 

Mr. SEARLES. I can not state that definitely. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make a personal contribution? 

Mr. SEARLES. Idid. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what party? ‘ 

Mr. SEARLES. In the State of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what party? 

Mr. SEARLES. Is it within the province of the committee to inquire into 
my private contributions? 

The CHarRMAN. I simply ask the question, and am not called upon to pass 
upon it. 

Mr. SEARLES. I decline to answer, it being a private matter. 

Senator LopGE. Mr. Havemeyer stated yesterday that the Sugar Refining 
Company contributed money in New York and in Massachusetts. Do you 
remember any other State in which they contributed? 

Mr. SEARLES. I should not attempt to state the States in which contribu- 
tions were made, 

Senator ALLEN. And in New Jersey? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Have these contributions been made in campaigns prior 
to 1892, to your knowledge? 

Mr. SHARLEs. I think so. : 

Senator LODGE. Do you know whether contributions were made in any 
Western States? 

Mr. SEARLES. I have no knowledge on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a statement here in an article published in the 
Philadelphia Press, which article was part of the occasion for the formation 
of this committee, that an appeal was made tothese men, meaning the sugar 

n, for money: Y 
ms Thesubscriptions may have been given as individual contributions, but 
such gift was a pure fiction if it was made in that way. It was a sugar- 
trust subscription to the national campaign committee in return for pledges 
which were afterwards insistently demanded to be redeemed.”’ 

Is that true, to your knowledge? _ 

Mr. SEARLES. I know of no such subscription. 

The CHAIRMAN— 
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he subs« riptio 1 Was the maguilicent sum of 500,006 And at another 
place in ‘this article there will be reported a distinct and emphatic adm 
sion of this subscription and pledge from one of the highest ofiicers of the | 
Government of the Unite ad $ te 
Do you know of an} ich subscription to the national campaign « I 
tee of either party 
ir. SEARLI l know of no such contri yn 
The CHAIRMAN. “A part of this money bought Colorado for the Po 
list Do you know of any such purchase as that 
\ SEARLES. No, sir 
The CHAIRMAN. “A part of it brought about Populist allianc t 
wher 
Mr. SEARLES. I know of no such 
The CHAIRMAN. “ A-part of it was used in Illinoi Do you know of any 


ich purchase 
Mr. SEARLI 
The CHAIRM 
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instrumental i ng those alliances and i ig those purchasable 
or discontented elements Whose action upon election day caused such a 
tounding results in the West 
SEARLES. I have no knowledge of any such transaction as those r¢ 
ferred to in the art »read 
Senator LODGE. Do you know of any money being given for the local ca! 
paign in Colorado 
Mr. SEARLI [dono 
Sen DGE. Or? 
Mr Idon 
% ue Ke x ES 
! LEN. Were youapproached by any person on behalf of the na 
tion ratic or Republican central committees in 1892 to contribute to 
the ca fund of that year, either individually or in behalf of the 
pa 


ir. SEARLES. I do not remember to have been solicited in that way 

Senator ALLDN. No one asked youas an individual'to contribute, or asked 
youas an officer to have the company ee 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not remember any such request. 

Senator ALLEN. All the way through when you speak of local contribu- 
tions I understand you to} wn contributions to the State organizations 
of the party, whichever par tmay be. For instance,if youspeak of local 
contributions in the State of New York to the Democratic party, you mean 
tothe Democratic organization in the State, do you not? 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not know as to the organization, but for 
poses, Whatever that may have been. 

Senator ALLEN. Were your contributions large 
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State pu 

r in 1892 than they were in |} 
Mr. SEARLI I could not say as to that 

Senator ALLEN. What is your best recollection 

Mr. SEARLES. I do not remember 
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LEN. Have you any objection to producing your books, mow 


means the con utions that were made “by the sugar ‘trus 
purposes in the last few years, in 1892 and 1893! 
ps. [ shall decline to do anything of that kind 

Senator ALLEN. You should decline to do it 

Mr. SEARLES. Yes, sir. 

A« opy of the subpoena by which said witness was commanded to appeat 
anid te stif fy before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, together 
with a copy of the certificate of service thereof, is hereto attached and 
marked Exhibit A 
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SENATE OF THE UNITED STATI 
Office oy the Se *gqeant-at-Arm 


Ido appoint and hereby empower B.W. Layton to serve this subpoena, and 


toexercise all authority in relation thereto with whichI am vested by 
the within or 





Serqeant-ut-Arms of t Senate of the 


WASHINGTON, DC., June 18, 1894 


I made serviceof the 2 ithin subpoena through my deputy, B. W. Layton 
by the within-named J. Searles at Arlington Hotel, Washington, D. C 
1 o’ciock p. m. on the 13th day of June, 1894 


R. J. BRIGHT, 
Serge ant-at-Arms, Senate of the United States. 

In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to said witness 
Was a proper question and pertinent to the question under inquiry before 
the committee, and was necessary to make the examination ordered by said 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witnessis in contempt of the Senate 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
his various refusals to answer the questions asherein set forth, has violated 
the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such cases made and pro 
vided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes.of the United States, which 
chapter is as follows: 

“Seco. 102, Revised Statutes. Every person who, having been summoned 
as a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony 
or to produce papers upon any matter under inquiry before either House 
any committee of either House of C oOngress, willfully makes default, or who 
having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the question 
under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a 
fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than $100, and imprisonment in a com 
mon jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

SEC. 103, No witnessis privileged to refuse to testify toany fact or to pro- 
duce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either House of 
Congress or by any committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
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Mr.GRAY. By the same committee, Iam also directed to 
submit a report in the case of Mr. John Macartney, a witness 
who refused to answer certain questions propounded by the 
committee. 

The report is as follows: 

Report No. 487, Fifty-third Congress, second session. | 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

June 21, 1894.—Ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GRAY, from the special committee to investigate attempts at bribery, 
etc., submitted the following report: 

The special committee, under and in pursuance of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 17, A. D. 1894, as follows: 


Vhereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and 

‘*Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article inthe Press, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of largesums 
of money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That a committee of tive Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made by the sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to any politi- 
cal party for campaign or election purposes or to secure or defeat legisla- 
tion, and whether any Senator has been or is speculating in what areknown 
as Sugar stocksduring the consideration of the tariff bill now before the Sen- 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths. 

‘Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
the action of any Senator has beén corruptly or improperly influenced in 
the consideration of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so in- 
fluence legisiation”’ 
have attended to their duties so far as they have been able, but in certain 
am ge shave been prevented by reason of the matters hereinafter stated, 
and ask leave to report in part as follows: 

In pursuance of said resolution the said committee met in the Capitol on 
the 2ist day of May, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m., and, after the examination of 
certain matters embraced in the first paragraph of the said resolution, the 
committe proceeded to investigate further the maters submitted to them by 
the said resolution, and on the 19th ney of June, A. D. 1894, the committee 
being duly assembled, one John W. Macartney, who had been duly sub- 
poenaed and summoned as a witness to appear before said committee, then 
and there appeared and submitted to be examined asa witness. The wit- 
ness was duly sworn by the chairman of said committee. 

In the course of his testimony the said witness was asked certain ques- 
tions and refused to answer the same, as will more fully appear by the fol- 
lowing copy of his testimony, viz: 

SWORN TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. MACARTNEY. 


Senator ALLEN. Mr. Macartney, where do you reside? 

Mr. MACARTNEY, My house address? 

Senator ALLEN. No. The city in which you reside. 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Washington. 

Senator ALLEN. What is your occupation? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I am in the banking and brokerage business in this city, 
and am a member of the New York Stock Exchange. 

Senator ALLEN. Are you in partnership with any other gentlemen? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Noone has any interest in my business except myself. 

Senator ALLEN. What is the name, or has been the name, of your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Corson & Macartney. 
ago, and I bought his interest from his estate. 

Senator ALLEN. Is the business conducted in your name? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I have never changed the firm name. 

Senator ALLEN. It is just Corson & Macartney, of ,which you are sole 
owner? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I am sole owner. 

Senator ALLEN. Do you know Mr. E. R. Chapman, of the firm of Moore 
& Schley, of New York City? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. Have you seen him here within ten Gare? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Recently; Ican not say whether within! ten days or not. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you see him after he was subpoenaed to testify before 
this committee? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. After he had been on the stand and testified and been 
excused here, did you see him? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I did. 

Senator ALLEN. At your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. You are the agent of his firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No, sir; notagent. Weare only the correspondents of 
Moore & Schley here. They have no interest in my business, and I have no 
interest in theirs. 

Senator ALLEN. But you transact business on the stock exchange through 
them? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Through them; thatis it. 

Senator ALLEN, How many conversations did you have with Mr. Chap- 
men at that time, or about that time? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not recollect. He was at my office, because it was 
the natural place for him to go when he was in Washington, but {I do not 
know how many times I talked with him. 

Senator ALLEN, After he had first been examined and excused until the 
next day, did you see him that evening? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I did. 

Senator ALLEN. At your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No; not at my office. 

Senator ALLEN. At what place? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I think Isaw him at the Arlington Hotel. 

Senator ALLEN. And who was in company with him? 

Mr. MACARTNREY. There wasn't anyone when I saw him. 

Senator ALLEN, No one but you two? 

Mr. MACARTNBY. That is all. 

Senator ALLEN. You did, however, at that time, or about that time, have 
a conversation with him at your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. He was in my office that day. 

Senator ALLEN, Was any United States Senator there with him? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No 

Senator ALLEN. Did you have any conversation in the presence of any 
United States Senator? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No. 

Senator ALLEN, Did he converse with any United States Senator in your 
presence? 
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Mr. MACARTNEY. No; not in my office nor elsewhere. 

Senator ALLEN. Has any United States Senator since the Ist day of Feb- 
ruary, 1894, transacted any business on the Stock Axchah of New York 
through your house in purchasing ,. sellifig Sugat stoclgs or certificates? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Now, I want to treat this committee with all respect 
but I must decliné to answer that question. — 

Senator ALLEN. On what ground do you decline, Mr. Macartney? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Because ip my own opinion this committee has no right 
toask such a question, and I am advised by counsel they have no such right: 
and by saying thatIdo a mean to convey inferéntjally to any fhémber of 
the committee that any Senator has speculated ih my office. I simply ré- 
fuse to answer as a matter of principle, and questioy the right of even this 
honorable committee to inquire into a private business. 

Senator ALLEN. Doyou not think that your refusal to answer implies that 
a United States Senator has operated or speculated through your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not think thatis so. I would not assume to answer 
= question if you asked if any Government clerk had dealt through my 

rm. 

Senator ALLEN. Has any Senator’s clerk, since the Ist day of February 
1894, dealt in sugar stocks or certificates through your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I decline to answer that question, not because they ever 
did, but simply upon the principle involved. ¥ 

Senator ALLEN. You mean to say that you decline to give any information 
upon this subject? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I mean that I can not tell the committee who]are or are 
not the customers of Corson & Macartney. 

Senator ALLEN. Notwithstanding it may involve the integrity of men who 
are legislating in national affairs? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. No matter who it involves, or who it does not, that is 
the decision I must adhere to. 

Senator ALLEN. You regard your duty to your own financial interest as 
superior to your duty as a citizen to the country at large? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not quite regard it in that light. 

Senator ALLEN. Do you put your refusal to answer this question or these 
questions, and to disclose the names of Senators and their clerks who havé 
speculated in sugar stocks during the last ninety days through your fitm, 
upon the ground that it will criminate you or expose you to ignominy? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not understand that any crime is charged against 
anybody. 

Senator ALLEN. Upon what precise ground, and upon what ground alone, 
do you base your refusal to answer these questions? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. On the ground that a committee such as this has notthe 
right to inquire who are or who are not my customers in & private business 
such as mine is. 

Senator ALLEN. Notwithstanding those customers may be United States 
Senators and their clerks? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Notwithstanding who they may be. 

Senator DAvis. Mr. Macartney, did I understand you to say that from 
your refusal to answer, no inference was to be drawn as to whether any 
Senator or his clerk had or had not speculated through your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not wish to create an inference in any direction by 
refusing to answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether you wish to create one or not, do you mean that 
your answer is justly susceptible of the inference that any Senator or his 
clerk has speculated through your office? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. It might be susceptible of any view of mind. 
same time I would not wish to convey that inference. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would yofi decline to answer the question put to you by 
Senator ALLEN just the same whether a Senator had speculated or had not 
speculated? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. It would be just the same; I would refuse to answer, as 
a matter of principle. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would refuse, even if no Senator had ever bought or 
sold sugar stock through you? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I would refuse to answer. 

Senator LINDSAY. You put it upon the ground that your business is a pri: 
vate business, and the public has no interest in it? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That isit exactly. 

Senator LINDSAY. You would have no objection to saying in an ordinary 
conversation, if asked, if such or sucha person was or Was not acustomer o! 
yours? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I would. 

Senator LINDSAY. In a letter published in the Philadelphia Press of May 
14, 1894, it is stated in substance that after the formulation of the present 
amendments to the tariff bill, which is now pending before the Senate, a 
copy of them was placed in the hands of the agent of Moore & Schley, at 
Washington, in the morning before he was out of bed. You may stateifa 
copy of that schedule was presented to you? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. It was not. 

Senator LINDSAY. When did you first see that schedyle? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. The first accurate knowledge I had of the schedule was 
when it was given to the press. 

Senator LINDSAY. You saw itin the press? , 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes; not in the Philadelphia Press, but in the newspa- 
pers generally. 

Senator LINDSAY. And you never knew of its existence before that time? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I never did. 

Senator LINDSAY. Do you know of any employé in your establishment to 
whom it was given before that? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. I will state for the information of the com- 
mittee that in an office like mine there are a great many speculators around, 
and a great many newspaper people come in. We hear avast number of 
rumors and gossip = a great many subjects. As pertinent to my busi- 
ness I talked sugar with anybody. e heard a great deal of rumor, but we 
had no real accurate information in regard to the amendments until every- 
body had it, and no employé of mine had, so far as I know, 

Senator ALLEN. Along about the 15th of February, 1894, were orders sent 
by you or by anybody in your employment to the New York Stock Ex- 
change for United States Senators, or any United States Senator, for the 
purchase of sugar stocks or certificates? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I must decline to answer that, upon the same principle 
involved in the other question. ce p 

Senator ALLEN. Were any such orders sent by any United States Sena. 
tor’s clerk or person in his employment? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I decline to answer that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the same reason? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. For the same reason. 

Senator ALLEN. You are aware of the statute which makes it your duty 
to answer, are you? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I think so. 

Senator ALLEN. You prefer to take your chances of indictment and pun- 
ishment here in the district? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. Yes; the ordinary consequences. 

Senator ALLEN, To answering the truth? 
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Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not say that 

Senator ALLEN. Well, you refuse to disclose the truth, do you not, by re- 
fusing to answer’ 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I only refuse to answer the question. 

Senator ALLEN. Don’t you conceal the truth in refusing to answer: 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I refuse to answer the question as to who are or who 
are not customers of my firm. 


Senator ALLEN. And you refuse to say whether you do or do not secrete 
the truth by your refusaltoanswer? — ; : 
Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not think that isa fair question 


Senator ALLEN. I desire you to answer the question. If you see fit, do so 
You seem to be master of the situation. 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I decline to answer that 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Macartney, do you not know that your refusal is based 
upon your purpose to secrete the names of Senators who have speculated 
through your firm? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. 

Senator ALLEN, Or their clerks? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. I do not. 

Senator ALLEN. And that it is your intention to shield all such persons a 
far as possible? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is not my intention at all. 

Senator ALLEN. And because you believe that to give their names would 
be injurious to your business in the future? 

Mr. MACARTNEY. That is not what induces my refusal at all, Senator. 

A copy of the subpeena by which said witness was commanded to appear 
and testify before the committee at the time and place aforesaid, together 
with a copy of the certificate of service thereof, is hereto attached and 
marked Exhibit A. 





EXHIBIT A, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Congress of the United States: 
To John W. Macartney, of Corson & Macartney, Washington, D. C., greeting: 

Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear be- 
fore the special committee of the Senate of the United States, to investigate 
attempts at bribery, etc., on Tuesday, June 19, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m., at the 
room of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, then and there to testify 
what you may know relative to the subject-matters under consideration by 
said committee. 

Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and pen- 
alties in such cases made and provided. 

To Richard J. Bright, Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States, 
to serve and return. 

' Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 18th day of June, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-four. 
GEO. GRAY, 
Chairman Special Committee. 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

I do appoint and hereby empower B. W. Layton toserve this subpoena, 
and to exercise all the authority in relation thereto with which I am vested 
by the within order. 

R. J. BRIGHT, 


Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate of the United States. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 19, 1893. 


I made service of the within subpoena through my deputy, B. W. Layton, 
by the within-named John W. Macartney, at No 1419 F' st. NW., Washington 
D. C., at 9.40 o’clock a. m., on the 19th day of June, 1894. 

R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, Senate of the United States. 


In the opinion of the committee each of the questions put to said witness 
Was & proper question and pertinent to the question under inquiry before 
the committee, and was necessary to make the examination ordered by said 
resolution of the Senate, and that said witness is in contempt of the Senate 
and merits to be dealt with for his misconduct; and that said witness, by 
his various refusals to answer the questions as herein set forth, has violated 
the provisions of that certain act of Congress in such cases made and pro- 
vided, being chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
chapter is as follows: 

Sxc. 102, Revised Statutes. Every person who, having been summoned as 
a witness by the authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or 
to produce papers a any matter under inquiry before either House or 
any committee of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or 
who, having appeared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the 
question under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punisha- 
ble by a fine of not more than $1,000 nor less than $100, and imprisonment in 
a common jail for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

“Sc. 103. No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to 
produce any paper respecting which he shall be examined by either House 
of Congress, or by any committee of either House, upon the ground that his 
testimony to such fact orjhis production of such paper may tend to disgrace 
him or otherwise render him infamous. 

“Seco. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, 
fails to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of 
the Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify 
the fact under the seal of the Senate or House tothe district attorney for 
the District of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before 
the grand jury for their action.” 

Wherefore, the committee report to the Senate, to tne end that the Pres- 
ident of the Senate may certify as to said witness his aforesaid failure to 
testify and his aforesaid refusals to answer, and all the facts herein, under 
the seal of the Senate, to the United States district attorney for the District 
ofColumpbia, in order that said witness may be proceeded against in manner 
and form provided by law. 

GEO. GRAY. 


WILLIAM LINDSAY. 

©. K. DAVIS. 

HENRY CABOT LODGE. 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN. 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 

In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding the 
witness, John W. Macartney, 1 have to say that I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate, and be required to there purge himself of 
nee of which he is guilty, or be summarily punished for refusing 

0 do so. 
sa therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolution by the 
enate: 

Whereas John W. Macartney, a witness, was heretofore duly summoned 
by a select committee of the Senate, and being lawfully required to testify 
before said committee, has, as appears by the report of said committee, re- 
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fused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to him by said 
committee: Therefore, / 
Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 


under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Art 
of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body of said John W. Macartney, to show cause why heshould 
not be punished for contempt, and in the meantime to keep the said Macart 
ney in custody to await the further order of the Senate 
Respectfully submitted, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN 

Mr. GRAY. Lam directed by the committee to request that 
the usual proceedings be taken in this case. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Before the Chair said ‘it will be so ordere 
desired to be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know what the order is? I rise 
to a question of order. 

Mr. HILL. That is the question Iam going to refer to now. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the order settled first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is upon the report of 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. The Chair will hear 
the Senator from New York upon that report. 

Mr. HILL. I assume that the two reports are deemed as now 
presented together. I suppose, as the Senator from Minnesota 
|Mr. DAVIS] is here, there is no objection to that being under- 
| stood for the purpose of raising this question. That should 
| have been done, of course. 

Mr. GRAY. That was the understanding. 

Mr. HILL. As both reports are now presented, I desire to 
make a motion for the purpose of raising the question. I move 
that the reports be not received. I dw not care about discuss 
ing the motion now, but at some later day I want to discuss 
that question. 

[ took the position when the other report was presented in re- 
lation to the newspaper correspondents that the Senate was pro- 
ceeding beyond its jurisdiction; that contempt proceedings 
would not lie; and I desire to take that same position now. | 
am fortified in that position by a minority report, which holds 
substantially, as I understand, that no contempt has been com- 
mitted. The point I make is that the Senate can control these 
reports. I made that point before on behalf of the two newspa- 
| per men, and | make it now. 

I simply desire to present my views upon that subject at some 
proper time. I suggest thatthe whole mattergo over. There 
ports have been presented and my motion that they be not re- 
ceived has been presented, and I ask that we may discuss the 
question at some future day. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the reports be printed. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; let them be printed in the mean time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isuppose the reports have been received and 
laid upon the table, where they properly belong, and that they 
will be taken up in their regular order and be discussed and con- 
sidered. I do not think we ought to undertake to sidetrack 
questions such as are presented by these reports. 

I desire at the proper time to be heard upon the question of 
the Senate’s jurisdiction, not only its jurisdiction to consider 
these matters, but its absolute duty to do so in the interest of 
the country; and I desire the reports to occupy their proper po- 
sition. 

Mr. DAVIS. The position of the majority of the committe 
whosigned the reportnow under consideration has been through 
out that in reporting the contumacy of witnesses it was merely 
performing a ministerial duty under the statute, submitting to 
the Senate what had taken place in the committee, from which 
certain consequences followed; namely, that it became the min- 
isterial duty of the Presiding Officer of this body to certify those 
transactions to the district attorney of the United States for the 
District of Columbia. 

I do not understand that the question of whether this report 
shall be received or not received is at all germane to the per- 
formance of that duty by the committee, or by the Presiding Of- 
ficer of the Senate, and I shall object to any concession of the po- 
sition of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hin], which may be 
implied by consenting that this matter may go over until another 
day. I shall object. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can not prevent me making the mo- 
tion I have made. I have talked with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [{Mr. ALLEN] and other Senators, and all sides want the 
matter to go over, as I understand, for discussion, and in the 
meantime, pending the disposition of my motion, that the pa- 
pers be printed. Does the Senator think we can dispose of the 
question to-night? 

Mr. DAVIS. The order has already been made that the re- 
port submitted by me shall be printed in the Recorp, and it 
will appear to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HILL. Thatis not the printing I want. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are printed under the general rule. 
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Mr.HARRIS. Irise toa question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee 
Btate his point of order. : 7 ; 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion that a report of a committee of this 


Avi’ 


will 


body shall not be received is not in order, is my point of order. | 
: 1 lof Mr Tdwards: ite tinal 

of Mr. Edwards and Mr. Shriver. 

be disposed of now; but I want toin- | 


Iam perfectly willing that that point of order may go over un- 
til an i 
terpose it. - 

Mr. HILL. I donot wantit disposed of now. 
COCKRELL. Let it go over. 


HANDLER. 


de his report there 


t may 


other time, or 


Mi 3 { 
was no order of the Senate made; 


| 
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down when the two correspondents were certified to the grand 
— —_— 


| jury, thatthe Vice-President, under the statute, was charged 


| with th 


» duty of certifying those parties for indictment when- 


| ever the proper certificate was returned to him %y the commit- 


tee, and that the Vice-President did so certify in the instance 
The same rule, I believe was 
1 ‘ m . oo 
followed as to Mr. Chapman. The same rule, I suppose, applies 
to these persons so far as they are certified to the Vice-Prasi- 
dent, for his certificate sending them to the grand jury, to be 


| indicted for their refusal to comply with the law. 


When the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. | 


So far as that part of the reports made in these cases is con 


| cerned, I suppose there is but one thing to do; and that is for 


nator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] made his report | 


1 
LLC 


ted that t 
Chair said, ‘‘It will be so ordered.” Now, if an order of that 
kind is to be entered upon the records of the Senate, I desire to 
object. It rais 
Senator from New York raises. 
Moo 


that 
nator from Delaware as by order of the Senate, 


ators, to say 


ported by the S 
y . 
York, as I understand, moves that the report be not received. 

If the certificate goes as a matter of course, that is another 
thing. I should not be prepared, I think, to vote against a cer- 
tification of this witness to the district attorney, but Iam inter- 
ested in the question whether or not that statute executes itself 
and authorizes the use of the seal of the Senate, without tho au- 
thority of the Senate, or even against the direction of the Sen- 
ate. There would stand upon the records of the Senate, unless 
I made this objection, the order of the Senate, certifying Mr. 
Havemeyer. I object to that, if Iam allowed to make that ob- 
jection or if I am in season in making that objection. 

\ir. DAVIS. I understood the point made, or intended to be 
made, by the Senator from New York [Mr. H1ILuj had been set- 
tled adversely to him, in substance, by the action of the Senate, 
or its nonaction, in the case of the newspaper correspondents. 

I want all these parties treated alike. If the action of the 
Senate is to stand against the newspaper correspondents, I want 
it to stand against these potentates of the sugar trust. I shall 
he prepared at any time to meet the Senator from New York in 
debate upon this subject if it boecomesinorder. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the Senate having taken the action that it did, practically 
closed the question as to them in a debate somewhat excited and 
pointed. 

[ object now to its being reopened without the most mature 
previous consideration, whereby, in comparison with the atti- 
tude in which we have put the newspaper correspondents, it is 
proposed to exempt these magnates of this great trust. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishouldlike toask the Senator from Min- 
nesota a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask whether he holds it would be out of 
order to move to recommit his report, or to move to recommit 
the report of the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HOAR. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether the 
statement the Chair made, ‘‘It will be so ordered,” was under- 
stood by him to impart an order of the Senate after objection 
was made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HOAR. The question was not disposed of, then? 

Mr. LODGE. When this committee reported the first two 
cases it was then held that after the report had been introduced, 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy] being recognized as 
making a privileged report, the mere fact of making that report 
closed the question. It was then settled by the Senate, and the 
President of the Senate acted upon that report without any fur- 
ther action on the part of the Senate—none whatever—and the 
two newspaper correspondents were thereupon certified to the 
district attorney. Subsequently the committee brought in an- 
other report that was recognized as a privileged report. It cer- 
tified Mr. Chapman for contumacy. There was nothing done; 
there was no action taken by the Senate; the same ground was 
held; and he was certified to the district attorney. 

The majority of the committee, representing for all purposes 
the committee, have now presented a report, certifying Mr. 
Havemeyer and Mr. Searles, and the committee as a whole has 
presented a report certifying Mr. Macartney. Icannot see, Mr. 
President, why there should be any change in the action of the 
Senate, nor do I see that the matter is otherwise than complete, 
as has already been held, when that report is presented, as it 
has been. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


Certainly not. 


Mr. President, I understood the rule to be laid 


usual proceedings take place, and the 


s the same question which the motion of the | 
[have been trying to get the | 
‘+, which has been occupied all the time by two or three Sen- | 
if a certificate is to be made in the case re- | 
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the Presiding Officer of this bo rtify these persons in a 
cordance with the statute. 

[In addition to the reports which have been made by the com- 
mittee, I have in each instance made an additional report, ask- 
ing that these different witnesses be called before the bar of the 
Senate and there required to purge’ themselves of contempt o: 
be punished summarily for refusing to do so. That portion of 
the report I suppose properly goes over and comes up for con- 


ly to c 


| sideration by the Senate; but the other is a mere matter of min- 
h to object for the same reason that the Senator from New | 


isterial duty upon the part of the Presiding Officer to certify. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. DAvis]forone moment. The report which was 
made by the committee; that is, bya majority of the committee, 
which is the committee, in the case of Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
Searles for contumacy, was made this afternoon when I was 
called out from my desk by some one in the reception room. 
The Senator from Minnesota and I, having had an understand- 
ing that the report would be made from the committee about 5 
o’clock, and that at the same time the dissent of two members 
of the committee to the report would be made as a report and 
filed with the report of the committee, I ask unanimous consent 
that the two reports may be considered as having been made at 
the same time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly; that was the understanding. 

Mr. GRAY. So that the order for printing may go with both 
and both be treated alike? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be taken. 

Mr.GRAY. The report made by the majority of the com- 
mittee is of course the report of the committee. Itseems to me 
that the course which has been taken in previous cases is the 
course that will be taken in regard to these reports, for they 
are reports from the committee in just the same sense as the pre- 
vious reports were, which happened to have been made unani- 
mously. 

The only difference is that in these two cases two members of 
the committee could not agree with the majority as to the juris- 
diction in regard to the particular questions asked, or as to the 
pertinency of the questions to the inquiry then under investiga- 
tion. They have filed the statement of the grounds of their dis- 
sent. Thatcloses the matter so faras they are concerned. The 
committee through a majority of its members have made the 
report, and the law makes it incumbent upon the Vice-President 
to certify the cases to the district attorney. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Delaware to 
state what the minority report is? Whatis the report of the 
two members who dissented? “ 

Mr.GRAY. The report just states the ground of dissent of 
two members of the committee as to the jurisdiction of the 
Senate and the committee over the questions upon which the 
report treats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator from Delaware holds that 
the report of the majority of the committee requires the Vice- 
President to certify the facts to the district attorney. 

Mr. GRAY. Ofcourse. The report of the majority is the 
report of the committee, and the status of the report and the 
status of the case before the Senate, so far as the Vice-Presi- 
dent is concerned, is precisely as if the whole committee had 
made the report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As ifthe twomembers had not dissented? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir; of course. 

Mr. HARRIS. The state of the case is simply this. A com- 
mittee of this body has on this day made two reports, which 
have been received, and they are lying on the Clerk’s desk. In 
that condition of affairs the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLu} 
moves that the reports shall not be received. They havealready 
been received. But if he had —— the report and made 
that motion, I should have still raised the question of order that 
such a motion was out of order. Having made the motion sub- 
sequently, I raise the question of order that his motion is not in 
order. That is a question for the Chair to decide and is not de- 
batable, and I shall not undertake to debate it. Other sugges- 
tions are that the Chair shall consult the Senate with respect to 
a different branch of the case, as to whether the President of 


Without objection, that course will 











CONGR 





the Senate shall obey the law or shall not obey it. Tha is all } 
there is in this case. 
Mv. HULL. So much is conceded, that the two reports are 
recurded as having been esen to the Sen it the same 
time. At the very same moment when they were presented 1} « 
entered a motion that they be not received. The Senator from 
Te ssee NOW rai the parliamentary point that my motio 
is out of order. Of course that question gan be discussed : 
it een sidec [ do not desire to doi night. Thesi 
ple point hI desire to have the Senate de and decide 
intellige: , has not the Senate a control over the presenta- 
tion of reports of com: 1ittees? 
The right of the committes to present the report de 
uj Upon the point that certain witnesses have refused | 





to answer questions material totheinquiry. Two honored mem- 
bers of the committee, representing this side of the Senate, have 
made a minority 1 sport, saying that these questions are not ma- 
terial to the inquiry. Now, the question which I present is 
whether the Senate is bound to allow the reports to go upon its 
records and no motion can be entertained to stop it, when upon 
the reading of the reports the Senate may conclude that there 
has been no violation of law? In other words, the Senate may 
agree with the two minority membersof the committee, namely, 
that the Witnes sses have not refused to — material ques- 
tions. That is the poigtI desire to raise. [ do not want to dis- 
cuss it now, or to delay the consideration of the tariff bill, but 
{ suggest that it ought to go over until some other time, when 
the } yarliam ntary question ¢ can be discussed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask a question of the Senator 
from New York or the Chair. Does either the majority or the 
minority report rec euamenl the bringing of the contumacious | 
witnesses to the Var of the Senate and « exerting the authority of | 
the Senate? 

Mr.GRAY. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. No 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry they do not. 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to state to the Senator from Massa- 

chusetts in answer to his question that the minority report 
signed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] did report 
in all cases that, in ot lition to being reported to the district 
attorney, the recalcitrant witnesses be brought before the bar 
of the Senate and punished. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, if I may be pardoned for a sen- 
tence, that the Senate is laying down its constitutional author- 
ity when it takes the view that its power to enforce obedience 
to its lawful order to a witness who is brought before one of its 

sommittees depends on the action or nonaction of a grand j ury 
or any officer whateve (f we have the constitutional right to 
bring the witnesses hart to testify, we have the constitutional 
right to compel them to answer, and we are degraded if we do 
not do it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I trust I may be permitted to 
at least raise an inquiry as to what is meant by the statute. The 
so-called reports by the committee seem to be treated in the 
discussion as reports in a parliamentary sense. I do not think 
that what has been communicated to the Senate is necessarily | 
the report of a committee, speaking in a parliaments ary sense. 
The committee were created for certain purposes, to make cer- 

tain inquiries, and to report the result of those inquiries to the 
Senate and recommend action thereon. 

Now, they have made no report of that sort. I do not think 
that within the meaning of the word as it is used in the ordi- 
nary transactions of the Senate any committee report has been 
made. The committee have simply communicated to the Senate 
certain facts which have arisen during the progress of their in- 
quiry as required to do by certain sections of the Revised 
Statute [t is a communication of facts to the Senate rather 
than the report of acommitteein aparliamentary sense. I shall 
not take up much of the time of the Senate, but [ wish to read th« 
twosections. Section 1020f the Revised Statutes provides that- 

Every person who, having been summoned as a witness by the authority 
of either House of Congress, to give testimony or to produce papers upon L 
any matter under inquiry before either House, or any committees of eit 
House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, ‘Te: 1 
fuses to answer any question pertinent to the question under inquiry, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, etc. 

Section 104 provides that— 


Vheénever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 fails to testify, | 
and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the Senate or | 
fhe Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the fact under 
Hs seal of the Sénate or House to the district attorney for the District 6f Co 














mbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the grand jury for } 

their action. 

I think the plain meaning of that section is just what it would | 
be if the section said: 


Vhenever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 fails to tes 
tify, and the facts are brought to the attention of either House or commu | 





nicated to either House. 
Mr. HILL. That is right. 
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that is done it is not, strictly spe 


Mr. PLATT. When 








| in the parliam entary sense, a report of a co mittee, but a com- 
! which has |] 2n charged with certai n duties informs the 

that certai ‘ritnesses refuse to ‘testi im J { 

l CAUSE ms to me that tl lem 
th stior to be decided ing] t 
i to L ce imi in ap bell 

L 61 ort o co itte< <i to the te 
3 is to be done with it, id if i ne i th this 

i cing in a parliamentary sense, the report of a comm 
t hen something is to be done with i But if simply 
information for the Senate as to certain facts which have oc- 
cul lin the committee and that is all, [ do not think it comes 
iderstand when we speak of the report of a 


ul 

within what we u 

committee. I corifess that I am : 

correctness of my construction of the statute, bi ertainly that 
‘stion arises in this case. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, simply on the parliamen- 
tary question whether the motion of the Senatorfrom New York 
is in order, I will state that it strikes me Cushing is very clear 
on that point, and for the information of the Chair I will read 
section 1952 of Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative As 


semblies: 


i0t entirely contid mnt of t 





1952. On the question of bringing up the report, it is competen ) wNY 
member to object to receiving the report on the ground of any re arit 
either of form, as, for example, that the report is full of erasure inte 
lineations, or of substance, as, for example, that it is not within the;}powse 


of the committee; or to go into a general deb: ate of the subject-matter 

it is not in order to move to amend report; it must either be rece i 
or rejectéd as itis; and no motion, except for recommitment, can 

in relation to it until it has been received 





} 


Section 1953 1s even more explicit. It is as follows: 


. The practice in this countryin making areport is somewhat dif 
ent. There is no formality of going to the bar and bringing up reports from 


thence. Whenever the chairman or other member of the committee i 

ready to report, he obtains possession of the House, or is called to by the 
Speaker for the purpose, and announces that he has a report from such a 
committee. He thereupon proceeds in his place to read the repor 





tion. If the report is objected to by anybody, either on the grour 
as not being properly prepared, according to the orders of the H 
substance, as not being within the jurisdiction of the committee 


the question of the reception. 

If the objection is on the ground of « ,»&® question is presented in the 
first instance for the presiding eee > ies ide. If the gr i 
overruled, or the report is suffered to proceed notwithst: wmding, or as 
pension of the rules takes place, then the question of reception is to be pu 
to the house or supposed to be so, and if decided in the affirmative, the 1 
port is accordingly received and further proceedings had thereon. If 
objection is not one of order, the question of reception is to be put 
to the house. 





x 


[think the motion of the Senatorfrom New York 


order. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not care, as I said before, 
about discussing the question of parliamentary law. The stat- 
ute provides that 

Every person who sfuses to answer any qu i per nt to 


} 





he question under inquiry sh 
oe n it provides a certain form, which I think is ¢ sential to 
the prosecution, namely, that a report shall be made. 

" submit thatas a parliamentary question every legislative body 
has a control over the question of the presentation of reports 
from committees, and the mere fact that thisis a peculiar « 
the mere fact that it relates to the contempt of a witness, docs 
The broad point I make is that it is 
in the discretion of the Senate whether it will 


be deemed guilty, e 


at any time with 


receive the reportof acommittee. he Senator from West Vir- 
inia [Mr. FAULKNER] has read from Cushing showing that t 
reception of a report is always a question for the legislative as- 


sembly to determine. How else can [ raise it? 
\ Senator rises in his place and offers a privileged report. I 
t 
t 


present the question by an objection, by a counter motion, tha 

it be not received. Why is it no proper within every parlia- 

mentary principle? The consideration of the que stion. I sub- 
nit, is proper. 

There has been no crime committed. If the minority report 

| here is correct, if the questions asked the witnesses were not 


material questions, then I say the prosecution can not go on. If 
the presentation of the report is a part of a formula which must 
necessarily be gone through with, then the Senate can control 


it. The position was taken the other day that the District at- 
torney h: id a right to proceed with the prosecution without the 
action of the Senate. That is another question. If he sees fit 
| to do that, of course we have nothing to do with that question: 


he can go ahead. 

But if the chain that is sought to be made here by the | 
sentation of the reportis part and parcel of the prosecution 
then the Senate has a right to challenge the report, the Senate 
has aright to determine upon the reading of the two reports 
whether there has been a refusal to answer material questions. 
If the Senate agrees with the minority of the committee, then 
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the Senate hasa right to say that the report shall not be re- 
ceived. Possibly a motion to recommit the report made at the 
game time of its presentation would have the same effect. That 
is another question. 

But the point I now make, and I think I am sustained by par- 
liamentary law, is that my motion is proper. Does the Senator 
from Minnesota want to preclude the discussion of this ques- 
tion? Is the report to be presented and he doos not desire to 
have the question discussed as to whether the Senate has con- 
trol of the report? I submit he does not. There is no time to 
discuss it to-night. Other Senators,I think, desire to be heard, 
and J do not wish to delay the consideration of the tariff bill. 
Set this mgtter down for some hour on some other day and we 
will bring up the question. Is there any hurry about the mat- 
ter? I think not. These gentlemen are, like newspaper men, 
reputable gentlemen. We should make haste slowly about the 
matter Icare nothing about the individual character of these 
men. 

Thave shown by my votes that Icare nothing about the sugar 
trust, to which the Senator refers. I do not care whether this 
is John Brown or John Smith or John Anybody. I have noth- 
ing to do with these gentlemen. The point I make (and 1 desire 
to be consistent in this question) is that the Senate at all times 
and under all circumstances has controlofitsownreports. I think 
J am prepared to agree with the minority report that the ques- 
tions which the witnesses refused to answer are not material to 
the inquiry. If they are, must the faCt of the refusal to testify 
be certified to the District attorney when the Senate does not 
want it done? Is the Senate to be ignored? Can the prosecu- 
tion go on in spite of us? That is the point which I desire to 
present. That is the point which I desire to hear argued. 

It seems to me I am clearly right in making this inquiry. I 
care nothing about this matter except as a parliamentary ques- 
tion and as a question affecting the rights, the dignity, and the 
jurisdiction of the Senate. The men I care nothing about. I 
submit that this isa question worthy of the most serious consid- 
eration. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 


in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, June 22, 1894, at 10 o’clock a.m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Deecutive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1894. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
' Charles H. Evans, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United 

States for the district of Maryland, vice William F. Airey, 
whose term expired May 21, 1894, Buchanan Schley, who was 
nominated to the above-named office May 9, 1894, and confirmed 
by the Senate May 16, 1894, not having been commissioned. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 

States at Mayence, Germany, vice James H. Smith, recalled. 
PENSION AGENT. 

Patrick F. Walsh, of San Francisco, Cal., to be pension agent 

at San Francisco, Cal., vice John C, Currier, term expired. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Edwin A. Lamb, of Michigan City, N. Dak., to be register of 
the land office at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Eugene S. Neal, whose 
term of office will expire July 28, 1894. 

Reuben Noble, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Devils Lake, N. Dak., vice Iver E. Shelley, to be 
removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Foster M. Kinter, of Lamoure, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak., vice Asa Fisher, whose term 
of office will expire July 28, 1894. 

Adolph W. Schmidt, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak., vice John A. Perci- 
val, whose term of office will expire July 25, 1894. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Emil Sydow, to be pastmaster at Tombstone, in the county of 
Cochise, Ariz., in the place of W. A. Harwood, whose commis- 
sion expired January 16, 1894. 

A. C. Oviatt, to be postmaster at Longmont, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado, in the place of Charles L. Reed, 
whose commission expires July 1, 1894. 
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D. B. Usina, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the county 
of St. Johns and State of Florida, in the place of William W 
Dewhurst, whose commission expired April 16, 1894, ; 

Samuel T. Owings, to be postmaster at Moscow, in the count 
of Latah and State of Idaho, in the place of Robert H. Barton 
removed. P 

James W. Edmonson, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Thomas 
Kennedy, whose commission expired April 12, 1894, 

Robert Kamm, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of Jacob Maechien, 
whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Monroe G, Sisson, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Mary c, 
Piper, removed. 7 

J.C. Bryant, to be postmaster at Griswold, in the county of 
Cass and State of Iowa, in the place of Sarah Earthman, whose 
commissioned expired March 21, 1889, Timothy P. Brown, ap- 
pointed June 19, 1893, not commissioned. 

Parley Davey, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry Kerl, 
whose commissioned expired June 14, 1894. 

H. L. Getz, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Iowa, in the place of Silas C. McFar- 
land, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

G. D. McGaw, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of lowa, in the place of Simpson J. Chester, 
whose commission will expire June 23, 1894. 

J.T. Sherman, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa, in the place of Thomas M. Rodgers, 
whose commission will expire June 23, 1894, 

Cameron A. Gustin, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the 
county of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in the place of John 
S. Heald, removed. 

Albert F. Kishpaugh, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles D. 
Cutting, removed. 

L. H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of Rock 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of Philo Hawes, whose com- 
mission expired June 10, 1894. 

Richard W. Sayre, to be postmaster at Atlantic City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in the place of Levi 
B. Albertson, whose commission expired June 2, 1894. 

Charles S. Bahney, to be postmaster at Socorro, in the county 
of Socorro and State of New Mexico, in the place of C.F. Leich- 
man, removed. 

Charles G. Storms, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the placeof L. 
K. Bradley, removed. 

J. H. Weber, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio, in the place of Albert B. Smith, re- 
moved. 

Joseph H. Larwill, to be postmaster at Guthrie, in the county 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of William H. 
Merten, removed. 

Charles J. Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in tha 
county of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of. 
Jacob W. Mills, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Benjamin F’. Bonham, tothe postmaster at Salem, in the county 
of Marion and State of Oregon, in the place of Andrew N. Gil- 
bert, whose commission expired December 20), 1893. 

Thomas J. Craig, to be postmaster af Eugene, in the county of 
Lane and State of Oregon, in the place of Minnie Washburne, 
whose commission expires June 27, 1894. 

James A. Crossen, to be‘postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon, in the place of Michael F. Nolan, 
whose commission expires June 27, 1894. 

Stephen R. Green, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 
county of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in the place of Ed: 
ward M. Rands, removed. 

Levin Perry, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Marion and State of Texas, in the place of McDonald Campbell, 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale June 21, 1894. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Sheppard G. Young, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

POSTMASTER. 


Elliott P. Kisner, to be postmaster at Hazleton, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 21, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 
JUNE 21, 1894. 
S1r: I hereby name the Hon. JOSEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from 
the State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, 2 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SANDUSKY BAY RANGE LIGHTS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter 


from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that | 


an appropriation be made for the repair of the Sandusky Bay 
range lights, which are in a state of decay; which was referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. | 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a supplemental 
list of judgments rendered against the Government by the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pvo tempore also laid before the House Senate | 
bills of the following titles, which were severally referred as be- | 


low: 

A bill (S. 1820) to provide for the punishment of certain 
frauds—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2065) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 


and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one | 


State or Territory into another State or Territory—-to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1538) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Yankton tribe of Sioux or Dacotah Indians in South Dakota, 
and to make appropriations for carrying the same into effect— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SALE OF LANDS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY, ARK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask | 


unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain 


lands in Mongomery County, Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal | 


Church, South. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to sell the east half of the northwest quarter of section 2, township 3 south, 
of range 26 west, in Montgomery County, Ark., to T. B. Vaught, B. M. Row- 
ton, W. C. Warner, C. J. Watkins, I. T. Black, B. F. Leonard, and T. I. Bell, 
as trustees for the Methodist ae Church South, for the use by said 
church as a church camp ground, for the sum of $1 ~~ acre. 

SxEc, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall satisfy himself, upon 
what he = deem good and sufficient evidence, that this land is not valua- 
ble for agricultural, stone, or mineral purposes, or by reason of timber it 
may contain, in excess of the amount for which he is hereby authorized to 
seliit; and upon the determination of the value of this land, as herein re- 
quired, and of the number of acres that it may contain, and upon the re- 
ceipt of the price heretn prescribed, he shall cause a patent to be issued to 
the said trustees and their successors for the use and purpose herein pre- 
scribed; and said trustees are hereby authorized to fill any vacancy that 
may arise in their number by death or otherwise, as the laws of the State 
of Arkansas may prescribe in the case of church trustees for property. 

Sec. 3. Thatif at any time this property shall be used for any other pur- 
pose than church purposes of a religious character, waiving all acts of tres- 
pass, it shall revert to the United States without compensation therefor to 
the church or the trustees thereof who may hold it. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
=  geporaae from Arkansas for the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas what is the object of 
stating the price to be $1.25 an acre if the determination of the 
value of the land is to be left to the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The Secretary is to sell 
it at that price provided he is satisfied that it is not worth any 
more. That is the price at which Government lands are usually 
sold in that part of the country, and I can assure the gentleman 
that these lands are not worth even that. 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the other day 
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we had some little controversy here in regard to a bill from Ar- 
kansas, and I desire now to say that all unpleasantness has been 
removed; and as I understand from the gentleman from Arkansas 
that this is a bill in the interest of the camp meeting, [ can not 
make any objection to it. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. We will take the gen- 
| tleman into the church if he continues to act as well jin the 
| future as he does now. [Laughter.| 

Amendments recommended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were agreed to, as follows: 

Section 1, lines 9 and 10, strike out “sum of $1 per acre” and insert “ price 
of $1.25 cents per acre.”’ 

Strike out section 3. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion 
| to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 

HOMESTEAD RIGHTS TO CERTAIN SETTLERS. 
| Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill (H. R.7489) to amend section 3 

of an act to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, 


and for other purposes, approved March 2, 1889. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection3 of the said act of March 2, 1889, be amended 
by adding theretothe following provision: *‘ That ifany such settler has here- 
tofore forfeited, or may hereafter forfeit, his or her entry for any of said 
reasons, such person shall be ——- to make entry of not to exceed a 
quarter section on any public land subject to entry under the homestead 
law, and to perfect title to the same under the same conditions in every re- 
spect as if he had not made the former entry.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I think there ought to be some explanation 
| of the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KEM. I willexplainit. All that this bill seeks to do is 
| to restore the rights of entry to that class of settlers who, 
through drought, or through misfortunes over which they had 

no control, were compelled to abandon their lands and lose their 
homes. The bill simply gives to that class of settlers in the 
West another opportunity to file claims on the public lands; in 
other words, it gives them another chance to save their homes. 
| It is well known that throughout the West, by reason of drought 
| and other causes, large numbers of our very worthiest citizens 
| were compelled to abandon their homes, were unable to make 
proof, and, in that way, lost every dollar they had in the world. 
All that this bill seeks to do is simply to give those people, as 
it were, One more chance for their lives, and I hope there will 
| be no objection to its passage. 
|} TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection tothe present 
| consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
| and passed. 
| On motion of Mr. KEM, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
! which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following ti- 
tles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, entitled, ‘‘An act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquor in the District of Columbia;” 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval malitia; 

A bill (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code of 
laws for the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries of the three judicial 
districts in the State of Alabama, and to regulate therein the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States and the powers 
and duties of the judges thereof, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 
the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so asto 
make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth of 
water practicable: Provided, That if the information necessary to make 
such estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engineers it may be 


made without any further survey. The Secretary of War is directed to 
cause such estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay. 


MINING CLAIMS, 


Mr. SWEET. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend séction 2324 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section numbered 2324 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, which require that on each claim lo 
cated after the 10th d of May, 1872, and until patent has been issued there- 
for. not less than $100 worth of labor shall be performed or improvements 
made during each yeal suspended for the year 1894, so that no mining 
claim which ha rularly located and recorded as required by the local 
laws and mining! ulations shall be subject to forfeiture for nonperform- 
ance of th nnual ¢ 3sment for the year 1894: Provided, That the claim- 
ant or cl in ny mining location, in order to secure the benefits of 
this act, sh cause to be recorded in the office where the location notice or 
cert te is filed on or before December 31, 1894, a notice that he or they in 
ood faith intend to hold and work said claim: Provided, however, That the 
provisions of thisact shall not apply to the State of South Dakota. 

hall take effect from and after its passage. 


It seems to me we had this same request in 
ould like to know whether it is to be an an- 


be 


een re 


That this act 
Mr. COOMBS. 
the year 1893. Iv 

nual request. 

The SPEAKER) j [s there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. Ishould like to hear what the bill is about. 

Mr. BELLof Colorado. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. There seems to be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard no objection. 
The Chair asks again, is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to know whether the bill comes from 
the committee with a unanimous report? 

Mr. SWEET. This is the same bill which was reported in the 
last Congress and passed. It comes before the House at this 
time unanimously reported by the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. It isa very necessary measure, and I hope there will 
be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. REED. I did not object to the consideration of the bill; 
I simply wanted an explanation, if it was to be considered. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. 
to the desk? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the words ‘‘South Dakota,”’ at the end of section 
1, = words, “and the Second Congressional district of the State of Col- 
orado 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 

ressed. 

‘Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, before this bill was in- 
troduced, or about the time of its introduction, I submitted it 
through the newspapers of Colorado to the people of my dis- 
trict. That district comprises the great gold fel s of Colorado; 
and whatever may be said about silver, gold hasnot depreciated. 
In submitting the bill to the people of my district, I asked that 
they take up the subject and decide among themselves whether 
they wanted this measure extended to them this year or not. I 
have received from them numerous letters and petitions, from 
which I find that the great majority of the people of my district 
do not believe that it would be a benefit to the district or the 
mining interests of the district toextend the act to that district 
for this year. 

Mr. SWEET. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. BELL of 
Colorado was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SWEET, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
wis laid on the table. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF DIRECT TAX TO WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution, as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the sum appropriated by 
the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

Mr. BURROWS. This matter involves several million dol- 
lars, I believe. 

Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. ALDERSON. 
propriated. 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, there isa dispute in relation to the 
question; and I prefer the gentleman should let the matter rest 
until to-morrow. I should like to look into it. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. BURROWS. There has been considerable controversy 
about this question. 

_Mr. ALDERSON. I wish to state that in the Fifty-second 
Congress the Senate committee unanimously reported a resolu- 
tion similar to this, after full investigation—— 


vo tempore. 


I offer the amendment which I send 


I hope that amendment will not be 


No, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
How much? 
Only $153,000, which has been already ap- 
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Mr. BURROWS. 
with the case. 

Mr. ALDERSON. The Senate unanimously passed the reso- 
lation, and in the same Congress the Judiciary Committee of 
this House unanimously reported a similar resolution. In this 
Congress the Judiciary Committee has unanimously reported 
this resolution after fullinvestigation. The resolution pro ose 
simply to do an act of justice to the State of West Virginia, | 
believe that if the gentleman will read the report—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam familiar with allthat the gentleman h 
stated in relation to this matter—entirely familiar with it. But 
the opinion of the Attorney-General is on file to the effect that 
the State of Virginia is indebted to the United States in a lar 
sum over and above this amount; and I think the matter is 1 
important to be disposed of in this way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BURROWS] objects. 

Mr. ALDERSON. 
the report he will be satisfied about the matter. 
eral Miller was clearly wrong in his opinion. 
again to-morrow if I can get the opportunity. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will try to look into it. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Ishall be glad if the gentleman will doso 


BOARD OF MANAGERS NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
Res, 193) to appoint three members of the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Mr. HATCH. [I desire to state that immediately after this 
matter is disposed of I will demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The joint resolution will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., that Charles M. Anderson, of Greenville, Darke County, Ohio; 
Sidney G. Cooke, of Herrington, Dickerson County, Kans., and A. L. Pearson, 
of Pittsburg, Pa., be, and thesame hereby are, appointed as members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of 
the United States; Charles M. Anderson tosucceed Gen. A. L. Barnett, whose 
term of service has expired; Sidney G. Cooke, to succeed Maj. E. N. Mor 
roll, whose term of service has expired, and A. L. Pearson to succeed him- 


self, his term of service having expired. All to take effect from and after 
the passage of this resolution. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will reserve objection, as I wish 
to ask a question or two about this. May I ask who succeeds 
Maj. Morroll? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Col. Sidney G. Cooke, of Kansas. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why does not Mr. Morroll suc- 
ceed himself? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, the committee did not think 
he ought to. Not but that we highly appreciate his worth, his 
sterling ability, and his honorable career; not but that we re- 
gard Maj. Morroll highly and with sincere esteem, but the situ- 
ation required a readjustment of the managers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the politics of Mr. Cooke? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I would much rather that youshould . 
ask him. I can, if necessary, go into that whole maiter, but I 
see no particular reason for it. One of the gentlemen named in 
the joint resolution is a Republican and two are Democrats. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to ask time to make a siatement 
in connection with this matter. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before submitting the request 
of the gentleman from Kansas, the Chair wili again inquire if 
there is objection to the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems that there are enough 
gentlemen interested in this, whatever may be its meirts, on 
both sides of the House to make it particularly ungracious to 
object; and Ido not know as I ehall interpose objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I want to say, however, reserving 
my right of objection, that I think in former years, while the 
Republicans had control, if I recollect properly, my distin- 
guished colleague himself succeeded himself upon this board. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Permit me to call the attention of the 
gentleman to another fact. These three managers, selected in 
the Fifty-first Congress, were all Republicans. Now this Con- 
gress, a Democratic Congress, leaves one of the Republicans on 
the Board. 

Mr. LOUD. How does it leave the board? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., With a majority of one Democrat. 

Mr. DALZELL. On the old board it was one Republican. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, it leaves one of the Republicans on 
the board and two Democrats. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is one Democratic majority left on 
che board. 


I understand that; lam somewhat familiar 


Attorney-Gen- 
[ will call it up 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there Objection? ' 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Well, it seems that we have quite 
enough of ‘‘ pork” in this to satisfy gentlemen on this side of the 
House in this matter, and if they are satisfied, as they know ai 
about it, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLACK ofIllinoi I yield to the gentleman from Kan 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, when I objected to the imme- 
diate consideration of this resolution the other morning, I believed 
that more time than the House then had should be allowed for 
the examination of a question of so much importance. The proper 
conduct and efficient management of the National Home for Dis 
abled Volunteer Soldiers are questions in which every loyal citizen 
feels a deep interest. The Home is what it purports to be—the 
abiding place of many thousands of brave men who during the 
late war sacrificed everything except life for the maintenance of 
the Government. 

As the Western Branch of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., is in 
the district I have the honor to represent here, I desire to reply 
briefly to some remarks recently made upon the government and 
management of that institution. 

On the 20th day of last March my colleague from Kansas, Mr. 
Suvson, criticised, without justification, as I shall show, the man- 
agement of the Home. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLack], 
who is an honored member of the Board of Managers of the Home, 
followed my colleague, fully answering his criticisms and ably vin- 
dicating the management. 

Under these circumstances I should not deem it necessary to take 
the time of the House to discuss these questions, excep for the fact 
that my colleague printed in the RecorD statement not uttered 
upon the floor, and his speech shows this upon its face. The re 
marks were delivered on the 20th of March and appear in the Con 
GRESSIONAL RecorpD of April 4, so there was no opportunity to re 
ply to much which appears in the Recorp and which is sent out as 
the gentleman’s speech. 

I am not criticising the fact of theremarks having been extended 
in the Recorp, for this was done under a rule, and no objection can 
be urged against it as a method of argument, when the House has 
assented, but it is only where personal assaults are made that this 
method becomes reprehensible. In such cases the rule in effect 
allows this sort of criticism without giving fair opportunity for 
reply. : 5 ‘ 

After examining the published speech I made inquiry as to the 
merit of the charges, and am satisfied that they are wholly with- 
out foundation. My colleague was, as I am informed, never at the 
Home, and I know not the source of his information. I am exceed- 
ingly sorry he can not be in his seat this morning and give his 
authority, if he should like to do so. 

There were complaints made against the governor of the Leaven- 
worth Home I admit, and so there have been against the govern- 
ment of every Branch. Where there are so many unfortunate peo- 
ple in an institution there will always be those who are‘discontented. 
Where discipline must be enforced it is unavoidable that some 
should have grievances. But all the charges, to which reference 
has been made, against the government at this Home were investi- 
gated by the Board of Managers. The Board consists of eleven 
members and is nonpartisan. It is composed of distinguished sol- 
diers of the late war. Upon investigation the charges were not sus- 
tained by the Board. Bothin law and good conscience the verdict 
of the Board should forever put at rest all the questions involved 
and adjudicated by that judgment. 

My colleague is much disturbed because the Keeley cure has been 
introduced into the Leavenworth Home. Itis true that the benefi- 
cence of that cure has been made manifest in that institution. | 
am informed that 1,066 veterans have been, through this treatment, 
rescued from the lamentable fate of the drunkard through the efforts 
of the governor. One hundred and thirty-two married men, once 
members of the Home and supported by the Government, have been 
restored to their families, and are now supporting themselves. Cer- 
tainly this wonderful cure is a blessing to humanity. To condemn 
it is madness. 

Here is the latest official report of the governor, rendered to the 
president of the Board of Managers, which I ask to have inserted in 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks. Whether or not the work is 
commendable and worthy of emulation, I submit to the candid judg- 
ment of all right-minded people. The incredulous can not be 
expected to accord it any degree of approbation. The report reads 
as follows: 


ANNUAL PORT OF Y KEELEY INSTITUTE AT THE WESTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL 
HOME IR DISABLE VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, RENDERED BY COL. ANDREW J. 
SMITH, GOVERNOR, TO GEN. WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN, PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD OF 
MANAGERS. 


WESTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL Home FOR 
DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., December $1, 1893. 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. S.: 


GENERAL: I have the honor to submit for your information the following report 
of tho treatment of victims of alcoholism, opium, addiction and kindred diseases, 
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Che largest number in line f tat any one period since the instituto 
vas established was 82, on December An average of 37 in line has be« 
naintained throughout the year. 

Che vile whisky dens which so closely hedged in the Home in former days a 


eiving little patronage. Many of them have been suppressed. 

As shown by the records, since the Keeley remedies have been introduced 
there have left the Home, able to maintain themselves, 864 graduates of the insti 
tute who are believed to have been permanently cured of the disease of alcohol- 
ism and opium addiction. They aro now good citizens. One hundred and thirty 
two married men have been restored to families that have been neglected or 
deserted for years. Very few graduates have returned from furlough this year, 
which indicates that the objectof most of those absentis to remain outside the 
Home. Their absence enables us to provide for an equal number of deserving 
men. 

Che per capita cost of maintenance for the fiscal year ending June 30 
this Branch, was $140.25. On that basis,the annual saving to the Gover 





by reason of these men having been permanently restored to society, is $51,051 
Che facts cited speak for themselves. I am encouraged by the excellent results 
already achieved to renewed and greater effort in the tuture looking to the rescue 


of the many in our midst who are yet unreclaimed. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servar 
COL. ANDREW J. SMiTH 


Gove) 


ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Ad 

The assistant inspector-general of the Nationhl Home, Gen. W. 
W. Averell, United States Army, has this to say of the Keeley cure 
at the Western Branch, which he thoroughly investigated. Tho 
remarks are embodied in his official report rendered to the Board 
of Managers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and read: 

LEAVENWORTH, KANS., May 21, 1892 
TEMPERANCE. 


rho most notable feature of this Branch, and that which first attracted atten 
tion at this inspection, was the Keeley League Club, now grown to nearly 600 
members. It has not only created and exercised a profound influence in the 
direction of temperance and good conduct among the members of this Branch 


| butits example has been followed by the other Branches and by several Stat 


Homes. 

The skepticism which it encountered in its earliest efforts has been silenced 
the doubts of those who awaited evidence of a cure for alcoholism have been dis 
pelled, and this club now receives the respectful and encouraging consideration 
of all candid and sensible men. This day being Sunday there was a mecting of 
the club, which was attended by the Board of Managers of the National Home 
by whose president and members short and inspirng addresses were made. The 
National Home is indebted to the governor of this Branch for the successful 
inauguration and growth of this remarkable reformation. 

In my report of this Branch last year certain positive advantages and benefits 
arising from this cure were set forth, but the indirect social economies and moral 











blessings which it has brought to the soldiers, to their families and friends, and 
to society at large can not be enumerated. One clew leading to estimate 
of them, full of surprising satisfaction, is found in the fact that 152 reclaimed 
drunkards have surrendered the beneficence of the Home and are now carnin 
their own living and making their various independent and honorable ys ii 
life. The total cost of their cure, to themselves, in money was abou 390 
their self-support saves to the Government annually the cost of their maintenan 
at the Home, about $22,140. 

The facts shown by these reports are entitled to great weight in 
the consideration of the government of this Branch of the Home 


The administration of this cure costs the Government nothing. <A 
small fee is charged for the treatment, but the governor of the Home 
reccives no extra compensation from this source. Some few soldiers 
of the regular Army have been treated, but not one veteran has been 
turned away from the Home because of the presence of regular 
soldiers. 

Under date of November 7, 1893, the president of the Board-of 
Managers issued a circular directing discontinuance of admissions 
to all Branches of the Home, and on November 11, 1893, the presi- 
dent of the Board advised the governor that under no circumstances 
should the appropriation be exceeded. The following is an extract 
from a letter from the governor to the president of the Board, dated 
April 7, 1894: 

It has been charged that I refused admission to the Home of sick and infirm 
soldiers eligible for membership, in order to make room for soldiers of the regular 
Army. This is untrue. Your circujar of November 7, 1893, directed that no 
more admissions be granted at present, the appropriations for the maintenance of 
the Home being as heavily drawn as they can bear. I came to the conclusion that 
h direction was uttered to prevent the possibility of a deficiency in the appro- 
pr atigns at the close of the fiscal year. I immediately ascertained how many 
men could be cared for until June 30, 1894, under the current appropriations 
laid the matter before Maj. Morrill, the local manager, fecommending that all 
applicants who presented themselves should be received As members. and Maj. 
Morrill concurred with me that all who came within the provisiggs of the organic 
act as to digibility for meee, and who could be taken in Without incurring 
a deficien¢y, should be received. I havé accordingly taken in All applicants for 
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membership, consistent with your orders, and the available accommodations. Not 
one has been turned away who was eligible for membership. 


It has been charged that there is a saloon in connection with the 
Soldiers’ Home where whisky and beer are sold, and that in the 
same institution they have a Keeley cure for the drunkenness that is 
promoted by the saloon. This statement is not sustained by the 
facts. Never in the history of any of the Branches of the Home has 
there been one drop of whisky sold to members with the knowl- 
edge of the managément. A beer saloon is maintained in every 
Branch Home, save one, where light beer is sold under restrictions. 
The quantity sold to any individual is limited and inebriety is dis- 
couraged. No one under the influence of liquor is even permitted 
to enter one of these saloons. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLAcK], in the course of the 
remarks referred to, and which appear on page 3851 of the RecorD 
of March 21, said: 


The saloon that the gentleman from Kansas speaks of is not a saloon where 
spirituous liquors are sold. It is what is called a beer hall, which is run in all the 
Branches of the Home, one where beer is sold to the men and paid for by them, 
guaranteed to be of good quality and subject to inspection. That my personal 
judgment has been against the establishment of that hall ,is true, but the majority 
of the Board believed that with the habits that many of these volunteer soldiers 
had, with the contracted disorders of a quarter of a century, the habits of a life- 
time upon them, it was better that there should be a regulated institution, a beer 
hall inside of the homes, where a clean, wholesome beverage could be sold, rather 
than that these men, driven out by their impulses, their appetites, and their pas- 
sions, should seek on the outside an inferior quality of liquor. We recognized the 
a= — the servitude of fifty years’ appetite can not be broken by the institutions 
themselves. 


I have here on this subject an extract from the official report of 
M.R. Patrick, governor of the Central Branch National Home, made 
in 1887, which I desire to insert in the Recorp. It gives a brief 
history of the beer hall as connected with the Home and states the 
reason for establishing the same. It reads as follows: 

CENTRAL BRANCH, NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
{Extract from annual report, year ending June 30, 1887.] 
DISCIPLINE. 


Soon after the commencement of this last financial year (July 12) a beer hall 
was opened here in the Home for the benefit of its members. 

As is well known to the Board, it was a matter that had been under discussion 
for years. In the Army, it has been the usage to sell beer, certainly for more than 
halfa century, and for several years (I know not how many) at the other Branches 
of the National Home. 

For some reason, I know not what, a terrible outcry was made through the 
press, through the mails, and by personal appeals to the governor, for the redress 
of this outrage upon the mombers of the Central Branch, and upon the interests 
of good order, good morals, and religion generally. 

Possibly the fact that the governor had been Keown for more than fifty years 
as an active temperance man, both in military and civil life, may have had some- 
thing to do with this onslaught upon him as a renegade. It is very true that the 

overnor would gladly close every saloon in the land if it were in his power, but 

nasmuch as this Central Branch is hedged in on all sides by saloons, dives, and 
hells of the vilest character to entrap our men the moment they are outside of the 
gates, it seems wise to choose the least of two ovils, either to furnish them with 
the best article of beer that can be purchased,in the home, at a cheap rate, and 
retain our men under our own control, or suffer them to go outside, get drunk on 
the vilest drinks of overy kind, get robbed of their money, and kicked into the 
street, or secreted in the infamous dives that surround us until their money is 
exhausted, and they are turned out ae. 

The statistics and records of this Branch for the past year speak for themselves. 

“The official report of Hon. Ira Crawford, mayor of Dayton, gives the number 
of arrests of our members from July 12, 1885, to July 1, 1886, as 486, while for the 
same length of time after the beer hall was opened (J uly 12, 1886, to July 1, 1887), 
as 274, a difference of 212.” 

The surgeon reports that the small number treated for alcoholism this year (14), 
as compared with 38 in 1886, and 35 in 1885, is, without doubt, in his opinion, to be 
sreainel to the less number of members who are given to eontunatedl debauches 
and bad liquor, since the opening of the beer hall. Only such cases as can not 
with safety be treated out of hospital, are brought to hospital, for treatment after 
a spree, and those treated in camp, especially at the guardhouse, are not one-fifth 
as many this year as in former years. 

That a large number of our men will drink to excess when they have the oppor- 
tunity, is true, and notwithstandiag the watchfulness of our employés at the beer 
hall, these shrewd old topers will manage to get tight; buton leaving the beer hall, 
if they show intoxication, they are at once sent up to the guardhouse, to remain 
untilthe next morning, without having had an as to kick upa row in 
town, or on their way home, or along the avenues of the home. 

Still another resulf: The beer we furnish is of the very best, and the man who 
gets intoxicated on it to-day, is fitto be turned outto-morrow morning at 8 o'clock, 
with a clear head and ready for duty, whereas a town drunk renders a man unfit 
for duty two, three, and four days. 

Once more: The cry that less money would be sent by pensioners and employés 
to their families is disposed of by the showing of treasurer’s report and that of 
the postmaster. 

The discipline and good order of the Home have never been as good as now, 
within the last six or seven years at least, nor have the men been as contented. 

IT am happy to say, that candid men and women, of the most intense prohibition 
proclivities, who have been here at the Home andin Dayton making investiga- 
tion, fairly, on the spot, have decided that, under the circumstances, it is best to 
leave the Home authorities to the exercise of their own judgment in this matter. 

It is only theorists and fanatics, at a know nothing of the circum- 
stances, who keep up the cry, ‘Down with the beer saloon atthe Soldiers’ Home.” 
‘Lhere are those who, for their own purposes, make statements to the effect that 
the men of the Home are induced to patronize the beer hall for the pecuniary 
benefit of somebody, presumably the Home authorities. It is true that the Home 
authorities, and all connected with the Home are benefited by the expenditure of 
money in the Home instead of outside, the profits accruing from the sale of beer 
within the Home going to the post fund, which, as seen by the treasurer’s report, 
has been very largely increased, thereby enabling the council of administration, 
of which the governor is chairman, to greatly increase the band, to afford more 
frequent amusements and of a higher class, to replenish library, reading-room, ete., 
and in general terms, to expend a large sum of money during the last year with 
the sole object of giving pleasure, comfort, and enjoyment to the men, beyond 
what is provided for by Congressional appropriations. 
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It is not to be supposed that it is our object to make money even for these » 
poses, at the expense of the health or morals of the men. P — 

As we find it necessary, we place restrictions upon hundreds of our men, some 
being entirely debarred from the beer hall, and others being limited to one odes 
glasses, according to their physical, mental, or moral condition. =“ 

1t is the opinion of every oflicer of this home, whether prohibitionist or other 
wise, that under existing circumstances, the beer hall has reduced vice + ae 
debauchery, sickness, and the waste of money that should go to tho fay 
members, in a very marked degree. 

Very respectfully, 


, crime, 
nilies of 


M. R. PATRICK, Governor. 
1886. 
Average present 
Average present and absent 


) Average present and absent 
Whole number cared for 


| Whole number cared for 

Whatever differences of .opinion may exist regarding the beer 
hall, it is clear that the Board acted advisedly and for what was 
believed to be for the best interests of the veterans in establishing 
and maintaining the same. 

Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Kan 
sas has expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Kansas be extended until he can complete his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to say afew more words. Most of the 
charges made against the government of the institution at Leaven 
worth were investigated and passed upon by the managers, and as 
shown by the remarks of the honored chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERs], as well as other members of that 
committee, made upon this floor during the discussion of March 20, 
the matter of the management of the Homes was investigated by 
that committee. Atthe close of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, said: 

‘* Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLack] allow me in his 
time to say that the committee, after the most careful investiga- 
tion, had no unkind criticisms to make of the administration of 
these Homes, and the Inspector-General, after a careful investiga- 
tion, commended the administration as now carried on by the Board 
of Managers.” 

That the government of the Home has been efficient and the man- 
agement commendable is not only evidenced by the well recog- 
nized business judgment and integrity of the managers, but by 
the judgment of the Inspector-General and the Committee on Appro 
priations. These proofs ought to be conclusive. 

I have asked the induigence of the House to present these facts 
because the management of the Home at Leavenworth has been 
unjustly criticised, and for the further reason that the retiring 
member of the Board of Managers, Mr. E. N. Morrill, is an honored 
citizen of my State and, during his service on that Board, has been 
a competent and conscientious official. 

I have no objection to the resolution, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK of Illinois, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid upon the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 

The committees were called, when reports were severally re- 
ferred as follows: ‘ 

MINNEAPOLIS GASLIGHT COMPANY. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: The bill (H‘ R. 7449) authorizing the 
Minneapolis Gas Light Company of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
submerged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minneap- 
olis—to the House Calendar. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CERTAIN INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


By Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railway Company a right of way through the White Earth, 
Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Reservations in 
the State of Minnesota—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Onion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
bill H. R. 6340, in lieu of which the Senate bill, the title of 
which has just been{read,is reported, will be laid upon the 
table. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH LEECH LAKE RESERVATION. 

By Mr. ALLEN: The bill (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd 
and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way 
through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Min- 
nesota—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The bill H. R. 7167, of the same title, was ordered to lie upoa 
the table. 
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CUSTOM-HOUSE, BALTIMORE, MD. 


Rv Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: A bill (H. R. 4164) to provide for the purchase of 
additional land in the square now occupied by the custom-house 
in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans 
and specifications for a new custom-house building—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL. 


- Bv Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds: A bill (H. R.4835) for the erection of a public building 


in East St. Louis, I1l.—to the Committee of the Whole House | 


on the state of the Union. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, OAKLAND, CAL. 


By Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: A bill (H. R. 6882) to provide for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Oakland, 
in the State of California—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TOPEKA, KANS. 


By Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 2350: A bill (H. 
R. 7512) for enlarging the public building at Topeka, Kans,, | 


and for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of bills raising revenue, and pending that motion 
I ask unanimous consent of the House, as three-quarters of an 
hour have already been taken up, that the time limited for de- 
bate by the rule adopted yesterday may be so far modified that 
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| understand, is asking unanimous consent. My inquiry is, if he 
| could not embrace in that request unanimous consent for per- 
mission to offer amendments te this bill? 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair thinks that the House 
could give unanimous consent to that request. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I ask the author of the 
bill[Mr. HatrcuH] if he will not embrace ia the request permis- 
sion to offer amendments. 

Mr. HATCH. I did not hear what the gentleman said. Gen- 
tlemen were interrupting me at the time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Laskif the gentleman will not 
also embrace in his request for unanimous consent a request for 
permission for members to offer amendments to the bill who 
wish to do so? 

Mr. HATCH. I can not do that, Mr. Speaker. I have sim- 
| ply made a request for my own personal comfort, and I think 

there ought to be no objection to it; but I will not purchase 

that by the disturbance of an agreement that has already been 

made. If any gentleman wants to object, I can not help that. 
Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 


| while I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the 


I may take the closing hour to-morrow morning immediately | 


after the morning hour, so as to give an additional hour to gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak to-day. There are a large number 
on the list; and I want to say to the House that I would not make 
this request except for the reason that I have been very ill for 
two days. I ask it as a personal favor that I may have my hour 
reserved until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If I can be allowed an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment to the bill I shall not object to 
this. 

Mr. COX. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry, which he will state. 

Mr. COX. The question I desire to submit to the Chair is 
this: When the order was adopted, I undérstood that amend- 
ments were to be offered to the bill, and [I desire to inquire if 
that is true, and if so, when will amendments be in order? 
When is the proper time to present amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] that that question, if it 
arises at all, must arise in Committee of the Whole, when the 
attempt is made to offer an amendment, and the Chair would 
hesitate to pronounce an opinion upon it, because the opinion of 
the Speaker might not happen to be the opinion of the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. That is quite true, Mr. Speaker; but the rule was 
adopted in the House, and it seems to be a question of construc- 
tion of that rule, whether or not it includes the privilege of of- 
fering amendments. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair agrees with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that the question would involve the con- 
struction of a rule agreed upon in the House, but it so happens 
that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole will be re- 
quired to construe that rule, and the construction which the 
Speaker might place upon the rule might not be the same as 
that of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whoie. There- 
fore, the present occupant of the Chair would hesitate to express 
an opinion, fearing that the opinion expressed by the Chair 
might be opposite to the opinion entertained by the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, and that either the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole must then disagree with the 
Speaker or must find himself embarrassed by the opinionof the 
Speaker. 

Mr.COX. Then the decision of the Chair at present is that 
it is a question which addresses itself to the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The author of this bill, as I 


test en 
a 


| bill? 
| Mr. HATCH. I can not. 
Mr. BYNUM. Under this rule there is no provision whatever 
by which members may offer amendments. 
Mr. COX. The RECORD shows that thereisnonein the order. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iwish it understood that I have 


Mr. BYNUM (continuing). Because general debate does not 
close until the adjournment to-night, and the vote is ordered to 
| begin immediately after the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH. And that was perfectly understood. I dis- 
cussed it with gentlemen who were opposed to the bill. Nobody 
proposed to offer an amendment, and several gentlemen who op- 
pose the bill do not ‘desire to offeramendments. The only gen- 
tleman who mentioned an amendment was the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH] in his speech, in which he said he would 
propose to strike out the second section. 

Mr. BYNUM. What serious objection is there to allowing 
amendments to be offered? 

Mr. HATCH. Ifthere is tobe an objection to my request 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My point is that when the request was sub- 
mitted by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture yes- 
terday morning he suggested, and I think the Recorp will bear 
me out, it was that the time for general debate close to-night, 
and that the vote be taken to-morrow immediately after the 
morning hour upon the bill itself and pending amendments if 
there were any offered. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Inresponse to the gentleman from 
Illinois the Chair would state that the request preferred by the 
gentleman from Missouri, and the request stated by the Chair, 
was that all debate should close to-morrow evening (that is, thig 
evening) atthe time of the adjournmentof the House. Under this 
order it would be competent for the House to terminate the gen- 
eral debate before that time. If this should be done debate would 
then proceed according to the rules of the House under the five- 
minute rule until the adjournment to-day, and amendmentscould 
be offered and debated. But if general debate is not closed the 
Chair, while hesitating to express an opinion, feels that it can 
not possibly embarrass the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole for the Speaker to say that so long as general debate is 
pending amendments are not in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would state that I serve notice 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to longer delay 
the consideration of this bill,and I wish the Chair to submit the 
question if there be objection to my request, and if there is, let 
me make the motion that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
bills raising revenue; and pending that, the gentleman from 
Missouri asks unanimous consent that the order of the House 
made yesterday morning be so modified that instead of closing 
all debate upon the pending measure at the adjournment of the 
House to-day that the debate be closed in one hour after the 
morning hour to-morrow, that hour to be consumed by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri in closing the debate. Is there objection 
to the request? 

Mr. BYNUM. Unless there is provision made for offering 
amendments I shall object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the 


| 
| 
| not objected to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 
| 
| 
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House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- | 
pose of considering bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the House resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole the Chair will lay before the House 
the following requests for leave of absence: 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. BLACK of Illinois, for ten days, from to-morrow. 

‘To Mr. CuRTISof£ New York, indefinitely,on account of sick- 
ne 

ANTIOPTION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LIVINGSTON in the 
cnulr. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | 
House on the state of the Union, for the consideration of bills 
raising revenue, and the Clerk will report the title of the bill. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (A. R. 7007) to regulate the sale of certain agricultural products, de 
fining ‘‘ options ’’ and “ futures,” and imposing taxes thereon and upon deal- 
ers therein 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom [llinois will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 


*. CANNON inois. riel +g p j ; 
Mr ANNON of illinois. I yield to the gentleman from | gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] shall have consumed 


Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The first inquiry I make is, if 
amendments are in order to this bill; and secondly, when it will 
be in order to offer them. I desire to offer anamendment tothe 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion of Mr. HATOH, by unanimous consent, 

‘‘ Ordered, That all debate on House bill 7007 be closed at the adjournment 
of the House on to-morrow; that the said bill be then reported to the House, 
with the previous question ordered on the bill, including any amendments 


.which may be pending, to its passage, the vote or votes thereon to be taken 


immediately after the morning hour on Friday next.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty seems to be that this order 
was made closing all debate this evening at 5 o’clock, the pre- 
vious question to be considered as ordered not only upon the 
bill, but upon amendments. While there has been no special 
provision made for offering amendments, and while under the 
rule generally, perhaps, the Chair would be compelled to hold 
as indicated by the Speaker pro tempore before he vacated the 
Ohair, that the House could not change the order, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole would have opportunity to act under the 
five-minute rule, the Chair will hold differently—that amend- 
ments are in order under this general order at any time, and 
have been at all times. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Chairman,I have the floor, 
and I desire to offer an amendment which I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a pointof order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize any gentle- 
man until order is restored. [A pause.] The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

' Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘I'he parliamentary in- 
quiry which I desire to submit is this: The Chair states that he 
will entertain amendments—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise toa point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had the floor when the committee rose 
yesterday, and I do not propose that any gentleman shall take 
the floor away from me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
gentleman from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR] is entitled to the floor for 
thirty minutes. 

Mv. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the par- 
liamentary inquiry I desire to make is this: Under the intima- 
tion which the Chair has just made that he will entertain amend- 
ments, I desire to ask the Chair when he will submit those 
amendments to the committee—when they will be voted upon? 
The Chair has just stated that he will entertain amendments in 
general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendments have been introduced 
yet, and the order says that on to-morrow the amendments and 
the ‘bill shall be voted upon. 





Mr. SNODGRASS. But when is the Chair going to receiy 
the amendments? 2 sities 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments are not received 
because of the fact that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ¢ 
VENOR] is entitled to the floor for thirty minutes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. A parliamentary inquiry,Mr. Chairman. 1 
would like to know whether or not the amendments which I 


1 now 
FROS- 


| gave notice of, and which I have submitted to the Chair, will be 


recognized to-morrow morning after the morning hour. There 


| are two of them, one to incorporate “‘ flour” in the bill and the 
| other to strike out “futures.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Whenever a gentleman gets the floor in 
his own right it will be in order for him to offer his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Chairman. The order which has been referred to, orderins 
the previous question to-morrow and the vote in the House, can 


| only operate upon such amendments as may be then pending, 


which would be an amendment to an amendment, a substitute 


| and an amendment thereto (if the gentleman would accept them 
| before he moved the previous question), unless the Committee 


of the Whole House should report back amendments to the 
House with certain recommendations. 
Now, the difficulty I see in the way is this: While the Chair 


| may admit amendments, unless some arrangement be made by 
| which those amendments can be voted upon and adopted in the 


committee, they can not be voted on in the House. Now, I want 
to ask the Chair whether it would not be in order, when the 


his thirty minutes, for the Chair to recognize me, or some other 
member of the committee to move that all general debate on 
this bill be closed, and to take the sense of the committee upon 
that proposition? If it should be adopted, then the bill would 
be open to amendment and to five-minute debate, and we would 
get to some place this afternoon. Otherwise, we are not likely 
to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. That, perhaps, would be the most formal 
way to proceed, but there is another way to accomplish the 
same purpose. 


Mr. HATCH. Before the Chair proceeds, let me call his at- 
tention to the fact that the rvle adopted by the House ean not 


| be changed except by unanimous consent, and it is as plain as 
| itcan be that, under that rule, the Committee of the Whole 
| can not entertain a motion to change the termsof the rule. It 


can only be changed by unanimous consent in the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
just at that point, because it is material. This general order 
provides for debate during to-day. It does notsay whether that 
debate shall be under the hour or under the five-minute rule, 
but it provides that we shall go into Committee of the Whole, 
and when we get into committee, after there has been one hour 
of general debate, it is in the power of the committee to close 
general debate and go on to discuss the bill under the five-min- 
ute rule, and that can be done under this rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I think this rule is per- 
fectly consistent with the other rules of the House and should 
be construed in accordance with them. It prescribes a time 
when all debate on this bill shall be closed, which includes both 
general debate and five-minutedebate. Thedebateiisto close at 
the adjournment to-day. In the meantime it is perfectly com- 
petent for the House, if the committee should rise and we should 
go into the House, to close the general debate, and then to pro- 
ceed to consider the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Under the rule can not the Com- 
mittee of the Whole close the debate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. It is only the five-minute debate that 
can be closed by of order the committee. But if the committee 
should rise and we should go into the House, the House could 
close the general debate after a certain time or at any hour it 
might determine, and then amendments might be offered under 
the rule and five-minute debate be had on each amendment. If 
this order provided that general debate should be closed, then 
after that the bill would be open for five-minute debate, but the 
rule says “ all debate,” which includes both the general and the 
five-minute debate. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, is there anything before the 
committee? It seems to me that we are spending time, which 
ought to be devoted to debate, upon something that is not before 
the committee. . . 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the regularorder is demanded 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will be entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. WLLLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regularorder, Mr. 
Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is demanded and the 
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gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is recognized for thirty 
mL. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes of my time to the 
entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ioffer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] yields to me three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentloman from Pennsylvania 
want this read for information? 

Mr. WILLIAN A. STONE. No, sir; I offer it as an amend- 
ment under the ruling of the Chair. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish it read for in- 
formation? 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. No; asanamendment tobe pend- 
ing. 


| 


| 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not decided to accept | 


amendments until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
is off the floor. He is on the floor for thirty minutes, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I have yielded three minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have the floor for three min- | 


utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read in the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire it to be read in my 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 13, page 20, add: 

** Provided, That this actshall not apply to any contract or agreemem for 


the future delivery of any of said articles where the time specified shall not 
exceed thirty days from the day of the contract; nor to any person, firm, 


or copartnership dealing in any of said articles who buy and sell the same | 


for spot delivery, or to be delivered within thirty days from day of sale.”’ 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I desire to know whether 
that amendment is pending to this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not yet. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, Loffer it as an amendment 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not offer it yet. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, When can I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that when the gentle- 
man from Ohio closes this question will be decided. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I ask three minutes at the 
end of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [agree to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well, I reserve my time. 
I have two minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect in the 
very brief time which I shall occupy to analyze the provisions 
of this bill. I do not share in the fear of danger to the liberties 
of the country which has been suggested by some of the oppo- 
nents of the measure. This is, in my judgment, from a legal 
standpoint, simply a question of the right and power of Congress 








= 
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things, to widen the breach between classes of citizens of my 
country. 

There is no greater enemy of the United States of America 
to-day than the man who attempts to breed discord and dissat 
isfaction among the various elements of our society. There is 
no man to-day s0 much responsible for the blood of the men who 
are falling under the hand of the murderous assassin as the man 
who, for the sake of personal aggrandizement, dares to stand 


| up and appeal to the passions and the prejudices of meu and at- 


tempt to array class against class. |Applause.| 

[t may be a very nice thing to be heralded throughout this 
country as the coming candidate of the Jacobinical clubs of the 
country. It may be a very nice thing to be held up as a possible 
candidate of the Coxeyites of this country. It may be a very 
1ice thing to be docketed among the possibilities of the coming 
election as a candidate for the Presidency of the men who to-day 
are the enemies of this country and her Constitution. A 11 that 
may ve very fine for the individual engaged in it, but the man 
who doesit holds in his hand atoreh in deadly and fearful prox- 
imity to the fabric of this country’s government that we depend 
on for our safety and protection. 

Whence comes the incentive, the spirit, the purpose of these 
bodies of incendiaries? Whencedo they draw the logic of their 
assaults upon free government? What is the signal waving 
upon the shores of the United States and calling the leading 
anarchists of Europe to come over to thiscountry and take part 
in the disturbances now going on? Itis the cry of the dema- 
gogue on the floor of Congress, in the halls of the Senate, upon 
the hustings of the country, who for his own purposes is seek- 
ing to array one class of individuals against another class o/ in- 
dividuals. 

[ have no sympathy with them, and I undertake to say that 
when the time comes that agrarianism, or communism, or so- 
cialism shall sweep over this country, if ever, the question of 
the man who will be put to the torch or knife will be, ‘* How 
much property has he?” It will not do him any good, after he 
has acquired enormous wealth by processes which he has been 
enabled to manipulate, to say, ‘‘ Did not I appeal in behalf of the 
poor people of the country after I became rich and independ- 
ent?” 

Mr. Chairman, I do not support this bill from the standpoint 
of the cry which has been raised, that it is time at last that 
something should be done for the farmer of this country. | 
class the appeal that would array the farmers of the country 
against the business men of the country, that would array the 
miner of the country against the operator of the country, | 





| class all such appeals as alike dangerous to the future of the 


country and alike unfortunate. I have as good a right to speak 
for an agricultural community as has the gentleman from South 


| Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], whoaddressed the House on yesterday. 


to tax the commerce of the country for the purpose of raising | 
revenue. ido not hesitate to say that from that standpoint the | 
| County, and then removed to the State of Ohio when I was a 


proposition is afraud. But we have established a reign of fraud, 
legal fraud, in this connection already in this country. The 
taxation of oleomargarine and the dealers in it—professedly as 
a matter of revenue raising—was the first, perhaps, and greatest 
development of this spirit of indirection by which Congress has 
been actuated so often in its dealings with the business of the 
country. If you can tax the dealer inacertain quality of butter, 
why can you not tax the dealer in futures and options? 

Now, if I believed that the effect of this law would be that the 
producer of grain should not be permitted to contract for the 
future delivery of grain, I would not vote for this bill. If I be- 
lieved that I might not contract for the future delivery of 
stock—ox, cattle, sheep—or of lumber, or any other commodity 
produced in this country, before the thing was fitted for the 
market and before I owned or had possession of that property, 
I would not vote for it. But I do not understand the provisions 
of this bill to have that effect, and therefore I am in favor of 
it for the reasons I am going to give. 

I have no sympathy with the cry that is behind this bill. I 
have no sympathy for any man, be he a millionaire or a beggar, 
who having attained his wealth in Wall street or in the Bohe- 
mian oat business, or in any of the ramifications by which the 
farmers of this country have been defrauded by organizations in 
favorof thoroughbred stock of ail the various kinds, by which 
one man has assumed and gathered together enormous wealth, 
to find himself giving tribute to God Almighty, and attempting 
tosubsidize the Almighty from punishing him by now turning 
round and making ademagogical appeal in favor of the poor men 
of the country—whether it be that sort of a man or some other 


My ancestors in this country coming from England as far back 
as 1660 odd, became proprietors in the hard soil of New Eng- 
land in farm lands in 1690, and from that day until 1838 they 
lived on and farmed the lands of New England, working outa 
living from the sterile and almost barren soil of old Windom 


mere child, my father settling on lands he had inherited from 
his grandfather, there being but a single title and that signed 
by George Washington himself. 

My father with his wife and children settled on farming lands 
in the county of Athens, Ohio, and that land is held and farmed 
to-day by the same family. So for nearly three hundred years, 
or for more than two hundred years, Il am a direct descendant, 
in a continuous line, of the farmers of this country, and all the 
property I own in this world other than the house in which I 
live is agricultural land which I myself operate. So there is 
from the standpoint of the farmer, | may be permitted to say, 
no necessity for this cry. Just on the eve of election we hear 
it, although we seldom or never hear ic at any other time, but 
on such an occasion somebody bobs up in a legislative assembly 
and cries out, “Is it not about time that we were doing some- 
thing for the farmer?” 

[ want to ask some intelligent man on this floorto answer me, 
in his own time, what is there that can be done by Congress for 
the benefit of the farmer that would not inure to the benefit of 
somebody else? By what line of argument can you safely here 
undertake to array the interest of the agricultural classes of the 
country against the interests of everybody else? 

Mr. Chairman, agriculture in this country to-day is on a bet- 
ter footing than it was in former years. I am glad the time has 
eome when the gentleman from South Carolina, who talks of 
my having been converted from a condition of *‘ hardness of 
heart” and ‘‘ blindness of mind,” and all that sort of thing, over 
to the true gospel—I am glad to hear him talking about the in- 


kind of a man, I have no sympathy for the man who raises upon | terestsofagriculture—and I am glad the time has come, although 


this floor a cry intended and calculated, in the very nature of | the gentleman and bis associates did not have much to do with 
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its coming, that the agricultural interests of the entire country 
are now guarded and carried on by the men who own the lands 
or who pay the wages for carrying on the industry. I am glad 
that in that great Southern country agriculture is not the aris- 
tocratic procedure that it was before the war. I am glad that 
it has become respectable nowfor all men, and that it is respect- 
able for an agricultural laborer to work on the plantation, al- 
though he does not stand the chance of being flogged with a 
whip on occasions when he does not do a full day’s work. 

Yes, there has been something done for the farmers in this 
country, and I propose before I get through to show just how it 
has been done. The first grand thing accomplished in behalf of 
agriculture was done when the Republican party, struggling 
into power against an adverse Democratic majority in both 
Houses up to that time, succeeded over the veto of one or more 
Democratic Presidents in passing the homestead laws, which 
gave to agriculture an opportunity to move West and occupy 
that enormous scope of magnificent country which was thus 
opened toit. The party to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina comes from or belongs to, the party with which he now 
associates, if he belongs to any known party on earth, voted 
almost solidly against that measure, which was the greatest 
step towards the enfranchisement and broadening of the agri- 
culture of this country that was ever achieved by man. 

‘rom that day to this agriculture has been the child of Re- 
publican patriotism and Republican intelligence. From that 
day to this, and for thirty years gone by and upward, the Re- 
publican party has keft upon the agricultural productions of 
this country a tariff sufficient to give to the farmer of this coun- 
try the home market of this country, and if there is any gentle- 
man wants to know—— 

Mr. MOSES. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [ cannot be interrupted; I haveso short 
atime. Otherwise, [should be glad to beinterrupted. If there 
is anybody anxious to know what ought to be done for the farmer 
I will tell him, and I will tell him what ought not to be done. 
If you want to know what affirmative acts should be done, let 
me tell you. 

There is a limited market in the United States for the agri- 
cultural products of the country. We produce more than we 
have a market for already. If that be true—and no man can 
gainsay it—one thing to do for the farmer is to give him the 
market of this country, and do not open this enormous boundary 
line between us and Canada, to permit the Canadian productions 
of acheaper quality of labor to come in and crowd into the mar- 
kets of our country here. If you want to do something for ag- 
riculture, do something to aid the development of a greater 
variety of agricultural productions. If you wanttodosomething 
foragriculture,continue upon the statute booksa law under which 
the production of sugar in the United States increased 50 per cent 
in one year, and has almost doubled since the passage of the 
McKinleylaw. Ifyouwanttodosomething foragriculture,donot 
turn over the whole subject of sugar-raising in this country to the 
benefit of a great trust, organized in the city of New York, more 
corrupt, more wicked, more villainous than any trust that has 
ever cursed the United States in all its history. [Applause.| And 
directly, in a few days, when you are called upon to bow your 
subservient heads to the lash of the agents of that trust, do not 
do it, and you will have done something for the farmer of the 
United States of America. {Applause on the Republican side.] 
The farmer of this country does not expect, does not want, any 
cry of demagogyon this floor. What the farmerof this country 
wants is to be treated exactly as everybody else is treated. 

Now, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] said 
something yesterday which startled me, and I want him at the 
proper time to answer a question. I think he said it ina mo- 
ment of enthusiasm. I donot wonder that the gentleman be- 
comes a little extravagant when he listens to the sound, to the 
music, to the eloquence of his own voice. The question which 
I wish him toanswer is this: When was it, on the floor of the 
American Congress, amid the representatives of a great body of 
the best intelligence of thiscountry—when was it that somebody 
denounced the farmers of the United States, as he charged yes- 
terday? When was it that a member of Congress called the 
farmers of the United States ‘‘ignorant,” and made fun of them 
and ridiculed the farmers of the United States? Who was the 
man? Where is it recorded? 

Turn to the RECORD of Congress and let us know who he was 
and where he came from. Was it the predecessor of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, who said that the laboring people 
of the North were greasy mechanics? Is that what the gen- 
tleman refers to? Was it the man who called them ‘‘ small- 
fisted farmers?” Is that the man referred to by the gentleman 
from South Carolina? Is he talking about Hammond, dead and 
gone to Heaven, I hope; or wasitsomebody else? I stand here 
with the honor of my country involved, to say that never since 
I have been a member of this Congress—and I have been here 
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much longer than the gentleman from South Carolina—w 
there such a word used toward the farmers of this country. 
_ Mr. GEAR. May I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
in the formation of the so-called McKinley law the Farmers’ 
Alliance and the National Grange sat in conference with the 
subcommittee and helped to frame the agricultural portion of 
that bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a fact. 
Mr: GEAR. That should be known as a part of the history 
of that legislation. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I said thaton every occasion the Repub- 
lican party had dealt generously with agriculture, and I am 
now authorized by one of the gentlemen who framed the McKin- 
ley law, Governor JOHN H. GEAR, tosay that a committee of the 
National Grange and a committee of the Farmers’ Alliance sat 
in consultation with the Committee on Ways and Means and 
aided in the formation of the agricultural schedule of the Me- 
Kinley bill, and confirmed and ratified their action. [Applause 
on the Republican side. | 


Mr.GEAR. The National Grange was represented by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, Col. John H. Brigham. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Col. John H. Brigham, the gigantic and 
intelligent farmer from Wauseon, whom I know very well. What 
is the contrast? A few days ago representatives of an agricul- 
tural interest, real farmers, not specimens like my friend from 
South Carolina and myself, who I fear farm the farmers more 
than we do the land [laughter], came to this Capitol to be heard. 
It isa matter of public record that they were not only refused ea 
hearing by the gentlemen having their greatinterests in charge, 
but with insults they were ordered out of the room into which 
they had been shown in the Senate of the United States. 

And I did not hear of the distinguished Representative from the 
Cleveland (Ohio) district [Mr. JOHNSON], who was so afraid that 
some Coxey or some Browne was being wronged, getting up in 
Congress and demanding an investigation as to why intelligent 
and respectable farmers from the State of New York were driven 
out of the Senate of the United States and out of the committee 
room and refuseda hearing. So that I can tell you exactly how 
to do something for the farmer. Defeat Democratic legislation. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] That is the way to 
benefit the farmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there has gone forth in this country a 
cry that by reason of a commercial practice of buying and sell- 
ing futures and options that the prices of grain have been seri- 
ously interfered with; and, in my judgment, to a very large ex- 
tent that statement is true. Ido not believe that in the course 
of a year any commodity is seriously affected, but I do believe 
that irregularities in the prices of agricultural products pro- 
duce corners, and an opportunity is given for speculation, not 
by the speculators of Wall street, who are so constantly being 
abused in this House, but I believe the speculators all over the 
country do thereby get an opportunity to corner and.affect the 
grain market. 

But, Mr. Chairman, whether I am right in this or wrong, it 
is enough for me to know that so constantly has this cry gone 
out that the people of the United States believe that condition 
to exist; and, therefore, believing that no harm can come from 
the passage of this law, believing that no paralysis of busines 
is likely to occur, for I have nosympathy with that cry; believ- 
ing that business in this country will bo done on a fair basis and 
inafair manner regardless of any question of this sort; and 
inasmuch as the removal of this right, or, in other words, to put 
into the statute law what has ever been in my judgment the 
rule of the common law, I shall vote for this bill. I shall vote 
for it in the hope that the farmer of the country, the trader of 
the country, will be relieved of the impression that seems to 
have settled upon him that he is being oppressed by these 
dealers in ‘‘ futures” and speculative sales of produce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
the operation of running corners on the produce market is to the 
injury of the farmer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say thatis the impression abroad in the 
land; and inasmuch as that is the case, I am willing to vote for 
the bill, in the hope that it willremove that, not in the hope that 
it will bring about the millennium which our friends talk about, 
but because I am willing to make this experiment in the interest 
of relieving the public mind of the present prejudice which they 
have againgt these dealers in this sort of product. a 


Mr. ALDRICH. Then the gentleman does not believe that 
corners operate to the injury of the farmer? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that in the course of a year’s time 
I think that things equalize themselves; but at times I do be- 
lieve that corners do operate to the injury of the farmer when he 
has to sell at the time they are in operation. 

Now, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 


as 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his 
ime remaining. 
“a, WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I presented an 
amendment which has been read. [did not understand that the 
Chair has yet indicated that amendment to be pending to the 
pending bill. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to have that question 
settled before I continue my remarks upon the amendment. If 
the amendment is not to have any application, then certainly I 
do not want to take up the time of the House in discussing an 
amendment that can not be pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will please 
give the Chair his attention fora moment. The general order 
adopted by the House is in this language: 

That all debate wpon the pending bill and amendments thereto, if any, 
shall be considered closed at the adjournment to-morrow evening— 

That is, this evening— 
the bill and any pending amendments to be reported to the House, the pre- 
vious question to be considered as ordered upon the bill and all pending 
amendments thereto to final passage, and the vote to be taken immediately 
after the morning hour on Friday morning. 

The general order contemplated the offering of amendments. 
Members upon the floor and friends of the bill expected an op- 
portunity to offer amendments, and the general understanding 
on the floor of the House for the last two days has been that there 
would atime come before the closing of this debate, and before 
the operation of the previous question, when amendments could 
be offered. The Chair is of the opinion now that the only way, 
and perhaps the better way, at least an orderly way, to do business 
would be to have the committee rise and let the House restrict 
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debate, closing general debate, and let the remainder of the de- | 


bate be under the five-minute rule and under Rule XXIII. After 
general debate is closed, then amendments will beinorder. The 
Chair thinks that is the better way out of it; and the matter is 
in the hands of the committee, which can do as it pleases. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. DoTI understand the Chair 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the Committee of the Whole takes 
that course, the Chair will not entertain amendments for the 
present. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have the floor. 
to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
the floor for eight minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is this to be taken out of my 
time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [I move that the committee rise, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I would like | 
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Mr. COX. Make it two hours. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam doing the very best I can, and some gen- 
tlemen have told me that if I propose any longer time objection 
would be made in the interest of other measures that are to 
come before the House. I am trying to be just as liberal as 
possible. In one hour every proper amendment can be offered 
under the five-minute rule, even if it can not be fully debated. 
I wish to have the remainder of this day devoted to debate by 
gentlemen who have expected to address the committee, and [ 
now ask unanimous consent that the first hour to-morrow, after 
the morning hour, shall be devoted to offering amendments to 
the bill under the five-minute rule, that 1 may have my hour to 
close the debate, and that then the vote may be taken. 

Mr. COX. I suggest that the gentleman ask that in offering 
amendnients under the five-minute rule it shall not be necessary 
to read the bill in detail. 

Mr.HATCH. Iwill accept that suggestion, that amendments 
may be offered to any section of the bill and voted upon in the 
order in which they are presented, so that the time will not all 
be consumed upon any one section of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, 
would it not be equally agreeable to him to provide that gen- 
eral debate close with the session of to-day and that amendments 
under the five-minute rule shall be then in order? 

Mr. HATCH. For one hour; that is just what I have stated. 

Mr. WARNER. ButI suggest that the request be made with- 
out the limitation. The House can make the limitation to- 
morrow as well as to-day. Several gentlemen desire to offer 
amendments, and they have a right to present them and cer- 
tainly to discuss them for five minutes. 

Mr.HATCH. Theydonot have to be voted upon in the hour? 

Mr. WARNER. No; but they have to be discussed in the 
hour. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
at one time. 

Mr. HATCH. That is not so under this order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Not if you make the exception, but you will 
have to include that in the exception, because the rules them- 
selves prohibit the pendency of more than two amendments at 
a time. 

Mr. BOATNER. [understood that the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri was that the amendments should be con- 
sidered as pending and that they should be voted on in the order 
in which they were offered. 

Mr. WARNER. Thatwould cut off the possibility of discuss- 
ing the amendments. I have no amendments that I wish to pre- 
sent or to discuss, but [do want to hear discussion on some 


And only two amendments can be pending 


| amendment that may be presented in order that I may vote in- 
| telligently. Now, I shall not object to a proposition to change 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having | §1« , es 
| minute rule. In that case I shall offer no objection if the House 


taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, from 
the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under 
consideration a bill (H.R. 7007) and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested by quite: 
number of gentlemen on the floor that they have amendments 
which they regard as germane and proper to certain sections of 
this bill, and which they desire to present to the Committee of 
the Whole or to the House, and I have told gentlemen having 
such amendments that I would ask consent to-morrow, before 
taking the vote, that those amendments should be voted upon. 
I want to keep faith with the gentlemen whose names are on the 
listof the Chairmanof the Committee of the Whole and whoex- 
pect to debate this bill. It has been my purpose all the time, 
if no opportunity arose after the close of general debate, that 
such of these amendments as were germane and pertinent to 
the bill should be tested by a vote in the House. I told the 
gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Cox] that on yesterday, and I 
intend to make that request, and I am sure it will be agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. _I would suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that the course he proposes leaves his proposition subject 
to be defeated by the dissent of any one of the three hundred 
and odd members here. Isubmit to him that he can accom- 
plish the same result by moving to reconsider the order that 
was made on yesterday fixing the limit of debate, and adding 
to it a proposition to devote a certain time, beginning now or 
— hour he may indicate, to debate under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I was simply stating what my 
own position had been; and then I was going on to say that, in 
deference to the wishes of so many gentlemen who have ex- 
pressed a desire to offer amendments, I will now ask consent 
that immediately after the morning hour to-morrow one hour 
shall be devoted to offering amendments under the five-minute 
rule in the House——. 
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the order so that general debate shall close with this day’s ses- 
sion and that the bill shall then be considered under the five- 


chooses to dispense with the reading of the bill, or to make any 
other order in that regard; but I do object to a proposition that 


| will cut off the presentation and explanation of amendments 


under the five-minute rule, or limit it to one hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is indulging this as 
a matter of unanimous consent. There is nothing before the 
House. 

Mr. HATCH. Except the statement that I would ask unani- 
mous consent. Now, Mr. Speaker, the rule which was adopted 
was perfectly understood by the House; and it received the 
unanimous consent of the House. It was the desire of nearly 
every gentleman on the floor to fix a reasonable time within 
which debate should be closed and a vote taken on the bill. I 


| am now going to the farthest limit of what I feel to be right and 





fair te other measures 

Mr. COX. There will not be a single objection if two hours 
be allowed. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I will compromise on that, and say two 
hours for amendments under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WARNER. With the understanding that as many as are 
offered can be pending at once. 

Mr. HATCH. Do not let us have so many understandings in 
this matter. Two hours under the five-minute rule for the offer- 
ing of amendments, and coupled with that the understanding 
that I shall have my hour to close the debate at the expiration 
of those two hours. 

Mr. BURROWS. And that the consideration of the bill for 
those two hours under the five-minute rule shall be in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. WARNER. And with the understanding that any num- 
ber of amendments may be pending at once. 

Mr. HATCH. No; not in Committee of the Whole. 
not violate the rules of the House in that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
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asks unanimous consent that the order heretofore made by the 
House closing all debate on this bill thisevening at the adjourn- 
ment of the House, be so far modified that to-morrow, instead of 
takine the vote immediately after the morning hour, the bill 
shall be considered in Committee of the Whole for two hours 
under the five-minute rule, and that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall then have one hour to conclude his discussion of the 
measure. 

Mr. HATCH. In the House. 

‘I PEAKER pro tempore. 
tion to that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
he ould not be 


hes In the House. Is there objec- 
I would ask the gentleman whether 

willing to have the bill considered in the House 
aus in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule, so 
that we can make some headway with amendments— 

‘ir. HATCH. I have no objection to that; that was what I 
proposed to ask in the first place. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And then let the previous question 
operate ——- 

Mr. HATCH. The previous question will operate under the 
order already adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
are vermane. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 


On all amendments pending that 
[ will suggest tothe gentleman from Illi- 


from that arrangement would be that four votes by yeas and 
nays in the House while considering the bill as in Committee of 
the Whole, would consume the whole time. 

Mr. HATCH. I hopo the gentleman from Tllinois will not in- 


sist on his proposition. 
p 
{ 


he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
he gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think it would be well for the gentleman 
from Missouri to stipulate that there shall be but ten minutes’ 
debate on each amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HATCH. Under the rule there can only be two five- 
minute speeches on each amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. I know, but 

Mr. HATCH. I will do my best to have therule enforced. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair hears no objection; 
and it isso ordered. The gentleman from Missouri now moves 
that the House resolve into Committee of the Whole for the 
f r consideration of revenue measures. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. LivINGSTON 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
(007) regulating thesale of certain agricultural products, defin- 
ing ‘‘ options” and ‘‘ futures,” and imposing taxes thereon and 
upon dealers therein. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr 
STONE) has eight minutes remaining, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As 1 understand the order as 
now amended, it would not be proper for me to offer an amend- 
ment until to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments will be in order to-morrow 
us soon as the House goes into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. ThenI desire to reserve my time 
and will withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COVERT] is now entitled to the floor for thirty minutes. The 
Chair suggests that there are about sixteen or eighteen gentle- 
men who want to speak on this question. The Chair has no 
right or disposition to dictate the time that any member shall 
occupy; but he would be glad if members could reach some 
agreement among themselves so that speeches should be limited 
to about twenty minutes each. 

Mr. COVERT. DoT understand thatthe limit now operating 
is twenty minutes? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I suggest that we make the limit to- 
day halfan hour. I think most of the gentlemen will be able to 
get through in that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
so hold. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] is rec- 
ognized for thirty minutes. 


Is there objection to the request 


of 


Irtue 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAILEY having taken 
the chair us Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

On June &, 1894: 

\n act (H. R. 82) te authorize the Missouri River Power Com- 
pany of Montana to construct a dam across the Missouri River. 
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On June 14, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 3715) granting to the village of Dearborn cert 
land for village purposes. 

On June 19, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 7458) making appropriations to supply a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation for public printing and bindine for 
the fiscal year 1594, and for other purposes; _ weal 

An act (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize construction 
of a bridge at Burlington, lowa, approved August 6, 1888, and 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890; and 

An aet (H. R. 6576) to provide for the closing of part of an 
alley in square 622, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the 
relief of the president and directors of Gonzaga College. 

On June 20, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of Edward 
rison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased; 

An act (H. R. 5778) to supply a deficiency in the grant of pub- 
lic lands to the State of Mississippi for the uso of the State Uni- 
versity; and 

An act (H. R. 1127) for the relief of Francis M. Tomlin. 
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ANTIOPTION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. LIVINGSTON 


Q ili- | in the chair. 
nois [Mr. CANNON] that one of the troubles which might arige | 


Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I can not resist the conelu- 
sion that the title of the pending measure is a misnomer. | 
submit that it should be ‘‘A bill toamend the Unabridged Dic- 
tionary, to restrain trade, and to restrict the rights of the 
American citizen.” 

The strictly ‘‘ educational ” feature of the bill seeks to instruct 
the House and the country as to the real meaning of the terms 
‘‘ options” and *‘futures;” it relegates us to the dictionaries for 
the significance of the words ‘‘ contango ” and ‘‘ backwardation,’ 
but it is significantly silent as to the ordinary or legal meaning 
to be attached to the term “ringing out.” 

Lexicograpbhers had, before the introduction of the pending 
measure, told us the full significance of all the other singular 
and unique terms employed in this bill; and there would seem 
to be no absolute and urgent necessity that they should be re- 
defined in the measure now presented to us. While this has 
been done with great care by the author of the pending meas- 
ure, absolute silence has been observed regarding the term 
‘ringing out.” Ponderousdictionaries have been asked to open 
their leathern lips for information in this regard, but the appeal 
has been made in vain. No definition of the term can be found 
in their musty pages, and the pending bill is equally silent in 
this particular. The anxious citizen of Hannibal, Mo., and the 
wondering resident of Iola, Kans., are alike left in Egyptian 
darkness as to the significance to be attached to the mystic 
term ‘‘ringing out,” as it occurs in the several sections of the 
bill under consideration. 

But the benighted denizens of the localities mentioned will, 
I venture to affirm, inthe eventof the final passage of this meas- 
ure, realize sooner or later that the real meaning of this last- 
mentioned term in its true connection, is the beginning, per- 
haps, of the end—the ‘‘ ringing out ” of the reserved rights of the 
States and the reserved rights of individual citizens as secured 
to them by the Constitution of our fathers. 

While it is difficult for me, sir, to discuss this matter in any 
serious spirit, yet I can discuss it from ah entirely impartial 
and disinterested standpoint. There is not a single stock or 
produce exchange in the whole length and breadth of the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, nor do I know of the exist- 
ence in it of one single, solitary person who is engaged in the 
business of buying or selling options. But, sir, I represent a 
broad, Democratic constituency, whose claim and whose plea is 
presented to-day at the bar of this House, that no such narrow 
and un-Democratic measure asthis—a measure seeking to chain 
up trade and to fetter commerce—shall find its place upon the 
statute books of this land. 

Any man who has known my esteemed friend from Missouri 
{[Mr. HaTou] as long as I have known him, will be slow to ac- 
cuse him of any lackof frankness, and he has been entirely frank 
and outspoken in his opening speech made in behalf of the 

ending proposition. He has told us in so many wordsthat this 
ill is to some extent a new departure in revenue legislation. 
He has told us that he does not believe the taxing power should 
ever be used except for the primary purpose of raising revenue. 
‘Raising revenue,” Mr. Chairman, is not the object and not the 
intent or the purpose of this bill. Its object is not even thinly 
disguised, either in the title or in the text of the measure itself 
now under consideration. We have done what we could to raise 
revenue in the passage of a tariff bill, imperfeet as that measure 
may have been. . 

ff this bill were really a revenue measure, why was it not of- 
fered and inserted asa part of the internal-revenue feature of 
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the Wilson bill when that measure was on its passage through 
this House? ‘There is scarcely a pretense anywhereon the part 
of any of the advocates of this bill that its purpose and object 
are the raising of necessary revenues for thesupport of the Gov- 
ernment. Such being the case, what isits purpose? I submit 
that its object is apparent on the surface, and that ‘‘ he who 
runs may read.” What is the object of the bill? My esteemed 
friend from Missouri says that if the courts are called upon to 
pass on the constitutionality of this measure they will not stop 
to inquire into the motives of legislators in the adoption of such 
provisions as are embodied in this bill. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no dictum of the courts better 
established than this: That the courts will seek, and seek ear- 
nestly,in discovering the purpose and object ofa measure under 
discussion before them, the probable and reasonable conse- 
quences and effects of the measure under consideration. Mr. 
Chief Justice Marshall, certainly an undoubted authority, says 
this in regard to a similar proposition: 

It is of the first importance that the end which Congress has in view inen 
acting any law must be one for which the power was bestowed. 

He says further: 

Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Constitution, 
and all means which are proper, which are plainly adapted to that end, 
and which are not prohibited, but consistent with the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, are constitutional. 

‘¢ Let the end be legitimate,” says Chief Justice Marshall, lay- 
ine that down as the primal reguisite in this attempt todiscover 
the object of any proposed legislation or of established legisla- 
tion. What is the objectof this measure now under discussion? 
If it be anything it is not only to restrict, but by vicious pro- 
cesses to absolutely prohibit a trade established by long cus- 
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Mr. COVERT. As is suggested by my friend from Missouri, 
this testimony has not even been presented to this jury, who 
upon their oaths are to determine this question of fact. And 
yet upon this lack of testimony we are called upon to declare on 
oath that this business is a detriment to the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country, and therefore an unjust and improper inter- 
ference with our interstate commerce. 

In thé absence of specific proof in this regard, I submit, sir, 
that it may be well for us toconsider what may be regarded as 
fixed laws and established principles. 

To my own mind this plain business rule seems certain and 
unalterable: That active trading in any article, I care not what 
it is, enhances rather than decreases the price of the article; 
that when restrictions are imposed upon trade, the risk to the 
purchaser will be greater and the profit to the producer will be 
decreased. Witnesses may be examined before committees, and 
committees may adopt mere opinions as having the force 
tablished facts, but this plain, absolute law of business can not, 
[ submit, be modified or altered. 

This system of dealing is one of the results of the growth of 
the country, and has become a necessary and important part of 
the business methods of our day and generation. 

To fetter it with the restrictions sought to be imposed here, 
restrictions which amount to absolute prohibition, would in my 


of es- 


| judgment result in infinite wrong to producers and purchasers 


tom, and which is and for years has been recognized by the laws | 


of many of the sovereign States of this Union. 

And further, on this constitutional point, [ quote from Mr. 
Justice Miller in rendering the opinion of the court in the case 
of Morgan against Louisiana, 118 United States Reports, page 
462: 

In all cases of this kind it has been repeatedly held that when the question 
was raised whether the State statute was a just exercise of State power or 
is intended as a roundabout means of invading the domain of Federal au- 
thority this court will look to the operation and effect of the act to discover 
its purpose. 

If this bill now before the House is anything, it isa roundabout 
and unjustifiable effort to accomplish a result which under the 
Constitution could not be reached by direct means; and I, for 


alike, and would strike a deadly blow at our interstate commer- 
cial interests. 

But, sir, I must go on rapidly, because by a usurpation of au- 
thority, if I may so call it, to which I havein no sense agreed, 
my time has been limited. 

I must pass on to the consideration of other features of the 
measure. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] in opening the discus- 
sion on this bill, said that there were only a half dozen sections 


| that this House needed to consider, because an inspection of 


those half dozen sections would reveal the whole spirit and 
scope of the bill, and that the other sections were merely added 


| to carry the primary provisions of the measure into operation 


one. can not avoid the conclusion that it was with this knowl- | 


edge and with this purpose that this bill was framed by its sup- 
porters, and in this spirit the passage of the measure is being 
urged through the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon the remote supposition that this 


and effect. 

Mr. Chairman, I invite the consideration of the members of 
this committee to these other sectionsof this bill. To my mind, 
sir, they are more importantthan any of the others, because these 
sections thus glossed over are the penal provisions of this meas- 
ure. They provide the means and machinery by and through 
which any disobedience of this law may be met and punished by 
the courts of the land. 

I shall not stop in this connection to criticise some of the in- 


| termediate sections of the measure, sections infinitely worse, in 


bill should be enacted into law; upon the remote supposition | 


that it should receive Executive approvaland be brought to the 
Supreme Court of the United States for a determination upon 
the question of its constitutionalty, and assuming that the court, 
looking into the object and purpose of this act, should say, ‘‘We 
are satisfied that the primary purpose of the bill was not to raise 
revenue; but we sustain if upon the theory that the trade of 
buying and selling options has been declared by Congress to 
have a tendency to keep down prices, and is therefore an ob- 
struction to commerce; we sustain it under the power given to 
Congress by the Federal Constitution to enact laws for the reg- 
ulation of commerce.’ 

Upon the remote assumption that all these things may occur, 
and that that might be the solemn judgment of that august 
tribunal, the Supreme Court of the United States, I beg to sub- 
mit that the duty devolving upon us nowisall the more onerous, 
all the more difficult, all the more delicate; because in that event 
we are sitting here not only as representatives in Congress but 
we are here in the capacity of sworn jurors, to pass, by our ver- 
dict, upon a stated question of fact. Each man is upon his oath 
in this matter, not alone asa member of Congress butasa juror, 
to try a disputed question of fact which has been presented to us 
through the medium of this bill. 

Is it true—has it been proverl, Mr. Chairman, by anything like 
a preponderance of testimony, that this business of buying and 
selling options lessens the prices of the products covered by this 
bill? Is the testimony sufficient to convince us as jurors, upon our 
oaths, that this practice of buying and selling options and futures 
is an interruption of or any unjust or improper interference 
with the interstate commerce of this country? I, for one, fail to 
be convinced by the proof that has been adduced before us. 
Have all my fellow-jurors heard or even read the testimony in 
this regard as adduced before the committee? Have you whom 
I address analyzed that testimony and separated the small grain 
of fact testified tofrom the mere opinions furnished by witnesses 
who have been summoned before that committee? 


_ Mr. COBB of Missouri. That testimony has not been pub- 
lished. 


| ture of the taritf bill, no matter how vexatious or inqui 


my humble judgment, than any provision of the income-tax fea- 
torial 





that act may be. 
[ refer to the sections requiring a special application and 
license fee, and the giving of a bond as prerequisites for en- 


| gaging in this business; the affixing of revenue stamps at every 


| stage of the most trivial transaction in the course of ordinary 





trade; the making of an entry in the books of the dealer, of the 
most trifling incident or transaction; the making of reports to 
the collector of internal revenue; the supervision by the col- 
lector and his underlings over tho private books and papers of 
the citizen, and the inspection of those private books and papers 
at the office of the internal-revenue collector; and their subjec- 


| tion to the examination of any inquisitive person, whoever he 


may be. Idenounce these provisions of this billas undemocratic, 
Mr. Chairman. I denounce them as infamous in this age and in 
thisland. I deplore the fact that a bill loaded down with iniqui- 
ties like these could emanate from a Democratic source, under 
a Democratic Administration, in this year of grace 1894. [stand 
with liberty-loving citizens everywkere whenI regret thata 


| measure such as this should have even decent consideration in 


the halls of legislation in free America. 

But as to the penalty clauses of this bill, Mr.Chairman. There 
is to-day pending in this House a measure introduced by my es- 
teemed colleague | Mr. CUMMINGS], looking to the protection of 
native authors of dramatic compositions. Our native dramatic 
authors have added luster to our civilization by the production 
of some of the most finished and admired plays known to the 
stage of the civilized world. 

They have vainly sought under the copyright law as it stands 
on the statute book for any adequate protection totheir literary 
property. They have found by sad experience that the law as 
it stands is entircly inadequate to afford them relief. Their 
plays are pirated, and the pirates laugh at court injunctionsand 
successfullyevade the service of judicial papers forbidding their 
larcenous acts. . 

The offenders can not be punished through any method of 
civil procedure. They are irresponsible: they have no fixed 
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habitat; they can not respond in money damages which may 
be obtained against them in asuitatlaw. These authors have 
come to the doorsof this Congress asking that the work of their 


brains, literary property which in its own right ought to be | 


hedged inand surrounded by all the provisions that can be made 
to guard and protect it, shall be shielded from bald and open 
larceny. They have asked us to make the unlawful piracy of 
their plays a misdemeanor, subjecting the offender to the possi- 


bility ut the utmost, of one year’s imprisonment or the payment | 
What they ask, I submit, is only reason- | 


of a moderate fine. 
able and proper. It is absolutely necessary for the protection 
of their property; it is but a measure of simple justice. 

Mr. Chairman, that bill has been fought; it has been resisted, 


and will be fought to the end, upon the expressed declaration | 


of its opponents that they do not want to add to the catalogue 
of crimes; they do not want to establish a new criminal offense; 
they do not want to have any addition made to the penal powers 
of the Federal courts. Think of it! Owners of literary prop- 
erty denied the protection that is accorded to the owner of a 


woodpile or the possessor of a yellow dog, for the reason that | 


the list of offenses under the Federal law must not be increased! 


Iask the attention of these gentlemen who have opposed the | 
American dramatists’ copyright bill,I ask the attention of this | 


House, to the penalties imposed by a section of the pending 
measure, Which my friend from Missouri has intimated need 
not necessarily occupy the consideration of this body. 


Mr. Chairman, for the slightest misdirection, for the slight- | 
est inadvertence on the part of a dealer in futures or options, for | 
a single omission to make one single trifling entry pertaining to | 


a trivial business transaction in his books, a man may be ar- 


rested and taken before the court, tried, convicted, and sen- | 


tenced to a term of imprisonment not exceeding two years or to 
a fine not exceeding $2,000, or both such fine and imprisonment. 
Surely the punishment more than fits the crime. 


means of protection to the brain workers of this land? Shall 
you let the piracy of literary property go unpunished, and yet 
condemn the defendants in proceedings under this bill in ad- 
vance? For whatdefense has the business manhere? None that 
Ican see. Suppose he shall stand before his accuser and shall 
say: ‘lam guilty of nocrime. I have not unjustly or in any 
way obstructed commerce; I have rather added to it by the con- 
duct of my business; and I ask to prove that fact by witnesses. 
My proof is here, and I offer to present it.” 
NO: we can not receive your proof. A jury made up of the 
Federal Congress has already tried your case and has already 
found you guilty.” And we are the jurors to-day. We are 
asked to convict this man in advance upon the flimsy, upon the 
absolute lack of proof which has been presented in support of 
this bill. I, as one of these jurors, will not join in this verdict 
of conviction. There is nosufficient evidence to warrant or sus- 
tain so vicious a verdict, so unjust a judgment. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I ask the members of this | 


committee and of this House to rise above mere local clamor. I 
ask them to vote upon this matter and to determine it, not only 
as legislators, but assworn jurors. I ask them not by any act of 
theirs, in this century, in this age of civilization, to tear down, 
to cripple, or to jeopardize the commercial prosperity of this 
land. [ask them to join with us in what we are seeking to do 
to-day. This is no time for dangerous experiment in any other 
direction. Let us give vitality rather than weakness. Let us 
build up rather than destroy. Let us take no backward step so 


far as the commercial interests of this country are concerned. | 


Above all and beyond all, let us have no ‘ringing out” of the 
reserved rights of the States or of the individual citizen, as 
pledged to us and provided for us under the Federal Constitu- 
tion. [Loud applause. ] 


{[Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. How does that rule apply to me when it 
does not apply to anybody else? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, after the House 
went into Committee of the Whole, speakers were limited to 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I did not hear that unanimous consent. 
It was not unanimous. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I have just seen the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, and he said that was his understand- 


See 


ing. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thestatement was made that there were 
sixteen gentlemen on the list to speak, and I asked if there could 
not be an agreement made by which the time could be limited 


I should like to see the Reporter’s notes 


What do you | 
say to this, opponents of the measure seeking to afford some | 


The court will say, | 
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to twenty minutes. ‘Some gentleman on the floor moved to limit 
| the time to thirty minutes, and by unanimous consent it was sO 
ordered. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I made that motion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I was asked by the present chairman. at 
the instance of the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
| for his convenience, to change with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. I did so to accommodate the situation, and 

this is the result. 

Mr.WAUGH. Under the circumstances, I ask that the gen- 
| tleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] be allowed twenty 
minutes more. He did not understand the proposition, or there 
would have been objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
| the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] have twenty 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who makes the objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
FLETCHER]. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Since my friend is so patriotic,I will ask 
permission to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Mississippi will ba allowed to extend his remarks in the REc- 
oRD. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, on Monday last I listened 
with a great deal of interest to the speech of the father and au- 
thor of this antifuture or antioption bill, and since that day I 
have read very carefully his remarks as printed in the RECORD; 
but Iam sorry to say that I have been unable to find in his 
eee any statement of fact or any logical argument going to 
show that the system of dealing in contracts for future delivery 
or for forward delivery in reality tends to depreciate prices to 
the producer. We have simply the assertion of the gentleman 
from Missouri that the dealing in these enormous masses of 
pretended commodities tends to depreciate and does depreciate 
prices to the planter and to the farmer. But we have no facts 
whatever given to show that such isthe case. We have merely 
the gentleman's assertion. I trust that in his closing argument 
he will be able to give us some facts and some logical arguments 
based on those facts. 

It seems to me it is a new proposition to be advanced by a Dem- 
ocrat, or by any part of the Democratic party, that it is for the 
| interest of the Democracy that the cost of commodities, that the 
cost of living should be enhanced to the consumer. I have 
| heard it said repeatedly by the leaders of my party, that we must 
regard the consumer, that we have nothing to do with the manu- 
facturer or with the producer, but that the consumer isthe great 
person to be cared for in all our legislation. Thatis advanced 
as oue of the tenets of my party, and yet we have this measure 
proposed by a leading Democrat, avowedly designed for the pro- 
tection of two classes in the community, the planter and the 
farmer. We have a measure proposed, the alleged purpose of 
which is to enhance the cost of bread to every person in the 
United States, to every man, woman, and child; to advance the 
cost of cotton shirts, to enhance the price of every glass of beer 
and every pound of pork. We have a measure designed to tax, 
for the benefit of the producer only and against the interests of 
60 per cent of the population of the United States, according to 
| their own estimate. Is that Democracy’ Is that consistent 
with any principle of any Democratic platform? 

I do not intend to weary you, gentlemen, in the limited time 
which is assigned to me, with estimates of the wheat acreage in 
the United States, or in the Argentine Republic, or in India, or 
| with calculations as to the cotton crop and its variations in dif- 
| ferentyears. But before proceeding to discuss the law question, 
| the great question of the constitutionality of this measure, L 
| shall allude to three or four facts which I think are undoubtedly 
| susceptible of proof, and which I think have been proven to the 
| satisfaction of every intelligent man. 
| I have read with great care the testimony taken in 1892 in re- 
| 





gard to other antioption and antifuture measures, the testi- 
mony taken in the Senate by the subcoramittee of the Committee 
| on the Judiciary, also the testimony which was taken before the 
| Committee on Agriculture of this House; and I say that this 
| testimony, and the evidence then adduced, and other familiar 
| facts which we have for our guidance, show three or four salient 
| facts. One is that this system of dealing in futures, of dealing 
| in articles for forward delivery or future delivery, this system 
of short selling, instead of tending to lower prices actually tends 
| to enhance prices. Where a man sells an article to be delivered 
| at a future time, and he is not in possession of the article con- 
| tracted to be sold, necessarily, when the time of delivery comes, 
he will have to become a buyer of the article; and that fact 
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tends to enhance the price of the commodity, be it wheat, cot- 
ton. rye, corn, or any other article. 

Another fact is this, and it is shown by the records, that since 
the adoption of this system of selling for future or forward de- 
liverv, the fluctuation in price is much less than in the anti- 
future period. Take thirty-five years before the adoption of that 
system in New Orleans and New York, and there was an average 
fluctuation of 4.16 cents; whereas the average fluctuation since, 
as shown by the records of the cotton exchanges at New Orleans 
andat New York, is only1.28 cents. Now, itisa familiar fact that 
the stability of value and the absence of fluctuation is for the 
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best interests of the producer and of everyone throughout the | 


country. 
is that the cost to the producer is lessened by this system of 
sales for future delivery. Middlemen are enabled to do their 
work for a very small charge, afractional charge, say half of 1 
per cent, far less than that which obtained in former times, when 
it was something like 5 per cent. 

What is the grand truth? It is this, that you can not legis- 
late in any way to control the law of supply and demand. The 
price corresponds to the supply. That is an undoubted axiom 
and undoubted truth. I cite Mr. David A. Wells, the great 
student and political economist, on that point. Mr. Wells, after 
drawing attention to the fact that this phenomenal decline in 
the price of wheat has obtained for many years past, concludes 
by saying: 

During all the years in which the decline in wheat has been phenomenal 
the law of supply and demand has not been violated, and the price in the 
world’s market has conformed strictly to the supply of the world. 

This is the reason. Itis overproduction which has reduced 
the price of cotton, and overproduction which has lowered the 
market price of wheat. With cotton at 74 cents a pound and 
wheat at 61 or 62 cents a bushel, it is impossible by any legisla- 
tion to enhance the price. The truth is that the immense acre- 
age devoted to cotton and devoted to wheat and the improve- 
ments of machinery have tended to lower the price, and I cite the 
tariff speech of the distinguished Senator from Texas, the Hon. 
ROGER Q. MILLS, delivered on April 25. In that speech and in 
the tariff discussion it was always assumed by the members of 
my party that low prices are good things—that it is for the 
benefit of the citizen and for the whole country to have the 
staples of life cheap; but when we discuss this antioption bill, 
we say to the planter and to the farmer that it is a principle of 
our party to advocate this measure on the ground that the com- 
modity should be enhanced in price. 

Now, when the Senator from Texas delivered his speech he 
was in favor of reducing the price, and he submitted a table of 
thirty articles showing how from the year 1873 to the year 1891 
there had been adecline in a free-trade country like Great Brit- 
ain in the price of those commodities. One of these articles is 
wheat and another is cotton yarn; and he addresses these words 
to the Senate of the United States: 

Sir, prices have been brought down by improved production, by machin- 
ery, by invention, increasing the amount of product in a given time, and 
lowering the cost of the product. 


He said nothing about dealing in futures. I[t never occurred 
at that time to the Senator from Texas to say anything about 
dealing in futures. It never occurred at that time to the Sena- 
tor from Texas that it would be alleged that dealing in futures 
or contracts for forward delivery had caused the reduction of 
the cost of commodities. 

Now, as to the law. This antifuture and antioption law is un- 
constitutional. It is unconstitutional because it is a perversion 
and violation of the taxing power; and it is no answer to say 
that Congress can enact it with the approval of the Executive. 

It isno answer to say that the courts can not go behind the 
statute and inquire into the motives of the lawmakers. I say 
that is no answer either in constitutional law or in ethics. Are 
we to take the position that because our action can not be in- 
quired into we are going to perpetrate that which we know to 
be wrong? We admit that any abuse of the taxing power is 
wrong. ‘That is one of the fundamental principles of the Demo- 
cratic party. 


in this country, the case of the Loan Association against Topeka, 
which will be found in 20 Wallace, and which we cite day after 
day and week after week to show that the doctrine of protection 
is a perversion of the taxing power. 

Now, if the Democratic party relies on that case, if that case 
is sound law, what you are asked to do to-day is a grosser per- 
version of the taxing power than any which has ever yet been 
perpetrated by the Federal Legislature. What does the distin- 
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCcH]say? He says 


that this proposed law is not anarchistic, because anarchy means | 


the absen:: of law. The gentleman is right. This proposed 
law is not anarchistic, but it is socialistic; it is the extension of 


Another fact which has been shown by the evidence | 





That principle was laid down in that favorite case | 
which has been so oftencited on the stump in election campaigns | 
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the system of paternalism or centralization in its worst form; 
the extension of that direful and dangerous doctrine of social- 
ism; the extension of that principle which would have the claws 
and the hands of government laid on every citizen; which would 
invade the home of every man and force him to do that which a 
majority in the Legislature may dictate, whether it be right or 
whether it be wrong. The real purpose of this act is shown by 
the remark of the gentleman from Missouri: 

Whea this species of gambling goes on 

Gambling he terms it, although it is legitimate business spec- 
ulation, sanctioned by the laws of every State of the Federal 
Union. The gentleman says: 

When this species of gambling goes on itis time for Congress to step in 
and protect the people. 

Protect the people by an act ostensibly—only ostensibly, not 
plausibly or speciously—framed to obtain revenue! You have 
listened for days, gentlemen, to this debate, and have you heard 
one argument advanced by the advocates of this bill as to the 
amount of revenue which will be derived if it shall become a 
law? The revenue feature is not, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri terms it, a secondary effect, or as he says in another part 
of his speech, ‘‘ the primary basis of this bill.” The revenue fea- 
ture has nothing to do with it. The object of this act is to sup- 
press, to prohibit, to kill, to annihilate the legitimate business 
vocation of large classes in this country; to deceive the planter 
and the farmer and make them imagine that such legislation is 
for their benefit. 

The question of the constitutionality of this law was brushed 
aside by the gentleman from Missouri. He cited two cases, the 
case of the State bank tax, Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, reported in 8 
Wallace, and the oleomargarine cases of Powell against Penn- 
sylvania, reported in 127 United States Reports. 

Those are his two cases. Let me dispose of the last case first. 
The case of Powell against Pennsylvania was an oleomargarine 
case, and the only question before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as is clearly shown by the report, was whether 
the oleomargarine statute of the State of Pennsylvania was a 
valid exercise of the police power or not. In that decision there 
isnot a word going touphold the passage of any such billas that 
which is under consideration. 

Let us take the other case, the State bank tax case. The 
question there was whether the State bank tax imposed by the 
act of 1866, amendatory of the act of 1864, was constitutional or 
not. Is this tax a direct tax or not? For if a direct tax it 
should be apportioned. That was the first question before the 
court. The other question was: Is this a tax on property, or a 
tax on the faculties and the powers of a State to incorporate 
banks? Those were the two questions argued, and it is stated 
by Chief Justice Chase, in his opinion, that those are the two 
great questions in the case. The other important question was 
as to the power of the United States to pass measures restrain- 
ing the States from interfering with the currency of the United 
States. The only question argued or considered in the minority 
opinion, which was rendered by Mr. Justice Nelson, and con- 
curred in by Mr. Justice Miller, was: Is the Stats bank tax a 
tax on property, or a tax on the faculties and powers of a State 
to grant a charter or incorporate a bank? And the minority 
judges held that it was not a tax on property, but was a tax on 
the faculties and powers of a State, and was therefore unconsti- 
tional. 

Chief Justice Chase in his opinion states that it had been ar- 
gued that the State bank tax in question was so excessive as to 
divulge the legislative intention to prohibit banking: and he 


5 


| Says we will not inquire into that, but he gues on to argue elab- 


orately that for another and a stronger reason the tax could be 
levied, because it was a tax-levied for a lawtui purpose, which 
lawful purpose was to restrain a State from interfering with the 
Federal control of the currency and the right of the National 
Government to emit bills of credit, and it was upon that point 
that the decision of the Supreme Court was in fact rendered. 
Now, here we have a marked distinction. It is conceded that 
there is no power in Congress to directly prohibit dealing in 
futures; that there exists no right in the Federal Legislature to 
prohibit these transactions or *‘ short” selling. 

So we have the taxing power here perverted, or sought to be 
perverted, to carry out a purpose illegal and unconstitutional in 
itself, instead of the power being exerted in furtherance of an 
undoubted constitutional right of the Federal Legislature. 

Now, let us see as to the cases on the other side. We have 
first that great case of the Bank of Maryland vs. McCulloch, re- 
ported in 4 Wheaton, where as far back as 1819 the decision was 
cendered by Chief Justice Marshall, who uses this remarkable 
language: 

Should Congress under the pretext of executing its power, pass laws for 
the accomplishment of objects not intrusted to the Government, it would 


become the painful duty of this tribunal, should a case requiring such a de- 
cision come before it, to say that such an act was not the law of the land. 
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[ submit. gentlemen, that ever since 1819 there has always ex- 
isted that power in the Supreme Court of the United States to 
go behind a statute and pronounce it unconstitutional where it 
is clearly on its face a perversion of the taxing power and an at- 
tempt to di rtain classes in the community for the bene- 
fit of other classes. ; ae 

You are all familiar with the passenger cases reported in 7th 
Howard and with those cases in 118 and 136 United States Re- 
ports, where the passenger cases are cited and approved, where 
the principle is laid down that if a State seeks to invade by 
roundabout means the domain of Federal legislation, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States will not hesitate to declare 
that act of the State Legislature unconstitutional, invalid, and 
void. I say that the converse of the proposition also applies— 
that the Supreme Court will not hesitate in a proper case to pro- 
nounce an act of Congress unconstitutional when it seeks under 
the guise of the taxing power, or in any other manner, to in- 
vade the domain of State rights, to interfere with the control of 
those matters which belong only to the State government. 

| call your attention to the language of the Supreme Court in 
the case reported in 118 United States Reports—Morgan vs. The 
State Board of Health of Louisiana. There it was sought to 
have an act of the Legislature of Louisiana declared unconsti- 
tutional on the ground that it invaded the right of the Federal 
Government to impose a tonnage tax; and the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that quarantine fee, if exacted, was 
really a compensation for the examination of the vessel, and was 
not initscharacter atonnage tax. Butthere the Supreme Court 
in its opinion expressed its view as to this roundabout legisla- 
tion—an effort to do something other than that which appears 
in the title of the act. What does Mr. Justice Miller say? 

In all cases of this kind it has been repeatedly held that when the question 
is raised whether the State statute is a just exercise of State power or is in- 
tended as a roundabout means to invade the domain of Federal authority, 
this court will look into the operation and effect of the act to discern its pur- 
pose 

Now, to show further that this view of the law is absolutely 
correct, I call the attention of the committee to this famous case 
of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, where itis heid that all the 
functions of government, be it State or national, are limited; that 
there is no such thing as unlimited power, and that the taxing 
power is not unlimited. This great Democratic case lays down 
the law on this subject. What is said there? 

The theory of our governments, State and national, is opposed to the de- 
posit of unlimited power anywhere. 

The theory of government thus announced by the Supreme 
Court does not agree with the theory of government advanced 
by the gentleman from Missouri, who says: 

Do wrong, pass this act, pervert the taxing power, because no one can 
check us, beciuse we are omnipotent; we, the Congress of the United States, 
when wereceive the Executive approval have the power to pervert the right 
of taxation and to do that which is inherently wrong. 

The executive, the legislative, and the judicial branches of these govern- 
ments are all of limited and defined powers. 

Then, going on to cite the instance of the effect and operation 
of the State bank tax, Mr. Justice Miller uses this language: 

The power to tax is therefore the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the 
people. This power can as readily be employed against one class of indi- 
viduals and in favor of another so as to ruin the one class and give unlim- 
ited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied limitation of 
the uses for which the power may be exercised. 

And the court holds that where the power is perverted the 
law is unconstitutional. In the first part of the opinion it is 
declared: 

The proposition is that the act authorizes towns and other municipalities 
to take the property of the citizen under the guise of taxation to pay these 
bonds, and use it in aid of the enterprises of others, thus perverting the 
right of taxation. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. PENCE. Iask that the gentleman be allowed five min- 
utes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In the limited time allowed me I shall not 
be able to call attention to many of the lesser faults of this bill. 
But I wish to cali attention to one or two provisions—one for in- 
stance which shifts the burden of proof of innocence upon the 
criminal, changing the whole criminal lawinthis respect. The 
presumption is in this country that a man is innocent until 
ne be found guilty. This act provides that— 
if any person shall knowingly and without lawful excuse (the proof 
whereofshall lie on the person accused) have in his possession any washed, 
restored, or altered stamps. 

That is, the burden of proof is thrown in that case on the man 
to show that he has some lawful excuse; and further, it pro- 
vides that having a stamp in one’s possession is prima facie evi- 
dence of the fact that the stamp has been used once by the man 
in whose possession it has been found. Could there be a more 
monstrous provision of law than that? 
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But in ecgnelusion, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
right to make a contract to sell wheat, or cotton, or lard, or 
pork, or any of the commodities referred to in this bill, in the 
future; should be just as free as the right which every citizen 
has in reference to every other executory contract. He should 
have the right to sell wheat and cotton just as much as you have 
the right to sell the leather before it is tanned or to sell the 
wood before itis hewn. You can not take that right, thus held 
under the Constitution, from any citizen. You may as well 
pass an act providing that no man shall make a promise to pay 
money unless he has the money in the bank at the time he 
makes the promise; and if he makes a note which matures j) 
three months he shall not be permitted to have power to make 
a settlement with his creditor. You may as well deprive him 
of that right, and deprive all citizens of their rights, just as 
well as to undertake to prevent any citizen from trading in these 
great commodities as he pleases. 

What has the court of last resort in my State said? 

The right to liberty embraces the right of man to exercise his facul 
and to follow a lawful avocation for the support of life. 
Liberty means also the right of one to use his faculties in all lawful ways, 


to live and work where he will, to earn his livelihood in any lawful calling 
or to pursue any lawful trade or avocation. 


If you pass this measure you will prevent many citizens from 
following avocations which are permissible by the laws of the 
various States, and which are held by all the States to be en- 
tirely legal. What will be the effect of the passage of such an 
act? The great exchanges of cotton in New Orleans and New 
York, the produce exchanges of New York and Chicago, will be 
closed, and your cotton market will be ruled by Bremen, Havre, 
and Liverpool, and the farmers will have the prices of their 
grain regulated at will by the big millers of the great North- 
west. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, it is not strange that in the dis- 
cussion of this bill (the antioption bill) the question of silver 
coinage should cut a very important figure. It was inevitable 
that the chief matter of concern should be that of rising and 
falling prices. In the nature of things that brought on the 
discussion of the supply of money in the country, and that, 
in the nature of things, in turn brought on a review of the 
question of silver coinage. 

The question of silver coinage has been discussed quite as fully 
as any Other question since Congress met in August of last year. 
About as many opportunities as we could ask have been given 
us to make our record on that question; but some of us still lin- 
ger in the hope that before the dog-days come and final adjourn- 
ment is taken, at least one more opportunity will be given to 
Congress and to the members thereof to make a record upon 
which finally they can go before the people this fall. 

There have been some striking conversions since the discus- 
sion of last fall and the votes of last August, October, and No- 
vember. The most striking conversion has been that of the Re- 
publican leader of this House, the eminent gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. REED]. In behalf of the silver forces, so far as I may 
be permitted to speak, I want to welcome him to the silver ranks. 
Iam sorry he declines to take but onedegree. Still, one degreo 
is better than none. 

Mr. GEAR. How many degrees are there? . 

Mr.PENCE. There are many, but there is but one entire 
and perfect degree that makes a man a master, and that is the 
degree of 16 tol. [Applause.] + 

We are glad, Mr. Chairman, to weleome one like the leader 
from Maine. What cause would not be giad to welcome him, 
big as he is in every way, generous in physical proportions, big 
of intellect, and big of heart, a fit leader for a great party! And 
it is because, Mr. Chairman, throughout the country many en- 
tertain a belief, because of his last utterances, that he stands 
really and honestly for the coinage of silver, that a renewed hope 
and courage has been taken on by the masses of the people. 

What troubles me is a lingering doubt as to just exactly how 
far he is willing to go and where he stands to-day. I secured 
this morning a publication that came in by the last mail, the 
Fortnightly Review, published in London, thenumber for June, 
which contains an article on silver and the tariff at Washing- 
ton, which I find is the full report of the interview of the rep- 
resentative of this magazine with the eminent leader from Maine 
[Mr. REED] held in this city during the last month, or ata late 
date. The time of the interview is not stated. While the first 
report of that interview as published in the Republican papers 
ofthe West led me, with others, to believe that after all the mis- 
takes of last August were recognized by the Republican leader, 
yet after reading the article I can hardly accept that conclusion 
as the proper one. The article says: 


The Republican party in the United States, the party of protection, has 
hitherto been regarded as the party unfriendly to silver. 


Thatis true. 














































































During the conflict last autumn in Congress over the repeal of the Sher- | 
nN t Mr. REED of Maine, the Speaker of the House during President | 
Harrison's Administration, was the leader of the repeal party on his side 
oft Ch , 

Of course, we al! know that is true. 

Tie recent great gains of the Republican party point s to the prob 
ab y that the next Administration wi eR Mr. REED’S 
10 rarit rreat rvic and strong individu 1 as 
Sa idate of his part; for the Presidenc, 

[ do not know but that is true. 

Mr. REE! Ws, as outlined only a fortnight since in the following 
vel nw ish visitor to Washington, are of such interest and 
indicate su nt development in the economic policy of his party 
that we publ } manner so unusual as an ‘interview 





Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two pages of this interview, 
but as I understand the limitation of time is now thirty min- 
utes instead of an hour, although I dislike to quote apart of the 
utterances of the gentleman from Maine, because I can not for- | 
get the fact that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNUM], 
who at one time quoted but a fraction of the utteranees of the 
gentleman from Maine, was called to account for it, yet I will | 
hazard the risk this time, and, skipping that portion which re- 
fers to the tariff, will call attention to some of his most pointed 
utterances applicable to this discussion: 

**Mr. REED,” said the visitor, “I want you, if you will, togive me a glimpse | 
of the future policy of the Republican party. Your party, with the flowing | 
tide behind you, is likely to control the House after the next election, and | 
probably the country three yearshence. We, in England, are infinitely con- | 
cerned by the two great issues here—silver and the tariff; what are we to ex- | 
pect of your party when you return to power?” | 

Let me quote his answer. Says Mr. REED, among other 
things: 

} 


= Bo t o & a 2 
One thing at least I have learned since the cessation ofsilver purchases last 
yeal 
I hope my friend from Massachusetts[Mr. WALKER] will give 
his attention to this.. I see him present in the Hall. Says the 
leader on your side: 
* One thing at least I have learned since the cessation of silver purchases | 
last year, that cheap silver is an effective stimulus to Asiatic exports. * * * 
* But,” asked the Englishman 
I quote again- 
‘“‘what do you propose todo? If cheap silver assists Asiatic exports, and no 
doubt this is the case, then by no tariff corrective here can you help your | 
agriculturists. The stimulus of cheapening silver must continue to reduce | 
the prices at which Asia can afford to sell wheat and cotton in the markets 
i 
| 






‘*Yes, Lagree,’’ said Mr. REED; “that is the aspect of the silver question 
which I am frank to confess has only since last year attracted our notice in | 
the Eastern States. The fall in silver, its value to pay wages and to buy | 
products in India and China being as great as ever 

[hope again the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.W ALKER] 
hears the quotation as I read it. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. PENCE. Let me continue the quotation from Mr, | 
REED— 
this it is that makes of the silver issue an issue we are forced toface, You | 
recognize, of course, that the position has entirely changed in the past six | 
months. Before that time the enormous compulsory monthly purchase of | 
silver—a most vicious proceeding—had gone far to confuse men’s minds 
and to disguise the fact that there really isin the background a serious cur- 
rency problem to be solved.”’ 

“And do you regard it as soluble?” asked the Englishman. 

Mr. REED replied: 

“Certainly Ido. I understand that England is the only difficulty. * * * | 
We recognize that falling silver, by lowering the Eastern exchanges, favors | 
our competitors in Asia who sell similar produce—wheat, cotton, and other 
staples—in the markets of Europe; it is evidently important for debtor na- 
tions, on which list we stand first, to raise the price of silver, and thereby 
reduce that bounty on exports which Asia now enjoys.”’ 

To this he now adds: 

“This can be best done bya monetary agreement with other nations favor- 
able to silver.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, this is the utterance of the gentleman who | 
gave the interview, and who is altogether the bright and shin- | 
ing light of the Republican party, and I donot wonder at the | 
acclaim and praise you accord every utterance delivered by him 
here. The Democratic party would be in great luck if it had a 
man here like him, or his equal in ability. In the Western 
country these utterances have been quoted as indicating that 
the Republican party intends to stand for the remonctization 
of silver. 

This interview is a step in advance of Harrison. Harrison 
wants an international agreement with all nations. Mr. RrEEep’s 
last language, which I quoted, indicates that he might be will- 
ing to act upon an agreement with those nations which are 
using silver. 

Mr. Chairman, the important question now to our minds and 
in the minds of the voters of the country is, What is to be the 
ae by vote in Congress of men who talk this way? I 

ave no doubt that the Republican party will some day come to 
the support of silver coinage, but not until they are driven to 
it, in my humble judgment 
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The gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. WALKER] in his ar- 
cument here on yesterday gave some figures as to the number 
of Republicans who had voted for and against silver at d 

| ent dates in this House and in the Senate. I have a table of 
figures, Mr. Chairman, covering other dates than those cov | 
by him. I have not time to read them now, but I desire to 
state to the House that I have here a carefully prepsred re 
vised table showing the numberof Republicans, Demo s,and 
Populists who have voted for and agaitr ilver upon th i 
ous votes since 1878. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I will ask 
una nimous consent, without reading these figures, to po 
rate them, as well as the figures given by Mr. WALKER yester- 
da in my remarks. There are two columns of them in the 
pape [ would like to have that request submitted now, so 
that if it be not granted I may read the figures 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PENCE. These figuresare correct. They first appeared 
in the Rocky Mountain News, and were prepared, I think, by 
Hon. Thomas M. Patterson, the editor of that paper ‘hey 
have been carefully compared with the record by Mr. N. A. 
Dunning, editor of the National Watchman, and I now, by your 
consent just granted, incorporate them as published in the 


Watchman. 


The table is as follows: 


The [ 


votes { 


Hand-t 


the dic 


irst vote we will give was on the Bland bill of 1878. Th . ral 
ire taken from the records and verified by Edward McPherson 
00k. 


BLAND ACT OF 1878. 


Che vote on its passage 


HOUSE 
Yeas—Democrats. .. seu cand ‘ 4 
Republicans iv 
Total ; 08 
Nays—Democrats -..... neve . ‘ — 68 
Republicans. .... _— anne , 4 
Total ie ‘ ssccalenea 72 
SENATE 
Yeas—Democrats...... ‘ 24 
Republicans instant os , 24 
Total 5 : 18 
Nays—Democrats Sailr : 7 
Republicans i —_ = ; 4 
Total ‘ hire Saad 21 
This bill was vetoed by President Hayes and passed over his veto by the 
following vote: 
HOUSE. 
| Yeas—Democrats -.............. . “ . ‘ 118 
Republicans. os 4 ’ 78 
Total - - -- vo 
Naj Democrats ee a | 
Republicans. .... — one es 
SENATE 
| Yeas—Democrats ._. 25 
Republicans 21 
Total . ‘i : 15 
Na Democrats catia’ ‘ - ) 
Republicans. a ‘ 19 
NN ccna = : slic . 19 
On June 27, 1879, Senator VEST offered the following resolution That the 
complete remonetization of silver, itsfull restoration as a money met and 
its free coinage by the mints of the United States, are demanded alike by 


tates of justice and wise statesmanship 


On motion of Senator ALLISON to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Finance, the following vote was taken 


Tho 


s6 voting in the affirmative were against silver, those voting in the 
negatiy i 


e being in favor 
SENATE 


Yeas—DVemocrats theonteneunes sie son ‘ callie 4 
Republicans . — ‘ - , 19 

Total ‘ . jiineiniateiteb ein : 23 
Nays—Democrats woce ; etiam aiid . & 
Republicans sees sone see . 0 

Total ...... aoe 22 

May 24, 1879, a free coinage bill passed the House by the following vote: 
HOUSE 

Yeas—Democrats : ; elehaaih tiiadiaea 99 
Republicans Spdsdleouieh anablicaeieightaliita 5 
Greenbacke! = ee 

Total Bia baie as .. 114 
Nays—Democrats ina . 3 
Republicans ~ 

‘ 


Febr 


Total ...... r ni apne aaa 


uary 3, 1880, this bill was r« ported from the Senate Finance Commit- 


tee adversely by Senator Bayard. No further attention was paid to it dur- 


tng that session. 


os 
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April 8, 1886. the following vote was taken on a bill for the free coinage of 
silver, being House bill 5600. 1t was defeated by the following vote: 
Yeas—Democrats 
Republican 
Greenbacke 


Democrat 


Repub 


Nays 


hiner ee 


There was no action taken by the Senate from which a statement could be 
made of the friends ana foes of silver that would be satisfactory. 

What is known asthe Sherman law of 1890, by which 4,500,000 ounces of 
silver were bought each month and paid for in United States notes, passed 
the Senate July 10, 1890, by the following vote: 

SENATE. 


Total 


Yeas 00 


Democrats 
Republicans 


Total 


Democrats aie 
Republicans ..... 


Total 


Democrats 
Kepublicans 
Alliance 


Total Sta sien Judie eesine ntithids tkdathinaitniiniie aaa 


90 
00 


Total 90 


Previous to this, on a motion of Mr. BLAND to recommit the Windom bill 
to the Committee on Coinage with instructions to report a free coinage bill, 
the following vote was taken. This vote discloses the real status of the 
House on free coinage: 


Nays— 


Democrats 
Republicans 


HOUSE. 
Yeas—Democrats........ 
Repubiicans 
Alliance 
Total 116 
13 
127 


Nays 


Democrats _.. 
Republicans 
Total 
On June 25th, the House voted again on a square free-colnage amendment 

as follows: 
HOUSE. 
Democrats ‘ 
Republicans 
Alliance 


Yeas 


Total 


Democrats 
Republicans 


Nays 


Total 
In the Senate the most pronounced vote on free coinage was on a motion 
of Senator Plumb, which is as follows: 
SENATE. 
Democrats 
Republicans 


Yeas 


Total 


Nays—Democrats 
Republicans .. 


Total ... lias nas eesitite eieaailatesidclainn ita jon - 24 
It must be remembered that the Sherman law originated in the Senate as 
a compromise measure. 
The next clear-cut vote upon free coinage was taken March 24, 1892, ona 
motion to table the free coinage bill then pending: 


HOUSE, 
Democrats 
Republicans 


Yeas 


Total 


Nays—Democrats . 
Republicans 
Populists.....- 


Total 

It must be remembered that the vote in the affirmative was a vote against 
silver, while the vote in the negative was a vote for silver. 

The Senate voted on the Ist of July, 1892, on Senator STEWART’s substi- 
tute 

SENATE. 

Yeas—Democrats 
Republicans . 
Populists 


Total 


Nays—Democrats _......... 
Republicans... .. 


UE buts dndstetnn 


’ 


This substitute went to the House and was voted on July 13, 1892. The fol- 
lowing is the vote: P 
HOUSE. 


Yeas—Democrats........... 


Nays 


Total 
The last show of hands was made during the extra session of Congress in 
1893. The following succinct statement is taken from the Rocky Mountain 
News. It has been authenticated: 


Against. 


Free coinage, 16 to 1 
Free coinage, 17 to 1 
Free coinage, 18 to 1 
Free coinage, 19 to 1 
Free coinage, 20 to 1 
The Bland law. --. 
Unconditional repeal 
Vote on 16 to 1: 
Free coinage, 16 to 1 
Democrats .........- Ciineda hac eneMeiE she ede eKacnenaat 
Republicans | 
3 
a, 
Vote on 17 to 1: 
Free coinage, 17 to 1 
IE inks sete ekeenccnnucks dies She ees epakwiniale Wace 
Republicans paieseahanabakiece sant 
CY ik on nd cp DEAE bbb cw iis Coes hea seee en de we Nea wheaee 
Majority as eei ears 
Vote on 18 tol: 
Free coinage, 18 to 1 
Majority 
Vote on 19 to 1: 
Free coinage, 19 to 1 
Majority 
Vote on 20 tol: 
8 weit ocean nedaichs twied saneineasie 
Majority 
The Bland bill: 
To substitute the Bland act 
Majority 
The Wilson bill: 
RFR TOTO iis a innit nccd cc cccapces coccscsce 
Democrats 3 
Republicans -..... 
Populists ..... 
Majority 


220 
240 
239 
238 


213 


110 





The vote in the Senate was as follows: 

For unconditional repeal............- bus sNdewa's is sin tian de iikmabigun aaeier ities 

ei ER eh lee cicuiue keke eesti sackneawn ae 
Politically divided as follows: 

Republicans for unconditional repeal 

Republicans against unconditional repeal ---- 

Democrats for unconditional repeal 

Democrats — unconditional repeal 

Populists, all against repeal 

Paired in favor of repeal, Republicans .-- 

Paired in favor of re 

Paired against repeal, Republicans 

BREE OG De BOO, BIOTIN ooo coccce cs cities cnctcnccnccnccnnscencce 

Total Republican Senators for repeal 

Total Democratic Senators for repeal 

Total Republicans against repeal 

Total Democrats against repeal 


We will let the reader make the comparison as regards the love for silver, 
as shown by the two old parties. 

The slight discrepancy appearing between these figures and 
those given by Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts in his speech in 
the House yesterday arises, I think,,from his having included 
in his figures some Members and Senators who were paired and 
did not vote, but whose positions were known. In my tables 
only the actual vote is stated. 

On yesterday the Republican convention was held in Califor- 
nia. No man doubts the positiou of the Republicans of Califor- 
nia upon the question of the coinage of silver any more than he 
doubts the position of my friend from Montana[Mr. HARTMAN], 
or his Republicans at home, or the Republicans of Colorado. 
They are all for the free coinage of silver, and for its coinage at 
a ratio of l6 tol. The Republicans of California on yesterday, 
I see by to-day’s paper, have copied the national platform of the 
People’s party and made an unequivocal declaration for the free 
cvinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1. Let me read the plat- 
form: 

We favor the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
and the making of silver, as well as gold, a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, both public and private, and we pledge our Congressional nominees 
to thesupport of principles contained in this resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, if the interview of the gentleman from Maine 
Mr. REED] meant that the Republicans of this House—not a 

andful of them, butall of them—were ready to act now and upon 
every occasion, upon that pledge made in California yesterday, 
they would have no difficulty in sweeping the Westerncountry; 
but in my judgment they do not mean that. That speaks for 
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California only. When Montana shall say the same thing, it 
will speak for Montana only; and when Colorado says the same 
thing, it will speak for Senator T ELLER’S position and Colorado 
Republicans only. I honestly and sincerely wish it were other- 
wise. 

f wish the calendar could be moved forward and the inevitable 
day of silver restoration be hastened. If the Republicin party 
is indeed ready and willing to give sincere and honest support 
to the free coinage of silver,it could be reached this week. 
Why can notit be reached thisweek? Why can notit be reached 
to morrow, if the claim of the Western Republicans be true, 
that now, under the new departure, under Mr, REED’s leader- 
ship, that party is to vote candidly, openly, and honestly for the 
free coinage of silver—why can we not do so to-morrow and give 
the proof of it. On to-morrow amendments will be in order to 


this bill. The Democrat who sits in the chair of this House at | 


this moment has before him an opportunity to rise to a higher 
measure in the esteem of his people at home and throughout the 
country than has been presented to any man in this present Con- 
gress. 

I do not know whether a free coinage amendment is in order 
in a parliamentary sense to the antioption bill or not. Ido 
know that the doubt might be solved by a true friend of silver 
coinage in that way, and that on to-morrow, on the offering of 
such an amendment, anopportunity would be given to the Re- 
publicans in this House to prove their genuine and sincere 
friendship for silver by withholding any point of order, and 
voting for the amendment. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose 
originally ; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. MaylIask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PENCE. Ican hardly yield for a question, having only 
five minutes to go upon. 





Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman one | 


question. 

Mr. PENCE. Go on with your question, then. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
he thinks of the free coinage of gold and silver at their com- 
mercial ratio? 

Mr. PENCE. What is to be regarded as their commercial 
ratio? Iam willing to accept coinage at the commercial value 
after silver has been restored to the position it occupied prior to 
1873. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Why not take paper also at its 
commercial value? 

Mr.PENCE. Ithasnotany. Mr.Chairman, I am very glad 
that my time is for thirty minutes instead of an hour, for | do 
not think I have voice enough to occupy even the thirty minutes. 
If my present hoarseness, however, will permit I want in the few 
minutes left to call attention to some of the promises that were 
made to the country and to Congress last fall when the silver 
repeal bill was passed. 

Mr. BOATNER [alluding to Mr. PENCE’sS hoarseness]. Per- 
haps the proposition of the gentleman from Maine was too much 
for the gentleman from Colorado. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. Well, maybe that is true; but I did not think 
it would go to my larynx. [Laughter.] It was my purpose, Mr. 
Chairman, to call attention to the language of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance in the Senate, in his speech in the Senate last August, 
and also to his utterances when he stated to the country and to 
Congress that the passage of the repeal bill meant merely the 
clearing of the deck for action; that his party would stand ready 
then to take some steps toward the recoinage of silver. His 
utterances at that time were familiar to us all and familiar to 
the country, but it is worth while to call attention to them 
again. In his speech on the 22d of August, 1893, he used this 
language: 

Must we not at once and without delay get back of all makeshifts, subter- 
fuges, insincere compromises, to place ourselves, after the financial decks 
have been cleared, on the plain constitutional right to coin gold and silver 
into money? 

In his later speech, on the 9th day of October, 1893, as we un- 
derstood his language then and understand it now, many pledges 
were made and repeated that in the immediate future the Demo- 
cratic party, under this Administration and in this Congress, 
would take some steps looking toward the remonetization of 
silver. [read from page 8 of the pamphlet edition of his speech 
of October 9, where he says: 

I say that we have offered something better. We have offered the high 
pledge of the Government for the continued use and the continued coinage 
ofthe two metals. It is well known, the Senator from Colorado is not in 
doubt about my position, that when the pending measure is out of the way, 
when the Sherman law nolonger disgraces the statute books of the nation, 
Iam ready to act promptly and with all the energy and force that I can 
bring to bear to carry out the pledge which the bill contains, 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention also to the utterance 
of one man who is known to be one of the strongest and ablest 
champions of silver coinage in the world. Probably if anyone 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6665 





| conversant with the facts were called upon to name to-day the 





three strongest advocates of silver coinage in the world, he 
would name JOHN P. JONES of Nevada, HENRY M. TELLER of 
Colorado, and Senator MORGAN of Alabama. In contrast with 
the utterances of others, of different political parties, whoclaim 
that we can not go to silver coinage without an international 
agreement, I want to quote a few words from one of these three 
gentlemen, the one who inmy judgment is thestrongest, clear- 
est, andablest of them all—Senator TELLER of Colorado. He 
was interviewed afew days ago respecting the late Berlin sil- 
ver commission meeting, and with respect to its failure to take 
action. Passing over his comment as to what had taken place 
in the commission, I quote from him this sentence: 

I don't think the work of the commission will have any ¢.fect, unless it 
be toincrease the conviction, which is already growing in this country, that 
the United States will have to take this question in hand and act indepeyd- 
ently of other nations. 


Mr. Chairman, this is the position of the People’s party. It 
sees no reason for waiting for the consent of Great Britain or 
any other nation on the globe. Silver coinage is going to be 
accomplished, Mr. Chairman, and without any great delay. It 
may be under this Administration. I confess that it will take 
two-thirds of each House, or a change of Presidents—a radical 
change. 

The President is in excellent good health I am informed by 
this morning's paper, and I have no doubt that he will live out 
his term. I fear the chance for silver coinage is indeed small 
under this Administration, but I have no doubt in the world of 
its being accomplished under the next. It is going to be accom- 
plished, not by those men who tarry and wait upon the consent 
of any other nation. It is going to be accomplished by the 
American voters of the different political parties who stand fa- 
vorable to an American policy for America upon this question 
of greatest importance to all the people, men of all parties who 
stand ready to restore silver to its coinage at 16 to las it was 
before 1873. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Cheirman, it makes no difference what party shall be 
most active in accomplishing it. The People’s party stands 
ready to assist in that effort. It stands ready to deliver 100 per 


| cent of its membership to coinage at that ratio. In every sec- 


tion of the country its members stand for that. It hopes to be 
able in the near future to find allies enough to accomplish it. 
Indeed, Mr. Chairman, if the ruling that 1 hope for can be had 
to-morrow, I hope to see 100 per cent of the membership of the 
People’s party here, with a majority of the Republicans and a 
majority of the Democrats (the latter of which is sure, as their 
votes in allthe years have proved), carry free coinage through 
this House to-morrow. I will reserve my time, if I have any, for 
the purpose of offering an amendment to-morrow. [Applause.]} 


APPENDIX. 


Mr. PENCE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] is one of the bold, candid leaders amongst those Re- 
publicans who oppose the passage by Congress of a free-coinage 
law. He sincerely believes, and never fails to claim, that his 
party—the Republican party—is entitled to praise for having 
repeatedly defeated the efforts to remonetize silver. 

In his speech yesterday he gave the following figures: 


Mr. WALKER. On March 24, 1892, this House, by a vote, 130 Democrats vot- 
ing for and 81 against, voted for the Bland free-coinage bill, and the Repub- 
licans voted 11 for it and 67 against it, ora Republican majority of 56 against 
it. Wesaved the country from it by 7 majority. 

Mr. PENCE. What vote was that? 

Mr. WALKER. That was the vote of the Democratic partyin this Houseon 
a Bland bill for the free coinage of silver. On July 13, 1892, on the Stewart 
free-coinage amendment, there were 23 Democratic majority voted for it 
and 51 Republican majority against it—28 majority against it. 

Mr. PENCE. As I understand you, on the vote on the Stewart free-coinage 
amendment, you are accrediting the Republicans with having defeated it. 

Mr. WALKER. By 51 majority, the Democrats having voted for it by 23 
majority. 

Mr. PENCE. Well, that is right. 

Mr. WALKER. On July 1, 18v2, in the Senate, on the Stewart free-coinage 
amendment, there were 31 Democrats for it and 10 against it; majority for, 
21. Fourteen Republicans voted for and 31 against; majority against, 17 
On August 23, 1893, in this House, on the amendment to the bill to repeal the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman act of July 14, 1890, to substitute the Bland 
law of 1878, there were 112 Democrats for it and 103 against it, a Democratic 
majority of 9 to reinstate that bill. Fifteen Republicans voted for it and 
110 against, a majority of 95 Republicans against, making the majority 
against it 86. 

On October 28, 1893, in the Senate, on the free-coinage amendment, 23 Dem- 
ocrats voted for it and 21 against it, a majority of 2. Ten Republicans 
voted for it and 27 against it, a majority of 17 Republicans against it, mak- 
ing the total majority against it 15. 


IN FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 
On March 1, 1894, in House, on Bland coinage of seigniorage bill— 


139 Democrats for and 19 against; majority for...... ATES EES 120 
10 Populists for and 0 against; majority for.....................- a 
19 Republicans for and 80 against; majority against.............--. ion oe 
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On March 15, 1894, in Senate, on Bland coinage of seigniorage bill— 
31 Democrats for and 10 against; majority for.....- Seapine thendinieimmiesae aed 21 
8 Populists for and 0 against majority for : : 3 
12 Republican r and 23 against; majority against 


Majority for eee oStedensececncanwenmoscres 13 
Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman,I should certainly think that 
he amendment which the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
*ENCE] says he is going to propose to the House to-morrow 
vould be ruled to be in order; for I can conceive of no proposi- 
fon which any gentleman could possibly advance on any sub- 
ct of legislation whatever that would not be germane to the 
bill now being considered in this committee. 

The rvations that have been addressed to the committee 
by the clever and interesting gentleman from Colorado on the 
subject of the free coinage of silver lead me to recur to the sug- 
gestion which I ventured to make to the responsible party in 
power here when the State bank tax was being considered, that 
in view of the record which they have already made with regard 
to values,and in view of the numerous records they are proposing 
to make, it would be a good thing for them to get together in 
caucus or elsewhere and come to a decision as to what kind of 
values the country is suffering from. 

They have passed a bill here, the bill presented by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], which is based upon 
the theory that values are too high and ought to be lowered; 
for there can be no possible excuse for turning thousands of peo- 
ple out of employment and making war on the industries of the 
country, unless they think that prices should be reduced. 

But the Wilson bill had scarcely got out of the House before 
the gentleman from Missouri—andof course I mean the gentleman 
from Missouri; that gentleman from Missouri beside whom all 
other gentlemen from Missouri on the other side of the House 
since the last Democratic State convention of Missouri was held 
must consider themselves stars of lesser magnitude—the gentle- 
man from Missouri came here with a bill based on the theory 
that values were too low and ought to be raised; and he commit- 
ted the entire Democratic party to that proposition. 

He knew not only what was the matter with us, but, fortu- 
nately for his peace of mind, if not for anybody else’s, he knew 
just how to cure it. ‘‘Here,” he said, ‘‘is a dollar; that is to 
say, it is not really a dollar, but let us all pretend to agree that 
it is a dollar and we shall be just as happy asif it were. And 
somehow or other, if we all pretend together, values will rise 
and dollars will multiply, and thus we shall all be prosperous 
and content.” 

The scheme of that gentleman from Missouri was interesting 
and fascinating, and it might have been worth while to consider 
but for the fact that his colleague from Missouri, who is also 
* something of a star, comes forward with another explanation of 
the cause of low values and another plan to raise them. He says 
that we are suffering, not from lack of money, but because of a 
nefarious system of trading by means of which a man is per- 
mitted to sell what he has not got in the hope of being able to 
get it before he has to deliver it, at a lower price than the price 
for which he hassold it. 

There is an idea running through that gentleman’s mind that 
it takes only one to make a bargain; that you can sell some- 
thing without anybody ever buying it; and he calls sales for 
future delivery fictitious sales, sales of wind, and claims that if 
they can be abolished an era of high values will straightway 
arise. 

Now, I confers my total inability, Mr. Chairman, to follow any 
of these gentlemen from any of their premises to any of their 
conclusions. I do not believe that you will make the people 
prosperous and happy by taking away their means of employ- 
ment and by reducing their wages. 

I do not believe that you will contribute to the welfare of so- 
ciety in any considerable degree by compelling a man to accept 
50 cents’ worth of money for 100 cents’ worth of labor; nor do I 
believe it will be ofany great advantage to human society if you 
interfere with a system of trading which has existed in this 
world ever since—well, since Jacob ‘‘ sold short” for the future 
delivery of the well-favored daughters of Laban—a system which 
is going to exist in despite of this bill, in despite of any bill that 
any body could possibly proposeor that any Legislature could pos- 
sibly enact to the end of time. 

But these are not the questions yet—or at least they ought 
not tobe. The first question you ought to settle is as to values, 
and whether they are too high or too low. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, I will; but I do not want to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You do not propose to indorse here on 
this floor the conduct of oid Jacob in his cattle-dealing perform- 
ances, do you? 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, I think that Jacob’s performance in this 
particular instance—which I do not regard as a “‘ cattle-dealing 
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performance,” for I do not think the well-favored daughters of 
Laban can be suitably described ae 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But then he was trading in cattle after 
getting the daughters. 

Mr. QUIGG. No, he served seven years for the young women 
Before my friend interrupts to question me he needs to refresh 
his recollection of the Scriptures. a 

The question is not yet what you are going to do about val- 
ues, but whether they are too high and ought to be lowered or aro 
too low and ought to be raised; because if they are too low wa 
do not want a tariff bill to lower them still further, and if they 
are too high we do not want currency inflation and schemes of 
interference with trading to raise them. 

Mr. Chairman, I share with the gentleman from Missouri his 
regret at the fact, if it be a fact, that his bill is so imperfectly 
understood by this House. I do not think, for my own pari, 
that this charge is true. It may possibly be found when the 
vote is taken on the bill that the gentleman will have occasion 
to regret, not that it is understood so little, but that it is under- 
stood so well. 

He says that it is a ‘‘simple bill;’ and itis. The bill itself is 
a simple proposition to tax certain people who trade in certain 
things, in a certain way, under certain conditions. That is, on 
the face of it, a simple proposition. Butin order to understand 
the bill it is necessary first to understand the system of trade 
with which the bill proposes to interfere. 

Incidentally, Mr. Chairman, I should like to remark, in view 
of all that has been said in this debate with regard to the ‘‘rob- 
ber barons” and ‘‘gamblers” and ‘‘monopolists” and things, that 
denunciation is not argument, and that to call people hard names 
does not greatly inform the House nor benefit the country; nor 
do I believe that the distress which gentlemen suffer so acutely 
here on behalf of the farmer is by him much appreciated; for 
believe me, gentlemen, the farmer and the Wall street man have 
one gift in common—they both understand the demagogue. 

This bill is said to be a bill directed against gambling, and 
gentlemen have told me that although they did not think very 
much of the billin itself, yet that they were going to vote for 
it because they were opposed to gambling. Now, I do not in- 
tend to be forced into a defense of gambling by reason of the 
pretense, and a mere pretense it is, that this bill in some way or 
another interferes with it. 

If anybody wants to prevent gambling, he wil vote for the 
»roposition, for which I shall certainly vote, that my friend from 
llinois proposes to introduce to-merrow, in the shape of an 

amendment, striking out of this bill the word ‘‘ futures” wher- 
ever it occurs. Because there is no doubt at all—it is admitted 
by all of us—that the first section of this bill, namely, the sec- 
tion defining options, does describe a gambling contract and 
nothing else. 

There is no pretense that in an options contract the seller is 
called upon to produce any goods or the buyer to produce the 
money for the goods. The options contract is forbidden by the 
rules of all of the exchanges; it is forbidden by the laws of all 
the States, and in so far as it ever can be reached, in my judg- 
ment, it is now being reached by State law. 

Nevertheless, if gentlemen believe that the exercise of police 
powers is a function of Federal Government, if gentlemen believe 
that it is any part of the duty of the Federal Government to 
exercise supervision over the morals of the people, they may 
strike out of this bill all reference to the*word ‘‘futures,” and 
leave this bill operative against options contracts, and they will 
have a bill which doesundertake, to some extent, to deal with 
gambling. 

I am free to say that I do not think much of the bill even in 
that form, because I do not believe that the great Government 
of the United States, like the Tammany police of New York 
City, ought to go into partnership with gamblers. That is not, 
in my judgment, admirable. But if gentlemen differ with me 
as to that by voting for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois to strike from the bill all reference to the word ‘‘fu- 
tures,” they can make this a gambling or antigambling bill, as 
they choose to look at it. 

ees, gentlemen, I hope you will understand what the word 
‘* futures” means as used in this bill. It is not a gambling con- 

tract at all that is described by the word ‘*‘futures.” I shall in- 
dulge in no subterfuges; I shall acknowledge at the very outset 
that gambling is possible under the futures contract; and if there 
were any means by which gambling alone could be reached, 
without interfering with the system of legitimate trade by which 
the produce of the country is marketed and which certainly is 
in the interest of the farmer; if ever a good scheme of marketing 
his cropscould be devised, other than the old scheme of selling 
by samples; if there were a way of reaching gambling without 
reaching trade, we might consider it. Understand that undera 
“futures” contract the man who sells is bound to produce the 
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goods; the man who buys, on the other hand, is bound to produce 
the money for the goods, and neither can escape his necessity 
except by the consent of the other. 
if the two agree, the one that he does not want to produce the 
goods, the other that he does not want to produce the money 
for the goods, they can settle by the one giving to the other the 
difference between the value of the goods to-day and the value 
when the contract was made. Now, of course, that may be 
gambling. 
of the law. 

[t is the fault of human nature. It happens because away 
from the contract, away fromthe law, deep seated in the human 
heart, where the constable can not see it and the taxgatherer 
can not reach it, is a perverse disposition. Youcan not prevent 
that. If you think you can, you go against the experience of 
centuries. People are going to gamble whether this bill passes 
or not, and they are going to gamble the old way and in the same 
shop where they are gambling now. There is nothing in this 
bill that prevents it. 3 

(if you are voting for iton the idea that if does, you are mis- 
taken. Why, in the very same bucket shops where deals in 
graingo on, they go onin stocks. In every broker's oflice where 
deals in grain go on, they go on in stocks, and it will be just as 
easy as can be to conduct these gambling tradesand tricks under 
the operation of this law as itis now. This law is the easiest 
thing in the world to get around. 

Mr. DANIELS. I should like to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. QUIGG. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIELS. If this bill becomes a law, does it not then 
legalize all these gambling transactions that the gentleman re- 
fers to, and supersede all the State laws forbidding that kind of 
gambling? 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman asks me whether, if this bill is 
passed, it does not legalize the gambling proceedings that now 
go on without law, and undertake to supersede the State laws 
forbidding them. Everybody knows thatit will have that effect. 
Everybody knows that just as soon as the Goverument of the 
United States says, ‘‘ Gentlemen, you can gamble if you consent 
to share the profits with us,” it legalizes gambling. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HatcH],in introduc- 
ing this bill, said that the present form in which it appeared 
obviated all the old objections, because the taxes were no longer 
prohibitive, but were revenue taxes. If that is true, if the 
dealer can afford to pay the taxes and at the same time make 
money, the United States Government has gone into partner- 
ship with him on all these gambling contracts, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] accomplishes nothing what- 
ever towards the preventionof gambling. He dose nothing what- 
ever to affect values. 

All these trades go on if this isa revenue bill. Is not thatas 
plain asday? All the volume of this business, all the millions 
on millions of sales which he says occur on wind, will go right 
along. There will be no stoppage of them, if this is really a 
revenue bill. Andif itisa revenue bill, whois going to pay 
the taxes? You know very well that in no business does the 
middleman pay the taxes. 

You know perfectly well that the importer does not pay the 
tariff taxes. He only hands them in to the custom-house, but 
he collects them either out of the producer or out of the con- 
sumer, or out of them both, according to the character of the 
tax. And you know very well that if this bill passes, and if it 
is, as the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HATCH] saysit is, a rev- 
enue bill, then either one of two persons, or both, will pay the rev- 
enue. Either the farmer who produces these articles has got to 
pay it, or the consumer who buys them has got to pay it, and these 
are agricultural products that the’ gentleman is thus going to 
tax. Now, is there anybody in this House who wants to do a 
thing of that kind? Is there anybody in this House who wants 
to make the burdens of the farmers greater than they are? My 
friend from Alabama jumped.up the other day ina very excited, 
or apparently excited humor, and demanded to know whether 
it was not time that something was done for the poor farmer? 

I think it is, and the thing to do for him is to defeat this bill. 
For if you pass this bill, and it is, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] says it is, a revenue bill, then the farmer has 
got to pay the tax or the consumer has got to\pay it. That 
point can not be too often made. Either the farmer must pay it 
or the man who eats the bread and beef has got to pay it. The 
middleman does not pay it and you know it. You canfreeze out 
the middleman, but you can not make him pay taxes. 

The gentleman from Missouri knows that. When he pre- 
sented a prohibitive bill, when he made this tax a thousand dol- 
lars, when he made a man pay $10 or $50 or $100, I do not know 
which and it does not matter which, for every transaction that 
went on in the exchange, when he made him giveabond of $20,- 


But the gamble is not the fault of the contract, nor | 
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000 to pay the penalties, then he presented a prohibitive bill; 


and that prohibitive bill would undoubtedly have broken up this 
system of trading. If it had passed there would have been no 


produce exchanges, and the system of selling for future delivery 
would have been abolished. 
There is no doubt about that. But he has been converted. 


Hie says to-day that he would not do anything like that, that he 
does not believe in prohibitive taxes, if I understood him cor- 
rectly. At all events he says he would not exercise the taxing 
power in an unconstitutional way, and whatever his views on the 


| Constitution may be, he knows that Senator MILLS, and agreat 
| many other authorities on the Constitution at the other end of 


the Capitol, stand ready to knock out this biil just as soon as it 
comes over there, if it is a prohibitive bill. 

And so, in order to meet their objections, he has taken out the 
prohibitive features, and he comes here and tells us that he is 
converted, and that he has found out that the thing to do is to 
make ita real revenue bill. I confess I do not believe that it is 
a revenue tax. Idonotbelieve thatin the present state of trade 
the exchanges of the country can afford to pay even the tax that 
is levied in this bill; but if they can, there is no getting away 
from the fact—and you have got to explain it to your constitu- 
ents—there is no getting away from the simple proposition that 
the farmers are going to pay this tax, or that the consumers are 
going to pay it, and | want to get that clear, if it must be said 
over a hundred times. 

The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. Hatcu] has told us that 
at a convenient season he will say some hard things about those 
of us who have ventured tosay hard things about his ill. And 
as he has an hour to-morrow in which toclose debate we can all 
of us look out for him. I shall myself be duly expectant. 

Now, I say to the gentleman from Missouri that, instead of 
saying hard things of those of us who have ventured to express 
our opinions of this bill, which he thinks altogether unsuitable, 
he would better spare himself and save his breath for that occa- 
sion when he must go back to his constituents in Missouri and 
explain why he has put a tax on farm products; why he has en- 
deavored to render it more difficult for them to sell their goods 
than it was before; why he endeavored unnecessarily to increase 
their burdens and diminish their opportunities. 

He says it is a tax on gambling. He says that a few years 
ago, in the exercise of his rights as a Representative here and 
in the performance of his duties, he looked about him for some- 
thing to tax, and he discovered oleomargarine. Elated at his 
success in taxing oleomargarine, delighted at what he had ac- 
complished, he looked about him again, and he discovered gam- 
bling. Such was the origin of his bill. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit to your rational intelligence—and 
there are two kinds of intelligence, rational and irrational—tI 
submit to your rational intelligence that it is not a suitable thing 
for the United States of America to tax gambling. I suggest 
that if we have any function to perform in regard to gambling 
it is to extirpate itand not to share its proceeds, not to gointo a 
partnership with gamblers. But it is not a tax upon gamblers; 
and mark it, it is a tax on farm products; and there I think we 
can all afford to leave the gentleman from Missouri and his bill. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, under the rule 
we have adopted there is only an hour and a half left for debate, 
and as my time is too limited for me to deliver all I have pre- 
pared, including the reading of the tables which form a part 
of my speech, | ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
that portion of my remarks I shall fail to deliver. 

The request was submitted, and there was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] who preceded his colleague 
[Mr. QuiaG], and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] who 
spoke yesterday, argued that the States’ rights principlesof the 
people of the South should prevent aay Southern Representa- 
tive from advocating this bill. That argument could have been 
well put to our friends of the North during the recent diseus- 
sion of the bill to repeal the unconstitutional law which taxed out 
of existence the circulation of all banks chartered by States, a 
law more odious to the Constitution, more destructive to the 
rights of the people, and more directly opposed to the funda- 
mental rights of the States than any other law upon the statute 
books of our country. 

We of the South made that argument to our Northern friends, 
and when the roll was called the solid votes of the Representa- 
tives from the South were recorded in favor of the people, the 
Constitution, and the explicitand positive pledge of the Chicago 
platform under which we won the victory of 1892 [applause], and 
were opposed by an almostsolid phalanx of the people's Rep- 
resentatives from the North, the Northeast, and Northwest. 

‘The gentleman from New York[Mr. QuicG], whohas just taken 
his seat, alluded to my championship of the rights of the farm- 
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ers, and on yesterday the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GOLD- 
ZIER] devoted much of his time to a criticism of my suggestion 
that it wasabout time for the rights of farmers to be considered 
in Congressional legislation. 

FARMERS ONLY ASK THAT UNJUST LAWS BE REPEALED, 

[did not mean that farmers should have laws passed specially 
for their benetit and protection; they only ask for the repeal of 
the vicious class legislation by which during the last thirty 
years the Republican party have enriched bankers, manufac- 
turers, and monopolists of all kinds at the expense of farmers, 
and which is rapidly dividing American citizens into two classes, 
a few millionaires and multimillionaires on the one side and 
the great mass of the people, including all the farmers, who are 
struggling for existence, on the other. 

The farmer only asks that the laws of our country be equal 
and just, and that the burdens and the bounties incident thereto, 
like the dews of heaven, fall equally upon all people and all vo- 
cations. [Applause.] The farmer is the creator of nearly all 
the wealth of our land, and the welfare of all other vocations is 
largely dependent upon his prosperity. When the farmer is 
prosperous the manufacturer has the best market for his wares, 
the merchant collects his debts, the educator, the minister, the 
lawyer, the physician, and the followers of all other vocations 
are well paid. 

The farmers only ask a repeal of Republican laws which have 
reduced them from the position of lordly independence which 
they enjoyed under Democratic rule; laws which have reduced 
the price of farm products to less than the cost of production. 
They ask a repeal of the bank legislation, which for thirty years 
has denied to farmers the right to use their lands as a basis of 
credit, and which, together with other adverse laws, has re- 
duced farm lands to one-tenth their value when the laws were 
equal, just, and Democratic. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will yield to one question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to knowof the gentleman, consider- 
ing that he has recently so zealously supported the repeal of a 
law which abused the taxing power to accomplish a purpose not 
within the purview of the Federal Constitution, how he gets 
his consent to vote for a measure of exactly the same character? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It isnot of the same character. 
The law I voted for was demanded by the platform of 1892. It 
was a measure for the repeal of a law which, when brought up in 
Congress on April 18, 1864, was voted against by every Demo- 
crat in Congress. The law we voted on two weeks ago was a 
law to restore to sovereign States their sovereign God-given 
rights. We then sought to repeal a law which took from the 
people of sovereign States all authority to manage their own 
financial affairs, and deprived them of a most valued and cher- 
ished constitutional right. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, you propose to vote for a bill that 
takes another away? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The law we seek now to enact 
will not take away any legitimate right from the people. Gen- 
tlemen who oppose the bill have insisted that the law can not be 
enforced and can not have any effect whatever. The friends of 
the bill think it will add to our revenues and help to fill our de- 
pleted Treasury, and all admit that the revenue which will be 
realized from the law will be paid by those who are mostable to 
bear the tax. 

Others who oppose the bill insist that its purpose is to crush 
out gambling operations. If this should happily be one of the 
incidental results,and I trust it will be, it will certainly be a 
very strong argument in favor of the bill. The report which 
accompanies the bill tells us ‘‘ that thousands of representative 
men in the United States urge its passage,” and it also tells us 
that— 

Not a protest has ever been filed with the committee against this legislation 
except from that class of persons who are interested in ‘‘speculative gam- 
bling’ or in upholding the system of evading np ag poo od Ang on contracts 
made as members of the different beards of trade in the United States. 

It is my hope that one effect will be tocrush out the gambling 
operations which for the last fifteen years have done so much to 
detrimentally affect the price of farm products. 

Mr. WARNER. Is the gentleman aware that under the ex- 
press provision of this bill actual proof that a transaction isa 
gambling transaction will exempt it from the operation and the 
penalties of the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I admit that difficulties will 
be encountered in enforcing the law, but thatis one good reason 
why we should commence this character of legislation. After 
a little experience with the law we can amend it so as to make 
iteffective. Itis very possible that at first it will be difficult 
to obtain evidence sufficient to collect the tax in many of the 
transactions referred to in the bill, and it is therefore possible 
that at first the law will not have any very special effect. 
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Mr. WARNER. No special effect upon the gambling ty 
action—that is correct. [Laughter.] - 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, sir, I was very giad to 
hear the brilliant young gentleman from Colorado [Mr, PENCE] 
express his devotion to silver and his devotion to the farmers 
of our couutry, because it was only ten months ago that he and 
his Populist brethren voted against the coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 17 tol, atthe ratio of 18 to 1, at the ratio of 19 to 1 
and at the ratio of 20 to 1, and voted for it only at a ratio which 
he knewand they knew would not be adopted by thisHouse. And 
the gentleman’s brethren who preceded him in the Fifty-second 
Congress by their votes did that which they knew would make 
the coinage of silver impossible in that Congress. 

When we brought the bill before the House to reduce the 
tariff tax burdens under which the 30,000,000 of people dependent 
upon farming were suffering, I felt confident that my young 
friend from Colorado would be found fighting in the front rank 
in this great effort of the Democracy to emancipate the people 
of our land from the wrongs inflicted upon them by the odious 
tax laws which were condemned at the polls in the great victory 
of 1892; but what was my surprise, regret, and pain to see him 
lead his entire party, bag and baggage, into the camp of our 
enemies and place himself under the leadership of the gentle- 
men from Maine, Mr. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and use his 
best efforts to prevent Democrats from even considering « bill 
to lift burdens from the farmers and other oppressed people of 
our land. 

The history of our country shows that the Democratic party 
has always been the farmer’s friend, and is the only party which 
has not done the farmer the grossest wrong and injustice. ‘T'o 
sustain this assertion I will read from the records of Congress, 
which show that not only has the Republican party legislated 
against the farmer, but they have been joined and aided in in- 
flicting this great wrong by the Greenbackers, Populists, or 
Third-party men, no matter under what name they appear, and 
notwithstanding the pretended devotion of these parties to 
the farming interests of the country. 


BUT TWO POLITICAL PARTIES IN THIS COUNTRY. 


I think no one will question but that there never was, and 
in the nature of things there never can be, but two political par- 
ties in this country—the one vontending for laws which give the 
greatest power possible to the central Government, and the other 
ene laws which give the greatest power possible to the 

ople. 
od the earliest history of man there has been an almost 
irresistible struggle for power by the few and a never-ending 
strife for liberty by the great body of the people. 

Our forefathers fled from the intolerance and oppression of 
the centralized powers of the Old World, and after overcom- 
ing dangers and privations, established ademocratic republic in 
this land. 

Democracy has its origin from the two Greek words, denis, 
the people, and cratea, to possess, to govern. The essence of de- 
mocracy is to seek in its utmost purity the voice of the people 
to have laws to express the wishes of the people, and which are 
enacted solely for the people’s good. 

Such a government attains the most prosperity, the purest 
virtue, the highest culture, and the noblest manhood. 


JACKSON AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY DENOUNCED NATIONAL BANKS. 


Under the guidance of such men as Jefferson and Jackson we 
had a happy and prosperous land. There were no laws to rob 
the many and enrich the few; poverty and want were hardly 
known, and plutocracy and monopoly were unheard-of words to 
free American people. Jackson’s great mind saw that a national 
bank, which virtually makes a favored few the financial partners 
of the Government Treasury, would become a nursery of evil. 
He said that such a bank would concentrate the moneyed power 
of the Union, make the rich richer, and the potent more power- 
ful, while the humbler members of society, the farmers, me- 
chanics, and laborers, would be the victims of the injustice. 

The Democratic platforms of 1840, 1844, 1848, 1852, 1856, and 
1860 denounced such an institution as— 


of deadly hostility to the best interest of the country, dangerous to our re- 
publican institutions and the liberties of the people, and calculated to place 
the business of the country within the control of a concentrated money 
power and above the laws and will of the people. 

The Republican party came into power in 1861, the avowed 
champion of a strong centralized Government. ° 

And no one will deny but that the laws enacted by that party 
have all tended to benefit the few at the expense of the many. 

The laws enacted by this party have favored banks and bond- 
holders. They have given privileges to the rich and powerfui 
at the expense of the humbler people of our land. [Financial 
laws, tariff laws, and tax laws have all tended in the same way 
and have all attained the same purpose, but it is gratifying to 
see the evidence that the Democratic party had always opposed 


ans- 








1894. 


EEE 


every encroachment upon the rights and liberties of the great 


mass of the people. 
REPUBLICANS CREATE NATIONAL BANKS. 

On February 13, 1863 (Globe, page 897), the Senate voted upon 
the bill to charter national banks, called the national currency 
bill. Twenty-one Republicans and 2 Democrats voted for the 
bill, and 16 Democratsand 5 Republicans voted against it. This 
bill was voted upon in the House on February 20, 1863 (Globe, pages 
1147 and 1148). Onthe vote for the previous question 73 Repub- 
licans voted for itand 51 Democrats voted against it. On the 
vote to lay the bill on the table 49 Democrats voted for the reso- 
lution and 79 Republicans against it. 

On the vote ordering the bill to a third reading 79 Repub- 
licans voted for itand 53 Democrats votedagainstit. On the final 
passage of the bill 76 Republicans voted for it and 47 Democrats 
voted against it. This law has already cost the people more 
than $400,000,000. All these votes were practically upon strict 
party lines. Of the 78 affirmative votes by which the national- 
bank bill was finally passed 76 were Republicans and 2 were 
Democrats. 

The negative vote was composed of Democrats and a few Re- 
publicans, some of whom were interested in banks chartered by 
States. 

The iaw was approved February 25, 1863, and isfound in Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 12, pages 665 to 682. y 

In April, 1864, the law which sought to perpetuate national 
banks was before Congress. Every Democrat in both Houses 
voted against the bill. while the radicals and independents, with 
the exception of one in the lower House and two in the Senate, 
voted for it. 

On April 6, 1864 (Globe, page 1451), upon an amendment fa- 
vorable to national banks, 75 Republicans voted for the amend- 
ment and 54 Democrats voted against. 

On April 16, 1864 (Globe, page 1682), on Mr. Felton’s amend- 
ment to greatly relieve national banks from taxation, 70 Re- 
publicans voted for the amendment and 59 Democrats voted 
against it. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1695), a vote was had upon a 
resolution— 

That the expansion of the bank circulation of the country, producing gen- 
eral and ruinous speculation, should be repressed by taxing the issues of 
the State banks. 

A solid phalanx of Democrats, including such men as Francis 
Kernan, George H. Pendleton, J. V. L. Pruyn, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, and Fernando Wood, voted against the resolution, and it 
was passed by a solid vote of Republicans. 

Upon the final passage of the bill there were three yea-and- 
nay votes in the House; a motion to reconsider, a motion to lay 
on the table, and a vote on the passage of the bill. 

On April. 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697), on Mr. Rollins’s motion 
to lay Mr. Brooks’ motion on the table to reconsider the vote 
by which the national currency or national bank bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, 75 Republicans voted for 
the motion and 57 Democrats voted against it. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697), on Mr. HOLMAN’S mo- 
tion to lay the national-bank bill on the table, 56 Democrats 
voted for the motion and 75 Republicans voted against it. 

On April 18, 1864 (Globe, page 1697), on passage of the na- 
tional-bank or currency bill, 77 Republicans voted for the bill 
and 63 Democrats voted against it. 

On May 24, 1864 (Globe, page 2448), on Mr. HOLMAN’s motion 
to table objectionable amendments to the bank bill, 56 Demo- 
crats voted for the motion and 78 Republicans voted against it. 
The various amendments to the bill were voted on in the Senate 
April 28, 1864 (Globe, pages 1957 and 1959), May 5 (page 2123), 
May 6 (pages 2142, 2143, and 2145), May 9 (pages 2174, 2180, and 
2183), and May 10 (pages 2200, 2202, 2203, 2204, 2205, and 2206), 
and the bill was passed on May 10 (page 2207). Innearly all the 
numerous votes the Democrats voted almost solidly against the 
establishment of the system, and the Republicans voted almost 
solidly in favor of the system. 

The bill was approved June 3, 1864. (See Statutes at Large 
volume 13, pages 99 to 118.) It will therefore be seen that the 
objectionable national-bank law was solidly and untiringly op- 
posed from first to last by the Democrats in Congress, and was 
passed by the votes, speeches, and efforts of the Republicans. 
REPUBLICANS LEGISLATE FOR THE BOND-HOLDER AND AGAINST THE PEOPLE. 

On February 28, 1865, the House passed the bill to provide 
ways and means for the support of the Government. The bill 
provided that all bonds or other obligations issued under this act 
should be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal 
authority. The vote was taken viva voce and Mr. Hooper moved 
to reconsider and to lay the motion on the table. Upon this 85 
Republicans voted affirmatively, and 43 Democrats voted in the 
negative. 
the original contract was to pay the principal of the United 
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States bonds in currency, and the obligation to so pay them was 
recited upon the face of every bond. 

In March, 1869, a Congress largely composed and under the 
entire control of bank officers and bondholders enacted a law that 
these bonds should be paid in coin, and thus embezzled $1 ,000,000,- 
000 of the hard earnings of an honest people. Every Democrat 
but 1 voted against this iniquity, and all the Republicans but 12 
voted for it. In the Senate 42 Republicans voted for it and 
nearly every Democratic Senator voted against it. 

The bill declaring that currency bonds should be paid in coin 
was voted on in the Senate March 11,1869. (See pages 46, 53, and 
56 of the Globe), and on March 15, 1869 (page 70). 

In the House it was voted upon on March 12, 1869 (pages 
60-61). 

In March, 1869, a resolution was offered to lighten the burdens 
of the people by placing a tax on the bonds, and exemptingfrom 
taxation such necessaries as salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and 
tobacco. The Democrats voted solid for and the Radicals solid 
against it. 

In 1870 a funding law was passed by which $500,000,000 was 
taken from the people and given tothe bondholders. The Dem- 
ocrats in both the House and Senate voted solid against it, and 
all but two Republicans voted for it. 

The funding bill of July, 1870, was voted for, upon pages 
5026, 5059, 5064, and 5070. 

The Senate bill was voted upon, page 5467, and was finally 
passed on July 13, 1870 (page 5523). 

In July, 1870, Congress passed the Sherman bill to increase 
the national-bank circulation $54,000,000. All but four Demo- 
crats voted against the bill, and it was passed by the almost solid 
vote of the Republicans. 

REPUBLICANS ADVOCATE CURRENCY CONTRACTLIQN AND OPPCSE SILVER 
COINAGE. 

On June 14, 1870 (Globe, page 4434), Mr. Randall's bill to sub- 
stitute $300,000,000 United States currency for national-bank 
notes was defeated; all the Republicans but 10 voted against it, 
and every Democrat but 6 voted for it. The failure of this 
measure has already cost us $260,000,000. 

Soon after, Mr. MORGAN’s bill (Globe, page 4435), which sought 
the same relief, but extended the substitution to $400,000,000, 
was defeated by 116 Radicals, while it was supported by the al- 
most solid vote of the Democracy. 

On June 15, 1870 (Globe, page 4471), Mr. Ingersoll moved to 
authorize additional legal tender notes; 35 Democrats voted for 
it and 88 Republicans voted against it. 

In 1872 a resolution was introduced indorsing and approving 
the ruinous Radical financial policy. Every Democrat voted 
against and every ny omimng voted for the resolution. 

This system was a flagrant robbery of the people for the pur- 
pose of further increasing the wealth of bankers and bondhold- 
ers. In 1872 the Secretary of the Treasury adopted a ruling 
which recognized the 5-20 currency bonds as coin bonds, which 
robbed the people of hundreds of millions of dollars. This was 
denounced by the people; but the Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives, in order to sustain the Secretary in this robbery, 
passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law 

The vote stood 110 Republicans for the resolution and 86 Demo- 
erats againstit. It wasa strict party vote, every Republican 
voting to rob the people and every Democrat voting in their 
defense. 

The bondholders and bankers, not satisfied with stealing 
$1,000,000,000 by the law of March, 1869, which made the bonds 
payable in coin, now finding an increase in the production of sil- 
ver, they in 1873 demonetized that metal, and thus required the 
taxed people to pay them gold for their untaxed bonds. 

This law of necessity increased the purchasing power of gold, 
which still further added to the wealth of the rich and to the 
distress of the mass of the people. 

This bill was rushed through under a suspension of the rules 
by a strict party vote. 

In 1875, by the same rule, the resumption act, ‘that great 
king of destroyers,’’ was passed by Republican dishonesty. In 
the House every Democrat voted against it, and nine-tenths of 
the Republicans sustained and voted for this law, which has al- 
ready caused so much bankruptcy, ruin, and distress. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was the record of the financial legislation 
of the Republican party, which I portrayed in a speech on July 
10,1878. I only included the record up to the end of the Forty- 


third Congress, which ended its existence on March 3, 1875. 
STRUGGLES OF DEMOCRATS FOR THE PEOPLE. 
The beginning of the year 1876 found the Forty-fourth Congress 
in working order and determined to do something for our op- 
pressed people. 
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This was the first Democ 


utic House of Representatives which 
had been elected since 1860. The resumption act was bankrupt- 
ing and destroying the people. ‘This Democratic House passed 
a law repealing the “resumption act,” although resisted in every 
possible w y by the Republicans. 

On August 5, 1876 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5232), Mr. 
Cox's bill to repeal the resumption act was voted upon; 96 Demo- 
crats voted for itand 59 Republicans against it. 

On D nber 13, 1876 (RECORD, page 172), the House voted 
upon a bill for the free coinage of silver; 124 Democrats voted for 
it and 36 Republicans voted against it. 

On November 5, 1877 (RECORD, page 241), another bill for free 
coinage of silver was brought before the House; 97 Democrats 
voted for the bill and 24 Republicans voted against it. 

On November 23, 1877 (RECORD, page 632), another bill was 
considered and voted upon to repeal the resumption act; 109 
Democrats voted for the measure and 92 Republicans voted 
against it. 

On February 28, 1878 (RECORD, page 1420), the House passed 
the silver bill over the President's veto; 122 Democrats voted 
for it and 52 Republicans voted against it. 

On May 31, 1878, the bill was considered and passed to forbid 
any further retirementoflegal-tender notes; 106 Democrats voted 
for it and 28 Republicans voted against it. 

June 6, 1878 (RECORD, page 4204), upon Mr. Tucker’s amend- 
mentto reduce taxes, in the interest of the people, 133 Demo- 
crats voted for the amendmentand 101 Republicans voted against 
it. 

On January 15, 1879 (RECORD, page 473), Mr. Fernando Wood, 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, reported a bill 
to make United States notes receivable for duties on imports. 
This was a measure glearly in the interest of the people and 
against banks and monopolies. The bill passed the House, 108 
Democrats voting for it and 31 Republicans voting against it. 

Pending its passage, Mr. Garfield, in the interest of banks, 
sought to amend the bill and limit its operation. Mr. Garfield's 
amendment provided that the bill should only hold good ‘‘so long 
as said notes shall be exchangeable at par with coin.” Garfield’s 
amendment was voted for by 67 Republicans, and was voted 
against by 94 Democrats, and was defeated. On April 5, 1880 
(RECORD, pages 27, 42), the following resolution was voted upon: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House, that portion of the interest 
bearing debt of the United States which shall become redeemable in the 
year 181, or prior thereto, being in amount $782,000,000, should not be re- 
funded beyond the power of the Government to call in said obligations and 
pay them at any time, but should be paid as rapidly as possible, and accord- 
ing to contract. To enable the Government to meet these obligations, the 
mints of the United States should be operated to their full capacity in the 
coinage of standard silver dollars, and such other coinage as the business 
interests of the country may require. 

Seventy-three Democrats voted for the resolution and 90 Re- 
publicans voted against it. 

GREENBACKERS FALSE TO THEIR PLEDGES AND TO THE PEOPLE, 

In January, 1881, the bill was under consideration tofacilitate 
the refunding of the national debt. Itwasablow at the national- 
bank system, and was bitterly opposed by bankers and moneyed 
men. On January 19 (RECORD, page 769) the vote was taken; 
125 Democrats voted for the bill, and 109 Republicans and 8 Green- 
backers voted with the Republicans against the bill. These 
Greenbackers were elected to Congress with a pledge of undying 
hostility to national banks. The bill passed the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 18. Every Democrat, 38 in number, voted for the bill, and 
it was opposed by Republicans, not a single Democrat voting 
against it. On March 3 President Hayes vetoed the bill, and 
in his veto measure used these words: 

I should not deem it my duty to interpose my constitutional objection to 
the passage of the present bill if it did not contain in its fifth section pro- 
visions which, in my judgment, seriously impair the value and tend to the 
destruction of the present national banking system of the country. 

It should be observed that 8 Greenbacks voted with 109 Re- 

yublicans against the bill which President Hayes vetoed solely 
Sessuee it tended to the destruction of the national-bank system. 

On February 17, 1882 (RECORD, page 1246), upon a vote favor- 
able to Republicans and against Democrats and against Demo- 
cratic principles, 5 Greenbackers voted with 120 Republicans 
against 95 Democrats. 

REPUBLICANS AND GREENBACKERS EXTEND CHARTERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


nF) 


On April 3, 1882 (RECORD, page 2536), the bill was voted upon 
to extend the charter of national banks; 103 Republicans voted 
for it, and not asingle Republican voted againstit. The bill 
was opposed by 69 Democrats. On May 18 (RECORD, page 4076), 
Mr. BLAND moved to amend the bill to extend charters of na- 
tional banks by providing for the retirement of national-bank 
currency and substituting United States Treasury notes. This 
would have saved the people $20,000,000a year. Sixty-five Demo- 
crats, 2 Republicans, 2 Readjusters, and 2 Greenbackers voted 
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for this just and proper bill, while it was opposed by 114 Re- 
publicans and 5 Greenbackers, and I repeat that every one of 
these 5 Greenbackers was elected by pledging extreme’ 
relenting hostility to national banks. 

It is astounding to the last degree that theses Greenbackers 
elected to the 46th and 47th Congresses so utterly violated their 
pledges to their people and voted with the Republican enemies of 
the people and against such beneficent Democratic measures 
It tends to show that these Greenbackers were controlled by Roe. 
publican leaders and voted with the Republicans when re- 
to do so by the leaders of the Republican party. 

On the same day Mr. Randall and Mr. CULBERSON moved to 
amend the bill by provisions which restricted the contraction of 
the currency; 76 Democrats voted for the amendment, while 105 
Republicans voted solid against it. 

On May 19, 1882 (RecorD, page 4121), Mr. JoNrs of Arkan- 
sas made another motion to prevent contraction of the cu 
renecy; 76 Democrats voted for the measure, and 94 Republica: 
voted solid against it. 

On May 19, 1882, a bill was voted upon in the Senate to extend 
national-bank charters; 26 Republicans voted forit and 12 Den 
ocrats voted against it. 

On June 21,1882 (RECORD, page 5177), Senator Beck’s measure 
against national banks was voted on in the Senate; 20 Democrat 
voted for itand 29 Republicans voted against it. Inthe House, 
upon the final passage of the bill which extended national-bank 
charters, 103 Republicans voted for the bill and but 2 vot 
against it, while 57 Democrats voted against and opposed the 
bill. 

On June 21, 1882, while the bill was before the Senate, Senato 
Beck offered an amendment which was in the line of free coin- 
age of silver and expansion of the currency; 20 Democrats voted 
for Senator Beck’s amendment, while 26 Republicans voted 
against the amendment and not a single one voted for it. 

On June 22 (RECORD, page 5224) the bill to extend the chavr- 
ters of the national banks passed the Senate; 26 Republicans 
voted for the bill, and 12 Democrats and 1 Republican voted 
against it. 

On July 10, 1882 (RECORD, page 5852) the conference report 
extending the charters of national banks was voted upon in the 
House; 99 Republicans voted for the report and 69 Democrats 
voted against it. 

On June 27, 1882 (RECORD, page 5415), on Mr. SPRINGER’S 
amendment to recommit pending bill, with instructions to abol- 
ish many of the most oppressive internal-revenue taxes, the 
Democrats all voted for it; the Republicans and 1 Greenbacker 
voted against it, and 10 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

On June 27, 1882, upon passage of the internal-revenue bill, the 
Republicans and 1 Greenbacker voted for it; the Democrat 
voted against it, and 7 Greenbackers refrained from votin 
(See RECORD, page 5422.) 

On April 15, 1884, the Morrison tariff bill was voted upon in 
the House; 151 Democrats voted for it and 124 Republicans voted 
against it. : 

On June 17, 1886 (RECORD, page 5830), the Morrison tariff bill 
was voted upon in the House; 135 Democrats voted for it and 121 
Republicans voted against it. : 

On July 21, 1888 (RECORD, page 6660), a vote was had in the 
House on the Mills tariff bill; 161 Democrats voted for it and 146 
Republicans voted against it. ' 

On January 22, 1889, a vote was had in the Senate on the Re- 
publican substitute for the Mills tari!f bill; 32 Republicans voted 
for it and 30 Democrats voted against it. 


and un- 


, 
Le-~ 


uired 


DEMOCRATS VOTE FOR FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


On April 8, 1886 (RECORD, page 3300), a bill was voted upon in 
the House for the free coinage of silver; 96 Democrats voted for 
the bill in the interests of the people and 93 Kepublicans voted 
against the bill and against the interests of the people. 

On the same day (RECORD, page 3300) an amendment was of- 
fered to suspend the coinage of silver; 51 Republicans voted for 
this amendment and 130 Democrats voted against it. 

On June 7, 1890 (RECORD, page 5813) a motion was made to 
recommit the bullion bill and report back a bill for the free coin- 
age of silver; 101 Democrats voted for the motion and 27 Re- 
publicans voted against it. 

On the same day (RECORD, page 5814) the bullion bill passed 
the House; 134 Republicans voted for itand 112 Democrats voted 
against it. Mr. Featherstone, a Farmers’ Alliance man from 
Arkansas, voted with the 134 Republicans in favor of this bill, 
which was in favor of banks and monopolies and against the peo- 

le. 
r On June 25, 1890 (RECORD, page 6510) Mr. BLAND offered an 
amendment in favor of free coinage of silver; 112 Democrata 
voted for it and 130 Republicans voted against it. 

On July 12, 1890 (RECORD, page 7218), the conference report 
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on the bullion bill was voted upon in the House; 121 Republi- 
cans voted for 1t and 90 Democrats voted againstit. Mr. Feath- 
erstone. a Farmers’ Alliance man, voted with the 121 Republi- 


cans and against the %0Democra 











[It will be seen thatthis Farmers’ Alliance 1an sso anxious 
to aid the Republicans in their vicious legislation, that he even 
voted with them for the Pp ‘rnicious Sherman bullion la which 
stopped the coinage of silver 

On July 12, 1890 (RECORD, page 7188), the conference 1 rt 
on the bullion bill was voted pon in the Senate: 39 Republ 
cans voted for the bill and 26 Democrats voted against it 

On May 21, 1890 (RECORD, page 5112),a vote was had on th 


passage ley tariff bill inthe House; 164 Republicans 


r ‘ats voted against it. On Septemb 
9943), the McKinley tariff bill passed the 
voted for it and 29 Democrats voted 












against it n September 27.1890 (RECORD, page 10641), the 
vi was d int House on the conference‘ report on the Me 
Kinley tariff bill: 151 Republicans voted for it and 80 Demo 
vou 1 Tal it 

On September 30, 189 RECORD, page 10740), a vote was | 
in the Senate on the conference report on the McKinley tari 
bill; 38 Republicans vo for it and 27 Democrats voted against 
i. On July 1, 1892 (RECORD, page 5719), a bill for the free coin 
age of silver pas 16 Sennte: 19 Democrats voted ft tan 
ls Republicans vot rainst i 

On October 28, 1893 (RECORD, pag , the Senate voted upon 





the amendment to require the coinage of not less than 2.0), 







oun of silver per month. Twenty-three Democrats, in 
ing Mr. WEN of Nebraska and Mr. Kyle of South Dakota, 
voted f i 0 Republicans voted against it. 

On October 30, 1893 UR RD, page 2958), the Senate voted upon 
the House bill for unconditional repeal of the purchasing cla 
in the Sherm et; 24.ANepublicans voted for the bill and in favor 
of money coatraction and 21 Democrats voted against the bill 


and in favor of an increase of circulation. 

On February 1, 1894(RecorD, page 2041), on the passage of the 
Wilson tariff bill in the House, which greatly reduced the tariff 
on clothing and other articles used by the laboring people and 
taxed the incomes of people of wealth, 196 Democrats voted for 
the bill and 122 Republicans voted against it, and not even one 
single Republican voted for this beneticent measure. 

In order to show at a glanee that Democrats have voted upon 
all financial measures in the interests of the people, I have pre- 
pared fourtables showing how Democratsand Republicans have 


I g 
voted on these questions during the last thirty years. 

‘irst. lable No. 1, showing votes in the House of Representa 
tives upon Republi eisures in the interests of banks and 
monopolies and against the people. 

Second. Table No. 2, showing the same character of votes in 
the Senate. 
Third. Table No. 3, show { House of Represe 

















atives upon Democratic me yiunKS and mor ) 
ind in the interest of the people 

urth ‘able No. 4, sl ine the s ] ( tract oO oO Sin 
the Senate. 

[ think, Mr. Speaker } S 
ti s will hesitate a l whicl 
h lways be 1 tt 
thr i¢h yearsof oppr 
enactment of tl oppr 

ne ved nonop hi ‘ - 
into two great ec j i 
rorline mass of the opnle on the other 
TABLE 1 } i » 
th , ? rs 
| > @ 
Date Cc} veter of 1 sure 2 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Teb. 20, 1863 | Vote on previous question tocharter national 73 51 
banks 
Do. Vote ordering national bank bill to third read 79 53 
ing 
Do. On final passage of bill chartering national 76 47 


banks 
Apr. 6,1864 | On amendment favorable to-national banks 75 5 
Apr. 16, 1864 | On Felton’s amendment to greatly relieve na- 10 59 
tional banks from taxation. ' 
Apr. 18, 1864 | On resolution to prevent issues of bills by | 62 46 
State banks. i 
Do. o Rollins’s motion favorable to national 7 | 57 
| anks. 





j t 


ee 
















































RECORD—HOUSE. 
































TABLE |—Continued 
Date Chara r measul 
t 2 | ba { it ha ali 
I 
{ } t iti mm ba 
i H I I ion le? 
n tabie 
\ h no 
889 RI) ¢ ’ } 
isa n yn I i 
» ak l > iT I 
tlation 4. 000,000 
Bill i ht 1olica 
tion 
Q Bill for tion o 
87 G ld rest 
? nport ¢ 
8S l to extend nationa 
SS l sna u} 
i ), 1882 | Adoption of « ere 
Ap ~ xs ‘i l Lo ) 
vi 1a Vote on ] Kink 
I yu 
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M 1, 18 On M row’'s motion tolay 
coinage on the tabl aa 
Do On Mr. Johnson's motion to 
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1,1894 | Vote to recommit bill for coin 
the Treasury 
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Feb. 20, 1863 | On motion to lay national-bank bill on tabie 


Apr. 18, 1864 | On Holman’s motion to lay national 


currency bill on the table 


ror | 
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May 24, 1864 


June 28, 1864 | 


Mar. 220, 1869 


1870 


Jan. 17 


Jan. 31,1870 


June 1,1870 


Do 


June 14, 1870 


June 15, 1870 


Mar. 13, 1871 
Mar. 27, 1871 


Aug 
Dec. 13, 1876 
Nov. 5, 1877 
Nov. 23, 1877 
Jan. 21, 1878 
Feb. 28, 1878 
Mar. 25, 1878 


May 31, 1878 


June 6, 1878 


June 19, 1878 


15, 1879 | 


, 24, 1879 


5, 1880 


17, 1881 


7 


May 18, 1882 


May 18, 1882 


May 19, 1882 


J une 27, 1882 
Apr. 15, 1884 
Apr 
June 17, 1886 
July 21, 1888 
June 7, 1890 


June 25, 1890 


Mar. 24, 1892 

PO... 05s 
Apr. 9, 1892 
May 
July 8, 1892 
July 13,1892 


Aug. 28, 1893 


Feb. 1, 1894 


Mar. 


1, 1894 
Do 


5, 1876 


8, 1886 | 


2, 1892 | 





Continued. 


TABLE NO. 3 


Character of measure. 


On Holman’s motion to table objectionable 
amendments to bank bill. 

Mr. Holman’s amendment permitting taxa- 
tion of bonds. 

Mr. Morgan's bill taxing bonds,and exempt- 
ing from tax salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches, 
and tobacco. 

Mr. McNeely proposed to substitute green- 
backs for national-bank currency. 

Mr. McNeely proposed that the national debt 
should be paid in strict compliance with the 
contract, and that bonds payable in green- 
backs should not be paid in gold. 

To place tax of 10 per cent on incomes from 
bonds. 

To place tax of 5 per cent on incomes frum 
bonds. 

Mr. Randall proposed to substitute $300,000,000 
for national-bank notes. 

On the same day Mr. Morgan extended the 
same relief to theextent of $400,000,000. 

Mr. Ingersoll moved to authorize the addi- 
tional legal-tender notes. 


oly and for the 
people. 


against monop- 


Democratic votes | 


Vote to refer and defeat resolution that the 


tariff should be so reformed as to be a tax 


for revenue only, and not for the protection | 


of class interests at the general expense. 

Mr. Cox's bill to repeal the resumption act... 

Bill for free coinage of silver ........- 
in 

Bill to repeal the resumption act 

Vote on bill to allow payment of customs du- 
ties in legal-tender notes. 

Silver bill over the President's veto........... 

Vote on motion to suspend for five years pay- 
ments for sinking fund. 

To forbid further retirement of legal-tender 
notes. 

Tucker's amendment to reljuce taxes in the 
interest of the people. 

Vote to substitute United States currency for 
national-bank notes. 

To make Treasury notes receivable for duties 
and imports. 

RECORD, page 1600—On vote for free coinage 
of silver. 

That the #782,000,000 in bonds which were re- 
deemable should not be funded beyond the 
power of the Government to call in such ob- 
ligations, and that the mints should coin 
pena Silver dollars to their full capac- 

ty. 

On arefunding bill which sought to destroy 
national-bank system.* 

On motion of Randall, Holman, and Bland to 
restrict national banks. 


On Randall’s and Culberson’s motion in the 


interest of the people and against national 
banks. 

Mr. Jones's 
banks. 


motion to restrict national. 


| Springer’s amendment to abolish excessive 


taxes. 
Vote on Morrison tariff bill in the House 
Bill for free coinage of silver 


Vote on Morrison tariff bill in the House ...... | 


Vote on Mills’ tariff bill in the House 

Motion to recommit bullion bill and report 
back free-coinage bill. 

Mr. Bland’s amendment in favor of free coin- 
age of silver. 

Vote for free coinage of silver 

Mr. Bland’s motion to table Johnson’s motion 
against silver. 

On vote to make bagging, machinery, and cot- 
ton ties and cotton gins free. 

On vote to make binding-twine for farmers 
free 

On vote to reduce tax on tin-platein the inter- 
est of farmers. 

On resolution to consider Senate bill for free 
coinage of silver. 

Vote for free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 

Vote to coin 2,000,000 ounces of silver per 
month at 16 to 1. 

Vote to repeal purchasing clause of Sherman 
act. 

Vote on Wilson bill to reduce tariff taxes on 
wool clothing, etc., and impose a tax on 
large incomes. 

Vote to coin the silver in the Treasury......... 

Vote upon passage of the bill 


Apr. 4, 1894 Vote to pass silver bill over veto 


* This bill was vetoed by President Hayes, March 3, 1881. 


+ Eight Greenbackers voted with the Republicans, 
trive Greenbackers voted with the Republicazs. 


Republican votes 


monopoly | 


for 


and against the | 


people. 
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TABLE 4.— Votes in the Senate upon Democratic financial measures against ba; 
and monopolies and in the interest of the people. 


n 
@ 
- 
° 
> 
© 
2 


Character of measure. 


ainst monop- 
and for the 


ag 
oly 


Senator Powell's measure to repeal national- | 
bank law. 

Senator Bayard's measure to tax bonds -._.._- 

Bland act for coinage of silver............ = 

Bland act over President’s veto ___. } 

Senator Beck’s measure against national 
banks. 

Vote to reduce tariff on many descriptions of | 
steel and iron to 35 per cent. 

| Vote to reduce tax on wire for fences ___..__..- 

Mr. Vest’s motion to reduce tariff on wire for 
fences. 

| McPherson's motion to reduce tariff on wire 

not less than 10 wire gauge. 

| McPherson’s motion to reducetariff on iron or 

| steel wire of certain classes 25 per cent. 

' Vance’s motion to reduce tax on trace chains 
and other chains. 

McPherson's motion to reduce tax on cheap 
knives, razors, etc. 

Vest's motion to reduce tax on files and other | 
tools. 

To reduce tax on iron or steel sheets, plates, 
wares, etc 

To reduce tax on cut nails, spikes, etc mad 
To reduce tax on horseshoe nails and all iron 

| and steel nails. | 

To reduce tax on saws 

To reduce tax on wood screws 

To reduce tax on lead ore. 

To reduce tax on tobacco - 

To make sugar of milk free 

To make salt free of tax 

To make wool free 

To reduce tax on woolen worsted, yarns, etc 

To reduce tax on knit fabrics, etc a 

To reduce tax on blankets, flanne!s, wool hats, | 
ete. | 

To reduce tax on women’s and children’s 
dress goods, etc. 

To reduce tax on stockings, hose, etc .___.__... 

To reduce tax on burlaps and bagging for 
cotton. 

To make bagging of cotton free__. 

To reduce tax on collars and cuffs 

To reduce tax upon men's gloves 

To reduce tax on fashion plates engraved on 
steel. P : 

To reduce tax on bagging of jute, manila, 
sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax. 

To reduce tax on burlaps and bags for grain 

To make lumber, sawed boards, etc., free-. 


May 10, 1864 | 


Mar. 11, 1870 | 
Feb. 15, 1878 | 
Feb. 28, 1878 | 
June 21, 1882 


Aug. 19, 1890 | 





Aug. 20, 1890 | 
Aug. 22, 1890 | 
Do . 

a 


. 27, 1890 
. 28, 1890 | 





6, 1890.| Vest’s motion to put salt on the free list 

oO To reduce tariff tax on all imports which are 
exchanged for farm products grown in 
United States. 

To make all articles necessary for the con- 
struction of vessels free. 

To strike out bounty on sugar 

That McKinley tariff tax shall not affect 
bonded goods for one year. 

To admit goods free from nations which ad- 
mit our farm and other products free. 

To levy a tax of 3 per cent upon dividend, in- | 
cluding interest on bonds of corporations. | 

Mr. Butler moved to make bagging, etc., free. 

To prohibit any tax duty exceeding 100 per 
cent. 

On passage of bill in the Senate for free coin- | 
age of silver. 

On vote to require the coinage of not less than 

| 2,000,000 ounces of silver per month. 

| On vote for unconditional repeal of purchas- | 


ing clause in Sherman act.* 


Sept. 
D 








July 1,1892 
Oct. 28, 1893 


Oct. 30, 1893 





*This vote was not regarded as partisan or political. 


Having given some facts regarding the financial record 0 
the Republican party, I will now proceed to make some fu! 
ther allusions to the financial history of that period, and wil! 
make some reference to the political organizations called the 
Greenback party, Populist party, or third party. 

The elections of 1874 and 1876 were very favorable to the Dem- 
ocrats, and the Republican party clearly saw that unless the 
Democracy could be divided the Republicans would be over- 
whelmingly defeated. The Greenback party sprung into exist- 
ence, and elected some dozen Greenback members to the Forty- 
sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses. In some cases it was con- 
tended that these Greenback members were aided in their elec- 
tions by money furnished by the Republican executive commft- 
tee. By artful and deceptive promises many men who had beep 
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good Democrats were deceived and enticed into casting their 
votes for Greenback candidates, thus detracting from the power 
and strength of the Democratic party. ' 

Many of the Greenback candidates in part won their elections 
by denouncing Democrats whom they were trying to defeat as not 
sufficiently Democratic, but after securing their elections they 
voted in Congress with the Republicans and against the Demo- 
crats upon many matters of vital importance to the interests of the 

e0ple. 
Shaler that these Greenbackers were pledged to vote with Re- 
publicans at all times when their votes were demanded by Repub- 
lican leaders and managers. If there was no bargain or pledge 
of this sort, then these Greenbackers voted from choice against 
the people and in favor of monopoly. 
GREENBACKERS VOTE AGAINST THE PEOPLE. 

Most of these votes against the people and in favor of monop- 
oly were viva voce, or upon division, or upon votes by tellers, of 
which of course there is no record; and sometimes, when the 
yeas and nays were demanded, they voted with the Republicans, 
but frequently, when votes were taken by yeas and nays, they 
refrained from voting. But notwithstanding this, a glance at 
the Journal and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shows that the 
Greenbackers were often recorded as opposed to Democratic 
measures, and to measures which they had promised their con- 
stituents to support. To illustrate: 

On April 5, 1879. RECORD, page 257, a Greenbacker, who was 
elected protesting that he was a better Democrat than his op- 
ponent, moved to strike out the sixth section of the army bill, 
viz, that part of the bill which prohibited the use of soldiers and 
marshals at the polls. The same Greenbacker on June 26, 1879, 
RECORD, page 2365, sought by amendment to defeat the bill which 
required nonpartisan jurors in Federal courts. He also madea 
speech for the amendment, which is on page 2365, Forty-sixth 
Congress. 

On June 10, 1879 (RECORD, page 1908), on the vote in the House 
to prevent marshals and soldiers from controlling elections in 
the South, when the yeas and nays were called 102 Democrats 
voted for the bill, 84 Republicans voted againstit, and 13 Green- 
backers refrained from voting. 

TheGreenbackers therefore showed they were clearly in favor 
of having elections controlled by soldiers and marshals. 

On another vote on the same bill 13 Greenbackers refrained 
from voting upon the call of the yeas and nays. 

On June 27, 1879 (RECORD, page 2397), the House voted upon 
a bill which prohibited the use of marshals and soldiers at the 
polls; 13 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

June 30, 1879 (RECORD, page 2443), the bill was vetoed, and the 
same day it was voted upon in the House 14 Greenbackers re- 
frained from voting. 

In December, a bill was voted upon to prevent officers of the 
Government from intermeddling in elections by threats or men- 
aces, or contributions of money, or the use of official patronage. 
The Republicans voted against this, and when the yeasand nays 
were ordered 13 Greenbackers refrained from voting. 

On January 12, 1880 (RECORD, page 289), 4 Greenbackers voted 
with 99 Republicans against free trade on salt, and 6 Greenback- 
ers refused to vote, and thus aided the Republicans in defeating 
this effort of the Democrats to give the people free salt; and on 
March 8, 1880, upon the same subject, 7 Greenbackers voted 
with 97 Republicans. 

March 8, 1880 (RECORD, page 1385), on Mr. Samford’s bill to 
reduce the tariff on articles used by the poor 50 per cent, 8 Green- 
backers voted with 102 Republicans against the measure. 

March 23, 1880, on Mr. Townshend’s bill to put salt and many 
other articles on the free list, 5 Greenbackers voted with 100 Re- 

ublicans. On a second vote regarding the subject 8 Green- 
ackers voted with 108 Republicans, and on a third vote on this 
subject 7 Greenbackers voted with 105 Republicans. 

In the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses there was a 
sage struggle on the part of the Republicans to obtain an un- 
air apportionment of representation in Congress, which was un- 
duly favorable to Republicans and did great injustice to Demo- 
crats. 

March 3, 1881 (RECORD, page 2434), on this question 6 Green- 
backers voted with the 110 Republicans on the bill favorable to 
Republicans. 

On the same day, on another vote favorable to Republicans, 11 
Greenbackers voted with 116 Republicans, and on the passage of 
the bill, which was favorable to Republicans, 12 Greenbackers 
voted with 114 Republicans, and on the passage of the bill in the 
eS ggg og Congress 6 Greenbackers voted with 136 Repub- 
icans. 
able to Democrats, 3 Greenbackers voted against it with 129 Re- 
publicans. 

June 27, 1882 (RECORD, page 5415), on Mr. SPRINGER’S amend- 
ment to repeal allinternal revenue taxes except taxes on whisky, 
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| ileges of national banks, which was favorable to monopoly, 2 


To such an extent was this carried that it was oy 





On Mr. BELTZHOOVER’S amendment, which was favor- | 
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Democrats all voted for it, Republicans all voted against it, 
and the Greenbackers refrained from voting. 
March, 1882, upon the vote to increase the powers and priv- 


» 





Greenbackers voted with 99 Republicans, and against the people. 

On motion to reconsider the vote, 4 Greenbackers voted with 
105 Republicans. 

On Bayne’samendment in favor of monopoly, 7 Greenbackers 
voted with 95 Republicans. 

On Buckner’s amendment favorable to the people, 8 Green- 
backers joined 105 Republicans in voting against the people. 

iebruary 17, 1882 (RECORD, page 1251), on Mr. Colerick’s 
amendment favorable to Democrats, 6 Greenbackers voted 
against it with 123 Republicans. On Mr. Colerick’s motion to 
reconsider, 4 Greenbackers voted with 124 Republicans. 

GREENBACKERS VOTE IN FAVOR OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

In 1881 Mr. Wood reported a bill to refund the debt in 3 per 
cent bonds, payable at the pleasure of the United States after 
five years and payable in ten years. The bill also authorized 
the issuance of $300,000,006 of small certificates to be used as 
currency, which issues could be redeemed after one year. The 
bill also provided that these bonds and certificates should be 
used for the redemption of bonds bearing a higher rate of inter- 
est, and that after May 1, 1881, thege bonds alone should be re- 
ceived from national banks as security for circulation. This 
would have made 3 per cent bonds sell for at least 115. On this 
measure, which was very favorable to the people and against the 
banks, the Greenbackers arrayed themselves side by side with 
the Republicans in favor of banks and against the people. 

On January 19, 1881 (RECORD, page 783), the vote was taken upon 
the passage of the bill; 8 Greenbackers together with 109 Repub- 
licans voted against the bill and 125 Democrats voted for the bill, 
Upon another vote 10 Greenbackers voted against it together 
with 104 Republicans. Upon the return of the bill from the 
Senate 7 Greenbackers voted against it together with 86 Repub 
licans. 

The Greenbackers who voted against this billwere De La Ma: 
tyr, Ford, Forsythe, Gillette, Jones, Lowe, Murch, Weaver, 
Wright, Yocum. 

To show that this bill was favorable to the people and against 
national banks, and that the Greenbackers voted against the bill 
with the full knowledge of this, I will read from a speech deliv- 
ered by Gen. Weaver January 19, 1881 (RECORD, page 766). In 
speaking of this bill he says: 

First. By the law as it now stands national banks may use any and all 
kinds of Government bonds to secure their circulation. 

— They may deposit in pledge bonds upon which all interest has 
erhird. These banks may, whenever and as often as they see proper. retire 
and in turn increase their circulation by depositing lawful money with the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Now, all three of these privileges are taken 
away by the provisions of this bill. 

It showed that President Hayes fully understood the bill was 
against national banks when he vetoed it on March 3, 1881 

RECORD, page 2433). The veto message says: 

I should not deem it my duty to interpose my constitutional objection ta 
the passage of the present bill if it did not contain, in its fifth section, pro- 
visions which in my judgment seriously impair the value and tend to the 
destruction of the present national banking system of the country 
system has now been in operation almost twenty years. No safer 
beneficial banking system was ever established 

Now, the bill passed the House by only 10 majority, and the 
Democrats saw clearly they could not pass the bill over the 
President's veto by a two-thirds vote. Therefore, Mr. TUCKER 
(RECORD, page 2434) moved that the veto message lie on the 
table, to be called up hereafter, and on this 5 Greenbackerg 
voted with the Republicans and against about 125 Democrats, 
including such men as Carlisle, BLACKBURN, Blount, CULBER- 
SON, Forney, HATCH, HOOKER, Kenna, MCMILLIN, MILLs, 
Morrison, Reagan, SPRINGER, and Stevenson. It seemed very 
strange to see Greenbackers, who were elected on a pledge to 
oppose national banks, vote against this measure. In reply to 
an inquiry asking why they voted with the Republicans against 
the bill, a prominent politician said that if the Democrats should 
succeed in enacting such a bill into law it would so increase the 
popularity of the Democratic party as to enable it to overcome 
the combined efforts of the Republicans and Greenbackers. 

March 26, 1882, on the Chinese question, 3 Greenbackers voted 
with 94 Republicans. 

GREENBACKERS AID REPUBLICANS TO VIOLATE THE CONSTITUTION. 

March 29, 1882, on the vote to violate the Constitution and de- 
stroy time-honored rules of the House of Representatives and 
give unbridled authority to the Republicans, all the Greenbackers 
present voted with 144 Republicans. 

This vote is recorded in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 
4329. Had these Greenbackers refrained from voting, the Repub- 
licans would not have been able to commit this outrage upon the 
Constitution. 
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In their efforts to prevent this outrage the Democrats ex- 
hausted every effort possible, and they would have succeeded 
had not the Greenbackers joined hands with the Republicans. 

On the morning of May 29, 1882, before the Republicans were 
able to reach the vote to which I have referred, the Democrats 
succeeded in forcing four yea-and-nay votes. The first is re- 
corded on page 4305 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and every 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Greenbacker present and voting is recorded as voting with the | 


Republican 
The second is on page 4325, the third is on page 4327, and the 
fourth is on page 4328, and in each case the RECORD shows that 


every Greenbacker present and voting cast his vote with the Re- | 


publicans. 

On a vote in the House to seat a negro, Lynch, in place of a 
white Democrat 5 Greenbackers voted with 120 Republicans. 

On vote to unseat a Democrat, Dibble, and seat Mackey, a 
Republican, 7 Greenbackers voted with 140 Republicans. 

On vote to unseat Tillman, a Democrat, and seat a negro, 
Smalls, 4 Greenbackers voted with 149 Republicans. 

On vote on the previous question of unseating Gen. Shelly, a 
Democrat, 5 Greenbackers voted with 138 Republicans, 

On vote to unseat Gen. Shelly, 5 Greenbackers voted with 140 
Republicans. 


The Greenbackers commenced their career of joining their | 


votes to the votes of Republicans and against Democrats at the 


beginning of the Forty-sixth Congress. On March 19, 1879, page | 


27 of the RECORD, and before that Congress had been in session 
two hours, Mr. FRYE, a Republican from Maine, made a motion 
to prevent Mr. Hull, a Democrat, from being sworn in as a mem- 
ber, the purpose being, if possible, to seat Mr. Hull’s opponent, 
who was an extreme radical Republican. This was an insult to 
a sovereign State, the governor and secretary of state of said 
Commonwealth having certified tothe member’s election. Eleven 
Greenbackers voted with 126 Republicans for this outrage, and 
140 Democrats voted againstit. Mr. Harris, a Democrat from 
Virginia, then moved that Mr. Hull be sworn in as a member. 
Mr. Garfield called for the yeas and nays, and 12 Greenbackers 
and 124 Republicans voted against it, and 140 Democrats voted 
for the motion. 

The 12 Greenbackers who voted against seating Mr. Hull were: 
Messrs. Barlow, De La Martyr, Ford, Forsythe, Gillette, Jones, 
Kelley, Lowe, Murch, Daniel L. Russell, Weaver, and Yocum. 
This vote is recorded in the RECORD, March 19, 1879, page 28. 

The Greenbackers continued their support of the Republican 
party during their entire career of four years in the House of 
Representatives, and including the last night of the session, 
March 3, 1882, when they repeatedly voted with Republicans to 
unseat Governor Richardson, of South Carolina, and seat a negro 
named Samuel Lee, said negro Lee having no claim to the seat 
whatever, even a Republican election committee having made a 
report that he was not elected. On this vote 4 Greenbackers 
voted with 119 Republicans to seat the negro and 114 Democrats 
voted againstit. (SeeCONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session 
lorty-seventh Congress, page 3752.) The Republicans, assisted 
more or less by the Greenbackers, continued their efforts to un- 
seat Governor Richardson and seat*the negro Samuel Lee. 
Several yea-and- nay votes were had. They are recorded in the 
RECORD, pages 3753, 3754, 3855, 3759, 3760, 3764, 3772, second ses- 
sion Forty-seventh Congress. The Democrats broke a quorum 
twice during the contest,and on both occasions the Republicans 
demanded a call of the House. 

March 2, 1883, in the case of Sessinghaus vs. Frost, 7 Green- 
backers voted with 119 Republicans and against 110 Democrats 
to unseat a Democrat, R. Graham Frost, and seat a Republican, 
Sessinghaus. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session 
Yorty-seventh Congress, page 3631.) 


GREENBACKERS VOTE WITH REPUBLICANS FOR HIGH-TARIFF TAX. 


But worse than all that, in the great struggle made by Demo- 
crats to defeat the iniquitous tariff act of March 3, 1883, many of 
the Greenbackers voted with the Republicans and against the 

xeople. Onthe vote toestablish the Tariff Commission, 6 Green- 
ackers voted with the 117 Republicans and against 58 Demo- 
crats,and on the vote on the bill 4 Greenbackers voted with 136 
Republicans against 112 Democrats. 

On vote to reduce the tariff tax the Greenbackers very gener- 
ally voted with the Republicans against the Democrats, and on 
vote to increase the tariff tax the Greenbackers again voted with 
the Republicans and against the Democrats. 

June 6, 1882, on bill to more than double tariff tax upon woolen 
goods all the Greenbackers who voted, cast their vote with the 
Republicans for this iniquity. 

March 30, 1882, on Tariff Commission, 4 Greenbackers voted 
with 113 Republicans. On second vote, 6 Greenbackers voted 
with 124 Republicans. When the bill passed. 7 Greenbackers 
voted with 116 Republicans. 
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| On June 6, 1882, 5 Greenbackers voted with 99 Republicans 
| against abolishing the tariff tax on trace chains. ° 

| On December 16, 1881, on the election of officers of the House 
| of Representatives, upon the vote whether the officers of the 
House should be Democratic or Republican, 8 Greenbackers 
voted with 147 Republicans for the Republican officers and 
against Democratic officers. ; 

DEMOCRATS SOLIDLY FOR—REPUBLICANS SOLIDLY AGAINST FARMERS. 

On April 7, 1892, Recorp, page 3057, on a vote ‘‘ to place wool 
on the free list and to reduce the duties on woolen goods,” such 
as are worn by farmers and laboring people, 187 Democrats 
voted for it, and 57 Republicans and 1 Populist [Mr. Oris of 
Kansas] voted against it. 

On April 9, 1892, Recor, page 3141, upon a vote to admit free 
of duty bagging for cotton, machinery for manufacturing bag- 
| ging, cotton ties, cotton gins, and parts thereof, 159 Democrats 
voted for it, and 44 Republicans voted against it. 

Ou May 2, 1892, RECORD, page 3842, on a vote to put binding- 
twine forfarmers on the free list, 176 Democrats voted for it, and 
44 Republicans voted against it. 

On July 8, 1892, RecorD, page 5906, on vote to reduce duty on 
tin plate and make it free after October 1, 1894, allfor the benefit 
of farmers and laboring men, 199 Democrats voted for it, and 61 
Republicans voted against it. 

All these measures were specially in favor of farmers. With 
one or two exceptions the Democrats voted solidly for these 
bills, and the Republicans voted solidly against them. 
| POPULISTS AID REPUBLICANS TO DEFEAT FREE COINAGE OF SILVER IN 188 
; On March 24, 1892, the House voted upon a bill for free silver 
| coinage. Upon Mr. BURROWS’S motion to lay the bill on the 
table the vote (RECORD, page 2544) was 148 yeas and 148 nays. 
The Speaker then added his name to the negative vote. Every 
Democrat south of the Ohio River except two voted in favor 
of silver. 

Mr. Johnson, a gold-standard man, moved to reconsider the 
above vote, which motion Mr. BLAND moved to lay on the table. 
The motion was lost by one vote, page 2545. Mr. Johnson’s 
motion was then voted on and was carried by two votes, page 
2546. 

The Southern Democrats immediately commenced a struggle 
to get the one additional vote necessary to secure free silver 
coinage, and the gold-standard Democrats combined with the 
Republican party to get one vote to defeat free silver coinage. 
Hon. Hosea H. Rockwell was the only man from New York or 
New England who voted with the Democrats for free silver 
coinage. 

He had been a brave soldier in a white regiment during the 
war and had been regularly and fairly elected to Congress, but 
notwithstanding this the Republicans and gold-standard Dem- 
ocrats combined to drive him from Congress and put in his place 
Henry F. Noyes, who was not elected and who was a colonel of 
a negro regiment during the war, but was an extreme gold- 
standard Republican. Aftera long struggle they succeeded in 
getting a vote on this contest on April 22, 1892, less than a 
month from the date of the vote for free coinage of silver. 

This was the supreme struggle for silver and for the people, 
and every member of Congress fully realized that a vote against 
Mr. Rockwell was a vote for the gold standard and against the 
people, and yet with that knowledge every People’s party man 
or third party man in this supreme moment deserted their pre- 
tended principles and the people and voted with the Republicans 
against silver and in favor of a gold standard Republican. 

The Populists or third party men who thus voted against the 
coinage of silver were Messrs. BAKER, Clover, DAvis, Hal- 
vorson, KEM, Otis, SIMPSON, Watson and Winn. They all voted 
with the gold-standard Republicans and gold-standard Demo- 
crats in the numerous votes, by viva voce, by divisions, and by 
tellers, and also in three separate yea-and-nay votes. The first 
of these yea-and-nay votes is recorded on page 3539; the second, 
page 3540, and the third, page 3541, of the RecorD, all on April 
22,1892. Mr. MCKEIGHAN withheld his vote twice but other- 
wise voted with the gold-standard men. 

POPULISTS VOTED AGAINST AND OPPOSED SILVER COINAGE LN 1833. 

On a vote for a free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratioof 17 to 1(REcoRD, August 28, 1893, page 1004), Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. MCK&IGHAN, and Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Popu- 
lists, Farmers’ Alliance, or third party men, voted against 88 
Democrats and voted with 111 Republicans against silver coin- 
age at 17 to 1, and Mr. Baker, Mr. BorEN, Mr. CANNON of 
California, Mr. Davis, Mr. Hupson, Mr. Kem, Mr. PENCE, and 
Mr. SIMPSON sat in their seats and declined to vote. 

On the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 18to 1 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, pages 
1005 and 1006), Messrs. HARRIS, KEM, MCKEIGHAN, and TAL- 
BERT of South Carolina voted against 88 Democrats and voted 
















1894. 


with 110 Republicansagainst silver coinage, und Messrs. BAKER, 


BOEN, DAVIS, HUDSON, PENCE, and SIMPSON sat in their seats | : 


and declined to vote. 

On the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at t 
ratio of 19 to 1 (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 25, 1893, 
pages 1005 and 1006), the vote and action of the Populists, or 
Third Party men, with the exception of Mr. CANNON of Cali 
fornia, was the same as it was upon the vote for free unlimited 
coinage at the ratio of 17 to 1. 

On the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at 20 to 1 
(see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, page 1006) the 
vote and action of the Populists or third-party men was the same 
as the vote for free and unlimited coinage of silver at 18 to 1. 

On a vote for the coinage of silver at 16 to 1, under the Bland- 
Allison act, Mr. NEWLANDS declined to vote. (See CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, August 28, 1893, page 1007.) 

POPULISTS AIDED REPUBLICANS UNDER MR. REED IN OPPOSING REDU(‘ 
TION OF TARIFF TAXATION 

On a vote January 5, 1894 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 
537), for taking up a bill for reducing tariff taxation and light- 
ening the burdens upon the people, Messrs. BAKER, BOEN, 
DAVIS, HARRIS, HUDSON, KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and SIMP- 
SON, Populists, or third-party men, joined the solid Republican 
party under the leadershipof the arch protectionists, Mr. REED 
and Mr. BOUTELLE, and refused to vote upon the bill, and in 
this manner made seven less than a quorum, and thus aided the 
Republican party in continuing oppressions upon the people. 

On another vote, January 5, 1894 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
page 538), by which the Democrats again sought to take up and 


I 


consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lighten the bur- | 


des upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third-party men 
aghin placed themselves under the leadership of those arch-pro- 
tectionists. THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and joined the 
solid Republican party, and thus defeated action npon the bill. 

Again on January 5, M894 (RECORD, page 538), on another 


vote and third effort by which the Democrats again sought to | i L 
| Ohio voted with them. The vote against the recommittal was 


take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lessen 
the burdens of the people, the same 9 Populists or third-party 
men again placed themselves under the leadership of the arch 
protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and joined 
the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action upon the 
bill. 

Again, on January 5, 1894 (RECORD, page 539), on another 
vote and fourth effort by which the Democrats again sought to 
tuke up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and les- 
sen the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third 
party men again placed themselves under the leadership of the 
arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action 
upon the bill. 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, page 544), on another 
vote and fifth effort by which the Democrats again sought to 
take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and les- 
sen the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populists or third 
party men again placed themselves under the leadership of the 
arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, and 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action on 
the bill. 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, page 545), when the vote 
was had by which the Democrats again for the sixth time sought 
to take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation and 
lighten the burdens upon the people, the same 9 third party 
men or Populists again placed themselves under the leadership 
of the arch protectionists, Messrs. REED and BOUTELLE, and 
joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action on 
the bill. 

Again, on January 6, 1894 (RECORD, page 546), when the vote 
was had by which the Democrats again and for the seventh time 
sought to take up and consider the bill to reduce tariff taxation 
and lighten the burdens upon the people, the same 9 Populists or 
third party men again placed themselves under the leadership of 
the arch protectionists, Messrs. REEDand BOUTELLE, and joined 
the solid Republican party, and thus defeated the action upon 
the bill. 

On January 8, 1894 (RECORD, page 565), when the eighth vote 
was had to take up the bill to reduce tariff taxation and lighten 
the burdens upon the people, every one of the Populists or 
third party men again placed themselves under the leadership 
of the arch protectionists, THOMAS B. REED and Mr. BOUTELLE, 
and joined the solid Republican party, and thus defeated action 
upon the bill. 

On January 8, 1894 (RECORD, page 570), on Mr. REED'S motion 


to recommit the order for the consideration of the bill to reduce | 


tariff taxation and lessen the burdens upon the people, Messrs. 
BAKER, POEN, DAvis, HARRIS, KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and 
SIMPSON refused to vote, and thus for the ninth time joined 
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1e solid Republican party under the leadership of Mr. R ) 
1 MUTELLE, and thus sought to prevent legi 
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dens upon the people, Messrs. BAKER, BOEN, DAVIS, HARRIS 











KEM, NEWLANDS, PENCE, and SIMPSON refused to vote, and thus 
oined the solid Republican party under the leadership of Mr. 
REED and BoUTELLE, and thus sought to prevent legislation 
for reducing tariff taxation and lessening the burdens upon the 
lhe REecorp shows that none of these gentlemen were paired 
ipon any of these votes; and the RECORD shows that Mr. BAKER 
Mr. Boren, Mr. Davis, Mr. HuDSON, Mr. Kem, Mr. PENCR, and 
Mr. SIMPSON were present at other roll calls during days t 


+ 


these votes were had. 
Mr. HARRIS was absent with leave, but was not paired: but 
the RECORD does not show that Mr. NEWLANDS had any leave 
[f Mr. HARRIS would have voted,I hope that he 
will make that statement to the House. 


Or avsence, 


SOUTHERN DEMOCRATS VOTED SOLIDLY FOR SILVER COINAGE 


On March 1, 1894, the House voted on the bill to coin the sil- 
ver bullion in the Treasury. Upon the vote offered by a gold- 
standard man to strike out the second section of the bill, so as 
only to permit the coinage of $55,156,681, 120 Democrats voted 
against the amendment and 59 Republicans backed bv gold- 
standard Democrats voted for the amendment. 

Upon Mr. BLAND’S substitute 172, nearly all Democrats, voted 
for it, and only 94, mostly Republicans, voted against it, and 
only two members of Congress south of the banks of the Ohio 
voted against it. 

On the vote to recommit, nearly all the Republicans and the 
Northeastern Democrats, in all 132 in number, voted to recom 
mit the bill, and only 1 Democratfrom south of the banks of the 


168, including every Democrat but one from the South. 

Upon the passage of the bill 168 votes were cast in its favor, 
including every Democrat butone from the South. There were 
129 votes cast against the bill, including nearly every Republi- 
can and all the gold-standard Democrats from the Northeast. 

Upon the vote to pass the bill over the President's veto on 
April 4, 1894, 119 Democrats, 7 Populists, and 18 Republicans 
from the silver and Western States voted in favor of its passage. 
The vote against its passage was 114, including almost the solid 
Republican party aided by gold-standard Democrats, mos 
from the North and East. Only two members of Congress fro 
south of the banks of the Ohio River voted against the bill 


POPULISTS VOTED WITH THE REPUBLICANS TO PREVENT A NCREA 
CURRENCY 
On June 6, 1894, the Populists in a body joined the Repu 
licans and voted against the Democrats on the measure to 
peal the 10 per cent tax on State bank issues. There were 102 


votes for the bill, all of them by Democrats and including every 
Democrat south of the Ohio River. The vote against the bi 
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1 
vas 88 Republicans, 9 Populists, and 75 ts from the 
Northeast and North. The votes against the bill included every 
Republican and every Populist. 

Courtesy to the Senate only allows me to state withor it 
cism that Senator PEFFER, who claims to be afriend of th 
people, was the only Senator or Representative of any party who 
had the heart to offer an amendment to the tariff bill placing a 
tariff tax of over 60 per cent upon salt, an article which is used 


more extensively by farmers than by any other class of people. 
This amendment was offered by him June 18, page 7667 of RrEc- 
ORD, and again on the same day, page 7668, and again on June 
20, page 7752, at which time he made a labored argument all in 
behalf of a salt monopoly against the interests of the people of 
the United States. On page 7758, the Senate voted upon his 
effort of Senator PEFFER to take salt from the free list and put 
on it a tax equal to 60 percent. Senator PEFFER and 23 Repub 
licans voted for the amendment, and 31 Democrats voted arainst 
it. 

[ will also mention that Senator PEFFER advocated taxing 
the people of the United States some $14,000,000 a year to pay a 
bounty to sugar-raisers. He even insisted, April 12, page 4597, 
that the McKinley bill bound the United States to continue this 
bounty. He continued this argument April 13, page 4603, in 
favor of making the people pay a 


POPULISTS VOTE TO TAX SALT AND PAY BOUNTIES 


On June 5,1894, the Senate voted upon the proposition to abol- 
ish paying bounty on sugar. Senator PEFFER and 30 Repub- 
licans voted against this amendment, and 38 Democrats voted 


for it. Upon another amendment, page 6835, to extend the 
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bounty eleven years Mr. PEFFER and 31 Republicans voted for 
the amendment and 38 Democrats voted against it. 

Senator PEFFER’S method of remedying evils was expressed 
by him June 18, page 7648, when he said: 





lational Legislature take charge of this subject; let it take pose 


Let the N 1 
session of all the coal beds and all the coal mines in the country, and let th 
coal be given to the people freely. Senators smile. 


Of course Senators smile. They all know that ninety-nine out 

of a hundred farmers burn wood and have nothing to do with 
coal, and they smile to see a Populist, who professes to be a 
friend of the farmers, proposing that these farmers shall be 
taxed some $300,000,000 a year to donate 150,000,000 tons of coal 
to persons who are not farmers. 
& Upontanother amendment to retain graduated bounty until 
July 1, 1905, Senators PErrER, ALLEN, and KYLE, all Populists, 
and 31 Re public ans voted for it, ‘and 37 Democrats voted against it. 
Senator ALLEN, as an excuse for advoct iting a tax onsugar, said, 
June 5, 1804, page 6841: 





If the $100,000,900 that were found in the Treasury when Mr. Harrison came 
into the Presidential office had been judiciously used there would be no ne 
cessity to-day for the levying of a tax upon sugar. 

Over $26,000,000 of that surplus was taken out of the Treasury and paid as 
apremium upon bonds, and through that and other means equally vicious 
the Treasury was rendered bankrupt on the 4th day of March, 1893. The 
country was bankrupt. The $100,600,000 had disappeared; the national debt 
increased; the expenses of the Government were pressing upon us. 

IT will now present a table showing the recorded vote on thirty- 
three measures introduced by Republicans, in which Greenback- 
ers, Populists, or third party men voted with Republicans in 
favor of these measures, all of which were to benefit banks and 
monopoly, and against the interests of the people. I also pre- 
sent a table which shows the recorded vote upon thirty-five 
measures introduced by Democrats, in which Greenbackers 
Populists, or third party men voted with Republicansand auhaet 
these measures, and in favor of banks and monopoly, and against 
the people. 

In these tables I have included some votes which are purely 
political in which Greenbackers, Populists, or Third party men 
voted with Republicans. 

I say these votes were political, because they were efforts to 
unseat Democrats and seat Republicans in their places, so as to 
give increased strength to the Republican party. 

Votes in the Houseof Representatives upon Republican measures in the interests 
of banks and monopolies and against the interests of the people. 


Demo- Republicans 
cratic : and Green- 
| woven [taguerper op 
. § avo 
npetess of banks and 
_| monopolies 
| and m0-| sq against in- 
Date. | Character of measure. nopo- | "tere a oe 
lies ana| ‘rests of the 
in the people. 
ee a 
ests of Green- 
| the peo- Repub-| backers 
pie. licans.| or Pop- 
| ulists. 
Mar. 8, 168) |Onreferring a bill toreduce taxes toa 84 97 7 
committee to prevent its passage. 
Mar, 23, 1880 | Vote to delay and defeat Mr. Town- 94 108 8 
shend’s bill to place salt, printing 
type, printing paper, chemicals, 
and materials used in making 
} paper upon the free list. 
Do On Garfield's motion to defeat Town- 84 105 7 
shend's bill by referring it to com- 
; mittee. 
Mar. 38,1881 | On apportionment of representation 127 110 6 
| at 322, which was favorable to Re- 
| publicans. 
Do .. On motion to fix representation at 120 116 11 
| $19, which was also favorable to Re- 
publicans, 
Do. On passage of the bill favorable to 113 114 13 
-¢ ublicans 
#eb. 17,1882 | Mr. Anderson moved to fix the House 100 | 136 6 
of Re ‘presentatives at 325members. 
Do On vote favorable to Republicans 95 120 5 
| andagainst Democratic principles. 
Mar. 17,1882 | On Mr. Cameron's amendment favor- 86 99 2 
| able tonational banks and to Re- 
| publicans 
We sesike | On reconsidering the above vote... _... 87 105 4 
Mar. 20,1882 | Mr. Kelley's motion to consider the 55 113 4 
| Tariff Commission. 
Mar. 23, 1882 | Mr naam S amendment favorable 96 94 3 
| to Chinese 
May 6,1882 | TariffCommission bill passea__......- 7 116 7 
May 29,1882 | Page 4325 of the RECORD Mr. REED’S |......... | 142 8 
notion tolay Mr. Randall's motion 
on the table 
Oh axos Page 4328 of REcoRD Mr. REED’S de- |......... = . 9 
mand for previous question on un- 
constitutional rule. 
Do.......| On vote to give Republicans unlim- |........- 141 9 


ited and unbridled authority. 


| 
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Votes in the House of Representatives upon Republican measures, etc.—Cont’d, 


Date. 


May 29, 1882 


es. nce 
Mar. 19, 1879 


Mar. 20, 1882 
June 27, 1882 
July 3, 1882 


| July 26, 1882 


| Mar. 2, 1883 


Mar. 3,1883 
Do 


Apr. 22, 1892 


Jan. 8, 1894 


June 5, 1894 


June 20, 1894 


ee 





Demo- | Republicans 
cratic and Green- 
votes nae kers or Pop- 
against| Wists in favor 
banks | of banks and 
and mo-|, Monopolies 
nopo- jand against in- 


Character of measure. lies ana| terests of the 














in the | people. 
inter- } : 
ests of | Green- 
the peo-|Repub- bacl kers 
| ple, | licans.| or Pop- 
] | ulists. 
7 | 
Toseata negro (Lynch) in place of a 93 | 120 5 
white Democrat. | 
In unseating Dibble and seating i sail 140 7 
Mackey. | } 
In unseating Tillman and seating a'|......... 140 + 
negro (Smalls). 
On the previous question of unseat- |....-... 138 5 
ing Shelly. | 
On the vote to unseat Shelly - Di dearubees! 140 5 
On Frye’s motion against Hull and in| 140 126 11 
| favor of a Republican. | 
On Tariff Commission..............- 58 117 6 
On passage of internal revenue bill .-| 77 | 119 | "7 
Mr. Keliey’s motion toincrease tariff} 46 | 108 4 
on knit goods from 35 per cent to 
100 per cent. 
Motion torec ommit Mr. Tucker's bill 71 96 3 
in favor of free American ships. 
To unseat a Democrat (Frost) and 110 119 7 
seat a Republican. | 
Oe TE EE itivineavecnencden seud 112 | 13 4 
On vote to seat a negro and unseat a 114 | 119 | 1 
Democrat. | i 
To unseat asilver Democrat and seat 140 | 72 9 
agold-standard Republican colonel 
of a negroregiment. 
sents oxene li 128 | 74 9 
| Motion hay ing ‘the same ultimate 124 78 10 
purpose. 
On Mr. REED’s motion to recommit 181 114 8 
order for consideration of tariff 
bill. 
Vote in Senate to continue the 38 31 1 
bounty on sugar for 11 years. 
Vote in Senate to retain graduated 37 31 3 
bounty on sugar for 11 years. 
Vote in Senate on Peffer’s amend- 31 23 1 


ment to tax salt. | 


Votes in the House of Representatives upon Democratic measures against banks 


Mar. 19, 1879 


June 10, 1879 


June 27, 187¢ 


June 30, 1879 


Jan. 12, 1880 
Mar. 8&8, 1880 


Mar. 23, 1880 


1881 


Jan. 19, 1881 


Dec. 6, 1881 | 


May 18, 1882 


May 6, 1882 


May 18, 1882 


BB) ccntts 





and monopolies and in the interests of the people. 





| 
On Mr. Harris's motion to seat a 140 124 12 


Democrat. 

On vote to prohibit marshals and 102 84 19 
soldiers at the polis. 

Onanother vote to prohibit marshals 89 69 13 
and soldiers at the polls. 

Vote on same bil! after President's 85 63 13 
veto. 

Bill to make salt free of duty. -_. . 99 99 *9 

On motion on Mr. Samford’s bill 81 102 
to reduce tariff 50 per cent on many 
articles used by faboring people, 
and to make printing paper, type, 
and material free. 

Mr. Nicholls’s motion favorable to 
bill to place salt, printing type, 
printing paper, chemicals, and ma- 
terials used in making paper upon 
the free list. 

Mr. Wood's bill torefund in 3 per cent 
bonds, redeemable at the pleasure’ 
of the United States after one year. 

When the same bill came back tothe 
House. 

Funding debt and destruction of na- 
tional-bank system. 

On motion to elect Democratic officers | 
of the House. 

Mr. Bland’s bill for substituting 66 114 
United States currency for national- 
bank notes. 

Mr. Mills in favor of resolution that 
no more money shall be collected 
than is necessary for the wants of 
the Government economically ad- 
ministered; that the maximum 


110 100 


124 104 10 


86 


~~ 
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121 147 





74 124 


revenue duty should be imposed on 
all luxuries; that duties should be 
ad vaiorem, and fraudulent in- 
voices prevented, and that duty 
should be imposed so as tooperate 
| TT throughout the Union. 
Mr. Buckner’s amendment restrict- 
ing national banks and favoring 
people. 

Mr. Beltzhoover’s amendment to pre- 
vent gerrymandering. 

Mr. Colerick moved to fix the House 
of Beqresensatsven s at 316, favora- 
ble to the Democrats. 

Mr. Colerick moved to reconsider .... 
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ete.—Cont’d. 
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Votes in the House of Representatives upon Democratic measures, 
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votes | ulists in favor 
against| of banks anc 
banks | monopolies 
andmo-/and against in 

Date. Character of measure nopo- | terests of the 

lies and people. 
in the atin 
inter- 
ee | Green 
aoe of Repub-|backers 
tne peo: | licans. | or Pop 
ple. ulists 
n a | . 5 Se eee } + =e —s 
May 29,1882 | On Mr. Blackburn’s motion to delay |........- 138 8 
|} vote on rule, page 4305 } 

Bb idence ; On Mr. Kenna’s motion, page 4327 aaa 143 | 9 
June 6, 1882 | On billto abolishduty on trace chains | 67 99 | 5 
June 27, 1882 | On Springer’s amendment to abol- 56 | 119 *10 

ish excessive internal taxes. } | 
Apr. 7, 1892 | On votetoreduce tariff tax on woolen 187 57 | 1 
| clothing used by laboring people. 
Aug. 28, 1893 | On vote for free and unlimited coin- 88 | 111 *8 
age of silver at 17 tol. 

BO. ss ccas | On vote for free and unlimited coin- 8s 110 *10 

|} age of silver at 18 tol. 

a On vote for free and unlimited coin- 87 109 *10 

age of silver at 19 tol. | 

Do | On vote for free and unlimited coin- 73 | 105 *10 

age of - er at 20 tol. 
Jan. 5, 1894 | On vote to take up bill to reduce tax- 169 *119 9* 
ation. 

Pc icaneladese do... 167 *118 *9 

acs do ; : 168; *116 *9 

Bt wuenedtcslaewe do 166 *115 *9 
Jan. 6, 1894 |...... do 168 *112 *9 

THK aon .do 168 | *114 *9 

ne. -...00 168} *115 *9 | 
Jan. 8, 1894 pee 190 *112 *9 

OO enacsa SD Re i 184 *114 *9 
June 6, 1894 On vote to repeal 10 per cent tax on 102 88 9 

State bank issues. 
June 5,1894) Vote in Senate to abolish bounty on 38 30 1 


sugar. 





*In votes thus marked a portion and sometimes 5 all of the Populists and 
Republicans refused to vote; I therefore classify the Populists as joining 
the Republicans against the measures. 


DEMOCRATS THE ONLY TRUE FRIENDS OF THE PEOPLE, 


This record gives abundant proof that Populists, Greenback- 
ers, or third-party men, under whatever name they may ap- 
pear, have repeatedly aided the Republicans in thwarting the 
efforts of Democrats to legislate in the interests of the people. 
[t shows clearly they have aided the Re »publicans in perpetuat- 
ing the ns itional-bank system, in perpetuating the gold standard, 
in “maintaining high tariffs, in force bills, and in controlling 
elections by soldiers and marshals, and all other obnoxious and 
pernicious legislation by which the Republicans have added 
wealth to the rich and increased the poverty and suffering of 
the great mass of people, and the evidence is clear beyond ques- 
tion that the leaders of the Greenback, Populist, and other third- 
party movements in the South seek and receive financial aid 
from the Republican party, and the proof is also abundant that 
their leaders promise in return tosupport tariff and other legis- 


lation which they must know is destructive to the farmers and | 


other laboring people of _ Southern States. 

We all remember how Mr. HENDERSON, a Republican member 
of Congress from [owa, showed that in 1880 Gen. Weaver ran 
for President to aid Gen. Garfield, or, as Gen. HENDERSON ex- 
pressed it, as the tail of the Republican kite. 

The proofis unquestioned that Chris Magee, of the Republican 
committee, came to Alabama, and that the Weaver electors were 
pledged to vote for Harrison, provided by so doing they could | 
defeat the Democratic party and reélect Harrison President of 
the United States; and now comes the exposure that the leaders 
of the opposition to the Democratic party in Alabama are se- 
cretly in conference with such leaders in the cause of high-tariff 
Republican protection as Senators HOAR and LODGE, and Con- 
gressmen WALKER and COGSWELL, and several other Repub- 
lican members of the House and Senate and the Home Market 


Club of Boston, and that these Republicans are now engaged in | 


raising money to aid in the defeat of the Democratic party of 
Alabama. 

Senator HOAR, in speaking for himself and Republican associ- 
ates of Capt. Kolb, says: 


Ve all believe that this movement is of the utmost importance; that it is 


the most promising fact that has taken place in the history of the South for 
many years. 


Senator HOAR also says: 


That if he succeeds thesolid South js broken and that the success of the 
cause of protection is assured. 
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Senator HOAR also says to his Republican associates: 

Ihave no doubt that the forces that he leads will be found 
in all great essentials in the future. 

a New York Sun says: 

» Home Market Club has sent out 
see aed z to raise this money 

The circular closes in these words 

Prudence requires that strict privacy should be observed in raising the 
money. Thereisso much prejudice in the South that it might be fatal to 
the cause to have it become known the Kolb party receives any aid from 

New England. We pray you there to avoid seeing any but discreet men 
and to impress upon them the importance of secrecy 

This exposure is only corroborative of the evidence furnished 
by the records of Congress which | have given in this speech. 
Here we have positive proof that the leaders of the opposition 
to the Democratic party in Alabama have convinced the authors 
of the —— bill and arch protectionists, Senators HOAR and 
LODGE, that they and their followers will be found acting with 

these Re publican leaders in the future. 

This rode d should admonish every true lover of his country 
that there is but one way on earth torestore our count ry to peace 
and prosperity; that there is but one way to rei'stablish the 
South and the rural sections upon the principles which governed 
when we were happy and prosperous, and that one way is to 
place every Department of the Government under the control 
of true and unquestioned Democrats. 

POPULISTS BILLS INJURIOUS TO THE SOUTH 

I have before me four bills, introduced in this Congress by 
Populists, which I respectfully submit would, if enacted into 
law, do more harm to the people of the South than any measures 
ever proposed in Congress, unless we except the force bill and 
confiscation bills which were introduced soon after the 
the war. 

House bill 3186 by Representative HUDSON, a Populist, pro- 
vided— 

That all pensioners for service in the Federal Army and Navy during 
war may receive in one payment ten times the annual amount of the 
sion 

This would cost the Government this year $1,500,000,000. 

House bill 3436, introduced by Representative DAVIS, Popu- 
list from Kansas, provides— 


That the mortgage debt of any mortgagor of real estate used as a home or 
for support, shall be paid by the United States where an appraisement board 
finds the estate to be worth the full amount of the mortgage, and the debtor 
Shall be allowed toredeem his property from the United States within 
twenty years by paying an interest of 1 per cent per annum 


acting with us 


circulars marked * In cor 


,.ore 


close of 


the 
pen 


[t isestimated that this would enable persons to get money of 
the United States for twenty years atl per cent interest to an 
amount exceeding $12,000,000,000. 

The rich and influential owners of real estate in cities would 
be the first beneficiaries, and the Government would become 
bankrupt before the farmers could get any benefit from the act. 

House bill 3437, introduced by Representative DAVIS, Populist 
from Kansas, provides for 

Granting a pension of $10 to $25 per month to all soldiers or sailors of the 
Union Army and Navy in the late war, and also to widows and minors 
this to be in addition to disability pensions granted under present law 

The Commissioner of Pensions estimates that this bill would 
increase Our annual disbursements for pensions to $460,000,000 
for the coming year and the Commissioner also says tha 

Death will but slowly lighten this national burden 

House bill 6767, introduced by Representative DAvis, Popu- 

list member from Kansas— 


directs the immediate enlistment of 500,000 men to be fed, clothed, paid, and 
provided for the same as the reguiar Army; said army to be employed on 
works of public improvement, canals, rivers, and harbors, irrigation works, 


public highways, etc. 

As the present Army of 25,000 men costs over $23,700,000 a year, 
| the cost of simply the clothing, food, pay, etc., of this proposed 
army of 500,000 men would probably exceea $474,000,000. 

[f these bills should go into effect it would require the disburse- 
ment this year by the United States Government of $14,434,000,- 
000, which ismore than forty times theentire income of the United 
St ates, and as theentire amountof gold, silver, and paper money 
circulation of the world is only 310,037 ,568,000, the proposed ex- 
penditure this year by these four Populist bills would be one- 
half greater than all the money in the world. And yet these 
bills are only a few of the many impracticable measures which 
the Populists in Congress have prepared to have enacted into 
law. 

The only possible way to raise this stupendous sum would be 
by a direct tax, and as the Constitution provides that direct 
taxes be apportioned according to population the amount Ala- 
bama would be required to pay this year would be 3350,000,000. 
This would be about double the assessed value of all the prop- 
erty in that State. It is very clear that the passage and enforcc- 
mentof these bills would bring bankruptcy and ruin upon all 
the people in the South. 
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vir it] Chairm the bill under consideration is one 
of very rreat it { ( clieve, ol timport nee tothe 
million an } of peo} f the State of Arkansas, whom I[ have 
the h t on this floor. 

\ large rity of the people of my State are producers of 
farm pro ! 1eat, pork, and cotton. Of the latter 
pro arketed in 1892-93 615,000 bales, and in 
Ro] ing fifth in the rank of cotton-produc 
in t 

[t has been impossible for me, Mr. Chairman, amid the press 
of ot} ( crowding upon me, to rive as much time to the 
cousideration of the pending measure as I needed, and I shall 
therefore not be able to present my views in as concise and or- 
derly a manner a could wish, but the subject is too vast and 
far-reaching in its effect upon the people I represent as well as 
many millions of other American citizens for me’ to forbear en- 
tering a plea in behalf of the passageof the bill by the present 
House at this session. 

Upon this floor are many ostensible friends of the farmer,and 
of the men, women, and children who must earn their living by 


manual labor. 

We have also many, very many constitutional lawyers, some 
of whom can always, when hard pressed for reasonsfor opposing 
a mensure looking tothe relief of the toiling masses, be depended 
upon to fortify themselves behind some 
Constitution. 

[n saying this, 1 yield to no man on this floor or elsewhere in 
my respect for the great organic law of the land and in a deep 
sense of my obligation to support it in all its plain behests as 
well as in its true intent and spirit. 

in the time [ shall occupy before your committee I shall try, 
as befits a representative of the people in the greatest law- 
making body in the world, to discuss the measure under con- 
sideration dispassionately; and yet, Mr. Chairman, it is hard to 
restvain a feeling of impatience and indignation at some of the 
urguments, subterfuges, and devices which have been invoked 
to discredit and destroy the bill and to prevent any legislation 
upon the subject it treats of. 

The practice of gambling in futures has been too often de- 
nounced and condemned both by many of the State courts of last 
resort, as well as by the Supreme Court of the Union, to require 
at my hands further animadversion to brand it as being an evil 
which the legislative department of the State governments may 
take hold of, regulate and suppress. 

In my own State of Arkansas, ever in the van with wholesome, 
conservative legislation, looking to the interests of the people, 
eleven years ago in March last this business was made a misde- 
meanor punishable by fine of not less than $250 nor more than 
$500, with thirty days’ imprisonment in the county jail for a sec- 
ond offense. This statute was construed in the case of Forten- 
berry vs. State, 47 Arkansas, 188, from which I read some ex- 
tracts: 

Smith, J. The pla 
and was fined #250 
denied. * * 4 


it is argued that this act is void as being in restraint of trade, and it may 
be conceded that it is loosely drawn 


ntiffin error was convicted of gambling in grain futures, 
Motions in arrest of Judgment and for a new trial were 


° . 2 m B ax 


Certainly the Legislature did not intend to impose any restrictions upon 
legitimate commerce, but only to destroy the parasite thatinfests it. Con- 
tracts for future delivery, if entered into in good faith and with an actual 
intention of fulfillment, are as valid as any other species of controct. A 
farmer may s 
lated price before it is harvested, Nay, one may sell goods to be delivered 
at afuture day which he has not in actual or potential possession, but 
which he intends to go into the market and buy. 

But this is not what is commonly known as dealing in futures. 

This phrase has acquired the signification of a mere speculation upon 
chances, Where the grain, cotton, or stocks dealt in exist only inimagina- 
tion, and where no delivery is contemplated, but the parties expect to settle 
upon the difference in the market 


* * « ® * % 


it will be seen by this opinion that the produce gamblers of 
the stock and cotton exchanges of New York, and of the Board 
of Trade of Chicago, through their agent at Little Rock, pro- 
posed to continue their nefarious business in the teeth of the 
statute, until he was arrested by the mandate of the criminal 
court of Pulaski County. The opinion is also somewhat in- 
structive as to the methods of this very legitimate and benefi- 
cent business of which some of our friends are so enamored. 

This fellow was selling wheat in Little Rock, and had in the 
six months previous to his indictment sold 250,000 to 300,000 
bushels per day. At that time there was not a grain elevator 
in Little Rock, nor is there now except in a small way as an at- 
tachment to some tlouring mill. There was not 200,000 bushels 
of wheat raised annually in a radius of 100 miles from Little 
Rock, and never a bushel brought there for sale. 

Now, it is the concensus of opinion among the cotton planters 
of my State that this speculating, that is, gambling on the price 


ell and agree to deliver his wheat or his cotton for a stipu- | 


| 
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| as to what prices will be ata given day in the future. 


| 


generalization of the | 


JUNE 21, 


of this great staple, has a tendency to render prices fluctuating 
uncertain, and in the end lower to the producer, and I am of 
opinion that the wheat, corn, and pork growers of the North 
and West have a like belief as to the effect of * futures” dealin 
as to these products. 

[f they are correct in this, it seems to me that all honest 
minds will concur that they should have relief, if relief may he 
had by legislation. 

Verhaps these farmers can not demonstrate with mathemat- 
ical precision the correctness of their belief in this regard, b 
they can easily come nearer to it than can the advocates of this 
sort of gambling do in support of their theory, that futures and 
options dealing augment prices. 

A great army of people live off their gainsin this sort of gam 
bling—ealled by courtesy speculating. They donotaddapound 
of pork or cotton, or a peck of corn or wheat, to the amounts an- 
nually produced, nor do they find or create a market for any ac- 
tual tangible quantities of these products. They simply engage 
in the business of wagering from day to day and week to week 
They £o 
through the form and pretense of buying billions of bushels of 
wheat, and millions of bales of cotton, which have no more real 
existence in bulk, form, and weight than do the shadows of the 
trees cast by the morning sun on the pavements surrounding 
this Capitol. 

The immense volume of this phantom buying and selling is 
well illustrated by the transactions on the New York Cotton Ex- 
change. 

{hold in my hand a volume on the subject of cotton issued 
annually by Latham, Alexander & Co., brokers and cotton com- 
mission merchants of New York. Now,I want to say that | 
have very considerable regard for Latham, Alexander & Co. 
They are very clever people, or were about fifteen years ago, 
when they sent their agent down to Arkansas and lent that 
State money with which to pay the current expenses of her goy- 
ernment immediately after the time when the carpet-baggers 
had robbed her so that her scrip was not worth but 20 cents on 


| the dollar. 





[ quote these gentlemen now as very good authority on the 
facts of this matter. I donotagreewith their conclusions. <Ac- 
cording tostatistics furnished by them the cotton crop of 1891-92 
was 9,035,000 bales, and the crop of 1892-’93 was 6,700,000 bales; 
and in those same years there were sold on the New York Cot- 
ton Exchange, in 1891-92, 33,230,600 bales, and in 1892-93, 52,656,- 


| 400 bales. 


I understood a gentleman upon this floor to-day [Mr. QUIGG] 
to say that this practice of making fictitious sales, this dealing 
in ‘‘futures” was centuries old. Sir, it did not begin in New 
York until 1870, according to Latham, Alexander & Co. 

It is a modern device. These gentlemen who publish this 
book, Latham, Alexander & Co., say: 

Settlements of cotton contracts can be made only by purchases and sales 
of like contracts. ‘ Puts,” ‘calls,"’ and * options.’’ which are privileges, 
are not, and never were recognized by the New York Cotton Exchange, and 
are not traded in on the floor of that exchange. 


The high-toned gentlemen of the New York Cotton Exchange 
do not deal in these things on the floor of the exchange; they 
have a basement there where that sortof dealing isdone. These 
gentlemen—Latham, Alexander & Co.—go on turther and say: 

+ 

A ready means of disposing of cotton is thus afforded; when the market 
is dull it is difficult to sell cotton from table, except at a sacrifice, but acon 
tract can at any time be sold against it. ‘ 

They are made at ‘‘seller’s option;”’ that is, the seller has the optionof de 
livering the cotton on any day during the contract month: he can, if he choose, 


| wait till the end of the month; but the buyer must receive it any day it is 


tendered during the contract month, unless he sells out or closes the con 
tract, which can always be promptly done. * * * 

As already stated, contracts can always be promptly settled; that is, 
boughtin or sold out; yet on every one actual cotton can be obtained if 
desired. 


Of course, those fellows do not desire it. 

Mr. BOATNER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. Dol understand that the gentleman is sup- 
porting this bill because he is opposed to dealings in futures or 
because he wants to raise revenue? 

Mr. NEILL. Well, [ will get to that questionlateron. [will 
be frank, however, with the gentleman, and say that so faras | 
am concerned I am opposed to this sort of business, and I will 
fight it as I would the devil—with fire. 

Mr. BOATNER. If this bill would not break up the business, 
but would, on the contrary, encourage it, and in doing so bring 
revenue to the Government, would the gentleman then support 
it? 

Mr. NEILL. Well, 1 think the bill will circumscribe the evil 
and eventually kill it. It is like building a fire around a copper- 
head snake; you may not kill him at once, but if you get him en- 
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circled with the flames after a while you will kill him, if yo 
have fire enough. 

Mr. Chairman, I read further f a ent of Latha 
Alexander & Co.: 

‘1 » mer char ana 
z ady ag 

rh Sg tlen ao ) l Onda, ( ) ] nest to 
that these cotton sulatlons inul » the of th 

[ have sbown you that it is a very large nes 

Now, mark the language that fo 

hey tinue ite more widely rch fre ly t h < yn, though | 
in general by the course of actual cot 1 on Which they are base 

Here are menarguing in behalf of thissystem and telling yo 
that the prices of the cotton which these fictitious sales pre tend 
to cover fluctuate more widely and frequently than the price of 


actual cotton, though, as they say, the price is ‘‘ governed in 
general by the course of actual cotton, on which the sales are 
based.” Of course they must have a few bales of cotton to 
make the shadow. and then they proceed to speculate on the 
shadow. 

How is it possible that the gambling of these men can add a 
farthing to the price of the farmer's cotton or wheat? The as- 
sertion has been made, but no man has proved it or even offered 
respectable evidence in support of it, that this gambling, this 
betting upon the price of these products can enhance and does 
enhance their value. 

The prices of these things if governed by legitimate trade 
alone would inevitably be regulated by the law of supply and 
demand. But the aggregation of capital and of brains and 
eu ining « yngaged in this devious business is so great that by their 
combinations and gambler’s tricks the price of produce is some- 
times forced up unnaturally, and as often artificially depressed. 
[t so occurs that the producer never gets any benefit of the arti- 
ficial rise, but is dead sure to be a sufferer from unnatural and 
forced depression. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, the absurdit; 
of the claim that this species of gambling can add to the price 
of the farmer's products or be a benefit to him is unsurpassed. 
[tis only equaled in my judgment by that other monstrous ab- 
surdity, the claim of our friends of the Republican party in be- 
half of a protective tariff, that we can make ourselves rich as a 
nation by taxing ourselves. 

But we are told that this legislation is unconstitutional, is in- 
imical to the Constitution. That is the difficulty that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTNER], a member of 
the Judiciary Committee, wantstogetmein. Inthelanguageof 
the learned gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], he 
[Mr. BoATNER]| thought perhaps he would “ deposit mein a 
cavity:’ but I think I see a hole at the other end to come outat. 
[ Laughter. | 

Let us examine this cry of unconstitutionality, and test it in 
the light of a judicial exposition of avery similar statute of Con- 
gress, rendered by the Supreme Court in 1866, and reaftirmed 
and approved in 1876, and never overruled or ch: slle nged to this 
day, so far as I can ascertain. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1864 and 1866 there was legislation placed 
upon the statute books of the United States in the form of an 
internal-revenue act, passed originally in 1864 and subsequently 
amended in 1866. It enacted that no persons should be engaged 
in certain trades or business, including those of selling lot tery 
tickets and retail dealing in liquors, until they should “have ob 
tained a license. By the amendatory act of 1866 the words 
‘*special tax’ were inserted in the place of the word ‘‘license”’ 
in the former acts. 

Congress at that time really provided in effect for licensing 
lotteries. I presume there is hardly any member of this Hous 
who would have the hardihood to get up on this floor to-day and 
say that lotteries are a legitimate business. In the great State 
of my honorable and honored friend from Louisiana there was a 
fight made by the gallant people of that State upon this question, 
and to my great joy and that of most of the honest people of the 
United States I believe, the hydra-headed monster, the Louis- 
iana Lottery, was crushed. Yet Congress licensed the selling of 
lottery tickets in 1864, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States in a well-considered decision rendered in 1866 sustained 
the constitutionality of that law. 

Now, I am going to take up the time of the committee only a 
little while on this branch of the subject, for it is a question at 
this point which few but the lawyers will pay much attention 





to; but they know that in the license-tax cases decided by Chief 


Justice Chase in 1866 it was held that the power of the Govern- 


ment to license or tax these things (lotteries and retailing of | 


liquors) was unquestioned, and ths at right was fully recognized. 
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Report paces 162 and fol . ‘ cn 
the brief of counsel for dafendants : t t } 
of the statut Chief *e Chase d ed « 
t oO! wh he said 
€ ( Lso4 l puently 
,eng [ in t ;or Vi 
y t id Ld ry in ] 
ua V ) i nseé » Unit ites 
i} x n M 
V idden 
] 1 i t i l ‘ 4 
( ) I fine, an Lpriso! ind in of 
: ' 
wn nd lI I 
I entt 
1ere are L8es, ru in whi 
1 uv uence; but the l 
ition and ad stration do not n what 
pu : policy is, and in whicl ire or of 
ful interpretation, may be « » to W t 
3 already received and establi l 
The cases before us are not of this sort I slature } 
nactments clear of a iumbigui to impose penalties nsed 
ling in lottery tickets and in liquors hese hi 1ents,so ng as 
and unrepealed and unmodified, express the public policy in regard to th 
ibjects of them. 
But it is not ne cessary to regard these aws as giving such ithorit Seo 
is they relate to t! nace within State | } i 
n They simply express the purpose 
v I al proceedings with the trad non ju 
are paid. The power to tax is no t que 3 ‘ W 
’ les for nonp 1yment of taxes. The granting of a licens 
regarded as nothing mor ian a mere form of i n 
mplying nothing except that 16 li 1S¢ hall be su t 4 
mder national law if he paysi 
iy to you frankly if I had power [ would dispose of this 
business at once. The States ought to doit, but they w yt 
and the people of this country invoke therefore the power of 
Congress for their protection, and insist that it shall be do 
[ have read this decision to show that is nothing 
stitutional in this bill; that is,as to the ind purp ( 
\s to the details of my friend’s bill I am not well post | 
1ave really not had time to studyit. If, however, there a 
objectionable features in it they can be remedied to-morrow 
umendment. 
[In short, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court of the U 
States, in an opinion by Chief Justice Chase, which wv ‘ 
firmed in a later case in L876, peyerees in the a eme Court Re- 


ports, volume 93, declares as to the ec istit itionality of suc 
islation as is embraced in the pending bill. That is fficien 
for me. I maintain that Congress has complet owe ta 
these occupations—you may call them occupations 

pose a stamp tax upon them. 





[t boots not what may be my motive or th itive of 
men in supporting the bill. 1 have dealt frankly th you a 
have told you my opinions in regard to it. Iam supporting t 
| because we have the decision of 1 Supreme Court of the 
United States that the bill is not obnoxious to the Const Oo 
and many of us recognize the importance of some mesasut 
ll deal with this evil. 
Mr. Chairman, there is a sortof remarkable coincid 
this bill and those who support and those who oppose it en 
ture the opinion—and in what I may say following th 
no disrespect to any gentlemanon this floor, I disclaim 
intention; but I venture the opinion that Vv ory cold t 
list on this floor, every man who voted against the repeal of tl 
State bank tax, and every devotee of the natio ing sy 
tem, as well as every representative of the boa of t in 
the great commercial centers of this country are opposed to this 
bi . 
These things, let me tell you, commend the bill tome. I sup- 
t it yng for the enemies it has. The solicitude of th en- 





4a) 


man from New York [Mr. QuIGG] who immediately preceded 
me, that the farmer would have to pay this tax,isa n 
I man charity; that solicitude would indeed be painful if it wei 
not soabsolutely ridiculous. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
the purlieus of Wall street sympathizing with the farmer 
could make a quotation in this connection and comment thereon 
but I will not—I forbear. [Laughter.] 

Now, I have but little more to say on this subject. It is re- 


port os as having been said or 1 yesterday by the gentleman from 
[llin s [Mr. GOLDZIER] “that Congress should do nothing for 
the f irmer.” I did not hear thatspeech. Itis not printed in 
the RECORD, and I have derived what information [ have on 
the subject from an extract in the Washington Post of thig 
morning. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is just about what Con 


ss has done for the farmer heretofore—nothing 
It remains to be seen, however, whether ( ongr ss Wil now 
take a new departure, and climb to a higher plane of statesman- 


ship, and mete out justice and the equal protection of the laws 
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to that class of our population on the products of whose labor 
our national prosp rity so largely rests. The farmer is nota 
mendicant. We is not asking your charity, but only the equal 
protection of the law, and for that legislation which may inure 
to his benefit without harm to any other honest industry through- 
out the country 

The gentleman from Illinois on yesterday, as I understand it, 
inveighed against selecting any classof citizens and doing some- 
thing for them. He musthave forgotten that his own colleague 
who sits here [Mr. DURBOROW], two days ago proposed for con- 
sideration and secured the passage through this House of a bill 
which, it was stated on this floor, inured largely and especially 
and particularly to the benefit of that large and respectable class 
of citizens known as commercial travelers. 

I voted for the bill, and it was right in my judgment, and yet 
the gentleman says we ought not to have any legislation for any 
particular class. Why, it has not been long since we passed a 
hillto enable them to build a big bridge down there by New York 
City, across the Hudson River or the East River, somewhere 
there. I have never been there, and do not know exactly where 
it is. 

Why, the time of Congress is largely taken up by the passage 
of bills which inure to the benefit of only a part of our fellow- 
citizens, and it is the first time I have heard an objection to it. 
! will vote for that kind of a bill as cheerfully as any other, if 
it is right. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, who fought 
the battles of the Union in the late war between the States? 
Was it the stock gamblers and money-changers of New York 
City, Chicago, and Philadelphia? Whopoured out the best and 
bravest blood of the youth and manhood of the South in that 
battle of giants? Was it the Shylocks of New Orleans, St. 
Louis, and Memphis, and Mobile? History will say, No. Are 
the producers of farm products in this country, the stalwart 
men, the comely matrons, the rollicking plowboys, and the 
rosy-cheeked maidens of thefarm houses never to havea hearing 
and never to receive consideration by the American Congress? 

Must they remain hewers of wood and drawers of water, they 
and their children, forever and forever? They are asking you, 
appealing to you, to give the country legislation which will re- 
lieve them from being longer the prey and the victims of a set 
of cormorants and vampires, who, under the false pretense of 
commerce and trade, have by organized capital and effort placed 
the products of the farm at the mercy of common gamblers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. NEILL. I should like a minute or two more. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the committee will give the gentleman 
from Arkansas two minutes in which to complete his remarks. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Iam perfectly willing, provided my 
time may be extended also. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentle- 
man's time will be extended two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the House, you 
alone can give relief. The States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
Missouri, and Louisiana, dominated by the boards of trade and 
various exchanges in New York City, Philadelphia, Pittsburg, 
Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, and New Orleans, will not act, 
as they might, to suppress this species of gambling by legisla- 
tive enactment making it penal. 

You have the power, complete, ample, and plenary, and that 
without injury toa single human being in America who is en- 
gaged in a business not under the ban of the law, as construed 
by the courts of the Statesand of your Federal Union. Millions 
of honest people who earn their bread literally in the sweat of 
their brows, are asking you and begging you for this measure 
of relief. I join with them in asking you for it. But we shall 
not always be beggars, mark you. Let me entreat you to yield 
to us the benefit of your doubts and give this legislation a trial. 

You will at least have the consciousness of having attempted 
something in the interest of the toiling masses without the 
slightest fear of having injured any honest industry. You will 
represent the views and wishes of an honest people who, though 
they may not have the money to employ eminent lawyers to give 
learned opinions to you, as have done those opposing this bill, 
are yet the pillars of this Republic, its shield and buckler in war, 
and its crowning glory in peace. {Applause.] 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I had intended in my 
time to treatof the commercial features of this bill, andespe- 
cially one portion that I desire to refer to, and that is the ab- 
solute impossibility of doing business under the system of this 
bill, by absolute sa'es and actual deliveries. But as that mat- 
ter has been gone over, and desiring to hear something more 
about the legal aspects of the bill, I surrender my time to the 
gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. BOATNER]. 
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[Mr. BOATNER withholds his remarks for revision, See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. May I ask the indulgence of the 
committee for five minutes? oe 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

Mr. MARSH. I hope that the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. 
HATCH] will allow my colleague five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 want to makeasuggestion to my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. HATcH] for his consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I will listen to the gentleman for five 
minutes with great pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill, if 
I understand it, and I want the attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri when I am speaking, is framed to correct certain al- 
leged evils and not to embarrass legitimate business. If in 
point of fact his constituent or mine, who was engaged in the 
corn trade, in good faith, to protect himself, as most contracts 
are made with the farmers, had made a contract to sell on the 
board of trade for future delivery, if his transaction is in good 
faith and not gambling, the gentleman if he had the power 
would not prohibit that contract. 

But the gentleman says he will prohibit that contract if he 
san, by taxing it so that it can not be compromised or annulled 
without paying the tax, because there are a good many men who 
take that form of contract who merely bet on the price, and this 
sort of transaction is harmful to the public. Therefore, a man 
who makes a transaction in good faith would be prevented from 
canceling his contract without paying the tax, so that we may 
get at this great army of people who gamble. I think I have 
stated it fairly. 

Let me state whatI fear. If you pass this bill, you wiil catch 
the man and embarrass him who has tried to protect himself, 
and the man who merely gambles will change the form of his 
contract, and instead of making a contract that ‘'I will sell you 
so much wheat deliverable in six months,” or any other period, 
neither party having any intention that it is to be delivered, he 
will change the form of the contract and say ‘‘I will sell you a 
spread, that it goes up or down,” without any contract or sale, 
because this is the transaction he is trying to getat, namely, the 
fictitious transaction that is clothed in legal form. Am I right 
in that? Iflamright about that, then the gentleman embar- 
rasses the genuine trader, and the gambler changes his former 
contract and goes on, and is happy forever after. 

That is all I wanted to say. I tried to say it to the gentleman 
who last was addressing the committee, but I was talking in his 
time. It seemsto me that this legislation is subject to the criti- 
cism I have made, and in good faith I suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri, if he can answer the proposition I have made, 
that he owes it tomeand he owes it to the House to do so to-mor- 
row wuen he comes to make his speech. 

Mr. HATCH. I will-not fail to do it either. I move thatthe 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LIVINGSTON, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 7007, had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DURBOROW, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
family. 

To Mr. LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MARVIN of New York, for two weeks, on account of 
important business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that al) 
gentlemen who have addressed the committee or the House upon 
the pending bill may have leave to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that all gentlemen who have addressed 
the committee may have leave to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? ora 

Mr. WARNER. Or who may be recognized upon this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course, I meant those who have addressed 
the committee or may address it. 

Mr. MEYER. I will have to object unless —— bai: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman from Louisiana 
will not object to that proposition. There are several gentle- 
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men on the list who have not had an opportunity to speak at all, 
and if they are recognized under the five-minute rule they ought 
to have the same privilege extended to them as gentlemen who 
have addressed the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And adeordingly (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (H.R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee. (Report No. 
1124.) 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina, from the same commit- 
tee: The bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, N.C. 
Filmet, T.C. Bowen, and others. (Report No. 1125.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: In lieu of the bill H. R.5479 a bill (WH. R.7511) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Orsemus B. Boyd. (Re- 
port No. 1126.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7513) authorizing al- 
lotments of lands in severalty to certain members of the Sac and 
Fox of Missouri, a tribe of Indians in Kansas and Nebraska, and 
the sale of the surplus lands of said tribe—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7514) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company,” ee May 17, 1862—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7515) granting the right of 
way through the Arlington reservation for electric railway 
purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill(H. R. 7516) granting to the 
Gila Valley, Globe and Northern Railway Company the right 
to enter upon the White Mountain Indian Reservation and the 
Camp Thomas military reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, 
for the purpose of making a survey of its line—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H.R. 7519) authorizing the establish- 
ment of a free port at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7518) to amend an act to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


authorize the construction of u steel bridge over the St. Louis | “% : : ; : aes 
Kans., in particular—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


River, between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A bill (H. R. 7519) for the relief of Capt. 
Thomas F. Tobey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice 
Rhoades—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LUCAS: A bill (H. R. 7521) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Richard Ferguson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Charles Coulter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7523) for the relief of C. M. Hail, Walker 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H.R. 7524) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Shipp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 7525) for the 
relief of Robert D. Nelson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7526) for the relief of Mrs. Ce- 
lina Landry, of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of the estate of Ozeme 
Viator, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC, 


Underclause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7191—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Beaver Dam, Wis., 
in favor of amendment to the Wilson bill exempting benefi- 
ciary fraternal societies, etc., from the provisions of the income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Otter Tail County, 
Minn.,for a special election to decide the question, of money, 
tariff, and income tax by a direct vote of the people—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, against 
income tax and proposed amendment to the bill now before the 
Senate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., against an income tax as affecting beneficiary societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., in 
favor of exempting from the income tax all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 470 citizens of Dickinson County, 
60 of Washington County, 502 of Marshall County, and 100 of 
Riley and Clay Counties, all of Kansas, opposing a religious 
amendment tothe Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

by Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of members of Shipping 
Clerks’ Council, No. 22, Royal League of Chicago, in favor of 
exempting beneficiary fraternal societies, etc., from the pro- 
visions of the income-tax law—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., and 
vicinity for passage of an act recognizing the services of mil- 
itary telegraph operators—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Allentown, Pa., for suppression of 
lottery business—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of the State of Min- 
nesota and members of certain beneficiary associations, praying 
that said associations may be exempt from income tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of the cigar-makers of Mansfield, 
Ohio, protesting against an increase of duty on leaf tobacco, 
known as wrappers, and in favor of a higher tariff on cigars—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7508—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of 186 persons of Girard, Kans., 
against lotteries in general, and against those in Kansas City, 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of citizens of Fillmore, Ill., in the 
interest of fraternal society and college journals—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the board of managers of 


| the Trades League of Philadelphia, advocating amendment of 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of the estate of Francois | 
Feray, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- | 


tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Ursin Broussard, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—tothe 
Committee on War Claims. 


| 
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the interstate-commerce law in its fifth section, soas to in effect 
reverse the provision of said section under suitable safeguards, 
as provided in House bill 7273—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of David Orr, of Tunnel Hill, 
Ga., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas Russell, Catoosa County, Ga., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Benton Freeman, of Gordon County, Ga., 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. ” 

Also, petition of Isom C. King, of Gordon County, Ga., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William D. Law, of Chattanooga County, Ga., 
asking reference of hisclaim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Horace G. Mooney, of Floyd, Ga., praying 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Dennis H. Hunt, heir of Sarah A. Hunt, de- 
ceased, asking reference of case toCourt of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of William Smith and 10 other citi- 
zens of Valley Falls, R. L., asking for amendment to the Wil- 
son tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): Petition of Silas Barley, for 
damages sustained by United States soldiers during the war of 
1861-1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
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praying that benefici z0cieties be exempted from the income 
tax—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of James K. 
P. Bowman, asking passage of bill (H. R. 4839) for his relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protestof board of supervisors of 
Yavapai County, Ariz., against passage of a bill granting 1,000,- 


000 acres of desert lands to several States and Territories—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

ty the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial from the Commer- 
cial Club of Albuquergue, N. Mex., protesting against a re- 
moval of the Ute Indians from California to New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Haver- 
ford, Pa., for passage of a law prohibiting circulation of matter 
‘pertaining to lotteries in thisor any other country through the 
mails —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 22, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplin, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on the motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unan- 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Hans C. Anderson and 
27 other citizens of Eau Claire, Wis., praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of various cities of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against an increase of the internal-revenue tax on 
whisky, and also against an extension of the present bonded 
period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Col. Fred Taylor Council 
No. 762, Junior Order of American Mechanics, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
to issue Treasury notes in payment of noninterest-bearing twenty- 
five year bonds deposited in the Treasury for public improve- 
ments, etc.,in any State, Territory, town, county, ete., when- 
ever it shall be necessary for such improvements; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 62, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Kittanning, Pa., praying for the passage of 
a per diem service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Workingmen’s Protect- 
ive Tariff League, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the passage of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbus, 
Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Noble 
County, Ind., praying that the funds of mutual life-insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of M. Toepp & Co., of South 
Bend, Ind., remonstrating against an increase of the internal- 
revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension of the 
present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Clark County, Ohio, praying that the funds of mutual life-insur- 
ance companies and associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be 
made to survey routes to determine the most practical and effi- 
cient one for a shipcanal between Lake Erieand the Ohio River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present resolutions adopted 
by the Oregon State Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry at the 
twenty-first annual session, held at Eugene, Oregon, May 22 to 
24, 1894. The resolutions memoralize Congress for legislation 
on various subjects; among others in favor of a bill providing 
for the free coinage of both silver and gold on equal terms and 
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at the present ratio of 16 to 1, and that the Government use the 
coins of both metals without discrimination. Also that thé me 
tallic currency be supplemented by the issue of United States 
notes in sufficient amount to prevent the necessity of issuine 
any more interest-bearing bonds. The memorialists also recom. 
mend the passage of a constitutional amendment providino 
for the election of United States Senators by the people; and 
‘‘whereas the Government has already guaranteed the pay- 
ment of bonds almost sufficient to build the transcontinental 


lines and also has donated vast tracts of valuable lands, more 
than sufficient to build them, which have not been paid for nor 
rightfully earned,” they demand the absolute ownership on th 
part of the Government of those railroads. 

{ move the reference of the resolutions to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Tradesand Labor 
Council and of 25,000 citizens of Detroit, Nich., praying for the 
passage of the }bill incorporating the telegraph with the pos 
tal service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. POWER presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 329s 
Knights of Labor, of Helena, Mont., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect free labor against convict labor as em- 
ployed in some of the several States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of A. Cullen and 10 other citi- 
zens of Helena, Mont., praying that fraternal beneficiary soc 
eties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Joseph J. Stewart and 
18 other citizens of Malden, Mass., praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from thie 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Miner Beal & Co.,and 25 
other business firms of Boston, Mass., praying that a higher duty 
of 5 per cent be placed upon clothing than upon the woolen ma- 
terial from which such clothing is made. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented additional papers to accompany 
the bill (S. 2156) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Joseph Blanchard, heretofore introduced by him; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
STEWART, April 30, 1894, intended to be proposed to the District 
appropriation bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying letter from the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 16th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the District appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, 
with the accompanying letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish 
the units of electrical measure, reported it with amendments. 

SUPREME LODGE OF KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4701 
to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, t 
report it with an amendment. LIask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee onthe District of Columbia 
was in section 2, line 2, after the word “‘ estate,” to insert “ not 
exceeding in value $100,000;” so as to read: 

That the said corporation shall have the power to take and hold real and 
personal estate, not exceeding in value $100,000, étc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to add to the bill as an additional 
section: 

Src. —. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. H ARR > (at the request of the Commission rs of the Dis- 
t t of Colum pia introduc od a bill (S. 2152) to amend sections 
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] r of the Com ionersof the District of Columbia, referred 
to Committee on the Dist ibi 

ir. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 2153) fo ie relief of certa 
Winnebavo Indians in Minnesota; which was read twice b 
title. and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mi BRICE introduced a bill S. 2154) to authorize a ur 


and estimates of cost of deepening and widening the Miami and 
Erie Canal, in the State of Ohio; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Commi itt e on Commerce 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a lI 


fit of improvements on patented articles: which wi 
I 


S. 2155) to secure to the pub- 
lic t he bene ] 

read twice bv its title, and referred to the Com 
ents. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2156) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph Blanch- 
ard: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mitte e on Military Affairs. 

BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2157) providing for 
the relief of George Baldey, of Louisiana, late Captain Thirty- 
ninth Infantry, United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2158) for the relief of Jacob A. 

Volfson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
\MENDMEN'T'S TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. a submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be pr inted. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
prinied. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill: which 
was referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ALLEN (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ANTONIO MAXIMO MORA. 

Mr. DOLPH. Some correspondence came in yesterday from 
the Department of State concerning the Antonio Maximo Mora 
case. There was previous correspondence, but the publication 
has been exhausted. There are only two copies remaining, I an 
informed. The previous correspondence ought to be print red it 
connection with that which came in yesterday. I move that 
be so printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 





n 
n 
t 
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REPRINT OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
the University of the United States 2,000 copies of S 
No. 433, on Senate bill 1708, to establish a national university: 
copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 95, enti 1 “A Solution of th 
Problem,” for the use of the Committee on Education and Labor 

EMMA A. RIPLEY 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue a du 
plicate of a certain 1: and warrant to Emma A. Ripley. The Sen- 
ator from Florida[Mr. CALL] objected to this bil I some days ago, 
but afterwards looked into it very Ci wrefully and came to me and 
said he would withdraw his objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue to Emma A. Ripley duplicate of one 
Porterfield land warrant issued in pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress approved April 11, 1860, for 40 acres, upon satisfactory 
proof of ownership and loss of same, and the execution of a bond, 
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with good and sufficient sureties, in double the market \ 
irrant so to be issued, to be approve 1d by the Secret ry ¢ 
ior, conditioned to indemnify the United States: 
tion by an innocent holder of the alleg« 
luplicate shall have all the legal force a 
( nal 
x reported to the sx with¢ amendmen 
) I ( Lf u1 t t l t d 1 
ST. CHA 5 ¢ I 
ICKRELI L ask for the pre 
| h lief of St. Charles ¢ 9 
ous « nt, the Senate, as in Comm of the 
Whole, procee lL to consider the bill. It authorizes the S« 
of War to « se to be investigated by the Quartermas- 
+ i 


Department of the United States Army the circumstances, 
character, and extent of the alleged use and occupation, by the 


ited States military authorities, for Government purposes, 
during the late war, of the college buildings and grounds of 
St. Charles Col lege in St. Charles Cox inty, Mo.; the actual 


value of such use and occupation, ond certify tothe Secretary 
of the Treasury what amount, if any, is equitably due to St. 
Charles College from the United States as the reasonable value 
of suc h use and occupation. 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amen sons in line 13, eee the word ‘* occupation,” to strike 





out the remainder of the bill in the following words: 
And that the Secrerary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and dire 
to said St. Charles College, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise rs ge. oe ag the amount, if any, so found to be due from 
[ ted States; 1d the acceptance by said St. Charles College of any su 
paid under the provisions of this act shall be in full satisfaction of all clai 
yfevery kind and nature for said use and occupation, and all dam 3 


therefrom. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment proposed by the commit- 


tee was made doubtless supposing that the same bill was before 
the committee which was first before it, and not the bill passed 
at the last Congress. [ suggest therefore that the amendment 
} + +4 


@ disagreed to, in order that the bill may be passed just as it 
is passed Congress twice before 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

! WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consid 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments 
in the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


DISTRICT 


\ 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an mend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ assessment,” in line 10, to strike out the 
remainder of the bill in the following words 
led further, That in-all cases now pending where assessment 
rularly made, and where there has not been paid a sum equa 
to # » per linear foot, as estimated above, then on so much sha ‘ 
ed as will mane © 18 Whole sum paid equal to $1.25 per linear foo Bu 
dto give any ground ofa on for the 











d in ex ress Of $1.25 per linear foot 
So as to make the bill read 
/ That hereaft 1 sments levied for ig water m 

in District of Columbia shall be at the rate of $1.25 per Li 

rainsta tts or land abutting upon the street, road, or alley in 

t 1ain shall be laid: Provided, That corner lots shall be taxed « 

nt, With a de exceeding 100 feet; any exce th 

fr el ) fer I to above rate of : ment 

Cine ment was agreed to. 

T reported tothe Senate as amended, and t 1d 
ment was concurred in. 

rhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed at the bill to 
be read a third time 

Th was read the third time. and passed. 

: Crt : s . 

Mr. PRO OR. | move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendmer 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 


e 


uppoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PRoc- 


TOR, Mr. FAt KNER, and Mr. MARTIN were ap! oint 
TIMBER INVESTIGATIONS. 


Vir. ROA * a ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S 
313 appropr lating funds for investigations and tests of Ameri 


| can timber 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro 
= ite $40,000 for the continuance of the timber investigations 
and the speedy publication of results, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of Agriculture through the Forestry 
Division. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

LABOR DAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, is 
inorder. 

Mr. KYLE. 
of Business No. 245, which is Senate bill 730. 


I ask that the 


Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S.730) making | 


Labor Day a legal holiday. 


There being ho objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 
Bett enacted, ect., That the first Monday in September in each year, being the 


day celebrated and known as labor's holiday, is hereby made a legal public 
holiday, to all intents and purposes, in the same manner as Christmas, the 
Ist day of January, the 22d day of February, the 30th day of May, and the 
4th day of July are now made by law public holidays. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like to say for the information of those 


who do not know, that something like twenty-five States of the | 


United States have now settled upon the first Monday of Sep- | ; : na’ a : a, 
cn anhan Acc tanien Weer oheor’- | oleae engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


ance uniform, that all may enjoy vacation privileges upon the | 


tember or the Ist day of October. 


same day, the labor organizations of the country have united in 
asking that the first Monday of September be set apart as a holi- 
day. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
of September? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The first Monday of September. Itought 
to be the Ist day of September. I move to strike out ‘‘Mon- 
day” and insert ‘‘day;” so as to read, ‘‘the Ist day of Septem- 
ber.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
once every few years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So does the 4th of July, and so does any 
fixed holiday fall upon Sunday occasionally. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It should be fixed on a week 
day. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 


Then it would come on Sunday 


had better let them have a week day. Ido not myself like to 
encourage holidays on Sunday. There is too much old Presby- 
terianism in me for that. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Neither dol like to encourage holidays on 
Sunday; but if there is to be any symmetry in our holidays this 
one ought to be fixed on the first day of the month, just as we 
have the 4th of July, the 25th of December, the 30th of May, and 
so on, for public holidays. However, I have noobjection to let- 
ting it go; and I withdraw my amendment if there is any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better leave it the first Monday, as 
we now create the holiday. The 4th of July was created by a 
great event, and could not be changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri is withdrawn. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


LIME POINT MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point military 
reservation in the State of California. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to 
the citizens of the town or city of Sausalito, Marin County, Cal., 
the right to occupy and improve for the purpose of a road only 
for the use and benefit of the citizens of the United States, and for 
no other purpose whatever, a portion of the tract of land owned 
by the United States in the State of California, known as the 
Lime Point military reservation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOLLIE CRANDALL, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to call up a little 
pension bill. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mollie Crandall, widow of Clark P. 
Crandall, deceased, and late captain of Company C, First Regi- 
re Ogee Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her at the rate of 

r month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


We are on the Calendar just about downto Order | 





Is the day mentioned in the bill the Ist day | ] 1 1 
J “ | against the name of Joseph G. Utter was announced as first in 


I thinkif the labor organizations have fixed | 
their own time, as it is said twenty-three States have done, we | 
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Mr. GALLINGER. 
some pension. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. She is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the words be addeq— 

In lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to that 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time, and passed. 

E. R. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. A similar bill has 
passed Congress three times heretofore without objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $450 for the payment in fullto E.R. Shipley for moneys paid, 
by direction of Post-Office Inspector Edgerton, to parties having 
money in registered packages stolen from the post-office in 
Springfield, Mo., on the 23d day of June, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


I suppose Mrs. Crandall is now receiving 


JOSEPH G. UTTER. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
will be proceeded with. 
The bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 


order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church South; 

A bill (H. R. 7489) to amend section 3 of an act to withdraw 
certain public lands from private entry, and for other purposes, 
approved March 2, 1889; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of 
the Board of Managers of the Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 

CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning 
at the conclusion of the regular morning business [ shall ask 
the piling of calling up the resolution I introduced some 
days ago relative to the appointment of a special committee to 
investigate the organized efforts of corporations to control elec- 
tions of members of State Legislatures and members of Con- 
gress. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

THE INCOME TAX, 

Mr. KYLE. Mr.President, the subject of taxation has puzzled 
statesmen and economists long before this body came into exist- 
ence. It is as old as organized society. Government is for the 
people and they must contribute to the support of national or- 
ganization and public institutions, All agree to this; but how 
to raise the revenue most easily and distribute the burden 
equally and justly is the problem that puzzles and which now 
confronts us. Whether on land or chattels, on neccessaries or 
luxuries consumed, or-on annual incomes, taxation is a burden, 
and the province of legislation should be to administer public 
affairs inan economical manner, causing the burden to fall lightly 
on the shoulders of all, especially the poor. The toiler whose 
life is spent in the yoke—almost like the beast of burden—gives 
of his lifeblood to add to the material wealth of the nation and 
knows little of ease or luxury. The rich are often the children 
of fortune, living on the fruits of others’ labor, and it is right 
economically and morally that they should bear the larger share 
of public expense. 

here is no better law than the, Biblical laws on which to 
found a prosperous government. Tlhesum of all those teachings 





1894. 





is that the rich or favored should not oppress the poor, and that 
all citizens should recognize government and contribute to its 
support as they are prospered. Adam Smith, one of the fathers 
of political economy, says: 

The subjects of every state ought to contribute towards the support of 
the government as nearly as possible in proportion to their respective abil- 
ities; that is, in proportion to the revenue which they respectively enjoy 
under the protection of the state. The expense of government to *he indi- 
viduals ofa great nation is like the expense of management to the joint ten- 
ants of a great estate, who are all obliged to contribute in proportion to 
their respective interests in the estate. In the observation or neglect of 
this maxim consists what is called the equality or inequality of taxation. 


It is common law and common sense that 
PROPERTY HOLDERS SHOULD CONTRIBUTE THE LARGE SHARE 


to the support of government. The Constitution guarantees to 
all alike protection to life and property; but nine-tenths of our 
laws concern the protection of property. Our Federal, State, 
and county courts, our police power, the militia, and national 
Army are for the protection of people in their rights to property, 
not primarily to protect the life of individuals. In barbarous 
countries where no government exists people look out for their 
lives. Quarrels between tribes, when such occur, are largely 
saused by violation of customs as to property rights. 

When civilization appears and individuals begin to acquire 
personal and real property, governments are formed to protect 
the weak against the strong, and insure justice between manand 
man as to property. The well-to-do citizens of our country own 
ourfactories, palatial residences, mercantile institutions, our rail- 
roads, banks, etc., to the amount of three-fourths of the nation’s 
wealth; and it is for the protection of such property that taxes 
are levied. The annual income of the nation is a little over 
$7,000,000,000, but 10 per centof the people absorb the large part 
ofit. Why should they not contribute of their abundance to sup- 
portthe Government which makes their wealthsecure? Ninety 
per cent are small property holders with small incomes, and 
under present economical arrangements pay a larger portion 
per capita of tax on property than the rich for the support of 
the Government. 

On this point the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his 
speech of March 15, 1892, used these words: 

The public mind is not yet prepared toapply the key of a genuine revenue 
reform. A few years of further experience will convince the whole body of 
our people that a system of national taxes which rests the whole burden of 
taxation on consumption and not one cent on property and income is in- 
trinsically unjust. 

While the expenses of the National Government are largely caused by the 
protection of property, it is but right to call property to contribute to its 
peruse It will not do to say that each person consumes in proportion to 

ismeans. Thatis nottrue. Everyone must see that the consumption of 
the rich does not bear the same relation to the consumption of the poor as 
the income of the rich does to the wages of the poor. As wealth accumu- 


lates this injusticein the fundamental basis of our system will be felt and 
forced upon the attention of Congress. 


It IS A JUST TAX. 

Many objections may be raised against this system, but few 
can be found to question its justness. It compels those who re- 
ceive the protection of law to pay the bills incurred by such pro- 
tection. The system has commended itself to the wisdom and 
judgment of nearly all civilized nations, and prominent political 
economists have pronounced it the best and most just method of 
raising revenue. Prof. Ely, our freshest writer on modern 
economics, says of the income tax: 


The central and variable tax ina proper system of state taxation oughtto 
be an income tax. This should vary from year to year according to the 
needs of the state government, and its rate should be calculated after the 
revenues from other sources have been estimated, 


Again he remarks: 


First. It is universally, or almost universally, admitted that no tax is so 
just provided it can be assessed fairly and collected without difficulty. More 
nearly than any cther tax does it answer the requirements of that canon of 
taxation which prescribes equality of sacrifice. Furthermore, it is of mo- 
ment that the income tax, unlike license charges, does not make it more 
difficult for a poor man to begin business or tocontinue business. Its social 
effects, to the contrary, are beneficial, because it places a heavy load only 
on strong shoulders. 

Even for men of large means engaged in business it is a tax to be strongly 
recommended, for such men will in some years make little or nothing, or 
even lose money. Now, our property tax is merciless, it exacts as much in 
a year when a business man is erusging to keep his head above water as 
in a year of rare prosperity; whereas the income tax exacts much only when 
much can be given without financial embarrassment. If it were practicable 
to substitute an income tax for the whole of the property tax it would save 
many @ man from bankruptcy. 


Referring to annuitants and others who escape taxation, he 
says: 

Again, why should the man with a large income but with no property 
escape all share in the common burdens? There is a considerable and in- 
creasing class ae in great comfort on incomes of large proportions, say 
five, ten, twenty, thirty, or forty, or even fifty thousand dollars, who by in- 
surance and various devices, protect themselves and their famflies for the 
future. and yet pay no taxes. This is an injustice to other classes and a 
harm to the commonwealth, because these mep are often careless and indif- 
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ferent about their public duties, knowing that their income Is not affected by 
high or low taxation. They appear to pay nothing to Government, and as 
it seems to cost them nothing, they too often care little for it 


Touching the apathy of professional men as to public affairs 
of government, he says: 

One of the reasons of poor government in our States and cities is to be 
found in the failure of loune and influential classes to concern themselves 
about practical politics. They often speak of politics with an affectation of 
superiority, as if they were above anything so base and common. This at- 
titude is not uncommon among professional people, as aot physicians, 
andteachers. These men have opportunities for personal cultivation and 
for gathering knowledge which are better than those enjoyed by other 
members of the community, and their influence ought to be large and bene- 
ficial. They must pay taxes, because indirect Federal taxes form a part of 
the price of commodities which they purchase, and because a, considerable 
portion of our direct taxes, like the tax on house property, is shifted, and 
reaches them indirectly. 

This, however, is not noticed. What is needed is a tax varying with pub- 
lic needs, and with the integrity and efficiency of administration, which will 
reach the great mass of citizens—a tax which will directly and immediately 
rest upon the tax-bearer. We have too few payers of direct taxes in our 
States and cities; but the income tax is a tax which is felt and which mus® 
be paid by the tax-bearer. It is precisely the kind of tax needed, and it is 
beyond question that it would change the attitude of a large portion of the 
community towards government. 

The incomes enjoyed by the professional and salaried classes and some 
others are frequently the results of large expenditures in cultivating one’s 
powers, and they create what can be called personal wealth. One man 
spends $10,000 in preparing himself for some lucrative position and derives 
therefrom an income, but pays no taxes, while the man who spends #10,000 
on a farm must contribute every year a sum large in proportion to his in- 
come for the support of government. 


Prof. Wayland, the distinguished economist of Brown Uni- 
versity, says: 

Theoretically, this is the most equitable of all taxes, since it touches men 
exactly according to their abilities. But, as we have seen, if the percentage 
is uniform for all incomes, it involves an inequality which bears heavily on 
those whose incomes are small. Torelievethis two measures are employed. 
The first is toexempt all income below a specified amount. The other is 
to establish two or three grades of income and make the percentage greater 
on the larger incomes. The chief objection toan income taxis the difficulty, 
almost impossibility, of ascertaining men’s real incomes; partly because 
many keepno accurate accounts, and partly because few comparatively will 
make truthful report of their incomes. 

Inquisitorial measures to discover actual incomes are exceedingly offen- 
sive. * * * Actual experience under the law tended to relieve difficulties 
and objections. When most efficiently carried out, concealment and dis- 
honesty were not probably greater under this form of tax than are prac- 
ticed continually under the attempts of the States to levy taxes on miscel- 
laneous personal property. In both cases the needed relief must come from 
the moral culture which forms good consciences. 


Prof. Thompson, of the chair of social science in the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, commends the system in these strong 
terms: 


The maogt modern, and theoretically the fairest, form of taxation is the in 
come tax. It seems to make everyone contribute to the wants of the State 
in proportion to the revenue which he enjoys under its protection; while, 
‘by falling efually on all, it occasions no change in the distribution of 
capital, or in the material direction of industry, and has no influence on 
prices.’-—(McCulloch). No other is so cheaply assessed and collected; no 
other brings home to the people so forcibly the fact that it is their interest 
to insist on a wise economy of the national revenue. 


Mr. N. A. Dunning, who is as well posted in economics as any 
journalist in the country to-day, says in a recent editorial in the 
National Watchman: 


This whole objection is founded on a desire to shift the burdens of taxa- 
tion upon other shoulders, and thereby avoid the payment of a proper share 
of the expenges of government, and at the same time keep the common peo- 
ple in ignorange of the vast incomes that are now being received by the plu- 
tocratic and wealth-absorbing classes. 

A graduated income tax, which increases with the amount of income, is 
the most equitable form of taxation. We should favor beginning with in- 
comes of $1,000, so as to reach a large class of annuitants and professions. 
It is capable of being demonstrated that with this tax placed on incomes of 
$1,000 and over, fully 50,000,000 out of our 65,000,000 of people would not be 
taxed. Such are the inequalities of the distribution of the fruits of industry 
that full 50 per cent of the families of this country live on yearly incomes of 
less than 8500. Indirect taxation reaches this class in far greater propor- 
tion than it does the wealthy. And while they have nothing for govern- 
ment to protect, they are compelled to pay for protecting the property of 
the rich. This is manifestly unfair, and can only be remedied through a 
graduated income tax rigidly administered. 


Prof. Levi, of Kings College, London, comments on the income 
tax favorably in the Statistical Journal of 1874: 


Ever since Sir Robert Peel, in a moment of financial perplexity, hit upon 
the happy expedient of appealing to the ee class of people to contrib- 
ute in a direct manner such a sum as might enable him to establisha proper 
equilibrium between the revenue and expenditure, and to induce wholesome 
and radical reform in thecustom and excise revenue, every chancellor of the 
exchequer has clung to the income tax as the main propof all his budget, in 
peace or war; with a wholesome surplus or with a deficiency to meet this 
tax has ‘always been found most welcome, and notwithstanding all the 
grumbling ana objections urged against it at its first imposition, and at 
every subsequent revivdl of thesame, the income tax still brings a handsome 
contingent to the national revenue. 

The taxation of the country is now very much simplified. In 1873 70 per 
cent of the whole amount of governmental revenue was derived from the 
sources, namely: Of spirits, malt, tobacco, sugar, and tea, and the income 
tax; but none of these branches of taxation is less objectionable in relation 
to the production of wealth, expensiveness of collection, or certainty of re- 
sult than the income tax, and I do not wonder that with perfect machinery 
at work, with the assessment, and with the national mind accustomed to 
the burden, the chancellor of the exchequer is unwilling to relinquish so 
good a contributor to his ‘ways and means.”’ 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Prof. Cossa, of the University of Pavia, Italy, says in his re- 
cent work on taxation, its principles and methods: 


In the year 1776 Adam Smith stated four rules of taxation which have 
been accepted by the whole civilized world and by all governmentsin it as the 
maxims of justice applied to that matter. The first of these rules says that 
the subjects of every state ought to contribute as nearly as possible accord 


ing to their respective abilities. This means, of course, that a man whose 
income is #5,000 ought to pay ten times as much as the one whose income is 
8500. Nobody denies the truth of this maxim, except some writers who con 


tend that the man whose income is $500 or less ought not to pay any taxes. 
Lastly, John Stuart Mill, in his Political Economy, says: 


We now pass from taxes onthe separate kinds of income to a tax admitted 
to be assessed fairly upon all kinds—in other words, an income tax. This 


tax, and the conditions necessary to make this tax consistent with justice, 
has been investigated in the last chapter. Weshall suppose, therefore, that 
these conditions have been complied with, and they are, first, that incomes 
below a certain amount should be altogether untaxed. / This minimum 


should not be higher than the amount which suffices for the necessaries of 
the existing population.) The exemption fror the present income tax of all 
incomes under £100, and the lower percentage levied on all those between 

100 and £150, are based upon the ground that almost all indirect taxation 
bears more heavily on incomes between fifty and one hundred and fifty than 
on any others whatever. 

The second condition is, that incomes above the limit should be taxed only 
in proportion to the surplus by which they exceed the limit. Allsums saved 
from the income and invested should be exempt from tax, or if this should 
be found impracticable that the live incomes and incomes from business 
professions should be less heavily taxed than such inheritable incomes and 
in a degree as nearly as possible equivalent to the increased need of economy 
arising from their termable character, allowance being also made in the 
case of available incomes for their vicariousness. 


Mr. President, an income tax is right and just because 
WEALTH HAS BEEN FAVORED. 


Discriminations have been practiced, and geographical sections 
have been favored until to-day classes of society are as clearly 
marked as they are in almost any country of Europe. Our na- 
tional condition is dark and threatening; the ranks of the igno- 
rant poor are fast being swelled, while the ranks of the (élite 
four hundred is to be found in every important city—a thing 
utterly undemocratic, un-American, and nationally suicidal. 
To 1) éfuse to see the suppressed wrath of a country full of honest 
laborers is unstatesmanlike; nay, more, it is criminally wrong. 

Revolutions have occured with less ferment than we see in the 
United States to-day. Nero fiddled while Rome was burning, 
and the capitalistic press of the United States to-day jeer and 
taunt the efforts of the bond-burdened serfs on the farms and in 
the workshops who attempt to risefrom their pitiful condition. 
[t is a sorrowful sight to see an army of penniless laborers march- 
ing from every quarter of our bountiful country to the nation’s 
capital to petition for deliverance frombondage. It is A sadder 
thought that the country has so far fallen into the hands of the 
oppressor as to make an uprising of the people necessary. Sit- 


+. ting in our comfortable homes, surrounded with happy families 


~~ 


‘who are free from the burdens and the cares of poverty, we littie 

know the sufferings that fali to the lot of the toil stained, poorly 
clothed and poorly fed laborer. 

The papers of our great cities have contained heartrending 
stories during the past winter and spring of the famished con- 
dition of 3,000,000 of people out of employment, ready for riot 
and plunder. The Master Workman of the Knights of Labor 
has spent his time in trying to curb the mad haste of thousands 
of strong men who vowed vengeance upon capital. He tells me 
we do not know the condition of the people. Mr. President, I 
think I do understand the feeling among workingmen, but I am 
powerless to help matters. All this is happening in our pros- 
perous Government—the flower of the civilization of the nine- 
teenth century, and at the close of thirty years of Republican 
rule! Only the ignorantand unsophisticated can be made to be- 
lieve that the present ills are the result of the incumbency of 
the Democratic party just come into power. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that thirty years with Shylock in 
power has left the country burdened with indebtedness, exagger- 
ated in all lines of business: and worst of all, with the wealth of 

. the nation centralized in a small area and in few hands. A few 
have become immensely rich, while the millions have grown 
poorer. The middle classes of society, consisting of farmers, 
mechanics, and small tradesmen, are er disappearing. 
Under the present order of things the end will not come until 
the American farmer is on a level with the Irish tenant, and 
mechanies and tradesmen are made the servants of the rich. 


PRINCELY FORTUNES. 


Weare living inaday of princely fortunes. By hookorcrook— 
possibly in both ways—the United States have outstripped the 
world in less than half a century. The fortunes of single indi- 
viduals in the United States have scarcely been equaled in the 
world’s history. Authorities place the wealth of the Marquis 
of Bute at $30,000,000, the Duke of Westminster at $50,000,000, 
and the Duke of Norfolk at $40,000,000. 

Iu the United States several men in a single city surpass the 
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highest. The Rockafellers are rated at %200,000,000. The 
Goulds at between $100,000,000 and 200,000,000, and the late 
Vanderbilt at $200,000,000. A simple problem in arithmetic wil] 
reveal to any interested person the threatening evil of such 
enormous fortunes and of concentrated wealth. Sixty-three bil- 
lion dollars of national wealth do not represent that decree of 
prosperity. The large bulk of it is congested ina few money 
centers, while more than 40,000,000 of people have practically 
nothing. Let me read fromthe New York Worldsome strikine 
facts comparing our condition and showing our drift: - 
A CENSUS STUDY. 

In 1860 our total wealth per capita was $993. The assessed value was $383 
or .3873 of the true wealth—5l per cent escaping taxation, and 49 per cen 
being assessed at an average of 75 per cent of its value. In 1890 the per cap 
ita wealth was $999 and the assessed value $384. In other words: P 


! 
Assessed value. | Actual wealt! 
| 


~ 
#12, 084,500,005 | $31, 201, 000, 000 








1860 _ 
MBUO ditscesSatocecadecel 24, 249, 589, 804 oy 62, 000, 000, 000 
is { Popula- Per 
Year. | tion. feapita 
- epee ern etieen alent I- 
a ee ae ee ee Jocnctapsmihiestecne dh. ase $993 
I sea isenoncepsiodincedc cn Re sip ncn | 62, 622; 250 999 


oF ox MAR it 

There had been no incr@ase practically in the wealth in thirty years, al- 
though in the ten years between 1850 and 1860 the per capita wealth nearly 
— rising from #591 to $993, of which only $21 was from the discovery o! 
gold. 

In 1860 the wealth of this country was very evenly distributed; there were 
no multi-millionaires, very few millionaires, few large fortunes. No spe- 
cial wealth statistics were collected, but the census of 1860 shows half the 
wealth in possession of half the people. There were no bonanza farms and 
no tenant farmers. One-half the male workers were on farms they owned, 
and the average land value of each farm was $3,251, while few went much 
over or under. Poverty was confined to the cities, and to small sections of 
them. Itis perfectly safe to assert that 91 per cent of the people held in fair 
and even measure 91 per cent of the wealth, while 4 per cent of the people 
owned the remaining 9 per cent, leaving not more than 5 per cent practi 
cally paupers. 

The per capita wealth is the same to-day as in 1860. Each man eats and 
drinks, and any great change that has come must of necessity have been by 
a redistribution of wealth—by taking from many and giving it to one. 

The census of 1890 shows that the conditions of 1860 have been reversed 
that 91 per cent of the people of the United States are to-day practically 
paupers, living from hand to mouth, dependent upon their daily labor for 
their daily bread, while 9 per cent are capitalistic employers, owning 84 per 
cent of the wealth. It divides the wealth among three classes of families in 











1890—(1) multi-millionaires, (2) employing capitalists, (3) wage-workers, as 
follows: 
‘lass ilies ‘otal wa Per 
Class. Families. Total wealth. family 
i ee a 
Liss kein ddtueasbindsesscekinscennegegleus 4, 074 $12, 400, 000,000 | #3, 000, 000 
Dixg's nicetpaspapningieisnmnte kedalpuieh otien 1,092,218 | 31, 620, 000, 000 | 28, 000 
Duaricceghbpeddnheies 4 thinue dene alteseusind 12, 010, 000 | 17, 980, 000, 000 | 1, 497 
TI isis ssc ercce dputsnenicndan | a 62, 000, 000, 000 | 4, 732 








In'the wage-working class are included all families worth $5,000 or less, or 
ail having their share of the wealth. Now, remember that the wealth that 
must be created and consumcd yearly im order to live—$800 the census says 
for each family of five, $140 for each on included by the census in 
this. Itis asmall matter to the multi-millionaire, but a great one to the 
wage-worker. The actual wealth, omitting our daily bread, is as follows: 





‘nade ' Wealth 
Class | Familtes.| Wealth. x familv 
hod bua daneegnggh abigitetatasane pons mdil 4,074 | $12,396,768, 800 | $3,000, 0005 
Gacvesa pvntrancinndipicesbatiehnentehadaied 1, 092, 218 30, 746, 225, 600 28, 000", 
D. .. ony dpa sine eehr pened ommmnntt atin otic diane 8, 272, 000, 000 697 
IE, 5.cocnch cet deeioneinivanel 18, 102, 292 | Bi, 414, 994, 400 3,932 
Think what this means. While the average wealth is 83,932 r family, 
1,096,292 families (all worth over $5,000) hold an average of 840, each, and 


12,010,000 families (worth under 95,000) hola an average of only 8697 each. 

The 4,074 multi-millionaires‘have 50 per cent more wealth than the 55,000, - 
000 members of the 12,010,000 families belonging to the wage-working class, 
or 24 per cent of it all. The capitalist employers have 60 per cent, and the 
— the’people (91 per cent of them) have only 16 per cent of the 
wealth. 

In 1840 England had been for eight centuries the strongest of protection 
countries. aqneneg Se the legacy and succession returns of that year the 








wealth of the United Kingdom was distributed as follows: 

Class. Families. | Per family. 
— —_$$$$ | —_—_ epee em 
Rich .....= fe ania Siete ie Maia neadiiiionberiin cowed 86, 833 £28, 820 
San ining iebdideubbaatttnihinndnsdenWivn~lhcko~ seesd , A « 
I ccc ncmmitiatn~euanesonucscousewascu cous weed 
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An almost incredible diffusion of wealth followed the adoption of freer 
trade in 1818 and finally of free trade in 1860, as shown by the same returns 
for 1877 





Class. | Families. | Per family. 
RNS B25 le ei oS dnc anaes Saceahs | 122, 500 | £25, 308. | 
MIGAl® .....-..2ccccce sere cians lecdacasbeeetadaiaee ee 1, 005 | 
WROTE, cctudvcecens soca ah atapseniet tis tees ites Ses salbdanmnet receipe 4, 629, 100 86 | 


(Mulball’s Dictionary of Statistics, page 473.) 
Over one million families of the working class had joined the middle class. 
The average wealth ot every working family had doubled. The average 
wealth of the rich families had declined. The rich were getting poorer and 
the poor were getting ricner. 

Now suppose we tabulate our American returns in the same way 





Class | Families. | Per family 





| 

| 

(0 — sowwain aniiitenedaithanail 4,074 £600, 000 | 
On aie 2 epi TT) 1,092) 218 | 5, 500 
Working .....-..-- pote ae oe ee Dias Dao Y | 12; 010, 000 | 138 | 


Our census has not divided our population properly for comparison, but | 
a little figuring wil show. ’ 

The ‘‘ working class”’ in the United States numbered less than 50 per cent 
in 1860; now numbers 91 per cent, and is rapidly increasing in proportion to 
the others. 

The ‘‘working class”’ in England in 1840 numbered 83 per cent; in 1877e 
numbered 70 per cent, and is decreasing in proportion so rapidly that it wil? 
not now number much over 60 per cent. It absorbed nearly all the increase,| 
in wealth between 1840 and 1877, while in the United States nearly all the in- | 
crease in wealth was absorbed by the rich and middle classes between 1860 | 
and 1890. | 

In 1860 50 per cent of the families of the United States held 50 per cent of 
wealth; in 1890 we find 91 per cent of the families holding only 16 per cent. | 

What has brought about this redistribution? | 

T. E. W 
Along the same line the Dawn, of Boston, remarks upon the dis- | 
tribution of wealth as given by Mr. Holmes, a statistician of the 
Census Bureau: 

In the last number of the Political Science Quarterly there is an article by 
George K. Holmes. The Political Science Quarterly is as high economic au- 
thority asthereisin this country. Mr. Holmes isa specialist of the Census 
Bureau on statistics of wealth. In his article Mr. Holmes treats of the con 
centration of wealth, and after carefully examining the facts, comes to this 
result. He says (Political Science Quarterly, page 593): *‘ Weare now pre- 
pared to characterize the concentration of wealth in the United States by 
stating that 29 percent ofit (of the wealth of the United States) is owned | 
by three-hundredths of 1 per cent of the families; 51 per cent by 9 per cent 
of the families (not including millionaires); 71 per cent by 9 per cent of the 
families (including the millionaires); and 29 percent of the wealth by 91 per 
cent of the families.’’ That is, according to Mr. Holmes, 9 per cent of the 
families of the United States own71 per cent, or nearly three-quarters, of our 
wealth, and 91 per cent of our families together own only 29 per cent of our 
wealth. 

Now, do we not begin to see why thereispoverty? Mr. Thomas G. Shear- 
man published four years ago similar figures, but they were not credited by | 
many. Here is practically the same result published by the wealth expert | 
of the Eleventh Census. Dowe not seenow why there are the unemployed? | 
If 91 per cent of our families own only alittle over one-quarter of our wealth, 
that means that they are poor. They do not have the money to buy what | 
they want. They wear old hats, turned clothes, worn shoes. I heard of a 
number of girls the other day wearing papers under their jackets because 
they could not afford winter clothing. People are economizing in harsher 
ways than these. I know of one girl who has lived on one meal a day since 
November because she does not wish to accept alms. There are many who 
drop a meal several times a week, and have poor meals the rest of the time, 
in order to keep out of pauperism. This is what the statistics I have read 
come to. Now,do we not see how it affects theunemployed? But itis hard 
to convince people that our workingmen are poor.—Zhe Dawn. 


What has brought about this ‘‘ redistribution”? The Sena- | 
tor from New York [Mr. HILL] yesterday, in his long argument | 
on this question, took occasion to refer to the Populists and the 
socialists of this country as those who were demanding a new 
distributionof the wealth of thecountry. ILIask, in the face of the 
figures I have just read, who has been responsible for the “ re- 
distribution” of the national wealth during the past thirty | 
years? It must be laid at the door of national legislation in the | 
two Halls of Congress; there the responsibility must lie. If the 
Populists to-day are demanding in their platforms legislation 
for the redistribution of the wealth of the United States, it is | 
only to be by lawful means, by the enactment of just and humane 





laws. 

The per capita wealth of the United States was about the 
same in 1860, according to these figures, as it wasin the year 
1890. But then the wealth was more evenly distributed amongst 
the people of our country than it is to-day, when a very large 
proportion of it in the hands of a very few persons. The “ re- 
distribution,” as it is termed, has been brought about by the 
pernicious laws which have been put intoeffect by the Congress 
of the United States during this period. 

This is a startling disclosure, Mr. President, and confirms the 
calculations of Thomas G. Shearman, frequently quoted hereto- 
fore by Senators. A few men own our Republic. 

Ido not believe such vast wealth, Mr. President, has been 
honestly accumulated. No man is able by the greatest exertion 


| by the laws of the United States, refuse to accede to a tax of 2 


se 
6687 
to start with nothing and amass $100,000,000 during a single life- 
time. It can only be done by the methods of gambling carried 
on in great commercial centers. Cold-blooded, heartless mer 
stand to-day in the wheat pit and toy with the bread of the poor 
as though it were thechips on the gambling table. In railroad 
stock transactions the small savings of farmers, widows, and or- 
phans are swallowed upin a day to swell the vast fortunes of 
“ailroad kings.. And yetthese men, with their wealth protected 
» 
per cent to be used for their specific benefit. 
THE RICH WILLING TO COMMIT PERJURY 
They even go so far as to say that such a tax could never be 


| collected; that the rich would commit perjury before they 


would pay it. This, Mr. President, is a sad comment on the 


| honesty and integrity of this favored class of citizens. Men of 
| wealth should repudiate such statements, and their representa- 
| tives in Congress who volunteer to make them. 


This tax can be collected at less expense than other internal- 
revenue taxes, and our people will be slow to conceal their 
actual incomes if public officers are as faithful as the ordinary 
tax assessor. 

In England a fine of $100 and a triple tax"on the income is le 
ied for false swearing. The result is that little trouble is ex- 
perienced in the collection of income taxes. In Prussia if false 
returns are made the matter is fully investigated and heavy 
fines or imprisonment or both are imposed. Some millionaires 
in that country, as in the United States, are opposed to the in- 
come tax and sometimes commit perjury toavoidit. But if any 
citizen fails to make returns for ten years the bill is charged up 
to the heirs of the estate and on the death of the defrauder the 
Government collects the amount from his estate with fine and 


| a legacy tax. 


NOT MORE INQUISITORIAL THAN OTHER TAXES. 

The charge that such a tax is inquisitorial is not true unless 
the work ofall tax collectors is inquisitorial. The city and 
county assessor comes into our houses and examines and lists 
one by one your books, pianos, stoves, carpets, clocks, and chairs. 
He goes on to your farm and appraises your horses and cows, 
your farming implements and grain. At every custom-house, 
also, the most inquisitorial process is gone through with on the 
arrival of every steamer. Your trunks and boxes are opened 
and the contents examined one by one. The fact is that the col- 
lection of any tax is in a sense inquisitorial, and the income tax 
will be as acceptable to the people as any other tax. 

THE RICH ESCAPE TAXATION 

it is a common belief, Mr. President, that the rich do not con- 
tribute their fair share of taxes to the support of our public in- 
stitutions. Whereas they should pay correspondingly more than 
the poor, they pay less considering the amount of property. 


| Hundreds of millions of Government bonds are owned by mil- 


lionaires on which they draw quarter!y interest in gold, but on 
which they do not pay a dollar of tax. This exemption was 
made by the act of 1871, and is as unjust as the score or more 
laws enacted during the past thirty years tor the benefit of t1 
rich. 

[ have lately read in the Chicago Times a series of editorials 
charging the assessor in that city with favoring the rich in the 
appraisement of property. It was a courageous work on the 
part of the Times, which should commend the paper to fair 
minded people. Here is the result of the investigation, which 
will show you, as yourun your eye over the columns of per cents, 
just where and upon whom the burden of taxation rests. 

First. Property of the rich. 





ea | Real Per 
ae | value. | 48sessed cent. * 
Title and trust building .......... . aie a #1, 500, 000 #158, 000 10 
Woman's building ...........-. penguhnadninnannl | 1,800, 000 | 230, 000 2 
Chamber of Commerce --.-.. noniaeanadiacuinioatae | 2, 250, 000 225, 000 10 
SS 2 ae -0 commmindiccmepesaheult 2 75, 860 10 
Bl Sa a RE Sea IC ...| 1,000, 000 110, 000 1! 
he wc nciccecaconsdas ------| 1,600,000 160, 000 10 
MISES IONS .... 2200-2. -- 2 n cencc oes. | 1,800, 000 90, 000 6 
i ncapsipmre cusnenyesen pomamnininipiteaieetll } 800, 000 37, 700 ‘ 
PS tewa ducadcende si chalk cas ectcipnipgh ae 3, 000, 000 311, 500 1 
Masonic Temple ..........-... poduetn chen ae 260, 000 16 
Schiller building--............- sdissnaqunainiphaiemmaeniaaial 1, 500, 000 160, 000 10 
Columbus Memorial building ee 190, 000 9 
Ry EE ee Gaba calbdaedednss nonecusausti 1, 500, 000 195, 000 7 
Ee eee 600, 000 41,700 § 
Virginia Hotel ................. ocaechiiggeaiale 800, 000 53, 330 
Potter Palmer’s residence _....................} 1,250,000 71,960 5 
PR I Sh ok. cece cccnienecnccccsetiins 175, 000 16, 750 9 
EE Cite wlcc cnnc sana conecewuigiind an 30, 060 5 
J. V. Farwell residenee.........................) 9% 9, 960 7 
Hiram Sibley’s warehouse -....................} 800, 000 78, 500 | v 
BURG o on didand cc cckincici kind Behe: ae 7+- 
2 OST Le Sh Beh | t ! 
*In round numbers. 
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Second. Property of the poor. 














Per 


a 

Residences and stores L.. —4 Assessed. cent. 

C. E. Carlstrém. eee $1, 600 #600 40 
P. D. Lynch a0 pe pocbahweenvusébooants 2,000 600 25 
F. A. Rucks sp vies ohbeguninabeneua 7, 200 1, 800 25 
M. McNulty. .....--.- coccccccseccceces nbeaaewine 2, 000 517 25 
Fred. G. Libkes a MTTTTTITTLITTT TTT TTT. 2, 200 1,100 50 
D. Kahn..... webb aawubhmepne te teeswinebeen 8, 000 2, 000 25 
C. BE. Young en Ls evans santa 4,000 1, 600 4 
Robert Bernat . mys Pi tate eens einai 2, 1, 050 52, 
A.L. Thies : ; eieeiae -=-+] 12, 500 2, 500 20 
Wm. Sanderson .. on 8, 000 1, 300 16 
H. Seeberger 5h LEELA TIE. | 7, 000 1, 526 2 
SN 7-3 tt 1, .conccaasdeaeeindeal 7,000 1, 300 18 
PE . . nce shbosnsevese cubeenenbebhounbed 5, 000 1, 100 22 
F. A, Peder pineal 6,000 1, 050 17 
J. F. Sullivan 1,500 300 2 
R. W. Peters Jara sotuanthhsbind dewewe 9, 500 2, 384 25 
C. A. Richters aie liapidntadhlides dati 3, 500 637 18 
E. Anderson pwuth seni ahem 3, 500 791 22 
DED >», .osssccetehe tembbinabeends tanned 2, 500 400 14, 
EE ee ee er ee 7,000 1, 450 20 
Average ajiciiletitel niet teeth Pate nied a 2 Bate ee i | 21 


a. a 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] wishes a little more ex- 
plicit information in regard to these facts. I have taken from 
the Chicago Times a list of twenty pieces of property owned by 
the rich. In the first column the real value is given, in the 
second the assessed value, and in the third the per cent of assess- 
ment as related to the real value of the property. The assess- 
ment for the first is 10 per cent, for the second 12 per cent, and 
for the third 10 per cent, and so on, making an average of 7 per 
cent for the list of twenty pieces of property. 

The second list is of twenty pieces of property, mostly resi- 
dences of poor people, ranging in value from $1,600 to $12,500; and 
we find there the average is 21 per cent. 

Startling facts are revealed Ss Mr. Stead’s new book on Chi- 
sago under the heading of Dives, the Tax Dodger. I wish that 
I could take the time to read the whole book here for the ben- 
efit of the Senate, but I shall content myself by reading a short 
editorial from the New York World upon the book. The World 
says: 

’ RICH MEN AND TAXES., 

One of the most startling facts brought to light in Mr. Stead’s book on 
Chicago is the way in which the rich men of that city escape their just share 


of taxation. ‘l'wenty years ago the assessment for taxation of the property 
of Chicago, real and personal, was $312,072,995. In 1893 it was but $245,790,351. 


When, according to the estimate of the people of that city, it 
is more than two thousand million dollars. 


Here is a shrinkage in twenty years of about #70,000,000 in the assessed 
yroperty, while, as everybody knows, the wealth of the city has enormously 
ncreased. The rich have found ways of concealing it from the assessors, 

The assessors under oath make the following returns of the personal prop- 

erty of the richest citizens: Marshall Field, #20,000; Marshall Field, jr., 
$2,000; P. D. Armour, *%,00Q; George M. Pullman, #12,000; J. W. Doane, 
812,000; H. H. Kohisgat, $1,500; C. 1. Yerkes, $4,000. . 


This mgn is the owner of the street railway system, I believe. 


Potter Palmer, 815, None of these men makes out or swears to his 
own account. The sWbearing is all done by the assessors, who are allowed 
by the Croesuses grossly to undervalue their possessions for taxation. Itis 
not without reason that Mr. Stead says: ‘‘There is a heavier sum in solid 
dollars pocketed every year by the official perjurers of Chicago than is paid 
to any other officials in the service of the city.”’ 

An income tax enforced by the National Government would fetch some 
millionaire tax-dodgers in Chicago and elsewhere to book. Now they 
escape doing their proper share in maintaining the institutions of Govern- 
ment under which they fatten by the false swearing of others, connived at 
if not suborned by bribes. Many of them would not swear falsely them- 
selves. Those who are willing to do it might not be able to buy off the 
nation’s assessors as easily as they corrupt their local officials. 

Such facts as these revealed of Chicago show why the rich are, as a rule, 
against anincometax. Withoutit they can anrape doing their duty. They 
fear they may not be able to do so any more. eir k about the evil of 
false swearing that it will promote means nothing more than that they 
doubt their own ability to be more honest than they have been in this par- 
ticular. But they do not relish becoming liable to the pains and penalties 
of petier y in their own persons. 

But so far from this being a reason against an income tax it is astrong 
reason for it. Too long and too heavily have taxes been imposed upon that 
part of the earnings of the people which is necessarily spent for shelter, food, 
and clothing instead of upon the surplus which is saved. 


But coming nearer home, Mr. President, look at some facts in 
the city of Washington. The House committee two years ago, 
Hon. ToM JOHNSON, of Ohio, chairman, made some discoveries 
here which furnish very interesting reading for those who are 
accustomed to make honest returns of rene to the assessor. 
@ Mr. JOHNSON says in the preamble of his resolution: 

Whereas said old assessment on the land values alone in the District is 
#76,000,000, when it should be more than $300,000,000, this shows an extraordi- 
nary undervaluation, and, what is still worse, the greatest injustice between 
the valuation of the land used for business purposes, which in many cases is 
assessed at less than 14 per cent of its true value, and land used for resi- 
dence purposes, especially where the small homes are situated, is assessed 
at from 70 to 80 per cent of its true value, while in many cases land held for 
speculation is assessed at less than 10 per cent of its true value. The fore- 
Gace were brought our by an expert valuation on enough land in the 

istrict to furnish an average. A public hearing was held by the Commis- 
sioners in which this subject was thoroughly discussed, and after a careful 
examination they say ‘the figures embraced in these showings seem tohave 
bean carefully and conservatively prepared.” 
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These statements are verified by tables showing exact assess- 
ments. i 
Again, the commmittee say: 
LACK OF CONSCIENCE IN TAXATION, 


In the last report of the assessor for the District of Columbia it is intj- 
mated that ‘‘ the public conscience is becoming somewhat elastic on the sup- 
ject of taxation.” This is putting an obvious fact very mildly indsed. So 
far as our investigation goes, it would be a better expression ob the truth to 
say that in mattersof taxation there seems to be very little public conscience 
left, and that the general sentiment is that no one is bound in honor or hon- 
esty to pay any tax that he can by any device escape from, and men whose 
word is as good as their bond, who would feel themselves disgraced in de. 
peiving SF widget creditor of a penny of his due, make no struple whatever 

n defrauding the government of its claim and shirking their responsibility 
for what is held to be their due to society in return for the benefits which 
they receive from society. 


These discriminations in favor of the rich, Mr. President, do 
not happen by mistake. It is open, everyday fraud, and is as 
bad as theft or highway robbery. The poor respect and fear the 
law. The rich ride over all laws if they are obnoxious to them, 
The power of money is to-day greater than law; and it is time 
we were coming back to pure Democratic principles, that all 
men are equal and entitled to equal protection under tie law. 

A tax onincomes, Mr. President, would prove to be 


A POPULAR TAX. 


I feel confident in making this assertion, despite the state- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] and the Sen- 
ator frém New York [Mr. HILu], that it is both unpopular and 
indemocratic. That it was borrowed from the Populist plat- 
form, or that it was adopted by the Populist convention, does 
not, I grant, necessarily make it popular. But the Populists 
represent only a small portion of public sentiment in favor of the 
income tax. The agricultural and laboring classes, represent- 
ing 60 per cent of our population, are, regardless of party, al- 
most unanimous in favor of an income tax. 

The vote recently taken in the House on this question would 
indicate that the West and South are almost a unit in favor of 
this feature of the bill. The following table shows the popula- 
tion of Congressional districts represented by the affirmative 
votes: 

SOUTHERN STATES, 
Vest Virginia. --... 762, 794 
North Carolina 1, 440, 410 


















ee a 1, 289, 600 
Missouri --.. -- . 2, 318, 935 
RD n'0's coscccenensconsscdd es - - 1, 513, 017 
EET ncconcccdasabe eudn cules +n cheduspbdsqaennactbenn eucwlicoce Beam 104 
a: Siecle erbap enndtbeeane sh Grubernaeess livtaicabamabiddecdadiaibas 1, 887, 353 
Louisiana ..... buasnse se bdavndeinsederers iid «awbsbanadedenteiniaiebean 596, O64 
Sd Anke ccqudnbwicp gsc daad eeelekepeeee Wennnsetiennakehabwaahbanh 1, 128, 179 
PE tnd gincceadbderthacbbus s¥tbhabsdunds vhantcthassecabesesen inde 1, 500, 783 
DORMORNSO ...cccc.ccccccccccecccese sccwueteeses evnderdibse ses (ebetdaewus 1, 570, 936 
ke SS tle sah dis Gal oe aeneuk ck enna aM ed a 391, 422 
ID «<<: cpdian tithe d ipsheneindekdbinetsbnac es téandedunncceuninn 800, 268 
slit nnn cdi Metin Chnininanseh ested debt abd tashhs idbbde dheckads dbawtbns 2, 235, 523 
WESTERN STATES. 

NE oe ncuac ib edendn phcadios ead udele ade aK ecbacceghsiecsiidenaduse B4E00, 308 
RD cnc veGenchaduirs dhcaeesouniastls Peeewase abd’ Visublne actmacus 742, 429 
EL af én aiiain hdd Aual coed bpstweeboed Case tals deedegin ee hapaea cue 1, 082, 132 
SEs Suit cthd napdadtewvess Shes Gods Veb= Uiine scddbobabons dehe caboeieeune 1, 660, 234 
IN 52. 5 ehuganebtebeawes VeneSece cuctbUus oddubwwsull upbicnaicaitinas 543, 070 
Indiana .... (ett oaldbbktintde eon diab benes gee cha ME Pen 
Wyoming .. 60, 705 
Michigan ... 896, 707 
hn wivéud ages suueessccubebs s 1, 918, 342 
ints chibien éancbe cihiente Geen su daabth vith cunsbontivn aged wooed 172, 990 
IS, on a < nent ged hate Faden when haae deg waa t ida teats 328, 808 
ED intl vuihins acungneh eeu ke ix tnaeeeee ¢ stra eee aealanioail Jae liadie bie 412, 198 
Db Ghai uscacsebce’uvedée 132, 159 
NG Uciid Duin baud cbaeewaaah bine baal i chs tose ll aed: Dic: o' Sualocs eis basket 84, 385 
iin cs isin salts uke bbeckenetibabed While we diiians eénean rons dSebr ends 816, 663 

Total, twenty-nine States. - cece eee. 80,839, 505 


Total population of these States, 42,398,841. = = 


Here is a table showing population of Congressional districts 
represented by the negative vote on this proposition. There 
are given in the table twelve States and forty-eight Congres- 
sional districts. The - of these districts was only 
8,000,000; in other words, 8,000,000 and a fraction against nearly 

















31,000,000 of population. ¢ 
. Oe i La rn | Dis- Popula- 
States. tricts. tion. 
I a ee ee ean eebaecepeene 16 2, 652, 004 
ENE. n ccinwun spnccvdadadesseued snedbeee ssewndédscesoos | 6 897, 420 
OT SERN .ndu cepvemctiodsnabadshbe Dues cdebdesonavesevacensss 6 1, 063, it 
DEON TMIE uns cncncccancccébsmeses tqcutsbedsencnneeres sone sene 5 884, 1 , 
NT ease secbompens as ehen 4 601 > 7a 
I as cng aS de eitebeeewierebocevcesse belie 3 521, 720 
ete oe cwnesanwonanmewia . 875, a4 
A INE nnicccnimessiahaied eo waraialtin 2 376, 536 
Vermont a ae 5 ani soeed 1 169, 940 
Ie seieikind tiked ante arene Sao. Joawneiondeed 1 178, 260 
I a i a a ls eee eee banl 1 0g ) 
BOWE OariOnis .......cccscnnsesecnvcrcocccesaccoe- PRES ELEN 1 1 ae 
ena cereal Maia i esi Sos canst igs 48 | 8,113,900 
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In these New England States, represented as opposed to the | 
income tax, are to be found large bodies of organized labor, like | 
the Knights of Labor, who for years have embodied the income 
tax in their platforms, From New York, New Jersey, and Mas- | 
sachusetts I get some of the strongest letters in favor of this 
feature of the revenue bill. Many go so far as to declare that 
Eastern Representatives do not express the views of a majority 
of their constituents, but rather the views of the capitalistic 
class. 

I would not go to the length of saying that the income tax is | 
un-Democratic. Will the Senator from New Jersey kindly give | 
me a definition of Democracy? The country to-day is waiting | 
breathless for an answer. Five million five hundred and fifty- 
one thousand one hundred and forty-three voters who stood by 
the party in 1892 wish to know, and now look to the daily action 
of this Chamber. And mark you, they understand the meaning 
of Democracy. They still stand by the teachings of Jefferson 
and Jackson, and will suffer no twisting of the term Democracy 
to suit the whims of a few who have lost their love for the old 
principles and are willing to vote with Republicans when pri- 
vate interests are involved. 

The Senator from New York yesterday took occasion to use 
the whip and to scourge the balance of the Democrats on this 
side of the Chamber because he said they were masquerading 
as Democrats, when at heart they were Populists. [ask whether 
nine-teuths of the Democrats on this side of the Chamber are 
not in favor of the income tax, and whether it is not one-tenth, 
upon the other hand, who are voting and masquerading as Demo- 
crats who are at heart not Democrats, but rather Republicans 
or representatives of the money power? 

[ clip from the Washington Post editorial an extract showing 
Democratic sentiment: 

NORTH LOUISIANA POPULISTS. 

In common with many other newspapers, the Philadelphia Inquirer is 
greatly interested in the result of a certain sentimental census recently taken | 
in the Fourth Congressional district of Louisiana, and referred to by our 
esteemed contemporary thus: 

‘The people of Louisiana are on record as to certain burning questions 
ofthe day. At the recent primaries to select a successor to Comgressman 
BLANCHARD, promoted to the Senate, a sort of referendum was held, with 
the following result: 


For income tax. “a one tomn Win eyghnadasd a ‘ chica 3, 446 
Against at ical ati cca es bid aie alias Ae a ’ 151 
The tariff for revenue peid nea repented pales ws le ean“ a eee | 
Against... ~- == =~ - = = == - wintwubidiie adimtioiodass 5 
For antioption bill ..-. acvescchsnhéeeveusdene sas = cane oe 
pC sanancédanne te “a. Te teecniaiaaal 

For repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State banks Rates! setosan ghia ekee 
SEY cctathtibbikeduas acidvcgecunsnowasies ahavegine Ge eeees 

For free coinage of silver ........................ 

PE ca anh SAE dikes woke nen ed uwaenie tbbiKOdmbbes Udeeedonten 





‘The majority in these cases is so overwhelming as to leave no doubt as to | 
where the people of Northwest Louisiana stand. Werun no risk in saying 
that the income-tax collections from that section will never swell the Treas- 
ury coffers to bursting.” 

This is the average sentiment of the South and West to day 
on this and many important questions. Ignore it if you will, 
these people will yet demonstrate at the ballot box the meaning 
of Democracy. 

[f | had time! might analyze the sentiment of the Republicans 
of the same sections with like results. The Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. SMITH] and the Senator from New York[Mr. Hii] 
succeeded in proving that the income tax was unpopular among 
capitalists, but they have not yet caught the sound from the 
masses. 

The enemies of this proposition also say that such a tax is un- 
popularin England. Note the following from the Chicago Times 
of April 18, 1894: 





VICTORY FOR THE INCOME TAX. 


An answer to the assertion that theincome tax is so unpopular in England | 
that the Government is about to abolish it came yesterday in the news from 
London that the new budget increases this tax by 1 penny in the pound. 
The increase in revenue by this action is estimated at about 88,500,000. This 
is a significant act on the part of the British Government, for it gives the 
lie to the assertion that the income tax is odious and unpopular. A gov 
ernment in the ticklish position which Lord Rosebery’s ministry now oc 
cupies would catch at the opportunity to win favor by reducing an unpopu- 
lar tax. It certainly would not put its existence further in jeopardy by in- 
ereasing such an impost. 

The fact is that in England the income tax is accepted as a matter of | 
course, enjoying rather more popularity than most devices for raising reve- 
nue because of the obvious equity init. Inthe United States it will beeven | 
more popular than in England, because under our system of raising the 
ae our revenues by tariff duties the inequalities of taxation are more 
glaring. 

That the income-tax clause in the Wilson bill now before the Senate will } 
become a law the Times does not doubt. The bitter assault upon it of the 
privileged classes, led by the political mercenary, DAVID B. HILL, only goes 
to prove its justice and to increase its strength. It is characteristic that 
tne attack upon the income tax was coupled with an attack upon free trade. 
It is significant, too, that the mcies which antagonize the taxation of 
great incomes are the agencies which oppose any attempt to break down the 
monopoly of money by a proper increase of the circulating medium. The 
eee of privilege are alarmed, and have rallied to each other’s de- 
fense. (They are so used to having other people taxed for their benefit that 
they look on a proposition involving their taxation for the people’s benefit 
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as revolutionary, They will make the people pay them for the use of money, 
yet will they not pay the people—that is, the State—for the protection under 
which they have amassed their riches? 

The income tax is avital plank in the platform of the people’s emancipa- 
tion. It must be riveted there and made a part of the national structure 


The Senator from New Jersey says that the income tax is un- 
American. I grant it, Mr. President. It is also undemocratic 
for the same reason. But neither statement is based upon good 
logic. All good things are neither American nor democratic. 
For the United States to refuse to adopt ideas from other na- 
tions is like the case of a man who would refuse to use certain 
products because they were not produced in this country. Let 
me inform the Sevator that his State ballot law—also those of 
many other States—was borrowed from Australia. The wisest! 
men of our nation to day say that we would do well to borrow 
the government ownership of the telegraph from England, and 
railroad ideas from Hungary, Germany, and Australia. Yes; 
the income tax is European, but it is good, nevertheless; as 
good as any economic principle that has been framed into a na- 
tion’s laws. 

England, Italy, and the states of Germany adopted the idea 
years ago. 

Prussia has had an income tax since 1851, and it has worked 
to the entire satisfaction of the Government and the people. 

The minimum of exemptions is 900 marks ($214.20), and the tax 
on this is about two-thirds of Ll per cent. On incomes ranging 
from 1,050 to 1,200 marks, about three-fourths of 1 per cent; from 
1,200 to 1,350, 1 per cent. The rate increases up to 9,500, where 
between that amount and 10,000 marks the rate is 3 per cent. 
Between 10,000 and 100,000 the rate is 5 percent. Last year the 
Government collected $31,210,712. 

Wurtemburg has hadan income tax since 1820, and the present 
rate is 6 per cent. Baden has a tax of 2 per cent on incomes 
above $150 and raised last year $1,425,000. Bremen taxes at 4 
per cent incomes above $150. Austria’s income tax ranges from 
74 to 20 per cent and raises annually $10,000,000. Italy's rate on 


| incomes is 12 per cent, and she raised last year $15,000,000. 


Switzerland’s tax ranges from | to 8 per cent. 

England through Mr. Pitt introduced the income tax as early 
as 1798, and taxes allincomes above $750. Our millionaires want 
to be English in all but the method of taxation. England long 
since discovered tht capitalists and landed proprietors were the 
beneficiaries of taxation and adopted the income tax as a matter 
of justice. 

As long ago as 1850 objections were raised by certain capi- 
talists against the income tax, but after two committees. one in 
1852 and another in 1861, had made full investigation in elab- 
orate reports they declared it to be the best system that could 
be devised, and it stands to-day as an example for American 
statesmen to follow. American capital may court justice when 
it is too late 

The proposed income tax, Mr. President, is 

NOT ENTIRELY SATISFACTORY 


Many changes could be made so as to make it more accept- 
able. The maximum of exemptions should be placed as low as 
$1,000, an amount supposed to represent the average living ex- 
pense of a family in moderate circumstances. But the House 
bill, in placing the maximum at $4,000, have not gone below the 
average family expense when the moderately rich are averaged 
with the poor. 

Again, the only proper income tax is a graduated one, begin- 
ning with small incomes and increasing the percentage of tax 
on all sums above $5,000. After long experience foreign nations 
have adopted the graduated plan, and find it works to the en- 
tire satisfaction of the majority of the people. 

L THE UNITED STATES HAS TRIED THE INCOME TAX 


In the United States many people remember having paid an 
income tax from 1862 to 1872. Under the war income tax the 
maximum exemption was $600 at first. On sums from $600 to 
$1,000 the rate was 3 per cent during the first three years. On 
incomes above $1,000 the rate was 5 percent. In 1865 a tax of 
74 per cent was levied on all incomes between $600 and $5,000. 
In 1868 the maximum exemption was placed at $1,000. The 
average yearly income from this measure was more than $30,- 
000,000. 

[t was then a war measure, but was willingly paid by all those 
who hoped for the perpetuity of the Union. 

The Senator from New Jersey quotes the revenues derived 
each year from 1862 to 1873, to show that the tax was unsuccess- 
ful. Vhe receipts gradually diminished: 






1863...... i SRE, 740, SOR. DB | Naoko cn cddcdccdceccce: $34, 791, 855. 84 
1864 sande acthapiact lias nial rs See Pe rcitt, cde maeinae cc. 37, 775, 873. 62 
eee -  £ Sl UC : 19, 162, 650, 75 
1266 cnaccccuwaccag NER T Pe. ae 14, 436, 861. 78 
as eee CUCU CS CU = A 5, 062, 311. 62 
BU ao ocawsnsearedstinkl 41, 455, 598. 36 
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The receipts increased till 1866, and then, asthe Senator says, 
‘tag goon as it became certain that the Union was saved and 


that extraordinary, inquisitorial, and hateful methods of taxa- | 


tion were no longer necessary, they refused to pay.’’ A confes- 


sion, Mr. President, that the rich refuse. to obey a law when it ! 


is distasteful tothem. ‘The fall in income was caused partly by 
the refusal of the rich to pay; but partly also by the change in 


the law as to rate of tax and exemptions. The richcan be made 
to respect any law if proper penalties are attached; and if the 
Government were as diligent in collecting the income tax from 


the wealthy as the Internal Revenue Departmentare in hunting 
moonshiners or violaters of the tobacco tax, we should have an 
end of petted and pampered criminals, 

The law of 1863, Mr. President,should not have been repealed, 
for a just law is as good in time of peace.as in time of war. But 
after the war was over and a surplus began to accumulate in the 
Treasury a continuation of the income tax would have endan- 


gered the protective tariff system which had proved a veritable 
bonanza to New England manufacturers under the war tariif 
of 1867. If the war tariff was to be retained the income tax 
must go, and it went. 


The abolition of the latter and the retention of the former 
were alike agreeable and beneficial to the American millionaire. 
The repeal of the income tax was done at the request of the 
money power, and is one of the long series of enactments by 
which during thirty years the people have been converted from 
freemen into serfs. 

We are now hoping to retrace our steps by relieving the 
masses from the burden of oppressve taxation, but at every step 
we are confronted by greedy capital which prates about ‘‘ vested 
rights” and ‘legislation aimed at the East.” Mr, President, 
stolen rights are not vested rights; and in the future the peo- 
ple are determined that one section of the. country shall be no 
more sacred than another. No class shall be allowed to become 
arrogant and oppressive merely because ‘*might makes right.” 
Woe to cur country if capital inculeates that doctrine in the 
minds of 40,000,000 hungry, proud spirited Americans. The peo- 
ple who have slaved in the mines and factories of this country 
and have produced the vast fortunes now enjoyed by a few 
feel they have aright to life and the comforts guaranteed by the 
framers of the Constitution. Capital may go one step too far in 
their attempt to wrest from the laboring man the fruits of his 
honest toil. 

Considering these facts, Mr. President, can the Senator from 
New Jersey argue that an income tax is unwise? Will he or 
other Senators deny the people this small request in the line of 
justice? It is always wise to throw around the Republic those 
safeguards of legislation which will insure contentment and 
happiness to the people and perpetuate our institutions to com- 
ing generations. We are here as representatives, and not as 
individuals; as statesmen, not as local politicians; as patriots, 
and not as promotersof selfish interests. Let uslegislate in the 
interests of all the people. 

Mr. VEST. Lattempted yesterday, but.did not care to inter- 
rupt the Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu] when he was speak- 
ing, to give notice of some amendments which are not printed, 
which I propose to submit on the part of the committee in lieu 
of the amendment in regard to the tax upon mutual life insur- 
ance companies. [I send the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee as a substitute to the desk to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 11, section 59, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the following amendment: 

Provided, That mutual life insurance companies shall not be required to 
pay an income tax upon the sums repaid to their policy holders as divi- 
dends or interest upon the surplus premiums held by such companies. 

And insert at the end of the section: 

Norto any insurance company or association which conducts all its busi- 
ness solely upon the mutual plan and only for the benefit of its policy hold- 
ers or members, and having no capital stock and no stock or shareholders, 
and holding all its property in trust and in reserve for its policy holders or 
members; nor to that part of the business of any insurance company havy- 
ing acapital stock and stock and shareholders, which is conducted on the 
mutual plan, separate from its stock plan of insurance company and solely 
for the benefit of the policy holders and members insured on said mutual 
pian, and holding all the property belonging to and derived from said mutual 
part of its business in trust and reserved forthe benefit of its policy holders 
and members insured on said mutual plan. 

Mr. HOAR. I was unable to eatch the reading from the desk. 
Does the Senator mean to inelude all insurance companies, 
whether marine, life, or fire? 

ae VEST. All insurance companies conducted on the mutual 
plan. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator intend to propose an 
amendment in regard to building and loan associations? 

Mr. VEST. [am about to state the other amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr, ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from. Missouri— 


| 
| 
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| 
} 
| 





esata 
I have just now had the opportunity of looking at the amend- 
ments—that he offerall the amendments and have them sent im- 
mediately to the Printer to be printed. 


Mr. VEST. Lamdoing that. I want everybody to have ful] 
notice of what these amendments are, so that the debate may be 
condueted intelligently. a 

In line 29, section 54, the committee propose to strike out 
four” and insert ‘‘ three,” and so all through the bill, thereby 
making the exemption $3,000 instead of $4,000. ; 

[In regard to building and loan associations, the committee pro- 
pose to modify the amendment soas not to apply to building and 
loan associations which make loans only to their shareholders. 

Upon page 187 of the print of the bill which I hold in my 
hand, section 59, line 14, the committee propose to insert after 
the word ‘‘ collected” the words ‘‘ exceptas herein otherwise 
provided;” and in lines 15 and 16 to strike out the words “ or- 
dinary working or” and insert ‘‘actual;” after the word “ ex- 
penses,” in jine 16, to insert “ lossesand interest on their bonded 
debt; ” sothat with this amendment the section would commence: 

That there shall be levied and collected, except as herein otherwise pro 
vided, a tax of 2 per cent per annum on the net profits or income above 
actual operating expenses, losses, and interest on their bonded debt, etc 

This exemptsfrom taxation the losses of these corporations 
and interest ontheir bonded debt or fixed charges. 

Mr. HALE. It is difficult, listening to the Senator, to know 
to what section or sections of the bill these provisions apply. 

Mr. VEST. The newsection. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask thé Senator whether this covers 
that portion of the bill which refers to railroad corporations and 
which emphasizes what is known as the surrender to the rail- 
road corporations, or does it only apply to banks? 

Mr. VEST. It covers the corporation section, 59. 

Mr. HALE. Does it include railroad corporations? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, it includes all corporations. 

Mr.HALE. There has been a large assembly of railroad peo- 
pte here for the last few days, and there has been a good deal 
of interest to know what would come out of it; and therefore I 
wanted to know what these provisions covered. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing of any railroad people being as- 
sembled here. I have not seen any of them, except as I have 
seen people here every day for the last four months; but this 
amendment has not been made at the instigation of any corpo- 
ration. I am under thggiaJuence of no corporation, and have 
no connection with any poration; but we are endeavoring to 
make this bill upon just @hd equitable principles, and this was 
the result of consultation amongst the members of the com- 
mittee. 

In line 17, section 56, strike out the word ** three ” and insert 
‘two; ” inline 11, page 175, strike out ‘‘ three and insert *‘ two; ” 
and in line 8, section 65, page 196, strike out the words ‘‘ collec- 
tor of its collection district” and insert ‘‘Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue.” . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator from Missouri presented 
all the amendments he intends to present? 

Mr. VEST. Ali TI intend to present now. 
ments are printed in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was an order entered to have these amend- 
ments printed immediately, so that we can have an opportunity - 
to examine them? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Their printing will be ordered in 
the absence of objection. * 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the 
details of this bill. The amendments proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri I had understood would be offered. I think, so 
far as I have been able to catch them, and so far as I can under- 
stand them from the reading at the desk, that they probably 
improve the details of the bill. 

I only desire to say a few words about the principle of collect- 
ing revenue fromthe incometax. Sucha tax has been grievously 
assailed, not only on this floor, but in the public press of a cer- 
tain section of the country. It has been assailed as a sectional 
method, a sectional principle, as one belonging to monarch- 
ical government, and having noplace in a republic. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] yesterday made a very vio- 
lent attack, not upon the bill, but upon the proposition to collect 
money by means of an income tax. He said: 

This proposition is a war upon industry, honest wages, frugal living, and 
moderate gains. It isa combination of aristocrat and Populist, of the mil- 


lionaire and the tramp, which is forcing this policy upon us against which 
the honest, the simple, van American spirit expresses its dissent and its 


The other amend- 


loathing. You put the bu upon these men, upon the savings bank, upon 
the life policy, upon the fore in the mill. upon the man with a little say- 
ing which you will take off from whisky and tobacco. It is easy to get a 
su nt revenus, if that be what you want, though the Senator from New 
York has well demonstrated that you have plenty without it by a reasonable 
and moderate addition to the imposition upon whisky and tobacco. 


Mr. President, that. is in keeping with the arguments which 
have-been made, I believe, on this floor, not only now but here- 
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tofore, with reference to the income tax. In 1871, when there 
was a proposition before the Senate to repeal the then existing 
tax, an examination of the Recorp will disclose the fact that 
the same class of arguments, if arguments they may be called, 
were then invoked as are now made. [desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a few remarks made by the then distin- 
guished Senator from Indiana, the old war governor, Senator 
Morton, touching this very method of proceeding. This wasin 
1870, when the question was before the Senate. He said: 

Mr. President, we have had the argument by epithet in this ease. Th 
has been called an inquisitorial, an infamous, and an iniquitous tax. I will 
meet the argument by epithet with the argument of opinion, and I will give 
my opinion on the other si that it is the most equitable and justof all 
taxes. ; f , 

But it is said that some rich men will make false returns, and therefore 
all ought to be exempted. Manyrich men make false returns in regard to 
State taxes, and my opinion is there is just as much fraud committed in re- 


ie 
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gard to State taxes as there is in regard to national taxes, and I think the | 


cases are far more frequent, in fact 
After continuing some time in defense of the principle of the 
income tax, he further said: 


But I shall now speak of the general operation ofthe law; and I say, tak- 
ing the country through, taking the general condition of the community, 
that the income tax is the best expression and exponent of the productive 
yroperty of this country. Sometimes a man pays a tax on an income that 
is far above his productive property. It may be on a fictitious income; it 
may be what may be called an occasional income resulting from peculiar cir- 
cumstances that may not happen again during his life. 
those cases; I argue from the great mass of cases; I will say four hundred 
and ninety-nine cases out of every tive hundred; and, take the country 

through, the income is a true expression of a man’s productive property. 

Later, he said: 

I started out with the deciaration that it-was the most just and equitable 
ofalltaxes. I have eompared it now to the system of State taxation of 
property according to its value, real-and personal,.and the experience of 
every Senator who hears me proves to him that there is more hardship 
from taxing a man according to the assessed value of his property than in 
any other way. 


Ido not argue from | 


| come tax by speeches and by their votes. 


Then he goes on and speaks of.some hardships :such as the | 


Senator from Massachusetts brought against the law, and says: 


The. law can not avoid that. I know wecan not meet these exeeptions 
The law has to dealin generalities; and when gentlemen complain of the 
hard cases ‘growing out of the income tax I refer them to the fact that there 
are more hard eases growing out of every other system of taxation, because 
no other system represents half so well a man’s productive property. 

mu % * 4 


pon the productive property ac- 
tion; thatfaills upon the coun- 
towealth. Itisanargument 
nst- a just.and equal tax in 


uy y % a g 

The argument is against a tax that fa 

cording to its quantity, and upon its 

try according to population and not 

in favor of an unequal and unjust te 
ts principles. 

There is verymmuch more here Which might be read, and I 
think it'would be instructive and would be a full answer to the 
epithets which are hurled against the proposed law. 

I have:another-quotation | should like to make. The distin- 
guished Senator from {Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN] addressed the Sen- 
ate on the 25th of January, 1871, upon this question: 

[tis the only tax 

Speaking of the income tax— 


levied by the United States that falls upon property or office, or on brains 
that yield property, and in this respect is distinguished from all other taxes 
levied by the United States, all of which are upon consumption, the con- 
sumption of the riclrand the poor, the old andthe young. I make this the 
simplest division of taxes—taxes upon possessions and taxes pon consump- 
tion. As the income tax now stands, it is estimated that it-will yield $12,- 
833,000 out of an aggregate revenue of $320,000,000, or about 4 per cent or one 
twenty-sixth part.of our aggregate revenue. 

The Senator from Ohio was. then resisting the repeal of the 
income tax. As to the objection against it that it interferes 
with private business, the Senator said: 

The first objection is that it authorizes espionage into a°man’s business. 
Well, sir, so do alltaxes. Your whisky tax authorizes the most searching 
espionage, and assumes that fraud is inevitable inthe production of whisky. 

Then the Senator proceeded to show that in all the collection 
of revenue duties of every. kind and character there was the 
same objection to be made, and said: 

But nocustom-house laws can be enforced unless this espionage is al- 
lowed. It is not allowed for the purpose of interfering with men or women 
engaged in ordinary travel, but the espionage must extend to them in order 
to reach the fraudulent importer or the smuggler. 

* # & g e % 

There is not a State in this Union which does not authorize more espion 
age into a man’s private affairs than the income-taxlaw of the United States, 

Again he said: 


Weare told that this is an odious and unpopular tax. I never knew a tax 
that was not odious and unpopular with the people who paid it. I think if 
the Senator from Pennsylvania would go into some places in Philadelphia 
- would find that the whisky tax-which is so popular with us is unpopular 

ere. 


Later, after arguing to show that it was-a fair tax, he said: 


That is the only answer, and itis a complete answer; because if you leave 
your system of taxation to rest solely upon consumption without any tax 
upon property or income, you do make an unequal and unjust system. 

Then the Senator went on to show that the income tax was 


collected at less expense and at about half the expense required 
to collect other taxes. 
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I speak only by recollection, not having looked at it recently; 
but the Senator from Vermont {Mr. MORRILL], who introduced 
the income-tax proposition in the House of Representatives and 














































































advocated it, declared then from his place in the House that it 
is a just and equitable system of taxation. When the ques- 


tion came before the Senate for final vote 
Mr. MORRILL. , 


The Senator from Colorado will see that the 


committee- then introduced it with great reluctance and as a 
necessary war measure. 

Mr. TELLER. They did not introduce an unjust and ing 
equitable tax, I think, even for a war measure. [t was re 


garded, and the debate in the Senate will show that a majority 


of the Republicans of this body at that time so detlared both by 
their voice and by their vote, as an equitable and just system of 
taxation without reference to the questionof waror peace. The 
most distinguished members of this body, at least a great number 
of very distinguished members of this body defended the in- 
There were 26 
in favor of its repeal and 25 against it, and every Senator who 


votes 


voted against it was amember of the Republican party. There 
were 5 Democrats who voted with the 26 for the repeal. So in 
1871 the Republican party in this Chamber put themselves upon | 
recordin favor of the justice and the righteousness of the abused | 
income tax. 
[ shall not read the vote of the Senate, but there were in the 
Senate at that time a good many men of national reputation who 
favored the retention of the act, and who defended it not upon 
the: ground that it: was .awar measure, for in all that debate 
which I have gone over I do not find a single defender of it, not ; 


even the Senator from Vermont, in defending it putting it upon | 
the ‘ground that it'was a necessary war tax. Some of them did * 
sexy that we could not afford in the state of our finances to dis- *| 
pense with the revenue, and perhaps made that the reason. All 
who expressed themselves on the subject, I think without ex- 
ception, declared that it was an equitable and just tax. 
Thethen colleague of the senior Senator from Vermont, not 
being present at the time of the vote, was paired in favor of 
the retention of the act. Various other Senators of national 
reputation,and, | repeat, more than half of the Republican mem- 
bers of the Senate, voted for the retention of this tax, at a time | 
when there was no pressing necessity for revenue, any more : 
than there isto-day, or as much, and whenthere was every year 
and every month of the year a surplus of revenue. val 
Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH} declared from his seat here that it was ad- 
mitted by the defenders of this proposition thatit was the pur- 
pose to distribute the property of the United States by means 
of an income tax. I challenged the Senator then, and I chal- 
lenge him now, and I challenge everyone who is opposed to 
this feature of the bill to show that any on® of the advocates of 
the proposition has:ever made any such statement here or else- 
where. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Ii the Senator from Colorado will read the 
debates inthe House of Representatives upon this very measure, ‘ 
he wil find that the principal advocates of the proposition there ee 
stated that this was the first step in taking away from the rich eet 





property which did not belong to them for the purpose of pay- 
ing the sxpenses of the Government, which they ought to pay. 
Of cov:ee no person in the House of Representatives or else- 
where, so far as I know, has stated directly that this is a method 
for the redistribution of wealth; but the logical result of their 
arguments and statements was exactly in the line which [ | 
now stated, that it is for the purpose of reaching practically 
redistribution of wealth. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam notallowed by the rules of the Senate to 
comment upon what occurred in the other House, but as it has 
been referred to,1 willstate thatafter a fairly careful examination 
of the debate I do not think there is anything in it which will 
justify that inference, and the Senator himself admits it is an 
inference and not a statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am told by a Senator near me that the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] in his speech this morn- 
ing discussed the proposition along that line. 

Mr. TELLER. It has been discussed along the line that the 
rich people of the country are not-paying their part of the taxes. 
That is.a very different thing from the distribution of the prop- 
erty. No Socialist, no anarchist can possibly hope to'derive any 
personal gain by taking money out of the coffers of the rich and 
putting it in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the argument, itis that at 
present the poor people of the country pay all the taxes and the 
rich people pay none, and the idea is to have the rich people 
pay the taxes and the poor people relieved from paying them. 
It strikes me it is only an indirect method of doing the same 
thing. 

Mr. TELLER. 
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of anybody who defends this feature of the bill. The Senator 
from Rhode Island may make the argument for his side; he has 
bo right to make it for the other. The argument has been from 
the beginning, it has been defended upon that principle, it was 
80 defended when it was passed here, it was so defended when it 
was maintained here, upon the ground that it was an equitable 
distribution of the taxes, and that the men who had the wealth 
of the country sbould pay in proportion as they call upon the 





Government for their protection and preservation. It has been | 
asserted here and it has been asserted elsewhere that a tax upon | 


consumption and consumption alone does not properly distribute 
the burdens of taxation among the people. 

The man who holds millions of dollars’ worth of property pays 
no more, perhaps, under the general taxes levied upon consump- 
tion than the man who has not any property. The man who 
buvs foreign clothes and foreign wines and foreign cigars or 
whobuys cigars which are manufactured here under the internal- 
revenue system of taxation pays a tax; and we know that in 
every community there are men of moderate means and moder- 
ate fortune who pay just as much tax to the General Govern- 
ment in that wayas the richest of all. That is the claim; not 
that it is proposed that the rich men shall pay the taxes, but 
that theyshall pay an equitable and just proportion of the taxes, 
and no more and no less. 

There is no party in this country which ever has insisted in 
its platform or by its representative men that any class of people 
in this country should pay more than a just and equitable share 
of the burden of maintaining our Government. No party could 
live which would put itself upon such a platform. The common 
sense of the American people and their sense of justice would 
»revent a party from coming into power upon such principles, 
yut there has been a feeling amongst the people of the United 
States, and rightfully, too, that the wealth of this country does 
not bear its fair proportion of the burdens. 

It is said that this is asectional tax. Itissectional because in 
one section of the country the people will pay more than the 
people in another section will pay. That is true. The great 
State of New York and the State of Massachusetts, all the New 
England States and the Middle States, will pay more in propor- 
tion to their population, perhaps, than will be paid by the 
Western States and the Southern States, but they will not 
pay as much under this proposed act in proportion to their 
wealth as the Southern and Western States will pay. There 
is not the slightest excuse for the statement that an income 
tax is sectional. There is not the slightest excuse for the state- 
ment that anybody who advocates this proposition proposes 
to take from any man that which he is not under obligations 
equitably and justly to surrender to the Government of the 
United Statesfor the preservation and maintenance of order and 
the preservation and protection of his property. 

Is this tax an inquisitorial tax to such an extent that we ought 
not to adopt it? The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] 

esterday took offense at something the Senator from Kansas 
Mr. PEFFER] said in plain Western language, that the objec- 
tion to this tax is that the rich men of the country are going 
to lie about it and not pay. That has been the stock argument 
against this proposition. It is not put inthat way; nobody says 
it exactiy as the Senator from Kansas said it, but it has been re- 
peated ad nauseam that we can not collect this tax because the 
people will not render to the Government a just and truthful 
account of their incomes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not take offense at that. I took offense 
because the Senator from Kansas insisted I had said it. Inever 
said it, and never thought it. 

Mr. TELLER. I did notsounderstand. I thought he charged 
it had been said generally. 

Mr. HOAR. I pointed out that all I said was that the people 
like to have privacy in their affairs, but the Senator from Kan- 
sas still persisted, and I did not further insist on correcting him. 

Mr. TELLER. £ misunderstood the Senator's cause of com- 
plaint against the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. TELLER. [ supposed the Senator from Massachusetts was 
objecting because the Senator from Kansas had made a general 
charge that that is the argument against the proposition. The 
Senator from Massachusetts will admit, I suppose, that that is 

rhaps the most frequently adduced argument against such a 

x, that you can not honestly collect it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do think I should go so far as to say that it is 
the most frequently used argument. It isundoubtedly an argu- 
ment, but it never seemed to be an argument with the slightest 
weight. AsI said yesterday, the objection to the {ncome tax 
on that ground is not a tenth part equal to that which would 
apply toa tariff. There never would be a tenth part as much 
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objection to an income tax law on that ground as toa law taxing 
importations. 

Mr. TELLER. lam coming to that point. 

Now, is it an inquisitorial tax? Is it any more so than the 
State taxes under the laws of Massachusetts or any other State 
because the laws are practically the same on that subject? 
Every citizen of the State of Massachusetts and other States ig 
required, at least that is the law in the West, and I suppose it 
is the law in the East, to give in under oath a statement of all 
his personal and real property. If he has bonds, not United 
States bonds, and not excepted from taxation, he must list 


| them, 


If the authorities think the party does not properly list his 
bond, they bring him before them and then they make a proper 
list themselves. They inquire into a man’s business; they send 
for his books; they subpoena witnesses, if they choose, and they 
take all the steps which may be necessary to compel him to pay 
his just and proper share of Government burdens. If an im- 
porter ships goods to the city of New York he is compelled to 
furnish a properly certified and sworn invoice. If the authori- 
ties believe thatitis not correct, they take testimony and examine 
into his affairs to determine whether he is making a proper re- 
turn. 

When a person lands at the New York wharf some whipper- 
snapper comes up and says, ‘‘ Have you any diamonds or any 
contraband goods on your person?” No matter who it may be, 
no matter what his reputation at home may be, unless he hap- 
pens to occupy an official position for the time being he is liable 
to be taken into a room and searched and compelled to disrobe. 
And that is true whether the person be a male or female; yet no- 
body will allege that against the collection of import duties that 
you can not collect them honestly, because occasionally there is 
@ villain who will bring in things upon which he ought to pay 
a duty with a view of not paying a duty. Sohonest men have to 
submit to indignities, and no man ever was searched at a sta- 
tion who did not feel indignant. He can not help it, although 
he knows it is proper and right that that should be the law. He 
feels that an insult has been put upon him, and yet no thinking 
man feels it so severely that be brings that as a charge against 
the system of collecting import duties. Under the ad valorem 
system of collecting imp uties there are, in my judgment, 
three or four times as ortunities for fraud as there are 
in the collection of th tax. 

Now, why should no nwho has an income of more than 
$3,000 (as I understand is to be the limit now) pay upon 
thatincome? Is it nota fairer system of levying taxes than to 
levy them upon property? The man who has broad acres in 
Kansas or Colorado that are worth to him nothing as a revenue- 
producing agent, pays taxes to his State, and he might pay taxes 
to the Government under a system properly arranged; but is it 
not infinitely more just that the man who has money coming’ to 
him should pay a pittance of 2 per cent upon his income? Is 
there any hardship init? Is there any inequality init? Is the 
statute when it shall be enacted liable to the charge that was 
brought againstit by the Senator from Massachusets [Mr. HOAR] 
yesterday, that it is a tax upon industry, a tax upon thrift, a tax 
upon honesty? 

The Senator says that some man with a great estate will take 
and absorb all the income from it in riotous living. So men in 
every department of life will waste their substance. When you 
tax the mechanic’s house under the State law of Massachusetts 
(and I think they tax them all), it is a tax upon industry; it is a 
tax upon saving; it isa tax upon thrift. All taxes bear hard 
upon the people who pay them, unless it be the very rich. But 
you can not maintain governments without taxation. When 
governmental societies were organized every man agreed that 
he would pay his part of the burden, and he agreed that that 
should be in proportion to the property that he owned; that is, 
determined by the income that he gets. 

Mr. President, let us see whether this is a severe provision 
upon the men who haveincomes. I donot suppose that the fore- 
men of very many mills spoken of by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts get more than $3,000 a year. Perhaps occasionally ip 
the great establishments making iron (and I do not know but 
that it is the same case with extremely skilled people in the 
manufacture of cotton cloths and woolen goods) they get more 
than $3,000, but they are the exception and they are envied by 
all the rest. Ifsuch a person gets $5,000 he will pay how much? 
He will pay on $2,000, and he will pay $40. The mechanic and 
the clerk, and the man whose income is so small that he lives up 
to it every day, escapes this taxation. Does the Senator object 
to that? “Does anybody objecttoit? He haslittle ym arate and 
probably escapes State taxes as he escapes national taxes. The 
true principle is that the property of the country shall maintain 
the government of the or 

I presume it is safe to say that the interest upon the invest- 
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ments of this country will not now exceed 4+ to 5 per cent. If | statute book larger import duties than ought to have been im- 


the citizen gets his income from fortunate investments in rail- 
road securities or other things which are excepted, although he 
may have $50,000 invested, from which he draws 4, 5, or 6 per 
cent, he will not pay asingle dollar on that income. 1 think no 
man who has an income above $3,000 a yoar ought to complain. 

Is it true, as stated by the Senator from New York and the 
Senator from Massachusetts yesterday, that we do not need this 
revenue? We needed it in 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865. We need 
it to-day, I repeat, as much as we needed it then. ; 

Up to the Ist day of April the revenues had fallen behind 
$66,000,000, and since then they have fallen behind until cer- 
tainly there will be a deficiency of seventy-five or eighty million 
dollars this year. How is it to be met? Senators tell us there 
is abundance of revenue. 

The Senator from Delaware |Mr. H1GGINs] said there is abun- 
dance of revenue fromimportduties. In 1892 the revenue duties 
were within $10,000,000 of the expenditures of the Government; 
in 1893 they were within less than two and a half million dollars; 
and for the year 1894, I repeat, they will be undoubted!y some- 
where in the neighborhood of from sixty-six to seventy-five 
million dollars less, and perhaps the amount of deficiency will 
be less. Month by month the deficiency is increasing. 

Now, pray tell me, some one who is opposed to this income tax, 


how are we to pay the national obligations; how are we to main- | 
tain the high credit this Government has maintained unless we | 
resort to some other method? I asked the Senator from Dela- | 


ware what is to be the revenue under this bill? I had asked the 


committee. I know that noone can tell, no one who has studied | 


this question has any reason to suppose that the revenues for 
the next year will be any more than they are now or than they 
have been for the last year. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me fora 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I regret very much, of course, to interrupt tbe 
Senator during what may be called a set speech 

Mr. TELLER. It is notaset speech. The Senator is quite 
at liberty to interrupt me. 

Mr. HILL. I wish simply to mak 
Senator say that the condition of 
such that it is impossible to mak 
without providing some other sys enue? 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that the t have been a revi- 
sion of the tariff in a way that might have brought more reve- 
nue than the McKinley act brought. If the revision of the tariff 
was solely for the purpose of securing revenue, I believe that it 
might have been done in a way that there might have been an 
increased revenue over that of the year 1893. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Cértainly. 

Mr. HILL. Then are we to understand that the tariff-reform 
bill that is proposed to be passed will not of itself alone bring 
sufficient revenues to support the Government? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe it will. 

Mr. HILL. I commend that to the consideration of the gen- 
tlemen who are engaged in supporting iton this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe the pending bill would bring 
sufficient revenue without the income tax. It may be that it 
would bring sufficient revenue to run the Government, but we 
must have more. We owe $600,000,000, some of which will be- 
come due very soon. We shall have to provide for the payment 
of our national debt. The American people have willed and de- 
termined long since that the national debt should be wiped out 
and not continued, and therefore any revenue system which 
does not provide more than is necessary to run the Government 
each year is not a proper one. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, the estimates which 
have been made by the Secretary of the Treasury include suf- 
ficient to pay all the interest on the public debt. 

Mr. TELLER. The estimates may do that. The Secretary 
of the Treasury estimated last year that the deficiency in the 
revenues would be $28,000,000. They will be $50,000,000 more. 
Is it wise for any government to run so close to the wind thata 
little disturbance in the financial affairs of the country will de- 
stroy its revenue, so that there will be a deficiency? 

Mr. President, we want a revenue tariff, if we obtain our rev- 
enue by a tariff, that shall not only yield sufficient to run the 
Government, but leave a surplus in the Treasury to apply to the 
payment of our debts, and if we do not get it from that source 
we must get it somewhere else. 

I need not say here what I have said before, that the Ameri- 
can people were displeased with the McKinley act of 1890, 
They believed, as very many men on this floor who voted for it 
believed, that in it we had gone to excess, and had put upon the 
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posed. The people of the United States were not satisfied, and 
if the Republican party had come into power public sentiment 
would have required of us that we should revise the tariff in 
very many particulars. 

In my judgment, I repeat, not only is an income tax an equi- 
table and just and proper method, but it is absolutely necessary 
at this time that we should have it. Our finances are not in 
good condition; the financial world is not in good condition; 
and while vou put down the duties upon imports, and it should 
be presumed that the imports will increase, the amount of im- 
ports that come to this country will depend upon our ability to 
buy. If we are not able to buy they will not come in. Con- 
sumption in the United States, by the best authorities and by 
all who have given attention to it for the last year, has been 
reduced one-third. There is nothing in the financial sky that 
justifies any man in believing that increased consumption will 
cause a greater demand for imports. If the people can not buy 
the importer will not import. 

Our gold goes abroad every month, some months at the rate 
of $25,000,000. Twenty-five million dollars went last month and 


| $15,000,000 already in this month, or in the neighborhood of that 


amount. There is no prospect of a revival of business. There 
is no prospect that the people of the United States will be able 
to consume the additional millions and many millions of imports 
that will be required to make up this deficiency; and, as I said 
months ago, we are met with the proposition squarely, shall we 


| create further indebtedness to maintain the current expenses of 





the Government, or shall we by an income tax collect from the 
wealth of the country that which it can easily bear? 

There is no country in the world whose citizens feel the hand 
of the national government as lightly as they feel it here. No- 
body has felt its burden, whether it was a tax upon consump- 


| tion or a tax upon incomes; and a tax upon incomes of 2 per 


cent is infinitesimal, and ought not to excite the ire of the for- 
tunate possessors of great wealth and of great incomes. But 
whether it does or does not, I want to predict that the income 
tax has come not to stay for five years, but to stay as a perma- 
nent system in this Government for the collection of revenue, 
as a system that has been demonstrated in another country 
(where there is as much love of justice and law as there is here) 
to be after all the most equitable method of compelling property 
to pay the burdens of Government. I speak of the Kingdom of 
Great Britain. 

I know the Senator from New York thought that that did not 
commend itself to us because it was an English aristocratic sys- 
tem. Mr. President, there isno aristocracy in taxes. There is 
no democracy intaxes. The law puts its hands, if itisan equita- 
ble and just law, upon the property, and not upon the individ- 
ual. In Great Britain they have been compelled by their neces- 
sities, by their enormous debt, and tremendous expenses to ac- 
quire in every way that they could taxes on an equitable and 
just plane, and this tax, which went into effect in 1798 and con- 
tinued until 1816, and then went into effect again in 1842, finds 
noopponents inthat great Kingdom. It isadmitted by all, Lib- 
eral and Tory, that itis a proper and just way of distributing the 
burdens of government on the people of that country. It wasa 
just and equitable tax in this country, and found no opponents 
outside of the few people bordering on the Atlantic Ocean, and 
very few of those. 

Mr. HILL. Lassume the Senator did not intend to misrepre- 
sent the position of public men in England. I read in my re- 
marks on April 9 last, and simply incidentally referred to it 
yesterday, a letter from Mr. Gladstone, who for many long years 
has had a little to do with the Government of Great Britain, in 
which he said he was notin favor of the continuance of that tax, 
and gave his reasons. 

Mr. TELLER. Idid not mean that somebody did not com- 
plain about it. I meant to say what the Senator will not deny, 
that no political party in that country has ever made that one 
of its articles of faith. There, wheneverthey want any money, 
they do not go to Parliament; some authority that they have 
adds 2 pénce to the pound, or 3 pence, or whatever may be nec- 
essary. It isa more burdensome tax there thanitis here. It 
is collected in Italy; it is collected in Austria; it is collectedin 
Germany; it has become one of the features of administration 
the world over as equitable and just. 

Mr. HILL. Is it collected in any republic on the face of the 
globe? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, there are not many repub- 
lics. I do not know whether it is collected in any republic, and 
{ do not know any republic on the face of the earth outside of 
ours that any financier would point to as an exemplar in finan- 
cial administration. Whatever we may have done as republics 
in taking care of the liberty of the person and of speech and all 
that, the republics of the world outside of our own have not 
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shown any extraordinary wisdom in finance. 


] 

I do not know 

whether any other republic exceptoursever tried it. We tried | 
it. and I repeat, when that act was repealed there was no senti- 


ment for its repeal outside of a small fringe of settlements on 


the Atlantic coast and California on the Pacific. Senators on 
this floor fromthe great States of lowa and other inland States 
declared that it was a popular law. 

| believe it may be said that there is no other feature in this 


bill that will commend itself so thoroughly tothe people of the 


United States as this feature, not because the people of the 
United States are socialists, not because the people of the United 
States want to take unduly from any man that which the law 
does not require to be done in equity and justice; but because 
there is a prevalent idea everywhere that it is an equitable and 
just system of distributing theburdens. The Senator from New 
York talks about its shipwreecking the Democratic party. Mr. 
President, | have not much interest.as to whether it does or does 


not: but if there is anything that will give the Democratic party 
a hold upon the votes of this country it is the assertion in the 
bill of this principle of equitable and just taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain 
the Senate more than a short time to express my opinions in re- 
gard to the income tax. 

On the 25th of January, 1871, in a speech made in the Senate, 
I gave my opinion as to the constitutionality and justice of the 
income tax. I have read that speech within a day or two, and 
do not find anything in it that [ donot concur in. I believe, 
under the circumstances in which we were then placed, the re- 
peal of the income tax was a bad measure of public policy. It 
was carried mainly not by party divisions so much as by sec- 
tional divisions. | The majority of the Senate voted for its re- 
peal mainly upon the ground that there was a surplus revenue 
at that time to a considerable amount, and they claimed that 
the income tax was not therefore necessary. I was opposed to 
the repeal of the income tax for the reasons I gave in that speech. 
Those reasons still stand as my justification. 

If the cireumstances in which we are now placed were the 
same as then, or anything like it, I would insist upon a renewal 
of the income tax. I believe that an income tax isa fair and 
just .mode of revenue, whether enforced by the nation or the 
State; and if the circumstances demanded it and there wasany 
necessity for it, 1 should not hesitate for a moment to vote foran 
income tax as propesed in this bill. Ido not think there is any 
such necessity. I do not believe it is a wise thing at this time 
to renew thisexceptional tax—the income tax—which was never 
before assessed since the Government of the United States was 
formed, except during the civil war. 

In 1871, when it was proposed to repeal the tax, the Govern- 
ment of the United States was in debt over $2,000,000,000. The 
,ermanent appropriations growing out of the war, including the 
interest on the public debt and the sinking fund, amounted to 
$160,000,000. The great payments of the debt have been made 
sinee that time. The conditions then existing demanded, as I 
thought and as I urged throughout the length and breadth of 
that speech, that the eurrent income tax should be continued at 
least until it expired by its own limitation. According to the 
law us it stood in January, 1871, the income tax would have ex- 
pired in two years, I believe, the Ist of January, 1873. 

Yet the proposition to repeal the income tax was carried by 
the majority of cne vote atatime whenthis heavy burden rested 
upon the shoulders of the American people. Theresult was that 
in two years from that time the income of the Government fell 
so greatly that there was a deficiency in the revenues in 1874, 
very much the same condition of affairs that we are having now. 
Tndeed, the United States is passing through one of those pecu- 
liar financial stringeneies that occur among all nations and all 
people in all times, when the fluctuation of trade, which no man 
can foresee, causes a great disturbance in business affairs and 
asudden loss of contidence, a reduction of revenue, and enor- 
mous loss to the people. 

In 1873 there was just such a condition as we have now, 
twenty years afterwards. In 1873 the panie was precipitated by 
the failure of a great banking house interested in building the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, but the want of confidence growing 
out of that one fact spread to all other industries, so that in two 
years after that time all kinds of industries became stagnated, 
and the people were passing through a period of most severe 
stringency, far greater than they are passing through to-day. 

The same condition, the same stringency, has again come upon 
the people. Hardly any man can give a reason why. No man 
ean say there is anything peculiar in the condition of affairs in 
the United States that does not apply to all the other nations of 
the world. We know that the same stringeney that exists here 
exists also in other parts of the cuiaenaetal world. Under these 
circumstances | do not think it is wise for us to renew a tax that 
was never put in force except once, when the United States had 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JUNE 22, 








| over $160,000,000 of permanent appropriations to meet, interest 


on the public debt and the sinking fund. - At that time we were 
feeling all the resulting burdens of the war, and the public debt 
had not been materially reduced. Under these cireumstances 
to repeal any form of a taxation seemed to me unwise and im- 
proper. 

[ do not deny that on general principles of equality ana jus- 
tice the incomes of the rich should contribute their full share of 
taxes. Their incomes ought to bear a fair share of the public 
burden, but it seems to me that it should only be imposed by; 
the Government of the United States ina time of severe a ad 
vital necessity. The States ought to have the power of taxing 
incomes, and they have it unless they have denied that power 
to their Legislatures by their constitutions. They ought to 
have the power of levying all direct taxes; and this income tax. 
whatever may be said by the Supreme Court, and however nice 
the distinctions may be made between direct and indirect taxa- 
tion, is in effect a direct tax upon each individual or upon a cor- 
poration representing individuals. This tax ought to be left to 
the people of the States. 

The other day in speaking upon this bill I showed that the 
local taxes of the people of the several States amount to $200,- 
000,000 more than the taxes imposed by the General Govern- 
ment. Therefore, public policy demands that we should leave 
to the States all forms of taxation that are not specifically and 
exclusively levied by the United States. We have in duties 
on imported goods a sure and ample reliance for all that is 
necessary to carry on the operations of the Government. 

[t is not neeessary to pass this income tax provision to pro- 
vide sufficient revenues for the support of the National Govern- 
ment. We are now daily repealing and reducing taxes which 
fall lightly upon the people, which can not be levied by the State 
governments, which can be levied only by the National Govern- 
ment in the form of duties on imported goods. Day by day we 
have by this bill sacrificed by the million dollars a day the reve- 
nue that would come into the Treasury with but little cost from 
duties on imported goods which can not be levied for State 
taxes. 

There are ample resources in this form of tax for all the ex- 
penses of the Govern whatever may be their name or na- 
ture. There is no hatever in the honorable gentle- 
men who have cha bill putting enough taxes on im- 
ported goods to col and even more than enough rey- 
enue to carry on th y operations of the National Goy- 
ernment, leaving to excises for ample means for the necessary 
payment of the interest on the public debt and the pensions to 
the Union soldiers of the war. The pretext for this measure is 
that some faults are found in the McKinley act. Some dissat- 
isfaction was created two years ago when that act was not un- 
derstood any more than the pending bill is now understood by 
the people of the United States. 

On account of the changes made, the alarm that was created, 
and the loud outery made by our Democratic friends, there was 
a gross misunderstanding in regard to the terms and provisions 
of the McKinley act. It was afar better measure than they rep- 
resented it. It largely reduced taxation. It was a measure of 
relief and wise protection to domestic industries; but a feeling. 
was created that some of the duties were too high, and we may 
concede that some of the rates were too high. On the other 
hand the McKinley act repealed many taxes, some of which 
ought to have been retained. 

If I were called upon to designate one or two items that ought 
to have been preserved in the MeKinley act, I would say at 
once promptly that the tax on sugar ought never to have been 
disturbed. It is the best subject of taxation, because it not 
only gives a sure and certain revenue and is but aslight burden 
upon the consumer, yet it protects an industry vital to our 
country, and which will be more important to us in the future 
when the sugar beet shall supply the great body of the sugar 
consumed by our people. Slight changes in the McKinley law, 
additions here and deductions there, without any radical change 
of its provisions, would have been amply sufficient to have fur- 
nished all the necessary expenses of the Government without 
resorting to an income tax. 

Therefore I shall vote against this income tax simply because 
it is unnecessary. It is ummecessary because we have ample 
sources of revenue without resorting to this expedient. 

Then, besides, to levy an income tax is an invasion of the 
rights of the States. The States have only direct taxes upon 
property, including incomes, licenses, and franchises by which 
to carry on the operations of the State and local government. 
We ought to keep our hands off of every kind of taxation the 
States may properly levy. Thereis nothing in the Constitution 
to prevent any kind of property tax being levied by a State 
upon any of the property, real or personal, of the citizens of 
that State. They could levy income taxes as well as wo, and we 
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have other and better sources of revenue which tend to protect 
and foster our industries. 

We ought not to invade the domain of State taxation or crip 
ple them in the exercise of their local powers of taxation, which 
now requires more than $560,000,000 to meet the growing want 
of States, counties, cities, and townships extending over our 
vast country. If it were not for that, and if there was some ab- 
solute necessity to secure a greater sum of money than can be 
collected from imports and excises, I would not hesitate in levy- 
ing it in the formof an income tax. 

tut there is another thing. 
income-tax provision it seems to me are utterly indefensible. 
Why should we levy a tax upon the incomes above $4,000 a year 
and not levy upon the great mass of the incomes from $1,000 up 
to $4,000? 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis proposed to reduce it to three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isit proposed to reduce it tothree? Well, 
that isan improvement. [ will ask the Senatorincharge of the 
bill if it is proposed to reduce the minimum income to $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. [so understood the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; to $3,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thathelpssomewhat. Why take $3,000 as 
the standard? There is only one line of demarcation which has 
been generally observed by any nation, including our own, and 
that is to exempt from income taxation enough to cover all the 
necessaries of life of a man’s family in the ordinary condition of 
human society. d 

In the beginning of our civil war, when our circumstances 
were stringent and we had to get money, we exempted $600, on 
the ground that 3600 would supply at least the wants of the or- 
dinary family, merely exempting enough to supply the absolute 
wants of a family in the ordinary condition of the people of our 
country. Allabove that was taxed. We collected over $300,- 
000,000 in less than ten yoarson this tax. 
nation. 
If the tax is levied on all above $1,000a year—which I would re- 
gard as about the line of demarcation of income—and there was 
any necessity for the use of that money for the support of the 
Government, I would vote for it with great pleasure. 

[ feel precisely as | expressed myself twenty years ago, thatit 
was a tax no man should complain of. If the circumstances and 
exigencies demanded it, or the interests of our people, the need 
of revenue, or the public credit, or any publie interestdemanded 
it, Ll would votes for it without hesitation. 
regard the income tax as the worst feature of this bill, and I 
should have no objection to it, as I say, if there was any real de- 
mand forit. But there is not. 

Mr. President, this making a line of demarcation on incomes 
of $4,000 or $3,000 it seems to me is a low and mean form of so- 
cialism. Why should a man who has been prosperous, who 
is a property holder, be aimed at, struck at for special taxation? 
Why should ordinary suecess, the result of care and prudence 
in the management of his affairs, reduce him below or beyond 
the sympathy of the mass of our people, and subject him to 
special and discriminating taxes? 

Any man who thinks that this doctrineof socialism can poison 
the minds of the native people of the United States, and espe- 
cially of the farmers of the United Staies, is greatly mistaken. 
The ideas that are now permeating society in many countries of 
the world will not have a strong foothold among the yeomanry, 
the plain people of the United States, beeause they know that 
whatever may be the advantage of wealth and however may be 
the condition of prosperity in life between men, our institutions 
are founded upon the equality of all, and there is no man, how- 


rights and privileges and enjoyments as the richest man in our 
country. 

In a republic like ours, where all men are equal, this attempt 
to array the rich against the poor or the poor against the rich 
is socialism, communism, devilism; it is the foundation of all 
the fears that now disturb many of the European governments. 
I have no sympathy with itwhatever. I know something about 
how it was to be poor, how it was to struggle one’s way in life, 
and how to be independent. All that I cam pereeive, and every 
person in the United States can perceive it as well as I. 

There is a complaint made against the accumulation and dis- 
tribution of wealth in this country. I do not think there has 
been any accumulation of wealth for two or three years in our 
country. There have arisen conditions outof our civil war that 
have made great changes in the condition of individuals. Prob- 
ably the most important tendency since the war is the concen- 
tration of men and women in cities at the expense of the coun- 
try. The cities have grown enormously, the most remarkable 
growth being that of Chicago. 

I was in Chicago when its population was less than 50,000, and 
now itis rivaling New York in the magnitudeof its population. 
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The terms and conditions of this | 


We made nodiserimi- | 
this bill does make the discrimination of $3,000 a year. | 


I do not by any means | 


Look at the vast wealth created by that aggregation of 


settling upon a treeless plain, because it was as level as 1 L 
when it was first occupied, and unattractive in every wa Yet 
more than a million and ahalf people have settled the nd 


most of them siuce the war. The vast increase of cit rty 
in the United States, and the vast increase of its va 


increased population, has been the chief source of wealth and 
the foundation of great industrial interests and great property 
in this country. Who could object to that? It was the natural 
advance and grow th of our country, and it ought to be the pride 


of our country instead of being the cause of mark and com- 
plaint. 

\nother thing, the inventions of our country in the last thirty 
or forty years have been wonderful beyond all precedent in an- 
cient or in modern times. Look at the condition of things fifty 
years ago in the State of Ohio, when we had no railroads, no 
modes of transportation except the old stage coach and the farm 


wagon. In former times property was invested in building turn- 
pikes and bridges, and tolls were levied upon all who passed over 
the bridge or along the turnpike every eight ortenmiles. The 
whole condition of society is changed, not only in Ohio, but in 
all parts of our country. 

Now 170,000 miles of railroad traverse our land, more than all 
the railroads of Europe. Those railroads have been the source 
of great wealth, largely increased by very improper means, b 
watering stock, by selling to the people certificates of stock or 
bonds that do not represent anything. But this fancied wealth 
is disappearing. The time I think is not far distant when much 
of the railroad property in the United States, like the turnpike 
property and the bridge property, will disappear. Even now 
many of the stocks except of a very few lines of railroads are of 
scarcely any value whatever; and many of the fortunes built 
upon these great works are disappearing like snow before the 
summer sun. The railroads of the United States could be dupli- 
cated for one-third of their cost, and one-fifth of their paper cost 
as represented by bonds, etc. So these things will cure them- 
selves. 

All the wonderful inventions in electricity and all the innum- 
erable and amazing inventions of machinery for farming yielded 
enormous profits to inventors and capitalists and laid the foun- 
dations of great fortunes, but these become the property of the 
people. The amount that has been realized by the brief monop 
oly given for patents soon disappears, and then all this vast 
property becomes the common property of the people of the 
country and can no longer be made the basis of untold fortunes 
and untold wealth. The added wealth by invention lessens the 
labor and toil of the people and reduces the cost of living and 
adds to the comforts of all. 

A farmer in Ohio will take his sulky plow, and riding along 
he may in an easy way turn the sod and prepare the soil. The 
labor is comparatively slight. He has the benefit of mach 
inery, but not at its cost twenty or thirty years ago when an or 
dinary mowing machine would cost $100. Now it costs $30 or 
$40), all the great establishments competing at low prices to 
construct the machines. A vast aggregation of wealth has been 
added to the people of the United States by these inventions 
In every condition the life of man and woman is improvin 30 


| that although the people of the United States may be suffering 


fromatemporary disability they are really farricher than t 
fathers and mothers were before them. 

Sir, I could draw pictures here by the hour of comparison | 
tween the former condition of our people in Ohio and their con 
dition now. Itis all beneficial. They are inheriting all 1 


| inventions and all the greatimprovementsof the age. Most of 
éver poor and humble, who can not demand and secure the same | 


the men who are scoffed at as millionaires are self-made-men who 
commenced life in poverty and availing themselves of industry, 
intelligence, and opportunity, have been successful. Many o 
them are of the highest standing and character, some have de- 
voted their lives to the public good, and have given freely for 
all good purposes. They have made themselves rich by their 
intelligence, their integrity, their capacity, and their ability; 
and the people, atleast of the State in which I live, have re- 
spect for men of that character. 

There are some things in our country that we ought to break 
down. We have inherited all the benefit of invention. On all 
the railroads of our country freight is carried cheaper than in 
any other. But we have in modern times a new invention that 
is devilish in all its aims and ends, and that is the invention of 
trusts and combinations by which afew people get together 
forming an incorporation in some remote State, and throwing 
into a mass all the property in a particular line of industry under 
a single ownership or control; they control if so as to prevent 
any benefit to the people of the United States. A vast amount 
of watered stock is added to the value of the property involved; 
stecks and bonds are issued; and then men are supposed to be 
created millionaires. 
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Take the stocks of the sugar trust that we had here before us 
only a few days ago, where upon the basis of $9,000,Gv0 they is- 





sued 875,000,000 of stock and $10,000,000 of bonds, and paid upon 
it, watered stock and all, from 6 to 12 per cent in\erest every 
ear, every dollar of which was at the cost of the people of the 

Jnited States. ie , 
If the Senators here who have charge of this bill will take as 


much pains in striking at the combinations and trusts which 
interfere not only with our foreign but with our domestic trade, 
they will do a duty to their country more important, indeed, 
than any they have attempted in the bill. I am sorry to say 
that instead of that they have gone,I think, to the other ex- 
treme. 

It may be said truly that in the McKinley act some of the com- 
binations were greatly favored. At that time these combina- 
tions were not fully understood; they were not well formed. If 
the Senators on the other side had only put sugar upon the 
dutiable list without any discrimination for or against the trust 
at a particular rate they would have had all the revenue that is 
required for the Government without invading the domain of 
State sovereignty with the incometax. There would have been 
no trouble atall.* A dozen amendments made in the McKinley 
act would have changed everything that was complained of in 
that act without all this long delay, this codification of a new 
law, this assessment of an income tax, a war tax justified by the 
necessity of a former time, but not justified now by any circum- 
stances whatever. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I care to say on this fea- 
ture of the bill. There are some features of the bill that may 
be changed by amendment, but I do not know whether that will 
be done or not. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator having the bill in 
charge to one or two subjects-matter. I find here in the bill as 
it originally came to us a tax on all individual incomes of over 
$4,000; and if the income was again taxed in the form of corpo- 
rate property, no deduction was to be made from it. But the 
Senate committee have inserted the following provision: 

Provided, also, That in computing the income of any person, corporation, 
company, or association there shall not be included the amount received 
from any corporation, company, or association as interest or dividends upon 
the bonds or stock of such corporation, company, or association if the tax 
of 2 per cent has been paid upon its net profits by said corporation, com- 
pany, or association as required by this act. 

If this means that the individual person who is called upon to 
pay an income tax has a right to deduct from his rendering all 
the capital invested in corporations, it will very greatly reduce 
the amount that can be collected from the tax. Capitalists as a 
rule do not invest very large sums in corporations, generally 
managing their own affairs in their own way. The great body 
of the owners of the corporations are comparatively poor men. 
You may say inregard to the national banking system, as shown 
by their statistics, that more than three-fourths of all the stock 
held by national banks is owned by persons holding stock to a 
less amount than $3,000. The great fourtunes of the country 
are not involved in these corporations. Therefore when you ex- 
tend the income tax to the corporations you extend it mainly to 
the income of the poor and to the income of the thrifty poor. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will allow me, unless persons 
have $4,000 or $3,000 income, it is no benefit to them to deduct 
from the income anything that they have received upon stock 
while the corporation has paid it. It makes persons who have 
less than $3,000 income invested in corporations pay without 
any deduction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I intended to say. 
The result of the tax levied upon corporations, and not upon in- 
dividuals, is that if levied upon individuals the deduction may 
be made, but if levied upon corporations there is no deduction 
whatever, and all the tax on the profit made by the corporations 
is deducted from their stockholders. 

Who are they? Are they wealthy men who are fortunate in 
having a large income? Not at all. The most of our corpora- 
tions, State and national, are composed of small stockholders; 
the only exceptions are such organizations as the sugar trust, 
the gas trust, and the Pacific corporations, where three or four 
men hold the entire stock of the companies. Asa rule, how- 
ever, in our railroads, in ovr manufactories, and in the various 
corporations connected with the active business life of the peo- 
ple, most of the stock is owned by small stockholders, and yet 
we propose to levy upon these small stockholders the great mass 
of the income tax imposed by this bill. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the amount levied upon cor- 

rations will be far more than that which will be levied upon 

ndividuals under the operations of the bill. Therefore the 
reater part of the income tax thus levied will be upon the very 
st people of our country, the men who have been poor but who 
are trying to improve their condition, men who, whenever they 
can save a little money, put it into one of these organizations, 
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many of which are organized for the benefit of people of that 
class; or they put their savings into bank stock or something of 
that kind, in the hope that they are laying by a nest-egg which 
will make them rich. 

This is the condition. How to change it is difficult to te 
and [ do not exactly know, but if you reduce the limit to the 
individual taxpayer to $1,000, then this discrimination will not 
be so great; so that a person having atotal incomeof a thousand 
dollars from any source whatever, as an attorney, as a physician, 
or as a mechanic, or a laboring man, would have the benefit of 
this reduction. If the income tax is only applied to large prop- 
erty-holders, none of these people will pay the full income tax, 

The people are to be taxed on all their incomes, without any 
reservation whatever, and there will be no exemption for the 
mass of the people who are interested in these corporations. 
They will have no benefit of a limit of $1,000 or any other sum, 
and will have to pay upon the whole income the tax levied by 
this bill. I am not prepared to say how thiscan be changed; 
but I think it is an important feature of the bill. 

I do not say that an income tax is not a proper and desirable 
tax to be levied, but only that it {s nota proper and desirable 
tax to be levied now by the United States. It should be left to 
the States as a source of revenue, to be used by them whenever 
they choose to do so. 

i do not 4 my opposition to the income tax, therefore, upon 
any ground such as has been named by other Senators as being 
an unjust tax under all circumstances. I think, under other 
circumstances, as a State tax, it would be just and proper. 

There is another thing in this bill which [do not think is 
right. It is proposed by it in express terms to levy a succession 
tax. A man will be required to pay a tax on all property he gets 
by way of inheritance, although it may be by inheritance from 
the father to the son or from the husband to the wife. If prop- 
erty is acquired by legacy or by descent, those receiving it in any 
year are bound to return the whole value of that legacy for the 
purpose of taxation. Thatis not the formof a legacy tax usually 
imposed, and it ought not to be imposed in this form at any 
time; but certainly we ought to leave to the States the duty of 
regulating the disposition of property after the death of a tes- 
tator. We ought to leave all these matters to the States, and 
not take them under the control of the General Government. 

In mostof the States, as in Ohio, there is a tax somewhat sim- 
ilar to this; but if you provide a double tax upon the inher- 
itance of property proceeding from the father to the son, or 
from the husband to the wife, you would then subject the prop- 
erty which came to them as the result of the labors and the 
savings of a lifetime of the husband or the father to double- 
loaded taxes, by the United States and by the State. It seems 
to me that provision ought to be entirely stricken out. There 
is no necessity for that form of tax. 

There are many other features and items of the income-tax 
provision of this bill which I think are wrong, but the prope1 
time to discuss them, I suppose, will be when they regularly 
come up for action; and therefore I shall not debate the subject 
longer now. 

I believe, however, it is unwise to insert the income-tax clauses 
in this bill, not because I am opposed to an income tax, but be- 
cause it is not necessary to the National Government to levy such 
ataxnow. I hopeand trust it may be stricken out—I can hardly 
say ‘‘I trust,” because, from the vote which has been taken, I 
assume, as a matter of course, in spite of all the observations 
which have been made or anything which can, be said about it, 
it is the sense and determination of the Senate to risk this ex- 
periment. 

Mr. PATTON. Mr. President, in obedience to the com- 
mands of a great State, at whose industries the pending tariff 
bill aims a deadly blow, andemboldened by the example of other 
Senators who have addressed this body, and whose terms of serv- 
ice here have been but little longer than my own; with the cry of 
distress coming from every quarter, I feel that I should be guilty 
of neglect of duty did Inot enter the protest of Michigan against 
this bill, which means only destruction to those interests which 
have made it great and powerful. There is no State in the 
Union, Mr. President, more vitally, more seriously affected by 
the proposed bill than the one which I have the honor in part 
to represent here, and there is nopart of our country, sir, which 
is a more shining example of the beneficent influences of a pro- 
tective tariff. . 

Admitted into the Union in 1837, as the twenty-third State in 
population, with 176,000 people, it now ranks as ninth, with over 
two million people, who were as happy, as prosperous, as well 
employed as any the globe contained until the threat of free 
trade paralyzed their industries and left a record of want and 
suffering unknown before to the generation in which we live. 
Our interests are great, and in many instances greater than 
those of any other State affected, for Michigan stands first, ae 
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cording to the census of 1890, in the production of lumber, iron 
ore, charcoal iron, salt, furniture, peppermint oil; second in cop- 
per, and third in value of sheep and wool. 

The income-tax provisions of this bill are full of interest to 
my constituents, and in common with other Senators, I have 


presented many petitions, largely signed, from members of fra- | 


ternal orders and from policy holders in mutual life insurance 
companies, asking that they be exempted from its provisions. 
It is gratifying to be assured that the Finance Committee has 
been impressed by the flood of opposition, and has agreed to 
permit an amendment exempting fraternal orders, but there is 
no reason why policy holders in mutual life insurance companies 
should not also be’freed from the operations of this measure. 
Anincome tax which grasps ata portion of that fund, which, 
in too many instances, is all that is left to the family for support 
in the severest trial which comes to humanity, should have no 
place in-our system. 

Such a planof taxation as is proposed by this bill will increase 
the cost of insurance in many ways, and will meet with univer- 
sal opposition, asit ought to. It confiscates not only the widow’s 
mite, but greedily reaches for a portion of the earnings of sav- 
ings banks, thus diminishing thealready small dividends which 
by skillful management they are enabled to pay. There is no 
one thing of which we boast more frequently than the number 
of small depositors in our savings banks, and the amount of their 
deposits. In my own State they have grown enormously, and 
they furnish the highest evidence of that prosperity which has 
come from protection, for by reason of the high wages paid our 
people are enabled to save their money. Taxation of this kind 
must result in their receiving less interest for their deposits. 

In the United States, according to the last report of the Comp- 
troller, in 1892-’93 the total number of depositors in these insti- 
tutions was 4,830,599; the amount of deposits was $1 ,785,150,957, 
an average to each depositor of $369.95. 

The income tax was a war measure, necessitated by the exi- 
gencies of that great struggle, in order to meet the enormous 
drain upon the revenues of the Government. It was admitted to 
be simply a war measure, enacted against the protest of the 
Democratic party, and there is no excuse for its existence in a 
time of peace. It produced revenues which dwindled steadily. 
The table printed with my remarks will show this: 


BOER. «onic on eeds suauddende! CUE | EER salaebcccgawedvcthas $34, 791, 855. 84 
WOOR. Scccwye Vaan adensaweue oO RO 37, 775, 873. 62 
WRG callvavinuutacnaubantes SID b CUE ann cs cea ckenad conans 19, 162, 650. 75 
Wek weukadertustesctnk rE, ee -- 14,436, 861.78 
TOT Awkcnnaet a tddacd cae G6, 014, 460: 36 | 1679................. ; 5, 062, 311. 62 
WS teens dacdceancinees 41, 455, 598. 36 | 


To be sure there were some changes in the law, but these do 
not account in any sense for the remarkable decrease in the 
revenue. Probably there never was a more offensive tax than 
this inaugurated. It put a premium on perjury, and exercised 
the most demoralizing influence upon our nationai life. The 
system of espionage and the scrutiny of private books and pa- 
om which is contemplated is one which Americans will not 

ar. It is hard enough even now to enforce the provisions 
of our own State tax laws, and the written declarations of prop- 
erty which are expected to be furnished to the tax assessors 
are, in most cases, a dead letter. - 

It has been the Republican contention always, against the de- 
nial of our friends on the other side, that direct taxation would 
have to be instituted if their theories were ever carried into effect 
and custom-house taxation abolished. We have now reached that 
point, and this party which voted I believe almost solidly for the 
repeal of the war income tax, is now found oecupving the other 
ground. Instead of requiring foreigners to contribute to the 
support of our Government, it pursues our own people and re- 
nounces its former principles by advocating class legislation. It 
is not an American tax, but is copied from foreign statute books, 
and that too ata time when the best minds of those countries 
recognize the inequality and injustice of such a system. 

It was a wise man, Mr. President, who said: 

Few political conditions can be more perilous than that of the long exile 
in opposition of a great political party. Extravagant and impracticable 
theories of eee are apt to be adopted by such parties—theories they could 
not maintain in power with credit to themselves or safety to the public. 

It is very easy for a party in opposition, which gathers to- 

ether all the dissatisfied elements, to attack and try to tear 
Sowa when it has no responsibility of power. Such a party has 
been the Democratic party. In the last Presidential campaign 
its candidates in many sections of our country stood both upon 
the Populistand Democratic platform. it was willing toembrace 
any notion, and go to any length to obtain the power which it 
sought. But when once in power it finds that the babits and ten- 
dencies of itsstatesmen have been so long iconoclastic that it must 
still continue to attack and tear down, and it has proven utterly 
incapable of constructive statesmanship. It is one thing to de- 
stroy, but it is quite another to construct a great tariff bill, 
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which has to do with the diversified industries of 65,000,000 of 
people. The Democratic party now realizes, as it has not re- 
alized before, how impossible itis to combine the conflicting ele- 
ments of Populists and Democrats into a majority agreed on any 
one measure representing the party principles. And to-day we 
behold it supporting a bill which does not in any sense repre- 
sent either the platform of the party, the teachings of its lead- 
ers, or the hopes or wishes of its rank and file. The chief and 
central feature of the pending bill, the income tax, on which 
it hopes to win popular support in the West and South, is not 
Democratic doctrine, but isa demand of the Populist allies as 
part of the Populist platform by which it is hoped to win their 
votes for this bill. 

The statement that Michigan is more vitally affecjed than 
any other State is corroborated by the report of its industries. 
The census of 1890 shows that Michigan is first in lumber prod- 
ucts, with $68,141,189—one-fifth of the total domestic product— 
an increase over 1880 of $15,691,261. Itis the first in iron ore, 
producing $15,800,524—more than one-third of the total product 
of the country, and one-half its value. For 1892 it produced 
7,267,874 tons—an increase over 1890 census of 1,411,609 tons. 

Jt is second in the production of copper. In 1891 it produced 
54,685 tons. The United States produced one-half the world’s 
copper, and Michigan one-third of the output of the United 
States. 

It is first in the production of charcoal iron, producing #3,982,- 
278 worth in 1890, as shown by the census of that year. 

It is first in the production of salt, the output of the State 
being nearly one-half that of the United States in amount and 
value—$2,302,579 in 1890—making 3,927,671 barrels. 

[t is first in the yield of wheat per acre—18+ bushels in 189!1— 
in the front rank of wheat States, producing 27,900,148 bushels. 

First in the value of farm crops generally per acre, leading 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and all the great Northwest. For the 
ten years ending 1890 Michigan not only led all of these States 
in yield per acre of wheat, but also in value of product per acre 
of wheat, corn, barley, buckwheat, and hay crops. 

It is first in furniture—178 factories in 60 cities, with a capital 
of $9,855,000, the city of Grand Rapids alone having 45 facto- 
ries, with an aggregate capital of #5,000,000, employing 5,000 
hands. Detroit has 20 factories, with capital of $750,000. 

It is first in peppermint oil, producing more than all the rest of 
the States combined, with a product for 1892 of 88,000 pounds, of 
the value of $176,000 atthe still. In 1890and 1891 the United States 
exported 45,321 pounds of peppermint oil, valued at $2.66 per 
pound, while Japan, the oaly other surplus producer, exported 
the same year 39,149 pounds, valued at 85 cents a pound. 

It stands third in the value of sheep and wool, only Ohio and 
California leading her: Michigan, $8,552,679; California, $9,559,- 
475; Ohio, $13,900,263. Michigan wool clip, 1891, 11,732,395 
pounds; average per fleece, 64 pounds. Total domestic product, 
census of 1890, 258,75 


757,101 pounds. 

It is first in the extent of coast line, Lakes Superior, Michi- 
gan, Huron, St. Clair, and Erie forming over 2,000 miles of 
coast. It is first in lake commerce, and second in vessel tonnage 
of all kinds—the center of commerce in the Great Lakes. The 
tonnage of these lakes in 1891, 1,063,063; vessels, 2,945: value, 
$75,590,950. Total ton mileage on the lakes in 1890 was 25 per 
cent of the total United Statesrailway ton mileage. The freight 
tonnage passing the ‘‘ Soo” Canal in 1890 was 8,554,434, or 1,664,- 
341 more than the Suez Canal. Through the Detroit River, 21,- 
684,000 tons, about the same as London and Liverpool combined, 
or the entire Atlantic coast foreign trade tonnage. 

Ex-United States Statistician Dodge says about one-quarter of 
ourentire merchant marine ison the northern lakes, and the large 
steam tonnage of the Great Lakes (1,000 tons and upwards), 
exceeds the total similar tonnage of the rest of the country by 
131,093 tons. Michigan leads in this commerce, and our vessel 
tonnage is surpassed only by New York, the great ocean carrier. 
Vessel tonnage for the year ending June 30, 1892: Michigan, 
390,920; Massachusetts, 389,942; Pennsylvania, 353,057; Maine, 
352,574; California, 310,872; Ohio, 315,849; Maryland, 143,536; 
New York, 1,339,937; total for the United States, 4,764,961, 
Since 1886 Michigan’s tonnage has increased 164,529, and New 
York's 121,824 tons. (Statistics of the United States Bureau of 
Navigation. ) 

It is first in shipbuilding. Total tonnage builtin 1890—north- 
ern lakes, 108,526. The whole seaboard, 169,091. Western riv- 
ers, 16,506 Grand total, 294,123. Of this 108,526 lake tonnage, 
Michigar.y rds at Bay City, Detroit, and Grand Haven, 45,733 
tons; 65 vessels, including two 4,000 tons steel steamers for the 
ocean trade. The steam tonnage built on the Great Lakes in 
1890 was 40 per cent greater than the entire seaboard. The 
lakes, 86,023 tons; the entire seaboard, 61,137 tons.. (Statistician 
Dodge.) 


It is first in inland commercial fisheries. The catch in 1892 
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was valued nt $1,058,028 in firsthands. The Michigan fish-freez- 
ing industry alone employ d 4,000 bands. 

[t is not my purpose at this stage of the debate to make an ex- 
tended speech upon the tariff, or even the schedule under con- 
sideration, although each of these great industries should be 
treated separately, for this debate, long and exhaustive, has 
been illuminated by learned and splendid presentations of pro- 
tection from this side of the Chamber, showing great research, 


and which fully cover the subject. ‘lhe question has been so 
much discussed before our people from the beginning of our 
Government, that itis difficult to say anything new about it. 
Neither can [ be expected to participate in the close discussion 
of schedules with Senators of long experience who are acknowl- 
edged experts in such matters, but I do desire to emphasize the 
fact that tho marvelous growth and prosperity which our coun- 
try enjoys has come largely because of the tariff shield which 
has developed our industries, enabled us to pay high wages, and 
given us a contented and happy people in a land of liberty and 
law, until the success of the Democratic party brought the blight 
of the past year. 

'n this measure wo are offered practically no protection. ‘The 
men who have by skill and enterprise developed our great lumber 


industries until they outrank all the States are told that lumber | 


must be free, which means that Canadian lands are to be en- 
hanced in price, and the Canadian logs now taken across the 
lakes must hereafter be manufactured on Canadian soil. The 
great mills which employ hundreds of workmen at good wages 
must be moved across the lakes, and the Michigan mill hands 
must work for wages which are estimated at 35 per cent less than 
those paid in the States. All this must take place because cer- 
tain Senators from the prairie States, under the delusion that 
lumber will be cheaper to their citizens, make free lumber, it is 
charged, one of the conditions of their support of this bill. 

Our great salt industry was not a profitable one until it was 
allied to the lumber mills, and the refuse from the logs was used 
in its manufacture. It has been the slow growth of years, and 
is now to be stricken down by the Democratic party. 

Tho theory of the free traders, that protection enhances the 
price to the consumer, and that he invariably pays the duty, 
has been shown to be false many times, but there is no illustra- 
tion of it more apparent than in the history of the salt industry 
of my State. The average price per barrel each year since 
1866 is shown by the following table: 


Year } Price. Year Price. 





1866 : ; #1. 80 || 1880 ncaa 80. 75 
1867 i ‘ 1.77 }{ 1881_... in tlkees ial . 8233 
1868 1.85 |} J883.._. . esti ,70 
1869 1, 58 | 1883 ‘ TELE: 81 
1870 1. 32 |] 1884 oad . 78 
1871 1 46 | 1885 a oer ; 70 
1872 ; ; | 1.46 |} 1886__ aie a ee . 66 
18732 ‘ 1.37 |} 1887 : i B74 
1874 | 1. 19 |} 1888 ae . 585 
1875 1.30 || 1889 a Rerecgen a | . 543 
1876 I i canhia kek enteuinieknakaiacal . 47 
ee cai adele 85 || 1891 ae ae .55 
iia aned ele aie ; } ee : veel .53 
1879 | 1.02 | 


Competition has brought the price down steadily from $1.80 
in 1866, based on a barrel of 280 pounds, with a 20-cent package 
included, to the price of to-day, showing the theory of the pro- 
tectionists to be correct, that given a duty which will stimulate 
and perfect the industry, and the competition invariably reduces 
the price of the product to the consumer. 

This is a remarkable illustration of the falsity of the Demo- 
cratic war cry that the consumer pays the tax. 

Inadequate protection to copper and iron means only the 
crippling of these splendid industries which have helped to make 
the northern part of our State known throughout the world; 
and which has given us prosperity, higher wages, and comfort 
for our working people. - 

I hold in my hand the advance sheets of Consular Reports from 
the Departmentof State, dated June 20, 1894 (only two daysago), 
which givea letter from Hon. Jacob T. Child,consul of the United 
States at Hankow, China, dated March 19, 1894, which is most 
signiiicant. I would that this statement could reach the ears 
of every American workingman, and particularly those who are 
engaged in the iron industries, for it corroborates, as nothing 
else has done, the assertion that the attempt to break down the 
industries of America is done for the benefit of those across the 
sea, and that England is deeply interested in the destruction of 
the American tariff. This ietter is a most portentous cloud on 
the horizon, andit tells the American laborer in terms that can 
not be misunderstood, thatif the present bill is to become a law 
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he must take his chances with English e pital 
cheap labor of China. The letter is as follows: 
THE HANYAN ROLLING MILLS. 


One of the marvels of this marvelous country ; the vast rolling 1 
and arsenals now approaching completion in Reeoee ~ aan, Bilis 
kow, on the Han side, erected under tho auspices of ( ie azT 2 
viceroy of Hupeh and Hunan. The plant covers about 76 acres Ww th a re 
road 14 miles in length from the Yangtze River to the works and themes * 
the Han River, with an incline from the top of the Yangtze bank to tl _ 
water, where powerful machinery is located to draw the cars up a sateen re 
cline of about 300 feet to the level. The works were designed by an Engi: 4 
engineer on a most gigantic scale, and in their fitting up nothing t it the 
most modern and improved machinery has been imported, mainly fro. n 
England. a ai 

The buildings are, unfortunately, located in a valley Mable to overflow 
and theirfoundations have been raised 15 feet, consisting of a bed of concrete 
made of brick, stone, and Portland cement, covered with a layer of earth, the 
whole of which was carried by baskets by coolies—the labor of thousands of 
men. The work was commenced in 1891, and 1s yet far from completion, as 
much of the machinery is still in boxes. , 

The buildings are of brick, with stone foundations, handsomely designed 
and most elaborately and solidly constructed. The brick used in the con 
struction of the work was made onthe ground by machinery, the clay bein 
moistened and ground, then passed through a press, forming a continuous 
slab which is automatically cut in pieces a yard in length. The piece i 
forced against the frame, interlaced with wires that severs it into ten per 
fect, hard-pressed bricks, which are then conveyed by hand to the furnaces 
and burned. All the fire brick for lining the furnaces, casing, etc., were also 
made in these yards. 

There are four immense hot-air blast furnaces, twolarge steam hammer, 
and innumerable rollers, with all their appendages, for manufacturing rail- 
road iron, which is the main object for the erection of the plant. Large 
quantities of Chinese iron are now in the yard, with some English tron for 
blending purposes, and coke is being imported from Wales to be used tem 
porarily in the construction of rails, as soon as the machinery can be put in 
operation, as a test of what the foundry cando. The sheds, covered with 
corrugated roofing, cover an area of 20 acres. Tho smelters are of a most 
improved pattern, anda large furnace is nearly completed for the manu 
facture of Bessemer steel. ‘The molding and pattern shops are as complete 
as they can be, and large elevators are placed in various buildings for hoist 
ing materials. In fact, if ever finished, it will be one of the most complete 
rolling mills in the world, as expense seems to have been a secondary con 
sideration tn the erection of this immense establishment. It ts estimated 
by experts in such matters to have cost so far not less than $3,500,000, and it 
will cost at least $1,000,000 more to complete it. 

Once in operation, it is the intention of the viceroy to manufacture every 
thing in the tron line—ordnance, rails, machinery, small arms, ete. The 
arsenals are about complete, and machinery willsoon be set up for the man 
ufacture of arms and munitions. A number of skilled workmen are now en 
route here for the purpose of instructing the native artisans and of ar 
ranging everything in working order. 

The two, buildings, covering an area of about 4 acres, are substantially 
constructed, and display great skill on the part of the architect and builder 
Whey are fitted up with large engines and the most improved machinery, 
and everything that the ingenuity of the machinist can conceive to be nec- 
essary in such an establishment has been purchased in order to make it a 
success. The average Chinaman looks on these modern wonders with 
stolid countenance, and turns away with the idea that the viceroy must be 
bypnotized by the foreigner to put so much cash into an undertaking from 
which he cansee no outcome, and this view is taken by some of the for- 
eigners that have visited the works. 

So far nothing but the best material has been used; nothing of a shoddy 
character has been allowed in its construction. The railroad is laid with 
heavy steel rails. The two traction locomotives are of the latest designs 
and theiron cars are similar to those used in on for the transporta 
tion of coal and iron, and will be used for carrying coal, iron, and other 
material from the river to the works. 

The mines from which the metals for the manufacture of rails is to be ob 
tained are near Wang-Shih-King, about 76 miles below Hankow, 16 miles 
inland at Tayeh, connecting with the river by a well constructed railroad 
and dock at a landing 3 miles below Wang-Shih-King. The ore is reported 
to be of good quality and inexhaustible. 

Coal, both hard and soft, is mined in this neighborhood in the crudest 
manner, no effort being made to drain the mines of water; andonce flooded, 
they are abandoned and new ones opened. This coal has been pronounced 
by expertsas not suitable for smelting, containing too much sulphur, but it 
is thought that a good quality can be obtained hereabouts from mines now 
undeveloped. Mines of iron and coal are numerous in, this section and can 
be made to furnish all the material needed, if mined systematically, and 
owing to the cheap Jabor obtainable they can do work economically. 

Should the means of the viceroy hold out ang the plant be successfully op- 
erated, it will prove a revelation to the natives of this portion of China, and 
do much to disabuse their minds of their own infallibility, and convince 
them of the benefits to be derived from thegenius and skill of the foreigner. 
It will stand Chang-Taz-Tung asa public benefactor and oneof the most pro 
gressive mandarins of the Imperial Empire. 

The rails to be manufactured here will be used to construct a road to start 
some distance above Hankow, 80 as to get beyond the marshy ground of the 
lake country and the annual overflow, to connect with roads projected for 
the interior. It is asserted that work will commence on the contemplated 
road as soon as it is definitely settled that the Hanyan millcan supply the 
rails, 

Taken all in all, it is the most progressive movement so far made in China 
for the purpose of mauufacturing arms, steel rails, and machinery, as tho 
plant is a perfect one and of a magnitude sufficient to require several hours 


to inspect it even hastily. JACOB T. CHILD, ¢ : 
) . © , Conse 


, backed by the 


OS 


HANKOw, March 19, 1894. 


The election of 1890 was no sooner declared in favor of the 
Democratic party than the work was begun of erecting this im- 
mense plant, costing $4,500,000, in China for the purpose of 
manufacturing iron, steel rails, or machinery, and I would ask 
the American laborer if the cheap labor of China is to produco 
arms and steel rails and machinery as cheaply as they can bo 
produced bya servile and degraded laborer, what can he expect 
with a largely reduced protection for him in this bill? Tho 
bars are to be taken down, and this is a significant illustration 
of what may be expected in case this alleged revenue tariff bill 
of the Democratic party shall succeed. 
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In short, Mr. President, as I have previously stated, all of our | out limit, to this colossal industry no protection what tis 


products, both of the field and of the mine, will suffer incalcu- | off 


lable loss if this iniquitous measure shall find its way to our | 


statute books and be enacted into law. It is not my purpose at 


this late stage of the discussion to enter on an argument as to | 


the merits ot protection or the policy of a revenue tariff, which 
I believe is now the alleged doctrine of the Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber. But, sir, the great fact remains, 
which can not be denied, which is enforced by experience, 
which is illustrated in a thousand ways just now, that the chief 
glory of the system we advocate is in furnishing better wages 
to the laboring man and more of the comforts of life and more 
opportunities for development in every way than can be ¢b- 
tained elsewhere in all the world. 


This bill absolutely abandons now and for all time the claim | 


that protection is unconstitutional. After the spectacle which 
has been witnessed in this contest thatissue ought not to be 
raisedagain. And this statement should be forever folded away 


as one of the exhibits in the unique collection of the mistakes 
of the Democratic party. 


The junior Senator from Georgia in his late speech in this | 


Chamber said: 

The Democratic party is bound to make good its pledges. To fail in the 
policy of tariff reform would be to betray the interests of the people who 
_ editin power. To failin this great dominating issue, upon which the 

ast Presidential campaign was fought and won, would be to confess the 
inability of the party to administer the Government. 

The Democratic party will be false to its high mission and neglectful of 
its great opportunity if, in addition to tariff reform, it fails to carry out by 
effective legislationits solemn pledges of financial relief as embodied in the 
demand for free silver coinage and the recommendation for the repeal of 
the 10 per cent tax on State bank circulation. 

Tariff reform is a very elastic term as illustrated in this bill, 
and whether he means the tariff reform of the sincere though 
mistaken ideas of the junior Senator from Texas, or those of the 
junior Senator from Ohio, does not appear. And yet there isa 
yawning gulf between them which even the skillful manipula- 
tions of the senior Senator from Maryland has not been able to 
bridge. 

The vote of the House of Representativesof 172 to102, 79 mem- 
bers not voting, by which it refused to repeal the 10 per cent 
tax on State bank circulation a few days ago, shows also that 
the party is still, in the words of the distinguished gentleman, 
“Walse to its high mission and neglectful of its great oppor- 
tunities.” . 

‘There is no class of people who will suffer more by the pas- 
sage of this bill than the farmers. and nowhere will it bear more 
heavily than in Michigan. Witha coast line of over 800 miles 
on Lakes Surperior and Huron, the competition with Canada in 
hay, vegetables, eggs, apples, and farm products generally, is 
sharp and severe. 

This bill offers no adequate protection to our farmers in any 
of these articles, and we can only believe that this attack on the 
agricultural interests of the country has bean made in favor of 
the Canadian farmers and not of our own. 

The American Farmer of January 11, 1894, in quoting from the 
Philadelphia Times, a Democratic paper, has the following: 

Chere is no more fertile region than the Canadian provinces. They pro 
duce wheat, rye, barley, fowls, eggs, butter, apples, horses, and cattle in 
great abundance, and of superior quality. By placing these farm products 
upon the free list, the Committee on Ways and Means will give to barren 
New England those products which have heretofore been largely brought 
from New York, Pennsylvania, and the prairie States of the Mississippi 
Valley. The Canadians can produce them all and sell them cheaper than the 
product of our own country. 

Tosuch a feast the Committees on Finance invite the already depressed 
agricultural industry. 

With a large overproduction at home, the American farmer 
is not only offered sharp competition with a foreign govern- 
ment, which can undersell him because of cheap land and cheap 
labor, and with the fences of a sufficient protection broken 
down the prospect is indeed disheartening. 

For more than fifty years our national policy has been to put 
a tariff upon the importation of woolen goods. This has built 
up great industries at home, employing thousands of people, 
with millions of dollars of capital invested. The testimony be- 
fore the House Committee on Ways and Means in the F'ifty- 
third Congress was that ‘‘American manufacturers are able to 
make every kind of grade of woolen goods at least just as good 
as they are made in Europe.” 

Decreased duties and the abrogation of the McKinley rate 
strikes a serious blow at a great industry, which, under the act 
of 1890, was developing at marvelous speed. But the feature of 
this bill which deserves the most severe condemnation is the 
treatment of the American farmer as a woolgrower. It is the 
determination of the other side to force free wool, and while 
now the American woolgrower has to compete directly with 
Australasia, the Argentine Republic, South Africa, and Uru- 
guay, where they are able to increase their sheep almost with- 














ered. 
[he number of sheep in the world in 1892 outside of the United 
States is estimated by a well-known authority, North's Wool 
Book, at 539,787,332, and the product of the wool outside of the 
United States in 1891 at 2,149,673,600 pounds. The she the 
United States in 1892 were only 44,038,365, ar dd 1 of 
wool in 1894 only 307,100,000 pounds. Austra 1 LI 
30L sheep in 1891 and in 1893 125,000,009 ntine R 
public with 103,413,817 in 1887, and South Africa with immense 
locks, could supply all the wool required at prices even lower 


than they are now. If this bill should become a law, this means 
the practical destruction of this great American industry. 

The minimum value on the Michigan farm before March, 1803, 
when the McKinley law was in full foree, of Michigan fine 
vashed wool, was 24 cents a pound. In June, 18%, withathreat 
of free wool impending, it was sold for 94 cents, and if the ! 

of free wool brings such an enormous reduction, what will the 
act itself do? My colleague has pointed outin detail, and has 


| cited in letters from our citizens, the feeling in my State and 


the great and present ruin which has come upon this industry. 

I will content myself with quoting from one letter from among 
those received on this subject. Judge F. I. Russell, of Hart, 
Mich., who is largely interested in sheep-raising, writes: 

With unwashed wool selling at 8 and 10 cents, it is out of the question for 
the industry to survive. It is now worth 8 cents, but they do n care to 
purchase evenat that. [would give a man a commission of 10 per cent to 
sell my entire flock at one-half of what I could have sold them for immedi 
ately before Cleveland's election. If this duty is removed, we n i 
raising sheep in Michigan; there is no mistake about that. 
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There is no justice in giving protection tothe manufacturer and 
the minerand denying it to the farmer, and this bill which grants 
a 40 per cent duty on sugar and 89 per cent on rice for the ben- 
efit of the planters of Louisiana offers only ruin to the people of 
Michigan. The woolgrowing interest of our country, Mr. Pres- 
ident, should be protected above all others, because it repre- 
sents one of the very greatest of our industries in the amount of 
capital invested, the amount of wages paid to labor, and in the 
amount of its production, and the demand for pasturage, hay, 
corn, oats, etc. 

We witness to-day a situation almost phenomenalin American 
politics. The Wilson bill, when it passed the House of Rep 
resentatives, was hailed with loud acclaim by the Democratic 
party as a realization at last of their fondest hopes for what 
they called tariff reform. The author of that bill was congratu- 
lated and cheered, and some of his devoted adherents went to 
the length of carrying him on their shoulders as an evidence of 
their joy. It has run its weary course in this Chamber; and i 
it goes back at all to the other end of the Capitol, will go so dis 
figured as to be unrecognizable even by its fond parent. It is 
neither one thing nor the other. 

A large portion of the Democratic press of the country has 
denounced and repudiated it. Even such a blind adherent of 
Mr. Cleveland as Harper’s Weekly says‘‘ the Democratic part; 
has had its chance and failed.” It calls the Administration a 
failure; and Democratic meetings of tariff reformers in New 
York and Massachusetts, in their bitterness of soul, have ex 
pressed themselves as willing that the McKinley law, which to 
them has been the abomination of all abominations, should re- 
main on the statute books rather than this monstrosity should 
become alaw. Itiscovered with the stain of a great scandal, 
by which the sugar trust gets a concession of some $30,000,000; 
it has broughta lasting disrepute on the Senate itself, and is 
discredited and denounced in the house of its friends. Itisa 
series of bargains and deals unequaled in American politics, 
and it can not but receive the just condemnation of the people 
of the country if they should ever pass judgment upon it. 

The speech of my friend, the distinguished junior Senator 
from Georgia, was an earnest effort to refute the charge that 
this bill is not sectional, but he was surrounded with unfortu- 
nate concessions which can not be explained on any other the- 
ory. The spectacle of a duty of 80 per centon the rice of Louisi- 
ana and 40 per cent on sugar, while the Northern farmer in 
competition with Canada is not given adequate protection to his 
eggs, hay, and vegetables, andis offered free wool, is one which 
taxes the best energies of his mind to explain. It is difficult to 
harmonize the action of the Finance Committee on cotton ties 
and cotton machinery with placing barbed wire on the free list 
barbed wire, which employs 20,000 men in Lllinois, I am told, 
while the billets from which it is made are dutiable for the ben- 
efit of foreign labor. 

I listened to the glowing picture he presented of the undevel- 
oped resources of his State; I also heard the junior Senator 
from Louisiana describing the virgin pine forests in Louisiana. 
Senators have grown eloquent picturing the coal and iron and 
marble now awaiting the capital and skill and enterprise neces- 
sary to develop those marvelous resources. Let me say to these 
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Senators, if they would listen to the voices from the New South; if 
they would point tothesmoke signals which have waved in the sky 
from Atlanta and Birmingham and Sheffield; if they would come 
out of the mists and fogs of the past and denounce the mumbling 
over dead issues, and get away from the doctrine of free trade, 
which was thecorner stone of that Confederate constitution which 
was shot to death by the invincible armies of the Union, and per- 
ished at Appomattox, their resources will not remain undevel- 
oped. Let them listen to the voice of the New South which is 
surely coming with the triumph of protection, already heralded 
by the ground swell of popular approval at every opportunity 
the people have had to apologize for the great mistake of 1892. 

The doctrine this side of the Chamber. advocates is as broad as 
ourcountry. It will do for Alabama, the Virginias, Louisiana, 
and Georgia what it has already done for Ohio and Michigan. 

Let them denounce and disclaim the Gen. Rossers and Rev. 
Caves, who are still falsifying history and fanning the almost ex- 
tinct embers of past bitterness, and welcome the Northern im- 
migrant into great States which only require the magic touch 
of capital and labor to become hives of industry, surrounded by 
a people enjoying the comforts and luxuries of life inseparable 
from the high wages the protected American workman has here- 
tofore received. 

The South had a gifted son who passed away in “‘ youth’s bright 
morning,” lamented by the entire nation, whose grave is still 
rovered with the immortelles of our affectionate admiration. 
In his brief life he had accomplished great things for his coun- 
try, and was as eloquent in speech as he was great-souled and 
tender-hearted. <A true lover of his country, he saw the future 
and the needs of the South with unclouded vision. He believed 
in protection and sought to build up hissection. He turned his 
back on the bitterness and mistakes of the sad past, and with 
beautiful word-pictures, painted a future of industrial develop- 
ment for the States of the South which is an inspiration to bet- 
ter things. He hadan all-embracing patriotism, which reached 
out the hand of friendship to the North and has done much to 
bring us all together. Mr. President, the national calamity of 
the untimely death of Henry W. Grady is universally recog- 
nized. In a speech at the Texas State Fair at Dallas, seven 
yeurs ago, among other things he said: 

Texas produces a million and a half bales of cotton, which yield her 860,- 
000,000. That cotton, woven into common goods, would add 875,000,000 to 
Texas's income from this crop, and mee, 220,000 operatives, who would 
spend within her borders more than $30,000,000 in wages. Massachusetts 
manufactures 575,000 bales of cotton, for which she pays $31,000,000, and sells 
for $72,000,000, adding a value nearly equal to Texas's gross revenue from 
cotton, and yet Texas has a clean advantage for manufacturing this cotton 
of 1 cent per poundover Massachusetts. The little village of Grand Rapids 
began manufacturing furniture ——, because it was set in a timber dis- 


trict. Itis now a great city, and sells $10,000,000 worth of furniture every 
year, in making which a population of 40,000 people is supported. 
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The best pine districts of the world are in Eastern Texas. With less com- 
petition and wider markets than Grand Rapids has, will she ship her forests 
at prices that barely support the wood-chopper and sawyer, to be returned 
in the making of which great cities are built or maintained? When her 
farmers and herdsmen draw from her cities $126,000,000 as the price of their 
annual produce, shall this enormous wealth be scattered through distant 
shops and factories, leaving in the hands of Texas no more than the suste- 
nance, support, and the narrow brokerage between buyer and seller? As 
one-crop farming can not support the country, neither can a resource of 
commercial exchange support a city. Texas wants immigrants; she needs 
them; for if every human being in Texas were placed at equidistant points 
through the State, no Texan could hear the sound of a human voice in your 
broad areas. F 

So how can you best attract immigration? By furnishing work for the 
artisanand mechanicif you meet the demand of your population for cheaper 
and essential manufactured articles. One-half million workers would be 
needed for this, and with their families would double the population of your 
State. In these mechanics and their dependents farmers would find a mar- 
ket for not only their staple crops, but for the truck that they now despise to 
raise or sell, but is at least the cream of the farm. 

The most prosperous section of this world is that known as the Middle 
States of this Republic. With agriculture and manufacturers in the bal- 
ance, and their shops and factories set amid rich and ample acres, the re- 
sult is such deep and diffuse prosperity as no other section can show. Sup- 
pose those States had a monopoly of cotton and coal so disposed as to com- 
mand the world’s markets and the treasury ofthe world’s timber, I suppose 
the mind is staggered in contemplating the majesty of the wealth and power 
they would attain. 

Another cause that has prospered New England and the Middle States, 
while the South languished, is the system of tariff taxes levied on the 
unmixed agriculture of those States for the protection of industries to our 
neighbors to thenorth, a system on which the Hon. RoGER Q. MILLS—that 
lion of the Tribe of Judah—has at last laid his mighty paw, and under the 
indignant touch of which it trembies to its center. That system is to be re- 
vised and its duties reduced, as we all agree it should be, though I should 
say in perfect frankness I do not agree with Mr. MILLs in it. 


My own home city, to which he refers, has more than doubled 
in ne since he made thisstatement. Our industrial sys- 
tem has again felt the heavy hand of the junior Senator from 
Texas, and indeed ‘‘ trembles toitscenter;” but if this clear voice 
from Grady’s grave could be heard again; if the smokeless fur- 
naces of Birmingham and Sheffield, in Alabama, could influence 
and direct this bill, is there any question as to what message 
would be wafted to us? 

Since I have sat in this Chamber I have heard the leaders of 
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Democracy, with the record and the speeches i 

" shes of long years 

the interest of free trade behind them, arise in their slaons een 

by one and announce their dissatisfaction with this bill. The 

junior Senator from Texas, Mr. MILLS, on April 24, 1894, said: 
The bill we are now considering does not meet my entire approval. I 


doubt if in all its provisions it meets the approval of any Se 
side of the Chamber; but as it is it shall have my cordial support. ee 


They have admitted that it is not what they want; it is not 
what they approve. Instead of being brave men, they have 
practically admitted that they were forced to accept it at the 
dictation of so-called Democrats who have made them do their 
bidding. The senior Senator from Maryland has exultingly.an- 
nounced that the Wilson bill, embodying as it does the ideas of 
Democracy for free raw materials, could not pass this body, and 
as I have heard these utterances, Mr. President, I have recalled 
the early days of the Republic, when statesmen were consistent 
and did not advocate measures which they did not believe in, 
but stood fast to their principles and sought for the approval 
which comes from the consciousness of duty well performed. 

I recalled, and Irefer the Senators on the other side to the ex- 
ample of one who was as great as he was patriotic, and who be- 
lieved in the principle of protection and commercial independ- 
ence. Compare forone moment the utterances of these latter-day 
statesmen with those of George Washington at the Constitu- 
tional Convention in Philadelphia, when he is reported to have 
said: ‘‘If to please the people we offer what we ourselves disap- 
prove, how can we afterwards defend our work? Let us raise a 
standard to which the wise and honest can repair; the event is 
in the hand of God.” 

We on this side of the Chamber, Mr. President, will confi- 
dently raise such a standard and appeal again to the great tri- 
bunal which stands ready and anxiously waiting to give an en- 
lightened verdict. Itisa banner which has led the American 
people in the past to material triumphs, which have blest our 
toiling millions, and won the admiration of the world. It marks 
the highest development in the progress of civilization, and 
cafries hope and joy to the poorest and humblest citizen. It 
will still point the way to conquests yet unknown, and the light 
of peace and plenty will again shine upon the happy and con- 
tented homes of a free and prosperous people, where the laborer 
shall receive a just reward for toil, and the Republic will move 
grandly and steadily and serenely forward to that great future 
which, under a wise policy, awaits the American name. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in the strong and elo- 
quent speech to which we have just listened from the junior 
Senator from the State of Michigan [Mr. PATTON], one thing in 
particular impressed me, and that was the recital concerning 
the great industrial plant for the manufacture of iron and steel 
which is now being constructed in China. In connection with 
that matter, 1 have risen to ask the courtesy of the Senate for a 
moment to put into the RECORD a very remarkable communica- 
tion, which I cut from a recent number of the New York Sun, 
from the pen of one of their trusted correspondents, Mr. C. 
Wood Davis, which gives a very elaborate and interesting ac- 
count of the industrial progress of Japan, which Mr. Davis aptly 
calls ‘‘the new member of the industrial commonwealth.” 

It is shown that in the manufacture of woolen goods, cotton 
goods, friction matches, amis rope, machinery, clocks and 
watches, umbrellas, glass, brick, fireproof safes, leather, cement, 
electrical supplies, boots and shoes, hats and foreign styles of 
clothing, saddlery, coaches, paints, upholstery, passenger and 
freight cars, commercial fertilizers, and many other things, 
Japan is making most marvelous progress at the present time. 

This correspondent, in the closing paragraph, calls the atten- 
tion of the United States to the fact of this great industrial 
movement in Japan in these significant words: 

The Western world must face the competition of this new member of the 
industrial commonweaith, soon to be fu 7 armed with the best of modern 
appliances and processes, that is favored by the lowest of all wage scales, 


that has an abundance of most efficient labor, and that is not handicapped 
by excessive taxation. 


Mr. President, this communication is one of great interest, 
to which I cail the attention of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber, showing as it does that in the industrial race of 
the present day we are seriously confronted by Japan, and that 
if we are to sustain our present industrial supremacy we must 
be wise in the matter of economic legislation in this country. 
Any law that will admit to our markets, without adequate tariff 
duties, the products of Japan and China, where labor is proba- 
bly cheaper than in any other part of the world, will inevita- 
bly destroy the manufacturing industries and degrade the labor 
of this country. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate a moment longer, but I 
will ask consent that the communication be printed in the REc- 
ORD without further i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
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The requestof the Senator from New Hampshire will be granted 
in the absence of objection. 
The communication is as follows: 


JAPAN—THE NEW MEMBER OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMMONWEALTH. 


When, after centuries of exclusion, the doors of Japan were opened to the 
Western nations, it was believed that an outlet had been found for immense 
quantities of European and American commodities, no thought being en- 
tertained that the Western peoples were but taking an apprentice to train 
and instruct in modern industrial processes, or that this apprentice would 
soon supply all the requirements of the newly opened market and compete 
sharply, with every advantage except an abundance of capital, for the pos- 
session of all the markets of the Eastern world, and become a menace to the 
possession of even the home markets of the older industrial nations, 

Prior to the revolution of 1868 Japan was a nationof priests, feudal nobles, 
armed retainers, cultivating peasants that were but serfs of the nobles, and 
a great body of artist artisans, the social system being one of inexorable 
caste. 

The revolution changed all this most completely and made a nation of 
merchants, peasant cultivators with a secure and favorable land tenure, and 
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an active and skilled body of artisans who were no less artistic than under | 


the old régime. The world has never witnessed more rapid and radic: 1 
social and political changes than occurred in Japan during the last half of 
theseventh decade. No more radical industrial changes ever occurred than 
those now progressing in the Empire of the Rising Sun. 

Prior to 1876, when the Mikado established a woolen mill at Tokio for the 
manufacture of cloth wherewith to cloth the army, Japan had little practi- 
cal knowledge of modern industrial appliances and processes, as there ex- 
isted but one establishmet in the Empire where such processes were applied 
to the production of textiles or other wares. At that time foreign machine- 
made goods were rapidly driving the domestic hand-made textiles and other 
wares out of the home market. Although the stupendousindustrial change 
wrought since 1880 will not restore the supremacy of the hand loom and 
other primitive industries of the nation, but rather aid in their extinction, 
it has practically restored Japanese control of the home market for textiles 
and other manufactures, and is not unlikely to prove a potent factor in ex- 
cluding American and European wares from other Eastern markets. 

The first cotton spinning mill was erected at Kagoshima in 1865, and for 


fifteen years it was the only attempt made to introduce modern methods | . 7 7 
specie has wholly ceased, leaving the Japanese in excellent condition to 


in textile industries other than the Government woolen mill at Tokio. In 
1880 three other spinning mills were built and eleven more followed before 
1886, Before 1890 twenty-three others were added, and since 1890 the increase 
of productive power has been very great; not so much from the multiplica- 


tion of establishments as from the greater capacity of such as have been | 


built. 

The major part of the mills built prior to 1899 were of small capacity, and 
the cost of operation relatively great. This condition, combined with the 
inexperience of owner and operative, rendered the experiment unprofitable; 
so much so that British representatives were felicitating their countrymen 


upon the inability of the Japanese to conduct industrial corporations, the | 
probability that the experiment would end in utter failure, and that Great | 


Britain would long continue to control the textile trade of Japan. The 
Japan capitalist, however, seems to have soon penetrated the mysteries of 
corporate Management, and, profiting by observation, has built larger mills, 
while the operative has learned the art of manipulating the machinery. 
That is, experience has added so much to the efilciency of managers and 
operatives as to result in complete success, if success can be measured by 
returns from investments. During the last three years shares of six of the 





cotton spinning corporations have been dealt in on the Osaka Exchange, | 


the average value of the $109 shares having been $55.28, 15th of December, 
1890, and $137.76, 15th of July, 1892. 

This advance of 149 per cent in nineteen months followed the payment of 
dividends, those of December, 1891. ranging from #8 to #20 per share, or an 
average of $14.33, Dividends were not, however, confined to the six corpora- 
tions named; indeed, those were much below the average of $17.63 a share 
paid at the same time by the twenty-one companies whose reports are at 

and.’ The earnings per spindle in the twenty-one mills was something 
phenomenal, having averaged $4.27 centsin 1891. Aside from a wage scale 
of 16.2 cents a day for male operatives and one of 8 cents a day for females, 
this extraordinary spindle power to earn was largely due, as was the output 
per spindle, to the fact that under Japanese management a given capital and 
a given plant are twice as effective in production as among the Western na- 
tions, as the mills, aided by the electric light, run night and day in shifts of 
eleven hours. The operatives alternate weekly from day to night. In this 
way the sagacious Jap makes his capital do twice the duty of that of his Oc- 
cidental competitor. 

The impulse which the cotton industry has received of late is best shown 
by the imports of raw cotton in recent years. In 1836 the raw cotton im- 
a aggregated 4,400,900 pounds; in 1887 it was 7,400,000 pounds, rising to 

04,900,000 pounds in 1892, the importsof the latter year being fourteen times 
those of six years earlier. Marvelous as was this increase, by far the greater 
part of it was obtained in the last two years, as the imports of 1890 were less 
than a third of those of 1892. 

Not only have the Japanese mills succeeded in securing control of the 
home markets for the lower counts of yarn used in household weaving, but 
in 1892 they began the exportation of yarnto China. As the cost of pro- 
duction in Japan is authoritatively stated to be 18 per cent less than in the 
Indian mills, itis not impossible that the yarns of Japan will drive both 
those of Bombay and Manchester from the East Asian markets at an early 
day. When the Japanese shall take to weaving as well as spinning cotton 
by machinery, there seems little to prevent their taking possession of a 
large part of the textile trade of the Eastern world, as they have exhibited 
a special facility of adapting their wares to the requirements of any given 
market. This has been exemplified in the methods employed to drive the 
European matchout of the Chinese market and the manner in which they 
have secured the umbrella trade of the East. 

Only recently have any attempts been made to weave cotton by machinery, 
but two such mills are now in operation, as are two silk-weaving mills of 
small capacity, and there is reason to believe that the progress will be quite 
as rapid as that obtaining in the spinning industry. 

The manufacture of friction matches by European machinery is the oldest 
and most successful application of modern processes, and affords ample ev- 
idence of the adaptability of the Japanese to new modes of operation. So 
great has been their successin the match manufacture that the importation 
of European matches has wholly ceased; they have monopolized the mar- 
kets of China, and make shipments to Russia, Korea, and San Francisco. 

Soap factories are supplying most of the home demand, and large quanti- 
ties of soap are exported. 

Rope is made so successfully by modern machinery that the domestic de- 
mand is met, and shipments are made to the Asiatic continent and California. 

Until 1888 the imports of machinery increased yearly, but since that time 
they have constantly declined, and are now confined largely to industrial 
equipments, the ordinary forms of machinery being of home make. So re- 
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markable has been thé progress in this direction that recently shipments of 
ordnance have been made to Portugal. 

Breweries have been established, the importation of beer nearly extin- 
guished, and the Japanese beverage is largely exported. 

Clocks and watches were formerly tmported; later the parts were im- 
ported and put together by Japanese workmen. While this still continues, 
the manufacture of timepieces outright has been commenced under the su- 
pervision of Japs who have learned the business in Switzerland, and so suc 
cessful the venture that since the new year Japaness agents have been in 
the West buying the most approved watchmaking machinery, with the 
avowed purpose of engaging in the manufacture of watches for the West 
ern markets. The deftness, intelligence, industry, and adaptability of Jap 
anese metal-workers assure a mechanical success, and combined with an 
exceedingly low wage scale will render them formidable competitors when 
ever the output of timekeepers shall be in excess of home requirements 

A few years since Europe shipped great numbers of umbrellas to Japan 
Now the Japanese have taken complete possession of the home market, and 
in 1892 exported more than 1,000,000 umbrellas to China, Korea, and Asiatic 
Russia. 

The glass factories of Japan are turning out great quantities of chea 
ware that is displacing the European product both at home and abroa 
markets being found in China. Korea, Vladivostock, and San Francisco 

Brick wasformerly imported, as wascoal. In recent years brick have been 
exported to England and coal to the Western coast of America 

In addition to the articles named Japanese manufacturers now nearly or 
quite meet the demand for fireproof safes, leather, cement, electric supplies, 
boots and shoes, hats and foreign styles of clothing, so dear to the heart of 
the Europeanized Jap, saddlery, coaches, paints, upholstery, passenger and 
freight cars, commercial fertalizers, and a vast array of small wares that 
were formerly imported. Progress is shown in the manufacture, use, and 
exportation of cigarettes. 

During the last five years exports of the hand-woven silks of Japan 1 
increased 875 per cent; those of paper, muchof it made by the best Amer 
and European machinery, some 77 per cent; matches, 170 percent; glassware. 
600 per cent; leather, 700 per cent; boots and shoes 127 per cent, and sulphuric 
acid, 64 per cent. 

The substitution of machine-made wares of domestic manufacture for 
those formerly imported, and the exportation of the surplus of machine 
made goods have resulted in turning the balance of trade tn Japin’s favor. 
and the foreign debt of the nation being leas than $5,000,000, the drain of 


) 
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contest the markets of the far East with America, Europe, and India 

So progressive is this old-young nation, and so much inclined to adopt 
any obvious improvement, that its intention is to use the metric system of 
weights and measures. 

The Western world must face the competition of this new member of the 


| industrial commonwealth, soon to be fully armed with the best of modern 


appliances and processes, that is favored by the lowest of all wage scales, 
that has an abundance of most efficient labor, and that is not handicapped 
by excessive taxation. 

Cc. WOOD DAVIS. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the clear and forcible pre- 
sentation by the junior Senator from Michigan|Mr. PATTON ]of 
the danger to the iron industry of his State and the United 
Statesfrom the great works which are being constructed in China 
under the supervision and patronage of that Government reminds 
me of astory which came to me lately in reference to a remark 
made by the viceroy of China, Li Hung Chang, to Gen. Grant 
on the occasion of the latter's tour around the world. 

Gen. Grant was reported to have said to Li Hung Chang, 
‘* Why is it that your people do not seem to adapt themselves 
to modern inventions and modern mirchinery? Why do they 
not make more progress in those directions?” The viceroy 
significantly said, ‘‘ The people of China are making progress 
in these directions fast enough for the welfare of the United 
States.” That remark is illustrated by recent events. It has 
been well shown, to a limited extent in this debate, that the 
labor of this country is not alone in danger from the under- 
paid labor of Europe, but that in the future our greatest dan- 
ger may be from the cheap labor of India, China, and Japan. 

The revelations which are being daily made to us from those 
quartersof the globe should remind us that in a very short time 
instead of talking about 39, 40, and 50 per cent duties as suffi- 
cient to allow the industries of this country to survive, it will 
be necessary, if we are to protect our labor against the pauper 
hoards of Asia, to have duties of 100, 200 and 390 per cent, or 
our industries, maintained by highly paid American labor, will 
receive a fatal blow. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to withdraw the amendment which I 
offered to paragraph 481 of the bill, on page 100. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that will 
be the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to submit only a few 
observations on the income tax proposed in the pending bill. 
My objections toitaretwo‘old. First, that it is unnecessary for 
the purpose of raising sufficient revenue, and is resorted to as a 
means of hreaking down the system of protective custom duties; 
and, secondly, that its provisions are extremely faulty, inequi- 
table, unjust, and, by their complication, difficult of execution. 

It is unnecessary. That has been shown by the senior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HI], by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH}, 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and even, when fully 
considered, by the chairman of the Finance Committee, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES}. 

The bill as it stands to-day will raise all the revenue which 
the Government needs without the income tax. Some Senator 


whose name I can not now recall—I think it was the Senator from 
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Texas |Mr. MiIuis|—in answering this admitted that it would; 
but said we should have bonds to pay by and by,-and therefore 
it WLS prope r enough to raise & surplus. 

I take it for granted, then, thatthis isan unnecessary tax. It 
is not oven an emergency tax, as it was said to be by some Sena- 


tor, I think by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If 
there is any emergency which requires the imposition of this 
tax, it is a party emergency which makes it necessary for the 
Democratic party to conciliate its assistants, the Populists. But 
so far as the Government is concerned, so far as the revenues of 


the Government and the needs of its Treasury ‘are concerned, 
it is an utterly unnecessary tax. If there is any revival of busi- 
ness after the passage of the bill we shall certainly have revenue 
enough without it. 

it is claimed upon the otherside, I think without much rea- 
son, that if we will only pass some kind of a bill there is to be a 
revival of business. If that claim is true, there will be raised 
from the customs duties and the excise duties all the money 
which will be required to support the Government during the 
next year. Ifit be not true, if the depression is to continue, 
there will be little or nothing derived from a tax on incomes. 
A policy which is to strike down business and destroy incomes 
should not have an income tax incorporated withit. I shall not 
speak further of the fact that the tax is unnecessary for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue. 

Why, then, is the tax resorted to? As the bill came from tho 
llouse of Representatives it might have been justified on the 
ground of necessity. The bill, as constructed in the House of 
Representatives, struck down a large portion of the duties de- 
vived from customs; forinstance, the duty uponsugar. The bill 
came from the other House with free sugar and an income tax. 
We have added to the bill a duty on sugar which will produce in 
the near future at least $50,000,000. .By that one act we did 
uway with all necessity for the income tax. Upon the admitted 
statements of the Committee on Ways and Means in the House 
of Representatives we.add more to the bill by the sugar duty 
than it is expected the income tax will raise. Then we in the 
Senate have largely increased the revenue from other sources 
over the bill as it came from the other House. 

Why was the income tax originally incorporated in the bill? 
It was because of the proposed change in our system of raising 
revenue, [twas because the House of Representatives proposed 
to strike down protective duties and go to revenue duties as a 
rule for the raising of revenue. In other words, it undertook 
to adapt our system to the English system, and the English 
system includes and necessitates an income tax. 

iingland will not raise customs by duties which are protective 
either incidentally or per se. Therefore England is obliged to 
resort to other forms of taxation. So sheadopts the income tax, 
the stamp tax, the excise tax and a variety of miscellaneous 
taxes to make up for the duties which she will not impose and 
the revenues which she will not raise by customs duties. That 
is the only excuse for the income tax in the pending bill, an ex- 
guse and a reason which have now been taken away because we 
have added enough to our customs list, together with our excise 
taxes upon tobacco and spirits, to meet the expenditures of the 
Government, 

| have heard for years and years one universal cry from the 
Democratic party that we ought to abolish war taxes, and yet 
L find here in the pending bill the most odious of all war taxes, 
that-»which has been universally conceded to have been the most 
odious of what were called war taxes. Indeed, if, whenthe elec- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland was known to have been effected, if last 
August, when we came here to the Senate and to the other 
House, anyone had proposed or suggested that it was possible 
that an income tax would be resorted to, the suggestion would 
not have been entertained for a moment. 

{ know that in certain sections of this country where the Pop- 
ulist sentiment prevails there was some talk about resorting to 
an income tax, but all over the country elsewhere, embracing 
the Kastern, the Middle, the Northwestern States, and way 
down below the old Mason and Dixon line, the idea was consid- 
ered to be impossible. WhenTI said to my friends in my own 
home that ‘‘ what the Demoeratic part will finally do is to re- 
sort to the income tax,’ I was regarded as little better than a 
slanderer of the Democratio party. So it seems to me to come 
with ill grace from the people who have been inveighing against 
war taxes that they now adopt this most odious war tax and that 
they should follew directly as to our system of taxation the 
English system. 

| wish to say right here that if this were a necessary tax and 
were justly and fairly constructed, I should not make any oppo- 
sition to it. If the necessities of the Government required the 
imposition of some tax to raise revenue over and beyond what 
might bs raised from customs duties and duties upon tobacco 
and spirits, | should regard the income .tax.as the. next best 
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mothod of taxation. Therefore,in what I have to say against 
the tax now proposed, I do not wish to be understood that op- 
pose an income tax whenever the necessities of the Government 
may require one, 

What I do say is that it should not be resorted to when the 
necessities of the Government do not requiro it, simply for the 
purpose of breaking down the protective system in this country 
or for the purpose of conciliating or pleasing any body of men 
who have such an apparent objection to the accumulation of 
money that if anyone has acquired any they are willing that the 
Government should attempt to take it away from them. I do 
not know that I shall say more upon this idea in these remarks 

I wish to state that the rights of property are just as sacred 
as the rights of life and liberty, and that no country which has 
not a just regard for the right of private property can goon pro 
gressively as a republic. [ do not understand the prejudi: 
against the accumulation of wealth. I can understand why it is 
that there should be a prejudice against people getting wealth 
by improper means. 

[ can understand why it should be thought to be a great evil 
that people should be able in a country to acquire large for- 
tunes by illegitimate methods, by methods which the common 
judgment of mankind does not approve; but how it is possible 
thatthere should be a prejudice against any man, whoby indus- 
try, enterprise, fragrality, economy, and good judgment in in- 
vestment has accumulated property, I can not understand. | 
do not believe there is any such real prejudice existing. 

| believe that demagogues appeal to prejudice, appeal to a sen- 
timent which is perhaps to be found in almost every human 
breast, when they appeal to people to take such action, po 
litical or legislative,as will in some way interfere with and crip- 

le people who are better off than they are. There never can 
92 an equal distribution of wealth. lf there were to be an equal 
distribution of wealth, its holding would soon be unequal. The 
history of civilization shows that there never will be and there 
never can be any equal holding of wealth. 

Hiven if the wildidea of having everything owned by the Stato 
could be adopted there would soon be found ways in which cer- 
tain individuals would acquire substantially great wealth, while 
others would be in a state of comparative poverty. Therois no 
better illustration of this than what is now existing in the In- 
dian Territory among the five civilized tribes. There the tribes 
own the fee to the land in common. 

In theory the nation or tribe holds it as trustee for tho 
benefit of all the individuals of the tribes, and yet that land, 
its occupation, its benefit, its income, its profit have been prac- 
tically monopolized by probably not more than 2,500 people be- 
longing to those Indian tribes; one-twentieth of the Indians have 
taken most of the land into possession. There is a great pos- 
session, with great landed proprietors of immense wealth con- 
trolling legislatures, controlling courts, all in the interest of 
their landed holdings. No, Mr. President, this beautiful idea 
of everything in common and everyone having just asmuch as 
anyone else is impracticable in this world. 

Now, I say nothing in defense of those who acquire fortunes 
improperly, and yet there seems to be a prevailing idea that be- 
cause some people acquire fortunes improperly, therefore tho 
cry should be raised, ‘‘Down with every man who owns any- 
thing.” All the ideas of the past, the acquisition of property 
and the accumulation of wealth by means which everybody says 
is legitimate, which the common judgment*of mankind ap- 
proves, are to be thrown to the winds, and if anybody has any 
money he is to be mulcted in some way:and his property taken 
away from him. 

{ have no sympathy with that kind of an idea, whether it 
comes from one party or another or from one section or another. 
The right of property lies at the foundation of government; tho 
idea of the protection of property lies at the foundation of all 
just governments. The Democratic party will make nothing 

y attempting to favor the wild notions about the inequality 
which exists in the country, and the wild notions which seem 
tommake it criminal almost for anybody by industry, enterprise, 
earnestness, and good fortune to have acquired some property. 

I wish to say right here that the Democratic party has to face 
that issue, and as it faces it wisely or unwisely much of the fu- 
ture of this country is to be fashioned. They succeeded in the 
last Presidential campaign by fusing with that class of our fel- 
low-citizens who in some way havea prejudice against all wealth, 
no matter how acquired. That is the way in which they got the 
votes by which they came into power, by a tacit promise to the 
Populists, and, if I may be permitted to say it, notwithstanding 
the suggestion which was made here yesterday, the Socialists, 
that if they would vote with the Democratic party and put them 
in power the Democrats would carry out their ideas. 

Now:-comes the time of performance. We have come to the 
parting of the-ways. The Democratic party has to be all Pop- 
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ulist or all conservative. It can not be aconservative Demo- 
cratic party when it fuses with the Populistparty. If it believes 
in the doctrines of the Populist party, then let it join hands and 
make one party. If it does not believe in the doctrines of the 
Populist party, it has to stand up for its own beliefs or go down. 
This matter of fusion will not do between parties who represent 
different ideas. 

Mr. President, a large portion of this inveighing against any- 
body who has, by proper means, acquired some property comes, 
afterall,from the passionofenvyandcovetousness. Afarmerupon 
his farm in the West, having a hard time to get along, finding 
that his crops do not bring him enough to yield what he consid- 
ers a fair return to enable him to live as he thinks he is entitled 
to live, draws his load of corn into town. He finds there a man 
who was a farmer, but has owned some lots where a city has 
grownup. He finds that his old-time farmer friend, who was 
in the same situation with himself financially, has sold out his 
city lots and has now become a nabob, a millionaire; and imme- 
diately he begins to be envious of his former associate. 

He is not willing that he shall have the benefit of his fortu- 
nate situation and fortunate trade. He begins to think that in 
some way or other he should have been the man _ to enjoy that 
fortune. Then he begins to envy tae man who has acquired 
the fortune. 

Then, we all have been living extravagantly. The idea of 
making money, of acquiring without labor a fortune, according 
to our ideas of what «a fortune should be,seems to have taken 
possession of everybody. 

Kvervbody fixes hisown standard of wealth, and then he wants 
to make that wealth within a twelvemonth, and live all the while 
during the twelvemonth as if he had it on hand on the Ist day 
of January. That is the foundationof this Populisticsentiment 
in this country. It is not that they complain so much of the 
improper and unequal distribution of weaith as it is the feeling 


of jealousy that they have not been able to acquire as much | 


wealth as they desire. 

Mr. President, you can notconducta government successfully 
by giving way to that sortof feeling; andit is not statesmanlike 
to appeal to that sort of feeling. 

Mr.ALLEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Connecticut yield.to the Senator from Ne- 
braska? 

Mr.PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like to hear the Senator from Con- 
necticut make a statement thatis not borne out bythe truth. I 
infer that he intendsto state the case exactlyas itis. TheSen- 
ator states that the Populist party is envious of the wealthy 
and wishes to live without labor. I desire to state to the Sena- 


tor from Connecticut that there is nothing of that kind in the | 


Populist party; and there is nothing ofthe kind in its platform, 
nothing in the public utterances of its newspapers, nothing in 
the utterances of any of its leaders or members: an. itis simply, 
in my judgment, a chimerical phrase. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. It was with great difficulty that | heard the 
Senator from Nebraska, and I do not.know that I correctly heard 
what he had tosay. Liook notat platforms. I look at what I 


see going on in the country. I see men, who either belong to | 


the Populist party or sympathize with the Populist party, are 
continually railing against wealth and making no discrimina- 
tion in their denunciations as to the mode in which wealth has 
been acquired. It is natural enough that they should not make 
those discriminations—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me 
to make another suggestion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
Senator from Connecticut is in error there again. 

Mr. PLATT. Lam very glad if it does. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party, if the Senator will permit 
me, looks upon the constitutional right of. property in all its 
forms with as much sacredness as the Senator himself looks upon 
it. It believes that any man who acquires an honest fortune is 
entitled to enjoy it and be protected in it. 

It does not believe in encouraging the accumulation of fraud- 
ulent fortunes and a failure to properly legislate or enforce the 
law. It desires to destroy the opportunity of the extremely, 
fraudulently rich, if I may so express it, to constantly rob the 
producers of the country of their equitable and just proportion 
of the property they produce. If that is wrong, it is Populist 
sentiment. 

Mr.PLATT. As stated by the Senator from Nebraska, he 
and I should not much disagree, but the truth is that in practice 
they assume thateverybody who has anything has come by it 
improperly. ’ 

Mr, ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to make another 


The Populist party does discriminate, and the | 
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remark? Idesire to dispuam® that statement and to state that 
there are a great many Populists to-day—men who are leaders 
in the Populist party—who are themselves quite wealthy. 

Mr.PLATT. That is the astonishing thing about the Popu 


list party which I have observed, that people who have acquired 
their fortunes by these methods, which the common judgment 
of mankind would condemn, get into the Populist party and 
some of them become its leaders. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me again? That is 
not the class of men who get into the Populist party. It is the 





| class of men who have earned their fortunes honestly who get 
into that party. The dishonest fellows are in the other par- 
ti 





Mr. PLATT. Wecan not go into personal specifications in 
regard to that, but I have some men in my mind who are lead 
ers, or think they are, who assume to be spokesmen, at any rate, 
for the Populist party, who are men of large wealth, and who did 
not acquire it by brawny workin the field or in the shop, or any- 
where else. 

But I have been diverted from what I intended to say when | 
rose. I assert that the income-tax provision is unnecessary. 
As the bill has now been amended in the Senate it is unneces- 
sary even to the scheme of the Democratic party, if we assume 
that the Senate acts for the Democratic party. We will have 
money enough without it; there will be plenty of revenue. It 
is not only unnecessary, but in some features it seems to me to 
be very wrong. I know that Iam going to take an unpopular 
position in what I now say, yet I think it needs to be said. 

There is no reason why this tax should apply to a corporation 
as acorporation. Itis no part of any income scheme that has 
ever been put in operation or devised in the world. Itisno] 
of the English income scheme, or if so, such an inconsiderable 
part that it euts no figure whatever. It is entirely unjust, as | 
shall endeavor. to show a little further on. 

Now, this element which I have spoken of (and I call it the 
Populist element not in any disparagement of the Populist party 
at all, but this sentiment which has been so widely disseminated 
among the people, largely by politicians who sought to make 
them uneasy in order to get their votes) embraces the idea that 
all corporations are iniquitous associationsand ought to be struck 
down. 

You see that here every day in the Senate. To prejudice the 
Senate against the passage of a bill it is only thought necessary 
to say that a corporation desires it. A railroad corporation, of 
all things, is to be legislated against. Ifit desires anything, it 


| is not to be granted; if it, gets it, it must get it in some secret 


way. When anybody desires anything against a railroad cor- 
poration, that goes, as a matter of course. 

Mr. President, corporations are just like individual 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like tointerrupt the Senatorso much. 

Mr. PLATT. I have scarcely heard any interruption by tl 
Senator yet. 

Mr. ALLEN, Ido not desire to trespass upon the Senator’ 
time, but let me ask him in what section of the country the ide: 
prevails of which hespeaks, thateverything is to be done again 
railroad corporations, thata great jealousy exists against them 
Where is that. the case? 

Mr. PLATT. Itis not lon 


who had made great efforts t 
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sincs the people of Washington, 
ret railroads extended into their 
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| country, finally conceived such a prejudice against railr 


that each political party in a certain portion of that State not 
desiring to be outdone by the other, passed resolutions to the 
effect that the tracks of the railroads ought to be torn up. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to suggest that 
the Populist party has not passed resolutions of that kind in 
Washington, and since that time the Popuiist party has so 
grown that it has almost wiped out of existence the other 
parties? 

Mr. PLATT. I am not talking about the Populist party. I 
am talking about the sentiment in the country which we hear 
everywhere, which we hear in the public press, which we hear 
in speeches of Senators, that in some way corporations are to be 
denounced because they are corporations, thatin some way they 
are detrimental to the best interests of the Government. 

I will not allude to what is said overand over again about their 
power in legislation. This allegation needs no bill of particu- 
lars, no specifications; everybody understands what I mean. 
Denunciation of corporations forms the stock in trade of nearly 
half the politicians of the country, and they make no distinction 
apparently when they denounce corporations. 

It is the sentiment that in some way or other the Legislature 
must get at the corporations, which accounts for the tax upon 
the incomes of corporations in this bill. It has been a remark 
made more than once in the Senate, and so publicy that 1 may 
refer to it during the consideration of this tariff bill, that the 
persons trying to pass it desire to ‘‘getat the rich men,” and 
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that is why this tax is laid on corporations. They wish some | 


way or other to get at corporations. 


| who have concentrated business in their hands, and who 


As I said, this taxing of corporations by an income tax has no | 


precedent to sustain it. It has never been advocated by any 
political economists in- any scheme of income taxation. There 
is no more reason why we should tax the income of a corpora- 


tion because it is a corporation than why we shall tax the income | 


of a partnership because it is a partnership. 

The truth about this matter of corporations is justthis: A cor- 

oration should be treated as anindividual. If it behaves itself 

t should be respected; if it undertakes to do wrong it should be 
restrained. A corporation properly conducted, conducted on 
principles of equity and fair dealing, is a benefit to the country 
and our civilization. 

More than that, it is an indispensable agent of our civiliza- 
tion. Its advent marks progress. If it goes into unfair deal- 
ing, inequitable doing, then it isadisgrace andashame. But 
that is true of the individual just as itis of the corporation. 
Take the merchant. The merchant whocogducts business upon 
fair principles, upon principles of equity, Of fair dealing, man 
with man, and does not attempt to trample upon anybody's 
rights, is respected. He ought to be respected. Take another 
who has no regard for the rights of others, who cheats and 
swindles and oppresses—that man deserves censure, condemna- 
tion. Just so is it with corporations. 

But, Mr. President, if some individual merchant does wicked 
things, things which we condemn, things which we would like 
to prevent, we do not for that reason attack the whole class of 
merchants. Take money-lending. There is nothing wrong 
about money-lending. The world can not get along without 
credit or borrowing and lending, and there must bs in every 
community people whose business it is to lend money. 

Now, so long as they lend money at proper rates, the rates 
which are justified by the common consent of mankind, so long 
as they resort to no means to oppose the debtor, they are not 
to be condemned. But here is a usurer found. Here is a man 
found who takes too much; he lends money at 1 per cent a 
month—has a pawnbroker’s shop, perhaps. What do we do by 
law? Doweimmediately passlawsagainst money-lending? No. 
Do we attack money-lenders? Notatall. We pass laws against 
usury. We pass laws to regulate pawnbroking. 

[ trust the Senator from Nebraska will excuse me, I speak 
only about the Populist party as representing the sentiment or 
as having crystallized in some way a sentiment which prevails 
in the country. That sentiment seems to bs that if a corpora- 
tion does anything wrong, strike at all corporations, tax them. 
Now, why not tax a partnership? This bill does not tax the in- 
come of a partnership; and the corporations of this country, 
when you step outside of those which are continually in the 
mind of the people and which are exciting the criticism of peo- 
ple, are nothing more than commercial partnerships. 

That is the law. The law treats them so. I found in one of 
the decisions of my own State, in the opinion of one of the judges, 
the following: 

Indeed, joint steck corporations in modern times are nothing but com. 
mercial partnerships which have taken the form of corporations for the 
greater facility of transacting business, and to prevent a dissolution of the 
concern by those numerous events which are so liable to work a dissolu- 
tion in a partnership composed of a great number of individuals. (Prattvs. 
Pratt, 33 Conn.) 

Mr. HAWLEY. If my colleague will permit me, we remem- 
ber, both of us very well, that some thirty years ago when our 
joint stock corporations laws were enacted in Connecticut, it was 
then supposed, and even is now, that it is an enormous advan- 
tage to the men of limited means, three, four, or five innumber. 
who, with a thousand dollars apiece, can organize and safely con- 
duct business. It isa special blessing to the poor man. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam going to get to that a little lateron. In 
New York the manufacturing corporations are no longer cre- 
ated by special, but by general law. In the case of the Diamond 
Match Company vs. Roeber, in 106 New York, 473, the court of 
appeals says: 

The laws no longer favor the granting of exclusive pesesenes, and, toa 
great extent, business corporations are practically partnerships, and may 
be organized by any persons who desire to unite their capital or skill in 


business, leaving a free field to all others who desire for the same or similar 
purpose to clothe themselves with a corporate character. 


If you will read the writings of John Stuart Mill you will find 
that he refers to this method of carrying on business by commer- 
cial joint stock corporations as one of the greatest blessings of 
our civilization. 

My colleague has already alluded to the establishment of joint 
stock corporations in the State of Connecticut. 

The general idea which one has when he hears about taxing 
the income of a corporation is that it refers to railroad, tele- 
graph companies, banks, and that class of corporations, and 
great corporations like the sugar trust or the Standard Oil Com- 











pany, the great corporations, with great aggregations of wealth 
» weve . are sup- 
posed to be more or less monopolistic in their character and in 
their dealings. Thatis the idea which seems to be evoked when 
we talk about taxing the income of corporations. : 

7 Sete 3 . 

_ That I insist, with all deference to my friend from Nebraska 
is where the popularity of the income tax comes from, that it is 
based on the idea that it is taxing very wealthy people and t 
ing corporations because they possess great wealth. 

Mr. President, when it comes to my own State it strikes an 

entirely different class of people and an entirely different class 
of corporations—corporations engaged in as honest and legiti- 
mate business as the merchant who has a retail store or the in- 
dividual who is printing a country paper, or the mechanie who 
has been enabled to get asmall shop and carry on a small manu- 
facturing business. 
_ As my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] has well said, back in 1851 we 
introduced into our State the system of encouraging joint stock 
ra at ee think it wasin 1851—and they were, when es- 
tablished, and to-day still are, actual co‘perative associations, 
as much as any reformer ever longed for. 

We have this law? 

“Any three or more persons who shall associate by written articles, which 
shall express their agreement to constitute a corporation, the name by 
which it shall be known, the purpose for which it is constituted, the town in 
this State in which it is to be located, the amount of its capital stock, and 
the number of shares each person is to take, which shares Shall each be of 
the par value of $100, 850, or $25, as may be prescribed in said articles, under 
any name commencing with ‘The’ and ending with ‘company’ or ‘corpora 
tion,’ which name is not then in use by an existing corporation inthis State 
for the purpose of carrying on any lawful business in thfs State and out of 
this State, whatever lawful business may be incidental to the business within 
it, such business not to be either trust, insurance, buying and selling real 
estate, banking, issuing or trading in bonds, notes, or other evidences of in 
debtedness, or trafficking in letters patent or patent rights, shall, when so 
associated, and when a certificate shall have been filed with the secretary 
of this State as hereinafter provided, become and remain a joint stock cor- 
poration underthis act; and corporations may in like manner be formed 
under this act for the purpose of carrying on, outof this State, any lawful 
business not herein forbidden: Provided. That in such cases the secretary 


and treasurer and a majority of the directors shall always be residents of 
this State.’ 


axX- 


The very essential idea of that is a coiperative association, 
and it has been upon that fortunate idea that the business of 
Connecticut has been developed. A few skillful men who have 
been able to acquire by economy and savings from their wages 
a little capital come together, joining their capital, or perhaps 
they get some man with money who is willing to help them 
along, and they start thereby a little manufacturing or a mer- 
cantile business or joint stock corporation. Thatis the way in 
which the industrial condition of Connecticut has been built up. 
Why should those institutions be taxed, Mr. President, any more 
than men who enter into partnership should be taxed as part- 
ners? 

I do not know how many of these concerns we have in Connec- 
ticut, not only manufacturing concérns, but business concerns; 
but I do know that as a general thing they have not large 
capital; that when a great industry has been established they 
have gone to the Legislature and secured a special charter. 

These joint stock companies in Connecticut are just as much 


‘entitled to the consideration of Congress in this matter of taxa- 


tion as savings banks, as mutual life insurance companies, or a% 
fraternal beneficial associations. 

I said I did not know how many of these organizations we have 
in Connecticut, but I know the rate at which they have been 
formed of late:years. From September 1, 1880, to May 1, 1889, 
865 of them wereestablished in the State. I have not the amount 
of their capital, but from my knowledge of the subject I ven- 
ture to say that the average capital of these 90) establishments 
which have been incorporated under our joint stock law within 
the last ten years, does not exceed $25,000 or $30,000, and prob- 
ably it is very much under that. My colleague thinks that 
estimate is too high. 

Why should these concerns be taxed directly as corporations? 
If you are going to have an income tax I do not object to having 
the money which the individual stockholder may derive from 
such corporations included within his income; it ought to be; 
but why tax the corporation as a corporation and not tax a part- 
nership as apartnership? Why tax this business when you do 
not tax all business? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
question? ; 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether it is true in Con- 
necticut, as it is in Rhode Island, that mercantile business is 
now quite largely conducted in the form of corporations rather 
than of partnerships, for the convenience of the parties inter- 
ested, and to carry out still further the idea of codperatign 
among the employés and employers in these mercantile esta 
lishments. 
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Mr. PLATT. Almost the only way in which young men can 
get ahead in this country now is through the agency of these 
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jointstock commercial companies. I appeal to every business | 


man as to what is the common everyday experience. 

For instance. there.has been a partnership of merchants, and 
they have been very successful; those who have been icng in 
the business are quite willing to retire, but they have some 
bookkeepers and agents and clerks to whom they desire to 
give a start in the world, and so, withdrawing a part of their 
capital, perhaps, they turn their mercantile establishments or 
their trading Cuainene into a joint stock company, and they let 
the bookkeeper and the cashier, and the commercial travelers 
and the clerks take some stock and manage the concern there- 
after, leaving a portionof the funds which they have acquired 
by trade remain in the establishment. That is the foundation 
of a new business. From that it begins to grow and thus the 
young men who used to be received into partnership in the old 


times, or used to find some way of getting ahead in the world, | 
have the opportunity to grow up with the business which they | 


themselves managed. That is the history of these corporations 
for which I am pleading. 

What does the bill do? It says, first, that the income of all 
individuals is to be taxed, and, then, that the income of these 
corporations is to have a tax of 2 per cent imposed annually. 

[t will be observed when you go to impose the income tax on 
an individual, you allow him an exemption. If his income does 
not amount to $4,000, or, as the bill is proposed to be amended, 


to $3,000, he pays nothing. But here three or four young men | 


who have established a joint stock corporation store, if they 
have a joint income of $3,000 profit from the business, have to 
pay a2 per cent income tax on all the profits of the business. 
Why should they be compelled to do that any more than if they 
were ina partnership? There is no reason for it; it is unjust; 
it is inequitable. 

It will stop the development of my State to tax these corpora- 
tions. Nobody is going hereafter to form a joint stock cor- 
poration to carry on business if the net profits of that corpora- 
tion are to have an income tax of 2 per centimposed upon them, 
when business carried on in another way is not required to pay 
a tax as a business and when a partnership business is not taxed. 
We shall have no more of these most beneficent corporations 
scattered all over my State, the hum of whose wheels and of whose 
industry can be heard the moment you enter the State, as you 
pass through it, and until youleave it, no matter in what direc- 
tion you may go. 

We shall have no more joint stock corporations formed in the 
State of Connecticut if business carried on in other forms is to 
be discriminated in favor of and they are to be discriminated 
against. If on one side of a street three persons carry on busi- 
ness as partners, making a joint profit of $6,000, no income tax 
is to be paid upon such income or profit unless the partners 
have other sources of income which, added to their share of the 

artnership gains, makes their individual income exceed $4,000. 

f on the opposite side of the street three persons, having formed 
a corporation, carry on the same kind of business and make the 
same amount of profit, the $6,000 profit made by the corporation 
is to pay an income tax of $120. I[s this equal taxation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator before he gets through 
with this line of argument will allude to the fact that there are 
numerous and annoying exactions aside from the taxes imposed 
upon people who do business in this form, in favor of those who 
do business in some other form. 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. They are subject to every inguisi- 
torial feature of this bill, whereas those who do business as a 
partnership are exempt from very many of them. 


But speaking of the tax on corporations generally, it works | 
an injustice in this way: Take the caseof abank. Senaters will | 


say: '‘ Well, the income of a bank ought to be taxed 2 per cent; 
that is all right; these terrible institutions, these national banks 
which are against the spirit of our institutions, if we can get at 
them and puta tax on them of 2 per cent we are doing some- 
thing; we are striking at the banks.” Let us see how that op- 
erates. 

Every individual is taxed under this bill according to the in- 
come which he derives from all sources, with the exemption of 
$4,000, or $3,000, as the case may be; and, if I understand the 
bill, the individual in reckoning up his income can leave out of 
jt the bank dividend which he has received, because the bank 
has been compelled to pay a 2 per cent corporation tax. How 
does that affect the small holder of bank stock? That is true 
with reference to all corporations. 

Take a bank as an illustration. Three-quarters of the stock- 
holders in the national banks in my State are persons who do 
not have an income of $3,000. They have moderate incomes, 
ro all derived from bank stock; it may be one thousand, 

r two thousand, or two thousand five hundred dollars; and it 
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will be seen that, whereas the person whose income is over 
three or four thousand dollars, as the case may be, may deduct 
the dividends from his bank stock, the person who does not 
have an annual income of $3,060 has in effect to pay a 2 per 
cent tax upon his entire income, because when itis taken out by 
the bank, the bank is so much the less able to declare the divi- 
dend, and the loss falls on the stockholders. That is the way 
all through with regard to these corporations. 

This is a scheme by which a person of small means can get no 


| deductions, no exemptions, from the income tax if he happens 





to have his funds invested in the stocks or bonds of a corpora- 
tion, while a person ofa large income can deduct all this because 
the corporation has paid the tax. But there is no exemption 
for the person of small means. Thus the effect of this provi- 
sion will be to put an income tax as a punishment upon every- 
body who happens to have any stock in a corporation and who 
does not have an income equal to $3,000. 

Mr. President, I think I have made my plea good that this 
tax upon corporations is inequitable. 

There are very many other matters to which I might refer in 
this connection. I do not wish to discuss the details of the bill 
generally; but right along in connection with what I have been 
saying there seems to be another thing which is wrong and 
glaringly unjust. I do not know but that it is following the 
Snglish system; perhaps itis. LI refer to the tax upon the in- 
come acquired by inheritance or gift of personal property. We 
have those taxes in the States, Mr. President. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit 
an inquiry? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to be informed by the Senator as to 
whether or not this feature of taxing the incomes of corpora- 
tions is peculiar to this bill, and whether or not it obtains in 
the English law? 

Mr. PLATT. It does not obtain in the English law. I said 
that when I started. 

I ought perhaps to make an explanation, that with a very 
large tax derived from incomes there are certain features of a 
corporation tax which yield a verysmall amount, not more than 
three or four or five hundred thousand dollars for the entire 
Kingdom of Great Britain, but I exclude that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. May IL ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Lask whether or not the business of the 
country now is largely carried on under the system of limited 
liability corporations? 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And whether that system has not toa creat 
extent taken the place of partnerships? 

Mr. PLATT. It has. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iask further whether or not this tax would 
operate very sevesely upon the holders of shares in all those 
limited liability corporations? 

Mr. PLATT. I think it would. It is not nec*seary to tax 
these corporations, 

What should be the scheme of an income tax? It should be to 
tax the personalincomesof individuals which exceed the amount 
exempted, and in that way you get all the income of the country. 
But here you will observe that confusion is created by trying to 
tax the corporation. There is no necessity for it, because, if you 
put the income tax upon personal incomes, you reach all the 
earnings of the corporation in the hands of the individuals 
whose incomes exceed the exemption, but see into what diffi- 
culty youare carried the moment you put the tax on the corpor- 
ations. 

There isa provision here that if the tax is paid by the corpora- 
tion, the individual, or another corporation who holds its seeuri- 
ties, need not return them in the income account. Why go 
through all that? You reach the earnings of the corporation 
when you put the tax upon the individual, and when you put 
the tax upon the corporation you get nothing more, but you 
throw the whole matter into confusion and inexplicable diffi- 
culty, 

Mr. President, I was speaking, when interrupted, about the 
feature of the bill which requires a person in making up his in- 
come to put in all that he has acquired bv gift or inheritance 
during the year, and I was saying we had that in our State laws 
for taxing inheritance. They do not, however, undertake to 
tax an inheritance which descends lineally, or which goes from 
the husband to the wife; butonly,the collateral inheritance, gen- 
erally drawing the line at cousins. If a cousin takes an inherit- 
ance, then there is a collateral inheritance tax imposed. But 
this goes further. This puts a 2 per cent tax upon all gifts and 
all inheritances of personal property. See how that is likely to 
operate. 

Our people are not all millionaires in Connecticut. Indeed, 
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we have very few millionaires, but a good many well-to-do peo- 
ple, most of whom have butasmall competence. Take the case 
of amechanic. I have one in mind who never earned more than 
$2 a day in his life, and he saved by small deposits in the savings 
banks and the accumulation of interest until he has just under 
$10,000—nine thousand and some dollars. He has a daughter. 
{ know the man and [ know his family. That sum is all he has. 
He is in feeble health, and when he dies what takes place? A 
person who has an income of over $3,000 a year is to pay a tax 
upon the excess of 2 per cent. His daughter, when she takes 
the $9,000 out in the savings bank as an inheritance, will have 
to pay $120 to the Government, 2 per cent on the excess over 
$3,000. Is that right? 

This bill isso crude in all its details, Mr. President, that time 


fails to speak of the provisions which ought to be corrected if | 


we are going to have an income tax. 
That is the class of people who are to be largely affected by 
this legislation in the State of Connecticut. I tell you when 
this bill comes to be understood among the people, the income- 
tux feature will be the most unpopular feattre of the bill. It is 
wholly and absolutely unnecessary. 


making up the income. If a young man with a salary of $3,000 
happens to get married during the year, his father may wish to 
set him up in housekeeping. So he makes him a present of the 
furniture with which to go to housekeeping. Somebody else 
brings in some wedding presents, 

In making up his accounts he has to include ail those gifts of 
furniture and wedding presents. If the bride happens to be the 
daughter of some wealthy person and has an income of $3,000, she 
must include in her income the diamond ring with which she 
vas betrothed, and to pay a tax of 2 percent on its value, 

Mr. PERKINS. If I do not interrunt the Senator from Con- 
necticut, there is another feature which suggests itself to me, 
and one which comes home directly to many of us. There are 
those who are struggling along to pay premiums on their life 
insurance policies for the purpose of providing for their chil- 
dren if removed by death. There is no provision made for de- 
ducting the amount of this premium from the income during 
the year. That is an onerous tax imposed on one who is work- 
ing for his wife and his children, and yet there is no provision 
made for deducting it. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis true. The bill is full of such features. 
It makes a man pay a tax not only on the premiums which he 
pays to keep up his life insurance for the benefit of his family, 
but upon all that he gives tocharitable objects. But I shall not 
pursue this matter further. If we must have an income tax, the 
honest, jusi, equitable way is to make a small exemption and 
tax whatever income the individual has above that exemption. 
By that way you reach everything and make everybody pay 
in proportion to what he is worth. The whole matter of going 
outside of it to reach corporations is founded on the idea—I had 
almost called it an insane idea—that because a business is con- 
ducted .under an association which is called a corporation it 
deserves to be struck at by legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be allowed,I should like to ask the 
Senatora question before hesitsdown. Thisismerely a thought 
suggested by what he has said, and he has said it more emphat- 
ically, perhaps, that J can putit. Take the case of the gift ofa 
husband, a young workingman, who wants to put a little prop- 
erty in his wife’s name. If the property is over $3,000 in value, 
it can only go to the wife with the incident of a 2 per cent tax 
to the National Government, and the same would be the case, as 
T understand, where a widdéw came into possession of property 
left by her husband. 

Mr. PLATT. That would depend on whether the entire family 
had an income outside of that of over $3,000. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, then, that would be exempted in 
any case? 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose the workingman has made $3,000. 
He is, say, an engineer on a railroad, engaged in a hazardous 
business, and he wants to give a dwelling-house worth $3,000 as 
a gift to his wife, for the benefit of herself and her children, All 
over that he has to pay tax upon. 

Mr.PLATT. It does not apply to real estate. Itapplies only 
to personal property. 

Mr. HOAR. But the inheritance of a widow from her hus- 
band is taxed? 

Mr. PLATT. Exactly. All personal property acquired by 
gift or inheritance is to be counted in making up the individual 
income, and if the whole income exceeds $3,000 the excess is to 
be taxed. Only one exemption of $3,000 is to be made from the 
aggregate income of all the members of any family. But I do 
not desire to discuss in detail all the crude, unjust, and inequi- 
table details of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, although many speeches have 
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been made by Senators on this floor against the adoption of the 
income tax, but few arguments have been employed against it 
and I desire to refer to them briefly. . 

The speech just concluded by the Senator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. PLATT] is remarkable for its candor and for its exposition 
of what he believes the Populist party, which I suppose he con- 
siders a very radical party, is trying to accomplish in this coun- 
try. 

i was very glad indeed to hear the Senator express himself 
so fully, not because his statements contain what I regard as 
facts, but because they contain what he looks upon as the truth 
regarding the Populist party, and doubtless what many other 
people, ignorant of the purposes of that party, believe to be the 
truth as to those purposes. 

The Senator from Connecticut makes one remarkable state- 
ment—a statement to which I can not agree at any time or 
place. He says that in this country property is just as sacred as 
human life. I do not believe this. I do not believe that there 
is a government in the civilized world where property is looked 
upon as sacred as human life. However sacred property may be 


; _ | regarded, the right to live is supreme over all things. The de- 
All property acquired by gift is to be taken into account in | 


sire to live is the ruling law of our nature. The necessity of 
preserving human life is a necessarily implied condition-prece- 
dent to the enjoyment of property and the enjoyment of all 
things incident to existence itself. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Connecticut that prop- 
erty is equally sacred with human life. I donot by that mean 
to say that I do not regard the right of property highly, nor do 
I desire any Senator to infer from what I say on this subject 
that the Populist party has not full regard for the rights of prop- 
erty. 

It has been argued here frequently, perhaps I ought to say 
that it has been inferred rather than expressed in plain language, 
that the Populist party desires to destroy all protection to prop- 
erty; that it desires to annul constitutional and statutory guar- 
antees of property. 

I do not know whether or not the Senators who have made that 
statement were sincere and believed it to be true, but I presume 
they were sincere or they would not have made it. As matter 
of fact, however, such a statement is entirely unfounded. 

There is. not a Populist from the Atlantie to the Pacific 
Ocean, nor from the Lake of the Woods to the Gulf of Mexico, 
who does not understand and realize as fully as any Senator in 
this Chamber that the right of property under our Constitu- 
tion and form of government is absolutely sacred, and there is 
not one of all the great number of American people belonging 
to that party who would impair the right of property in the 
slightest degree. So that insinuations or statements made 
here that the Populist party desires to destroy the right o! 
property in this country, that its members do not rise to the 
dignity of patriotic citizenship, or understand our form of gov- 
ernment and its constitutional guarantees, are entirely unwar- 
ranted on the part of those who make them. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut says, with ad- 
mirable frankness, that those composing the Populist party— 
and everything that isnot Democratic or Republican, of course, 
must in his view necessarily be Populistic—are jealous of those 
who have accumulated wealth, if [remember his statement cor- 
rectly. There never wasa grosser mistake made by any man 
than this statement by that distinguished Senator. 

There is not amember of that party anywhersd to-day who has 
in his breast the slightest degree of jealousy of those who have 
honestly accumulated wealth. There isnot one throughout the 
length and breadth of the land who would impair in the slight- 
est degree the honestly acquired fortune of any man or any cor- 
poration. There is no jealousy upon their part of wealthy men 
or wealthy corporations. 

There is no desire on their part to check any honest man, in 
the slightest degree, in acquiring an honest fortune to any ex- 
tent that may’ be within his power; but, Mr. President, there 
is a strong desire upon the part of the Populist party that every 
man who enjoys a fortune in this country shall enjoy it as the 
result of honest labor upon his part, and that he shall not be 
permitted, through vicious legislation, to reap the fruits of tho 
labors of others, or to amass a fortune which is the result of 
frauduleut and dishonest practices upon his part. If that is 
wrong, then the Populist party is wrong. If that is right, then 
the Populist party is right. 

The Populist party believes that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to legislate in the interest of all the people of the coun- 
try and not in the interest of the few alone. It believes that the 
rights of the humblest citizen of the land are as sacred in our 
form of government as the rights of the most gigantic corpora- 
tion. Is there anything wrong in this belief? Are there any 
class distinctions in this country recognized by statute, that 
would exclade any classof our people from the beneficent opera- 
tion of our laws? 
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Are we to say that the mass of the people of this country must | upon it. Mr. President, in 1796 the Supreme Court of the | ted 
struggle without the assistance of beneficial ene while | States decided this kind of a tax constitutional,in the Hilton 


the very few dominate the action of Congress and make money 
out of Congressional legisiation or by circumstances are suffers d 
to accumulate wealth for the want of roper Congressional leg- 
islation? Ifit be visionary to Satlewe? in a doctrine of this kind, 
if it be criminal to believe in such a doctrine, then the Populist 
party is both visionary and criminal. If, on the other hand, it 
be patriotic to so believe, if it be in ac ordance with the teach- 
ings and traditions of our Government so to believe, then the 
Populis t party stands to-day closer to the true history, traditions, 
and teachings of this nation than any other political party in this 
country. 

Eve 
taken occasion to 
friend, the senior 
said that it was not Democratic, but that it was Populistic. | 
suppose he intended to leave the impression upon the minds 
of his hearers that if it were Populistic it was so odious that no 
respectable man ought to believe in it or advocate it. 

Mr. President, the income tax is a Democratic measure. The 
Suan! income tax that was enacted and enforced in this country 
was a Democratic measure. The second, third, and fourth were 
Democratic measures, while the last income tax was a Repub- 
-— measure. 

uly 14, 1789, a statute was enacted which imposed a tax upon 
me. estate and a capitation tax upon slaves. August 2, 1813, an 
act was passed by Congress which imposed a tax upon real es- 
tate and . wves a ‘cording to their respective values in money. 
January 19, 1815, another act of Congress was passed which im- 
posed the: same kind of a tax upon the same des criptions of prop- 
er ty—that is, upon real estate and slave The act of February 
27, 181i >, applic d the prov isions of the act t of J une 19, 1815, to the 
District of Columbia. The act of M: areh dD, 1816, repealed the 
former laws and enacted other provisions to enforce the collec- 
tion of the small amount of taxes prescribed by that act. 

Mr. ALLISON. MayI ask the Senator a question? Werk 
those income taxes or in the nature of taxes under that clause of 
the Constitution which are called direct taxes, and apportioned 
according to population? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think perhaps the Senator is right, and the 
majority of them were of the character he states, at least two of 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mention it for the purpose of calling his 
attention to the fact that [ know of no income tax having been 
imposed in the United States until 1861. 

Mr. ALLEN. On the 5th of August, 1861, an act was passed 
by Congress which authorized a tax to be levied wholly upon 
real estate,and both the act of June 17, 1862,and the act of Feb- 
ruary 6, 1863, authorized the collection in insurrectionary di - 
tricts of the direct tax imposed bythe act of August 5, 1861, 
and were a part and parcel of the system of direct tax imposed 
in the early part of the war. I speak of this not for the pur- 
pose of entering into a lengthy discussion of the history of the 
income tax in this country, but for the purpose of showing that 
when Senators assert that the income tax is peculiarly oe 
listic, although I wish that were true, it is not historically true 
The measure is both a Democratic and a Republican measure, 
and Populistic to-day. 

Mr. President, the income tax is the only respectable inherit- 


Senator that has spoken against the income tax has 
say that it was Pop ulistic. My distinguished 
enator from New York| Mr. HILu] yesterday 





ance that the Populist party receives from the past. It ill be- | 


comes the Senator from New York or the Senator from Con- 
necticut, or any other Senator, then, to stand in his place in this 


Chamber and denounce the income tax as communistic, as un- | 


just, as inquisitorial, as Populistic, because it was one of the 
first systems of taxation introduced into the country after the 
formation of the Constitution in 1787. It has been resorted to 
from time to time throughout the history of the country when 
Congress deemed it necessary for the purpose of raising reve- 
nue. Senators say that it isa war tax, and I suppose pretty soon 
we will hear the cry raised from every stump throughout the 
country by the Republican party that the Democratic party, 
aided by the Populists, resurrected and put into the law the 
odious income tax of war times. 

Mr. President, that statementis false. The income tax is not 
@ war tax peculiarly and solely. It has been enacted and en- 
forced in this country when there was absolute and profound 
peace, when this country was not even threatened with war. It 
was a popular system of taxation in the early days of the Re- 
public. So the statement that Senators make upon this ques- 
tion that it is an odious war tax is not in accordance with the 
history of this system of taxation in this country. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL} on yesterday and on 
one other occasion informed the Senate and the country that pos- 
sibly the Supreme Court as now constituted would not look upon 
the provisions of the Constitution as their predecessors looked 


ise. Ninety-eight years ago the question was settled in this 
country. 

[t was settled by one of the strongest 
isted in the cor intry that a tax of this character is a con 


tional tax: tl 


benches that 


hat it was not a direct tax and therefore in violation 


of the Constitution. The Supreme Court then held that the 
only two taxes that could be imp\ sed by this Government which 
ere properly characterized as direct taxation were the capita 
tion or p sI1 tax of the Constitution and a direct tix upon real 
estate. for ninety-eight years = the exist xe of this Govern- 
ment that has been the law, and it is the law ‘to-da Notwith- 
standing over twenty judges—I think I may safely double that, 
nd say nearly forty judges—have occupied the Supreme Bench 
of the nation from the time that decision was rendered until 
this moment, noone of them has ever questioned the co 
ness of that decision. 
[t has been reaffirmed on three or four differentoceasions. It 
as reafiirmed in the Springer case, a lengthily argued and 
closely considered case, without adissenting voice upon the part 
of any justice of the court. Yet the Senator a yn New Yor 
lets drop the significant remark, and it is significant to th 


{ 
people of this country, that possibly the Su weme Cr urt of the 
United States as now constituted will not look upon this ques- 
tion as its predecessors hive looked upon it. Are we to under- 
stand that the Supreme Court of the United States is packed 
upon this question? Are we to understand that any man before 
he went upon the bench of the Supreme Court of the United 
States prejudged this question and that his prejudging it was 
a condition-precedent to hispromotion? Do 70,000,000 people of 
the United States hold their constitutional and property and 
personal rights by a tenure so uncertain as this? 

a HILL. Mr. President, I do not know that the suggestion 


{f the Senator from Nebraska calls for any answer, but | would 
im ply say that I donot think itis probable at all that any mem- 
ber of the Supreme Court has been polled upon this legal qu 


jen. [ simply desire to eall the Senator's attention to what we 
find in history, that the Supreme Court has repeatedly reversed 
itself. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. The Supreme Court may have repeatedly r 
versed itself, but I want to say to the Senator from New Yor 
that the Supreme Court has never reversed itself upon this « 
tion. Therehave never been two opinions emanating from that 
great tribunal upon this question. Their decision has been yea 


g 
| yea, in every instance in favor of the constitutionality of th 


| Court as it is now constituted, and that, too, not 


l 
and its enforcement. No one ever doubted that the question 
ul 


was settled and put at rest until the Senator from New Yi 
| few weeks ago interjected into the debate a suspicion at least 
that a different opinion might be expected from the Supreme 


vithstanding the 
rule which exists in our jurisprudence and has existed thro 
out the history of the common law, that a constitutional and prop 


| erty question once settled must be held for prudential and just 
purposes to be settled forever. 
Mark you, it is not a question of court practice that can be 


| 


| 


changed at will without doing injury to anyone or any inter 
est, but it is asettlement of the constitutional 1 
nearly one hundred years has become imbedded in the v 
foundation of our Republic. It is a part of the warp and \ 

of the rights of American citizens. Yet we are grav i 
formed that the Supreme Court of the United States now 


| constituted, may possibiy overturn a constitutional rulin 


t 
| 
| 


| 





has been so frequently made 

Mr. President, Ido not believe it. Ido not believe there is 
iny man wor thy of wearing the ermine, Ido not believe y man 
placed upon the supreme tr ibunal of this nation would so far for 
get himself as to pledge himself in advance and as acondition to 
his promotion that he would render a decision overruling well- 
established rules of his predecessor. 

Mr. President, the remark has significance. It has this 
Si ign sillcanec, sir: It shows that the power which is dominating 
legislation to-day, the power which shows its hand in the Senate 
every once in a while and inthe other branch of Congress, is not 
satisiied with reaching out its long bony fingers through the 
legislation of Congress, but that it is seeking to fasten itsel 
upon the supreme tribunal of the land. 

The Supreme Court of the United States is the only depart 
ment of the National Government left to the people. The leg- 
islative department of the Government has been under the con- 
trol of the corporations and of the money power for more than 
aquarterofacentury. No lawcan pass this body, no important 
measure has passed this body in twenty-five years that did not 
first secure the sanction of the great corporate inter: f the 
nation; notone. Senators may indignantly deny if; they may 

the statement is untrue; but Ichallenge any Senator in this 
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Chamber this moment to point outa measure of great importance 
to the people that has not first secured the sanction of these in- 
fluences, 

It will not do, sir, to denounce me. Itwill not do to denounce 
the Populist party. It wiil not dotomake some person a scape- 
goat. The people believe that Congress is dominated by the 
money power of this nation to day. They believe it, and they 
have a right to believe it when they see iniquitous measures 
passed here that enable a few men to build up at the expense of 
the people fabulous and dishonest fortunes. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator oblige the Senate by specifying 
those acts of legislation passed by Congress which have enabled 
people to build up vast fortunes? 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be very glad to do it at some future 
time. 

Mr. HILL. Now is the accepted time. 

Mr. ALLEN. -It may be to the Senator from New York. I 
think it is; but it is not the Populist’s time. Our life is a little 
longer. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman may take all th#time he pleases. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President,[ can enumerateafew. The re- 
funding act took out of the pockets of the people of the United 
States $709,000,000 wrongfully. That is one. 

Mr. HILL. What year was that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Since the war; I do not recall the yeir; along 
in 1869. 

Mr. HILL. 
lican party. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator never belonged to any party. I 
was a member of the Republican party, but not responsible for 
its legislation. I will not, however, get into any controversy 
with the Senator upon that point. The refunding act, the re- 
sumption act, the constant refunding of the indebtedness of the 
United States into interest-bearing bonds, the change of law 
by which bonds payable in lawful money became payable in coin 
and the Executive interpretation—not disavowed by Congress— 
by which the word ‘‘ coin” was unlawfully construed to signify 
gold coin have cost the people of this country hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars. The demonetization of silver in 1873 is another, 
and the crowning villainy of 1893, by which silver was entirely 
stricken down, hus cost the country directly and indirectly many 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Mr. President, when there went up from this country a uni- 
versal cry to retain the purchasing clause of the Sherman act 
until such time as the silver question could be settled, to the end 
that the people might have more money with which to transact 
their business, I did not hear the eloquent voice of the Senator 
from New York raised in their behalf. Why was not that act 
retained? Simply because it was giving to the people of this 
country about $50,090,000 of money annually, adding that much 
to the total volume of their money. It was necessary to answer 
the purpose of the men in Wall street to strike down that money. 

It was necessary to do it without condition. It was necessary 
to do it so that Wall street could take its money and invest in 
more Government bonds. Now, they have something like $100,- 
000,000 surplus lying in their banks unused and again the cry 
goes forth to the country that the gold reserve is being trenched 
upon, and that there is necessity for the Government to issue 
move bonds, and pretty soon oa the Shylocks of Wall street 
and Lombard street more bonds under some subterfuge or some 
pretense will be issued asa burden upon the industries of this 
country. 

No, Mr. President, lam right when I say that no measure of 
any considerable importance has passed Congress in twenty-five 
years that did not first meet the approval of this class of people. 

The Senator from New York proposes to have these decisions 
of the Supreme Court overturned by a new tribunal. He pro- 
poses to have the Supreme Court as now constituted, or possibly 
as constituted at some time in the future, overturn these deci- 
sions and hold this kind of taxation unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, it is sal indeed to suppose that any man can 
imagine the time coming when the Supreme Court of the United 
States will be in the grasp of these corporations and this money 
power; when there will be no civil power in this country to pro- 
tect the right of the individual citizen; when every branch of 
the Government shall have passed over to and be dominated by 
the baneful influences of the money power and the corporate 
greed of the nation. 

The Populist party stands for the rights of the American peo- 
ple. It would notharm one legitimate interest that any legitimate 
corporation has in the country. It would not destroy proper 
corporations, as the Senator from Connecticut seems to infer it 
would if in power, but it would treat all corporations and all in- 
dividualsalike, so far as the nature of the two admits of their being 
treated alike, restraining corporations from invading legislative 
halls, restraining them from purchasing members of the Legis- 
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latures of some of the States, preventing them from using money 
in corrupting State and national legislation. Sir, if that is 
wrong, if the oe party is to be condemned because it con- 
demns conduct of that character, because it would restrain cor- 

orations from purchasing legislation, then that party should 

» condemned; not otherwise. : 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? Does 
not the Senator know that years before the Populist party was 
ever thought of, there were laws upon the statute books of the 
respective States against the bribery of State legislators on the 
question of the election of United States Senators and all other 
propositions? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, I knew that quite well, but 
I do not see its pertinency. 

Mr. HILL. I think it is very pertinent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I discovered that quite as early as the Senator 
from New York discovered it. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that one of the 
great missions of the Populist party is to prevent those things 
being done, by the enactment of laws which would prevent it, 
and I simply pointed out the pertinent fact that laws sufficient 
for that purpose were upon the statute books long before your 
party was ever thought of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then you misunderstood me if you understood 
anything of that kind. I said that the corporations of which I 
am speaking have beaten down laws of that kind and disre- 
garded them; that the laws have become inefficient; that they 
have been overridden by these corporations and that legislative 
bodies have been bought up and corrupted. I repeat, sir, 
that the people of this country believe this to be true. How 
long ago has it been since it was reported in the newspapers of 
this country that in a certain legislative hall in a certain State 
of this Union where a United States Senator was being elected 
by a joint convention of the Legislature express envelopes in 
which money came were found opened and lying upon the floor 
after adjournment, thereby leaving the inference that money had 
been taken literally into that legislative body, and members of 
the Legislature corrupted with it. 

a HILL. Will the Senator allow me to inquire where was 
that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, 1 do not think I will tell the Senator ex- 
actly where it was at this time. 

Mr. HILL. If there was any such scheme enacted anywhere 
in this country, and any United States Senator sits here who was 
elected by any such means, the Senator from Nebraska instead 
of making complaint should have an inquiry and let the thing 
be investigated, and not indulge the country these vague insin- 
uations, and when asked to point it out decline to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. The man who was elected by that Legislatura 
is not in the Senate of the United States to-day. The Senator 
from New York has no occasion to grow so apparently indignant 
about this matter. If he were reading the newspapers at that 
time he saw the statement. This is not a revelation, made for 
the first time. It was published throughout the length and 
breadth of the country at the time it was said to have happened. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know to whom the Senator refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The New York papers and papers of the West 
and South gave a full account of the transaction at the time. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator aliow me? I donot know to 
whom the Senator refers. Ido not recollect any such circum: 
stance. It seems to me that if any such reports were spread 
broadcast they were investigated at the time and unquestion- 
ably exploded. Ido not believe that there:has been any period 
in our history when the Senate has permitted any such men to 
occupy seats on this floor. If the Senator can oblige the coun- 
try and oblige the Senate by naming such an instance possibly 
Ican name the answer to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York understands as 
well asI do that charges of that kind were made throughout 
the press. If he does not he is ignorant of the newspaper litera- 
tureof four yearsago. It wascharged in the press of the country 
throughout the length and breadth of the nation. Now, whether 
it was true or not the Senator from New York will not get me 
to state, for personally I do not know. I only know that the 
charge was made at the time and is quite generally believed. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator think it fair to fhe Senate and 
to the people of this country to make a statement of that kind, 
to spread it broadcast before the land, and then not himself, if 
he has any confidence in those charges, proceed to investigate 
them? 

Mr. ALLEN. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from New 
York certainly must took upon me ina peculiar light. Iam not 
plastic material to be molded by him. 

Mr. HILL. I do—in rather a peculiar light. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can not get me to make a state- 
ment that some particular member had purchased a place in the 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Senate when I do not absolutely know it to be true, and if he | 


were fair in his treatment he would not attempt to do so. 


Mr. HILL. That is precisely what you intended by your in- | 
| Of Springer vs. The United States, 102 United States Supreme 


sinuation. ; 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will never get me to do so; and I 
have not made an insinuation. 


what he does not seem to dare do directly. 

Mr. ALLEN. [ have not charged what the Senator from New 
York says I have charged. 

Mr. HILL. But you have said—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Waita moment. I had not charged that any 
man has purchased aseat inthisChamber. I say the newspapers 
at the time said a certain Senator had purchased his seat in this 
Chamber. I say so now, 

Mr. HILL. ‘The newspapers say a great deal that isnot true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the 
chair). Senators must address the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay so now, and I say if the Senator from 
New York did not reador hear that report, which was published 
from one end of the land to another, he is the only man in the 
Chamber who did not. I have nothing to take bick. I stand 
by what I have said. 

Mr. President, if I had the evidence in my possession I would 


not hesitate to make the charges against any man alive. I do | 
| mentamong the States. 


not care who he is, but I speak of this case in this manner be- 


sause it was current throughout the nation at the time, and be- | 


cauce, I say, that thousands of people in this country believe the 
charge to be true, and I may add that I believe it to be true 
also. That, sir, is what I am speaking of when I say the people 
of this country look upon Congress with some degree of suspi- 
cion, and they have a right to do so. 

Now, I will make a charge for the benefit of the Senator from 
New York that I am prepared to prove, and I[ will go intocourt 
and prove itif needbe. At the very day, or the day after Coxey 
and his unfortunate followers were taken to the common jail of 
this District, for tresspassing on the grass of these Capitol 
grounds a certain railroad magnate of the United States was in 
a committee room at the other end of the Capitol, guarded by 
an officer of this Government, and sending into the House of 
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stands to-day,and that has been the law throughout the history 
of this country to this time. Yet we are gravely told that it is 
to be overturned by the court. Then I call attention to the case 


Court Reports, page 586. Now, let us seewhat the court de- 


| cided upon the question of a tax of this character, it being 
Mr. HILL. Ido object to the Senator doing by insinuation | 





charged to be a direct tax, and therefore aviolation of the Con- 
stitution: 


Direct taxes, within the meaning of the Constitution 

Says the court— 

are only capitation taxes as expre3s21in that instrument, and taxes on real 
estate 


The tax that was levied upon Mr. Springer’s income under the 
law of 1861 or 1862 was levied under the Morrill tariff act, and 


| was held to be constitutional, and the law was enforced against 


the property of Mr. Springer, and his property was sold in pay- 
ment of it and the title sustained in the purchaser. The point 
was made there, and argued at great length, that the tax was a 


| direct tax, and therefore in violation of the Constitution; and 


the court held, Mr. Justice Swayne delivering the opinion, with- 
out dissent, in accordance with the Hylton case and three pre- 


| ceding cases where the rule had not been questioned, that the 


tax was lawful and the act not in violation of the Constitution. 
It was held that the law was not a violation of the Constitution 
inhibiting direct taxation, and therefore requiring apportion- 


So, Mr. President, when the Senator from New York inti- 
mates that there is any question about the constitutionality of 
the income tax, when the Senator from Massachusetts intimates 
that there is question about these decisions covering the point 


| of all income-tax laws, I say that if the Supreme Court of the 


Representatives to get Representatives to come tosee him that | 


he might tell them what he would do with reference to certain 
of the Pavific roads. 

That, sir, occurred in a committee room of this Capitol. He 
sat there as an autocrat. He sat there with a guard over him, 


a guard in the committee room, and in the pay of the Govern- | 


ment. No man was permitted to enter that room at that time 
except as he was sent for by this man, and they were members of 
Congress. Now, if you want proof of that I will give it toyou. 
What was he there for, Mr. President? He was there to pro- 
cure legislation regarding the Pacific roads by which this Gov- 
ernment is to be buncoed out of a hundred million dollars if the 
scheme can be passed through Congress. The same day you 
sent these poor friendless devils to the jail for trespassing upon 
the grass, in a disgraced and shamed condition, that lordly rail- 
road autocrat sat at the other end of this building, in one of the 
committee rooms of the national Capitol, undertaking to dictate 
terms to a committee of Congress. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator from Nebraska name him? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will name him to a committee if it is neces- 
sary. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to indulge in matters of this 
kind to an unnecessary or improper extent, but the situation 
calls for the truth. I could name other instances, but I speak 
of this simply for the purpose of proving that a great many of 


the people of this country believe, and | think they rightly be- | 


lieve, that these great moneyed institutions are reaching their | 


hands imperceptibly but surely into the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and smothering, enacting, or defeating legisla- 
tion at their own will. 

Now, the revelation goes out to the people of this country 


that the onward march of this power is to be taken up into the | 


Supreme Court room to seize the Chief Justice and associate 
justices, that the court is to be reconstructed and overturn the 
holdings of a century, and that the great principle of constitu- 
tional law which met the approval of Marshall and the long line 


of illustrious jurists who have occupied the Supreme Bench is | 


to be overturned and revolutionized and changed by a court 
either now constructed or to be constructed. That is what we 
are told. 


I hold in my hand the cases to Which I have referred, but I | 


will not now do more than give the dates and pages where the 
decisions may be found. The case of Hylton, plaintiff in error, 
against the United States, defendant in error, was decided at 
the February term, 1796, and will be found on page 171 of 3 Dal- 


las, United States Supreme Court Reports. It is a decision that | crime, and you prescribe penalties for the purpose of restrain- 


United States are to be believed, the question was settled nearly 
one hundred years ago, and has not been disputed in this Cham- 
ber until within the last few days. 

But, Mr. President, the tax is iniquitous and inquisitorial, it 
is said; that it compels the man who is taxed to tell the truth, 
and that is objected to. Isawa short time ago in one of the 
leading papers of New York City an article written by Ward 
McAllisterupon the subjectof the income tax. Mr. McAllister’s 
occupation seems to be that of telling the ultra fashionable la- 
dies of the city of New York whether they should put barnyard 
fowl or roast beef on their tables first, and he draws a large sal- 
ary, | am told, forit. Ward McAllister gravely informed the 
Populist ragtag and bobtail element of this country, as he calls 
them, that if the income tax is imposed upon the people of New 
York they will leave the country. They will not nay it; they 
will go over to Europe, where their surroundings are more con- 


| genial, to escape taxation. They will leave the country. 


Ward McAllister himself, I suppose, will leave us. He will 
take to his heels and flee the country because the demands of 
the nation require him to contribute a little of his own income 
to support the Government. If thereis any citizen of the United 
States whose sense of obligation to his country is so small, who 
sees inits noblest history nothing to challenge his admiration, 
who sees nothing in the story of the Stars and Stripes to inspire 
patriotism in his breast, and who prefers to flee the country 
‘“ather than to pay his honest taxes, then as one citizen of this 
country I say, may his flight from the United States be speedy 
and his stay be perpetual. We do not need men of that kind in 
this country. Wedonot wantthem here. They are acurseto 
the country, and the sooner they leave and the longer they stay 
| the better off we shall be. 

It is said that some persons will lie if we pass a law of this 
kind. I suppose some Senators will say that the income law 
ought to be entitled, ‘‘An act to encourage liars,” that we will 
make some man commit perjury to save his property, in es- 
caping his just proportion of the burdens of this nation. Is it 
possible that there is any American citizen to-day whose sense 
of manhood is so small, whose sens2 of obligation to his country 
is so infinitesimal that he would commit perjury in the sight of 
his God to escape his just portion of taxation? Sir, I do not be- 
lieve it. 





| Suppose a man predisposed tolarceny should say, ** You ought 


not to pass a law against larceny, because I have to commit 
larceny, and therefore I will break the law; you ought not to put 
| any temptation in my road; you should permit me to steal with- 
out inflicting any penalty upon me. If you passa law against 
larceny, the result will be that I will have to violate it, and 
therefore I willhave to sufferinconseauence.” Whatman would 
listen to an argument of that kind? 

It can be said with reference to every law, State and national, 
that you should not pass it because some man will violate tc and 
be punished as aviolator, and that therefore it should not be 
| enacted. The reverse 0° this is true. You pass laws for the 
express purpose of restraining men from the commission of 
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ing violations of actsof Congress and of State Legislatures. This 


is the purpose of the enactment of a statute. 


Now. we are told that this proposed act, if it is passed and be- 
comes a law, will cause many men in this country to violate it by 
secreting t ruth from the assessors of revenue. It is said 
that it is inquisitorial; that it inquires into a man’s business too 
closel\ Let me read to you how they get at taxes in the city 
of New York. I have some ofthe official schedules of New York 


Stat nd New York City. The first one I propose toread is an 
1 vitwhich ashareholderin a bank is required to make when 
nt ed for taxation. 
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spoken on this question in opposition to the income tax that it 
is perfectly proper for the States to tax these corporations and 
ndividuals, and require of them schedules such as are in com- 
mon use. The corporation must give its total assets. 

By the returns I have read, corporations are required to vive 
the capital stock actually paid or secured to be paid in. ‘The 
law which we propose to enact does not require anything of that 
kind. Again, under the returns which [ have quoted, the amoun: 
of surplus earnings must be stated, the rate of dividend for th: 
last year, or the last annual dividend, and the indebtedness in 
detail of the corporation. 

Mr. President, every corporation in the city of New Yorka) 


| the State of New York is required to return a schedule of this 


kind annually. So, sir, if the corporations tell the truth, th 
assessor of revenue under the proposed aet can go to the prope 


| officer and get the schedule and make his assessment against 


being duly sworn, deposes and says, that on the second Mon 
day of January, 199 he resided in ———, and was the owner of the follow- | 
ingdescribed shares ol! OCK 
« 2? . oa Assesssed 
shares. Banks. value 
s 
' 
i 
Shares in all, assessed at a total value of.........| 8 


That the full value of all the personal property, exclusive of said bank 
shares owned by deponent (and not exempt by law from taxation) on the 
second Monday of January, 189-—, did not exceed $ ; that the just debts 
owing by deponent on said date amounted to $ , and that no portion of 
such debts has been deducted from the assessment of any personal property 








of the deponent other than said bank shares, or has been used as an offsetin | 


the adjustment of any assessment for personal property, whether in this or 
in any other county or State, for the year 189—, or incurred in the purchase 
of nontaxable property or securities, or for the purpose of evading taxa- 
tion 


The affidavit is to be signed by the holder of stock, and he is 
required to swear to it. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this — day of , 189-. 











Commissioner of Taxes and Assessments. 

Now, it strikes me that that is a little inquisitorial, and yetit 
is the State law of New York. The holder is required to take 
that oath. That blank comes from the city of New York, from 
the office of the City Chamberlain. There the holder of the 
shares in a bank is required to state the number of his shares 
in the bank and their value, and is required to take an oath which 
reveals the truestateof affairs. I read another, being the state- 
ment to be made by officers of resident corporations. 

CITY OF NEW YORE. 


DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 
Commissioners’ Office, Slewart Building, 280 Broadway. 

Please state the full name of the corporation. 

Statement made and delivered to the commissioners of taxes and assess- 
ments of the city and county of New York, for and in behalf of the - . 
showing its condition for the purpose of assessment, on the second Monday 
of January, 894: 

IN a sivesitianianitiatees i ninsincenindaainen neta ihitaaii attic arial is sa 
Capital stock actually paid in, or secured to be paid im............ 
I ie IE in ccnidh citin ae dnenibiebdnmbatiuidebatndan . adenudat 
Rate of dividend for last year, or last annual dividend..._........ 





Indebtedness in detail, as follows: . 


Has any portion of above indebtedness been contracted or incurred in the 
purchase of nontaxable property or securities, or for the purpose of evad- 
ing taxation? 

Assessed value of real estate, describing particularly by ward and ward 
map numbers: » 








Amount invested in the stocks of other corporations which are 
I SRI CRORE CRITI cictnirmntntnchiinthninatiiiahedeidebedadni 8... 
Amount invested in United States securities -.................-.-..- — 


{If the stock of the company is worth less than par, State theactual value, 

and give the facts under oath which will justify such estimate of its 

value|: — 
The principal office or the place of transacting the financial business of 

the saidcorporation is situated in the —— ward of the city of New York, at 

No. —— - street. 

City oF NEW YORK, 89; 

———., the 














of said corporation, being duly sworn, do hereby 


certify and declare that the foregoing statement ts ‘in ali respects just and | 


true. 

Sworn to before me this —— day of , 1804. 

The Commissioners are empowered to examine, under oath, the person 
representing the corporation, if they deem it necessary, to obtain any fuller 
or further particulars as to its property or condition. 

That also is required to be sworn to. 

Mr. President, the income tax now under consideration, it 
is said, will be inquisitorial; that it will require the people 
who are properly taxable to disclose their business, and that, 
therefore, it will work injury and injustice to that class of 
people. What can be more inquisitorial than a law which 
requires the swearing to a schedule of the character I have 
read? [tis inconceivable for any revenue officer of this Gov- 
ernment, acting properly under the statute under the pro- 
posed income tax, to construct schedules which will be as in- 
quisitorial as these. Yet we are told by every Senator who has 











|; ments of the city and county of New York, for and in behalf of the 


| of the State of 
| the capital it has invested in business in the city of New York, ineluding the 


them without ever exacting an oath or without ever making 
personal inquiry of one of them. The argument that an incom 
tax is inquisitorial, that it inquires into the private business o 
the citizen, disappears under the fact that this very information 
itself in an intensified degree is brought out under the Stat: 
law. 

Mr. President, that is not all. In the city of New York the 
have a statement to be made by a nonresident corporation, which 
I will read: 

CITY OF NEW YORK. 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS, 
Commissioners’ Office, Stewart Building, 280 Broadway 
Please state the full name of the corporation. 
Statement made and delivered to the commissioners of taxes and assess 





showing its condition for the purpose of assessment, on the second Monday 
of January, 189—~. 

The company named in this statement is an organization under the law 
, having its principal office at The amount 








value of its office furniture, safe, samples, fixtures, money in bank and 
otherwise used in business, will not exceed the sum of $ ‘ 

Has any indebtedness been contracted or ineurred in the purchase of non 
taxable property or securities, or for the purpose of evading taxation? 

Office in the city of New York, — street. 

[s the company assessed by the State comptroller; and, if so, for wha 
amount? 














| Crry oF NEW YORK, 83; 








. , the --——- of the said corporation, being duly sworn, say tha 
the foregoing statement is in all respects just and true. 

Sworn before me, this day of , 189-. 

The commissioners are empowered to examine, under oath, the perso: 
representing the corporation, if they deem it necessary, to obtain any fulle 
or further particalars as to its property or condition. 

The oath, it will be seen, requires the nonresident corporation 
to show what property and assets it has in the city of New York 
subject to taxation under the laws of the State, and to doso with 
much more fullness than any schedule would require which could 
be named under the proposed act. Still, that isnot all. Icom 
now to the personal property blank used in the State of Con 
necticut in the matter of the assessment of taxes. 

Write your name and address on line below. 

Taxable list of - —— for 1892. 











Dwelling house (giving streetand | Owner’s | Assessor 
number, front and depth of lot). jvaluation. | Valuation 


Number. 














Acres. QrTs. Rods. (Describe fully each separate lot 


eS RCT e ae ewes 


| Store, street, and number. --.--.. t 
| Building used for manufactory -.| 
Horses, asses, and mules_......-- 
Oxen, cows, sheep, amd other neat 
Pc wn entna-eoirtihcinewiteniebdiadt nein 
Coaches, barouches, chariots, 
wagons,and all other carriages. 
Farming utensils (exceeding in 
IE ots crp nandeaiiid tong cinmeaot 
Mechanies’ tools (exceeding in 
NE obits, cs sccnadaienin ol 
Gold watch, silver watch, or jew- 
elry (exceeding in value $25) __. 
Other thmepieces -................ 
Pianofortes and other musical 
instruments (exceeding in 
cs Gr beth ceaiinie: ecanitali Wine 
Household furniture (exceeding 
im value $500)... ._. dseulcaaiaacit isnt 
Libraries (exceeding in value 
Average amount of goods on 
hand for the year, including 
balance of good debts due me.. 


EE ce 
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Write your name and address on line below. 
Taxable list of — —— for 1892—Continued 

Number | Dwelling house(giving street and | Owner’s |Assesso1 

— } number, front and depth of lot valuation. | valuation 
tes ee = on 

| Investedin mechanicaland man 
ufacturing operations 
Invested in commerce 





Earnings of ve 3 
Bank andinsurance stocks (please 
insert the numberof shares of | 
each kind) .......... ites 





a a ta aaa 
Turnpike and wharf stock a 
All other stocks (except United 

States and railroads in this 

state) nenseu iia — 
Railroad bonds (except those of 

this State) seebenibanednasmedin 
| City, town, and other corpora- 
© GR NS fds cin canndncadweamn 
Money on interest in this or any 
State (exceptin savings banks, 
or mortgages in this State to 
an amount equal to the as- 
sessed value of the property) -.| 
| Money on deposit, on hand and 
elsewhere (exceeding $100) 
All other taxable property not 
specifically mentioned. 





Poll —- years of age. If ex- 
empt, state from what cause 
Military —— yearsofage. If ex 


empt, state from what cause 
Exemption by reason of the | 
service in the United States 
Army or Navy of —— in| 
time of war . | 


tt CC LLL LL LLL ALL 





I do hereby declare under oath that the foregoing list, according to tho | 
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| ess which is employed in every State and Territory in this 





will here insert the notices sent to residents of New York 
and to nonresident property owners of that State: 








Hours for correction of assessment, 10 a. m. to 2 p. m I 

I )a. In. to 12m 
| lepartment is not required by law to send this n 
} »] rmation and benefit only of t! rty 
| Please bring this notice with you 
| Book, lin page 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXES AND ASS! MEN 
Slewart Building, 280 Broadway, N } 
You are hereby notified that your personal estate for I5j4i 


$———, exclusive of bank stock, and that the same, if errone 
corrected before the commissioners on or before the 30th day of A 
or it will be confirmed at that amount, from which there will I 

By order of the commissioners of taxes and assessmen 

FLOYD T. SMITH 

NoOTICE.—No deduction allowed for or on account of debts contracted in 
purchase of nontaxable securities, or incurred for the purpose o vading 
taxation. Chap. 202, Laws of 1892 


Voticesent to 


Hours for correction of assessment, 10 a. m. to 2 p. m., ex: t Sa 
then 10 a. m. to 12 m. 7 
Please bring this notice with you 
The department is not required by law to send this: 
the information and benefit only of the party assessed 





N.R. Book, line...., page 
No. —— 
DEPARTMENT OF TAX AND ASSESSMENTS 
Stewart Building, 289 Broadway, New York, san “y 8 

You are hereby notified that under the provisions of an act passed I 
ruary 27, 1855, you have been assessed for personal estate for the year I 
at 3}, being the amount invested in your business in the city and coun 
of New York, and that the same, if erroneous, must be corrected before t 


commissioners on or before the 30th day of April next, or it will be confirme 
at that amount, from which there will be no appeal, and the tax for the 
same Will be collected from the property of the firm or association to which 
you belong. 

| By order of the commissioners of taxes and assessments 

FLOYD T. SMITH, S 





best of my knowledge, remembrance, and belief, is a true statement of | 





all ——— property liable to taxation, and that Kiave included in said 
tax list all bonds, notes, and other evidences of indebtedness, except such 
as are by statute exempted from taxation or are endorsed by the State 
treasurer ag not at present liable to taxation in Connecticut, and which are 
now owned by ---— or held by -in trust, or which 
law to put into - said tax list; and also all bonds, notes, or other evi- 
dences of indebtedness, and all shares of the capital stock of any corpora- 
tion, the stock of which is taxable, which have transferred as collat- 
eral security to any corporation. I also declare under oath that have 

















not conveyed or temporarily disposed of any estate for the purpose of evad- | 


ing the laws relating to the assessment and collection of taxes. ‘ 
Dated at New Haven, this day of » 1892. 








ee, ASeesaor’. 





Sworn to before me, 


Com. Superior Court. 
Justice of the Peace. 


Remember that the law requires that every taxpayer shall hand in asworn 
ost of all property owned on the Ist day of October, 1892; said return to be 
made on or before the 1st day of November, 1892, after which the assessors 
will, according to the requirements of law, make a list of all so neglecting 
or refusing, and add thereto the sum of 10 per cent, from which no appeal 
can be made or deductions for indebtedness. 

GEORGE W. NEAL, 
WILLIAM SHANNON, 
CHARLES SPREYER, 
CHARLES A. BALDWIN, 
EDWARD F, MERRILL, 


Assessors 


Notary Public. 


Watches, diamonds, jewelry, and pianos are taxable 


The blank goes through the entire list of taxable property, 


and requires the citizen to make oath to everything he has upon | 
the face of the earth which is taxable, reyealing every solitary | 


fact which would be essential to be revealed in enforcing the in- 
come tax which is proposed by the pending bill. Whenit is de- 
elared that the income tax is inquisitorial, the statement is re- 
futed completely by the system of taxing in the States. I cite 


these schedules from the States of New York and Connecticut | 


because it is said that a large portion of the money derived from 
the income tax, or the most of it, will come from the Eastern 
States. 

I do not cite them because they are exceptional, for I assert 
there is not a State or a Territory in this Union where a sched- 


ule substantially of the same kind is not required of the citizen. | 


He is required to list his property, that which is exempt as well 
as that which is not exempt. He is required to list the stocks 
and bonds in corporations and banks which he owns. He is re- 


quired to list his mortgages and his money. He is required to | 


— 
list all these things under theState law. Now, isitany greater 
strain upon his conscience to disclose the truth in behalf of the 
nation than in behalf of the State? 

Sir, such an argument is a mere pretext, a subterfuge to es- 
cape honest taxation. If any one is inquisitorial, the State au- 
thorities are inquisitorial. ‘This is in substance the same proc- 





required by | 


NOTICE.—No deduction allowed for or on account of debts contracted in 
purchase of nontaxable securities, or incurred for the purpose of evading 
taxation. Chap. 202, Laws of 1892. 


| Mr. President, it is said that an income tax is unjust and see- 


| tional. It is sectional because the people of a certain section of 
this country have the greatest number of incomes whichare tax- 
| able or the greatest aggregateamount of taxable incomes. It is 
not sectional to make a man perform his duty to his country, 
| wherever he may be. A man who lives in the State of Maine is 
| not entitled to any more consideration than a man who lives i 
| Louisiana or Texas. He is entitled to the same consideration 
|}and tonomore. He is an American citizen; no more, and no 
| less. He is entitled to the same measure of protection and no 
| more; and it will not do fer him, when he is called upon to pa; 
his portion of the public burden, to raise the cry that the law 
| sectional. 
| Tam aware of the fact thatI am consuming considerable time 
but I propose to put some things in the RECORD which the coun- 
| try ought toknow. The tariff bill can afford to lose one more 
day, if necessary, for the truth to be known tothe country. The 
New York World is a pretty fair Democratic authority, I sup 
pose. The Senator from New York will know more about that 
than I do. 
Mr. HILL. The World is good Democratic authority on some 
things, and on some things it is the organ of the Populists. It 
| does not seem to have very great weight with the Senate, be- 
| cause I observed that on Tuesday last it appealed to the friends 
of the income tax to listen to reason, and then it proceeded to 
| advocate an increase of the exemption to $5,000. And the Sen- 

ate turns right around this morning and proposes to reduce it 
to $3,000. a 

Mr. ALLEN. If the New York World is a Populist paper, I 
thank God that the lamp of light is being carried into the dark- 
| est part of this country on the question of Populism. Itis really 
| @ hopeful sign to know that a great metropolitan journal like 
the New York World is carrying the living truth of Populism 
| into Wall street, where it ought to be known for the benefit of 
| the entire country. I welcome to the ranks of enlightened Pop- 
ulism the New York World. It isasign to me that this dow 
trine, which will leaven the whole lump and which will take 
| this country and administer to it in the next decade in the in- 
| terest of the people and in a more enlightened and just manner 
| than it has been administered for forty years, is gaining 
| strength. I welcome this great journal to the Populist ranks 

We are gaining strength daily. 

But, Mr. President, the New York World, before it becamea 
Populist paper, told the truth, too. Before it ever became a 
Populist paper it published a list of the men in the city of New 

York who possess fabulous fortunes. I sippose it got its infor 
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mation from the return of these schedules I have read. I will 
ask the Secretiry to read the article I send up. 

Mr. HILL. What is the date of the article? 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the secretary to read from a reprint in 
the National Watchman. The article is taken from the New 
York World of date February 11, 1894. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator know what is the date of the 
article from the World? 

Mr. ALLEN. February 11, 1894. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Secretary wiil read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Annual 

A , ome due 

ew a Tork’s millionaires nnua under the 

A few of New York’s millionaires. income. proposed 

income- 

tax law. 

® 

J.D. Rockefeller . isa Nicte taba aasissias Masia Waianae teal ls a Se €7, 611, 2 $152, 225 
IIIS IOI tas «ct res ca” Cue gikaimiaiannebene een auiel 8, 900, 000 178, 000 
EN EO a 4, 500, 000 99, 000 
George J. Gould batienks 20 bas ant ceuebne howe awe aaention 4, 040, 000 80, 800 
Cornelius Vanderbilt... .... vated aitediiRakaksuke 4, 048, 000 80, 960 
William K. Vanderbilt........ So ukakiieen sukera oneal 3,795, 000 75, 900 
Henry M. Fiagier......... a Sa Se cia ale ee 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
iy ao esis Wires mann ih elilnliaoes sian eee al 1, 750, 000 35, 000 
FE EO er POT SS 2, 500, 000 50, 000 
I is ais erties ord Wala wib alpeis' ss tebenle > seine too 1, 750, 000 35, 000 
I a ee 1, 000, 000 20, V0 
PERE DRDEIOUOLLOR .. .ccoccccnnconsecescsesce wind 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
RR ae 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
TELE LH IE SIE APO ALES. 3, 000, 000 60, 000 
Moses Taylor estate .............. sii ataietnteaimaienadentae 2, 500, 000 50, 000 
a ce le 1, 250, 000 25, 000 
Ogden Goelet... i wid ate nie Sh es ina le Ide ieiniowia aot 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
ha nn 2... sone ammniemenmihneuiieaiianalasala 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
J.P. Morgan...... shes bis punts bniee ke culis estas enneeeineede 1, 250, 000 25, 000 
Davis Dows estate... a seanleaia aie 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Mrs. FE. T. Gerry Sc einty Galeth nana caw anaes Likeiadiaiiaiceee 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
IIR... «ins sligne ouinamesiiimeiin maladie dibiel 1, 250, 000 25, 000 
I ee ee eee 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
RIN ER RENEE * 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
he SND 5 5. ais welde mii enaoe pilbibiabeamsanelan 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
a Natt tases wis edn ge ie ea ae 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
I is IID x antes nemriiiveinn aambeiiwwdeilendaadiby ie wail 1, 000, 000 20. 000 
Henry Hilton _— bio inhttiinnhn aa ceh ne 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Andrew Carnegie...... viidebsnwetly dxelitamanele = 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
du cian healelieetantraaie | 75u, 000 15, 000 
NE 6 ons cu echa's Weebneemauh ‘ 1, 000, 000 29, 000 
G. W. Vanderbilt “ vicnneh teehaenheetad etoeel 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
William C. Whitney inn wiys dusk tena a oe | 1,000, 000 20, 000 
William P. Furniss eal ein oa al | 1, 000, 000 29, 000 
Darius O. Mills ...... a pianaineiiis dlediie dubs nines patel 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
cnc c ondednkwne sedieusasecanpee Saha 1, 500, 000 30, 000 
ie oe i he dawn bated ame wade ieee 600. 000 12, 000 
ns cn eumncuanaiéntiareedekvineed 300, 000 6, 000 
William E. Iselin... rail sealie saaielinne is alatcanei meee 150, 000 3, 000 
Mrs. P. Martin ........... wee indian silted aie cae eeeie 500, 000 10, 000 
Eugene Kelly...- cinnd 0 viinentbauldaied ie tas cid 500, 000 10, 000 
SD. crncushs wa Gnk~ Rue cessing iuikh tes chaebasene 500, 000 10, 000 
Levi P. Morton...... caniteaicid El ES OE 500, 000 10, 000 
Cornelius N. Bliss -... s arent tlh wt ovademiak habeas 300, 000 6, 000 
Mrs. R. Winthrop ite cis Sree Stsdisbinrat eine teenies aad 500, 000 10, C00 
Dr. W. S. Webb . sation néR pity chive cae wixde baie 500, 000 10, 000 
i i a i al 1, 000, 000 20, 000 
Mrs. Mary R. Rhinelander Stewart.................- 250, 000 5, 000 
2 Oe OE DE ORO® vn ccus cooncvdderccadankeased 250, 000 5, 000 
J. M. Constable ....-. bchWbirwn oe Rebiadubcoeaas ieee 500, 000 10, 009 
a a a nied 250, 000 5, 000 
Hicks Arnold ....-.-. 500, 000 10, 000 
Anson P. Stokes. ........ 500, 000 10, 000 
Mrs. A. P. Stokes 500, 000 10, 000 
Thomas Stokes i ia a os ae i ee 250, 000 5, 000 
James Stokes .......... wats eneal SS ea 250, 000 5, 000 
W. E. D. Stokes -.-- SdebAvepawtw6ionkukileentaeeae 250, 000 5, 000 
Arthur M. Dodge ike . waar obits asd wate 250, 000 5, 000 
C. H. Dodge .-....-..- cdhigrtn hernia tein a aeaaba 250, 000 5, 000 
er ED otk ac enh nite a dire eatog inn eeu eines terme 250, 000 5, 000 
Geo. E. Dodge.....-. peaewe seen Cesk bao 250, 000 5, 000 
Mrs. G. E. Dodge ...-..- ey Agu ntoninguilaneeses dbcd 75, 000 1,500 
W. E. Dodge, ee ee ee 375, 000 7,500 
Rev. D. S. Dodge ste: ninth wt Nags ives Deana oneal 50, 000 1,000 
Charlies C. Dodge -.... ... ip Sica ieee aint 50, 000 1, 000 
Henry Hart .....- inking péicd wanna onte dion 500, 000 10, 000 
eee eneneees dict olaninbasimamaand 150, 000 3, 000 
Sidney Dillon estate cnn acdEe ated baal 500, 000 10, 000 
Samuel D. Babcock . .- Shecdia dais. icnual 500, 000 10, 000 
Mrs. H. A. Garner iiehoas aaewa bhce aeaiaen ‘ aie 250, 000 5, 000 
Lady Gordon Cumming is cnclitt ine clccieiicain 100, 009 2, 000 
Hiram Hiteheock -.... eR ae PI 100, 000 2, 000 
SE I cams tiks 6 ds0d asis coduknks euaiesita\ cee 100, 000 2, 000 
Ee Tos inte chicne ébnccignsusdacsnl cael 250, 000 5, 000 
Col. Delancy Kane nhind smite d dix eal 125, 000 2,500 

Frederick Bronson... ain aetsecinre balan ena eee 125, 000 2, § 
George F. Baker - ET eR Ate 500, 000 10, 000 

Herman Clarik...... a Ee 125, 000 2,5 
Henry Clews aoe a . 250, 000 5, 000 
B. M.Chesebrough . och 125, 000 2, 5X 
Austin Corbin me Se ~_ 500, 000 10, 000 
Abram 8S. Hewitt ; NTRS: ies 250, 000 5, 000 

Mrs. A. S. Hewitt-. ER IEE ee Re 100, 000 2, 
Edward Cooper.........-.. kn dis whieh dkce ae 250, 000 5, 000 
OC. M. Depew ......- fins orient siesi peiceece anne 125, 000 2,500 
Countess Francisca De Roda......................... 500, 000 10, 000 
eee 250, 000 5, 000 
John C. Moore ....-. a sea hi gee watem iancen Caan 259, 000 5, 000 
ED vicctindtseenedecest bevcwbedeounebnebe 125, 000 2, 
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| tax law. 
II TO i ad $125, 000 #2, 500 
Wis Be SD . ic sccenGenwinia deadtmbebaeeasonens 125, 000 2’ 500 
Ike Se 125, 000 2 500 
Re os aceinemanuceel 250, 000 5 000 
EE EE SEE ALLTEL 250, 000 5, 000 
4 )|0|0)0llll ee ee eae: 250, 000 5, 000 
TEE LEE EEE 100, 000 2,000 
ORSEIOG A. PHOMEOURTO. .on. ccc ccc cn cccccccccccnccess 125, 000 2, 500 
Rey. C. F. Hoffman : 250, 000 5, 000 
Rev. E. F. Hoffman 250, 000 5, 000 
I a 125, 000 2, 500 
NN weeceeessescessecnee| 150, 000 3, 000 
Mrs. Mary M. Jones’s estate... ............---- ence ccce 200, 000 4.000 
a TE I nn kn auisbabe chssdesonded 100, 000 2, 000 
ay ay Nh ep adekoene ood 100, 000 2, 000 
og OS Ca eee dasha eit ciate | 75, 000 1,500 
I oT et ee 75, 000 1, 500 
ah a ONO, 5... ccciwwkeeVuseweneuse helemanind | 125, 000 2, 500 
I a aa a | 125, 000 2,500 
E. J. Jermanoniske .................... cntenisis Goemead | 100, 000 2, 000 
oo eae alae | 150, 000 3, 000 
ne ee char cutaway | 150, 000 8, 000 
I eas | 75, 000 3, 000 
ae | 125, 000 2, 500 
Pe RINGERS A aE Ea ee ais ee } 125, 000 2, 500 
DEAPOOMIUS TEOTUOT «occ. coccnccencccncvacceccundcacncs 250, 000 5, 000 
a a 250, 000 5, 000 
pcs J Shed a ee a ae ee | 125, 000 2, 500 
ne de eee 1, 000, 000 20, 090 
I Og a ed 25, 000 2, 500 
i a i ee a i 97,744,250 | 1,654, 885 


| | 

Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, [ have had this list read for the 
purpose of showing that in one city of the United States alone 
where the income tax operates to some extent there are fabulous 
fortunes, fortunes which, in my judgment, should bear their 
equitable and just proportion of taxation. I would not enact a 
law which would despoil these fortunes at all, nor would I by 
any kind of legislation take one cent from the persons holding 
these fortunes which they ought not to contribute to the Gov- 
ernment. I repeat my denial of the assertion made upon this floor 
from time to time that there is a citizen of the United States 
belonging to the Populist party who would disturb or menace 
one dollar of these fortunes, whether they were honestly or dis- 
honestly gained. 

But I wish to assert at the same time and as a part of the sime 
sentence that the Populist party would, if it had power, prevent 
the accumulation of these enormous fortunes, by hook and by 
crook, which to-day defy the Government and menace the peace 
and prosperity if not the permanency of the Government itself. 
Iam nota socialist, sir. [ have no sympathy with any class of 
people in this country who want to live without honest work for 
everything they get. I have not the slightest sympathy with 
any man who wants to confiscate fortunes, greator small. [ have 
not the slightest sympathy with any man who goes through the 
world upon the supposition that the world owes him a living, re- 
gardless of whether he works for it or not. 

I believe that every man who enjoys anything on this earth, 
who is in good health and who is compos mentis, ought to be able 
to say that it is the result of his honest energy and his hon- 
est work. If there isany law in this country, State or national, 
which permits a man to sit in his office in New York or Boston 
and take from the farmer of the State of Nebraska or the labor- 
ing man of the State of Nebraska a portion of his hard-eirned 
money which the New York man or the Boston man is not en- 
titled to, itis a law of confiscation and spoliation and is unjust; 
and I am against it and want it repealed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. ALLEN. I always yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. What particular law would the Senator from Ne- 
braska repeal? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York wants to know 
what particular law I would repeal. I think our trouble to-day 
isdue as much to a failure to legislate properly as it is to im- 
proper legislation. 

Mr. HILL. What particular law would the Senator enact, 
then? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will tell the Senator of one law I should very 
quickly enact, and then I should like to hearfrom him. I should 
enact a law, for instance, by which Mr. Collis P. Huntington 
should not within twenty-five or thirty years make a colossal 
fortune out of the people of this country, through crooked legis- 
lation, regarding the Pacific Railroad systems. That is one law 
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Ishould enact. I should quit donating the public lands of this 
country to corporations. That is another law I should enact. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, I will ask whether 
anybody is doing it now? 

Mr. ALLEN. Within the last thirty years, or since the rail- 
road grant to the Illinois Central Railroad in 1855, possibly 
1853. 

Mr. ALLISON. Eighteen hundred and fifty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it was May, 1853, if I recollect cor- 
rectly, but I will stand corrected. Since that time there has 
been given away more of the public domain to corporations of 
that kind than is embraced in all New England, New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Ohio together. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If lunderstand it correctly that was the legisla- 
tion mainly of the Republican party, of which the Senator was 
an honored member and in which heremained a member fifteen 
or twenty years after that legislation was enacted. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York is unfortunate in 
his history. He would make a remarkable strong argument 
upon any question if the facts would bear him out. But this 
giving away of the public domain occurred under the Demo- 
cratic party or started under the Democratic party. The Dem- 
ocratic party was in power when the Illinois Central Railroad 
grant was passed, by which hundreds of thousands of acres were 
given away. The mania seized the Democratic party to give 
away the public domain. The Democratic party started it, but 
the Republican party continued it; and they have given away 
millions and millions of acres of the finest land in this country. 

Mr. HILL. In 1853 was the land given to the railroad com- 
panies or to the States? 

Mr. ALLEN. A great portion of it was given to the States 
for the purpose of granting it to the railroads; and some was 
given direct to the railroads themselves. 

Mr. HILL. The States could do as they pleased with it. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will state that no land grantever passed bya Democratic Con- 
gress was made to a corporation. Thegrants were always made 
to the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere in this adjustment, 
but I desire to state my recollection as respects these land grants. 
They were begun in 1850, I think, by the Democratic party, or 
the party then in power, and were continued in 1856 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa will pardon me, they 
were begun a little later than 1850, because Mr. Sumner came 
into public life on the 4th of March, 1851, and he made his first 
speech in favor of the first land grant. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Iowa will allow me to correct a little bit of the 
history of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. IfIcan have an opportunity of stating my 
ra bit of history, I shall be glad to be corrected if I am mis- 
taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply wish to correct one statement. Gen. 
Taylor was elected President in 1848 and was inaugurated in 
1849, and for four years thereafter it was not the Democratic 
party, but the opposing party whichadministéred the affairs of 
this country. In 1850 I chanced to have been a member of the 
House of Representatives, and so far as the Democratic party 
and the opposing party were concerned, that House was com- 
posed of 115 to 115, with a Whig Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank my venerable friend for correcting 
me as to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Emphasize the ‘‘ venerable.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to 
me just @ moment further. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I was misled for the moment, for 
Iremembered that the [llinois Central land grant was cham- 
pioned by Mr. Stephen A. Douglas and received the united sup- 
port of every Southern Senator, whether Whig or Democrat. It 
extended from a place opposite where I now reside to the city of 
Mobile, in Alabama. During the period between 1850 and 1860 
the Southern States were gridironed with land grants, which 
received the support of every Southern Senator and most of the 
Northern Senators. 

The policy of the land-grant system at that time (and I do not 
wish either to commend itor to disapprove of it at this moment; I 
only speak of it historically) was to grant alternate sections on the 
part of the Government and charge the settlers or occupants of 
the other alternate sections double minimum price for the land. 
The whole argument and theory upon which those grants were 
made was that it was for the benefit of those who occupied the 








distant prairie regions, and the Government was not expected 
to lose one dollar by giving away the alternate sections and re- 
ceiving double minimum price for the other alternate sections. 

If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me a word more, I 
will state, in response to my friend from Mississippi, that it is 
true when the Union Pacific Railroad land grant was made in 
1862 the territory over which the grant was made, including the 
State in which the Senator from Nebraska now resides, was 
practically a wilderness. There was no State organization and 
very little Territorial organization embracing that whole region, 
so that the grants had to be made to the corporations or not be 
made at all. 

Mr.GEORGE. By the courtesy of the Senator from Nebraska 
I desire to make a statement in reference to these land grants. 
It may be of some uss to the Senate. From the foundation of 
the Government up to the year 1860 about 30,900,000 acres of 
land were granted by Congress for the purpose of internal im- 
provements, railroads, and canals. In every instance the grant 
was made to the State. After 1860, when the Democratic party 
was no longer in control of the Government, up to a time em- 
bracing, I believe, a period of about fourteen years, the Repub- 
lican party granted 180,000,000 acres of the public domain for 
railroads, or an area about five or six times as large as the State 
of Indiana. The Democrats granted six sections per mile; the 
Republicans granted ten and twenty sections per mile. In addi- 
tion, I may say that they granted about $60,000,000 of bonds of 
the United States for two railroads across the continent. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ne- 
braska allow me to ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Mississippi 
states, as I understand, that the Democratic party always made 
grants of land to the States and not to the railroad companies. 

Mr. GEORGE. Always. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Whereis the Republican party, 
as he states, made the grants direct to the corporations or the 
companies. I wish the Senator from Mississippi to state whether 
he knows of a single instance in which, through the influence 
of the Democratic party, a grant was ade to a State where a 
corporation did not eventually get the benefit of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iwillanswerthequestion. Iunderstand that 
the grant by Congress to the State of [llinois for the Lilinois 
Central Railroad was so disposed of by the Stite of Lllinois to 
that railroad that the State gets a certain percentage of the 
gross earnings of the road. The Senator from Iowa can state 
whether or not that is right. I understand, in addition to that, 
and the Senator can correct me if I am wrong, thata very large 
sum is paid into the State treasury of Illinois every year by 
virtue of the reservation by the State of a portion of the gross 
proceeds of their land grant to the Illinois Central Railroad. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask one other 
guestion, if the Senator from Nebraska will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the Senator from Iowa answer and see 
whether I am correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will state that the State of Illinois, having this grant, granted 
it in turn to the Illinois Central Railroad Company on the con- 
dition that 7 per cent of the gross earnings for all future time 
should be paid into the treasury of the State of Llimois. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the people of the State of Iowa have 
been paying a large portion of that income for the last twenty- 
five years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam sorry for the people of Iowa. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the Senator from Ne- 
braska will allow me to ask one more question. 

Mr. ALLEN. No;I cannot doit. Icannot have my remarks 
interrupted further by this colloquy. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly I should be permitted 
to ask one more question after the statement of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
declines to yield the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask merely one 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not yield to the Senators to go into the 
question they desire to discuss. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have not interrupted the Senator 
from Nebraska in any of his remarks—— 

Mr. ALLEN. It would interrupt me to have the Senator from 
Illinois talk now. 

Mr. CULLOM. And I only wish to make a statement of the 
exact facts with relation to the State of Illinos and the Illinofs 
Central Railroad, so far as concerns the land grant. 

Mr. ALLEN. This matter can come up at some other time. 
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Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Nebraska declines to yield? 
Mr. ALLEN. Ido. [didnot yield for the purpose of dis- 


cussine the entire history of the land-grant system in this coun- 
try. I simply said that one of the laws which I should pass 
would be one to prohibit granting any more of the public do- 
main in the nature of subsidies to railroads or other corpora- 
tions. I should have every acre of the public domain held 
sacred for actual settlement by actual settlers in this country. 
That is one thing I should do; that is one law I should pass; 
Then, to answer the Senator from New York further, I should 
pass a law by which no corporation doing an interstate business, 
us inany of these great railroads are, should overcapitalize or 
recapitalize itself and issue watered stocks and bonds to drain 
the tields and mines of thiscountry of their wealth, asthey have 
been doing for a quarter of a century past. I should pass and 


rigidly enforce a law of that kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator just to correct 
a little statement, or rather to enforce the statement he is mak- 
ing’ What he says he would do now was done by Congress in 
1872, and since that time no lands have feen granted to any rail- 
way company or to any State for any railway company. 

Mr. ALLEN. [am speaking now of the question of capital- 
ization. I will make this statement, and it is capable of proof, 
that at least three of the great transcontinental railroad com- 
panies, which are doing an interstate business in this country, 
{ might say five of them, the greatest railroads in the United 
States, are capitalized at 50 per centmore than the actual money 
paid in. 

Now, what does that mean to the people of this country? It 
means that the farmers and producers of this country are com- 
pelled to pay interest and earnings upon the capital stock of 
these corporations at 3 or J per cent per annum upon pure, ab- 
solute water. By that means these corporations are reaching 
out into the wheat fields and corn fields in my State and Kansas 
and all the great grain-growing States and robbing the people 
of » portion of their money. That is another lawI should pass. 
[ wish to see if there is a Senator in this Chamber who will 
stand up here and undertake to justify that kind of business, 
who will say that it is not perfectly proper for this Government 
to take the commerce clause of the Constitution and upon it 
base a proper law prohibiting the overcapitalization of corpora- 
tions, thus preventing them from robbing the peopleof the coun- 
try. LIshould pass that kind of a law. 

| would by that means save to the people of this country mil- 
lions upon millions of dollars annually, which are now taken 
from them by this systemof legalized robbery. But the moment 
you do that, the moment any Senator stands in this Chamber 
and raises his voice in behalf of the producers of this country 
and against that system of spoliation and robbery, that moment 
some Senator gravely rises in his place and says, ‘‘Oh, that is 
Populism,” and therefore unpopular. Or, if hedoesnot do that, 
he classifies every Populist as an agitator and himself as a con- 
servative statesman! 

This country is suffering more to-day from the so-called con- 
servatism in business circles—which means simply the do- 
nothing policy, for that is all it is—than it is from any form of 
agitation. Conservatism, as these so-called ‘‘ conservatives” 
interpret it, means rust; it means decay; it means stagnation; 
it means let things go as they will regardless of the conse- 
quences. Agitation, rightly interpreted, means life, energy, 
progress, justice eventually, if pursued in the proper spirit and 
with the proper motives and intelligence. I have no patience 
with these self-asserting conservative persons who hide injus- 
tice and cupidity under assumed conservatism. 

Mr. President, I did not have the list of millionaires in the 
city of New York read for the purpose of saying one harsh word 
of them. They have theirfortunes, whether they were honestly 
earned or not, and | care not, sofar as I am concerned, how they 
were obtained. But I should pass another law which would 
prohibit the building up of fertunes like those in the manner 
some of them were made by their owners. I would have every 
man whoearnsa fortune be able to face the world and say: ‘‘ This 
fortune is the result of my own industry, honesty, and labor, and 
is not the accumulated earnings of thousands of my fellow-citi- 
zens throughout the land, which I have been able to reap by 
vicious or rotten legislation, or in consequence of an overcon- 
servative Congress failing to legislate in the public interest.” 

[ say let every one of those fortunes be held sacred, whether 
they were earned honestly or not; let every piece of property in 
this country be held sacred which is nenk by honest means, 
but do not let us, under this ery of conservatism, suffer 20 per 
cent of the people of this country to own 80 per eent of the prop- 
erty and total wealth of the nation. 

A few years ago—I think it was in 1890, or possibly in 1891— 
Mr. Blaine, in an article published in the North American Re- 
view in his discussion with Mr. Gladsteone—made the assertion 





that less than 50,000 people of the United States ver 
one-half of the total wealth of the nation. Less than 50, O00 
ple own $30,000,000,000 of the $60,000,000,000 of property in phy, 
country, according to that great leader of the Republican ai 
The same year Mr. Thomas G.Shearman, in an article published 
in the Forum, declared that 30,000 people owned over one-half 
of the total wealth of the United States. a 

From many a stump ex-Senator Ingalls, of Kansas, reiterated 
the statement of Shearman that 30,000 people owned over ono. 
half of the total wealth of this nation. Will any Senator stand 
at his desk in this Chamber and assert to the world that 30.90 
men could, in a lifetime, by honest means accumulate one-}, f 
of the total wealth of a great nation of continental magnitude 
and proportions? = 

How many years will it bo until the total wealth of this nation 
shall have passed into the hands of a very few thousand men. 
and the great masses of the people, male and female, become « 
vast agricultural and mining peasantry, practically slaves? 

How long will it be until that Renbeunlle event shall occur, if 
thingsare to goon asthey are going on to-day? Yet, sir,if a Sen- 
ator stands in the Senate of the United States and asserts these 
great truths, the batteries of the corporations, the batteries of 
the money power, are opened upon him, he is characterized as 
a Socialist, as a Populist, an anarchist perhaps, because he 
preaches the doctrine of the rights of the humble and the poor 
of hisnation. No,sir, wewould not disturb one of these fortunes. 
We would hold them sacred, but let no fortunes be accumulated 
after this which are not honestly accumulated. 

Why do Senators refuse to have a reasonable tax put upon 
incomes? I see inthis list two preachers of the gospel who haye 
about $250,000 a year income. They are preaching the gospe! 
of Christ; they are preaching the doctrine of peace on earth and 
good will to men, and yet they enjoy princely fortunes. Should 
they not pay an income tax? If the Senator from New York is 
a fair representative of their interests, they do not wish to be 
taxed upon their incomes. 

Mr. CULLOM. How did the ministers referred to get those 
incomes? 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot know. I hope properly. They may 
have inherited them; they may have earned them in the pulpit; 
they may have earned them by speculation upon the stock ex- 
change for aught I know—in sugar stock, or something of the 
kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought from the tone of the Senator's 
voice that he was attacking those two ministers because they 
had suchincomes. Isimply wanted to know how they got them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois did oot think any- 
thing of the kind. He did not thinkI was attacking these men. 
IT have distinetly told the Senate that I did not attack them or 
any other persons. The assertion is entirely gratuitous, when 
the Senator rises here and says I am attacking them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not happen to have the honor of hear- 
ing the preliminary remark. I just chanced to hear the Sena- 
tor talk about the enormous sums of which those two preachers 
had gotten possession. There seemed to be some feeling about 
it on his part, and I therefore very innocently asked him how 
they got the money. 

Mr. ALLEN. How did the Senator come to think that I was 
attacking them if he did not hear? 

Mr. CULLOM. The manner of the honotable Senator indi- 
cated that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Notatall. I have seen the Senator from Illi- 
nois much more earnest at times than [ am at this moment, and 
I never thought anything bad of him for it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska was only attacking 
the ministers in a Pickwickian sense. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Itis part and parcel of the policy of tho 
Republican party to cast odium upon the Populist party and 
every man who represents it. Itisa part and parcel of a sys- 
tematic policy to bring that party and its representatives into 
disrepute. That was the inspiring motive of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will state that I had not the slightest disposition or feeling to 
attack the Populist party, or the Senator either. I hope the 
Senator will not do me the injustice to say that I was attempt- 
ing to cast a slur upon him or upon the party he represents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the incident pass. It isof no consequence, 
anyway. 

Ir. CULLOM. [f think not. 

Mr. ALLEN. But I wish to know why these great fortunes 
should not bear their portion of taxation. It is said that they 
are eompelled to bear heavy taxes in the States. Is that not 
true of every citizen ef the nation who has property? Does not 
the man who uses the plow in the field pay taxes upon kis prop 
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erty and bear his ratable proportion of the public burden as wi when he never has had free sugar since the day George Was 
as these great fortune holders? ington was made President?» When Senators talk about givin 
Every State and Territory in the Union recognizes the rule the poor man free sugar, a thing that has never been, why not 
that equality of taxation consists in the taxing of property ac- give him something else fres that is equally, if not more impo 
cording to its value,and the contribution of property to the pub- | tantto him? Ifnecessary, » man can get along without suga: 
lic tax fund according to its value, and nobody complains; and | There are some of us in this Chamber who remember the da: 
vet. sir, when we undertake to invoke this universal rule of the | of the civil war when we had to get along without sugar, som 


































































States and Territories, and the rule that exists in the District | times for months and sometimes for almost a year. 
of Columbia itself, if I am correctly informed, and enforce it in | Youcan get along without sugar, but you can not catch the 
national taxation, then this cry comes up that the tax is unjust, | poor people of this country with that taffy argument much lo 
iniquitous, and inquisitorial. | ger. They can not get along without clothing, fuel, shelter, 
Senators say they favor indirect taxation—indirect taxation | and money. They must have something to shelter them from 
to let these great fortunes go scottfree. They have been earned, | the blasts of winter, they must have homes; they must have cloth- 
it is true, in this country and under the laws of the country: the | ing. The little bodies and the little hands and feet in this 
law has protected these individuals in the accumulation of | country must be clothed. 


their fortunes, protected their persons, protected their homes,} Mr. MITCHELULof Oregon. Will the Senator allow me 
protected their property, and it is protecting them to-day; and| Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

yet it is said that these tremendous fortunes should be permit-}| Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the poor man were not com- 
ted to escape national taxation because it is unjust and burden- | pelled to pay an extracent a pound on sugar, he might be ens 
some. The Senator from New York used that argument yes- | bled to buy clothing. 

terday, and he used it a few months ago. Isitnot perfectly; Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not want to tax sugar, and 
proper and just that every man should pay according to the | yet he is in favor of taxing the flannels and shoes that cover 
value of his property, according to the interest he has in the | the little bodies, hands and feet of the children of this nation; 


preservation of the Government, State and national? and then the Senator talks about free sugar for people of that 
[s it not perfectly proper that the same rule we recognize as | kind. Out upon such nonsense! 
just and right in State taxation, should be applied to national Mr. President, the people must have the absolute necessari: 


taxation? Certainly the rule is as just in the one case as in the | of life; they must have shoes and clothes, cheap they may be, 

other; but there must be some subterfuge invented by which | and cheap they are, in consequence of their poverty, but they 

these tremendous fortunes may escape taxation; and, therefore | must have these things, yet the persons who talk about giving 

it is said, that the taxation that is levied in this country outside | them free sugar, which is a falsity in its statement, tax thes 

of war times should be the indirect customs tax of the Constitu- | absolute necessaries of personal consumption almost 100 per cent 

tion. when they have taxed the lumber that goes into the construc- ¢ y 
But, Mr. President, what does that mean? It means simply | tion of the homes of the people, when they havo taxed every- ( 

that a poor man with an‘annual income of perhaps not to exceed | thing that they consume, everything that is to shelter them, 

$1,000 or $1,500, who has a family of five—a wife and three chil- | everything that is to warm them, and the few pitiful coals 7 og 

dren—is compelled to pay through the operation of that indi- | which go into their stoves and their ranges, but we must give 

rect tax, as much to support the National Government as the | the poor people free sugar! 

man whose annual income is $7,000,000. Upon every article Now, the Senator wants to know why I voted for a tax on 

which that poor man and his family consume he is compelled to | sugar, and I will tell him why I did it. I voted for a tax on 

pay as much to support the National Government as the man | sugar because when Benjamin Harrison left the Presidential 

with that tremendous fortune; and that, sir; according to the | chair he left a practically bankrupt nation; the $100,000,000 

argument of the Senator from New York and the Senator from | which had been accumulated under the provious Administration 


Connecticut, is equal and just taxation! ; of the distinguished friend of the Senator from New York 
No, sir; itis the law of selfishness that prompts this argu- | [laughter] had been absolutely depleted, and the Secretary of " 


ment. If these men can escape with their tremendous fortunes | the Treasury, Mr. Foster, had gone to New York for the pur- 
from bearing their portion of the national burden of taxation, | pose of issuing bonds just a few days before the close of the 
they are perfectly willing that that burden shall rest upon the | Harrison Administration. [Every prop that could be used was ; 
tax-ridden and upon the poverty stricken people of this country. | put under the recent Administration to hold it up until C! 
[heard a Senator say the other day in the discussion of this | landand his party came into power, that the crumbling structure 





question that it was placing a tax upon prosperity to impose an | might not fall upon Harrison, and it was held by sheer force ; 
income tax. Mr. President, where should you place it? Ifyou | until Harrison went out and Cleveland came in. 


do not place the burden of taxation ratably upon the prosperous, |_ I say this, and I am not avery strong friend of the present Ad- 
in God’s name where would you rest it? Would you rest it up- | ministration,either. 
on the poverty stricken people of the nation, and make them What became of the $100,000,000 that Mr. Cleveland left in 


bear the burden of taxation? Sir, for one I will not be guilty | Treasury when he went out? In some form it disappeared, and 
of such an act. : all the tax money that was acumulated during the Administra- 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? tionof Mr. Harrison was paid out. 
Mr. ALLEN. I will hear the Senator. | Mr.PLATT. Surely the Senator can not be in earnest in ask- 
Mr. HILL. The Senator a moment ago spoke very feelingly | ing what became of the $100,000,000 which was in the Treasury 
of the poor man with three small children, and I understood | when Mr. Cleveland went out, when the Senator must know the 
that he expressed the desire to aid that poor man in his strug- | fact that during the Harrison Administration bonds of the Go 
gle in life. I could point out to the Senator one way by which | ernment were paid to the amount of $259,000,000. 


he might aid that poor man; and that is to give him free sugar, Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes, I know thatquite well; but I know that 
and yet the Senator voted to put a duty upon sugar. | about one-fourth of thatamountconsisted of premiums paid upon 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if that should occur in acourt | those bonds: that n arly $25,000,000 of the $100,000,000 sur 
room it would be called pettifogging. You can not put down a | plus went out in premiums upon the bonds. 


great question by a remark of that kind. Mr. PLATT. ButI thoughtthe Senator wasinquiring where 
Mr. HILL. Whether it is pettifogging or not, I should like | the money went. There was more than $200,000,000 paid upon 
to hear the Senator's answer to it. | the principal of the public debt. 
Mr. ALLEN. When the Senator from New York stands in Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about the $200,000,000, but 


this Chamber and says that the sugar tax is the only thing to | about the $100,000,000 surplus. I say that that was practically 
be considered, [am sorry for him. He betrays more ignorance | gone, and all of the proceeds of the. taxes accumulated during 
than I supposed he possessed. | the Cleveland Administration were practically wiped out, and 
Mr. HILL. I do not say that the sugar tax is the only thing | about $25,000,000 of the sum was paid out in premiums upon 
to be considered, but I say it is one of the things to be consid- | bonds. 
ered. ‘*We have gota little surplus in the Treasury of the United 
Mr.ALLEN. I say it is surprising to me that the Senator | States,” it was said, ‘‘ and we can reduce the taxes upon the peo- 
should stand here wanting to know what the poor people of this | ple. Will we do it? No. When we get rid of this surplus, 
country are going to do without sugar. what will we do? We will go down to New York City, and pay 
Mr. HILL. Of course, they can not live entirely upon sugar. | to the Shylocks there a premium upon their bonds and will take 


Mr.ALLEN. No; of course, they can not live entirely upon | the money out of the Treasury, and pretty soon weshall have to 
sugar. Then, why talk about the sugar question when it has | issue more bonds.” 
no pertinency to the question under consideration? Mr. HAWLEY. [should like to put ina fact of history just 
Mr. HILL. Because sugar is one of the several articles that | there. The famous, or what I suppose the Senator would say 
go to make up what a man lives on. the *‘ infamous,” but what I call the glorious McKinley law re- 


Mr. ALLEN. Why talk about free sugar for the poor man j duced taxation about $60,000,000, and perhaps overdid it alittle. 
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Mr. ALLEN. 
did. 

Why was not that surplus money placed in asinking fund and 
applied to the discharge of the national indebtedness as rapidly 
as it matured, and not to pay the fictitious prices fixed by Wall 
street as premiums upon these bonds? 

I propose at the proper time to offer this proviso to the bill 
under consideration and to see how many Senators will vote for 
it: 

Provided, That all surplus revenues derived by the Government under the 


provisions of this act shall be held as a sacred fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 


It may have done so, but I do not believe it 


Do you suppose that this amendment will get a majority of 
the votes here? Notatall. It will get afew, but it never will 
be permitted to pass the Senate; it will never ba permitted to 
become the law of this land. Why? That would shut off the 
opportunity of Wall street to invade and loot the Treasury of 
any surplus that may arise under the operations of this bill. It 
you will take that surplus and put it in th® Treasury Depart- 
ment as a sicred fund with which to discharge the national 
indebtedness as fastas it matures, you will cut off the possibility 
of’the money sharks invading the Treasury Department and 
looting it again, and therefore this proviso will never be per- 
mitted to pass this body and become a law. 

Mr. President, I insist that the argument made by the Sena- 
tor from New York and the Senater from Connecticut that the 
income tax is unjust and inquisitorial is an argument which 
finds no support in logic or in reason. It is the argument of 
the man whose love of fortune is greater than his love of coun- 
try. I would regard it as a glorious thing if I had an income to 
be taxed to enable me to contribute more to the support of this 


4 Government. I do contribute anyhow so far asJ have anything 


on which to pay. 

I should like to be able to say, if I had an honest income suf- 
ficiently large, that I pay my just proportion of the expenses 
of the Government burden of taxation, and instead of taking my 
money and fleeing the country, and deserting the flag of my na- 
tivity and my obligation to my country, in preference to discharg- 
ing an honest obligation to the Government that fostered and 
protected me, I could contribute to the common fund of taxation. 

No, sir; itis the argument of avarice; it is the argument of 
cupidity; it is the argument of the man who loves his lucre bet- 
ter than he loves his country, who wants to escape with his 
whole fortune, who wants to shirk his responsibility as a citizen, 
who wants to cast the burden of conducting the Government 
upon the poor and distressed and those least able to bear it. 

That is the argument used here. True, it is not putin that 
language; it is not so prominently stated; but that is where all 
this subterfuge and rot that we hear about the income tax being 
inquisitorial and unjust leads to. It leads to the road by which 
the man who has a fortune may escape bearing his just propor- 
tion of the national burdens. 

Mr. President, I propose to call the attention of the Senate a 
moment to a few significant facts. I will read an extract from 
an article in the Political Science Quarterly of December, 1893, 
entitled ‘‘The Concentration of Wealth,” by Mr. George K. 
Holmes, of the Census Bureau. 


Wealth distribution by classes. 
1, 


1, 440, 000 farm-hiring families, worth $150 above debts of in- 
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752, 760 families owning incumbered farms worth less than 
$5,000, deducting incumbrance and other debts of in- 
definite amount, and allowing 8500 for additional 
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3. 
1,756, 440 families owning free farms worth less than $5,000, 
allowing $1,000 for additional wealth above debts 
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4. 


5, 159, 796 home-hiring families, worth $500 above debts of in- 
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That refers to those who hire their homes, who rent them. 
5. 
720, 618 families owning incumbered homes worth less than 
$5,000, deducting incumbrance and other debts of in- 


definite amount, and allowing $500 for additional 
Wealth ......... bn eis cles sias eeee 1, 142,531, 550 


1, 359, 741, 600 


5, 309, 589, 600 


6. 
1, 764, 273 families owning free homes worth less than $500, al- 


lowing $2,000for additional wealth above debts of in- 
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In other words and stated in other language, 91 per cent— 
just think of it—of the 12,000,000 families of the country own no 
more than about 29 per cent of the wealth and 9 per cent of the 
families own about 71 per cent of the wealth. r 

That is a startling statement. I believe it to be a true state- 
ment. It comes from an authentic source that 91 per cent of 
12,000,000 families in the United States own only about 29 per 
per cent of the total wealth of the nation. 

Mr. President, it can not be said that this is the result of im- 
providence upon the part of the great mass of the people, and 
excessive business acuteness, prosperity, and honesty upon the 
part of afew. It will notdoto make that argument. It is un- 
true. The people will not believe it. Sir, it is in consequence 
of vicious legislation of the nation and the failure to legislate 
in the respects that will bring prosperity and justice to the 
homes of our people. I am not a believer in the doctrine that 
legislation will supply the necessity of brains or the necessity 
of labor: but I will say that it is the duty of this Government to 
keep the opportunities of life open to every American citizen 
equally with every other American citizen, and not suffer them 
to be foreclosed by legislation or by the accumulated circum- 
stances which legislation ought, in the interest of justice, to 
remove. 

Mr. President, the income tax is just; it is honest. No man 
is crying out against it in this country, except the man who is 
compelled to pay it. No other person says it is unjust. It is 
held to bs a just system of taxation by our courts; it has been 
the law of every one of the States of the Union from its organ- 
ization down to this moment, and no man has ever charged that 
it has worked unjustly in the States and Territories. 

There is noother form of taxation there, and no one complains 
of it; but the moment the General Government says to certain 
citizens, ‘‘ You must perform your part in bearing the national 
burdens as well as other American citizens,” that moment, sir, 
they cry out that the tax is unjust, iniquitous, inquisitorial, and 
the like, and their advocates stand in this Chamber to reécho 
the sentiments which echo in their offices in Wall street and 
elsewhere. 

The American people are not asking anything that is unjust; 
the American people, and especially that portion of them who 
belong to the Populist party, which has been spoken of by the 
Senator from Connecticut, do not believe in putting a tax upon 
a corporation simply because it isa corporation. No man advo- 
cates that. When the Senator from Connecticut charges that 
to the Populist party he makes a grave mistake. No one be- 
lieves in it. I would not put upon an honest corporation doing 
an honest business a burden that I would not put upon an indi- 
vidual under like circumstances—not one. When the honest 
corporations of this country perform an honest business, they 
need have no fear of the Populist party. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not yield further. Iam about through 
with my remarks. 

When the corporations conduct their enterprises as pure busi- 
ness enterprises, when they keep their hands out of the poli- 
tics of the State and of the nation, they need have no fear of 
any honest American citizen. They will be treated with per- 
fect fairness and propriety. There is no prejudice against cor- 
porations per se in my section of the country or in any section 
of this Union of which I know anything. ‘ 

It is only when these corporations undertake to control the 
legislative branches of the State or National Government that 
the people cry out against them. No, sir. Any business enter- 
prise that is honest, whether it be associated capital in the form 
of a corporation, or in any of their various forms, will always 
meet with fair treatment on the part of the American people. 

But, Mr. President, the great reason why these men and thesa 
corporations do not want to see the Populist party come into 
power is that the power which they use and abuse against the 
American people will be wrested from them and restored to the 
people where it rightfully belongs. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, I dislike at this late hour of 
the evening to participate in this discussion, yet I shall ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for afew moments while I express some 
thoughts in favor of this system of taxation. 5 

I believe, sir, since the days of Horace to the present, in po- 
etry and prose, by male and female, it has been sung that ‘‘It is 
sweet to die for one’s country.” Panegyrics have been pro- 
nounced upon those who have died for their country; monu- 
ments have been erected to them, and their memory held sacred; 
but I have never yet heard it said by any body that it is sweet to be 
taxed for one’s country. That seems to be a duty that men and 
sections feel at liberty to evade if possible. Men will go to war 
at their country’s call, and risk and sacrifice their lives; but 
when it comes to meeting this duty and obligation of national 
taxatidW they and their property are ready to hide away. 
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The question that we are now discussing is simply and purely 
a question of taxation. There is, as evéry Senator knows, a 
certain amount of money to be raised for the support of the Na- 
tional Government, and I believe each year,as time rolls on, the 
amount to be raised increases rather than diminishes. Where 
and how shall that money be raised is the question. 

The Senator from Ohio says put the burden on sugar. The 
Senators from New England say put it on manufactured goods. 
The Senator from New York, I believe, would say put at leasta 
reasonable portion of it upon the cuffs and collars that the poor 
people wear. — S 

Mr. President, my idea is that, in imposing these burdens of 
taxation, the heaviest burdens should be put upon those best 
able to bear them, and the least burdens upon those least able to 
bear them. If you are going to make any distinction in impos- 
ing these burdens upon any class of our people, those who strive 
and toil in the shop and in the field, the 80 per cent of people 
who, the Senator from New York says, own neither real nor per- 
sonal property—I say if any class of our people are to be favored 
in our system of taxation, it does seem to me that they ought to 
be the favored class, because of their inability to bear the bur- 
dens. 

Then they ought to be the favored class, because I believe it 
is this 80 per cent of peoplein this country, who have been delv- 
ing in the mine and working in the shop and in the field, on 
the farm and in the factory, who are creating the wealth of the 
country. I know when the honor of our country is threatened 
it is from this 80 per cent of people without property that the 
soldiery will come which is to defend the honor and the glory 
of the country. So, I say, if any class of our fellow-citizens are 
to be favored, it does seem to me that they ought to be the fa- 
vored class. 

But we are told that this proposition to tax incomes is a sec- 
tional proposition. Iwill admit that it has been made sectional, 
and it has been made sectional by one little section of our com- 
mon country. It is from one section of our country from which 
we see this opposition come, and I can properly describe that 
section by saying that it lies east of the Alleghany Mountains 
and north of the Potomac River. I do not mean to say tbat ev- 
ery man in that territory is opposed to this proposition to tax 
incomes, nor do I mean to say that everybody outside of that 
territory is favoring this proposition; but I say that the advo- 
cates of that proposition living within that territory are few, 
and the opposition, so far as I know, of people living outside of 
that territory is feeble. All the great newspapers in that terri- 
tory are thundering against it. The Senator from New York, 
as the mouthpiece of that sentiment, occupied hours of the time 
of this Senate thundering against it. 

That section of the country, Mr. President, occupies a unique 
and peculiar position. It embraces, I believe, only about 6 per 
cent of our entire territory, and yet it contains 35 percent of all 
the wealth of this entire country. Itembraces 47 per cent of all 
the banking capital of this country; and I heard the Senator 
from Massachusetts tellus that in his own State even the labor- 
ers, the common laboring people, had in thesavings banks hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. How comes it that this little sec- 
tion of our country, embracing only about 6 per cent of the area 
of our country, has within it so much of the wealth andsomuch 
of the capital of this country? 

I want to give the people living in that territory credit for 
being intelligent, economical, industrious, full of energy, full 
of perseverance, and setting up a helpful and proper example to 
the balance of the country in these respects. Yet they are no 
more industrious and hard-working than the people of other 
sections. But it comes about, in my opinion, because they have 
enjoyed in a peculiar degree the advantages of class legislation. 
With a great tariff wall behind them, they have sent their man- 
ufactured products out over all this great country of ours, all 
the merchants of the country have been instrumental in gath- 
ering up here and there, little by little it may be, but for thirty 
years under this legislation they have been gathering and bring- 
ing this wealth home into their territory. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JARVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator whether, during all that time, 
North Carolin: has not had greater advantages for doing the 
same thing? 

Mr. JARVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. They have raised the cotton close at hand, they 
have their streams and their abundant water power, and they 
are very much nearer iron and coal tham we are. What advan- 

e have we had that they have not had? 
fr. JARVIS. Mr. President, I shali answer that question 
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natural advantages North Carolina, and Georgia, and Alabama 
are not only equal but are far superior to Massachusetts and the 
other New England States. The day may come by and by when 
North Carolina, and Georgia, and the other Southern States, 
and the Western States will be the equal of those other States 
in prosperity and in property. I trust that if soon may come. 

I would not, Mr. President, take from New England or New 
York one dollar cf their prosperity or rob them of one ray of 
their glory; but what I stand here and ask for is that the people 
who are thus fortunately situated and have these great accu- 
mulated fortunes shall bear their just proportions of the bur- 
dens of the Government, under whose laws they have been able 
to accumulate these great fortunes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? I donot wish to 
interrupt the Senator's argument, andI shallendeavor not todo 
so again? 

Mr. JARVIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr.HOAR. TheSenator cited what either I or my colleague 
or both of us said about the $4 ),000,000 in the savings banks of 
Massachusetts. Those $400,000,000 are the property of 1,260,000 
depositors, or thereabouts, I have not the fractions. So they 
represent deposits of $360 apiece by the depositors. They are 
not the great fortunes of which the Senator speaks. The fram- 
ers of this income-tax provision have respected the suggestion 
made by my colleague and myself, because they propose toexempt 
incomes under $5,000 when they are not in corporate hands, and 
I think the committee themselves have agreed to exempt the 
savings banks where they are banks merely of deposit. 

So the argument which the Senator is making of this accumu- 
lation of $400,000,000 by the workiag people of Massachusetts, 

,260,000 of them having $360 apiece in the savings banks, is an 
argument which nobody is now adhering to, unless the Senator 
still adheres to it. 

Mr. JARVIS. But here is the fact: The Senator himself ad- 
mits that he lives in a country and in a section which is so for- 
tunately situated, and which has had the enjoymentof a peculiar 
kind of legislation, that the laborers of that State alone have a 
bank account of $400,000,000. 

Mr. President, in the section of country from which I come 
not only the laborers have no bank account, but if the farmers 
at the end of the year can possibly get both ends together they 
are peculiarly fortunate; yet on every pores which has 
been made here during the progress of this bill to take some of 
the burdens from those people of North Carolina and the other 
agricultural States who have no bank account, and to leave in 
their pockets a little of the money which has been gathered up 
year by year, and month by month, and day by day, and which 
has been carried into the banks of New England, the Senator 
has stood here with all his might and energy and fought. 

Mr. President, it has been my fortune to stand upon the deck 
of a great ship as it ascended the great Amazon River. When 
we entered that river, looking far to the south, no land could 
be seen, looking far to the north no land could be seen; yet if 
you pursued it 3,000 miles up you came to the source of that 
great river. All along for 3,000 miles on the eastern slope of 
the Andes, in Peru and Brazil and Bolivia, little streams were 
coming up from the mountain sides and from the earth, that 
flowed on and on, each converging and directing its course to 
the other, until by and by they united in the waters of that 
great river and formed a great sea upon which the navies of the 
civilized world might meet, maneuver, and fight out ther bat- 
tles and have room to spare. 

So, for twenty-five years, North Carolina and South Carolina 
and all the Southern States and all the Western States have 
been flowing their money steadily for the purchase of manu- 
factured goods from this favored territory. On and on the 
stream has flowed, until we see in this little corner of our great 
country, having only about 6 per cent of its area, nearly one-half 
of the accumulated wealth of the country. 

When we come and ask our friends in that section to tear 
down, or at least to lower this wall of protection, so that the 
people living in other sections may have their goods cheaper, 
they say ‘‘nay;’’ when we come and ask them to unloose the 
tight strings of the money purse, they say ‘‘nay;” when we 
come and ask them to shoulder a fair proportion of the burdens 
of taxation, they say ‘‘nay;” when we come and ask the Senators 
representing that section to take from the farmer and the laborer 
some of the burdens of taxation and put it upon the accumulated 
wealth of the country, the Senator from New York rises in his 
place and says that is an iniquitous proposition; it is an inquisi- 
torial proposition. 

Mr. President, it may be inquisitorial, or it may not. I under- 
take to say that it will never be inquisitorial to those who hon- 
estlycomply withthelaw. If there is any inquisition instituted, 


yery briefly. We were complete wrecks at the close of the war. | it will oaly be for those who seek to evade the law: end I sub- 


You had your splendid factories then open and in progress. In | mit that they are not entitled to the sympathies of the Senate. 
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Ah; but, says the Senator from New York, this is undemo- 
cratic, and he warns us that we are eee the pend- 
ing bill a provision which will sound the death knell of the 
Democratic party. Mr. President, after fifty-eight years of life 
in that party, and after thirty years of faithful service in that 
party, I undertake to say thatif it has no higher mission than 
to bow at the footstool and worship at the shrineof the accumu- 
lated wealth of this country, the sooner it diesthe better. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries, | 

The Vice-President rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mv. President, as I understand Democracy it 
means sympathy with the struggling people of this country; as 
I understand Democracy it undertakes to protect the property 
of the country; but at the same time it goes out into the high- 
ways and into the byways, and putsits greatarms around the 
laboring people, who create the wealth of the country, and un- 
dertakes to lift them up into a higher and a better life. 

I thank God, for one, that the Democratic party to-day is in 
the hands of those who have the courage to take some of the 
burdens from the people and put therf upon the accumulated 
wealth of the country, and instead of this bill sounding the 
death knell of the Democratic party, I believe it is but the first 
step onward toa higher prosperity and a moreglorious career. 
IC it shall only have the courage to move farther on the line 
which has been selected, I believe, instead of our Republican 
friends in 1897 seeing a Republican President inaugurated, that 
the standard of Democracy will be advanced still higher, and 
that our banners will again float over the House of Representa- 
tives, the Senate, and the White Flouse when the next Presi- 
dent shall be inaugurated. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to inquire what is the 
pleasure of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to reply at some length to the speeches 
which have been made in support of the income tax. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, we have been nearly three 
months debating the merits of this bill, and the income tax has 
consumed a large proportion, or at least its reasonable share, 
of that debate. I’or two days we have been considering the 
income-tax features, and we have had read but five or six, pos- 
sibly eight lines of that part of the bill. So faras I am con- 
cerned, [ beg to appeal to Senators that we had better subject 
ourselves to some degree of personal inconvenience, goon with 
the consideration of the bill, and allow the business of the coun- 
try to know what the tariff taxation of the country is to be in 
the future, than to consult our personal comfort and prolong 
indefinitely the consideration of the bill. So long as I can keep 
aquorum here, up toa reasonable hour, I am in favor of going 
on, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
au quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. Let the Senator test the question. 
He has been delaying invariably when he could, and as he could. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wutrein the chair.) The 
Senator from New Hampshire having suggested the absence of 
a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Quay, 
Bate, Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Berry. Faulkner, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Turple, 
Brice, Gibson, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hill, e, Walsh, 
Chandler, Irby, Perkins, White. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators having 
answered to the call, aquorum is present, and the Senator from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Tennes- 
see will not insist upon going on to-night. Nearlyall the debate 
to-day has been addressed towards answering the argument I 
made yesterday and in presenting some additional arguments 
in favor of the adoption of the ineome-tax provisions of the bill. 
New points have been brought out especially aimed at New York 
and aimed at myself. I addressed the Senate yesterday at con- 
siderable length. Other matters have been brought upin which 
I was interested, and I was obliged to participate in the discus- 
sion, although T had not in the first place intended to do so. 

_ tam interested in this question, and my State is interested in 
it, On the Sth day of April last I spoke two hours and twenty- 
five minutes on the income-tax question and upon the tariff gen- 
erally. With the exception of a brief debate on placing raw ma- 
terial on the free list, [ have not opened my mouth in the Sen- 
at> [am not responsible for the ele of the bill. I represent 
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a pretty large constituency affected by this bill, and I desire to 
answer to-morrow, as briefly as I may under the circumstances 
the arguments which have been addressed to the Senate to-day. 
The thermometer marks 85° in this Chamber; we have hace 
here since 10 o’clock this morning, and I have not participated 
in the debate to-day to any extent except to ask a few ques- 
tions. 

I certainly hope that our friend from Tennessee, who has con- 
ducted this parliamentary fight so admirably during these lone 
three months, will at least give me this additional indulgence 
nearly at the close of this debate. ” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee just before 
I suggested the absence of aquorum honored me by the remark 
that I hud been delaying the business of the Senate, as I under- 
stood him. I think the Senator did me an injustice. I have. | 
believe, not spoken upon the income tax. 

It is several days since I have spoken upon the bill. I haye 
upon my desk a few memoranda in connection with the income 
tax, but I have refrained from speaking, and think I shall r 
frain from — upon that subject. I have not at any tim 
since the debate upon this bill began purposely delayed the Sen- 
ate, unless it may have been on one evening when the Senator 
from Tennessee was not in his usual gracious mood and under 
took to force an unreasonable session of the Senate. 

I have not even exhibited to the Senate, as I have been 
tempted to do, and have been atall times ready todo, the ree- 
ord of the Senate at the executive session in the spring of 1881, 
when I find that there were one hundred and forty-three dil 
tory motions made, which were voted down by the majority of the 
Senate, and of those motions the Senator from Tennessee mado 
nine to adjourn, seven to table, six to postpone, and twenty-two 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi 
ness, making forty-four, out of one hundred and forty-three mo- 
tions, which stand credited to the Senator from Tennessee. 
Now, he criticises me simply because at ten minutes past 6 o'clock 
L ventured, not having the fear of the Senator from Tennesseo 
or anybody else before my eyes, to suggest the absence of a quo- 
rum. I think the Senator did me a great injustice, and I look 
for a generous apology from him. [{Laughter.| 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, regret exceedingly that I can 
not make the apology the Senatorexpects. There is no Senator 
on this floor who is more opposed to the passage of the pending 
bill than the Senator from New Hampshire, and while he may 
not have consumed very much time, if any, upon the income 
tax phases of it, the Recorp will show that he has unneces- 
sarily consumed about as much time as any other Senator, if not 
more. Ladhere tothe remark | made awhile ago, that he has 
habitually and continuously delayed the passage of the bill in 
every reasonable and sometimes every unreasonable way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the qualification. 

Mr. HARRIS. Therefore I can not make the apology. | 
should be glad to do it if it were due the Senator, but it is not, 
and [ decline. 

Now, Mr. President, since the 2d day of April this bill has 
been under consideration. The income tax, with other phases 
of the bill, had been elaborately and extensively debated prior 
to the lasttwo days. Theso-called debate has been upon the in- 
come tax for the last two days, but perhaps the greater part of. 
the time has been spent upon everything else rather than that. 
The country has some rights as well as Senators. 

[am alittle scrupulous for the rights of Senators, but I feel 
that the country has a right to know at the earliest day we can 
inform it what the fate of the bill is to be. The waste of the 
time (and much of to-day and yesterday have been wasted) is 
hardly excusable. For that reason, inconvenient as it is to 
Senators, inconvenient and uncomfortable as it is to myself, 
and with extreme regret that I can not with my sense of duty 
yield to the appeal of the Senutor from New York (whom | 
would gladly hes if I could consistently do so with my sense 
of duty, and I can not), ! think we ought to go on. We have 
not read a dozen lines of the billin the lasttwodays. We ought 
to go on to an approximate completion. 

We ought to find an end; and the only way to find it is to stay 
here and give every Senator his opportunity, his day in court. 
Let him exhibit his learning and his rhetoric to any extent he 
desires. Let us stay with him, and let him doit. As faras 1] 
am concerned [ shall not move to adjourn as long as there is a 
quorum here or I can find any means of getting a quorum here 
to go on with the business of the Senate up to a reasonable 
hour. I do not ask Senators to stay here always, or all night 
even, but I do ask them to stay here longer. , 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, [ regret very much that the dis 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee, who has charge of the bill, 
has seen fit to refuse my request. Possibly insome way orother 
he holds me responsible for the delay which has occurred in the 

agree g of the bill. I decline, sir, to accept any responsibility 


n that regard. 














1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. 6719 





have been anxious since the bill was first brought in to bring 


it to a speedy conclusion. I have not sought to delay it for a 


single moment. I have not voted upon some of the propositions | 


the majority have seen fit to propose, although some of them did 
not meet my approval. 

! have been willing, so far as the details of the bill were con- 
cerned, with a few exceptions, to allow the majority to prepare 
the bill and pass it exactly as they pleased. As I said a few mo- 
ments ago, I had not spoken a single word upon the bill since 
the 9th day of April last, except a few moments on the subject 
of free raw materials. I trust I was not raising my voice in vain 
when I struggled for a few brief moments to hold this Demo- 
cratic majority to Democratic principles. I think that the coun- 
try will not hold me responsible for the delay of those few mo- 
ments when I sought to put upon the bill a few Democratic 
principles that might save it; and I am to be told now that I am 
in some way responsible for the delay in the passage of this 
measure, 

Mr. President, I have attended the sessions whenever I could. 
{ was called away, and during a portion of the time I have been 
away you have proceeded in your own way. You have made 


your amendments substantially without much opposition. Some | 


of them affected my State considerably. I have made no sug- 
gestion to you to save those interests. You have placed upon 
the free list manufactured articles of my State that affected the 


people of my Staite, as they think, considerably. I have offered | 
no protest. Ihavemade nosuggestion. Ibelieved thatin those | 


respects you were following a part of the Democratic policy and 
I acquiesced. 

Now, at this time, after three long months, when the delay is 
nearly terminated and you keep your patience and your temper, 
it is proposed to be exercised against me because, forsooth—l 
can interpret it in no other way—Isee fit to antagonize this por- 
tion of your scheme, an income tax. When I pleaded for free 


raw materials you seemed to be nervous and anxious about it. | 


You could not listen patiently tome. Have I delayed this bill 
an hour since the 9th day of April? Not atall. Sir, 1 decline 


to be held responsible for this delay. It was last fall thatother | 


men were filibustering here to prevent the passage of a bill 
which would relicve somewhat the business interests of the coun- 
try. a bill we were pledged to pass—not like this bill. 

That bill we were pledged to pass. It was contained in the 
Democratic national platform. It was a bill for the repeal of 


the Sherman silver law. Then many gentlemen upon this side of | 
the Chamber were engaged in a determined and bitter contest | 


at filibustering against that bill, a bill recommended by the 
President, a bill recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury,a bill that the Democratic party was in honor bound to 
pass. I sat here doing my duty to my party, my State, and my 
country in endeavoring to pass it; and I met with opposition from 
the men who now, after nearly half past 6 o’clock, want to crowd 
me toreply to the half a dozen speeches which have been di- 
rected at meand my State and the argument I made vesterday. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York allow me? | 


Mr. HILL. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator that I was one 
of the most determined opponents of the repeal of the purchas- 


ing clause of the Sherman act, but I deny in the most emphatic | 


terms that I have ever made a motion or ever was guilty of an 
act that can be truthfully characterized as filibustering against 
it; neither have I charged the Senator from New York with 
filibustering in respect to this matter. I do not quite see why 
the Senator assumes that he is charged here, by my declining 
to move to adjourn at 6 o’clock, with having sought delay. 

Mr. HILL. Inferentially, sir,thechargeismade. Youspoke 
when I made the request,simply a requestthat ordinarily would 
have been granted, having a desire to reply. We were told 
then that the business of the country had been delayed. We 
were told that I could not be granted this privilege. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me again? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we had made anything like decent progress 
to-day the Senator would have been answered differently. 

Mr. HILL. Who is the judge, sir? 

Mr. HARRIS. When we have spent two whole days in worse 
than waste, when thecountry suffers, neither my regard for nor 
my desire to accommodate that Senator or any other Senator 
would control me for the millionth part of a second. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says that the day has been wasted. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has. 

Mr. HILL. There are some Senators who think that when 
grey themselves do not participate in a debate all the time is 

asted. I say time has not been wasted. I do not say that 
every argument adduced here to-day has been exactly pertinent 
to this = of the bill, but mostly the time has been con- 
sumed in the argument of other questions by gentlemen who 


| favor the income tax, and not by those who oppose it. I think 
that the argument of the past two days has not been wasted. 

Yesterday I presented an argument to show that your $4, 
| emption was wrong, unjust, founded upon no principle, but. 
thousand dollars that you put on it madeit worse and mo: 
quitous., 
you sat here ready to vote the $4,000 in the bill yesterday, 

the rol! had been called. To-day a change has come over tie 

spirit of your dreams. The clouds are breaking. To-day the 

Senator comes in and says $3,000 is a proper exemption. We 

know not what you will do to-morrow. We can not tell 

other changes you may make in tho bill to-morrow. 

Yesterday I pleaded for the entire and complete exemption 

of your savings banks. You have introduced an amendinent 

vhich 1 think covers it. I pleaded foran absolute exemption o 

mutual life-insurance companies. To-day or yesterday the Sen 

ator from Missouriintroduced an amendment which I think sub- 
stantially covers those points, if I amadvised rightly. 

We are making progress,sir. Weare making great progress, 
| { think, with this matter. This is an important matter. As | 
said yesterday, it involves one-fifteenth of the whole Federal 
taxationof the United States. Itis conceded here upon all hands 
| that 30 per cent of this tax is to be paid by the State that I rep- 
resent. And after the argument I made thenand the argument 
made yesterday, Iam to be cut off now and compelled to go on 
with my argument to-night. I say it is cruel; I say it is unjust 
under the circumstances; I say it is unworthy of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS.» The Senator from Tennessee takes the re- 
sponsibility most cheerfully and gladly. 

Mr. HILL. Because he can not avoia it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Because he chooses to do it. 

Mr. HILL. 1 will place some other responsibility upon the 
Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. Proceed. 

Mr. HILL. I will, butI shall not be ordered around about it. 
[ shall not have plantation manners exhibited here in regard to 
it. I shall take my time in my own way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps the manners of the slums of New 
York would suit the Senator better. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, sir; but they are better than those 
from the plantations of Tennessee. 

Mr. President, I said that L had desired to facilitate the dis 
position of the pending bill. I was honest and sincere in that 
desire. Whatdid Ido? Isaw this debate coming last Decem- 
ber; I had anexperience upon the question of endeavoring to vet 
a bill passed last fall. We had an important election in the 
| country coming on. I felt as though it wasnecessary for the sal- 
vation of our party that weshould pass that bill. I criticised no 
body ‘s motive whodiffered from me. Ispoker: pectf uly of those 
who were upon the other side. 

Yet I saw delay after delay, and month after month until the 


+ 
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| last few days before the election the bill was permitted to pass. 
It had lost its effect. Democrats in the North had become dis- 
gusted with our party. Itdid not have the effect that it was 


supposed it would likely have. The long delay had frittered 
away the good effect. The country had gradually recovered 
from the panic to some extent. 

Therefore, with that experience in view placed before me, I in 
troduced, i think, on the first or second day of the December si 
sion propositions for the amendment of the rules of the Senate 
What were those amendments? Those amendments were to 
| provide, first, that there should be given to a majority of th 
| body (of which I have heretofore been proud to constitute my 
| self a member) the right to determine when a bill shall be 








| brought toa vote. [twas a principle that had been discussed 

| at the September session, because the bold announcement was 

| then made that a majority had no right to change the rules of 

| this body. 

| Lintroduced another amendment, which was that when a Sen- 
ator rose in his place and announced a pair he should be counted 
for the purpose of constituting a quorum—a proper rule which 
{ did not think ought to have met with any objection. It wasa 
part and parcel of a course of procedure that I hoped the Senate 
might adopt for the very purpose of having the majority control 
the date when this bill might be put upon its passage. I desired 
to avoid honestly and sincerely all the delay which has been oc- 
casioned. 

But, sir, what was done’ I introduced these amendments to 
the rule which would have facilitated the disposition of this 
measure. They went to a committee of which the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee was a member. Where are they now? 
in the hands of that committee, sleeping the death that knows 
no waking. They have been kept there from that day to this. 
The Senator desired, I suppose, to smother them in some way or 
other. Mr. President, they could have been presented. They 
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could have been passed. The constitutional right of the ma- 
jority to make rules to suit themselves exists. The power to 
make implies the power to amend, and that prior power implies 
the right to stop debate on the very subject of the amendment. 

Those simple rules, I think, would not have met with serious 
opposition upon the other, side because they were substantially 
committed to them last fall. They were substantially commit- 
ted to them in 1890 when the force bill was here. They could 
not seriously have opposedthem. Those rules,in my judgment, 
were necessary for the proper procedure in facilitating the busi- 
ness of the Senate. 

Now, sir, with that record before the Senate, with those pro- 
posed rules there before them, smothered in the committee of 
which the Senator isa distinguished and controlling member, he 
rises here to-night in his place and refuses me the little courtesy 
of an adjournment until to-morrow that I might havea little time 
to prepare myself to answer the gentlemen whose argument 
has been aimed at me to-day. 

Mr. President, it does not lie in his mouth to say or to insinu- 
ate or to have an inference drawn from ahything that I have done 
that I am seeking to delay the passage of this bill. I am ready 
atany moment to fix aday. I shall be glad when this contest is 
over. . This proposed income tax, as I said, affects the people of 
my State peculiarly. I am ready now to adopt those rules. I 
will go as far as any Senator here in procuring their adoption. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to present a petition 
of policy holders and others in the city of New York in favor of 
the exemption entirely of the funds, etc., of life insurance com- 
panies. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that the first 
name upon the list is William B. Hornblower, of 45 Williams 
street, New York. 

I present a similar petition, numerously signed by many dis- 
tinguished gentleman of New York, among others, Governor 
Hoadley, formerly of Ohio, Clarence A. Seward, Judge Dillon, 
and last but not least Wheeler H. Peckham. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petitions will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, sooner or later the Senate will 
be obiiged to change its rules for the purpose of avoiding the 
very procedure that we are encountering to-night. Yet I am 
not here to blame those upon the other side who have discussed 
possibly at too much length the issues involved in this bill. I 
do not say that they have done so. Aside from one evening at 
a time when I was not here, when the session extended, asl am 
informed, to some late hour, there has been no filibustering, I 
understand, and I do not think that the charge can properly be 
made against the gentlemen upon the other side. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There has been no speech made to-day upon 
this question that was not made directly to the merits of it, with- 
out a waste word. 

Mr. HILL. That, of course, is a question of judgment. I 
think so. Lagree with the Senator that in the main 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ispeak of the speeches on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I think that isso. The Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] represents, with two or three others, the 
Populist party. It being a very smali party, of course it re- 
quires a great deal of argument; and he went out of his way 
possibly, in discussing the income tax, to talk about the princi- 
ples of the Populist party. 

There are many very wonderfully and fearfully made, and of 
course they require a great deal of explanation. He went into 
the question of the giving away of the public lands, and endeay- 
ored to show that it was the Republican party and the Demo- 
cratic party that had given away the public lands. I am free to 
say that was rather foreign to the subject under discussion, and 
in that respect possibly the criticism of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee was well taken. But aside from that it strikes me that 
the argument has been addressed very posenesy to the discussion 
of the income-tax feature of the bill. think so, Mr. President. 

Nevertheless, whether it has or not, I am free to concede the 
necessity of an amendment of the rules of the Senate so that 
when a great question like a tariff shall come before the Ameri- 
can Senate it can be disposed of earlier than three or four 
months. I think that isso. I think it would have been better 
if at the outset of this discussion there could have been some 
time fixed by common consent whereby some day in advance 
could have been set down for a disposition of the bill. 

I saw an interview with some Senator published in Western 
and Southwestern papers, in which it was said that the Senator 
was in favor of an amendment of the rules; that he was not in 
favor of it now, but that at some other time when there was no 

reat measure pending before the Senate he would then be in 
avor of an amendment of the rules. In my humble judgment 
phe time to amend the rules is upon the threshhold of the pre- 
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sentation of a bill. The statement that these amendments can 
not be made during the pendency of an important bill remindg 
me of the story of a man who was asked why he did not put new 
shingles upon his roof. He said that when it rained he could 
not ,° it, and when it did not rain he did not need them. [ Laugh- 
ter. & 

So it is with the Senate. When we have no important bil] 
pending, when there is no attempt to delay any measure, then 
of course there is no necessity for an amendment of the rules. 
But we need such an amendment when an important measure js 
before the Senate. 

[ know it is said that if the rules are amended a majority may 
act arbitrarily. I think the proposed rule which I submitted 
to the Senate carefully guarded the rights of the minority. It 
provided that no time should be set earlier than thirty days, and 
then only by the votes of a majority of all the Senators elected 
to this body. That sufficiently protected all the rights of a 
minority. It gave no undue advantage to the majority. In my 
judgment, as we move along together we shall find that some 
ww rule is essential to the progress of the business of this 
body. 

I know there are some Senators here who seem to object to 
this policy of an amendment. Some of my Democratic friends, 
I regret to say, seem to think that we should keep the rules as 
they are because, forsooth, we are always going to be in a mi- 
nority, I think, sir, we should not proceed upon any such basis. 
We should proceed upon the theory that we are the majority 
party; that the people intend to stand by the Democratic party; 
and as we expect and hope to be the majority party, that we 
need this power to make our legislation effective. 

Speedy legislation is what we want—not hasty, it is true, in 
one sense, but legislation which can be closed in due time and 
in due season. How much better it would have been for the 
country last fall if the repeal of the Sherman law could have 
been passed within thirty days after we had assembled. Our 
distinguished President pleaded with us in a special message 
asking us to pass that measure, but there were those who were 
deaf to his appeals. The Secretary of the Treasury came up to 
the Capitol day after day and had interviews with us, in which 
he desired the prompt passage of that bill to relieve the Treas- 
ury, and yet, sir, it was not passed. That simply illustrates the 
point Iam making, namely, that sooner or later, and the sooner 
the better, we must make the amendments which have been sug- 
gested. 

Mr. President, I do not like to belong to a party that always 
proceeds upon the assumption that it is going to be the minor- 
ity party. Let us proceed upon the other assumption, namely, 
that our measures will commend themselves to the American 
people and will keep us in power in the Senate. I know the 
specter of the force bill is always held up tous. I know it is al- 
ways said, ‘‘If you had had those rules you might have had the 
force bill.” Yes, and we could have repealed it afterwards. 

Sir, if a majority of the American people, with the President 
and both Houses of Congress, fairly and honestly elected, wanted 
that bill they were entitled toit. The truth aboutit is they did 
not want it. There never was a time when a majority in the 
Senate wanted that bill. There never was a time that it would 
have received the votes of a majority of the Senate. The good ~ 
sense of some Senators upon the other side always prevented its 
passage. Therefore we are simply unduly end unnecessarily 
alarmed. 

Isay that the American people havea right to have the measures 
which they desire passed in reasonably'good time. Youcan not 
pass them under the rules of theSenate. What did the House of 
Representatives do? They drifted along. The public business 
was delayed. They could not keepaquorum. Finally, what did 
they do? They putaway all questions of pride, after having fought 
against it for three straight years. They found themselves 
powerless to pass the very measures which the people of the 
country wanted, and then they turned around and adopted rules 
to facilitate the passage of bills. 

Mr. President, we might take the House of Representatives as 
a model for us. I desire to say that they are dispatching their 
business promptly under their new rules. No injustice is dona 
to anybody. The Democratic party is not placed in a false posi- 
tion. On the contrary, I think—I may be mistaken, the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] will correct 
me—nearly all the appropriation bills have been passed by the 
other House and sent to this body. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. All with one or two exceptions. 

Mr. HILL. With oneor twoexceptions the Senator says they 
are here, ready for action, so that as soon as this contest is over 
we can proceed to dispose of them and adjourn for the relief of 
the country. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Sonator from New York allow me 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 














1894. 








Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggestthat we goonand vote upon some - 
the amendments. We would not reach the important ones to- 
night probably, and he can proceed with his speech to-morrow 
when those amendments are reached. 

Mr. HILL. The only point about that is that several Sena- 
tors spoke to me and asked me whether there was going to be a 
vote to-night. I told them no. They wanted to see me before 
the vote should be had upon these amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggestthat theamendments now pending 
end soon to be reached are not of such importance that I think 
the Senators who are absent would desire particularly to be 
present when they are disposed of. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senators who are absent will find no | 


fault. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senators who are absent will find 


no fault. 

Mr. HILL. What amendme,ts would the Senator like to 
have disposed of? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wecan take up the pending amendments, 
whatever they are. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to move an amendment. I wili move an 
amendment by striking out ‘'1895”—and it is an amendment 
which I desire to offer also for the information of the Senate— 
and inserting ‘‘1896.” I will explain it for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New 
York kindly state the line and page of his amendment? 

Mr. HILL. It is insection 54, line 7; strike out ‘£1895 ” and 
insert ‘‘ 1896.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Now, just a word of explanation of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment for the information of the Senate, and then the 
Senator from New York will proceed. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, section 54, strike out ‘' 1895” and 
insert ‘‘ 1896,” so as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1895, until the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1900, etc. 

Mr. HILL. My amendment, of course, if adopted would have 
to be followed by another amendment making it 1901, soas to 


complete the five years. The point to that amendment is sim- | 


ply tais: By the terms of the bill the tax is to be based upon 
this year’s income. The bill is to go into effect, it is supposed, 
about the middle of July or the Ist of August of this year. 


FE 


Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The motion is to lay the bill 
on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mv. President, if we can have a vote | 
will withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 
which is near the close of the fifty-fourth section, namely, toin- 
sertafter ‘‘ assessed ” the words ‘‘ by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and” 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the pending amendmant? 

Mr. HILL. That is the amendment, I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
two amendments of the committee precede the amendment the 
Senator from New York has indicated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the pending amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 54, line 22, after the word ‘* prop- 


| erty” insert ‘‘ owned,” so as to read: 


Mr. HARRIS. The time has not yet been fixed when the bill | 


is to take effect. 

Mr. HILL. [ presume it will be the middle of July or the Ist 
of August, so that we are substantially making a bill with a re- 
troactive effect. The income next year, starting with the Ist of 
of January, payable in July, is to be based not from July to July, 
giving a year, but from January to January. So by the termsof 
the bill corporations and individuals are to pay next year upon 
the income which they began to receive on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary last. Therefore this is virtually a retroactive bill. It is 
unprecedented in the history of legislation, in my judgment. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate any further upon the 
question. 1 move the amendment for the purpose of honestly 
and in good faith preventing, as I think, a manifest wrong, that 
weshould be obliged to pay next year’s tax upon the whole year’s 
income, including six months before the bill was passed. Books 
are to be kept, by the terms of the bill; other things are to be 
done by the people who are to pay the taxes. They donot know 


what todo now. It is utterly inoperative for a portion of the | 


time. 

Mr.FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from New York, 
as that is rather an important amendment, whether it would 
not be better to withhold it until to-morrow and vote on some 
of the amendments that propose mere verbal changes in the bill? 

Mr.HARRIS. The committee amendments, anyway, ave first 
inorder. The Senator will have his opportunity as soon as the 
committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. HILL. May we not then vote on the question of striking 
out ‘‘2 per cent” and inserting ‘' 1 per cent?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 suggest that the pending amendment of 
the committee be voted on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire moves to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire insist upon the motion? 

Mr. HILL. Nobody wants to kill the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
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And income from all property owned and of every business, trade, ete 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the question be taken on that 
amendment. 

Mr. GRAY and others. (Question. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. MANDERSON]; I have a 
right to vote to make a quorum, and asit is evidently necessary, 
Ishall vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], with 
a reservation of the right to vote to make a quorum. As it is 
apparent that a quorum is not present, I exercise my right to 
vote, and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Coiorado (Mr. Wo.Lcort], with the right to vote 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Montana {Mr. POWER], but under the 
terms of the pair I have a right to vote to make aquorum. | 


| vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. CALL (when his named was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], my pair with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] having been transferred 
by agreement to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 
I have the privilege of voting to make a quorum, and I vote 
‘* yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
on all political questions with the junior Senator from New York 
[Mr. MuRPHY]. He reserved the right to vote to make a 
quorum. I suppose there can be no doubt that that gives me 
the right to vote to make a quorum. Sol shall vote. I vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON]. [ have re- 
served the right to vote whenever it is necessary to make a quo- 
rum, and consequently I will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. [have 
reserved the right to vote to make aquorum. I vote “yea.” 
If my vote shall prove not necessary to make a quorum I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarns], 
who is absent from the city, but I have reserved the right to 
vote to make a quorum, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). The senior Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], with whom I have 
a general pair, favors that part of the bill which proposes an in- 


| come tax. I shall therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea. 


Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota[Mr. RoOAcH]. As he is 
absent I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Oregon|Mr. MITCHELL], but we are 
agreed upon this question. He desired me to have him paired 
in favor of the amendments of the committee. I therefore an- 
nounce his pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. TURPIE. Iwill vote for the purpose of making a quoruw. 
I vote * yea.’ 

Mr. MILLS. I will vote to make a’quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] re- 
corded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator fro Alabama [Mr. MORGAN bis not recorded. 

lr. QUAY. As I am paired with that Senator, I withhold 
my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquireif the junior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave | 
been informed that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is 
absent without a pair. Iwillannounce a pair with that Senator 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam at liberty to vote to make aquorum. I 
vote ‘* yea.” 


Mr. QUAY. 


[am allowed to vote #0 make a quorum. I vote 
. PERKINS. 
I vote *‘ yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 0; as follows. 
YEAS—42 


[ will vote to make a quorum if necessary. 


Bate Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry Dubois, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Blackburn Faulkner, Mc Laurin, Squire, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, Turpie, 
Brice Gibson, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carey Hawley, Pasco, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hill, Peffer, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Perkins, 
Coke Jarvis, Quay, 
NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Allen Gordon, McPherson, Pugh, 
Alison, Gorman, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, Hale, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morgan, Smith, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Stewart, 
Culiom, Hoar, Murphy, Teller, 
Dav Hunton, Patton, Washburn, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dolph, Kyle, Platt, Wolcott. 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


answered to their names: 


The Secretary willcall the roll. | 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators | 


A quorum has failed to vote. 
Let the roll be called. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Balk Dubois, McLaurin, Squire, 
Berry, Waulkner, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Brice Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
Call, Hawley, Peffer, White. 
Carey, Hill, Perkins, 

Cockrell, Jarvis, Quay, 

Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sponded to their names. 


Mr. HARRIS. 


see who are not here. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Forty-one Senators have re- 
There is not a quorum present. 
lask that the absentees be called. 


The Secretary will call the ab- 


sentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, as fol- 
lows: 
Allen, Gallinger, Lodge, Power, 
Allison, Gordon, McMillan, Proctor, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Pugh, 
Camden, Hale, Manderson, Roach, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Chandler, Higgins, Morgan, Smith, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Stewart, 
Davis, Hunton, Murphy, Teller, 
Dixon, Irby, Patton, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Frye, Ixyle, Piatt, Wolcott. 


Mr. HARRIS. 


I shall not move to send for absent Senators 


to-night, but I give notice that to-morrow I shall appeal to the 
Senate to stay here until we can report the bill into the Senate, 


whother it be early or late. 


I give the notice, and I hope Sen- 


ators will not say to-morrow evening that notice had not been 
given. In view of the present condition of the Senate, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 5 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 23, 


1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


t us 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 22, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order } 
Mr. THOMAS O. TOWLES, Chief Clerk. 
The following communication was read: 


rv 


JUNE 22, 1894, 
Sik: Thereby name the Hon. JoSEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from 
the State of Texas, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day i 
: CHARLES F. CRISP, Speak 
To Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives 
Mr. BAILEY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer was offered by Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplai 
of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approv 
SPECIAL AGENTS OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to ther 
olution of the House of Representatives, January 22, 1894, a list 
of the special agents of the Department, together with a stat 
ment of their work and the salaries received for the four years 
and six months ending December 31, 1893; which was referr: 


to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M’ADAMS VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER ro tempore laid before the House a copy o! 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of William 
McAdams vs. The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally laid before 
the House by the Speaker pro tempore, and referred as below: 

An act (S. 1546) authorizing a commission to draft a code o! 
laws for the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

A bill(S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries of the three judicial 
districts in the State of Alabama and to regulate therein the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States and the powers 
and duties of the judges thereof, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1259) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, entitled ‘‘ An act regulating the sale of 
intoxicating liquorsin the District of Columbia”—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Idemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theregular order isdemanded. 
The regular order is the call of committees. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion a bill (A. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridg 
across the St. Croix River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota; which was referred to the House Calendar, and; 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY PARK AT SHILQH. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H.R. 
6499) to establish a national military park at the battlefield of 
Shiloh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a bill (S. 1954) to amend 
section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in relation to the appointment of assistant pay- 
masters in the Navy; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The House bill on the same subject was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ANN ARBOR, MICH. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 3439) providing for a public building at Ann Arbor, Mich.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS PENSIONS. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.R. 7414) grant- 
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ing anincrease of pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian 
wars and to their widows; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

REAL-ESTATE ASSESSMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equaliza 
tion of real-estate values in the District of Columbia; also to 
provide an assessment of re il estate in said District in the year 
1896 and every third year thereafter; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (H. R. 2371) was recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs for the correction of the report. 

FEDERAL COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 6447) 
to fix a term of the Federal district court of the southern judi- 
cial district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to in- 
clude the counties named. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does this bill provide for the 
appointment of any officers? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Only a deputy clerk and a deputy mar- 
shal. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH YUMA INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back with an amendment (as a substitute for the bill H. 
R. 1651) a bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Yuma Indians in California for the cession of their surplus 
lands, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
wittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The House bill (H. R.1651) for the same purpose was Inid on 
the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point mili- 
tary reservation, in the State of California. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme 
Lodge of the Knights of Pythias; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6898) to regulate water-main as- 
sessments in the District of Columbia; asked a conference with 
the House on tbe bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
Proctor, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles,in which the coneurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall; 

A bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter; 

A bill (S. 730) making Labor Day a legal holiday; 

A bill (S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
a duplicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley; 

A bill (S. 313) appropriating funds for investigations and tests 
of American timber; 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College; and 

A bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. 


ANTIOPTION. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills rais- | 
ing revenue; and pending that motion I ask unanimous consent 
that all gentlemen who have addressed the committee, or may 
do so till this bill is finally disposed of, may have leave to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why not ask leave to print for all 
members? * 

_ Mr. HATCH. I would very gladlydoso; butI have been told 
it would be objected to. [A pause.] Well, Mr. Speaker, I will 
modify my request, and will ask thatall gentlemen who desire 
te print remarks in the RECORD, or to extend remarks actually | 
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delivered, have leave to do so, provided that such remarks are 
furnished to the Printer within ten days from to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that those gentlemen who have sub- 
mitted or may submit remarks be permitted to extend them in 
the RECORD, and that all gentlemen desiring to print remarks 
in the RecorD may have the privilege of doing so, provided 
that remarks printed under this leave be furnished to the Public 
Printer within ten days from the termination of thisdebate. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, that 
he House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for thefurther consideration -of bills raisirg 
revenue, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union| Mr. LIVINGSTON in the chair], 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7007) regulating 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining options and 
futures, and imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers therein. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask that the special order adopted yesterday 


io 


| may be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the order of yesterday limiting debate on Hous 
7007 be so moditied as to permit amendments and debate in Cor 
the Whole under the five-minute rule for two hours iimmediately after 
morning hour on to-morrow; the bill to be then reported to the House, the 
previous question to be then ordered on the bill to its passage; the chair 
man of the Committee on Agriculture thereupon to have one hour in which 
to close debate in the House, and the vote or votes then to be taken: that so 
much of the order of yesterday as was inconsistent herewith be rescind@d 









| the remainder thereof to remain in full force, 


Mr.HATCH. Now,T ask that the bill maybe read under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (interrupting the reading). Mr. 


| Chairman, I desire to ask if the time to be consumed in the 


reading of this bill will be taken out of the two hours aHowed 
for debate and amendment under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. HATCH. The bill, under the order of the House, must 
be read by sections, that amendments may be offered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Butitis in order now to offeramendments 
as the sections are read. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course; as soon as a section is read an 
amendment can be offered to it. 

Mr. COX. I wish to make this inquiry: Two hours were al- 
lotted for the consideration of amendments to the bill. Now, is 
any part of these two hours to be consumed in the. reading of 
the paragraphs of the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Why, of course, Mr. Chairman; it can not be 
otherwise, because the order expressly states that the bill is to 


| be considered under the five-minute rule. There is noother or- 


derly way of proceeding. It will take but afew min 
first one paragraph and then another. 

Mr. COX. It will take about an hour to read the bill: and 
that leaves but an hour for the offering and consideration of 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The first section was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes of this act the word 
shall be understood to mean any contract where ! 
person for whom or in whose behalf such contract is made, a 
right or privilege, but is not thereby obligated, to sell and deliver 


'$ to read 





tract whereby, as vendee, a party thereto, or any person as vendee, f 
or in whose behalf such contract is made, acquires the right or 
demanding and receiving from another, at astipulated price, at 
time, or within a designated month or other period, but is not the 
gated to receive and pay for any of the following articles. nan 
unmanufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley 
bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman,I offer the amendment which 
I send ¢o the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1, after the word “hops,” in line 15, add the word “ flour.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that there will 
be any objection to the insertion of the word “ flour” in this 
bill, and therefore, in order to avoid if possible the necessity for 
debate, I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be agreed 
to. 

Mr. HATCH. [ object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask 
why. if it was thought best to include the term “ flour” in the 
bill of two years ago, it should not be done now? I have 











| prepared no special argument in favor of this amendment: but 


as the time fordebate is very limited, I will ask the Clerk to read 
a letter bearing upon this subject for the information of the com- 
mittee, and then | will ask what good reason may exist why the 
amendment should not be adopted. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


CHICAGO, June 2, 1894. 
My DEAR MR. ALDRICH: Iam in manne this morning of your esteemed 
ng 


communication of the 3ist ultimo, inclos a letter from Mr. Bloss, presi- 
dent of the New York Cotton Exchange, upon the antioption bill, with spe- 
cial reference to the flour feature of that document. To my mind this fea- 


ture of the bill and its elimination after having been inserted therein is very 
significant. ] think the whole subject may be stated in a few words. 

‘he antioption measure, from its inception, had the enthusiastic and 
studied support, founded, asI believe, in absolute selfishness, of Mr. WAsH- 
BURN and the great flour interests which he represents, interests which 
were identified more particularly with Englishmen to whom the Minneap- 
olis Washburns ¢/ al. sold out. The motive was very potent on the part of 
those who sold the immense flour interests in Minneapolis, to show to the 


foreign capitalists that the investment, at least for a time, was a good one, 
and to justify the presumably large salaries paid to those whoconduct the 
enterprise on the partof stockholders in Great Britain. The flour interests 
of eee immense mills in Minneapolis depend almost entirely upon foreign 
markets 

The sales of flour in these great pe | corporations are made for future 
delivery, so that it will easily be perceived that the interest of the great flour 
syndicate is preéminently to have the wheat market for itself, and to be 
perfectly untrammeled in the sales of flour to English and other foreign 
markets for future delivery. Their sales, of course, are based upon the cash 
_ for wheat, and they are substantially withogt competitors for selling 

eir product for futuredelivery. Thepriceforfuture delivery being based, 
of course, upon thecash valueof wheat, upon the cost of manufacture, upon 
allowing a large margin for profit to English stockholders, and upon ex- 
penses for transportation, etc. 

In this field the flour mills of Minneapolis have little or no interference or 
competition. Were the Hatch bill to prohibit the sales of flour for future 
delivery it would be a disastrous blow to the ge flour syndicate owned by 
foreign capitalists, and presided over by the Washburnsin America. ‘T'o be 
sure, Mr. WASHBURN occupies the honorable position of Senator of the 
United States of America, but we may safely infer that his personal inter- 
es}s are exceedingly great and ever present in all his activities, in his delib- 
erations, in his speeches, andin his views. Hecan not escape the obligations 
under which the vast foreign syndicate has placed him, and he is bound by 
legislation and by personal effort to further the enterprise committed mainly 
to his control and conduct. 

Were the Hatch bill passed, restricting the market for the purchase of 
wheat, and leaving the same substantially under the control of the syndi- 
cate, and no interference with negotiating sales of flour in immense quan- 
tities for future delivery, the interest of the great foreign syndicate pre- 
sided over in America by Mr. WASHBURN, would be promoted vastly to the 
benefit of that great syndicate. Legislation would be made to subserve the 
interests of the syndicate, and the agricultural interests in this country 
would be subordinated to the prosecution of the enterprise, and all things 
connected with the agricultural and industrial interests of this country 
would be secondary to the success of this immense milling—I was about to 
say—conspiracy. 

e may certainly be justified in designating it as an immense monopoly. 
HAatcu hasevidently coéperated with W ASHBURN in the prosecution of this 
reat enterprise, antagonistic in all its features and in every respect to the 
nterésts of the agriculturist and to the facilities which boards of trade 
and chambers of commerce, etc., have provided for the accommodation and 
for the profit of the agriculturist, and for the economical marketing of 
the agricultural products of the West. I need not further elaborate the ar- 
gument 

I think that I have sufficiently indicated the controlling features of the 
elimination of flour from the Hatch bill. Its insertion in the bill inthe Sen- 
ate was madein view of consistency, and in view of exposing the real ani- 
mus and essence of the bill, and afterwards eliminated to secure the unre- 
mitting diligence of Mr. WASHBURN in its promotion in the Senate. 

I take this occasion to express the obligation of this board and of kindred 
commercial exchanges of this country to yourself for your studious persist- 
ence, and for thorough examination of this bill, and your arraignment of 
the — and methods andaims of its originators and promoters. You 
will have rendered great service not only to the agricultural interests of the 
country, but to its commercial exchanges. 


Very truly, yours, 
GEORGE F. STONE, Secretary. 
Hon. J. FRANK ALDRICH, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Extract from letter received from Mr. J. O. Bloss, president 
of the New York Cotton Exchange. 
NEW YORK, March 29, 1894. 


meen Sir: Your esteemed favor of the 28th instant at hand and contents 
noted. 

By this mail I send you a copy of the Carter and Choate opinions, as re- 
quested. I also send you a copy of the protest of this exchange, which may 
bé of service to you, in that it contains the volume and page of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD in which the various speeches against the bill in the pre- 
vious Congress can be found. The speech of ex-Senator White contains a 
= deal of statistical matter, more particularly in reference to cotton, 

tis also a strong constitutionalargument. The speech of Senator VILAs, 
as I remember it, deals more particularly with grain, but is chiefly a con- 
stitutional argument. > 

You of course are aware that in the bill as originally prepared the article 
of flour was included, 1t has now been eliminated. This was brought 
about, as I understand it, at the special instance of Senator WASHBURN in 
an interview had with Mr. HAtcH. In the fightsthat have been had on anti- 
option in the past Senator WASHBURN has insisted that there was no objec- 

on to the incorporation of flour in the bill, and accepted an amendment 
whereby it was included, his contention being that there was no trading in 
fiour that the bill affected, their business being all legitimate. It seems, 
however, now that this bill is objectionable enough even to his legitimate 
flour business to lead him to quietly take Mr. HATCH aside and have his own 
article stricken out. This undoubtedly was done in order to secure WASH- 
BURN’S support of the measure in the Senate. 

Hon. J. FRANK ALDRICH, Chicago, Ill. 


. aretore the conclusion of the reading of the above the hammer 
ell. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the remainder of the letter be printed 
in the RECORD. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That letter ought not to go into the RECORD. 
Mr. HATCH. I desire to oppose the amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Minnesota {Mr. FLETCHER] in yo ogee 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, but that letter which h 
just been read, or a portion of it, I submit should not be printe 
in the RECORD. I object to — the letter. We have no 
right to put into the record assertions of that character ip- 
peaching the action of the members of another branch of Cofi- 

ress. 

TheCHAIRMAN. You are toolate. Leave hasalready been 
granted not only to those who may make remarks, but to those 
who have not made remarks to extend them in the REcorp. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My objection was not on that ground. I 
object because it is out ot order under the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The letter will go into the RECORD. 

The letter is published above. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to take the floor to 
state why it was that flour was left out of this section and out 
of this bill. Gentlemen have stated on the floor of the House, 
in Committee of the Whole, that the word “flour” was in the 
bill of the last Congress. It was not in the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WARNER. Was it not in the original bill as presented 
by the gentleman himself at this Congress? 

Mr.HATCH. Now, if the getleman will bo still for a mo- 
ment, I can make a five-minutes statement that even the gen- 
tleman from New York can understand; and lam going a Gar 
way when I say that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon or- 
der on the floor. I can not hear a single word the gentleman 
from Missouri has said. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Neithercanthe Chair. [Laughter.] The 
Chair will endeavor, with the aid of the officers of the I Ouse, 
to preserve order on the floor, and hopes it will not be necés- 
sary to appeal to the committee again for that purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was inserte 
by the Senate, and the bill came back to the House in the Fifty- 
second Congress in that form. WhenI introduced the bill in 
the bacieaien of this session, I simply took the bill that was 
last printed, being the House bill with the Senate amendment, 
and introduced it for consideration by the committee to whom 
it was referred by the House. 

That bill contained the amendment of theSenate. I stated to 
the committee my reasons for a motion to strike out the word 
‘* flour ” from the bill,simply because flour is not gambled in on 
the boards of trade by option sales as these other commodities 
are, which are specified in the bili. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HATCH. Ican not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 

ield. 

i Mr. HATCH. Flour being a manufactured article made of 
wheat there was no good reason why the principle upon which 
these farm products are placed under this system should include 
the article of flour. 

Now, I have no interest in the world except simply as a mat- 
ter of principle in opposing the amendment. You may take 
any other manufactured article, made of cotton or anything 
else, named in the bill, and insert it with the same propriety 
that you could the word flour. I have never heard a complaint 
of any commercial body in the United States, of any miller in 
the United States, or any manufacturer of flour, or any grower 
of wheat, that flour was the subject of ordinary option sales on 
the boards of trade such as wheat and these other commodities 
are. That is why the committee struck it out from the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague allow an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has declined to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. HEARD. I do not understand my colleague as objecting. 
If the Chair will submit the request, I ask if he will yield for an 
rr: 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
and debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. I offerasubstitute for the pending amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman,I rise for the purpose of 
opposing the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman isnot in order now. The 
gentleman from Texas has the floor to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the first word of the pending amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I deem it to be the duty of a 
Representative in this House to vote in accordance with the 
sentiment of those who sent him here, whenever any question is 
under consideration which has been publicly debated and dis- 
cussed before the country and upon which his constituents have 
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expressed their desires by public declarations, and to vote accord- 
ing to the dictates of his own judgment, after a full investiga- 
tion of their merits, upon all measures submitted to the House 
upon which those whom he represents have not expressed their 
opinion. I have carefully read this bill, which I am sure has 
not been seen by fifty men in my entire district, and have given 
to its provisions a great deal of thought and investigation. 

Lack of time will not admit of any discussion of the constitu- 
tional questions involved in regard to the power of Congress to 
interfere with contracts entered into by citizens of a State, and 
to be carried out within the territorial limits of the same State, 
or to invade the police jurisdiction of the States over the sub- 
ject of the suppression of anything which may be deemed im- 
moral, either in practice or tendency; and therefore I shall con- 
tent mys?lf with calling attention to the objects sought to be 
obtained by the framers and supporters of this bill. In order to 
act intelligently in casting my vote I consulted, after reading 
this complex and intricate bill, the report of its framer, the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, knowing very well 
that after the patient investigation,exhaustive study,and labo- 
rious research bestowed by him upon the subject of the bill for 
80 many yeurs, he would be able to shed more light upon it than 
any other member of the House upon his side of the question. 

| read in that report that the first object of this bill is ‘‘ to ob- 
tain revenue.” The report states one of its objects to be—I am 
reading from Mr. HATCH’S report—‘‘to obtain revenue:” 


Atthis time additional revenue is desirable and imperative. Unlikeformer 
bills reported to the House covering the subjects embraced in this measure, 
it will more surely and steadily provide a constant*revenue to the Govern- 
ment, and that without an additional corps of revenue officers, and ata 
minimum cost for its collection. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I need go no further in the reading of 
the report or the investigation of this subject in order to_vote 
intelligently. The bill seeks ‘‘to obtain revenue.” This being 
admitted oy the chairman of the committee, it is confessedly a 
legalizing, by the Government of the United States through its 
Representatives, of a system of gambling if passed by this House. 
My people know that we need revenue; my pvople may be will- 
ing that I should vote for a revenue reform measure, which will 
produce revenue, although all of its features may not commend 
themselves to their judgment. 

But I believe that my people are unwilling that I should vote 
for any measure which will tolerate gambling, which willlicense 
gambling, which will legalize gambling, and which will pro- 
duce revenue by gambling, which the contracts covered by the 
pill are denounced to be by its framers and supporters. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I can not beinterrupted. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
if these gentleman really desire to suppress this species of gam- 
bling, why do they not follow the declaration of the platform 
which [ shall proceed to read: 

2. Wedemand that Congress shall pass such laws as will effectually pre- 
vent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical productions; 
provicing a stringent system of procedure in trials that will secure prompt 
conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure the most perfect 
compliance with the law. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
declines to yield. 

A MEMBER. What platform is that? 

Mr. CRAIN. I haveread from the original Ocala platform, as 
contained in the National Economist of June 9, 1894. Now we, 
as Democrats, are called upon, at the behest of the Committee 
on Agriculture, led on by their distinguished chairman, to half 
way try to do what the Populists say ought to be done, namely, 
to suppress gambling in futures in the States of the United 
States and in the Territories thereof. 

But this bill confessedly does not do that. It raises revenue, 
because the report of the committee says that the raising of rev- 
enue is an object of the bill, that revenue is needed just now, 
and that the bill will produce a large amountof revenue at very 
little expense to the Government. The report denounces “ fu- 
ture contracts” and ‘‘options” as gambling devices which in- 
jure the farmers of the country, but in order to put money into 
the Treasury of the United States the supporters of the meas- 
ure are willing to let them go on, for they say the taxing of them 
will produce revenue. 

If these future and option contracts are simply gambling upon 
the products and misfortunes of the farmers of the country, they 
ought to be suppressed if Congress has the power to suppress 
them. But this bill does not suppress gambling, for the report 
declares that it will produce revenue; and it is plain that that 
which produces revenue is not suppressed. In other words, the 
framers and supporters of the bill assert that gambling in fu- 
tures and options lowers the prices of agricultural products, but 
that as the Government needs revenues the gambling must be 
permitted to go on if the gamblers pay the license dues and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 








-_ -_ 
60725 
other taxes provided for in the bill. The bill simply says, aec- 
cording to the committee's report, that although the gamblers 
in wheat, beef products, and cotton futures injure the producers 
of these commodities, still they must be allowed to continue to 
ply their vocation because the Government needs revenue, and 
by licensing the gamblers the Government will obtain revenue. 
Taxthe gamblers and let the farmers suffer, says the bill. [say 
suppress the gambling if we have the power, but do not let the 
Government go into partnership with gamblers, first, from a 
moral standpoint; and, secondly, because not even “ to obtain 
revenue” ought the Government to license a business which is 
said to lower prices to the real producers of the country. Save 
the farmers. Do not license the gamblers. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TERRY. _ I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Lunderstand that under the general rule, when 
a bill is taken up by sections, an amendment can only be offered 
to a section after it has been read, but if I recollect correctly it 
was stated or agreed the other day that when we came to amend 
the bill amendments might be offered to any part of the bill—be- 
cause we may not reach the last sections of this bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not included in the order as 
finally agreed upon. 

Mr.COOMBS. That was agreed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was merely a suggestion previous to 
the agreement. 

Mr. TERRY. I understood that it was agreed upon. 
of these sections of the bill may never be reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. Wecan get to them if the committee will 
vote on the amendments as they are offered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have a vote on these amendments, 
and then we can go on. 

Mr. CRAIN. I withdraw my substitute. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to read from the RECORD, page 7804, to 
show what the agreement was: 

Mr. Cox. I suggest that the gentleman ask that in offering amendments 
under the five-minute rule it shall not be necessary to read the bill in detail. 

Mr. HatcH. Iwill acceptthat suggestion, that amendments may be offered 
to any section of the bill and voted upon in the order in which they are pre- 
a. so that the time will not all beconsumed upon any one section of the 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That was clearly the understanding. 

Mr. HATCH. That was distinctly my proposition when I 
asked to close this matter in one hour, but after that it was sug- 
gested that I make it two hours, under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. But you did not withdraw this prop- 
osition. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from Missouri [Mr. Hatrcn] did 
not suggest that he was going to exhaust one-half the time in 
reading the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I am not going to exhaust one-half or one- 
tenth of the time. The time is being exhausted in offering 
amendments and debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest that it was clearly the under- 
standing of all gentlemen here that any part of the bill would 
be subject to amendment during the two hours. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TERRY. In order to havea direct ruling on the sub- 
ject, I offer an amendment to section 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now, having agreed to recognize another gentleman. The 
gentleman from Texas[Mr.CRAIN]asks permission to withdraw 
his substitute. Isthere objection? The Chair heurs none, and 
leave is granted, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
is recognized. 

Mr. COX. I desire to offer an amendment to the second sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
reached? 

The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment pending to the first 
section, offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from ILli- 
nois. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman—- 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS demanded a division. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A parliamentary inquiry. 
understand what they are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amends 
ment. 


Some 


Has the second section of the bill been 


Members do not 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I understood that I was to 
be recognized in opposition to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man now. ‘The Chair will recognize the gentleman on the next 


amendment. 2 ew 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I renew the amendment of the 


gentleman from Texas. [Cries of ‘Too late!”’] 

Mr. COOMBS. 1 called for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee was dividing. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But, Mr. Chairman, the members 
did not understand it. This matter is not to be driven through 
in this manner without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state 
what his proposition is. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My proposition is to renew the 
substitute which has been withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota will be 
recognized in due time. Debate is exhausted on this amend- 
ment, and the committee is dividing. 

Mr. BURROWS. Report the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ow, Mr. Chairman, is that the 
amendment that the vote has been had on? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the amendment that the vote is 
now being taken on. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move tostrike out the last word, 
and I want to be heard on that a minute or two. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. I rise toa point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If I understand correctly the po- 
sition of the gentleman in charge of the bill—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I hope [I can have order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please take their seats 
and cease conversation on the floor. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. If I can get just one minute I think we can get 
out of this trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare notin any trouble. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Do I understand the Chair to rule that upon a 
motion to strike out the last word the two hours’ debate on 
amendments can be consumed? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr.Chairman, I can not be taken 
off the floor this way. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing in the rules contrary to 
that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I trust the mem- 
bers of this committee will not hastily force a vote upon this 
matter. I think the amendment offered by my colleague ought 
to be adopted. If there is any reason for legislation of this kind 
affecting wheat, the same arguments and the same reasons will 
apply to flour. in the letter which was read from the Clerk’s 
desk the charge is made that the reason flour was left outof the 
bill was to enable a British syndicate that has purchased the 
Washburn and Pillsbury mills to control the wheat markets of 
America, bear the price of wheat, and thus make profits on the 
flour they manufacture. 

Now, I am not prepared to say that the charge in that letter 
is true, but I do state that the writer, Mr. Stone, is a man of in- 
tegrity and standing in the city of Chicago. He states unequivo- 
cally that this whole scheme is for the purpose of depressing the 
price of wheat that is raised in America for the benefit of an 
English syndicate. I happen to know, Mr. Chairman, that these 
great Washburn and Pillsburry mills that are operated in Min- 
neapolis, in the State of Minnesota- 

Mr. COX. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois (continuing). Are to-day undertthe 
control of and operated-— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois (continuing). By English capital. 

Mr. COX. IfI can get the gentleman to stop I will state my 
point of order. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state the point of 
order. 

Mr. COX. When the gentleman took the floor we were divid- 
ing upon a question; and of course when the committee was 
dividing onan amendment the gentleman can not take the floor 
and address the committee on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noone made the point of order against 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. COX. I make it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late. The Chair suggests to the 
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gentleman from Tennessee that when the gentleman from IIli- 
nois gets off the floor the Chair will hear the point of order 
{Laughter | ; 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope these 
interruptions will not be taken out of my time. : 

If the charges made in this letter are true, the members of 
this House ought to incorporate this amendment in this bill. 
Whether the charge is true or not, there is no reason upon earth 
why flour should not be included in the bill the same as wheat 
rye, barley, or other products raised upon the farm. if thera 
have been no dealings in futures on flour, that is no reason why 
there may not be in the future; and if the argument presented 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture relating to 
the articles included in the bill be correct, then I say that the 
same reason would require that flour be placed in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota says that 
these mills are not operated and controlled by an English syn- 
dicate. I say the gentleman is mistaken; and I will give my 
reason. Within six weeksI have defended a flour operator who 
resides in my State from a suit that was brought by this same 
English syndicate, attempting to control the flour market of the 
city of Aurora and various portions of the State of Illinois. 

It was alleged in the bill, and the attorneys who appeared in 
the United States courts charged, that those mills were owned 
and operated by an English syndicate who are not only attempt- 
ing to ‘‘ bear” the wheat market of this country, but also to con- 
trol the flour trade throughout every section of the country. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [Illinois with- 
draw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the pending 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read, as above. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that no further 
amendment is in order. 

Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘*Vote!”] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 93, nays 33; so 
the amendment was adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to section 2 
of the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I make the point that section 2 has not yet 
been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 2 has not yet boen read. The 
Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures ” shall bo un- 
derstood to mean any contract whereby a party thereto, or any party for 
whom or in whose behalf such contract is made, contracts to sell and de- 
liver to another, at a future time, or within a designated month or other 

period, any raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, 
yarley, pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move tostrike out section 2. The purpose 
of my motion, Mr. Chairman, is to eliminate from the bill all , 
reference to the term ‘‘futures,” so that the bill, should it be- 
come a law, will deal with trading in ‘‘options,” and ‘‘ options” 
only. There should be no objections to the bill as it would then 
read, and there ought to be no objections to the amendment by 
the authors of the bill. 

Speculation in ‘‘options” is the purely gambling feature of 
trade in these products indulged in, I regret to say, by some 
members of our boards of trade. It is the canker sore or wart 
upon legitimate trade, and speculation and the element which 
has brought down so much condemnation upon these commer- 
cial organizations. These two terms, “options” and ‘‘ futures,” 
are thoroughly explained in sections 1 and 2 of the bill. 

The latter term is employed to denote the actual buying and 
selling of commodities for delivery at some time beyond the mo- 
ment at which the trade is made. 

I will not take the time now to go into a further argument of 
this proposition, nor to reiterate the advantages which this sys- 
tem brings to our producing classes, but that it is legitimate 
there can be no doubt, and the mere fact that speculation in 
these goods happens to be active is no reason why it is not only 
legitimate but rational. Why, there is hardly any article of 
manufacture to-day that is not bought and sold when in large 
quantities for future delivery. ’ ; 

The great harvegter companies purchase their lumber, their 
steel and wire and their cotton duck and binding twine months 
in advance of their actual needs for these articles, and the trade 
is a rational and a beneficial one to both seller and buyer, and 

the same is trueof otherlines of goods. The mere idea, there- 
fore, of trading in futures, should cut no figure nor be any ele- 
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ment of consideration by those who favor a bill for the suppres- 


sion of option trading. 
As Lhave said before, all trading in options by members of the 
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Board of Trade at Chicago,such as Mr. HATCH has referred to, 
and so justly condemned, has occurred after the hours of the 
board, and outside of its Exchange hall. Therulesof the board | 
do not countenance such transactions nor recognize them inany 


way. and the violators are subject to the operations of the State 
law nd should be prosecuted for their But while 
i the laws of our State, trading 


offenses. 


trading in options 1s prohibited by 
- - * 1 } 'h? . > aa Tp la 
in futures is not, and the rules of the Chicago Board of Trad 
are upheld and recognized by our courts in every case brought 
before them. 
‘his nd nt. therefore. is: st pasaanr ible ms ish ld 
ihnisamendment, therelore, 1iSamost reasonandie one and should 


be adopted. 

Beeause it has been cle arly shown in this discussion 
that whatever the evils which may exist through this system of 
buying and selling of the products named for future delivery, 
they do not begin to overbalance the advantages derived there- 
from. 

Second. Because the market in which the greatest trading in 
futures takes place, viz., Chicago, the average price of wheat is 
from 1 to 3 cents above New York and from 3 to 6 cents above 
Liverpool, thus indicating that this system, so far as it affects 
values, t least not inimical to the interests of the great farm- 
ing community tributary to Chicago. 

Third. Because speculative gambling isfor the most partcon- 


First. 


is a 


fined to the vicious practice of trading in privileges, and is com- | 


pletely covered in those provisions of the bill which refer to 
options. 

. can only say in conclusion that I regret that the chairman 
of the committee which has reported this bill has not seen fit 
to publish the testimony taken before his honorable committee. 
Rumor has it that this testimony was so unanimously against the 
bill, and so little was said in favor of it, that prudence dictated 
thai the evidence should not be published. However this may 
be, [make the prediction now that the bill will never become a 

aw, regardless of the vote taken here to-day. 

Mr. COX. 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ meat,”’ on page 2, line 8, the following: 

‘ Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to apply to contracts 
eniered into for future delivery of the aforesaid articles if at the time of 
contract of sale of any of said articles the vendor is the actual bona fide 
owner of the article to be delivered in the future, or has the power and au- 
thority to sell and deliver the same as agent for another, the principal own- 
ing the property at the time the contract is made by the agent.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
a substitute for that amendment. 

Mr. COX. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. Now, 
if I can have the attention of the committee for a few moments 
I feel satisfied that I can explain the amendment so that it will 
meet general approval. The main idea of this bill is to prevent 
men from selling property which they do not own or control. 
The second section of the bill as it stands undertakes to define 
futures, and, taking that in connection with the section which 
exempts farmers from the operation of the bill, another class of 
legitimate business transactions is brought within the range of 
the bill, so that instead of punishing fictitious sales, or compe!l- 
ling such sales to pay revenue, you really embarrass and retard 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 


| miller there except Mr. Pills! 


alarge class of transactions which belong to legitimate busi- | 


ness—transactions in which thousands of men throughout the 
country are engaged. 

Let me put the case so that it can be understood. 

Say that my friend here [Mr. CooMBsS] is a merchant and I 
amafarmer. I owe him #500. I say to him, ‘‘I will give you 
500 bushels of wheat for my debt.” He accepts the proposition 
and I turn the wheat over to him. Next day he goes to the 
miller to sell the wheat, and the miller requires him to deliver 
it within three days. Now, in those transactions contracts arise 
such as are covered by the provisions of this bill, and I sub- 
mit that to have the bill operate upon transactions of that kind 
is a hardship and tends to retard legitimate business. 

I am in favor of this bill, but my object is to strike the men 
who sell what they have not got, not to retard the operations 


of men who sell what they have got; and the amendment [ have | 


proposed to section 2 provides for such cases as that which I 
have stated. Where a man has what he sells, it is an outrage to 
place such restrictions upon his business asthis bill does. While 
the bill permits the farmer to deliver his wheat exempt from 
this tax, yet whenever the merchant, the lawyer, or anybody else 
gets hold of that wheat, even though he has to deliver it within 
three or four days, he is subject to the tax under the provisions 
of this bill. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to suggest to the gentle- 


man that on page 17 you let the farmer sell the growing crop—— 








Mr. COX. Mr.Chairman,I have only five minutes in h 
to present this amendment, and I[ ean not yield to int p 
I will read the amendment again, so that memb may und 
stand it exactly. 

. COX again read the amendment, as above. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ** Vote!’’] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will indulge 
I sta moment I[ think I can sive ry a very bri ite- 
ment. [ donot agree with the gentleman from Tenn is to 
the importance which he attaches to t ul iment, t [am 
satisfied that he earnestly believes it is necessary to cover a 
class of cas that occur oceasionally in his sectidn of th ) 
ry, if not throughout the land. 

Mr. COX. Such things oecur a thousand times every n L. 

Mr. HATCH. I *»lievethe gentleman thinks the amendment 
necessary. Lam aot willing myself to reject : fair amend- 
ment of this bill, any amendment which, in my judgment, will 
not destroy its efficacy. ‘Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I 
shall not object to the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. COX. Thank you. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! “ Vote!”| 

Mr. FLETCHER was recognized. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is not in 


oracer, 

Mr. BOATN [Tam inorder. I desire to move an amend 
ment to the amendment which is now pending, and that is strictly 
a parliamentary motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. There an amendment to the amend- 
me¢! ulready pending, and therefore the centleman is n¢ 
oraer. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
in moving to am 

The CI 
nized. 


Mr. FLETCHER. 


wrt? 
bulWe 


is 
nt yt in 
Does the Chair say that I am not 
‘nd an amendment? 


AIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is 


in order 


recog- 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to state to th 


e mem- 


bers of this House that the letter which has been read here and 
the statements which have been made by the gentleman from 
Illinois are entirely unwarranted by the facts of the case. 


A} 


\ bout 35,000 barrels of flour are made per day in Minneapolis. 
Of this quantity the Pillsbury-Washburn syndicate, as it is 
termed, or the great English syndicate, does not produce over 
10,600 barrels. A few agents of the English syndicate have been 
putas their representatives into the Pillsbury-Washburn con- 
cern in order that they may have a better market for their fl 
on the other side. But the English syndicate does not contr 
and never did control the majority of the stock of the Pillsb 
Washburn concern. 

I have been a miller in the city of Minneapolis for fifteen y 
and [ know whereof I speak. I make the assertion right here 
without fear of contradiction by any man on this floor, 
is not a miller in the city of Minneapolis, or Winona, : 
or West Superior, or Mankato, and in t 


this statem 
cluded all the large mills of the Northwest—not one 
men, unlessit be Mr. Pillsbury or Senator WASHBURN, 
of the passage of this bill in of the word. Il was ata 
meeting of the millers of Minnesota week before last, and every 


uury condemned this bill fr 





any sense 


ginning to end. 

Now, when men get up here and undertake to tell us about 
this greatsyndicate of millers controlled in Minneapolis, and that 
Minneapolis is controlled by England and the English syndica 


there is not a word of foundation for the statement. ‘l‘here are 
some parties in England connected directly or indirectly with 
the Pillsbury and Washburn concern; but it is altogethera mis- 
take to suppose that the Pillsbury-Washburn men are the only 


millers in that section. They have notacapacity of over 10,000 
or 10,500 barrels a day out of the 35,000 barrels manufactur 


The Washburn, of Washburn, Crosby & Co., is another Wash- 
burn entirely, and represents the estate of the late C. C. Wash- 
burn. 

[ repeat, that every miller in the vreat mills at Duluth, West 
Superior, Mankato, and Winona is opposed to this bill. As for 


Mr. Pillsbury, the chairman of the committee who has this bill 
in charge, will bear out my statement when I[ say that Mr. Pills- 
bury himself did not favor this bill, but in company with an- 
other gentleman wanted amendments put upon it to eliminate 
some of its bad features. And now to come here with this mass 
of misstatement and that misleading letter which Mr. ALDRICH 
had read from the board of trade is simply a trick to fool the 
members of this House. 

I represent the milling interests of Minneapolis; I know every 
man in the Northwest who is engaged in the milling business; 
and I know that there is not one of them, unless it may be some 


man with a small mill, producing two or three hundred barrels 
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a day—there is not one important miller in all that section of 
the country who favors the passage of this bill or ever did. 

Let me say further that the millers have never made any 
money on low priced wheat. You can not make money in the 
milling business on low-priced wheat. Low-priced wheat pro- 
duces low-priced flour. Flour has not netted within the last 
two vears on the average more than 5 to 74 cents a barrel net 
profit. When wheat is worth a dollar or a dollar and twenty- 
five cents a bushel, there isa demand for flour throughout the 
country and the miller makes more money. I repeat, that more 
money is made by millers on high-priced wheat than on low- 
priced wheat. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. FLETCHER took his seat amid applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]for the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. Cox} will be read. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a question of order. My point is 
that a motion to amend the amendment takes precedence of a 
substitute. In other words, we have ‘a right to perfect the 
original amendment before the substitute isin order. I there- 
fore insist upon my right to offer anamendment to the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentlemin’s 
amendment to be a substitute. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir. My proposition is an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, and I in- 
sist on my right to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are both amendments; but the 
amendment of the gentlemun from Pennsylvania[Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] is first in order. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood that was a substitute for the 
pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute is nothing but an amend- 
mont. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Any gentleman desiring to offer an amend- 
ment to perfect the text has the right to do so before a substi- 
tute is inorder. The gentleman from Louisiana, I submit, is 
clearly right in the point he has made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that he has directed the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] to be read, in order 
to ascertain whether it is a substitute or not. 

. Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read, so that we may know what 
t is. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2: 

‘Provided, That any contract or agreement for the future delivery of any 
of said articles where the time specified shall not exceed thirty days from 
day ofcontract; and that Tr gor: firm, or copartnership dealing in any of 
said articles who buy and sell the same for spot delivery, or to be delivered 
sr days from day of sale, shall not come under the provisions of 

Mr. BOATNER. 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will say to the gentleman from 
Louisiana, after the reading of the amendment, that itis clearly 
an amendment and in order. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I desire to offer asubstitute for the pend- 
ing propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania off the floor now. He is entitled to five 
minutes, and is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand 
the provisions of this bill they would compel a person dealing at 
a small station on a railroad, for instance, who buys up the grain 
and produce of the neighborhood for the convenience and accom- 
modation of the farmers themselves, to pay this tax and take out 
a license as a Broker under this bill. 

I have in my hand a letter sent to me by a person living in 
my district, Mr. John Hood, a dealer in produce of all, kinds, 
and who is very competent to judge of what the effect of the bill 
will be on this trade in the event of its enactment into law. I 
desire to have this letter read in my time in support of the 
amendment which I offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That is clearly a substitute for the original 


PITTSBURG, PA., June 20, 1894. 


DEAR Sirk: I notice the Hatch antioption bill is before your body and I 
inclose an amendment I wish you to offer to section 14, line 45, as the bill 
Was reported March 23, 1894. 

There may be some amendments incorporated in the bill since then that 
would change the sections, but we wish to have allcontracts or agreements 
made for future delivery within thirty days from day of sale, and all per- 
sons who confine their business to selling spot goods or to goods they ee 
to deliver within thirty days shall be entirely exempt from the provisions 
of the bill, same as persons who contract to deliver to persons e in 
ae as provided for in section 14, commencing line 21 and end- 
ng line 45. 

Thad made some suggestions similar to this amendment to Mr. SIBLEY 
and he suggested some time ago that we have our representative offer 
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amendments in accordance with our wishes and they would receive favor. 
able consideration. ; 

With this amendment incorporated in the bill all dealers at country sta- 
tions or in cities that are buying and shipping the goods enumerated could 
make contracts for spot delivery or ten-day or thirty-iay delivery and not 
be required to take out a license and be annoyed with the many provisiong 
contained in the bill, and all who wish to speculate and sell goods for two 
six, or twelvemonths’ delivery can take out their license and transact busi- 
ness in conformity to the law. Iconsider it a gross outrage to inflict the 
provisions of the bill on bona fide dealers who do not want to speculate 

Please confer with Mr. HatcH and Mr. SIBLEY and they may join with 
you on this amendment. 

Truly, 


Hon. W. A. STONE, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
fered was drawn by Mr. Hood. 

I now desire to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
or not this bill, without that amendment, does not affect that 
class of people as suggested by Mr. Hood? It seems to me that 
the amendment will do away with the objection which he makes; 
and that it is entirely proper that this class of people, who do 
a small business at the railway stations, and pick up a little 
grain for the accommodation of the farming community, ought 
to be exempted from the operations of the bill. The bill with- 
out the amendment, in my judgment, will do a great deal more 
harm than good; and the real friends of the farmer on this floor 
will vote for the amendment I have offered. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to be heard on the amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I wish to offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee will lis- 
ten, the Chair will state that there is an amendment now pend- 
ing to an amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor. 

Mr. COX. Irise to aparliamentary inquiry. On my amend- 
ment being proposed to the committee, I understood the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture to say—he having charge 
of the bill—that he would accept the amendment; and no one 
made objection. Now, is not that amendment a part of the bill 
at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri could not 
accept the amendment without a vote of the House. It is for 
the committee to accept the amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I understand the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania offered an amendment to the bill, and to that amend- 
ment the gentleman from Illinois offered an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatis correct. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Now,I want toaskif I have not the right 
to offer a substitute for both of these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has aright to offer a sub- 
stitute for the entire section. 

Mr. BOATNER. Not for the entire section, but a substitute 
for the amendment to the amendment. I desire to offer a sub- 


JNO. HOOD. 


This amendment that I have of- 


But I want to offer a substitute to the 


The gentleman from Missouri has the 


stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. LIask if I have nota right to offer the 
substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the right now. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. When will I have the right? 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair will indicate when. 
tleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention ot 
the Committee for a moment, I desire to say that the amend- 
mentoffered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania{Mr. WILLIAM 
A. pron has been suggested by a very prominent banker of 
the city of New York, who sent out this suggestion not only to 
the members of the committee, but to other members of the 
House, and it has gone all over the country. It isa very ingenious 
scheme torob this bill, if it becomes a law, of all force and effect, 
and I hope every friend of the bill on the floor will vote against 
the amendment. : 

I desire to read what a very prominent merchant of St. Louis 
wrote me on this subject on the 24th day of May. He says: 

Referring to the communication on options from the exchange of this 
city, published in this day’s Republic, I wish to call your attention to the 
effort now being made by Henry Clews & Co., of New York, to get the con- 
sent of the different exchanges of this country to restrict the sale of options 
to sixty days. He gives the reasons for this change, but not the true one. 
The true reason is that business, during and since the panic, has been so 
small together with the custom cf regular speculators to deal in the far-off 
options, that he makes this effort to force the renewal of deals every sixty 
days—every ten days would be better from his standpoint, so far as his com- 
missions are concerned—and this is all the interest he has in the custom. 

This proposition if carried out would knock intoa cocked hat the position 
that this article assumes, namely, that-this custom is in the interest of 
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legitimate business. Clews’s effort defines the custom to be strictly agam 
ble, purely in the interest of the dealers for the commission only, and as a 
matter of fact this custom would die out, and shortly at that, if the people 
would refuse in future to gamble in options, while legitimate buying and 
selling would continue as long as the world lasts. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a new proposition. It is per- 
fectly understood by the committee that framed this bill, and if 
itis adopted, you might just as well defeat the bill. It would 
destroy the force and effect of the entire measure. It would 
simply redouble these sales from day to day and month to month, 
and I hope every friend of the measure will vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There isalready an amendment pending. 
We will take a vote on that. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I propose to offer a substitute for the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Well, I want to read the Chair this rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It makes no difference how many rules 
youread. The Chair has ruledthat it isnot inorder. Those 
who favor the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] will say “‘ aye.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMA. STONE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 74. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the amendment is 
adopted. 

Mr. HATCH. No quorum has voted. I demand tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave been trying to get the attention of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the pointof no 
quorum? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. He is too late. The result has been an- 
nounced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman 
who states that he endeavored to get theattention of the Chair. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] makes the point of 
no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE] and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
92, noes 92. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. 





Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section 14— 


Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask the Clerk to strike out the words 
‘*amend section 14.” I wish the amendment to come in at this 
point. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. FUNK. [rise for the purpose of offering an amendment 
to section 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. 

Mr. FUNK. When will it be in order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. When we get some of these others out of 
the way the gentleman’s amendment will be in order. The 
Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 14 as follows: 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Strike out the reference tosection 14 and 
insert the words ‘‘ amend by adding.” 

Mr. COX. Is this offered as an amendment to my amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not tell until it is read. 
The Clerk will report the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the words: 

‘*‘And none of the provisions of this act shall apply to any person making 
a sale of said commodities for future delivery, who is the owner of the prop- 
erty sold at the time of the sale, or the agent of such owner.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman propose that 
that amendment shall come into the bill? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Right at the end of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order, if it is intended as an 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | 
SNODGRASS] is recognized to offer an amendment, which the | 
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amendment to the amendmentof the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by my col- 
league—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the gentleman [ Mr. 
Cox] wished to make a point of order. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] has the floor, unless a point of or- 
der is made. 

Mr. COX. Lam trying to raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. COX. This amendment, offered by my colleague 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order now. 

Mr. COX. I wish to make a point of order. I will make it if 
the Chair will hear me. The Chair can not tell whether it isa 
point of order until he hears it. 

Mr. FUNK. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not inorder at this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to know if it isnow in order to mike 
the motion to strike out section 2? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this time. 

:' Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, [I understand I have the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee desires 
to make a point of order the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the very terms of the amendment 
offered to the amendment which I proposed to the bill by my 
colleague, is a repetition precisely of the amendment [ have al- 
ready offered. How can an amendment to an amendment be 
offered when it is the same thing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

Mr.COX. Read them both and you will see they are the 
same. 

The amendment offered by Mr. SNODGRASS was read, as [ol- 
Ows: 


Amend by adding the following at the end of the said section: “ And none 
of the provisions of this act shall apply to any person making a sale of said 
commodities for future delivery who is the owner of the property sold at 
the time of sale, or the agent of such owner.”’ 

Mr. COX. Now read my amendment. It is exactly the same. 

rr . 

[The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ meat’’ on page 2, line 8: 

‘* Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to apply to contracts 
entered into for future delivery of the aforesaid articles, if at the time of 
the contract and sale of any of said articles the vendor is the actual bona 
fide owner of the article to be delivered in the future, or has the power and au- 
thority to deliver the same as the agent of another, the principal owing the 
property at the time the contract is made by the agent.’’ 


Mr. COX. Thatis just the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee that the House alone has the right to de- 
termine which of these amendments it prefers, and whether 
both mean the same thing it is not the province of the Chair 
to decide. The Chair will recogize the gentlemen from Illinois 
to move to strike out this section after the section is perfected. 
The gentleman from Tennessee |[Mr. SNODGRASS] is recognized. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I believe in the largest lib- 
erty and least government compatible with the preservation of 
life, liberty, and property. I do not concede that this Congress 
has the power tosay to the citizens of my State, in their domes- 
tic trade, whether their contracts shall be oral or in writing. 
I believe that a proposition of this kind is paternal in the ex- 
treme. I believe that my constituents have the right to buy 
their neighbor’s crop and to sell that when it becomes their 
property for future delivery without being shackled, without 
being trammeled by an assumption of power by this House that 
they shall reduce that contract to writing and puta stamp upon 
every package of their produce and upon every hog they pur- 
chase and deliver upon a future contract. 

i do not agree with my distinguished friend from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. SIBLEY| that whenever a supposed emergency or expe- 
diency or necessity arises that this Congress has a right to tear 
apart the Constitution and to trample it under its foot for the 
purpose of relieving whathe or any other member of this House 
may suppose is a necessity. If a public necessity arises the 
framers of the Constitution have provided a remedy; and we 
may amend the Constitution, but we have no right to stultify 
ourselves by tearing off parts of the parchment and consoling 
our consciences on the ground that an emergency existed. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that if we have the right to say that 
every contract between the citizens of a State shall be reduced 
to writing, we have the right to say that they shall male no 
contract unless they pay it in cash, or unless they pay a specific 
currency, pay in gold, or pay in silver, or pay in greenbacks, or 
in any other currency they may please to specify as a consider- 
ation. 
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part of this House that every member who understands the 
organic law ought to be ashamed of. If it isconceded thereare 
no restrictions or limitations upon Congress, then we have not 
a republi form of government, but a despotism of the worst 
order. 

Mr. BOATNEK 
him with a suggestion? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Certainly. 

Vir. BOA'TNER. Is the gentleman aware of any possible con- 
struction of the Constitution by which Congress is authorized 
to interfere between citizens of the State of Tennessee in their 
contract relations with each other? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. No, sir; and Congress has no such power. 
I state that without fear of successful contradiction; and not 
only that, but if Congress has the power todo this, why then it 
has the power to destroy every reserved right of the people of 
the States, and it has the right to take charge of their domestic 
relitions and regulate them according to its own will. 

[f this provision of the bill is retaiMed it will force our farm- 
ers, ifthey buy their neighbors’ crops and seli for the future de- 
livery of the same, to reduce two contracts to writing and pay 
stamp duties on the two contracts. 

This would be an unwarranted assumption of power on the 
part of Congress, and an infringement of the right of the States 
and the people thereof. I am opposed to the sales of options. 
[t is in my judgment a wrong, but it is a proper subject for the 
States. If this amendment is adopted, as the bill purports to be 
for the purpose of raising revenue, I shall vote for it; and if it 
is not adopted I shall waive my opinion and support it, trust- 
ing future legislation to correct it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. COX. I[ demand a vote. 

Mr. BOATNER. I offer an amendment to the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], to be added 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That none of the provisions of this bill shall apply toa bona fide 
sale for actual delivery of any product in due course of business. 
SOATNER. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of 
the committee for a few moments [ want to point out how the 
far-reaching provisions of this bill affect everyday business 
and commerce. 

The committee will find by looking at the bill that the second 
section defines what constitutes a contract for future delivery. 
The ninth section says that those contracts shall be recorded in 
the oflice of the contractor on the day they are entered into; that 
the contracts shall be stamped then and there, and that in de- 
fault of recording and stamping the contracts according to the 
provisions of this act certain penalties shall bo incurred. 

It is further provided that if, for any reason whatever, there 
should not be an actual delivery of the articles which have been 
sold, then the additional taxes shall accrue. Now, it will occur 
to anyone who knows anything about actual business that com- 
mercial houses, under the present system of doing business, send 
out their drummers or agents, who sell their goods far in ad- 
vance of delivery—corn, pork, lard, oats, meat, almost all the 
articles mentioned in this bill, especially corn, oats, pork, lard, 
bacon, dry-salted meats, or pickled meats. 

Under the provisions of this bill no drummer could sell a car- 
load of awy of the goods mentioned in the bill, unless he was able 
to tslegraph to the merchants whom he represented, on the day 
he made the sale, giving all the terms and conditions of the con- 
tract; and if, for any reason, the goods should not be delievered 
within the time stipulated in the contract it would be necessary 
that a written agreement of extension should be entered into, 
otherwise the tax would accrue. Now, I apprehend that it is not 
the objectof the gentleman from Missouri| Mr. HATCH], or of the 
the other friends of this bill, to interfere with the legitimate op- 
erations of commerce. 

I apprehend that all they want to accomplish by the bill is to 
destroy gambling, and the amendment which I have offered pro- 
vides that the provisions of this bill shall in no case apply to 
contracts for sales for actual delivery in the due course of busi- 
ness, I can not see any possible objection to that. If the bill 
is to become a law it ought not to accomplish any more than its 
object, which, as I understand, is to destroy gambling. It cer- 
tainly ought not in any event to prevent the conduct of legiti- 
mate trade between the large cities and the country that is 
tributary to them. 

It isa common custom and practice where I live for merchants 
of the city of St. Louis (from which city we get most of our sup- 
plies) to send out advance agents to sell corn, pork, flour, lard, 
al\ these articles, the contracts being made long in advance of 


My 
vil’, 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt | 
| Trade that all their future contracts 
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| the goods are shipped down by steamboat, to be deliy ered tothe 
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conducted except under such restrictions as will make it almost 


| impossible. 
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Mr. BOATNER. I do not know whether they make that 
claim or not. I think they do. I think the contracts are a)} 
drawn in that way. But if the gentleman will observe the lan 
guage of the amendment which I offer he will see that it would 
not apply to cases of that sort. A sale in due course of business 
isa sale by one whois engaged in the handling of the con 
modity in question. 

Mr. TERRY. But asale by a man who conducted the bucket 
shop would be a sale ‘‘in due course of business” in a bucket 
shop. 

Mr. BOATNER. Oh, no; because such a man does 
tend to own or deliver anything. 

Mr. HATCH was recognized. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman—- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog 
nized. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois 
later. 

Mr. HATCH. The members of this committee may as well 
understand now as at any future time in the consideration of 
this bill, that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana is very adroitly drawn for the purpose of killing tho 
bill. The gentleman might as well make a motion to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill. This is not an amendment in 
good faith. It is not an amendment to perfect the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee| Mr. Cox]and adopted. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do [ understand the gentloman to say that 
my amendment is not offered in good faith? 

Mr. HATCH. I say it is not an amendment in good faith to 
perfect the bill; it is in good faith to kill it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I can assure the gentleman that it is just 
the contrary. The amendment was offered for the purpose of at 
least preventing this bill from interfering with the legitimate 
operations of commerce. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, the gentleman is too good a lawyer and 
knows too well the effect of this bill not to know that evorysin- 
gle contract made upon a cotton board or a board of trade of any 
kind in the United States would be claimed to be made ‘in duo 
course of business.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. HATCH. I can notyieldtothe gentleman. Idid nottako 
up any of his time. 

Mr. BOATNER. 


not pre- 


Just one moment. 

Mr. HATCH. Ican not yield. I have promised three min- 
utes of my time to another gentleman. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I have said all that I can say about this amendment. If it is 
adopted by the committee and by a yea-and-nay vote in tho 
House, I would just as lief that gentlemen would vote against 
the bill and kill it in a direct and reasonable manner, and notdo 
it by indirection by putting onsuch an amendmentas this. Ido° 
not think it possible that the committee will adopt this amend- 
ment; but if they do, I shall certainly ask for a yea-and-nay voto 
on it in the House. ; 

Mr. BOATNER. And I will demand a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House if the committee do not adopt it. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume more 
than a moment’s time. The Committee of the Whole has now 
before it a straightforward proposition that wherever a man is 
the owner of any property—whether he be a farmer, a lawyer, 
a doctor, or what not—he shall have the right to make a con- 
tract as to when he will sell it and when he will deliver it. The 
only legitimate objectof this bill or of any legislation of this kind 
is to prevent men from selling what they have not. Whenever 
you open the door so that aman may sell what he does not own— 
when you call that ‘‘legitimate business” or ‘due course of 
trade ”—you will never be able to stop these gamblers from un- 
dertaking to sell something when they have nothing. 

What fairer proposition can be submitted than the one now 
before the committee? If a man has property, let him sell it 
without any restriction and deliver it withour any restriction; 
but when he has nothing to sell, then tax him and thus throw 
obstruction in the way of suc speculationand gambling. There 
san be no objection to an honest proposition like that. I do not 
want to attack any legitimate business or interfere withit. But 
when a man undertakes te sell that which he has not, I think it 
proper he should pay for the privilege of thus speculating upon 
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the ups and downs of the market, and thus imposing upon hon- 
est men who own property. The amendment I have offered 
nhsolutely allows anyone tose liwhat hehasand deliver it when- 
ever he may please. And this is all that we ought to be ex 
pected to sanction in this matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. COX. Ido not think the gentlemancan getanadcitional 
five minutes by a motion of that kind. 

\IRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee |Mr. Cox 
has half a minute remaining. 
r, COX. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Louis- | 

inna Mr. BOATNER] wants to make another speech on a motion } a 


! 
tostrike out 


the last word. I believe I will move to strike out 


the last two words and so double my time. 

Mr. BOATNER. You can not do that 

Mr .COX. How are you going to do it, then? 

Ir. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | 
lastword. Tho gentlemanfrom Tennessee | Mr. Cox] recognize 
the injustice of those provisions of the bill which prohibit the 
owner of property from selling it for future delivery. Ac- 
knowledging the injustice of any suc provision, he seeks to 
correct it by an amendment; and the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Agriculture has stated that he will aecept the amend- 
ment. In adopting such an amendment, gentlemen overlook 
another class of cases and another system of der vling, justasmuch 


entitled to consideration at the hands of this House as the clas 


of eases referred to in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Sennamee. 
Do the chairman of the committee and the gentleman from | 


Tennessee know that under the provisions of this bill the whole- 
sale merchant who sends an agent to sell goods for him must 
have at the time of the sale the wheat, the flour, the corn, 
oats in his warehouse, otherwise the agent can not sell them 
without incurring the penalties provided by thisact? I say that 
such provisions will impose unnecessary, burdensome, and vex- 
atious restrictions upon legitimate commerce, unless the amend- 
ment I have suggested be adopted. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee says that under the 
amendment which I have proposed the very system of business 
which he and his friends are seeking to destroy must continue 
to exist. I say such is not the case. How will this amendment 
operate? Why, sir, if I undertake to sell to the gentleman a 
thousand bales of cotton to be delivered in the future I would 
be subject to the tax, because I am no cotton dealer or cotton 
raiser; I have no cotton to deliver; Iam not in the habit of sell- 
ing cotton for actual delivery, and that fact could be made to 
appear. If, on the contrary, | 
habit of dealing in any one of these commodities—if I make my 
living by buying and selling them to the actual consumer —the 
law ought not to, and if my amendment be adopted will not, in- 
terfere with this class of business. 

it is perfectly clear that such business would have no analogy 
to ‘‘bucket-shop” transactions. Could the keeper of the bucket 
shop or the man who makes the offer to sell through a bucket 
shop testify that he had in his possession or expected to have in 
his possession or intended to deliver the property involved in 
the transactions? Could the person buying at such an establish- 
ment say he expected the goods to be delivered to him? It is 


perfectly apparent in the nature of their business that a settle- | 


ment based on the mere difference of price is to ba the outeome 
of the transaction. 

You can not pass this bill in its 
ing up a legitimate class of business which prevails in this coun- 
try the making of contracts in advance of the ownership of 
the products which are Lf you go now to the South you 
will find the advance agents of the manufacturers, the whole- 
sale dealers of the Nast, selling goods for next winter's consump- 
tion. 

‘The men for whom they are selling do not yet own the 
the goods are not yet in existence; they 
and are to be deliveredin accordance with the term 
tract. Soan 
products of any kind, which at the time of the sale are not in 
possession of the seller or owned by the person he represents, 
but are to be bought in the markets and be delivered at the ma- 
turity of the contract. [ say, sir, the amendment is absolutely 
necessary to protect legitimate commerce of the countr y from 
the obstructions which would otherwise be thrown around it. 

| itere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FITHLAN. I desire,to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not now in order. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ‘‘noes” seemed to have in. 
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am a cotton-planter or am in the | 


present shape without break- | 


are to be manufactured | 
| States sells his grain for futuredelivery. 
agent goes out and sells corn, or wheat, or lard, or | 
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Mr. BOATNER. I demand a division 
Tho question was taken; and on a division there were—ayos 
‘ s 7D. 
BOATNER,. Let us have tellers. 
I CHAIRMAN announced the appointment of Mr. BoAt- 
NER and Mr. Cox as tellers. 
Che committee again divided nd the tellers reported—ayes 
7 i) , ss 
oO © amend nt was agreed to. Applause. | 
‘ir. FUNK. TI now offer an amendment. 
Mr. Pike I it not first in order to take ote o1 he 
nay imended? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the amendment 
of the gentleman from Lllinois is to the amendment of the ge 


yman from Tenne 

* BOATNER. »y than one amendment to an amend- 
ment is notin order. [ make the point of order thatone amend- 
ment has been adopted. 


The CHAIRMAN. It can 


Oo, 


But more 


be amended if necessary. Your 


| amendment has become a part of the amendment of the gentle- 


man from Tennessee, and the amendment of the gentleman from 


[llinois, the Chair thinks, is in order. TheClerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2, line 6, page 2, by inserting after the word “hop the 
words ‘‘sugar, refined or unrefined 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against that amen 


ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not an amendment to 


the pending amendment and will be disposed of after the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not in order as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the question of 


The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
‘Tennessee as amended. 

Mr. Chairman 

CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gent! 


order hereafter. 
tleman from 
Mr. LACEY. 
The 
rise? 
Mr. LACEY. lLunderstand the Chair to hold that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Lllinois is not now in order? 


emaAan 


The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. LACEY, Iwill offer an amendment which is in order 
} now, to perfect the amendment of the gentleman from Tenne 
soc. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the pointof order that the Ch 


had begun to submit the question to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Iowa had pro- 
posed his amendment before the Chair did The gentleman 
was on his feet to offer an amendment, and the Clerk will 1 
port the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

/ led, That in case a seller, described in the act, shall in fact be the 
owner of the property contracted to be sold, at the time of the sale, or att 
time of time tixed in the contract for delivery, the failure to « iver t 
same, whe n sused by delay in transportation or fault of the carrier Lall 
be sufficient excuse for nonpayme nt of the final stamp tax provided for in 
this act 

Mr. COX. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 


relates to a different section of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gent 
man now. There is a point of order pending. 

Che Chair thinks the amendment is in order as an amendm 
to the amendment of the gentleman from 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to explain the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is the position of the framers of this bill that this mat- 
ter is provided for in section 14, but it is not; and a provision of 
this kind ought to be inserted to govern cases of the kind re- 
ferred to in the amendment. 

\n elevator man, for instance, in one of the grain-producing 
At the time of the sale 
he may have the grain in stock, or he may not haveit. If h 
goes out and buys the grain afterwards—that is, if he has the grain 
on hand by purchase or otherwise at the time fixed by th 
tract for the delivery, and the delive ryis prevented bya failure 
to get cars, or by a de lay in transportation, he ought to be ex- 
cused from paying the tax. 

There is @ provision in section 14 that if the delay is caused 
by an accident, such as a washout, or a casualty, such as fire, he 
will be excused; but there is no provision covering cases where 
the mere delay in the carriage of the goods causes a failure to 


ymply with the contract, and where such failure is not tlie fau! 


Tennessee. 


'con- 


| of the party making the contract, but the fault of the common 


carrier whose duty it is to transport the goods. 
That is the reason I offer the amendment, and | ask for a 
Mr. HATCH. 


vote. 


[ yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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Mr. SisLey], who will oppose theamendment of the gentleman 
rom Iowa. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, thore is not a condition stated 
by the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa that this bill does 
not provide for. Ifa case of the kind suggested by the gentle- 
man should arise the bill makes provision for it. There can be 
(in the event suggested by the gentleman and which he proposes 
to cover by his amendment) ample provision found in the bill to 
afford relief. ‘There may be delays, of course, without penalty, 
where such delays arise because of flood or fire or other una- 
voidable cause, 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman tell us if hoe has got 
*‘contango” in there— 
The CHAIRMAN. 
WARNER] is not in order. 
{Mr. SIBLEY] has the floor. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the friends of the farmers 
want to pass an antioption bill protecting their interests from 
the gamblers in futures, or if they do not wish to protect them, 
let them say so when this bill comes*to a vote; but [ ask gentle- 
men not to emasculate the bill, and make it something that is 
unworthy either of the committee or of the judgment of this 
House. Some of the gentlemen who offer these amendments 
evidently have not read this bill through. If they have, they 
have not read it with sufficient care to comprehend its provi- 

S1ODS. 

We have had amendment after amendment, offered or sug- 
gested to the committee, and we have been able to turn to the 
page and the line and show that the proposed amendments 
were already provided for. The committee took months in the 
pee of this bill, heard the representatives of boards of 
trade, and I will submit the case to my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Coss], who opposes this bill, and ask him if this very 
feature, now proposed as an amendment, is not provided for in 
the present bill? 

Mr. COBB. I think so. 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt about it at all. 

Mr. COBB. 1 think it is entirely covered. 

Mr. SIBLEY. There is not a reasonable doubt in the matter, 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order to move to strike out 
the last word when there is an amendment to an amendment 
pending. ‘This isan amendment to an amendment aoe eens: 

Mr. WASHINGTON. lLask that the amendment offered by 
the gentlemen from Tennessee be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is not now before the committee. The amendment 
of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. LAcry]is before the committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. Read that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from lowa[Mr. LAcEy]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, Yhat in case a seller, described in this act, shall be the owner of 
the property contracted to be sold at the time of the sale, or at the time 
fixed in the contract for the delivery, the failure to deliver the same, when 
caused by delay in transportation or fault of the carrier, shall be sufMcient 
excuse for nonpayment of the final stamp tax provided for in this act. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is not the amendment which I 
wished to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the amendment now before the 
committee. When the other amendment comes before the com- 
mittee it will be read. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa, which has just been read, is now before the House. 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment 
offefed by Mr. LACEY, and the Chairman announced that the 
‘' noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were —ayes 68, noes 78. 

Mr. LACEY. I call for tellers on that vote. 

Mr. FUNK. Is an amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the pending amendment is dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. LACEY. I call for tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point of no quorum, then, 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHLAIRMAN, The gentleman was on the floor, and the 


The gentleman from New York |Mr. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FiTH1aNn]. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
91, noes 87. 

een the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENC Mr. Chairman —— 
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Mr. COX. Lask for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] as amended 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman- 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Cox] as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. Division. 

The committeee divided, and there were—ayes 107, noes 24. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, I desire to give notice that | 
shall ask a division on this amendment in the Hause, and a yea 
and-nay vote on the amendment to the amendment, : 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen of the committee, under the 
order adopted, the time for the consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule has expired, and the committee will now 
rise and report the bill back to the House. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to submit a proposition for unanimous 
consent. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] has an 
amendment, simply to perfect the text of section 14, and [ ask 
unanimous consent that he may present these amendments, to 
be voted on without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentloman from Missouri? 

Objection was made, 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. ThenI demand the regular order. 

Mr. DENSON, [ask unanimous consent to offer an amend 
ment. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman — 

Mr. HARTMAN. LI ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order has been demanded, 
The regular order is that the committee shall now rise and re 
port the bill back to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILY having re- 
sumed the Chair as Speaker ee tempore, Mr. LIVINGS'TON, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill H.R. 7007, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House, with certain amendments, favorably. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
gentleman from Missouri for one hour, to close the discussion. 

Mr. WARNER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Does this report, made by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House, include pending amend 
ments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It included only amendments, 
as the Chair understood, which the committee had adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. I understood that under the unanimous con 
sent given by the House pending amendments were also to be 
included. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eral order to the House, 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

ing amendments. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? ¥ 

Mr. FUNK. [rise for this purpose: I understand the amend- 
ment I offered was pending when the committee rose. It was so 
stated by the then Chairman. I understand, then, it comes up 
when the bill is being passed upon in the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the precise point in- 
volved in the parliamentary inquiry which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WARNER] now makes, before deciding which 
the Chair will inspect the order adopted by the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That can be decided after the gentleman 
from Missouri has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that that point remain in abey- 
ance until the gentleman from Missouri consumes his hour, as 
he is quite unwell. I hope the House will extend that favor to 
him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that the 
order presented to him by the Clerk does not provide for pend- 
ing amendments; but the Chair will withhold a decision on the 
point until the gentleman from Missouri concludes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to page 7747 of the RecorD, where the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Missouri is recorded, in which he 
suggests that the debate shall be considered as closed at the ad- 
journment to-morrow evening on the bill and any pending amend- 
ments, to be reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inspect the Rro 
ORD carefully in the mean time. 


The Chair will submit the gen- 


The general order did not include pend- 


For what purpose does the gen- 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. I simply desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the matter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether an 
amendment which was attempted to be offered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole may now be submitted to the House, by unan- 
jimous consent, and considered as pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the House can by unan- 
jmous consent permit an amendment to be submitted at this 
time. 

Mr. TRACEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I ask unanimous 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
which is equivalent to an objection. 
souri. 


consent to submit an 
The regular order is demanded, 


The gentleman from Mis- 
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| and therefore void. 


[Mr. SIMPSON appeared on the floor of the House, after a long | 


and serious illness, and was loudly applauded, | 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Speaker, I regret exceedingly that Iam 
not physically in a condition to-day to occupy the hour allotted 
to me, by the courtesy and unanimous consent of the House, in 
such a manner as I had desired to do in closing this debate. 

No measure that has been presented to the House of KRepre- 
sentatives in the past twenty-five years has elicited a keener in- 
terest or been more universally discussed throughout the —_ 
lic press and through public gatherings than the bill now about 
to be determined by the vote of this House. 

As | stated in my opening remarks on Monday, it was to some 
extent a new departure in legislation, but for the past ten years, 
during the last five terms of Congress, the Committee on Agri- 
culture have been receiving communications from every section 
of the land, North and South, East and West, invoking the aid 
of Congress in the passage of some measure that would give re- 
lief to the producers of the commodities named in this bill from 
a system of trading that was deemed by them exceedingly det- 
rimental to their interests. 

Tho gentleman from New York|Mr. QUIGG]does me too much 
honor in stating that I am the originator of this legislation. I 
want to say very frankly to the House that for several years 
after this proposition was first submitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture I was in grave doubt as to the propriety of any leg- 
islation upon this subject, and not until T had studied it care- 
fully and earnestly, snd with all the ability I possessed, did I 
bring myself to the position of being willing to reportsuch a bill 
from that committee to the House. 

And I want to correct another exaggerated statement that 
has been made by more than one gentleman on the floor of this 
House, namely, that I believe this bill is to become the panacea 
for all the ills of the agriculturistsof the United States. Ihave 
never made such a statement. I do not believe it; nor am I au- 
thorized by any body of agriculturists in the United States to 
make any such claim upon this floor. This is simply an inven- 
tion of the enemy. It is an exaggerated statement without any 
legitimate foundation, that the intelligent farmers of the United 
States believe that in the passage of this bill there is to be found 
a panacea for the low prices of farm products. 

But the farmers do claim and do believe that in the passage 
of this bill there is to be found a remedy for one of the potential 
causes of depressed prices on the markets of the United States, 
which control to a large extent the markets throughout the 
world. I wish that in the provisions of this bill there was con- 


tained an adequate remedy for the depressed and a con- 
dition of the agriculturists generally throughout the United 


States. I wish [ could say that I believed there was any such 
remedy in this measure. My friends, in my judgment, wo are 
simply enacting a law that will not only do some good in the in- 
terest of the farmers of the United States, but will do still more 
good in the restoration of that honest and honorable system of 
trade upon the great marts of the country which prevailed down 
to the hour when this system of dabbling in fictitious commodi- 
ties was recognized and adopted by the boards of trade. 

It has been suggested to me by several friends on this side of 
the House since [ made my opening remarks on Monday that 
there was 4 probability, or at least a bare possibility, that this 
measure, if it should be placed on the statute books, would be 
declared unconstitutional, for the reason that it requires every 
contract made for the future delivery of the products mentioned 
in the bill to be in writing; these critics assuming that the 
Congress of the United States has not the power to say that a 
certain contract or contracts of a certain kind shall be in writ- 
ing; that if a contract is made verbally and under the law of 
the State in which it is made it is a valid one, then the Congress 
of the United States can not by a Federal enactment change 
that State law. 

For my own port, Iam perfectly satisfied with my own posi- 
tion on this question, and every intelligent lawyer in this 
House must determine his position upon it for himself, but I 
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pity the intelligence or the ignorance of that gentleman. here 
who has had the opportunity, since this bill has been under dis- 
cussion during the last five or six years, and who, if he has investi- 
gated the subject at all, has not found that the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in every single case thathas over been de- 
termined involving the power and the right of taxation by the 
Federal Government, has declared that when that power was 
fixed in the Constitution the power to provide all needful rules 
and regulations for carrying it into effect went with it. 
Gentlemen might just as well claim that the law which pro- 
vided that within the State of Alabima, or within tho State of 
Missouri, a State bank should not accept and pay over its counter 
a check of one of its own depositors unless that check had a 2 
cent stamp upon it, wasaninterference with the law of the State, 
Where did Congress get the power to say 
that the officers of a State bank in the State of Missouri should 


| not pay to a depositor having money in its vaults a dollar of his 


own money upon a written order unless that order bore an in- 
ternal-revenue stamp on its facey It got it from the power 
given by the Constitution to levy taxes, and in no other way. 

Not-only is every single provision of this bill in accord with 
existing law as far as tho ag revenue laws are concerned, 
but there is not a provision in it that has not been carefully 
drawn and tested with reference to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court. My friends, [| have had this contention over and over 
again. I have worn out about fifteen years of the best part of 
my life upon the floor of this House in advocating legislation, 
not in the interest of a class—because I have never advocated 
class legislation on this floor as | understood it 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me, 
I have never interrupted a gentleman during this entire debate, 
extending from Monday down to the present hour. Mr. Chair- 
man, [ do not plead guilty to the charge made here so flip- 
pantly by gentlemen whose only knowledge of an agricultural 
district or of a farm has been obtained in passing through the 
country in aPullman palace carand looking out of the window 
I do not, I say, admit the justice of the charge which such 
gontlemen mals that any legislation by the Congress of the 
United States which benefits the farmer is class legislation. 

When the Congress of the United States enacts any law that 
helpsin the slightest degree that class of men who lay the founda- 
tion for every other business in the country, they are helping all 
the people. What has built up the city of New York? What 
has made her the great commercial emporium of this great na- 
tion? Have her lawyers done it, or her doctors, or her preach- 
ers? Ayo, have her commercial mendone it? Have you gotin 
that city to-day, gontlemen, a dollar which has been accumulated 
from any honest business thatdid notcome primarily from hand- 
ling the commodities produced by the farmers of the United 
States? 

Lot the blight of one season destroy the crops of this country 
and the grass would grow on Broadway in the city of New York. 
Agriculture is the foundation of all your trade and of all your 
prosperity. Can you have cotton mills without cotton? Can 

ou have flouring mills without wheat? Can you have tobacco 
actories without tobacco? Can you have any of your great 
manufacturing industries or any of your great commercial 
houses to handle these products unless somebody first raises the 
raw materials? Agriculture, [ repeat, is the foundation of all 
the business and all the welfare of the nation, and it has been 
recognized as such by every writer on political economy for the 
last three hundred years. 

Every now and then some gentleman breaks into Congress 
whose presence here is like that of the Senator that wo read 
about some years ago. Coming upon the floor of the Senate, he 
was asked whether he had ever been in a legislative body be- 
fore. He replied to his inquiring Senatorial friend that he had 
not. ‘*Well,” asked the other, ‘‘ how in the world did you ever 
happen to be sent to the Senate?” ‘‘Well,” was the reply, ‘I 
thought a great deal about that until I came to the Senate; now 
[am inquiring how some of the rest of you fellows got here.” 
{Laughter. | 

But every now and then some man breaks into Congress who 
will get up on this floor and say that any legislation which ben- 
efits this great industrial class is simply “‘ class legislation ” and 
un-Democratic; and such declarations usually come from the Re- 
publican side of the House, although I am sorry to say that oc- 
casionally a gentleman on this sido tukes the same position, and 
he is simply the subject of my supremest pity. 

‘* Class legislation!” Class legislation in the interest of more 
than one-half of the people of the United States, and two-thirds 
of all the rest being directly interested in the productions of 
this vast class! Why, sir, every day I get letters from the re- 
tail country merchants in my district—the merchants of the 
These men 


little towns and villages, and at the cross-roads. 
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write to me that no such season of absolute paralysis and stag- 
nation in business was ever known in the Mississippi Valley as 
during the last six months. 

And let me propound a single thought to my honored friend 


[Mr. HENDRIX], who honors me by listening tome now. You 
may wear your brain out and that of all the bright men in your 
city in attempting to start the great manufactures of the East 
and through them to infuse prosperity into your great commer- 
cial houses down to the retail merchant; but unless you do some- 
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' fore when you see wheat quoted, spot wheat, in Chicago at 57 


thing that will give to the consumers of those goods the ability | 


to purchase them when they reach the retail merchants through- 
outthe length and breadth of the land, your efforts are abso- 
lutely futile. If you would give prosperity to the country you 
must commence with the consumers and give them the ability 
to buy. 

cen retail merchants are not inactive and paralyzed because 
of any want of energy on their partor any inability to supply 
the demands upon them. They will not buy of the merchant in 
St. Louis, in Chicago, and New York, simply because they can 
not sell goods to the consumers as in times past. Your whole- 
sale merchant in these great Eastern cities can not buy of the 
importer and the manufacturer, because he can not sell to the 
retail merchant. You can not pile the shelves of the retail mer- 
chants throughout the lengthand breadth of the land with goods 
that can not be sold. This legislation, asI have before stated, 
is in my judgment in the interest of the buyers and consumers 
of these goods. 

We have heard a good deal since this discussion commenced 
on Monday last, and we heard a good deal more when the tariff 
bill was before the House, iterated and reiterated by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts |Mr. WALKER], to the effect that the 
farmer can produce his bushel of wheat now for so much less 
money because of improved machinery, and that thus he can af- 
ford to sell his wheat at half the former price. 

Notwithstanding all the vagaries of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [ have a very high personal regard for him; I would 
not say anything personally offensivetohim. If heshould make 
a statement about manufactured goods in Massachusetts—the 
cost of manufacturing cotton goods, for instance—I would have 
to accept his statement, because I know he knows more about 
such matters thanI do. But he knows as little about what it 
costs the average farmer in Illinois or Missouri to raise a bushel 


of wheat as he knows about what is going on in this new valley | 


in the moon that the astronomers have recently discovered. 
Laughter.] 


Now, what are the facts in regard tothe cost of raising wheat | 


now as compared with the cost of raising it twenty-five or thirty 
years ago? I admit thatupon greatfarms like those the gentle- 
man from South Dakota has in his State and like those in por- 
tions of Minnesota and California—wheat farms measured by 
thousands and tens of thousands of acres—this improved ma- 
chinery, steam plows, steam harrows, and various steam appli- 
ances, enable the farmer upon such a vast tract to produce his 
wheat crop for less than the average farmer can do with his 
farm of forty or fifty or a hundred acres in Kansas or Missouri. 
But the great wheat crop of the world, and especially of the 
United States, is raised by farmers who sow and reap farms of 
less than 40 acres each. Forty acres is above the average of the 
wheat farms of Missouri; certainly 50 would be, and I have seen 
it stated that it is even a fraction below 40. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for less than 80 or 100 acres the farmer, 
you know, can not buy the improved machinery of to-day. His 
business will not justify it; and consequently wheat, to produce 
it all through that great middle wheat beltof the United States, 
costs almost or just about as much to raise it and put it on the 
market now as it did twenty-five or thirty yearsago. Ido not 
know about cotton, and therefore I will not undertake to make 
any statement about it. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It costs just as much. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from North Carolina says it 
costs just as much, and [ know he is a cotton-raiser, and accept 
his statement as accurate. My friend, who is a large wheat- 
grower, a larger wheat-grower than I am, knows how much it 
costs him to put his wheat on the St. Louis or the Chicago mar- 
ket even after he has raised it. I havea hundred acres of wheat 
in Pike County, [ll., now being harvested, as my foreman wrote 
me on the LSth that he would commence harvesting either on the 
20th or the 2ist. Thisland issituated.on the east side of the Mis 
sissippi River, with no bridge toll to pay, situated almost as close 
to the market as my friend from Illinois with his wheat farm, 
about 60 miles north of me. 

With a branch of the Chieago, Burlington and Quincy Rail- 
read running right through my farm, and being able with my 
own teams, at a mere nominal cost, to take wheat from the 
thresher and putit in the cars, yet it costs me 7.1 cents a bushel 
tosend that wheat to Chicago and selliton that market. There- 


and a fraction, it means 50 cents to the farmer of Pike Count 
Ill., and you can not send your wheat to the Chicago market {5 
less than probably within a cent of that price. 

If I should send my wheat to my colleague in St. Louis and 
have him to sell the wheat for me, I could deliver it in the mar 
ket for four and a fraction cents, making a difference of 3 cen{s 
a bushel to me, but the Chicago market as arule is about °? 
or 3 cents higher than the St. Louis market, and so whether 
I ship to the one market or the other, the price is about tho 
same. Or again, I may take it across the bridge in my own 
wagons, or ferry it across the Mississippi River and sel] it to 
the millers in my town and get nearly the Chicago price for i: 
\less the seven and a fraction cents that 1 pay for freight, or | 
the four and a fraction cents that I pay in St. Louis. 

They will not pay any more for the wheat than that, becau 


| they know I can not get any more for it in the great central 


markets than that price. 
Now, my friends, the farmers throughout the length and 


| breadth of the wheat-growing districts of the United States, 
| and the cotton-producers as well, are brought down to this sim- 


ple proposition, that one of two things must come and that in 


| the near future, either that there shall : ) an absolute cessation 
| of the attempt to raise wheat or cottou or, at present prices, 


there will come absolute bankruptcy. Iwill makea proposition 
now to any of these New York gentlemen and furnish him the 


| facts and the figures, the bills of sale and all that: On these 


magnificent bottom farm lands—as good as any in the world— 
these rich Lllinois bottom lands, I have grown three crops of 
wheat in the last three years, including the one which I have 


| not seen, and which is just now being harvested. I do not know 


whatit will yield. The one last year was a misorable failure; 
the one the year before that was less than half a crop; but with- 
out regard to what the present crop is, I will sell this year’s 
crop and the last two years’ together, and give him $500 if he 
will pay for me the amount I have paid out of my salary for 
labor tothe farmersin my absence there to produce these three 
crops. 

Mr. QUIGG. You want to sell it before the bill passes. 

A MEMBER. And make the contract in writing and put a 
stamp on it. 

Mr.HATCH. If this bill passes, let me say to the gentleman 
from New York, I am just as sure that when the conditions of 


| trading in the United States conform themselves to the honest 








and honorable methods provided for in this bill, that every 
farmer’s product named in the bill will be enhanced. 

Mr. FUNK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HATCH. I decline to yield. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope my friend will allow a gen- 
tleman who is so thoroughly familiar with this subject, to ask 
a question for information. 

Mr.HATCH. Ican not yield to one gentleman without mak- 
ing a discrimination, and that I will not do on this floor. I am 
tired now, as it is, without any interruptions, and my time is 
limited. I have a duty here to perform to-day that is higher 
than any matter of mere personal consideration. 

Nothing in the world but the sense of duty Ifeel to the com- 
mittee that has intrusted me with this bill, and the interests of 
the people of the United States, would induce me to take the 
floor at all to-day, feeling as I do. 

Now, it has been said that this bill would so interfere with 
legitimate trading throughout the country that the farmer and 
planter would be injured. Why, friends have come tome in the 
last hour and asked me if the farmers and planters were ex- 
empted from the provisions of this bill. 

I have replied to them by asking them to go and read for 
themselves the fourteenth section of the bill. I doubt if any 
bill was ever presented to this House that had one section is it 
that had closer scrutiny in the committee reporting the bill 
than this section had in the Committee on Agriculture. There 
are the two gentlemen from Illinois, one upon this side [Mr. 
FORMAN] and the other upon the other side [Mr. FUNK]. There 
is the gentleman from North Carolina ee ALEXANDER). 
There is the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 
There is thegentlemanfrom South Carolina[Mr. SHELL]. There 
is the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Moss]. : 

That committee embraces ali these great agricultural States, 
and every single one of those representatives was alive to every 
word and every punctuation mark in that section; and when if 
was agreed upon, they were satisfied with its provisions, that it 
would protect every farmer and every planter in the ordinary 
business of his farm from any charge, or regulation, or restric- 
tion of this measure. : 2 

But these gentlemen tell us that there is no need for this leg- 
islation; that nobody has demanded it, Well, I have answered 
that time and time again; but I want to repeat it once more, 
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that it may go to every cabin an? to every farmhouse in this 
land, from the Canadian border to the Gulf, that every single 
fermer’s organization in the United States, of any name or de- 
scription; every single agricultural paper, weekly or monthly, 
in the United States; every single semiagricultural paper in the 
United States, has advocated for years the passage of this meas- 
ure, and begged and prayed Congress to adopt and pass it. 
Every single association that has represented the farmers of 
the United States has pleaded forits passage. And, my friends, 
do not think because these farmers are not coming here in 
squids and in committoes to lobby Congress that they are not 
alive to this legislation. They will be heard from as soon as the 
telegraph carries back to the three hundred and fifty-six dis- 
tricts in the United States the names of those members on this 
floor who voted for and those who voted against the bill. And 
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for fear | forget it, | want to state now, for I want it to go on | 

record, that the only two votes in the Committee on Agricul- | 
. * = » . . r , | 

ture against the passage of this bill came from New England, 


from the two greatest manufacturing States of New England, 
Massachusettsand NewHampshire. I only makethat statement 
because the gentlemen themselves have made it. Not one sin- 
gle vote was cast against it in the committee from the broad 
prairies— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

Mr. HATCH. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 
“ Mr. HATCH. There was not a vote against it from Illinois. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] was not present when 
the vote was taken, but he has had the opportunity during this 
entire discussion, and he will have an opportunity in a very few 
moments, to record his vote upon the bill. It was not recorded 
in the committee. 
ally recorded, on the last yea-and-nay vote on the passage 
of that bill by the committee, authorizing the chairman to re- 
port it to the House. 
make to this House, forI would not purposely mislead the House 
for my own life. 


Mr. Chairman 


| thing new will thecommittee please publish the same in 


I am talking about the votes that were actu- | 


I am not mistaken in any statement I | 


No protest has ever come to that committee against the pas- | 


sage of this bill, except fromthe boards of trade of the United 
States and their representatives. Never, since I have been 
chairman of that committee, has an agricultural community or 
any number of agriculturists protested against the passage of 
the bill. The protests have come from the men who are to be 
regulated in this system of option gambling, and not from the 


I wish I had time to read one one-hundredth part of the let- 
ters I have received from every State in this Union from repre- 
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ffer for the want of boards of trade? They only ask to bo 
Shall the boards of trade tell the farmer what he needs 


if the farmers su 
tllowed to suiffe 








Or shall the farmer be allowed to speak for himself? They have spoken by 
every mode of conveying thought. Are they now asked to speak again 
u % * a ae cS 

The farmers know what they need, but if they did not they would have 
sense enough not to ask their enemies to become their guardians. Butt 
return to the point mentioned. Howa sensible man can be hone and 
claim that dealing in “ wind wheat’’ helps the handling of the real product 

hard to understand 

[ think it is. 

is about the same asthe claim that the foreigner pays the tariff tax 

Now every sensible man knows thatif there were no real product there 
would no wind product, and that the real product is handled independent 
ofw tis, however, an established fact of the history of ** pit’ trading, 
that t real product can not be sold on its merit when tén times as much 
of the wind product is put on the market. There has been so much said on 


the subject that One feels that patience is about threadbare. No one need 


to be informed how Texas farmers stand. Their instructions through the 
Legislature is enough to show that thev are a unit, 80 to speak. 

Your own Legislature indorsed and approved the provisions 
of a similar bill to this, but not so good a one. 

Every argument of these gamblers has been answered. If they haveany- 


some of the leading 
agricultural papers so that farmers may answer the new 

It is sincerely hoped that the bill as published in the papers will pass, and 
if the boards of trade can not deal in real articles let them dissolve and go 
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into some other business. Let demand and supply come in vogue again 
The farmers are not afraid. Some of us know something of th vay of do 
ing business, and we know that there will always be a way tocarry it on. 


Very truly, but plainly, 


Congressman HATCH, 


Chairman Agricultural 


Committee 
Now, Mr. Speaker, there is my reply, not only to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], but to many 
others that have been made on this floor. How much time have 
[ remaining, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven min- 


e 


utes. The gentleman began at twenty minutes after 2, the 
Chair understands, 
Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Give him all the time he wants. 
Mr. HATCH. I will not speak much longer. I thafk the 


gentleman from Alubama for his courtesy. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed 
Clerk that the gentleman has five minutes remaining. 
Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe | simply have van- 
ity enough tothink I am the only gentleman upon the fioor who 
could haveconducted this billfrom the beginning of this stru 


1 
by 


the 


role 
ie 


= . | down to this hour without losing not only his patience but get- 
farmers and the great body of the people of the United States. | 


sentative men, praying and begging for the passage of this | 


measure; but in reply to that burst of eloquence on the part of 
the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] I want to 
read a letter from a Texan farmer. Itis on very plain paper. 
[It hasno embossing marks or great monogram distinctions upon 
it. It comes from the home of a plain farmer, and it is even 
written in pencil. 

Mr. HUDSON. It is not perfumed? 

Mr. HATCH. No, my friend; there is no perfume onit. The 
only odor there is about this letter is that it comes from an 
honorable and honest hard-working Texas farmer. Let his 
letter answer the speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN]. AsI read the heading it is from Quanah. I will ask 
the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CRAIN] if that is in his district? 

Mr. CRAIN. No; it is not. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it is in Texas, and the gentleman ought 
to be glad it is not in his district, for after his speech he would 
have one manly farmer on his pathway to future success in the 
great Lone Star State. 

Mr. CRAIN. And my district would have a dead Representa- 
tive, I suppose. 

Mr. HATCH. Not by any means. That district will never 
send anybody but a live Representative to Congress. I may 
differ with the gentleman, but I honor him for his great ability. 
This was written in March. I will read it: 

QUANAH, TEX., March 19, 1391. 

DEAR Sik: Tnclosed find clipping from Journal of Agriculture. 

I beg leave to state that this expresses our sentiment. For my own part, 
Ihave no more confidence in the statements of the market manipulators 
than in any blackleg you might select. The farmers are too poor and too 
much scattered to send lobbyists to Washington. Aside from this, when 
men are sent to Washington to enact laws for the whole people, we can see 
no place for lobbying. ‘he very idea has a bad savor. 

The only plea they have made which seems to catch the Congressman’s 
ear, is that they can not handle the grain, ete., unless they deal in futures. 
Well, is it a law that the “ boards of trade” MUST— 

And “ must” is underscored three times— 
handle farmers’ products? Shall afew men huddled together in the large 


cities (who follow tricks that are vile) have their own way against the mil- 
Why, sir, the farmers believe that they would fare incomparably 
Whose business is it 


lions? 
better if there was not a board of trade in existence. 


| that 





ting mad enough to say some of the hardest things that ey 
were said upon this floor in reply to what has been said about 
this bill. 

[ told my distinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] 
just a shorttime before | began thisaddress, thatif he bad been 
in charge of this bill since last Monday morning, with all the 
mean things that have been said against it, absolutely without 
warrantand outside of any parliamentary struggle or bearings, 
he would have had an ‘“‘affair of honor” at Bladensburg 
every morning during the week in spite of all the laws on the 
statute books. [Laughter.}] But Ido not intend to be ‘roped 
into” saying anything half as bad as those gentlemen have said 
about the bill. 

[ regret it very much that the young gentleman from New 
York |Mr. QuIGG]| had to rush into print far in advance of the 
consideration of this measure and stigmatize it, if he was prop- 
erly reported, as a combination of ‘ignorance and anarchy.” 





Well, now, | am very sorry that hesaidit. I have been expect 
ing him to get up here and withdraw it, because I happened to 
be in the Chair 

Mr. QUIGG. Will you give me the time to do so? It will 


only be a moment. 

Mr. HATCH. No, sir; I can not yield. The gentleman had 
opportunity when he made his speech. If the gentleman will 
simply state to me that he never used that language I will have 
nothing further to say. 


Mr. QUIGG. I never used that language, nor used that lan- 
guage attributed to me. 
Mr. HATCH. Then that isanendofit. I accept th tle- 


man’s statement. 

Mr. QUIGG. I donot indorse either of thos 
I may say about the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, my distinguished friend from New York 
[Mr. WARNER] made one of his characteristic speeches, which 
I always listen to, because no man inside of the Capitol can get 
beyond the sound of his voice when he gets started, and espec- 
ially on an antioption bill. [Laughter.| 


terms, whatever 


But he so far forgot 
himself in this matter during debate that he went away outside 
of the bill and undertook to conjure up men of straw to fight, as 
if he had not enough in the real meat and provisions of the bill 
to occupy one man’s attention for an hour anda half. In dis- 
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cussing this bill on the floor he built up aouses 1n New York 
that are built by future contracts. : 

I felt sorry for that gentleman; sorry for him because he had 
underestimated the intelligence of the audience that he was ad- 
dressing—the House of Representatives. That speech must 
have been made forcirculation in the Five Points of New York. 
I know of no other place in the United States where it would 
get a respectful hearing. Everybody knows that there is not a 
single thing that enters into the construction of a house that is 
embraced in the provisions of the bill. 

Failing to answer my opening statement, he or any of those 
gentlemen, they get off into the lane of their fancy or misrep- 
resentation and undertake to fight itia that way. But you can 
notescape it. You have got to vote in a few moments upon this 
measure as a whole, and you have got to record your votes as 
representative of your people one way or the other. 

My distinguished friend, who always tries to be amiable, al- 
ways tries to be witty, and never, never makes anything but a 
failure at the last, my friend, the gentleman from Ohio—— 

Mr. HARTER. Hear, hear! [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Ohio tramps around his 
seat and in the aisles and takes this bill and crushes it in his 
hand and slings it, as he says, into the wastebasket of the liter- 
ature of legislation, and then proclaims that nobody in the world 
knows anything about this but him. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man thinks that there is a great deal of ignorance in this bill. 
That gentleman’s greatest misfortune is his own egotism. 
{Laughter and applause, in which Mr. HARTER joined.] 

I have never heard him before speak otherwise of any prop- 
osition that he did not indorse and approve. Nobody has any 
common sense but the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughterand ap- 
plause. | 
; Mr. HARTER. That is right. 

Mr. HATCH. When that gentleman leaves this House, as I 
understand he has elected to do of his own volition on the4th of 
next March, there will be a bigger void in the House than has 
ever peen in it in the fifteen years I have been a member of it; 
more egotism and less ability will go out of it then than ever 
went out before in the person of one man. [Laughter.] 

When a man comes here and claims that nobody has any sense 
but himself, that nobody knows anything about the farmers of 
the United States but himself, and in fact, that nobody knows 
anythingaboutanything in the world but HARTER, it is too much. 
That is the gentleman’s platform. He gets up with it in the 
morning and goes to bed with it at night, and then he invites a 
moderate and modest man like myself, an old-fashioned Demo- 
crat, to go and lie downin his political bed. Myfriends, I would 
rather go to bed with a rail-fence. [ Laughter. ] I would rather 
lie down politically with any Populist, or any Greenbacker, or 
anybody else that ever held a seat on this floor, than with the 
gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter.] 

Of all the abominations of policy and of principle that I abhor 
the worst are those which the gentleman advocates, which 
would bring ruin and disaster to the _— body of my people 
and would build up more and more millionaires in the United 
States. I would trudge in the heat from here to Georgia to 
sleep in the same political bed with Tom Watson before I would 
stretch my limbs * the political bed where the gentleman from 
Ohio lies. [Laughter.] 

[ indorse and reiterate what my friend from Pennsylvania 
Mr. SIBLEY] said the otherday. it Thad to choose between the 

armless vagaries of Coxey and his followers, between tramp- 

ing the balance of this season through the land under Coxey’s 
banner, eating small rations of dry bread and Potomac or other 
river water—if I had to choose between that and indorsing the 
doctrines of the gentleman from Ohio, which, in their operation, 
would produce more followers of Coxey in one lump than all the 
followers of Coxey can breed in a hundred years, I would go in 
the ranks and tramp with the commonwealers rather than fol- 
low the banner on which is inscribed: ‘‘ Ruin to nine-tenths of 
the people! Down with the industrious workingman, and u 
with the golden calf of single gold monometalism.” (Prolonget 
applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for just a moment more 
in which to thank the House for its very polite attention, and to 
ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] may be permitted to offer two amendments to the four- 
teenth section of the bill simply to improve the verbiage. There 
is nothing substantial in the amendments, in my judgment, and 
the gentleman thinks so himself, but he believes that they will 
make the meaning a little plainer, and I beg the House to give 
unanimous consent that they may be offered. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let them be read. 
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The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend section 14, page 17, b y se ” Y 
words ‘“‘or with,’’ ana Oy line bite alding aiver Yes won’ mee _ 
words ‘‘or purchase.” 

Amend section 14, on page 17, by striking out all after the word “or,” in 
line 30, down to and including the word “ productive,” in line 31, and insert. 
ing the following; “are to be grown or produced within fifteen months from 
time of such contract.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas be allowed to offer these amendments? 

Mr. QUIGG. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objectionismade. Before sub 
mitting the question upon the amendments, the Chair, in re- 
sponse to the parliamentary inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WARNER], as well as by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. FUNK], would state that the original agreement made in 
the House on Tuesday provided that on yesterday evening the 
previous question should be ordered on the bill and pending 
amendments, but that order did not provide that amendments 
could be offered, and under the order no amendment could have 
been offered unless the House had previously terminated gen- 
eral debate. Therefore, under that order, unless the House 
had terminated general debate, no amendment could have been 
pending. 

The next day there was an agreement to terminate general 
debate, and in modification of the other agreement it was pro- 
vided that the general debate should close with the adjournment 
on yesterday, and the House, after the expiration of the morning 
hour to-day, should proceed to the consideration of the bill under 
the Sesatiaune rule. In the effort to reach that agreement it 
was suggested by the gentleman from New York himself that 
permission should be given to offer as many amendments as 
members might desire, and that those amendments should be 
considered as pending. 

To that suggestion the gentleman from Missouri objected, and 
after some discussion in which several members participated, 
an order was finally adopted to proceed for two hours this morn- 
ing under the five-minute rule. The Chair is therefore of opin- 
ion that noamendmentcould have been pending under the order 
that would not have been pending in the absence of the agree- 
ment and under the regular rules of the House. 

Mr. WARNER. I have no question as to the entire correct- 
ness of the ruling of the Speaker. I had understood that to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] there 
was an amendment pending proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FUNK]. I may have been mistaken in that assump- 
tion; but it was upon that assumption—that such an amendment 
was regularly in order under the five-minute rule, and was pend- 
ing at the time the Committee of the Whole rose—that the 
parliamentary inquiry was made by me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands. Tha 
question, then, is on agreeing to the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand a division of the question so that the 
amendment offered in Committee of the Whole by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], and the amendment to that 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOAT 
NER], may be voted upon separately. ; 

Mr. TRACEY. Is that in order: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, upon the suggestion 
of the gentleman from New York[Mr. TRACEY] that this demand 
is not in order must rule that an amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole as an entirety is not divisible. 

Mr. HATCH. What is the statement of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In support of the ruling just 
stated the Chair would refer the gentleman from Missouri to 
the decision which has been made not once, but several times. 
On page 362 of the Digest the gentleman will find the ruling 
stated in this language: 

On an amendment reported as a single amendment from the Committes 
of the Whole a division of the question can not be had. 

This was decided in the Twenty-cighth,the Twenty-ninth, the 
Thirtieth, and the Thirty-seventh Congresses. 

Mr. HATCH. But the amendment coming to the House from 
the Committee of the Whole is in the nature of two amend- 


ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But they have been reported to 
the House as a single amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I demand a separate vote on the whole 
amendment, which includes that of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, and on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
demands a separate vote on the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. a 

Mr. COX. J rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 








1894. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. . 

Mr. COX. AsI understand the position of the matter is this: 
| offered an amendment; to that an amendment was offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], and another by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. Both of those amend- 
ments to my amendment were adopted. 

Mr. BOATNER. No; the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY] was rejected. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no; it was adopted. Now, the point 1 am try- | 
ing to get atis this, that upon both those amendments to the 
amendment a yea-and-nay vote was demanded, and notice was 
given 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
will perceive upon a moment's reflection that in the House the 
question will be on the adoption of the amendment as a whole 
not as in Committee of the Whole, first upon the amendment to 
the amendment and then upon the amendment as amended. 
The whole amendment is reported to the House as a single prop- 
osition. 

Mr. COX. Isee. That is exactly right. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Irise toa pariiamentary inquiry. 
time will a motion to recommit this bill be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the third reading. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I give notice, then, that after the third 
reading I will make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the first 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


At what 


In line 15, section 1, after the word “ hops,”’ 
read: 

“ Raw,or unmanufactured cotton, hops, flour, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, 
pork, lard, bacon, dry-salted meat, or pickled meat.”’ 


add the word “flour;’’ soasto | 
; 
| 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the 
second amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after word “ meat,’ on page 2, line 8: “Provided, That nothing 
herein shall be construed toapply tocontracts entered into for future deliv- 
ery of the aforesaid articles, if at the time of the contract of sale of any of 
said articles the vender is the actual bona fide owner of the article to be de- 
livered in the future, or has the power and authority to sell and deliver the 
same as agent of another, the principal owning the property at the time the 
contract is made by the agent: Provided, That none of the provisions of 
this act shall apply to the bona fide sale, for actual delivery, of any product 
in due course of business: Provided, That in case a seller described in this 
act shall in fact be the owner of the property contracted to be sold at the 
time of the sale or at the time fixed in the contract for the delivery the fail- 
ure to deliver the same, when caused by delay in transportation or fault of 
the carrier, shall be sufficient excuse for nonpayment of the final stamp 





tax provided for in this act.”’ 


| 

Mr. HATCH. On that 1 demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of | 
Mr. ALEXANDER and Mr. LACEY to act as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 129, 
answered ‘' present” 1, not voting 111; as follows: 

YEAS—111, 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Lacey, Reyburn, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Lapham, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Lawson, Russell, Conn. 
Baldwin, Dunn, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Bartholdt, English, Cal. Loudenslager, Ryan, 
Bartlett, English, N. J. Lynch, Settle, 
Barwig, Erdman, Maddox, Shaw 
Bell, Tex. Everett, Magner, Snodgrass, 
Black, Ga. Fletcher, Maguire, Somers, 
Boatner, Funk, Mallory, Sorg, 
Brickner, Gardner, McAleer, Sperry, 
Bundy, Gear, McEttrick, Springer, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McGann, Stephenson. 
Cabaniss, Graham, McMillin, Stone, W. A. 
Cadmus, Griffin, Mercer, Storer, 
Campbell, Grow, Meyer, Talbott, Md. 
Clancy, Hager, Money, Tarsney 
Clarke, Ala. Haines, O'Neil, Mass. Tracey, 
Cobb, Mo. Hall, Minn. Outhwaite, Turner, Ga. 
Cogswell, Harter, Page Updegraff, 
Coombs, Hartman, Paschal, Wadsworth 
Cooper, Fla. Hayes, Patterson, Walker, ’ 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix, Pendleton, Tex. Warner, 
Cornish, Houk, Perkins, Washington 
Covert, Hulick, Pigott, Weadock, 7 
Crain, Hunter, Price, Wolverton, 
Cummings, Johnson,N. Dak. Quigg, Wright, Mass. 
Dalzell, Kyle, Reed, ; 
NAY S—129 

Abbott, Bell, Colo, Brookshire, Clark, Mo, 
Aitken, 7 Berry, Brown, Cobb, Ala. 
Alderson, Boen, Bunn, Cockrell, 
Alexander, Bower, N. C. Burrows, Coffeen, 
Allen, Bowers, Cal. Caminetti, Conn, 
Arnold, — Branch, Cannon, Cal. Cooper, Wis. 
Baker, Kans. Bretz, Capehart, Cousins, 
Binkhead, Broderick, Chickering, Cox, 
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Crawford, 
Curtis, Kans 
Davis 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle 
Enloe 
Epes, 
Fithian 
Funston, 
ryan 
Gorman 
irady 
Hainer 
Hall, Mo 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hiatch 
Haugen, 
Heard 


Henderson, Il. 


Adams, Pa. 
Apsley, 
Avery 
Babeock, 
Bailey, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill 


| Blair 


Bland 
Boutelle, 


Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky 


Brosius, 
Bryan 
Burnes, 
Cannon, I1l. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Cooy« r, Ind. 
Culberson, 
Curt N. Y. 
Davey 
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Henderson, Io 
Henderson, N 
Hermann, 
Hines, 

Hitt 
Holinan, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hudson, 
Hull 

[kirt, 

Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind 
Kem, 
Kribbs, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Livingston, 
Lucas, 

Marsh 
Martin, Ind. 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 


ANSWERI 


NOT 


Dingley, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Geary, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Harmer, 
Heiner, 
Hepburn, 
Hicks, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hutcheson, 


Johnson, Ohio 


Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Layton 


wa McKaig, 

Cc McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith 
Montgomery, 
Morgan 


Stallings 
Stockdale 


Stone, C 
strong 
Sweet, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Tawney 


W 


a. 4 


Moses, Taylor, ind 
Murray, Terry, 
Neill Thomas, 
Ogden Turpin, 
Paynter Tyler 
Pearson, W anger, 
Pence Waugh 
Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Al 
Pickler, Wheeler, I 
Richardson, Mich. Williams 
Richardson, ‘Tenn. Wilson, © 
Robbins, W oodard 
Sayers, Woome! 
Shell, Wright, Pa 
Sibley 
Simpson, 
Smith 

SD * PRESENT’’—1. 

Kiefer 

VOTING—II1I1. 
Lefever, Richards, O 
Linton, Robert 
Lisle, Robin 
Lockwood, Rusk, 
Loud, Schermerh« 
Mahon, Scranton 
Marshall, Sherman 
Marvin, N. Y. Sickle 
McCall, Sipe 
McCleary, Minn Stevens 


McDowell, 
Meiklejohn 
Milliken 
Moon 
Morse 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O'Neill 
Payne 
Phillips, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Ray. 
tayner, 
Reilly 


Mo 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 


Mr. 


STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. OATES with Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
linois. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
For 
Mr. 
Mr. 


KILGORE with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
O’NEILL of Missouri with Mr. TAYLOR 
BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
BRECKINRIDGE of £ 


Arkansas with Mr 


RICHARDS with Mr. HARMER. 
DURBOROW with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsy 
MUTCHLER with Mr. WHITE. 
SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 
JONES with Mr. McCALL. 

CAUSEY with Mr. PAYNE. 

CARUTH with Mr. AVERY. 
SICKLES with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN VooRuHIs of Ohio. 
HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 
GRESHAM with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
TUCKER with Mr. POWERS. 
STRAIT with Mr. ELLtIs of Oregon. 
ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 
this day: 

TURNER of Virginia with Mr. GiLLetr of New Yo 
REILLY with Mr. GILLET! 


of Massach 


Mr. WELLS with HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DAVEY with Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER 


with 


On this question: 
Mr. STRAUS with Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. DONOVAN. 

Mr. SWANSON with Mr. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. Post. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, 


tAYNER. 


Stone, Ky 


strait 
etraus, 
Swans 
Taylor, Te 
Tucker 
Turner, Va 
Van Voorhi 
Van Voorhis 
Wells 
Wever 
White 
Whiting 
William I 
Wilson Wa 
Wilson, W 
Wise 

of Tenn 


isetts. 


LLOPKINS 


lvania 


Mis 


N. ¥ 
Ohio 
} 
} 
vil 
of I 
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Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. COCKRAN. 
Mr. APSLEY with Mr. BABCOCK. 
On the antioption bill: 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. WHITING. 


Mr. EpMUNbDS with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. ST! ; with Mr. WEVER on the Hatch bill. Mr. Wr- 
VER would vote for, Mr. STEVENS against. 

Mr. bryAN with Mr. BINGHAM, until further notice; also on 
the antioption bill [f present Mr. BRYAN would vote for and 
Vir. BINGI 1 would vote against the bill. 

Ir. GROSVENOR with Mr. DANIELS, on the passage of the 
Hatch antioption bill. Mr. DANIELS may vote on all amend- 
inents. If present, Mr. GROSVENOR would vote for the bill. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. Ray, on the antioption bill. Mr. 
LAYTON if present ld vote for the bill, and Mr. Ray against 
it. 

Vir. BROSIUS with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, on the anti- 
option bill. Mr. Brostus would vote for the bill, and Mr. 
ADAMS against it. e 

Mr. Cooper of Indiana with Mr. DUNPHY, on the antioption 
bil Mr. COOPER would vote for it, and Mr. DUNPHY would 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
collongue, Mr. MCCLEARY, be excused fromattendance, as he is 

ICK, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Speaker, I desire to make 
the sume request in behalf of my colleague, Mr. STONE, who is 
conlined to his room by sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
these requests will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the amended bill. 

Mir. BLACK of Georgia. Would it be in order now to move 
to recommit? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That might bein order now, 
but it will be equally in order after the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being upon the passage of the bill—— 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I submit this motion to recommit the 
bill with instructions. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to raise the point of order that under 
the special rule adopted by the House avote onthe final passage 
of the bill must be taken under that order, and it prohibits the 
consideration of a motiontorecommit. Tho rule itself specific- 
ally provides that the vote shall be taken on the passage of the 
bill without intervening motions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
the special rule could operate with no more force than does the 
previous question, and under the previous question a motion to 
recommit with instruetions is in order. 

The Clerk will report the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the absence of objection, 


Recommit tothe Judiciary Committee with instructions to report a bill 
prohibiting interstate dealing in what is commonly known as “futures,”’ 
and which have been held by the courts to be gambling contracts. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman that the motion should be to commit, inasmuch as 
this bill has never been before the Judiciary Committee. It 
comes from the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwant to raise another point of orderon the 
motion that the instructions are not in order, and would not 
have been as an amendment to the bill. You can not do by in- 
direction what can not be done directly. 

[ make the point of order that the instructions are not ger- 
mane to the bill and would not have been germane as an amend- 
ment to any section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man from Missouri is correct thus far, that a motion to recom- 
mit with instructions would not be in order if it embraced a 
proposition which would not be inorder asanamendment. The 
Chair is of opinion, too, that the motion would not be in order 
as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Would it not be in order to amend 
the bill to confine its operation to interstate transactions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgiathat this has been considered and treated 
as a bill to raise revenue. Similar bills have been held by the 
regular occupant of the chair, as well as his predecessors, to be 
revenue bills. The Chair thinks it would not be inorder to com- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


ee EEE SSS. aritinetitnipiietengen 








mit a bill raising revenue to the Judiciary Committee for the 
purpose of making it a penal statute. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER pro tenipoi The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the Chair has sustained the point of 
order made against the motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 
will another motion to reeommit with instructions be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This motion having been ruled 
out, the Chair would treat it as no motion. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Tnow offer the motion to recommit with 
instructions which I send up and ask to have read. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen 
tleman rise? 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to speak upon the former motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled upon 
question, but will hear the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish tosuggest, with the permission of the 
Speaker, that though the suggestion of the Chair may be in 
every respect correct, I think it does not affect this point, that 
whatever might have been the natural course of this bill, yet 
the House itself, by virtue of a power which is frequently as- 
serted, and has been on this very bill, has the undoubted right 
to commit it to any committee which it may see fit to put in 
charge of the measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from New York- 

Mr. HATCH. That can only be done under the rules of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (continuing). That inthe Digest, 
on page 501, he will] find this ruling: 


The Chair would suggest to the 





A motion to recommit,with instructions to report a certain amendment is 
not in order if the proposed amendment is not in order as an amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. It may be, Mr. Speaker, I have misunder- 
stood the instructions as read, but the bill under consideration 
does make penal provisions; and therefore unless lam mistaken 
in the nature of the instructions the point can not lie against 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present bill imposes cu- 
mulative taxes. This motion to recommit is to report a bill 
prohibiting dealings. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; and inasmuch as this bill prohib- 
itsabselutely these dealings except upon certain conditions, then 
I respectfully submit that. the amendment would have been per- 
fectly in order to strike out the conditions and leave the prohi- 
bition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairadheres to his opinion 
that the motion to recommit with that instruction is not in or 
der. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Lask that my motion to recommit be re 
ported, and that a vote be taken upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Montana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to recommit with instruetions, by Mr. HARTMAN: 

‘*T move to recommit this bill, 7007, to the Committee on Agriculture, with 


instruetions toe report it back to the House with an amendment providing 
for the free coinage of gold and silver at aratio of 16te lL.’ 


. 


[Laughter and applause. | 
Mr. TRACEY. I raise the point of order against that instrue- 
tion. ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motionis clearly not in or- 
der. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to take an ap- 
peal from the ruling of the Chair that that motion is not in or- 
der at this time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair assumes that the gen- 
tleman is not earnest in appealing from that decision. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should like very much to 
say that upon the question of the free coinage of silver T should 
like to have a vote 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I withdraw the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The appeal is withdrawn. — 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture with imstruetions to report a 
substitute for it, limiting the taxation which is proposed by the 
bill to transactions between citizens of different States; inother 
words, to limit it to interstate transactions. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the same point of order against the in- 


struction. 

















1804. 


Mr. BOATNER. So as not to interfere with or invade the 
rights of the citizens ol the several States. 

The SPEAK ER > gentleman from Louisiana 
will reduce his motion to writing. |Cries of ‘* Vote!”] 


pro tenepore. Li 


Mr. BOATNER. I will read it for the benefit of the House. 

esolved, That thi ymmitted the Committee on Agriculture 
with ifistructions to report milar bill limiting its provisions to transac- 
ti between citizen f diff if Stat 

Mr. HATCH. Tf make the point of order that the instruction 
is not in order, as it changes the entire theory of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is in 
order. The House may limit the operations of the bill within 
the lines already laid down in it, and the Chair thinks the mo- 
tion is in order. 


Mr. BOATNER. I move the adoption of that resolution, and 
on that I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
lution. 

The Clerk read as 


will report the reso- 


| yl] ws: 


Cha ill I ymmitted to the Committee on Agriculture 
wi n ms t eport a similar bill limiting its provisions to transac- 
the ty l of differ t Stat 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is-on ordering the | 





prey inus quest ion. 

The previous question was ordered. ' ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Tho question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BOATNER. Idemand the yeas and naysion that. 

‘Oh, no!” and ‘‘It is too hot!’] 
Che question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro Forty-four gentleman 
arisen—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BOATNER. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

a was counted. 


[Cries 
of 


fenepore. have 


he other side 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. On this question the ayesare 44, 
the noes are i178—not asuflicientnumber, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
nays. 

Mr. HATCH. 
been voted down. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker,I rise to move te recommit the bil! 
with instructions to report a bill including*’sugar, refined and 
unrefined. 

Mr. HATCH. But one 

The SPEAKER pro te 


[demand tellers on ordering the yeas and 


{ make the peintof order that that has already 


motion torecommit can be offered. 
, he Chair will state the par- 
liamentary situation. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER| moved to recommit the bill with instruetions, and 
upon that he demanded the previous question. The question 
was taken on ordering the previous question, and there was no 
division. The previous question was ordered, and the Chair 
stated the question be upon agreeing to the resolution pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Louisiana. Upon that vote the 
noes seemed. to have it, and the gen- 


pore, 


LO 


Chair announced that the 
tleman from Louisiana demanded a division 

Mr. BOATNER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPHAKER pro } The Chair proceeded to take 
that vote, and then the gentleman from Louisiana, before the 
Chair had concluded the vote, demanded the yeasand nays. The 
Chair requested as many as favored taking the vote by yeas and 
noys to rise and be counted. Worty-four gentlemen rose to be 
counted, as seconding the demand for the yeus and nays; then 





tity 





the Chair announced that not a sufficient number had arisen, be- | 
Then the gen- | 
The Chair requested those | 


cause that was not one-fifth of the previous votes 
tleman demanded the other side. 
opposed to taking the vote by yeas and nays to rise and be counted. 

Thereupon 178 gentlemen arose in opposition to the demand 
for the yeas and nays. That being morethan four times as many 
as had arisen to demand the yeas and nays, the Chair declared 
that a sufficient number had not arisen to second the demand 
for the yeas and nays, and that the yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. BOATNER. I then asked for tellers: upom the demand 
for the yeas. and nays, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman then demanded 
tellerson the demand for the yeasand nays. As many as favor 
ordering tellers on the demand for the yeas and nays will riso 
and be counted. 

Tellers were: refused, 26 members, not a sufficient number, 
seconding the demand. 

_ Mr. PUNK. [now move to recommit, with instructions 
include sugar, refined and unrefined. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 


to 
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bill to the Committee on Agriculture, with truectio to 
eliminate the word ‘‘futures ” wherever it occurs, ar 
bill back, 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The Chair has just decided th t 

The SPEAKER pro tempor It would not be ( 
one motion to recommit is in order 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the yeas and na th nal 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. FUNK. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry 

The SPHAKBER pro tempor The gentleman wi 

Mr. FUNK. Dol understand that my motion i out of 
order, and that there is only one motion to recommit in order, 
when there is another motion on an entirely different yject 
matter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only one motion to ymmit 
is inorder, and aditference in the subject-matter d: not alter 
the rule. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boar 
permitted to submit his motion, because the motion first ) 
mitted by the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BLA Was i 


man from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] that only one motion to recom- 
mit isin order. One such motion has already been m id 
rejected by the House. 

Mr. HATCH, I demand the yeas and nays on the ! pas- 

re of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro ltenwpore. For what purpose do 1 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FUNK] ri 

Mr. ALDRICH. ILrise to a parliament ne 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T 1 W . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willit bo in order to rve to reecommit the 









to be out of order, as was also the motion of the gentleman from 
Montana. These two motions having been held not germane, it 
was as though they had not been made. The Chair, n, in 
iccordance with the rules, entertained one motion to recommit 
the bill. That motion having been rejected, the question now 
is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. HATCH. And on that I demand the yeas and nays 
"he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Vhe SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. ALEX- 
DER and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
lhe question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there 
were—yeas 150, nays 89, answered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 114; 
is follows: 
YEAS—i60 
Abl Denson Tull P , 
Ait n Dinsmore Hunter P 
Alderson, Vockery, iikirt P 
Llexande Dolliver J nson, Ind I \ 
\llei Doolittle, Ke 
Arno Mnelish, Cal K1 
ba Kans in 
| read, In pe Lua 
( ) Fithian, La 
Forman, Latimer q . 
w.C Funston L, mith 
Cal ryan Li igston, St rY 
Gea Lu 
1 Gorman 1didox, s 
iI erTlck, Grady Mallory \ 
13 ire ait Lar ( A 
Brown, Hag Mar 
Bundy Hainer, M 
Bunn Hall, Mo, Met , I I { 
Burrows, Hammond, Mec Dannold, Tate 
Caminetti, Hare Me Dearmon lawn 
Cannon, Cal Farris, McK r Taylo 
Capehart Hatch, Vckeighan Cerry 
Cl ng Haugen Me Laurin ‘I nia 
( vi Heard M fagoy I I 
cx \la Henderson, II. McRae, = 
Cor i] Henderson, lowa Milliken, U pde I 
Coffee Henderson, N.C. Money W anger, 
( Hermann Mon ymery Waugh, 
( ) Wis. Hine Morgan W , Ala 
Cornish, Hitt Moses, Wheeler, Ill 
Cousins, Holman, Murray Willia Miss 
Cox, Hooker, Miss. Neill, Wilson, Ohio 
Crawford, Hopkins, Pa Ogden, W ise 
Curtis, Kans, Houk Paynter, Woodard 
Davis, Hudson, Pearson, W oomer 
De Armond, Hulick, Pence, Wright, Pa 
NAYS—99 
Adams, Ky. Campbell, Dunn Hartman 
Aldrich, Clancy, English, N. J He 
Baker, N. H. Clarke, Ala. irdman Johnson, N. Dak, 
Baldwin, Cobb, Mo Everett, Lapham, 
Bartholdt, Cogswell I 1er Lester 
Bartlett, Coombs, Funk Loud, 
Barwig, Cooper, Gardner, Loudenslager, 
Bell, Tex Cooper, ‘ Geissenhainer, Lynch, 


Black, Ga. Covert Goldzier, Magnet 

Boatner, Crain Graham, Maguire, 
Brickner, Cummings, Griffin, McAleer 
Bynum, Daizeli, Haines, MecEttri 


De Forest, 
Draper, 


Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 


Hall, Minn MeGann 
Harter, Me Millin, 
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Mercer Quigg, Sperry, Walker, 
Meyer, Reed, Springer, Warner, 
O'Neil, Mass. Rey burn, Stephenson, Washington, 
Page Ritchie, Stone, W. A. Weadock, 
Paschal, Russell, Conn. Storer. Wolverton, 
Patterson, Russell, Ga ‘Tarsney, Wright, Mass. 
Pendleton, Tex Ryan Tracey, 

Pigott, Shaw, Turner, Ga, 


Price, Somers, W adsworth, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT” ~—1. 
Jones, 


NOT VOTING--114. 


Adams, Pa. Davey, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Apsley Dingley, Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
Avery, Donovan Lisle, Rusk, 
Babcock, Dunphy, Lockwood, Schermerhorn, 
Bailey Durvorow, Mahon, Scranton, 
Barne Edmunds, Marshall, Settle, 

Belden, Ellis, Ky Marvin, N. Y. Sherman, 
Beltzhoover Ellis, Oregon McCall, Sickles, 

Berry Fielder, McCleary, Minn. Sipe, 
Bingham, Geary, McDowell, Stevens, 

Black, Il Gillet, N. Y. Meil@ejohn, Stone, Ky. 
Blair Gillett, Mass. Meredith, Strait, 

Bland, Gooduight, Moon, Straus, 
Boutelle Gresham, Morse, Swanson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grosvenor, Mutchler, Talbott, Ma. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Newlands, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Harmer, Northway, Tucker, 
Bryan, Hayes, Oates, Turner, Va. 
Burnes, Heiner, O’ Neil, Mo. Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cannon, [1l. Hepburn, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caruth, Hicks, Payne, Wells, 
Catchings, Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Wever, 
Causey, Hopkins, I11. Post, White, 

Childs Hutcheson, Powers, Whiting, 
Cockran, Izlar, Randall, Williams, Ill. 
Cooper, Ind. Johnson, Ohio Ray, Wilson, Wash. 
Culberson, Kiefer, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. Y. Kilgore, Reilly, 

Daniels, Lawson, Richards, Ohio 


So the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. MOON. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. MEREDITH on the anti- 
option bill. Mr. TALBOTT, if present, would vote against the 
bill,and Mr. MEREDITH for it. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
manfrom Ohio[Mr.GROSVENOR]. If he were present he would 
vote for the bill, and I should vote against it. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, on the final passage of the bill 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mc- 
DOWELL]. If he were present, I should vote * aye.” 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire the RECORD to show 
thaton this bill I am paired with the gentleman from New 
York [{Mr. Ray]. If he were present I should vote “aye,” and 
he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MOON, is 
absent on account of sickness in his family, and I ask that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNES, is necessarily absent; 
if present he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. TYLER. If desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that my col 
league, Mr. TURNER, is absent on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

yas*passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. ome Tmove that the title of the 
bill stand as reported to the House, and on that I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. REED. That seems to be unnecessary under the present 
rules. : 

Mr. HATCH. It is a proper. parliamentary motion, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman move to 
amend the title of the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Idonot. I move that the title stand as re- 
ported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Asa matter of course that re- 
quires no motion, because the passage of the bill adopts the ti- 
tle. Buta motion to amend the title is in order. 

Mr.HATCH. That is the very reason why I make my mo- 
tion. My motion is a parliamentary one and is in order, and it 
is intended to prevent a motion to amend the title. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was at first inclined 
to think that the only motion that would be in order after the 
passage of the bill would be to amend the title, but on further 
reflection the Chair believes the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri is in order. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I call the attention of the Chair to page 
553 of the Digest, where I find this: r 

Unless a separate vote is finally called for, howeyer, the preamble and 
title as reported to the House are considered adopted on the passage of thé 
bill or resolution, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the title of 
the bill as reported from the Committee of the Whole will stand 
adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to; the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. BYNUM in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of appropriation bills. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the first bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1894, and for prior years, and 
or other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois |Mr. CANNON] whether he desires to have the bill read 
the first time, and also whether he desires general debate. I 
will say to him that if, during the progress of the bill, he de- 
sires more time than can be had under the five-minute rule, we 
“an readily arrange so as to give him sufficient time for discus- 
sion. 

Mr.CANNONof Illinois. So faras Iam personally concerned, 
Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to call for the first reading of 
the bill, nor have [, personally, any desire to consume time at 
present in general debate. It is possible that as we progress in 
the consideration of the bill we may reach a point where gen- 
eral debate will be desirable. If so, I am inclined to think that 
the committee will grant it on the recommendation of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I willsay to the gentleman that whenever 
he may think it necessary to have general debate, I shall be 
more than willing to agree to it. 

Mr. REED. I suggest te the gentleman from Illinois, in the 
interestof ourside, whetherit would not be well to have the bill 
read, or else to have a general explanation of it by the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I take it for granted that the gen 
tleman will explain the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes; I will explain it. Iask consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, 
and that general debate be ttosed. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the reading 
of the bill be proceeded with. 

The Clerk began to read the bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I did not un- 
derstand that debate was to be allowed. Understanding now 
that it is, I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. I have withdrawn it, under 
the pledge of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will state‘to the committee 
that this bill carries $4,890,593.78. Leaving out the appropria- 
tions for pensions in previous years, it carries about the same 
amount of deficiencies that was carried in the bill passed at the 
first session of the Fifty-first Congress, and also about the amount 
carried in the deficiency bill of the first session of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, except that the number and amount of judgments 
of the Court of Claims is considerably larger, as are alee the ap- 
propriations for the support of the judicial department. 

On account of the troubles which have occurred in the West- 
ern and Northwestern States where railroads have been seized 
and United States marshals have been compelled to interfere 
aud restore possession of the trains, the appropriation for the 
Department of Justice has been greater than for previous years. 
We have in the bill appropriations for the State Department: 
and I might say here that such appropriations have been re- 
quired under every Administration for the State Department in 
order to enable that Department to settle its accounts with con- 
suls whose terms havée~expired. We also have appropriations 
for the Navy Department, the object of which is to enable the 
different bureaus to settle one with another and with the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury without additional expendi- 
ture. In other words, the bulk of the appropriations which the 
bill carries for the State and Navy Departments involve no ex- 
penditure, and they have been made only for the purpose of 
settling accounts in the Treasury Department. 
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There is a large appropriation in the bill to pay a judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States rendered in favor 
of the old settlers, and amounting to near a million of dollars. 
In accordance with the recommendation of the Department of 
Justice, the committee has unanimously decided not to make 
any appropriation for the payment of judgments for Indian dep- 
redations; but instead of such an appropriation there is in the 
bill aclause appropriating some $5,000 to enable the Depart- 
ment of Justice to inquire into the judgments already rendered 


against the United States in favor of claimants under this law. | 
rom information which has been gathered by a Senate com- | 


mittee we are led to believe that gross frauds have been com- 
mitted upon the Government in the obtaining of some of these 
judgments; and under the circumstances, and with the state- 
ments and evidence before us, we did not think itprudent to ap- 
wopriate to pay these judgments, amounting to about $450,000; 
fot as [ have said, we have recommended an appropriation of 
$6,000 to enable the Attorney-General to inquire into these judg- 
ments, and report his findings at the next session of this Con- 
gress. 

[ will say again that this bill contains those ordinary and 
usualappropriations which appear in all deficiency bills under 
every Administration and in every Congress. They are neither 
less nor greater upon the average than the deficiencies which 
have been reported to and provided for by previous Congresses, 
saving and excepting only the increases which I have men- 
tioned. 

Mr. REED. 
shows the malign influence of the Fifty-first Congress. 
ter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at 
for deficiencies that have 
years. are 1 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to suggest that if this bill is in 
the usual form and has been agreed to by the Appropriations 
Committee, we might, by unanimous consent, report it back to 
the House and pass it this evening, and then have an adjourn- 
ment until Monday next. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I do not think that would be 
proper. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the explanation I have made, as the 
hour of 5 o’clock is now at hand, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Che committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7477) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


I presume there is nothing in this bill which 
[Laugh- 


all, although there are appropriations 
accrued during the present and prior 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. TURNER of Virginia, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ask unanimous consent that 
now take a regess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

There was no objection. 

The House accordingly (at 40’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) took 
a@ recess, 


we 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to order by Mr. BAILEY, Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF 


The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The House is in session under 
an order which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


BUSINESS. 


The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o’clock, Which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing charges of desertiononly; said evening session not to extend be- 
yond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. (Rule X XVI, paragraph 3.) 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I resolve 


move that the House 


itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills on the Private Calendar, pending which motion I ask 
unanimous consent that all bills considered this evening shall be 
considered under the five-minute rule only as to debate. 

Mr. LANE. 


I object to that. 
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| others may be passed over without prejudice. 








The question being taken on the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of co 
sidering bills on the Private Calendar there were, on a division 
called for by Mr. TALBERT cf South Carolina)—ayes 31, noes 0. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I simply want to call at- 
tion to one fact. [ notice that all the “objectors” are here, and 
very few of the ‘‘friends of the soldier.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] is agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to make 
a statement prior to submitting a proposition. 


The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, at a meeting of 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, at which there was 
more than a quorum present, | was directed by the unanimous 
voice of the committee to ask as to all the bills which may be 
considered to-night, reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, they may becalled up in the order in which they stand on 
the Calendar, the suggestion coming from myself as to which 
bill shall first be taken up. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Letme understand the gentleman's propo- 
sition. Youdonot mean to cut out bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sition? 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


Not at all. 
Will the gentleman again state his propo- 


[ ask unanimous consent that so 
3 the consideration of bills favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions isconcerned, that they may be taken 
up in the order as they appear on the Calendar, and such bills as 
[ may choose to ask consideration of shall be considered, and the 
I do this by direc- 
tion of the unanimous vote of the eommittee. 

The CHAIRMAN, That will not disturb the Calendar 
the consideration of other bills in order under this rule. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. 

Mr. HULL. This applies only to pension bills? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Those which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions may designate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It only applies to the bills reported 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions as we reach them. 

Mr. HULL. And if bills are reached on the list from the 
other committees, for instance the Military Committee, they 


y 


us to 


| are not interfered with? 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that I think his construction of the order is not exactly 
as understood by the balance of the committee. The effect of 
the order, as I understand it, was that those bills when reached 
on the Calendar could be laid over at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman without prejudice. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, That is substantially the sugges- 
tion I made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MARSH. Thisis allowing one man to determine what 
the committee shall consider, if 1 understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all; only at the suggetion 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to indicate those bills 
that should be considered at this session to-night. I wi tate 


that this arrangement was adopted at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from lowa[Mr. LACEY}. ‘ 

Mr. MARSH. Iwould ask what is the purpos 
ment? 

Mr. BRETZ. To avoid the scenes that 
fore atevening sessions. 

Mr. MARSH. Isit the purpose of this suggestion to allow 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to select 
thoze bills only that members of the Committee on Invalid 
sions are interested in particularly? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at 
reported from the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obje 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first 
the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


»of the ar range- 


we have had hereto- 


Pen 


all. It applies to all bills 


‘tion to the re st of the 


ju 


bill 


upon 


A bill (H. R. 3603) for the relief of Louisa B. Hull 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I suggest that under the order just 
adopted this bill be laid aside without prejudice. 
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This bill, under the order, will be passed 
rk will report the next bill. 


The CHAIR 
over; and the CC! 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A Dill (EH. RR. 2156) for a pension to Cornelia Ge Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Blac! te CO el of the United States Army, deceased 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iask that the bill be passed over under 
the ord 

There w » objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


\ 1(H. | xv the relief of Ha 
Mr. MARTIN of indiana. 


or 


rriett Woodbury. 
Let that be passed over under the 
‘ARET A. 


MAR< WoopDs. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
bill. 


The Clerk 


A bill (HH. It. 6050 


as follows: 


m MargaresA. Woods, widow of William W. 
W oods, late of ¢ Sixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as Yollows: 


read 


to pens! 


ompany E 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary Of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret 
A. Woods, widow of William W. Woods, late a member of Company E, Six- 
teenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and allow her a pension of $12 per month. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Lask that the reportin thatcase be 
read, and I invite the careful attention of the committee to the 
reading. 
The report, by Mr. MCDANNOLD, was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6050) to 
pension Margaret A. Woods, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner was the wife, and believes herself to be the widow, of Wil- 
liam W. Woods, who served in Company E, Sixteenth Ilimots Infantry, from 
May %. 1961, to June 12. 1864, The petitioner was married to the soldier July 
12,1857; her claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau for the reason that 
she is unable to prove positively that the soldier isdead. She is 71 years of 
age, and very poor 

The petitioner, in her testimony on file in the Pension Bureau, states that 
soldicr came to Ripley, Ill., about a year before she married him, a perfect 
stranger, and she never knew his people; thathe camehome from the Army 
June 20, 1864, and left June 28, 1864, and she has never seen him since; that 
they parted on very friendly terms, and he said he was going to Tennessee 
to get work in a Government bakery; but she never heard from him again; 
he never wrote to her; she has done all in her power to trace him, and be- 
lieves him dead, for he wasfond of hisfamily. She further states that he was 
home on furlough for a time im the fall after the surrender of Vicksburg 
(1863). She states that he claimed to bea few years younger than herself. 

William B. Dennis, of Ripley, Ill., a brother of the petitioner, testifies to 
the same effect, and says that the soldier told him he had been a sallor from 
New York to Liverpool, and he judged him to be an Englishman; that he 
was a baker by trade when he came to Illinois, and afflant never knew where 
he came from; he was industrious, and took good care of his family; at- 
tended strictly to his business. Afflant has never heard a word from him 
since June 1, 1864, and believes him to be dead. 

William H. H. Hardin, of Ripley, 111., testifies that soldier's age was given 
at 38 years When he enlisted, but he looked older than that. 

There is nothing to indicate that the soldier has been seen or heard of by 
his old friends since 1864, and there is abundant proof of the extreme pov- 
erty of the petitioner. 

in view of these facts, the absence of thirty years, his failure to file a 
claim for pension, and the fact of his advanced age, the conviction that the 
soldier is dead seems inevitable, and your committee therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass after being amended as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘pension laws” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘“‘act approved June 27, 1890.” 

Strike out all after the word ‘‘ infantry ”’ 

TecCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit 
to the consideration of the committee anotheramendment, which 
I think should have been adopted, and which has been adopted 
in similar cases. I move toadd to the amendments, ‘‘ Provided, 
That in the event the soldier is found to bo alive the pension 
herein granted shall cease.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EARNEST C.:. EMERSON. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 307) granting 
pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Karnest C, 
Emerson, dependent and imbecile child of Orrin M. Emerson, late a private 
In Company H, First Rhode Island Cavalry, at the rate of #12 per month, 
payable to his legally constituted guardian. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Let us have the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. McErrrick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 307) grant- 
ing a pension to Earnest C. Emerson, and submit the follo report: 
A similar bill passed the Senate and was favorably reported Horse 


to the provision 


in line 8. 


Tho Clerk willreport the title of thenext | 
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committee in the Fifty-secondCongress. This bill passed the Senate Ma; 
5, 1894, and the facts bearlng on the case are as follows: F 

Orrin M. Emerson served in Company H, First Rhode Island Cavyajry 
from September 6, 1862, to June 6, 1865, and died September 25, 1875, havi a 


i 
never applied fora pension. His widow died August 3, 1889, haying neyor 
applied for pension. ie 


The beneficiary of this bill is the son of the soldier and is now 32 years of 
age, and a hopeless and helpless imbecile as shown by the testimony of phy 
sicians. These facts appear from the papers on file in the Pension Bureau 
A claim filed by his guardian was rejected on the ground that he could not 
be pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, because over 16 years of age at 
the passage of the act. It is not alleged that the soldiers’s death was in any 
way due to his military service. Theson is dependent entirely on a maiden 
aunt who has been appointed his guardian, and who is little able to care f 
him. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill after being amend 
as follows: 

“Strike out the words ‘at the rate of twelve dollars per month,’ in ling 
7, and msert in lieu thereof the words, ‘subject to the limitations and yp, 
visions Of the act of June 27, 1890.’ ”’ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agr. 
to. 
The bill as amended was laidaside to be reported to the Hous: 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 
EDWARD J. BUTLER. 

The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing against the 
name of Edward J. Butler. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Unless there is some gentleman here in charge 
of that bill who desires it to be considered, I ask that it be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE, I should like to have the bill 
considered. I think it will commend itself to the approval of 
every gentleman here. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope that bill will be 
laid aside, and not considered this evening. 

Mr. PICKLER. If T understand the proceedings had, when 
these bills are passed over, the Calendar will be gone through 
with before these bills can again come before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Oh, no; the order which was adopted ro- 
lates only to this evening’s session. The bills will retain their 
places on the Calendar, and will come up for consideration at 
the next Friday evening session. 

Mr. HULL. I see that the gentleman who made the report 
[Mr. Bowers of California] is present, and I will withdraw my 
request that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope such a bill as this 
will not be brought forward to-night. My understanding was 
that we were to consider meritorious bills; that bills removing 
charges of desertion, and bills to pension widows who had mar- 
ried the second time, and such bills, were to be laid aside and 
not considered to-night. Let us pass some bills that are meri- 
torious, and against which there will be no objection. That is 
my idea. I told some gentlemen this afternoon that I would 
have no objection to that. I hope these desertion bills will not 
be brought up. There will certainly beobjection to them. My 
understanding was that bills that would block business were to 
be passed over. 

Mr. WAUGH. The order adopted to-night applies simply to 
bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. This is 
a bill from the Committee on Military Affairs, and it is no vio--: 
lation of the agreement made this evening. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have noobjection to the 
bill being read, but I have stated my understhnding of the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I think if the gentleman will 
give attention to the reading of the reprrt, he will have no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against Ed 
ward J. Butler, late a musician in the Seventeenth Indiana Volunteers, and 
issne to him an honorable discharge: Provided, That no pay or emoluments 
shall become due by reason of the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. Bowers of California) was read as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred House bill 
report the same back and recommend that it do pass. 

‘The facts of this case are briefly as follows: Shortly before the beginning 
of the war Edward J. Butler was a homeless waif in the streets of New 
York. About that time a charitable society took charge of him and found 
a home for him in the State of Indiana. In June, 1861, when the Seventeenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers was mustered into the service, they needed 
a drummer, and as young Butler was an excellent drummer for a boy, they 
arranged with the farmer with whom he was living, and who had paid his 
fare from New York, to let him g° with the regiment. the colonel refunding 
to the farmer the fare which he had paid from New York. 


Young Butler was enlisted asa drummer boy and his age given as 13 years, 
although he was really but 11 years old. He remained with the regiment 








2726, 


something over a year, until August, 1862, when the regimental band was 
mustered out of service. He had no home to go to, and having attached the 
officers of the regiment to him, he was allowed to remain with the regiment 
and transferred to Company F of tbat regiment and entered on the rolls as 
a member thereof. 
























In the latter part of Aug I i t of Col. Moore, of 
Fifty-eighth Indiana V olunteer wnode d a drummer, y ung Butler wis 
loaned tot ment by anu rsta g between tl lonel of it and 
Lieut. Col, Gorman, t! 1 ng the Sev ¢ ) 
and reported for duty t if iy 1 Regt 1 1 served wi h 

This arrangement, made by the c ling officer of the Seventee 
Regimeht, does notseem to have been participated in by the captain of Com- 
pany F, with which } ; r was enrolied, and the relations \ 1 
thi vptain and tl 1iental commander eing of the mo rdia 
kind, hes ms to h taken offense at theact 1 of t ylonel tra rl 
vol r Butier,and 1 ested 1t by havin im ent 1 upon th 
rolls as a deserter 

At the time that th ntry was made the Fifty-eighth Indtana and t) 
Seventeenth were brigaded together and camped side by side, and young 
Butler was daily mingling with his old comrades of the Seventeenth Regi 
ment and k1 the servi although temporarily a 
signed to the 1 eig I Lie was a great pet with the men, who 
nad come to call him ** ’ which was his middle name, instead of bad 
ward, which was his first name, and hence he gradually obtained the name 


s continued as his ordinary designation fr 
vme to write his name John 


of Johnny Butler, and the name ¢ 
that time on, and he gradually, as! 
i, Butler instead of Ldward J. Butler. 

He remained on duty regularly and faithfully untilsome time in October 
1862, when the Seventeenth Regiment was being paid off at Louisville, and 
his first knowledge that he w ( 
when he presented himself with thecompany toreceive his pay at that time, 
nnd then first found that hisname had beendropped from therolls. He was 
thus left, a boy of only 12 years of age, with nohome to go to, and no fri 
except as he had formed them in the regiment 

In some way he made his way back to Indiana, and he embraced the fir 
opportunity to return to the service, which occurred when Lieut. Col. Gor 
man, who was in command of the Seventeenth Regiment when he was tem- 
porarily transferred to the F'ifty-eighth, returned to Indiana and raised the 
One hundred and twentieth Indiana Regiment. Knowing young Butler, 
Col. Gorman readily took him into his new regiment as adrummer boy, and 
had him duly enlisted, and he served faithfully until honorably discharged 
with his regiment January, 1866, having been promoted meantime to the 
position of principal musician of the regiment. 

These facts are fully substantiated by the statement of Col. Wiider., the 
colonel of the Seventeenth Indiana Regiment, and Col. Moore, of the Pifty- 
eighth Indiana Regiment, whose affidavits are hereto attached, and by the 
records of the War Department. There was no possible motive for young 
Butler to desert, as he had no home except the regiment, and no friends ex- 
cept the officers and members thereof. They were so much attached to him 
that they had determined, when the regimental band was abolished, that a 
fund of $1,000, which they had raised to buy new instruments for the band 
of the Fifty-eighth Regiment, should be set apart for young Butler's educa- 
tiou, and the fund at this time was in the hands of the Ifeutenant-colone!l of 
the regiment for his benefit, which, however, was never paid over or used 
for his benefit. 

Having no particular use for money, he had not drawn his pay, which was 
also really drawn for him and supervised by the lieutenant-colonel of the 
regiment. He was at. the time he is charged with being adeserter a boy 
really but 12 years of age, and could hardly be driven from the regiment, 
where all his friends were, and embraced the earliest opportunity to get 
back into the Army, which was the only home he knew. 

The act of Capt. ‘Thompson in entering him upon the rolls of his company 
is a deserter was a cruel and unjust one, and the wrong done to this boy, 
who was faithful in the serviee and who has grown up to be an honored and 
respected citizen, ought to be ractified speedily by the passage of this bill 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That report states all the facts. 
The remainder of the documents attached to the report are sim- 
ply the affidavits insupport of the statements contained in the 
report 

Mr. STALLINGS. I move thatthe bill be laid aside, to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this bill will be laid 
aside, unanimously, with a favorable recommendation. [Ap- 
plause. ] 


There was noo yjection. 
” 


6 grew uD, ¢ 


is 














RY E. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Lask that that 
under the order which has been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over under the order. 

JULIA BEWS. 

The nextbusiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit e? , éfc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to Increase the pension of Julia Bews, under cer 
tificate , 48261, by allowing a rate of & per month in addition to her present 
rate as widow of Alexander Bews, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and Company H, Eighty-third Regiment New York 
Volunteers, said increase being on account of Margaret Bews, the perma 
nently helpless daughter of the above-named soldier, and said increase of 
$6 per month tocontinue only for and during the life of said Margaret Bews. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, as stated in the report, were read. 

fa hl aan : ’ + : 

rhe report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana] was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill H R. 3902, the 
intent of which is to increase the pension now paid to Julia Bews by #6 per 
month on account nanently helpless daughter of herself and the 
soldier. , 

The following facts appear 

A’ exander Bews enlisted in Company A, Sixteenth New York Volunteers, 
and served two years. He afterward enlisted in the Eichty-third New York 
Volunteers. He was wounded in action at Spottsylvanta Court House, Va., 
May, 1864, and died from the effect thereof in fleld hospital May ll. His 
widow is pensioned at #12 per month, 
=a dependent daughter, Margaret Bews, was born September 23, 1858 

y. 8. FP. Sherman, a reputabie piystcian of fifty-two years’ practice, testi 


COLE, 


bill be passed over 


refed 
tcled. ¢ 
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tillon the rolls of the company came | 
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there was not time to reach it for consideration, and there- 
| fore it failed. It was not defeated. The facts are simply thes 
that the father served one term and was honorably disch 
and retnlisted and was wounded in action at Spottsylvanina in 
May, 1864. 

He died a few days later, in the same month } ow is 
pensioned ‘at $12 a month. They have a child ) 
fancy has been feeble-minded, as the result of h e 
water on the brain. She has been an infant all these years, 
though she is now past 32. Had the widow had minor children 
in good health they would have been pensioned under th tof 
June 27, 1890, until they were 16 years of age; but this child b 
ing over 16 years of age, can not receive anythine under tha 
act. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman means that she was over 
16 years ofage when the law was passed ? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. Thecommittee have thought 
that in accordance with preced nt it was on Vy rig} child 
being much more of a care than a healthy infant, being a con 
stant charge on the mother, that a small allowence should be 
made to the mother in the Way of an inere eof 8a month. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
character of the testimony in this case? 

Mr.STALLINGS. Iwould like the gentleman, before he pro 
| ceeds to state what the character of the evidence was, to inform 
me whether this is only $2 a month additional pension for th 

child. 

Mr. McNAGNY. She would have been entitled to t i 
child had been under 16 years of age. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Itisonly$2 additi ua. T testi 
| mony in favor of this claim was given by Dr. BL. EF. Shi in, u . 
| reputable physician. [ want to say to the gentleman from Vir 
cinia that the gentleman from N York | Mr. ¢ ITIS|, 2 mem 
ber of this House, and also the last, suid to the committee that ’ 
this gentleman was a reputable citizen, and his testimon LS 
entirely creditable; and it is on the testimony of t ph cian 


Mr. JONES. Was the physician before your commi : ' 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; we simply ha is a 
davit. 
Mr. JONES. Were any other witnesses examined 
Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. There were no other wit fi 
| cept this one; but we had the additional fact that t : 
| man from New York [Mr. Curtis] stated to us that this gentle 
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in part supported by her, and in e i 
the entire pension of #14 per! t h y 
garet Bews or her legal guardian.”’ 

Mr. STALLINGS. I should like to have 
committee make a statement of the facts in that ca 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 


is 


New York !Mr. Curtts], who introduced the bill, 


This bill was reported favorably in the Fifty-seeond Congr 
} + 





as to her condition that we make the recommen on so “a 


the disease goes. 


man who testified was entirely reputable, and his affidavit was 
as to the character of the disease. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did not hestate that he knew the fa 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not remember that he did. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 


be agreed to, and the bill as amended will be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 
There was no objection. 
ALLIE DILL BROUGHTON 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the EH. ER. 


953) to grant a pension to Allie Dill Broughton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
nacted, ete., That the Se 


Re it 


if the Interior 





retary ul he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allie Dill Brough 
ton, invalid and feeble-minded daughter of Wilbur F. Broughton, late a 






corporal of Company I, One hundre 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pensk 


l and twelfth Regiment Illinois \ 
mn at the rate of $12 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 1 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following 
‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
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rected to increase the pension of Mary P. Broughton by allowing her a rate 
of & per month in addition to her present rate as widow of Wilbur F. 
Brou Rton, late of Company I, One hundred and twelfth Iljinois Infantry, 
said Increase being on account of Alliedell Broughton, the permanently 
he!pless daughter of the above-named soldier, and gaid increase of % = 
month to continue to the widow only so long as said Alliedell Broughton 
shall be in whole or in part supported by her; and in case of the death or re- 
marriage of the widow, the entire pension of 814 per montb shall be contin- 
ued and paid to said Alliedell Broughton, or her legal guardian.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report 
read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this case is ex- 
actly like the one which has just been passed by the committee. 
I want to offer an amendment to the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which is simply to change 
the name ‘‘Alliedell,” wherever it occurs, to “Allie Dill.” It 
should be two words. The name occurs in lines 8,1l,and 15. I 
will simply state that I know the facts in the case myself; I 
know the witnesses who testified as to the helpless condition of 
this imbecile, and that the facts as stated are true. The soldier 
served in my own regiment, and I am well acquainted with the 
family. e 

The amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. HENDER- 
SON of Illinois was agreed to, and the committee amendment as 
amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. MARY A. MENEFEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary A. Men- 
efee, widow of Richard Menefee, captain Company E, Eighth Regiment 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, in the late war, as well as a private in Com- 
pany K, Extra Battalion Missouri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


Strike out the words ‘' place upon,”’ in line 4, and substitute in lieu thereof 
the words “restore to;"’ add after the word ‘‘ Mexico,”’ in line 9, the words 
“and allow her a pension at 8&8 per month from the date of the passage of 
this act.”’ 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to submit any 
remarks upon this case, but if any gentleman wants an explana- 
tion of it I would ask that the report of the committee be read, 
as it gives a full statement of the case. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CLARK of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6108) for 
the reliefof Mrs. Mary A. Menefee, have considered the Same and respectfully 
report as follows: 

Japt. Menefee died March 22, 1865, and after the passage of the Mexican 
war service pension act of January 28, 1887, Mrs. Menefee made application 
for pension thereunder as hig widow, and her claim, after due investigation, 
was allowed by the Pension Office by certificate No. 2562. 

Subsequently, Mrs. Menefee in order to secure the 82 additional pension 
provided by the act of June 27, 1890, for minor children, madean application 
under that act, basing the same upon Capt. Menefee’s service in the war of 
the rebellion. 

The proof submitted in this last case developed the fact that prior to her 
marriage to Menefee the claimant was the wife of one Charles Henry Brink, 
and pending inquiry into the question as to whether Brink had died or she 
had been divorced from him prior to her marriage to Menefee her said Mex- 
ican war pension was suspended. 

In his report of his investigation of the case Special Examiner Wiley 
Britton makes the following statement: 

“She (the claimant) testifies toher merziage with Menefee on April 23, 1865; 
that her first husband, Charles Henry Brink, went to California before the 
war and she heard he was dead before she married her second husband; 
that she was married to Brink May 5, 1857, and that about two and a half 

ears after the war a mancame to Bolivar (the place of her residence in 

issourl), and claimed to be Brink, her first husband; that she saw this 
man and does not think he was Brink; that he drove the stage between Bol- 
ivar and Springfield part of one summer, and then left, and she has never 
heard of him since; that she was never divorced from him by law, but by 
time, as she thought; that the question of the legality of her second mar- 
riage came up when she made application for her last husband's arrears of 

ay, and was decided in her favor; that her second husband’s children by 
fis first and second wives brought suit against her for possession of the 
home place on the ground of her second marriage being illegal, but that the 
decision of the court was in her favor.”’ 

The special examiner adds that the evidence obtained in the investigation 
shows that Brink went to California about 1858, and was reported to be and 
was nt go to be dead; that she remarried April 23, 1865, and Brink turned 
up again about 1867, remained a short time, then left again, and has never 
been heard of since. It further aveeese that Mrs. Menefee raised a large 
family by her second husband, and that she bears a good reputation as the 
widow of Capt. Menefee, with whom she lived for more than twenty years. 
The recommendation of the special examiner was that the claimant's name 
be continued on the pension roll, but the Bureau dropped her name from 
the list of pensioners and has since refused to restore the pension, notwith- 
aes the filing of amass of testimony in full corroboration of her state- 
ments. : 

A bill for the relief of this claimant was nmowse reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation by your committee in the Fifty- 
second Congress, but the bill failed of passage because Congress adjourned 
before it could be finally disposed of. 

After full consideration of all the facts your committee believe that the 
relief prayed for should be granted, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommen‘ed with the following amendments: 
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Strike out the words ‘‘ place upon,” in line 4,and substitute in lieu thereot 
the words ‘‘restore to;"’ add after the word “ Mexico,” in line 9, the words 
‘and allow her a pension at $8 per month from the date of the passage of 
this act.”’ . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


MARY ANN DONOGHUE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe limitations 
and ores of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann Donoghue, widow 
of Timothy Donoghue, late of Company F’, Fourth Regiment United States 
Infantry. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Add after the word ‘infantry,’ in line 7, the words, 
pension rated at 88 per month.” 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5816 
granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue, have considered the same, and 
respectfully report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Timothy Donoghue, who enlisted January 
10, 1849, in Counnen F, Fourth United States Infantry, and was discharged 
November 14, 1852, because of disability arising from abscess of both hips, 
caused by the kick of a horse while in the discharge of his duty. 

At the time of his death, which occurred July 24, 1893, the soldier was re- 
ceiving a ——— rated at $17 per month on account of the above-named in- 
jury, and it is shown by the testimony on file at the Pension Bureau that he 
died from hemiplegia, which was the direct result of the injury received in 
the service. 

Mrs. Donoghue filed a claim July 31, 1893, at the Pension Office, but the 
same was disallowed September 22, 1893, on the ground that the disease from 
which the soldier died was incurred in time of peace, and hence there was 
no provision of law by which she could be allowed a pension. 

The general pension laws permit the granting of pensions to soldiers who 
incurred their disabilities in time of peace prior to March 4, 1861, but make 
no provision for widows whose husbands dle of disability originating under 
such circumstances. If, however, this claimant’s husband had died of dis 
ease or injuries arising in the line of duty while serving in the regular 
ane at any time sinve March 4, 1861, she would have been pensionable under 
the law. 

In this case the claimant is shown by record and other evidence to be the 
lawful widow of the soldier. The records of the War Department show the 
service as above stated, and that the scldier received in line of duty the in- 
jury on account of which he was discharged and for which he was on the 
pension roll at the time of his death, and medical and other evidence shows 
that his death was finally caused by the injury and its direct results. 

Mrs. Donoghue isnhow about 63 years old, and standsin need of the pension 
prayed for. She married the soldier October 5, 1850. 

Your committee are unanimously of the opinion that the bill is a merito- 
rious one, and its passage is therefore recommended with an amendment 
adding after the word “ infantry,” inline 7, the words, ‘‘and allow her apen 
sion rated at $8 per month.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to heara statement 
of that case from the chairman of the committee or somebody 
who knows something about the facts. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. Mr. Chairman, that bill comes from 
the Committee on Pensions, and not from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. JONES. Isee that the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions is present. 

Mr. MOSES. The report just read gives a full statement of 
the facts. All that the committee know is that this soldier died 
in the fall of 1893. He had beenupon the pension roll, being dis- 
charged on account of being severely wounded+while in the line 
of duty. Under the pension laws his widow cannot receive the 
pension that he was receiving at the time of his death, and the 
committee thought that it was a meritorious case. The widow 
is very poor and dependent, and the soldier died from an injury 
received in line of duty. He was accidentally killed. 

Mr. JONES. What amount of pension is recommended in 
this bill? 

Mr. MOSES. 

Mr. JONES. 
wound? 

Mr. MOSES. He was kicked by a horse or a mule—kicked 
byamule. |Laughter.| 

Mr. JONES. When was he kicked by the mule? 

Mr. MOSES. In 1853. 

Mr. JONES. In 1853? Was hea soldier in the late war? 

Mr. MOSES. He was not. 

Mr. JONES. You say that he enjoyed a pension as long at 
he lived? - f 

Mr. MOSES. He received a pension up to the time of his 
death; he was totally helpless nearly all of the time and finally 
died. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


“and allow hera 


Eight dollars per month. 
How did the gentleman say he received his 
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JAMES LANE. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WEADOCK). 
the title of the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of James Lane, late a mem 


ber of Company I, Third Regiment of Il inols Volunteers, in the war of the 
United States with Mexico, from $8 to $30 per month. 

Mr. JONES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MO3Es) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3065) 
granting an increase of pension to James Lane, have considered the samo 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Mr. Lane served as a sergeant in Company I, Third Illinois Volunteers, 
in the war with Mexico, and he is now receiving the service pension of $12 
per month allowed by law to the destitute and wholly disabled survivors of 
that war. 

This soldier is now about 80 years old and almost any blind. He has 
no property, either real or personal, and no income except his pension. 

The facts are shown by the testimony of Dr. H. E. Hale, Leonard Bond, 
and other neighbors and ocgneeenee of the claimant. 

Your committee believe the bill to be meritorious, and therefore recom 
mend its passage with an amendment striking out the word “eight, ’' in line 
7, and substituting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ twelve,”’ and striking out the 
word ‘thirty,’ in the same line, and inserting in Meu thereof the word 
“twenty.” 

The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


EDWIN OVERMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H.R. 
6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an insane child. 
The dill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and er is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin Over- 
man, permanently helpless and insane child of Joseph Overman, deceased, 
jate a private in Company K, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers in the war of the rebellion, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the act of Congress on the subject of pensions approved June 
27, 1890, which pension shall be paid to the legally constituted guardian of 
said beneficiary. 


Mr. JONES. L[ask that the report bo read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
6634) to pension Edwin Overman, an insane child, makes the following re- 
port, to wit: 

Joseph Overman was the father of the beneficiary, and enlisted July 21, 
1863, in Company K, One hundred and eighteenth Indiana Volunteers in the 
war of the rebellion. His service was honorable, and he was discharged 
honorably March 3, 1864. When he was thus discharged he was sick with 
some trouble which finally resulted in his death with lung disease on Feb- 
ruary 19, 1880, near Marion, Ind. 

The soldier was married on November 15, 1866, to the mother of this bene- 
ficiary, Elmira, who bore him four children, the youngest of which arrived 
at the age of 16 on November 11, 1889. 

Edwin, the beneficiary, was born May 1, 1868, arrived at the age of 16 on 
May 1, 1884, and has been an idiot since his birth, and is now not only an 
idiot, but perfectly helpless, and requires the constant aid and attendance 
of another person. 

Thomas Overman, father Of the soldier, and paternal grandfather of the 
beneficiary, was the lawful guardian of the beneficiary until he became 2 
years old, is a man 79 years of age, and is supporting the latter. 

The mother of Edwin died on the 12th day of May, 1879, near Marion, Ind. 

Claims for pensions on behalf of the children of the soldier were filed under 
both the general law and the act of June 27, 1890, but both were rejected on 
the grounds that said children had all arrived at the age of 16 before the fil- 
ing of such claims and prior to enactment of the latter law. The claimant’s 
post-office address is Marion, Ind. 

The beneficiary has no means of support, and is wholly dependent upon 
his grandfather, whose age and means are such as to render such support a 
burden he is not able to bear. 

Your committee therefore recommend the pasage of the bill, amended, 
past by adding at the close of the bill the words “at the rate of 810 per 
month.” 


Mr. CABANISS. Iwillask the gentleman from Indiana upon 
what evidence that report is based? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The evidence in this case consisted 
of the affidavits of at least two, and my present impression is 
three or four, neighbors of the guardian of this child. WhileI 
do not know them peer I know them by reputation to be 
good people, and I believe there is no question whatever as to 
the facts stated in the report. I drew the report myself, after 
having carefully read and examined all of the affidavits. 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside and reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY TUTTLE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 
5616) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. r. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill be passed over. 


The CHAIRMAN, [t will be passed over under the order 
made this evening. 


The Clerk will report 
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DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby Is, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be paid to Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, 
Iil., who is the daughter and only heir of James Depoy (who was second 
lieutenant in Company A in the ifty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry in 
the war of the. rebellion, to whom pension certificate numbered 158723 was 
issued, and who died previous to the receipt by him of sald certificate), the 
amount due upon said certificate at the time of the death of said James 
Depoy 


Mr. JONES. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
42900) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, having considered the same, submit 
the following report 

This is abill to pay Druzilla J. Rigg, the daughter and sole heir of James 
Depoy, the amount of the pension allowed said soldier by certificate No 
158723, which he did not receive because he died before the certificate reached 
him. The pension allowed by such certificate was $7.50 per month from Feb- 
ruary 20, 1863, and 815 per month from October 21, 1878, to December 7, 1878, 
when he died, amounting to about $1,400. 

This bill proposes to pay to Druzilla J. Rigg, his daughter and sole heir, 
the amount of the pension which had been allowed him The evidence 
shows that this daughter had, since she was 12 years old, kept house for her 
father, and was thereby deprived of proper advantages for education Dur- 
ing the last six years of his life the soldier was bedridden, and his devoted 
daughter was his constant attendant. During his prolonged illness all the 
soldier's property had been expended in doctors’ bills and other expenses 
and at his death the daughter was left without meansof support. This pen- 
sion had been adjudged due the soldier, and in view of the fact that the 
daughter and not the soldier suffered most from the delay in the adjudica 
tion, your committee believes that it is only just that she should receive the 
amount which had been ascertained to be due. Nothing has been paid as re 
imbursement. 

These facts are clearly shown by the papers in the Pension Bureau and by 
evidence filed with the committee 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass 


Mr. JONES. 
that bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr Chairman, I observe that the 
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Post] is not present; and while the 
committee felt justified, not only by the facts but by the prece- 
dents, in reporting this bill favorably, I think the gentleman 
from I[llinois would prefer to be present when the bill is being 
considered, as he has personal knowledge of the case. I there- 
fore ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


I think there ought to be some explanation of 


PAULINE J. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H.R. 
6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith. 
The bill was revd as follows: 


Bet enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pauline J. Smith, 
permanently helpless daughter of Lewis C. Smith, latea private of Company 
G, Eighty- fifth Illinois Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. JONES. Lask that the report be read. 
The report (Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pénsions have considered the bill (H. R. 6361) 
to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith, and submit the following report 

The petitioner is the daughter of Lewis C. Smith, who served in ¢ ‘ompany 
G, Eighty-fifth Llinois Volunteers, from August 16, 1862, to January 15, 1863, 
when he was discharged on account of disease of lungs; he was pensioned 
at 88 on account of disease of lungs, a claim for increase being rejected in 
July, 1882. 

On August 29, 1890, this petitioner flied a claim under act June 27, 1890, which 
was rejected in July, 1892, on the ground that she was over 16 years of age'at 
the date of approval of said act. In this application she stated that the sol 
dier died in October, 1883, but did not state the cause of death: she also stated 
that the soldier left a widow, who soon after remarried, and that he 
left no children under 16 years of age. Proof was furnished that Lewis 
Smith and Sarah Dillon were married June 27, 1846, and that Pauline J. 
Smith was born October 16, 1859. She alleged, also, that for twenty-four 
years she had suffered from paralysis of left side, rendering leftarm and leg 
almost useless. 

In evidence filed with Congress it is shown that the petitioner's mother, 
Sarah Smith, died October 10, 1873, and it is clearly shown that the peti- 
tioner is the daughter of the soldier. 

Dr. J. O. Westervelt, af Shelbyville, Lil., testifies that he examined the pe 
titioner in 1892: 

“She was then 33 years old; she has spinal affection, causing paralysis of 
left side, face, arm, andleg. Asaresultthe left legisabout 4 inches shorter 
than the right, and the left arm badly twisted out of shape; she is incurable, 
and unable to perform manual labor,.”’ 

Dr. W.J. Eddy testifies to the same and adds that “her speech is affes 
also her mental faculties, and that she is not able to do housework 
work.”’ 

Two other witnesses testify that she 
dependent on relatives. 

our committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended ag 
follows: Strike out the words ‘‘pension laws,” in line 5, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘act of June 27, 1890." Strike out all after the word “ Vol> 
unteers,’’ in line 8. 


Mr. LANE. What pension will this child draw? Does the 
law make no difference between a case where the man died in 
the service and a case where he did not die in the service? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Had this soldier's widow survived 
him, and hisdeath resulted from the service, and had this child 
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been under 16, the widow would have drawn $12 a month and $2 
additional on account of the child. There is no pretense, how- 
ever, that the death of the soldier was due to the service, and 


his widow also had died. 

The application was made under the act of June 27, 1890, the 
effect of which would have been, had the widow made the ap- 
plication, to give her $5 per month and $2 a month fora child 
under 16; but the widow being dead and the application being 
made in the first place in the Pension Office and now through 
Concress under the act of June 27, 1890, the effect would be to 
2 the child what the mother would have received had she 
been pensioned under that act. That is the reason why the 


committee propose to amend the bill by striking out ‘‘ pension 
laws” and inserting ‘‘ the act of June 27, 1890.” 

Mr. CABANISS. How far back will this pension go? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It will begin with the approval of 
the act by the President; not before. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to ask the chairman of the committec 
whether it would make any difference in the amount of this pen- 
sion whether this soldier died fyom the effect of his army serv- 
ice or from other causes? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. That is the reason I sought the floor. I wish to 
state that I personally knew this soldier, and I know this girl. 
{ myself brought testimony here bearing uponthe case. I know 
the doctors who gave affidavits that this soldier died from the 
effect of his army service. He was drawing a pension, and his 
death was due to his service in the Army. In the report made 
last year on this bill that statement will be found. ~ 

The report can be obtained at the document room. This year 
when I saw the report, I inquired of my colleague [Mr. MCDAN 
NOLD] who reported the case, why the report did not make tha 
statement. He informed me that he had sent to the Pension 
Office and got the papers from there. But the trouble proved 
to be that three or four affidavits filed by me, in addition to the 
papersin the Pension Office, were not put in the case; and there- 
fore my colleague did not see them. 

Now, it would appear under these circumstances that the pen- 
sion in this case ought to be $12 a month, just as the bill is 
drawn. We are doing this child a wrong ~~ fixing the pension 
at a less amount. She is absolutely helpless; she has to be 
wheeled about; she is incapable of doing anything. I move, 
therefore, that the amount of the pension be fixed at $12. 

Mr. JONES. May [ ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman states, as I understand, that we 
would be doing this applicant an injustice if we gave her a pen- 
sion of only $10. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I do notso understand the matter. Accepting 
the gentleman’s statement as to the cause of this soldier’s death, 
this child would not be entitled under the law to anything at all. 

Mr. LANE. The chairman of the committee [Mr. MARTIN] 
tells me that if the death of the soldier was due to his army serv- 
ice she would be entitled to $12 a month. 

Mr. JONES. No, thatis a mistake; because she is over 16 
years of age. On that account she is not entitled to anything. 

Mr. LANE. But it was the intention of the law to cover this 
class of cases; and itis only through a misconstruction of the law 
at the Pension Office that a case like this is excluded. 

Mr. JONES. But, asI understand, the mother of this appli- 
cant died before the death of the soldier. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Under these circumstances, even if the soldier 
had been killed in the line of duty, this daughter would not be 
entitled toadime under the generallaw, That is my under- 
standing; and I would be glad if the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions would correct me if Ihave misstated the 
law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Asan invalid daughter under 16 
years of age she would be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, if she were under 16 years of age. 
But she is over 16. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] 
states that it would be doing her an injustice to give her but $10, 
I can not see that she has a right to anything. 

Mr. LANE. I say it would be doing her an injustice to give 
her only $10, if she is entitled to $12. 

Mr. JONES. But she is not entitled under the law to any- 
thing. 

Mr. LANE. It was the intention of the law of 1890 to cover 
this class of cases—not merely to include children under 16 years 
of age. ; 

Mr. JONES. Why, then, is not this case covered? 

Mr. LANE. Because of the construction in the Pension Of- 
fice-—Mr. Bussey’s construction—which defeated the intention 
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ofthe law. I was on the committee myself when the bill wa 
reported; and it was understood that such was the intention " 
the law. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to believe 
that the understanding of the members of his committas would 
have anything to do, or ought to have anything to do, with the 
construction of the law. I suppose the officer who made the 
construction is the person properly authorized to do so: a; 
whether his construction be correct or not, it must stand y 
reviewed and reversed. 

Mr. LANE. Andwe are the proper body to reviewit. If 
gentleman will read the law he will see that the intention of +} 
lawmakers was as I state. I was on the committee when tl 
matter was discussed and the bill reported; and I know the in 
tention was to cover this class of invalids. 

Mr. JONES. Is there not an appeal from this officer \ 
made this decision? 

Mr. LANE. None at all; there is no appeal that I eve 
heard of, 

Mr. JONES. And the law is so plain that anybody would see 
that such was the intent? 

Mr. LANE. I think so; anybody who examines the law. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. The fact is, there have been two rulings o1 
the question; one one way and one the other. 

Mr. LANE. That is correct. 

Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman had better accept the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. LANE. No; I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MARTIN of Indiana) there were—ayes 32, noes 17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer 
adopted, and the bill asamended was ordered to be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

SARAH BECE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1H. 
R. 4962) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, widow. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that that bill be passed over 
under the order. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THOMAS OORIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered to place on the invalid pension roll of the United States the 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company Bof the Eighty-cighth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month, from and after th 
passage of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 


Strike out in line 7 the word ‘‘seventy-two,”’ and insert “ fifty;” so that it 
will read ‘250 per month.”’ 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the reading of the report in that 
case, the majority and the minority. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: ; 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from $30 to 872 per month, and sub 
mit the following report: 

Thomas Corigan was a corporal in Company B,*Eighty-eighth Illinois 
Infantry, enlisted July 28, 1862, and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 

At the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand and is now drawing a pension of $30 per month for that in 
jury, the arm being rendered [wholly useless by the wound. At the samo 
time he was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distin 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires constant aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accept the ‘‘fits’’ asa re 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other causo is evident and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier’s condition is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in tho 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to 872 per month under 
the generallaw. Weare not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier’s claim, but we think that it 

ht have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
amination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of beingraised to the second gradeor %0a month. ‘I'he 
committee is adverse to reporting bills changing the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show that the soldier’s condition is due to his wound, we 
are inclined to relax the rule. 

‘ Your anaes recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting “fifty.” = 

Tf the case were before us as an original question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
bat in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
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been under 16. the widow would have drawn $12 a month and $2 | 


i) 


additional on account of the child. There is no pretense, how: | 


ever. that the death of the soldier was due to the service, and | 
hi widow fn 0 had died. | 

The application was made under the act of June 27, 1890, the 
effect of whic ou have been, had the widow made the ap- | 
plication, to give her $5 per month and $2 a month for a child 
under 16; but the widow being dead and the application being 
made in the first place in the Pension Office and now through | 
Convress under the act of June 27, 1890, the effect would be to 
give the child what the mother would have received had she 
been pensioned under that act. That is the reason why the 
committee propose to amend the bill by striking out ‘‘ pension 
laws” and inserting ‘‘ the act of June 27, 1890.” 

Mr. CABANISS. How far back will this pension go? 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It will begin with the approval of 
the act by the President; not before. 


Mr. LANE. I wish to ask the chairman of the committec 
whether it would make any difference in the amount of this pen- 
sion whether this soldier died from,the effect of his army serv- 


ice or from other causes? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. That is the reason Iscught the floor. I wish to 
state that I personally knew this soldier, and I know this girl. 
[ myself brought testimony here bearing uponthe case. I know 
the doctors who gave affidavits that this soldier died from the 
effect of his army service. He was drawing a pension, and his 
death was due to his service in the Army. In the report made 
last year on this bill that statement will be found. ~ 

The report can be obtained at the document room. This year 
when I saw the report, I inquired of my colleague [Mr. McDAN 
NOLD] who reported the case, why the report did not make tha 
statement. He informed me that he had sent to the Pension 
Office and got the papers from there. But the trouble proved 
to be that three or four affidavits filed by me, in addition to the 
papersin the Pension Office, were not put in the case; and there- 
fore my colleague did not see them. 

Now, it would appear under these circumstances that the pen- 
sion in this case ought to be $12 a month, just as the bill is 
drawn. We are doing this child a wrong by fixing the pension 
at a less amount. She is absolutely helpless; she has to be 
wheeled about; she is incapable of doing anything. I move, 
therefore, that the amount of the pension be fixed at $12. 

Mr. JONES. May [ ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman states, as I understand, that we 
would be doing this applicant an injustice if we gave her a pen- 
sion of only $10. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I donotso understand the matter. Accepting 
the gentleman’s statement as to the cause of this soldier’s death, 
this child would not be entitled under the law to anything at all. 

Mr. LANE. The chairman of the committee [Mr. MARTIN] 
tells me that if the death of the soldier was due to his army serv- 
ice she would be entitled to $12 a month. 

Mr. JONES. No, that is a mistake; because she is over i6 
years ofage. On that account she is not entitled to anything. 

Mr. LANE. But it was the intention of the law to cover this 
class of cases; and itis only through a misconstruction of the law 
at the Pension Office that a case like this is excluded. 

Mr. JONES. But, asI understand, the mother of this appli- 
cant died before the death of the soldier. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Under these circumstances, even if the soldier 
had been killed in the line of duty, this daughter would not be 
entitled to adime under the generallaw. That is my under- 
standing; and I would be glad if the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions would correct me if Ihave misstated the 
law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Asan invalid daughter under 16 
years of age she would be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, if she were under 16 years of age. 
But she is over 16, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] 
states that it would be doing her an injustice to give her but $10. 
I can not see that she has a right to anything. 

Mr. LANE. I say it would be doing her an injustice to give 
her only $10, if she is entitled to $12. 

: Mr. JONES. But she is not entitled under the law to any- 
thing. 

Mr. LANE. It was the intention of the law of 1890 to cover 
this class of cases—not merely to include children under 16 years 
of age. ; 

Mr. JONES. Why, then, is not this case covered? 

Mr. LANE. Because of the construction in the Pension Of- 
fice—Mr. Bussey’s construction—which defeated the intention 
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ofthe law. I was on the committee myself when the bill was 
reported; and it was understood that such was the intention of 


he law. 

Mr. JONES The ce ] an ia tro _ Bi aia : 
oee3 JONES. _~ ile gentleman is too good a lawyer to believe 
that the understanding of the members of his committees would 
have anything to do, or ought to have anything to do, with the 


con struction of the law. I suppose the officer who made the 
construction is the person properly authorized to do so: and 
whether his construction be correct or not, it must stand until 
reviewed and reversed. 

Mr. LANE. <Andwe are the proper body to reviewit. If the 
gentleman will read the law he will see that the intention of the 
lawmakers was as I state. I was on the committee when the 
matter was discussed and the bill reported; and I know the in- 
tention was to cover this class of invalids. 

Mr. JONES. Is there not an appeal from this officer who 
made this decision? 

Mr. LANE. None at all: there 
heard of. 

Mr. JONES, And the law is so plain that anybody would see 
that such was the intent? 

Mr. LANE. I think so; anybody who examines the law. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. The fact is, there have been two rulings on 
the question; one one way and one the other. 

Mr. LANE. That is correct. 

Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman had better accept the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. LANE. No; I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MARTIN of Indiana) there were—ayes 32, noes 17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
adopted, and the bill asamended was ordered to be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


no appeal that I ever 


SARAH BECK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 4962) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, widow. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that that bill be passed over 
under the order. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THOMAS OCORIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered to place onthe invalid pension roll of the United States the 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company Bof the Eighty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month, from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 


amendment: 

Strike out in line 7 the word ‘‘seventy-two,”’ and insert “ fifty;” so that it 
will read ‘‘850 per month.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the readingof the report in that 
case, the majority and the minority. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


T‘he Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from $30 to $72 per month, and sub 
mit the following report: 

Thomas Corigan was a corporal in Company B, Eighty-eighth Illinois 
Infantry, enlisted July 28, 1862, and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 

At the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand and is now drawing a pension of:$30 per month for that in- 
jury, the arm being rendered {wholly useless by the wound. At the same 
time he was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires constant aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that it can not accept the ‘‘fits”’ as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other causo is evident and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier’s condition is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to $72 per month under 
the generallaw. Weare not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier’s claim, but we think that it 
might have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
amination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of beingraised to the second gradeor %50a month. The 
committee is adverse to reporting bills changing the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show hom the soldier’s condition is due to his wound, we 

et d to relax the rule. 
yy cor eee recommend —_ the = be amended by striking out 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting ‘fifty. 

If the case were before us as an O nal question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
bat in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
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the wants of the soldier and ought to be grante ially as the 
nant was an excellent soldier, highly commended . IT. Sher- 
man, And his severe wounds received in the battle of Chickamauga are 
clearly wv ‘ 
r e y l iS a5 i011 
‘HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE 
D DIVISION, F { ARMY CORP 
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“J 1iti y 1: 
his is to certify that T 13 Corigan, an enlisted man of th y 
ecichth Regiment Infantry, Illinois Volunteers, and poral of Cor 4 
same régiment, is a soldier good and true; ever faithful in the disch t 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as alion in action, and always at 
his post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers by 





n good conduct and soldierly bearing. I theref take crea 
timony to his merit, and request that his wishes 
has he is disabled irom active field se r 


and bloody field of ¢ 


his unifor L re 
pleasure and bear willing te 
yay be consulted, inasmuc 
reason of wounds received on the hard-fought 


mauga on the 20th of September, 1863 
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( Kighty-¢ ghth Infan ry, Illinois Volun 
Your com commend that the bill do pass after being amended 
by striking out the word ‘‘seventy-two,’’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word ‘fifty 
The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read, as 


follows: 


The minority of the Committ on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (A. R. 5260) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their view 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862, to January 29, 1884,in Company B, Eighty-eighth Illinois In- 
fant He was discharged on account of disability from gunshot wound 
of hand received at Chickamauga. He has been pensioned for this wound 
ever since discharged, and now receives $30 per month since August 4, 1886. 
His application, filed February 12, 1864, alleged only this wound. A later 
application, filled September 11, 1866, states that he also ‘suffers painin the 
neck from the effects of a wound ther received.”’ Im 1887 he claimed that 
deafness had resulted from that wound, and states that the ball was removed 
in the fleld hospital; in April, 1888, he alleged resulting impairment of vision 
and of hearing; in September, 1888, he refers to “ buckshot woundin back 
of neck; ’? in February, 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hearing and 
epilepsy as a result of said wound. 

in September, 1892, the Pension Bureau accepted the fact that he had re- 
ceived this wound in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results Were accepted as sequences of 
such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination of 
the claim, and was affirmed by Secretary Bussey on appeal January 3, 1893. 

In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga; that the doctor 
who took the bullet out puta sticking plaster over the wound and it re- 
mained until it fell off 

“The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck 
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was about fourteen years ago (1878). I was flagging at a railroad 
crossing * * in Chicago. Ifelt a cloud come over me and 
I fell down right in the track. * * * It was a hot day just like 
this. * * I havo had convulsions for the past fourteen years but 


I saw the shot that was extracted 
Ilostit. It was a buckshot, and went 
as far as the point of my ear. The doctor said to me when he extracted it, 
*Pat, if the shot had gone aquarter of an inch farther you would never eat 
any more potatoes.’ * * * I wasnot bothered with the wound of my neck 
in 1873, but I knew | had been shotin the neck. In 1875 I was not suffering 
with the wound in my neck much.” 

His wife, Rosetta Corigan, corroborates his statem 
vulsion or fit about fourteen years previously. 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau September 6, 
1873, reports: “Flesh wound of the neck, not rated;’’ September 7, 1875, 
‘Slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated; September 4, 1877, 
“slight wound of neck, not rated;” June 22, 1892, ‘‘ wound on posterior sur- 
face of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, 
nondepressed, the vertebra do notiseem!to have been injured, but there is 
thickening of soft tissues beneath the integument.” 

From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner’s pres- 
ent condition astoepilepsy isnot chargeable tothe slight wound of the neck, 
but rather originated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and wife. 

Moreover, heis inreceipt of a pension of #1 a day and the question involved 
is purely one for the determination of the Pension Office, and the committee 
has repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudications of the 
Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and presenting 
no technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation of the prin- 
ciple enunciated in several adverse reports on bills of this character, and 
the minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the table 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 

C. J. ERDMAN. 


not so much until the last eight years. 
from my neck. I had it a long time. 
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as to the first con- 





Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit to the com- 
mittee a word or two in regard to this case, because [ am very 
well acquainted with the pensioner. This is an old Irishman, 
living in my town, and has been there, I think, for at least 
twelve years past. The minority of the committee might have 
inserted in their report the statement that in the examination 
of i867 by the medical board, immediately after the war, they 
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Not only that, but he has been examined by almost ¢ 

ian in Des Moines; and they, without exception, |] und 
hat the wound in the neck was the final cause of the disea 

1 which he is suffering. 

He is entirely helpless. He gets a pensic 

ause of the entire destruction of one of hi 
able todo any work or to perform any mai 
and 1 3 attendance most of the time. 
treet a lis down, as is frequently the 

up by a passer-by before he can go 
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i of the committee could have reported ag: t the « i 
I believe that the Pension Office and Gen. Bussey made a 
»in regard to this matter; for I think it will be admitted by 
hat the reputable physicians of Des Moines who exami 
n and the examining boards who have investigated this c 
are better qualified to judge of the condition of this pension 
than some men who are sitting in their offices here in Wash 

{ hope the amendment submitted -.by the committee 
adopted for 350 a month, which will provide support for the o 
man and his family, and that the bill as amended will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to 
night to raise any disturbance over any of these « 3, and 
thereby prevent the passage of meritorious bills. I 1 ) 
desirous, in other words, that we may get through with 5 
that ought to be passed. ButI do not feel that, in view of! : 
record in this case and the report of the minority of the co 
mittee, signed as it is by two I’ederal soldiers of the lat 
this case ought to be passed to-night. 

The facts, as I understand them from a brief and hasty exam 


ination of the report, are that this man is now drawing 
sion of $30 a month for disability on account of a wound in the 
hand. The bill, as originally presented, asked for an increas 

of this pension to $72 a month, which is the amount allowed for 
total disability. Now, at the time he made the first applica 

tion, and when he was allowed $30 a month for the gunshot 
wound in the hand, it appears from the record that he did not 
say a word about having been wounded in the neck. There was 
no pretense whatever of it; and there is no evidence to show that 
he ever suffered from that wound at all, or in fact that he was 


wounded at Chickamauga inhisneck. I repeat there is no evi- 
dence of it, 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman is mistaken. There is abso 
evidence as to the wound in the neck; but he did not claim 
thing in the application for pension on that account. The 


der 


Mr 


ce however, is conclusive. 
. STALLINGS. The minority report do: 


by not bear out t 


opinion expressed by the gentleman from Iowa as to the state- 





ment I have made. Now, this man is already getting $30 
month. 

Mr. HULL. I know the gentleman do not want to misrep- 
resent. The special examiner's report, if you will go through 


the papers, shows that there is no controversy as to the wound 


in the neck. Gen. Bussey, in his decision refusing to grant $72 
a month, says there is no controversy as to the wound in the 
neck. It is only a question as to the result of that wound 
Whether the report embodies it or not, that is the truth. 


Mr.STALLINGS. In 1892 the Pension Bureau accepted t 
fact that he had received the wound in the neck. They acc 
that as a fact, not as having been proven by anybody; but the 
rejected the claim for additional pension on the ground that 
had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time sir { 
war, and none of the alleged results accepted as seq 


ofsuch wound. Now, you see when they come to examine in 


were 











LO 
this case in the Pension Office, they do not give him any rating 
| at all on account of this wound ir the neck, showing that the 
niners did not believe that he had received the wound in 
the li of duty or was not disabled by the wound. Then they 
say: 
In leposition b r ialexaminerin June, 1892, the p 
stated that he ei1 nd of neck at Chickamauga; that th ’ r 
who took the ! a sticking plaster over the wot 
mained until it fello 


reported that the rotary motion of the claimant’s head was de- | 


stroyed, by reason of the wound in the neck, and that he is un- 
able to raise hisarm above his shoulder. That was the report 
of the examining board which made the first examination. 

He was axamined at various times at Des Moines by the boards 
there during the last five or six years—boards which have been 





composed of different parties—and in each report it will be 
found that the facts asset forth in the report of the committee 
are embodied, that the effect of the wound in the spine was the 
cause of the attacks of epilepsy with which he was suffering. 





j 
} 
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Now, he asks this House to-night, when he is alroady drawing 
the b the Governm« of $30 a month— 
which is a good living—he asks this House for a wound that 
simply had a piece of sticking plaster put on it, to give him $20 
more per month; in other words, to give him $50, taking both 
wounds into consideration. Ido not believe that ought to be 
allowed. 

It is exorbitant, and there is no reason for it, 
support the claim. 


nt to the amount 





1or evidence to 


We must bear in mind the fact tl this 


ot 
leah 


money from which pensions are to be paid comes out of the tax- 
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ayers of the country, and you will not find, in any one district 
“ the United States, more than 2,000 yoome who draw pensions, 
and you will find in the same district 40,000 who pay taxes, who 
do not draw pensions at all, and we ought to be fair to the 40,000 
at least as far as we are to the 2,000. 

Mr. HULL. ‘The 40,000 in my district are anxious for this to 
be granted. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There are 440,000 in other districts in the 
country who are anxious that just such bills shall not be passed 
and they tixed to pay it, and I do not think it is right to pass 

. / ‘ ’ : ‘ 
this claim withoutevidence ona pure sentiment. Lask the chair- 
man of the committee to withdraw this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. lLask that it be laid aside under the rule. 

Mr. HULL. I object to that. We may just as well vote on 
it now as at any time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman makes some motion, 
the question is on the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the amengment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out "seventy-two" and insert “ fifty.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will not 
pass this bill over, but that the bill will be unfavorably reported. 
it seems to me this is one of those bills which ought to be de- 
feated. If any importance can be attached to the testimony in 
this case, it is as clear as noonday that the affliction from which 
this man is suffering was not and is not the result of the wound 
which he says he received in his neck. This is the language of 
the minority report upon this subject; and the evidence upon 
which that ls founded is the man’s own statement, corroborated 
by his wife’s; and I think it is a perfectly fair deduction from 
that statement: 

Irom the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner’s pres- 
ent condition as to ee is not chargeable to the slight wound of the 


neck, but rather originated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and 
wile 


Now he says that in 1878 he was flagging at a railroad cross- 
ing in Chicago, and that he felt a cloud come over him, and he 
fell down on the track, and since that time he has been troubled 
with this epilepsy. 

Mr, TAYLOR of Indiana. It may have been a case of sun- 
stroke. 

Mr. JONES. Something of that sort. He says the weather 
was extremely hot, -_ the day upon which he gave his testi- 
mony, and probably like this day. Now, from 1864 to 1878 was 
fourteen years. It was that length of time after he received 
this slight wound, soslight thathe did not even mention it when 
he applied for his pension, before he was stricken with epilepsy. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does not the report say that he had 
a prior attack of the same kind? 

Mr. JONES. He himself says that in 1873, which was nine 
years after the wound, he did not feel it at all, although he 
knew he had been wounded in the neck. 

That is his own statement. 

Mr. HULL. And the majority say in their report he had an 
attack on the year before. 

Mr. JONES. I give you what the man himself says. I find 
itin the report of the minority and I accept itas absolutely true. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. You are reading from the minority 
report. 

ir. JONES. I am reading the minority report; and the 
minority report gives the statement on which the claimant’s 
claim is based, and the reportof the committee does not give it. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. JONES. The minority report gives this man’s own state- 
ment, which is corroborated by his wife, and it is the only testi- 
mony bearing on the point. 

Mr. HULL. The examination before the board in 1867 stated 
that the rotary motion of the head was destroyed by the wound 
in the neck, and that he was then unable toraise his arm except 
to acertain height. 

Mr. JONES, But did the examining board state that was the 
result of the wound? On the contrary, ey found that the 
wound [was not serious, and if epilepsy, in the opinion of the 
examining medical board, had resulted from that wound, a pen- 
sion would have been granted long ago by the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. HULL. No; because he did not set up any claim for pen- 
sion on that account, and the Department never gives a pension 
on what is not set out by the claimant; but it shows that he suf- 
fered from the effects of this wound in 1867. 











OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 22, 





Mr. JONES. It appears from the statement made that Gen 
Bussey sustained the views of this examining board, [ 

Mr. HULL. That is true. 

Mr. JONES. And that the medical examiners stated that 
there was no evidence to show that this disease resulted from 
this wound. 

—t r. HULL. Gen.. Bussey did sustain the rejection of the 
claim, 

Mr. JONES. What claim? 

Mr.HULL. Thisclaim for $72 a month on account of disabil- 
ity from the wound in the neck. He did iton the decision of the 
medical board of the Pension Office. The medical referee states 
that there is no question as to the wound in the neck having 
been received in the battle, but the medical referee held that 
that was not of sufficient severity to cause epilepsy. That was 
the ground on whicb the claim was rejected. 

Mr. JONES. Was not thata pretty good ground? 

Mr. HULL. But the gentleman says that there is nothing in 
the papers to show what was the severity of the wound in the 
neck. I simply wanted to call his attention to this report of the 
board which examined him. 

Mr. JONES. I have not seen the report of the board. I 
simply know that Gen. Bussey, to whom this case was appealed, 
refused to allow this claim because the evidence did not satisfy 
him, as it had not satisfied the medical examiners, They had 
all the evidence before them, and surely they were more com- 

vetent to decide such a question than this House could possi- 
bly be. 

Mr. HULL. Let me ask the gentleman one further question 
rightthere. All the boards of medical examiners at Des Moines 
for the past ten years have recommended the full amount on 
account of the wound in the neck, where they have examined 
the party himself—this old lrishman—and I can say, too, that I 
am not advocating this from political reasons, because his people 
asa rule are against me right along. Every physician in Des 
Moines who has examined him, and at least a dozen have testi- 
fied here, have stated that in their opinion this wound in th 
neck caused epilepsy. 

Mr. BRETZ, Then why can not he get a pension in the De 
partment? 

Mr. HULL. The medical board, through the lapse of time 
and the slightness of the wound on the surface, do not seem 
to think it of such a seriouscharacter as to have caused epilepsy. 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the gentleman if the medical board 
here has not had all the evidence before it, that we are now told 
has been taken in the past ten years? 

Mr. HULL. They havo had the reports of the examining 
boards, and this man has been examined by all the examining 
boards, and there have been several examinations made of him 
by private physicians, but it would seem that if they have them 
they have not accepted their statements. 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. Have you made any effort with the 
Department as now constituted to have the case reconsidered. 

Mr. HULL, No; I have not, because it would require a re- 
versal of the decision by the Secretary. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I have been successful in similar 
cases, and that is why I asked you if you had made any effort 
before the Department as now constituted, because I imagine 
that the gentleman might secure a like decision to that which 
I have secured, 

Mr. HULL. I talked to Commissioner Bell.about it and ho 
said he thought the case was a good one and suggested that I 
try to get Judge Reynolds to reverse Mr. Bussey’s finding, but 
as the bill was here it seemed to me thatif this man could get 
$50 a month it would bo enough to tide him over. Now, when 
gentlemen talk about $30 being ample, I want to say that a large 
proportion of that pension is used up for attendance and medical 
treatment because of his great sulfering, so that the amount 
which strikes gentlemen as so large is nothing in view of the 
expense this old man is put to and the suffering that he endures. 

Mr. JONES. I will say a word presently as to the amount of 
the pension, but the point I am making is based upon this man’s 
own statements, in the only evidence that I find bearing‘on this 
subject. Of course I do not question what the gentleman says 
about certain affidavits having been furnished to the Depart- 
ment, but I take this case upon the statements in the record, and 
those are the statements of the man himself, corroborated only 
by his wife. He says that he was not bothered by this wound in 
his neck in 1873, but he says: 


I knew I had been shot in the neck. In 1875 I was not suffering with the 
wound in my neck. 


So that he was not suffering from tbis wound, or from any 
disease which resulted from this wound, until after he had had 
a sunstroke in the street in Chicago, and I take it that the 
medical bureau here, charged with the examination of these 
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eases, is far better qualified to decide upon the question of this 
man’s disability and the cause ofit than this committee here to- 
night can possibly be. The case has been presented before that 
board and has been passed upon. An appeal has been taken, as 
I understand, to Gen. Bussey, and the finding of the board has 
been sustained. 

I understand from the gentleman that since that time, during 
the past ten years, a number of affidavits have been sent here, 
a part of which only, the gentleman thinks, have gone before 
the Pension Bureau, but those affidavits have not had sufficient 
effectupon this medical board to change their minds, and it does 
seem to me that this committee, simply upon the meager state- 
ments contained in this report, ought not hastily to say that this 
man’s epilepsy is the result of a wound which was so slight that 
he himself says he scarcely felt it, so slight that he did not men- 
tion it when he put in his application for a pension. It appears 
from his own statement that he did not feel the wound until nine 
years after the time he says he received it, although he knew 
he had been wounded; in fact he did not feel it at all until after 
the sunstroke. It seems to me from this report that the case is 
perfectly plain. 

Other gentlemen may draw different inferences from the facts 
and circumstances set forth, but to my mind it is plain that the 
medical board acted wisely in deciding that there was no evi- 
dence before it to justify the belief that the epilepsy was the re- 
sult of this slight wound, on account of which the man had not 
been pensioned at all. 

Now, as to the statement that the $30 a month which he is 
receiving is not sufficient to support him. I know of my own 
knowledge that there are nice boarding houses and hotels with- 
in easy reach of this city where he could board for $20a month, 
and I understand that all these pensioners are entitled to medical 
attendance at the hands of the Government entirely free of 
charge. Therefore, even if we admit that this disease is the 
result of the wound which this man says he received, still this 
is not a case which would justify this committee in giving him 
a pension of $50 a month; because it is apparent to me, perfectly 
so, that this man can live comfortably upon the $30 a month 
which he is now receiving. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. A word by way of explanation of the report. 
In this case there is a conflict of opinion between the doctors, 
and a larger number of medical men have sworn that this injury 
produced the epilepsy than have expressed the contrary opinion. 
But about certain things there is no dispute. Thereisno doubt 
that this old soldier’s mind has been affected by epilepsy, and 
that he has made statements both ways—that the ball has been 
taken out and also that it is stillin. However that may be, the 
evidence shows that when his neck is moved backwards and for- 
wards a squeaking sound is heard, which is produced either by 
the bone where it has been injured by the ball or else by the 
ball itself being still there. 

Mr. JONES. Does not the report show that the ball has been 
taken out? 

Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. JONES. 
that point: 


Notso much until the last eight years. Isaw the shot that was extracted 
frommy neck. Ihaditalongtime. [lost it. 


Mr. LACEY. Ifthe gentleman had listened to the sound of 
my voice instead of his own he would have heard me say just 
now that the soldier had testified both ways about that, had 
stated that the ball had been taken out, and at another time 
had said that it had not been taken out. I stated that hismind 
had been affected by his disease and that he had testified both 
ways. The factis, no one knows whether the ball has really 
been taken out or not. 

We do know that his spine was affected in such a way as to 
produce epilepsy, and that he is perfectly helpless, requiring 
constant attendance of some person to take care of him. [If it 
were absolutely clear that this disability was produced by the 
wound he would be entitled to a pension of $72 a month under 
the law; but there being some controversy on that point, the 
committee decided to report in favor of granting $50 a month. 

Mr.STALLINGS, I understand the gentleman to say that 


It shows both ways. 
IT call attention to the man’s own statement on 


when this man turns his neck there is heard a creaking or | 


crackling sound like broken bones? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, there is a crepitus, resulting either from 
the fractured bone or from the presence of the ball. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And that makes a crackling noise? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. There is no controversy about that. 

Mr.STALLINGS. And theman is stillliving. Now, I notice 
in the report the following: 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau, September 6, 


1873, reports: ‘‘Flesh wound of the neck, not rated;’’ September 7, 1875, 
“alight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated;’’ September 4, 1877, 








‘slight wound of neck, not rated;’’ June.22, 1892, 
face of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, etc.’ 


‘wound on posterior sur- 


Now, here are the reports of four or five different examina- 
tions by surgeons appointed by the Government and presumed 
to be experts; and on none of these examinations do these sur- 
geons report this man as entitled to any rating at all on account 
of wound in neck. These examinations were held under various 
Administrations—Democratic and Republican—so that it can 
not be alleged that political bias had anything to do with these 
reports. 

Mr. LACEY. What the gentleman states shows simply that 
this paralysis had not occurred up to this time; the cause was 
there, but it had not produced at that time the serious results 
which came later; and the soldier was honest enough not to 
make a claim until he actually became paralyzed. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on laying aside the 
bill as amended, to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 32, 
noes 14. 

Mr. STA LLINGS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


No quorum. 
The Chair will appoint tellers. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman from 
Alabama[Mr. STALLINGS| withdraw that point and allow the bill 


to be passed over under the order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the point of no quo- 
rum will be withdrawn 

Mr. STALLINGS. No, sir; the point is not withdrawn. I 
was willing earlier in the session that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The reason this action could not be taken 
then was that by the terms of the order the power to make the 
request was limited to the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order does not apply to a request 
made at this time. Itwas tothe effect that the chairman should 
have the right to have a bill passed over before its considera- 
tion was entered upon. This bill can not now be passed over ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I haveno objection to the bill going over; 
but I will not withdraw the point of no quorum to allow it to be 
passed. 

Mr. HULL. This same question will come up again next 
Friday night; and we might as well meet the question right 
here. 

Mr. STALLINGS. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Alabama j «ir. STALLINGS] and the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. HULL. At the request of some of my colleagues, | will 
not object to the bill being passed over without prejudice, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the point of no quorum 
will be withdrawn and the bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place onthe Calendar. The Chair hears 
no objection; and it is so ordered. 





OLIVER O'BRIEN. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 650) to 
remove the charge of desertion standing against Oliver O’Brien. 

Mr. BRETZ. For the purpose of reserving all points in this 
matter, I wish first to raise the question of consideration on this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet been read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to so amend the record of Oliver O’Brien as to re- 
move the charge of desertion 

Mr. BRETZ. I make the point further that the committee 
to-night, under the rule, has no righttoconsider this bill. It is 
reported by Mr. MCALEER, who is not amember of the Military 
Committee at all. The bill upon its face shows it was intro- 
duced and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, but 
the report shows that it was made by Mr. MCALEER. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is not in order under the special 
rule, and the Clerk will report the next bill on the Calendar. 


MARLIN PARKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
562) for the relief of Marlin Parks. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask that that bill be passed over. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Why? 

Mr. CAPEHART. That bill is in order. 

Mr. BRETZ. I did not know that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia who made the report was present, and [I withdraw the 
request. 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to have the report 
read in that case, although I can explain it in two minutes. 
But the report shows all the facts. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This bill is perhaps subject to 
the point of order, according to the Calendar. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
upon it. Let us get to other business, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CAPEHART, ‘Chis bill is undoubtedly in order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee. This is simplya bill for the relief of an 
officer who was summarily discharged under a mistake from the 
Bborvice, 

Mr. CAPEHART. 
tion. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; it is simply to correct 
«a record of dismissal. If it isin order under the rule [ want it 
to go through, because it is rigit and proper and just that it 
should; but if it is not in order, I hope the Chair will determine 
the matter so that we can proceed with other business. 

Mr. JONES. I submit that the gentleman who introduced 
the bill ought to know the nature of it. 

Mr, BOWERS of California. It is to issue an honorable dis- 
charge to an officer who was dishonorably dismissed under a 
misapprehension of the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a bill to remove the charve of 
desertion: 

Mr. CAPEHART. Oh, yes. 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that tha gentleman 
from West Virginia be permitted to state the character of the 
bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
sidered under the rule, 

Mr. JONES. Let the gentleman from West Virginia state 
the facts. There seems to be some misapprehension about this 
Cane, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
mand for the regular order. 

Mr. CAPEHART. This man was dismissed on the charge of 
desertion. He was in the battle of Cedar Creek, having up to 
that time had a service of three years in the Army. In that 
battle his regiment was scattered in all directions, and he failed 
to report onthe next day. He joined another army corps, and 
it was three days before he reached his regiment, when he found 
he was dismissed, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, no; it was only twenty-four 
hours. It isa good bill. The facts are all here. 

Mr. CAPEHART. The gentleman is mistaken, I think, in 
that. I confess 1 do not understand the point of order that is 
raised, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that under the special order bills removing charges of desertion 
from the Military Committee only are in order. Now, I under- 
stand it to be conceded by the members of the Military Commit- 
tee present that this is not a bill for the removal of the charge 
of desertion. 

Mr. BOWERSof California. Oh, no; there was no desertion. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Ue is seeking an honorable discharge be- 
cause of the fact that he was charged with desertion. I claim 
that it is in order. 

Mr. BRETZ. Can we have the bill rea’, reserving the right 
of objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, unanimous consent was given to 
the gentleman from West Virginia to make a statement, but he 
has been interrupted. I[ insist that he shall have that right. 

Mr. CAPEHART. The bill provides that. the Seeretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to revoke the 
order of dismissal of Marlin Parks, late first lieutenant Company 
B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to him an 
honorable diseharge from the service of the United States. 

Now, why does he want adischarge? Because he was charged 
with desertion and dismissed on that charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wheredoes thatfactappear? The Chair 
has been looking over the report, hurriedly, it is true, but he has 
not been able to find it. The bill does not indicate a charge of 
desertion. 

Mr. CAPEHART. ‘They were summarily dismissed with- 
out charge or trial,” as the report shows, referring to several 
officers. Why? because they were deserters. They were not 
dismissed foy any other cause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from California to state that it was not a charge of desertion. 


[t isa bill to remove the charge of deser- 


Let us have the regular order. 
The Chair thinks this bill can not be con- 


Very well. I withdraw the de- 
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Then [I make the point of order | 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. If the chairman and the com: 
mittee will hear me for three minutes I will make it perfectly 
—_ to the chairman, so that he can rule properly on the ques: 
tion. ; : 

Mr. CAPEHART. What report has the chairman got? 
haps you have the wrong case. ey 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, the case ig 
simply this: At the fight at Cedar Creek, which,as everyone 
knows, was pretty hot for a while, many of the regiments were 
scattered. ‘he report states that— 

At the battle of Cedar Creek, Virginia, October 19, 1864, his regiment, + 


Per- 


| Hleventh West Virginia Volunteers, attached to Gen. Crook’s command, } 


| quiry wags finished. 








} July, 1865, we werein camp:at Houston, Miss.; the captain of the company, 


ceived thertirst attack of the Confederate forces, was driven back and th 
whole command thrown into disorder and became broken and scattered, and 
the regiment did duty during the day with other commands, and the com 
mand with which Lieut. Mariin Parks was attached did not reorganize un 
til the next day. 

[t appears that when driven back the lieutenant collected as many of tho 
men as possible, and served during the day with the Sixth and Nineteenth 
Army Corps, and the following morning searched out his regiment and 


| joined it with the men he had gathered. 


So great had been.the disorganization that a commission of officers were 
appointed to investigate the matter, and a number of officers were notified 
to appear, and all, except three—Capt. John W. Myers, Capt. R. King, and 
Lieut, Parks—appeared and were exonerated. Those who did not appear 
claim that they did not receive the notice until it was too late and the i 
"hey were summarily dismissed without charge or 
trial. 

‘The statements of the colonel of the regiment, and of the liceutenant-c 
one}, and of eight members of the regiment, all of whom except the colonel, 
were with Lieut. Parks during the day, prove conclusively that he was 
doing his full duty the entire day; that he was a brave soldier; always with 
his regiment in all the battles for three years. 

And he reported to hisregimentthenext morning. Now, this 
is an application for an honorable discharge to be issued to him. 
He was dismissed because, when he was cited to appear and an- 
swer to the charge of being separated from his regiment that 
day, he did not appear. While all those who appeared there 
were exonorated, he, not getting his notification in time to ap- 
pear before that committee, was dismissed. I wish to say in re 
gard to the: facts, they are testified to by all the officers of his 
regiment and bya good many of the men. The only point is 
whether this billis inorder. I think perhaps itmight be, und 
the circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that from the bricf 
examination he has been able to give to the report, although 
there does not seem to be any very direct statement, it seems 
that the charge appeared to involve the question of cowardice, 
not of desertion. There does not seem to be a direct statement, 
but that is the inference from one or two of the paragraphs. 

Mr. CAPEHART. ‘The plain inference is that he was dis- 
missed on the charge of desertion. 

Mr: BOWERS of California. He was dismissed because ho 
did not appear when he was cited to appear. 

Mr. STATALINGS. Whena mandeserts he leaves the service. 
In this case this man did not do it. This is not a case of deser- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


der, under the special rule. 


The Chair thinks this bill is not in or- 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 


MARY B. HULINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3354) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings: 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Lask that that bjll be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be passed over, under the order 
adopted. this-evening. : 

HARRIET R. TATE. 

The next business.on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate. 

The bill was read, as fcllows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized.and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tiens andprovisoins of the act approved June 27, 1890, thename of Harriet R. 
Tate, widow of William S. Tate; late a private in Company L, Thirteenth 
Regiment Indiana Cavalry. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, as contained in the report, were read. 

Mr. JONES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered the bill (H.-R..6213) 
to pension Harriet R. Tate, report: 

On an examination of the evidence on file in the Pension Bureauand other 
evidence on file with this committee, wefind that said Harriet 2. was mar- 
ried to one William S; Tate.on the.2ist of June, 1855, in Perry County, Ind.; 
that. said William S. enlisted in Company L, Thirteenth Indiana Cavalry, 
and served therein from December 14, 1863, until July 30, 1865, when he was 
killed while: he was still a member of said military organization, under the 
following circumstances, to wit: Edward Boultinghouse,, of Perry County, 
Ind., as he testifies, says: 7 

‘““Dheabove-named William S. Tate came to his death as follows, toe wit 
Iwasa sergeant:in the soldier's company. On or about the 30th day of 
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then commanding at. Houston, Miss., told the afflant that there were some 
ba of cotton secreted inacamp near Siloam, Miss., and that if he, the 
sergeant, would go and get them he would give him half. Said captain told 
affant. that he should detail as many men as he thought necessary to go 
with him after the cotton, and afflant took said William S. Tate with him. 

* Affiant further says that they had orders to take any property belonging 
to the United States that they could find, such as Government saddles or 


arms. When they got to Siloam, Miss., they found a citizen with a Govern- 
ment saddle. Afflant and said William S. Tate making inquiries as to 
whether said citizen had a permit or protection to possess or use said saddle, 
said citizen pulled a revolver, remarking that this was his protection, and 


commenced firing, two shots taking effect and striking said William S. Tate 
near the small the back, from which said Tate died. Affiant further says 
that said William 8S. Tate was a good soldier and always ready for duty.”’ 

Said soldier, when he parted from his wife to enter the service, left with 
her 4 minor children, the fruit of said marriage, and at his death such widow 
and children survived him, but he leit them no means of support. She, 
nevertheless, as certified by a petition signed by about 50 of her neighbors, 
raised said children to manhood and womanhood by means of doing wash- 
ine. sewing, and such other work as she could find. She hasno other means 
f support than manual labor, has no home, is feeble in health, and is quite 
old 

The affidavit of Andrew J. Earle, of Perry County, Ind., is also on file 
dated March 21, 1894, and states that he was well acquainted with said Wil- 
liam S. Tate, and that they both were members of said military organiza 
tion; that said deceased- 

was at all timesready for milit: 
mand of his oMcers. Afilant furt 
understood by all soldiers at Houston, Miss., 
erty belonging to the United States, or branded, ‘ U. S.,’ for the soldier to 
take the same and bring it to where they werecamped. And afflant says 
that he is also acquainted with said Harriet R. Tate, and that she has not 
remarried since the death of said William S. Tate, and that she has no 
property of any kind from which she can make a living.” 

An affidavit by the adjutant of the soldier’s command testifles pointedly 
that at and prior to July 30, 1865, a general order had been issued to said 
command to seize all propeeey bearing the brand of the United States. 

This case was examined by a special examiner, who examined many wit 
nesses, including the applicant, the captain, and some comrades of the de- 
ceased, and he recommended that her claim for pension be allowed, under 
the general law on the ground that the soldier, when killed, was obeying 
orders of his officers and therefore in line of duty, but this view was over- 
ruled by both the Pension Office and by the Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, Cyrus S. Bussey, on appeal. Another special examination resulted 
in a similar recommendation by another special examiner. 

These examinations were made under an application made by the widow 
in 1865 in the Pension Office, under the general law, for a pension, but was 
rejected April 7, 1888, on the ground that the Bureau did not feel justified in 
holding that the soldier had been killed in line of duty. 


ot 









ry duty and never failed to obey the com 
her says that it was a general order, and so 
thatif soldiers found any prop- 


She then filed a claim under the act of June 27, 1890, for pension, but as | 


that act requires that to entitle the widow to relief the husband must not 
only have served for ninety days or more, but must have had an honorable 
discharge from the military service of the United States, the Pension Bu- 
reau was powerless to aid her, and necessarily rejected her claim. 

Your committee feel that this: bill should be favorably reported, for the 
soldier when killed had honorably served nineteen monthsand sixteen days, 
dying from pistol shots inflicted upon him ina hostile country by a presum- 
ably hostile citizen thereof. Many widows have been pensioned under the 
act of June 27, 1890, whose husbands had rendered military service for a 
much shorter period than this soldier had served. Had this soldier been 
discharged honorably and then been killed, no matter under what circum- 
stances, she would be entitled thereunder. 

Your committee likewise feel that the ruling of the Pension Bureau, that 
the soldier was not killed in line of duty, though perhaps technically cor- 
rect, works a hardship upon the widow that Congress can properly relieve 
her from. 

On all the facts, we therefore report the bill favorably and recommend 
that it do pass, amenced, however, by striking out of lines 5 and 6 the words 
“Act approved June 27, 1890,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ general 
pension laws at the rate of #12 per month.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendments 
recommended by the committee will be agreed to, and the bill 
as amended will be laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to hear some one who is familiar 
with the circumstances of this case make a statement about it. 
As I understand this matter, this soldier went out to steal cotton 
and came across a saddle which somebody had, and undertook 
to take it, and he was shot. It also appears that the evidence 
bearing upon the question as to whether or not he was killed in 
the line of duty was all submitted to the Pension Department, 
and Gen. Bussey decided that he was not in the line of duty on 
the evidence submitted. I think this a bill that needs to be ex- 
plained. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, a few words will, 
I think, probably be sufficient. The bill as drawn, introduced 
by my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana], proposed to put this 
widow on the pension roll under the act of June 27, 189%). The 
woman was married to the soldier in 1855. He enlisted in 1853. 


He was killed in June, 1865, and simply because he never had an | 


honorable discharge her claim under the pension law of June 27, 
1880, was rejected. 
and come home, and had been killed under almost any cireum- 
stances that youcan conceive of, she would long since have been 
on the pension roll. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, under all the precedents adopted by this 


House, and without objection as I remember, there is no question | 


but what this bill would pass easily, putting her on the pension 
roll at the rate of $8 a month, because the soldier served more 
than nineteen months instead of ninety days, and was killed in 
the service. , 

Mr. JONES. Well, my question is this: Suppose this soldier 
had been killed in battle, in line of duty, he would not of course 





If he had received an honorable diseharge | 
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have had any discharge but that furnished by the bullet t 
killed him. Would not his widow then have been entitled to 
pension under the general law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


would not have been entitled 
to a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, but she would under 
the generallaw. Sheis notentitled under the gen Ll 


Mr.CAPEHART. Why not? 


She 








Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will explain that yu \ 
widow whose husband was killed in the service—in yf d 
for instance—in battle, or who dies of adisease vears afterwards 
or of wounds received insthe service, is entitled under the 
eral law to $12 a month; but under the law of June 27. |] 
makes no difference if he was killed, or what the circumsta 


were, she can not be pensioned, because her husband had not 


received an honorable discharge. The Pension Bureau ha 
fused to hold that the fact that a soldier was killed during | 
time he wasin the service is equivalent to a discharge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in examining this case I found that th 


widow, who was married in 1855, was left with four sma 
dren; that this man was a private soldier, and that he was ki 
while obeying orders. As testified to by the adjutant of the 





regiment, there was a general order issued for the retakine of 
all property branded ‘*U.S.” The captain of this company, 
as is shown clearly, ordered the sergeant, and the s rant 
testifies in this case, a few years afterwards, that the captain or 


dered him to detail men and take them out for the purp of 
finding some cotton that was alleged to have been secreted 
Now, thesoldier obeyed theorders. Heobeyed the orders of the 
orderly sergeant, and the orderly sergeant was obeying the o 
ders of the captain. The soldier in every particular was ob 
ing orders. 

Mr. JONES. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Just wait a moment. They pro- 
ceeded under the order of the captain in search of that cotton; 
but before the cotton was ever reached—I do not know whether 
there was any cotton there at all or not—they came across prop 
erty of the Government which it was the duty of these soldiers 
to take. They came across a man with a horse, and upon the 
saddle was branded ‘‘U.S.’ Thesergeant and this soldier went 
to the man and asked him for his protection in having this sad- 
dle, which plainly seemed to be the property of the Govern- 


ment. The man, in place of giving an answer at all indicating 
the character of his possession of the property, said, ‘*‘ This is 
my protection.” He drew his revolver, and although not as- 
saulted by this soldier, he shot him and he died there in his 
tracks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, under the act of June 27, 
1890, there is no question but that this widow should have tl 


$8; but I felt that it was my duty to bring it, as a member « 
that committee, before Congress and ask whether it is not true, 
as it seemed to me, because this soldier had not brok law, 
but was obeying orders and without the slightest fault upon his 
part lost his life, that his widow, married to him years befor 


1 } 


many 


the war, with four small small children left upon her hands, 
should now, having lived all these years without any pension 


and without a particle of help from the Government, be allowed 
$12 a month in placesof $8? 
Mr. JONES. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
has four small children dependent upon her now? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. She had when he died. 


is 
raised them all, and raised them creditably. 

Mr. CABANISS. What was the date he was killed? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. June, 1865. 

Mr. CABANISS. Was not the war over at that ti 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, practically; but tl ‘die 
you know, would have been a deserter had he left the service 

Mr. CABANISS. Were not men entitled to saddles at that 
time without having them taken away from them violently? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman will reeollect this 
fact—that a private soldier must obey the order of his superior 


officer. 

Mr. CABANISS. 
port that the 
cotton. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. There were two ord: The order 
that he was proceeding under at that particular time was to go 
with this sergeant in search of cotton: but before that there was 
a general order issued to the whole regiment that wherever 
they found property that seemed from the brand upon it to be 
the property of the United States they should take it and bring 
it to camp. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
ing orders. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
duty? 


+ 


the reading of the r 


L understood from 
iat detachment was to sei 
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You have stated that this man was obey- 


He was. 


Then he must have been in the line of 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The report says: 

The captain of the company, then commanding at eee. Migs., told 
affiant that there weresome bales of cotton secreted in a¢@amp near Saloam, 
Miss., and that the sergeant told him that if he would go and get them he 
would give him half 


Now, does not the gentleman know that that was a regular | ¢ e 
| ing out, and they would have been liable to be courtmartialed 


stealing expedition? Does he not know that the Government 
did not have any cotton in Mississippi at that time—in June at 
that? But if it was the Government's cotton, why was this offi- 
cer going to give this other man half of it? 
ernment’s property, he had no right to do that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That very question was discussed 
in the committee 


that the Committee of the Whole House and the House of Repre- 
sentatives ought to have knowledge of all the facts. Therefore 
that was stated in the report because it seemed to be a fact. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It is a fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. ButI call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to this point, that this bafgain, if there was a bargain, to 
give half the cotton was not a transaction in which the soldier 
hadany participation. It was a bargain, wrong as it may be held 
to be, between the officer commanding the company and the 
orderly sergeant, and the soldier had nothing to do with it at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Of course it is possible that 
the officer transvended his rights, but certainly the soldier ought 
not to be held accountable for the conduct of his officer. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. JONES. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question, inline with what he has just stated. I do notask him 
to divuige any committee secrets, but I understood him to say 
a moment ago that the question came up in his committee as to 
whether or not the fact that the officer had directed this dead 
soldier to take possession of the cotton mentioned in the re- 
passes that he should receiveone half of it as his share, should 
ve set forth in the report, and that the gentleman himself in- 
sisted that that was one of the facts that ought to go into the 
report. Now, that was a damaging fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is an entirely immaterial fact. 

Mr. JONES. The question was discussed in the committee, 
as [ understand, whether that fact should be stated in the re- 
port, because it wasadamaging fact. Now, the gentleman from 
Indiana does not, I hope, mean to state that there was any ob- 
jection on the part of any member of the committee to that fact 
going into the report. Because, if Iam to understand it that 
way, I, for one, will certainly look into these reports a little more 
closely than I have done heretofore. I understood the gentle- 
man from Indiana to say that he had to insist that that fact 
should be put in the report. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not want to be understood as 
intimating that any member of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions desires to suppress any fact in any case. But the question 
hereis this: Wherea private soldier was obeying the order of his 
superior officer, was the fact upon which the gentleman com- 
ments a material fact, so far as the death of the soldier or his 
obedience is concerned. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is an entirely immaterial fact. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the point, and the only 
question that arose on it in the committee was whether this fact 
was material or not; but I preferred, under all the circumstances, 
to have the whole case, material and immaterial, come before 
this committee and the Hovse, in order that members might 
use their own judgment upon it. Of course, a private soldier is 
bound, under pain of punishment, to obey the orders of his su- 
perior officer; and I believe that the question of the alleged bar- 
gain between this soldier’s superior officers is one that does not 
affect the soldier at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. One other suggestion. 
The bargain or arrangement as to the division of the spoils ap- 
plied only to the cotton. There was nothing of that kind in 
connection with the saddle; so that that case was an entirely dif- 
ferent one. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that this is a very material point in this case, instead of be- 
ing immaterial as some gentlemen contend. The question as 
to whether this soldier was in the line of duty at that time de- 
pends upon whether his superior officer was in the line of duty 
at that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The only excuse for the 


soldier is that he was obeying orders; that he was about busi- 
ness of the United States under the order of his superior officer. 
Clearly it was not the United States business for these men to 
run about searching for cotton to be divided between the ser- 
geant and the captain. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Suppose the soldier had not obeyed orders 


If it was the Gov- | 


, as to whether it was necessary to state that | 
fact in the report, and it was determined, onmy own insistence | 


| be pleaded in law. 
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would he not have been subject to court-martial? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know whether he 
would or not. I venture to say, however, that those particular 
officers would not have undertaken to courtmartial him on that 
occasion, because there would have been danger of the factscom- 
themselves. Ido not think there is anything in the point made 
that the war was not over, because [ know that the war against 
cotton was not over until about a year after the surrender. But 
I do not think this man can be said to have been in the line of 
duty at the time he was killed. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I differ with some gentle- 
men here in regard to the legal proposition involved in this 
case. No officer, civil or military, has such control over any 
citizen or soldier of this country as to havea right to make him 
commit acrime. Go over to Fort Myer where there are sol- 
diers. If one of those soldiers should kill a man here in Wash- 
ington he could not justify the homicide on the ground that he 
had been authorized, directed, or commanded by his superior 
officer to do the killing. 

Of course not. Here is a man who was ordered to go and steal 
cotton. Now, gentlemen say, ‘‘ We will justify the act of this 


| man in going after that cotton because he was ordered to do so 


by his superior officer.” No such justification as that can ever 
Take the facts as we havé them here. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Let me correct the gentleman. 

Mr. STALLINGS. One moment. I want to read from this 
report— 

On or about the 30th day of July we were in camp at Houston, Miss. 

This is the sergeant giving his testimony: 

The captain of the company, then commanding at Houston, Miss., told the 
afflant that there were some bales of cotton secreted in a camp near Siloani, 
Miss., and that if he, the sergeant, would go and get them he would give 
him half. 

Now, sir, what did this sergeant do on that kind of a state- 
ment or order, if you choose to call it such, from the officer? 

Said captain told aflant that he should detail as many men as he thought 
necessary to go with him after the cotton, and afflant took said William S 
Tate with him 

Now, here are men who start out to take property that does 
not belong totheGovernment. The Government had noclaim to 
this property whatever; it was the property of private citizens; 
and if it were taken in that way then or to-day, you would have 
aclaim brought here for the value of the property, and the 
Government would have to pay it. Those men go out and take 
that property in this way with this pretended authority. Gen- 
tlemen contend that this officer had the right to tell these men 
to commita crime —the crime oftheft. He had noright to make 
any such order. They were only justified in obeying legal or- 
ders, not illegal orders directing them to commit a crime. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nobody contends that; but we do contend 
that no private soldier could set himself up to disobey the orders 
of his officer without subjecting himself to court-martial. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, these men had orders—illegal or- 
ders—to go and get this cotton that they thought was secreted, 
and should not have obeyed such order, and could not have been | 
punished for a refusal. 

Mr. PICKLER. That was legitimate. 

Mr. STALLINGS. That is stated to have been the purpose 
of their going; but they do not stop at that; they do not obey 
the illegal instructions of the officer who sent them or agreed to 
divide the stolen property. It was stealing on shares. What 
dotheydo? They meetaprivate citizen with a saddle. This was 
in June, 1865, when the war was over. Lee had surrendered in 
April, and Johnston a little later. There was no war going on 
in this country at that time; the war had closed two or three 
months before. This soldier goes up and attempts to take the 
property of that private citizen, who in defending his property, 
takes the life of the soldier. 

Now, here is a man going out on a stealing expedition. Let 
uscall things by their right names. He meets a man on the 
road having asaddle, his private property. The soldier attempts 
to take it, and gets killed. Now, how can the Government of 
the United States be asked to pay to that soldier’s widow a pen- 
sion? There is not a man in this Hall to-night who does not 
know that no just claim to a pension can arise in such a case? 
Let me tell gentlemen here is the trouble to-day with these pen- 
sion claims. You report claims of this kind from your com- 
mittees; and you abuse some of us because we will not let them 

ass, when you know the claims are fraudulent and ought not to 

e brought here. You put us inthe position of being compelled 
to object to such claims, while men representing Eastern and 
Western districts have not the moral courage to stand here and 
do it. That is the truth; and gentlemen know it. , 

In this case you ask me to vOte to tax the citizens of my dis 














trict to pay a pension to the widow of a man who was killed 
while out on a stealing expedition, endeavoring to take the 
property of a private citizen after the war was over. I will 
never vote for anysuchclaim. Thereisnotaman here who does 
not know that such a claim is absolutely unfounded and unjust, 
and can not give rise to any fair charge or claim against this 
Government. This widow to-day has no claim upon the bounty 
of the United States, because her husband was killed while en- 
gaged in such an illegai and criminal expedition. 

Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. Isnot the gentleman aware 
that there is nothing in this case to show that the cotton was 
the property of any private individual? Does not the gentle- 
man know as a matter of fact that the cotton which was sought 
for by the Army after the close of the war was only cotton which 
belonged to the Confederate Government, and which was a just 
spoil of the war? This being so, it seems to me the ground of 
the gentleman’s argument is destroyed. ; 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will answer the gentleman. Who is 
making the application is this cdse? Is the Congress of the 
United States asking the citizen to give the Government some- 
thing? No, sir; it is this widow asking a pension from the Gov- 
ernment; and the burden of proof is on her to show that this 
cotton belonged to the Confederate government and not to pri- 
vate citizens. I am asked here to-night to vote for this pension, 
and I say the burden rests on this applicant to show that she is 
entitled to it; she must make that proof before I can ever con- 
sent to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does not the gentleman admit that 
if this soldier had served, as he did, over three months his widow 
would be entitled to a pension under the new law if he hada 
discharge? 

Mr. STALLINGS. If he had a discharge; but that is a thing 
he did not have. Hecould not get adischarge, because the Pen- 
sion Bureau, when it came to pass on the question, held that he 
was not entitled to a discharge because 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because he was discharged 
by death. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How coulditbe otherwise if he attempted, 
by force, to take the property of a private citizen and the citi- 
zen took his life in defending his property, as he had a right to 

o? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What right has the gentleman to 
say that he tried to take the property of a private citizen? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Because the report says so. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iso understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentlec- 
man from Alabama has chosen to say that he does not believe 
there is a member of this House who believes that bill to be just. 





Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not know that I made that remark | 


in just those words. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iso understood you. 
Mr.STALLINGS. Not in the words the gentleman has used. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman said that 
members from the North and East did not dare to vote their 
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views upon these questions. Now, let us take a vote and see | 


whether we do or not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. All right; but I want it to be understood 
that I am not willing to vote for the passage of any such biil as 
this. 

Mr. CABANISS. Mr. Chairman, this matter strikes me, from 
the reading of the evidence before the House, as I understood 
it, that this soldier did not receive his death wound in the dis- 
charge of duty, obeying the order of his sergeant. 

Admit for the sake of argument that the captain had a right 
to order the sergeant to detail a number of men to go with him 
on this expedition, and take possession of cotton which he said 
belonged to the United States. 

The detail was made; but while going to take the cotton the 


evidence discloses the fact that this man, whose widow this bill | 


seeks to pension, met a citizen with a saddle, with the mark of 
“U.S.” on it, during the month of June, some months after the 
war ended, and tried to take possession of it. That, I believe, 
js the proof setforthinthereport. Now, does not the gentleman 
know that there were scarcely any other saddles at that time in 
the Southern States, except the saddles that were carried home 
after the war by the returning soldiers by permission of Gen, 
Grant after the surrender at Appomattox and of General Sher. 
man in North Carolina? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the saddles to which 
the gentleman refers were not branded ‘‘U. S.” 

Mr. CABANISS. They were permitted, as a matter of fact, 
€0 take the saddles home after the surrender at Appomattox, 
because I know that Gen. Grant in his magnanimous considera- 
tion for the Confederate my, allowed the officers and soldiers 
to carry with them their personal property, side arms, private 
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| property of all kinds to their homes after the surrender, and a 


number of the men had McClellan saddles which were captured 
by them during the war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
pose? 

Mr. CABANISS. I had, and a soldier tried to take it away 
from a servant of mine, andI rescued it and not a word was said 
as to my rightof possession. 

Now, this soldier was ordered out on this detail with a part 
of the force, and the fact was that he saw this saddle and tried 
to take it away from the citizen, and the result was that he lost 
his life. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
That part of his statement is not borne out by the report. 

Mr. CABANISS. What are the facts? This man saw tho 
saddle, and endeavored to take itfrom the citizen. Does anyone 
suppose that this citizen, unless he knew he had a perfect right 
to the property, would have fired the shot in the defense of his 
property that unfortunately killed this soldier, when he knew 
that this man was surrounded by other soldiers, and that his 
own life would not have been worth a cent if he had not been 
acting, as they must have recognized, with a perfect right to pro- 
tecthis property? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Does not the report show simply 
that this soldier asked the question ‘‘ where the man got the 
saddle,” or what right he had to it, and he immediately began 
firing? 

Mr. CABANISS. 
port in that regard. 

Mr. BRETZ. Thatis what the report sets out. 

Mr. CABANISS. He must have been a violent man if he 
acted in that way unless he was defending his property, which, 
of course, he had a perfect right todo. The war was over. He 
had a right to the saddle. It was his property by purchase or 
gift. 

Mr.STALLINGS. With the consent of the gentleman, I will 
read the report on that point; or will hand to the gentleman, 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. [ understand the evidence will show 
just what I have stated. 

Mr. CABANISS. I will read from the report: 

When they got to Siloam, Miss., they found a citizen with a Government 
saddle. Afflant and said William S. Tate making inquiries as to whether 
said citizen had a permit or protection to possess or use sald saddle, said 
citizen pulled a revolver, remarking that this was his protection, and com- 
menced firing; two shots taking effect, and striking said William S. Tate 
near the small of the back, from which said Tate died. 

I believe the gentleman is correct according to the report of 
the committee. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman,I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee but for a few moments. It does seem to 
me, however, according to the facts stated in this report, if they 
are true, that this is a meritorious case. I am constrained to 
differ with some of my brother members about the logic of the 
situation under which this man was placed at that time. 

{ know, asa matter of fact, as the history of the times will 
show, that orders were issued by the Federal commanders to 
seize the property in the possession of citizens which belongs to 


You had one yourself, I sup- 


Ldo not remember the exact text of the re- 


| the United States at any time or place. 





| orders. 


| to the Confederacy 


In my own State and county the commander of a force of regu- 
lars, immediately after the close of the war up to August or per- 


| haps September, went over the county and took possession of 


everything he saw, horses and other property,wherever he found 
it in the possession of private citizens, on the claim that it was 
property of the United States. 

Now, the fact that these men were sent out on perhaps a ma- 


| rauding expedition cuts no figure with me in regard to the dis- 
| position of this case, as I view it. 


The captain of that company may have intended to steal some 
cotton. I donot know whether he did or not. I do not make 
any charge. It may have been that the cotton was supposed to 
be Government cotton, that is, cotton supposed to have belonged 

y. That may have been the fact, but whether 
that be so or not, I agree with gentlemen here who say that as 
a matter of military law it was the duty of the soldier to obey 
I believe my distinguished friend here will say that is 
the case, that a soldier must obey orders. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Any legal order. 

Mr. NEILL. Well, a private soldier did not have much time 
to inquire into the legality of an order. Of course he had no 
right to go out and murder anybody; but if he was sent out ona 
detail to seize cotton he could not be expected to make any in- 
quiry whether it was my cotton, or yours, or whose it was. He 
would be expected to obey orders. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But he certainly knew when he was sent 
to take the cotton, under this proposition to divide it, that that 
was not legal. 

Mr. NEILL. There is no evidence that he kaew anything 
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about that. The understanding was that the sergeant should 
have half of it, as I understand it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That is the fact. 

Mr. NEILL. This soldier probably was not told anything 
about that 

Mr. BRETZ. 
dier. 

Mr.NEILL. If there was anystealing the officers were going 
to get it, and they were not going to divide with the privates. 
There is only one thing that puzzles me in this matter. You 
have made out a good prima facie case to my mind, and one that 
| shall vote for, but I have misgivings about it, on this ground: 
Why is it that this woman did not get a pension years ago? 

Mr.MARTIN of Indiana. I willtellthe gentleman the reason. 
Sheapplied in 1866, withina year after her husband’s death, and 
has been prosecuting the claim until within a year or two, when 
it has been finally decided against her, although two special ex- 
aminers who went out and examined the witnesses face to face, 
came back and recommended that it be allowed, on the ground 
thet the soldier's death wasin the line of duty; but the Bureau 
here took a different view, and held that his death was not inthe 
line ofduty. Now,under the actof June 27, 1890, the only reason 
whyshe can not get a pension of $8 a month is because the soldier 
receiyed no discharge. 

Mr. NEILL. Tunderstandthat. Now, under the liberal con- 
struction given by the Pension Bureau years ago, it is a little 
curious to me that she did not get the pension. 

A MremBerR. The construction was not liberal years ago. 

Mr. NEILL. But on the evidence that the committee brings 
here, I believe this bill ought to pass. [ believe this is a thor- 
oughly conscientious committee. 

Now, about the saddle. I disagree with my brethren here 
about that. I knowin my country those men had orders to take 
everything of that kind unless we could show title toit. And 
if this citizen had a McClellan saddle there, I doubt not that this 
soldier had orders to take such property wherever found. Those 
were the orders in my country, and we had to live under them, 
and there was nobody killed there on that account. This man 
may have been a very desperate man. There were some desper- 
ate fellows in Mississippi and there were some in Arkansas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. More in Arkansas than in 
Mississippi. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEILL. Ido not know aboutthat. 
itorious bill. 

Mr. CAPENHART. The only thing that prevents this lady 
from getting a pension is that her husband had no discharge. 
That was all that was the matter with my man, in the case that 
was just ruled out ona point of order. He had no discharge, 
and that is what he was trying to get, and what I was trying to 
get for him. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But that man is living yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 5. 

Mr. CAPEHART. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, in order to allow the 
other bills that have been considered to be reported to the 
House, this bill might be laid aside informally, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. [!s there objection to that? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 10:30 having arrived, the 
Speaker will resume the chair. 

he committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that the commit- 
tee had had under consideration various bills, and the hour of 
10:30 o'clock p. m. having arrived, the committee rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. DockrERyY], Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, re- 
ports that that committee have had under consideration sundry 
bills, and the hour of 10:30 having arrived, the committee rose. 
The hour for the adjournment of the House having arrived, the 
Chair, in pursuance of the rule, now declares the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 


There was no collusion on the part of the sol- 


I think this is a mer- 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 


bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Nancy Gabrilla Anderson. (Report 
No. 1134.) 








By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the same committee: A bill (H 
R. 3356) for the relief of Herbert Catton. (Report No. 1135.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the same committee: A 
bill (H. R. 2942) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Weathers 
(Report No. 1136. , 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
(H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. 
1137.) 

sy Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 6646) for the relief of Albert Munson. (Report No. 
1146). 


A bill 


Report No. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5154) to pension John Morris, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ’ 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 7530) to provide a uniform na- 
tional currency, and to provide for the circulation and redemp- 
tion thereof—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7531) for the erection of a 
monument at Greenville, Ohio, to commemorate the treaty of 
peace made on the 3d day of August, A. D. 1795, at Fort Green- 
ville (built on the site of said Greenville, Ohio), by Gen. Anthony 
Wayne, on behalf of the United States and various Indian tribes 
occupying the territory northwest of the Ohio River, and to 
perpetuate the memory of Gen. Wayne and his gallant army—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 195) to print Agricultural Report for 1894—to the Commit 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to allow the Committee on 
Banking and Currency a clerk at $2,000 per annum—to the Com 
mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7532) for the relief of the 
estate of W. S. Hyland, deceased, late of Warren Count; 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7533) for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Denia, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7534) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Oliver, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of the estate of William 
Redden, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7536) for the relief of the estate of John 
Crawford, deceased, late of Warren County, Migs.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7537) for the relief of the estate of Alex. 
Russell, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7538) for the relief of the estate of Augustus 
Strong, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7539) for the relief of Ann E. Saddler, War- 
ren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) for the relief of the estate of Mary M. 
Steed, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) for the rolief of the estate of J. J. 
Whittington, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 7542) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Nimrod J. Smith, ex-chief of the Eastern 
Cherokee band of Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. ; 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7543) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Beesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7544) for the relief of William 
H. H. McArthur, Arkansas City, Kans., late of Company K, 
Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. i 
By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R.'7545) for the 


, 
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relief of W. N. Stokes, administrator of Jefferson M. Potts, de- 
ceased—to Asi Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. Rt. 7546) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye, 


of Lincoln County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) for the benefit of Joshua S. Dye 
Lineoln County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) for the relief of Simeon Hobbs — 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


to the 


Bv Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. BR. 7549) for the relief of De- 
rias Bond—to the Committee on Snvatid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7550) for the relief of Patrick J. 
Malony, of Newport, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7551) granting a pension to 
Harry L. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) granting a pension to Caleb May—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H.R. 7553) to 
award a medal of honor to John S. Carpenter—to the Comumit- 


tee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R. 7554) to pension Hannah 
M. L. Walker, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 7535) to remove the charge of 


desertion from the record of Edward Tatro—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TYLER: A bill 


Bailey—to the Committee 


H. R. 7556) for the relief of Pleasant 


on War Claims. 


By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7557) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James Fay—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC 
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Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 


3y Mr. COCKRELL: Petition of citizens of Greer County, 


asking for the opening of the Fort Sill country—to the Com- 


mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., against an income tux as affecting beneficiary socie- 
ties—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of citizens of Chicago, in favor 
of exempting beneficiary societies from the operations of the 
income tax to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of Joseph T. Stewart and others, 
of Malden, Mass.,in favor of exempting all fraternal benevolent 
associations from a tix on incomes—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. GORMAN: Petition and papers to accompany House 


bill 6759—to t!.c Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of va rious fraternal orders 
against the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: ition of the Coopers’ Machine W ork- 
ers’ Union of the American Federation of Labor, of Superior, 
Wis., in favor of the pass of the “sere in regard to convict- 
made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citize ns of Phillipsburg, Pa., 
in favor of exempting beneficiary societies from provisions of 
the income tax—to a ommittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Papers to accompany House bill 7521—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John's 


Lutheran Evangelical Church, 
tor: W. Vacks, H. Tolzmann, 
Danville, Minn., against any 
Constitution 


signed by Rev. E. Stroelin, pas- 
and Robert Degner, trustees, of 
change in the preamble to the 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Nathan Robbins 
citizens of Brocton, and of A. A. Gilmore and 
North Easton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties be exempt from the provisions of the proposedincome tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest of Willimantic, 
Conn., against the income-tax provision of the Wilson tariff 
bill as applied to fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of F. O’Boyd & Co., of New York, 
against increase of tax on whisky orextension of bonded period 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the William Clark Cor mpany, the E. 
Manufacturing Company, and 12 other companies, urging that 
alizarin dyes and coal-tar dyes be put on an equal footing—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: eae of Robert 
s0n, agent, Hillsboro, Laurence County, 


and 37 other 


37 


Jenches 


D. Nel- 
., praying for refer- 


ence of his claim to the Court of ¢ meee the Committee on 
War Claims. 


: 
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SENATE. 


SATURDAY, June 23, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. EX MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read es Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr JLLOM, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was a pensed with. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

Che bill (H. R. 6558 to ame d tion numbered 2 324 of the 
Revised Statutes of the Unit d States relating to mining claims 
was read twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members 
of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Di ibled 
Volunteer Soldiers was read twice by its title, and referred to 


ommittee on Military Affairs. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


A bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Montgomery County, 
Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church, South; and 

A bill (H. R. 7489) toamend section 3 of an act to withdraw 
certain public lands from private entry, and for other purposes, 
approved March 2, 1889. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
10 e Congress: 
I herewith transmit acommuni 


ition covering dispatches from the Unite 


States minister at Honolulu. 
GROVER CLEVI!I AND 
oP. UTIVE MANSION, 
Was shingl on, Jun 3, 1804 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of E.O. Haven Council, No. 
626, Royal Arcanum, of Bloomington; of sundry citizens of Chi- 
| caro, and of sundr y citizens of Cook and Jo Daviess Counties, all 


4 other citizens of | 


in the State of Illinois, pre iying that fraternal beneficiary so- 


cieties, orders, or associations, be exempted from the proposed 


ne 


income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of representative business 
men from the Southern States and sundry citizens of New York, 
praying that an appropriation be made for a national exhibit at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition, to be held at 
Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

r. VOORHEES presented a memorial of the Ministerial As- 
sociation of Marion, Ind., remonstrating against the appropria- 
tion of Government funds to be used for sectarian purposes in 
the matter of education; which was referred to the Con ttee 
( \dueation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministers’ Association of 
Ma ion, Ind., praying for the ratification of the proposed Chinese 
treaty: which was referred to the Committee on lorei rn Rela- 
tior 

so presented a petition of Go odwil Commandery, No. 21, 
United Order of the Golden Cross, of Washing eton, D. C., pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, ord ‘3, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the tab! 


Mr. BLANCHARD presented sundry memorials of wholesale 
and retail liquor dealers of New Orleans, Baton Rouge, M roe, 
| and Opelousas, all in the State of Louisiana, remonstrating against 
an increase of the internal-revenue tax on whisky nd also 
against an extension of the present bonded period; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of 38 citizens of Brockton; of 
14 citizens of Boston; of 5 citizens of North Easton: = 10 citi- 
zens of Holyoke; of 13 members of Roslindale Coun Royal 
Arcanum, of Roslindale, and of Council No. 835, Roy val Arca- 
num, of Jamaica Plain, all in the State of Massachusetts, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the proposed income-tax 
provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 21 citizens of Paines- 
ville, Ohio, and a petition of 34 citizens of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, praying that frat al beneficiary societies, orders, or as- 





sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provi- 


sion of the pending tariff bill: which were ordered to on 
the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bos- 
ton, Mass., praying for the abrogation of the Russian extradi- 
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tion treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. : aa 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Meriden. and Wallingford, all in the State of Connecticut, pray- 
ing that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to legalize | 


pooling by railroads; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
100, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of 
the internal-revenue tax on tobacco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that Zante currants be placed on the free 
list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of H.M.Meyers and 19 other citi- 
zens of Beaver County; of D. Watson and 18 other citizens of 
New Castle; of Samuel Lynn and 27 other citizens of McKee’s 
Rocks; of James L. Luke and 33 other citizens of Indiana; of 
David H. McKinley and 16 other citizens of Philadelphia; of 
Martin Schroeder and 36 other citizens of Pittsburg; of James 
W. Kitchen and 61 other citizens of Warren; of Wilfred S. Bai- 
ley and 22 other citizens of Allegheny; of J. M. Fontryinger and 
32 other citizens of Carbon; of John W. Shetter and 90 other 
citizens of York County; of Thomas M. Wood and 14 other citi- 
zens of Pittsburg; of William Miller and 15 other citizens of 
Phillipsburg; of S. F. Jones and 17 otber citizens of Belle Ver- 
non, and of Bradford Council, No. 302, Royal Arcanum, of Brad- 
ford, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Springfield, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the Ohio Ship Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made fora 
national exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Cin- | 


cinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be made 
for the purpose of determining the most practical and efficient 
route for a ship canal between Lake Erie and the Ohio River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made to es- 
tablish fast mail privileges for communication to and from Cin- 
cinnati, corresponding with the service now had between New 
York and Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union of Mans- 
field, Ohio, praying for a reduction of the duty on wrapper leaf 
tobacco to $1 per pound, and also to increase the import duty on 
cigars from $3 to $4 per pound; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of 37 citizens of Urbana; of 12 cit- 
izens of Delaware; of 34 citizens of Doylestown; of 32 citizens of 
Sterling; of 17 citizens of Steubenville; of 34 citizensof Geneva, 
and of Council No, 21, Royal Arcanum, of Toledo, allin the State 
of Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble. 

He also presented petitions of 47 citizens of Fremont; of 25 
citizens of Crawford County; of 50 citizens of Crawford County, 
and of 50 citizens of Lucas County, all in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing that the funds of mutual life-insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 82 wholesale and retail liquor- 
dealers of various cities of Ohio, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against 
an extension of the bonded period; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself, May 26, 1894, 
intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and» moved 
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that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
printed; which was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2159) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Robertson; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2160) for the relief of 
Flora A. Darling; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

{DISTRICT WATER MAIN ASSESSMENTS, 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill(S. $70) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia be indefi- 
nitely postponed, as a House bill in precisely the same terms 


, and 


| was passed yesterday. 


The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pesed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that I 
would ask the Senate to take up for consideration this morning 
the resolution submitted by me some days ago relative to the 
appointment of a special committee to investigate the organized 
efforts of corporations to control elections of members of State 
Legislatures and membersof Congress. It is by mistake on the 
Calendar as Order of Business 479. It is not properly upon the 
Calendar. When the resolution was previously called [ asked 
that it be passed over retaining its place without prejudice, and 
I now ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
The Senator from Floridaasks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL 
June 1, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigat- 
ing the subject of organized efforts of a to control the election 
of members of the State Legislatures and of members of Congress, and to 
influence the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the 
Senate whether corrupt means, such as bribery, free transportation, the 
subsidizing of newspapers, or the establishment of newspapers to be pub- 
lished in their interest. and distributed gratuitously through the mails 
for the purpose of affecting public opinion in respect to the official actions 
of Senators and Representatives; also to inquire and report to the Senate 
whether the existence of corporate organization for the purposes of influ- 
encing and controlling the election of members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives is consistent with the preservation of the Republic of the 
United States and the rights and liberties of the people. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resohution is not intended to 
induce or advocate any extreme measures in relation to the poli- 
cies or the economies connected with railway or other corpora- 
tions. It is intended to develop such legislation as may be 
necessary to prevent the control of the government of the States 
and the United States by the great corporations of this country. 

We are at this time face to face with some great social and 
economical problems which affect the perpetuity of our institu- 
tions, and menace more or less the existing industrial and po- 
litical condition of the country. Amongst them none is more 

werful than that system by which a few persons, largely the 
subjects of foreign States, under forms of incorporation, hold as 
their per a franchise for the distribution of all the prod- 
ucts of labor and of land. 

I am not one of those who favor a change in the shape of the 
nationalization of the private property right in this franchise for 
the distribution of ‘all the products of labor and of laud, and of 
the transportation of all the people from one part of the coun- 
try to another, until it shall be imperatively demanded for the 
safety of the Republic, and all means of reasonable and wise con- 
trol and regulations shall prove a failure; but I maintain that 
there is no possibility of preserving that private ownership ex- 
cept by the judicious and the reasonable exercise of legislative 
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power by the Congress of the United States, controlling, for the 


purposes for which those franchises were granted, the exercise | 


of the right and power conferred in them. 

The railway corporations of this country collect a greater 
gross amount of revenue than the national and the State govern- 
ments. Mr. Edward Atkinson, in his address to the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, says: 

Anapproximate estimate of the dealings in goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise of all kinds in a year of the present decade comes to $42,000,000,000, and 
it is evident that in all this volume of trade the railway corporations levy a 
Ee reatvenneists of States, cities, and towns for localself-government are 
greater than those of the nation. The revenue collected and substantially 
expended for local self-government in the several States in the census year 
amounted to $470,000,000. The expenditures of the National Government for 
its support, for the deficiency in postal revenues, and for the interest and 
pensions of the same year, was a fraction under 297,736,487, The propor- 
tionate expenditure, per capita, in 1890 was as follows: 

For State and municipal purposes, secured almost wholly by direct taxa- 
tion of property, 87.50 per capita. For national purposes, collected by in 
direct taxation. and therefore falling upon the consumers, $4.69. 

These two sums combined amount to $12.19 per capita. 

They control an army of 1,000,000 employés who depend for 
their daily bread upon the arbitrary will of the few persons who 
control this great property franchise. In no respect can there 
be a reasonable discrimination between the despotic govern- 
ments of the world in the power of organization and in the 
power of maintenance of large bodies of men and the small num- 
ber of persons who inthe exercise of this right of private prop- 
erty possess a function equal to that of government, equal to 
that of any of the despots of Europe. None of those govern- 
ments control an army of more than 1,000,000 men. None of 
them collect and disburse revenue in their own discretion suffi- 
cient for the support and maintenance of this great body of peo- 

ple. 

; Not less than 5,000,000 people, men, women, and children, de- 
pend for their daily bread upon the arbitrary will and power of 
the owners of this franchise, which practically holds the power 
of distribution of all the products of the land and the labor of 
this country. 

[tis obvious that this great power must be the subject of reason- 
able and judicious control if it is to be preserved. It is obvious 
thatif it be permitted to control the electoral power of this coun- 
try there is an end of private ownership of these franchises, un- 
less we assume that the people of the United States are content 
to see the power of government lodged in a syndicate, an aris- 
tocracy of a few men, largely residing in and subjects of foreign 
governments, obtaining by chance or by the accidents of trade, 
or by successes in speculation, or by great ability for organiza- 
tion and administration, the control of this great franchise. 

Mr. President, we have been spending months upon the sub- 
ject of the methods by which there shall be an adjustment of 
the levy of tax upon eight or nine hundred or a thousand million 
dollars of the productions of this country exchanged into imports 
from foreign countries. The effect of this levy, its incidents, its 
immediate and directinfluence, have been the subject of profound 
discussion and long debate. 

But by what comparison shall we measure the importance of 
adjusting the levy of tribute or taxation upon a thousand mil- 
lions of imports with that of levying a tax upon $42,000,000,000 
on all internal trade and transportation vested in the arbitrary 
will and power of a few individuals, largely foreigners? It is 
obvious that the power of taxation, whether exercised by one 
person or another, the power of exacting tribute from produc- 
tion is the same in its effect. 

Therefore, there can be to the reasoning mind no kind of ques- 
tion that here is a power which requires the exercise of pro- 
found statesmanship and control and regulation, reasonably and 
justly, if government by the representatives of the people is to 
be preserved. This form of government must unquestionably 
ass away if the power of taxation in any form or in any shape 
is permitted to exist without control and supervision by the 
Goverment. 

I want the question investigated whether legislation is neces- 
sary to prevent the control of the elections by the railway cor- 
oorations? In my personal knowledge within one State of this 

Jnion there is a combination on the part of the railway corpo- 
rations to control the electoral power of the country. I state 
here in my place in the Senate of the United States that the 
owners of the stock and bonds of the corporations in the State 
of Florida are combined to control the electoral power of that 
State, and to control it by improper methods. 
my duty to the people of Florida and of the United States to 
ask for this investigation and to submit the proof which I have 
here before me, of an openly organized party of the employés 
of the corporations as a party organized to control the elections 
and the legislation of the State. 

_ LT have noreason to doubt that itis true of other States, There 
is a general outcry of the people in all parts of the country. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I hold it to be | 
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If it is not true it ought to be disproved in a fair investigation 

now by this body. 

| The evidence of this attempt to control the political power 

| of the Government will be found in the following publication: 

THE RAILROADS ORGANIZING EVERY EMPLOYE IN THE STATE TO BE IN IT—~ 
ALL MUST VOTE AGAINST A RAILROAD COMMISSION—MUST SUPPORT MEN 
OPPOSED TO ANTIRAILROAD LEGISLATION THE BIG OFFICIALS ARE NOT IN 
THE PLAN—THEY ARE BEHIND THE SCENES. 


During thenext month every railroad employéin the St 
be called upon to join a political organization tofight the 
toward the establishment of a railroad commission 

The first step in that direction was made Tuesday night. In the office of 
H. C. McFadden, chief clerk of the passenger department of the Savannah, 
Florida, and Western Railway, a score of young men met and temporarily 
organized. The young men present represented all of the railroads center- 
ing in Jacksonville, namely, the S., F. and W., F. C. andP., J., T. and K. W., 
and the East Coast line 

H. C. McFadden was chosen temporary chairman and Charles Acosta tem- 
porary secretary. A committee of five was appointed to draft constitu- 
tion and by-laws. The committee was given a copy of the constitution and 
by-laws of the Railway and Employés Protective Association of the United 
States, which was organizedin Savannah November 10,1893. This organi- 
zation will likely be under the same rules. 

The officials of the railroads will not be admitted as members 
remain in the background, as it were, and pull the wires 
introduced asking for the indorsement of the officials 


ite of Florida will 
movement looking 





They will 
A resolution was 
but the resolution 


was voted down, for the reason that the oMicials do not care to stand up and 
be made targets of if they can help it. 
The particular purpose of the organization in the State of Florida is to op- 
pose the movement toward the establishment of a railroad commission 
The constitution of the Savannah organization, under which the Florida 


organization is to be perfected, says, under the head of ‘‘ Objects,’’ the follow- 
ing; 

“ The object of the association shall beto create, establish, and maintain 
harmonious relations between railway companies and their employ To 
seek the influence of the press in behalf of a fair and equitable administra- 
tion of the laws governing railroads and affecting their employés. ‘lo pre 
pare and cause to be published, for the information of the people, articles 
soliciting their coéperation. To draft petitions and other documents for 
presentation to legislative bodies—national, State, and municipal—praying 
their earnest and impartial consideration of all subjects wherein the inter- 
ests of railroads and their employés are affected To exercise, as far as 
is practicable, aninfluence with such representative bodies or individual 
representatives, or those aspiring to represent, soliciting their cooperation 
in the interests of railways and their employés; urging that their deliber- 
ations on questions affecting railways be harmonious and not antagonistic 
to the railways and their employés.”’ 

‘To restrain by our influence as much as possible legislation granting any 
cominittee, commission, or appointed body absolute control of railroads. 
To endeavor to have reduced, as far as practicable, the power of the rail- 
road commission to make rules which unjustly discriminate against rail- 
roads and their employés. ‘To encourage the enactment of laws thattend to 
lower taxation on railroads, and by which they will be allowed to earn a fair 
and equitable consideration for the service performed; thereby increasing 
their earnings and enabling them to pay their employés better wages, and 
to establish a basis of pay and working hours equally as satisfactory to the 
employésof the railroads.”’ 

* To exert our influence and support and toexercise our rights of franchise 
in favor of persons séeking public suffrage who will agree to support, en- 


courage, and maintain these principles. Arule of thé association provides 
that when a man leaves the employ of a railroad he ceases to be a member 


of the association.”’ 


I submit the question is or is it nota proper subject of in- 
vestigation, whether Senators are to be elected here not by the 
influences which may properly be exercised by men of wealth, 
not by the reputation which they may justly acquire by the 
liberal and public-spirited use of their fortune, but by corrupt 
methods, by suppressing votes, by counting votes improperly 
and unlawfully, by controlling or influencing the judiciary of 
the country. 

In the State of Florida a profound belief exists that methods 
are used to influence one of the Federal judicial tribunals of 
that State. LIask that this charge be investigated. lt is due 
to those against whom the charge is made. and it is due to 
the officials upon whom suchan imputation rests. Ifit be true, 
there should be such legislation as will preserve the right of 
the people to control and exercise the political power which is 
vested in them under our organic laws and our form of repub- 
lican institutions. 

| Lhave here before mea book published upon the subject of 
railways in Europe. It deals with the subject of railway cor- 
porations. The book contains a statement which I will not take 
time to read, for it is not my purpose to consume a great por- 
tion of the time. This book is ably edited and published, and 
not with prejudice against corporations, recognizing their util- 
ity, as the reasonable mind will do, for they are nothing but 
individuals vested with certain powers constituting them per 
sons in the law like natural persons and vested with certain 
rights and powers. They remain simply so many citizens of 
| the United States or of foreign countries. 

But in the interest of preserving in its efficiency the charter 
of the associations called incorporations for beneficent ends, here 
isa book which recognizes the fact that the political power of 
the country, even in the arbitrary countries of Europe, is de- 
pendentupon the proper regulation and control of this vast power 
which has changed the relations cf commerce, which has ren- 
dered of no effectthecustoms and usages of trade and commerce, 
which has exalted one country and one region of country intoa 
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position of prosp 
poverty 


ity and comfort and depressed another into 
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| should be permitted to add to this vast power the contro] 


I quote the follo ract from Railway Problems, a work 
by J. L. Jean 

It is within po of railway boards to exalt one district and depress 
another at Vv ‘he prosperity of a district is not now, as formerly, to be | 
measured b e oquability of its climate, the fertility of its soil, and the 
laborious industry of its people, so much as by the high or low rates under 
which the s by whom itis served allow it to reach the markets of 
the world. ‘1 me remarkable power can, and often doas, stimulate the 
growth of industries in localities that are not naturally suited for their de 
velopment, and tends to the destruction of once flourishing industries in 
| lities Which it fails to favor. 

it comes then to this, that, next after land and house property, the rail- 
way interest is the largest and most important inthe country. Butit is su- 
yerior to both of these rival interestsin its profit-earning capabilities, yield- 
ing, as it does more than 4 per cent on the capital expended, against a pos- 
sible average of 2} to3 per centin respect of the others. The agricultural 
value ef the land of the United Kingdom has been variously calculated. If 
it is assumed at an average of 208. per acre, at the present time, it would be 
worth, at twenty years’ purchase a gross sum of £1,000,000,000, being an aver- 


age of about £26 10s. per head of the population. But the railways of the 
United Kingdom ars now nearly worth the same figure. 

At the end of 1885, about eight humdred and twenty million pounds had 
been raised andinvested in our railway system, being within one hundred 
and eighty millions of the calculated total agricultural value of the land of 
the country as a whole, and averaging more than £22 per head of the pop- 
ulation. 

iitussia is furnished with a larger proportion of private or companies’ 
lines than almost any other European country. Out of a total of 19,348 kil- 
ometers of railway open in 1883, no less than 18,298 kilometers were the prop- 
erty of private concerns, leaving only 1,050 kilometers owned and exploited 
by the state. 

The provisions made witha view to securing the proper construction and 
working of Russian lines are not greatly different to those that are enacted 
in other European countries. Concessions are granted by the government 
for the bulidiug of projected lines for a certain term of years, at the end of 
which period the lines revert to the state. There is a railway department 
carried on as a governmental bureau, in which the regulations and enact- 
ments under which Russian railways are administered are framed. 

We have now seen that in all the leading countries of Europe alike the 
necessity of exercising more or less control over railways has been oops 
ciated and provided for. In the Upited Kingdom the control so exercised 
is probably less strict—it is assuredly less irksome and inquisitorial—than 
in most other countries. 

The supervision exercised by the board of trade in England applies 
mainly to seeing that the permanent way is in good order before being 
opened, thatadequate provision is made against the occurrence of accidents, 
and that when accidents unhappily do occur, in spite of all precautions to 
the contrary, they shall be fully and fairly inquired into. But on the conti- 
nent state control over even private lines generally goes a great deal fur- 
ther than this. The commissioners, inspectors, superintendents, police au- 
thorities, and others charged with the duty of ey railway companies 
up to their duty and enforcing compliance with the laws relative thereto 
are continually pursuing their inquisitorial functions, watching over the 
persons in charge of the several departments, making frequent inspections 
of the permanent way and works, drawing up reports on defects of working 
or breaches of the law; and they are even authorized in some cases to call 
meetings of boards of directors, and in others to stop a railway that does 
not appear to them to have adequate provision for the safety of those who 
use or are employed on it. 

We have also seen that the railways of England occupy almost an unique 
position, so far as Europe is concerned—so much so as almost still to justify 
the criticism made exactly forty years ago, that this is ‘the only country 
in the world whose Legislature has committed the singular imprudence of 
surrendering, without available conditions and for an indefinite time, its 
public communications into private hands.”’ Has theevil become too deep- 
seated to be incapable of remedy? If not, howand from what source is the 
remedy to be applied? Weshall consider this point more fully when we 
come to deal with some allied questions. 


That is the power which holds the distribution of all products 
and of locomotion, or the power of removal from place to place 
of the whole of the population of the country, where they exist. 

While I shall not detain the Senate to read extractsfrom this 
book, which I ask the liberty of publishing with my remarks if 
there be no objection, I am sustained in the proposition which 
this resolution contains by all the enlightened writers and rea- 
soners upon these subjects of political economy and of govern- 
mental regulation which are to be found in these later days. 

{t seems to me an obvious proposition that something should 
be done, that railroad employés should not be permitted to or- 
ganize themselves as separate organizations, not for their own 

yrotection, not for the regulation of their own wages, of which 

heartily approve, but as a separate political power. If it be 
ineonsistent with our public institutions and public policies to 
legislate in any respect directly against such organizations, it is 
certainly entirely within the reach and within the scope of our 
duties and our power to see that such laws shall be passed that 
those who own and control these great powers and these great 
corporations shall not be conspirators against the permanency 
of the Republic and the perpetuity of our institutions. 

[shall ask the Senate to be allowed to print with my remarks in 
the RECORD such portions of the book which is before me, not 
abusing the privilege, and partsof the letters and evidence which 
I have here and portions of an address by me to the people of 
Florida, which is pertinent to this subject. 

The value of these franchises increases with the increase of 
the population, and their power of taxation increases with the 
ineveaseof population. They collect and disburse a revenue an- 
nually greater than the aggregate of the revenues of all the States 
and of the National Government, and control an army greater 
than the greatest of the military powers of Europe. If they 
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the elections in the States and to control the members of the 


Senate and the House, the Government will be an oligarchy, and 
its democratic and republican features will disappear. =" 

That I may not occupy too much of the time of the Senate, I 
will print, under the consent granted to me, asa part of the 30 a 
marks an address prepared by me to the people of Florida, con- 
taining statements of fact and expressions of my views on this 
subjectin relation to the present attempts to control the elections 
of that State and the a cmmaaiin Republican, and Populist 
parties in the interest of a corporation-rule party. 


To the people of Florjda: 

The election for the Legislature in our State this year, and 
for a justice of the supreme court, are of unusual importance, 

The senators elected will vote for my retlection, or for the 
election of some other person to be Senator at the expiration of 
my term, three years from the 4th of March last. 

The justice of the supreme court elected will sit in judgment 
upon the rights of the people to reasonable rates of transporta- 
tion and to just and fair laws for their protection against extor- 
tion, the corrupt use of corporate power in elections bv free 
transportation and bribery, and the important question whether 
there is any lawful authority for the gift of almost the entire 
soilof the State of Floridato citizensand subjects of other States 
and countries, depriving the people of free homes under the 
laws of the United States, and imposing without their consenta 
burden of taxation amounting to twenty and perhaps as muchas 
thirty millions of dollars upon the people who now cultivate the 
soil and those who shall succeed them, as the purchase peice of 
the land which the laws of our country give to them for free 
homes, subject only to the condition of their occupying and cul- 
tivating them. 

The Legislature to be chosen this year will also be charged 
with the duty of deciding whether the people of Florida shall 
govern the State, elect their own officers, and be represented by 
men of their choice, or whether the citizens and subjects of other 
States, owning the great lines of corporations, shall through 
political conventions, constituted by the suppression of the votes 
of the people in primary elections and by false counts, nominate 
and, through the influence of party feeling and sympathy, elect 
them, 

All these are subjects of the greatest importance. I have a 
right to have, and do have, a great Personal interest in them, 
not only as a citizen of the State from my infancy to the present 
time, but also because the question of the approval or disap- 
proval of my — action in defending the people against the 
corrupt use of corporate power and accumulated wealth will be 
made either by the election of Democrats who stand firm and 
incorruptible upon the people’s side in this great contest or men 
pretending to be Democrats, but really the servants and instru- 
ments of the corporations and of the men who have accumulated 
great wealth by means of their power of taxing the people, who 
are seeking to control the State government and to overthrow 
the Democratic party and the principle of government by the 
people and for the people on which it is founded. 

Our State will be the battle ground this year between the peo- 
ple on one side and on the other those who are seeking to sub- 
vert the people’s government and Democracy and convert it into 
a government of privileged classes, in which+the great aay of 
the people are to stand “ with saddles on their backs and bri- 
dles in their mouths,” as Mr. Jefferson gaid, ‘‘ for the privileged 
class to ride them with boots and spurs.” 

Inevery county in the State the land grant advocates and serv- 
ants of the few men who own these great corporations will ap- 
pear as candidates for nomination for delegates to nominating 
conventions and in pewery elections, and for election to the Leg- 
islature. They will be supported very largely by the local news- 
papers of the State, which toa great extent are and will be in 
the control of this corporate power. Free transportation and 
advertisements to newspapers, and all the influences by which 
the people are sought to be overcome by bribes and corrupt 
methods, will be used. 

I advise and recommend you, and all others, to make the issue 
plain and broad und unmistakable; to allow no man to receive 
your suffrage, either as a delegate or candidate, unless he is a 
man whose record is clear and ond suspicion on the people’s 
side; who is a man who can not be secretly bought or misled 
into betraying the people; who is a Democrat in fact, and notin 
appearance and by pretense. : 

1 think it is due to the le and to me that my public con 
duct should be approved or disapproved, and the issue should 
be made in the election of Senators who will vote in the elec- 
tion of my successor. I am in favor of the people determining 
who shall be the Senator of the United States, and have the 
men who shall be elected to the Senate pledged and instructed 














as to the person the people desire them to vote for. Let us | 
have this understood and settled in the elections of this and the 
next two vears. 


ived;” the political power of the State of Florida 
is an important factor for the people’s protection, both in our 
State and our National Government. It may be used by the op- 
pressors of the people to make them poor, to take away from 
their earnings, to make their families live in want and misery, to 
deprive their children of education,and to make the lines of their 
lives 
abundance 
household. 

[t must be made known to every intelligent voter in Florida 


‘Be no. acce 


ly 
dict 


and contentment and brightness and joy in every 


and in the United States that to-day we stand confronted with | 


a demand, and with an earnest and persistent effort, that the 
people of the State shall be deprived of the power of choosing 
their own officers and imposing taxes on themselves through rep- 


resentatives chosen by them, and that this power shall be exer- | 
cised through bribery and corruption by the men who control | 


and own the great corporations of the State. 

The contest over the confirmation of Mr. George Wilson for 
internal-revenue collector of the State of Florida and Mr. H. 
W. Long for register of public lands, is distinctively a de- 
mand made by the owners of the great railroad corporations that 
they shall choose the officers who are to exercise and represent 
the Federal authority over the people of the State. A gentle- 
man representing the power and accumulated wealth of the 
Standard Oil Company has been exerting all the influence aris- 
ing from his great wealth with the Senators of the United 
States to confirm his demand for the confirmation of Mr. Wil- 
son against the wishes of a great majority of the Democratic 
people of Florida aud against the constitutional right and au- 
thority of a Senator chosen by the people of the State. He has 
been sustained in this demand by the representatives of the 
Louisville and Nashville corporations and of the Florida Cen- 
tral and Peninsular Railroad Company and of the Plant Invest- 
ment Company. The records of the Treasury Department con- 
tain evidence of this fact, and besides it is otherwise known to 
Senators by the appeals which have been made to them. 

‘These persons—if the conversion of the dry land of the State 
into swamp and overflowed land by the untruthful statements 
of agents of the Interior Department and the unlawful exercise 
of authority by the Secretaries of the Interior, in the approval 
of lists of lands under obsolete, antiquated, and expired land 
grants, be valid—own the soil of the State of Florida and have 
nullified the homestead laws of the United States, which grant 
free homes on the public lands to the people, and they now de- 
mand, not openly and boldly, but by secret and improper meth- 
ods, by personal appeals through their agents and others, the 
appointment of Federal officers and the control of the political 
power of the State. 

Of two of these great personages, who exercise as great do- 
minion over the lives and fortunes of the people as a Roman 
proconsul of former days, I have spoken, from my place in the 
Senate, in terms of commendation and respect for their enter- 
prise, and their leadership in the construction of public works, 
which might be made under proper administration useful to the 
people of the State. I still entertain for these persons senti- 
ments of personal respect and consideration, and I shall doin 
future, as [ have done in the past, all that is properly in my 
power to aid their enterprisesand protect their just rights, but i 
shall oppose every effort which they or their agents and at- 
torneys may make to demand more than their chartered rights 
as transportation compani« 

Their demand for the overthrow of popular government and 
the denial of all the principles of the Democratic party I have 
thought it my duty to the people to oppose with all the influ- 
ence and by every means which [ could command. The wisdom 
and justice of my action in this respect should be approved or 
disapproved by the people of the State. 
phatic approval and their earnest and indignant condemnation 
of those who seek this overthrow of the people's government 
and of Democratic principles, all my efforts will have been un- 
availing and worthless. 

The agents of this corporate power will claim to be Demo- 
crats; they will insist that free homes for the people on the pub- 
lic lands and reasonable rates of transportation are my hobbies, 
and that I have failed to accomplish them; they will claim they 
tnust be chosen for the Legislature without any avowal or pledge 
as to who they are to choose or vots for; they will declare that 
they will do whatever they ascertain the people desire them to 
do, and as to this they must be the judges; but all the time and 
always they will be the hired servants and agents of corporate 
power. ‘ Ye must judge the tree by its fruits.” ‘‘Men do not 

ather grapes of thistles, nor figs of thorns.” ‘ Eternal vigi- 
ce is the price of liberty.” 
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| the condition of subjugation and depression will be reached. 
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I wish it known to the people that I 
friend of extreme opinions. [ am not th oO 
by fair and honest means have accumu | 3. 
W hen they use them wisely and for the p id 
and respect them as faithful stewards of a ey 
must be subject to the laws and to the peo} ist 
not seek to lay unholy hands upon ‘“‘ the t” 
of the people's liberties. They areonly men, : ul 
under the laws each to the other and all to each. 

In respect to the unlawful deprival of tl ople of t 2 
homes on the public lands and to the unwise, wild, and rx Oss 
grant of dominionover the entire soil of the State to afew men, 
citizens of other States and largely foreigners, I liave asked and 
do still insist that the question of the lawfulness and validity of 

| their grants shall be submitted, at the public expense, to the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States, whose decision 


} 
1Le peo- 


ple must obey. It was to prevent and resist this submission to 
lawful authority that caused the corrupt methods to prevent my 
election, when the people demanded it by a great majority, 
three years ago. 

It is to prevent this submission by the State of the rights of 
the men who own these great corporations of the State to take 
away from the people their free homes to the decree of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States that the Democracy of Duval 
County were by fraud deprived of a vote in the pretended Dem- 
ocratic convention two years ago. Itis to prevent this decision 
that a corporation newspaper has been established and is now 
published in Jacksonville. It isto prevent this that the ene- 
mies of Democracy and the people’s government are already 
bringing out their candidates for the State senate; men who are 
known by their record to be in the interest of corporation rule 
over the people of the State; Democrats only in name, in truth 
enemies and traitors to the people and to Democracy. Let the 
real Democrats, the friends of the people, oppose them with can- 
didates whom they know to be true Democrats in the sense of 
fidelity to the people and the people’s right to rule; men who 
will respect the people’s will in the election of a Senator and 
in respect to the public policies which the election this year in 
our State involves and represents. 

More than this, these franchises being the subject of private 
ownershipand deriving their value from their power of arbitrary 
taxation in the discretion of the owner, whether a native or for- 
eigner, will draw to themselves, as they have already done toa 
large extent, the products of all the labor and the ownership of 
all the land. Weshall have then thegovernment ofa privileged 
class, holding in their hands and in their ownership not only all 
the power of government, but also the ownership of land and 
the products of labor. 

Land and labor and human energy are the sole factors of 
all social and political life. Whoever controls them, whoever 
can establish ownership over all land and labor, whether by the 
methods of war or its results of subjugation and slavery, or by 
commercial tyranny, or by financial policy, or by tariffs, im- 
ports, excises, embargoes, or restraints upon trade will bea 
Ccesar or despot and hold absolute power over a people in a con- 
dition of industrial slavery. 

[t is an immaterial or unimportant question whether this des- 
pot be one or many persons, whether the power be vested ina 
supreme and single head or in a class, it isthe power of absolut- 
ism over the people, and it is not important how this result has 
been reached, whether by military power, by statecraft, by the 
and commercial and financia: methods 


Ali government institutions, policies, and political condition 
exist in idea, are founded upon thought. Invention and art are 
the creatures of science. Traditions, books, painting, and sculp- 
ture are but the methods by which thoughts are born and com- 


| municated from one man to another, and one generation to an- 
Without their em- | 


other. 

The economies and institutions of our Republic are founded 
upon the idea that government is created for the protection of 
all men in the enjoyment and possession of life, liberty, and 
property—not upon the idea of the protection and preservation of 
the life, liberty, and property of a few, a part, aprivileged class, 
Therefore, our organic laws declare that all power is vested in 
the people (all the people) for the protection of all in the pos- 
session and enjoyment of life, liberty, and property, and the 
later amendment of our organic law declares that.‘ all persons 
born in the United States and subject to its jurisdiction, are citi- 
zens, and no State shall abridge their privileges nor deny them 
the equal protection of the laws.” 

That is, the institutions, policies and conditions, which power 
or law in our Government shall establish are subject to these 
supreme limitations and conditions forthe exercise of all power 
under our institutions. 
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Our public policies have been centered upon the thought or 
idea of protecting each individual in his independence, in his op- 
portunitie , in his life, his property, his right and opportunity 
to acquire property, and in his ownership of land. The opposite 
of this principle, or condition, or policy, is the concentration of 
wealth and the opportunities of acquiring wealth and the owner- 
ship of land in a small number of the people. This has been 
sought to be avoided in all our declared public policies, but the 
individual ownership of franchises, combinations of individuals 
for associated ends, invested with corporate rights and powers, 
has been and is the established policy of our laws. 

Under it the corporate ownership of public franchises has be- 
come the prevailing feature of our industrial and productive 
economies. A vast and wonderful increase of facilities for travel, 


trade, and commerce has been developed, and a concentration 
of wealth in individuals in the form of taxes drawn from the 
people and from the credit which rests on the right to impose 
future taxation, greater than has ever existed in the history of 
nations, has been created. , 

Under it the distribution of the means of subsistence on which 
the life of the 70,000,000 of our people depend has become the 
subject of private property by a few persons under forms of in- 
corporation or association. A franchise for the distribution of 
all the products of the land and labor of the people is the private 
property of a few persons. 

[ do not seek todisturbthis private property. Thisfranchise, 
whether wisely or unwisely given, is not now under considera- 
tion. 

The purpose of this inquiry is to seek for the means by which 
the ownership of this great franchise may be retained in private 
hands for the preservation of our institutions and for free gov- 
ernment, 

You ask me whether it is possible for the Democrats who are 
sincere and zealous followers of the party and loyal believers in 
its principles to succeed against the railway corporate power 
and its candidates, when all the election machinery and the exe- 
cution of the laws relating to elections and returns is in their 
hands and subject to their control. I reply, yes. Success is 
neither doubtful nor difficult when the people are aroused and 
conscious of an attempt to deprive them of their liberties and 
their right to control their own Government. 

The American people and their free ancestors, for many cen- 
turies have asserted their right to control the Government 
whenever they have become conscious of a determined effort to 
deprive them of it by — or tyranny of any kind. 

Nomanor setof men, however appointed, will be brave enough 
to encounter the swift and just punishment which an outraged 
my ee. observant of their conduct, will visit on those who seek 
»y fraud to deprive them of their rightful power tocontrol their 
own Government. 

The means to be adopted to protect the poate against such 
wrongs are to select everywhere committees of intelligent and 
unpurchasable Democrats, who will personally see that the votes 
of the people are correctly returned and counted, both in prima- 
ries and elections, and will further see that those who seck to 
carry elections by corruption and bribery shall be punished. 

The Democratic party must be redeemed this year from the 
control of conventions constituted by the fraudulent suppres- 
sion of the votes of the Democrats in primaries and by delegates 
selected by a few persons in the different counties, without the 
knowledge and consent of the majority of the Democrats in their 
respective precincts and counties, and from candidates nominated 
and sacted by such methods; men who are not Democrats but 
are secretly advocates and supporters of corporation rule in the 
State and in the United States. 

The State government and all the officers of the State, and 
her political power and influence, must be placed in the hands 
of Democratic people, and exercised and used for the benefit of 
the people, and not of the foreign owners of the transportation 
corporations of the State. 

In the coming elections the greatest vigilance should be ex- 
ercised. The people should attend their primaries and nomi- 
nating conventions; they should require all delegates and can- 
didates to make open and public declarations of their principles 
and opinions, and to pledge themselves faithfully to carry out 
the people’s will and their pledges. 

The person to be voted for as Senator by the State senators 
elected this year should be named by the people, and the dele- 

ates and candidates pledged to support such person and the 
sgue mada in the election before the people. 

The following copies of letters on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment in relation to the appointment of a collector of customs at 
Tampa, Fla., show the demand of three of the great owners of 
corporation franchises in the State for the control of the ap- 
pointment of Federal officers in the State of Florida. 

The fact that the same persons have been represented here by 
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persons actively demanding the confirmation of Mr. George Wil- 
son for collector of internal revenue, and the fact that the chair- 
man of the so-called State Democratic executive committee ig 
the attorney of the Plant Coast Line System, and also the fact 
that another and a proxy member of the so-called State Demo- 
cratic executive committee is an official of the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company, through its branch road, the Pen- 
sacola and Atlantic Railroad Company, all show the demand of 
these corporation owners for the possession and control of the 
political power of the State of Florida. 

[ have great respect for the President of the United States, 
and do not mean by the publication of the following letters to 
impute to him any ind of participation or any connection with 
this scheme of creating acorporation-rule party, but I wish to 
bring before the Senate and the people the mad and wild folly 
of a few men who seek, through agents as foolish as themselves, 
to array an army of employés in a corporation-rule party to at- 
tempt to dominate over the people of the State of Florida and of 
the United States, control their electoral power, and prescribe 
for them their legislative and executive policies. I acquit the 
great body of men of wealth of any participation in this scheme, 
but the torch may be applied by a single madman and the con- 
flagration and explosion will be none the less certain and de- 
structive. I would guard against and prevent it. 

[f it should succeed in the State of Florida, as it will not, and 
corporation rule over the people of that State be established, 
carrying with it ownership of all the land andall the labor, and 
the right of taxation, the object lesson will be too plain, and the 
political and social ruin inevitable and speedy. It is in the 
power of the people to control and direct our public policies in 
the paths of a safe, wise, conservative remedial legisiation. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA., June 12, 1893. 


DEAR Sir: I am informed that there is very considerable excitement pre- 
vailing in Tampa in regard to collectorship. Am nowon my way there and 
shall probably remain a week. I aspect to be in Washington in about ten 
or twelve days, and should be gratified if the appointment can be deferred 
until I have an opportunity to see the President in person. 

Very respectfully, 
H. B. PLANT. 

Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, 

Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 24, 1893. 

DEAR Sir: I took the liberty of wiring you last night, asking if it was 
necessary for our State executive committee to come to Washington again 
in reference to G. B. Sparkman’s application for the position of collector of 
customs here and George W. Wilson’s application for the position of col- 
lector of internalrevenue. This I did because of information just received 
that Mr. COOPER, of the Second Congressional district, had indorsed Mr. 
Thomas Stockton for the latter position, and that Senators CALL and 
Pasco and Representative MALLORY had centered upon John T. Lesley for 
the former position. 

We had anticipated the uniting of Senators CALL and Pasco and Repre- 
sentative MALLORY upon Lesley, but really supposed that Mr. COOPER 
would support Wilson. We did not {know that it was really necessary, 
after our talk with Mr. Carlisle in November last; but you doubtless know 
whether we can accomplish any good by going. We really have no one else 
to whom we can go for advice, and if you will kindly write me on the sub- 
ject it will be greatl enue. 

As our committee had only asked recognition as against Senators and Con- 
gressmen in the appointments to fill those two places, and as neither Sena- 
tor norCongressman resides in the southern part of the State, nor within 
200 miles of Tampa, and as both persons, as their recommendations will 
show, areeminently fitted for the places, respectively, we cherish the hope 
that this concession will be made to our committee. Any advice that you 
can give me will be highly appreciated and treated as personal. 

Yours, truly, ” 
S. M. SPARKMAN, Chairman. 


Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, 
Executive Mansion, Washinglon, D. C. 


NOVEMBER 13, 1893. 

DEAR Sir: Since meeting you last week I have had a talk with Mr. H. B. 
Plant in relation to the office of collettor of customs at Tampa, Fla., who 
expressed himself as being favorable to the appointment of Mr. G. B. Spark- 
man, and authorized me to say that his appointment would be perfectly sat- 
isfactory tohim. Hewill, should it become necessary, make the same state- 
ment, and may call sometime during the present week to see you in regard 
to the matter. I have not had an gel as yet, of communicating 
with Col. Duvall, of the F’. C. and P. R. R. Company, but I feel confident that 
the management of thatcompany is friendly to Mr. Sparkman. 

In fact the attorneys for that company, Judge D. S. Walland P. O. Knight, 
indorsed him, as the papers on file with the Secretaryof the Treasury will 
show. 

I thought it best to communicate the above to you, as in my conversation 
last week you mentioned a desire to know how they (C. M. Plant and Col. 
Duyall) stood with reference to their application of Mr. Sparkman. 


Yours, very respectfully, S. M. SPARKMAN 


Chaurrman Democratic Executive Committee. 
Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, y 
Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 4, 1893. 


DEAR Sir: Since my last conversation with, and letter to, you in Wash- 
ington, the Hon. John A. Henderson, vice-president and general counsel for 
the Florida Central and Pensacola Railroad, has indorsed in very strong 
language Judge G. B. Sparkman for the position of collector of the port 
here, and as the Plant Investment Company is also friendly to his appoints 
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ment, of which I myself am personally « ognizant, the two largest interests 
in Tampa are thus united inhis behalf. Governor Mitchell, who had atfirst 
indorsed John T. Lesley, not knowing that the name of Judge Sparkman 
would be presented, has since written a letter very strongly indorsing Judge 
Sparkman in case Capt. Lesley’s name is not considered. ; 

From what the Secretary of the Treasury told us we presume the appoint- 
ment will be made within the next few days; and that Capt. Lesley’s name 
will hardly be considered. But it is rumored in South Florida that Sena- 
tors CALL and PAsco may unite in reeommending some one whose name has 
not yet been prominently mentioned in connection with that position. I 
have no means of ascertaining the truth of this, but if this is done I would 
like to have an opportunity of being heard on behalf of the State commit- 
tee, provided, of course, the President desires further information. 

Thanking you for your kindness and courtesy in the past, I remain, 

Very truly, yours, . bs 
S. M. SPARKMAN, 
Chairman State Executive Committee. 

Hon. HENRY T. THURBER, Washington, D. C. 

NOVEMBER 23, 1893 

DEAR Sik: When I wrote indorsing John T. Lesley for the position of col- 
jector of customs at Tampa, Fla., I did not know that the Hon. G. B. Spark- 
man would be a candidate. Having indorsed Mr. Lesley, I have felt that I 
could not with propriety write as I have wished to in behalf of Mr. Spark- 
man to your excellency. I am now informed that Mr. Lesley will not be 
appointed to the position. Under these circumstances I feel free to say that 
Mr. Sparkman’s appointment to the position will give the greatest satisfac- 
tion to the business men at Tampa and to our people generally. : 

He is well qualified to discharge the duties of the office, and I do most 
cheerfully recommend and indorse him as being, in my opinion, worthy of 
public trust with marked ability and credit, and recently as judge of the 
sixth judicial circuit court his record was one both he and his friends have 
reason to be proud of. He has faithfully served the party in the capacity of 
chairman of the county executive committee and in every campaign he has 
championed the cause of Democracy and responded to every call of the 

varty. 

: Mr Sparkman has always been a strong supporter of your Excellency, and 
at the State Democratic convention held at =e in June of last year 
warmly supported by avery able speech a resolution indorsing you, and 
through him and his friends his county is now the banner Democratic county 
of this State. Ihave intimately known him from his childhood. Heisa 
native Floridian, and there is no one in the State who is estimated more 
highly. 

[If your excellency sees proper to appoint Mr. Sparkman you will reward 
a true, deserving man, capable and willing to discharge his every duty, and 
by his appointment you will give a merited reward to him and his friends, 
who have steadfastly and loyally supported you both before and at the 
Chicago convention. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HENRY L. MITCHELL, 
Governor of Florida. 
His Excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President of the United States. 


DECEMBER 4, 1893. 

DEAR Sir: Since my conversation with you in connection with other 
members of the State executive committee of Florida a few weeks ago in 
regard to the position of collector of the port of Tampa, Judge Sparkmen, 
whom a majority of our committee recommended, has the indorsement of 
the Hon. John A. Henderson, vice-president and general counsel of the 
F. C. & P. R. R. system, and also a letter from Governor Mitchell indorsing 
Mr. Sparkman in case Capt. John T. Lesley’s nomination is out of the way. 
He had indorsed Capt. Lesley, not knowing that Judge Sparkman’s name 
would be brought forth. 

The governor, however, afterwards appointed Capt. Lesley to the office of 
clerk of the circuit court for this county, really for the purpose of putting 
himself in a situation that he might indorse Judge Sparkman. He also, 
about the same time, appointed Capt. Lesley’s son to the clerkship of the 
criminal court of this county, both of which positions are very lucrative. 

There is still another applicant for the collectorship, whose name we did 
not mention at our conference with you, viz, that of the Hon. J. W. Tram- 
mell; but he is also holding an important and lucrative position in the State, 
to which he has been appointed by Governor Mitchell. 

Supposing that the appointment would be made within a few days, I 
thought best to mention the above matters. 

Jery respectfully, yours, 
S. M. SPARKMAN, 
Chairman of the State Executive Committee. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C. 





[John A. Henderson telegram. ] 
MARCH 15, 1893. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I lived at Tampa thirty years, and know the personal and political stand- 
ing of the candidates for appoinfment for collector. Sparkman is a Demo- 
crat, and the only one ofthem who has always supported your Administra- 
tion. His appointment would be justifiable because of his persona) fitness 
and long yt | services, and would be acceptable to the business interests 
and would strengthen the Democrats locally and all over the State of 
Florida where he is known and highly appreciated. 

Yours, truly, JNO. A. HENDERSON. 
JUNE 8, 1893. 

DEAR SPARKMAN: Linclose you a letter for the President, which you 
will please present tohim. It is my desire to be in perfect accord with your 
committee, because I feel that any steps taken by the committee in relation 
to any Federal appointments will be in the interest of the Democratic party 
of this State. 

I hope you will protest against the appointment of Frank Clark for United 
States district attorney, Southern district of Florida. I join you in this 
matter, 

Truly yours, H. L. MITCHELL. 

Col. S. M. SPARKMAN, 

Chairman Democratic Hxecutive Committee of Florida, 
Washington, D. C. 


JUNE 8, 1894. 


Str: I take pleasure in saying that I am in perfect accord with the Demo- 
cratic executive committee of this State in reference to Florida appoint- 
ments. 


The members of this committee, as a rule, are Democrats, and gentlemen 
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of high character, and I hope that the recommendation of the committee 
may have due consideration at the hands of your Excellency 


Very respectfully, 
HENRY L. MITCHELL, 
Governor of Florida 
His Excellency GROVER CLEVELAND, 
President, Washington, D.C 
JUNE 9, 1893 

DEAR SiR: I have just heard that you had been informed that I was un 
favorable tothe appointment of G. B. Sparkman to the collectorship at 
Tampa. 

Now, I place but little reliance in such reports, and especially is this true 
in regard to Judge Sparkman. When I appointed Capt. Lesley to thec! 
ship of Hillsboro County I thought he would not after that be.an applic: 
for the collectorship, and Iso stated to him and at the same time s 
was a friend of Judge Sparkman and he a friend of mine 

That I felt a deep interest in the welfare of Tampa; that Sparkman would 
make a good collector and that his appointment would be satisfactory to 
the businessinterests of Tampa andif Lesley got out of the way, I should 
expect your assistance in pressing Judge Sparkman’s appointment. Since 
that time I have had no occasion to change my mind, and sincerely hope 
that in case Capt. Lesley is out of the race, you will use your influence in 
pressing Judge Sparkman’s appointment 

Yours truly, 





H. L. MITCHELL. 


Hon. S. PASco, United States Senator. 


H. B. Plant, presideut railroad company; H. M. Flagler, rail- 
road company and Standard Oil Company; Col. Duval, repre- 
senting Florida Central and Pensacola Railroad Company; 
Charles Dougherty, Thomas M. Shackelford, John A. Hender- 
son, W. D. Chipley, and S. A. Jones all recommend Sparkman. 

T. K. Spencer recommends Sparkman, and writes: 

* * * Anybody WILK. CALL recommends will not give satisfaction 
recommended by CALL have been independents and disorganizers. 

T. K. SPENCER, 
Former Deputy Collector of Customs 

When we examine the representation which the five corpora- 
tion rule persons, who control the majority of the so-called Dem- 
ocratic committee which met at Tampa, propose to allow the 
several counties, it is too plain for contradiction or even doubt 
that the means by which this is proposed to be done is by a 
packed convention, like that of 1892, in which the Democrats 
of the white counties are to be disfranchised by a suppression 
of their votes and by an unfair and exaggerated representation 
of selected counties, the control of which may be affected by a 
concentrated effort and by fraudulent means such as were made 
use of in Duval County in 1892, and against which the people 
revolted. 

Thus it will be seen that the county of Hillsboro, with a 
population of 14,941, of which 6,502 are white males, and 1,645 
are colored males, is allowed 28 votes; and the county of Jefier- 
son, with a population of 15,767, of which 12,190 are colored, and 
3,558 are white, of which 1,791 are white males and 5,922 are col- 
ored males, is allowed 24 votes, and the county of Duval 16 votes. 

Duval County has been in the last several State elections a 
Democratic county, and by the census of 1890 has a population of 
26,200, of which 11,970 are whiteand 14,830 are colored, of which 
6,089 are white males, and 7,641 are colored males. 

It requires the voters out of 1,700 white males to make Jeffer- 
son County Democratic and it requires voters out of 6,089 white 
Democratic males to make Duval County Democratic, but Jeffer- 
son County, where the colored people do not vote to any great 
extent, is allowed 8 more votes, or one-third more votes than 
Duval; that is, a voter in Jefferson is three timesa voter in Duval. 
The county of Hillsboro by the census of 1890 has a population 
of 14,941, a little more than one-half of the population of Duval, 
yet she is allowed 26 votes in the so-called Democratic conven- 
tion. 

Thus the Democratic convention is to be constituted not on 
the basis of registered Democrats whose party relations are 
known and certified by the Democrats of each county, but by the 
count of the votes as returned at the last election. If such re- 
turns, for any reason of mistake or design, because of the in- 
terest of local candidates, or as in the Duval primaries in 1892, 
because of a concerted design of corporate power and interest 
to control the State through fraudin Democratic primary elec- 
tions and county and State elections, then by this plan of the 
corporation-rule party mistakes, interest, or fraud are to be made 
the controlling factor of Democratic party power. 

The Republicans sought to control the people by the colored 
vote and by a suppression of the white vote. 

The design of the corporation rule people seems to be to con- 
trol the Democratic party by a suppression of the white Demo- 
cratic vote, and by an exaggerated count of the vote in the 
counties where there is a large colored vote and a small white 
vote. The proposition, therefore, of the corporation rule party is 
to seize the power of the Democratic people and the Democratic 
party bya suppression of the white Democratic voters. When 
we remember that twoof the most active, aggressive, and wealthy 
Republicans of the United States are the instigating power of 
this corporation rule movement, it is easy to sce that it has not 
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ip view th ce of the Democratic party and the perpetua- 
tion of its power. neither has it in view the success of the Re- 
public hn purty the Populist party, but is a railway corpora- 
tion rule party Lgl ' 

Th role onment for the Democrats of the State is 
lj th sits clearly the continued attempts of the same 
per yn poration rule in the State by the sup- 
pre ) vhite Democratic vote and the count of the en- 
tire colored male population as Democratic voters, When we 
connect ue fucts together and bear in mind that three of 


the creat iilroad corporation owners of the State are active, 
aggrossive.and leading Republicans, and that a railroad and land 
grant official under whose manipulations nearly all of the land 
in West llorida anda great part of that in Middle, East, and 
South llorida has been taken away from the operation of the 
homestead laws, and the right of the people to their free homes 


upon it denied to them to the end that they might be forced to | 


labor for years to pay the purchasers from the railroad compa- 
nies such price as they might choose to demand, is a candidate for 
the State senate in one county, and another railroad official in 
Nassau County is alsoa candidate for the State senate, the people 
can no longer doulat that the public policies which are founded 


on the Democratic principle that government must be for the | 


people, for the preservation of the people's lives, liberty, and 
property, and not for the preservation of the lives, liberty, and 
property of asmall part of the people, and to this end, that all 
power must be in the people, and their will, expressed in the 
proper forms of law, must be supreme, isnow being attacked and 
sought to be overthrown in our State. 

The organization, secretly, of arailroad-corporation-rule party, 


claiming to be Democrats; the establishment of the Citizen, a | 


corporation-rule newspaper, published at a great pecuniary loss 
in Jacksonville, and distributed gratuitously, under the name 
of a Democratic journal and professedly in the interest of Dem- 
ocratic rule, by three active, aggressive, and extreme Repub- 
licans, who own the great railway corporationsin Middle, East, 
and South Florida; the publication of The News, another cor- 
poration-rule newspaper in Pensacola, under the name of a 
Democratic newspaper; the candidacy in several counties of 
persons known to be and to have been for some years not only 
in the employment of the railroad corporations, but devoted to 
their interests, and active agents in all things for the establish- 
ment of their rule over the people and over the Democratic 
party, prove conclusively the truth of this statement and the 
purpose to create a corporation-rule party and to use either and 
all political parties as they may be in power for their own per- 
sonal ends, 

All over the State we find, with few exceptions, the newspaper 
press subject to their control, and opposing every effort to 
emancipate the people from bondage to them, and compel from 
them reasonable rates of transportation, and to abstain from 
attempting by bribery, corruption, and fraud to deprive the 
people of their right to govern the Democratic party and the 
State. 

I hope every voter in the State of Florida will read the fol- 
lowing record of the disposal of the public lands of the United 
States in the State of Florida in denial and deprival of the peo- 
ple’s right to free homes upon them, and when they read it re- 
member that all this has been accomplished not by any legisla- 
tion of our own State, for the Legislature has never granted any 
land to any railroad corporation except swamp and overflowed 
land. 

The process of converting dry, arable land suitable for free 
homes for the people into ‘‘swamp and overflowed land unfit for 
cultivation ” has been accomplished by the corporation agents 
through the Interior Departmentin Washington, and largely by 
some men now proposing to represent the people as a corpora- 
tion rule party in the Legislature of Florida, and to perpetuate 
upon the people of Florida the burden of a great debt of many 
millions of dollars for the payment of purchase money for the 
homes which by the laws of the country are their own without 
monoy and without price. 

This is the corporation rule party, which is intended to control 
the Democrats with a convention constituted ef 24 votes for 
Jefferson County with 1,700 white males, and 16 votes for Duval 
County with 6,400 white males, and with a Legislature of corpora- 
tion employés, attorneys, agents, sympathizers, and supporters 
in the name of the Democratic party. 

The following list of lands does not include the land on the 
Atlantic coast, nearly all of which is claimed to be the property 
of the owners of certain railroad and canal corporations, to the 
exclusion of all settlers under the homestead laws: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENBRAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1890. 
Sir; In compliance with your request of the 26th instant, relative to lands 


listed or approved to the State of Florida on account of the grant made b 
the act of May 17, 1856 (11 Stat., 15), for the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad 





JUNE 23, 


Company, I submit herewith a statement, by countik 
mately the amount so listed 
Very respectfully, 


s, Showing approxi- 


_W. M. STONE 


lion. WILKINSON CALL, 
Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. CO. 


Lands listed or approved to the State of Florida on account of 1 act ¢ 


, ‘ 
17, 1856, for the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad Compa y ay 
Name of county Acres, Name of county. ré 
| i 
Calhoun....... ecowes | 55, 665. 80 || Liberty - siemmaliannks 11, 056. 25 
Columbia ... | 20,077.89 || Madison ................ | 79" 113 98 
Gadsden ... | 24,149.82 || Santa Rosa : 14. 502, 02 
Hamilton . _....-.| 46,707.59 || Suwannee wisida 122' 198 45 
Holmes ; | 74,245.69 || Taylor ... wil dcinas ieee 1,717 
Jackson ...| 117,776.02 ||} Walton | 816,068 
Jefferson... ; y |} 9,902.43 || Washington . so 166, 960 { 
Lafayette eianenacenl Sanaa title 
SE siete ieidies ; ” | 14, 006, 35 PRE nc cnwkiteticinest 1K IS 00 
| | 


The following table will show the land claimed by the Florida 
Central and Peninsular Railroad Company, represented by Mr. 
John A. Henderson in Florida and Mr. 8. I. Wailes in Wash- 
ington City, and now by Mr. Cuttings of New York, as principal 
owner, and Mr. Duval, president of the railroad company: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 2. 

Sim: Referring to your request of this day relative to the quantity of land 
reserved in certain counties under the act of May 17, 1856, making a grant of 
lands to the State of Florida to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Amelia Island (Fernandina) on the Atlantic to the waters of Tampa Bay 
with a branch to Cedar aan on the Gulf of Mexico, you are advised that 
an approximate estimate shows as follows: 


| Primary Indemnity 





limits. | limits. 

Acres. Acres 
I cstv cnouig einen denies cocceel © 20 207, 260 
NE CODE «cas cnvcesencsegnas : nian 46, 080 120, 960 
dr ia 138, 240 157, 440 
I | 39,360 84, 480 
SN ne eneucbeonaue ca 89, 240 104, 800 
Alachua County........ ; ke ‘icheetell 37, 440 | 126, 720 


These figures represent in the aggregate the actual quantities covered by 
the withdrawal made for the benefit of said grant within the counties mer 
tioned without deducting therefrom the lands expected or in anywise lost to 
the grant, 
Respectfully, 


.W. M. STONE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 

United States Senate. 


REPORT OF TREASURER INTERNAL-IMPROVEMENT FUND. 
JANUARY 1, 1883 
See se se, =) 


TR ich etien alia Aiea hitiaian came een eee nn . aoe 
Tc naeacadniin ween sncenet mbbidtminaieminanipsmmints Ieee 
| ee etna earn sereceaalin ennitihtas ianedes Vinita eiereitdtialiiati diamant 2, 855. 45 
I ac eae ann iii taal ai alcatel dein ioral eens 16, 913. 66 
aaa a lalteilnin aieiael a eet Ee, | 
Its tania thai intih tase lili ele iat iii inne 5, 642. 3 





76. 80 
228. 00 


TU é patitedeudedue cn’ a 


43, 452. 00 
Page 155 of P. W. White’s report as commissioner of immi- 
gration, 1881-’82: 
INDEMNITY CERTIFICATES ASSIGNED 8. °, WAILES FOR SERVICES IN ADJUST- 
ING INDEMNITY CLAIMS. 





Acres. 

a Ee 4, 656.71 

nD Ut a cttirind ere seaman emia nmiastibtihsaanumnnstataininineaeeiidiinath 6, 162. 07 

SNL Wl shin bicicaste aeio to ot oti tani Ween matin dininitn a inpemnandawmbalinipiaene SRSA. 1, 214. 76 

ik ie eeierdinbnek og ene eteuss cunssesedceceus at sacesbetcmmlecaieia Gate 

ie A tindecoeden natensininnnedkeeuliatsainennisiananbewanedanaitdbanetnl 1, 276. 61 

ET EEN Ensinseuntedinedipeniabincecunet00ecclnhcencatdenchbnaeainye 1, 013. 96 

death 

15, 002. 03 

IN 5D. sits tedliaenddieiduanmendanneienaaouee 60, 008. 19 

i a ell 75, 010. 22 
$36,004.90. 


Of the lands reported above as sold 70,782.97 acres were sold to Sidney I. 
Wailes for $47,601, on his account as agent ofthe State at Washington in ad+ 
justing land. 

Page 156: 

Three thousand six hundred and fourteen and sixty-six hundredths acres 
were sold to Williams, Swan & Earley for $4,518.91. 

Page 154: 

Entered by S. I. Wailes during years 1881 and 1882 under his contract wit 
trustees for April 13, 1878, 21,664.03. 

Note: For selecting lands, 























‘ TAL DPW T 
1894. CONGRESSIONAL 

On page 13: 

‘ ite No. 1, for 1,013.96 acres being 20 per cent of the whole amount 
W lered to be a ned to 8S. I. Wailes in consideration of procuring said 
ce ite, he being entitled to 20 per cent thereof under his contract with 
th rd of truste 

() page I3L: 

ell I 1881, t x laid befor oard f 
SW »lan received from the General Land Office 1 
patents hay een obtained through the agency of Sidr ) 
under his contract with the board isentitled to 8 percent 
ented of selections made by the State prior to 1861, the sai i 
to select the quantity of 1,956.92 acres, being 8 per cent 
ented, in compensation for his services. 

That the lands selected by Charles Pomeroy (clerk and agent of L. G. Den 
nis) in compensation for his services in procuring patents for 58,454.01 acre 
of amp lands, which have not already been entered, be reserved from sa 
unti thequ stion at issue between said Pomeroy and L. G. Dennis shall b 
decided or until the further order of the board 

Note: Elsewhere it appears that 5,800 acres were so « iveyed July 25, 1881 

igo 130: 

That Sydney I. Wailes be appointed agent of the board to select any fur- 
ther swamp lands to which the State may be entitled under the act of Sep- 
tem! 28, 1850, and that in compensation he shall receive 2 cents per acre 
for all lands selected by him and patented tothe State, tobe paid in lands at 
current prices. 

Under this authority it is believed 7,000,000 acres have been selected at 
Washington, and this, at 2 cents an acre, would be $140,000 in land at current 
pri ( 


age 130; 


May 31. Governor laid before board swamp-land indemnity certifle ites, 
ete. Certificate No. 8, embracing 1,677.92 acres, assigned to said Wailes for 
his services 5 

129. Patent No. 21, Tampa district 
Two hundred and fourteen thousand two hundred and seventy-one and 


seventy-six hundredths acres, selected priorto 1861, obtained through the 
agency of S. I. Wailes; 17,141.76 acres Mr. Wailes entitled to locate ash 
percentage, embraced in Tampa patent, No. 21. 

Twenty-five thousand eight hundred and ten dollars and thirty-six ce 
20 per cent toS. I. Wailes for his services, or 5,162.07 acres 

April 23, 4,639.51 acres to S. I. Wailes for services 


nt 





Report of C. L. Mitchell, commissioner in 1885~-’86, states: 

Of lands reported above as sold, 32,546.76 acres were sold to S. I. Wailes for 
$21,465.80 on hisaccount as agent for the State, at Washington, in adjusting 
land claims under his contract with the trustees of October 16, 1878, and 29 
647.53 acres were sold to John H. Henderson for $20,580.21 on his account as 
agent of the State for selecting swamp lands under his contract with board 
of trustees of internal-improvement fund 

Let us now add to this the private and personal interest of a 
few men in the alleged grant to the State under act of May 17, 
1856, for the construction of railroads: 

Mr. S.I. Wailes, swamp and overflowed lands, 214,909.34 acres, at 

$i anacre ae 
In money 
Grant of May 


$214, 909. 34 
140, 000. 00 


85,000 acres, valued at $3 per acre.............-.. 249, 000. 00 
603, 909. 34 
Wailes . ae fie Coe eta ee 603, 909. 34 
Johnson, of New York, 85,000 acres, 83 per acre - -----. 255, 000. 00 
Edwin N. Dickinson, esq., 350,000, at $8 per acre........ .-..-1, 050, 000, 00 
S. I. Wailes, 1831-82: Acres. 
Indemnity certificates assigued for services - . 75,010.22 
Sold S. I. Wailes, on his account as State agent at Washington in 
adjusting land 70, 752. 97 


1881-"82. Entered by 8S. I. Wailes, under his contract with trustees 
of April 13, 1878.. aceade a re : 
Certificate No. 1, being 20 per cent of whole amount for recovering 

same under his contract with trustees 1,073 


06 


.19 
1, 956. 92 
5, 800. 00 


176, 288. 11 





Novy. 1,1881 


Right per cent of patents 
July 25, 1881 seens 


May 31. Indemnity certificates assigned S. I. 
Washington 


Wailes, agent at 


Assigned Mr. Wailes for services - “ 17, 141. 76 
To Mr. Wailes, $25,810.36, in land ac 5, 162. 07 
April 23. Mr. Wailes, for services 4, 639. 51 


Total 


The total area of Florida is Sa Re 2 _.. 35, 713, 600 
There has been granted by the United States: 


The internal-improvemeut act, 1845 ............. 500, 000 
Swamp lands surveyed.....-. wikehinnheneiinad . 18,131, 345 
Swamp lands unsurveyed (estimated) ................... 7, 000, 000 
TOGS MUN VOREE, BOD LEG once cccccocncccomeseescquescececes 908, 503 
a sshtabareseieens 92, 000 
Railroad grants, 1856_. oe ial ee Ra ad oe 2, 275, 570 





28, 007, 418 


Balance for settlers under the United States.............._.. 6, 806, 182 
Only about one-sixth of the State, which was practically all Government 
land when this policy began! 
The approximate amount saved by this bill is 695,040 acres on the Pensa 
cola line, and 576,000 acres on the Waldo-Tampa line. 


I appeal to all good Democrats, all good citizens, all true men, 
who believe in free government, and the people's right to hap- 
piness and comfort, and to the protection of their lives, liberties, 
and property, to arouse themselves, to organize, to be wide 
awake, to consider carefully the men who ask them for their 
suffrages, and to vote for no man, for delegate to conventions or 





21, 664.03 | 
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‘candidate for any office, who is not known to be oppo to 

poration rule, whois not faithful to Democracy and to 
eople, and who is not incorruptible. 

‘he weapon with which your enemies will assail you is mon 

| the insidious forms of corruption and bribery. The 
16 newspaper press will be hired to defame, disparage, and 
belittle all your true friends, and all who value the Democratic 
ty and its principles above corporation rule and the monopo 
ll the sources of wealth and property, through land grant 

d vates of freight and transportation, by a few men, havi 
no acquaintance with the people and no t 
ment and happiness, 

Let me bid you, then, awake, o , and send 1 to you 
Legislature and to all public offices who, like the fifty-two 
Democrats and faithful friends of the peoplein the Leg 
of 1891, will pass through the temptations and wiles « 
enemies of Democracy and republican government 
unscathed, and unsuspected. 

Lask,if there bo no objection to its consideratio t 8 
resolution may be now voted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The qi ion ison ree th 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LIshould like to have the resolution ’ 1 
read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HiLL. What is the proposition, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreein oO 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida which | 
just been read. 

M Hille. Lhave no objection, of course, to the con \ 
tion of the resvlution if the Senator desires to have it con 
é red now, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request of the Senato 
from Florida. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to objeet 
to any inquiry relating to fraud in the election of Senato 
or Representatives, but I appeal to the Senator from Florida 
vhether a sufficient foundation has been laid fora broad and gen 


eral investigation into the conduct of the Legislatures of the 
several States in the election of Senators. hat 
no such foundation has been laid. 

[f the Senator wishes to examine into anything which has oc- 
curred, or is alleged to have occurred, in Florida I should not 
at all object; but it seems to me the resolution is too broad in 
making a general declaration of this kind, or in making a par 
ticular declaration as to fraud extending over the whole United 
States. 

{ do not think, so far as the State where [ live and the 
surrounding that region are concerned, that there is any 


ence 


[t seems to me 


SLAbtes 
in 
exercised by corporations directly or indirectly in the 
elections of Senators or Representatives. If there is such an 
influence exercised in the State of Florida, and the Senator says 
[should be willing to vote for an investigation with great 
pleasure, and should be willing to punish corporations or indi 
vidual t done in ‘t to elections of Sen- 


Sv, 


for any misconduct 
ators and Representatives. 

[ do not like to see these broad and sweeping declarations 
made against the whole people of the United States, as if om 
people were using corrupt means in their elections. Ifsuch w 
the case, it would subvert our republican form of government 
It is a bad sign when such sweeping and broad allegations 
made, and they should never be made unless there is some foun- 
dation for such accusations. 

If anything has been done in the State of Florida by corpora 
tions or others which is wrong and improper, and if the Senator 
will confine his resolution to an inquiry into that subject, Ishould 
be very glad to vote for such a proposition, and if any foundation 
ean be shown for it, I should be willing to make it even broader 
than that. Still, the power of the Senate ison the other side of 
the Chamber, and if they desire to examine into elections al 
over the United States, I do not know thatI care much about it; 
but it seems like making accusations against ourselves, as if in 
some: way or other we held our seats here by fraud. That could 
not occur except perhapsin a particular case, and when that case 
is presented it ought to be examined into. 

As I have said, if there has been anything wrong in the Flor- 
ida elections at any time and the Senator from Florida says so, 


respe 


are 
ab 


his word is enough for me; and I should vote for a committee 
to investigate that particular offense; but to order, without 


specific allegations, a broad and 
acter, I do not think is proper. 
Mr. CALL. I desire to say, in reply to the Senator from 
Ohio, that there is no charge of fraud against anybody in this 
resolution. There is an allegation that there is ground for 
inquiry in respect to organized efforts of the railroad corpora- 
tions to control the State of Florida. I said inmy remarks that 


general inquiry of this char 
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one reason was that corporations were organizing there, not be- 
cause of what had been done, not as to fraud which had been 
committed, but as to remedial legislation, to prevent the in- 
fluence upon elections of corporate bodies, organized for that 
purpose, and acting in that direction. 

{ makeno charge of fraud in any State Legislature; nor do I 
desire to investigate any State election that has occurred or any 
legislative election. The resolution raises the question 
whether it is to the interest of any political party and to the 
perpetuity of our institutions that there should be a corporation- 


rule party, organized at the instance and with the money and | 


power of corporations, which are chartered for business pur- 
poses and for business purposes alone, notin the interests of one 
party or the other, 

Mr. President, the time has now expired in which we agreed 
to discuss the resolution, and I ask that it may go over, retain- 
ing its place. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


* hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from @éhe President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 21st instant approved and signed the act (5.513) 
granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs Keserva- 
tion, in the State of Arkansas, to the Barry Hospital. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask that it may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first state the pend- 
ing question, which is on the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 54, line 22, after the word ‘' prop- 
erty,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ owned;” so as to read: 

And income from all property owned and of every business, trade, or pro- 


fession carried on in the United States by persons residing without the 
United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or- 


' dered on the amendment. The Secretary will call the roll. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there isjno objection to that amend- 
ment. Iask unanimous consent that the call for the yeas and 
nays may be withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. The 
amendment will be considered as agreed to, in the absence of 
objection. The next amendment reported by the Committee 
on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 24, after the words 
‘United States,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and not citizens 
thereof.” 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, yesterday may well be known in 
the future history of this country as Populist day. The distin- 
guished Senator from South Dakota (Mr. KYLE], recognizing 
the fact that one of the leading principles of his new party was 
at stake, led off inan elaborate speech in favor of the principle 
of a graduated income tax, and the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] brought up the rear in defense of the 
same principle. It was entirely fitting that the beginning and 
substantially the end of the debate should have been had by 
those distinguished Senators, who peculiarly and especially 
represented that principle now proposed to be adopted by an 
American Congress. 

The time, in my judgment, was not wasted, a from 
their pointof view. Their platform had been attacked, not ours; 
their particular principle was at stake, not ours. It was their 
peculiar province to vigorously and zealously defend that prin- 
ciple, and they did so ably. I listened to them with great at- 
tention. . It was therefore, I say, proper that they should have 
monopolized a large portion of the time yesterday. 

Mr. President, there may never be such an opportunity for 
them again. It was right to improve it. There may never occur 
again a time in the history of this Government when one of 
their principles will oceupy so much of the public attention and 
attract so much of interest as it did yesterday. 

They have suceeedtd in doing what? By manipulation, by 
negotiation, by argument, by entreaty, by something, possibly 
by rerson of its own intrinsic merits, they have managed to in- 
corperate in a Democratic reform tariff bill one of the essential 
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principles of their party. They undoubtedly naturally fee] 
proud of the success of their efforts. Ido not begrudge them 
their victory. I differ with them in regard to the propriety of 
the tax itself, but I am willing that they shall have all the glory 
which attaches to the triumph. 

It was suggested to me by one of the friends of the Populist 
p irty the other day as a reason why this principle was interpo- 
ated in the bill that he was afraid thatif it had been placed 
here upon its own merits it might either have been abandoned 
by its Democratic friends, or else if it did pass it would meet with 
the President's veto. That may or may not be the true reason 
why it was attached to this measure. Certainly the friends of 
free coinage, the friends of those who believe in the coinave of 
the seigniorage, the friends of the repeal of the State bank tax 
have not seen fit to adopt any such tactics. Those principles have 
been allowed to pass by, those principles have been sacrificed. 
There has been no attempt to place them upon the pending bill 
in order that they might compel the President to approve the 
bill with those principles in it, but it has simply been adopted 
80 far as this one Populistic principle is concerned. 

But before commenting further upon the speeches of those 
distinguished representatives of the Populist party made on the 
great Populist day of yesterday, especialiy devoted to their in- 
terest, I desire to speak a few words in regard to other remarks 
which were made yesterday in favor of the income-tax proposi- 
tion. I always like to hear the speeches of the distinguished 
Senator from Colorado |[Mr. TELLER]. He always speaks ably, 
earnestly, and I think sincerely; and I do him the credit and 
justice to say that he endeavors to present those arguments 
which will convince his hearers. He wastes no time in clap- 
trap; he proceeds directly to the point involved. He did not 
resort to the subterfuge of claiming that this is intended simply 
as a temporary policy of the Government. 

He repudiates the suggestion made by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] that it is intended simply as 
a temporary expedient. True to his nature and his course in 
the Senate in the past, he boldly says he favors it as a perma- 
nent policy of this Government, and not simply to meet an ex- 
isting emergency, although he says it is necessary for that pur- 
ose. But he goes further, and says that it is a just tax; that 
it is an equitable tax; that it is a tax which ought to be incor- 
porated in the fiscal system of this great Republic of ours. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado has assumed to do 
what no one upon this side of the Chamber has endeavored to do. 
He has endeavored to convince us and to convince the country 
that these moneys are actually needed for the benefit of our Treas- 
ury. [donotsoregard it. I believe—at least that is the Demo- 
cratic hope—that the tariff bill, as soon as it may go into opera- 
tion, will produce almost sufficient revenue from the tariff articles 
alone, aside from the income tax, to produce enough money to 
run the Government. That is the Democratic theory of the bill. 
Of course the Senator from Colorado attacks it. He has sub- 
mitted to you a statement which of course attacks the policy of 
our side. 

[In defense of the scheme of income taxation he has to say that 
you have reduced the rates so much or have not reduced them 
sufficiently to produce revenues enough to support the Govern- 
ment. It was the Democratic theory when the bill was first sug- 
gested that there should be a sufficient reduction of tariff duties 
in order to realize enough money to support “the Government 
economically administered. It was believed and predicted that 
that reduction could be so effected that by reason of increased 
importations there would be more than enough realized to sup- 
port the Government. But, according to the argument of the 
Senator from Colorado, made sincerely here, we are shown this is 
to be the fact, that the Democratic party has not reduced the 
duties sufficiently or has framed the bill in such a formand such 
a way that you have simply substituted for revenue duties in- 
come-tax duties. 

We have labored for years, in season and out of season, to con- 
vince the country that the tariff is a tax, and now we have con- 
vinced them not only that the tariff is a tax, but that it is an 
income tax which we are after. What good is it to the country 
tosubstitute simply one form of taxationforanother? I thought 
there was to be a reduction of tariff taxation of some account. I 
supposed that by reason of the reduction there would be such 
increased importations that asufficient amount of money to meet 
the needs of the Government would be realized. But it seems I 
was mistaken; it seems that this side of the Chamber was mis- 
taken; it seems we have been making false appeals to the coun- 
try, and now we are asked to accept the explanation of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Colorado. It may or may not be ac- 
cepted by our friends upon this side of the Chamber. , 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a statement of the condition 
of the Treasury on the 3lst day of May, it being the last state- 
ment which has been presented to the public. It shows the 
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there was a cash balance in the Treasury on the 3lst day of May, 
1894, of $117,854,355.85. Tam not prepared here now to point 
out particularly how much of this is intended for gold reserve. 
Iam here simply to say that the Treasury is not bankrupt. I 
am here to say that you have a surplus in your Treasury to-day. 
Iam here to say that if your tariff bill is worth anything at all 
it ought to bring, by reason of revived conditions of trade and 
by reason of increased importations, sufficient money into the 
Treasury to support the Government. 

When the five years shall have elapsed and your income tax 
expires by its own limitation, how are you then to support the 
Government? From the argument of the Senator from Colo- 
rado you will have nothing to support it; you will be running in 
debt. Is that the feast to which weare invited; is that the spec- 
tacle we are to witness? Are we not making a tariff bill which 
we will expect to last for along number of years? In making 
such a bill, is it not our duty toward our country to make not 
only a tariff bill which will be acceptable to-day, but which wiil 
be acceptable and satisfactory five years from now, aye, ten 
years? 


The bill which we ought to pass here should not be disturbed | 


for many long years tocome. We should realize the important 
fact that we are legislating not only for to-day, but for to mor- 
row and for many years tocome. As I said afew days ago, I 
am opposed to this temporary policy. Let us make a bill which 
will last, which can stand criticism, and which will meet the 
demands and needs of the Treasury for years to come. 

There is nothing in the argument that the needs of the Traas- 
ury require an income tax. No one has ventured here to dis- 
pute the statement of the distinguished chairman of the Finance 
Committee in his first speech, when he showed that there was 
about $3,000,000 surplus, even according to his own figures, and 
without the income tax. These figures were based upon the im- 
portations of 1892-93, when trade was depressed, when pros- 
perity did not abound in the country; and it is our hope, it is 
our belief, itis the Democratic creed, at least, that by reason of 
revived trade and the prosperous conditions of the country the 
law will produce more than sufficient revenues for the support 
of the Government, throwing the income tax aside. 

Mr. President, the same distinguished Senator entered an em- 
phatic denial that erg | features of the proposed law are inquis- 
itorial, or said that at least they are not any more inquisitorial 
than the statute laws of many of the States. Mr. Carlisle, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in a recent interview admitted the 
inquisitorial features of the tax. It is claimed now that they 
have been somewhat modified. In his annual report he sug- 
gested a certain income-tax measure which was intended to 
avoid inquisitorial features. He did not recommend an indi- 
vidual income tax. He recommended simply a tax upon corpor- 
ate investments. 

In one form you might consider it a corporate tax; in another 
it is an individual tax, but a tax upon investments made in cor- 
porations. His argument is thata man’sinvestmentsin corpora- 
tions are inevitably more or less public. All corporations pub- 
lish annual or quarterly statements of their affairs, and they do 
so voluntarily or are required to do so by law. The theory of 
the measure which the Secretary recommended is, that if a busi- 
ness man should be required to exhibit his investments in cor- 
porations, there would be no unusual or undue publicity. There 
is force in that suggestion. There is some reason why there 
should be, in that view of the case, simply a tax upon corporate 
investments. The Secretary, in his annual report, says: 

The assessments or returns need not be based upon information extorted 
by the law from the persons charged with their payment, but upon the pub 
lic records and the regular and authentic accounts of the corporations and 
companies in which the investments have been made; and they have the 
additional merit of being imposed entirely upon that part of the citizen’s 
income which is not earned by his labor or skill, but which, in the cases of 
legacies and successions, is acquired by mere operation of law or by gratul- 
tous bequest; and in the case of incomes from investments in corpora- 
tions and joint stock companies, by the simple earning capacity of his cap- 
ital as such, without personal effort upon his part. 

Secretary Carlisle, the distinguished financier of the Demo- 
cratic party in its great crisis, a gentleman in whom we all pro- 
fess to have implicit confidence, did not venture to recommend 
this individual income tax; he did not venture to recommend a 
tax upon labor or the skill of man. He simply recommended 
a tax which would not be inquisitorial in its features. He sim- 
ply recommended a tax whereby whatever moneys should be in- 
vested in corporations might be taxed, and as those investments 
were more or less a matter of public concern and were open more 
or less to the public eye, there could be no harm in taxing those. 
That was the argument. That was the tax that the President 
of the United States recommended. It isnotthis tax. It bears 
no comparison to it. 

The same distinguished Senator spoke of the custom-house in- 
quisition. Mr. President, in the first place the custom-house 
inquisition is more or less a matter of absolute necessity. It 
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was of course established many long years ago, and related only 
to foreigners or passengers coming into our country. Those 
were the good old days before half of America went to Europe 
and then returned again, and jit was a procedure imposed upon 
foreigners coming to this country. The Senator has been abroad 
unquestionably and has come back into the country, and he 
knows, as he must know, that these investigations are more or 
less a mere matter of form. ‘There is the most casual examina- 
tion possible as a rule. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to say that I made no complaint of the customs laws in that par- 
ticular? 

Mr. HILL. It was an illustration. 

Mr. TELLER. I merely mentioned it as an illustration that 
while they are objectionable and offensive to a great many peo- 
ple, they are absolutely necessary for the collection of the reve- 
nue, and on that ground defensible. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not seeking to defend them especially upon 
the ground of absolute necessity. 

Mr. TELLER. They are necessary. 

Mr. HILL. But they are more orlessa matter of form. They 
are not so bad as theyare called, because innine cases out of ten 
the customs officials can tell whoare honest and genuine bona 
fide passengers coming to our country, and a hasty examination 
of the trunks is all there is to do usually. 

Mr. President, the necessary inquiries which must be made at 
the custom-house do not furnish, it seems to me, a sufficient 
argument why an income tax should be placed upon the statute 
books of the country whereby every person who pays the tax can 
be at almost any season of the year summoned before a collector 
or a deputy collector and put through a series of questions. 

Mr. President, a great deal has been said about the enormity 
of tariff taxation. I call attention to the remark made by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] when he said—and I agree 
with him in that particular— 


There is no government in the world whose citizens feel the hand of the 
National Government as lightly as they feel it here. Nobody has felt its 
burden. 


That is substantially true. That is because your taxation has 
been indirect. Thatwas the taxation recommended by Thomas 
Jefferson. That is because it has been unseen substantially, and 
unfelt for a long number of years. Yet the proposition is (and 
to a certain extent the Senztor from Colorado joins in the de- 
mand) that you substituts ior this unseen, almost unfelt, taxa- 
tion, direct, inquisitorial income taxes. 

Mr. PEFFER. A tax that is felt. 

Mr. HILL. It is proposed to substitute it for a tax that is 
felt. I accept that suggestion. 

Mr. President, I do not see the logic of that argument. I 
think it convicts itself of inconsistency. If tariff taxes have 
been unfelt for so many years, if nobody has felt their burden, 
if they have been paid almost cheerfully by the people of the 
country, then I see no reason why you should turn around and 
substitute other taxes in their place which will be felt. 

But, itis said that the citizens of my Stateand of other States 
will evade this tax, will possibly perjure themselves toavoid its 
payment. Idonotclaim that the citizens of New York State 
are any more honest or more anxious to pay taxes than the citi- 
zens of any other State inthe Union. Humannature isthe same 
everywhere. The history of the world proves that oppressive 
and odious taxes will be evaded. History proves that men will 
take questionable means to avoid their payment, especially if 
the whole community sympathizes with them in their effort to 
evade the taxes. My people will do no more than the people of 
North Dakota and the people of Nebraska’‘or the people of Colo- 
rado. They will pay them as honestly and cheerfully as the peo- 
ple of those States, although they will pay ten, twenty, thirty 
times as much. There will be some perjuries. There will be 
some evasions. There will be some efforts, of course, to avoid 
these taxes. 

Mr. President, there need not necessarily be perjury per se. 
This tax can be evaded—evaded in what manner? Let me call 
your attention to certain provisions of the bill. In estimating 
the gains and profits of a person these are the things which 
must be included: 

The amount of sales of live stock, sugar, cotton, wool, butter, cheese, 
pork, beef, mutton, etc., * * * being the growth or produce of the estate of 
such person, less the amount expended in the purchase or production of said 
stock or produce, and not including any part thereof consumed directly by 
the family. 

Then it provides that— 

In computing incomes the necessary expenses actually incurred in carry- 
ing on any business, occupation, or profession shall be deducted. 

What field does this leave open to every man engaged in a 
large producingjbusiness, in the raising of live stock, in the rais- 
ing of sugar, in the making of butter, and in operating large 
farms—to men engaged in these extensive industries? He hasa 
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right to deduct all his e 





penses, the amount expended in the 


wroduction of these article 
; yusiness. Who is to judge of the propriety of this expense ex- 
rt largely hi lf? 


oo 


s there any reason why a gentleman of wealth with a great 
stock farm, having a large family of boys coming up between 18 
and 25 ye of age, shall not give them a large salary upon the 
ground o ices rendered in the raising of cattle, in the rais- 
ing of v in the raising of cotton? Can he not give his wife 


nsalary, too? Can he not give it to his hired man, his nephew, 
living with him? Can ho not have an arrangement with those 
people whereby he has some drawbacks? 

You may say these are dishonest practices. They are prac- 
tices that can not be detected. Are you to summon a jury to 
have it determine in every case of an income tax whether these 
charges and expenses are excessive or not? Is the question of 
the good faith of the man to be determined by a jury or by 
some other form? Are you not obliged to accept his statement, 
substantially, as tothe amount of those expenses? Otherwise, 
sir, you will be engaged in litigation all the while. 

[t opens a door to fraud. Men can make their expenses what 
they please, and they will make them large if thereby they can 
escape this tax. Mo other form of taxation opens up this field, 
unless it is some of this infamous ad valorem custom-house tax- 
ation, where the business men are in the hands of the experts, 
and the experts differ, of course, greatly, honestly or uninten- 
tionally,and sometimesintentionally. But asidefrom that there 
is no field of taxation that can be devised which opens up such 
opportunities for fraud and evasion, and it is fraud and evasion 
for which there is no proper remedy. 

Mr. President, you will pardon me for suggesting that I notice 
the word ‘‘cotton”’ isinitalics. Itseems that the other House in 
framing this measure omitted to provide for any income tax 
upon the profits raised from cotton. Of course it was an inad- 
vertence. Of course there was no effort made to make the bill 
sectional, and our fair-minded Finance Committee here, em- 
bracing the interestsof the whole country, with patriotic ardor 
seized the opportunity to put in this great product of the South. 

Therefore, we find inserted in the bill in italics ‘* cotton.” 
Possibly it may have been omitted because our planters in years 
past have not been making any money, but when we shall have 
this bill in complete and fuil operation everybody is expected to 
get rich, cotton planters and all; everybody is expected to have 
large incomes; and, therefore, it was very proper that cotton 
should be enumerated with sugar,and wool, and butter, and 
cheese, and all the other products of the country. It came a lit- 
tle late, though, that suggestion about cotton. Cotton almost got 
left out. 

Mr. President, right here let me speak a word about the ex- 
emptions of this bili. Weare not starting out upon a new ex- 
periment in one view, and in another we are. There are income- 
tax statutes in other countries. It is true there are none ina 
republic. That is just simply a little circumstance that has 
happened, that a republic never had an income tax except dur- 
ingawar. But Prussia has one, Denmark has one, Austria has 
one, and England has one. All monarchical governments have 
one to extort moneys from an unwilling people. Prussia’s ex- 
emption is $225, Germany's from $70 to 8600, Denmark’s $215, 
Austria’s $113, England's $750, and ours here as now proposed 
is $3,000. 

Mr. President, why is there this distinction maintained so 
zealously and earnestly in the bill? What ground exists why 
there should be this exemption? Senators who have discussed 
this question have evaded it. There is not one of them who has 
addressed the Senate who has endeavored to defend this exemp- 
tion or to point out why it should exist. Can it be possible that 
it is intended to represent the difference in wages, the differ- 
ence in the cost of living between this country and England and 
those other countries? It has been denied over and over again 
that there was very much difference in the cost of living and 
very much difference in wages; and yet it is ga to make 
a difference between the amount of $750 and 83,000. 

It is true that what $750 will answer for an Englishman in 
, England it requires $3,000 in America to purchase the same 
; comforts, to live in the same manner, to enjoy the same priv- 
ileges? I say this large exemption is a “‘ give away ”upon all 
we have beon claiming and clamoring for during so many years. 
We have been saying, of course, that the expenses of living in 
this country were somewhat larger. We have beencontending, 
and properly so, that wages were higher in this country, and I 
: am very giad to know that fact; that our workingmen live 
better in this country than they doin England and those other 
countries, and that there are many hundreds of dollars differ- 
ence in the expenses of living; but, sir, there is no such differ- 
ence a8 $750 and $3,000; $750 and $1,000 would represent the true 
difference. 
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Mr. President, if this bill passes it has got to be defended bo- 


,and the amount expended in his | fore the people, it has got to be defended by Democrats every- 


where; and I suggest to your own good judgment, in the inter- 
ests of honest legislation againstclass legislation, in the interest 
of the party that enacts it, that you shall make this bill the least 
objectionable possible. ‘The higher you make your exemption 
the harder it will be to defend the bill. It represents more than 
the mere cost of living. Three thousand dollars exemption, 
whata large amount this is! 

etme quote from what a distinguished gentleman, who ha 
given his lifetime to the study of these economic questions, says 
upon this subject: 

The authors of the proposed income tax now before Congress especially 
proclaim that the chief object sought by them inthis measure isto transfer 
the burdens of the State from the shoulders of the poor to those of the rich 
It is, therefore, interesting to note where they propose to draw the line in 
respect to charity and as to the amount of property the possession or en 
joyment of which, in their opinion, constitutes riches. 

if we assume 56 per cent as about the present annual average profit on 
money, land, or other property in the United States over and above all 
chares and taxes, then an exemption of $3,000, in an assessment under an 
income tax, would represent an accumulation, or business, or profession of 
the value of $60,000. 

Sixty thousand dollars put out atinterest at 5 per cent brings 
$3,000, and yet it is proposed to reach the rich by the bill and 
exclude the poor. It has been said that New York is built up 
of wealthy men. We have millionaires there; we have men in 
moderate circumstances, but, sir, a man with $60,000 invested 
at 5 per cent is considered fairly well off in New York or in any 
other State of this Union. He isarich man out in Kansas, is 
he not, I ask the Senator from Kansas? I say to you right here 
that it is hard to find now good investments at5 percent. I but 
speak the sentiment of the business community when I say that 
good investments at 5 per cent are rare. They are difficult to 
find, 


If we tako— 

The same gentleman from whom I[ am quoting says— 
the rate at which the United States can borrow money, namely, 3 per cent, 
then an exemption of $3,000 would represent an accumulation of a citizen in 
vested in United States securities of $100,000. And according to any fair in 
terpretation of the action of the committee reporting a $3,000 exemption, a 
citizen who is worth less than $60,000 of ordinary property yielding income 
or $100,000 of property invested in United States bonds, is a legitimate ob 
ject of national charity. 

In other words, if a citizen of this country invests his money 
in Government bonds at 3 per cent, he realizes $3,000, and he 
has an investment of $100,000; and yet that man is proposed to 
be exempted. A man worth $100,000 is pretty well off in any 
part of the country. That is the difficulty with this high ex- 
emption. It is utterly indefensible. As I said the other day, 
the matter of exemption is a matter of governmental favor or 
charity. 

A map must pay his just debts, yet when you issue an execu- 
tion against his property the law in itsmercy, wisdom, and char- 
ity steps in and saves a few paltry hundred dollars, which shall 
be exempt. Youhavea homestead exemption of a thousand dol- 
lars, but here in the pending bill, intended to reach the rich 
men of the country, you absolutely exempt men worth $60,000, 
where they have an investment of 5 per cent, and $100,000 where 
they invest it in bonds of the country, drawing 3 per cent inter- 
est. 

In my humble judgment it will be a most serious mistake for 
the friends of the bill not to accept the amendments which may 
be offered to perfect it, to make it a bill which can be somewhat 
defended upon the stump and in the press and before the people 
of this country. If those in charge of the bill do not wish to do 
it they are at liberty, of course, to refuse. I was pleased that 
yesterday an amendment was offered to fix the exemption at 
$3,000. An amendment to fix itat$1,0000f course would greatly 
perfect the bill and make it more acceptable to the people of the 
country who want to do what is just and right. Of course, it 
would not be acceptable to those who a, desire to reach a 
certain class and who want to make the bill as objectionable as 
they can to the charge of class legislation. 

To the latter class [ have nothing to say, but [ appeal to those 
who want to perfect the bill, whowant to make it an honest bill, 
who want to make it a bill which can be defended, who want to 
make ita bill which, after full and fair discussion before the 
people, will stand the test of criticism to atleast make itas unob- 
jectionable as it is possible to make an income-tax law. 

Take a case where a State has direct taxation and where real 
estate as a rule is required to be taxed. What would you think 
of a State which, having a system of direct taxation whereby all 
real estate is taxed according to its value, exempts all real es- 
tate which does not produce a rental of $3,000? 

Would not that be an unusual exemption? Would it not be 
unheard of, unjustifiable, indefensible anywhere? 


If it were proposed to levy a tax of 2 per centon annual incomes below 
$3,000 in amount and exempt all incomes above this sum, the unequal and 
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discriminating character of the exemption would be at once apparent; and 


yet an income tax exempting all incomes below $3,000 is equally unjust and 
discriminating. In either case the exemption can not be founded or de- 
fended on any sound principles of free constitutional government, and is 
simply a manifestation of tyrannical power under whatever form of govern- 
ment it may be enforced. The great republican principle of equality before 
the law and constitutional law itself alike preciude any exemption of in- 
come derived from like property. 

We should take no narrow view of this question. It is impos- 
sible to discuss the question of I'ederal taxation without consid- 
ering at the same time the question of all taxation. Of course 
the I"ederal taxation, namely, customs taxation, does notof itself 
distribute burdens equally, but when taken in connection with 


a still greater amount of taxation, namely, your State, your | as 
| ship. 


county, and local taxation, then the whole tax is distributed 
substantially equally. If you must have an income tax, then 
abolish all your tariff taxesand haveincome taxation to raise all 
your Federal revenues. Do not have parts of two systems. Do 
not let the General Government take and monopolize the tariff 
system of taxation, the indirect system, and then turn around 
and take from the States the other systems of taxation which 
were intended peculiarly for their benefit. There isample room 
in the tariff field. Let the States have the other fields which 
are open to them. 

Has anyone here discussed the question of the effect of what 
this taxation will be upon the States of this Union? I hold in 
my hand a volume containing the collateral inheritance laws of 
the various States. They have such laws in Maryland; they 
have them in Connecticut; they have them in New York; they 
have them in divers other States, whereby there is assessed a 
certain sum upon all inheritances of personal property or gifts 
made in view of death. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the book the Senator from 
New York has? 

Mr. HILL. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two. 

Mr. HOAR. Such a law has very recently been passed in 
Massachusetts. I do not know whether it is included in the 
volume the Senator has. 

Mr. HILL. I do notsee the Massachusetts law here. In sub- 
stance this tax is 5 per cent upon all inheritances and gifts. 
This tax raises a large amount of money for the governmentsof 
New York, of Maryland, and Connecticut, and now of Massa- 
chusetts and other States. In addition to this tax, so necessary 
for thereliefof the State governments, the General Government, 


lize these inheritance taxes and youshall not havethem.” How 
long doyou think that the States can stand this double taxation? 
It umounts to 7 per cont upon the amount of these inheritances 
and gifts, a most enormous taxation, not justifiable even ina 
time of war. What must be the ultimate effect? The ultimate 
effect of the enforcement of the new statute will be that either 
the General Government must give way or the States must give 
way. These estates can not stand this enormous taxation. 

‘The result will be that probably the States must give way, and 


then the States must resort to direct taxation upon land, upon | 
the farmers of the country, upon the owners of small houses and | 
This burden, then, instead of being transferred from the | 
You simply | 
I therefore say it is | 


lots. 
poor real estate owner is really put upon him. 
jump out of the frying pan into the fire. 
unjust tothe States of this country which have collateral inherit- 
ance laws; itis unjust to the owners of real estate in the various 
States who, now relieved by these collateral inheritance taxes, 
will have other and additional burdens put upon them. This is 
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a most serious question, one of the most serious questions in- | 


volved in the enactment of this measure. 


[t has been proclaimed over and over again that the object of | 


an income tax is to reach the wealth of the country. 
ready pointed out, in the remarks which I have had the honor 
of submitting heretofore, that the wealth of the country pays 
its proportion of your State, your county, and municipal taxes, 
which are twice as much as your Federal tariff taxation. If 
there is any complaint that wealth does not pay its proportion 
of the State taxes, then I plead for the cause of home rule and 
the right of each State to determine that question for itself. 
The question of States rights is involved; the question of 
State rule is involved here; the question whether the States 
shall deliver over to the General Government these fields of 
revenue. 


that the poor man is not to be taxed? I invite the attention of 
the friends of the measure to this point: Hereisapoorman, All 
he possesses isa thousand dollars invested inacorporation. His 
whole income from the thousand dollars and from any money 
which he otherwise earns will not-exceed $3,000. The theory 
of the bill, anditisanice theory, is that that poor man ought not 
to pay any income tax. Will he not pay any in fact? Isay itisnot 
true that he will not, because the poor man gets his dividend 


I have al- | 


} 


| 





when it has the whole field of tariff taxation open to it, thisin- | tax upon it, and he ought not to pay. 


direct means of taxation, steps in and says ‘‘ we shall monopo- | 
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on his thousand-dollar investment, but before he gets the divi- 
dend the corperation has taken out his proportionate share of 
the 2 percent and paid it to the General Government, and his divi- 
dend is just so much less. Is not that truco? 

Is there any man here prepared to deny it? Isit right? Is 
it just? Is it in accordance with the proclaimed principle upon 
which you have endeavored to frame this bill? Under the bill 
as it came fram the House this was not the result intended, or 
was not the result of the bill itself, but you have changed the 
theory of the bill, you have changed its language, you have re- 
constructed it, and the reconstruction is worse than the ‘‘ recon- 
struction” in days gone by, because it will produce greater hard- 








There is no answer to that proposition—none whatever. In 
other words, the poor man, who may possibly have been a sol 
dier and served under his country’s llag, gets a thousand dollars 
as salary; that is all he gets, and properly it is not taxable, but 
if the poor man is a cripple, if he is in bad health, if he can not 
get around, and has taken his money and invested it in a cor- 
poration in which he had confidence, and it pays fair dividends 
from which he ekes out a living, in that very case, according 
to the terms of this bill, unless you adopt an amendment which 
changes it before it passes, that poor man, owning but a thou- 
sand dollars, will have to pay his proportion of that 2 per cent 
tax. There is no escape from it. And yet thisis said to bea bill 
to help the poor man, this is a bill to tax the rich! 

But, Mr. President, I have drawn an amendment which will 
probably be voted down, if for no other reason, simply because 
I offer it. Ishall read it, and at the proper time I expect to 
submit it to the Senate. 

[t is as follows: 

The amount of any dividend paid to a single stockholder, not exceeding 
$1,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa 
tions from any amount upon which they would otherwise be compelled to 
pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount of such dividend so re 


ceived by such single stockholder shall be included in makingup an income 
of $3,000 upon Which the tax shall be paid 


In other words, this amendment allows the man who has a 
thousand dollars invested in a corporation toreceive all the div- 
idends from that thousand dollars, provided, of course, if he has 


| other sources of revenue, what he receives shall go to make up 


the $3,000, but if it does not exceed $3,000, of course he pays no 
This amendment will 
cover the very point raised yesterday so well and ably by th 
distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], which is 
absolutely unanswerable. 

Mr. President, the friendsof the income tax do not quite agree 
on what are the grounds upon which itis based. They indulge 
in glittering generalities that it is a just and equitable tax, that 
it is designed to reach the wealth of the country; and they in- 
dulge in praise of it in that line; but I notice in a Washington 
newspaper this morning—the Washington Times, which is a 
zealous defender of the income tax—that this novel defense of it 
ismade. They do not say that it is a tax upon wealth; they do 
not attempt any such defense as thut, but they say: 

Itis a tax on brain energy and not on the wages of labor, and will be we 
comed by a majority of the people as a meansof relieving in part the burden 
of tariff taxation. 


That tariff taxation which one Senator said was scarcely fe 
in this country. Then we have it from this new defense that 
is a tax upon brain energy; that it is wrong for one man to have 
more brains than another. That is but another argument for 
the redistribution of property; it is another reason why prop- 
erty should be divided, and why all should start in again upon 
the same basis. 

Mr. President, this attempt to control 


co 


l 
it 


the brain, the 


ré- 


sources, the exertions, the thrift, the prudence, and the indus- 


try of the people will fail, miserably fail. Men are not consti- 
tutedalike; membersof the same family differ from one another. 


| One boy will be strong and vigorous and another will be puny and 
| weak; One boy will be bright, and another boy will be dull; but 


this new argument is that they must share all their resources 
alike. One boy will start out in the morning with a pin, and, 
by judicious trading with his paymates, will come back with a 
jackknife at night; another boy will start out on the same day 
with a jackknife, and he will come back with a pin. There is 


| no regulating the brains, tho industry, the prudence, and the 
But, are you sure that your bill has been framed in such a way | 


thrift of mankind, and there should not be. 

1 believe in organization, I believe in labor organizations, 
farmers’ organizations, and organizations of all kinds; butevery 
organization, every system, every tax, every institution of this 
country which seeks to place men upon an equality in regard to 
what they shall earn and what they shall eat and what they 
shall have is against the spirit of our free institutions, and can 
not survive. Who isto place the limits upon what a man shall 
earn? 
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Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Nebraska en- 
tered into a vigorous defense of the principles of the Populist 
party; and a defense, as he called it, of radicalism and an attack 
upon conservatism. He seems to labor under the delusion that 
this new-born Populist party has a great mission to perform in 
this world, and he is its great prime minister. 

[ do not think that there is any room in this country for any 
large third party. Men are at liberty toform one if they please. 
That is a question of judgment and discretion. Third parties 
come to the front like rubbish and dirt ina boiling potof water. 
They breed and subsistupon hard times. They are incident to all 
countries now, because all countries are depressed. There havo 
been depressing periods in allhistory. These third parties come 
to the front when there are panics, when there are hard times, 
when there are civil wars, just the same as guerrillas who hang 
upon the skirts of two great armies contending one against the 
other. They are instituted to secure temporary results. Then 
these outside coalitions come to the front. 

In the good times which are coming the third party will be 
driven out of sight. It occupies a prominent place in the coun- 
try just now because of the closeness of the Senate. A coalition 
was made in certain States of the Union two years ago between 
the Democratié party and the Populist party which resulted in 
some victories. 

In my judgment the Populist party, for which the Senator 
from Nebraska has marked out so glorious and great a career, 
can not survive under clear skies and plain sailing. It flour- 
ishes now; it rallies with it the discontented of every class; it 
appeals to class prejudices; it demands a change merely for the 
sake of a change—a wonderful party indeed! It has confidence 
in its self-sufficiency. The great financial questions which puz- 
zled an Albert Gallatin and a Salmon P. Chase, our Populist 
friends can easily solve; they present no difficulty to them. 
They could run this Government easily without encountering 
any snag; they have no doubt about it. 

The Senator from Nebraska says that everything has been 
going to the dogs for years. Sir, we are experiencing now a 
season of depression; yet, after all, the country for a great num- 
ber of years got along without the Populist party. 

The Senatorfrom Nebraska has confidence in his party. That 
is creditable to him. What has it accomplished by its victo- 
ries? What measures has it introduced here which can possibly 
meet the approval of the American people? It has secured 
the important concession of barbed wire. 

Tremendous accomplishment! Glorious result! Barbed wire 
is prohibited in some of the States of this Union as a nuisance 
and dangerous to the people. Barbed wire antagonizes every- 
body; its sharp points stick out on every hand; it rasps every- 
thing with which it comes in contact; it attacks everybody who 
runs up against it. Barbed wire is the proper emblem for the 
Populist party. [Laughter.] You Populists have not even se- 
cured free sugar; you have not secured free coal; you have not 
secured free lead: you have not secured free iron ore; but you 
have secured barbed wire, and you are going to vote for this 
great reform measure! 

Mr. President, I know the defense will be made that the Pop- 
ulist party is young. That reminds me of the story of a Rus- 
sian, He was praising the Czar of Russia, telling what a great 
man he was, how nobody in the history of the world, sacred or 
profane, was equal tohim. The gentleman talking to the Rus- 
sian said, ‘‘You do not mean to say the Czar is greater than 
Alexander the Great?” ‘' Yes, I do.” ‘' Greater than Napo- 
leon?” ‘* Yes.” ‘*Greater than Wellington?” ‘‘ Yes.” ‘‘ Greater 
than Washington?” ‘ Yes.” ‘‘Greater than Christ?” ‘ No; 
but the Czar is-young yet,” he said. [Laughter.] So this new 
party is young yet, and of course it has not accomplished great 
things. 

The Senator from Nebraska says that for years and years 
corporations have been running the country. My dear good 
friend—and I respect him—every time he goes to bed at night 
prays God to deliver him from the corporations, and when he 
gets up in the morning, he thanks the Almighty because he has 
been delivered; andall through the day he has the fear of corpora- 
tions before his eyes. I see no such danger to the country. 

The Senator says the corporations have been controlling all 
the legislation of both parties for years. Most wonderful dis- 
covery upon the part of the Senator! I asked him to specify 
these tremendous evils which have been brought about by the 
two great parties of the country. First, he goes away back to 
the resumption act, a great number of years ago—all ancient his- 
tory—and now he wants us to understand that the Populist party 
has been organized in some way or other for correcting that 
wrong. Ido not know how itis to be corrected. They want to 
go back, I suppose, to paper currency, and not have specie pay- 
ments. What is the use of trying to prevent what has already 
occurred? 


JUNE 23, 


Sir, there was some injustice possibly in the resumption act 
yet it was a wonderful achievement for finance at the time, for 
which the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN \ will 
always have considerable credit at the hands of his countrymen. 
There was some friction undoubtedly in bringing the country 
out of the distress of paper money into specie payments, some 
waste, some wrong, and possibly some injustice, but, neverthe- 
less, it was a grand result, and, as a whole, was worthy of the 
commendation of the American people, and itis a pretty poop 
party which starts out with the idea that it is going to attack 
the resumption act of many years ago. 

Then the Senator says the Populist party is formed for the 
purpose of stopping the giving away of public lands, when it 
should be known that the giving away of public lands wag 
stopped away back in 1872, when the honorable rentleman un- 
questionably belonged to a different party from that to which 
he does now. Undoubtedly there were mistakes made in the 
giving away of public lands, undoubtedly there was some prod- 
igality in regard to it, but, nevertheless, the land was worth but 
little then and the country was hardly civilized then where the 
lands were. What was the effect of it—I mean the net result? 
It was to build up this great country of ours, to encircle it with 
railroads. 

[It increased our population; it added to the prosperity of our 
land; it increased the property subject to taxation. As a whole, 
I think, it can be said that it was great wisdom to thus give 
away large portions of the public land. Of course, our hindsight 
is better than our foresight, but I say nowit does no good to rail 
because both parties years and years ago, perhaps with a little 
too much prodigality, gave away the public land. But how are 
you going to remedy it now? Whatare you going todo torem- 
edy it? What was the necessity for organizing this new party, 
with its new-found principles, at this time, to prevent a wrong 
consummated years ago, probably before the Senator was born? 

Then the Senator says the next great enormity enacted by both 
parties, for which he proposes to have this great and formida- 
ble Populist party hold both parties responsible, was the repeal! 
of the Sherman law. I do not propose to thresh over old straw 
again; I simply desire to say that this new party professes to be 
lieve in the free and unlimited coinage of silver. Every line 
and every section of the Sherman law was against that true 
theory. ‘The Sherman law was for the accumulation of silver 
bullion; the Sherman iaw treated silver bullion as acommodity: 
and your Populists profess to desire it as a money metal, and to 
regard itas such, 

No true silver man, in my humble judgment, should have re- 
fused to allow that law to be repealed, and scarcely anyone de- 
fended it as a principle. Some thought it was wise to wait un- 
til further legislation should be perfected; but no one stood up 
for the Sherman law as a true, correct financial principle. 
Therefore it ~—_— to have been repealed. 

My friend, indeed, will not quarrel with me on the subject of 
the free coinage of silver. Representing as I do the great 
State of New York, one of my first votes in this Chamber was 
for the free coinage of silver, and in casting that vote I took my 
political life in my very hands. The Sherman law violated 
every principle involved in the free coinage of silver. There- 
fore, Mr. President, no very great outrage was done any body by 
the repeal of that law, and it does not afford a sufficient basis or 
excuse for the building up of the Populist party. 

The Senator says corporations control the Senate, and then, 
waxing eloquent and impressive, he gives us the exclusive in- 
formation that four or five years ago some Senator was elected 
to this body on account of money spent by corporations. I asked 
the Senator who it was, and he claimed his privilege and de- 
clined toanswer. Then he said it was somebody who does not 
now sit in the Senate, somebody who has gone and passed; and 
his excuse for the statement is that he saw it in the newspapers; 
and he says that I do not keep very well posted if I did not see 
it at the time. 

Mr. President, [ read the newspapers as steadily, I think, as 
any other public man, but [ do not believe every tale I read 
in the newspapers. Usually they give correct information, but 
sometimes they give very poor information. Sometimes they 
set afloat a scandal for which there is no foundation. 

I can thus speak fairly of the newspapers, because, as Senators 
well know, I have never been the subject of theirattacks; I have 
never been attacked during my whole political life, or misrep- 
resented by the newspapers of the — and therefore I can 
afford to be generous with them. [Laughter.] 

The Senator says these were newspaper charges, and unablo 
to substantiate what he charged he falls back upon the poor 
newspapers. I donot think he would want to have us believe 
all that appears inthe newspapers. I hold in my hand aportion 
of the article known as the dwards article, of which the Sens 
ate well knows, Itis stated in that article that a portion of the 
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money which was improperly used in 1892 was sent to Colorado 
to buy up the Populist vote. 

That was an article which appeared in the newspapers, but of 
course that can not be true. Populists can not be bought, and 
no portion of that money was used for any such purpose. The 
statement is simply an idle newspaper charge, having no foun- 
dation in fact, and liable to be exploded in a moment. It is to 
such charges that the Senator from Nebraska refers here to 
prove the fact that the seat of some Senator or other was pro- 
cured in this body years ago by bribery or corruption. 

Mr. President, [ need not fear to stand here to defend the in- 
tegrity of the United States Senate from these loose and silly 
scandals and vain charges. The great majority of the Senate is 
composed of poor men, men who live upon their salaries and 
what little they can earn during the recesses of Congress in their 
business and professions. As arule, they are poor men, [ say, 
and the millionaires, about whom we have heard so much, are 
ree. They are men of honesty, men of integrity, men, in my 
judgment —although I differ with them in many things—who 
ave endeavoring to discharge their duty, who act according to 
their consciences, and who are serving their country as best 
they can. 


eC 


The Senator says the great mission of the Populist party is to | 


defend the rights of the people. Whatrights have the Populist 
party defended which have been imperiled? What have they 
proposed? What have they suggested? What scheme do they 
pre ent here which has not been presented before? 

Sir, the Democratic party is the party of the people. It came 
into power with Jefferson, who enunciated the principles of 
human rights. The Democratic party before that Senator was 
born stood up for the right of habeas corpus, for the freedom of 
the press. It has resisted arbitrary arrests, and away back, 
under the leadership of the gallant old Henry A. Wise of Vir- 
inia, it stood up for the rights of the naturalized citizens of 
his country. 

The Democratic party, sir, has never been recreant to the 
rights and privileges of the common people. There need not 
come into the arena any new defenders, who ostentatiously say 
that they are the champions of the people. They assume all 
the virtueof the country; they are going to rebuke fraud. 
the old parties in this country, in my judgment, have honorable 
histories. 1 desire to say to the Senator that upon the great 
question of opposition to fraud, of opposition to peculation, of 
opposition to bribery, of devotion to law and order, of opposi- 
tion to cranks, and of fealty tothe Constitution, there is no divi- 
sion between the two great parties of the country; and I am glad 
that itisso. Both are just as much opposed to corruption as is 
the new-born Populist party. 

We, of the Democratic party, differ from the Republican 
party upon the financial question; we differ upon this great 
economic question of the tariff, but they are honest and sincere 
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differences about which honest and intelligent men may well | 


differ, but neither of the two old parties is open to this vile and 
indefinite charge madeagainst them of the wholesale corruption 


of public men or that the Senate of the United States is, itself a | 


corrupt body. 

I have not seen and witnessed corporations trying to influence 
this body. I have not gone out of my way looking for them. I 
have not been around, perhaps, as some Senators have. I have 
scen no such influences, andI think nonesuch exist. Ithinkitis 
pandering to a false public sentiment when men try to set such 
stories ailont. 


The Democratic party gave to the country a Jefferson, a Jack- | 


son, a Monroe, who established the Monroe doctrine; a Tilden, 
whose name was a synonym of reform; and a Douglas. The 
other party gave us a Hamilton, an Adams, a Lincoln, and a 
Grant. Both parties are proud of their public men and proud 
of their history. 

Mr. President, Populist government, good government, hon- 
est government, can be seen where it is administered by the 
Populist governor of Colorado and the Populist governor of 
Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
thank you. 

Mr. HILL. They are getting along just now; but a short 
time ago they had State troops surrounding the statehouse and 
the civil authorities arrayed against the military—almost a 
state of anarchy—and that is Populist government. 

Mr. PEFFER. Within two years the State of New York was 
under martial law at Buffalo. 

Mr. HILL. Notatall. It was never under martial law. 

Mr. PEFFER. It was the same thing. I saw the soldiers 
there when I passed through. 

Mr. HILL. A few people connected with the railroads, lab- 
oring men, mistaking their rights, undertook to keep possession 


We are getting along very nicely in Kansas, 


of some of the railroad property in the city of Buffalo, egged on, | among our people. 
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| than I did. 
| only a short time ago in the person of Gen. Coxey, who is now, 
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possibly, by men who informed them that they had aright, when 
they struck, to keep peaceable possession of the property of the 
railroads. They were honest men, but they mistook theirr 
For the preservation of the peace, the State military w 
out, and in a few days peace reigned again. Thatisnotthe 
moil, thatis not the discord, that is not the chaos, that is not 
the miserable contention which has disgraced the administra- 
tion of the Populist governors of Colorado and Kansas 

Mr. PEFFER. The attack upon Kansas is hitogether gratui- 
tous and unnecessary. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not attacking Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the gentleman says so, Lh 
ther to say. 

Mr. HILL. I was simply speaking of the public record 
of menwell known. Need I repeat what Ireid that the di-tin 
guished Senator from Colorado said about th 
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adminisiration of 


the Populist governorofColorado? No doubt every word is tr 
Lam notattacking your people. Youhavea braveand generou 
and honest people. Iam attacking simply some of the things 
that have taken place which exemplify good, honest, sauxre 
government under Populist administration 
The Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] said that h» had 
witnessed a terrible spectacle. The Government of the United 
States, through the District of Columbia officials, had sei-ed a 
| lot of poor, friendless devils, as he called them, and arrested 


them because of the violation of the police laws of the District 
of Columbia. The Senator, you will recollect, ventured to de- 
fend those men and to raise the constitutional question 
they had a right to come here in a body and had a right to 
march almost into this Capitol in a body to make known their 
grievances. He went before the police court of this District, 
and there he made his constitutional argument in their behalf. 
The court very promptly overruled the points, and he has not 
had very much confidence in the courts ever since. 

He is afraid that in some way or other, because I made the 
harmless suggestion, that possibly the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as constituted now, might not take the same view 
of a great, important, underlying principle of the Government 
which it took twenty or thirty years ago, therefore somebody 
was going to pack the Supreme Court. My friend need not fear 
for that court. The court will take care of its own dignity; it 
will take care of its own integrity; it will expound the laws of 
this country according to its best judgment, and it ought not to 
be influenced by anything that he says or that I say upon any 
question about which lawyers and jurists may disagree. 

The other day my friend asked me to define the principles of 
the Populist party. I am not able to define them any better 
One of the chief exemplars of that party was here 


that 
bi 


if Iam informed rightly, the Populist candidate for Congress 
in a district in Ohio. Gen. Coxey came here, and he gathered 
people around him according to the Scriptures, ‘‘ Every one 
that was in distress, and every one that was in debt, and every 
one that was discontented, gathered themselves unto him.” 
Mr. President, I assume that the men who until a very short 
time ago were gathered within sight of the Dome of this Capitol 
were here lured on by some one, 1 donot know whom. ‘hey 
came here, they said, todemand their rights. No one was deny- 
ing them their rights. They seem to have a pretty good time 
of it. I want to read what a morning paper says: 


COXEYITES AT CONVENTION HALL 


An elaborate programme, comprising athletics, minstrelsy, and comedies, 
has been issued for an entertainment to be given Saturday evening, June 
30, at Convention Hall. The talent for making up the combination is all to 
be drawn from the Coxey, Galvin, and other industrial armies, the common- 
wealers having determined to interest the public with new features and in 
anewrole. Dick Arlington,Tom Hagen, George Marcy, Robert McPherson, 
Ed Smith, and Tom Green are billed as comedians, while Gen. Galvin will 
appear as a vocalist. A farce, entitled ‘‘ Keep off the Grass,”’ is among the 
attractions. The proceeds of the entertainment will be used to aid the un 
employed to leave Washington and travel as missionaries. J. D. Gill is 
business manager. 





That is in this morning's paper, and I have nodoubt our Popu- 
list friends will have reserved seats in boxes. They ought at 
leasf to distribute a few tickets throughout the Senate Chamber 
that we may see how these hard-working men are being op- 
pressed by this miserable Government of ours. 

The gentlemanalso attacked the millionaires of New York. He 
spent so much time in reading a list of them that he evidently 
labors under the impression that nearly everybody in New York 
is a millionaire. 

I cesire to inform him that there are a few of us who are not. 
[I am o- e of those who started in this world without anything, 
and I have held my own ever since. Our people ot mil- 
lionaires. We have rich men: we have poor m men 
in mod:+rate circumstances. cranks 


are not 
‘n: we have 
We have, thank God, few 


They are a law-abiding people as a rule. 
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They want good fovernment. They stand up for their public 
men, usually; they do notalways and constantly denounce them. 

[ have not one word to say in apology for millionaires gener- 
ally. They must be permitted to exist. I had some doubts 
about it before, but yesterday my friend from Nebraska kindly 
consented that they might live. He consented that they might 
enjoy all their property, with this statement, no matter whether 
they obtained it honestly or dishonestly. I thank him for that 
concession. They*will now feel relieved when they hear that 
he has consented to let them live and enjoy their own gains. 

Hic spoke of some of those millionaires, and then he started out 
and unnounced the broad doctrine thatno man hasa right to sit 
in his office in New York—he limited it to New York; he might 
sit in his office in Nebraska, of course, or Kansas, but he hus no 
right to sitin his office in New York—and be permitted to make 
the enormous sum of $1,000,000a year. Itis not possible, he 
says, that they could earn these moneys. I point him to the 
great inventor, Thomas A. Edison, who sat in his laboratory 
and by his genius and brains made himself a fortune, and made 
a name for his country In the matter of electricity. 

That man, as great an inventor as ever lived on the face of 
the globe, a modegf citizen, made his millions of dollars, which 
he has honestly, by the result of his genius and brains; and I 
should be the last one—and I hope citizens generally would be 
the last ones—to take a single penny from his pocket. You will 
recollect the great Singer, who invented the Singer sewing ma- 
chine in his place in New York. He left a fortune of millions, 

Sir, these fortunes are not all made simply by issuing stock. 
They are made by men of genius, and brains, and capacity, and 
prudence; made by indomitable energy. They are entitled to 
them under the laws of their land, and they are asking for no 
particular exemptions. They are asking simply that they shall 
have uniform laws and that you shall pass them upon correct 
principles, and that is all. 

Mr. President, I concede that the Populist party is growing 
somewhat now in these peculiar and distressing times. 1 think 
the adoption of this income tax is a mistake. I think we are 
pandering to Populistic doctrines that are notsound. We shall 
have some desertions. The ranks of the Populists undoubtedly 
will be filled up for a year or so by those who are diseontented 
in our own party, those disconted through the distribution of 
patronage, discontented from any other cause. I read in the 
morning paper this morning the following statement, and I 
commend it because it shows that the Populist party is to have 
some recruits, and I congratulate the gentlemen upon them. 

Here it is: 


ALLIANCE, OBTO, June 22 
J. V. Lewis, ex-chairman of the Democratic county committee, caused 
a political sensation this morning by indorsing Gen. Coxey’s candidacy 
for Congress in this distriet. He says the Democrats generally will sup- 
port Coxey, and that the regular Democratic convention will indorse him, 

Mr. President, lamsorry for my party if thatis true. I think 
that they do injustice to themselves and their record thus to in- 
dorse this man who came upon his silly and fruitless mission to 
the capital for notoriety’s sake, pretending that he wanted todo 
something for the relief of labor, in the name of labor, and 
brought with him a nondescript crowd, and now he goes home 
to Ohio and raises the standard of the Populist party. I am 
sorry to see that the Democrats of that district seem to be ral- 
lying to his support. 

Mr. President, that course is not true Democracy. We have 
fallen upon evil times if thatis so. lor one, I decline to yield 
to the storm, because I concede there issomething of a storm at 
this time. I decline to doit. Let the other candidate against 
Coxey be elected if he is an honorable, upright, square man, no 
matter what his principles may be upon the subject of the tariff 
or the finances. [f do not think and [ do not believe that Coxey 
will! be elected. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. TheSenator is referring to the fact that Dem- 
ocrats are coming to the Populist party. He knows, I suppose, 
that in addition to that there are Republicans coming to the 
Populist party, and I want to give the Senator a reason for it. 
It may have escaped his attention. A few years ago his party 
adopted a : in resolution which I want to read and call the 
Senator's ition to it. It is the opinion of the Democratic 
party of it: old-time enemy, the Republican party. I wish to 
state what the Democratic opinion was, and I suppose still is, 
of the Republican party, unless it has been changed by the elo- 
quence of the Senator this morning. I read from the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1884: 


The Republican party, so far as principle is concerned, is 4 reminiscence, 
In practice it is an organization for enriching those who control its ma- 
*hinery. The frauds and jobbery which have been brought to light in every 
epartment of the Government are sufficient to have called for. reform 

ithin the Republican party; yet those in authority, made reckless by the 
tong possession of power, have succumbed to its corrupting influence, and 
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have placed in nomination a ticket against which the independent portion of 
the party are in open revolt. Therefore a change is demanded. 

It may be, Mr. President, that the change has come, and that 
may account for the recent tenderness of the Senator from New 
York for the present condition and future prospects of the Re- 
publican party. 

Such a change was alike necessary in 1876, but the will of the people was 
then defeated by a fraud which can never be forgotten nor condoned. Again 
in 1880, the change demanded by the people was defeated by the lavish use of 
money contributed by unscrupulous contractors and shameless jobbers who 
had bargained for unlawful profits or high office. The Republican party, 
during its legal, its stolen, and its bought tenures of power, has steadily de- 
cayed in moral character and political capacity. Its platform promises are 
now 4a list of its past failures. 

It demands the restoration of our Navy—it has squandered hundreds of 
millions to create a navy that does not exist. It calls upon Congress to re- 
move the burdens under which American shipping has been depressed; it 
imposed and has continued those burdens. It professes a policy of resery- 
ing the public lands for small holdings by actual settlers—it has given away 
the people's heritage till now a few ratlroads and nonresident aliens, indi 
vidual and corporate, possess a larger area than that of all our farms be- 
tween the two seas. 

I have the Republican opinion of the Democratic party, which 
is about as complimentary as that. 

Mr. TELLER. What platform is the Senator reading? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Democratic platform of 1884, adopted at 
Chicago. 

Mr. TELLER. The national platform? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is in their national platform. If the Sena- 
tor from New York will bear with me a moment longer I will 
find the Republican platform. Then, in thenext paragraph, the 
Democratic national platform proceeds: 

The Democracy pledges itself to purify the Administration from corrup- 
tion, to restore economy, to revive respect for law, and to reduce taxation 
to the lowest limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the 
faith of the nation to its creditors and pensioners 

Here is what the Republican people have to say of their neigh- 
bors, the Democrats. It isin their national platform of 1880, 
paragraph 8: 

8. We charge upon the Democratic party the habitual sacrifice of patriot- 
ism and justice to a supreme and insatiable lust for office and patronage; 
that to obtain possession of the National Government and control of the 
Place, they have obstructed all efforts to promote the me to conserve 
the freedom of the suffrage, and have devised fraudulent ballots, and in- 
vented fraudulent certification of returns; have labored to unseat lawfully 
elected members of Congress to secure at all hazards the vote of a majority 
of States in the House of Representatives; have endeavored to occupy by 
force and fraud the places of trust given to others by the people of Maine, 
rescued by the courage and action of Maine's patriotic sons; have, by meth- 
ods vicious in principle and tyrannical in practice, attached partisan legis- 
lation to appropriation bills upon whose passage the very movement of the 
Government depended; have crushed the rights of the individual; have ad- 
vocated the principles and sought the favor of the rebellion against the na- 
tion, and have endeavored to obliterate the sacred memories and to over. 
come its inestimably valuable results of nationality, personal freedom, and 
individual equality. 

If there is anything harder, uglier, dirtier, and meaner than 
that in the Populist preamble to the Populist platform I am en- 
tirely willing the Senator from New York shall read it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, unquestionably the political par- 
ties in their platforms have exaggerated the evils that pertain 
toeachother. Platforms in such matters always have to be ac- 
cepted jn a sort of Pickwickian sense. I am not here to defend 
the shortcomings of the Republican party. 

I disagree with many of the things which pertain to its his- 
tory, but on the general question of the honesty and sincerity 
of its public men, and so far as regards the question of cor- 
ruption and corrupt legislation, I say that its 1pen and their ac- 
tions will compare favorably (and so will the Democratic public 
men) with those in the early days of our Republic. Iam not 
called upon to defend the extravagant language of every plat- 
form adopted in the heat of political campaigns; and I desire to 
say right here that for each and every one of the members of 
the Populist party in the Senate I have the greatest respect. 

I do not, of course, like their principles; I do not like some of 
those who are their followers; I do not like the candidate who 
has been nominated in Ohio, who is, it seems, according to the 
dispatch, to be adopted by the Democrats. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I desire to say upon the 
general features of this bill. When the amendments shall be 
offered I shall take a few moments of time in explaining those 
amendments, but I will not now further trespass upon the indul- 
gence of the Senate. , 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am aware that tho dis- 
tinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]is exceedingly 
anxious to reach the final vote on this remarkable and extraor- 
dinary bill. I am also aware of the fact that the cool breezes 
and ozone from the mountains of the Old Granite State are more 
alluring than the torridity of this legislative furnace; but not- 
withstanding these facts I am constrained to occupy afew addi- 
tional minutes in discussing the income-tax feature of the pro 
posed legislation. 

On the 16th day of January last I made an analysis of the income 
tax features of this bill. at was while the measure was under 








1894. 


consideration in the other branch of Congress. I thensaid that 
the bill was ‘‘unjust, iniquitous, inquisitorial, offensive, and 
sectional,” and, Mr. President, I stand to-day on that declara- 
tion made five months ago. In that discussion I said that it 
appears that the grand total collected during the eleven years 
of the income tax law was $347,220,887.86. Of this amount the 
sixteen Southern States, including the border States of Dela- 
ware, Kentucky, Maryland, Missouri, and West Virginia, paid 
$36,624,819.69, while the Northern States and Territories paid 
$296,706,524.28, the unaccounted balance (about $13,000,000) hav- 
ing been paid by United States officers and employes. es 

While the entire South paid $3¢.' 24,819.69, the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Texas and Virginia, paid only $10,651,061.30, or about 3 
per cent of the entire amount. 

The Northern States paid over eight times as much as the 
South, and nearly thirty times as much as the eleven distinc- 
tively Southern States. 

The six New England States paid $61,584,093.29, or 70 per cent 
more than the entire South, andsix times as much as the eleven 
distinctively Southern States. 

Massachusetts paid $41,162,496.35, being four millions and a | 
half more than the entire South. Pennsylvania paid $47,748,- 
326.82, being eleven millions more than the South, while New 
York paid $104,499,939.45, neary one-third of the entire tax, and 
almost three times as much as the entire South. 

That the tax was an unpopular one, and exceedingly difficult 
of collection, is shown by the fact that in 1873, the last year the 
law was in force, Pennsylvania paid 59 per cent as much as in | 
1872, New Hampshire 55 per cent, Massachusetts 24 per cent, Vir- | 
ginia 23 per cent, Louisiana 8 percent, and Tennessee and Rhode | 
Island only 6 per cent. 

That is the record, and if the Democratic majority persists in 
foisting upon the country another income-tax law they will be | 
held to a strict accountability by the people. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], | 
whose speech of yesterday has been reviewed this morning at | 
great length and with much ability by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL], made some statements to which I desire to 
call attention. He inquired very dramatically what became of 
the surplus of $100,000,000 left by Mr. Cleveland to Mr. Harrison 
when Mr. Harrison assumed the reins of Government in March, 
1889, strongly intimating that it had been squandered. The | 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr.“PLATT] very properly and 
promptly called the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to 
the fact that during the Administration of Mr. Harrison $259,- | 
000,000 of bonds of the Government were canceled, and the pub- | 
lic debt was reduced that amount. 

The Senator from Nebraska replied that $25,000,000 of the 
amount had been paid in premiums on those bonds. I suppose 
that is true; but admitting it to be true, was it not good finan- 
ciering for the Harrison Administration to call in those bonds 
and cancel them, paying out money that was lying idle in the 
Treasury, thus greatly reducing the interest obligations of the 
Government? It seems to me that there is no point worthy of 
serious consideration in the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

. want to declare with as much emphasis as I can command 
that in the entire history of this Government there never has 
been a financial operation that reflected greater credit upon an 
Administration than the cancellation of those bonds during the 
four years’ term of Mr. Harrison as President. Every prudent 
business man reduces his debts as rapidly as he can, and Presi- 
dent Harrison was acting the part of prudence and of good busi- 
ness sense when he did the very thing that prudent business 
men do in this country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me a question? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Yes, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from New Hampshire regard 
it as good business policy to pay out surplus money in the 
Treasury in premiums upon bonds when that money is needed 
to pay current expenses and when we have to bond the Govern- 
ment again to get money for current expenses? 

Mr.GALLINGER. The difficulty with the Senator from Ne- 
braska is that he rarely ever fairly states a proposition. That 
money was not needed at that time to pay current expenses of 
the Government. The Senator from Nebraska knows that fact 





and every other citizen of the United States knows it. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal in this discussion 
from our Populist friendsin regard to the accumulation of wealth 
and the necessity for distributing the wealth of the country. I 
should like to ask the question, if the wealth of this country 
were equally distributed to-day how could we possibly keep it 
distributed? 


A loafer in my town not many months ago said to 
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alth of 


me that he was in favor of an equal distribution of the w 


the country, and he added very significantly, ‘‘I think that 
when one fellow spends his share it ought to be distributed 





again.” That seems to be the Populist doctrine, and itcertainly 
is the only way in which the wealth of the country could be 
kept equally distributed. 

[t is an absurdity for any Senator or any citizen of the United 
States to contenc that the accumulation of wealth in the hands 
of acomparatively few men in this or any other country can be 
prevented by acts of legislation or otherwise, and it is equally 


er 


absurd and uatruthful to claim that the tariff laws of the Re- 
publican party have brought about the condition agair which 
Populist Senators are constantly inveighing. I they will take 
the trouble to look up the facts they will tind thata large ma- 
jority of the rich men of the United States have gained their 
wealth in industries which are not in the least protected by Fed- 


eral legislation. 

The Senator from Nebraska severely criticised the Adminis- 
tration of Mr. Harrison, especially as regards its fiscal policy. 
Mr. President, I am not here as a defender of the last Repub- 
lican President of the United States: I have no especial reason 
for championing him, but I[ call the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska and Senators on both sides of the Chamber to 


| the remarkable message Mr. Harrison sent to the two Houses 


of Congress when he was about to relinquish the reins of Gov- 


| ernment and pass the scepter of power back into the hands of 
the great Democratic party. That message is full of instructive 
lessons to the American people. 
[shall not occupy the time of the Senate in calling attention 
tomore than one or two paragraphs ofthatmessage. One signif- 
icant fact pointed out is that in 1880 the number of employes in 


manufacturing establishments in the United States was 1,301,- 
388, while in 1890 it had increased to 2,251,134, or an increase of 


78 per cent in ten yeurs. The wages paid in 1880 to these em- 
ployés were $50],955,778, while in 1890 the wages were $1,221,- 
170,454, or an increase of 148 per cent. During that decade, one 


of the most remarkable decades of this most remarkable coun- 
try, the number of employés in manufacturing establishments 
increased 78 per cent, while the increase in the wages of those 
employed was 148 percent. If the Senator from Nebraska can 
point to a period in the entire history of this country when the 
laboring men, for whom he constantly appeals, fared better than 
they did from 1880 to 1890, [should like to have my attention 
called to that period in our history. 

Certain Senators talk about the rapid increase of wealth in 
the Eastern States and intimate that it has been obtained dis 


honestly. I donotbelieve that the record will bear out thestate- 
ment that the increase in the Eastern States is greater than in 
other parts of the country. Indeed, from information I have 
obtained from the Eleventh Census I am led to the irresistible 
conclusion that wealth has been increasing more rapidly in the 
West and inthe South for the past few years than in the East. 
We are older States and older communities in the East. We 
have had a longer time to accumulate acompetence; but during 
the ten years, from 1880 to 1890, I say the records bear out 
the statement | make to-day, that the per capita of wealth has 

en increasing more rapidly in the great agricultural States of 
the West and in the South than in the manufacturing Stxtes of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and New England. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], a day or tv 70, 
not for the first time in this debate, made the charge that the 
money-lenders of the East had been exacting exorbitant rates of 


interest from the agricultural people of the Western States. 


Why, Mr. President, ifthe people of Kansas could have borrowed 
money nearer home than New England [ apprehend that they 
would not have asked our people to have loaned it to them. 


There has been no compulsion in the matter that I am aware of. 
The laws of Kansas permit money to be borrowed at a rate not 
greater than 10 per cent, and the people of Kansas have doubt- 
less borrowed their money where they could borrow it upon the 
best terms. They came to New England. They have taken 
from our State millions of dollars; and I stand here to say (and 
I say it not becauseI make any attack upon the people of Kansas 
or upon the people of any other of the Western agricultural 
States, but simply because the truth of history demands that it 
shall be said) that millions ofdollars of New England capital in- 
vested in the West have been absolutely lost to our people 
during the last three or four years. 

Millions of dollars have gone out of my little State never to 
return. A few months ago a great loan agency in Concord, that 
has sent millions of dollars to those States, secured upon farm 
mortgages, suspended operations, and the men who loaned their 
money are now looking for a percentage upon the investment 
that they made. 

Savings banks in New Hampshire have recently closed their 
i or the 


doors because they could not collect either the interest 
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principal upon the investments they had made in the great 
West. 


Let me call the attontion of the Senator from Kansas to a tel- 


egram just received from the chairman of the New Hampshire 
board of bank commissioners, inresponse toan inquiry from me: 
CONCORD, N. H., June 23, 1894. 
Lost to New Hampshire through Western investments approximately 
ten millions, including individuais and banker. People of Nashuaalone have 
lost over a million, and Keene an equal amount. Half our savings-bank 
investments are in Western loans, stocks, and bonds. 


JAMES O. LYFORD, 
Chairman Bank Commissioners. 


So it seems that New Hampshire has recently lost ten mil- 
lions in the West, and that two cities—one of 20,000 inhabitants, 
and the other of about 8,000—have recently lost $2,000,000 in 
Western investments. In the face of such facts, Senators talk 
about the greed and extortion of Eastern capitalists, and the 
terrible wrongs they inflict upon the people of the West in the 
matter of interest. 

Mr. President, there are millions of dollars of Western securi- 
ties to-day in the savings banks of New Hampshire that the Sen- 
ator from Kanes can have at a very large depreciation if he will 
take them off the hands of our people who have loaned good 
money and taken those securities in return. 

| suppose the Senator from Kansas has been in the town of 
Wichita in his State—that suburban village that grew up there 
like a mushroom, and upon which the people of New England 
foolishly loaned their money. He will find the houses occupied 
by bats. He will find there scarcely a human being, where a 
year or so ago there were thousands of men and women. 

Citizens of New Hampshire have their money planted in Wich- 
ita and many other such places in the West. It is planted there 
never to return to them, and when the Senatorfrom Kansas and 
the Senator from Nebraska attack the people of the East because 
they have loaned their money at what they are pleased to call 
exorbitant rates of interest, they should take into account, and 
not forget to state the fact, that Eastern people have met with 
losses in the West almost incalculable in amount. 

And what is true of the great States of the West is equally 
true of the South. New Hampshire has sent millions into the 
South during the last ten years, and it is there, Mr. President, 
with a very small prospect of -~ considerable amount of it ever 
returning to our people. New England capital has done its full 
share toward building up the waste places of the great West 
and the sunny South, but I submit that it is a poor return to be 
constantly taunted and charged with dishonesty. To-day it is 
much more difficult for Kansas to get money in New England 
than it was five years ago, and if these attacks continue the 
time may come when it will be impossible todoso on any terms 
that she may offer. 

We have loaned our money abroad because we could not use 
itallat home. We have taken such interest as we could get for 
it, and we have tried to deal fairly with the people with whom 
we have traded. The Senator from Kansas says the West has 
built up and made New England what she is. JI donot know ex- 
actly what he means by that, but New England has certainly 
reciprocated in full measure, and [ can see no good results that 
san possibly be reached by attacks of this kind, or by throwing 
stones at either East or the West so far as their business trans- 
actions are concerned. 

The savings banks in my State have been in the practice of 
loaning money to the great West inlarge amounts. Of the $78,- 
000,000 of deposits, probably one half of it has been loaned upon 
real estate outside of our borders. Those banks have been re- 
cently compelled to reduce the rate of interest to their deposi- 
tors from 4 per cent to 34 per cent, and in the near future they 
will be compelled to reduce it to 3 per cent. Their losses have 
been so enormous as to compel them to reduce the rate of inter- 
est, with a certainty that the depositors will soon have to con- 
tent themselves with the low rate of 3 per cent. 

In view of these facts I think I can stand here to-day and 
truthfully say that our people have not grown rich at the ex- 
pense of the West; that they have not been extortionate; that 
they have not practiced usury, and that they have not wronged 
the people of the West or the South, to whom their money has 
flown in an abundant stream these many years. 

Mr. President, the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIS] yesterday, in his maiden speech in this body, in exuber- 
ant and lurid language closed his appeal for an income tax by 
electing a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress in 
the year 1896. I think it is proper that I should use an expres- 
sion which perhaps night be denominated slang, and say to the 
junior Senator from North Carolina that it strikes me he is a 
“little previous” in his political prophecies. The weather is 
rathe> warm for that kind of business. The people will take 
card of the election of 1896 a little later on; and I suggest to the 
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Senator that the political horizon portends a storm for the Dem- 
ocratic party in this country. 

We have in New Hampshire a very remarkable editor. Un- 
til a few years ago heedited a Democraticdaily newspaper with 
great ability. His editorials were read by everybody. He de- 
fended the Democratic party in season and out of season. But 
free trade and Clevelandism compelled him to leave that organi- 
zation and join the Republican party, and his paper is now an 
advocate of the principles of the Rebublican party. <A few davs 
ago I found an editorial item in his paper which I commend to 
the Senator from North Carolina, as follows: 

A western astronomer says that he has examined that spot on the sun and 
finds it to be a storm 86,000 miles long by about 30,000 wide, and having a 
twisting motion. 

Then this former Democratic editor adds: 
has is about the size of the storm which will overtake the Democratic 

party next November. 

[Laughter.] 

if { am not mistaken the tail, at least, of that storm threatens 
to strike the good old State of North Carolina, and I warn the 
junior Senator from that State to lose no time in building a po- 
litical cyclone cellar, into which he can retreat from the fury of 
the elements in the campaign of 1896. E 

Mr. President, lam glad that the Senator from Missouri has 
indicated his purpose to offer amendments to the bill designed 
to do justice to fraternal orders, savings banks, and corporations 
generally. The original bill dealt very harshly and unjustly 
with corporations. I[ am not sure that the proposed amend- 
ments cover the ground completely. On that point I propose to 
suggest five objections to the original draft, and I hope the 
amendments will be made to cover, if they do not already cover, 
the propositions I submit. 

In this connection I desire to say that the denunciations of 
corporations which we are in the habit of listening to in this 
Chamber do not commend themselves to me. I am under no 
obligations to corporations in my State or elsewhere, but I want 
to say to the Populist Senators and to some Democratic. Senators 
that if they will examine the record of this country they will 
find that the great corporations, while they doubtless have many 
things to answer for to the American people, have contributed 
a great deal to the glory, the welfare, the progress, and the pros- 
perity of this great country of ours. Let us criticise their short- 
comings, but not blindly or unjustly denounce them, or maka 
them the victim of unfair legislative action. 

The criticisms to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Finance Committee, in sofar as the original draft of the bill re- 
lates to corporations, are as follows: 

First. It {s unjust in that when there are no net profits the 
proposed law construes and definescurrent interest on bonds and 
certificates of indebtedness of any kind to be net profits, and 
subjects the same to the 2 per cent tax to the injury of indi- 
vidual shareholders or bondholders, while similar interest pay- 
ments are deducted as part of the necessary expenses of busi- 
ness in computing the net profits subject to the tax to be paid 
by all other individuals. 

Second. It is unjust in that when there are net profits all the 
individual shareholders are subjected to a deduction of 2 per 
cent on the aggregate of such net profits before a dividend can 
be paid, and this without regard to the question whether the 
individual shareholder has an annual income approaching the 
amount exempted to all other individuals. 

Third. It is unjust in that by declaring interest to the extent 
earned to be net profits and subject to tax. The proposed law 
would make the insolvent corporations of the country now in 
the hands of receivers and operated by the courts liable for an 
income tax on net profits to the extent that interest is earned, 
and if enough is earned to pay full interest on the first mortgage 
then this so-called tax on net earnings would be borne entirely 
by the holders of the junior securities upon which interest 
might otherwise have been paid. 

Fourth. If acorporation is solvent—earning its operating ex- 
enses, rentals, and interest, and nothing more—the proposed 
aw, by construing interest as net profits and requiring the pay- 

ment of 2 per cent thereon by the corporation, would necessarily 
render that corporation insolvent. 

Fifth. Besides the evident and absolute injustice of these dis- 
criminations against individuals who have already associated 
their capital in industrial or other business enterprises, the pro- 

sed law must, if enacted, become a powerful deterrent from 
all further investments in associations of capital by which so 

reat industrial progress has been made, and the present abun- 
dance and cheapness of products secured. 

As I said, I hope that the proposed amendments to be offered 
by the Senator from Missouri cover all the objections which I 
have raised to that feature of the bill, but if they do not I com- 
mend to the Finance Committee the criticisms I have offered, 
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in the hope and belief that they will so amend the bill that no 
injustice to the corporations of the country will be done. 

Mr. President, a few moments ago I referred to the last mes- 
sage of President Harrison, when he was about to retire to the 
quiet of his home and give up the cares and responsibilities of 
office to his successor. Now, I wish in a single sentence to give 
his concluding suggestion to the American people in that great 
message. He said: 

And this brief exhibit of the growth and prosperity of the country will 
give us a level from which to note the increase or decadence that new leg- 
islative policies may bring to us. There is no reason why the national in 
fluence, power, and prosperity should not observe the same rates of in- 
crease that have characterized the past thirty years, We carry the great 
impulse and increase of these years into the future. There is no reason 
why in many lines of production we should not surpass all other nations, 
as we have already done in some. ) 
ble development. Retrogression would be a crime. 


Mr. President, for one I stand here ready by voice and vote 
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Thereare no near frontiers to our possi- | 


to give my support to all laws which tend to the upbuilding, the | 


happiness, and the progress of this great country, but I am not 
willing to be a partner to the enactment into law of any legisla- 
tive schemes of spoliation or which tend to discriminate against 
the people of one section of the country and in favor of those of 
another section. For that reason I am opposed to the income, 
tax feature of the proposed law; for that reason I am opposed to 
the measure itself. 
still further modifications may be made in the direction of 
poms 
and to all sestions of our common country, so that if the pro- 
posed law shall become anaccomplished fact, which Heaven for- 
bid, it at least may be shorn of some of its most objectionable 
features, 

In saying this I have said all I care to say. 
conditions J have no disposition to prolong the discussion. 
all the Senators on this side of the Chamber felt as I feel, the 


Under existing 


cractic majority compelled a vote by some extraordinary means. | 


But many of my political associates do not so feel. The vote is 
to be taken. 
to cast a negative vote on the income-tax proposition, as well as 
upon the final propoposition to enact the measure into law. 
The fact is, this bill ought not to be enacted into law. Itisa 
wicked and sectional measure. 


[t strikes down the interests of the people whom I am en- | 


de.voring to represent, and it will bring greater disasters to the 
American people than are upon them to-day. 
years, amid trial and turbulence, sorrow and suffering, our people 
will struggle to escape from the influence and the injury that 
this legislation will necessarily impose upon them. I havecon- 
fidence, however, that the good sense and the patriotism of the 
American people will in due time right this wrong, and that be- 
fore many years elapse we will again have a tariff law on the 


statute book of this nation which will bring prosperity, peace, | 
and happiness to the people of all sections of our common coun- | 


try, and which will in due time repair the disasters that will 
necessarily result from this legislation. 
Believing this, it is the duty of all to make the best of exist- 


ing conditions, and to trust the future to heal the wounds that | 
Democratic incompetency and economic false theories have | 


brought upon our land. We have had similar trials in the years 
that have gone, and in due time the people have always applied 
the remedy. They will do so again, and under the benign in- 
fluence of the doctrine of protection our country will achieve 
greater triumphs and make greater progress than at any time 
in the history of the past. For that ‘‘ good time coming” we 
will patiently wait, with confidence in our principles and re- 
liance upon an awakened and enlightened popular will. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to give notice of an amendment, if the 
Secretary will take it down. 
I have here, the separate print, in the 8th line, on page 3, after 
the words ‘‘all personal property acquired by gift or inher- 
itance,” I wish to insert the words ‘‘ except from lineai ances- 
tors or descendants, or between husband and wife.” 


The bill as now proposed includes in the income to be taxed | 
the value of all personal property acquired by gift or inheri- | 


tance, and my amendment excludes gifts or inheritances froma 
lineal ancestor or a lineal descendant, and also gifts from hus- 
band to wife or from wife to husband, which can hardly be ealled 
a transfer of property. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 


ator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to the amend- | 


ment. I hope they will consider it before that section isreached, 
and that it will meet their general acceptance. I ask that the 
amendment may be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a 
moment? 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


I hope that before the final vote is taken | 


ustice and greater equity to all classes of our people | 


I shall esteem it a great privilege to be permitted | 


For many long | 


In section 55 of the print which | 
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Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that by one of the amendments proposed yesterday re- 
lating to the corporation tax, the income of the corporation is to 
be made up by deducting, ameng other things, interest paid on 
bonds and losses. Thatrelieves to a certain extent corporations 
whose indebtedness is a bonded indebtedness, but in a great 
many States joint stock corporations have no bonds. Their in- 
debtedness.would consist of the mortgage indebtedness; the in- 
terest which they pay would be upon mortgage indebtedness 
and not upon bonds, and perhaps upon a line of discounts at the 
banks. I wish to suggest whether all the money which is paid 
by way of interest should not bededucted. Ihave not prepared 
any specific amendment. I simply wish to call attention to the 
point at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the remarks of the junior Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], which have just 
been concluded, ought not to be passed over in silence either by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFreR] or myself. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire takes me to task somewhat for what I 





| said yesterday regarding the closing days of the Harrison Ad- 


Lf | 


ministration. I do not propose to offer any unnecessary criti- 
cism upon that Administration. It has passed into history. 
The facts connected with it are well known by the people of this 
country. 

Its history can be found in the financial and other reports 
which were made by officers of the Government during its ex- 
istence. But I do call attention to and reaffirm what I said 
yesterday, that it was the poorest policy imaginable for that or 
any other Administration to take the surpius money which was 
in the Treasury of the United States, and which was liable to be 
called for at any time, to pay the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and go into the bond market of the nation and become a 
bidder upon its own bonds, which were of short limitation and 


| would be paid off in the ordinary course of business. 
pending bill never would be enacted into law, unless the Demo- | 


| 


| 





| sums then used to pay the principal of the public debt by 





That, too, is more obvious when we consider that it was made 
apparent to those who at that time were in charge of the financial 
affairs of the nation that the time would shortly come when this 
Government would either be required to borrow money to dis- 
charge the current expenses or be compelled to issue bonds and 


| place them upon the market, and borrow money for that purpose. 


I do not say that there was any method in this procedure; that 
there was any peculiar design upon the part of Mr. Harrison or 
his Administration in pursuing that course; but I do say that 
if it had been the purpose of that Administration to cause the 
issuance of more bonds, to rest us a blight and a curse upon the 
industries of this country, a more successful way of bringing 
about that state of affairs than was pursued could not have been 
chosen. 

There was a surplus in the Treasury of the United States. It 
was known or must have been known that within a few months 
or a year or so that money would be needed to discharge the 
current expenses of the Government. Yetin the face of that 
fact one-quarter of the great surplus, or $100,000,000, was abso- 
lutely wasted in being expended for premiums upon bonds. 
Senators may say it was good financial policy to do so. Ido not 
believe it, regardless of who may say it. Ido not believe the 
people of this country, who pay the expenses of this Govern- 
ment, believe, or can ever be induced to believe, that it was 
good financial policy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). Doe 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what is now stated by the Senator 
from Nebraska I infer that he approves the restoration of the 
Hec- 
retary Carlisle in reissuing substantially the bonds taken up by 
the Harrison Administration? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not approve the course of Secretary Car- 
lisle at all in that respect. I took occasion to say in this Cham- 
ber and to introduce a resolution to the effect that the action of 
Secretary Carlisle in issuing interest-bearing obligations of this 
Government was absolutely void. 

[say more than that, that I can go into any honest cour 
the United States of America and demonstrate the fact th 
was void. I can not gointoacourt which is controlled by politi- 
cal machinery, a political court and do it, but L can go where 
there is an honest administration of the statutes of this nation 
and demonstrate it against any man alive, because the statute 
under which these bonds were issued in February, the authority 
by which they were pretended to be issued, was repealed, and 
it was repealed years before these bonds were issued by the 
present Administration. It was not only repealed, but the 
statute had become exhausted and was a dead letter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would it disturb the Senator from le- 
braska if I should propound a very simple question to him? 
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Mr. ALLEN. Certainly not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator from Nebraska 
to be now, as he has b luring the present session of Congress, | 
opposed to thi “uance bonds by the National Government. 


Is that correc 


Mr. ALLEN. Lam, sir; that is correct. 
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century of contracting the volume of money. Their industries 
will be impaired to some extent in the future so long as this 
policy is pursued. But as far as they have any power to dis- 


| charge their obligations, the people of Nebraska discharge them 


Mr. G LINGER. If President Harrison had not cancelled 
$25,000,000 of bonds, what would be the condition of the Treas- | 
ury at the present time so far as bonds are concerned? Would 
there not bs more bonds in circulation than there are now? 


Hence, what greater trouble or danger is to come to the Gov- 
ernment by the issuance of bonds at the present time than if the 
oid bonds had remained in circulation among the people? 

Mr. ALLEN. If President Harrison had followed the teach- 
ings of the Constitution of this country and had divorced him- 
selfand his Administration from the ruling power of Wall street; 
if he had coined the silver bullion in the Treasury and caused 
it to be issued and put out among the people of this country, 
there never would have been a time during the history of his Ad- 
ministration when there would have been any occasion for the 
issuance of bonds. 

Mr.GALLINGER. tlunderstand; but the Senator does not 
answer my queS8tion. Ifthose bonds had not been cancelled there 
would have been $259,000,000 more of bondsin circulatian to-day 
or thereabouts than there are at the present time. Would that 
have distressed the Senator from Nebraska as much as the issu- 
ance of $50,000,000 of bonds did a few months ago? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not at all concede that any such state of 
affairsas is mentioned by the Senator from New Hampshire could 
have existed. There was no occasion whatever for taking that 
money and going into the bond market and purchasing the bonds 
of this Government at a premium of 22, 23, 24,or 25 per cent, 
and insome instances more thanthat. Itwasasheer waste of the 
money of the Government. If that money had been held until 
the proper time, and if the Harrison Administration had di- 
vorced itself from Wall street and had coined the silver bullion 
in the Treasury and lived up in good faith to the requirements 
of the Sherman act, there never would have been a moment in 
the history of that Administration when there would have been 
the slightest necessity for the issuance of bonds. But if you 
tuke the position of the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mv. GALLINGER rose, 

Mr, ALLEN. I must decline to yield any further. If you 
take the position of the Senator from New Hampshire and say 
gold is the standard, and that all other forms of money must 
conform to the gold standard, then I can readily see that the 
time might have come in the history of that Administration 
when there would have been an occasion for the issuance of ad- 
ditional bonds. Butif there had been good faith—that is, if the 
Harrison Administration had lived up to the requirements of 
our form of Government, and had administered the Government 
in the interests of all the people and nota portion of the people— 
the time never would have come in the history of the Adminis- 
tration when there would have been the slightest occasion for 
increasing the bonded debt of the nation. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that the people of his 
State have lost in the States of Nebraska and Kansas—and he 
singled out those two States—a great many million dollars which 
they had invested there. If the State of New Hampshire has 
lost a dollar in the State of Nebraska it is news tome. I have 
never heard of it yet, and I think I know something about the 
State of Nebraska and its growth, and something about its peo- 
ple and their disposition and their capability for paying their 
debts. If the State of New Hampshire has ever lost a dollar in 
the State of Nebraska it has not been in consequence of any dis- 
honesty upon the part of the people of Nebraska. It has not 
been because the people of the State of Nebraska are nota law- 
abiding and law-observing, honest, high-minded people. If it 
has occurred it has been through the tricks and dishonesty of 
their own agents whom they employed to loan their money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know the Senator from Nebraska will 
yield to me just here to correct amisapprehension on his part. I 
did not say that we had lost anything in the State of Nebraska, 
as the RECORD will show to-morrow morning, but I did say in 
Kansas and other great agricultural States of the West, and I 
[ did not enumerate the other States. I could have doneso if I 
chose, and I would not mention Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to repeat that there is no section of 
this country where the people are more rigidly honest in ob- 
serving their obligation than in the State of Nebraska. They 
are x high-minded class of people, an intelligent class, and what- 
ever may be within their power in the way of discharging their 
debts will be executed to the full measure. Our industries are 
to-day paralyzed to some extent. 

They are paralyzed in consequence of the pernicious policy 
which has been pursued in this country for the last quarter of a 
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cheerfully, and are discharging them to-day, and in the course 
of events they will be able to pay to New Hampshire and ¢] 
Kast every dollar which may be due them. 

Mr. President, there is no occasion for making charges of this 
kind. Thereisnottheslightestoccasionforit. There isashioh 
a standard of morality and honesty existing in the States of N 
braska and Kansas as there is in Massachusetts or New Hamp- 
shire; there isas high an order of intelligence, as high an order 
of civilization, and insinuations of this kind come with poo 
grace from that section of the country, which has been mad 
rich in the last century by draining the fields of the West and 
South. 

The junior Senator from New Hampshire this morning 
peats the stale remark which has been denied in this Chamber 
twenty times, that the Populist party is arrayed against corpo- 
rations. Iam ata loss to understand the reason why such re- 
marks should be reiterated in this Chamber so frequently when 
they have been so frequently denied. There is not a word in 
the Populist platform, which was promulgated in July, 1892, at 
Omaha, there is not a word in any State Populist platform in 
this Union which looks to undue bitterness upon the part of the 
Populist party against corporations of any character. The 
statement is untrue. 

There isno bitterness. There is no unnecessary hostility upon 
the part of that party to any corporation exercising legitimate 
corporate functions. The members of that party desire to treat 
legitimate corporations as they would individuals exercising a 
legitimate businessfunction. But when corporations undertake 
to control the entire policy of the States and the nation, when 
they undertake to rob the producers of the country through 
overcapitalization and methods of that kind, then the Populist 
party rises up and protests against such conduct and calls upon 
the corporations and those in charge of them to cease conduct 
of that kind. Thatis not undue hostility; it is not undue hos- 
tility to the exercise of legitimate corporate powers. It is a 
hostility to the abuse of this power by corporations which en- 
dangers the rights of the people and the permanency of the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
pending amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 24, page 170, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,” strike out “and not citizens thereof;’’ so 
as to read: 

And a like tax shall be levied, collected, and paid annually upon the gains, 
profits, and income from all property owned and of every business, trade 


or profession carried on in the United States by persons residing without 
the United States. 


, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 54, after the word ‘‘ accept,” in line 25, page 170, to insert 
‘* by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and,” so as to read: 

And the tax herein provided for shall be assessed by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue and collected, and paid upon the gains, profits, and in 
come for the year ending the 3ist day of December next preceding the timo ~ 
for levying, collecting, and paying said tax. 6 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

Mr. HILL. Have all the amendments to section 54 which 
have been presented by the committee been disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All‘ the committee amend- 
ments have been disposed of, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. HILL. And nothing else? 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will state the next amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. What became of the amendment proposed 
in line 20, reducing the exemption from $4,000 to $3,000? 

Mr. VEST. That amendment is not offered. I will state 
frankly that when I offered that amendment yesterday I did it 
under a misapprehension in regard to the views of one of my 
colleagues upon the committee. I was under the impression 
that he had agreed to change “ four” to ‘‘ three” before “ thou- 
sand.” 

I wish to say, now, that our action yesterday was not induced 
by any argument made in the Senate, because I did not hear the 
Senator from New York, as I wasealled out on committee work; 
nor did I read his speech. One of my colleagues came to me 
this morning and said that we misunderstood him, and there- 
fore that amendment is not offered. I take the full responsibil- 
ity of withdrawing it. It is my fault. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. I willofferanamendment. Insection 54, line 20, 
nage 170, before ‘‘ thousand,” I move to strike out ** four” and 
insert ‘‘ one.” 


Nothing else. The Secretary 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from New York will 


The amendment proposed by 
be state d. 


: : a : ' 
The SECRETARY. [n section 4, line 20, page 170, before the 
word ‘*‘ thousand ” strike out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘‘ one;’” so as to 
read: 
A tax of 2 per cent on the \ount so derived over and above $1,000 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Tho yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I 
the Senator from Mississippi |[Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am p 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], and withhold 
vote 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with t 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill announce for the day that Iam paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who is 
absent. 

Mr. RANSOM. Has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. I should vote ‘‘nay ” if he were here. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I do not 
see the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]in the Chamber. 
[ beg leave to withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair with 
that Senator. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senatorfrom Iowa| Mr. 
WILSON]. I do not know how he would vote if he were present, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, hays 42; 

YEAS 


am paired with 


tired 


my 


ior Senator from 


he sel 


the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 


He has not. 


as follows: 
18, 


Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Proctor, 


Carey, Higgins, Manderson, Quay, 
Chandler, Hill, Peffer, Washburn. 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, 
Frye Irby, Platt, 

NAYS—42. 
Allen, George, McPherson, Roach, 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, Teller, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon ‘Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Call, Hawley, Morgan, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, Walsh, 
Dolph, Jones, Ark Pasco, White. 
Dubois, Kyle, Power, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—25. 

Allison, Danie! MeMillan, Squire, 
Blanchard, Dixon Morrill, Stewart, 
Brice, Gibson, Patton, Wilson, 
Butier, Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


Camden, Hale, 


Cameron, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
Cullom, Mc Laurin, Shoup, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I move a further amendment. In section 54, line 
20, page 170, I move to strike out ‘*four” and insert * two.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, before the word “ thousand,” 
strike out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘‘two;” soas to read: 

A tax of 2 per cent on the amount so derived over and above $2,000 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. _ 

Mr. HILL. On that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 


Ransom, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALF]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire again to announce my pair with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 


[am paired with | 
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As I 


Mr. DIXON. 


before announced, [I havea & 








pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN | 
stand that the Senator from Ohio| Mr. SHERMAN | is absent with 
. pair. I therefore transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]. I vote “* yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 38; as fol 
YI AS 
Frye Lod Pow 
Al Gallinge) Mar gua 
Car Hansbrough, M oO n sh 
Chandler, Higgins, x’ 
} Cullom, Hill, Pe \ 
Dixon Hoar Per i 
Dut Irby Pla 
NAYS » 
Allen George, Lindsay, Re 
Bate, Gibson, McPherson Sm 
Berry, Gorman Martin I 
Blackburn Gray, Mill Ve 
Caffery Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vila 
Ca Hawley, Morgan Voorh 
Coc Hunton, Murphy Wa l 
Co Jarvis Palmer Wi . 
Dolph, Jones, Ark Pa 
Faulkner, Kyle, Pu 
NOT VOTING —21 
Blanchard, Davis, Morrill Stewart 
Brice, Gordon Pettigrew, Wilson 
Butler, Hale Proctor W 
Camden Jones, Nev Ransom 
Cameron MeLaurin, Sherman, 
Daniel, McMillan, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. In line 20 [I now move to strike o 
insert ‘* $2,500.” 

Mr. KYLE. 


it ** $4,000.” ane 


I suggest to the Senator from New York that il 


| he would graduate the tax he would get more votes for the 
| amendment. 
Mr. HILL. The graduating system was voted down. Those 





points were voted down yesterday by a pretty large vote, and 
this is the only practical way, it strikes me, to reach the same 
view. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 20, page 170, before ths 
word ‘‘dollars,” strike out ‘‘ four thousand” and insert “* twerty 
five hundred;” so as to read: 

Over and above # 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). The junior Senate» 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAuURIN] being paired with the Sena 
tor from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN], I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and [ therefore with 
hold my vote. 


" 500. 


Secretary proce 


edec 











The rolleall having been concluded, the result was announeed 
yeas 25, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—25 
Aldrich Dubois, Manderson, «qua 
\llison Gallinger Morrill, Shoup 
Carey, Hansbrough, Patton, Teller 
Chandler, Higgins Peffer Washburn 
Cullom, Hill Pe b 
avis, Irby e 
Dixon, Lodge, Power, 
NAYS—32 
llen George, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
Berry Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, Millis, Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, i Vest 
Call Hawley, I Voorhees, 
| Cockrell, Hunton, 1 Walsh, 
Co Jarvis, al WwW 
Do Jones, Ark Past 
Fa ner, Kyle Pu 
NOT VOTIN 
Blan rd, Frye M in Stewart, 
Bric Gordo I h ( ron Vilas, 
Butler Ha Petti Wilson, 
Camden, Hoa Proctor Wolcott 
Cameron J Nev Sherman, 
Dani Me! rin Squire 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I now reoffer the amendment offered yesterday 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and withdrawn this 
morning fixing the exemption at $3,000. [desire to say that I 
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thought the amendment was universally approved. From the 
conversation of Senators, and from the statement made when it 
was Offered by the Senator from Missouri, the amendment seemed 
to meet with universal approbation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if the amendment has the graduated feature of taxation in it? 


Mr. HILL. It is one simple amendment, making the exemp- | 


tion $3,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Without any graduated tax? 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
York if he himself approved the amendment? He says it meets 
with universal approval. Does he approve it? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; L approve of it as an amendment to the 
bill. Ittendstomake the bill better. Each one of these amend- 
ments tends to make the bill better, more justifiable, and more 
defensible. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator then thinks it is an improve- 
ment? 


Mr. HILL. I think it was so regarded yesterday when the 


amendment was offered. 

Mr. PALMER, The bill in its present form I think is satis- 
factory to itsfriefds. The proposition of the Senator from New 
York to amend meets the views of the avowed enemies of the 
bill; and it is hardly fair that he should champion this particu- 
lar amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I suppose that perhaps the easiest way to defeat 
the amendment would be to champion it; but I assumed that 
Senators around this circle would vote for an amendment upon 
its merits, and not upon the question as to who championed it. 
I think an amendment offered here should be determined not 
upon the question who offers it, whether it is offered by a friend 
of the measure or an enemy, but upon its merits. I do not pro- 
pose to thrash this straw over again; I have said all that I de- 
sire to say upon that question; but I think it isa mighty poor 
argument to say that Senators will vote against an amendment 
fixing the exemption at $3,000 because I offer it and would 
heartily approve of it if offered by somebody else. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely meant to challenge the statement 
that the amendment was universally approved. I prefer $4,000, 
and therefore can not assent to this amendment, and never did 
approve of the proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SecreTAaRy. In section 54, line 20, page 170, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” strike out ‘‘four” and insert ‘'three;” so as 
to read: 

Over and above 83,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce 
the pair of the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] 
with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I vote 
‘*vea,” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was suddenly called from the 
Chamber, at the door, when the previous vote was taken, and 
therefore was unable to vote. Had I been in the Chamber I 
should have voted for the amendment. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). As the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has come into the Chamber 
and voted, I again announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], which I had transferred to 
the Senator from Ohio. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Carey, Hansbrough Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Higgins, Patton, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hill, Peffer, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Dubois, Irby, Platt, 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 

NAYS—38. 
Allen, Cockrell, Gorman, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, Coke, Gray, Kyle, 
perry Dolph, Harris, Lindsay, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Hawley, McPherson, 
Caffery, George, Hunton, Martin, 
Cail, Gibson, Jarvis, Mills, 


| Cameron, 








Mitchell, Wis, Pasco, Turpie, Walsh, 
Morgan, Pugh, Vest, White. 
Murphy, Roach, Vilas, 
Palmer, Smith, Voorhees, 

NOT VOTING—17. 
Blanchard, Daniel, McMillan, Wilson, 
Brice, Dixon, Pettigrew, W olcott. 
Butler, Gordon, Ransom, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Squire, 


McLaurin, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I now renew the amendment which I offered last 
evening, but which was temporarily withdrawn. I will state 
whatitis. It is in section 54, line 7, page 170, to strike out 
**1895 ” and insert ‘‘ 1896,” and also in line & to strike out ‘'1909” 
and insert ‘'1901.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmant proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 54, line 7, page 170, strike out 
** 1895” and insert ‘‘ 1896,” and in line 8 strike out 1900” and 
insert ‘'1901;” 80 as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1896, and until the Ist day of 
Saany 1901, there shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually, 
etc, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire simply to explain the ob- 
ject and effect of this amendment for the benefit of those who 
were not here last evening when I briefly stated its purpose. 
The terms of the bill in this respect, as they stand at present, 
will be retroactive in their effect. The law, if the bill passes, is 
to take effect on the Ist of July, the middle of July, or the Ist 
of August. The precise date has not been yet fixed. But by 
the terms of the bill the tax is to be paid, not upon the income 
which shall accrue after the passage of the bill, but for six 
months prior to its passage. The taxis td be paid next July. 
By the terms of the bill its operations for certain purposes begin 
in January. The effect of the bill will be that people affected 
by it must pay not only what income they earn from now until 
the Ist of January, but upon what they have earned since Janu- 
ary last. It makes the bill retroactive initseffect, as [have said. 

I see no occasion for so doing, especially in the light of the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
in his opening speech, which has never been disputed by any- 
body, that the bill would bring $25,000,000 more revenue than 
the necessities of the Government required. 

I can see no reason why the whole of this year should be in- 
cluded in the period in which the income is to be computed. 
By the terms of the bill books are to be kept and other things 
are to be done, by corporations and otherwise, which ought not 
to be required to be done before the passage of the bill. There- 
fore, in my humble judgment, this amendment is a very proper 
one to perfect the bill. <A bill ought not by any of its terms to 
be retroactive, so as to include a period six months prior to its 
passage, because it does affect transactions which occur prior 
to the passage of the bill. 

It seems to me that the amendment is a very proper one, and 
ought to be adopted. Of course, when the bill was reported las‘ 
December, it was expected that early in the spring it would 
peor be passed. Some persons thought it would be passed 

y the Istof March. There was therefore more propriety in 
keeping that provision in, because then it would be retroactive 
for onlyavery brief period. Butnow the bill will not pass before 
the Ist of July. I do not know what day is to be fixed; possibly 
the Ist of August may be determined upon, and then we will 
have five months before the income-tax provision goes into effect, 
although the tax will have to be paid upon moneys earned dur- 
ing that period. It seems to me it would perfect the bill, and 
in that interest I offer the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu]. 

Mr. HILL. On that [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi |Mr. MCLAURIN]. I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], 
who is absent, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 26, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Power, 
Allison, Frye, McPherson, Proctor, 
Carey, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Smith. 
Davis, Hill Perkins, 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt, 
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NAYS—4l. 

4 George, Lindsay, Roach, 
ae Gibson, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mills, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon. Vest, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Caffery, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Call, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 

Dubois, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Faulkner, Kyle Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—I8. 
Blanchard, Gordon, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Butler, Hale, Ransom, Wilson, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Shoup, Wolcott. 
Cameron, McLaurin, Squire, 


Daniel, McMillan, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. ‘Those are all the amendments I desire to offer at 
present to section 54. I now ask unanimous consent that [ may 
be permitted to reserve the right to submit a motion to strike 
out section 54, in accordance with the understanding I think I 
had with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose there will be no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Simply to save the trouble of calling the roll, I 
give notice that, when we get through with the sections relat- 
ing to the income tax, [ shall make one motion to strike them all 
out. 

Mr. PLATT. Before we passfrom section 54, I should like to 
inquire what is understood by the words ‘‘ and a like tax,” in 
line 20? [I inquire whether it is meant by that language to tax 


the 2 per cent on the amountof income over and above $4,000, or | 


whether it is meant that a tax of 2 per cent shall be imposed 
upon all ‘‘the gains, profits, and income ” derived from ‘‘ every 
business, trade, or profession carried on by persons residing 
without the United States”? Are the persons who reside with- 


out the United States, and carry on business, to have an exemp- | 


tion of $4,000, or are they to be taxed on all their incomes de- 
rived in this way? 

Mr. VEST. The same provisionapplies to them as to persons 
in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, they would have the exemption the same 
as persons residing in the United States? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it is entirely clear from the lan- 
guage which is used. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ceed. 

The Secretary read section 55, as follows: 

Src. 55. That in estimating the gains, profits, and income of any person 
there shall be included all income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, 
and other securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the 


law of their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation; profits realized | 


within the year from sales of real estate purchased within the year or 
within two years previous to the year for which incomeis estimated; inter- 
est received or accrued upon all notes, bonds, mortgages, or other forms of 
indebtedness bearing interest, whether paid or not, if good and collectible, 
less the interest which has become due from said person during the year; 
the amount of all premium on bonds, notes, or coupons; the amount of 
sales of live stock, sugar, wool, butter, cheese, pork, beef, mutton, or other 


meats, hay, and grain, or other vegetable or other productions, being the | 


growth or produce of the estate of such person, less the amount expended 
in the purchase or production of said stock or a and not including 
any part thereof consumed directly by the family; the amount of money, 
notes, bonds, choses in action and the value of any personal ears re- 
ceived by gift, devise or inheritance; all other gains, profits, and income 
derived from any source whatever and the share of any person of the gains 
or profits of all companies, whether incorporated or partnership, who would 
be entitled to the same if divided, whether divided or otherwise, except the 
amount of income received from institutions or corporations, whose officers, 
as required by law, withhold a per cent of the dividends, interest, gains, 
profits, and income made by such institutions, and pay the same to the 
officer authorized to receive the same; and except that _—— of thesalary 
or pay received for services in the civil, military, naval, or other service of 
the United States, including Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in 
Congress, from which the tax has been deducted, and except that portion of 
any salary upon which the employer is required by law to, and does, with- 
hold the tax and pays the same to the officer authorized fo receive it. In 
— incomes the necessary expenses actually incurredincarryingon 
any business, occupation, or profession may be deducted and also all inter- 
est actually due and paid within the year by such person on existing in- 
debtedness. And in addition to $4,000 exempt from income tax, as herein- 
before provided, all national, State, county, school, and municipal taxes, 
not including those assessed against local benefits, paid within the year shall 
be deducted from the gains, profits, or income of the person who has actually 
paid the same, whether such person be owner, tenant, or mortgagor; losses 
actually sustained during the year arising from fires, shipwreck, or incurred 
in trade, and not covered by insurance or otherwise, and compensated for, 
and debts ascertained to be worthless, but excluding all estimated depre- 
ciation of values and losses within the year on sales of real estate pur- 
chased two years previous to the year for which income is estimated: Pro- 
vided, That no deduction shall be made for any amount paid out for new 
buildings, permanent improvements, or betterments, made to increase the 
value of any property or estate: Provided further, That only one deduction of 
#4,000 shall be made from the aggregate income of all the members of any 
family, composed of one or both parents, and one or more minor children, 
or husband and wife; that guardians shall be allowed to make a deduction 


in favor of each and every ward, except that in case where two or more 
wards are comprised in one family, and have joint property interest, the 
aggregate deduction in their favor shall not exceed 84,000; And Peete 
further, That in cases where the salary or other compensation paid to any 
personin the employment or service of the United States shall not exceed 
the rate of $4,000 per annum, or shall be by fees, or uncertain or irregularin 
the amount or in the time during which the same shall have accrued or been 
earned, such salary or other compensation shall be included in estimating 
the annual gains profits, or income of the person to whom the same shall 
have been paid, and shall include that portion of any income or salary upon 
which a tax has not been paid by the employer, where the employer is re 
quired by law to pay on the excess over $4,000 

The Committee on Finance reported amendments to the see- 
tion, in line 10, on page 171, after the word ‘ purchased,” ta 
strike out ‘‘ within the year or: in line 11, before the word 
‘*vear,” toinsert ‘close of the;” in line 16, after the word “ per- 
son,” to insert ‘‘or which has been paid by him;” in line 18, 
after the word ‘‘sugar,”’ to insert ‘‘cotton:” in line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ family,” to strike out ‘‘the amountof money, notes, bonds, 
choses in action,” and insert ‘‘money;” in line 25, before the 
word ‘*‘ personal,” to strike out ‘any,’ and insert ‘‘all;”’ in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ property,” to strike out “‘ received,” 
and insert ‘‘acquired;” on page 172, line 1, after the word ** gift,” 
to strik out ‘‘devise;” in line 2, after the word *‘ whatever,” to 
strike out ‘‘and the share of any person of the gains or profits 
of all companies, whether incorporated or partnership, who 
would be entitled to the same if divided, whether divided or 
otherwise, except the amount of income received from institu- 
tions or corporations whose officers, as required by law, with- 
hold a per cent of the dividends, interest, gains, profits, and in- 
come made by such institutions, and pay the same to the otlicer 
authorized to receive the same; and” in line 11, after the word 
‘*salary,” to insert ‘‘compensation;” in line 16, after the words 
‘*by law to,” to insert ‘‘withhold;’ after the word ‘ profes- 
sion,” at the end of line 19, to strike out ‘ may,” and insert 
‘‘shall;” in line 20, after the word ‘‘interest,” to strike out 
‘factually;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘due,” to strike 
out ‘‘and,” and insert ‘‘or;” in line 22, after the word ‘‘ and,” 
to strike out ‘‘in addition to $4,000 exempt from income tax, as 
hereinbefore provided;” on page 173, line 2, after the word 
‘* mortgagor,” to insert ‘‘ also;” in line 3, after the word ‘‘ year,” 
to insert ‘‘incurred in trade or;” in line 4, after the word 
‘* fires,” to insert ‘storms or;” inthesame line, after the word 
‘*shipwreck,” to strike out ‘* or incurred in trade;” in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘ not,” tostrike out ‘* covered.” and insert ‘‘ com- 


| pensated for;” in the same line, after the word ‘ otherwise,” 


The reading of the bill will pro- | 





sh, 


to strike out ‘‘and compensated for;’ in line 8, after the word 
‘* purchased,” to insert ‘‘ within,” and in line 20, after the words 
‘joint property,” to strike out ‘‘interest,” and insert “ inter- 
ests;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 55. That in estimating the gains, profits, and income of any person 
there shall be included all income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, 


| and other securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the 


law of their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation; profits realized 
withinthe year from salesof real estate purchased within two years previous 
to the close of the year for which income ts estimated; interest received or 
accrued upon all notes, bonds, mortgages, or other forms of indebiedness 
bearing interest, Whether paid or not, if good and collectible, less the inter- 
est which has become due from said person or which has been paid by him 
during the year; the amount of all premium on bonds, notes, or coupons; 
the amount of sales of live stock, sugar, cotton, wool, butter, cheese, pork, 
beef, mutton, or other meats, hay, and grain, or other vegetable or other 
productions, being the growth or produce of the estate of such person, less 
the amount expended inthe purchase or production of said stock or produce, 
and not including any part thereof consumed directly by the family; money 
and the value of all personal property acquired by gift, or inheritance; all 
other gains, profits, and income derived from any source whatever, except 
that portion of the salary, compensation, or pay received for services in 
the civil, military, naval, or other service of the United States, including 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, from which the tax 
has been deducted, and except that portion of any salary upon which the em 

ployer is required by law to withhold, and does withhold, the tax and 
pays the same to the cfficer authorized toreceive it. Incomputing incomes 
the necessary expenses actually incurred in carrying on any business, occu- 
pation, or profession shall be deducted and also all interest due or paid 
within the year by such person on existing indebtedness. And all national, 
State, county, school, and municipal taxes, not including those assessed 
against local benefits, ee within the year shall be deducted from the gains, 
profits, or income of the person who has actually paid the same, whether 
such person be owner, tenant, or mortgagor; also losses actually sustained 
during the year, incurred in trade or arising from fires, storms, or ship- 
wreck, and not compensated for by insurance or otherwise, and debts ascer 
tained to be worthless, but excluding all estimated depreciation of values 
and losses within the year on sales of realestate purchased withintwo years 
previous to the year for which income is estimated: Provided, That no de 

duction shall be made for any amount paid out for new buildings, perma- 
nent improvements, or betterments, made to increase the value of any prop- 
erty or estate: Provided further, That only one deduction of $4,000 shall be 
made from the aggregate income of all the members of any family, com- 
posed of one or both parents, and one or more minor children, or husband 
and wife; that guardians shall be allowed to make a deduction in favor of 
each and every ward, except that in case where two or more wards are com- 
prised in one family, and have joint property interests, the aggregate de- 
duction in their favor shall notexceed 34,000: And provided further, Thatin 
cases where the salary or other compensation paid toany person in the em- 
ployment or service of the United States shall not exceed the rate of #4,000 
er annum, or shall be by fees, or uncertain or irregular in the amount or 
D the time during which the same shall have accrued or been earned, such 
salary or other compensation shall be included in estimating the annual 
gains, profits, or income of the person to whom the same shall have been 
paid, and shall include that portion of any income or salary upon which a 
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tax has not been paid by the employer, where the employer is required by 
law to pay on the excess over $4,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 7 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to add 
to the section the following proviso: 








Provided, also, That in computing the income of any person, corporation, 
company, or association there shall not be included the amount received 
from any corporation, company, or association as interest or dividends 
upon the bonds or stock of such corporation, company, or association if the 
tax of 2 per cent per annum has been paid upon its net profits by said cor- 
por yn, company, or association as required by this act. 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to suggest that the amendment would 
more properly come after the section which provides for cor- 
poration taxes. Standing where it does, it might leave a ques- 
tion, as it seems to me, whether it applied to corporation taxes 
or only to personal incomes, which have been provided for by 
the section to which it is proposed as an amendment. 

Mr.ALLISON. I hope the proviso will be passed over, be- 
cause I think it will require some changes after we have dis- 
cussed and acted upon section 59. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to modify the amendment in line 11, 
before the word ‘‘dividends,” by striking outthe words “ inter- 
est or;” and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ upon the,” by 
striking oute!‘ bonds or.” This is made necessary by another 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the proviso in line 11, on page 174, be- 
fore the word ‘ dividends,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ inter- 
est or; and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ upon the,” to 
strike out ‘* bonds or;” so as to read: 

Provided, also, That in computing the income of any person, corporation, 
company, or association there shall!not be included the amount received 
from any corporation. company, or association as dividends upon the stockjof 
such corporation, company, or association if the tax of 2 per cent has been 
paid upon its net profits by said corporation, company, or association as re- 
quired by this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modi- 
fied. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right; but it will be observed that 
up to this time in sections 54 and 55 nothing has been said about 
the tax on corporations. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, if the provisions in regard 
to corporations in a subsequent part of the bill are not agreed 
to, this becomes unnecessary, but this is the proper place for 
this amendment at this time, because we are now defining the 
exemptions and liabilities as to the income of individuals; and 
in order to prevent double assessments, this amendment simply 
provides that where the corporation pays the tax the individual 
shall not pay it. 

Mr. PLATT. It provides more than that. It provides that 
in computing the income of any person, corporation, company, 
or association there shall not be included the amount received 
from other corporations, ete. However, I am not particular 
about it. 

Mr. VEST. It is intended to apply to the case where a cor- 
poration or association receives a dividend from another cor- 
poration or association, which frequently happens. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection tothis phraseology, as 
I understand the substance of it, if all the provisions respecting 
corporations are hereafter inserted. 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr.ALLISON. Therefore I should be glad if the Senator 
from Missouri would allow this amendment to pass over pro 
forma until we have disposed of section 59. 

Mr. VEST. If section 59 shall not be agreed to, this falls to 
the ground. 

Mr. ALLESON. It maybe agreed to or it may be modified. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection. Let the proviso be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the amendment of the committee 
has been modified as requested by the Senator from Missouri. 

oo ALLISON and Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that by unanimous con- 
sent the proviso, as modified, is to be passed over untilafter the 
consideration of section 59 of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend in line 1l,on page 172, by in- 
serting the words which I send to the desk. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'Theamendment will be stated. 

he SecrETARY. In line i, on page 172, after the word ‘in- 
heritance,” it is proposed to insert ‘ except from lineal ancestors 
and descendants or between husband and wife.” 

Mr. HOAR. As the bill now reads, if a man die, leaving 
$5,000, which passes to his widow or to his minor children, that 
is counted as part of the year’s income, or if the husband gives 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






JUNE 23, 








$5,000 of personal property to his wife, which he and she haye 
gained together, for the purpose of buying a house in her namo. 
or because he desires, as a protection against a rainy day, that 
the property shall stand in her name instead of his, it js to he 
treated and taxed as an income for that year. 

Certainly, we are really in no such stress in this country as to 
rake such a thing into the drag net of any tax system, whatever 
it may be. I donot think there is a State in the Union that 
ever would tax such a transfer of property, which is merely tech- 
nical, and I do not think any foreign country would do it. T do 
not know, however, about that. 

I hope the amendment will receive the assent of the S 
without any question. 

Mr. VEST. Weare unable toagree to that amendment a: 
understand it. 

The Senator puts a plausible illustration of his side of the case 
by saying if a father leaves to a son or a daughter $5,000, or i 
husband gives a wife $5,000, the tax in that case would be $100, 
We can see no reason why theincome tax should aot be collected 
in a case of that sort as in any other. Now, let us take another 
illustration. Suppose a father leaves to a child $50,000,000, or 
that a husband gives to his wife a million dollars, is there an) 
reason why a party who receives the protection of the Govern- 
ment to that extent upon so large an amountof property shoul 
not bear a just proportion of the taxation of the country? 

In fact, the argument is a great deal stronger in such a case 
because the recipient in the case the Senator puts does not work 
to acquire this amount by actual labor, but it is a gratuity; he 
spends nothing, and it comes to him by a sort of blind fortune, 
and yet the Government gives equal protection to it. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts should 
prevail, then the multimillionaire could give his whole estate to 
his lineal descendants or to his wife and escape this tax. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let there be a limitof $10,000 or some rea- 
sonable limit fixed, so as to exempt small property. 

Mr. VEST. It is unquestionably that sort of income that 
should not be exempt from taxation. It is not acquired, as the 
Bible says, by the sweat of the face, but it comes simply by vir- 
tue of relationship or good feeling. We can not agree to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The point in this case is that itis not a transfer 
of property in any substantial sense. My property is my wife’s; 
my wife’s property is mine, and my father’s property was mine 
when he got through with it, except as he chose to give it to 
other children or to other persons. The community of effort in 
the household which gains the little accumulation of property 
is'a thing which the instinct of all humanity recognizes, and it 
is not in any sense for the purpose of taxation a new acquisition 
to the person to whom it passes. That isthe answer to the sug 
gestion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Certainly the United States does not need any such thing. 
The multimillionaire is a rare bird in this country. I do not 
think we need to be oppressing all the frugal and honest people 
in this country because there are said to be some multimil- 
lionaires in the cityof New York. I donot wish tosay anything 
to disturb the sensibilities of the honorable senior Senator from 
that State [Mr. Hii], but I am afraid the American people 
will at some time get to wish that there was not any city of 
New York, if all our ordinary transactions of life are to be cas! 
into confusion and to be regulated on an unjust and unreasona- 
ble principle because somebody—generally*somebody who lives 
2,000 miles from that city—imagines some wonderfully dishonest 
things are going on there. ‘ 

By the law of the State to which I belong, and I suppose by 
the law of nearly every other State—perhaps the civil law of 
the State of Louisiana is an exception—the gain, the toil, the 
service of the minor child is the property of the father. When 
the boy and the girl get to be 16 years of age, if they work, 
their wages belong to the father. The services of the wife are 
the legal property of the husband even in many States where 
separate property is recognized. The husband has a right to 
make contracts for the services of the wife if he sees fit. 

At any rate, itis a joint affair. The wife has as much merit 
as the husband in laying up the $10,000 or whatever the sum 
may be. The economy, the frugality, the prudent management 
is hers as much as it is his; and while he may earn money for 
which he may work outside, she works in the home without 
wages. I say it is afoul, a base injustice—and I do not believe 
any Senator on this floor will deny it—when the husband dies to 
put an inheritance tax on the widow. 

I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH responded in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to call attention to what is to become of 
the United States Senate under this Democratic policy. Here 
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is an income-tax provision. It was crude, unjust, indefensible 
in many of its details by the admission of the persons who 
framed it. There have been forty amendments proposed, amend- 
ments of substance, amendments of serious principle, and every 
Senator who proposed or voted for those amendments confessed 
in so doing that the bill was wrong. Now, there is taken from 
the Senate of the United States in the introduction of this new 
policy, whether right or wrong, its capacity as a legislative 
body. 

Here on the question whether a widow shall in her hour of 
distress pay an inheritance tax on the five or ten thousand dol- 
lars which she and her husband have gained together, a major- 
ity of the Senate are expected to record their votes, not because 


they believe in the thing, not because they consider it even de- | 


cent or tolerable, but simply because they put their judgment 
and their conscience into the hands of one or two men, who, how- 
ever respectable and however able they may be, have been 





burdened and weighed down by having their time taken up by | 


the consideration of this enormous bill covering all the indus- 
tries of the country. 

Mr. President, legisla 
tion; it is conspiracy, and 
ing else. 

Mr. VEST. Iwantto say asingle word. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has repeated this lecture of his from time to 
time in regard to coercion by two or three men. I want to say, 
Mr. President, once for all, that we are endeavoring honestly to 
make a just and equitable bill, and it is not in his mouth nor 
within his jurisdiction to denounce everything which does not 
meethis judgment here as an actof tyranny and an outrage upon 
the people. 

Mr. HOAR. 
he will permit me. Does not the Senator expect to record 
against this amendment 43 votes, simply because Senators on 
that side have engaged to follow him without the slightest re 
gard to their individual opinions? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, and it is an insult almost to 
ask me such aquestion in regard to my colleagues. 
the amendment we have offered will prevail. I 
right. 


tion enacted in that way is not legisla- 
nothing else; it is tyranny, and noth- 


believe it is 


{ am somewhat of a lawyer,and Ido not think that hard cases | 


should make the law. If so, we should never have a statute en- 
acted atall. The imagination of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts can always conjure a case which, in his judgment, operates 
most unjustly and inequitably under any law. I have put my 
side of this question in a case which he does not pretend to 
say does not sustain my contention here entirely, but he chooses 
to put the case of a woman who has worked with her husband 
for the acquisition of property. Many of them who have not 
worked in the acquisition of property have received millions 
upon millions of dollars simply as a gratuity, or by way of de- 
scent, as in the case of the enild. 

I do not admit that all the arguments are upon the Senator’s 
side of this question. Theinheritance or succession tax has been 
adopted in all cfvilized countries where an income tax has pre- 
vailed, or if not in all, ina large majority of them, and it pre- 
vails now in a great many States of the Union. In the State of 
New York there is sucha tax. Itis considered an equitable and 
just tax; and I consider it so, because when the child or widow 
receives from the father or husband an estate, there is no reason, 
if the incomeof the child or of the widow is increased to that ex- 
tent, that the new estate should not bear an equal and just por- 
tion of the common taxation of the Government. That is the 
whole question. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I answered to my name on the roll call. 
do not like to interrupt this discussion, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that, the 
Senator from Rhode Island having answered to his name, with- 
out unanimous consent the debate can not proceed, 

Mr. HILL. I donot know that I care about speaking upon 
this particular amendment, but I shall reserve what I was going 
to say on an amendment which I shall offer later. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Hoar. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE}. . 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was ealled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHoupP]. I do not see him in the 


[ 


Chamber at present, and therefore withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 


[ should like to ask the Senator a question, if | 


I hope that | 
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| Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from M 
| [Mr. WASHBURN] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
lowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
| KYLE} and vote ‘* nay.” 
| Mr.CULLOM. [have a general pair with the senior Senator 
om Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and the ‘fore withhold my ) 
ir. MILLS (after having voted in the negative [ am paired 
with the senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 











withdraw my vote. 
Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
that the Senator from Virginia [| Mr. 
paired, has not voted. 
The result was announced 


[ learn 
DANIEL], with whom [Tam 
[ therefore withdraw my yote 


> 9 2.41 


yeas 2”, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—22 
Aldri Dubois Lodge Platt 
Allis« Hansbrough Manderson, Proctor 
Ca Hawley, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Da Higgins Morrill, Teller 
Dixon Hill, Patton, 
Dolph Hoar Perkins 

NAYS—33 
Allen Gibson, McPhe Smith 
Bate, Gordon, Martin Turpie 
Berry, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blackburn Hunton, Morgan, Vilas 
Caffery, Irby, Palmer, Voorhees 
Call Jarvis, Pasco, Walsh 
Cockrell Jones, Ark Peffer, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
George, McLaurin, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—30 

Blanchard Daniel, MeMillan, Squire, 





Bri Frye, Millis, Stewart 
Butler, Gallinger, Murphy, Washburn 
Ci Gorman, Pettigrew, White, 

Ca Gray Power, Vilson, 

C Hale, Quay, Woleott 
Coke, Jones, Nev Ransom 

Cullo Kyle, Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I move an amendment in the same language, 
with the addition of the words ‘‘to an amount not exceeding 
$5,000.” Task that the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be sated. 


The SECRETARY. After the word ‘inheritance,’ in line 1, 
page 172, it is proposed to insert: 
Except from lineal ancestors and descendants, or between hnsband and 


wife, to an amount not exceeding #5,000 

Mr. HOAR. The effect of this amendment is to dispose of 
the millionaire argument and confine it exclusively to little 
transfers between husband and wife in poor families of sums not 
exceeding $5,000. 

Mr. VEST. Four thousand dollars would be exempted anyhow 
under the bill. 

Mr.HOAR. Iknow, butI want this to be especially exempted. 
[ want to have this particular thing not counted to be 
where otherwise it might be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana |Mr. POWER]. 


taxed, 


Lam paired with 


Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called), [ again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD 
Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I announce my 


pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam paired with the 
(Mr. FRYE}. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that | 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQurRE]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QUAY], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. 5HOUP. [am paired with the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE], and withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—21, 


[am paired with 


Senator from Maine 


am paired with the 


Allison Hansbrough Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Tellier, 
Davis, Higgins, Patton, Washbura 
Dixon, Hill, Perkins, 

Dubois, Hoar, Platt, 

Gallinger, Lodge, Proctor, 
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NAYS—29. 
Allen, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Baté, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Berr Hunton, Palmer, Vilas, 
Blackburn, Jarvis, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Jones, Ark Peffer, Walsh. 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Coke, McLaurin, Roach, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, 

NOT VOTING —=35. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Nev. uay, 
Blanchard, Dolph, Kyle, ansom, 
Brice, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, George, Martin, Squire, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Camden, Gorman, Morrill, White, 
Cameron, Gray, ents Wilson, 
Chandler, Hale Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Irby, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT. I did desire, and do desire, to offer an amend- 
ment in line 13, on page 173, but I understand that the Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. HOAR] still wishes to offer amendments 
with reference to the part of the bill we are now considering, 
and so I shall wait. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend in line 13, on page 172, after 
the words ‘‘ United States,” by inserting “ not including the 
judges of the courts of the United States, but.” If that amend- 
ment shall be accepted I have nothing to say about it. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 13, 
page 172, it is proposee to insert: 

Not including the judges of the courts of the United States, but. 


Mr. HILL. All the judges of the courts of the United States? 

Mr. HOAR. All the judges of the courts of the United States 
are life officers under the Constitution and haveaconstitutional 
right to their salaries during life. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has this matter been disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet. If there be no ob- 
jection, the amendment submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. HILL. It is to except the judges of all the United States 
courts throughout the country from the operations of this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. Why should they be excepted? 

Mr. HILL. I donot know. The Senator from Missouri says 
it is right, and whatever he says goes. 

Mr. VEST. Whether it goes or not, the Senator from Mis- 
souri thinks the amendment is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. [should like, before passing from that, to have 
printed in the RecorD the letter of Chief Justice Taney, which 
I presented on the 20th instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be so ordered. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

LETTER FROM CHIEF JUSTICE TANEY TO THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 


RELATIVE TO AN ACT TAXING THE SALARIES OF THE JUDGES OF THE 
COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


In the absence of objection, it 


WASHINGTON, February 15, 1863. 


Str: I find that the act of Congress of the last session, imposing a tax of 
3 per cent on the salaries of all officers in the employment of the United 
States, has been construed, in your Department, toembrace judicial officers, 
and the amount of the tax has been deducted from the salaries of the 
judges. 

The first section of the third article of the Constitution provides that— 

“The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court and such inferior courts as Congress may from time to time ordain 
andestablish. The judges of both the Supreme and inferior courts shall 
hold their offices during good behavior, and shall atstated times receive for 
their services a compensation which shall not be diminished during their 
continuance in office.” 

The act in question, as you interpret it, diminishes the compensation of 
every judge 3 per cent, and if it can be diminished to that extent by the 
name of a tax, it may, in the same way, be reduced from time to time at the 
pleasure of the Legislature. 

The judiciary is one of the three great departments of the Government 
created and established by the Constitution. Its duties and powers are 
specifically set forth, and are of a character that requires it to be perfectly 
independent of the other departments; and in order to place it beyond the 
reach, and above even the suspicion, of ony such influence, the power to re- 
duce their compensation is expressly withheld from Congress and excepted 


» from their powers of legislation. 


Lancuage could not be more plain than that used in the Constitution. It 
is moreover one of the most important and essential provisions; for the 
article which limits the power of the legislative and executive branches of 
the Government, and those which provide safeguards for the protection of 
the citizen in his person and property would be of little value without a ju- 
diciary to uphold and maintain them which was free from every influence, 
direct or indirect, that might by possibility, in times of political excitement, 
warp their judgments. 

Upon these ground I regard an act of Congress retaining in the Treasur 
a portion of the compensation of the judges as unconstitutional and void, 
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and I should not have troubled you with this letter if there was any mode 
by which the question could be decided in a judicial proceeding. But al) 
the judges of the courts of the United States have an interest in the ques 
a and could not therefore with propriety undertake to hear and de- 
cide it, 

Iam, however, not willing to leave it to be inferred from my silence that 
I admit the right of the Legislature to diminish, in this or any other mode 
the compensation of the judges when once fixed by law, and my silence 
would naturally, perhaps necessarily, be looked upon as acquiescence on 
my part in the power claimed and exercised under this act of Congress, and 
would be regarded as a precedent establishing the principle that the Legis 
lature may, at its pleasure, regulate the salaries of the judges of the courts 
of the United States, and may reduce their compensation whenever Con 
gress may think proper. 

Having been honored with the highest judicial station under the Consti 
tution, I feel it to be more especially my duty to uphold and maintain the 
constitutional rights of that Department of the Government, and not by 
any actor word of mine have it to be supppsed that I acquiesce in a meas 
ure that displaces it from the independent position assigned to it by the 
statesmen who framed the Constitution. And in order to guard against any 
such inference I present to you this respectful, but firm and decided, remon- 
strance against the authority you have exercised under this act of Congress, 
and request you to place this protest upon the public files of your office as 
the evidence that I have done everything in my power to preserve and main 
tain the judicial department in the position and rank in the Government 
which the Constitution assigned to it. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, yours, 
R. B. TANEY. 

Hon. S. P. CHASE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwish to attend the funeral of my late col- 
league in this Chamber, Mr. Perkins, which takes place at 4 
o’clock thisevening. I wish, before I go, to call the attention 
of the Senate to two amendments which I should like to offer 
at the present time. The part of the bill to which one of the 
amendments, at least, appiies will probably be reached before I 
return, and I ask unanimous consent that they may be acted 
upon now. I shall notask anything more thana simple viva 
voce vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 176, in line 10, after the word ‘‘re- 
turn,” I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘return,” in line 10, on 
page 176, it is proposed to insert: 

The rendering of such willfully false or fraudulent return is hereby de- 
clared to be a felony, and orf conviction thereof the person or persons so 
found guilty, shall be punished by imprisonment at hard labor for a period 
of not less than one year nor more than five years,in the discretion of the 
court; and it ishereby made the duty of the collectors of internal revenue to 
report all cases of such willfully false or fraudulent returns to the district at- 
torney of the particular district, who sball forthwith institute criminal 
proceedings against such persons. 


Mr. VEST. I simply want to say that the law already pro- 
vides for an offense like this. The general statute covers the 
case, and I will say to the Senator from Kansas, with great re- 
spect, that I do not think there is any necessity for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have a vote upon it, anyway. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Kansas will strike out 
of that amendmentthe phrase ‘‘is hereby declared to beafelony.”’ 
We havea statute definition of felony, which is comprehensive 
and applies to all cases which are or may be in the power of the 
court punishable by hard labor. It makes an exceedingly an 
noying condition of things to undertake to add to that compre- ° 
hensive definition an enumeration of particular offenses, making 
them felonies in terms. The Senator is aware, I suppose—cer- 
tainly the lawyers in the Senate who have had experience are 
aware—that a very different rule of pleading applies to felonies 
than to misdemeanors. ‘ 

For instance, youcan not join in the same indictment the count 
of a felony and the count of a misdemeanor; and there are some 
other distinctions which it is not necessary to mention. I dc 
not recall all of them now. So it seems to me we had better ad- 
here to our ordinary rule of ‘letting the definition of felony be 
comprehensive and universal in all cases. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not wish to engage in this discussion. I 
simply ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby de- 
clared to be a felony.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the amendment by 
striking out in lines 3 and 4 the words, ‘‘is hereby declared to 
be a felony.” 

Mr. HOAR. The word “and” should be stricken out in ad- 
dition. I move to strike out the words, ‘‘ hereby declared to be 
a felony, and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for a division. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas read, ani then I 
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should like to hear it read as it will stand if the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts should prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be reported. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. PEFFER 
and the amendment as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. 
will withdraw my amendment. 
the Senate this hot day. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to strike 
out the word “ felony ” and substitute the word “offense.” That 
will comply with the wishesof the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PEFFER. I prefer a voteon the amendmentasitstands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Massachusetts to have withdrawn his amendment. 
The questjon recurs, therefore, on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the word “felony ” and 
insert the word ‘‘ offense.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 of the amendment it is proposed 
to strike out the word ‘‘ felony ” and insert ‘‘ offense.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] to | 


the amendment of the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PEFFER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 207, line 7, after the word ‘‘ taxes,”’ 
{ move to insert as a new section what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after section 81, on 
page 207, es a new section the following: 

That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes, and all sections amendatory 
thereof, be amended so as to provide that the tax on beer, lager beer, ale, 
porter, and other similar fermented liquors shall be 2 per barrel, and the 
said section shall be and remain in force as part of this act, together with 
any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the provisions 
of this section. 

Mr. PLATT. Will not the Senator from Kansas be likely to 
return before we reach that part of the bill? The question of 
the beer tax is a pretty important question, and I should hope 
there would be a little time for the discussion of it. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am quite willing that this matter may be 
taken up during my absence. 

I now ask that I may be excused during the remainder of the 
day from attendance on the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the request of the Senator from Kansas will be granted. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Before that is done, I inquire if the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has offered his amendment? 

Mr. PLATT. No; but I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I have some amendments to offer when the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut finishes his. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to offer an amendment on page 1738, to 
strike out the second proviso, commencing in line 13 and end- 
ing in line 21. Let it be stated by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The SECRETARY. On page 173, section 55, it {s proposed to 
strike out the second proviso, as follows: 

Provided further, That only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made from the 
aggregate income of all the members of any family, composed of one or 
both parents, and one or more minor children, or husband and wife; that 
guardians shall be allowed to make a deduction in favor of each and every 
ward, except that in case where two or more wards are comprised in one 


family and have joint property interests, the aggregate deduction in their 
favor shall not exceed 34,000. 


Mr. PLATT. This seems to me to be an important matter, 
and if it were not so excessively warm to-day, I should like to 
occupy the attention of the Senate for a few minutes; but as it 
is, I shall only state in the most concise way I can the reason 
why I think this proviso should be stricken out. 

It will be observed that incomes are assessed upon individ- 
uals. The tax is paid by the individual upon his or her individ- 
ual income, with an exemption of $4,000. 

Now comes this proviso, that there is to be only one exemp- 


tion where the combined income of different membersof afamily | 


amounts to more than $4,000. That is notright, Mr. President; 
it is not consistent with the scheme of the bill, and I trust that 
this question will not be decided by a party vote. 

That only one deduction of #4,000 shall be made from the aggregate in 





Before the Senator from Nebraska proceeds I | 
I shall not take up the time of | 


The Secretary will state the | 
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come of all the members of any family, composed of one or both parents 
and one or more minor children, or hus»and or wife, 

That is the first clause, but they have all got to be assessed to 
| the individual; they are not assessed to the family. Each in- 
| dividual member of the family has to have his income assessed 
| and levied under the provisions of the fifty-fourth and fifty-fifth 

sections. 

Take it merely in the case of husband and wife. If the hus- 
band has an income of $4,000 and his wife has an income oi 

| $4,000 each income would be exempt if it were not for this pro- 

| viso; but here comes in the proviso and says there is to be only 

| one exemption of $4,000. Is that right? Suppose the minor 
children in a family by inheritance from their grandfather or 
from other sources have individual incomes, the combined 
amount of which exceeds $4,000, and the parents have incomes, 
there is no deduction for the income of the minor children 
under those circumstances. 

The same reasoning holds true with regard to the next pro- 
vision, where there are two or more wards comprised in one 
family who have a joint property interest, the aggregate deduc- 
tion in their favor shall not exceed $1,000. If the incomes are 
large in a family, this is not practically of any great importance; 
but if they are small, it is going to work a decided hardship. 
Any one can see that. 

[ can see no reason why the income should be assessed on the 


liv 





| individual and on all the individual members of a family, and 

| then the deduction should be made for the family alone. It 
scems to be an inconsistency. 

| Idonot know where this provision came from. It was not, 


| unless [ am very much mistaken, in any of our former income 
laws. The suggestion was made to me this morning that it was 
taken from an old income law, but I have looked at all of them 
I could find and I did not find this provision inthem. I may be 
mistaken about it, but whether it is in other income tax laws or 
not, it is not right. 

Mr. VEST. This provision is taken from the income 
| which was formerly enacted by Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. The law of what year? 

Mr. VEST. In the laws enacted in 1864 and 1867; and itis the 
| provision in the bill as it came from the House, which is now 
pending. 

Mr. PLATT. I could not find it in the Statutes at Large. 

Mr. VEST. It is identical word for word, except as to the 
amount, and it was based upon the idea, I suppose—that was the 
theory upon which we adopted it—that where the parties were 
living together and the family expenses were in common, there 
should not be this separate exemption, but only one exemption 
| for the entire family; and the same way in regard to wards where 
| they had a joint interest, which could not be separated, and 
lived together, the theory of this income tax being that the 
amount of necessary expenses to a family, which is fixed by this 
bill at $4,000, should be exempt from taxation. Where they 
may have separate estates, yet if they are living together as one 
family,and sharing expenses as a household, the old law made 
this exemption, and we have adopted the identical language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. I find that the provision was in the old income 
law, but I could not find it in the Statutes at Large, although I 
looked for it, but Iam sure it was notin all of them. We have 
had several such laws. It does not matter, however, whether 
it is the old law or not, it is not right, anditought to be stricken 
out. LI ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to.call the roll. 
| Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I do not see the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE) in his seat, and I make 
the same transfer of pairs I made on the previous vote, so that 
the Senator from Iowa (Mr. WILSON] will stand paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to again announce my pair with the 
| Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iannounce my pair with the 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 


law 


my 


Senator from 





The result was announced—yers 30, nays 31; as follows 
YEAS—30. 
Aldrich, Frye, Hoar, Quay, 
Carey, Gallinger, Lodge, Sherman, 
| Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
| Cullom, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Patton, Teller, 
Dixon, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn, 
Dolph, Higgins, Platt, 
Dubois, Hill, Proctor, 
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NAYS—3L. 
Allen, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Harris, Mills, Vest, 
Coke, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Daniel, Irby, Murphy, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
George Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—2A. 

Allison Camden, McPherson, Power, 
Blanchard, Cameron, Manderson, Ransom, 
Brice, Cockrell, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, Jones, Nev Palmer, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Kyle, Peffer, Wilson, 
Call McMillan, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge 


of the bill whether he has an estimate from the Treasury De- | 


partment, or whether he has made any estimate himself as to | “4 ae , , 
| When it is occupied by the owner and yields no rent, Senators 


the amount which the income tax will probably yield? 

Mr. VEST. There never has been any estimate from the 
Treasury Department, except one made in an informal way by 
the Commisgjoner of Internal Revenue as to the result of the 
tax upon corporations. 

1 willsay very frankly to the Senator from Ohio, that the gen- 
eral estimate has been at $30,000,000, but Ihave never been able 
to find any reliable data on which to base an estimate, and I do 
not think anybody knows or can state what it will be. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to some statistics upon that point. It is very important if we 
pass an income tax that we should have an income tax which 
will yield a considerable revenue, 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator labors under a delusion. It 
is not apparently of the slightest consequence how much it 
yields in revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it isof very great consequence how 
much it yields. 

| have endeavored to procure statistics from the Census Bu- 
reau as to the probable number of persons who will pay the in- 
come tax under the provisions of this bill, but I can fin no data 
given by the Census Office which will even enable me to form 
an opinion upon the subject. 

| have found, however, in one of the statements of the Census 
Bureau, important facts which may throw some lighton the sub- 
ject. I find that the total valuation of property in the United 
States was estimated by the Census Bureau in 1890 at $65,037,- 
O$1,197. The estimated value of real estate, with improvements 
thereon, was $39,544,544,333; of live stock on farms and ranges, 
farm implements, and machinery, $2,703,015,040; of mines and 
quarries, including product on hand, $1,291,291,579; gold and 
silver, coin and bullion, $1,158,774,948; machinery of mills and 
product on hand, raw and manufactured, $3,058,593,441; rail- 
roads and equipments, including street railroads, $8,685,407,323; 
telegraphs, telephones, shipping and canals, $701,755,712; mis- 
cellaneous, $7,893,708,821]. 

So it will be seen that nearly two-thirds of the property of 
the United States isin lands with the improvements thereon, 
and the balance is divided among the number of items which I 
have given, the largest of them being $8,685,407 ,323 in railroads. 

Mr. President, when you come to the homes and the farms of 
all the people of the United States, included in the term real 
estate, of course they are practically exempt from taxation; be- 
cause there is no provision here which would make the home 
fall under the income tax, provided it is occupied by the owner. 
It is only where real estate is rented that it furnishes what is 
called an income. 

The house in which a man lives, however expensive it may be, 
would not contribute anything towards this fund. So it will be 
at least safe to say that two-thirds of the real estate held by the 
people of the United States can not be embraced in the income 
schedule because it is occupied by the owners, and there is no 
provision in this law which would require the return of such 
property when so occupied. 

It is true if a man makes money out of his farm, atter deduct- 
ing a great many things, he will be taxed on the overplus, but 
there is probably not one in a thousand of the farmers of the 
United States who would come within the limit of $4,000. All 
the farms, therefore, would be practically exempt from the in- 
come tax. 

Mr. President, let us goa little further. The bill as it now 
stands climinates from taxation all debts and credits of the 
country, amounting to untold billions of dollars. The reason of 
that is that the creditors areasnumerous as the debtors. Every 
debt represents a creditor as well asa debtor, and where a debtor 
owes to his creditor the debtor is authorized to deduct from 
his income, however much it may be, all the interest he has to 
pay and the other expenses attending it, and the creditor will 





be to a large extent exempt, because the large creditors in this 
country are also generally very heavy debtors, and one will bal- 
ance the other. 

I doubt very much whether, under the operations of this pi!! 
you will derive any revenue from debts andcredits. The great- 
est debtors in our country are the largest business operators 
all the interest they pay will be deducted from their income 
and for the last year, | think, it will exceed in almost every case 
the income, and the creditor also is apt to be a debtor. There- 
fore, if he should honestly return his income, it would probably 
not be more than has already been deducted from the assets of 
the debtor, or from his possible income if he is not in debt. 
Therefore we must eliminate from the computation the propert; 
of the debtor and the creditor. Inall our returns no notice js 
taken of the amount of debts and the amount of credits, and onl, 
fixed property, real and personal, can be estimated in this lis‘, 

If you take the entire aggregate of $65,037,091,197 and mak 
the reduction from real estate and the improvements thereon, 


must perceive, as well as I, that the amount of this property 
which is occupied and free from the income tax will probably 
amount to nine-tenths of all the real estate in the country. 


| Probably not one-tenth of the real estate in this country jis 


rented so as to yield an income under the provisions of this bill. 

Further, the old law, which has been referred to as having 
yielded $30,000,000, and one year during the war, I think, yielded 
$80,000,000, was based upon the idea of a deduction of only $600. 
This exemption was increased after the war was over, and finally 
it was placed at $2,000, when the income tax diminished rapidly, 
owing to the increase of the limit of exemption. When the ex- 
emption on incomes was only $600, the tax yielded some forty or 
fifty million dollars a year, and when the exemption was raised, 
first, to $1,000, then to $1,200, and finally to $2,000 (after which 
the income tax was repealed), the amount of income fell off very 
rapidly, and was reduced to less than one-half. 

It is also true, and it is a fact known by every Senator here, 
that the great body of the property of the people of the United 
States is held not in great masses such as will be taxed under 
this bill, but is held in small amounts. A man would be con 
sidered quite rich in Ohio who had $50,000 of property; but he 
would not count as part of his property for taxable purposes the 
house in which he lives, or the land, because that would prob- 
ably be balanced by the expenses of conducting the farm. So 
that a man must have at least $100,000 inactive operation, yield- 
ing a rental, a profit, or an interest, in order to have anincome 
going beyond the exemption of $4,000. 

Indeed the wealth of some of the wealthiest States in this 
country rests upon unimproved real estate, which yields no in- 
come whatever. Under this bill the taxes upon such property 
paid the State, city, and county authorities may be deducted, 
and that may exceed all the rents, and yet the owner may be 
worth a quarter of a million dollars. A tax thus levied upon 
incomes above $4,000 implies that the tax shall extend to only a 
few. In our country it isnot common, especially in the country, 
to find men worth more than $100,000. A man is. considered 
quite rich who is worth that amount; and yet he would be en- 
tirely exempt from the tax. 

If Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who are respon-: 
sible for the conductof the Government, for thespayment of the 
interest on the public debt, and the payment of our current ex- 
penses, desire to provide measuras for reverlue, they must pro- 
vide revenue measures that will yield money. If you would ap- 
ply a general income tax of 2 per cent onall incomes above $1,000, 
I venture to say you would get three times and perhaps four 
times as much revenue as when you confine the levy of the in- 
come tax to men who are very wealthy, and all who would be 
considered very wealthy who were called upon to pay this tax. 

It is to be remembered that this tax is not levied upon the 
value of the property; it is only levied upon its income produc- 
ing value after all the other exemptions and limitations are 
drawn from it. So it would be confined to comparatively few, 
and upon those it would not be very severe. The probable re- 
sult of such a tax no man can tell. I suppose the Secretary of 
the Treasury would not undertake to estimate the amount 
which will bederived from it. No mancan tell. I believe itis 
simply a blow aimed at comparatively few people and it will not 
cause any sensible increase of the revenues of the Government. 
That is the view I take of it. I may be mistaken. If it yields 
ten or twenty million dollars it would be far beyond my expec- 
tation. c 

It seems to me when we are now seeking to provide revenue 
for the support of the Government we ought to take those 
sources of revenue which are sure and potent, and that will be 
sufficient to meet the exigencies of the nation. In my judgment 
this income tax as it is now provided for, the Senate having 
refused to lower the limit so as to reach a larger number of 
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yersons, is @ delusion and a snare. If it yields $10,000,000 or 
$15,000,000 at the most, it is a discriminating tax against a few 
pe: ons and it would be of but little advantage. There area 
thousand taxes that might be named which would furnish several 
times as much revenue and would not be felt in the slightest 
degree by the people of the United States. 

A tax of two mills on a pound of sugar would yield more rev- 
enue than this boasted income tax. It will be looked upon as a 
discrimination against the few, as a blow aimed at people who 
have been industrious, vigilant, and careful, who have hus- 
banded their resources, and it will not yield you the revenue 
you demand. In my judgment it will be the most unpopular 
and the most unproductive tax that has ever been levied in the 
United States of America. 

Mr. HILL. Is there an amendment now pending? 

(he PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment pend- 
ing at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
on what principle or theory it is that the judges of the United 
Strtes courts are to be exempted from taxation under this pro- 
posed act? 

Mr. VEST. 
now? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. This question was brought into the debate by an 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar]severaldaysago. The Senator from Massachusetts caused 
aletter addressed by Chief Justice Taney to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to be printed and laid upon our desks. In that letter 
the contention was made that the provision of the Constitution 
that the salaries of the judges of the United Statescourts should 
not be diminished during their tenure of office applies to an 
income tax, which creates a burden upon those salaries. I say, 
with the greatest respect for that great lawyer, Chief Justice 
Taney, that I donot think the legal argument is a sound one. 
At the same time, the amount involved in the tax is so incon- 
siderable, that in order to economize time and prevent dis- 
cussion, we concluded to waive any objection to the amendment 
and leave it to the Senate to determine, without the committee 
taking any part, except as Senators personally, in regard to it. 

[ am frank to say that I would have no feeling about it if the 
matter were decided either way. There is great plausibility in 
the contention made by Chief Justice Taney in the document I 
have referred to. At the same time it can be said that there is 
no very conclusive reason why officers holding their positions 
for life and receiving salaries, and considerable salaries, from 
the Governmént should not bear their proportion of the com- 
mon burden imposed upon all the people receiving incomes 
throughout the country. We have no feeling about it, and do 
not propose to take any part in it except individually. 

Mr. HILL. I do not propose to criticise the action of the 
committee in accepting so readily and without debate the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. Still, I do not sup- 
pose it can fairly be said thatit was acceptedin order to prevent 
a few moments’ consideration. I can hardly suppose that be- 
cause it was a heated afternoon, therefore it was wiser to accept 
it than to antagonize it. Isupposed thatin making up a bill it 
should be framed upon some principle, and not simply with 
a desire to gratify the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts, much as the Senator from Missouri would like todoso. I 
supposed an exemption of such an important character as that of 
the judges of the Supreme Court, of the judges of the circuit 
courts, of the judges of the district courts, should be made upon 
some principle and some reason, and that those who are respon- 
sible for the bill had investigated the subject and come to some 
mature determination. 

I assume that the ground upon which it may be said that the 
judges of the United States courts should be exempted from this 
tax is because of that provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which provides that these judges ‘‘ shall, at stated times, 
receive for their services a compensation which shall not be di- 
minished during their continuance in office;” that it would prob- 
ably be held that Congress could not by the passage of a statute 
take away from them any portion of their stipulated salary; and 
that what it could not do directly it could not do indirectly by 
means of an income tax. That is the plausible theory if not the 
strict legal ground upon which the exemption should be made. 
It can stand upon that ground, or it can not stand atall. There- 
fore, if that be so, the committee should go further, and the 
amendment which I now propose to submit for the consideration 
of the Senate, it seems to me, is one which should be adopted. 

I offer as an amendment a provision that the salary of the 
President of the United States shall be exempted from the pro- 
visions of this act. The Constitution provides that “the Pres- 
ident shall * * receive for his services a compensation 
which shall be neither increased nor diminished during the 


Does the Senator from New York want ananswer 
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period for which he shall have been elected, and he shall not 
receive within that period any other emolument from the 
United States,” ete. If you exempt the judges of the courts 
because of that constitutional provision—and I assume that it 
must be done, not because of a mere freak, not because some- 
body asks it, but because of some principle, some solid nd 
upon which we can stand—then why ought not this amen nt 
to be made? 

The President of the United States happens to be a resident 
of the State of New York. ‘This income tax bears pretty heav- 
ily upon the State of New York, and I think the Senator from 


rro 
dime 


Missouri in the kindness of his heart will agree to exempt at 
least one resident of that State and not allow his official salar 
to be tampered with. Itseemsto me under the provisions of the 
Constitution he is entitled to it, if the judges are. The | 3i- 
dent does not ask for it. Iam not authorized to speak f i 
in this or anyother matter, but I think if youexemptthe judges 


at the personal request of the Senator from Massachusetts you 


micht at least grant this in behalf of a resident of my State who 
now occupies the place of President. 

Mr. VEST. As this is probably the last President we shall 
have from New York, the appeal is almostirresistible. [Laugh- 


ter. | 


Mr. HILL. Lam afraid if you keep on with this kind of tax- 


ation it will be the last Democratic President from any State in 
the Union for along number of years. [Laughter on the floor 
and in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order must be preserved in 


the galleries. The officers of the Senate will see that the rules 
of the Senate are not violated. 

Mr. HILL. I think my good-natured friend from Missouri 
now sees the propriety of the amendment, and without calling 
the roll I hope it may be adopted unanimously. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentwill be 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

The salary ofthe President of the United States shall be exempted from 
the provisions of this act. 


stated. 


Mr. HALE (at 3 0’clock and fifteen minutes p.m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wish to make an appeal to the Senator from Tennessee, 
who is in charge of the bill. The Senator knows and appre- 
ciates the fact, as I and all of us do, that we are at the end of a 
hard-worked week. The weather is almost insupportable; the 
air of the Chamber is very bad; and as a matter of safety and 
common sense in consulting the health of Senators, it seems to 
me that the session to-day should not be greatly prolonged. 
Besides—I know the Senator will appreciate this consideration 
the funeral of an associate of ours, a former member of this 
body, is fixed for 4 o’clock to-day. A number of Senators desire 
to be present and will leave the Chamber for that purpose. 

Under these circumstances, and in view of the fact, which i 
think we all appreciate, that the debate upon this portion of 
the bill has run itself about out, and that we can probably on 
Monday, after the rest we shall get over Sunday, come in here 
and proceed to vote upon the provisions of this part of the bill, 
and that we shali make more progress in that way than to keep 
an unwilling Senate here, I suggest to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that it be the understanding that at 4 o'clock he will 
move either to adjourn or go into executive session. Then Sen- 
ators who desire to attend upon the sad services to which I have 
referred will be enabled to do so, and yet not depart from the 
Senate without its will and wish. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have pressed from time to 
time, and continuously, the consideration of the bill, and I feel 
a@ very earnest and a very great anxiety to press it to a conclu- 
sion at the earliest moment possible. [ have been appealed to, 
however, after the notice I gave yesterday evening, by a num- 
ber of Senators on both sides of the Chamber, for the reasons 
assigned by the Senator from Maine, to consent to the sugges- 
tion now submitted. However great my anxiety to make prog- 
ress, I have quite as great, if nota greater anxiety to oblige a 
majority of this body whenever it may choose to express itself. 
Believing as [ do, from the suggestions made to me both pub- 
licly and privately, that the Senate really desires to abandon 
work at the hour named, much as I personally regret it, I will 
consent to the suggestion made by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending question? 

Mr. HILL. It is on my amendment, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Stnator from New York 
[Mr. HI], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 


the United 


na 
Lie 


That the salary of the President of 
from the provisions of this act 

Mr. VEST. The same argument applies in favor of that 
amendment as to that in regard to the judiciary. I have not 


States shall be exempted 
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had time to refer to an act ef Congress in regard to the salaries 
of the judges, and I can not recall from memory the provisions 
of the act. I know that during my service in the Senate we 
have from one session to another been passing special acts re- 
funding to judges of the Supreme Court the income tax which 
was paid by them. Possibly some older member of the Senate 
can recall the provisions of that act, but I know we have been 
engaged in that sort of legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that in consequence of 
the decision of the courts in some of the States that Congress 
has no right to levy a tax upon an officer, a servant of the State, 
usually all such persons have been exempted. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore there ought to be a provision to 
exempt all officers of a State. 

Mr. HOAR. That is in the bill now. 

Mr. VEST. It is in the bill now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The President of the United States is pro- 
tected by the Constitution just as much as the judges of the 
Supreme Court. We have no right to lower his salary by atax. 
Therefore [ shall vote for the proposition to amend without any 
hesitation. I think the same provision has been in all the in- 
come measures, that the act shail not extend to judges of the 
courts of the United States, nor to the President of the United 
States, whose salary, by express provision of the Constitution, 
can not be reduced. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objections to the amendment of the 
Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New York as to the place where his 
amendment should be inserted. The Chair presumes it will 
come in at the end of section 55, and if there is no objection it 
will be placed there. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Chair that it be placed immedi- 
ately before the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which exempts the judges. The President should be exempted 
first, of course, and then the judges. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the 
wording of the amendment will be changed, so as to insert the 
amendment after the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 13, section 
55, and the clause will then read: 


Not including the salary of the President of the United States and the 
judges of thecourts of the United States, but. 


Does the Senator from New York wish to offer another 
amendment? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; I move to amend section 155, by striking 


out, after the word ‘‘ securities,” in line 7, page 171, the words: 


except such bonds of the United States as are by the law of their issuance 
exempt from all Federal taxation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the point I desire to make is that 
while it is competent, while it is proper, that bonds themselves 
should be exempted, because the contract so provided, and asa 
matter of propriety, there is no reason why the interest upon 
exempted bonds should not be included in the amount to make 
upanincome. There is no reason why the interest should be 
exempted. 

I hold in my hand the statute under which these bonds were 
issued, and the provision is simply that the bonds shall be ex- 
empt from taxation. The interest upon the bonds is an entirely 
different matter, foreign to the bonds themselves. The United 
States has the right to say, and properly, that its bonds may be 
exempt from taxation, but the income from them is properly 
subject to this tax. 

It isa part of a man’s income. Of course bonds of the United 
States are not subject to State, county, or local taxation. They 
are exempt from all that class of taxation, but when it comes to 
income taxation instituted by the Federal Government the in- 
terest upon bonds is no more sacred than any other species of 
income from property. By keeping this provision in the bill 
you eer make another discrimination which ought not toexist 
in the bill. 

This brings up the point suggested the other day by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], namely, 
that under a direct tax whereby land is to be taxed you can not 
tax land directly except upon a basis of population: and by virtue 
of an income tax you do not increase the tax upon land but you 
tax the income from theland. Yet you refuse to tax the inter- 
est upon bonds simply because there is a statute of the United 
States which provides that the bonds shall be exempt. 

The Constitution says in substance and legal effect that real 
estate shall be exemptfrom ail Federal taxation, except taxation 
imposed upon a basis of population. This proposed act provides 
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not that real estate shall be taxed, but that you shall tax what 
arises out of the real estate—the income from it. I doubt very 
much the constitutional power of Congress todo that. | agree 
with the Senator from Massachusetts upon that legal proposi- 
tion; but it being a debatable question, I do not offer 
ment toexclude the income from real estate. That question 
will be left to the courts. But there isnoreason under heave; 
simply because there is a statute of the United States which 
provides that the principal of the bond shall be exempt from 
taxation, why you can not include the interest upon the bo) 

in making up an income tax. 

For this reason, Mr. President, I propose this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President,I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from New York will not beadopted. If it is his des 
to show the consistency of the framers of the bill, or to bri 
out in sharp relief before the country with how little care o: 
sense of legislative responsibility it has been framed, or with 
how much less care al sense of legislative responsibility Sen 
ators have voted upon it, I sympathize very much with him in 
that purpose, but this is a matter which affects the public faith, 
To my mind it isa breach of the public faith when the United 
States has promised to pay acertain sum of money at a certain 
time withinterestto withholda part of that promised sum under 
the guise of taxation. 

Mr. President, this question affects what is one of the bright- 
est jewels in the diadem of this Republic. There never was a 
nation on the face of the earth exposed to such a temptation as 
were the people of the United States at the close of the war 
with the burden of an enormous debt ontheir shoulders. There 
were a hundred devices, fiat money, and other similar devices, 

roposed to the people of the United States as a mode of break- 
ing their plighted faith. The people saw through them, re- 
sisted the temptation, and took upon their shoulders manfull 
the burden of a public debt of upwards of $4,000,000,000,000. 
They have paid that debt off until the interest upon the public 
money, which was 7 per cent, the bonds selling at a discount, 
has become 3 per cent, and the bonds selling at a premium. 
There never was another nation on the face of the earth, a 
monarchy, oligarchy, or republic, which would have met that 
temptation with the heroic and splendid public faith with which 
it was met by the self-governing people of the United States. 

Even Great Britain, who has been in the habit of taunting u 
and of volunteering her advice to us as to our financial manage- 
ment, took out the intereston her Spanish loan made during the 
great war with Napoleon. We stand preéminent, conspicuous, 
and alone in the scruple with which we have adhered to our 
plighted public faith. I like to keep this thing ¥otell an Eng- 
lishman who undertakes to talk to me about the comparative 
sense of honor of republics and monarchies, that we have paid 
every sixpence of this erlormous debt, principal and interest, 
ane then remind him that England deducted her taxes from the 
interest on her Spanish loan. It isa thing which he does not 
like to hear any more than [ like to hear his patronizing and 
presumptuous criticism. 

I hope this is a matter which no party necessity, no political 
temptation will cause us to trifle with or to tamper with for a 
moment. If you can issue a promise to pay and pay it in thirty 
years with 6 per cent interest and deduct 2 per cent in the gutise 
of taxation, you may deduct the whole of the 6 per cent interest 
under the guise of taxation. 

Mr. President, I hope we shall expose the folly, as I think it 
is, of our Democratic party managers in some other way than by 
adopting this proposition. : 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it would require no declarations 
on the part of the Senator from Massachusetts to show that he 
and the Senator from New York are actuated by the same mo 
tive. They both desire to defeat this bill and they are both en- 
gaged in a raid upon it from the smallest to the largest provi- 
sion that can be found within its limits. The committee in 
charge of the bill ask no favors from either of those gentlemen, 
and expect nothing except attack. We are ready to meet them 
anywhere in regard to any provision of the bill and do the best 
we can to show that it is not only an equitable and just measure, 
but as carefully prepared as any other bill that has been pre- 
sented to Congress. 

I do not claim that this measure is perfect. That would be an 
assumption which would be absurd upon the face of the state- 
ment. ButI do claim that it has been carefully poreened. con- 
sidering the subject-matter, and thatitisdefensible; and Istand 
here to-day ready to defend it. But, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri claim that 
they have adopted the precedents which have been followed in 
other cases in this particular paragraph? ; 

Mr. VEST. There is very little precedent in regard to an in- 
come tax; but if the Senator means in regard to the bond ques- 
tion which is now before us, I say yes. 


an amend- 











1894. 





Mr. ALDRICH. Has this been the course followed hereto- 


? 
font. VEST. Asa matter of course, Congress has never at- 
tempted repudiation, if that is what the Senator means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply want to find out whether the pre- 
vious statutes upon this subject used the phraseology of this par- 
ticular provision. 

Mr. VEST. When the first income tax was created I think 
the same language was contained in the act, or equivalent words; 


but whether that was the case or not, I can state that the Con- | 


ress of the United States would do nothing which would be in 
he nature of a repudiation of its solemn contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have here the act of 1864. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
he had better let the Senator from Iowa read the former act. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find the following proviso in the act of 
1864, which was not changed, I believe, until the income ex- 
pired: 

Provided, That income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and other 


securities of the United States shall be included in estimating incomes un- 
der this section. 


Mr. HILL. It was very unkind, I think, for the Senator from 
Iowa to read that provision. 

Mr. VEST. I see nothing unkind in it. 
tained here in the present bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is only one slight difference. In one 
case interest is included, and in the other case it is not in- 
cluded. 

Mr. VEST. The language here used, ‘‘except such bonds of 
the United States as are by the law of their issuance exempt 
from all Federal taxation,” might not have been in the old law, 
although I think I can find words equivalent to it in another 
part of the act. Whether that is the case or not, does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, who seems to enjoy this criticism, in- 
dorse the proposition of the Senator from New York to tax the 
interest upon these bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not talking about that. 
about what has been done heretofore. 

Mr. VEST. That is whatwe are talking about in the Senate, 
and everything eise is simply leather and prunella. This alli- 
ance between the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Rhode Island seems liable toa little breaking up occasionally 
when it comes to legitimate results. Does he indorse this 
amendment, and is he willing to go before the people of Rhode 
Island and say that notwithstanding the statute under which 
the bonds of the United States were issued declares that those 
bonds shall be exempt from taxation, he is willing now to put 
an income tax upon the interest? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I stand by the committee in this partic- 
ular case. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator stands by the committee for a 
partisan reason. I want to know what he would do as a Senator 
of the United States in regard to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will tell the Senator. 
the committee as a Senator. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator from Massachusetts talks about reck- 
Iessness in legislation. What must any Senator think of an 
amendment like this, which would strike down the credit of the 
United States Government like an ox in the shambles? What 
would become of the credit of this Government if, in the face of 
a statute under which a bond was issued to an honest bona fide 

urchaser, whether foreign or citizen, which provides that that 
Sond shall be exempt from taxation, we proceed to put a burden 
upon it, and to put taxation upon it under the quibble that we 
have got a right to do something with the interest that we can 
not do with the principal? 

Mr. HALE. What interpretation does the Senator put upon 
the provision of the act of 1864? 

Mr. VEST. As it was read by the Senator from [owa, it 
simply applies to bonds of individuals, without saying anything 
about Government bonds. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let ussee whatthe language is. 
sweeping than I supposed it was: 


It isa provision con- 


Iam talking 


I would stand by 


It is more 


Provided, That income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and other 
securities of the United States shall3be included in estimating incomes un- 
der this section. 


It does not seem as if language could be selected that would 
more clearly include all interest upon United States securities of 
every form as a part of a man’s income to be taxed than the 
language which I have just read. 

As I have said, it is stronger than I supposed it was. It has 
no exception like the clause which the Senator has in the bill, 
but it is sweeping. It applies to securities which had been 
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issued before and to all securities, and it declares in terms that 
they shall be reckoned as a part of the income which shall be 
taxed. Is notthat the fair construction of the language? 

Mr. VEST. What is the date of that provision? 

Mr. HALE. It is the act of 1864. 

Mr. VEST. Lhave sent for the statute which—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to give him the language of the act of 1852, to which I thought 
he alluded? 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator will allow me tomake one remark, 
I will hear him with pleasure. I have sent for the statute we 
had in our committee room when this matter was under con- 
sideration, which provides that interest upon the bonds of the 
United States shall not be taxed. 

Mr.HALE. To whatact does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. Irefer tothe act for which I have sent and which 
I shall produce here. I do not recollect it, but it was in our 
committes room when we were considering this question. 

Mr.HALE. This is the act of 1864. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me read the act of 1862. 

Mr. HALE. Let us hear that act read. 

Mr. VEST. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire has 
the act to which I referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The act of 1862 made a discrimination. 
It imposed a graduating income tax of 3 per cent and 5 per cent, 
and then came this provision: 

Provided, That upon such portion of said gains, profits, or income, whether 
subject to a duty as provided in this act of 3 per cent or of 5 per cent, which 
shall be derived from interest upon notes, bonds, or other securities of the 


United States, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty not exceeding 
1} per cent, anything in this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 


So it appears that Congress started out with a 3 per cent and 
a 5 per cent income tax, graduated and reduced, but provided 
fora duty of only oneand one-halfof one percent upon the inter- 
est of United States securities in the act of 1862. 

Mr. HALE. I doubt whether the Senator from Missouri will 
find anything in the act that contravenes or takes from or qual- 
ifies the provision which I have read, which is so clear and ex- 
plicit, from the act of 1864. I am confident that that remained 
the law and was executed as such. Itin general terms applies 
to everybody, and everybody who was subject to the drag net 
of the income law, I think the Senator will find, paid his tax 
upon all avails of United States securities until the tax was re- 
pealed. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to ask 
him a question? At the time the act of 1864 was passed, what 
bonds were in existence issued by the Government which had 
the provision in them that they should not be taxed? I ask the 
question as a matter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that would raise the principle that is 
familiar to lawyers. The last act would be the controlling act. 
An act after the act of 1864 issuing bonds and declaring that 
they should not be subject to taxation would countervail that 
act undoubtedly; but there isno general act limiting or control- 
ling or changing theincome tax law of 1864. I think if anyone 
will examine the debates it will be found that it was claimed as 
one of the merits of the income tax that, while the bonds were 
excluded from taxation by States, the large holders of bonds, 
drawing large sums of interest from the Government, were by 
this provision made to stand their part of the tax, and that it 
was considered not as a weakness of the law, but as a merit and 
a strength. 

Mr. VEST. This provision of the bill declares that where 
the law of issuance of the bonds provides that they shall be ex- 
empt from taxation then this income tax shall not apply. The 
broad question presented to the Senate is whether we shall, in 
view of such a provision and with the acknowledged intention, 
as I assume, that there should be no texation upon the bonds, 
principal or interest (for I have no doubt that was the meaning 
of it), take the responsibility of icpairing the credit of the 
Government and creating a suspic:.n in regard to the national 
honor by adopting the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York. : 

Mr. HALE. Are we taking any more responsibility than our 
predecessors took in 1864, which was after issue upon issue of 
bonds had been made, and when the same considerations applied 
that apply now? Then Congress, and the President approving, 
did not hesitate to lay a tax upon the avails of these bonds as 
upon the avails upon every other kind of investment. It is no 
worse now than it was then. There are no considerations now 
that did not appertain then; and they did not seem to hesitate; 
they did not seem to consider that they were guilty of bad faith. 

Mr.VEST. Iwill nowcall attention, as I have found the pro- 
vision, tothe act authorizing the refunding of the national debt, 
which was passed in 1870, and, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
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[Mr. VILAS] reminds me, the bonds that are now outstanding 
were issued under that act. Here is the provision: 


| 


Beit enacted, ¢ That * after fifteen years from the date of their | 
issue, and t« ing interest at the rate of 4} per cent per annum; also a sum 
or sums not ¢ eding in the aggregate one thousand million dollars of like 
bond 

Mr. HALE. What page is the Senator reading from? 


177 of this volume, ‘‘ Laws of the United 


o 


Mr. VEST. Page 
States relating to Loans and the Currency 
ite of 4) per cent per annum, allof which said 
he interest thereon shall be exempted from the 


and bearing interest at the 


several classes of bonds and 


paymentof all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation 
in any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority-— 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. VEST 
and the said bonds shall have set forth and expressed upon their face the 
above speciiied conditions, and shall, with their coupons, be made payable 
at the Treasury of the United States. But nothing in this act, or in any other 


law now in force, shall be construed to authorize any increase whatever of 
the bonded debt of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. That provision of course is familiar. It has been 
recognized and never questioned in the States. It applies to 
State, local, orgsmunicipal taxation. I think the Senator will 
find, as I suggested a few moments ago, that there is nothing in 
any general law which countervails the proposition and pol- 
icy embodied in the act of 1864, that these bonds should pay 
their part, take their share of the burden; that the holders of 
them should contribute like other investors. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine is a valuable auxiliary 
in any debate, but his zeal overruns the letter and spirit of the 
law. Here is the language, if he pleases: 

All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall 
be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as 
— ~— sa taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local 

Mr. HALE. Where does the Senator find that? 

Mr. VEST. I find that here in this statute. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the act of 1870—the refunding act. 

Mr. VEST. This is the law refunding of the national debt, 
the act of July 14, 1870, under which these bonds were issued. 

Mr. MILLS. And under that act every bond now in exist- 
ence has been issued. 

Mr. VEST. There is not a bond of the United States to-day 
that is not subject to that provision. Yet the Senator from 
New York proposes in the face of that enactment that we shall 
put a tax upon the interest on these bonds. It is a question for 
the Senate to determine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had almost forgotten that during the war 
we did subject United States securities to the income tax, but I 
was quite sure in my own mind, though I could not turn my 
hand to it, that subsequently Congress declared expressly that 
no tax whatever should be put on Government securities. It is 
found in the funding act, a very proper place for the provision. 
Indeed, I would not vote for such a tax, whether the provision 
was there or not. I donot think as a moral question we have 
any right to tax the agencies and means of the Government of 
the United States to borrow money. it seems to me it is a dis- 
honest thing for the Government to issue its notes and then levy 
atax upon them. I should not vote for any provision imposing 
such a tax, whatever might be the law; but as the law is explicit 
that no tax shall be levied, that ends it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri seems to be in avery 
oxtraordinaryframe of mind. He repels with great indignation 
my undertaking to stand by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was that Iam not in any degree 
willing to support this amendment, or, for the sake of exhibit- 
ing the infirmities of this legislation or the carelessness with 
which it has been prepared, do something which seems to me 
to be a violation of the public faith. 

The Senator, however, does me no more than justice in one 
respect when he says that I heartily agree with the Senator 
from New York (if that be the opinion of the Senator from New 
York, an opinion which has not yet been disclosed); and at any 
“ate when he says that I desire to defeat the bill. I do. I 
think that the advent of the Democratic party into power, with 
the Senator from Missouri, and the Senator from Texas, and the 
Senator from Arkansas as its financial representatives, has been 
a greater calamity to this country pecuniarly than the rebellion 
itself. 

Mr. VEST. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAK. I do not speak, of course, of the infinite woeand 
wretchedness and suffering occasioned by the loss of life and 
health on both sides in that great struggle; I do not spealk of the 
danger to the last hope of — liberty on the face of the earth 
which was occasioned by the attack on it in which the Senator 
from Missouri and his associates took part; I have nothing to 
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say about that; that has gone by; butso far as the cost in money 
in the destruction of property, in the destruction of credit in 
the misery of poor and honest households, in the starvation of 
men who have been accustomed to the comforts and the pleas- 
ures and the delights of human life, this year’s work of the 


| Democratic party has been twofold worse than the four years 


of the rebellionitself. I hope the bill will be defeated. Whether 
it is defeated or not, I not only hope, but I know, that its authors 
vill be hurled from power whenever the American people can 


| get at them. 





The Senator says he is prepared to stand by the work of his 
hands anywhere. One would think that the place to stand by 
it would be in debate in the Senate of the United States, when 
the other side are attempting to pass the bill, but the Senator 
and his followers and his associates have stood here for six 
weeks, when the great details of the bill have been under dis- 
cussion, dumb as if they were practicing for a deaf and dumb 
asylum, or as if they lived all their days in a deaf and dumb 
asylum. There has been no defense of the work of the commit- 


| tee. 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who brought in 
the bill, denounced as wicked and flagitious almost everything 
which the bill now contains as you have amended it. The Dem- 
ocratic platform of 1892 denounced as wicked and flagitious the 
things you are attempting to do by the bill, and if that be sound 
doctrine, you have done the things you ought not to have done, 
and you have left undone the things which you ought to have 
done. The defense of the bill has come so far not from the 
Democratic leaders, but from the Populist Senator from Ne- 
braska and from nobody else. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the urgency produced by the 
condition of business affairs in the country has imposed upon 
the Democratic portion of the Senate immense difficulties. We 
have been enduring punishment for which we ought to have 
large credit. One of the inflictions which we have borne has 
been the necessity of submitting to the assaults, unjustifiable, 
malignant assaults, coming from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The Senator seems to forget that all the members of this 
body are his equals. The Senator has said that the pending 
bill will bring upon the country greater inflictions than did the 
war of the rebellion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts said the 
Democratic party would do so. 

Mr. PALMER. The Democratic party. Thatdoes not come 
well from men who, when the war of the rebellion was flagrant, 
never raised a hand in defense of the integrity of the country. 
I have listened to these affectations of patriotism and fervent 
love of country, and I look on the other side and see gray-haired 
men who, when the hour of peril came upon the country, were 
quietly at home pursuing their own vocation, making money 
when they could. Now they are as arrogant and overbearing as 
if they themselves had taken part in the contest and had done 
their whole duty as citizens and as soldiers. 

Mr. President, these things have been exceedingly hard to 
bear. The Democratic party here is engaged in an honest effort 
at adjusting these great economic questions in such manner as 
will best promote the interest of our common country. We 
have felt the necessity for urgency, for action. We have sat 
quietly and borne more than men ought to be required to bear, 
not for want of earnestness, not for want of ability to defend the 
policies we maintain, but simply because the urgent demands of 
the country require acts and require votes. The country is suf- 
fering as the result of policies which have been in progress in 
this country for twenty-five years; and shall we be taunted for 
our silence when we have been silent because the country is suf- 
fering and practical legislation is demanded? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me for one 
moment? No human being ever thought of taunting the Sena- 
tor from Illinois for silence. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I say no human being ever thought of taunting 
the Senator for silence. 

Mr.PALMER. If the Senator is witty,it is lost upon me, for 
I have not heard it. I have no doubt the remark was a witty 
one. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was that no human being ever 
thought of taunting the Seuator for silence. 

Mr. PALMER. For silence? 

Mr. HOAR. He has contributed his full share to the debate. 

Mr. PALMER, Logquacity is an indication of age, and if the 
Senator’s loquacity and mine are tested, he is much the older 
man. Old men are garrulous, but my venerable friend from 
Massachusetts is far older than I if garrulity is to be regarded as 
the test of age. Iam glad the Senator did not expect me to be 
silent. I have borne verymuch. I have beensilent because my 
desire that this legislation shall be placed upon the statute 
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book has overcome my desire tospeak, which is almost asstrong 
as that of my distinguished friend from Mas: I have 
restrained myself, but he has not. 

Mr. HOAR. Th 
make a suggestion as to who did and who did not take arms on 
the side of the country in the late war. It was my misfortune 
to labor under an infirmity of vision which made it impossible 


. 
achusetts. 


for me to have been accepted as a soldier or to have rendered | 


any efficient service anywhere. 
Massachusetts, certainly no soldier in Massachusetts, thinks 
that I failed to perform to the full extentof my power, physical 
or mental, in any way, the services of a good citizen during the 
rebellion. The whole war was not fought out by the brigadiers- 
general, 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I most heartily apologize for 
any language which may have amounted to an imputation upon 
the patriotic men who remained at home during the war and 
did their duty there. 
frequent allusions to the war and to the part taken in that 
struggle by gentlemen with whom] politically act, I become im- 
patient, especially when I feel that the imputations ought not to 
come from those who took no partin the controversy. I detest, 
I say I detest, I deprecate, these allusions to the past. 
now one country and one people. 

The past ought to be forgotten. I ask pardon of the Senator 
for even supposing that his age isequal to mine. When we 
gray-haired men pass away from this sphere of action I trust no 


We are | 
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[I do not think anybody in | 


But I must confess that in the face of these | 
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county of Crawford and State of Ohio, in the place of John Hop- 
ley, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 

William Redder, to be postmaster at El Reno, in the county 
vanadian and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Reuben 
| Kt. Hickox, removed. 

A. C. Beckwith, to be postmaster at Elkhorn, in the county 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Henry 
Bradley, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 


\ 


| 
| 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To sdditional a mie 
1, Cadet William B. Ladue. 
2. Cadet Wi iJ. Barden. 
ARTILLERY ARM. 


To be second lieuten ints. 
3. Cadet William P. Pence, vice Miley, Fifth Artillery, pro- 
moted. 


4. Cadet Clarence C. Williams, vice Hunt 


Lv 


er, Fourth Artillery, 


| promoted. 


5. Cadet James M. Williams, vice Straub, First Artillery, pro- 
moted. 

6. Cadet John W. Joye 
moted. 

7. Cadet Edward P. O'Hern, vice Ruggles, Third Artil 


3; 


vice Gallup, Fifth Artillery, pro- 


lery, 





other recollections will be left than those of fraternity and love | 


between the people of this country; and I trust the time will 


come when we can discuss a great public question and dispose | 
of it without allusions to sectionalism and to past controversies | 


which have been happily settled, controversies which were 
brought upon the country by the mysterious dispensation of 
Divine Providence, terrible at the moment, but grand in the 
result. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Lllinois, before he sits 
down—he seems to be adopting somewhat amicable forms of ex- 
pression—allow me toremind him that I did not make any at- 
tack on the conduct of anybody in the war. On the contrary, if 
I said anything, it would seem to be an extenuation, for I said 
that the mischief which the Democratic party is doing now was 
pecuniarily a great deal worse than that of the war. 

Mr. PALMER. Extenuation is sometimes an assault. The 
sori of extenuation which is earnest, sincere, kind, and gentle 
may be received kindly, but the extenuations which carry with 
them the sting of an apology are much worse than a direct blow. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to interrupt the progress of this 
bill. I most earnestly desire that this work shallbe closed. It 
may be wrong; it may be bad; the country will determine. 

Mr. HARRIS. Agreeing with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] in the opinion that we can and will finally dispose of the 


bill in the next one or two days, in accordance with the agree- | 


ment which I made with him a short time since, and with what 


I understand to be the wish of a very large number of Senators | 


on both sides of the Chamber, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Mon- 
day, June 25, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


av, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Revecutive nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William A. Griffin, to be postmaster at Oakdale, in the county 
of Stanislaus and State of California, in the place of Albert S. 
Dingley, removed. ; 

Conrad G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of S. 
Harris Warner, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 


William H. Malone, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the county | } 


of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Carmi G. 
Hubbell, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. 

Thomas G. Fitch, to be postmaster at Wichita, in the county 
of Sedgwick and State of Kansas, in the place of Edward B. 
Jewett, whose commission expires June 23, 1894. 

Isaac R. McElroy, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county 

Lauderdale and State of Mississippi, in the place of Mary J. 

Hancock, removed. 

' W. H. Korns, to be postmaster at Tekamah, in the county of 
Burt and State of Nebraska, in the place of Charles E. Bard- 
well, whose commission expires July ¥, 1894. 

Albert M. Ensminger, to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in t 
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After thirteen minutes | 


appointed first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 
9. Cadet Clarence E. Lang, vice Schumm, Second Artillery, 
promoted. 
To beadditional second lieutenant. 


Cadet Warren H. Mitchell. 
CAVALRY ARM. 


11. 


To be second lieutenants. 


8. Cadet Samuel Hof, vice Daniel, Sixth Cavalry, deceased. 

12. Cadet Francis Le J. Parker, vice Blunt, Fifth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

13. Cadet George F. Hamilton, vice 
alry, deceased. 

14, Cadet Dwight E. Aultman, vice Slavens, Fourth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

15. Cadet William H. Paine, vice Lochridge, Second Cavalry, 
promoted. 

16. Cadet Alston Hamilton, vice Elliott, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

18. Cadet John W. Craig, vice Jenkins, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

19. Cadet John C, Gilmore, jr., vice McClure, Fourth Cavalry, 
promoted. 


Alexander, Ninth Cayv- 


To be additional second lieutenants. 
22. Cadet Hugh D. Berkeley. 
23. Cadet Albert E. Saxton. 
24. Cadet Hamilton S. Hawkins. 


» 

> 
INFANTRY ARM. 

To be second lieutenants. 


10. Cadet Charles W. Castle, vice Hart, Sixteenth Infantry, 


transferred to the Seventeenth Infantry. 
17. Cadet Paul B. Malone, vice Penn, Thirteenth Infantry, 


omoted. 
20. Cadet Rogers F. Gardner, vice Hac 

try, promoted. 
| vl. Cadet John F. Preston, jr., vice 
try, promoted. 

25. Cadet Butler Ames, vice Lewis, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

26. Cadet Frederick G. Lawton, vice Hanson, Nineteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

27. Cadet Charles F. Crain, vice Fox, Tenth Infantry, dropped 
for desertion. 

28, Cadet Frank S. Cocheu, vice Gordon, Twelfth Infantry, 
ited. 
Cadet Ora E. Hunt, vice Martin, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

30. Cadet Frank Parker, vice Maxwell, Fifteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

31. Cadet John C. McArthur, vice Whitman, Second Infantry, 
transferred to the First Cavalry. 

32. Cadet Thomas G. Carson, vice French, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted , f 

33. Cadet Frank D. Ely, vice Shattuck, Sixth Infantr 
mo ed. 
34, Cadet William A. Sater, vice Koops, Thirteeath Infantry, 


p 
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35. Cadet Edwin Bell, vice Jones, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 
36. Cadet Otho B. Rosenbaum, vice Horney, Seventh Infantry, 
appointed first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 

$7. Cadet George H. Estes, jr., vice Humphrey, Twentieth 
Infantry, promoted. 

38, Cadet George Vidmer, vice Harison, Tenth Infantry, de- 
ceased. 

39, Cadet Dana W. Kilburn, vice Holley, First Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

40, Cadet Oliver Edwards, jr., vice Johnson, Eleventh Infan- 
try, promoted. 

41. Cadet Thomas W. Connell, vice Bassette, Fifth Infantry, 
resiyned. 

42, Cadet John S. Battle, vice Gurovits, Eleventh Infantry, 
promoted. 

4%, Cadet Charles L. Bent, vice Roach, First Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

44. Cadet William FE. Welsh, vice Owen, Eighth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

42. Cadet Frederick G. Stritzinger, jr., vice Swain, Twenty- 
third Infantry, resigned. 

46. Cadet Chagles C. Smith, vice Saville, Twenty-second In- 
fantry, transferred to the Thirteenth Infantry. 

47. Cadet Frank L. Wells, vice Weigel, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

48. Cadet Briant H. Wells, vice Wilkins, Second Infantry, 
promoted. 

49. Cadet John W. Barker, vice Elliott, Ninth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

50. Cadet Ralph R. Stogsdall, vice Hall, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

51. Cadet James P. Harbeson, vice Godfrey, Twelfth infantry, 
promoted. 

52. Cadet Hugh D. Wise, vice Moriarty, Ninth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service. 

53. Cadet Pegram Whitworth, vice Martin, Eighteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

54. Cadet James A. Moss, vice Voorhies, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, transferred to the Fourth Cavalry. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 238, 1894. 
CONSUL. 


Perry Bartholow, of Missouri, to be consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


William H. Murdaugh, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the third district. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John S. Renninger, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Lyon and State of Minnesota. 

Frank MeCoppin, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in the 
county of San Francisco and State of California. 

Fred G. Bundy, to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, in the 
county of Caledonia and State of Vermont. 

W. L. Brown, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Rice and State of Kansas. 

G. D. McGaw, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Iowa. 

D. B. Usina, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, in the county 
of St. Johns and State of Florida. 

Charles G. Storms, to be postmaster at Dobbs Ferry, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

Robert Kamm, to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois. 

A. C. Oviatt, to be postmaster at Longmont, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado. 

Levin Perry, to be postmaster at Jefferson, in the county of 
Marion and State of Texas. 

Emil Sydow, to be postmaster at Tombstone, in the county of 
Cochise, Ariz. 

Richard T. Kennon, to be postmaster at Deerlodge, in the 
county of Deerlodge and State of Montana. 

L. H. Way, to be postmaster at Luverne, in the county of 
Rock and State of Minnesota. 

Charles J. Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Kingfisher, in the 
county of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Joseph H. Larwill, to be postmaster at Guthrie, in the county 
of Logan and Territory of Oklahoma. 

Charles S. Bahney, to be postmaster at Socorro, in the county 


gf Socorro aud Territory of Now Mexico. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, June 23, 1894. 


The House was called to order at12 o'clock m. by the Speaker 
who was greeted with applause. , 
Prayer by the Rev. W. H. MiLBurN, D. D., Chaplain of the 
Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SUPREME LODGE, KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House H. R. 4701, to incorpo- 
rate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias, with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, these amend- 
ments are acceptable to the friends of the measure; and I move 
to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

WATER MAIN ASSESSMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6893) to 
regulate water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, 
with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Missouri moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the 
part of the House the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HEARD, 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER. 

LABOR DAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 730) making 
Labor Day a legal holiday. 

Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill lie on the 
Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RECLASSIFICATION OF SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL 
CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 544) to re- 
classify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal clerks. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, that bill is identi- 
cally the same as the bill (H. R. 5064) which has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads at 
the present session, and I move that this bill be put upon its 
passage. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, to that I will have to object. I 
understand that the bill involves an additional annual expendi- 
ture of from $500,000 to $700,000, and it is too large and import- 
ant a bill to be considered in this way. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me be heard just a moment. 
I would state, Mr. Speaker, that the bill carries no appropria- 
tion with it whatever. The present classification of the railway 
postal clerks was formed when there were but 100,000 miles of 
service in this country, and when the number of postal clerks 
was 3,500. » 

Mr. SAYERS, I must object to the present consideration of 
this bill. ' 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust that the gentleman will 
not object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do object to it being considered just now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It has been carefully considered 
by the Committee on the Post-Offive and Post-Roads of the 
House; it has passed the Senate: it has been presented to every 
member of the House; and I trust the gentleman from Texas 
will allow this bill to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Spsaker, I do object to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I ask that it be allowed to remain 
on the Speaker's table for the present. The gentleman will not 
object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN, [Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which 
equivalent to an objection. The bill will be referred to the Com 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER laid the following Senate bills before the 
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House; ch \ 
referred as indicated below: 


A bill (S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to is- 
sue a duplicate of a certain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1490) to pen sion Mollie Crandall—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . ; 

A bill (S. 199) for the relief of E. R. Shipley—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


of American timber—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
A bill (S. 211) for the relief of St. Charles College—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 


To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 
To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


EULOGIES ON THE HON. W. HOUK. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order heretofore made, setting apart this day, from the 
hour of 2 o’clock, for eufYogies on the late Hon. George W. Houk 
be changed, so that Saturday, the 7th day of July, at the same 
hour, shall be set apart for the same purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the special order setting apart this day, from 2 
o'clock, for eulogies on the late Representative Houk be vacated, 
and that Saturday, the 7th day of July, beginning at 2 o’clock, 
shall be set apart for the same purpose. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.]| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimousconsentfor the present con- 
sideration of a bill—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 


WILLIAM H. AND GEORGE BOBINGER. 


Mr.HEARD. Mr.Speaker, I desire to have a bill re-referred, 
which has been improperly referred to the Committee on the 
District_of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to return the bill to the House, and 
suggest that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
as it relates to a matter entirely within the jurisdiction of that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Committee on the 
District of Columbia will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7502) authorizing the sale of title of United States to a tract of 
land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, to William H. and 
George Bobinger. 

Mr. HEARD. It relates to a piece of land attached to the 
Government reservoir, which is under the control of the engi- 
neers of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. 
ports. 


LATE GEORGE 


The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


WATSON VS. BLACK. 


Mr. LAWSON, from the Committee on Elections, submitted 
a report in the contested-election case of Watson vs. Black, from 
the Tenth Congressional district of Georgia; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, EAU CLAIRE, WIS. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 1929) to 
provide for the erection of a public buildiug at the city of Eau 
Claire, State of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment a bill (H. R. 106) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Omaha, Nebr.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PDBLIC BUILDING, ELIZABETH CITY, N. C. 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 3756) to 


| 


| 





ee 


which were severally read a first and second time, and | provide for the erection of a public building at Elizabeth City, 


N.C.; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 


| ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AMERICUS, GA. 
Mr. McKAITG also, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back with anamendmenta bill (H. R. 52) 


| to provide fer the purchase of a site and the erection of a pub- 


lic building thereon at Americus, in the State of Georgia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


lea 4 , : | to be printed. 
A bill (S. 313) appropriating funds for investigations and tests | ree . 


IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 

Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
reported as a substitute for the bill H. R.715t a bill (H. R. 7558) 
to provide for surveying and estimating the costof canals and the 
location and cost-of reservoirs for the reclamation of arid lands 
in certain States and Territories, and for other purposes; which 
was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. ByYNvuM in the chair. 

GFNERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The 
Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
forother purposes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Texas, in charge of this bill, spoke yesterday of having general 
debate at various points in the bill where it might be desired. 
The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] informs me 
that when the subject of deficiencies in the Department of Jus- 
tice is reached he would be glad to occupy thirty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] something further about 
these tedion depredations judgments. I understand that no 
appropriation is made here for the payment of any of those 
judgments. 

Mr. SAYERS. No appropriation is made. When we reach 
the judiciary clause of the bill that question can be considered. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I give notice that [ shall want 
ten minutes when that matter is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no trouble about getting time 
for reasonable discussion. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are several judgments of that kind 
for depredations in my State, about which, as I understand, 
there is no question whatever, and I think we ought to have the 
appropriations to pay them. 

Mr. SAYERS. When the proper place in the bill is reached 
the gentleman will have an opportunity to present any amend- 
ment that he desires relating tothatmatter. The question will 
not be reached until toward the close of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. But when it is reached we shall have an op- 
portunity? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the chairman of the com- 
mittee indicate the part of the bill in which it will be proper to 
offer these amendments? There are some of these judgments 
that are absolutely just and ought to be provided for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Whenwe reach page 61 of the bill that ques- 
tion will come up for consideration. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I give notice that I shall want 
some time when that point is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the Clerk proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 

Intercontinental Railway Commission: To pay the salaries of the three 
United States commissioners of the Intercontinental Railway Commission 
= _ all services heretofore rendered or that may hereafter be rendered, 

Mr. SAYERS. 
desk: 


Page 2, lines 8, 9, and 10, strike out $22,929.67 and insert in Meu thereof the 
following: 
“And to reimburse them for expenses incurred or to be incurred, $12,000,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 
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Tho Clerk read as follovy 
I {NAL REVENUE. 

For sala id « ; rf agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of 
pease ind for miscellaneous expenses, being a 
ae I for ’ l 18U3, 84,000, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is an amendment to 
that para yh? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes,sir. Loffertheoamendment which I send 
to the de 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 7, af line 9, insert ‘To pay C. H. Rhodes, collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky, his salary for the period from 
N er ito November 6, 1893, inclusive, $35.68.’ 

The amendment was agreed to 

the Clerk read as follows: 

Exponses of buoyage: To pay amounts set forth in House Executive Docu- 


ment No. 103, of this session, tor expenses of buoyage, excluding Pacific rail 
roads, for the fiscal year 1802, 82,414.43. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out 
the Jast word in order to call attention to the policy of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations touching the payment for transporta- 
tion and services rendered by the nonaided branches of the Pa- 
cific Railroad. _ Gentlemen are aware that the Pacific Railroad 
was built by tw corporations, one the Union Pacific Company 
and the other the Central Pacifie Company, whose roads met at 
Ogden, making substantially a continuous line from the Mis- 
souri River to San Francisco. Since that time a great many 
thousand miles of railway have been built ana leased to these 
roads respectiv ely . 

[ think perhaps that the Southern Pacific Railroad, with its 
many branches running through the southern portion of the 
country, leased the Central Pacific. But let that be as it may, 
gentlemen understand the difference between the Pacific rail- 
roads proper and what are called the nonaided lines of the Pacific 
railroads. 

Now, the nonaided lines in mileage, in value, in business ex- 
ceed many times the original Central and Union Pacific roads. 
There came up a question, as gentlemen may recollect, whether 
or not the compensation for services performed by these non- 
aided lines, so-called, for the Government in transportation and 
otherwise should under the Thurman act be carried into whatis 
known as the sinking fund or should be counted in ascertaining 
that fund. 

There was contention on that subject between the Govern- 
mentand these nonaided lines. The question was litigated in 
the Court of Claims, and finally in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, where several years ago it was fully discussed, 
and judgment rendered against the United States for the amount 
due for such services. Those judgments have never been ap- 
propriated for, although they were rendered against the Gov- 
ernment and have been bearing interest. 

[ only desired, however, to call attention to the fact that this 
deficiency bill providing for deficiencies of this year excludes 
any appropriation for the remainder of this year for transpor- 
tation or other services performed by the nonaided lines of 
those roads, and this, too, notwithstanding the fact that for 
many years Congress has in the Army and Navy appropriation 
bills and in the Post-Off_ice appropriation bill appropriated for 
such services, and that the companies are receiving, and have 
for many years received, their pay under such appropriations. 
But the Committee on Appropriations in this bill, following the 
policy, I believe, heretofore adopted, has refused to recommend 
the appropriation of a small balance necessary to pay those non- 
aided lines in full for the service for the present year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Which one of the nonaided lines? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. TheSouthern Pacific. Itis proper 
enough for me to say that the nonaided lines of the Union Pa- 
cific are paid. It would take some time to explain how and why; 
but in the settlement with the Government they are fully paid; 
at least they were the last time I investigated the matter a 
couple of years ago, and I am satisfied that such is the case. 

Mr. GEARY. Are we tounderstand that the nonaided portion 
of the Union Pacific receives this money while the nonaided 
portion of the Central Pacific does not? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 

Mr. GEARY. Why is that? 

Mr. CANNONOof Illinois. Merely because we have the power. 
In other words, the Thurman act is so administered as to allow, 
in making up the sinking fund under that act, the earnings of 
the nonaided lines of the Union Pacific to be treated as money; 
and they are so credited. 

Mr. DALZELL. But is itnot the fact that the nonaided lines 
and the aided lines belong to the same corporation? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, I suppose that is true; I un- 
stand it is. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Reaily the Southern Pacific has absorbed 
the Central Pacific. The lease is the other way. 
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Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; the lease isthe other way: 
but the gentleman from California was asking me why there had 
been this discrimination by reason of which the Union Pacific 
in its settlement gets full pay for services on nonaided lines 
whereas there is no paymentfor services to the Southern Pacific 
on its nonaided lines. 

Mr. DALZELL. But what I am seeking 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. i was answering the question of the 
gentleman fromCalifornia. The question of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL] relates to another matter. 

But all I desire to say at this time is that this Congress and 
the last Congress and the Congress before—and I was going to 
say the one before that, for I believe the remark should include 
the Fiftieth Congress—have appropriated in the regular annual 
bills for pay to the nonaided lines of these two roads for services 
performed for the Government, while we are refusing to pay the 
small sum which may be left, known as a deficiency. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE, Isthere any such direct appropriation in 
the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know of any such appropri- 
ation; and | have had charge of that bill. Itis true that the 
(Quartermaster-General, in his settlement with the companies, 
may pay them; but there is no direct appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, there is an appropriation 
for transportation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; an appropriation for transporta- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am speaking—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then this is not a question of legisla- 
tion 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; the law so provides—the 
law as settled by the Supreme Court. But the Committee on 
Appropriations follows a different rule. Our committee pro- 
hibits by a provision in the bill the payment of any of this 
money for services to the Pacific railroads on the nonaided 
branches. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Your notionis that the other bills ought 
to make the same prohibition? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; not at all; I am merely 
calling the attention of the House to the fact that the law as 
adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United States gives 
pay for services performed for the Government by the nonaided 
lines of these railroads; and this pay has been allowed to tho 
other roads; they are being paid. 

The Union Pacific always has been paid even before the Su- 
preme Court of the United States settled the law. The Central 
Pacific has never been paid until that decision was made; since 
which time it has been paid forcurrentservice, except the small 
amount that may be left by way of a deficiency from year to 
year. This is all I wanted the House to understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be re- 
garded as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on accountof freight 
and transportation of officers traveling under orders under the appropria- 
tion ‘‘ Pay, miscellaneous ” (exceptfor service over Pacificrailroads), being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1893, $4,110.47; in all, $5,110.47. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

On page 26, line 21, strike out ‘‘forty-seven’’ and insert ‘thirty-seven,’ 
and in line 22 striké out “forty *’ and insert ‘' thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay accounts on file for burial expenses of marines, freight, straw, ex- 
press charges, gas, and water, being a deticiency to the appropriation ‘‘Con 
tingent, Marine Corps,” 1893, and prior years, $472.50. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I ask to have read what I now send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 4, 1894. 


MADAM: Relative to the above-cited claim, I have to advise you that itis 
inadmissible upon the evidénce now on file, and that it has been deemed ad- 
visable to have a special examination of the same. 

Owing, however, to the limited appropriation by Congress to cover the ex- 
penses of special examiners for the next fiscal year, and the large number 
of cases now awaiting special examination, it is impossible to state defi- 
nitely when it will be reached for investigation, but it will be placed in the 
pending files of this Bureau and taken up in its regular order. 

It is proper to add that unless Con s shall appropriate an additional 
amount for the expenses of this branch of the service, it is not believed that 
the above cited claim can be disposed of within the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895. 

Very respectfully, 





WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


Mr. COGSWELL. This is a letter which is being sent out by 
the Pension Bureau direct to the applicants themselves, stating 
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that because of aninsufficient appropriation for the pay of special 
examiners’ cases needing such examination will have to wait a 
year or two before they are reached. 
" Tnow send to desk to be read a letter which is sent to 
claimants through Congressmen, in answer to Congressional calls 
for information. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


+} 
Lue 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU 


Washington, 


or 
D 


PENSIONS, 
OC. June 13, 1894. 





MADAM: Relative to the above cited claim, I have to advise you that it is 
inadmissible upon the evidence now on file, and that it has been deemed ad- 
visable to have a special examination of the same. | 

Ov g, however, to the largenumber of cases now awaiting special exami 


nation, it is impossible to state definitely when it will be reached for inves- 
tigation, but it will be placed in the pending files of this Bureau and taken 
up in its regular order. ; 
This information is furnished in response to the request of the Hon. WIL- 
LIAM COGSWELL, to be advised as to the status of your claim. 
Very respectfully, 


D. I. MURPHY, Acting Commissioner. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, it would seem that when 
the Pension Bureau answers the claimant directly, it sends a | 
letter like the one first read by the Clerk, intimating derelic 
tion of duty on the part of Congress in making appropriation of 
the necessary funds. But when it sends a letter to the same 
claimant, which goes through our hands, it omits the reflection 
which it casts, or seemingly casts, on Congress of making in- 
sufficient appropriations. 1 would like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri[Mr. DocKERY], who had charge of the legislative 
bill which carried this appropriation, a gentleman who I know | 
would not for a moment advise an appropriation less than re- | 
quired, if it be true that in the legislative bill appropriating | 
money for these special examiners a totally insufficient amount 
was recommended by his subcommittee? 

I should be glad to ascertain if it be true, as alleged in this | 
communication that I have caused to be read, that this House | 
has passed a bill which has not given the money necessary to 
take care of the special examination claims, or whether the sug- | 
gestion is an unfair reflection upon the liberality of Congress | 
towards the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions submitted an estimate for the special examination force | 
for the ensuing fiscal year of $500,000. 

The appropriations for the current fiscal year, including the 
deficiency allowed at this session, if I am not incorrectly in- | 
formed, amounted in the aggregate to $400,000. The subeom- 
mittee in charge of the legislative appropriation bill gave the 
whole question a very thorough and exhaustive examination, 
and reached the unanimous conclusion, as I remember, that 
$200,000 would be sufficient for that service for the ensuing fiscal 

ear. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Next year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; for the next year. I have just sent to 
the committee roem to get the exact appropriations which have 
been made for this service for the fiscal years which have pre- 
ceded, and perhaps in a moment will have them at hand. But 
Iam able to state, in advance of the exact figures, that the ap- 
propriations for this service for the last three years have aver- 
aged about $200,000 per annum, as I now remember. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ina moment. 

The committee investigated the whole question quite thor- | 
oughly, and thought the appropriation carried by the legisla- 
tive bill of this session would be sufficient for the next year. 

I may say, however, in justice to the Bureau, that the Com- 
missioner insists that the amount should be $500,000. The sub- 
committee, however, did not concur in that view. 

1 now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr.COGSWELL. I want toask the gentleman if I am to un- 
derstand that the committee are of the opinion that the amount 
carried in the legislative bill is sufficient for the purposes of 
special examination of pension claims, and if from that I can 
draw the inference that the Pension Bureau is unjustly reflect- 
ing upon Congress and the Committee on Appropriations, when 
it writes to a claimant that, owing to the insufficiency of the ap- 
propriation, his or her claim can not be touched or looked into 
during the year 1895. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wantto sayin reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the question involvedis a difference of opin- 
ion between the Committee on Appropriations and the Pension 
Bureau; and in reaching the judgment we did, which so far as 
I remember was an unanimous conclusion, the committee con- 
sulted the appropriations that have been made for prior years, 
a statement of which has just been handed to me by the clerk of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I find that in 1887 the ap- 
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$215,000; in 1893, $200,000, with a deficiency of $25,000; for the 
fiscal year 1894, $200,000, with a deficiency allowed at this ses- 
sion of $200,000, or $400,000 altogether for the present fiscal year. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


As against how much for the past two years? 


Mr. DOCKERY. As against one appropriation of $215,000 for 
1892, and an appropriation of $225,000 for 1893. Of course, the 
issue involved here is simply one of opinion. The Census Bu- 


reau insists thatit should have $ 
that $200,000 would be suflicient. 
Mr. HOLMAN. An increase of $200,000? 
Mr. DOCKERY. No; $200,000 altogether. That is $25,000 
less than the last fiscal year, including a deficiency of $25,000 
fiscal year 


00,000. The committe: 


thought 





1892. 

Of course, the matter is now pending in the other body, and 
until action is had there in connection with the conference, or 
further action on the part of the House, it can not be said what 
appropriation will be made for this service for the next year; 
but the committee felt that $200,000 would be ample for the serv- 
ice, and so reported. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the bill is 
pending in ths other branch of Congress, and has not become a 
law, and no one can fairly say what the appropriation for 1895 
will be on this particular subject. Yet I desire to have it go 
upon record that the Pension Bureau, since the action of the 
House, has been sending out to the claimants for pensions in 
this country the statement that, because of the insutliciency of 
the appropriation for the year 1895, these claims can not be 
handled or reached or touched during the fiscal year 

Now, if the statement of the gentleman in charge of the leg- 
islative bill is correct—and every gentleman will take his s‘ate- 
ment as correct, and I have stated heretofore that nobody be- 
lieves he would intentionally report an item of appropriation for 
this matter that was insufficient—we have the fact that this in- 
formation is being sent out to claimants, that this House has 
been derelict in its duty, that ithas not provided money enough, 
when the statement of the gentleman inchargeof the billis that 
the amount which this House appropriated in the bill sent over 


1895 





| to the Senate is sufficient. 


[ desire it also to go upon record that when the Pension Bu- 
reau answers this same call of this same widow, through a com- 
munication which passes through my hands, it sends a differ- 

g, which I am supposed to read, than it sends direct 
to the claimant herself, which is a reflection upon Congress, 


| while the letter that goes through my hands to the same claim- 


ant contains no such reflection. Now, there is trouble some- 
where. LKither the Pension Office is giving wrong information, 
unjustly reflecting upon this House, or else we have failed to 
make a sufficient appropriation for these claims for 1895. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should be glad to have the gentleman 
state in that connection, what I believe to be the fact, that the 
minority of the Committee on Appropriations concurred in the 
view that $200,000 would be sufficient. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire tosay that there is nota 
Republican in this House but will vote to make that $500,000, if 
the Pension Commissioner says it is necessary to have that 
amount in order to carefully conduct this branch of the service. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman- 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. 


| TAYLOR]. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman if the 
Pension Bureau did not inform the gentleman that it would re- 
quire $500,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Were there any members of 
committee who insisted that it should be $500,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not to my knowledge or recollection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, let me make a statement in 
this connection. I happen to be a member of that committee, 
and in the minority; and I crave the attention of the committee 
while I state that for the present year the appropriation was 
$200,000. The Commissioner of Pensions by the Ist of January 
had spent the whole of that $200,000, namely at the rate of $400,- 
000 a year, and came and asked adeficiency for $200,000 for this 
year, not for the next year, but this year. Congress voted it, 
and the Committee on Appropriations recommended it. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is, $600,000? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; that is $400,000 for this year. 
Now, then, my recollection is that it wasreferred to inthe com- 
mittee, and it was understood at the beginning of the coming 
fiscal year this same Commissioner of Pensions could take $200,- 
000 and expend every cent of it by the time Congress meets next 
December- 

Mr. DOCKERY. He could, if there is no limitation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing), Ashe did this year; 
and if he comesfor adeficiency for this service of $290,000 or $300,- 
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000 on the Ist day of next December for the remainder of the 
fiscal year, 1 have no doubt that he will get it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What is your motion? 


Mr. CANNON Of Illinois. Now, just waita minute. Believ- 
ing that fact, I have, as one member of the minority, knowing 
the great desire of the majority of the committee not to have 


its bills larger than was necessary—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; knowing the great desire of 
the committee, perhaps not in this exact item, but all along the 
line, not to have its bills larger than necessary, and believing 
that the Commissioner of Pensions, following his own example, 
could use all this sum between this and next December, I made 
no question about it. And let me say further, that Istand ready 
here and now, or at any other time, to meet the estimates of 
the Commissioner of Pensions for this service inconnection with 
the administration of his office; believing, however, that that 
fund is not properly used by him, in good faith, to dispose of 
claims pending, but in the main to use it to harrass those who 
are already on the pension roll and then to posture before the 
country, constantly thundering about frauds upon the pension 
roll. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois is correct in 
the general statement that the committee did not desire to make 
appropriations in excess of the needs of the public service. That 
is absolutely correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has not proposed to increase 
the amount. Why do not you propose to increase the amount? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This is the deficiency bill, I will 
say to my sagacious friend from Indiana, providing for the serv- 
ices of this year, and not for the service of next year. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Why did you not move in the 
committee to increase the amount? Why did you not report it 
here? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Because Iam in theminority upon 
that committee, and because I knew that this Commissioner of 
Pensions could make this expenditure at the rate of $400,000 for 
the coming fiscal year as he has for the present year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois thinks the amount is not sufficient, why does he not move 
to increase the amount? 

Mr. TAYLOK of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tilinois thata short time ago you stated that you were willing to 
allow $500,000, the estimate made by the Commissioner. Why 
were you not willing to vote for it when it was in the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why did you not move to increase 
the appropriation to that amountin Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I was not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON of Jllinois. The Committee of the Whole 
House, where these bills are to have consideration, can amend 
them; and the very object of consideration of appropriation bills 
in Committee of the Whole is to allow gentlemen like my hon- 
orable friend an opportunity to offer amendments. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The information was not then in 
~y possession. 

{r. CANNON of Illinois. Oh! 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. You had the estimates made by the 
Commissioner, and I did not know what they were. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The estimates are herein the pub- 
lic offices and have been since last November. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. After awhile I will become as con- 
versant with these matters as you gentlemen who have been 
here so many years. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. 
knowledge. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
motion in the committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman's knowledge 
hereafter will equal his zeal now. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I trust so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say one thing further 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The bill that 
we are now considering is a bill making deficiency appropria- 
tions for the remainder of this year, which expires on the 30th 
day of June instant. The appropriation he referred to comes on 
the legislative bill for the service of the next year. Therefore, 
why do not you, who in over thirty years have grown gray and 
almost bald in the service and know more about the estimates 
of the public service than any of us, rise in your place and move 
to amend this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or two 
upon this subject, though it is entirely foreign tothe bill. Theen- 
tire discussion arises upon a motion to strike out the last word. 
There is no necessity for any appropriation whatever for the 


The gentleman states that he lacked 


I do, sir, or I would have made the 
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present year, from the most liberal standpoint, for this service 

oe feeling ge by ~ speeches of the gentlemen. 
e Commissioner of Pensions for the prese scal year hi 

every dollar that he has asked for. Pea ee eee eee 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. We might as well be fair to one another and 
be honest with one another. TheCommittee on Appropriations 
in this matter followed the example set by the gentleman from 
Indiana in the last Congress, when he waschairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriations were not $400,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. You appropriated only $200,000. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. And there were deficiencies of 
$200,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. There was no deficiency last year. Now, let 
us look into this business. We all stand alike in the committee. 
There was no diversity of opinion inthe Committee on Appro- 
priations about the appropriation that was carried in the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill of $200,009. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Because we were informed that it was 
sufficient; and now we find the Pension Office sending out to our 
constituents letters in which there is a statement that we have 
failed to appropriate enough. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us see. For the fiscal year 1892 only 
$215,000 was appropriated, and that was sufficient for the pur- 
pose. For the fiscal year 1893, when my friend Judge HOLMAN 
was chairman of the committee, an appropriation of only $200,- 
000 was made and $25,009 as deficiency, which makes $225,000; 
and forthe years 1893 and 1894 the estimate of the Commissioner 
for this purpose was only $215,000 for each year. 

Inasmuch as the expenditure for 1892 had been only $215,000, 
and as the expenditure for 1893 was $225,000, and as the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions did not hesitate during the fiscal year of 
1893 to ask for a deficiency, we thought that instead of appro- 
priating the round sum of $500,000 we would appropriate, as has 
been done during the past two years, $200,000, and if it became 
absolutely necessary to appropriate more in the way of a defi- 
ciency we could do it. 

As has been said, I believe, by the gentleman from Illinois, 
this is a fund which may be very large, which may be very 
small, or which may be medium in amount. It is within the 
discretion of the Commissioner of Pensions to expend this 
money either by wholesale or by retail, and the Committee on 
Appropriations, sustained by the House, and following the 
precedents established in the two former years, recommended 
the appropriation of $200,000. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What does the gentleman say tothe Com- 
missioner of Pensions sending broadcast over the country a let- 
ter such as I have had read from the Clerk’s desk stating that 
we were derelict in our duty, when he and I, as members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, supposed we were appropriating 
a sufficient amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman, I simply say 
that the executive branch of the Government and the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government in many of these matters of ap- 
propriation stand opposed to each other, the one wanting to have 
as much money as possible, and the other anxious to appropri- 
ate just as little as the Executive Departments can get on with. 

A MEMBER. Has not that contention between the executive 
and the legislative departments always existed? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. . 

Mr. COGSWELL. One more question. Will the gentleman 
from Texas or the gentleman from Missouri ‘authorize me to 
write to this widow and state that they are of the opinion that 
this letter of the Commissioner of Pensions is wrong, and that 
the amount appropriated is sufficient? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I would be quite unwilling to under- 
take to revise the correspondence of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If you will send her this debate 
she will see that the Commissioner is not correct in his state- 
ments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is well to be absolutely frank and fair 
about these matters, and yet I am restrained by the rules and 
care not to tell the whole truth. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The situation has been outlined somewhat 
by the remark made awhileago by the gentleman from Illinois— 
if I misquote him he will correct me—that he-did not believe 
this money was being properly expended. 

Mr. CANNON of ii inois. I did say that. 
ion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ask me something easy. 
Mr. DOCKERY. In the light of remarks which were made 
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on the floor—I am not referring to committee matters—by the 
leading Republican member of the subcommittee that reported 
this bill, the gentleman from Maine (Mr. DINGLEy)], criticism 
can not properly come from that side of the House. ’ 

The gentleman from Illinois will! recall the remarks of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine in reference to this very item. 
We made the suggestion that perhaps there ought to be alimi- 
tation on this appropriation so as to avoid a deficiency for the 
coming fiscal year, but upon reflection the gentleman from Maine 
very properly concluded that he would not offer an amendment 
that Leek © place a limitation on the amount so as to restrict the 
entire expenditure to $200,000, as it might interfere with the 
proper administration of the office. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As the gentleman has appealed to 
me in regard to what [ have said about the expenditure of this 
sum, will he allow me to interrupt him right there? I remem- 
ber what the gentleman from Maine |Mr. DINGLEy] said about 
this on the floor of the House, and the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations, I am satisfied, did not undertake to hedge around this 
expenditure because of the power of the chief of this Pension 
Office to make this, that, and the other claim that he has not 
had money enough, or that his notions of sound administration 
have been interfered with. And now let me explain my re- 
mark. 

When I said I did not believe that this money was being prop- 
erly expended I ought to have added—I will add it now—that 
in my judgment all through the present fiscal year, in the ex- 
penditure of this great sum of $400,000, almost twice as much 
as what has been expended heretofore, and to be followed by a 
like expenditure for the coming year, the trouble is that the 
Commissioner of Pensions, instead of disposing of claims and 
seeking to aid worthy claimants to establish their cases,as the 
law and as this appropriation originally contemplated, has been 
hunting for alleged frauds and expending this money in trying 
to find somebody that was on the pension roll that he could put 
off the roll. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, without entering at all into the ques- 
tion of the accuracy of the statements made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]I think it is apparent to the com- 
mittee that for some reason there was no consuming desire on 
the other side of this Chamber to increase this amount. And | 
am glad the gentleman from Illinois has made his statement, 
because it fully answers the somewhat impetuous observation 
made by his colleague [Mr. HOPKINS] when he started out in 
this debate with the statement that no member on that side 
would refuse to vote $500,000 if demanded by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just at this point let me say, in 
justice to my colleague and in justice to myself, that the Com- 
missioner of Pensionscan between this timeand the next session 
of Congress expend every cent of this money, which will be at 
the rate of almost $500,000; and Congress will no doubt make an 
additional appropriation for the coming year, as it has done for 
this year. And making the criticism that I do upon the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, I stand ready here, if the House believes 
it ought to be done, to vote for an appropriation of $500,000 for 
the coming year so as to give this man no illegitimate excuse. 
He has no legitimate one. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman from Missouri no doubt 
quoted the remarks of Governor DINGLEY as he thought cor- 
rectly; but upon receipt of this letter—the first letter read—I 
took it to Governor DINGLEY, who read it, and said, ‘‘It is just 
what I expected; and it is just what I told the House when the 
legislative bill was 7. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ow, I want to say just one word and then 
I will dismiss the subject. In my judgment the amount is suffi- 
cient, and I would not add anything more but for the observa- 
tions of some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. I 
simply wanted to establish the ‘‘ truth of history,” and that is, 
that there was no desire on the other side to increase this 
amount beyond $200,000. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But Governor DINGLEY says he gave no- 
tice to the House just what would happen. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, thisdiscussion has 
keen profitable only to the extent of showing that there is a 
wide disagreement between the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Appropriations of this House and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as to the amount of money necessary to take 
care of the claims of the old soldiers who are waiting to have 
justice done them by this Government. 

Now, one of two things is true: either the Commissioner of 
Pensions is correct in his statement to the old soldiers that the 
appropriations are inadequate to enable him to properly con- 
sider their claims or he is not. If he is correct, then this Com- 
mittee on Appropriations should make this appropriation $500,- 
000 as recommended by the Commissioner, instead of $200,000. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I will. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is nothing involved here excepta 
difference of opinion; and the gentleman's colleague [Mr. CAN- 
NON of Illinois] has stated the position correctly—that if $200,- 
000 should not be sufficient, Congress, when it reconvenes, will 
make the amount good by a deficiency appropriation, which has 
been the usual course heretofore. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. But, Mr.Chairman, itis because of 
this ‘‘ difference of opinion” that thousands of letters are being 
received by the old soldiers in response to their inquiries at the 
Pension Office, that their claims can not be considered in the 
Pension Office until after 1895 because of the deficiency in the 
appropriations made by this Democratic committee of this House. 

Now, the gentleman says, if I understand him correctly, that 
the appropriations already made are sufficient. If that is true, 
and the Commissioner of Pensions is falsely making the state- 
ment which has been read from the Clerk’s desk in the letter 
sent up by the gentleman from Massachusetts, then I say that 
he should be denounced, not only upon the floor of this House, 
but in every section of the country where there is an old sol- 
dier, for the fraud that he is perpetrating upon the members of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. These men who have filed 
their claims are notified in such letters as I have referred to 
that their claims will not receive consideration for a year and a 
half; and the Commissioner gives as excuse that it is because of 
inadequate appropriations by this House. 

Mr. MARSH. The language the Commissioner uses is “ in- 
adequate force.” 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
appropriations. 

Mr. MARSH. And allow me to say that there are 22,000 of 
these claims that are hung up because of thisinadequacy of force. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this Commissioner of Pensions 
is making false and fraudulent statements to the old soldiers, as 
the gentleman from Missouri and the other gentlemen in charge 
of this bill indicate, then I say our reprobation of such conduct 
should be emphasized by a resolution of this House denouncing 
him for the false statements he is making to the old soldiers; 
but, on the contrary, if the Commissioner of Pensions is correct, 
if in order to provide for these claims and do justice to the old 
soldier he should have an appropriation of $500,000 instead of 
$200,000, that it is the duty of this House to increase this appro- 
priation from $200,000 to $500,000. 

And I repeat what I said a few moments ago that if the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill will make it $500,000 for that serv- 
ice I will guarantee him here and now on behalf of the Repub- 
licans of this House that there will not be a Republican vote 
against that increased appropriation. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is that provision in this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why, Mr. Chairman, look at this 
matter a moment; while the Committee on Appropriations of 
this House and the Commissioner are quarreling over the 
amount of appropriations what is the condition of the soldier? 

Mr. PICKLER. He is dying. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, he is dying, as my colleague 
from South Dakota says, in want and poverty, because he can 
not get what is justly due him from the Government. Hisclaim 
is pending here, and this Commissioner says he must wait months 
and years before itcan be considered; that it can not be reached 
even for consideration until after 1895. 

Now, you should take some action one way or the other. You 
should either denounce, by a proper resolution of the House, the 
conduct of this Commissioner in making these charges against 
one of the leading committees of the House, or we shou!d give 
him additional appropriations to enable him to care for the old 
soldier and avoid further delay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend propose to increase the 
amount for the current year? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
to accomplish that end. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that all debate be closed on this amend- 
ment in five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been looking for the 
clause in this bill on which this debate has occurred. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is on the letters of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood from the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HopKINs] that there was perhapsa paragraph 
in the bill appropriating $200,000 for the purpose of permitting 
the special examiners to investigate these claims, and that he 
wanted the gentleman in charge of the bill to increase that 
amount to $500,000. 


Inadequate force and inadequate 


I propose whatever is necessary 
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But when I come to the examination of the bill Ido not find 


4 apy such proposition init. This whole debate is entirely irrel- 
i évant, and if it has any connection whatever with the pending 
bill it is simply a proposition to instruct the Commissioner of 

Pensions as to the performance of his duty. 
The gentleman from Masssachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] intro- 


duces letters here from the Pension Office to a claimant stating 
that unless Congress shall appropriate more money the claim 
will not probably be reached until 1895. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, no; not until 1896. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood the gentleman to say 1895. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That it will not be reached for considera- 
tion until 1895, but it will be 1896 before it is determined. 

Mr. ENLOE. That it would not be reached before 1895, but 
that that was the outside limit. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Not at all. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, however thatmay be, it isimmaterial for 
the purpose of argument. I take it to be the duty of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to go forward now and expend the money 
that has been appropriated in the proper investigation of the 
claims, and look to Congress at the next session for any defi- 
ciency that may arise. 

Mr. O’NEtLeef Massachusetts. And he will do it. 

13 Mr. ENLOKE. I have no doubt that he will. 
j Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. How does the gentleman from 
2 Massachusetts know that? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will my colleague from Massachusetts 
vouch for that statement? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That the Commissioner of Pensions will 
go ahead, and if the appropriation is inadequate to take care of 
all these cases, apveitliainas he will proceed with them and look 
to Congress in the future, and that therefore his letter to the 
claimants is false and misleading? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Not at all. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Then f[ would like to know how the gen- 
tleman can make the statement he has made in view of that 
letter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I believe L have the floor, and only a few mo- 
ments remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor and declines to yield for an interruption. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want tosay to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts —— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
for a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not yield for an interruption. 
a few moments remaining. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will give you more time. 

Mr. ENLOE. The House might not consent. 

{ wish tosay to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I have 
the utmost confidence in the integrity of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, but I do not concur with him in all things about the 
administration of his office. If I had the administration of it I 
would administer it somewhat differently from what he does. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How would the pensioners come out if you 
had the management of the office? 

Mr. ENLOE. ican tell the gentleman that the honest pen- 
sioners would get their money, and the frauds would get none 
if I could possibly prevent it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many efforts would the gentleman 
make to find any honest pensioners in the country? Does the 

iB gentleman think that he would find any? 
His Mr. ENLOE. Yes; a very large number of them, and a very 

i? large number of fraudulent ones, too. 
tea Mr. MILLIKEN. I think the gentleman would look much 
ee sharper for the dishonest ones than for the honest ones. 

i Mr. ENLOE. That is entirely a gratuitous inference on the 
part of the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I do notask the gentleman anything 
for the information. 
et Mr. ENLOE. I have never, since I have been in Congress, 
7 opposed the payment of a pension to a man who was honestly 
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entitled to it, and my record will bear me out in the assertion, 
and there is no soldier in the country who will assert that I 
ever have occupied any other position, and there is no man who 
can justly make complaint against my position unless he is a 
fraud himsef and urging a fraudulent claim upon the Govern- 
ment, or unless he has constituents who are claiming fraudulent 
pensions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 











If the gentleman means to make a per- 
ui sonal insinuation, I will give him such a reply as he deserves. 
i The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhauted. 
p Mr. ENLOE. I mean to say that if the gentleman puts me in 
the attitude of trying to prevent any man who is honestly en- 











titled to a pension from receiving it, then I wish tc im i 
an attitude that he will not want to occupy. nae. Aine fe 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
will be in order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman made 
own attitude. I put him in no attitude. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why does not the Commissioner 
of these frauds? 

Mr. ENLOE. He is finding them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the Commissioner of Pensions will look 
to the law for his instructions in the performance of his duties, 
and not to what is said here. 

The CHAIRMAN. This debateis not in order. If members 
have no respect for themselves, the Chair hopes and trusts that 
they will have some respect for the rules of the House. Gen- 
tlemen will take their seats. The Chair will treat the formal 
amendment as withdrawn, if there be no objection, and the 
Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

There was no objeetion. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Transportation of Indian supplies: For this amount for necessary expenses 
of transportation of such goods, provisions, and other articles for the various 
tribes of Indians provided for by act approved July 13, 1892, including pay 
and expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, being a defi- 
ciency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, $3,090. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 34, after line 5, msert the following: 

‘* For the amounts authorized to be allowed Ely Moore and Daniel Wood- 
son by joint resolution approved April 2, 1894, and found due and certified 
for appropriation by the accounting officers of the Treasury, $7,355.84.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the point of order on the 
amendment, that there is no law authorizing the appropriation, 
and therefore such an appropriation can not be carried on this 
bill, 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr.Chairman, I desire to speak 
to that point of order; and in order to do so it will be necessary 
to go somewhat into the history of this claim. A resolution 
passed through both Houses, and was approved by the President, 
on the 2d day of April of this year, direeting the payment of 
this amount to these parties. It was referred to the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury, and it was 
then ascertained that the fund from which the payment should 
be made had heretofore been paid out and exhausted. 

In other words, it was an Indian trust fund. Now, under the 
law of 1837, which was embodied in sections 2093 and 2094, it is 
provided that before trust funds shall be paid to Indians, all nec- 
essary expenses in connection with the sale of those lands shall 
first be paid. In violation of that general law and of the Revised 
Statutes, the appropriation bill of March, 1893, paid out all the 
money belonging to the Delaware and other tribes, leaving this 
account still unpaid. 

Now, the Supreme Court, in another case of just the same 
character, to be found in volume 110 of the Reports, page 688, 
decided that this was a claim against the United States, and 
that if the United States paid out trust funds, they were respon- 
sible for the same. Now, on investigation it is found that the 
money was due to these men; that Congress by an appropriation 
contrary to the Revised Statutes had paid out the money, leav- 
ing these men still unpaid, and therefore the Government is re- 
sponsible for the amount. 

The Secretary of the Treasury submitted this resolution tothe 
Speaker of the House, notifying him of'the fact that there was 
no money in that appropriation to pay it.. The Speaker trans- 
mitted it to the Committee on Appropriations. The Committee 
on Appropriations referred it to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and the first time it was directed to our attention was on 
Thursday last, after the Indian ao bill had passed. 
Besides, I do not believe that the Indian appropriation bill 
ought to carry deficiencies; but the Indian appropriation bill 
had passed, and we respectfully referred the resolution back to 
the House, by instruction of the committee, and asked that this 
amount be made an item in the deficiency bill. I contend, Mr. 
Chairman, that it isa = of the existing law of the land. It 
passed on the 2d day of April, 1894. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the jurisdiction of the several 
committees of this House is well established, not only by the 
letter of the rule, but also by precedents that have been made 
from time to time. Now, this isin no sense a deficiency. If it 
had been a deficiency, Congress, instead of making an appropri- 
ation to pay it out of a trust fund, would have made an appro- 
priation out of the general revenue. The resolution to which 
the gentleman refers, and which I have before me, directs that 
a certain sum of money be — out of certain trust funds be- 
longing to certain tribes of Indians. 


The committee 
his 


find some 











1894. 


CONG 


It was found after the resolution had become law that there 
were not funds sufficient out of which: to pay the amount speci- 
fied in the resolution. These facts being admitted, and having 
been stated by the gentleman who proposes the amendment, it 
occurs to me that the a t sl 
should come upon the Indian appropriation bill, or from the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, if the appro- 
priation out of w his 
as the gentleman says it 1s, 


ficiency. 


it seems to me it is clearly a de- 


ppropriation, if it should be made at all, | 


hich this money was to be paid is exhausted, | 
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Mr. SAYERS. I stated what you say. [ am making your | 
statement and not mint 
Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Laccept the statement. I say 


i4istrue. The gentleman repeats that the fund is exhausted. 
Lsay that it is exhausted; and if it isexhausted, what does con- 
stitute a deficiency if this does not? If it is a deficiency, then 
it ought to be a partof the deficiency appropriation bill. 


Mr. SAYERS. Rule. my 
The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman a copy of the joint 


solution referred to? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir; I send up the resolution. 
TheCHAIRMAN(Mr.McCrearyof Kentucky). Thisamend- 
ment appears to be “for the amount authorized to be allowed 
Ely Moore and Daniel Woodson by joint resolution, approved 
April 2, 1894, and found due and certified for appropriation by 
the accounting officer of the Treasury, $7,355.84.” Itis admitted, 
the Chair understands, that no funds 

Mr. SAYERS. The Chair will understand that the payment 
was to be made out of a trust fund belonging to the Indians, and 
not out of the general funds in the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be admitted 
that this money is to come out of a trust fund, which trust fund 
is exhausted. Under the circumstances, therefore, the Chair 
will sustain the point of order, believing that under the rule 
the item ought not to be in this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For miscellaneous expenditures, including telegraphing, fuel, lights, for- 
eign postage, labor, repairs of building and care of grounds, and other neces- 
saries, directly ordered by the Attorney-General, on account of the fiscal 
years 1890 to 1293. inclusive, $4,500. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from North Dakota de- 
sire to offer an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ido not care to offer an 
amendment, but I desire to be heard upon this part of the bill. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow us to proceed with 


re 








the consideration of the bill, with the assurance that he shall | 


have an opportunity to speak before the bill is finally reported 
to the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

To pay the fees and expenses of the deputies of O. P. Fitzsimons, marshal 
of Georgia, 1879, 1880, and 1881, $4,370.38. Saidsum to be paid direct from the 
Treasury to said deputies now holding claims against said marshal’s office, 
in the following manner, namely: First, $1,000 to James B. Gaston, and the 
balance to be pro rated among all said deputies, according to the amounts 
found due said deputies, by Hon. W. R. Hammond, auditor of the United 
States circuit court, northern district of Georgia, in the suit of United 
States vs. O. P. Fitzsimons and others. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 47, after line7, add: ‘‘ Provided, That the United States marshals, 
district attorneys, and clerks of the United States courts in the States of 
Montana and Washington, shall hereafter receive the same fees, compen- 
sation and expenses for their official services and disbursements as are now 
allowed by law to the United States marshals, district attorneys, and clerks 
of United States courts of the State of Oregon. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point of 
order against the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Montana on the point of order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. LI hope the gentleman will not press that 
pointoforder. I frankly admit that the amendment is subject 
to the point of order, and the only question is whether I can con- 
yince the gentleman that he ought in justice to withdraw it. 
The situation is this: In all of the intermountain States and 
States lying west of the Missouri River and east of the Pacific 
coast these officers receive certain fees for their compensation. 
The fees received by the officers there are exactly double the 
fees that are received by similar officers in Montana and Wash- 
ington. 

Now, the same distances exist in those two States between the 
stations where the marshals have to travel, the same distances 
exist between the points where the district attorney has to go 
in the performance of his official duties, and the expenses are 
even greater in Montana and Washington than in California 
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and the cther Western States, and it does seem to me that the 
gentieman ought to be willing to place us upon the same basis 


3 the other States that present similar conditions. It is true 


hat there is now a bill pending for the purpose of paying these 
Olficers by salaries, but that bill is nota law and may not 


ecomsea 


a law, and if it does not become a law then we shall continue to 
be discriminated against by our officers receiving only one-half 
the amounts that like officers receive in the other States. I 
therefore ask the gentleman to withdraw his point of order. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I think that the fees of the 


in Calif id the other 
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States named by the gentleman ought to be reduced to th mo 

| footing as the fees of like officers of the courts in other parts of 
the country, and therefore I can not withdraw thé point of or- 
der. 


Mr. LOUD. I suggest to the gentleman that California does 
not come in that category. Oregon and Washington may, but 
California does not. The officers of our courts do not receive 
those double fees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ 'To pay to the widow of R. F. Brattan, late a Repre ive in ¢ ress 
from the State of Maryland, $4,255.75 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 9, page 51, the following, to wit And 


to pay to W. Jasper Blackburn, formerly a Representativ 
Congre ym the State of Louisiana, $5,597.23." 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
upon the amendment, and ask the gentleman to consent that we 
may go on through the bill and return to the amendment later. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. [have asimilaramend- 
ment that I would like to submit. 

Mr. MEREDITH. [havealikeamendment. \ 
reach the consideration of these amendments? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman may offer his amendment now, 
and I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I offer the amendment which Isend tothe 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, after line 13, add the following: 

lo Louis MeKensie, #2,098."’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve a pointof order on that amendment. 

Mr. MEREDITH. This amendment, it seems to me, ought 
properly to be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order will be reserved on these 
amendments, and they will be returned to, to be considered to- 
gether. 

Mr. MEREDITH. 
turn to them? 

Mr. SAYERS. As soon as we get through with the 
will then go back to these amendments. 

Mr. MEREDITH. [can not be here all the time, and if this 
question is to be discussed I would like to have it discussed while 
lamhere. This is Saturday afternoon, and I am compelled to 
leave between 4 and 5 o’clock. I would be glad if this amend- 
ment could be passed on now. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, we will take up the first amendment. 
I presume the whole of the evening will be consumed on it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would like to have 
my amendment read, so that it may be pending with the others. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting between lines 9 and 10, or page 51, the following 

‘* To pay to the executorof Nathaniel Boyden, latea member of the H 
esentatives of the United States for the Fortieth Congress, the 
$5 78, the remainder of salary due and unpaid said Nathaniel Boyder 
a member of the House of Kepresentatives for the Fortieth Congress 

Mr. SAYERS. A point of order is reserved on that amend- 
mentalso. It is understood that I reserve points of order on 
all three of these amendments. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like the gentleman to state what the 
point of order is against my amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state it when the question comes up. 

Mr. TERRY. I would be glad to know what the point is. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let the Clerk proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state, in this connection, that I re- 
serve points of order on these provisions which the committee 
has incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The point comes too late. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it is not too late. if a point of orderis 
to be made against my amendment which provides for payment 
to a man now living, I reserve a point of order on these provis- 
ions for the widows of deceased members. 

Mr. SAYERS. They have all been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is too late to reserve a point of order 
on the text of the bill after amendments have been offered. 
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The Chair understands the gentleman from Texas desires that 
these three amendments be passed over with points of order 
reserved upon them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. Now, let the Clerk read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


To pay to James Kerr, Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 
second Congress, for services in compiling and arranging for the printer 
and indexing testimony used in contested-election cases, as authorized by 
an act entitled “An act relating to contested elections,” approved March 2, 
1887, the sum of $500, and an additional sum of 8900 to such employés as 
were actually engaged inthe work designated by the said James Kerr, and 
in such proportion as he may deem just, for assistance rendered in the 


work; in all, %1,400. 


Mr. SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

On page 53, after line 8, insert: 

“To pay the following employés who were necessarily employed by the 
Doorkeeper during the period from November 4to December 3, 1893, namely: 
Two session folders, at 869.66 each; ten laborers, at $59.79 each; one riding 
page, 875; and one page in the folding room, $75; in all, 8887.22. 

“To pay the following employés who were necessarily employed by the, 
Postmaster during the period from November 4 to December 3, 1893, namely: 
Three messengers, at $114.00 each; and four messengers, at $99.67 each; in all, 
$742.48. 

“To pay J. F. @nyder, disbursing clerk, and Thomas G. Kalbfus, assistant 
disbursing clerk, for extra services rendered, $300 each; in all, #600. 

‘To pay F. T. Dennis as extracompensation for services rendered asassist- 
ant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the first and second 
sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, %500.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay William J. Assman the difference between the pay of a laborer and 
that of a messenger in the Hall Library at the rate of $3.60 per day from 
July 1, 1893, to June 30, 1894, inclusive, $594. 


Mr. SAYERS. Another amendment, Mr. Chairman, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 53, after line 16, insert: 

“To pay George L. Browning and Alphonso Gibbs, for extra services ren- 
dered in the folding room, 8300 each, $500. 

‘*To pay M. M. Robinson the difference between the amount of his salary of 
$1,200 per annum, for extra services rendered as assistant to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, 8300. 

‘To pay Joseph Y. Brattan, forservices rendered as clerk to the late Rob- 
ert F. Brattan, from April 1 to May 10, 1894, inclusive, $132.25. 

‘To reimburse Augustus Hall for amountexpended for assistance in car- 
ing for the annex folding room to June 30, 1894, 8213. 

“To pay J. Martin McKay for extra services as foreman of the folding 
room, $171.36. 

‘*To pay Isaac I’. Smith for services rendered as messenger to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, #200. 

“To pay Peter J. McDonald the difference between his salary as folder and 
that of acting assistant foreman of the folding room, at $1,200 per annum, 
from January 20, 1893, to January 20, 1894, §300.”’ 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Nathaniel W. White, 8240.37; in all, 81,038,698.12: Provided, That none 
of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the right of appeal 
shall have expired. 


Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman,I have an amendment to offer 
to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word ‘‘cents,’’ in line 1, page 61: 

‘For payment of penee rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases since June 30, 1891, as certified by the Attorney-General 
April 19, 1894, in response to the Senate resolution of April 14, 1894, and in 
amount in accordance with the act of March 3, 1891, amounting to a total of 
$514,924.93, as follows. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is not necessary now to read the list of 
names following. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota to reserve his amendment until we get tothe 
next clause in the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not suppose it would be in order under 
the next section, inasmuch as we are now under the head of 
‘Judgments of the Court of Claims.” Iam not particular, of 
course, where the amendment is inserted. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit me a mo- 
ment, I desire to offer a general amendment to this provision at 
the proper time, covering all of the cases embraced under the 
act of March 3, 1891. Then I propose to discuss the matter 
fully, and the gentleman can offer his amendment at that time. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I wish to offer an amendment 
under that heading also—a judgment of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does it embrace the same subject-matter? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It embraces one of the Indian 
depredation claims reported from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in order that the bill may be 
symmetrical appropriations should be made in the following 
order: For the payment of judgments of the Court of Claims, 
next for the payment of judgments of the United States courts, 
and then follow the judgments in Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. The amendment I have offered relates to the 
judgments in the Court of Claims. 
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Mr. HERMANN. Ishall move to strike out the amount in 
that paragraph, and insert the additional amount necessary to 
embrace the judgments in Indian depredation claims rendered 
by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. I was about to state, Mr. Chairman, that 1 
will not raise the point of order on account of the gentleman's 
amendment not being presented in its proper place, 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Then the amendment will come 
in in the next section? 

Mr.SAYERS. Under the headof ‘‘ judgments in Indian dep- 
redation claims.” 

Mr.HERMANN. And at that time we can discuss the entire 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BRODERICK], who is much interested in this subject, wishes 
to be heard upon it, and I think it will be more satisfactory to 
all concerned if the gentleman from Texas will consent to let 
this whole matter—this part of the bill covering these claims— 
go over until Monday. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. With the understanding, of 
course, that general debate shall then be had? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. That we are to have ample time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ofcourse. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is further understood, Mr. Chairman, 
and [ want to see that there is no misunderstanding, that when 
this question comes up again it will all be considered—the 
amendments that are proposed and all—under the head of ‘‘ In- 
dian depredation claims.” 

Mr. HARTMAN. Without any right being waived? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the clause be- 
ginning on page 61 with line 21, and ending with line 4 on page 
62, be passed over until Monday, with the understanding that 
gentlemen may have an opportunity to offer amendments as in- 
dicated to this particular clause, —s appropriations for the 
payment of judgments that have been already rendered in what 
are known as Indian depredation cases by the Court of Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HERMANN. Meanwhile, I give notice that I will offer 
an amendment when that particular clause is reached. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I would like to have a word in 
explanation of this matter. I have noticed heretofore in mak- 
ing these agreements to let a particular section go over, that 
after we have got a with the reading of the bill amend- 
ments have been stopped on the other clauses by bringing in a 
rule, or something of the kind, that shuts them out. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman knows that I have never done 
anything of the kind. He knows that I will carry out in good 
faith any understanding that may be had. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I know the chairman will. I 
am satisfied that will be the case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It gives to any member the right to offer 
amendments here, as I understand it? 

Mr. SAYERS. To that particular clause, of course, it does. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to give notice that 
I intend to offer an amendment, in the event of the failure to 
insert certain amendments in this clause, to strike out the para- 
graph. I wish that right to be reserved. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And at that time I shall 
give my reasons for the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it understood that we are to offer amend- 
ments to page 61, the paragraph under the head of ‘‘ Judgments 
in Indian depredation claims,” rather than under the head 
‘* Judgments of the Court of Claims? ”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the understanding—that is, begin- 
ning with line 21 on page 61 and ending with line 4 on page 62. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, at the proper time I will reoffer the 
amendment which has been read in part by the Clerk. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, just one word. Is it un- 
derstood that these amendments must all be offered at this 
time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. They can be offered on Monday. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent to pass over the portion of the bill be- 
ginning with line 21, on page 61, and ending with line 4, on page 
62, and that all gentlemen having amendments proposing to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases, 
Cs permitted to offer those amendments to that section. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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I should like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
|Mr. SAYERS] for information, if the item in regard to United 
States judgmentscovers a judgmentin favor of Thomas F letcher, 
marshal of the eastern district of Arkansas, for $3,207.16 and 
$8.10 costs? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam informed that it does, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TERRY. It was duly certified to you by the Attorney- 
General, was it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. And is included in this? 

Mr. SAYERS. I am so informed by the clerk of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TERRY. 
ment. : ' 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to return to page 9, 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil! report the amendment, 
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consid- 
eration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 9, after line 22, by inserting: ‘ 

‘or post-office and court-house at Bay City, Mich., for completion of brick 
walk, $1,100." 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 9, to insert the amendment re- 
ported by the Clerk. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to offer another amendment, to come 
in on page 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 53, before line 9, insert: 


“To pay Clifford Lucas, for addi 


Mr. TERRY. 


With that understanding I will offer no amend- 


. e 
tional compensation for services as mes- 


senger under the Clerk during first and second sessions of the Fifty-third | 


Congress, #100.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object, unless the chairman of the com- 
mittee will also include an amendment which I have, providing 
for the payment of $500 to Mr. L. M. Olson, of Winona, Minn., 
and a messenger in the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman raises a point of order it 
musi prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is objected to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe the entire bill has 
been completed, with the exception of three amendments which 
have been offered, one by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY], one by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], 
and one by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON]; and also the clause known as the Indian depredation 
clause. The bill has been completed with the exception of 
those four matters, three amendments and one clause of the 
bill. Now, inasmuch as gentlemen who are interested in those 
amendments and that clause are desirous that they shall be con- 
sidered on Monday, or on Tuesday if the bill should not come 
up before then, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s statement 
will not preclude other amendments to that section, will it? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, all amendments to pay judgments on In- 
dian depredation claizns will be in order. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That matter is open for amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. We may offer all the amendments we like 
to that clause? 

Mr.SAYERS. To payIndian depredation claims. Of course 
this understanding does not include amendments for other pur- 
poses, except those which are strictly germane to those judg- 
ments. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] in- 
sist on his point of order? 

Mr. TAWNEY. [f the gentleman will include my amend- 
ment, I will not. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not do that. The committee has not 
examined that matter yet, and the amendment which I wish to 
offer is meritorious. 

Mr.TAWNEY. This has been before the Committee on Ac- 
counts, and would have been reported to the committee—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman the difficulty 
under which he labors, and I do not think he ought to insist 
upon his proposition. The trouble is that the gentleman’s 
amendment should have gone to the Committee on Accounts 
and have been reported to the Committee on Appropriations for 
action. Now, the gentleman has failed to get any action on his 
amendment by the Committee on Accounts, and I do not think 
it is quite fair to the other amendment that he should insist 


upon an amendment which ought to have first gone to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Willthe gentleman permit me to make a 
statement in regard to this proposed amendment of mine? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I introduced a resolution at the beginning 
of the extra session of this Congress which went to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. The Committee on Accounts has had it under 
consideration. The subcommittee, to which it was referred, 
made a favorable report to the committee and the committee was 
to have disposed of it last week, but the chairman of the sub- 
committee that had it under consideration was not present. He 
is outof the city and they could not dispose of it at that meeting 
in time to have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say this to my friend, that-if the Com- 
mittee on Accounts will report the matter favorably to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when the next general deficiency bill 


| comes up, we will consider it. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman do that, and have it put 
on the deficiency bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not control the committee, but we will 
consider it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This gentleman was a messenger in the Fifty- 
first and Fifty-second Congresses. He had the misfortune to 
lose both his hands. Immediately after the adjournment of 
the Fifty-second Congress, on the 4th of March, the Doorkeeper 
of the House discharged this man and paid the salary due him 
from the 4th of March to the 7th of August to a man who never 
saw the Capitol or performed a day’s service for the Govern- 
Now, the subcommittee for that reason decided to re- 


| : ‘ . 
port the resolution favorable to the Committee of Accounts. 





Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman if the matter is 
reported to the Committee on Appropriations it shall receive 
fair consideration. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
objection. 

There being no further objection, the amendment of Mr. 
SAYERS was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R.7477) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


With that understanding,I withdraw the 


AGREEMENT 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to transmit to the House a duly 
attested copy of the Senate bill 1919, entitled ‘“‘An act to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Yuma Indians in California for the cession of their 
surplus lands and for other purposes,” to take the place of the original copy, 
which has been accidentally misplaced. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
VENTILATION. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report, 
which will take but five minutes. I do not propose to ask any 
action, but there is a report and resolution from the Committee 
on Ventilation and Acoustics that I desire to submit. [ would 
like to have it read from the desk and then printed in the Rrec- 
ORD; and I give notice that it will be called up by the chair- 
man of the committee in a few days after it shall have appeared 
in the RECORD, after members shall have had an opportunity to 
read it. 

Mr.PAYNE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts if the committee have reported and had printed the evi- 
dence alleged to have been taken by the committee in this mat 
ter. 

Mr. WALKER. The evidence is not concluded, and it was 
not thought advisable to print it at the present time. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to me it would give more information 
to the House if we could have the evidence than it would to 
have the resolution and report of the committee. If that is not 
to be done, I shall have to object to receiving the report at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman objec 
printing this resolution and report in the RECORD? 

Mr.PAYNE. Ido. 

Mr. WALKER. [ hope the gentleman will let it go over un- 
til Monday. Thisisa privileged report, and I wanted to havé 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sents a privileged matter 


sideration. The gentleman from Massachusetts, however, asks 
unanimous consent that the report and resolution be read and 


printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WALKER. The chairman will call it up at some subse- 
quent time: ina week or ten days from now. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object, unless we can have the evidence. 

Mr. WALKER. Iask, then, that the report and resolution 
be printed in the RECORD, and that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Mr. PAYNE. But 
mittee is doing, and what is meant by these comments in rela- 
tion to the ventilation of this House, and they especially desire 
to have the evidence. 

Mr. WAKLER. ‘The evidence is incomplete, but when it is 
completed, at the proper time it willbe printed. At present the 
committees is not prepared to print it, and they think it would 
be an injustice to the parties interested to print the evidence 
until the whole case is made up. It is ex parte evidence thus 
far, and I do not think it would be fair to the Architect of the 
Capitol to psint it in an incomplete form. The committee de- 
sire to do him no injustice, but wish to treat him fairly in every 
respect. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
fairer to the Architect to have the evidence printed as it is, so 
as toshow what has taken place before the committee and to en- 
able members to make their own comments on it. 

What I desire is to have the evidence come in with this re- 
ort, and then, if the evidence is not complete, this committee 
s certainly not prepared to make this report. 

Mr. WALKER. ThenI shallamend that by moving that the 

evidence be printed with the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman modifies his 
motion so as to include an order to print the testimony. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to recommit the resolution, and that 
the report be printed in the usual form, and that the testimony 
be printed with it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that motion 
will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 
to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River; and 

A bill (S. 57) directing the Secretary of War toappoint a com- 
mission of engineers to examine and report upon the cost of 
deepening the harbors of Superior and Duluth and their en- 
trances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. EVERETT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence from Monday to Wednesday inclusive, on grounds of 
health. 

Mr. CAMPBI 
sent, obtained leuy 
ness in his family. 

The House then,on motionof Mr. SAYERS, (at 3 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


L, on motion of Mr. TRACEY, by unanimous con- 
» of absence indefinitely, on account of ill- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 7502) authorizing the sale of title of United States toa 
tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of Maryland, 
to William H, and George Bobinger, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 7559) to amend sec- 
tions 2401 and 2403 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRADY: A bill (H. R. 7560) to fix the standard and 
regulate the quality and price of gas within the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7561) to remove 


It seems to me that it would be a great deal | 
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The Chair thinks that if it pre- | from the rolls of the Army the charge of desertion against N vil 
it would come up for immediate con- | . pie 


Patton, late of Battery F, Second United States Artillery, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Commitiee on 


| Military Affairs. 


_, BY Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7562) granting a pension to 
Tenderson Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7563) for the relief of Lepine 


C. Rice, assignee of Robert Erwin, of Savannah, Ga.—to the 


members desire to know what this com- | 








Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Protest of citizens of Duluth, Minn.. 
oe the passage of House bill7125—to the Committee on Av- 
riculture, i 

By Mr. BOEN: Protest of Lutheran Church, by H. Johnson, 
pastor, of Norman County, Minn., against changing the pream- 
ble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 150 citizens of Salina, Kans., for 
the suppression of lotteries in Kansas City, Kans.—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of N. A. Farnsworth, administrato 
of Ebenezer Barkley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of Oregon State Grange, for 
election of Senators by the people and for free coinage of silver 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7554—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of George J. Hillyer and other 
citizens of Winona, Minn., and officers and members of Pioneet 
Council, No. 300, Royal Arcanum, praying for certain amend- 
ments to the tariff bill relative tofraternal beneficiary organiza- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TYLER: Papers to accompany House bill 7556—to tho 
Committee on War Claims. 


MONDAY, June 25, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, 
offered the following prayer: 

O Thon, who art King of kings and Lord of lords, we pray 
that Thy blessing may rest upon our sister Republic, bound to 
us by strong ties of gratitude and affection, which at this mo- 
ment is stirred to its very depths by a heinous crime, almost 
unparalleled in history. Grant unto the people of that nation 


| wisdom, intelligence, self-control, submission to authority; and 


may those who are in charge of the state have the guidance and | 
direction of Thy Holy Spirit, that they may be led into wise 
counsels and prompt action in the adoption of most salutary and 
admirable expedients. . 

We pray, O Lord, that Thy heavenly consolation may be 
vouchsafed to the widow and children, who are bereft by this 
frightful calamity; and grant, O Lord, that the enemies of man- 
kind who are inflicting atrocities upon the nations may be re- 
strained by Thy Providence, helping the good men of every na- 
tion to act in such a way as that this enormity shall be stamped 
out from the face of the earth. 

Keep, we beseech Thee, O Lord, our rulers and our people from 
the dangers to which they are exposed, and may we return in 
quietness and peace to dwell in conservatism, and in accordance 
with the laws of the land and the laws of God. 

May the grace of our Father in Heaven rest upon us, upon our 
afflicted sister country, and upon all lands, in this extremity, so 
that we may come at last to the unity and brotherhood intended 
by Thy Son, the Ruler of the world. We pray through His hal- 
lowed name, our Saviour Jesus Christ. Amen. 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, tho 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was 
dispensed with. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the duty devolves upon me 
as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate to make the saddest announcement that can be made to the 
American people in respect of any event outside of their own 
borders. It is the death by assassination of President Carnot, 
of the Republic of France. In view of that very impressive and 














1804. 


alarming event, at which the nations of the earth will feel a se- 
rious shock, I present for the consideration of the Senate the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted 
Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


the 


Dy 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States unites with the American 
people in expressing tothe people of France their sorrow and sympathy in 
the national bereavement they are suffering from the cruel blow of an as- 
sassin, which was aimed at the peace of France and fell upon the heart of 
President Carnot; and, as a mark of respect due to the memory of the wise, 
virtuous, and patriotic President of the Republic of France the Senate will, 
at the close of this proceeding, stand adjourned until to-morrow at 10 
o'clock a. ™m. : 

’ hat the President of the United States is requested to communicate 
this expression of national sorrow to the Government of the Republic of 
France and to Madame Carnot. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the grief of a national be- 
reaverent never falls upon France withoutexciting the sympa- 
thies of the American people. In the earliest days of this Re- 
public 'rance won the gratitude of the people of the United 
States and created a sentiment of the deepest and most sincere 
regard which has united the names of Washington and Lafay- 
ette in a sacred memory that is imperishable. 

[In the progress of both nations towards the highest attain- 
ments of civilization and government France and the United 
States of America have moved abreast and in the front rank of 
the great powers of the world without controversy or jealousy. 
In the noble purpose of securing to their people the blessings of 
liberty regulated by law and founded upon the sovereignty of 
the people France and the United States have achieved a com- 


mon result and established immutably the true and just basis of | 


human government. 

itis not to be expected that ungrateful and vicious men will 
not find a pretext for license and anarchy in their daring efforts 
to abolish all restraints that interfere with their wicked passions 


and indulgences, or that they will not appeal to the sacred name | 
Under 


of liberty as a shelter for their mischievous designs. 
forms of government less liberal towards their subjects and more 
repressive of the common liberties of mankind, the same pre- 
texts for crime are found by such persons in their fierce denun- 
clationsof tyranny. Butin each case governmentowes the duty 
to the people of stern and summary repression of crime, and es- 
pecially all crimes that threaten the integrity of the state and 
the peace of the country. 

President Carnot, the honest friend of liberty, regulated and 
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supported by law, was marked as a victim by men who, being | 
criminally insane, hold society and law in contempt and cruise | 


through the world in the propagation of political piracy and 
murder. Because he loved the liberty of law he was selected for 
violent and brutal sacrifice, and has perished at the hands of an 
assassin. 

Carnot came from a family of heroic men, who never faltered 
in their love of liberty established in justice and regulated by 
law. 
was the one senator who alone voted in the French Assembly 
that the First Consul was not an emperor; that France was a re- 
public; and that imperial power was not the legitimate offspring 
of the French revolution. He had voted to execute Louis XVI, 
and he refused to restore the powers of royalty in the person of 
Napoleon Bonaparte. 

In casting his vote against the elevation of Napoleon to im- 
perial titles and powers, he declared ‘‘ that he would vote against 
an empire for the same reason that he had voted against a life 
consulship, but without any personal animosity, and that he 


His grandfather so loved the liberty of France that he | 
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pire he 


was classed as a socinlist, but his patriotism was rec- 
ogni hi 


tly sincere even by Napoleon the Thir 
No man in France has inherited greater honors or a better 
title to the love of the French people than Marie Francois Sadi 
Carnot, and no man’s life has better justified his right to the 
distinguished tribute to his worth bestowed upon him by France 
in his election to the Presidene\ 
tration of theGovernment has 


it prosperity. There is nos 


eine devou a, 


of the Republic. His adminis- 
been that of peace,attended wit 
tain of innocent blood upon his 
historic record. That which flowed from his pure and generous 
heart to appease a thirstforrevenge upon society and upon gov 
ernment, because they reprobate the crimes of 
sacred to every human being in the world who is in harmony 
with the purposes of republican institutions and the desire to 
establish personal and national liberty on foundations, laid b 
the people, of the right to make their own laws and the dut 


> 


ore 


anarchists, is 


unqualified obedience to their authority. It was the high 
aspiration of Carnot thus toestablish justice and thus to s "e 
liberty to France, and his death is a sacrifice to the cause he so 
vorthily supported. America deplores the severe cost, alike to 
France, to Carnot, and to the cause of self-government of this 
noble effort. 

L ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I heartily approve the 1 


olution which has been offered by the Senator from 
and all that he has said in favor of its passage. The 
France and the people of the United States have been bound to 
gether by a tie of sympathy and fraternity ever since the period 
of our Revolution. France then created an obligation which ha 


Liaboa 


lah, 


peopnie ot 


never been forgotten by the people of the United States. When 
the French people meet a great disaster such as the one which 
has just befallen them so suddenly in the death of President 


Carnot the people of the United States sympathjze with them, 
share in their sorrow, and denounce with horror the crime 
has been committed—a crime so causeless, 
merciless, that we can not express it inlanguage. When under 
like circumstanceés a similar misfortune fell upon the people of 
the United States the Republic of France expressed and empha 
sized its sympathy. We follow its example with the confident 
hope and belief that unnatural crimes like this can not weaken 
the faith of the French people in republican instit i 
pair the strength of their Republic. 

I therefore heartily second the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock 
and 20 minutes a. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 26, 1894, at 10 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, June 25, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., the Speaker in the ch 

The Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, offered the following p 

O Lord, our God, our Father and our Friend, in life ws 
the midst of death. Man that is born of woman is of few « 
and full of trouble. In the morning we are likethe gra 
groweth up. In the morning it flourisheth and groweth uy 


& 


SS whic 


| the evening it is cut down and withereth; but Thou, O Gor 
| the same yesterday and to-day and forever, and Thine eye 


| The } 


| ings conferred upon us, and for the rich provisions of 


was quite prepared to render obedience to the Emperor should | 


he be elected. He spoke in high praise of the American form 
of government, and added that Bonaparte might have adopted 
it at the time of the treaty of Amiens; that the abuses of des- 
potism led to worse results than the abuses of liberty, and that, 


before smoothing the way to this despotism, which would be all | 


the more dangerous because it was reared on military success, it 
would have been advisable to create institutions for its due re- 
pression. Notwithstanding Carnot’s opposition, the motion was 
put to the vote and adopted.” When he voted in the National 
Convention for the execution of Louis XVI he said: “ In my 
opinion both justice and good policy require the death of Louis; 
but I must confess that never a duty weighed so heavily upon 
me. 

The son of this great war minister of France was the father 
of the stricken Presidentof the Republic. He was a pronounced 
republican, so pronounced, indeed, that he refused to take the 
oath of allegiance to Louis Napoleon as Emperor of the French, 
and declined a seat in the French Assembly to which he was 
elected during a period of voluntary exile. In the Second Em- 





never fail. We lift up our hearts to Thee this morning t 
for the preservation of our lives, for the tempd’al bl 
Thy gr 

O Lord, may Thy blessings descend upon the people of our 
land, especially upon all in high places of power and 


uthority. 


O Lord, defend them from all evils and keep them from t 
hands of the assassin. Preserve them from sickness, fr 
danger, and from sudden death. May Thy mercy extend to ou 
sister nations. Suppress all anarchy. Subdue all wron:doi 


Give to the people a love of order and areverence for : 


and grant that the Prince of Peace may so 
heart, to Thy name’s honor and glory. A 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturda 3 read and ap- 
proved. 


ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDEN OF THE 


PUBLIC. 


FRENCI Rk. 


The SPEAKER. The House will receiv 
President. 

A message in writing from the Pr 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The shocking intelligence has been received that the President of the 
French Republic met his death yesterday at the hands of an assassin. This 
terrible event which has overtaken a sister republic can not fail to deeply 
arouse the sympathies of the American nation, while the violent termina- 
tion of a career promising so much in aid of sot f and advancing civiliza- 
tion should be mourned as an affliction to mankind. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 





IXECUTIVE MANSION, June 25, 1891. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the civilized 
world is shocked and sorrow-stricken by the announcement of 
the assassination of the President of the French Republic. He 
was in many respects an ideal President, and was loved and re- 
spected in his own country and regarded with confidence and 
admiration in other countries. His death is a serious calamity 
for France and for Europe, and all over our country the people 
are filled with sympathy and sorrow. 

France is one of the great republics of the world. The re- 
lations of our country with that country are peaceful and cordial, 
and we should show in a marked and conspicuous manner our 
sorrow for the sad affliction which has fallen upon our sister 
republic. € therefore ask that the resolution which I now offer 
be adopted. 

The rezolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica has heard with profound sorrow of the assassination of President Carnot, 
and tenders the peop!e of France sincere sympathy in their national bereave- 
ment, 

That the President of the United States be requested to communicate 
this expression of sorrow to the government of the Republic of France and 
to Madame Cornot; and that, as a further mark of respect to the memory 
of the President of the French Republic, the House of Representatives do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HITT. . Mr. Sp2aker, all the people of the United States 
to-day share in the grief and horror of the French nation at 
the great calamity which has fallen upon them, and this House 
but expresses the universal feeling of the American people in 
the resolution that is proposed. It isa calamity not alone to the 
French people that President Carnot has been stricken down, 
for nations are so interdependent in this time in which we live 
that it is a blow felt by every lover of liberty and order in the 
world. 

President Carnot, at the present time of critical questions 
pending in Europe, was a man whose personality was of grave 
and great importance aside from and above his political position. 
He was chosen in 1887, at a time when there were other and far 
more brilliant names presented for the Presidency-—Mr. Brisson, 
Mr. Floquet, M. De Freycinet, and Jules Ferry—names that 
were known far more widely than his, but the reputation he had 
earned in the Chamber of Deputies (a body which exactly cor- 
responds to the House of Representatives of the United States), by 
his temperate, moderate, sensible, and laborious course through 
years of patriotic service, had built up for him a strong name 
and won the confidence of all, so that he was chosen President; 
and it was a most hopeful sign, in this our day, that a nation 
believed to be the one most easily charmed with and led aside 
by brilliant qualities should have, in a moment of grave trial, 
selected as chief ruler a man who was the very embodiment of 
saving common sense. 

He was about to be reélected President of the republic; and 
at this time, when social disorder is threatened in so many 
places, when the interests of great nations are liable to come in 
conflict and plunge the world into tumult and strife, we can feel 
not merely personal grief and anxiety for the wanton murder 
of a good man fallen by the red hand of crime, but a wider sor- 
row for the loss of a wise statesman in such high responsible 
position that the whole of mankind suffered a blow when he fell. 

I join with my colleague [Mr. McCrEARy of Kentucky] in the 
expression of the sympathy which I believe every individual in 
this House and in the nation shares with the French people. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted; and, in accordance 
therewith (at 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 
journed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
Car for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor. (Report No. 
1154. 

By Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
. 4574) for the relief of Thomas H. Presswell. (Report No. 


155.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7564) defining 
the term ‘‘anarchist” and fixing and providing penalties for 
crimes attempted by anarchists—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R.!7565) to further regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII,a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred, as follows: a 
By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7566) to correct the military 
record of John Boon, late of Company C, Eighty-second Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Two petitions from citizens of Sheboy- 
gan and oue from Milwaukee, Wis., against any increase of the 
tax on whisky and against any extension of the bonded period 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Freehold, 
N.J.,infavor of exempting fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations from the income tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 18 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
against the taxation of beneficiary and fraternal societies—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of Hon. James A. 
Canfield and others, chancellor and faculty of Nebraska Stat 
University, praying for more efficient legislation against lot 
teries—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of Illinois Building As- 
sociation League, adopted at Galesburg, I1l., representing 200 ,(:00 
shareholders, to amend income-tax bill so as toexempt building 
and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Charles Wolf, John Leipke, An- 
drew G. Johnson, J. W. Murphy, R. H. Downing, James Bitt- 
ner, J. A. Frees, G. Anderson, M, &. McIntire, Charles Hoff- 
man, C. B. Wilcox, D. D., William V. McKinley, Silas J. 
Knittel, Lewis I. Wood, Henry J. Hansen, J. V. M. Davis, 
Phillip Gilbert, F. R. McManigal, Henry C. Capser, W. R. 
Hawthorne, Henry L. Gray, P. H. Kidd, W. Stegnet, R. M. 
Miller, C. L. Coleman, P. D. Codfrey, Christ. Lindhl, William 
Sundberg, T. F. Ramberg, A. Anderson, Charles H. Boostrom, 
Charles A. Malenberg, A. P. J. Colberg, John L. Johnson, and 
also a resolution of Washington Camp No. 4, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, and many others, all of Minnesota, against 
appropriation for Indian sectarian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the General Court of Massa- 
chusetts concerning the extermination of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, resolutions of the General Court of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to the appointment and removal of veteransin the national 
civil service—to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Also, resolutions of the General Court of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to national legislation against the lottery traffic—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of Toledo (Ohio) Council, No. 21, 
Royal Arcanum, favoring exemption of fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties from the operation of the income-tax law—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 26, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of February 27, 1894,directing the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to reéxamine Treasury set- 
tlement No. 5441 of January 22, 1885, a report of the Second Comp- 
troller in the matter; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution of the 
Senate of the 20th instant, the original report of Maj. Clifton 
Comly, Ordnance Department, United States Army, dated Feb- 
ruary 17, 1894, ‘‘On the operations of the division of military 
engineering of the international congress of engineers, held in 
Chicago last August under the auspices of the World s Congress 
Auxiliary of the Columbian Exposition,’ together with the 
papers referred to in the report and list of contents of the same; 
which, on motion of Mr. MANDERSON, was, with the accom pa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the Pharmaceutical 
Society, of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating rgainst an increase of 
the internal revenue tax on alcohol; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Michigan State Assembly, 
Knights of Labor, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Gresham bill, in regard to claims arising under the eight-hour 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Dan J. Wilson and sundry 
other citizens of Jackson, Mich., praying that fraternal benetici- 
ary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of J.S. Meier and sundry other 
citizens of Flint, Mich., remonstrating against an increase of 
the duty on wrapper tobacco beyond that provided for in the so- 
salled Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. L. Allen and sundry other 
citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., and the petition of David Inglis 
and sundry other citizens of Wayne County, Mich., praying that 


the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations | 
be exempted from the proposed income tax of the pending tariff 


bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. MARTIN presented the petition of J. T. Moore, A. A. 


McGrew, H. B. Sparks, and sundry other citizens of Crawford | 
County, Kans., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance | 


companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented memorials of W. E. West and 158 other 
citizens of Jasper; of F. Reese and 148 other citizens of Lake 


nesota, remonstrating against the appropriation of public mon- 


eysfor the maintenance of sectarian Indian schools; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of J. W. Watross and 90 other 
citizens of St. Paul; of C. K. P. Crockett and sundry other 
citizens of Winona, and of J. F. Dean and 50 other citizens of 
St. Paul, all in the State cf Minnesota, praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of H.M. Hodgman and W.H. 
Yardley, of St. Paul, Minn,, praying that the funds of mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Caledonia County, Vt., praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 38 citizens of 
Weeping Water, Nebr., praying that fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Louisiana, praying for the passage 
of a bill now pending before the Congress of the United States, 
providing for a permanent exhibit at the Cotton States and In- 
ternational Exposition, to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution requesting Senators and Members of Congress to 
vote for and aid in the passage of a biil now pending before the Congress 
of the United States, providing for aGovernment exhibit at the Cotton 
States and International Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1895. 
Whereas the Cotton States and International Expositon to be held in At- 

Janta, Ga., during September, October, November, and December, 1895, is to 

be ip no sense local, but is for the purpose of bringing about closer com- 
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mercial relations between this country and Mexico, Central, and South 
America, and the West Indies, which would result in largely increasing 


| the trade between the United States and the said countries; and 


_Whereas the holding of such an exposition will do great good to the en 
tire country, and especially to the Southern States and the State of Louis- 
lana, and such a movement should be encouraged by all persons; and 

W hereas a bill has been introduced in the Congress of the United States 
providing for a Government exhibit at said exposition: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That said exposition is 
strongly indorsed, and the objectssought to be accomplished are worthy the 
active and earnest support of every Southern State. 

Be it further resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this State are urgently requested tovote for and aid in every possible 
Way to secure the passage of the said bill in Congress providing for said 
Government exhibit at said exposition. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of this preamble and of these resolu 
tions be duly certified and forwarded to our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress. 7 


G. W. BOLTON, 
Speaker of the Houseof Repres 
H. R. LOTT, 
Pi sident pro tempore of the S 
Approved June 22, 1894. 
bs MURPHY J. FOSTER, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
A true copy: 
SEAL. | T. S. ADAM, Secretary of 8S 


Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of H. R. Conger and 
sundry other citizens of Burlington, Vt., praying that the funds 
of mutual life insurance compunies and associations be exempted 
from the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Walsh County, N. Dak., praying that the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income tax provisionof the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Hughes County,S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for a substantial protective tariff rate on wool; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry resolutions adopted by the 
senate and house of representatives of the State of Massachu- 
setts, copies of which have been furnished to the Chair. I ask 
thatthe resolutions may be printed in the RECORD, and referred 
to the appropriate committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he has 
copies of the resolutions before him and intended to lay them 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which were referred to the Committee 


| on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed 
Crystal, and of Washington Camp No. 4, Patriotic Order Sons | 
of America, and 743 citizens of St. Paul,all in the State of Min- | 


in the RECORD: 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1894 
Resolutions relative to the appointment and removal of veterans 
tional civil service. 
Whereas a bill isnow pending betore Congress ‘“‘to insure preference in 


in the na- 


| appointment, employment, and retention in the public service of the United 


States to veterans of the late war;”’ 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in General Court assembled, believe it is expedi- 
ent that Union veterans should be preferred to other applicants for positions 
in the national public service where they present equal qualifications for the 
discharge of their duties; and that they should be protected from removal 
for causes disconnected with their efficiency and faithfulness in the perform- 
ance of such duties. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the Senators 
and Representatives from this Commonwealth in the Congress of the United 
States. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 

Sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk 
SENATE, June 8, 1994 


1894. 
Adopted. 


Adopted, in concurrence. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
Atrue copy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Represe ntatives. 
Mr. HOAR presented the following resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which were ordered to lie on the table, 


and to be printed in the RECORD: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1894. 
Resolutions relative to national legislation for the suppression of the lottery 
traffic. 


Whereas the lottery until recently established in the State of Louisiana 
has been transferred to the Republic of Honduras, where its managers pro- 
pose tocontinue its business and to export tickets and circulars tothe United 
States; 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of Massachusetts, 
in General Couri assembled, respectfully urge upon Congress the enact- 
ment of legislation which will prevent so far as possivle the introduction of 
lottery matter into the United States from foreign countries, and its trans- 
portation from State to State. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the presiding officers 
of both branches of Congress, and also to the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Sent up for concurrence 
EDWARD A. McL 


May 17, 1894, 
Adopted. 
A"T7GHLIN, Clerk 
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SENATE, May 21, 1894. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR presented the following resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD: 


Adopted, in concurrence, 


A true copy. Attest 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS in the Year 1894. 
Resolution concerning the extermination of the gypsy moth. 


Whereas the Ocneria dispar, or gypsy moth, an insect pest, has found a 
lodgment in this Commonwealth, and careful and persistent. work is neces- 
sary to prevent its spread over other territory of the United States, and 
this Commonwealth has appropriated and expended under the direction of 


the State Board of Agriculture large sums in the work of exterminating 
said pest vid board believes that the sum of $100,000 appropriated for 
the year ending on the Ist day of March, in the year 1894, is insufficient to 
complete the extermination of said pest; 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, in Genera) Court assembled, request the Senators 
and Representatives from this Commonwealth in the Congress of the United 
States to urge upon Congress the necessity of prompt and vigorous action 
to exterminate said pest, and to use their influence to secure from Congress 
an appropriation of $100,000 to assist this Commonwealth in defraying the 
necessary expe®tes of the work 


* HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 17, 1894. 
pted. Sent up for concurrences. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
SENATE, May 21, 1994. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 


EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State of 
Massachusetts praying thatan appropriation of $100,000 be made 
for the extermination of the gypsy moth; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, praying that preference in appointment, em- 
ployment, and retention in the public service of the United 
States be given to veterans of the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


Adopted, in concurrence 


A true copy. Attest: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restora- 
tion to the State of Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty- 
second Michigan Infantry Volunteers and now in the War De- 
partment, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

ort thereon. 

' Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MORGAN on the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Vimas 
on the 11th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bil], reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

LOUIS A. YORKE. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committce on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of 
Louis A. Yorke, to report itfavorably, and Lask that it beacted 
upon. A similar bill has heretofore passed the Senate, and I 
desire to get it to the House of Representatives. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consfder the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the action of the board by which Passed Assistant 
Paymaster Louis A. Yorke was examined for promotion beset aside and de- 
clared null and void; and the Presidentis hereby authorized to appoint him 
to the office to which he would have been promoted but for said action, and 
to retire him in thatgradeas of the date he was wholly retired, charging him 
with all extra pay and allowances paid him at that ©: Provided, That he 
Shali not receive or be entitled to any pay, compensation, or allowance what- 
ever prior to appointment under this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2161) to increase the pen- 
sion of Graham McClossen; which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committec 
on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re. 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation pill: 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBIA RIVER QUARANTINE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and avreed to: 

?esolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 


the Senate copies of all correspondence and reports in the Department, and 


all information he may possess concerning the importance of and urgency 
for the establishment of a quarantine hospital at or near the mouth of the 
Columbia River,and toinform the Senate whether any Congressional action 
is necessary concerning the same. 


PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I.ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 448 on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The business will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are, or may be claimed to be, affected by tariff legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
May 15, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected 
industries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be, 
affected by tariff legislation; the total number of persons engaged in such 
industries Whose wages are not or will not be affected by tariff legislation 
and the proportion of the population of the United States who depend upon 
the foreign market for the sale of their products, classifying such industries 
respectively; such information to be based on the census of 1890. Also, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed and required to 
inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are native-born 
citizens of the United States of America, the total number who are natural- 
ized citizens, and the total number of such persons who are aliens; and at 
what ratio, if any, alien mechanics and laborers have been taking the place 
of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in the protected in- 
dustries of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know that I object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution, but it seems to me that it asks for 
information which it would be absolutely impossible for any 
officér of the Government tofurnish. As was suggested by some 
Senator on a former occasion when the resolution was before 
the Senate, if anyone is to supply the information it ought to 
be the Superintendent of the Census rather than the Secretary 
of the Treasury. : 

AsI said a moment ago, I do not know that I object to the 
consideration of the resolution, but my present inclination is to 
move to refer it tothe Committee on Fifance. If the resolution 
is considered I give notice that I shall make that motion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the resolution be considered. I do 
not understand the Senator from New Hampshire to object to 
its consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. oie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that there is 
a motion pending to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. 








I should like to hear the resolution read 


I hope Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber will permit the resolution to go through. I understand the 
information to be in the Treasury Department. If it is not 
there, the resolution does no harm. If it is there, it strikes me 
that the Senate and the country ought to know it. This is the 
fourth or fifth time that I have undertaken to get consideration 
of the resolution. I am not pressing it for any partisan pur- 

ose; I am pressing it for the desired information. I trust the 
Sonater from New Hampshire will not undertake to bury the 
resolution in a committee, and by that means stifle the inquiry. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I will say that I have no disposition to 
do that. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to 
the fact that he proposes to ask for information to Low many 
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people will be affected by tariff legislation. 
tention to the significant fact that we have not yet passed the 
tariff bill. In the nature of things we do not know what the 
tariff legislation will be. I hope it wil be very different from 
the kind the Senator from Nebraska w Il probably vote for. 

{ did not know that there was a motion pending to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. I should have made 
such a motion myself if it had not been pending. I hope the 
resolution will be referred to that committee for consideration 
and report. 

Mr. ALLEN. Information of this kind was furnished by the 
Secretary ef the Treasury in 1886, andit is information that | 
look upon as very valuable. There is a precedent for a resolu 
tion of this kind, andI can not see why Senators should object 
to itsconsideration at this time and not permit it togothrough. 

Mr. MORRILL. The resolution really requires amendment. 
I made the motion on a former occasion to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance with no purpose of burying the resolution in 
the Committee on Finance, but it really deserves to be amended. 
For instanee, take the question where one man in a family of 
five is employed in a manufactory that has received protection; 
should he and his family be included, or onlyone? There area 
great many other points in the resolution. Anyone who will 
examine it will see that it would be certainly proper to have it 
amended. 

Take some villages that are supported by and dependent en- 
tirely upon a manufacture of some article of commerce, the ques- 
tion arises, how many are there affected by it? Then the ques- 
tion arises, what will you call protected manufactures? Are 
they agricultural products or manufactured products, and what 
products are receiving protection? 
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with further proc 





Mr. HARRIS. 
under the eall. 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont to 
refer the resolution tothe Committee on Finance. The resolu- 
tion will be again read. 
The Secretary again read the resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
1e Senator from Vermont to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on I‘inance, on which the yeas and nays are nded. 


I move to dispense ines 


dema 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro 
ceeded to call the roli. 
Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the Senator from Michigan |[Mr. MCMILLAN], with the lib- 
erty of voting tomakeaquorum. For the present I withhold 
my . 
ir. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


ot 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], with the privilege of 
voting to make a quorum. I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was ealled). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he 


were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. McCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CARry], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and 


wer 


| therefore withhold my vote. 


Certainly the resolution should be amended by the Committee | 


on Finance, where both parties are represented. 


The Senator | 


from Nebraska has drawn the resolution so that it suits him, of | 


course, but I do not think it will be regarded as a fair proposi- 


tion by anyone on either side of the question of protection or | 


nonprotection. 
and amended by the proper committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
mont said. Ido not know what he did say, and therefore I do 
not know whether his remarks call for reply from me. But I do 


The resolution surely ought to be considered | 


L could. not hear what the Senator from Ver- 


want to say to Senators on the other side that this is the fourth | 


time, I think, I have undertaken to call up the resolution and 
get some action of the Senate upon it, and each time there has 
been a dilatory motion of some kind made or an objection inter- 
posed. While I have no desire whatever to employ any law of 
retaliation, I do propose, if this resolution can not go through, 
that the business which is done here in the morning hour shall 
be done in its order if I am in the Chamber—that nothing shall 
be taken up by unanimous consent when I am here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], to refer the pending 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays; but 
first, as there appears to bea lack of a quorum, I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear the resolution read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the roll be called first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that the lack of a quorum is suggested. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Faulkner, Manderson, Shoup, 
Bate, Frye, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mills, Vest, 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Oregon Voorhees, 
Cali, Hale, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Harris Pasco, Washburn, 
Coke, Irby, Patton, White. 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 

Davis, Lindsay, Perkins, 

Dolph, McLaurin. Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. No quorum is present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Proctor, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. HUNTON, and Mr. Hiuu entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
awered to their names. 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 


Forty-three Senators have an- 
A quorum is preseut. 


| liberty of voting. 


Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GiBson], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CArrery]. If he were hereI 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the affirm- 
ative). Iinquire if the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I withdraw my vote, as I 
am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I understand that there is no quorum 
voting. Under my pair I am entitled to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Having reserved the 
to vote to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McCLAURIN. I understand there is no quorum, and as [ 
reserved the right to vote to make a quorum, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. If necessary to make a quorum I have the 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
aquorum. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 


right 


I have a right to vote to make 


YEAS—16 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Cullom, Hale, Perkins, Shoup, 
Dolph Higgins, Platt, Teller, 
Frye, Manderson, Proctor, Washburn, 

NAYS—27. 
Allen, Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Harris, McLaurin, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Hill Martin, Walsh, 
Call, Hunton, Mills, White. 
Cockrell, Irby Mitchell, Wis. 

NOT VOTING—*. 

Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Roach, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson, Smitb, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Squire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer Vest, 
Carey. Hawley Patton Vilas, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pe rew, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev Power Wolcott. 
Davis, Kyle, Quay 
Dixon Lodg Ransom 


So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o'clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, 
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CLAIMS FOR INSURANCE PAID ON VESSELS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to report a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion reported by him, which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, pees 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reéxamine the 
Treasury settlements made in 1884.and 1885and numbered 5000, 5085, 5201, 5300, 
5303, 5363, and 5368, heretofore certified to Congress for appropriation in favor 
of the respective claimants for insurance paid by them on vessels, and to 
submit the reasons for the certification, together with a detailed statement 
of the facts upon which each originated; and report the same to Congress in 
a manner slinilar to the report submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
January 31, 1894 (printed in Senate Executive Document No. 98, second ses- 
sion Fifty-third Congress), in regard to certain other Treasury settlements 
certified to Congress for appropriation at the same time. 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator asks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The VICE®#RESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I ask that the resolution 
may be laid before the Senate to-morrow morning. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 23d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 210) for the relief of Wetmore & Bro., of St. Louis, 
Mo.; and 

An act (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu]}, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. in section 55, line 7, on page 171, after the 
word ‘‘ securities,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘except such 
bonds of the United States as are by the law of their issuance 
exempt from all Federal taxation.” 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], in charge of this portion of the bill, an amendment on 
page 171, line 8, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to strike out 
the word ‘‘as,” and insert the words “‘ the principal and interest 
of which;” so as to read, ‘‘except such bonds of the United 
States, the principal and interest of which are by the law of 
their issuance ‘exempt from all Federal taxation,” the object 
being that the bill, if it shall become a law, will show on its face 
that both the principal and the interest are exempt from Fed- 
eral taxation. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw the amendment which I offered on 
Saturday last. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York is withdrawn. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to say in withdrawing the 
amendment that one of my objects in offering it was to call the 
attention of the country to the fact that this exemption, which 
seems to be a necessary one under the law, at least 1 am disposed 
to conceive it to be necessary at this time, takes out from the 
operation of the act $635,000,000 worth of property represented 
in Government bonds, the point being that it isclaimed that this 


income-tax provision is designed for the purpose of reaching the | 


wealth of the country and equalizing taxation. It is said that 
the wealthy men of the country have their money so invested 
that they can not be reached by other methods or systems of 
taxation, and that the object of the income-tax provision is to 
reach that class of people; but as itstands, itisimpotentfor that 
purpose, and $365,000,000 are necessarily exempt from its pro- 
visions. 

I move to amend in the same section by adding, after the word 
“taxation,” in line 9, the words ‘‘and except the bonds of any 
State, county, municipality, or town.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from New 
York that the bonds issued by the United States in aid of the 
Pacific railroads are not exempt by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Iso understand. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 26, 





Mr. SHERMAN. And therefore I think the amount of those 
bonds ought to be included. I understand the amount of the 
bonds of the Pacific railroads is included in this six hundred and 
some odd millions. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only bonds exempt from the income 
tax are those issued under the funding act of 1861. 

Mr. HILL. There are some $64,000,000 of bonds issued in aid 
of the several Pacific railroads, and those are open to taxation 
as the bill now stands, and properly so, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed bv the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ taxation,” in line 9, sec- 
tion 55, it is proposed to add, ‘‘and except the bonds of any 
State, municipality, or town.” 

Mr. HILL. The object of the amendment appears from a 
bare statement of the amendment itself. It was stated in the 
brief debate had upon this question last Saturday that one of 
the reasons why the Government ought not to tax Government 
bonds is that it necessarily decreases the value of those bonds, 
aside from any other question which might arise in regard to 
repudiation. The propriety of exempting the bonds of any 
State, county, municipality, or town, it seems to me, is clear. 
In the first place, such a taxation necessarily decreases and di- 
minishes the value of those bonds. [t is adirect attack by the 
General Government against the States and against the admin- 
istration of the States. 

When I say ‘‘States” I mean to include the subdivisions of the 
States, namely, counties, municipalities, and towns. The right 
of the State to float its own bonds, and thereby I mean to in- 
clude all these county, municipality, and town bonds, ought to 
be clear. In the first place, nearly all the Government bonds 
of the country—in fact, all the Government bonds which can 
strictly be called such, because the Pacific railroad bonds are 
not distinctly such—are exempt from taxation by the terms of 
the pending bill and by law. It seems to me that in justice to 
the States the same privilege should be accorded to them, 
namely, that the States should have the right to float their bonds 
without any governmental taxation. 

[ am not here prepared to say that technically the power of 
the Federal Government to tax the income from such bonds 
may not exist. It has not been decided by any express author- 
ity. I think there is considerable doubt about the constitu- 
tional right of the Federal Government to tax the income from 
those bonds. As it has been said before, the right to tax in- 
volves the right to destroy, and the Federal Government has 
no power, either directly or indirectly, to destroy the bonds of 
aStite. If it can diminish their value, then it can destroy 
them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Do I understand the Senator 
from New York to say that there has been no direct decision by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as far as he is advised, 
to the effect that Congress has no power to impose a tax upon 
State or municipal securities? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am under the impression that 
there have been several decisions directly in point upon this 
question, against the power. I thinkI can find them. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, it was held that the General Govern- 
ment had a right to impose a 10 per cent bank tax, which was a 
tax upon the institutions of the States. Indirectly it was a tax 
upon the banks of the States, being a tax upon their circulation. 
That, however, was held not upon the ground we are now dis- 
cussing, but upon the broad ground that the General Govern- 
ment under the Constitution being vested with the power to 
create a uniform currency, therefore, by virtue of that power, 
which superseded all others, Congress had the right in-its dis- 
cretion to tix the circulation of State banks. 

But the decision is not placed upon the particular ground of 
the right to tax the bonds themselves as the creatures of the 
State government. It wassimply upon the ground that the Gen- 
eral Government, being vested with the power to create a na- 
tional currency, andas the State currency more or less conflicted 
with it, therefore the General Government had the right to do 
it. That is the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wallace, 533. 
That is not an authority for this power. 

Now, aside from the question of the exercise of a doubtful 
power, it strikes me that in justice to the States, which we all 
represent here upon this floor, as we are representatives of the 
Statesas well as of the nation, and the proposed law will bear 
harshly upon the States, we ought to leave to the States and to the 
subdivisions of the States also the right to issue bonds, and that 
they should not be subjected to Federal taxation Asa matter 


Will the Senator from New 
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of propriety, I do not think it wise in framinga bill of this char- 
acter that we should seek to fill it full of doubtful questions, 
which must go to the courts to be disposed of. 


* been granted to the States, counties, and municipalitie 


This is all I propose to say at present upon the propriety of | 


the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. 
Senate when we adjourned Saturday was a very different one 
from that now presented. It was then contended by the Sena- 
tor from New York that United States bonds should be taxed by 
the bill. 

Mr. HILL. No; that the income from United States bonds 
should be taxed, where the law, as I then understood it, only 
specified that the bonds themselves shall be exempt. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; I will take it as the Senator has mod- 
ified it, that the income on United States bonds should be taxed. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; where only the bonds themselves are ex- 
empt by statute. 

Mr. VEST. The contention then was that no law could be 
found which exempted from taxation principal and interest of 
United States bonds. 

Mr. HILL. I made no such contention. 

Mr. VEST. It was made upon the other side of the Chamber. 
That law was found, and that question was disposed of. I talk 
it for granted that no Senator here wishes to put a tax upon 
bonds, the principal and interest of which, by the law of their 
issuance, are exempt from taxation. That is settled. 

Now, the Senator from New York proposesto exempt, in the 
pretended interest of States and muncipalities, the immense 
amount of indebtedness in this country which is represented by 
the bonds of cities, towns, and States. It is apparent on the 
statement of the question that that is notin the interest of the 
States or municipalities. They issue bonds; they are sold upon 
the market; they go into the hands of holders. 

The uestion now before the Senate is whether those 


proposed law. Upon page 188, in section 54, which is put in as 
a substitute for sections 59, 60, and 61, it will be found that 
States, counties, and municipalities are exempt from the 2 per 
cent tax upon their net profits with other corporations; and 
there is also a pending amendment, which I suppose will be 
adopted—— 

Mr. HILL. 1 should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
if he will permit me, what are the net profits of States, counties, 
and municipalities? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that there would be any net prof- 
its, unless it should be said that what they had in their treas- 
uries over and above their operating expenses would be consid- 
ered as profits. But whether there be any profits or not, that 
question is removed from all doubt and discussion by the abso- 
lute provision of the proposed law. An amendment is pending, 
as I was proceeding to observe, which exempts the profits of all 
corporations, their bonded or other indebtedness. So we are 
remitted to the simple question whether the holders of bonds of 
cities, towns, and States should not pay the 2 per cent tax with 
the rest of their fellow-citizens. 

There is no good reason why they should be exempt. Take a 
millionaire, who invests his immense fortune, fifty or a hundred 


million dollars, in State or municipal securities; shall he be ex- | 


empt? What would be the result of such legislation? It would 
be to place an enormous premium upon these securities in con- 
tradistinction with other securities of the country. I take it if 
the income tax is to be defended at all, it should be defended 
upon the ground of placing an equal burden upon all the people 
of this country; in other words, that the protection given by 
the Government to the property of the citizen should be met by 
a tax upon the citizen, no matter what property he may hold, 
unless it be within the exemptions of the bill for benevolent, 
charitable, or educational purposes. 

Now, what argument can be made that the holder of State or 
city bonds, which have been put upon the market and sold and 
the money received by the State or municipality, and expended 
by it, should be exempt from taxation? Is that not an invest- 
ment? Is that not as much an investment as any other which 
can be made by the citizen? I can not conceive where there is 
anything in the shape of an equity which should prevent such 
securities from sharing the common fate under this measure 
given to all others. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the pending bill, which I ask may be printed, and lic 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Missouri 
begs the question. He refers to that clause in the proposed 
amendment which provides that ‘nothing herein contained 
shall apply to States, counties, or municipalities,” and seems 
to desire us to infer from that clause that some special favor 





holders 
shall not pay their proportion of the burden imposed by the | 


Mr. President, the question which was before the | 














What have the 
which they themsel) 
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by reason of it. None has been accorded. 
States, counties, and municipalities, 
own, which could be taxed? 

Their property consists simply of their real estate; it consists 
of the revenues which they derive by taxation for thé support 
of their respective localities; and you can not under the Con- 


stitution tax their real estate, in this way at least. They have 
nothing else to tax. Therefore this exemptionadds nothing to 
their constitutional rights and takes nothing away. It confers 


no special privilegesuponthem. Butthe attack upon the States 
is made in this indirect way by providing that their bonds shall 
be subject to taxation. 

Mr. President, we are not only legislating for bonds which 
have already been issued by States, counties, and municipalities, 
but we are now logislating in regard to the income derived from 
future bonds. Will the Senator tell me that the clause in the 
bill which virtually allows the income from that class of secur- 
ities to be taxed will not greatly diminish the value of those 
bonds when they are sought to be put upon the market? [If it 
be fair and right that the General Government's bonds should 
be exempt from this provision (and I am not now discussing the 
question of the original fairness or the propriety of that pro 
ceeding; it is so denominated in the bonds, and 1 am not quar- 
reling with that provision), it seems to me, even though there 
may be aconstitutional right to tax, which the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] very much doubts, yet that as a matter 
of propriety, State, county, and municipal bonds should also be 
exempted. 

Mr. President, the mers fact that a millionaire may own a 
large number of bonds and that he ought to be taxed is no ar- 
gumentupon this question. A millionaire may owna large num- 
ber of Government bonds and he ought to be taxed. 

Mr. VEST. There is a contract in that case. 

Mr. HILL. But we are now making a new contract substan- 
tially, because we are now making a law which is to apply to 
the future issue of State bonds. When, for instance, A bought 
a year ago $10,000 worth of State bonds of New York, of course 
he bought them under the idea and theory that they would not 
be subject to Federal taxation of thischaracter. It istrue there 
is no contract which prevents the Government doing so, but how 
will it be in regard to future bonds which the State governments 
may seek to negotiate? 

With this provision staring them in the face, will not the 
States find great difficulty, except with increased rates of inter- 
est,in floating their bonds? Isubmitthat in justice tothe States, 
where you are taking away from them these vast fields of reve- 
nue, you ought to leave them something, and the right to float 
their own bonds, free and exempt from this species of govern- 
mental taxation, ought to exist. 

I submit it will make but very little difference to the parties 
who own the bonds. I answer the Senator's argument in this 
way: that it will make but very little difference to those who 
hereafter purchase such bonds; but when the States, counties, 
and municipalities proceed to negotiate their bonds in the future 
they will find that the bonds have fallen in value just by reason 
of this very provision. The people who buy the bonds will in- 
sist upon higher rates of interest to overcome the tax which we 
are imposing by the terms of the bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that thereby it will increase the State taxation to meet the in- 
terest upon the bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Of course thatisso. State taxation and county 
taxation and municipal taxation will be increased, because they 
all stand upon the same basis. In the first place, it is a doubt- 
ful constitutional power. But Iam not disposed to press that 
question. In the second place, as a matter of propriety it 
ought not to be done, when all your Government bonds are ex- 
empt under a contract made years ago, with which I am not 
quarreling; let bygones be bygones. All the bonds which may 
be issued in the next six months, as it is anticipated by some 
that bonds will be issued, will be exempt from this class of tax- 
ation. If any Senator’s own State wants to negotiate some 
bonds, your own town or municipality, what reason is there for 
subjecting those bonds to this new taxation, which will more 
or less diminish the value of the bonds and increase the rate 
of interest? 

Mr. President, the true theory of the Government is that the 
States, whether they are limited in the contract or not, can not 
tax a Government bond. I am not now speaking of the ques- 
tion of interest; that is a different question; but the broad prin- 
ciple is asserted by the General Government, regardless of the 
question of contract, regardless of what the statute is under 
which they were issued, is that the States can not tax Govern- 
ment securities. The principle is whatl am speaking of. Isa 
a broad reciprocity on the other hand ought to exist, namely, 
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that when the ’ederal Government is framing a system of Fed- 
eral taxation it ought to exempt State, county, and municipal 
bonds and place them upon an equality, so that the States will not 


be com n the markets of the world or the markets of the 
country to negoti their bonds at a higher interest. It seems 
to me this ir and right; and whether it did or did not occur 
to the Finance Committee in the original framing of the bill, is 
a matter of no consequence. The question now is, Does it noi 
meet tl] igment of the Senate? 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
fr. PLATT. Hasthe Senator examined the question whether 
the United States can tax the income of a bond which by the 
statute has boen made exempt from taxation: in other words, 
whether the State can exempt its bonds from all taxation? 
Mr. HIL [ have no doubt the State can do it, and that if 
the State has done it in any particular instance it is beyond the 
ional power of the Government to tax it directly or in- 


CONUS LLU 
aires tly. 
r. PLATT. The States when they issue bonds—— 
. HILL. Sometimes‘do that. 
* PLATT. Exempt them from taxation as a usual thing, 
but whetherthey go so far as to say in the statute ‘all taxation, 
tute and Federal,” I doubt. I understand that it is conceded 
that you can not oblige an individual to incorporate in his taxa- 
ble income the salary which he derives from a State. Now, the 
spect are independent and sovereign. As to 
their management, as to their autonomy they are independent 
and sovereign. lor some purpose a State decms it necessary to 
issue a loan. How far can it go in exempting that loan from 
taxation by the federal authority? Ihave not investigated the 
question; [ thought perhaps the Senator from New York had 
qaone SO. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; I have investigated it, allow me to say 
right here, in my own State. I know numerous instances where 
bounds have heen issued under the authority of the State by mu- 
nicipalities. 1 know in the city of Brooklyn for the erection of 
urmories several hundred thousand dollars of bonds were is- 
sued, and by the terms of their issus they were declared to be 
exemptfrom all taxation. Of course I am free to say they did not 
have in view at that time any Federal taxation. But 1 submit 
that where by the terms of the act under which the bonds are 
issued the Federal Government has no right to tax those bonds 
where it is provided they shall be exemptfrom taxation. In 
other words, we do not tax the salaries of State officers, county 
officers, municipal officers. Why? Because it is held expressly 
by the Supreme Court that they are a part of the means or in- 
strumentality of a State government by which to conduct its 
affairs, and as each State has the right to borrow money, as 
each municipality is invested with power to borrow money, 
and therefore the power to issue bonds, the right to protect 
those bonds from Federal taxation, it seems to me, is a power 
that must clearly exist. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
New York that in one sense it is true the power to tax isa 
power to destroy. There is no limit upon the diseretion as to 
the amount of tax, which could be laid as heavily as you please, 
and therefore the power of the State to borrow, which may be 
indispensable for the proper conduct of business and affairs, is 
thus subject to this measure. It seems tome under our lederal 
system an impairment of sovereignty is contrary to our theory 
and system of government, and it might prove destructive of 
the ability of the States to conduct their affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New 
York whether in his opinion the law which exempts Govern- 
ment bonds from taxation was intended to include or does in- 
clude taxation of the interest derived from the bonds? I have 
here the statute of February 25, 1862, providing for the issuance 
of a large number of 5-20 bonds and the first issue of green- 
backs, and I will read the language of the act. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me right there? The 
original act under which bonds were issued and the acts usually, 
prior to about 1870, specified that the bonds themselves should 
be exempt from taxation, but they said nothing in regard tothe 
interest. In 1870 and about that time, as was explained by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on Saturday, all the bonds 
were refunded, and it was then provided in the refunding act that 
both the principal and the interest should be exempted, and ail 
the bonds now outstanding, with the exception of the Pacific 
Railroad bonds, have been issued under those refunding acts, 
the bonds amounting to $635,000,000. So there is no escape, it 
strikes me, from the exemption which has already been placed 
in exempting that class of Government bonds; in fact, exempt- 
ing of Government bonds except the bonds issued in aid of the 
Pacific railroads. which, of course, are not technically Govern- 
ment bonds. 


Siates in some re 
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Mr. PEFFER. I think it is important that wo have this mat 
ter disposed of now, and I will read the language of the original 
ct of February 25, 1862: 





And all sto , bonds, and other securities of the United States held } 
als, ce cations, or associations within the United Stat. hall 
‘ npt fro axation by or under State authority. s 


I understand the Senator from New York to cl 
funding act of 1870 provides that there shall be no taxation of 
the interest. I will soe ina moment how that is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisin the act of 1870, which the Senato 
has before him. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have the act, but I have not yet found the 
exemption. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator want the exemption in 
the act of 1870? 

Mr. PEFFER. I have 
emption. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itisin the middle of the first section 
the act of July 14, 1870. Shall I read it to the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He has it. 

Mr. PEPFER. It is as follows: 

All of which several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be « 
empted from the payment—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is it. 

Mr. PEFFER— 

Shall be exempted from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, 
or local autnority, and the said bonds shall have set forth and expressed upon 
their face the above specific conditions, and shall, with their coupons, be 
made payable at the Treasury of the United States. 


the act of 1870, but Ido not find the 


That, I see, covers the whole case. It had not occurred tome 
that the interest was exempted uncer the funding act, but I see 
that I was mistaken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not know that [ have 
any interest in making this absolutely bad bill any better, and 
yet I can not help saying that I hope the Senator from Missouri 
upou reflection will not place the States and municipalities of 
this country in a worse condition when they are borrowing 
money in the future than the United States will find itself when 
borrowing money. I remember very well when the act of 1870 
was passed. [ had forgotten about it the other day when the 
Senator from Missouri was speaking and I read the original in- 
come-tax law of 1862. Now it all comes to my mind that when 
the funding act of 1870 was passed it contained these words: 

Ali of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall 
be exempted from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, 
as well as from taxation in any for m by or under State, municipal, or local 
authority. 

{t was distinctly understood that this exemption of the inter- 
est upon United States securities excluded a United States in- 
come tax. I suppose the Senator contends now that a United 
States income tax upon Goverament bonds would be a breach of 
the promise contained in the act of July 14, 1870. Atany rate, 
iso contend, and I know that was the contention of the framors 
of the act. 

I think the distinguished members of the Finance Committee 
now on the floor upon this side of the Senate will confirm my 
statement that the idea of an income tax was distinctly in mind 
and there was to be no income tax hereafter imposed upon the 
interest due and payable by the United States upon any of its 
funded loan. 

Theat being the case, I certainly believe the Senator from Mis- 
souri upon reflection will see that it is wise to grant the same 
exemption from a United States income tax to State and munici- 
pal loans. The Government of the United States has the best 
credit of any known institution upon the face of the globe. Tho 
Government of the United States can borrow money cheaper 
than any State, corporation, or individual; and in order that it 

ay borrow money cheaply it certainly does not need any ex- 
emption of this kind (which it has put in its statute book as a 
solemn pledge of the public faith) so much as do the States and 
the municipalities of this country. 

Many of those municipalities, States, counties, cities, and 
towns find it difficult to borrow money, and they ought to be as- 
sisted as well as the Government of the United States can assist 
them to obtain good credit to borrow money cheaply. 

It has been well shown by the Senator from New York that if 
this proposed income-tax law passes as applicable to future loans 
of municipalities, whenever hereafter a municipal loan is made 
the rate of interest thereon will have to be greater or the pre- 
ntium which will be obtained upon the sale of the securities will 
be less, by reason of the enactment of this income-tax law than 
would be the case if this income-tax law were not enacted, or if 
the exemption which is put into this proposed statute with ref- 
erence to the income irom the Government bonds were applied 
to the income from city, county, and other municipal securities. 








1894. 


} 
t » 


we do not want to put this burden upon thi 


Mr. President, J , aa ee ate 
“he Senator will find his bil 


‘ 
local covernmentsof thiscountry. 





un} opular enough, and the income t LX W ll _be odious enough 
under any condition. Hecertainly ought to desire, an UI belie 
does desire, to Mak imp 811 ton ol this ta as il rnt as pe 
sible upon the persons and corporation 1 whom it is to be 
pose l. Therefore » the sake of the municipalities 





hereafter h 
the State 
sce that i 


income 





‘h are borrowers of money and will 
sakeof the municipalities ofall 


mselves, [ hope he will 


State, whi 
rowersof money 


and for the sakeo 


,10r tl 
+} at 


stn 


: 1] } 4 28 
and equitable that if 





is no more than fair and just at the ine 
derived from the interest on United States certificates shall not 
he taxed. the income derived from State, county, and other m 


taxed. 


nicipal securities shall not be 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. sident, this section pro- 
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poses a tax of 2 per cent upon incomes of any person arising | 


from interest derived from bonds or stocks and notes. There 
is no limitation. It applies to the bonds of municipal corpora- 
tions as well as the bonds of private corporations. It relates to 
the bonds issued by a county, by a city, and by a State. l[ven 
were there no constitutional inhibition I would entirely agree 
with the contention of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL 
and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]; but | 
do not believe there is any constitutional power in Congress to 
i this tax, and for the reason I shall state. A municipal 
corporation is, according to the decisions of the Supreme Court 


j Hosa 
Lili POSE 


of the United State, a portion of the sovereign power of the | 


State, and according to the same decisions is not subject to tax- 
ation by Congress upon its municipal revenues. 

That was decided first in the case of the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company (17 Wallace, page 322), reaffirmed in the case 
of Stockdale vs. Insurance Company (20 Wallace, page 330), and 
since then in several other cases. It has been followed up and 
supported by the opinions of the Attorney-General to the same 
effect, 13th Opinions, 67, by Attorney-General Hoar; 12th Opin- 
ions, 282, 
ions, 176 and 276. 

If the revenues of a municipal corporation are not subject to 
Federaltaxation directly , then they can notbe impaired indirectly 
by levying a tax upon incomes growing out of those revenues or 
growing out of bonds issued by the municipal corporations. 

\way back some twenty-five years ago four counties in the 
State of Kentucky, two counties in the State of Tennessee, the 
State of Kentucky itself, and the city of Louisville all became 
subscribers to the bonds of the Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road Company and furnished money in order to enable that com- 
pany to build its road. The internal-revenue law of 1864 levied 
a tax of 5 per cent upon the income of the Louisville and Nash- 


Ait eylill 
ville Railroad Company. The company declined to pay the tax 


on the ground thatalthough the tax was levied upon the corpora- 
tion it was really a tax upon the revenues of the holders of the 
bonds, and they being State, county, and municipal corporations 
were not subject to taxation, either directly or indirectly. 

The Supreme Court of the United States sustained the com- 
pany in that contention, holding that it was indirectly a tax 
upon the revenues of a State, county,and municipal corporation. 

Mr. HOAR. I was call 
was speaking and lost the t part o 
Will he be good enough to repeat it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oreg6n. Two counties, I think, in the 
State of Kentucky, perhaps four in Kentucky and two in Ten- 
nessee, or vice versa, the State of Kentucl 


ay 
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first f hisstatement of the case. 
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by Attorney-General Stanbery, and also in 12th Opin- | 


1 out for a moment when the Senator | 


itself and the city | 


of Louisville each and all subscribed for the bonds of the Louis- | 


ville and Nashville Railroad Company, and furnished money to 
enable that company to buildits road. Subsequently the United 
States in the internal-revenue act of 1864 levied a tax of 5 per 
cent against the Louisville and shville Railroad Company. 


il Na 
The company declined to pay the tax upon the ground, as con- 
tended, that it was a tax noton the company, but really upon the 
revenues of the State, counties, and municipalities. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the case of The United 
States vs. The Railroad Company (17 Wallace, 322), and again in 
Stockdale vs. Insurance Company (20 Wallace, 330), sustained that 
contention, holding that municipal corporations are portions of 
the sovereign power of the States and therefore their revenue 
is not subject to taxation by Congress. 

I admit that case is not directly in point, but I contend all the 
same that the principle enunciated in thatcase to the effect that 
Congress has not the constitutional power which is proposed to 
be invoked by this provision of the bill, and for this reason: If 
there is no constitutional power in Congress to impose a tax di- 
rectly upon the revenues of a State, county, or municipal corpo- 
ration, then there is no power to do anything in the way of tax- 
ation indirectly which would in the slightest manner or to any 
extent whatever impair the value of the securities of that State, 
or county, or municipality. 
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d15 t ity of Philadelphia, which is, as | a 
‘ LO 18S yme ten or twelve million dolla ol Db it 
t b done. If this bill ymes a law f 
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tat the same mons th Lat 
ould go into the m yn if exi i? 
Certainly not. What, then, is tl lt posed legi 
lation [t is to indirectly tax th e} 
ties 7 
| I l ther ore, that the aecl ONS UU vhich I} ected 
ention, although not made in cases directly in ] of 
that character which leads inevitably to the co ut 
there is no power to impose a tax upon the bon 
ties or the income arising out of them, as proposed by tl c 
tion. Nor would it make any difference, in my mind, even if 
there were a provision in the act authorizing the i of 
the bonds that they might be subject to taxation. vuld 
have nothing to do with the power or the lack oO W ( the 
part of the Federal Government 
Personally, I should be very glad to vote for this provision as 
it stands, and compel all who are able to hold the bonds of a 
State, or a county, or a municipality to pay taxes upon the in- 
come derived therefrom; but asI look at it, I donot believe 
there is any such power existing in the Congress of the United 
states. 
Mr. HILL. I realize, Mr. President, the ral anxiety of 


the friends of this measure for its early disposition, and I con- 
cur j propriety of a speedy dis f the bill. Not- 
withstanding all that, this isa very important question to the 
several States of this Union. Its importance will be apparent 
as time rollson. Therefore, I must ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments longer while I refer to a decision in 
17 Wallace Reports, in the case of the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company, page 322, which was substantially this cas 

The case arose under the internal-revenue act of 1864, which 
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was one of those amendments applying to the income tax. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is one of the cases to which 
I referred. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from O ead it 

Mr. HILL. I was not: aware of that 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I did not read from th 3e 

Mr. HILL. Did the Senator state what the cas: a 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, I stated it was t case of 
the United States vs. The Railroad Company, 17 Wallace, 322. 

Mr. HILL. My attention was div: rted for the momen nd [ 
did not know that. 

Mr.MITCHELLof Oregon. That ne of t h 
[ called attention 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it strik i ver 
to this proposition and that it is so j ar air t ought 
to be adopted by the friends of the pending meas t would 
improve the income-tax provision. I have noquestion about it, 

nd I certainly think the bi + to be loaded up with 
provisions of doubtful constit 

I shall not, however, tres} e indulrence of the Sen- 





ate further at this time. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I want to say justa word. Th: 
in m d in its income-tax pr 
domain of the States by imposing a tax upon 
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quate means of revenue, but this proposed tax on the incomes of 
the bonds of States, counties, and municipalities aetually be- 
comes an instrument of levying a tax through State taxation. 
It requires a State to raise a heavier tax by the extent of this 


imposition than it otherwise would in order to meet a I’ederal 
exaction. It not only invades the domain of the States, which 
ought to be left entirely and exclusively to the States, but it 
i nt 


makes the States themselves, through taxation, the instrum 
for the collection of Federal taxation. 

Mr. President, I wish to say rd 
The more I think about it 
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satisfied that it will be ineffective to levy an income tax upon 
either the officers of the State or upon the State itself, whether 
the bonds be issued by the State or by the municipal authorities 
of the State. I think from the decisions of the Supreme Court 
before me the tax will! be invalid. 

It seems to me thatit would be better to insert at once in this 
bill an exemption of all taxes on the salaries of officers of a 
State or upon the bonds issued by a State. It seems tome that 
the necessary agencies of a State in the conduct of its business, 
the management of its municipal affairs, the government of 
counties and townships, the power to borrow money, are indis- 
pensable, and without them local government could not be con- 
ducted, and the State government could not be conducted, as 
shown by the fact that every State in the Union has at one time 
or another borrowed money. 

The right and the power in the United States to borrow money 
exists also among the States and the municipal corporations, 
and the Government of the United States has no power to crip- 
ple their right to borrow money by imposing an income tax or 
any other kind of tax upon them. 

[am supported in my view by two decisions which I have be- 
fore me, which, although not directly in point, on the whole, I 
think, raise a question of such doubt that we ought not to im- 
pose this tax, but should relieve the States and municipalities 
from it, and not assert the power to levy it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
accept this amendment. Why was it that in all our loans 
during the war we provided that our bonds should be exempt 
from all forms of taxation under State or municipal authority? 
It was the assertion of the sovereignty of our Government as to 
its creditors. That exemption runs through all our loan laws. 
We went further in the act of 1870 and provided that they 
should be exempt from Federal taxation. 

Therefore, it seems to me that as tothe power of borrowing 
money the States are as supreme and independent as the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and if we are to assert the power for 
ourselves, whether we assert it or not as to the States, that comity 
which should exist between this great Government of ours, and 
its several parts, the States, would require that when we are 
dealing with taxation, unless we are in great stress, we should 
say to the State, ‘‘ We accord to you what we exacted from you 
and do exact from you when we are required to borrow money.” 
That is all. 

[t can not be claimed for a moment but that this exemption as 
to our own bonds immensely strengthens them, and it can not 
be contended for a moment that the assertion of a power to tax 
State and municipal bonds will weaken them. Why should we 
do that? If we are under such great stress that we are to get 
into trouble with the States and municipalities, so be it, but I 
see no necessity for it. Therefore, I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will yield the point suggested by the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. VEST. I have yielded too many points. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the more this matter has been 
discussed the graver this objection to the bill as it now stands 
seems. I should be very sorry, indeed, for the sake of any mere 
present exigency in the contest over the pending bill, to have 
the Senate do anything which would seem to deprive for all 
time the United States of any particular resources of taxation, 
unless it has already been done by theConstitution. I hope for 
that very reason, without having the question absolutely de- 
termined now, the Senators in charge of the bill will allow this 
amendment to be adoptedand the matter postponed for the judi- 
cial consideration of the future. 

Of course we are shutting the United States out from a very 
large source of revenue, which we may need in some great public 
emergency, like that through which we passed in the time of 
the late war, if we adopt an inflexible principle that we can not 
tax these salaries under any circumstances, 

I should like to hear from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], who is a trained and profound lawyer, what is the dilfer- 
ence in principle, in his mind, if there be any, between this case 
and the case of Buffington vs. Day? In Buffington vs. Day it was 
held by the Supreme Court of the United States that where the 
State had contracted with a certain person to perform a certain 
public function, the sum of money which the State had promised 
to pay him for that service could not be taxed by the General 
Government on the ground that it would deprive the State of 
the power to contract for such service, and so the service could 
not be accomplished. 

What difference in principle is there between that case and 
_ the case of the State or the county borrowing money to be paid 


[ think the Senator from Missouri ought to 
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to obtain for itself that service? 
prohibit the other, and if we can tax the other, we can prohibit 
it; if we can make it inconvenient or expetsive, we can make it 


If we can tax the one, we can 


r ne: ite 


| impossible. The State and the United States are equal, each 


within its own sovereign sphere, and the Constitution points it 


| out. 


Under what authority can the United States tax the right or 
the power to borrow money by the State of Missouri, and deny 
to the State of Missouri the right to tax the money borrowed by 
the United States of America? We have an officer known us 
the highway commissioner in many of our cities and towns, and, 
for a salary, he undertakes the duty of keeping the roads in re- 
pair; which is an agreedand admitted function of sovereignty. 

Youcan not under the decision in the case of Buffingtonand Day 
tax the salary which is paid to that man for doing that thing: 
but if the town borrows the money and does the thing itself, it 
is claimed you can tax the money borrowed for this same pur- 
pose; in other words, you can not tax the expenditures for per- 
forming public services if they are performed by a hired and 
salaried agent of the public, but you can tax the precise ex- 
penditures made for precisely the same service if the public 
does it itself and takes the expenditure in its own hands. [ can 
not at this moment think of any sound distinction between the 
two cases. I should be very glad tohear any lawyer or any Sen- 
ator on the other side point it out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am so anxious to dispose of this 
bill, which has been hanging here for three months, that I have 
refrained, so far as my duty would permit, from making even 
any statement or argument, although very much provoked at 
times to trespass on the patience and time of the Senate. While 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was absent from 
the Chamber, I made a brief reply to the Senator from New 
York |Mr. HILL], und did not intend to say anything more in 
regard to the matter. 

It seems to me that the decisions of the Supreme Court do not 
affect this question at all. Every lawyer worthy of the name 
will admit that the Federal Government can not destroy the 
official functions of the State either by taxing the salaries of its 
officers, or by using the taxing or any other power in order to 
cripple the constitutional duties imposed upon the State govern- 
ments in the autonomy of our General Government upon the 
whole government of the country. That is a proposition about 
which there will be no dispute. 

But Senators, itseems to me, run that argument into absurdity, 
with great respect to them. They now say that you can not in- 
directly diminish the resources of the States by putting a tax 
upon bonds which they issue, or that their municipalities may 


issue. What is the logical and inevitable result of that state- 
ment? It is that thesupreme power—L use the word ‘‘supreme” 


advisedly—of the General Government to carry on the General 
Government and raise the money necessary for the General Gov- 
ernment, gives that Government the right to use ali the prop- 
erty of all the citizens in all the States for that purpose. 

If it be held here that we can not constitutionally tax the 
sureties issued by a State, the same argument will apply to 
other property within the State; and you must admit that the 
primary right to use the property of the State by the State gov- 
ernment must first be made before the General Government can 
tax it. For instance, take whisky, which is taxed by the State. 
According to this argument, we must first waitand see what the 
extent of the tax put upon it by the State government will be, 
and let the State have a first lien, so to speak, upon all this 
property before the General Government can exercise what I 
say is its primary power of taxation without limitation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, 
nobody disputes the double power of taxation, so far as Federal 
or State taxation is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted, I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor one question, which may put the point exactly as it is in my 
mind. Is not the money that the State pays me for a service, 
for instance, as treasurer or governor or judge, just as much 
my property as the money that the State pays me for the use of 
money that I let it have for its public purposes? 

Is there any distinction in that respect? If there be none, and 
if it is my property, the interest on my debt, or the salary of 
my Office, it is just the same. The United States can not tax 
the salary, because it would make the State’s performance of its 
public functions more expensive or more inconvenient, which 
is clear and is settled in the case of Buffington and Day; and 
you can tax the interest on money they lend. What is the dis- 
tinction? 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me the difference is this: You can 
not tax out of existence an office by taking away all of its emolu- 
ments, as would be done by the General Government if it taxed 
the salary of a State officer to the full extent of that salary, 
because then you invoke the doctrine, which I admit and every 
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wyer must admit, that the Government can not tax out 


other la 
{te supreme power of taxing them. That would revolutionize 
the Government and destroy absolutely one portion of it. That 
goes withoutsaying. But that argument does not apply in this 
case, because here are simply bonds which are not connected 
with official functions, bonds which are sold by the State or the 
municipality and the money taken into their treasury. 
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System, as recognized by the Constitution, and the existence 

indispensable that without them the General Government i(s 
appear from the family of nations, it would seem to follow, asa 
if not a necessary consequence, that the means and ins!rumenta 
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ployed for carrying on the operations of their goverm , for preservi 

their existence and fulfilling the hizh and responsible duties assigned to 

them in the Constitution, should be left free and unimpaired, should : l 

liable to be crippled, much less defeated by the xing power of her 
| Zovernment, which power acknowledges no limit the willof the 


The question here is simply, shall these bonds, like other | 


property belonging to individuals, bear their proportion of the 


common taxation which the Government, through Congress, | 


deems necessary for the purposes of the General Government? 
What does the Supreme Court say in the celebrated decision 


| of the General Government as any other function of 


in regard to the taxation upon State banks? The court held | 


that that tax was constitutional. Why? 


Because the General | 


Government in the exercise of its power to control the finances | 


of the United States had the right to impose that tax in order 
to strengthen the financial system of the General Government; 
in other words, the power of the General Government as to its 
functions was absolute and supreme. If youcarry the argument 
which is made here to-day to its full and logical extent you 
would cripple the General Government and eliminate that dis- 
tinctive feature as toits power, and say that the States can issue 
securities that are not available at all for the purposes of the 
General Government. What would be the result? Any State 
could issue securities in which its citizens might invest all their 
money and thus escape the burden that is imposed upon the 
balance of the people of the United States. 

If this income tax be constitutional it ought to be equal in its 
terms, and it ought to operate upon all securities alike. If we 
should do now what we are asked to do, what would be the in- 
evitable result? All the State and municipal securities would 
immediately go to an immense premium, and all the capitalists 
of this country would inyest in them, because we should make 
them by act of Congress more valuable than any other invest 
ment. 

[ am not authorized, though Senators appeal to me, to accept 
this amendment. This provision was deliberately adopted in 
the House of Representatives and by the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, and [am unable to find under the old income law 


where it was proposed to do anything else than what we pro- | 
fam not authorized upon the appeal of any- | 
body to give up one of the most important features of this bill, | 
and destroy the equality which I think ought to pervade all its | 
If the Senate see proper to overrule the committee | 


pose to do now. 


provisions. ( L 
and amend the bill as it came from the House by this radical 


change, of course I am bound to submit, but in any event, Mr. | 


President, let us vote. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I shall not delay the Senate more than a 
few minutes incalling attention to the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, made by a judge whose authority is 
well recognized. 

[ had a great deal of trouble myself in regard to this matter. 
During the war, as a matter of course, we extended the taxing 
power probably far beyond what we should have done in time 
of peace, and we imposed an income tax upon the salaries of the 
judges of the State courts and other officers of the State gov- 
ernments. 
was called upon to consider the question as to whether it was 
within the power of Congress to make this levy. The general 
head of the decision in the case of Collector vs. Day is as fol- 
lows: 

It is not competent for Congress under the Constitution of the United 
States to impose a tax upon the salary of a judicial officer of a State. 

This was decided in 1870, and the decision was rendered by a 
gentleman of great reputation in this country, Mr. Justice Nel- 
son. The particular case of the taxing ot bonds issued by : 
State government was not before the court, but the identical 
subject-matter, the power to interfere with the government of 
a State in establishing a judicial tribunal or in coliecting money 
for the support of the State government, or imposing taxes by 
issuing bonds, was necessarily involved. Here is what Judge 
Nelson says, and it applies just as strongly to the case before us 
as it did to the case then before the Supreme Court: 

The General Government and the States, althou#h both exist within the 
same territorial limits, are separate and distinct sovereignties, acting 
separately and independently of each other, within their respective spheres 
The former in its appropriate sphere is supreme: but the States within the 
limits of their powers not granted, or, in the language of the tenth amend 
ment, “reserved,” are as independent of the General Government as that 
Government within its sphere is independent of the States. 

Again, he says: 

Two of the great departments of the Government, the executive and the 
legislative, depend upon the exercises of the powers, or upon the people of 
the States. The Constitution guarantees to the States a republican form of 


overnment, and protects each against invasion or domestic violence. Such 
ing the separate and independent condition of the States in our complex 


The Supreme Court of the United States in 1870 | 


lative body imposing the tax 


Then he proceeds in the same line of argument to show that 
the judicial power exercised by the Stutz courts was absolutely, 
and must be absolutely, free and independent from the control 
vyovern- 
ment. It seems to me this principle covers this case. 

_ The case to which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] re 
fers does not apply at all. There the Supreme Court decided 


that the tax of 10 per cent upon State bank notes was valid: but 
the State banks were not agencies of the governments of the 


States in any sense of the word, and they did not perform any 
of the functions of government. They were mere creations for 
a certain purpose, which might be controlled and taxed by the 
Government of the United States. Therefore they did not stand 
in the same position as the power to borrow money or the power 
to organize courts, or the power to administer justice, or the 
power to arrest offenders and punish them. Those are distinct 


| State powers. 


| bonds or securities issued by State or municipal authority. 


| 
| 





We have no authority, it seems to me, to levy a tax upon the 
Lt 
strikes me so, and therefore I[ shall vote for the amendment, be 
cause I believe that under the circumstances we have no power 
to levy this tax and ought not now to attempt to exercise it, 
even if we had the power. We ought not to interfere with the 
ordinary functious of the State governments in any way what- 
ever; and while I do not suppose I would be regarded as aState's 
rights man, in the old-fashioned sense of that term, yet I do be- 
lieve that we should respect all proper rights of the States, and 
that the General Government should not undertake to tax the 
securities of the States and municipal organizations so as to in- 
terfere with the proper exercise of their powers. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the 
question whether Congress has the power to enact a statute of 
this kind. i agree with the Senator from Missouri that in mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of Congress, of course Congress is 
absolutely supreme. But each is as much a sovereign 
power in its sphere as the General Government. 

I intend to vote for this amendment without reference to our 
power, upon the theory that as an act of courtesy we should not 
tax the securities of a State unless there is an absolute neces- 
sity for the revenue. Thatnobody will ciaim, and because there 
is no such necessity we ought not to raise the question whether 
we have a right to levy sucha tax. 

I repeat that as an act of courtesy to the States, State secur- 
ities should be exempt. For that re [ shall vote for the 
amendment, but [do not wish to be so committed by that vote 
that [ may not say at another time under different circumstinces 
that the Government of the United States may go to the extent 
of taxing securities of the States. 

Mr. HOAR. I puta question to the Senator from Missouri 
and his answer has not removed and indeed | not tended to 


as 
remove the difficulties which were in my own mind. But I de- 


State 


sou 


| sire to say that I wish toconfine myself in voting for this amend- 


ment to the reason stated by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER], that it is not expedient to raise this question or to in- 
terfere with the money-borrowing powers of the State and munic- 
ipal instrumentalities, there being no publ 


ilic urgency whicn r 


quires it. I leave the question of absolute power to fu con- 
sideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
i > 


amendment proposed by the Senator from New York[{Mr. HILu], 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa |[Mr. WILSON]. 


[am paired with 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was cal Sa 
am paired with the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAS]. 
If he were here I should vote ‘‘ yea and he would vote *‘ nay” I 


presume. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Once for all for the day I wish to announce my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey {Mr. MCPHERSON], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). Ia 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland 
If he were present I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called): 


r 


gain announce 
| 


Mr. GIBSON], 
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I should liko 
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to know if the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAm- 
DEN] has voted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam paired with the Senator from West 
| 
i 


Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were present I[ should vote 
nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. QUAY’S name was called). I was re- 
a) d to announce for the day the pair of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. QUAY] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN}. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name wascalled). Idesire to announce 
for the day my pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DuBoTSs], who is absent from the city. 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Llask that my vote be recorded, as the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] Iam informed 
would vote ‘‘nay.” I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr.MORGAN. Isthe juniorSenator from Pennsylvania[Mr. 
QUAY] recorded as voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mir. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[MreLopGr]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
lowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN | and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the negative). I observe 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is not inthe Chamber. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 


Aldrich, Frye, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Squire, 
Chandler, Gray, Manderson, Teller, 
Cullom, Hale, Perkins, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, 
Dixon, Higgins, Proctor, 
Doiph, Hill, Pugh, 

NAYS—30. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry George, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Mills, Voorhees, 
Call Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
Ceekrell Irby, Peffer, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 


NOT VOTING—39. 


Brice, Gorman, Morgan, Smith, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Stewart, 
Caffery, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Vilas, 
Camden Kyle, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Lodge, Patton, Wilson, 
Carey, McPherson, Power, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 

Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. ; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4701) to incor- 
porate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias. 

The message also announced thatthe House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate 
water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, agreed to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. 

tICHARDSON of Tennessee, and Mr. HARMER managers atthe 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7007) regulating the sale of certain agricultural prod- 
ucts, defining ‘‘options”’ and ‘ futures,” and imposing taxes 
thereon and upon dealers therein; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the EFouse requested the 
Senate to furnish a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1919) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians in California, 
for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes, 
the original having been mislaid. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., to 
construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River; and 
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A joint resolution (S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to 
appoint a commission of engineers to examine and report upon 
the cost of opening the harborsof Superior and Duluth and the} 
entrances to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Lask that the antioption bill be laid be- 
fore the Senate and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. } 

Mr.HOAR. I think that measure went to the Judiciary Co 
mittee in the last Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Sena: 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 7007) regulating the sale of certain agricultur 
products, defining ‘‘ options” and “ futures,” and imposing taxes 
thereon and upon dealers therein, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to deal with this bill now and to 
displace the pending measure, except by unanimous consent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifitis to be considered I wish to address the 
Senate on the question of reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not apprised as to 
the purpose of the Senator from Minnesota, and in order that 
the matter might be brought before the Senate, he laid the bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; it will go over for the present. 

DUPLICATE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the request of the House of Representatives to transmit to it a 
duplicate copy of the bill (S.1919) to ratify and confirm an agree 
ment with the Yuma Indians in California for the cession o 
their surplus lands, and for other purposes, to take the place « 
the original copy, which has been accidentally mislaid. The 
request of the House of Representatives will be complied wit! 
in the absence of objection. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the cor 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HILL. I move toumend section 55, page 171, in line 9 
by inserting after the word ‘‘ taxation,” the words “ and excep‘ 
the bonds of any State;” so as to read: 

Except such bonds of the United States as are by the law of their issu 
ance exempt from all Federal taxation and except the bonds of any Stat 

Mr. President, whatever may be said in regard to the pro- 
priety ofexempting municipal, town, or county bonds, itappears 
to me that there can be no sort of doubtabout the propriety of the 
exemption of State bonds. For every conceivable purpose the 
State should be placed upon an equality with the General Gov- 
ernment. If the General Government can exempt its bonds 
from Federal taxation and can exempt its bonds from State tax 
ation, the State sovereignty should have the same right and the 
same power, especially under a tax like the one now proposed. 
It strikes me thatno reason can bejurged why that power shouid 
not be allowed to remain in the State government if it does no 
already remain there under the Constitution. 

I do not care to repeat what I have already said, first, that 
under the Federal Constitution it is a matter of grave doubt 
whether any right of taxation such as this exigts. Whether that 
be true or not, the propriety of the State having a right to have 
its bonds exempted is manifest. I need not reiterate the argu- 
ment that it affects the value of the bonds. That was the very 
reason why the General Government in its original act and in 
the funding act provided that its bonds should be free from tax 
ation, both Stateand Federal. Itwasnotsimply to guardagainst 
the aggrandizement of the States. That was notit. It was to 
give those bonds a value, to give them a market, to make them 
easily negotiable in the markets of the country and the world. 
It is conceded that the Government can not tax these bonds di- 
rectly, and what it can not do directly, it can not do indirectly. 
It can not tax the income of these bonds, because from the very 
nature of things it affects the value of the security. 

Mr. President, the sovereignty of the State is equal, within 
its sphere, to the sovereignty of the National Government. The 
General Governmeitit has by law and by contract exempted from 
taxation $635,000,000 of its bonds, boing technically all the Gov- 
ernment bonds in existence. That very exemption, which is 
continued in the pending bill, gives a value to Government sc- 
curities. [tis a right which it seems the General Government 
has always exercised, a right depending upon the discretion of 
Congress. It strikes me that as a matter of propriety this ex- 
emption ought to be allowed, as a question of State righta, plac- 
ing the two sovereignties side by side with the right of each one 
to make its securities equal before the law and equal before the 
world on a question of negotiation. 


icir 

















It is idle to say that tl is legislation does not strike at the 
value of State secur ities. It does. I have changed the amend- 
ment which before included towns, municipalities and counties. 
Now the broad que stion is present d, State rights vs . National 
rights. Shall the Nations il Government step in here and be al- 
lowed to tax the i ,omes upon State securities? 

It is said that the tax in form is against the individuals wh¢ 
own the bonds. Soin the case in 17th Wallace the tax in form 
was agai the railroad company, but it was held that the ta 
W virtually against the city of Baltimore, and that those rev- 
enues ¢ il ished by Federal taxation. 

The s these bonds from gove 
iental t h legal questions arisi 
under the bill to keep our courts busy d rine its term of f 
vears Without adding any more to the L fail to see the force 
of the suggestion made that we ought not to tax income from 
the bonds 1 ise the incon belongs to individuals. Th 
Senator fro souri made t suggest 1t we have a 
double taxation upon whisky,and asked whether anybody 
the point that that can not be do 
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mentalities of the State of Missouri, but it-is not of my State or 
of any ot rState,I think. I do not believe the Senator thinks 
it is one of the instrumentalities of his State. The right of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation upona manufactured article like w hisky 


xists. 


of course « Nobody has disputed it. That is an entirel} 


diiierent question from this. Of course, there can not be a taxa- 
tion upon land directly except thro igh the forms prescribed by 
the Constitution. It can not be done, of course, by an income 
tax. 

The Federal Government is now seeking through the means 


of aun income tax to reach weney which can not otherwise be 
reached under the existing met! systems of taxation. As 
a question of propriety or just ice to the St 1 Of their rights 
under the Constitution, having equal sovereignty with the 
tional Government over the qu ion of faxed tion, it strikes me 
that there is no answer to this proposition. I know the Senato 
from Missouri, having charge of the bill, dislikes to accept 
amendments. He seems to regard it as his duty—I do not — 8- 
tion his situation in that respect—to oppose all the amendment 
offered. He, of course, thinks that they are 
the bill. 


assur 


ods or 
tates, 


Na 
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him this amendment is 
ill it not tend to make the bill fairer and better to defend be- 
the people? W1! -onstituents and te 
‘* Yes: we were obliged to exempt from taxation 
ment bonds: we could not help ourselves; it was necess 
it, because years ago it was so provided; besides, as a matter of 
propriety, it might be said that ought to be done,” I think that 
— very first question that the zealous States-right Democrat 
will ask us is, ‘‘ Why did you not treat your State bonds, then, 
in in same way?” 

Our Stati 


moved to perfect the bill. 
W 
fore 
them, 


n we go back to our ¢ 


Govern- 


is now about to sell certain bonds, and we are met 








with the allegation that the Congress at Washington has pro- 
vided a tax of 2 per cent additional uponits income. That af- 
fects the value of these bonds, We can not negotiate them ex 
cept at a higher : f interest. 

That higher rate of interest becomes a direct tax upon the 

ople of the respective States on their real and personal prop- 
erty. Soweonly cut off our noses to spite our faces, because thi 
very attempt to save h ‘re something for the General Govern- 


the 


imposes 


to a certain extent for 


upon 


ment and thereby 
people, only reacts 3 
more taxation upon the people of the respective 
there is direct taxation. 
I dislike to reiterate these arguments and over again, 
because I am as anxious as is any Senator here to expedite the 
hi 
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disposition of this measure. But, sir, [ present them in tl] 
brief, crude way, and if the Senate understands the question, 
I have said all [ care to say. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, i do not propose, if I can avoid 
it and retain my self-respect, te » discuss anything but what 
legitimately before the Sen: ite. No sort of personal fling at me 
or my State will deter me from my object, which is to get rid of 
— legislation and give relief to the country. 

. HILL. I trust the Senator will not think I n 
coma allusion to himself. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to the instrumentalities of the State 
of Missouri, I think they will bear examination as compared 
with the instrume ntalities of the slums of New York. [f the 
pending bill were disposed of, I should be ready to pay my part 
of the expense in hiring a hall and discussing this question 
with the Senator from New York if itw ill afford him any pleas- 
ure whatever. I alluded tothe tax on w hisky because I thought 
the argument of the other side , legitimately carried out, as to 
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The credit of the General Government was seriously imp i 
at that time by circumstances which I should tf under 
speak of if the Senator from Missouri had not referred to 


in this way. 
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To-day, however, nobody invests in Federal bonds at a dis- 


’ 
| 
| 


count but at a premium, and when you seek to place taxes upon | 


the investments of capitalists you are really putting them upon 
the taxpayer, for just to the extent of this income tax upon those 
bonds will their price in the market be affected, and will there 


be requirement of larger interest to be imposed. That larger | 


interest will result in increased taxation, and while you are | 


seeking vainly and foolishly to get at the capitalist, you are 
striking down on the back of the taxpayer and taking that much 


revenue from the sphere of the States; and that is being done | 


by this great party of State rights. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 1 regret that the Senator from 
Missouri seemed to think that the only way he could answer my 


argument was by some personal fling at myself. It makes no | 
difference, sir, whether this amendment was offered by a gen- | 
tlemen who represents the slums of New York or represents | 


Missouri. I shall not imitate him by descending into any per- 
sonal reflection upon him or his State. 

Mr. VEST. You commenced it. 

Mr. HILL. [did not commence it. The Senator had chosen 
to illustrate the point of his argument by referring to a double 
taxation upon whisky. The point of the whole argument upon 
the side I was arguing was that you could not tax the instru- 
meatalities of a State government, and I naturally retorted that 
whisky was not one of the instrumentalities of my State. I 
good-humoredly said I supposed it was not one of those of Mis- 
souri, end my friend from Missouri seems to regard that I have 
insulted him and his State. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. It was farthest from my intention so to do. I 
simply thought that when he gives thrusts he could accept them 
in a good-humored way. That was all that I intended to say; 
and then he goes out of his way to fling the taunt at me that I 
represent the slums of New York. The other day the charge 
against me was that I represent the millionairzs of New York, 
and now it is the slums of New York. 

Mr. President, I represent all classes of my people, and those 
who reside in the lower districts of New York have just as many 
rights as those who reside along the Mississippi in the State of 
Missouri. All are interested in this legislation, those who have 
property and those who have not; and no fling of the Senator, 
no unjust or unnecessary taunt upon his part will lead me toim- 
itate his example, but I shall continue right to the point which 
I have undertaken to discuss. He says at some other time we 
can hire a hall together and discuss this question, but he does 


not seem to like to discuss it very much here now. He will be | 


called upon over and over again to defend this bill. He an- 
nounced the other day, as I understood him, that he was ready 
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On that very proposition, notwithstanding the crack of tho 
whip of the Senator from Missouri, Senators who sat right near 
him, just as earnest friends of the bill as he is, voted with me. 
Why? Because the proposition commended itself to theip 
honest judgment. Thatis the reason why they voted for it. not 
because they have any sympathy for me in this fight that I am 
making against this provision of the bill. I care not whethe, 
they agree with me or not. The question is not what my mo- 
tives are or what are anybody’smotives. The question is, is thi 
amendment a sound one; is it a just one; can it be defended: 
does it make the bill betteror worse? That isthe question, and 
personalities should be avoided as far as possible in the dise 
sion of a neat, clean, legal question and a question of propriety 
of legislation. , 
Mr. President, if Senators would vote upon this question ac 
cording to their judgment, it strikes me that this would ly 
granted. [concede that exemptions should be few and far be 
tween; but States have some rights, especially when you have 


| provided certain exemptions for national securities. Is it any 


| 


to defend it here and now and not wait to hire a hall on some 


other occasion. 
Mr. President, he will not only have to defend this provision, 
but he has stated here that his object was to make this bill 


more than right that we ask the same exemption for State se 
curities? Does not that place them both upon an equality? 
Can we not tell our constituents that fact and impress it upon 
them? There will be no difficulty about it. If this amendment 
shall be adopted it can be easily defended in Missouri, or in any 
other State of the Union. It can be defended anywhere, be- 
cause it is a proper exemption. 

The Senator says he regrets that national bonds were ever 
exempted from taxation. It originally started during the war. 
It was one of the things that seemed to be regarded as neces- 
sary tobe done. There may or may not have been a necessit) 
for it in 1870, when the refunding acts were passed, but when 
my attention was called to the fact that it not only exempted 
the bonds themselves, but the interest, I waived the amend- 
ment on that point. 

The Senator was so zealous in behalf of the National Govern- 
ment against State rights that he was entirely willing to argue 
that if the bonds themselves were exempted and there was no 
express provision for the exemption of interest, still, neverthe- 
less, the interest ought to be exempted, I suppose upon the prin- 
ciple that the tail ought to go with the hide, if upon no other 
doctrine. I stood here to say that if there was simply an ex- 
emption of bonds pev se and nothing else we might tax the in- 
come. I anticipated this point that was coming, and I wanted to 
see what could be said upon the other sidg. 

Mr. President, it strikes me there is no answer to the propo- 
sition, and the simple fact that we ought to keep this bill as free 
from exemptions as possible is no answer to it, because the 
amendment! have offered stands upon a better and broader basis 
than any other amendment that can be suggested. 

I am opposed to the income feature of the bill. I desire to seo 
that feature of the billeliminated. I am pursuing, as I think, 


| a proper and honorable course to amend the bill by striking 


equal, that if you are going to tax incomes you must tax all in- | 
amendments are to be judged upon their merits and not upon the 


comes. He said that a few moments ago; and yet by his vote 
and the votes of the gentlemen associated with him he deliber- 
ately made an exemption of $4,009 in this very bill whereby citi- 
zens worth from sixty to one hundred thousand dollars are ex- 
empt from the provisions of the bill, and yet he is going before 
the people to tell them he has endeavored to make an equaland 
exact bill to all the people, and all the incomes of the country 


are taxed or none at all. It will be harder work for him to de- | 


fend thatexemption than to defend the necessary and reasonable 
one which I have offered. 
The Senator slurs State rights, as I understand him from his 


argument. He says he is as good a State-right man as anyone | 
| struggling to refund their State debts on better terms. Some 


else. The test as to whether a man is a friend of State rights 
depends not upon his assertions, but upon his votes. Here is 
the question presented. It never can be presented plainer or in 
a more direct way than here and now. Weare legislating in a 
Federal legislature upon the subject of Federal taxation. We 
have already recognized the fact that under the Constitution or 
the law, one or the other, all governmental bonds are exempt. 
This gives a value, as I said, to national securities; and I turn 
around and simply ask you to give the same privilege, the same 
exemption, the same right to our State securities, and then Sen- 
ators who vote against it talk to me about State rights. 

Mr. President, State rights are sacrificed by defeating this 
amendment. State rights are surrendered by the very vote that 
has been given. Sir, I think Senators would do better in the 
preservation of State rights by voting for this amendment. 

There is nothing in this question to get excited about. The 
Senator, I believe, says that he thinks that I may possibly be 
sincere in offering this amendment. Thanks for that admis- 
sion. Hedid not hardly mean that. He may take that back. 
Mr. President, it matters not what my motive may be. My mo- 
tives are to be judged by the propositions that I make here. 


out provisions which I think will make the bill better. These 


| question as to who offersthem. This is all I have'to say upon 


the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Missouri and all Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber, without regard to the’ 
general desirableness of keeping the bill without amendment, 
will allow the pending amendment to be adopted. I desire to 
make a suggestion on which I should like to have the consider- 
ation of the Senator from Missouri. I think the Senator from 
Missouri will see that this is going to be a very serious matter 
for the new States—States that are having, as they come intothe 
Union, great expenditures—and forthe old States, who are now 


of them may have been unable to keep their interest paid, and 
others have been at great labor to keep their interest paid. 
This income tax policy, since the policy was abolished after 
the war, isa novel one. It is a policy which we never have es- 
tablished as a permanent policy in this country. Whether it is 
going to be extended and enlarged after the trial which the bill 
proposes, or whether it is going to be popular and satisfactory, 
no man can tell. Every State which puts a loan upon the mar- 
ket, if the bill passes in its present shape, has to expose that 
loan to the objection that no man can tell how much of it in the 
future policies of the Government will be taken away from the 
creditor by taxation. It will hurt the credit of anew and young 
State, or of an old State that is trying to reéstablish its credit, 
as some of our States are, tenfold, twentyfold the good it will 
be to the Treasury of the United States to have us assert this 
principle. : : . 
Whether we have a constitutional right to do it or not, will 
not every one of the States gain (and the people of the States 
and the people of the nation are the same) by the assertion in 
the matter of ordinary poliey in time of peace by the United 
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States Government of a purpose not to tax State loans? In my 
opinion, wherever you have uncertainty you have speculation. 
Wherever you have speculation you have loss of credit. No 
State can make a loan in the market except of foreign citizens 
entirely; but, shutting out foreign citizens, if the creditor lends 
his money to the State of Massachusetts or the State of Missour1l 
or the State of Tennessee on a thirty-years bond, he can not tell 
whether the United States Government will be coming in to tax 
the bond 2 per cent, or, if it is found a convenient and agreeable 
thing todo, 10 per cent or 20 per cent hereafter, and the State 
has got to suffer by the doubt. : 

That is the reason why this amendment is urged. It is not 
for the sake of protecting capitalists, not for the sake of pro- 
tecting investors. These investments are largely,made by sav- 
ings institutions and banks and such things, where people in 
moderate circumstances are the personsinterested. The amend- 
ment is urged for the sake of the credit of the Stateitself. — 

Suppose we were to send a foreign loan abroad, or were in a 
condition where we needed the aid of foreign capital, and we 
should accompany that loan with an advertisement that the 
United States reserved to itself the power to put an income tax 
on the interest in the hands of every holder of the loan? That 
would cost the United States ten times what it would get.. The 
State loans we hope and believe wili be taken up largely by the 
people of the United States themselves. It has been regarded 
as asound, safe investment on very moderate terms. How can 
you justify the declaration of a policy under which every State 
loan hereafter proposed is accompanied by the declaration, 
whatever may be the rate of interest you fix, that the United 
States Government has asserted its right and its purpose to tax 
the interest on the loan at its discretion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I will let the constitutional argumentall go. I 
have some doubt about that myself, butI think itis a bad thing to 
do, and that nothing in our present condition makes this little 
scrap of a2 per cent important to the Treasury of the United 
States in comparison with the great mischief which itis proposed 
todo. Now I will hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Idesire toask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is not well settled that so far as the foreign holders of any 
State securities are concerned, there can be no power in this 
country to tax them for the income derived from the bonds. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr.GEORGE. In other words,they would be taxable within 
their own countries for the income which they would receive 
from the bonds, and they would not be taxable by this country 
on account of any income which they might derive from the 








bonds. Is not that well settled law? 
Mr. HOAR. I see the point the Senator makes. It is not 
well settled that there is no power in this country. We have 


the constitutional power tolevy thistax. We can makeit effect- 
ive by compelling the treasurers of the States to withhold it. 
But I have carefully avoided that point. 

I put that merely as an illustration. 1Wia if you went abroad 
with a national loan and advertised to the lender that we were 
proposing to put an income tax upon the interest it would de- 
stroy the loan or make it a mere speculative loan; that we hope 
and expect thatour State loans will be taken up by the American 
people at home and not go abroad; that this argument would 
not apply to foreigners, but that it would have precisely the 
same effecton State creditifthe State of Alabama proposes a loan 
on the Ist day of next January she will have to pay four times 
over in her rate of interest the amount which will ba received 
by the United States Treasury under this provision, because the 

nited States has asserted the policy of taxing the interest on 
State debts, and nobodv can tell, the policy being asserted, how 
far the Government will incline to go in the future. 

So, if Alabama advertises a State thirty-year loan, or Massa- 
chusetts, or any other State, a loan whichshe could get at3 per 
cent, or at 4 per cent, or at 5 per cent, she would have to pay an 
additional 1 per cent or an additional half per cent because of 
the assertion of this power. It is not the amount-of the tax; it 
is the amount of the possibility of the tax for which she will 
have to pay; and if we do not enlarge the provision the result 
will be that the creditor, the speculator, the purseproud and 
wicked men who dwell somewhere in the neighborhood of Lab- 
rador, or in that direction, and who are perpetually plundering 
the good men of Missouri and Alabama and the new Western 
States out of their hard earnings will make the profit, and the 
Government will not benefit by it, the borrowing States will not 
benefit by it, the people will not benefit byit. By asserting this 
policy you are putting an elementof speculation and uncertainty 
and doubt into eee hope of borrowing money. 

Mr. MORGAN. r. President, the Senator with whom I am 
paired is absent this morning and I have not the opportunity by 
my vote of expressing my opinion on this question; I feel com- 
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| executing the powers and functions of local government. 


| sion of the rights of Alabama. 
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pelled by a conscientious conviction of duty to oppose the exer- 
cise by the Government of the United States of any power of 
taxation over the property of any State, or the governmental 
facilities of any State. Ido that upon grounds which I under- 
stand involve the question of the constitutional authority of the 
Government of the United States and the States respectively, 
and of their proper balance in our system of government. 

When the Senator from Missouri was discussing the ques- 
tion of the exemption of incomes derived from the bonds of the 
United States he took the ground, which is entirely just and 
correct, that we had entered into an engagement with the bond- 
holders at the time of the issue of the bonds that we would not 
tax them, and therefore it would be a breach of public faith 
now to tax those bonds either directly or indirectly.’ 

However, I think the constitutional power of the Government 
of the United States to tax its own bonds was not brought into 
question, or if it was I suppose that there are very few who 
would be disposed to doubt thatit hasthe power. But the ques- 
tion in our form of government is entirely a different one when 
we come to consider whether the Government of the United 
States has the power to tax the bonds of a State. 

The State governmentsare givena sovereignty within the con- 
stitutional limits prescribed to them by the Government of the 
United States, which for a great many purposes are paramount 
to that of the sovereignty of the United States Government. I 
said the States were given a sovereignty. I should have said 
that they possess a sovereignty which has never been taken 
away from them: which is reserved to them for the purpose of 
If we 
break down the powers of the State governments to administer 
their proper functions in local government we simply destroy 
the fabric of this Union, and we do it at a single blow. 

There is nothing wanting after you have passed the bill in the 
form in which it is presented now to the Senate to make a per- 
fect merger of all State power, influence, and authority into the 
powers of the Government of the United States; for if the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States can prevent the States from bor- 
| rowing money to carry on their legitimate functions, then it is 


useless to say that the States are not completely within the leg- 
islative authority of the Government for any and every purpose 
that the Government sees proper to exercise that authority to 


| promote. 


I therefore feel constrained by my duty to my ownconvictions 
and to the Constitution of the United States and the sovereignty 


| of the States, particularly the State that I have the honor to 


represent with my colleague here, to protest against this inva- 
I do it with as much solemnity, 
with as much feeling, with as deep-seated an interestas if a bill 
were now pending here to tax the Statehouse in Montgomery, 
or to tax the public bridges, ferries, roads, or any other prop- 


| erty owned by the State of Alabama and from which it derives 
| revenue, 


It is a power that is beyond the reach of Congress. Congress 
is excluded from that power over the States if it is excluded 
from any power whatever. You could not touch the States in 
amore vital point. You might just as well take the annual tax 
lists of the State of Alabama and confiscate them for the pur- 
poses of the Federal Government as to take her power to issue 
bonds upon her credit and to raise money for carrying on her 
government. 

I will illustrate this point. At the close of the civil war Ala- 
bama owed about four and a half million dollars, payable in 
London and Liverpool, upon which she had paid the interest in 
gold promptly, as it was due and every time it fell due during 
the whole of the civil war. She had put her gold, which she 
collected from her people while the war was flagrant, upon the 
ships,and ran the blockade inorder to get an opportunity to pay 
her debts and save her credit, and she did so. After about four 
years of Republican administration in Alabama that debt was 
raised nominally to $32,000,000, not more than i0 per cent of 
which ever found its way into any public institution of that 
State. 

Alabama was forced to the necessity of making a settlement 
with her creditors, and under the leadership of George S. Hous- 
ton, who was then governor and afterwards became a member 
of this body, she arranged with her creditors for the assump- 
tion of a very large portion of the debt thus imposed upon her, 
at rates of interest which would increass as time elapsed. She 
commenced with the rate of 2 per cent, which was all that her 
people could bear in the way of taxation then to meetit. Then 
she went to 24,3, and 4. [I think the rate is now 4 per cent, and 
the bonds of Alabama are now at par and have recently—lI do 
not know how it is to-day—commanded a premium. 

That State, by the use of hercredit, had the power to relieve 
herself from a condition which would otherwise have made it 
necessary for her to have gone into political bankruptcy; that 
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is to say, into an act of repudiation which would have fastened 
astain upon our State that we never would have gotten rid of. 
Using that power of issuing bonds free from taxation, Federal 
and State, she induced her creditors to accept the situation, to 
relicve her from the incubus of a partof her fraudulent debt, 
and to put herself upon a footing where she could have pros- 
perity, or at least life. 

She had life given to her in that way,and it has been followed 
by a very remarkable, I might almost say a marvelous pros- 
perity. 1t was solely by the use of that power that Alabama was 
able to extricate herself from that desperate situation. 

Now, if Congress had ever supposed that it possessed and had 
chosen to exercise the power of taxation upon the credits issued 
by the State of Alabama, there would have been an end of her 
prosperity. There would have been an end of her political life. 
She would have been compelled to go into the grave of bank- 
ruptcy, because she could not have had any possible chance of 
takinga step towards advancement in prosperity. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. President, this matter is 
called to my mind with a great deal of force. The recollection 
startles and alarms me, and I can not subscribe to the doctrine 
that the Government of the United States can tax the bonds of 
Alabama, directly or indirectly, when they are issued as facili- 
tigs and instrumentalities of the State government of Alabama. 

f you can tax them at all you can tax them out of existence, 
for the Supreme Court has said (and we all know it is true) that 
there is no limit upon the rate of taxation when Congress has 
the constitutional power to levy a tax; there is no limitation 
upon the rate, and nothing would be easier than for an aggres- 
sive party in the Congress of the United States to demolish en- 
tirely the credit of the States and usurp to itself the entire 
money creditand power of the Government. 

Congress has money power enough, and I do not choose to 
augment it by my vote, even as a matter of policy; but I sol- 
emnly believe that we have no constitutional right to impose 
this tax upon the bonds of the State of Alabama. 

1 understand it to beconceded that if you can impose it at all 
upon the income from the bonds you ean equally well impose it 
upon the bonds. No discrimination can be made as to the exer- 
cise of your powers upon the lines as to whether you tax the in- 
come or whether you tax the bonds. You can tax the bonds of 
the State of Alabama 10 per cent; you can tax her credit out of 
existence; and you deprive her of that power of government 
which after all is more essential to the preservation of the 
American Union and the preservation of the just balance of 
powers between Congress and the States than any other power 
which you can mention. It is more essential to the Federal 
Government that it should abstain from the exercise of. this 
power than it is even to the States that they should possess it. 
The moment that you put the States under surveillance, under 
subjection to the Federal Government to the extent that the 
Federal Government may tax out of existence the power of the 
State to issue bonds to borrow money to carry on its govern- 
ment, that moment, you have subjugated the States, and not only 
that, but you have exterminated them. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it seems to me this discus- 
sion rests upon an assumption thatthe bill contains a provision 
taxing the securities of a State and of subordinate State munic- 
ipalities. The bill contains no such provision, and by norule 
oi constitutional interpretation can it be held to contain any 
such provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I have not asserted it did. I assumed that it did because 
it had been argued that way, and I should be very glad to find 
that it does not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The bill provides in a general way for the 
taxation of incomes, but it nowhere denominates as a portion of 
the income to be taxed the interest arising from State bonds, 
bonds of municipalities, or of cities. There is nothing in the 
bill that indicates an intention upon the part of the Congress of 
the United States to tax the State agencies, or the State bonds, 
or the bonds of any subordinate municipality. There is a rule 
of universal acceptance in the interpretation of a statute that 
the general language of the statute is to be read in connection 
with the constitutional limitations impesed upon the body en- 
acting the statute. The bill contains this exception: 

That nothing herein contained shall apply to States, counties, or munici- 
palities; nor to corporations, companies, or associations organized and 
contiucted solely for charitable, religious, or educational purposes, etc. 

Tho difficulty about excepting in terms the bonds of the State, 
the bonds of a county, or the bonds of a city grows out of the 
further rule that whenever you attempt to enumerate the ex- 
ceptions you are to be taken to intend to include all you do not 
intermsexcept. Now, then, if inattempting to enumerate those 
things which the Constitution of its own force excepts, we fail 
in the enumeration to include any character of securities that 
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may not be taxed, it will be taken that we intended to violate 
the Constitution by taxing that particular security. 

I take it that the courts will construe this law if passed as i; 
now stands as evidence of an intention on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States to tax such incomes, and such only 
as may be constitutionally reached by the powers of taxation 
residing in the Federal Government; and itis better to let the 
courts settle this question than by attempting to enumerate faj] 
to include the whole scope of the constitutional limitation ang 
put ourselves in the attitude of intending to do that which w, 
have no constitutional power to do. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call theattention of the Senator fr, 
Kentucky to the beginning of section 55? The language is 
follows: 

That in estimating the gains, profits, and income of any person there 
be included all income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and 
securities, except such bonds of the United States as are by the law of 1 
issuance exempt from all Mederal taxation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is a proper provision. As explaine 
by the Senator from Alabama, that is exactly proper. We | 
all bonds and the incomes from all bonds that we may constit 
tionally tax, and we except the income upon the bonds of { 
United States, not because we have not the constitutional pow 
to tax them, but because the bonds contain a pledge upon th 
face that they will not be taxed by the Government of the United 
States. So that exception rather strengthens than weakens | 
position { have taken, that this proposed act is to be read 
consonance with the Constitution fm subject to its limitations 
and the courts are the proper tribunals in which those question: 
are to be settled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Seeator hold that Cop- 
gress has not the power to impose this proposed tax upon the 
incomes arising from a State, county, or municipal bond? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The inclination of my mind is to agree with 
the Senator from Alabama. If the clause provided that the in- 
comes upon State bonds or county bonds or municipal bonds 
should be taxed I would hesitate to vote for the bill without 
striking out that express provision. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, another question. Inas- 
much as the only exception contained in the beginning of this 
section is ‘‘ such bonds of the United States as are by the law o! 
their issuance exempt from all Federal taxation,” how in the 
name of sense does the Senator come to the conclusion that 
there is any exception infavor of State, municipal, or county 
bonds? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Because we might tax the bonds of the 
United States without violating any provision of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That.is begging the whole ques- 
tion. Thatis simply stating that this is a good law, provided 
it is not unconstitutional. If it is unconstitutional then it does 
not apply. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Idonot think the Senator hasexactly caught 
the point that I attempted to state. My pointis that whenever 
there is a constitutional limitation upon the power of taxation 
there is no necessity for an exception eo nomine, as in the case 
of a State bond, a county bond, or a municipal bond, but where 
we may lawfully tax the income of a United States bond, in har- 
mony with the provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States, then it is necessary to except that bond in terms; other- 
wise we will be taken to have attempted to tax it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me a question? As ho 
stated very frankly in answer to the Senator from Oregon his 
opinion as concurring with the Senator from Alabama, let me 
ask the Senator whether he thinks that if we have the consti- 
tutional power to tax the income from State bonds, it is a good 
plan to do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am coming to that identical point now. 
The argument of the Senator from Massachusetts that if the 
income on State bonds, county bonds, or municipal bonds may 
be lawfully taxed it would tend to depreciate the value of the 
bonds, is an argument against any income tax at all, but it is 
not an argument why the bonds should be excepted from the 
general scope of taxation upon incomes. If a tax upon the in- 
come arising out of a State bond or a county bond will depre- 
ciate its market value, so will a tax upon the income from the 
bond of a private corporation or the bond of an individual de- 

reciate its value. That is a legitimate and, I admit, a plausi- 

e argument against the imposition of an income tax; but there 
is no line of policy clear to me why we shall not tax incomes 
arising from all securities that may be constitutionally taxed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
allow me one question further? 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ee : 
it stands and the Supreme Court of the United States should 
ultimately hold that Congress had the power we impose a tax 
such as is proposed here on incomes arising out-of State, county, 


oO! : 
is brond enough to impose a tax upon those bonds? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I admitted thatatthe outset, and now, spsak- 
ine to the Senator from Oregon, who favors an income tax, let 
me ask him, is there any reason why the speculator who receives 
an incom 
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| rose simply to suggest to the Senator from Delaware, in the line 


If this bill becomes:a law justas { of his argument and in support of hisopinion, that 


municipal bonds, does the Senator admit that this language | 


4 | 
:from a State or a county bond should be exempted | 


from a taxation that the sreculator has to pay who holds the | 


bonds of a private corporation? 

Mr. MITCHELI of Oregon. I think there are very strong 
reasons arising out of public policy, but in addition to those | 
think there is no constitutional power to do it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. ( 
tutional power to do it, I hold that there is no attempt in this 
bill to do it, and that is a sufficient answer. 

‘ir. GRAY. Mr. President, I have arrived at a point in the 


There we agree, and there being no consti- | 


discussion of this proposed income tax where I find it is impos- | 


sible to muke any compromise with my convictions in regard to 
the provision under discussion. I may submit my views 26 to 
expediency and propriety to the greater wisdom of my fellows, 
but I can not so submit my views as to the fundamental ques- 
tions which lie at the very foundation, of the exercise of the 
taxing power of the Federal Government. In all matters that 
regurd taxation I find it impossible to ignore now, any more 
than at any other time, the existence of the States. 

| believe it is the duty of each one of us intrusted with the 
high responsibility of legislation to keep in mind at all times 
our dual scheme of government. We can not lose sight for one 
moment of the greatunderlying fact thatto the States,of which 
this Government is in one sense the general agent, belong per- 
haps the most important and largest function:of taxation; that 
in creating the burdens that taxation always imposes, burdens 
never to be borne except they are accompanied by a public exi- 
gcency, the Stutes are in the largest degree interested. 

[ think it is not to be denied that so far as amounts go by far 
the largest amount of taxation springs directly from the power 
and the necessities of the States—State taxation, county txxa- 
tion, municipal taxation, in their aggregate enormous and ex- 
ceeding by many millions the aggregate of national taxation. 
That in the exercise of the legislative power with which weare 
intrusted and which we are now attempting to exercise we should 
keep in mind this double source from which the burden of tax- 
ation springs seems to me to go withont saying. 

There is another view to be taken of this question. Undeni- 
ably the Federal Government has the right, which it has often 
exercised, and, I take it, will exercise whenever the exigency 


arises, of exempting from taxation all the bonds that are issued | 


by its authority. It has been found necessary, in order to mar- 


ket those bonds to the greatest advantage, that that exemption | 


should be created by law. Itistrue we may either exempt them 
from taxation or we may impose the taxation, but our discre- 


tion is influenced entirely by theadvantage accruing to, and tho | 


needs of, the Federal Government, and it has been found in the 
past that it was necessary to create that exemption. 

Now, then, the States have found that the necessity of ex- 
emption of State credit was also one that was exigent and im- 
portant to them, and they have exercised it in most cases in so 
far as to exempt the bonds issued by authority of the State and 
the interest thereon from taxation by the State. But the State 
can not exempt the holders of such bonds from taxation by the 
Federal Government unless the Constitution contemplates that 
exemption. 

Now, without regard to the constitutional question, whether 
it may be decided one way or the other by the Supreme Court, 
Tholdthat it is our duty as legislators.of the Federal Government 
to pay that respect to the autonomy of the States that we find 
is obliged to be paid to the autonomy .of the Federal Govern- 
ment by the States. I do not believe that we-should ever in 
this matter of imposing burdens take such a view of our duty 
as would permit us to degrade the States to the position of in- 
feriority to which this discrimination would reduce them. I 
mean of being obliged to submit to Federal taxation upon their 
power to borrow money, while the Federal Government can 
take from the States all power to tax the income derived from 
Federal bonds. 

Therefore, I do not think it can ever be for the advantage of 
‘the Federal Government to adopt such a course in this matter 
of taxation as puts the’ States in a position inferior to the Fed- 
eral Government, or in one which tends to derrade them in this 
great dual system of ours. 

Mr. PUGH. I fully agree with the Senator from Delaware 


and with my colleague in reference to ‘this amendment; and 1 


; ment 


the pow 

a State to borrow money to carry on its own local governme: 
to meet its own necessities, isa reserved power. It never has 
been delegated. If the power of taxation has been vested by 
the States in the Federal-Government of what value is 

served power of the Stat ‘TOW »y when the Stat 


3, by delegating the taxing power to the Federal 


sto bo mone 
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ment, have impaired its value? The Federal Government, by « 
empting from taxation its own bonds and the income arising from 
the interest onits bonds, is committed to the proposition. T 
bill itself recognizes that for this Government tolevy a ta 

| the interest of these bonds impairs their value as securiti 
that it impairs their value in the market when the Governn 
undertakes to borrow money on its own credit. 

| Now, if the State has reserved the right of borrowing 
and of issuing bonds to put upon the market to sell to 1 
money, itis todoitat arate of interest; and it is the interest 
of the people of the State to get money at the lowest rate of in- 
terest possible. To say that the State in reserving the right to 
borrow money has parted with the power of protecting itself 
against the power of the Federal Government to tax the income 
arising from the interest wpon the bonds, renders the power to 
borrow money utterly nugatory and puts it in the power of the 








lederal Government to destroy this reserved right of the State 

[agrees with my colleague. I look upon the recognition o 
the exercise of this power as a blow at the credit of tho 
States and the rights of the States from which they could not 
recover ina century. It would be far better for us not to de- 
a dollar by levying an income tax rather than have it 
done by exercising the power of destroying the reserved right 
of the States to borrow money to carry on their own local gov- 
ernment. It centralizes the power of controlling the credit of 
the States in the Federal Government. 

Mr.GRAY. I wish to interrupt the Senator from Alabama 
for a moment to suggest that in what I have said I have as- 
sumed, for the purpose of argument, that the Federal Govern- 

has the constitutional right to tax the incomes derived 
from State bonds or bonds issued under State authority, and 
that I feel myself even under such a proposition obliged to vote, 
for the reasons I have given, against the exercise of such a 
rich But I agree with the Senator from Kentucky, I agree 
with the Senator from Alabama, that there is no constitutional 
right to tax the instrumentality of borrowing money so neces- 


rive 


sary to State autonomy. However, I do not agree with my 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky, that because [ so believe it 
is unnecessary in this bill to state what we think ought to be 
exempted from the universality of the language used. The lan- 
guage of the bill taxes incomes from all sourees, from all bonds 
and from all investments, without exempting or particularizing 
any. 

lt is quite true, as the Senator from Kentucky says, that if it 


be unconstitutional the Supreme Court of the United States wi 


bil 
side. But whether the Supreme Court should so decide 
not, 1 want to write into this provision my own 
against the constitutionality of such a power. I conceive it 
be the duty of legislators here to take their own 
Constitution of the United States when they are 
lation and to so construct the bill as that if 
their views on the constitutional question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will it interrupt the Senator to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINinthechair). Do 
the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senate has voted down the amendment 
which exempted State, municipal, and county taxation. Now, if 
the Senate incorporates an exemption of the taxation of State 
bonds alone, will it not follow as a reasonable interpretation that 
it did not intend to exempt county and municipal bonds? 

Mr.GRAY. It willnot,soforas lam coneerned; nor dol think it 
will have any effect upon the Supreme Courtof the United States 
when it comes to pass, if it should come to pass upon the consti- 
tutionality of this provisionof the bill. But I still believe there 
is nothing inconsistent with the proper framing of a bill of this 
kind in exempting these incomes which are derived from a 
source that are beyond the reach of Federal taxation. I think 
that ought to be put in, in order that the people of the States 
need not be embarrassed by the necessity of appealing to the 
Supreme Court of the United States from the action of the col 
lectors, who would undoubtedly, by the language of the bill, be 
compelled to put incomes derived from such bonds among the 
taxable incomes. 

Mr. PUGH. I thoughtI would have nothing tosay upon this 
bill at any stage of its progress, because I consider the time 
more valuable in voting ‘than to be consumed in speaking. I| 
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rose simply to express my condemnation of this attempt on the 
part of the Federal Government to levy a tax, an income tax or 
otherwise, upon the creditof the State and to undertake to dis- 
tinguish between money in the hands of the holder of a State 
bond paid to him out of the State treasury on a State bond, and 
money paid out of the State treasury to the officials of the 
State. 

I can not see any foundation for any such distinction. Itis 
conceded that money in the hands of a State official can not be 
reached that was paid as his salary out of the State treasury. 
How is it that you can, by the exercise of the taxing power on 
the part of the Federal Government, reach the interest payable 
to the holder of a State bond out of the State treasury? 

[tisaplain proposition. Youcan notimpair the official agencies 
of the State indispensable to its own administration by taking 
away the power or refusing to recognize it; you can not tax the 
money paid out of the State treasury to the State officials be- 
cause it would impair that agency. Why is it that if you can 
reach the interest paid on State bonds to the holders of State 
bonds out of the State treasury you do notimpair the power of 
borrowing money on the State bonds? It is perfectly prepos- 
terous to undertake to assert such a proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. May! again interrupt the Senator from Ala- 
barga for a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. I yield the floor. 

Mr.GRAY. Ido not want the Senator to yield the floor. I 
want him to go on with the very excellent argument he is mak- 
ing. 

Mr. PUGH. lam through. 
there I will stand. 

Mr. GRAY. 1t is conceded on all hands that the States are 
inhibited impliedly from taxing the instrumentalities of the Fed- 
eral Government in the way of borrowing money, because by so 
doing they would impair its sovereignty within its appropriate 
sphere. The State against the will of the Federal Goverument 
can not tax the income from a Federal bond. That reason must 
apply to the State and the State bonds with exactly the same 
force that it does totbe Federal Gevernment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
this point. The Senatorcontends, as I understand him, that the 
power of the General Government to tax State bonds is question- 
able, because the power to issue State bonds is a necessary inci- 
dent of its political existence. In view of the fact that each 


I have put myself on record, and 


municipality or county is but a subdivision of the State, and 
therefore the agency of the State in carrying on the State gov- 
ernment, would not the reasoning of the Senator from Delaware 
apply to municipal and county bonds equally with State bonds? 


Mr. GRAY. [ think it would, if I mayanswer frankly. The 
amendment we are concerned with here is a declaration (I will 
not say exemption, because if the Constitution exempts it we 
can not increase that exemption) that we do not intend to in- 
clude within the catalogue of securities whose income is to be 
taxed bonds issued directly by the State. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, as [ understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware, the logic of his argument is that all bonds issued by the 
State, by counties and municipalities—— 

Mr.GRAY. By its authority. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or by its authority, by any subdivision, would 
also be exempt from taxation by the Federal Government, and 
that would eliminate every bond issued in the United States by 
authority. Now, letme make this suggestion—— 

Mr. GRAY. Let me just state.my position. I said the incli- 
nation of my mind is to answer the Senator affirmatively to in- 
clude all bonds issued by authority of the State. I can not say 
that I am exacily as clear upon that point as I am as to bonds 
directly issued for State purpose and in order to carry out and 
execute the functions of State government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish tosuggestto the Senator from Delaware 
that the States tax the bonds of counties, municipalities, town- 
ships, etc. It is not held by the State courts that that is any im- 
pairment of the power of the State to issue bonds through one 
of its instrumentalities or any impairment of the statutory right 
of one of the municipal corporations to issue bonds. 

I desire to suggest to the Senator from Delaware this thought, 
that a Federal tax upon a State bond in the hand of the holder 
of that bond does not in any manner impair the power or the 
sovereignty of the State to issue bonds, and it does not in the 
slightest impair it any more than the tax of the State upon the 
bond that is issued by the country or municipality. When the 
bond of the State is issued and placed in the hand of the pur- 
chaser, it is private property from that time on, and the tax 
rests upon the holder of the bond, and in no manner impairs 
the power or the sovereignty of the State to issue the bond. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether or not, if a State has the power to issue a bond, it is 
nes for the purpose of that bond being sold and being taken up 


by private parties or corporations, as the case may be, and 
whether or not, if you tax the holder of that bond, you are ‘not 
impairing the State security just to the amount of the tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot think so atall. I think the same logic 
that is used by the Senator from Louisiana would apply to every 
promissory note, every mortgage, and every form of contract 
issued by a private individual. [ think that it does not impair 
the power or the sovereignty of the State that issues the bond 
any more than it impairs the ability of the individual to issue 
his promissory note or his mortgage. 

I was going to say—and that is all I want to say—it strikes 
me that the income tax as it now exists in this bill is impaired 
so that there is practically nothing toit. Everything has been 
exempted that could possibly be exempted upon any conceivable 
theory, and it is a mere eggshell to-day, without any meat in 
it. Here is an attempt to exempt from the income tax millions 
of dollars of State obligations and bonds which are held by the 
people of this country, and possibly by nonresidents. The in- 
come tax as originally framed could not be recognized by its 
author as it now exists in this bill. : 

_Mr. CAFFERY. I understood from the statement made by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] that the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to exempt from 
the income tax municipal and county bonds and bonds of the 
States was voteddown. I,was notin the Chamber at that period, 
and being paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER} 
I could not vote upon it if here. 

I desire to say, Mr. President, that I have heard no satisfac- 
tory answer no answer which to my mind brings any kind of 
conviction, to the interregatory propounded by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoa], whether, if the Federal power of 
taxation could not extend to the salaries of officials of a State, it 
could extend to the bonds of aState. There has no answer been 
given, and, in my opinion, none can be given to that interroga- 
tory. There is much more reason why the United States can 
not tax or should not tax State agencies, particularly those 
agencies which raise revenue for the State, than that the United 
States can not tax salaries of State officials. There has no suf- 
ficient answer been given to that question and none, in my opin- 
ion, can be given to it. 

What, Mr. President, is the purpose of the State issuing a 
bond? It is forthe purpose of raising revenue and other matters 
of public moment; and a vital part of the sovereignty of the State 
would be attacked by any tax upon its power to raise revenue. 

There is no sort of similarity between the power of the Fed- 
eral Government to tax a State bond and the case presented by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] as to the power of the 
Federal Government to tax the promissory note of the individ- 
ual. Itis all important to maintain in perfect integrity the 

,0wer of the State government to carry on its fiscal operations. 

here lies the very essence of its sovereignty. If you destroy 
in any particular the power of the State to raise revenue, you 
strike a death blow at its sovereignty, for that sovereignty can 
only be maintained and the State government can only be run 
by the power of taxation. 

In my State there was a legacy of a very considerable debt left 
from the reconstruction period. That debt has been funded into 
consolidated bonds, and by a wise and judicious management of 
State finances those bonds are now nearly at par. From about 
474 per cent, they have gone up to nearly 100 in the last fifteen 
years. - 

Our State has to provide against the annual overflow of the 
Mississippi River. The State has been divided into levee dis- 
tricts; they are subordinate municipal corporations of the State, 
and there have been transferred to them, in very large measure, 
all lands belonging to the State under the swamp land acts of 
1849 and 1850. These levee districts have raised money by issu- 
ing bonds predicated upon a mortgage of these State lands thus 
donated tothem. If this bill, with this particular feature passes, 
a.very serious blow will be struck at the power of that State to 
prevent the annual overflow of the Mississippi River, to the 
great destruction of our people. 

I think the constitutional point is well taken. If you can tax 
the instrumentalities of the State, particularly in this vital mat- 
ter of raising revenue, you can destroy the State. There is no 
answer to that; therecan be none. The constitutional barrier 
presents itself as an insuperable obstacle to the validity of this 
vee income tax on State bonds. 

r. President, I am told by the Senator from Kentucky that 
wherever there is a constitutional limitation, the words of the 
statute must be considered with reference to that limitation, 
but I will call his attention to the fact that this bill has very 
carefully excluded United States bonds from its operations, and 
another principle of construction will come in; that the exclu- 
sion of nited States bonds is pregnant with the affirmative 
that all other bonds are included. . 











1894, 


Mr. LINDSAY. ILask the Senator if in his opinion United 
States bonds may not be constitutionally taxed? 

Mr. CAFFERY. By the United States Government; not by 
the State governments. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is, the bonds would be taxed if we had 
not been excluded from this bill? 

Mr. CAFFERY. But the exclusion is in general terms. 
There is a general wording of the statute that embraces all 
bonds. : , 7 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ali United States bonds. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Here is a special exclusion, a special ex- 
emption, and the general rule of construction will apply, that 
everything not exempted is included. The tax collectors of 
the States will not pay particular attention to these constitu- 
tional objections, but as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
well remarked, here is the place to settle this constitutional 
question, and not in the Supreme Court. Why embarass the 
Supreme Court with a question which the Senate of the United 
States can as well decide for itself here and now? 

I shall be constrained, with my view of the unconstitutional- 
ity of this income tax on State bonds, to vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwish tosay aword only in reply to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. The Senator says that conced- 
ing that it would be unconstitutional to tax the bonds of the 
State, still we may make a general phrase, and leave it to the 
courts hereafter to settle. 

Mr. President, I think that experienced Senator will not him- 
self adhere to that argument. If it were true in any other kind 
of legislation, how is it possible that any careful lawmaker can 
act on that principle in a tax bill? <A tax bill has to be carried 
into effect by hundreds of local officers all over the country, as- 
sessors formerly, and now collectors, and probably we shall re- 
quire the United States assessor again before we get through 
with it. 

The bill is to be carried out, first, by the assessment, then by 
the demand, and then, if the tax is not paid, byadistraint. The 
collector is to enter the household of the citizen, of the widow, 
or the unmarried woman, if she is a housekeeper, or a poor 
man or arich man, or the man who lives 250 miles away from 
the United States court in the vast spaces of some of our West- 
ern States, and, according to the Senator from Kentucky, it is 
gravely proposed that, in regard to this question about which 
the Senate of the United States is pretty nearly evenly divided, 
whether this tax on State bonds or municipal, or town, or county 
indebtedness is constitutional, this law is to be enforced in the 
several districts, in the first instance, according to the opinion 
of the tax collector. Sothatin Western Missouri, or in Eastern 
Oregon, or in Southern Arkansas, anybody who happens to have 
a bond of thisclass is to be taxed for it according to the constitu- 
tional opinion of the local collector, and to have his household 
furniture seized in order to collect the tax, with a remedy to go 


by appeal if he chooses, by a seriesof suits to the Supreme Court | 


of the United States, according to the opinion of the local officer 
on the constitutional question, in regard to which constitutional 
lawyers, like the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
Alabama on one side and the Senator from Missourion the other, 
are divided. Itdoes not strike me that that is sound policy in 
legislation. I think we should be derelict to our constitutional 
duty if we were to let loose on the country a law of that kind. 

In the next place, I do not think this is a question for the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, still less for the tax collector. 
Ido not mean, of course, to say or to expose myself to the sug- 
gestion that I do not think we should bow to the Supreme 
Court if it should hold this tax to be unconstitutional; butif the 
nine gentlemen who sit, with so much honor to themselves and 
to the country, in that illustrious tribunal happen to think an 
affirmative exercise constitutional, which I believe unconstitu- 
tional, I think the State of Kentucky is the last place in this 
country from which the suggestion would come that I am bound 
to yield my opinion to them. We are bound towrite in this tax 
law all such constitutional limitations as may seem in our judg- 
ment, as constitutional lawyers, to be sound and to be requisite. 

The other suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY]—for he contributed two to this argument—that when 
it is suggested that by this action you are to impair the credit 
in the market of every State in this country, you are going to 
do what was so well illustrated by the Senator from Louisiana 
{[Mr. CAFFERY] in regard to his own State. The Senator from 
Kentucky said that is no more than you would do if you would 
put an income tax on any private contract. The answer to that 
seems to me to be one which can be made inasentence. The 
whole private property of the citizen, with the exception of a 
few narrow constitutional limitations, is primarily at the serv- 
ice of the Government. 
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The preservation of the country is the supreme law; it is the 
bottom mortgage; it is the first and most sacred obligation, and 
therefore, of course, every private contract in this country must 
be subject to the supreme necessities of the State. The preser- 
vation of the State within its constitutional limits and for its 
constitutional functions is the supreme obligation, and there- 
fore it is an essentially different thing to make a State contract 
uncertain in the matter of speculation, and so impair its value, 
the value of the public credit, upon which everything else ina 
time of danger is dependent, and to exercise the authority of 
the Government over private property, whether it depends on 
a private contract or whether it is property personal or real in 
the ordinary sense. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think it a wasteful process 
to tax State bonds either by an definite tax, and it is an equally 
wasteful thing to have it well understood by declaration, or by 
inevitable inference, that we have a right to tax them and are 
liable to tax them at any time. There is no financial benefit in 
it, but there is an injury. If a State desires to borrow money 
and publishes the fact that it will issue ten-year bonds at 3 per 
cent interest, the elements of the problem are very certain. The 
elements, excepting the condition of the public credit and busi- 
ness, are fixed. 

The State knows precisely what it can do, and the bankers 
will bid with this knowledge; but if the Government puts a tax 
of a quarter of a cent upon those bonds, and it is understood 
and established that it will always be one-quarter of a cent, the 
States will lose something, to be sure; but they could borrow 
with some fixity and some certainty; but if a 3 per cent bond is 
issued, with the liability of having a mill or a quarter of a cent 
taken out of it, the bankers will take out more than a propor- 
tionate sum from their bid because of this uncertain element 
which enters into the contract. 

So that you or the State will certainly lose by it; the upshot 
of it between the State and the General Government is a loss; a 
greater tax willcome later on, and, instead of getting the bankers 
to bid 109 for a hundred-dollar bond, with this uncertainty of 
taxing the bonds hanging over them, they will not be likely to 
give over 96, for they will say ‘‘we do not know what Congress 
will do;” and there is where they are right. The tax may be a 
mill or 2 mills, or, if the Government is in great need, a quarter 
of a cent or halfacent. In fact, it is toa certain percentage a 
destruction of the State's right to borrow money. Leaving the 
constitutional question entirely out, and taking the pure finan- 
cial question, you are wasting money by this proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In some remarks I made this 
rmaorning I referred to the Kentucky case, and I think I stated 
the decision of the Supreme Court in that case. The principle 
that was adopted subsequently by Congress was applied first in 
what is known as the Baltimore case—the United States vs. The 
Railroad Company, (17 Wallace, 322). That was a case where 
the city of Baltimore had subscribed for $5,000,000 of bonds of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, and the tax pro- 
vided for by the internal-revenue act of 1864 was imposed upon 
the company. The company declined to pay, on the ground 
that it was a tax upon an integral part of the sovereignty of the 
State, namely the city of Baltimore. 

The Supreme Court in that case held the contention to be good. 
Subsequently, in the case of Stockdale vs. Insurance ras pet 
in 20 Wallace, 330, the same principle was recognized and 
adopted. Then the Congress of the United States, in the Fifty- 
second Congress, refunded to certain counties in Kentucky, to 
the city of Louisville in that State, and to the State of Tennes- 
see taxes which they had paid, the refund by Congress being 
based upon the two cases to which I referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HiILw]. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have some difficulty about 
this case, and I want to submit to the constitutional lawyers .in 
this body a question, and especially do I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to a difficulty 
which I have, and I hope he may be able to remove it. 

It seems to me, Mr. President—I may be mistaken about it 
that a fundamental fallacy underlies all the arguments which I 
have heard here this morning urged against the constitution- 
ality of the income tax so far as any part of that income might 
come from the interest upon State bonds. The case has been 
argued as if the proposition were to tax the State bonds eo nomine 
as so much property; as if this were an excise tax levied under 
the Constitution, under which the bonds issued by States are 
made subject to taxation for the benefit of the Federal Govern- 
ment. If that were the question before the Senate, it would be 
a very different one from the one really before it. If lam not 
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I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to 

there is a vast difference, as it appears to me, be- 
tween taxing incomes derivable from a nontaxable thing, and a 
tax upon the thing itself. 

Under the Federal Constitution real estate or land can not be 
taxed except the rule of apportionment, there being two 
rules for the internal taxes under the Constitution, one 
the rule of apportionment, and the other the rule of uniform- 
ity. It d by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] with some plausibility—but I think the Senate decided 
against him by a very large majority—that that provision of 
this incom ‘law which taxes as incomes the rent coming 
from real estate was unconstitutional, because it was in effect 
taxing real estate, and real estate or land could only be taxed 
by the rule of apportionment, and this tax is by the rule of uni- 
formity. 

J should like to call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware to that, and ask him if the Senate decided right then, if 
that decision can be maintained upon any other ground than 
that there is substantially and really, as matter of constitu- 
tional law, a difference between taxing a thing which the Con- 
stitution prohibits to be taxed and taxing the income of an in- 
dividual, and including within that income the proceeds of the 
nontagable property. Thatnow is the position which Senators 
t take in order to make a good ground against the constitu- 

tionality of this income tax. 

1 want to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware and 
the attention of other Senators to some other troubles we shall 
have if we forget the plain and, as I think, the manifest consti- 
tutional distinction between a thing and that which might by 
some use of the thing produce an income. The Constitution of 
the United States prohibits the imposition of a tax upon exports. 
{s it now to be provided in this bill that any income derived by 
an exporter from dealing in exports is also to be exempt? The 
Constitution of the United States prohibits States—I mention 
that simply as an analogous argument—from taxing imports as 
wellasexports. Is it to be argued thata State may not levy 
these taxes and impose an income tax upon an importer or in- 
clude within the taxes which it imposes upon one of its citizens 
an income derived from imposts? . 

I present this to show that there must be a very plain and 
fundamental distinction between taxing a nontaxable thing un- 
der the Constitution and taxing the income of an individual, 
and including within it not the nontaxable thing, but some in- 
come or profit which might come from the use of this nontaxa- 
ble thing. 

Here is another trouble to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me, right there? 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get through. I shall only occupy a 
few moments. 

Mr.GRAY. Allow me to suggest to the Senator, so that he 
may have it before him, what my distinction would be. 

Mr. GHORGE. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. I submit to him, with great deference, as I 
always do when I differ with the Senator on a matter of consti- 
tutional or other law, that the reason why the State can not tax an 
import is because there is an express prohibition in the Consti- 
tution of the United States upon the States doing that thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. I agree to that. 

Mr. GRAY. But for that express inhibition, imports, like 
all other property, would be within the domain of State taxa- 
tion. But the reason why, as I conceive, that a State should 
not tax either the bond or the income from a bond of the United 
States, does not rest upon any express inhibition, for there is 
none; but because both the bond and the interest paid upon it 
are an exercise of the essentially inherent sovereignty of the 
Government that does issue the bond. 

So of the State. Itssovereignty within its appropriate sphere 
is complete. The reason why the power of the State to borrow 
money should not be impaired by the taxing power of the United 
States is not on account of any express inhibition in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, for there is none; but because in our 
scheme of government it has been deemed essential that neither 
the General Government on the one hand or the State govern- 
ment on the other should interfere with or should be conceived 
as having the power to interfere with those essential instru- 
mentalities of governmentof either. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is a very easy answer to 
the argument of the Senator from Delaware. There can be no 
more force in an implied prohibition in the Constitution than 
there is in an express prohibition in theConstitution. The ques- 
tion in either case is not how the thing is unconstitutional, but 
whether the thing itself be constitutional or not. So the Sena- 
tor makes nothing, I humbly conceive, in drawing a distinction 
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between an express prohibition in the Constitution of the United 
States against taxation and an implied prohibition in the Con- 
stitution, because in both the utmost force and effect which ea; 
be attributed to them means simply prohibition and no more. 

Lest the Senator might think he was notsufficiently answered 
by reason of his allegation that the nontaxability of an income 
derived from State bonds comes from the fact that, if that were 
allowable, it would put it in the power of another agency 
another sovereignty, to destroy or impair the operations of the 
State government. Am Icorrectin so translating the Senator's 
views? 

If that be so, then would it not be the mostsingular thing that 
we should have forty-four States united under a common Con- 
stitution, and that each one of those forty-four States should 
have the power to tax these instrumentalities of its co-States 
and thereby destroy them? 

If the Senator contends that it would, I asl him this question: 
Will he contend that the interest on a bond issued by the State 
of Louisiana, and held by acitizen of the State of Mississippi, 
could not be taxed in the State of Mississippi by her Legisla- 
ture, in the possession of one of her own citizens, for the purpose 
of raising revenue? 

Mr. GRAY. Itcan not be done. Let me say a word further, 
that the Senator may understand the positionI take. The State 
of Louisiana, it is true, can not prevent the State of Mississippi 
from taxing the income of a citizen of Mississippi derived from 
a bond of the State of Louisiana. That is because there is no 
extra-territorial jurisdiction of the State; but the State of Mis- 
sissippi can protect its own sovereignty within its own limits as 
to the conduct and obligation of its own citizens within its own 
borders, and when it permits those bonds to be taxed the power 
of the State goes with it, and therefore that does not interfere 
with the free agency of the State. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has unwittingly, forced by the 
circumstances of his argument, thrown away his whole ease by 
the illustration. On what are we proceeding? Weare proceed- 
ing, as the Senator himself admits, on an implied prohibition 
contained in the Constitution of the United States to tax in- 
comes. That is his argument. His last position is that the 
Constitution of the United States can not protect a citizen of 
Mississippi against an unjust taxation imposed by the State of 
Louisiana, unless the State of Mississippi should interpose di- 
rectly todo it? That surrenders the whole case. Ifit isuncon- 
stitutional to make that taxation, that is, unconstitutional as 
being a violation of the Constitution of the United States, it 
requires no interposition of the State in which the taxed man 
resides. He can go to any Federal court and have it enjoined. 

Mr. President, [ had these difficulties. I have listened with 
great attention tothe very learned arguments made by Senators, 
and when I asked them to explain the ablest one among them— 
no; I shall not say that—— 

Mr.GRAY. That would be saying a great deal. 

Mr. GEORGE. ButI shall say a clear-headed constitutional 
lawyer undertakes to remove my first trouble by a distinction 
which never before, I suppose, existed in the mind of a consti- 
tutional lawyer, and could only have existed in his by being 
forced into it by the stress of his position, that thero is a dis- 
tinction between an express prohibition of the Constitution of 
the United States and an implied prohibition. 

There is none. Ifathing be unconstitutional and in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States, it is just as bad 
whether it comes from an express prohibition or from an im- 
plied prohibition. The only difference is that the man who 
argues in favor of the unconstitutionality of a certain provision 
has an easier task to perform to prove his proposition when he 
can put his finger upon an express prohibition. That is all. 
The Constitution is just as vigorous, just as efficient, just as 
strong to throw down and tear down and beat down everything 
which is in contravention of it, whether that thing be in con- 
travention of an express prohibition or of an implied prohibi- 
tion. It is all the same. 

Here is another thing I should ltike the Senator from Dela- 
ware toexplain. When this $500, orany other sum which comes 
toa taxpayer by reason of a payment to him of a debt due by 
the government of a State or the Government of the United 
States, when does that money cease to be interest? 

Mr.GRAY. I refer the Senator to the case of Brown against 
the State of Maryland. 

Mr.GEORGE. TheSenator calls my attention toa case which 
I had in mind,of Brown against the State of Maryland, There 
the court held—without going into the specific details of the 
opinion—that when the thing ceased to be an import, it became 
taxable. So when this debt due by the Government ceased to 
be a debt, it became taxable. Is there any answer to that? 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator when the salary of a 
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State judge ceases to be a part of the treasury of the State, an 
instrumentality of the State, and becomes a part of the common 
property of the judge? 


ge. 
Mr. GEORGE. 


I shall answer that when I reach that point in | 
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he discussion. Iam talking now about income. The Senator 
st pamember that an income is something which comes to the | 
istrem 


i 

m\ Pthat an! hething v 

min whoowns it; it is his property; it 1s his income, 
from what source it may. Can it be said that after the interest 
has been paid to the creditor that there is any debt then left? 

By the way, Mr. President, if you look at the nontaxability 
of the Federal bonds, the argument goes upon the idea that you 
can not tax a debt due by the United States. Itisthe obligation 
that you can not tax. When the interest has accrued and been 
pai 1 over, the debt is extinguished. What interest—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. 

What interest has any human being, other than the person 
to whom the interest has been paid, in that particular money? 
Money has no ear-marks, Mr. President. A dollar is a dollar. 
You can not distinguish one from another. 
from Delaware or any other Senator say that the payment of the 
interest, when it gocs into the man’s general fund, still carries 
with ita sanctity of constitutional law which prohibits it from 
being taxed? Will they please note the time when it loses that 
sanctity? When does it end? If he mingles it with his other 
funds, as everybody else does, or if he deposits it in a bank to 
his general account with his other funds, has it then lost its 
identity, or will he have, in order to preserve the specitic iden- 
tity of the very dollars which have upon them the sacred bap- 
tism of having been paid by the Government of the United States 
as interest on his bond, to keep them all separate and apart? 

I want the Senator to explain that. How does it happen that 
this money thus paid becomesliable to taxation? Will the Sen- 
ator say when he parts with it tosomebody else? Thatisa very 
curious kind of sanctity, an exemption to a dollar that happens 
to have the honor of having been paid by the Treasurer of the 
United States toa debtor of the United States, and that shall 
be all banished the very first moment that the man who got the 
money shouid see proper to use it. 

The Senator from Delaware forgets, and all the Senators who 
adopt the same view forget, that money is worthless to a man 
until he parts with it. That is one of the singular things about 
money. So long as a man will not part with it, it is of no value 
to him. Then, I suppose, according to the argument of the 
Senators, that as long as a man keeps it as his own you can not 
tax it, but just the moment he undertakes to make it of some 
value to himself then it becomes taxable. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not now. 

That is the argument, that is the position to which Senators 
are driven who maintain the proposition which I humbly con- 
ceive—and I speak of it with some little diffidence, as | have not 
perhaps given this matter the study I should like to have given 
it, as | did not know it was coming up—but that is the position, 
[ will not say the absurdity, but the inconsistency to which they 
are driven, unless they have a better explanation for it than 
they have given for it here to-day. 

Mr. President, the Senator says the power to tax incomes is 
going to ruin the credit of the States; and the Senator from 
Alabama and the Senator from Louisiana seemed to think that 


si 


let it come | 


Will the Senator | 


if the world did not come to an end just the very day the tax | 


was levied, certainly constitutional liberty would expire at that 
time, and we should have no more of the old system of consti- 
tutional government in this country. 


Let us get outof allof that fine talk and come down to the very | 


thing in the bill. Let ussee what it is. <A tax of 2 per cent 
upon an income, that is $2 in the hundred on the income—not 
$2 in the hundred on the principal which produces the income. 
That principal probably produces a hundred doliars at the rate 
of 3 per cent interest. 


Have Senators considered how much a tax of 2 per cent upon | 


the income of a bond-bearing 3 percent interest would decrease 
the value of that bond? It is infinitesimal; I can not make the 
calculation. I believe some Senator said—I forget who it was— 
that if this thing were done bonds would go down and interest 
would go up to 10 or 12 percent. If that isso, it is not because 
that is the legitimate logical result of this legislation, but it is 
because the men whodeal in bonds speculate upon the misfortunes 
of their fellow-citizens. I say if this be so, it is because that 
class of men, without justification in the business aspect of the 
case, undertake to tax by incrased interest the people of the 
United States, to punish them for an attempt on their part to 
levy a legitimate tax upon them. 

Mr. President, I am not in favor of yielding to that kind of 








; & menace. 
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The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] said a very 
thing when he addressed the Senate upon this subject; 
that is, in all the exemption from taxation in the United States, 
most unjustifiable was the exemption of bonds held by 
that class of men from taxation. 


true 


tne 


If they want to punish the people of this country by levying a 
tax which does not amount to prohibition as much as one-tenth 
of 1 per cent interest, by charging 4 or 5 per cent additional in- 


terest, all [‘have to say to them is, let them come and we shall 
try them on that. If they propose to raid the American people 
for the exercise of a common, fair, right by extortion and 
pillage, we shall find some means of counteracting them. 

So, Mr. President, to conclude the whole thine, to su 


just 


all 


1 it 











up, here is a Government tax to be levied for the support of the 
Government. I havea right to say that. We believe it is so, 
and Senators who argue for this exemption have no right to 
dispute that proposition. We decide that it is right and just 
and make this levy. 

Sir, who are to be exempted? That class of our people who, 
of all others, ought to pay taxes. Those are all. T do not 
want to say anything to excite prejudice against bondho!ders, 


against millionaires, against rich people. That is a very 
line of demagogy. I think a man has aright to fair and 
protection, whether he be worth a million dollars or w! 
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he be worth $10; but I do notthink he has any richt to any more 
protection. I think a man who has made his million dollars by 


fair and honest and legitimate work is as much entitled to pro- 


tection as a man who has made $10 by legitimate work: but he 


has not any more. If the humble are to ba taxed for Federal 
purposes, as they are in the tax on consumption in all that they 
eat, in all that they wear, inall that they consume, if does seem 
to me, Mr. President, that the wealthy people of this country 
ought not to stand before the American people and claim an 


ere 


nption from a tax so light as this. 

That kind of claiming of exemption, that kind of claiming of 
special privileges, is the very thing which in these times men of 
wealth ought to avoid. If they will not avoid it upon a princi- 
ple of honor, of decency, and of right, they ought to avoid it 
upon the more ignoble and selfish principle of self-preservation. 
That kind of claim has produced and is producing a prejudice 





against wealth and wealthy men which may, I fear, end insome 
attack upon the right of private property itself. 
Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Miss ypi a 


question. I suppose he will answer me now. 
Mr. GEORGE. I will answer any question I can. 








Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say do not wish 
to misrepresent him—that in case Government bonds v X- 
empted and nothing said about it, we should probably tax the 
interest? 

. GEORGE. Thatis my opinion, and I understood it to be 
the opinion of the Senator himself on last Saturd 

Mr. HILL. I suggested that point, butI call attention to the 
fact that I was antagonized in that very stron: by the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri, who held that Was k re- 
pudiation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me make a statement right there. The 
Senator said that when the bond itself was exempted the inter- 
est also was exempted. 

Mr. HILL. Did I say that? 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the question put to me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I answer thatin this way: The unpaid part 
which still remains a debt due by the Governmentto the holder 
of the bond stands on the same footing as the bond itsel As 
soon as the interest is paid the Government is no longer debtor 
and the money becomes the property of the individual. Then 


I think the rule is different. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi, 
when he gets through, whether he has made or does make in 
his own mind any distinction between the case of Buffington and 
Day, the case of the salary and the case of the interest received 


| on Government bonds as an income. I do not know but that the 
Senator has spoken of this point when I wasoutof the Chamber, 


Mr. GEORGE. fF have not spoken of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not like to talk on that subject because 
it is not before the Senate. Whenever there is a proposition 
before the Senate to tax the sal: s of State officers, then I 
shall answer the Senator's question. I do not care to discuss it 
now. I am glad the Senator from Tennessee is not here, for I 
should feel as if I were incurring his everlasting hostility if I 
were to diseuss a pure abstraet question now. Ishall not do it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi will pardon me— 
he is a great constitutional lawyer, as we allknow; he has bees 
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a great chief justice of oneofthe States—I will state that I think NOT VOTING—28. 
that in the dase of Buffington and Day—— , ' 
Mr. GEORGE. Whether greator small, [ have the right and pron, Gibson, wn, oneee 
the power of expressing opinions here if I wish. ; ee Rordoh, oe. Wis. Smita, 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. lhe case of Buffington and Day is | Carey, F Hansbrough, Morrill, Vilas.” 
by some mitids regarded as an authority on the question we are | Cockrell, Jones, Nev. furphy, y 
discussing. The court have held that you can not tax the salary | Dubois, Kyle, Palmer, Wolcott 
of « State officer, because it is atax on a State function. ; . 

Now they say, by the same reasoning exactly, that you can not} 50 the amendment was rejected. f P 
tax the interest on State bonds because it is a tax ona State|, Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
function. My suggestion to the Senator from Mississippi was | t0 the wording of that portion of section 59 which relates to 
not sarcastic or ironical, but with entire and most absolute re- | What is called the inheritance and gift tax, The biil asit came 
spect. Ido not think it is asking the Senator to discuss a ques- | tO US from the other House provided for a tax upon all persons, 
‘lon not before the Senate. It is asking him if he can tell us property received by gift, devise, and inheritance. The word 
why thatargument is not an authority deciding the question be- | “devise” was stricken out, because it relates only to real prop- 
fore tho Senate. That is what I ask. erty. I suppose that is the point to the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I can answer that. | Before making any motion in this regard I call the attention 

Mr. HOAR. That isall, I did not say the Senator has been | Of the Senate to this omission. It has been said over and over 
achief justice or ask the question in any spirit of derision or | 2&4in in the debate that the object is to have a perfect bill, to 
in jest, but in absolute respect and good faith. have as few exemptions as possible, so that the bill can be more 

Mr. GEORGE, I willanswer that question. It is a presump- | ©ily defended. The bill purports to require every gift of per- 
tion upon which all salary laws are passed, though I regret to | Sonal property and all inheritances of personal property to be 
say that in reference to the salaries of Federal officials it is not | t@xed 2 per cent, the same as all otber items of taxation. 
alwags a just and fair presumption that the amount fixed for the | , Mr. HOAR. I shouldlike to ask the Senator from New York 
salary is that sum which is necessary to secure to the State or if the word inheritance is any more applicable to personal 
the United States the services of a competent man to perform | Property than the word “devise”? 
the duties of the oflice. I think Iam right that far. | Mr. HILL. Yes, itis. ‘ Inheritance” includes both real and 

Now, if we allow an extra authority to come in and tax that | personal property; and ‘‘ devise * includes real estate alone under 
compensation which the State has adjudged by its laws (and the the technical legal definition. i 
State is the only competent authority upon that subject) is the The pending bill, then, in its present shape excludes all gifts 
sum which is sufficient to get a competent man to perform the | of real estate, although made in contemplation of Geath, and al! 
functions of government intrusted to that ofiicer, then we allow real estate which 1s inherited. There is no dispute about that 
an outside authority to destroy the power of the State to have | fact. I call attention to the peculiar situation of the bill. The 
a competent officer. Thatis the plea for him which does not | cojlateral-inheritance statutes in the various States, now known 
apply to business men who hold these bonds. more properly as inheritance and gift acts, because they have 

Mr. HOAR. Who buy them in the market. been enlarged so as to affect not only collateral relatives, but 

Mr. GEORGE. Who purchase them in the market and hold | direct relatives to a very large extent, affect, for the main part 
them. in the respective States, only personal property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to|_ In preparing the proposed law the parties who drew the bill 
the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], on | have seen fit to tax that same personal property. Real estate is 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. not taxed under these gift and inheritance acts. The very 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | property which the States themselves have not assumed to tax 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | the General Government steps in and does not tax, but the 
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Senstor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present | General Government steps in and assumes to tax just precisely 
I should vote * nay.” what the States in the main assume to tax. There are some 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I | States, of course, where real estate is taxed, but in the main 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. throughout the country those statutes relate simply to personal 
ViLAs] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], and | property. I call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
vote ‘‘ yea.” the fact that here is an omission, plain and distinct, placed in 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the bill for some good purpose or some bad purpose or for some 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. pores or other, whereby this species of property is entirely 
The roll call was concluded. | exempt. 
Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- I listened Saturday last to the distinguished Senator from 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. rw Ey _— very Sey ae a a = 

KYLE}, and vote ‘‘ nay.” aire has $5,000, of personal property—he made the illustra- 

ate a E. I - paired with the senior Senator from Mary- pong age age ag a. gesagt ol 
anc Nr. GORMAN ]. J F é Pi f 

Mr. PATTON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has | personal property should be taxed. It is said that if he dies . 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] voted? without a will and leaves the posers 22 rr it ought to 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- or The on _ t a a! : ewe 00,000 of pro - 
vised. erty, and argued eloquently an y tha overnment hac 
Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from = a a oy ~—— ror 2 
Maryland, and therefore withdraw my vote. — or —_ ot te be the t, or the child receives the in- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheS r fr Aichi ith- eritance ugh axed. 
Pi his cae : eT ee I simply suggest for the consideration of the Senate what 
Mr, ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am | about a gift of real estate worth $5,000,000? What about receiv- 
paired generally with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- | ing $5,000,000 worth of real estate by inheritance? It is ex- 
RELL]. I understand he is necessarily absent for a portion of | empted by the terms of the bill. Now, I desire to know from 
the day. Therefore I withdraw my vote, not knowing how he eg on ae on ‘they toa assladioad. — 
would vote on this question. o at 62 ce ; _? oe: 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: a neot as a matter of discretion to exclude this class of 
vetea ine property: 
a Mr. VEST. This is an income tax, and that is the answer to 

a Sor, peeee, pen. the Senator from New York. This section, a part of which hp 
ae. eee ee oe —— now proposes to amend in section 54, provides that the income tak 

Oallom, * Hawiey, Soruien — Santee, shall be laid upon any kind of property, rents, interests, divi- 

Davis, Higgins, Platt, Teller, dends, salaries, etc. 

eon cl os Washburn. Mr. HILL. Where is that provision? 

ii i ae Mr. VEST. On page 170, lines 15,16,and 17. If we exempted 
RATS--58. the rents of real estate, then the argument of the Senator from 
Men, Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, New York would be entirely pertinent and proper; but we dé 

Berty a ae, oar ™ nothing of the kind. 

Blackburn, Harris, Mills, | Voorhees, We tax all incomes from any source whatever, and we specif 
tanchard, | Eyaton, Pasco, Walsh, the income coming from real estate. This portion of the bill 
amden, Toavin, Pukkee, Waite. which the Senator proposes to amend refers to personal prey. 

Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, erty that comes by gift or inheritance. If the Senator could 
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find any way to put real estate in the shape of an income de- 
rived by inheritance or gift, I should wonder at his ingenuity 
and ability, for I can not conceive how it could be done, 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
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Missouri to line 25, page 171, which says, ‘‘ the value of all per- | 


sonal property.” Therefore personal property must be valued 
under the inheritance tax. 1 do not see any more difficulty in 
valuing real estate than personalty. 

Mr. VEST. We puta tax immediately upon the income de- 
rived from realestate after it goes into the hands of the person 
to whom it descends. You can not, in my judgment, call it an 
income, when real estate is given to a party and you immedi- 
ately put a tax upon the income derived from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest an instance to the Senator. 
A person has $100,000 in realty and $100,000 in personal prop- 
erty, both acquired by inheritance. The tax-gatherer must 


| by year, proceeds to take 2 per cent out of every inheritance 


value the personal property and collect 2 per cent upon it at | 
once; not upon the income of it afterward, but upon the actual | 


property. 
collecting 2 per cent upon it than upon personal property? 
not see it myself. 

Mr. VEST. c 
from the other House, disposed of real estate by putting a tax 
upon the income derived from it. Now, when personal prop- 
erty on the other hand comes to a party, it is treated as money, 
and the lanjuage of the bill as it came from the other House, 
which is copied, I think, from the act of 1864, is: 


Ido 


The amountof money, notes, bonds, choses in action, and the value of any 
personal property received by gift. devise, or inheritance, 


Mr. ALLISON. That value must be appraised. 
the officers would not know what it is. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. SoIdo not see the difficulty in appraising 
real estate. I only call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. VEST. The proposed law here was dealing with personal 
property alone and money, which is personal property. The 
amendment which we made to the bill was simply to strike out 
the words ‘‘ the amount of money, notes, borids, choses in action,”’ 
which are personal property, and say ‘‘money and the value of 
all personal property acquired by gift or inheritance.” 

In other words, the terms of the law originally in 1864 and in 
the bill as it came from the other House recognized the differ- 
ence between perishable property or personal property and real 
estate, and put a tax upon the income of real estate and upon the 
personal property itself. As soon as a party receives from any 
one a piece of land, the income from the land becomes taxable 
under the proposed law, and therefore you can not say that the 
real estate is exempt from taxation. 

Mr. HILL. The momenta party receives any personal prop- 
erty, does not the income thereafter become subject to the tax? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. The phrase came to us in the bill origi- 
nally and is found in the act of 1864. I suppose the assumption 
was that personal property could be used immediately and be- 
come a part of the income; that it was not like real estate, 
which is represented by its rent. The first part of the section 
to which I have alluded deals with real estate. The latter part 
of it deals with personal property. To increase the amount of 
liability to taxation by including in anybody’s income not only 
the value of the real estate, but then proceed also to tax the 
rents of the real estate, it seems to me is a monstrous proposi- 
tion, for it would be in the nature of double taxation and would 
be oppressive; but if the Senate upon argument thinks that is 
fair and proper, I have no pride of opinion about it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think there ought to be included in 
the vearly income which is to be taxed, either the real estate 
which may be received by devise or personal property which is 
received by inheritance or gift. 

Mr. HILL. Iam going to make a motion also in regard to 
that provision. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it is any part of the yearly in- 
come. I think it is entirely foreign to the scheme of the bill. 

I wish to state, while I am up, that there is no feature of the 
English income tax which is so odious in England as what they 
call the death duties. That is the name which they have given 
this sort of taxation in England. The death duties are very 
odious, and they ought to be odious in this country. They are 
no part of a person's real income. 

Mr.CHANDLER. There seems to be no doubt at all that the 
bill adopts an inheritance tax right into the body of it. 

Mr. HILL. And calls it an income tax. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It purports to be an income tax, but it is 
an inheritance tax upon personal property. There is no doubt 
a that. It isan inheritance tax upon personal property 
only. 

ZI believe that the State of New York has within a very few 


Otherwise 


What greater difficulty is there in valuing realty and | 


The law of 1864, and the bill as it came over to us | 


| years adopted an inheritance tax, and that it realizes from ta 









‘es 
| on inheritances within the State a very large sum of money, #2,- 
000,000 or 33,000,000 annually. 

Now, the income-tax provision which in theory is intended 
to tax the income for one year and another year, and so on year 


of 
personal property, no matter how large itis. There can be no 
escape, as it seems to me, from the assertion that here is an in- 
heritance tax upon personal property and not an inheritance tax 
upon real estate. It seems to me that the distinction which has 
been drawn by Senators here is absolutely good, and that you 
have adopted the most astonishing feature of putting into an in- 
come tax an inheritance tax. 

You have discriminated against the person who inherits per- 
nonal property and in favor of the person who inherits real 
estate. I do not see that the distinction which the Senator from 
Missouri makes can possibly be good, that it is justifiable to 
make this distinction because after you have imposed this in- 
come and inheritance tax you continue to tax the income from 
real estate. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question before he takes his seat. How could you put this tax 
upon real estate unless you conform to the Constitution, which 


| only permits the imposition of a direct tax on the basis of popula- 


tion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri is only argu- 
ing against a theory which I shall not defend. I think itis a 
fundamental error to undertake to put an inheritance tax into 
an income-tax bill, and I hope the Senator from New York—— 

Mr. VEST, The Senator from New Hampshire does not an- 
swer my question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a moment. I hope the Senator 
from New York, instead of moving to add to the bill a provision 
that there shall be a tax of 2 per cent upon all real estate, will 
move to strike out the 2 per cent tax upon personal property. 
Now, I will hear the Senator from Missouri again. 

Mr. VEST. The bill, if the Senator will permit me, only 
provides a tax of 2 per cent upon the income derived from real 
estate. The Senator does not answer my question. The Con- 
stitution of the United States provides that no direct tax upon 
real estate shall be levied unless it be according to population. 
How could we have put this tax upon real estate itself under 
that provision of the Constitution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am happy to agree with the Senator 
from Missouri. I do not think he could have levied such a tax, 
but I think that therefore he had better strike from the bill the 
inheritance tax upon personal property. The Senator always 
convinces me when he is right. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ialways give careful and candid attention 
to the views which the Senator submits to the Senate. I think 
he is right in maintaining that you can not in the pending bill 
constitutionally tax an inheritance of real estate; but if you are 
dealing with incomes it is no reason for taxing an inheritance 
of personal property 2 per cent, once for all, by saying that as 
to real estate the annual income from it will be taxed in future 
years, because, as the Senator from New York has said, so will 
the income of the personal property be taxed in future years. 

If you tax it 2 per cent as the inheritance tax and the person 
retains it in his possession when another year comes around, 
then of course you take the income derived from it and tax the 
income 2 per cent again. The proposition in the bill to add an 
inheritance tax is an anomaly which I am quite sure the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, now that he has convinced himself that he 
can not constitutionally put an income tax on an inheritance of 
real estate, will strike out of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words before I 
move an amendment to the bill. It is difficult, allow me to say, 
for me to defend any sort of these gift and inheritance taxes. 
They are taxes which areeasily collected, but it alwaysappeared 
to me as if they were imposed without regard to any fixed prin- 
ciple of taxation for the reason that if A is the owner of a large 
amount of real and personal property upon which he pays to his 
Government and State all taxes which can be properly imposed 
upon it while he owns it, simply because he wants to transfer 
the property by deed or will or bill of sale to his nephew, his pro- 
tégé, or whoever he pleases, the Government or State steps in, 
and because of the mere act of transfer, takes some portion of 
that property, because the moment the property vests in the 
transferee the State and the Government can step in and still 
tax the property, both real and personal. 

In other words, it is a tax upon the property intransitu. While 
A owned the property he paid the just demands of government 
and when he transferred it the transferee pays the just demands 
of government, State and national. Therefore I do not take 
much stock in the theory that the collateral inheritance or the 
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direct inheritance isfounded upon any just principle. It is very 
difficult to defend it 
The first point which Lam now making is that you have as- 
sumed to place in this tariff-reform bill first an income tax, and 
now vou have « wored to place in the income tax an inher- 
itance. Whata man receives by gift, that which he does not 
carn, is not an income within a proper sense of the term. That 
which my father leaves me by inheritance or by will is not an 
income within the proper, strict definition of the term. It isan 
inheritance. It is a gift which in my judgment ought not to 
be taxed by the General Government. At least there can be no 
sound reasons advanced why such a tax ought to be placed in 
the bill. 
Vhen the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from New 
iiampshire both agree uponthe proposition that the income tax 
was withheld from real estate because of the want of constitu- 


tional power to impose it the matter needs a little further in- 
vestigation. [am suspicious of the law when they both agree 


upon it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from New York allow 
me. A farm, a piece of real estate, passes from father to son 


to-day, and the Government by the bill would take, if such a 
clause were in the bill,2 per cent of its value. Is not that a tax 
upomrealestate? I agree with the Senator from New York that 
it is in no sense an income tax; it is an inheritance tax. Butis 
there any possibility that when the Senator from Missouri and 
[ agree upon that proposition, and the proposition itself is stated 
to the Senator from New York, he can get rid of the fact that 
it is a tax upon real estate if you take 2 percent of it by the bill. 

Mr. HILL. The chances are that both the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senator from Missouri are wrong, and the 
difficulty is simply that the income tax law of 1864 or some of the 
various provisions of the laws of 1861, 1862, 1863, or 1864 did con- 
tain just such a tax. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator from New York sure of 
that? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. An inheritance tax is not an income tax. 

Mr. HILL. Call it what you please; it matters not what you 
call it, the Supreme Court of the United Statesdecided that the 
imposition of that tax was not a tax. upon real estate, but that 
it was a tax upon what they called the devolution of real estate. 

The court upheld the tax, making the distinction that Con- 
gress could not tax land directly except in the manner pointed 
out by the Senator from Missouri, but that it had aright to step 
in and make this devolution tax, which was a tax not upon the 
land itself, but a tax upon the transfer, and that made it consti- 
tutional. Therefore, much as I regret to disagree, there is no 
prohibition upon Congress constitutionally placing in the bill 
an inheritance tax or a tax upon devolutions, because we must 
bow with respect to the decision of the Supreme Court upon that 
subject. 

[t isof no consequence whetherthe committee misapprehended 
the law or whether they proeeeded upon the ground that it is 
not constitutional to doit. It has been omitted, and the fact 
remains that they do not propose to tax real estate or the devo- 
lution of real estate. They do not propose, under the provi- 
sions of the bill, to tax an inheritance or a gift of real estate. 
I call attention to the fact that here is a large class of property 
which by the terms of the bill is omitted from taxation. 

Now, shall we amend the bill by including this large amount 
of real estate? With some propriety that might be done, be- 
cause, as I said a moment or two moments ago, you do not then 
conflict to any extent with the State governments, because 
nearly all the inheritance and gift taxes of the State govern- 
ments are taxed upon personal property justas this is, and are 
not taxed upon real estate. But the pending bill seems to de- 
sire double legislation and taxes the very same gifts and the 
very same inheritances which the States tax,instead of taking 
real estate inheritances and the real estate gifts which the 
States as a usual rule do not tax. 

I make no motion to include real estate, especially not now. 
I do not know, of course, how much revenue is expected or de- 
sired under the pending bill. I heard the colloquy which took 
place Saturday last between the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
souri |Mr. VEST], which ought to be repeated to and impressed 
upen the country. It is as follows: 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether he has an estimate from the Treasury Department, or whether he 
has made any estimate himself ag to the amount which the income tax will 
probably yield? 

Mr. Vest. There never has been any estimate from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, except one made in an informal way by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue as to the result of the tax upon corporations 

Iwill say very frankly to the Senator from Ohio, that the general estimate 
has been at. $30;000,000, but I have never been able to find any reliable data 
— —s 4 — an estimate, and I do not think anybody or can state 
whatit w e. 
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I admire the frankness of the Senator from Missouri, but 
what a basis this is on which to frame a bill! Nobody knows 
what income is going to be produced. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must have been extremely difficult for 
the Senator from Missouri or any other Senator to have made 
an estimate at any particular time as to the revenue to be de 
rived from this tax, because the terms of the bill have been 
changed very frequently. ‘The amendments which were offered 
very recently by the committee changed the revenue to be de- 
rived from the income tax very greatly. For instance, take the 
tax upon corporations. The tax upon corporations in the oric- 


inal Vest amendment, so called, would have been at least ten 
times as great as it is in the amendment as it now stands. 

So, until the Senate shall determine to some extent at least 
what the provision of the income-tax part of the bill is to be, I 


think no intelligent estimate can be made as tothe revenue. I[t 
may be $5,000,000, and it may be $50,000,000. I think,as it came 
from the House of Representatives,the revenue would have been 
nearer $50,000,000 than $30,000,000, and Iam not sure but that 
as it stands now $30,000,000 would be a fair estimate of the reve- 
nue. But the terms of these various sections are so uncertain 
and indefinite that it isentirely impossible for any man, whether 
he be an expert or not, to make an estimate of its effect upon 
the revenues. 

Mr. HILL. I know the difficulties which any expert must en- 
counter, yet I think that by taking the censusreturns of wealth, 
and the House bill as it was presented here, or the Senate bil! 
in substantially the shape in which it was originally reported, 
it would have been possible to have produced some estimate 
whereby we might have had some reasonably accurate informa- 
tion as to what we were doing. But now we are going it blind. 
it is conceded that. we are. Weare putting in not only an in- 
come tax without knowing what it will produce, but in addition 
toan income tax we are now putting in an inheritance and gift 
tax. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York answer me a 
question? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator now to be attacking 
the committee because they are not able—— 

Mr. HILL. Iam not attacking the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Attacking the bill,then. There is no choice be- 
tween the words. 

Mr. HILL. Lam making suggestions in regard to it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is antagonizing the measure upon 
the ground that there is no estimate of the amount of revenue to 
be derived. Now,if I am not mistaken, here is a succession and 
inheritance bill, sent me by the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, which | think was drawn by the Senator 
from New York. [Exhibiting. | 

Mr. HILL (examining). I do not know where this bill came 
from. 

Mr. VEST. I have understood—the Senator is entitled to 
have the question put frankly—that he is the author of the bill; 
that he could not introduce it in the Senate on account of the 
constitutional provision as to raising taxes, and it was sent by. 
him to the Ways and Means Committee. I propose to ask him 
whether that is his bill? 

Mr. HILL. Itisa printed bill. It is notin my handwriting. 
I can not identify it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can look at it and see whether the 
provisions in it were in the bill he drew. 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the question in just a moment. 
When the tariff bill was first proposed and an income tax was 
suggested as a part of it, certain members of Congress, whose 
names I need not give, talked with me in regard to the income 
tax;and they suggested why would it not be proper to have 
such a tax as exists in the State of New York. I neither con- 
curred in the propriety of that suggestion, nor did I oppose it. 
They asked me whether I was familiar with this subject, ana | 
said that I was; that I had been interested in some very large 
litigations in the State of New York growing out of this ques- 
tion, which arose subsequent to my ceasing to be the chief ex- 
ecutive of the State of New York. 

I was entirely familiar with it. I was asked to prepare a bill 
for the taxation of collateral inheritances, which I did. I never 
introduced the bill; I never intended to introduce the bill. I 
could not, in faet, introduce it in the Senate, but. at the personal 
request of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee I 
gave him a bill, which was drawn after consultation with a dis- 
tinguished lawyer of the eity of New York, with whom I was 
associated in a somewhat famouslitigation. In just so far, and 
so far alone, I was in part responsible for some bill which was 

ever tothe Ways and Means Committee. 
Allow me further to say that it was intended as a substitute 





1894. 





for the income-tax provision and not as a part of it; but the 
Committee on Ways and Means seemed to grab both the income 


tax and then this tax, too, and made provision for both of them. 

have never desired the General Government to pass either of 
these bills: but I was willing so far as I could, to assist the 
VWWavs and Means Committee, or certain othermembers of Con- 
eress who first spoke to me aboutit. Whether the Ways and 


Means Committee have incorporated it in here I am not pre- 
I have thus answered the Senator’s question very 


yared to say. 
1 


rankly. 
; I do not propose now to make a motion to tax real estate, or 
rather the devolution of real estate, which is the term used by 
the Supreme Court of the United States; but I do desire to call 
attention to the fact that the committee have omitted by the 
bill to tax real estate at all, directly or indirectly. They have 
framed a bill whereby the same property is taxed that the States 
themselves tax, and thereby there will be double taxation. 

The first motion which I desire to make is to strike out the 
words at the bottom of page 171, in section 55, line 25: 


Money and the value of all personal property acquired by gift or inherit 
ance 


This motion does not involve now any question, constitutional 
or otherwise, relating to real estate. It involves simply the 
question of the propriety of keeping in the bill, which provides, 
first, for a tariff, and, second, for an income tax, the provision 
for a gift or inheritance tax. That this portion of the bill will 
realize a large amount of money there can be no doubt. Itisa 
2 per cent tax. Nearly all of the States which have this sort of 
taxation already tax the same class of property 5 per cent. 
This will make 7 per cent taxation, a burden which the estates 
can not very well bear. 

As Isaid a moment ago, let your income tax be kept distinct 
and separate. I see no necessity for adding an inheritance and 
gift tax to the provisions for an income tax, because, as has been 
well said, it is not an income in the proper acceptation of the 
term. A giftis a matter of goodfortunesimply. A man makes 
a gift a half dozen times during his lifetime, and a person ac- 
quires property by the death of a relative but very few times in 
a lifetime. It is not am income in the proper sense of the term. 
Should the Federal Government step in and simply tax the 
charities of this world, simply tax the generosities of this 
world, simply tax the accidents of fortune, simply tax what a 
party leaves by his death in the way of personal property? I 
think not. Bear in mind, then, we will have double taxation— 
taxation of the State and Federal Governments. 

lam making no question of the constitutional power of the 
General Government to impose this taxnow. Isimply say, that 
as a matter of propriety,as a matterof good legislation, itought 
not to be done. I reiterate for the twentieth time that I stand 
here to protect the rights of the States in their proper field of 
taxation. You are taking away from the State governments 
larze amounts of their revenues. These estates can not well 
pay these large sums. Let us leave something for the State 
governments. Tax the incomes of their citizens, tax their busi- 
ness if you please, but leave this inheritance and gift tax for the 
action of the State governments. 

[t seems to me that is proper and right, especially in view of 
the consideration that, in my judgment, there is no inherent 
justice in these taxes anyhow. I, owning property, pay my just 
taxes upon $10,000 worth of personal property all my life, and I 
desire simply to hand it over to my friend or any relative; I do 
not see the reason why for the mere actof the transfer the prop- 
erty should be taxed or the person should be taxed, and my 
transferee then pays his or her proportion of the tax after the 
property reaches him or her. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New York on the table. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to 
make a single statement? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit 
me to make a singie statement? 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not wish the Senator from Missouri 
to yield to me but I wish the, Senator from Tennessee to yield 
to both of us. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Tennessee yields, and I yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HARRIS. These appeals overwhelm me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I knew they would. I desire to ask the 


Senator from New York whether he understands the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided that the succession tax of 
1864 was constitutional? 

Mr. HILL. I have been so informed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


If that is true, whileI shall make the best 
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distinction I can on this joint proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri and myself, I shall be obliged to admit that the 1a- 
tor from New York in hiscontention has the SupremeCo he 
United States onhis side. I donot know whether alittle er 
of that kind will trouble the-Senator from Missouri or n¢ It 
does not trouble me agreat deal as a matter of origi ion, 
and yet I suppose we should be obliged to submit, if the | be- 
comes a law, toa like decision which micht be made bythe Su- 
preme Court of the United States if the Supreme Court should 
adhere to the decision formerly rendered. 

In the actof 1864 there is included, not as an income tax 
proper, notin the body of the income-tax portionsof theact, but 
as a separate part of the act, atax upon the succession to per- 
sonal property and a tax upon the succession: to real estate 
and the same rates of taxation are fixed upon alineal descent, 
as from father to son, 1 per cent on the value; where the de- 
scent is through a brother, 2 per cent, and 4 per cent, 5 per 
cent, and 6 per cent on different kinds of inheritances. ‘'here 


is also a similar rate of imposition upon the succession to real 


estate, asthe Senator from New York has stated; the succession 
ls termed a devolution: 
The term succession shall denote the devolution of title to any real es- 


tate. 

As [ understand the Senator from New York, the Supreme 
Court in sustaining a war tax held that taxing the devolution of 
real estate was not taxing real estate within the meaning of any 
supposed prohibition of a tax upon real estate, a direct tax, un- 
less it was made in proportion to the population of the United 
States. 


Upon that ground it does appear that the succession to 
real estate or the devolution of real estate was taxed in the act 
of 1864, and the constitutionality of that tax was affirmed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

So we stand here to-day in this condition, that contrary to the 


opinion of the Senater from Missouri and myself, so far as the 
Supreme Ccurt of the United States is concerned, there may 
be a constitutional inheritance tax upon real estate as well asa 
constitutional inheritance tax upon personal property, and that 
being the case I continue to argue to the Senator from Missouri 
that either this inheritance tax ought to be stricken out of the 
bill and no attempt be made to inflict an inheritance tax, a suc- 
cession tax, at the same time with the imposition of an income 
tax, or else that, to be consistent and to do equity, the inherit- 
ance tax ought to be imposed not alone upon the inheritance of 
personal property but it ought also to be imposed upon the suc- 
cession to real estate. 

I can not myself see any difference equitably between the two 
classes of inheritances. If you tax the amount of each, after 
you have taxed the two, the income in future years from both 
these classes of property will be taxable under an income tax, 
and there is no justice or equity in taking 2 percent every year 
that an inheritance falls in from an inheritance of personal 
property alone and carefully refrain from taking it upon an in- 
heritance of real estate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have but a single word to say in 
reply to the Senator from New York. Asa matter of course | 
vould not occupy the floor for a single second simply to conviet 
the Senator of any inconsistency, if there should be any, as to 
his action in regard to this succession and inheritance tax; but 
[ am glad to be able to re“nforce the position of the committee 
in regard to this question by producing here the bill which the 


Senator from New York says he prepared at the instance of 
his colleagues in the other House. 

[ understand the Senator, in the first place, to declare great 
reluctance as to any succession or inheritance tax at all, and he 


has given his reasons for that reluctance. Then, in the second 
place, he insists that, if there is a tax upon inheritance, so to 
speak, or more properly the descent and distribution of per- 
sonal property, it should also be upon the value of real estate 


which descends to an heir or is given to any person. Then he 
moves to strike out that lanruage in the pending bill which 
puts the tax upon the value of personal property which comes 
by descent or distribution to any person. 

It is entirely fair to as.same—it would be an outrage to assume 
otherwise—that when the Senator from New York prepared this 


bill which he sent to his colleagues in the other House, and 
which I obtained from the Ways and Means Committee, he put 
into it suggestively at any rate what he considered fair and 
proper legislation, he says now, as a substitute for this income 
tax provision. Whether it be a substitute or an original meas- 


ure does not matter. I state that as a matter of course he 
would not have suggested even what he denounc¢s now as false 
and vicious legislation. 

Now, this bill (which I propose to putin the RecorD, because 


I say it reénforces the position of the committee in regard to this 
legislation) puts an inheritance and succession tax upon all per: 
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sonal property or real estate of more than $5,000 in value; but the 
clauce to which I ask attentions is as follows: 

First. Where the person or persons entftled to any personal property, in- 
come, or beneficial interest therein shall be the lineal issue or lineal ances- 
tor to the person who died seized or possessed of such property as aforesaid, 
at the rate of #1 for each and every hundred dollars of the clear market 
value of such personal property or interest therein; Provided, That real es- 
tate passing to the persons referred to in this subdivision shall be exempt 
from taxation under this act. 

In other words, the bill drawn by the Senator from New York 
exempts the real estate, although he now attacks the bill pending 
in the Senate because it does not include real estate as taxable 
when going by devise to any person whatever. 

Mr. President, this bill, which I propose to putin the RECORD, 
certainly shows what the Senator thought was good legislation 
upon this subject at that time. He says it was intended as a 
substitute for the provisions of the pending bill, and it contains 
substantially, if not identically, the same provision of which 
such great and strenuous complaint is now being made. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 


An act toimpose a collateral inheritance, legacy, or succession tax. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That after the passage of this act om 4 
erty, real and personal, whatsoever, Which shall pass by will or by the inter- 
state laws of any State or Territory from any person who shall die seized or 
possess@®l of the same, or any interest therein or income therefrom which 
shall be transferred by deed, grant, bargain, sale, or gift made or intended 
to take effect in possession or enjoyment after the death of the grantor or 
bargainer, to any person or persons, or to any body politic or corporate, in 
trust or otherwise, or by reason whereof any person or body politic or cor- 
porate shall become beneficiaily entitled in possession or expectancy to any 
property or to the income thereof (where the whole of such property shall 
ex.ceed the sum of $5,000 in fair market value) shall be, and hereby S, sub- 
ject to a tax or duty, to be paid to the United States as follows, that is to 
say: 

iirst. Where the person or persons entitled to any personal property, in- 
come, or beneficial interest therein shall be the lineal isons or lineal ancestor 
to the person who died seized or possessed of such propersy as aforesaid, at 
the rate of #1 for each and =e undred dollars of the clear market value 
of such personal property or interest therein: Provided, That real estate 
passing to the persons referred to in this subdivision shall be exempt from 
taxation under this act. 

Second, Where the person or persons entitled to any property, real or 
personal, or to any beneficial interest therein, shall be the brother or sister 
of the person who died seized or possessed, as aforesaid, or a descendant 
of such brother or sister, at the rate of 62 for each and every hundred dol- 
lars of the clear market value of such property or interest. 

Third, Where the person or persons entitled to any real or personal prop- 
erty or to any beneticial interest therein shall be a brother or sister of the 
father or mother, or a descendant of a brother or sister of the father or 
mother, or the person who died seized or possessed, as aforesaid, at the rate 
of #4 for each of every hundred dollars of the clear market value of such 
property or interest. 

Fourth. Where the person or personsentitled to any realor personal prop- 
erty or to any beneficial interest therein shall be a brother or sister of the 
grandfather or grandmother, or a decendant of a brother or sister of the 
grandfather or grandmother, of the person who died seized or possessed, as 
aforesaid, at the rate of $5 for each and every hundred dollars of the clear 
market value of such property or interest. 

Fifth. Where the personor persons entitled to any property real or per- 
sonal or to any beneficial interest therein shall bein any other degree of 
collateral consanguinity than is hereinbefore stated, orshall bea stranger 
in blood to the person who died seized or Peestoees. as aforesaid, or shall be 
a body politic or corporate, at the rate of 810 for each and every hundred 
dollars of the clear market value of such property or interest: 

Provided, That all property real or personal or any interest therein pass- 
ing by will, or by the laws of any State or Territory, or by deed, grant, bar- 
ga nh, and sale, or other conveyance, to husband or wife of the person who 

ied seized or possessed, as aforesaid, shall be exempt from tax or duty, 
unless such interest shall exceed the clear market value of 850,000, in which 
case the excess only over and above that sum shall be liable to taxation at 
the rate of $1 for each andevery $100 of the clear market value of such excess: 

Provided Jurther, That any personal property or legacy or interest therein 
passing, as aforesaid, to a minor child of the person who died possessed, as 
aforesaid, shall be exempt from taxation under this section, unless such 
property, legacy, orinterest therein shall exceed the sum of $10,000, in which 
case the excess only above that sum shall be liable to such taxation at the 
rate of $1 for each and every 8100 of the clear market value of such excess. 
The word “child” or “children” shall also include a child or children 
adopted as such, by the person who died seized or possessed, under and pur- 
suant to the laws of any State or Territory; and the words “person” or 
‘‘persons”’ in this act shall also include any body politic or corporate, or- 

anized under the laws of the United States or under the laws of any State, 
Territory, or foreign state or power. 

Sxc. 2. If a testator bequeathes or devises property to one or more execu- 
tors or trustees in lieu of their lawful commissions or allowances, or makes 
them his legatees to an amount exceeding the commissions or allowances 
prescribed by law for an executor or trustee, the excess in value of the prop- 
erty so bequeathed or devised, above the amount of commissions or allow- 
ances prescribed by law in similar cases, shall be taxable under this act. 

Sec. 3. And be tt Juriher enacted, That the tax or duty aforesaid shall be due 
and payable whenever the party interested in such property, real or personal, 
shall become entitled to the possession or enjoyment thereof, or to the bene- 
ficial interest in the profits accruing therefrom, and the same shall be a lien 
and charge apes the property of every person who may die seized or pos- 
sessed thereof, as aforesaid, for ten years, or until the same shall, within 
that period, be fully paid to and discharged by the United States. It shall 
be the duty of every administrator, executor, or trustee having in charge or 
trust any property, real or personal, or interest therein, as aforesaid, to give 
notice thereof, in writing, to the collector or deputy collector of internal 
revenue of the district where the deceased testator, intestate, grantor, or 
bargainer last resided, within thirty days after he shall have taken charge 
of such trust, property, or interest. 

Seo, 4. Every executor, administrator, or trustee shall be personally 
Mable for said tax until the same is paid, and before payment or distribu- 
tion to the heirs, legatees, devisees, or any parties entitled to said property 
or any beneficial interest therein, such executor, administrator, or trustee 
ball pay to the collector or deputy collector of the district of which the 
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deceased was a resident the amount of tax or duty assessed upon such 
property, and shall also make and render to the said collector or deputy 
collector of internal revenue of said district a schedule, list, or Statement 
of the amount and character of such property, together with the amount 
of duty which has accrued, or shall accrue, thereon, verified by his oath Or 
affirmation, to be administered and certified thereon by some magistrate 
or officer having lawful power to administer such oaths, in such form and 
manner as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. _ 

Sec. 5. The schedule, list, or statement referred to in section 4 shal] con- 
tain the names of each and every person entitled to any beneficial interests 
therein, together with the clear market value of such interest; and upon 
such payment and delivery of such schedule, list, or statement said co}- 
lector or deputy collector shall make out and deliver tosuch persons paying 
such duty or tax a receipt or receipts for the same, which shall be prepared 
as hereinafter provided. Such receipt orreceipts, duly signed and doitvenca 
by such collector or deputy collector, shall be sufficient evidence to entitle 
such executor, administrator, or trustee to be credited and allowed such 
payment by every tribunal which, by the laws of any State or Territory, is 
or nay be empowered to decide upon and settle the accounts of executors, 
administrators, and trustees. 

Seo. 6. In case such executor, administrator, or trustee shall refuse or neg- 
lect to pay the aforesaid duty or tax to the collector or deputy collector, ag 
aforesaid, within the time hereinbefore provided, or shall neglect or refuse 
to deliver to said collector or deputy collector the schedule, list, or state- 
ment of such property, real or personal, under oath, a3 aforesaid, or shall 
deliver to said collector or deputy collector a false schedule or statement of 
such property, or give the names and relationship of the person entitled to 
beneficial interest therein untruly, or shall not truly and correctly set forth 
and state therein the clear market value of such property or interest, and in 
case of willful neglect, refusal, or false statement by such executor, adminis- 
trator, or trustee, as aforesaid, he shall be liable to a penalty of not exceed- 
ing $1,000, to be recovered with costs of suit. 

SEc. 7, Any executor, administrator, or trustee on paying said tax to the 
collector or deputy collector within sixty days from the time of the death 
of the testator, intestate, grantor, or bargainer shall receive and be enti- 
— to a discount of 5 per cent, which shall be allowed and deducted from 
said tax. 

Sec. 8. Whenever the collector shall be dissatisfied with any statement, 
list, or schedule delivered to him as provided in the last section, or in case 
none shall be so delivered, or the tax shall not be duly paid, he shall com- 
mence appropriate proceedings, in the name of the United States, before 
any circuit or district court of the United States against any executor, ad- 
ministrator, trustee, or against such person or persons as may have the 
actual or constructive custody or possession of such property, real or per- 
sonal, or any part thereof, and shall subject such property or any portion 
of the same, to be sold upon the judgment or decree of such court for the 
amount of said tax and costs, and from the proceeds of such sale the amount 
of such tax or duty, together with all costs and expenses of every description 
to be allowed by such court, shall be first paid, and the balance, if any, de- 
posited according to the order of such court, to be paid under its direction 
to such person or persons as shall establish title thereto. Such decree or 
judgment shall likewise enforce the personal liability for said tax against 
any executor, administrator, or trustee. Upon the application of the col- 
lector or deputy collector, said circuit or district court shall, as often as and 
whenever occasion may require, appoint a competent person as appraiser to 
fix and ascertain the fair market value, at the time of the death of said tes- 
tator, intestate, grantor, or bargainer, of the property of persons whose 
estates shall be subject totaxation under this act. Ifthe property upon the 
passing of which a tax is imposed shall be an estate, income, or interest for 
aterm of years, or for life, or determinable upon any future or contingent 
event, or shali be a remainder or reversion, or other expectancy, real or 
personal, the entire property or fund by which such estate, income, or in- 
terest is supported, or of which it is a part, shall be appraised immediately 
after the death of the testator, grantor, or bargainer, or as soon thereafter 
as may be practicable, at the fair, clear, market value thereof at that time: 
Provided, however, That when such estate, income, or interest shall be of 
such a nature thatits fair and clear market value can not be ascertained at 

such a time, it shall be appraised in like manner at the time when such value 
first becomes ascertainable. 

Sec. 9. Such appraiser shall forthwith give notice by mail to all persons 
known to have an interest in the property to be appraised, including the 
collector or deputy collector, of the time and place when he will appraise 
such obs ene He shall at such time and _— appraise the same at its 
fair market value, as herein prescribed; and for that purpose the said ap- 


praiser is authorized to issue sey eee to and compel the attendance of 


witnesses before him, and to take the evidence of such witnesses under oath 
concerning such property and the fair market value thereof, and he shall 
make report thereof and of such value in writing to such court, together 
with the depositions of the witnesses examined, and such other facts in re- 
lation thereto as the court may require. 

Src. 10. Every such appraiser shall be paid, on the certificate of the clerk 
of the United Stares circuit court in the district in which said proceedings 
shall be pending, a fair and reasonable compensation not exceeding dol- 
lars per day, together with the actual and necessary traveling expenses and 
fees of witnesses, which sum shall be paid by the collector out of any funds 
he may have in his hands on account of any tax imposed under the provi- 
sions of this act. 

SEc. 11. The report of such appraiser shall be filed with the clerk of the 
circuit or district court in which said proceeding is pending, and from said 
report and other proof before the court, after hearing the parties, said court 
shall determine the cash value of all Ree rty and estates and the amount 
of tax towhich the same are liable. Said court shall also have jurisdiction 
to hear and determine all questions arising under the provisions of this act. 
Upon such determination a decree or judgment for the amount of such tax 
shall be entered and may be enforced in the manner provided in section 7 of 
this act. Any person dissatisfied with or aggrieved by any determination, 
decree, or oe under this act, including the collector, may appeal 
therefrom in the same manner and with the same effect as appeals are now 
taken from judgments or decrees under and pursuant to the laws of the 
United States in civil causes, providing that said appeal shall be taken 
within thirty days after the entry in said court of said Judgment or decree. 

Src. 12, In any proceeding under this act, any collector is authorized to 
designate and retain such counsel as he shall deem necessary and proper to 
represent the United States therein, and to pay the expenses thereby in- 
curred out of any funds which may be in his hands on account of this tax. 

Src. 13. The deed or deeds, or any proper conveyance of such property, 
personal or real, or any portion thereof, so sold under such judgment or de- 
cree, as hereinbefore provided, executed by the officer lawfully charged with 
carrying the same into effect, shall vest in the purchaser thereof, all the 
title of the delinquent to the property real or personal sold under and by 
virtue of such judgment or decree, and shall release every other portion of 
such property from the lien or charge thereon created by this act. 

SEc, 14. Every person, or persons, y politic orcorporate, who shall have 
in his or its possession, charge, or custody, any record, file or paper contain- 








1894. 








ing, or supposed to contain, any information concerning any property pass 
ing from any person who may die seized or possessed, as aforesaid, shall 
exhibit the same at the request of the collector or deputy collector of inter- 
nal revenue in the district, and to any law officer of the United States, in 
the performance of his duty under this act, his deputy or agent, who may 
desire to examine the same. And if any such person having in his or its 
possession, charge, or custody any such records, files, or papers shall refuse 
or neglect to exhibit the same on request, as aforesaid, he or it so refusing 
shall forfeit and pay the sum of $500: Provided, that in all legal controver 
gies where such deed or title shall be the subject of judicial investigation, 
the recital in said deed shall be prima facie evidence of its truth, and that 
the requirements of the law had been complied with by the officers of the 
Government. ; 

SEc. 15. Any tax paid under the provisions of this act shall be deducted 
by the executor, administrator, or trustee from the particular property, 
legacy, distributive share, or interest on account of which the same 1s 
charged. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missourishould 
come into my office and want me to draw his will and tell me 
that he wanted to give his property in a certain peculiar way, 
and wanted me to draw it that way, preserving all the legal 
forms, I would draw it that way, and [ would not be held respon- 
sible except for the legality of the will itself. The propriety of 
the will is a matter that he would have to shoulder. So, when 
a client comes into my office and asks me to draw a lease, the 
terms of the lease are his own. I simply prepare the paper so 
that it shall be in terms constitutional and legal. 

I decline to be held responsible for any bill which I drew at 
theinstance of any members of Congress simply as a matter of 
favor. It did not even embody my own views and was substan- 
tially a copy, so far as it could be framed, of the lawsof theState 
of New York,with a few alterations which were suggested. 
That is all there was of it. The bill did not meet my assent, ex- 
cept Iam free to say if we were to choose between the income 
tax on the one side and that bill upon the other, I would prefer 
that. That is all there is of it, Mr. President. I have intro- 
duced and drawn bills for other people before, and I do not pro- 
0se to be held responsible for their terms, excspt so far as the 
fogality of the bills is concerned; I presume it would be consti- 
tutional and drawn in proper shape, but the merits is entirely a 
different question. 

Mr. President, the inheritance laws of New York tax personal 
property. My present recollection is they also provide fora 
tax upon real estate where the real estate goes to collateral rela- 
tives. I think you will find that is the distinction. There was 
no effort here I think to provide for the collateral relatives es- 
pecially by a highertax. Stilltheremayhave been. It issome 
time ago, and the precise details of the bill have, of course, 
gone out of my mind. Never at any time have 1 favored iden- 
tifying an inheritance or gift-tax proposition with an income 
tax. Take out your income tax to-day and substitute that meas- 
ure, and I should certainly favor the substitution of one for the 
other. I donot think that the country needs either of them, 
and I think that either of these propositions does injustice to 
the States of the Union. 

The State of New York realizes some $3,000,000 annually from 
the inheritance tax. When this question was first suggested, 
the Legislature of New York passed a joint resolution substan- 
tially unanimously protesting against any tax being imposed by 
the Federal Government upon gifts or inheritances, on the 
ground that it was invading the province of the States. I have 
in my desk somewhere, or possibly I submitted them here, the 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of my State, by Republicans 
and Democrats alike, protesting against this tax. 

Mr. President, this tax is to be defended not because some- 
body at any time drew a bill in regard toit. Place that tax bill 
as a separate proposition, and it will be defended upon its mer- 
its or condemned for its demerits. The question is, Doyou not 
only need an income tax proper, but do you need the revenues 
which are to be derived from this inheritance and gift tax? I 
think not. I think it is wiser in framing our legislation to leave 
these revenues to the State governments. They will have but 
little left after this bill passes except real and personal prop- 
erty upon which they can impose taxation. For these reasons 
I think my motion to amend ought to prevail. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. There will be no further debate. Will not the 
Senator allow a direct vote? 

Mr. HARRIS. If I could be sure of that, I would quite as soon 
take the question on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may be had 
upon the amendment now. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. If unanimous consentis given, I will withdraw 
it, but not otherwise. 

Mr. HILL. It seems to be 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is 
the Senator from New York? 


given. 
there objection to the request of 
The Chair hears none. 


The 
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question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas |Mr. MILLs], who has been 
called from the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” if-he were present. r 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (when Mr. MCPHERSON’s name was called). I 
desire to state that my colleague [Mr, McPSERsON] is absent 
from the Senate owing to illness. Heis paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I havea genera! pair 
with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois], who is absent. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JONES], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. QUAY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS 


-26. 


Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Hill, Platt, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Proctor, 
NAYS—34. 

Allen, Coke, Irby, Ransom, 
Bate, Daniel, Jarvis, Roach, 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gorman, Martin, Walsh, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Harris, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Brice, Hansbrough, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Jones, Ney. Morrill, Vilas, 
Cameron, Kyle, Murphy, Wilson, 
Carey, Lodge, Palmer, Volcott 
Dubois, McPherson, Pettigrew, 
Gallinger, Mills, Quay, 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
SENATORS FROM 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
high privilege. I present the credentials of Hon. DONELSON 
CAFFERY, elected a Senator from the State of Louisiana by the 
General Assembly of that State now in session, for the unex- 
pired term of the late Hon. Randall L. Gibson, ending March 
3, 1895. I ask that the credentials may be read and that the 
Senator-elect be sworn in. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I rise toa question of priv- 
ilege. Ipresentthe credentialsof Hon. NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
elected by the Legislature of Louisiana a Senator from that 
State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Hon. 
E. D. White, in the term ending March 35, 1897. I ask that the 
credentials be read. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senators-elect will please 
come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the paper which was last read was 
presented by Mr. CAFFERY of Louisiana, whose term of office 
under the appointment of the governor had expired as soon as 
the Senate was lawfully notified of the action of the State Leg- 
islature. So I suppose the gentleman who presented the paper 
is not now a member of the Senate. However, I am disposed to 
waive the objection in consequence of my high personal respect 
for the Senator-elect. 

Mr. CAFFERY and Mr. BLANCHARD were escorted to the Vice- 
President's desk by Mr. Pasco and Mr. CAMDEN, and the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered to them they took 
their seats in the Senate. 

VENTILATION SENATE CHAMBER. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the most intolerable condition this Chamber has 
been in during the day from the intense heat in the room. 
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There has ma rood breeze out of doors all the 
It ha pen dthe corridors; they are c and comfortabk 
but no ma what beneficent influences reign outside, none of 
them ever ¢ 1 iis Chamber. Somebody is at fault; I do 
not know ody, and the Senate 


who iti 


L have 


1 
yO1 


ne experience and some s 
before known the distressing conditions 
ledatthe presentsession. Ther 
wanton disregard of the health of 
the hands of somebody who is responsible. 
inything further, having called atte — to 
, have oc ayes - the mind of almostevery ot! 
e, trusting that it will be ‘oars ed 
m by which we may obtain 


and we do not get it. 


ber, and I ve ver 


is ¢ ross Care- 


everyone in 


» matter th 
itled to some ayet 3 


tir in this Chamber 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
he § as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
leration of the bill (H. RK. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
» for the Government, and for other purposes. 
» VICK-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with 
My McLAURIN. Last Saturday there were twoamendments 
to the bill under consideration and adopted by the Senate, and 
as this is the last day on which a motion to reconsider can be 
entered, I desire to enter a motion to reconsider in each case. 
[ do not desire that the moiion shall be pas-ed upon now by the 
Senate, bec [do not wish to delay the reading of the bill, 
but I should like at this time to enter a motion to reconsider 
and have it acted on at the end of the reading of the bill. 
first is a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate whereby 
the carpe was agreed toin line 13, page 172, by inserting 
after the words ‘‘ United States” the words ‘*not including the 
judg res of the courts of the United States, but.” 

The next is a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate 
whereby it inserted in line 13, seetion 55, the follwing words, to 
wit 

Not including the sal 
judges of the courts of the 

I desire to enter these motions. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. McLAU 


Lusc 


ary of the President of »United States and the 


United States, but. 


RIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. As far as the motion to reconsider 
ment excepting the President’s salary is concerned, 
know whether the Scnator voted in the affirmative? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I will state candidly that I did not vote in 
the aflirmative in either case, but as the yeas and nays were not 
taken, I have understood it to be the rule of all deliberative 
bodies (certainly in all deliberative bodies of which I have been 
a momber) that that requirement does not apply. 
say that I did not vote in the affirmative in either case. 

Mr. HIL! It might be impossible to ascertain if the Senator 


the amend- 
| desire to 


stood upon his 3 question of privilege and declined to answer as | 


to whether he had or had not supported the affirmative or pre- 


vailing side, but the Senator frankly acknowledges that he voted 
| erty, r 


against both amendments. I therefore raise the point of order 
that the motion to reconsider can not be entertained at this time. 
he Senator himself has no power to make the motion. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Aftermy frank avowal thatI voted against 
the amendments? I suppose inany case a Senator would frankly 
avow his vote when he made a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. I was going to suggest to the Sena- 
tor, it is not amatter of very much consequence, because when 
the bill gets into the Senate those amendments can be reserved 
for a separate vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I understand that, but I prefer to raise the 
question by a motion to reconsider for reasons that I do not feel 
it necessary to give. 

As I was saying, any Senator will avow his vote on any mo- 
tion to reconsider, but it has been the rule of all deliberative 
bodies of which I have any knowledge that the question can not 
be raised and is never raised where there was no record of the 
vote by yeas and nays. I do not think the point of order is well 
taken. I prefer to raise the question in this way. [f the point 
of order is well taken I shall raise it in another way. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator prefers to resort to the technical 
way, and of course he must be governed and adjudged by tech- 
nicalities. I submit the question to the Senate that where a 
Senator acknowledges that he voted against a prevailing 
amendment he has no right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. McLAURIN. did not state that I preferred to raise 
the question in a technical way. I stated that I preferred to 
raise it in this way, by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of order. 
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afternoon. | 
»; | will state his point of order. 


ought to find out | 


srvice in this C ha n- | 


| that the 


| enter 


The | 


| disposing of the 


[am glad to | 


the bill to that effect. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
Mr. ALDRICH. By the unanimous consent agreement under 
wee h we are proceeding the para; graphs and sections a the bill 

» to be taken up in their orde r,and certainly it is not in order 
for a Senator to move to reconsider a question which was acted 
upon at any time in the p: If that were the case there would 
be no end to t is ae a we would have questions of recon- 
sideration pending all the time. I suggest to the Sena from 

Tennessee that this method of procedure would one ab 

lutely the unanimous consent agreement upon which we aro 

procect ling. 

Mr. McLAURIN 
of that kind I shall not enter th 
not only unwilling, but I would absolutely decline to violat 
unanimous agreement that had been made by the Senate 
there is an agreement of that kind I was not aware of it. 

Mr.HARRIS. There was a unanimous consent agreement 
bill should be read by paragraphs and the committ 
amendments disposed of first; that after that such amendments 
as Senators chose tooffer should be received; and that we should 
proceed in that order. did not hear the motion or sugg: 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi; but the Senator can avail 
himselfof hisopportunity hereafter, which will be just as ampk 
asnow. I hope ho will not insist on going back to a part « 
the bill which has been passed upon as in Committeo of th 
W hole. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. 


unanimous consent ag 


If the 1imou 


re is aunar s consent agreen 


motion, because I w 


Tenn if ti 
agreement not to 
standing of 


from 
an 
his under 


the Senator 
reement included 
any motions to reconsider. Is that 
the agreement? 

Mr. HARRIS, My understanding of it is that we shall pro 
ceed in regular order, reading paragraph after paragraph, and 
committee amendments first and then such 
amendments as may be offered by Senators. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I did not ask for the consideration of t 
motions to reconsider at this time. I merely wished to ente 
the motions. 

Mr. HARRIS. The effect of going back to some past vote 
and asking to reconsider it now I think is hardly in keeping 
with the spirit and intent and purpose of the agreement th 


sssee 


was made at the beginning. 


Mr. McLAURIN. If that is the spirit of the unanimous con 
sent agreement, I withdraw the motions to reconsider. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend section 55, on page 172, the sec 
ond line, by inserting, after the word ‘‘ whatever,” the words: 

Except rents from real estate. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words upon this most im 
portant amendment. In the first place, I desire to ask tho 
distinguished Senator from Missouri whether it is intended that 
rents from realestate shall be taxed under the provisions of the 
bill? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably. Thereis a specific provision in 
Mr. HILL. Where? 

Mr. VEST. On page 170: 

Whether said gains, profits,or income be derived from any kind of prop 
nts, interest, dividends, or salaries. . 
Mr. HILL. This brings up the question as to whether the 
method of taxation proposed by the terms of the bill is constitu- 
tional or not. A few moments ago it was satd that real estate 
proper could not be taxed underan income tax; thatif real estate 


| is desired to be taxed it can only be done under a tax levied upon 


the respective States in proportion to their population, as re- 
quired hy the Constitution of the United States. 

The point was suggested the other day thatif real estate per 
se could not be taxed, the rental therefrom could not be taxed. 
I submit to the consideration of the Senate thata tax upon rent- 
als of real estate is a tax of the use of real estate, that itis in 
substance a tax upon land, and is therefore within the prohibi- 
tion of the Constitution. 

This presents an entirely different question from that em- 
braced in other portions of this section, whereby any incomo 
tax must be paid upon articles raised on the real estate. That 
must proceed upon the principle that the articles which are 
raised upon the real estate by being severed from the land be- 
come personal property and nota part and parcel of the real 
estate, and that it is to some extent immaterial where the ar- 
ticles were raised, so long as they belong to the party sought to 
be taxed. Iam not clear that you havea right even to tax 
what is raised from real estate, the productions of real estate. 
I have, however, not seen fit to raise that question, but prefer 
to raise the clean, neat, legal question, whether you can tax the 
rental of real estate. 

Mr. President, I need not reiterate the well-understood doc- 
trine that the General Government can not do indirectly what 
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it can not do directly. <A\ 





Missouri and the Senator from New Hampshire were disposed 
+o nequiesce in the suggestion that real estate could not be in- 
cluded in a succ ion tax, because it was real estate, and al- 
though there was no tax per sé upon re il estate, yet there was a 
tax upon its tran fer, which was virtually a tax upon real estate. 
{ should have been prepared to say that their reasoning was 
sound and that they were right except for the fact that the Su- 


¢ 4} 
h 


» United States had decided expressly the very 


prem Courto 
point invol d, and of course we must bow with all due respect 
to that decision. < 

But as an original proposition, I would be prepared to say that 


[ think their position was the correct one, that it was virtually 
a tax upon real estate, and simply saying that it was a tax upon 


the transfer was an evasion of the real question involved. 

But acquiescing in the decision of the Supreme Court, we are 
now presented with another question. Real estate can not be 
taxed directly by the General Government except upon a basis 
of population. Thereforea citizen owning some real estate, not 
using it himself, r 
tain proportion of its production. 
question. But he receives certain money rent; he receives cer- 
tain sums for the use of that real estate. 

Taxation of the use of real estate is taxation upon real estate. 
It is impossible to draw a distinction between the two. It seems 
to me this brings up the general question suggested so well and 
ably by the Senator from Massachusetts a few days ago. The 
rents of real estate issuing out of the land for money purposes 


being a part of the land, considered in some respectsas personal | 


property,in other respects in law regarded as realty, it strikes 
me are just as much protected as the real estate itself. The 
owner, instead of occupying it himself, leases out his’property. 
The income that is derived from it arises out of the real estate. 
If the principai is exempt, the interest should be exempt. 

You heard the argument made here the other day. 
say that I entirely concurred in it. I simply suggested it, 
knowing what points would arise laterin the discussion. 
bonds of the Government were simply themselves exempt, it 


was drgued here with great force that whether the statute said | 


that the interest should bs exempt or not, the interest should 
be exempt upon the ground that it was so connected with the 
principal and so identified with it that the interest was to be 
exempted as a part of it 

' invoke that same argument, made here by several distin- 
guished Senators, upon this point, and insist that the interest, 
or use, or rentals of real estate (and my amendment confines it 
to the single point of rentals) are exempt provided the real es- 
tate itself isexempt. This question is easily solved. Starting 
out with the position clear and distinct that the real estate can 
not be taxed directly, then that portion of the rents received 
from the real estate must be exempt also. 


Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate with any | 
If | 


lengthy discussion of this question. It isalegal question. 
we pursue the course suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, 


that we should leave all these constitutional questions to the | 


court, then of course there should not be substantially any ex- 
emption. But itseems to me that the rentals of real estate 
should be treated upon the same plane and the same basis as 
real estate itself. While the States have the exclusive power 
to tax real estate, except under a particular form of taxation 
which is not this, the rentals should also go with that real es- 
tate and be entitled to the same privileges and the same exemp- 
tions. 

[ trust I have made myself clear on the point which I desired 
to make, and that is, of course, all I desire to doin the prem- 
ises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hin]. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come toa vote upon the amendment 
without further debate, let the vote be taken. 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not see that anyone desires to debate the 
question. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote I shall not move to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I simply call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mints]. If 
ke were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 
to the Senator from Nevada[Mr. JoNEs]. I vote ‘ nay.” 





few moments ago the Senator from 


its that property out. He derives not a cer- | 
That would raise the other | 


I do not 


If the | 


I rose to move | 
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Mr. MIT< tii LL of W ¢consin when his name wa eal) | . T 
1 general pair with t Senator from Wyomin M 
( , but [have reserved the right to vote to l ‘ 
! 1. Ifthere is nota quo 1 voting, I vote ‘*1 

VTi »-UGH (w rj M AN’S 1 is callec My <« 
league [Mr. MORGAN] is ps 1 with the Senator from P 5 
vania [Mr. QUAY Both S : 

| The roll call was conelud 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair th th i om M 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the Senat ‘rom So 1 Dako 
~ 4 ’ . 
KYLE}, and vote “ nay. 

Mr. GORDON, The Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] 
is paired with the Senatorfrom Virginia/Mr. DANIEL]. [tran 

my pair with the Senator from lowa Wil T | te i 
menator from Virginia |Mr. DANTE! I I 

Mr. SQUIRE. I vote ** nay.’ 

Mr. VHITE (after havine voted in the 1 tive I é 
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is present I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. L desire to state th t the Senator from So th 
Dakota[Mr. KYLE] is necessarily d ned from the Chamber 

| to-day. Heis paired with the Senatorfrom M ichusetts [M 
LODGE]. 

Mr. G 16 negative uir 
if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from O n ha 
not voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vot 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 36; as follow 

YEAS—19 
Aldrich Dixon Ho Piatt 
Allison Frye, Me Millan, Pow 
Ohandler, Hale, Manderson, Proctor, 
llom, Hawley, Patton, Washburn 
is, Hill, Perkins, 
NAYS—36 
Allen Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach 
Blackburn, Gordon, McLaurin, Squire 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell,Oregon ‘Turple, 
Call Harris, Mitchell, Wis Vest, 
Camde1 Hunton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
| Coc Irby Peffer, Walsh 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Brice Georg e, Morgan‘ Smith, 
| Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Stewart, 
| Cameron, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas 
| Carey, Jones, Nev Palmer, White 
| Dante! Kyle, Quay, Wilson, 
| Dolph, Lodge, Ransom, Wolcott 
|} Dubois, McPherson Sherman 
} Gallinger, Mills, Shoup 

Q the amendment was reiected 

oo tne amMenament was rejecvea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 


next section. 
Mr. ALLISON. What has become of all the amendme 
| lowing in section 55? Have they all been agreed to? 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that all 
| have been agreed to, except the proviso at the end of the sec- 
tion, which was temporarily passed over. 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Chair state that all the other 
mittee amendments have been agreed to in section 55 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is so advis 
Mr. ALLISON. The last amendment to the section was 


nts fol- 


passed 
over, according to my recollection. 

Mr. VEST. I think that was passed over at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kthode Island |Mr. ALDRICH], ( no e 
dispose of that now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the suggestion was made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], that we should pass it over until 


| 

we disposed of the corporation features of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Of course,if the subsequent provisions of the bill 
are defeated this will fall with them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be adopted pro 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senatorfrom Missouri o!lered 
ment, Ll understood. 

Mr. VEST. I modified the amendment, 


imend- 


and that was agreed 


to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Secret 


now stands. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


iry to read the proviso as it 


Provided, also, That in computing the income of any person, « r 1 i, 
company, or association there shall not be included the am ‘ ed 
from any corporation, company, or association as dividen ock 
of such corporation, company, or association if the ta t has 
been paid upon its net profits by said corporation, company, or association 


as required by this act. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment proposed by the committee, as modified. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill will be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
proceeded with. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 56. That it shall be the duty of all persons of lawful age having an 
income of more than $3,500 for the taxable year, computed on the basis 
herein prescribed, tomake and render a list or return, on or before the day 
prescribed by law, in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the er of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to the deputy collector of the district In which they reside, or 
to such officer or agent as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may desig- 
nate, of the amount of their income, gains, and profits, as aforesaid; and 
all guardians and trustees, executors, administrators, agents, receivers, and 
all persons acting in any other fiduciary capacity, shall make and render a 
list or return, as aforesaid, to the deputy collector of the district in which 
such person acting in a fiduciary capacity resides, or tosuch officer or agent 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may designate, of the amount of 
income, gains, and profits of any minor or person for whom they act, but 
persons having less than 83,500 income are not required to make such papers 
and the Sepang collector, or officer or agent designated by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, shall require every list or return to be verified by the 
oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may increase the amount 
of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the same is understated; 
and in case any such person having a taxable incomeshall neglect or refuse 
to make and render such list and return, or shall render a false or fraudu- 
lent list or return, it shall be the duty of the deputy collector, or officer or 
agent designated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to make such 
list, a@bording to the best information he can obtain, by the examination of 
such person, or his books or accounts, or any other evidence, and to add 50 
per cent as a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such list in all casesof 
willful neglect or refusal to make and render alist orreturn; and inail cases 
of a false or fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 per 
cent as a my to the amount of tax ascertained to be due, the tax and 
the additions thereto as a penalty to be assessed and collected in the 
manner provided for in other cases of wiliful neglect or refusal to ren- 
der a list or return or of rendering a false or fraudulent return: 
Provided, That any party, in his or her own behalf, or as such fiduci- 
ary, shall be permitted to declare, under oath or affirmation, the form 
and manner of which shali be ee by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
he or she, or his or her ward or beneficiary, was not possessed of an income 
of $4,000, liable to be assessed according to the provisions of this act; or 
may declare that he or she has been assessed and paid an income tax else- 
where in the same year, under authority of the United States, upon his or 
her income, gains, or profits, as prescribed by law; and if the aeputy col- 
lector, or other designated officer or agent, shall be satisfied of the truth 
of the declaration, shall thereupon be exempt from income tax in the 
said district for that year; or if the list or return of any party shall 
have been increased by the deputy collector, or other designated officer or 
agent, such party may exhibit his books and accounts, and be permitted to 
prove and declare, under oath or affirmation, the amount of income liable 
to be assessed; but such oaths and evidence shall not be considered as con- 
clusive of the facts, and no deductions claimed in such cases shall be made 
or allowed until approved by the deputy collector, or other designated offi- 
cer or agent. any ponee oe aggrieved by the decision of the deputy 
collector, or other designated officer or agent, in such cases may appeal to 
the collector of the district, and his decision thereon, unless reversed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall be final. If the person is dissatis- 
fled with the decision of the collector he may submit his case. with all the 
yapers, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and if he 
desires to furnish the testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts he 
will also serve notice to that effect upon the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, as herein prescribed, 

Such notice must state the time and place at which, and the officer before 
whom, the testimony will be taken; the name, age, residence, and business 
of the proposed witness, with the questions to be propounded to the witness, 
or a brief statement of the substance of the testimony he is expected to give. 

The notice shall be delivered or mailed to the Commissioner a sufficient 
number of days previous to the day fixed for taking the testimony, to allow 
him, after its receipt, at least flve days, exclusive of the period required for 
mail communication with the place at which the testimony is to be taken, 
in which to give, should he so desire, instructions as to the cross-examina- 
tion of the proposed witness. 

Whenever practicable, the affidavit or deposition shall be taken before a 
collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, in which case reasonable 
notice shall be given to the collector or deputy collector of the time fixed 
for taking the deposition or affidavit: 

Provided Jurther, Thatno penalty shall be assessed upon any person for 
such neglect or refusal or for making or rendering a false or fraudulent re- 
turn, except after reasonable notice of the time and place of hearing, to be 
regulated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, soas to give the person charged an opportunity 
to be heard. 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section, on 
page 174, in line 20, after the word ‘‘ day,” to strike out “ pre- 
scribed” and insert ‘‘provided;” in line 21, after the words 
‘may be,” to strike out ‘‘ prescribed ’ and insert ‘‘directed;” 
in line 23, before the word “deputy,” to insert “ collector or a;” 
in line 3, on page 175, after the word ‘‘ persons,” to insert ‘‘or 
corporations;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ fiduciary,” 
to strike out ‘‘other;” in line 5, before the words ‘‘ deputy col- 
lector,’ to insert ‘‘ collector ora;” in line 6, after the word “ per- 
son,” to insert ‘* or corporation;” in line 7, after the word ‘‘re- 
sides,” to insert ‘or does business;” in line 12, before the words 
‘deputy collector,” to insert ‘‘collector;” in line 19, after the 
words ‘‘ render a,” to insert ‘‘ willfully;” in line 21, before the 
word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert ‘‘ collector ;” in line 24, after the word 
‘**person,” to strike out ‘tor his books or accounts;” on page 176, 
line 4, after the words ‘‘ cases of a,” to insert “‘ willfully;” in line 
11, before the words ‘‘in his,” to strike out “party ” and insert 
‘* person, or corporation;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ his,” 
to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after the word “ her,” to 
insert ‘‘ or its;” in line 15, after the word ‘‘ he,” tostrike out ‘‘or;” 
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inline 16, before the word ‘‘ ward,” to insert ‘‘ or its;” in line 19 
| after the word ‘‘he,” to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after 
| the word ‘‘she,” to insert ‘‘or it, or his, her, or its ward or 
benificiary ”’—— 

Mr. VEST. There is a misprint there in the spelling, 
| word ‘‘ benificiary ” should be ‘‘ beneficiary.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: That verbal correction will be 
made. The reading of the amendments will proceed. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, before the word ‘ pay,” to insert 
‘‘has;” after the word ‘‘upon,” at the end of line 21, to insert 
‘‘all;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ her,” to strike out “ or,” 
and after the word ‘‘her” to insert ‘or its;’ in the same line, 
after the word “ profits,” to insert ‘‘and upon all the income, 
gains, or profits for which he, she, or it is liable as such fiduci- 
ary;” in line 25, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert “ collector; 
on page 177, line 1, after the word ‘‘ declaration,” to insert 
‘*such person or corporation;” after the word “any,” at the 
end of line 3, to strike out ‘‘ party” and insert ‘‘ person or cor- 
poration, company, or association: ” in line 5, after the words 
‘increased by the,” to insert ‘‘collector;” after the word 
‘‘such,” at the end of line 6, to strike out ‘‘ party” and insert 
‘person or corporation, company or association;” in line &, 
after the word “ may,” to strike out ‘‘ exhibit his books and ac- 
counts, and; ” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ prove,” to strike 
out ‘and declare, under oath or affirmation:” in line 11, be- 
fore the word ‘‘shall, to strike out‘‘ oaths and evidence” and 
insert ‘‘ proof;” in line 13, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert 
‘‘eollector;” in line 14, after the word ‘ person,” to insert ‘‘ or 
company, corporation, or association;” in line 17, before the 
word “officer,” to strike out ‘‘other designated ” and insert 
‘‘any;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘agent,” to insert 
‘other than the collector;” in line 20, after the word ‘ if,” to 
strike out ‘‘the person is;” in line 21, after the word “‘ collector,” 
to strike out ‘‘ he may ” and insert ‘* such person or corporation, 
company or association;” in line 23, before the word “ submit,” 
to insert ‘‘may,” and after ‘‘submit,” to strike out ‘‘ his” and 
insert ‘‘ the;” on page 178, line 1, before the word ‘ furnish,” to 
strike out ‘‘if he desires to” and insert ‘*may;” in line 2, after 
the word ‘‘ facts,” to strike out ‘‘ he will also serve ” and insert 
‘* having served;” in line 5, after the word ‘‘ notice,” to strike 
out ‘‘ must” and insert ‘‘shall;” i 


The 





in line 12, after the word ‘‘ Com- 
missioner,” to insert ‘‘of Internal Revenue;” in line 24, after 
the word ‘‘ person,” to insert ‘‘or corporation, company, or as- 
sociation;” on page 179, line 1, after the words ‘rendering a,” 
to insert ‘‘ willfully;” in line 3, after the words ‘‘ to be,” tostrike 
out ‘‘ regulated ” and insert ‘‘ prescribed;” and in line 4, after the 
words ‘‘ internal Revenue,” to strike out “‘ with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, so as to give the person charged 
an opportunity to be heard;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 56, That it shall be the duty of all persons of lawful age having an 
income of more than 83,500 for the taxable year, computed on the basis 
herein prescribed, to make and render a list or return, on or before the day 
provided by law, in such form and manner as may be directed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to the collector or a deputy collector of the district in which they 
reside, or to such officer or agent as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
may designate, of the amount of their income, gains, and profits, as afore- 
said; and all guardians and trustees, executors, administrators, agents, re- 
ceivers, and @ll persons or corporations acting in any fiduciary capacity, 
shall make and render a list or return, as aforesaid, to the collector or a dep- 
uty collector of the district in which such person or corporation acting ina 
fiduciary capacity resides or does business, or to such officer or agent as thé 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may designate, of the amount of in- 
come, gains, and profits of any minor or person for whdm they act, but per- 
sons ae less than 83,500 income are not required to make such report; 
and the collector, deputy collector, or Officer or agent designated by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall require every list or return to be 
verified by the oath or affirmation of the party rendering it, and may in 
crease the amount of any list or return if he has reason to believe that the 
same is understated; and in case any such person having a taxable income 
shall neglect or refuse to make and render such list and return, or shall 
render a willfully false or fraudulent list or return, it shall be the duty of 
the collector, deputy collector, or officer or agent designated by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, to make such list, according to the best in- 
formation he can obtain, by the examination of such person, or any other 
evidence, and to add 50 per cent asa penalty to the amount of the tax due 
on such list in all cases of willful neglect or refusal to make and render a 
list or return; and in all cases of a willfully false or fraudulent list or re 
turn having been rendered to add 100 per cent as a penalty to the amount of 
tax ascertained to be due, the tax and the additions thereto as a penalty to 
be assessed and collected in the manner provided for in other cases of will- 
ful neglect or refusal to render a list or return, or of rendering a false or 
fraudulent return: Provided, That any person or corporation, in his, her, 
or its own behalf, or as such fiduciary, shall bo permitted to declare, under 
oath or affirmation, the form and manner of which shall be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, that he, she. or his or her or its ward or beneficiary, was 
not possessed of an income of $4,000, liable to be assessed according to the 
provisions of this act; or may declare that he, she, or it, or his, her, or its 
ward or beneficiary has been assessed and has paid an income tax elsewhere 
in the same year under authority of the United States, upon all his, her, or 
its income, gains, or profits, and upon all the income, gains, or profits for 
which he, she, or it is liable as such fiduciary, as prescribed by law; and 
if the collector, deputy collector, or other designated officer or agent shall 
be satisfied of the truth of the declaration, such person or corporation shall 
thereupon be exempt from income tax in the said district for that year; or 
if the list or return of any person or corporation, company, or association 
shall have been increased by the collector, deputy collector, or other desig- 

















ate -er or agent, such person or corporation, company, or association 
ets perenne to prove the amount of income liable to be assessed; but 
guch proof shall not be considered as conclusive of the facts, and no deduc- 
tions claimed in such cases shall be made or allowed until approved by the 
collector, deputy collector, or other designated officer oragent. Any person 
or company, corporation, or association feeling aggrieved by the decision 
of the deputy collector, or any officer or agent other than the collector, in 
such cases May appeal to the collector of the district, and his decision 
thereon, unless reversed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall 
pe final. If dissatisfied with the decision of the collector, such person or 
corporation, company, or association may submit the case, With all the pa- 
pers, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for his decision, and may 
furnish the testimony of witnesses to prove any relevant facts, having 
served notice to that effect upon the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
as herein prescribed. 

Such notice shall state the time and place at which, and the officer before 
whom, the testimony will be taken; the name, age, residence, and business 
ofthe proposed witness, with the questions to be propounded to the wit 
ness, or a brief statement of the substance of the testimony he is exp ted 
to give. 

The notice shall be delivered or mailed to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue a sufficient number of days previous to the day fixed for taking 
the testimony, to allow him, after its receipt, at least five days, exclusive of 
the period required for mail communication with the = at which the 
testimony is to be taken, in which to give, should he so desire, instructions 
as to the cross-examination of the proposed witness. 

Whenever practicable, the affidavit or deposition shall be taken before a 
collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, in which case reasonable 
notice shall be given to the collector or deputy collector of the time fixed 
for taking the deposition or affidavit: 

Provided, further, That no penalty shall be assessed upon any person or 
corporation, company, or association, for such neglect or refusal or for 
making or rendering a willfuliy false or fraudulent return, except after 
reasonable notice of the time and place of hearing, to be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this section, I suggest 
to the Senator from Missouri that in line 5, on page 179, the 
words he proposes to strike out, ‘‘ with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury,” are the important ones that I suppose 
the Senator desires to strike out, and I ask him to allow the re- 
maining words to stand. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be agreed to in the absence of objection. The ques- 
tion recurs on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether the Democratic agreement to take this bill as it is, no 
matter what anybody may think of it, extends to the spelling in 
line 19, on page 176, where the word ‘‘ beneficiary” is spelled 
‘tbh. e-n-i-fi-c-i-a-r-y.” 

Mr. VEST. That has been corrected. We knew the Sen- 
ator jrom Massachusetts would object, and so we corrected it in 
advance. 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the Democratic caucus had probably 
adopted this spelling of the word. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; we knew the Senator would find it out, 
and so we corrected it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment to the section after line 
10, on page 178. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, on page 178, it is 
proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the Government may at the same time and place take tes- 
timony to rebut the testimony of the witnesses examined by the person 
taxed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should not the Government be at liberty 
to take testimony at some other place, if it be more convenient? 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply offered the amendment because this 
part of the section providing for the taking of testimony pro- 
vides for the taking of evidence of witnesses on behalf of the 
person who is delinquent. I think the Government ought at 
the same time and place and before the same person have the 
right to take testimony to rebut the evidence taken by the tax 
debtor. 

Mr. HOAR. [I have not considered this question and it is not, 
I suppose, a very important matter, but it ts hardly just to the 
Government to put it into the power of the taxed person to se- 
lect the magistrate, to fix the time, and to fix the place where 
not only his own testimony shall be taken, but the Government 
testimony shall be taken. There is nothing that requires it to 
be done in the district. Suppose some taxpayer in the city of 
New Orleans should notify the Government official to go down 
there and take testimony about his property in Massachusetts; 
thereupon not only the testimony has to be taken there, but all 
the rebutting testimony. I leave it to the Senator from Mis- 
souri to look after this matter; but it strikes me that it is hardly 
a just arrangement. 

Mr, ALLEN, I realize the force of the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; but I think this statute ought to be 
broad enough to permit the Government to take testimony in 
rebuttal of the testimony of the tax delinquent at any time. I 
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am perfectly willing to have this amendment so broadened that 
the Government may take the testimony before the same per- 
son at the same time and place, or before any other qualified 
officer at any proper time and place, upon five days’ notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. Isuggest tothe Senator from Missouri that if 
he propozes to agree to this amendment he have it carefully 
prepared, so that if there is to be an examination, with counsel 
upon each side and at more than one place, it shall be so pro- 
vided that at any hearing or examination due notice may be 
given to the other side; otherwise it would be a disadvantage, 
perhaps, at one time to the Government and at another time to 
the party taxed, if the testimony should be taken without due 
notice. The Senitor from Missouri and the Senator from Ne- 
braska can prepare the phraseology, and see that it is adapted 
to the subsequent sections. : 

Mr. VEST. The bill sufficiently provides for the protection 
of the citizen. As I understand the Senator from Nebraska, he 
is under the impression that the Government ought to be per- 
mitted to take testimony at the same time and place. The pro- 
vision in the bill now requires that a sufficient notice shall be 
given to the officialsof the Government so that they can be there 
and subject the witnesses to cross-examination. I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts proposes that 
the Government may have an opportunity to take testimony at 
some other time and place. If that be granted, clearly, there- 
fore, it ought to be included that the other side shall have no- 
tice of that examination. My suggestion is only to the effect 
that the provision be carefully examined by the Senator from 
Missouri before he agrees to it becoming part of the proposed 
law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to fortify the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] by calling atten- 
tion to the fact that the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] says that depositions may be taken by the Gov- 
ernment at the same time and place, but it does not appear to 
require that notice shall be given of the names of witnesses. 
The provision as to the taxpayer requires him to state the time 
and place, ‘‘ the name, age, residence, and business of the pro- 
posed witness.” That is, of course, so that the Government may 
know whatitistomeet. If the Government is to take testimony 
at the same time, it ought to give a like notice. 

Mr. HALE. And under like restrictions. 

Mr.CHANDLER. And there should be the same restrictions 
upon the Government. 

While I think the provision moved by the Senator from Ne- 
braska is well enough, it should certainly not give the Govern- 
ment the right to appear at the time of the taking of the depo- 
sition of any witness, or any number of witnesses, and take their 
testimony, without having previously given tothe taxpayer the 
same notice which the taxpayer was compelled to give the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I drew this amendment very hastily while sit- 
ting at my desk when the Secretary was reading the bill. I did 
not take the time to draw it with as much care as I should have 
done if this matter had come to my attention before. I intro- 
duced it more for the purpose of putting the committee on no- 
tice of the fact that this proposed law might be evaded, and that 
it would work a practical injustice to the Government. 

It strikes me that it is absurd to say that a person who is as- 
sessed under this law and who isdissatisfied with theassessment, 
might appeal to the collector of internal revenue and take tes- 
timony in support of his appeal, and at the same time the Gov- 
ernment be powerless to rebut the testimony taken or to intro- 
duce any new facts which might be essential to establish the 
truth. I take it for granted that, while my amendment is im- 
perfect, having been drawn so hastily, the committee are put 
upon their notice, and that they will draft the proper amend- 
ment and submit it to us. 

Mr. VEST. We considered these provisions of the bill very 
carefully, and I want to say now that I think if the Senator from 
Nebraska will examine the whole section carefully he will be 
satisfied that it is in very good shape as it now stands. 

These provisions apply to a case where the collector increases 
the amount of the return made by any taxpayer, and if the tax- 
payer is dissatisfied with the action of the collector, he can then 
give notice, fix a day, and bring his witnesses to convince the 
collector that he has not diminished the amount of his return, 
but has made it correctly. 

It is a question for the collector to be satisfied in regard to 
what has been done by himself. Itis brought before him. It 
is not a proceeding in court of a plaintiff and defendant in the 
strict sense or in the proper signification ofthe term. Itsimply 
applies to a case where the collector for some reason comes to 
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the conclusion that the return is not qa proper one and he in- 
creases it. 

This practice obtains in a great many States. In my own 
State. for instance, where a taxpayer has not made a proper re- 
turn of his property the officer, i satisfied that such is the case, 


that there has been some suppression of the truth or even some 
mistake, increases the amount of the assessment; and then we 
have a day there for correcting assessments, upon which the 
party m ‘appear, bring his witnesses, and be sworn himself, 


and convince the oflicer, if he can, that the assessment iscorrect 
both as to quantity and as to value. That isallof it. I think 


Mr. HARRIS. That bas been understood from the begin- 
ning. 

The Secretary read as follows: P 

Skc. 57. The taxes on incomes herein imposed shall be due and payable 
on or before the Ist day of July ineach year; and to any sum or sums an- 
nually due and unpaid after the Ist day of July as aforesaid, and for ten 
days after notice and demand thereof by the collector, there shall be levied 
in addition thereto, the sum of 5 per cent on the amount of taxes unpaid’ 


| and interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month upon said tax from th¢ time 


there are sufficient safeguards here for the Government. The | 


material point is to guard the citizen. 
yrovisions of this proposed law every right that can possibly 
be conceived of under the circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to be captious about this mat- 
ter atall. Iam well satisfied that the amendment I offered, or 
one similar to it, but probably broader, ought to be adopted if 
this bill becomes a law. As I understand the bill, any person 
who refuses to make a proper return to the assessor, or who 
willfully neglects tomake that return, the assessor is authorized 
to assess him, and to make a list of his property from the best 
information he may be able to obtain. Then the delinquent is 
permtted to appeal from that assessment to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, and take evidence in support of his appeal. 

L take it for granted that the man who will not make an hon- 
est return, or who will not make any return at all, proposes to 
defraud the Government. If he has an opportunity to make a 
return and will not make it, or if he hasan opportunity to make 
a return and makes a fraudulent return, and compels the asses- 
sor of internal revenue to rely upon his own judgment and inde- 
pendent sources of information, | take it for granted that that 
kind of a man will pursue his fraudulent purposes further, and 
undertake to defeat the Government in getting a corrected re- 
turn of his property and his assessable income, 

If he is permitted to take testimony*before some officer, and 
then appeal from that officer to the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
at Washington, [ take it for granted that the Government may 
be defeated and will be defeated in a majority of instances inthe 
collection of the proper revenue from that man by that merely 
ex purte method of doing business, and that fairness to this Gov- 
ernment and good faith in the execution of this proposed law 
requires that the Government should have ample pewer to show 


that that man has made a fraudulent or an unjust return, and | 


ample power to rebut all testimony that he may have produced: 
and, Mr. President, more than that, ample power on the part of 
the Government to introduce independent testimony showing 
the fact, independentof this evidence, thatthe assessment oug ht 
to be raised. 


This proposed law, in my judgment, is absolutely harmless | 


against a man who intends to defraud the Government with 
these provisions standing in italone. It strikes me that there 
can be no glossing over of this matter. Every man who has 
had experience as a lawyer or who has had experience in the 
assessment of revenue understands full well how these laws can 
be evaded. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10,on page 178, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That the Government may at thesame time and place take testi- 
mony to rebut the testimony of the witnessesexamined by the person taxed, 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting the words ‘‘upon like notice” after the words ‘ take 
testimony.” 

Mr. HARRIS. 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “take testimony,” in line 
3 of the amendment, it is proposed to insert ‘“‘ upon like notice;” 
80 as to read: 

Provided, That the Government may at the same time and place take tes- 
timony, upon like notice, to rebut the testimony of the witnesses examined 
by the person taxed. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, of course the same understanding 
exists with reference to all these sections, that at the end I may 
move to strike them all out. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 


I do not think there can be any objection to 





He will have under the | 





the same became due, as a penalty, except from the estates of deceased, in 
sane, or insolvent persons. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
section, in line 14, after the word ‘‘same,” to strike out ‘ be- 
came” and insert ‘‘ becomes;” so as to read: 

And interest at the rate of 1 per cent per month up 
time the same becomes due as a penalty, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAK. Is there anywhere in this billa provision for ex- 
emption in the case of accident or mistake from this heavy pen- 
alty of 12 per cent, and, in addition, 5 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; there is a provision here which gives 
the Secretary of the Treasury ample power to correct any mis- 
take or to remit any ponalty. 

Mr. HOAR. Isupposed there would be such a provision some- 
where, 

Mr. VEST. The last provision at the close of the income tax, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will bo 
resumed. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sxc. 58. That every nonresident person owning property in the United 
States or receiving income from the United States shall pay a tax on the 
income received as if resident in the United States. Any such nonresident 


may also receive the benetit of the exemption by filing with the deputy col- 
lector of any district a true list of all his property in the United States, or 


yn said tax from the 


| sources of income, in the same manner as a resident is required todo. In 


computing income for purpose of exemptions he shall include all income 
from every source, but shall only pay on that part of the income which is 
derived from any source in the United States. In case such nonresident 
fails to file such statement, then the deputy of each district shall collect the 
tax on the income derived from his district, making no allowance for ex- 
emptions, and all property belonging tosuch nonresident shall be liable to 
distraint for tax: Provided, That nonresident corporations shall be subject 
to same laws as to tax as resident corporations, and the collection of the 
tax shall be made in same manner as provided fer collections of taxes 
against nonresident persons. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
words ‘Sec. 58,” to strike out ‘that every nonresident person 
owning property in the United States or receiving income from 
the United States shall pay a tax on the income received as if 
resident in the United States;” in line 20, after the word ‘‘ any,” 
to strike out ‘‘such;” in the same line, after the word “‘ nay,’ to 
strike out ‘“‘also;” in line 21, after the words ‘‘ benefit of the,” 
to strike out “exemption” and insert ‘‘exemptions hereinbe- 
fore provided for;” in line 23, after the word “property,” to 
strike out ‘‘in the United States or’’ and insert ‘‘and;” in line 
24, after the word ‘‘income,”’ to insert ‘‘in the United States;’’ 
in the same line, after the words ‘‘United States,” to strike out 
‘‘in the same manner as” and insert ‘‘and complying with tho 
provisions of section 56 of this act as if;”’ on page 180, line |, 
after the word ‘‘ residents,” to strike out ‘‘is required to do;” 
in line 2, after the word “income,” to strike out ‘for purpose 
of exemptions;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘ statement,” to strike 
out ‘*‘then;” in the same line, before the words “ of each district,” - 
to strike out ‘ deputy ” and insert ‘ collector;” in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘ from,” to insert ‘‘ property situated in;” in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ district,” to insert ‘*subject"to income tax;” in 
line 11, before the word ‘‘same,” to insert ‘‘the;” and in line 

2, before the word ‘‘ same,” to insert ‘‘the;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Spc. 68. Any nonresident may receive the benefit of the exemptions here- 
inbefore provided for by filing with the deputy collector of any districta 
true list of all his property and sources of income in the United States, and 
complying with the provisions of section 56 of this actasif aresident. In 
computing income he shall include all income from every source, but shall 
only pay on that part of the income which is derived from any source in the 
United States. In case such nonresident fails to file such statement, the 
collector of each district shall collect the tax on the income derived from 
property situated in his district, subject to income tax, making no allow- 
ance for exemptions, and all property belonging to such nonresident shall 
be liable to distraint fortax: Provided, That nonresident corporations shall 
be subjeet to the same laws as to tax as resident corporations, and the col- 
lection of the tax shall be made in the same manner as provided for collec- 
tions of taxes against nenresident persons. 


Mr. HOAR. Should not the section be amended by inserting 
after the word “‘ nonresident,” in line 20, the words ‘‘ but nota 
citizen of the United States,” so as to make it conform to what 
has previously been done? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Should not the amendment eome in on the 
next page? ; 

Mr.HOAR. Yes; inline3, on page 180, after the word ‘‘ but,” 
I move ta insert “unless he be a citizen of the United States, 
he.” 

Mr. VEST. That is the meaning of it as it stands. 

Mr. HOAR. These words should be inserted. 





1894. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. On page 180, line 3, after the word “ but,” 
jt is proposed to insert ‘‘unless he be a citizen of the United 
States, he;” so as to read: 
in computing income he shall include all income from every source, but, 
unless he be a citizen of the United States, he shall only pay on that part of 


his income which is derived from any source inthe United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resumed. : , J 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose tostrike 
out sections 59, 60, and 61, as follows: 

Sno. 59. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 2 per cent on 
dividends in scrip or money thereafter declared due, wherever and 


The reading of the bill will be 


@il 


whonever the same be declared payable to stockholders, policy holdefs, or | 
depositors or parties whatsoever, including nonresidents, whether citizens | 
or aliens, as part of the earnings, income, or gains of any bank, trust com: | 


pany, savings institution, and of any fire, marine, life, inland insurance 
company, ether stock or mutual, under whatever name or style known or 
called in the United States or Territories, whether specially incorporated or 
existing under general laws, and on all undistributed sums, or sums made 
or added during the year to their surplus or contingeat funds; on all divi- 
dends, annuities, or interest paid by corporations or associations organized 
for profit by virtue of the laws of the United States or of any State or Ter- 
ritory, by means of which the liability of the individual stockholders is in 
anyWise limited, in cash, scrip, or otherwise; and the net income of all 
such corporations in excess of such dividends, annuities, and interest, or 
from any other sources whatever; and said banks, trust companies, say- 
ings institutions, and insurance companies, and other companies, and all 
other corporations, shall pay the said tax, and are hereby authorized and 
required to deduct and withhold from all payments made on accountof any 
dividends or sums of money that may be due and payable as aforesaid, the 
said tax of 2 percent. Anda list or return shall be made and rendered to 
the deputy colleetor, or other officer or agent designated by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, within thirty days after any dividends or sums 
of money become due or payable as aforesaid; and said list or return shall 
contain a true and faithful account of the amount of taxes as aforesaid; and 
there shall be annexed thereto a declaration of the president, cashier, or 
treasurer, or the principal accounting officer of the bank, trust company, 
savings institution, or Insurance company, or other corporation, under oath 


or affirmation, inform and manner as may be prescribed by the Commis- | 
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the amount of tax, and there shall be annexed theretoa declaration of the 
president or treasurer or other principal accounting officer of the company 
or corporation under oath or affirmation, in form or manner as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that the same contains 
a true and faithful account of said tax. And for any default in making or 
rendering such list or return, with the declaration annexed, or of the pay 
ment of the tax as aforesaid, the company or corporation making such de 
fault shall forfeit as a penalty the sum of #00 and double the amount of the 
tax; andin case of any default in making or rendering said list or return, 
or of the payment of the tax or any part thereof, as aforesaid, the assessment 
and collection of the tax and penalty shall be made according to the provi 
sious of law in other cases of neglect or refusal: Provided, That whenever 


any of the companies or corporations mentioned in this section shal! be 
unable to pay all of the interest on their indebtedne and shall in fact fail 
to pay all of such interest, that in such cases the tax levied by this section 
Shall be paid to the United States only on the amountof interest which the 
coiInpany pays or is able to pay. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 59. That there shall be assessed, levied, and collected except as 


herein otherwise provided, a tax of 2 per cent annually on the net profits ot 
income above actual operating and business expenses, losses, and interes 
on bonded and other indebtedness of all banks, banking institutions, trust 
companies, saving institutions, fire, marine, life, and other insurance com- 
panies, railroad, canal, oe canal navigation, slack water, telephone, 
telegraph, express, electric light, gas, water, street railway companies, and 
all other corporations, companies, or associations doing business for profit 
in the United States, nomatter how created and organized 
That said tax shall be paid on or before the Ist day of July 


t 





in eac year 
and if the president or other chief officer of any corporation, company, or 
association, or in the caseof any foreign corporation, company, or associa 
tion the resident manager or agent, shall neglect or refuse to file with t 
collector of the mmternal-revenue district in which said corporation, com 


e 


| pany, or association shall be located or beengaged in business, a statement 


siot.er of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- | 


uy, that the same contains a true and faithful account ofthe taxes as afore- 
said. And forany default in the making or rendering of such list or return, 


with such declaration annexed, the bank, trust company, savings institution, 
or insurance company, or other corporation making such default, shall for- 
feit as @ penalty the sum of $1,000; and in case of any default in making or 
rendering said list or return, or of any default in the payment of the tax as 
required, or any part thereof, the assessment and collection of the tax and 
penalty shall be in accordance with the gemeral provisions of law in other 
cases of neglect and refusal: Provided, That the tax upon the dividends of 
life insurance companies shall not be deemed due until such dividends are pay- 
able; nor shall the portion of premiums returned by mutual life insurance 
companies to their = holders, nor the interest allowed or paid to the de- 
positors insavings banks or savingsinstitutions, be consideredsadividends: 

ind provided further, That this act shall notapply to the income ordividends 
received orpaid by such building and loan associations asare organized under 
the laws of any State or Territory, and which do not make loans es to 
shareholders within the State where such associations have been organized. 
For the purposes of this act ‘‘dividend” shall include every payment in the 
way of division among the owners of the stock or capital of a corporation, 
or persons entitled to ashare of its profits or income, whether such divi- 
dends are paid out of profits or not, or are paid in cash or otherwise. 

Sxc. 60. That any bank, building association, or other banking institution 
which shall neglect or omit to make dividends or additions to its surplus or 
contingent fund as often as once in six months shall make a listor returnin 
duplicate, under oath or affirmation of the president or cashier, or principal 
accounting officer, to the deputy collector of the district in which it is lo- 
cated, or to the officer or agent designated by the Commissioner of lnternal 
Revenue, on the Ist day of January and July in each year, or within thirty 
days thereafter, of the amount of profits which have accrued or been earned 
or received by said bank during the six months next preceding said Ist day 
of Januaryand July; and shall present one of said lists or returns and pay to 
the collector of the district a duty of 2 per cent on such profits, and in case 
of default to make such list or return and payment witbin the thirty days, 
as aforesaid, shall be subject tothe provisions of the foregoing section of 
this act: Provided, That when any dividend is made which ineludes any part 


of the surplus or contingent fund of any bank, trust company, savings in- | 


stitution, insurance or railroad company, which has been assessed and the 
duty paid thereon, the amount of duty so paid on that portion of the surplus 
or contingent fund may be deducted from the duty on such dividend. 

Sxo. 61. That any railroad, canal, turnpike, canal navigation or slack- 
water company, and any telephone, telegraph, electric light and gas com- 
pany, water company, and any street railway company, or other corpora- 
tion, indebted for any money for which bonds or other evidence of indebt- 
edness have been issued, payable in one or more years after date, upon 
which interest is stipulated to be paid, or coupons representing the inter- 
est, or any such company or other corporation that may have declared any 
dividend in scrip or money due or payable to its stockholders, including 
nonresidents, whether citizens or aliens, as part of the earnings, profits, 
income, or gains of such company, and all profits of such company or cor- 
ae carried to the account of any fund, or used for construction, shall 

c suhiect to and pay a tax of 2 percent on the amount of all such interest, 
or coupons, dividends, or profits, whenever and wherever the same shall be 

ayable, and to whatsoever party or person the same may be payable, 

ncluding nonresidents, whether citizens or aliens, and ona companies 
are hereby authorized to deduct and withhold from all payments on ac- 
count of any interest, or coupons and dividends, due and payable as 
aforesaid, the tax of 2 per cent; and the payment of the amount of said txa 
80 deducted from the interest or coupons or dividends, and certified by the 
president or treasurer or other prince _— accounting officer of said company 
or corporation, shall discharge said company or corporation from that 
amountof the dividend or interest or coupon on the bonds or other evi- 
dences of their indebtednesss so held by any person or party whatever, ex- 
cept where said companies or corporations may have contracted otherwise. 
And a list or return shall be made and rendered to the deputy collector, or 


other officer or agent designated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
that in which said interest, 
bie, and as often as every six 
a true and faithful account of 


on or before the 10th day of the month followin 
coupons, or dividends become due and pw 
months; and said list or return shall conta 








verified by his oath or affirmation, in such form as shall be preseribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, showing the amount of net profits or income received by said 
corporation, company, or association during the whole calendar year las 

preceding the date of filing said statement as hereinafter required, the cor 

poration, company, or association making default shall forfei » penalty 
the sum of $1,000, and 2 per cent on theamount of taxes due, for each month 
until the same is paid, the payment of said penalty to be enforced as pro 

vided in other cases of negiect and refusal to make return of taxes uncer the 
internal-revenue laws. 

The net profits or income of all corporations, companies, or associations 
shall include the amounts paid to shareholders, or carried to the account of 
any fund, or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other ex 
penditure or investment representing the net annual profits made ora 
quired by said corporations, companies, or associations. 

That nothing herein contained shall apply to States, counties, or munici- 

palities; nor to corporations, companies, or associations organized and 
conducted solely for charitable, religious, or educational purposes, inclu 
ing fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating upon the 
lodge system and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident. and other 
benefits to the members of such societies, orders, and associations, and < 
pendents of such members; nor tothe stocks, shares, funds, or securities held 
by any tiduciary or trustee of charitable, religious, or educational purpose 
nor to building and loan associations or companies which make loans only to 
their shareholders; nor to such savings banks, savings institutions, or 
ties as shall, first, have no stockholders or members except depositors and no 
capital except deposits; secondly, shall not receive deposits to an aggre 
gate amount in any one year of more than $1,000 from the same depositor; 
thirdly, shall not allow an accumulation or total of deposits by any one de- 
y0sitor exceeding $10,000; fourthly, shall actually divide and distribute 
ts depositors, ratably to deposits, all the earnings over the necessary and 
proper expenses of such bank, institution, or society, except such as shall 
be applied to surplus; and fifthly, shall not possess in any form a surplus 
fund exceeding 10 per cent of its aggregate deposits. 

Nor to any insurance company or association which conducts all its busi- 
ness solely upon the mutual plan, and only for the benefit of its policy hold 
ers or members, and having no capital stock and no stock or shareholders, 
and holding all its property in trust and inreserve for its policy holders or 
members; nor to that part of the business of any insurance company hav- 
ing a capital stock and stoek and shareholders, which is conducted on the 
mutual plan, separate from its stock plan of insurance, and solely for the 
benefit of the policy holders and members insured on said mutual plan, and 
holding all the property belonging to and derived from said mutual part of 
its business in trust and reserve for the benefit of its policy holders and 
members insured on said mutual plan. 


Mr. VEST. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk 
to the first part of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the words down to the words 
‘‘ expenses of,” in line 16 of the print I have, beginning ‘*‘ That 
there shall be.” I desire to have the words [ propose to insert 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


aif 


OC1e 


to 


That there shall be assessed, levied, and collected, except as herein other- 
wise provided, a tax of 2 per cent annually on the net profits or income 
above actual operating and business expenses, losses, and interest on bonded 
and other indebtedness. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Missouri that the amendment proposed by him is 
embodied in the amendment which has just been read by the 
Seeretary. 

Mr. HILL. Have these amendments been printed? 

Mr. VEST. Substantially the amendment which has just been 
read has been printed. I havechanged one or two words in it, and 
the Secretary read the amendment as if a part of the text of the 
bill, which has created confusion. If he had read the text of the 
bill as it was, and then taken up the amendments, we could have 
proceeded regularly with them, but he has read the amendments 
as an origin rt of the text. 

Mr. ALLISON, Has this amendment been agreed to? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that the paragraph 
in relation to bondholders or holders of certificates of indebted- 
ness ought to be stricken out. Its object is provided for in other 
ways. : 

Mr. VEST. I had rather not strike out the whole paragraph, 
because it is entirely consistent now with other provisions of the 
bill. 





Mr. ALDRICH. They can only be explanatory and might be | 


confusing. Itisentirely covered by the first of these paragraphs. 

Mr. VEST. It does no harm in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It might doa great deal of harm. 

Mr. VEST. 
not hear the Secretary read, to insert at the end of line 11, of 
section 59, what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary advises the 
Chair that the same amendment was read at the end of the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. That is what created the confusion. That was 
not a part of the text of the bill. It isan amendment proposed 
by the committee, and ought to have been read as an amend- 
ment. However, as it has all been read it may as well be acted 
on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the 
anvéndment proposed by the Senator from Missouri was in the 
nature of a substitute for sections 59, 60, and 61, and it was so 
read by the Secretary, embodying all the amendments which 
the Senator from Missouri has indicated. 

Mr.PLATT. The Secretary read all the amendments which 
have been proposed? 

Mr. VEST. As part of the text, and that has created con- 
fusion. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent that the section as 
first read by the Secretary be considered as adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I desire to amend some 
portions of it. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless that can be carried out, I think the 
amendment regarding savings banks had better be read and 
adopted, and also the amendment regarding insurance compa- 
nies. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was read as a part of the 
amendment as submitted from the desk. 

Mr. FRYE. And it has been adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. It has not been adopted yet. 

Mr. ALDRICH, But it is all open to amendment, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. VEST. If we had read the text of the bill as originally 
offered and taken up the amendments offered seriatim, there 
would not have been any trouble, and the amendments would be 
as if they were inthe bill. I do not go by the new print, which 
is simply confusing, but I take the original bill and proposed to 
offer the amendments at their proper places. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment as read by 
the Secretary at first be considered as the amendment of the 
cominittee and opento amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. That is what I suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis exactly what has been done, and I do 
not think there is any censure to the clerk. 

Mr. PLATT. Not atall. 

Mr. HARRIS. The clerk announced that what he then pro- 
posed to read was in lieu of three sections which the committee 
recommended to be stricken out, and the substitute followed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was of opinion, and 
so announced, that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri was in the nature of a substitute for sections 59, 
60, and 61. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the unanimous consent asked by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] been acted upon? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has. 

Mr. GRAY. That fixes it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is considered as agreed to; 
and now the question is upon the amendment asa whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is open to amendment now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend on page 187, line 20, after 
the word ‘‘companies,” by striking out the remainder of the 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, on page 187, it is proposed to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘ companies,” as follows: 


And all other corporations, companies, or associations doing business for 
profit in the United States, no matter how created and organized. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I move this amendment for 





| mittee strikes out three sections inserted by the House of Re 
| resentatives, and in effect changes the scope of the original pro- 
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I now desire to offer an amendment which I did | 
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the purpose of ascertaining a little more fully the scope of the 
amendment as now proposed by the committee. Thus far it } 8 
been the purpose of the committee and of the Senate in dealine 
with amendments toliberalize these provisions. Theamendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on behalf of the com- 


p- 


vision of these three sections. The three sections in the bil} 


| Are taken principally from the old laws respecting incomes. 


Those provisions were intended to make more certain the 
collection of the income tax, and were inserted in the law of 
1862, the law of 1864, and the laws passed in subsequent y 
for that purpose. It was said then, as we have heard it said 
two.or three times during this debate, that the income tax 
would be evaded by those who ought to pay it, and the object 
of inserting these provisions in the income-tax law during the 
war and after the war was to require the great corporations of 
the United States to pay the incomes for the beneficiaries, de 
ducting the amount of the income from the interest on bonds 
and dividends paid and the money carried to surplus. 

That was the original object, as I understand, of the sections 
relating to corporations, but in the sections of the original acts 
and the amendments every corporation was named; that is, the 
character of the corporation was named, and there were but two 
kinds of corporations in our income-tax law originally. Those 
were moneyed corporations, such as banks, trust companies, 


| and quasi money corporations, such as insurance companies, 


building associations, etc. That was one class of corporations. 
Another class consisted of transportation companies, which 
sarried for hire. During all the period of the income tax from 
1862 to 1871 no other class of corporations was included. All 
the small corporations of the country were left to the original 
operation of the income tax; their dividends were paid, if divi- 
dends were declared, and carried in the income statements and 
returns of the individual members of those corporations. 

The House of Representatives in those three sections changed 
entirely—although they adopted substantially many features of 
the old laws—the character of the income tax by sweeping in 
not only the corporations named here and named in the old laws, 
but by sweeping in every corporation of every name and nature, 
no matter how created or how organized, or how small or how 
great. Thus it is, that we have in the pending bill a provision 
which not only applies to the great money corporations of the 
country and to the great transportation companies of the coun 
try, but which applies to every corporation, however small, in 
every State in the Union. That perhaps would not be so objec- 
tionable if it were not for the fact that by the terms of the bill 
there is a discrimination made against these people, which is an 
unjust discrimination. 

We have decided here by several votes in this Chamber that 
every person who is liable to the income tax is authorized to 
exclude from his return his taxes upon that income; first, $4,000, 
and then he is allowed toexclude from it all the taxes which he 
pays, State, national, and municipal; thus swelling the exeimp- 
tion of each individual in many cases many thousands of dollais 
more. If, however, a man or a woman ora minor child holds 
ten shares in the smallest corporation in the United States, 
which yields only $50 upon those ten shares, that person is com 
pelled to pay an income tax of 2 per cent upon those shares in 
that corporation. 

Mr. President, I have waited to see whéther the committee 
could not in some form, by some provision, provide for this grea‘ 
injustice which will apply to thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands of people in every State of the Union. 

Mr. HILL. If theSenator will allow me, I will suggest that 
at the proper time, on the conclusion of his remarks, I have 
three amendments to cover the very point which he suggests, 
which I propose to offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not, of course, know what amendments 
are to be proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator's criticism of the bill as it stands is 
perfectly well taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I want to do now is to see if we can not 
do exact justice to these small investors. I want this bill, when 
it shall go from the Senate, to do as nearly equal justice as we 
can do to the small investors in the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator whether he conceives 
that the language he seeks to strike out, ‘‘and all other cor- 
porations, companies, or associations doing business for profit 
nthe United States, no matter how created and organized,’ 
would include any large corporations, or are all the large cor- 
»orations, which he seeks to reach by this provision, provided 
or in the explicit clause which precedes these words? 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be some large manufacturing 
corporations which would be excluded by the amendment I pro- 
pose. 
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Mr. HALE. Would the Senator desire to exclude these, or 
could he frame his amendment by a limitation as to the amount 
of capital stock or something of that kind, so that these small 
concerns, which I think everybody wishes to encourage, would 
not be subject to the provision? 

Mr. GRAY. As I read the language in the section, if you 
struck that out there would be nothing to apply to the sugar 
trust corporation, so called, the great industrial corporation. 

Mr. HALE. The small concerns would be saved by inserting 
a limitation as to the amount of capital. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to include in the amendment 
I have proposed any of the large corporations. I only move to 
strike these out for the purpose of reaching the point which I 
am making, and that is, that this section as it stands applies to 
the small corporations which are scattered throughout the 
United States. It may be limited, as the Senator from Maine 
proposes, by fixing the amount of bona fide capital paid in. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator whether it would 
not be better, lest this may excludesomething which we all wish 
to have provided for, instead of striking out the words “all cor- 
porations, companies, or associations doing business for profit in 
the United States, no matter how created and organized,’’ to add 
to them ‘‘whenever such corporation, company, or association 
shall not exceed in the amount of its capital stock paid in 
$100,000.” 

Would not that cover the thought which the Senator has in 
mind? 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers practically one thought I have 
in mind, but there is still another thought to which I wish to 
refer before I take my seat. 

Mr. President, there are in my State, I have no doubt, 500 
corporations which are engaged in manufacture, in trade, and 
in business of various kinds, every one of which will be com- 
pelled, under this provision as it stands, to pay 2 per cent upon 
the profits which they make, practically the gross profits, upon 
the amount of money they have invested in the corporation. It 
would be an injustice to these people that this should be done. 
I desire that this shall be done either by excluding every cor- 
poration not named—and I am willing to name the great indus- 
trial corporations of the country, in order that there may be no 
mistake about that—or in any proper way; but I do not want to 
include the smaller corporations I have described. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I presume it is true of the Senator’s State, as 
itis of mine, that in every county in the State there is to-day a 
portion of the farmers who utilize their milk in making it into 
butterand cheese. I presume in my State there are one hun- 
dred of these associations where the capital stock would be 
twenty-five thousand or fifty thousand dollars, and all paid in 
by the farmers. Then they carry their milk and manufacture 
it into cheese or into butter or something of that kind, and di- 
vide the profits. Is it possible that the committee desire to im- 
pose a tax of 2 per centon the net no of those little concerns? 
They are hardly entitled to be called corporations, but they are. 
It is true all over the North that to-day the farmers work in 
that way in disposing of their milk. It is equally true in my 
State, and I suppose that it isin others, that there are little cor- 
porations which can fish and lobsters, and things of that kind 
with perhaps a capital of only $25,000. 

Mr. HALE. It applies to almost every form of human in- 
dustry. It is the fashion now instead of making a partnership 
to form these little associations and put in twenty-five, forty, or 
fifty thousand dollars. 
than discouraged. 

Mr. HOAR. This does not include partnerships. It applies 
only to companies, corporations, or associations, not partner- 
ships. 

r. HILL. 
vestments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Missouri state whether the interpretation given to this bill by 
the Senator from Massachusetts in his opinion is a correct one, 
because if the word ‘‘association” here includes partnerships, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts stated, as I understand 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I understood the Senator to 
Bay. 

Mr. HOAR. I said ‘‘ companies.” 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not understand; and I should be glad to 
have the Senator from Missouri state, whether he understands 


It makes a discrimination against corporate in- 





that this section and the subsequent sections regulating this | 


subject are intended to deal with anything but associated cor- 
porations? 


Mr. VEST. That is the meaning of it. IT have not had any 
doubt about it. If I had intended to use the word ‘ partner- 
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They ought to be encouraged rather | I 
| not intend to deal. 
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For instance, take 
That is the way they style 
They are not called ‘‘companies;” they are not 
called ‘‘ corporations ” ¢0 nomine, but they are called ‘‘ associa- 


ships,” I should have said ‘ partnerships.’ 
building and loan associations. 
themselves. 
tions.” Two or more individuals associate themselves, and we 
have a chapter in the Kevised Statutes of Missouri which pro- 
vides for these associations. They are quasi corporations. 

Mr. HALE. That is nota private business partnership. 

Mr. VEST. No; that is not a partnership. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Maine of a limitation upon the capital and another amend- 
ment which I shall be glad to offer later on, cover the point I 
desire to make as tothis subject especially, but I do not see why 
it is that we should not be ehucbetels careful to exclude from the 
operations of this act all these small corporations. We have 
just liberalized this very provision by excluding from the cal- 
culation bonded indebtedness of every kind, and other indebt- 
edness, and we have remanded to the individual person who re- 
ceives an income from bonds the question of making his return 
of that income in this very provision as now amended by the 
Finance Committee. 

We have thus eliminated every suggestion that the corpora- 
tion itself shall deduct the income from its bonds and charge it 
over to the bondholders, as the original income tax law did. 
There is nothing now to be taken from the great body of these 
corporations except the dividends, and they are to be deducted 
and the receiver of the dividend can then put in with his ex- 
emption the amount paid by the corporation on his behalf. So 
I shall modify my amendment by providing that this shall not 
apply to any corporation, company, or association having bona 
fide paid-up capital of not exceeding $100,000. 

Mr. HALE. Let those words come in at the end. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a purely arbitrary distinction; but you 
must make this distinction at some point, unless you strike out 
all these private industrial corporations. 

Mr. HOAR. I havedrawnan amendment which should come 
in as an addition to the language of the original text before it 
is struck out, to which I should like to have the Senator from 
lowa listen, if he will. I do not want to take him off the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will listen to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. There are in my State, and I suppose in nearly 
all the States now, an enormous number of persons who form 
themselves into what are called joint stock companies, but which 
are corporations in the law for two purposes, first, to escape the 
personal liability for debt beyond the limit fixed, whatever it 
may be, and, next, so that whenever a single partner goes out 
or dies or becomes insolvent on his private account, or anything 
else which would dissolve the corporation, there is not to be a 
legal liquidation of the whole concern. These two latter are 
quite as important as the former. 

Some of these companies never divide. One instance came to 
my knowledge the other day which was founded with a capital 
of about $80,000, and had avery profitable business, and in- 
creased to an investment of $800,000, I suppose without any 
debts at all, the original capital stock of which company would 
come within the Senator’s amendment. At the same time this 
corporation, if it is to be taxed at all, should have anexemption 
of a sum equal to the aggregate of the exemption of the men who 
compose it. Suppose they are not allowed the exemption on their 
other property. Here are two men who go into partnership; 
they put in their whole property and their whole labor, and 
they do not divide anything except what is necessary for a fru- 
gal support. 

Mr. ALLISON. That reaches another point with which I did 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that an absolutely just principle univer- 
sally comprehended, that such an institution shall pay on its re- 


| ceipts, it having the benefit only of the exemptions which the 


men who compose it are entitled to? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; butsuppose there are a hundred 
stockholders and each one of them is entitled to an exemption 
of $4,000? Certainly they should be, but that is only an argu- 
ment against including corporations at all. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me I will read my 
proposition. It is as follows: 

Provided, That there shall be allowed to said corporation, company, or as- 
sociation an exemption equal to the aggregate of the exemptions to which 
such stockholders would be entitled in estimating their individual taxes, 
not including, however, any exemption which may be allowed such stock 
holders as individuals 

Why does not that cover the whole thing? 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be a very good provision, but what 
[ desire is that the small corporations shall not be disturbed at 
all by this army of taxgatherers. I donot supposs that it is the 
intent and purpose of those who propose to pass this law that 
we shall immensely increase the working force of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, and yet, unless modifications and ex- 
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clusions are inserted here there will have to be an army of col- 
lectors and deputy collectors equal to that army which we found 
at the close of the war when everything that was produced and 
everything that was sold was taxed, and the taxgatherer was 
found in every household in the land. 

We are liberalizing in this bill, I say frankly, the income-tax 
law as compared with any law that was on our statute books dur- 
ing the war. We have exempted $4,000. That means an ex- 
emption of a man who may be worth $150,000 in my State. If he 
isa large landholder and has no income from it he pays no tax. 
He may have one-half of an estate of $200,000 in land which 
yields him no incomeand another $100,000 of property that does 
yield an income, and still he isexempt from taxation under this 
proposed law. ‘Therefore it is to be a liberal law to every indi- 
vidual who has property and earnings as respects the exemp- 
tion. 

When we have done that, then we propose to reach all the 
people in every State who, not caring to take care of their own 
property, invest small sums in small corporations. I know in 
the city in which I live some years ago a manufacturer of furni- 
ture failed. The twenty skilled mechanics who were employed 
by him united into a corporation in my city, and for ten years 
they have been conducting the business. They now conduct a 
businega of $150,000 a year, yielding to them probably an annual 
income of $10,000. There is not a man in the corporation who is 
worth $5,000, and yet the taxgatherer will come under this bill 
and sweep in, as against those mechanics, 2 per cent upon their 
entire earnings. 

I know of farmers in my State who have contributed—some 
$100, some $200, and others $500—to what we call creameries, 
producing the vast amountof butter produced in that State, the 
amount last year amounting to $33,000,000 in value. Those 
little creameries are conducted inall the villages in my State 
by small corporations, the largest capital in any of them proba- 
bly not exceeding $20,000. The taxgatherer is togo over the 
farms and in the villages and find out how much those cream- 
eries have produced, whereas perhaps the total profits of any 
one of them would not exceed $4,000. 

Yet because those men have invested their small earnings in 
these little corporations in their own village, they are to be 
visited by the taxgatherer and they are to have wrenched from 
them 2 per cent; whilst other great corporations, with thou- 
sands in money, are to have an exemptinn of $4,000 or $6,000 or 
37,000, perhaps, if they are paying a large amountof taxes upon 
unoccupied and unproductive land. 

Mr. VEST. My friend from Iowa is drawing an appalling 
picture here of enormous taxation onan association of mechanics 
in hisown town. Let me call his attention to what he, in the 
vehemence of his eloquence, has overlooked. He says there 
are twenty of them, and they make $10,000 a year, according to 
the language of the bill, over and above all their operating 
and business expenses, excluding their losses and interest upon 
their bonded and other indebtedness. The tax would be $200, 
and that would be $10 to the man. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not the amount of the tax; it is the 
smallness of the provision that I object to. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, I thought it was the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amount. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the same product was produced by them 
as individuals they would be saved the tax. Why should they 
pay a tax of $10 because they work together? 

Mr. HALE. Or suppose it was a technical partnership, and 
nothing more. 

Mr. ALLISON. They would be exempt. 

Mr. HALE. Such little companies and corporations take the 
place of small partnerships. The partnership would be ex- 
cluded. Every memberof the partnership would have to makea 
return on his private income and there alone would he be touched. 
I donot believe when the committee itself considers the desira- 
bility of encouraging all of these small concerns it will insist 
upon rejecting the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. One 
thing that is lamentable in this country is the general scope 
and swing and aggressive nature of great corporations. They 
monopolize every form of human enterprise. 

The men who fifty years ago began in a small way and in- 
creased and became larger in their enterprises and passed into 
prosperous, thrifty, and wealthy citizens are few; they go into 
the great corporations in which individual enterprise is stifled. 
There is no provision in the bill that tends more to stifle and 
destroy the small fruits of human enterprise than the provision 
unamended by the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, All I desire is to exemptfrom the operation 
of'the bill the people who have small incomes and under it have 
no way of securing exemption. I had hoped that before we 
reached thispoint the committee would devise some way whereby 
the exemption could be made, but I see no suggestion of that 
character. 


ir 
iD 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 26, 





Mr. VEST. This is a most liberal bill to corporations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is liberal to corporations, and that 
is what I complain of. 

Mr. LINDSAY. AsI understand the positionof the Senator 
from Iowa, he wishes the bill 50 reformed as that the stocl- 
holder who receives a small dividend from a large corporation 
shall be taxed—— 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And the stockholder who receives a smal] 
dividend from a small corporation shall not be taxed. Is that 
the logic of the Senator’s position? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall endeavor to state the case. I have 
already said that as we have liberal provisions in the bill as to 
individuals, exempting them to the extent of $4,000, and many 
thousands more if their property is not invested in a corpora- 
tion. We have made that exemption. L[say that is an injustice 
to a man who has invested his money in acorporation unless we 
mean to punish him for doing that thing. I shall be glad to 
draw to my side the Senator from Kentucky. I will sit down 
with him with as much patience as I can on a hot evening and 
try to do justice to a small stockholder in a big corporation, and 
if he will not help me to do that, and the committee can not do 
it, then I should be glad to. have him help me reach asmall 
stockholder in a small corporation so as to do as little injustice 
as possible under the bill. If he will not do that, then I must 
offer the amendment which was kindly written for me by the 
Senator from Maine, while I was speaking, exempting wholly 
from the operation of this proposed law corporations not having 
a@ capital exceeding $100,000. I want the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to tell me what wil’ be the injustice of doing that thing. 
Already the Senator from Kentucky has voted for a proposition 
which excludes all the bonds of all the corporations in the 
United States from this bill. The people who receive incomes 
upon the bonds are relegated to their integrity in making a re- 
turn. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa think it is wrong to 
keep out those bonds? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. Iam not complaining of it; 
I am endeavoring now to bring the Senator from Kentucky to 
our side of the question. If that be true, why can not the 
small people, why can not these mechanics in my town, about 
whoin the Senatorfrom Missouri is disturbed, be trusted to make 
a proper return of their income ifit is over $4,000? Why can 
not the stockholders in the little corporation I have spoken of 
be trusted to make as honest returns as other people make hon- 
est returns? 

For myself, not being under the stringency that we were dur- 
ing the war, and in the years immediately following the war, I 
should be willing to follow the suggestion of the Senator from 
Connecticut the other day and make this a bill as against every 
person who has an income, making them pay the same amount, 
and thus by that sweeping method do justice to all citizens of 
the United States. But it seems the committee has decided 
otherwise, by sweeping in all the stocks of all stockholders in 
all the great corporations. If the Senator from Kentucky can 
devise a method by which that will be excluded I will join him 
init. If he can not I hope he will join me in the amendment 
which I have offered. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator from lowa withdraws his first amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the first amendment. 

Mr. HOAR.. Of course there never before has been any in- 
come tax on corporations. In 1864 corporations were taxed in 
another way. 

Mr. ALLISON. There has been no tax on corporations, as 
such, lagree. There was no tax except upon their surplus. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The war taxes upon incomes were taxes 
upon individuals. If every individual in the United States pays 
an income tax why should there be an income tax imposed upon 
corporations? Is not every dollar made by a corporation and 
declared as a dividend of profit taxed to the individual? 

Mr. ALLISON. There would be one reasonforit. It maybe 
necessary in the great corporation to reach a surplus each year 
which is not carried to dividends, and thatis provided for in the 
bill. It was provided for in all the income-tax laws during the 
war. It was done to reach a surplus that was carried to whatis 
called the surplus fund, and I see no inequity, if we are to have 
an income tax, in taxing asurplus if we are to tax the individual. 

Mr. CHANDUER. I ask the Senator if the bill does not pro- 
vide, first, to tax the individual and then to tax the corpora- 
tion, and does it not also provide that in taxing the individual 
you shall deduct the amount which the corporation is taxed? 
So it would be just as well and bring in exactly as much money 
to tax the individuals and not tax the corporations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis true. You would get less from divi- 
dends; but.you would not reach the surplus. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Very good. Thenhave the surplus taxed. 
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allow me, I will state that there is another very important dis- 
tinction. If all the people in the United States who receive in- 
come from either the bonds or the stock of corporations had 
$4,000 per annum, then the statement of the Senator from New 
Hampshire would be correct and there would be no exemption: 
in one case that did not exist in the other. But there isa very 
larve class of stockhojders or holders of bonds in corporations 
' ,000, and those people are taxed by tne 
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who receive less than $! 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
vision. 

Mr.GRAY. The 

Mr. ALLISON. 
$4,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If a man receives an income of $50,000 from 
the bonds of a corporation he is exempted; if he receives an in- 
come of $50 from the stock of a corporation he is taxed by the 
provisions of the bill, without reference to the fact whether his 
income reaches $4,000 or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the committee, in 


bondholders pay on their income. 
They pay on their income if it is above 


The bondholders are exempted by the pro- 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire will! Mr. VEST. Let the amendment go over. 


| or thoearnings. 


order to make clear what I understand they say is their mean- | 


ing, ) Sees 
“orvanized” the words ‘‘but not including partnerships? 
am afraid that the phrase ‘‘companies or associations” . 
‘* no matter how created and organized,” does include partner- 
ships. 

Mr. VEST. This language is taken from the act of 1864. 
That act uses the words ‘‘corporations or associations.” 

Mr. HOAR. Not ‘“‘companies?” 

Mr. VEST. Yes, ‘‘companies, corporations, or associations. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator has that clause in the act before 
him I[ should like to have him read it. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The act of 1864 did not tax the incomes of 
corporations. Ittaxed corporations another way, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It taxed a certain class of corporations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But not by an income tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not corporations generally. 

Mr. VEST. 
which was in foree when the income-tax law of 1864 was enacted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tax of 1864 was a tax onindividuals with 
aun exemption of $600, and in order to secure that tax it made 
the corporations the agents of the Government to collect it, and 
that is all there was of it, except dividends upon sums carried 
to the surplus. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the language to which I referred. It is 
in the act of the Thirty-eighth Congress, first session, chapter 
173, ‘‘ manufactures, articles, and products.” This is not the 
inecome-tax law, but it is what is call the excise law, the manu- 
factures law: 

Sec. 82. Be it further enacte 
sociation, or corporation—— 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. VEST. That was the language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the manufactures tax. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the tax on cotton. 

Mr. HOAR. That act uses the word ‘‘ partnership,” and in 
ims it includes individuals. 

Mr. VEST. The words were ‘every individual, partnership, 
firm, association, or corporation.” 

Mr. HOAR. It does not say ‘‘company.” It is not the pur- 
pose of this section to include partnerships. They are dealt 
with in another way, and the exemption belonging to the indi- 
vidual partner is to be secured in another way. 

I should like to ask my friend from Missouri, who is a good 
lawyer and does not want to draw a bill and be responsible for 
an act that has doubt in its meaning, whether it is not better to 
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d, That every individual, partnership, firm, as- 


I referred to what was called the excise tax, | 


make his meaning clear, and whether it is not, to say the least, | 
a doubtful question whether the clause ‘corporations, com- | 
panies, or associations doing business for profit in the United | 


States, no matter how created and organized,” does not inelude 
partnerships? 
I say on my responsibility as a lawyer that I think it does. | 


should give that opinion as at present advised to a client or to | 
I can not conceive a more apt | 


an officer of the Government. 
description of a partnership than ‘‘ companies or associations 
doing business for profit.” If a partnership is not a company or 
association of men doing business for profit, what in the world 
is it, however established or organized? The clause is made 
clear to everybody by simply adding the words, “and not in- 
eluding partnerships,” and that is what I suggest to the con- 
sideration of the Senate. I gave notice of that amendment. 

shall not offer it at this moment because I want to offer another 


Mr. FRYE. But if it should be offered and voted down, then | 


it wou:d bean instruction to the internal-revenue collector that 
the clause does inelude partnerships. 


[ i 


whether there is any objection to adding after the a 
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Mr. HOAR. The Secretary will take down the amendment. 
I propose to add after the word “ organized,” in line 22, page 187, 
but not including partnerships.” 
Now, I wish to move as an addition, to which I also ask the 
attention of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
fowa, the following proviso: 





Provided, That there shall be allowed to said corporation, company, or as- 
sociation, an exemption equal to th ite of the exemption to which 
8 1 stockholders would be entitled in estimating their individual tax, not 
including, however, any ex ion whi nay have n allowed to*such 

tockholders as individual 

[ff we are going to have an income tax and if it is going to in- 
clude business corporations, [ do not think it is just to draw the 
line merely at a certain amount of capital stock, because, as I 
said just now, that does not fairly estimate either the investment 


[ knowa corporation the capital stock of which, 
I think, is a million and a half, which has an investment of sev- 
eral millions now. I know another corporation which began 
siness about 1864 with a capital of seventy or eighty thousand 
dollars (I do not know but that it was $60,000), and which, con- 
tinuing the same capital, has an investment of over $800,000. 
The men who own that corporation have received dividends 
barely equal to a frugal living, and I suppose they have had sal- 
aries or something of that kind, which they have been paid, and 
they have not divided their earnings or accumulations; they 


} 


| have let them stand as a surplus. 


Mr. HALE. Now, if the Senator from Massachusetts desiras 
to have that company taxed we can find a way in phraseology by 
which it can be taxed. The general proposition is good, if 
the Senator has a corporation which he thinks under this pro- 
vision is going toescape and he wants it taxed, we can find some 
language to cover it, of course. 

Mr.HOAR. I daresay. If this provision is to pass it should 
pass on. a principle which is just to some human being who will 
have some justice under it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Massachusetis allow 
me, as he seems to be arguing against the amendment which [ 
I stated to the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. LINDSAY] 
that I should be glad to follow any Senator in dealing with. this 
whole question of exemption, but even if that were done I do 
not see why the small corporations of small incomes should have 
the taxgatherer about them twice a year. 

Mr. HOAR. If what the Senator means is not only to protect 
them from their exemption, but also to protect them from re- 
turns, of course I shall be glad to follow him in that respect. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from } 


Dput 





Cian ‘ 
olered? 


1 . ‘ 
LASS 


| chusetts and to the Senator from Iowa whether we could not 
get out of this difficulty by simply exempting $4,000 of the net 
| income of these corporations. lfour thousand dollars is the 
usual exemption to individuals. Would not that be just all 


| rat 





around? 
Mr. HOAR. The answer to thatsuggestionis, here are three 
four young mechanics who form a corporation for reasons 
which have been stated. All they have in the world is their 
earnings from that stock. Now, ought not each of them have 
as much exemption as the man who is doing business alone by 
their side? Here are four men who are doing business sepa- 
ly. Each gets his $4,000 exemption. Here are four men 
who do exactly the same thing together, and there is but one 
$4,000 exemption for the whole four. 

Mr. PEFFER. Would not that relieve the 
ever, from the embarrassment? 

Mr. HOAR. Not in the least. 
derstand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


situation, how- 


It would be 


unjust, as I un- 


Mr. President 


Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment of which notice has been 
civen be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be printed. 


‘onsid- 


Mr. HARRIS. I[ move that the Senate proceed to the « 
eration of executive business. 





The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 6 o'clock 


and 18 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, June 27, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Excoutive nominations received by the Senate June 26, 1894. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL-GENERAL. 


of 


Charlies de Kay, of New York, to be consui-general the 
United States: at. Berlin, Germany, vice William Hayden Nd- 


wards, deceased. 
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UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
William Myers Little, of North Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Tegucigalpa, Honduras, vice James J. Peter- 
son, recalled. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Assistant Surgeon Benjamin W. Brown, of California, to be 
assed assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the 
nited States. 

’ POSTMASTERS. 

Enoch Moore, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of Daniel F. 
Stewart, whose commission expires June 26, 1894. 

Will E. Newman, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles B. Mar- 
tin, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Peter B. Davis, to be postmaster at Narragansett Pier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island, in the place of 
James D. Caswell, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894. 

Henry Vits, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Nancy Smart, 
whose commission expired June 23, 1894. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Charles 8. Sperry, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Commander George R. Du- 
rand, retired. 

Lieut. Francis H. Delano, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander C. S. Sperry, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Edward Lloyd, jr., to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Lieut. William J. Barnette, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Harry P. Huse, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from May 13, 1894, vice Lieut. John Garvin, retired. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Richard M. Hughes, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. F. H. Delano, pro- 
moted. 

Ensign Guy W. Brown, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Edward 
asore, jr., promoted. Subject to the examination required by 
aw. 

Ensign William B. Fletcher, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from May 13, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) H. P. 
Huse, promoted. 

Ensign Marbury Johnston, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) R. M. 
Hughes, promoted. Subject to the examination requiredby law. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 26, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Edwin A. Lamb, of Michigan City, N. Dak., to be register of 
the land office at Bismarck, N. Dak. 

Reuben Noble, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Adolph W. Schmidt, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Devils Lake, N. Dak. 

Foster M. Kinter, of Lamoure, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Monroe G. Sisson, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county 
of Greene and State of Illinois. 

Sylvester S. Shoemaker, to be postmaster at Metropolis City, 
in the county of Massac and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, June 26, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

EMPLOYES POSTAL RAILWAY SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, pursuant to a resolution dated 
May 29, 1894, information relative to the removal of clerks in 
the Railway Mail Service between the 4th day of Marchand the 
Ist day of May, 1889; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House findings of the 
Court of Claims in the following cases vs. The United States 
namely: D. T. Wood and John W. Rowlett; which were sever. 
ally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LABOR DAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 730) 
making Labor Day a legal holiday. 

Mr. MCGANN. Mr.Speaker, | would like to ask present con- 
sideration for this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first Monday of September in each year, being 
the day celebrated and known as Labor's Holiday, is hereby made a legal 
public holiday, to all intents and pat pose s, in the same manner as Christ- 
mas, the Ist day of January, the 224 day of February, the 30th day of May, 
and the 4th day of July are now made by law public holidays. ; 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCGANN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Judi- 
ciary Committee I wish to suggest that the bill (H. R.143) for 
the relief of the heirs of D. Fletcher, heretofore referred to 
the Judiciary Committee, b2 referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the change of 
reference indicated by the gentleman from Missouri will be 
made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries; who also informed the 
House that the President had approved and signed bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles. 

On June 23 1894: An act (H.R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, 
dependent foster mother 

On June 26, 1894: Joint resolution (H. Res. 192) granting full 
permission to the State of Maryland and to the several State 
courts within the city of Baltimore to occupy the old United 
States court-house in the city of Baltimore for the period of 
five vears. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration ot! 
the bill (H. R. 1934) to provide for the improvement of the build- 
ing and grounds of the United States court and post-office at 
Little Rock, Ark. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope there will be at ieast some explana- 
tion of the measure. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam unwilling, Mr. Speaker, that a bill of 
that character should be passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will withhold his objec- 
tion, at least until I can make a brief statement and have the 
report read. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection t6 the gentleman making 
a statement in reference to the matter. 

Mr. TERRY. This is a case of urgency, as shown by the let- 
ter of the Hon. Henry C. Caldwell, the circuit judge of the 
eighth circuit, which is appended to the report. The commit- 
tee have carefully considered the matter, and report unani- 
mously in favor of the bill. I ask that the report be read in my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, if there is no ob- 
jection. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the a R. 1934) to provide for the improvement of the building and rounds 
of the United States court and post-office at Little Rock, Ark., having con- 
sidered the same, report as follows: 

The site of the building referred to in this bill was purchased May, 1873, 
and the building thereon was afterwards erected at a cost of about $221,600. 
It was intended for the use and purposes of the United States court-house, 

st-office, land office, revenue collector, and other Government offices at 

ittle Rock, Ark. 

From the evidence before the committee it appears that the building 
never was sufficient for the purposes indicated, and that on that account it 
was objected to in the very beginning = the United States district (now 
the United States circuit) judge in that circuit, as appears in his letter here- 
with submitted. Since its erection the city of Little Rock and the State of 
Arkansas have largely increased in a. and there has been a cor- 


responding increase in the business of the post-office, the United States 
court, and other departments in the Government service at that point, 50 a$ 
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to render necessary the improvements referred to in the bill. A partial 
statement of the necessities is set forth in the letter above referred to 
“After careful consideration of the whole matter the committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill with the following amendments: 

In lines 11 and 12 strike out ‘‘seventy-five "’ and insert ‘fifty-four.’ 
Also strike out lines 15, 16,17, 18, and 19 


’ 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 
Little Rock, March 1892 

My DEAR Str: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. e 

I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 

rrown weary of the subject. My letters are on file in Washington protest 
ing against lay ing the foundat ions of the building under the limitations and 
restrictions of the act making the first appropriation. i 

I said then, and time has verified the correctness of my judgment, that 
the building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inade 
quate to accommodate the public officers and business expected to be pro 
vided for within its walls. I knew this was so so far as it related to the 
United States courts. 

I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge’s chambers large enough fora 
chambers court room, but all in vain. There is but one court room andthe 
judge’s chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table 
and two or three chairs é 

The result is that when there are two judges here and itis desirable to 
hold two courts at the same time, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so 
except when the county court-house is not in use and is loane i to us, or we 
can get in the State house 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Governmen 
and of delay and costs to parties and witnesses. _ : 

The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing con 
ditions it is out of the question 

I know nothing about the wants of the other departments. I only know 
that the present building does not furnish adequate accommodations for the 
United States courts. 

Yours, truly, 


28, 


HENRY C.CALDWELL, ¢ t Judge 


i 


Hon. W. L. Terry, M, C., 


VW ashington D 


Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a brief statement in connec- 
tion with the report which has just been read. It will be seen 
that the report suggests an amendment to strike out in lines 11 
and 12 of the bill seventy-five,” and insert “‘ fifty-four;” so that 
it will read, ‘* $54,000.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that building, from the very inception of 
it, was totally inadequate for the purposes for which it was con- 
templated, and the Hon. H. C. Caldwell wrote his protest at that 
time, which is on file with the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The chambers provided for the judge in that building, as he 
states in this communication, are barley sufficient to contain a 
little table, a desk, and two or three chairs for him, and the re- | 
sult is that whenever it is necessary to hold the district and cir- | 
cuit court there, as is frequently the case, the United States 
Government has to depend upon the courtesy of Pulaski County 
for a place to hold its court in. I think that is a fine commen- 
tary on the existing condition, and a sufficient reason, if there 
were no others, for prompt action upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. TERRY. It isa case of real urgency. 

Mr. SAYERS. I must object to the consideration of bills of 
this character under the circumstances. Bills making such 
large appropriations ought not to pass by unanimous consent. 
There ought to be two or three days set apart for the considera- 
tion of such measure I must object and ask for the regular 
order. 


x 

Mr. TERRY. IL agree with the gentleman fully. But this is 
a case of extreme urgency as plainly shown in the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

IMPROVING SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Hous 
of Represpntatives with an estimate of the probable cost of completing the 
improvements of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan, under the projects of 1867 as 
modified in 1869, 1870, 1875, and 1882, and the improvements recommended 
the Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1893. (Appendix M M.) 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

GAS PIPE ACROSS THE RIVER AT MINNEAPOLIS. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the 
Minneapolis Gaslight Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay 
submerged gas pipes across the Mississippi River at Minne- 
apolis, 

The bjil was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
Minneapolis Gaslight Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay a submerged 


gas main across the Mississippi River, under the bed thereof, toconduct gas 
irom its gas works on the west side of said river to the east division of 


C. 


2 


A 


5. 


y 


MISSISSIPPI 


Minneapolis, on the east side of said river, at some point between the foot | 
of tie Falls of St. Anthony and the Washington avenue bridge across said | 
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river, the location and manner of laying said gas maint 


appr 


United States Government engineer at St. Paul 
The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recon 
mended the following amendment: 
} Amend by striking out in lines 11 and 12the words “United States « rn 
ment engineer at St. Paul,”’ and subst ting therefor the words ** Se ry 
of War before the work is commenced 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on In ut 
and Foreign Commerce was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be rrossed ud 
a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read e 
third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the la 
| vote was laid on the table. 
BRIDGES ACROSS CERTAIN RIVERS, TENNESSE! 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an 








act approved January 26, 1893, to authorize the const tron of 
bridges across the Hiwassee, the Tennessee, and Clinch R "3 
in the State of Tennessee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved January 26, 1493 Ar 
act to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiawa Ter 
nessee, and the Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee,”’ be, and is her 
amended so that the time within which the actual constructicn i 
bridges may be commenced is hereby extended for the period of 
from the date of the approval of this act 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
ation of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. SNODGRASS, a 

ast vote was laid on the table. 
WITHERBY & GAFFNEY. 

Mr. CHICKERING. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R.4507) for the relief of Witherby 
& Gaffney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


motion to reconsider the 





Whereas Witherby & Gaffney entered into a contract with the United 
| States September 9, 1889, toconstruct quarters at Madison Barracks, Sac] 

ets Harbor, N. Y., for the sum of $18,166.38; and 

Whereas the said contractors were from time to time requested by t 
army Officers stationed at that post to modify the plans so as to conform to 
the views of said officers, thereby requiring an extension of tim ” the 
completion of their contract, which the United States granted, as well a 
greatly increased expense in the cost of construction; and 


Whereas the said contractors at the time understood and believed they 
would be allowed and paid for the additional cost of construction incurred 
by these modifications of plans. but, baing inexperienced in such matters, 
did not, in advance of such modification of plans and expenditures tain 
the proper authority therefor required to bind the disbursing officers of the 


:overnment and enable them to pay to said contractors ajust and full com- 


( 


pensation for the work and material performed and furnished by them 
Therefore, . 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of War be authorized, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed, to pay to contractors Witherby & Gaff such 
sums as may be found, on examination of their accounts, to be n¢« ry to 
meet the difference between the same already paid them, and the actual cost 
and expense incurred by them in constructing the barracks at Sacketts Ha 


r 


xT 
aN rf 


bor Y., under the agreement made September 9, 1889; and that the st 
#8,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to reimburse them for 


im 





ditures actually incurred in excess of the sum already received by em in 
constructing said barracks, be appropriated out of any money the Treas 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 3, and insert the following 

The Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 

pay to Witherby & Gaffney #5,414.28 out of any n intheTr ry no 

‘rwise appropriated.’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to t request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should be glad to have somebod 
state what this bill is, and I will state the reason I ask. 
The clerk who is now reading is one of the b reiding clerks 
[know. He hasa voice that fills the hall, 1e trouble is, 
either my hearing is growing thicl, or he reads so fast I can 

|notcatch on. I do not know what the bill is about. 
| Mr. CHICKERING. The bill is right. There is no possi- 


ble objection to it. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


\XT} 
vv ti 


‘+ f ." 
1 it for? 


Mr. CHICKERING. This bill simply provides an appropria 
tion to pay a balance for additional work on cont r 
pairs on Madison Barracks, in my district. 

Mr. COOMBS. Did the Secretary of W ! 1 this 

| claim? 

Mr. CHICKERING. This bill is ann: b \ ant 
Secretary of War, and is approved by the Co ttee on 10s 





6X38 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 26, 





It has had the careful consideration of my friend, the gentleman 
from Tennessee {Mr. Cox], who reports it. We have an hun- 
dred affidavits in the case, showing that these people have per- 
formed this work, and have received no pay for it. The con- 
tract provided that they should do additional work under the 


| 


direction of the officer in charge, which they did, and the officer | 


in char: WPOVES 


War approves 
lr. CANNON of Illinois. 


«4 
\ I 


of it. 
T am content to take the gentle- 
ent, 


OMBS. f 


Mr. ¢ of the Secretary o! 
War 
) he 


ith 


Let us take the report 

SPEAKER. Is 
of the bill? 

There wa ection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Claims 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHICKERING, 
last vote was laid on the table. 

* AMERICAN REGISTRY, STEAMER MARGARITA. 

Mr.PIGOTT. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6986) to provide for the American 
registry of the steamer Margarita. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a Quplicate engrossed copy of 
the bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yyma Indians 
in California for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point military 
reservation, in the State of California; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


tion 


no ov 


a motion to reconsider the 


PROOF IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consentfor the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 3511) providing that in the establishment of claims under the 
pension laws of the United States —— ofa private ornoncommissioned 
officer shall have samé weight and effect 4s the oath of a commissioned 
officer. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of fie resentatives of the United States 
of Americain Congress assembled, That hereafter, in all applications for pen- 
sion and in all proofs and evidence submitted in support of any claim under 
the pension laws of the United States, the oath of a person who has served 
as a private or noncommissioned officer shall have the same weight, force, 
and effect in establishing said claim as the Oath of a person who has served 
asa commissioned officer. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions were read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “‘hereafter * in line 3; insert the word ‘not ” after 
the wora “shall,” in line 6; strike out the words “ the gsame,”’ in line 7, and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘any less;” strike out the words “force and 
effect in establishing said claim as the oath of a person who has,” in lines 
7 and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the words “thanif such witness had;’’ add 
to the bill the words “‘ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to require a greater number of witnesses than heretofore for the es- 
tablishment of any fact in relation to such claim.” 

Amend the title toread, “A bill concerning the weight of evidence in pen- 
sion claims.” 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. We want to know what 
itis about. _ 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill, which isin its terms similar toone 
which was passed by the House in the Fifty-second Congress, 
provides simply that in pension cases the oath of a private or a 
noncommissioned officer shall have the same force and effect.as 
the oath of a commissioned officer. 

Mr. COOMBS. As to what matters of fact? 
of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the service has nothing to do with 
the matter. The provision of the bill is simply that the oath 
of a private or o noncommissioned officer shall have the same 
weight and effect under like circumstances as the oath of acom- 
missioned officer. 

Mr. COOMBS. There are somany amendments that the mat- 
ter is somewhat confused. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


As to a matter 


of this bill, and the Assistant Secretary of | 
[ can have the reportof the Secretary read. | 


Mr. PICKLER. The amendments simply make effectual the 
proposition which I have stated. The report, which is very 
short, can be read. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the Clerk had better read the bill 
as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in all applications for pensién and in 
all proofs and evidence submitted in supportof any claim under the pension 
laws of the United States, the oath of a person who has Served as a private 


} or noncommissioned officer shall not have aay less weight than if such wit 


ness had served as a commissioned officer: Provided, That nothing herein 


| contained shall be construed to require a greater number of witnesses than 


. . ‘ | heretofore for the establishment of any fact in relation to such claim. 
there objection to the present considera- | 


Mr. PICKLER. This bill has been unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, as I have stated, it is 


| similar in terms to a bill passed by the House in the Fifty-sec- 
| ond Congress. 





Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I should like to inquire 
whether the oath of a private soldier is not just as good any- 
where and as much entitled to belief as that of an officer? 

; Mr. PICKLER. It has not been heretofore in pension mat- 
ers. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is there any reason why 


| it should not be so? 


Mr. PICK LER. 
pass. 

There being no objection the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absén¢e of objection, the title of the 
bill will be amended in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


I think not, and therefore the bill ought to 


| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 


(H. R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the Knights of 
Pythias; when the Speaker signed the same. 


HYPOLITE FILHIOL ET AL. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2380) entitled “A bill for the relief of Hypo- 
lite Filhiol and others,” now pending in the House of Representatives, to- 
gether with all the noemepnesns papers, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act of 
March 3, 1883, and an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to thé 
House of Representatives the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, in- 
cluding the loyalty of the claimant, and all other facts contemplated by the 
provisions of said act. 


Mr. COOMBS. 
resolution. 

Mr. BOATNER. This is the same resolution for the adoption 
of which I asked unanimous censenta few days ago, when objec- - 
tion was made by the gentleman from Michigan. I stated then, 
and will now repeat for the information of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Coomss], that, as I understand, this claim was 
several years ago referred to the Court.of Claims, under the name 
of Hypolite Filhiol. ‘ 

The fact developed that two other parties, who were minors 
at that time, owned interests in this claim. This resolution is 
only for the purpose of referring all the interests to the Court 
= Claims, so that they may have jurisdiction to pass on the whole 
claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. COOPER of Texas) was read, as follows: 

This claim was presented in the Fifty-second Congress and was favorably 
ppomes upon by the House Committee on War Claims, to whom it was re- 
"After a careful investigation of the facts involved your committee adopt 
the report of the Fifty-second Congress, a copy thereof being hereto attached 
and made a part of this report, and recommend the passage of the bill, and 


report herewith a resolution referring the claim to the Court of Claims uf- 
der the provisions of the acts of March 3, 1883, and of March 3, 1887. 


[House Report No. 45, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 782) 
for the relief of Hypolite Filhiol ¢¢ al., of Louisiana, report as follows: 

On the 27th and 28th of August, 1863, the Army of the United States took 
from the claimant’s plantation, in Ouachita Parish, La., stores and supplies 
of the alleged value of $4,825, all then owned in equal shares by Hypolite 
Filhiol, Bdward L. Betin, and Charles D. Betin. The said Betins had been, 
theone wholly the other almost wholly, blind from birth, in consequence 
of which their education and knowledge were very limited. They lived 
the family of said Filhiol, on said =. and were taken care of by him 
and their business affairs managed by him. 

The said Filhiol filed a claim, with the knowledge,and consent of sai¢ 


I would like to hear some explanation of this 








1894. 


_——— 





in, before the Southern Claims Commission for pay for all of 
said property, which claim was rejected for alleged disloyalty of sai i Fil 
hio]. No other action has been taken on said claim, except to refer it to the 
Court of Clainis under the provisions of the Bowman act, but such refer 
ence, it has been decided, took to the court only the one-third that Mr. Fi 
hiol owned, and that a reference of the whole claim under the provisions 
the act of March 3, 1837, commonly known as the Tucker act, is nee: 

to give the court jurisdiction of the two-thirds owned by the Betins. 


Charles D. Bet 





Your committee therefore report herewith a resolution referring the « l 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Tucker act, and recom 


mend its passage. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, when this claim was 
ented by the gentleman from Louisiana, a short time ago, I ob- 
ected to its consideration at the time. Since then I have ex- 
amined the case, and there are peculiarities about it that I think 
ought to be referred. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

"Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 

regular order. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | cx I ; } to 
crease the a for the erection of the public building 


To Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. WEADOCKE, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for three days, on account of important 
vusiness. 

REPORT OF FISH COMMISSIONER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
a report from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate coneurring), That the 
report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, covering the operations 
of the Commissioner for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, be printed; and 
that there be printed 8,000 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use of 
the Commissioner of Fish and Pisheries; theillustrations to be obtained by 
the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 

The committee having considered House concurrent resolution to print 
8,000 extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
for 1803, direct me to report the same with the recommendation that it do 

ss 

‘The estimated cost of same is 88,000. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 
TERMS OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND 

AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5627) to provide for terms of the 
United States district and circuit courts at Quincy, Ill.; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

COUNTY BUILDING AT COCONINO, ARIZ. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.7506) authorizing the county of 
Coconino, Territory of Arizona, toissue bonds for the construc- 
tion of a county building at the county seat thereof; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

TERM OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT OF UNITED STATES 
AT MONTPELIER, VT. 
Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 


DISTRICT 


back favorably the bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of circuit | 
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for the acquisition of additional land and the erection of 


addition to the custom-house, post-office, etc., at 


, n 
Bridgeport, 


|} Conn.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| House 


the 


on state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ELIZABETH, N. J. 
Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


pre- | 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 





| orde 


The gentleman from Texas demands the | 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the : 
| companying report, ordered to be printed. 


Grounds, reported back 
purchase of a site a 


favorably the 


bill (H. R. 5854) for the 
nd the erection of a public building thereon 


at Elizabeth, N. J.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Ww hole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT RICHMOND, KY. 
Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 7081) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of the public building at Richmond, 
Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
‘ed to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. McK ATG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 6393) to in- 
at Clarksville, Tenn.; which was referred to the Committee of 


c- 


CONTESTED-ELECTION 
Mr. HAYES. 


CASE OF MOORE VS. FUNSTON. 


Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the gentleman 


| from Virginia [Mr. JONEs], from the Committee on Elections, 


[ desire to submit for him a report on the contested-election 
case of Moore against Funston. I suppose there is a minority 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa presents a re- 
port from the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report of Committes on Elections in the case of H, L. Moore vs 
H. Funston 


Mr. McCALL. 
nority. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee and the views 
of the minority will be printed together and referred to tho 
House Calendar. 


Edward 


Mr. Speaker, I present the views of the mi- 


REPRINT. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the reprint of the bill for the salaries of 
marshals, district attorneys, and clerks, which has been ex- 
hausted, together with the report, being the bill (H. R. 6952) 
relating to the compensation and duties of United States attor- 


| neys, clerks, marshals, and other court officials, and for other 


| 
COURTS 


and district court of the United States for the district of Ver- | 


mont may be held at Montpelier; which was referred to the | 


House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN CAMDEN, N. J. 
Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 401) to increase 
he limit of cost for the erection of a public building in Camden, 
-J.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
n the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
rdered to be printed. . 


CUSTOM-HOUSE, POST-OFFICE, ETC., AT BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 335) to provide | to include those judgments. 


purposes. 

The SPEAKER. 
dered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. BYNUM in the 
chair. 


Without objection the reprint will be or- 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will read the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7479) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 8, 19M, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, | desire to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill whether the amendments will be con- 
sidered in the order in which they were presented, or whether 
at the present time the committee can entertain amendments 
with reference to Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. SAYERS. I prefer that the amendments in relation to 
other matters should be tuken up first, as heretofore agreed upon. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Committee on Appropriations were 
considering the payment of the United States judgments which 
are provided for on page 61 of the bill, several judgments were 
omitted because of the fact that they were not reported to the 
committee until afterthe bill was reported to the House. Lask 
that the amendment which I send to the desk be adopted, so as 


Ch. deine’ 
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veils TEE. 


6840 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 61 strike out all after the word ‘‘ Executive,”’ in line 12, down to 
and including the word ‘‘cents,"' in line 14, and insert in Meu thereof the 


following oh 
‘Documents numbered 59 and 242, and which have not been appealed, #47,- 


120.5 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this amendment 
will ba considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I object. I want to un- 
derstand what it is for. 

Mr. 5AYERS. There are judgments of United States courts 
that have been certified to Congress. These particular judg- 
ments came to the Committee on Appropriations after the bill 
had been :eported to the House, and I offer this amendment to 
include them. 

Mr. PICKLER. What are those judgments for? 

Mr. SAYERS. They are judgments of the United States 
courts, cight of them, amounting to about $13,364.83. If those 
judgments had been presented to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions before the bill was reported they would have been included 
in it, 

oe VAN VOORHIS of New York. And you know they are 
all right: 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course they are all right. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I understood the amend- 
ment, as it was read at the Clerk’s desk, to state the amount at 
$47,000 and upward. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatamount embraces the judgments already 
- the bill and these also. All of the judgmentsamount to $47,- 

00. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I withdraw the objec- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to reoffer the 
amendment that I offered on Saturday. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, under the order the commit- 
tee should return to the amendments offered by the gentlemen 
from Virginia, North Carolina, and Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair supposes it is not material 
which provision the committee returns to first, but he will call 
the attention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact that the 
a in regard to Indian depredation claims comes first in 
the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask the gentleman interested in those 
claims to permit the committee to consider the other amend- 
ments first, because they can be disposed of, I think, on points 
of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think it would be better to permit these 
amendments to be offered and pending, so that the House may 
understand what they are. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House of Representatives amendments 
come first. They come on page 51. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon of the gentleman 
from Texas. The amendments offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas |Mr. TERRY], the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 
bDiTH], and others take precedence. 


Mr. MEREDITH. I ask consent then, Mr. Chairman, to take : | : ; 
been paid not from the date of their election, not from the time 


| when they took their seats, but from the beginning of the term 


up the amendment that i offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] is the first pending, and the Clerk 
will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 9, page 51, the following, to wit: And 
to pay to W. Jasper Slackburn, formerly a Representative in the Fortieth 
Congress from the State of Louisiana, #5,597.23. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this a point of order has been 
made, and the Chair will hear the gentleman from Arkansas on 
the point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. Iunderstand that the gentleman in charge of 
the bill desires to submit some considerations first. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, my information respecting 
the amendment is that the party affected by it was elected a 
Representative to this House on the 4th day of March, 1867, but 
was not admitted to a seat until sometime in July, 1868, for the 
reason that until that time the State of Louisiana had not put 
herself in a cOndition to be entitled to representation in Con- 
gress. 

It appears that from the time the State of Louisiana became 
entitled to representation in this House the party in interest in 
this amendment was paid, and the object of this amendment is 
to go behind that date and pay him from the 4th day of March, 
1867. Now, I raise the point of order that there is no law au- 
thorizing the payment of this claim. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Has the claim slept all 
the time until now? 

Mr. SAYERS. Until now. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. And it has never been 
presented before? 

Mr. SAYERS. Never, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me see if I understand this 
matter. The gqntleman from Texas, I understand, says that 
this man, Mr. Blackburn, was elected on or before the 4th day 
of March, 1867? 

Mr. SAYERS. Such is my understanding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But Louisiana was not admitted to 
representation on the floor of the House until somewhere in 
1868? 

Mr. SAYERS. June 25, 1868, is the exact date of the act to 
admit the States of North Carolina, South Carolina, Louisiana. 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida to representation in Congress, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And at the date of the passage of 
that act this claimant was admitted as a member? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And was paid from that date until 
theend of the Congress? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And this is an effort to pay him 
for almost or quite a year prior to the passage of the act re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. SAYERS. More than a year. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. SAYERS] a question. The State I have 
the honor to represent in part was not admitted into the Union 
by proclamation until November 8, 1889. I had been elected 
previously. ‘lhe Delegate who had represented the Territory 
was out. When I came into Congress I received pay only from 
the date of the proclamation of the President admitting our 
State into the Union. Now, if the present claimant is entitled 
to pay back to the 4th of March when that term of Congress 
began, would not I be entitled to pay back to the beginning of 
the Congress in which I took my seat? 

Mr. TERRY. That is what you had better be considering. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It seems to me that following 
the same line of argument, [ would be entitled to such payment, 
although I never thought I was entitled to any pay except from 
the date when my State was admitted into the Union. It may 
be that I am richer than I thought I was. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [{ Mr, 
SAYERS] has stated, I think correctly, the date when Louisiana 
was permitted to send a Representative to Congress; but before 
coming to what strictly relates to the point of order I wish to 
show the standing which this claimant occupies. The gentleman 
from Texas is mistaken in one thing, as to the date of this claim- 
ant’selection. He was elected April 17, 1868, and was admitted 
here July 18 of the same year. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not so understand. That fact supports 
still more strongly my pointof order. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, we will either survive or perish by the 
truth. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the term of Congress to which this man 
was elected began March 4, 1867; and according to the uniform 
practice of this body for nearly twenty years, members have: 


of the Congress to which they were elected.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They did not pay me in that 
way. ‘ 
Mr. TERRY. Well, it may be they had some special grounds 
of objection to you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They did not pay in that way 
any members elected from the new States. 

Mr. TERRY. You came from a State that had been a Terri- 
tory, did you not? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. This claimant came from what had been a 
province, in point of treatment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. ‘‘A rose by any other name 
would smell as sweet.” 

Mr. TERRY. I must proceed with my argument. 

Now, to show what has been the practice of Congress in this 
respect, let me state that the members from the State of Vir- 


| ginia, another community that was in the attitude of a province, 
| were sworn in June 23, 1868, and were paid from March 4, 1867. 


The members from Tennessee were sworn in July 28, 1866, and 
were paid from March 4, 1865. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was Tennessee ever considered out of the 
Union? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, about half of it was considerably out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Was any State eve? 
considered out of the Union? 

Mr. SAYERS. Practically so. 











1894. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
Mr. SAYERS. Practically so. 

Mr. TERRY. It was the proposition of President Lincoln that 
none of the States were ever out of the Union; and I think that 
was correct according to what was the final decision. That was 
the contention of the party governing the United States all the 
way through while the war was goingon. But I will not go back 
to discuss that proposition. 

At any rate, that having been the contention through the 
four years of the war, when these members from the recon- 
structed States afterward came in, they were paid back to the 


Not according tolaw. 
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Sergeant-at-Arms asked for 





L. Dawes, now Senator Dawes. 
instructions as to when their pay shouldcommence. The House 
decided without division that their pay should begin with the 
term.” 

That has been the practice all along; and Mr. Stevens and 
Mr. Dawes said there could be no doubt of the fact that mem- 
bers’ pay should commence with the term and was for the term. 
These were the men who had been here, and were experienced 
in the usage and law. The report of Mr TELLER states: 


Your committee find many precedents both in the Senate and House sus- 


; taining this fact 


beginning of the term of the Congress to which they were | 


elected. This was done in the case of the members from Vir- 
ginia, from Tennessee, from Georgia, and from Alabama. 

Now, as to this claim never having been presented before, let 
me say it has been repeatedly presented to Congress. 
presented in 1877. I do not know why noaction was ever taken 
on it. 

Mr. HUDSON. 
attending on Congress and seeking to be admitted? 
here asking for his seat during the whole time? 

Mr. TERRY. I can not inform my friend in regard to that. 

Mr. HUDSON. If he was, it seems to me there would be some 
justice in his claim. : 

Mr. TERRY. My understanding of current history is that 
every man elected to Congress from any reconstructed State 
came here and tried to get his seat. Ido not think there was 
any exception to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
tion for information? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand, in the case the gen- 
tleman is now advocating, that the claimant was paid at the 
time that he was admitted. 

Mr. TERRY. From the time that he was elected? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No,in the Louisiana claim; but in 
the Blackburn case, from the date that his State was declared 
to be entitled to representation in Congress by act of Congress. 
Now, the gentleman speaks of the Virginia and Tennessee cases 
being admitted subsequent to the 4th of March, but paid from 
that date. Asa matter of fact, when were these States declared 
to be entitled by act of Congress to representation? 

Mr. TERRY. I will state, as I understand it, that it was from 
the date of the act—you may eallit the enabling act, or what- 
ever it was—which entitled these States to representation. 

But the point I wish to call particular attention to is this: 
that they did not pay the members merely from the date of elec- 
tion, or from the date of taking the seat, or from the time the 
State was admitted, but back to the beginning of the Congress 
to which they were elected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. WhatI wish to get at is whether 
in the Tennessee and Virginia cases there was an act declaring 
these States entitled to admission prior to the time that the 
Representatives of such States were paid. They were not ad- 
mitted, in point of fact, until after March 4. But was the en- 
abling act—and I call it an enabling act—passed prior to that? 

Mr. TERRY. I think not. The act, however—you may call 
it enabling act or otherwise—was passed in 1868, and some of 
these parties were paid back to 1867, perhaps to 1865 in case of 
Tennessee members. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it not true that some of these parties were 
not admitted because of the fact that they would not take the 
test oath? 

Mr. TERRY. That may be true in some cases, but it does 
not apply to the Blackburn case. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I come to the law under which they acted. 
Senators Rice and McDonald of Arkansas were paid back of the 
time that the State was admitted. Sawyer of South Carolina 
was paid back of that date. Spencer of Alabama and Senators 
Foster and Patterson of Tennessee were all paid back of that 
time. I read nowan extractfrom the report of Senator TELLER, 
in which he says: 

Your committee finds that the Senators and Representatives from Arkan- 


Sas were seated in the Senate and House on the 23d of June, 1868, and that 
the Representatives were paid from the 4th day of March, 1867. 


This report shows that the Senators and Representatives from 
Virginia were seated in the Senate and House on the 27th day 
of January, 1870, and the Representatives were paid from the 
4th day of March, 1869, and the Senators were paid from the 27th 
of January, 1870. ‘‘Hon.G.S. Pattersonand John S. Fowler, the 
United States Senators from Tennessee, were seated July 27, 
1866, and were paid from the 4th day of March, 1865.” (See offi- 
cial letters of Secretary Windom of late date certifying to these 
facts on file with the committee.) ‘‘The Representatives from 
Tennessee, Hon. W. B. Stokes and others, were seated July 28, 
1866, and paid from March 4, 1865, on a report of the Hon. Henry 


Was this gentleman here during all the time 
Was he 


Will the gentleman allow a ques- 








It was | 


Now, I have given a long list of cases paid in that manner 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Atkansas cite a 
specific case where the question is raised and adecision rendered 
as to the real point of controversy here? 

Mr. TERRY. They are cited in the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD, which I had here the other day, where the resolution was 
passed to pay them. Butit was all predicated on the ground 
that it was according to law to pay these men from the begin- 
ning. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it predicated upon the idea that that 
was an equitable or a legal construction? 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill read the resolution, Mr. Chairman, show- 
ing that they were legally paid. I read from the act approved 
July 12,1862. I thought it was 1863: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of ¢ United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in all cases of vacancy, in either House 
of Congress, by death or otherwise, of any member elected or appointed 
thereto after the commencement of the Congress to which he shall have 


been elected, each person afterwards elected or appointed to fill such vacancy 
Shall be compensated and paid from the time the compensation of his pre 
decessor ceased. 

Now, sir, that is the act which has been generally referred to 
in the matter of these payments. Of course, it is a little diffi- 


| cult of construction, but I presume they have come under the 








‘‘otherwise.” It was considered that there was a vacaney in 
those seats, not because those States had ever been out of the 
Union, but because certain regulations had to be complied with 
before those vacancies could be filled. That has been the idea 
upon which this thing had to proceed. There was a vacancy 
from the Fifth district of Louisiana on account of the fact that 
certain requisites had not been complied with. This man was 
elected to fill that, and under this resolution should be entitled 


to pay from the beginning of the term of the Congress to which 
he was elected. 
Now, I want to call attention to another matter. It is a little 


remarkable to me, Mr. Chairman, that this old man, now tot- 
tering almost upon the verge of the grave, who has been knock- 
ing at the door of Congress for years for what is due him, has 
not been paid, when nearly everybody else has been paid, and 
that when his claim is presented a point of order is raised against 
it; that, too, upon a bill containing more than half a dozen pro- 
visions for the payment of 35,000 to the widows of different mem- 
bers of Congress, and yet the chairman of the committee report- 
ing that bill stands here to-day and objects to the payment of 
the Congressman himself! I fail to see any consistency or any- 
thing else that savors of justice or fair play in such action as 
that. 

This claim is, according to all precedents, ajustclaim. Under 
the act of July, 1862,as heretofore declared by Congress itself, 
it is a legal claim; andI think ina bill where weare paying the 


widows and executors of members of Congress, if there is 
any doubt at all on the proposition, it should be given in favor 


of the member of Congress himself who had been claiming for 
years what is due him from his Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I 
merely want to make one remark, and that is, there were quite 
a number of Representatives in the Fortieth Congress who were 
in exactly the same position as Mr. Blackburn, and all except 
three or four of them have been paid, according to the rule 
that the pay begins with the beginning of the term. 

Mr. TERRY. If the Chair will permit me, I should like to 
read from the report of the Treasury Department in regard to 
this case: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 

Sir: In reply to your letter of 13th instant to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, asking for information in regard to the compensation of Hon. W. Jas- 
per Blackburn, M. C., from Louisiana, referred to this office, it appearsfrom 
the records of this Department that Mr. Blackburn received mileage for 
both terms of the Fortieth Congress, amounting to $1,865.60, and the salary 
for ten months and seventeen days, viz, from April 17, 1868, to March 3, 1869, 
inclusive, amounting to 34,402 For the full period of the Congress he 
would have been entitled, in addition to what he received as set forth above, 
to salary from March 4, 1867, to April 16, 1868, or thirteen months and thir- 
teen days, amounting to %,597.23. 

Respectfully, yours, 


‘é 


GEO. P. FISHER, First Auditor. 


Hon. B. H. BUNN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Repres 


That is the report from the Treasury Department. 
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Mr. HUDSON. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. Chairman—— 
The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
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gress acts in the case, I respectfully appeal from the decision of 


| the Chair. 


tion. The amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | 


ce does not provide for an appropriation for 


TERRY] upon its f 
aviv j ‘4 ‘ 2 . 
lary for any term. It simply allows five thou- 


the payment of 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas appeals 
from the decision of theChair. The question is, Shall the deci- 


| sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 


sand five hundred and some odd dollars to pay a party who was | 


at one time 1 member of Congress. Technically speaking, the 
amendment on its face is clearly out of order, and that isall the 
Chair can look to. 

Mr. TERRY 
pro ided for by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair calls attention to the fact that 
the amendment 
of salary. 

Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
mitted to do that 

Mr. TERRY. 
the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that under the ruling made on the sundry civil bill it was held 
that an amendment that was fatally defective could not be cured 
by an amendment to it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While I have no fixed opinion as 
to whether this ought to be paid or not, is it not proper enough 
that if, in fact, this can be made in order by apt amendment, the 
Committee of the Whole should, in equity and justice, have the 
right to pass upon it? 

Mr. SAYERS. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois, I 
will say that this amendment has been sprung upon the com- 
mittee. No attempt has been made to investigate into the 
merits of it, and while possibly it may have merit, my informa- 
tion is that the Committee on Claims have reported a bill in 
favor of the payment of the person interested, and when it 
comes up the facts can be investigated, and if it is in keeping 
with precedents already established, then the bill can he 
passed. 

But L rest my objection upon the pure and naked question of 
law and upon the rules of the House that this amendment 
ought not to be put upon the general deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the whole 
question. The Chair will hold the amendment as covered by 
the act of March, 1867. 

Mr. TERRY. I will state that in preparing the amendment 
I followed the language in the appropriation bill itself. That 
did not mention anything about the salary, and I spoke of bim 
as a member of Congress, thought that was sufficient, and that 
it would be understood. There was no question as to what it 
was for. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question that under the act of 
1863 a member elected to fill a vacancy is entitled to salary from 
the beginning of the vacancy of the term; but the question in this 
case is whether that statute is modified by the act of 1868, which 
admitted Representatives from Louisiana on certain conditions. 
The act of 1868 provided that Representatives from Louisiana 
and other States should be admitted from those States upon the 
aceeptance of the provisions of the fourteenth amendment, etc. 
The Chair is of the opinion that the act of 1863 is modified by 
the act of 1868. 

That is, while the act of 1863 entitles, under ordinary circum- 
stances, a Representative elected to draw the salary from the 
beginning of the vacancy, that that act is not applicable to this 
case. The question here is whether there was a vacancy prior 
to the election of Mr. Blackburn in 1868. The Chair does not 
desire to go outside of the act and to express an opinion upon 
the legality of the act, or anythingof that Irind. The Chair ac- 
cepts the act as it finds it, and as construed by the Congress at 
that time. Under that construction the State was not entitled 
to representation until the proclamation was issued by the Pres- 
ident in July, 1868; and on examining the record the Chair finds 
that this member was sworn in on the day of the proclamation 
by the President. 

The Chair is inclined to think that the act of 1863 is modified 
so far as the State ef Louisiana is concerned by the act of 1868, 
and that the term of the gentleman really began on the date 
this member was swern in, and that, under the rules affecting 
amendments on appropriation bills, no law exists authorizing 
payment of salary prior to his admission. Further, there is no 
question but what this claimis an equitable claim to be presented 
to Cengress. The question here as to whether, under the rules 
as affecting appropriation bills, there is any clear authority of 
law for the payment of the same, theChairis of the opinion that 
thatisasomew hat doubtful question; and at least the Chair gives 
the benefit of the doubt to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TERRY. With all due deference to the judgment of the 
Chair, inasmuch as this man is veryold and maydie before Con- 


[ ask to make that verbal correction. 
Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman is per- 


O, certainly | ought to be allowed to perfect 


Mr.COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ip- 


| quire whether or not, at the present stage of proceedings, an 
| amendment would be allowed to that amendment, to pay another 


The point I was [speaking to was that this is | 


case of precisely the same character. If so [ would like to offey 
it, and have it pending; and lask unanimous consent to simply 


| insert this amendment, because it is precisely similar to these 


upon its face does not provide for the payment | 
here of the same kind. 


other cases. 

Mr.SAYERS. Lobject, because there are 
[Cries of *‘ Oh, no!” 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of 1 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that Mr. Blackburn, according 
to what the Chair stated, was admitted to his seat in Congress 
on the 24th day of Juiy. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 18th day of July, the day of the 
President’s proclamation. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In the opiuion of the 
Chair, his pay began from that date. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact that as a matter ot fact he was paid 
from the date of the election, on the llth day of April, 1868, so 
that the Chair is evidently wrong in regard to that part of his 
decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pay by Congress was allowed from 
the date of his election. The Chair did not state that fact. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the decision of the Chair was 
sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment is that offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In page 51, after line 13, add9 

“To Louis McKenzie $2,098." 

Mr. MEREDITH. Now, Mr. Chairman, let me state tho 
ease. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will first state my point of 
order. If the amendment be admissible at all to this bill, it is 
not admissible at the point where it is offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, for the reason thatthe heading of that paragraph 
is: 

Por allowance to the following contestants and contestees, audited and 
recommended by the Committee on Elections, for expenses incurred by 
them in contested-election cases. 

Now, the law as I understand it to be is that no claim of this 
kind shall be paid until it shall have been first presented to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections and audited by that 
committee. I do not think that this claim has ever been pre- 
sented to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, audited 
by them, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I donot contend, Mr. Chairman, that this 
claim has been andited; but if my friend from Texas will ro- 
member, this claim was presented to his committee while it was 
pending before the Committee on Claims. The Committee on 
Claims has passed upon this question and has recommended the 
passage of a bill refunding to Mr. MeKenzie the sums of money 
which he expended in two contests, one when he was a member 
of the Forty-first Congress in a contest made against Mr. Whit- 
tlesey and another sum expended in another contest, the two 
aggregating the amount set forth in the amendment which I 
have offered. 

Now, if this claim is admissible at all, I do not see why it 
should not come in at this point as well as at any other — in 
the bill. It isan entirely just claim, for the refunding of money 
absolutely expended by Mr. McKenzie in those two contests. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me read the law to the gentleman: 

And before any sum whatever shall be paid to any contestant or contestee 
for expenses of election contest, he shall file with the clerk of the Committee 
on Elections a full and detailed account of hisexpenses, accompanied by the 
vouchers and receipts for each item, which account and vouchers shall be 
sworn to by the party presenting the same; and no charge for witness fees 
shall be allowed in said accounts unless made in strict conformity to section 
128, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Now, I submit in connection with this provision of the statute 
that the gentleman himself has stated that no such account in 
this case has been filed with the Committee on Elections, and I 
am quite certain that no such account has ever been transmitted 
by the Committee on Elections to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr.MEREDITH. My friend is entirely mistaken. I went 
te see the very excellent chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations about this matter and he referred me ta his clerk 


forty cases right 











1894. 





and directed him to make a memorandum. I went there with 
the report of the Committee on Claims and asked whether that 
furnished a . 
obiection urged then, and the only one that I have heard since, 
the only one ever urged so far as my knowledge goes, is that 
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| the information that was necessary, and the only | 


these are stale claims and that Mr. McKenzie has slept upon | 


his rights for such a long period. He expended this money, 
every dollar of it; the Committee on Claims have so reported, 
and it has never been repaid. Mr. McKenzie, like the gentle- 
man described by my friend from Arkansas, is now a very old 
man. 


vet a day and get a special bill passed I am afraid he will never 
receive this money, 
why not pay this old man and do equal justice to all? 

Mr. COOMBS. Why has this claim lain dormant ever since 
the Fortieth Congress? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Because the old man was in pretty good 
circumstances and did not ask for the money; but now he has 
become poor, like so many other Virginians, and he comes here 
and asks merely an act of justice, asks you to do only what you 
do for other people in every Congress. I think it is a great 
hardship that this claim should not be paid. It is a just claim, 
and Mr. McKenzie is entitled to every dollar of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has looked into this question 
somewhat sinee Saturday. 
from Texas has called attention is-wholly an act of restriction. 
It does not require Congress to pay a dollar in these cases, but 
simply says that no appropriation shall be made except under 
certain conditions and limitations. If there is any statute at all 
authorizing Congress to pay these claims the Chair is wholly 
unadvised as to where it can be‘found. The Chair, therefore, is 
clearly of opinion that this claim is not one authorized by any 
law. It does not evencome within the restrictive statute. The 
statute which authorizes Congress to vay claims up to $2,000 is 
wholly restrictive. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Is there not just as much reason for pay- 
ing this as for paying any of these other claims? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the question before the Chair. 
The question is whether there is any law authorizing this ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend from Texas ought not to ask a 
tec!nical ruling in a case of common justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is aquestion for the gentleman from 
Texas and not for the Chair. 

Mr. MEREDITH [to Mr. SAYERS]. 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not withdraw it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Withdraw your point of 


Amend by inserting between lines 9 and 10 on page 51 the following To 

ay to the executor of Nathaniel Boyden, late a member of the House of 

epresentatives of the United States for the Fortieth Congress, the sum of 
$5,652.78, the remainder of salary due and unpaid said Nathaniel Boyden as 
a meraber of the House of Representatives for the Fortieth Congress.” 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. After the ruling which 
the Chair has just made in the case of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] I know that the 
Chair will rule the same way in this ease. I think it is a great 
hardship, however, that these gentlemen are not paid. Pay- 
ment has been made in many cases of the same sort; quite a nuni- 
ber of such claims were paid in the Fifty-first Congress, and | 
think these ought to be paid now. But in view of the ruling of 
the Chair [ will not contend further for the amendment. [I ask 
leave, however, to have printed in the RECORD as a part of my 
remarks the report of the Committee on Claims relating to the 
cases of Mr. Blackburn and Mr. Boyden. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


This claim has been before the Committee on Claims | __ 
through several Congresses, and if he has to wait until we can | 


You pay other claims of this rind, now | 


The act to which the gentleman | 


This let 
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four hundred and seventeen dollars,’’ in line 6, inserting in 




























lieu thereof the words™ five hundred and ninety-séven dollars and twenty- 
three nts;’’ that the title of the bill be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
i words: “and the legal representatives of Nathaniel Boyden,’’ and 
af he word ‘‘dollars,”’ ir i, **and to the legal representatives of N 
thaniel Boyden the sum of $ 73;”’ strike out ‘ salary,” in line 7, ¢ i 
rt “salaries;’’ str out the word “him,” in line 7, and insert “them 
and oO amended lo pass. 
TREASURY Dz MENT, Fu UDLTOR’'S OFFICE, 
Vas 7 _D. C., February 18, 189 
i: lu reply to your letter of i3th instant to the Secretary of the Treas 
ury ng tor information in regard to the compensation of Hon. W. Jas 
rB ‘burn, M. C. from Louisiana, referred to this office, itappears, from 
Ss of is Department,that Mr. Blackburn received mileage for 
yt rms of the Fortieth Congress, amounting to $1,865.60, and salary for 

n months and seventeen days, viz, m April 17, 1868, to March 3, 1869 

l , amounting to $4,402.77. 

For the full period of the Congress he would have bee. entitled, in addition 
to Vv t he received as set forth above, to rom March 4, 1867, to April 
16, 1858. or tl ee! iths and thirteen amounting to $5,597.22 

pe 3 
GEO. P. FISHI 
i "st o4 
Hon. Bb. BH. BuNN, 
’ r Con ( IT pres 
. tY DEPARTMENT, April 24, 1891 
Hon. JOHN S. HENDERSON, House of R t : 
N ’ | Boyden received pay from 1, 1868, to March 4, i869 
ry. $4,347.22; mileage, $295.20; total, 84,642.42. 
J. F. MELIN 
r United 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, [ have just received a com 

munication from the chairman of the Committee on Elections in 


regard to the contested-election case of English rs. Hilborn. 
ter transmits an account of $2,000 to be allowed to Mr. 
Mr. Hilborn’s allowance is already in the bill. | 
inimous consent for the adoption of the amendment which 
the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


. ish. ask 








O1 ge 52, after line 4, insert 
lo W. B. English, $2,000.’ 
There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend in line 6 by striking out 
‘twenty-two,’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty-four,” so as to make the 
total correct. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. In order to perfect the clause on page 61, 
under the head of ‘‘Judgments in Indian depredation claims,” 
[ desire to offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 22, 23, 24, and 25 on page 61, and lines 1, 2, 3. and 4 on page 
62, and insert in lieu thereof the following 


‘Por the defense of Indian depredation claims, which shall include the in- 


| 
vestication and examination, under the direction of the Attorney-Gen¢ 


udgments of the Court of Claims rendered under the aetapproved March 


3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to provide for the adjustment and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,’ which have not been appropriated for, 
#10,000, which sum.shall continue available untilexpended, and the Attorney 
Ge al shall report to Congress at its next regular session all of said judg- 
ments concerning which, in his opinion, after such investigation and exami 
na 1, there is no evidence, cumulative or otherwise, that any fraud, 
wr r, or injustice has been done to the United States 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a 


substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN]! offers a substitute, which the Clerk will read, for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

strike out from and including line 22, page 61, to and including line 4, on 


? 


page 62, and insert the following 
‘For payment of the judgments of theCourtof Claims in the Indian dep 
redation cases, $514,924.93. or so much thereof as may be neeessary to pa 
and discharge such judgments as have been rendered against the United 
ut as reported in Senate Executive Document, No. 8, Fifty-third Con- 


gress, second session. after the deductions required to be made under the 


| provisions of seetion 6 of the act approved March 8, 1891, entitled, ‘An act to 
| pro for the adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian dep 
}r tions,’ shall have been ascertained and dulyjcertified by the Secretary of 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4198) for | 


the relief of W. Jasper Blackburn, report: 

Your committee have carefully considered the same and find that W. Jas 
per Blackburn was a member of the Fortieth Congress and as such was en 
titled to the sum of #10,000 salary, and that he has only received the sum of 
$4,402.77 and is therefore entitled to the balance, to wit, the sum of $5,597.23 


the Interior to the Secretary of the Treasury, which certification shall be 









made as soon as practicable after the passage of this act, and the proceeding 
| hereinafter required.” 
Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to reoffer an 


It also appears in evidence before the committee that Nathaniel Boyden was 


a member of the same Congress and was entitled to the same sum, and that 
ann eens the sum of 84,347.22 and isentitled to the further sum of 
», 652.78. 

The said Nathaniel Boyden is dead. 

Your committee found the law to be clearly in favor of the payment of 
these sums (see resolutions, July 12, 1862, 12 Statutes at Large, page 624) and 
SO far as your committee have been able to ascertain these are the only 
= = cinas the passage of this resolution where the law has not been foil 

ved, 

The instances where it has been followedare numerous, some of which we 
refer to as follows: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, February 12, 1891, page 2537; 
sana 28, 1891, page 3522; February 27, 1891, page 3472, and March 2, 1891, 

age < . 
Your cominittee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 


amendment which I offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is inclined to think that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon |Mr. HEr- 
MANN] as a substitute is not germane to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas, but would more properly come in as an 
independent proposition. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ido not 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the gent 
substitute is not germane to the amendment of the gentlk 
from Texas. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Chair will allow me to say that in my 
judgment my substitute is especially germane because it applies 


quite understand what is the 
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to the same subject-matter, the investigation already had; and, 
further, it applies particularly to the payment of those judg- 
ments which have been rendered upon investigation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not assert that the 
amendment is not a proper one, but simply that it is not ger- 
mane as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not wish to take any advantage of these 
gentlemen, because it was clearly understood that they should 
have an opportunity to take the sense of the committee and of 
the House upon the direct proposition to pay these judgments 
without qualification. 

Now, I suggest to the Chair and to the committee, that this 
amendment of mine be adopted, and then letthe motion be made 
to strike out the clause as amended and insert in lieu thereof 
the proposition of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 
That would bring the House to a direct vote upon the question. 

Mr. HERMANN. Inorder to bring the matter squarely be- 
fore the House, I will agree to that. With that view, let the 
Clerk e&minate so much ot my substitute as appertains to strik- 
ing out the lines included in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas, permitting the rest of my amendment to remain, 
which proposes to make a direct appropriation. 

Mr. RBED. Why not offer your amendment as a substitute 
for the original text? 
Mr. HERMANN, 

now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is itagreed that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] be considered as 
ado ned? 

Mr. PICKLER and others. Oh, no; not yet.: 

Mr. SAYERS. I mefely offered that suggestion. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want to hear the matter discussed. 

Mr.SAYERS. Letmy amendment be pending and the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Oregon be considered as a substi- 
tute for it. 

The CHALRMAN. The Chair will entertain the substitute, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas has offered an 
amendment, and the gentleman from Oregon has offered a sub- 
stitute for it. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I desire to amend the text. 
amendment which I offered on Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments offered on Saturday 
were considered to bo withdrawn, to be offered subsequently. 

Mr.PICKLER. Certainly; but an amendment to the text is 
in order 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the text does not take 
priority of any other amendment to the section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Oregon and that proposed by the gentleman 
from South Dakota are the same. 

Mr. HERMANN. Just the same substantially. 

Mr. PICKLER. I differ with the gentleman in that regard. 
It is not just the same as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Oregon. The question was reserved, as the Chair will observe, 
on Saturday as to the right to offer these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from South Dakota 
understands that two amendments can not be pending at the 
same time. Either his amendment must be an amendment to 
the amendment, or an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is an amendment tothe text. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Texas offers a substitute for the pro- 
visions of the bill. Now, I propose to amend the original text. 

The CHAIRMAN, That would be in order, of course. 

Mr. HERMANN. The amendment I offer is a general propo- 
sition embracing all of these claims, and including that of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment to the original text, which is in order, and which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 4, page 62, as follows: 

“For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 
depredation cases since June 30, 1891, as certified by the Attorney-General 
April 19, 1894, in response to the Senate resolution of April 14, 1894, and in 
amount in accordance with the act of March 3, 1891, amounting to a total of 
$514,924.93, as follows:”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. And then follows the list of judgments that 
have been reported by the Attorney-General. 

Now, Mr.Chairman, I would be glad to hear from the gentle- 
man from Texas as to his proposition; the one he sets forth, 
and the reasons the committee have for not making the appro- 
priation for the claims as reported by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would say this in response to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 


I think we have arranged it satisfactorily 


This is an 


| 
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In the first place, the committee have evinced no disposition 
to object to the payment of these judgments as judgments p¢): 
se; that is to say, simply because they are judgments obtained 
for losses sustained in consequence of Indian depredations. But 
we have beenadvised, Mr. Chairman, that these judgments have 
not been found to be entirely correct, that is, altogether just 
to the Government of the United States, by reason of the fact 
thatcertain questions important to be considered were not taken 
into consideration. 

No question, we are informed, arose in the trial of these cases 
as to ‘* whether the Indians, at the time of the committing of 
the depredations, were in amity with the United States.” No 
question was had as to ‘‘whether the claimants were, at the 
time the depredations were committed, citizens of the United 
States.” 

Gentlemen will remember that the statute expressly provides 
that no other than citizens of the United States shall be per- 
mitted to invoke the aid of the statute for the recovery of such 
losses, either against the trust funds of the Indians or against 
the Government of the United States. Another question, 
‘*whether the claimants were mixed-blood Indians, or whether 
they were white men incorporated into the Indian tribes, draw- 
ing annuities and entitled to all the privileges of Indians,” was 
not inquired into. 

Since the rendition of some of the judgments it has been as- 
certained that white men have gone among the Indians and 
married wives, and become what are known as “‘squaw men,” 
entitled to all of the rights of the Indians, and have recovered 
judgments against the Government and against the very tribes 
of which they were members and through which they were re- 
ceiving annuities from the Government. 

The committee believe, Mr. Chairman, that all of these ques- 
tions should have been thoroughly and fully investigated, and 
that no one who does not bring himself strictly within the pro- 
visions of the law should be heard to enforce his claims in the 
court under this statute. 

Again, there is a fourth question involved. Were these people 
who have instituted suits against the Government of the United 
States, ‘‘ citizens of the United States at the time of bringing 
suit’? Gentleman familiar with the provisions of the act will 
remember as ono of tlie provisions, that where claims have been 
allowed by the Interior Department such claims were to be 
transmitted to the Court of Claims and judgments rendered, 
without the necessity of further proof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what your informa- 
tion is as to the number of these fraudulent claims, and whether 
you are going to discard all that have been properly presented 
and passed upon by the court in order to reach a few that seem 
tu be doubtful? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my colleague that the proposi- 
tion is simply this: We direct the Attorney-General to investi- 
gate these judgments, and ascertain whether or not any facts 
are to be had which, under the law, would authorize the Attor- 
ney-General to reopen these judgments. Under the general 
statute the Government may within two years reopen a case 
where fraud or injustice appears to have been done the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does your amendment’ contemplate the en- 
largement-of that section which you quote—section 1088 of the 
Revised Statutes? ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Doyou mean to give him the same power to 
investigate these judgments that section 1088 of the Revised 
Statutes gives him? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; just the same. 

Mr. PICKLER. No more? 

Mr.SAYERS. Nomore; andwe further propose to allow him 
enough money to do this work, so that he may be able to report 
to this Congress at its next session what judgments should, in 
the opinion of the Department of Justice, ba paid. 

Mr. COOMBS. Without further contest. 

Mr. HERMANN. There are about 325 judgments certified to 
Congress, involving a sum equal to about $515,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman whether it is his 
purpose that the Department of Justice shall go behind each 
and all of these judgments, or only such particular judgments as 
to which it is thought there should be investigation? 

Mr. SAYERS. I propose to throw upon the Department of 
Justice the responsibility of inquiring into these judgments, and 
reporting to Congress what judgments should be paid. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Is the gentleman informed as to the num- 
ber, as to the per cent, of these judgments that are probably 
fraudulent? 


Will the gentleman allow me, right there? 
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Mr. SAYERS. We have been informed as to only a few of 
them, because, as the Attorney-General has informed us, he has 
not been able to mars into all of the judgments. 

Mr. BRODERICK. There are only a small per cent of them 
that will be questioned, probably? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask whether you have any 
information at all as to the fraudulent acquisition of any of these 
judgments, except those reported by that committee? 

Mr. SAYERS. None at all; but the Attorney-General—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then you propose to close out men who 
have had judgments, and who are entitled to be paid, on account 
of a few fraudulent ones. We have no squaw men in Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me tell my colleague that as chairman of 
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the Committee on Appropriations I do not look to see whether 


a claimant lives in Texas or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand all that, but you have se- 
lected out a few squaw men whom you claim have obtained 
fraudulent judgments and you propose to go behind all these 
judgments that have been rendered by a court of competent ju- 
risdiction and to give the Attorney-General authority to go be- 
hind these judgments and shut out all these claimants, as to 
whom there is nota particle of proof to show any fraud, and 
there is no telling when this investigation will end. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me answer my colleague—— 

Mr. PiCKLER. I suppose it will not be considered an inter- 
ruption, if we get at this understanding? 

Mr.SAYERS. Notatall. Let meanswer my colleague [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. In the first place our committee have not been 
hunting out afew of these claims atall. They have been re- 

orted to us from the outside. A committee of the Senate have 

een investigating thismatter. Inthe second place, we are only 
proposing to doin regard to these judgments what the Attor- 
ney-General has the authority to do under the general statutes; 
and also to give him enough money to prosecute his inquiries 
thoroughly and rapidly. 

Mr. BAILEY. If my colleague will permit me just there, I 
think it is very probable that some of these judgments ought 
not to be paid. But I agree with the suggestion of my colleague 
(Mr. COCKRELL], that a man who has an honest claim, and has 
reduced it to a judgment, ought not to be delayed on account of 
the existence of some dishonest claim. I therefore suggest to 
my colleague [Mr. SAYERS], the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, that an easy way out of this would be to make 
an appropriation, not as large as all the judgments call for, for 
that probably would not be necessary, but sufficient to cover 
what are supposed to be the honest claims, and provide that no 
claim shall be paid except upou the certificate of the Assistant 
Attorney-General in charge of these claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thisgives the Attorney-General the power to 
protect the Gov “7 from the payment of dishonest claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. e all agree to that proposition. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish tosay this to my friend from Texas, 
that I hold in my hand a recent letter from the Department of 
Justice, from the Assistant Attorney-General, who distinctly 
asserts that there is no evidence whatever on file in that De- 

artment tending to show that any one of these 325 judgments 
fave been fraudulently obtained; and secondly, as to this inves- 
tigation, to which reference has been made, and which was taken 
by one member of the other body in the States of Nebraska and 
South Dakota, that as to that entire investigation under which 


these judgments have been held up as objectionable, the only | 


point, and the single point of that investigation was as to 
= the party making a claim was a citizen of the United 
tates. 

Now, in order to present to the committee, and especially to 
the chairman of the committee, the character of that investiga- 
tion which clouded a few fragments of the Department of Jus- 
tice, I want to quote for the gentleman from the first page of 
the investigation, and let him see the character of the inves- 
tigation which was carried on by that committee; and then I 
submit to him that if a subordinate officer had submitted such a 
stupid and unjust report as this, he would have been expelled 
from the public service. 

- SAYERS. The gentleman can submit that in his own re- 
marks. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, as to this report in pursuance of the 
Senate resolution, here is an instance of the truth of what I say. 
I desire to submit it, so that gentlemen may see the charac- 
ter of the investigation upon which $515,000, involved in three 
hundred and twenty-five judgments, is to be held up and these 
claims virtually repudiated for the time being. Now, here is 
the instance—— 

Mr. SAYERS. You can read that in your own time. 

Mr. HERMANN. I want tomake thatillustration, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me to finish my sentence. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, I will permit you to finish your 
sentence. 

Mr. HERMANN. Louis Bordeau hasaclaimagainst the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for property destroyed belonging 
to him, by Indians belonging to the Sioux tribe. The claim 
amounted to $1,300. It was claimed by this committee that that 
individual was a “ squaw man;” that he had abandoned hisstatus 
as a citizen of the United States; that he had become incorpo- 
rated in the Indian tribe and had lost his citizenship, and there- 
fore he could not claim to be a citizen of the United States and 
obtain any indemnity from the Government. 

Now, let us see, for here is the evidence how very indefinite, 
how careless, and how stupid has been that investigation. 
is the testimony. 

Claimant's son, 45 years of age, was upon the witness stand, 








T . 
tlere 


| and he was asked: 





What was your father’s name 
A. James Bordeau. 
Q. Where was he born? 
A. At St. Charles, Mo. 
@. When did he die? 
A. He died sixteen years ago. 
Q. When did he first become a member of the tribe of Brule Sioux? 
A. My father was 22 years old when he married my mother and came 
among the Indians. 
Q. Was he adopted into the tribe? 
A. No, sir; my father had his own place on the North Platte 


4 Rive 
every wint’ went out and traded among the Indians 


r and 

He wss a native-born citizen of the United States; and he was 
not a member of an Indian tribe, but conducted his own affairs 
as a citizen of the United States, living at his own home, hold- 
ing land in severalty, having the fee-simple title to it,and own- 
ing the property which was destroyed. And yet this man’s 
claim is held up here to-day on the charge that he is not a citi- 
zen of the United States, but that he had lost hiscitizenship and 
had become incorporated with a tribe of Indians, and that there 
is no law in the United States under which he can be paid, and, 
therefore, he has no remedy. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that there has 
never been in the history of the Court of Claims—the gentle- 
man wishes to know the truth and the whole truth—a series of 
judgments so rapidly railroaded through that court as these 
judgments which the gentleman now desires to be paid. Bun- 
dles and bundles of ex parte testimony have been dragged from 
the files of the Indian Office, and under the operation of this 
statute, been made the predicate and basis of judgments against 
the Government. 

Mr. PICKLER. The law authorized the taking of those pa- 
pers for that purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. But, if these questions had been raised at the 
time some of these judgments probably would not have been 
rendered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Where was the Government's attorney? 

Mr. HERMANN. i wish to say right here that these ques- 
tions were raised at the time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. 

Mr. HERMANN. In every hearing before the Department 
of the Interior the question of citizenship was the first one that 
was raised, the first interrogatory that was put. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let me tell the gentleman what I have 
heard as to one case alone. I have heard that after the present 
Assistant Attorney-General had been appointed but had not yet 
qualified, his predecessor, who was more than a thousand miles 
distant at the time, telegraphed an agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. That ought to be investigated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course; and that is what we desire to do. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman willing to do now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I for one am willing to accept the proposi- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis all we want. 

Mr.SAYERS. No; you want all the judgments paid imme- 
diately. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
right. 

Mr. HERMANN. We do not go to the extent of asking that 
every dollar of these judgments be appropriated; but we do say 
that in justice to the honest claimants who are involved here 
the gentleman should permit the appropriation of a sufficient 
amount to cover their claims and should exclude a sufficient 
amount to cover the other claims which may be doubtful and 
which the Departments say are only about ten in number. 

Mr. SAYERS. Speaking only for myself, and not undertak- 
ing to bind or to influence any member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, because I have no authority to do so, I am willing 
to make an appropriation of $100,000, coupled with a provision 
directing the Attorney-General to investigate and inquire into 
these judgments, and providing that no judgment shall be paid 
out of the $100,000 unless upon a certificate from the Attorney- 


No, sir; we want only what is just and 
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General to the Seeretary of the Treasury that he has examined 





the same, and that there has been no fraud or injustice against 
the Government. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then what will you dowith the other four 
hundred and fourteen odd thousand dollars? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let him investigate those cases in the mean- 
time, and make a report at the next session. 

Mr. HERMANN. Why does not the gentleman, on the same 
principle, proceed to go behind all the other judgments that 
ure provided for in this billy Why single out Indian depreda- 
tion claims, which belong to the people of the West? 

Vir. SAYERS. Which belong to the people of the West! The 
West has been about as well taken care of in these appropria- 
tions bills as any other part of the country. 

Mr. HERMANN. It doesnot seem to be so at the present 
moment. 

ir. GROUT. I think that most of the people who are inter- 
ested in these claims arein Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would suggest, in order to settle 
this matter fairly and in line with the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], that, in my judgment, the Gov- 
ernment would be fully protected against the payment of any 
fraudulent claims—and 1 am certain that none of us from the 
West desire any fraudulent Indian depredation claims paid—in 
my judgment the Government would be fully protectgd if half 


the amount included in these judgments, say $250,000, should be 
appropriated under the conditions stated by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, that nomoney shall be paid 
out upon any judgment, except upon the certificate of the At- 
torney General or of the acting attorney, in the case that no 
frnud has. been perpetrated. 

Appropriate that amount and let it be applied either pro rata, 
or to satisfy in full these just judgments when they areshown 
to be so. That would at least give an assurance that these 
judgements would be paid, and it seems to me that itis aboutthe 
fairest compromise. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thatis not fair, but it is fairer than the 
proposition the gentleman from Texas has made. 

Mr. PICKLER. What does the gentleman from Texas say 
to that? 

Mr. SAYERS. The amount is too large. 

Mr. KEM. I wish toaskthe chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations whether he thinks it at all probable that any 
considerable number of theseclaims are fraudulent? 


Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question frankly. We do 
not know whether that be true or not. Wedo not know whether 
they are fraudulent, nor do we know that they are just claims, 


but there is a suspicion, founded upon some facts which the As- 
sistint Attorney-General has been able to gather, that some of 
these judgments have been improperly obtained. 

Mr. PICKLER. At this point let me give the gentleman the 
Attorney-General’s own language on that point. He says: 


I beg to state, in reply, that although upon taking charge of this office in 
1893 and reorganizing the force within a month thereafter, opportunity was 
not afforded me under the rules of the court, with respect to work in the 


field and the causes on the trial calendar, to examine as closely the cases as 
under other circumstances I should have done; yet I haveno reason to be- 
lieve that any of the Judgments obtained contained in the said Executive 
Document No.7 are irregular except as hereinafter stated. 

Sometime in the month of February last information came to me to the 
effect that the following judgments in the list were of doubtful regularity 
because of the requisite condition of citizenship being. wanting. 


And then there are nine judgments set out. That is the lan- 
guage of the Attorney-General. Outof 325 judgments, these are 
all that he could say there wasany irregularity about; and these 
only as to citizenship. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the gentleman will read the remainder of 
the statement—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that every particle—— 

Mr.SAYERS. I believethatI have the floor. The last ques- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, which I propounded, with the answer, was as 
follows: 

Is it your opinion that appropriation should be suspended until you can 
lay yese finger on those that ought to be paid and those which ought not to 

Mr. Howry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How do you expect Con- 
gress to get rid of judgments of the Court of Claims? Even 
if those jndgments are wrong we can not reverse them or set 
them aside. If they are irregular the court itself can ascertain 
that fact; we can not. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is just the position that we take. 

Mr. SAYERS. We propose to provide for an investigation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If any judgment has 
been obtained by fraud, is not the remedy for the Attorney- 
General to.apply to the court? 

Mr. HERMANN. And healready has thatremedy within his 
power. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Thatis what we direct him to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. He does not require to be directed: 
law aiready directs him. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois | }y; 
CANNON]. as 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I can say ina very 
few minutes all that I wish to say on this matter. There has 
been certified here in round numbers half a million dollars of 
these judgments known as Indian depredation judgments fo; 
the consideration of Congress. They were referred to the Con 
mittee on Appropriations. After consideration that committed 
was satisfied that a part of these judgments had not been prop- 
erly defended—some of them that can be named and are named- 
with well-grounded suspicion against other judgments that the 
Attorney-General was not able to name, aud we are not able to 
name. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations had no desire—I think 
I speak not only for the minority, but for the whole committee 
when I say they had no desire to recommend anything to this 
House except that which is right. I have an opinion about 
thismatter,and I will stateit; and then,'so far asI am concerned, 
my connection with it is done. 

Gentlemen are familiar with the law under which the Court 
of Claims took jurisdiction of these matters. What were known 
as Indian depredation claims had been kicked from pillar to 
post for many years; many cases were passed upon by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; but the action taken upon themamounted 
to nothing, except that occasionally Congress might appropriate 
for a particular claim. So that afew years ago we passed an 
act referring these claims to the Court of Claims. Now, listen 
and see what that court under that act was todo. We conferred 
jurisdiction upon the court to inquire and finally adjudicate— 

First, all claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians belonging to any band, tribe, or nation in amity with 
the United States, without just cause or provocation on the part of the 
owner or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 

Thus it was provided in the very firstclause of the act that the 
claim must inure to a citizen of the United States; and it must 
be for property taken or destroyed bysome tribe of Indians ‘in 
amity with the United States.” Those two things must exist. 

Then a third question arises: where a citizen of the United 
States whose property has been destroyed by Indians in amity 
or at peace with the United States, has ceased to be a citizen at 
the time he brings his suit, has he any status? The Court of 
Claims went on to hear these cases; and after inquiry from the 
Attorney-General, it appears—I will not take time to read but 
will state the substance of the communication—that of these 
three or four hundred cases, in no case where judgment was 
rendered was the question of citizenship raised before the court. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. It was conceded. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Itwasnot raised, asl understand it. 

Mr. VAN VooruHts of New York rose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill make my statement, and [ 
think it will be satisfactory to my friend from New York. 

Again in these cases, the inquiry as to whatconstituted a tribe 
at peace with the United States does not seem to have been 
passed upon. ; 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. MayTI ask the gentle- 
man a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Inamoment. I think I can state 
this matter succinctly, and then I will answer questions, 

Now, these judgments come to us; and the report is made that 
in a number of these cases the claimants were not citizens of the 
United States; that some were Canadians, some Mexicans, some 
‘*squaw men” who practically had been adopted into the tribe— 
not by legislation of the United States unless the treaty consti- 
tutes legislation, but adopted in point of fact—married into the 
tribes-and drawing rations through their families from the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, then, the court decided that citizenship is a matter that 
is jurisdictional. Now, it seems that in certain named cases of 
these judgmentscitizenship did not exist, that in some instances 
the tribe was not in amity with the United States; we said as to 
these cases there is no doubt that the United States ought not 
to make the appropriation unless we have had our day in court. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Notnow. [ntwoorthree minutes 
T will yield, first to the gentleman from New York: for a ques- 
tion, and then to any other gentleman. : 

Then the question occurred to thecommittee, Has the United 
States had its dayin court? Hasthe Attorney-General in charge 
of these cases been ignorant or careless; and if so, are we bound 
the same as any other party would be? Much can be said in fa- 
vor of that position. Ks we began to inquire we turned to sec- 
tion 1088 of the Revised Statutes.and found—and.I ask the par- 
ticular attention of gentlemen—this provision of the law: 
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The Court of Claims, at any time while any claim is pending before it, or 
on appeal from it, or within two years next after the final disposition of 
such claim, may, on motion on behalf of tho United States, grant a new 
trial and stay the payment of any judgment therein, upon such evidence, 
cumulative or otherwise, as Shall satisfy the court that any fraud, wrong, 
or injustice in the premises has been done to the United States. 


Mr. HERMANN. 
lation. 

Mr.CANNON ofIllinois. Ah! the gentleman says that there is 
no necessity for this legislation. There is the language of the 
Revised Statutes: that is the law, and there is not one of these 
judgments, if the cause exists, that can not be openedon motion 
for a fraud or wrong or for injustice in the premises done to the 
United States. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. 

Mr. HERMANN. They can do that now under the statute 
the gentleman has just read, without this legislation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, the gentleman is swift. He 
savs we can do that now. When it has come to the knowledge 
of this House in the last ten days that there are a number of 
these judgments, which are named, that ought to be opened and 
can be opened, when a well-founded suspicion comes to this 
House that there are others that can not ba named that can be 
opened and ought to be opened, then the question is whether 
you will appropriate this money before you ascertain which of 
these judgments are subject toa motion fora new trial under 
section 1088 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not believe it to be good 
policy, and therefore we report an amendment to this bill that 
{ think will commend itself tothe judgment of this House; that 
is to say, we appropriate $10,000 to the Attorney-General, and 
it shall be his duty to vigorously inquire from this time until the 
first Monday of next December as to the facts in each case, and 
if there be acase among the mass that ought to be reopened or 
that in his judgment should not be paid until the well-grounded 
suspicion as to some of them is laid at rest, he is toso report to 
Congress; so that when it is paid we ean say that money is due. 

That isall there is of it. If gentlemen think under this state 
of fucts that they want to rush in and pay anyhow on this state- 
ment, well and good; they willso vote. It is not intended to tie 
the matter up permanently. It is not intended to confer any 
new power on the Attorney-General or on the court, but under 
the rights of the United States under the law it is proposed to 
give the Attorney-General $10,000 in money and five months in 
time to investigate cases, make motions for new trials if cause 
exists, and report to Congress, 

Mr. PICKLER. Under section 1088. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). And if there be any 
cases found under this statute, 1088, which ought not to be paid, 
which ought to be reopened and in which the United States 
should have a new hearing, under the law, those facts will be 
reported to Congress, and in all other cases where no defense 
exists the money will be paid. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all right; I agree to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If there be just doubts as to the 
legulity of any of these claims, if such a condition exists in re- 
gard to them we ought to know it, and in my opinion—and that 
is the judgmentof the Committee on Appropriations—we should 
withhold theappropriation and pay none of the judgments until 
this investigation has been completed. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois has the 
floor. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 
suggestion? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The gentleman from IIli- 
nois promised to yield tome. I want about five minutes. This 
has been a pretty general discussion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague from Indiana wanted 
to ask me a question. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The first judgment rendered is on the 
11th of October, 1892, in these Indian depredation cases; so that 
under the law now, the two years will not expire until next Oc- 
tober. 

Mr. HERMANN. 


Hence there is no necessity for this legis- 


Will my colleague yield to me for a 


That is correct. 


Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Certainly, the two years is not up 
yet. 

Mr. HERMANN. Hence there is no necessity for this legis- 
lation. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
wish to ask a question? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
but [ want several minutes’ time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [am talking in the time of the 


gentleman from Texas. I yield the floor back to the gentleman 
from Texas. 


Does my friend from New York 


I want to ask a question, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








$n 





6847 


: I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
v York |Mr. VAN Vooruis], and the remainder of the time 
to the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. BROOKSHIRE]. 





Mr. SAYERS. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to paying the Attorney-General a bonus of $10,000 for neg- 
lecting his duty. What is hisduty? When an action is com- 
menced against the Government itis hisduty toappear in defense 
of the United States, and see that the court has jurisdiction. 
Now, if the plaintiff is not a citizen, or any other jurisdictional 
fact does not exist, he should set up a plea to the jurisdiction. 
When the case goes to judgment, the judgment establishes be- 
yond question and beyond dispute all the facts that confer juris- 
caiction, 

If on the pleadings it appears that the court had no jurisdic- 
tion, then the judgment is a nullity; but you can not go outside 
of the record and say now that a plaintiff is not a citizen, when 
the complaint alleges that he is, and the answer admits it. The 


lx, 


r y is with the court, and the duty is upon the Attorney 
General, and he should not come here and. ask us for $10,000 to 
compensate him for performing his duty. He can apply to the 
court to open every fraudulent judgment that he has permitted 


to be entered against the Government. Congress can not reverse 
the judgments. Congresscan notset themaside. Congress, by 
any action, can not affect the question of jurisdiction. all 
lies with the Attorney-General and with the court, and are we 
to give him $10,000 for performing his duty? Do we not pay 
him already for that? That is all I have to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. He must send men out to these places to in- 
vestigate. The money that the Department of Justice receives 
for this purpose is a mere bagatelle. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was the duty of the 
Attorney-General to attend to it in the time of it. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. If the committee will bear with me pa- 
tiently, I will attempt to make a brief statement of some facts 
involved in this controversy. 

From October 11, 1892, to January 22, 1893, judgments were 
rendered by the Court of Claims under the Indian depredation 
act of March 3, 1891, which in the aggregate amounted to $452,- 
000 in round numbers. There are, I think, 211 of these judg- 
ments. From November 13, 1893, to April 9, 1894, there were 
some 2 other judgments rendered, which in the aggregate 
amounted to $62,000 in round numbers. 

[t is believed that many of these judgments are fraudulent be- 
cause they were allowed upon insufficient evidence. 

On March 27, 1894, a special agent was sent out tothe Pine 
Ridge and Rosebud Agencies in South Dakota with instructions 
to investigate ten judgments, aggregating in round numbers 
$10,609. It was discovered by this investigation that such judg- 
ment had been rendered for depredations of Sioux Indians, and 
that the claimants themselves were Sioux Indians, or were in- 
ecorporated into the tribe as such, and were drawing annuities 
and supplies from the Government under treaties of the Sioux 
Indians. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whatis the gentleman reading from? 

Mir. BROOKSHIRE. I am reading from a carefully prepared 
ment drawn from these official documents. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is clear orf on that. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. [think not. It isnow contended by the 
Department of Justice that certain jurisdictional facts should be 
established and should affirmatively appear before the Court of 
Claims should render judgments in these depredation cases. 

Mr. PICKLER. They did appear. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It is contended by the Department of 
Justice that under the act of March 3,1891, both citizenship and 
amity are jurisdictional, and should be affirmatively shown be- 
fore any reeovery can be had in this class of cases. 

In a word, that it should be affirmatively shown, first, 
Whether the Indians committing the depredations were in amity 
with the United States; second, whether the claimants were, at 
the time the depredations were committed, citizens of the United 
States. 

It has recently been decided by the Court of Claims thata 
person must show citizenship at the time of the depredations, 
This decision, I think, was rendered May 21,1894. The decision 
of May 21, 1894, by the Court of Claims, was in favor of the con- 
tention of the defense that the same defenses could be made to 
an allowed case as to cases which had not gone to an allowance 
in the Interior Department. If that decision had been made 
when the allowed cases contained in Senate Executive Document 
No. 7,were presented, it is possible some of them could have been 
defended on the jurisdictional question of amity or citizenship, 
but how many, if any, can not be stated until the former judg- 
ments are examined. It is contended that suchas have become 
Indians to all intents and purposes ought to be estopped from 
suing their own people and the Government fer acts of theother 
members of their tribe, even though such persofis had not iost 


t< 
Sta 





6848 


their citizenship with the United States while acquiring tribal 
rights appertaining to treaty-making Indians. 

it seems that the act of March 3, 1891, transferred to the 
Court of Claims the claims for depredations pending in the 
Interior Department which were allowed as well as those not 
allowed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PICKLER. After 1866. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. In the cases allowed by the Secretary 
of the Interior it does not appear that the jurisdictional ques- 
tion of citizenship was properly raised by the defense, and there- 
fore there was no adjudication of citizenship, it would seem, in 
the allowed cases under said act in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Wait until I get through, please. 

Mr. PICKLER. It relates to that point. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Iam making a plain statement of the 
facts involved in this proposition as I understand them. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a wrong statement 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I am trying to make a correct state- 
ment. 

in order to have warranted a recovery in these depredation 
cases the proof should have affirmatively shown whether the 
claimants were mixed-blood Indians or whether they were white 
men incorporated with the Indian tribes, drawing annuities and 
entitled to afl the privileges of Indians. 

The question is now before the Supreme Court—and will doubt- 
less be settled soon —whether, a portion of the tribe being in open 
hostility, the tribe as a whole may be considered as sustaining 
amicable relations to the United States. 

It has been twice held by the Court of Claims in recent de- 
cisions thata tribe of Indians which is partly friendly and partly 
hostile with the United States are not in amity with the United 
Stites. In other words, it is incumbent upon a tribe to preserve 
peace and to see that all of its people bear amicable relations 
with the United States. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Depredations of 
the Senate has recently submitted a report concerning several 
of these judgments; and that committee, after taking evidence 
at considerable length, reports that ‘‘the judgments to which 
we call your attention ought not to be paid until they have been 
further examined into.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Who says that? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. That is the report made by the Senate 
subcommittees. Mr, Chairman, a very brief investigation of the 
information that has come to Congress concerning these depre- 
dation claims leads me to believe that the jurisdictional facts 
were not satisfactorily proven. It shows that many of these 
claims are fraudulent, and instead of the jurisdictional facts 
affirmatively appearing, there seems to have been no evidence 
introduced to warrant these judgments, and as my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] upon the committee has stated, the 
Government has two years in which toopenup these judgments, 
and since the two years do not expire, even on the first judg- 
ment, until next October, it seems that it is unnecessary that 
Congress at this time should be called upon to make a large ap- 
priation for the purpose of paying these depredation judgments. 

Mr. PICKLER. Wiil the gentleman now allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE, The gentleman can speak in his own 
time. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I have seen no sug- 
gestion of fraud except as to this jurisdictional fact on the 
question of citizenship. Now, it seems highly probable that in 
these cases the jurisdictional facts are proven, and it strikes me 
that a careful attorney of the United States, or any attorney, 
tryiug any case where the law itself lays down as a condition- 
precedent to recovery that citizenship shall be proven; that the 
record in every one of these cases must have disclosed the fact 
that citizenship was proven or else the record must fail to dis- 
close that fact. Now, this investigation is asked, it seems to 
me, on a simple notice to Congress that in a few of these cases 
these necessary facts stand unproved,and it is demanded that 
the appropriation shall be postponed until an investigation of 
all those cases can be had. 

I for one think it is not just, and I think that the least that 
can be done here is that half of this amount should be made 
available now, to be paid to just claimants, proportionately, 
where there is no showing in the record from one end to the 
other that there is even asuggestion of fraud. Insome of these 
cases the two years have already gone, and there is not one sug- 
gestion made here that the Attorney-General could not take 
advantage of the law as it now exists. Take that old claim of 
Tully, of Tucson, Ariz. It isa claim that is known to many peo- 
ple in my district. They know that more than $25,000 worth of 

roperty was destroyed. The judgment in that case was ren- 


dered nearly two years ago, and there was no suggestion of fraud 
in the case. 
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The claimant is very old, and almost ready to die. The old 
man has met with reverses in his late years, and yet the payment 
of the judgment he has obtained is to be postponed because some 
man in South Dakota had married a squawand had ceased to be 
a citizen of the United States. These judgments are to be post- 
poned until the next Congress withoutevena partial pay ment to 
—— of his or their just judgments. 

suggest, then, as was suggested by the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. BAILEY, and also by the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Cock: 
RELL, that at least a portion of the judgments should be met 
and at least $250,000 should be appropriated now; that $250.- 
000 to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury on the cer- 
tification of the Attorney-General that in each particular case 
he sees no reason to question the judgment. Thus, before the 
nextsession of Congress many of these people who are now stand- 
ing in need of the money on these judgments may be partially 
relieved. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 

Mr. BRODERICK. 


Certainly. 
I see by section 7 of the act that— 

_All judgments of said court shall be a final determination of the case, a deci- 
sion of the rights and obligations of the parties thereto, and shall not there- 
after be questioned, unless a new trial or rehearing shall be granted and the 
judgment reversed or modified or an appeal taken as hereinbefore provided. 

Now, if no appeal has been taken, is it enough to pass these 
judgments on a mere suggestion of fraud? Ought not there to 
be some evidence? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am thankful to my friend for 
reading that particular section of the law. That law says that 
these judgments shall be paid, except where a new trial is 
granted or where an appeal is taken. There is no new trial 
asked for in any of these cases by the United States. There is 
no new trial granted in any one of these cases, and if an appeal 
was made, and if a new trial were granted to-morrow 
. — BRODERICK. And nothing but a bare suspicion of 

raud. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And even if a new trial were 
granted, they could make their application and again postpone 
the payment of these judgments and leave unpaid all these 
other judgments that ought to be paid now. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman makes the point that this 
question of amity and citizenship ought to be investigated. 
Has it not been stipulated how that matter should be determ- 
ined in the first place? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They are precluded now by the 
judgment, which can not be upset unless there is some proof of 
fraud; and what right has the United States now to raise that 
question on the jurisdictional fact as to whether the claimant 
was a citizen. Before the judgment was rendered it was neces- 
sary that that point should be proved. 

r. BROOKSHIRE. The suggestion I want to make is that 
the assistant attorney-general having the matter specially in 
charge states that in his judgment there should be evidence to 
show these jurisdictional facts affirmatively. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why did not he take it aflirma- 
tively then? ; 
Mr. PICKLER. He stipulated in the record that these fact 

were so. He did that in every case. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Can the Government-admit a jurisdic: 
tional fact in a court of limited and special jurisdiction ? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is done every day. 

Mr.PICKLER. You can stipulate facts, can not you? He did 
that in these cases, and that is the reason he says he can find 
but eight cases which are questionable. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, he has not gone through the cases yet. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, he has. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I beg my friends not to interrupt 
me. I say that the judgment in each case is a presumption that 
these facts existed. I think no one will deny that. But Ido 
not want, and Iam not here to ask, that any claim where fraud 
is manifest, or where there is even a plausible suggestion of 
fraud, shall be paid until Congress has investigated it. I think 
it is the duty of Congress to see such cases investigated before 
the net are paid, because I think that rests in the power 
of the House before it makes an appropriation in any case, nc 
matter what the law otherwise may be. 

Let us have every one of these cases where there is even a 
suggestion of fraud investigated—for I do not think there is 
any gentleman on this floor who wants any fraudulent claims 
paid; but I do not want any constituent of mine, or of any other 
gentleman, any claimant whose record is plain and open, whose 
name is honored in the community in which he lives, to have 
his judgment against the United States hung up and payment 
postponed simply because some other gentleman somewhere 
else has perpetrated, or is charged with having perpetrated, 
some fraud against the Government. 
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Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Do you think that in aspecial proceed- 
ing such as obtaining a judgment in the Court of Claims for 
depredations——- 

r. SMITH of Arizona. 
proceeding,” please? Cy. ; 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Well, itis provided by statute that cer- 
tain jurisdictional facts shall be proven inestablishing a depre- 
dation claim. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
provided for somewhere. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 


What do you mean by a “special 


I do not know any case that is not 


But do you think that the Attorney- 


General in such a proceeding has a right to admit those juris- | 
dictional facts without demanding evidence to establish them, | 


or thata on erm should be taken in the absence of such af- 
firmative evidence? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
plain? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Anexaminationof the records in those 
cases would show whether such evidence was produced or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, confine your examination and 
your objection to those cases where there was no such evi- 
dence. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 
that the business of the court is such that he has not had time 
to investigate these judgments. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. He has had time to have judgments 
rendered, and investigation should precede judgment. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior had time to take proofs of citizenship, for 
it never was alleged in the Department or anywhere else that 
any of these claims would be paid to persons who were not citi- 
zens. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The Assistant Attorney-General states 
that in the cases coming from the Secretary of the Interior 


Suppose it was taken, who can com- 


those questions of jurisdiction do not seem to have been passed | 


upon. 

Mr. SMITH of 
the Court of Claims; but does your Assistant Attorney-General 
dare to say that they were not raised before the Secretary of 
the Interior? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. In some cases it would appear that 
there was no question raised as to amity or citizenship. At 
least this would seem to be true from the information before us. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then, are you ready, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, to say that wherever the 
record discloses that those facts were established the judg- 
ments shall be paid, and that wherever the record does not so 
show payment shall be postponed? 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Does not the act provide that the judg- 
ment of the court shall be final? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It provides thatthe judgment of the 
court shall be final except where an appeal is taken or a new trial 
is granted. In all other cases the judgment of the court is final 
and binding upon Congress. 
mere suggestion of fraud emanating from the other end of this 
building, to the effect thatseven oreightmen who have obtained 
judgments had married squaws, thereby abandoning their alle- 
giance as citizens of the United States and becoming members 
of an Indian tribe—we are not willing that on such a suggestion, 
whether it be well founded or not, the honest claims of citizens 
of Arizona, of Oregon, of Minnesota, of Texas, of New Mexico, 
shall be postponed for years. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] states that the Attorney-General of the United States 
did not specificaliy examine every one of these claims in order 
to ascertain whether the jurisdictional facts were presented and 
established or not. In answer to that I remind him thatthe law 
itself provides that the Attorney-General shall take the allow- 
ances of the Secretary of the Interior as prima facie correct, un- 
less it be discovered that there has been fraud perpetrated. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. My friend from Oregon will pardon 
me for insisting on proceeding, but Taminahurry. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not blaming the Attorney-General; I am not here to 
say one word against him. I have no doubt that he has done all 
thathe could do in view of the amount of official business on 
his hands. 

I do not expect and nobody else expects the Attorney-General 
to go into an investigation of Indian depredation claims. That 
thing is left, asevery similar question is left, to trusted men of the 
proper Department. It may be that it has been left to men who 
are incompetent; but I know it will not conduce to fairness or 
justice if every judgment with every fact proven shall be sub- 
mitted now to a year’s delay or two years’ delay because in 
certain specified cases there is a suggestion of fraud. 

I sav the Committee of the Whole can certainly do no less than 
appropriate at least $250,000 or $300,000 (and I shall at the proper 
time offer such an amendment) to be immediately available, on 
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The Assistant Attorney-General states | 


Arizona. They may not have been raised in | 


Now, we are not willing that on a | 


the certificate of the Attorney-General, for the payment of 

judgments as to which there is nosuggestionoffraud. Letother 

cases as to which fraud issuggested beinvestigated. ButI hope 
| Congress will do justice to these men who have had their money 
withheld from them for twenty years past. By such an amend- 
| ment as I suggest, the Government is perfectly protected. 

[f these claims are examined it will be found that the amounts 
are cut below the actual loss. Articles are put in, not at prices 
as they existed twenty years ago, but at the prices prevailing 
when the claims were presented. I trust, then, that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole, in recognition of the justice of most of 
these claims, will make an appropriation immediately available 
which shall cover at least 50 per cent of the amount of these 
| claims. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, preliminary to 
the brief remarks I shall make on this question, I desire to read 
a letter, and I trust it will be listened toattentively. It isdated 
at Hanford, Cal., May 16, 1894, and isaddressed to myself. The 
writer says: 
| Iwrite thisto you to ask your assistance in getting an appropriation 

made by the present Congress to pay an Indian depredation claim which 
| [have had before Congress since the sessions of 1885 and 1886. Judgment 
was rendered in my favor February 27, 1893, for the sum of 83,212.90. 

The original claim was for 331,353; but the Attorney-General wrote me a 
| year ago that he had allowed me the sum of 83,212.90, and that an appropria- 
| tlon therefor would be made by Congress. 

I would be grateful to you for any assistance you could give in having this 
appropriation made, as my circumstances are such that I need the money 
very much. My husband was murdered by the Southern Ute Indians, our 
home and everything we possessed burned by them, and I shot in the right 
shoulder—— 

Now, gentlemen, I would like you to give attention to this let- 
ter. It presents a live matter. It is nota recital of technical 
cobweb precedents. It is a recital of the facts of one of these 
| Indian depredations: 

This occurred at 11 o'clock at night, June 20, 1885, in La Plata County, Colo. 
We were living on a preémption claim, and making of it a genuine, com- 
| fortable home; had never had any trouble, nor had anything to do with the 
Indians in any way. “Twas an unprovoked, cold-blooded murder. I was 
left with four small children (the youngest, an infant of 10 months, after- 


| 
wards died from the effects of exposure), naked and homeless, and I with my 
right arm hanging useless at my side. We made our escape, and I have 





struggled with poverty ever since, trying to rear my children intelligently. 

This winter and spring have been unusually hard for us, owing to the 
| financial and labor troubles. As I am an old woman—will soon be 50 years 
of age—I don't feel as if it is right to deprive me of my moncy any longer, 
if lam to have any good of it. 

This $3,212 does not pay me for what the flames destroyed, yet it would be 
a small portion of what my husband and I had labored faithfully for years 
Lo accumulate, and was so ruthlessly destroyed by the Government's wards, 
whom that Govornment is so careful to keep comfortably clothed and fed. 

If you will kindly help mein this matter I and my children will be ex- 
tremely grateful to you. 


The letter is signed ‘‘ Mrs. M. A. Genthner,” of Hanford, Cal., 
which is in my Congressional district. 

The claim was certified to the committee this year, and judg- 

ment has been rendered by the court and is due to this woman, 

| whose husband as well as one of her children was murdered by 

the Government's pets and herself crippled. Now, I wish to read 

for the sake of comparison one little item in this bill, on page 6: 

Payment to Sam Yuen: To pay Sam Yuen the value ofcertain opium de- 
stroyed by order of the Treasury Department in 1887, $2,400. 

The Chinaman must be paid: but the woman whose husband 
was murdered and herself wounded by your pets must wait, be- 
cause, forsooth, there is a general charge of fraud entered in 
regard to some of these judgments! I suppose there could be 
no charge of fraud entered where there is a Chinaman at one 
| end of the business; because, if I understand the signs of the 
times, and if I read correctly the votes that are taken in this 
House, if there is one thing sacred with this Administration it 
isa Chinaman. He is more sacred than the white elephant of 
Siam to the Siamese. 

Mr. Chairman, no man in the House, I think, has more sin- 
cere respect for the chairman of this committee than I have; but 
I can not help thinking that he and his committee have been 
very unfortunate in the excuse they have given for not doing 
their plain duty in this matter and not including in their bill an 
appropriation for the judgments certified to the House and Sen- 
ate by the Attorney-General in the matter of Indian depredation 
claims. 


It seems to me, with all due respect to the committee, 
that the excuse presented by them for not doing their duty in 
this matter is the flimsiest ever offered by any committee to 
this House. 

There is a general charge of fraud. What is the evidence? 
Of the three hundred and twenty-five claims which have been 
approved by the court it would appear from the statements of 
the committee that perhaps ten need some looking after. But 
charges of this kind, if they are to receive any consideration, 
should be so definite and precise that they can be connected with 
particular named claims; unless they take this shape they should 
not be regarded. A general charge against these claims is a 
charge against your courts and against your Attorney-General, 
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who has certified the claims to Congress for payment. Are our 

courts so corrupt, is the Attorney-General so corrupt as this 

charge would imply? If they are why appropriate $10,000 more 
to enable the Attorney-General to investigate claims which he 
has already once certified? Will he bo any more honest the 
econd time than the first? 

My friend, the chairman of the committee, in answering the 
gentleman from New York, referred to this $10,000 appropriated 
for the use of the Attorney-General for asecond investigation of 
these judgments as a mere bagatelle. But the judgment ren- 
dered in the particular case to which I am asking attention—a 
judgment of $3,200 in payment of a just claim—is, in the opinion 
of the committee, to be assumed as a gigantic fraud. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe every member of this House believes 
that the next House of Representatives will be Republican. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I believe that the refusal 
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of the committee to do its plain duty in these cases is simply | 
following in the line of the insufficient appropriations which | 


have made for 


} 
peen 


other purposes, tho object being to throw | 


them over to that next House, which you acknowledge must be | 
Republican, that you may charge it with extravagant appro- 


priations. 

Mr. HUDSON. 
House will be Populist 

Mr. CURTI$-of Kansas. 
the next House. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Ihope the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Hupson] will live until the House of Representatives 
is controlled by the Popuiists. There will befewer Populists in 
the next Flouse thanin this. You may write that down. And 
{ want to tell my friend that when that Republican House meets 
here [ hope it will be large-minded enough and honest enough and 
courageous enough to do right and justice, even though it has 
to make an appropriation for a white woman or a white man in- 
stead of an appropriation for an Indian or an Indian agent. 

l believe that it will be big enough and honest enough to do 
that. Ibelieve it will bs big enough and honestenough to pay the 
honest debts, and debts due to its poorest citizens, even if the 
great trusts and corporations of the country have to wait inthe 
anteroom for a few minutes longer before coming in and taking 
their millions. 

You talk about ‘‘fraud” ir these 220 small claims, claims 
growing out of murder, robbery, pillage, and arson committed 
by your wards that you are supporting and caring for, and yet 
in a few days—and I want you to remember this—in a few days 
you propose to ratify by your votes the gift, not to say thesteal, 
of $40,000,000 given to one of the biggest, most arrogant, and 
most shameless trusts that exists or ever existed in the United 
States! Thatis what you are going todo. But here you ery 
fraud,” “fraud,” on these little honest claims! Oh, gentle- 
men, you strain at a gnat and swallow a camel—yes, you swal- 
low two or a dozen of them ata meal. [Laughter.] 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee also to 
page 39 of the bill and page 38: 

For payment to the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, $68,000. 

No fraud about that, I suppose. Oh, no; you could not raise 
the question about that. Now, let us look at another: 

Judgments of Court of Claims:— 

That is the same ‘‘ corrupt Court of Claims,” mind you, whose 
judgment in the Indian depredation cases was of no value. It 
is on a different subject here, however, and it is all right— 

bor the Pottowatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana, $104,009. 

Mr. Chairman, that is only a bagatelle, of course, because it 
goes to the Indians. There is no fraud connected with that. 

Mr.SAYERS. Ido not wish, of course, to say anything that 
will probably interfere with the gentleman's remarks, but I de- 
sire to inform him that before we recommended that appropria- 
tion we inquired into all of the facts, and had before us the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States. We went to 
the General Land Office and also went to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and did not put the provision into the bill until 
every one had carnestly recommended it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But there was no ‘fraud ” 
there. Now,I want to answer the gentleman. It has beensug- 
gested near me that there is not much commission in these In- 
dian depredation cases anyway. But I wish to ask if the gen- 
tleman inquired so particularly in regard to the claims of the 
Indians, did you have any special interest in inquiring into this 
Indian depredation claim of Margaret Guenther? You did not 
look at that at all, did you? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the gentleman's question and 
make my remarks afterwards. The reason we inquired into that 


i want to correct the gentleman. The next 
{f Laughter. | 


There will not be any Populists in 


judgment of $104,000 was because it was a considerable amount, 
and we wanted to strike it from the bill if we could. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. 


Oh, yes; I understand all that, 


| Which comes from anybody except from the committee. 
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but I suppose nobody charged fraud in thatcase. 1 suppose they 
did charge fraud though against this little claim that I have 
presented here? / 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know the particular claim to which 
the gentleman refers. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Youfound threeor four charges 
of fraud had been made, and because a few of them had been 

hen you throw out all the judgments of the Court of Claims in 
these honest cases and make no investigation or examination of 
them, and I charge now that the committee took no pains to in- 
quire into these 420 claims. You never investigatedthem. You 
do not know whether they are fraudulent or not. 

Mr. COOMBS. We are asking the permission of Concress 
now to do that very thing. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Ah, but did you ask Congress 
to give you power to investigate these other claims that you put 
into the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. There was no charge of fraud in those cases. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No charge of fraud? Why, 
there is no evidence of fraud connected with these claims except 
what comes from the committee. I defy you tg present acharge 
of fraud in any one of these three hundred and twenty cases 
And 
yet you pass other claims, make no investigation of them, but 
in these cases, these Indian depredation claims, you are quick 
to find a flaw or to make one. You confess by your very silence 
that you have not investigated them. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I will not if you put it on that ground. 
I deny that. I will answer the gentleman if he makes a charge 
of that kind. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
fraud? 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman from California must have 
been blind indeed if he has not seen the charges of fraud in the 
Senate investigation and in the reports generally on the subject. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Nochargesof that kind have 
been presented, and I defy you to make a charge of fraud in this 
cas». Now, there may be in a few of these cases, but that does 
not apply to the other 320, But you knew that you might by 
this means avoid making an appropriation and send the claim 
over to another Congress, and then tell the people when the Re- 
publicans pay the just debts of the Government, ‘‘See how ex- 
travagant these fellowsare!” Well, I tell you, they will be ex- 
travagant enough to do whatis right. You are not appealing 
to the best sense of the people, but appealing to the worst, when 
you go before them with such a claim as this for economy and 
when you try to avoid doing your duty and paying the honest 
debts of the Government. 

I repeat, you are not appealing to the good sense and the jus- 
tice of the American people, and you are making a political 
mistake and a business mistake. 

On page 57 we find another of these same specimens: 

The “Old Settlers,’ or Western Cherokee Indians, $800,385.31. 

Nearly a million dollars. Is there any fraud about that claim? 
How many claims are included in that lump sum? These In- 
dian depredation cases are itemized, but here you bring in an 
appropriation for nearly a million dollars, all in a single item. 
You just bunch the whole thing. I think if you wanted to find 
some fraud, perhaps you could find it there, and you could save 
more than you can on this item of Indian depredations. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me state to the gentleman that we in- 
quired into all that, and it has the sanction of the Supreme 
Court of the United States and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs; and if the gentleman thinks he can discover anything 
wrong with it, he is at liberty to try. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will give the gentleman five 
minutes’ time if he will tell me the particulars and items which 
are included in this amount of $800,000 to which I havereferred. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not want the time. I would rather hear 
the gentleman talk. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HERMANN. I should like to say a word. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] three minutes. 

Mr. HERMANN. In confirmation of what the gentleman 
from California has stated, I will say no person has made any 
charges here except the Committee on Appropriations with re- 
gard to frauds pertaining to these claims, and that committee 
have not proved so far, nor can they prove, that anyone coi- 
nected with the Department has submitted to this Congress or 
to the Committee on Appropriations any evidence whatever to 
substantiate the rumor as to fraud. 

Upon that subject I hold in my hand a letter from the De- 
partment of Justice, dated June 25, which was yesterday, call- 
ing attention te the factthat the letter of the Assistant Attorney- 
General charged with the defense of the claims, dated April 20, 
1894, in answer to an official request from the chairman of thé 


Where were the charges of 
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House Committee on Appropriations of date April 19, for an | 


opinion as to whether all of the judgments reported to Congress 

-payme rere regular and should be appropriated for, shower 
for payment W gularand should be appropriated for, showed 
that— 

Without the opportunity, on account of the current business and the state 
of the trial calendar, to give the judgment cases (meaning those judgments 
not subject to motion for new trial under the rules of the court) that atten 
tion which under other circumstances might be given, yet there wasnorea 
son to believe that any ofsaid judgments were irregular, except the ten judg 
ments against the Sioux then under investigation, and that as to these, al 
leged to beirregular because the requisite conditions of citizenship were 
wanting, the Department was unable to say whether they should be appro- 
priated for for want of further information. 


Mr. PICKLER. 
hearings. 

Mr. HERMANN. So yousee there is nothing on file in the 
Department affecting the integrity of any one of these claims. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, it is possible, it 
is highly probable that some of these claims may be tainted with 
fraud. It would be strange if, out of the whole three hundred 
and twenty-five different cases, there was not something of that 
kind. Now, wherever there is a reasonable belief or suspicion 
that any one of those claims is fraudulent, do not pay it. But 
make an appropriation to pay the others, and to pay this poor 
woman what is justly due her, with her little children to care 
for. Youclaim you can not make an appropriation to pay her, 
but you can pay a Chinaman upon a claim reported from the 
same court. 

Although you can do that, you refuse to pay aclaim which has 
been here since 1885 for money due to the wife of one of your 
own citizens, one of the old settlers on the frontier. I say it is 
a shame to the American Congress that it does not act in a busi- 
nesslike manner, as men would do under any other circumstances. 
I claim that there is as much or more fraud in this lump sum of 
$800,000—-more than in all these Indian depredation claims. 
But if you find one single claim here that is fraudulent, does it 
make the whole of them fraudulent? Is your whole bill a fraud 
on thataccount? According to your argument, your whole bill 
is a fraud if there is a single fraud in it. That is taking you 
upon yourown grounds. Now, Iappealtothis House to doright, 
to do justice. Tell your Secretary of the Treasury to pay those 
billsand those judgments found by yourcourts. Pay those judg- 
ments that have not been questioned, cases in which no appeal 
has been taken, and to the payment of which there ought to be 
no opposition. Is not that business? Is not that the sensible, 
manly way to do business? I do not know whether you can do 
it. Idonot know thatthe present straitin which the Democratic 
party finds itself will permitit. But I tell you you are making 
a mistake, and a big mistake, when you deny justice to your poor 
people and shovel out millions to your trusts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that debate upon the 
clause and pending amendments be closed at 4 o'clock, and that 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] and the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr.. HERRMANN] may control the time —— 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I trust the chairman of the com- 
mittee will take sufficient time to defend his own committee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
me a little time to reply, if we are to have the multitude of 
words that we have had for an hour. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I do not know who has used any 
greater multitude of words than my friend in various matters. 
The gentleman may have gained some information. I would 
like to have an amendment presented and considered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment already pending. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I can offer it, then, when this 
is disposed of. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen in favor of these claims may have forty minutes, and 
that those who are opposed to the claims may have twenty min- 
utes. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to state that I wish twenty min- 
utes of that time, and that possibly the gentleman from South 
Dakota requires twenty minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think I can getalong with twenty minutes, 
and I want to carry out the understanding made with the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will act in good faith with the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Washington. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that this debate be closed in sixty-three minutes; that the gen- 
tlemen favoring these claims may have forty-three minutes, and 
those opposed may have twenty minutes of the time; twenty 
minutes to be given to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN}, twenty minutes to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICELER], and three minutes to the gentleman from Washing- 
tor. |Mr. WILson]. 


That is found on page 132 of the committee 


le 


it, 


I wish the chairman would give | 





Mr. PICKLER. 


I want three minutes more for the gentle- 
n from Kansas, making sixty-six minutes. 


‘he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
us consent that debate on the clause and pending amendments 


mt 


| be ciosed in sixty-six minutes, forty-six minutes to be given to 


4 


the 1amed by him, and twenty minutes to the mem- 
bers of the committee opposed to the proposition. Is there ob- 
jection?’ [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in the three 
minutes yielded to me I only desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill a question, if I can have hisattention. Here- 
tofore upon a general deficiency bill it has been customary to 
make appropriations to pay certain attorneys fees for services 
rendered and that have been ordered by the Attorney-General. 
In the act of March 3, 1893, an appropriation was made for legal 
services rendered to the United States. There is no other way 
in which they can pay for a certain kind of services, and it has 
been the custom to make appropriations in this manner for that 
purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman refer to claims of lawyers 
who have been appointed by the courts todefend prisoners who 
were too poor to employ counsel. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No; not at all. The law is 
against them. TIrefer toa case like that of an attorney in my 
State who was ordered to aproceed to Tacoma, a distance of 400 
miles, and there defend the Puyallup Indians against the con- 
struction of a railroad across their reservations without author- 
ity of Congress. 

The attorney was to be aliowed $600, and he paid his traveling 
expenses. It has been certified to by the court, and Congress 
has provided in the deficiency act o' March 3 for similar appro- 
priations. Now, I was sick on Saturday, and for the first time 
since the Ist of January was absent from the House and not 
able to present this matter at the proper time. I would like to 
have the chairman of the committee look into it fully and com- 
pletely; and that is all I desire to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will look into it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I only want to give some of 
the facts that surround this case. I have no attack to make 
upon the Committee on Appropriations. I think they have been 
overcareful about making this appropriation. Ilthink that these 
appropriations ought to be made, and they ought to be made 
now: but the Committee on Appropriations seem to think that 
there should be a further investigation. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the history of this case, so far as the Sioux Indians are 
concerned, as they are largely interested in these claims, for 
these claims largely arise in the Sioux Indian country. I want 
to call the attention of the committee, in the first p!ace, to the 
condition these people were in, and how these depredations came 
to be committed; and I read from the statementof Assistant At- 
torney-General Colby when before the Senate committee: 

There was a drought in Nebraska, Wyoming, and Western Dakota. The 
white people lost all their crops. The Indians lost all they had, and they 
had raised considerable. Congress did not make the appropriation of about 
one-third which the treaty provided for. They not only were short of their 
crops, but they had to have supplies sent out to them tosupply their wants, 
and they had their rations cut down. Insome instances they were actually 
starving. Teachers had been among them and they had the idea of a Saviour 
and a Messiah in their minds, and they thought it was time for the Messiah 
tocome and helpthem. There was a religious revival on that subject. It 
frightened the agents and contractors, those who had probably been mak- 
ing something out of their beef contract, and they thought they were get- 
ting hostile, and they got the soldiers in there, and by bad whisky and acci- 
dent down on Wounded Knee a fight was precipitated and two or three hun 
dred killed, and they struck for the Bad Lands, andGen. Miles came in and 
by sensible work got the Indians quieted and got them back 

Now, these are some of the circumstances; and I want to refer 
also to the language of Agent Cooper. 

Now, I want tocall attention to the testimony of Agent Cooper. 
These gentlemen here are claiming that there was no amity 
among these Indians, that there was a state of war,and I want 
to call attention to the facts as testified to by Agent Cooper: 

Senator CHANDLER. Describe what destruction of property there was and 
what loss of life. 

Mr. COOPER. There was an Indian chief by the name of Big Foot, who, I 
believe, lived at the Cheyenne River Agency in South Dakota, who had the 
reputation of being rather a warrior. He surrendered to Maj. Whitside, of 
the Seventh Cavalry, on Sunday, becember 28, 1890—I believe that is thedate— 
within 12 or 14 miles of the Pine Ridge Agency. On Monday morning, De- 
cember 29, 1890, they called the Indians from the tepees, as they are called 
out there, the tents, that is, the male portion of them, the men, for the pur- 
pose of disarming them, and during the process of disarming them one ex- 
cited Indian opened fire onthe troops, when it became almost an instanta- 
neous fire on the part of everybody armed on the ground. Most of the In- 


entlemen 





dian men were killed and quite a number of women and children. I never 
knew exactly how many were killed. 
Senator CHANDLER. Can you give the statistics of mortality during that 


winter? 

Mr. COOPER. Amongst the Indians? 

Senator CHANDLE&R. Both sides. 

Mr. COOPER. It would only be guesswork for me to do that. 
Senator CHANDLER. Was there a state of war there, practically? 
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Mr. Cooper. No, sir; I could not say it was. It is a very delicate thing 

for a man to criticise 
Senator CHANDLER 

depredations. 

r. COOPER. They were supposed to have been committed by these Indians 
over the reservation, such as Big Foot’s band, and a fellow by the name of 
Two Strikes, He Dog, Kicking Bear, and Short Bull. They seemed tobe the 
principal leaders of the disaffected Indians. 

Senator CHANDLER, Who did the mischief? 


I will ask you, then, to state who committed these 


Mr. Cooper. Ido not know; it was confined to 2,000 Indians under these 
different leaders 

Senator CHANDLER. From what tribes were they? 

Mr. Coorer. A portion of the Sioux known as the Brule Sioux, and a dis- 
affected part of the Ogalallas. 


Senator CHANDLER, Had they before this outbreak been at peace and in 
amity with the Government? 


Mr. Coorer, [ think so. 
Senator CHANDLER. Were they living on the reservation? 
Mr. Cooper, They were living on their reservation at Rosebud, as I un- 


derstand. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you understand that these depredating Indians 
all came from the Rosebud Agency? 

Mr. COOPER. No, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. From various agencies? 

Mr. Coorer. That is my understanding. 

Senator CHANDLER. And had been living in amity with and in receipt of 
annuities from the Government? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Thecomplaint was that the outbreak took place be- 
cause the Indians did not get their rations? 

Mr. COOPER. That was the complaint of some; others claimed differently. 

Senator CHANDLER, That was one of the complaints? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. You seem to think that if I ask you fora fact lexpect 
you to give me an opinion. I do not. 

Mr. CooPEeR. There was 80 much talk and such a variety of opinions. 

Senator CHANDLER. What was your test by which you allowed a claim; 
did you undertake to ascertain who had done the mischief when you ex- 
amined and allowed a claim? 

Mr. Cooper. Only in a general way. 

Senator CHANDLER. You did undertake to do that? 

Mr. CooPeR. These Indians swore that it was done by the Indians who 
were hostile to the Government. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you undertake to locate upon any particular band 
or tribe of Indians the responsibility for the damage for which the Govern- 
ment was going to pay? 

Mr. CooPER. No, sir; I could not do that. 

Senator CHANDLER. Are there any means of ascertaining which Indians 
ought to repay the Government this 8100,000? 

Mr.CoopER. It would be a very difficuit matter to tell. 
would not give the others away. 

Senator CHANDLER. Whatevidence did you take that the Indians had done 
the mischief? 

Mr. Cooper. The circumstances surrounding the case. The friendly In- 
dians left their property at their homes and came to the agency to camp. 
The others, the hostile Indians, roamed over the reservation. 

Senator CHANDLER. The Indians went back home and found their prop- 
erty stolen or destroyed; they proved to your satisfaction that they had pos- 
sessed the property and it was gone, and you inferred that the Indians had 
done it? 

Mr. CoorER, Yes, sir; 
there? 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you record the testimony or transmit the testi- 
mony upon which you made your findings? 

Mr. CooPen. I did. 

Senator CHANDLER. There is to be found in the Interior Department the 
statement of the case of each one of these Indians? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; with the testimony attached to it. 

Senator CHANDLER. The Indians presented their claims and with them 
certain affidavits of two others? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you take additional testimony? 

Mr. COOPER, Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. In writing? 

Mr. CooPER. I did In a great many cases. 

Senator CHANDLER. In the shape of affidavits? 

Mr. Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER, And those you have put with the testimony? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. So the whole basis of your allowance in each case 
would be found at the Interior Department? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; everything was sent here, and I suppose they made 
a thorough examination before they approved it. 


During that disturbance out there, which was not an Indian 
war, but which arose from the accidental discharging of a gun 
of one Indian while they were being disarmed—during that dis- 
turbance those Indians who were friendly were persuaded to 
come into the agency. That is the testimony of Mr. Cooper. 
Also the white men who had married squaws and were living 
among the Indians, but were citizens ofthe United States, were 
invited to come in. They came in, and gave their advice in 
favor of friendship and amity, and sent out word to those whe 
were hostile to come in and submit to the Government. Those 
men assisted Gen. Miles and the agent to restore peace, and 
while they were in camp their horses and theircattle were taken 
and their houses were burned. 

It is for that property that they now ask compensation, and 
I want it understood that there are no juster claims anywhere 
than those that are put in here by these Sioux Indians in the 
State of South Dakota. What is the condition of this matter 
as it now stands? Let me call attention to the care that is 
taken in the investigation and trial of these cases. Gentlemen 
talk here as if these claims were ‘“‘railroaded” through, but I 
beg to call attention to the care that is exercised in all these 
eases. Assistant Attorney-General Colby says: 


There are stipulations of facts—not for a judgment—stipulations of facts 


These Indians 


because there were no white men right around 
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which appear in the record. For instance, stipulations that the record 


shows that he was a citizen. 

But I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
BROOKSHIRE], who addressed the committee a while ago, to let 
us know how, after the Attorney-General of the United States 
defending all of these claims, has stipulated that these parties 
were citizens of the United States and that this tribe was at 
amity with the whites—I want to know how the gentleman ig 
going to get back of that stipulation and of the judgment of the 
court? The Assistant Attorney-General himself says that he 
can not go back of those stipulations. The gentleman from In- 
diana talks as if this question of citizenship had not been passed 
upon at the time the cases were tried. 

That isa mistake. Here in the report of the committee you 
will find several paeeee and every one of themalleges, as one 
of the material allegations under the law, that the claimant was 
a citizen of the United States, and then they further allege 
that the tribe was at amity with the people of the United States. 
Those facts were in the case, those facts were stipulated by the 
Attorney-General, acting for the United States, and there is no 
way that I know of to go back of these stipulations and judg- 
ments. 

Now, it is so easy to prejudice just claims, especially these 
Indian depredation claims, that I wish to join with the gentle- 
man from Illinois and the gentleman from Texas, the Chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, in providing for further 
investigation to section 1088 of the Revised Statutes, but I pro- 
test against their making any new law for these cases now. If 
there is any irregularity in those judgments as rendered, al- 
though the greatest care is taken in the trial of cases, let such 
irregularities be corrected if they can be reached under existing 
law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if these judgments could be upset 
upon the question of citizenship, I contend that it would be an 
outrage to seek to disturb them in reference to those white men 
who had Indian wives, men whom the officers of this Govern- 
ment persuaded to come into the agency to exert their influence 
with the Indians for peace, and whose houses were burned and 
cattle taken while they were trying to help out the Government 
officers. I contend that it would be an outrage to attempt to dis- 
turb the judgments in their cases, especially after the stipula- 
tions that were made on the part of the Government. I say it 
would be the worst kind of bad faith to overturn those judgments 
on the question of citizenship, even if you could doit. The fact 
is these claims have all been very thoroughly examined. Listen 
to what the Attorney-General says: 

Senator FAULKNER. I understand from youthat you base all this infor- 
mation, which is involved in the stipulation of agreement between coun- 
sel, upon the report of the Secretary of the Interior? 

Assistant Attorney-General CoLBY. Not all of it. 

Senator FAULKNER. And not upon an examination of the original papers? 

Assistant Attorney-General CoLBY. No. In the first place, I will state 
this, that every case iscarefully examined. The original papers and every 
paper are carefully examined and a report in writing—most of itis printed— 
showing these different points, is submitted to me, examined sometimes 
by myself, usually by the assistants and signed 7 them. Then from thata 
stipulation is made. If it appears that it is all right and that the examina- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior or the allowance corresponds with the 
evidence, then the stipulation is prepared. Very often that original record 
does not contain all. Inthecase of the death of the original claimant, in 
addition an examination must be shown of the letters of administration. 
{fa subsequent deposition is taken in regard to heirship, that must appear. 
Then the power of the attorney to enter into the stipulation or the authority 
of the claimant to accept the amount must appear. 

Senator CHANDLER. Before deciding whether the United States will elect 
to reopen the case you make a thorough examination of the facts wherever 
they may be found? 

Assistant Attorney-General CoLBY. Not a single case has gone to judg- 
ment without a thorough and complete examination of the whole business, 
sometimes twice. If there is any question the examiner will say he is in 
doubt. In all those cases I persona. ly examine them myself. Sometimes I 
give them to another examiner, and then examine both reports together. 


In each case an examination is made upon the return of all the facts in the 
record. 


After this careful examination and after stipulating that these 
claimants were citizens and that the tribe was at amity with the 
people of the United States, I want to ask any lawyer on this 
floor how we are going to get around these judgments? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. By not making the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER Yes, thatis the only way. It will be seen 
that the Secretary of the Interior tries these cases first. He 
sends them to the Attorney-General, who also tries them. Then 
the cases go into the Court of Claims and the court tries them, 
so you have three separate considerations of these cases. 

Now, it is not fair to these constituents of mine who have 
prosecuted these judgments at great expense, who lost their cat- 
tle and their houses while they were trying to promote peace in 
the interest of the Government, it is not fair to them, it is very 
poor comfort to those men, to tell them that although they have 
recovered judgment they can not get paid. WhatI desire to 
impress upon the committee is this. I want gentlemen to rid 











1894. 











their minds of all prejudice. 
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As Mr.Cooper, who went upthere | 


to examine these claims says, they are chiefly for stock that was | 


lost. The cases have been tried, and the Government of the 
United States has contested all the claims, but judgments have 
been rendered, and those judgments ought to be paid in good 
faith. : 

| want to say in corroboration of what the gentleman from 
Oregon has said that there is not, as to any one of these judg- 
ments, one syllable from the Attorney-General or any law offi- 
cer of the Government charging fraud. 
membered. Not even the Committee on Appropriations makes 
such a charge. 
raised by the Department, and they want further examination 
to be made. I repeat that in all these examinations neither Mr. 
Howry, the Assistant Attorney-General, who has been so often 
before the Committee on Appropriations, nor any other law of- 
ficer of the Government, has made any charge of fraud. 


On the contrary, they have declared that they could find no | 


irregularity in any of the cases except eight or nine in which 
the question of citizenship might arise. That is all they talk 
about; they do notassert fraud. It hasnever been claimed that 
there is fraud. If these cases were reeking with fraud, how did 
they get through the Interior Department—how did they pass 
the Secretary of the Interior? And how did they pass through 
the office of the Attorney-General? And when the law officers 
of the Government appeared in the Court of Claims defending 
the interests of the Government, why did they not discover be- 
fore judgment was recovered that these cases were reeking with 
fraud? Gentlemen, fraud does not exist in these cases. But I 
am perfectly willing that every opportunity shall be offered for 
inquiry, so thatall grounds of suspicion may be removed, if there 
are such grounds. 

Let it be remembered that the time for the filing of these In- 
dian depredation claims has expired. The act of March 3, 
1891, allowed three years for the filing of such claims, andall 
claims not filed by March 3, 1894, are already barred. The 
amount of these claims, therefore, can notbe very large; but the 
claimants who have availed themselves of their rights under 
the law are entitled to a fair hearing. These men have lost 
their property; they have submitted their claims to the differ- 
ent branches of the Government, and now they ought not to be 
charged with fraud. 

Iam willing to vote for this $10,000 for the examination of this 
matter if it is conceded, as I understand it is, that report shall 
be made by December next. I am willing to agree to this, al- 
though the law says that these judgments shall be final. Sec- 
tion 7 of the act would seem to dispose of this whole contention. 
Let me call attention to its language: 

That all judgments of said court shall be a final determination of the 
causes described and of the rights and obligations of the parties thereto, 
and shall not thereafter be questioned, unless a new trial or rehearing shall 


be granted by said court or the judgment reversed or modified upon appeal 
as hereinafter provided. 


That would seem to dispose of this debate. The language of 
the statute is that these judgments shall be final. 

Before taking my seat, I wish to make one inquiry of the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. SAYERS]. I understand that the 
amendment which he has offered authorizes the opening up of 
these judgments, so far as it can be done, under section 1088 of 
the Revised Statutes. The amendment, I believe, uses the ex- 
act languageof that statute. 

Mr. SAYERS. The exact language. 

Mr. PICKLER. And you mean to have the matter investi- 
gated under the terms of the act. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the terms of the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Which is the language of section 1088. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. BRODERICK]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, some of the citizens of 
the State which I in part represent are interested in these claims 
- I desire to refer to one or two points in connection with 
them. 

Section 3 of the act under which these ¢laims are prosecuted 
provides what the petition shall state. I have had occasion to 
examine the pleadings in two cases filed in the Court of Claims, 
and each of the petitions states the jurisdictional facts, among 
them the fact of citizenship. This fact, like all the other facts, 
was denied. That was then one of the issues in the case. 
Whether evidence was offered on that particular issue or not I 
can not say, not having been present at the trial; but I presume 
there was such evidence in most of these cases. 

Section 7 provides that the judgment when rendered shall be 
final unless “pepies from or unless opened on account of fraud 
or mistake. these judgments are not appealed from they are 
presumed to be conclusive, unless there is fraud. Of course it 


Let that fact be re- | 


They merely say that there is some suspicion | 
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is conceded that if there is fraud or any well-grounded suspicion 
of fraud, payment should be deferred until that matter can be 
investigated. But I say that paymentshould not be passed over 
on mere suspicion of fraud; and according to the evidence in 
the case and the contention that has been made here, that is all 
that exists in agreat majority of cases. In buta few cases there 
has been even a suggestion of fraud. 

There has been a bare suspicion of fraud possibly in a few 
more cases. Then the committee asks to have all of the cases 
passed over this session and no appropriation made for the pay- 
ment of any of them because of this mere suggestion of fraud as 
to some few and the bare suspicion of fraud as to a few others. 
Now, we say that is wrong. We claim that there ought to be 


| at least a sufficient amount appropriated to pay the. judgments 


the Attorney-General may certify as he goes along in the in- 
vestigation. if he finds them to be correct. This question of 
fraud can not exist in many of the cases. 

_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am perfectly willing, whether 
you appropriate fifty thousand, a hundred thousand, or five hun- 
dred thousand dollars to meet these claims, to pay that sum; 
but under all of the circumstances I say the money should not 
be paid—none of it should be paid—at this time; that a proviso 
should be enacted to the provision and the inquiry made by the 
Attorney-General,and payment withheld until that is completed, 
and the committee and Court of Claims have found that there 
is no ground for a new trial under seetion 1088. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I say if there is well-grounded suspicion 
that ought to be done and the claim investigated; but if there 
is only a bare suspicion, it is wrong to withhold the money and 
force the honest claimants to wait until the suspected claims 
are examined. Now, one of the suggestions of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BArLEy] and others, I think, meets the case 
very clearly, that at least one-half of the money should be ap- 
propriated, and the claims found to be correct in all particulars 
should be certified and paid as the investigation proceeds. There 
is no reason why these parties should be kept waiting after their 
claims shall have been ascertained a second time to be correct. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the claim is fraudulent, why pay any 
part of it? If itis not fraudulent, why not pay all? 

_Mr. BRODERICK. Thatwill be done finally when the inves- 
tigation is made of all the cases. But what I am claiming now 
is that there ought to be one-half of the money appropriated to 
meet these claims; so that those that are found to be correct 
may be paid at once as the investigation progresses. That, I 
think, will be satisfactory to the claimants and to the represent- 
atives of the claimants upon this floor, and is only a matter of 
right and justice to the claims that are not fraudulent or sus- 
pected. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, on the 19th day of May, 1796, 
nearly one hundred years ago, the Congress of the United States 
enacted a law which provided, that citizens or other persons 
suffering loss of property by Indian deprefation should have 
indemnification; but in the mean while they should refrain from 
seeking vengeance through their own hand, and that as a pen- 
alty if they should pursue the despoiler of their property and 
seek redress by force, in that event all compensation should be 
cut off by the General Government. 

That was done in order to preserve harmony and peace be- 
tween the earlier settlers and the Indians. For nearly seventy- 
five years that provision remained as the law of the United 
States; and for every dollar of property depredated upon by 
Indians, the Treasury of the United States paid without any 
recourse to Congress at all. 

There was no question then raised, such as had been raised 
here in these latter days, as to quibbling and quarreling in re- 
gard to honest claimants, whether they should be paid their just 
dues after their claims had been adjudicated by the proper tri- 
bunal. Thatcontinued to be the law until 1859, when an amend- 
ment wasenacted which provided that as to further payments 
from the Treasury of the United States, none should be made 
except from annuities due the Indians, and that continued to be 
the law until 1870, when the entire law was repealed except as 
to the guaranties of final indemnification by the Government of 
the United States to the claimant or loser of property, and that 
indemnification is still found at this time on the statute books 
of the United States. 

In 1885, coming down to a later date, Congress provided that 
the Secretary of the Interior should make an examination as to 
all claims on file in his Department, and for the first time in the 
history of the Government an appropriation was made in order 
that he might carry out the spirit as well as the letter of the 
law. From that day, to March 3, 1891, the Interior Department 
has investigated these claims. 
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Now. wron the tion as to the rigid examination that was 
made at that time, and in answer particularly to the gentleman 
from Illinois, who speaks with regard to these claims being 
“kieked fi ' r to po during the past years, let me say 
that unde: practice of the Department and under the law 
these cl when filed, all submitted to the Indian agent 
of the Ind 1 with the depredation. They were espe- 
cinlly cor to the council of the Indians, and the indian 
t mon) n in the investigation, the Indians being 
asked if y had any special knowledge of any facts going to 
how whether the depredation was committed, or know of any 
facts connected with the depredation, and the value or amount 
of property as charged by the claimant. 

The result of that investigation was returned to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. Subsequently he submitted the case 
toa special agent, who was under a salary or a per diem, and 
that agent went to the community and ascertained as to the 
veracity of the claimant, as to his general standing in the com- 


y, as to the value of property of like 
stroyed that particular time and place. He went around 
among the community. He was more than anything else a de- 
tective on the partof the Government of the United States; 
if he found a mam who was more willing to testify adversely 
to the claimant than otherwise, that was the individual whom 
he preferred as.aguinst others more impartial. So that the re- 
sult was that the claim us filed by the elaimant was as a general 


munity, 


and 


character to that de- | 
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thing cut down from 50'to. 75 per cent below the amount claimed. | 


Then the Commissioner passed wpon his report. 
that, but the Secretary of the Interior revised or reviewed the 
findings and recommendations of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 
told me until the hour of mid- 


that often he sat im his room 


Not only | 


The late Seeretary of the Interior, Gen. Noble, has | 


night examining questions involved and faets as te the value or | ft 
| tions [Mr. CANNON of Illinois], as well as the present chairman 
| of the committee, who referred to these claims as being “ rail- 


amount of property in controversy in these Indian depredation 
elaims; and often he too would eut down or reduce the allow- 
ance of the Commissioner. 

Now, these allowances were all prepared, and under the act 
of March 3, 1885, they were sent to this Congress, year after 
year, by the Seeretary of the Interior. 

The Committee on [Indian Depredation Claims was formed, and 
that committee, when it met, found confronting it over 4,000 In- 
dian depredation elaims, submitted to it by the Secretary of the 
Interior. That committee found that it was utterly impossible 
for any single committee during anyone session, or during many 
sessions, to do justice to theseclaims; andthe result was that the 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as the committee, recom- 
mended that Congress should adopt such a system for the final 
adjudieation of these claims as would forever end this ques- 
tion. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Committee on Indian Affairs 
submitted to the House a proposition involving the final settle- 
ment of these claims, which 1 think was a recommendation for 
the formation of a commission to sit and finally determine the 
amounts between the Indians, the Government, and the claim- 
ants. 
dation Claims submitted another proposition. The chairman of 
the committee at that time was the late Senator from Ten- 
nessee, Gen. Whitthorne, a very careful gentleman, a man of the 
highest integrity, painstaking, able, and imdustrious. That 
committee came in with a unanimous report proposing the estab- 
lishment of a courtof Indian depredation claims. 

Then the final culmination of this proceeding was in the 
Fifty-first Congress, that able, that patriotic, that Republican 
and publie-spirited Congress, which had the courage of its con- 
victions, which was ready to take issues as it found them, and 
to settle them regardless of the consequences—a Congress 
whose acts will be 4 monument for future ages with pleasure 
to gaze upon. By a vote of 133 to 24 a bill passed this House 
providing for a court of Indian depredation ciaims. It went to 
the other Chamber, and there it was amended so as to submit all 
these claims to the Court of Claims. Im that other body the 
word “amity” was inserted against the protest of the House 
conferees. Property destroyed by Indians in amity or at war 
should be paid for. ; 

A provision was inserted in the bill, which is now the law, that 
as to all those claims which had been so industriously adjudicated 
by the Department of the Interior, through the machinery which 
I have described, through the council of Indians, in consultation 
with the Indian agents, and all the way through tothe elaborate 
examination given by the Secretary himself, that as to those 
findings they should be regarded as primafaecie correct, and that 
unless either the claimant or the United States by its Attorney- 
General should elect to reopen such allowance, t that judg- 
ment based upon it should be final. And in order that these 
claims might not be shuttlecocked from Congress to the Depart- 
ments, and from the Departments back again, as was usually 


| 


In the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on Indian Depre- | 1 5 is ; 
| whieh the Committee on Appropriations propose to reduce this 


as is being done so often with judgments from the Court 
| Claims 











JUNE 26, 


the history of these claims, there was inserte 
provision: 

Sec. 7. That all judgments of said court shall be a final determin 
of the causes decided and of the rights and obligations of the parties th 
and shall not thereafter be questioned 





ol 


unless anew trial or rehearing shall be granted by said court, or 

ment reversed or modified upon appeal as hereafter provided. 
And furthermore, as an additional precaution, in order that 

judgments should not come to Congress and 


these undergo 


another series of delays, it was provided that they should be 


placed in t 


in order that they 


transmitted direct to the committ room and 
hands of the chairman of the committee, 
might have immediate consideration. 

This was the clause in regard to that: 

SE That immediately after the beginning of « sion of Congr 
the Attorney-General of the United States shall transmit to the Congress o} 
the United States a list of all final judgments rendered in pursuance of this 
act in favor of claimants and against the United States, and not paid as 
hereinbefore provided, which shall thereupon be appropriated for in the 
proper appropriation bill. 

Now, sir, all that was done, and it was hoped and believed by 
the expectant claimants that at last justice would be done them. 
Many of them have become octogenarians, bent over and gray- 
headed, and many more have passed beyond the vale, never to 
return. I say it was expected and they confidently believed that 
at last the Government would be honest toward these long-de- 
ferred claims, and that justice would bedone after the elaborate 
machinery of the Government, such as I have described, had 
performed its functions and after the aggregate due from the 
Government on these claims had been reported. 

Now, again, particularly in reply to the remarks of my genial 
friend, the former chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 








roaded through,” I desire to say this, with all due deference 


| to each of those gentlemen and to their high standing in our 


esteem as men of discretion, and I challenge them to a denial, 
that none of them have ever examined the facts upon which the 
Seeretary of the Interior finally reached his conclusion and 
which was the basis of the judgment of the Court of Claims. 

You talk about these claims being ‘‘ railroaded through.” Isay 
that that very assertion itself shows upon its face that the gentle- 
men who make that assertion do not know what they are talk- 
ing about. Why,, sir it is provided by the act of March 3, as I 
said before, that these allowances of the Secretary of the Inte- 
vier, so earefully considered, should be final unless the claimant 
or the Government of the United States should elect to reopen 
them. Now, sir, the claimants did not elect to reopen them; 
but the evidence is all there. 

[ want te say again, in reply to the main objection made by the 
gentleman, that these claims were founded on evidence that 
established the jurisdictional facts. I want to make this state- 
ment without fear of contradiction, because I say to you, my as- 
sociates upon this floor, that that is the whole question upon 


appropriation $514,000—that only those persons were permitted 
to have allowanees who were citizens of the United States. I 
want to say, gentlemen, being somewhat familiar with the de- 
tails of these rigid investigations, that among the very first 
questions suggested on the part of the Government agents, by 
the special agent or the ordinary Indian agent, was: ‘‘Are you 
a citizen of the United States?” ' 

If the party answered that he was a naturalized citizen, the 
proof of naturalization was required to be submitted. Then 
the next proposition was that these parties were required to 
prove that the Indians were not in “‘amity with the United 
States.” One of the main questions submitted on the examina- 
tion was as to whether the tribe was in treaty relations with 
theGovernment. ‘‘ Treaty relations with the Indians” has been 
used as a synonymous term with ‘‘in amity,” and that has been 
the case ever since 1796, or for nearly a hundred years, in De- 
partment practice upon this question. 

Now, gentlemen, talk again about ‘‘fraud!’ I desire to make 
a third assertion; and I wait for a reply if I am not correct in 
my statement, and that is this: That in no court of any State of 
this Union, not even in the Federal courts, are claims so mi- 
nutely examined, I may say so unjustly examined for the claim- 
ants, as are the claims filed in the Court of Claims. If there is 
any gentleman who proposes todeny this, let him speak now, for 
Lhavethe evidence here. Nothing speaksso strongly as the per- 
centage of judgments rendered ascompared with original claims 
sued for. Go into the records of jury trials, go into the records 
of any of the nisi prius courts of any State, and go into the 
records of judgments rendered by the United States courts, and 
you will not find in any of them a greater percentage of disal- 
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lowances and reductions and judgments against the claimants 


than you will f find inthe records of the Court of Claims. 

Why, in order to convince you gentlemen, take the records of 
the Interior Department, look at the { rures, and then reflect 
a moment. Of the $4,832,861 of claims examined by the 
Interior Department do you know what uve been allowed? 
Look at those figures, and then you will have the answer here- 
after to any charges as to whether or not aoe was any indis- 
cretion or any indifference on the part of the Interior Depart- 
me Four million eight ‘hundred and thirty-two thousand 


aa t hundred and sixty-one dollars of claims. were reduced to 
1.441.927. I can place myself on the witness stand and say that 
l know of my own knowledge of property destroyed by the Indi- 


ans, and one ease of property belonging to one of my neighbors, 
cut down to 50 per cent of its just and meritorious v: ulue; but 
fn order that he might get something on his loss of property 


he was willing to take the beggarly sum the Secretary of the 
Interior een, and which the Court of Claims has passed 
to judgment. 

Mr. ( OC KRELL. I want to state in that connection that I 
inderstand that a number of claims from Texas have been cut 
down in the same proportion without any proof being offered on 
the part of the Government to show that the claims as originally 
presented were not just. 


Mr. HERMANN. I am familiar with some such cases my- 
self. : J; 

Mr. TAWNEY. The same is true as to cases in Minnesota. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, of the original sum 





claimed in 895 cases, involving $3,396,007, there was passed to 
judement in favor of the claimants only $1,030,000. Is not that 
most striking evidence of the great care ‘and discretion exer- 
‘ised in the examination of these claims when only 27.88 per 
cent of the claims presented are allowed? 

[ have referred heretofore to cay cases allowed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and upon which jud ements were rendered. 
The aggregate coming from the Secre tary of the Interior was 

$1,514,000. Those were cut down by the Court of Claims to 
$91 1,000. Theyare called preferred claims; butas to the nonpre- 
ferred claims, which had not passed the scrutiny of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, and of which the Court of Claims took 
original jurisdiction, and an examination of which was entered 
into by,their special agents and by the Attorney-General on the 
one part and by the ec laimants on the other, what are the facts? 
Those cases presented a face value of $470,817. 

Now look at the reductions which have been made on these 
nonpre -eferred claims. They were reduced to $97,749, or only 
20.76 per centof the face value of the claims presented. Dovou 
want the court tocut these claims any lower than that? If you 
were disposed to be honest, generous, and just to the public 
creditors, you certainly would not demand that the court should 
give these claimants less than they have giventhem. We ap- 
propriated about half a million dollars two years ago on such 
judgments. Congress has paid over $1,315,000 by various special 
acts since 1850 and over $448,000 have been paid from annuities. 
A bill to pay all the allowances of the Interior Department passe d 
this House in the fiftieth Congress. The highest obligation ex- 
ists to pay these claims. It is the duty of Government to pro- 
tect the property of the citizen. The United States invited 
these claimants to go upon the frontier; it extinguished the 
Indian title; it sold to the settler the lands; it erected fortifi- 
cations to protect him, but it failed; it withdrew the Indians 
into reservations, which were places of refuge for the savage. 
Then it undertook to guard the settler and toprotecthim. ISfany 
victim of the Indian’s depredation had pursued him for the re- 
covery of the stolen property or to punish him or toobtain indem- 
nity, the lawforbade pursuit within the reservation refuge. All 
remedy was cutoff. His despoiler could laugh defiance at him. 
The Government did not come to his relief. The test now is: 
Will the Government, through us, the Representatives of the 
people, vindicate the law of indemnity to these claimants and 
compensate them? or, should we confirm the general belief 
that this law isa delusion and a fraud, and that it is on the 
statute books merely to deceive and to please and then to dis- 
appoint and betray? I enter my earnest protest here and now 
against such an outrage. Have we forgotten who are these 
people? They were the pioneers of this nation, the lastof their 

‘ace. The pioneer has performed his mission, and we shall only 
read of him hereafter in history. He blazed out the way for 
civilization and empire to follow. He it was who first planted 
the flag of his country in the remotest places. He subdued 
the forest and reclaimed the desert places. He overcame 
the hostile and resisting savage, and he introduced social order, 
peace, and mutual confidence. In his struggle with these fierce 
Self-sacrifice, 

He was the 
Often in our history were we in- 


obstacles he often carried his life in his hands. 
deprivation, and suffering were most often his lot. 
advanced guard of his nation. 
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debted to his stubborn occupancy, for the a i 
a ‘ i i F vhich now form g 8 1 
\ en Ti asury ! us 
t} pione rs of 19 facili ist, 
not on lly of Oregon, Was on, 
and Id of joint o incy the 1 ni- 
gration of keane scaiianm tie e soon d ‘mined a question 
f it with war, and which all over the nation inspired the 
| patriotic cry of Fifty-four-forty, or fight!” Now, you are 
asked to say whether these deserving people, wh: very sacri- 
3 led to your greatness and wealth as a nation, shall be ig- 
nored in their demands or whether our plighted fait Ll our 
repeated promises in the law ull be rede 

om re the semen fell. ] 

. HERMANN a iked nd obtained unanimouse LO OC- 
c :py three minutes mors 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, permit me, in conclu- 
sion, to say that there is too much disposition on the part of 
rept esentat ives of the people of this c yuntry w hen they reach 
this Hall to consider every claim that comes before Congress as 
dishonest. Sir, it is an unjust and a discreditable vi yw to take. 
Look at me appro} wriations that we have been making! Look 
at the reductions that have been coming = to this House. 
Every thing has to be cut down for politic: l effect in order that 
the chairman of the committee— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, [ should not have given con- 
sent to extend the gentleman's time if I had understood that he 
would use it to make a statement of that kind. It is al splutely 
untrue that I or the Committeeon Appropriations have cut down 
appropriations for purposes of political effect. 

Mr. HERMANN. Permit me to say this, t then that an out- 
sider, looking at the justice of these claims and the critical care 
with which they have been examined and passed upon, would 
naturally conclude that there must be some motive for | aving 
them out of an appropriation bill, and it would look to an out- 
sider asif you wereall aiming and striving to get thro igh : a small 
appropriation bill with which to go before the co intry, leaving 


behind us and ignoring our just obligations to people to whom 
~ Government is indebted. 

ook at the river and harbor bill; ided 
% the Secretary of War as Scigemeanelie ‘necessar y ian the 
water ways of this country, and the amount cut down to $),500,- 
000! Look at the Pension Office, where the Commissioner recom- 
mends an appropriation of $500,000 to expedite the examination 


of pension claims in order that those gray-headed veterans may 
receive —e of what is due them before they sink to their 
final rest, and then look at the exhibit which this Appropria- 
tions ¢ romain make before the country! Youdo not find this 
demagogic cheese-paring policy under a Republican Adminis- 
tre tien. 

[ say that we ought to rise above these considerations. We 
should seek to find what is due to the creditors of the Govern- 


ment and we should pay them, and if there is not money enough 
in the Treasury to pay them, this country isrich and able eno ch 
to find the money to pay itsdebts. As to these claimants, I fear 
that only a few of them will remain on earth long enough to re- 
ceive the beggarly pittance which has been awarded them upon 
their claims. In the meantime let us rise, sir, to the dignity of 
real representatives of the people and look to justice and justice 
alone, and let policy take care of itself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr.CooMBs]. 

Mr. C OOMBS. Mr. Chairman, the discussion here this after- 
noon has certainly disclosed the fact that the position & 
member of the Committee on Appropriations of this House is 
no sinecure. According to the rules of the House, to that com- 
mittee is assigned the duty of recommending the appropriations 
that are necessary for the support of the various Depart- 
ments of the Government. It is a committee composed of gen- 
tlemen of both ee parties; and I believefrom my observa- 
tion of the action of those gentlemen that they have not been 
controlled by politics, but that there has been an earnest attempt 
on their part to bring honest bills before this House; and thig 
item is recommended by gentlemen of both parties on that 
committee, without a dissenting voice 

The gentleman from Oregon has said that it is the duty of the 
Attorney-General to certify to the Committee on Appropriations 
what appropriations should be made for these judgments ren- 
dered by the court. I say to b m that in certifying these judg- 
ments the certification was accomp: inied with certain recom- 
mendations which excited the caution of the committee; and any 
gentleman who will read the hearings before the committee 
must come to the conclusion that this caution was justifie d. Let 
= read from Mr. Howry’s testimony. The gentleman from 


e 
Ul 


Texas (Mr, SAYERS] puts to him this question: 
Is ity 


your opinion that the appropriation should be suspended until you 
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can lay your finger on those which ought to be paid and those which ought 
not to be paid?’ 

Mr. Howny. Yes, sir. 

If gentlemen will read this statement through they will find 
that this gentleman stood in a very peculiar position, such as 


to indicate that the committee ought to be cautious. As a law- 
yer he could not speak against his brother lawyers; as an offi- 
cer of the court, he could not point suspicion to the court. But 
he said enough to convince men of both sides on the committee 
that it was their duty to investigate these judgments to the full 
extent of the law before making appropriations for their pay- 
ment. 

The committee does not come before this House saying that 
these judgments are fraudulent. They say that the indications 
which have been made to them show it is necessary that they 
should have more light upon this subject before recommending 
to the House an appropriation. What they ask is that $10,000 
be appropriated so that the investigation can be made. 

And how much additional time is required for this investiga- 
tion? Simply the interval between now and the next session of 
Congress. I do not believe that gentlemen who advocate over- 
riding the Committee on Appropriations mean to go before 
the country and insist that this House should make an appro- 
priation where there is a shadow of doubt as to its propriety. 

In the actioy.we propose we are only taking advantage of the 
two years given us by the statute. And I claim that the Attor- 
ney-General should be placed in such a position as will enable 
him to make a proper examination, so that all doubt may be re- 
moved when the question next comes before the Committee on 
Appropriations. It is nota ens thing for the committee 
to stand in their present position. They should be sustained, I 
submit, in the attitude of caution they have assumed. Weknow 
that there are attempted raids upon the Treasury in all direc- 
tions; and this committee stands as a bulwark against such at- 
tacks and in defense of the public interests. We should be sus- 
tained. 

Our motives should not be impugned. We should not be told 
that our action is intended for political effect. It would be easier 
politics for us to admit every claim coming before us. It would 
be easier for us personallyto doso. But I ask gentlemen of the 
House to accept this amendment which our chairman offers, 
whereby $100,000 can be appropriated to meet such claims as 
may be found not to be tainted in any respect; and when this 
mutter comes before Congress again at the next session, [ hope 
it will be found that every one of these claims is correct, 80 that 
the money can be appropriated without violence to our duty as 
members of the committee or of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have prepared an amendment which I be- 
lieve will be satisfactory to mostof the members. I have spoken 
with gentlemen representing these claimants, and they express 
themselves as satisfied with it. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the Amendment which I first 
offered, and move this as a substitute for the original clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
submit thisamendment before submitting that of the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation 
cases in the order in which they are certified to Congress in Senate Execu- 
tive Document No. 7 of this session, Parts I and II, $100,000, or s0 much 
as may be necessary to pay and discharge such judgments as have been ren- 
dered against the United State’ after the deductions required to be made 
under the provisions of section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled 
**An act to provide for the adjustment and payment of claims from 
Indian depredations”’ shall have a aes — duly certifi the 
en of the Interior to the Secretary of the Tréasury, which certifica- 
tion shall be made as soon as practicable after the passage of this act; and 
such deductions shall be made na to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, having due regard to the educational and other necessary 
requirements of the tribe or tribes affected; and the ainounts paid shall be 
reimbursed to the United States at such times and in such proportions as 
the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the interests of the In- 
dian service: Provided, That no one of said judgments shall be paid until 
the Attorney-General shall 'have certified to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that he has caused to be examined the evidence heretofore presented to the 
Court of Claims in anppers of said Judgment and such other pertinent evi- 
dence as he shall be able to procure as to whether ffaud, wrong, or injus- 
tice has been done to the United States, and finds upon such evidence no 
grounds sufficient, in his opinion, to suprort a new trial of said case, or 
until there shall have been filed with said Secretary of the Interior a duly 
certified transcript of the proceedings of the Court of Claims denying the 
ee made by the Attorney-General for a new trial in any one of said 

udgments 

For the defense of Indian depredation claims, which shail include the in- 
vestigation and examination under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
of judgments of the Court of Claims rendered under the actapproved March 

1891, entitled “An act to proyide for the adjustment and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations ” which have not been agetepesases 
for, $10,000, which sum shall continue available until expendéd. And the 
Attorney-General shall report to Congress at its next regular session all of 
said judgments concerning which, in his opinion, after such investigation 
and examination there is no evidence, cumulative or otherwise, that any 
frawi, wrong, or injustice has been done to the United States. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I trust that this amendment may be accepted 
by the committee. It is fair to both sides.’ It protects the Goy- 
ernment and at the same time it enables the Treasury Depart- 
ment to pay such of these judgments as may be found to have 
been obtained without fraud or injustice to the Government, [t+ 
provides also that the judgments remaining unpaid shall be re- 
ported to the next session of this Congress. 

My opposition to the payment of these judgments at this time 
does not arise from any hostility to the judgments themselyés 
per se: but inasmuch as a good deal has been said, coming from 
reliable sources, to the effect that some of these judgments are 
tainted with fraud and injustice to the Government, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations unanimously concurred in reporting 
the clause which appears in the bill. 

Now, I have offered the amendment as a compromise between 
those who claim the entire amount of the judgments and those 
who think no appropriation should be made at the present time 
or in the future until the judgments have been carefully exam- 
ined and reported upon. 

Mr. QUIGG. What is the entire amount involved? 

Mr. SAYERS. Something over $500,000. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether fraud is alleged against the claim of Cyrus F’. Goddard, 
one of the cases referred to in this report of the Attorney-Gené- 
ral? 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, I 
will say that I know nothing of any special cases. We have not 
had time to examine them in detail except in one or two in- 
stances. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Attorney-General certifies these claims 
for an appropriation. Now,we send them back to the same offi- 
cial. Suppose he certifies that they should not be paid, whera 

*would it leave us? 

Mr.SAYERS. The Attorney-General only reported the judg- 
ments as having been rendered; he has expressed no opinion as 
to their validity. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. He has not examined them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I presume not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; -he goes over 
every case. 

Mr.SAYERS. I am speaking of those who administer the 
affairs of the Department of Justice now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman that it is 
the duty of the Attorney-General to certify these cases for pay- 
ment under the law, as I understand, irrespective of what he 
himself may believe of them, or irrespective of what he may 
believe after the judgment has been rendered by the court. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. JdHas not the Attorney-General a right 
under the law to file a bill in equity to purge them gf fraud or 
set aside a judgment in cases where fraud is proved? 

Mr. SAYERS. He can do so under the statute. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Has he taken such steps in these cases? 

Mr. SAYERS. My information is that he has not, 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Why? 

Mr. SAYERS. He has notdone it because he has had neither 
the time nor the money to ascertain the facts on which to au- 
thorize the Court of Claims to reopen the case, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think that is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the reason we propose now to appro- 
priate $10,000 to ascertain whether there are any facts which 
would justify the reopening of the cases. 

Mr. PIOK ER. Then you furnish him under this appropria- 
tioh with sufficient force to make the investigation? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, as he himself estimates. 

Mr. HERMANN. Has the gentleman provided that such 
claims as are certified back to the next Congress are to be certi- 
fied in the order in which they are reviewed? 

Mr.SAYERS. That certification applies to the payment of 
the $100,000—— 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand that; but in what order? 

Mr.SAYERS. And, speaking for myself only, if the At 
torney-General should certify the judgments back to Congress in 
the next session, saying that he has no fault to find with them, 
then I should be in favor of paying them at once. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the gentleman does not catch my 

oint. Suppose he certifies back two hundred thousand of these 
judgments and — appropriate only one hundred thousand to 
pay them. I submit it would be unfair to pick up here and 
there some favorite claimant and pay him, and let the others 
wait. 

Mr. SAYERS. But hé will certify all the judgments which 
he believes to be untainted. 

Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 
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Mr. SAYERS. And when they are certified the appropria- 
tion will be made. ; 

Mr. HERMANN. But howwill they be certified, in the order 
in which they are reviewed? 

Mr. SAYERS. I presume so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Youoffer thisas asubstitute forall the pend- 
ing amendments? s : 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; and I ask the committee to adopt it. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right, let us havea vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before that, let me ask 
the gentleman from Texas a question. Is this examination to 
be made by the Attorney-General of the United States and his 
assistants? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was it not the duty of 
the Attorney-General and his assistants to defend the United 
States before the Court of Claims in these judgments? 

Mr. SAYERS. That was the case, but 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Now, do you 
not provide for a certification of these judgments by the same 
officer whose duty it was to defend the United States in the 
rendition of the original judgments? 

Mr. BAILEY. The same office, but different officers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But it is the same office. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes; and after certain occurrences took place 
which cast a suspicion—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to ask if these facts, 
upon which the information is based, developed since the judg- 
ments were rendered? 

Mr. SAYERS. Since the judgments were rendered. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to yield tome 
for a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
time as he wants. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois: I should not have said anything 
if it had not been for the‘query of the gentieman from Tennes- 
see. I want to say again, as I said before, that Iam in harmony 
with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations upon 
this proposition, and the amendment now proposed, which ap- 
propriates $100,000—and I do not care whether it is $100,000 or 
whether it is $500,000—contains in it a provision that not a cent 
of money shall be paid until the Attorney-General, utilizing the 
$10,000 provided for that purpose, had made inquiry as to 
whether he can find facts that will warrant a motion for a new 
trial under section 1088 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow 
me toask him a question? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Inaminute. Idonot know whether 
any of these judgments can be reopened on a motion for a new 
trial, but Ido know that after aninvestigation made by acommit- 
teeat the other end of this Capitol they report such facts and cir- 
cumstances as cast suspicionon eight or ten of these judgments 
and suggest other facts as tending to cast suspicion upon some 
of the others, they do not know which, and I do not know which; 
and upon that bare statement, as a member of Congress, without 
easting blame upon any official of this Government, [ say it 
brings me to suggest a halt, and [ am ready to say there should 
be an investigation before the money goes out of the Treasury. 
This amendment does it. All else that has been said by way of 
allegation against the action of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, all of declamation, all of accusation that is outside of this 
exact point, is mere leather and prunella. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The question I want to 
ask the gentleman is this—I have no interest in this except to do 
right in the matter as nearly asI can. I want to know if it was 
not the duty of the Department of Justice to have done exactly 
what the gentleman now wants them to do before these cases 
went to judgment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly; but Congress in its 
wisdom years ago, almost before the gentleman and I came into 

ublic life, enacted section 1088 of the Revised Statutes, know- 
ng how frail human testimony is, how prone to fraud and mis- 
take and injustice even the proceedings of the court are when 
based upon testimony where proper defense from any cause has 
not been made, and providing that at any time within two years 
the Court of Claims may grant a new trial where injustice or 
fraud or wrong Operates, in that particular judgment, against 
the United States. Now, in an abundance of caution, this $10,- 
000 enables the Attorney-General to investigate, touching each 
case, and to make his motion, if a motion will lie and the facts 
exist, to sustain it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 





I yield to the gentleman from Illinois such 


Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the 
tute? 


gentleman wish to offer a substi- 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
onit. Ido not wish to consume a moment's time. 
tute expresses my idea of what ought to be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments have been offered so pro- 
miscuously that it is almost impossible for the Chair to keep the 
run of them. The amendment of the gentleman from South 
Dakota is the pending amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I suggest to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that he withdraw his amendment. Mine covers 
the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
consider all amendments prior to the last one offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr.SAYERS] as withdrawn. The Clerk will 
report the amendment of the gentleman from Arizoma. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1,on page 62, add the words: 

** And $300,000 is hereby appropriated, to be applied in payment, as far as 
it may go, on the Judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, as set out in 
Senate Executive Document No. 82, as follows: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized and directed to pay, if said sum be sufficient, ail 
judgments of said court, in such cases, within six months after the passage 
of this act, unless before that time the Attorney-General shall have certi- 
fled to the Secretary of the Treasury that —_ judgments, naming them, 
are probably fraudulent, and that the same are under investigation by the 
Judiciary Department. If said sum be not sufficient to satisfy in full the 
judgments not so certified by the Attorney-General, the sum shall be ap- 
plied pro rata on such judgments.”’ 


Just a substitute, and to have a vote 
This substi- 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield a minute to the gentleman from Wy- 
oming [Mr. COFFEEN]. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I am convinced that the 
proposition now offered in the amendment of the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. SAYERS] is not only well designed and cal- 
culated to do justice to all interests involved, but is eminently 
fair, and under the circumstances I shall support it. 

Mr. SAYERS. You are referring to the amendment offered 
by me. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I refer to the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. SAYERS], and I shall support 
that amendment. I believe we must at all times have in view 
not only the interests of our constituents, but, above all, the in- 
terests of the Government. But notwithstanding the state- 
ment I have just made, I wish it understood—and have asked 
this brief time in order that it may be understood—that our 
people in Wyoming have a deep interest in this question, and 
can not yet come to the conclusion that there is such a large 
proportion of fraud as suchareduction of theappropriation from 
the entire amount would seem to indicate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, I know 
nothing about the character of these claims; I know nothing 
about the character of any of these claimants. Iam told that 
some of these claims pertain to citizens of the State which I 
represent. Iam also informed that in contested cases arising 
between citizens of the United States the matter has been 
referred to the Court of Claims, organized by the National 
Legislature for the purpose of determining controversies of that 
kind; that judgments have been rendered in favor of the claim- 
ants, and that the counsel! for the defendant, the United States, 
has been the Attorney-General. 

I never yet knew alawyer who was worsted in a case who be- 
lieved that he was rightly worsted; and I attach no importance 
whatever to the individual opinion of the attorney for the de- 
fense who comes before the committee, or before any other body, 
and says that the judgment in the case which he unsuccessfully 
defended was wrongfully rendered. I would now ask what tri- 
bunal we are going to constitute to revise the judgment of the 
tribunal we have already constituted? Is the Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, the attorney for the defendant, a proper court of 
appeals against a judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in 
which he was the attorney for the defendant? 

I say there is no right, no justice, in this kind of procedure, 
and there is no termination of such proceedings. Thereshould 
be good faith, which is too often denied by the United States to 
claimants. It is against its justice and its liberality of judg- 
ment.. I think that a claim once ripened into judgment should 
be promptly and honestly paid; and I am opposed to any of 
these amendments which propose anything whatever beyond a 
final and ultimate payment in full of every judgment by the 
Court of Claims, and with equal earnestness [ shall stand and 
vote that they shall be paid as rendered in this case, 

Mr. SAYERS. [ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Oregon, and the original amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas will be considered as withdrawn, and 
the question will be stated upon the amendment now proposed 
by the gentleman from Texas. 
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Mr. PICKLER. the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from 


With achance to vote on 
\rizona. 


The CHAIRMA The vote will first be taken on that, as a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my amendment, then. 


Mr. HERMANN 


The CHAIRMAN. 


A parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HIEKM As the gentleman has withdrawn his point 
of order, is not the whole open for amendment, and would not 
my amendment first be in order to be voted upon? 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Oregon was offered as a substitute for the original amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HERMANN. So far asmy amendmentisconcerned, that 
being the construction of the Chair, I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. All amendments will be considered as 
withdrawn except the one offered by the gentleman from Texas, 
for which a substitute isoffered by the gentleman from Arizona. 
The question is on the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Arizona. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe the bill has been 
completed, amd 1 am under promise to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that [ will yield twenty minutes to him, and at the end 
of which time I will move that the committee rise. 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from North Dakota shall be 
granted twenty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITE of Arizona. I would like to say to the chairman 
of the committee, before that is put, that I do not wish to in- 
terfere with the arrangement, but I will say to the chairman of 
the committee that, in justice tomy people, whom [I am attempt- 
ing to represent here, that sickness in my family kept me away 
from this House on Saturday, and I think my fellow-members 
will bear me out in the statement that Iam usually here, but I 
was kept away by a very important matter, and I wish to ask, 
before the final passage of this bill, for unanimous consent to 
offer one amendment. For no other reason than that which [ 
have given would I[ trespass upon the time of the committee or 
upon this House. [ would rather that I should have an oppor- 
tunity to do that now, before the gentleman proceeds. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
he may have an opportunity to offer an amendment, I will say 
to the gentleman that I recognize the position in which he is 
placed, and do not wish to prevent him fromoffering his amend- 
ment if I can have umanimous consent that he will offer his 
amendment and let the committee vote upon it. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have carefully examined the matter and 
they have reported the clause about which he complains. 

Mr. SMiTH of Arizona. I wish tosay in thisconnection, Mr. 
Chairman, that I am perfectly willing. I only want the com- 
mittee to know the facets. L[askthat the debate be limited so far 
as I am coneerned to four minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all on page 37 after line 18, and insert: 

‘To pay to the Territory of Arizona for keep of Indian convicts sentenced 
to the Territorial penitentiary by the courts of that Territory under the 
acts of March 3, 1885, and March 3, 1880, $29,729."’ 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, when I explain that 
amendment J am sure that no gentleman here will oppose it. 
By an appropriation bill passed in 1885, at the date of the first 
act mentioned in the amendment, if was provided—for so the 
Supreme Court held in construing it—that the Territories of 
the United States had to take cognizance in their own courts 
of offenses committed by Indians charged with crime, even 
though the crime were committed on the Indian reservations. 
That threw on the struggling peoplv of the Territories the en- 
tire expense of dealing with these Indian offenders. 

There was no law permitting the Government, there is nolaw 
now permitting the Government, to confine these offenders 
anywhere except in the Territorial prisons. Under the law we 
have tried various Indians for murder and for other crimes com- 
mitted on the Indian reservations. Our sheriffs did the arrest- 
ing: our counties paid for their incarceration and for their trial, 
although the offenses were purely Federal offenses, so that if 
they had beon committed by white men the United States would 
have borne the expenses of the arrest, trial, and convietion of 
the offenders. E 

If I had killed a man on a reservation I would have been a 
Federal prisoner, and the United States would have had to pa 
the expense of my incarceration and trial; and by the appropri- 








trol. 


| 
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ation bill last mentioned in the amendment it was provided that 
thereafter the expense of these trials should be audited by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury and paid out of the money 
for similar expenses in the trial of criminal cases in the courts 
of the United States which made it a direct claim against tho 
Government, I am unable to approve these bills, as well as 
those which must periodically follow them, and to recommend 
their payment from the Treasury, in the absence of some pro- 
vision in the statutes more clear and specific than any which 
has yet been pointed out to me. as 

[ have asked this House time and time again to chanze th 
jurisdiction of these trials to the Federal courts. I have before 
me a statement certified by the courts of the actual expense of 
keeping all thess Indian prisoners incarcerated in the Territo- 
rial prisons, which expense the citizens of the Territory are 
taxed to pay. The amount certified is the amount stated in the 
amendment, $29,729. 

The reason that amount seems large is because it costs more 
to keep prisoners there than it does elsewhere. The amount 
certified is exactly the amount that we have paid out for the 
keep of those Indians, the amount that has been taken from our 
taxpayers and applied to that purpose. 

Now, these offenses are matters over which we have no con- 
They are committed on the reservations of which tho 
United States has entire control, over which we have no juris- 
diction, where our officers are not allowed to go, but the of- 
fenders are brought and tried in our Territorial courts and sent 
to our Territorial prisons and kept there at our expense, and 
then we are told that the Federal Government can not refund 
the money that we have been taxed to pay year after yoar for 
this purpose. I am sure that no member of thiscommittee, now 
that he knows the facts as I have stated them, can say, from any 
idea of economy or upon any other ground, that this money is 
not due and ought not to be paid in this appropriation bill. 
Without taking up more time, though still desiring to say a 
good deal more on this subject, I ask this committee to adopt 
this amendment, because the United States Government cer- 
tainly owes the Territory this money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this matter was before the 
Committee on Appropriations. It did not come to us in the way 
of a certification from the Department of Justice or from the 
Treasury Department. It reached us only, I believe, througha 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These accounts were transmitted 
from the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. It reached us only through a bill which was 
introduced by the gentleman from Arizona, and referred to our 
committee. Thecommittee thought that the charges made by the 
Territory of Arizona were very large and ought to be inquired 
into before Congress should make an appropriation to pay them, 
and therefore, instead of reporting an appropriation for the 
amount ealled for, the committee reported to the House the fol- 
lowing provision: 

Territory of Arizona: The Attorney-General is authorized and directed 
to ascertainand report to Congress at its next regular session what amount 
is equitably due to the Territory of Arizona for maintenance of Indian con- 
victs sentenced to the penitentiary by the courts of that Territory under 
the acts of March 3, 1885, and of March 3, 1889. 

Now, I will say to the gentleman from Arizona and to this 
committee that after the account is examined and reported to 
Congress by the Attorney-General an appropriation will be 
made upon the next general deficiency bill. I*can say with ab- 
solute certainty that there will be no hesitancy on the part. of 
the committee in reporting an appropriation for such an amount 
as may befound by the Attorney-General, after careful examina- 
tion into the account, to be due to the Territory of Arizona, and 
it does seem to me that sound policy demands that such claims 
should be investigated before payment is made. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. nese claims are certified in the 
manner required by the law—in the same manner as any other 
aecount ever rendered to the Attorney-General of the United 
States for the keep of Federal prisoners. Every account is ac- 
companied with the certification of the chief justice of the Ter- 
ritory. The only issue in the present case is this: If it happens 
that prisoners have to be kept at a higher price than ordinary, 
shall the Attorney-General of the United States dictate to this 
committee or to Congress what amount should equitably be paid 
when it is shown that not a prisoner can be kept for Jess than 
the amount charged, and when every safeguard has been adopted 
to protect the interests of the Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to go into the 
merits of this claim. I have no doubt that something ought to 
be paid to the Territory of Arizona by the Government of the 
United States—— d 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What ought to be paid? I put this 
question to the gentleman from Texas as a lawyer and a fair- 
minded man: if the law forces us to keep these prisoners, and 
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we can not help it, and the United States can not help it under 
the decision whieh the Supreme Court has put upon the appro- 
we do not wantthe prisoners and are trying to get 
nent does not want us to keep them, 
in such a case what is a fai 


priation pill : 
rid of them, and the Govern 


because it is too expensive r meas- 
ure of remuneration to us? Is it not exactly what we have to 
pay for the maintenance of these prisone 


[ think so. 
Arizona. T 


Mr. SAYERS. 


Mr. SMITH of 
discussion. 


1? fe 
iSlt 


ystion 


hen there qi 
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Mr. SAYERS. There is not an account of a United States 
m hal, or of a district clerk, or of a commissioner but, be- 
fore it is paid by Congress, must be sent to the proper Officer of | 
the Treasury Department, must be duly passed upon, and certi- | 
fied to Congress. 


Mr. SMITHof Arizona. The gent!eman is making a mistake. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not make a mistake in this statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I say thisisadifferent matter. For 
keep of prisoners, the marshal does not certify. 
Mr. SAYERS. Idid not mention the keep of prisoners, but 

will do so now. Before any appropriation is made by Con- 
gress for the maintenance of prisoners, the claimant must go to 
the Treasury Department or to the Attorney-General, I have 
forgotten which— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. To the Attorney-General. 

Mr. SAYERS. And by the Department of Justice the amount 
required to be appropriatec 
expenditure is certified. Thatis all lam asking in this case. 


+ 





Under the law the Department of Justice can take action in the | pos L 
| as laboring men seeking employment. 


matter. It has-not taken action heretofore. But whenever the 
Department shall take action and certify this amount to be due 
to the Territory of Arizona, I think I can say for the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that they will not hesitate to recommend 
its payment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have here a letter from the At- 
torney-General, in which he says that he does not pay this ac- 
count because of the extreme expense. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will make to the gentleman what I consider 
afair proposition. If he desires these accounts to be putina 
condition to be paid promptly, I will agree to an amendment 
that the Attorney-General shall, out of the appropriations made 


for the maintenance of prisoners, pay such accounts as may be 
found equitably due to the Territory of Arizona. 


44 
uv 


e 


comes to us in such a manner as this. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This claim comes here squarely and 
egulariy. 


Mr. SAYERS. Iam not reflecting on the gentleman., 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This claim comes here as regularly 
certified as any claim for the keep of prisoners that was ever 
allowed. 


Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will accept the amendment 
I have proposed, our difference can be quickly settled. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I willaccept an amendment provid- 


ing that the Attorney-General pay whatever may be found equit- | 


ably due. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The Clerk (after a pause) read the amendment of 
of Arizona as modified, as follows: 

And that the Attorney-General shall pay out of the appropriation for the 
maintenance and keep of prisoners, such sums as may be found equitably 
due upon examination to the Territory of Arizona for maintenance of In- 
dian convicts in the Territorial prison. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arizona as modified will be agreed to. 

Theré was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
now asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from North 
Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] be allowed to address the committee for 
twenty minutes. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 
able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations stated last 
Friday, when he called up this bill, that-— 

On account of the troubles which have occurred in the Western and North 
Western States, where railroads have been seized and United States mar- 
shals have been compelled to interfere and restore possession of the trains, 
the appropriation for the Department of Justice has been greater than for 
previous years. 

I have no desire to criticise the committee for reporting a bill 
appropriating a lar 


The gentleman will prepare the amend- 


Mr. SMITH 


n¢ 
ag 


onr ¢ 


ger amount of money than for previous years 


for the support of the Department of Justice. 

Neither do I care to offer an amendment. 

tam fully persuaded that many of these extraordinary expen- 
ditures referred to by the chairman have been reedlessly, not 
to say Oppressively and w ickedly, incurred; but they have nev- 
ertheless been incurred under the forms of law by codrdinate 





But I de not | 
wish Congress to make a direct appropriation for aclaim which | 


Mr. Chairman, the honor- | 


l by Congress in order to meet the | 
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inches of the Government, and I do not see as we 

















islative branch can do anything else than to foot the bills with 
the best grace assumable, however extravagant and opp ive 
the I m. 

1 unwilling, however, to ga on record as voting for this 
extravagant appropriation without giving some explanation 
other and entirely different from that given by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

That explanation unexplained micht leave the impression upon 
the country that the unlawful conduct of my constituents had 
caused the inereased burdens of taxation which the Administra- 
tion has imposed upon the taxpayers of the country. 

[ admit that some expenses Lave been necessari l legiti- 
mately incurred along the line of the Northern Pacific in North 
Dakota in caring for Coxeyites from Montana and the Pacific 


+< 


coast while in transit over the St 


ite; but I have yet to hear of 


citizen of North Dakota in those so-called ‘‘armies.”’ Theo soi 
of North Dakota is not congenial, nor is the climate conducive 
to idleness—organized or unorganized. 


We have no room for either loafers or drones of any kind who 


are always hunting for a place or a condition where they can get 
something for nothing. But to the laboring man whois willing 


to give a just equivalent, who is willing to practice temperance 
and self-denial, who is willing to earn his daily bread bv the 
sweat of his brow, we offer an abundance of the‘best bread in the 
world. 

When the Coxeyites from the Pacific coast, wholately refus 
work at $1.50 a day in North Dakota, reach Washington, 
them pose as statesmen and philosophers out of a job, but 


let 


not 


On this subject I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask tohave read 

















a clipping from the Herald-Advertiser, a newspaper publishe 
by Shelby Smith, at Hyattsville, Md.: 
he Clerk read as follows: 
FROM THE ROWDY W2s 
Here is the way they manage the commonwezslers in the wild and wooly 
Vi \ wrding to the Fargo (N. Dak.) Forum: 
hen the Coxeyites here last week were ordered out, S Ba 

ak mong them. He talked like a father and expr sed sympa 
men who could not get work. Th *n felt they had a friend in O. G. and 
co itol After lring attention of the weary wancerers the 
she : ito them—being red they wanted work—that a numi 
bri cS W going up in Fargo, and he believed he could get work for 
every man that wanted it, and he would return in the morning and s 
what could be done after he had seen the contractors. The men seemed 
plea land he left them for the night. 
a Mr. Barnes visited the camp and said he had wot 
t ’p lay ry man that would work, and called upon the « 
party tocome with him. Whereupon they would notcome. Som i 
were under obligations to i with their brother commonwe rs i 
East, and others said ‘tl were too low, and #3 1s the 
would work for per day ‘eupon the sheriff said If you w 
you must git. I will give you un 6 o’clock to-night to t out 

yf North Dakota, and every mother’s son I catch here after tha 

sted and put in thechain gang to work on the street This v 

nt m previous interviews, and startled the tramping warriors 


} 











clock the ff went downto thecampand a } 
itiner ‘ir. Barnes stood uponaconvenie! imp an i 
ultitude to the effect that every man caught on this side of the rive 
f o’clock s destined for the chain gang. 
5:30 t yas not a manin sight Men who were offered v c and 
i not have it are not the kind wanted, and the sheriff did right to ma 
:moveon. Willing to keepthe needy, Fargo has nov r men who 


fuse work when tendered.’ 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. That is all I care to say on 


the general subject of the Coxeyites, or the expenses incurred 
along the Northern Pacific Railroad. But on account of th 
similarity of names and the nearness of geographical location 


there has been confusion in the public mind between the Nor 





ern Pacific Railroad and the Gréat Northern Railroad Com- 
pany. These expenses incurred for marshals and deputies on 
the Northern Pacific Railroad were but a mere drop in the 
b tas compared to the vaste nse incurred on the railroad 
5 us this spring in the Northwest 

» great bulk of the expense was not incurred, however, on 
ace it of the Coxeyites, had no connection whatever with 
them, and was on a road that had no trouble with them. The 
mi expenses for marshals and Federal troops were incurred 
by the Government of the United States in aid of the Great 


sl the 


Northern | 
that 


tailroad in endeavoring to com} employés of 


Lat 
road to sign a wage scale to reduce their earnings below liv- 


ing ges, and it is to that subject that I desire particularly to 
address myself 
Like all other enterprises, the earnings of the railroads nat- 
ly felt the depression and hard times and fell off. So, last 
ugust they very considerably reduced the wage scale of their 


employés. The employés submitted to the reduction, notwith- 
standing the fact that the rates for passengers and freights were 
reduced. 

While a few of the best men had the same amount of « . 
ment as before, yetit is true there, asof railroading everywhere, 


not 
Li 


in} 


that the trainmen on their trains are paid by the run—by the 
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mile. The trains during this year have been just as longandas 
heavy and as full of freight as last year, but fewer trains were 
run and they were not usually started until there was enough 
for a load; so the earnings to the company for each train were 
as much as usual. 

But the number of hours and the days of labor given to the 
employés were reduced at least one-half. Nevertheless they 
submitted to the reduction. 

In April an order was issued for a further reduction of wages, 
and then the men struck. They did it manfully and success- 
fully. It was one of the most remarkable strikes on record in 
this country, especially remarkable for the law-abiding charac- 
ter and conduct of the men engaged init. They simply quit 
work because they could not afford to work at the wages offered. 
They offered no obstruction to any other laboring men desiring 
to take their places; and so fair and so honorable was their con- 
duct, and so just their cause, that it appealed to the sense of 
justice of every business community through which the road 
passes for 3,000 miles, including loops. 

Not only the business men in every town where they took ac- 
tion on the subject, but even the farmers showed their sym- 
mauthy and their material assistance to these men. At Devils 
Eales, the storm center of the strtke, one farmer brought in 
three fat beeves and gave them tothestrikers. Another hauled 
100 bushels of potatoes and gave them to the strikers to live 
upon until thre strike was over. 

To illustrate the inconvenience to which the business men 
were subjected in getting their mails for eighteen days, I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a couple of messages, one 
from the Board of Trade of Michigan City and another from 
leading business men at Lakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MICHIGAN City, N. DAK., April 18, 1894. 
Hon. M. N. JOHNSON, Washington: 


> 
Please take some measure to compel Great Northern Railway to furnish 
mail service. No mail since 14th on account of strike. Employés under- 
stand no objections offered by strikers to running of mail trains. Request 


of Michigan City Board of Trade, 
Cc. B. C. DOHERTY, Secretary. 


LAKoTA, N. DAK., April 17, 1894. 
Hon. M, N, JOHNSON, 
Member Congress, Washington, D. C.: 


Can't you take some steps to compel James J. Hill to comply with his Gov 
ernment contract for carrying mails? Have not had mail since last Satur- 
day owing to strike. Although strikers offer to run mail car he refuses 
unless they will run full trains. 

KENT METCALF. 

COYLE HARTING., 

STERETT BAIRD. 

HAGLER KELLEY. 

STEARNS JOHNSRUD. 

E. T. HUTCHINSON, 
Postmaster. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. In this condition of affairs, 
when laboring men on that road refused to work because they 
could not live at those wages, and men could not be found who 
were willing to take their places; when men could not be found 
who were willing to work at those wages; when men could not 
be found who were willing to unman themselve and do so dis- 
graceful a thing as toassist the company in their struggle against 
these men, Mr. Cronin, the United States marshal of that district, 
swore in a lot of deputies, and went there to Devils Lake to per- 
form the labor of section hands on the railroad, to lay tracks, to 
spike down rails, and to put in bridges and frogs. 

In support of my statement on that point, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk two messages sent by the United States marshal to the at- 
torney for the railroad, reperting the condition of affairs that 
he found at Devils Lake, and reporting to the attorney for the 
railroad instead of to the court, stating the conditions of the 
frogs and the tools at the section house, and all that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEVILS LAKB, N. DAK., April 20, 1894. 
W. E. Dopae, 
Grand Forks: 

Found one frog torn out and taken away, one flat car off tracks, four 
switches spiked, rods taken away, and 30-foot rail torn from under coach on 
Driscoll's train and taken away; the section house broken into and all tools 
taken away. Very few railway men showed up around depot since our ar- 
rival. Leave for the Westat9a.m. Nearly all who have done acts of vio- 


lence are known. 
J. E. CRONAN, 
United States Marshal. 


DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK., April 20, 1894. 
W.E. DopGEr 
Grand Forks, N. Dak.: 


Regan will inform youof my wishes in regard to men coming out on next 
train. Try to have Hennessy in charge, with a full supply of injunctions. 
Don't send less than ten men under any circumstances. Should be fifteen 
men, if they can be run 
CRONAN. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. On thatsame subject, show- 
ing that the marshals and deputy marshals went there to do the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBSE. 





JUNE 26, 








work of section hands, I ask the Clerk to read a clipping from 
the Minneapolis Tribune, which I send to the desk, the empha- 
sis being on the last line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN CHARGE OF MARSHALS—THE TRAIN BLOCKADE SUCCESSFULLY RAISED 
AT DEVILS LAKE. 
DEVILS LAKE, N, DAK., April 21, 
The passengers who have been here since the 14th instant left to day on 
the mail train in charge of United States Marshal Cronan and ten deputies, 
There was no excitement. Withone engine pulling and another pushing, 
Cronan takes the train to the Montana State line. No other trains weré 
moore. The tracks were opened and frogs replaced yesterday by the mar 
shals. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. But this was not enough, 
The marshals were not sufficient toman the trains and do the 
work of the railway company, and so the Federal Army had to 
be sent there. On that subject I ask to have read a telegram 
from J. M. Schofield, the commander of theArmy, to Col. P. T. 
Swaine, the commander of the Department of Dakota, in which 
he states that by direction of the President the entire troops at 
Fort Snelling are instructed to support Marshal Cronan. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who pays these marshals? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. We pay them, in this bill. 
That is the reason I am complaining. The railroad company 
ought to have paid them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(Telegram. ] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1894. 
Col. P. T. SWAINE, 
Commanding Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn.: 

By direction of the President, you are hereby instructed to aid United 
States Marshal Cronan with such military force as may be necessary to en- 
able him to execute process of United States courts now obstructed by forci- 
ble resistance beyond the power of United States marshal and deputies to 
overcome. Put yo, rselfin commun({ cation with Marshal Cronan, who will 
be instructed by the Attorney-General to communicate to you. 


J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General Commanding. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Ialso ask the Clerk to read 
two telegrams from Col. Swaine to the General commanding the 
Army. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(Telegram. ] 
St. PAUL, April 28, 1994, 
Gen. SCHOFIELD, Washington. D. C.: 
Your dispatch of this date directing that military aid be given United 
States Marshal Cronan is received. I am endeavoring to open communica’ 
tion with him. In the mean time troops at Fort Snelling are being held in 


readiness. 
P. T. SWAINE, Commanding. 


. 
(Telegram. } 
ST. PAUL, MINN., April 29, 1894. 

Gen. SCHOFIELD, Washington, D. C.: 

At 10 o'clock last night I received from Grand Forks, N. Dak., a request 
from United States Marshal Cronan for the district of North Dakota, for at 
least one hundred and fifty men to aid him, as directed by your instructions 
of yesterday, so I ordered four companies of the Third Infantry, under coni- 
mand of Maj. Patterson, from Fort Snelling to proceed to Grand Forks for 
the purpose indicated by your instructions. These troops left this city at 
8 o'clock this morning in good shape. 

P. T. SWAINE, Commanding. 


H. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Official copy: 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 23, 1894. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I also ask the Clerk to 
read another telegram from Gen. Schofield. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Telegram. ] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1894, 
Col. P. T. SWAINE, 
Commanding Department of Dakota, St. Paul, Minn.: 


From information received here it appears that the only process United 
States marshal has in his hands in connection with the strike on the Gréat 
Northern Railroad, consists of warrants of arrest against certain individt: 
als charged with obstructing the carrying of the United States mails. Thé 
troops ought not to be employed merely as constables to help chase and ar? 
rest particular persons charged with crime, but only in the case of combi 
nations too powerful to be overcome by a marshal’s posse and engaged in 
resisting the mandates of United States courts. 

Instruct your commanding officer to exercise the utmost discretion in this 
regard, so as not to employ the troops except in such an emergency as tha 
contemplated in your original instructions. Direct the commanding office’ 
of the troops toreport frequently the condition of affairs and allaction takel 
by him, which reports you will please forward without delay. It is espé: 
cially desired that no action of the troops shall tend to aggravate the aim- 
culty or prevent an amicable adjustment between the contending parties. 

J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, Commanding. 


H. C. CORBIN, 
Assistant Adjutant- General. 


Official copy: 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 23, 18914. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr.Chairman, I ask waan- 











1894. 





imous consent of the House to beallowed to have five minutes in 
which to conclude what I have to say. 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the gentleman be allowed five min- 
utes. i. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, These dispatches from the 
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War Department state the history of the hostile expedition sent | 


against the people of North Dakota, until the troops arrived and 
went into camp, four companies of regulars, in the city of Grand 
‘orks. 

"ae that on there is no official report of their doings. I 
applied repeatedly to the War Department and asked for the 
report of Maj. Patterson, who commanded those troops, to show 
how long they stayed there, what they did, what conditions 
they found; but there is no such report‘on file, and none of Gen. 
Schofield’s, the Commander of the Army. 

But Mr. Cronan, the Democratic United States marshal, in- 
dicated his purpose, as you will see both by his official and un- 
official report. I have not time to have both read, and so I ask 
unanimous consent to have the official report printed, without 
being read, and his unofficial report, as given in the Minneapo- 
lis Tribune, I will read myself. 

The official report is as follows: 

DEAR Sir: Ihave the honor to advise you that the strike on the Great 


Northern Railway has been ended and the employés will return to their 
posts at once. 

This being the case, I am confident the marshal will not meet with any 
further difficulty or resistance in the service of process issued by the United 
States courts, as the men will be engaged in the performance of their duties, 
and the gathering of a mob to resist the marshal is practically impossible. 

I desire to extend my earnest thanks to the War Department for their 
prompt action, and I ainsedely believe that this action has been the means 
of saving bloodshed in the execution of the process of the courts. 

Respectfully, J. E. CRONAN, 
. United States Marshal. 

Maj. J. H. PATTERSON, ; ; 

Commanding First Battalion, Third Regiment, 
United States Armu, Grand Forks, N. Dak. 


Official copy respectfully furnished assistant adjutant-general Depart- 
ment of Dakota, for information of the department commander. 
J. H. PATTERSON, 
Major, Third Infantry, Commanding Battalion. 


[Note in Adjutant-General’s Office, June 25, 1894. ] 


There is no record in this office of any report made by Maj. J. H. Patterson, 
Third Infantry, of the part taken by his command at Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
in aiding United States Marshal Cronan. Neither is sucha report found to 
be of record at Headquarters of the Army. 

H. C. CORBIN. 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, June 25, 1894. 

‘Devils Lake,” said Marshal Cronan to the Minneapolis Tribune in anin- 
terview yesterday, ‘‘ was the hotbed of the strike in North Dakota. It was 
the centering place for the disturbing elements from Minot east, and many 
of them from Grand Forks west. I sent twenty-five deputies there tomake 
arrests. The strikers were armed and declared that no arrests could be 
made. They ended by running the deputies out of town. The next day I 
started for Devils Lake with 

With what? Simply— 

a determination to arrest the Cavanaugh boys. I walked into a mob of the 
strikers and announced that I was therefor business, and that if they chose 


to make gun plays they could not do more thantotie me. This had the de- 
sired effect, and I arrested the boys without further trouble.” 


That is all the force that was necessary. He sent twenty-five 
deputies there the day before, and they ran away because, per- 
haps, they were afraid of the bad-sounding name of the lake; 
but he went there without any force and without protection, 
arrested the Cavanaugh boys, and they were brought to Grand 
Forks and putin jail, and were tried before the United States 
commissioner. He reported that he found no wrong in these 
men. I also ask, without reading, to print the account of the 
trial in the RECORD. 

The account is as follows: 


{Grand Forks Herald.] 

COULDN’T PROVE IT—THE CASE OF JOHN CAVANAUGH, THE DEVILS LAKE 
STRIKER, HEARD YESTERDAY BY UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER CAROTH- 
ERS, WHO PROMPTLY DISMISSES IT—CASE AGAINST MIKE CAVANAUGH 
ALSO DISMISSED. 


The hearing of the cases against John and Mike Cavanaugh, the Devils 
Lake strikers brought here by Marshal Cronan, attracted quite an audience 
at United States Commissioner Carothers’s office yesterday. T. R. Bangs, 
although not vet qualified as United States attorney, took charge of the 
prosecuticn at the request of District Attorney Camp. Judge Cochrane ap- 

ared for the defendants. The case of John Cavanaugh came up for hear- 
ng first. The charge was hindering the carrying of United States mails 
by disconnecting a car at Devils Lake on April 23° 

The first witness was Conductor Sands, who testified that the train was 
disconnected and that he saw the defendant stand with his hand on the 
coupling lever, but was unable to see whether he was the one who discon- 
nected the train. Sheriff Barton, of Ramsey County, testified as to the ar- 
rest of the twomen. When the evidence for the prosecution had been com- 
pleted Judge Cochrane moved that the case be dismissed, and the commis- 
sioner promptly dismissed it. On motion of Mr. Bangs, the case against 
Mike Cavanaugh was also dismissed. The defendants received many con- 
gratulations on the outcome of their case. They return to Devils Lake this 
morning. 


Now, I do not object to large expenditures per se. This is a 
large country, and it is necessary to have large expenditures; 


| for giving $50,000. 
; gain that he should get help whenever ke needed it. 
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but I do object, without any explanation of the fact, when these 
expenditures for the Department of Justice are larger than 
ever, that they shall be laid at our doors, when as a matter of 
fact, whether it was intended for political effect or not, it had 
political effect. Itis generally understood that James J. Hill, 
the president of the Great Northern Railroad, contributed 
$50,000 to the Democratic campaign fund, ‘‘at a time when calls 
were many and friends were few,” as Mr. Whitney said, at the 
same time when Mr. J. J. Van Alen contributed his $50,000, 
which I think they had a perfect right to do. 

Mr. Hill is a consistent, lifelong Democrat, and I honor him 
I do not think that it was corrupt or a kar- 
But he 
did get help when he needed it. Now, weare called’upon to ap- 
propriate $150,000 for pay of marshals and the expenses of send- 
ing troops there for the purpose of frightening and intimidating 
these men into signing awage schedule below what they could 
live on. The whole matter in dispute was finally left to the 
arbitration of the boards of trade of Minneapolisand St. Paul, and 
they not only decided that the schedule proposed by the com- 
pany in April should not be made, but that the wage scale of last 
August should be restored. 

Mr. Hill, in accepting the decision of the arbitrators, admitted 
that he was wrong, and he was trying to perpetrate an outrage 
upon these laboring men, for their cause was just. Those depu- 
ties who ranaway at Devils Like did so because they knew that 
they were not engaged in a righteous pursuit, and as ‘‘The 
wicked flee when no man pursueth, but the righteous are bold 
as a lion,” sothe strikers were bold because they were righteous, 
and these deputies fled when nobody pursued because they were 
engaged in a wicked cause. |Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill with amendments to the House. 

The moéion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BYNUM, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee having had under consideration the bill(H. R. 7477) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiences in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, had directed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments, and with the recommendation 
that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Clerk 
if the amendment which I proposed in regard to the Indian 
depredation claims is shown to have been adopted by the com- 
mittee? 

The Clerk reported that it had been adopted by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. If a separate vote is not demanded on any 
amendment, the Chair will put them in gross. 

A separate vote was not demanded. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS, 

Mr. HEARD obtained unanimous consent to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the case of J. E. Brown, Fifty- 
second Congress, there being no adverse report. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
STOCKDALE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BILL. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a private bill was reported, de- 
livered tothe Clerk, and referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R.5527) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War 
to investigate the claim of ‘ames and Emma S. Cameron, made 
for occupation and damage to property and for fuel taken and 
used by the United States Army during the war. (Report No. 
1166.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced, and severally referrred 


as follows: 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: 


A bill (H. R. 7567) to incorporate the 


National Rapid Transit Railway Company—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 7568) granting certain real 
estate in Salt Lake City, Utah, to the board of education of said 
city for high-school purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H. R. 7569) for the protection of the 
property of passengers carried in sleeping cars, and limiting 
the responsibility for the same of individuals or corporations 
owning or operating said cars, and fixing a penalty for the vio- 
lation of the same, and regulating the fare thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 7570) to 
provide for the establishment of a Government banking sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R.7571) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Osage River in the State of Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge acro®s the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, 
Mo.,and to establish it as a post road—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A biil (H. R. 7573) au- 
thorizing allotments of lands in severalty to certain members 
of the Sac and Fox of Missouri tribe of Indians in Kansas‘and 
Nebraska and the sale of the surplus lands of said tribe—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 7574) to 
amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act granting’ pension to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 7575) toprovide for the free coin- 
ageof the standard silver dollar, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial from the Legislature 
of Massachusetts, asking the passage of a law prohibiting the 
carrying of lottery matter in the United States mail—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolution by the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, asking Congress to appropriate $100,000 to assist the Com- 
monwealth in exterminating the Ocneria dispar, or gypsy moth— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution by the Legislature of Massachusetts, rec- 
ommending legislation to prevent the introduction into the 
United States of lottery matter from foreign countries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution by the Legislature of Massachusetts, rec- 
ommending that Union veterans should be preferred to other 
applicants for positions in the national public service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COX (by request): A bill (H.R. 7576) for the relief of 
the estate of Mrs. F. M. Harris, deceased, late of Williamson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7577) for the relief of 
Hugh J. Brady—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 7578) to correct the military 
record of Theodore Werner, late a private inCompany E, Forty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 7579) for the relief 
of Michael McKenna, alias David Dunton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODARD: A bill (H. R. 7580) for the relief of 
Naney Smith, Wayne County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7581) for the relief of Jesse Flythe, North- 
ampton County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Memorial in re the inter- 
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state commerce law, from Philadelphia Board of Trade—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, preamble and resolution from Philadelphia Board of 
Trade in relation to the duty on Zante currants—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, preamble and resolution from Philadelphia Board of 
Trade in re the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. AITKEN: Petition of J.S. Meier and 30 others, agains: 
the Jones compromise amendment to the tobacco schedule—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Petition of citizens of Duluth, members 
of National Fraternal Congress, for exemption from provisions 
of income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of 100 citizens of Kansas, for 
the suppression of lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of Dr. W. Von Swart- 
wout, for redress of grievances, etc.—to the Committee on Re- 
vision of Laws. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of President Sterling, of Kenyon 
College, and others, against gambling—to the Committee on th 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the president and faculty of 
Bryn Mawr College, of Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation pro- 
hibiting under severe penalties the introduction of lottery mat- 
ters within our national territory—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Kittanning, Creekridge, Indiana, West Newton, Scottdale, 
Manor, Punxsutawney, and Mount Pleasant, all of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of exempting beneficiary societies from the provision of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Union Veteran Legion Encampment, No, 
62, of Kittanning, Pa., praying for the passage of the per diem 
service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of B. W. Zimmerman and others, 
to exemptfraternal societies from the imposition of income tax 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
asking exemption of beneficiary and fraternal societies from in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 43 citizens of 
Muncy, Pa., praying thatfraternal organizations be exemptfrom 
tax as proposed by tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of C. P. Moise and 50other citi- 
zens of Page County, Iowa, praying thataccident insurance com- 
panies on the mutual plan may be exempt from the proposed in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Thomas J. Lawson, J. H. Simon, 
Edw. H. Devine, J. H. Cadow, Arthur Caines, O. S. Derlinger, 
P. J. Bailey, William Martin, E. Bader, Howard Young, and 
many other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., against appropriations 
for sectarian schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring resolution for a national 
exhibit at Atlanta, Ga., in September, 1895—to the Committee ° 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: A petition by William E. Payson and 29 other 
citizens of Norton, Mass., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties be exempted from the provisions of the proposed income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OGDEN. Resolution of the Legislature of Louisiana, 
favoring the bill to provide for a Government exhibit at the 
Cotton States and Industrial Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. . 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Sheldon, Highgate, 
and Fairfield, Vt., praying for legislation enabling States to en- 
force laws regulating the sale of dairy produets—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A petition signed by 20 citizens of New 
Castle, Pa.,asking that members of the fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations shall be exempt from taxation in 
any form—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition signed by 26 citizens of Petrolia, Pa., asking 
that the members of the fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations shall be exempt from taxation in any form—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. REED: Petition of G. F. Saunders and other citizens 
of York Beach, iu favor of amendment of tariff bill to exempt 
from income duty fraternal societies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of W. B. Smith (regent R. A.), John 
Shire, C. D. Camp, Alexander Gourly, George Henderson, A. 
M. Abbott, Edwin C. Thomas, Wilbur M. Bailis, S. M. Jemner- 
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son, Robert Wilson, Donald J. McCullom, J. A. Purdy, William 
H. Renehan, W. A. Breene, James A. Logan, and F. C. G. 
Craft, citizens of West Chester County, N. Y., favoring ex- 
emption of fraternal societies from the operations of the income 
tax-—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIPE: Memorials of citizens of California, Washing- 
ton County, Pa., and of 30 members of beneficial societies, resi- 
dents of Western Pennsylvania, 4ogether with petition of 17 
members of fraternal beneficiary societies, residents of Belle 
Vernon, Pa., praying that the accumulations of such societies 
and associations be exempted from the tax levied on incomes of 
corporations by the pending tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 84 citizens of McKeesport, Pa., praying for 
the passage of House bill 4478, providing for Government tele- 
graph—to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Etna, 
Pa., for exemption of fraternal societies from income tax—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Lyman P. Lewis and 11 other 
members of fraternal beneficiary societies of Delaware, Ohio; 
and of J. M. Anderson and 19 other citizens of Urbana, Ohio, in 
favor of exempting fraternal beneficial societies, etc., from the 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. W. Wiles, J. F. Crernen, S. B. Robinson, 
and 13 other ex-Union soldiers of Delaware, Ohio, praying for 
a service pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of S. Altschul, jr., & Co., 
and 5 others, of Springfield, Ohio, and of J. D. Holtzemann & 
Co., of Piqua, Ohio, against increase of whisky tax and exten- 
sion of bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 27, 1894, 


The Senats met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBUR 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to be a waste of the time of the Sen- 
ate to read the Journal. Corrections are never made when it 
isread. I ask unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed 
with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
cablegram; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


N, D. D. 


PARIS, June 26, 1894, 
The President of the Counci! and the Minister of Foreign A fairs, 
to the President of the Senate, Washington: 


The Government of the Republic will communicate to the Senate and to 
the Chamber of Deputies at their next session the expressions of fraternal 
sympathy which it hasreceived from the Senateand from the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the great American Republic, but it will not delay until that 
moment to communicate to you the expression of all its thanks and to make 
known to you the consolation which the resolutions of the Senate and of 
the House of Representatives have brought toit in the great grief which has 
stricken this country. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Attorney-General, increasing his estimate of deficiency 
in the appropriation for fees and expenses of marshals of United 
States courts for the current fiscal year from $50,000 to $125,000; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate of April 14, 1894, calling for information as to the 
number of pensioners whose pensions have been suspended or 
canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893, etc., a copy of a let- 
ter and accompanying inclosures from the Commissioner of 
Pensions, to whom the matter was referred for report, contain- 
ing the information desired; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committeeon Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the disburse- 
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, made in the States 
and Territories under the provisions of ‘‘An act to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more complete 
endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts, established under the provisions 
of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862,” approved August 
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30, 1890, as required by section 5 of that act; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Fore 


3trv, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. DIXON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 


ington County, R. 1., praying that in the passage of any law 
providing for the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life 
insurance companies and associations be exempted from taxa- 


tion: which was ordered to lie on the table. 


* Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lincoln 
| County, Nebr., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 


come tax provision of thé pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
| to lie on the table. 
Mr. BATE presented memorials of Sobel & Co., Connor & 
Brady, and J. Cooney & Co., of Nashville; of W. H. Wilkerson 
| & Co., Goodman Brothers, Jacobs & Garrett, Kettman & Monte- 
| donico, and Emil Nathan & Co., of Memphis; of N.C. Ford & 
| Co.,and E. R. Betterton & Co., of Chattanooga; of Fitzgerald & 

Ashe, Perry & Co., and Betterton & Co., of Knoxville; of Nags- 
dale & Peck, of Springfield, and of Young & Nobles, of Paris, 
wholesale and retail liquor dealers of Tennessee, remonstrating 
against any increase of the tax on whisky, and also against an 
extension of the present bonded period; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented sundry memorials of wholesale and 
retail liquor dealers of Savannah and Atlanta, in the State of 
Georgia, remonstrating against an increase of the internal-rev- 
enue tax on whisky,and alse against an extension of the present 
bonded period; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 15 citizens of Norton, 
Ohio, praying that a duty of at least 5 cents per pound be placed 
upon wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be 
made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Interna- 
tional Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the fall of 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
Tariff Bulletins Nos. 48, 49,50, and 51 inclusive, being replies to 
tariff inquiries in regard to wool and manufactures of wool. I 
ask that the bulletins be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2162) to prevent the appeint- 
ment of cadets to the Naval or Military Academy of the United 
States from States, Territories, or districts in which such cadets 
do not reside, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH. At the request of my colleague |Mr. MCPHER- 
SON], who is absent from the Chamber owing to illness, I intro- 
duce a biil. 

The bill (S. 2163) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Fay was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2164) authorizing the county 
of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the con- 
struction of a county building at the county seat thereof; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee onthe 
Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2165) to amend an act entitled 
‘**An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 16, 1580; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 448. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senats of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, 
ete. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
The Chair hears none. 


consideration of the resolution? 
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Mr. CULLOM. 


Mr. ALLEN. 
yesterday morning. 








This is the resolution that was up yesterday? 
It is the resolution on which we took a vote 


Mr. CULLOM. We can scarcely act on anything with only 
half a dozen Senators present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM., I think I shall have to suggest the want of a 
quorum before any vote is taken on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Iliinois will withdraw 
the demand. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
when made. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been withdrawn here several times to 
my certain knowledge. 

tr. HARRIS. I donot remember a single instance since I 
have been in the Senate when the suggestion has been made 
and it has been withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It has never been withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair considers the rule im- 
perative that when a Senator suggests the want of a quorum the 
roll shall be called. That will have to be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would not have made the suggestion, but 
as Iremember the yeas and nays were taken on the reference 
of the resolution, and if they are desired on the adoption of the 
resolution we can hardly ignore the situation as we see it here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


It is a suggestion that can not be withdrawn 


Allen, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Bate, Harris, Pasco, Smith, 
Berry, Hill, Patton, Teller 
Blackburn, Hoar, Peffer, Vest, 
Oockrell, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Pugh, Walsh, 
Dixon, McMillan, Quay, Washburn, 
Gordon, Mills, Sherman, White. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. PAL- 
MER] is absent from the Senate on account of illness, and he will 
probably be absent during the day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. Whatis 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. IRBy, Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Mr. 
TORPIE, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CALL, Mr. DOLPH, 
Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr. CHANDLER entered 
the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (a 10 o’clock and 20 minutes a. m.) 
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of persons 
engaged in protected industries in the United States whose wages 
are or may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. [ask unanimous consent thatthe resolution may 
go over until to-morrow without losing its place. Only seven 
or eight minutes remain until the unfinished business comes up. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] desires to include in 
the resolution some other matters,and he is not here at this 
moment. 

Mr. ALLEN, Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of J. A. Herrick and 
sundry other citizens of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, be exempted from 
the proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff biil; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Millers’ National 
Association of the United States, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
for the adoption of the proposed amendment to the pending 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
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tariff bill, to establish reciprocity with foreign countries; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a — of sundry citizens of Indianapo- 
lis, Ind., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or 
associations be exempted from the proposed income tax provi- 
= of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

able. 

Mr. CULLOM presented tlre petition of A. Y. Trogdon, of 
Paris, Ill., praying that the claim of Jachariah Jewell, Company 
D, One hundred and twenty-second Ohio Volunteers, for rerate 
of pension be inquired into; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry cigar-makers of Blue 
Island, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called Jones amend- 
ment increasing the import duty on cigars from $3 to $4 per 
pound and 25 per cent ad valorem; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Amity Council, No. 13, Royal 
League, of Chicago, Ill., praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
cieties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Grafton County, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of 
substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles Winch 
and 1 other citizen of Langdon, N. ir. and of Clifton A. Met- 
calf and 6 other citizensof Alstead, N. H., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2034) authorizing the persons 
herein named to accept of certain decorations and testimonials 
from the Hawaiian Government, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amenament submitted by Mr. GRAY 
May 25, 1894, intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Rules, reported 
two amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER (for Mr. PALMER), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5459) to pension the 
minor children of Alfred Phipps, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report shereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted on the 21st instant, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon and moved that it be referred tothe . 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
mest: by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CLAIMS FOR INSURANCE PAID ON VESSELS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senete 
as part of the morning business the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MITCHELL of Oregon, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of theTreasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reéxamine the 
Treasury settlements made in 1884 and 1885 and numbered 5000, 5085, 5201, 
5300, 5303, 5363, and 5368, heretofore certified to Congress for appropriation 
in favor of the respective claimants for insurance paid by them on vessels, 
and to submit the reasons for the certification, together with a detailed 
statement of the facts upon which each originated; and report the same to 
Congress in a manner similar to the report submitted by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, January 31, 1894 (printed in Senate Executive Document No. 
98, second session Fifty-third ere in a to certain other Treasury 
settlements certified to Congress for appropriation at the same time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. : : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to correct a date in the 
resolution, I ask leave to modify it by striking out in line 14 
the words ‘January thirty-first” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘ May sixteenth.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


COURTS IN STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1252) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the times 
and places to hold terms of the United States courts in the State 
of Washington. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment in line 
82. after the word ‘‘ had,” to strike out ‘“‘had the said existing 
statute not been passed,’ and insert ‘‘as if the same were return- 
able to or pending in the terms of said courts provided for by 
this act;” so as to read: 

And the provisions of statute now existing for the holding of said courts 
on the first Monday of April and November in each year is hereby a 
and all suits, prosecutions, processes, recognizances, bail bonds, and other 
things pending in or returnable to said court on the days last named are 
hereby transferred to, and shall be made returnable to, and have force in 
the said respective terms in this act provided, in the same manner and 
with the same effect as they would have had as if the same were returnable 
to or pending in the terms of said courts provided for by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. PUGH. Itwas reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary by the Senator from [owa [Mr. WILSON], who is now ab- 
sent on account of ill health. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
district of Washington? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 780) making Labor Day a legal holiday. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3511) concerning the weight of evidence in pen- 
sion claims; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney; 

A bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight 
Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution to print 8,000 extra copies of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

INROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the 
Knights of Pythias; and 

A bill (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point 
military reservation in the State of California. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 


It relates to the courts in the 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 


revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from fowa [Mr. ALLISON]. | 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this bill proceeds upon the theory 
that the income which a person receives from individual invest- 
ments ought not to be taxed, unless the amount thereof exceeds 
$4,000; it also, from the way in which it is now worded, pro. 
ceeds upon the other theory, which I think must be regarded 
as an inadvertent one, that corporate investments should be com- 
pelled to pay an income tax upon the income therefrom without 
any reference to the $4,000 exemption. It strikes me that that 
discrimination was not intended by the authors of the bill, and 
that with great propriety it might be amended so as to do away 
with that discrimination. Itseemsto me some amendmentcan be 
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easily framed, whereby a person who invests in corporate securi- 
ties, so far as his individual dividendsare concerned, should be en- 
titled to the same exemption as though he had made the invest- 
ment in a corporation, in a farm, or in any other property aside 
from investments in a corporation. 

I can see no reason for the distinction sought to be made. It 
may have occurred in just this way: The first suggestion of an 
income tax came from the President's message and the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and, as I have stated 
before, there was no suggestion of an individual income tax, ex- 
cept in a most restricted form. There was a recommendation, 
a mild one, in favor of taxation of incomes from certain corpo- 
rate investments, according to the language of the recommen- 
dation. It was argued that corporate investments’ were more 
or less a matter of public concern, and that if they were taxed 
there would be no undue publicity given other than that which 
now exists. 

The theory was that these investments might properly be 
taxed without injustice to individuals, avoiding all inquisitorial 
features and other hardships; and it was claimed that such a tax- 
ation upon corporate investments avoided all questions of tax- 
ation upon thrift, upon industry, upon labor, or upon brains; 
that it was Simply a tax upon money accumulated upon invest- 
ments already made, and did not tax the labor, or activity, or 
brains of a citizen. 

That was a theory, of course, upon which the bill might have 
been framed, but the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives and the Finance Committee of the Senate 
have proceeded partly upon one theory and partly upon the 
other. They have proceeded to tax the individual incomes, and 
now they have proceeded in another form to tax corporations, 
but in the system which they have provided for the taxation of 
incomes they unintentionally, in my judgment, do injustice to 
individuals. 

For instance, I have $5,000, and I invest it in a partnership 
for carrying ona dry goods store. If my profit is $3,000, if I 
may assume that by an investment of $5,000 [could make a profit 
of $3,000, of course that profit of $3,000 is not taxed, as the indi- 
vidual is entitled to an exemption of $4,000, but if I place that 
$5,000 as an investmentin acorporation, beforea dividend comes 
to me from that corporation the tax is already taken out in ad- 
vance. It of course makes no difference to a man whose income 
exceeds $4,000, for he has to pay the taxon his income in excess 
of that amount; but this injustice is upon those people who have 
incomes of less than $4,000, the poor people of the country, the 
widows and orphans, and the men of infirm health, who rely 
upon the little accumulations which have heen given to them 
or which they have worked for and laid up. Some amendment 
ought to be suggested here which will make this tax less bur- 
densome to that class of people. The man who has an income 
of over $4,000 is amply protected in either form of this bill; but 
it is the man whose income does not exceed $4,000, but whose in- 
vestment is in a corporation, who is unjustly affected. 

Mr. President, I see no answer to this proposition anywhere. 
I think that some amendment ought to be prepaved to reach 
that difficulty. 

There is one suggestion I wish to make in reference to the 
amendment a by the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
I shall vote for it cheerfully if that is the only one we can get 
which will afford any relief, and that does afford some relief. 
Still, I can see that it possibly might do some injustice. There 
are corporations whose capital stock is less than $100,000, the 
stock of which is very valuable, and there might be very large 
dividends made to individual stockholders. If we were to ex- 
empt them all as a class I think it would give rise to criticism, 
but [ shall vote for the Senator’s amendment, if that is the best 
we can get. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we can get anything better, I should pre- 
fer it; but Isuggest to the Senator that as to all the corpora- 
tions with a capital of less than $100,009 the stockholders will 
be relegated to the situation of individuals if they have incomes 
of $4,000, including the dividends from these small corporations. 
They will be required to pay the tax, and they ought in such 
cases to pay it. 

Mr. HILL. Perhaps that is so, and in that view the amend- 
ment might be proper; but it strikes me that instead of exempt- 
ing any class of corporations and specifying the corporations 
which have $100,000 capital or less than $100,000 capital it would 
be better to proceed directly upon the individual and frame our 
legislation so as to affect the individual. 

I ask the Senator from Missouri whether he has any sugges- 
tion to make which would cover this point? All my motive in 
regard to it is to cover this point if we can. [| think it would 
be better to do that than to proceed by the wholesale exemption 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. President, some such amendment wili not injure the bill, 
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It will perfect it; it will relieve it from the charge of inconsis- 
tency; it will relieve it from the charge of inequality; it will 
say that we make no unjust discrimination against corporate 
investments. ‘here is nothing so particularly obnoxious about 
a corporat estment that it should be discriminated against. 

‘he investment in any private business should not be placed 


upon any better or higher plane than an investment in a small 
cory ration. The Senator from Lowa |Mr. ALLISON] instanced 
the corporations for dairy purposes in his own State. There 
are plenty of them in New York State and elsewhere, small cor- 
porations in their way, in which farmers have invested a very 
few thousand dollars, and from which they may derive an in- 
come of three, four, five, or six hundred dollars; and they ought 
to have the benefit of the whole income if of course it does not 
exceed $4,000; but they are discriminated against by the present 
Bituation of the bill. My object is to do away with that injus- 
tice and ike the bill defensible so far as we can in that par- 
ticular. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question that meets us on the 
threshold of this debate with regard to corporationsis whether 
the same rule should be applied to corporations as to exemp- 
tions that is applied to individuals. 

The theory of the income-tax law, as I understand it, is that 
the citizen pays upon consumption under the present system of 
taxation instthe United States. In my judgment itis an unjust 
and unequal taxation. The poor man pays as much as the rich 
man, the man worth $5,000 pays as muchas the man worth $100,- 
000,000 and in some instances he paysa great deal more, because 
he buys possibly better clothing and better food. That isaques- 
tion of taste and of habit. Experience teaches us that the very 
rich men, if we are to believe the stories that are told about 
them, are the men most devoted to rigid economy, denying 
themselves in many instances the ordinary comforts of life. 

Under the tariff system, the system of consumption, the poor 
man, then, as | say, frequently pays more than the rich man. 
In my opinion, this is not right. If I believed as the Senator 
from New York {Mr. Hii] said in his speech the other day, 
that the indirect system of taxation represented by the tariff is 
the best system, I should most unquestionably take his side of 
this proposition and argue in favor of a tax based upon consump- 
tion. I do not believe so. My ideaof taxation is that it should 
be upon property, upon incomes, and in proportion to the pro- 
tection which the Government actually gives to the citizen. 

Why should a man pay not upon his property but upon his 
wants, his consumption? What argument can be made for a 
system which ignores the fact that $100,000,000 is protected by 
the strong arm of the Government instead of $5,000, and imposes 
the same tax upon both, or the larger tax upon the man with 
$5,000 worth of property with the exemption of $4,000 in this 
bill? Why? Because, right or wrong, it was assumed in the 
House of Representatives, and we adopt now the same exemp- 
tion, that the consumption of a man, say, with six or seven in 
his family in the course of the year will amount to about the 
sum which we have exempted. Does that rule apply to corpor- 
ations? Does the corporation eat anything? Does itdrinkany- 
thing? In addition to this, does not the corporation receive ex- 
tracrdinary corporate privileges as a gift from the Government? 

Mr. HILL. A gift from what Government? 

Mr. VEST. 
from the States, because, while the powers of the corporation 
may come from the State, it is protected by the strong arm of 
the General Government, as is every other person. If you ig- 
nore the fact that any protection is given by the General Gov- 
ernment to the citizens of the United States, you eliminate all 
the functions of the General Governmentitself. If the property 
of the individual is protected under the Constitution by the Gen- 
eral Government, the property of the corporation is also pro- 
tected; but the corporation pays no taxes in the way of consump- 
tion, asdoes the individual. What does itpay to the General 
Government for the protection that is given to it and its fran- 
chises and property? Under the tariff system it pays nothing, 

_and therefore there should be no exemption to the corporation 
as to the individual. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives adopted the sys- 
tem as to its details which was in the old law of 1864 and which 
is found in the law of Pennsylvania to-day. It required the 
corporation to retain out of the dividend upon its stock and 
bonds, which were paid to the stockholder and the bondholder 
by the corporation, 2 per cent tax, and to pay that over to the 
General Government. In other words, it made every corpora- 


tion a collector simply for the Government and nothing else. 
That is the law of the State of Pennsylvania to-day, where they 
tax both stock and bonds. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives taxed 
the bonded indebtedness of every corporation, and we have 
stricken that out, and still there is complaint in regard to the 
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pending bill. Under the law of Michigan I believe a tax is put 
upon corporations inthe same way. Instead of making the cor- 
poration a collector simply for the Government, we have endeay- 
ored tosimplify the bill and, in my judgment, we have streneth- 
ened it, by putting the tax directly upon the corporation and 
then allowing the corporation to adjustits relations with itsown 
stockholders as it sees proper. 

We treat a corporation as a legal entity, just as we treat the 
individual. Wesay to every corporation in the United States, 
‘*You pay no tariff tax, as does the individual citizen, but you 
shall pay the 2 per cent which we put upon the citizen on ac- 
count of the protection given to his property.” We apply the 
same rule to corporations, leaving out the exemption. becau 
of course there is no consumption by the corporation as ther 
is by the individual. This is the theory of the bill. 

Now, of course (i say of course, because it is apparent upon 
the face of it), there are hard cases. Itiscomplained that smal! 
stockholders in these corporations are made to pay. We do not 
deal with the stockholders. We deal with a corporation as a 
legal being, doing business, artificially created, receiving pro 
tection upon its property from the General Government like 
citizens receive protection upon theirs. If itconsumed clothing 
and food and paid the internal-revenue tax and the tariff im 
eee tax as does the individual, then the exemption should ap 
ply. 

Are we to be told now that these corporations, with their 
enormous corporate privileges, with their enormous surplus 
funds, with their;control of the capital of this country, are to be 
entirely exempt from the income tax? I hardly think that any 
Senator will stand here and make any such claim. If we are to 
apply the theory in the bill to corporations, then the bill as it 
stands is, in my judgment, correct. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like at some time in the Senator’s arcu- 
ment to have him state, inregard to one particular class, whether 
he does not think the bill should be amended to meet the case. 
I quite agree with everything the Senator has said in regard to 
what are popularly called corporations, the great aggregations 
of wealth and capital in the country. What I am about to say 
may be a repetition of what was said yesterday by others, but 
still I should like to have the Senator’s views. 

In my State it is the almost universal practice, and it is a 
practice which has grown up in England under what they call 
corporations or associations of limited liability, to go intoa 
joint stock company. Two or three youngsters just out of their 
apprenticeship go into partnership together and do some little 
portion of the work of a machine shop. I could name geveral 
such establishments in my own city. One is a concern manu 
facturing particular kinds of toys, and another engaged in the 
manufacture of bicycles in a small way. And so it is in busi- 
ness ofall sorts and kinds, partly, I suppose, because it involves 
legal safeguards, but the chief reason is that when one.of the 
partners diesor goes out of the company for any reason, the 
survivors in the corporation do not have to liquidate the con- 
cern, and wait a year or two and go through a process of law 
before they can go on with the business. 

That has become, I say, the almost universal mode of doing 
every kind of little business. There will sometimes be salaries. 
There will be a frugal salary for the president and the vice-— 
president and the treasurer, but they leave in the concern all 
they make and go on with it except to derive fram it sufficient 
for a frugal living. 

Now, it doés seem to me that those who engage in business in 
this way should not be wholly deprived’of the exemption of $4,000 
which you give to the individual. 

That is the point to which I wish to ask the attention of the 
Senator, because if he thinks it is not reasonable that such per- 
sons should be considered in making an income-tax provision, 
of course there is no use in drawing an amendment to cover it. 
But if he thinks it is reasonable that that class of people should 
have the benefit of this exemption as if they were engaged in 
business as individuals, then it seems to me an amendmentcould 
be submitted which would meet with his approval. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a question for me individually to deter- 
mine. Itis in the hands of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee, of whom I am only a single member, and of the Senate. 
I express my individual opinion and whatI suppose to be the 
opinions of the committee, although I may not be correct in re- 
gard to the latter statement. It is true that you can find hard 
cases under the proposed law as under every other tax law. 

Mr. HOAR. This isa whole commonwealth doing business 
and not an individual case. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that the statement made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is correct, but if you apply the prin- 
ciple which I have endeavored to enunciate—that corporations, 
in consideration of their corporate privileges and the protection 
given to their property, should bear their proportion of this 
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common tax placed upon 
then I do not see why the amount invested in the corporation 
should affect the principle at all. 

Let me state afact which I know personally. Inmy ownState 
and I take itfor granted thatthe same is true in the other States 
of the Union, the power of incorporation hascreated great hard- 


ship andin many cases has been accessory togreatwrong. Mengo | 


inand makeupa corporationin order to escape individual liabil- 


all the people of the United States, | 


ity. Underthe lawsof my State they can createacorporation, and | 


if there should be a judgment for damages against it, if itshould 
become bankrupt, so long as the stock has been fully paid up 
the stockholders are not individually liable. In many instances 


this fact is made avail of by persons in order to escape the in- | 


dividual liability which would otherwise be put upon them. 

Why are corporations created? Why have they increased so 
rmharvelously in this country with the increase of wealth? It is 
because corporate powers and privileges are peculiarly favored 
by capital. Corporations to-day are thicker almost, I was about 
to say, than individual investors. The vast body of the wealth 
of the country is in their hands, and it is because of the peculiar 
privileges given them by the terms of their creation which are 
favored as I have said especially by capitalists. 
dertake to discriminate between the large and the small corpo 
ations we enter into a labyrinth out of which I see no escape 
whatever. Senators may talk about citizens, about widows, for 
instance, who have their all in these corporations. We do not 
deal with them. 
whether large or small. We deai with the individual, and give 
him an exemption on account of consumption over $4,000. 
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time, and it was not an income tax at all. The argument the 
Senator is using in regard to the excise tax imposed upon man- 
ufacturing corporations and other corporations at that time has 
no sort of application to the provisions of an income tax. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to 
make the application of my own facts, instead of making an ar- 
gument? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
a matter of course. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island asks no question. 
He simply gets up and makes his own argument, which, with all 
respect, 1 must protest against as a custom of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was fearful the om Mi 





The Senator from Missouri will do that, as 


Senator fr souri 


| might not understand the matter. 


Mr. VEST. I think I am a man of ordinary intelligence and 
know the condition of things during the war’and why that law 
was made. I referred to the fact that allusions had been made 
to the tax upon corporations during the war, in contrast, or in 


| analogy, at any rate, with the tax which we now propose to put 


Now, if we un- | 


We deal with corporations as artificial beings, | 


| penses. 


Mr. President, I can not state this matter better than it was | 


stated by the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN], a distinguished 
leader of the Republican party, when he argued the question of 
an income tax in 1870. LI ask the Secretary to read one of the 
arguments of the Senator from Ohio in regard to this very point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. , 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

Now, the question is whether we shall repeal what is left of the income tax 
by this bill, yielding $17,700,000, the only property tax now levied by the 
United States of America. Sir, this is a republican Government, where, if 
we discriminate at all, we ought to discriminate tn favor of the poor, in 
favor of the great mass of the people. “The greatest good to thegreatest 
number’ has been a favorite theme of demagogism for a hundred years. 
Here we have in New York Mr. Astor, with an income of millions derived 
from real estate, accumulated year after year by the mere family pride of 


accumulation; and we have alongside of him a poor man receiving $1,000 a | 


year. What is the discrimination of our law in that case? Itis altogether 
against the poor man; we tax his clothing, we tax his consumption. 

By the laws of nature, the laws of heat and cold, of hunger and thirst, it 
requires as much to feed the poor man as it does the rich man. No more 
dollars need be drawn from the coffers of Mr. Astor to supply his natural 
wants than are needed to supply the wants of the poorest laboring man in 
New York, except as to quality; and yet all our national taxes are thrown 
upon consumption and not upon property. We tax the tea, the coffee, the 
sugar, the spices the poor man uses. We tax every little thing that is im- 
ported from abroad, together with the whisky that makes him drunk and 
the beer that cheers him and the tobacco that consoles him. Fiverything 
that he consumes we call a luxury and tax it; and yet weareafraid to touch 
the income of Mr. Astor. Is there any justicein that? Is there any pro- 
priety init? Why, sir, the income tax is the only one that tends to equalize 
these burdens between the rich and the poor. 

Mr. VEST. That is the argument of the Senator from Ohio, 
and in my judgment upon principles of equity it is unanswer- 
able. It is much better stated than I could possibly place it be- 
fore the Senate. 

A great deal is said here about the exemption of $4,000 to 
individuals. What does it amount to? It amounts to $80 a 
year in the shape of taxation—2 per cent upon $4,000. We are 
told now that liberty lies bleeding in the streets unless this ex- 
emption of $4,000, amounting to a tax of $80 a year, is given to 
corporations, who eat nothing, drink nothing, buy no clothes, 
and who are under the protection of the Government and re- 
ceive peculiar corporate privileges, which the Governmentalso 
protects. 

Mr. President, analogies have been drawn here between the 
conditions of corporations under the old law and at this time. 
During the war, when the excise taxes were levied upon corpor- 
ations, what did they pay? They paid upon ali their output, 
using the language of the statute, nearly 6 percent. If a man- 
ufacturing corporation turned out manufactured goods, they 
paid from 4 to 6 per tent without regard to the fact whether 
they made or lost in the course of their business during the 
year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator knows as well as I do that the 
taxes imposed upon corporations were excise taxes and were 
levied for the purpose of raising money to carry on the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, I know that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Every conceivable industry and every con- 
ceivable employment in the United States was taxed at that 





| me the injustice tosay thatI criticised adversely the ame 





| we have weakened the bill. 


upon corporations; and a great outcry is made here that we are 
treating these corporations unjustly and harshly. I was pro- 
ceeding to show, when the Senator from Rhode Island enlight- 
ened me as to the history of this country, that between 1860 and 
1865 those excise taxes were imposed (I do not care for what 
purpose; that is not the question) amounting to nearly 6 per 
cent upon the output of the corporations. 
What do we propose to do now? We propose to put a tax of 
2 per cent upon their net profits over business and operating ex- 
If they have lost in the course of their business they 
pay nothing. If they have made money they pay 2 per cent. 
Isthere anything wrong in that? Is there any hardship in it? 
If the provision in the bill as it came from the other House 
had been retained, which put a 2 per cent tax upon the bonded 
indebtedness of corporations, we should have heard from the 
other side of this Chamber and from this side such a protest as 
never was heard before in Congress in regard toa tax law. 
Butthat provision has been changed, and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] indirectly, if not directly, taunted us with 
the fact that we had now exempted the bondholders and relied 
simply upon their consciences as to whether they pay any tax 
at all. We concluded deliberately, without regard to the votes 
which might be received upon the bill, to strike out the tax upon 
the indebtedness of corporations. Yet thatamendment is made 
one of the instruments now for taunting us with the charge that 
I said yesterday,and [ repeat now, 
that the bill is far more favorable to corporations than anyone 
could have supposed it would have been made by the Senate. 
Mr, ALLISON. Ihope the Senator from Missouri will not do 
ndment 


made by the committee. On the contrary, I stated distinctly 





in response to aquestion thatI favored it. But certainly I have 
a right to draw an analogy between that amendment and the 
refusal to make others of a kindred characte: 






[ am sim- 
nark in saying that the bill 
made, upon theory 


Mr. VEST. I object to no legi 
ply pursuing my general line of r 
is as just to corporations it can 
that the income tax is imposed. 

An amendment has been submitted to the committee by the 
Senator from New Jersey |Mr. SMITH], which exempts thesmall 


LS be the 






stockholders. I ask the Secretary to read it, because I desire 
to comment upon if. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a sir : eding 
#4 000 annually may be deducted by corporati« ny ‘lations, 
not including partnerships, from any amount " »uld other 
wise be compelled to pay, tho tax herein } fe :amount of 
such dividends so received by such single st le l neluded in 
estimating any income he may have in excess $4,000, and in that event it 


shail bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Is that an amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee? 
Mr. VEST. No; it is an amendment suggested by the Sena- 


tor from New Jersey. It has not been adopted by the commit- 
tee. It seems to me evident if that amendment or one sim- 
ilar to it should be adopted that it would be almost impossible 
of execution. 

Here is a corporation which by the bill as it stands is required 
to pay 2 per cent upon its net profits overand above its business 
and operating expenses, deducting all losses and the interest 
upon its bonded or other indebtedness. How is the corporation 
to settle with each individual stockholder in making up its net 


profits for the year? It does its business as an entirety. It 
makes so much money or it loses so much money. It is to pay 
the tax upon its net profits. Now, if that amendment should be 
adopted it would be requisite for the corperation, before it ascer- 


tains what its net profits are, to set aside cert amounts of 
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money, not to be taken any accountof inits business at all. How 
is this to be done” 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me just a 
moment? Would it not be easy in this way? Of course every 
corporation keeps books ordinarily, and by the terms of the 
pending bill it is required to keep books. Necessarily a corpo- 
ration can not declare a dividend to one stockholder and not to 
another. The stockholder can go into the court and compel an 
equal distribution of the profits. At a certain date the corpora- 
tion desires todeclare adividend. Itsimply declares a dividend 
to its various stockholders, and then when on the Ist of March 
it makes this declaration as to the amount of its income, it de- 
ducts simply the dividend paid to its stockholders. Is there 
any real practical difficulty aboutit. Theindividual stockholder 
of course can enforce his rights and see that all the stockholders 
are equally protected in the corporation. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me it makes intricate and complex 
the business of all these corporations, and opens the door to great 
indirection, ifnottofraud. But, sofar as Iam concerned, I have 
stated the reasons why I do yot believe any corporation should 
have an exemption of $4,000. I believe the bill is right as it is 
now, and that the corporations ought to be made to pay, as they 
pay no tax upon consumption, without the exemptions. I have 
no other interest in it except that of a Senator generally in fa- 
cilitating busipess and arriving at results; but if the Senate 
comes to the conclusion that the same rule should be applied to 
corporations as to individuals, the direct and proper way, it 
seems to me, would be to apply to corporations without regard 
to size the exemption of $4,000, which is now given to individuals, 
because we all know that some of the largest corporations in this 
country in the amount of business have the smallest amount of 
capital stock. 

[ know banks in my own State with $50,000 capital and three 
or four million dollars of deposits. There are institutions in 
New England which have very small amounts of capital stock 
and which handle millions upon millions of dollars in the way of 
business each year. 

The amendment of the Senator from Iowa is dangerous in that 
regard, because it does not do what I have no doubt he wishes 
todo. Itis not the amount of capital stock which determines 
the size of the corporation. A corporation is based upon the 
character and credit of its directors and stockholders. 

The largest banks in this country have the smallest amount of 
capital stock,and thatisnotacriterion. But when you enter into 
this maze and labyrinth of details and undertake to go into the 
counting house of a corporation and examine into all their busi- 
ness in order to frame a statute, you are simply piling up per- 
plexity, and doubt, and difficulty. As legislators for 70,000,000 
people we must deal with principles, systems, and general laws, 
and in my judgment the proposed law, imperfect as it is and as it 
must necessarily be, is in all its details as accurate, and fair, and 
just as we can make it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave modified the amendment I offered last 
evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated as 
moditied. 

The SECRETARY. 
following: 


Having a capital, including surplus, oe $100,000: Provided, That ex- 
penditures for materials or articles purchased for use in manufacture or for 
resale, and for insurance, taxes, and other incidental expenses paid by any 
manufacturing or trading corporation, company, or association, shall be 
considered as operating and business expenses in estimating the profits or 
income of any such corporation, company, or association. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, when I offered the amend- 
ment yesterday I stated distinctly my object in submitting it. 
It was not in any sense to exempt rps ig oa from their just 
contribution to any income tax that might be properly imposed 
upon the people of the United States. The Senator from Mis- 
souri does not touch in his argument the point of my amend- 
ment. It is that inasmuch as individuals who own no stock in 
any corporation, but who have an income of $4,000 and who may 
pay taxes to the extent of $4,000 more upon their property yield- 
ng no income, are exempted by the income tax, and at the same 
time there are in the United States hundreds of thousands of 
individuals who have small earnings invested in the form of 
stock in corporations and have no exemption at all, we should 
make some provision whereby these honest poor men of the 
country may be placed in a‘condition of equality with those who 
have at least an income of $4,000 per annum, and are in com- 
fortable circumstances as evidenced by such income. 

If the amendment the Senator from Missouri had read, pre- 
pared by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], shall be 
adopted, it will reach what I have proposed, and my amend- 
ment, so far as the exemption of small corporations is concerned, 
will be unnecessary. It was because I feared that this general 
injustice would prevail by the rejection of any amendment re- 


At the end of line 22, section 59, add the 
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lieving all small stockholders that I sought to minimize that in- 
justice so far as I could by limiting the corporations that are to 

» taxed under the bill by exempting all small corporations. 

The Senator from Missouri says that the object of the commit- 
tee in changing the House provision is to tax a corporation 
directly. Mr. President, that is not proposed to bedone by the 
Senator’s own amendment. What is the proposition as to tax- 
ing these corporations? Theyare entities inone sense, but they 
are composed of individuals who own the shares, and who would 
be taxed on these shares without this corporate provision, and 
who are now exempted if their income exceeds $4,000: The 
Senator says a corporation does not eat andis not clothed. But 
as respects all the great materials that are embraced within our 
tariff laws a corporation does consume all the raw materials 
necessary in manufacturing, if it be a manufacturing corpora- 
tion, or if it be a railroad in operating that railroad. Soa cor- 
poration is aconsumer except that it does not consume food and 
clothing and has no shelter. 

Mr. VEST. Under the terms of the bill all the materials 
used by a corporation are taken into the account when it makes 
up its expensesand itsprofits. Itsusual and operating expenses 
are exempt anyhow. 

Mr. ALLISON. In that sense it is true, but what are the 
arrangements which have been made by the committee? I hope 
the Senator will not accuse me of adverse criticism when I speak 
of them. The Senator in his amendment has exempted the 
bonded debt of all corporations and all other debts of corpora- 
tions. Why? He hasdone that because the individual who holds 
the bonds and the debts must account for them in his individ- 
ual statement as respects incomes, and if he has over $4,000 thus 
invested he pays 2 per cent upon the excess. But if his invest- 
ment in these bonds and indebtedness does not yield an income 
of $4,000 he stands exempted. 

Therefore the great corporations and little corporations, if 
you please, as respects their indebtedness, have been relegated 
to the income statement of the individuals who compose them, 
or who hold the indebtedness of the corporations. My amend- 
ment only relegates the stockholders of the small corporations 
to the situation of bondholders in large corporations and com- 
pels them to account for dividends, as holders of bonds of these 
corporations now account for the income upon said bonds. 

Mr. CULLOM. It ought to apply to all corporations and to 
the small holders of stock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Soit seems to me. I stated yesterday that 
if any Senator would prepare an amendment which would em- 
brace all,I would gladly waive, as I will now, the amendment 
which I propose. 

The Senator from Missouri says they are taxing these corpo- 
rations. How are they taxing them? They expressly provide 
in section 59 that where a corporation has paid a 2 per cent tax 
upon dividends the owner of shares in that corporation may de- 
duct that dividend from his general statement as to income; but 
the difficulty with that provision is thatit only takes care of the 
individual stockholders who have an income in excess of $4,000. 
T want the Senator from Missouri to so modify the bill as not to 
do injustice to the small holders as they do not do injustice to 
the large holders of stock. 

How can we defend ourselves, if it is possible for us to pro- 
vide a just amendment? I know that we can not make a perfect 
bill or a bill that in some respects may not doinjystice; but how 
can we justify ourselves in making an arrangement here that 
does exempt the holders of stock in every corporation having 
an income of $4,000, and mulcting every’ stockholder who has 
stock in a corporation that does not yield him $4,000? To say 
that we can not do that in some form is to say that we are not 
able to do justice and equality to the people of the United States 
in imposing taxes upon them. I have not quarreled with the 
Senator as respects what corporations ought to do or ought not 
todo. There is no tax practically upon corporations in the bill 
that does not make full and final exemption to every man who 
holds bonds or stocks if his income from such corporation is 
over $4,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave receivedaletter from Mr. Blackstone, 
president of the Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, begging 
me to secure if Icould anexemption in the income-tax provision 
of the bill for the small stockholders, such as widows and minor 
children, etc., holding stock in their corporation. He states 
that in very many instances the small sums of stock that these 
sersons have is all they have in the world to live upon. I un- 
derstand the bill does not exempt that class of people in con- 
nection with either a large corporation or a small one. 

Mr. ALLISON, It does not. 

Mr. CULLOM. That seems to me to be an outrage. 


Will the Senator from Iowaallow me to make 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is all I am struggling for, and it is for 
that reason, in the absence of a provision which would exempt 
stockholders in all corporations, that I have undertaken to pro- 
vide a limited exemption as respects the corporate property 
held, believing that if we are to do injustice we should do the 
minimum of injustice in enacting a law likethis. If the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey shall be adopted 
it will cure the evil as regards large and small corporations, but 
if that can not be done I want to cure the injustice and wrong 
imposed upon the small stockholders in the small corporations 
of the country. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that the small 
corporations, as a rule, are organized for the purpose of invasion. 
It is true that most of the small corporations are organized with 
a view of escaping individual liability. For example, a farmer 
in my State owns 160 acres of land (a small farm, or what would 
be asmall farm in some portions of our country), worth $6,000 or 
$8,000. He has upon his farm the stock. There are half a dozen 
other farmers about him. He can not risk all his little six or 
eight thousand dollars in building up a creamery, if you please. 
I merely give this as an illustration. Therefore a dozen farmers 
and one or two men in town, who also have small capital, unite, 
knowing that if they lose their stock by adverse situations as to 
trade or business they will only lose the money they have put 
in, and they will not be euasiens and homeless. Therefore it 
is no wrong on the part of those men to take a small interest in 
such a corporation, with a view of not being mulcted as respects 
their whole fortunes by engaging in enterprises which might 
consume their fortunes. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Iowa indicate by what 
amendment he would bring about the exemption of those small 
stockholders? I can see the force of his position, but the diffi- 
culty seems to be in a mode of accomplishing what he desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri a few moments 
ago, I think in the absence of the Senator from Delaware from 
the Chamber, read an amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey. That amendment does reach exactly the provision 
as respects these small stockholders. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is not a longamendment, and I ask the 
Senator to have the amendment of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey read again. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
again read. 

Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceeding 
$4,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or assocla- 
tions, not including partnerships from any amounts upon which they would 
otherwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; butthe amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 
in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4,000, and in that event 
it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. There perhaps may be some difficulties in 
administering that provision, but [do not think there will be 
the difficulty in administering it suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri. A corporation makes up a list of its stockholders and 
a listof its earnings after it has paid the interest upon its bonded 
and other indebtedness, and after paying its operating and busi- 
ness expenses. I understand those are to be taken out first. If 
there is anything left, of course, whatever is left is applicable to 
dividends unless it be a small reserve fund each year for acci- 
dents, ete. 

Upon that residuary sum the corporation pays 2 per cent to 
the Government, but it is entitled to charge that over, and if it 
chooses to do so, against the dividends of every stockholder, 
little and great, and it would be obliged to do so practically, 
uniess some amendment kindred to this is adopted. If so, and 
the corporation finds a stockholder who has a dividend amount- 
ing to less that $4,000 that is deducted from the 2 per cent and 
he does not pay it. 

Mr.CULLOM. Suppose a stockholder having an amount less 
than $4,000, so far as the stock is concerned, has a large income 
outside, what would be done then? 

Mr.ALLISON. It provides that the stockholders then must 
include thatin his estimateor return of income, and that stock- 
holder is placed exactly in the relation the committee has 
placed the bondholder. In other words, we relegate this ques- 
tion, so far as he is concerned, to the integrity and honesty of 
the man who holds the stock and makes the return. With an 
income tax of only 2 per cent, I think the men in our country 
who will seek to defraud and evade will be much smaller than 
they were when we imposed an income-tax of 5 per cent. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri undertakes to say that he has 
provided a different provision from those contained in the laws 
of 1864 and 1868. In a shade they are different, but in essence 

We did not undertake to tax corporations 


Very well; I ask that the amendment be 


they are the same. 
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as respects their income in 1864 or 1868. We simply used tha 
corporations as instrumentalities on behalf of the Government 
to gather in the money. Instead of utilizing and usjng the col- 
lectors and deputy collectors of the country we required them 
to make return and pay the tax, aad they in turn turned on their 
stockholders, and were authorized to deduct from bonds and 
from stock as well. 

The Senator from Missouri adopts precisely that rule except 
he provides that these corporations shall also pay a tax upon 
surplus earned during the year, which will be an infinitesimal 
amount as respects all the great corporations and the little cor- 
porations of our country, because there is nothing carried to the 
surplus account except in the case of national banks, where they 
are obliged to carry a certain portion of their earnings to sur- 
plus from year to year and perhaps other banks and insur- 
ance companies. Butas tothe great body of the corporations 
of our country they make dividends covering practically their 
earnings each year. 

Mr. President, some amendment may be made which is bet- 
ter than the one I propose, and I agree that my amendment is 
only partial in its results; it only reaches a portion of the peo- 
ple who have injustice done them here. It will not do for us 
to say that in making up this bill no inaccuracies or injustice 
will occur, but shall we do intentional injustice to a great body 
of our people, amounting to thousands of people beyond all those 
who are now included and would pay an income tax under this 
ysroposed law? It is the small people, after all, who feel this 
injustice. What matter does it make toa man who has an in- 
a of a hundred thousand dollars per annum if he pays 

2,000? 

It does amount to something to a mechanic, or a laborer, or a 
farmer who has a thousand or two thousand dollars of stock in 
some of these corporations and receives two hundred or three hun- 
dred dollars from it, that he is obliged to seek the taxgatherer and 

ay 2 per cent on those smallearnings. Therefore we are doing 
injustice to the very people to whom we ought deal exact jus- 
tice. Itis for the correction of that evil and injustice that I 
have sought to have amendments made; and I hope the Senator 
from Missouri and other Senators willagree that if itis possible 
for us to deal with this question we shall deal with it. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Tennessee rises to move 
to lay my amendment on the table I withdraw it, and I shall 
offer it again. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to delay action 
onthe bill, but this talk about the protection of the small stock- 
holders strikes me as hardly warranted by the fact. Nobody 
desires to put any income tax upon an association of farmers 
who are running a creamery ora cheese factory. That class of 
enterprises nobody cares about embarrassing. I think, as a 
general thing, they are not of a character to be touched by this 
bill. They are not corporations, sofar as my experience goes, 
but associations. There are very few people, after all, who are 
interested in these corporations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill covers associations. 

Mr. TELLER. If the bill covers associations, then they may 
be included. In this talk about the poor people of the country 
owning the railroads and the poor people of the country owning 
the banks, there is a good deal of nonsense. 

Mr. ALLISON. Who did talk about that? 

Mr. TELLER. I donotsay the Senator did, but that has been 
talked about a good deal during the debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Icertainly have not done so. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, 
I stated what the president of a railroad company told me, that 
a great many poor people own a very smali amount of stock in 
that railroad; and he asked me, if Icould, tosecure theirexemp- 
tion from an income tax. I have no doubtof the truth of that 
statement, and I think we ought to exemptthem if we can doso. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Blackstone's idea of a poor man is very 
different from the idea some of the rest of us may have in that 
respect. A man who owns a thousand dollars or ten shares ina 
railroad would be a nonentity in the operation of the road, and 
he would not come in for any particular care on the part of any 
official of the road, judging from the little experience I have 
hadin those matters heretofore. If heowned one hundred thou- 
sand shares, or fifty thousand, or something of that kind, he 
might then be considered: but a man owning $5,000 is of no ac- 
count, and if he owns $5,000 and receives 4 per cent he gets $200, 
and outof that $200 he pays$itothe Government. Is that any- 
thing so dreadful and so burdensome? If there are any me- 
chanics, if there are any laboring people who are fortunate 
enough in this country to have a little railroad stock that paye 


The Senator anticipates myobject. LIrosefor 
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a couple of hundred dollars a year they are ngt broken up or 
distressed very much by the payment to the Government of $4 


every year. 
Mr. President, there is a good deal more interest just now in | 
the people who own small interests in corporations than I have 
been in t habit of seeing expressed in the Senate for that 
class of people heretofore. As a general rule their interests 
have not n considered worthy of a great deal of attention, 
and the impression will go abroad in the country that after all, 


the effort which is being made for these corporations is not. in 
the interest of the little stockholders, but the big stockholders. 

[t seems to me that a corporation is a oe ae subject for an 
income tax. I do not know any way by which you can tax the 
great corporations that are aggregating to themselves the busi- 
ness of the country and the wealth of the country, unless you 
tax the man who owns $500, or $50, or any other sum in the cor- 
poration. It is incidental to the system. Then if the people 
who have but little money choose to put it in that sort of busi- 
ness they must take their chances and pay their proportion of 
the tax. No man in these days with $5,000 or $10,000, who is at 
all wise, puts it in railroad corporation stock. He knows that 
he is one of those to be ground out whenever the interests of 
the great stockholders of the country require that. he shall dis- 
appear. 

fie is a nonentity, lrepeat, with ten or twenty thousand dol- 
lars or fifty thousand dollars of such stock in these days. The 
steels of railroads in this country are not for investment, they 
are for management. The other day one of the leading finan- 
cial papers had a list of $738,000,000 of stock that had been on 
the market in this country, the most of it at par, not because it 
was worth par, but. because the manipulators put it there, and 
undoubtedly unloaded some of it upon people of moderate means, 
but not very much; and that whole $738,000,000 of stock can be 
bought for about 10 cents on a dollar to-day, and intrinsically 
it is net worth 4 cents on a dollar, nor 2 cents on a dollar. 

Mr. President, I do not believe there is very much in the ar- 
gument which has been made. If the provision covers or in- 
cludes a firm or association that makes.cheeseor butter, I should 
like to see it stricken out, and that can be done. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado a question, with his permission. Has he heard of any 
farmer who opposes this bill or any pravision of it? 

Mr. TELLER. I believe that the farmers of the United States 


without exception are in favor of this income-tax principle. I 
do not want to sea it made objectionable to the farmers. I said 


the other day, and repeat now, I hope the income tax will be- 
come a permanent policy in the monetary system of this coun- 
try, as itis fast becoming a part of the monetary systems of the 
werld. 

It isthe most equitable and just system for the collection of 
revenue that can be devised by man, and I should dislike to see 
anything put in the provision that would bring no money to the 
Government and at the same time bring odium uponit. But it 
is not. to be brought into disrepute because a man who gets a 
hundred dollars of income out.of some corporation pays two of it 
to the Government. One of the common, plain people of the 
country who is so fortunate as to have an income of $50 a year 
from a corporation will think he is lueky if he gets eutwith the 
payment of a dollar tax. The chances are 40 to | that the asso- 
ciation will rob him out of the whole of it. 

Mr.PERKINS. [ desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
amend section 59 by adding after the word ‘‘ depositors,”’ at. the 
end of the section, the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall apply to savings 
banks which do not do a general commercial banking business, but which 
have a paid up oun stock that ts a special guaranty fund to all the de- 
positors of the bank. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreéing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I send up to the desk a tele- 
gram received from San Franciseo yesterday, which induced 
me to offer the amendment, and I ask the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri{Mr. VEST], if he wiil kindly give it, to the 
reading of the telegram. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 26, 1894. 


The Secretary will read as re- 


To Hon. GuorGs C. PERKINS, 
washington, D. C.:; 

Income taxes should net be collected fram savings banks of California, 
They are mutual so far that none pay fixei rate of interest, and rates of 
dividencts of all are determined by net earnings after payment of expenses 
and taxes. Four-fifths of deposits are funds of parties mot Hable for income 
tax. Such parties exempt directly will pay indireetly. Most of them from 
meager incomes, while those liable to tax will pay twice, once through the 
bank and later directly. Permit not this injustice. 


San Franciseo Savings Union, German Savings and Loan Society, BTber- 
Bia Saving and Loan Seciety, California Savings and Loan Society, Freneh 
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Savings and Loan Society, Humboldt Savings and Loan Society, Mutual 
Savings Bank, Savings and Loan Society; Security Savings Bank, of S-n 
Francisco; Alameda SavingsjBank, ot Alameda; tome Savings Bank: Sav. 
ings Bank of Humboldt County, of Eureka; Fresno Loan and Savings Ban 
of Fresno; German American Savings Bank, Los Angeles Savings Bank: 
Main Street Savings Bank and Trust Company, Savings Bank of Southern 
Northern California. Bank of Savings, of Marysville; Merced Security Se- 
ings Bank, of Merced; Union Savings Bank, of Modesto; Oakland Bank o 
Savings, Union Savings Bank, of Oakland; Farmers and Mechanics’ Sa, 
ings Bank, People’s Savings Bank, Sacramento Bank, of Sacramento: B . 
of Savingsand Loan, City Savings Bank, of Santa Cruz; San Diego Saving 
Bank, Savings Bank of San Diego County, of San Diego; Safe Deposit Ra, 
of Savings, Union Savings Bank, of San Jose: California Morteace 
Savings Bank, of San Luis Obispo; Pajaro Valley Savings and Loa 
ciety, of Watsonville. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, this telegram is signed 
thirty-three savings banks of California, representing over $1()(). 
000,000 deposited in those savings banks. My colleague [Mr. 
WHITE] will bear testimony to the financial standing of those 
banks. He received a similar telegram, and I feel sure he will 
corroborate all that [ say in relation to those savings banks. 

We have in California two classes of savings banks, one purely 

utual savings associations, for which the Committee on Finance 
have already provided; and there is another class of saving 
banks which have a paid-up capital stock, and the capital stock 
which has been paid up can not be distributed, can not be par- 
ticipated in by the stockholders, until every depositor in the 
bank has received his money. It is a special guaranty that 
those whodeposit money in the savings banks shal! receive ever 
dollar of it back. 

We have these capital savings banks. They are far mor 
popular with our people, especially in our large cities, for th: 
reason that those wholive in the country, the miner, the farmer 
the lumberman, the mechanic, the sailor, who deposit their ear n- 
ings in them, want some guaranty besides the mutual assoc ia- 
tion of men who have gathered together_and organized a sav- 
ings bank, perhaps beeause they are men of pleasing address, 
with considerable assurance, and have formed an association to 
receive the funds of these who are willing to deposit with them. 

In the early history of our State several of those savings banks 
went down in the melstrom of financial disaster. Now we have 
a bank commission appointed by the State, whose duty it is to 
annually scrutinize and examine the books of these banks, and 
when the commission report to the public that amillion dollars 
has been paid into a savings bank asa guarantee fund, it gives 
assurance to the depositors that their funds will be well cared 
for. 

There is deposited to-day in the different savings banks of 
California $126,781,530. This sum is distributed amongst 175,672 
depositors, making an average deposit of 3886 to the depositor. 
This is a much larger average, I think, than the records will 
show to-day. Ithink these figures are taken from the bank com- 
missioner’s report made a year ago. At that time idle capital 
in large sums was placed in the savings banks, which increased 
their deposits; but to-day the banks in California are refusing 
to take any very large sums, and the result is that, I think, the 
average has been reduced below the amount I have named. _ 

I find by a review of the reportsof the different savings banks 
in California that thereare 157,745 depositors of less than $1,000 
each. 

I will give you, Mr. President, a list of four of the largest 
savings banks in San Franeiseo, and their average of deposits: 


I ncncsecieiaiumnaaialishinenednainigimeetaii ty awerpbiabagiton ape Sbhassannetiabcond $1, O26. 97 
i elas Ct hh eh Badide sed i tOnbiibka nels wine mie bins «ues deh 606. O4 
i ae ia hid we ee ns RAE Mende behGmeihnnnes weebenll t, 246. 12 
Savings and eam. Society... sin cone - 5 gn nos eo ewe -ee ss oe --— 1,144.32 
The lowest average deposit in all the banks Is____..........--_-..--- 57. 67 
The highest average deposit im all the banks is__..............-.---- 1, 760. 00 


We have already exempted in this bill those who have an in- 
come of $4,000; that. is, a man may have $100,000 and place it in 
the savings banks, and it brings him in 4 per cent. Under the 
provisions of the bill he is exempt from taxation; but if an 
amendment such as I propose is not adopted, the poor widow, 
the clergyman, the poor mechanic, the clerk, the sailor, the lum- 
berman, the farmer, the working girl, whoafter years of toil has 
saved up $1,000, as 157,745 of them have done in California, that 
person must pay 2 per cent upon his $40 per year. True, 2 
per cent upon $40 is not much; but is it just, is it right for this 
great.Gevernment to come to the mechanic, to the lumberman, 
to the domestic, and say to them, ‘‘give us of this,” and then 
exempt the man who has $100,000 or $200,000 or $300,000 from 
paying anything? : 

I believe that the income tax is, perhaps, the most just and 
most equitable tax which can be imposed; but let the States 
impose the tax, as Massachusetts has done, and as other States 
have @one, if it is necessary to have revenue from this source. 
Let the revenue which is to support this great Federal Govern- 
ment come from imposing excise duties, levying internal-rev- 
enue taxes or from any other source rather than to go with 
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the taxgatherer into the home, into the office. or into the m 
chine shop of the mechanics of the country. 

I bow, however, in submission to the will of the major! 
This bill will become a law; but to be just, to be equitable, Ia 
the Senator from Missouri, Il ask the committee on the 
side of the Senate, to listen to the petition which has been rea 
from the desk representing 157,745 people, who have deposited 
in the savings banks of California less than $1,000 each, and 
acceptthe amendment which I have offered. [ask my colleague 
to use his intercession and his influence with the committee for 
the adoption of the amendment or something which will carry 
out the object we have in view. 

Mr. SMITH. I offer an amendment which I send to the de 
to be read, and after it shall have been read I desire to make a | 
few remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey that the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. PERKINS] is now pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate is quite as well prepared to test 
the merit of that question now as hereafter, and 1 move to lay | 
the amendment of the Senator from California on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment which I think is sat- | 

| 
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isfactory to the committee, and which covers substantially the 
ground that the amendment of the Senator from California does. 
IT ask that it be read for the information of Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the amendment being 
read. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Tennessee is certainly a 
just man, and I do not believe that he will be ‘so unjust as to 
move to lay this amendment upon the table and deny the peti- 
tion which has been read, signed by those representing nearly 
two hundred thousand people, withoutat least hearing from the 
committee why the amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
has already heard from the Senator from California, and is sat- 
isfied to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is another Senator from California 
here to speak, and the Senator from Tennessee has no right to 
refuse to give the Senators from California a hearing upon this 
question. 

Mr.HARRIS. TheSenator from Tennessee asserts his right, 
and makes the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent to have an amendment proposed by 
him read for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isend the amendment to the desk, so that 
it may be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
be read. 

Mr.ALDRICH. I propose to add the amendment to the pro- 
visions in regard to savings banks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add: 

Nor to that part of the business of any savings bank, institution, or other 
similar association, having a capital stock that is conducted on a mutual 

lan solely for the benefit of its depositors, on such plan, and which shall 

eep its accounts of its business conducted on such mutual plan separate 
and apart from its other accounts. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am willing to accept that as a substitute 
for my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment as I have offered it makes 
the same rule apply to savings banks which has been applied to 
insurance companies by the committee, and at the proper time 
Ishall offer the amendment. I think there will be no objection 
to it, as I have shown it to different members of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. Iunderstand the Senator from Rhode Island 
does not offer the amendment now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not now; but I shall offer it at the proper 
time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I withdraw my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from California is withdrawn. 

Mr.SMITH. I now ask that the amendment proposed by me 
may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Atthe end of line 22, in section 
the word ‘‘ organized,” it is proposed to insert: 

The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not exceedin 
ego annually may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa- 
tighs, not including partnerships, from any amounts upon which they would 
otherwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall not be in- 
cluded in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4,000, and in that 
event, it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 
iF SMITH. Mr. President, I have neither the desire nor 

I feel that under existing circumstances it would be right | 
or mé to detain the Senate on a question of this character 


I have no objection to letting the amendment 


59, after 
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nger than is absolutely n 


ind debate. 
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Pris yper presentation 
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ime has been consumed in the discussion of the 


isiderable t 


ua 
questions connected with the income tax, and particularly in 
relation to those concerning corporations and their relation to 
their stockholders. 
[ desire to say that while my position on this par lar sec- 


of t 
Ane 


aevarted. 


he bill is pronounced and known to the members of this 
iave refrained from taking up the time of the Senate in 

[ have voted ina number of instances against amend- 
ments which have been offered on this floor, without attempt- 
ing to express my views regarding them, because I felt that it 


tion 
hodv 








| was not proper to take up time which we might perhaps use in 


furthering the passage of the bill. But, Mr. President, I should 
feel that I was not doing justice to the constituents whom I have 
the honor in part to represent if I did not call the attention of 
Senators, particularly of those who sit on thisside of the Cham- 
ber, to the fact that in passing this bill without some such amend 
ment as I have proposed, they would be discriminating against 
the widow, the orphan, and the man of moderate means. After 
I have done that, sir, if it shall be their wish to pass the bill in 
the shape it stands, I shall at least have felt that [ have per- 


| formed my duty. 


The question with me, Mr. President, is not that of corpora- 
tions, it is not that of the manufacturer, it is not whether the 
corporation is made up of the men who manufacture butter or 
cheese or any other commodity, or whether they be associations 
such as we have in the East and in the North, formed by work- 
ingmen combining together, each with a few hundred or a few 
thousand dollars, as the case may be, and thus forming useful 
and beneficent industrial corporations. 

It is not the question of corporations with which we have now 
particularly to deal, Mr. President, but the question is whether 
we are going to sit here as legislators and vote for a bill which 
discriminates against the widow and the orphan if, perchance, 
their estate should be invested in corporate stocks, from which 
they derive their income. 

[ say that this is not a question of corporations, but itis a 
question of simple justice. When this bill was made up, with 
$4,000 as the limit of exemption, that limit should be for every- 
body, without respect to the question of the source from which 
the income was derived; and when we say to these people, be- 
cause they may have inherited property from those who came 
before them and who have passed away, or because they have 
accumulated property by their savings which have been in- 
vested in these corporate companies. manufacturing, railroad, or 
of any other character, we shall single them out as against 
everybody else and tax them 2 percent. I appeal to the sense 
of fairness and of justice of the Senate toaccept the amendment 
which I have offered which will rectify what [I think to be a 
great wrong. Ido not believe that the Senate is ready or thatit 
will be willing to sustain the provision as it now stands in the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON, Will the Senator from New Jersey permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. As I understand the object of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, it is to exempt from the 
payment of the income tax all corporations, so far as the small 
stockholders are concerned? 

Mr. SMITH. That is correct. 

Mr. HUNTON. Now, I desire the Senator to say, if his 
amendment prevails, whether in his opinion there will be any 
large stockholders in stock companies? The very moment the 
law is passed to exempt small stockhold they will all be 
small stockholders; the large stockholders will divide their 
stock between the wife and the children, the uncles and the 
aunts, and the nephews and the nieces, so that there will be no 
stockholders of a large character left in any corporation. It 
seems to me, if the Senator’s amendment prevails, it will be 
practically annulling the income tax on corporations. 

Mr. SMITH. In answer to the Senator, I will say that I do 
not see that his question really affects thisamendment. There 
is nothing now to prevent a man from giving his property to 
anybody he pleases or transferring his investments in such 
manner as he may see fit, and thereby escape the payment of 
the income tax. So I can not see how the proposition of my 
honored friend from Virginia has practically anything to do 


tors 


| with this question. 


Mr. President, we, as the representatives of the people, must 


determine for ourselves whether we are willing to s t any 
particular class of people and say to them, ‘‘ Because you or those 
who came before you have invested in certain corporations or 
industrial organizations, we shall punish you to t! nt of 2 
per cent.” That is the question to be voted on 

So far as corporations are concerned, I desire to say in re- 
sponse to the argument of my respected friend from Missouri 
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{Mr. VEST] that the great bulk of the organizations in the State 
in which I reside are made up largely of workingmen and man- 
ufacturers of small means who have combined their capital and 
have grown to be large concerns. This is the case in my State, 
as it isin other States. My attention was forcibly called to it 
by a Senator on this floor, who stated to me the other day that 
his means were small and that he thought the proper thing for 
him to do was to put what he had in a stock company, so that 
he might divide what little he had of this world’s goods while 
he lived instead of doing it by will. 

for that reason, Mr. President, as much as any other, the ma- 
jority of the corporations of to-day are formed, particularly the 
smaller ones. What lawyer is there on this floor who, if one of 
his clients who had a large business of any kind or character, 
with a growing family of sons and daughters about him, asked 
what advice he would give in such a case, would not reply 
**Place your business in a corporate company, and distribute 
either by will after your death or while you are living the stock 
to your family?’ 

I have taken up more time, Mr. President, upon this question 
than I feel [ have any right to do under the pressure that is 
upon the Senate for prompt action. I beg pardon of the Sen- 
ators on a warm day like this for asking them to give me their 
time and attention, but the necessity of some such action as I 
have proposed, the justice, the fairness of it appeal to meso 
strongly that [ should feel I was not doing justice to those about 
me without giving them at least the benefit of my views on this 
question. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 move to lay the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HILL. [ trust the Senator from Tennessee will withdraw 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. The very object I had in view in making the 
motion was to cut off further debate. I must adhere to the mo- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to lay upon the table 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote 
** yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon(when his name was called). The 
_ [ have had with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 

as been transferred to the junior Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]; 
otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBotIs]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARvis]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 


I am paired with 


Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Harris, Mills, Turpie, 
Camden, Hunton, Morgan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Walsh. 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—#4. 
Aldrich, Frye, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Caffery, Gray, Perkins, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, Squire, 
Davis, Higgins, Power, Teller, 
Dolph, Hill, Proctor, Washburn 








NOT VOTING—=30. 


Blanchard, Dubois, Lodge, Smith, 
Brice, Gibson, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Vilas, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. White, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson, 
Carey, Hoar, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Jarvis, Palmer, 

Dixon, Jones, Ney. Patton, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “organized,” in line 22, 
section 59, page 187, it is proposed to insert: 

The amount of any dividends paid to,a single stockholder, not exceeding 
$3,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa- 
tions, not including partnerships, from any amounts upon which they would 
otberwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 
in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4.000, and in that event 
it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the amendment which I have of- 
fered is the same amendment which was offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], except in regard to the amount. 
The amount named in my amendment being $3,000 instead of 
$4,000. Upon the amendment I desire to submit a few remarks 
for the consideration of the Senate. 

[ decline to allow the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST], or 
any other Senator upon this floor speaking against this proposi- 
tion, to place me ina false position. I am not contending for 
this proposition or urging it upon any basis of justice to corpo- 
rations. I have made no such suggestion. I am maintaining 
the proposition that no discrimination shall be made in the bill 
against corporate investments, not because corporations do or 
do not want it, but because it is right and just to individuals. 

Mr. President, I do not now care for the purposes of this ar- 
gument whether the bill is liberal or not liberal to corporations. 
‘That was a strange and peculiar admission made yesterday when 
the Senator from Missouri, in charge of this portion of the bill, 
announced to the country and to the Senate, for the purpose, I 
suppose, of making his bill popular with the people, that this 
was a most liberal bill to the corporations of the country. I do 
not defend this bill, neither do I attack it upon any such un- 
tenable ground asthat. This bill will notcommend itself tothe 
people of the country simply because, if it be true, as the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says, it is the most liberal bill to corporations 
which can be framed. 

Mr. President, it ought to be the object of the framers of the 
bill to relieve it from just criticism. It ought to be their object 
to do away with as mony discriminations as possible in the fram- 
ing of an income-tax bill. I concede that some discriminations 
are unavoidable; I concede that in the very nature of an income- 
tax bill there must be great wrong done; I concede that you 
must exempt $635,000,000 of Government bonds from the income 
tax; I concede that you must do many things which you can not 
well defend, but which in justice are incident to and inherent in 
an income-tax bill; but we ought to strive in framing legisla- 
tion for the country to avoid as many of these discriminations 
as possible. 

Senators the other day defended the exemption of $4,000 to 
individuals. It is contained in this bill; it is an exemption for 
which I thought there was no justification. Senators had voted 
in the past for $1,000 exemption, and I supposed they at least 
would * willing to stand by their own record in that regard, 
but they did not doit. I need not point to a vote not very many 
years ago taken in the Senate, when Senators stood here and 
voted to make the exemption simply $1,000. 

That limited and small oe had their approval but a 
few short years ago, but now they come here in this day and 
age of the world and defend a $4,000 exemption, an exemption 
which relieves a person who owns $60,000 worth of property, 
aye, if it be invested in Government bonds it will relieve a man 
owning $100,000 of Government bonds from income taxation; 
yet these things are contained in the bill, and Senators swallow 
them; they take them with one gulp; but when we ask that cor- 
porate investments for the benefit of men of limited means shall 
be placed upon an equality with other investments in property, 
we are told we are pleading for the cause of the great corpora: 
tions of the country. 

Mr. President, I care little or nothing about the corporations 
af the country. They have grown up in every State and all 
over the country. They are so intimately connected with the 
business of the country that it is impossible to eradicate them, 
and in framing your legislation you must recognize their exist- 
ence, and must recognize the propriety of their existence. They 
develop the country; they combine capital; they induce people 
to make investments which would not otherwise be made. They 
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ave some privileges which indivduals do not have, put, never- 
ra aha State has seen fit toannihilate thein? What State 
has seen fit to restrict them? Are not the laws of Missouri very 
liberal for the forming of corporations? Do not some States 
make their laws liberal for the very purpose of attracting the 
organization of capital therein? The States increase to some 
extent their revenue from taxation by so dojng. 

It does no good upon a question of this character to get up 
here and rail against the corporations of the country. They are 
with us: they are organized; they have their stockholders who 
have invested in them in good faith under the sanction of the 
laws of your States and of the Government; and it becomes usas 
legislators to legislate intelligently in regard to them and their 
interests. ’ 

Sir, as I have said, I am not here to plead for the corporations 
of the country. This amendment makes no sort of difference to 
the corporation itself. The corporation is simply made the in- 
strument or means for the collection of this revenue. 
the benefit of the individual that I am speaking now. 

A great deal has been said about the General Government 
protecting these corporations. A word upon that subject—al- 
though in my remarks the other day I had said upon that sub- 
ject all which I then desired to say. 

These corporations are not created by the General Govern- 
ment. Very few corporations in thiscountry derive their exist- 
ence from the General Government. Ninety-eight per cent of 
the whole are organized under the State governments. In the 
main their property is protected by State laws. The General 
Government has little or nothing to do with the protection of 
life, liberty, or property. ' 

I have pointed out from the provisions of the Constitution, 
that there are onl 
arnment can interfere with the domestic affairs of the States. 
One, to protect them ina — formof government—a mere 
declaration of policy; another, to protect them from foreign in- 
vasion—not likely ever tooccr; the third, to protect them from 
domestic violence in case the governor or the Legislature shall 
call upon the Government to do so—a very rare thing in the one 
hundred years’ history of this Government. 
the General Government protects your life, that the General 
Government protects corporations, that the General Govern- 
ment gives them powers and privileges,is a mere fiction. The 
General Government can not punish crime in the State; it can 
not interfere with the local government, because it has no juris- 
diction. 

Have we forgotten that great message of James G. Blaine sent 
to the [talian Government, when he pointed out the peculiar in- 
stitutions of our country; that the General Government had no 
power to punish criminals in the city of New Orleans; that by 
reason of the nature of our free institutions the State of Louis- 
jana, and that State alone, was competent to try and to convict 
its crjminals; that life, liberty, and property were to be pro- 
tected by the authorities of New Orleans? It is only when some 
great ridt or some great domestic violence occurs that, upon the 
application of the governor or the Legislature of a State, the 
G nora Government may interfere. 

fn all other respects and in all other ways the State govern- 
méuts are supreme. 
authorities to regulate corporations; are in the main the proper 
authoritiés to tax them, are in the main the proper authorities 
to determine their exemption. 

Mr. President, nobody objects to the bill taxing the undivided 
surplus of corporations. If a corporation sees fit to accumulate 
a large surplus instead of dividing it among its stockholders, it 
cab be reached by the bill and nobody objects to it. I simply 
desire to protect those dividends which in fact the corporation 
makes to individual owners of stock who do not themselves 
have an income in excess of $4,000. 

No sort of reason which can stand the test of analogy for a 
single moment has been presented to show why corporate in- 
vestments should be treated differently from other investments. 
Are we going to allow some prejudice against corporations to 
creep in here and to influence our legislation? Can we not pro- 
ceed upon some broader and higher plane than that? 

Whatisacorporation? Itisacreatureof State government in 
the main, created by investments furnished by citizens, having 
certain corporate powers, enabled to perform Tusiness like indi- 
Tot A corporation does not subsist merely for the benefit 
of the ideal corporation; it subsists for the benefit of its stock- 
holders. A corporation which pays no amount of money to its 


pane pat is a peculiar and sometimes an unusual corporation, 
though nowadays, in these hard times, perhaps it is the gen- 
eral rule that corporations do not pay dividends. 

But in the main corporations are created for the benefit of 
their stockholders, and the theory of the bill should be to treat 


all citizens alike and not discriminate against those having cor- 





The theory that | 


The State governments, therefore, are the | 
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porate investments. If corporations are injurious tg the coun- 
try, if corporations have violated their charters, they thé law 
can proceed against them and abolish them; but solong as they 
are permitted to exist, so long as people are eRe to make 
corporate investments, they should be treated like citizehs. 

Mr. President, it has been said that a corporation ig not given 
the $4,000 exemption for the reason that it does n6 does 
not consume anything, requires no clothes, and that thé $4,000 
exemption is given to the individual because of what he con- 
sumes and what he requires for his individual wants. I am not 
pleading here for any $4,000 exemption to the corporation it- 
self. Bear that distinction in mind. No amendment has been 
offered here to give a corporation the same exemption as an in- 
dividual, but I am simply contending that after the dividends 
are declared and are received by an individual, the individual 
shall be placed upon the same plane as his next-door neighbor 
who has received an income from some private business. That 
is all I claim. 

I see no answer to this proposition. 
railing against corporations. 





You can not answer it by 

You can not answer it by com- 
You can not answer it by pointing 
to their wealth, When astockholder receives more than $4,000 
he is eliminated from this controversy. The whole controversy 
this morning arises, not over the lack of exemption per se of a 
corporation, but over the exemption which is claimed for indi- 
viduals who do not have more than $4,000 income. That is the 
only point involved in the matter. 

The Senator from Missouri and some others claim that it is 


| absurd to say the railroad corporations of the country are largely 


owned by people of moderate means. There are thousands aad 


| thousands of shareholders in the New York Central Railroad 
three instances in which the General Gov- | 


who are people of moderate means, although the Vanderbilts, 
it is true, own a majority of the stock. But we are not here 
especially defending railroads. We are defending the rights 
But are rail- 
road companies the only corporations involved here? 

The bill applies to ‘ banks, banking institutions, trust com- 
panies, saving institutions, fire, marine, life, and other insurance 
companies, railroad, canal, turnpike, canal navigation, slack 
water, telephone, telegraph, express, electric light.” Let me 
comment right here before going further. 

In how many towns and small villages in the States have the 
people of the respective villages formed localelectric-light com- 
panies and invested their little means and their little savings, 
from $500 to $1,000, in local electric-light companies, desiring to 
aid their local villages? Itis not so much a matter of invest- 
ment as it is a matter of pride, and yet they are entitled totbeir 
dividends upon those little investments. The proposed law is 
also to apply to all gas companies, water companies, ‘street 
railway companies, ahd all other corporations, companies, or 
associations doing business for profit in the United States, no 
matter how created and organized.” 

The bill affects every conceivable corporation in the United 
States. Iam not complaining because it affects corporations, 
but Iam simply complaining that you make a discrimination 


| against the poor man, because [ have a right to say under the 


very exemption you have already made in the bill in regard to 
individuals, that a man who has an income of only $4,000 is re- 
garded as a poor man for the purposes of the bill. 

I accept yourown argumentupon that point. Therefore, when 
the poor man, instead of a his money in a certaiu store, 
or in a certain factory, takes and places it in the street-car cor- 
porations of his own native town, actuated by a matter of pride 
to help his village, or when he puts it into any other corpora 
tion, a should not that investment be treated just the same 
as if he had made an investment in any other species of prop- 
erty? I tell you there is no answer to that proposition. Ther 
has been none submitted here to-day worthy of the name of an 
argument. 

A good deal has been said about Mr. Astor escaping taxes. I 
am not pleading for Mr. Astor. Mr. Astor's Pena me 
to say right here, in the main consists of real estate in the city 
of New York. Whether he lives in New York or in London he 
pays State, county, and municipal taxes upon all his real estate. 
We do not object to your taxing under the provisions of the bill 
all the rents Mr. Astor receives from this property. We are 
not pleading for any exemption for Mr. Astor, so far as this par- 
ticular question is nowconcerned. We are not pleading for any 
man whose income exceeds $4,000. We are pleading simply for 
the man who has corporate investments and whose income does 
not exceed $4,000. That is the point. 

Mr. President, this amendment which has been offered covers 
the point involved. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY}, 


having heard only a part of the argument, came in here and 
seemed to be rather astonished that anyone should argue against 
this proposition. 


He seemed to think that the only question in- 
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volved was as to whether the amendment covered the point. 
He seemed to think, and it was a fair consideration, that the 
only point involved was how to prevent this injustice, whereas 


on the other hand the committee are not trying to prevent it. 
The committee, or the portion represented here, are justifying 
it and attempting to defend the injustice. If the amendment 
first offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH}, so 
far as $4,000 is concerned, does not reach it, and if this one does 
not reach it, let them suggest some other amendment. It is 
only this injustice we desire to remedy. 

[ assure the Senator from Missouri there is no endeavor, so 
far as this amendment is concerned, to make the bill objection- 


able. If the bill shall pass, sir, it will have to be defended al! 
over the country. Make our burden as light as possible. I ex- 
pect as a Democrat to address my fellow-citizens for many years 
to come, so far as I can conveniently do so, in behalf of the meas- 
ures of my party. Leave me a few meritorious provisions in the 
bill which | can justify to my people at home. 

Do not close my mouth entirely in regard to all the features 
and provisions of the measure. Some Senators here who have 
examined the amendment seem to think it ought to be adopted, 
and certainly they are friends of the bill and friends of an in- 
come tax. 

The $3,00) exemption involves the same principle, it is true, 
as the $4,000) exemption, but nevertheless it is more limited as 
to amouflt. Itmay be said, if the object of it is to help the man 
with asmail investment then $3,000 is of course a better amend- 
ment than $4,000. I know of no reason, though, why we should 
not have the $4,000 exemption. 

Bear in mind, Senators, that while upon the face of the 
amendment it assumes to give a sort of exemption to the cor- 
poration by saying the corporation may deduct the dividends so 
declared, not exceeding $4,000, it is a mere form, a phraseology 
mude necessary by the terms of the bill. But notwithstanding 
that phraseology, in truth and in fact the exemption is for the 
benefit of the individual stockholders. No one can deny that 
point. 

I have thus said all I desire to say upon the merits of the 
amendment. It isan important question, and I say again it is 
important to the men of small means scattered all over the 
country. Some Senator in addressing the Senate said, ‘‘ Well, 
they’ the poor men ‘‘only have to pay #50 a year.” Sir, that is 
a severe burden upon a poor man. If you want to do something 
for him relieve him from the exaction of even $20 or $50 a year. 
Equality of right, equality of privilege, and equality of exemp- 
tion are just as sacred to the man who has only $50 to pay as to 
the man who has $3,000 or $4,000 to pay. Make the bill equal 
and exact in its terms, and you will relieve it from much of the 
sriticism which properly and justly attaches to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, { wish tomake a — few re- 
marks on this subject. The income tax feature of the bill which 
gives an exemption to $4,000 shows that this provision is aimed 
at the rich people of the country, the people so well off at least 
as to have $4,000 of clear income over all losses and expenses, 
Now. in the same breath it is proposed to put thesame tax upon 
corporations, thereby catching in the net every shareholder of 
those corporations whether their income amounts to $3,999 or 
whether they only get $10 ayear outofit. They are all brought 
in under the burden of this tax. Therein there is a grave and 
serious departure from the general idea of the bill. What I 
want to ask is why this is done, upon what ground can it be jus- 
tified. 

it must be borne in mind that every shareholder in a corpora- 
tion, like every other individual in the country, will be required 
by the statute, if enacted into law, to hand his return to the 
preper internal revenue officials. He will have to make this re- 
turn under oath, and if he gets dividends from any corporation 
as 2 shareholder therein he must return such dividends in the 
amount of his yearly income and profit. So the shareholders of 
the corporations will be reached by the law anyhow, whether 
the tax is put directly upon the ———— or not. 

The fact is that corporations are but aggregations of the cap- 
ital of individuals for joint profit, with joint liability and joint 
loss, conveniently divided into shares for the pur s of distri- 
bution and management; and the income tax will reach every 
shareholder in the country who has an income of over $4,000. 
Then why levy this tax upon this class of citizens having an in- 
come less than $4,000 who happen to be shareholders in co 
rations? I have thought the reason might be that the attempt 
is made thereby to make sure of getting a true return from 
shareholders in corporations who have an income of over $4,000. 
They may make a fraudulent return; they may make a false re- 
turn; but if you can get the books and papers and returns of the 
corporation, disclosing who are its stockholders and what divi- 
dends are paid to them, you have something by which to test 
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the truthfulness and the reliability of the return of the indivyia. 
ual shareholder. ; 

Now, if that is the reason for imposing this tax, what does 
amount to? Just this, that in order to provide against the fray 
of the citizen having an income of over $4,000 you are impos; 
this tax on each shareholder in corporations who have incom 
less than $4,000, If that is not absurd I do not know what is. 
Or, is it because of the general cry against corporations, 
have been so anathematized in many directions? I think ; 
true that corporate management merits much of the critici 
which is delivered against it. Corporations are said to hay 
souls. 

The action of some corporations in their dealings with em 
ploy“s and with the public is harsh, and they are treated inli 
way when such issues are brought before the juries of the co 
try. But are you to tax the income of the thrifty poor, of | 
moderately well-to-do people, of those who have some small 
competence, something laid up against a rainy day, some 
vision made for wife or daughter or child, simply because | 
want to make a general raid of punishment against corpo 
tions? 

A great deal of feeling against railway corporations has b 
excited in the country at one time or another. Ido not kn 
but that they are becoming the objects of commiseration a 
pity.rather than of attack. I do not know how large isthe p 
portion of them to-day in the hands of receivers. Idonotk: 
what proportion of their stock does not pay dividends. Ido not 
know how many of them are hanging upon the verge of bank 
ruptey or how near the railroad corporate interests of this coun- 
try have approached to a condition of bankruptcy, if not of co 
fiscation. 

Thereare corporations which merit the animosity of the Sena- 
tors in charge of the bill, and those Senators will have the hearty 
support of the country if they engage in some sound and legiti- 
mate policy as tothem. One is the sugar trust. Let them go 
for it by taking away from it the advantages they have givento 
it inthe bill. Another one is the great octopus, the Standard 
Oil Company, if it came within their purview. 

But because certain overgrown, bloated corporations, which 
make an unfair and unjust use of the quality of corporate power 
exist in the country, is that the reason why all the owners in 
small corporations and all the small owners in large corpora- 
tions in the country are to be brought under the income tax, 
contrary to the policy and the reason for which the tax is inau- 
gurated,namely, to getattherich. This is the combination and 
accumulation of absurdity which is involved in this proposition. 
There may be one other reason why it is to be passed, and that 
is that this illogical and absurd idea found its first recommenda- 
tion in the message of the President of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall consume but a few 
min«.tes of the time of the Senate. I should not occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate at all on this subject but for the fact that, 
perhaps inadvertently ou my part, I referred to a citizen of my 
State who has written to me on the question of the income tax. 
I desire to read, from the communication which I have received 
from that gentleman, what he says with reference to the effect 
of the bill. Lask theattention of the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri to what the gentleman says, as [ think the Senator 
knows him. 

I do it in perfect good faith, not having any disposition on my 
part to be regarded as the champion of corporations or of any 
other organizations in this country. What I desire is that the 
income tax provision, if we are to have an income tax, shall be 
as fair to the whole body of the people as itcan bemade. When 
I referred to what seems to me to be the unfairness of the pro- 
vision of the bill as it stands, against the poorer classes of peo- 
ple having an intezest in corporations, I made the statement 
with reference to the Chicage and Alton Railroad, as I remem- 
bered it from the communication which I now hold in my han1. 
The gentleman to whom I refer says: 


From a cursory examination of that part relating to the proposed income 
tax— 


Referring to the portion of the bill we are now consider- 
ing— 
it appears to be the intent of the billto exempt from liability to pay an in 
come tax persons whose annual income is less than $4,000. 


That is the theory of the bill, that a person who has an in- 
come of not over $4,000 shall not be taxed the 2 per cent. 

Mr. HILL. No matter how the income is derived. 

Mr. CULLOM. No matter how it is procured. But when 11 
comes to the matter of taxing corporations, then the proposi- 
tion to exempt $4,000 from the operation of the income-tax law 
seems to be set aside. It is to that point that I have had my at- 
tention called by this gentleman. The provision of the Dill 
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seems to be unfair, and I think it ought to be remedied in some 
way. This gentleman goes on to say: 

But as it is made the duty of corporations to pay 2 per cent of their net 
earnings to the Government and withhold the same from their creditors 
and shareholders when such net earnings are paid out as interest and divi 
dends, should the bill become a law, many thousands of persons whose 4n- 
nual income from all sources is much less than $4,000 will through the 
agency of such corporations be subjected to the tax. 

There are probably at least eighteen hundred Chicago and Alton share 
holders. each of whose income from all sources is less than $2,000 per annum, 
and by far the greater part of their income is from Chicago and Alton div 
idends. [know quite a large number of women whose entire income i 
from Chicago and Alton dividends, except such as they earn by their own 
labor, and in such cases their income is from $300 to 800 per annum. Under 
this bill 2 per cent of these sums must be paid to the Government. Is not 
this unjust discrimination? 

That is aplain statement of the case as to the Chicago and 
Alton Railroad. Mr. Blackstone, as the Senator from Missouri 
knows yery well, isan honorable man. He has been president 
of this corporation for a great many years, I do not know how 
many, and he ought to know whereof he speaks when he says 
there are not less than one thousand eight hundred stockholders 
of that road whose incomes are less than $2,000 and who get 
nothing but whatthey earn, from $300 to $600 a year, except the 


income which they get from the stock they own in this road. | 


When I refer to Chicago and Alton Railroad, I assume that it is 
a sample of almost every other corporation in the country, 
whether it be a railroad corporation or a manufacturing estab- 
lishmentor whatever it may be. 

As I said I do not stand upon my feet here at this late day in 
the consideration of the question whether we shall have an in- 
come tax or not to combat it by argument, but I do say that 
while we are forming the income-tax provision we ought, it 
seems to me, without any reference to the interest of the cor- 
poration itself, look after the poor people who derive these lit- 
tle incomes from the stock they hold in corporations. [ insist 
that the proposition of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], or, if that can not be adopted, the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Missouri himself, will beof some service in the 
protection of this class of poor peopie who have these small in- 
comes. 

The honorable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] seems to 
sneer at the proposition that anybody has any stock in a rail- 
road company whom we ought to look after, or that any presi- 
dent of a railroad company would regard the poor stockholders 
in his corporation. If the Senator wishes to do exact justice to 
the poor people of the country—I care nothing about the cor- 
poration itself—let us form this provision so as to protect the 
poor people’ who own stock in corporations, of whatever na- 
ture or kind they may be. The Senator represents himself as 
a friend of the poor people; I believe he is, and 1 appeal to 
him to know whether those eighteen hundred people, having 
these little sums of not over $2,000 derived from their earnings 
and from stock in this corporation, should not be cared for, if 
itcan be done by the bill, as well as the man outside who does 
not have an income over $4,000. 

The Senator certainly does not desire to discriminate against 
a@ poor widow or a poor mechanic who has an income of $2,000, 
partly derived from stock which he may happen to have in a 
corporation, when he is willing to exempt $4,000 to the party 
who gets it from other sources. That is what I am contending 
for. When the Senator insists that because these persons hap- 
pen to have stock in a corporation they ought not to be looked 
after, Ithink he not only misrepresents himself, but does an in- 
justice to the great body of these poor people. 

I have voted against the income-tax provision, and did it be- 
cause I believe there is no occasion for anincome tax now. But 
if we are to have an income tax I-believe it would be nearer 
exact justice, and we would have none of these unjust discrimi- 
nations, ifevery one who has an income of over $4,000 were taxed, 
whether he or she be a stockholder in a corporation or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New York on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the debate shall 
cease upon the amendment, and that we may take a direct vote 
upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If that can be donelIam willing that we shall 
have a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New York asks unanimous consent that de- 
bate shall cease and that the vote may be taken on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. HILL. It is the same as the previous amendment, with 
the exception of inserting ‘' $3,000” instead of ‘‘ $4,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withdraw the motion tolay the amend- 
ment ow the table. Let us have the vote on the amendmennt. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is ona r to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. - 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called fam paired with the 


Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGE]. If 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. JARVIS}. 
ent [ should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 


he were present 


[ am paired with 
If he were pres 


lam paired wit! 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Lllinois [Mr. PALMER], who 


is absent from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having vcied in the negative). | 
inquire if the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr, MCMILLAN] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
igan has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). | 
am informed that the senior Senator from Nebraska | Mr. MAN 
DERSON] has not voted. I am paired with that Senator, and ask 
leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE} recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. KYLE] is not recorded. His pair with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has been announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 33; as follows: 


The senior Senator from Mich- 


YEAS—20, 
Aldrich, Doiph, Hoar, Quay, 
Caffery, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Patton, Shoup, 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Squire, 
Davis, Hill, Platt, Washburn 

NAYS—33. 
Bate, Gordon, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mills Turpie, 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hunton, Peffer, Walsh, 
Daniel, Irby, Pettigrew, White 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
George, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Gibson, McLaurin, Roach 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Allen Carey, Kyle, Palmer, 
Allison, Dixon, Lodge, Power, 
Blackburn, Dubois McMillan, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Hale, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Manderson, Stewart 
Butler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Jarvis, Morrill, Wilson, 
Cameron, cones, Nev Murphy, Wolcott 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield for the purpose of having the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. HILL. If Senators will remain in their seats for just a 
moment, I desire yea-and-nay votes on two amendments without 
any debate. I make this statement so as to save them the 
trouble of going out and coming in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New York will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. And at the end of line 22, page 187, section 


59: 

The amount of any dividends paid toa single stockholder not exceeding 
$2,000 annually, may be deducted by corporations, companies, or associa- 
tions, not including partnerships from any amounts upon which they would 
otherwise be compelled to pay the tax herein provided for; but the amount 
of such dividends so received by such single stockholder shall be included 
in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4,000, andin that event 
it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I hardly see the propriety of 
anamendment permitting corporations to deduct the amount 
of dividends paid to individual stockholders up to $2,000. If I 
understand the effect of the bill, if it should become a law, as 
it stands now it would in effect tax stockholders as individuals 
upon dividends received up to $34,000 per annum, although they 
might not otherwise be subject to pay an income tax. 

As individuals, if their income was derived from some other 
source to the amount of $4,000, they would not be taxed, but if 
the income happen to be derived from dividends on stocks, then 
they are to be taxed. The corporation is required to pay an in- 
come tax on their dividends. So there is one class of persons, 
those whose incomes are derived from dividends on stock, who 
are tixed upon their entire incomes, while individuals having 
the same amouat of incomes from other sources are exempt. 

Then on dividends over $4,000, if I understand the bill, as it 
stands now there is to be double taxation; first, the dividends 
are taxed as the income of corporations, and then they are taxed 
when they reach the stockholders. 

Mr. HILL. Thtis not the case, because where it exceeds 
cae there is another provision that covers it, which is as fol- 

Ows: 

Provided also, That in computing the income of any person, corporation 
company, or association there shall not be included the amount received 
from any corporation, company, or association as interest or dividends 
upon the bonds or stock of such corporation, company, or association if the 
tax of 2 percent has been paid upon its net profits by said corporation, 
company, or association as required by this act. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thenthe discrimination in the bill is confined to 
persons whose income from dividends is less than $4,000. 

Mr. HILL. Exactly. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the idea of dividing it and of except- 
ing the tax on dividends up to $2,000? Is it a compromise? 

Mr. HILL. I must refer the Senator to those on this side of 
the Chamber. I donot propose todebate the amendment. The 
Senator from Oregon probably has not been in the Chamber 
during the whole cebate. Lof course claim that the small share- 
holders are entitled toan exemption to the amount of $4,000. 
As a matter of principle and policy I say that should be so; but 
$4,000 has been votea down, $3,000 has been voted down, and I 
desire to make the injsutice as little as possible. I now ask for 
a vote on the $2,000 amendment without further debate unless 
some other Senator desires to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the attitude of the commit- 
tee and a majority of the Senate in regard to the income of 
small shareholders in corporations is remarkable. It is pro- 
posed by the general features of this income-tax provision to 
exempt incomes up to $4,000, but any citizen of the United 
States who has an investment in the shares of any corporation 
(except certain corporations that are specially re) of 
= size, of fifty, one hundred, five hundred, or a thousand 
dollars, must pay the tax. There is noescape for him. This 
seems to me to be very unjust. The committee, by their amend- 
ment suggested the other day,exempt incomes which are de- 
rived from the bonds of corporations, but they seem to be un- 
willing to modify in any form the provision of the bill which 
exacts from small shareholders an income tax, whatever may be 
the amount of the income. With the tendencies of our modern 
civilization to the employment of corporate form in conducting 
all kinds of business this injustice becomes very great and very 
marked. 

The Senator from Missouri has alluded to the fact that the 
loss to such shareholders is not very great, that the sums which 
they will be obliged to pay may not be more than $10 and can 
not exceed in any event $80. The average earnings of all the 
people of the United States engaged in useful employment is 
only a little over $300, and $80 to a man who only earns $300 or 
a little more, is 25 per cent of his entire earnings. So, while 
these small sums may not seem very large to the Senator from 
Missouri, they will certainly seem very large to the men of 
small and limited incomes to which the bill will apply. 

The Senator from Missouri, in justification of the action of 
the committee, has stated that during the war corporations were 

xed. Itis true that during the exigencies of the civil war all 
kinds of manufacturing corporations were taxed, but corpora- 
tions were taxed as individuals were taxed. There was no dis- 
crimination made at that time between a tax levied upon a cor- 
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poration doing a manufacturing business and an individual do- 
ing a manufacturing business; both were alike taxable. But by 
the provisions of this bill, an individual who carries on a mayu- 
facture of any kind is exempted from the burdensome and an- 
noying exactions of the bill in other respects; a partnership that 
carries on a business of this kind would be exempt from taxa- 
tion and from these annoyances, while a corporation is subjected 
to them all. 

It is very difficult to understand by the application of any of 
the principles which should be applied to government or to 
taxation why these discriminations are made. A corporation 
is certainly no more vicious than an individual or a partnership 
that is doing the same business and carrying it on in the same 
way. A corporation is simply an aggregation of individuals. 
Many of the corporations that have been chartered under the va- 
rious State governments are simply coSperative associations, 

The various amendments suggested the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri have recognized the necessity or the justice 
of exempting mutualinsurance companies, fire or life insurance 
companies, mutual savings banks, and a large class of corpora- 
tions doing business for the benefit solely of their shareholders. 

Now, a large portion of the corporations which will be obliged 
to pay this tax are of the same character as those various mutual 
organizations. The Senator from Iowa has alluded to the fact 
in his State, the Senator from Maine has made the same state- 
ment in regard to his State, and I know that in my own State 
there are a vast number of organizations chartered by the State 
government and having the form of corporations. They are 
simply codperative societies, and if aman is unfortunate enough 
to have an investmentof $50 or $100 or $500 inan organization 
of this kind, he is required by the provisions of the bill to pay 
2 per cent on his income, while the vast corporations of the 
United States, all the great railroads and other organizations, 
are by the provisions of the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri the other day exempted from paying this tax. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no further discussion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought there was to be no further debate 
a good while ago. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that debate shall stop, 
and that a vote may be taken upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent that debate shall cease on the amend- 
ment, and that a vote may be taken atonce. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws the motion to lay on the table, The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr.HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. I transfer my pair 
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). J again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY). 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a generai 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBoIs], who is 
absent from his seat and will not be here for some days. I de- 
sire to make the announcement for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. Has the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
JARVIS] voted? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. I am paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I have agreed on this vote to pair with the 
Senator from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY], but by an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIxon], we will 
transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] will stand paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARVIs], and the Senator from Rhode Island and I will 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Caffery, Hale, Patton, Sherman, 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, Squire, 
Dixon, Hill, Platt, Washburn, 
Dolph, Hoar, Power, 
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NAYS—34. 

Allen Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, | Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, George, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mills, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Morgan, Walsh, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, 
Coke, Irby, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—28. 
Brice, Gordon, McPherson, Shoup, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Smith, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey. Jarvis, Morrill, Teller, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Vilas, 
Cullom, Kyle, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dubois, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend, atthe end of line 22, page 187, 
by adding the words “ but notincluding partnerships.” That is 
the meaning of the committee, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “organized” at the end of 
line 22, page 187, section 59, add: 

But not including partnerships. 

Mr. HOAR. The phrase of the bill now is companies, asso- 
ciations however constituted or established. Certainly there is 
very great danger that that will be construed to include part- 
nerships. : 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the ameudment. 
is the meaning of the provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move toadd at the end of line 22, page 187, the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall be allowed to said corporation, company, or 
association an exemption equal to the aggregate of the exemptions to which 
such stockhojders would be entitled in estimating their individual tax, not 
including, however, any exemption which may have been allowed to such 
stockholders as individuais. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss this amendment at 
any length, because I see that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] is looking at me— 

With such ferret and such flery eyes, 
As we have seen him in the Capitol 
When crossed in conference by some Senator. 

But I think a word or two of explanation will satisfy every 
Senator who feels himself at liberty to vote upon this question 
on its merits that it ought to be adopted. 

The purpose of the amendment is that where a man’s whole 
income, and a small income, comes from a joint stock company 
he shall have the precise exemption, and no more and no less, 
out of the income which he gets from the joint stock company 
that he would get if it came from an ordinary individual busi- 
ness. The largest part of the business of Massachusetts—manu- 
facturing, mechanical, mercantile—is now conducted by joint 
stockcompanies. Two young mechanics or five young mechanics 
do a part of the business of their machine shop—make a partic- 
ular wheel, a particular lever, a particular small part of the 
mechanism, and they associate themselves together under our 
law as a joint stock company. 

That saves them, if they comply with the strict requirements 
of the law, from individual liability for the debt; but that is not 
the main purpose. The main purpose is to get the benefitof the 
united action. If one of them dies, or becomes sick, or insane, 
or is insolvent in his private transactions, that the business has 
not got to stop by réason of the withdrawal from it of one man, 
and go into liquidation, and be held up for a yearortwo. Iam 
stating not an extreme case; I am stating an everyday case, and 
a case where I am sure every Senator on both sides of the Cham- 
ber will agree that this exemption ought to be allowed. 

Here are five little grocers—although there would not be 
likely to be so many ina firmin that business, or five mechanics, 
and they make $5,000 a year. Each of them gives his individ- 
ual work, hard day’s work, and the profit of the concern is 
$5,000. That is a thousand dollars apiece. - That thousand dol- 
lars ought to be exempted from the income tax upon the prin- 
ciple of the bill, and upon every principle of justice and fairness. 
It is $20 apiece, as the Senator from Missouri said in regard to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. The tax will 
be only $80, I think he said. 

_I do not suppose gentlemen who are bred on Southern planta- 
tions understand what that $20 means to a mechanic or a man 
working with his own hands. He has a wife and five children 
to support and the children to bring up and clothe decently 
and to send toschool. He belongs toachurch. The $20 taken 
out of that man’s thousand for the support of his family 
means the great things of the year to his life. It means the 
ability to go once in twelve months with his hard-working 


That 
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wife to spend a Sunday at the seashore in such weather as we 
have just been going through. 

It means the sending one of the children to a little better 
school, if the child has some peculiarity and can not be exposed 
to the roughness of the common school. It means a new dress 
for the girl who can not have one new dressa year. If achild 
has a physical deformity, a turned ankle, or a distorted eye, it 
means the possibility, which those parents will meditate over 
for six months, of taking the ¢hild to acity surgeon and having 
competent medical skill. It means, perhaps, another picture to 
hang on the wall, or a single picture to hang on the wall to give 
a little ornament to the mechanic’s home. 1t meansafew books. 
It means putting the works of Whittier, of Joel Chandler Har- 
ris, the great genius of the South, estimated at the North as he 
is there, on the table, togive to the grown children a little taste 
of the sweets and delights of literature. 

Mr. President, thisis not afanciful, far-fetched notion. Every 
Senator wholives in a city where there are mechanicsand a man- 
ufacturing population knows what I say is true. It isa question 
of the comforts of life to thousands upon thousands of American 
homes, and it is a question of the homes that make up whatever 
there is entitled to honor, whatever there is, at any rate, that 
requires care in a Government which is benevolent and just, and 
looks out for the people. 

I should like to hear any reason why this thing should not be 
done. It is easyenough. The collector for the district will 
have the name and residence of every stockholder of the big 
corporation. He will account with the corporation in a mass, 
and he will have the name of the little corporation su¢h as I 
have described, and when that corporation returns td him its 
income of $5,000, and says, ‘“‘we are made up of five men who 


| are getting a thousand dollars apiece out of it, and that is all 


we get,” and they have done the labor and the work of the cor- 
poration with their own hands, it isan easy problem to dispose of. 

I hope my honorable friend from Missouri will let this amend- 
ment be adopted and let it go into conference, and then if he 
finds on further reflection that it needs changing, or if he finds 
for some reason which does not occur to me that it will not 
work, let it go. It isa very important practical question. 

I know these men. I was brought up ina humble town where 
there were no great fortunes and no aristocrats, where every- 
body earned hisliving. I went whenI grew up to a manufactur- 
ing city, made up of mechanics who were bred at thé bench or 
at the loom, and who started in this little way themselves. I 
know what this business of an extra twenty-dollar bill means to 
men who in their whole lives from the time they begin work 
until the time they go to their graves never make an expendi- 
ture for self-indulgence or for fashion or for luxury or for prof- 
ligacy. This $20 to them is more than $20,000 to the millionaire 
or the aristocrat; and I think it deserves the care of Congress 
that we protect it, especially of a Congress whose dominant 
party takes to itself the title of Democracy. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy 
the time of the Senate in discussing this amendment, and shall 
be very brief. 

I do not willingly vote for a bill which in my opinion unjustly 
discriminates against any class of the citizens of this country. 
I take it that nobody in this Chamber desires to crush out the 
small corporations which are now doing a very large portion of 
the business of the United States. The laws of my State are 
peculiarly favorable to the formation of joint-stock companies 
and small corporations with limited liability. 

Those corporations have largely taken the place of partner- 
ships. I consider that in the effort to strike at the overgrown 
corporations, so called, the corporations which have abuged 
their corporate powers, a deadly blow may be struck at desery- 
ing corporations, at corporations which have for their obje¢t 
the aggregation of smal! capital, of ‘men of moderate means, in 
order to place within their power and compass the accomplish- 
ment of works that they could not otherwise undertake or ac- 
complish. 

Mr. President, what reason is there, what reason can there 
be, for a discrimination of the kind that this bill strikes at? 
The Senator from iowa made a very wise suggestion in placing 
the surplus dividend not divided under the operation of the 
2 per cent tax, and excluding the dividends divided among the 
stockholders. It does not occur to me that would meet all thé 
difficulties of the case, if difficulties there be. I gan not will- 
ingly vote for a bill that will discriminate in this particular 
against a very honest set of our fellow-citizens. There is no 
reason for it. 

Mr. President, the trend of the times is for small capital to 


aggregate. It grows out of the industrial condition of thé 
country. Does the Senate of the United States want to strike 
down the effortof men of small means to combine together in 
order to facilitate works that they could not undertake singly? 
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I have given my reasons in brief for the votes that I have 
given upon the amendments offered by the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves to lny the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts | 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will allow a 
vote to be taken. I think the debate is over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly content to do so if the vote can 
be taken without further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr.HOAR. And I hope t 2 Senator from Tennesseo will vote 
for it. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his named was called). I am | 
paired with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my | 
general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
DIXON] to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and 
vote “ ney.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Has the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
T announce once for all for the day my pair with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CaRrEy]. 

The rol! call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. LODGE}. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to announce once for 
all that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vruas] is paired for 
the day with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. I 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE {after having voted in the affirmative). I ob- 
serve that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has not 
voted. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the Senator from 
Michigan |Mr. MCMILLAN] I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Louisiana 
|Mr. BLANCHARD], so that the Senator from Michigan and my- 
self can vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMI LLAN. I vote * vea.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having votedin the negative). I desire to 
inguire whether the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHOUP] has voted. 

The PRES[DING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


Pantani 





YEAS—20, 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Piatt, 
Allison, Frye, anderson, PoWer, 
Caffery, Hale, itchell, Oregon Quay, 
Caliom, Hill, Patton, ‘Sherman, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn. 
NAYS—30. 
Bate, Gibson, Kyle, Ransom, 
Berry, Gordon, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Oaimden, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Ooke, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
Faulkner, Irby, Peffer, 
George, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—35. 

Alien, Dixon, McPherson, Smith, 
Blanchard, Dubois, Mills, Squire, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Hawley, Marphy, Vilas, 

ameron, Higgins, Palmer, White, 
Marey, Jarvis, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Lodge, Shoup, 


Soe the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KYLE subsequently said: I wish to state that upon the 
vote taken a few moments ago on the amendment offe by the 
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Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] the Senator from No. 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], had he been present, would have vot; 
“nay.” He is temporarily absent from the Chamber. 
Mr. HILL. I move to insert at the end of line 22, page 18 
what I send to the desk. 7 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after line 22, p; 


way 


l 


187: 
The amount of any dividends paid to a single stockholder not « 
$1,000 annually may be deducted by corporations, companies, o1 
| tions, not including partnerships, from any amounts upon wh 
|; would otherwise be compelled to pay the taxes herein provided for; » 
amount of such dividends so received by such single stockholder sh 
included in estimating any income he may have in excess of $4,000, a 


that event it shall bear its proportion of the tax herein provided for. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have not discussed this 
vision of the pending measure, not because I was not intere; 
in it, but because I believed that nothing that I could say wo 


| induce the majority of the Semats to a any amendment 


might offer for the improvement of the bill, and because I have 
been engaged elsewhere in the public business a good portion 


| of the time as a member of a committee of the Senate. If the 


condition of the Treasury was such, and the probable reven 
of the Government to be derived from a protective tariff we: 
likely to be such that further revenue was required, I wou 
not oppose a just and equitable income tax. 

My principal objection to the provision of the bill providi 
for an income tax is that it is proposed to raise revenue by 
income tax, which I think should be raised by duties upon im 
ports and which could be raised by such duties as would protect 
and stimulate American industries and protect American labor 
I repeat, Iam opposed to this provision for an income tax, be 
cause it is intended by it to provide revenue which should 
raised by reasonable duties upon imports, and which would b 
raised by a law which would tax foreigners in large part inste:d 
of American citizens, and by a law which at least would inci 
dentally protect American capital and American labor. But 
as I said, I despair of being able to say anything that will in 
ence the majority or change the provisions of the bill. 

In regard to the particular question under discussion I desi 
to say that in Oregon, as in Louisiana, we have practically freo 
trade in corporations. Any three persons may make, subscribe, 
and acknowledge articles of incorporation, stating the name of 
the corporation, its duration, the object of the incorporation, 
the amount of its capital stock, and the number of shares, and, 
filing one copy with 1.2 county clerk and another copy with the 
secretary of state, the corporation is formed. 

These corporations may be formed for any purposes. Tho 
may be transportation companies, banks, manufacturing estab- 
lishments, merchandising establishments, real estate associa- 
tions, and hall associations. I donot know but thecorporations 
of Oregon are more numerous than thecopartnerships. There 
are hundreds and perhaps thousands of corporations formed t» 
carry On ordinary business, engaged in a small manufacturing 
business, the members of which under this proposed law would 
not be liable to an income tax atall. No one of them receives « 
revenue to the amount of $4,000 per annum. But if the bill 
should become a law it would tax every stockholder in those 
small corporations carrying on a manufacturing and other busi- 
ness, virtually copartnerships, upon his entire income. It 
would tax every stockholder upon every dellar of his earnings 
when he would not otherwise be taxed. 

Ican not understand why the majority of the Senate insis 
that stockholders in a corporation, who derive their only income 
from their stock or from their membership in the corporation 
and do not have an income toexceed $4,000, shall pay an income 
tax, while persons who may receive the same amount of income 
from other investments are to pay no income tax at all. 

We heard a moment ago from the Senator-from Illinois [ Mr. 
CULLOM] of a single corporation that had 1,800 small stockhold- 
ers, each of whose incomes from their stock in the corporation 
was less than $2,000; and I undertake to say, from such know!- 
edge as I have had in regard to the character of stockholders in 
corporations, that the corporation referred to by the Senator 
from Lllinois is not an exceptional one, and that there are thou- 
sands and tens of thousands, and I do not know but hundreds of 
thousands, of stockholders in corporations in the United States 
who would be required to pay an income tax upon income de- 
rived from corporations who, if they derived their income from 
other sources, would not be taxed. Why it is proposed to make 
such a discrimination I can not understand. 

But when you come to consider the corporations in a State 
like Oregon or Louisiana, where any three persons may, of their 
own volition, form a corporation for any business —— what- 

ever, where there is no monopoly, because a half dozen corpora- 
tions may be organized to build a railroad between two points 
and over the same line, and no persons are given a monopoly or 








1894. 


any preference by becoming first incorporated. I saywhen you | 
come to consider the character of corporations in such States, 
: great injustice of the provision of the present bill is shown. 
Laboring men, who not only own the stock in the corporation, 
but who do the work, who, instead of forming a copartnership, 
have formed a corporation and taken the stock themselves, the 
stock being owned by three or four persons wholabor with their 
hunds—thos2 are the men it is proposed to discriminate against 
and to tax by the provisions of this bill. Why the committee 


4} 
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I have fixed this sum in order to exempt small corporations 
which, in the aggregate, allowing them to have an average in 
come of 5per cent upon their investments, will place them in 


the same position with an individual who has $4,000 exemptio 
r 
If they shall have an average income of 6 per cent they w 
be below the average person who has a $1,000 exemption, and 
1 I 

also an exemption of all taxes, State, municipal, ete. 

lf hope now the Senator from Missouri will accept the 1 
ment, inasmuch as this is a practical provision, really 





or the majority of the Senate will not consent to some amend- | the same exemption to a corporation which is allo 1 to an in- 
ment or modification of the bill by which this great injustice | dividual, although the corporation is wily l of 
will be prevented, I can not understanc. three or more individuals, as is the cas 1 Oreg will 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amend- | spread over what would be otherw in tic ) 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. allowing only an exemption of $4,0( 
Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. I certainly think, after all the exposure an cidat 


The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | 
Senator from Massachusetts |[Mr. LODGE}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and vote ‘* nay.” 

ir. HANSBROUGH (when hisname was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Llinois [Mr. PALMER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. JARVIS] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lam paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey | Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts { Mr. HOAR] to announce his pair with the Senator 
from Alabama | Mr. PuGH]. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- | 
lina{Mr. JARVIS]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
without noticing that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
was absent. [am paired with that Senator and withdraw my 












vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—23, 
Alcrich, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Al Hale Patton, Sherman, 
1andler, Higgins, Perkins, Shoup, 
Davis, Hili, Platt, Squire, 
Dolph, McMillan Power Washburn. 
Frye, Manderson Proctor 
NAY 29 
Ba te, Ge Kyk Turpie, 
Berry, Gibson Lindsay, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gordon McLaurin, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Ha 3, Murphy, White. 
Coke, Hunton, Pasco, 
Daniel, Irby, Peffer, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Roach, 


NOT VOTING—33. 


Allen, Dixon, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Dubois, Mills, Stewart, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Caflery, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Carey, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 

Jullom, Lodge, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offered an amendment early in this debate 
relating to exemptions and afterwards withdrew it, partly in 
fear of my friend the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. Harris], 
but more largely in the hope and expectation that with all the 
wisdom of this body and under the leadership of some one, we 
might be able to solve this problem of injustice without the lim- 
itation which I propose in my amendment; but that seems to 
have failed. All the Senators who have so far spoken on the 
other side agree that it is an injustice, and I have not heard a 
Senator on this side of the Chamber agree that this provision is 
in accordance with exact justice to the taxpayers of the country. 

iven the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] answers our ob- 
jections by saying that in an income tax there must be some 
fj irregularities and that it is impossible to cure all the lit- 

e difficulties that may occur respecting individuais. 

So, Mr. President, I now offer the amendment which I offered 
@ while ago, modifying the amendment, first, by withdrawing 
the proviso, and, secondly, by inserting ‘‘ $80,000,” instead of 
,»9100,000;” so that the amendment will exempt from the oper- 
@tion of this paragraph all corporations having a capital, in- 
cluding surplus, of $80,000. 


a — 


this 


I transfer my | | 
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co that ought to be corr 
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subject 


by Senators on bot 
ing that he: i 


‘e is a great injust 


that the Senator from Missouri ought to allow the amend 

to go, and I appeal to him, as the Senator from Massac] tis 
[Mr. HOAR] did, to accept the amendment, and if he finds on 
further examination that here isa great wrong, th will } 


opportunity to correct it in the conference. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have nothing whatever to do 
with this question more than any other Senator. [a 
defend this bill. I believe itis right. I have 
as the Senator says, that great injustice is being done anybody 
by the present provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave not heard the lator —I may 
been absent when he has spoken on that subject iy that 
would be just toexempt 34,000 toan individual who had his prop- 
erty invested in various enterprises, not including corporations, 
and not make any exemption to a person who happens to have 
the little property he owns invested in some small corporation. 
If the Senator has said that is equality and that that is justic 
I have not heard it from his lips. 

Mr. VEST. I gave my reasons to the extent of my ability as 


never 


Sa 


» 


well as I could this morning, that I thought corporations were 
10t entitled to the exemption given to individuals. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that it is right to 


exempta man who holds property earning an income of $4,000 
a year, and, in addition to that, exempting all the taxes that he 


pays, State, county, and municipal, also the interest upon his 
debts and upon all property which does not yield an income; 


and then, if another man has property to the extent of $5,000 in 
a local corporation, that that man shall be required to pay 2 p 
cent upon that investment? If the Senator says that is 
I shall be glad to hear him say so. 

Mre VEST. That is the same old qt which we have 
been debating all the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I knowitis; but can the Senato 5 if 
and say whether it is just or unjust? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can not put me into a corner about 
it by putting the question in a different form. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no desire to put the Senator in i 


ner. 

Mr. VEST. My argument this morning was to show that we 
treated a corporation as a legal entity, that we had nothing to 
do with stockholders, that we treated corporations exactly as 
we treated individuals, except that we give them noexemptions; 
and I gave the reasons why we do not give them any exemp- 
tions. Whether those reasons were good or bad, I do not think 
any injustice beca xy put their 
money into corporations knowing that they take the ch s of 
whether they may make any money or not. 

We have exempted the bonded indebtedness of corporations; 
we have given them credit for all their losses; taken 
out all their business expenses and operating expenses, and 
Senators talk to me now about the stockholder being different 
from acorporation. We know nothing about the stockholder. 
We deal with the corporation as an entity, and that is the whole 
of the argument, whether good or bad. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the stockholder 
who has an interest in a corporation and who has an income of 
over $4,000 a part of the amount paid by the corporation? 

Mr. VEST. That has nothing to do with the corporation, 
He does that as an individual citizen, and he takes all bis in. 
come subject to the exemption that the bill gives him, whether 
that income comes from a corporation or from other sources. 
We deal with the individual in that case, and we deal with the 
corporation in the other. That is the whole of it; and it goes 
back to the old question of whether a corporation should have 
the exemption the individual has, and logically that is the full 
extent to which our friends on the other side of the Chamber 
can go. I did say this morning that if they sho 





Io . > 7 } 
is done to stockholders se th: 


Ln¢ 
hh 
Dave 


we 


Senator allow a 








ld adopt that 














6880 


principle as to corporations, I thought they would be still logical 
from their standpoint, not from mine, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fault we find with the Senator from 
Missouri is that he deals with the individual and gives him an 
exemption in an income of $4,000 and refuses to deal with the 


individual who has an income less than that and makes him 
pay the tax. 
Mr. VEST. That is the old argument again and again re- 


hashed, and changed in words, but it comes back to exactly the 
same thing. 

I do not expect to please Senators on the other side about it, 
because they are opposed to the whole income tax, and Iam in 
favor of it. I believe it is a just system; I believe with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that it is based upon equity 
and sound principle; and no man living has ever answered the 
arguments made by the Senator from Ohio and by ex-Governor 
Morton, of Indiana, in this Chamber in favor of an income tax. 
{ have read that whole debate from beginning to end, and those 
speeches were never answered; but I do not expect to convince 
Senators that Iam right, as they can not convince me. I have 
examined the question for myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘' organized,” at the end of 
line 22, in Bection 59, on page 187, itis proposed toinsert: ‘‘ hav- 
ing a capital, including surplus, exceeding $80,000.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
spoaks about the argument of the Senator from Ohio in behalf 
of an income tax on some former occasion. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Missouri where there ever was an income tax 
before in this country, or, for all that I know, in any other coun- 
try, upon corporations? I never heard of any. here never 
was any in this country. This income tax upon corporations is 
the invention, and the fearful and wonderful invention of the 
Senator from Missouri. It was not in the act of 1862; it was not 
in the act of 1864; and it is not in the Wilson bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. 

There has been a tax upon the income of all individuals, and 
that is all; but there never has been, as I have said, any income 
tax upon corporations until now; the Senator from Missouri has 
undertaken to condense one into the substitute section 59 of 
this bill. I should like to ask him where he got it, where he 
found it,who helped him invent it, or did he invent it out of his 
own head, for the like of it was never seen before either in the 
heavens above or in the earth beneath? 

The Senator has gone on here talking about a tax upon the 
incomes of corporations, and there is no Senator upon this floor 
who ever saw or heard of one before. If any Senator ever did, I 
wait forareply. [A pause.] I do not expect one from the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. ° 

Mr. VEST. Iam not going to waste time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. You can not make him talk 
chooses. 

Mr. VEST. No, you can not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When he choosesto talk, he talks volubly 
enough at times, but you can not start him unless he wants to 
talk. So I shall not imply anything against him because he 
sitsstill. [shall goonand make my assertion that an income 
tax upon corporations was unknown up to the hour when the 
Senator from Missouri brought in this amendment to the pend- 
ing bill. The act of 1862 had none, the act of 1864 had none, 
and the Wilson bill had none. This is a device of the Senator 
from Missouri to make this bill, I think, as unpopular as the wit 
of man can make it. 

[ do not regret that; no; I hear what the Senator says. I do 
not regret the unpopularity of this damnable bill, but I do not 
seo how Senators can sit still here day after day and see such 
an atrocious, illy-constructed, and badly-ventilated bill go 
through without trying to do their duty as Senators, and trying 
to induce Senators upon the other side to make a bill which has 
some sort of symmetry and some sort of decency about it. It is 
a vain hope, I know, but still we keep trying and I suppose out 
of mercy and kindness to the Senator from Missouri we shall 
keep on trying to the end of the chapter. 

In 1862 and in 1864 a tax was imposed upon the incomes of in- 
dividuals. That was the only income tax in either of those laws. 
The House of Representatives in passing the Wilson bill put a 
tax upon the incomes of individuals; and that is all the income 
tax there is in the Wilson bill. Yes, corporations are taxed. 
Corporations were taxed in the act of 1862 and the act of 1864, 
and they are taxed in the Wilson bill; but special taxes are im- 
posed upon them, and not an income tax. 

The Senator from Missouri will find, if his scheme of imposing 
an income tax upon corporations, which he has undertaken toem- 
body in these 9 lines of section 59, so fearfully and wonderfully 


unless he 
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made by him, ever becomes a law, there will be in the courts of 
this country four-horse teams driven through it in every direc. 
tion. ; 

Mr. President, how did we tax corporations in 18642 We 
taxed manufacturing corporations 5 per cent upon the amount 
of their product; we taxed railroad corporations 3 or 5 per cent 
upon the amount of their gross receipts, and so we went on tax- 
ing by special excise taxes all the corporations of the country, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
low me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The tax was upon the business of manufac- 
turing, whether it was carried on by a corporation or by an in- 
dividual or by an association. Congress did not tax manufac- 
turing corporations as manufacturing corporations, but taxed 
the product of the business of manufacturing. It was an excis 
tax. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is right; but I come back 
all the time to my proposition, and the Senator will either deny 
or confirm what I say, that there never was a tax upon the in- 
come of a corporation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There never was, so far as I know, in the 
history of this or any other country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the English tax upon the income of 
individuals or corporations? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon the incomes of individuals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But all taxes upon corporations in every 
system of internal taxation which was ever known among men, 
down to this hour, have been taxes upon corporations and spe- 
cial excise taxes upon the business of corporations, and never, 
until the Senator from Missouri undertook the task, has there 
been any attempt to roll an income tax upon individuals and an 
income tax upon corporations into the same paragraph of the 
same bill of legislation. The Senator from Missouri has under- 
taken to do it. 

The clause is a fearful bungle, and it ought to have, if it 
passes, a special title to it, and that is ‘‘A clause to increuse the 
fees of lawyers,’’ because there will be more litigation and more 
large fees in connection with this wonderful discovery, inven- 
tion, contrivance, and construction of the Senator from Mis- 
souri than ever have been known before in connection with any 
tax law passed by this Government. 

Here is theact of 1864. It taxed a manufacturing corporation 
by compelling it to pay 5 per cent upon all manufactures of cot- 
ton, wool, silk, worsted, etc. It imposed a tax upon a manufac- 
tured ——_ It taxed iron at $5 a ton and at other rates per 
ton. It taxed express companies on their gross receipts, insur- 
ance companies on their gross receipts, and telegraph compa- 
nies on their gross receipts. It taxed banks upon their deposits; 
it taxed lotteries upon their gross receipts. It had the succes- 
sion and legacy taxation to which allusion has been made in this 
debate, both taxes upon the devolution of real estate and upon 
succession to personal property. 

It also taxed corporations upon their dividends, and it taxed 
corporations upon their surplus profits. That has been the 
scheme of taxation in this country when it was under great 
stress to raise money. When the war exigencies required a 
taxation law that should tax everything, there was a tax put 
upon individual incomes, and there were all these special taxes 
put upon corporations, but there never wasn attempt before, 
as I have said, to include in an income tax the income of cor- 
porations; but when corporations were to be taxed, when double 
and treble and quadruple taxation was deemed necessary as to 
corporations, those special taxes were put upon corporations, 
and the House of Representatives when it passed the Wilson 
bill undertook to do the same thing. 

Look at the clause in this bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. Perhaps I had better have let the subject 
alone and have allowed those clauses to be stricken out and this 
nondescript and astonishing and illogical and destructive clause 
of the Senator from Missouri to take its place; but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not refrain. I call attention to the fact that the 
House of Representatives, in imposing the taxes provided for by 
this bill, did undertake to conform in some degree to former prec- 
edents. In section 56 they provided for a tax upon the income of 
individuals; in section 59 they provided for a tax on the dividends 
of banks and insurance companies; in section 60 they provided, 
where there were no dividends, or additions to the surplus fund, 
for a tax on annual profits; and in section 61 they provided for 
dividends and interest on bonds paid or profits carried to the 
account of any fund. 

I do not think those taxes were needed; I do not think they 
were advisable; but they were at least logical and the system 
was intelligible, but the Senator from Missouri seems to have 
thought that he could roll all those sections into one, and could 
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provide for doing what never has been done before in the his- 
tory of the world, and place a tax upon the incomes of corpora- 
tions embraced in the same system with a tax upon the incomes 
of individuals. So the Senator provides in his amendment: 

Src. 59. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 2 per cent per an- 
num on the net protits or income above ordinary working or operating ex- 
penses of all banks, banking institutions, trust companies, saving institu- 
tions, fire, marine, life, and other insurance companies, railroad, canal, turn- 
pike, canal navigation, slack water, telephone, telegraph, express, electric 
light, gas, water, street railway companies, and all other corporations, cofn- 
panies, or associations doing business for profit in the United States, no 
matter how created and organized. 


Mr. President, I wonder if the Senator from Missouri compre- 
hended the length and breadth and height and depth of the 
words, “all other corporations?” The Senator undertook to 
sweep in here intoadozen lines provisions for taxing the incomes 
and the business of corporations that every other legislator 
who ever undertook to frame a bill required twenty or thirty 
yages to cover. ‘‘ Other corporations.” That includes manu- 
facturing corporations. Whatdid the Senator mean when he re- 
ferred tothe * working or operating expenses ” of manufacturing 
corporations? 

The manufacturing corporations of this country spend mil- 
lions of dollars for the materials which they work up into their 
manufactures. Did the Senator from Missouri mean when he 
said ‘operating expenses,” that there should be included in 
those operating expenses the expenditures made for material 
worked up into manufactures? If he did, it was a very awkward 


and insufficient way of expressing the idea which the Senator | 


meant to convey by this clause— 

All other corporations, companies, or associations doing business for 
profit. 

Tho Senator includes in that clause all trading corporations. 
The profits of a trading corporation are only those which they 
make after deducting the amounts which they pay for merchan- 
dise which they buy to sell again. Did the Senator from Mis- 
souri mean to include under the words ‘“‘ operating expenses,” 
the expenditures made by trading corporations who buy mer- 
chandise to sell over again? 

If he did, I take the liberty of saying to him that he should 
have included in it the deductions which he proposed to have 
made before assessing the incomes of those companies; but, no; 
the Senator from Missouri in this impossible work which he at- 
tempted, of including all kinds of taxation in a nine-line para- 
graph, wholly omitted to say that the manufacturing corpora- 
tions should have credit for the expenditures made by them for 
materials worked up into manufactures, and he wholly omitted 
to say that trading corporations should have credit for the ex- 
penditures made by them for merchandise which they bought 
to sell again, and the Senator from Missouri, presenting a tax 
clause which involves millions of money to the business people 
of the country, describesall those expenditures as ‘‘ working or 
operating expenses.” 


Mr. President, there never was a more loosely drawn, inaccu- | 


rate, and, I was about to say, impotent taxation clause submit- 
ted to a legisiative body than that by means of which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri proposes to sweep away the whole substance 
of the bill as it came from the House, and to substitute his own 
clause for it. 

I see no reason why there should be any special clause taxing 
the incomes of corporations. The tax upon individual incomes 
includes all the receipts of those individuals from the corpora- 
tions in which they own stock; the tax upon individual incomes 
includes all the receipts of those individuals from interest upon 
the bonds of all corporations; and, therefore, unless there is an 
evasion by the individual of his honest dues under an income 
tax, everything that is income and the profit of a corporation is 
taxed by an individual income tax, unless it be such exemption 
as a corporation may carry to the credit of surplus or to the con- 
struction account, or to the account of some other fund. 

If the Senator from Missouri had wished to provide a symmet- 
rical and logical and a decent tax upon incomes, he would have 


provided simply that the incomes of individuals should be taxed, | 


with a suitable exemption, not $4,000, nor $3,000, nor $2,000, nor 
$1,000, but an income exempted somewhat below $1,000. 
ing thus taxed according to equity and justice, if an income tax 
is required by the exigencies of the country, the income of in- 
dividuals, then asimple tax upon the surplus profits of the corpo- 
rationsof the country, asimple tax upon such portion of the profits 
of a corporation as should not be paid out to its stockholders or its 
bondholders either as dividend or interest, would have made a 
tax which could have been defended, if the necessities of the 
country required such a tax, but when the Senator from Mis- 
souri undertakes to impose a tax upon corporations, and under- 
takes, for the first time in the history of this country, to impose 
an income tax upon corporations, and proposes to sweep out of 
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the system of taxation all the special taxes by which the legis- 
lators of this country have undertaken to tax the corporations 
when it was necessary to tax them—the Senator from Missouri, 
Tsay, in doing this does a most unwise act, and is constructing 
a legislative taxation system which will not bear examination. 

So [hold that this provision should not be in this bill at all. If 
it is to remain here, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa[Mr, ALLISON] is absolutely necessary to make it a 
working statute. But there is no occasion for any such statute 


in my pneenae. The income tax as it is proposed by this bill, 
not only the tax uponindividuals, but the tax upon corporations, 


will be an odious tax. The moneys to be raised thereby in all 
human probability will not be necessary for the service of the Gov- 
ernment. Itis an attempt to revive an odious system of tuxa- 
tion, a system of war taxation, and, moreover, a system of double 
taxation, of which the people of this country, if lam not mistaken, 
are not in favor. 

Mr. President, an income tax iseither a tax upon the personal 
earnings of an individual orelseit is double taxation. I believe 
that Ican challenge successful dispute of that proposition. An- 
alyze a tax upon the incomes of individuals, and it iseither a tax 
upon the personal earnings of an individual or else it is double 
taxation. Nothing is more offensive to the people of thiscountry 
than to tax their personal earnings; nothing is more offensive 
to the individual than to tax his wages, than to tax his profes- 
sional income, than to tax his personal earnings which he gets 
either by the sweatof his brow, by the skill of his hand, or by the 
acuteness of his brain. Individuals do not like to be taxed upon 
those earnings; and I say to the Senator from Missouri that any 
taxes of that kind will be unpopular in this country; they will 
be condemned by the people and will never be willingly sub- 
mitted to except as such a tax was submitted to in 1864, because 
it was necessary in order to raise money from all sources and by 
all means to put down the slaveholders’ rebellion. 

[say thatin addition tothe unpopular taxation of the per- 
sonal income of individuals the remainder of every income tax 
is double taxation. 

What is a man’s income? If he gets itfrom rents upon real 
estate the real estate is taxed by the State and by the town or 
by the city in which he lives. If the income of an individual is 
the profit made in a store, in trade, the merchandise which con- 
stitutes the stock in trade of the individual is taxed. If the in- 
come of the individual is from dividends from corporations or 
interest upon bonded securities, the corporation property is 
taxed and the bonded securities upon which the individual gets 
an income are taxed by the State. 

Without going further into this analysis, I assert, without 
fear of successful contradiction, that theitems which go tomake 
up an income tax under this bill, and under any income tax 
which can be devised, which are not items of personal labor and 
services of an individual, are items of income from property, 
every dollar of which property has been already taxed by the 
local authorities of the community where the individual lives. 

Here, Mr. President, is the fundamental vice of this whole 
system of an income tax, that it taxes the personal earnings of 
individuals who are sensitive about such a tax, who are not 
willing to pay such a tax, and who will not pay such a tax if 
they can overthrow the legislation which imposes it upon them. 

In addition, the income tax is an imposition upon property or 
the receipts from property, every dollar of which has been al- 
ready taxed by local authorities. Therefore, the income tax is 
deliberate and willful and unjustifiable double taxation. 

Mr. President, for these reasons I am utterly opposed to every 
word and every line of thisincome tax. I did not think at first that 
the income tax, which it is assumed will be popular in the West 
and South, would be an absolutely condemnatory feature of the 
pending bill. But the more it has been discussed the more ap- 
parent to me is it that it is a tax not required by any exigency 
of the Government, not justified upon any sound principle of 
taxation, and that it is especially objectionable in this new form 
in which it has been placed by the Senator from Missouri, a form 
of income tax which never has been heard of inany country from 
the time when the taxation of the human race began down to 
this hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that we come to a 
vote upon this amendment without further debate. If | can get 
that agreement I shall be quite content to vote on the amend- 
ment; but if not I want to make another motion. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I simply 
want to offer an amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator’s amendment be stated. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not desire to discuss it. I move to add at 
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the end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa 
the following: 


But this provision shall not be con trued to permit an exemption of over 


$4,000 to any individual stockholder, including all his income not otherwise 
exempted 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER. The Chair understands thatthe 
Senator from Iowa modifies his amendment by accepting the 
amendment proposed by the Senatorfrom New York. The ques- 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa as modified. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that theamendment 
be voted on without further debate. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was ealled). Itransfer my pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from 
Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 

nounced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 

‘i YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Frye McMillan, Power, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Cullom, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Davis, Higgins, Patton, Squire, 
Dixon, Hill, Perkins, Washburn, 

NAYS—31. 
Bate, George, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
erry, Gibson, Kyle, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gormaai, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Camden, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mills, Voorhees, 
Coke Hunton, Morgan, White. 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—30. 

Allen, Dubois, Morrill, Stewart, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Murphy, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Palmer, Vilas, 
Caffery, Irby, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Call, Jones, Ney. Ransom, Wilson, 
Caineron, Lodge, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Carey, McPherson, Shoup, 
Danie}, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding in line 22, section 
59, after the amendment already adopted, the following: 

Except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed $4,000 in the 
year, and in which the beneficial interest is not held in shares which are as- 
signuable without the consentof the other associates authorizing such trans- 
fer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this bill has already developed 
that it does notapply to partnerships. WhatI have moved isa 
description of partnerships and nothing else, except, as I have 
stated the case, where there is an exemption from personal lia- 
bility from debt. This merely applies to small joint stock com- 

yanies which do not have in all an income of over $4,000 a year. 
Ko reason can be stated why they should not be exempted. 

I hope this amendment will be adopted. It will be of very 
great importance to very many poor, hard-working people. it 
carries out the intent of the law as declared on its face. It does 
not except a partnership of four times $4,000, but only excepts 
the case of a joint stock company whose stock is not divided 
into shares, and can not be assigned without the consent of the 
others. [should like, for one, though I do not expect to live to 
see it, when the monument to my honorable friend from Mis- 


‘souri{Mr. Vust] is erected by his sorrowing countrymen, that 


there might be inscribed upon it that he consented to one just 
and humane provision for the benefit of men who work hard for 
their living and who are poor. There are plenty of provisions 
here for the hundred thousand dollar fellow. He is excepted. 
isverybody who has $130,000 of real estate at.4 per cent, gets an 
exemption of his entire income and even of the principal, and 
here is a man who is starting ina little business, one of four 
who may earn a thousand dollars apiece, and this $20 apiece is 
tebe taken out of them. As J said, the $20 means the whole 
luxury of a hard working year. It means buying a sehool- 
book for the child or a dress for the daughter or a thousand 
things; some of which I suggested before, 

Mr. President, | appeal to the Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber. They deny indignantly that they have put vot- 
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ing in the Senate into a trust, which hastwo or three managers, 
[ thought the objection to trusts, which we have been strikine 
at, was that the capitalists, small and large, put into the hands 
of two or three managers their business activities and powers 
surrendering and stifling emulation, difference of opinion, inde. 
pendence, separate enterprise. If that is a bad thing in busi- 
ness, and to be condemned, to be struck at, to be legislated 
against, what is it in the action of the Senate? 

‘Here is a proposition against which I challenge the most in- 
genious Senator on the other side to state an argument. It is a 
proposition affecting a large number of American citizens, | 
challenge any Senator on the other side to stand upin his plac 
and say that he does not think it is right as an individual; and 
yet if itis voted down it is to be voted down because Senators 
so feeling and so thinking, after a judgment upon it, have put 
their votes in trust. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the Senator resumes his seat I wish to 
inquire of him in what respect his proposed amendment differs 
from the suggestion I made last evening about excepting in- 
comes of $4,000? 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not hear the Senator’s remark last even- 
ing. 

Mr. PEFFER. WhentheSenator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Iowa were discussing one of their propositions last 
evening, I asked them whether it would not relieve the situa- 
tion of some embarrassmentif we would simply treat the copora- 
tions the same as individual persons, excepting $4,000 from the 
operations of this proposed law, so that where the income did 
not exceed $4,000 there would be no tax. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it does not go so 
far as that. 

Mr. PEFFER. Whatis the difference? That is what I wish 
to inquire. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not exempt anything from an income 
above $4,000. 

Mr. PEFFER. So TI understand. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me repeat once more for the benefit of the 
Senator from Kansas and other Senators, that it describes cor- 
porations which in the first place have an income of less than 
$4,000, alltold. Nextthecorporation, in order to get the benefit 
of it, must be a corporation whose property is not divided into 
stock and where the beneficial interest can not be assigned with- 
out the consent of all the associates. In other words, it is 
nothing but a partnership that I am describing, with the single 
exception that there is the corporate arrangement, which in 
certain cases screens the man from individual liability for debt, 
and which can go on if the party dies. That is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. PEFFER. IT suggest to the Senator to strike out all of 
his amendment after the word ‘‘ year.” 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, I will strike that out; but I supposed 
it would make it more satisfactory to the Senators to put it in. 
It does not extend the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then the amendment would contain the words 
“except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed 
$4,000 in the year.” 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will modify the amendment accord-. 
ingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Kan- 
sas and the Senator from Massachusetts that that should rot 
only apply to joint stock companies, but it should apply to all 
corporations, companies, or associations. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well; let it be so applied. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I think certainly the Senator from 
Missouri will agree to. 

Mr. HOAR. [ used the words ‘‘ joint stock companies,” be- 
cause that is the popular phrase for these little partnerships in 
my State: However, I will accept the suggestion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Kansas be- 
lieves as I believe that it is wise to give these corporations the 
same exemption that we give individuals. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore that can be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify the amendment in that way, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had intended to offer such an amendment, 
and I suggest that the amendment shall come in immediately 
after the word ‘‘ above,” on the second line of the first para- 
graph of section 59; so as to read: 

Two percent per annum on the net profits or income above $4,000, and 
above ordinary actual expenses, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will accept that, and modify my 
amendment accordingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Missouri to just re- 
lent enough to exempt the small corporations below $4,000. 
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Mr. VEST. I can not accept the amendment. 
thorized to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri said just now that 
he was authorized to do anything he saw it his duty to do as a 
Senator, and that nobody has any power to prevent him. 

Mr. VEST. Ido nothear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. [ understood the Senator to say alittle while 
ago that he was authorized to do anything he thought right. 

“Mr. VEST. Inever made any such statement as that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be read. 

Mr. VEST. 
the organ of the committee. 
the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to disavow any imputation that the Sen- 
ator in the management of the bill is authorized to do what he 
thinks is right. I am not aware that 1 said it. 

Mr. VEST. If the majority of the Finance Committee instruct 
me to accept the amendment I shall doso. Unlessso instructed 
[shall not doso. That is all of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
as modified. 

The SECRETARY. 
of section 59, insert: 

Except joint stock companies whose income does not exceed $4,000 in the 
year. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I want is that this exemption shall 
apply to all these corporations. 

Mr. VEST. I willsay tothe Senator from lowa that no one 
knows better than he does that all this matter can be adjusted 
in conference. It does not facilitate the passage of the bill to 
accept any amendment, because the amendments seem to in- 
crease and feed upon what is given. 

Mr. HOAR. 
of John Gilpin. 

Mr. VEST. 





T am not au- 


I never made any such statement. I am here as 
I have no personal discretion in 


After the word ‘‘ above,” in the second line 


The Senator will be represented, I suppose. 

Mr. HOAR. Lamafraid not much. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa and the Senator from 
Rhode Island will be there. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the Senate has something— 
it used to have something—to do with the national legislation 
as well as conference committees. [ amvery much disturbed by 
the last suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, that he will 
only accept in all of this legislation, going over weeks and weeks 
and affecting the whole business of the country, such amend- 
ments as are authorized by the majority of the Finance Commit- 
tee. The Finance Committee has not had a meeting for six 
weeks, and probably will have but one until this bill is dispesed 
of, and it is utterly impossible that there can be any amend- 
ments considered by that committee. 

The Senator himself brought in 400 amendments, when the 
Finance Committee had noteven hada meeting and never heard 
of them. How the Senator is tosay that a thing justand right, 
and just and honest can not be done in this great body because 
somebody will not Jet him do what he thinks is right, I can not 
understand. 

Mr. VEST. I have not said that I thoughtitright. I donot 
think it right, and I shall not consent to it as far as I am con- 
cerned under any state of the case whatever. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. PEFFER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declines to recog- 
nize any one further until the Secretary obtains the proper 
amendment as accepted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON. IfIcan have the ear of the Senator from 
Massachusetts 

Mr. PEFFER. Allow me to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Kansas to make a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas just about to make one myself, but I 
will yield. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think we can simplify the proceeding by in- 
serting the words ‘‘exeeeding $4,000 ” after the word “‘ income ” 
in line 15, page 187. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest, if the Senator will allow me, that 
the best place to insert it is in line 3 of section 59. Insert after 
the word ‘‘ above” the words ‘‘$4,000 and above.” 

Mr. HOAR. On what page? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 187, section 59. I will say to the 
Senator from Missouri that this amendment had been suggested 
to me by several Senators on both sides of the Chamber, and I 
intended to offer it. 

Mr. HOAR. We have different prints of the bill. 





Will the 


Senator indicaté the point in section 59 where it comes in? 
different prints here. 

page 187 of the print of May 7, the 
sk, 


There are three or four 
Mr. ALLISON. Itis on 
print that is used at the de 


‘* We shall not be there to seo,” as Cowper says | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as moiified 
will be read. 
Che SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘above,’ line 15, 


page 187: 
our thousand dollars and above. 
So as to read: 


That there shall be levied and collected, except as herein otherwise pro 
vided, a tax of 2 per cent annually on the net profits or income above 4,000 
and above actual operating and business e 


Mr. HOAR. I will either accept that or will | 


xpenses 


et the Senator 


| move itas hisamendment. He had better move it as hisamend- 
ment. 3 
Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; that is a matter of ng moment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senatorfrom Massachusetts as modified by the Sen 


| ator from Iowa. 








eee CN: 





| Chamber, but I think if he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea. 


Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’S nameé was called). The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is temporarily absent from the 
” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from lowa|Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). [ am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho{Mr. SHOUP]. I withhold my voto, as 
he is not in the Chamber. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN]. - I would vote ‘ nay,” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I am paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey |Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr.PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAS] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr.GORDON. Byan arrangement with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL|,I transfer my pair with the Senator 
from lowa|Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. 
MCPHERSON], and vote ‘‘ nay.” :The Senator from Vermont will 
also vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted inthe negative), Ihave been 
requested to announce a pair with the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land {[Mr. ALDRICH], who has beensummoned from the Chamber 
temporarily. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 30; as follows: 


[am paired with 





YEAS—%38. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Power, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Cullom, Hale, Morrill, Quay, 
Davis, Higgins, Patton, Sherman, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Peffer, Squire 
Doipb, Kyle, Perkins, Teller, 
Frye, McMillan, Piatt, Vashburn. 

NAYS—30. 
Berry, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gordon, Martin, Vest, 
Camden, Gorman, Mills, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan, Walsh. 
Coke, Hunton, Murphy, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Carey, Lodge, Smith, 
Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Stewart, 
Bate Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis Vilas, 
Brice, Hlawley, Palmer, White, 
Butler, Hill, Pasco, Wilson, 
Call, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Irby Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. I move to insert at the end of section 59: 

Corporations created by any State, and which by the terms of their in- 
corporationor by the laws of the State creating them, are required to paya 
special tax to the State upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, or to 
pay a portion of their earnings as such to such State for the uses of the 
State government (being other than a general tax paid in common with’ in- 
lividuals) are exempted from the tax herein provided for 

Mr. President, the object of this amendment is to present for 
the consideration of the Senate one of the most important ques- 
tions that can possibly arise under this income tax provision. 
The exemption herein provided for is one that certainly ought 
to be made. Asa lawyer as well as a Senator, I maintain the 
broad proposition that the federal Government has no right to 
tax any of the means or instrumentalities adopted by « State 
government to secure revenues toconductits affairs. Ireferred 
to this auestion in the set speech, if I may call it such, which I 
made afew daysago. I simply desire to call the attention of 
the Senate and the country to the exact situation of affairs. 





RE, 
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tt has been held by the highest court of the land, to whose de- 
cision we must bow with respect, that Congress can not tax the 
salaries of State officials and, in accordance with that decision, 
there is included a provision herein, namely, that salaries due to 











State, county, or municipal officers shall be exemptfrom the in- 
come tax herein levied. Of course, if the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] had been carried out, that 
there is no necessity for putting in any amendments to the bill 


' where the Constitution exempts officials, then of course this pro- 


vision which I have just quoted would not have been inserted. 
But the committee has proceeded upon a different basis. The 
committee, and very properly I think, has proceeded upon the 
theory that itis proper to put in the bill every constitutional ex- 


emption; that is, every exemption required by the Constitution 
of the United States. It has not included them all, in my judg- 
ment, but [ mean those exemptions which are conceded prop- 


erly to be protected by the Constitution. 

Mr. President, there is no dispute about the general proposi- 
tion that Congress can not tax the means or instrumentalities of 
a State government. The decision is a broad one. It includes 
everything that can be called the means or the instrumentali- 
ties of the State government. The authors of the pending bill 
go further than that. They take the broad position that a State 
government includes county government; that itincludes munic- 
ipal government; thatall the subdivisions of the Stateareincluded 
in the definition of a State; and they have provided by the terms 
of the bill that the salaries of those officials shall be exempt. 

The point which I present here is that whatever can be justly 
regarded as the means or instrumentalities of a State govern- 
ment created, organized, or used even, for the purpose ofa State 
government are exempted. We hada debate yesterday upon 
the general proposition that Congress can not tax State bonds. 
Many Senators who disagree with me on other propositions, 
came to my support upon that pronesition, and it lacked, I think, 
but three votes of being carried, witha comparatively light vote 
inthe Senate. All the arguments made by those whocame tomy 
support were well taken. I[ invoke them in the support of this 
proposition. If you can not tax State bonds, as they very well 
argue, and it is the truth, neither can you tax the salaries of 
the State efficials, because it is an interference with the means 
or instrumentalities for carrying on the State government. So 
you can not tax these corporations to which I refer. 

W hat does the amendment provide? Before speaking of that 
allow me to say that I have endeavored to present this question 


‘fairly to the good sense of the Senate, and I have excluded all 


those corporations which pay simply the same share of taxation 
which an individual pays, namely, all corporations paying a tax 
upon their real estate and paying taxes upon the personal prop- 
erty which they own in all the States of the Unionin some form 
oranother, That taxation they pay, not because they are corpora- 
tions, but they pay it because for certain purposes they are 
deemed citizens of the State. They are ownersof property, and, 
incommon with the rest of the State, they pay their share of 
real and personal taxation. That includes a large number of 
corporations in each and all the States. 

I say I have purposely excluded from the operation of the 
amendment all this large class of corporations. But I have en- 
deavored to include what corporations? In the first place, be- 
fore answering that question, allow me to say (and I need not 
spend any time in making the point) that a corporation is the 
creature of the State government. Corporations are incorpor- 
ated by the State. The corporations here referred to, and spe- 
cifically mentioned in the amendment, are the creature of the 
State, the means of the State, the instrumentalities of theState 
to carry out its purposes. 

Now, what does the amendment provide? It provides that 
the corporations thus created by a State government and by the 
terms of their incorporation originally or by law required to 
pay a special tax upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, 
or are obliged to pay a portion of their earnings to the State 
government for the uses of the State government, are exempted 
under the Constitution of the United States, and should be ex- 
empt under the provisions of the bill. 

A State under its constitution and having a separate sover- 
eignty as distinct within its sphere as that of the General Gov- 
ernment sees fit to carry out a system of internal improvements. 
For instance, the State of New York might desire to authorize 
a railroad to be constructed to the wilderness known asits North 
Woods. It grants a charter to a corporation composed of priv- 
ate citizens. The State may take some stock itself in the cor- 

ration. The State authorizes citizens to invest. The State, 
n creating the corporation, provides that it shall reserve to 
itself for the uses of its State government a certain portion of 
the net earnings or revenues which shall be realized from the 
maintenance and operation of that road. 

Do you tell me that the General Government has a right to 
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step in and say when it has no power to destroy that corpora- 
tion directly by your legislation, when it did not create that 
corporation, when it has no control over it, when it can not de- 
stroy it, that it can turn around by means of this income tax 

so called, and virtually destroy it; that it can take away from 
the State government the very revenues which in its wisdom it 
has seen fit to provide for the operation of its own independent 
sovereignty? The bare statement of the proposition carries 
with it the legal argument necessary to sustain it. 

Such corporations have been created in divers States of the 
Union. Theyexist to-day. Pennsylvania, by virtue of the laws 
of that State, imposes taxes upon its corporations, and I think 
I state correctly when I state that the tax upon the earnings, 
etc., of the corporations of Pennsylvania pays its entire State 
tax. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania whether that is not 
the case. 

Mr. QUAY. It does not pay it in its entirety, but a very 
large proportion of it. 

Mr. HILL. Therefore, we have the question presented where 
a State either for the purpose of carrying out its system of in- 
ternal improvements or for any other legitimate, honorable, and 
legal purpose has created a railroad corporation, or any other 
corporation, and has reserved to itself a portion of its earnings 
for the uses, not of a municipality, not of a town even, but I put 
it in the amendment directly for the uses of the State govern- 
ment. Last year, in my own State, there were nearly $2,000,000 
received from this class of corporations because of the taxes im- 
posed and by virtue of law. 

This question does involve more than that of yesterday the 
question of State rights. It involves the question as to whether 
the Federal Government can usurp the functions of State gov- 
ernments. If the Government can step in and thus virtually 
control by the indirect levy of an income tax, it can tax the cor- 
poration directly; it can destroy the State governments; it can 
discredit their resources; it can limit them, restrictthem. For 
instance, suppose that what would amount to 1 per cent would 
be the net earnings. Here comes the General Government and 
says we want 2 percent. Herecomes the State government and 
exercises its right and says we want that 1 per cent. Here isa 
conflictimmediately. It isaquestion between State and Federal 
authority, and isit to be said that in a Democratic Senate, mada 
up of believers in State rights, this doctrine is to receive its 
death blow by the hands of Senators? 

Mr. President, I trust that we shall never witness that spec- 
tacle. And is this a pure speculation of mine? Has it never 
been suggested before? I say not. I have sent for the volume 
where this question was explicitly referred to. I can state it. 
Senators will recollect that the case of the Collector vs. Day, or 
Buffington vs. Day, was the case which decided that the Gen- 
eral Government could not tax the salaries of State officials. 

The broad ground was laid down that the State government 
could not tax any of the property of the General Government. 
The State government can not tax the mail; it can not tax the 
mint; it can not tax patent rights; it can not tax judicial process 
of the Federal courts; it can not taxany of the means or instru- 
mentalities employed by the Federal Government with which to 
operate the Federal Government. It is laid down by Justice . 

elson that, on the other hand, the National Government can 
not tax any of the means or instrumentalities of the State gov- 
ernment whereby the State government would be crippled, in- 
terfered with, or its revenues diminished. 

The case is familiar to every lawyer around this circle. It 
was an important case. Judge Bradley, who was an able lawyer, 
dissented from the opinion upon the ground that he thought 
the inherent power, as he called it, of the Federal Government 
to raise revenues ought not to be thus restricted. Hethought 
that the announcement of this decision was a most important 
one, which would return to plague the courts and the legisla- 
tion of our country. Judge Bradley, while dissenting from the 
prevailing opinion in the case, fully comprehended and appre- 
ciated the nature of that decision and the tremendous conse- 
quences which would ensue from it. He said in his dissenting 
opinion: 

In my judgment, the limitation of the power of taxation in the General 
Government, which the present decision establishes, will be found very 
difficult of control. Where are we to stop in enumerating the functions of 
the State governments which will be interfered with by Federal taxation? 
If a State incorporates a railroad to carry out its purposes of internal im- 


provement, or a bank to aid its financial arrangements, reserving, pernens. 
a percentage on the stock or profits for the supply of its own treasury, willthe 


-bonds or stock of such an institution be free from Federal taxation? How 


can we now tell what the effect of this decision will be? 


He saw the effect of that decision, but that is the law to-day. 
It has been adhered to asthe law from the time it was announced 
until this very hour. In my judgment that decision was a cor- 
rect one. I care nothing about the criticism which Justice 
Bradley made of its consequences. It was a decision made by 
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able judges, and lays down the broad doctrine essential in my 
judgment to the preservation of the rights, the liberties, and 
the revenues of State governments as well as the National Gov- 
ernment. 

It declares, first, that the State can not tax the Federal func- 
tions: it can not tax patent rights; it can not tax judicial pro- 
cess: it can not tax the mails; it can not tax Federal property; 
it can not tax national banks. It can not tax them,why? Be- 
cause they are the instrumentalities. It can not put a tax 
upon mail wagons belonging tothe GeneralGovernment. Why? 
Because these are the means and the instrumentalitiesemployed 
by the National Governmentfor the purpose of carrying out the 
great object of the Federal Constitution and Federal Union. All 
this is proper enough, legitimate enough, well founded enough, 
and to which there can be no possible objection. 

On the other hand, what does the court decide? It decides 
that the State is also supreme within its sovereignty. We have 
two jurisdictions. Yet, so far as property is concerned in the 
States, corporations, created by the Stites, the State govern- 
ment is supreme. Could Congress pass a law abrogating the 
charter of a State corporation created by the laws of the State? 
Could we pass a law here which virtually wiped out these crea- 
tures of the State government? I do not think it could be done 
in reference to any State corporation. 

But, Mr. President, much less can it be done with this class 
of corporations to which I refer, namely, this limited class of 
corporations whereby the State has taken the precaution to re- 
serve to itself, for the benefit of its own State treasury, a certain 
portion of its income on earnings. ; 

{n the case that I illustrated which jurisdiction is to have 
precedence? Who can be permitted to usurp these functions, 
taxes, funds, revenues, created by the very law of the State un- 
der which these corporations have their existence and live and 
move and have their being? 

Mr. President, there is no answer to this proposition, in my 
judgment. I contended yesterday unsuccessfully, but I think 
rightfully, after all, with all due respect to the majority of the 
Senate, which outvoted me, that Congress could not tax the 
State bonds. If that beso, and I think it is clearly so, because 
the State bonds are the methods of floating your State debt, are 
the very means of supplying your treasury with its money, I 
ask is not this simply another scheme of State government? 

The State government creates a corporation. By the very 
terms of the enactments it provides that the corporation shall 
pay into the State treasury a certain portion of its funds, and 
why is not that scheme a part and parcel of the State adminis- 
tration and of its government the same as the municipality? 

Mr.CULLOM. As the Senator is discussing that subject, I 
should like to refer to the case of the Illinois Central Railroad. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to an interruption. 

Mr. CULLOM. By the Senator’s consent I will read to him 
the provision of the constitution of our State with reference to 
the land grant and the return forittothe State that was agreed 
to by the Illinois Central. The provision is as follows: 


No contract, obligation, or liability whatever of the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company to pay any money into the State treasury, nor any lien of 
the State upon, or right to tax property of said company in accordance with 
the provisions of the charter of said company, approved February 10,in the 
year of our Lord 1851, shall ever be released, suspended, modified, altered, 
remitted. or in any manner diminished or ——— by legislative or other 
authority; and all the moneys derived from said company after the payment 
of the State debt shall beappropriated and set apart for the payment of the 
ordinary expenses of the State government, and for no other purposes what 
ever. 


The'contract was that the Illinois Central Railroad should pay 
into the State treasury 7 per cent of its gross earnings for the 
amount that it got in the original charter. 

Mr. HILL. My amendment ought to be amended by provid- 
ing ‘‘ whether created by law or authorized by the State consti- 
tution.” We can frame that afterwards, and I think reference 
should be made to it. Of course, if under State law they can 
not be taxed, so much less could they be taxed under the State 
constitutional provision, and my amendment should be made so 
as to cover that. For instance, I will take this very illustration. 
That provision was in the original constitution? 

Mr. CULLOM. It has been continued from one constitution 
to another. 

Mr. HILL. Was it in the original constitution of Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think so. It was the law, in the first place. 
There was an act of Congress passed authorizing the construc- 
tion of the road and the giving of alternate sections of land for 
that purpose to the State of Illinois. 

Mr. HILL. The argument upon the other side would be that, 
although in the original State constitution of Illinois there was 
eontained this very exemption substantially of the railroad, 
that is, that no other sovereignty could tax those earnings ex- 
cept the State sovereignty, nevertheless the Federal Govern- 
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ment could step in and by means of an income tax usurp and 
take away from the State government the very funds that pos- 
sibly the State may have relied upon to run its government. 
Possibly the State had provided no other means or system ex- 
cept that, andif the Federal Government steppedin by means of 
an income tax and usurped those funds the State government 
was broken down. 

Mr. President, there is no answer to that proposition. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state as a matter of fact that under 
the provision of the contract and the law and this constitution 
the railroad company has put into the State treasury from four 
to five hundred thousand dollarsa year, and while that isa small 
part of the expenses of the State government it helps that much. 

Mr. HILL. It illustrates the point involved, because if you 
can take away four or five hundred thousand dollars of the reve- 
nues reserved under your Constitution from this very corpora- 
tion which you created, you cin take away millions, and you 
can take away the whole of them. If your State government 
had relied upon these revenues exclusively for the operation of 
the State government it would be seriously crippled by this 
action of the Federal Government. 

Mr. President, I insist,.as a question of constitutional law, you 
can not tax this class of corporations. The power to tax in- 
cludes the power to destroy. You can not destroy them. You 
can not vacate their charters by Federal legislation. What you 
can not do directly you cin not do indirectly by this system of 
taxation. You can not tax their State bonds, because they need 
their State bonds for the purposes of their State government. 
You can not tax the income of the corporations where the State 
government has provided that that very income shall be used 
for the purposes of the State government. 

Mr. President, if this scheme shall be adopted in its present 
phrase, if this amendment shall be repudiated, there is an end 
of State rights so far as the questions of taxation are concerned. 
Thereisnothingreserved. Talkabout your Federal limitations; 
they donot exist. Talk about the reservations of the State gov- 
ernments; they have none; they are simply at the beck and will 
of the Federal Government if this principle is not established. 

The very doctrine laid down here by the highest court was 
in my judgment essential to the preservation of State rights, 
State sovereignty, State jurisdiction, State revenues, and es- 
sential to the very maintenance of the State government. 
What is the answer to that? Is it necessary in this day and 
age of the world, at this very time—are our Federal finances so 
desperate that it is necessary to take not only the collateral-in- 
heritance tax away from the State governments, the taxation of 
the incomes of individuals, but we shall now seek to aggran- 
dize to the General Government all the revenues provided from 
this class of corporations which the States have created? Asa 
question of policy, aside from a question of constitutional law, 
I doubt the propriety of any such procedure. 

I doubt the wisdom of this class of legislation. I can not for 
the life of me see how Senators, disciples of Calhoun, disciples 
of Jefferson, men who served under Jackson or followed the old 
Democratic party inall the glorious days of its previous history— 
I say previous history—can come here and now vote against an 
amendment likethie which recognizes the very sovereignty of 
the States. 

Is it to be said that our means and sources of revenue are sub- 
ject to the caprice of Congress; that when we can create a bank 
in a State, when we can provide that a portion of these profits 
shall go to the State government as a means or as a part of 
the conduct of its fiscal business, the General Government can 
annihilate that bank? Can the General Government put such 
a tax uponit? I am not nowspeaking of the question of taxing 
its circulation; that involves another and distinct question; but 
can it by virtue of an income tax take away from a State the 
very funds which they have provided shall be realized from that 
bank? 

Mr. President, this attack upon the State governments is an 
attack upon the essential principles upon which our Government 
isfounded. The theory of our Government is that the States 
are independent of the General Government to a large extent. 
They are independent so far as their sovereignty extends. It 
is one Union, but composed of forty-four States. The Stutes can 
not touch the Federal Government in its scheme of taxation 
within the jurisdiction which it has; but certain things are left 
to the States, and these are the matters left tothe States, namely, 
everything that can be said to be essential, the means, the in- 
strumentalities, the corporations, the banks, the railroads, what- 
ever the State has seen fit to provide revenue from. 

As I said before, I have excluded from my amendment the 
corporations that do not pay any share of their earningsas such 
to the Federal Government. I concede for the purposes of the 
argument that the corporation which pays simply its tax upon 
its real estate or upon its personal property is: not included 
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within thisamendment. I might gofurther. I think you can 


not tax those, but I do not wish to complicate the question in 
volved: I desire to simplify it. 

Mr. President, this is an important question to my State. 
One-fifth of the railroad mileage of the country is now in the 
hands of receivers. If you attack them by this sort of taxation 
more of the railroads must be placed in the hands of receivers. 
This legislation is not necessary for the needs of the Govern- 
ment. It is not necessary to trample down the barriers which 
the Constitution has erected for the preservation of the State 


governments. 

Mr. President, I fail to see the answer; and I will pause to 
allow the gentlemen who are expected to defend the provision, 
that we may see what they have to say. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator suggested he was going to make 
achange in the amendment. I suggestamodification by adding 
instead of the last words— 

May deduct such special tax which is provided for by the States in addi- 
tion to the other exemptions herein provided for. 

Mr. HILL. What is the Senator’s suggestion? 

Mr. CULLOM. That the railroad company, for instance, 
‘*may deduct such special tax which isprovided for by the State 
in addition to the other exemptions herein provided for.” Take 
the case Qf-the Tllinois Central Railroad, for instance, that pays 
into the treasury of the State of Illinois say $500,000 a year. 
That amount ought to be deducted from the income tax that 
they pay in addition to other deductions that are made as pro- 
vided in the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HTLL. I think we had better give a little more care to 
that and draw it up as a separate proposition. I think one 
could be carefully drawn, of course, which would cover it. I am 
afraid that does not. If the Senator will take his time this even- 
ing and draw one up it can be presented hereafter. 

Mr.CULLOM, All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROAcH in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of section 59, on page 188: 

Corporations created by any State, and which, by the terms of their in- 
corporation or by the laws of the State creating them, are required to pay a 
special tax to the State upon their earnings, dividends, or franchises, or to 

”4y & portion of their earnings as such to such State for the uses of the 


State government (being other than a general tax paid in common with in- 
dividuals), are exempted from the tax herein provided for. 


Mr. HILL. Is it possible that the proposition of the bill is 
so clearly wrong that nothing is to be said against it? I do not 
care about reiterating the arguments which I have already pre- 
sented, but it strikes me that something should be said if any- 
thing can be said in defense of thistax. If not, I will call for the 
yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment pene: by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I desire to ask 
whether the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MorGan}. If the Senator from 
Alabama were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in theaffirmative). I voted, 
but i observe that the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
with whom I am paired, is not present. I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. WILSON]. , 

Mr. GORMAN (after an voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRY&], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Tho result was announced—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hiil, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn. 
Dixon, McMillan, Platt, 
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NAYS—29. 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
Blanchard, Hunton, Peffer, White. 
Camden, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Coke, Kyle, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—327. 

Brice, Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mills, Smith, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gray, Morrill, Vilas, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Power, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Dubois, Lodge, Quay 


So the amendment was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. G, 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd and Northern Min- 
nesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech 
Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate calling upon the Secretary 
of War for an estimate of the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, 
in the State of Washington. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 730) making Labor Day a legal 
holiday; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for 
the expenditures of the Government, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.HOAR. Let the joint resolution be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
at length. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That all appropriations for the necessary operations of the 
Government and of the District of Columbia and for the payment of pen 
sions under existing laws, which shall remain umprovided for on the 30th 
day of June, 18%, be, and they are hereby, continued and made available for 
a period of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regular appro 
priations provided therefor in bills now pendingin Congress shall have been 
previously made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895 
anda sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, eut of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise aporanmanes, to carry on the same: Provided, That 
no greater amount shall be expended for such operations than will be in 
the same proportion to the appropriatious for the fiscal year 1894 as thirty 
days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Provided further, That 
the total expenditures for the whole of the fiscal year 1895, under the sey- 
eral *“P ropriations hereby continued and under the several appropria 
tion bills now pending shall not exceed in the aggregate the amounts 
finally appropriated therefor in the several bills now pending, 
except in cases where a change is made in the annual, monthly, 
or per diem compensation, or in the numbers of oflicers, clerks, or other 
persons authorized to be employed by the several appropriations hereby 
continued, in which cases the amounts authorized to be expended shal! 
equal thirty three-hundred-and-sixty-fifths of. the appropriations for the 
fiscal year 1894, and three hundred and thirty-five three-hundred-and-sixty- 
fifths of the appropriations contained in the several bills now pending 
when the same shall have been finally passed, unless the salary or com- 
pensation of any office shall be increased or diminished without changing 
the grade or the duties thereof, in which case such salary or compensatiou 
shall relate to the entire fiscal year and run from the beginning thereo! 
Provided JSurther, That the session employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives now authorized by law shall be continued upon the 
rolis until the end of the sent session of Congress and paid at the rate 

r diem or month at which they are now paid; and a sufficient amount is 

ereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated to pay the same: Provided further, That there be, and is hereby, ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated a 
sum suficient to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Members and Dele 
gates the amount which they certify they have paid or agreed to pay for 
clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge of their official and 
representative duties, as pro vided in the joint resolution approved March 
8, 1898, until the end of thepresent session of Congress. 


Mr. HOAR. I object to the question being put on the refer- 
ence of the joint resolution. 
7 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri[Mr. COCKRELL] asked 
to have the joint resolution referred to the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. | I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My motion was to refer it to the Commit- 
tec on Appropriations. a 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the present consideration of the joint 
resol ution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Being objected to, the joint reso- 
lution will go over under the rule. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: Mr. President, with reference 
to the joint resolution coming from the House of Representa- 
tives which was laid before the Senate, I wish to say that I 
have no objection in the world toits going over until to-morrow, 
but I do not wish, by my silence, to assent to the proposition 
that, a joint resolution being in that stage, one objection carries 
itover to the next day. Jt might make us some trouble here- 
after. 

Mr. HOAR. 
joint resolution when another matter was before the Senate. — if 
some Senator had moved to lay aside the tariff bill the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution would be anotber question; then 
the question suggested by the Senator from Connecticut would 
arise; but I suppose it is enough at present to say that there is 
no provision under the rules of the Senate for putting the mo- 
tion to refer a House joint resolution when a bill is under con- 
sideration. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


My objection was to the consideration of the | 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I gave notice of an amendment which I un- 
derstand is satisfactory to the committee or to certain members 
with whom I have talked. 
in regard to savings banks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the amendment relating 
to savings banks: 


v that part of the busines: y savings bank, institution, or other | .; 1: : ; : = 
ster to-thnk pastes thetuinanedteny savengetnat:, Saaeen | implied in the words ‘‘ operating and business expenses,” I shall 


similar association having a capital stock, that is conducted on the mutual 
olan solely for the benefit of its depositors on such plan, and which shall 
Loop its accounts of its business conducted on such mutual plan separate 
and apart from its other accounts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the amendment, itsimply applies 


the case of a trading corporation, whether it will include the 
articles purchased for resale. 
Unless the words inserted by the Senator will embrace raw 


materials purchased by manufacturers, and will embrace pur- 
chases made by trading corporations, it seoms to me there should 
be some further phraseology added which will exclude from the 
income or profits the purchases made by manufacturers in their 
manufacture and the purchases made by trading corporations 
in their business. I should be glad to have the Senator state 
his understanding of what the word ‘‘expenses” as added there 
will include. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas under the impression that the word ‘ oper- 
ating’ would cover such expenses as the Senator from Iowa has 
alluded to. Ido not see how a manufacturing establishment 
could be operated unless it bought its raw materials, or howa 
business corporation could be run unless it bought goods which 
it resold. But out of an abundance of caution the word ‘‘ busi- 
ness’? was added, which seems to me would clearly cover all the 
legitimate expenses attending the business. I understood from 
the Senator from Iowa, for we consulted about the matter, that 
that language was suflicient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid, after looking into it carefully, 
that it will not be quite sufficient. The term ‘operating ex- 
penses ” isapplied to transportation companies more especially. 
I offered a proviso to another amendment a while ago, which, 
without taking up time, I should be glad to have read. The 
proviso I offered would make it clear, and I should be glad to 
have the Senator from Missouri listen to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That expenditures for materials or articles purchased for use 
in manufacture or for resale, and for insurance, taxes, and other incidental 


Sg 


| expeuses, paid by any manufacturing or trading corporation, company, or 


It is an amendment to the provision | ] 
} mating the profits or income of any such corporation, company, or 


the same provision to mutual companies which we have applied | 


to other companies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the amendment. 
not intend to put any tax upon mutual companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator from Missouri the authority of 
the Finance Committee to agree to that amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Iwill attend to that, Mr. President. 
consulting the Senator from Massachusetts just now. 

The attention of the committee has been called to the fact that 
there is a peculiar sort of savings bank in the State of Delaware 
run by the Quakers, in which the incorporators are not mem- 
bers and receive no profit or salary, where the interest is paid 
only to the depositors. The Senators from that State areafraid 
that the bill as now constructed, or amended, does not cover 
that case. We donot want to put any tax upon these mutual 
savings institutions, and I therefore offer an amendment to 
make the matter clear beyond any question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by adding afier line 19 of the 
amendment proposed by Mr. VEST: 

Sixth. Norto such savings banks, savings institutions, or societies com- 
posedof members who do not participate in the profits thereof, and which 
pay interest or dividends only to their depositors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the phraseology which is in the beginning of 
section 59. I believe asnow amended the provision in the third 
line of the section is the profits or income above actual operat- 
ing and business expenses. J do not propose tooffer any amend- 
ment to that phraseology at this time, but I should be glad to 
know from the Senator from Missouri whether that phraseol- 
ogy will include, say, in the case of amanufacturing corporation, 
the materials purchased in conducting the management, and in’ 


It follows the language exactly of the other 


We did 


Tam not 





association, shall be considered as operating and business expenses in esti- 


associa- 
tion 


Mr. ALLISON. 
it absolutely clear. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator thinks that those words are 


Isubmit that to the Senator so as to make 


not offer the amendment. . 

Mr. VEST. I think so, unquestionably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendment of the committce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 62. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on a!! salaries of 
officers, or payments for services to persons in the civil, military, naval, or 
other employment or service of the United States, including Senators and 
Representatives and Delegates in Congress, when exceeding the rate of 
$4,000 per annum, a tax of 2 per cent on the excess above the said $4,000; and 
it shall be the duty of all paymasters and all disbursing officers under 
the Government of the United States, or persons in the employ thereof, 
when making any payment to any officers or persons as aforesaid, whose 
compensation is determined by a fixed salary, or upon settling or adjust- 
ing the accounts of such officers or persons, to deduct and withhold the 
aforesaid tax of 2 per cent; and the pay roll, receipts, or account of of- 


| ficers or persons paying such tax as aforesaid shall be made to exhibit 


OE 


the fact of such payment. And itshall be the duty of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, when auditing the accounts of any paymaster 
or disbursing officer, or any officer withholding his salary from moneys re- 
ceived by him, or when settling or adjusting the accounts of any such officer, 





to require evidence that the taxes mentioned in this section have been de- 
ducted and paid over to the Treasurer of the United States, or other officer 
authorized to receive the same. Every corporation which pays to any 
employé a salary or compensation exceeding $4,000 per annum shall report 


the same to the deputy collector of his district and pay the tax hereinbefore 
provided to the deputy collector of his district, and such payment shall be 
charged against the amount due such employé. And the same rules and 
penalties prescribed for the individual making his own return shall apply 
to such corporation employé: Provided, That payments of prize mone 
shall be regarded as income from salaries, and the tax thereon shall be aa 
justed and collected in like manner: And provided further, That in case it 
should become necessary for showing the true receipts of the Government 
under the operations of this section upon the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the requisite amount may be carried from unappropriated moneys in 
the Treasury to the credit of said account. 


The Committee on Finance reported anamendment to section 
62, page 190, after the words “to the,” in line 3, to insert ‘‘ col- 
lector or’; in line 4, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out downto 
and including the word ‘‘account,” in line 16, in the following 
words: 

Pay the tax hereinbefore provided to the deputy collector of his district, 
and such payment shall be charged against the amount due such employé, 
And the same rules and penalties prescribed for the individual making his 





own return shall apply to such corporation employé: Provided, That pay- 
ments of prize money shall be regarded as income from salaries, and the tax 
thereon shall be adjusted and collected in like manner: And pr led fur- 
ther, That in case it should become necessary for showing the true receipts 
of the Government under the operations of this section upon th: oks of 
the Treasury Department, the requisite amount may be carr f 1 unap- 


propriated moneys in the Treasury to the credit of said acco nt 
and to insert: 
Said employé shall pay thereon, subject to th 
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for, the tax of 2 per cent on the excess of his salary over 84,000: Provided, 


That salaries due to State, county, or municipal officers shall be exempt 
from the income tax herein levied. 

So as to read: 

Every corporation which pays to any employé a salary or compensation 
exceeding 84.000 per annum shall report the same to the collector or deputy 
collector of his district, and said employé shall pay thereon, subject to the 
exemptions herein provided for, the tax of 2 per cent on the excess of his 
salary over $!,000: Provided, That salaries due to State, county, or munici- 
pa! oificers shall be exempt from the income tax herein levied. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I was called from the Chamber a few min- 
utes ago and was notaware that section 59 had been disposed of. 
I desire to offer an amenament to that section, which I hope 
the Senator from Missouri will allow me to offer now, as I do 
not intend to discuss it at all, but simply wish to point out what I 
think is a defect inthe language. I wish to move to strike out, 
on page 188, the matter contained in line 12 to line 17, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senater from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 59, page 188, strike out: 

The net profits or income of all corporations, companies, or associations 
shall include the amounts paid to shareholders and bondholders or holders 
of certificates of indebtedness of any kind, or carried to the account of any 
fund, or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other expendi- 
ture or investment representing the net annual profits made or acquired by 
said corporations, companies, or associations. 


Mr. ALDR&#CH. The reason why I desire to have this action 
taken is because I think the question of net profits and income 
is sufficiently covered by the language which has been used by 
the committee in the preceding part of this section. If it is 
allowed to stay in the form in which it now is, after having been 
amended by the committee, it will certainly be liable to mis- 
construction. The language used, the Senator from Missouri 
will notice, is: 

The net profits or income of all corporations, * * * shall include the 
amounts * * * used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other 
expenditure or investment representing the net annual profits made or ac- 
quired by said corporations. 

Now, the expense of the construction of the plant can net rep- 
resent the actual profits of a corporation in any sense, and other 
exp nditures can not represent the annual profits of a corpora- 
tion. One is an income, the other is an expenditure. A manu- 
facturing company might expend a half million dollars for 
the construction of anew mill. Under the provisions of this 

maragraplf as it stands it will be required to pay 2 per cent upon 
t, although it might be built with new capital. 

It seems to me that the language used by the committee in 
the first part of the section, defining what are net profits and 
what is the net income of a corporation, sufficiently guards the 
Government in the collection of these taxes. Certainly if the 
language [ have pointed out is allowed to remain in the bill it 
will give rise, according to my notion, to a great amount of liti- 
gation; and it must be nugatory, as no court would ever hold 
that money used for construction or for enlargement of plant is 
necessarily a part of the net profits of a corporation. 

Mr. VEST. Itseems to me the Senator from Rhode Island 
is: mistaken in regard to his contention. Suppose that a corpo- 
ration, after paying all its ones and business expenses and 
what is due to its shareholders, invests its surplus over and 
above these amounts inthe improvement of its plant, or carries 
it to a surplus fund, or uses any of the various modes which cor- 
porations employ for the purpose of entering upon their books 
the amount of net profits, ought not that to be included and 
taxed? AsI understand the view of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, it is that nothing except money should be taxed; that 
as soon as they make their profit and change the form of it, 
then itis not subject to taxation. Our object was to make it 
subject to taxation and to put it beyond any doubt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Any construction which was paid for from 
net earnings should undoubtedly be taxed, but this section does 
not provide that construction from net earnings shall be taxed. 
It says all amounts used for construction. 

Mr. VEST. It does so provide, if the Senator will read it as 
carefully as he has assumed to read it: 

Or used for construction, enlargement of plant, or any other expenditure 
or investment representing the net annual profits. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But all those are in the alternative. 

Mr. VEST. Of course they are in the alternative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘or” is used in every case. It is 
money used for the construction or enlargement of plant, or 
any other expenditure or investment. Those are alternative 
propositions. 

Mr. VEST. 
be that way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot see how the Senator can say that, 
because the construction of plant, unless it was paid from the 
net profits, certainly should not be taxed. 

Mr. VEST. Itis paid from the net profits, for it represeats 
the net profits. 


Of course it is in the alternative, and it ought to 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
object to it. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis the meaning of it, unquestionably. It 
can not be any plainer. Here is the language, and it seems to 
me it is past all argument: 

The net profits or income of all corporations, companies, or associations 
shall include the amount paid to shareholders and—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will consent to 
have the word ‘‘representing” in the sixteenth line changed 
to ‘‘ paid from,” it will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to that; but if the Senator 
will permit me to go on, he will sec, as everyone eélse doses, that 
there can be but one construction given to it. 

In the first place it says, ‘‘the amounts paid to sharehold- 
ers.” There can not be any doubt about that. Then it says, 
‘‘or carried to the account of any fund, or used for construction, 
enlargement of plant, or any other expenditure or investment 
representing the net annual profits.” Now, as a matter of 
— it can not represent the profits unless it comes out of 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be perfectly content if the Senator 
will insert the words “‘ paid from.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to saying ‘‘ paid from.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 59, page 188, line 16, strike out 
‘* representing ” and insert ‘‘ paid from.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, theamendment 
will be agreed to. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee in section 62, which has been 
read, 

Mr. PEFFER. 


If it were paid from net profits I should not 


I wish to propose an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment. On page 190, line 19, section 62, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” I move to strike out the proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the committee amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 62, page 190, line 19, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” strike out the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That salaries due to State, county, or municipal officers shall 
be exempt from the income tax herein levied. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the committee amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to an omission to allow the corporations to deduct 
State, county, or municipal taxes. Ought not that to be done? 

Mr. VEST. If there isany doubt in regard tothe meaning of 
the words ‘‘ business expenses and operating expenses’ I have 
no objection to such an amendment. My idea was that it would 
be absolutely necessary for themin order to operate to pay their 
taxes, because that is a first lien upon them—— 

Mr. HILL. Hardly a first lien. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I included taxes and insurance, etc., in the 
amendment which I offered as a new proviso. If you include 
taxes you should also include insurance, unless you rely wholly 
on the phrase ‘‘ business expenses ” to cover all these. 

Mr. VEST. I supposed it was covered by that phrase. 

Mr. ALLISON. You ought to insert more than simply taxes. 

Mr. HILL. I should very much doubt, allow me to suggest, 
whether operating and business expenses would include insur- 
ance paid, and yet it might. I think it ought to be made ex- 
plicit. I merely suggest the point to the Senator from Missouri. 
It seems to be intended that insurance should be included as a 
part of the expenses, and that State, county, municipal, or town 
taxes should also be inserted. He can frame it in his own way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The provision exists as to individuals at 
the bottom of page 172. 

Mr. HILL. Individuals, of course, are allowed to deduct their 
taxes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly it ought to be expressed as tc 
corporations. Otherwise the expression in one place will be 
construed to be an exclusion in the other place. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not propose at this time to submit any 
amendment to section 62, but I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to what seems tome tobe aninconsistency. Perhaps 
before the bill comes to the Senate this matter may be consid- 
ered by the committee. I should like to have the attention of 
the committee or some member of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. [am listening to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to propose any amendment to 
section 62 now, but I want to state what seems to me to be an in- 
consistency. in section 54 all gains and income of everybody, 
derived from any kind of property, rents, dividends, or salaries, 
or from any profession, trade, employment, or vocation carried 
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on in the United States or elsewhere, or from any other source 
whatever, are subject to the tax. Now, when we come to sec- 
tion 62 it provides that as to the salaries of Government officers 
or officials, including Senators and Representatives, the tax of 
2 per cent shall be taken out by the Government. Where the 
individual renders an account he gets certain deductions for in- 
terest and other things which he pays during the year, but ap- 
parently there are no deductions to be made from $4,000 of sal- 
ary derived from the Government. All the income above $4,000 
is to be taxed. 

Now, take the case of a Senator. 
together too great, but suppose a Senator has simply an income 
of $5,000 and has payments to make in the way of interest. He 
must pay the tax on $1,000, or the Government is to deduct it on 
the $1,000 of his salary exceeding $4,000, and he can get no de- 
duction as an individual. 

Mr. ALLISON. He may havea tax on his home, if he owns 
one. 

Mr.PLATT. There may be taxes on his homestead, or, if he 
has a house, which brings him no rent and there is a mortgage 
upon it, the individual may deduct the interest. The point is 
that a Government official, under section 62, can get no deduc- 
tion whatever for any of the matters which are specified in sec- 
tion 55. 

Then, when it comes to salaries of persons employed by cor- 
porations, they seem to be treated differently. 
must report the amount of salary to the collector, and then the 


employé must pay tax thereon subject to the exemptions as | 
| ‘é 2 e 
| insert ‘‘ collector or a; so as to read: 


herein provided for. So in such salaries the persons receiving 
them get the exemption, and in the case of Government sala- 
ries there is no exemption allowed. I simply call attention to 
it now, so that it may be considered before the bill comes into 
the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. This is a copy of the old law of 1864. The only 
change we made was in regard to the payment of the tax by em- 
ployés of corporations. We put them upon the same footing 
with other individuals. If the Senator asks me why these ex- 
emptions are not applied to members of Congress and United 
States officers, I can only answer him that I suppose it was done 
in the old law and the House of Representatives followed it be- 
cause of the certainty of the payment, the honor attached to the 
position, and the difficulty of finding a way in which to fix the 
exemption. The Government officer who collects the tax would 
have to make the exemption or else rely upon the statement 
made by the party who paid the tax. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course, there is no difficulty in finding the 
Government official and compelling him to render his own in- 
come account. Everybody who receives a salary from the Gov- 
ernment would be known, and if that person were treated like 
everybody else, obliged to include the salary in his income ac- 
count, there could be no question that the income tax would be 
paid. I am not particular about it, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to section 62. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SEc. 63. That sections 3167, 3172, 3173, and 3176 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended are hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Sec, 3167. That if any collector or deputy collector, or other officer or in- 
ternal-revenue agent acting under the authority of any revenue law of the 
United States, divulges to any party, or makes known in any other manner 
than may be provided by law, the operations, style of work, or on of 
any manufacturer or producer visited by him in the discharge of his official 
duties, or the amount or source of income, profits, losses, expenditures, or 
any information obtained by him in the discharge of such duties, he shall 
be subject to a fine of not exceeding $1,000, or to be imprisoned for not ex- 
ceeding one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, or shall be dismissed 
from office and be forever thereafter incapable of holding any office under 
the Government.”’ 

‘SEC. 3172. Thatevery collector shall, from time to time, cause his deputies 
to proceed through every part of his district and inquire after and concern- 
ing all persons therein who are liable to pay any internal-revenue tax, and 
all persons owning or having the care and management of anyjobjects liable 
to pay any tax, and tomake a list of.such persons and enumerate said objects. 

“ Sxo. 3173. That it shall be the duty of any pay partnership, firm, as- 
sociation, or corporation, made liable to any duty, special tax, or other tax 
imposed by law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a special tax, 
on or before the 3ist day of July in each year, in case of income tax on or 
before the Ist day of March in each year, and in other cases before the day 
on which the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, verified by oath or af- 
firmation, to the deputy collector of the district where located, of the arti- 
cles or objects, including the amount of annual income, charged with a duty 
or tax, the quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise made or sold, and 
charged with a tax, the several rate3 and aggregate amount, according to 
the forms and regulations to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, for which such 
Berea, partnership, firm, association, or corporation is liable: Provided, 

hatif any person liable to pay any duty or tax, or owing, possessing, or 
having the care or management of property, goods, wares, and merchandise, 
articles or objects liable to pay any duty, tax, or license, shall fail to make 
and exhjbit a list or return required by law, but shall consent to disclose 
the particulars of any and all the property, goods, wares, and merchandise, 
articles and objects liable to pay any duty or tax, or any business or occu- 





The corporation | 


I think the exemption is al- | 








pation liable to pay any tax as aforesaid, then, and in that case, it shall be 
the duty of the deputy collector to make such list or return, which, being 
distinctly read, consented to, and signed and verified by oath or affirmation by 
the person so owning, possessing, or having the care and management as 
aforesaid, may be received as the listofsuch person: Provided further, Thatin 
case no annual list orreturnhas been rendered by such person to the deputy 
collector as required by law, and the person shall be absent from his or her 
residence or place of business at the time adeputy collector shall call for the 
annual list or return, it shall be the duty of such deputy collector to leave 
at such place of residence or business. with some one of suitable age and 
discretion. if such be present, otherwise to deposit in the nearest post-office 
a note or memorandum addressed to such person, requiring him or her to 
render to such deputy collector the list or return required by law, within 
ten days from the date of such note or memorandum, verified by oath or 
affirmation. And if any person on being notified or required as aforesaid 
shall refuse or neglect to render such list or return within the time re- 
quired as aforesaid or whenever any person who is required to deliver a 
monthly or other return of objects subject to tax fails to do so at the time 
required, or delivers any return which, in the opinion of the collector, is 
false or fraudulent, or contains any undervaluation or understatement, it 
shall be lawful for the collector to summon such person, or any other per- 
son having possession, custody, or care of books of account containing en- 
tries relating to the business of such person, or any other person he may 
deem proper, toappear before him and produce such books, at a time and 
place named in the summons, and to give testimony or answer interroga- 
tories, under oath, respecting any objects liable to tax or the returns thereof. 
The collector may summon any person residing or found within the State 
in which his district lies; and when the person intended to be summoned 
does not reside and can not be found within such State, he mayenter any col- 
lection district where such person may be found, and there make the ex- 
amination herein authorized. And to thisend he may there exercise all the 
authority which he might lawfully exercise in the district for which he was 
commissioned. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 192, line 3, after the word “‘ first,” to strike out ‘‘ day” 
and insert ‘‘ Monday,” and in line 5, before the word ‘* deputy ” to 


SEc, 3173, That it shall be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, asso- 
ciation, or corporation, made liable to any duty, special tax, or other tax 


| imposed by law, when not otherwise provided for, in case of a special tax, 


on or before the 3lst day of July in each year, in case of income tax on or 
before the first Monday of March in each year, and in other cases before the 
day on which the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, verified by oath or 
— to the collector or a deputy collector of the district where 
ocated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 192, line 23, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to insert 
‘collector or;” on page 193, line 4, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to 
insert ‘‘ collector or;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘ time,” to insert 
**the collector or;” in line 12, before the word ‘‘ deputy,” to in- 
sert ‘‘collector or;” so as to read: 


It shall be the duty of the collector or deputy collector to make snch list 
or return, which, being distinctly read, consented to, and signed and verified 
by oath or affirmation by the person so owning, possessing, or having the 
care and management as aforesaid, may be received as thelist of such person: 
Provided further, That in case no annual list or return has been rendered by 
such person to the collector or deputy collector as required by law, and the 
person shall be absent from his or her residence or place of business at the 
time the collector or a deputy collector shall cali for the annual list or 
return, it shall be the duty of such collector or deputy collector to leave at 
such a of residence or business, with someone of suitable ageand discre- 
tion, if such be present, otherwise to deposit in the nearest post-office a note 
or memorandum addressed to such person, requiring him or her to render 
to such collector or deputy collector the list or return required by law, 
within ten days from the date of such note or memorandum, verified by oath 
or affirmation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see really why it is necessary to 
reénact section 3173. I take it that that section would apply to 
the income tax without inserting the word ‘‘ income ” where it 
occurs on page 192. This section is one which was incorpo- 
rated in the law of 1864 at a time when a manufacturers’ tax, so 
called, and a transportation tax, ora tax upon gross earnings 
was imposed, and every provision relates really to taxes which 
were then in force and have been since repealed. I see no real 
objection to it, although it seems to me to be rather awkward to 
carry into the proposed law a long section which applies to lists 
and returns for manufacturers and transportation companies 
respecting matters which are not at all embodied in the pro- 
posed act, though I make no point in respect to it. 

Mr. GRAY. The income tax is only incidental. 

Mr. ALLISON. The income tax is merely inserted as an in- 
cidental matter. It has the appearance of making a rigid stat- 
ute here respecting a matter which requires nothing of the kind. 

Mr. VEST. It is absolutely necessary to change some of the 
dates. If the Senator will look at line 3, page 192, he will see 
that the date there in regard to the income tax had to be in- 
serted, the Ist day of March. Wecould not allow the old stat- 
ute to stand unless we made a new enactment. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue suggested this, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and we thought it was the easiest 
and best way to put the whole law together. 

Mr. ALLISON. The criticism I make is that we are carry- 
ing into a new law an old statute which was made for an entirely 
different purpose, and which was intended to cover a manufac- 
turers’ tax. On page 192 the following language appears: 

On or before the 3ist day of gy each year, in case of income tax on or 


before the first Monday of March in each year, and in other cases before the 
day on which the taxes accrue, to make a list or return, et«. 
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Then it goes on, and in line 6 says: 

Of the articles or objects, including the amount of annual income— 

There is the second place where “income ” is inserted— 
charged with a duty or tax, the quantity of goods, wares, and merchandise 
mace or s« nd charged with a tax. 


Ir. VEST. It can not possibly do any harm, 

Mr. ALLISON. My point is that by implication it may seem 
that as we impose here an income tax, a deputy collector or a 
collector can go to a merchant or to a small corporation, if you 
please, and insist upon an exposé of all the goods, wares, and 
merchandise sold. In other words, this long section is applica- 
ble to an entirely different measure. In the old law the income 
tax provided for itself,and I think a short section covering this 
matter would be immensely better than to reénact the whole 
section. With due deference to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, if he made this suggestion, I think it was as a way to 
avoid ashort, brief section covering the point intended. Ido 
not propose to move any amendment, but I think it is exceed- 
ingly awkward to be reinserting this whole section in the pro- 
posed law, especially when there are a large number of sections 
of the Revised Statutes which are applicable to the income tax 
that are not inserted here at all. 

Mr. VEST. It can not possibly do any harm. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention is called by the Senator from 
Delawase [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
LOM] to the following language: 

That if any person liable to pay any duty or tax, or owning, possessing, 
or having the care or management of property, goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, articles or objects liable to pay any duty, tax, or license, shall fail to 
make and exhibit a list or return required by law, but shall consent to dis- 


close the particulars of any and all the property, goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise 


In other words, this is a long and complicated section, which 
it seems te me ought to be eliminated from the bill and some 
short, brief section inserted which would cover the question of 
income. That is the criticism I make upon it. I think it is 
misleading, because there is nota thing in it which is applicable 
to income except the date. I make no point upon it, however. 

Mr. VEST. Let the reading of the bill be proceeded with. 

The Secretary continued the reading of section 63, as follows: 


Sxc. 3176. That the collector or any deputy collector in every district shall 
enter into and upon the premises, if it be necessary, of every person therein 
who has taxable property and who refuses or neglects to re: any return 
or list required by law, or who renders a false or frauduient return or list, 
and make, according to the best information which he can obtain, including 
that derived from the evidence elicited by the examination of the collector, 
and on his own view and information, such list or return, according to the 
form prescribed, of the income, property, and objects liable to tax owned or 
possessed or under the care or management of such person, and tie Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall assess the tax thereon, including the 
amount, if any, due for special income or other tax, and in case of any re- 
turn of a false or fraudulent list or valuation intentionally, he shall add 100 
per cent tosuch tax; and in case of a refusal or neglect, except in cases of 
sickness or absence, to make a list or return, or to verify the same as afore- 
said, he shall add 50 per cent to such tax. In case of neglect occasioned by 
sickness or absence as aforesaid the collector may allow such further time 
for making and delivering such list or return as he may deem necessary, 
not exceeding any days. The amount so added to the tax shall be col- 
lected at the same time and in the same manner as the tax unless the neg- 
lect or falsity is discovered after the tax has been paid, in which case the 
amount so added shall be collected in the same manner as the tax; and the 
list or return so made and subscribed by such collector or deputy collector 
shall be held good and sufficient for all legal purposes. 


The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
194, after the figures ‘‘ 3176,” in line 10, to strike out down to 
and including the word ‘‘ who,” in line 13, in the following 
words: 

That the collector or any deputy collector in every district shall enter 
into and upon the premises, if it be necessary, of every person therein who 
has taxable property and who— 

And to insert— 

When any person, corporation, company, or association. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 194, line 15, after the word “or,” to strike out 
*‘who;” in line 17, strike out the word ‘“‘and ” and insert ‘‘ the 
collector or any deputy collector shall;” in line 24, after the 
word ‘‘ person,” to insert ‘‘or corporation, company, or associa- 
tion;” in line 26, after the word ‘‘ assess,” to strike out ‘‘ the tax 
thereon” and insert ‘all taxes not paid by stamps;” on page 
195, line 1, after the word ‘‘ special,” insert ‘‘ tax;” and in line 
17, before the word “‘ good,” to insert “prima facie;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


‘‘ Sno. 3176. When any person, corporation, company. or association re- 
fuses or neglects to render any return or list required by law, or renders a 
false or fraudulent return or list, the collector or any deputy collector shall 
make, according to the best information which he can obtain, including 
thav derived from the evidence elicited by the examination of the collector, 
and on his own view and information, such list or return, according :to the 
form prescribed, of the income, property, and objects ltabie to tax owned or 
possessed or under the care or management of such , or corporation, 
Company or association, and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall 
assess all taxes not paid by stamps, including the amount, if any, due for 
special tax, income or other tax, and in case of any return of a false or 
fraudulent list or valuation intentionally he shall ada 100 per cent to such 





tax; and in caseof arefusal or neglect, except in cases of sickness or absen 
to make a list or return, or to verify the same as aforesaid, he shall add 5) 
per cent to such tax. Incase of neglect occasioned by sickness or absenra 
as aforesaid, the collector may allow such further time for making and do. 
livering such list or return as he may deem necessary, not exceeding thirty 
days. The amount so added to the tax shall be collected at the same tim, 
and in the same manner as the tax unless the neglect or falsity is diseo, 
ered after the tax has been paid, in which case the amount so added sh 
be collected in the same manner as the tax; and the list or return so main 
and subscribed by such collector or deputy collector shall be held prin 
facie good and sufficient for all legal purposes.” at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to section 3176, which makes certain penalti 
applicable to the income tax. This has been taken bodily from 
an old statute relating to distilled spirits. On the top of page 
176 there are penalties provided for. 

To make such list, according to the best information hecan obtain, by the 
examination of such person, or any other evidence, and to add 50 per cent as 
a penalty to the amount of the tax due on such listin all cases of willful neg- 
lect or refusal to make and render a list or return; and in all cases of a wilil- 
fully false or fraudulent list or return having been rendered to add 100 per 
cent as a penalty to the amount of tax ascertained to be due, etc. 

There is a penalty provided. The provision.in section 3176 
provides for an addition. 


In case of any return of a false or fraudulent list or valuation intentio: 
ally, he shall add 100 per cent to such tax; and in case of a refusal or neglect, 
except in cases of sickness or absence, to make a list or return, or to verify 
the same as aforesaid, he shall add 50 per cent to such tax. 

There is a duplication of these penalties in the proposed law. 
This section applied to distilled spirits originally. Ono of the 
amendments just agreed to provides that the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shall assess all taxes not paid by stamps, and 
that makes section 3176 exclude the distillers, it seems to me. 
I have not had time to examine it, but section 3176 applied to 
taxes chiefly upon distilled spirits. Now, there is excluded 
from this the taxes where they are paid by stamps. Ido not 
see why this section of the Revised Statutes should be carried 
in here and create confusion as respects sectious of the Revised 
Statutes which now apply and have applied for many years only 
to taxes upon distilled spirits and tobacco. 

I only call attention to it. I have no amendment to offer. It 
is certainly, however, a most confusing procedure to insert 
anew these provisions of the Revised Statutes merely for the 
purpose of including the income and making necessary the 
amendments which the committee have already added by ex- 
cluding in the section taxes collected from distilled spirits. 

Mr, VEST. Thewords ‘‘all taxes not paid by stamps” form an 
amendment sent to us by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
which he thought absolutely necessary. 

Now, in regard to the provision of section 56, page 174, that 
refers to a specific case. It refers to the persons who have an 
income over $3,500 and not $4,000. It wasthe doubtful and de- 
batable ground between $3,500 and $4,000 which it was deemed 
necessary to cover by that provision, and the penalties which 
are prescribed there, all the enactments in that section, apply 
to that state of case. Section 3176is a different state of case; it 
is in regard to other false and fraudulent returns. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not turn my hand to the provision, but 
the Senator will remember that he changed this morning ono 
provision from 10 per cent a month to 2 per cent a month. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but that is different. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. The provisions respecting penalties run 
through, and now we haveanomnium gatherum provision, 50 per 
cent in one case and 100 per cent in another. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, if it applies to the same thing it ought 
to be changed, but I do not think’ it does, because it specitics 
the case where it applies; that is, where a party has $3,500 in- 
come and not 84,000. The penaliy is provided specifically as to 
that case, but I do not think that conflicts with the provision in 
section 3176. Wecan examine it, however, and if the criticism 
is correct it can be changed. I confess very frankly that these 
provisions were adopted by the House of Representatives and 
revised by the Commissionerof Internal Revenue. A good deal 
of it does notapply to the income tax, as the Senator from Lowa 
says. I deferred largely to the opinion of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, as they are not original propositions, but come from ex- 
isting statutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no complaint of the committee, but 
I merely call attention to the fact that here are modifications of 
existing statutes making them apply to the income tax, and leav- 

out a number of sections of the Revised Statutes which aro 
absolutely necessary to the enforcement of the income tax and 
which are-not included here atall. P 

Mr. VEST. I shall take great pleasure in going over the mat- 
ter with the Senator from Iowa, andif there is any such discrep- 
ancy as he claims we can correct it without any trouble. 

r. ALLISON. Very well; I offer no amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Tho 

reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 
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The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

SEO, 64. That every corporation doing business for profit shall make and 
render to the collector of its collection district, on or before the 10th day of 
the month after that in which any dividends or shares of profit, annuities, 
interest, or cowpons become due and payable, a fullreturn thereof, contain 
ing atrue and faithful account of the amount so due or payable and of tho 
amount of the tax thereon; and to such return there shali be annexed a 
declaration of the president, treasurer, cashier, or other principal officer of 
such corporation, under oath or affirmation, to the effect that the same con- 
tains a true and faithful account of all the amounts so due or payable and 
of the tax thereon, aS aforesaid, such return and declaration thereto an 
nexed to be made in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

65. That every corporation doing business for profit shall make and 
render to the collector of its collection district, on or before the first Mon- 
day of February in every year, beginning with the year 1895, a full return, 
verified by oath oraffiirmation, as provided in the last section, insuch form as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, of all the following 
matters for the whole calendar year last preceding the date of such return: 

First. The gross profits of such corporation, from all kinds of business of 
every name and nature. - P 

Second, The expenses of such corporation, exclusive of interest, annuities, 
and dividends. : 

Third. The net profits of such corporation, without allowance for interest, 
annuities, or dividends. ; 

Fourth. Theamount paid on account of interest, annuities, and dividends, 
Stated separately. ‘ 

Fifth. The amount paid in salaries of $4,000 or less to each person em- 
ployed. 

Sixth. 
ployed. 

The next amendment, of the Committee on Finance was in sec- 
tion 65, page 196, after the word ‘‘ corporation,” in line 6, to in- 
sert ‘company, and association;” in line 12, after the words 
‘* Monday of,” strike out ‘‘ February” and insert ‘‘March;” and 
in line 15, before the words “in such form,” to strike out ‘‘as 
provided in the last séction;” so as to read: 

Sec. 65. That every corporation, company, and association doing business 
for profit shall make and render to the collector of its collection district on 
or before the first Monday of March in every year, beginning with the year 
1895, a full return, verified by oath or affirmation, in such form as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Src 


he amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 


} tain : 
| them, but I shall not move to strike out that provision. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Financo was in sec- | 
tion 65, page 196, line 19, after the word “corporation,” to in- | 
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sert ‘‘company, and association;” in line 22, 
poration,” to insert ‘*company, and association;” in lino 
after the word ‘‘ corporation,” to insert ‘‘ company, and associa- 
tion; so as to read: ‘ 

First. The gross protits of such corporation, company, and association’ 
from all kinds of business of every name and nature. 

Second. The expenses of such corporation, company, and association, ex- 
clusive of interest, annuities, and dividends. 

Third. The net profits of such corporation, company, and 
without allowance for interest, annuities, or dividends. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in 
section 65, page 197, line 8, after the word ‘‘employed” to in- 
sert, ‘and the name and address of eachof such persons and the 
amount paid to each;” so as to read: 

Sixth. The amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
ployed, and the name and address of each of such persons and the amount 
paid to each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that where the 
words “‘company and association” are inserted it should be 
‘company or association.”” I think ‘‘and” must be a mistake. 
Itreads ‘‘such corporation, company, and association.’’ I merely 
make the suggestion. It seems to me it would be better to in- 
sert “or” than ‘‘and.” 

Mr. VEST. Let‘ or” be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in charge of this bill, will not insist upon the amendment 
proposed in the sixth clause of section 65, requiring corpora- 
tions to furnish ‘‘the name and address of each of such persons 
and the amount paid to each.” 

I think that would create confusion and is wholly unnecessary 
in a statute of this kind. Ido not desire to argue it at all, but 
I do not think there is any great necessity for that provision, 
and I should be glad if the Senator in charge of the bill would 
consent to strike out the entire section. 

It has never been in any bill of this character of which I am 
aware atany time. It imposes upon small and large eorpora- 
tions an amount of work which I do not believe will be beneficial 
in any way to the Government. It requires that these state- 
meuts shall be made to the collector of internal revenue in each 
collection district. There will be piled up statements, and the 
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“av, 


association, 


provision does not state what the collector of internal revenue 


after the word ‘‘ cor- | 


| shall do with them, but I suppose they are to be tri 


nsmitted ta 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Mr. HILL. Let me suggest to the Senator, are they 
statements from which the collector is to ascertain the amount 
of the tax? 

Mr. ALLISON. i do not understand them to be so. 
porations have to render an account of their incomes, 
a provision as this has never been in any preceding act. 


ure not the 


ibe cor- 
but such 


Mr. HIL&. I suppose that these are the statements from 
which the collector is to find out the amount of the tax to be 
paid. 


Mr. ALLISON. No; but such statements are made by rail- 
road companies to the Interstate Commerce Commission, so that 
it would not be difficult for railroad companies-to furnish this 
information, and I am told that they have already crowded the 
small space of the Interstate Commerce Commission with these 
statements. 

If such statements are to be made annually to the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, unless we get our building for the 
collection and storage of documents constructed soon, there 
will not be room enough in any of the public buildings to con- 
ll the statements required. I see no necessity for having 
[should 
be glad to know why all this detail is required to be furnished 
to the collector? 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that it is evident why this pro- 
vision is put in the bill. It came from the House of Represent- 
atives in this form, and is one of the most necessary portions of 
the enactment. It is like all excise laws; it is stringent and 
harsh, but it is absolutely necessary that these provisions 
should be inserted here. Every facility should be given to the 
Government and to the Government officials to find out what is 
the actual condition of a corporation so as to collect what is due 
upon the profits. 

[ submit that it is no hardship upona corporation that is doing 
a legitimate business to furnish these statements. Individuals 


| are made to expose what their income is, and they are put under 


penalty unless they doit truthfully and correctly, and why should 
a corporation object to this? It is not made public. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. It is all right, perhaps, under the idea the Sena- 
tor has, to require that corporations should return to the col- 
lector “the amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each 


| person employed and the name and address of each of such per- 


| poration be required, as in the fifth clause, 


sons and the amount paid to each,” to help them discover 
whether that is added to taxable incomes; but why should a cor- 
to return ‘ the 
amount in salaries of $4,000 or less to each person em- 
ployed ” 

That would include in 


more and Ohio, the ] 


nai 
de 
par 


any great corporation like the Balti- 
Pennsylvania, or the New York Central 

tnilroad Company every track laborer and every man who re- 
ceives a monthly stipend, and the corporation would have to re- 
turn this. Jt would accomplish no good whatever, as it seems to 
me. What good would it do to have statements of the amount 
paid in wages to ten or twenty or forty thousand laborers who 
work for thirty or forty dollars a month piled up in the archives 





of the revenue collector’s office? 


| revenue collector’s office ten or 





Mr. VEST. That isa pertinent illustration of the Senator’s 
side of the question. Now, take the other side. Here are em- 
ployés of these corporations who get three thousand, or three 
thousand five hvrdred dollars a year. Why not return them in 
order that the Government officers may see whether that salary. 
is added to the other income so as to make over $1,000. ; 

Besides that, these corporations publish alist of theiremployés, 
the number of men that they have upon their pay rolls, and I 
saw one the other day of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be, but just think of piling up in the 
wenty thousand names of track 
laborers, men who receive thirty or forty dollarsa month. Why 
not make a limit and say, ‘‘ of $2,000” ? 

Mr. VEST. For the very reason that a person might be re- 
ceiving $2,000 or $2,500 from other sources, which, added to the 
salary, would make up $4,000 income. 

Mr.GRAY. Why not, then, require the Senator to return 
the wages of every household servant he has in order to ascer- 
tain whether that stipend, with other sources of income, might 
not be equai to $4,000? That would be justas likely as it would 
be in the case of the track laborer. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator does not get any exemption. 
pays without any exemption. 

Mr. GRAY. No; but why not require the return of the do- 
mestics in the Senator’s house and what wages he pays them, in 
order that the tax collector may find out whether that payment, 
with other sources of revenue, may bring the amount up to a 
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taxable income, which is just as likely in such acase as it would 


be in the case of the track laborer? 

Mr. VEST. Every individual makes his statement in regard 
to the amount of his income, and if the officer believes it false 
or fraudulent he can take steps under this bill to find out what 
is the real truth. If there were any way we could facilitate the 
operations of this law on the part of the officials, without being 
entirely too inquisitorial, I should be in favor of it, because when 
we get into a matter of this kind we want it to be effective and 
to get at the real state of facts in the case. All these corpora- 
tions keep their books, and it will not be a great hardship to 
them to make an exposure of their business, if it is legitimate. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not exposing their business, but the busi- 
ness of ten, twenty, or thirty thousand poor men, who are labor- 
ing fora small stipend, and who it can not be supposed would, 
with their small wages, have other sources of income amount- 
ing in all to $4,000. 

Mr. VEST. 
not see how it would lacerate their feelings in that regard. It 
is merely a question of manual labor on the part of these corpora- 
tions. As to the piling up of these documents, I take it the 
officers of the Government will find room enough for them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that provision has already been made 
in section 49 for these returns, and a penalty imposed if the 
chief officer of the corporation does not make them. The entire 
administration of this law is under such rules and regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make; and it is to be sup- 
posed that he will make such rules and regulations as will se- 
cure honest and correct returns, 

So that, aside from what I regard as unnecessary, here we lay 
down certain things which must be furnished. That is always 
an unwise thing to doin astatute. Where we give to the ad- 
ministrative authority, like the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
power to make rules and regulations and then make these rules 
and regulations part of the statute, as we do here, why shall we 
insist that whatever else is done, these six things must be done? 
I think the entire provision is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, recurring towhat was said by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], in looking at the bill L find 
that, according to its language, itis simply required that these 
corporations shall give the amount paid in salaries, and it is not 
necessary for them to give their pay rolls or the names of em- 
ployés. It is ‘‘the amount paid in salaries of $4,000 or less to 
each person employed.” The fourth clause provides that the 
companies shall return ‘‘ the amount paid on account of interest, 
annuities, and dividends, stated separately.” The sixth clause 
says: 

tee amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person employed, 
and we name and address of each of such persons, and the amount paid to 
each. 

That is as to those receiving salaries of more than $4,000; but 
it does not apply to the others. So it does not go down to the 
laborers, the trackmen, etc. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator may be right as to that. I ask if 
the interpretation he puts upon the language, ‘‘ the amount paid 
in salaries of $4,000 or less to each person employed,” is that 
there is only to be given the amount paid in salaries in cases 
where the salary is $4,000? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. If that be so, that obviates the objection I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What amendment is that, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 65, on page 197, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘employed,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and the name and 
address of each of such persons and the amount paid to each;” 
80 as to read: 

Sixth. The amount paid in salaries of more than $4,000 to each person em- 
ployed, and the name and address of each of such persons and the amount 
paid to each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SeEc. 66. That it shall be the duty of every corporation doing business for 
rofit to keep full, regular, and accurate books of account, upon which all 
ts transactions shall be entered from day to day, in regular order, which 

books shall, at all reasonable times, be open to the inspection of the asses- 
sors and inspectors appointed in pursuance of this act; but such inspec- 
tion shall only be had for the purpose of verifying the returns made by such 
corporations, as in this act provided for. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section in 
line 11, after the word ‘‘ corporation,” by inserting ‘‘ company, 


I do not see how they could object to that. Ido | gion or appointment from the Commissioner of Internal Rey- 
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and association;” and in line 16, after the words ‘ inspection of,” 
to strike out ‘‘ the assessors and inspectors appointed in pursu- 
ance of this act; but such inspection shall only be had for the 
purpose of verifying the returns made by such corporations, as 
| in this act provided for,” and insert, ‘‘any internal-revenue of- 
| ficer or agent;” so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 66. That it shall be the duty of every corporation, company, and as- 


| sociation doing business for profit to keep full, regular, and accurate books 
of account, upon which al) its transactions shall be entered from day to day, 


| in regular order, which books shall, at all reasonable times, be open to the 
| inspection of any internal-revenue officer or agent. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I inquireof the Senators in charge of the 
bill whether they can possibly mean that all the books of every 
corporation in the United States shall be at all reasonable times— 
that means all reasonable hours during the day—open to inspec- 
tion of any internal-revenue officer or agent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what the section says. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That any man who can show a commis- 


enue—— 

Mr. VEST. 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me finish the senience. 

Mr. VEST. Anything now to get a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatbecomes of the part which is proposed 
to be stricken out? 

Mr. VEST. I do not strike it out. I merely propose that 
there shall be stricken out ‘‘any internal-revenue officer or 
agent,” the words printed in italics in line 20, and restore the 
words ‘‘ the assessors and inspectors appointed in pursuance to 
this act; but such inspection shall only be had for the purpose 
of verifying the returns made by such corporations, as in this 
act provided for.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. HILL. I desire, first, to offer an amendment, if the Sen- 
ator will permit me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


In order to save time I will withdraw the amen@d- 


I suppose that would be in order pending 





my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Missouri has 
withdrawn the amendment and restored the words which were 
proposed to be stricken out, as he had a right to do. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not think that helps the bill very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to move tostrike out 
the entire section. 

Mr. HILL. Before that motion is putI desire to amend the 
section, which of course has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. in line 16, I move to strikeout the word ‘‘ times * 
and insert the words ‘‘ hours, between March 1 and August 1 in 
each year.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 66, line 16, after the word ‘‘ rea- 
sonable,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ times,” and insert ‘* hours 
between March 1 and August 1, in each year;” so as to read: 

Which books shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 and August 
i each year, be open to the inspection of the assessors and inspectors, 
etc. 

Mr. HILL. A word of explanation. I do not see any neces — 
sity for ee a constant inspection and surveillance of the 
books of a corporation for the entire year. Ldo not know that 
the power would be abused, but it is a power likely to be abused. 
These taxes are to be imposed about the month of March. In 
the month of March the returns are to ‘be made, and it is proper 
during that — that some authority should have access to 
the books. lam not certain that the internal-revenue officer or 
agent is not a better authority than the various assessors and 
inspectors appointed, these special men. I should prefer to 
have left this as it was originally before the amendment was 
proposed. Some officer might very Leone examine the books 
of acorporation between the Ist of March and the Istof August. 

The reason I fix the Ist of August is, that by the Ist of July 
the taxes are to be paid, and during that month, while they are 
being paid, and possibly before the collector has ascertained the 
correctness of the returns, some officer should have the right 
to inspect the books of the corporation; bet there is no occasion 
for having the authority the year round, in my judgment. Dur- 
ing the period when the taxes are assessed and are paid, I think 
there is a necessity for it; but I submit to the good sense of the 
Senator from Missouri whether an amendment would not be ac- 
ceptable limiting it to five months in the year, from March to 
August, in which some official may have complete authority at 
all reasonable hours to examine the books of the corporation. 
For the remainder of the year it seems to me that corpora- 
tions ought to be exempt from such inspection. The amend-, 
ment makes the bill less inquisitorial, and itseems to me to pers 
fect it. 
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The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy] suggests to me that 
there ought to be some days in the year when one should be re- 
lieved from the inspection of the taxgatherer, State, Federal, 
county, or any other, and have a few days of peace. In that in- 
terest I appeal to the Senator from Missouri to allow the amend- 
ment to be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Except in excise laws such provisions could not 
be defended, I grant you; but this is an extraordinary enact- 
ment, and I can not see where there will be any great danger of 
any violation of private rights. 

Of course these corporations keep their accounts anyhow, and 
itis not to be presumed that the officers of the Government 
would hurassthem from day to day or week toweek. This law, 
I take it, will be honestly and fairly administered, and I do not 
think that public sentiment would permit such an administra- 
tion of it as to inflict upon any citizen the outrages which seem 
to be anticipated. Ido not think there is a great deal in the 
question; but I think the bill as it came to us from the House of 
Representatives is substantially correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. This section is evidently taken from the law 
in reference to distilled spirits, and that relating to manufac- 
tures at a time when we taxed every person who produced any- 
thing, and therefore it was deemed a necessary thing to exam- 
ine the books of those people to see what they were producing 
and whether they made correct returns. 

To show the accuracy with which this section has been framed, 
I call attention to the fact that in line 17 it is stated that these 
books shall ‘‘ be open to the inspection of the assessors and in- 
spectors appointed in pursuance to this act.” 

We have had no assessors since 1870, and there is not a pro- 
vision of law on_our statute books which authorizes the ap- 
pointment of such an officer as an assessor or an inspector. I 
do not know but that there are some persons who are called in- 
spectors, who receive $3 or $4aday. So this section has been 
taken bodily by someone from an old statute and applied to 
an entirely different use. Merely for the purpose of verifying 
the return of the income of a corporation of 2 per cent we are 
to have assessors, if the Senator withdraws his amendment. 
Assessors are officers who were provided for in the original act 
of 1862, but the office was abolished in 1870, and there are no 
such officers now. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment of the committee, then, ought 
to have stood 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Iam only calling attention to 
the accuracy and care with which this provision has been pro- 
posed. 

Now, merely for the purpose of getting 2 per cent and verify- 
ing the return of the corporation, an officer, without defining 
him—he may not be a responsible officer; I should not object to 
the local collector making this investigation, who would be a re- 
sponsible officer in the neighborhood, or even adeputy collector— 
roving people, assessors and inspectors, whoare unknown to the 
law, and who must be created if this provision stands, are to be 
allowed to go into the office of any business corporation and 
inspect their books and papers. 

Not only that, but this section requires that corporations shall 
keep from day to day accurate books and enter in them the 
transactions of each day. That was applied heretofore to dis- 
tilled spirits alone, and the manufacturer of distilled spirits was 
required to enter from day to day the amount of corn, or rye, or 
malt, in order to verify the amount of distilled spirits produced 
from day today. That provision has been injected into this 
section from an old law, and assessors and inspectors are pro- 
vided for. 

I would be glad to have the wholesection struck out; but if it 
is not, I think we ought toamend it by requiring the books to be 
kept in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may pro- 
vide, in order that we may know that the books are accurate 

rom day to day. 

Of course, in stating that the books ought to be under the 
surveillance of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, I only made the state- 
ment to show the absurdity of it. I donot see how it is possible 
to comply with this section, nor do I see any necessity for it. 1 
hope the Senator from Missouri will consent, at least for the 
present, to have the words striken out which the committee 
proposed to strike out. 

Mr. VEST. Imove, beginning in line 16, section 66, on page 
197, after the words ‘inspection of,” to strike out the words 

the assessors and inspectors appointed in pursuance to this 
act; but such inspection shall only be had for the purpose of 
verifying the returns made by such corporations, as in this 
act provided for,” and insert ‘‘the collector of internal revenue 
or any deputy collector for the district in which said corpora- 
tion, company, or association is located and doing business.” 








Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there are many provisions in 
the pending bill which should secure for it the emphatic con- 
demnation of the American people; but there is no one para- 
graph or section in the entire measure which is so outrageous 
in its character as that now under consideration. There is no 
free people on the face of the earth who would submit to the in- 
dignities proposed to be imposed upon the free citizens of the 
United States by this paragraph. There is no government in 
existence, monarchical or other, that would ever dare to enact 
provisions of this nature controlling the business of its people. 
In no act which has passed the American Congress, or any other, 
has there been found any provision analogous to this. 

This section proposes to open all the books of every corpora- 
tion doing business in the United States toan unnumbered army 
of revenue agents. If places were offered for sale an applicant 
could afford to pay any amount of money to be selected for the 
position of making these examinations. Thesecrets of the busi- 
ness of every corporation in the United States are practically to 
be made known to competitors or made public by this provision, 
Nearly every corporation engaged in manufacturing has some 
secret method or formula which constitutes, perhaps, the great 
value of the business itself, and these are to be turned over to 
the tender mercies of poorly paid revenue agents. 

If a manshould happen to be elected President of the United 
States who was desirous of perpetuating his administration in- 
definitely, he could have no instrument so powerful as that 
which is placed in his hands by the terms of the section now 
under consideration. He could send his chosen agents into the 
countingroom of every corporation in the United States to ex- 
amine the secret books and papers and to demand tribute or 
support. 

it is true that another section forbids revenue agents to dis- 
close business secrets, but that prohibition is valueless. The 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided that the Con- 
gress has no right to give to Government officers the right to 
seize and examine the private books and papers of a citizen of 
the United States except upon the order of some court of com- 
petent jurisdiction in some criminal proceeding. In the face of 
this decision, and in violation of the spirit of our Government, 
this provision is inserted in this bill. 

You have provided in another part of the bill that if a person 
or corporation with a taxable income does not make a return to 
the collector of internal revenue, or to the proper officer of the 
Government, or makes a return that is not satisfactory to this 
officer, then the officer fixes the income, or the supposed in- 
come, of the person or corporation neglecting to make the re- 
turn, and a penalty of 100 per cent is added to the tax thus as- 
sessed. 

There is no reason, therefore, why the private accounts and 
books of all corporations and associations should be opened to 
an indefinite number of revenue agents which some irrespon- 
sible man in Washington may send on a roving commission 
throughout the country. Has it come to this, that he must not 
only submit to a war tax upon incomes but consent to the adop- 
tion of these odious inquisitorial provisions that should never 
be tolerated by any free people and which no free people have 
ever submitted to? The acts of 1862 and.1864, passed in the time 
of war, contained no provisions analogous to this. If it was not 
necessary in the time of our country’s peril to submit the Amer- 
ican people to these indignities, why in a time of peace are we 
called upon to vote for these provisions? 

I should be glad if any Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, belonging to a party which has always pretended to be in 
favor of maintaining intact the liberties of the American peo- 
ple, would arise in his place and defend this proposition if he 


can. The Senator from Delaware [Mr.GRAY] expresses his dis- 
sent. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from New York is not to 
respond to my suggestion. 

Mr. HILL. I am not authorized to respond for this side of 
the Chamber; that is true. Perhaps I need not state that, as it 
is already evident. I was, however, simply going to suggest 
that the theory of the bill seems to be to extend to all sorts of 
business throughout the country provisions which heretofore 
have been confined to the whisky business. That is the theory 
of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But similar provisions have been applied to 
the whisky business only as to the amount and character of the 
materials used and what disposition was made of them. The 
booksand private accounts of distillers or of wholesale liquor deal- 
ers have never been by any provision of law open to the inspec- 
tion of officers of the Government, and never should be. It will 


damn any political party forever that is responsible for this leg- 
islation, and it ought to. 
Mr. HOAR. I want to call the Senator’s attention to a broad 
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distinction of principle. ‘The supervision of the businegs of dis- 
tilling is the supervision of a business always regulated by law 
or prohibited by law in many cases. It is the condition upon 
which a man carries on his business, just as the regulations re- 


garding the importations of merchandise. A man is at liberty 
to import merchandise or not, on condition of paying the duty 
according to law, and no government, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island |Mr. ALDRICH] says, ever undertook to say that its of- 


ficers should have the right to enter the premises of individuals | 


or corporations and seize their books and papers. It is a most 
odious, tyrannical, and unprecedented proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suppose there is no doubt 
that under the war taxes of 1862 and 1864 the Government offi- 
cers were given the right to inspect the books of corporations 
and of individuals for the purpose of ascertaining whether their 
returns were correct or not; but 1 think history may be searched 
in vain for a legislative provision declaring that every corpora- 
tion shall keep books ina particular manner. If the Senator 
from Missouri can point to any such provision I should like to 
see it. 

Senators are to bear in mind that all these corporations are 
State corporations; that, they are corporations created by the 
laws of the several States—the whole of them. There will not 
be one of them created by national law; and I call the especial 
attentiomof the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is a 
State-rights man, to the proposition that here is a provision by 
which, without exception—it excepts no corporation which does 
business for profit, however large or however small—the Na- 
tional Government comes in and says that every corporation 
which does business for profit in the State of Delaware shall 
keep full, regular, and accurate books of account, upon which 
all its transactions shall be entered from day to day in regular 
order. 

Did anyone ever before hear of a national law of that kind ap- 
plicable to every corporation in every Stateof the Union? Sen- 
ators on the other side, if they were in the frame of mind they 
ordinarily have been when the Republicans have beenin power 
inthis country, would denounce that clause as an infamous in- 
vasion of State rights. Hereisaaprovision requiring the keep- 
ing of books in a particular way, and that requirement is made 
a provision of national law, and is put upon every little State 
corporation, so that a Federal officer can march into into tne of- 
fice of that corporation and say: ‘‘ Here, you are bound by this 
Federal law to keep your books in a particular way; I demand 
that you shall keep them in that way, so that if, forsooth, you 
may makea return of your income under this Federal law, we 
may look at the books in order to see whether your return is 
correct.”’ 

[ say, Mr. President, although there has been a provision 
that books may be examined, there never was seen such a pro- 
vision as this from the dawn of creation down to this hour, 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion I was going to make was: that 
under the terms of the pending bill, as it nowstands, the income 
is to be collected for the year 1894, during six or seven months of 
which period thereare to be no books of account whatever kept; 
and the Government expects to realize its full amount of reve- 
nue from these corporations from January last until the time 
that this proposed luw goes into effect. The income is to be 
paid according to the termsof the bill, because it is retroactive, 
and of course the corporations can not keep books nunc pro tunc; 
they can not make these books up to order; and if they can prop- 
erly collect revenue from the Ist of January last until this bill 
goes into operation, they can: collect the revenue for the bal- 
ance of the year without those books. 

Mr. CHANDLER. WhattheSenator says is true, but itseems 
to me there is no penalty for not keeping the books. The bill 
simply says that it shall be the duty of the corporation to keep 
the books. 

Mr. HILL. Is there not some general statute—I am not fa- 
miliar enough with federal law to know—that where a duty is 
imposed by a statute, a failure to perform that duty constitutes 
a crime? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may be so, but I have looked this won- 
derfully and fearfully made and amended document through 
within the last half hour, and I can not find any penalty for not 
keeping the books. Butthere it stands, a declaration of national 
law, applicable to every State corporation, and it is the mostex- 
traordinary provision | ever sawin any law. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, onlya word. As is known—and 
if it is not known I wish it to go on record—I am opposed to the 
income-tax feature of this bill. I shall only vote for it because 
itis in this revenue bill, which includes very many provisions 
of which I do approve, and which I am anxious to see become 
the law. That is the only reason that will control my vote:in 
favor of the income-tax provision of this bill. 

It would have been better, I think, and fairer to all concerned, 
not to have put that sort of pressure upon these who are in fa- 
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vor of revenue reform, but have introduced this measure as ; 
separate bill, and allowed it to be discussed upon its merits. I 
do not believe in this way of putting a ‘‘ cinch,” as they say ou: 
in the State of the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PEFFER], I believe 
on a man when he is trying to perform honestly his public duty. 

But, Mr. President, my intention to vote for the bill wif} 
this provision in it, if it is not voted out, can not compel me { 
vote for a measure so absolutely violative of the instinets , 
American freemen as, in my opinion, is this last section which 
has just been read. 

Mr. President, if I understand the object of free gove: 
ments at all, they were instituted to secure to the individual the 
greatest amount of liberty consistent with public safety and 
with the rights of his fellows, and all the burdens imposed 
taxation, all the civic duties that come to a man asa member 
of society, are limited by the necessity for their performance and 
the necessity of enduring the burden imposed. 

No tax is good for itself; no tax in a free government was eve 
imposed for the sake of imposing a tax; and yet here is a tax 
attached to this bill, accompanied with administrative featur 
which seem to have no other reasonable purpose except to 
harass, annoy, irritate, and exasperate free American citizens, 
who live under the zegis and protection of our institutions, with 
the same guaranty of security that the poorest farmer on the 
Western plains has. 

Mr. President, equality before the law is the absolute neces- 
sity, the safeguard of free institutions—equality for the rich as 
well as for the poor, equality for those who have enterprise and 
industry and thrift, as well as for those who possess none of 
these qualities. 

I recollect that by one of the first amendments to the Consti 
tution of the United States our fathers, imbued with the prin- 
ciples of individual liberty and the desire to protect the rights 
of the individual, incorporated in that sacred instrument a pro- 
vision that the right of the people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and 
seizures should not be violated. 

It was thought aright great enough and dear enough to be 
protected by a special amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; and I hold itno less important now than it was 
one hundred years ago. It was a blood-bought right. Brave 
men gave up their lives to secure that right among others, and 
I am not here to surrender it now upon any demand or upon any 
pretext, however specious or however plausible it may be. 

There is no necessity for this harsh provision—none whatever. 
It seems to have been put in here for the sake, as I said, of 
directing the fulminations of this law against a class of our fel- 
low-citizens. 

What are corporations? They are aggregations of individ- 
uals: Whoare the officers of corporations? They are your fel- 
low-citizens, your peers,and yourequals. Why do corporations 
exist? Not for the purpose of the intangible, invisible, and 
artificial being that the law contsmplates for certain pur- 
poses. They exist for their stockholders, for the men and the 
women, the widows and the orphans, who have the right to 
participate in that mode of human enterprise and in that mode 
of carrying on the businessof life. Why should these aggrega- 
tions of individuals be attacked in their property or in their 
rights by a method of taxation that we do not dare to apply to 
the individual when separated from these artificial existences? 

Mr. President, I hope, as this provision is absolutely unneces- 
sary, as it isdrawnfrom a lawintended for another purpose, as 
it is not just, asit is outof joint, as itis incongruous, as it does not 
contain apt language, that it may at least be omitted from this 
category of provisions that in so many other respects are more 
than harsh enough. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can notaccount for this extraor- 
dinary eruption of vivid eloquence upon any other ground ex- 
cept that itis near the approach of our national anniversary, 
when the American eagle is presumed to scream at his loudest 
and his best. 

I was not aware, Mr. President, that we were invading sacred 
rights of the citizen, that we were indulging in unreasonable 
search and seizure, and that the ghosts of our Revolutionary 
sires were to be invoked again to stalk through these Halls to 
affright us at what we were doing. 

This alliance between the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], and the Senator from New York [Mr-HILu], and the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], supplemented by the Sera- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], would certainly 
frighten aman much bolderthan I. Therefore I approach this 
vast and stupendous pile of oratory with much trepidation upon 
this warm afternoon. Ls ane 

Why; Mr. President, even the commercial instincts of the 
Senator from Rhode Island have been stirred; his mercantile 
conscience is lacerated and torn; his silken and velvety percep- 
tions, ordinarily devoted to duties upon imports and to details 
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of manufacturing, have been all swept away before a fervid gush 
of American patriotism, the like of whichI have not heard since 
[ was a boy. [Laughter.] 9 ; 

[ am astounded at the result of this simple enactment in this 
bill, and I am more astonished, considering the fact that day 
after day the officers of the Federal Government go into the 
national banks whenever they please, under order of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, and examine every book and every 
paper without protest or question. — , 

Mr. HILL. Not for the purpose of collecting a tax. 

Mr. VEST. For the purpose of seeing how the accounts of 
that bank stand. and collecting a tax, too. 

Mr. HOAR. They are public institutions. 

Mr. VEST. The banks are put under espionage from day to 
day: and where are these orators who now tear passion into 
tatters and pierce this warm and moisty atmosphere with their 
epithets and adjurations? Cie 

Mr. Pesident, in the McKinley act there were provisions 
harsher than even this, but in different form, where for the 
slightest violation of law whole casks and cargoes and bales of 
merchandise were appropriated, taken from private citizens, 
withouttrial, sold,and the proceeds putintothe Treasury. The 
Senator from Rhode Island, in the interest of that legislation, 
not only voted for that bill, but added his arguments and his 
eloquence to its passage. : 

L repeat, that | did not suspect that I was perpetrating this 
great outrage upon anybody by adopting this enactment as it 
came from the House of Representatives. I was simple enough 
to believe thata corporation that was honestly conducting its 
business would have no objection to its books being examined; 
[ was innocent enough to think that every corporation fairly and 
honestly conducted upon business methods, would enter its trans- 
actions from day to day: and I am innocentenough to believe so 
now, and that if the business of that corporation is fairly con- 
ducted it would not object to its books being examined by an 
officer of the Government, the collector of the district, for in- 
stance, in order to see what was the conditionof its affairsand how 
much it honestly owed under this tax law to the Government of 
the United States. 

Unreasonable search and seizure! What is unreasonable? 
There is not a State in this Union in which similar provisions 
are not found in their tax laws; not one in which the citizen is 
not made to submit to personal investigation and made toswear 
and to stand cross-examination, and where his premises even 
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| to make a tariff bill for this country without knowing 
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are entered upon for the purpose of finding the objects of tax- | 


ation under the revenue laws of the respective States. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will aliow me, I can contradict 
that statement for one State. 

Mr. VEST. I have not examined the law of the State of 
Massachusetts, but if it has no provision for enforcing the col- 
lection of taxes, then it is in an anomalous-condition, and one 
which would deprive it of all revenue for the purposes of car- 
rying on the State government. : 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that Massachusetts has no provi- 
sion for the collection of taxes; but that she has no provision 
for examining and searching the books of citizens. 

Mr. VEST. I made no such statement as that this identical 
provision was found there; but I say that similar provisions are 
found in the laws of every State in the Union to coerce people 
to pay taxes. No man pays taxes without reluctance. 

Look at the custom-houses of the country. look at the pro- 
visions of law which have remained on the statute book year 
after year without these outbursts of fervid eloquence, which 
make me open my trunk, give up my personal property to be in- 
spected, and that of my family, and yet the Senator from Dela- 
ware and the Senator from Khode Island are not found here 
tearing passion into tatters over outrages like that. 

There never has been an excise law, and there never can be 
one, susceptible of being carried out without such provisions. 
It is easy enough for Senators to conjure up this phantom of vi- 
olated personal rights by brutal officers invading the counting 
room of a corporation and looking into their books and papers; 
but there are provisions upon the statute book overlooked by 
the Senators, which they do not care to see, which they submit 
to, and which their constituents submit to, and yet they make 
no effort to repeal them, and have no word of denunciation for 
them on this floor. 

No, Mr. President, this sensibility to personal liberty, this 
delicate and refined appreciation of personal rights, comes from 
something else—opposition to this income tax from beginning to 
the end; the determination to tear this bill to pieces, because 
they do not propose, if they can help it, that this enactment 
shall go upon the statute book. 

It is nota matter of life and death, Mr. President, but I shalt 
not submit to this denunciation here, when the Committee on 


Finance of the Senate and the House of Representatives and | or the manager of the corporation might be requil 


| under that law shall make 
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the Treasury Department are ali as innocent of the outrage 
charged upon them as an unborn babe. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri says 
the objection which he heard made to this search and seizure 
of the citizens’ papers reminds him of the Fourth of July ora- 
tions on public liberty that he had heard from his boyhood. Of 

nm J 
heard his speech, I should not think he had ever heard such an 
oration in bis life; I should not think he had ever heard the 
principles of constitutional or civil liberty, or that he had given 
any reflection or study to what they mean. 

Mr. President, does not that Senator see, has he u 





nder aken 
national bank is a public institution, to which is committe 
part of the functions of the Government, for whose excl 
monopoly the functions of State banks have been permitted, so 
far as their circulation is concerned, to be taxed out of exist- 
ence, and that thevisiting of the United States banks by United 
States officers depends on precisely the same principle as an in 

spection of the concerns of the Treasury Department itself? 

Has that Senator undertaken to make a tariff bill without 
knowing that itis well settled that the importation of goods into 
one country from another is to be made on such conditions as 
that country may prescribe, as a matter of course? Therefore, 
if a person voluntarily elect to go abroad, or, being a foreigner, 
to come here from abroad and bring articles of merchandise 
with him, he does it on conditions, to which he is presumed to 
have assented, that that particular merchandise may be exum 
ined and inspected at the port of entry. 

That disposes of the whole of the Senator's argument; and the 
bill remains, as has been stated, but not overstated, by the Sen 
ator from Delaware and the Senator from New York, a bold, 
bare, gross, coarse, and most unnecessary attempt by a govern- 
ment to enter the private premises of a citizen and search his 
private books in direct defiance of the Constitution of the United 
States, which says that such searches and seizures shall not be 
permitted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, [ understood the Senator 
from Missouri to say he would not submit much longer to have 
this bill poundedin debate. ltherefore speak with trepidation, 
but [ have taken occasion to look at the provisions of the law 
of 1864, and I continue to maintain that no provision of this 
kind ever was made before and inserted in any revenue law in 
the United States. There are two provisions inthe law of 1864. 

There is a provision that every person bound to pay a tax 
a return, and there is a provision 
that if the aSsessor of internal revenue is dissatisfied with that 
return he may see the books of account of the person or tho 
corporation; but mark, Mr. President, how carefully the statute 
has protected the individual and the corporation in that case, 
The provision is in section 14 of the act of June 30, 1864: 

It shall be lawful for the assessor to summon such person, his a 
other person having possession, custody, or care of books of account con 
taining entries relating tothe trade or business of such person, or any other 
persons as he may deem proper, to appear before such assessor and produce 
such book, at a time and place therein named, and to give testimony 
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Mr. President, that summons can be issued, and if the person 
summoned refuses to produce his books for inspection, what 
thencan the assessordo? He isobliged to goto a judge ora com- 
missioner and to resort to judicial proceedings to see the books 
of the person who is to be taxed; and he can only do this in ce: 
he has reason to believe the return of the individual is false and 
fraudulent. At every step in the proceeding the individu 
whose private business is to be exhibited is to be protected by 
all the safeguards of the law. 

There is one other provision, and that is that for the purpose 
of ascertaining the correctness of the return an agent of the 
internal-revenue department may examine the books of certain 
Those corporations are corporations which 
are in acertain sense public corporations, being railroad and 
other transportation companies. Ishall read that provision, in 
order that the whole case may be before the Senate. 

In the case of transportation companies, express companies, 
insurance companies, telegraph companies, or persons having 


iso 
] 


po 


the care and management of a circus, theater, opera, or mu- 
seum, it was provided as follows: 
And for the purpose of making such assess 1ent, or of ascertaining the cor- 


rectnessof any such return, the books of Ly such person, firm, company, 
or corporation shall be subject to the inspection of the assessor or assistant 
assessor on his demand or request therefor 

This is section 109 of the act previously quoted. 

That was as far as the legisiators who laid war taxes dared to 
go. They did provide for an inspection of the books of trans- 
portation companies, and they provided that, as to private in- 
dividuals and all private corporations, the books might be called 
for, and, if they were not forthcominz, the owner of the books 
ed to produce 
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them to a commissioner or a judge, and the commissioner or the 
judge would, of course, protect the owner of the books or the 
manager of the company from any unnecessary exhibition of the 
contents of their books. 

That was all that we did in the case of war taxes, and yet in 
this bill we have a provision that every corporation in every 
State shall keep books ina particular way, and that any internal- 
revenue officer at any time, within reasonable hours of the busi- 
ness day, may march into the office of the corporation and in- 
spect all its books and papers. 

I say, Mr. President, that there is no such provision as this 
in any statute which ever was enacted in a time of peace, and no 
provision in any degree resembling it in severity placed in any 
statute enacted in time of war. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise proposition now before the 
Senate, Mr. President? 

Mr.ALDRICH. [rise for the purpose of saying thatit is very 
evident that we can not dispose of this question to-night, and I 
suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that we shall probably 
be able to dispose of it very promptly in the morning. The usual 
hour of adjournment has been reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in response 
to the parliamentary inquiry of the Senator from New York, 


that the pending amendment is the amendment proposed by the | 


Senator from New York. 

Mr. HLLL. Whathas become of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST], which I assume might be called 
the committee’s amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. BERRY. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
was withdrawn, leaving the provision of the bill as it came from 
the House. 

Mr.HILL. TheSenatorfrom Missourioffered another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. Imoved another amendment, to strike out begin- 
ning in line 16 of section 66, on page 197, with the words ‘‘ the 
assessors and inspectors ” and going to the end of the section, and 
inserting in lieu thereof: 


The collector of internal revenue or any deputy collector for the district 
in which said corporation, company, or association is located and doing 
business. 


Mr. HILL. I shouldlike to have the amendment read in full. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York is first in order. His amendment will 
be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, of section 66, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ times” and insert “hours, between March 1 and 
August 1, in each year.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. » The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President,I have listened to what the Sena- 
tor from Missouri said in regard to my amendment. I do not 
refer to the last speech which he made, because he did not then 
speak of the amendment which I offered. I do not intend now 
to detain the Senate with any lengthy remarks upon the general 
ne of this section, or as to the necessity or the propriety 
of it. 

For the purposes of this amendment, I am disposed to recog- 
nize the propriety of some such provision, namely, a provision 
which requires these corporations to keep regular books, that 
all their transactions shal! be entered each day and in regular 
order; but the point of my amendment is, that because acorpora- 
tion is to pay a tax based upon its income for the full year, and 
the corporation is to make a return in March and the taxis be 
paid in July, therefore the company’s books for the whole year 
should be open to the inspection of any collector or deputy col- 
lector of the district. I do not think thatis necessary. 

I have provided by the amendment that they may have this 
right of inspection between the time that the return is to be 
made and the whole month during which the tax is to be paid. 
For five months of the year all the corporations, companies, and 
associations of the United States are to be subject to the super- 
vision and inspection of these collectors and deputy collectors, 
and I submit that is enough. For the remainder of the year 
they should be exempt from it. 

What particular reason can exist during the whole year that 
corporationsshould be subjected tosuchan inspection? Will it 
be claimed that you can not collect the revenue without it? 
Simply because in the collection of tariff where the goods come 
from another country there must be more or less obnoxious fea- 
tures retained is no reason why they should be extended to your 
own citizens, and that every individual in the United States hav- 
ing his money invested in corporations should be subjected, so 
far as the corporation is concerned, to this inquisition and in- 
spection, 
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Concede for the purposes of the argument that in every tariff 
bill and in the collection of all tariff duties there must be more 
or less inquisitorial and harsh features, and that the richt of 
inspection must exist; concede for the purposes of the argument 
that where you have a national bank which is more or less iden- 
tified with the fiscal affairs of your Government, whereby money 
of third parties is deposited in the bank, for the security of the 
public there must be more or less inspection; concede that al] 
these things must be done, because they adhere to the nature of 
the transaction; still, merely because you desire to collect a tax 
from all the corporations in the country, I do not think for the 
whole period of a year they ought to be subjected to this inguisi- 
tion. Five months, it seems to me, are amply sufficient. 

This section provides also that these transactions are to be 
entered from day to day in regular order. The Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. CHANDLER] has suggested the point that 
there is no penalty if these books are not kept exactly in this 
form. I am not quite so certain of that. I am not familiar 
enough with certain provisions of the Federal statutes to say, 
but in every State there is usually a provision whereby, whena 


| duty is enjoined upon a corporation or an individual, the non- 


performance of that duty is made sometimes a crime, but usually 
a misdemeanor. 

I do not believe that there is any use of imposing upon a cor- 
poration duties which can not be enforced by law. Then why 


| take that position? Why provide that the corporations shall 


keep their full, regular, and accurate books of account? Why 
provide that they shall be ee inregularorder? Why provide 
that they shall be open to the inspection of all these officials 
when weare met by the statement that the provision amounts 


| to nothing; that they need not comply with it if they do not 


want to? It does not enforce itself; it is no crime to refuse. 
That, then, presents the — that it is wholly unnecessary to 
put such a feature in the bill. 

It will be cited against this measure on the stump by our 
friends upon the other side of the Chamber, and my desire is to 
make the bill as defensible as possible. If no good can come 
from putting this provision inthe bill, why insert it? Under 
it an official may retaliate against corporations and he may re- 
taliate against you by putting a tax of 100 per cent or 50 per 
cent. He has that power 

Why place all the corporations of the country within the 
»ower of those political officials, more or less interested in polit- 
ical squabbles in their respective districts? The political hos- 
tility of many of these Federal collectors in the State of New 
York I may incur. I do not mean to insinuate that I fear that 
they will retaliate upon myself, for I have very little income 
and if this session keeps on I shall have very little to pay the 
tax with; neither dol fear that they will retaliate upon my 
friends; but nevertheless they would feel rather offended if 
they should go to one of these corporations and ask to look at 
their books and be refused, and they might retaliate. 

.By keeping in this unnecessary provision, which there is no 
way to enforce, you simply add an unnecessary hardship and an 
unnecessarily offensive provision to the bill. The Senator from 
Delaware was certainly indignant, and properly and righteously 
so, in the denunciation of this provision. If these things are 
necessary that is another reason for their existence, but if they 
are unnecessary s0 much the more ought they to be stricken 


out - 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion at this point? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. ; ’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Up to ten years ago, as the Senator is 
aware, there was a provision in the customs laws for searching 
and seizing books and papers for frauds upon the customs reve- 
nue. That law was repealed, I think, ten years ago, and to-day 
there exists no law upon the statute book which authorizes the 
inspection of books and papers. The Senator’s amendment, it 
seems to me, instead of limiting and regulating the times when 
there may be aninspection of the books and papers, should be 
a motion to adopt the provision of the 1864 law in some form 
by which if the books of a corporation are not exhibited they 
may be called for under the order and direction of a court and 
we should not go back to the discarded system (discarded as to 
the customs revenue years ago) of ‘allowing any officer with his 
commission in his hand to march into the office of & corporation 
at any time of the year and demand to see all its books. 

Mr. HILL. The very reason I suppose that it was discarded 
a good many years ago perhaps may be the very reasons why it 
is adopted now. That course seems to have been pursued with 
reference to a good deal that is contained in this bill. 

Mr. President, I want first to perfect the bill before any mo- 
tion is made to strike out. I do not think the whole provi- 
sion is necessary. 1 think it is unreasonable inits terms. There 
is no way of enforcing it. It strikes me it would help the bill. 
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But such a motion might not prevail, and so I thought it was 
my duty, in the first place, to move to amend so as to limit the 
eriods of its operation. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
if his amendment proceeds upon the ground that we shall live 
under the Constitution of the United Statesseven months of the 
vear and then there will be five months of the year when we 
shall not have any? 

Mr. HILL. There is a good deal of criticism, but lam doing 
the best I can with a pretty tough bill. I am trying to modify 
itas best can. iam in favorof that portion of the amendment 
which the Senatorfrom Missouri proposes whereby the collector 
and deputy Collector of the district are substituted for tbe in- 
spector. I think that improves the bill. 

Mr. President, the usual hour of adjournment has arrived, 
and we cant not dispose of this matter to-night. I shall reserve 
further remarks until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I realize the fact that we can not dispose of 
the matter tonight, and I regret very much that we can not 
do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sens 
bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R.4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwasse, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged iron gas-pipes 
across the Mississippi River, at Minneapolis. 

The bill (H. R. 3511) concerning the weight of evidence in pen- 
sion claims, was read twice byits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


te 


Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations tosupply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, covering the operations 
of the Commissioner for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, be printed; and 
that there be printed 8,009 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the 
use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the illustrations to be ob 
tained by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p- m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 
28, 1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by Rev. WILLIAM H. 
MILBURN, D.D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


7, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,and ordered to be printed. 
To the Congress: 

I herewith transmit acommunication covering dispatches from the United 


States minister at Honolulu. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXZCUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 23, 1894. 


ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE FRENCH REPUBLIC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a translation of a 
cable dispatch received from the French Government: 
PARIS, June 26, 1894. 
The President of the Council and the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington: 


The Government of the Republic will communicate to the Senate and the 
Chamber of Deputies at their next session the expressions of fraternal sym- 
pathy which it has received from the Senate and from the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the great American Republic; but it will not delay until that 
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| Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for t 


| ularappropriations provided therefor in bills now pending in Congress 
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all its thanks 
make known to you the consolation which the resolutions of the Senate and 


moment acommunication to you of the expression of and to 


of the House of Representatives have brought to it in the greatgrief whi 
strikes the country 
HARBOR OF EVERETT, WASH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War is directed to cause a survey and estimate to be made of 
the cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the State of Washington, so as to 
make a fresh-water harbor in or near the river with the greatest depth of 
water practicable: Provided, That if the information necéssary to make 
such estimate is now in the possession of the Chief of Engineers it may be 
made withoutany furthersurvey. The Secretary of Waris directed to cause 
such estimate to be made and reported to Congress without delay 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, tT ask unanimot 
consent for the present consideration of that resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the concurrent resolution was adopted 
was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report the accompanying resolution and to 
ask its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


b 





is 


he expenditures of 
the Government. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all appropriations for the necessary 
operations of the Government, and of the District of Columbia, and for the 
payment of pensioas under existing laws, which shall remain unprovided 
for on the 30th day of June, 1894, be, and they are hereby, continued an 
available fora period of thirty days from and after that date. unless th 


imade 
reg- 
shall 
have been previously made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895; and a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry onthe same: Provided, That 


: , E } no greater amount shall be expended for such operations than will be in the 
The bill (H.R. 4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney, | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 


same proportion to the appropriations for the fiscal year 1894as thirty days’ 
time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Provided further, That the total ex- 
penditures for the whole of the fiscal year 1895 (under the several appropria- 
tions hereby continued, and under the several appropriation bills now pend- 
ing) shall not exceed in the aggregate the amounts finally appropriated 
therefor in the several billsnow pending, except in cases where a change is 
made in the annual, monthly, or per diem compensation. or in the numbers 
of officers, clerks, or other persons authorized to be employed by the several 
appropriations hereby continued, in which casesthe amounts authorized to 
be expended shall equal thirty three-hundred-and-sixty-fifths of the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1894, and three hundred and thirty-five three- 
hundred-and- sixty-fifths of the appropriations contained in the several bills 
now pending when the same shall have been finally passed, unless the 
salary or compensation of any office shall be increased or diminished with- 
out changing the grade or the duties thereof, in which case such salary or 
compensation shall relate to the entire fiscal year and run from the begin- 
ning thereof: Provided further, That the session employés of the Senate and 
House of Representatives now authorized by law shall be continued upon 
the rolls until the end of the present session of Congress and paid at the 
rate per diem or month at which they are now paid; and asufficient amount 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated to pay the same: Provided further, That there be, and is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
asum sufficient to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Members and 
Delegates the amount which they certify they have paid, oragree to pay, for 
clerical hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge of their official 
and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution approved 
March 3, 1893, until the end of the present session of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the joint resolu- 
tion has been prepared after consultation with the Treasury 
Department. I desire to submit in connection with it a state- 
ment which shows the dates at which the several appropriation 
bills have passed the House in the last four or five Congresses. 

The statement submitted by Mr. SAYERs is as follows: 


| Passed House— 
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First Firat 








- First First First 
‘ | Session ncagunll session session session 
Bill. | Forty- | Eirticth| Fifty Fifty- | Fifty- 
} ninth — 1) first second | tirird 

Con- arene Con Con Con 

gress. gress gress gre 
Agricultural ..............-...| Apr. 14; June 2} June! June 8 May 17 
Army ta seacdiatlh Goihcamiethdaasiiialt .--| May 12 July 16; Ma 1 | Mar. 21 | Apr. 30 
Diplomatic and consular-_---- May 13 May 21 | Ma May 3) Apr. 26 
SS eee July 10) A 27 | Ang. 8 | June27 | June 26 
District of Columbia Apr. 12) i 21; Jan. 8 | Mar. 3 Mar. 10 
Fortification __.._. July 19 Aug.16 | Apr. 1) Junel15 | Mar. 2 
Indian ......-. Mar. 24 Apr. 20; June18 | Mar. 1/ June16 
Legislative, executive, and | June!6 | June 1 | Apr. 23 June 6 | May 24 
judicial. 

Military Academy May 8/ Mar. 2) Apr. 16 | Feb. 12) Mar. 22 
i aatilne ie June 21 | June22 | Apr. 15 | Apr. 18 | May 15 
Pe bid tbchnnmacanin anes Mar. 4/ Apr. 20 | Mar.21 | Mar. 7/ Mar. 17 
(| Apr. 6| May 24/ June10 June 4/ Apr. 24 
River and harbor ....-.- May 6/| May 7| May 28 May 9j| May 4 
GE Gee ccewwiaas etaddads July 1 | June 22} June May 27 | Mar. 3 
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Mr.REED. Has any singleappropriation bill yet passed both 
Houses of this Congress? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not one of the general bills. 

Mr. REED. Is not that unusual? 

Mr. SAYERS. J think so; but I will say to the gentleman 
from Maine that if he will examine the statement which I sub- 
mit he will see that there has been no fault of the House. The 
bills have 
of them at least to become law. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think it likely to be the fault of the 
present chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
(louse, and [ think I may claim that we on this side have aided 
him in every reasonable way. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. REED. Then this spectacle of extending all the appro- 
priation bills is unique? 

Mr. SAYERS. Itis unusual. I believe—though I speak sub- 
ject to correction—that this is the only instance where Congress 
has been compelled toextend all the appropriation bills in this 
way. It may havo also occurred during the last Congress. I 
think that generally heretofore some of these bills have been 
passed by both Houses before the Ist of July. 

Mr. REED. And we have practically been in session a year 
less one month. 

Mr. SAYRRS. That is so. 

Mr. REED. Well,I think people understand where the diffi- 
culty is. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 196) was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SITTING OT APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE DURING RECESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Tf am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to report to the House another resolution, and ask its 
immediate adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Taat the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittees 
as they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation for 
the purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee, 
in advance of the next regular session; to ba convened at such time as the 
chairman of said committee may order. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is word for word the resolution that 
has always been passed at the first session of every Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE (to Mr. SAYERS). How do you know we shall 
have a ‘‘vacation”? 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope so. 

The resolution was adopted. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS 


Mr. MCRAE. I rise to make a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Public Lands to report back, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit 
certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, approved 
September 29, 1890. Lask that this report be printed and lie 
on the table, subject to be called up, without losing any of its 
privileges. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill, together with the report, will be 
printed and will lie on the table, subject to be called up under 
the rule. 

Mr. MCRAE. I also report back another bill on the same sub- 
ject and of similar character, and ask that it lie on the table. 

There being nc objection, the bill (H. R. 3325) to forfeit cer- 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads and for other purposes, was laid on the 
table. 


[Laughter]. 


FUNDS OF FREEDMEN’S BUREAU. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a privileged report. Iam di- 
rected by the Committee on Military Affairs to report back a 
substitute for the resolution of inquiry introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HuLIck]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 20, 1894. 


Mr. HULICK submitted the following, which'was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

‘*Whereasthereis now in the Treasury of the United States money arising 
from arrears of pay and due the estates of deceased colored soldiers who 
served during the late war; and 

‘Whereas itis deemed just and expedient that said funds be set apes and 
appropriated for the purpose of erecting a national memorial home for aged 
and infirm colored people and to aid in maintaining the inmates ofthesame: 
Therefore, be it 

“ Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested, at the 
earliest time practicable, to report to this House as follows: 

“First. The amount of unexpended balance of said funds that was turned 
Over to the Adjutant-General’s Department for disbursement when the Freed- 
men's Bureau was discontinued in 1872. 


been sent over to the Senate in ample time for some | 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. JUNE 27, 


“Second. The additional money arising from said source, if any, that hag 
been paid into the Treasury since 1872. 

“Third. The amount of said funds that was held for seven years and then 
repaid into the Treasury onthe legal presumptionof the death of the payees. 

“Fourth. A full statement of the claims paid to claimants since 1882 out of 
said fund and the amount thereof. 

‘Pitth. The number and amount of claims now pending. 

“Sixth. The actual amountof said fund now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount unclaimed. 

“Seventh. An estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain 
unclaimed.”’ 


The substitute reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was read, as follows: 


Whereas there is now in the Treasury of the United States money arising 
from arrears of pay, bounty, and prize money due the estates of deceased 
colored soldiers who served during the late war: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested, at 
the earliest time practicable, to report to this House, as follows: 

First. The amount of unexpended balance of said funds that was turned 
over to the Adjutant-General’s Department for disbursement when the 
Freedmen’s Bureau was discontinued in 1872. 

Second. The additional money arising from said source, 
been paid into the Treasury since 1872. 

Third. The amount of said funds that was held for seven years and then 
repaid into the Treasury on the legal presumption of the death of the payees 

one A statement of the amount paid to claimants out of said funds 
since 1882. 

ifth. The number and amount of claims now pending. 

Sixth. The actual amount of said funds now in the Treasury claimed and 
the actual amount unclaimed. 

Seventh, An estimate of the balance of said fund that will finally remain 
unclaimed and also an estimate of the amount that will finally remain un- 
proven. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute reso- 
lution reported by the committee, it was agreed to. 


if any, that has 


BRAINERD AND NORTHERN MINNESOTA RAILWAY. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd and 
Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through 
the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Brainerd and North- 
ern Minnesota Railway Commany, a corporation organized and existing un- 
der the laws of the State of Minnesota, and to its assigns, the right of way 
for theextension of its railroad, with necessary side tracks and switch tracks, 
and for a telegraph and telephone line, through the Leech Lake Indian Res- 
ervation in said State, commencing at a point in the south line of saidIndian 
reservation and extending northwesterly through sections 13, 12, 1, and 2, of 
township 141, range 31, toa — in the west line of said reservation in said 
section 2, with theright to load logs on said railroad atthe points in said 
reservation where the same may run adjacent or contiguous to the waters 
of Leech Lake. Such right of way shall be 50 feet in width on each side of 
the central line of said railroad, and said company shall also have the right 
to take from the lands adjacent to the line of said road material, stone, and 
earth necessary for the construction of said railroad; also grounds adjacent 
to suchright of way for station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, 
turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet.in width and 
3,000 feet in length for each station, and to an extent not exceeding one sta- 
tion within the limits of said reservation: Provided, That no part of such 
lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as are necessary for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad line, and when aay portion thereof shall cease to be used, 
such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which the 
same shall be taken. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, 
claim, or improvement held by individual occupants according to any trea- 
ties or laws of the United States, compensation shall be made such occu- 
pant or claimant for all eer to be taken or damage done by reason of 
the construction of said railroad. In case of failure to make satisfactory 
settlement with anysuch claimant, the United States district court at St. 
Paul or Duluth, Minn., shall have jurisdiction upon petition of either party 
to determine such just compensation in accordance with the laws of Min- 
nesota provided for determining the damage when property is taken for rail- 
road purposes; and the amount of damages resulting to the tribe or tribes 
of Indians pertaining to said reservation in their tribal capacity, by reason 
of the construction of said railroad through such lands of the reservation 
as are not occupied in severalty, shall be ascertained and determined in 
such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and be subject to 
his final approval: Provided, however, That said railroad company may file 
with the Secretary of the Interior.a bond, in such amount and with such 
sureties as the Secretary shall approve, conditioned for the payment of just 
compensation for said right of way to said individual occupants and to said 
tribe or tribes, as hereinbefore provided, and said company may thereupon 
proceed to construct and operate its railroad across said reservation. 

Src, 3. That said company shall cause maps, showing the route of its line 
through said reservation, and including the grounds for station buildings, 
depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, to be filed 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior before constructing any portion 
of said railroad. 

Sxo. 4. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said re ser- 
vation for the purpose of surveying jand locating its line of railroad: Pro- 
vided, That said railroad shall be located and constructed with due regard 
to the rights of the Indians, and under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. 

Src, 5. That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
unless the road shall be constructed through the said reservation within 
three years after the passage of this act. 

Passed the Senate June 6, 1894. 


Attest: WM. R. COX, Secretary. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to. ask a few questions. In the first place, does the Sec- 
retary of the Interior approve of this bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He does. 

Mr. COOMBS. I observe there is a provision that this com~- 
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pany ‘* may * give bonds. Shouldnot the bill provide that they 
must give bonds? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
bonds is mandatory upon the company. 

r. COOMBS. The language is ‘‘ may.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, may in certain cases may be a manda- 
tory expression. I will explain that the right of way asked for 
crossas the southwest corner of Leech Lake Reservation, running 
through only three sections right along the corner. Onaccount 
of the conformation of the lake the road must cross the corner 
of this reservation in order to get to the lands beyond. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is this a solvent railroad, or one that 
failed? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
connected with it 

Mr. COOM 
the bill. 


I think the provision in regard to giving 


' 
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[t is a solvent railroad, and solvent men are 
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There being no objection,:‘the House proceeded to the con- | 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, | 


read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 


(S. 730) making Labor Day a legal holiday; when the Speaker | 


signed the same. 
COUNTY ROADS, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill (H. R. 5102) 
making appropriations to provide for the construction of county 


I have no objection to the consideration of | 
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roads and suburban streets in the District of Columbia, Calen- | 


4 


dar number 45, be laid on the table, inasmuch as the provisions 
of the bill have been already incorporated into the general bill 
for the support of the government of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. CROIX RIVER. 
HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill (H.R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota. 

The SPEAKER. 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obje 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There are a number of amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

The amendments were severally considered and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

TERMS OF COURTS, MISSISSIPPL. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
movs consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6447) to fix a term of the Federal district court of the southern 
judicial district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to 
include the counties named. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the southern judicial district of the State of Mis- 
sissippi be so constituted as to embrace the counties of Kemper, Noxubee, 
and Neshoba, and that the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Win- 
ston. Leake, Neshoba, Newton, Scott, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, Jones, Perry, 
Smith, and Covington shall be known as the eastern division of said south- 
ern district, and circuit and district courts for the transaction of business 
pertaining to the persons and property in said eastern division shal! be held 
at the city of Meridian on the second Mondays of March and September of 
— year aud shall continue for three weeks, or so long as business may re- 
quire. 

Sec.2. Thatsaid courts held in Meridian as provided in section 1 of this aet 
shall be possessed of, and exercise all the powers and jurisdiction now pos- 
sessed or exercised, or which may hereafter be granted to or exercised by 
the circuit and district courts now held at Jackson, and all laws regulating 
and defining how suits against persons or property located or found in 

udicial districts shall be brought shall be applicable to and govern the 
ringing of suits in said division, and all laws touching the removal of 
causes from State courts to United States courts shall apply to said courts 
hereby established. All prosecutions for crimes and offenses heretofore 


committed shall be commenced and carried on as if this act had not been 
passed. 

Ske, 3. That all civil causes now pending in the circuit or district courts at 
Jackson, or Aberdeen, or Mis sissippi City, or Vicksburg, or Oxford, in which 
@ citizen of any county of said eastern division is a defendant, shall remain 
a now stand and be tried and determined as if this act had not been 
passed, unless by the consent of all the parties such causes shall be removed 
to the courts held at Meridian, to be tried there. 


Mr. 


‘tion to the present considera- 
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That if there be more than one defendant in a cause 
reside in different Givisions of the said southern district, or any 


SEC. 4 
fendants 


and the de- 


of 































the fendants reside in the northern district, the plaintiff may sue in either 
division where any defendant resides, and send duplicate writs for t er 
defendant or defendants, the other division or district where such defendant 
or defendants reside, and said writs when executed and returned to the 
court from which they issued shali constitute one sult and be proces lin 
accordingly. 

Src. 5. That all processes issued out of said courts at Meridian against de- 
fendants residing in thecounties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Winston, 
Leake, Neshoba, Newton, Scott, Smith, Covington, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, 
Jones, and Perry, or any othercounty, shall be returned tothe courts hereby 
provi 1 to be held in Meridian. 

Sm That all grand and petit jurors summoned * Se i in sa ist- 
ern divisionof said southern trict created by this act sh residents 
»f said division 

SI 7. That the marshal andclerk of said southern dist 1 ppi, 
as constituted before the passage of this act, shall appoint deputi vho 
shall reside at Meridian and act as marshal and clerk of said t and 
district courts held there in place of their principals . 

SkEv. 8 That the district attorney of the southern district of M ippi 

} Shall be district attorney for said eastern division, and shall be i the 
same fees and required to perform the same duties and be subject to the 
same liabilities as now provided by law. 

Sec. 9. That when a defendant is sued out of a division of his residence, 
and is not joined with acodefendant whose residence is in the division where 
the suit is brought, he may on motion, supported by affidavit, cl » the 
venue to the division of his residence 

SEc. 10. That the United States shall not be at any expense in providing 
for a building or room for holding of the terms of said courts at Meridian. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to con- 


sider the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are several amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words ‘‘Winston” and “Perry” wherever they ur in 

the bill, 
|} Also that the word “and,” in line 3, section 7, page 3, and all of lines 4 and 
| 50f the same scetion be stricken out. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to fix a term of the Federal district 
and cireuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, to be held 
at Meridian, Miss., to inchude the counties named.” 

The amendments recommended by the committce were 
agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. By an agreement with my 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair 


colleagues I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED. What report is there in this case? 


“Covi 


ut the word 





gton”’ whereve! ippears in the bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The report is simply this: 
‘The Committee on the Judiciary reports back the House 1 6447, with the 
recommendation that the title thereof be amended— 
\nd then follows the other amendments which have been 
read 
TI mmittee recomm 1 that the bill as ar led do pas 
[t is a short report. 
Mr. REED. What is the nature of the bill? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That [I can explain very 
| beiefly. The bill proposes to fix a term of court for the south- 
ern district of Mississippi—a term of the district and circuit 
| courts—to be held at the city of Meridian, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. The bill prescribes which of the counties of the State 


shall constitute that division of the seutkern 


indicial distrie 
judicial district, 


| to be held at Meridian. 


lt isa bill which is unanimously reported by the Judiciary 
Committee; it involves no new offices or officers, and no ex pense. 
rhe counties are all satisfied with the arrangement, and have 


petitioned Congress for the enactment of this law. 

Mr. REED. This is an additional term of the district court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi An additional term. 

Mr. REED. Of the district court alone? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; the district and circuit 
courts. 

Mr. REED. The district court and also the circuit court? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. How many terms have you now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. For the southern 
we have only two. 

Mr. REED. How many districts have you? 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mi ‘Two. 

Mr. REED. Two judges 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, only one; two marshals, 
two district attorneys, two courts, but one judge. 

Mr. REED. This does not change the divisions? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. This merely includes 
certain counties in this subdivision of the court to be held at 
Meridian. 


sippl. 
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Mr. KYLE. And provides for the holding of the court at 
three places instead of two? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is all. 

Mr. REED. And the same judge? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; it provides for no new 

udge. 

The bill was passed, 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the committee. 





JOHN NELSON, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. 
R. 6069. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I shall have to call for the reg- 
ular order to enable the House to consider the bill for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do not do that until this bill is 
considered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will withdraw the demand 
for the purpose of allowing the gentleman to make his request. 
I regret the necessity of interfering with any gentleman who 
has a matter which he wishes considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] asks unanimous consent to consider a bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6069) to reimburse wee Soles for money paid in 1863 to avoid 
a draft. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to pay John Nelson, of Talley Cavey, Allegheny 
County, Pa., the sum of ea to reimburse him for moneys paid the United 
States in 1863 in order to become exempt from a draft of soldiers made by 
the United States, he heing at the time of the draft and payment of said 
moneys doing duty aga soldier of the United States in the State of Ohio as 
a member of the Fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Militia. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ishould like to have the report read, 
or astatement of the circumstances which will justify such a 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to con- 
sider the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6069) 
for the relief of John Nelson, beg leave to make the following report; 

The evidence submitted on behalf of theclaimant, John Nelson, shows that 
while still a minor he volunteered, in April, 1861, but was rejected for physi- 
cal disability. Subsequently, in yy 1861, he enlisted in Company B, 
Sixty-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, 4nd served until February, 1863, when 
he was discharged on account of illness. In July, 1863, he enlisted in Com- 
pany H, Fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and while serving in that 
regiment was drafted for service by the provost-marshal at Allegheny City, 
Pa., and to avoid service under this draft he pee $300 commutation money, 
although at the time he was not liable to said draft. 

The claim for rélief in this case seems to your committee a proper one, and 
they recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Ishould like to ask the gentleman how many 
cases of this kind there are? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This is the only case of the kind 
of which I have any knowledge. 

Mr. WARNER. Has the committee made any investigation? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; and various members of 
the House have investigated the matter. It has been up once, 
and was objected to, but those who have investigated it have 
withdrawn their objections. It is a case of real merit, where a 
man actually paid the money while he was in the service. I 
know of no other such case. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ishouldlike toask the gentleman incharge 
of the bill why it was that this man was drafted when he wasal- 
ready in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, that was a mistake. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why could he not have pleaded that fact 
in opposition to the draft? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It might have been pleaded, but 
at the time he was a mere boy, and his people were ignorant. 
They did not understand it, and they simply paid the money— 
his family paid the money while he was in the service. I have 
examined a number of cases, but there is none that comes in the 
same line as this, and I do not think there isanother such case— 
at least not in my district—where the money was actually paid 
while the man was in the service. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS] objécted to this bill 
when it first came up, but afterwards he withdrew his objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It strikes me that this was a very strange 
proceeding. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There were many strange proceedings 
in connection with the Craft. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have seen the recoipt that wag 
obtained for the payment of this money. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did he continue in the service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Untilthe close of the war? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Hecontinuedin the service until 
his term of service expired, and he had previously served a term. 

Mr. WARNER. When did his term of service expire? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Some time in 1864. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. And this draft was when? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In 1863. 

Mr. WARNER. Dol understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to approve of this bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection to it, on the state- 
ment that is made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know that I fully understand all the 
facts in this case. I know there were a great many cases of 
merit that arose during the war by reason of very improper if 
not fraudulent practices in the way of drafts. 

I know that in Indiana two men were drafted and put in sub- 
stitutes, and they were afterward again drafted and compelled 
to goand serve out their time. There area great many cases 
of that kind; and considering the very remarkable way in which 
drafts were conducted, and in which men were compelled to 
serve, I am inclined to think it would be better to leave the mat- 
ter settled as it is without undertaking to stir it up, because 
you will open up an endless number of claims, of probably equal 
merit. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, [ have only this to say con- 
cerning this bill: It seems to me that a hardship has been in- 
flicted upon this man; and yet it was a hardship for which he 
was personally responsible. Ifhe wasinthe service at the time 
he was not subject to be drafted, and could have escaped this 
payment by pleading the fact or making the fact known. 

It is a strange thing, a very strange thing, that a man should 
be required to pay any money for being drafted into service in 
which he wasalreadyengaged. I suppose we have had the facts, 
but it is a most peculiar case. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man to whom this money was paid? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It was paid to the provost-mar- 
shal of Allegheny City, Pa. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To whom did it go? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. To the Government. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WARNER and Mr. BYNUM. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 76, noes 54. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as fullows: - 

To Mr. SIPE, for one week, onaccount of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. GORMAN, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE THROUGH NAVAL OBSERVATORY 
GROUNDS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
report in the nature of a privileged neers and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. The House has heretofore passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through 
the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street. The 
Senate has amended that resolution, and I move to nonconcur 
on behalf of the Committee on the District of Columbia in the 
Senate amendment, and agree to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on the District of Columbia, moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment to a House joint resolution and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. The Clerk will 
report the title of the joint resolution. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through 
the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street. 


The SPEAKER. This is a House resolution with Senate 
amendment. The Senate asks for a conference, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee moves to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. With- 














out objection that order will be made. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Chair will appoint as managers of the conference on the 
part of the House, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], and the 
gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Post]. 

” ‘he Clerk will call the committees for reports. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, S. DAK. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendments the bill (H. R. 320) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erectionof a public build- 
ing thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SANTA ROSA, CAL. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R.317) for a public 
building at Santa Rosa, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EUREKA, CAL. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 318) for a 
public building at Eureka, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, ALA. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7380) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building at Troy,in Pike County, 
Ala.: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
4474) to amend the charter of the Brightwood Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ; 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour beginsat seven minutes to 1 o’clock 
and the cail rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BOARD OF REVIEW. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on 
Military Affairs had the hour before, Hous: bill 199 was pend- 
ing. A motion had been insisted upon that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing this bill. I did not object toit at that time; butIam ofthe 
opinion that the bill should be considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill in order that 
that may be determined. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint a board of 
review in certain cases. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment 
in the bill which may possibly require that it be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, and I therefore move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] will please resume the chair, as the gentleman was in 
the chair when the bill was up before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill, which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ap- 
point a board of review, to consist of three members and a recorder, froin 
Officers of the Army on the active or retired list, to review the proceedings, 
findings, and sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned 
officer or enlisted man, either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, 
where the accused has been dishonorably discharged from the military serv- 
ice of the United States, or to review the proceedings, findings, and décijsion 
of a retiring board, when an officer has been wholly retired from the Army. 

SEo. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of all such 
cases as Shall bé ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its mem- 
bers shail serve without compensation, except such as they are now re- 
ceiving, and may be relieved from time to time as the exigencies of the 
service may require: Provided, That when officers of the retired list serve 


upon such board they shall receive the same pay as Officers of their grade 
upon the active list. ¥. ~~ = 


SEc. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and con- 
sider any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought be- 
fore it, under such rules and regulations as may be established by the Sec- 
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retary of War, and it is hereby authorized to subpoena witnesses and 
minister oaths when necessary; and the proceedings and findings, with th 
recommendations of said board, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of War 





to ad 


for his consideration and action: Provided, That the Government shall be 
put to no expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part of the ap 
plicant 

SEc. 4. That the board shall have the power to compel the attendance 
witnesses, and to make them testify, and punish for contempt 


Sec. 5. That the recorder shall act as judge-advocate and be empowered 


to introduee witnesses to contradict the evidence of the applicant 

Sec, 6. Thatin case of disagreement of the board the views may be ex 
pressed in both majority and minority reports 

Src. 7. Thatin all cases where the relief prayed for is recommended by 
the said board of review, in whole or in part, and approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, it shall be his duty to refer to Congress, for such action as it 
may deem proper, the findimgs of the board of review, together with the 
evidence upon which the findings are based, and he shall-aiso report toCon 
gress what action by Congress is deemed by him as necessary in order that 

ustice may be done in the case; Provided, That no right to any pay or al 
lowances shall accrue or be revived from such amendment of the records 
in any case. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to inquire whether this bill was not 
pending when the Committee on Military Affairs last occupied 
an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 
in which the bill has been up. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is the second hour in which the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have occupied the attention of the 
House with this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. -Not exactly. It was taken up in the 
latter part of the hour on that occasion. A bill was pending to 
which objection was made, and, no quorum voting, that bill was 
withdrawn and this one was taken up and considered for per- 
haps ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butif this bill should not be disposed of in 
this hour it could not come up under the next call. 

The CHAIRMAN. It could not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe that when the bill was up before I 
resisted its passage. On further examination, I think that it is 
possibly free from objection if the gentleman will agree tostrike 
out the first proviso. On section 2, page 2, the bill provides 
that officers on the retired list whoserve on this proposed board 
shall receive the same pay as officers of the same grade on the 
active list. I think that as little asa retired officer might do 
would be to render such a service as this without extra compen- 
sation. The Government is paying him already 75 per cent of 
what he would receive if he were on the active list, and he is 
doing nothing in return, and if he can render this service I 
think he should be glad todoit. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will agree to strike out that provision I shall make no further 
objection to the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. When we come to the consideration of 
the bill I shall be inclined to accept that proposition; but I de- 
sire now to make a brief explanation to the committee to show 
the necessity for some such measure as this. About one-sixth 
of the bills that are introduced into the House are referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. Probably sixteen hundred 
bills were referred to that committee during the last Congress. 
Several hundred of those are bills which require the committee 
to investigate military records, to investigate the action of 
courts-martial, courts of inquiry, or retiring boards. Officers 
and men come before the committee claiming that they have 
been wronged by the action of the War Department through 
these respective boards or courts, and they seek to present their 
cases supported in some instances by a mass of testimony. 

Now, the Committee on Military Affairs has not the time or 
the opportunity to investigate these cases properly, and the re- 
sult generally is that but one side is presented to the commit- 
tee. LI recall one case now in which an officer was summarily 
dismissed from the Army some years ago for having in his pos- 
session stolen goods. He did not ask for a court of inquiry or a 
court-martial at the time, but accepted his fate. Another officer 
who was similarly charged demanded a court of inquiry, ora 
court-martial, do notremember which, and upon investigation 
he was acquitted. Now, the former one who has been resting 
under this stain for lo! these many years, comes before Congress 
and has a bill introduced for his relief, to reinstate him in the 
Army, sustains his case by affidavits, and attempts to upset the 
report of the officer of the Army who investigated the case at 
the time and to upset the results of that investigation. 

Now, how can the Committee on Military Affairs properly try 
such a case asthat? This bill provides that an officer so situated 
shall go to the War Department and shall make his showing 
there, and if that showing is sufficient to justify the Secretary 
of War in ordering a court, it shall be ordered as provided in 
this bill. That court shall investigate the case, shall call and 
examine witnesses, shall go to the bottom of the subject and 
shall make a report. The report need not be unanimous; there 
may be majority and minority reports. Upon such report as 
made the case shall be again reviewed at the War Department. 
If the Secretary of War adopts the report he shall refer it to 
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This is the second morning hour 
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Congress, and it will be for Congress, with all the testimony 
before it and all the investigation that can possibly be made of 
the subject, to determine whether the man shall have the relief 


he seeks or not. Obviously that will be better for the individual 
as well asfor the War Department, and it will certainly be better 
for the Committee on Military Affairs and for Congress to be 
relieved of the investigation, or the partial investigation, that 
is demanded of it under the present system. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to this 
declaration, which I find in the letter of Maj.Gen.Schofield in re- 
lation to this bill: 

But the bill inquestion undoubtedly requires careful revision. Inthe first 
place, since the dismissal of an officer is by the President’s order, the board 
of review should be appointed by the President, rather than by the Secre- 
tary of War And in order that justice may certainly be done, the board 
should have power not only to summon witnesses, but to compel their at- 
tendance and to compel them to testify. 

The point to which I specially desire to call attention is that, 
over the suggestion of the General in command of the Army, 
this bill proposes to give the Secretary of War authority to ap- 
point a board of review to review what the President has done 
in the exercise of his authority as commander-in-chief of the 
Army and Navy. Itstrikes me that if the bill is to go through 
at all the suggestion of Gen. Schofield ought to be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well; we will accept that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am rather inclined to object 
to that for this reason. The President dismisses the man, and 
the question for this proposed tribunal is as to the propriety of 
that dismissal. Now, I do not think that the President ought 
to uppoint the board that is to pass upon the propriety of his 
own action. Itis true that the Bill proposes that the board of 
review shall be appointed by the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of War is appointed by the President, but still the bill 
removes the organization of the board which is to pass upon the 
propriety of the President's action one degree farther from the 
President, which, I think, is entirely proper. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let me remind the gentleman that al- 
though the President approves the dismissal, he does not take 
the initiative. The initiative is taken below. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Texas, that the chief command of the Army 
and Navy can not be taken out of the hands of the President. 
The Constitution invests him with it. If the Constitution in- 
vests him with this power, it is wrong for us to take it from him 
if we could. I do not sympathize with the suggestion that it is 
important to strip the President of this function and lodge it 
with a subaltern of his—one of his appointees. If the President 
has the discretion to appoint the Secretary of War, certainly he 
is equally competent with that Secretary to deal with questions 
of this kind. 

Mr. BAILEY. No provision of the Constitution contemplates 
a retired list; and I undertake to say that the men who made 
that instrument would never have consented to one. And inas- 
much as in this bill we are dealing with the retired list, I sub- 
mit that the suggestion of my friend from Tennessee is scarcély 
pertinent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend is in error about the bill. The 
bill, if I understand it correctly, does not deal entirely with the 
retired list. Am I correct [addressing Mr. OUTHWAITE]? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You are correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill deals with persons who are dis- 
honorably dismissed from the service; and in the report, so far 
as I have been able to read it, stress has been laid principally 
on that class of cases, not upon the retired list. I have nomore 
anxiety than my friend from Texas[Mr. BAILEY] has to increase 
the retired list. 


Mr.BAILEY. As a matter of fact, the bill does deal with the 


retired list, and with courts-martial also. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. That is correct. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But most of the cases to which the bjll 
has reference are cases coming from courts-martial and courts 
of inquiry, and cases of summary dismissal. 

[ yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Before the gentleman 
from Alabama proceeds I would like to ask whether this bill 
gives power to correct the military record of a man who by 
sone mistake or other has been charged on the records with de- 
sertion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not give power to correctsuch a 
record, but it gives power to investigate the matter and then 
refer the results of the investigation, the findings, to Congress 
for its action. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
no court-martial? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Where there has been 
Where there has been no court-martial. 
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I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama[Mr 
WHEELER]. , 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it 
material whether the Secratary of War or the President be des- 
ignated in the first line of this bill, because it has been decided 
that the action of the Secretary of War in such as is specified in 
this is really the action of the President. I should have no ob- 
jection therefore to providing that this board shall be appointed 
by the President, though I presume in point of fact theappoint 
ments would actually be made by the Secretary of War. 

I do not think it necessary to add anything to what the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAITE] has said on this sub- 
ject. For many years [ have regarded a measure of this kind 
as one of great importance, one that I considered very essential 
to be brought to the attention of Congress for the purpose of 
preventing injustice to officers of the Army. The Committee 
on Military Affairs in every Congress is overwhelmed with bills 
to restore Army officers. But that committee is not in an atti- 
tude to do judicial fairnessin such eases. Itcan notinvestigate 
these matters so as to mete out exact justice in reporting the 
most meritorious bills and rejecting those that are less meri 
torious. 

The history of our proceedings, I regret to say, is that we have 
failed in many cases to act favorably upon cases of real merit, 
which all will admit is doing injustice, and then ex parte evi- 
dence brought before the committee has sometimes caused favor- 
able action upon cases where upon judicial investigation it was 
afterward shown favorable action should not have been taken; 
and after such errors have been discovered—errors, of course, in 
the direction of clemency—the committee has sometimes been 
unduly conservative and careful, and with an anxiety to avoid 
error has refused to favorably consider cases which involved a 
great deal of merit. 

The only purpose of this bill is to have judicial investigation 
in cases of this kind by military men so situated as to be able 
to avail themselves of allinformation. The report of this board 
to the Secretary of War will be transmitted to Congress, and 
the hope is that we shall thus be enabled to do absolute justice 
in every case. The establishment of a board of this character 
has been recommended to Congress on many oecasions; and 
great injustice has been done on account of the failure to pass 
such a bill. 

I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to this measure. 
I shail not oppose the suggestion with regard to retired officers 
of the Army. It would probably be as well to let them serve 
with the same pay that they would have on the retired list. 
That provision was put in pursuant to a suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of War in a previous Congress. This is all I desire to 
say on the subject, except to ask for a vote, as under the rules 
the bill will be iost if we allow the morning hour to expire be- 
fore finally disposing of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question or two about this bill. Iam very slow to antagonize 
any bill touching the Army which the gentleman introduces. 
Isay this on account of my own want of knowledge and the gen 
tleman’s very great amount of knowledge touching especially 
the Army. . 

Mr. WHEELER ofAlabama. Thank you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I read in the gentleman's re- 
port the statement: - 

There can be no doubt but that the courts-martial in nearly all cases ren- 
der a just verdict, which ought not to be disturbed. 

Now, as I understand the gentleman’s remarks and the tenor 
of this bill, it happens in many cases that a party under sentence 
of a military court comes to Congress to be relieved from that 
sentence. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. 
come before Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the matter is referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which committee, after making 
the best investigation it can, reports favorably or unfavorably. 
To relieve the Committees on Military Affairs of this responsi- 
ble duty and to secure a better result as the gentleman hopes in 
such cases, he proposes now the establishment of a court of re- 
view which shall reconsider the action in such cases without 
limitation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
ceedings. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In other words, although an officer 
may have been convicted by court-martial twenty years ago, he 
can under this bill come in as a matter of right and have his case 
reconsidered by this board of review. : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois will permit 
me a moment, I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabama in 
charge of the bill, as it seems to be a little obseure on that 
point, whether this accrues to the officer dismissed as a matter 


Yes, sir; very many such cases 


Which shall review the pro- 








1894. 








of right, or whether it is in the discretion of the Secretary of | 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. WhereY 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
make his application— 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me, the first 
line of the bill provides: 


The bill says in the discretion 


The officer is compelled to 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to appoint a board of re- 
view. 

But I do not see anything in the bill that makes it the duty 
of the Secretary of War, or whether it leaves it to him as a 
matter of discretion and right. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
section 3, page 2—— 

Mr. HULL. Section 3 clearly fixes it as the duty of the Sec- 
retary of War. That section provides for the rules and regula- 
tions to be established by him. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama(continuing). Section 3 provides: 

Src. 3. That it shall be lawful forsaid board of review to hear and consider 
any additi il evidence in each case as may properly be brought before it 
under such rules and regulations as may be established by the Secretary of 
Wal 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But that still does not say whether it is 
the duty of the Secretary of War to organize this board on the 
application of any soldier or not. That probably would be the 
construction, but the question is whether it is a duty or a dis- 
cretion as the bill is drawn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the second section of the bill is clear 
on that point. It provides that the board of-review shall have 
jurisdiction of all cases which shall be ordered before it by the 
Secretary of War. It provides, as will be seen, for the jurisdic- 
tion of such cases as ‘‘shall be ordered ” before it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thereis no question that the Secretary 
of War must order the board. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the construction of it—and the con- 
struction here would have weight in determining the matter— 
the construction you place on itis thatit is not the right of the 
soldier to demand this board, but the Secretary of War has dis- 
cretion to order the investigation if he believes it necessary. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is clearly the proper con- 
struction of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman will permit 
me. as I was interrupted before. When the board of review re- 
verses the action twenty years after the court has convicted the 
party, that fact is certified to Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, with the ‘proceedings, 
findings, and recommendation of the board. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the board ofreview confirms the 
action of the court-martial the party still is not estopped from 
coming to Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Under such circumstances the 
party coming to Congress would come with little chance of re- 
fief. The board would have given the matter a full and fair in- 
vestigation and would have had the benefit of the additional evi- 
dence, and I do not see that anything additional could be pre- 
sented to Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, in view of the statement 
made in the report that substantially all of these convictions by 
courts-martial are just—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Substantially all; but in many 
cases there is a failure of justice, and it is such cases which will 
be met by this bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the report says: 

There can be no Goubt but that courts-martial in nearly all cases render a 
just verdict which ought not to be disturbed. 


If the gentleman will refer to 





[ say in view of that statement—I ask whether you think it 
wise in section 3, twenty years after, when the parties nearly all 
of them may be dead—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 


Thirty years after. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


Yes; thirty yearsafter. Iaskthe 


gentleman from Alabama if he thinks it wise to provide as this | 


section does 


That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider any 
additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought before it. 


Now, then, after the lapse of a quarter of acentury, for instance, | 


taking a ease of that kind,a man twenty-five years ago, with all 
the parties living, when the offense was committed, having had 
his day in court, with a full and fair trial, and being convicted, 
sleeps on that conviction for a quarter of a century, and after 
that lapse of time comes in with this new evidence, that may be 


correct evidence or may not be—it may be suborned evidence, | 
§ | chairman of the committee whether, in his j 
parties or the loss of interestin the case, to combat it—and opens | has the power to set aside the judgment of a court-martial? 


being impossible if suborned, in consequence of the death of the 
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up the case and reverses the verdict made after the party hada 
full chance for hearing. I ask if that is a wise suggesti 

Now, it may be wise in connection with the Army. I do not 
know as to that; but I do undertake to say that it would be won- 
derfully unwise in connection with any other body of non 
earth 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But this court has no authority to re- 
verse any case. It ply 1 finding and reports it to 
Congress. It is for Congress to determine on the showing made 
what should be done. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I und tand that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, there ought to be some means of 
reviewing these proceedings asnew evidence isdiscovered. How 
much wiser is it for a man coming with that kind of a iim to 


Congress to submit such testimony than to come asking relief, 
3 many do, without any evidence whatever to sustain the claim? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is true there is no authority to 

reverse a decision, as the gentleman says; but if it not 

amount toa reversal, practically the whole proceedings as a 


does 


‘ 
> 





court of review is of no importance, except that the man comes 
back with the approval of the court of review upon new evi- 
dence, all the parties dead who can or who probably ild re- 
but the testimony and show its unreliability, yet he comes with 
the new case before Congress, and Iask the gentleman how any 
defense is to be made in Congress against such a claim? 

Unless there is some peculiar necessity in connection with the 
Army that does not apply to any other individual or body of 


men on earth, [I very much doubt the wisdom of the provisions 
of the bill. 
Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. 


I will say to the wentieman th 


o 1a 
the difficulty is that our military jurisprudence has been faulty 
in not having a board of review before. I admit that difficulty 
will arise, but do not let us continue to perpetuate a wron, 


Let us commence now to correct that wrong and do justice to 


military men, just as you do ice in civil cases, by having a 
court of appeal or review. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to my friend that if 


there is no court of appes! from the judgment of a court-martial, 








and if it is wise to have one, I stand ready to provide one, but 
let it be in this line: If there ought to be an appeal, constitute 
your tribunal and let your appeal be prosecuted, and prosecuted 
at once, as it is in other matters. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Justone word. Donotmakearule 
for the Army that would allow one generation to die before this 
board of review passes On a case. 

Mr. COX. Let the board of review pass On cases W hich arise 


after it is constituted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We want to get rid of these cases, in 
which the attention of Congress is constantly being called to al- 
leged injustice on the part of courts-martial. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say my friend that 
while I believe in standing by the regular Army, and while I 
recognize the justice and importance of standing by it, constitut- 
ing as it doesthearm of force of the Government; whileT would 
be more than just, and while I would be liberal to it, yet | want 


to 


to say to my friend that the bare factof the Army being setapart 
from other citizens begets more or less of suspicionand more or 


less of criticism; and I want to submit tothe gentleman whether 


it is wise to enact this legislation. I speak now as a friend of 
the Army. Establish your court of review or appeal from the 
findings of courts-martial, if thatought to be done. But let the 
appeal be prosecuted just as it is now prosecuted in civil ca 


before 


Do not let a generation die man who is rightfully 
convicted takes his appeal when the circumstancesare forgotten 


some 


and the men are all dead who might contradict suborned tes 
| timony. Insuch acase aman mightcome in and ask for a court 
of review and get it, and, backed up by its recommendations 
| after everybody has lost interest in the case, appeal to Congress 


alleged wrong, when in fact there was no 


wron g 


done him. 


Mr. COX. Let the board of review conside arise 
| after the court is created. That I understand to be the gentle- 


man’s proposition, while this proposition is to go back behind 


that. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


[ want to state that while this is called a 


board of review, it is not in fact a board of review. Itis an 
| original board, because it has authority to summon new wit- 


nesses, to bring in new testimony, and to determine a case upon 
new facts that were not before the old board. Therefore, it is 
not in any correct sense of the word a board of review. It isan 
original board to retry new cases and may rely on new evidence. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I should like to ask the 
idgment, Congress 
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anything of the kind. This simply provides what may be 
termed an auxiliary court, to assist Congress in getting at the 
facts. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If Congress has not the | 


power to set aside the judgment of a court-martial, what is the 


use of creating this board of review? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Congress is all the time doing 
it. It has set aside many verdicts. ‘ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Congress is all the while called upon 
in these cases. There are many cases before the Committee on 
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| 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, and this bill does not propose to do | constitute this appellate court a nisi prius court, and you not 


| 


Military Affairs, and gentlemen are continually insisting that | 


we should investigate cases which occurred thirty years ago. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will this bill relieve a | 
private soldier who finds himself on the record as a deserter | 


when for twenty years he never knew he was on the record as. 
deserter? There are cases of that kind, where men apply for 
pensions and the record shows them to be deserters, when in fact 
they had no knowledge of any suchrecord. Will this bill afford 
relief in such cases? 

Mr. MARSH. No; it will not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It does cover all such cases, 


when a soldier has been adjudged a deserter by a court-martial. | 


Mr. MARSH. Not unless a man was tried by a court-martial. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose he is reported on the rolls as a de- 
serter, and dishonorably dischurged, Can he come before this 
board? 

Mr. MARSH. No. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The provisions of the general laws for 
the discharge of deserters are very liberal. There may be cases 
in which men situated as pointed out by the gentleman from 
New York might have the Fenefit of this law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why should he not be allowed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They may be allowed the benefit of this 
law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it is for the benefit of 
commissioned officers and enlisted men. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is where there is a court-martial. 

Mr. MARSH. That is where he is declared a deserter by 
court-martial. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the committee if he has any information as to the 
number of court-martials ordered in the cases of commissioned 
officers, say, during the last twelve months, or for any stated 

riod? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no information as to that fact; 
and let me give you the reason for not being informed on that 
fact. Itis because this bill isnot intended so much to meet cases 
of that kind as to meet cases that occurred twenty-five or thirty 
years ago. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that the number of officers 
ordered before court-martials, in proportion to their numbers, 
is very much larger than persons upon indictments? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not answer that question. I have 
not the figures, but I think it likely there are. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to say that it is so be- 
cause of the strict Ciscipline which must be maintained in the 
Army. Anarmy is a body of disciplined men who surrender 
much of their liberty, while civil law restrains other persons or 
ee the least possible, leaving them the greatest possible 

iberty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to have this in- 
formation, for it aids me in the point I desire to make. Let the 
peculiar character of the tribunal be remembered before which 
army officers are tried. Almost invariably they are their 
friends. They come from the same school. They have the 

ride of profession. They have the purpose to preserve the 

onor of the guild, if I may use the phrase. I undertake to 
say that asarule no tribunals that try men charged with of- 
fenses come together so favorably disposed towards the accused 
as do these courts-martial when they are brought together to 
try their brother officers. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My friend is mistaken. It is 
because of this desire and determination on the part of officers 
to maintain the honor of the guild that they are so very severe 
in their judgments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They may be disposed to be just, but in this 
leaning of men to men of common interest, the men are alive to 
the case of the brother officer who is to be tried. Now, if this 
is true, why is it necessary that we should not have laws analo- 
gous to those that are always observed in the trial of all other 
persons? A man charged under an indictment has aright to an 
appeal, but it is toan appellate court. It is for a review of the 
laws that they can appeal. Here you do more than that. You 
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only allow a review of the law, but you allowa review of the 
facts in the case; and that too under the extraordinary circum- 
stance of having no statute of limitations. 

Mr. MARSH. Not only a review of the facts, but the intro- 


| duction of new, and entirely new, facts in addition. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Now, I think that is unjust, unfair, and unnecessary. I be- 
lieve myself that in time of peace that courts-martial should not 
exist. I believe officers of the Army should be tried just as all 
citizens are tried, tried upon indictment, tried in the same way, 
subject to the same tribunal; but if that is not to be the policy, 
I can see no reason for still enlarging their rights. 

Then, again, Mr. Chairman, in some provisions of this bill I 
think there is fault. Here, for example, as to the payment of 
witnesses. They must serve without pay; but there is acompul- 
sory process tocompel theirattendance. They must go whether 
they are paid or not. Why should this innovation in the law 
take place in the interest of these men; and mind you, it is only 
men who have been dishonorably discharged by what I will 
characterize, and I believe justly, a court composed of their 
friends. I do not believe this legislation is necessary or ought 
to be indulged in. Another objection I find to this bill is the 
uses to which it may be put. This privilege of review is not 
given to all menalike. It is only given to such asthe Secretary 
of War chooses to favor. If some favorite of his meets disaster 
at the hands of a court-martial, that man may have his case re- 
viewed; but not so with all other men. If we are to have this 
legislation, let us have it fair, and let us apply it to all men 
alike, and the analogies of law in regard to all other criminals 
be observed and maintained. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate on the bill be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by para- 
graphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to appoint a board of re- 
view, to consist of three members and a recorder, from officers of the Army 
on the active or retired list, to review the oe, findings, and sentence 
of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned officer or enlisted man, 
either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, where the accused has been 
dishonorably discharged from the military service of the United States, or 


to review the proceedings, findings, and decision of a retiring board, when 
an officer has been wholly retired from the Army. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in line 9, be- 
tween the word ‘‘ been” and the word ‘‘dishonorably,” there 
should be inserted the words ‘‘ cashiered or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend on line 12, 
page 1, by inserting after the word ‘‘Army ” the words ‘‘ or such 
as have been summarily dismissed from the Army.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That isa good amendment; I 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is acceptable to the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of all such 
cases as shall be ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its mem- 
bers shall serve without compensation, except such as they are now re- 
ceiving, and may be relieved from time to time as the exigencies of the ser- 
vice may require: Provided, That when officers of the retired list serve upon 
such board they shall receive the same pay as officérs of their grade upon 
the active list. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pro- 
vision in section 2, beginning with the word ‘‘ provided,” inline 
6, and ending with the paragraph. The effect of that amend- 
ment would be to leave retired officers serving on this board to 
receive the same pay when thus serving that they receive when 
not serving. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is acceptable. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to amend lines 2 and 
3 of section 2 by striking out the words ‘‘ as shall be ordered be- 
fore it by the Secretary of War” and inserting ‘‘ referred to in 
section 1;” so that the provision will read “ that the said board 
of review shall have jurisdiction of all such cases as are referred 
to in section 1.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman think that thatisa 
wise amendment? Of course, the Secretary of War might re- 
fuse in any given case to order a review by the board, but the 
purpose of the committee in reporting that provision was to 
have officers who feel aggrieved and who desire a review, to pre- 
sent their casesin the first instance to the Wir Department. In 
many cases these gentlemen claim that they have had no hear- 
ing at all, in others that they have since discovered testimony 
in their favor, and in some cases they say that they were not 
present at all, and have since discovered that testimony was 
given against them which they knew nothing about at the time. 
Now, it was the opinion of the committee that it would be wise 
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to let all these officers make their application in the first in- 
stance to the Secretary of War or to the President. I do not 
wish, however, to contest the amendment if the gentleman still 
thinks it is a wise one. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
take away this power of discrimination from the Secretary of 
War, so that all men who want to appear before this board of 
review may have the privilege of doing so, and not have the 
privilege confined to those who can get the ear of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, if the gentleman thinks the 
amendment is wise, I shall not contest it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Would not the adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa result in sending every 
case that is tried by court-martial before this board? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It would. I think the Secre- 
tary of War can be trusted to do absolute justice and to order a 
case before the board wherever there is 4 scintilla of reason for 
doing so. The kind of men we have in that position will do jus- 
tice. The present Secretary of War could not doany injustice. 

Mr. HULL. I think my colleague [Mr. HEPBURN] will rec- 
ognize the fact that if his amendment should be adopted, it will 
be twenty years before the board of review can catch up with 
its work. It seems to me that some showing ought to be made 
before a case can go before the board. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not know how many cases there may 
be to gq before the board, but I do know that we should regard 
it as a very great hardship if there was some censor placed over 
each litigant who wanted to appeal to acourt of review in a 
criminhl Case. We would not submit to that for a moment, and 
Ido not see why we should submit to itin this case. Ifitis a 
wise thing, if it is necessary to effectuate justice in these cases, 
to have this review, then let it apply to every case and not 
merely to those which may happen to meet the approval of the 
Secretary of War. The Secretary will not act in these matters 
personally. Hz will remand them to some inferior, possibly to 
a clerk in some division, so that really you are not intrusting 
this power to a high functionary but possibly to some clerk. 

I am not willing that this censorship shall be exercised in that 
way. If itis right to provide for this appeal at all, let us ex- 
tend the privilege freely to all persons who may claim that in- 
justice has been done them and that they ought to have a second 
day in court. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of this bill is not 
to create a tribunal in the nature of a final court of appeal to de- 
cide these cases; it is simply, for the convenience of Congress, to 
establish a tribunal before which evidence can be submitted and 
the cases fully investigated, and then referred to Congress for 
action. This is not, as my colleague seems to assume, a propo- 
sition to establish a final court of appeal. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that even if a man does not get a hearing be- 
fore this board of review, that does not shut him off from ap- 

ealing to Congress. He has still left the same rights that he 
as now. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. The idea of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was this: We are overloaded with work in the line 
of reviewing the decisions of courts-martial. Our hearings in 
such cases are purely ex parte, and we are able to devote only a 
few minites to each case. A large number of cases are clearly 
meritofious, while on the other hand many of them are not; and 
our idea was to provide some tribunal by which the facts could 
be investigated and submitted to Congress for action. It seems 
to me that the bit as originally submitted was a good one. 

Mr.WHEELER of Alabama. If we do not find that it is broad 
enough, We can make it broader in another Congress. Let us 
pass this bill and make a good start in the right direction. 

Mr.HULL. Takeanother point. Gentlemen talk about these 
reviews going back twenty or thirty years. Why, sir, nearly 
all our bills relating to these matters go back for that number 
of years. Immediately after the war there were retiring boards 
which discriminated against volunteer officers who had been 
promoted to the regular Army. If such cases were submitted 
to the Congress of the United States authoritatively, Congress 
would in many cases reinstate officers who had been arbitrarily 
retired by the action of boards composed of regular army offi- 
cers. But the report of the Military Committee, hastily pre- 
pared, does not carry the weight it should have. 

It has been suggested that these military men have trials be- 
fore their friends. Let me say that in many cases of courts-mar- 
tial of army officers that have been before the Military Commit- 
tee there has been shown the most absolute and direct preju- 
dice influencing the action of such courts; the findings were the 
result of jealousies and petty bickerings among officers of the 
Army. I think that the great benefit of this bill will be that 
we shall have an authoritative sifting of facts which will enable 
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us to do justice in the action taken by Congress, whereas at 
present the findings of the Military Committee in many cases 
do not result in securing justice because of our inability to get 
our bills passed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does uot my friend know that 
neither the Judiciary Committee nor Congress is loaded down 
with bills introduced for the purpose of reversing the action of 
the courts in criminal cases? 

Mr. HULL. <Anddoes not my friend from Illinois know that 
in criminal cases the law provides for appeals from one court to 
another, so that the parties concerned may have an adjudica- 
tion to determine whether the law has not been wrongly ap- 
pliedand injustice done? In such cases there is a, jury of twelve 
men, not selected with the idea that they are either friends or 
enemies of the accused—disinterested men, his peers. Such 
men try him and ascertain the facts. Andthen if the court has 
erred in regard to the law, as some courts-nmirtial do, an ap- 
peal can be taken to a higher court, where the question of law 
can be adjudicated and the case sent back for retrial if error or 
wrong has been committed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And yet, notwithstanding that, I 
haveno doubt more persons are wrongly convicted in cases tried 
on the criminal side of our courts than are wrongly convicted by 
courts-martial—I mean more in proportion to the number of 
cases tried. Now, Congress is not bothered in the one class of 
cases, because it is the policy of the law and of Congress that 
there shall be a finality in the determination of such cases. If 
in such cases as the gentleman has put, cases tried before courts- 
martial, there ought to be an appellate court I am ready to vote 
for such a court. 

Mr. HULL. I think my friend from Illinois misinterpréts 
this bill in the statement he has made. The court here pro- 
vided is not an appellate court. It is simply a court of review. 
It has no power to reach a final decision; it can only submit the 
facts to Congress, which is the body to decide finally upon the 
question. The bill does not propose to take from Congress one 
particle of its power. The findings of this court of review are 
not absolutely conclusive. The court will simply submit to the 
proper officers of the Government afinding as to the facts which 
must be acted upon by Congress before the findings of the court 
can have any effect whatever. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been very 
carefully considered by the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
which there are ten ex-soldiers and ex-officers of the Union 
Army and one ex-officer of the Confederate army. The mem- 
bers of the committee have had the opportunity to become ac- 
quainted with this class of cases and to see the necessity for a 
bill of this character. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My colleague {Mr. HULL] suggests that 
one of the functions of this court of review would be to transmit 
the evidence it may take to Congress for its advisement, 

Mr. BINGHAM. After approval by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nothing in the bill with regard to 
transmitting the evidence. The bill simply provides that the 
proceedings of this court of review, its findings and recom- 
mendations, shall be sent up—not the record of the testimony. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, we will put in a provision in re- 
gard to the testimony. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, the gentleman from West Virginia 
suggests that this bill in its present form does not change in any 
manner the rights of the individual who may appeal to the jus- 
tice of Congress. I submit that it does. Suppose that this in- 
dividual happens not to be among those favored by the Seeretary 
of War; suppose the Secretary refuses to send his case to the 
court of review. Then the individual comes to Congress handi- 
capped by that fact, and his condition is made so much worse; 
because it will be said that he has had an opportunity to seek a 
reéxamination of his case by the court of review, that he has 
appealed to the Secretary of War, that the Secretary has exam- 
ined his case and has refused to transmit it. 

Thus there is substantially an additional finding against him; 
and he is not in the same status that he otherwise would be. 





His case is in a worse condition than if this bill had never 
assed. e 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The committee is willing to accept the 


amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. ; 

The question being taken on theamendmentof Mr. HEPBURN, 
it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and con- 
sider any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought be- 
fore it, under such rules and regulations as may be established by the Sec- 
retary of War, and it is hereby authorized to subpoena witnesses and to ad- 
minister oaths when necessary; and the proceedings and findings, with the 
recommendations of said board, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of 
War for his consideration and action: Provided, That the Government 


shall be put to no expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part 
of the applicant. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by inserting after the 
word “‘ findines.” in line 6 of the section just read, these words: 
“Tocether with the evidence upon which the findings are 
based.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. H&PBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend section 3 
by striking out the word ‘“‘ provided” and the following words 
in that section: 





Provided, That the Government shall be put to no expense on account of 
witnesses summoned on the part of the applicant. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House as amended favorably. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to make a motion that is 
priviledged before that. In order to test the sense of the com- 
mittee I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion takes precedence. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Should not the motion be 
that the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that the enacting clause be stricken out? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the correct form, and I 
modify the motion. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON of Illi- 
nois, and it was rejected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now renew my motion that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably as amended. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed thechair, Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill H. R. 199, had directed 
him to report the same to the House with amendments, and 
with the recommendation that as so amended it do pass. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question on the 
bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the argendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. CANNON of Illinois) there were—ayes 
77, noes 5. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


ADMISSION. OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit the report I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
furcher consideration of the bill (H. R. 353) ‘‘ to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States,’’ and that said bill 
be considered in the House; that after three hours’ consideration thereof, 
if so much be necessary, the previous question shall be considered 4s or- 
dred on pending amendments and the engrossment and third reading and 
final passage of the bill; and then, without intervening motion, the vote 
shall be taken upon the third reading thereof, and upon the final passage of 
the bill; and, should a.motion to reconsider be made, upon a motion to lay 
the latter motion on the table. 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question upon 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the gentleman from 
Ohio if he will allow an amendment in regard to the Territory 
of Oklahoma? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That amendment would hardly be in 
order on this bill. Besides, it would hardly be the province of 
myself, having charge of this rule, to permit an amendment of 
that kind. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. REED. There will be no difficulty in getting at it by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would not guarantee unanimous con- 
sent uponany proposition; and besides, ifthe gentleman will ob- 
serve, there is a limited time. This bill having already been 
debated for a day in the House, this rule provides for three 
hours more. Now the bill for the admission of Oklahoma may 
—— much time as has been given to the bill to admit New 

exico. 

Mr. REED. That canbe arranged. Will the gentleman in- 
form the House whether the Committee on Rules have hada 
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petition addressed to them by the Committee on Territories for 
time for consideration of the Oklahoma bill? j 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I could not inform the House upon that 
subject, for the reason that I have not gone over all the resoly- 
tions and petitions that have been sent to the Committee on 
Rules. I observe that there are quite a number of them, per- 
haps twenty-five or thirty. 

Mr. REED. You have no knowledge of any such thing? 
_Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no knowledge of any such resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. Iam informed that sucha petition was presented 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That may be so. It was proper that 
this bill, having been considered under a previous order for one 
day, should be disposed of by itself. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Just as was done in the admission 
of the other Territories in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me rather a singular 
transaction that the people of a Territory which, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, has 300,000 inhabitants, 95 per cent of them 
born in this country, citizens of the United States, have not 
been able to secure time for the consideration of their case, while 
this bill, which has been rejected time out of mind by various 
ee, should receive the support of the Committee on 

Rules. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit me to say 
that at the time the rule was reported authorizing the consid- 
eration of the bill to admit the Territory of New Mexico asa 
State, the bill concerning the Territory of Oklahoma had not 
yet been reported. Now, with that the Committee on Rules has 
nothing to do, and it is in nowise responsible for it. 

Mr. REED. But the bill is reported to-day. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There area great many other measures 
reported. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
me? 

Mr. REED. I should be very sorry not to permit the gentle- 
man from Alabama to participate in the debate. 

Mr.WHEELER of Alabama. Thegentlemansays itis strange 
that the Committee on Rules should report a resolution for the 
consideration of the bill to admit New Mexico. Let me ask the 
gentleman if it isnot very strange that the Republican party has 
stood here in power for thirty years refusing a civilization older 
than Maine can boast of, older than New York can boast of, 
older than the civilization of any of our States, admission into 
the sisterhood of States? [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Doesit not occur to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that he has put into that question something in the nature 
of what would be personal vehemence if the momentum had had 
moré weight attached to it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was the truth, and truth al- 
ways has momentum. 

Mr. REED. Does it not strike him that he has been bringing 
into this discussion, which concerns a constitutional question 
largely, some little element of partisanship? And when we 
consider how free the Southern gentleman always is from par- 
tisanship, is he not a little ashamed that he has broken over 
the invariable rule of his section of the country upon a topic 
like this? |[Laughter.] I must say that itsaddens me so much 
that I can not proceed. [Laughter.| . 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to have the rule reported 


Will the gentleman permit 


again. : 
The SPEAKER. It will be again reported. 
Mr. REED. I reserve my time. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the rule. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. OUTHWAITE] if under that order as it is 
framed the bill would be open to amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think it would be open to amendment. 
The usual amendments which may be offered to a bill in the 
House may be offered to this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this is to be considered for three hours 
under general debate in the House, and a gentleman might take 
the floor and occupy it an hour, and somebody else might occupy 
it for another hour. There is no proposition for the offering of 
amendments. If it was to be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole there would b@ no difficulty about 
it. We simply want to avoid any controversy about amend- 
ments. 


Mr. PERKINS, Is it not the same question that was in- 


volved the other day. when we had to amend a rule? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. BURROWS. 


No; the same question is not involved. 
I think there ought to be some under 
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standing about that. There ought to be an opportunity to 
amend, in other words. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If there is any question as to that— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes there will be no objec- 
tion to adding that it be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be amended so as to read, that 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tion. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the rule as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


it be 
under 


[I have no objection to that modilfica- 


That after three hours’ consideration in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole under the five-minutes rule, or so much thereof, etc. 

The 
lution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not 
man, 

Mr. REED. I reserve my time, and yield such portion as 
needed to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- 
man from lowa 

Mr. REED. N 

The SPEAKE The gentleman from Iowa rose, and the 
Chair stated that he could not recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. I stated that I reserved the remainder of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. REED (continuing). With the intention of yielding it to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Iowa rose and addressed the Chair, and 
the Chair stated that he could not recognize him, the gentle- 
man from Maine having control of the time. The gentleman 
has nine minutes. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose in rising 
now to throw any obstruction whatever in the way of the pas- 
sage of the bill for the admission of New Mexico to statehood. 
No man who has lived in a Territory will protést or object toa 
people residing in a Territory coming to Congress and petition- 
ing to be relieved from the thraldom which we have had to un- 
dergo in the last two years in my Territory. I have been somo- 
what surprised, however, at the course of the gentleman from 
Ohio who presented this rule. The first proposition which I 
submitted to this House upon taking my seat here last August, 
was an amendment to the rules authorizing an increase in the 
membership of the Committees on Public Lands and Indian 
Affairs, so that two Delegates could serve on those committees 
instead of one. 

The gentleman from Ohio, who was then in charge of the re- 
port of the Committee on Rules of this House, opposed my prop- 
osition, and said that the Territories were about to be admitted 
to statehood; that we had only four Territories, and there were 
ten committees at our disposal, and that should be sufficient. It 
was the first time in my recollection that an effort had ever been 
made to curtail or reduce the representation of Territories in 
Congress upon a committee in which the Delegates were inter- 
ested. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman point out any Con- 
gress in which two Delegates were authorized to be put upon 
the same committee? 

Mr. FLYNN. Ifthe gentleman willrefer to the records of the 
Fifty-second Congress and of the Fifty-third Congress, he will 
find that there were two Delegates upon the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and are now acting uponit. I asked forthe same right 
of representation upon the Committee on Public Lands and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, because I was more interested in 
the matters pending before that committee than any other gen- 
tleman upon the floor of this House. The gentleman from Ohio 
opposed it then, as the representative’ of the Committee on 
Rules, claiming that we were about to be admitted into state- 
hood and did not need that representation. 

Do not misapprehend me. [ have no stone to throw in the 
way of the admission of the Territory of New Mexico. If my 
vote could decide the proposition, and would take it beyond the 
White House, New Mexico would be a State to-morrow; but I 
do have some interest in the Committee on Territories. The 
other day that committee signed a request to the chairman to 
present to the Committee on Rules asking them to set aside a 
day for the consideration of and a vote on the proposition for 

e admission into the Union of Oklahoma. Nothing has been 

one with that petition by the Committee on Rules, and the gen- 
tleman in charge of this resolution states that if such a resolu- 


SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


recognize the gentle- 


Ir. Speaker—— 
ID 
i 
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tion or request ever was presented to the Committee on Rules 
he does not know anything about it. 

Thereis no political party in my Territory—and we have 
of them there—that has not resolved at all their conventions 
in favor of statehood. I do not see what objection can be 


nA 


nade to allowing us to have a day to discuss the Oklahoma bill 
and tohave us treated inthesamemannerasthe other Territories 


are. I wantto state frankly now, either for the edification of 
this House or the country, that I do not believe a single Terri- 

| tory will be admitted while Grover Cleveland is in the White 
House. My Territory is somewhat different from the ot : 
Those of you in the East who seem to be afraid of ‘‘silver Sen- 
ators,” as you have styled them, and who talk about ‘‘ rotten 
boroughs,” need have no fearof Oklahoma. We have to-day 
in my Territory more school children attending school than the 

} 


entire citizenship in oneof the Territories whose bill has passed 
this House. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why do you not state that about N 
vada? 

Mr. FLYNN. I know nothing about Nevada. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Youcan read something about it in the 
census reports. 

Mr. FLYNN. I was not in Nevada when it was admitted; but 
lam confident that in the State of Nevada every vote cast there 


is counted; and I trust the gentleman from Ohio can say the 
same thing for his side of the House. [Applause.] Our Terri- 
tory to-day has more inhabitants than any other Territory in 
the Union, and we have the proud record that ours is a Terri- 
tory of people of American birth, as our inhabitants are 95 per 
cent native-born Americans. 

In the Territory of Oklahoma the words ‘‘ anarchist” and 
‘socialist’ are unknown. You taught us to vote in your dis- 
tricts before we went to Oklahoma. You were glad to receive 
our votes before we went to reside there, whether in the States 
of North and East or South even, when you were candidates for 
Congress; and why will you not now allow us Statehood and en- 
joy the same privileges we had before we went there? 

You then allowed us to vote for President. Everyletter they 
wrote you then was promptly answered, because the writer was 
aconstituent. But because these people have seen fit to go out 
there into the grandest new country that has ever been opened 
up in the history of this nation, and perhaps because through a 
misfortune—probably it will be so regarded on the other side of 
this House—the people of Oklahoma have seen fit to vote the 
Republican ticket—you are going to stand here and say that the 
other three Territories which elect Democratic delegates shal 
be entitled to Statehood regardless of qualification or anything 
else, and that Oklahoma, because she is Republican, shall not 
be admitted. 

[do not deny that the other Territories are entitled to ad- 
mission to Statehood. But if you lived in my Territory and saw 
fifty or sixty ‘‘carpet-baggers” sent in there in defiance of the 
plank in your platform which guaranteed us ‘‘ home rule,” you 
would be standing here just as I am, and asking at the hands of 
Congress relief from that yoke. You would ask that you and 
your neighbors should be treated as you had been in the States 
from which you had come. 

{Here the hammer fell.| 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lyield five minutes to the 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr FLYNN] complains that his Territory has not been gi 


ore 
B 


ntlema 


LvV© 
representation on the Committee on Public Lands. I submit 
that with the record of this Congress and the action of that com- 
mittee toward the Territory of Oklahoma he is the last man who 


ought to complain that his Territory has not been fairly treated 


I do not believe that he has submitted to that committee a sq)- 

itary measure demanded by his people which has not been fa- 

vorably reported or a substitute for it;and I believe that all his 
tT 


propositions in one shape or another have been passed by 
House, and most of them by both Houses. 


1 


Mr. FLYNN. Allow meaword. I find no fault whatever 
with the Committee on Publie Lands. I was referring to the 
gentleman from Ohio in his opposition to the motion which I 
had made for additional representation. Let me say that nobody 
has treated the Territory of Oklahoma more fairly than the 
Speaker of this House and the gentleman who is now on the floor 
[Mr. MCRAE] representing the Committee on Public Lands. I 


have no fault to find in that regard. But we are demanding 


statehood; that is what we asking now. 


Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will dismiss that matter 
with asingle remark. The gentleman admits that he can not 
justly complain of any action of the Committee on Public Lands, 
nor of this Congress, so far as legislation is concerned. He has 


gotten all his people have asked for, although he has repeatedly 


assailed the Democratic Administration. The Territory has 
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been tre ited as fairly by a Democratic Congress as if it was Dem- 
ocratic. 

Now, as to the statehood proposition. I hold in my hand his 
own bill for the admission of Oklahoma, and it is entirely differ- 
ent from that reported by the Committee on Territories. It 
provides for incorporating into the new State the Five Civilized 
Cribes, still recognizing and preserving the Indian tribal gov- 
ernments. 

I know something of the Oklahoma people, and I say to this 
Hous? that Ido not believe that one-third of the people of Okla- 
homa, including Republicans, Democrats, and Populists, are in 
favor of the admission of Oklahoma until the future status of the 
Indian country as regards the General Government has been 
settled. I do not believe that the bill which has been reported 
to this House meets the approval of any political party in Okla- 
homa. All parties demand, if itcan be had, single statehood for 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. There is no man who will 
go further than myselfin promoting the interest and prosperity 
of that honest, courageous, patriotic body of citizens who in- 
habit that Territory. 

I do not believe that they want or need statehood until the 
Indian problem is finally settled. They are not now prepared 
for admission with the present lines; they do desire and 
have asked for it with the Indian country, and they are entitled 
to this. Whenever they have made expression they have al- 
most with one voice declared a preference for single statehood, 
that is, statehood of the Territory of Oklahoma andithe Indian 
country. Now, Mr. Speaker, until the Dawes Commission has 
reported upon the propositions submitted to the Indians, or un- 
til Congress is ready to take hold of the question, asI am al- 
most certain it will do this at the next session of this Congress, 
no enabling act should be passed for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

When that has been done it can be made one of the greatest 
and grandest States in the Union. They have as many whites 
in the Indian country as in Oklahoma, and are as well prepared 
for statehood. It is to the interest of all concerned to delay the 

consideration until it can all come in together upon equal terms. 
We can not safely take up the question of Statehood for the In- 
dian Territory until the Commission has made a report. But 
when that is done [ shall insist upon single Statehood. 

I do not undertake to say whether the State will be Demo- 
cratic or Republican; but, without regard to that, 1 say when 
that time comes I will go as far as anyone in advocating the ad- 
mission of all that country as one State; but until that green 
spot is wiped from the map of the United States and the Indian 
governments prohibited the people of Oklahoma do not want 
admission and we do not want it. Let us, like patriotic legis- 
lators, like men who have the interest of Oklahoma and the 
whole country at heart, insist that the Indian problem shall be 
settled before we undertake to make a State out of Oklahoma, 
leaving as large a body of white people and as large an area of 
better land by its side unprovided for. Iask you, gentlemen, to 
remember that this can not be admitted into the Union except 
as a separate State. It can not be attached to another State 
without the consent of that State and if we dispose of Oklahoma 
now we must perpetuate the tribal governments of the Indians 
indefinitely. They are un-American, and can not stand much 
longer. 

Now, the gentleman from Oklahoma knows, his bill shows 
that he knew when he began, that his people wanted single State- 
hood, not dual Statehood. His people earnestly desire single 
Statehood; and when the proper time comes they will join one 
and all in support of such a proposition. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I want it understood here and in Oklahoma that this 
Democratic Congress, if you please, is in favor of the proposi- 
tion to make one State out of the two Territories, and that it 
is not afraid to go to the people of Oklahoma upon the idea 
that the admission of Oklahoma shall be postponed until the 
question of single Statehood can be rationally and honestly con- 
sidered. I believe that I can safely promise that this will be ac- 
complished at the next session. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task a vote on theadoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose doesthe gentleman rise? 

Mr. LACEY. I make the following motion, to recommit this 
resolution with instructions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think a motion torecommit would not 
be in order, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recommit with instructions to provide also for the consideration of the 
bill to admit Oklahoma. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE., 
motion. 


I make the point of order against that 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 27, 


———————_.» 





Mr. LACEY. What is the point of order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, This is a proposition to do indirectly 
what can not be done directly. The proposition of the gentle- 
— is equivalent to an amendment which would not be in 
order 

The SPEAKER. 
side. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the rule brought in by the Com. 
mittee on Rules is one fixing a certain order of business—provyid. 
ing a certain order in which the House shall transact business 
for a given number of hours on this day. Now, the Committee 
on Rules may provide in that order that the morning hour sha! 
first be dispensed with, or that the call of committees should be 
first dispensed with and that this bill should be taken up, and 
after its consideration other matters should then be taken uy 
and considered by the House during the number of hours set apart 
by the committee in the rule which we are considering. 

Now, we go into the question of the admission of Territories. 
The rule deals with that question. Here are two Territories 
clamoring for admission; the question involved is the admission 
of the Territory of New Mexico, and the same rule therefore 
ought to provide, and may properly provide, that the debate 
upon both of these bills, one after the other, shall be permitted 
to run a given length of time, and that the vote should then be 
taken upon each separate bill. This House may be willing to 
vote for the admission of a Democratic State, provided equally 
fair treatment is accorded to this side of the House on the same 
question. 

This amendment or motion to recommit provides that action 
shall be taken on the admission of both the States, one with a 
population of 250,000 of that ‘‘ ancient civilization” the gentle- 
man from Alabama referred to—the Aztec civilization—and the 
other with a population of 300,000 Anglo-Saxons, ready for ad- 
mission to State citizenship in the Territory of Oklahoma. [| 
see no reason, therefore, why the two can not be considered 
during the same number of hours. The motion to recommit 
makes no other change in the order except to provide for the 
consideration of the admission of Oklahoma. The propositions 
are of the same character. They relate to the same subject- 
matter. 

Now, the Committee on Rules may bring in a resolution, and 
it is no unusual thing, providing for instance that the Army ap- 
propriation bill shall be considered for a given number of hours, 
and then a vote shall be taken upon the bill; and immediately 
following that, that the consideration of the Naval appropria- 
tion bill shall -be entered upon, and that the vote shall be taken 
after a certain number of hours, the time for both bills being dis- 
posed of in one single rule. It is in the power of the House to 
do so, and it has been done in fixing the order of business over 
and over again on reports from the Committee on Rules pro- 
viding for the transaction of the public business. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, first session, page 2012, a rule was 
adopted giving two days for the consideration of a number of 
public building bills, and thus giving time for a large number 
of the same class of bills in a single order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will observe that 
this rule does not deal with an order of business as suggested by the 
gentleman, such as it sometimes does, to wit, that certain days 
shall be devoted to the consideration of measures reported from 
one particular committee, and certain dafs devoted to the con- 
sideration. of measures reported from another committee. Nor 
could it be regarded as dealing with the question of the assign- 
ment of time for the consideration of reports of committees. 
This rule specifically provides for the consideration of a particu- 
lar bill—for the admission of the Territory of New Mexico—pre- 
scribes the time that the bill may be considered by the Housa 
as in Committee of the Whole, and fixes the limit of time within 
which the vote shall be taken. 

Therefore the Chair does not think it would be in order tc 
amend that rule to embrace the consideration of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, because it is a different subject-matter. If it 
would not be in erder to amend the resolution by embracing 
that question, then it would not be in order to do the same 
thing by a motion to recommit, because that is but another 
method of amendment, and we can not do by indirection what 
the rules forbid to be done directly. rs 

Therefore the Chair thinks that the motion to recommit with 
instructions, suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, is not in 
order, and the question is on the adoption of the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico toform a constitution 
and State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal foot 
ing with the original States. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 





The Chair wishes to hear from the other 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This bill has been read to the 
House when previously considered, and I suppose it is not neces- 
sary to read it again. — ’ i bal ; 

The SPEAKER. Under this order the bill is to be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, under the five-min- 
ute rule, and general debate under that order is exhausted, so 
that the bill will be read by sections for amendment and discus- 
sion under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk réad as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the inhabitants of all > part of the area of the 
United States now constituting the Territory of New Mexico, as at present 
described, may become the State of New Mexico, as hereinafter provided. 

Src. 2. That all persons who shall have resided within the limits of said 
proposed State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by thelaws of said 

‘erritory to vote for representatives to the Legislative Assembly thereof, are 
hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention in 
said Territory; and the qualifications for delegates to such convention shall 
be such as by the laws of said Territory persons are required Pa to 
be eligible to the Legislative Assembly thereof; and the aforesaid delegates 
to form said convention shall be apportioned among the several counties 
within the limits of the proposed State in proportion to the population of 
each county by the census of 1890, exclusive of all Indians, upon a basis of 
one delegate for each two thousand inhabitants in each county, and one ad- 
ditional delegate for a fraction of over one thousand inhabitants therein, 
the same to be apportioned as follows: Bernalillo County, 9 delegates; Chaves 
County, 1 delegate; Colfax County, 3 delegates; Dona Ana County, 5 dele- 
gates; Eddy County, | delegate; Grant County, 5 delegates; Lincoln County, 
2 delegates; Mora County, 5 delegates; Rio Arriba County, 6 delegates; San 
Juan County, 1 delegate; Union County, 1 delegate; San Miguel County, 12 
delegates; Santa Fe County?7 delegates; Sierra County, 2 delegates; So- 
corro County, 5 delegates; Taos County, 5 delegates, and Valencia County, 
5 delegates; 75 delegates in all; and the governor of said Territory shall by 
proclamation order an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory, 
to be held on the Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1894, which 
proclamation shall be issued within ninety days after the passage of this 
act: and such election sball ke conducted, the returns made, the result as- 
certained, and the certificates to persons elected to such convention issued 
in the same manner as is prescribed by the laws of the said Territory reg- 
ulating elections therein for Delegate to Congress. All persons regident in 
said proposed State, who are qualified voters of said Territory, as herein pro- 
vided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election of delegates and upon the 
ratification or rejection of the constitution, under such rules and regula- 
tions as said convention may prescribe, not in conflict with this act. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to that sec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). There are 
certain committee amendments to that section. According to 
the print of the bill as read, in line 21, page 2, there isanamend- 
ment, and also in line 23, just below it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the committee 
amendment in line 21, to insert the words ‘‘ Guadalupe County, 
two delegates,” be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Also in line 23 there is an 
amendment to strike out the word ‘‘twelve” and insert the 
word ‘ ten;” soas to read: ‘‘San Miguel County, ten delegates.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to amend line 29, page 2, by strike 
ing out the word “ first” and inserting the word “ third;” also 
in line 36, page 3, to amend by striking out the words “ dele- 
gate to Congress’ and inserting the words ‘‘members of the 
Legislature.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in support of these amend- 
ments, that this bill differs in this respect from either of the 
other bills reported for the admission of Territories as States 
into the Union. The election for delegates to the constitutional 
convention is called at the time of the regular election in No- 
vember. In my judgment this election ought to be held sepa- 
rately from the annual election, into which partisan politics so 
largely enter. That would secure a better class of delegates to 
this convention and free it from the partisan politics which 
must largely dominate at that time. 

With reference to the second amendment, in line 36, on page 
3, let me say that I desire to make this bill conform to like bills 
this House has passed hitherto, and make the regulations therein 
the same as for members of the Legislature, so that the returns 
shall be canvassed the same as in the case of members of the 
Legislature. Ican see noreason why this bill should differ from 
the bill for the admission of Utah and the bill for the admission 
of Arizona, and other bills that we have passed for the admis- 
sion of Territories to statehood. Certainly when you elect these 
delegates to your constitutional convention, the same machin- 
ery employed as in the case of the election of members of the 
Legislature ought to be employed. 

If it be desired to eliminate partisanship from the consider- 
ation of this bill, to bring the people of the Territory to a 
judgment upon the one question of their admission to the Union, 
and the formation of a constitution that they will approve, then 
certainly the same machinery should be employed that you em- 
ploy in the election of members of the Legislature. I knowof 
no good reason why these returns should be canvassed by the 
Secretary of State. 
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For my own part, Mr. Speaker, I am not here concerned as to 
the future politics of New Mexico. I believe that the Republi- 
cans of that Territory are willing to take their chances with the 
Democrats in the future elections that may be held there. I 
understand that it is the unanimous sentiment of both political 
parties in the Territory of New Mexico that they should be 
promptly admitted to statehood. I read in this report, setting 
orth the advantages of New Mexico, that the people of that 
Territory arelargely occupied in the sheep and cattle industries. 

If that be the case, I think if we can provide for the early ad- 
mission of New Mexico, that the Republicans do not need to 
hesitate about taking their chances with the Democrats of that 
Territory. SolIdesire here on this occasion to raise no parti- 
san question; and if we here on this side of the.Champbor are 
willing to eliminate that, I desire to know from the géntleman 
from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] why he is not willing, in the 
construction of the bill, to eliminate that question also? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the information of 
the gentleman from Iowa|Mr. PERKINS] that all the citizens of 
New Mexico, irrespective of political parties, have been in favor 
of the immediate admission of that Territory into the Unionas 
a State; but during the session of the Thirtieth Territorial As- 
sembly that Assembly appointed a commission to audit and in- 
vestigate what is commonly known in New Mexico as the float- 
ing militia debt of that Territory, a militia debt which was 
largely incurred during the war of the rebellion, in defense of 
the Union. This investigation was promulgated for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what the legal status of that debt was, pre- 
paratory to the admission of New Mexico into statehood. 

That commission, I am informed, reported, after due delibera- 
tion and investigation into the matter, that there were more of 
these militia warrants in circulation in the Territéry of New 
Mexico than there were vouchers for them in the hands of the 
adjutant-general of the militia of that Territory. 

And itis for that reason that every citizen and taxpayer in 
the Territory of New Mexico is now anxious for a postponement 
of admission until New Mexico can have another legislative as- 
sembly meet, and act, and upon a legal and fair basis fund this 
militia debt of the Territory. 

The new State will not only assume but be called upon to pay 
this militia debt that the Territory has incurred; and it was for 
that reason that the Committee on Territories saw proper or 
deemed it proper to postpone the admission until New Mexico 
could have another legislative assembly, so as to fund this mili- 
tia debt upon a fair and equitable basis. [ask this House to 
sustain the action of the Committee on Territories, who have 
passed upon the question, on the reasons [ have given. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to have the gentleman from 
New Mexico make some explanation of the change in this bill 
from that for the admission of Arizona and Utah in the matter 
I have pointed out on page 3, line 36. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I have tried to explain to the gentleman the 
motive of this postponement of admission. 

Mr. PERKINS. [tis not the matter of postponement that I 
speak of. If you will look at your bill you will see. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Where does the gentleman's amendment come 
in. 

Mr. PERKINS. I movetostrike out ‘‘ Delegate to Congress ” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ members of the Legislature.” 

Mr. JOSEPH. Oh, I do not object to that. That is accept- 
able. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa was to strike out the word “ first,”’ on page 2. 

Mr. PERKINS. My first amendment was to cause the elec- 
tion to be held at a time separate from your political election. 
Now, [ am not particular as to what the time shall be. Any 
date that the gentleman may name would be acceptable, but I 
do not think that the elections ought to be held at the same 
time as the regular election. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is it not better from the fact that at 
the time of the regular election you get a fuller expression of 
the people’s sentiment on the question. You get a fuller ex- 
pression from the voters. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think, if the gentleman from Arizona will 
allow me, that the questions entering into that partisan election 
will largely control the action in this election of delegates to 
the constitutional convention; and therefore you will not get as 
high class or order of men in this constitutional convention as 
you would if the election were held at a separate date. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think thatis going rather too far. 
I will say to my friend I do not think it would be shown to be 
the fact. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that is the rule that has been fol- 
lowed. I think that was the rule with reference to the gentle- 
man's own Territory. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, it was; and that was because 
we hadnochance ofa general election. We had alreidy adopted 
our constitution,and it would have been an unnecessary expense 
both to the Government and to the State. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it has been the uniform rule of Con- 
gress to provide for these separate elections. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It may be the case; but it may not 
have been possible to have had it in all cases when there was to 
be a general election. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That rule has been established for reasons I 
have now adduced by every Congress. [I think there ought to 
be no departure in this case. Iam willing to cétperate with 
the gentleman from New Mexico in getting favorable action on 
this bill, but I think, in justice to those interests which I in part 
myself represent, that these purely partisan features of the bill 
should be eliminated. Ionlyaskforallinterests in New Mexicoan 
equal opportunity, and I desire when thatconstitutional conven- 
tion shall be held that it may be representative of the very best 
sentiment of your Territory and secure the very best possi- 
ble results. I feel confident that the amendment that I pro- 
pose will conduce to thatend. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] Now, lam 
not particular, as I have said, as tothe date. The gentleman 
can name any date in lieu of that I have suggested. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the information 
of the gentleman that the committee saw proper to fix this date 
for the election of delegates to the constitutional convention, 
because on that dayithe people of New Mexico will elect a Dele- 
gate to the Vifty-fourth Denawens of the United States, and mem- 
bers to the Thirty-first Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico; and itis thought that that would bring out a 
full expression of all the legal voters in that Territory, and the 
committee saw epee to have these delegates to this constitu- 
tional convention elected upon the same day that the Delegate 
and territorial officers are elected. And it is so much less ex- 
pensive, as my friend from Arizona suggests. 

Mr. SMITE of Arizona. It costs as mych to elect these dele- 
= to the constitutional convention as itdoes to hold a general 
election. 

Mr. GEAR. Are the voters in the Territory of New Mexico 
different in their interests from the voters in any other Territory 
in this country in the past? 

Mr. JOSEPH. I think not. 

Mr. GEAR. Then why do thiscommittee bringin a bill here 
for the admission of New Mexico, violating the precedents in 
the cases of all the other Territories that have been admitted for 
fifty years past, the precedent of having a nonpartisan election 
for a constifutional convention? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There has been no precedent such 


as the gentleman suggests. The gentleman can not find the 


case of a Territory that has been admitted when the election 
for the constitutional convention came near the time for the 
general election that the elections were not held together. 

Mr. GEAR. The State that I in part represent had three or 
perhaps four different elections held at times different from the 
general election. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes, but they were at periods quite 
remote from the general election. I wish that in the case of 
Arizona the election for the constitutional convention could be 
held at the same time as the general election, so that there 
might be a full expression of the sentiment of the people, and 
dt the same time a saving of expense. It costs thirty or forty 
thousand dollars to hold one of these elections. 

Mr. GEAR. Well, $30,000 is of no account in a result which 
is to last for all remaining time. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not think the expression of the 
people's will is likely to be different on one day from what it is 
on another. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not if it can be concentrated on the question 
at issue; but if it can be scattered over the questions of the elec- 
tion of members of the Legislature and of a Representative in. 
Congress, and if there can be trading back and forth, accompa- 
nied by indifference as to the character of the delegates to the 
constitutional convention, it may make a great difference. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the two parties hold their con- 
ventions to nominate candidates, and does not the gentleman 
think that when it comes to the great question of a constitu- 
tional convention the personnel of the delegates will be care- 
fully looked after by each party, and that they will select the 
very best men they have in the Territory to act in that capacity, 
80 that whichever party succeeds in the election there will at 
least be a good representation in that convention? 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill draws the partisan line very taut. 
If the delegates alone were to be chosen at the election, Popu- 
lists and Republicans, in a measure, might vote for Democrats, 
and Democratsand Populistsmight in part yote for Republicans, 
but when you place the election on this partisan basis there is 
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no Opportunity for a fair expression of popular opinion in the 
election of gle ates. 

Mr. SMI of Arizona. Oh, the gentleman does not know 
= people of that part of the country. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is exhausted. The ques- 

tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico to accept my second amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH. The amendment on line 36; yes, I have ; 
cepted that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of*objection the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

The Clerk read the last paragraph of section 3, as follows: 


Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establishment and main- 
tenance of a system of public schools which shall be open to all the children 
of said State and free from sectarlan control. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by in- 
serting, on page 5, in line 52, after the word ‘‘control,” the fol- 
lowing: ‘“‘And in all of which public schools the English lan 
guage shall be taught.” 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that in the consideration of this bill 
in the Fifty-first Congress the Delegate from New Mexico ac- 
cepted the amendment which was offexed by me at that time. 
From this testimony then taken before the Committee on Terri- 
tories, it appeared that in many of the public schools of New 
Mexico only the Spanish language was taught, and that there 
was quite a number of the schools in which the English lan- 
guage was not taught at all. If the Delegate remembers, I of- 
fered this amendment to the bill in the Committee on Territo- 
ries and it was accepted by him, and I presume that it will not 
be objected to now. 

If the Territory is to be admitted as a State of the Union, and 
I hope it may be, we certainly should have in every public school 
in that State the English language taught. Many of the citi- 
zens of the present Territory do not speak English, and in a 
large percentage of their schools the English language is not 
taught. Now, if the Congress of the United States is to vote to 
admit the Territory as a State among the States of this Union 
we certainly ought to provide that in all of the public schools 
there the English language shall be taught. Iam satisfied that 
the German, the Freach, the Spanish, or any other language 
may be taught in the schools, but I am especially anxious, and 
I believe the people of this country are, that in this and in all 
of the States the English language shall be taught in all the 
public schools. I hope the amendment will be accepted by the 

| Delegate from New Mexico. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 

Illinois, I will say that I did at one time consent to have that 
provision inserted in this bill, but that was seven or eight years 
ago, when we had not yet established in New Mexico what is 
called the American public school system. We have that sys- 
tem there to-day, and I say now that in New Mexico we have as 
good a public school system as there is in any State or Terri- 
tory in the Union, and that the English language is taught in 
every public school within the Territory. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. It was not so at the time I speak of, 
and if it is now taught in all the schools of your Térritory, where 
is the objection to the adoption of the amendment which I have 
offered? It does not take from you any of the privileges you 
now have; it does not prohibit nor prevent you from teaching 
any and all languages in your schools which you may desire to 
have taught there, but simply requires that in all of your schools 
the English language must be taught as one of the branches of 
education. Where is the American citizen who will object to 
this reasonable provision? 

Mr. JOSEPH. No, English was not then taught in all the 
schools, although it was taught in most of them. There were, 
however, schools in the rural districts where it was not taught, 
but to-day, by the report of the superintendent of public in- 
struction of New Mexico, which I have copied into the report 
on this bill, it will be seen that in the 619 public schools in the 
Territory of New Mexico the only language that is taught is 
the English language, and that by ar of existing law. 
The only Spanish book that is permitted to be be used in our 
schools is a Spanish and English primer. , 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If the English language is taught 
now in all your public schools, is there any objection to insert- 
ing a provision in this bill that the English language must be 
taught in all those schools, but not prohibiting the teaching of 
any other language? 5 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, [ do not object to that provision 
in itself; but if the people of New Mexico are to be proscribed 
and discriminated against in this way, they will not enter this 
Union on an equal footing with the people of the other States, 
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and for that reason I shallinsist that the rights of the American 
citizens of New Mexico shall be respected. 
SMITH of Illinois. Do you decline to accept the amend- 


M r 
ment? 

Mr. JOSEPH. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
rum to pass your bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentle- 
man from New Mexico will notobject toso reasonable an amend- 
ment as this. It does not prohibit the teaching of the Spanish 
or any other language in the public schools if the Legislature 
chooses to provide for it. All the amendment does is to pro- 
vide that the English language shall be taught. Now, it seems 
to me that the gentleman is standing in his own light and re- 
flecting upon the intelligence and character of the citizens of 
his Territory in objecting to so reasonable, so just, so proper 
an amendment as that which has been offered by my colleague. | 

Mr. JOSEPH. Thatrestriction has never been inserted in the 
bills for the admission of other Territories, and for that reason 
I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Granting for argument’ssake that 
it has not been inserted in any other bill in the history of the 
legislation respecting the admission of Territories, this is the 
first Territory where the Spanish language was taught in its 
schools and was the prevailing language of the Territory that 
has ever asked for admission into the Union as a State. 


I decline to accept it. 
Then you will have to have a quo- 





Mr. JOSEPH. The gentleman is mistaken. California, 
Texas, Colorado were inthesamesituation. Their people spoke 
Spanish. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But they taught English in their 
schools, and more people of those Territories could speak the 
English language than any other language. 

Mr. O’NELL of Massachusetts. So they do now in the six 
hundred and ninety public schools in New Mexico. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Itseems tome that the gentleman 
from New Mexico is standing in his own light and in the way 
of the interests of his constituents when he objects to an amend- 
ment of thischaracter. Does the gentleman upon reflection still 
insist upon his objection? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Ido, most emphatically. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, Utrust that there is patriot- 
ism enough in the Democratic party in this House to decline to 
admit New Mexico into the Union as a State unless so just and 
30 proper an amendment as this be adopted. As my colleague | 
{Mr. Smrri of Illinois} has stated, when the bill for the admis- 
sion of this Territory was before the committee in the last Con- | 
gress, the Delegate from New Mexico admitted that in many of | 
the schools English was not taught. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. In a majority of them. 

Mr. BROWN. MayI ask the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS] a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill ask the gentleman if it isnot right and 
proper that where a State maintains its own public schools 
and makes all the provision that is made for their support, it 
ought to have exclusive jurisdiction of what is taught in those 
schools? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No, sir; I deny that proposition 
under the circumstances of this case. I say that when any sec- 
tion of the country that is governed by Territorial laws seeks 
admission into the sisterhood of States, regulations should be 
prescribed which will make that Territory a part of the Re- 
public a credit and notadisgrace. The English language is 
the language of our common country. Upon the use of that 
anguage, in my judgment, depends largely the perpetuity of 
our Union, and to admita Territory like New Mexico as a State 
and permit her to provide by laws or reguiations that the Eng- 
lish language shall not be taught in her schools is a disgrace 
to the American nation. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. There is no such provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. AndI say now, asI was saying 
when interrupted by the gentleman from Indiana, that I trust 
there is patriotism enough among the members of the Demo- 
cratic party in this House to decline to permit this Territory 
to become a State unless thg amendment proposed by my col- 
league be adopted. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I earnestly hope that the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill willacceptthisamendment. Itisawell- 
known fact, I believe, and one which can not be disputed, that 
70 per cent of the population of New Mexico are either Spanish 
or of Indian descent; that the laws there are published in alter- 
nate columns of Englishand Spanish; that the instructions of the 
courts to the juries are in English and interpreted into Spanish; 
that the arguments of the counsel to the jury are interpreted 
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into Spanish from the English. And it seems to me itis only a 
proper precaution when these people come here and ask State- 
hood in the American Unton to require that their children shall 
be taught the language of the United States, the language that 
we have been taught. 

[ want to say here and now, that while I advocate the admis- 
sion of this Territory and stand prepared by letters from my per- 
sonal friends out in that country to vote for this bill, I never can 
and never will vote for it unless the English language can be 
taught in the common schools of that country by law. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Itis taught there now. 

Mr. GEAR. It is no argument to say that this bill with such 
an amendmeéntwould differ from former Territorial bill There 


have been no corresponding or similar conditions heretofore. No 


| Territory has ever been admitted into the Union with 70 or 80 


per cent of its population who do not understand and speak the 
English language; and under these circumstances no Territ 
should be, or by my vote can be, admitted without such a require- 
ment as this amendment proposes. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
the English language is now taught in every publie school in 
the Territory of New Mexico? 

Mr. GEAR. I will take that for granted. I will accept the 
statement of the Committee on Territories and the Delegate 

| from New Mexico on that question. But we have a right, and 
| not merely a right, but it is a trust confided to us, to th 


the children of that Territory are educated in the language of 
the Government under which they live. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, [ am disposed to 
criticise very severely the statement of the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. GEAR] that we have a right or that it is our duty to 
interfere in the domestic affairs of the people of a State 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman’s position may doubtle 
from his standpoint, but this is not a State: this is awa 
Governmer t. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [I am notat allsurprised atthe 
gentleman’s views. Theparty to which the gentleman belongs, 
and of which he is a very distinguished member, has always 
evinced a disposition to interfere with everything in the States, 
to enter into the domestic affairs of States, and control State 
governments as far as it is possible for them to do so. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman standing right there in his place 
denied the right of the Territory of Oklahoma to cast a vote on 
the location of a county seat. | do not wonder that he is now 
advocating this kind of a policy. 


1 
3 pe true 
rd of the 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I took exactly the contrar 
position; the gentleman is mistalren 
Mr. GEAR. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Y« of to 


concur in an amendment which proposed to give t 


| Oklahoma that right. 


Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. No, the gentleman is mistaken. 
L took the position that Congress should not pass a law regulat- 
ing the time or manner of elections in Oklahoma. I contended 
that the Legislature of that Territory was the proper tribunal 
to attend to such matters. I stood on the same principle on 
that matter that I stand on here now. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend will permit me asingle remark. He 
is to-day chairman on the part of the House of a committee of 
conference on a bill pending between the two Houses; and he is 
standing out against a Senate amendment to that bill giving 
the people of the Territory of Oklahoma the right to locate 
their own county seat by an election. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I have stood here suc: ully 
opposing the gentleman from Iowa and his party associates who 
sought to violate State rights by having Congress enact laws to 
regulate purely local affairs in the Territory of Oklahoma, which 
should be left to the Legislature of Oklahoma. 

The action of the gentleman in regard to the Oklahoma, case 
[ regard as very high-handed. 

The law as enacted by the people of Oklahoma provided that 
there should be no election for five years for changing county 
sites, and now in the interest of a great railroad corporation 
billis brought into Congress which seeks to override the action 
of the people. 

The eontention of myself and Democratic friends is that this 
matter should be left to the Legislature of Oklahoma. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman makes this one mistake: A Ter- 
ritory is not a State ‘‘clothed with sovereign power to deter- 
mine all questions concerning its own domestic affairs;” it is a 
ward of the Government; and we are legislating for it. When 
the State is admitted it can attend to all its own matters; but in 
the present position of the case we have the right to make con- 
ditions precedent to its admission. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, who is entitled 
to the floor. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] is entitled to the flocr. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the gentleman from [Iowa 
has seized it. {Laughter.] L insist thatthe principles for which 
I contended upon the town-site bill were exactly the same as those 
T contend for here—that Territories shall regulate their domes- 
tic concerns. 

| insist that the people of New Mexico shall have the same 
privilege that Pennsylvania exercises in allowing the German 
language to be taught and not prohibited; that the people of 
Wisconsin exercise in allowing the Norwegian language to be 
taught and not prohibited; that the people of Louisiana exer- 
cise in allowing the French language to be taught and not pro- 
hibited; that the people of Colorado and California exercise in 
allowing the Spanish language to be taught and not prohibited. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman will allow me to 
say right there that thisamendment does not prohibit the teach- 
ing of the Spanish language in the public schools of New Mex- 
ico; but it does require that the English language shall be 
taught. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You propose to invade a State 
and direct what the people shall teach in their schools. Such 
legislation by Congress is obnoxious. It is establishing a dan- 
gerous precedent system. I say let that matter be arranged 
like aay other domestic question. 

The fact that this legislation is obnoxious tothe people of New 
Mexico ought to control our action in this matter. 

The Democratic party has sought to prepare a bill for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico so that it will be satisfactory and pleas- 
ing to the good people of that Territory. 

| read from a recent work on New Mexico: 

The New Mexicans of Spanish decent are among the most honest-dealing 
people of the world. They have not to be sued for a debt, but will pay it to 
the last cent either in money or service. 

And asI have been in the Territory I speak from personal 
knowledge in my assertion that the people of New Mexico, 
whether of Spanish or American descent, compare most favora- 
bly with the people of any Territories we have admitted. They 
are people of intelligence, pluck, endurance, and progressive 
spirit, and I am in favor of leaving this matter entirely to their 
judgment. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is this entire act? Why do you come 
here with an enabling act, if the whole business in regard to 
questions of this kind is to be turned over to New Mexico? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We propose simply to admit 
these people as a State, and let them arrange their own domes- 
tic concerns. 

ANCIENT CIVILIZATION OF NEW MEXICO. 


When New York City was a forest inhabited by wild beasts, 
when Boston was a barren waste, and Philadelphia was unknown, 
there was a high civilization in that part of our common coun- 
try known as New Mexico. A high orderof architecture, paint- 
ing, music, and arts of all kinds flourished. Of the territory 
acquired from France in 1803, of Spain in 1819, and of Mexico in 
18i8, the country comprised within the limits of what is now 
New Mexico was by far the most advanced in all that is called 
modern civilization. 

From the less civilized country surrounding this territory we 
have carved out States, each of which, at the date of admission, 
had less than half the population of the Territory which this 
bill proposes to admit into the sisterhood of States. From the 
original boundaries of New Mexico, as it was acquired in 1846, 
we have cut off and created the States of California, Nevada, 
Colorado, and, so far as this House is concerned, we have also 
formed and admitted Arizona and Utah. 

As many members seem to be misinformed as regards the civi- 
lization and history of New Mexico, I beg to give some facts in 
regard to this interesting subject. 


NEW MEXICO THREE HUNDRED AND SIXTY YEARS AGO. 


In 1527 De Narvaez was sent out to conquer and colonize 
the mainland of Florida and subject it to the crown of Spain. 
His expedition was unfortunate, and becoming dismembered 
achieved nothing of importance. The treasurer of the expedi- 
tion, Cabeza de Vaca, was shipwrecked on the coast, captured 
by the Indians, and worked his way westward from tribe to tribe 
in the capacity of a slave. 

When in the neighborhood of the Mississippi he met with 
three of his comrades in arms who had also been wrecked, and 
they became the companions of his journeys and adventures, of 
which he afterwards made areport to his sovereign. His knowl- 
edge of medicine and surgery soon earned for hima great repu- 
tation among the savages and his amiable character soon won 
their affection. 


CABEZA DE VACA IN NEW MEXICO. 


He found the Indians of New Mexico a peaceful and hospitable 
people. Prince, in his history of New Mexico, quoting from de 
Vaca’s report, says: ; 

The land of plenty when reached was one where the natives had perma- 
nent structures for houses. Through this good land they traveled, finding 
everywhere settled habitations and plenty of corn and beans. The people 
gave them cotton shawls, better than those of New Spain, many beads an l 
certain corals found on the South Sea, and fine turquoises that came from 
the north. 

They presented de Vaca with some valuable emeralds which 
they said were brought from some lofty mountains toward the 
north, where there were populous towns and very large houses, 
Indeed, the architecture of some of the cities was such as to ex- 
cite the wonder and admiration of the European. In some of 
the large settlements there were communal houses built around 
a large open square into which they opened. They were several 
stories high and of solid masonry that could withstand the wear 
and tear of ages. 

Then there were the cliff cities, built upon the faces of sheer 
precipices and invumerable to the attacks of enemies. The 
architecture of these strange dwelling places is unique and won- 
derful, and the secrets of their construction are buried with the 
ancient tribes who built them. 


AZTECS AND NEW MEXICAN CIVILIZATION. 


There has been much discussion as to the origin and history 
of the early inhabitants. Bancroft does not admit that they 
were identical with the ancient Aztecs, but he says, page 4 of 
his History of New Mexico: 

It is also still the custom of most writers to refer to the ruins and relics 
of this region as undoubtedly of Aztec origin, and to adopt more or less 
fvily the theory that the ancestors cf the Pueblo tribes were Aztecs. 

And in a footnote, same page, he quotes from his Native 
Races: 

I do not mean to express a decided opinion that the Aztecs were not, some 
hundreds or thousands of centuries ago, or even at a somewhat less remote 
period, identical with the natives of New Mexico, for I have great faith in 
a power of time and environment to work unlimited changes in peo- 

History speaks of the Aztecs as a proud, noble-hearted, am- 
bitious race. At the time of the Spanish conquest they were 
in an advanced stage of civilization. Arts and industries wera 
encouraged, and faithfulness and patriotism were common qual- 
ities among them. Their heroes compare favorably with those 
of any nation at any time, and Guatemozin, the last Aztec king, 
far surpassed any who have succeeded him in Mexico, both in 
patriotism and nobility of heart and purpose. 

There is no doubt they degenerated, but nevertheless when 
Columbus discovered America there was as much civilization in 
New Mexico as was found in many localities in Europe during 
the Dark Ages. 

As de Vaca and his companions pressed forward they heard 
rumors of the passage of a maurauding band of Spaniards, and 
seven years from the date of leaving Spain they met a body of 
their own countrymen under the command of Diego de Alcaraz. 
These men had abused and pillaged the peaceful inhabitants, 
who in may places had entirely abandoned their homes and 
ceased to cultivate the ground. . 

Da Vaca says that everywhere he went he tried to restore 
peace and that he left the natives happily engaged in their usual 
occupations. Proceeding to Sonora, it Mexico, he obtained 
transportation to the City of Mexico, where he made a report tc 
the viceroy, and was then sent on to Spain. His name has 
ever been revered in New Mexico as the kindly, generous- 
hearted Christian who practiced faithfully the teachings of the 
golden rule. 

FRIAR MARCUS IN NEW MEXICO, 


Da Vaca finds a rival for the title of discoverer of New Mexico 
in the person of Friar Marcus, who first visited the Zuni Pueblos 
in 1539, but as this missionary was accompanied by Estavanico, 
the negro guide and interpreter of Da Vaca, it is probable he 
followed in the pathof thelatter. TheIndians gave him a warm 
welcome and at every place brought him food and ornaments, 
and everywhere he endeavored to conciliate them. He then 
sent the negro ahead of him and arranged a code of signals be- 
tween them. . : 

The negro was taken prisoner by the governor of Cibola and 
put to death, and the Friar returned without having accom- 
plished much, but bringing back fabulous stories he had heard 
of the great and populous cities in the interior, The following 
year he returned accompanied by Coronado with two hundred 
and fifty men at arms and occupied the city of Cibola, He did 
not make a permanent settlement, but returned, leaving three 
priests to convert the savages. These priests, though liked by 
the young peopie, were hated by the old people, and were by 
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them put to death. A similar fate overtook three zealous Fran- | 


ciscans who undertook to evangelize these savages. 
DON JUAN DE ONATE IN NEW MEXICO. 


In 1597 Don Juan de Onate entered New Mexico with 700 sol- | 


diers and 130 families for colonization, and was successful in 
overcoming the natives and establishing colonies. TheIndians 


were impressed as ‘slaves to work in the mines, until, maddened, | 


by the oppressions of their masters, they revolted and expelled 
the Spaniards in 1680, retaining possession of the country until 
1692. 

In this year De Vargas was appointed governor and recon- 
quered the province. From his time to the beginning of the 
present century there were twenty-four governors in Santa Fe. 

THE BRAVEST AND MOST HARDY SUBJECTS OF NEW SPAIN, 

In 1806 Lieut. Zebulon Montgomery Pike entered New Mex- 
ico. He speaks of the New Mexicans as ‘‘ the bravest and most 
hardy subjects of New Spain.” He adds: 

Their isolated and remote situation causes them to exhibit in a superior 
degree the heaven-like qualities of hospitality and kindness, in which they 
appear to endeavor to fulfill the injunction of the Scripture which enjoins 
to feed the hungry, clothe the naked, and give comfort to the oppressed of 


spirit; and I shali always take pleasure in expressing my gratitude for their 
noble reception of myself and the men under my command. 


IN 1882 NEW MEXICO A DEPOT OF TRADE. 

The road from St. Louis to Santa Fe was traveled occasionally 
early in this century, but was not permanently open until 1822, 
when Santa Fe commenced to figure as the great depot of 
Western trade. 


In 1837 the New Mexicans rebelled against the selection of a 
colonel in the Mexican army for their governor, and insisted 


upon their right to a native governor. Perez was defeated and 
executed, and wassucceeded by Gonzales, a Pueblo Indian, who 





was in turn superceded by Armijo, who proved to be their last | 


Mexican governor. cog 
It is surprising that New Mexico has maintained the enter- 


prise and progress which we see there to-day, when we consider | 


the i g g ad fai re experienced | ; ; gir 
the ill treatment and bad faith these people have experience | and to their surpelee were refused adaianion. 


at the hands of the Government of the United States. 


From 1545 to 1821 New Mexico was one of the provinces of | 


Mexico, with rights and representation in all respects equal and 
similar to any of the provincesof Mexico, or any of the provinces 
of Spain. 
A SOVEREIGN STATE OF MEXICO FROM 1821 TO 1846. 

From 1821 to the date of its cession tothe United States it was 
a state of the Republic of Mexico, with representation in 
the Mexican Congress the same as all the other states of 
Mexico. 

After the declaration of war between the United States and 
Mexico, and while Taylor was victoriously following up the 


enemy in the south, Col. Kearny was sent from Fort Leaven- 


worth to New Mexico toaccomplishits conquest. Hedispatched 
Capt. Cook as an ambassador to treat with Governor Armijo at 
Santa Fe. 

Meanwhile Kearny received his commission of brigadier 
general, and at the same time private instructions from the Sec- 
retary of War authorizing him to offer to these people the friend- 
ship and protection of the United States, and in case of their 
wishing to become a part of our Government, prompt admission 
to the privileges of statehood. This he actually did in his ad- 
dresses to the people at Las Vegas and other places. 

Armijo determined to make a stand against the invaders and 
took up a strong position of defense, but his army gradually 
melted away before the advance of the United States army, not 
because the people lacked the courage to resist, but because 
they were not in sympathy with Mexico and were friendly to 
the Government of the United States. Thus the government 
of New Mexico was transferred from Armijo to Gen. Kearny 
es bloodshed or violence. This took place August 19, 
1846. 

STATEHOOD PROMISED TO NEW MEXICO. 


Bancroft, in his History of New Mexico, page 417, says that— 


Gen. Kearny made an address to the people in the plaza, giving them 
assurances of full protection ‘‘as subjects of the United States.” 


As stated by Prince,in his History, page 302, Kearny used 
these words: 
I do hereby proclaim my intention to establish in the department a 


Se eran, on @ republican basis, similar to those of our own 


Thereupon all the officers of the Mexican Government then 
pee took the oath of allegiance to the Government of the 
nited States,and the American flag was unfurled above the 


“x. 
ancroft, pages 417 and 418, says: 


Three days later Kearny’s position was fully explained in the form 
proclamation which is prin Ad ed, . ” 


XXVJ,——433 
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1846 (I read from Ban- 


99 


The proclamation, dated August 22, 
croft, page 418), says: 

It is the wish and intention of the United States to provide for New 
Mexico a free government, with the least possible delay, similar to those in 
the United States. 

It is true that Gen. Kearny’s proclamation also contained these 
words: 

The people of New Mexico will then be called upon to exercise the rights 
of trecmnen in electing their own representatives to the Térritorial Legis- 

But the people fully understood that their position in relation 
to the United States was to be fully equal in dignity to that they 
had so long occupied in the Mexican Republic, and this was 
made more manifest by this expression in Gen. Kearny’s procla- 
mation: 

The undersigned hereby absolves all persons residing within the boundary 
of New Mexico from further allegiance to the Republic of Mexico, and 
hereby claims them as citizens of the United States. 

These promises were certainly sufficient to entitle the people 
of New Mexico to immediate statehood; but to make the case 
stronger the treaty of peace by which New Mexico became part 
of the United States gave an additional pledge of the same 
character. 

Article IX of this treaty, dated February 2, 1848, and officially 
promulgated July 4, 1848, was in these words: 

Mexicans who, in the Territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the character 
of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated in 
the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress 
of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the 
United States, according to the principles of the Constitution. * 

The people, relying on this promise from the Government 
which they regarded as the greatest and most honorable in the 
world, immediately proceeded to hold a convention and adopt a 
constitution which was submitted to the people, who almost 
unanimously adopted it. In June, 1850, they elected a Congress- 
man, and in July they elected two United States Senators. 

The Senators and Representatives proceeded to Washington 
Congress, how- 
ever, passed an organic law declaring New Mexico a Territory 
and admitted a Territorial delegate as her representative. 

STATEHOOD DEMANDED FOR FORTY SIX YEARS. 


Irom that time the demands that this great Government should 
redeem its promises to the people of New Mexico have been un- 
ceasing. More than half the Legislatures of the Territory 
have petitioned Congress for admission to the sisterhood of 
States. 

In 1871 the Legislature passed alaw authorizing the assembling 
of a constitutional convention, which prepared and submitted a 
At the election following more 
than 20,000 votes were cast for the Delegate to Congress, and 
only between 3,000 and 4,000 were cast against the constitution. 
Notwithstanding this, Congress adjourned without taking favor- 
able action. . 

On May 21, 1874, House bill 2418, for admission of New Mexico, 
was acted upon in the House; 160 votes were cast for it and only 
54 againstit. The bill was slightly amended in the Senate and 
on February 24, 1875, the bill passed that body; 32 Senators 
yoted for it, and there were but 11 votes against it. 

On March 3, 1875, a motion was made to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill as amended by the Senate. There was154 votes 
for the bill and 87 against it, a few less than a two-thirds vote, 
and it therefore failed. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress a bill to admit New Mexico 
passed the Senate by an overwhelming majority, but failed in 
the House. Bills to admit New Mexico were introduced into 
the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, For- 
ty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congress, and the Fifty-second 
Congress by a vote of 177 to 3 passed an enabling act, but it was 
not voted on in the Senate. 

It is singular that one of the arguments against admitting 
New Mexico in 1850 was, the people were too far advanced in some 
of their views. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress the bill was opposed by some 
upon the ground that the people were not sufficiently Americay, 
and in the Fifty-first Congress the Republican party opposed 
the admission of New Mexico for no reason, sofar as I could ob- 
serve, except that they feared that the new State would be 
Democratic. 

This unjust action is emphasized from the fact that New 
Mexico has now more population than was possessed by any ¢ 
our Territories, with one exception, at the census immediatel¥ 
preceding their admission into the Union as States. In order 
that this may be fully understood, [have prepared the following 
table, which gives very full information on this subject. It is 
as follows: 






















2 A samegein a8 aE 5 











Sp A BRP Hn PI ETE 
itm ate Folate 2 abe 





6914 



























Table showing date of admission of each State, the representative ratio at 
oR 
a Date of nen yassy 
State. ratio o 
admission. previo 3 
censys. 
TROIS 2 cn qcemnsaqqencege tasinmianat aban and nied Mar. 4, 1791 33, 000 
#éntucky ... ----| June 1,17 33, 
Ténnessee -.. .---| June 1, 1796 33, 
DD. sini cngncieyaeaeiee ----| Nov. 29, 1802 31, 
ID 1 np gnnquuithtighininhlins ti seettsde hn inienilsiieiipie Apr. 80, 1812 35, 000 
| ON aoe Ti oteieatiensctieamiaatandiiaiaiadl EE RS Dee. 11, 1816 35, 000 
Mississippi....... sie ncih'eptn stticacieniniiniaiaa detninieieaptaiadadammeaieammaiailan Dec. 10, 1817 2 boos 
“RS ea ae -.| Dec. 14, 1819 35, 000 
I a ale ene] DOC. 5, 1618 nee 
REET RRR * pee C EES ---«| May. 15, 18' 33, 
TALE NS SLL AS PEE EE roy 10, 1821 40, 000 
ST ns nenvduswth wide seumapaamabnindmbbaaaniael June 15,1836 47,700 
PIII. oces Be. ssiccus wip inas nine eabcaiedn inca paaeiieimamneata an Jan. 26, 1837 47,700 
ST Tis siciniciibiinavuteis dintnedbadmenameiibaimeaaaleidiaaain Mar. 3, 1845 70, 680 
ST insti che .«| Dec, 29,1 70, 680 
SE cient cheatin -.-| Dec, 28, 1846 70, 
Wisconsin .... ----| May 29, 1848 70, 
III... ccutsdindivaletbgiihsikiddekataendddamiaiiatesaiaeae Sept. 9, 1850 93, 423 
PIIIIEDED ow dsncwedtemeinnn'vn cies tepmitaaienns tema May 11, 1858 93, 
SOIOONS ., 5... «shnssanis ir ninin emiein'g niniiainoaieeneenibhaciisaiieallacentaianiacn 93,4 
Kansas....... Sale bueasssinialeGiouta walkin Giein tiaaia ae an, 29, 1861 127, 381 
West Virginia... ‘ unel9, 1863 127, 
Nevada,......<.+- -| Oct. 31, 1864 = 
Nebraska ....... -.-| Mar. 1, 1867 127, 
SSR Sg <2: 5 aehhalietedt .| Aug. 1, 1876 131, 425 
SI TINIE tn... on dhionguitiomanacittiaintnibanmemiaeal Nov. 2, 1889 131, 435 
TIL 05... 4 asinaeils auisbedbdnnainndidieteeeacenmnmmeaeel aS 131, 
Washington . Nov. 11, 1889 191, 425 
a a al clin ts cass ate  ealied See dean a ameaete July 3, 1890 151, 912 
We itis cnmscccuustdénn chetsneahavtcnecckiestia July 11, 1890 151, 912 


*Including all except whites. 


New Mexico has ap area of 122,580 square miles, which is 
greater than any State that was ever admitted except Texas and 
California. 

MINERAL RESOURCES OF NEW MEXICO. 

I would like to explain to the House the vast resources and 
wealth of New Mexico, but will only state that precious and 
useful minerals abound, and that commoner precious stone are 
plentiful. Coal is found in every county, but is exceptionally 
abundant in the two northern tiers. In variety it runs from 
anthracite to bituminous; from the us peacock to the 
brown lignite. The deposits now being worked show 80 per cent 
of fixed carbon and only 5 per cent of ash. 

That gold and silver abounds in this Territory has been known 
to the world for hundreds of years. 

Mr. GEAR. The State I live in permits the German to be 
taught in the public schools, but it reqtires the English to be 
taught. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is also the case in Illinois. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ore: If youcan require a language 
to be taught, then you can prohibit another from being taught, 
I suppose. 

The en protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

Mr. JOSEPH we recognized. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move that the time of the gentleman be 
extended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH]. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] made a statement to the House a few moments that 
I can not afford to let go to the country ufchallenged. He has 
stated here that from 70 to 80 per cent of the people of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico do not speak or write the English lan- 
guage. That, Mr. Speaker, is notthe fact. I wish to state here 
now in the presence of this House that we have in New Mexico 
over 200,000 people, and that only about 50 per cent of them are 
Spanish-Americans, and that 75 percent of that 100,000 Spanish- 
Americans not only speak but write the English language. 

For the gentleman, therefore, to make a statement here that 
70 or 80 per cent of the 200,000 people in that Territory are un- 
able to speak the English language, would be a slander on the 
intelligent hundred thousand Americans who have recently set- 
tled in that fair Territory. 

The gentleman further stated that all of our records of the 
courts are kept in the Spanish language. The gentleman has 
been misinformed as to that. If he has been informed that that 
is the case, hisinformantwasmistaken. All of the recordsof all 
the courts, down to the county courts and the justices of the 
peace even, are required to be kept in the English language. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the statute. 

Mr. JOSEPH. And such slanders can only come from people 
who never visited New Mexico and know nothing of the condi- 
tion of affairs there. 
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ny siyescater sneer serene —| of in- 

White. | Colored.*} Total | White. | Colored.* Total. | Ctease. 
85, 154 271 85, 425 153, 908 57 154, 465 £0 
61, 133 12,544 73, 667 179, 873 | 41, 082 220, 955 200 
31, 913 3,778 35, 691 91,709 13, 893 105, 602 195 
45, 028 337 45, 365 228, 861 1, 899 230, 760 408 
oe 42, 245 76, 556 73, 383 79, 540 152, 923 100 
28, 298 24, aa 145, 758 “ = 16, 388 500 

” a 2,176 , 275 75, 448) 
28, O24 17, 328 40, 352>| 85) 451 42,450 | 127, 901 403 
11, 60 781 12, 202 53, 788 1, 374 55, 162 0 
7 29 228, 297, 340 1, 192 298, 582 33 
10, 569 66, 557 114, 795 25, 680 140, 455 111 
25, 671 4,717 30, 388 97,174 20, 400 97, 57 221 
31, 346 293 31, 679 211,560 707 212, 267 570 
27, 948 26, 534 54, 477 47, 203 40, 242 87, 445 60 
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Mr. GEAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I have been there. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Slanders such as these, have been made 
over and over again in former Congresses to destroy the good 
reputation of the people of that Territory and delay the time 
of its admission into the Union. The newspapers of the East 
have also enlisted in the cause for the purpose of defeating the 
admission of the Territory into the Union, for fear, I presume, 
that the representation from that Territory will be opposed to 
some of the legislation which has been so strongly favored by 
the people of the East. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the gentleman from New Mexico know 
that the law of government requires the statutes and the pro- 
ceedings of the courts to be published in the English language? 
Does not the gentleman know that to convey the information to 
juries, as set forth in the evidence, that the testimony and the 
charge to the juries must be translated? 

Does not the gentleman know thateven in your ballots you have 
the two languages, ‘‘una republicana ballita” and ‘‘ una demo- 
cratica ballita,” in your elections for the benefit of those people 
who do not speak the English language? And if I overstated 
the percentage of the population who do not speak the English 
language I will take it back; but from personal knowledge L 
should judge that about three-fourths of the Sco do not 
speak English. I have a number of friends out there who have 
written tO me upon this very question, and F wish to state that 
I am friendly to the admission of the Territory and am prepared 
to vote for the bill under proper conditions. I have letters re- 
ceived from friends there within the past twenty-four hours 
asking me to support and vote for this bill. Ifeel an interestin 
the Territory and I am glad to vote for its admission in a prop- 
erly prepared bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Well, for the information of the gentleman 
from Iowa, it is true as he states that interpreters are appointed 
for the district courts and for the juries and alsofor the Legis- 
lative Assemblies. This was done tn 1846, because at that time 
almost the entire population spoke only the oe language. 
That custom which was then inaugurated still prevails in the 
Territory, because it was a custom and not because it is reatly 
a 
Mr. AIN. The same things happen in my State. 

Mr. G ¥. In California also. ‘ 

Mr. JOSEPH. Exactly the same condition prevails in other 
States—in California and Texas, and wherever there is a large 
“a of Spanish-speaking Americans. No such provision as 

he gentleman seeks to incorporate in this bill was ever placed 
in any other bill admitting any of these States; and I want to 
protect the peopie of my Territory from being proscribed by 
Sah aenniiiton as this. I want them to be protected within 
their constitutional limits. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 















1894. 





Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

[t occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GEAR] and gthers who favor this amendment are taking 
unnecessary trouble upon themselves by seeking to provide 
against an evil which in all human probability will neveroccur. 

Now, I represent in part a State which at the time of its ad- 
mission into the Union was inhabited very largely by people 
whose mother tongue was the French language. Inmany parts 
of that State the French tongue was spoken exclusively. A 
great many of the people did not understand a word of English. 
They spoke the French language habitually in their families. 
They were a large majority of the voters of the State, and for 
many years controle the State government. There was no 
provision of this sort in the act admitting Louisiana into the 
Union, and yet among the first acts adopted by the Legislature 
after the State was organized was one adopting the English lan- 
guage as the language of the courts, requiring all records and 
all court proceedings to be had in English. 

It is very true that a great many juries would be empanelled 
upon which probably there would not be one man who under- 
stood English. The lawyers arguedtheircasesinFrench. The 
pleadings, while they were written in English, were read in 
Srmah: The actual language of the courts was French, that is, 
in the French parts of the State. Yet the very great desire of 
the people was to acquire the English language. 

Mr. GEAR. The provision to which the gentleman refers 
was contained in the Federal statutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. No, it was not. There was no such provi- 
sion in the act admitting Louisiana. 

Mr. GEAR. I think you will find there was a provision of 
that kind in the conakel statutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. In the statutes of Louisiana, yes. 

Mr. GEAR. No, in the Federal statutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. But no Federai statutes could control the 
proceedings in the State courts of Louisiana after it was admit- 
ted as a State. 

Mr. GEAR. In the Federal courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, we did not have much use for Fed- 
eral courts in those days. What I want to impress on the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is that there has always been a very general 


desire on the part of the people to acquire the English lan- | 


guage. Their children were taught English, and the English 
language rapidly came into general use; and for many years the 
"nglish language has been in general use in every part of the 
State. 

Mr. GEAR. 
isiana was of a rather 


3ut the population of the old Territory of Lou- 
different class from that coming down 


from the Aztec races, which we find in the Territory of New | 


Mexico to-day—not intending in any way to say anything dis- 
paraging to the people of New Mexico. 

Mr. BOATNER. I take it that the Anglo-Saxon element in 
the Territory of New Mexicowill dominate. They have done it 
everywhere else and they will do it there. 

Mr. GEAR. I agree with the gentleman as to that. 

Mr. BOATNER. These people, whom you say do not speak 
the English language, will want tospeakitas soon as they can. 
They will insist that their children be taught the English lan- 
guage in the public schools. 

Mr. GEAR. Admitting that to be true, which I believe to be 
true, what objection can be made to putting this clause into the 
organic law, the enabling act? 

Mr. BOATNER. Because whenever a Territory is entitled 
to admission into the Union, it is entitied to admission upon the 
same terms as all the other Territories have been admitted. 

Mr. GEAR. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BOATNER. And Congress ought not to cast a stigma 
upon the people of any Territory, by assuming that the people 
of that Territory, when admitted to statehood, will adopt a 
policy which will not bein harmony with American institutions. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman is too good a lawyer to stand on 
this floor and say that Congress has not the right to dictate 
whatever it may deem to be just to the people of any incoming 
proposed State. 

Mr. BOATNER. No;I will not make that admission at all. 
I will admit that Congress has the power, but I do not admit 
that it has the right. I say that if the Territory of New Mexico 
is not inhabited by a class of people who are entitled to be in- 
vested with the rights of American citizenship, if that Territory 
is not in a fit condition to be admitted into the Union upon terms 
of equality with other the Statesas they were admitted, why then 
that Territory ought not to be admitted. If she is in that con- 
dition, then we ought not to cast a stigma upon that Territory 
by putting into the act which admits her to the Union provisions 
which would seem to indicate that we had not confidence in the 
State government to be organized under the enabling act. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in con- 
clusion, in reference to this amendment offered by myself, that 
[ can not understand why it can be believed by anyone that the 
adoption of this amendment would cast a stigma upon the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. We are an English-speaking people. 
All our proceedings in courts and otherwise must be in the 
English language, 

Here is a Territory seeking admission into the Union as one 
of the Stites, and that Territory has a large preponderance of 
people who speak not the English language but a language for- 
eign to ours. As I stated before, while on the Committee on 
Territories and when a bill for the admission of this Territory 
was under consideration, I raised the same question there, and 
and it wasstated by the Delegate from New Mexico[Mr. JOSEPH] 
at that time, thatin a majority ofthe schools of that Territory 
the English language was not taught. 

Mr. JOSEPH. That is a mistake of the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No, sir; that is not a mistake, 

Mr. JOSEPH. I never made such a statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Youagreed to the amendment, and 
every member of that committee will bear me out in the truth- 
fulness of the statement. But to-day we are told that in all the 
schools the English language is taught. Possibly the question 
raised in the Committee on Territories may have induced the 
people of that amren to commence teaching the English lan- 
guage, and I believe, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
that if we admit New Mexico, as I hope we will, that when ad- 
mitted it shall be with the understanding thatalthough you may 
now teach the English language, that hereafter you must teach 
it as wellas any other language which you may care to teach. 
I have a great respect for the Spanish language and for the 
German language. Of course, [ do not know anything about 
the Spanish language, but of the German language I do know 
something. I have alsoa great respect for the French language 
and all other languages; but above them all [ have a greater 
and higher respect for the English language, the language of 
the American people, and of all our country. [Applause on the 
floor and in the galleries.] I shail never give my vote to admit 
any Territory into the United States which through its Delegate 
will insist upon prohibiting an amendment of this character, 
which is simply to require the teaching of the English language 
in the common schools, but does not prohibit the teaching in 
the public schools of any other language or languages which 
the people of that Territory may desire to have taught in such 
schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will admonish the 
occupants of the galleries that they are here by permission and 
courtesy of the House, and they are not to make any demonstra- 
tion of applause or disapproval, and if it should occur again the 
Chair will instruct the Doorkeeper to clear the galleries. 

The pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from [llinois, 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate has been exhausted on 
that motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I move to strike out the last four 
words. Mr. Speaker, Iam not sure, so far as any information 
has been offered or presented in this debate, how I shail vote 
upon the proposition of admission; but in reading the para- 
graphs of the bill, the sections which appeal to me as they have 
appealed in all previous bills relating to the admission of Terri- 
tories into statehood, are the paragraphs directing the benefac- 
tions or gifts of the General Government to the Territory com- 
ing into statehood for educational purposes, 

No feature of the bill appeals to me so strongly as the several 
paragraphs with reference to these benefactions; not alone the 
vast extent of 100,000 acres to the State for the use and support 
of an agricultural college, or the lands to the extent of two 
townships in quantity for the establishment of a university in 
New Mexico, but section 9, which declares so generously for the 
support of the common schools within said State. [ submit the 
several sections of the bill covering the lands and acreage for 
educational purposes: 

SEc. 6. That upon the admission of said State into the Union sections num- 
bered 2, 16, 32, and 36in every township of said proposed State, and where such 
sections, Or any parts thereof, have been s 
or under the authority of any act of Congres 
in legal subdivisions of not less than one-juarter section, and as contiguous 


as may be tothe section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby 
granted to said State for the support of common schools, such indemnity 
lands to be selected within said State in such manner as the Legislature 
may provide, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior ided, 
That the second, sixteenth, thirty-second, and thirty-sixth sections embraced 
in permanent reservations for national purposes shall not at any time be 
gubject to the grants nor to the indemnity provisions of this act, nor shall 
any lands embraced in Indian, military, or other reservations of any char- 
acter be subject to the grants or tothe indemnity provisions of this act un- 
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til the reservations shall have been extinguishedand such ands be restored 
to and become a part of the public domain. 

SEc. 8. That 100,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as providedin 
the foregoing section of this act, are hereby granted to said State for the 
use and support of an agricultural college in said State, as provided in the 
act of Convress making donations of land for such parpeees. 

Szc. 9. That 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State, which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to 
the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting ali the expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paidto the said State, to be used as a perma 
nent fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of 
the common schools within said State. 

Sec. 10. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes, except as 
hereinafter otherwise provided, shall be disposed of only at public sale, and 
at a price not less than # per acre, the proceeds to constitute a permanent 
school fund, the interest of which only shall be expended in the support of 
said schools. But said lands may, after such regulations as the Legislature 
shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not more than five years, in quanti- 
ties not exceeding one section to any one person orcompany; and such land 
shall not be subject to preémption, homestead entry, or any other entry 
under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, 
but shall be reserved for school purposes only. 

Sec. Il. That the lands, to the extent of two townships in quantity, au- 
thorized by the sixth section of the act of July 22, 1854, to be reserved for the 
establishment of a university in New Mexico, are hereby granted to the 
State of New Mexico for university perpenes. to be held and used in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this section; and any portion of said lands that 
may not have been selected by said Territory may be selected by said State. 
But said act is hereby so amended that none of said lands shall be sold for 
less than 85 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a permanent fund, 
to be safely invested and held by said State, and the income thereof be used 
exclusively for university purposes. But said lands may be leased in the 
same manner as provided in section 10 of this act. The schools, colleges, 
and universities po for in this act shall forever remain under the ex- 
clusive control of said State, and no part of the proceeds arising from the 
sale or disposal of any lands herein granted for educational purposes shall 
be used for the support of any sectarian or denominational school, college, 
or university. 





This vast acreage is the gift of the people to the new State. 
I assert it is clearly the function and province of Congress in 
giving or donating this vast amount of land not to exclude the 
teaching of any other language, but to incorporate in this bill 
with this gift a designation or a direction that the language of 
the people of the United States, our people, our nation, the lan- 
guage of our laws, shall be a part of the instruction, not neces- 
sarily of the university education, not necessarily of the agri- 
cultural education, but of the common-school teaching, the edu- 
cation of all the young men who in the future are to dominate 
and control that State. [Applause.] Therefore I say to the 
gentleman the great future we all hope for his people can be 
best aided and secured by an early instruction of the youth in 
the common language of our Republic. The am2ndment will do 
this. 

We can not control the basis which you will make for your 
citizenship or your voters in the election of members of Congress 
or of the Legislature who will make your laws in the future. 
You can make it the basis of a month’s citizenship as against 
the citizenship of my State with its number of years. I take no 
exception to that right. 1t belongs to Statehood. But I do be- 
lieve that the English language, with no exclusion of other 
languages, as the language of the nation and its laws, should be 
prescribed peremptorily, and should be the basis of the educa- 
tion of the young men of your State. 

Mr. CRAIN. The amendment does not cover that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. CRAIN. Not at all. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. SMITH of 
of Illinois, and the Speaker pro lempore declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOSEPH. lLask for a division. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now let every friend of the Amer- 
ican public stand up. [Laughter.] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 69. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum, 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is made, 
and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. SmrrH, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 
WHEELER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 72, 
noes 81, the division still continuing. 

Mr. BURROWS (during the count by tellers). What is the 
vote, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Do not announce the vote yet 
Mr. Speaker. It is not completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has yet voted. 
Gentlemen desiring to vote will please come forward and pass 
between the tellers. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has a quorum voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum has voted; then I demand the 
yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen are still passing be- 


tween the tellers every few seconds. 
Mr. BURROWS. 


Ali right. 
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The division being completed, the tellers reported—ayes 76 
noes $4. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

. ~aaeee and nays were ordered; and the Clerk began to call 
1e roll. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen, I am in- 
formed, do not understand just what the amendment is. | 
therefore ask that it be again read so that it may be full 
understood, and I ask that we may have order while itis read, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will beinorder. The 
Clerk will again wypeet the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illlinois [Mr. SMITH]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 117, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 148; as follows: 


YEAS—84. 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Tkirt, Ray, 
Aitken, Dolliver. Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Aldrich, English, N. J. Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Apsley, Fletcher, Kem, Ritchie, 
Babcock, Funk, Lacey, Russeil, Conn. 
Baker, Kans. Gear, Linton, Settle, 
Baker, N. H. Goldzier, Loud, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Hager, Loudenslager, Sperry, 
Bingham, Hainer Lucas, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Harmer, Mahon, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Cal. Harris, Marsh, Strong, 
Broderick, Harter, McCall, Tawney, 
Brosius, Haugen, McKeighan, Updegraff, 
Bundy, Heiner, McNagny, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Burrows, Henderson, Il. Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, ilL Hermann, Mercer, Waugh, 
Chickering, Hitt, Milliken, Wever, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Pa. Northway, Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins, Houk, Payne, Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Kans. Hudson, Perkins, Woomer, 
Dalzell, Hull, Pickler. Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—117. 
Alderson, Cox, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Alexander, Crain, Maddox, Robbins, 
Arnoid, Crawford, Maguire, Rusk, 
ww Cummings, Mallory, Russel, Ga. 
Bankhead, De Armond, McAleer, Ryan, 
Bell, Colo. De Forest, McCreary, Ky. Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, McCulloch, Shell, 
Berry, Dockery, McDannold, Snodgrass, 
Black, Ga. Donovan, McDearmon, Sorg, 
Boatner, Dunphy, McEttrick, Stallings, 
Bower, N. C. Enloe, McGann, Swanson, 
Branch, Epes, McKaig, Talbert, S. ©. 
Brookshire, Erdman, McLaurin. Talbott, Md. 
Brown, Fyan, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Bryan, Geary, McRae, Tate, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, Grady, Meyer, Tracey, 
Cabaniss, Hall, Mo. Money, Tucker, 
Cadmus, Hare, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Caminett, Hayes, Morgan, Tyler, 
Capehart, Hearé, Moses, arner, 
Caruth, Hepburn, Ogden, Washington, 
Catchings, Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, Mass. Wells, 
Causey, Hunter, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Clark, Mo. Jones, Paschal, Williams, Miss. 
Clarke, Ala. Kyle, Patterson, Wise, 
Cobb, Ala. Lapham, Pearson, Woodard. 
Cobb, Mo. Latimer, - Pendleton, Tex. 
Cockrell, Lawson, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cooper, Fia. Layton, Pigott, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ’’—3. 
Bretz, McCleary, Minn. Outhwaite. 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Abbott, Curtis, N. Y. Hartman. Neill, 
Adams, Pa. Davey. Hatch, Newlands, 
Allen, Davis, Henderson,Iowa Oates, 
Avery, Denson, Henderson, N,C. Page, 
Baléwin, Dingley, Hendrix, Paynter, 
Barnes, Doolittle, Hicks, Pence, 
Bartlett, Draper, Hines, Phillips, 
Barwig, Dunn, Holman, Post, 
Belden, Durborow, Hooker, N. Y¥. Powers, 
Beltzhoover, Edmunds, a. Til. Price, 
Black, Ill. Ellis, Ky. Hulick, Quigg, 
Blair, Ellis, Oregon Hutcheson, Randall, 
Bland, English, Cal. zlar, Rayner, 
Boen, Everett, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Fielder, Kiefer, Richards, Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, _ Kilgore, Richardson, Mich. 
Brickner, Forman, Kribbs, Robertson, La. 
Burnes, Funston, Lane, Robinson, Pa. 
Campbell, Gardner, Lefever, Schermerhorn, 
Cannon, Cal. Gillet, N. Y. Lisle, Scranton. 
Childs, Gillett, Mass. Livingston, Shaw, 
Clancy, Goodnight, Lockwood, Sherman, 
Cockran, Gorman, Lynch, Sibley 
Coffeen, Graham, Magner, Sickles, 
Cogswell, Gresham, Marshall, Simpson, 
Conn, Griffin, Martin, Ind. Sipe. 
Coombs, Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Cooper, Ind. Grout, McDowell, Springer, 
Cooper, Tex. Grow, Moon, Stevens. 
Cornish, Haines, Morse, Stockdale. 
Covert, Hall, Minn. Murray, Signe oO. W. 
Culberson, Hammond, Mutchler, Stone, Ky. 
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Storer, Terry, Walker, Whiting, 
Strait, Thomas, Wanger, Williams, ul. 
Straus, Turner, Va. Weadock, Wilson, W. Va 
Sweet, Turpin, Wheeler, Ill. Wolverton, 
Taylor, Tenn. Wadsworth, White, Wright, Pa. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I have voted ‘‘ aye” on this question, 
but I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, Mr. STRAIT. I do not know how 
he would vote if present. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CooPEerR of Texas with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. STRAIT with Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. CHILDs. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr. QUIGG. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WHITE. -» 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. DOOLITTLE. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. HARMER. 

For this day: 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. Grow. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. DANIELS. [desire to say that on this vote I am not 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. SICKLEs. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 52, on page 5, add the following: 

“And for teaching inthe English language such studies as are taught in 
the public schools, but not to the exclusion of other languages.”’ 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The proposed amendment differs from 
the one just voted on—the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from I!linois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I make a point of order that 
this amendment is substantially the same as the amendment 
just voted upon. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

oo WILSON of Ohio. The amendment is not the same at 
all. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). 
order does not come too late. What is the point? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Thatthis amendment isa repe- 
tition of that which has been voted on; it simply puts the same 
proposition in different language. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of order. ° 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say this 
amendment differs from the one just voted on in this, that 
amendment provided that the English language itself should be 
taught. I do not think it was intended to be exclusive, but this 
expressly provides that every branch of study shall be taught in 
the English language, but not to the exclusion of teaching in 
any other language. It provides that all studies shall be taught 


The point of 


The Chair overrules the point 


in the language which is the language of this country, but per- | 


mits the same studies to be pursued in other languages. 

The pupils of the public schools should have an opportunity 
to pursue their studies in the English language, while at the 
same time thisamendment does not preclude the Territory of 
New Mexico (or the State, if admitted), in which the Spanish 
language is spoken, from teaching these same studies in that 
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or any other language. It would not prevent teaching these 
| branches in the German language, or the French, or any other 


| 


In various States of the Union there are provisions for teach- 
ing in different languages. I understand the State of L[llinois 


| undertook to limit the teaching of the different branches in the 
schoois of that State to the English language. It has been said 
that the Republicans lost the State of Lllinois on that question; 
that the Germans of that State resisted such legislation. 


This amendment does not go that far. It would leave the 
Levislature of New Mevyico to decide in what languages all 


branches may be taught in the public schools, but provision must 

be made that in every public school an opportunity shall 

| forded to learn the English language. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker 

and gentlemen of the House, that we can not afford in this coun- 

try to refuse to adopt the proposition expressed in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman understand his 
amendment to provide that the Spanish language should be 
taught in the English language? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment simply means this, 
that if the grammar of the Spanish language is taught, it will 
be taught according to the Spanish language; if the grammar 
of the English language is taught it will be taught according 


to the English language. The grammar of the particular lan- 


be af- 


guage will control the language in which that grammar is 
| taught. There is no provision of the proposed amendment 


| Which prevents the teaching of any branch in the language 
which the children are accustomed to speak. The purpose is to 
open the way for those who can use the English language to do 
so, and afford others an opportunity to learn it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The amendment reads, if I understand 
it, that all branches shall be taught in English. Now, if you 
that ‘‘all branches” shall be taught, that certainly em- 
braces Spanish. Consequently, according to the language of 
the amendment, you provide that the Spanish language shall be 
taught in English. That would seem to ba an absurdity. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the proposed substitute of the gentle- 
man from Illinois be read. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
| desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 52, after the word ‘‘control,’’ insert: 

“And in all of such schools the English language shall be taught as « 
of the branches of education.’”’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [claim that that is subject to 
the point of order. Itis using different language to attain the 
same purpose which was sought to be accomplished by the 
amendment just voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is different from what the other 
amendment offered by myself provided. I understand a num- 
ber of gentlemen on the floor considered the amendment I of- 
fered before would exclude the teaching of any other language 
than the English language. That was the objection urged 
against the amendment—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. 
in that way. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The statement of the gentle- 
man himself makes the point of order good against this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
tute gets in? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
offers it. The time of the gentleman from Ohio had expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Then the amendment is offered:as a 
substitute for mine? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order has been 
made against it, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. ButI had notconcluded my remarks, 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment of the gentleman be- 
ing ruled out, then my amendment is before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MAHON. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The English language shall be taught in said schools 
other languages may also be taught. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish to call the attention Of 
gentlemen to the fact that Willick’s brigade of the Federal 
Army, a body of brave German soldiers, who were considered as 


Si) 


I offer the substitute I send to the 





ne 


No one could have understood it 


I would like to know how the substi- 


Provided, That all 
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among the best } 


ind the bravest, did all their fighting pursuant 
to commands given in the German language. The commands 
were given to them in German; and I venture to assert that 
no member of Congress would have insisted that they should 
not take part in the service of the Government unless they 
English language and receive their commands 


could speak t! 
in English. 


Mr. 


PERKINS. I ask that the amendment and the substitute 
reported together. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Ohio and the substitute of 
Mr. MAHON were again reported. 

Mr. PERKINS. [should think, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill might well afford to accept the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

{ find in the report which the majority of the Committee on 
the Territories have submitted to the House, this statement: 

it is true that a large portion of the population in New Mexico speak the 


Spanish language, and that among the older persons, descended from the 
original settlers of the country, some still remain ignorant of English. 


1 


vb 


[ also understand that New Mexico has been an applicant for 
admission to the Union for something like forty-seven years, 
and in each instance this question of alienation has been pre- 
sented. 

Now, the.chief objection raised by the Delegate from New 
Mexico to the amendment is that it is a discrimination against 
his people, and upon that point the contention on the other side 
is based. But, sir, I hold in my hand a copy of the bill for the 
admission of Utah and I find this proviso: 

Provided, That polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 


That amendment, I believe, was accepted on the other side of 
the House, and certainly it points more of a discrimination against 
the people of Utah than this provision that the English language 
shall be taught in the public schools of the State. 

Now, when we consider that during this long period of nearly 
half a century the people of that Territory have adhered to the 
Spanish language, and thatduring alarge portion of that time the 
Spanish language has been that which was taught in the schools, 
it occurs to me that it is not an unreasonable provision to ask, 
in the enabling act which we contemplate passing here, and 
which we desire shall guard the many thousand acres of public 
land that we grantfor the support of public education in that 
State, that this safeguard should be provided, and that it should 
afford some additional incentive to the people of that State to 
separate themselves from their ancient customs and come in 
fact into the Union of the United States. 

[ repeat, I think it is not atallanunreasonable provision; and 
I shall be glad if the gentleman from New Mexico will signify 
his acceptance of the amendment. 

| ere the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I desire to modify that amendment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
modification to the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I will modify the amendment, and 
hand it to the Clerk as modified. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 
wishes to modify his amendment, and if there be no objection 
this paragraph will be passed over, with permission to the gen- 
tleman to return to it. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sro. 4. That in case a constitution and State government’shall be formed 
in compliance with the provisions of this act, the convention forming the 
same shall provide by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the peo- 

le of said State for their ratification or rejection, at an election to be held 

n said Territory on the Tuesday after the first Monday of March, 1895, at 
which election the qualified voters of said proposed State shall vote directly 
for or against the proposed constitution, and for or against any provisions 
separately submitted. The returns of said election shall be made to the 
secretary of said Territory, who, with the governor and chief justice there- 
of, or any two of them, shall canvass thesame; and if a majority of the legal 
votes cast on that question shall be for the constitution, the governor shall 
certify the result to the President of the United States, together with a 
statement of the votes cast thereon and upon separate articles or proposi- 
tions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, propositions, and ordinances. 
And if the constitution and government of said proposed State are repub- 
lican inform, and if all the provisions of this act have been complied with 
in the formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States to issue his proclamation announcing the result of said election, and 
thereupon the proposed State of New Mexico shall be deemed admitted by 


Congress into the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal footing 
with the original States from and after the date of said n. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I move to strike out lines 24, 
25, 26, and 27 of section 4. 


Will the gentleman send the 
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I do this at this time simply to indulge in two minutes of ex- 
planation. I had intendedalways to vote for the admission of 
every Territory; but when the question has been brought before 
the Congress of the United States, and the gentlemen who pro- 
pose to admit this Territory vote against the English language, 
or at least what is equivalent to it, when an amendment is offered 
that it shall be taught, and that the studies in the schools shall 
be in the English language, and when that proposition is voted 
down,I can not vote for the admission of that Territory, and 
never will, under those circumstances. a 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. When 70 per cent of the 
people can not read the English language, what are you going 
to do? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Teach them the English lan- 
guage, the language of the nation to which they seek admission 

saState. You can teach the children of that Territory the 
English language just as quickly as you can teach them any 
other language, and teach them to be citizens of the Union. — 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. In what language are 
you going to print the ballots upon which they vote for or 
against the Constitution? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Thatisnot the question atissuc. 
I do not care about that. The question is a question of the pub- 
lie schools. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If you print the ballots 
in English not more than 30 per cent can read them. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I am not going to discuss that 
question atall. Iam not discussing the question of ballots. I 
am discussing the question of the public schools. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do not you think it is ut- 
terly absurd to try to bring this nation of greasers in as a State? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. No, I think just as much of a 
Californian as any other person in the world. They are just as 
good men, whether born in Mexico, New Mexico, in California, 
or anywhere else, and they make just as good American citi- 
zens. My point is that when you admit a Territory into the 
Union as a State, I want the studies in the public schools te be 
in the language of the country. And when that question is 
made an issue here,I will not vote to admitany Territory unless 
that provision is inserted in the enabling act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON] as modified. 
The Clerk will report the amendment in the form in which itis 
now offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, after line 52, insert the following: ; ; 
‘‘ And for teaching the English language as a branch ofstudy in all public 
schools, but not to the exclusion of other languages.”’ 


The question was talren. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The ayes seem to have it; the 
ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the gen- 
tleman make the demand for a division. The gentleman from | 
Alabama asks for a division. As many as favor the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON] will rise and be 
counted. . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 75. 

Mr. GEAR and Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Are we voting now on the amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are voting upon the amend- 
ment as modified by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Iunderstood that my amendment was 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the gentleman’s amend- 
ment was notadopted. Adivisionwasdemanded. The question 
is now being taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio as modified. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore 
appointed as tellers Mr. WILSON of Ohio and Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of 
the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Ohio was again reported. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the 
Clerk read the paragraph of the bill to which this amendment 
is proposed, so that we may see the connection in which the 
amendment comes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ing of the preceding words? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should think you would. 


Is there objection to the read- 











Dal l 
Da ls 
lderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Baile 
Bankheae, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Boatner, 


Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


Bretz, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartl 
Bar 






Bek nD, 

Beltzh 

Black, Il. 

Blair 

Bland, 
Breckinridge, Ark 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Causey, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, N. Y 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingiey, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 


d ‘*‘ present ” 


PEAKER pro tempore. 
uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 115, 
1, not voting 152; as follows: 





Objection is m 





YEAS—81 
Kem, 
iKief 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lester, 
Hacer, Linton, 
Hainer, Loudenslager, 
Harmer, Luca 
artman, Mahon 
Haucen, Marsh, 
Heard, McCall, 
Heiner, McKeighan, 
Henderson, IIL. McNagny, 
Hepburn. Meiklejohn, 
Hermann, Mercer, 
Hitt, Milliken, 
Hopkins, Ill. Payne, 
Hudson, Perkins, 
Hull, Pickler, 
Johnson, Ind. Randall, 
Johnson, N. Dak Ray, 


NAYS—115. 


Cockrell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cor yper Ind, 
Covert, 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Cummings, 
DeArmond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fyan, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hare, 

Hayes, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Izlar, 

Jones, 

Kyle, 


ANSWERED “ 
Ellis, Oregon 


Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Ogden, 
O’Neil, Mass, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


PRESENT "—4, 
Goldzier, 


NOT VOTING—1i52. 


Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lane, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McKaig, 
Meredith, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Phillips, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr, BROOKSHIRE. 
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ade. 


Reed, 

Reyburn, 

Russell, Conn. 
Smith, 

Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 

Tawney. 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wanger, 

Wever, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer, 

Wright, Mass. 


Pendleton, W. Va 
Pigott, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Stallings, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
‘Taylor, Ind. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Woodard. 


Cc. 


Outhwaite. 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, ILL. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MAR- 


TIN, left the House two hours ago on account of sickness, and I[ 
ask that he be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. TUCKER. 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TURNER, is 


detained from the House on account of sickness, and I ask that 


he be excused. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. HENDERSON of lowa, 
until further notice. 

lor this day: 

Mr. O’NEILt of Missouri with Mr. HouK. 

Mr. MEREDITH with Mr. WAUGH. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. ADAmMs of Penns} 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. Ft N. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. NORTHWAY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entert 
that motion at this time, under the order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, one moment. Has the 
Speakerexaminedtheorder. A numberof gentlemen think that 
under the interpretation of that order an adjournment can now 
be had, but as I understand the Speaker has examined the order 
and thinks differently. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has examined the 
order and is of the opinion that he can not entertain such a mo- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 9. That 10 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of public la ying 
within said State, which shall be sold by the United States subsequeni t 
the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paid to the said State, to be used as a ma 
nent fund, the interest of which only shal! be expended for the support of 
the common schools within said state. 

Mr. BAKER, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the word “‘ ten,” which is the second werd in section 
9, and insert the word ‘‘ five.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
last. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ered as agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ssc. 10. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes, except as 
hereinafter otherwise provided, shall be disposed of only at public sale, and 
at a price not less than 5 per acre, the proceeds to constitute a permanent 
school fund, the interest of which only shall be expended in the support of 
said schools. But said lands may, after such regulations as the Legislature 
shall prescribe, be leased for periods of not more than five years, in quan 
tities not exceeding one section to any one person or company; aud such 
land shall not be subject to preémption, homestead entry, or any other entry 
under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed 
but shall be reserved for school purposes only. 

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the words in 
lines 3 and 4, ‘fata price not less than $5 per acre,” and insert 
‘to the highest bidder, subject to the approval of the governor, 
secretary of state, and State treasurer.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send up his 
amendment. 

Mr. FUNK. Ido this, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of stat- 
ing that in my opinion a greatdeal of this land can not besold 
at $5 per acre for years to come, and thatif it was left to the 
discretion of the State officers, or some commission, they might 
sell it at some price and get something out of it. If you puta 
restriction upon the price and say that it shall not be sold for 
less than $5 per acre, it will be years before it can be sold: but 
if you leave it without restriction, and leave it to the people of 
the Territory, the people who live there. they can sell it and 
get something out of it. 

[ have traveled over that Territory, and I know that there are 
hundreds of thousands of acres that are not worth 10 cents an 
acre, and can not be for years; but if they can take and sell 
them at their own discretion, with the approval of a commission 
of their State officers, they can be sold for something, and it 
would be of some benefit to them. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this matter was 
fully canvassed by the committee when other bills relative to 
other States were being considered, and it was thought that it 
was better to retain the provision as it is in the bill, so that 
these lands might be held until they should risein value. If they 
are sold now at public outcry they would necessarily have to be 
sold to syndicates who would hold them for speculation, because 
if offered in small tracts they would not bring any price at all. 
I think it a great deal better to let this provision stand as it is. 
The Senate took the same view, and a like view was taken in all 
the hearings before the House committee. 


rania. 


iin 


That was done in December 

I thought it was read as ten. 
It was read as five. 

The amendment will be consid 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, lam profoundly eaepeins i at 
the suggestion of my friend from Illinois[Mr. FuNK]. There 


are some matters as to which we may not have had enough op- 
ortunity to try experiments, and as to which therefore we may 
in justified in having different opinions. But, sir, as to the 
question of the disposal by the several States of the lands which 











6920 





have been appropriated for their benefit, to the use of, or the 
foundation of, educational institutions within their borders, we 
shave had an almost endless series of experiments. There are, I 
{believe, but two cases in which the liberty has been left to the 
‘State that is now proposed by my friend from Illinois in this | 
tcase where liberty has not been so misused as to fritter away 
‘the public benefaction. 

There has not, 1 believe, been a single case where the lands 
‘have been withheld from sale until a substantial price could be 
obtained where such withholding has not inured to the benefit 


of the State and of the institutions for whose benefit the lands 
were setaside. Itseems to me, sir, that the result of the ex- 
periments on this question ought to convince this Congress that 
the limitation in the bill is a most reasonabie one, and that the 
only question is, not whether it should be weakened, but 
whether it should not be strengthened and the figures raised at 
which any sale of these lands should be permitted. 

Mr. KUNK. Mr. Speaker, it seems tome that there can be 
no objection whatever to letting the people who live in New 
Mexico control this matter. I have faithin the people who live 
there, and I would have faith in any set of men who might be 
elected to the offices named in my amendment to control the mat- 
ter honestly and judiciously in the interest of the State and of 
the people. I believe it would be to the interest of all concerned 
in that new State if they were permitted tocontrol this matter. 

Sir, in my opinion there are thousands of acres of land there 
that can not be sold for $5 an acre within fifty years of this 
time, but if no limit was put upon the price, then those lands 
could be sold for some price and the State would get something 
out of them, and the lands would probably be improved. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
tlemen are discussing an amendment that 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanis in error. The 
amendment was read, but the Clerk will report it again. 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr.Speaker, this isa ques- 
tion as to which experience is surely one of the most useful 
guides. The State which I represent here was admitted into 
the Union less than five years ago under an enabling act some- 
what similar to this, only in that act the minimum price fixed 
for school lands was $10 an acre instead of $5 as here proposed. 
Now, let me tell you our experience. In that short time, less 
than five years, we have sold about 89,000 acres of those lands 
at an average price of $19.53. The interest on the money that 
we have receivedfrom the sale of thatsmall fraction—only about 
4 per cent—of our school lands is now sufficient to pay the en- 
tire tuition expenses of our schools. Ii amounts this year to $8 
per capita for the school children of the State, and constitutes 
an ample fund to pay the expenses of tuition. 

Wecan well afford to hold the remaining 96 per cent of those 
lands for higher prices. Great fortunes have been made in this 
country by private individuals buying lands and holding them 
for an advance, but no individual is so well situated as a State 
for an operation in that way. The individual must realize on 
the investment within his lifetime in order to make a success 
of the speculation, but the State will be to all intents and pur- 
poses as young a thousand years from now as it is to-day. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois ought not to prevail. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FUNK, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unani- 
mous consent that the special order in respect to this bill be post- 
— and continued until to-morrow after the second morning 

ur. 


Gen- 
as not been reported 


0 

Mr. BURROWS. The balance of the time under the order to 
be taken after the second morning hour to-morrow? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. es, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. That request is made, I understand, with 
a view to adjourning now? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. With a view to adjourning 
now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. WHEELER] asks unanimous consent that the completion of 
the special order be postponed until to-morrow after the expi- 
ration of the second morning hour. Is there objection? 

A MEMBER. What time would it take to complete it now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are twenty minutes re- 
maining before taking the vote. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Several members objected. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois (interrupting the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The Chair 


can not entertain that motion. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think the Chair misapprehends 
the special rule. I have just read it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has carefully consid- 


| ered the terms of the special rule; and although he r grets to 


so hold, he is of opinion that a motion to adjourn can not be en- 
tertained at this time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. TI will ask the Chair as a question 
of order what there is in the special rule that prevents an ad- 
journment. We must have three hours of consideration: but 
the rule does not say when; and at the expiration of the three 
hours—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the Chair will read the language which 
in his opinion governs this question: 

That after three hours’ consideration thereof, if so much be necessary, the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on pending amendments, 


and the engrossment and third reading and final passage of the bill; and then, 
without intervening motion— 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. 
Mr. REED. ‘ And then, without intervening motion.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (reading): 


The vote shall be taken upon the third reading thereof and upon the final 
passage of the bill. 


Mr. BURROWS. 
ordered. 

Mr.REED. The word “ then” comes in there. 
out intervening motion.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I construethe order, there may 
be two hours of debate to-day and one hour of debate to-morrow. 

Mr. REED. This is certainly carrying the construction of 
the phrase ‘‘without intervening motion,” to what might be 
called an extreme, even after the wildest exhibitions we have 
had heretofore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now have the 
Clerk proceed with the reading of the biil. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that 
if the Chair will indulge me for a moment, he will see that he is 
in error as to my motion being out of order. I call the atten- 
tion of the Chair particularly to the language of the order. It 
says that, ‘‘after three hours’ consideration * * * the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And it says also that ‘‘ imme- 
diately upon the adoption of this order” the three hours’ con- 
sideration shall be had. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Now it will take but fifteen min- 
utes to conclude the three hours. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. [understand that perfectly. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!”] Gentlemen will make nothing by calling 
the ‘‘ Regular order.” I submit to the Chair, the order says that 
immediately after the adoption of the order——. [Renewed 
cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will not undertake to speak 
against the confusion which gentlemen are creating. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submits to the gen- 
tleman that there are but fourteen minutes left of the time—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair has considered 
this question carefully, and is inclined to adhere to his opinion. 
Without any personal feeling in the matter but simply from a 
careful consideration of the rule, and believing that to adjourn 
at this time would leave this rule unexecuted and leave the sub- 
ject open to another rule, the Chair declines to entertain the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I renew my request for unani- 
mous consent that the completion of this order be postponed 
until after the expiration of the second morning hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the completion of this order be 
postponed until the expiration of the second morning hour to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The Clerk was proceeding to resume the reading of the bill 


when— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Wait one moment. The Chair has 
ruied that my motion to adjourn is not inorder. From that de- 
cision of the Chair I respectfully appeal. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right. : 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That appeal, the Chair holds, is 
out of order; it can not be entertained at this time. The Clerk 
will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. — 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (during the reading). That, Mr. 
Speaker, is an exhibition of arbitrariness that is without prece- 
dent. 


That is, after the previous question is 


* Then with- 
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The Clerk read section 14, as follows: 

Src. 14. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act | 
shall be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior from 
the surveyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United 
States within the limits of said State of New Mexico. And there shall be 
deducted from the number of acres of land donated by this act for specific 
objects to said State the number Of acres therein heretofore donated by Con- 
gress to said Territory for similar objects. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, my motion is in order. I 
move to strike out the last clause read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the clause of the sec- 
tion proposed to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And there shall be deducted from the number of acres of land donated by 
this act for specific objects to said State the number of acres therein hereto- 
fore donated by Congress to said Territory for similar objects. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
what the Clerk has just read. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

gentleman from Michigan. 

The gentleman moves to strike out the clause justread by the 
Clerk. Before proceeding I wish a page to bring me the special 
order or rule under which we are operating. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman proceeds, 
as far as I am concerned, I withdraw the objection to the ar- 
rangement proposed. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Texas and others to have objected. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Can we not have unanimous con- 
sent to let this matter go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
request of the gentleman again. 
The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that 
the continuation and completion of this order be postponed un- 
til to-morrow immediately after the expiration of the second 

morning hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Chair indulge me for a moment? 
I had a consultation with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], and also with the Chair, and it was agreed, as the 
gentleman from Alabama will bear me out, that at 5 o’clock, if 
the House did not object, we should adjourn, with the under- 
standing that the time remaining of the three hours fixed by the 
rule would be taken to-morrow morning after the second morn- 
jng hour. Upon that agreement, qnees of course it would 
be carrjed out by the House, I notified several gentlemen on this 
side that the vote would not be taken to-day, and they conse- 
quently left the Hall. I submit that it would not be proper to 
push this to a conclusion, under the circumstances, to-night. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.Speaker, I think the agreement between 
these gentlemen ought to be carried out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Texas 
withdraw the objection? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. At the request of several 
gentlemen, I stated I would ask unanimous consent for this post- 

onement when the hour of 5 o’clock arrived, but I took pains 

n more than one case to remind the gentlemen that one objec- 
tion would defeat the proposition; but it has been so universal 
to accede to such arrangements, when made by gentlemen who 
have charge of bills, that some gentlemen have left the House, 
supposing that no vote would be had to-night. 

am very sorry that objection is made on this side to the ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If there was an agreement, I of course 
withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, by unanimous consent, 
the continuation of this order, there being now eight minutes 
of the three hours remaining before the time for taking a vote, 
will be postponed until to-morrow morning after the expiration 
of the second morning hour, and that the House do now ad- 
journ. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WOLVERTON, for three days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, by unani- 


mous consent (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 
journed. 


I rise to debate the motion of the | 





The Chair will first submit the 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. 
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R. 3264) granting a pension to Jesse R. K. Lamb, alias Fred. P. 
McCadden, Company D, Seventh United States Infantry. (Re- 
port No. 1174.) 
By Mr. MOSES, from the same committee: A bil] (H.R. 6689 
to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. (Report Ng. 1175. 
Also, the bill (H. R. 5621) to increase the pension of Ann 
Catherine Hull. (Report No. 1176.) 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9546) granting a pension to Joshua S. Dye, of Lincoln County, 
Ky., and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7582) providing for reconveyance 


| by District Commissioners of certain lands to Andrew J. and 


Mary E. Curtis—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7583) making an appro- 
priation for the completion of the United States fish-culture sta- 


| tion on or near the St. Lawrence River, New York, authorized 


by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: A resolution to provide for clerk hire of 
members of the House during vacation of Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension 
to Caroline Felix—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM (by request): A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief 
of Joel M. Bryan—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7586) for the relief 
of the estate of Eliza A. Carradine, deceased, late of Orleans 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 7587) for the relief of Josiah 
McCary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) for the relief of Addison Baker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) for the relief of Newton Boughn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of D. W. Wilson and 18 others, 
of La Grange, Ill., members of fraternal orders, asking for an 
amendment to income-tax bill which will exclude such organi- 
zations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, approving 
the plan for a national exhibit at the Cotton States and Inter- 
national Exhibition—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Two petitions of citizens of Billings and 
Millersville, Mo., praying the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELLiof Colorado: Resolutions of Washington Camp, 
No. 1, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and of Silver State 
Council, No. 3, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of William B. Kaufman 
and others, of New Cumberland, Pa., against taxing incomes of 
beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOEN: Protest of the Evangelical Lutheran Imman- 
uel ‘Church of the town of Polk Center, county of Polk and 
State of Minnesota, by A. Kuhring, pastor, Herman Schmitz, 
Daniel Gerlach, and Nick Echstein, trustees, against changing 
the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to thé 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mc. BROOKSHIRE: Resolution of Lodge No. 188 of the 
American Railway Union, of Brazil, Ind., against House bill 
7382, the Tawney arbitration bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of 41 citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., 
for passage of an act recognizing the services of military tele- 
graph operators—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Andrew J. Wilson and oth- 
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ers, of Salem, Mass., avainst taxing incomes of beneficiary soci- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
tosolutions of the Philadelphia Board of 


sLL: I 


eties 

By Mr. DALZI 
Trade in favor of amending the interstate-commerce law so as 
ling under certain conditions—to the Committee 
and Foreign Commerce, 

-APER: Petition of 85 citizens of Jamaica Plain, 13 

, 14 of Boston and Brookline, and of David F. Hays 
and other citizens of Roslindale, Mass., that the pending tariff 
bill may be so amended as to exempt fraternal beneficiary soci- 
eties, etc., from the income-tax provisions—to the Commiitee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. George — and other citizens of 
Newton, Mass., that legislation may be passed preventing the 
introduction of any lottery matter, etc., within the limits of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 

By Mr.GRADY: Petition of Jacob West,of Harnett County, 
N. C., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of A. I. Campbell, asking to be 
paid money i him under treaty with the Sioux Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SIPE: Three petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of a law by Congréss placing the tele- 
graph service under control of the United States Government— 
to the Committee on the Pgst-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Papers to accompany House bill 7577— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Cinginnati Builders’ Exchange 
in favor of passage of House bill 7402—to the Committée on 
Railroads and Canals. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of Davies & Graus, 
of New Whatcom, Wash., in opposition to the passage of House 
bill 5746——to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 87 citizensof the State of Washington, favor- 
ing House bill 5746—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the minjsters and delegates of the Tacoma 
Association of Southwestern Washington, and a petition of 22 
citizens of Pullman, Wash., for te destruction of all lottery 
schemes and enterprises—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 13 citizens of Port Townsend, Wash., pro- 
testing against the income tax on whisky—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretayy proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, When, 

On motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates 
of appropriations, as submitted by the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries, to complete sundry fish-cultural stations; which, with 
the accompanying Papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending ceftain alterations in 
that portion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill which relates to the office of the Supervising Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine Hospital Service; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask thatthe joint resolution (H. Res. 196) 
to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment be read the second time and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Hale, 
Berry, Harris, 
Blackburn, oar, 
Cockrell ichie Ark. 


Kyle. 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell Wis. 


Patton, Teller, 
Péffer, Vest, 


t wv. Vilas, 
octor, Voorhees, 
ay, Walsh, 
Sherman, White. 


Sheup, 


Faulkner, 
Géllinger, 
George, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. What is 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove thatthe Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. BATE, Mr. IRBy, Mr. TURPIE, Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. CALL, Mr. Pasco, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
PLATT, Mr. PuGH, Mr. MCLAURIN, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. Dixon. 
Mr. MILLS, and Mr. COKE entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 22 minutes a. in.), 
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. <A quorum 
is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be read a 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it issoordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion « 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the mo- 
tion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the order of the Senate to secure a quorum. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be read 
the second time and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the joint resolution be committed 
with instructions to the committee to report as an amendment 
thereto what I hold in my hand, the sundry civil appropriation 
bill for the coming fiscal year, as it has passed theother House. 

Ido not propose to ask, and I suppose no one will insist that 
it shall be done, to have the proposed joint resolution read at 
the desk, because it would take several hours. I suppose the 
statement of it will be enough. I move that the joint resolution 
be committed with instructions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
the second time by its title, and the Chair will entertain t he 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the third reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
remark of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it proposed toread the joint resolution again 
to-day? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is noton the third reading 
of the joint resolution. The question is on its reference. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to commit with instructions. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations with instructions to report the same with the 
sundry civil appropriation bill as an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it is not necessary to have that bill 
read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from M husetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I give notice that if the joint reso- 
lution shall be reported, [shall move to amend it by substituting 
the proper and ordinary appropriation bills for the fiscal year 
beginning July 1. I do not see any reasons why the majority 
should ask the minority to dispense with all the ordinary methods 
of making appropriations for the support of the Government in 
order that they may passa tariff bill which we suppose is con- 
trary to the opinion and desire of the country and contrary to 
its true interests, and we are confirmed in that position by the 
statement of many eminent Democrats on the other side of the 
Chamber that certain provisions of the bill are liable to very 
much stronger objections than I have stated. 

Two eminent Senators on the other side have declared that a 
provision which is still in the measure wipes out the sovereighty 
and autonomy of the States. Other Senators have declared (one 
of them at least, if not more, a member of the Committee on 
Finance) that one of the principal provisions in the bill not only 
does not meet their personal approval, but that it is socialistic, 
that it is sectional, that it is a blow at property itself. Another 
Senator who has acted upon the Committee on Finance during 
a part of the present session, has declared that certain duties 
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which the bill contains not only violate the pledges he has per- 
sonally made and the pledges his party has made, but the sound 
construction and interpretation of the Constitution of the United 
States itself. 
Mr. President, we are asked not merely to submit the question 
whether the tariff bill shall pass after suitable discussion and 
debate in the judgment of a majority of the Senate—that is one 
thing; we are asked not merely not to filibuster, as it is called 
that is one thing; but with a measure before us so offensive to 
the men whose votes are essential to its passage, so offensive to 
us who are nearly a majority of the whole body, and so offensive 
to the people of the United States if any inference can be drawn 
from their recent expressions of political opinion, we are asked, 
in order that the Senate may devote its entire time to the ex- 
clusion of all other public business whatever to, I will not say the 
perfection, but the finishing, the getting through of that meas- 
ure, to depart from the ordinary, time-honored, uniform, and 
essential mode of providing for carrying onthe Governmentand 
to pass at one swoop a joint resolution which continues for thirty 


days from the 30th of June all the appropriations of the Govern- 


ment for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. President, the other side of the Chamber have this matter 
in their own power. Lay aside the tariff bill, take up your ap- 
propriation bills, and devote yourselves to them to-day. We 
can readily pass the appropriation bills. TheCommittee on Ap- 
propriations has had them in its possession for weeks, some of 
them for months. There are six appropriation bills, I am told, 
already before the Senate reported from that committee. The 
true way is to take up the most important of those bills and pass 
them, giving to-day to them; sit this evening, if it is necessary, 
until a reasonable hour, and then take up the next one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ~The Senator from Massachusetts 
will please suspend. The hour of half-past 10 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

PETITION. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of W. F. Beaman and 26 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MILLS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

USE OF RENTED CARS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
read, printed, and lie over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce is hereby instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of regulating by law the employment and use 
of sleeping and parlor cars, not owned by railroad companies engaged in 
interstate commerce, the cost of operating them, the charges made for their 


use, and what would be a reasonable charge for the seats, berths, and sec- 
tions therein. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 32)declaring Massachusetts avenue through the grounds 
of the Naval Observatory a public street; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. RIcHARD- 
Son of Tennessee, and Mr. POST managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XVI, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; and 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term.of the cirenit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier. : 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
a board of review in certain cases: 

_A bill (H.R. 6069) to reimburse John Nelson for money paid in 
1863 to avoid a draft; and 

A bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term of the Federal district and cir- 
cuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, to be 
held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties aainell 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 27th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1995 
granting to the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company 
right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Nebraska. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 66, line 16, page 197, after the 
word ‘‘reasonable,” to strike out ‘‘times” and insert ‘‘ hours, 
between March 1 and August 1, in each year;”’ so as to read: 


the 
{Mr. Hinz.) 


oll 


Which books shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 
1 in each year, be open to the assessors and inspectors, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for 
tion on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is called for on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VEST. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the pend- 
ing section, section 66,is somewhat objectionable, and I suggest 
to the Senatorfrom Missouri[Mr. VEST] thatit certainly ought to 
be reformed. If the committee will allow the section to be now 
stricken out, when the bill goes into conference it can bo then 
putin proper form. [ think everybody mustadmit that itis not 
now in such form as that it ought to pass. 

T do not deny the right of the Government, in a matter of this 
kind, to requirecorporations to keep books, and that those books, 
under proper methods, shall be subject to examination by the 
Government or its agents; it seems that that is necessary in the 
collection of taxes, but the provision ought to be as inoffensive 
as possible. 

To say that a great corporation like the Pennsylvania Cen- 
tral Railroad Company, or any of the other great railroads, 
shall be at the mercy of every official of the Government, it 
seems to me is going entirely too far. 

This is not atrifling question. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] yesterday, it was said, exhibited more heat upon 
it than he had arighttodo. I amin favor of the provision of 
this bill for an income tax; but this income tax is not to be 
made odious in the beginning, is it? Is the Senator from Mis- 
souri and are the other members of the committee anxious to 
go to the country with a provision touching this subject which 
will make the bill odious to every lover of liberty in this 
country and throughout the world? 

Mr. President, there are certain fundamental principles of 
government which can not be sneered at, which can not be 
laughed down, which can not be treated as trifles. The Senator 
from Missouri yesterday was inclined to be sarcastic and severe 
upon the Senator from Delaware, who had in warm language 
denounced the provisions of this section. He did not denounce 
them any more than he should have done; he did not denounce 
them any more than the Senator from Missouri would have don 
if he were not in charge of this bill. 

I repeat, there are certain fundamental principles which un- 
derlie a free government. One of them is that every man’s 
house is his castle. I know that will be sneered at by a great 
many people, but it means more than the words would seem to 
imply; it means that his house is not to be invaded; it means 
that there are certain things in the course of his business that 
he has a right to hide within himself,and that he has a right 
to keep within his own breast. 

There are certain other fundamental principles. One is that 
there shall be no invasion of a man’s premises without a war- 
rant; another is the right of habeas corpus. A great writer 
upon English law declared thatthe three principles I have men- 
tioned lie at the foundation of a free government, and that any 
invasion of them is an invasion of the fundamental principles of 
liberty. 

To say thatevery corporation which pays an income tax shall 
open its books to the examination of every revenue officer is a 
palpable and plain violation of the first two propositions I have 
named. It is equivalent to proceeding by general warrant, or, 
as it is termed in France and some other countries, by an ad- 
ministrative warrant. 

Iam making no factious opposition to this provision. 


and August 


the ques- 


I think 
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there is a fundamental principle in it which can not be violated, 
and which ought not to be violated; and I agree with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, who in substance declared, as I understood 
him, that anxious as he was to vote for the bill, even that anx- 
iety would not induce him to vote for a principle of this kind. 

There is not any sense init; there is not any propriety in it. 
There is no earthly reason why the very purpose which is 
sought to be accomplished can not be accomplished in a consti- 
tutional and legal manner. If the committee are to be so deter- 
mined to have this provision just as they want it, then, in my 
my judgment, they must take the consequences of it. 

[ admit the right exists in the Government to require cor- 
porations to keep books, and that the Government through its 
officers, has the right in a proper way to have access to the 
books; but how are they to have access. 

Are the books to be kept open every day for the idle curiosity 
of a revenue officer, or worse than that, for the purpose of ob- 
taining information upon which the speculator may operate? 

There is no need of the Government having access to such 
books more than once a year, and that is when the revenue re- 
turns are made, and when the officer shall come to make his re- 
port, if the Government thinks the return has not been a fair 
one, there should be a provision in this bill that the Govern- 
ment may examine the books. How should it be done? In ac- 
cordance with the principles which have been applied in all 
cases, at all times, amongst English-speaking liberty-loving peo- 

le. 

. I repeat, Mr. President, that this is an important question, 
and one which the committee ought to carefully consider. Do 
the committee prepare to violate a traditionanda ponnee which 
are dear to every lover of liberty throughout the world simply 
because such a provision got into this bill in improper shape? 
Do the committee intend to say that they will not amend it? 
They have provided in the first part of the section down to the 
word ‘‘order,” in line 15, that corporations shall keep books, 
and that they shallenter the transactions that may be conducted 
from day to day, so that when the time comes, if the Govern- 
ment official desires, he may have access to truthfully kept 
books. 

How shall the Government get access to such books? How 
does any well-established government invade the premises of a 
private citizen for proof of a crime? In the first instance, by 
the allegation on the part of somebody, supported by affidavit, 
that there is a necessity for such an examination, then ask the 
corporation to see its books, and if it declines, go into court and 
compel their production. Then they are under all the safe- 
guards of the law. 

I do not undertake to say to the committee how this thing 
should be done, but I know it ought to be done in a different 
way from that proposed. The committee know that, and every- 
body knows tiat. 

I want to vote for the income tax, but I do not want to vote 
for it if it is put in an odious and offensive form, and I shall not 
vote for it if it is put in such form. 

If it were absolutely essential that the Government should 
have access to the books of corporations to preserve equality of 
taxation, that might be another thing; but thatis not necessary. 
These returns are made once a year, and should be prima facie 
evidence of their correctness in the first instance. If anyone 
should think they are not correct, proper provision should be 
made so that question can be tested according tolaw. That is 
all I ask of the committee. 

Thatisall, l understand, the Senator from Delaware asks of the 
committee. It is not an unreasonable suggestion, and is one, I 
insist, that the committee ought to examine. If the committee 
have not the time to properly arrange the matter now, let the 
whole section go out, so that in conference it may be fixed in ac- 
cordance with the established principles of a free people and a 
free government. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. H1ILu]. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It fs proposed toamend the amendment af- 
ter the word ‘‘ year” by inserting “‘ upon the due order of some 
judge of a United States court.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I think no one can read 
section 66 without having it excite his special wonder as to how 
and why it came into this tariff bill and into the income clause 
of it. It provides, asit came from the House of Representatives, 
for an examination by assessors and inspectors, yet these officials 
do not exist and their appointment is not provided for in this 
bill; and until the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterda 
suggested that this clause was almost identical with the internal- 
revenue law providing for the collection of the tax upon distil- 
lers of whisky and brewers of beer, I certainly was at sea as to 
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how the provision could have been inserted here, and I ain full 
satisfied that it should have no place in this bill. 

I am not like the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], for I 
am not in favor of an income tax either upon individuals or cor- 
porations. By any vote which I can give I shall endeavor to 
make the income provision of the bill as objectionable as pos- 
sible, in the hope that the Senate may ultimately strike out the 
entire provision relating to the income tax, believing, as I do 
that it is unjustifiable as a method of producing the revenues 
needed for the support of the Government, except in case of 
dire and exceptional necessity, in fact, as a war necessity; and 
that in time of peace it is a most dangerous step leading to 
socialism, on the one hand, and in the direction, on the other 
hand, of the creation in this country of a moneyed aristocracy, 
which, paying the expenses of the Government, will ultimately 
seek, and probably obtain,its entire control. I think the latter 
danger is the one more greatly to be dreaded. The greatest 
disaster that can befall the great Republic is that it should pass 
under the rule of men of great wealth, and this is the first di- 
rect invitation to them to assume that control. 

But this particular section is extremely novel in some of its 
terms. By the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri it is required not only of corporations, but of companies 
and associations, that they shall keep books that shall be open to 
the most exceptional and dangerous character of inspection. 
If companies and associations—by which I take it partnerships 
may be intended 

Mr. ALLISON. 
already adopted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam pleased to hear it, but that does 
not appear in the printed bill. If companies and associations, 
if partnershipsor not, are included to besubjected to this sort of 
objectionable espionage, this character of unwarranted inspec- 
tion, upon what principle is it that private individuals or partner- 
ships are excluded from the same inspection and espionage? If 
it is proper for the one it should certainly be imposed on the 
other. o reason, no logical excuse can be given for this con- 
stantinspection of the books and the business of corporations, 
companies, and associations which will not apply with just as 
much force to the business, the books, and the accounts of indi- 
viduals and partnerships. Such inspection if it has any legiti- 
mate use is for the purpose of preventingfraud. Are companies, 
associations, cr corporations more apt to attemptfraud when it 
comes to the matter of the collection of taxes than are private 
individuals? No such general proposition can be insisted upon. 

Mr. President, there is another novel feature about this sec- 
tion. Within the clause and nowhere within the limits of the 
bill can be found any punishment for the violation of the pro- 
visions of the section. It is without a punitive section. Un- 
questionably in the internal-revenue act, from which this sec- 
tion was probably taken, there was a general provision for the 
punishment of distillers and brewers who might violate any of 
the provisions of the bill, but there is nothing of that sort in 
this bill. There isin the general statutes, so far as can be as- 
certained, no general provision of law which will reach the 
man, the corporation, the company, or the association that shall 
violate this section; that shall refuse to keep full, regular, and. 
accurate books of account, or, keeping such books of account, 
shall say to the assessor, the inspector, the internal-revenue 
officer or agent, or the collector, in short any Government 
official: ‘‘These books are not open to your inspection; you shall 
not see them.” They can shut their doors against the Govern- 
ment officer and prevent him from entering the counting room 
of the corporation or company for the purpose of making such 
inspection; and where in the bill is the penalty for such dis- 
obedience of the statute? 

There is no more foolish, I think I mightsay there is no more 
unsafe, sort of legislation than that which simply announces a 
principle or proclaims a duty and affixes no penalty for disobe- 
dience of the law, and does not provide for its enforcement. It 
is a worthless provision, a useless thing, one of parade and not 
of service, and for that reason alone, it seems to me, should be 
stricken from the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] to the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HI]. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of theamendment after the 
word ‘‘ year:” 

Upon the due order of some judge of a United States court. 


Mr. PEFFER. Let theamendmentas proposed to be amended 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmentas proposed to be 
amended will be stated. 


y 


Partnerships are excluded by anamendment 
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The SECRETARY. The amendment if amended as proposed 


will read: 

Which books*shall, at all reasonable hours, between March 1 and August 1 
in each year, upon the due order of some judge of a United States court, be 
open to the assessors and inspectors, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri wili yield to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and strike out this section. It would 
save a great deal of time, because numerous amendments will 
be offered to it undoubtedly unless it be stricken out. 

The Government is thoroughly protected by provisions al- 
ready in the bill as respects the income tax. In the first place, 
if a corporation or an individual shall fail to make a return, it 
is the duty of the collector or deputy collector, upon the best 
information he can ascertain, to make a return; and when that 
return is made there is a penalty of 50 per cent added, and in 
case afalse or fraudulent returnis made in theopinion of the col- 
lector, because it must rest in the opinion of the collector, then 
a penalty of 100 per cent is added. 

That puts the corporation or company upon the defense, un- 
less it yields to the severe penalty proposed. SoI think there 
is ample and safe protection without this section. I doubtvery 
much whether it is a wise thing for us to undertake to say just 
how all the books of all the corporations organized wholly un- 
der State authority, about which we have no Jurisdiction except 
that of the collection of taxes, shall be kept, merely for the pur- 
pose of securing 2 per cent upon the earnings of those corpora- 
tions. 

I agree with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
that no reason can apply for searching the books of corpors- 
tions which will not also apply to the searching of the books of 
individuals. Indeed, a corporation is less liable to tamper with 
its books, because in the nature of things there must be a large 
number of people surrounding a corporation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Who have a right to investigate? 

Mr. ALLISON. A board of directors, a YS a book- 
keeper, a cashier, or what not, have a right to investigate and 
do investigate, whereas a private individual can keep his own 
books as he chooses to keep them and his own secrets as he 
chooses to keep them. Thus if an individual desires to evade 
the tax the opportunity for such evasion is greater in the nature 
of things than in regard to books where a great number of peo- 
ple have the rightof inspection, and ordinarily do inspect them. 

So I hope that without taking a vote on the various amend- 
ments, the Senator from Missouri will consent to strike out this 
section wholly. No harm can result from it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa is sound. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to the provisions of the Revised Statutes, 
title ‘Internal Revenue, chapter 2, Of Assessments and Collec- 
tions,” where section 3173 provides: 

It shall be the duty of any person, partnership, firm, association, or cor- 


ration, made liable to any duty, special tax, stamp, or tax imposed by 
w, when not otherwise provided for. 


The section proceeds to require a return of the amount of tax 
which any person owes. Then, at the bottom of the section, 
follows this provision: 


And if any person on being notified or required as aforesaid shall refuse 
or neglect to render such list or return within the time required as afore- 
said, or whenever any person who is required to deliver a monthly or other 
return of objects subject to tax fails to do so at the time required, or deliv- 
ers any return which, in the opinion of the collector, is false or fraudulent 
or contains any undervaluation or understatement, it shall be lawful for 
the collector to summon such person or any other person, having posses- 
sion, custody, or care of books of account containing entries relating to 
the business of such rson, or any other person he may deem proper, to 
appear before him and produce such books. at atime and place named in 
the summons, and to give testimony or answer interrogatories, under oath, 
respecting any objects liable to tax of the returns thereof. 


Then there follows, in section 3175, a provision as follows: 


Whenever any person summoned under the two preceding sections neg- 
lects or refuses to Obey such summons, or to give testimony, or to answer 
interrogatories as required, the collectors may apply to the judge of the 
district court or to a commissioner of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district within which the person so summoned resides for an attach- 
ment against him as fora contempt. It shall be the duty of the judge or 
commissioner to hear the application, and, if satisfactory proof is made, to 
issue an attachment, directed to some proper officer, for the arrest of such 
person, and upon his being brought before him to proceed to a hearing of 
the case; and upon such hearing the judge or commissioner shall have power 
to make such order as he shall deem proper, not inconsistent with existing 
laws for the punishment of contempts, to enforce obedience to the require- 


ments of the summons and to punish such person for his default or dis- 
obedience. 


I think those provisions will apply to the income tax if the 
present bill passes. Theyare ample to secure all the testimony 
which collectors of internal revenue may need, and the rights of 
the citizen and the rights of the corporation are protected, be- 
cause if any undue attempt is made to inspect the books of any 
person or corporation, that person or corporation can refuse to 
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allow the inspection, and can only be made to submit to the in- 
spection by the order of a court; which, of course, will protect 
the rights of the person or the corporation against any undue 
interference. 

There is a further provision imposing a penalty upon persons 
refusing to appear and testify. It is section 3179: 

SEc. 3179. Whenever any person delivers or discloses to the collector or 
deputy any false or fraudulent list, return, account, or statement, with in- 
tent to defeat ar evade the valuation, enumeration, or assessment jntended 
to be made, or, being duly summoned to appear to testify, or to appear and 
produce such books as aforesaid, neglects to appear or to produce said 
books, he shall be fined not exceeding $1,000, or be imprisoned not exceeding 
one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, with costs of prosecution. 

So this clause stands absolutely without justification unless it 
is intended to create a new, cruel, wicked,and uncontrollablé 
right of the internal-revenue officers to invade the premises and 
examine the books and records of every corporation in the 
country. As I understand the proposed law,if there is a cor- 
poration whose net profits amount to $100 a year, it must pay $2 
to the United States Government; and in order that it may be 
compelled to pay that $2 it must keep books exactly as provided 
in this section, and it is subject to have all its books inspected 
at any time by any internal-revenue collector or deputy col- 
lector. 

[ submit that the Senator from Missouri can not avoid abat- 
ing somewhat the obstinacy with which he clings to the pro- 
visions of the bill as it hascome from the committee or from 
the Democratic caucus, creating it as a perfect and sacred instru- 
ment, and allow this clause to go out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I can not assent to the request 
that all of this section shall be stricken out. I have no pride of 
opinion about it, for I am not the author of it. It came to us 
from the House of Representatives, approved by the Treasury 
Department. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue thoughtit 
was a necessary enactment. At the same time I recognize the 
force of what was said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER] in regard to the seemingly harsh features of this trans- 
action. As tothe rhetoric about outraging rights and tramp- 
ling upon liberty and the palladium of the Constitution, I pay 
very little attention to it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri approves the legal 
points but doubts the propriety of the rhetoric? 

Mr. VEST. I do not choose to let the Senator from New 
York make any part of my speech, whether it is a good one or 
a bad one. I simply wish to say that this is an excise provision 
and not so harsh as a great many excise provisions which have 
not excited any rhetoric in this Chamber that Iam aware of, 
When we submit to having a lady examined by customs officers 
and made to take off even her clothing in order that the excise 
laws or the import laws, as you choose to term them, may not 
be violated, we should not be so extremely critical of an enact- 
ment like this in regard to corporations. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has prepared an 
amendment which I have changed in certain regards and which 
I present to the Senate as a substitute, in the hope that it may 
terminate the debate, which is my principal object. I move to 
strike out allof section 66 after the word “ order” in line 15,and 
substitute for the part stricken out what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ order” in line 15, section 
66, page 197, insert: 

And whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district in which any 
corporation, company, or association is assessable, shall believe that a true 
and correct return of the income of such corporation, company, or as- 
sociation has not been made, he shall make an affidavit of such belief and 
of the grounds on which it is founded, and file the same with the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue; and if said Commissioner shall, on examina- 
tion thereof, conclude there is good ground for such belief, he shall issue a 
request in writing to such corporation, company, or association to permit 
such inspection to be made; and if such corporation, company, or assocla- 
tion shall refuse tocomply with such request, then the collector or deputy 
collector of the district shall make from such information as he can obtain 
an estimate of the amount of such income, and then add 50 per cent thereto, 
which said assessment, so made, shall then be the lawful assessment of such 
income. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri offers 
the amendment as a substitute. The first question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to the amendment of the Senator from New York. The 
substitute will be in order after amendments to perfect the text 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Does the Senator from Missouri 
wish to be understood as saying that the affidavit made by the 
deputy collector shall be filed with the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue or with the collector of internal revenue? 

Mr. VEST. With the Commissioner. 

Mr. HILL. The amendment just proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri goes further than the point we were discussing. 
It is more than an amendment to the subject-matter of the sec- 
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tion. The section only relates to the keeping of books and the 
inspection of books. i . 

Lam inclined to doubt the legality of this whole proceeding, 
and it strikes me that not only should this section be recon- 
structed, but that the preceding section of the bill must also be 
reconstructed. . L ; 

My theory of this matter is that you can authorize by statute 
a collector to impose a tax in any way he sees fit, by investiga- 
tion, by inquiry, from his personal knowledge, or in any other 
manner that the statute may authorize; andif a citizen, doubt- 
ing the propriety of his assessment, makes an application tothe 
collector, who for this purpose is to be the assessor, and submits 
to his jurisdiction, the citizen can then be sworn, and he can be 
required to produce his books and papers. ButI submit, as a 
question of constitutional law, that no power can be conferred 
upon the collector in the first instance to compel an examination 
of the assessed party nor an inspection of his books and papers, 
and that an order of the court would not confer any such juris- 
diction. Therefore the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, while well intended, and in that — would help 
the bill if it were constitutional, does not reach the point in- 
volved. 

Now, it is that distinction which must be observed. The vol- 
untary application of an assessed party for a reduction of the tax- 
ation, whe¥eby he presents himself to the officerand gives juris- 
diction to an officer to make an inquiry, and whereby the col- 
lector may be vested with the jurisdiction not only to swear the 
assessed party, but also to inspect the books, is one thing. The 
other is where the party stands back upon his reserved right, 
and simply says to the collector, ‘‘ Do as you please, sir; you may 
make up my taxes as you please. You can not examine me; you 
can notexamine my books.” I submit that when he places him- 
self upon his reserved rights, when he stands upon his constitu- 
tional privileges, he can not be compelled either by the order 
of acourt or by any statute first to be sworn himself, and second 
to submit his papers for examination. 

The Senator from Colorado I think has been studying this 
question, and I should like to hear his views upon this particu- 
lar point before I go any further, if he would oblige me with 
them. 

Mr. TELLER. 
but LT have not read very much of it. 
opinion at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I cite a case upon this point, the case of ake vs. 
The United States (116 United States Reports, 616), which was 
argued in December, 1885, and decided in February, 1886. I will 
read the whole of the headnotes: 

The fifth section of the act of June 22, 1874, entitled “An act to amend the 
customs-revenue laws,” etc., which section authorizes a court of the United 
States, in revenue cases, on motion of the Government anol to require 
the defendant or claimant to produce in court his private books, invoices, 
and papers, or else the allegations of the attorney to be taken as confessed, 
held to be unconstitutional and void as applied to suits for penalties or to 
establish a forfeiture of the party's goods, as being repugnant to the fourth 
and fifth amendments of the Constitution. 

Where proceedings were in rem to establish a forfeiture of certain goods 
alleged to have been fraudulently imported without paying the duties thereon, 
pursuant to the twelfth section of said act: Held, that an order of the court 
made under said fifth section, noenices the claimants of the goods to pro- 
duce a certain invoice in court for the inspection of the Government attor- 
ney, and to be offered in evidence by him, was an unconstitutional exercise 
of authority, and that the inspection of the invoice by the attorney and its 
admission in evidence Were erroneous and unconstitutional proceedings. 

It does not require actual entry upon premises and search forand seizure of 
papers to constitute an unreasonable search, and seizure within the mean- 

ng of the fourthamendment; a soempeeeny productionof a party's private 
books and papers to be used against himself or his property in a criminal 
or penal proceeding, or for a forfeiture, is within the spirit and meaning of 
the amendment. 

It is equivalent toa compulsory production of papers, to make the non- 
production of them a confession of the allegations which it is pretended they 
will prove, ete. 

* 2 2 nm g he *” 

A proceeding to forfeit a person's goods for an offense against the laws, 
though civil in form, and whether in rem or in sonam,is @ “criminal 
case’’ within the meaning of that part of the fifth amendment which de- 
clares that no person ‘shall be compelled, in any criminal case, to be a wit- 
ness against himself." 


I call attention right here to the fact that this is a proceeding 
whereby the collector is enabled to double the amount of the 
assessment, which for every purpose is an effectual judgment 
against the assessed party. It is a forfeiture; it is an increase 
of his taxes; a penalty within the meaning of the law. Then 
the syllabus says: 

The seizure or compulsory production of a man’s private papers to be 
used inevidence against him— 

It is the broad doctrine enunciated — 


is equivalent to compelling him to be a witness against himself, and, in a 
rosecution for a crime, penalty or forfeiture, is equally within the proht- 
ition of the fifth amendment. 

Both amendments relate to the personal security of the citizen. They 
nee run into and mutually throw light uponeach other. When the 
forbidden in the fifth amendment, namely, compelling a man to be a Wit- 








I have been reading the report referred to, 
I prefer not to express an 
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ness against himself, is the object of a search and seizure of hig Private 
papers, it is an ‘unreasonable search and seizure” within the fourth 
amendment. 

Search and seizure of a man’s private papers to be used ih evidence for 
the purpose of convicting him of a crime, recovering a penesty, or of for- 
feiting his property, is totally different from the search and seizure of stolen 
goods, dutiable articles on which the duties have not been paid, and tho 
like, which rightfully a’ to the custody of the law. 

Constitutional provisions for the security of person and property should be 
liberally construed. 


In the light of this authority it strikes me that not only this 
whole section should be eradicated, that it can not be amended 
so that it will not violate these constitutional provisions, because 
the whole effect of the inquiry is todo what? To enable an as- 
sessment to be made, to enable a forfeiture possibly to be had, a 

yenalty to be inflicted—it is called a penalty—and a penalty per- 

aps double the amount of the taxation. All these are semijudi- 
cial proceedings. They resultina forfeitureof property. They 
result in a tax being duly levied. 

Therefore it seems to me that this section should go out; that 
it should not be amended in the form specified, because that 
does not help the case any under the authority cited; but that 
the previous section should be amended so that the collector 
should not have the right, if a party does not appear before 
him toask fora reduction, to summon that party, to compel him 
to go upon the stand and compel the production of his books and 

yapers. 
Senators recollect the situation in the Tilden case.’ Mr. Til- 
den declined to make any return. He allowed the Government 
to make his return. They claimed this very right of inquisi- 
tion against them. Thecase went to the courts, in some phases; 
I do not recollect now the precise form. Finally the whole 
question came to the Supreme Court of the United States, al- 
though the preliminary and intermediate proceeding did not. 

Mr. President, I have stated what I think is the situation and 
thelaw. The citizen can stand uponhisreservedrights. ‘' Yes, 
you may assess me. You have that power. I may decline to 
make a return if I havea mind to do so. You may assess me 
any amount you please. All right. I may pay it or appeal or 
do something else, but if I do not submit myself to his jurisdic- 
tion, he can not summon me to go before someone and be sworn. 
He can not summon me to produce my books and papers to make 
me give evidence against myself.” 

Where is the constitutional protection here which usually ac- 
companies every statute of this character, namely, that the an- 
swers of the witness shall not be used against him in any civil 
or criminal proceeding? It has been held over and over again 
that a statute which omits these necessary guarantees to the 
witness is unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, we are treading upon most dangerous ground 
in these very enactments, and the provisions do not seem to 
have been prepared with thatcare which ought to accompany a 
statute of this character. 

Mr. VEST. Waiving the criticism and the comment of the 
Senator from New York—it is greatly to be regretted that he or 
someone else did not have the duty assigned him of drafting 
these provisions—I should like to ask the Senator if there is not 
a provision upon the statute book of New York to-day that gives 
the collector the power to make a taxpayer answer questions 
under oath? ; 

Mr. HILL. None whatever. 

Mr. VEST. That is, he is compelled to dqclare himself in the 
event that there is a question as to his assessment? 

Mr. HILL. No; I will explain what there is, if the Senator 
will allow me. : 

Mr. VEST. Vory good. 

Mr. HILL. It is the very case I cited. If he appears before 
them and asks for a reduction, then the party can be sworn. 
He makes an application to the assessor. 

Mr. VEST. Granting all that the Senator says to be true, 
which I do not admit—for I can not for an instant contemplate 
a condition of the collection of revenue in any State where the 
party can stand silent and refuse to give information or make 
any return and still be held innocent of any penalty; that, it 
seems to me, is destructive of the collection of all revenue; but 
waiving that, under the amendment which was drawn by the 
Senator from Mississippi and amended by myself, the provision 
is simply that if the collector of internal revenue believes that 
a corporation is concealing its assets to avoid a tax he shall 
make an affidavit of the fact and send it to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. 

If he believes there is ground for the statement, he requests 
in writing the corporation to make a return, and if the corpora- 
tion refuses to make the return he can then do what the Senator 
from New York concedes any collector has a right to do—make 
up the return according to the best information he can get. 

Mr. HILL. However, he must make it not from the sworn 
examination of the party, but—— 
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Mr. VEST. Thero is nothing about a sworn examination in 
this amendment. You can not force the party to come up and 
swear. 
os HILL. What is the point, then? I do not see any—— 

Mr. VEST. The point is you collect the revenue upon the 
assessment made by the collector from the best information he 
can obtain, which is the provision in regard to individuals in 
the bill. We put corporations on the same footing with indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I wanted to ask the Senator, be- 
cause I have some trouble in getting at just what his amend- 
ment does cover. Has the Senator any doubt, ifthe amendmentis 
adopted, that corporations, in submitting to the income tax im- 
posed here, will have the same rights of appeal and hearing 
upon all of the processes of collecting the revenue that indi- 
viduals have? 

Mr. VEST. 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator thinks the general provisions found 
in the preceding section which provide for appeal and hearing 
are not cut off by the rather drastic provisions of his amend- 
ment. He will notice that this amendment, which it seems to 
me has great merit as far as it goes, does not in any way refer 
to any question being tried or tested before a tribunal except 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who, from all the facts 
which he may gather, may at once resort to what is called the 
dooming features of the bill. I did not find in the amendment 
as it was read anything that gives the right to the associated 
persons forming a corporation of the same appeal and hearing 
provided in the previous section for individuals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, 
I think the amendment the Senator has offered provides that 
the dooming shall be final. I think there is such language in 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. ThatI do not remember. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be again read. 

Mr. VEST. It simply says that they shall be held to be the 
assessment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, how can the Senator say the cor po 
ration has an appeal to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
the same asJan individual when it shall be final? 

Mr. VEST. I suppose when judgment is rendered, unless 
there is an appeal, it is a finality. It is like the judgment of a 
court, which may be reversed in the appellant jurisdiction above. 
It does not say that it shall be final. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But here as to personal incomes are very 
elaborate provisions, giving the right of appeal, first, from the 
assistant collector to the collector, then from the collector to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and testimony is to be 
taken on notice, and then there isa finality. We discussed that 
yesterday. Now, as to corporations, the Senator seems to pro- 
vide that the collector of internal revenue can assess a tax and 
add 50 per cent to it, and that shall be final without any appeal; 
and yet he says to the Senator from Maine that he thinks the 
right of appeal exists. I want the Senator to reconcile his 
statement with the clause in the amendment he offers. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave notany trouble myself in regard to it, I 
confess, for the simple reason that when a corporation refuses 
on the requestof the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make 
any statement I do not think it ought to have an appeal. 

Mr. HALE, And the individual has an appeal? 

Mr. VEST. An individual does not refuse at the request of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. There is no such pro- 
vision as to individuals. Here is aspecific provision that when 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makes requests in writ- 
ing and the corporation declines to accede to it and stands 
boldly and defiantly against the law and says, ‘‘ We do not pro- 
pose to assist you at all in the collection of this tax”—— 

Mr. HALE. Right there, even after there has been brought 
to the attention of the Commissioner by the collector the refusal 
to render tax orsubmit books, does the Senator think upon that 
the corporation should be doomed at once without any hearing, 
when the dooming feature is not applied in any case to the in- 
dividual without a hearing? Of course the Senator understands 
that this feature, which has been always known as the dooming 
feature, is a very drastic provision; it is very punitive; in many 
cases it is destructive of business, and it is not intended that it 
shall be applied. It seems to me it ought to be subject to the 
common wisdom exercised in all legislation that an extreme pen- 
alty shall not be inflicted without due hearing. I willsay, fur- 
ther, thatas I listened to the amendment of the Senator that part 
had not been looked out for. The amendment, of course, may 
have been drawn insome haste. Idonotthink the Senator would 
mas — corporations to any different procedure from in- 

viduals. 


Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, it seems to me 


The right of appeal is given to everybody under 
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in most of the States the law prescribes a provision in relation 
to the return of schedules of taxes in the first place, and then a 
penalty attaches for a false return. For instance, in my State, 
the provision is as follows: 

If any person or corporation shall give a false or fraudulent list, schedule, 
or statement required by this act, or shall fail or refuse to deliver tO the 
assessor, when called on for that purpose, a list of the taxable personal 
property which he is required to list under this act, he or it shall be liable 
to a penalty of mot iess than $10 nor more than $2,000, to be recovered in any 


proper form of action, in the name of the people of the State of Lilinois, on 
the complaint of any person. 


It seems to me that when the Government officer comes to 
make up the amount that is to be paid, if tha corporation or in- 
dividual is called upon to make a report and fails to doitina 
way satisfactory to the Government officer, there ought to be a 
penalty for it, and we should not give him authority to dig into 
the private business of either a person or a corporation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri is seeking a per- 
fectly legitimate object. There must be abundant precedents in 
all the States for what he is trying to do; that is to say, all the 
States I think have a process of getting at a true assessment of 
taxable property. I will state very briefly the process in my 
own State. All our work of making lists, assessments, and col- 
lections of taxes, etc., is done by the unit of our government, 
the town. We have a board of assessors and a board of relief. 
Early in October notice is given to every citizen who has taxa- 
ble property that he must make out a list and swear to it. 

If he does not make out his list within a certain time the as- 
sessors make it out to the best of their ability for him, giving 
him notice that he may appear in January before the board of 
relief and show that the assessors have done him injustice. 
Upon that hearing they have a right to strike out any item or 
to add any item that they please. Nothing is said about his 
bringing his books. I suppose they might honestly ask him, 
having some doubt of him, ‘‘Are you willing to submit your 
books to ourexamination?” Butthere isnocompulsory process. 
If he thinks it is a little more than it ought to be, and yet does 
not wish to go into any further hearing, he will pay it. 

In short, the process is this: The officers of the town assess 
the property if a man does not bring inhisown list. They give 
him a chance to be heard. They will reduce it, and after hear- 
ing him they may add to it, but he goes before them and states 
his case, and shows why there ought to be a reduction and why 
there ought not to beanincrease. There isno offensive process 
about the matter, but it is thrown upon thecitizen himself. He 
has a fair hearing before a board of respectable neighbors. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr.CHANDLER. OnthatI ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. SMITH (when Mr. MCPHERSON’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON] is absent from the Chamber on ac- 
count of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GrBson}. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
L should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], who is absent from 
the city and will be away for some days. I announce the pair 
for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 
withdraw my vote. I find the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] is absent. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I see 
that the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], with whom I 
have a general pair, is not present. I will transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Kansas[Mr. MARTIN], and let my vote stand. 
Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW}, 
whom I do not see in the Chamber. I withdraw my vote. 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present 


I am paired with 
If he were present 
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Mr.CULLOM. I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Delaware {[Mr. GRAY] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.CULLOM. Istand paired with that Senator. 
vote ‘‘nay ” if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—32, 

Kyle, 


I should 


Daniel, 
Fauikner, Lindsay, 
George, McLaurin, 
Harris, Mills, 
Hunton, Mitchell, Oregon 
Irby, Murphy, 
Jarvis, Pasco, 
Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
NAYS—17. 
Hoar, 
McMillan, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—36. 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Patton, 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 


Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Gallinger, 
Hale. 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hili, 


Sherman, 
Shoup. 


Blackburn, 
Butler 
Call 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey, © 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dubois, 

So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Although it is not upon that amendment, while 
the roll call was being taken I found the general provisions with 
reference to imposing penalties after full hearing. 

If the Senator from Missouri will turn to page 178, if it is not 
already clear in his mind, he will find that, following the gen- 
eral provisions for a return by a list of property assessable, for 
refusing to return such list or neglecting to do so, upon the 
matter being certified by the deputy collector to the collector 
and by the collector to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
as the Senator provides in his amendment, certain penalties 
of 50 per cent may be assessed, it being the execution or invo- 
cation of the dooming power. The proviso atthe end of page 
178 declares ‘‘ that no penalty shali be assessed upon any per- 
son,’ and the words follow, as the Senator will see, in smaller 
letters, ‘‘or corporation, company, or association.” Are those 
words included? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are in. 

Mr. HALE. Then it will read: 


That no pernsity shall be assessed upon any person or corporation, com- 
pany, or association for such neglect or refusal or for making or rendering 
a false or fraudulent return, except after reasonable notice of the time and 
place of hearing, to be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

My only question is, with the words ‘‘ corporation, company, 
or association’ in the provision declaring that this penalty shall 
not be assessed upon such except upon a hearing, as that applies 
distinctly to returns or lists for income or neglect or refusal 
to make returns, whether upon this new feature of dooming 
a man because he will not let his books be seen, which is another 
and distinct matter from either returning or neglecting or re- 
fusing to return income lists, the general proposition that no 
penalty shall be laid without a hearing would apply. 

The provision is ‘‘that no penalty shall be assessed upon any 
person or corporation, company, or association for such neglect 
or refusal;” and such neglect or refusal is found in the pages 
preceding, which cover only returns of lists. Therefore, Iam 
afraid that the general provisions which apply to hearings be- 
ing given before this great penalty is imposed would not apply 
to this new and distinctive feature where the doom is put on 
and 50 or 100 per cent added for refusing to open the books. In 
that view, if that doubt is properly a subject of consideration, I 
ask the Senator whether he would have on this distinct subject- 
matter penalties pages without a hearing? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a single word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Maine. Norule of law is better established among 
civilized nations than that every litigant shall have his day in 
court. The provision which we are considering now differs from 
the House provisions of the bill in this, that here isa case under 
the amendment as proposed, in which the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue addresses a request in writing to a corporation 
to make a return. There is notice of the fullest sort. There is 
@ request from the Commissioner. It seems to me that the cor- 
poration to which it is addressed has its day in court. 

If it declines to accept the invitation or request, then nothing 
else ts better established in law and equity than that the party 
is estopped afterwards from complaining that due notice was 


Frye, 
Gibson 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Gray. 
Hansbrough, 
Jones, Nev. 
Lodge, 
McPherson, 


Quay, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 
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not given. No principle can be better established than that 
and it ought to apply in an excise law above allothers. It seams 
to - —_ in what the Senator has stated none of the facts are 
applicable. 

os HALE. Then the Senator holds that the proviso at the 
bottom of page 178, which provides for a list and making ra- 
turns, does not apply here because the circumstances are differ- 
ent, and it ought not to apply? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I think this is a specific provision. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator whether his 
theory of this additional 50 per cent, or whatever it is, is that it 
is a fine or penalty? 

Mr. VEST. I think it is apenalty upon the parties, so called. 

Mr. HOAR. Has it not been expressly asserted by the courts, 
and is it not the settled constitutional law of this country, that 
no fine or penalty can be assessed except by a judicial tribunal? 

Mr. VEST. I think the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
could assess it as a penalty for the refusal to make a return or 
pay the tax. It is done in all the excise laws. Under the State 
laws you do not have to go into a court and institute a regular 
suit in order to inflict a penalty. 

Mr. HOAR. In —_ own State, speaking for one State only, they 
have always carefully avoided asserting anysuch power. When 
the man fails to bring in hisliston due notice, public or personal, 
the assessor proceeds to make up as best he can his own judg- 
ment as to the extent of the man’s property, called dooming in 
popular language; butitis the assessor's judgment of the amount 
of tax the man ought to pay in the getting at which he is under 
the constraint of his official oath as in all his duties; and if a 
man has without reason failed to bring in his list he is not at 
liberty to appeal from that judgment or to get an abatement. 
The man is not entitled to complain of a judgment which he has 
not done all that in him lies to instruct in due time. 

But the State of Massachusetts (and I suppose itis true of 
all the other States; the Senator from Illinois read a similar 
provision from the law in bis State) has never undertakeu to 
say that a nonjudical officer mightimpose a penalty based upon 
certain proceedings of which he takes notice or finds resisted. 
[ see the Senator from Tennessee standing at his place. I sup- 
pose he is waiting to lay the Constitution of the United States 
on the table if he can get at it in any way. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to lay the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts on the table just now, if I could doso. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is beyond the legislative 
power to authorize a nonjudicial officer to impose a fine or pen- 
alty; that it has to be ascertained by the courts and fixed by the 
courts. 

I have a case here, to which I will refer, where that doctrine 
is asserted. The decision was given by Chief Justice Gray, then 
chief justice of the State of Massachusetts, now a distinguished 
member of the Supreme Court of the United States. That was 
acase where the Legislature had undertaken to vest in the com- 
mon council of a city the authority to imprison and punish for 
contempt. That case applied to imprisonment; but certainly a 
fine is exactly the same in principle as imprisonment. Chief 
Justice Gray said: 

The Legislature may also provide for the punishment, upon indictment 
and trial in the courts of justice, of any person who, being duly summoned, 
refuses to appear and testify before any board or tribunal upon a matter 
which it is authorized by law to investigate or decide. But the Legislature 
can not delegate to or confer upon municipal boards or officers that are not 
courts of justice, and whose proceedings are not an exercise of judicial 

wer, the authority to imprison or punish without right of appeal or trial 
oy jury. ‘ 

That doctrine was reaffirmed in the decision rendered by Mr. 
Justice Harlan in the case of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, recently published. The court say: 

Such a body— 


The court is speaking of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion— 
could not, under our system of government and consistently with due prog- 
ess of law, be invested with authority to compel obedience to its orders by 
a judgment of fine or imprisonment. sane in the particular instances 
enumerated in the Constitution, and considered in Anderson vs. Dunn (6 
Wheat., 204), andin Kilbourn vs. Thompson (103 United States, 168, 190), of thé 
exercise by either House of Congress of its right to punish. 


oe 7 Cs * * * * 


Thepower to impose fine or imprisonment in order to compel the perform- 
ance of a legal duty imposed by the United States, can only be @xerted un- 
der the law of the land, by a competent judicial tribunal having jurisdiction 
in the premises. 


The vital and fundamental objection to this whole scheme is, 
that it undertakes to vest in the collector or Commissioner, 4 
nonjudicial tribunal, the power to impose a fine and collect it. 

Mr. President, if our tively and wide-awake Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who seems to be the Mentoy of all of 
us, desires to make his motion, I yield the floor for that pur- 


pose. 








1894. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I avail myself of the kindly suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and move to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from New York on the table. . 

Mr. HILL. I ask to have the amendment read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, section 66, after the word 
“reasonable,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ times” 
and insert ‘hours, between March 1 and August 1, in each 

ear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motien was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment of the committee 
be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri from the committee will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “order,” in line 15, section 
66, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the section and 
insert: 

And whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district in which any 
corporation, company, or association is assessable shall believe that a 
true and correct return of the income of such corporation, company, or 
association has not been made, he shall make an affidavit of such belief, 
and of the grounds on which it is founded, and file the same with the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and if said Commissioner shall, on exam- 
ination thereof, conclude there is good ground for such belief, he shall 
issue a request in writing to such corporation, company, or association to 
permit such inspection to be made. And if such corporation, company, or 
association shall refuse to comply with sucb request, then the collector or 
deputy collector of the district shall make, from such information as he 
ean obtain, an estimate of the amount of said income, and then add 50 per 
éent thereto, which said assessment, so made, shall then be the lawful 
assessment of such income. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a reference made in the amend- 
ment to an inspection, but there is nothing left in the section in 
regard to the inspection, and there is nothing in the section as 
it would read if amended that will give any information as to 
what kind of inspection is authorized. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Secretary to read that part of the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri which re- 
fers to the action of the Commissioner after the certification has 
been made to him by the collector. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to offer an amendment 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to modify the amend- 
ment so as to correct a verbal inaccuracy in it? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I modify the amendment by striking out the word 
“such,” before the word ‘“‘ inspection;” and after the word “in- 
spection,” by inserting ‘‘of the books of such corporation, com- 
pany, or association.” 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be so modified. | ; 7 teas ; 
| tutions, dependent for their existence upon a charter by Con- 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
the modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
modified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read in connection with the rest 
of section 66, so that we may have the whole thing before us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is necessary in order to make it 
intelligible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word ‘‘such,” before the word ‘ inspection” 
and after the word “ inspection,” by inserting ‘‘of the books of 
such corporation, company, or association;” so as to read: 

Sec. 66. That it shall be the duty of every corporation, company, or asso- 
ciation, doing business for —_— to keep full, regular, and accurate books 
of account, upon which all its transactions shall be entered from day to day 
in regular order, and whenever a collector or deputy collector of the district 
in which any corporation, company or association is assessable shall be- 
lieve that a true and correct return of the income of such corporation, com- 

any, or association has not been made, he shall make an affidavit of such 

lief and of the grounds of which it is founded, and file the same with the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and if said Commissioner shall, on ex- 
amination thereof, conclude there is good ground for such belief he shall 
issue a oe in writing to such jcorporation, company, or association to 
permit an inspection of the books of such corporation, company, or associa- 
tion to be made; and if such corporation, company, or association shall re- 
fuse to comply with such request, then the collector or deputy collector of 
the district shall make from such information as he can obtain an estimate 
of the amount of such income, and then add 50 per cent thereto, which said 
assessment so made shall then be the lawful assessment of such income. 


Mr. HALE. After the words ‘‘examination thereof,” I move 
insert ‘‘and after full hearing upon notice given to all par- 
es.’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word “thereof,” it is proposed 


XX VI——434 


I ask to have it read as it will appear with 


The amendment will be read as 





. 
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to insert, ‘‘and after full hearing upon notice given to all par- 
ties;” so as to read: 

And if said Commissioner shall, on examination thereof, and after full 
hearing upon notice given to all parties, conclude there is good ground for 
such belief, etc. 

Mr. HALE. 
Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words 
50 per cent thereto.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in the fifth line 
from the bottom the words “and then add 50 per cent thereto.” 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
being so amended will make the Internal Revenue Commis- 
sioner the final judge of the amount to be assessed. The other 
is & mere penalty, which the Supreme Courtof the United States 
and the State courts have decided over and over again, if I can 
understand their decisions, can not be enforced unless by a ju- 
dicial officer. 

If a penalty—and the Senator himself has said he understands 
it as a penalty—is expedient, and if it isa matter of sound pub- 
lic legislative policy that the penalty should be imposed in 
addition to the taxes upon the persons who unreasonably refuse 
to bring in their lists, it seems to me what the Senator from 
Missouri ought to do is to provide that the certificate should be 
sent by the internal-revenue officer to the proper circuit court of 
the circuit where the defendant is domiciled, that there should 
be a complaint, and that the penalty should be imposed upon 
that complaint. That is the only constitutional way, in my 
judgment, to reach it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am glad the Senator from Missouri has 
finally decided to abandon the indefensible and unconstitutional 
provisions of this section as it was originally reported by the 
committee. His action this morning does credit certainly to 
his intelligence and judgment. 

I think I ought to say a single word in answer to his sugges- 
tions made this morning and yesterday in regard to the strin- 
gent provisions of the act of 1890. He says that we put into the 
act of 1890 provisions which were as objectionable as those con- 
tained in this section, and he cites the case of the examination 
of merchandise imported into the United States. I do not think 
the Senator intends really to make comparison between that 
provision and this. Of course Congress has the power to deter- 
mine, as was said yesterday by the Senator from Massachusett 
[Mr. HOAR], the terms upon which any merchandise shall be 
imported into the United States, and any provision, however 
stringent as to the examination of such merchandise, certainly 
has no analogy to this provision as originally inserted by the 
committee. 

The Senator from Missouri yesterday cited the case of the ex- 
amination of national banks. National banks are public insti- 


Is that amendment accepted by the Senator from 


‘and then add 


gress, which is granted upon condition that there shall be an 
examination by Government inspectors, and in that case there 
is no analogy to this. 

In order that Senators may be advised as to the various aspects 
of this question, if it should reappear here upon the report of the 
conference committee or otherwise, I beg to call attention to 
certain speeches and arguments which were made in the year 
1874 when the question of the repeai of the moiety law, so called, 
was before Congress; and I would especially call the attention to 
a speech made by the late Senator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, to 
be found upon page 4035 and subsequent pages of volume 2, part 
5, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session Forty-third Congress. 

I refer also to an argument made by Mr. S. B. Eaton, of New 
York, before a committee appointed to consider moieties to in- 
formers and seizers of mercantile papers, etc., on page 66 of the 
report of that committee. The argument is a long one, but I 
believe is entirely conclusive and unanswerable in the premises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRIcE in thechair). Does 
the Chair understand the Senator from Missouri {Mr. VEST] as 
accepting the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar]? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I do not accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I now move to strike out the 
whole section, and I wish to say just a word on the motion. 

I concede that the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
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just adopted, improves to the bill and is, T think, beneficial to 
it. I do not quite comprehend, however, the principle upon 
whichit is based. The right of a collector to make up an assess- 
ment where a corporation refuses to file a return exists clearly 
enough. I do not see why the authority of the collector to make 
thatassessment and toadd a penalty, should depend upon an ex- 


hibition of the books. That is where it is left now. I think 
that it i less and unnecessary form. 
1 take position also that it is wholly improper to ask a 


y Asse i, in an adverse proceeding to him, to produce his 

and papers, and then give an authority to the collector to 
‘rtain penalty because the party does not pay the tax. 
‘That has nothing to do with the question of his refusal to ex- 
hibit bis books. There is an intermixture of remedy which I 
do notappreciate. That is all I have to say upon that motion. 

I think the w ection is unnecessary. I think the right 
of the collector to make the tax is given in the preceding sec- 
tions; and this serving of notice upon the party and asking him 
to produce his books, when there is noauthority to compel their 
production, is an entirely unusual proceeding to put in a statute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The questionis onthe amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York to strike out 
section Ob,~- 

The amendment was rejected; there being, ona division 
19, noes 24." 

Mr. HILL. While we are upon this same question of the 
right of the examination of persons and books, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be permitted to make a motion to amend sec- 
tion 56, which will save the trouble of reverting to it hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS, I suppose there will be no objection to that, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. I move to strike out the words in section 56, page 
175, line 24, ‘* by the examination of such person.” 

The committee have already stricken out the words, ‘‘ or his 
books or accounts.” I see no reason for leaving in the words 
‘*by the examination of such person,” because there is no pro- 
vision made for compelling his attendance; there is no scheme 
provided whereby he can be examined. It simply provides that 
if he does not make a return, although he has a taxable income, 
the collector may make a list according to the best information 
he can obtain “ by theexaminationof such person.” It formerly 
stood, ‘or his books or accounts,” but that has been stricken 
out. I think if seems to be conceded from the argument that 
there can not be a compulsory examination of the party 
assessed. 

Mr. VEST. I should like, if the Senator from New York will 
permit me, to ask him a question. Why should not the col- 
lector give the party the opportunity to make a statement, a 
voluntarystatement? He can ask the person,and if he does not 
choose to answer, let it go. I would not object to that. 

Mr. HILL. Itissimply theimplied powerconferred here that 
the collector may obtain such information by an examination of 
the person. I know some of the collectors who have been ap- 
pointed. Theyare not the most intelligent people inthe world; 
many of them know nothing at all about law; and they are to 
construe one of the most important statutes which any legisla- 
tive body in the world could enact. If yousay that the collector 
may make up the list‘‘ by the examination of such person with 
his consent,’ [ have no doubt that would cover it. 

Mr. VEST. lf the Senator from New York will permit me, 
the collector could not imprison the person, he could not fine 
him for contempt, he could not use any coercive process what- 
ever. All he could do would be to say ‘‘ Mr. Smith,” or ‘‘ Mr. 
Jones, I should like to know if you have any objection to give 
me the amount of your income.” If the man says ‘I will not 
give it,” that is the end of it. Then the collector must make 
up the list from some other evidence. 

Mr. HILL. If that be so, then there is no earthly necessity 
for giving this officer an implied power which he is not to have 
in fact. 

Mr. VEST. There is no implied power given. 

Mr. HILL, If he is to make the list from the best informa- 
tion he can obtain, that means including the examination of 
such person, when he has no power to make such examination. 

Mr. VEST. I do not seo how the provision can do any harm. 
I should consent to it being stricken out if I thought it would 
do any harm; but I do not see how it can. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator add the words “ with his con- 
sent’? 

Mr. VEST. That is implied. If there is no coercive process 
applied, of course the collector could not force the party to do it. 

Mr. HILL. I renew the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Colorado |Mr. TELLER] this morning, that there seems to be a 
disposition to retain every line of this bill simply because it was 
put in originally. 

There is no senso to that provision; it has no utility in it. 


part 
book 


‘ ] . 
mua ib Cet 


hole 


ayes 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JUNE 28, 








The Senator concedes as much as that. It givesa wrong con- 
struction to the proposed law. You have stricken out the words 
‘for his books or accounts.” Why were those words stricken 
out? I suppose because of the interview with Mr. Carlisle 
when he said the bill should be amended by striking out those 
features which might be regarded as inquisitorial. Why are 
these booksand accounts there then? Whatwas the motive for 
that? Ido not know of any. 

Ido not believe in framing a statute that it is wise to leave 
in words, whereby a collector—who is not a lawyer, and very 
few of them are—n.ay assume that he has power to make an ex- 
amination. It does not say with the consent of the taxpayer. 
That would have covered it. In some way it should be distinctly 
shown by the statute, so that every person who reads it may 
understand it, that itis not by an examination of the person 
that the collector can make up this list on the personal inspec- 
tion of the man. Is that what is desired? No. I can see no 
sort of reason why it should remain there. There is no sense 
in striking out “ books or accounts.” They did not help the 
matter in any way, and yet the committee saw fit in its wisdom 
to strike those words out. Havingdone so much, it seems tome 
now the other words should go out. 

Mr. VEST. A single word. I do not propose to enter into a 
debate about it. I never heard of any interview with Mr. Car- 
lisle, and never saw it. I have been too busy a man to get in- 
formation from newspapers as to what other people have said 
about this bill. 

The words ‘‘ books or accounts” were stricken out to get rid 
of the idea that we were invading the privacy of the individual 
in making him give uphis private papers. ‘That was the reason 
it was done; and it is one that would suggest itself to almost 
any legislator. 

I do not consider myself bound to adopt any amendment which 
is offered by the Senator from New York, or anybody else. He 
says he repeats what the Senator from Colorado said, that there 
is a disposition here to make this bill as odious and oppressive 
as possible. Of course, we have done that to-day when we 
adopted an amendment here voluntarily, which went even be- 
yond what the Senator from New York says he asks in regard 
to this section, although now he proposes to strike it out. 

This provision in the bill stanlr says that the collector may 
go to the party whose income is to be assessed and ask him what 
his income is, if he is willing to giveit. Is not that right? Is 
there objection to a provision of that kind? Can the collector 
then arrest him; can he punish himinany way? It seems to me 
eminently proper that he should first go to the party and say to 
him, ‘‘Mr. Smith, it is my duty as an officer of the Government 
to assess your income tax. Have you any objection to stating 
to me what your income is? You have not made a return, and 
I come to you as the person best informed in the first instance 
from whom to get the information.”’ Where is the objection to 
that? Isitright? Is it not respectful? Can there be any crit- 
icism upon it? 

Suppose that there were no such provision here. Then we 
should doubtless hear itsaid, ‘‘ Why do younot havea provision 
here to go to the party first who has all the information and 
give him a chance to putin his income? Why do you resort to 
coercive measures without any notice to him in regard to it?” ° 

It does seem to me that this is in the interest of the citizen. 
i can not contemplate that any officer of the Government would 
be so utterly ignorant that he would undertake to exercise the 
powers of a court and punish for contempt by assessing a party 
without right when the law gives him‘no such authority. 

[In one breath we hear it is coercive and that youcan not force 
the man to answer, and in the next breath we hear it said, 
‘‘Some officer might undertake to do it.” I think it isa fair 
presumption that the officers will obey the law as it is written, 
plainly and distinctly. 

Tam not captious about this. Ido not object to the amend- 
ment because the Senator from New York has offered it. I 
have no pride of opinion about it. I did not make this statute. 
I took it as it came from the House of Representatives, and 
tried to amend it as best I could; and I do not think the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York ought to be 
adopted. 

Mr. HILL. I have not made the suggestion that I feared the 
party would be arrested. I made the suggestion that I feared 
the average collector of internal revenue would think that he 
had some power of examination by reason of allowing this pro- 
vision to remain in the bill. You have already given him the 
power to make such lists according to the best information he 
can obtain. That isa broad phrase. But whoever framed this 
bill can not escape the responsibility for endeavoring in the 
first place to leave at least an implied power, that it was in- 
tended to be done by the compulsory examination of such per- 
son and of his books or papers. 
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The interview to which I referred was the famous interview 
with Mr. Carlisle, when he announced to the world that there 
was to be a change of the sugar tax, and that there was to be 
change in this tax in some of its inquisitorial features and 
limitation of its existence to five years. That was the first 
hoard of the suggestion. It was called the Carlisle interview. 
[n that interyiew with Secretary Carli in which the sugges- 
tion of the silgar tax and the suggestion of the five years’ limi 
tation was made, it was also said that some of the inquisitorial 
features of the bill ought to be changed. 
then 


a 
a 
] 


} 
sie, 


Mr. President, the committee icting in pursuance of 


some suggestion, which possibly they never saw, have stricken 
out the words ‘‘ or his books or accounts,” but they have left in 
the words ‘‘ to make such lists, according to the best informa- 
tion he can obtain, by the examination of such person or any 


rests that which does not ap 


», that the object of hav- 
s to allow the collector to 


other evidence.” The Senator su 
pear on the face of the proposed stat 
ing these words in the provision w: 

ask permission toexamine. ‘To suggest that to the collector is 
a useless formality. He can do that anyhow. 

[ want to make this statute plain. Inmy judgment, if the bill 
is passed it will be fruitful during the entire five years of litiga- 
tion, fruitful of misunderstandings, and will lead to the harass- 
ing of the citizen and the injury of corporations. 

vir. VES? In order to save time, of which 1 think more just 
now than of anything else, let me make this suggestion to the 
Senator: As he seems to think that there is some coercion in 
this matter, suppose we strike out ‘‘by the examination” and 
say ‘by inquiry of such person.” 

Mr. HILL. Add ‘ with his consent.” 

Mr. VEST. With his consent or not. 
quire of a man without his consent. 

Mr. HILL. Let me explain my point. If a citizen desires to 
raise the question of the constitutionality of this provision if it 
shall be passed—and that question will be raised—in the first 
place, he may say, ‘‘ I have not an income of $3,500 per annum.” 
The collector says, ‘‘You have.” The citizen says, ‘‘I de- 
cline to make a return;” he puts himself on his reserved rights 
and lets the collector doas he pleases; he does not want anything 
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{ suppose you can in- 
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to do with the collector; he does not want any conversation with | 


him; he does not want to have any interview with him for fear 
the collector may say that he admitted something, and he does 
not want to bother with the collector in any way. 

Why should he be asked the question? 
left to the discretion of the collector, and so much depends upon 
his good sense and judgment that there ought not to be left an 
opportunity fora quibble, there ought not to be left an opportu- 
nity for a misunderstanding whereby the collector may get into 
a wrangle with the man andhaveadispute withhim. Let each 
stand upon his reserved rights. Thatismy point. The collector 
of course may ask questions if he desires to do so, but there 
should be nothing in the statute which implies that the inquiry 
is to be made immediately of the person himself. 

If the best information the collector can obtain or any other 
evidence is sufficient toenable him to make the ass 
if he has all the information he needs, especially when he can 
muke up that tax in any form and to any amount he pleases, he 
certainly has power and discretion sufficient for any Federal 
official to have. ‘ 

I think the amendment I have offered is a very properamend- 
ment. I think it would help perfect this bill and relieve it from 
a criticism which the Senator says does not properly attach to 
it, but a criticism from which it certainly will be relieved if this 
provision is taken out. Therefore, Mr. President, I insist upon 
my amendment, and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inorder to test the sense of the Senate upon 
the merit of the amendment, I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that debate cease and 
that the vote be taken directly on the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote without further de- 
bate I shall withdraw the motion to lay the ameudment on the 
table, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The uiotionis withdrawn; and 
the question recurs on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. F ¥ YE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN)}. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
announce once for all, for the remainder of the day, that I am 
paired with the Senater from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from New Jérsey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I announce 
the pair for the day. 


I am paired with the 


I 


essment, and, | 


This imposition is | 


| 
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Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Tam pa h the 

S tor from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN 
e roll call Was coneluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator f1 lowa|Mr 
WILSON]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ma Lin 
[Mr. GORMAN], so that both the Senator from Maine | Mr YE} 

yself may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’ 
FRYE. I vote “yea.” 
PASCO. I was requested to announce that t enator 
1 Litir [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from 
h Dakota |Mr. HANSBROUGH 
DANIEL. [am paired with the Senator from V ng- 
on | Mr. SQUTRE]. 

lr. GEORGE. I announce the pair of the Senator from 
llorida [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from Massach Mr. 
LODGE]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lam paired with the junior itor 

om Illinois [Mr. PALMER If he were present I should vote 


he result was announced—yeas 23, nays 35; as follows 
YEAS—23 
Allison Gallinger McMillan Powe 
Chandlet Hale, Manderson, Procto 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitcheli, Oregon Pug 
Dixon Higgins Patton, Shou 
Dolph, Hill, Perkins, W n. 
Fr Hoar Platt 
NAYS—35 
Al 1 Col Jarvis, Peff 
B Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry, George Kyle Roach 
Blackburn, Gibson, Lindsay, \ 
Blanchard, Gordon, McLaurin, Vila 
Bri Gray, Martin, Voor! 
Caffery, Harris, Mills, Wal 
Camden, Hunton, Murphy, White 
( crell, Irby Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—27 
Aldrich, Dubois Morgan, Squ 
Butler Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cali Hansbrough, Palmer, Teller 
Cameron, Jones, Nev Pettigrew, Turpie 
Carey Lodge «ua Wilson 
Dani McPherson Sherman, W ) 
D Mit Wis Smith 
So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. VEST. terday to make a motion in re- 


I neglected yes 











gard to section 56. I move to strike out in line 24, page 174, 
the words ‘‘or to such officer or agent as the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue may designate.” The same words occur in 
line 6, in line 22, and in line 7 on page 175. I move to strike 
them out wherever they occur in the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by tho Senator from Misso 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
etrike out section 67, In the following words: 

s That the taxes imposed by this act upon dividends, interest, conu- 
] ind annuities shall be levied upon and collected from all such divi- 
dends, coupons, interest, and annuities whenever and wherever t 1me 

be payable to all parties whatsoever, including nonresidents, w rc 

citizens or aliens, except as hereinafter provided; and every rporation 
paying any tax on such dividends, coupons, interest, or annuities y de- 
duct and retain from all payments made on account thereof a proportion- 
ate amount of the tax so paid: Provided, That dividends, interest, or annu- 
ities accruing to corporatiogs not doing busine for profit orto States, 
counties, and municipalities, or to individuals on funds or securities he 
for charitable or educational purposes shall not be subject to h 
tion 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 
68. That it shall be the duty of every collector of internal rev 
whom any payment is made under the provisions of this act 


The reading of the bill will be 


or 


to the 





person making such payment a full written or printed receipt, expr 
the amount paid and the particular account for which such payn ri 
made; and whenever such payment is made otherwise than | a- 
tion, such collector shall, if required, give a separate receipt for each tax 
paid by any debtor, on account of payments made to or to be ma him 
to separate creditors in such form that such debtor can conveniently pro- 
duce the same separately to his several creditors in satigfa n of th res 
pective demands to the amounts specified in such recéipts; and such re- 
ceipts shall be sufficient evidencéin favor of such debtor, to justify him in 


withholding the amount therein expressed from its next payment to his 
creditor; butsuch creditor may, upon giving to his debtot a full Written 
receipt, acknowledging thé payment to him of Whatever sum may beactually 
paid, and accepting the amount of tax paid as afofegaid (specifying the 
same) as a further satisfaction of the debt to that amount, require the sur- 
render to him of such collector's receipt 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 68, line 11, page 198, after the word ‘‘ payment,” to insert 
‘of any taxes other than the tax represented by an adhesive 
stamp or other engraved stamp;” so as to read: 
68. That it shall be the duty of every collector of internal revenue, to 
Whom any payment of any taxes other than the tax represented by an ada- 
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hesive stamp or other engraved stamp is made under the provisions of this 
act, to give to the person making such payment a full written or printed 


receipt 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 63, page 198, line 17, after the word ‘* made,” to strike out 
‘otherwise than by a corporation;” so as to read: 

And whenever such payment is made such collector shall, if required, give 


aseparate receipt for each tax paid by any debtor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 6Y, in the following words: 

Src. 69. That no rule or regulation established by the Commissioner of 


Internal Revenue under this actshall be valid without the aeerere! of the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury in writing} nor shall the same be binding upon 


any corporation, nor upon any person not an internal-revenue officer, until 
it has been printed and conspicuously posted in the offices of the Commis- 
sioner and the collector of ths collection district in which such person or 
corporation has an office or residence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 70 in the following words: 


Src. 70. That if any person, in any case, matter, hearing, or other proceed- 
ing in which an oath or affirmation shall! be required to be taken or adminis- 
tered, under or by virtue of this act, shall, upon the taking of such oath or 
affirmatiow*knowingly and willfully swear or affirm falsely, every person so 
offending shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and shall, on conviction there- 
of, be subject to the like punishment and penalties now provided by the laws 
of the United States for the crime of perjury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next section was read, as follows: 

Sec, 71. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to relieve 
and release from all forfeitures and penalties imposed by this act, in such 
cases as he may deem proper; but this shall not apply to any penalties im- 
posed by law as the punishment of a misdemeanor or other crime. 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for section 71. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury already has that power, and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Kevenue has it in certain instances with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. I therefore move to 
strike out section 71. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to strike out sec- 
tion 71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. We have now finished the sections which relate 
to tue income tax, and I make the motion which was reserved 
during the discussion. I move to strike out all the sections 
which relate to the income tax, so that they shall be eliminated 
from the bill if my amendment is sustained. 

Mr. President, having very fully debated the various provi- 
sions of the bill as we proceeded with its consideration, I do not 
desire to delay the disposition of the bill to make any elaborate 
remarks at this time. I have endeavored to make myself under. 
siood upon the objections which I have presented to this feature 
of the tariff reform measure, and I shall content myself with 
simply stating briefly my objections to this measure, which I 
desire to go upon the record. 

My objections to the retention of the income-tax provision in 
the bill may be epitomized as follows: 

First. Anincome tax has nolegitimate place ina tariff reform 
bill. Itis unjust to those who desire to support a revision of 
the tariff but who can not consistently or conscientiously favor 
an income tax. If admissible at all, it should have been em- 
braced in a separate measure. The effort to retain it in this 
bill has hindered, delayed, and sacrificed the cause of tariff re- 
form, and compelled the surrender of many essential principles 
which should have accompanied a genuine tariff revision. 

Second. An income tax is neither a Democratic nor a Repub- 
lican principle and has never been approved by the people at 
the polls, but is one of the doctrines of the Populist party, the 
votes of whose Senators in the Senate are expected to be the 
means of fastening it upon the bill and upon the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING.OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Not now. Let me conclude this statement of 
my objections to the income-tax provisions: 

Third. It is an unnecessary tax. The debate has conclusively 
demonstrated the fact that the needs of the Treasury will not 
require the proceeds of this tax, but that sufficient revenues 
will be realized under the other provisionsof the measure. No 
poere: estimate has been furnished of the revenues expected to 

realized from this tax, but it is blindly urged, without re- 
gard to anticipated revenue or consequences. 

Fourth. It is a direct tax within the true intent and mean- 
ing of the Constitution, and not being laid in proportion to popu- 
lation, it is unconstitutional, and can not be enforced. 

Fifth. It is unequal, unjust, and sectional in its design and 





operation, and is principally urged by the representati 
those States which will o Sheet aieeend by its aes a = 
an attack upon the thrift, the energy, and the enterprise of the 
North rather than an honest effort to reach the accumulated 
wealth of the country by constitutional and just means. 

Sixth. It is the revival of an odious war tax in a time of pro- 
found peace. 

Seventh. The exemption of all incomes not exceeding $4,000 
is an exemption unprecedented in the bistory of income-tax leg- 
islation hereor anywhere in the world, and stamps the measure 
as the most offensive species of class legislation. While ostensibly 
aimed at the rich it permits one having an investment of $80,000 
drawing interest at 5 per cent, to escape ail taxation under it. 
Whether it injures the very rich or not, it clearly does not help 
the poor. Itis not based upon any consistent theory. Either 
substantially all incomes should be taxed or none at all. 

Kighth. It is unjust and indefensible in its discriminations, 
[t necessarily exempts the income from six hundred and thirty- 
five millions of Government bonds, but denies the same exemp- 
tion to State bonds. It exempts $4,000 from the individual in- 
come of a citizen derived from his general business, but denies 
him the same exemption if his income is derived from a cor- 
porate investment. It unnecessarily and injuriously discrim- 
inates against corporate investments by individuals, especially 
small investments. 

Ninth. It is retroactive in its operation. It compels the pay- 
ment of a tax upon incomes realized since January 1, 1894, being 
at least six months before the passage of the act, which should 
only apply to future incomes, if at all. 

Tenth. It usurps those fields of revenue which properly be- 
long to the States. Tariff taxation being exclusively under the 
Constitution the province of the Federal Government, it should 
mainly confine itself to that method of raising its necessary reve- 
nues without encroaching upon the rights, prerogatives, and rev- 
enues of the States. This measure not only provides for income 
taxation proper, but includes an inheritance and gift tax, thereby 
trespassing upon a field already occupied by many of the States. 
Incomes, if taxed at all, should be taxed by State rather than 
Federal authority. The States are suffering more from lack of 
sufficient and proper revenues than is the General Government. 
What are essentially local revenues should be reserved for local 
purposes. 

Eleventh. Its provisions are inquisitorial and offensive in their 
character. A citizen is compelled to give evidence against him- 
self, and to submit to the production and inspection of his books 
and papers. The political agents of the Government are in- 
vested with vast powers which are liable to abuse. Taxation 
may be increased 100 per cent, and other severe penalties may 
beimposed. Itis a system of taxation adopted fora monarchical 
government, but unsuited for a free republic. 

Twelfth. It violates the Constitution because it usurps those 
revenues derived from certain domestic corporations which 
the States have themselves created and the revenues of which 
corporations the States have set apart for the uses of their own 
State governments. Those revenues can not constitutionally be 
destroyed, diminished, or interfered with by the General Gov- 
ernment. The proposed tax is an attack upon the sovereignty 
of the States, their reserved rights, the doctrine-of home rule, 
and every just principle of government for which we have ever 
heretofore contended. - 

Thirteenth. The absorption of theselegitimate State revenues 
by the General Government as here proposed will necessarily 
lead to increased direct taxation by the States, and add to the 
existing direct burdens of the people. 

Fourteenth. The tax proposed is double that recommended 
by Secretary Carlisle. 

Fifteenth. Itwill duplicate taxation, create friction, and pro- 
voke conflict or contention between the General Government 
and the States, is contrary to the established policy of the Gov- 
ernment, is a step toward socialism, and is unwise from every 
point of political expediency. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from New York 
to say that Secretary Carlisle recommended 1 per cent? 

Mr. HILL. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN inthechair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I was unfortunately absent when the 
Senator from New York commenced the reading of the paper 
he held in hand. Do I understand that it is an indictment 
drawn by him against the features of the income tax? 

Mr. HILL. It partakes of that nature. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to add, then, another count. 4 
do not know what its number may be. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be No. 1". 
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Mr. HILL. There is ample opportunity for a large number 
more, but in my great desire to be brief I left a great many out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thisoneisvery brief. I add this count 
to the indictment. 
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It creates a class who are selected from their fellow-citizens | 
to pay a part of the expenses of the Government, and is the first | 


step towards the creation of a privileged few, constituting a 
moneved aristocracy, who, contributing from their abundant 
revenues or incomes to the support of the Governmént, will 
rule it. 
Mr. HILL. 
Mr. PLATT. 
attention for a moment? 


I accept the amendment. 


Did the Senator make any allusion to 


the great increase of officeholders the bill willinevitably make? | 


Mr. HILL. I did not for the reason, and frankness requires 
me to say it, that the bill possibly does not propose any increase 
of officeholders. While I am free to say that I think when the 
bill goes into operation it will require additional officeholders, 
yet I would not be justified, of course, in making thatallegation, 
because the bill does not provide for any increase of officials. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt whatever that all 
the various and involved provisions of the bill, covering so much 
new data and new labor, will result in a very large increase of 
the officials of the Treasury Department in the collection of the 
tax? 

Mr. HILL. If the income tax provided by the bill is to be 
honestly and efficiently collected, I am inclined to think that 
in the course of a year or so, there must be ah increase of Fed- 
eral officials. 

Mr. HALE. And a very considerable increase. 

Mr. HILL. 1 should judge so. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. HILL. But there are none provided for in the bill now. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Commissioner of Interpal Révenue 
thinks, as he expressed to me in a very recent interview, that 
a very small increase of the internal-revenue force will be 
necessary to the execution of the law; but perhaps a small in- 
crease will benecessary. Let thefacts be understood. Has the 
Senator from New York yielded the floor? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr.HARRIS. Then, if wecan come to a vote upon this prop- 
osition, I shall be very glad to do so, and if we can not I move 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the observation that the Senator from 
Tennessee has made-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; I withdraw it, when the Senator 
from Iowa refers to the observation. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Tennessee withdraw the 
observation or the motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion, and not the observa- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Tennessee says that he has 
information from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that a 
very few additional employés will be required. I venture to say, 
without knowing, that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
has not examined in detail, as we have here, the provisions of 
the bill. I yesterday called attention to the fact that the exe- 
cution of one paragraph of the bill alone, requiring that each 
corporation, however little or however great, shall make a spe- 
cific return each year to the collector of the district, will neces- 
sitate in each collection district certainly an additional force 
of four or five persons. When you spread it over the United 
States that single provision willrequire alarge additional force. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is a veryimportant amendment, and I 
hope the Senator from Tennessee will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table in order that a vote may be taken direct upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis important to the extent of determining 
the question whether we shall have an income tax or not, and it 
is important in no other point of view. We have debated the 
question for three months. I adhere to my motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let us take avote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us havea direct vote on the amendment 
: the Senator from New York. That course is very much bet- 

r, 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can do so without further debate I am 
ready to vote on the question. 

Mr. HALE. We can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to submit some remarks on this 
proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I adhere to my motion to lay the amendment 
on the table, so as to exclude the Senator from New Hampshire 
and other Senators from submitting remarks. 


Will the Senator from New York give me his | 
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| the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the 
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Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of the Senator fr 
Tennessee, I will submit my remarks at 
discussion of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I hope the Senator from Tenness 


1m 
a later period in the 


will withdraw the motion and let the vote be taken on the 
amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


tuble 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent that debate shall cease, 
at least temporarily, and that the vote be taken on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That debate shall cease on this question. 

Mr. H{LL. That it shall cease on this question, and that we 
have a vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that the difficulty is that if anyone debates the income-tax pro- 
vision of the bill, or any other provision, it will be offensive to 
the Senator from Tennessee. Therefore, it will be a great deal 
better-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken on the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that de- 
bate is entirely out of order. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. VEST. Regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the request of the Senator from New 
York will be put. I think it is an exceedingly wise one —that 
debate shall cease, at least temporarily. 

Mr. HILL. Under the liberal rules of this body, of course a 
Senator at some future time can discuss the income tax or any 
other provision. I simply ask that the debate shall cease and 
that we may have a direct vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York that debate shall cease 
and the vote may be taken on this amendment? 


Mr. CHANDLER. It hurts one’s feeling — 
Mr. VEST. Lask for the regular order. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to respond to the appeal of the 
Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. HILL. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Chair recognize me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
nothing is in order but to call tbe roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it be in order to have the motion 
withdrawn? Iam willing rather than to put any obstacle to a 
direct vote to assent to the request for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks discussion 
is notinorder. The yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HILL. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion ison agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. If unanimous consent can be given to take a 
direct vote on the amendment of the Senator from New York I 
ask unanimous consent (the yeas and nays having been ordered 
I can not withdraw it without unanimous consent) to withdraw 
my motion to lay the amendment on the table, but unless unani- 
mous consent can be given, [ adhere to my motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it in order for me to say that I have no 
objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is hardly in order for the 
Senator to state that he has no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears hone, 
and it is so ordered. Isthere any objection to the withdrawal of 
the call for the yeas and nays? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let us have the yeas and nays on the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the yeas and nays be taken on that ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York tostrike out the 
sections relating to the income tax, on which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when the name of Mr. DuBOis was called). 


Iam paired with 


My 
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with the junior Senator from 

lleague were present he would 

ume was called). By an arrange- 

1 Maine [Mr. FRYE] I transfer my 

lowa[Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 

rORMAN] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

DL vhen hisnamewas called). I 

am paire vith the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CARgEyY]. If 
he wer nt I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), 


} "na . \ ‘ } . ’ \Tw 
th Senato n New Jersey | MI 


f ynsin (y 


¥ ibc 


lam paired with 
would vote the sam 
o yea. ’ 

Mr. QUAY h 
Sen itor fro i Al 
should vote " ye a.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho[Mr. DuBots]. 


this question, I shall vote. 


» was called). 


*, MORGAN]. 


because of illness, and who would vote ‘‘yea” if he were present. 
I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULS&#OM. Lhave a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton|Mr. SQUIRE]. I understand I am at liberty to transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and I therefore 
vote. I vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I am informed thatI am at liberty to vote. 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. LODGE] is absent to fylfill an 
important public engagement in Massachusetts. He is paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL] would 
vote ‘‘nay ’’ if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, 
YEAS—24. 

Hoar, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Patton, 


NAYS—40. 


Jones, Ark. 

Kyle, 

Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 

Mills, 

Mitchell, Oregon 
Pasco, 

Peffer, 
Pettigrew, 


NOT VOTING—21, 


Morgan, 
Palmer, 


nays 40; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 


Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Washburn. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Bik hard, 


Daniel, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 

Jarvis, 


Power, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
Teller, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Gorman, 
Gray, 

« Jones, Ney. 
Lodge, 
McPherson, 
Mitchell, Wis. 


Turpie, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Call 
Cameron, 
Oarey 
Davis, 


Dubois, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH subsequently said: I was called from the Senate 
temporarily, and in my absence the vote was taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York to strike out all the sec- 
tions relating to the income tax from the tariff bill pending 
before the Senate. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and I see that he voted 
upon that amendment. I simply desire to state that if I had 
been present I should have voted against the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as I was charged with the duty 
of caring for the pairs on this side of the Chamber, I desire to 
state that the fact of the Senator’s absence was overlooked by 
me. Otherwise I should have called the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to the fact, he having doubtless voted 
inadvertently. 

Mr. PUGH. All right. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to state that my colleague[Mr. WOL- 
coTT] is detained from the Senate by sickness. If he had been 
here he would have voted against the motion of the Senator 
from New York to strike out the provisions of the bill for an 
income tax. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Iask unanimousconsent, under 
the rules, to withdraw my vote on the amendment proposing to 
strike out the income tax provisions of the bill. t was paired 
with the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], and as 
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. MCPHERSON], but as we | 
[vote] 5s 

| collected, and paid,;by adhesive stamps, a tax of 2 cents for and upon é¥éry 
Lam paired with the | pack of playing cards manufactured and 801d or remfoved, and also upon 
If he were present I | 


[ trans- 
fer my pair to my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is absent | 


If he were present I should | 





JUNE 28, 


that Senator has been about the Chamber during the mornino 
and as he votes after Ido on tho alphabetical call of the rol]~ 
did not think of looking to see whether he was in his seat. Tt 
believe the rule allows the withdrawal of a vote by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that his 
vote on the question referred to by him may be withdr 
under the circumstances he has stated. 
The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 

The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sue. 72, Thaton and after the lst day of July, 1894, there shall be levied, 


avy 


Is there objection ? 


every pack in the stock of any déaler on and after that date; and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revehue, With the approVal of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Shall make regulations as to dies and adhesive stamps. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in section 
72, page 200, in line 9, after the word ‘ cards,” to insert ‘cor 
taining not more than fifty-four cards;” so as to read: 

A tax of 2 cents for and upon every pack of playing cards containing not 
more than fifty-four cards. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to the end of 
section 81, page 207. 

Mr. PEFFER. At this point comes in the amendment which 
I proposed last Saturday evening in relation to the tax upon beer. 
It was proposed at that time in order to accommodate me, as I 
was about to be absent from the Chamber, but upon the request 
of Senators its consideration was passed over until we should 
reach this point in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After section 81, add as a new section: 

SkEc. —. That sectjon 3339 of the Revised Statutes and all sections amenda- 
tory thereof be améfaed so as to proVide that the tax on beer, lager beer, 
ale, porter, and other similar fermented liqudrs shall be $2 per barrel, and 
the said sections shall be and rembin in force as part of this act, together 
with any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the provi- 
sions of this section. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to say but a very few 
words in explanation of the amendment and in favor of it. As 
the Senate knows, I am very mmuch opposed to a tax upon sugar. 
It is estimated by, I believe, all those who have taken the 
trouble to make an estimate that between $40,000,000 and $50,000,- 
000 will be raised by a 40 per cent levy upon imported sugar. 
The last report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows 
that something over 32,000,000 barrels of beer were produced in 
the United States, and as that is an article which does not lie 
long in bond, norany where else, it is presumable that in subse- 
guent years the quantity produced will not be any less. 

[f we lavy a tax of $1 a barrel hore than is now laid upon beer 
it will produce an additional revenue of between thirty-two and 
thirty-three million dollars for the year 1894, and in a few years 
a still larger amount. 

In presenting the amendment I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that this additional tax upon thé consimmip- 
tion of beer Would not in any way increase the cost of it to the 
consumer, or at any rate if thereshould be any increase it would. 
be in such form as that the consumer would not feelit. Itcould 
not be placed upon the price of beer per glass, for the difference 
in price would be so small that it could not be estimated. It 
would be a very small portion of 1 cent, practically infinitesimal. 

If there were any difference at all between the present price 
and the price under this proposed amendment it would be in the 
quantity of beer given for a glass,and that would be so smallas 
that even the beer drinker himself could not possibly detect it. 
That also would be infinitesimal. There isno question now about 
the income tax. Thatis going to remain in the bill. Here is 
an opportunity for the committee to remove the sugar duty en- 
tirely and replace it with a tax upon beer, 

This is all I care to say ypon my ameydment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose sections 82 to 84 are stricken out. Is 
it necessary to read those se¢tions? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will be omitted unless 
specially requested to be read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was going to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading be omitted and that the proposed sub8ti- 
tute for those sections be read, beginning on page 207, sec- 
tion 82. 

Mr. PLATT. Before we come to that I desire to propose an 
amendment. LIregretthat itis solong, but it is not much longér 
than the section which relate to playing cards. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment is to come in where? 

Mr. PLATT. It is to come in at the end of section 81. I 
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will state before the amendment is read that the object is to al- 
low alcohol which is used in manufactures and in the arts to be 
used without the payment of tax. The provisions of the amend- 
ment are taken from a bill which was passed by the Senate in 
1888, drafted, I understand, by the Treasury Department as em- 
bodying a scheme which would prevent frauds upon the Treas- 
ury if that measure should be adopted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. After section 81, page 207, after line 7, add 
the following additional sections: 
- That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and hereby is, 
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SEC. 3 
al rized, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the 
filing of such bond as he may prescribe, to establish warehouses, to be des- 
3 ated as bonded alcohol warehouses, to be used exclusively for the storing 


f an alcoholic strength of not less than 180 per cent of 
ion 3249 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
al casks or packages, each of which ware- 
houses shall be in the charge of a storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, to 
be appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid in the same manner that store- 
keepers and storekeepers and gaugers for distillery warehouses are now ap- 
pointed, assigned, transferred, and paid. Every such warehouse shall be 
under the control of the collector of internalrevenue of the district in which 
such warehouse is located, shall bein the joint custody of the storekeeper, or 
storekeeper and gauger, and the proprietor thereof, and keptsecurely locked, 
and shall at no time be unlocked or opened, or remain open, except in the 
presence of such storekeeper or storekeeper and gauger, or other person 
who may be designated to act for him, as provided in the case of distillery 
warehouses. And such warehouses shall be under such further regulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, may prescribe. 

SEc. —. That distilled spirits of an alcoholic strength of not less than 180 
per cent of proof spirit, as defined by section 3249 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, may, after having been properly gauged, marked, 
stamped, and branded in distillery warehouses, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and also stamped as hereinafter provided, be re- 
moved in bond from distillery bonded warehouses toa bonded alcohol ware- 
house, under such regulations and after making such entries, and execut- 
ine and filing with the collector of the district in which such spirits were 
manufactured such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other ad- 
ditional security as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

SE 





istilled 
pre irit, as defined by se 
States, and in the distillers’ or 


ot 
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1.—. Thatsuch distilled spirits, after being deposited in such bonded alco- 
hol warehouse, may, under such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approvalof the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, 
be removed to secure storerooms, and used in manufacturing establish- 
ments, ashereinafter provided, without payment of the internal-revenue tax, 
in the industrial arts, and in the manufacture of articles, preparations, 
compounds, acetic and other acids, and medicinal drugs, or chemicals made 
according to the directions of the United States or other national pharma- 
copoeia or according to formulas, as published in any of the dispensatories 
in common use among physicians or apothecaries in the United States. 
But nothing herein contained shall be held or construed as authorizing the 
use of any distilled spirits upon which the internal-revenue tax has not 
been paid, in the manufacture of tinctures, proprietary articles, wines, liq- 
uors, cordials, bitters, or other alcoholic compounds which are used or 
sold as beverages, or which, in the ayesten of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, may be so used orsold. All articles excluded from the provisions 
of this act, manufactured or stored on any premises to which distilled 
spirits have been removed free of tax under the provisions of this act, and 
all articles manufactured or stored in violation of this act shall be for- 
feited to the United States. 

Every person desiring to have a bonded alcohol warehouse or storeroom 
established, intending to commence or continue business therein, shall file 
with the collector of internal revenue of the district in which the building 
or room to be used as such warehouse or storeroom is located a notice in 
duplicate of his desire and intention, stating the location of the building or 
room, and such other information as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may require; and at 
the time of the filing of such notice shall execute a bond in duplicate in the 
form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that 
he will comply with all the provisions of law and regulations made in pur- 
suance thereof pertaining to the business to be carried on by him, and that 
he willnot use, or allow to be used, any distilled spirits entered into or re- 
moved from his warehouse or storeroom, by any person or persons whatso- 
ever for any of the uses not authorized by this act, and thatin case any 
such spirits shall be soused he sha'\l pay, or cause to be paid, tothe United 
States asum double the amcunt of the tax onall such spirits so used, and 
shall pay all penalties incv.rred or fines imposed on him for violation of 
any of the provisions of this act. 

Said bonds shall each be with at least two sureties, approved by the col- 
lector of the district, and for the penal sum of not less than double the 
amount of the tax on the estimated quantity of such spirits that are in- 
tended to be entered in such warehouse or storeroom, as the case may be, 
during a period of sixty days, but innocaseshall the penal sum of said ware- 
house bond be less than $100,000, nor that of the storeroom bond be less than 
$5,000, and the said bonds shall be strengthened and renewed at such times, 
and shall contain such other conditions as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue may require. The collector may refuse to approve said bond when, 
in his judgment, the situation of the warehouse or storeroom is such as will 
enable the warehouse proprietor or the manufacturer to defraud the United 
States; and_in case of such refusal the proprietor or manufacturer may ap- 
peal to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, whose decisionin the matter 
shall be final. One copy of the notice and application and bond will be for- 
warded to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and one of each will be re- 
tained by the collector 

SEc. —. That all distilled spirits intended to be entered for deposit in a 
bonded alcohol warehouse, before being removed from the distillery ware- 
house, shall have affixed to each cask or package an engraved stamp indica- 
tive of such intention, to be provided and furnished to the several collectors 
as in the case of other stamps; and to be charged to them and accounted 
for in the Same manner; and for the expense attending the providing and 
affixing such stamps 10 cents for each stamp shall be paid tothe collector of 
the district on making the entry for such removal. 

SEc. —. That any manufacturer, after having provided, at his own ex- 
pense, on the premises, and connected with his manufactory, a secure store- 
room, in which all spirits used in the manufactory shall be exclusively en- 
tered and stored, and to be separated by a secure wall from all other parts 
of such manufactory, and with one door only entering therein, and all other 
openings secured and fastened, and approved by the collector of the district 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, after the filing of the notice and 
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ages, without p< 1ent of the internal-revenue tax, from a bondeda 1 
ware! e de ed in this act, to his storeroom for usein his mannutfac- 
t »provided. But such spirits shall remaingi riinal 
pa é ntil withdrawn for immediate use. Every such store: hall 
be r the control of the collector o rnal re district in 
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f distillery Warehouses, and such storekeeper, Ps 
shall be appointed, assigned, transferred, an rc 
that storekeepers, or storekeepers and gaugers, for dist ; arel 3 
are now appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid. Andin case the ofcial 
bond of the storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, has been approved be- 
fore the passage of this act, such officer shall file a new official bond, which 
must be approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenu fore he is 
assigned to duty under the provisions of this act. 

Src. —. That the storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, assigned tosuch 





étoreroom shall, in addition to keeping such books and making such reports 
concerning spirits entered in and delivered and removed from such store 
room as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, have access to every part of 







such manufactory in which such distilled spirits are used, and make a re- 
port each month to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, stating the kind 
and quantity of distilled spirits used during the month, the purpose for 


which used, and furnish such other information as the Commissioner of In 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may re- 
quire and prescribe; and such storerooms shall be under such further reg 










ulations as the Commissioner of Luternal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe. 

Sec. —. That under such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, 
any proprietor of a bonded alcohol warehouse, who has filed with the col 
lector a bond with at least two sureties, and in the form and sum specitied 
in this act, may admix with the distilled spirits entered in his warehouse, in 
the presence of the storekeeper, methylic alcohol, wood alcoho vood 
naphtha, or other substances approved by the Commissioner of Internal 


Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury, which shall cause such distilled 
spirits to be unfit for use as a beverage; and such distilled sy 
ing so methylated or admixed and drawn off in the presen 
keeper, or storekeeper and gauger, and under the supervision of a g: 
to be designated by the collector, into packages of a form and material 
be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and different from 
those of casks in which distilled spirits are usually contained, such pack 
ages to be gauged, marked, stamped, and branded by the gauger as the Com 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, May prescribe, may be sold and removed from such warshouse 
without the payment of the internal-revenue tax. 

But distilled spirits produced in different months shall not be drawn into 
the same package, and each package shall not be of less capacity than 5 
wine gallons, nor of greater capacity than 25 wine gallons, nor contain more 
than 39 proof gallons of spirits. Methylated spirits may be used in the arts 
and manufactures, and for burning, and in the manufacture of articles and 
compounds, except wines, liquors, cordials, bitters, and other alcoholic 
compounds used and sold as beverages, or in the opinion of the Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue calculated or intended to be so used or sold 
And the methylation of such spirits shall be by the addition of meth 
alcohol, wood’aicohol, or wood naphtha, in such quantities and in such 
ner, in the presence of the storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, ¢ 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
the Treasury, may prescribe. And no such methylated spirits shall be per- 
mitted on any premises in which the business of a distiller, rectifier, whole- 
sale liquor dealer, or retail liquor dealer is carried on, or in premises con- 
nected therewith by any private or internal communication. 

Every person intending to withdraw methylated spirits from any bonded 
alcohol warehouse shall file with the collector of the district in which the 
spirits are to be used an application, under oath, setting forth the purpose 
for which the spirits are to be withdrawn, the estimated quantity to be so 
withdrawn and used during a period of one year, the place where the spirits 
are to be stored, and a full description of the premises on which the spirits 
are to be used; also, the name and residence of every person interested, or 
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to be interested, in the business to be carried on at said premises; and the 
——— shall be in such form, and shall contain such further informa- 
tion as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may, by regulation, require. 

Upon the receipt of such application and after making such inquiries as 
will satisfy him that the statements therein contained are true, th ector 
shall, upon the applicant filling with him a bond with satisfactory eties 
and in a penal sum of not less than double the amount of the tax on the 
spirits intended to be withdrawn during the period of one year, issue a per 
mit, under seal, for the withdrawal of said spirits for the purpose or pur- 
poses to be therein specified; said bond and permit shall be in h form as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe, and may be renewed, 
and shall be canceled, or revoked, at his discretion. 

And the Commissioner of Internal Revenueis authorized to hay h per- 





mits printed from engraved plates and with serial numbers, as in the case 
of special-tax stamps. 

No methylated or admixed spirits shall be withdrawn from any bended 
alcohol warehouse except upon a permit issued as aforesaid, which permit 
shall, at the time each withdrawal of spirits is made thereunder, be pre- 
sented by the person to whom it is issued, or by his duly authorized agent, 


to the storekeeper in charge of the warehouse, who shall indorse upon the 
permit the quantity of spirits withdrawn, giving the number of packages, 
the serial number of packages and stamps, the number of proof gallons, the 
date when tax is due by three years’ limit, and the date of withdrawal in 
each case. Butin no case shall the quantity of spirits withdrawn underany 
permit during the period for which the permit is issued exceed the quan- 
tity of spirits specified therein. And the sale, removal, and use of such 
methylated spirits shall be under such regulations and restrictions as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, may prescribe. And said Commissioner may, in his dis- 
cretion, exact bonds and returns of persons who purchase or receive, use, 
or transport methylated spirits. And any internal-revenue officer shall, at 
all times, have right of access to all premises on which such methylated 
spirits are received, stored, or used. And the provisions of sections 3276 


and 3277 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so far as applicable, 
are hereby made to apply to such premises and to the proprietor 
pants thereof. 


or oceu- 
And any person who shall demethylate or separate methyli¢ 
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alcohol, wood alcohol, or wood oo or other substance from any such 
distilled spirits, or use, or by willful neglect cause to be used, ahy such 
methylated or admixed spirits for any of the uses not authorized by this 
act, or who shall separate or recover, or cause the separation or recover 
of any alcohol pérmitted to be used in the manufacture of any of the artl. 
cles by the provisions of this act free of tax, shall on conviction pay a pen- 
alty of not less than #500 nor more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less 
than six months nor more than three years. 

Src. —. That every proprietor of any such bonded alcohol warehouse who 
shal! have filed the application and bond, and every manufacturer who shall 
have provided a suitable storeroom, which have been approved by the col- 
lector of the district and the Commissioner of Internal Revénue, sball pro- 
vide a book ty be prepared and keptin such form as the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue may prescribe, and shall make daily éntries therein of all 
spirits received, with the name of the person from whom the spifits were 
purchased, and the name of the distiller by whom and the district in which 
the spirits were produced, the serial number of each cask or package, and 
the actual contents of each when received by him. He shall also, in like 
manner, enter in said book the quantity of spirits removed each day, and 
the name, occupation, and address of the person to whom the spirits are 
sold; and if a manufacturer, he shall enter in said book the quantity re- 
moved from the storeroom, and if less than acask or package, the actual 
quantity removed from any cask or packake; and he shall also enter the 
name of @ll articles, in the manufacture of which such spirits have been 
used, as authorized in this act. And every person keeping the book herein 
required shall, on or before the 10th day of each month, make a full and ac 
curate transcript of all entries made during the preceding month, and shall, 
after verifying the same by oath, forward the same, through the collector 
of the district, to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. he book herein 
required shall be kept on the premises described in the application, and 
Shall at all times be 9 for the inspection of any revenue officer; and 
such officerg.shall at all times have access to said premises for the purpose 
ofinspecting the same, or any stock, utensil, apparatus, or appliances therein, 
where such spirits are used, and the owner or occupant of said premises 
shall, on demand of such officer, furnish needful assistance toenable the said 
officer to make such examination and report. And nas penne: who shall 
willfully use, or by neglect cause to be used, any distilled spirits, entered 
in his bonded alcohol warehouse or storeroom established under this act, 
in any manner except as expressly —_ and permitted in this act, 
shall, on conviction, pay a penalty of not less than $1,000 nor more than 
#5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than three 
years. 

Sec. —. That any person who, under the provisions of this act, or under 
any regulation issued in pursuance hereof, shall néglect or refuse to make 
or render any entry, bond, or account, or shall make or render any false or 
fraudulent entry, bond, or account, or shall, in qualifying as a surety to any 
bond required by this act, make any false or fraudylent statement or repre- 
sentation as to the property owned by him, and an} person who shall fail to 
use any stamp, label, tag, mark, caution notice, or any other device pre- 
scribed by this act, or by any regulation issued in pursuance of this act, or 
shall fraudulently use or reuse the same, shall for any such offense, on con- 
viction had, be fined not less than #500, nor more than 6,000, and be impris- 
oned not less than six months, nor more than three years; and any vessel, 
pom, or other inclosure not stamped, marked, or branded as required by 

aw and this act, all spirits or other materials contained insuch vessel, cask, 
or package, or inclosure, shall be forfeited to the United States. 

Nothing in this act shall be construed as —s the time within which 
the tax on distilled spiritsshall be paid beyond the limit fixed by law within 
which such spirits must be withdrawn from distillery warehouses upon 
payment of the tax. And, in case any spirits withdrawn from a distillery 
Warehouse under the provisions of this act are not used as authorized by 
this act within the time fixed by the distiller’s warehousing bond for the 
payment of the tax, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assess the 
tax against the person liable, under bond as warehouse Ss or manu- 
facturer at the time, for the proper use and custody of the spirits, and such 
tax shall becollected as in the case of other assessed taxes. 

It shall not be lawful for any ro to recelve, use, or store any 
methylated distilled spirits free of internal-revenue tax under the pro- 
visions of this act on any premises within 600 feet in a direct line from any 
premises used as a distillery or for rectifying distilled spirits. 

Any person who shall receive or use distilled spirits, free of tax, under 
the provisions of this act, and shall nee, or willfully omit, neglect, 
or refuse to do, or cause to be done, any of the things required to be done 
by this act, or one regulation made pursuant thereto, or shall do anything 
by this act prohibited, or declared thereby to be unlawful, if there be no 
specific penalty or punishment imposed by this act for the neglecting, 
omitting, or refusing to do the thing required, or for the Cong. or causing 
to be done, the thing prohibited, or declared unlawful, he shall, on convic- 
tion, pay a penalty, at the discretion of the court, not exceeding $5,000. And 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to determine the 
quality and strength of the methylic alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha, 
or other substance that may be used in methylating or admixing spirits. 
And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may also, at his discretion, re- 
quire the maker of methylated or admixed — to provide a separate 
storeroom and vats, with suitable locks and fastenings, for keeping and 
storing methylic alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha, or other substance 
used in methylating or admixing, and may require samples to be furnished 
from such vats, or other receptacles, for chemical analysis and for his ap- 
proval. 

Change numbers of subsequent sections to correspond. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I fear it is hopeless tou attempt 
to secure the passage of any amendment to the bill, but there 
is no possible reason why this amendment should not be adopted. 
The bill is going to raise revenue enough even if the revenue 
should be diminished by making alcohol used in the manufac- 
tures and arts free from the tax. It is avery hard burden upon 
manufacturers. I donot speak now so much for the manufac- 
turers who buy alcohol and transform it into proprietary medi- 
cines and other liquid forms as those manufacturers who have 
to use it in the direct processes of manufacture. 

I think it is not understood to what extent alcohol has to be 
used in the manufacture of almost all kinds of goods—metals as 
well astextiles. Ithas been always admitted, I understand, that 
it is a hardship upon the manufacturers to compel them to pay 
this tax. 

The only objection that I have ever heard to making alcohol 
used in the mechanical arts and in manufactures free was that 
fraud would be committed under it. 
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In 1888 the Treasury Dapartment prepared the sections which 
I have introduced here as an amendment, and they were adopted 
by the Senate. I think that there can be no great danger 
of fraud if all the provisions against frauds contained in the sec. 
tions are thrown around the use of alcohol for such purposes, 

We sometimes talk about high tariff taxes, and when a duty 
amounts to 100 or 200 or 300 per cent it is thought to be an ex. 
tortion. If we raise the tax on alcohol from 90 cents a gallon to 
$1.10 a gallon the per cent of tax,as estimated by a letter which 
I have received within a day or two, would be 782 per cent. 

It has been said that there is a desire to give manufacturers 
raw materials. Alcohol is one of the raw materials used by manu 
facturers. Putting atax upon it of over 700 per cent, it seems to 
me, canonly be justified on the plea of necessity, and there is no 
necessity for it. 

Alcohol, before the tax is imposed upon it, is about 30 cents a 
gallon. I suppose that isa high figure forit. The tax is im- 
posed upon a certain degree of proof, so that on commercial al- 
cohol the tax is very much larger than appears when I speak of 
@ tax of $1.10 per gallon. Oncommercial alcohol the tax is about 
$1.69 and a fraction per gallon, and if the tax is raised to $1.10 
it will then be $2.08 per gallon on commercial alcohol. 

So, if a manufacturer buys a barrel of commercial alcohol, for 
which without a tax he would pay not to exceed $15 per barrel 
of 50 gallons, he will be compelled to pay $120 for that barrel of 
alcohol. Senators have no idea how many barrels of alcohol 
have to go into some of our manufactories during ayear, or how 
severe the tax is upon manufacturers. 

I think I have stated this matter fully, Mr. President. It is 
allI can do. I donot wish to take up the time of the Senate. 

We have provided that where anybody desires to remanufac- 
ture alcohol for the purpose of export he may have a bonded 
warehouse and use the alcohol without paying a tax, avd there 
is no earthly reason why this tax should be imposed upon the 
alcohol which is necessarily used by manufacturers. 

The letter which I hold in my hand is from a manufacturer of 
silver-plated ware. They have touse a large number of barrels. 
He does not state the exact amount, but I have no doubt that 
this tax costs that establishment $2,000 or $2,500 a year, which 
is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think there is no 
doubt that every member of the Senate sympathizes with the 
purpose the Senator from Connecticut has in view in offering 
the amendment. It is an old question. It has been discussed 
frequently in both branches of Congress, and the physical im- 
possibility of making a provision of this sort which will not lead 
to the greatest frauds has prevented the adoption of any meas- 
ure of this kind. A good many devices have been resorted to. 
Efforts have been made to render alcohol unfit for any purpose 
except for use in the arts, but it has been ascertained, after care- 
ful examination on the part of the Internal Revenue Department, 
that itis impossible to getanything like protectionagainst fraud 
whenever this system is entered upon in any way, and there has 
been nothing yet presented that has been satisfactory to protect 
the Government. Under these circumstances we are unwilling 
to adopt any amendment which will open this gateway to fraud. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, one single word in reply. I 
would not rely so much upon the admixture of some other sub: 
stance with alcohol in order to prevent fraud as I would upon 
the supervision of the internal revenue officers. If fraudscan bo 
prevented when persons desire to use alcohol in pero aye 4 
to be exported, surely it can be done when they desire to use 
alcohol in the manufacture of articles which are not to be ex- 
ported. The committee have provided a way in which théy 
think it can be used in the manufacture of articles for export 
without fraud, and if they can do that these provisions will pre- 
vent fraud in case the articles are not to be exported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out sections 82, 83, and 84, in the following words: 

Sgc. 82. That on and after the Ist day of the second calendar month after 
the passage of this act there shall be levied and collected On all distilie? 
spirits in bond at that time, or that may be produced in the United Stes, 
on which the tax is not paid before that day, a tax of 81 on each proof g&l- 
lon, or wine gallon when below Pr to be paid by the ron the Rtas or 


person having possession thereof, on or before removal from r none, 

and within three years from the date of the original entfy f a : tbs 
réhousi 

ft int 


any distillery or special bonded warehouse, except in cases of 
therefrom without payment of tax as now authorized by law; 

bonds, covering the taxes on all distilled spirits entered vy | éposit i 
distillery or special bonded warehouse on and after the date hamed in 
section and remaining therein on the 5th day of the foljowl £ month, spall 
be given by the distiller or owner of said spirits as required ex 
laws, conditioned, however, for payment of taxes at the ra ‘4 

this act and before rémoval from warehouse and within thr rf b 

fruit brandy, from the date of the original gauge, and as to all 0 spirits 


from the date of the original entry for deposit. 
EC, 83 That warehousing bonds or transportation and warehousing 
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bonds covering the taxes on distilled spirits entered for deposit into dis- 
tillery dr special bonded warehouses prior to the date named in the eighty- 
second section of this act, and on which taxes have not been paid prior to 
that date, shall continue in full force and effect for the time named in said 
bonds. Whenever the tax is paid on and after the aforesaid date, pursuant 
to the provisions of the warehousing, or transportation and warehousing 
ponds aforesaid, there shall be added to the 90 cents per taxable gallon an 
additional tax sufficient to make the tax paid equal to that imposed by age 
tion 82 of this act. TheCommissioner of Internal Revenue may require the 
distillers ot owners of the spirits to give bonds for the additional tax, and 
before the expiration of the original bonds shall prescribe rules and regu- 
lations for reéntry for deposit and for new,bonds, as provided in the eighty- 
second section of this act, and conditioned for payment of tax at the rate 
imposed by this act and before removal of spirits from warehouse, ahd within 
three years, ag to fruit brandy, from the Gate of the original gauge, and as 
to all other spirits from the date of the original entry for deposit. The 
distiller or owner of the spirits may request regauge of same prior to the 
expiration of three years from the date of the original entry or original 
gauge. If the distiller or owner of the spirits fails or refuses to give the 
bonds for the additional tax or toreénter and rebond the same, the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue may proceed as now provided by law for failure 
or refusal to give Warehousing bonds or original entry into distillery or 
special bonded warehouse. 

Sec. 84. Taat whenever the owner of any distilled spirits shall desire to 
withdraw the same from the distillery warehouse, or from aspecial bonded 
warehouse, he may file With the collector a hotice giving a description of the 
packages to be withdrawn and request thatthe distilled spirits be regauged; 
and thereupon the collector shall diréct the — to regauge the — 
and mark upon the package so regauged the number of gauge or wine ga!- 
lons and proof gallons therein contained. If upon such regauging it shall 
appear that there has been a loss of distilled spirits from any cask or pack- 
age, without the fault or negligence of the distiller or owner thereof, taxes 
shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled spirits containéd in such 
cask or package at the time of the withdrawal thereof from the distillery 
warehouse of special bonded warehouse: Provided, however, That the al- 
lowance which shall be made for such Py of spirits aforesaid shall not 
exceed 1 proof gallon for two months, of part thereof; 1} gallons for three 
and four months; 2 gallons for five and six months; 2} gallons for seven and 
eight months; 3 gallons for nine and ten months; 3} gallons for eleven and 

welve months; 4 gallons for thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen months; 4} gal- 
lons for sixtéen, seventeen, and eighteen mofths; 5 gallons for nineteen, 
twenty, and twenty-one months; gallons for twenty-two, twenty-three, 
and Lippmee mtg months; 6 gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, and twenty- 
seven yoouths; 6}gallons for ee ce a rn and thirty months; 
7 gallons for thirty-one, thirty-two, and thirty-three months: 7} gallons for 
thirty-four, thifty-five, and thirty-six months; afid no further allowance 
shall be made: And provided further, That taxes may be collected ofi the 
quantity contained in each cask or package as shown by the original entry 
for deposit inté the waréhouse, or, as to fruit brandy, by the original gauge 
for which thé owner or distiller does pot request a regauge before the ex- 
piration of three years from the date Of original entry or gauge: Provided 
also, Thatthe foregoing allowance of loss shall apply only to casks or pack- 
ages of a capacity of 40 or more wine gallons, and that the allowance for 
loss on casks or packages of less capacity than 40 gallons shall not exceed 
one-half the amount allowed on said 40-gallon cask or package; but no allow- 
ance shall be made on casks or a of less capacity than 20 gallons: 
And provided further, That the proof of such distilled spirits shall not in 
any case be computed at the time of withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 


And to insert: 


Src. 82. That on and after the firet day of the second calentas month 
after the passage of this act there shall be levied and collected 6n all dis- 
tilled spirits in bond at that time, or that have been or may be then or there- 
after produced in the United States, on which the tax is not paid before that 
day, a tax of $1.10 on each proof gallon, or wine gallon when below proof, 
and a proportionate tax at a like rate on all fractional parts of such proof 
or wine gallon: Provided, That in computing the tax on any package of 
spirits all fractional parts of a gallon, less than one-tenth, shall be ex- 
cluded. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shall préscribe and furnish suitable stamps denoting 
the payment of the internal-revenue tax imposed by this section; and until 
such stamps are prepared and furnished, the stamps now use Yo denote the 
payment of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits shall be affixed to 
all Pa containing distilled spirits on Which the tax imposed by this 
section is paid; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall, by assess- 
ment or otherwise, cause to be collected the tax on any fractional gallon 
contained in each of such packages as ascertained by the original gayge, or 
regauge when made, before or at the time ofremoval of such packages from 
warehouse {or other place of storage; and all provisions7of existing laws 
relating to stamps denoting the payment of internal-revenue tax on distilled 
spirits, so far as applicable, are hereby extended to the stanips provided for 
in this section. 

That the tax herein imposed shall be paid by the distiller of the spirits, on 
or before their removal from the distillery or place of storage, except in case 
the removal therefrom without pormens of taxis authorized by law; and 
(upon spirits lawfully deposited in any distillery warehouse, or other bonded 
warehouse, established under internal-revenue laws) within — years from 
the date of the original entry for deposit in any distillery warehouse, or from 
the date of original gauge of — brandy deposited in special-bonded ware- 
house, — n case of withdrawal therefrom without payment of tax as 
authorized by law. 


_ Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are but two questions 
in the series of sections proposed to be inserted that I wish to 
present to the Senate, representing, as I do, a very large inter- 
est in the State of Ohio that will be seriously affected by the 
sections. Those two questions are: First, whether we should 
increase the duty on ordinary spirits, whiskies as they are com- 
monly called, from 90 cents a gallon to $1.10 a gallon; and, sec- 
ond, whether we will extend the period for the deposit of 
spirits in designated warehouses to eight years from three 
years. 

I have a large number of papers here on the subject, mostly 
from men who are engaged in the business. As a matter of 
course, care or spirits in any form hasalways been held to be 
® proper and legitimate subject of taxation. Indeed, I know no 
article that ought to be taxed higher than whisky, and none 
that people could do better without. If it was a mere question 

. 
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of dollars and cents, a mere question of revenue, I would say 
placé not only $1.10 a gallon on whisky, but I would be willing 
to impose what twas imposed at one time during the war, the 
very high rate of $2.50 a gallon. However, experience has dem- 
onstrated that in regard to whisky, like everything else, there 
is a limit beyond which it is not safe to tax it. 

It was shown by the experience during our civil war that the 
efforts to raise a very large sum on whisky utterly failed. The 
first duty which was levied was 50 cents a gallon. Then it was 
raised to $1.50 a gallon, and finally to $2 and $2.50; but it was 
found that the higher the rate of duty the less the income de- 
rived, as a general result. 

[ have very grave and seriousdoubts whether raising the rate 
of taxation from 90 cents to $1.10 will add to our income, at any 
rate not for probably two years. We have now in Government 
warehouse over 130,000,000 gallons. All of that whisky is only 
subject to the tax of 90 cents a gallon, and it will continue to be 
for twomonths hereafter. The phraseology here used is that 
on the Ist of the secénd calendar month after the passage of 
the bill the new rate of $1.10 shall be imposed. In the mean- 
time all the distilleries of the country will have been full and 
active in increasing the quantity. 

The amount nearly a year ago was 130,000,000 gallons. What 
it is now I do not know, nor is it possible to ascertain the amount 
now produced; but certainly it is in the neighborhood of 200,090,- 
000 gallons, and probably much more, including the whisky in 
bond. Itis very certain that no whisky will pay any tax at the 
rate of $1.10 a gallon until after the amount on hand or in the 
market is exhausted. 

It isa matter rather of conjecture, and partly founded on ex- 

erience, but lsubmit to Senators there are now 200,000,000 gal- 
ons on the market, in the hands of dealers or in Government 
warehouses. We know that there were 130,000,000 gallons in 
Government warehouseson Junelast. Thatwasayearago. We 
know that the quantity has been largely increasing, not only in 
the warehouses, but in stockin hand, and it is probably held now 
to the amount of at least 200,000,000 gallons. I am far, I think, 
within the limit of the stock of whisky on hand in the Govern- 
ment warehouses and among the people. That whisky isin the 
market paying a tax of 90 cents a gallon, and as a matter of 
course no tax of $1.10 a gallon will be paid until all this stock 
is exhausted. 

Within the next sixty days after the passage of the bill every 
gallon of whisky will be withdrawn for consumption at the rat 
of 90 cents a gallon, and before the increased rate of $1.10 shall 
apply. We may therefore expect that at least two years’ cgn- 
sumption of whisky on hand will pay 20 cents a gallon accordi 
to existing law. In view of the probable passage of the bill 
money is being gathered together to pay off the 90 gents a gal- 
lon and hold the whisky in bond in various forms throughout 
the United States. 

I do not consider that my judgment is worth more than an 
other man’s upon this matter, but I think the proposed ificreasel 
tax on whisky will be evaded and avoided by the very terms 
of the law itself,and owing to the large amount on hand, on 
account of the notice that has been given to all distillers in 
the country, and the vast amount held by the Government in 
bond, no whisky paying $1.10 a gallon will appear upon the 
market for two years, and during that time, therefore, there will 
be no increase oftherevenue. In all human probability before 
two years have rolled around the hardships and stringency that 
now prevail among our people will pass away. There wiil be no 
real necessity then for the increase of this tax on spirits, and 
therefore the whole object will be defeated. 

I have every reason to believe, from the experienceof our coun- 
try and the experience of other countries, that after two or three 
years stringency and panic will — away and good times come. 
There is no doubt good times will come in a little while, what- 
ever may be the terms of the tariff law or whatever may be the 
tax imposed upon whisky. If this tax is imposed for the pur- 
pose of increasing the public revenue in the next two years, it 
will be a failure; but of that every man can judge. 

In regard to the other provision of the bill the people of Ohio, 
and I think so far as I know the great body of those who deal in 
spirits all over the Northwest, excluding Kentucky, are opposed 
to the extension of the spirits in bond for the term of eight 
years. That is a question, too, about which there may be some 
doubt. Some classes of spirits may be now deposited in bonded 
warehouses and be held there fora period of three years. That 
applies mainly to what are called drinking whiskies, whiskies 
that are manufactured purely for drinking. They are a better 
quality of whiskies, Kentucky whiskies, as they are commonly 
known. Nearly all of them are produced in Kentucky. They 
are held in Government warehouses. They have aright to keep 
them there for three years without any increased interest, with a 
constant diminution by leakage and lowering of quantity, for 
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even in th 
and lost. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
him a question’ 
upon consumptir 

Mr MAN. 
vhen thi whi kK 
It may have been made three years ago, and therefore itis not 
a tax paid upon time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask the Senator—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer the question. Itis not paid 
at the time When it is manufactured, nor is it paid at the time 
when it is consumed, because the Kentucky whisky and the other 
best whiskies, as perhaps the Senate knows, which sell high, are 
usually not consumed untilaiong time afterthey are withdrawn 
from the warehouse; but the tax is paid when the goods are 
withdrawn from the Government custody. 

Mr. HARRIS. May TI ask the Senator if the bonded period 
was not provided for in order that the tax might be levied upon 
consumption rather than upon production? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Three years were allowed to give the 
whisky an opportunity to age, because all spirits of this kind 
are improved by age; the older they are the more valuable they 
are to these who consume them. That was a privilege given to 
the particular class of whiskies manufactured in Kentucky, and 
it was given for three years. It is an enormous advantage to 
them, because it gives the distillers a longer time in which to 
pay the tax, for until the three yearsexpire they need not pay 
the tax. 

Now, to extend that to eight years it seems to me is not just 
or fair. At the end of eight years this whisky is more than 
doubled or trebled in value. It is worth more in the market. 
Some of it has evaporated, some of it has gone by leakage, and 
it is only the amount that comes to the warehouse at the end of 
the period when it is taken out for consumption that is counted. 
The result is that a discrithination has been made in favor of 
these whiskies, and now it is proposed instead of three years to 
extend tho period to eight. ; 

I feel very friendly t6 Kentucky, especially from the early as- 
sociations and intimate cdnnectidns befween its people and the 
people of Ohio, but it seems to me we are giving them an undue 
advantage in this matter. There is no reason why, after these 
articles have been held for & reasonable time in a Government 
warehouse, when they are taken out of that custody, they should 
not pay the tax, and the idea of extending the bonded period 
eight years it seems to me is wrong. 

In order to show the Senate that Iam not speaking without 
authority on this matter, I ask to have read a letter from the 
presidént of the American Warehousemen’s Association, resid- 
ing in Chicago, Ill., in which he very well discusses this point, 
and very briefly and tergely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary réad ds follows: 


of barrels it will become somewhat vaporized 


Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
Does the Senator propose to impose this tax 
yn, or upon production? 
[tis nelther. It is a tax that is imposed 
y is taken out of the Government warehouse. 


AMERICAN WAREHOUSEMEN’S ASSOCIATION, 
OFFICE OF PRESIDENT, 2 TO 8 NORTH CLARK STREET, 
Chicago, Iil., June 25, 1894. 

DEAR Sm: The American Warehousemen's Association, composed of all 
the ledidiig waréhotses thtou hout the Uhitéd States, héreby earnestly pro- 
test against the &¥ténsion of the bonded périod for the storage of WHisky in 
distillery bonded Warehouses. 

The éntire diré¢t trade interests involved, excepting a few digtillers, are 
opposed to this measure, likeWise thé banking and insurance inte¥ests of the 
country, and it is only favored by thd distijlers, Whe now have s ee) plete 
monopoly for three years and ask to have this monopoly extended five years 
more—eight years in all—Simpiy Because it Will be a gréat herefit to them 
and will also at the same time relieve a soméwhat distressing situation to 
thein, due ént ipely to an unwise overproduction of their product on the part 
of the distillers. 

The storage of bonded whisky on djstillery premises is a complete monop- 
oly in the hands of the distillers and a purchaséf or @ bank compelled to 
take possession of forfeited collateral in the way of bonded whisy is com- 
pelied to continue the storage of this whisky on the distillery premises in 
the hands of the distillér without any relief of any kind excepting by the 
payment of the tax, Which is about five timés théoriginal cost of the artiéle. 

This class of merchandise mustremain o © distillery premises, exposed 
to the hazards of a close ey to the lisry and co uent danger 
of fire,in the hands of parties who are not in every instance reliable and 
alive to their duty as warehousemeh, and often and generally located at re- 
mote interior points inaccessible at certaih times of the year for the pur- 
pose of prompt shipment and delivery. 

This situation the distiller now has the temerity to ask to be extended five 
years more as against all the interests above Sét forth, and simply for their 
own pecuniary Benefit. 

To overcome this uncommercial and unfair state of affairs it has for years 
been advotated by everyone excepting t cine directly bénefited by 

reserving their most complete monopoly, that al Donded Warehouses 
be provided for at large centers, similar to those enjoyed by like interests 
in other countries, and by the brandy distilléries of country (who have 
since 1877 had the privilege of speCial bonded wareho )and to Which un- 
der certain émergencies whisky thight be removed in bond unger such reg- 
ulations as the Government may choose to prescribe, and theré stored in- 


der Government supervision. 
oval of several Secretariesof the Treasury 


This measure has had the ap 
and Commissioners of Internal Revenue, and has been repeatedly approved 
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by the Ways and Means Committee, but has been repeatedly and successfully 
defeated by the distilling ihtefésts. It is, however, now embraced in ¢ 18 
report of the Senate Finance Committee, but in such way as to be pr 
tically inoperative and, it is believed, especially drawn up in this way 
through the influences of the powerful distilling interests. Special bonded 
warehouses are providéd for in your Senate committee’s report, but to 
which whisky can only be removed by the distiller and with his consent 
Naturally this coysent will not be securgd where the storage Will be taken 
away from him and where it will interfere with his complete monopoly 

We most respectfully petition that the Senate Finance Committee's r 
port be eorrected in this respect, and that if the bonded period be exten 
that special bonded warehouses be provided for, to which whisky can| 
moved at the option of owner of the goods upon his filing and executin 
such bond as the Secretary of the Treasury and Commissioner of Intex 
Revenue may see fit to require. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
F, A. WARNER, P; 

By order Advisory Committee. 

I have a number of papers, but I shall not trouble the Sena 
by duplicating substantially the same statements. Ishall, ho 
ever, ask to have read a letter from a firm of wholesale lig 
dealers doing a large business in Kentucky Bourbon and rye 
whiskies in Cincinnati, showing the view they take of the 
tension of the bonded period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CINCINNATI, June 18, 1894 

DEAR SIR: We write to respectfully urge you to vote against any increas 
of the whisky tax and against any extension of the bonded period. The de 
mand for the latter comes only from a few overloaded distillers and specu 
lators. It is a repetition of the days of '83 and ’84. Men depart from wis 
and conservative business methods and then come to Congress to lift them 
out of their difficulties. Ninety-five per cent of the dealers of your State 
would be damage’ by an increased tax and especially by an extension of 
the bonded period. 

It may seem bold to make any comment on the revenue features of th 
case to one so highly regarded as an authority upon such subjects as your 
self. But we are unable tosee where any increase of revenue could be de- 
rived by the Government for a year atleast. The whisky trust, whic! : 
beeh urging an increased tax, will free several millions of gallons of spirit 
at the old rate of 90 cents. Great quafitities of '91 whiskies now due are 
being tax paid, and every dealer in the land will tax pay largely at the 90 
cent rate béfore the advanced tax could go itito effect. For months afte 
the passage of the act little, if anything, will be tax paid. The vast stock 
on hand must first pass Intoconsumption. It is an increased prethium on 
illicit distillation, and a burden and a grievous one on the dealers who ar 
your constituents. 

Respectfully, 
J. DEBAR & CO 

Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The two letters which I have caused to b 
read demonstrate conclusively that the trade, as it is called, in 
whiskies, etc., is against this bill except in certain limited lo 
calities. It is clear also from the demonstration which has been 
made there, that the amount of whisky on hand which will be 
withdrawn before the taking effect of this act, that is before the 
increased rate is applied, will be enormous, and the manufac- 
turé of whisky will suddenly cease. Two months after the pas- 
sage of this bill no distiller will be able to conduct any large 
business, and no whisky will be produced except to be stored 
in warehouses. 

All the whisky that will be produced after the taking effect of 
the law will be for consumption in the far distant future, and the 
stock on hand will have paid the tax of 90 cents a gallon. 
Whether it will be consumed in three years or not, no one can 
tell. According to the eae of the writer, whose letter has 
been read to you, it will bo several years before there will be 
any substantial demand for the whisky Which has paid the tax 
of $1.10a gallon. Therefore, you will be defeated in the object 
you have of gaining an increased revenue from this source, and 
the distillery industries Will be suspended in all parts of our 
country. They will be compelled to stop because they will not, of 
course, be able to manufacture whisky to be held one, two, or 
three years, tO be stored in warehouse at their expense. It will 
suspend the business of manufacturing whisky in all the North- 
western States, except probably the manufacture of that kind of 
whisky which is produced in Kentucky, which may have the 
benefit of the eight years’ storage in warehouse. 

Under these circumstances, without delaying the Senate fur- 
ther, with a keen sensibility that this will be of no use to the 
public at large and of no use to the revenue for some time to 
come,and probably not until a time when we shall not need it, 
I feel that it is a bad thing to do what is here proposed. 

It pretends to do what it does not do. If the new rate could 
be applied to whisky which has been manufactured since tho 
time the discussion of the question commenced, it would be dil- 
ferent; but that would be unjust and unfair; indeed it would be 
an ex post facto law, which it would not be fair or right to at- 
tempt to apply. If you make the increased tax apply to the 
future, as is done by the terms of this bill, you stop the industry 
and there will be no demand for corn next fall in Illinois and 
other States where corn is largely used for this purpose. It will 
interfere very much with business ata time when business 1s 
dull, and it will not give you the revenue you desire. 
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That is what I believe will be the result of this proposed le x- | which to pay the tax. If withdrawn | 
islation, and therefore I shall vote against both features of this | three years, if withdrawn in one year or i 
bill. aeainst an increase of the tax and an extension of the bonded | th n the goods, the tax of ion 
riod. |p » end of three years the goods mustbe wi 
T have a table here which I shall not read, which shows the it i ry law, they must be withdrawn from t - 
effect of different rates of t ition on dis l spirits at differ- ho tax must be paid as the law stands to-da 
el riods. The irst tax that was le vi 3 oVU cents a es AN, \s th 3 bi ] stands? 
lo he second t was $1; then it wa to $2, when the } BURN. No, sir: under the existing law. 
m facture ceased, untilit was finally reduced, first,to 60 cents {| 1 AN. The period is three years now. 
and now to 90 cents a gallon. J <-BURN. Isay under the law the whisky maker 
[ believe that a tax of a dollar a gallon, maintained for a pe- | has three years in which to withdraw the goods, but whether 
riod of years without change, would yield us from whisky alone | he has found a purchaser for his product or not, whenever the 
more than $100,000,000 of revenue. I have not recently looked | three yi ; expire, under the law as it stands to-day, he mus 
at the reportsof the Department, but I think the amount is now | withdraw that product and pay the tax. 
more than a hundred million dollars. | The Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Repre- 
Mr. ALLISON. About $100,000,000. | sentatives reported in favor of the extension of that bonded pe- 
Mr. SHERMAN. About $100,000,000, the Senator from lowa | riod. The House struck out that portion of the bill as reported 
says. It will goon increasing regularly, provided the rate of | by its Committee on Ways and Means, and left the law as it 
taxation is kept uniform; but achange in the rate of taxationat | stood before. 
once disturbs the trade, stops the industry, and affects the rev- Mr. STEWART. I should like to know from the Senator 
enue. what time it takes for whiskies and brandies to mature and get 
Cherefore, I think it would be a wise matter of public policy | to their best condition? 
to leave the tax as it is, or, if it is raised at all, to place it ata Mr. BLACKBURN. Lam obliged tothe Senator forputtin 
round dollar, and let it stand at that, and let the warehouse | the question, and I shall answer it. 
privilege expire at the endof three years. Thatislong enough Mr. STEWART. I asked the question because the answer 


to hold even Kentucky whisky, and if whisky is ever good at all 
it will be good at the end of three years, and those who want to 
keep it ten or fifteen years ought to pay the interest that accrues. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio 
has stated the two questions that are involved in the schedule 
now under consideration, and, as he always does, has stated 
those issues very clearly and very fairly; but I ask the attention 
of the Senate for a few minutes to some matters connected with 
those two issues to which the Senator has not drawn attention. 

The two questions presented are: First, the increase of the tax 
on whisky from 90 cents, as it stands to-day under the law, to 
$1.10 as proposed by this schedule. The House of Representa- 
tives in the bill sent over to us proposed to raise that tax from 
90 cents toa dollar. The Committee on Finance of the Senate 
has reported the bill back to us with an additionalincrease of 10 
cents per gallon, making the proposed tax $1.10, as against 90 
cents, as itstandsto.day. Thatisone propositioninvolved here. 

The other proposition is an extension of the bonded period; 
that is, an extension of the time in which the maker of whisky 
may be permitted to pay to the Government this tax, whatever 
amountit may be. Those are the only two questions presented 
here. 

The Senator from Ohio has stated that he objects to the rais- 
ine of the tax to $1.10. So far asI am concerned I never wanted 
it. I was entirely content to leave that tax, as the Senator has 
suggested, undisturbed at 90 cents per gallon. J was entirely 
content, and am entirely content now, to accept the proposition 
of the House of Representatives, which is an even dollar, instead 
of a dollar and ten cents, as recommended by our committee. 
There is no disagreement between the Senator and me on that 
issue. 

But when we come to the other, the extension of the bonded 
period, I beg to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the fact that the public isin error. I doubt not that most of 
the Senators upon this floor believe this day and this hour, when 
dealing with this question, that all of the whisky made in this 
country is to be affected by this extension of the bonded period. 
If so, they are woefully mistaken. What are known as high 
wines are not at all affected by this extension of the bonded 
period. No value is added to that whisky by any length of time 
that you may give it storage in the warehouse. High wines are 
as valuable and command as high a price in the market when 
they run warm and fresh from the worm as they do when they 
are forty years old. ' 

Less than one-third of the whisky made in this country is to be 
afiected by the extension of the bonded period; none is to be af- 
fected that is used inthe arts; none is to be affected except those 
high-grade whiskies which are aged for use as a beverage. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator state what proportion of 
the entire product that is? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not the tables before me, but I 
am sure [ am within the mark when I say lessthan 33 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. About 30 per cent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the Senator from Iowa—about 
30 per centof the whiskies made in thiscountry are to be affected 
by this provision, and no more. 

The Senator from Ohio is mistaken, [am sure, when he says 
that three years is sufficient. I want every Senator to vote in- 
telligently upon this question. The law as it stands to-day 
allows tothe manufacturer or maker of whisky three years in 





to it may have some influence on my vote. It seemsto me spir- 
its should remain in warehouse until they mature, for if the 


owners are compelled to withdraw them before maturity it 
might destroy the production. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Thatis precisely the gist of the argu 


mentupon which we stand on this matter. 

[ appeal to Senators who sit around me, and who know. The 
Senator from Ohio says that three years are long enough to per- 
fect even the Bourbon whiskies made in Kentucky. The Sena- 
tor is mistaken. I am sure he does notclaim to testify from 
the standpointof an expert in this matter, and the Senate knows 
that that is not enough time. 

Mr. President, itis the united testimony of every man who 
has made this a specialty, or dealt in it, that of these high- 
grade whiskies more than 50 per cent of the product is manu- 
factured and made within the State of Kentucky. They will 
agree that three years does not age these high-grade: Bourbon 
whiskies to a point where they are fit to b3 put upon the mar- 
ket. They vary in their estimates from five to eight years. 

I know the prejudice that is cherished by many of the good 
people of this land against the manufacture of ardent spirits. 
I have no quarrel with those convictions. 


Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at that point? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
whether, as the aging process proceeds, the value of the liquor 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the itor, and say yes; 
and in further answer I will say, that as these high-grade 
whiskies age from year to year, the value per gallon does in- 
crease, but they shrink in quantity in the packages, and the 
maker loses theshrinkage, whilst he makes upon the other ha 
the increase of value attaching to the goods. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senator if the increased value is 
greater proportionately than the diminution by leakage? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is impossible to answer that, because 
under the present law, which forces the manufacturer t 
his goods out of bond before the end of three years, before 
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have matured, before they have ripened, before they are ready 
for market, it is impossible to tell what the comparative loss and 


gain of the manufacturer may be. 

Butwhat I wanted to say was, that no matter how well founded 
the prejudice or the opposition of any portion of our people 
may be to the manufacture of brandy or whisky or intoxicants 
of any sort, as fair-minded men we must deal with these subjects 
of taxation on equitable principles. You make them the sub- 
ject of taxation; you pour into the coffers of your Treasury, ac- 
cording to the statement correctly made by the Senator from 
Ohio, $100,000,000 of money every year that you gatherfrom the 
men who make these goods. 

Now, if you wish to deal fairly with them, I beg that you will 
bear in mind that, of all the art s subjected to taxation in 
this country, this is the only one which is taxed upon the theory 
of production instead of upon the theory of consumption. You 
put a tax upon tobacco, but the grower and owner of that to- 
bacco is not required to pay that tax until the product is put 
upon the market for sale. There is not upon your tax list a sin- 
gle article to be found, except whisky and brandy, that you tax 
upon the theory of production instead of wpon the theory Of con- 
sumption. 
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It is true of cigars; it is true of everything upon which the 
taxgatherer lays his hands. You are taxing whisky to-day 400 
per cent upon the value of the raw product; you are taxing it, 
according to the proposition of the House of Representatives, 
$1 per gallon; you are taxing it, according to the proposition of 
the schedule in the billas reported by the Committee on Finance 
in the Senate, $1.10 a gallon, 

The makers of these high-grade whiskies make no complaint 
that on whisky worth from 20 to 25 cents a gallon, as it runs 
from the still, you are levying atax offrom 409 to 500 per cent 
upon the value of the product. They make no complaint of 
that; they are perfectly willing to stand at 90 cents, which the 
law puts upon it now; they are perfectly willing to accept the 
House rate of $1; they are perfectly willing to accept the Sen- 
ate substitute of $1.10 a gallon. Itis not that they are paying 
400 and 500 per cent upon the value of their product that they 
complain; but they simply ask in common fairness that you will 
so extend this bonded period as to give them the same rate that 
you accord to every other producer of every other product; and 
that is, the right to pay their taxes when their property is ready 
for sale. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let mé call the attention of my friend to 
the fact that the leakage is to be deducted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For only four years. It provides an ex- 
tension of eight years, but gives no shrinkage for the last four 
years, when the owner of the whisky is to lose all of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the rule of deduction applied here is 
very liberal to the distillers. I will read it: 

Provided, however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss of 
spirits as aforesaid shall not wxceed 1 proof gallon for two months or part 
thereof; 14 gallons for three and four months; 2 gallons for five and six 
mouths, etc. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. _ But it stops at the end of four years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The deductions are made at any time 
during the four years. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator will allow me. This loss 
is not arbitrary. The owner of the whisky is not to be allowed 
this deduction from the package or cask; he is to be allowed 
Only such shrinkage as actually occurs: but in no event to ex- 
ceed an amount stated in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the scale of loss is very different. I 
shall read it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly; but if it has not leaked out 
of the barrel he does not get an allowance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatmay be; that isan important element. 
The provision is: 

Provided, however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss 


of spirits as aforesaid shall not exceed one proof gallon for two months or 
part thereof. 


A cask, I suppose, contains about 40 gallons. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. About 40 gallons; just the same as the 
law is to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The provision continues: 

One and one-half gallons for three and four months; 2 gallons for five and 
six months; 24 gallons for seven and eight months; 3 gallons for nine and 
ten months; 34 gallons for eleven and twelve months; 4 gallons for thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen months; 4} gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen 
months; 5 gallons for nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one months; 5} gallons 
for twenty-two, twenty-three, and twenty-four months; 6 gallons for twenty- 
five, twenty-six, and twenty-seven months; 6} gallons for twenty-eight, 
twenty-nine, and thirty months; 7 gallons for thirty-one, thirty-two, and 
thirty-three months; 7} gallons for thirty-four, thirty-five, and thirty-six 
months; 8 gallons for thirty-seven, thirty-eight, thirty-nine, and forty 
months; 8} gallons for forty-one, forty-two, forty-three, and forty-four 
months. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. But there it ends. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but that makes a very liberal al- 
lowance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I grant it; but I beg the Senator's at- 
tention to the fact that the owner of the whisky is allowed here 
not exceeding eight and a half gallons for shrinkage or leakage 
or loss for the whole period of eight years, provided the barrel 
shows he has lost that much. He is not allowed under this bill 
one drop of shrinkage, evaporation, or leakage except what the 
actual gauge of the package shows he has lost. 

If that barrel is empty, if the 44 gallons have all run out, he 
can not be allowed more than 84 gallons, and he loses the bal- 
ance. So this is not an arbitrary allowance of shrinkage. It 
is the maximum allowance which can be made for shrinkage, 
but in no case shall he be allowed one drop more of shrinkage 
than the gauge shows he has actually sustained. 

One proposition more, and I shall be done. The Senator says 
that for two years, probably, if this bill is passed, it will not 
tend to increase the revenues of the Government. That is a 
matter of speculation; at best that is a matter of opinion, upon 
which well-informed Senators upon this subject, as is the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, may very well differ. 

I say that this bill is predicated upon the recommendation of 
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the Treasury Department and of the Commissioner of Interng) 
Revenue, looking to the best interests of the Treasury and the 
revenues of the Government. Those officials, charged with this 
specific duty, are mistaken in their calculations and they have 
misled the Committee on Finance of the Senate and have misled 
us all, if this bill, when enacted into law, proves detrimental to 
the Treasury of the Government or reduces its resources, The 
Government’s revenue from this article, in the opinion of the 
Treasury Department, will suffer no diminution; but, upon the 
contrary, will be increased, and you can see why. 

The Senator from Ohio says that he is afraid to give these 
people eight years. Practically considered, under the law as jt 
standsto-day,the makersand owners of these high-grade whiskies 
have eight years and eight times eight years in which to pay this 
tax,if they see fit and choose to avail themselves of their advan- 
tage. Under laws, wise laws, which the Senator from Ohio helped 
toframe, he knows that the holders of these whiskies, unaged at 
the end of three years, unfit for market, without the money with 
which to meet the demands of the Government to pay the tax 
of 90 cents per gallon, did last year, and did the year before last, 
ship out of this country, export from the United States, millions 
upon millions of gallons of these goods, paying freight; both 
ways, storing them in foreign warehouses, paying warehouse 
charges to foreigners instead of to our own people. They can 
let these goods lie there abroad for eight years, or for forty years, 
or one hundred years; and, what is more, they are doing it; 
they are forced to do it. 

By reason of your short limit of time, you have driven them 
to the policy of exportation. More than that, the Government 
is the loser by the shipping of this whisky abroad and storing it 
in foreign warehouses for one year or ten years. When it i: 
brought back to the custom-house in New York, what is paid? 
Not 90 cents a gallon upon the original contents of that cask or 
package, but when it comes back to the custom-house in New 
York it pays 90 cents per gallon on what is in the barrel, and no 
more. he Government has lost its tax of four hundred times 
the value of the product upon every drop which has wasted, 
evaporated, or leaked during its foreign voyage and foreign 
stay. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to 
me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was going toask the Senator to allow me 
amoment, in connection with the statement which he is making 
so strong andsowell. Iwantasortof verification from him upon 
a statement of my own, with which I opened this discussion on 
the 2d of April. I made this statement then, and it has not 
been contradicted since or called in question, and I reproduce it 
now to challenge the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and also the attention of the Senator from Ohio: 

As to the extension of the period during which distilled spirits may re- 
main in bond before being — to pay the Government tax, itis peer 
to say that there is no new pr vilege given by such a provision in the bill be- 
fore us. The owner of distilled spirits has the right now, and at all times, 
to export his goods to foreign countries for an indefinite period, hold them 
there as long as he pleases and until they acquire the age he wants them to 
have, or until a profitable market revives here at home, then import them 
back to his own country for sale, paying a customs duty equal to the rev- 
enue tax, and securing a still further delay in making payment, if he so ‘de- 
sires, by placing his spirits in a customs bonded warehouse on their return. 

Thecustoms duty on such reimported spiritsis, of course, collected only on 
the quantity actually contained in the casks or packeges when they start back, 
the owner being subjected to loss on account of the inevitable leakage and 
waste of an ocean voyage and storage in a foreign warehouse and the Gov- 
ernment being at considerable expense in, connection with the exportation 
of that portion of the spirits which is never returned to this country and 
consequently never tax-paid. Here is aloss to the Government which I am 
authorized by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to say will not occur 
under the extension provided for in the pending bill, and that such exten- 


sion, with the safeguards provided for in this bill, will not increase the cost 
of collecting the revenue from distilled spirits. 


That statement was made on the 2d day of April on this floor. 
I have never heard its accuracy challenged or questioned. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; and I apprehend it will not be chal- 
lenged, because it is supported by the Treasury Department, 
and is true in every detail. 

I have never heard of a whisky maker, I have never known 
of a whisky dealer, who will assert that at the expiration of 
three years these high-grade products of my State, and other 
States, Pennsylvania and Tennessee, is fit for consumption. It 
goes into the hands of the middleman. The manufacturer of 
whisky must have capital enough to build or buy his plant and 
conduct and carry on his business as in any other vocation. 
Then, if he is to pay taxes upon that product before it is ready 
for market, he must have money enough to pay 300 or 400 or 500 
times the cost of the product of his labor before he has a right 
to go into the market and offer it for sale. 

he consequence is that this high-grade whisky at the end of 
three years is driven into the hands of the middleman, the job- 
ber, the dealer, the whisky trust of this country, and they are 
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the men who stand here to-day protesting against an extension 
of the bonded period. 

Mr. PLATT. Why? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For the best reasonin the world. When 
you, as a distiller, find at the end of three years that your goods 
must come out of bond and you have not money to pay the tax, 
you are forced to sell to the middleman, the whisky dealer, and 
the whisky jobber. He has you in his power and holds you at 
his mercy, and dictates the price. He fixes the market, and you 
are powerless to avoid it. a 

The consequence is that the rectifier, the doctor, the juggler 
with these goods comes into possession, and a mixture is put 
upon the market and sold to the consumer, which would be 
avoided if we extended the bonded period and allowed the 
maker to hold his goods until they were ready for the market. 
If we allow him time to hold those goods until they are ready 
for consumption, then the manufacturer undertakes to sell to the 
consumer direct, and the middleman, the dealer, has lost his 
employment. 

[ holdin my hand and send to the Secretary's desk a telegram, 
whichis but asample of hundreds of telegrams and letters I have 
received in the last few days, warning the Senate that the 
whisky trust is the party which is opposing this extension, for 
it dces away with their business, it strips them of their privi- 
leges. Did any man ever hear of a manufacturer of whisky be- 
ing a member of the whisky trust? I apprehend not. It is the 
dealer, it is the jobber, it is the middleman who opposes the 
extension because, as long as the law is as it is to-day, it forces 
the maker to sell to him before it can go to the use of the con- 

umer 
, Mr. PLATT. This is the case, then: The whisky trust, as I 
understand, sells raw spirits to the rectifiers and compounders 
and jugglers, as the Senator says; and if the rectifiers and com- 
pounders can buy these whiskies before they are properly aged, 
then the whisky trust will have so much less trade, will they? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; it is exactly the other way. I 
say, under the law as it stands to-day, if you do not give the 
extension of the bonded period, assuming, asI do, that the high- 
grade whiskies are not ready for the consumer, for consump- 
tion, when they are three years old, the manufacturer has not 
the money to pay 400 or 500 per cent in the way of tax, and he is 
forced into the hands of the dealer. The dealer buys whisky 
that is too young for use. He knows that. He compoundsit, he 
rectifies it, he medicatesit, and in quasi fashion by these proc- 
esses he ages it and puts it on the market. 

A diluted,a doctored, and an inferior article is what is thrust 
‘ upon the market, bearing upon it the brand that is found upon 
the other, which is as good and as pure a high-grade whisky as 
was ever made upon the earth. He buys probably one of the 
best brands made in the land; he rectifies and doctors it, and 
then puts iton the market under that brand. If you had al- 
lowed additional time to the owner of the article, until age had 
done what this rectification can never do, the result would have 
been that at the end of five or six or eight years a pure, devel- 
oped, ripened article would be put on the market, instead of a 
winewaliad. doctored, medicated stuff that has been aged thus 
prematurely. 

Now, I ask the Secretary to read the telegram, signed as itis, 
I believe, by every one of the leading whisky men of the city 
of Louisville. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





LOUISVILLE, Ky., June 11, 1894. 
Hon. J. C. S. BLACKBURN: 


We believe the whisky trust and their followers are doing all they can to 
defeat the extension of the bonding period. We, as wholesale liquor deal- 
ers, urge you tostand firm for the extension, especially if tax is increased. 


Brown, Forman & Co.; J. T. S. Brown & Sons; E. H. Chase & Co.: 
C. P. Mooreman &Co.; Paul Jones & Co.; The Belle of Bourbon 
Company; Schwabacher & Co.; Greenbrier Distilling Com- 
oe , by G. McGowan, secretary and treasurer; William M. 

Jollins & Co.; Bartley, Johnson & Co.; Rosenbaum & Dreifus; 
The H. A. Thierman Company. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I have had the telegram read in order 


that it may be printed, and that it may be seen in the REcorp | 


by whom it is signed. The names attached to it represent sev- 
eral of the largest whisky manufacturers and the biggest distil- 
leries in the State of Kentucky. They tell me, what! have seen 
with my own eyes, that the representatives of the jobbers, the 
dealers, those in the employ of the whisky trust, are around the 
corridors of this Capitol this day, and have been every day for 
the last two weeks, opposing the extension of the bonded period. 

Look at it for yourselves, and you will see that it is utterly 
impossible that anybody should ‘be opposed to this extension, 
except it be those very men who make up and constitute the 
whisky trust of this country. 
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The Treasury Department tells you that your revenues are 
not going to be diminished, but that they are going to be in- 
oreased. The Treasury Department recommend the very sched- 
ule that is now under consideration. 

Remembering that of all the taxed articles in this country, 
this is the only one, whether it be a vicious article, like tobacco, 
or spirits, or what not, that you tax in advance of its maturity, 
that you tax upon the theory of production instead of consump- 
tion, I appeal to the Senate, in a sense of common fairness, to 
deal justly by this interest bringing into the Treasury every year, 
as you are told by the Senator from Ohio, a hundred millions of 
money with which to defray your expenses and pay your debts. 
Deal with it fairly; do not force it to enter the market when it 
is not fit for the market; do not force it into the hands of the 
middleman and the Shylock who stand there collecting commis- 
sions and tolls at both ways of the gate; do not force the holder 
to do as he has been doing for the last three years, to evade the 
payment of taxes temporarily by shipping it, millions and mil- 
lions of gallons a year, to foreign ports and paying storage to 
foreign warehouses, and paying ocean freights both ways, and 
bringing it back when it suits him to put it upon the market. 
Let him keep his goods at home; let him pay the warehouse 
charges to our own citizens; let him hold his product until the 
law of supply anddemand shallcall for itsconsumption, whether 
that be one year or seven years. 

When there is a demand for this product it will come out of 
that warehouse and seek its market; but you fix your limit, and 
at the expiration of that time you force him to take it out. I 
only ask that you put that limit at such a period as will give to 
him what the owner of every other species of property in this 
— has, a right to hold his property until it is fit to be 
sold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I regard this as a very im- 
portant question, inasmuch as it involves a very large amount 
of revenue; and, although not an expert in the manufacture or 
in the use of thisarticle, I venture to suggest a few observations 
respecting it. 

Distilled spirits are recognized and have been recognized in 
our laws as a proper subject of taxation, and we tax them and 
have taxed them in the past at what might be called the reve- 
nue point, that is, levying such taxes as would yield the largest 
revenue. I remember very well when in 1866 we taxed distilled 
spirits $2 a gallon, that under that law in 1868 we received in 
revenue about $14,000,000 only. 

In 1868 we changed the entire system of levying taxes upon 
distilled spirits, first, by providing the system of stamps which 
now prevails; and, secondly, by providing a certain amount of 
tax to be paid at the distillery, and alsoan additional amount of 
tax to be paid as the distilled spirits weredistributed and finally 
reached the consumer. [If I recollect aright, the tax at the dis- 
tillery was 50 cents a gallon; then we taxed the wholesale and the 
retail dealer; and we taxed the rectifier of spirits so much a gal- 
lon. Thus, by this combination of taxes, we provided about 75 
cents a gallon as the totality of tax to be paid by the consumers 
of the country. In the first year, when the tax was $2 a gallon, 
we only raised $14,000,000, and under the law, with the tax low- 
ered and distributed in the way I have stated, we were able to 
secure, I think, about $42,000,000. 

From 1868 up to the present moment distilled spirits have 
formed one of the principal sources of revenue in our country, 
and perhaps the largest single source of revenue since that 
time. 

In 1875, under the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, there being supposed at that time to be a stress for 
additional revenue, at a short session of Congress, and without 
very much discussion, we increased the tax upon distilled spirits 
from 75 cents to 90 centsa gallon, and relieving the distributive 
taxes, which I have described, except only the special tax upon 
retail and wholesale dealers. 

Mr. President, from that time to the present, under the sys- 
tem of laws which we passed in 1878, without any material change, 
we have collected a continuously increasing revenue from dis- 
tilled spirits. 

In 1879, I believe—I may be mistaken, and if so, Senators 
familiar with the bonded period will correct me —we authorized 
distillers to hold distilled spirits in bonded warehouse for the 
period of three years, under the control of the Government of 
the United States, having an officer in charge of the warehouse, 
and that officer and the distiller each having a key to it, the 
Government paying the cost of the storekeeper having the care 
of that warehouse. 

It is true, as was stated by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
under a law which was not originally intended to be applied to 
distilled spirits, but under a general law which authorized the 
exportatiqn of American products and their reimportation upon 
the payment of the internal tax, if an internal tax had been col- 
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‘lected, they were entitled to retntry in the United States. That 


is the situation at this moment. 

Now, it is proposed to increase this tax from 90 cents to $1.10 
agalion. AsI think I said in the beginning of this debate, if 
it were necessary for the purpose of raising revenue to carry on 


‘the Government, I should bo willing to enter upon the experi- 


ment of increasing the tax upon distilled spirits in order to 
raise additional revenue, because I think distilled spirits a 
proper subject of tax up to the point of the highest revenue. 

I should myself prefer that this tax should not now be raised 
beyond $1 a gallon, and I object to its being so raised,for two 
reasons: First, if we raise the tax to $1.10, thus raising it 20 
cents a gallon, we hold out an inducement to those who have 
distilled spirits now in bond to abnormally withdraw those spir- 
its from bond before the tax takes effect, thereby throwing upon 
the market an amount of distilled spirits which it may not be 
able to take, and thus depress the price of an article in which 
the Government has a great interest through its taxes. 

But I have still another reason why I should not increase the 
tax beyond $1. For the last ten or twenty years, at least at 
every recurring period when we were providing for taxation, 
we have endeavored to follow the example of England and one 
or two European countries by providing for the methylation of 
spirits, in order that that great body of American industries 
which ar® compelled to use alcohol might not be subjected to 
the tax. I believe the Senator from Connecticut, whom I do 
not see in his seat, has offered to this bill a long amendment 
looking to the methylation of spirits, whereby our own con- 
sumers of alcohol in the arts may secure those spirits without 
the payment of any duty. 

It must be remembered that in this great country of ours we 
now consume in the arts 24,000,000 proof gallons of distilled 
spirits. ‘Therefore, of the total consumption in the United States 
of distilled spirits, it may be safe to say that 24,000,000 gallons 
of proof spirits on which the tax is paid do not enter into con- 
sumption as a luxury, or as a beverage, but enter into consump- 
tion in our thousand and one varied artsandindustries. I would 
not, if I could avoid it, impose upon these industries an addi- 
tional burden in the form of taxes, because I do not believe we 
are likely to secure any legislation which will relieve them 
from the taxes by allowing them the use of spirits in bond. 

Therefore, unless it is considered by those managing the pend 
ing bill that the condition of the Treasury requires a tax of $1.10 
a gallon, I should prefer that the tax should be $1. If this bill 
passes as it now stands, I venture the prediction that there will 
be an enormous amount of revenue received under the bill when 
it shall fairly come into play, if it ever does, beyond the neces- 
sities of the Government, and any reasonable administration of 
its affairs. , 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa has had great experience 
in all fiscal matters and matters of revenue, and I should like to 
ask him whether, in his ju@gment, from such study as he has 
given this subject, there is not a point at which the tax may be 
placed so high as to defeat the object of increasing revenuo; 
that is, whether it is not pretty well ascertained that the rev- 
enue poiut has been about reached at the present tax, and whether 
there is notdanger by increasing the tax of decreasing the rev- 
enus by magnifying the temptations to illicitdistilling and illicit 
marketing of whisky? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Che 90centsa gallon tax which has prevailea 
since 1875, I think it may be said, has been fairly and pretty fully 
collected, although in certain regions of our couutry, on the 
mountain slopes and in the narrow valleys of some States of this 
Union, there are to be found large numbers of what are called 
illicit distilleries, where men still believe that it is an outrage 
to impose a tax upon one of the necessaries of life [laughter], and 
where, in various ways, they do evade, and have evaded all these 
laws. I have not referred to the report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, but I think he states in his report that last 
year there were illicit stills destroyed to the number of about 800 
in certain States of this Union, principally in the mountain re- 
gions of our country. Itis important to the Government that 
its revenue should be preserved at least to the point where it is 
now. 

Mr. GRAY. The revenue point. 

Mr. ALLISON. The revenue point. 

Therefore, I do not like for myself an increase of the tax upon 
this article beyond $1. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [n response to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 1 will say that the present Commis- 
sioner of Internal Reyenue, a man of very large experience and 
a very practical officer, with whom I conferred very fully at 
every step of this subject, expresses no doubt whatever of the 


successful collection of the amount fixed in the pending bill. 
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He thinks it will be quite as successful as the 90 cents a gallon 
tax, and states that there are none of the dangers connected 
with it which are suggested by the Senator from Delaware. 

I will state further that the Secretary of the Treasury himself, 
a great authority upon questions of this kind, entertains similar 
views. Had they entertained different views this bill Would not 
have been heré as it is. 

Lam not tenacious about this amount, but so far as I am re- 
sponsible for it I acted in harmony with those wiser in these 
things than I am. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to say that I have had a conversa- 
tion with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and he ex- 
pressed the opinion that $1.10 per gallon could be collected under 
the machinery as now in existence with reference to distilled 
spirits. Of course, with my lack of knowledge and experience, 
I should not run counter to a well-matured opinion of an officér 
experienced in the collection of such taxes. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowaa ques- 
tion for information. There is one matter which has given me 
a good deal of trouble. The Senator spoke about the induce- 
ment that would be given to these parties who have whisky in 
bond, if the tax were increased, to take it out of the bonded 
warehouse in order to get the increased price in the retail or 
wholesale market. Is it not a fact that the consumption of 
whisky in the United States, both in the arts and for drinking 
purposes, is pretty well fixed in proportion to population? In 
other words, can not the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
make a fair estimate as to the amount that is or will be con- 
sumed in the United States each year? 

If that be true, and I am so informed by the Revenue Bureau, 
any man having whisky in a bonded warehouse, who would take 
it out, unless there was a demand for it, would take it out at a 
loss to himself, because the inevitable result of overstocking 
the market would be to put down the price. It seems to me it 
would not operate as the Senator from Iowa suggests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Idid suggest that anabnormal with- 
drawal of a large amount of distilled spirits would have the 
effect to put down the price. 

Mr. VEST. It would unquestionably put the price down if 
the market were overstocked. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, each man who withdraws his 
spirits will hope that the prices will not go down until he sells it 
to the next man. ButI spoke of the inducement of an increase 
of 20 cents a gallon on distilled spirits as likely to produce an 
abnormal withdrawal of spirits, if I may use that term. 

Mr. VEST. WhatI meant to suggest, if the Senator from 
Iowa will permit me, is that I think this matter regulates itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does very largely, I agree. 

Mr. VEST. I have never had any particular interest in tho 
matter, and I only get my information from the Treasury De- 
partment and the statements in the newspapers. For instance, 
it was stated that the trust, as it is called, with headquarters at 
Peoria, Ill., had about 8,000,000 gallons of whisky in bond when 
Congress met, and that when the bill was reported which put 
the increased tax upon it, they had taken out all, or the larger 
portion of it, and put it upon the market, and thatthe effect of 
their doing so was to put down the price of whisky, and that 
stopped other persons from taking out their whisky from bonded 
warehouses. 

I was told by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that the 
prospect of an increased tax upon whisky had increased the du- 
ties collected by the Government one-third, by parties under- 
taking to yet it out in order to obtaih the increased price. But 
when they struck that point where the demand in the market 
was satisfied, whisky commenced falling, and they were forced 
to stop. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no dcubt that matter would regulate 
itself ina great measure. Itis also true that if you will take 
the internal revenue reports for a series of years they will dis- 
close a small decrease oe capita of the consumption of distilled 
spirits in the United States, although a constantly increasing 
consumption of course by the increase in population. The ré- 

orts will also show an increase in the consumption of fermented 
ii uors per capita. 

ow we come to the point as to what we ought to do here as 
respects this question, leaving aside for the moment the ques- 
tion of a tax. Jn the first place, I intend at the proper time to 
offer an amendment which will look to the doubling of the 
special taxes upon distilled spirits, and by that process we can 
reduce at least to the extent of 10 cents a gallon the cost of 
alcohol to the consumers of alcohol in the arts. As to the ex- 
tension of the bonded period, whilst it is true that under the 
general laws now the producers of distilled spirits may export 
them at the end of three years and return them when they 
will, yet it is inconvenient and it is done only to a small extent. 

I made inquiry at the office of the Commissioner of Internal 











revenue some weeks ago as to the amount of distilled spririts 
now abroad under this process,and although I received no 
written communicatidn from him, my recollection now is that 
he stated that the total amount of spirits abroad at this time is 
about 4,000,000 gallons. So there is a very small portion of 
whisky abroad compared with the amount existing in our own 
country. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether he is not mistaken? Were not 4,000,000 gallons with- 
drawn for export during the past year? 

Mr. ALLISON. if the Senator has the statement there, 
should be glad to have him read it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In 18983 there were withdrawn for export 


I 
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3. 762,231 gallons, aud in 1892 there were withdrawn for export 
39218,.787 gallons. I can not remember where I got the infor- | 


mution, but it is a fact that there are over 10,000,000 gallons now 


[ am subject to correction as to that matter. 
that information in the reports. I asked the 
was the amount of distilled spirits now 


Of cou : find 


Commissioner what 


abroad and likely to be returned under the provisions of the | 
preposed act, because I called his attention to the fact that un- 
der the provisions of the proposed law sixty days were to be 
given after the passage of the act to withdraw the spirits before 


the tax of $1.10 wentinto effect. Although I have no authority 
to quote the Commissioner, I asked him the question whether 


the proposed act should not go into effect on its passage, and 
whether it could not be enforced if it went into effect on its 
passage. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it will not disturb the Senator 


Towa 
Mr. ALLISON. No, it will not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think I can state a reason why, if the bill 
becomes a law, whisky will not be withdrawn for the purpose of 
getting the benefit of the 20centstax. The bill gives an exten- 
sion of one more year for the loss of spirits of 2 gallons. By 
keeping it at home the owner of the whisky would save those 
2 gallons and the tax that he pays upon it, and he would also 
save the interest which he pays on the money expended in the 
payment of the tax on the 2 gallons, and that is more than he 
would gain by exportation. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


attention tothat because it did occur to me at the moment that 
the proposed law gave this great additional advantage to those 
who have spirits now in bond. But my own impression is that 


he proposed law can take effect immediately and be enforced, al- 
though it shall take effect immediately. 
Ir. LINDSAY. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, that is the situation. 

We have been told, and I have no doubt it is practically true, 
that, to use an outside estimate, not more than one-third of all 
the distilled spirits that pay taxes are embraced within this 
bonded provision, and two-thirds of them are not embraced 
withinthe provision. It wassaid by the Senator from Kentucky 
that these lobbies and corridors are surrounded by people who 
are interested against the extension of the bonded period. I 
have not been so fortunate as to encounter any of them, and 
therefore I may be in ignorance of a great many things i ought 
to know with respect to these details. 

But it strikes me that if two-thirds of the distilled spirits pro- 
duced in the United States are compelled to pay the tax imme- 
diately, it must be a boon to the other one-third, which are 
given eight years’ credit to pay the same thing. Itseems to me 
so, but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator does not mean to say that the 
other two-thirds could not have the advantage of the bonded 
period if they choose to avail themselves of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that there are two ways, as I 
understand it, of manufacturing distilled spirits. Oue is the 
Kentucky way, and if neither Senator will be offended I will say 
the other is the Illinois way. One is through the process of 
high wines and continuous distillation to-the point of alcohol. 
Our Kentucky distillers make no alcohol. Therefore it is that 
all the alechol which pays tax pays it, as it were, at the mouth 
of the still. Who would think of putting alcohol in bond? Al- 
cohol is not putin bond. Itis manufactured and used as it is 
manufactured, and therefore every particle of distilled spirits 
which is resolved into alcohol pays the tax immediately. 

I have stated that it isa burden upon the consumers of al- 
cohol in the arts. Therefore, we require the people of the 
United States, who consume alcohol to the extent of 24,000,000 
gallons of proof spirits annually, to pay immediately, and yet 
we give what are called table whiskies, if you please, luxurious 
whiskies, eight years; for what purpose? For the purpose of 
maturing, as the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
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I am obliged to the Senator for calling my | 
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BURN] says; that is, that a table whisky is not fit for consump- 
tion until it has arrived at the mature age of eight yea 

Mr. VEST. Ido not ask the Senatorfrom lowa as an expert 
but as a matter of information, is that true? Is it not four 
years? Is there y improvement in the Bourbon whiskys as 
they are called after four or five years? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave been told by experts 

Mr. VEST, The Senator from Kentucky can tell 1 [ama 
Kentuckian by birth, but I have been so long away from the 
State that I have lost my interest in whisky. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky talked about 
doctoring awhile ago. I know about one process of doctorin 
which isa iiliar one; that is, to take ten barrels of the Ili 
brand (if I may use that distinction merely to show the diff 
ence) and mingle it with one barrel of the Kentucky brand, and 
you geta Bourbon whisky very good to the taste, I have been 
told. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No, you do not get the Ke icky flavor. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator from Kentucky says no. Ionly 
know that I have been told that such a process is going o 

Now, if the bonded period is to be extended to eight ye or 
if it is extended certainly beyond four years—it is three years 


now, and [do not myself wish to disturb existing relations as 
respects our tax upon distilled spirits—whisky should be taxed 
certainly 5 cents a gallon for each year beyond four years. If 
the distillers do not want to pay it, then they can withdraw the 
whisky for consumption. 


The senior Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN] dw 
largely upon the fact that this is the only article whichis taxed 


there t <ceptio: 


at the point of production, and that fore it is ane ion. 
With the exception of the bonded period of three years, which 


+ 4 


we now allow toarticles imported into the United States, which 
includes brandies and all distilled spirits, wines (articles which 
have been reduced in tax in the bill), so that they have thr 


years to mature in the New York custom-house, there is no such 
exemption given ahywhere as is given to Kentucky bourbon 
whiskies. The Senator says the tax upon tobacco is paid when 
the tobacco is sold. So it is; but who would ever think of re- 
taining tobacco in order to improve it by age? 

[ never knew of but one instance of that kind, where a gentle- 
man, who said he never smoked a cigar, offered me one after 
dinner and said he knew it was good, because it had been in his 
house twenty years. [{Laughter.] All tobact must be 
sumed when they are new and fresh, and so of all the other ar- 

So, if we 
are to give this class of whiskies exemption from tax for eight 
years, then they should pay at least 5 cents a gallon for each: 
ditional year they are in bond. ButIam afraid of the exten- 
sion of the bonded period. 

Mr. VEST. After what period? 

Mr. ALLISON. After four years. Lama 
sion of the bonded period, and I will say : 
tor from Kentucky. Iwillask the Senator from Kentucky w 
number of gallons are now in bond in the United 
not the Commissioner's report before me, but I ve 
ment that there are 140,000,000 gallons, or at le 
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fraid of the exten- 
» frankly to the Sena- 
hat 
States? Lhave 
nture the state- 
ist 130,0 W),Q00 


| gallons. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There were 134,000,000 gallons at the time 
the Commissioner’s report was made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is about the quantity 
lons. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are about 134,000,000 gallons of whis- 
kies in bond, and if they comprise one-third of the consum 
tion, there is now four years’ supply of this class of whiskies 
bond, because, although it was said a moment ago—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. The largest amount of that, however, is neu- 
tral spirits, not straight whisky. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Neutral spirits do not go in bond. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the time there were 134,000,000 gallons 
in bond in all, there were only 4,755,000 gallons of neutral spirits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not know there was so much. I know 
that neutral spirits do not gointo bond. So what I am afraid 
of is, that if we extend the bonded period to eight years without 
providing some inducement, by additional tax, which will take 
the spirits out of bond, we shall have, at the end of five or six 
years, such an overproduction of this class of goods that it will 
break down the tax and destroy the revenue. Therefore there 
is a double element of danger, in my mind, as respecis the ex- 
tension of the bonded period. 

These are all the observations I desire to make as to the gen- 
eral policy of the bill. I should be glad if the provision for an 
extension of the bonded period could be eliminated, and [ think 
it could be very safefy left out of the bill entirely. If itis to re- 
main, however, [ shall at the proper time offer an amendment 


134,000,000 gal- 


in 
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which will bea relief, at least, to the users of alcohol in the 
arts. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like toask the Senator from Iowa one 
question. If we increase the revenue duty upon whisky at all 
ought we not to extend the bonded period? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Isee the force of the Senator’s ques- 
tion. Itis that if we do not extend the period we will break 
down the system because of such a large amount of spirits being 
held in bond which must immediately be taken out of bond. It 
may be thatasmall extension may be necessary on that account. 
I know of no other reason. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state what I had principally in mind. 
We have permitted ownersof whisky to put it into bonded ware- 
houses at 90 centsa gallon. If it was not a contract in the 
fullest signification of the term, it was certainly a quasi con- 
tract, as it has been termed, between the Government and the 
persons who put the whisky in the warehouse. Take the case 
of a small owner who has 500 or 1,000 barrels, and who has put 
it into a bonded warehouse under the contract, or quasi contract, 
that he can take it out in three years by paying 90 cents tax 
upon the gallon. 

If we, then, in the exercise of our power of sovereignty, for it 
is nothing else, disregard this contract or quasi contract and un- 
dertake to make him pay 10 cents more on the gallon, ought we 
not, specially in times of great financial and business depres- 
sion, to give him an additional period of time in which to raise 
the money to pay the additional tax? I grant thatas to the large 
dealers, who are presumed to be capitalists, with a great interest 
like the whisky trust, which has put its shares upon the market 
and sold them openly, and which is said to have had 8,000,000 
gallons of Bourbon whiskies in bonded warehouses, which they 
do not manufacture—— 

Mr. ALLISON. They purchase them. 

Mr. VEST. They purchase and put them in bonded wave- 
houses because they do not manufacture the Bourbon whiskies, as 
they are called, the Kentucky whiskies—with a trust like that, an 
addition of 10 cents a gallon amounts to ngthing, in view of their 
power to manipulate the market and to affect prices. But take 
the small dealers. Take a man with a hundred barrels or two 
hundred or five hundred barréls, and you sée the injustice and 
hardship which are wrought UPeB him when you impose an ad- 
ditional tax without increasing the bonded period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this small dealer is to borrow money of 
the United States instead of borrowing it from some bank for 
thisextended period, why should he not pay interest, in the shape 
of the additional tax, as he would be obliged todoif he borrowed 
the money from someone else? 

Mr. VEST. I will say to the Senator that it seems to me the 
direct and inevitable result of the increased tax upon whisky is 
that you force him to raise the money at 90 cents to take the 
whieky out of the bonded warehouse, or else he must leave it 
there and pay the additional tax after the proposed legislation 
shall have gone into effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would have to do it some time. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course he is bound to do one of 
two things, to put it plainly. He has 100 barrels in bond, and 
we put 10 cents more a gallon upon it in the shape of tax. He 
has two roads before him and no other. He must either imme- 
diately raise his 90 cents tax upon the whisky thenin the bonded 
warehouse and take it out, or else he nant leans it there, to be- 
come subject to the new law, when he raises the 10 cents more 
per gallon uponit. That is the alternative. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it not be more direct and better un- 
derstood if the Government were to allow him to take it out at 
the end of three years and pay the original tax, rather than to 
give him concessions in some indirect method which the people 
of the country might not understand? 

Mr. VEST. That is another question. The question I put to 
the Senator from Rhode Island was whether justice did not de- 
mand, if we did conclude to put on the additional tax, that the 
bonded period should be extended? Do not the two things go 
together? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are three points in this scheme in re- 
gard to distilled spirits which require the attention of the Sen- 
ate. The first to which I wish to call attention is the provision 
in regard to giving two months in which the whiskies may be 
withdrawn upon payment of the original tax. Now, leaving out 
of the question entirely the bourbon whiskies and rye whiskies 
which are now in bond, let us see what the effect of that provi- 
sion will be upon the producers of neutral and cologne spirits, as 
they are called, and upon alcohol. 

The average monthly production of these articles, of alcohol 
and neutral and cologne spirits, amounts to about 4,000,000 
gallons. I do not know what the capacity of the distilleries 
owned by the trust and by other distillers is, but I assume that 
it is considerably in exces3 of the average monthly production. 
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But assuming it to be just the average monthly production 
— have then for two months 8,000,000 gallons to be 
uced. 

If we add to that the average amount 1n bond, we shall have 
at least sixteen to twenty million gallons of this class of spirits 
which can be taken out of bond under this sixty-days extension 
provision upon the payment of the original tax, with a sayino 
to the distillers of from three to four million dollars. I shoulj 
be glad if some member of the committee would show why it js 
important to donate to these gentlemen three or four million 
dollars in this way. Why should not the provision of the pil] 
increasing the tax upon distilled spirits go into effect at once, oy 
when the other provisions of the bill shall become operative? 
I hope that at some time in the course of this discussion we sha|} 
have some enlightenmentupon this subject, because I myself see 
no reason whatever why the time should be extended. 

The next provision of the bill which has been under consider- 
ation is that which applies to the increase of the tax. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the Senator from Rhode Island 
passes from the point about the extension of the bonded perio, 
I should like to be enlightened upon this subject. I care not! 
ing about the extension. It has been vastly misunderstood. 
has not the most agreeable sound in the world. But is it not 
true, as I stated before and asI myself stated this afternoon, 
that there is no limit on the power of the producers of this po- 
culiar kind of whisky to extend the time for the payment of the 
tax under existing law as long as they please? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not now talking, if the Senator from 
Indiana will pardon mg, about the extension of the bonded 
period, butas to the provision of the section under consideration, 
which gives the distillers two months’ time within which they 
can remove their spirits from bond upon the payment of the o!d 
tax. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg pardon. 
was on the bonded period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to find out what governed the 
committee in making this extension. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me? In two months’ time they can double or triple the produc- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt they can with the capacity 
of the distilleries. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to say that the manufacturers of 
straight whisky have no interest in that length of time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. They care nothing about it and prefer that 
it should go into effect immediately, I understand. The reason 
why the time has been fixed as it has been is to enable the in- 
ternal-revenue officers to get up a new stamp which will be nec- 
essary, and to make the preparations for carrying the new law 
into effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that the internal-revenue 
officers have had a sufficient length of time, and are likely to 
have a sufficient length of time, from the time the bill passes 
until the other provisions go into effect, to accomplish that pur- 
pose. There is no question about that. Nobody expects tha 
bill to go into effect on the day of its passage. Some apprecia- 
ble length of time will elapse between the passage of the bill 
and its going into effect. It seems to me that the internal-rev- 
enue Officers certainly ought to be able to have the stamp en- 
graved within that time, and the Government surely ought not 
to lose three or four million dollars of revenue on account of any 
such excuse. 

Now, as to the next point with reference to the amount of rev- 
enue to be derived from the internal-revenue taxes upon distilled 
spirits; if I believed it were necessary to secure a larger revenue, 
I certainly should vote for a moderate increase of the tax upon 
distilled spirits. But Ido not believeit. By the bill, if the tax 
on sugar is to be retained, and that seems to be the disposition 
of the Senate, and if the income tax is to be retained, there cer- 
tainly is-no reason why there should be an increase of the tax 
upon distilled spirits. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Suppose a surplus were raised under the 
bill, and I will be perfectly frank with the Senate and the coun- 
try. I never intended there should be any deficiency. I state 
here that what I said in committee was that so far as I was con- 
cerned I was not at all alarmed at the idea of there being a sur- 
plus in the Treasury of the United States. 

Forty millions of surplus would not alarm me nearly so much 
as forty millionsof deficiency, especially if the surplus is to arise 
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in large part from taxes on distilled spirits. If we found our- 


selves troubled with too much moneyarising from such asource, | 


Icould be reconciled into seeing it used in erecting public build- 
ings and useful enterprises of that kind, giving employment to 

ople; I could be reconciled into seeing it used to pay off some 
of the interest-bearing bonds. 

In other words, Mr. President, the revenue raised upon dis- 
tilled spirits is more acceptable, in my judgment, to the popular 
mind than anything else, and if it should resultin leaving some 
over in the Treasury at the end of the year I would be glad of 
it. The old farmer in the country is glad to know at the end of 
the year that he has a little surplus laid away in his bureau 
drawer, and I would be glad to see this Government out of all 
danger of adeficiency. I have had it in mind to say for some 
time that these items in the bill do not trouble me on account 
of their raising more money than we may need from day to day. 

My position in regard to the sugar tax is well known. HadI 
had my way (as none of you ever had your way exactly, any. 
more than I have had), it would not have been there at all. [ 
have heard a great deal of taunt from the other side of the 
Chamber because we have had to compromise among ourselves 
over here. Why, the framers of the Constitution had to com- 
promise among themselves or there never would have been a 
Constitution. You have had to compromise among yourselves 
or you never would have got the McKinley bill and a thousand 
other measures through. The Sherman act, that wespent three 
or four long months last fall in getting rid of, was the result, as 
was stated over and over again, of a compromise; that is tosay, 
it was passed to get clear of something worse. 4 

Yet the other side of the Chamber has been taunting us as 
though, because we compare views and get together and do the 
very best we can for the public, therefore we are in a state of 
horrible seoeneneney. We are in absolute harmony with 
human nature, in absolute harmony with the events of the world. 

Sol repeat, Mr. President, on the subject of sugar, on the 
subject of whisky, and some other questions we intend to make 
sure of a sufficient revenue, and to do it in an honorable and 
satisfactory manner. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam glad to find myself in accord with my 
distinguished friend from Indiana in preferring a tax on whisky 
to a tax on sugar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithink there can be no question about where 
the public interests lie on that question. What I object to is 
that we are putting a tax upon both whisky andsugar. I think 
the public revenue does not require it. 

I understand the Senator from Indiana fixes the surplus in 
round numbers or approximately at $40,000,000. I myself be- 
lieve that the bill, if it becomes a law, will produce a very much 
larger surplus. I believe it will be in the neighborhood of a 
hundred million dollars. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave not thought so. Of course an esti- 
mate of this kind can not be exact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is more or less a guess, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itis a mere guess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will recall unquestionably that 
in the beginning of Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, when 
we hada surplus in the Treasury of nearly a hundred million 
dollars, the distinguished Democratic President called the at- 
tention of Congress to the great evils of that surplus, and the 
campaigns in behalf of tariff reform were fought under the 
leadership of that distinguished Democrat on the ground that a 
surplus revenue produced by excessive taxation, and which was 
unnecessary, was a great evil. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, that was a Republi- 
can surplus they were speaking about then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ican understand the distinction. They said, 
as I remember it, that unnecessary taxation was unjust taxation. 
The Senator from Indiana will agree with me that a surplus 6x- 
torted from the people in the way of taxation and held in the 
Treasury, through the evils which may result from a contraction 
of the currency, is really very serious, and that we should not 
deliberately provide for a surplus unless we know exactly what 
is to be done with that surplus. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator will do me the justice to re- 
call the fact that I did not speak of its being an idle surplus 
there. It would be very useful to the credit of the country and 
useful for great public purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can understand that a surplus of a reason- 
able sum might be used to pay the bonds which have just been 
issued and the bonds which are likely to be issued in the near 
future for the payment of current expenses. 

I have no doubt to that extent it would be useful to have a 
surplus, but we do not know what the surplus is to be. If we in- 
crease the tax upon spirits—an increase which in itself is not, 
perhaps, undesirable except as it imposes a tax upon alcohol 
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used in the arts—we do not need, from my standpoint, the reve- 
nue to be derived from a tax upon sugar, and I shall try as hard 
as I can to eliminate that feature from the bill. 

But now to come to the other point, in regard to the exten- 
sion of the bonded period, Ihave no sympathy with the line of 
argument which was adopted by the Senator from Kentucky in 
behalf of its extension. The acts which have been passed levy- 
ing taxes upon distilled spirits in the past, up to 1880 at least, 
have been upon the theory that distilled spirits should be taxed 
from the moment of their production. 

The act of 1868, which was the principal] act providing for the 
taxation and warehousing of spirits, provided in terms that the 
tax shall attach to this substance as soon as it is in existence as 
such. It was the intention and purpose and spirit of all the 
original acts upon this subject that the taxation of distilled 
spirits should be upon theamount originally produced. The aci 
of 1868 allowed spirits to be deposited in warehouse and their 
removal within one year upon payment of the tax upon the orig- 
inally produced. Thatremained the law until 1878, whena joint 
resolution was passed by both Houses providing that distilled 
spirits then in bond might be withdrawn within three years. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, the act of 
1868 imposed a tax of 50 cents a gallon on all that was produced, 
and gave an indefinite bonded period. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it did not; the Senator is mistaken 
about that. It gave one year within which the tax might be 
paid, but it must be paid on the amount originally produced. 
There was no allowance at all for leakage or for anything else. 
That remained the law until 1878,as I have said, when a joint 
resolution was passed providing that distilled spirits then in 
bond might be withdrawn within three years upon the payment 
of the original tax and 5 per cent interest on the excess of time 
between one year and three years. 

In 1880 what is known as the Carlisle act was passed, which 
extended the bonded period to three years and made certain al- 
lowances for leakage. 

The act of 1880 was the first departure from the policy of the 
Government of taxing distilled spirits upon production. The 
reason for the adoption of this policy must be obvious to the 
Senate. It is very much easier to collect taxes at the time of 
production and upon the amount of production than to keep the 
spirits in bonded warehouse subject to loss from all other causes, 
subject to being stolen, subject to all sorts of frauds upon the 
Government. So the Government adopted the policy deliber- 
ately of taxing the production of distilled spirits. 

Now, it is proposed by the Senator from Kentucky and other 
Senators to change that policy entirely and tax the consump- 
tion, and they say it is the rule which has been applied in other 
cases. 

As the Senator from Iowa has very well said, it does not ap- 
ply in any other case under the internal-revenue law from the 
fact that the character of the other articles upon which taxes 
are imposed is such that they must be sold immediately or very 
near the time of production. So the same rule does not apply 
to any of these articles. It doesnot apply either to any articles 
taxed by our customs laws. Suppose an importer of silks would 
insist that he should be allowed to import his silks and not pay 
the duties upon them until they should go into consumption, 
would any Senator seriously suggest that that was or could be 
a safe rule to apply to the collection of customs dues? I think 


not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, when the 
silks come to New York they are ready for immediate consump- 
tion. Yet you give three years in which they may be kept in 
the bonded warehouse, notwithstanding the fact that they are 
ready for immediate use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But suppose it were true that silks improve 
by age. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But they do nos. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam supposing acase. Take any article in 
the whole list of customs importation that does improve by age. 
Take brandies, for instance. Take French brandies that might 
be just made, and where fifteen years might be necessary—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Butthe French brandies have been matured 
across the water before coming here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not necessarily. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is the rule, however. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be the rule, but it is not necessary, I 
suppose. Suppose an importer of French brandy should say to 
the customs authorities or the Congress of the United States we 
desire fifteen years after these goods are imported to mature 
them and make themready foruse; what would you say to those 
gentlemen? ‘You can take fifteen or fifty years if you want, 
but it must be done at your own expense and in your own way.” 
The Government of the United States says that goods which are 
admitted to a custom-house of the United States may remain in 
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bond a certain time under certain conditions; but at the end of 
that period you must pay your duties and take them out. What 
becomes of them after that is nota matter of concern to the 
people of the United States. — 

The question of the extension of the bonded period is largely 
an arithmetical question for the Government and for the own- 
ers of bourbon and rye whiskies. The proposition containedin 
the bill is to allow leakage to the extent of 9 gallons in 40, cov- 
ering a period of eight years, and to allow the payment of $1.10 
atthe end of eight years instead of at the timeof production. I 
present 
tucky. 

If the distiller of bourbon and rye whisky in his State should 
pay 48 cents a gallon to the Governmentof the United States at 
the time of production the Government would be better off in 

‘every way as itis if he pays $1.10 with the allowance for leak- 
age at the end of eight years. This is a proposition not to in- 
crease the taxes but rather to decrease the taxes and to decrease 
the revenue by the extension of eight years. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I will 
show him, I think, that exactly the converse is the truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to be convinced of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government can, under no circum- 
stances, in the end collect a greater revenue than the con- 
sumptiowof the country will warrant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not admit that, to begin with. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We will neither manufacture nor import 
into this country more of any article than this country can con- 
sume. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donotadmit that, but Iam willing to grant 
it for the sake of the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Government collects at the time of 
production 48 cents a gallon, the Government will collect only so 
much as at the end of ten years would go into consumption, and 
so it will be $1.10 at last on the quantity of whisky that is man- 
ufactured in this country and consumed in this country. Other- 
wise you would have the state of case of a banking up of whiskies 
in this country that are not to be consumed at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the argument of the Sena- 


tor from Kentucky it is that there is necessarily a fixed amount 
of whisky consumed in the United States, and that it does not 
make any difference when the Government collects the tax upon 


that whisky. That, of course,is equivalent to saying that the 
payment of $1.10 to-day is, so far as the Government is con 
cerned, equivalent to paying $1.10 eight years from now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itcertainly is. If we are to collect $1.10 a 
gallonon all the whisky consumed in the United States, and that 
amount of whisky is a fixed quantity, the Senator’s argument is 
that it is just as well for the Government to collect that tax 
eight years from now as it is tocollectit now. This is a prop- 
osition that the Government of the United States shail go into 
partnership with the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies in 
this country; that the Government shall furnish four-fifths of 
the capital and bear all the losses and risks of carrying the 
immense stock of whisky, furnish storage, and take all the risks 
of insurance, because we have another provision of law that a tax 
shall not be collected upon whisky that is destroyed from any 
natural causes. In this partnership the Government is not to 
have any share of the profits but is to furnish the money from the 
Treasury of the United States without receiving a single cent 
of remuneration. 

If I were to engage in a business of this kind and owed the 
Government $1.10 a gallon on whisky at the time of its produc- 
tion, I should be very glad to have the period extended for 
eight years without interest. If I were obliged to pay $1.10 on 
40 gallons of whisky produced to-day, I should be very glad to 
have the Government agree to collect the tax on 31 gallons 
eight yearsfrom now. Asa business proposition it is simply 
giving to the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies the use of 
$1.10 per gallon for eight years without any interest, and col- 
lecting the tax on 31 gallons at the end of that time instead of 
on 40 galions. 

T am not surprised that my friend from Kentucky should be 
earnestly in favor of this provision. His friends and constitu- 
ents have 134,000,000 gallons in distillery warehouses through- 
out the United States to-day, and that amount will be extended 
indefinitely. I should be — glad from aselfish standpoint if 
Iwere representing Kentucky to have this great allowance 
made; but how can we, representing the Government of the 
United States, consent to a provision of this kind? I am quite 
willing to allow the distillers of Bourbon and rye whiskies the 
eae of retaining their whiskies in bonded warehouse, but 

say that the Government of the United States ought to collect 
interest or be paid a higher tax. Why should we furnish this 
large amount of capital to these gentlemen without the pay- 
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ment of any interest whatever? 
like to have somebody answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose this extension is not 
given, what benefit will the rectifier gain by the operation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not see that it makes very much differ- 
ence to the rectifier. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, why has the Senate been flooded with 
circulars that were printed at Cincinnati and forwarded all over 
the country to be sent here by every retail whisky dealer in the 
United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lam not specially interested in that ques 
tion. I do not know any of the rectifiers. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You read their circulars? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have received a numberof circulars in re 
gard to this matter, but I can not see for my life what particu 
lar interest they havein the matter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishall try to show the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose my friend from Kentucky will 
agree that we are to discuss this question and consider it with 
reference to revenue and with reference to the interests of the 
Government of the United States. My argument has been en- 
tirely from that standpoint. Whatever the interest of the recti- 
fiers may be or may appear to be, I have no interest in it what- 
ever. I desire to have the Senator from Kentucky or somebody 
else to give me a reason, while we are pretending to increase 
the tax upon whisky from 90 cents to $1.10 per gallon, why we 
should reduce it to 48 cents by various provisions of the act. 

I would very much prefer to vote here and now in the inter- 
est of the Government for a tax of 50 cents a gallon levied on 
production, which was the act of 1868, than to vote for a pro- 
vision to collect $1.10 at the end of eight years without interest 
and with an allowance of a fourth for leakage. The Govern- 
ment would be better off. 

If there is any question of public policy which requires that 
this help shall be given to the distillers of Kentucky I should 
be glad to have it stated, but I submit to my friend from Ken- 
tucky that it is no answer to the argument to say that some fel- 
low in Kentucky or in Ohio or in Illinois is to be benefited if 
this change does not take place. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I confess it is rather a novel 
presentation of the case to say that when the Government comes 
to decide when it will impose a tax, and how much tax it will 
impose, and when it will collect that tax upon a particular 
article of American manufacture, the Government is going 
into partnership with, and making a loan to, the manufacturer. 
I take it, the Government does not impose specific taxes with 
any other view than the purpose of securing revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that 
it seems the Governmentdoes in this case. It seems that it has 
an ulterior purpose which the Senator himself says is a con- 
trolling one. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Inlevying a tax to secure revenue it is never 
the policy of the Government to oppress the taxpayer or to un- 
necessarily injure the particular industry towards which the tax 
is directed. : 

It costs 20 cents per gallon to manufacture whisky, and upon 
that whisky 450 per cent in the way of taxation is now levied. 
Is there any other article taxed by the Federal Government or 
by a State government to such an extent? That tax is imposed 
because distilled spirits are to be trdated as luxuries, and there- 
fore the questions are how much taxation will they bear, what 
is the proper method of levying that tax, and when and how ought 
the tax to be collected? 

When you come to withdraw protection from an American 
industry we are told that if you reduce the protection you kill 
the industry. For three months I have heard each day the pre- 
diction made that this industry and that industry and the other 
industry was being killed, not because it was being taxed beyond 
its capacity to pay, but because the American people have con- 
cluded they would no longer give it the amount of protection 
it has heretofore had. But when you come to an industry that 
gets no protection, and asks none, that is paying a tax under 
existing law of 450 per cent upon the cost of its product, and the 
Government is asked not to enforce the collection of that tax 
until the process of manufacture has been completed, until the 
product is ready to go upon the market, we are told that the 
Government can not do this withoutgoing into partnership with 
the manufacturer; in other words, that the tax the Government 
does not collect immediately is money loaned to the manufact- 
urer. 

It seems to me you have but to state such a proposition to 
show the utter fallacy of the claim that the Government is loan- 
ing anything toa manufacturer who pays the entire expense of 
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the manufacture and then furnishes the warehouse in which 

the Government compels him to keep the product until the tax 

is paid. 

Mu r. ALDRICH. 
Mr. LINDSAY. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let us suppose a case which, I think, is 

analogous to thisone. A person living in Louisville owns un- 

improved real estate worth $100,090 which is taxed, say, $2,000. 

The owner of that property goes to the city council of Louisville 

and says: “I intend to improve this property. lam notgetting 

anything for it now; itis not in a fit condition to use; it is no 
benefit to me at all. At the end of eight years Iexpect the 
property will be in a condition to bring me in revenue. I ask 
“ou to defer the taxes of $2,000 a year upon that property until 
| can improve it, as I shall have done at the end of eight years.” 

Now, if the city council of Louisville grant the request and give 

him an extension of eight years without interest, would the 

Senator consider that was not going into partnership to a cer- 

tain extent with the gentleman in his real-estate speculation? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it were not for the fact that real estate is 
taxed in proportion to its present value, and not four or five 
times that value, and is always ready for market, and that time 
does not improve its inherent qualities 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that there is 
ever a time when Bourbon whisky from the day it is produced 
can not be sold at some price or other? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I say that Bourbon whisky is never ready 
to sell as a perfected article until sufficient time has elapsed for 
the work of purification to be completed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How long is that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. From six to ten years. The Senator from 
Ohio says that a bonded period of three years is long enough. 
T venture to say that the Senator from Ohio has never had used 
wnder his supervision whisky as youngasthree years. The best 
test of the proper age at which it can be properly used is the 
invariable statement made by the host, ‘‘I wish you to under- 
stand this whisky is thirteen years old.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me toask hima 
question in that connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has stated that whisky, as it 
comes from the still, is worth 40 cents a gallon. What is the 
thirteen-year-old whisky worth in the market? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I say the cost of manufacture is 20cents per 
gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
the market? 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
on us it was worth, tax paid, $6 a gallon. 
for $4. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Democrats came in. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In this connection, sinee the remark of the 
Senator from Illinois, I will state that in reading aspeech made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the other day, I find 
he has abandoned the claim that the panic came upon us in 1893 
because of Mr. Cleveland’s election. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 
want tosuggest to him another mathematical proposition. He 
says that whisky fresh from the still is worth 40 cents a gallon. 
At the end of thirteen years, with interest on it at6 per cent, 
which I think is granted as a fair rate of interest in Kentucky, 
we have 78 per cent. Seventy-eight per cent of 40 is 31 cents a 
gallon; 40 and 31 make 71 cents a gallon; which is the cost of 
carrying the whisky without any tax. Now, if the Government 
of the United States is to carry the taxes and tolose the leakage, 
why should not the Government share the increase of value from 
78 cents to $6? 

Mr. LINDSAY. There are numerous reasons independent 
of merely 6 per cent interest to account for the increase in the 
course of ten years of the value of a gallon of whisky. In the 
first place, one-fourth of the whisky will have evaporated before 
ten years have gone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You allow 9 gallons in 40 for that, which is 
about one-fourth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You are not taxed on9 gallons in 40, but you 
have, nevertheless, lost the 9 gallons out of the 40, or 10 gallons 
out of the 46. It has, nevertheless, evaporated, and the remain- 
ing 31 or 35 gallons represent the 40 or 46, as the case may be. 
So that is one reason why it increases in value. Then the Gov- 
ernment kindly steps in and requires the distiller, in addition 
to his distillery, to erect a bonded warehouse in which all the 
product of his distillery shall bestored during the time it is thus 
ripening for the market. The expense of keeping up the ware- 


Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Certainly. 





What is thirteen-year-old whisky worth in 


Before the panic the McKinley act brought 
It can be had now 


house, the insurance, State and local taxes, and all other inci- 


a expenses, are to be added to the expense of the distilla- 
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Let us see whether the Government loses anything by allow. 


ing the distiller the benefitof the evaporation. Statistics show 
that about 100,000,000 gallons per year of distilled spirits are 
consumed in the United States. If you this year take out of 
bond and pay the tax on the 200,000,000 gallons the Government 
will get twice the tax this year it would get if it had waited for 
the tax to be paid upon consumption. But next year the Gov- 
ernment gets nothing because no business is conducted by men 
who have so little business judgment as that they will continue 
to manufacture and pay taxes in the face of the fact that there is 
a year’s supply of tax-paid spirits on hand. 

So that at the end of five years the Government will have col- 
lected $1.10 upon every gallon of whisky that has been con- 
sumed and will have realized the last dollar of- taxation which 
could be wrung from the taxpayers under any process of collec- 
tion. If the distillers undertake to make whisky and pay the 
tax in advance of consumption, bankruptcy inevitably follows; 
and when the Government levies 450 or 050 per cent fax upon a 
particular article, it ought not to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment to force the owner to sell the property before people are 
ready to buy it. 

What is the consequence of compelling the withdrawal of 
whisky at the end of three years? It is not ready for the mar- 
kets unlessit be neutralspirits. Itcan not besold to consumers. 
It must be sold to speculators or wholesale dealers who can hold 
it, and they hold the product of the manufacturer and make the 
profit out of it, because they are able to advance the money to 
pay the tax. It is a case in which, because of the operation of 
the taxing laws of the Government, the manufacturer is com- 
pelied to sell his product in advance of the natural demand ecre- 
ated by consumption. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Governmentof the United States steps 
in and prevents a man from selling his whisky and allows him 
to carry it, ought not the Government to have the usual com- 
mercial rates of interest which he would have to pay to banks 
or other commercial institutions for the loan? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government has loaned the man noth- 
ing. The Government does not propose to loan the man any- 
thing. The product is unfinished. It is not ready for the 
market. It can not be put upon the market and sold at its fair 
value. It is a case of the Government stepping in and levying 
the tax and enforcing the collection, and thereby compelling 
the producer to sell to a speculator instead of holding it for his 
own benefit. That is the logic of the situation. 

The proposed extension will benefit other States than Ken- 
tucky. The great amount of whiskey now in bond was not.all 
manufactured in Kentucky. All the rye whiskies made in 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia demand the same relief at the 
hands of the Government in order that they may be perfected. 
Straight whisky is also made in Maryland and in Tennessee. 
Five or six States are interested. It is the whisky trust, which 
has its headquarters at Peoria, Ill., that is interfering with 
the demand for relief by people who ask not for protection, not 
for the reduction of taxes, but that they shall not be compelled 
to pay until their product is ready for the market. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky pardon me? 
He refers to the whisky trust. If it isa corporation what is the 
name of the president? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Greenhut, I think, is his name. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator a list of the officers? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have nota list of them here. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that list ought to be put in the RECORD, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Greenhut is the president. It was origin- 
ally a combination of distillers and rectifiers. I understand 
that Mr. Greenhut is the president of the trust. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator put in the RECORD in con- 
nection with his remarks the list of officers? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will put it in if [ can obtain it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kentucky inform me who 
is the first vice-president? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can not. 

Mr. HILL. I think itisJ. Beggs, who resides at Terre Haute, 
Ind. 

Mr.LINDSAY. Possibly thatistrue. The whisky trustisnot 
engaged in the manufacture of straight whisky atall, although it 
seems to be the owner of tenor twelve million gallons of straight 
whisky, as is shown by the returns from the Internal Revenue 
Bureau. The whisky trust makes whatare called neutral spirits; 
in other words one-half water and one-half pure sleobol. In- 
stead of allowing those spirits to ripen with age, to mature by 
lapse of time, they are put through a process of rectification, 
It is not the case now as it was fifteen or twenty years ago, of 
the distiller of high wines being atone place and the rectifier 
at another. 
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Under the rulings of the Internal Revenue Bureau the rectify- 
ing is now done in the distillery and is regarded as a necessary 
part of the process of distillation. The high wines are filtered 
through charcoal and other substances supposed to take out 
all the poisons which are in the raw whisky when it leaves the 
distillery: and it comes out purified, so far as the fusel oil and 
these other poisons are concerned, but without the desired 
flavor and aroma. It is as ready for sale that day as it ever will 
be. Age does notimprove it. It will not be held because the 
evaporation is a dead loss to the holder. The whisky thus made 
does not increase in price by lapse of time. Therefore it is 
always ready to be sold. It can only be sold for drinking pur- 
poses by having its flavor and aroma improved by subsidiary 
and artificial means. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Are drugs added to it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not suppose they add drugs of harm- 
ful character. I donot think it 1s necessary to add such drugs; 
but they can blend with three or four barrels of neutral spirits 
a barrel of straight whisky, and thereby give it somewhat 
the flavor of good whisky, give it somewhat the taste of straight 
whisky, and impose it upon the public as straight whisky. 
Three-fourths of the whiskies sold at the bars to-day are com- 
pounded or blended whiskies. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Are those what are called blended goods? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Those are blended goods. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, tell us about Kentucky whisky. 
is it made? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Kentucky whisky is put in barrels—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much water is used? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Kentucky whisky has just one-half alcohol 
and one-half water when it leaves the distillery; and we do not 
add water toit, as the whisky-trust men maydo. We suffer the 
diminution in quantity, and make it up in the increase in price. 
The whisky-trust people can not increase the price of their 
whisky, because age adds nothing to its quality. Now, why is 
it that the whisky trust desires to force the straight whisky out 
of bond and into use before it has matured? 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator from Kentucky willallow 
me to interrupt him for a moment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I have waited with the greatest patience for 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to defend Illinois 
whisky. He has not done so, 
me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was waiting for the senior Senator in age 
to make the suggestion, he being better informed on that sub- 
ject than I. 

Mr, LINDSAY. I will read a letter written by a constituent 
of the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator does that I should like 
to have a little information in relation to Kentucky whisky. 
What is the cost of Kentucky whisky when it is made? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Twenty totwenty-five cents per gallon is the 
actual cost of production. That, of course, does not include in- 
terest —_ the plant, ete. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to put an interrogatory to my hon- 
orable friend. I believe it costs about 20 cents. That is what 
I understand. Then, when the whisky goes into the Govern- 
ment warehouse, into a Government building, under charge of 
Government officers, without cost to any person, the Kentucky 
distiller has 20 cents in a gallon of whisky. The Government 
of the United States has now 90 cents. We keep that whisky 
under heavy expense, because we have to have very bright offi- 
cers in charge of the warehouses. The Kentucky distiller never 
pays any more than the 20 cents. It is cared for for him, while 
the Gevernment loses every day. It loses 8 gallons in three 
years. When the whisky comes out, the Government only puts 
a tax on four-fifths of the whisky at the most. So the Govern- 
ment is losing all the time while it has the custody of the whisky 
and the care of it, and all that. 

The distiller, on the other hand, makes a great deal of money, 
and instead of 20 cents he wants a dollar and a half for his whisky, 
with the tax added. It is the most profitable industry that I 
know of, unless it is the sugar trust, the refining industry, which 
gets the advantage of having the sugar refined at the expense 
of the Government practically under the operations of the pend- 
ing bill. Of course they donotloseanything. But the Kentucky 
distiller in the manufacture of whisky has a larger margin of 
profit than any other business in the country yields. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The difference between the sugar refiner 
and the-whisky manufacturer is that there is a tax levied upon 
the product of the whisky manufacturer, while the Senator and 
his party gave a bonus of 60 cents a hundred pounds to the re- 
finer of sugar and taxed him not one cent, 

The second objection to the Senator's theory is, that the Gov- 
ernment has no interest in whisky when it goes into the ware- 
house, which is not the Government’s warehouse at all. 


How 


I think that duty devolves upon 
| protest against this assault upon Illinois whisky. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The warehouses, I understand, are built by 
the Government. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government does not build the ware- 
houses, but requires the distillers to build them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill expressly provides that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall see that the storehouses are 
built, and then they are at once put in possessionof the Govern- 
ment officers, who get four or five doilars a day. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government is at constant expense 
covering attendance and on account of the large supervision 
necessary. The Government's investment is constantly decreas- 
ing, and the investment of the whisky distiller is constantly in- 
creasing in a geometrical ratio. 

Mr. LINDSAY. _ I undertook, in answer to a suggestion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, to reply to that point. There 
isa ew diminution of the quantity of whisky put in by the 
distiller. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The residuum that is left is worth four or 
or five times as much. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The loss in quantity is one reason why the 
residuum is worth more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The distiller gets that. The Government 
ought to have a portion of the benefit arising from that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because the Government is interested in 
four-fifths of the whisky when it goes into the warehouse. 

Mr, LINDSAY. Is the Government interested in it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has a tax upon it; it has a lien upon it. 
The sunely of whisky is constantly diminishing, and conse- 

uently the tax to be collected is consequently growing less 
rom the day the whisky is put in the warehouse. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Isit nota fact that none of the whisky which 
evaporates ever goes into consumption at a}l? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is left isso much more valuable that 
it makes up for the loss by evaporation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why is it more valuable? When it goes 
into the warehouse the work of manufacture has been but oné- 
third completed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. All the balance of the work is done by na- 
ture. It is done by age. It does not cost the distiller a cent 
while it costs the Government a good deal of money to care fof 
the property. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Is there any reason why the distiller, the 
owner of the whisky, should not have the benefit of the work of 
improvement done by nature? Is there any reason why the 
Government should not only tax the thing itself, but should also 
tax the beneficent processes of nature? Is it the argument of 
the Senator from Ohio, that the Government has some sort of 
propewn? interest in the very forces of nature, and that there- 
ore the Government shall share in the profits of the product 
upon which those forces operate? 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Government owns four-fifths of the 
whisky when it goes into the warehouse. It has a lien upon it. 
It can not be taken out of ths possession of the Government 
without paying whatever tax is due and reimbursing the Gov- 
ernment. Our interest is constantly diminishing by leakage 
wastage, and evaporation, while the distiller is compoundin 
his interest over and over again. ‘ 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Government puts up the rates to cover 
all that. The Government put 50 cents a gallon upon dis- 
tilled spirits, and required it to be paid at the time of produc- 
tion. Afterwards the Government extended the time and in- 
creased the tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at the same time, and there was no 
connection between the two. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Afterwards; but no matterabout that. The 
Government suddenly discovered that it had some sort of inter- 
est in the forces of nature and that the distiller could not con- 
scientiously claim all the benefit. Then the Government put up 
the rate. But the Governmentnever had any proprietary inter- 
est in the thing itself. The Government holds possession, as the 
pledgee holds possession of the pledge, to insure the ultimate 
payment of the tax. When? When the whisky is withdrawn 
from the warehouse for the purpose of being put upon the market. 
Experience has proved that three years do not ripen straight 
whiskies, and that they can not, at the end of that period, prop- 
erly go upon the market, and the Government is only asked to 
hold its hand from the collection of this great tax of 550 per cent 
until consumption, or the demands of those who consume will 
=v the owner in paying the taxes and offering his goods for 
sale. 

But if you force the whisky out of bond before it is ready for 
the market, before itis matured for use, you compel the payment 
of the tax upon an immature article, and nine times out of ten 
you compel the owner to sell it for such price as he can get, or 
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else send it out of the country where a more liberal system is 
nie ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Kentucky sits down 
J desire to ask hima practical question in this connection which 
presents my view of this question. There are now in bonded 
warehouses about 134,000,000 gallons of bourbon and rye whisky, 
q large portion of which is in the State of Kentucky, 90,000,000 
gallons, as I remember, of the 134,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. BRICE. Bourbon and rye? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bourbon and rye. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Bourbon and rye. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That whisky isin bonded warehouses, sub- 
jact to the bond of the distillers to pay a tax of a certain rate 
On it within three years. Now, it is proposed to extend that 
period to eight years. The Senator from Kentucky says that 
the whisky is not ready for use at the end of three years. 

Without stopping to consider what are the beneficent effects 
of nature upon whisky, which is aside from the practical ques- 
tion we are considering, I think the Senator from Kentucky 
will agree with me that the distiller who has the time ex- 
tended from three years to eight years, after having made a 
contract with the Government, gets the benefit of the interest 
on that tax for the additional five years. I think there can be 
no question about that. I think the Senator will be willing to 
admit that. And the Government loses the benefit of the in- 
terest on that sum for the additional five years from the exten- 
sioy of the time when the bond is to be taken. That is my 
contention. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator says the Government has a 
contract with the distiller that he shall take the whisky out of 
bond and pay 90 cents a gallon tax upon it when he does take it 
out of bond at the end of three years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The contract is to pay whatever tax the 
Government of the United States levies upon it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But is that the contract? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis the contract. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator ever reads the bond given 
by the distiller—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have a copy of the bond here. 

Mr. LINDSAY. He will see that 90 cents is the contract. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I have the bond here. I will find 
it in a minute. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But whatever that may be, the distiller had 
no reason to suppose that an increased tax would be applied to 
whisky in bond. The tax on whisky has been raised two or 
three times by Republican legislation, and always so as to oper- 
ate upon whisky thereafter made, and not upon whisky in bond. 
Did the distillers have any reason to suppose that when the Gov- 
ernment should conclude to raise the tax the precedents your 
party had set would be disregarded and the increased tax ap- 
plied to whisky in bond as well as that to be made thereafter? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he is not an- 
swering my question. The question was susceptible of a cate- 
gorical answer or an answer yes or no, with modifications. My 
question was simply whether if the time is extended five years 
the distiller does not get the benefit of the extension? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The owner of the whisky in bond, whether 
he be a distiller or not, gets the benefit of the extension, of 
course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To the extent of the interest for five years 
of the extension upon the sum paid. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let ussee what benefit he gets. Suppose 
you compel him to sell for what he can get. You have thus en- 
forced the letter of your contract and he has no legal right to 
complain, because no legal right has been disregarded; but is it 
the policy of the Government to exact the letter of the law to 
the sacrifice of the interest of thecitizen? Is it not a fair thing 
for the Government when it discovers that the bonded period 
should be longer in order to mature the whisky held in bond— 
is it anything more than proper to extend the bonded period 
until the taxed property is ready to go upon the market? Can 
the Government say that any extraordinary liberality has been 
exercised when it adds to the tax of the whisky already in bond 
20 cents a galton? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose a party is under obligations to pay 
the Government of the United States a certain sum for taxes, 
either customs taxes or other taxes, at a certain time, and that 
he comes in and says his financial affairs are not in such a con- 
dition that he can afford to pay then, and the Government, by 
an act of Congress, gives an extension for five years; is it unfair 
that he should pay interest upon those taxes which he had 
agreed to pay at a certain time? 


Mr. LINDSAY. Does not the pending bill propose to add an 
additional tax of 20 cents a gallon? r a 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is absolutely no connection at all be- 
tween the two. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; they are both provided for in the same 
section, connected together all the way through. They stand 
together, and an additional tax is to be imposed by the very 
section of the bill which gives the extension. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose Congress should go back to the old 
law; would the Senator then be willing to leave out these pro- 
visions? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If you were to go back to the old lawI would 
still insist that as a question of public policy extension ought to 
be given, not for the mere benefit of the distiller, but because it 
is inherently just and proper. 

| will now read a letter from aconstituent of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as to the reason why the manufacturers of 
neutral spirits, the people who rectify and blend bad whiskies 
with good, are opposed to the extension of the bonded period. 
This letter is written from Cincinnati, dated June 20. It is not 
on a form prepared by the whisky trust and sent out for distri- 
bution: 

DEAR Sir: The “ whisky trust”’ of odorous memory, bitterly opposes any 
extension of the bonded period. 

Because it would tend to disrupt the trust, by greatly increasing the sale 
of pro verly aged and ripened “straight”’ whisky. 

The longer the bonded period the greater the decrease in the sale and use 
of the whisky trust’s product, to wit: rectified, compounded, and vilely 
adulterated spirits. 

Under the one-year bonded period the production of straight, fine whisky 
was 5,000,000 gallons per annum. Under the present three-year bonded 
period the consumption is now over 30,000,000 gallons per annum. 

The per capita consumption of whisky the past thirty years has decreased 
proportionately to the increase of population during the same period; con- 
sequently the three years bonded period has increased the consumption of 
25,000,000 gallons of ripened straight whisky, and decreased the consump- 
tion of 25,000,000 gallons of rectified stuf. 

Respectfully, 


They are in the same connection. 


JAMES LEVY & BRO. 


If time shall be given by the Government for the complete 
ripening of the whisky, the straight or Bourbon whisky, free 
from adulteration, will take the place of the rectified whisky, 
and ten years hence one-half of the whiskies that go into the 
market will be straight whiskies, and the rectified whiskies or 
neutral spirits will go where they ought to go, into the arts and 
sciences, and not into consumption as a beverage. 

I wish to read and comment upon a letter put in evidence by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to show another motive 
for the opposition to this extended bonded period. This letter 
is from the American Warehousemen’s Association. It com- 
mences: 

The American Warehousemen's Association, composed of all the leading 
warehouses throughout the United States, hereby earnestly protest against 


the extension of the bonded period for the storage of whisky in distillery 
bonded warehouses. 


What interest can these warehousemen have in this matter? 
It is a question between the Government and the taxpayer. It is 
a question between the owner of the whisky in bond and the 
Government. Yet the warehousemen,who do not dealin whisky, 
and have no interest in whisky, are here protesting against the 
extension of the bonded period. 

They say: 

The entire direct trade interests involved, excepting a few distillers, are 
opposed to this measure, likewise the banking and insurance interests of the 
country, and it is only favored by the distillers, who now have a complete 
monopoly for three years and ask to have this monopoly extended five years 
more, eight years in all, simply because it will be a great benefit to them 
and will also at the same time relieve a somewhat distressing situation to 
them, due entirely to an unwise overproduction of their product on the part 
of the distillers. 

A monopoly of the warehouse business. As I said, the Gov- 
ernment compels the distiller to build warehouses; it compels 
the distiller to put the product of his distillery in the warehouse, 
and then places the warehouse in the custody of an internal-rev- 
enue Officer and the distiller never has possession of the whisky 
until he pays the taxesand withdraws it. These warehousemen 
merely wish to promote their own business. In other words, 
these warehousemen are seeking custom for their warehouses, 
and they have intervened here, in a matter in which they have 
no interest, in order that the Government may assist in forcing 
whisky out of the bonded warehouses, because taxed whisky can 
not remain in a bonded warehouse, and that custom may in this 
way be brought to them. They undertake to represent the 
bankers and the insurance people. Nota letter has come here 
from a banker or aninsurance man. The banks at home take 
care of the holders of the whisky. The insurance men at home 
take care of the insurance upon whisky. These people in Chi- 
cago and St. Louis and other great cities, who own warehouses 
and who desire patronage therefor, are intervening here to pre- 
vent the Government from allowing the distiller or the manu- 
facturer additional time in which to use his own warehouse. 

There is another view of this case. Whenever the produc- 
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tion of whisky is so reat that consumption will not justify the 
owner in paying the tax and taking it out of bond, and the Gov- 
ernment insists on having the tax, what follows? There is a 
oor open under the construction put upon the existing law, as 
it will be put upon this bill, by the Internal Revenue Bureau 
and by the Treasury Department. The whisky forced out of 
bond, instead of paying the tax, will be taken out under bond 
for exportation and sent across the water in German ships, to 
German warehouses, to be insured by German insurance com- 
panies, and kept there at the will of the owner. He can keep 
it in the German warehouse one year, five years, or ten years 
at will, and when he brings it back, under our laws, it comes in 
through our custom-house by paying the internal-revenue tax 
and not the import duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 
I did not make any allusion to that point in the course of my re- 
marks, but I intended to do so before I was through discussing 
this question. I have been in Congress ever since this question 
was first agitated, and I believe that the exportation and reim- 
portation of whiskies in the manner suggested by the Senator 
from Kentucky is aclear evasion of the law; that ithas no legal- 
ity and should not be permitted. I suggest to the Senator from 
Kentucky that every gallon of whisky exported under the pro- 
visions of this act must be in cases where a certificate has been 
made amd sworn to by the distiller in the form whichI will read 
to the Senate: 

The undersigned, owner of —— packages of the serial numbers of 
which are deposit in distillery bonded warehouse No. —— of de- 
sire to withdraw the same under for export to without any pur- 


pose. after landing said spirits, of shipping them back to this country, re- 
quests that such spirits be regauged. 


If any spirits haye been exported they have been exported 
under this condition. The Treasury Department requires the 
certificate to be made and sworn to, because it'was clearly the 
purpose of such exportation, or became clearly the purpose of 
such exportation, to evade and nullify the provision of the law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I might not undertake to say the Senator is 
wrong if this were an original proposition; but I can say that 
under every Republican Secretary of the Treasury and under 
the Democratic Secretaries of the Treasury whiskies have been 
exported upon just such affidavits, and reimported by the pay- 
ment of the internal-revenue tax, and nobody has questioned 
the validity of the act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it not be very proper now to guard 
against the exportation and reimportation of whisky? It seems 
to me that has grown out of the construction of the existing 
law, and undoubtedly it is correct. Every person has a right to 
export American products abroad, and he can bring such prod- 
ucts back. It applies to all kinds of goods, to whisky as well as 
everything else. When they are returned and shown to be of 
American production they are only subject to the internal-rev- 
enue tax imposed upon them. All kinds of goods may be exported 
and imported in the sameway. There may be some error to be 
corrected. When the American products are exported, and 
when they are imported, there ought to be some kind of duty 
placed upon them, but there is none. It seems to me, however, 
that that would be a good thing for the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber who have charge of the tariff bill to pro- 
vide against. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am alittle surprised that that view did 
not occur to my honorable friend when he was Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This question did not arise until after I had 
ceased to hold that office. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky is as 
well aware as I am of the fact that the Kentucky distillers came 
to Congress in 1881, 1882, and 1883, and asked for the passage of 
an act which would give them an extended bonded period. In 
fact the various acts introduced were substantially the same as 
that now under consideration. The Senate of the United States 
refused by an overwhelming vote to pass any measure of this 
kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if he will allow me to ask a question of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Rhode Island propose 
to change the amendment pending by an amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to offer an amendment to strike 
out the section. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to have the Senator do so as 
soon as possible and let us deal with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky has the floor, 
and I can not move an amendment until he has concluded. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I read from a letter written by a distiller at 
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Memphis, Tenn., which I think will answer the question of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. He says: 


Our product is a fine rye whisky, which is not ready for market until it is 
six to eight yearsold. We never sel] it until itis four years old. Our prod! 
uct, on this account, is limited because of the long time we have to hold ouf 
whisky, tax paid, to ripen, so we never produce each year over 2,500 barrels 
or less than 600 barrels; this year none. 

* ws * ge & * ” 

Owing to depression in business and-the recent financial panic we shut 
down both for 1893 and 1894, and have not made a barrel. We had to export 
500 barrels of 1890 Yannissee to Germany to keep from being swamped by 
the Government during the panic, for the tax of $20,000 had to be paid in cuf- 
rency at $7.50 (minimum) per $1,000 premium, and on goods not marketable 
for three or more years. 

All this could have been obviated if this Government would do like Eu- 
rope—give American manufacturers an unlimited bonded period. We ship 
our product abroad at great expense on foreign ships, store and insure with 
foreign companies, and after arduous labor to sell to foreign customers 
are confronted with the Chinese wall argument that we have no show 

hy? 

“That we Europeans can beat your price because we have unlimited bonded 
period and no ocean freight to pay see our product;” hence, now we have 
to bring back the lot upon foreign ships and try to sell tothe American peo- 
ple. aie have about 1,300 barrels abroad, most of which cost us $100 per 
barrel. 

The American manufacturer compelled to go abroad can not 
compete in the foreign market because of our peculiar and un- 
necessarily oppressive laws, and if he carries his goods abroad 
with the intention of selling, he finds himself so undersold in 
the market abroad that he must bring them back. 

Tho writer continues: 


But the Government has to be supported, particularly on account of the 
pensions, and hence a tax on imported wines and liquors per gallon—not ad 
valorem—is necessary to make up the deficit. 

There is no increase or decrease either in the cost of importing, nor does 
any one but a ‘‘sole agent’’at New York obtain commissions, which are 
not more than 2} to 7} percent. The freight rates from Europe to America 
on foreign vessels are very low, in fact, cheaper than from New York to 


Memphis. 
In our line of business, if we had an unlimited bonded period like Europe, 
istilleries all over 


we think we could distribute the product of American 
the globe, just as our merchants are distributing the product of our wheat 
and corn fields now, in the shape of meal and flour, besides cotton and the 
cattle product, also through the new cold-storage facilities of the foreign 
steamers plying between this and other countries. 

The Eastern manufacturer asks for protection that he may be 
enabled to manufacture his goods and compete with the foreign 
manufacturer, and gentlemen on the other side say he is en- 
titled to it, that it is good policy, that he should be given it; 
but when the manufacturers of whisky say, ‘‘ We want no pro- 
tection, we care not how you tax us; give us only the same 
bonded period given to like manufacturers across the water and 
we will not only supply the American public, but we will com- 
pete in Europe with European manufacturers,” we are told that 
that amounts to the Government going into partnership with 
the American manufacturer, and that the tax is not to be de- 
ferred unless it shall bear interest. 

Let us see the reason why goods will go abroad. The cost of 
transportation on a barrel of whisky across to Europe is $1.90, 
storage and insurance for one year 72.cents, return freight to 
Kentucky $2.37, or $4.99 as the entire expense to export and keep 
whisky away the first year. 

Now, if the distiller pays the tax and keeps it at home a year 
the loss on tax outs is $1.80, storage and insurance $1.92, interest 
on tax $2.80, or $5.52, or nearly $1.50 more upon the barrel than 
if he had exported it. If he keeps it abroad four years the for- 
eign cost is $7.15 a barrel, and vhe home cost is $26.08 a barrel. 
It is to be relieved against these hardships that distillers ship 
their goods abroad instead of keeping them athome. They ship 
the goods abroad, pay the freight to the owners of German ves- 
sels both ways, pay the German insurance companies and Ger- 
man warehousemen, and then ae the goods back, saving nearly 
$20 a barrel by the exportation. I say a system of taxation like 
that is an outrage. 

My friend from Rhode Island said the other day in a most 
dramatic way that if a certain provision of the income-tax law 
was not modified there would be insurrection at home; that no 
free people would endure the indignity and the outrage of hav- 
ing the books of a corporation exhibited to atax assessor. That 
outrage, if it be one, bears no cumparison to the system of taxa- 
tion which brings about such unwholesome results as tbese. 
Therefore, as a mere matter of justice and sound public ey, 
it being impossible for the Government to lose anything, an 
without regard to the claims of the distiller, and whether the 
tax be increased or lowered, the bonded period ought to be ex- 
tended. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is one aspect of this fea- 
ture of the bill upon which no one has yet touched, and I shall 
add a very few words to the already protracted discussion. 

In the State of California according to the report of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue for 1893, there were operated 
during the last fiscal year in the first district fruit distilleries 
numbering 149, in the fourth district 138. 
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We manufacture in that State grape brandy of good quality 
and in considerable quantity. t 
xport trade has developed. In one instance—that of the estate 
or the late Senator Stanford—some $190,000 worth was recently 
exported to Germany and sold. The owners were enabled to do 
this because they had sufficient means to keep the liquor on hand 
until it was reasonably matured, and hence salable. 

Mr. President, there has been something said about the whisky 
trust; there has been some talk about the Kentucky distillers; 
but the establishments shown by the record to which I have ad- 
verted to exist in my State must demonstrate to Senators that 
in attempting to aid in extending the bonded period I am acting 
in direct line with the interest of those of my constituents who 
are producing gvapes and making brandy therefrom. Unless 
the period is extended these law-abiding and industrious citi- 
zens will practically go out of business. They represent small 
concerns all the more valuable for that reason. A very large 
number are vitally concerned. Upon these distilleries our vine- 
yardistslargely rely and must rely. Without anopportunity to 
bond the products thus made it is doubtful, as I have said, 
whether we can continue in business at all. 

My colleague [Mr. PERKINS] and myself have received tele- 
grams representing almost every interest in California con- 
nected with viticulture urging the extension of the bonded pe- 
riod. Among others I present a telegram which is a duplicate 
of one which came to me personally, which I request the Secre- 
tary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The telegram will be read if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 23, 1894, 





ORGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The State viticultural commission,’speaking for many thousand grape- 
growers, wine makers, and distillers, urgently requests you to use your best 
efforts to have the bonding period extended to eight years, as provided in the 
Senate Finance Committee bill. 

JOHN T. DOYLE, 


President State Viticultural Commission. 


Gi 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Doyle is one of the most prominent men 
in our State. In fact, he is a gentleman who has devoted his 
energies of late years to agricultural and viticultural and hor- 
ticultural pursuits as well as to the advancement of the public 
generally, rather than to mere personalaffairs. Fortunately he 
is so cireumstanced that he can afford to do this. Let me at- 
tract your notice to the proposition that it takes about five gal- 
lons of wine to make a gallon of brandy. 

There is on hand to-day in California, owing to the exceed- 
ingly depreciated value of wine in the market, a large quantity 
of that commodity, and it will relieve our grape-growers not a 
little if they are able to turn some of this product, say one-fifth, 
into brandy and hold it until it is marketable. 

I shall not discuss the features of this issue which have been 
already presented, but it is idle for Senators to assert that these 
goods can not be shipped abroad. The fact is otherwise. Can 
it be possible that the distinguished Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber who have been in control of this Govern- 
ment for so long have been unaware of that system of exporta- 
tion and reimportation which they now style illegal? 

I heard it stated the other day that the reason why many Sen- 
ators voted for extravagant advantages to a certain trust when 
the McKinley bill was passed, was because they were innocent 
of knowledge on the subject. Mr. President, hadI been search- 
ing for uncommon and superlative innocence I would not have 
gone in quest of some of the parties who claim to have been thus 
deceived. But conceding the absence of wrong, I can hardly 
imagine that Senators upon the other side who have discussed 
this subject can claim sincerely that it is impossible to ship 
spirits out of this country and bring them back, and thus post- 
pone the revenue payments. 

My colleague, who is at the head of a very large steamship 
company on the Pacific coast, can certify that his company has 
taken these articles from the State of California to British Co- 
lumbia, unloaded the cargo there, and subsequently transported 
the same back again to the United States. 

Why should we deprive our people of the right to store their 
own product here? Why should we chase them outof this coun- 
try and compel them to go to the Bermuda Islands or some- 
z ere else, to house and keep their goods, all manufactured at 

ome? 

Mr. President, we have all received, I think, circulars asking 
us to oppose the extension of the bonded period. From whom 
have these come? Not from the men in my State who manu- 
facture brandies; not from those persons engaged in viticultu- 
ral callings; not from ths men in Kentucky and elsewhere who 
make straight goods. Who forwarded these circulars? Mani- 
festly those whose employment in the manufacture of another 


The statistics show that quite an | 
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class of alleged whiskies makes it to their advantage to impose 
under the name of law an unjust burden upon manufacturers of 


| straight goods—the design being to make that pursuit if not 


impossible at least extremely risky and unprofitable. 

There is notanindividualin my State engaged in grape-grow- 
ing and wine-making who does not feel that the defeat of this 
provision extending the bonded period will be utterly destruc- 
tive of his industry, and whoever may be represented by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who made an address here to- 
day upon this topic, it is plain he represents neither those who 
are the producers of straight whisky or those who in my part 
of the country are legitimately engaged in the manufacture of 
brandy. 

His proposition means the utter annihilation of wine prop- 
erty in California. His proposition means practically that it is 
acrime to keep within this country these manufactured prod- 
ucts, and yet thatit is all right to send them abroad, pay ware- 
house charges to the foreigner, and bring them back and place 
them upon our market. 

Why can not those of my constituents who are thus occupied 
hold these goods in bond even for an indefinite period? Gener- 
ally they are personsof moderate means. The brandy that they 
manufacture is really not marketable until after this three-year 
period has passed. They come to you and say that if you will 
give them this opportunity, which every nationthat pretends to 
be conversant with economic conditions confers upon its people, 
they will be able to get along. 

The brandy producers of my State have submitted to a tariff 
reduction in the pending bill from two and a half to one dollar 
and eighty cents per gallon, and now we are threatened by 
Senators upon the other side with destruction. It is not true 
that this brandy must be considered manufactured when it 
reaches the warehcuse. It is the truth, as my friend from Ken- 
tucky has stated, that the processes of nature working even 
after three years are essential to the completion of a commer- 
cial article. 

Yet we are told that we must take this brandy and throw it 
upon the market before it is ripened and when it will bring buta 
trifling price, and that we must make thissacrifice to an interest 
ably represented here, powerful in this country—an interest able 
to reach every little cross-roads groggery in the land, strong 
enough to make all engaged in illicit liquor business in the palm- 
ing off of spurious articles, enthusiastic against the proposed ex- 
tension of the bonded period. Are we legislating for such a 
combination? 

There is no emissary, no one connected with the whisky trust, 
who is in favor of the extension of the bonded period, or if he is 
he has kept his views severely to himself. And yet there is no 
influence allied to that whisky trust that is not engaged in at- 
tempting to defeat this measure. I do not pretend to assert that 
Senators whose views are at variance with mine are not in abso- 
lute integrity in their utterances, but I do say that many of those 
who indorse their views are not entitled to any protracted hear- 
ing before any representative body of the American people. 

Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the committee is 
in the interest of a legitimate industry sanctioned by <tatute, an 
industry that pays much money into the Treasury, and this avo- 
cation can not in one breath be said to be proper and the next 
instant condemned as criminal. We have recognized this pro 
duction as something upon which'people have aright to depend. 
The manufacture of whisky as represented and explained by the 
Senators from Kentucky in their arguments, is undeniably law- 
ful and entitled to consideration. 

No one has claimed that it is against public policy for the man 
who raises grapes to continue in that business. Hence I havea 
right to appeal to every Senator, whatever may be his political 
faith, to join with us in this effort to do simple justice to men 
who are paying heavy taxes to the Government, and honestly 
toiling for their own and their country’s interest. 

Mr. President, there should be no party lines upon this ques- 
tion. There are certainly none in California among wine _ pro- 
ducers. There is no Republican wine-grower, no Republican 
politician, no Republican business man who will not tell you 
that the ground upon which I stand is the true ground and that 
the interests of the people of my State are obviously in this di- 
rection. Therefore, not only upon principle, but because It is 
the wish of those whom I deem entitled to the laws of legitimate 
protection, that I favor this extension. 

I concede that parties engaged in the production of whisk 
ought, perhaps, to pay something in consideration of the addi- 
tional bonded period, and hence I will vote for the higher tax. 
Mr. President, I have heard Senators who have been loud in 
their condemnation of this side of the Chamber because uponm 
some of the luxuries, or so-called luxuries, of life the rates have 
been reduced. 

Now that it is proposed to put an additional tax upon whisky 
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we hear exclamations that such action is wrong and against 
public policy. One Senator learned upon these subjects sol- 
emnly declared that he does not believe such an onerous tariff 
law will produce as much revenue as a smaller charge, and an- 
other Senator,equally wise and sincere,solemnly assures us that 
the plan will produce too much money. 

Mr. President, between this clashing, uncertain, conflicting, 
and hence, unreliable testimony, I am forced to adopt the famil- 
iar rule that the whole must go out of court. We will justify 
ourselves when we stand before the American people by saying 
we have increased the price of whisky, if you will; that we have 
placed an additional revenue tax upon liquor, but that we have 
allowed our fellow-citizens to retain in the warehouses of this 
country their products instead of compelling them to send the 
same abroad. 

If youargue that it is better to abolish the whisky business 
and that no man shall drink of it, I may admit the assertion. 
Let it be granted for the sake of argument. Nevertheless it 
is clearly less injurious to health and less injurious to the public 
and more profitable to honest citizens who depend upon the in- 
dustry that this liquor should be retained long enough to per- 
mit it to go into consumption in the least harmful state and to 
justify a physician in placing it in the hands of patients. 

[n conclusion, Mr. President, I trust that the amendment 
propos®d by the committee will be adopted, and that at least in 
one case our friends on the other side will join us in levying an 
increased impost upon a luxury and in giving to the American 
producer those facilities which heretofore he has not had at 
10me, but which he has had to seek under a foreign flag and in 
an alien land. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that this debate 
has drifted away from the main question. As I understand the 
subject, the purpose of our Government in adopting the ware- 
house system was to aid and facilitate commerce. That was the 
purpo-e the English Government had in view when they adopted 
the warehousing system. If I am not misinformed, there is no 
limit of time in which the importers or producers in Great Brit- 
ain are required to take their products from the warehouse. It 
is by the warehousing system adopted by her in connection with 
her other commercial policies that have enabled her almost to 
monopolize the foreign trade of the world. 

We began the warehousing system in 1846. Its purpose was 
to enable our people to import goods and hold them until there 
was a market for them, to stimulate trade and stimulate produc- 
tion. The purpose of the Government in establishing the ware- 
houses for alcoholic spirits was to enable the manufacturer to 
keep it until he could find a market for it. It would be impos- 
sible for the Government to derive the enormous revenue which 
it gets from alcoholic spirits if it was impossible to produce the 
spirits, and it is impossible to produce whiskies when it is im- 
possible to sell them. Therefore the Government was put in a 
position where, in order to carry out the policy of bringing 
to her coffers this enormous revenue, she must make the 
euenenen of whisky profitable to the producer, and take care of 
that. 

As it has been argued here, the Government has discovered 
that in order to carry this policy into effect it has to extend the 
policy,and has been forced to change the taxation from produc- 
tion to consumption, because you could not maintain the tax on 
the production of the goods and compel them to go directly into 
consumption when they were unfitfor consumption. Therefore 
the great policy of our Government has been to tax articles 
going into consumption and to put the tax on them as they do 
go into consumption. 

Mr. President, it has been argued very adroitly that the Gov- 
ernment has some interestin the whisky when itis in bond; that 
the Government is keeping the whisky for six or eight years; 
that the whisky is increasing in value; that the Government is 
in partnership with the distiller, and yet the Government is 
getting no benefit. The Government has nota particle of in- 
terest in the whisky, any more thanit has in the amount that the 
farmer pays taxes on tohis State. Has the State government an 
interest in the amount that it taxes? Has the State govern- 
ment an interest in the bank account of the man when it taxes 
him, as it does in my State and perhaps in every State in the 
Union, on the amount of the money he has? 

Is it right that the Government should demand from this man 
that he should pay interest to the Government in accordance 
with the amount of money on which he pays the taxes? The 
whole thing isa fallacy. The Government has no interest at 
all in any of this property. The only interest the Government 
has attaches the moment the whisky is in bond for consumption, 
and that interest of the Government is perfected and closed the 
very instant when the tax of 90 cents is to be paid on the gallon 
of whisky. It never has a particle of interest, any moment 
whatever, any more than it has in the yard of goods imported 


from Great Britain or Germany and left in the warehouse in 
New York or Boston. 

The warehouses are created for the purpose of securing the 
property to the producer and holding it to stimulate produc- 
tion, to stimulate trade, and enable the taxpayer to pay the 
taxes to support the Government. 

I can not see, and I was going to say I never could see, why 
there should be any limit; but [ remember when this question 
was first presented and brought up inthe other House. My 
friend from Rhode Island called attention to the subject awhile 
ago. It was about 1880, or 1881, or 1882. I was upon the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I believe my friend from Main 
[Mr. FRYE] was on the committee at the same time. I then op- 
posed the extension. 

I felt then it was wrong. Buta more general and more ex- 
tended investigation of the subject led me to conclude that I 
was wrong in the conclusions that I reached then, and that the 
policy of this Government should be to have its warehouses 
without limit, as Great Britain has them. The Government has 
no right to compel a citizen to sell his property at any time. 
The only interest that the Government has in it at all is that 
when consumption demands that it shall come out of the ware- 
house the tax shall be paid on it. 

The Government has no earthly interest in the four hundred 
and'fifty or five hundred million dollars’ worth of goods imported 
into this country, but the Government sees there is a certain 
amount of exchange going on between our people and other peo- 
ple; and by virtue of that exchange we are taking from them 
$450,000,000 or 500,000,000 of things that they do not want and 
we do want, and the Government established its policy of raising 
revenue by that means. It sees that the wants of our people 
furnish the safe basis on which to predicate a policy of raising 
revenue. 

The Government does it, but it has no interest in these goods 
when they are moved. Its interest attaches the moment they 
touch our shores and start into consumption, and not even the 
moment they come to our shores unless they are withdrawn for 
immediate consumption. If they go to a warehouse, the Gov- 
ernment has no interest in them in a pecuniary sense, for they 
are the property of the importer. The interest, the right, and 
the title of the Government to have any connection with them 
at all arises at the very moment when they are withdrawn for 
consumption; and they can not be withdrawn, for the Govern- 
ment officers are in charge, until the tax is paid. That is all 
there is about this. 

I am ready to-day, and shall be so long as I remain in public 
life, to vote an unlimited period in the warehouses of this coun- 
try both for importations and for the production of such things 
as the Government finds it necessary to impose taxes upon. The 
only way the Government can carry on this business successfully, 
the only way it can have its taxes collected upon these articles, 
is to have such accommodations as will enable business to be car- 
ried on successfully and profitably by the producer. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask the Senator for how many years the 
present bonded period has existed? 

Mr. ALDRIC Since 1880. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A joint resolution was passed in 1878, and 
then aoe an act was passed in 1880, but the system commenced 
in 1878. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The joint resolution provided for adifferent 

riod. 
arr, LINDSAY. Yes; it gave three years. : 

Mr. HILL. Has anything unusual occurred in the whisky 
business from that day to this that now, at this particular time, 
requires a change? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not know whether there has or not. I am 
not familiar with the whisky business. I am discussing the 
general policy of the Government. 

Mr. HILL. I have only heard part of this discussion, and I 
do not know what particular thing has occurred, wHy, the 
bonded period having for so long a time been continued at three 

ears, and I suppose with some satisfaction to those interested, 

t should now be changed. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from New York will pardon 
me, the House of Representatives raised the tax on distilled 
spirits in this bill to $l a gallon, and the Senate has raised it 10 
cents additional. That applies to whisky heretofore manufac- 
tured and now in bond. : 

Mr. HILL. That changes the question, does it not? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It changes the condition of affairs. _ 

Mr. HILL. Has there not been any increase since 1878? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the manufacture? 

Mr. HILL. No; in the tax. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The tax has been reduced. 

Mr. MILLS. Atone time the tax was $2.50 a gallon. 

Mr. HILL. The change in the tax, then, if I understand it, 
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is the sole consideration for the claim for the extension of the 

riod. 
tO MILLS. I do not know what the Senator from New York 
understands. 1 certainly said no such thing. I say that when 
an unwise law is made, when it has been tried by experience and 
found to be inadequate, it is proper to change it. The Govern- 
ment started out, I believe, with one year in bonded warehouse 
for whisky, and I believe we did the same thing with our im- 
ports. It was found after awhile that that was not a wise condi- 
tion of things, and the period was lengthened; and I venture 
to say that the American Congress will, before many years, 
make the bonded-warehouse period without limit, and permit 
importers to import their goods and hold them until they can 
export them or put them on the market for sale. 

If the Government intends to collect a large revenue of $100,- 
000,000 or $150,000,000, as it is now doing from whisky, it will 
find that it will be a wise policy tomake that business as profit- 
able as possible to the producer, so that the Governmentcan rely 
safely atevery moment upon getting every dollar of that rev- 
enue from the whisky business. When that businessis relieved 
from unnecessary embarrassments, unloaded of its burdens, 
and permitted to live and continue in such a condition as that 
phe istillers will find it profitable to continue their business, 

he Government can rely safely upon that revenue. 

Mr. STEWART. I have often heard it said that there was no 
such thing as bad whisky. [Laughter.] I do not indorse that 
remark. I think there is a great deal of difference in the effect 
upon the health of the country of alcoholic drinks. 

This is acontest between pure andadulterated alcoholic drinks. 
If the producers are allowed to hold the liquor in bond until’na- 
ture has matured it, it will be very much less deleterious when 
used; and, besides, the business will be very much more profit- 
able to the honest producer, for in that case much of it would 
be exported. If, onthecontrary,a heavy tax is put upon it and 
it is forced into the market before maturity, the producers, if 
they produce at all, must produce at a loss; but their loss, I ad- 
mit, will be the gain of those who make money in a way which 
I have always regarded as very questionable, that is, manipulat- 
ing spirituous liquors. 

In such manipulation almost invariably drugs which are 
poisonous are used. I have seen in my experience whole com- 
munities impoverished and many destroyed by ae drugged 
whisky. In thecountry where [ live drugged liquors have been 
the cause of great calamity, and have been the great bane of 
the people. Such liquors make drunkards with a rapidity that 
is marvelous. 

Spirituous liquors are so manipulated in many sections of the 
country that one drink will make a man crazy, and he will go 
on and spend all his money and ruin himself and his family. If 
whisky and brandy were allowed to remain in bond until they ma- 
tured, and then be sold by the producer, the liquors consumed 
in the country would be vastly lessinjurious. If they are forced 
out of bond in an immature state, they go into the hands of 
manipulators, who can make gallons out of quarts, and fill the 
land with drunkards. - 

The manipulation and doctoring of liquors is one of the most 
potent agencies in producing drunkards. That has been my ob- 
servation for many years; but I do not speak from my own per- 
sonal experience, because I have been rather particular about 
the kind of liquor I have bought. I have bought from pro- 
ducers when I have used, but it has not been a very large quan- 
tity, and has not enriched them. But I dare not drink and I 
would not drink the liquor that is produced by the trusts who 
are engaged in that kind of manufacture. If they pursue that 
line of business they will illustrate all the horrors which are 
described by temperance lecturers. 

If we can not abolish strong drink—and that seems impossi- 
ble—we ought to do what we can to mitigate the evils, and we 
ought not to encourage an industry which is engaged in mixing 
liquors that will poison the community. If the business of pro- 
ducing alcohol is to be tolerated do not offer a bounty to those 
who drug it. 

The contest is between the producers and the manipulators, 
as has been well known for years. The manipulators desire to 
secure the liquor in its raw state. They will take it and doctor 
it in their own way, so as to make it palatable; and in doing so 
they will use drugs and materials which will make it taste well, 
but it will be deadly in its effects. That is what they are con- 
stantly doing. They will take raw whisky and manipulate it, 
and then tell you that it is ten or fifteen years old; and it is so 
drugged that by the taste you can not determine the difference; 
but the next morning you will find it out [laughter], and you 
will continue to find it out, but then it comes too late, for the 
harm has been done. 

“ Mr. LINDSAY. Has the Senator found that out by observa- 
on? 
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Mr. STEWART. Iam not speaking from any personal ex- 
perience of my own, and [ will notsay that I have observed any 
of my friends in that condition, because that would be personal. 
[Laughter. ] 

But this is a plain proposition. The contest to got whisky 
out of bond quickly is for the purpose of manipulating and sell- 
ing it for old whisky, and it is by this means that vast sums of 
money are made. It ought to be allowed to remain in bond 
until it is-fit to be put upon the market, and then you would take 
away the motive for drugging it; there would be more pure 
whisky and brandy in the market, and the business of manipu- 
lating would be done away with. I think it important to accom- 
plish that if it can be done. 

Take California. I am somewhat familiar with the conditions 
there. They have a large amount of grapes there which can 
not be converted intosalablewine. Something else must be done 
with them. The raising of grapes in that section of the coun- 
try is an industry that ought not to be destroyed, because the 
Pacific coast is capable of furnishing enough wine and grapes 
to supply this country, and perhaps half or all of Europe, but a 
large portion of these must be utilized in making brandy. That 
industry can only be made successful by having a sufficiently 
long bonded period. At the end of three years the brandy will 
not sell for more than the amount of the tax; but if it is kept 
eight years7it will sell in any part of the world, as is well known, 
the Government will get a great deal more revenue, and this 
great industry will be able to flourish on that coast. 

It is a very essential thing for maintaining the grave industry 
in California that they shall utilize the grapes which they can 
not convert into wine that is salable. Unless they can utilize 
that product, that industry will be practically destroyed. If 
they are allowed to keep the spirits in bond until they mature 
and are salable, they can get on with that industry, that sec- 
tion of the country will flourish, and the Government will get 
much more revenue, because there will be much more brandy 
produced, and it will be of a better kind. 

It will not be produced to such an extent by these manipulat- 
ors. Probably there will not be any more brandy or whisky 
produced in the country than there is now; but there will be a 
great deal more pure whisky and pure brandy upon which the 
Government will get itstax. The amountof revenue will double 
in a few years, and the production of doctored whisky and doc- 
tored brandy, upon which the Government gets no tax, will be 
correspondingly diminished, which will be a blessing to the 
people and will prevent the sapping of their constitutions and 
the destruction of their health. 

We should do what we canto thitigate the evil of intoxicating 
drinks, and this cau be done by an extended bonded period. 
While the aggregate amount of intoxicating liquors produced 
will not be diminished, the production of the adulterated ar- 
ticle will be diminished and the pure article substituted for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I trust that Senators will excuse me for sug- 
gesting that in my opinion the pending amendment would have 
been agreed to two hours ago but forthe arguments which have 
been made in its favor. [Laughter.] I trust again that Sena- 
tors will excuse me when I suggest my surprise that when the 
Senate strikes whisky it lingers for two hours. [Laughter.] 

ny FRYE. And the Democratic side breaks loose. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the Republican side lingers with equal 
avidity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. DolI understand that the Senator from Tennes- 
see sets his face against it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I deemit always very important to hear what the Sena- 


tor says. 
Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator if he set his faceagainst it? 
Mr. HARRIS. Again I did not hear the Senator. 
Mr. HOAR. I shall not repeat it. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator’s voice is weak. Has he been 
lingering? [Laughter.] Mr. President, I only desire to add 


that I think I shall vote for this amendment, notwithstanding 
the voluminous arguments which have been made in its favor. 
[Laughter.] I hope, and earnestly hope that we may come toa 
vote. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee, who has been en- 
gaged in this business of murdering the industries of the coun- 
try for the last three months by this tariff bill, seems to have 
got into a veryexcited and nervous conditionof mind. Itseems 
that nobody can make a motion or argument without exciting 
his angry indignation and expostulation. He seems to be very 
much in the condition of Macbeth when he fancied he saw Ban- 
quo’s ghost at the feast. 

I suppose he sees the specter of some murdered New England 
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industry which had been getting an honest living forits owner, 
and the guilt of his own action rests upon him. All I have to 
say to him is what Lady Macbeth said to the guests: 

Sit, worthy friends, my lord is often thus, 

And hath been from his youth; pray you, keep seated, 

The itis momentary; upon a thought 

He will again be well. Ifmuch you note him, 

You shall offend him, an@ extend his passion. 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts could for- 
get. or omit to inflict upon the Senate, his classics he would 
render this country a more important sorvice than he has ever 
rendered it in any other way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to propose an amendmentas a new 
section to be inserted immediately before section 82. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert before section 82 
the following: 

Sec. 81). That section 3339 of the Revised Statutes and all sections 
amendatory thereof be amended so as to provide that the tax on beer, lager 
beer, ale, porter, and other similar fermented liquors sball be $1.50 per bar- 
rel, and the said section sha]l be and remain in force as part of this act, to- 


gether with any and all laws and parts of laws made to carry into effect the 
provisions of this section, 


Mr. REFFER. I wish to say only at this time that this after- 
noon, when the Senate was not as full as it is now, mostof the 
Senators being at lunch, I presume, I proposed an amendment 
Similar to this, proposing a tax of $2 a barrel on beer. This 
amendment isfor the imposition of a tax of$1.50. My only reason 
atthattime for notasking a yea-and-nay vote upon t’ 3} amendment 
was that so few Senators were present that I did uut feel it was 
appropriate or courteous that I should call them away from their 
luncheon at that time. 

With that statement of my reason for not asking a vote at that 
time, I wish to repeat summarily the argument I then made. 
No increased cost of collection will be entailed by this amend- 
ment. The machinery of the Revenue Bureau now is — 
sufiicient to collect all the revenues under existing laws, and this 
is merely an additional tax which can be collected without in- 
curring any additional labor or expense of any kind. 

Second. There will be no appreciable loss to the consumer by 
reason of adding 50 cents a barrel on beer. Iam told that there 
are 31 gallons in & barrel of beer, making 124 quarts, which,al 
’ lowing three glasses to the quart, would make nearly four 
hundred glasses. This would be a tariff so small that it would 
be an infinitesmal fraction of a cent upon a glass of beer. 

Third. There will be an additional revenue amounting to at 
least $16,000,000 immediately the first year, something which 
we need; and if we have this $16,000,000 from beer and $50,000,000 
from the income tax—althoughits friends estimate $30,000,000— 
we shall have enough to allow us to do away with all taxes upon 
sugar. 

{ ask for a yea-and-nay vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. [on = to say a word as to some of the 
arguments which have been made, and notably those of the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART]. 

There would be no difficulty, if our necessities required it, in 
dealing with brandies. We have always dealt with grape 
brandy in a separate provision of law. The law provided for a 
bonded period of three years for grape brandy before allowing 
any bonded period at all for distilled spirits, because grape 
brandy was supposed to be placed upon adifferent plane. There- 
fore I think as earlyas 1877 we made special provision for grape 
brandy, allowing a bonded period of three years. So grape 
brandy does not rest upon any provisions in this bill. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will excuse me, it does to this 
extent. The grape brandy business is affected by the bonded 
extension. The benefit of the bonded extension accrues to grape 
b. andy under this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. We should not deal with this question be- 
cause locally the Senator from California makes a good case for 
grape brandy. : 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from [owa will excuse me, I 
trust, if I have made outa good case, it was notmerely locally. I 
have heard about making out good cases locally, but I trust in 
this instance it will appeal to the Senator as a citizen of the 
United States, and not asa citizen of a State that can not legally 
use much liquor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been unfortunate if I used language 
in any sense such as the Senator describes. 

I believe grape brandy is manufactured chiefly in California, 
though it is also manufactured somewhat in New York. There 
is a special provision in our grape-brandy legislation author- 
izing an extension of the bonded period of three years. It will 
be necessary to amend that without dealing with this general 
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question. That is what I endeavored to say, and I hope I have 
made myself understood on that question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if it is a question 
about dividing and conquering? 

Mr. ALLISON. Notatall. The difficulty about this ques- 
tion isnotanew one. As the Senator from Kentucky very well 
said, when we first imposed this tax upon grape brandy and 
other spirits, we required the tax to be paid at the distillery, 
and then we distributed other taxes in various ways. After- 
wards we extended the bonded period one year for the with- 
drawal of those spirits. It turned out that in Kentucky and 
elsewhere they manufactured so much of what is knownas Bour- 
bon whisky, or distilled spirits peculiar to Kentucky distillers, 
that they came here and asked for an extension of the bonded 
period for their distilled spirits. 

We went from one year to three years, and I remember very 
well the debate in this body and in the other upon that subject. 
We were laboring under a considerable depression at that time, 
and it was said to be impossible for those people who had manu- 
factured distilled spirits to withdraw them from bond. We 
passed a joint resolution extending the period for two years as 
to distilled spirits then in bond, and we made a provision that 
any distiller who availed himself of that privilege should pay 
an annual tax of 5 per cent until the spirits were withdrawn. 
That provision stood, I think, until 1880, when a general bonded 
period of three years was provided for without any interest. 

We can not disguise the fact that here are contesting manu- 
facturers as to these different classes of distilled spirits. There 
are those who distill spirits by a continuous process, and who 
distill highwines. Those highwines are rectified, and in that 
way spirits for consumption are made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very little of that is done now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little, as the Senator from Kentucky 
or is done now. 

hen there are those who distill alcohol exclusively, and the 
alcohol distillers and distillers of high wines are compelled to 
——_ tax immediately upon distillation. 

r. LINDSAY. Unless they sell. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says ‘‘ unless they sell.” Their 
product is not improved by age, and therefore they sell at the 
first possible moment. So alcohol producers sell at the first mo- 
ment. 

There is another class of distillers who produce, by a differ- 
ent process, a certain class of distilled spirits which are used 
only as a beverage, or practically so, and for medicine, if you 
please. Those distilled spirits are said not to be matured for 
three or four years. Now, it is said they do not mature under 
eight years. The Senator from Missouri stated in debate to- 
day that they matured in five or six years. 

That may be true, but we place in these provisions the same 
tax upon the distiller who is compelled to seil his product im- 
mediately—it may be alcohol or it may be high wines—and then 
we place the same tax upon the distiller who is allowed to hold 
his product for eight years, allowing him 9 gallons to the barrel 
of 40 gallons for leakage. Then, at the end of eight years, after 
his production or manufacture, after he has bought his material, 
whether it be corn or rye, and after he has gone through with 
the process of manufacture, he is allowed to put that material 
into a warehouse. 

It is true he must build that warehouse, but he has a Govern- 
ment officer who takes care of it, who has to be there every hour 
of the day; and who is paid by the Government for these eight 
years—paid out of the Treasury. It is no great loss to the Ken- 
tucky distillers that they put their property in a bonded ware- 
house of the Government for the purpose of improving its con- 
dition, because the Government itself becomes the custodian of 
their property, and the Government pays for that custody. If 
the distilled spirits are burned within the eight years, no tax is 
paid, although the Government officer may have been there six 

ears. 

. What I say and believe is, that this is an unjust distinction as 
against the people who pay taxes on alcohol immediately after 
they buy their corn or their rye and produce high wines, and send 
them on the market. Thereforeit is that if this bonded period 
is to be extended for the benefit of one-third of the production 
of the United States to sell, and for that property which at the 
end of that period is improved each day and each year, so that 
at the end of the period it brings a high price, these people 
should pay a higher tax than is paid upon the other classes of 
distilled spirits. 

Tat is my contention, and I do not think there is any answer 
toit. I have heard no answer toit. It is no answer to say, as 
the Senator from Texas {Mr. MILLS] said a few moments ago, 
that he was in favor of the largest and most liberal conditions. 
If the bonded period is necessary, those who have the benefit of 
it and who have had the aidof the Government during all these 
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years ought to be willing to pay an additional tax for the addi- 
{onal advantage which is thus given to their property. 

That seems to me to be a fair statement of the case. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
make a motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to ask the Senator if he offered an 
amendment to the committee amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then Iam answered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not offeran amendment. It would be 
useless for me to offer an amendment unless I had the sanction 
of some Senator on the other side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it would be. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the Senator from Tennessee, I am glad 
to know, concurs with me in the futility of my undertakings to 
perfect this bill. I donot know but that at some stage I may 


! 
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Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], who is absent, and I withhold my 
vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 


I suggest the Senator from Rhode 


to 


| Island that as I am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 


Does the Senator from Tennessee desire to 


offer an amendment, if this bonded period, by a vote of the Sen- | 


ate, shall be finally extended to distilled spirits in bond. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. lt desire to amend section 82. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the pending question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr, HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote may be 
taken on the amendment by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it can be taken without further debate, I 
am quite content. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas is an amendment to the 
bill and not to the committee amendment. The question will 
first be taken on the amendment proposed by the committee. 
The Chair will then recognize the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is notanamendment toanything which ap- 
pears in the bill; itis a new section, and should pe placed im- 
mediately before section 82. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itisnotoffered, then, as anamend- 
ment to the pending amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question, then, will first be 
taken on theamendment proposed by the committee, after which 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chairdoes not quite understand 
the proposition of the Senator from Kansas. He offers his 
amendment as a new section to come in ahead of the section of- 
fered by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that is first in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; asan independent section. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being so, it is first in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the ques- 
tion. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Tennessee has withdrawn that 
motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have a vote without further debate 
Ishall not insist on my motion. I did move tolaythe amend- 
ment on the table, but I withdraw it if we can come to a vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH}, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who has been called 
away by reason of illness in his family. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors]. 
{ should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 

{Mr. DoLPH]. 
_ Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is not in the Chamber. I take 
the liberty of transferring my pair with him to the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. JARvis], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 


I am paired with 
If he were here 


SHERMAN], we transfer our pairs, whereby the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] will be paired with the Senator 
from Ohio, and the Senator from Rhode Tsland and I can both 
vote. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to announce that my colleague 
{[Mr. CAFFERY] is paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWER]. 

The resuit was announced—yeas 2), nays 34; 


L vote ** 


to me. 


yea.” 


as follows: 


YEAS—20 
Aldrich Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 
Allen, Frye, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Quay, 
Chandler, Hale, Patton, Squire, 
Davis Higgins Peffer, Teller 
NAYS—H. 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Brice, Gray, Morgan, Vilas, 
Camden, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, 
| Cockrell, fill, Pasco, Walsh 
| Coke, Irby, Pugh, White 
Culiom, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—4Ai. 
Berry, George, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Manderson, Shoup, 
Call, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis, Smith, 
Cameron, Hunton, Morrill, Washburn, 
Carey, Jarvis, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dolph. * Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 5 and 6, section 82, page 211, I move 


| to strike out the words “the first day-of the second calendar 


month after.” 

The reason given by the committee for extending the time 
within which this provision is to take effect is thatstamps could 
not be prepared. 

My attention had not then been called to the fact that thi 
provision is contained in this bill: 

And until such stamps are prepared and furnished, the stamps now use«i 
to denote the payment of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits shall 
be affixed to all packages containing distilled spirits on which the tax tin 
posed by this section is paid. 

So that excuse is gone, and if there is no other reason, I[ pre- 
sume the committee will agree to my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 211, section 82, line 5, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ the first day of the second calendar month 
after;” so as to read: 

Sec. 82. That on and after the passage of this act there shall be levied an 
ilected on all distilled spirits in bond at that time, or that have been or 
that may be then or thereafter produced in the United States, on which the 


| tax is not paid before that day, a tax of $1.10 on each proof gallon, or win 


gallon when below proof 


Mr. VEST. Dol understand the Senator from Rhode Is! 
to say that the same stamps can be used? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision in the section itself in lines 
19, 20, 21, and 22 says they shall be used. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Khode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the committee amendment 


ind 


on page 212, line 14, by striking out the word ‘‘ eight,” and in 
serting the word ‘‘ three.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 


from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 212, section 82, line 14, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word ‘‘eight,” and insert ‘‘ three;” so as 
to read: 

Within three years from the date of the ori; 
distillery warehouse, or from the date of original gauge of fruit brandy de 
posited in special bonded warehouse, except in case of withdrawal there 
from without payment of tax as authorized by law 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansa 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, after section 9}, to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 


nal entry for deposit in any 


ig on the amend- 


5. 
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tor from Massachusetts that the section to which he refers has 
not yet been reached. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the committee amendment included 
all these sections. Is each section of the matter in italics treated 
as a separate amendment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Every one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 82 is the amendment pend- 
ing. 

Mr. HOAR. It makes no difference. I want to move the 
amendment at the proper time and to make a few remarks of 
two or three minutes in regard to it. My remarks will consist 
chiefly of some statements made by citizens interested, which 
have been communicated to me. I therefore give notice of the 
amendment now, in ordev to have it printed. I should like also 
to have it read. It is very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

Ths SECRETARY. After section 94, it is proposed to insert: 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts, or in any 
medicinal or other like compound, may use the same under regulations to 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and on satisfying the col- 
lector of internal revenue for the district wherein he resides or carries on 
business, that he has complied with such regulations and has used such 
alcohol therein, ana exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show 


that the tax has been paid thereon, he shall be entitled to receive from the 
Treasuger of the United States a rebate or repayment of the taxes paid. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, there seems to have been a 
conflict of testimony presented to the committee as to whether 
there should be an extension of the bonded time upon whisky, 
and in the argument to-day there is a conflict of opinion; but 
after listening to the argument of my colleague from California 
I think the Senate will be satisfied that there can be no differ- 
ence of opinion as to the advisability of extending the bonded 
period upon grape or fruit brandy. . 

I find that every State of the Union, with two exceptions, pro- 
duces more or less fruit brandy. During the past year there 
were made 601,869 gallons of apple brandy, 57,589 gallons of 
peach brandy, and 1,699,000 gallons of grape brandy, making a 
total of 2,358,478 gallons of fruit brandy. 

The German Government has purchased our brandy, giving it 
the preference to that of France, it being a purer article. 

California is especially interested in the cultivation of the 
grape and the manufacture of grape brandy; and as there is 
a unanimity of en on the floor of the Senate to-day that 
brandy improves by age and that the bonded period should be 
extended to at least eight years, I have deemed it my duty to 
my constituents in the State of California, which I have the 
honor in part to represent upon this floor, to ask a division of 
the question by amending various paragraphs. I ask that the 
amendment be read. 

I shall not trespass longer upon the Senate; and asa test on 
this amendment my friend, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], can move to lay it on the table; which will give us an 
opportunity at least of giving an expression of our opinion as to 
whether we are willing to extend the bonded period upon fruit 
brandy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from California will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: é 

Amend on page 212, line 13, by adding after the word ‘‘ warehouse,” ‘' ex- 
cepting special bonded warehouses for fruit brandy;’’ and in line 14 strike 
out the word “eight ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “three;” and in 
line 15, after the word “ or,” insert ‘‘ within eight years.” 

Also, on page 213, line 1, strikeout the words “eight years” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ the periods named in section 82 of this act, respectively;’’ on 
line 22, strike out the words ‘eight years’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ the 
bonding period named in section 82 of this act.” 

Also, on page 214, section 84, line 15, strike out the words “ distilled spirits,” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ grape spirits or fruit brandy;"’ on line 16, strike 
out the words “ distillery warehouse;”’ also strike out all of line 17, and in 
line 18 strike out the words ‘‘ provisions of this act.” 

Also, on page 215, in line 6 and 7, strike out the words ‘‘distillery ware- 
house or other bonded warehouse,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘special 


bonded warehouse.” 
Page 214, in line 19 and 20, strike out the words ‘“‘as to fruit brandy or orig- 


inal entry as to all other spirits.” 
Page 219, line 2, strike out the word “eight ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “three.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will first be taken 
upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from California 
to section 82; the other sections to which the amendment ap- 
plies not yet having been reached. 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it be in order, Mr. President, tomove 
to lay the amendments on the table en masse? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that I only ask for a viva voce 
vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwill state that I am ready to give the Sena- 
tor a vote upon it in either form. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the question be taken onall the Sen- 
ator’s amendments at one time, Mr. President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee moves to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote upon the amend- 
ments I am ready to vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amenda- 
ments proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee to insert as a new section sec- 
tion 82. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move an amendment to come in after ling 
15 on page 211. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 82, on page 211, after the word 
“excluded,” at the end of line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

And provided further, That on distilled spirits remaining in bond after 
four years of the bonded period hereinafter provided for an additional tax 


of 5 cents per gallon per annum shall be assessed and paid, and at the rate 
of 5 cents per gallon for each fractional part of a year. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will be accepted by 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. POWER called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARvis] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general 

air with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], who 
is absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. If he were present 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS], ana therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. At the suggestion of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER}, I will transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], which will permit the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia and me to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. POWER. [I ampaired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], but [transfer that pair to the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Hoar, Platt, 
Ailison, Hale, McMillan, Power, 
Cullom, Hawley, Patton, Quay, 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, Squire, 
Frye, Hill, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—33. 

Allen, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Bate, Gordon, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Camden, irby, Peffer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark Pugh, White. 
Coke, Kyle, Ransom, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 
Faulkner, Mills, Stewart, 

; NOT VOTING—33. 
Berry, Dolph, McLaurin, Shou 
Brice, Dubois, McPherson, Smith, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Teller, 
Oaffery, Gorman, Martin, Washburn, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Cameron, Kiunton, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Carey, Jarvis, Palmer, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


Dixon, Lodge, Sherman, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GORDON. I wish to announce that for the remainder of 
to-day’s session the pair existing between the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRs 
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«iene talaieaeiaanianalatia 
MAN] will be resumed, and my pair with the Senator from [owa 


. WILSON] will be resumed. ae 
(\The em URESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the committee, inserting section 82. 
The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was toadd 


as a new section the following: 


SEc. 88. That warehousing bonds and transportation and warehousing 
bonds, conditioned for the payment of the taxes on all distilled spirits en- 
tered for deposit into distillery or special bonded warehouses on and after 
the date named inthe last preceding section, shall be given by the distiller 
of said spirits as required by existing laws, conditioned, however, for pay- 
ment of taxes at the rate imposed by this act and before removal from ware- 
house and within eight years, as to fruit oe from the date of the origi- 
nal gauge, and as to all other spirits from the date of the original entry for 
deposit, and ail warehousing bonds or transportation and warehousing 
bonds conditioned for the payment of the taxes on distilled spirits entered 
for depositinto distillery or special bonded warehouses prior to that date 
shall continue in full force and effect for the time named in said _ bonds, ex- 
cept where new or additional bonds are required under existing law. 

Whenever the tax is paid on or after the aforesaid date, pursuant to the 
provisions of the warehousing or transportation and warehousing bonds 
aforesaid, there shall be added to the 90 cents per taxable gallon an addi- 
tional tax sufficient to make the tax paid _on said spirits equal to that im- 

osed by this act. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue may require the 
Ristillers of the spirits to give bonds for the additional tax, and before the 
expiration of the original bonds shall prescribe rules and regulations for 
reentry for deposit and for new bonds as provided for spirits originally en- 
tered for deposit under this act, and conditioned for ——_ of tax at the 
rate imposed by this act and before removal of the > rits from warehouse, 
and within eight years; as to fruit brandy, from the date of the original 

auge, and as to all other spirits, from the date of original entry for deposit. 
ft the distiller of the spirits fails or refuses to give the bond for additional 
tax, or to reénter and rebond the spirits, the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue may proceed to collect the tax as now provided by law for failure or re- 
fusal to give warehousing bonds on original entry into distillery warehouse 
or special-bonded warehouse, and the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
May 28, 1880 (21 Statutes, 145), so far as applicable, are hereby extended to 
bonds given under the provisions of this section: Provided, That the distiller 
may, at his option and under such regulations as the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall pre- 
scribe, execute an annual bond for the spirits so deposited in lieu of the bonds 
herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 


Sec. 84. That the distiller of any distilled spirits deposited in any distil 
lery warehouse, or special-bonded warehouse, or in any general-bonded 
warehouse established under the provisions of this act may, prior to the ex- 
piration of four years from the date of original gauge as to fruit brandy, or 
original entry as to all other spirits, file with the collector a notice giving a 
description of the packages containing the spirits, and request a regauge of 
the same; andthereupon the collector shall direct a gauger to regauge the 
spirits, and to mark upon each such package the number of gauge or wine 
gallons and proof gallons therein contained. 

If upon such regauging it shall appear that there has been a loss of dis- 
tilled spirits from any cask or package, without the fault or negligence of 
the distiller thereof, taxes shall be collected only on the quantity of distilled 
spirits contained in such cask or package at the time of the withdrawal 
thereof from the distillery warehouse or other bonded warehouse; Provided, 
however, That the allowance which shall be made for such loss of spirits as 
aforesaid shall not exceed 1 proof gallon for two months or part thereof; 14 

allons for threeand four months; “gallons for five and six months; 2} gallons 

‘or seven and eight months; 3 gallons for nine and ten months; 3} gallons 
for eleven and twelve months; 4 gallons for thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen 
months; 4} gallons for sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen months; 5 gallons 
for nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one months; oF galions for twenty-two, 
twenty-three, and twenty-four months; 6 gallons for twenty-five, twenty-six, 
and twenty-seven months; 6} gallons for ne an twenty-nine, and 
thirty months; 7 gallonsfor thirty-one, thirty-two, and thirty-three months; 
74 gallons for thirty-four, thirty-five, and thirty-six months; 8 gallons for 
thirty-seven, thirty-eight, thirty-nine, and forty months: 8} gallons for forty- 
one, forty-two, forty-three, and forty-four months; 9 gallons for forty-five, 
forty-six, forty-seven, and forty-eight months; and mo further allowance 
shallbe made: And provided further, That in case suchspirits shall remain 
in warehouse after the same have been regauged, the packages containing 
the spirits shall, at the time of withdrawal from warehouse and at such other 
times as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may direct, be again re- 
es or inspected; andif found to contain a larger quantity than shown 

y the first regauge, the tax shall be collected and paid on the quantity 
contained in each such package as shown by the original gauge: And pro- 
vided further, That taxes shall be collected on the quantity contained in 
each cask or package as shown by the original gauge, where the distiller does 
not or a regauge before the expiration of four years from the date 
of original entry or gauge: Provided, also, That the foregoing allowance of 
loss shall apply only to casks or packages of a capacity of 40 or more wine 
ae and that the allowance for loss on casks or packages of less capac- 

ty than 40 gallons shall not exceed one-half the amount allowed on said 40- 
gallon cask or package; but no allowance shall be made on casks or pack- 
— of less capacity than 20 gallons: And provided further, That the proof 
of such distilled spirits shall not in any case be computed at the time of 
withdrawal at less than 100 per cent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 


Suc. 8, ThattheCommissioner of Internal Revenue shall be, and is hereb A 
authorized, in his discretion and upon the execution of such bond as he mes 
any ae to establish one or more warehouses, not exceeding ten in num- 

r in any one collection district, to be known and designated as general 
bonded warehouses, and to be used exclusively for the storage of spirits 
distilled from materials other than fruit, éach of which warehouses shall 

in the charge of a storekeeper or storekeeper and gauger to be appointed, 
ene » transferred, and paid in the same manner as such officers for 
istillery warehouses are now appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid. 
Every such warehouse shall be under the control of the collector of inter- 
= revenue of the district in which such warehouse is located, and shall 
in the joint custody of thestorekeeper and proprietor thereof, and kept 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





6957 


securely locked, and shall at no time be unlocked or opened or remain open 
except in the presence of such storekeeper or other person who may be deg: 
ignated to act for him, as provided in the case of distillery warehouses; 
and such warehouses shall be under such furtherregulations as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

SEc. 86. That any distilled spirits made from materials other than fruit, 
and lawfully deposited in a distillery warehouse, may, upon application of 
the distiller thereof, be rermoved from such distillery warehouse to any gen- 
eral bonded warehouse established under the provisions of the precedin 
section; and the removal of said spirits to said general bonded warehous 
shall be under such regulations, and after making such entries and execut- 
ing and filing with the collector of the district in which tbs spirits were man- 
ufactured, such bonds and bills of lading, and the giving é6f such other addi- 
tional security, as may be prescribed by the Commissionex of Internal Rev- 
enue and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 87. That all spirits intended for deposit in « general bonded ware- 
house, before being removed from the distillery wzrehouse, shall have af- 
fixed to each package an engraved stamp indicative of such intention, to 
be provided and furnished to the several collectors as in the case of other 
stamps, and to be charged to them and accounted for in the same manner. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 88. That any spirits removed in bond as aforesaid may, upon its ar- 
rivalat a general bonded warehouse, be deposited therein upon making 
such entries, filing such bonds and other securities, and under such regula- 
tions as shall be ee by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. It shall be one of the condi- 
tions of the warehousing bond covering such spirits that the principal 
named in said bond shall pay the tax on the spirits as specified in the entz’} 
or cause the same to be paid within eight years from the date of the origt- 
nal entry of the same into the distillery warehouse, and before withdrawal, 
except as hereinafter provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Skc. 89. That any spirits may be withdrawn once and no more from one 
general bonded warehouse for transportation to another general bonded 
warehouse, and when intended to be so withdrawn, shall have affixed thereto 
another general bonded warehouse stamp indicative of such intention; and 
the withdrawal of such spirits, and their transfer to and entry into such 

eneral bonded warehouse shall be under such regulations and upon the fil- 

ng of such notices, entries, bonds, and bills of lading as the Commissioner 

of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
may, from time to time, prescribe; and the bonds covering spirits in general 
bonded warehouses shall be given by distillers of the Se ts, and shall be 
renewed at such times as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may, by 
regulations, require. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Src. 90. That the provisions of existing law in regard to the withdrawal 
of distilled spirits from warehouses upon payment of tax, or for exporta- 
tion or for transfer to a manufacturing warehouse, and as to the gauging, 
marking, branding, and stamping of the spirits upon such withdrawals, and 
in regard to withdrawals for the use of the United States or scientific insti- 
tutions or colleges of learning, including the provisions for allowance for 
loss by accidental fire or other unavoidable accident, are hereby extended 


and made applicable to spirits deposited in general bonded warehouses un- 
der this act. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add asa new section the follow- 
ing: 

SEc. 91. Whenever distilling shall have been suspended at any distillery 
for a period or periods aggregating six months during any calendar year, 
and the quantity of spirits remaining in the distillery warehouse does not 
exceed 5,000 proof gallons, or whenever, in the opinion of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, any distillery warehouse or general bonded warehouse 
is unsafe or unfit for use, or the merchandise therein is liable to loss or 
great wastage, he may in either such case discontinue such warehouse and 
require the merchandise therein to be transferred to such other ware- 
house as he may designate, and within such time as he may prescribe; and all 
the provisions of section 3272 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lating to transfers of spirits from warehouses, including those imposin 
penalties, are hereby made applicable to transfers to or from genera 
bonded warehouses established under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a newsection the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 92. The tax upon any distilled spirits removed from a distillery ware- 
house for deposit in a general bonded warehouse, and in respect of which 
any requirement of this act is not complied with, shall, at any time when 
knowledge of such fact is obtained by the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, be assessed by him upon the distiller of the same, and returned to the 
collector, who shall ey demand payment of such tax, and upon 
the neglect of payment by the distiller shall proceed to collect the same b 
distraint. But this provision shall not exclude any other remedy or pra- 
ceeding provided by law toenforce the payment of the tax. if it shall ap- 
pear at any time that there has been a loss of distilled spirits from any cask 
or package deposited in a general bonded warehouse or special bonded 
warehouse, other than the loss provided for in section 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which, in the opinion of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, is excessive, he may instruct the collector of the dis- 
trict in which the loss has occurred to require the withdrawal from ware- 
house of such cask or package of distille se and to collect the tax 
accrued upon the original quantity of distilled spirits entered into the 
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Warehouse in such cask or package, less only the allowance for loss pro 
vided by law. If the said tax is not paid on demand the collector shall re 
ort the amount due, as shown by the original gauge, upon his next monthly 
ist, and it shall be assessed and coliected as other taxes are assessed and 


collected. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as @ new section, the fol- 
lowing: 

Sxc. 93. That in case any distilled spirits removed from a distillery ware- 
house for deposit in a general bonded warehouse shall fail to be deposited 
in suchgeneral!l bonded warehouse within ten days after such removal, or 


within the time specified in any bond given on such removal, or if any dis- 
tilled spirits deposited in any general bonded warehouse shall be taken 
therefrom, for export or otherwise, without full compliance with the pro- 
visions of this act, and with the requirements of any regulations made 
thereunder, and with the terms of any bond given on such removal, or if 
any distilled spirits which have been deposited in a general bonded ware- 
house shall be found elsewhere, not having been remoyed therefrom accord- 
ing to law, any person who shall be guilty of such failure, or any person 
who shall in any manner violate any provision of the next preceding eleven 
sections of this act, shall be subject, on conviction to a fine of not less than 
$100 nor more than %,000 and to imprisonment for not less thun three months 
nor more than three years for every such failure or violation; and the spir- 
its as to which such failure or violation, or unlawful removal shall take 
place shall be forfeited to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section, the follow- 
ing: 

Sro, 94. That all assessments made under the provisions of section 3309 
of the Mévised Statutes of the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, 
shall be at the rate of tax imposed by this act on each proof gallon. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOoAR] 
gave notice of an amendment which he intended to propose to 
section 94, and thinking, I suppose, that it would not come up 
before to-morrow he has gone from the Chamber. I ask that 
that section may be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was understood that the Senator 
from Massachusetts should offer the amendment and make his 
remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas to the penalty clause, beginning in line 11 of section 93: 

Any person who shall in any manner violate any provision of the next 

receding eleven sections of this act, shall be subject, on conviction, to a 

ne of not lessthan $100 nor more than %,000, and to imprisonment for not 
less than three months nor more than three years for every such failure or 
violation. 

Apparently in case of an offense, however slight, there must 
be both fine and imprisonment. I suppose the Senator does not 
mean that both fine and imprisonment shall be imposed for a 
Violation of the act. 

Ido not ask the Senator to amend the clause now, but I call 
his attention to it, because it is very rare in a general provision 
of this sort covering any violation of an act that such violation 
shall be punished necessarily by both fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am entirely willing to strike out 
the word ‘‘and,” inline 14, and insert the word “or.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator may desire to change the 
section otherwise, instead of providing for both fine and im- 
prisonment. I suggest to the Senator that he prepare an amend- 
ment before to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. .Let the word *‘and” in line 14 be 
stricken out and the word “ or” inserted, so as to make the pun- 
ishment fine or imprisonment. Let that beagreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to add 
as a new section the following: 


Sec. 95. That no distiller who has given the required bond and who sells 
only distilled spirits of his own production at the place of manufacture, or 
at the place of storage in bond, in the original packages to which the tax- 
paid stamps are affixed, shall be required to pay the special tax of a whole- 
some liquor dealer on account of such sales. 


Mr. VEST. In line 3, on page 223, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘wholesome;” which is a misprint, and insert the word 
** wholesale.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be agreed to 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I move to amend the amendment by adding 
to the section what appears in small type, beginning after the 
word ‘‘ sales,” in line 4, on page 223. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 95, on page 223, after the word 
és ” ’ . : : a 

sales,” at the end of line 4, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That he shall be required to keep the book prescribed by section 
8318 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or so much as shall show 
the date when he sent out any spirits, the serial numbers of the ackages 
containing same, the kind and quality of the spirits in wine gallons and 
taxable gallons, the serial numbers of the stamps on the packages, and the 
name and residence of the person to whom sent; and the provisions of sec- 
tion 5 of an act entitled *‘An act to amend the laws rela’ to internal rev- 
énue,” approved March 5, 1879, as to transcripts, shall ap to such books. 


Any fail by reason of refusal or willful neglect, to fu the transcript 
by himsh subject the spirits owned or dis: on by him to forfeiture. F 
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Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to this section. It seems to contemplate that q 
distiller may remove liquor for sale from his Own warehouse 
without the payment of a wholesale dealer’s tax. My recollee- 
tion of the present law is that such a thing can not be done now 
except in full packages, and the warehouse can only be opened 
as the Senator will remember, by the joint action of the store- 
keeper and the distiller. 

If the Senator has taken care by the use of suitable language 
to prevent the danger that might be involved in making the dis- 
tillery warehouse practically a wholesale liquor house for deal- 
ing day by day in liquors, I do not know that I shall object; but 
itseems to me that it is rather a dangerous provision to allow a 
bonded warehouse to be opened every day when a person may 
desire a single package, or a half package, etc., to be sent out. 
If the Senator thinks there is no danger about the provision, | 
shall not interpose. 

Mr. VEST. I only know that this amendment was prepared 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who sent it to the 
committee with the request that we should insert it in the bill. 
[suppose the provisions of existing law will apply, and that the 
amendment does not change it. Iam not expert enough in the 
details of this excise law to say how it will operate, but I confess 
frankly that I took the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal 

Revenue without much question in regard to it. Itwas prepared 
by the Commissioner and the committee have made no addition 
to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
ence. 

Mr. VEST. We shall look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I make no objection, though I think 
the provision appears rather dangerous on its face. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to add, 
as a new section, the following: 

Sxc.96. Thatstorekeepers, and storekeepers and gaugers, when transferred 
from one distillery to another, either in the same district or in different dis- 
tricts, shall receive compensation not exceeding 84 per day during the time 


necessarily occupied in traveling from one distillery to the other, together 
with actual and necessary traveling expenses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sxc. 97. That the officer holding the combined office of storekeeper and 
gauger, under the provisions of the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation act approved August 15, 1876 (19 Statutes, page 152), may be as- 
signed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to perform the separate 
duties of a storekeeper at any distillery, or at any generalor special bonded 
warehouse, or to perform any of the duties of a gauger under the internal- 
revenue laws. And the said officer, before entering upon the discharge of 
such separate duties, shall give a bond to be ee by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue for the faithful discharge of his duties in such form and 
forsuch amount as the Commissioner may prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section the follow- 
ing: ; 

Sxc. 98. That internal-revenue gaugers may be assigned to duty at distil- 
leries, rectifying houses, or wherever gauging is required to be done, and 
transferred from one place of duty to another, by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, in like manner as storekeepers and storekeepers and gaugers 
are now assigned and transferred. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


Sxc. 99. That section 3320 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended, be further amended by striking out all after said number‘and sub- 
stituting the following: 

‘‘Whenever any cask or package, containing 5 wine gallons or more, {3 
filled for shipment, sale, or delivery on the premises of any rectifier who 
has paid the special tax required by law, it shall be inspected and gauged by 
a United States gauger, whose duty it shall be tomark and brand the same 
and place thereon an engraved stamp, which shall state the date when af- 
fixed and the number of proof gallons, and shall be in such form as shall be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That when such cask or package i$ 
filled on the premises of a rectifier rectifying less than 500 barrels a year, 
counting 40 gallons of a spirits to the barrel, it may be gauged, marked, 
branded, and stamped by a United States gauger, or it may be gauged, 
marked, branded, and stamped by the rectifier, as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may b 
regulations prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. f 
The next amendment was, to add as a new section the following: 


Sxgc. 100. That whenever — intending to commence or to continue 
the business of a distiller shall execute a bond under the provisions of sec 
tion 3260 of the Revised Statutes of United States, and file the same with t 
collector of internal revenue for the district in which he proposes to distil 
the collector may refuse to approve said bond if the person me th 
same shall have been previously convicted, in a court of competent juris- 


It can be looked into in confer- 
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fraudulent noncompliance with any of the provisions of law 
duties and business of distillers, or if the Jommissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall 
Dave compromised such an offense With the person upon the payment of 
penalties or ot herwise, and, in case of such refusal, the person so proposing 
to distill may appeal to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, whose deci- 
gion in the matter shall be final. 


diction, of any 
relating to the 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. ALLISON. I offerat this point an amendment of which 
T he ‘ave notice, and which I send to the Secretary’s 
doelx. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment proposed by Mr. ALLISON 
is to amend by adding as a newsection on page 226 the following: 

sec. 100}. That section 18 of “An act to amend existing customs and in- 
ternal-revenue laws, and for other purposes,”’ approved February 8, 1875, as 
amended by section 4 of “An act to amend the laws relating to internal rev 


retofore 


enue,” approved March 1, 1879, be further amended by striking out of the first 
line of said amended section, as printed in volume 20, United States Stat- 
utes at Large, the word “twenty-five,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘fifty;’’ and by striking outof the fifth and sixth lines of said amended 


section, as printed as aforesaid, the words “one hundred,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “two hundred.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of this amendnient is to avoid a 
double tax and to so distribute the tax as to save producers of 
alcohol for use in the arts from certain provisions which seem 
to bo imposed upon them by the additional tax of 20 cents a gal- 
lon imposed by the House and Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. (Putting the question.) 
The noes scem to have it. The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is not agreed to. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iask for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator asks for a division to show the 
vant of a quorum. We shall show it more clearly by the yeas 
and nays. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think a call of the roll will show 
the want of a quorum. I disagree with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw 
his call for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. [shall not ask for the yeas and nays unless 
the Senator from New Hampshire insists upon a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are the yeas and nays demanded? 

Mr. HARRIS. Isa division demanded? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwithdraw the call for adivision, with the 
kind permission of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The demand being withdrawn the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa is not agreed to. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 101. That section 43 of the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled ‘‘An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties onimports, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ be amended so as to read as follows: 

“That the wine spirits mentioned in section 42 of this act is the product 
resulting from the distillation of fermented grape juice and shall be held to 
include the product commonly known as grape brandy; and the pure sweet 
wine which may be fortified free of tax, as provided in said section, is fer- 
mented grape juice only, and shall contain no other substance of any kind 
whatever introduced before, at the time of, or after fermentation, and such 
sweet wine shall contain not less than 4 per cent of saccharine matter, 
which saccharine strength may be determined by testing with Billings sac- 
charometer or must scale, such sweet wine, after the evaporation of the 
spirit contained therein, and restoring the sample tested to original volume 
by addition of water: Provided, That the addition of pure boiled or con- 
densed grape must, or pure crystallized cane or beet sugar to the pure grape 


juice aforesaid, or the fermented product of such grape juice prior to the | 


fortification provided for by this act for the sole purpose of perfecting sweet 
Wines according to commercial standard, shall not be exeluded by the defini- 
tion of pure, sweet wine aforesaid: Provided further, That the cane or beet 
Sugar so used shall not be in excess of 10 per cent of the weight of wines to 
be fortified under this act.’’ 

Mr. VEST. On page 
strike out ‘‘ Billings ” and insert “‘ Balling’s.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether this section meets the approval of the Treasury De- 


partment? 

Mr. VEST. It does. It was prepared by the Treasury De- 
partment. ; 

7 VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill wiil pro- 
ceed, 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out section 102 in the following words: 

That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

And to insert: 


Sc. 102. Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff 


for himsel?, or who employs others to manufacture tobaccoor snuff, whether 
uch manutacture be by cutting, pressing, ; 0 


ny raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise 
ufactured or partially manufactur 

or use Or consumption o 

acco resulting from any 


reparing raw or leaf tobacco, or 
tobacco or suuff, or the putting up 

Scraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of to- 
processof handling tobacco, or by the working or 


226, in section 101, line 20, I move to | 


grinding, crushing, or rubbing of | 
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preparation of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, clippings, or waste, by 
sifting, twisting, screening, or any other process, shall bo regarded as a 
manufacturer of tobacco. 

Every person shall also be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than the original hogshead, 
case, or bale; or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly 
registered dealers in leaf tobacco, or to duly registered dealers in manufac 
tured tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in original pack- 
ages for export; and all tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded 
as man ctured tobacco, and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up 
ind prepared by such manufacturer in such packages only as the Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 















ury ull prescribe: Provided, That farmers and growers of tobacco who 
sell le tobacco of their own growth and raising shall not be regarded as 
manufacturers of tobacco; and so much of section 3244 of the Revised St 
utes of the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with 
this act are hereby repealed 

Mr. VEST. On page 228, line 2,after the word ‘‘ registered” 
I move to strike out ‘‘dealers in manufactured” and insert 
‘*manufacturers of.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Ioffer an amendment to the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentto the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 102, page 228, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘ tobacco,” insert: 

Nor shall merchants who buy tobacco in the leaf, or in ordinary manu 
factured twist form, directly from the grower and sell the same in ordinary 


unmanufactured twist-form directly to consumers, be regarded 
facturers of tobacco within the provisions of this act. 

Mr. KYLE. This amendment enables the grower of tobacco 
to sell the ordinary twist, unmanufactured tobacco directly to 
the consumer, or to the retail merchant who will retail it tothe 
consumer, and the dealer shall be considered as a manufacturer 
of tobacco. It enables the poor people of the country who use 
this kind of tobacco to get it cheap, and therefore it is nothing 
more than just. It gives a market also for this kind of to- 
bacco. 

[ have here a number of statistics, which I will insert in the 
RECORD, showing what the saving will be to the consumer in 
various States by the adoption of this amendment: 

South Dakota used 500,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents... 


as manu 


leaf tobacco used by several States during the year 1898 


#75, 000 


259. 000 


ee ii iiiitiiceicniitins ceirbitiiiniidipasiiies 175, 000 
North Dakota used 350,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents..... 52, 500 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents.......... . 175,000 

Saved on amount used amiiinaitaatdea 122, 500 
Minnesota used 550,009 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 82, 5 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents........-- 7, OOO 

Saved on amount used-....... Gieianidcsnieia hon --- 172,500 
Arkansas used 450,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents.__......... 67, 500 
Same amount manufactured would cost, at 50 cents....... a eeee wed, OOO 

AmOTES GRVOG Gi WHRS WED COE oc ccccccccccswecccnesscesceneuse 157, 500 
Texas used 600,000 pounds; cost consumer, at 15 cents 90, 000 


Same amount manufactured cost, at 50 cents 300, 000 


a 210, 000 
Total saved in five States mentioned Dcdiahs 837, 500 
Government lost in revenue only........--- wenenas 147, 000 


The reason for the amendment is that it makes the provision 
just what it was as the bill came tous from the other House. 
I hope there will be no objection to my amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the amendment to the amendn 
be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment 

Mr. DANIEL. AsI understand, the farmer has a right now 
to sell his tobacco to anyone, and this does not take it away. 

Mr. VEST. At the place of production. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
insert after line 16, page 228, section 102, of the bill, as it now 
stands, the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That section 27, chapter 1244, volume 1, of Supplement 
to the Revised Statutes of the United States, be amended by striking out all 
after the word “repeal,’’ in line 5 of said section, as follows: “ Provided, 
however, That it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter producing and 
sélling leaf tobacco, on demand of any internal revenue officer or other au- 
thorized agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said officer or agent 
a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of all of his sales of leat 
tobacco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds, with the name and res- 
idence, in-each instance, of the person to whom sold and the place to which 
it is shipped; and every farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish 
such information, or who knowingly makes false statements as to any of 
the facts aforesaid, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable toa 
penalty not exceeding 8500.'" That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes and 
“all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


nt 
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Mr. VEST. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. It simply strikes out those provisions of law 
on the same subject. 

I have a letter here, which I deem it necessary to read, from 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue recommending the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
be read. 

Mr. DANIEL. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let it be put in the REcorD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objectionit isso ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 





Unless the letter is a long one I hope it will 


It is not long. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894. 

Sir: With reference to bill H. R. 6993, to repeal that provision of section 
27, chapter 1244, volume 1 of Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, which requires that every farmer or planter preducing and selling 
leaf tobacco shall, on demand of any internal-revenue officer or authorized 
agent, ‘‘furnish said officer or agent a true and complete statement, veri- 
fied by oath, of all of his sales of leaf tobacco, the number of hogsheads, 
cases, or pounds, with the name and residence in each instance of the per- 
son to whom sold, and the place to which it is shipped,” etc., which bill you 
referred to me on the 12th instant for ‘“‘an opinion on the necessity of its 
enactmentinto a law,’’ I would say that while no necessity therefor exists, 
60 faras the interests of the revenue are concerned, yet as the provision 
whicf it is intended to repeal has not thus far been found materially useful 
in the execution of the internal-revenue laws, I find no special objection to 
interpose against the passage of this bill. 


Respectfully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 


Mr. PLATT. I observe in the amendment one mistake in 
spelling. It says ‘‘after the word ‘repeal.’” There is no such 
word in the section of the Revised Statutes which it proposes to 
amend. It should be ‘‘repealed.” It is a mere mistake in the 

rint. 
, Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will bs made. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to know in what section of 
the Revised Statutes it is to which the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia applies. 

The SECRETARY: 

That section 27, chapter 1244, page 863, volume 1, of Supplement to the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—— 


Mr. ALLISON. Do the repealing words follow? 

Mr. VEST. It repeats the words: 
be amended by striking out all after the word ‘repealed,’ in line 5 of said 
section, as follows: 

Then follows the language of the section that is to be re- 
pealed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have the Senator from Vir- 
ginia explain the object of hisamendment. As I understand, 
the closing proviso on page 228, ‘‘farmers and growers of to- 
bacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own growth and raising 
shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco.” Theyare to 
be relieved from paying any manufacturers’ tax. Is the section 
which the Senator proposes to repeal merely the carrying out 
of the necessary result of the exemption which is contained 
in the bill, or does it go further? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know that you can say it carries 
out the necessary result, but the law as it now stands seems to 
impose a very unnecessary burden upon the farmer, that of keep- 
ing books. As he is relieved of the tax and there is no duty or 
obligation with reference to the Government, there is no reason 
why he should keep books of his purely private transactions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Evidently if the farmer is to pay no tax 
he should not be required to make a return verified by oath of 
all his savings, and he ought not to be put under a penalty for 
not doing so. 

Mr. DANIEL. The obiect of the amendment is to relieve the 
farmer of the burden of having to keep and submit to the Gov- 
ernment a statement of his own private business. It repeals the 
provision that makes him do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the repeal of this section 
of the Revised Statutes, which was carried into the supplemental 
volume, but I think the last portion of the provision should be 
stricken out. I ask the Secretary to read what occurs after the 
words repealing section 3361 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia 
that he amend his amendment, the latter part of which now 
reads: . 

That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes and all laws in conflict with this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Let him strike out ‘‘and all laws in conflict with this act are” 
and insert ‘‘ is.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the suggestion I was about to make. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; 1 accept the suggestion, and will 
60 modify my amendment. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia as modified proposed 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to offer an amendment to section 
102. I move to strike out in line 25, page 227, before the word 
‘‘hogshead,” the words, ‘‘ the original” and insert ‘‘a;” so as 
to read, ‘‘ less than a hogshead, case, or bale.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move to strike out in line 2, page 228, 
the word ‘‘to.” It reads now, or ‘'to duly registered manufac- 
turers of.” Itshould read, ‘or duly registered manufacturers 
of.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move to strike out in line 5, page 228, tine 
word ‘‘ original” before ‘‘ packages;” so as to read, ‘or to per- 
sons who purchase in packages for export.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
228, beginning in line 17, to strike out section 87, in the follow- 
ing words: 

SEc. 87. That section 2984 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read, as follows: 

‘*SEc, 2984. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, except as 
otherwise specially provided in this act, upon production of satisfactory 
proof to him of the actual injury or destruction, in whole or in part, of any 
merchandise from any cause whatsoever, while the same remained in the 
custody of the officers of the customs in any public or private warehouse 
under bond, or in the see stores undergoing appraisal, in pursuance 
of law or regulations of the Treasury Department, or while in transporta 
tion under bond from the port of entry to any other port in the United 
States, or while in the custody of officers of the customs and not in bond, or 
while within the limits of any port of entry, and before the same have been 
landed under the supervision of the officers of the customs, to abate or re 
fund, as the case may be, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
ipeneees, the amount of impost duties paid or accruing thereupon, and 
likewise to cancel any warehouse bond or bonds, or enter satisfaction 
thereon, in whole or in part, as the case may be.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. (88) 103. That the act of June 20, 1876 (Nineteenth United States 
Statutes, page 60), be amended by insertion after the words ‘‘imported into 
the United States by such firm or partnership” the following: ‘Or for any 
other purpose connected with the general transaction of business at any 
custom-house.”’ 

Mr. VEST. In line 3, of section 103, I move to strike out 
“insertion” and insert ‘‘inserting.” : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made. The 
reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. HALE. As we have now reached section 104, where I 
have an amendment to offer which will give rise tosome debate, 
though I think not extended, as it is very late, nearly 7 o’clock, 
I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he is not willing to move an 
adjournment. We can not finish section 104 to-night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to meve a 
formal amendment? I think it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Insection 83, on page 212jline 22, [ move to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘the” down to the word ‘‘shall,” in line 
23, and insert ‘‘ passage of this aot.” This is made necessary by 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island and 
adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. QOn page 212, section 83, line 22, after the 
word “the,” strike out the words ‘‘date named in the last pre- 
ceding section” and insert ‘‘ passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. VEST. In the samesection, on page 213,I move to strike 
out, beginning with line 10, the following words: 

Whenever the tax is penn on or after the aforesaid date, pursuant to the 
provisions of the warehousing or transportation and warehousing bonds 
aforesaid, there shall be added to the 90 cents per taxable gallon an additional 
tax sufficient to make the tax paid on said spirits equal to that imposed by 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HALE. If section 104 has been reached, I move to strike 
it out. 

Mr.HARRIS. The Senator from Maine has asked that sec- 
tion 104 may go over until to-morrow. I regret ane I can no 
help the necessity of consenting to his request. therefo 
move that the Senate adjourn ; 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 56 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 29, 1894, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 28, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. MIL- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the disbursements 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, made in the States and 
Territories uhder the act applying a portion of the proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands to the bupport of colleges for the 
encouragement of agricultural and mechanical arts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles were severally laid 
before the House and referred as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Lewis A. Yorke—te the Com- 
mittee on Nava} Affairs. 


A bill (S. 1252) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An act to provide for | 


the times and places to hold terms of the United States courts in 
the State of Washington ’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. SAYERS, on account of sickness. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], as published in the RecorD of this morning, begin- 
ning on page 6911 and extending through pages 6912, 6913, and 
6914. hese remarks were made in the space of five minutes, and 
occupy two pages of the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
bama is not in his seat at this time. 

Mr. REED. I only wished to call attention to the matter. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask the gentleman from Maine to 
withhold his criticism for the present, as I have sent for my col- 
league. 

Nr. REED. Itisallright. I expect another extension will 
follow. Isimply wished to call the attention of the House toit. 
I think, when thecountry understands that remarks are made in 
this fashion, that we on this side ought not to be held responsible 
for any failure torespond tostatements which may be so inserted 
in the RECORD, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 
Maine restate the ground of his complaint? Idid not under- 
stand it. 

Mr. REED. IUdonotthinkI could. I simply call attention 
to the fact that the gentleman from Alabama, in a five-minute 
speech, has succeeded in filling about two pages of the REcorp. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I understand, from the 
remarks of gentlemen near me, general leave was given to print 
remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama is now in his 
seat. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the 
gentleman if general leave was not given to print on this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly it was. These gen- 
tlemen are always wrong when they make such charges against 
us. [Lau hter.} 

Mr. REED. I think that is a sufficient answer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the record examined 
to see if there was leave to print on the bill. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, BETHEL SPRINGS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a bill (H.R. 725) for the relief of the 
rustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. 

The SPEAKER. The bill willbe read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
puiporees and directed to pay to the trustees of the Presbyterian Church 


in 
appro riated, the sum of $400, being for the use, occupation, and damage to 
sald church by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report in that case be read. 
The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 725) 
for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, 
Tenn., submit the following report: 

The evidence filed in support of thisclaim shows that the church building 


Wag taken possession of and used and occupied by various commandsof the 
United States troops during the years 1832 and 1863. In accordance with 


XXVI—436 


The gentiéman from Ala- 


ethel Springs, Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
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precedent, it seems 8 be the ng | of Congress to pay rent for the use and 
occupation of institutions of. this character. Claim stated at 00. The ug 
and oc¢upation are proved to be &00 by the affidavits of parties who wer 
present at the time, and estimate it from personal knowledge and expert 
ence. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. 
ation of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. There are some amendments to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the amendments rec- 
ommended to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 7 by striking out the words ‘‘and damage to” and insert 
the word ‘‘and”’ between “use” and ‘‘ occupation; ‘and before the word 
said,” in the eighth line, insert ‘‘of;’’ so as to read, “ being for the use and 
occupation of said church, étc.”’ 

The amendments were agreed ta. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ENLOE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM D. MACK. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a joint resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER. 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution for the relief of W. D. Mack,a clerk in the Record and 
Pension Division of the War Department. 

_ The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The resolution was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have some explanation of this mat- 
ter. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this joint 
resolution has not been considered by any committee of this 
House, nor has it been acted upon by any. It has, however, 
been considered by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, 
and reported by Senator MANDERSON favorably: andI have sub- 
mitted it to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
of the House from Ohio, and am able to state that it meets his 
approval. 

The facts are that this man enlisted in 1861 for tnree years, or 
during the war. He was detailed for service in the Adjutant- 
General's Office, and has been in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment for some twenty years. 

Last year on the Fourth of July he attended a celebration at 
Gettysburg, and met with an accident while getting onto the 
cars, by which both feet were injured, and he was taken to the 
hospital and both feet were amputated. The leave of absence 
granted by law did not cover the period during which he was 
confined in the hospital, and this is simply to allow the De- 
partment tv pay him his salary for thirty-four days while he 
was thus confined as the result of the accident. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, it isa little over $100—about $110, I 
believe. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My impression was that under the law the 
Secretary of War had the right to grant additional leave in 
such cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itis notsoheld,I believe. Iask the Clerk 
to read the Senate report, made by Senator.MANDERSON. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 68) entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution for the relief of W. D. Mack, a 
clerk in the Record and Pension Office of the War Department,” having had 
the same under consideration, report it back favorably and recommend its 

assag 
The following statement of the acting chief of the Record and Pension 
Oftice of the War Department gives fully the circumstances attending the 
accident to Mr. Mack, and sets forth the reasons for the relief desired, and 
the recommendation of the Department: 

“Case of William D, Mack, clerk, Record and Pension Office, War Department. 
‘*RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
‘* War Department, March 12, 1894 


“As shown by the records, William D. Mack entered the serviceas a volun- 
teer soldier in May, 1861, to serve three years, and, after serving with his 
command (the Second Michigan Infantry) for more than two years in the 
fleld, was detailed for clerical duty in the office of the Adjutant-General of 
the Army. He has arecord of more than twenty years’ service to the Gov- 
ernmert, the last fourteen of which have been continuous. He is now ren- 
dering acceptable service as a clerk of class 2 in this office. 

On the 4th of July last, while returning from asoldiers’ reunion at Gettyg- 
burg, Pa., Mr. Mack was accidently thrown under a moving railway trai, 
and so seriously injured as to necessitate the amputation of both feet. By 
reason of this injury he was absent from duty until October 15, 1893, his total 
absence for the calendar year being thirty-three and one-half days in excess 
of the time, from all causes, allowed, with pay, by tre act of March 3, 1893, 





Is there objection to the present consider- 


The Clerk will report the title of the joint 
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overnmont for thé fi3ca}] Yoar ending June 30 
“Mr. Mackisa we of torrect Feonal abits, a taithfyl apd eeclens lerk, 
and is entirely worthy of the thost favo tone 


“es ideration. 
“of peculiar er ee and evidently one not c Rem 3 ad by ‘be act 


ing the heads of Departments in the time for eave Of mcé may 


be granted without loss of pay. The enactment o bill f $ réljef, it 
16 believed, wold be no more than just, copsiders: i AP aba faithful 
Service and the peculiar circumstances surrounding the case 
‘*Respectfully submitted. 
“J. FRECH, 
** Chief of Division, in the absence of Col. Ainéworth. 


“The SECRETARY OF WAR.”’ 
Mr. BURROWS. Thatis the report from the War Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the joint resolution be read again. 

The SPEAKER. It will be again reported, if there be no ob- 
tion. 

The joint resolutjon was again read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this bas not been submit- 
ted to the Committee gn Military Affairs, but it was submitted 
to me personally by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
ROWS]. I have Oo doubt Whatever that the Comthittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs would report such a bill unafiimously. This gen- 
tleman lost both feet by an accident, upon a patriotic ocgasion. 
His services have been very faithfy] and very officient, and he 
is also a veteran of the lage war. For that reasonI suggested 
to the gentleman from Michigan that I would concur in the 
report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. CAPEBART. I think the bill should be considered by 
the Committéé on Military Affairs. I object. 


COLD WATER RESERVOIR ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 
ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BRON RIDGE fArkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous conseht for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases 
for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold wa- 
ter reservoirs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to lease ynto the Hot Springs Wate Company, of Hot springs 
Ark., its successors and asjgne, or to any other person or corporation au- 
thorized tosupply the city of Hot Springs with cold water for drinking and 
oe yurposes, & site upon the West wes of the Hot Springs Res- 
ervatign, to be sélected by him, for the purpose of constructing and main- 

aining thereon a reservoir for cold water and the pipes nec y to con- 
is the same With the system of water supply of the city of Hot Springs, 

le term of such legse to be not to exceed tWenty yéafs, and the con — a- 
tin therefor an annual rental of #300, to be collected and accounted for as 
how provided by law in Tglaticn to the collection and accounting for of ref- 
_ derived from leasés Of bath-house sites upon the Hot Springs Reserva- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the gentleman why the amount of 
this rental is made $300. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Really they ought not 
g be charged any rent, but to putit under the control of the 
Secretary of the Interior we think there should be some rent, 
and the Committee simply fixed itat%300. The Secretdry of the 
Interior approves of the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to know, Mr. Speaker, if this 
waterworks company propose to take that part of the reserva- 
tion for which an appropriation was made, some timé since, for 
a@ reservoir to hold back the water, for fear of a flood down 
through the city of Hot Springs, which might injure the tunnel 
that the Government built there at a large expehse a few years 
ago? I want to know if the site located is the site of that reser- 
voir that the Government built there for the purpose of holding 
back the water? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There is no connection 
between the twoas far as IT know, Mr. Speaker, and indeed I 
know there is none. I will staie to the gentlemah from New 
York that all the elevated ground at all close to the city of Hot 
Springs belongs to the Government, and therefore in their 
municipal matters they are compelled to come to Congress, 
much as the District does, in business of this character. This 
is to put an additional reservoir upon a mountain top, and not 
in the valley. It is to be done at their own expense. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to inquire of the gentleman if 
pace is a stream of water running over the mountain top where 
itis proposed to have this reservoir? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Not at present; but we 

ore to conduct the water there by pipes if you will allow this 

ill to pass. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it proposed to pump thé water onto the 
mountain top? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there Qbjection to the request for the 
present 00 sigerayion of this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I shall have to object until I look into 
the matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the regular order. 

IMPROVEMENTS ON THE MINNESOTA RIVER. 

Mr. KIEFER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sidefation of the concurrent résolution. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution authorizing apd direct the Secretary of War to 
transmit to the House of Re Kane EY oe IEF Boorts that may have been 
made, since his laStannlal report, With reférence to Improvements off the 
Minnesota River. 

Beit resolved by the Houseaf Representatives (the Senate concurring), pat the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, autberized and instructed - Gspit 
to the House of Representatives any feports that may have heeh receitdd 
since his last annyal report pertaipihg to the improvement on the Minne- 
sota River in the State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectjon to the request for the 
copsideration? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agréed to. 


AMENDMENT OF JUDICIARY ACT. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unagimous 
consent for the See a consideration of the bill (H.R. 2794) to 
amend the judiciary act of August 13, 1888. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 7 ction 3 of anact entitled ‘‘An act to correct the 
enrollment of an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘Af act to amend séc- 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 10 of ap act etermine the jurisdiction of the circyit 
courts of the ooh te States and to regulate the removal gf causes from thé 


State cont , and for other purposes, ese March 3 } 5,” approved 
Altgust 18, of dnd reénacted go as to read as fdllo 
Tg ver or _—oe of any property appointed by ae 


“SEC, 3, 
court of t nited States may be gued in respect of any act or transac 


of his in carrying on the business c cted with such peers out the 
previous leave of eg in MS such receiver or manager was appointed, 
and that service on 8 récei or manager in such suitg may be made 
upon him or his po n the same manner as process Would be served upon 
said corporation Or its agents if it were not in the hands of such receive or 
manager, and with like effect; and any final judgment or decree rendered 
againstsuch receiver or Manager shall be conclusive of the amount and va- 
lidity of the claim sued on, hut no execution thereon shall be issued; but a 
gapy of such Judgment or decree may be filed for payment in the cause in 

hich such receiver or managet was ap ointed, and shall be subject to the 
geheral equity Jus ction of the couft in which said receiver or manager 
was appointed, §0 far as the same Shall be necessary to the enQs of justice.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, ] yield to my col- 
league [Mr. TATE] to offer a slight amendment, to which there 
is no objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “‘ effect,” ig line 21, the following Ware 8: 
“And such sults may be brought in gay oupty in which they Cofild bé 
brought under State laws against said ¢orporation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a mation to rook 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tablé. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT AT MONTPELIER, VT. 7 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask ungnimous consent or 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's 
desk: . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2185) to provide that a term of the circuit and Gistrigh courtof the 
Unitéd States for the district of Vérmont may be held at Montpelier. 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter in each year one of the stated termns of 
the circuit and district court for the district of Vermont may, Whefi ad‘ 
journed, be adjourned to meet at Montpelier. 

SEC. 2. 4 shat all Acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Vermont. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AUTHORIZING COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZ., TO ISSUE BONDS. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous RK 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I sen 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, 
: to issue bonds for the construction of a county building at the county 
seat thereof. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the board of supervisors of i county of Coconing, 
Territory of Arizona, be,and is hereby, authorized td issue 8 of the 


, be amend 
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interest a 


: seeding $15,000 in amount, and bear! 
compty not expeeding © ti of 4 county build- 


% exceeding 5 per cent pey annum, for the construdtio 
os at the county seat of sald county. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “amount, 
nor more than twenty yéars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would ask the gentleman from what com- 
mittee this bill has been reported? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
unatimdusly reports the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman please make a brief ex- 
planation? : cas ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter local 
to Arizona entirely. This is a county which has recently been 
cut off from an older county which was so large that it was im- 
possible to transact the business. At the time of its creation 
the county assumed one-third the indebtedness of Yavapai 
County, which amounted to $159,000. Under the Harrison act, 
which limited the legal indebtedness of counties in the Terri- 
tories to 4 per cent of the value of the property in the county, 
as shown in the last assessment roll of the county, this is in ex- 
cess of the amount, and they are not able to construct this build- 
ing on account of the amount involved running over the amount 
of debt they may incur, 

Mr. DOCKERY. It doesnot involve any charge on the Treas- 
ury? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It does not. It allows the people to 
tax themselves this $15,000 to construct a building to protect 
their records from fire of which they are in danger at any time. 

The SPEAKER. I!s there objection to the request? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reaiing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 


said 


” insert ‘‘ payable in not less than two 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. 
Redstone. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. The regular order is call of com- 
mittees for reports. 

DECORATION FOR COMMANDER DAVIS. 

Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Com- 
manoder C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
from the King of Spain; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6468) to 
amend section 1674 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relative to consular officers; which was referred to the House 


een” and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 


Mr. Speaker, [I demand the regular 


PUBLIC PARK AT CASTINE, ME. 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of 
Pertain land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
pt the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

printed. : 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 76) to provide 
for the construction of a public building at Salem, Oregon; which 

as referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
een and, with the accompanying repert, ordered to be 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS. 


Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 259) to provide 
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for the erection of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. Thiscompletesthecall. The morning hour 
begins at sixteen minutes to 1 o’clock, and the call rests with 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. lIcall up the bill (H.R. 6320) to provide 
a to the Chief of the 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Navy Department. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an officer of the Pay Corps of the Navy may be dq- 
tailed as assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in 
the Navy Department, and that such officer shall receive the highest pay of 
his grade, and in case of the death, resignation, absence or sickness of the 
Chief of the Bureau shall, unless otherwise directed by the President, as 
provided by section 179 of the Revised Statutes, perform the duties of such 
Chief until his successor is appointed or such absence or sickness shall cease. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. ILask unanimous consent that this bill may 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs at the request of the Secretary 
of the Navy, at whose instance it was drawn. I[ will read his 
letter, which partly explains the necessity for the bill: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 15, 1904 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill to provide for 
the creation of the office of assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts, Navy Department. 

Owing to the Increase of the Naval Establishment, and to the centraliza- 
tion of accounts in the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, the duties and re 
sponsibilities of the Chief of that Bureau have been greatly increased; and 
in order to expedite the business of the Department I respectfully recom- 
mend that the inclosed bill may receive the favorable consideration of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives. 

Very respectfully, 


H. A. HERBERT, Secretary of the Nary. 


Hon. AMOs J. CUMMINGS. 

Chairman Commitiee on Naval Affairs, Houseof Representatives 

I have ascertained, Mr. Speaker, that under the law it is im- 
possible for the chief clerk of that Bureau to act as Chief of the 
Bureau in the absence of the Chief. Business there has largely 
increased with the increase of the Navy. The work of the Bu- 
reau involves the expenditure at times of millions a month. 
These expenditures ought to be closely scrutinized. The com- 
mittee is satisfied thatan assistant is really necessary. On gen- 
eral principles, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to allowing assist- 
ant chiefs to the various bureaus in the Navy Department, but 
in this case I am entirely satisfied that the good of the public 
service requires an assistant. 

Since the bill was reported to the House I have received let- 
ters from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, and have been 
urged by the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts to 
secure prompt action. The Chief of the Bureau is overworked, 
and there is nobody to take his place in case he should go away. 
I hope that this statement will be satisfactory and that the bill 
will pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like toask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what increased expense, if any, the detaii of this of- 
ficer will impose upon the Treasury? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The increase will be exactly the difference 
between the pay on the sea and the pay on the land of ths officer 
who may act as chief of the Bureau. That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know what that amounts to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It amounts to very little. The Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation is allowed an assistant. This bill is 
drawn in accordance with the provision that gave him an assist- 
ant. There ought to be no distinction in this respect between 
those two Bureaus. Both, I believe, require an assistant. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman thinks there has been 
such increase in the volume of business as to warrant the assign- 
ment of an officer as assistant? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam satisfied there has. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, this is not in fact the 
creation of an office, but simply a provision for the detail of an 
officer. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The bill simply provides that an officer 
shall be detailed at the usual pay to act in this capacity. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have just come in, and I would 
like to understand what this bill is. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It isa bill providing for the appointment 
of an assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. While the number of the employés 
of the War Department to the extent of several hundred are 
decreased, and it isstated in the newspapers—I do not know how 
the fact is—the Secretary of War has been taking the army offi- 
cers that have been having easy places under that Department 
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and sending them upon duty, so that if he is not accomplishing 
economy he is at least making an advertisement of it—does 
not the gentleman desire thatthe Navy Department should enter 
into competition with the Secretary of War in these reforms 
and economies; and does not the gentleman now come in and 
propose to still further burden these Bureaus by additional de- 
tails? Does the gentleman think that is wise? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will ene to the gentleman from I]linois 
by saying that all the money disbursed from the Navy Department 
is disbursed through the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. We 
can not be too careful in watching the disbursements of the im- 
mense sums that the Government expends every year through 
its Departments. In thiscase the increased expense to the Gov- 
ernment does not actually exceed $500 a year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But this bill does take an officer 
from active service and gives us another officer here in the 
city for clerical service? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. We have the officer, either in Washing- 
ton or elsewhere, and we might as well pay him to do duty 
here, where his services will be more beneficial, than to have 
him ensconced in some navy yard, where his services might 
not be absolutely required. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the gentleman thought of a 
remedy for the existing evils—if the Navy is top-heavy and there 
are too many officers—by reducing the number graduating from 
the Naval Atademy? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iwill suggest that there isa joint com- 
mittee investigating that subject now. At the proper time they 
will undoubtedly present a billand give the gentleman an oppor- 
tunity to express bis opinion upon it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The only fear I had was that while 
the joint committee is performing the duty, and preparing the 
measure to which the gentleman refers, and making prepara- 
tions for the reforms in the service, yet at the same time one 
Cabinet officer is advertising his attempt at reform by sending 
army Officers detailed on duty here back to their legitimate 
posts; and I had hoped that the great economist from New 
York, for whom I have the highest respect, might have been 
able to present some plan by which this reform could be a little 
more far-reaching, so as that there might be something like 
harmony between the administration of the various Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The joint committee will probably bring 
in a measure in time which may meet the point to which the 
gentleman refers. 

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. LIhope that the economical features 
of the matter will commend themselves to the approval of my 
distinguished friend from Missouri, the chief of the joint com- 
mission which is undertaking to reform the administration of 
these various Departments. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This is a necessity-—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. If my friend will permit mea moment, I 
wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois that the joint com- 
mission has given no consideration whatever to the adoption of 
new methods in the administration of the Navy Department. 
As I understand it, the gentleman from New York did not refer 
to the joint commission appointed by authority of Congress to 
provide improved methods for the administration of business in 
the Departments, but to the Joint Naval Committee —— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). Which has charge of the per- 
sonnel of the Navy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That was what I referred to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the gentleman had no reference to the 
joint commission for improving the business methods of the de- 
partments. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Not at all; but I hope that joint commis- 
sion will in time reach the Navy Department, because with the 
well-established reputation of the gentleman from Missouri in 
regard to such matters Ido not doubt that it will be productive 
of good results. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lhope so. I observe that the legislative 
bill carries an appropriation of $36,840 for the clerical force of 
the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, and in reference to this 
matter the Secretary of the Navy says in his letter that— 

Owing to the increase of the naval establishment and to the centraliza- 
tion of accounts in the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, the duties and 
responsibilities of the chief of that Bureau have been greatly increased. 

Now, I would be glad to know from the gentleman from New 
York, in whose judgmentI greatly rely, in what particular “‘ the 
duties and responsibilities of the chief of that Bureau have been 
greatly increased”? Because it seems to me that if the work in 
the Bureau is behind, or in arrears, possibly the increase ought 
to be in the clerical force rather than in the detail of an assist- 
ant to the chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is nobody under the present law 
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who can act for the chief of the Bureau in case of his absence, 
In case of sickness or where sudden absence from the office may 
be required in the performance of his duty ,some provision pught 
to be made for an assistant. You do not want the Bureau poekt 
indefinitely. The result might be disastrous. 

I will say to my friend that it is easily understood how there 
is more work than heretofore in the Bureau. Itarise from the 
increase of the Navy. The consumption of coal and of all sorts 
of supplies has been increased. Then there is a change in the 
system of accounting. Accounts formerly kept at the Mafé 
Island navy-yardand at the Brooklyn yard, and elsewhere, aré 
now kept here. The old Bureau of Provisions and Clothing i 
now the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, carrying with oa 
tra work and responsibility. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Butis the cere able to give any fig- 
ures showing the increase of the duties of this Bureau? The Sec- 
retary of the Navy says there has been an increase of the duties 
and responsibilities of the chief of the Bureau. 

I quite agree with the gentleman from New York as to the 
necessity of designating some one to act in cases where the chief 
is necessarily absent; but I had hoped the Committee on Nav 
Affairs, for which i have the very highest respect, could desig- 
nate someone to act for him rather than detail an officer for that 
purpose. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not think it necessary to secure the 
exact figures, because the facts as to the increase of the work 
are well understood, and, in the judgment of the committee, the 
necessity for the passage of the bill is clear. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me ask my colleague a question. Could 
not the object sought by the committee be accomplished as well 
by authorizing by law the chief clerk to perform the duties of 
the chief of the Bureau in case of his absence? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That would not meet the condition, be- 
cause the chief clerk has his own duties, which are equally as 
important and as onerous as those of the chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thechief isa regular naval officer, 
detailed, is he not? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Paymaster-General is the chief of the 
Bureau, and gentlemen can see that with the enormous sums 
expended under his supervision he ought to have whatever force 
he requires to carry it on. 

A MEMBER. Is he permanently disabled? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. e is no more permanently disabled than 
— of this House are whoasksickleaveeveryday. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third timé; 
and a engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

‘ On motion of Mr, CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to call up the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The bili was read, as follows: . 
A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1,'Title X V,Revised Statutes gt 

oe aoe States, in relation to appointments of assistant paymasters in 

the Navy. ie 

Be it enacted, etc., That the limitation as to age contained in section 1379 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to appointment of ag 
sistant paymasters in the United States Navy to fill vacancies that May now 
or hereafter exist in said grade, shall not apply to such of the graduates of 
the Naval Academy as were at sea upon duty at the time of the passage an 
apevere of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1882, who were di 
charged thereunder at the end of their two years’ cruise, after passing suc- 
cessfully all the examinations required of them: And provided further, That 
this amendment shall not be construed as giving any preference in said a 
pointment of assistant paymasters to said graduates except as to waivilg 
the limitation ofage. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, £ demand the previous question. 

Mr: HOLMAN. [hope the report will be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope *here will be some explanation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illimois. Let us have the report read, and 
then the gentleman can make his explanation. 

Mr. MONEY. The report really covers the bill that was re- 
jected by the committee. This is a bill which has passed th 
Senate, and the Senate bill is substituted for the House bill, bot 
being in the same words. an 

All that this bill does is to put upon the eligible list for ap- 
pointment as assistant paymasters the graduates from the Naval 
Academy in the classes of 1880 and 1881, who were, by the oper- 
ation of law, and it is claimed by a misconstruction of the law 
passed while they were at sea, dropped from thelist. This is to 
give these men the same opportunity that any other citizens of 
the United States have, for nena as assistant paymaé- 
ters, from which appointment they are now excluded by the age 
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limit, the age limit usually being 26 years. This is only to give 

4 » opportunity to come in. / 
thom STOLM AN. How many officers are affected? ; 

Mr. MONEY. There are only two vacancies, and there is no 
assurance that these young men will ever receive the appoint- 
ment. Itisnotarecommendation. It simply relieves them of 

es bar of age. 

“— McNAGNY. Simply makes them eligible. 

Mr. MONEY. Simply makes them eligible among the other 
young men in the United States. These young men are par- 
ticularly fitted for this business, have been educated in the 
Navy, and are now deprived of a career for which they had edu- 
cated themselves. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. 
when they were dropped. 

Mr. MONEY. And it was afterwards admitted by Mr. Robe- 
son that it was a mistaken construction of his own bill, and he 
wrote a strong letter in favor of their being reinstated in the 
Navy, but that was not done. This is now an attempt at partial 
reparation of what was considered a very great wrong to a set 
of worthy young gentlemen. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask thatthe gentlemanfrom Mississippiyield 
to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. Ivyield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE, I have no objection to this bill asit is explained 
by the gentleman from the committee, but I do object to the 
manner in which we amend the statutes continually by passing 
some act limiting their scope and referring to them in some 
way that no man can understand unless he has the statute before 
him. The constitutions of some of our States require that no 
amendment shall be made to any statute which does not reénact 
the statute as amended. 

While we have no such provision in the Constitution of the 
United States, I think it would be well if Congress should in- 
augurate a system that whenever an amendment is made toa 
section of the statute, especially to a section of the Revised Stat- 
utes, that the old statute as amended shall be reénacted, so that 
any gentleman reading it can understand it, and not depend upon 
the interpretation of the effect of the amendment given by the 
raember who proposes it. His idea may be one way and the 
construction of the courts may be another way. 

But if the statute itself was reénacted with the amendments, 
then every member of the House could have the opportunity of 
determining precisely what the effect would be. It is more dif- 
ficult to find out what the Statutes of the United States are than 
any other laws in existence. Some of them are inappropriation 
bills, and they are scattered here and there, and every amend- 
ment is of this character, providing that some limitation shall 
be applied to a particular section. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMMODORE OSCAR C. BADGER. 

Mr.GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bill (S. 943) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GEIs- 
SENHAINER], from the Committee on Naval Affairs, calls up a 
Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. This bill is on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 


A great wrong was perpetrated 


hereby, authorized to nomimate and, by and with the advice and consent of | 


the Senate, to appoint Commodore Oscar C. Badger, now on the retired list 
of the Navy, a rear-admiral on said retired list, to take effect on and from 
the 12th day of August, A. D. 1885, thetime of his retirement, he having been 
at that gate at the head of the list of commodores and first for promotion, 
but was disbarred therefrom by the law requiring all oMicers to be retired at 
the age of 62 years. Upon promotion, as authorized by this act, he shall be 
allowed the pay of a rear-admiral retired on account of age, from the date 
of the passage of this act. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is that bill reported from any committee? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. It is. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I make the point of order that it must first 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Tha SPEAKER. The bill, as the Chair understands, is on 
the Speaker’s table, and not reported from the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the Chair so to state. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point of order that the consid- 
eration of this bill is not in order at the present time. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. A House bill identical with 
that has been considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
favorably reported. I sugyest that we might take up the House 


bill and substitute the Senate biil for it. 
The SPEAKER. 


That would require unanimous consent, of 
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course. Under the rule, the committee can only call up a meas- 
ure which has been reported on a previous day. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. A similar House bill has been re- 
ported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. But this is a Senate bill on the Speaker's 
table, which has never been referred to the committee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Then I will withdraw that bill and 
call up the bill H. R. 4683. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4683) for the relief of Commodore 
States Navy. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that this bill must 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Itis on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. lLask that it be considered 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 57. 

So the House refused to go into Committee of the Whole to 
consider the bill. 

PAY AND RETIREMENT OF MATES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I now call up the bill (H.R. 38) relating 
to the pay and retirement of mates in the United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the law regulating the retirement of warrant ofi- 
cers in the Navy shall be construed to apply to the twenty-eightofiicers now 
serving as mates in the Navy, and the said mates shall be entitled to receive 
annual pay at the rates following: When at sea, $1,200; on shore duty. $900; 
on leave or waiting orders, 8700: Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to authorize any increase of pay for any 
time prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that the 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House resolve itself in 
Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
Whole, Mr. LESTER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read in the fi 
instance. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow meI will read 
nearly all the report in explaining the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, by the act of July 15, 1870, 
the further appointment of acting masters’ matesor mates in the 
United States Navy was stopped. It left the mates already in 


Oscar C. Padger, United 
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bill had better eon- 
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the Navy on duty, and those mates, or what there are left of 
them, are carried on the Navy register to-day. Death has laid 
its hand upon them. There are only twenty-seven left. They 


were/appointed under the act of July 24, 1861. Section 2 of the 
act of March 3, 1865, provided that acting masters’ mates should 
be styled mates, and authorized the increase of their pay to a 
sum not exceeding $60 a month. The act of July 2, 1864, desig- 
nated boatswains, engineers, carpenters, and sailmakers as war- 
rant officers; and under sections 1448 and 1455 of the Revised 
Statutes, these warrant officers are retired the same as commis- 
soned officers; but you will notice that the act left out the mates 
in the Navy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the re 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They were neither warrant nor commis- 
sioned officers. The omission was undoubtedly an inadvertence 
at the time, because everybody upon the floor of this House 
must know that a mate is a superior officer to a boatswain or 
acarpenter. They were thus deprived of the benefits of alaw 
passed for the retirement of commissioned and warrant officers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then,as I understand my friend, the effect 
of this bill under consideration is to increase the retired list to 
the extent of twenty-seven mates. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The effect is to increase the retired list to 
the extent of twenty-seven noncommissioned officers who ought 
to be on the list, or the retired list itself be abolished. 


al point. 









































gm: 


“Fea 


eietaentate 


in llamar ean ask 










6966 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 28, 














Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the proper thing? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One or the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Which is the proper thing? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Are you going to legislate in favor of 
commissioned officers and against old tars? The injustice here, 
it seoms to me, is perfectly apparent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What would be the cost? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will come to that ina minute. I want 
to say that there are twenty-seven of these old men in the sérv- 
ice. They havé served from twenty-fivé to forty-five years in 
the Navy as acting master’s mates, or mates. And in the face 
of all this service you discriminateagainst them. They are get- 
ting old and have families to support. Why, sir, some of these 
very men are to-day practically commanding vessels in the 
United States Navy. This House will surely take into account 
the fact that boatswains and carpenters are on the retired list, 
while these gallant old tars, some of whom served in the Mexi- 
can war, and all of whom served in the last war, are to be left 
stranded through an inadvertence at the time the law was 
passed placing warrant officers on the retired list. 

Now, I want to say that Secretary Chandler, Secretary Whit- 
ney, Secretary Tracy, and Secretary Herbert have all earnestly 
favored the passage of this bill. hey have acknowledged its 
justice. It has repeatedly been favorably reported both in the 
House andih the Senate in different Congresses. Until to-day 
nobody has championed the rights of these old salts, but in al- 
most every Congress you find men willing to champion the as- 
pirations of commodores and admirals on the retired list who 
are seeking an increase of pay. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to expatiate 
further. The fact that these old jack tars have suffered from 
this injustice ever since 1864 ought to commend to you their de- 
mand for justice now. 

| quote the following letter here, written on behalf of these 
mates. It reflects credit on the admirals, commodores, and 
commanders who have signed it: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 1, 1886. 
To the Naval Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives: 

HON. Sirs: The mates of the Navy are efficient officers, having performed 
the duties of commanding, executive, and deck officers for many years, some 
having served upward of forty years as enlisted men and officers. 

Nearly all served in the United States Navy during the late War, andsome 
were in the service — the Mexican war. 

They have the same uniform, mess bill, and other expenses that warrant 
o‘icers have, and in line of duty take precedence of warrant officers. 

‘They are the only ones who do not receive longevity pay, and should re- 
ceive the same as warrant officers, and also the benefits of the retired list as 
now allowed to all other officers. 

David D. Porter, admiral; S. C. Rowan, vice-admiral; Thornton 
A. Jenkins, rear-admiral; John L. Worden, reaf-admiral; C. 
RK. P. Rodgers, rear-admiral; E. T. Nichols, Terese 7. 
H. Patterson, rear-admiral; Henry Walker, réar-admiral; J. 
M. B. Clitz, rear-admiral; m. E. Leroy, rear-admiral; 
A. C. Rhind, rear-admiral; D. B. Harmony, commodore; W. 
W. Queen, commodore; L. A. Kimberly, commodore; fai h 
Chandler, commodore; D. L. Braine, commodore; W. i 
Truxtun, commodore; Montgomery Sicard, captain; R. R. 
Wallace, captain; Geo. C. Remey, Coptain: J. Fyffe, captain; 
Albert Kautz, captain; R. L. Law, captain; Geo. Brown, 
captain; J. N. Miller, captain; M. Haxton, captain; A. P. 
Cook, captain; S. Casey, Commander; A. H. McCormick, 
commander; J. H. Sands, commander; A. G. Kellogg, com- 
mander; M. L. Johnson, commander; H. B. Seely, com- 
mander; Theodore F. Kane, commander; J.C. Watson, com- 
mander; H. Bb. Robeson, commander; Wm. Whitehead, com- 
mander; Geo. W. Coffin, commander; P. F. Harrington, 
commander; C. N. Schoomnmaker, commander; C. S. Cotton, 
commander; C. McGregor, commander; John McGowan. 
lieutenant-commander; Geo. M. Book, lieutenant-com- 
mander; Geo. N. Totten, lieutenant-commander; C. A, 
Schetky, lieutenant-commander; Jas. M. Forsyth, lieutenant- 
commander; O. W. Farenholt, lieutenant-commandéder. 

I concur in the representation made in this communication. 


M. E. CEANDLER. 

Mr. Chairman, I do notthink it necessary toclimb the heights 
of eloquence on behalf of these veteran and patriotic sea dogs of 
the American Navy. They were warrant officers, even if they 
did not receive their warrants. They ought to have received 
the courtesy at least that a corporal in the Army gets from 
hiscolonel. You will find them acting as executive officers on 
men-of-war to-day, and in some instances even acting as com- 
manders of vessels. The Fishhawk, used by the Fish Commis- 
sion, has been under command of one of these mates. Still he 
was not even granted the courtesy of a warrant; he had no com- 
mission at all except his forty years’ term of service. 

Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to oppose this bill I 
would like to get a vote upon it. Jet us give these old tars jus- 
tice while we have the opportunity. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard on this 
question very briefly. The proposition presented by this bill is 
an extension of the retired list of the Navy. So far as I know, 
members of this House on both sides have been indisposed in 


in recent years to extend the retired list, either of the Army 


or of the Navy. 


This bill proposes to make eligible for retirement on the | 


naval list twenty-seven mates, who, as I see by the report, were 





not included in the provisions of the act of July, 1864, whic 
permitted certain naval officers to be retired at etphaie o ghich 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar with the laws relatine 
to retirement of officers, either of the Navy or of the Army. 
But I am conversant with the general opposition which the peo- 
ple have expressed through their representatives on this floor 
against the furthér extension of special retiring privileges 
either td officers of the Army or officersof the Navy, Mr, Chair- 
man, in times like these, when thousands, yea, hundreds of thou- 
sands, of men in this country are out of employment, with noth- 
ing to do, tramping tke country, when manufactories are closed 
and general industrial paralysis extends over the country, is i 
wise for us as the representatives of the people toadd this burden 
to the taxpayers of the United States? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I suggest to the gentleman that it is wise 
= do ane to the defenders of this Union at any time. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then why was not this measure of justice 
meted out by the actofJuly 2, 1864, if this class of men were enti- 
tled tospecial recognition’? The gentleman from New York says 
that it was doubtless an inadvertent omission; but—— 

Mr.CUMMINGS. And Secretary Chandler says so too. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But there is nothing shown in the report 
which I have hastily glanced over which indicates thatsuch wa 
the case. It seems, Mr. Chairman, to have been a deliberat 
purpose on the part of Congress at that time to make this omis- 
sion. If not, I hope it will be the deliberate voice of this House, 
expressed in disapproval of this bill, that we will not, atleast at 
this momentof industrial paralysis, add this burden to the people 
whom we have the honor to represent. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be an im- 
pression in the House that by the retirement of these twenty- 
seven mates somebody will be promoted totheir positions. There 
is not the shadow of truth in such an insinuation. There are 
no mates in the United States Navy to-day except these men. 
The rank has been abolished, and it is arank. These are the 
only mates left. In discriminating against them by retaining 
them in service in their old age you are practically punishing 
them for doing their duty toward the country. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iwill. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. My colleague [Mr. DOCKERY]makes 
the point that this bill will increase the burdens of taxation. I 
want to know whether, when anyone is retired from active serv- 
ice in the Army or Navy, he does not go on the retired list with 
less pay than he received When on active duty? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. It ischeaper to put these men 
on the retired list than to retain them in active service. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Then, by passing this bill we shall 
decrease taxation, instead of increasing it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Practically so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] give us the figures a a decrease of taxation? 
I'should be glad to have thatshown. If this isa measure to de- 
crease taxation, I should like to know just how it accomplishes 
the result. ' 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow me one other question in order to clear this matter up? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mates receive when on sea pay $900; on 
shore-duty pay $700, and on leave or waiting-order pay $500. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. And if they go on this list they re- 
ceive less? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If they go on the retired list they get 
three-quarters ~ ° 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you give them pay for doing nothing 
when they are put on the retired list. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does not an admiral get pay for doing 
nothing when he goes on the retired list? Is there not just as 
much justice and right in putting these men on the retired list, 
when they are incapacitated by old age from active service? 

Mr. COX. Let me ask the gentleman from New York a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. The proposition is to retire these men at arate 
of compensation less than what the Government is now paying 
them? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Exactly. 

Mr. COX. Now, when you retire them and put them on a less 
compensation than they are receiving now, do I understand itis 
stated correctly that there are none others to take the places of 
these men, and that the office is abolished? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. There are none others to take their places. 
The rank is abolished. 

Mr. COX. Then is it not a reduction of expenses to the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly; that is the practical effect. 











1894. 
Mr. BYNUM. Why is ita benefit to these men to reduce their 


salaries, then? 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Because they are old and want to go home 
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to their wives and families, the same as you do when it gets too | 


hot in this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I always differ very reluc- 
tantly with my distinguished friend from’ New York [Mr. CU’M- 
MINGS], for I know that in most cases he is right. I may even 
#0 so far as to aBtce with him in hig statement that if there is 
anybody on the retired list who ought to be there, these men 
ought to goon it. If there is any sense or any justice in putting 
men on the retired list who when in active service received a 
salary of $5,000 a year, there is greater sense and far more jus- 
tice in putting a man on that list who inactive service received 
only $900 a year. 

But while agreeing with my friend from New York to that 
extent, my opposition to all bills of this kind is based upon the 
belief that no living man has a right, without working for it 
himself. to eat the bread that other people earn by their labor. 
If these men have suffered in the service of their country there 
is a pension roll which is accessible to them, a roll that is main- 
tained now and has been maintained by this Government every 
hour since the first Congress assembled under the Republic; and 
if they have won for themselves a right, by their services to 
their country, to be cared for by their countrymen, I will vote to 
put them upon it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does not that pension roll apply to ad- 
mirals and commodores and other officers as well? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainlyit does; but the gentleman from New 
York does not contradict me and can not make me appear incon- 
sistent by that suggestion, because I have never supported a 
proposition to put an admiral on the retired list, and I never 
will. 

Now the truth is, and we had just as well understand it, that 
the aversion to men going on the pension roll instead of the re- 
tired list is this: If they go on the pension list they continue to 
draw for twenty years, if they live that long, exactly what they 
got on the first day they were placed upon it; but, on the other 
hand, if they are placed on the retired list, they draw not only 
what they first began to draw, but for every five years they re- 
main upon the list there is an increase of compensation of 10 
per cent for each five years until the original compensation may 
be increased 40 per cent. 

Now, we have the remarkable anomaly under this system, 
that an officer of the Army who in active service gets $1 when 
he retires and does nothing, if he remains on the retired list 
long enough he will get $1.15. In other words, he gets $1 when 
he works and $1.15 when he plays. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One dollar and five cents. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; he can get 40 per cent as longevity pay. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And it amounts to one dollar 
and five cents, under the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman’s arithmetic is bad. Forty 
per cent added to 75 makes 115 per cent. 

Mr. COOMBS. But this would come to $1.05. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Chairian, here is another gentle- 
man whose arithmetic is worse than his politics, if that is pos- 
sible. Both the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and 
the gentleman irom New York [Mr. COOMBS] are mistaken. 

The 10 per cent allowed for each five years, it is true, is com- 

uted on the retirement pay; but this 10 per cent can be allowed 
or each five years until it equals in the language of the law ‘‘ 40 

r cent on the yearly pay of the grade” held by the officer when 

e retired. He retires on 75 per centof his original salary, and 
he may be allowed longevity pay equal to 40 per cent—not of his 
retired pay, but 40 per cent of his original pay; and certainly 
sae nay will not dispute that 40 added to 75 makes 115. I 

erefore repeat my statement that when he works he gets 
$1 and when he plays he gets $1.15, and this is the reason why 
gentlemen prefer the retired list to the pension roll. 


Mr. faa I believe this bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Dol understand the gentleman from New 
York to state that this office is abolished? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is abolished. 


Mr. DOCKERY. What are these twenty-seven men doing 
now: 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They were left there by the law, which 
provided that no further mates should be appointed. 


Mr, DOCKERY. What officers succeed them? 
on UMMINGS. I do not know that any officers succeed 
em. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Someone must be performing the duties 
heretofore performed by them. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Not necessarily. The change in the style 
# ships, and in the method of managing them, has brought about 

chatige in the duties necessary to be performed. Ships do not 
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epend upon wind any longer, as Congress seems to do at times. 
{[Laughter.} Ships depend upon steam, and the mates of tho old 
men-of-war are no longer required. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee rise and repert the bill to the House with a favor- 


recommendation. 


ah] 
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The question was taken, and Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Division. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 33. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. LESTER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bili (H. R. 38) relat- 
ing to the payment and retirement of mates in the United States 
Navy, and had instructed him to report it to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ng; and was accordingly read a third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on the 
passage of a bill that increases the retired list. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 3 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There are two minutes of the hour remain- 
ing. Does the gentleman desire to call up any other bill? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Nothing else, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, as there are only 
two minutes of the hour remaining, that will be considered as 
exhausted. The Clerk will report the title of the pending bill 
after the morning hour, for the admission of New Mexico. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a constita- 
tion and State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

The SPEAKER. The pending amendment is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw that. 

The SPEAKER. There is no other amendment pending now. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEc. 20. That the constitutional convention may by ordinance provide for 
the election of officers fora full State government, including members of 
the Legislature and a Representative in the Fifty-fourth Congress, at the 
time of the election for the ratification or rejection of the constitution. In 
case the constitution of said State shall be ratified by the people, but not 
otherwise, the Legislature thereof may assemble, organize, and elect two 
Senators of the United States; and the governor and secretary of state of 
the proposed State is admitted into the Union as provided in this act, the 
Senators and Representative shall be entitled to be admitted to seats in 
Congress and to all the rights and privileges of Senators and Representa- 
tives of other Statesin the Congressofthe United States; and the State gov- 
ernment formed in pursuance of said constitution, as provided by the con- 
stitutional convention, shall proceed to exercise all the functions of State 
officers; and all laws in force made by said Territory at the time of its aa- 
mission into the Union shall be in force in said State, exceptas modified or 
changed by this act or by the constitution of the State. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. ILoffer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, in section 20, line 17, after the word ‘‘and,”’ ins« 
ing words: 5 

* From and after the admission of said State into the;/United States in pur- 
suance of this act, the laws of the United States shall have the same force 
and effect within said State as elsewhere in the United States, and.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That simply makes it con- 
form to the condition on which all other States are admitted. 
I desire to offer one further amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this amendment will be 
consideredasagreed to. [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, section 20, line 18, after the word * 
“until amended or repealed.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I accept that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC 21. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act, whether passed by the Legislature of said Territory or by Congress, ate 
hereby repealed. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
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raph of this important bill has been read, and its consideration 
f completed. ew, by our votes, we are to have the pleasing 
duty of adding another star to the banner which the world re- 
veres as the emblem of American civilization, American prog- 
ress, andAmericanfrecdom. Welcome, thrice welcome, noble, 
chivalrous people to our sisterhood of States. I say welcome 
to our brothers, the brave American pioneers who have made 
their homes in this land of the far, far West. 

Welcome our Spanish brethren, whose ancestors braved the 
broad Atlantic and plahted the seeds of Christianity and civiliza- 
tion in the beautiful valley of the Rio Grande nearly a century 
before our forefathers landed upon the shores of Virginia and 
New England. Welcome, thricé welcome, to all the rights, all 
the joys, and all the blessed Apes ys of this great, glorious, 
and powerful Republic. [General and prolonged applause. } 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; aud being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. [Applause.] 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

HALL OF RECORDS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. B ANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, under a special order of the 
House adopted sometime ago, I desire to call up the Senate bill 
22, for the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up a 
bill under a special order which was heretofore made. The 
Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this day be assigned to the consideration of H. R. 5483, a bill 
for the erection of a Government Printing Office, and Senate 22,-a bill for 
the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washington; this order to 
continue (subject after to-day to the consideration of general appropriation 
bills) from day to day until such bills are disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. So far as the bill relating to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office is concerned, that has been disposed of, 
and under this order the gentleman calls up the Senate bill in 
relation to the hall of records. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 22) for the erection of a hall of records in the city of Washington. 


The SPEAKER. This biil is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Imovethatthe House resolve itself into 
eee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of rec- 
ords. This bill has been reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds with an amendment in the form of a sub- 
stitute. If there be no objection, the substitute will be read in 
lieu of the original bill. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury bs, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, for and in the name of the United States, at a cost not 
to exceed $300,000, for the purposes and in the manner hereinafter provided, 
the following described real estate, with the improvements thereon, known 
and designated as original lots numbered 6,7,8,9, 10,11, 12,13, 20,and 21, in 
square numbered 635, city of Washington, D, C., and containing, with the 
alleys to be utilized, 92,658 square feet, more or less, and being bounded on the 
north by B street south and on the west by First street west, and the said Sec- 
retary is hereby instructed to cause to be erected (under the supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army) upon that portion of said 
above-described property as is embraced in lots 8, 9, 10, 11,12, and 13, and the 
alley abutting on said lots, and whichalley is hereby declared to be closed for 
such purpose, at acost not to exceed $200,000, asuitable fireproof building.to be 
used as a hall of records for the safe-keeping of such valuable records of the 
executive, legislative, and judicial departments of the Government asinthe 
judgment of the heads of such departments ar® not required for constant 
reference, and the balance of said oe as embraced in lots 6,7, 20,and 
21, is to be used for storage rooms and folding rooms for the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and for such other purposes as may be hereafter determined. 

Sec. 2, Thatthe said Secretary is authorized and directed to acquire said 
property by negotiation, so far as said property may be acquired and title 
thereto secured, at a price not above the fair relative value of the same, or 
by condemnation proceedings, as provided in the act approved June 25, 1890, 
to provide an eligible site for a city post-office, with amendments thereto, 
approved August 30, 1890. 

Sc. 3. That whenever and as title to the several parcels of such real es- 
tate, with improvements thereon shall be acqu as aforesaid, and the 
same shall be ready for delivery, and the sufficiency thereof shall be certi- 
fied by the Attorney-General of the United States, or whenever by con- 
demnation of any parcel the fair value shall be ascertained, the Treasurer 
of the United States is hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition 
of the said Secretary, to pay the purchase price of such propert parcel 
by parcel, and to pay into court the condemnation price, parce by par- 
cel, of all of said property that may be condemned. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect from the date of its approval. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have read 
the report accompanying this bill. It is short. 
The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (S.22) making appropriations for the ptrchase of gtound and th 
erection thereon, in the city of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used 4 
a hall of records, have considered the same and report a substitute theref¢ 

The Senate bill provides for the purchase of a site and the erection therédii 
of a building to cost not exceeding $300,000, both inclusive. Your committe 
fully concur with the Senate that a hall of records is one of the presen 
pressing needs of the Government here at the capital. Very large accumi- 
lations of records of great value are now stored in insecure buildings, liable 
to destruction by fire or to damage or loss from other causes. If through 
any accident these records should be destroyed their reproduction would bS 
impossible, and great inconvenience and much embarrassment would result 
to the several Departments of the Government thereby. 

In most instances these records pertain to questions of great importance 
and value, and they have been steadily accumulating since the organization 
of the Government, and they must be preserved for future reference. They 
arein such quantity as to require a great deal of space, and are, of coursé, 
constantly increasingin volume. Those which are not placed on storage in 
unsafe outside buildings are occupying highly valuable space in the various 
Departments, which is badly needed for the transaction of current busi- 
ness. 

In some instances Department buildings have become dangerously over- 
weighted with these accumulated records, and the heads of Departments have 
found it necessary for safety to removethe filesinto other buildings. These 
records all together are now occupying a vast quantity of space inthe De- 
partment buildings, and it is believed that the transfer of all of them now re- 
quired for daily use to a building constructed for the purpose would greatly 
facilitate the transaction of the public business. 

Thecommittee inreporting a substitute for the Senate bill were largeiy 
controlled by a desire to provide permanent storage room and folding room 
facilities for the House of Representatives. Until very recently the books 
and records belonging to the House of Representatives have been stored in 
the basement of the Capitol building, and in buildings rented in various sec- 
tions of the Tr the folding being done inthe basement of the Capitol build- 
ing, a place wholly unfit for the purpose. An arrafigement has recently 
been made through which the House secured the large and commodious two- 
story brick build ng which is located ona portion of the lot now proposed 
to be purchased, and all of the public documents belonging to the House of 
Representatives will soon be stored therein. 

A folding room entirely suited to the work has been arranged in the build- 
ing and anelevator has been put in for hoisting books to the second floor. 

Enis lot will furnish all the room the Government will ever require for 
storage and folding purposes, and on that portion of it situated next to the 
cable car line the hall of records will be constructed. The lot contains 
92,658 square feet altogether and about 40,000 feet of which will be used for 
the hall of records. 

It is excellently well located.for the purposes for which it willbe used. It 
can be directly reached by street railroads from each one of the Government 
Departments andisconveniently near to the Capitol. The pricenamed, $300, - 
000, is reasonable. Your committee recommends that all after the enacting 
clause be stricken out and thatthe accompanying substitute be inserted. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the bill justread is a sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds for a Senate bill which passed the Senate during the 
extra session of Congress. The necessity for a hall of records 
was so pressing that the Senate took up this question early dur- 
ing that session and sent this bill to the House. Every De- 
perenne of the Government has very valuable records which 

ave been accumulating from the organization of the Govern- 
ment up to the present time. These are now being stored in 
insecure buildings and are liable at any time to destruction by 
fire or to loss or damage from other causes. 

It isfrequently necessary to consult these records; and when 
that necessity arises access to them isvery difficult, and requires 
much time, because these records are stored ina number of dif- 
ferent buildings, without any system or order. Besides, very 
much valuable space in the different departmental buildings is 
now being occupied by these records which oyght to be stored 
somewhere else for safety and convenience. Every Department 
of the Governinent has urged the passage of this bill. 

The committee in reporting a substitute for the Senate bill 
has had in view another object. The House of Representatives 
has met with great difficulty and been subjected to great incon- 
venience in finding a suitablestorage place for publicdocuments 
belonging to the House. These documents have been stored in 
the basement of the Capitol, and the folding department of the 
House has also been there until recently. About the beginning 
of the regular session of Congress the House passed a vesolu- 
tion authorizing the Doorkeeper to rent a building located upon 
the property which this bill proposes to purchase, and in that 
building we have stored a large portion of the public docu- 
ments. 

Indeed, all the documents that were formerly stored by the 
House of Representatives in rented buildings, located in differ- 
ent sections of the city, have been removed into this building. 
A suitable and commodious folding room has been arranged, in 
which the employés can work with comfort and dispatch. Ah 
elevator has been placed in the building for the purpose of caf. 
rying the documents to the second floor. This building is of 
such dimensions as easily to furnish storage for all the public 
documents perhaps for all time to come. i 

Besides, a committee of this House, the Committee on Veri- 
tilation and Acoustics, having made a thorough inspection of 
the condition of the basement of the Capitol building, reported 
a few days ago a resolution declaring that it is absolutely neces- 
sary to remove from the basement of this Capitol one million 
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volumes of books now stored there. These vera aes go out 
and be stored in the building already rented by the House or 
some other building. The Government has secured a one year’s 
ease upon this building, which will expire in about six months. 
Ve are now paying $400 a month for that portion of the prop- 
rty situated on this lot, which is being o¢cupied by the Gov- 
rnment. At the expiration of the present lease [ have no 
doubt the rent will be doubled, as is always the rule in this city 
when the Government comes to rent buildings for its own use. 

It appears to me, sir, that it is a matter of economy, and is a 
sound business proposition, that the Government should buy 
this property and build upon that portion of it not oceupied by 
the storehouse and folding room, a suitable hall of records where 
these valuable records of the Government can be securely de- 
posited and where there may be some system and order in their 
storage so that when it becomes necessary to have gccess to 
those records they may be found without the loss of days and 
weeks in turning over and shifting old documents or records 
piled up indiscriminately as they are now in the buildings 
where the records are stored. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that the price named for this property 
isreasonable. The a upon the property are Worth 
more than $100,000. The building is exactly what the Govern- 
ment needs for its purposes, and what it needs now. If we 

hould undertake to erect a aoe for a folding room anda 
storage place for the public documents of Congress we could 
not construct a building which would be better adapted to our 
ise than the building now on this lot. It is on the cable road, 
ko that there is easy access to and quick communication with all 
the Departments of the Government. 

If we should undertake to secure a site for a hall of records 

ywhere in the vicinity of the Departments it would cost at 
east 81,000,000. The price of land on the Avenue anywhere be- 

ond Sixth street ranges from $7 to $12 per square foot; and on 
F street, between Sixth street and the White House, the prices 
range from $15 to $25 per square foot. The price of this prop- 
erty, inclu ng the improvementsupon it, which, as I have said, 
are worth $100,090, aA are just such as the Government must 
have, is only $3 per square foot. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. 
to ask the 


Mr. Chairman, I would like 
entleman from Alabama a question for information. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWER of North Carolina. 


erty? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No, sijr. This, I will state to the gentle- 
man, is the large building at the foot of the hill here on the 

uthwest side of the Capitol grounds, what is known as the 

eorgetown street-car stables. 

Another matter I may mention; Mr. Chairman, in connection 
with this location, is that if it be desired a hall of records can 
be established and can communicate pg | with the Capitol 
by means of an underground tunnel, so that books and docu- 
ments and other matter can be transmitted directly from the 
basement of the Capitol and from the folding room into this 
ee 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman wiil permit 
an interruption, I have not beenable to gatherfrom the reading 
of the report where this lot is situated. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Right at the foot of the Capitol hill. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Does the gentleman refer to 
the large building on the line of the street railroad: 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; where the Georgetown street-car 
pene are. This is the property of the Georgetown road, but 
s now being occupied by the Government, and has been partly 
fitted up to make it available for storage. 

Mr. EVERETT. It is the building just below the marble 

ard. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; the marble yard is a part of the 
property included in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about saying that if it shall be the 
opinion of the members of this body, and those interested in 
the importance of this subject, that some suitable place should 
be provided for the safe storage of the valuable records of the 
various Departments of the Government that are not in daily 
or regular use; if they are of opinion that the valuable space 
now occupied in the already overcrowded Departments of the 
Government on account of these publications should be re- 
lieved by removing these files and records which are not re- 

uired for constant use toa place of safety, and if they are of 
Opinion that the danger which constantly menaces us by the 
overweighted condition of many of the buildings by reason of 
the accumulation of these records should be remedied, then this 
bill ought to pass. 

The Supervising Architect of the Treasury a few days ago, 
in conversation on this subject, told me he had been recently 
called to examine one of the public buildings in this city, and 


Is this the Mahone prop- 
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found it weighted down to the very danger line with the acop- 
mulation of records, and they had to be immediately removed in 
order to insure the safety of the structure itself. 

Mr. CRAIN. What building does the gentlemen refer to? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This was a portion of the Treasury De- 
partment, but the Busch building and two or three others our 
attention has been called to as being equally overloaded. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, if we are to have a permanent place, a 
suitable and convenient place for the storage of the files of the 
Departments, and of the vast accumulation of public documents 
printed by order of Congress, there can be no better place than 
this selected, and no cheaper property can be bought nor build- 
ing erected within thousands of dollars of what this’can bo prd- 
cured for. It is already fitted up at considerable expense, and 
is now ready for the storage of all the documents the Govern- 
ment can remove and store there. 

Besides, it appears to be absolutely necessary that the docu- 
ments now stored in the basement of this building, more than a 
million volumes, must be immediately removed if we are to have 
any care for the health and comfort of the members of this 
House; and we are told this by a committee of the House who 
have thoroughly and carefully investigated the question. We 
can not afford to rent buildings by the year, andthe Government 
can not make a contract for a longer period, except by option, 
and by the time we move in the lease expires and the rent is 
raised and we have to move out. 

We ought to have a permanent establishment for the storage 
of all these documents, not only for the convenience it will af- 
ford, but as a matter of economy and to save from possible in- 
jury valuable documents which are now imperfectly cared for. 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CooMBS], and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the Houge 
that my duty in connection with the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in preparing the legislative and judiciary bill was to make 
an examination of the various buildings that are rented by the 
Government. I remember that while the report was bein 
made in the House, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Say- 
ERS] remarked that he wished that the members of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were present, so they 
could appreciate the necessity of providing buildings of our own 
in — the documents and files of the Government could be 
stored. 

In making this investigation we found that the Government 
was paying all the way from 10 to 19 per cent of the estimated 
value of the buildings which it rented and which were entirely 
inadequate tothe purposes for which they were being used. We 
found that buildings were bejug overloaded; and in the opinion 
of that committee it is—and i am glad to say in other instances 
this opinion issupplemented by the opinion of the Architect of the 
Capitol—that forced removal should be made of documents which 
have accumulated to sych an extent as to endanger the build- 
ings on account of the giving way of the floors by reason of the 
weight imposed upon them. 

Iam not familiar with this bill, nor am I familiar with the 
property proposed to be taken for the purpose of building such 
a structure upon, but I understand it has met the approval of 
the full comthittee. 

There is one thing, however, that strikes me, and that is that 
it will not be sufficient for the purpose, but that a building for 
the storage of files in use in the Treasury, Navy, and War De- 
partments should be located very much nearer to those Depart- 
ments. 

It is very convenient for a folding room and a storage room 
for the Capitol, but I am afraid that it will divide the adminis- 
tration of these other Departments so seriously as to cause in- 
convenience and possibly a greatly increased cost of administra- 
tion. Now, while I shall not oppose this bill, I give the House 
notice that this ig not going to answer the purpose. 

A MEMBER. Way? 

Mr. COOMBS. Because it is inconveniently located in rela- 
tion to the other Departments which must have access toit. The 
proper place to locate it is on Pennsylvania avenue near the De- 
partments, and Congress will finally have to make an appropri- 
ation for a building of that kind. The cost of administration of 
these Departments is very great. No merchant would think 
of dividing his office into stance a mile or 2 miles apart. He 
would locate them together, so that he might administer the af- 
fairs of his business and have his eye upon them; but here squads 
of clerks are to be located in different parts of the city, and it is 
necessary to have an organization in every one of them. 

Mr. BRETZ. Does not the gentleman know that the purpose 
of this building is simply to store the records of past years, that 
are only referred to perhaps once in five years? 

Mr. COOMBS. If it is for that, I do not oppose it; but when 
you are to have a working building for the use of the Depart- 
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ments, for the storing of records, for the relief of the overloaded 
archives of the Departments, you will be obliged to locate that 
building nearer the work of those various Departments. 

! am glad to see this movement, but I hope that the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds will not stop here; that 
they will go on and devise largér things, by which we shall save 
Wor for the Government and have exactly the byildings that 











money 

are needed for the use of the Government. There isno wisdom, 
no economy, and it can not be justified as good business manage- 
ment, to pay from 15 to 17 per cent for the use of buildings which 
CO be erected and owned by the Government, buildings 
adupted to the purposes of the Government, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed 3 per cent. The building provided for in this bill may meet 
one want. [ hope that the committee will take into earnest con- 
sideration the other necessities of the Government in this direc- 


1 ik n. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds had been proposing to 
find some place for the storage of documents and vouchers per- 
taining to the Capitol building alone, it might be possible that 
their selection would meet with approval. Butso long as they 
propose that this location shall be selected for a hall of records 
for the general storage of the unused vouchers, and all the ac- 
cumulations of a century from the Departments at large, I can 
not imagite that they could havegelected a more inappropriate 
lace, or one Which will be more inconvenient in the actual use 
of the building if ereé{d. 


Tho ldcation ig at the corner where the cable cars turn to 
“ome up to the Capitd]. That is the property known as the 
Washi gton ahd Sree wh Stables, which have been leased by 

is HOtse ‘a or’ Ay for the storage of public documents and 
for use as a are r . Contrary to all custom and practice 
in the location etfiment buildings, they did not take the 
whole square. They do not surround the proposed building by 


afi open space which would protect it from fire, but they bring 
it squarely up t6 the building line of private property. Then 
they take out of the square a piege Which is irregular in shape. 
They take out one cofner, and then they tutn almost at right 
angles to that,and take two other lotg, runging out to the other 
street, which two other lots are adjoined on both sides by pri- 
vate property. If anyone wishes to see the location, I have 
before me a map of the éity, Which will show it. 

Now, the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds has said in his opening remarks that the building 
down there is just such a building as we wish and need for a hall 
of records. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no; I said for a storage room. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. For a storage room, but I 
gee that a still further purpose of the bill is fo locate the hall of 
records on that part now occupied by the stables. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Qh, no: between the stables and the rail- 
road tracks on B street. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bill says: 

Known and designated as original lots numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 20, 
and 21, in square numbered 635, city of W abhington, D. C., ay containing: 
With the alleys to be utilized, 92,658 square feet, more or less, and being 
bbunded on the north by B street south and on thé west by First streét west. 

Those lots are a part of the ground which is gow covered by 
the stable building, and part immediately eagt of that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is only covered by the shed, not by the 
main building. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then it is so much the 
worse. If the gentleman proposes to build a hall of records 
which shall be abutted on the one side by the stable building of 
the Georgetown Railroad Company, so mych the worse, even 
though that comes into the ownership of the Government, be- 
Ghuse the building which he himself has suggested as being 
cheap at $100,000 would be of no use at all to the Government, 
and could not be. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. e. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ee have my 
time extended. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The proposition is to erect the balt of 
records on the lot between the stables, the old stfeet-car stables, 
now used as a hall of records, and B street, and there is a plenty 
aon for this hall of records and space left all around it, it 

ing surrouhded on two sides by streets. I think my friend is 
misled by the fact that there is an old étreet-car shed, which 
leads back to the stable, that is o¢cupying a part of the ground 
that would be required by the hall of records. That part of 
the building would have to be taken down. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman pro- 

that the hall of records be placed east of the corner? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It goes down to the corner. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then it takes in the regu- 
lar building, because the stable building is in thé gorner; and 


If the gentleman will allow 
Certainly, if I 
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3, 
the bill provides that the hall for the public documents of the 
House shall be built on lots 20 and 21, which front on Delawara 
avenue. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Youare mistaken as to where the st; i 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will youcome sea caeeane 
the map? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would rather examine the property. It 
extends back 200 feet. I have been on the ground frequently 
and know exactly where the stable is. ? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And so do I know exactly 
where the stable is, and know the people wholiveon the corner 
of this very property. There is a private building, and next 
east, is this stable, and to the south of the private residence 
there are a series of other private residences. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is where you are mistaken. The 
next east is not the stable, but is the old shed running into the 
stable, a long, narrow strip. 

Mr, BAKER of New Hampshire. 





In other words, it was the 


place where the cars were housed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is right. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. It isthe property which the 
Georgetown and Washington Railroad Compaby used as its 
stable and as a shed for cars. Are we agreed in tha 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That shed is proposed to be tgken down; 
and that is where the hall of records is to be erected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And there is not one single 
foot occupied by the building which is fit for any purpose which 
the gentleman's bill proposes; and so far as the building is cgn- 
cerned, that would be an absolute waste of meney; and On all t 
other part of this lot there is not one single bui ding that cou 5 
be utilized in any proper sense for a hall of records, or for thé 
storage of vecande of any permanency. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the ground itself. Here is 
the ground situated partly on the side of the hill. This substi- 
tute for the Senate bill proposes to appropriate just as much as 
the Senate bill did, but that left, as it should dave, meeting 
to m judgment, the location of this building to a committ 
consisting of the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury. This building is to be used got 
especially for the House or Senate, but more especially for thé 
storage of documents of the Executive Departfhénts, and iti 
proposed to locate it on an average a mile and a quarter fro 
those Executive Departments. 

Whenever it should become necessary for a clerk in any of 
those Departments to examine any of the books, papers, or vouch- 
ers to be stored in this hall of records, it would be necessary for 
him to go a mile and a quarter to this building, and to return 6 
mile and a quarter, which will take necessarily an hour of bis tim 
upon the street. It is not an economic, not acommon sense, an 
not a business policy. 

Then, again, this ground down here is not of such value as the 
gentleman’s bill indicates. Some of that very ground which h 
proposes to take by the provision in this substitute upon whic 
to erect this building has been offered to me within a year at 90 


cents — ot. 
Mr. JLICK. What would be the amount in the aggre- 
gate? : 


A MEMBER. Why did not you take it? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because I did not believe 
there was any money in it at that. Now,I can not imagine 
why—— 

Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


What is the price per foot proposed to be paid? 
Over $3, I think. 
It is something over 33 a 
foot. 

Mr. CRAIN. Do Iunderstand you were offered the very same 
ground at 90 cents a square foot? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have no doubt that part 
of it could be bought — than a dollar a foot. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ill you name the lot you can buy at 90 
cents a square foot? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am not in the real estate 
business. There is nothing in the Senate bill as it camé over 
from the Senate that does not nal on its face the mark of én- 
tire candor and entire justice. We ought to have ahall of records 
which shall be sufficient for the storage of the present records 
and sufficient for those of future times. 

This bili as it now comes to us from this committee is nothing 
but a miserable makeshift and will not fill the full measure re- 
quired, as the Senate bill does, for which our committee has sub- 
stituted this peculiar bill, which is one that has pot in it, inm 
judgment, a single line to commend it to this House. Itw 

ot fill the present needs and will require at our hands within 4 

ew years another appropriatign and another building. 

Mr. _— NON of Illinois. at is the location the Senate 
makes 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The Senate leaves the lo- | Secretary of the Treasury ishereby authorized to borrow money 


cation to be selected by acommission consisting of the Secre- 


tary of State, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the | 


Treasury. aa 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
st? § 

. Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Three hundred thousand 

dollars, the same as the House committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. What location does the Senate fix? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They do not fix a location, 
but.provide for a commission to select a location. ; ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I read the substitute, it pro- 
vides for an expense of $300,000 for the land and $200,000 for the 
building. ' 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is exactly what the 
substitute provides. Now, let me read the provision of the Sen- 
ate bill: 

od it the sum of #300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for the purchase of a site in the city of 

Washington, D. C., and the erection thereon of a brick and metal fireproof 

building. 

Now, the reason which may have induced the Senate to adopt 
this provision is that there is ground in this city lying south- 
west of the principal Departments which can be bought cheaper 
than this site selected by the House committee, and which is 
better suited for the contemplated building, and will be better 
in practical use because it is nearer to the Departments. The 
Senate already has a building for the storage of its documents, 
and the House, with a very small expenditure, could secure one 
for the storage of its documents. Consequently at this end of 
the city a building of this kind is not needed. I now yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, 
neither this nor the Senate bill ought to pass at this time. The 
proposition is to buy ground and erect a hall of records. Now, 
this proposition has been before Congress in one shape ur an- 
other ever since I have been here—for twenty years. It seems 
to me it might be well enough to test the importance of this 
proposed bill by adding to it a provision for raising the money; 
a provision authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
interest-bearing obligations to secure the money to meet this 
expenditure. Tested in this way, I doubt whether there would 
be half adozen votes in this House in favor of the measure. Yet 
that is what you are proposing to do. 

Now, so far as public buildings in the District of Columbia are 
concerned, there is but one, in my judgment, which we would be 
justified in borrowing money oninterest to build. In my view, an 
improvement for which such a measure would be justified is either 
to make an addition to the Government Printing Office, or to se- 
cure a site and erect a new Government Printing Office; because 
a Government Printing Office is absolutely necessary for the 
proper conduct of public business and for the safety of the em- 
ploy¢s of the Governmentin that branch of the service. I would 
not at this time vote to authorize any public building in Wash- 
ington except a Government Printing Office; and for that reason 
I am against this measure. 


At what does the Senate fix the 


Now, I want to say to gentlemen coming from other parts of | 


the country and having in their districts great cities or small 
cities where buildings for the public service are really needed— 
more sorely needed than is this hall of records—I want to re- 
mind gentlemen of the policy with which we are met by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. They have not 
recommended in any instance, I believe, thus far during this 
Congress, nor do they intend practically hereafter, the author- 
ization of any public building throughout the country. 

Take, for instance, the city of Chicago, in my State—not a city 
which I represent. There is a crying necessity for a public 
building in that great city of nearly 2,000,000 people. But 
such a building is not to be authorized I apprehend at this ses- 
sion of Congress 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
and candid. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then I remind him that a bill for the con- 
struction of a public building at Chicago has been reported by 
Our committee, and has been on the Calendar for sometime. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certaitly it is on the Calendar. 
Yet in view of the borrowing of fifty or sixty million dollars 
and in view of a deficit of $75,000,000 or $80,000,000 for this year, 
and the absolute certainty that to pay current expenses you 

nust borrow more by the issue of interest-bearing bonds, it is 
an open secret that the bill to which the gentleman refers is 
not to pass at this session of Congress. 

Now, all that I have to say is that I will not vote to authorize 
any new public building anywhere now, unless I believe the 
necessity for its construction is so great that I would be willing 
tack upon the measure an amendment providing that the 





I know the gentleman wants to be fair 
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at 3 per cent to construct such building. In these Democratic 


times that is what stares you in the face. Tested in that way, 
the bill now before us, in my judgment, ought not to pass. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield ten minutes to the 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, this bill ought 
to pass. Ido not believe that any bill providing for a hall of 
records ought to pass at this juncture. I do not believe there 
is any Overweening necessity for any hall of records in this city 
now. In the first place, assuming the statements of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] to be correct, it is very 
evident that the Committee on Public Building's and Grounds 
has been imposed upon with reference to the site provided for 
in the bill, because that gentleman has stated that he has been 
offered a portion of this same land at 90 cents a foot, whereas 
the price to be paid, if this billshould become a law, is $3 a foot. 

Again, for the reasons stated by the gentleman from Illinois 
| Mr. CANNON], I do not believe this bill ought to pass. Whyis 
it that the policy has obtained here of denying to the districts 
of the country, in all sections of it, appropriations for public 
buildings, which are covered by bills that have been introduced 
and favorably reported upon by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds? Whenever recognition is sought on the 
floor for that purpose, it is always urged thatit covers ‘* an appro- 
priation;” that ‘‘ the Treasury isempty;” that there is a ‘‘ deficit 
staring us in the face,” and that as a consequence such appropria 
tions should not be permitted. 

As has been said by the gentleman from Illinois, we have been 
compelled, through the Secretary of the Treasury, to sell $51),- 
000,000 of bonds for the purpose of raising funds; and we are now 
wrestling with a revenue bill, the object of which is to raise suf- 
ficient money to meet the expenses of the Government and carry 
on its business; and one of the principal items in the expense list 
of the Government is found in the necessary appropriations to 
carry on the construction of the Library building in this city. 

Another item of considerable importance is the one to pro- 
vide means to carry on the construction of the post-office build- 
ing here. Gentlemen who are comparatively new to the legis- 
lation of this House may not be aware of the fact that the limit 
of cost of the Library building was fixed at $6,000,000, and the 
limit of cost of the post-office building is $2,000,000, and in these 
limits of cost is not included the cost of the sites of these build- 
ings, respectively. One millionand eighty-five thousand dollars 
has been already paid for the site of the Library building; so that 
we will have paid out, when that building shall have been com- 
pleted, $7,085,000 under the present limit. 

The cost of the site of the post-office building was $600,000; so 
that when that building shall have beencompleted we will have 
paid out $2,600,000 on that account. The appropriation bill for 
the coming fiscal year carries an appropriation of $600,000 for 
work on the Library and $200,000 or $250,000 for work on the 
post-office building. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, another con- 
sideration is involved in these two items, namely, that the ap- 
propriation, made annually, is indefinite in its character, and 
depends entirely and exclusively upon the contracts made by the 
eontracting engineer. So that while these appropriations are 
only $850,000 for the eoming year—a large sum under existing 
conditions—yet that may be in coming fiscal years increased to 
$2,000,000 or more, according to the terms and conditions im 
posed by the contracts made under authority of the contract 
ing engineer. 

Now, there is not a man on this floor who would go further in 
making all necessary appropriations for the improvement and 
ornamentation of this great capital of the nation than I. But 
when it comes to the consideration ofa bill, the passage of which 
isurged because it invoives a necessity, then I feel myself called 
upon to investigate that question and determine for myself, with 
the lights before me, whether as a matter of fact that necessity 
really exists. 

Mr. Chairman, as | have already said, I believe there is no 
necossity for the erection of a hall of records in this capital to- 
day. hy? Because each of these Department buildings, 
which are overloaded as the gentleman from Alabama said, can 
easily be relieved by passing a law of limitation against these 
old claims and vouchers, of which thousands upon thousands of 
tons have been accumulated, and which form the bulk of the 
weight that is now complained of as endangering the stability 
of these buildings. 

They will never be examined or investigated and a statute of 
limitations covering these moth-eaten and dust-covered vouchers 
and claims and authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury or 
the Postmaster-General or any other Department officer to de- 
stroy them, to burn them or to dispose of them in some way, 
would afford the necessary relief. here is necessity, of course, 
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for protecting the documentsin the City Hall or the records de- 
partment of the Government; but they are few in number com- 
paratively speaking. Wills, deeds, and documents involving 
titles—muniments of title—ought to be protected and preserved; 
but there is no necessity for protecting the vouchers for money 
orders which have been paid years and years ago. 

Go through the Sixth Auditor’s Department, and what do you 
find? he character of documents just mentioned, which it is 
proposed by this bill to protect and preserve by the erection of 
a hall of records, you find tons upon tons of them there. I say 
again that the passage of a law providing that a limitation shall 
run in favor of the Government against all of these antiquated 
claims, which date back a specified number of years, and the 
tiles and papers attached thereto, would do away with the ne- 
cessity for u large hall of records for their preservation. 

So far as the documentsin the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives are concerned, do Representatives not know that there are 
tons of them belonging to members who are dead, or gone out of 
public life? What is the reason why, by resolution, we can not 
provide for their distribution among the present members or for 
their sale by public auctionfor the benefitof the Treasury which 
now is in a depleted condition? 

I say, sir, as the gentleman from Illinois well said to the 
House, that it would be something toour credit and much more 
to our advahtage, as well as to that of the Government, if we 
were to provide by proper legislation for the erection of a pub- 
lic building to protect and preserve those employés of the Gov- 
ernment who are now in danger in an overcrowded building 
known as the Government Printing Office. 

Would it not be better for us, more to our credit, and moread- 
vantageous to the whole country, were we to pay, even by the 
sale of bonds if necessary, for the erection of a Printing Office 
for the protection of human beings, their lives, and their health, 
than to be compelled as we ma pe be to pay compensa- 
tion to those who may be injured by a falling building or whose 
relatives are dead by reason of the insecurity of a Government 
building? Such acourse is now contemplated by the investi- 
gation and report of a committee of the Senate upon the falling 
of the old Ford Theater. 

I say again, there is no pressing necessity for this building. 
There is, however, a necessity in various parts of the country 
for the erection of public buildings to facilitate the transaction 
of the public business; to hold courts in, and to transact the cus- 
toms business; but no member representing a district in any part 
of the country who asks recognition, even if he receives it from 
the Speaker for that purpose, can make a request for the con- 
sideration of such a bill without being confronted by the objec- 
tion that there is no money in the Treasury to meet the neces- 
sary appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
the building provided for in his bill. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I am opposed to the passage of 
this bill: First, because of the reasons stated by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]; second, because of the rea- 
sons, and cogent reasons,adduced by the gentleman from Il- 
linois |Mr. CANNON], and also for the reasons which I have con- 
tributed in the few minutes which have been allotted to me. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, some five or six weeks ago we 
had before the House a bill, reported by this committee, for the 
erection of a public building for a Printing Office. The site 
selected by the committee was a block of ground down near the 
Baltimore and Ohio depot. Theamountto be appropriated was 
$300,000, and the amount of land was very nearly the same as 
that provided for in this bill. After discussing that bill for sev- 
eral hours, by a vote of 2 to 1 the House instructed the commit- 
tee to bring in another bill, providing for the location of that 
building upon ground now owned by the United States. 

Here is another building bill, brought here by this commit- 
tee, appropriating about the same amount, $300,000, for the pur- 
chase of another site, for the erection of a hall of records. 

Mr. Chairman, the first objection which I desire to make to 
the bill is that if the building is needed—and I am willing to 
take the judgment of the committee which has examined the 
question upon that point—if we are absolutely in need of some 
such building, it seems to me that the first — which pre- 
sents itself to us is, Have we land upon which we can put this 
building, or is it necessary to go out and buy land? 

And if the House believed, on a former occasion, that we had 
land suitable for the erection of a great printing office which 
was to cost a million and a half of dollars, why is it that we can 
not find upon our abundant space sufficient ground upon which 
to erect a hall for storing books, at an expense of $200,000. 

Thesite which has been selected here is described as a piece 
of property the price of which is reasonable. In afew minutes’ 
time I was able to ascertain, in regard to the proposed Printing 
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Office site, that the land around it could be bought for about 
one-half what it was proposed to pay for the land to be bought 
by the Government, and that land, of about the same amount in 
extent, is better situated and worth more per foot than the land 
which is now proposed to be bought at the corner of B and First 
streets southwest. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] has said 
that he found that he could buy land there at 90 cents per foot. If 
you will go up on the hill you can buy far more desirable prop- 
erty at a less price than it is proposed to pay for that land down 
at the foot of the hill, and yet the committee say that this is a 
reasonable price. 

Mr. Chairman, when the time comes I desire to move tostrike 
out the words ‘‘three hundred thousand dollars” and insert the 
words ‘‘one hundred and fifty thousand dollars,” and I believe 
in doing that we will leave a margin of at least $50,000 more 
than that land can be bought for, if it ought to be bought at all. 
When the proper time comes I shall ask recognition to move to 
recommit the bill to the committee, with instructions that they 
locte this building upon ground now owned by the United States. 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] has called 
attention to the location of this land. The committee has not 
explained, at least not in my hearing, what led them to select 
anirregular piece of land. Whayis it that two lots are proposed 
to be bought which run off to another street, and which are 
barely connected with the body of this land? MayTI ask the 
gentleman if those lots belong to the street-railroad company? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. Lam willing tostrike out that part. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then, as I understand, these two adjoining 
lots belong to the street-car company, and I do not know that 
there is any better reason for adding on two lots which could 
not be built upon without making a very ugly structure, unless 
it be that as the street-car company owns the land there, and has 
no further use for it, we ought to take it off its hands at about 
two or three times its actual value. 

Mr. Chairman, the same reasoning which applied to the bill 
which we had before us afew weeks ago applies with much 
greater force to this. Every .reason which applied to that ap- 
plies with greater foyce to this. One reason why we objected 
to that was that we thought it was proposed to pay too much 
for,it. That reason applies with still more force to this. 
Another reason was that it was remote from the buildings to 
be used in connection with it, and the same reason applies to this. 

Here isa piece of land away oif from these Executive Depart- 
ments, away off from the Treasury Department, from the I[nte- 

rior Department, from the Pension Bureau, from the State, 
War, and Navy Departments. And, Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that there can be no justification for the selection of this 
site and the purchase of this land, except to relieve a corpora- 
tion which owns the land and desires to get rid of it. 

You will remember that after the committee was instructed to 
secure Government land for the erection of aprinting office, they 
reported backa site up here between Sixth and Seventh streets, 
what is known as the Armory Square, a splendid site for that 
building. Yet until they were instructed by the House, they 
did not select that ground. 

If [am correct in the figures, the land which they have se» 
lected on Armory Square is about 4 feet higher than this land 
which they are asking us now tobuy. Whenon that occasion I 
suggested that they take Government land, and when I men- 
tioned the Mall, we were told that they could not get a founda- 
tion there; and yet no one speaks to-day of any danger from 
overflow to this proposed site down here at the corner, within a 
block of the canal itself. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it needs no further argu- 
ment to convince this House that if we are going to buy this land 
at all we ought to cut down the amount of it at least one-half, 
and not leave it at over $150,000; and it seems conclusive to my 
mind that if we need this building at all we had better put iton 
some land that we have now and not buy a piece of land to help 
out somebody who owns the land and wants to sell it. In that 
way we can find a far more convenient site for the books which 
will be collected there. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman ailow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What portion of public ground can you find 
that will be convenient to all these departmental buildings? 

Mr. BRYAN. I would suggest the tract between the same 
streets—Sixth and Seventh streets. There island there which is 
much more convenient to the Departments than that on which 
this proposed building is to be located. 

Mr. PICKLER. That would be a mile and a half from the 
War Department. . 

Mr. BRYAN. It would be half a mile nearer than this. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is impossible to find a lot for the building 
that be near to all the different Departments. 
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Mr. BRYAN. That is true; but yet when we can show you 
ublic ground near the Departments, and more convenient for 

e purpose, it seems to me needless expense and a needless ap- 
propriation of money to authorize the purchase of land down 
here in this low ground at the foot of Capitol Hill. That is all 
I wish to say. J : 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I listened with some de- 
gree of interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. BRYAN] and the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER]. I have listened with some degree of surprise to their 
criticism with reference to the relative value of the property. 
The gentleman from New Hampshire stated that he had been 
offered property in this lot for 90 cents per square foot, and that 
he knew the parties who live on the corner very well. Now, I 
have seen the options given by all the parties; and that piece 
of the lot on that corner, owned by the very party that he speaks 
of, is estimated by the party owning itat, and the party whohad 
the option has agreed to pay, I believe, $7.50 a foot. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. MaylI correct the gentle- 
man? The corner lot was not the lot of which I spoke; but if 
the gentleman wishes to know the lot to which I did refer, it is 
lot 12, immediately east of the stable—a vacant lot. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman who got the op- 
tion on that got it at $1.25 on that vacant property. But, Mr. 
Chairman, this property is almost covered with buildings. The 
property which we propose to use is exactly as [ have stated, 
suitable for the Government purposes. I have been informed, 
and I have a statement of that fact under oath, that the build- 
ings themselves cost $65,000. 

ow, everybody knows when you undertake to get property 
in this city for Government purposes as soon as the property 
owners of the square find it out the price advances three or four 
times. You know it, Mr. Chairman, and every man in this 
House knows it; and there is not a man in this House who does 
not know that when we were seeking the ground for the post- 
office in this city the price advanced three times from the time 
we began the selection of a site until we got possession. 

Mr. BRYAN. Isit not the introduction of such bills as this 
thatencourages property holders tohold their property so high? 

Mr.BANKHEAD. Iamperfectly willing that this land should 
be condemned if the House thinks it would be preferable. In 
fact, I do not care whether the bill passes or not. It is nothing 
more to me than it is to any other member of Congress. So far 
as L am concerned, it makes very little difference to me what is 
done with it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Can not we scuffle along without this hall 
of records for awhile? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Isuppose wecould. We did scuffle along 
without a Capitol at one time. This building is not to be used 
for the Executive Departments only, but it is to be used for 
storage purposes for all the records that belong to Congress, 
and for a folding room. Therecords are there now, and largely 
the documents are being folded there. The building is exactly 
suited to the purpose, and I do not see any reason in the world 
why we should not decide on taking that place if it is decided 
by the House that it is necessary that this work should be done. 

If Congress does not think these records should be preserved, 
or if it is decided that we should pay 15 or 20 per cent rental, or 
15 or 20 per cent interest annually on buildings which are un- 
suitable buildings and where these records are liable to be de- 
stroyed, why, then, that is all right with me. 

Mr. BRYAN. How much do we pay for that building? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Fourhundred dollars a month, and I sup- 

se we will have to pay $800 a month when this lease runs out. 

ask unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be con- 
sidered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabamaasks unani- 
mous consent that the debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Mr.Chairman, I wish a few 
moments in reply inthe time that isreserved. I donotentirely 
— with all of those who seem to oppose this bill, for I am one 
of those who believe thata hall of recordsis necessary. My oppo- 
sition to this bill issimply because of the location of the building 
and of the proposed price of the lot. The original idea of a hall 
of records was that it should be exactly what the name indicates, 
not that it should contain also a storeroom for the documents of 
Congress; but that it should be for the records and vouchers of 
the Executive Departments of the Government and to supply 
sufficient room for the storage of those documents now existing 
and those which will inevitably come into the possession of the 
Government in the coming years, which will require a building 
larger than the one that the gentleman from Alabama from the 
committee proposes to erect here. 

That building should undoubtedly be located as near to the 
several Executive Departments as possible, in order that time 
may not be lost in passing from the several Departments to the hall 
of records for the purpose of examining vouchers there stored. 
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This bill proposes to locate the hall of records nearly a mile 
from any one of the Departments and on an average a mile and 
a quarter from all of those Departments. As I have alread 
said, a clerk can not leave any of the Executive Departments a 
the upper end of the town and come down to this place and re- 
turn without consuming about an hour in the simple transit. 

Now, if it is necessary, and I presume it is, that the House of 
Representatives should have some place for the storage of doc- 
uments (and there is a vast difference between documents and 
vouchers), let us secure a proper place anderect a suitable build- 
ing as near the Capitol as possible, so that convenience and 
—— in the transaction of the business of the House may be 
secured. 

In providing a hall of records for the Executive Departments, 
let us act on precisely the same principle. Let us select from 
property already belonging to the Government, or let us pur- 
chase, ground as near those Executive Departments as possible, 
because this hall of records is to be simply a continuation of the 
file rooms of the Departments. 

Mr. PICKLER. What point does the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suggest that there is any 
quantity of very cheap land lying to the southwest of the War, 
State, and Navy Department building—— 

Mr. PICKLER. How close would that be to the Pension Of- 
fice? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That would be as near the 
Pension Office as the site proposed by the House committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. How near would it be to the Agricultural 
Department? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It would be within about 
three squares of the Agricultural Department, and within one 
or two squares of the War, State, and Navy Department build- 
ing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would that be on low ground? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It would be just beyond 
where the Corcoran Art Buildingis being erected—right below 
that. And ground which is fit for the erection of an art build- 
ing would be fit for the erection of a building for the hall of 
records. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the ground the gentleman has in view 
would be no such situation as that of the Corcoran Art Gallery. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Would not that location be as far from 
the Interior Department and the Post-Office Department as the 
location we propose? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Just as far; but very much 
nearer to the other large Departments. 

There isnosense whatever in confounding books and vouchers, 
which constitute what may be called records of the Government, 
with the documents issued by Congress. Let those two matters 
be kept entirely distinct; and we shall accomplish what will con- 
duce to the wants of the Departments and will at the same time 
meet the demands of Congress. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand, the gentieman wants to 
erect two buildings—one for the documents of Congress, the other 
for the records of the Departments. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. This hall of records would 
be designed simply for the Government Departments, but the 
House committee, differing from the Senate, proposes to make 
a jumble of the whole thing, and place a building in a location 
where it ought not to be for the purpose of meeting both pur- 
poses. These two objects have nothing in common, and they 
should be kept separate; and the buildings whenever erected 
should be erected separately. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like the gentleman to explain how 
there is to be any economy in buying ground in two different 
places and erecting two great public buildings, rather than buy- 
ing a single location and erecting a building suitable for both 
purposes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have not in any sense pro- 
posed to erect two buildings. I have only said that if it was 
necessary that would be the more proper course. And if itis 
necessary to have two large buildings, one for the use of Con- 
gress and the other for the use of the Executive Departments, I 
know no reason why they should not be erected; and it would 
really cost no more to erect two than to erect one, because there 
would, of course, be in the two buildings no more space than it 
would be necessary to have for both purposes in a single build- 





ing. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I should like to straighten out my friend 
on this proposition, if I can. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
have the gentleman do so. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman seems to have the idea 
that our proposition is to erect or use jointly a building for the 
storage of official files of the different Departments, and also 
the records and documents of Congress. Now, the simple, 
plain proposition is that upon that portion of the lot which is 


I would be very glad to 
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not occupied by the building in which we are now storing the 
documents of Congress this hall of records shall be built; sep- 
arate and apart from the building which we are using; having 

connection with it; a separate building, to be used exclu- 
broly as a place for storing the files of the Departments of the 
Government. 

At the same time we have for the storage of our documents 
and for a folding room the building which I have already de- 
scribed; a building exactly suited to the purpose, and which I 
guarantee the Government of the United States, under its sys- 
tem of erecting public buildings, could not construct for $100,- 
000. That building we do not propose to touch or to change in 
any way, for it is exactly what we want. Now, where is the 
jumble in that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will tell you. Beside the 
building which you propose to use for the purposes of Congress, 
you propose to buy this additional land from the railroad com- 
pany and erect, at an average distance of a mile and a quarter 
from the Departments, a building which is designed exclusively 
for the daily use of those existing Departments. There is where 
the jumble is. I think that project is entirely and completely 
improper. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be considered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the first sec- 
tion of the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, for and in the namé of the Onitea States, ata cost not 
to exceed $300,000, for the purposes and in the manher hereinafter provided, 
the following deseribed real estate, with the improvements thereon, known 
and designated as original lots numbered 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 20, and 21, in 
aquare numbered 635, city of Washington, District of Columbia, and con- 
taining, with the alleys to be utillzed, 92, are feet, more or less, and 
being bounded on the north by B street south, and on the west by First 
street west; and the said Secretary is hereby instructed raven ace, 


(under the supervision of the Chief of teal seat the Uni States Army), 
( 9 


upon that portion of said above-described pr rty 28 is embraced in lots 8, 
which alley is 


9,10, 11, 12, and 13, and the alley abut on said lo 
hereby declared to be closed for such purpose at a cost not to exceed ,- 
000, a suitable fireproof building, to be used as a hall of records for the safe- 
keeping of such valuable records of the executive, legislative, apd judicial 
departments of the Government as in the udgment of the heads Of such de- 
partments are not required for constant reference, and the balance of said 
roperty, as embraced in lots 6,7,20,and 2], is to be used for storage rooms 
Sd folding rooms for the House of Representatives and for such other pur- 
poses as may be hereafter determined. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to offer an amendment to this 
section, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “three hundred ”’ and insert ‘two hundred and sey- 
euty-five,’’ so that it will read, ‘not to exceed $275,000.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I also move to strike out lots 20 and 21, 
in iines 9 and 10. These lots will not be very valuable for the 

urpose contemplated. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘‘two hundred and seventy-five” and insert ‘‘one hundred and 
fifty,’ so that it will read, $150,000." 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the House thinks proper 
to adopt this amendment it is very evident to everybody except 
the gentleman from Nebraska that this is the end of it. Now, 
you can not buy the property for that sum, and nobody who has 
any knowledge of real estate in the city of baer oc would 
expect such a thing. And I may add that nobody who has any 
proper regard for the public interests would suggest such an 
amendment as that to this bill. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman wil! permit an interrup- 
tion just in that connection, I wish to ask a question for infor- 
mation which may have been developed dur my absence at 
the Senate. I want to know the price per foot of this property, 


* $f $275,000 is allowed for the land? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. About $3afoot. This property, as I have 
stated, is almostentirely covered with buildings. Thore is one 
vacant lot, a small one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Have you any iaformation as to the cost of 
the buildings? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The buildings of the Georgetown Street 
Railway Company, the stable, which isa part of the property 
proposed to be acquired, and which is now being used for stor- 
age, having been fitted up for that purpose, was represented to 
the committee to have cost $75,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it fireproof in its present condition? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Perfectly; from the outside. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it suitable for the purpose contemplated 
and capable of being properly heated = ventilated? I know 
the building was erected for and applied to other purposes. 


Mr. BANKHEAD: Oh, yes; we have already fit i. 
ingroomthere. The building outside of that—the cn ao ” 
we would not probably want to use, and there may be some aiff. 
culty in heating it. Ido not see any necessity for it, however 
It will be only necessary to make provision in that regard for 
that part of the building where the employés would be at work 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it contemplated to put valuable records 
in this building, such as the records of the Land Office, and the 
Pension Office, and the War Department, when they become too 
numerous for storage in their respective Departments? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then this proposition could be more prop- 
erly designated as a hall of documents than of records, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; for we propose to erect on the re- 
maining part of the lot—that part not now occupied by the pres- 
ent structure—a hallof records. Inother words there are some 
55,000 féet unoccupied that we propose to erect this building 
upon. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will that be in the corner? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; on the corner up this way. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is the gentieman able to state the current 
price of unimproved property in that locality? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A gentleman stated here that he was of- 
fered a vacant lot for 90 centsa foot, and said that such property 
could be bought there for that price. I think it would not be 
such property as would be suitable for the purpose contemplated 
here, however. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihave no information as to the value of 
lands around there, but I had supposed the price the gentleman 
fixes, $3 a foot, would be quite a high valuation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That would be true of vacant property; 
but this includes a valuable building. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman if the Committes 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have carefully gone over this 
subject and have examined the price, taking into consideration 
the location and all other questions bearing upon the subject? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, yes; we went down and personally 
examined it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it the judgment of the committee that 
this is a reasonable price for the property? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; and we so report. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like toask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is that building on the 
= now any more fireproof than any other ordinary brick 

uilding’ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I donot know as to that. It has a slate 
roof, a thick brick wall, and I suppose it is as nearly fireproof 
as a brick building can be. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; as nearly fireproof 
as any brick building that will easily burn. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already 
stated, it may be that the vacant lot included amongst these lots— 
and they belong to other parties, for these lots do not all be- 
long to the Georgetown Railroad Company, and that seems to 
be a mistake into which some gentlemen have fallen; that com- 
pany only own the lot upon which the building is located—I say, 
as to the vacant lots,it may be that the price would be consid- 
ereda high one. There is a vacant lot there, and a gentleman 
has an option upon it at a price, I think, of $1.35; but I will guar- 
antee that ‘he will not make $10,000 on his option if this bill 
passes. And you all know that it is‘the only way by which you 
ean get a square of land together in the city of Washington—for 
somebody to undertake to get an option upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Inasmuch as the gentleman has been inter- 
rupted, I ask that his time be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. BANKHEAD] to say that some one has an option on all this 


Pp rty? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. COOMBS. And thet you have been talking with this 


rson? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He filed his statement with the commit- 
tee, showing the price of each piece of property—which he had 
agreed to ~! for it. 

Mr. COOMBS. There are provisions in the bill for the con- 
demnation of the property, are there not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can not pay more than $275,000 under the bill as amended. 
He can negotiate for it for that, or he can condemn it, but he 
can not pay any more than $275,000 under condemnation proceed- 


ings. 
“Mr. COOMBS. Could the property that is owned by the 
Georgetown Railroad Company be purchased separately for the 
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use ot a folding room? As J understagd, that would be just 
abo t large enough for a folding rdom, according to the gentle- 
man's idea. ; 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh,Idonotknowaboutthat. I could not 
ans er the question whether it cduld be pufthased separately 
or not. 7 s , 

Mv. COOMBS. The reason for my asking the question is that 
whi.c | think it might be a very good place for a folding room, 
it das not strike me as being peculiarly favorable for a storage 
a - BANKHEAD. I know the option filed with the com- 
m tice showed that he had an option on the Georgetown Rail- 
rou! property, for which he agreed to pay $200,000. 

_ LYNCH. Tsee that the price proposed to be paid for the 
property by this bill, with the building on it, is about $3 per 


foot. Nov, under your amendment, which fixes the limit at 
g°7 5,000, and estimating the cost or value of the building now on 
the premises at $75,000, that would leave the price of the ground 
itself about $2 per foot. 


Mr. COOMBS. I understand the gentleman does not give 
that as his positive estimate, that that brick stable is worth 
$75,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
$75,00 ‘e 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does that include both buildings on 
that corner, the one that faces on B street as well as the other? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And they say it cost $75,000? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have not been through the building, 
but it seems to me it is not worth more than half that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman had been through it, he 
would see that it is an immense building. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How many square feet are there in 
the lot which it is proposed to buy? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ninety-six thousand square feet in the 
property we propose to buy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have not asked anyreal-estate agent 
about the price of adjoining property, but even with that build- 
ing there, estimating that at $75,000, it seems to me that is a 
high price for that ground. Does not the gentlemen think it 
could becondemned by proceedings in court? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Lam perfectly willing to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to condemn it, without fixing any 
rice, as far as I am personally concerned. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Recurring to the point on which the gen- 
tleman touched a moment ago, if the records from the offices 
that he mentioned are not to go there, what records is it con- 
templated to put there? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Nothing is to gointo the building we are 
talking about now, except the documents belonging to the 
House of Representatives. There are now five or six hundred 
thousand volumes stored away in the basement, which it it said 
must be moved. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We haye been trying to provide a means 
for the distribution of those documents, and I thin that is the 


They said it cost between $65,000 and 


proper method of getting rid of a good deal of the junk in the | 


basement. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That may be true, but the gentleman 
knows that we always have a large accumulation of documents. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true, and it strikes me that this 
amount is a large sum to pay for the construction of a hall for 
this purpose, when it is only a question of time, anda very short 
time, before we shall be compelled to build an expensive fire- 
proof building for the purpose of having a place to store our 
vaiuable records. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is exactly what we are proposing to 
do. We provers to erect, on the balance of this lot, not occu- 
pied by this storehouse, this hall of records for the storing of 
these valuable documents you are talking about. 

Mr. BRYAN. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the wording of this bill. The estimate given here of 92,658 
square feet includes the alley to be utilized. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is one small alley. 

Mr. BRYAN. An alley 30 feet wide runs all around it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It does not run all around it. It is about 
6,000 feet, I think. 

Mr. BRYAN. Six thousand feet, which is more than 5 per 
cent of the entire amount, consists of an alley that we do not 
have to buy. The amount of land in these two lots stricken off 
amounts to nearly 15,000 feet. The sum of $25,000 has been 
taken off the total which it is proposed to pay—a reduction of 
$25,000 for a reduction of 15,000 square feet—so that when you 
come to figure up the pay for the amount left, it will run nearer 
to $4 a square foot than to $3 square foot; and one of the mem- 
bers of the House has stated to the House that he had an op- 
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portunity to get a part of this same land for 90 cents a square 
foot within a year, and everyone knows that land is cheaper 
now than it was a year ago. 

[t seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we amend this bill so as 
to limit the amount to be paid to $150,000, we shall leave all that 
will be necessary with which to buy this property, if we want to 
buy it, when the people find out that theycannot get more. The 
gentleman from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEAD] says that whenever 
we attempt to buy anything, people raise their price to three or 
four times the value of the property. Because they do that is 
no reason why the Government should appropriate three or four 
times the value of the property. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iwill ask the gentleman if he would be 
willing to accept an amendment simply providing that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall condemn this property, without fix- 
ing any price upon it in the bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the bill asit came from 
the Senate had no limitation whatever as to price. 

:, oh BAKER of New Hampshire. Three hundred thousand 
aollars, 

Mr. BRYAN. 
site. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam perfectly willing to consent to an 
amendment providing simply that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be empowered to condemn the property and take it at what 
ever price he can get it. Ishall be glad to do that, as far as I 
am concerned. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ishall not accept that amendment. I think 
it would be better to fix it, because we are now fixing more than 
the property is worth, measuring the value by surrounding 
property. 

In view of the fact that the committee have attempted to se 
lect a particular piece of land, and inasmuch as they have at- 
tempted to fix the price so high, I think it would be better to 
meet them on their own ground and fix the price so that the 
holders can not demand too much; and taking into considera- 
tion the value of the surrounding property, I believe we are 
justified in the conclusion that $150,000 will be a sufficient sum, 
when the people find out that they can not get any more. 

We ought not by our legislation to encourage the raising of 
the price of property in anticipation of purchase by the Govern- 
ment. It seems to me that the explanation given by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama |[Mr. BANKHEAD] is a sufficient explana 
tion of the amount fixed in this bill. He states that we can not 
expect to buy land for what it is worth, and that it is customary 
to raise the price. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that we can buy this land for what 
it is worth, if we need to buy it atall. If we want the land, | 
think we can get it for $150,000. ButI hope that when we reach 
another part of the bill, we shall decide to place this building 
on Government land, and not buy any private property that we 
do not need. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing the 
amount at $150,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
a question. 

Mr. BRYAN. I will yield toa question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman talksaboutevidence. What 
evidence has the gentleman that this property can be bought 
for $150,000? 

IMr. BRYAN. One member of the House stated that he was 
offered one lot included in this site, facing on B street, at 90 
cents a square foot. It was also stated that the buildings only 
cost $65,000 to $75,000; and yet they want to buy a building al- 
ready constructed, constructed ata time when it cost more to 
build than it does now, and place the estimate at the highest 
point given as the cost of the construction by the people who 
want to sell. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGHIS of New York. 

Mr. BRYAN. And that a stable. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee towhat I believe to be a wrong policy we 
are pursuing. Some time ago, when we were discussing the 
question of the selection of a site for she erection of a new Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, I took sides against the report of the 
committee and voted to locate the building upon = ic ground. 

After I had done so it occurred to me that perhaps I had not 
been as wise asI ought to have been as a legislator; and then I 
took occasion toinform myself. I tramped over the public grounds 
myself a great deal; and I made up my mind, after having tramped 
miles, that the committee knew more about this matter than I 
did, and thatI had done an unwise thing in voting against its 
recommendation. I can back to the House and examined the 
membership of that committee and saw no reason why weshould 
not haveconfidence that they would do an honest and wise thing. 


Yes; you are right; but it did not select any 


I want to ask the gentleman from Nebraska 


And that a stable. 
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I looked over the constitution of the committee, and I thought 
that the House ought to follow the advice of that committee. 

If we are going to put up any public buildings we have to fol- 
low the lead of somebody. It is admitted that we need this 
building. I donot know. I takeitfor granted that we do need 
it. Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that we are going to do an unwise thing if westand up here 
and repudiate everything that the committee recommends. As 
wise men, it seems to me, we must follow that committee as we 
do other committees; and I do not see why we can not do so af- 
ter they have made their examination. 

Mr. VAN VOORKGIS of New York. Then you have changed 
your opinion. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I have changed my opinion; and I think 
I voted wrong. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the gentleman’s experience, the 
same as that of every other member, that after this committee 
make a report recommending that a certain price be paid for a 
particular piece of property some other gentleman always finds 
thatit can be bought for half of that? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Tam not charging weakness upon any- 
body, buf I was guilty of weakness on one occasion. I thought 
I knew better than the committee did; but after [ had tramped 
all over the public grounds I mada up my mind that the com- 
mittee knew more than I did, and that I had done an unwise 
thing in voting against their recommendation. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that this isa matter of compromise. The bill proposes to leave 
it in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. Ordinarily 
he is not a fool or a scoundrel. 

Mr. COOMBS. It does not leave it in the hands of the Sec- 
retary. It instructs them to buy this property. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. [t authorizes the condemnation of the 
property. Now, the chairman makes a fair proposition. He 
moves to strike out all the figures and leave the Secretary 

ower to condemn. I think we ought to compromise on that. 
Ve can not stand here and fight in this way. That will notdo, 
and we ought to acknowledge that fact. I think it is wrong. 
can not carry out my idea of what property ought to be bought. 
It is not wise that I should attempt it. The committee has 
done hard work in this matter; and I submit that it is the part 
of wisdom on the part of this committee to stand by the com- 
mittee having this matter in charge. Let us strike out the 
$275,000 and accept the proposition made by the chairman of the 
committee, leaving it alone with the Secretary of the Treasury 
to fight this thing andcondemn the property. If we are to have 
this building, let us have it, and get rid of our personal feelings 
in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask that it be read. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Whatis the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendmentproposes to fix the amount 
at $150,000. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing 
amount at $150,000. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 41. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by making it $175,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think we had better strike out the 
amount named in this bill. Iam perfectly willing to do so, and 
leave it entirely with the Secretary of the Treasury to condemn 
this property. ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why should we leave it to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to condemn this property when 
the Senate bill, for which this bill is a substitute, constitutes a 
commission composed of the Secretary of State, the Secretary 
of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury to locate and con- 

emn? 

Mr. BANKHEAD My objection to that is that it seems to 
me that Congress, while it is in session, and especially while it 
has so distinguished a gentleman as my friend over the way to 
aid it in a decision, may be able to make as good a selection for 
a public building as any commission. 


= 


me 





Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I thank the ge 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We have selected this site ana aee the 
Secrstary have it condemned. 

Mr. BYNUM. By leaving it open we would have competi- 
tion. By closing it now there can be no ccunanmine 

Mr. BRETZ. And you would have a pool. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendmentofferea 
by the gentleman from Nebraska, fixing the amount at $175.00( 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 35, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appointas tellers the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] and the gentleman froin 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

The tellers took their places, and pending the count, 

Mr. TRACEY said: I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I renew it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire re- 
news the point of no quorum, and tellers will resume their 
places. 

After further count, tellers reported—ayes 31, noes 62. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wouldlike toask whether 
or not the tellers are on the same side of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no information on that 
point. The gentleman from New York made the point that no 
quorum had voted. 

On this question the ayes are 31, the noes are 62. The gentie- 
man from New Hampshire insists on the point of no quorum, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Aitken, Ellis, Oregon Kilgore, Schermerhorn, 
Aldrich, Everett, Kribbs, Scranton, 
Allen, Fielder, Lane, Settle, 
Apsley, Fithian, Lapham, Shaw, 

Avery, Fletcher, Lefever, Sherman, 
Babcock, Forman, Lisle, Sibley, 
Baldwin, Funston, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Barnes, Gear, Lucas, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Goldzier, Magner, Sipe, 
Belden, Goodnight, Marshall, Smith, 
Beltzhoover, Gorman, Marvin, N. Y. Snodgrass, 
Berry, Graham, McAleer, Springer, 
Bingham, Gresham, McDowell, Stallings, 
Black, Il. Grosvenor, McKeighan, Stevens, 
Blair, Grout, McLaurin, Stockdale, 
Bland, Grow, McNagny, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hainer, Meiklejohn, Strait, 
Brickner, Haines, Mercer, Straus, 
Broderick, Hall, Minn. Meyer, Swanson, 
Bundy, Hall, Mo. Milliken, Sweet, 

Bunn, Hammond, Money, Tarsney, 
Burnes, Harmer, Moon, Tawney, 
Campbell, Harter, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Chickering, Hartman, Murray, Thomas, 
Childs, Hatch, Neill, Turpin, 
Cockran, Haugen, Oates, Tyler, 

Conn, Heard, Outhwaite, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cousius, Heiner, Phillips, Wadsworth, 
Covert, Henderson, Ill. Post, Walker, 

Cox, Henderson, lowa Powers, Wanger, 
Culberson, Hendrix, Price, Weadock, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hepburn, Ray, od yells, 
Davey, Hicks, Rayner, Wheeler, Ill. 
De Forest, Hines, Reyburn, White, 
Dingley, Holman, Richards, Ohio Whiting, 
Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y. Richardson, Mich. Wilson, W. Va. 
Draper, Hopkins, Pa. Robertson, La. Wise, 

Dunn, Houk, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton, 
Durborow, Johnson, Ind. Rusk, Wright, Pa. 
Edmunds, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Conn. 


Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Sayers, 

The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of rec- 
ords, had found itself without a quorum; whereupon, in accord- 
ance with the rule, the chairman had caused the roll to be called, 
and now reported to the House the names of the absentees, to 
be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety members, being a 

uorum, have answered to their names. Under the rule the 
Committee of the Whole will resume its session. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Dockery in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of Senate bill No. 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Nebraska. The tellers will resume their 
places. 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


40, noes 72. : ; 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following-named 
members failed to answer: 
Johnson, N. D. 
Johnson, Ohio 


Scranton, 
Settle, 


Dunn. 
Durborow, 


Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 


Aldrich, kdmunds, Jones. Shaw, 
Allen, Bllis, Ky. Kilgore, Sherman, 
Apsley, Ellis, Oregon Kribbs, Sibiey, 
Avery. Everett, Lapham, Sickles, 
Babcock, Mielder, Layton, Simpson, 
Bailey, Fithian, Lefever, Sipe. 
Baldwin, Fietcher, Lisle, Smith. 
Barnes, Morman, Lockwood, Snodgrass, 
Bartlett, Funston, Lucas, Sperry, 
Belden, Gear, Magner, Springer, 


Geary, Marshall, 
Gillett, Mass. Marvin, N. 
Goldzier, McAleer, 


Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale. 


Beltzhoover, 
Binghan, 
Black, Il. 


as 


Blair, Goodnight, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Bland, Gorman, Meiklejohn, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Graham, Mercer, Strait 

Boen, Gresham, Meyer, Straus, 
Boutelie, Griffin, Milliken, Sweet, 
Bower, N. C. Grosvenor, Money, Tarsney, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, Montgomery, Tawney, 
Breckinridge.Ky. Grow, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Hainer, Morse, Thomas, 
Broderick, Haines, Murray, Turpin, 
Brown, Hall, Minn, Neill, Tyler, 

Bunn, Hall, Mo. Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burnes, Hammond, Oates, Wadsworth, 


Hare, 


lharmer, 


Outhwaite, 
Paynterx, 


Walker, 


Bynum, P 
W anger, 


Campbell, 


Chickering, liarter, Phillips, Waugh, 
Childs, liartman, Pickler, Weadock, 
Clancy, Hatch, Post, Wells, 
Cockran, Haugen, Powers, Wheeler, I). 
Conn, Heiner, Randall, White, 
Cousins, Henderson, lowa Rayner, Whiting, 


Covert, Hendrix, Reyburn, Williams, Miss. 
Culberson, Hepburn, Richards, Ohio Wilson, Wash. 
Cummings, Hicks, Richardson, Mich. Wilson, W. Va. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hines, Robertson, La. Wise, 

Dalzell, Holman, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton, 
Davey, Hooker, N. Y. Rusk, Wright, Pa. 
DeForest, Hopkins, Pa Russell, Conn. 

Dingley, Houk, Russell, Ga 

Donovan, Hull, Sayers, 

Draper, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 


The roll call being concluded, the committee rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the Chair, Mr. DocKERy reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, having 
had under cousideration the bill (S. 22) making appropriations 
for the purchase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of ree- 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4258) to restore Lieut. Samuel Howard to his proper rank, and 
H. R. 642, of the same title, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Inder clause 8of Rule X XII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: : 
By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7590) to ratify certain farm im- 
provement in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
A Tairs. 
by Mr. BURROWS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 197) for the 
relief of W. D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension Divi- 
sion of the War Department—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. 
tes. 198) to print Agricultural Report for 1s94—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 
by Mr. STORER: A resolution of the General Assembly of 
Ohio, relative to the centennial of the conquest of the Indian 


| nations—to the Committee on the Library. 


ords, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon, in accord- | 
ance with the rule, the Chairman had caused the roll to be } 


called, and now reported to the House the names of the absen- 
tees, to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seventy-two members 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LINTON. I ask that my colleague [Mr. 'CHOMAS] be ex- 
cused from the session of to-day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. BANKHEAD was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 


7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by | 


Capt. W.H. Bixby, Engineers, United States Army, at Newport, 
R. I., in favor of Stout, Hall & Bangs. (Report No. 1182.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R.5121) for the relief of H. P. Bennett. 
port No. 1183.) 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, sub- 
mitted a supplementary report (No. 1096) on the bill (H. R. 4850) 
to increase the pension of Marcus D. Box; which was ordered 
to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. KIEFER, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 6443) for relief 
of Stout, Hall & Bangs; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1183), was ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 


XXVI——437 


By Mr. ONEIL of Massachusetts: A resolution of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the suppression of the 
lottery traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rel- 
ative to the extermination of the gypsy moth—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, rela- 
tive to the appointment and removal of veterans in the national 
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7591) making appropriations for 
survey of the Minnesota River and the Red River of the North 
and tributaries above Fergus Falls and Crookston, Minn., and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H.R. 7592) for the relief of the trustees 


of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, ‘Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7593) for the relief of Rhoda Rucker of 


‘Tennessee —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (A. R. 7594) for allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies, ete.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FIELDER: A bill (H.R. 7595) for the relief of 
George W. Getty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 7596) to increase the pen- 
sion of Frances i’. Gockeritz—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7597) to pension Maurice O’Flanigan, of 
South Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 7593) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Cox, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 7599) to correct the military 
record of Dr. George W. Bowen-—-to the Coinmittee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7600) for the relief 
of benjamin B. Rhoads—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bili (H. R.7601) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Henry M. Baker, deceased, late of Frederick 


Col, 


| County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


(Re- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7602) to pension Mary R. Williams—to tl 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEVER: A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles 
Deal—to the Committee on Claims. 


1g 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause I of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and velesrel as follows: 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of A. A. Sharpley and others, 
of Salem, Mass., against income tax on certain beneficiary socie- 
ties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John W. Jewett and others, of Danvers, 
Mass., against a tax on incomes of certain beneficiary societies— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of W. H. Allen and A. H. Des- 
borouch, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the enactmentof alaw whereby 


the Seeretary of the Treasury shall be empowered to charge a 
premium on all gold withdrawn from the Treasury for export 
to foreign countri to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Two petitions of N. G. Stur- 
levant and others. of California, in the interest of fraternal so- 
ciety and ce: ro journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. | 

Also, pet . of J. H, Chipman and others, in the interest of 
fraternal society and college journals—to the Committee on tho | 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. GORMAN: Petition and papers to accompany House 
bill 6759—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Resolutions of the 
Produce Exchange of Wilmington, N. C., urging a national ex- 
hibit at Atlanta. Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Petition of J. D. Rickerd and 
others, of Lilinois, against income tax on certain beneficiary so- 
cieti to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Newton Boughn, to accom- 
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pany House bill 7589—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7587 and House bill 
75s to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. METCHLER: Two petitions of citizens of Bethlehem, 
Pa., favoring an amendment to the income tax, that fraternal 


beneficiary societies, orders, or associations, operating on the 
lode system shall be exempt from all the provisions of this bill 
re jiiring taxation in any form—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

ly Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 14 citizens of Peabody, Mass., 
praying for exemption from taxation of all fraternal beneficiary 
societies, orders, or associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolutions of Toledo Produce Exchange, 
for passage of House bill 7402—to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Also, resolutions of Cincinnati Board of Trade, in favor of in- 
creased fast-m il facilities between Cincinnati and the South—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: Resolutions of the Board of 
Lumber Deilers of Cleveland, Ohio, indorsing the project of a 
ship canal to connect Lake Erie with the Ohio River—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 68 citizens of Se- 
attle, Wash.. favoring an amendment to the incomes tax that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operating on 
the lodge system shall be exempt from all the provisions of this 
bill requiring taxation in any form—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union, of Seattle, Wash.., 
favorable to House bill 4478—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1894, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings when, 
On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 20th inst., a state- 
ment of the visible and invisible supply of wheat likely to be in 
the United States on July 1, 1894, together with certain infor- 
mation concerning the crops of 1894; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
rescntatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R.199) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint 
a board of review in certain cases; and 

A bill (H. R. 605%) to reimburse John Nelson for money paid 
in 1863 to avoid a draft. 

The bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term of the Federal district and 
circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, to 
be held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named, was 
ae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 





JUNE 29, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry wire workers 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the adoption of the go- 
called Allen amendment to the pending tariff bill, by which 
barbed fence wire is to be placed upon the free list: which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gil- 


roy, Cal., praying for an international bimetallic convention: 


which was reierred to the Committee on Finanee. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying that the fundsof mutual life insurance eo 
panies and associations be exempted from the proposed income 
tax provision of the pending tarilf bill; which were ordered to 


lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 44 woolerowers of 
Ohio, remonstrating against a reduction of the present duty 
on wool; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade and Trang 
portation of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a fast mil service 
between Cincinnati and the South; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of G. F. Saunders and 19 
other citizens of York Beach, Me., praying that fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of 117 members of Parnassus 
Council, No. 466, Royal Arcanum, of Columbia, Tenn., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed inc»me-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry dealers, rehandiers, 
and repackers of leaf tobacco, of ‘Tennessee, remonstrating 
against the passage of the clause in the pending tariff bill relat- 
ing to leaf tobacco: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dallas, 
Tex., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or as- 
sociations be exempted from the income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RYE presented a petition of 35 citizens of Cumberland 
County, Me., praying that the funds of mutual life insurance 
companies and associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
tome-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 28 citizens of Danforth, Me., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bili; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Robert Strother and 
sundry other citizens of Lynchburg, Va., and the petition of 
Isaac Skarrett, H. C. Jones, and sundry other citizens of Bris- 
tol, Va., praying that the funds of mutual loan and building as- 
sociations be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PA®E, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PRocTor, March 
20, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moyed thatit be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the amendmentsubmitted by himself on the 28th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred co the 
Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed 
t 





0. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendmentsubmitted by Mr. CAMERON on the 
13th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Rules, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. _ 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self on the 26th instant, intended to be proposed to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be printed and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 16th in- 
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stant, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
prition bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 
NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
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lution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of the Board of 
Manacers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
to report it fa orably without amendment, and as it is a matter 
of some urgency and I think there can be no objection to the 


joint resolution, I ask that it be considered at this time. 

" The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be r 
for information. he 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


ad 











Resolved, etc., That Charles M. Anderson, of Greenville, Darke County, 
Oni Sidney G. Cooke, of Herington, Dickerson County, Kans.; and A. L. 
Pe 1. of Pittsburg. Pa., be. and the same hereby are, appointed as mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
tee jldiers of the United States. Charles M. Anderson to succeed Gen. A. 

tt, Whose term of service has expired; Sidney G. Cooke to succeed 
Ma N. Morrill, whose term of service has expired; and A. L. Pearson to 
sueceed himself, his term of service having expired. All totake effect from 


and after the passage of this resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resoiution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered toathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MINNEAPOLIS GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I am directed by the Committee on 


Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7449) author- 





izing the Minneapolis Gas Light Company, of Minneapolis, read 
Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes across the eer River at} rp; 


Minneapolis, to report it without amendment. I ask the Senate 
to consider the bill at the present time, as it will take buta 
moment. 

Sy unanimous consent, tho Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


sion of Andrew R. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committze on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S..2167) granting the use of cer- 
tain land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park; which 
vas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2168) granting a pension | 


to Kate C. McDougal; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2169) fixing the times when’ 
regulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts which shall be hereafter stated to the Treasury De- 
partment for settlement between the United States and the sev- 
eral public-land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands made and to be made therein by the United 


States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, | 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2170) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for current and contin- 
gent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 
tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894;” which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2171) for the relief of John 
A. Fairfax, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DIXON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAFFERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 





| 





| rendered, in whose favor rendered, the amount in each case, and the 
|} gate amount. 
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posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deliciencyappropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment 


intended to be pro 
{ by him to the river and harbor appr 


ypriation bill; which 
eo on Commerce, lered to be 


was referred to the Committ 
D ‘inted. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 
OMr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Sen 
ate a list of the judgments rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian depre- 
dation cases since the last report submitted in pursuance of Senate re 
tion of April 14, 1894, together with a statement of the date when eacl 


and ord 





USE OF RENTED CARS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SHERMAN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce is hereby instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of regulating by law the employment and use 


| of sleeping and parlor cars, not owned by railroad companies engaged in 


interstatecommerce, the cost of operating them, the charges made for their 


| use, and what would be a reasonable charge for the seats, berths, and sec 


tions therein. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


| resolution. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2166) to increase the pen- | 


The resolution was agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution continuing the uppropria- 
tions for the expenses of the executive, legislative, and judicial 
branches of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the expenditures 
of the Government. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
mot'on of the Senator from Mass :chusetts [Mr. HOAR] to com- 
mit the joint resolution to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a motion pending to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committees on Appropriations. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1am instructed ty the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report back favorably without amendment the 
joint resolution continuing the appropriations for the support 
of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, reports favorably a joint 
resolution which will be read by title. 

The SecRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was 
reac, as follows: 

Resolved, cte., That all appropriations for the necessary operations of the 
Government, and of the District of Columbia, and for the es of 2- 


sions, under existing laws. which shall remain unprovided for on the 
day of June, 1894, be, and they are hereby, continued and made available fer 


The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
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a period of thirty days from and after that date, unless the regular appro- 
priations provided therefor in bills now pending in Congress shall have been 
previously made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; and 
a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry on the same: Provided, That no 
greater amount shall be expended for such operations than will be in the 
same proportion to the appropriations for the fiscal year 1894 as thirty 
days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Provided further, Thatthe 
total expenditures for the whole of the fiscal year 1895, under the several 
appropriations hereby continued, and under the several appropriation bills 
now pending, shall not excee lin the aggregate the amounts finally appro- 
priated therefor in the several bills now pending, except in cases where a 
change Is made in the annual, monthly, or per diem compensation, or in the 
numbers of officers, clerks, or other persons authorized to be employed by 
the several appropriations hereby continued, in which cases the amounts 
authorized to be expended shall equal thirty three -hundred-and -sixty-fifths 
of the appropriations for the fiscal year 1894, and three hundred and thirty- 
live three-hundred-and-sixty fifths of the appropriations contained in the 
several bills now pending when the same shall have been finally passed, 
unless the salary or compensation of any office shall be increased or dimin- 
ished without changing the grade or the duties thereof, in which case such 
salary or compensation shall relate to the entire fiscal year and run from 
the beginning thereof: Provided further, That the session employés of the 
Senate ana House of Representatives now authorized by law, shall be con- 
tinued upon the rolls until the end of the present session of Congress and 
paid at the rate per diem or month at which they are now paid; and a sufti- 
clent amount is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated to pay the same: Provided further, That there be and 
is hereby appropriated out of any rmoney in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
propriated a sum sufficient to enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Mem- 
bers and Delegates the amount which they certify they have paid or agreed 
to pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge of their 
official and representative duties, as provided in the joint resolution ap 
proved Marclf 1893, until the end of the present session of Congress. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Mr. President, I rise to a 
privileged motion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate passed the House joint resolution continuing the ap- 
propriations of the Government. I desire to be permitted to 
say a few words on the motion, and then I shall withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihad made up my mind not to interpose any 
further objection to the passage of the joint resolution, but I 
owe it to myself to say that if I had had my own way I should 
not have consented to it, notwithstanding the public inconven- 
ience which might have been occasioned from a failure to make 
the public appropriations in this way under the present circum- 
stances. 

The reason for this extraordinary proceeding, making in the 
twinkling of an eye, without consideration by any committee, 
the appropriations for carrying on the Government for atwelfth 
of the entire year, is that the dominant party have compelled 
us to give our attention for three months toa tariff bill which 
has never been considered in committee at all. So the Senate 
has been doing committee work in a clumsy and crude way for 
the last two or three months. If conducting the opposition, I 
should myself be perfectly satisfied to say that we would not per- 
mit it, and we would appeal to the country for our vindication in 
insisting upon decent and becoming methods of legislation. 

{ think there is no public desire for the passage of the tariff 
bill which would make any human being find fault with us for 
doing so. But I know that Senators here on the Republican 
side, especially the members of the Committee on Finance upon 
this side, are carrying on their shoulders a very heavy burden 
of responsibility and under very difficult circumstances. 

I know that they are gentlemen whose judgment as to what 
is the proper method of resisting the tariff bill is not only better 
than mine, but is understood tobe much better than mine by my 
political associates who have placed them in a position where 
that duty devolves upon them. Therefore I have not felt like 
tuking the responsibility of insisting upon an individual judg- 
ment without the concurrence of the wisest and best-informed 
of my political associates, and I do not insist on the position 
which | stated yesterday. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is with- 
drawn. 

SUITS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. KYLE. [ ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 346) toremove the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions and give the right of appeal in certain cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

‘The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the statute of limitation shall not be interposed in 
any suit brought by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the urt of 
Claims against the United States to recover wages claimed to be due him 
under the national eight-hour law: Provided, That such suits shall be com- 
menced within three years from the passage of this act: And provided further, 
That any number of claimants may join in the same suit, and the court may 
find in favor of some and against some, as in law and equity may be right, 
and both the claimants and the United States shall have the right to appeal 


» me Pupreme Court of the United States, irrespective of the amount 
claimed. 
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Mr. HILL. I desire to inquire what committee reported the 
bill? 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that it was reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Education and Labor. : 

Mr. HILL. Should it not have gone to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? It is a question involving the statute of limitations 
and involving the course of procedure in the Federal courts. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill was passed by the Senate last year on 
the favorable report of the Committee on Education and Labor 
and a similar bill has been passed by the Senate six or seven 
times without objection. 

Mr. HiLL. That may be; but somehow or other it has not 
passed both Houses. I think the bill deserves some more con- 
sideration than it may have had. I wish the Senator would not 
insist upon its consideration this morning. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator objects, of course the bill will go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1s there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There isobjection. The Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. KYLE. Lask that the bill may retain its place on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it isso ordered. 


UNITS OF ELECTRICAL MEASURE. 


Mr. TURPIK. LIask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of 
electrical measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. HALE. What committee does the bill come from? 

Mr. MORGAN. It comes from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It is a bill which has passed the other House. 

Mr. HALE. I notice clauses in it in reference to electricity, 
but I did not catch their full force. Has it any local applica- 
tion? : } 

Mr.MORGAN. Nonewhatever. Itprovides a national meas- 
urement of the force of electricity. 

Mr. HALE. Then it is all right. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions withamendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, 
line 5, after the word ‘‘ be,” toinsert ‘‘ what is known as;” so as to 
read: 

First. The unit of resistance shall be what is known as the international 
olm, which is substantially equal to one thousand million units of resist- 
ance of the centimer-gram-second system of electro-magnetic units, and is 
represented by the resistance offered to an unvarying electric current by a 
column of mercury at the temperature of melting ice fourteen and four 
thousand five hundred and twenty-one ten thousandths grams in mass, of a 
constant cross-sectional area, an‘ of the length of one hundred and six and 
three-tenths centimeters. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 1, page 2, line 14, after 
the wor’ * be,” to insert ‘‘ what is known as;” so as to read: 

Second. The unit of current shall be what is known as the international 
ampére, which is one-tenth of the unit of current of the centimeter-gram- 
second system of electro-magnetic units, and is the practical equivalent of 
the unvarying current, which, when passed through“ solution of nitrate of 
silver in water in accordance with standard specilications, deposits silver 
at the rate of one thousand one hundred and eighteen millionths of a gram 
per second. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amerdment was,in section 1, page 2, line 22, after 
the word ‘‘ be,” to insert ‘‘ what is known as;” so as to read: 

Third. The unit of electro-motive force shall bs what is known as the in- 
ternational volt, which is the electro-motive force that, steadily applied to 
a conductor whose resistance is one international ohm, will produce a cur- 
rent of an international ampére, and is practically equivalent to one thou- 
sand fourteen hundred and thirty-fourths of the electro-motive force between 
the poles or electrodes of the voltaic cell known as Clark’s cell, at a temper- 
ature of 15° centigrade, and prepared in the manner described in the stand- 
ard specifications. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 2, line 31, after the 
word ‘‘ be,” to insert ‘‘ what is known as,” and in line 33, after 
the word ‘‘ by,” to insert ‘‘a;” so as to read: 

Fourth. The unit of quantity shall be what is known as the international 
coulomb, which is the quantity of electricity transferred by a current of 
one international ampere in one second. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 2, line 34, after 
the word “‘ be,” to insert ‘‘ what is known as;” so as to read: 

Fifth. The unit of capacity shall be what is known as the international 


farad, which is the capacity of a condenser charged to a —— of one 
international volt by one international coulomb of electricity. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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he next amendment was in section 1, line 38, to capitalize 
the letter beginning the word "‘ joule,” so as to read: 

Sixth. The unit of work shall be the Joule, which is equal to ten million 
wnits of work in the centimeter-gram-second system, and which is practi 
cally equivalent to the energy expen led in one second by an international 
ampere in an international ohm. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, page 3, line 43, to capi- 
talize the letter bo 
capitalize the letter 
init of 


8 
8 


beginning the word ‘‘ joule,” so as to read: 

Seventh. The power shall bes the Watt, which is equal to ten 
million units of power in the ceatimeter-gram-second system, and which 
is practically equivalent to the work done at the rate of one Joule per 
second 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 47, to capi- 
tulize the letter beginning the word ‘“‘ henry,” and in line 50, to 
capitalize the letter beginning the word ‘‘ampere; ” so as to read: 

BHighth. The unit of induction shall be the Henry, which is the induction 
in a circuit When the electro-motive force induced in this circuit is one in- 
ternational volt while the inducing current varies at the rate of one Ampere 
per second 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

fhe bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


’ 


terian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to trans- 
mit to the House of Representatives any reports that may have 
been received since his last annual report pertaining to the im- 
provement on the Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also annoinced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government, and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the 
President had on the 28th instant approved and signed the act 
(S.730) making Labor Day a legal holiday. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

MINNESOTA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
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rinning the word “ watt,’ and in line 46 to | 


| After the section has been read and the an 
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which may have occurred in the bill before it is reported to t) 


8 

Senate? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A numberof paragraphs have n 
passed over, to whick the committee intend to return before the 


bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. ThenIsh:ll waive for the present the amendment 
I was going to offer. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out section 104. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section has not yet been read. 
1iendments proposed 
by the Committee on Finance have been acted upon, the Chair 
will entertain the motion of the Senator. 

The Secretary read section (89) 104, as follows: 


‘Sec. (89) 104. That section 3 of an act approved October 1, 1820, entitled 
‘pAn act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
eurposes,’’ is hereby repealed, and that all acts and parts of acts inconsist 
| int with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed, but the repeal of ex 
| Sti ng laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall notaffect any 
act done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had 


| incurred prior to the passage of this act under any statute embra 


or commenced in any civil cause before the said repeal or modiltications 

but all rights and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be en- 
forced in the same manner as if said repeal or modi ions had not been 
made. Any offenses committed and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities 
1 in or 


icat 





| changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be prosecuted or punished iu 
| the same manner and with the sameeffect asif thisact had not been passed 


All acts of limitation, whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings 
or to the prosecution of offenses or for the recovery or penalties or forfeit 

ures embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act shall not be 
affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, whether civil 
or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or committed prior to the pas 

sage of this act, may be commenced and prosecuted within the same time 
and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed: And provided 
furiaer, That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal the provisions 
of section 3058 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act approved Feb 
ruary 23, 1887, in respect to the abandonment of merchandise to under 
writers of the salvors of property, andthe ascertainment of duties thereon 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section, in 


| line 19, after the first word *‘ That,” to strike out ‘‘ section” and 
A bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of the trustees of the Presby- | 


insert ‘‘ sections;” in the same line, after the word “ three,” to 
insert ‘‘ fifteen and sixteen;” in line 22, after the word ‘ pur- 
poses,” to strike out ‘‘ is” and insert ‘‘are;” in line 23, before the 
word ‘‘all,” to strike out ‘‘that;”’ and after the word ‘‘all” to 
insert ‘agreements or arrangements madeor proclaimed be- 
tween the United States and foreign governments under the 
provisions of said section are hereby abrogated, of which the 
Presidentshall givesuch notice to the authorities of said foreign 
governmentsas may bs required by the terms of such agreements 
or arrangements.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator 


amy 


allow me to modify this 


| amendment on the part of the committee before he addvesses 


the Senate? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. HALE. Ishould prefer to goon now, because Iam called 


the Senator from Maine 


| away; but I yield to the Senator. 


line 19, after the first word ‘ 


Mr. VEST. I simply want to place the amendment as it will 
be proposed before the Senate, so that the Senator can address 
himself to the real issue. The committee move to strike outin 
‘That,’ the word ‘sections’ and 
insert ‘‘section;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ three,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifteen and sixteen;” in line 22, to change the word 
‘‘are” to ‘‘is;” and in ling 23, after the word ‘‘repealed,” to 
strike out the remainder of the section and insert what I have 
sent to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee, 


as now proposed by the Senator from Missouri, will be stated. 


| strike out ‘‘are ’ and insert “ is; 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to trans- | 


mit to the House of Representatives any reports that may have been re- 
ceived since his last annual report pertaining to the improvement on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of half past 10 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the untinished 
business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator give way to me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. [I wish to make a motion to strike out section 104, 
but I give way to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the Senators in charge of the bill 


The SECRETARY. In section [89] 104, after the first word 
‘‘that,” it is proposed to strike out ‘ sections” and insert ‘‘ see- 
tion:” in the svme line, after the word * three,” to strike out 
‘* fifteen and sixteen;” in line 22, after the word ‘‘ purposes,” to 

* and in line 23, after the word 
‘‘ repealed,” to strike out: 

And that allagreements or arrangements made or proclaimed betweenthe 
United States and foreign governments under the provisions of said section 
are hereby abrogated, of which the President shall give such notice to the 
authorities of said foreign governments as may be required by the terms of 
such agreements or arrangements. 

And insert: 

But nothing herein contained shall be held to abrogate or in any way affect 
such reciprocal commerciai arrangements as have been heretofore made and 


| now exist between the United States and foreign countries, except where 


such arrangements are inconsistent with the provisy 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ns of this act. 


The question is on the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEsT]as the amend- 
ment of the committee. 


whether it is proposed to go back and supply any small defects | Central America. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the only effect of this amend- 
ment will be to raise a question of doubt as to the abrogation of 
all the reciprocity agreements which have been made, withsuch 
happy results, with different nations of Europe and of South and 
It is another instance of the difficulty which 
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we all find in following the sinuouscourse which the committee 
pursues upon these subjects-matter. Whether or not theamend- 
ment now p ited for the first time by the Senator from Mis- 
souri|Mr. Vi ist as the subject is to be debated, does abro- 
vat: the reciprocity agreements, is a question. The clause, as 


z 


the Senate ha xen it for the last two weeks, was clear and dis- 


tinct 
p the whole fabric of reciprocity, with all its 


to 


fa ble ts to American trade, was struck down. Ihave 
litt a ibt that the interpretation of the amendment now 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri will be the same, and 
that this change of form, that the reciprocity arrangements shall 
not be abrogated unless they are inconsistent with the general 
terms of this act, will be construed as operating their destruc- 
tion 


Mr. President, I do not propose at this late day and at this | 
lat» hour to consume much of the time of the Senate upon this | 
proposition. The measure of the bill has been taken by the | 
| time lesser duties were put upon the product of the Spanish 


couniry,aind the two parties will stand or fall upon it. I do not 
suppose that any appeal now made to save this most wise and 
liberal feature of the McKinley act will be of any avail. Sena- 
tors upon the other side have consolidated their ranks; they 
have broken down the opposition with hardly an exception. I 
do not know whether there are now more than one or two inde- 
pendent men upon that side; but the majority will secure suffi- 
cient votes for the passage of this bill, with every blow that it 
strikes at American industries. 

The bill has been changed in some features. Senators who 
are half protectionists have stood before the committee and be- 
fore the party caucus with pistol in hand and have demanded and 
enforced terms which apply to local industries, but, generally 
spouking, the great industries of the country by this bill are 
threatened and to be sacrificed. There is no blow, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that will be felt by certain great industries of this country 
more keenly than the destruction of this whole fabric of reci- 
procity, Which is involved in the section I propose to strike out, 
whether amended as proposed by the Senator from Missouri or 
not. 

‘he scheme of reciprocity had its foundation in a Republican 
Adininistration; it was incorporated by a Republican Congress 
as prt of the tariff bill of 1890; it was approved by a Republican 
Prcsident; it was accepted by the country at large; and in the 
storm that for a time prevailed against the McKinley act there 

;no feature of it that helped to limit the disaster which fol- 
lowed more than the reciprocity feature; and yet from the be- 
ginning there has been no part of that act which has been so 
assailed by the other side and denounced and derided and buf- 
feted like the reciprocity scheme. 

‘There has been large debate upon this subject in this Cham- 
ber. IL have had heretofore repeated controversies with the 
Senator from Missouri upon the effect of this system of reci- 
procity in opening and extending trade with foreign countries, 
and especially with Central and South America; there have been 
between him and me issues of fact as to the increase of trade 
which had resulted from these reciprocity agreements. For- 
tunately the things which were in doubt, or which could notbe 
demonstrated when the Senator and I have stated our respec- 
tive sides before the Senate, have been demonstrated since by 
ample, complete, official, undoubted returns of trade between 
the different countries, showing the effect of this great system 
upou our exportations. 

With Brazil, with Cuba, with the British islands of the Car- 
ibbean Sea, with Germany, with the Danish colonies, agree- 
ments have been made, and the result has been a constant in- 
crease of our trade, especially our export trade, and what is 
very notable, a corresponding falling off in the export trade of 
Great Britain and other European nations with these American 
countries. The figures which I shall give later show clearly 
that from the time when this law went into operation, in- 
cluding the years 1891, 1892 and 1893, there has been a most 
gratifying and marked increase of our exports, not only in ma- 
chinery and agricultural implements, but in the products of the 
soil, in wheat notably, in other grains, in lard, petroieum, and 
all the great articles which we export. The figures which Ishall 
give, many of which were brought before the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] several weeks ago, show 
completely what has been the effectof the reciprocity part of the 
McKinley act. 

Mr. President, all this is to go for nothing. All this system 
of reciprocity, which is not free trade, as sometimes maintained 
by the other side, but which is simply the opening of trade with 
foreign countries, so that we can export to them articles which 
they do not produces, and receive in return from them articles 
which we do not produce, in no degree involves the great issue 
of protection against free trade, except as an adjunct to protec- 
tion. It is not opening our markets to rival manufactures and 
products of other countries, but to increased trade with the 
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| countries which produce things which we can not produce and 


encourages us to send to them articles which they can not 
auce. 

| had occasion before in the debate to describe the difference 
between reciprocity and free trade. Reciprocity, Mr. President. 
means more products and more manufactures at home and more 
salesabroad. I’ree trade means less products and less manu- 


pro- 


| factures at home and more purchases abroad. The difference 


between the two is the difference between prosperity and hard 


times. MReciprocity increases trade, not at the expense of our 


| producers, but to their benefit. Free trade increases forejon 
| trade to tho benefit of the foreign producer and manufacturer. 


All this is to cease, Mr. President. We have got notice of it 
already. Take the dependencies of Spain in the great sea which 


| lies between North and South America. The duty upon flour 





before the reciprocity clause in the McKinley act was enacted 
was $5.31 per barrel—practical prohibition. It made flour cos} 
to the Cuban consumer $11 if sent from here, and at the same 


wheat-grower and miller, Our flour trade had fallen to almost 
nothing; but the moment that this feature of the McKinley act 
went into operation, we negotiated a reciprocity agreement with 
Brazil, giving that country the benefit of free sugars in return 
for reduced duties to our products and manufactures which we 
exported to them. 

The Spanish sugar plantersat once made sucha pressure upon 
the home government that it was forced to negotiate an agre: 
ment by which the duty on flour was reduced from $5.31 px 
barrel to $1 per 200 pounds; and at once the flow from our gre 
Northern manufacturing establishments and mills began to se 
towards Cuba, It gained month by month and year by year 
until, as the official statistics show, an average annual export 
of our own products to Cuba of $11,000,000 leaped up in the year 
1892 to $18,000,000, and in 1893 mounted to the great aggregate 
of $24,000,000. 

In breadstuffs the increase was from $757,049 in 1891 to $3,- 
488,082 in 1893, and in flour alone from $591,886 in 1891 to $2,- 
821,557 in 1893. 

But such a result as this does not in any degree lead the 
Senators representing this bill upon the other side to stay their 
destructive hand. They report outright an amendment abro- 
gating ail these agreements. Whatistheresult? ‘lhe Spanish 
Government at home at once introduced in the Cortes a bill re- 
storing partially or entirely the old duties for the benefit of the 
Spanish miller and the Spanish grain-grower. We shall have 
the spectacle under this bill of the great trade which has grown 
up with Cuba gradually shrinking and at last becoming nearly 
annihilated. 

Does anybody suppose that the American people are going to 
look-on and see such a result as this without making their feel- 
ings manifest at the ballot? We have predicted what would 
follow, and the people havealreadyspoken. Weshall sce within 
the next month what will be actually done here, and then we 
shall have no further need of predicting. We will go to the 
country upon this bill, including this provision, and take our 
chances with the people. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask to go back to the amendment of which I 
gave notice last night. ; 
Mr. ALLISON. Before we conclude the pending section? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. I suppose that will take some time, and I 
do not propose to take any time at all. 

I move between section 94 and section 95 to insert the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After section 94, itis proposed to adda new 
section as follows: 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts, or in 
any medicinal or other like compound, may use the same under regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and onsatisfying the col 
lector of internal revenue for the district wherein be resides or carries on 
business, that he has complied with such regulations and has used such 
alcoho! therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show 


that a tax has been paid thereon, shall be entitled to receive from the 
Treasury of the United States a rebate or repayment of the tax so paid 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the complaint of this proposed 
measure by the manufacturers of perfumes, of medicines, and 
dyes—I do not speak now of dyes used in manufactures, but for 
other smaller purposes, varnishes, and in the case of other small 
and large occupations—is that the duties on the things they 
manufacture are by the bill largely reduced or wholly destroy ed. 

Alcohol is the chief and substantial element and the chief and 
substantial cost, except the labor, in the product which they 
sell. There are all over New England, and I dare say in other 
parts of the country, in almost every village and city men who 
are making something of this sort, something they themselves 
have invented or introduced into public use by a large "ee of 
advertisement. There are manufacturers of medicine, like Mr. 
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Aver, at Lowell, and manufacturers of beverages, like Hood, with | 


| rs is enormous, there being no discriminations made in the 
his sarsaparilla. I do not mean that sarsapar illa itself is an in- 


United States in favor of those who are obliged to employ alcoh r the 
uses named. 
























: » +» «y Iz « saa + ry’ ‘ . . . . 7 
stance of it, but they make a great mi aby of these things. Th y in the face of proposing to increase the tax on distilled spirits from 90 
sav their business is to be wholly at the mercy of foreign com- | cents to 1 per proof gallon by the Bouse biil, and from $1 to $1.10 by. the 
er i ae ha fact that there is ; “AVY excis ‘ aj. | ~enate bill, the suggestions in the House are to reduce duties « imported 
petit 3 from thi .ct that th is thi is he excise tax on at- | alcoholic preparations, and in the Senate to allow the reduced rates of the 
cohol, with a reduction of the duty on the competing article. He e bill to remain unchanged. 

The amendment proposes simply that where alcohol is used Che resultis that the internal-revenue tax exceeds the « 3 y, in 
for his ene the Se tary of the Treasury may make regu- | *°{Cr** Snstances. an m made, apparently, without reference to the 
latio nder which, ascertaining the fact that it has gone into | | : ae 13 duties, in all European countries, are adjusted so as td 
an art el © of this kind, the stamps being delivered up, of course, rvail, or compensate for, the ey xes or i rd 
having uly been canceled, there may be a rebate of the | , ''0 Are quits ata los: on i? bith, Saenenech o mp ae ee 

10 not wish to detain the Senate by along | }). ee te ee ee ae Wee ee 
tax on 2 hol: I do not wish aectain the Senate by a lon cient rates of duty in ample s for correction 
argument, because in some form or other this matter has been | | Ar sistency and injustice of this character is so self-evident that it 
before the Senate, and | Sao no hope that the majority will a rectilcation, irrespective 0! the views Of anyone on » great di- 
re 7 217 fn : oe : : ai \ juestion of Protection to home industries vs. Unrestri l ‘ign 
break away from the bill on this point as proposed by the com- | competition 
mittee. I have, however, selected from the hundreds of com-| We askattention to the tabulated statement herewith presented 
munications which have been made to me, three or four in which it 7 
practical manufacturers state their own case in their own way, Under | Under | Under 
which I ask consent of the Senate to print as partof my remarks, — | oe oe 
\ s * log aw. lil, iil. 
or rather in lieu of remarks, Sis i ee of Se eae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so or- | | 
Jered ; Internal-revenue tax on 1 proof gallon distill ail 
Cores. * : ee ee -| 0.90 | $1.00 Bi. 10 

he matter referred to is as follows: stoms duty on 1 proof gallon distilled spir- | 

SENSELESS AND WICKED LEGISLATION, 5 ee 1 i ti - -| 2. 50 1. 80 1. 80 
7 : I ; eve 0 ie gallon \ e 

We understand that an attempt isto be made to increase the already ex- cent alcohol........ ss f 1. 692 | 1.88 2 068 
cessive tax upon alcohol. Legislation of this character is both senseless | qyst ms duty on i wine gallon | 1 per cer i | | 
and wicked. We protest against itas Democrats and humanitarians. PRET SS 5 pial i et ant = | 4.7 3. 384 3. 384 

‘The Democratic party was elected by the people in the hope of a decrease | tnternal-revenue tax on the alcohol inl pound i 
in the severe burdens they have so long borne. Alcohol isa prime necessity. sulphuric ether- we .33 39 13 
Not whisky or brandy or wine or beer, but alcohol." Enormous quantities | Gystoms duty on | pound sulphu ric ether...... .40 35 35 
are used in the manufacture of medicines, and an increase in taxation means | Jnternal-revenue tax onthe alcohol in 1 pound 
a necessary increase in their price to the suffering poor. Sick people, how- |  «nirits nitrous ether._...............---..-..... 3 | + 30 
ever poor, must have medicine, but can ill afford any additional increase in | Cystoms dut y on! pound spirit 3 nitrous ether | 2») 29 
cost. si y ; a fs : ; internal-re venue tax on the alcohol in the sul- 

Druggists and physicians who dispense their own medicines will also be phurie ether lost in making 1 pound of tan- 
seriously affected. ’ ae OS ae eee 47 | 52 87 

Then, too, the excessive tax upon alcohol exerts a paralytic influence | oy ns duty on 1 pound of tannic acid, or tan- | 
upon home industry. Compels us to import millions of dollars worth of nin i ae a or tm | ot 35 
drugs and chemicals that were better made at home. ; . | ; 





in the name of patriotism, of humanity, of compassion for the sick and | - -~ a - 
sutfering of our land, we protest against such outrageous legislationbymen | *j[y neland the inland tax on 1 gallon proof spirits is 108., the customs 
who have not considered and do not understand the practical working of | qury, 10s. 44.—difference 4d., or Scents. Here the difference, under present 
such statutes. ee a1 4 , 

; law, is $1.60 per proof gallon. 

We call upon the medical profe ssion, individually and collectively, , to use 7 : I . 
all possible influence to defeat the bill for an increased taxon alcohol.—-Med- | {t shows that the customs duty on alcohol is so enormous as to be abso- 
tcal Brief, April, 1804 lutely prohibitory. Hence, American manunfacturers are forced to buy ex- 
[Office of the Committee of Manufacturing Perfumers of the United States, | clusively alcohol made in the United States, and topay such prices as may 

155 William street. ] be demanded by those who, by Government enactment, need fear no for- 
New York, February 20, 1894. eign competition. ey a 

ae, . ‘The present customs duty on | wine gallon of 94per cent alcohol is $4.70 

DEAR Simm: I beg to hand you herewith « opy of a brief now on file with the The present internal-revenue tax is 31.692 per wine gallon—a difference of 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate and a letter to the subcommittee s ; : 


4 ; omtag he = = $3 per gallon. 
touching the interes of the perfumery business of this country. It shows that by an entirely contrary process the internal-rever » tax on 



















This interest is menaced with great danger to its existence if the duty on | the alcohol used in the making of { pound of sulphuric ether (as proposed 
alvoholic perfumery be reduced from 82 per gallon and 50 per cent ad valo- | py the Senate rate of $1.10 per proof gallon of distilled spirits), will amount 
rem to $2 per galion and 25 per cent ad valorem, as proposed in the Wilson | ¢6 43 cents, and yot, against 43cents imposed upon American manufacturers 
bill, as set forth in the accompanying briet. thecustoms duty levied upon sulphuric ether ma ie in foreign « tries is 


I beg your careful consideration of the facts therein presented,and trust 


: to be 35 cents. 
that you will see your way clear to sustain these arguments upon the floor |* 


We are unable to comprehend why the cusioms duty on one gallon of 





of ts ang and give» our vote in favor of them alcohol should be 8% higher than the internal-revenue tax, as now, or $1.50 
ours, respecttully . higher as per House bill, or $1.32 higher as per Senate bill; while the cus 
GENES DALLEY, JR., , toms duty on 1 pound of sulphuric ether of German, French, or English 

Secretary of the Committee make is to be 8 cents less than the internal-revenue tax on the alcohol used 


5 t nous we : IN, . } by American manufacturers in making | pound of sulphuric ether 
THEO. RICKSECKER, The present duty on su phurie ether is 40 cents per pound 


ALFRED G. WRIGHT, The House rate is 35 cents per pound. 
HENR’ Y DAL sLEY, JR, The Senate rate is 35 cents per pound. 
Committee. One gallon of alcohol weighs 6.80 pr yunds, 
Hon f +EORGE I’. HOAR, ; . | One hundre i pounds of alcohol will make 70 pounds st uphuric > ether 
United States Senate, Washington, D. @. et One gallon of alcohol, or 6.80 pounds, will make 4.76 p ands. ulphuric 
seal | = - ; 3 z F : , = 
CAMBRIDGEPORT, MAss, May 15, 1894. I; rhe az a tL —* alcohol is, therefore, to be distributed over 476 
DEAR Sir: We trust you will excuse the liberty we take in sending you | vO « ona 4 proof spirits per gallon, the tax on 1 pound of sulphuric 
the inclosed paper in regard to the increased tax on alcohol. aie r is 35.55 cents, against 40 cents c ustom 13 duty. " 
We have been in the business of manufacturing chemicals and pharma- At 3! on pr vo! spirits the tax will be 39 cents. The customs duty proposed 
| 
| 


ceutical pre parations for forty-seven years, and think we are capable of y the House is 35 cents, or 4 cents less than the tax. 








Judging of the effect of the proposed tax on our line of business. at 81.10 on proof spirits the tax will be 43 cents, The customs duty sug- 
In our opinion, it will work great hardship to all in our line, and be posi- | gested by the House, and agreed to by the Senate committee, is 35 cents, or 
tively ruinous to many. , $ cents less than the tax. ; 
We earnestly beg that you use your influence against Ithe proposed in- Le »zisiation such as this will simply suspend the manufacture of sulphw 
creas Very respectful ric ether in the United States, as it will any article where the excise tax ex- 
3 espectiully, -e as s customs y 
HENRY THAYER & 00, | °°°1* the customs duty alas aiid 
Hon, GEORGE F.. HOAR, Washington, D. C. SPIRITS, NITROUS ETHER. 
REMARKS ON THE SUGGESTIONS IN BOTH HOUSE ANDSENATE TARIFF BILLS | ©2° pound of spirits nitrous ether requires about 1 pound of alcoho! 
TO INCREASE THE INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND, At the present rate of tax on distilled spirits, 90 cents per gallon, or 81.698 
AT THE SAME TIME, TO DECREASE THE CUSTOMS DUTIES ON IMPORTED AL- | Per gallon on 94 per cent alcohol, the tax on the alcohol in | pound of spirits 
COHOLIC PREPARATIONS. nitrous ether is about 25 cents. . = 
PHILADELPHIA, April 9, 1894. The present duty on spirits nitrous ether is 25 cents per pound, which is@ 
. , ; ; countervailing duty only 
DEAR Str: Your attention is respectfully directed tothe inadequate rates W ith the House bill tax of $1 on distilled spirits, or $1.83 on 94 per cent 


of duty imposed upon a number of preparations in which alcoho! is used in 
the manufacture in both the House and Senate tariff bills. 





alcohol, per galion, the tax on! pound of alcohol, required for 1 pound spirit 
I I I 








. . ; ; : nitrous ether, 3 28 cents 
To the manufacturing chemist, alcohol is as essential as iron is to those The prop y3ed House bill duty is 20 cents per pound on spirits nitrous 
engaged in many other branches of industry; and the internal-revenue tax | ether. or about 8 cents less than the tax 
on distilled spirits is a burden very severely felt by American producers, The ‘Senate bill increases the tax to 30 cents per pound and leaves the 


especially where they are obliged to compete with manufacturers abroad | pouse rate of duty remain at 20 cents, so that the internal tax exceeds the 
who enjoy great advantages by having free solvents sultable for many of | customs duty 10 cents per pound 
their processes. To 
ki 16 internal-revenue tax on a single barrel of 94 per cent alcohol, say 47 ACID TANNIC, OR TANNIN 
gallons, per the Senate bill, will SRBOUR 1O $97.20. le 1utgall in fine powder and sulnhuric ether 
Without tax, alcohol would sell at from 26 to 30 cents per gallon. Made of nutgall in fine powder and sulphuric ether 
W ith present tax, it sells, in carload lots, at about $2 per gallon. Present duty, 75 cents per pound, 
The quantity of alcohol consumed for medicinal and manufacturing pur- House bill, 35 cents per pound. 
poses, and for the arts, is very large, and as a consequence the tax paid by Senate bill, 35 cents per pound. 
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rate of tax on distilled spirits will make the tax on the ether 
lost in making | pound acid tannic, or tannin, about 57 cents per pound, 
while the customs duty suggested is but 35 cents per pound. 

The amount of ether required is somewhat variable, but the figures named 


We reyard as a fair averaue 





t rate of duty) on a pound of acid tannic, 


We consider 75 cents (the presen 
of officina! quality, as a reasonable and proper rate, and trust that it will be 
maintained, and that the 35 conts may be stricken out. 
en the bill, known as the Mills bill, was formulated, there was entire 
Willingne exp! d to leave rates on all alcoholic preparations undis- 


turbed, in view of not changing the spirit tax; whereas, in the present case, 
the House ices the spirit tax 10 cents per gallon, and reduces the cus- 
ton ind the Senate committee still further advances the spirit tax 
WW cents per gallon, while allowin s the reduced customs duties of the House 
bill to remain unchanged. 

iy reference to the tariff law of Great Britain, you will find that duties 
are imposed on alcoholic preparations at least sufficient to countervail the 
inJand-revenue tax; as on chloroform, chloral hydrate, collodion, ether sul- 
phuric, ether acetic, etc.; so that, inasmuch as Great Britain grants pro- 
tection to none, the question for consideration there was one of simple jus- 
tice and consistency, and not of protection. 

That the excessive internal-revenue tax on alcohol is already burdensome 
enough to manufacturers, we hardly think can be disputed. 

That it is but a measure of justice not to discriminate against manufac- 
turers of your own country, We are sure you will grant to be sound policy. 

That in adjusting customs duties on alcoholic preparations of foreign 
manufacture, care should be taken tosee that they shall at least compensate 
for the inland taxes imposed upon your own fellow-citizens, especially in 
view of the fact that many countries have laws granting free methylated 
spirits, or other solvents, to their manufacturers, we think will be admitted 
to be correct 

In the United States the tax on the distilled spirits entering into the alco- 
hol used for medicinal and manufacturing purposes and for the arts is pre- 
cisely the same as when the spirits are used for drinking purposes. 

There are other items of similar character to those cited, to which your 
attention might be directed, and doubtless information will be given by 
manufacturing chemists, if desired. 

Commending this matter to your careful consideration, we are, 

Respectfully yours, 











POWERS & WEIGHTMAN. 
Hon. GEORGE IF’. HOAR, Senator 


i. R. 48i—SCHEDULE A, PARAGRAPH 7—ALCOHOLIC PERFUMERY. 
Jo the honorable the Committee on Finance, United States Senate: : 


The committee appointed by the manufacturing perfumers of the United 
States, preferring to take as little of your valuable time as possible, beg 
leave to presenta few facts touching their interests as affected by this bill. 

Perfumery, which is conceded to be a luxury of the highest order, is 
properly a subject for taxation, while this bill reduces the tariff thereon 
and diminishes the revenue therefrom. 

Duty now, #2 per gallon and 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Duty proposed, $2 per gallon and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

We most earnestly call your attention to the fact that, while the tariff has 
been reduced upon the foreign manufactured article, the internal-revenue 
tax upon the articles which are used in the manufacture of the domestic 
goods, stitch as alchohol, has been increased, and a duty upon our imported 
raw materials, such as enfleurage grease (or pomades, so-called) of 20 per 
cent h 8 | een retained, together with a duty of 25 per cent on many of the 
essential oils. 

Keen doinestic competition makes the manufacturing of perfumes in this 
country (at a fair prolit) increasingly difficult, and yet this bill not only re- 
duces the duty, but increases the cost of manufacturing here by making the 
internal-revenue tax $1.10 a proof gallon on alcohol, instead of 90 cents, or 
Ik per cent increase, thus working in both ways to decrease the revenues of 
the Government, for if foreign goods are imported at a lower duty fewer do- 
mestic goods will be manufactured, and thus no benefit will accrue to the 
consumer, and the Government will lose the revenue. 

Under the present law importations of perfumery increased 11 per cent 
during: 1893, and will undoubtedly continue to increase as the existing rate 
represents, a8 near as may be, the maximum rate of revenue duty. 

No fortunes have been or can be made under present conditions, but the 
industry has supported large numbers of workers, notonly in its ownranks, 
but amongst bottle manufacturers, box and paper makers, alcohol distillers, 
lithographers, and traveling salesmen all over the United States. 

The price of alcohol is #2.34. At#%1.10 per gallon internal-revenue tax, al- 
cohol willcost the manufacturer here $2.72, while foreign manufacturers pay 
for their refined spirits less than 25 cents per gallon, thusshowing how great 
an advantage the foreign manufacturer has over the domestic, and in whose 
interest, it will be readily seen, the new law would largely work. 

Thus the amended bill would simply have the effect of transferring to the 
foreign maker the business which properly belongs at home, and at the 
same time it would reduce the revenue from this luxury. 

The manifest justice of our claim can not be gainsaid. 

Virst. That, as a luxury, the 50 percent duty should be retained. 

Second. That at least 50 cents per gallon should be added to the compensa- 
tory duty to cover the increased tax on distilled spirits. 


Respectfully submitted, 
HENRY DALLEY, Jr., 
Per J. R. D., 
Secretary of the Committee. 
STURGIS COFFIN, ; 
ALFRED G. WRIGHT, 
THEO. RICKSECKER, 
HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Committee. 





A COMMENTARY ON THE PLAN TO INCREASE THE REVENUE DERIVED FROM 
INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES AS PROPOSED IN BILL H.R. 4864—THE TARIFF 
BILL NOW PENDING IN UNITED STATES SENATE. 

CAMBRIDGEPORT, MASS., May 15, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: The present rate of tax on distilled spirits is 90 cents per proof 
gallon, or $1.662 per gallon on alcohol. 

The proposed rate of tax on distilled spirits in H. R. 4864 is 21.10 per proof 
gallon, or 32.068 per gallon on alcohol. 

In other words, the present rate of taxation on alcohol is 500 per cent, the 
proposed rate is 750 per cent of the cost of the article taxed. 

Alcohol “the universal solvent” is the indispensable raw material for 
many kinds of important manufacturing industries. 

Ii is shown that at least one-half of the tax for last fiscal year on distilled 
spirits, $87,712,513.03, was collected on alcohol used in the arts and manufac- 


tures, 
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H. R. 4864 now proposes to reduce the duty on all the foreign competing 
products to these manufactures largely, in many cases 50 per cent. and to 
add a tax to alcohol, a raw material of the domestic manufacturer in 
creasing its original cost 150 per cent. , 

This is contrary to sound public policy and will prove detrimental to the 
public welfare, It wiil seriously affect the manufactures and commerce of 
the United States. 

In themanufactureof chemicals, pharmaceutical preparations, varnishes 
flavoring extracts, and many other lines in which alcohol is the prominent 
raw material, it will prove positively ruinous, for the duty as proposed in 
the bill H. R. 4864is lesson the competing foreign products than the internal- 
revenue tax the domestic manufacturer is compelled to pay on the alcohol 
consumed in making the same article 

But this is not the limit of the discrimination against the domestic man 
ufacturer, for, in addition to the labor cost being much lower in foreign 
countries, their manufacturers, through the wise beneficence of the principa} 
European governments, are permitted to use alcohol free of all tax. Through 
this wise provision, alcohol costs them only about 25 cents per gallon 

As proposed in bill H. R. 4854 aicohol will cost the American manufacturer 
at least #2.40 per gallon. 

We have despaired of attaining at this time the great blessing of free al 
cohol for manufacturing; we do, however, consider it our duty to respect 
fully but most earnestly pray that your honorable body will see the wisdom 
of retaining the present internal-revenue tax 90 cents per proof gallon on 
distilled spirits (whisky and proof spirits), and striking from bill H. R. 4864 
the proposed tax of #1.10 per nog gallon. 

As a further reason for urging this course, we wish to call your atiention 
to the fact that while alcohol, a raw material used exclusively in manufac 
turing, is taxed 750 per cent in the proposed bill, yet fermented liquors ‘ale, 
beer, etc.) are taxed but 81 per barrel of 31 gallons, less 74 per cent discount, 
or 92} cents net. 

Beer is simply a stimulant, a luxury which enters into no manufacturing 
industry, but is entirely consumed as a drink. 

It is a necessity to no one, but even assuming it to be such, an increase of 
the tax $1 per barrel would not be felt by the consumer, as the increase is 
not sufficient to increase the retailing price, besides beer not being a neces 
sity, the tax may be avoided by the individ ual if he so chooses, by abstain- 
ing from its use. 

Assuming the consumption to be the same as last fiscal year, an addition 
of 1 per barrel to the tax on fermented liquors would increase the revenue 
$34,551,317. 

The proposed increase of revenue tax on distilled spirits (whisky and 
proof spirits) will ada to the revenue, assuming the production to be the 
same, €19,610,000. 

Gainin revenue by increasing tax #1 per barrel on fermented liquors in- 
stead of 20 cents per proof gallon on distilled spirits, $14,944,517. 

This comparison demonstrates that the aa increase of tax on alco- 
hol is unnecessary—any unnecessary tax is wrong, this unnecessary tax is 
especially wrong, as alcohol enters intothe manufacture of most every 
chemical, pharmaceutica], and medical preparation. It is a tax upon the 
necessities of the poorand the needy, upon the laboring man and his family, 
the sick and thesuffering, those who are least able to bear the burden 

We therefore ask that the tax on proof spirits remain as it is, namely, 90 
cents per gallon proof, and that the internal-revenue tax on beer and like 
intoxicating liquors which are and can be used only as beverages (and can 
not be made sources of alcohol to be used in the arts and in mecicine) be in- 
creased $1 per barrel, or sufficiently to provide theinternal revenue requirec 
in the bill now before Congress. 

HENRY THAYER & CO. 





COPY OF BRIEF SUBMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON FINANCE IN THE MATTER 
OF ALCOHOLIC PERFUMERY IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED STATES ANI 
MANUFACTURED THEREIN. 


To the honorable the Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


GENTLEMEN: The committee appointed by the manufacturing perfumers 
of the United States respectfully submit the following for the consideration 
of your honorable body: 

Two dollars per gallon and 50 per cent ad valorem: 

At this rate the duty is equivalent to 62 percent ad valorem. At the rate 
of duty named in the Wilson bill, viz, $2 per gallon and 25 per cent ad va 
lorem, the duty will be equivalent to 388 per centad valorem. At this rate 
the business of manufacturing perfumery in thiscountry will have practi- 
cally no protection. It isasmall though growing industry, and at the pres- 
ent time is estimated to amount to not more than $2,500,000, and the charges . 
upon it for operating expenses and extensions are very heavy. 

The importations of aicoholic ae, in 1892 amounted to $267,331.16; 
in 1893 to #296,706.77; showing an increase of 11 per cent, or $29,375.61. 

The foreign perfumery manufacturers are now afxiously waiting the 
adoption of the. proposed rate of duty, and are openly declaring that they 
will be able to flood the American market with foreign product and under- 
sell the American manufacturer. By comparison of the following figures, 
it will be seen that they will be able to do what they propose, and that under 
those conditions it will not be long before the domestic industry will be 
badly crippled. ; 

In Europe the prices paid for labor are from 2 to #12 per week, while here 
the same class of labor commands from %5 to $10 per week. In Europe a 
gallon of alcohol can be bought for 25cents. Here we are now paying 22.34 
per gallon. The Wilson bill proposes to increase the internal-revenue tax 
on alcohol from 90 cents to $1 a proof gallon. This increase will necessarily 
have to be paid by the consumer, and will have the effect of increasing the 
price of a wine gallon from $2.34 to $2.53. The average prices for the five 
years last past have been as follows: 





Per gallon. 
#2. 15 
2. 24 
2. 40 
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We therefore respectfully submit that not only should the present tariffon 
these gouds be maintained, but that the former tariff of 3 per gallon and 50 
per cent ad valorem, which prevailed until 1888, should be restored. This 
would afford to the industry in the United.States only afair measure of pro- 
tection and encouragement, without which it can not be maintained ona 
profitable basis, but must be surrendered to foreign manufacturers. 

Free pomades, known in the Government statistics as “enfleurage po- 
mades”’: 

The duty on pomades now is 20 per cent ad valorem. We ask for free po- 
mades on the following grounds: They are raw materials, and can not be 
produced in this country. Extensive experiments have been made in the 
culture of flowers in this country, with the hope that pomades suitable for 
our business might be produced here; but it has been found to be (through 














1894. 


the cost of labor and climatic influences) impossible at a favorable price to 
‘e in this country pomades that will answer this purpose. * 

The pomade, so ¢ alled, is not what is commonly known as “' cosmetic. 
There are no ingredients in it, as it is simply the fat or mixture of hog’s 
grease and tallow used as a body or base for the absorption of the odors of 
the flowers, and constitutes a vehicle or container for the transportation of 
these odors to this country. This absorption and resulting saturation of 
the fat is obtained by entirely nat ural means, by the exhalation of the odors 
from the flowers, which in turn are absorbed in the grease. This grease 
thus saturated with odor, is shipped to this country in hermetically sealed 
eans. and is washed in alcohol until the odors of the flowers are extracted 
fromm the grease and held in the alcohol, which is then used as a base for 
the 1 The grease having thus been exhauste of the odor which it 
contained, is of no further use to the perfumer. 

Respectfully submitted 
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HENRY DALLEY, JR., 

Secretary of the Committee 
STURGIS COFFIN, 

THEO. RICKSECKER, 

ALFRED G. WRIGHT, 

HENRY DALLEY, JR., 
Committee, 155 William Street, New York City. 
EPITOME OF BRIEF IN THE MATTER OF 
INTO THE UNITED STATES 


ALCOHOLIC PERFUMERY IMPORTED 
AND MANUFACTURED THEREIN. 


Duty now, # per gallon and 50 per cent ad valorem; ad valorem equiva- 
lent, 62 per cent 

Duty under Wilson bill, $2 per gallon and 25 per cent ad valorem; ad va- 
lorein equivalent, 36 per cent 

im 


1892, $237,331.16; 1893, $296,706.77; in- 





2) 


roig $2 to $12; domestic manu- 
urers pay $5 to 840. 

reign manufacturers pay for alcohol per gallon less than 25 cents; do- 
tic manufacturers pay more than 82.34. 


hc 

fact 
i 
‘ 


rn 


if internal revenue tax on alcohol be raised from 90 cents to $1 per proof | 


guilon, it will add 19 cents per wine gallon, making alcohol cost the domestic 
manufacturer per rallon, $2.53. 

If internal-revenue tax on alcohol is still further raised, the cost of alc - 
hol per gallon to the domestic manufacturer will be increased in the same 
proportion. Thus, if, as has been rumored, the tax be made $1.50 per proof 
gallon, instead of 90 cents, as now, the cost to the home manufacturer will 
be per gallon $3.54. 

Yhe foreign manufacturer pays for raw materials, such as enfleurage, 
pomades, essential oils, etc., from 2) per cent to 25 per cent less than the 
home manufacturer (the difference being represented by the duties imposed 
upon these materials), besides paying a constantly diminishing price for 
labor. ‘Thus, under the provisions of the Wilson bill, the home industry is 
ground between the upper and the nether millstones, inasmuch as by the in- 





| amendment. 


crease in the internal-revenue tax and by the diminution in the tax on im- | 


ported alcoholic perfumery and the diminishing cost of foreign labor, it 
will be made to suffer burdens which it can not bear. 

ic 
money, has succeeded in establishing a reputation and overcoming the preju 
dice in favor of foreign goods, though now the sales amount to but $2,500,000 
per annum. 


Domes 


perfumery, by much advertising and large expenditures of | 


infleurage pomades.—We urge that the duty of 20 per cent ad valorem now | 


laid on these goods be removed, on the ground that they are raw materials 
and can not be produced here because of the soil and climatic influences. 
(See explanation in accompanying brief.) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I suppose there is no use of sup- 
plementing what I said upon this subject yesterday, and yet the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts is a very simple 
one; and no relief will be afforded under it, as I understand it, 
except under regulations which are entirely satisfactory to the 
Commissioner of [Internal Revenue. Soit can do no harm to 
adopitthe amendment. 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue think they can not adopt any 
regulations which will prevent fraud, then nothing will be done 
under it; but if they conclude that they can adopt such regula- 
tions as will prevent fraud in the use of alcohol in the manu- 
factures and the arts free of tax, then there will be relief under it. 

As the Senator from Arkansas said yesterday, everybody ad- 
mits that this ought to be done. The only question which has 
ever been raised is the possibility of allowing it to be done with- 


If the Secretary of the Treasury and the | 


outfraud being committed upon the revenue,and it seems tome | 


the Senator from Massachusetts has put the amendment ina way 
which enables the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to devise, if possibile, a plan by which 
they will be satisfied that no fraud will be perpetrated, and in 
that case the manufacturers will get the benefit. But if the 
Treasury Department still adheres to the idea that it is impos- 
sible by any regulations whatever to prevent frauds, then noac- 


tion will be taken and nothing will come of it in the way of re- | 


lief. 
The number of gallons of alcohol used yearly in the manufac- 
tures and the arts has been somewhat a question of dispute be- 


tween the Bureau of Statistics and persons outside who claim to | 


be well informed. In 1888 Mr. E. R. Squibb, who has taken a 
good deal of pains to ascertain, put the number of gallons of 
spirits, exclusive of brandy, rum, wines, and malt liquors, used 
in the manufactures, medicines, and the arts, at 14,000,000 
proof gallons. Mr. Switzler, then of the Bureau of Statistics, 
thought it was not so much, and put it at 5,000,000 gallons. My 
jmpression about it is that there are eight or ten million proof 
gelions of aleohol used in the arts and manufactures. That, 
under the tax which has now been put or islikely to be put upon 
spirits, puts a burden of from eighteen to twenty million dollars 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| posed act. 








6985 


per annum upon the manufacturers who use alcohol in their 
business. 

As I said yesterday, I represent a great many manufacturers 
in Connecticut who are not engaged in the business of making 
medicines, but who have to use alcohol in the ordinary processes 
of their manufacture. I think there is scarcely a metal work- 
ing or a textile manufacturing establishment in the United 
States which does not have to use alcohol in somewhat large 
quantities. As it has been suggested by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas representing the committee, that they would be glad to 
do this if they could, I trust that they will allow this provision 
to go into the bill at least for the purpose, if for no other pur- 
pose, of leaving the matter openand determining before the pas- 
sage of the bill whether some measure of relicf can not be 
devised. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senators having charge of the bill are 
willing to let the amendment go in, so that the subject will be 
in their power, I will say for one that I shall not only not oppose 
it, but I shall support them in striking it out and make no com- 
plaint if, either on consulting with the authorities of the Trea 
ury or on further consideration themselves, they tind that it 
not practical. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the pending amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to section 104 proposed by the Senator from Missouri, from the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
It is a material modification of the am 
as originally proposed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Has the Senator from [Iowa any objection to 
having the amendment read? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. 
have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. Let the section be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. 
read as follows: 

Sec. 104. That section 3 of an act approved October 1, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur 
poses,’ is hereby repealed; but nothing herein contained shall be held to 
abrogate or in any way affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as 
have been heretofore made and now exist between the United States and 
foreign countries, except where such arrangements are inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Iowa wait one moment? 
Which section of the McKinley act is proposed to be repealed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only section 3. 

Mr. HALE. Sections 15 and 16 are not touched. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not touched. 

Mr. HALE. Only section 3 is repealed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only section 3. Section 3 is what is known 
as the reciprocity provision of the McKinley law. The Senuitor 
now proposes to repeal that section and thenadd a proviso which 
declares that nothing shall interfere with existing agreements 
under it except in so far as they are inconsistent with the pro- 
I do not see why an absoluts repeal sheuld be made. 
I do not see why the Senator would not de satisfied with saying 
what we say in the general repealing provision, that is, ‘‘'That 
all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed.” 

In other words, allow this to stand with other repealing 
clauses because it is not necessary to make a special repealing 
clause here, unless it is the purpose of the proposed act to pro- 
hibit in thefuture any arrangements to be made under the third 
section of the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
any time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want to take any time, either. 

Mr. VEST. I know the Senator does not want todoan inj 
tice to the committee, and therefore [am constrained to make 
an explanation. 

The Democratic party, as I understand its position, has never 
been opposed to these reciprocal commercial arrangements. 
They were commenced or advocated originally by Mr. Jeffer- 
son, the founder of our party. But we were opposed and are 
opposed irrevocably to that portion of section 3 of the McKinley 
act which gives to the President of the United States the power 
of retaliation against foreign countries. That is the provision 
that we propose to get rid of. If we were to adopt the sugyes- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa and say that ‘‘all acts or parts of 
acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed,” what would 
be the result as to sugar? We propose now to put a duty upou 
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I merely desire to aay a few words as to that 
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I should be glad to 


The section, if amended as proposed, will 


Ido not want to take 
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sugar. Sugar is coming in free from Cuba, and from South 


America even. 
We say, provided that these reciprocal arrangements are not 


inconsistent with the provisions of the pending bill, we adopt 

them. If \ ere to take the language suggested by the Sena- 

tor from Iowa, it would involve us in the absurdity of putting a 
duty upo rar and at the same time repealing all provisions | 
inconsiste vith this enactment in the pe::ding bill. We have 
adopted the only way it seems to me in which we could reach | 
our obj . Whether it is a goud or bad one. | 


Mr. ALLISON. Therefore the object of the absolute repeal | 
of section 3 is to take away from the President of the United | 
States in the future all authority under that section. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? I 
should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if the position 
which the committee take is that in the future the power to 


make such reciprocal conventions shall be left to the treaty- 
making power, the President and the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wholly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. And that it shall be taken away from the 
President. 

Mr. VEST. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the object. The amendment, of 
course, is a great improvement upon the original amendment 
proposed*by the committee, because if it shall turn out, when 
the bill finally receives the signature of the President, that in- 
stead of hiving a duty on sugar it will be free, then these recip- 
rocal arrangements already entered Into will not be changed, 
bec .use, as J understand the geaeral provisions of the bill, there 
is not a provision in it that is inconsistent with these reciprocal 
arrangements, except that we have put aduty upon sugar. 

Therefore, if sugar is made free these arrangements which 
have been made and are so valuable to our country will not be 
interfered with. But it can not be supposed that if the present 
arrangement as to sugar shall prevail in the bill in the end, 
all these reciprocal arrangements will not be absolutely abro- 
gated. We can hardly suppose that with the discrimination we 
have made in the bill against Germany she will give us the ben- 
efit of the reciprocal arrangements which she has given us with 
reference to our great agricultural products, wheat and flour, 
and corn and pork, and other articlesof agricultural production 
which we have sent there in such great quantities within the 
last few years. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish my honorable friend from Iowa would 
devote a sentence or two of his speech right there to summing 
up the discriminations which have been made against Germany 
in this matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have in the first place discriminated 
against Germany to the extent of a tenthof a cent a pound upon 
all sugar that comes from Germany, whether it be raw or re- 
fined. 

[do not want to anticipate what Germany may say, but she 
wiil regard that as a direct discrimination against the exports 
from her country to ours, and she may say, although [ hope she 
will not, that ‘tin violation of the reciprocal agreement under 
which we have given the United States the benefit of the low- 
est rate of duty that we impose upon agricultural products, in 
consideration of our finding a market in the United States for 
our beet sugar, which has been taken away by Congress, we will 
deal with the United States as we deal with other nations 
against whom we now discriminate.” 

Now, that is as toGermany. Thesame rule applies to Spain. 
There we not only had a large list of articles admitted free be- 
cause we admit free to this country the sugar of the Spanish 
colonies, but in addition they have given us a discriminating 
duty amounting to a reduction of 50 per cent upon the old duty 
as to agricultural products. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is more than that as to wheat and 
flour. 

Mr. HALE. Itisagreater reduction than that on wheat and 
flour. 

Mr. ALLISON. On wheat and flour it may be more. 

Mr. HALE. From $5.34 to $1. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. These great diseriminations 
have been mado under the third section of the McKinley law. 
Now, if we shall finally, as [ hope we will, put sugar upon the 
free list, then the amendment as proposed now by the Senator 
from Missouri will be an amendment which will be consistent; 
but if we shall impose the duty now proposed upon sugar, the 
amendment is no better than the original provision making it 
certain that these reciprocal arrangements which have been of 
so much advantage to us will be taken away from us, because the 
whole question hinges upon the question whether we shall im- 
pose a duty upon imported sugar. In that-event, this modifica- 
tion is nothing. But if we shall finally make sugar free, then it 
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will be a potential and valuable modification of the provision a 
originally reported by the committee. a 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to some statistical information with respect to our 
foreign commerce which will be very materially affected by the 
provisions of the section now under consideration. No doubt 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri has been ealled to it 
but I should like to have him hear some of the statisties which 
I will give from public documents, and also some information 
that I have from letters, not only from the State of Missouri 
but from the Northwestern States and some of the South 
States. 

Among the most beneficial results of what is called the Mce- 
Kinley act, whatever demerits it may be alleged to have, his 
been to increase our exports to foreign countries to an extent 
unprecedented in the previous history of our country. I have 
a table from the Bureau of Statistics, which I have sent for, in 
which the statistics are more elaborately given. I will read 
some of the results effected by what is known as the McKinley 
act. I contrast the returns of our exports of certain articles to 
Cuba in 1889 with the exports in 1893. The first item is agricul- 
turalimplements. The amountexported from the United States 
to Cuba increased from $74,135 in 1889 to $130,341 in 1893, a great 
increase in the exportation of agricultural implements. 

Mr. HALE, To what country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To Cuba. The next item is cars, passen 
ger and freight, the exportation of which increased from $127,- 
533 in 1889 to $271,571 in 1893. The exportations of cotton cloth 
in 1889 amounted to $70,123, to $75,359 in 1893. In rubber goods 
the increase was from $27,804 in 1889 to $42,879 in 189%; car 
wheels, $1,918 in 1889 to $18,073 in 1893; cutlery, from $10,347 in 
1889 to $21,094 in 1893; machinery,not elsewhere given, from 
$955,242 in 1889 to $2,792,050 in 1893; cut nails, from $48,349 in 
1889 to $107,002 in 1893; wire nails, from $9,763 in 1889 to $20,581 
in 1893; railway bars, from $20,240 in 1889 to $327,411 in 1993. 
The exportations of saws and tools increased from $115,232 in 
1889 to $243,544 in 1893; steam engines, from $10,493 in 1889 to 
$130,652 in 1893; wire, from $118,214 in 1889 to $321,120 in 1893; 
boots and shoes, from $74,542 in 1889 to $114,943 in 1893; and all 
other articles, from $9,472,384 in 1889 to $18,845,067 in 1893. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator from Ohio the figures as to the 
single item of lard? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not the statistics as to the exporta- 
tions of wheat and other agricultural products, but they aro 
enormous. 

Mr. HALE. The exportations of lard increased from $2,000,- 
000 to $4,600,000; more than 10) per cent. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave thestatisticsas tomanufactures, and 
not the others. 

In the letter communicated to me by the secretary of the Isaac 
Harter Company, an Ohio concern, located at Fostoria, the sec- 
retary says: 

On page 40 of the same report would call your attention to the following, 
having reference to the increase of exports of Wheat and wheat products: 

“In Cuba alone was there a notable increase. Reflecting probably the 
partial failure of the Spanish home crop of wheat, the imports of flour into 
Cuba were increased from 366,175 barrels in 1892 to 616.406 barrels in 1893.” 

I would say in this connection thattheimports of flour into Cubathis year 
will probably reach 800.000 barrels. I have information from those high in 
authority, politically and commercially, in Havana, Cuba, that Spain is only 
waiting a pretext whereby shecan restore the duty of $7 per barrel on Amer- 
ican fiour, which would practically shut us outfrom that very important 
marketfor our products. With the South American trade for American 
flour surely: slipping away from us on account of the phenomenal increase 


in the quantity of wheat grown in the Riyer Platte district, it will probably 
be but a few years until that market will be lost to us entirely. 


Here is a letter from Indianapolis, written by the secretary of 
the Indianapolis Board of Trade: 

The following is the substance of a report by our Committee on Commu- 
nications and Resolutions presented at a meeting held last evening: 

“A communication has been received from the Isaac Harter Company, mer- 
chant millers, of Fostoria, Ohio, stating that if the Wilson bill, in its pres- 
ent form,should pass the Senate, it will abrogate the reciprocity treaty now 
in effect between this country and Spain, which will prove very disastrous 
to our mercantile interests. The following retaliatory clause is suggested 
for adoption, which the company thinks would obviate the difficulty.” 


And they here propose retaliatory legislation to prevent this 
evil. The proposition made by these gentleman, however they 
may think it affects their interest, is utterly indefensible, and 
the Government of the United States will never resort to that 
kind of a provision. We have made a reciprocity arrangement 
now with Spain, also with Germany and many other countries, 
and our exports have more than doubled in every country with 
which we have made special arrangements. We have lostnoth- 
ing at all. in our commerce with them. We receive their goods 
as we receive all other goods, at the same rates of duty. We 
make no discrimination, but we do by these provisions secure 
for ourselves an enormous market for a great mass of both agri- 
cultural products and other products. 





aes 


1894. 


I have here also a letter from St. Louis, which I shall be glad 
to read for the infor mation of our friends on the other side. The 








ret 
writer sa 

\\ eo giad to! rn that you are giving special attent ion toour t1 ide re 
la with Cuba 1 the 4\merican countries, whicl yoen 
la y in L by r¢ pi ‘aties Which went into net 
< J 8 ago iwh Senate amendment 
th ten to 

he ciprocit ut went into ct our trade in ir has be 

V largely in¢ l. Previous to 1831 t duty on flour was a 4 
pe? rrel into Cuba, nd under the treaty the du y is now abr 90 cents p 
» rrel. Bef these treaties we practically had no trade with thatcountr 
and we now supply them with nearly all the flour they use, to say noth 
ing of corn, agricultural implements, lar< i, and the general products of the 


pork establishments of the United States ; 

A ding to statistics, the American trade with Cuba and the Latin 
Am un countries was about $13,000,000 more in 1893 than it was in 1890 
This great increase has been largely from the Mississippi Vall 

[ have also here a letter from Chicago showing the same in- 
formation. It is as follows: 

As a result of the reciprocity treaty made with Spain October 1, 1890, and 
going into effect January 1, 1891, we have been able to do a large and profit 
able trade in ornamented sheet metal with Spanish-American countries 
trade that formerly belonged to Europe, and we have, of course, worked hard 
and at a great cost to secure this trade, which now threatens to be cut off 
entirely if the Wilson bill, as reported in the Senate, providing for the abro 
gation of the present commercial arrangements with Spain. is passed. 

It would be nothing short of an outrage that anybody should attempt to 
set aside the reciprecity provision when we are just getting fairly started 
in building up a trade with these countries; and whether he belonged to 
either of th eat } arties of this country, no fz vir minded man could lose 
sight of the fact of the injury done to the country as the proposed legisla 
tion would intl: et. 


[ have also another letter to the same effect, from which I will 
only read an extract, written from Coldwater, Mich.: 
I think it is the general sentiment of the intelligent millers of th 
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that the reciprocity portion of the McKinley bill has been of very great | 
efit to our business _ we feel that the passage of the Wilson Dill as 
amended by the Sen ite Minanece Committee sauitto a great blow to the mill- 
ing business of th Unite is states. 


| have here another letter, the last that I will refer to. W. 
C. Brown, whois - secretary of a large milling establishment, 
of which Hon. M, D. HARTER is preside nt, says: 

We have justreceived advices from our re presentat ivesin Havana thatan 
excessive duty will be placed on American flour into C uba age rin, ¢ oa nenc 
ing with July 1. This will be a serious blow to our trade on the island, 
Which at this time equals 50,000 to 60,000 barrels a year. and the total of 
American flour shipped to the island this year would likely have as ggrerzate d 
a million barrels. Our only hope now for retaining this trade with Cuba is 
to have Congress pass a retaliatorv measure discriminating against Cuban 
sucsar 

This can not be done, as a matter of course. Cuba will re- 
tealiate by a discriminating duty. The truth is, we have made 
fair and excellent bargains with nearly all the countries that 
were willing to trade with us, by which we have gained enor- 
mous advantages, especially in increasing our exports—not only 
our exports of grain and produce, but also our exports of manu- 
factures. 

Now, why disturb those arrangements? Why change them? 
I can noi see any reason for it. The only reason which can be 
given in a political sense is that they were brought about by a 
Republican administration, mainly through the influence of a 
gentleman who is now det ida und gone. 
be no reason whatever for any abrogation or change of these 
agreements. There is no necessity for it. 

This provision, repealing all these agreements, it seems to me, 
ought to be stricken out. If they are to be abrogated or modi- 
fied, as ‘probably some of them will have to be in consequence 


It seems to me there can | 
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of provisions of this bill, it ought to be done by a conference | 


through the Executive Department: 
an arbitrary act of C a. 

Mr. GRAY. May Lask my friend from Ohio a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any other difficulty except dutiable 
sugar in the way of continuing these treaties? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; there were many provisions of the 
bill that are inconsistent with our reciproc al engagements with 
several countries. I am not now prepared to poin t out what 
they are. But the difficulty is that we undertake by law to ab- 

rogate all our agreements without a conference with the powers 
with whom they were made. 

Mr. GRAY. I have just one word, with the Senator's permis 
sion. [am in favor of reciprocity, ‘but I remind the Senator 
that the amendment which was attributed to Mr. Blaine and 
was introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was a 
pretty far-reaching provision. 

{ was very much in favor of it; and when the reciprocity fea- 
ture of the McKinley bill was beiny voted on I olfered as an 
amendment the provision as drafte d, or supposed, at all event 
to be drafted by Mr. Blaine, for the committee’s adme ndment, 
and every Democrat voted for it and every Republican voted 
against it. [ merely make this statement in reply to what the 
Senator said about the foresight and forecast of that great 
statesman, as we all consider him. 


it ought not to be done by 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


cal matter. 


Iam not talking at all about thi lit 





Mr. GRAY. Noram I; but the S led to th 
fr. SHERMAN. I do not think of the 
ciprocity. I was afraid-of en I has 
t ce ) our [orelgnt! { { 
I 1 mad Th res 1 | ) 
ted <¢ nt No dt d of t rm 
-of our trade wit 1 th ( ntr W i:wnor Vv nave ma ’ 
| lenvagements. Now, if you will destroy them, if t ) 
ter of this bill are inconsistent with those eng nts, 1 n 
ought to leave it to the President of the Uni idStat athe 
ecretaury of State, who have now the power, tO make conven- 
ient changes inthem. Some of them ought not to be abrogated. 
Some of them must be changed somewhat. 
Therefore, instead of repea “om the reciprocity stipulations or 


affecting them inany way, 0! slar ing that they are void or in 
consistent with our le giniation, they ought to be continued in 
force until abrogated by t 1e consentof both parties. ltis never 
wise to change a treaty by } law. Undoubt dly anact of Congress 
can abrogate any treaty which we m iy make with the most pow 
erful nation, but it ought never to be done. It ought to be loft 
to the Exe h alone has power to negotiat 
t 


cutive ee which : tin 
he necessary changes 

This mode of abrog: rating contracts by legislation is wrong. 
One of the reasons why I doubted the polie y of reciprocity was 
because [ thought it ought to be left to the executive branch of 
the Government, with power conferred by law. By our Consti- 
tution the President is the only officer who can deal with for- 

ion nations, and he ought to have the full power to make or 
cha ange i a treaty or a rec ‘iprocal agreement. If the laws of Con 
gress should turn out to prove inconsistent with such an agr« 
me ant, then the President of the United States, as a matter of 
course, will present the reasons for the change to the different 
governments with whom we have made agreements. 

Why is it necessary to modify them or change them? If nec 


( 


| essary let it be done by two friendly Executives getting together 


to see whether they can st ibstitut e some other form of arrange- 

ment instead of the one e xistins x; but when we undertake to ab- 

rogate treaties or agreements by scieieaiat we do not have an 

opportunity for consideration, for talk, for explanation, for that 

necessary and friendly negotiation which occurs between eminent 

statesmen when they are charged by law with power to make a 
tre aty . 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in answer to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and also toa hint for 
the first time from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves7T} that 
these Senators, representing their party, are in favor of re-ci 
procity, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware to the fact that the original reciprocity ‘amendment, which 
I introduced here, which had been drawn in the State Depart 
ment by the Secretary and which presumably repres ont d the 
Administration and Republican sentiment gener lly, 3 drawn 
upon the basis that the sugar duty should be | kept on, as ae lever 
ige upon which reciprocity co ld be set afoot with other nations, 
und that the dut y should not be given up without some corre- 
sponding return, but the P resident was ee yee to use that 
existing and imposed duty for the purpose of negotiati ci- 
procity arrangements. 

When the Republican party in the Fifty-first Congress deter- 
mined to make a present of free sugar to the consumers of the 
United States, thereby reducing to them the cost of that most 
necessary and extensive article of consumption something like 
2 cents per pound, the whole programme was shifted. ‘he duty 
which was to be used as the leverage was gone. Theonly lever- 
age that could be used was the authority to be given to the 
President, and the threat, if you may choose to call it, that un- 
less these countries would enter into some fair agreement the 
duty should be reimposed. Therefore, the legislation upon this 
subject had asits keynote, as the Senator indicates, the duty 
upon sugar. 

Then, when the Republican party had determined that free 
sugar should be one of the constituent t 
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and important parts of 
its tariff bill, when the Democratic party had indicated no ad 
hesion or assent to the policy which must be pursued in re- 
gard to reciprocity, the Senator from Delaware laggardly of- 
fered the amendment which had been introduced by me belore, 

and which would apply to another condition and did not apply 
to »)a free-sugar measure. 

Ve have seen sucha course taken frequently in other matters, 
where, after we have gone forward, advanced our ground and 
set higher our standard, our friends upen the other side come 
in with some old, abandoned proposition of ours and seek to 
make ap issue upon it. The Senator was behind the times. 
When his asseciates voted for the amendment that had been 
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introduced here under a certain condition of things they were 
groping in the dark. We had gone into the light; we had 
abolished the duty upon sugar and were using that condition as 
the leverage with other nations. 

This was wholly satisfactory to Mr. Blaine, and he was very 
earnest in the desire that it should be passed as a part of the 
tariff bill. I recall the pleasure which I felt in sending him a 
message announcing the vote on the passage of the reciprocity 
feature of the McKinley bill. 





Now, | wish to ask the Senator from Missouri—and I know | 


he will answer me and give me a fair answer—whether he has 
any doubt that under his amendment, which has only shifted 
the form and turn of speech, these reciprocity agreements will 
fall tothe ground if the bill goes through? Here is the provi- 
sion of the Mckinley act upon which all these beneficent agree- 
ments were builded: 

Sec. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day 
of January, 1892, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the government of any country producing and exporting sugars, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tei, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, im- 
poses duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of 
the United States, which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States, he may deem to be 
reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall 
be his duty 

[t is dirgetory, not a matter of his option— 
to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relat- 
ing to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
the production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in 
such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and 
paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the productof or exported 
from such designated country, as follows, namely: 

Then it goes on and gives the schedule of ratesof duties under 
which the reimposition shall be made, unless these countries 
come to some agreement and make some reciprocal arrange- 
ment that will be in the view of the President reasonable and 
equal, 

J ask the Senator with the amendment he has offered if the 
bill goes through with taxed sugar, when free sugar was held 
out under the law to these countries as the leverage on which 
these agreements could be made, whether he does not believe 
that these agreements will fall? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Maine want me to reply 
now? 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad, because I am asking the 


question in good faith. 


Mr. VEST. It depends entirely on the importance which for- 
eign countries would attach to the export of sugar from their 
own into this country. I admit there is some force in what the 
Senator from Iowa said, and what the Senator from Maine re- 
peats, that the efficacy of the amendment which I have offered 
this morning on behalf of the committee depends largely upon 
what we do with sugar hereafter in the bill. I can not under- 
take to show the full effect of this provision because I do not 
know how much importance will be attached by the sugar-pro- 
ducing countries to the effect of a tax upon sugar. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that after the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill in the House, even with its free-sugar 
provision, very considerable discussion arose as to whether the 
result of that measure would be the practical abrogation of these 
agreements, and that it was finally generally settled and public 
acceptance given that such would be the result? 

Mr. VEST. There was great diversity of opinion anda great 
ceal of misrepresentation as to the views of public men in re- 
gard to the effect of that action. I never had but one opinion 
about it myself, though I was reported very differently in dif- 
ferent newspapers, and | never took any paius to correct it be- 
cause I was too busy to doit. I always thought that the effect 
of putting a tax upon sugar would seriously influence exports 
from the United States to the sugar-producing countries. Iam 
frank to state that; but at the same time | never had any doubt 
that as to other articles a great deal of the trade would be main- 
tained. 

My opinion, however, was largely colored or influenced by my 
knowledge after an examination from time to time that the 
effects of reciprocity had been distorted in the partisan press. 
For instance, to give one glaring injustice, the protection or- 
gans in claiming an increase of trade between this country and 
Brazil leave out the quantities of exportsand putin their value, 
concealing from view either intentionally or through ignorance, 
the fact that the price in Brazil was in depreciated currency, 
and not in gold values which govern the world commercially 
everywhere else. The result was that from month to month or 
from three months to three months we had reports from the 
Bureau of Statistics and in the partisan press that the trade be- 
tween Brazil and the United States was being largely increased. 
Ican show, I think, beyond question that that was not the case. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that when our in- 
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voices and our measures of value of exportations from this coun- 
try are made up, and from that they gotinto the official reports 
" 


| they are made up at our port of exportation? 
| Mr. VEST. They were not in this case. 





Mr. HALE, They are made up at American ports in Ameri- 
can currency and at American valuation. ‘The fact that the 
shipper deals with a people who in time of revolution, or war 
or civil commotion have a depreciated currency does not affect 
the value of invoices which get into our reports. 

Those are made up, not in Brazil, not in Cuba, not in Venez- 
vela, not in the turbulent countries where war and rebellion 
and strife exist more than half the time and where everything 
is fluctuating; they are made up at our ports. Those are the 
figures which get into our official reports. The Senator from 
Missouri is entirely wrong. Iask the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land, who is an expert, if this is not so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, that is exactly 
so. The Senator from Missouri undoubtedly has in mind the 
imports from Brazil and those countries which of course are 
made up in the currency of the country of importation, and that 
being a depreciated currency, it shows a larger increase of im- 
portations from those countries than has actually taken place; 
but so far as the exports from this country to those countries 
are concerned, they are made up here in American currency, 
and the fluctuations in foreign currency have nothing whatever 
to do with the amounts. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon of the Senator from Maine. I didnot 
intend to interject anargument into the middlo of his speech; 
but I have before mea paper read at the meeting of the National 
| Statistical Institute at Chicago, September, 1893, by the present 
| statistician of the Treasury Department, Mr. Worthington C, 
| Ford. I will read what Mr. Ford says, and he ought to be good 
authority upon the subject: 

All of the figures ostensibly given out as the measure of the effects of this 
reciprocity arrangement have been infected with an error that amounts to 
little less than a blunder, and one that would shame a novice in statistics. 
Each month the National Bureau of Statistics oMfcially published a table 
which was intended to show the commerce of the United States with these 
South American countries, and with especial reference to the results of the 
reciprocity clause. In every instance nothing but the values of commodi- 
ties were given, and in nearly every instance the figures bore on their face 
a lie; yet they were solemnly quoted as definite proof of the success of the 
policy and known to be inflated, no attempt was made to correct them or to 
give the outside public the slightest intimation that they were erroneous. 

On the contrary, they were embodied in official papers, and conclusions 
based upon them that would have been disproved by the true returns. For 
more than a year was this allowed to pass unquestioned, and the friends ag 
wellas the critics of the reciprocity policy were more than surprised at the 
result. The former gloated over what they called the success of thescheme; 
and the latter were gratified to note the increasing total, and began to hope 
this reciprocity would after all prove an entering wedge towards widening 
the channels of our foreigncommerce and lead to a more liberal commercial 
policy. The hopes of either were doomed to disappointment, because these 
totals which supplied the foundation of their expectations and arguments 
proved to be merely a matter of bookkeeping, which, when corrected, tells 
almost entirely against reciprocity as established by the McKinley act. 

He then goes on and shows the difference between the gold 
value in Brazil and in the depreciated currency of that country. 

Mr. HALE. The writer of that article, whoever he may be, 
had undoubtedly fallen 

Mr. VEST. itis Mr. Ford, the chief of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics. 

Mr. HALE. He has undoubtedly fallen into a mistake, be- 
cause it applies to importations, and he is taking the gross trade, 
including exportations and importations., I know that all the 
values of our exports,which are given in our reports, are based 
upon the valuation at the place of export. I am borne out in 
that by Senators who are experts upon this subject. 

The members of the Committee on Finance upon the other 
side of the Chamber have had this placed before them constantly. 
I have no doubt the mistake comes from what was suggested by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, thatin making up the aggregate 
of trade, including importations and exportations, he fell into 
the error. The importations are made up on the basis where 
they come from, of course, like our exports, on the basis where 
they gofrom. Mr. Ford is adopting the same course in de- 
nouncing reciprocity, and declaring that it is a sham, and that 
it is presented before the American people under false colors, 
which has been taken on the other side of the Chamber ever 
since this subject has been mooted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me to read from 
Mr. Ford a little further along than the statememt read by the 
Senator from Missouri, he will see that Mr. Ford himself takes 
this view of it. He says: 

Nearly all countries of South America have resorted to paper money, 
and in many cases the issues have been carried beyond safety, and the 
notes circulate for less than their nominal value. Exports from these 
countries— 

Mr. HALE. That is it, undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ford says: 

Exports from these countries, quoted in paper prices, have unnaturally 
swelled tctal values, and it is such values that have been quoted officially, 











1894. 








ss. as actual values, and long after attention had been 
called to the blunder involved. Neglecting a study of quantities of exports, 
values alone have been insisted upon as the true gauge. And to the extent 
of inflated prices have the values of imports into the United States from 
these countries been also inflated—a true form of bubble prosperity, if there 
ever was one. 


Mr. HALE. Then I guessed exactly right, that the writer 
of that article was basing his statement upon the importation 
side of the trade from Brazil. 

Nothing has been so demonstrated by time as the truth of the 
statement made by the distinguished and veteran Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHE 2MAN], that under these agreements our exports 
in almost every form of product, whether of the shop or the 
mine or the soil, have been greatly increase in these countries. 

Here I have a much more complete list ot our exports to Cuba 
during the years reckoning from 1891 to 1893, two years of the 
operation of the reciprocity feature of the McKinley law, and 
it is something startling, Mr. President. It is startling in the 
view that there is one party in this country which proposes to 
destroy the basis of the increased exportation from this country 
to Cuba underour reciprocity scheme, to sweep this tradeaway, 
to tear down the whole structure of increased reciprocal trade. 

It is instructive to look at this growing trade, this one de- 
pendency of Old Spain. I take the increase of our exports from 
1891 to and including 1893, under our reciprocity. 

I first take breadstuffs. Bread and biscuits, from $17,000 to 
$31,000, nearly 100 per cent increase. Corn, from $120,000 to 
€582,000, more than 400 per cent. Wheat flour, from $591,000 
(and that had got the benefit of the first year’s increase) to 
$2,821,000 in the two years, from 1891 to 1893, nearly 500 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. With what country is that trade? 

Mr. HALE. Cuba alone. Carriages and horse cars, from 
$166,000 to $316,000, more than 100 per cent increase; manufac- 
tures of copper, from $29,000 to $48,000, 80 per cent increase; 
cotton goods, from $101,000 to $148,000, 46 per cent increase. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Missouri because he 
is always very good himself in yielding. 

Mr. VEST. 
cotton goods; I asked him a question in 1890, I believe, or 
1892, which he has never answered; and I should like for him 
or some other protection Senator to answerit now. LIhavehere 
the tariff of Brazil, published in Bulletin No. 8, under Mr. 
Biaine’s administration as Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE. This is Cuba that Iam reading from. 

Mr. VEST. I know, but it applies to both countries. Bul- 
letin No. 8, July, 1891. This tari‘? of Brazil together with the 
reciprocal arrangement sometimes called a treaty made by the 
United States under Mr. Blaine with the Brazilian authorities 


and in all seriousne 





shows that America received a differential or discriminating | 


duty of 124 per cent on cotton manufactures exported from this 
country into Brazil. In other words, the American manufac- 
turer had an advantage of 12+ per cent over the British manu- 
facturer, both of them paying transportation, one from Liver- 
pool and the other from New York, to Rio Janeiro. 

Now, the Senator contends that the reciprocity, as he terms it, 
has increased the market of the American manufacturer under 
this differential in Brazil. Will he be kind enough to tell us if 
the American manufacturer, with a protective or differential 
duty in his favor against the British manufacturer of only 124 


per cent, both paying transportation, can take any portion of the | 


Brazilian market on cotton goods away from the British manu- 
facturer, why does it required percent protection in the United 
States to enaplethe American manufacturer at home to hold the 
market on cotton goods against the British manufacturer. The 
British manufacturer has to pay transportation from Liverpool to 
get into this market. 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator. Asthe Senator from 
lowa suggests to me, in the first place, there is a different kind 
of cotton goods which is used largely in that trade. Then, too, 
this whole reciprocity feature goes on all fours, altogether. 
When you begin to increase trade, and when you get large dis- 
criminating duties on certain articles, and thereby open the 
trade, and open lines of steamships, and open the avenues to the 
increased exportation of all products, you have then the condi- 
tions which build up trade generally. 

You have transportation established; you have the trade 
open; you have the ship lines running. So we, getting the ad- 
vantage of reciprocity agreements on certain articles by large 
discriminations, load our ships and send them away. We open 
also trade in other articles where we do not get such large dis- 
criminating duties. Begin in a small way at first, as we have in 
Cuba, upon cotton goods. We do not need the same extent of 
discrimination for everything that we do on the larger articles. 
We are getting the trade. We are graduaMy gaining on it. 
This trade in cottons does not show anything like such an in- 
crease of trade as the other articles. The discrimination is not 


I beg the Senator’s pardon, but he mentioned | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








6989 


the same, but it shows the beginning of what will be a greater 
and a brighter day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the Senator is through, or at some 
time at his convenience, I should be glad to make a more ex- 
tended and definite explanation of the situation in Brizil in re- 
gard to cotton. 

Mr. HALE. I was going on with the trade in Cuba. Here 
is another. large item: builders’ hardware, from $174,000 to 
$395,000, more, than 100 per cent increase; machinery, from 
$1,317,000 to $2,792,000, over 100 per cent; locomotive engines, 
from $237,000 to $418,000, nearly 100 per cent; wire, from $715,000 


Dat 








| to $1,664,000, 40 per cent; petroleum, a product of the mines, 
| $280,000 to $403,000, 60 
| 70 per cent; paint an 


a lubricating oil, $42,000 to $77,000, 
painters’ colors, from $23,527 to $49,000, 
110 per cent; provisions, beef products, from $11,000 to $89,000, 


00 per cent or more; bacon, from $351,000 to $556,000, 60 per 


| centinerease; hams, from $234,000 to $762,000, more than 200 per 


cent; pickled pork, from $33,000 to $59,000, 70 percent; lard, from 
$2,079,000 to $4,023,000, almost 100 per cent increase. 

So I might go on. Those are some of the larger items. 
Boards, deals, and planks, from $604,000 to $1,058,000, 65 per cent 
increase; shooks, from $102,000 to $152,000, 50 per cent increase. 
All other articles of lumber, from $120,000 to $164,000. 

The aggregate shows that our exports to Cuba have been in- 
creased from $11,000,000 in 1891 to $24,000,000 in 1893. I give 
here the table showing the different articles in more extended 
detail, upon which this increase is predicated: 
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Articles. 1891. } 189 
eet 
DOT Tia a 00a inns cr tvotntssacowisees $55, 618 | 123, 421 
BIN iis icine rt here tye titan dkd enki ocaeiaeeine-aicelecaiane | 7, 935 | 17, 725 
DRE CE ONE ii nccdirenntunsinaiwekmenwenwuddng | 25, 230 | 44, 150 
Breadstuffs: | | 
EE I I iia dee ccc cwksmescneccensase dined 17, 930 | 31, 650 
ee ea adnate 120, 187 | 582, 050 
CN adie ets bctsandcs dcddewetnnelsedadwaununee ' 2, 909 4,001 
a aaah ar led eee | 10, 598 24, 202 
a a ee | 591, 886 2, 821, 557 
a as sei oauiee a orate ee } 31, 469 56, 272 
Bricks, building and fire ..................- cnaiatieiia 11,735 | 95, 489 
II cna ans aad ee inane aad 17, 244 | 23. 983 
Carriagesand horse cars.......- a aritniaeteatichactepaea aaa | 166, 889 | 316, O41 
EE SEIN idee dscns ncenieins inci clits Saidiaieesabaitie 11,773 26, 551 
a a a aaa 682, 268 837, 218 
Copper, manufactures of. .__- : 29, 799 48, 656 
IIIIUIEN thus.---7 25a: cinthcinashs diidrienin ownaion ainciaiingiapadenata 101, 799 
i A a a a 23, 595 
Other fish, including oysters -............<............. \ 40, 551 
ae ca a ail palst hii Paci ieee eecadrmanan | 3, 181 
Preserved fruits_..... dos egieagibcalabdiaade qemeeniceiabeiakeivchenaaaaentcacba 11, 756 | 
rfc carious eartiatiidats on eninanéion a Slice 7, 209 
Glass and glassware............-...-..----- ea aL | 67, 174 
ne Ee igs ee | 18, 389 
NE SEs ctcdinansnadwnsdedheswdaedadandesena 29, 354 | 
OUR See ar eae he eg natal coe 6, 931 | 
Scientific instruments and apparatus._................ | 43, 935 
ee aad tics canines mmeta iets acamsanieeaimeniaieidiie | 4,436 | 21,094 
IT Io acne diciclcnsqawaatnandunlanhel | 174, 622 395, 964 
EINE er oa aa neta hack aol | 1,317,256} 2,792,050 
DR iii ic <ccxcmcatel <nicncecarigpatrdiaacelianceandacaceaaiananieel | 40, 069 127, 583 
til iid cs an aditienn ninceiamngnie mama seaeand ' 32, 249 326, 654 
a | 107, 291 243, 544 
GORENG CII ino so iincitinccduavacukwatsescacacunas | 34, 788 62, 561 
I ais scan ercteeeplnerilaheapeniillaacaaaeagiapanii | 112, 319 246, 218 
ic rans endian einadnadsanddnoaen 237, 827 418,776 
ee eae | 46, 766 130, 652 
Boilers and parts of engines ................-.......... } 181, 720 322, 284 
TR ee 715,208 | 1,664,671 
I CS, CO oiconrcunddhdeusaeeccnionsncatamell 29, 297 51, 389 
Boots and shoes. ...... habniah makeMab eee decdiemnaee 100, 733 193, 776 
Ce EE Cas inca ccnidasebeteatuccicondcnaeedne | 20, 202 33, 867 
I i ld el a ands inte dananale 9, 032 71,570 
I eae el aliges anatah paid | 12, 223 32, 032 
a a as | 15, 830 77, 003 
i chat autcaeadsndndiednicnineend adi | 20, 609 83, 135 
ccc cin cas tg cis penne tages daicnsiininiena nie 280, 144 403, 310 
Be isan cinicic inti theca dll dei 8, 502 33, 527 
Be es he cedsicoctiepccitc meri nasa eile cacaiataicsin 42, 552 77, 822 
ee e amalee ------| 7,999 33. 414 
PRA  OENEW COOUND 5 once cn cccccccncsesscscccccce 23, 527 49, 143 
(EEE scans ice nchilsbats anceheiiabaiin tant acide | 20, 722 
Provisions: 
UN itiaithivaai steitaasinctsamdiinmdiaaling miaiame 89, 460 
BI acacia ichnasapat i vnssiasinstadasitindnicids hanes , 95 556, 747 
nincnummntmcentiduiiinmentiaanss » 45 761, 082 
EE TE nati adcnaeutin ica ceancneses , 315 59, 276 
Bet itt dia Gieeicties eecciadebatinaiainnddwandé dade aun , 5 4, 023, 917 
All other meat products -........- ieaagaheaalaraenin eaiialaed | 28, 331 81, 956 
ne nesta’ 18, 119 } 49, 257 
Sa Aa A aa aaa ' 12, 910 | 32, 494 
IN al a csi ca gin allies cosine baie 17, 226 46, 347 
i et aca ene nl nce neaiteadciseneehaamn 6, 805 8,519 
SSA nm iain 24, 557 30,740 
I EE aT 6,1 16,177 
Candy and confectionery ...... ......- 20.206 scceccennese 27,539 35, 911 
Po Leila ciel, cabal soe ox essen eemeininibnisi tala een 19, 319 24,777 
INE) NUNN 6 aicidrse. d.sccccecetmninmnniniibinbaacianalgmaabteanedie 35, 154 | 61, 494 
WE cicchia ria Saligundndeicskeccininieetimedaaiamiadeaitn 9, 355 7,518 
Vegetables: | 
I OID sci cl nian aA tahawaemnal 115, 930 392, 962 
hia hla ai ee 198, 254 | 554, 153 
[aS ee 10, 137 ! 31,146 
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Articles 1391. 1893 
; ; -| -|- 
Wood and manufactures of: | 
hoards, da an } anks - + na aeee ewes $604, 886 81, 058, 6 
cate B ONE coi ete a eee | 15, 803 87, 235 
Shooks 102, 647 152, 
Staves & oading RE 85, 492 66, 63 
Ali othe nbe PRGA EIE RRA SS 18, 991 64, 746 | 
eveasisiG CGUMIUUID......ncceo acu coceencacocseooson | 108, 988 217, 126 
| other manufactures ee ee ee | 80, 772 154. 134 
All other articles ........ beathiecak siilteanscieaidacieiiaee ' 120, 772 164, 448 


Mr. President, this list shows that these benefits were dis- 
seminated broadcast throughout the country. They were not 
for the manufacturer alone, nor the miner alone, nor the farmer 
alone, but they benefited labor in all the great branches of 
American industry. The Senator upon the other side, repre- 
senting the committee and the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
displays an audacity that is worthy of admiration in daring to 
approach the vory base of this citadel of extended trade which 
has been evected by the Republican party and venturing to lay 
rude hands upon it. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, the Senator may. 

Mr. VEST. If reciprocity is the cause of the increase of trade 
which he says has taken place between the United States and 
Brazil, for instance, why is it that the trade between France and 


Germany and Great Britain and Brazil, without reciprocity, has | 


increased in a greater extent? 

Mr. HALE. [am glad the Senator has brought thisup. The 
increase of our exports under reciprocity shows that with Ger- 
many the result under reciprocity has been almost as gratifying 
as it has been with Cuba. 


[t is surprising, even in competition with the products of the | 
soil of the old countries—with RKussiaand Austria-Hungary upon | 


the cereals—how we have gained upon them, and how with our 
pork product we have gained by reciprocity. Germany I was 
going to cite as a marked instance in favor of this policy of the 
Republican party. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator misapprehended my question, I 


think. I understood him to argue that reciprocity with Brazil | 


has caused this increass of our trade with that country. 

Mr. HALE. I have not said anything about Brazil, because 
[have not yet reached that. 

Mr. VEST. I take Brazii as an example, because I have here 
the figures from Brazit. In 1889 Brazil sent to Germany 122,- 
542,000 marks, that is in value; and in 1891 189,748,000 marks. 


Now, reciprocity did not do that. The same thing occurred as | 
to France, which had no reciprocal relations with Brazil, and the | 


same thing occurred as to Great Britain. Here are the figures 
showing that the trade between Brazil and those countries 
which had no reciprocal commercial arrangements with Brazil 
increased in a larger degree than the trade between Brazil and 
the United States with reciprocity. 

Mr. HALE. The great end and aim, the bright idea that ran 
all through this reciprocity scheme in the illuminated minds of 
its projectors, was, I do not mean entirely, but it was largely 
with the Central and South American countries, where no such 
conditions existed as they did in Europe. Here were countries 
producing articles which we do not produce, needing articles 
which we do produce and they can not, where for years we had 
witnessed almost the absorption of trade by European rivals. 

There was nosuch condition in the trade with England or 
France. We had lookedon foryears and had seen Great Britain 
and Germanyand Franceabsorb seven-eighths oi all the tradeof 
the Brazils, of the Argentines, of thecountries of South America, 
and the islandsof the Spanish Main, and the object was to divert it 
from those countriesand to give usa portionof the trade, mainly 
the export trade into those countries, and not so much dealing 
with the imports from those countries, which are all that the 
Senator from Missouri cites. The reciprocity feature is based 
upon certain articles we produce and they do not, and certain ar- 
ticles they produce and we do not, and the operation of it is 
shown by these figures in regard toall those countries, but none 
60 greut as in Cuba. 

The Senator from Missouri sticks to Brazil as an illustration. 
The Senator knew that there has been no opportunity in the 
last two anda half years to illustrate reciprocity there as we 


have had it in peaceful countries. The wender is that any trade 


has remained between us and Brazil. But let me tell the Sena- 


tor what all these figures do show, that since this reciprocity 
agreement has been made with Brazil the exports into that 
country from Great Britain and France and Germany have 


steadily decreased. 
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Upon this I quote from the elaborate and convincing speech 
of the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. WASHBURN] of April 22: 


The financial condition in Brazil during the last year, Mr. President has 
been worse than it can be remembered ever to have been in the past, and it 
is scarcely necessary to suggest that such conditions have not furnished a 
fair test of the value of reciprocity arrangements with that country. Yet 
there has been a notable increase in the exports from the United States 

In 1889 they amounted to $9,351,081; in 1891, the first year of the treaty, they 
reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little more, and in 1893, the year of the 
greatest depression and blockaded harbors, they were valued at $12,388,124 

Comparing these figures with the exports from Great Britain to Brazil. 
we find considerable cause for gratification. In 1859 they were valued at 
$30,161.500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; in 1891, at $41,550,195. In 1892, the first year 
after the treaty went into effect, they had fallen to $36,562,631 

The French suffered even more. Tnere was very large gain in tho trade 
between France and Brazil about the time of the overthrow of the empire, 
Which was due to the establishment of a new line of steamers between 
Havre and the Brazilian ports, but since the reciprocity treaty with thea 
United States was consummated all that was gained has been lost, and the 
goods that were bought in France are now purchased in the United States 
Tn 1889 the exports from France to Brazil were 70,132,524 francs; in 1890 they 
increased to 81,010,705 francs; in 1891 they Jumped to 102,934.876 francs: butin 
1892, when the effect of the treaty was felt, they fell 33,000,000 and were only 
64,520,091 francs. The exports from France for 1893 are not yet reported 

Our trade with Brazil has increased not as largely as it hasin 
other countries with which we have negotiated these arrange- 
ments, because of the turbulent condition during these times, 
Not only do the laws cease, inter arma silent leyes, but trade 
| ceases. Both cease; and therefore we are not able to show so 

st-ong a result there asin Cuba. When we get settled times 
| and anassured government there, and get lines of transportat on 
opened as we have with other countries, then the full result will 
| be shown. 
Now, I want to show, on some of these articles affected bya 
| reciprocity treaty, what we have done in Germany in regard to 
| our products exported there. The table is romarkable, showing 











| the increase from 1891 to 1893, inclusive: 
{ | 
Articles. | 189L. 1893. 
| Agricultural implements ......... vieeelentddinsicins intima $233, 781 $377, 735 
SIE segusninbeshknated’ demeninaanwees ieensensohenmnens 2,042, 404 2,794, 689 
Sc abCisalibaisilleobeieni all ibhctantikomelsatalnsiheinediséen tinisdla it 116, 664 217, 782 
5 WRAL... conc cons conccencemecevenncen ceneseccescasesacces 295, 953 2, 569, 261 
IEE hd. son nncemitbgnaumtbbeavignieuessnenseseee 41, 089 1, 011, 885 
INO, 6 ceca cnccccunsccccensececuccuscaved 235, 575 537, 526 
OG ain dceinkctdeupéemmmanouse | ctntbenmniision 399, 876 580, 007 
Dn: acid aneutinbenbimdints one nigenaaibemential 360, 784 1, 423, 455 
Es disncecka iathdenebindnns baeuse unicorns enuednel 100, 861 210, 140 
LO RR a ee eee ere 1, 182, 041 2, 328, 169 
I I fis cig eeneenneeeenal 168, 075 636, 587 
NS EES Le 593, 034 829, 652 
NS ELE LLL LTT CAE 578, 408 825, 456 
Ea 189, 865 1, 495, 557 
| SOE IOIOR BARRIO occ cnnnnnccndnneccsscnncoesed 8,757,770 4, 694, 012 
| Lumber: 
| Boards, deals, planks, joist ..............-..... cas 362, 088 343, 702 
A oe er a a ae einen SEE 560, 422 627,418 
rac cbtintnhnediinetntcninnninimnionn 1, 400, 459 1, 855, 740 


Mr. President, Germany was in a condition where we could 
make a satisfactory trade with her. She was producing and 
overproducing the article of beet sugar. We took of her an in- 
creased product in one year from 300,000,000 pounds to 600,000,000 
pounds, and in return for that we got an agreement which dis- 
criminated in our favor, s0 much so that a German authority 
used the language which I shall read. 

This is from an authority in German business circles, the 
Frankfort Zeitung: 

Mr. Blaine’s idea has been successful inboth cases. It has secured for the 
United States treaties with Brazil. Cuba; and with other of the South Amer- 
| ican States. and thus brings Mr. Blaine’s great Pan-American scheme nearer 
realization, atthesame timedamaging European exporters in all American 
markets. 

It is something to adopta policy which wrings from our rivals 
such honest praise. I should be willing tosum up as the benefit 
of this great policy, which the Republican purty is committed to 
and the Democratic party everywhere tries to destroy, that con- 
fession which I repeat: . 

It has secured for the United States treaties with Brazil, Cuba, and with 
other of the South American States, and thus brings Mr. Blaine’s great Pan- 
American scheme nearer realiza ion, at the same time damaging European 
exporters in all American markets. 


Mr. GRAY. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. HALE. From the Frankfort Zeitung. The Senator 
knows that authority, an authority in business and financial cir- 
cles. It is published in Frankfort-on-the-Main, the center of 
the German money system. 

Mr. Biaine’s idea has already forced Germany, Denmark, Austria, and 
France to repeal their pruhibitions of American meat. and Italy is on the 

int of doing the same, But the documents we reprint to-day constitute 

laine's masterpiece. The central European tariff union has been rendered 
ineffective with reference tothe United states. The German tariff on agri- 
cultural products was to be reduced only in favor of Italy and Austria, and 
to be as Russia and America, because the latter nationsdo not 
enjoy ‘the favored nations’ privileges." 
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This would have been profitable only to German and Austrian farmers, 
and not to the people, because, these two nations not raising enough grain 
for themselves, the price would have been fixe i, not by Hungarian grain at 
3.50 marks, but by American and Russian grain, at 5 m irks, as heretofore. 

Mr. Blaine, however, has completely upset these calculations and made the 
new tariff on agricultural products apply to the United States as well, in the 
reduction of which the United States will profit. 


I do not want any better testimony than that, Mr. President; 
I do not want any better defense of this grand system, which 
2 in the Senate assailed by ruthless and destructive hands. 





= ir. GRAY. Mr. President. the so-called reciprocity features 
of the McKinley act were always, I think, very interesting t» 
anvone who presumed to call himself a statesman and to any 
one interested in the measures which look toward an increxsse 
in the intercourse between this country and the nations of the 
world. 

| have characterized before, and I characterize now, the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine {[Mr. HAL&] in 
j and which he has attributed to Mr. Blaine, as a farseeing 


and statesmanlike view of the condition obtaining in this coun- 


try and what was to be gained by this country by a lessening of 
the restrictions on commercial intercourse. 


But, Mr. President, i merely rosea, not to consume time, but to 
call the attention of the 1ate, and of the Senator from Maine 
especially, if 1 may have hisattention fora moment, to this fact. 
I may be wrong about it, but certainly it seems to me there is a 
misnomer, or a misconception rather, of the effect of the so-called 
reciprocity feature under the McKinley act. 

The Senator has spoken, and other Senators have spoken, and 
it has been common parlance to say that certain treaties and 
arrangements have been made by the President of the United 


Sa 


States with the countries of this hemisphere by virtue of the | 


third section of the MeKinley aet. There can be no treaties 
mide by the President under that feature of the McKinley act, 
because all treaties as such must be ratified and confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. The exercise of the treaty- 
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that is broad and liberal, and constitutes, if you choose to call 
it so, a bit of free trade between this country and the countries 
adjacent to it, or any countries in the world, if you choose, and 


that is what I aimed at when I reintroduced the amendment of- 
ferred by the Senator from Maine, called by himself the Blaine 
amendment, as a substitute for the reciprocity feature of the 
Mckinley law, It was a bit of free trade, broad, liberal, and 


statesmanlike. 


x 


W hat I rose to call th 


* ; ft } . 9g } ? } 
attention of the Senate to was th the 





language which I understand is proposed to be stricken out by 
the a 1dment of the committee to section 10! of the bill, is 
| very properly stricken out, because it spe as the Senator from 
Mainesays he has spoken and certain other Senators have spoken, 
of * ments or arrangements made or proclaimed bet :n 
the United States and foreign governments under the provi- 


1 section.’ 

‘tion referred to did not authorize any arrangements, 
any agreem or any treaties to be made or proclaimed under 
the authority of thatsection. That section merely provided as 
follow Ss; 

SEC. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countri 

g the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the |! 
January, 1802, wnaenever and so often as the President shall be satis t 
the government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, 
cof tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes 






in 














duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the 

United States. which in view of thefree introduction of such sugar, molasses, 

coffee, tea, and hides into the United States he may deem to bx ciprocally 
|; uUnequaland unreasonabie, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty 


| 


making power by the President is quite independent of any au- 


thorization by statute. 

Whatever arrangements he may have made are not arrange- 
ments that are authorized by that section of the McKinley act. 
Whatever they may have been—I dv not know that I have read 


any of them—they must have been made upon the authority of | 


the Executive alone. Whether they require the action of the 
Senate or not, I am not able to say, but certainly they were not 
contemplated by that section of the McKinley act, 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. In the debate which took place in the winter of 
1892, largely between the Senator from Missouri and myself, I 
inadvertently used the word ‘‘ treaties.” My attention was called 
by the Senator from Alabama {Mr. MORGAN}, who is now the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, to the fact 
that these were not treaties, that treaties could not be nego- 
tiated under that provision. That is undoubtedly true, and I 
have not myself since that time fallen into the error—a verbal 
error ouly—of calling them “ treaties.” They are agreements; 
they are not treati s. 

The question as to the right of the President to make them 
under the statute isa broad, underlying question which Congress 
must settle for itself. 

Mr. HOAR. They are made by concurrent action, if the Sen- 
ator will pardon me, 


_ Mr. HALE. Yes; they makeacontractor agreement. That 
it is a great exercise of power, I take it, is not disputed. In the 


first debate—I do not know but the Senator himself was the 
author of it—the very witty characterization of this provision 


Todo what? To make atreaty? No. 
ment? No. But— 

to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relat 
ing to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides 
the production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in 
such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and 


To make an arrange- 


paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or ex 
ported from such designated country. 


That did not authorize the President of the United States 
make any arrangements or any agreements. 

Mr. HALE. Did it not? 

Mr.GRAY. If he has made any such, he has made them 


to 


| upon his own motion, and whether wisely or not [am not here 


in the McKinley act was made, that it allowed the President | 


to make treaties without the Senate and to raise revenue with- 
out the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. I think it was Mr. Evarts who said that. 

Mr. HALE. And itisagreat power, but Congress determined 
that it would give to him what the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar} has happily called the power to make concurrent 
arrangements between one country and another. I presume 


these arrangements can be abrogated without the exercise of the | 


treaty power, as they were made without the exercise of that 
power. 

Mr.GRAY. Congress can repeal even a treaty. 

Mr.HALE. Yes; Congress cin do so if it so chooses. With- 
out regard to that, these are agreements subsisting by force of 
a Congressional enactment, and that enactment is now proposed 
to be repealed, so that the exercise of Congressional power in 
One case is no greater than in the other. 

Mr.GRAY. 1am glad to hear what the Senator has said in 
that regard. I have no partisan purpose in anything 1 may say 
or in any language I may use to characterize the arrangements 


| 
| 


made under the McKinley act. I sincerely want a reciprocity | I profess to have to prolong and retain and incréase any benefits 


to say; it may have been with great wisdom, but this act did 
not authorize it, and this act is not responsible, so far as the 
action of the President of the United States is concerned, in any 
such arrangements as the result of any agreement made by the 
Executive. It is quite as open now to the present Executive to 
make an arrangement or agreement with any of these countries 
as it was for the President who was in office at the time that 
act was passed, and I hope that the President will take that 
view of it. 

Mr. HALE. he Senator and I totally disagree as to the ef- 
fect of the reciprocity provision which he has quoted. The 
basis of it was that the President, when he believed that unequal 
and unreasonable duties were being imposed uponcertain of our 
products by other countries, might reimpose duties upon certain 
products of those countries. That in itself carried with it the 
right of the President, when he approached any of these coun 
tries and said through diplomatic representatives, ‘‘ You have 
oppressive duties upon products of our soil and of our mines and 
upon our implements of machinery,and unless you arrange your 
duties upon another scale, to wit, a scale which, under the Mc- 
Kinley act, [shall deem reasonable and proper, I shall reimpose 
these duties.” 

The whole thing was a subject of negotiation between the two 
so that at last the President would not be forced by 
these unequal and unreasonable duties of foreign countries to 
reimpose the sugar and other duties if an equal and reasonable 
rate of duties should be coneeded by these countries. Therefore, 
if there is anything in the law at all,it authorized the Presi- 
dent by negotiation to bring about such a condition as he should 
deem not unequil and not unreasonable. 

Mr. President, all of these reciprocal agreements have been 
made under the avowed authority given by the act of 1390, ‘as 
quoted by the Senatorfrom Delaware. They have been accepted 
by all foreign powers as authoritative and as infull force. Each 
agreement has compelled alike agreement with some other rival 
country in order to get the benefit which its rival had gained. 
Brazil forced Spain's hand, and Spain forced the hand of the 
British West Indian colonies, and the European authority I have 
read from shows that the agreements with all these countries 
forced the hand of Germany and other European nations. 

The plan has been wonderfully successful. The American peo- 
le know this and appreciate the broad, deep lines on which it 
1as been conducted, Woe be to the hands that now attempt to 

destroy it. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, we shall not dispute about words, 
I believe that theSenator from Maine has as patriotic a desire as 


countries; 
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that may arise from this reciprocity, if any exist, between this 
country and the countries of this hemisphere. I would gofurther 
than he. and include the whole world. Ishould have been glad 
to have included Canada, as Mr. Blaine’s measure intended to 
include it and Mexico. 

But, however that may be, I am nothere to cavil about words. 
I want to impress upon the Senate what seems to me the obvi- 
ous effect that this language ought to have, which is to go out 
of the bill, and which the Senator from Missouri was right in 
saying he was going to move to strike out, ‘‘ agreements or ar- 
rangements made or proclaimed between the United States and 
foreign governments under the provisions of said section.” It 
still remains true that this section does not authorize any agree- 
ments or any arrangements by the President. 

It is quite true, as the Senator from Maine has said, that the 
Executive may have opened negotiations with these countries 
and threatened them with using the power that this section 
gave him, but that did not authorize him to make an arrange- 
ment, for he was authorized without this very questionable sec- 
tion of the McKinley act, so far as constitutional power goes, to 
reimpose a duty upon sugar, hides, tea, and molasses whenever 
he thought the tariff arrangementsofa certain country operated 
unequally or unjustly to this country. 

As wag. wittily said by some one during that debate, and I do 
not knowW but that it was our lamented friend, the late Senator 
from North Carolina, Mr. Vance, for it sounded very much like 
him, thot, if their tariff arrangements were unequal and unjust 
to this country we retaliated by putting a tax upon our own 
citizens, as if aman who had been insulted down town should 
go home and whip his wife in revenge. I think it was the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina who said that. 

Weimpose no burden upon the foreigncountry in retaliation for 
an unequal and unjust tariff arrangement, but we authorize the 
President to impose a tax on our own a on sugar, on hides, 
on tea, and on coffee, in case at any time the tariff arrangements 
of one of these countries should be unequal and unjust. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] smiles. I think he will 
agree with me about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not. Let me explain my position on 
that point. 

Mr. GRAY, Ihave the law before me, and I should like to 
hear the Sendtor on it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend the illustration the Senator 
just gave. 

Mr. GRAY. It was not my illustration. I think it was the 
illustration of the late Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator said it was like a man whom some- 
body had insulted down town going home and whipping his wife. 
I think a more apt illustration would be that, if a man were in- 
sulted down town by a merchant, he would refuse to let his wife 
trade any more at that store. 

Mr. GRAY. [like the illustration of the late Senator from 
North Carolina better than that of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. [have no doubt of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To take up the point just suggested by the 
Senator from Delaware as to the effect of the reimposition of 
duties upon the American consumer, take the case of Venezuela, 
for instance, where by proclamation the President declared that 
their system of taxing American products was not satisfactory 
to us, and the duty was reimposed upon the coffee of Venezuela. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want now to see what was the effect of 
that reimposition. I say that it did not increase the price of 
coffee in the United States one particle. 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell you why. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The small proportion of coffee from Ven- 
ezuela which comes to the American market has no influence 
upon it. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatistrue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Venezuelan exporter paid the amount 
of that duty if he brought the coffee into the United States. 

Mr. GRAY, I think the Senator is quite right in the illus- 
tration. He has shown the effect he has described as flowing 
from that act of the President, because the importation of coffee 
from Venezuela was so small that it did not affect the price to 
the consumer in this country; and, therefore, if the reimposition 
of the tax was not atax upon the cotfeefrom Brazil, or from Cen- 
tral America, or from wherever the large consumption in the 
United States is made, then unquestionably the tax would have 
been imposed upon the consumer in this country. 

That was the power with which the President was armed. 
Whenever he thought the tariff arrangements of any of these 
countries operated unequally or enjuiliy toward us, he retali- 


ated by reimposing a tax upon commodities of that country 
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which went into the consumption of the people of the Unitea 
States. We can not get away from that 

Mr.ALDRICH. If the President under the provisions of this 
act reimposed a duty upon all the coffee that comes into the 
United States—— 

Mr. GRAY. He never would have done so, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis a mere supposition on the part of 
the Senator. We knew when we passed that act that Brazil 
was anxious to enter into reciprocal arrangements with the 
United States under this provision. That was a well-known 
fact which was publicly stated by the Brazilian minister before 
the act was passed. 

I will say to the Senator if we had reimposed the duty on Bra- 
zilian coffee, it might have had some effect, but it would not 
have had the effect the Senator contemplates. We receive 
about 40 or 50 per cent of our coffee from Brazil. The develop- 
ment in the other coffee-producing countries of Central and 
South America would have been so great that ina very short 
time the effect upon the price would have been rendered nuga- 
tory. Brazil never could have afforded to be kept out of the 
American market, because three-fourths, or at least a large pro- 
portion, of the coffee grown in Brazilis sent to ths United States 
to market. 

Mr.GaxAY. That is the old argument, into which I do not 
intend to go, as to whether the imposition of taxes raises the 
price of an article to the consumer. But what I said is not de- 
nied by either the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALF] or the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], that the reciprocity sec- 
tion of the McKinley act undertook to punish those countries 
that imposed unequal and unjust tariff regulations on the prod- 
ucts of the United States, not by anything directed against the 
citizens of those countries, but by imposing a tax on our own 
citizens. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido deny the proposition. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me goon. Here itis in the book. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator himself admits that, so far as 
Venezuela is concerned, it is not true. 

Mr. GRAY. I admitted that in the case of Venezuela, be- 
cause the coffee production of that country is an infinitesimal 
portion in the consumption of the United States, and therefore 
it did not essentially affect it. But here is the principle, here 
is the line and letter to which I point the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and he can not gainsay it. 

That was the object of the just criticism of some of the most 
distinguished Senators on the other side of the Chamber at the 
time of the passage of the law, and it was one of the grounds 
on which the distinguished Senator from New York, Mr. Evarts, 
distinguished as a jurist as well as a statesman, opposed and de- 
nounced this provision of that law, and used the very witty 
en of it which was spoken of by the Senator from 

aine, 

To go back—I do not wish to consume any more time—I started 
to say that if any of those treaties or arrangements which were 
entered into by the President—not under the authority of the 
reciprocity provision of the McKinley act, for there is no au- 
thority there given—are fruitful of good results to the United 
States, by the abrogation of those words in the section to which 
I have referred they can be retained, and the present President 
of the United States has precisely the same authority to nego- 
tiate with those countries in consideration of receiving from 
them free coffee, free hides, free tea, free w30l, as we have it 
now, in place of free sugar—it is open to him to make any of 
these arrangements, any of these negotiations that his predeces- 
sor made, and which have been referred on this floor, and are re- 
ferred to in this proposed amendment as “ agreements or arrange- 
ments.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator believe that it would have 
been possible to have made any of these arrangements without 
free sugar? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it would. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With what countries? 

Mr.GRAY. With any of the nations with which they have 
been made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With Cuba? 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. With Spain and Germany? Nobody would 
ever have attempted it. I never heard of any such suggestion. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect very well the brilliant speech nade 
by the Senator from New York, Mr. Evarts, against this provi- 
sion of the McKinley act, and there has just been handed to me a 
copy of his speech from the RECORD, upon which he has printed 
as the sentiment of the whole speech one sentence of it, which is: 


What should it profit this nation to gain the whole world of commerce 
and lose its own soul—the soul of its institutions, the manhood of its labor- 


ing men, our liberty, our equality, our fraternity? 
Mr. President, I am as anxious as the Senator from Maine and 
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as the Senator from Rhode Island can be, and will be emulous 
with them now or hereafter to bring about, in any proper and 
constitutional way, reciprocity with any country in this hemis- 
phere, including Canada, as Mr. Blaine’s amendment included 
it. and including the nations of the Old World, or any nation 
reciprocity with which will gain the consent of this Senate and 
of the House of Representatives, or will persuade the Execu- 
tive of the United States to send us areciprocity treaty with. 

[f the reciprocity amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maine |Mr. HALE] in 1890, and known as the Blaine amendment 
can be so altered as to fit the present situation with dutiable 
sugar, I shall be glad to offer it again, or I shall be glad to give 
it my support if someone else offers it. If some Senator will 
substitute free wool for free sugar, and offer it, I shall vote for 
it, as | did vote for itthres yearsago. Iam in favor of reciproc- 
itv. [amin favor of breaking wherever we can through the 
walls that tariffs make between the intercourse of the nations 
ofthe world. Iam forfreer tradeallthe time. [am for inereas- 
ing theintercourse of the peopie of thiscountry with the peoples 
of the world, because from that increased intercourse can only 
come blessings to all the inhabitants of this land. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator sits down Ishould like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator agree that agreemenis or 
arrangements, or whatever they were, which were entered into 
between the United States and the representatives of different 
governments, ostensibly under the provisions of the McKinley 
act, and without the knowledge on the part of Congress that 
they had been entered into, are binding upon the respective 
governments until some change is had in the legislation of the 
respective governments? 

Mr. GRAY. I should not think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think they are binding or 
not? 

Mr.GRAY. Ihave never heard of those agreements. 
were never put in the book of treaties, so far as | know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they were reported to the Congress: of 
the United States by the President as having been entered into, 
and Congress was notitied of their terms. They were entered 
intounder the provisions of the McKinley act, and the respective 
governments of those countries were bound apparently on the 
face of the papers by those arrangements. Now, does the Sen- 
ator contend that they had noforce, and that they cannot be en- 
forced either here or anywhere else? 

Mr. GRAY. I certainly do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That isa very strange theory. 

Mr.GRAY. And yet I can understand—and I am not hyper- 
critical about the exercise of the President’s power to make 
those arrangements or agreements—but I certainly do under- 
stand that the Executive has no right to make any binding 
agreement with another country unless he sends it to the Sen- 
ate of the United States for its action. 

If he chooses to engage or enter into an arrangement in such 
ways as the executives of other countries come together for cer- 
tain purposes, and that results in any benefit to this country, 
well and good. I do not want to be hypercritical about it. All 
i say is that the same power rests in the Executive, and he can 
make arrangements or treaties and send them to the Senate or 


They 


| attitude entirely in regard to these reciprocal relations. 


make such agreements as have been made, because the repeal | 


of the McKinley act does not take away the power, as it did not 
confer it. It never conferred any such power on the President 
to make treaties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator contend thatthe Congress 
of the United States may not authorize the President of the 
United States to enter into commercial arrangements or agree- 
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[ understand that, and I could not vote for i 
‘To cause duties to be collected under the 
visions of the McKinley law on certain products—sugar, coifee 


Mr. GRAY. 
Mr. DOLPH. pro- 
molusses, hides, ete. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that. 

Mr. DOLPH. The failure or declination of the President 
the United States to make such a prociamation was the induce 
ment to other countries to give us favorable commercial kk 

ion, to either reduce their duties or admit free the product 
the United States. What would the present Mxecutive have t 


That was the inducement. 


offer to those countries as an inducement to modify their 
nue laws in regard to the introduction of products of the ited 
States? 

Mr. GRAY. He would have—many things. 

Mr. DOLPH. He would have nothing. It would be 


xession on the part of other countries, and there would 
ing we could offer in any shape as an indu 
SiOTi. 

[ only desire to say in reference to what the Senator 
concerning Canada, that Canada will not want a 
arrangement with us 
with us by w 





rement for tl 





conc 
has said 
y commercial 
Canada will not want any arrangement 
hich she can introduce anything into this country 


or admit anything into hers, because she gets practically, with- 
out any consideration, all she desires by the provisions of this 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must confess my great surprise at the 
statement of the Senator from Delaware |Mr. GRAY] in regard 


to the present reciprocity arrangements. As I understand that 
Senator, he claims that there is no binding force or effect what- 


ever in the various arrangements which have been entered 
into ostensibly under section 3 of the act of 1890. The amend- 


ment just submitted by the Senator from Missouri for the com- 
mittee contains this language: 

Orin any Way affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as have 
been heretofore made and now exist between the United States and foreign 
ountries 

Mr.GRAY. That is allright. I 
suid while on the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If no such arrangements exist by authority 
of law, why should this provision be put in the bill? If the 
President of the United States has exceeded his power in the 
negotiation of these arrangements, orin making these arrange- 
ments, why should they be accepted? Itseems to me the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware is a very strange one. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delawar 
another question. I ask if the Senator favors an amendment to 
this bill empowering the President of the United States by 
proclamation to restore the McKinley duties on wool and lumber 
to countries that will not make proper commercial concessions 
to the United States? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator knows I would not do that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not know, then, what the Senator means 
when he says he is in favor of commercial arrangements with 
other countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By the submission of the amendment I have 
just read, the majority of the Committee on Finance, I suppose 
representing the other side of the Chamber, have changed their 
They 
now seem to admit their wisdom and force and desire their ¢on- 
tinuance for everything, except inregard tosugar. Heretofore 
these arrrngements have been denounced, and the third seciion 
of the act of 1890 has been abused more than any other portion 
of that act. The whole of the Democratic party, apparently, 
was opposed toallof its provisions. Now we have in this amend- 


am in favor of that, us | 


| ment a recognition of its wisdom and a proposition to continue 


ments with other nations that might be binding without the | 


ratification of the Senate, as a treaty would have to be ratified? 

Mr.GRAY. Ithink not. I think we must have concurrent 
legislation which would amount toa ratification. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all anybody contends for. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam quite willing for that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
a question or two. The Senator says that the present Execu- 
tive would have the same power to enter into these commercial 
arrangements with other countries as his predecessor had. I 
suppose the Senator from Delaware will not contend that, under 
the provisions of the pending measure, the President of the 
United States would have any power to reimpose duties or cause 
duties to be collected on wool or lumber or sugar or molasses or 
hides or coffee, should this bill become a law. 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. DOLPH. By the provisions of the McKinley law, now 
under discussion, Congress attempted to give the President 
power by proclamation 
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the arrangements in force, except such of those arrangements 
as might be continued by the imposition of a duty upon sugar. 

[f it be true that it is wise to apply this principle to hides, to 
coffee, and to the other articles mentioned in that paragraph, 
except sugar, why not apply it to wool? It seems to me there 
would be a great opportunity, and Australia would be obliged 


Abs 


| to make a very liberal arrangement with the United States, 


| 


rather than to have a duty reimposed upon their production of 
wool. The Argentine Republic would be obliged to make a very 
liberal arrangement in regard to manufactured goods, rather 
than to have her wools excluded from the United States, as they 
would practically be excluded by the reimposition of a duty. 
The same principle would apply to lumber. 

If the principle is a good one, if the provisions of the act of 
1890 are wise, as now seems to be conceded upon the other side 
of the Chamber, why not make the application as broad as pos- 
sible under the provisions of this act? 

Mr. MILLS. Why not embrace cotton goods and woolen 
goods and iron and steel manufactures and extend the princi- 
pie? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, there is al 


such proposition in this bill. 


Mr. MILLS. Why not put one in, if this is as good a thing 
as we are told it is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those articles have not been put on the 
free list, and I do not understand that even the Senator from 
Texas, with his progressive notions in regard to tariff reform, 
is willing to put cotton and woolen goods on the free List. 


Mr. MILLS. But we might make reciprocal arrangements 
by which we would reduce the duties on these goods with Ger- 
many, France, and those countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No suggestion of that kind has been made. 

Mr. MILLS. Butif this principle is as good as we have been 


told on the other side that it is, and I believe it is, why not ex- 
tend it to cotton goods and woolen goods, and ironand steel and 


lumber and sill, and all along the line, and let us have the ben- 
efit of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is nosuggestion of that kind contained 
in the original proposition or in the pending amendment-—— 

Mr. MILLS. I make it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As to any articles except such as are put 
upon the free list by the bill. If the Senator from Texas will 
put his pipp sition in terms, we shall be able to consider it. 

There Was a point made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vist] to which I think I ought to make some response. He 
asked the question why, with a differential duty on cotton 
goods exported from this country to Brazil, the exportation was 
not largely increased. I think that question can be easily an- 
swered. It is true that we have, under the arrangements made 
vith Brazil, a reduction of duty of 25 per cent upon cotton goods, 
as against the other competing countries of the world, making 
an arbitrary reduction of 124 per cent upon American cotton 
fooUs 

The vast amount of cotton goods used in Brazil are of a pecu- 
liar character. They are largely printed goods of a peculiar 
width, made up into pieces of a peculiar length, and done up in 
packages of a form and shape which will enable them to bo car- 
ried on the backs of mules far into the interior of that vast coun- 
try. That trade has been inthe possession of the manufacturers 
of Germany and of Great Britain for generations. They know 
exactly what class of goods Brazil demands, and they have been 
accustomed to make goods for that country; they have the mar- 
ket; in other words, they have the banking facilities. 

All the exchange of brazil is done through London. They 
have every facility; they have direct regular transportation 
lines with Brazil. We have up to this time none of these ad- 
vantages. Mrazil has been, as every Senator knows, for the last 
two or three years in a state of commotion; there has been no 
civil order at the great ports of Brazil; trade has been very un- 
certain; and it would be unreasonable to expect that trade will 
be diverted from its regular channels under such conditions. 

The cotton goods which are sent to the United States from 
Great Britain and France and Germany are not the class of goods 
which are sent by any one of those countries or by the United 
States to Brazil. The goods sent here by those countries are 
fine, faney cottons, high-priced novelties, luxuries which will 
continue very largely to be sent here, while the goods which are 
sent to Brazil by all these countries are a class of goods which 
can be made almost if not quite as cheaply in the United States 
as they can be made in any portion of the world. 

I suggest to Senators that in time this discrimination in favor 
of cotton goods will as surely produce a large increase in the 
exports of cotton from this country to Brazil, as that the sun 
will rise to-morrow morning. There can be no question what- 
ever about that, for we can make cottons of this class very nearly 
as cheaply, if not quite as cheaply,as Germanyand as England, 
with this advantage: when we come to have direct transporta- 
tion, and when our manufacturers and merchants come to learn 
the tastes of the people of that country, and shall make their 
goods conform to the goods which are sent there from other 
countries, we shall certainly get that trade. 

It is a very slow process to change the currentsof trade where 
they have been running one way fora generation. The process 
would be slow if we had the advantages which are possible for 
us to procure, but with the existence of some disadvantages, the 
process must be even still slower. I am myself certain that if 
we retain the reciprocal arrangements which are now in exist- 
ence with Brazil, within a very short time, and in the near 
future, we shall increase very largely our exports of cotton 
goods to that country. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I confess that I am not less 
gratified than surprised to find our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber. especially those in charge of the pending bill, 
turn up bright and fresh this hot morning in favor of reci- 
procity. My only recollection of the utterances of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] heretofore on the subject has been 
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the finest ridicule and scorn he could pour upon the whole 
scheme as one of pretense and fraud, and not one of wholesale 
oe of future commerce with foreign countries; but we 

now that ‘‘while the lamp holds out to burn” there are various 
results to follow. Just what will be the result of the proposed 
amendment of the majority of the Finance Committee is quite 
uncertain. 

As stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], not 
merely the existing reciprocal conventions are to be affected by 
imposing a duty upon sugar, but they may be upset by various 
other provisions of tha nr posed tariff act after it shall have 
been enacted into 1a° 

The proposition of the McKinley act wasthat we should make 
free certain products of tropical countries, namely products 
which we could not produce in the United States, certainly toa 
sufficient quantity to satisfy our demand; that those articles 
should be made by the tariff law duty free, but the President 
was clothed with the authority to reimpose those duties when 
ever, in his opinion, nations growing such products treated the 
United States inequitably in their tariff arrangements. 

This bill proposes to cut that allup. The intention, the prop- 
osition, the scheme of the majority now, is to remit all the au- 
thority in this behalf to the President and the Senate as the 
joint custodians of the executive authority to make treaties. 
The existing reciprocity treaties were made by the President 
by mere convention or arrangement, with no necessity of sub- 
mitting them to the Senate even for ratification. Theauthority 
was given by the Senate beforehand, and by both branches of 
Congress. No arrangement of the kind can now be made, unless 
it is negotiated by the President and ratified by two-thirds of 
the Senate. So there is a serious objection to this change be- 
cause of the greater difficulty of arranging such conventions. 

If my recollection is right as to our attempt to make a recip- 
rocal treaty with Mexico in the time of President Grant (it was 
before I became a member of the Senate) I think such a treaty 
was rade, but failed of ratification in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. It was later than Gen. Grant's time. 

Mr. ALLISON. The treaty was ratified by the Senate, but it 
required legislation to make it effectual. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, then being Democratic, refused to pass the legislation, 
although Mr, Abram 8. Hewitt reported a bill for that purpose, 
accompanied by a long and exhaustive report upon the subject. 
In order to secure such legislation we made a treaty with Mex- 
ico a second time, extending the period for it to go into effect, so 
that the House of Representatives could have an additional op- 
portunity to pass the legislation. During the entire period of 
the existence of the treaty and the extension of it the Demo- 
cratic House refused to pass the legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. Was it not after Gen. Grant’s time, and after his 
visit to Mexico? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the first treaty was negotiated by 
Gen. Grant; I am not sure about that point, but it was all done 
during the Administration of President Arthur. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I understand. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam glad to have the advantage of the full 
knowledge of the Senator from Iowa. All that happened before 
I was a member of the Senate. It only illustrates, Cciamae, the 
very much greater difficulty of securing «he enactment or the 
perpetuity of such a policy when it rests upon the treaty-making 
power. Itshows the enormous efficiency of the scheme of re- 
ciprocity initiated in the McKinley act. 

Iam glad to know that my colleague is in favor of reciprocity 
and that he is not a convert to it; that he has always been in fa- 
vor of it. I do not understand or at least appreciate the force 
of his criticism upon the language of the third section of the 
McKinley act, that it does not in terms give the President 
power to negotiate such treaties. If it does not do so in terms, 
it does by implication. 

The President has the power, as I have already stated, to re- 
impose the duty on sugar, hides, and other products named in 
the act where he considers the arrangement made by any other 
nation inequitable. Under that provision the President of the 
United States in the last Administration did negotiate, 1 be- 
lieve, fifteen such treaties, and I do not understand that my col- 
league or any other Senator or anyone else impugns the validity 
of those reciprocal conventions. They have been accepted and 
they are doing their beneficent work. 

The two most interesting examples of their effects are Cuba 
and Brazil, the one almost free from obstructions and having 
had a fair sweep that might tell what its results would be; the 
other full of promise, of hope, and of interest to every Amer- 
ican on the northern or southern portion of the western hemis- 
phere, and yet met so far by obstructions, though none so deadly 
as the Democratic majority in this Congress. ‘ 

To Cuba, since our reciprocal arrangement with Spain went 





1894. 








ffect, we have more than doubled our exports. From less 
—— 600,000 before the treaty they rose to over $24,000,000 | 
{ ‘ | 
in 1893. ; ; | 
What they would amount to in time, if its beneficent sway 
were unimpeded, time alone can tell. 


the old colonial systemof the Europeancountries. The mother 
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Cuba is a survivor of | 


country would allow the colony to trade with nobody but her- | 


self; its goods to be carried in none but the ships of the mother 


country, and the colony could only buy its goodsfrom the mother | 


country on such terms as she saw proper to fix. 


The repeated insurrections in Cuba, with which we are only | 


too familiar, grew not merely out of a rule of severe, if not sav- 
age repression in the years that are past, more particularly 
back in the fifties, a brutal and cruel rule, but out of the com- 
mercial repression which Spain so mercilessly imposed upon 
Cuba. Iam afraid tosay how mucha barrel of flour cost inCuba 
before our flour went there. It is all contained in the very in- 
structive speech of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASH- 
BURN] delivered in the earlier period of this debate. I think 
it was something over $12 a barrel, and so the people could not 
use flour atall. Iam told it was between $11 and $12 a barrel. 
They now get it for $6, and $1 is imposed on American flour. 
They are thus now enabied to enjoy that comfort of life. 

Spain just milked and milked and milked Cuba until there 
was hardly anything left. Of all the negroes who were carried 
into that island, I am told that only about 250,000 remain new, 
and with its unsurpassed resources its other population does not 
exceed a million andahalf. Sheis feeling the breath of life 
that is everything to her, relatively small as she is compared 
with us. Weare enjoying a splendid fruition from this policy 
on our part. 

spain is near us. There is no difficulty in the carrying trade 
between her and us. It is easy for us to get our productions 
there and for her ecommerce to come here, and in that re- 
spect it is very different from Brazil. Brazil is the piece de re- 
sistance of our friends on the other side. There is an example 
of how it is that water will not run downhill, that people will 
not buy cheaper goods, and that a differential in favor of one 
country and against another is not an advantage to the one 
which gets it. All these propositions must be maintained in all 
their absurdity if this reciprocal scheme is abandoned and on a 
pretext of reason. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]a few minutes 
ago summarized a great many of the facts which show why we 
have been enabled to extend commerce to Brazil under the ad- 
vantages we have obtained from her. At the time when these 
reciprocity conventions were authorized by the McKinley act 
Brazil bought from us only what she had to. I know that, be- 
cause there was a very considerable, valuable, and interesting 
trade between Brazil and my own city. 

Almost contemporaneously with the enactment of the McKin- 
ley act Brazil ceased to be an empire and became a republic. 
She was greeted into the family of nations by our Government, 
which with reascnable promptness acknowledged her indepena- 
ence and welcomed her into the family of the free. Up to that 
time her whole commerce had been with Europe, and all of its 
incidents and control had been European. I can not find this 
matter better stated than it is in the speech of the Senator 
from Minnesota, and I beg to read from it this very interesting 
statement of the condition of things: 

The reciprocity arrangement with Brazil for a mutual reduction of duties 
was the first negotiated and the first to go into effect, and although that 
country has been suffering almost continuously ever since from domestic 

Olitical disturbances, our export trade has not diminished, and our imports 

ave increased to a remarkable degree. The foreign commerce of Brazil is 
almost entirely controlled by Europeans. The large importing and commis- 
sion houses are English; the banking capital is English, and the principal 
newspapers are owned or controlled by Englishmen, so that public senti- 
ment, so far as it can be created or controlied by such influences, is preju- 
dicial to the United States. When the treaty was proposed, and still more 
when it was promulgated, the British influence in official circles, in the Con- 
gress, and in the press was bitter and determined against it. 

An attempt was made to have it denounced as unconstitutional. Public 
meetings were called and addressed by Englishmen to bully the Government 


and excite the animosities of the people, and every pretext was seized upon 
to make trouble. 


They didnotstopthere. All the instrumentalities which have 
been used by the European commercial powers, and by none more 
than by our cousins the English, were put into opposition: 


Then came a bitter and relentless war of rates, and the natural obstacles 
to an increased commerce were supplemented by unusual efforts on the part 
of European merchants to retain a trade that, under the reciprocity ar 
rangements with this country, was seriously threatened. They reduced 
prices upon merchandise that might bo bought in the United States and 
sold even at.a loss, to prevent and frighten competition, and the steamship 
lines from Europe assisted them by cutting rates of transportation below 
the limit of profitable traffic. Writing on this subject the United States con 
sul-general at Rio de Janeiro said: 

“The reduction of transportation rates from Surope seriously interferes 
with our shipping interests, and charterers can engage vessels on any terms; 
and they are often indifferent to risks and dispatch. Capt. Roy, of the sail 
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ing vessol Cora, is Just in with a cargo of coal from Cardiff and was paid t6s. 
a ton only, while in 1888 for the same voyago and a similar cargo he received 
24s..and so with many others.”’ 





Of course all that was on topof the grave disturbance of trade 
which grew out of the South American countries being upon the 
silver standard, the fall of silver, and the heavy fluctuations of 
exchange which were consequent upon it. 

Mr. President, this arrangement of ours with Brazil played 
its part in her affairs, not merely so to speak commercially. I¢ 
had its political result there. There was an insurrection fo- 
meuted against the Brazilian Government. 

That insurrection received support and countenanco, possibly 
pecuniary support, from the European commercial influences 
which were prejudiced by the reciprocity arrangement between 
the United States and Brazil. If it had rested upon European 
influences and navies alone it is very questionable whether that 
insurrection would have been suppressed. If there had been no 
reciprocity treaty between the United States and Brazil, it is 
very questionable whether there ever would have been any in- 
surrection fomented. 

But our Democratic Administration did one good thing, and 
I am véry glad to be able to give the expression of my hearty 
approval of and assent to their conduct in that behalf. Prob- 
ably taking a lesson from their sorry experience in Hawaii, 
they put a formidable squadron at Rio Janeiro. They placed 
there an American who will ever hold a warm place in the 
hearts of his countrymen, and whose reply, on hisreturn home 
when there were expressions of approval of his conduct in the 
harbor of Brazil in double shotting his guns and clearing his 
ship for action to secure the unloading and discharging of 
American commercial vessels, was a worthy one. ‘I only did 
my duty asan American sailor.” 

Mr. President, that is the most interesting political and his- 
torical fact on the southern portion of our continent, so far as 
respects the United States of America and our relations with 
them, since the last of them was recognized first by usand then 
by all the nations of the world. It was the completion of the 
application by us to South America of the Monroe doctrine in 
its fullness. Thank God that we had a fleet, which had guns 
and sailors, lying there in that harbor, and which, surrounded 
by the fleets of Europe, but having behind it the imperial power 
of this nation, said to them, ‘All hands off; you have no busi- 
ness here; the Republic of Brazil stands under the xgis of her 
sister Republic of the North.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know that the Senator from 
Delaware is aware of the fact; it may not have come to his 
knowledge, but in connection and as a very delightful supple- 
ment to that which he is saying, I will state that on the 4th 
day of July in Rio Janeiro there will be laid the corner stone of 
a monument, to be erected by popular subscription in that Re- 
public, to Monroe, the author of the Monroe doctrine. I under- 
stand that $450,000 have been raised among the people through- 
out that Republic for the purpose of erecting the statue, and 
the corner stone will be laid on our national anniversary. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam obliged to the Senator from Nebraska 
for his reminder. I was about to refer to that interesting fact. 
It isa fact of profound interest to the people of Brazil, to the 
people of the United States, and to the citizens of every nation 
on the western hemisphere. It is a notice to all the world 
that at last it is America for Americans. We are making good 
the words and the doctrine and the message of Mr. Monroe. 

Our brethren in Brazil recognize it, and they are recoguizing 
it in an adequate manner. Not on their natal day, but on ours, 
on the Fourth of July, on a foreign soil, in the great city of Rie 
Janeiro, the people of the new Republic of Brazil will lay the 
cornerstone of a monument which shall stand as the perpetual 
memorial of the fact that under the egis and protection of the 
United States of America the United States of Brazil is forever 
free from European domination. 

Mr. President, that political freedom began in commercial free- 
dom from European domination, given to it by section 3 of the 
McKinley act, and its policy initiated by the great statesman of 
our period, Mr. Blaine, welcomed by them, fought inch by inch 
by these European influences, which would have used any means, 
fomented revolution, in order that it might not be applied. 
They need not have gone so far; they need not hive sought al- 
lies in Brazil, in citizens there who for one cause of discontent 
or another would undertake by violence to overthrow the estab- 
lished authority of the country and foment revolution. 

They need not have resorted tolowering their rates of froight, 
selling their goods at lower prices, and putting on such pressure 
as was within their control from European sources. They did 
not know where their friends were. They did not know where 
the theater of action was. Theirfriends, the enemies of the in- 
terests of the United States, are the Democratic majority on this 
floor. Here they have friends who, with oné sweep, will brush 
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away this obstacle to European trade and throttle in its cradle 
this splendid promive of American foreign trade, and that done 
in the name of promoting American foreign trade. 

I feel deeply on this question as a citizen of the United States. 
Mr. Blaine shook up the majority in this Chamber and the 
Committee on l*inance in a right lively way, and he meant to 
do it. Hecame down to the Capitol. He did not get satisfac- 
tion. With his ability to press the button and to touch the 
public, he made that famous utterance: ‘‘ Your bill,” he said— 
a tariff bill to promote what he believed in—‘‘does not add to 
the market of the American farmer for a single bushel of wheat 
or a single pound of pork.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. But that was not exactly true. 





Mr. HIGGINS. I am coming to that; wait a moment. He 
had a purpose init. At that time there was in the bill no pro- 
vision by which the reciprocity system might be inaugurated. 
It had been proposed, but it had not been accepted; it had not 
been formulated. When it was his criticism was met, and the 
act was free from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. [suppose the Senator from Delaware wants 
to be accurate respecting dates, etc. The observation which he 
has quoted from Mr. Blaine was before the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate dealt with the tariff bill at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes; I accept that. 

Mr. ALINSON. If understood the Senator to say that the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who was then our Secretary of State 
shook up the Finance Committee. I merely wish to call the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that the letter which Mr. Blaine 
wrote to one of our colleagues, was written before the Finance 
Committee dealt with the bill at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. [am glad to be corrected. I had not the op- 
portunity at that time to secure accurate information. It has 
now been three or four years since the event, and I had morein 
mind the rather lively account which was attributed to the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] as to what 
took place at that time. I did not know exactly what the facts 
were. 

It is enough to know that the criticism was met by the Mc- 
Kinley bill as it became law. It is not met by the Wilson bill 
as it now stands. On the contrary the pending bill as it stands 
to-day gives away our agricultural market to Canada, when she 
has products that are fit for our use, and in the same way it shuts 
us out from the market given to us by the reciprocity features 
of the McKinley act. 

I say I am interested in it, and deeply, as a citizen of the 
United States. Every farmer growing wheat, or pork, or corn 
which makes pork, or any other product of the farm has found 
a market, and if this policy were to be steadily pursued by our 
Government our farmers would find a steadily widening market 
for all that they produce. We pried open as with a crowbar 
the doors of the German market for the much anathematized 
American hog; and so of France, so of Cuba, so of all the trop- 
ical countries which do not grow wheat and other products of 
the temperate zones. 

But it does not stop there, Mr. President. The markot for 
manufactures has been ours in all those countries. Take the 
case of Brazil. I read again from facts given by the Senator 
from Minnesota |Mr. WASHBURN] in his thoroughly considered 
speech. He says: 

The financial condition in Brazil during the last year has been worse than 
it can be remembered ever to have been in the past, and itis scarcely 
necessary to suggest that such conditions have not furnished a fair test of 
the value of reciprocity arrangements with that country. Yet there has 
been a notable increase in the exports from the United States. 

In 1889 they amounted to $3,351,081; in 1890, the first year of the treaty, they 
reached $14,120,246; in 1892 they were a little more, and in 1893, the year of 
the greatest depression and blockaded harbors, they were valued at $12,- 
888,124, 


So they steadily grew, in spite of silver depression, the fluc- 
tuations of exchange, revolts, insurrection, and blockades. 


Comparing these figures with the exports from Great Britain to Brazil, 
we find considerabie cause for gratification. In 1889 they were valued at 
€30,161,500; in 1890, at $37,293,140; Im 1891, at $41,550,195. In 1892, the first year 
after the treaty went Into effect, they had fallen to $36,562,631. 


This is the way the British suffered from the effect of this 
policy. Our trade increased; theirs decreased. 


The French suffered even more. There was very large gain in the trade 
between I’rance and Brazil about the time of the overthrow of the empire, 
which was dueto the establishment of anew line of steamers between Havre 
and the Brazilian ports, but since the reciprocity treaty with the United 
States was consummated all that was gained has been lost, and the goods 
that were bought in ’'rance are now purchased in the United States. In 
1889 the exports from France to Brazil were 70,132,528 francs: in 1890 they 
increased to 81,010,705 francs; in 1891 they jumped to 102,934,876 francs; but 
in 1892 when the effect of the treaty was felt they fell 83,000,000, and were 
only 69,520,091 francs. The exports from France for 1893 are not yet re 
ported. 


That was its effect on our manufactures everywhere. I have 


rr 
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letters from manufacturers in my city almost beseeching ma 
that something may be done to preserve from destruction the 
trade which has come to them by reason of the reciprocity treaty, 
It has come to concerns in my own city who thereby have been 
able to keep their works going in these times of home depres- 
sion, who have been able to keep their men employed and thug 
enable those men and their families to keep the wolf from the 
door. Mr. President, I do not want to see this policy struck 
down. I donot want to see it struck downin this time of agony 
through which this people is going. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber this morning pro- 
fess themselves in favor of reciprocity. They undertake to re- 
pudiate the provision of the McKinley act under which these 
treaties have been negotiated and this policy established. They 
are going to substitute something cise. They are going to put 
a duty on sugar, if they can have their way, and in addition to 
that duty, with the advantages given to the sugar trust, they 
are placing a direct imposition alike upon every farmer and 
manufacturer and farm laborer and manufactory employé in this 
country. They are putting that burden on them at a time when 
they are professing to be the apostles of a freer and larger 
trade. They are cutting us off from the great trade which has 
thus been opened to us. It needs no word of warning from me. 

Let them see well to it that they donot touch this fabric. Let 
them see well to it that the markets thus gained abroad are not 
taken out of the mouths of our people; thatour concernsat home 
are not shut up; that in the name of free trade, free trade is not 
sealed where we already have it. 

This course is all the more extraordinary because of the ac- 
tion of foreign nations. The trick, if I may so call it, of the Mc- 
Kinley act, the idea of reciprocal trade, was altogether too smart 
for foreign nations not to emulate it and adopt it. 

So we see that they are all making such arrangements with 
one another. Germany is making them with Austria, Russia, 
Roumania, and other countries. france is making them inthe 
same way. England has actually made them with Old Spain. 
We take away the benefit of a market from our manufactures 
and farmers, with all the advantage we have thus given them, 
and the reciprocal treaties made by Germany, Austria, and 
France with other countries will thereby effectually shut out 
our people from their markets. 

Mr. President, all we want to know is that that is the propo- 
sition. This bill is bad enough. It is bad enough for it to be 
killed. On many accounts I am sorry in any way to see it made 
better. What it deserves is to be cut up by the roots and 
thrown out into utter darkness. But if there is any one thing 
in respect to which an appeal might be made to at least the 
selfish discretion of the other side, it is that this party which 
plants itself on the broad doctrine of freerand larger trade shall 
wake up to the fact that foreign nations are accepting the pol- 
icy in which we led off, and that we should not destroy the 
great weapon by which we do not ask, but compel, a nation to 
give us trade. When we reform we reform with a club. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have butafew words tosay. 
When the reciprocity system or plan was first proposed I con- 
fess that I was prejudiced against it partly by the reason assigned 
in the brilliant observation which somebody quoted here, that 
it gave the President power to make a treaty without the con- 
sent of the Senate and power to provide for revenue without the 
consent of the House of Representatives, and it might have been 
added that it gave the President power to put an end to means 
of revenue also. ‘ 

I confess I am surprised that this system meets with opposi- 
tion from Democrats who are free traders, because in its way 
and to a certain extent it ought to be considered the ideal free 
trade. But perhaps their objection to it may be that it is at the 
same time decidedly aprotectivemeasure. We make very easily 
reciprocity arrangements with the nation that desires to fur- 
nish usthat which we do not produce or manufacture and to re- 
ceive in return that which they do not produce or manufacture. 
Itisanidealexchange. Thearrangements, especially with Spain, 
have eventuated very happily so far as my constituents are con- 
cerned. 

I am perfectly well aware, however, especially after the phase 
has been so well presented here, that it is quite useless forme 
to occupy the time of the Senate. The reason why I rose is 
found in the following abstract from a letter from a very largé 
manufacturing concern in my State: 


We most earnestly desire that you will do what you can to avert the re- 
peal of existing tariff reciprocity laws. 5 

The commercial arrangements that have been effected by our Government 
under reciprocity have been very helpful to this company, and have in- 
creased our trade very much, especially with Cuba and Brazil. 


They have always been large traders with South America, 
manufacturing a class of articles that sold by reason of the stamp 
placed upon them. No matter who made a similar article else- 
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where, the buyers would have only that which bore this par- 
ticular trade-mark. They proceed to say: 


At considerable expense and trouble we have been able, through corre- 
spondents and tray elers, to get trade turned to us which, before reciprocity 
went to Europe on account of the lower prices, with which we could no 
compete. : one 5 ae 

This trade has only recently been secured, and we should deplore any lt 
islation that defeated the opportunities existing under reciprocity. 

This is not the only concern in my State that has been af- 
fected by these excellent arrangements; it is not the only one 
that will be severely affected by the passage of the pending tarifl 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KYLE in the chair). The 
question ig on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
wishtosaya fewwords. I think we ought to understand clearly 
the effect of the amendment and the effect of the section when 
amended as proposed. The section without the amendment now 
offered by the Senator from Missouri takes away from the Pres- 
ident of the United States the authority given to him by the 
third section of the McKinley law, so far as the power of exer- 
cising that authority in the future isconcerned. I think thereis 
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Mr. President, before the vote is taken [74 


no doubt about that. The amendment proposed by the Senator | 


from Missouri after repealing the third section, which gives 
this authority to the President, provides: 

But nothing herein contained shall be held to abrogate or in any way 
affect such reciprocal commercial arrangements as have been hereto 
fore made and now exist between the United States and foreign countries 
except where such arrangements are inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether there is any escape from 
the conclusion that the arrangements are “‘ inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act’ as to the duty on sugar? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam coming to that in a few moments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I shall listen to the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. The language is ‘*‘ But nothing herein con- 
tained.” That, I take it, would mean nothing contained in this 
repealing provision, and it does not apply to the whole act. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH GERMANY, ETC. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will 
please suspend that the Chair may lay before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


May I ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 


The message will be read. 


To the Senate of the United Slates 

Answering a resolution of your honorable body, dated the 13th instant, I 
transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, with an accompany 
ing document, which contain all the information in my possession touching 
the matters embraced in said resolution 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, -/uie 29, 1894 

Mr. MORGAN. What does the messuge relate to? 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Itisananswer toa resolution re- 
lating to reciprocal trade relations, the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an answer, I think, to the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. HOAR] which inquired as 
to what protests, etc., are being made by foreign governments. 
[ think it might be wise to have the accompanying report read. 
I have no objection to its being read, unless it is too long. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it is notlong I should like to hear it read. 
I want to see what it amounts to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ought to be read, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The accompanying report will 
be read. - 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the President: 

On the 13th instant you referred to the undersigned a resolution of the 
Senate adopted on that day, in the following words: 

* Resolved, Thatif notincompatible with the public interests, the President 
be requested to communicate to the Senate forthwith all representations, 
written or oral, that have been made tothe Governmentof the United States, 
or the Department of State, by the representative of any foreign government 
in relation to the probable actionof such governments by way of retaliation 
for the proposed imposition by the United States of a duty upon sugar, and 
especially as to the probable exclusion of the agricultural products of the 
United States by such governments from their territories; and especially 
whether any, and what, representations have been so received in relation to 
Po my action of Germany and of Guatemala, or either of them. 
‘further, That the President be respectfully requested to furnish to the 
Senate any information which he has received as to any measure pending 
in the Cortes of Spain looking to retaliation upon the United States for the 


proposed abrogation of the reciprocity with that country, secured by the 
statute of 1890,"" 


Mr. MORGAN. I supposed it referred to a matter of that 
kind. It ought to go to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It ought to ba read. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


[t seems to me it ought to be read before 
the speech of the Senator from Iowa, if it is not toolong. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think it would prove more valuable proba- 
bly than anything I could say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam in mortal fear of offending the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, but still 1 think I will call for the reading 
of the communication. 

Vhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
With the reading of the report of the Secretury of State. 

Che Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

in response to that resolution, the undersigned has the honor to report 
that no representations, written or oral, have been made tothe Department 
of State, by or on behalf of any foreign Government, and in particular by 
or on behalf of the Governments of Germany and Gautemala, touching any 
proposed action looking to the exclusion of agricultural products of the 
United States by way of retaliation for the proposed imposition by t 
United States of a duty upon sugar. 

A dispatch from the United States embassy at Berlin, dated the 9th in- 
Stant, of whichacopy issubjoined, transmits an apparently authoritative de 
nial by a semiofiicial German newspaper, of the truth of an item printed in 
the London Times on the &th instant, to the effect that the German Govern 
ment had protested against the sugar schedule then before the Senate, and 
had given an intimation that if a duty against b uNnty-paying countries was 
imposed, Germany would retaliate against American products 

On the 17th of May last, in a personal conference, the Gautemalan min 
ister at this capital represented to the undersigned that, under the reci 
procity arrangement (by him called a treaty) of December 30, 1891, between 
the United States and Guatemala large sums had been invested by his coun 
trymen in machinery for the production of sugar, with a view toand enjoy 
ing the benefits of the American markets; that this large outlay would not 
have been incurred had it been supposed the Governmentcf the United 
States contemplated this early abandonment of the reciprocity arrangement 
and the imposition of a tax upon Guatemalan sugar; that the ability of 
Guatemals to produce sugar had already been demonstrated; that the bill 
before Congress involved a discrimination against Guatemala in that it 
provided for the free admission of Hawaiian sugar produced by cooly or 
contract labor, and that financial ruin would befall the Guatemalan sugar 
producers should the bill become a law and the sugar of that country be 
made dutiable. 

The undersigned repiied that the reciprocity arrangement was notatreaty; 
that it in no wise restricted the right or power of either government to 
modify its tariff laws; that the understanding was entered into to remain 
in force so long as it shall not be modified or revoked by the legislation of 
either government, or by the mutual agreement of the executive power of 
the two countries; and that without replying to his remarks as to the un 
fairness of the proposed admission of Hawaiian sugar free, while taxing 
that of other countries, our commercial treaty with Hawaii possibly sug 
gested the proposed discrimination. 

On the l4th of May last the Spanish minister addressed the undersigned 
referring to the probable necessity of raising larger revenuesin Cuba and 
Puerto Rico by levying increased customs duties on peninsular and foreign 
products, and inquired whether, in the event of such increase, the Govern- 
ment of the United States would levy duties upon the productions of those 
islands, now free under the reciprocity arrangement. Mr. Muruaga’s inquiry 
was answered to the effect that while increase in the duties imposed in Cuba 
and Puerto Rico upon Spanish productions imported from the peninsula 
would not effect the privilege granted to Spain by the reciprocity arrange 
ment, any increase of duties upon the productions of the United States 
exported to those islands which now enjoyed favor under the reciprocity 
agreement would raise the question whether the measure of reciprocity re 
maining after such increase would justify further nonexercise of the power 
conferred upon the President by the third section of the act of October !, 
1890. 

It is apparent, therefore, that the Spanish minister's inquiry covers no 
intimation of retaliation by Spain for the imposition of duties on sugar, or 
any other of the products, now free under said third section, and in virtue 
of the existing reciprocity agreement; but rather, suggested an apprehen 
sion lest the United States should retaliate were Spain to tax American 
products now free or favored by reduced rates in Cuba and Puerto Rico. 

A bill was introduced in the Spanish Cortes on June 2, providing for a 
transitory duty of 44 per cent upon all American products now free in the 
Antilles under Schedule A of the reciprocity arrangement, and for in 
creasing by 24 per cent the duties on articles now enjoying reduced rates 
under Schedule B, such changes to take effect July 20. The Department ifs 
not advised that this measure has become a law, 

Respectfully submitted. 


he 





W. Q. GRESHAM 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, Jun 28, 1594 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are some inclosures to be read 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the whole communication been read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The inclosures have not been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The 
Secretary will read the inclosures. 

The Secretary read as follows: 






No. 95. | EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES, Berlin, June 9, 1994. 

Sir: [have the honor to transmit herewith a copy, with translation of a 
brief article taken from a number published to-day of the North German 
Gazette in which this semiofiicial journal comments on a news item con 
tained in the London Times of the 8th instant, which 1 that Ger- 
many has protested against the proposal adopted as part » Sugar sched- 





ule by the Senate to place a differential duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound 
on sugars imported from countries which give bounties to growers, and 
that an intimation has been given that if such a duty is imposed Germany 
will retaliate against American imports 

The North German Gazette, as will be perceived, characterizes this intelli 
gence as false, refers tothe circumstance that it is for the present only a que 
tion of a resolution of the Senate committee, which, in order to become a law 
requires the sanction not only of the Senate and House of Representatives 
but also of the President, and is silent as to the view that would be taken in 
Germany of such a measure if it should be enacted. This silence onthe part 
of the North German Gazette may perhaps be regardeJ as suggestive, since 
it publishes in a later edition of the same date a lengthier article on the 
same subject from a Hamburg jouraal, which tt reproduces with no other 
comment than the introductory remark We read in the Hamburg Corre- 
spondent the following respecting a matter which closely concerns the Ger- 
man sugar industry.”’ 
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| herewith, accompanied by a translation, as it 





This article is also incl 
will, it is believed, be found interesting, discussing as it does the bearing 
upon the subject in question of agreement of ebruary 1, 1892 (the commer- 
cial arrangement 1 1 the United States and Germany—concluded at 


Washington, Januar ), 1892—proclaimed February 1, 1892) and of the treaty 
concluded bet ithe United States and Prussia on May 1, 1828, under which 
Germany has con il since a date long antecedent to that of the agree- 


ment referred to, the benefit of the most favored nation treaty clause to 
imports from the the United States 
CHAPMAN COLEMAN 
Hon, WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 
Secretary of State. 
! 
Translation of Inclesure No. ! 
{ixtract from the North German Gazette of June 9, 1894.] 
The Times reports a dispatch from Philadelphia, pursuant to which the 
German Government protests against the imposition of an additional duty 
of one-tenth of a cent per pound on sugar from countries which pay boun- 


ties on sugar, and is said to have threatened retaliation. The news is false 
and has probably originated with the American sugar interest, which de- 
sires by spreading this report to excite the national sensitiveness of their 
country-people and to arouse for the purpose of their greed the pronounced 
sense of independence of the Americans. The weakness of the entire asser- 
tion is evidenced by the circumstance that for the present it is a question 
only of @ resolution of the Senate committee, which requires, in order to be- 
come a law, not only to pass the Senate, but also the abuse of Representa- 
tives, and to receive the assent of the President. 

Translation of Inclosure No. 2. 

Extract from North German Gazette, June 9, 1894.] 

We read htthe Hamburg Correspondent the following respecting ama 
which closely concerns the German sugar industry: 

“The announcement that the Republicans in the Senate had abandoned 
their obstruction of the tariff billhas been followed with sur rising rapidity 
by that of the adoption of the sugar schedule. With this resolution the 
treatment of sugar introduced by the McKinley bill has again been com- 
pletely reversed. The system of sugar bounties will from the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1895, on, in case the bill becomes a law, be given up entirely; the pro 
posal of the Wilson bill to diminish by one-eighth the bounty of 2 cents per 
pound isdropped. On the other hand, the frees entry of raw sugar, which it 
Was proposed should take effect from that date, is given up, and in place of 
the former duty of 2 cents per pound an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent is to 
be imposed. 

‘The provisions of the McKinley bill, pursuant to which sugar No. 16 Dutch 
standard, or lighter, pays an additional duty of 3} cents per pound, is amended 
so that the additional duty is reduced to one-eighth cent. The McKinley 
bill itself contained the provision that this duty shall be increased by one- 
tenth of a cent when the sugar is imported from a country which paysa 
higher export bounty on refined thanonraw sugar. This increase of duty— 
and this is the matter of chief importance in these resolutions—is to be lev- 
ied from the Ist cf January, 1895, on all sugar, therefore also on raw sugar 
imported from countries which accord anexport bounty. While the earlier 
provision could not apply to German sugar for the reason that, pursuant to 
our laws since August 1, 1892, export bounties are paid only on raw sugar, 
the additional duty would, as we recently stated, now apply to all sugars, 
raw and refined alike. That this blow would fall on the French, Austrian, 
and Russian exportation as well as on the German is but poor consolation.” 

in case these resolutions are adhered to, the reciprocity clause of the Mc- 
Kinley bill would it seems become inoperative, at least as regards the im- 
portation of sugar. This clause, as is well known, authorized the President 
to levy the duties designated in that section upon the sugar, coffee, etc., of 
those nations which impose unequal and unreasonable duties upon the agri- 
cultural andother productsof the United States. On the basis of an ex- 
change of notes between Washington and Berlin, the President by procla- 
mationmad known that German sugar should be entitled to free entry upon 


tter 


the ground that the duty rates of the treaty tariff of February 1, 1892, should | of the act of 1890, we have never made a treaty arrangement 


apply to American importations into Germany. How this agreement is to 
be harmonized with the recent Senate resolutions can not be a 

The mere reintroduction of sugar duties would not affect this agreement, 
but the imposition of the additional duty on sugar from countries which 
accord an export bounty complicatesthe matter for the reason that the Ger- 
man sugar interest ——— in the year 1891, in opposition to the pro- 
posal of the Federal Council, its purpose of securing a prolongation beyond 
the Ist of August, 1895, of the period during which the payment of export 
bounties in the form of fixed contributions for the sugar exported should 
take place. As is well known, the Federal Council (Bundesrath), act- 
ing on the assumption that the Prussian-American treaty of May 1, 182s, 
was still in force, conceded ata time antecedent to 1892 to American im- 
ports the benefit of the most favored nation clause. The duty will now de- 
volve upon the American Government of considering whether the Senate 
resolution is in harmony with the treaty of 1828. 


(he PRESIDING OFFICER. The message and accompany- | 


ing papers will lie on the table and be printed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is en- 
titled to the floor on the pending question, which is the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from Lowa proceeds, 
[ wish to call his attention to the statements in the communica- 
tion whieh has just been read in reference to the proposed meas- 
ure in the Spanish Cortes. I suppose it is well known that the 
home government of Spain has not been in favor of the reci- 
procity arrangements with Cuba and Puerto Rico, because under 
those arrangements large quantities of flour and other Ameri- 
can products were sent to those islands, which would otherwise 
have been furnished from Spain. 

Therefore I suppose, if I am not incorrectly informed, that 
this measure in the Spanish Cortes is a hasty effort to take ad- 
vanlage of the proposals of the bill. Spain herself, whatever 
may be the views of Cuba and Puerto Rico, would rather have 
these arrangements annihilated and resume that trade with Cuba 
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which we now get. IfI am wrong in that I should like to have 
the Senator from Iowashow me in the course of his remarks that 
I am wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the one or two observations which I shall 
make [ shall have occasion to allude to the suggestions made 
by the Senatorfrom New Hampshire, as also to some suggestions 
ade in the papers just laid before the Senate. 

What I desire to do now is to show that the third section of 
the McKinley act, so called, is to be repealed, and consequently 
inder the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
ouri no benefit will result to the United States unless when the 
bill passes it shall contain a provision for free sugar. It is use- 
less for us on either side of thisChamber to disguise the fact that 


question. The articles named in section 3 of the act of 1890 are 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea,andhides. I believe Lhavenamed al] 
ofthem. Coffeehas been on the free list formany years; tea and 
hides are on tho free list, and they all remain on the free list 
under the peoposed law. Therefore there is nothing involved 
in this section except the question of sugar. I think I need not 
argue here that if we impose a duty upon sugar all these recip- 
rocal arrangements will fall to the ground. 

[ have before me asummary of all the reciprocal arrangements 
and treaties, found in Executive Document No. 149, Fifty-second 


| Congress, first session, wherein it is shown that all the arrange 


ments rest upon the articles referred to, namely tea, coffee, 
sugar, molasses,and hides. Wehavenoreciproeal arrangement 
with any country, so far as I know, which does not involve the 
element of the sugar duty. It can not be gainsaid that Spain 
has entered into this reciprocal arrangement with us—I care 
not what you call it; I use the term reciprocal arrangement for 

onvenience—for the purpose of making sure of the market of 
the United States for the products of her colonies which raise 
sugar. 

Brazil has just recently entered upon the production of sugar, 
and has adopted the same policy that we adopted respecting the 
production of sugar, namely, to give a bounty to the producer: 
of sugar. Under that stimulation it has vastly increased her 
production of sugar. Whilst coffees is included in the arrange- 
ment with Brazil, it can not be gainsaid that the stimulation o! 
of the production and exportation of sugar was the chief motive 
that entered into the arrangement we have made with that 
country. It isshown by the papers just laid upon our table that 
the motive which actuated Guatemala was that she would stim 
ulate the production of sugar and find a market for it in the 
United States. 

So the object of this section is to destroy absolutely the provi- 
sions of section 3 of the McKinley act. No country will retain 
these arrangements because of the benefits they receive as to 
tea or coffes or hides. Although we included hides in section :} 
with the Argentine Republic, and [donot knoweven that aseri- 
ous attempt has been made to enter into such an arrangement 
which exports to our country large quantities of hides ever) 
year. It may not be suitable and perhaps it is not suitable to a 
great section of the United States that we shall avail ourselves 
of the reciprocal provision as respects hides. Therefore we aye 
not likely to have any reciprocal arrangements based upon hides 
alone. 

So the object (and that object will be attained) is to destroy 
the provisions of the third section of the act of 1890, by repeal- 
ing it as to the future and by making nugatory its provisions as 

| to the past. 

| Both the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] and the Senator 

| from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] have stated that they are in favor 
of reciprocal arrangements and reciprocal trade, and the Sena- 
tor from Delaware went so far as to say that he would be willing 
to substitute wool for sugar, and when pressed by the Senator 
from Oregon as to whether he was willing to substitute a wool 
provision here which would authorize the President of the 
United States to impose a duty upon wool, the Senator from 
Delaware frankly said he would not. 

It is an easy thing to be in favor of reciprocal trade between 
our country and foreign countries if we have noregard for our 
own domestic trade. That was the reason why Mr. Evarts, who 
was a member of this body and who participated in the debate 
in 1890, made the quotation which is found at the head of his 
speech as read here by the Senator from Delaware. It was in 
substance that we were pursuing wills-o’-the-wisp by securing 
reciprocal trade if that reciprocal trade was not to be to the ad- 
vantage of the producers of the United States, whether they be 
agricultural producers or manufacturers of wares and merchan- 
dise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me a mc- 
ment? As I recollect the argument of Mr. Evarts against the 
provision it was divided into two parts; first, that we had no 
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constitutional power toauthorize the President toenter into these 
arraneements and to make these proclamations. [he Supreme 
Court of the United States has since disposed of that question, 
and decided that we had the constitutional power. 5 

The second contention of the then Senator from New Y ork was 
that if we made an arrangement, for instance with Brazil, by 
which they gave us certain concessions, Brazil would be obliged 
under their treaty arrangements with Great Britain to give to 
Great Britain and to allcompeting nations the same concessions 
and the same differential duties, and that therefore the propo- 
sition would be rendered nugatory. Those are the points which 
the Senator from New York made and pressed with great force. 
I do not think that he made any other suggestion which he con- 
sidered important than those two. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not read his speech since that time. 
I listened to it, and my recollection is that in the course of the 
debate, perhaps it may have been in response to the suggestion 
in the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, he 

rarned the country against these reciprocal arrangements 
whereby we should lose our own market for the sake of secur- 
ing a foreign market. 

We have had a great many illustrations of the impossibility 
of securing reciprocal trade by means of treaty arrangements. 
We have tried that over and over again, and it was because of 
that difficulty chiefly that the third section of the law of 1890 
was passed. 

The Senator from Missouri alluded to the view of Mr. Jeffer- 
son as favoring reciprocal treaties. In the very first tariff act 
which was debated in the Congress of the United States it was 
urged over and over again by Mr. Madison and by other men 
who agreed with hin that that was the proper way under our 
Constitution to secure favorable arrangements and friendly ar- 
rangements with foreign countries. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I 
will call his attention and that of the Senate to a matter which 
I overlooked in the remarks [ submitted this morning, which is 
brought out very clearly in Mr. Henry Adams's history of Jef- 
ferson’s Administration. 

Mr. Jefferson’s idea was that we need not participate in the 
Napoleonic wars, either on the side of England or on the side of 
France, because we could compel the action of either or both by 
the overwhelming influence of our markets and their necessity 
to trade with us. That was his idea, and on that he advocated 
having a small Navy and a small Army, and making no warlike 
provision, because our market was the great controlling factor, 
and that with it as a weapon we could bring them all to our 
terms. It is that idea which underlies our reciprocity treaties. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Madison undertook to levy discriminat- 
ing duties against Great Britain in the tariff act of 1789 on the 
express ground that Great Britain had been unfavorable in her 
arrangements as respects trade with the United States. Insome 
instances that was done in the first tariff act which was passed. 

Now, the trouble as respects these treaties is that unless you 
make them in pursuance of a statute you never can secure their 
adoption under our form and system of Government. We have 
tried that over and over again. 

[t is true that in 1854, when both Houses practically belonged 
to the same party, with a President of the same party, wo did 
make a reciprocal treaty with Lower Canada, which was a jug- 
handled arrangement, one entirely in favor of Canada and en- 
tirely against the United States. As soon as that treaty could 
be abrogated it was abrogated, and we have never made any 
such arrangement with Canada from that time to this. 

It is true that Mr. Blaine was in favor substantially, I sup- 
pose, of the original amendment which was offered by the senior 
Senator from Maine and which was referred to the Finance 
Committee in 1890. 

I wish to state, for the information of the Senator from Dela- 
ware and other Senators, that Mr. Blaine did notappear before 
the Finance Committee during the entire period of the consid- 
eration in the committee of the McKinley act so-called. So far 
as | know he never made any suggestion to the Finance Com- 
mittee respecting the bill, unless the suggestion which appeared 
through the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
was a suggestion to the committee. 

As is perfectly well known, and it is a historical fact, the Re- 
publicans were divided on the original proposition of the Sec- 
retary of State relating to these reciprocal arrangements. Mr. 
Blaine believed that the McKinley bill as it passed the other 
House, making sugar free, thus giving him no opportunity to 
make arrangements with the South American Republics as to 
sugar, increasing largely the duty on wool, thereby preventing 
him from making arrangements as to wool with the Argentine 
Confederation, and afterwards immensely increasing the duty 
upon tobacco, wou'd have the effect, perhaps, of making it im- 
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possible for him to deal with Cuba or Spain as respects the pro- 
duction of the Spanish Antilles. 
It was those things, as I understand, which were unsatisfae- 


tory to the Secretary of State, because he had hoped that he 
could use those articles to make suitable treaties favorable to 
the United States and secure the trade of the countries which 
lie south of us. But that he pressed this view upon any com- 
mittee I am not aware, certainly not upon the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate. 


So, when this question came before the Finance Committee 
sre was in the committee, I believe, no difference of opinion 
3 to the propriety of it. The only difference of opinion exist- 
there was as to the articles which should be embraced within 
it. The view of the Republican party then, as I believe it to be 
the view of the Republican party now, was that in making recip- 
rocal agreements with foreign countries we should make ar- 
rangements with them as to such articles as we do not produce 
at all or such articles as we can not produce insufficient quantt- 
ties for our own consumption. 

Therefore, upon that general view, there were very few arti- 
cles which could be enumerated in the statute, and they were 
limited to articles of tropical production, except sugar, which 
of course is produced in Germany and in all Europe. But the 
object was to include only those articles which were produced 
in foreign countriesand not produced here at all, or if produced 
here produced in small quantities. 

The Senator from Missouri says he is in favor of reciprocal 
trade. How? How do the countries of Europe secure recipro- 
cal trade? They secure it by having maximum rates and mini- 
mum rates, and they apply the latter to countries which they 
desire to favor. Therefore it is that all Europe to-day has dif- 
ferential rates upon importations. We can not, perhaps, have 
such rates under our system. 

But when the papers which were just laid upon our desk dis- 
closes that Germany will probably make the repeal of section 3 
of the act of 1890 an excuse for the reorganization and read- 
justment of the treaty of 1828, which contains the favored na- 
tion clause, it shows the difficulties which surround us in an in- 
ternational sense in the repeal of these provisions. 

I should like to have the Senator from Missouri or the Senator 
from ‘Delaware tell us how they expect to enlarge our trade by 
means of reciprocal treaties. They have given away in the bill 
practically everything which could be the foundation of recipro- 
cal treaties with the countries on this continent and practicall 
with the countries of Europe. They certainly have done so wit 
Canada. If the Dominion of Canada had sonta commission here 
to negotiate a treaty, and if we had offered them what is offered 
in the pending bill to-day, they would have given us concessions 
as to our manufactured products which they will not give us at 
all now, because we have given these things gratuitously, 

What could we have done with the Argentine Repubhe if we 
had been able to say to that Republic in December, 1393, ‘‘ We 
will put wool on the free list if you will make us certain econces- 
sions?” Would they not have made almost any concession as 
concerns our trade with them and as toour manufactured products 
if we had agreed to put wool upon the free list? The same is 
true of Australia and of every other wool-producing country in 
the world. We have given away in the bill everything which 
would enable us to make reciprocal arrangements with other 
countries whereby we could enlarge our own trade. 

So when the Senator from Delaware tells us that he favors 
reciprocal arrangements, he favors them without giving us any 
method whereby he proposes to carry them out. We have had 
experience with the Democratic partyon that question over and 
over again. Under Mr. Frelinghuysen, during President Ar- 
thur’s Administration, we made a treaty with Mexico most favor- 
able to our people, and I have no doubt reciprocally so to Mexico, 
We made a favorable treaty with Spain, covering as it did, I 
agree, the question of sugar, admitting free sugar under No. 16 
Dutch standard in color, but giving the people of the United 
States large concessions in consideration of that provision. 

The treaty with Spain failed in this body. That is not a se 
cret at this time. It certainly was not ratified, although it wag 
well known thatitwas made. The legislation necessary tocarry 
into effect the treaty with Mexico, as [ have already had occa- 
sion to say, passed this body and went to the House of Repre 
sentatives, and it was in the other House four years; I am not 
sure but that it was there six years. 

During all that period the Democrats had a majority in the 
other House, and they refused to pass the necessary legislation in 
order toexecute thetreaty. Sotosay now that weare in favorof 
reciprocal trade with other countries, without some provisions 
in the nature of those in the third section of the law of 1890, 
which it is proposed to repeal, is to hold out an idle and vain 
hope to the people of the United States: 
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Mr. President, I favor the amendment proposed by the Sena- | 
| 


tor from Missouri incontrast with the provision as it originally 
stood in the Senate amendment, but when the vote shall have 
been taken on it [ shall move to strike out the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE] 
to strike out section 104, as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
[ announce my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
were present I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr.SMITH (when his name was called). I desire to announce 
for the day my pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
DuBois]. 

The rolkcall was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT. The junior Senator from Virginia was called 
away yesterday afternoon by illness in his family. I am paired 
with him. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McCLAURIN. Has the junior Senator from Rhode [sland 
(Mr. DIxoONn] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 

Mr. McLAURIN. 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. I should vote ‘‘ nay” if he were here. 

The result was announcad—yeas 24, nays 34; as follows: 





I am paired with 
If he 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


I am paired with the junior Senator from 


YEAS—24. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Cullom, Hawley, Patton, Sherman, 
Davis, Higgins, Peffer, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, Teller, 
Frye, McMillan, Pettigrew, Washburn. 

NAYS—34. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kyle, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gray, Murphy, Walsh, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Pugh, 
Coke, Jarvis, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Dubois, McLaurin, Power, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martir. Squire, 
Call, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cameron, Hunton. Morrill, Wilson, 
Carey, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lodge, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. I proposes an amendment to be inserted on 
page 229 as a new section, following section 103. After the 
amendment is read I wish to explain it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after section 103: 


Src. 103}. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 850 for 
eachandevery passenger nota citizen of the United States whoshall come by 
steam or sail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United States. 
The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port to which 
such passenger shallcome, or if there beno collector at such port, then to the 
collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent, or con- 
signee of every such vessel, Within twenty-four hours after the entry thereof 
into such port. The money thus collected shall be paid into the United 
States Treasury. The duty imposed by this section shall be alien upon the 
vessels which shall bring such passengers into the United States, and shall 
be a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or owners of such 
vessels; and the payment of such duty may be enforced by any legal or 
equitable remedy. And a like duty shall be levied upon and paid, under 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, by every 
alien immigrant crossing the border line between the United States and 
contiguous nations. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
me for a moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the Senator proposes to ex- 
act the payment of $50 upon every immigrant coming into the 


l ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to 
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United States. As the Senator is to speak upon. the amendment 
which he has proposed, I wish to ask him in the first placé 
whether he proposes to impose $50 tax or head money upon 
every foreigner who sets foot upon our soil, whether he comes 
to stay or whether he comes as a visitor, or to impose the tax 
only upon persons who come to remain with us and eventually 
to become citizens. If he proposes to impose the tax only upon 
persons who come to stay, will he kindly inform the Senate how 
he proposes to discriminate between those who come tostay and 
those who come only for a temporary sojourn. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain 
the Senate with an elaborate discussion of the subject which ig 
brought to our notice by the amendment. I concede that there 
is an idea in it which is worth thinking about and worth incor- 
porating in the bill. If the idea is received favorably by the 
members of the Senate we can in a very few minutes so amend 
it as to cover the object that is sought. 

In the first place, we are trying and have been trying a long 
time with very indifferent success, indeed, to protect American 
labor by statute. One fatal mistake which we made was in 1864, 
when we authorized some of our citizens to go to other coun- 
tries and there to contract for labor and to import that labor 
into this country to take the place of Americans who were then 
at work. From that time to the ae notwithstanding the 
fact that a few years ago we repealed that law, there has been a 
constant influx of a class of immigrants who are not congenial 
to the American people, who have no sympathy with our insti- 
tutions, who have no friendship for our habits and our customs, 
and who in no respect are of any benefit to us or to themselves 
while they are here. 

We have seen within the last few years how deficient our leg- 
islation is upon this point. Within the last sixty days fourteen 
States of the Union have been more or less under military law, 
and the persons precipitating this conflict upon the country 
were largely of the class who would be prohibited from coming 
by the adoption of this amendment. 

We propose in our tariff legislation to protect American labor, 
and we have heard that statement made, I think I may safely 
say, one thousand times during the three months’ debate in this 
Chamber upon the tariff bill now under discussion, wheress it 
appears that as a matter of fact we have begun the system of 
protection at the wrong end, or, at least, we are not conducting 
our legislation in a successful way. 

It occurred to me, as I took occasion to state to the Senate a 
few days ago, that it would be well for us to adopt what is com- 
monly known as the consular system, which has been debated a 
good deal, but the more I talk with my fellow-Senators and my 
fellow-men upon the subject the more [am satisfied that that sys- 
tem will not beeffective. I have finally come to the conclusion (I 
do not know how long it will be a conclusion) that we could reach 
what we want probably more in accord with the common senti- 
ment of mankind and more in accord with what we desire to ac- 
complish by some measure of levying a tax upon certain classes 
of immigrants. 

I have information, and so have all of us, that a great many 
immigrants come here in the spring of the year, take American 
wages during the summer and fall months, then go to their 
homes again across the Atlantic and spend the winter there, tak- 
ing away from ourshores just so much mopey as ought to have 
been given to our people. So there is another class who come. 
They are skilled mechanics, skilled laborers, who come early in 
the spring, like stonecutters, gasfitters, plumbers, men of that 
kind, who will come and work during the summer at high 
wages—wages that have been secured by our American work- 
men—and go back again in the fall. 

It costs them twenty-two or twenty-three dollars to come over 
here, and it costs them about the same amount to return home. 
A six or eight months’ stay, working in the United States at the 
wages current here, will afford a margin for crossing the At« 
lantic twice and idling three months in the old country every 
ear and still yield to them a large profit. 

Mr. HOAR. I have every sympathy with the object and mo- 
tive of the Senator from Kansas, andI have hoped thatfrom him, 
orsome other Senator, there would come a proposition that would 
commend itself to the friends of suitable legislation, but I want 
to make a suggestion to the Senator in regard to the amendment 
he has now offered. 

We have a continuous line with the British provinces alone 
of over 4,000 miles. Is it proposed that every time a man who 
dwells over the border shall come to this country for an hour, 
or a day, or a week, and then go back—for instance, a person 
residing in Victoria, in British Columbia, he shall pay $50 for 
coming in? Of course I assume that that is not proposed; but 
would it not be well to add to this provision something which 


would pn nn for temporary visits from respectable neighbors? 
Mr. 


EFFER. I suggested in the beginning that i the idea 
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incorporated in the amendment meets with favor in the Senate 
we shall have no difficulty in framing it as it ought to be. Iam 
now coming to the point raised by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and suggested first by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that the object of this amendment is totry todo in fact what we 
have been professing to do in our speeches for a long time. 
We say we are trying to protect American labor, and yet we are 
constantly inviting competition upon our own soil with Ameri- 
can labor. a 

We are constantly inviting and constantly receiving a class 
of immigrants who come here and work, who procure the best 
wages that they can, no matter whether they are lower than or 
upon the same level with wages that have been established by 
American workmen, and whenever difficulty arises between our 
own citizens and the aliens upon the matterof wages, then comes 
inthe doctrine which was taught by the junior Senator from Col- 
orado{Mr. WoLcoTT], whose seat isin front of me, and [am 
sorry to know that it is vacant, and particularly by reason of 
the cause of its vacancy, the Senator being absent on account of 
ill health. 

The Senator from Colorado, in one of hiseloquent outbursts, for 
which he is noted, said that it is time itshall be understood here 
and elsewhere thatevery man has the right to work in this coun- 
try whenever and wherever he pleases if it takes the whole power 
of the Government to protect him. When itcomestoatime that 
a thousand citizens are marched out of a great establishment, 
while a thousand aliens are marched into the same establish- 
ment who will work at lower wages, are our laws to be so con- 
strued as that the alien taking the place of the citizen shall have 
the protection of our law, while the citizen may be imprisoned if 
he resists? Iam trying to suggest to the Senate and to the 
country a means by which we can at least begin to avoid that 
result. 

Mr. PLATT. 
terrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to suggest two amendments to the Sen- 
ator, and I wish to see whether they will not be accepted by him. 
In line 4 of his amendment I propose to insert the words ‘' toen- 
gage in any industrial occupation; ” so as to read: 


Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to in- 


That there shall be levied, collected and paid a duty for each and every 
passenger not acitizen of the United States who shall come by steam or 
tail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United States to en- 
gage in any industrial occupation. 


And at the end of the amendment the same words, “to en- 
gage in any industrial occupation,” and add also the words: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe rules and regulations for 
the collection of the duties hereby imposed. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator’s idea is exactly right and ex- 
actly in accord with mine, as he will see before I conclude, and 
I have nearly concluded. 

A great many of our past troubles, a large measure of our 
present troubles, anda still larger measure of the future troubles 
which are coming upon us, and which are close to us, arise by 
reason of the presence and the working for lower wages of a 
class of people who are utterly at variance with our institutions 
and the habits of our people. Itis not my object to prevent the 
coming to this country of any person asa tourist, as a profes- 
sional person, as a person in searchof knowledge, arelic hunter, 
or a person of that class, nor one who comes here on a business 
errand, nor one who comes in an official capacity, nor anyone 
who does not intend to come here to engage in manual-labor 
pursuits in competition with American labor. 

It is the last class of people I am aiming at, and I think it 

would be better to reach the subject, or at least to begin reach- 
ing it in this way, rather than one in which the law would bear 
a prohibitory feature. I should like if I could to make a dis- 
tinction between those who come here to remain with us perma- 
nently, who are in love with our institutions and who would im- 
mediately assimilate with our people, and the other classes who 
have no such laudable ambition. But it would ba well enough 
to begin by levying a duty of say $50 upon every person who 
comes into the country expecting to engage in our manual-labor 
pursuits in competition with American labor. 
__ It will have two or three beneficiale‘fects. In the first place, 
it will show to our working people that we are at last adopting 
some practical method to protect America labor in fact as well 
asin mere theory. A political speaker now takes the platform 
and talks to his fellow-citizensabout protecting American labor, 
and perhaps within 20 miles there is a conflict between aliens 
and American citizens aboutthe matter of labor. Our pretended 
protection of American labor has been a stupendous failure, un- 
til to-day we are practically at the mercy of aliens. It is time, 
Mr. President, that the American citizen shall get on top on 
American soil. That is the object of this amendment. 
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In the next place, while [ recognize the importance of further 
laws for the restriction of immigration, [do not believe that the 
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| Now, I will most cheerfully accept any suggestion of Sm 
| by way of perfecting the framework. 

Mr. President, [ recognize the impor- 
tance of the subject which the Senator from Kansas has brought 
to the attention of the Senate, but I am notinclined to deal with 
the question of immigration in connection with a tarifi bill. 
The reason why I am not willing to deal with the question in 
connection with a bill imposing duties upon imported merchan- 
dise is because the one concerns property alone, and the other 
concerns men, women, and children; it concerns citizenship. 

I think the Senator from Kansas will agree with me, when he 
comes to consider the subject, that we do not wish to deal with 
questions concerning citizenship in a bill of this kind. Mer- 
chandise, inanimate objects, arouse no sentiments of any kind, 
but the question who shall be received into this conntry as an 
immigrant, who shall be allowed to partake of our citizenship, 
who shall be allowed to become members of this great famiily of 
ours, this Western hemisphere Republic, is a question far above 
any question that concerns merchandise, or manufactures, or 
anything that is inanimate. The Senator, upon reflection, will 
see the distinction. I amas unwilling as is the Senator from 
Tennessee to deal with the question of immigration in connec- 
tion with the tariff bill. 
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next step in the direction of restriction should be a high head 
tax. The Senator from Kansas, who, I believe, agrees with me 
in the main upon the question of immigration, and who served 
with me for a time upon the Committee on Immigration, and 
aided that committee in making important investigations, with 
his keen sensibility, will also agree with me that, while it may 
be advisable for us to lessen immigration, if there is an immi- 
grant fitted to come here and enter into lawful employment, 
which is the language of the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut, that if such a person alone, or with his family, 
is entitled to come here and become a part of our civilization 
and of our citizenship, he needs the $50 the Senator proposes to 
exact from him as a tax far more than the Government of the 
United States needs the $50. 

Here, Mr. President, is the fundamental obiection thatI have 
found to a large head tax. If you consider it solely in the light 
of an exclusion, it does no harm in the cases where it keeps the 
immigrants out, but take the case of immigrants who come here, 
there will be a large class of worthy, honest, industrious men 
who come here, either alone, or with their families, to become 
citizens of the United States. They will not be wealthy as a 
generalrule. We have not undertaken and we shall not under- 
take to require that immigrants shall bring large sums of money 
with them. We shall probably continue to welcome the honest 
poor man with good character who comes here to partake of our 
civilization and to become a citizen of this Republic. Take the 
case of an honest man who comes here, I ask the Senator from 
Kansas if that immigrant coming here with $50 in his pocket 
does not need the $50 more than the Treasury of the United 
States needs it? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire yields to me 
to make a motion. 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
nays be called. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lI did not know what motion the Senator 
from Massachusetts proposed to make. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not in- 
sist on the yeas and nays, because I may withdraw the motion 
to save time. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator would withdraw the motion he 
would save time, but as his intent is to kill time let him not 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken. I want to preserve 
the right to debate the amendment reasonably and for a few 


[ move to indefinitely postpone the pending 


The motion is in order. Let the yeas and 


minutes without having it laid on the table. I therefore make 
the pirliamentary motion which gives me that right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Now let the Senator from New Hampshire pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idid notknow what the motion was which 
the Senator from Massachusetts intended to make. I suppose 
perhaps he thought that discussion upon the amendment ought 
not to be cutoff by a motion from the Senator from Tennessee to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which motion the Senator from Tennessee 
will make at the earliest moment he has the power. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But, Mr. President, welcome the advent 


of the Senator from Tennessee to this side of tha Chamber. I 
had hoped that he came over here to spend quite a while with 
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us and to assimilate something of the courtesy and generosity 
in debate which always prevails on this side of the Chamber, 
and certainly with no one any more than with the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, I have stated the principal reasons why I am 
unwilling to act upon this amendment in connection with the 
pending bill, why Lam unwilling to vote for a large head tax 
upon immigrants. I think the Senator from Kansas had better 
withdraw his amendment and propose it as a — bill, for, 
as I repeat, it is very offensive to me to undertake to deal with 
questions of citizenship, of immigration, and of human rights 
in connection with a bill the main and only purpose of which 
is to deal with duties upon imported merchandise. 

The Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN], whom I donot now 


see in his seat, has taken oceasion during the present debate to 
frequently ask this side of the Chamber whether we are not 
willing to protect American labor by excluding immigrants as 


well as by imposing high duties upon imported merchandise. 
T hold it to be the duty of this country to take into serious con- 
sideration the question of immigration; I believe that we should 
go on in the direction of limiting immigration into this country; 
but [eall attention to the fact that there are certuin natural ob- 
structionstoimmigration which do not exist in the case of im- 
ported goods. T'akea bale of woolencloths made in one of the man- 
ufacturfag towns of England. That bale of goods has no sensi- 
bility; it isa thing inanimate; it is taken as freight and carried 
to the water's edge; it is put in the hold of a ship; it is brought 
here ata low rate of freight, and the rates of freight are be- 
coming lower and lower every year with increased facilities for 
transportation. 

Mr. PEFPER. At this point I should like to ask the Senator 
a question, if it will notinterrupt him. If Iam not mistaken, 
the Senator in discussing this subject heretofore has asserted 
subs(untially that in his opinion the passenger traffic to which 
he has just alluded, under the direetion of certain steamship 
lines, has become so important, the business so enlarged, and 
the powers of the managers of those lines so great as. that prac- 


tically they have the whole subject of immigration under their 
contro! and theyare masters of the situation. How does the 
Senator feel upon that point now, and is he influenced by a con- 
sideration of that kind? I dread the power of immigration 
agencies. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I am similarly affected. I believe we 
should pass laws requiring that immigrants shall have better 
accommodations upen the passenger steamers. I believe that 
we should restrict immigration by humanitarian legislation; 
that we should improve the condition of the steerages of our 
immigrant steamers; and that we should require better accom- 
modations for men, women, and children upon the transatlantic 
immigrant steamers than are now afforded, The bale of goods 
requires nothing but so many cubic feet.of space. It goes down 
in thehold: it requires no air to breathe. Theexpenseof bring- 
ing merchandise is nothing, but the expense of bringing an im- 
migrant with his family is considerable. The difference in ex- 
pense between bringing property and persons is of itself a con- 
siderable protection against enlarged immigration. 

But, Mr. President, there isa more important reason than 
that why immigration is restricted, and thatis that immigrants 
are obliged to sunder home ties in order to come here. They 
have attachments abroad. Their surroundings may be poor, 
they may be humble, but still there is no place like home. Al- 
most no immigrant, almost no immigrant’s family, is desirous 
of coming to this country. ; 

They come here beeause they believe they can better their 
condition, and it is with great reluctance that they part from 
home scenes, from kindred, from friends, from familiar sur- 
roundings,and goto a new country in order that they may make 
anew home there, and attain to a higher prosperity than that 
wiich attends them in their native land. Therefore, here isa 
serious obstruction to immigration. So before we reach the 
question of new restrictive measures to be applied toimmigrants 
as wo impose duties upon foreign manufactures, we shall be able 
to make allowances for these natural obstructions to immigra- 
tion. 

Notwithstanding all these considerations, I believe this nation 
ought to devise new and additional measures for restricting im- 
migration. The two administrative acts of March 3, 1891, and 
March 3, 1893, have done much to lessen immigration. There 
is a falling off in immigration under the operation of those laws 
and under the operation of hard times in this country. 

That falling off in immigration will, I hope, continue. If it 
does not continue, then I believe it is the serious duty of the 
American Congress. to take the subject of further restrictions 
inte consideration and to enact further laws limiting immigra- 
tion and tending to secure the benefitsand the prosperity of this 
country to those who are now its citizens and to. exelude that 
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prosperity and those benefits from those who are not now its 
citizens. 

Various amendments have been suggested for the purpose of 
further restricting immigration. A large head tax, such as has 
been moved by the Senator from Kansas, has been one of those 
methods, The requirement of a consular certificate and proof 
of good character has been another method. An educational 
qualification has been more discussed than any other. I belieyo 
ve ought to require immigrants not to read and write the 
English language, but to be able to read and write their own 
language. I believe that a certain measure of intelligence m 
well be demanded of those members of a family coming to thi 
country of suitable age, and they should be required to read an 
write their own language before they come here. 

All these questions will I doubt not come in review befor 
Congress during the next session. I believe the subject of im 
migration to be a cognate subject to that of the tariff, but I 
not believe it to be a part of the tariff question, and therefore | 
should be unwilling to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas, even if I were in favor of a head tax. If 
the Senator from Massachusetts had not moved to indefinit 
postpone this bill, [should conclude my remarks by moving to 
lay the amendment of the Senator from Kansas upon the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Kan 
sas in introducing this amendment did not mean to be bound by 
it asa complete and a perfect solution of this question. In 
deed, I think he said so, but whether he did or not, [ take thut 
for granted. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iso said. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose he is only laying the keel of the boat 
or ship, and it will require a great deal to be added to it before 
it will make a successful voyage into port. I so understood the 
Senator in substance. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that, like the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I am desirous of having Congress establish some 
policy which will be effective and vigorous in regard to this 
most important subject. Ido not intend to enter upon the dis- 
cussion of it now, because I understand it is expected by the 
members of the Senate that the bill will be ready to be reported 
from the Committee of the Whole before long, and I do not 
mean to interfere with that desire. But I do not agree with 
the Senator from New Hampshire in thinking that the subject 
is out of place upon a tariff bill. However, I do not think we 
ought to add to a tariff bill a provision on this subject unless it 
has been carefully andthoroughly considered. For that reason 
I do not suppose it is likely we shall add to this particular bill 
such a provision; but if any committee of the Senate had com- 
pleted its labors, and was ready with its report, I should be 
very willing to add it to the pending bill. 

I wish, to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the 
amendment which I should like to add to hisamendment. Iam 
not sure that it will quite meet his views, from what he said. I 
will read it: 

Unless such immigrant shall present to the collector of the port which he 
enters the certificate of some consul of the United States of the country of 
which he is a citizen, to be designated by the President of the United States 
for the purpose of making such certificate, that he is a person of good moral 
character, and that he has property enough for the reasonable support of 


himself and his family, or that he has sufficient skill in some trade or pro- 
fession to earn in this country a competent livelihood for himself and his 


family. 7 

That might be an original amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas. It is stated merely to suggest the 
idea rather than as being perfect in expression. I think also 
there should be added possibly what the Senator from New 
Hampshire has suggested, some educational qualification; and 
further, thatthere should be added some provision which would 
secure the right of visitors of all classes, whether from Europe, 
or who living on the border line come in for a few days. 

Now, I should like to give notice of what I have read as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas and 
have it printed. Will the Chair ask the consent of the Senate 
to have it printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. This is all I desire to say. 

Mr. PEFFER rose, : 

Mr. HOAR. It is my purpose, unless the Senator from Kan- 
sas desires. to go on, to withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. [ do not, however, withdraw it yet. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts being withdrawn—— 

Mr. HOAR, I have not yet withdrawn it. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator do so.at any reasonable time 
in the future? 
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Mr. HOAR. Itseems tome that some person has got into 
this Chamber, perhaps, the doors being open, through the care- 
ness of some Official (though I would not impute to the of- 
als carelessness) Who does not precisely understand the rules 
of the Senate or the methods of proceeding. [ do not under- 
stand that the person from whom that question came has been 
cognized as having the floor. . ; 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, am I entitled to the floor? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought when the Senator had sa 

had yielded the floor. 
Mr. HOAR. Ihave not now yielded the floor. 
Mr. H L obtained the floor after the Sena‘ 
down. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Tennessee is disorderly every 
time he opens his mouth. We have submitted to this past en- 
durance. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if he wishes 
to speak further on the amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I wanted to reply to a singles 
Senator, that was all. 

Mr.HOAR. Then I will yield the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee 
been recognized. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay on the table the pending amend- 
ment, or the pending motion, if the Senator from Massachusetts 
has not withdrawn his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has withdrawn his. motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. [then move— 

Mr. HOAR. I said I propose to withdraw it unless the Sena- 
tor from Kansas desires to be heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
to make that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What was the 
Massachusetts? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts was to indefinitely postpone the bill. The Chair 
understoed the Senator to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that [ would withdraw it unless the Sen- 
ator from Kansas desires to proceed. If he does, I do not with- 
draw it. 

Mr. PEFFER, I did not intend to occupy any further time 
of the Senate, except to reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. But time is so precious that [ shall not 
avail myself of the opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair was 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEPPER. I said that, while I desived to make a very 
brief reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
time is so precious thatI wiil not avail myself of the opportunity 
at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I will then withdraw the motion. Before doing 
so, the Chair will permit me to say that it is not in order to 
move to lay on the table a motion to indefinitely postpone the 
bill, unless it carries the whole bill with it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not sure but that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is right. He is sometimes right, but rarely. Am I 
now entitled to the floor: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Massachusetts is withdrawn, 
ator from Tennessee. 
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and the Chair recognizes the Sen- 


Mr. HARRIS. I move tolay the Senator from Kansas on the 
table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessea 


moves to lay the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas on the table. 

Mr. PEF TER. On that I demand the veas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senatorfrom New Hampshire. {Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 ask for a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were 7. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If there be no objection, | withdraw the 
motion. 

The VICE-PI 

Mr. HARRIS 
the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


tESLIDENT. Is there objection? 
. There is no objection to the withdrawal of 


The motion is withdrawn. The 


question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to | 


lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas, upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 


The question is on the motion of | 


| legal or equitable remedy. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I ask unani- 
mous consent that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
may be read before the roll call proceeds. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Lasik unanimous consent that my amendment to 
the amendment, which has been read, may without reading it 
again be considered as moved as an amendment. The motion 
to lay on the table will apply to both. Otherwise I shall have 
to moveit separately, and that will take up twice as much tin 

TICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
HARRIS. There isnot. 


\ 
vil 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objectio 
I imendment of the Senator from Kansas will be stated 
16 SECRETARY. Insert after section 103, as an addition 
sect 
SEc. 103}. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty 450 for 





each and every passenger not a citizen of the United States who shall come 
by steam or sail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United 
States. The said duty shall be paid to the collector of customs of the port 
to which such passenger shall come, or if there be no collector at such port, 
then to the collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent 

or consignee of every such vessel, within twenty-four hours after the entry 








thereof into such port. The money thus collected shall be paid into the 
U d States Treasury. The duty imposed by this section shall be a lier 
upon the vessels which shall bring such passengers into the United Stats 


l shall be a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or own 
of such vessels; and the payment of such duty may be enforced by any 

And a like duty shall be levied upon and ]{ 
under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasut 
byevery alien immigrantcrossing the border line betw« he United Sta 
and contiguous nations. 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll call will be proceeded 
vith en the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas on the table. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. RANSOM). 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from [llinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MCPHERSON), and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsSBRovGH]. If 
he were present I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFPERY. Iam paired with the Senator 
[Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. LonGa@] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], My colleague is absent to 
fuifill an important public engagement. I do not know how he 
would vote on this particular measure, though I know he is in 
sympathy with the general object of restricting immigration. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is absent, and being paired 
with him I withdraw my vote. 


The result was announced-—yeas 46, na 


ent 












from Montana 


ys 12; 


as follow 


YBAS—4. 





Dixon, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
ivaulkne Lindsay, Roach, 
"rye, McLaurin, Sherman 
Gibson, McMillan, Teller, 
Gormal Mandersou Turpie, 
Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Harris, Mills, Vilas, 
Hawley Mitchell, Wis Voorhees, 
Hill, Morgan, Walsh, 
Cullom, Hunton, Murphy, White. 
Daniel, Irby, "asco, 
Davis Jarvis Pugh, 
NAYS—12 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Perkin Proctor, 
Higgins Patto1 Pettigre Shoup, 
Hoar Peffer, Platt Squire 
NOT VOTING—23 
Aldrich Cameron Jones, N Quay, 
Allen, Dolph, Kyle, Smith, 
Brice, Dubois, Lodge, Stewart, 
| Butler George, McPherson Washburn, 
| Caffery Gordon, Morrill, Wilson, 
Call, Hale, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Camden,, Hansbrough, Power, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an amendment to the pending 
bill, which [ desire to have read, and on which [ desire very 
briefly to be heard. 
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Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I voted against laying the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas on the table. I was not satisfied with 
that amendment, and I desire to introduce anamendment which 
Ishould be willing to vote for. I shall not take the time of 
the Senate. I merely ask for a viva voce vote uponit. I suppose 
it will follow the fate of the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add after section 103 the following as an 
additional section: 

SEc. 103}. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of $25 for 
each and every passenger not a citizen of the United States who shall come 
by steam or sail vessel from a foreign port to any port within the United 
States for the purpose of engaging in any industrial occupation therein. 
The said duty shall be paid tothe collector of customs of the port to which 
such passenger shall come, or if there be no collector at such port, then to 
the collector of customs nearest thereto, by the master, owner, agent, or 
consignee of every such vessel, Within twenty-four hours after the entry 
thereofinto such port. The money thus collected shall be paid intothe United 
States Treasury. The duty imposed by this section shall be a lien upon the 
vessels which shall bring ro Peers into the United States, and shall 


be a debt in favor of the United States against the owner or owners of such 


vessels; and the payment of such duty may be enforced by any legal or 
e 


equitable remedy. Anda like duty shall be levied upon and paid by every 
alien immigrant crossing the border line between the United States and 
contiguous nations for the purpose of engaging in any industrial occupa- 
tion therein. The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe rules and reg- 
ulations for the purpose of ascertaining what persons shall be liable for tha 
payment of said duty and the collection of the same. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for a vote upon my amendment. 

Mr.TELLER. I am in favor of a judicious system of restrict- 
ing immigration. Iam in favor of such laws as shall prevent 
bad men from coming to thiscountry. Iam not in favorof put- 
ting a general tax upon everyone whocomes tothis country; and 
therefore I intend to vote “nay.” i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state substantiaily the same as 
the Senator from Colorado has stated. I am decidedly in favor 
of a careful revision of our immigration laws. I am in favor of 
restrictive provisions to prevent anarchists and all bad men 
from coming to this country. ButI think it is a subject that 
ought to be treated by itself, not to be connected at all with the 
tariff bill. 

The tariff bill deals with property and only 


property. An 
{immigration bill deals with a much higher question, something 
more than property, that which affects the dignity, the inter- 


est, and the prosperity of the United States. Whenever a com- 
mittee of this body shall take up that subject and give it full 
consideration, I shall go a considerable extent beyond our pres- 
ent laws in restraining immigration, but I will not seek to con- 
nect that subject with another measure entirely different. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to repeat upon this amendment 
what I said in reference to the former amendment. I am op- 
posed to a heavy head tax as a means of restricting immigration 
for the simple reason that, while it works no harm as to the im- 
migrants whom it keeps out, it is a great injustice to the immi- 
grants who come here. If any man who is fit to come here has 
$50 or $25 he needs that money a great deal more than the Treas- 
ury of the United States needs it. 

Therefore lam opposed to this method of restricting immi- 
gration. I have radical notions upon the subject. I believe 
that our immigration laws should be revised, and that we should 
adopt more rigid methods of excluding undesirable immigrants 
than are now to be found on the statute book. I shallnot be be- 
hind any Senator orany citizen inadvocating suitable measures 
of restricting undesirable immigration. 

Mr. CULLOM., I desire to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, whoI believe was chairman of the committee on 
Immigration in the last Congress, and I suppose he isa m2mber 
of it now, whether that committee has prepared or is going to 
prepare any revision of the immigration laws, so that we may 
be able, as the Senator from Ohio has stated, to legislate upon 
that question in aseparate bill, and not undertake to tack ona 
great tariff measure a provision regulating the question of immi- 
gration. 

[ wish to say one word further while Iam upon the floor. It 
seems to me a very novel proceeding to levy a duty upon passen- 
gers coming to this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 answer the Senator from Illinois by say- 
ing that there is now pending before the Committee on Immi- 
gration an important measure of additional restriction. The 
chairman of that committee is the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], who has been very busy during the present session 
of Congress and has not given that attention which I hope he 
will be able to give between now and the fourth of next March 
to the legitimate work of the committee. Whenever that bill 
is taken up and considered, I have little doubt that a nonparti- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 29, 


san measure can be reported to the Senate which will adequately 
express the views of Senatorsand which willoperate beneficially 
in the restriction of the immigration which we do not want to 
come into this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I nowsubmit my amendmentandask that 
it be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
an additional section: 


Sec. 104}. This act shall become operative, so far as it concerns importa- 
tions from the Dominion of Canadaor Newfoundland, only by aproclamation 
of the President of the United States. The said proclamation shall be is 
sued under the following conditions: When it isduly certified to the Pres}. 
dent of the United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada 
or of Newfoundland has declared a desire to enter into such commercial ar- 
rangements with the United States as will result in a material reduction of 
the duties now existing against the admission into Canada or Newfound 
land of the products and manufactures of the United States he shall ap 
point three commissioners to meet those who may be designated to repre- 
sent the Government of Canada or Newfoundland to consider the most 
desirable manner in which to accomplish a larger exchange ofthe products 
and manufactures of the two countries. 

If the result of the deliberations of the joint commission shall be an agree 
ment and a report, satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, that by a 
material reduction of the duties, or by the putting upon the free list of the 
Canadian or Newfoundland tariff a list of manufactures and products of 
the United States which in his opinion will afford an equal advantage to the 
United States as the operation of this bill will afford to Canada or New 
foundland, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall so report to the Presi- 
dent, the President, on being notified by the Canadian Government or the 
Government of Newfoundland that these recommendations will be pre- 
sented to the Parliament of Canada or the Parliament of Newfoundland 
for enactment, shall then issue his proclamation making this act operative 
asregards the Dominion of Canada or Newfoundland immediately upon 
the enactment into law bY. either of those governments of the recommenda 
tions of said joint commission. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment — by the Senator from New Hampshire| Mr. 


Insert after section 104 the following as 


GALLINGER}. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis proper that I should say concerning 
the vote taken a moment ago on the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas, that I supposed he had accepted the 
suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and 
that it had become a part of his amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I 
will state that I was expecting the Senator from Connecticut 
would present the amendment. It was so understood between 
him and me; but the motion of the Senator from Tennessee came 
in before we could get the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wiil state that on the matter of immi- 
gration I have very pronounced opinions which I have no dispo- 
sition to hide from any citizen of the Republic. Something has 
been said about the humanitarian idea in connection with immi- 
gration. It has been suggested that this isa proposed tariff law 
dealing with inanimate things, and that the subject of immigra- 
tion deals with animate things—men, women, and children. So 
far as I am concerned I believe in applying the humanitarian 
idea to our own people. 

A bale of goods is unloaded from a European vessel upon which 
we exact a duty,but the same men under existing law who mada 
that bale of goods can come into our own country without pay- 
ing anything for the privilege of coming here. Aman engaged 
in that same manufacture can find employment at lower wages 
than are being given to American mechanics and workmen and 
can manufacture those goods and put them upon the market in 
competition with the products of Americanartisans. Therefore, 
I am prepared now and at any time to vote any proper qualifica- 
tion or exemption so far as foreign immigrants are concerned 
with a view of protecting our own people, not only from goods 
manufactured abroad, but from goods manufactured on our own 
soil by aliens seeking a shelter under the laws of our Republic. 

So far as the amendment I have just submitted is concern-d I 
have but afew words tosay. The Canadian question has been 
very fully discussed during this long and interesting debate. 
The question of reciprocity has engaged the attention of the 
Senate to-day, and Senators much better qualified than myself 
to discuss that great question have occupied the time of the 
Senate in enlightening us on the subject. But we are dealing 
with one foreign country in some respects different from all 
others. The Dominion of Canada stretches along our Northern 
borders, a country greater in area than our own, a country in- 
habited by men of energy and enterprise, who are competing 
with our people in the products of the farm, the workshop, and 
the mill. 

I take it we are about to pass a tariff bill. I have hoped all 
through this great debate that in some way, by some means, 
either by a majority vote or otherwise, our country would be 
saved from the disasters which, in my judgment, will necess irily 
come upon it by the enactment of the pending bill; but I take it 
for granted that the bill is to pass, that it is to become the law 
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of the land, and is to remain on our statute books for many years 
tocome. For that reason I desire to save our people from the 
disastrous competition which will come to us under this law 
when enacted from the people of the neighboring Dominion of 
Canada. 

Mr. President, the pending bill does everything for Canada 
that Canada could have asked. Canada has all the advantages 
in the pending bill and the Republic of the United States is the 
sufferer in the legislation. We have placed, for the benefit of 
Canada, lumber and wool upon the free list. We have greatly 
reduced, for the benefit of Canada, the tariff rates upon granite, 
upon wood pulp, upon live stock, upon agricultural products, 
upon manufactures of cotton and manufactures of wool; and in 
the bill we have done many other things that are to the advan- 
tage of Canada and to the disadvantage of the country for which 
we are presumably legislating. 

[ shall not detain the Senate by reading the great variety of 
expressions I have gathered from Canadian papers during this 
debate. I will take the timeof the Senate only to read an ex- 
tract which I clipped from one of the great Canadian papers, a 
paper that reflects the sentiment of that great Dominion, per- 
haps toa greater extent than any other journal published on 
Canadian soil. A few weeks ago that great paper said: 


The Wilson bill will give Canada a great boom and kill annexation. If 


that is not so, and the bill did not benefit Canada, what are we rejoicing | 


over? Would we rejoice ifthe United States got the benefit? This bill is 


worth millions to Canada. 


And now, Mr. President, believing as I do that that newspa- 


per spoke the exact truth; that this legislation will be worth | 


millions to Canada; that we have discriminated in this bill 


against our own country so far as Canada is concerned, I simply | 


ask the Senate of the United States to incorporate in the bill a 


section that will protect our country from the aggressions of | 


Canada in a commercial sense, and that we shall so arrange 


matters that we will get some degree of reciprocity in dealing | 


with the Dominion of Canada. 

This is all I care to say. 
in this connection. 
doubtless to move to lay my amendment upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If theSenatorfrom Tennessee will kindly 


take his seat, when I get through possibly he may have an op- | 


portunity to make the motion. I will say to the Senator from 
Tennessee that I have no disposition to discuss this matter any 
further. My judgment is that not another single word will be 
uttered in favor of the amendment or against it, and that we 
can come to a direct vote upon it and in that way dispose of it 
quite as soon as shall be done by a motion to lay it upon the 
table. 

As I said a moment ago, this is all I care to say on the subject. 
It is a business proposition. I think it is worthy of the consid- 
eration of the Senate. I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee 
that it is one worthy of a vote at least, and [ am willing to have 
it submitted now to a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate and in that 
way dispose of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
amendment—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not move to layit on the table, though 
[ rose for that purpose. Iam quite ready to voteon the amend- 
ment without the motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire will be read by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary again read the amendment, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAy]. If he were present I should vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 


If we can come toa vote right now upon the 


Some of us do not 


** yea.’ 
Mr. CAFFERY. LI announce my pair with the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. PowEr]. 


Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I desiro 


to ask if the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
has voted? 
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I might discuss many other points | 
[ see the Senator from Tennessee rise, 


I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing | 


. ETT! Iam paired with the junior Senator from | 
West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were present I should vote | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island has not voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
I must withdraw my vote. 

Mr.CALL. LIannounce my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am informed by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] would vote “nay” if he were here, and he suggests that 
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island to that 
Senator. I will do so, and vote “nay.” 
| Mr. MANDERSON. I havea general pair with the senior 

Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and abstain from 
| voting. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 39; as follows: 








YEAS—21. 

| Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Squire 

| Carey, Gallinger, Patton, feller, 

; Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, Quay 
Dixon, Hoar, Sherman, 
Dolph, McMillan, Shoup, 

| NAYS—39. 

| . 

| Bate Gorman, Martin, Pugh, 

| Berry. Harris, Mills, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, 

| Brice Hunton, Morgan, Turpie, 

|} Cockrell, irby, Murphy, Vest, 
Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, Vilas, 

| Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Voorhees, 

} faulkner, Kyle, Peffer, Walsh, 
George. Lindsay, Platt, White. 
Gibson, McLaurin, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—235. 

| Aldrich, Cameron, Jones, Ney. Smith, 
Allen, Cullom, Lodge, Stewart, 

| Blackburn, Dubois, McPherson, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Gray, Morrill, 

} Call, Hale, Pettigrew, 
Camden, Hill, Power, 

So the amendment was rejected. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
| proceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 105. Acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
| act are hereby repealed, but the repeal of existing laws or modifications 
| thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act done, or any right ac 
| cruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or commenced in any civil 

cause before the said repeal or modifications; but all rights and liabilities 


| under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner as 
if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any offenses committed 
and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred prior to the passage of 
this act under any statute embraced in or changed, modified, or repealed by 
this act may be prosecuted or punished in the same manner and with tbe 
same effect as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, 
whether applicable to civil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution of 
offenses or for the recovery of penalties or forfeitures embraced in or modi- 
fied, changed, or repealed by this act shall not be affected thereby; and all 
suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, whether civil or criminal, tor causes 
arising or acts done or committed prior to the passage of this act, may be 
| commenced and prosecuted within the same time and with the same effect 
asif this.act had not been passed: And provided further, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to repeal the provisions of section 3058 of the Re- 
vised Statutes as amended by the act approved February 23, 1887, in respect 
to the abandonment of merchandise to underwriters or the salvors of prop- 
| erty, and the ascertainment of duties thereon. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the section by 
inserting before the first word ‘‘acts” the word ‘‘all;” so as to 
read: 

All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill has been 
eoncluded. The Senate will receive a message from the House 
of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. Q. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
| the bill (S.171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 

lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes. 
| The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form 
| a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 

the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
A bill (H. R. 6320) to provide for the creation of the oflice of 
assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
| Navy Department; and 
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A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 


tory of Arizona, to issue 
building at the county seat thereof. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
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And on page 219, line 2, strike out the word “eight” and in- 


bonds for the construction of a county | sert ‘‘four.’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 


Mr. ALLISON. On that question, Mr. President, without 


The message further announced that the Spes , se 
The m ye further announced that the Speaker of the House debate, I ask for the yeas and nays. 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were therc- | 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendmen: 


proposed by the Senator from Iowa[ Mr. ALLISON], on which 


A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1371, chapter 1, Ti XV : 
iA yiLl 1954 > am u ‘ apt ; itle X ’ he asks for the yeas and nays. 


Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; 
A bill (S. 2000) granting the Brainerd and Northern Minne- 


sota Railway G any aright of ws ‘oug! » Leech Lake ° : sca 
gota Railway Gompany aright of way through the Leech Lak with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 


Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota; and 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 


Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
>] 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I havea vene 


\ bi S. 2135)to provide that a term of the circuitand district : : ; ; 
ae bp tt . Unit d States for the district of eee oes pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but 
ran SR ee Nae , Cg “ey “~ | arrangement that pair has been transferred to the Senator from 


held at Montpelier. 


Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH], so that the Senator from Tennes 


[KMORIAL SERVICE AT ST. MATTHEW'S CHURCH. see [Mr. HARRIS], who is paired with the Senator from Rhod 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following | 
communication from the Secretary of State, which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 28, 1894. 
At the instance of the French ambassador, I have the honor to advise 
formation of the Senate, that a religious service in memory 
esident of the French Republic will be held at St. Matthew's 
Churchacorner lifteenth and H streets, on Sunday next, the Ist proxiimo, 
at 12 o'clock m 









i have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q. GRESHAM. | 
lo the Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, United States Senate, 
Vice-President of the United States. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate attend the religious | 


serviceof which notice has just been given. 
Mr. GRAY. Isecond the motion. 
Tho motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was— 

/, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of 
the Vice-President, be authorized to make all suitable arrangements for the 
attendance of the Senate upon the religious service,in memory of the late 
lent of the French Republic, to be held at St. Matthew’s Church 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. i. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy; and 

A. bill (H. R. 6320) to provide for the creation of the office of 
assistant to the Chicf ot the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
Navy Department. 

The following bills wore severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories: 

A bill (H.R. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form 
a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States; and 

A bill (H. R. 7056) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide | 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move ina single amendment to | 
amend several clauses, beginning on page 212. The effect of my 
amendment isto limit the bonded period, socalled, to four years, 
instead of eight, as the provisions now stand. 

On page 212, line 14, I move to strike out ‘‘eight ’ and insert | 
‘‘four;” the same in line 1, page 213; the same in line 22, page 
213: on page 216, beginning at line 3, to strike out all to and | 
including the word *‘ gauge” in line 11, and on page 219 tostrike 
out ‘eight ” and insert ‘‘ four.” 

[ will say to the Senator from Missouri that I have looked 
over all these sections, and if the amendments which I have 
suggested are adopted it will leave the provisions intact, except 
that four years will be substituted for eight years as the length 
of the bonded period. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, page 212, strike out the word 
‘ sicht” and insert ‘‘four;” in line 1, page 213, strike out “eight ” 
and insert ‘*four;’ in line 22, strike out ‘eight ’ and insert ‘‘ four;” 
on page 216, strike out all that part of the section beginning 
with line 3, down to and including the word ‘‘ gauge,” in line 11; 
as follows: 

And provided further, That in case such spirits shall remain in warehouse 
after the same have been regauged, the packages containing the spirits shall, 
at the time of withdrawal from warehouse and at such other times as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may direct, be again regauged or in- 
spected; and if found to contain a larger quantity than shown by the first 
regauge, the tax shall be collected and paid on the quantity contained in 
each such package as shown by the original gange. 





Island, and I can vote. 

Myr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. |] 
absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam pair 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN. 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. A 
pric}. Ido not kaow how he would vote on this question, and 
[ feel constrained to withdraw my vote in his absence. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I have already 
announced the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Dela 
vare [Mr. GRAY] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], with whom the Senator from Tennessee is paired 
That enables the Senator from Tennessee and me to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam quite content, but I agreed to take care 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. Under the announcement 
made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] my vote can 
stand. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] if present would vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 


n 
I ~ 


Allison, Dolph Hawley, Peffor, 
Berry, Frye, Higgins, *latt, 
Carey, Gallinger, Hoar, Proctor, 
Cullom, George, Irby, Sherman, 
Davis, Fale, McMillan, Washburn. 
Dixon, Hansbrough, Patton, 
NAYS —%6. 

Bate, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Blanchard, Jarvis, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Teller, 
Coke, Kyle, Palmer, Turple, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Pasco, Vest, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Pugh, Vilas, 
Gibson, Martin, Quay, Voorhees, 
Gorman, Mills, Ransom, Walsh, 
Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, White. 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Aldrich, Camden, Jones, Ney. Power, 
Allen, Cameron, Lodge, ¢ Roach 
Blackburn, Chandler, McPherson, Smith 
Brice, Dubols, Manderson, Wilson, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cafiery, Gray, Perkins, 
Call, Hill, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offeran amendment on page 40, line 12, 
after the word ‘‘ rates,” to strike out, beginning with the word 
“Provided,” and ending with the word ‘“‘same,” in line 17, and 
insert what 1 shall send to the desk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I inquire of the Senator if that was 
# veserved paragraph? There were certain paragraphs that 
were reserved when we were going over the bill to be taken up 
subsequently. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think this paragraph was not reserved. 
It relates to the treaty with the Hawaiian Islands, admitting 
their sugar free of duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will not insist 
on offering the amendment now. It seems to me it would be a 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement we had to go back 
and amend paragraphs that have been passed upon. Of course 
the Senator can offer the amendment after the bill has been re 
ported to the Senate, but not while we are acting as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. If that is the agreement, | 
certainly do not insist upon offering the amendment at this 
time, but I shall offer it when the bill comes izz0 the Senate 








etd ae 


1894. 








Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That will be entirely regular. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with this question, 
but [ think it is quite as regular to offer the amendment now as 
after the bill is reported to the Senate. I did not understand 
the agreement to extend so far as the Senator from Arkansas 
understands. However, it is not ap cactical question now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We do not want anything except 
what is regular, and it hus been understood—at least my under- 
standing was—that there was an agreement that the bill should 
be read through, except where certain paragraphs were passed 
over as reserved whilst the bill was being read and acted upon, 
and as the various paragraphs and sections were read they were 
disposed of so far as the Committee of the Whole was concerned, 
but of course they will be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. My recoilection is that I put the question that 
if any Senator should have forgotton an amendment that he de- 
sired to move, or if an amendment should be suggested to him, 
would he be permitted to offer it, and the answer was “ of 
course.’ fae ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam perfectly willing where a Sen- 
ator has omitted something that unanimous consent be given to 
going back and permitting him to offer an amendment, but I 
object to going back to piragraphs which were not reserved 
and submitting amendments to them whilst the bill is still in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lunderstand the amendment intended 
to be proposed by me will be entirely in order when the bill is 
reported to the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ‘Then I shall not offer the amendment 
now, but shall ask to have it printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will ba made, in 
the absence of objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now offer the amendment which [send 
to the desk, to be added as additional sections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as addi- 
tional sections to the bill: 

SEc. —. Thata commission is hereby created and established, to be known 
as the customs commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons to 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. The commissioners appointed under this act shall continue inoffice 
rs, respectively, from the date of their respective appointments and 
until their successors, respectively, are appointed and qualified by the Presi 
dent for terms of six years, except that any person chosen to filla vacancy 
shail be appointed only for the unexpired term of the commissioner whom 
he shall succeed. Any commissioner may be removed by the President for 
inefticiency, neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. No more than three 
of the commissioners shall be appointed from the same political party. No 
vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of the remaining com- 
missioners to exercise all the powers of thecommission. The salary of such 
commissioners shall be at the rate of 87,000 per annum. They shall be en- 
titled, in addition, to compensation for actual traveling and other necessary 
expenses in the discharge of their duties 
own number to be president of the commission. They shall have power to 

ploy a clerk, a stenographer, and a messenger, and, with the approval of 
scretary of the Treasury, such other clerical assistants as shall be nec- 
ry to the performance of their duties,’and at such rates of compensa- 
1 as they may establish, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas 
Their salaries, expenses, and the compensation of the clerk, stenog- 
1eT, Messenger, and such additional clerical force as may thus be 
employed shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
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propriated, upon the auditing of the same, according to the usual course in | 


the Treasury Department. 

SEc.—. That the commission shall establish its permanent office at the 
city of Washington, where it shall be at all times in the usual course of busi- 
ness, ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the specific 
subjects mentioned in this act, and generally upon everything relating 
directly or indirectly to customs duties and revenue. 

Sec.—. That it shall be the duty of the said commission to examine into 
and ascertain the average price of commodities imported into the United 
States, both at wholesale and retail in the United States, and both in the 
United States and in the foreign places of production, sale, or shipment, for 
the period of twelve months preceding and twelve months following any 
change in the rate of customs duties imposed upon such commodities, and 
this inquiry shall be carried back for a period of twenty-five years, and 





more, ifdeemed advisable by such commission, and shai! extend to all facts | 


relating to demand and supply, domestic and foreign, which tend to in- 
fluence prices of such commodities, foreign and domestic, and to aid in 
determining the true effect of the import duty, or of the change therein in 
the several cases upon domestic and foreign prices, and upon productions of 
the same or of other commodities, upon revenue, upon immigration, upon 
profits of capital, rates of wages, and the general welfare. . 

Second. To ascertain the amounts in quantity and value of the importa- 
tion of the principal commodities during each of said periods of twelve 
months preceding and succeeding any such change in customs duties. 

Third. To ascertain, as far as practicable, the quantity and value of the 
same or similar commodities produced in the United States during the same 
respective periods. 

fourth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particular 
rates of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish production in 
the United States, and to cause a reduction of the first cost of articles pro 
once for consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated simi 

arly. 

Fifth. To ascertain in what particular rates of customs duties existing 
from time to time operate injuriously or favorably to the development and 
increaso of American manufactures and productions, or operate injuriously 
or !wvorably to the consumers of such manufactured articles and produc- 
tions in respect of causing or contributing to the payment of unreasonable 
prices by consumers, or the removal or reduction of the same. 
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Sixth. To ascertain the effect of the customs duties upon the price of agri- 
cultural productions of the country and their sale in United States markets 
and their consumption in the United States. 

Seventh. To ascertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual and 
relative, in respect of the employment and the payment of remunerative 
wages, both actual and relative, to labor in the United States, and a com 
parison of the same with the labor and wages in other countries 

Eighth. To consider the effect of customs duties, or the absence of ther 
upon the agricultural, commercial, manufacturing, mining, and other 
dustrial interests of the people of the United States. 

Ninth. To ascertain and compare the actual cost and the selling price, 
oth at wholesalegnd retail, of similar manufactured commodities reduced 




















to rican weights, measures, and money in the United States and else- 
Ww 
renth. To ascertain the growth and development of the principal manu 
L ‘ing industries affected by the tariff schedules in England, France 
; iny, Belgium, and the United States for the last tiventy-1 yea 
and to rtain the relative cost of transportation in those co i nd 


a I 
the United States. 
Eleventh. To ascertain the trade relations of the United States i 
other nations and ascertain the countries where advantageous treaties can 
made to advance the commercial interests of the people of the United 
~ ates, 
Sec. —. That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the com 
ion may visit any part of the United States, and by public notice or 
otherwise invite testimony and information from all persons interested 
They may from time to time also delegate one of their number to visit for- 
eign countries to make investigation respecting the labor and industries of 
rsuch investigation may be necessary to promote 


} 






















those countries wheneve 
the objects of the commission, and they may require information concern 
ing the labor and industries of foreign countries from consular or otber 
agents of the United States in those countries, and such agents shall fur 
nish the information so required promptly and without charge 

Sec. —. That the commission shall me nai its proceedings in respect of 
the matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics 
andevidence upon which its report is based, together with recommendation 
for changes in customs dues which they may deem advisable and necess 
and the ground upon which its conclusions concerning such changes have 
been reached, to Congress, in the month of December in each year, and a 
all times furnish such information as may be required to the Department 
of State. It shall cause the testimony and statistics taken and obt 1ed in 
respect of the matters in this act mentioned to be printed from time totime 
and distributed to members of Congress by the Public Printer, and also 
shall cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 copies of its annual re 
pores, together with statistics and testimony hereinbefore men ed. Itis 
hereby made the duty of the Public Printer to execute the printing provided 
for in this act 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 






The question is on the amendment 


| proposed by the Senator from South Dakoia. 


They shall choose one of their | 


Mr. SHERMAN. If that amendment is to be pressed now, I 
desire to offer one or two very important amendments to it. 

[am in favor of the appointment of a permanent commission 
on the tariff. I presume thisamendment has been prepared for 
some time, but I have notseenit. The number of persons to bo 
appointed on the commission is totally inadequate. 

No five men in the United States or in the world could be 
trusted to take charge of a great question of this kind, which 
requires a variety of knowledge upon almost every article which 
enters into the consumption of human life. ‘Therefore, not less 
that fifteen ought to compose the commission. 

The Oliver co mmission, as it was called, which I believe re- 
ported to Congress the best tariff law that I know of, at least 
for many years, was composed of thirteen members, of which 
Mr. Oliver, of Pittsburg, was chairman. 

Unless such a commission should be composed of a considera- 
ble number, it would be impossible to secure upon it representa- 
tives from every section of the country who are familiar with 
all the industries in their localities, as well as familiar with the 
general industries of the country. 

If this amendment is seriously to be pressed at this time, [ 
shall move to insert “fifteen” instead of ‘‘ five,” for a commis- 


| sion composed of but five members would be totally inadequate 





to deal with this great question. Five would be about the most 
dangerous number that could be selected, because then one 
man might control the commission. 

There should also be a provision that not more than a certain 
number of members of the commission should be of the same 
political party. It should be entirely and purely national in the 
broad sense, and it should be nonpartisan. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me make a suggestion in 
view of what he was saying? The Senator from South Dakota 
offers this amendment, which is a very important one. We 
have had no time to examineit. Will itnotserve the Senator's 
purpose of offering the amendment just as well tolet it goover, 
so that it can be presented in the Senate; and in the mean timo 
we can examine it and see what amendments, if any, ought to 
be offered to it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that I have any objection 
to its going over and being offered in the Senate. I will say, 
however, that it is almost th: me as the amendment adopted 
by the Senate to the McKinley law in 1890. There are some 
changes from that act, but they are very slight. 

Mr. HALE. Its going over will give us an opportun 
amining it and seeing what amendments are needed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota whether the proposed commission is given any 
power except to report? 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. That is all; to investigate and report. 
It is to have no power of legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator also how far this plan 
of atariff commission differs from that proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois {Mr. CULLOM], whol see inhisseat. Is it the same 
or different? If it differs, how does it differ from the proposi- 
tion of that Senator? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps the Senator from Illinois can 
inform the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave a proposed amendment to the pending 
bill, which I nowhold in myhand. Onconference with the Sen- 
ator from ‘Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], in charge of the bill so faras 
its management on the floor is concerned, he expressed a pref- 
srence that I should offer the amendment inthe Senate. Some 
days ago it occurred to me that perhaps it would be in the in- 
terest of economy of time that I should adupt that course, and I 
determined to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator, in view of the 
amendment already offered, that he offer it now. 

Mr.CULLOM. I was going to say the difference, as I re- 
member it, in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota and the one which I propose is that the amend- 
ment proposed by him is a general amendment providing for a 
general investigation without requiring the commission to con- 
fine itself to any specific line of investigation and report. 

The amendment which I propose is that the commission, if it 
shall be provided for and appointed, shail investigate and re- 
port to Congress the exact difference in the cost of wagesin this 
and in foreign countries, and report a bill for ths consideration 
of Congress, the measure of duties being based upon the differ- 
ence in wages in the United States and wages in foreign coun- 
tries. 

My idea has been that the great struggle in this country is to 
protect the American laborer. In protecting the American la- 
borer we shall be doing substantial justice to the American pro- 
ducer or manufacturer, as the case may be. I have therefore 
tried to confine the investigation of such a commission to that 
work, so that when they report we shall know to a certainty the 
exact difference between the wages in this country and in for- 
eign countries, and if we make rates of duty equivalent to the 
difference in wages we are sure to protect American laborers. 

[t has seemed to me that if we confined the investigation in 
that way we should havo something before us which would 
make it certain in our minds what we were doing when we put 
a duty of 20 per cent, of 30 per cent, or of 75 per cont on any 
given article. 

That is the character of my amendment. I am willing to 
offer it now, so that it may be printed, with the understandin ~ 
that it go over and be considered during the consideration of 
the bill in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And it goes over, I understand? 

Mr. CULLOM. It goes over to be considered in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now ask the Senate to consider 
certain paragraphs which were passed over in reading the bill. 
Before doing that, I ask unanimous consent to dispose of a num- 
ber of immaterial amendments which the committee propose, 
most of which are corrections. To that I presume there will 
be no objection. If there be no objection, I have prepared and 
shall offer these before the others are taken up. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires of the Senator 
from South Dakota as to what action he desires taken upon his 
amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that it be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 19, page 4, line 14, I 
move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 19, line 14, it is proposed to 
restore the word ‘‘ prepared,” and after ‘‘ prepared ” to insert 
the words “ fish-bladders, or;” so as to read: 

19. Gelatine, glue, isinglass, or fish glue, and prepared fish bladders or 
fish sounds, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senatorfrom Arkansas made all 
the explanation he intends to make? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
committee ought to proceed with great circumspection in the 
closing paragraphs of this bill. It is probable that within two 
or three days this bill will be reported to the Senate and voted 
upon in the Senate, and I have noticed that there is always great 
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danger of little things which slip in at the close of a great meas- 
ure of this kindand pass unobserved, Like ‘“‘chops and tomato 
sauce;” there is always some danger that something will lurk 
under an apparently harmless amendment; and I am afraid that 
possibly these fish bladders or fish sounds may contain something 
which ought not to be hastily adopted. 4 

I do not wish to be captious; but it seems to me that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, when he moves these amendments which 
come from thecommittee and which carry with them the weight 
which all committee amendments carry, should accompany each 
by a brief explanation of the reason why this measure, supposed 
to be reasonably perfect and which has occupied so much time 
of the Senate, ought to be adopted. If that statement can he 
made, of course | shall interposs no objection to any amend- 
ment; but Ido not think that Senators on this side of the Ciam- 
ber ought to accept these amendments without some explana- 
tion concerning them. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, I understand that there 
are several] committee amendments which it is designed to pre- 
sent while the bill is in Committee of the Whole. Of course, it 
is well understood that the bill will be subject to amendment 
vhen it shall come into the Senate. We have been here day 
after day and week after week until we have run into months; 
and for some time past the sessions have been running from 10 
o'clock in the morning until 6 or 7 o'clock at night, and in a heat 
which is phenomenal and exceedingly oppressive. 

I suggestto those in charge of the bill—andI think all on this 
side of the Chamber will agree to it—that the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee shall be acted upon without debate in 
Committee of the Whole; that any amendments designed to be 
proposed to the bill, other than those which are in the hands of 
the committee in charge of the bill, shall make their appear- 
ance when the bill comes to the Senate, and that at the close of 
action upon the committee amendments the bill shall be reported 
to the Senate. . 

It then would be an absolute necessity for the intelligent con- 
sideration of the bill that it should be printed, and that time 
shall be afforded to Senators to consider the bill as it has been 
amended as in Committee of the Whole. Itis true it might be 
printed in afew hours; but a very few hours will not suffice, 
after the printed copy comes into the hands of Senators, for 
them to see the changes which have been made and take what- 
ever action they may desire to take in the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent that after these amendments of the 
committee shall be adopted, the bill shall, before the adjourn- 
ment this evening, be reported tothe Senate, and that the Sen- 
ate sha:l then adjourn until Monday next at10o’clock. That 
will give that temporary relief from these constant sessions 
which has become to many members of this body an absolute 
necessity, and it will give that opportunity to examine the bill 
which I suggest. I ask that that may be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose I had in view in ask- 
ing unanimous consent that these amendments should be acted 
upon and the bill reported to the Senate was that they might 

2 printed,so that Senators may see what is proposed. The 
amendments which I propose to offer are not material. I have 
submitted them to Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
who are members of the Committee on Finance, and I think 
they meet the approval of everybody., There can be no con- 
troversy about them. Nevertheless I am anxious that they 
shall bo printed with the bill, so that they may be scen, and if 
there is any objection to them,’ whatever action the Senate 
chooses to take in the S enate can be taken without difficulty. I 
think there will be no difficulty in following out the line sug- 
gested by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. LI[represent, I suppose, one of the largest fishing 
communities, and I do not know what the effect of the amend- 
ment substituting for ‘‘ fish sounds ’the words ‘‘ prepared fish 
sounds.” 

Mr. PLATT. That is not what it does. The Senator from 
Massachusetts misunderstands the amendment. It is to restore 
in paragraph 19 the word “ prepared,” which has been stricken 
out, and alter the word ‘‘ prepared” to add ‘fish bladders or;” 
so as to read ‘ fish bladders or fish sounds.” 

Mr. HOAR. [I understand that, but I did not know how tho 
restoration of the word ‘‘ prepared” will operate. Does my 
friend from Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word “ prepared ” was restored 
to the paragraph, if the Senator will permit me, so that it reads 
now: 

Prepared fish bladders or fish sounds, 

And in the free list in paragraph 403 he will find: 


Biadders, and all integuments of animals, crude, salted for preservation, 
and unmanufactured, not specially provided for in this act. 


So the prepared articles go on the taxed list and the raw m¥ 
terials on the free list. 
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Mr. HOAR. I suppose I could not find anybody here, unless 
it be the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who knows 
almostevery thing, who understood that particular thing. There- 
fore I am glad to understand it is all right. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will submit to the Sen- 


SON]. ~ 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that we finish the amend- 


ments before there is any agreement made as to what we shall do 
on that question. | do not understand the Senator from Ne- 
braska to submit his request now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [think the Senator from Arkansas and 
I perfectly understand each other. Let consideration of the 
amendments proceed. I think itis pretty well understood we 
ean arrange for an adjournment until Monday after they are 
adopted. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Nebraska desired that the request should be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was the amendment suggested | 


just now adopted? — 7 a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 47, on page 8, after the 
word ‘‘zinc” I move to strike out the words ‘paint or pig- 
ment,’’ and before the word “zinc,” to insert the words ‘‘ paint 
or pigment containing;” so as to read: 

Zinc, oxide of, and white paintor pigment, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a new paragraph what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

59). Paris green and London purple, 12} per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 97, after the word 
‘‘unsilvered,”’ I move to strike out ‘‘lookingglass plates;’’ and 
after the word ‘‘ when,” in line 24, to insert the word ‘ bent.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 97, after the word “ unsil- 
vered,” itis proposed to strike out “lookingglass plates,” and 
in line 24, after the word ‘‘ when,” to insert the word ‘‘ bent;” 
so as to read: 

97. Cast polished plate glass, silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, 
or common window glass, when bent, ground, obscured, frosted, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the proviso 
at the end of paragraph 102. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 102, after the words “ ad 
valorem,” in line 22, it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That bent glass shall pay the same rates of duty as the like 
glass when flat. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 123, line 24, a comma 
should be inserted after the word ‘‘ rods.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
correction will be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 134, line 1, the words 
‘fand irons” should be ‘‘ andirons.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That verbal change will be made, 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the subhead before paragraph 
162 I move to strike out the words ‘‘manufactures of,” so as to 
read as it did when the bill came from the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. PLATT. Was that amended? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was amended, and the effect of 
this amendment is toincrease the rate in this paragraph, for the 
reason that the raw materials out of which these manufactures 
are made are taxable at 25 per cent, and this allows them to go 
into the basket clause at 35 per cent. There should be a differ- 
ence between the raw material and the manufactured article. 

Mr. FRYPand Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Then paragraph162 will begin: ‘‘ Bullions and 
metal thread of gold,” ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. I move to amend paragraph 
174 so as to makeit read: 

174. Zine in blocks or pigs, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. HOAR. I inquire of the Senator from Arkansas how 
much 1 cent a pound specific would be ad valorem? 
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| Mr. FRYE. It is seven-eighths of 1 cent, and the committee 


have increased it to 1 cent. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is an increase of one-eighth of a 
cent in the rate adopted by the Senate over that in the bill as it 


| 
| came from the House. 
ate the request of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- | 


Mr. HOAR. But how much ad valorem duty would that be? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can notstate, but I suppose some- 
where in the neighborhood of 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. About that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend paragraph 175, so 
as to read: 

a in sheets, not polished nor further advanced than rolled, 1} cents per 
pounce 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 176, I move to strike 
out the rate now in the bill and insert ** three-fourths of | cent 
per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 176, line 16, it is proposed to 


| Strike out “five-eighths” and insert ‘‘ three-fourths;” so as to 


read: 
Zinc, old and worn out, fit only to be remanufactured, three-fourths of 1 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator what he does with the 
| polished? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansis. It goes in the basket clause at 35 
| per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer to paragraph 218 the amend- 

ment which [ send to the desk. 


The SECRETARY. In paragraph 218, line 2, after the word 
sirup,” it is proposed to insert ‘' or,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘* molassess,” to strike out ‘“‘or spirits;” and in 
line 3, after the word ‘' act,” to insert ‘‘ prepared or dessicated 
cocoanut or copra;” so as to read: 


' 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
| 


not specially provided forin this act, prepared or dessicated cocoannt or 
copra, and jellies of all kinds, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer anamendment to paragraph 
224 which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 224, line 24, after the word 
“kinds,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘including cocoanuts;” so as 
to read: 
Nuts of all kinds, including cocoanuts, ete 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I offer to paragraph 234 the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 
} 


Comifits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, or molasses, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 234, line 23, after the word 
‘‘oround,” it is proposed to strike out ‘“‘or;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘* preserved,” to insert ‘“‘or prepared;” and in 
line 25 to strike out ''10 cents per pound” and insert ‘‘ 25 per 
cent ad valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

234. Mustard, ground, preserved, or prepared in bottles or otherwise, 2% 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as paragraph 273} 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. [tis proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

273}. Linen hydraulic hose, nade in whole or in part of flax and hemp or 
jute, 40 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as paragraph 275} 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert the following as a 
hew paragraph: 
| 275}. Tapes, composed of flax, woven with or without metal thread on reels 
or spools, designed expressly for use in the manufacture of measuring 
tape, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator whether he proposes to 
make any amendment increasing the rate in paragraph 275, on 
collars and cuffs? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall notoffer any amendment to 
that paragraph this aiternoon. ; 

In paragraph 282, line 25, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and 
felts for paper-makers’ use.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 286, line 20, after the 
word “laces.” I move to strike out the word ‘‘and,” and alter 
the word *‘nets” to insert ‘‘ netting and veilings.” 

Mr. ALLISON. With a comma inserted after the word 
‘laces. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; with a comma after “laces.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SrEci .\RY. In line 20, after the word “ laces,” it is 
proposed to strike out the word “and” and insertacomma, and 
after the word *‘nets” to insert “ nettings and veilings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the Senator propose to amend para- 

relation to ready-made clothing by striking out 


‘4 


graph 284 in 
‘*nlushes and other pile fabrics? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have anamendmentto paragraph 
284, but Ido not intend to ask the Senate to consider it this 
afternoon. I intend to offer that in the Senate. I merely ask 
now to consider amendments to which there can be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 301, line 17, before 
the words ‘‘ and veilings,” I move to strike out the word “‘ veils ” 
and insert ‘‘ nettings;’ so as to read ‘‘nettings and veilings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Paragraph 298 was passed over. Does the Sen- 
ator wish ¢o go to that now, or does he wish to reserve it until 
the bill is reported to the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not propose to take that up 
just now. 

[ offer the amendment to paragraph 311 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The ScscrerarRy. In paragraph 311, line 25, after the word 
‘‘maps,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ music; ” so as to read: 
charts, and all printed matter, not specially provided for, 


which I send to the 


Maps, music, 
etc 

Mr.ALLISON. And insertacomma after the word ‘* music.’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; let that be included. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask.if the word “ music” is necessary there, 
whether there should not be a corresponding change in the free 
list, in parigraphs 410, 412, 415? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not see any conflict between 
the different sections. 

Mr. HOAR. The question which I put to the Senator is, if 
a Special duty is put on music in the paragraph which has just 
been amended, whether the provision for importing free of duty 
certain articles and books for public libraries should not also 
apply to music. There are a great many persons collecting 
musical libraries now in this country, and it seems to me the 
same rate, whatever it may be, which is applied to books, en- 
gravings, and other prints should be applied to music. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 385 provides that all 
‘‘articles imported by the United States” shall be admitted 
free. 

Mr. HOAR. But that applies only to the United States. I 
am speaking of public libraries; and old music should be admit- 
ted the same as compositions twenty years old. 

Mr. VEST. That is, by authority of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis another point altogether. Let me re- 
peat my statement. The same reasons which require you to 
exempt public libraries and old compositions in the matter of 
books is applicable to musical compositions, and you should 
make wu corresponding exception in the free list to that which 
you make in regard to books. That is my point. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I imagine that old music would not 
be an article to be dealt in much, and that it would amount to 
very little. 

Mr. OAR. Itisavery important matter to musical libraries, 
which are growing up all over the country. 

Mr. JONES of Arkinsas. I will say to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that I shall look intoit, and if I find the point he 
makes is good. I shail not object to his amendment when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I think in paragraph 410, on page 94, after the 
word ‘‘etchings,” the word ‘‘ music” should be inserted; and 
also in paragraph 413. It should be inserted in both those 
paragraphs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I[ have no objection to the word 
being insertednow. Where would the Senator suggest that it 
be inserted? 

Mr. HOAR. In line 25, paragraph 410, after the word “ etch- 
ings,” I move to insert the word ‘ music,” to be followed by a 
comma, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. in paragraph 413, line 13, after the word “ maps,” 
I move to insert ‘‘ music,” to be followed by a.comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 333, after the word 
‘‘cloth,” in line 16, I move to strike out ‘30 per cent ad va- 
lorem” and insert ‘‘6 cents per square yard.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas how much is the ad valorem equivalent of that duty 
according to his best information? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate on this article is 
8 cents per syuare yard, and this is a reduction to 6 cents, 

Mr. PLATT. Have not paragraphs 333 and 334 been consoli- 
dated in some way? Were they not passed over? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] asked that they be passed over, and he knows of 
the amendment I now offer. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall not press the question now, but may at 
some other time. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 333, line 16, after the word 
cloth,” it is proposed to strike out ‘'30 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘6 cents per square yard;” so as to read: 

333. Haircloth, known as ‘‘crinoline cloth,’’ 6 cents per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. In paragraph 334I move the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 334, line 18, after the words 
‘hair seating,” it is proposed to strike out ‘25 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert ‘‘20 cents per square-yard.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the word “and” remainconnecting para- 
graphs 333 and 334? The word ‘‘and”’ was inserted there. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Letthe paragraphs be consolidated, 
then. 

Mr. PLATT. No: I do not ask that. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Then I move to strike out the word 
‘‘and” connecting the paragraphs. 

The amendment was agi eed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 403, line 12, I movo 
the amendment which [ send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 403, line 12, after the word 
‘‘animals,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and fish sounds or blad- 
ders.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 413, line 19, I move 
the amendment which I[ send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 413, line 19, after the word 
‘* States,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘or any State or public li- 
brary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONMS of Arkansas. In paragraph 611, line 6, I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘ bulbous” and insert ‘‘ roots;” so as to read, 
** bulbs and roots.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move tostrike out paragraph 637, 
on page 114. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senitor from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 637, 
as follows: 

637. Straw. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 667, I move the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

Tho SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 667, line 16, it is 
proposed to add ‘‘and not edible;” so as to read: 

667. Wafers, unmedicated, and not edible. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.JONES of Arkansas. On page 125, line 2, I move the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will*be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘* Treasury,” in line 2, on 
page 125, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the manufacture of distilled spirits from grain, 
starch, molasses, or sugar. inclu ling all dilutions or mixtures of them, or 
either of them, shall not be permitted in such manufacturing warehouses. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The intention of that is to exclude 
the manufacturing of liquors from bonded warehouses, 

Mr. HALE. 1 kinds of liquors? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. es. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is right. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

The amendment was agreed to. Senator from Arkansas will be stated. Pee 

Mr. JONES of Arkans:s. In section 9, line 23, on page 124, Che SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word “all,” it is pro- 
after the word ‘‘class,” [ move to strike out ‘‘ two "and insert posed to strike out ‘‘other china, porcelain, parian, bis jue, 
‘‘six;” go as to read: earthen, stone, and crockery ware” and insert “‘articl 3 com- 

Manufactured in bonded warehouses similar to those known and desig- | posed of earthen or mineral substances;” and in line 17, before 
nated in Treasury regulations as bonded warehouses, class 6 | the words *‘per contum,”’to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert 

The amendment was agreed to. = thirty, . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of the paragraphs passed over, the | "he amendment was agreed to. 
first. Ll believe, was paragraph 84. | Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Thenoxt reserved paragraph is 298. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The para rraph will be read 

The Secretary read as follows: The Secretary read as follows: 

¥4. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, | Silk: partially manufactured from cocoons or frorh waste s and not 
including plaques, ornaments, toys charms, vases, and statuettes, plain | gurth, * xd Or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 25 ts per 
white, and not decorated in any manner, 35 percent ad valorem. pow Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine ow. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 3 of the paragraph, before | a kK. twist, floss. and silk threads or yarns of every description, except 
the word ‘‘ white,” I move to strike out ‘ plain.” “4a 2) p ) ae ent ad v orem; spun silk in skeins, cops, Warps, or on 


The amendment was agreed to. es , ae 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, I move to strike out the | , lhe Committce on Finance reported to amend the Pp wagraph 
words ‘‘and not decorated in any manner” and insert ‘‘not | 14 (Ine 25, on page 75, after the words *‘ combed silk,” to strike 
changed in condition by superadded ornamentation or decora- | ? a =) cents per pound’ and insert © <0 per cent ad valorem; 
tion.” in line 3, on page 76, after the word ‘description, to strike out 
Mr. HALE. Does that change the meaning of the phrase? _ except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem and insert the word 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The change was suggested by the and; in line 5, after the word ‘‘ boim,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty 
Treasury Department. I think there was some difficulty of ad- and insert ‘* twenty-live. : q 
ministration found by the words in the text of the bill. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the portion of the com- 
Mr. HALE. To the ordinary comprehension it would seem to mittee amendment in line 5, striking out twenty and insert- 
be the same. Ing twenty-five; ani I move to mike the rate ‘30 per cent. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems so to me. | The am ‘ndment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I do not object. che amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment : an. SORE or Arkansas. I now ask the Secretary to read see- 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. a ores hich was reserved. a 
The amendment was agreed to. 1c Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 4, before the words ‘* per 
cent,” I move to strike out “thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a single inquiry. The | 
words ‘‘not decorated in any manner” mean, of course, not | 
painted. Do the words ‘‘not changed in condition by super- 
added ornamentation or decoration” mean not painted? 
Mr. HALE. Yes; anything that is put on white porcelain is 
decoration or ornamentation. 
Mr. PLATT. I suppose so. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest that in paragraph 84 the words 
‘‘gsuneradded ornamentation or” should be omitted. That is a 
fearful and wonderful phrase from the Treasury Department. | over for the present paragraphs 338 and 467, relating to dia- 
“Ornamentation” isthe same as ‘‘ decoration,’ and *‘ superadded ” | monds and precious stones, until two or three other paragraphs 
is entirely unnecessary. We do not care anything about the | can be disposed of, when we can return to those. 
decoration of anything else. We do not decorate white china. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
if it said ‘‘not changed in condition by decoration” the amend- sence of objection. 
ment will then correspond to the simp.icity and beauty of this | Mr. JONES of Arkansis. [ask the Senate to consider now 
act in other respects; but if this is retained, there will be asort | paragraph 455,on page 93. 
of literary character given to this bill which will attract notice} The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 


299. Velvets, plushes, chenilles, or other pilo fabrics, 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a substitute for the par- 
| agr:ph which has just been read what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 2 
and insert: 

299. Velvets, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, $1.50 per pound; plushes, 84 
per pound; but in no case shall the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty 
than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amen vent was agreed to. 

Mr. JON«.5 of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to pass 


and attention the worldover. Sol suggest that the Senator ac- The Secretary read as follows: 

complishes his whole purpose by saying ‘‘ not changed in condi- 455. Copperas, or sulphate of iron. 

tion by decoration. | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This paragraph was passed over at 
re 


. NVQ ‘kansas tafay +} + +1 ; . ‘ e . , . r 
: Mr. Jt oem a k wnsas. [ prefe 1 rs should not be | ino quest, [ think, of the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
oo simple, and therefore prefer to retain the language sug- | PRILL]. who vrovose Resid. eis: men ; itl ‘ 
pores ste Mag orang teil 5° | M CRT, ‘}, V ‘h ) propos d too fer an amendment putting it on 
ges , ses . the tixable list. Of course his right to offer the amendment 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the next reserved paragraph | \ji1| be reserved to him in th» Senate 
be read “M LN so . : 
ee a - : f Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senit 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved paragraph will 
be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: The VICE-PRESIDENT 


Mani 


7” from Vermont would be 

content if the clause should be stricken from the free list. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume he would. 

In the absence of objection, the 

parzgraph will be considered as agreed to. 


85. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, | 





including plaques, ornaments, toys, charms, vas nd statuettes, painted, | *y, 5 TIA ve SES AIM bow ae ana 
tinted, stained, enameled. printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated in any | ‘ Ir. Je INES of Arkansas. I now ask that paragraph 568 be 
manner, 40 per cent ad valorem considered. 

my ‘ . 3 - s . , } a 9c « +)" . . 

Che Committees on Finance reported an amendment in line 10, Mr. PLATT. Has not that p wagraph heretofore been ar- 


before the words ‘per cent,” to strike out “forty ” and insert | ranged down to the proviso, beginning in line 11, on page 107? 


** forty-five.” Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraph was passed, but I 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- | want to movean amendment, to strike out the comma before the 

ment to that paragraph; and in line 9, before tae word ‘en- | word “grease,” in line 1, on page 107, so as to read ‘‘ enfleurage 

ameled,” I move to strike out the word ‘‘stained;” and in line | grease.” 

10, before the words ‘per cent,”I move to strike out “forty” | Mr. PLATT. I thought that had been done. 


and insert *‘ thirty-five.” The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been done, the Chair is 
The amendment was agreed to. informed. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 86 is the next reserved Mr. PLATT. Ithink the paragraph has been perfected down 


paragraph. 2 | to the proviso. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move what I send to the desk as 
The Secretary read as follows: a substitute for the proviso. 

ry r "Wy ITTWa Wary : 4 
86. All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery The V ICE-PRESI DEEN . The amendment will be stated. 
ware, including lava tips for burners, not specially provided for in this act, | fhe SrecreraRy. It is proposed to strike out the proviso at 
fbn nen hd manner, 40 per cent ad valorem; if not decorated, 35 per the end of the paragraph and insert: 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk, 


Provided, Thatif there beimported intothe United States crude petroleum, 
or the product of crude petroleum, produced in any country which imposesa 
duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, there 
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shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such crude petroleum, or its prod- 
Bets, 80 imported, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, I ask that paragraph 622, 
which was passed over, may be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

622. Sodium, sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was that passed over? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some Senator asked that that 
should be passed over. [donot remember who made the re- 
quest; but it is marked as having been passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I made the request that it might be 
passed over, in order that it might be stricken from the free 
list. Iam told it is a manufactured product, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ see no reason why it should be 
stricken out, and I can not consent to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the para- 
graph will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraphs 338 and 467, I suppose, 
may now be taken up together. 

The Secretary read paragraph 338, as follows: 

338. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
if set, and not specially provided for in this act, inciuding pearls set or 
strung, 35 per cent ad valorem. Andon uncut precious stones of all kinds, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Cymmittee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘ set,” by striking out ‘‘ thirty ” and in- 
serting ‘‘fifteen;” in line 10, after the word ‘' strung,” by striking 
out “ thirty-five” and inserting ‘‘ thirty;” in line 11, after the 
words ‘‘ad valorem,” by inserting ‘‘ imitationsof precious stones 
composed of paste or glass, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, 
and not set, 10 per cent ad valorem;” and after the words ‘‘ad 
valorem,” in line 13, by striking out ‘‘and on uncut precious 
stones of all kinds, 15 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

338. Precious stones of al! kinds, cut but not set, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
if set, and not specially provided for in this act, including pearls set or 
strung, 30 per cent ad valorem; imitations of precious stones, composed of 
paste or glass, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, not set, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. TELLER. I gave notice that I should offer an amend- 
ment, to place a duty of 30 per cent on diamonds. That can be 
accomplished as well by voting down the amendment of the 
committee, where they have stricken out “ thirty ’ and inserted 
‘*fifteen.”” I suppose, without my offering an amendment, the 
question will come up directly in that shape. I do not know 
whether the committee propose to adhere to their amendment 
or not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before taking that up, lask unani- 
mous consent, in paragraph 337, after the word “ pearls,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ including pearls struag, but not set;” so as to read: 

Pearls, inclu ling pearls strung, but not set, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Returning to paragraph 338, in 
order to conform to the amendment just made in paragraph 337, 
I move, in line 10, to strike out the words “ or strung,” after the 
words ‘‘ pearls set.” 

‘The amendment was agreed tu. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like toinquire of the Senator whether 
the committee adheres to its amendment of 15 per cent on dia- 
monds? Ifso, I desire to say a word or two on that subject. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir. I am instructed by the 
committee to consent to an increase in that paragraph, and also 
to agree to a tax on rough diamonds, which are now on the free 
list. 


Mr. TELLER. Then I shall wait until the committee amend- | 


ments are acted upon, and it may be that there will be no ne- 
cessity for my offering an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot know much about diamonds; I never 
had any myself; but why should rough, wncut diamonds have a 
duty imposed on them? Perhaps the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] can inform me. As I understand, they have been 
on the free list. I believe that diamonds are cut in this coun- 
try, and I suppose they were put on the free list to encourage 
the cutting of diamonds here. I amasking purely for informa- 
tion, 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill say that there are nota great many dia- 
monds cut in this country. I have no doubt, if the committee 


would put a large duty upon cut diamonds and a reasonable duty | 


upon uncut diamonds, the cutting of diamonds would increase; 
but up to this time diamonds have usually been cut abroad, and 
the tariff upon them has been nominal. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest that the tariff on cut 
precious stones of all kinds shall be 25 per cent, and on uncut of 
all kinds 10 par cent. 
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Mr. TELLER. If that is the wish of the committee I do not 
desire to offer any amendment, except I may possibly desire te 
offer an amendment to facilitate the collection of the revenue 
from diamonds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee wil] 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out 
‘thirty’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to read: 

Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 25 per cent ad valorem; if set, 
and not specially provided for in this act, including pearls not set, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, before the words “‘ per centum,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘ thirty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, after the words ‘tad valorem” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Imitations of precious stones, composed of paste or glass, not exceeding 
an inch in diameter, not set, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment proposing to strike out ‘‘and of uncut precious stones of 
all kinds, 15 per cent ad valorem;” and I move to strike out 
‘* fifteen,” before the words ‘‘ per centum,” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask for information why the words 
‘*composed of paste or glass” are contained in that committee 
amendment? 

Are there not many imitations of precious stones which are 
not composed of paste or glass which come under the same 
principle? Therearecertainly many imitation diamonds. There 
are cheap and worthless stones, which are fashioned into the 
fashion of diamonds, composed of inferior materials. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ am willing to strike out the words 
‘“‘composed of paste or glass;” and I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to offeran amendment for the purpose 
of facilitating the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Colorado al- 
low me to perfect this amendment first? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I donot wish tointerfere with the 
Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not desire to make any observations about 
this matter to-night, when we are endeavoring to get through 
with the bill; but I doubt very much the propriety of putting a 
duty upon uncut precious stones. Perhaps when the bill comes 
into the Senate i shall have something to say on the subject. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask now to take up paragraph 
467. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

467. Glaziers’ and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, 
and jewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the para- 
graphinline 14, tostrike out ‘‘glaziers’” and insert ‘‘ diamonds 
and other precious stones, rough or uncut, incluning miners’, 
glaziers’;” so as to read: : 

Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, including miners’, 


laziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, and 
ewels to be used in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this szems to be emphatically 
the ‘‘era of good feeling,” and [I ask the Senator from Arkansas 
whether he will now object to an amendment restoring lumber 
to the dutiable list? [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkan-as, I regret to say that I shall be com- 


| pelled to object to that. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I can not at this late hour raise this 
issue, but I give notice that in the Senate I shallagain appeal to 
the Senator’s good nature. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps the Senator might con- 
sent to an increase of the duty on wool. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill to fol- 


| low paragraph 362. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


| Senator from Nebraska will ba stated. 


The SECRETARY. Add the following proviso: 

Provided, That all surplus revenue derived by the Government under the 
provisions of this act shall be held as a sacred fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


362. Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That all surplus revenues derived by the Government under the 
provisions of this act shall be held as asacred fund with which to pay the 
national indebtedness as rapidly as it matures. 








Seen ona 








1894. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to lay the amendment on the 
= ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to make an appeal to the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment, as other amendments have been, be printed and 
lie over and come up in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of my col- 
league to an evident mistake made in the amendment. It was 
read by the Secretary as being a part of paragraph 362, which, 
of course, makes it nonsensical. 

Mr. ALLEN. It ought to bea separate paragraph. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It should come in as paragraph 3624. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was read by the Secretary as part of 
paragraph 362, which made it read: 

Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

And then follows the amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is debate in order? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It evidentlyshould be a new paragraph. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is debate in order on the motion to lay 
the amendment on the table? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is intended that it shall not be a part of 
the “ waste.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. It is intended as a proviso to the entire bill, 
and of course in numbering it it should be numbered as a sepa- 
rate paragraph. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not notice how the Secretary read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the request? I suppose I shall 
have to consent to it whether I know what it is or not, but I 
should like to Know what the request is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asks the Senator from 
Arkansas to again state his request. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked the Senator to withdraw 
the motion to lay the amendment on the table, and that there 
be unanimous consent thai the amendment be printed and lie 
overand be considered in the Senate asother amendments have 
been. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without debate this evening? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without debate this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, but unanimous consent is 
not necessary. If the Senator from New Hampshire will with- 
draw his motion and the Senator from Nebraska will consent, 
that covers the case; it is unnecessary to have unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
rive at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely make the suggestion because other 
Senators may wish to offer amendments and the same course 
may be proposed. 

Mr. WHITE. [suggest that unless the Senator from New 
Hampshire consents we can not adopt that course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to con- 
sent to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the point of the Senator from Iowa is 
correct and my withdrawal is not necessary, then I will not with- 
draw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire misunderstood my statement. It was that if the Senator 
from New Hampshire will kindly withdraw his motion to lay 
the amendment on the table, and if the Senator from Nebraska 
is willing to offer the amendment in the Senate, it can be done 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
understands my meaning now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There isa clearness and force about the 
Senator’s presentstatement which [cannot resist. Therefore I 
withdraw the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing that the amendment 
shall be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
once more, with the hope of having their assent, to what is a 
very small matter compared with almost everything in the bill, 
but it isan important matter to a few very worthy persons in- 
deed, meritorious and hard-working men. I wish the commit- 


[t is immaterial to me how you ar- 


Whatis the suggestion of the Sen- 
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tee would be willing to consent to amend paragraph 69, on page 
11, where it says ‘‘sponges 10 per cent ad valorem,” by inserting 
after the word ‘‘sponges” the words ‘‘sea mossor [celand moss.’ 

I shall not detain the Senate or the committee except to as- 
sure the gentlemen that what I say may be absolutely depended 


upon. Itisa little industry, mainly prosecuted near Cohasset, 
Mass. It is a very dangerous industry indeed, prosecuted by 


men who go out in boats in all kinds of weather on the rocky 
Alantic-beaten shore to gather this moss. It is precisely the 
same thing as the gathering of spongesinthe way itisdone. The 
sponges are used for cleanliness, and the moss is used as a food 
for persons who are sick or in feeble health, or as a luxury. 
There is something in the luxurious living that is coming from 
the increase of wealth which creates these industries. They 
induce men to be familiar with boats and the sea and are like 
the fisheries in that respect. 

The men become expert boatmen. They become absolutely 
indifferent to sea dangers, and they are at home when they are 
afloat onthe water. ‘They are enterprising and hardy, making 
the most valuable possible seamen in case of war. I suppose 
that half the men engaged in this industry, if we had a mari- 
time war, would enlist, and they would not have to be trained. 

[ have not been able to think, since the matter came up be- 
fore, of any distinction in principle why the small duty of 10 per 
cent ad valorem should not be put upon moss when such a duty 
is imposed upon sponges. 

[ understood when the matter was before the Senate on a 
previous occasion that the Senators having the bill in charge 
did not absolutely commit themselves against it, but only op- 
posed it because they had not full information. It is a matter 
which has been left in my hands by my colleague, and I appeal 
to the Senate, in this era of good nature, to allow the amend- 
ment to be made, so that moss will get a duty of 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the appeal of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, to which the Senate owes as little as toany other 
appeal, I hope the Senator from Arkansas will accede to his re- : 
quest. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not resist the combined ap- 
peal of the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Tennessee. Let the amendment be agreed to. I ask that the 
bill be reported to the Senate and that it be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment as to sea moss be considered 
as agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 69, page 11, after the word 
‘*sponges,” in line 22, insert ‘‘ sea moss or Iceland moss.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mussachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
ate, and then I should like to have an order to have the bill 
printed. 

Mr. ALLEN. [hope the Senator from Arkansas will with- 
hold fora moment. A week or possibly ten days ago all kinds 
of fence wire was stricken from the taxablelist. I have waited 
up to this time to ses whether the committee intend to report 
to place fence wire upon the free list. I have heard nothing 
from the committee upon the subject, and I rise to ask them 
why that amendment is not proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When I asked the Senate to con- 
sider the paragraphs which had been passed over, [ stated to 
the Senate that there were a number of amendments which were 
immaterial in themselves, about which there could be no divi- 
sion,and ITasked unanimous consent that the amendments might 
be considered by the Senate now. That amendment would not 
be in order regularly and fairly—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the fence wire amendment among the num- 
ber? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment I hold in my 
hand in connection with other amendments which I propose to 
present in the Senate. It is not proper to present them as in 
Committee of the Whole; it would have been a violation of 
what I asked of the Senate to have presented an important 
amendment for the consideration of the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I move that the bill be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator from Arkansas will allow me 
to make a motion and dispose of it now while I have it in mind 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I move to add at the end of section 59 what I 
will read: 

All State, county, municipal, and town taxes and all necessary sums of 
insurance paid by corporations, companies, or associations shall be excluded 


or deducted in estimating the net protits or income of such corporations, 
companies, or associations. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkan If the Senator will allow the amend- | 
ment to go « i be printed, it will be considered in ee 
Scnate. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can dispose of it now. 

Ir. HII | a matter we diseussed the other day, the 
question o owing corporations to deduct their taxes. That 
has not | ided for, ‘Then it was suggested by some one 
tha 8 nee had not been provided for. So 1 add that. | 
le t see e slightest objection to taking it up now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be stated. 

I [CM-V RESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HILL. Let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; let it be reported and acted upon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The mover of the amendment pro- 


poses that it be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so 
ordered. The question ison agreeing to motion of the Senator 
from Arkansas 

Mr. MANDHRSON, I snggest that that motion is nofneces- 
sary, and it would be establishing a new and dangerous prece- 
dent, 

Mr. JONUS of Arkansas. So the bill is reported to the Sen- 
ate | do not care what course is adopted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It needs no motion. When there is no 
further amendment to be made to a bill asin Committee of the 
W hole it is reported to the Senate as a matter of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is as in Committee of the 
Whole. If there be no further amendment proposed it will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the amendment of the Senator from New 
York to be offered as im Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HILT. I[t has beenoffered as inCommittee of the Whole. 

ir. HARRIS. Then let it be disposed of asin Committee of 
the Whole 


Mr. VEST. 





‘The Senator from New York has agreed to let it 


00 intil the bill getsinto the Senate. Wewanttoexamine it. 

Mir FARRIS. [have no objection to letting it go over if 
other Senators prefer it. 

Mer. HII Let it'go over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that is agreed to 


unmninous . 

Mr. HOAR. Lunderstand the Senator from New York merely 
gives notice of the amendment, and does not-offer it at the pres- 
ent time? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the case; 

Mr. HILL. It would have that effect. 

Mir. MANDERSON. Let the bill be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is inthe Senate and open 
to anendment. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

ir. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the bill with the 
umendments which have been avreed to as in Committee of the 
Who 6 be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ITsuggest that theamendments adopted 
as in Committee of the Whole should be printed in italics. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course they will appear as amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator from Arkansas to couple 
with his motion that the consideration of the bill be postponed 
until Monday at half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansasif desired, butit will be so ordered 
without objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion of the Senator from Arkansas is 
that the bill shall be printed with the amendments.. Now, as to 
the adjournment, as I understood the Senator from Iowa to sug- 
gesi 

Mr. ALLISON. I made no request respecting adjournment, 
but itis well known that there area great number of amend- 
inents to the bill, and to print itcarefully will certainly require 
until some time during the day to-morrow. Then Senators: will 
desire to make such preparation and examination of the amend- 
ments as will favilitate their adoption or rejection in the Sen- 
ate. So my suggestion was that the bill be printed and its con- 
sideration be postponed until Monday at half past 10. That is 
the usual hour when the bill is-takem up. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is whatTunderstood'tobe the suggestion 
of the Senator from Iowa. I wish to say to him that the bill as 
amended will be on the desk of every Senator to-morrow morn- 
ing printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I doubt that. 

Mr. HARRIS. After three months of consideration I should 
be glad to have to-morrow as a day of rest But:the country: is 
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writing with anxiety to know what we are going to do with this 
measure. Ishall pot consent that the bill shall go over asingle 
day or a single hour while it is pending. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the suggestion I made, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that when the Senate adic irn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next at 10 o'clock. Pe 

Mr. HARRIS. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays 

Mr. HOAR. ~Has the order to print the bill been made? ~*~ 

The VICE-PRES(IDENT. That order has been made, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have included in the order a di- 
rection to the Secretary of the Senate to send a copy of the bill 
to each Senator. Of course, if the Senate is in session to-morrow 
the bill will be laid on our tables in the ordinary way, but if the 
Senate is not in session Lask for that order, so that Senators may 
have copies of the bill. ; 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ne 
braska, that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Monday 
next at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. My 
pair has been transferred to the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [{[Mr: PEeTT1GREWw], whom I do not see in his seat. 
I therefore withold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr: CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts:[Mr. LopGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
ie 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to ask whether the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTcH- 
ELL] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has-not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr: CAREY. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AI- 
DRICH], who is necessarily called from the sessions of the Sen- 
ate. Ishould vote ‘nay ” on this motion as I have done, but I 
must withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. By arrangement I paired the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY| with thesenior Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH and voted, which gives the Senator from Tennes- 
see the right to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ivote ‘‘nay.” Let the vote of the Senator 
from Illinois stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 32; as follows. 


YEAS—25. 
Allen, Hale, Mills, Shoup, 


Alison, Hawley, Mitchell,Oregon Squire, 
Chandler, Higgins, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hill, Patton, Washburn. 
Davis, Hoar; Perkins, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Platt, ¢ 
Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
NAYS—8?. 

Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, George, Mc Laurin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Turple, 
Blanchard, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Brice, Hunton, Pasco, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Walsh, 
Daniel, Kylie, Ransom, White: 

NOT VOTING—238. 
Aldrich, Dolph, [rby, Pettigrew, 
Butler, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Caffery, Frye, Lodge, Proctor, 
Call, Gordon, McPherson, Sherman, 
Jamden, Gorman, Ee ‘hell, Wis. Smith, 
Cameron, Gray, Morrill, Wilson, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wolcott. 


So the motion was not.agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to: the 
consideration of executive business.. There is some executive 
business which it:is absolutely necessary to have attended to at 
once. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After sevenminutes spent 
in executive session tlie doors were reopened. 











CONGRES® 





——— 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


was, on his own request, excused from attend- 


Mr. PEF FER t 
us of the Senate from the 2d to the 5th of 


sl 


wce >» sc 
July, inclusive. . oan . \ 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.), 
the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being until Monday, 
July 2, 1894, at10 o’clock a. m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Aveeutive nominations recewed by the Senate June 29, 1894. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

G. Frank Bayles, of ‘New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Thomas H. Saxton, whose term of office has expired by limita- 
tion. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Cornelius R. Sleight, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed John Sherry, jr., whose term of office has expired by litita- 
tion. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Jesse W. Ellis, of Blountsville, Ala.,to be register of the land 

office at Huntsville, Ala., vice William C. Wells; term expired. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Francis L. Town, deputy surgeon-general, to be 
assistant surgeon-general. with the rank of colonel, June 28, 
1834, vice Irwin, retired from active service. 

Maj. Joseph R. Gibson, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen- 
eral with the rani of lieutenant-colonel, June 28, 1894, vice 
‘Town, promoted. 

Capt. Marshull W. Wood, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, June 28, 1894, vice Gibson, promoted. 


CONFPIRMATIONS. 
cutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 29, 1894. 
JASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 

William D. Bigler, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer 

of the United States'at Philadelphia, Pa. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas G. Fitch, to be postmaster at Wichita, in the co ty 
of Sedgwick and State of Kansas. 

Henry Vanscoy, to be postmaster at Kingston, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Isaac R. McElroy, to be postmaster at Meridian, in the county 
of Lauderdale and State of Mississippi. 

Henry Vits, to be postmaster at Manitowoc, in the county of 
Manitowoc and State of Wisconsin. 

A. C. Beckwith, to be postmaster at Elkhorn,in the county of 
Walworth and State of Wisconsin. 


Be 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 29, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. Mit- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


IN MEMORY OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter, 
which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 28, 1894. 
Stim: At the instance of the French ambassador, I have the honor to ad- 
vise you, for the information of the House of Representatives, that a reli- 
gious service in memory of theiate President of the French Republic will be 


heid at St. Matthew's Church, corner of Fifteenth aud H streets, on Sunday 
next, the Ist proximo, at. 12 o’clock.m. 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
The honorable CHARLES F. CRISP, < " 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


DENNIS MURPHY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1963) for 
the relief. of the sureties.of Dennis Murphy, 
Mr: BAILY. 


T ask: unanimous consent for the: present con- 
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It has already passed the Senate, and 
vorably reported to the Houses by the 


sideration of this bill. 

the same bill has baen fa 

Committee on Claims. 
‘he bill was read, as follows: 





ted, et That the suretles of Dennis Murphy, who was formerly 
p st nd i ry storekeeper atthe National Armory at Harpers 
} \ 1 n bond to the United States a h pay ~ler 
reeper, executed on the 28th day of April, 18 , and 
relieved and released from any and all liab ies by 

I retyship. 
Vr. DOCKERY. I trust the gentleman from Texas will ex- 


piain this bill and state the amount covered by it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Murphy was appointed pay- 
master and storekeeper of the National Armdry, then located 
at Harpers Ferry, Va., in 1858. On the 28th of April, 185s, he 
executed his bond,with Allen C. Hammond, George Siebart, 
William Megary,and Charles J. Faulkner as sureties for the 
faithful performance of his duties. 

‘rom the time he qualified to the quarter ending on the dist 
day of December, 1860, his accounts were kept as accurately 
and rendered as promptly as those of any other person in the 
employ of the Government, This factisset forth in the report. 
For the quarter ending with the 3lst day of March, | 861, his ac- 
counts were properly made out, as appears from the statement 
of his-clerk, to be transmitted to Washington. They were not 
so transmitted, for the season that Mr. Barbour, the superin- 
tendent of the arsenal, whose signature was necessary, was ab- 
sent attending the Virginia convention. 

Before Mr. Barbour s return Virginiahad passed an ordinance 
of secession and Harpers Ferry was occupied by a force of Con- 
federate troops. During that occupancy they took possession of 
the official residence of Mr. Murphy, and just before the evacua- 
tion of Harpers. Ferry a subordinate officer, contrary to the in- 
structions of Gen. Johnston, opened the vault which contained 
the papers:'and vouchersof Mr. Murphy, and these were scattered 
all over the room and indeed all about the village of Harpers 
Ferry. Immediately after the evacuation by the Confederates 
the I'ederal soldiers took possession of the place, and between 
the evacuation by the one army and the occupancy of the other 
the papers were destroyed, except asingle pay rollfor February, 
1861, which was: picked up on the streets and sent to tne Ord- 
nance Department here. 

The Department failed or refused to settle with Mr. Murphy 
because of the fact that his vouchers had not been filed and could 
not be for the reason that they had been destroyed. When Mr. 
Murphy was dismissed in July, 1861, there stood against him a 
debit of $57,518.52, but the monthly statements that had been 
rendered, and properly rendered, for January, lebruary, and 
March reduced that’ to $10,153.06. That balance was divided, a 
part of it being in the hands-of the assistant treasurer in New 
York, amounting to $8,272.38, and the rest of it im the Govern- 
ment depository at Baltimore, $1,879.68, making the total of 
$10, 153.06, as stated. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the facts in connection with this case. 
This: bill has been reported favorably by the committees of the 
Senate and the House. Indeed, it was passed by the Senate on 
one occasion, and only failed to become a law by reason of the 
fact that it did not reach the House.in time to be acted upom 
Its passage has been recommended by the Department. In my 
own judgment it is reasonably certain that Dr. Murphy does not 
owe the Government.anything at this time. 

The purpose of the bill, as its title decrees, is to relieve 
sureties, orrather to relieve their estates, for all of them 
dead, some having died insolvent. 

It may be proper for me to state that the immediate purpose 
of this bill is to enable a settlement of the estate of the late 
Charies J. Faulkner, father of the present Senator from West 
Virginia, and no settlementof the estate can be effected as long 
as this claim stands upon the books of the Treasury Department, 

Mr. COX. Was Mr. Fauliner one of the sureties? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr: Speaker, I was unwilling to consent te 
the passage of this bill when its consideration was lirst requested, 
but I have had occasion since to examine the report .ccompany- 
ing it, and especially the communication from William A. Day, 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury, from which it appears, as 
this officer says, that: 


his 
are 


On final settlement a balance of $57,518.82 was declared to be due from sat@ 
Murphy and still stands against him on the books of this office. though 
there is reason to betieve that if his accounts had been promptly rendered 
it would have been found that he had expended nearly all the public money 
for which he is held accountabie in defraying the current expenses of the 
armory. 


And further on he says: 
Assuming that.it was impossible to force asettiement with Murphy or his 


sureties during the war, the following facts remain: 
1, Although eight years elapsed between: the close of the war and Mix 
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> death, no attempt was made to obtain a settlement with him. He was 
not even notified of the condition of his accounts. 

2. The sureties were not notified that their principal was in default until 
more than seventeen years after the date of the bond and more than ten 
years after theclose of the war—he, inthe meantime, having died insolvent. 





Altogether, more than twenty-five years have been suffered to pass since the 
principal became in default without decisive action on the part of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Again this officer says: 

In view of these facts I am of opinion that the suretieson the official bond 
of Dennis Murphy may justly be released from all Mability by reason of such 


Allretyship. 


As I have aiready said, I had occasion to examine the report, 
and it seems to me an equitable bill and one that ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolutign (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolutions and a bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to — three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government. 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gas Light 
Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis. 


GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS TO NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mvous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 171) 
granting to the State of North Dakota certain lands heretofore 
set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten military reser- 
vation, for the use of the militia of North Dakota, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON] asks unanimous consent to consider a bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to set apart all that part of the wooded reservations set 
apartfor the use and benefit of Fort Totten military reservation by Execu- 
tive order dated February 10, 1881, described as follows, an: “That por- 
tion of the tract known as Rock Island, bounded on the north by an east and 
west line, 2 miles back or north of the southeasternmost point of said island 
or peninsula;’’ said tract being the southernmost point of the peninsu laon 
the north side of Devils Lake in North Dakota, known as Rock Island, for 
the use of the State of North Dakota, to be used as a park for the use of the 
militia of said State, and for other public purposes not inconsistent with 


such use. 

Seo. 2. That the lands so set apart are hereby granted to the State of 
North Dakota: Provided, Thatif the said State shall at any time permit 
the said lands hereby granted to be used for any purpose not contemplated 
in this act the said lands shall revert to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I willask the gentleman if this bill is favor- 
ably reported by a committee of the House? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes; it is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. It has twice passed 
the Senate. It only involves 800 acres of an abandoned military 
reservation, and the purpose is to use it for the militia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


P. W. MITCHELL AND OTHERS, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, 
ee asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of a bill which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


(A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. C. Felmet. T. a 
Bowen, and others. 7 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Spon is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any funds in the Treasury belonging to the East- 
ern Band of Cherokee Indians, to the following persons, to wit: P. W. Mite 
chell, $129; M. C. Felmet, $150; T. C. Bowen, 877; David Blythe, 830: Jessé 
Reed, 87; William Locust, $17, and George French, %. a 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 


amendment: 
Insert in line 8, after the word ‘dollars,’ the words “ and 50 cents.’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should like to have the report 
read, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 
; a report (by Mr. BOWER of North Carolina) was read, as 
ollows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 6856, 
report the same with recommendation that the same as amended do pass. 

‘Lhe bill provides for the payment out of funds in United States Treasury 
to the credit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians certain sumstoP. W. 
Mitchell, M.C. Felmet, T.C. Bowen, David Blythe, Jesse Reed, William 
Locust, and George French, the total of said sums being $415. 

It appears that, by order of the Secretary of the Interior, P. W. Mitchell 
and M, ©. Felmet, timber experts, made an extensive and minute examina: 
tion and estimate of the kind and quality of timber upon the lands belong- 
ing to said Cherokee Indians. This estimate was made for the purpose and 
with the view of selling said timber under the direction and supervision of 
the General Government for the benefit of these Indians. 

These experts rendered their accounts for their services which were ac- 
ceptable to the Indians and duly indorsed by them at one of their councils. 
The sums due to each on this account are designated in bill. The sums al- 
lowed to David Blythe, Jesse Reed, William Locust, and George French, are 
for services as axmen in attendance upon and assisting said experts. T. C. 
Bowen is allowed the sum of 877 for services as surveyor in locating and de- 
fining the lands of these Indians. In Jackson and Swain Counties, N. C., 
survey was deemed necessary in order to ascertain what quantity of land 
was properly assessable for taxation. 

This survey was made in the year 1892 by the sanction of T.J. Morgan, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and Acting Secretary of the Interior, Hon. 
George Chandler. Estimates of the costs of survey were submitted in due 
form. The sum admitted to be due the surveyor, T. C. Bowen, is $77.50. 

The committee recommend that bill be amended by inserting after the 
word ‘‘dollars’’ and before the name “‘ David Blythe,’’ in line 8, the words 
“and fifty cents,’’ and as thus amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. CRAWFORD]. 

There was no objection. 

The amendmentrecommended by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a further 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out the words ‘‘T.C. Bowen,” in lines 7 and 8, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘George H. Smathers.”’ 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will say that George H. 
Smathers is special assistant district attorney for the Govern- 
ment, and has been looking after the interestsof these Indians. 
and he advanced to the surveyor the amount due him. I will 
ask to have read the affidavitof Mr. Bowen, making assignment 
to Mr. Smathers, for the purpose of having this money paid to 


him. 
Mr. DOCKERY. How much is the amount involved in this 


amendment? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. About $77. Iask to have read the docu- 
ment which I send to the desk. ¢ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, in account with T. C. Bowen, of Waynes- 
ville, N. C., Dr. 


To six and ahalf days, servicesrendered in computing the number of acres 
of land from Temple field notes within Cathcart tractof Qualla boundary 
of land in Jackson Country, N. C., at & per day, $32.50. 

The services were rendered one-half day March 31, 1892, and April 1, 2, 4,6, 
and 7, 1892. 

Computations made by latitude and departures. 

Respectfuliy submitted. 

T. C. BOWEN. 

Received of George H. Smathers $32.50, in full payment of the above ac 


count. 
T. C. BOWEN. 


STATE OF OnI0, Marion County : 

I, John A. Wolford, a notary public for the county and State aforesai 
hereby certify that T.C. Bowen this day personally appeared before me an 
acknowledged the due execution of the assignment to George H. Smather; 
of the foregoing account in the sum of $32.50, and the said T. C. Bowerrstate 
that the time charged in the foregoing account is correct, and that his serv- 
ices were well worth the sum charged, and that he has long since received 
full pay for the same from the said George H. Smathers. 

JOHN A. WOLFORD. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of September, A. D. 1893, 

(SEAL. ] JOHN A. WOLFORD, 

Notary Public, Marion County, Ohio. 


Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, in account with T. C. Bowen, of Waynes- 
ville, N. C., Dr. 


To nine days’ services rendered in os the number of acres of land 
from Temple field notes inside of Qualla boundary of land in Swain County, 
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1894. 














}., and for other services said Indians, as per report report made to the 
Naumlasionat of Indian Affairs September 19, 1892, at 85 per day, 845. 


. bmitted. 
Reapestsany ome T. C. BOWEN. 


ceived of George H. Smathers 5 in full payment of the above account. 
mien P T. C. BOWEN. 
STATE OF OnTI0, Marion County: 

I, John A. Wolford, a notary public for the county and State aforesaid 
hereby certify that T. C. Bowen this day personally appeared before me anc 
acknowledged the due execution of the assignment to George H. Smathers 
of the foregoing account in the sum of $65, and the said T. C. Bowen states 
that the time charged in the foregoing account is correct, and that his serv- 
ices were Well worth the sum fee eo I aa pee long since received 

ay for » same from the said George H. Smathers. 
rer ee JOHN A. WOLFORD. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 20th day of September, A. D. 1893. 

[SEAL. } JOHN A. WOLFORD, 

; Notary Public, Marion County, Ohio. 


The amendment offered by Mr. CRAWFORD was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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The title of the bill was amended to conform to the amend- 


ment to the text of the bill. 
On motion of Mr. CRAWFORD, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MILITARY ROAD FROM EL PASO TO FORT BLISS, TEX. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 7419) for the con- 
struction of a military road from the city of El Paso to Fort 
Bliss, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That when the military reservation known as “Old Fort 
Bliss” shall have been sold by virtue of an act approved March 1, 1890, s0 
much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to exceed 84,000, 
are hereby appropriated to the construction of a military road between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. GORMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committeé on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6920) “for the construction of a military road,’’ having had the same under 
consideration, recommend the following substitute: 


“A bill for the construction of a military road from the city of El Paso to 
Fort Bliss, Tex. 


‘\ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen/atives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That when the military reservation known 
as ‘‘Old Fort Bliss’’ shall have been sold, by virtue of an act approved March 
1, 1890, so much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to exceed 
#4,000, are hereby appropriated to the construction of a military road be- 
tween the city of El Paso. Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 

And when substituted for said bill (H. R. 6920) recommend its passage. 

The following approval of the War Department is herewith made a part 
of this report: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
; Washington, D. C., May 15, 1894. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to return herewith letter of the Hon. J. V.Cock- 
RELL, M. C., inclosing, with request for favorable consideration, H. R. 6920, 
@ bill providing that when the military reservation known as Old Fort Bliss 
shall have been sold, the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, out of the proceeds of said sale, be appropriated to build a military 
road between the city of Kl Paso, Tex,, and New Fort Bliss; and to report 
that from a recent appraisement by a board the value of the land at Old 
Fort Bliss, with the buildings and improvements thereon, is placed at 815,- 
412, The public sale thereof was advertised to take place March 5, 1894, but 
at the request of the Texas delegation it has beensuspended, pending action 
on H, R. 5690, and the property is now in charge of a quartermaster’s agent. 

It is recommended that in line 5, after the word “ninety,” strike out 
“four thousand” and insert ‘‘so much of;”’ in line 6 strike out “dollars or 
so much thereof”’ and insert ‘the receipts therefrom; in same line, after 
‘necessary,’ strike out ‘is’? and insert ‘are; in line 7, after the word 
‘‘appropriated,”’ strike out ‘‘out of the proceeds of said sale”’ and insert, 
after the word ‘“‘the,”’ ‘‘construction of a.” 

With these changes the bill will read, as follows: 

‘* Be it enacted, etc., * * * That when the military reservation known as 
“Old Fort Bliss *' shall have been sold, by virtue of an act approved March 
1, 1890, so much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary are hereby 
appropriated to the construction of a military road between the city of El 
Paso, Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War.” 

With these amendments no objection is known to the passage of the bill. 


Very respectfully, 
R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quarlermaster- General, United States Army 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, until I can examine that bill and 
see why a bill of similar import introduced by me has been ad- 
versely reported, I shall have to object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will listen for a mo- 
ment I will give him an explanation as to this bill. I do not 
know anything about his bill. 

al NN. I wish to know why my bill was adversely re- 
ported. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can explain this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 
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Mr. BUNN. [shall have to object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the consideration of 
the bill. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appoint- 
ments of assistant paymasters in the Navy; 

A bill (S. 2000) granting the Brainerd and Northern Minne- 
sota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Montpelier. 


WIDOW OF JAMES R. FISHER. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland, from the 
Committee on Accounts, presents a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James R. Fisuer, 
deceased, late assistant librarian of the House of Representatives, under 
the Clerk, a sum equal to his salary for one year, and that the Clerk be fur 
ther directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House the expenses of 
the late illness and funeral of said James R. Fisher, said expenses not to ex- 
ceed the sum of $500. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. RUSK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolu- 
tion relative to paying the widow of James R. Fisher, deceased, late assist- 
ant librarian of the House of Representatives. a sum equal to one year’s 
salary and funeral expenses have had the same under consideration and 
beg to offer the following substitute in lieu thereof, and recommend the 
passage of the same: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
bay Out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James R. 
‘isher, deceased, late assistant librarian of the House of Representatives, 
under the Clerk, @ sum equal to his salary for six months, and that the 
Clerk be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House 
the expenses of the late illness and funeral of said James R. Fisher, said ex- 
penses not to exceed the sum of $250. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Accounts puts this resolution on a footing with 
the practice of the House in such cases. It has been customary 
for many years to allow six months’ salary and funeral expenses 
to the families or representatives of deceased employés. The 
resolution as introduced called for a year’s salary and $500 for 
funeral expenses. The amendment cuts it down in accordance 
with the precedent. Mr. Fisher was the assistant librarian of 
the House, and had previously occupied other positions, at one 
time being the assistant postmaster. I ask that the resolution 
be put on its passage. 

The substitute recommended by the committee was agreed 
to, and the original resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, was laid on the table. 


WIDOW OF HARRY W. COCKERILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland submits an- 
other report, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of 
Harry W. Cockerill, deceased, late an employé of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to six months of the salary being paid to said Cockerill 
at the time of his death, and the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund to the said widow of Harry W. Cockerill the expenses at- 
tending the last illness and funeral of the deceased, said expenses not to ex- 
ceed in amount the sum of $250. 


The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, offered by Mr. HEARD, relative to the payment of six months’ 
salary and funeral expenses to the widow of Harry W. Cockerill, deceased, 
late anemployé ofthe House of Representatives, beg to report that after due 
investigation, they respectfully recommend the passage of the same. 

Mr. RUSK. I ask for the passage of the resolution, 

Mr. DOCKERY. What amount is covered by that resolu- 
tion? P 

Mr. RUSK. Six months’ salary and $250 for funeral ex- 
penses. = 

Mr. COX. How much does that amount to? 

Mr. RUSK. It amounts in all to about $900. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Is there any question whether 
this conforms to the practice? 

Mr. RUSK. It has been the practice of this House for about 


thirty years at least to pass such resolutions. 
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Mr. WISE. I would state tothe gentleman that I have all 
the precedents here; and it has been done in this present 


Mr. RUSK. [will state thatthe present House of Represent- 
atives is j rv ting the practice of previous Houses. At 
the beginning of thi sssion we passed a resolution of this kind 
in favor of 1 widow of the Chaplain without even referring 
it to the Committee on Accounts, and there have been one or 
two accounts since then. This is in strict accordance with the 
precedents established by this and other Houses. 

‘I resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

WIDOW OF EDWARD J. M’CRISTAL. 


Mr. RUSK. I present another report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contin 
gont fund of the House, to Mrs. Ella C. MeCristal, widow of Edward J. Mc- 
Cristal, deceased, late anvemployé of the House, a sum equal to six months 
of the salary being paid to said hdward J. McCristal atthe timeot hisdeath, 
and the Clerk be further direejed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
House to said Mrs. Ella ©. MeCristal, the sum of $250 to cover the expenses 
of the last illness and funeral of the deceased. 

The report (by Mr. RUSK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to Whom wasreferred the accompanying res 
olution, g@ered by Mr. Bowers, relative to the payment of six months’ sal- 
ary and fmeral expenses to Mrs. Elia C. McCristal, widow of Edward J. 
McCristal, deceased, latean employé of the House of Representatives, beg 
to report that, after due investigation, they respectfully recommend the 
passage of the same. 

The question was taken on the passage of the resolution, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it: 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Division. 

The House divided; and there-were—ayes 77, noes 11. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider: the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


WIDOW OF JAMES P. HICKMAN. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee. on Accounts; also reported 
back the following resolution: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 28, 1894. 

Mr. RoneRrson of Louisiana submitted the following, which was referred 
tothe Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed. to 
pay. out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of James P. Hick- 
man, deceased, late an employé of the House, asum equal to six months of 
the sulary being paid said Hickman atthe time of his death; and that the 
Clerk be further directed to pay said widow a sum. not exceeding $250 to 
cover the expenses of the late illness and funeral of James P. Hickman, de 
ceased. 

The report of the committee, which was read, states that after 
due investig ition the committee respectfully recommends the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mir. LANE. I call for the regular order. , 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged report: 

Mr. RUSK. Lask the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to inquire whether it has been the 
custom to allow, in the case of deceased committee clerks, six 
months’ salary just the same as to regular annual employes’ of 
the House. 

Mr. RUSK. There has never been any distinction made in the 
case of clerks, as to whether they were annual. .employé¢s or com- 
mittee clerks. ‘This resolution is in accordance with precedent. 

Mr. COOMBS. Was this employé a session clerk or-an an- 
nual clerk? 

Mr. RUSK. He was anannual clerk—clerk to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers ‘and Harbors. 

Mr. COOMBS. Of course I do not wish to makeany objection 
ina matter of this:kind. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was this mananemployéof this Congress? 

Mr; RUSK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want tosay in reference: to these: resolu- 
tions that I shall vote against them, and without criticism. of 
the committee; but [ think the committee.isfolowing a vicious 
precedent in submitting these reports: 

Tho question. being: taken; there were on a’ division (called 
for by Mr. HOLMAN)—ayes 95, noes.25. 

So the resolution was.agreed to. 

On motion.of Mr. RUSK a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FAMILY! OF THOMAS M’KAIG. 
Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, also. reported 
back the following resolution: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 12, 1893: 
Mr. DUNPITY submitted the following, which was reférred to the Com- 


mittee on Accounts: Sf 


Rexeived) That the Clerk of the House.of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent faumd of. the House: to. the widow of Thomas Mce+ 
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Kaig, deceased, late a fireman under the engineer of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, a sum equal to his salary for six months; and that'the Clerk be 
further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House the ex- 
penses of the last illness and funeral expenses of said Thomas MeKaig¢. said 
expenses not to exceed the sum of $250. 

The report of the committee, which was read, states thatafter 
due investigation the committes recommends the passage of the 
resolution with an amendment striking out, in line 4, the word 
“widow” and inserting the word ‘‘ children.” 

Mr. RUSK. The amendment reported by the committee ig 
made necessary in consequence of the fact that since the decease 
of this employe his widow has also died, leaving two or three 
smali children. The amendment has been adopted so that they 
may get the benefit of this allowance. : 

‘Lhe amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 





SARAH E. EVANS. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committes on Accounts, also reported 
back the following resolution: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 8, 1894 

Mr. WILLIAM J. STONE Submitted tho following, which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Sarah E. Evans, sister of 
Linton S. Carey, deceased, late an employs of the House of Representatives 
au Sum eyual to six months’ salary, asa laborer in thecloakroom of the House 
of Representatives; and that the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund the expenses of the last illness and funeral of said Linton 
5S. Carey, such expenses not to exceed $259. 

The report of the committee, which was read, recommended 
as-a substitute: for the resolution referred, the following: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contin- 
gent fund.of the House the expenses of the lastillness and funeral of Linton 
5. Carey, late an employé of the House of Representatives, such expenses 
not to exceed $250. 

Mr. RUSK. I will explain this matter. 

Mr. BRETZ. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
why it is proposed to make this allowance to the sister of this 
deceasedemployé? Whereare these precedents going tolead to? 

Mr. RUSK. If the:gentleman had listened to the reading of 
the report he would have observed that we have recommended 
a substitute. We found upon inquiry that this man has left no 
dependent relatives, but that his sister paid his funeral ex- 
penses; and the resolution which we report as a substitute pro- 
poses:only reimbursement for the expense thus incurred by the 
sister. 

Mr. BRETZ. Then there is no allowanve for’salary? 

Mr. RUSK. There:was such an allowance in the original res- 
olution, but we have struck it ont. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. How many Congresses do these 
resolutions cover? 

Mr; RUSK. All the resolutions which have been submitted 
refer to employésof the present Congress. The committee dur- 
ing the present session has made no report upon cases of this 
kind. The only:action of this sort taken during the present 
Congress was in a case in the early part of the session; where 
the. House acted without referring the subject to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the resolu- 
tion reported. by the committee in lien of the-original resolu- 
tion. ‘ 

The substitute resolution was adopted. 

Om motion.of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MRS; ANNIE B. WHITE. 


Mr. RUSK, from the.Committee. on Accounts, reported also 
the following resolution: 


In- THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, October 10, 1893, 


Mr: BINGHAM submitted ‘the following, which was referred .to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives bo directed to 
pay out of the-contingent fund of the House to Mrs. Annie B. White, wife 
of Alexander H. White, deceased, late an employé inthe officeof the Clerk 
of thediouse of Representatives, asum equal to his salary for six months; 
and that the Clerk’ be further directed to pay out of the contingent fund of 
the House for the expenses ¢* the last illness and funeral of said Alexander 
H. White, such expenses not to exceed #250. 


The report of the committee, which: was read, states: that 
after due investigation, the committee respectfully recommend 
the passage of the resolution. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Qn-motion.of Mr. RUSK, a.motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
JOHN W. MAUNEY: 


Mr: RUSK. I ask the: Clerk to read’ the remaining” resolu- 
tion. 















The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay 
out.of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of John W. Mauney, 
deceased, late clerk of the Committee on the Post-Ollice and Post Roads of 
the House of Representatives, a sum equ il to Six months ol th 3 salary bein 
paid to said Mauney at the time of his death; and that the Clerk be further 
directed to pay to the widow of said Mauney the expenses of the last illness 
uaeral of the deceased, said expenses not to exceed the sum of & 
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Mr. RUSK. Let the report be read. 





Phe report (by Mr. Rus) was read as follows: 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolu- 
tion, offered by Mr. HSNDERSON of North Carolina, beg to report that after 
due investigation they respectfully recommend the passage of the same 


The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence for ten days was grar 
to Mr. WILSON of Washington, on account of sickness; and to 
Mr. HUTCHESON, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT 1894. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesses. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
submit areport from the Committee on Printing to print the Ag- 
ricultural Report. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 198) to print Agricultural Report for 1894. 

Resolved, etc., That the Annual Report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
for the year 1894 be printed. Said report shali hereafter be submitted and 
printed in two parts, as follows: Part one, which shall contain purely busi- 
ness and executive matter which it is necessary tor the Secretary to submit 
to the President and Congress; part two, whica shall contain such reports 
from the different Bureaus and divisions, and such papers prepared by their 
special agents, accompanied by suitable illustrations as shall, in the opinion 
of the Secretary, be specially suited to interest and instruct’ the farmers of 
the country, and to include a general report of the operations of the Depart- 
ment for theirinformation, There shall be printed of part-one, 1,000 copies 
for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House, and 3,000 copies for: the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; and of part two, 110,000 copies-for the-use of the Sen- 
ate, 560,00) copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 30,000 
copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the illustrations for 
the same to beexecuted under the supervision of the Public Printer, in ae- 
cordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Seeretary of Agriculture; 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Lwould like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee as to the necessity for dividing the report 
into two volumes. Does it not necessarily increase the expendi- 
ture? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I[ ask the reading of: the 
report first, and will then furnish such additional information 
as-may be required. 

Tho report was-rend. as follows: 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on Printing, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

The Committee have considered House Joint Resolution 198 to print Agri- 
cultural Report for 1894, and direct me to report same with the reeommen- 
dation that it do pass. ‘The committee are of the opinion that it is wise to 
print said report in two parts. as provided in the resolution, with contents 
divided as suggested. The proposed change has been submitted to the De 

artinent of Agriculture, and lias the approval of the Seeretary,; as shown 

ry the letter from him herewith submitted. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now ask that the letter 
from the Secretary of Agriculture be read, and it will in part 
answer the inquiry of the gentleman from Lllinois. 

The Clerk road as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Jrne 21, 1894. 

Str: I believe that the annual report of the Department of Agriculture, 
distributed to the farmers of the country im such large numbers, could be 
greatly improved by publishing it in two separate parts, as foliows: 

Part 1 to contain purely. business and executive matter, which it is neces- 
sary forthe Secretary to submit to the President and Congress. 

Part 2 to include such carefully prepared and selected matter, with proper 
illustrations, as will especially interest and benefit the farmers of ths coun- 
try, excluding everything that belongs to Part 1 and including a general 
report on the work of the Department, written with special reference to the 
needs of the farming public. 

The advantages of such a division of the report are so apparent that no 
argument is needed tosupport them. The plan will give this Department 
the ——— to prepare a report which will interest and benefit the farm- 
ing classes more than anything which has hitherto been issued from it. 

if this division is to be made, it will be necessary that this Department be 
notified so thatit can give early instructions to the chiefs of Bureaus and 
divisions, w'1o will soon begin the preparation of the annual report to be 
submitted on the Ist of December. 1 would respectfully suggest, therefore, 
the incorporation of some provision like: that inclosed in the printing bill 
now under'consideration by your committee, 


Respectfully, yours, 
J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Chairman Commitiee on Printing, 
TTouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, will make a state- 
ment which [ think wiil be satisfaetory in.connection with this 
Tadter, 
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The resolution provides that the report shall hereafter ba 
printed in two parts the object being, as shown by this r, 
to separate so much of the report as would be of inter ind 
benelit to the farmers and agriculturists of the country from 
that which is purely form! and business, and n ; only to 
the business of the Department—purelyv executive 1 
essnr'y yy the President nd Coneress. Mueh of the ma r now 

ublished in th ports is of no practical interest or b« t 
to the farmer or to t agvricult | n itiy generalty 

v, it is thought by dividing it inthis way that we can elim 
one-third of th itter that 3; into the report. 

As yW we prin 0,000 copies of this olticial information 
ind exceutive matters purely, with which the farmers have no 
oncern. We cireulate 500,000 copies of this uninteresting mat- 


ter us wel We now pro- 
vide that under the law the Secretary shall separate the report 
and only print 3,000 copies of this first part, that will be of use 
to the members and to the Exeeutive Departments, the same as 
we now have printed of the reportsof the Secretiry of the Treas- 
ury and some other Executive Departments; but when youcome 
to print the interesting matter, such as-the reports of these Bu- 
reaus, containing information for the people, obtained by the 
Department of Agriculture, and that will be of consequence to 
the farmer, the resolution provides for printing a half million 
copies as usual. 

Mr. PICK LER. Just as many as we had last year? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ju;t the same. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE,. Giving the samo number to each mem- 
ber and saving about half the expense. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have an amendment in my hand relating 
to the distribution of a number of these reports after they come 
to us, among the members. I wanted to read it to the gentle 
man from Tennessee and ask: if he would be willing to accept it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gantle- 
man to allow the amendment to be read for information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My amendment is to insert at the proper 
place this proviso: 


as that which is of interest to them. 


And that the whole number of part’ 2 that shall be printed for the useof 
the House of Representatives, shall be distributed to members of this House 
in proportion to the numberof personsengaged in agriculture, horticulture, 
or stock-raising in their respective districts 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Personally I would not 
object to that amendment, but:[ hardly think it would be prac- 
ticable. Ido not see how the distribution could be made by the 
Doorkeeper in any such way. He has no such statistics as are 
called for in that amendmént. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If you will permit me to suggest, he can 
easily get that information. The census gives it. There area 
great number of members. of this House who place no value 
whatever upon this particular document, while in other dis- 
tricts it is the most valuable of all Government publications.. In 
the district in which I live there are more thin 18,000 voters 
who are engaged in agriculture. There are districts that I 
could name where not a single voter is engaged in agriculture: 
Why would it not. be better to distribute these publications 
where they would. be most useful, and could be best applied? 
We have the power to control the matter here. If my sugges- 
tion is not adopted, then the number ought to be very largely 
increased. The number that would come to me, under the res- 
olutionasreported bythe gentleman; would not be one-tenth the 
number that ought to be distributed in my district. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will be the same num 
ber you are now getting, nearly 1,000 copies. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the number [ now get is simply an ag- 
gravation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And there are districts in New York, 
Philadelphia, and.other large cities, where there is nota single 
farmer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The present number does not give one man 
in twenty-five the report that, of all others, he wants. I will 
asi the gentleman to let the House take action on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The resolution, as I have 
offered it, provides for thesame distribution that has been made 
from time immemorial. Notwithstanding the statement of the 
gentleman, I do not believe that it would be at all practicable 
for the Doorkeeper to consult the census and make an apper- 
tionment based upon the statistics that he might get in refer- 
ence to the farmers in the-differentdistricts. I do not think we 
ought to depart from the original method of distribution. Gen- 
tlemen who have farmer constituents have no diffieulty in ex- 
changing with city members whose constituents have no par- 
ticular desire for these books fT therefore move the previous 
question on the resolution. 


Mr. BAKER.of. New Hampshire, Will the gentleman. yield 
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to me fora moment? Would the gentleman have any objection 
to an amendment adding tbe words: 

Provided, That the title of each of said parts shall be such as to show that 
each part is complete in itself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection to 
that, although the resolution does not provide that these vol- 
umes shall be designated as parts, but simply provides that they 
shall be printed separately, leaving that to the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to get my 
amendment in? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. HEPBURN] is practicable 
at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let the House determine that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER] submits the following amendment; which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the title of each of the said parts shall be such as to show 
that each part is complete in itself. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iagree to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to offer my amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution and the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICcH- 
ARDSON | demands the previous question upon the resolution and 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN]? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I can not do 
that. I do notthink the amendment would beat all practicable. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the resolution and the pending amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 58. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The House again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 123; noes 
Vie 
So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the third reading of 
the joint resolution as amended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it nowin order to move to recommit 
with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It will be after the third reading. 

The resolution was ordered to be read athird time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to recommit to the committee, with 
instructions to report the resolution with the language which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recom- 
mit with instructions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the whole number of ay 2 that shall be printed for the use of 
the House of Representatives shall be distributed to members of the House 
in eee to the number of persons engaged in agriculture, horticulture, 
and stock-raising in their respective districts. 

The question was taken on the motion to recommit, and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 95. 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The joint resolution was then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was agreed to 
was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. , 
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To Mr. STEVENS, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. BRosIvs, for two days, on account of illness. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 
SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 


Mr. PIGOTT, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 7197) to pro- 
vide a register for the schooner barge Astoria; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


TO RECLASSIFY AND PRESCRIBE SALARIES OF RAILWAY 
POSTAL CLERKS. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported favorably the bil! 
(S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. COVERT, from the Committee on Patents, reported with 
amendments, the bill (H.R. 6835) to amend Title LX, charpter 
3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 
rights; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the minority may 
have leave to present their views. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority will have 
leave to present their views, and when presented they will be 
printed. 

This completes the call of committees for reports. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF WATSON AGAINST BLACK, 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. PENCE. I rise to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the contested-election case of Thomas E. Watson vs. James 


C. C, Black be made the special order for the 17th day of July, 1894, and from 
day to day until the same is disposed of. 


. Mr. BROWN. [raise the pointof order that that is not privi- 
eged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Colorado that as to reports from the Committee on Elections 
it has been held that it is privileged to call them up for consid- 
eration at any time. This is a resolution that looks to fixing a 
time. The Chair does not see how this gives it privilege. It 
is privileged to call up the matter, and the gentleman may 
accomplish his purpose by giving notice that he wili call up the 
matter, or something of that sort. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest that the motion could be made 
to call this up, and then move that it be postponed to a partic¢- 
ular day. 

The SPEAKER. It could be done inthat way. 

Mr. PENCE. I will make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman must first call it up. 

Mr. PENCE. I will call it up, if I may do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado calls up for 
consideration the contested-election case of Watson against 
Black. 

Mr. BROWN. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The title will be read, and then the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman. The gentleman from Colorado 
calls up the following resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved 1. That Thomas E. Watson was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Georgia 
and is not entitled to a seat in said Congress. 

Resolved 2. That James C. C. Black was elected a member of the Fifty-third 


Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Georgia and 
is entitled to a seat in said Congress. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] 
raises the question of consideration on these resolutions. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lutions just read? 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. PENCE)—ayes 49, noes 92. 

Mr. PENCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PENCE and Mr. BROWN were appointed as tellers to act 
during the call of the yeas and nays. 











The question 


Abbott, 

Adama, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 

Apsley, 

Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Bailey. 

Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 

Bell, Colo. 

Bell, Tex.’ 
Berry, 
Bingham, 

Blair, 

Boatner, 

Koen, 

Bower, N.C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 

irickner, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 

Bryan, 

Bundy, 

Bunn, 

Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fia. 
Cooper, Ind. 


Aldrich, 
Avery, 
sarnes, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, Ga, 
Black, Ill. 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Gowers, Cal. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brosius, 
Burnes, 
Caminetti, 
Jampbell, 
Capehart, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 





was taken; and there were—yeas 220, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS—220. 
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, I. 
Cooper, Wis. Houk, 
Cousins, Hudson, 
Covert, Rulick, 
Cox, Hull, 
Crain, Hunter, 
Crawford, Ikirt, 
Curtis, Kans Izlar, 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind 
Daniels, Jones, 
Davis, Kem, 
De Armond, Kiefer, 
De Forest, Kyle, 
Dinsmore, Lacey, 
Dockery, Lane, 
Donovan, Lapham, 


Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunpby, 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Vletcher, 
Funk, 

I'yan 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary. 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 

Harris, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Lil. 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hitt 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 


Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslagor, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marsh. 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 


NAYS—0. 


ANSWERED ° 


‘PRESENT’’—1. 


Meiklejohn. 


NOT VOTING 


Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Griffin, 
Grout 

Grow 

Haines. 

Hall, Minn. 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Magner, 
Marshall, 


131. 


Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
Mercer. 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 

Morse, 

Neill, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 

Post, 

Price, 

Quigg, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 

Reed, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Sheil, 


Page. 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va 
Perkins, 
Pigott, 
Powers, 

Ray, 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 

Shaw, 

Smith, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
‘Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey, 

‘Tyler, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 

Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, I). 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stal.ings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Dl. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, Pa. 


So the House decided to consider the resolutions. 
Before the result of the vote was announced—— 


Mr. QUIGG. 


I voted inadvertently. 


I desire to withdraw 


my vote, being paired with my colleague from New York [Mr. 


STRAUS]. 


Mr. HARTMAN. 


I desire to withdraw my vote, as [ am paired 


with the gentleman from New York [Mr. HAINES]. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GRouT. 
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Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. GROW. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. Curtis of New York. 
Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. NEILL of Arkansas with Mr. CHILDs. 

Mr. Cooper of Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois, 

Mr. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANTELS, 

Mr. STRALT with Mr. ELLis of Oregon. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr. Quiaa. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania 
Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRiGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. KIEFER. : 
For this day: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. MEREDITH with Mr. Brostvus. 

Mr. RICHARDS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. SAYERS with Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


from Colorado. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case is a unani- 
mous one, joined in, as [ understand, by both the Democratic 
and Republican members of the committee. Notwithstanding 
this fact, however, there is a serious belief on the part of the 
members of this House—many of the members—that the con- 
testant, Mr. Watson, was duly elected. 

[ do noteare to go intoany discussion of the facts of the case, 
for | am notecapable of doing so, having had no opportunity of! 
becoming informed, as a member of the committee can become 
informed, relative to the merits of the controversy. 

The Populist party, whose candidate Mr. Watson was, hus no 
membershipon the Elections Committee. For reasons that were, 
I suppose, entirely satisfactory to the Speaker's mind, we were 
denied any membership on that committee, notwithstanding a 
formal written request for the appointment of one of the mem- 
bers of our party upon the committee. It will do no good to 
complain of that now, so I make no complaint. 

We felt from the beginning, however, that inasmuch as a 
Populist, Mr. Goode, was contesting the seat of a Democrat, Mr. 
Eppes, from the State of Virginia, and that Mr. O'l’errall, a 
Democrat from Virginia, was chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, and after his resignation another Democrat, Mr. 
JONES, from Virginia, became a member of the committee in 
his place; inasmuch as a Populist, Mr. Watson, from Georgia, 
was contesting the seat of Mr. BLACK, a Democrat, and Mr. 
LAWSON, a Democratic member from Georgia, was put on that 
committee; notwithstanding the further fact that there was a 
Populist, Mr. Whatley, contesting the seat of a Democrat, Mr. 
Coss, from Alabama, and Mr. DENSON, a Democrat from Ala- 
bama, was ag upon the committee, and for other reasons Jike 
these we felt, I repeat, that it was but a fair and reasonable re- 
quest to have one member of the Populist party on that com- 
mittee. 

Prompted by that idea at the time, and feeling entirely sat- 
isficed that we were entitled to the place, we supplemented a 
previous formal verbal request with a written one for recog- 
nition, which was denied to us; and ofcourse we had no remedy, 
and perhaps it isa useless thing to complain. Iam not men- 
tioning it as a complaint now, but only citing the facts as a 
reason for the request that I desire and intend presently to sub- 
mit a request, which we hope and expect will be granted (and 
I do not doubt it will be granted, inasmuch as it is in accord- 
ance with the usual and uniform practice of the House of Rep 
resentatives with reference to contested-election cases), and that 
the same practice will be followed in the case of Mr. Watson. 

That request, Mr. Speaker, is that the contestant, Mr Wat 
son, be granted leave to address the House on this case in his 
own behalf for an hour or an hour and a half—I would suggest 
an hour and a half—and in presenting that request I wish to 
suggest that in view of the fact that like many new members 
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here who have no recollection of course of the precedentsI made 
inquiry of the older members on both sides of the House, and 
am informed that it has been the universal practice to grant 
this privilege to contestants ever since the organization of the 
House of Representatives. It has never been denied. The 
chance for the contestant to speak for himself has always been 
grranted. 

” Tstarted to look into the RECORD to ascertain for myself what 
had been the practice in such cases, and I find instances where 
the present Speaker of the House had himself made a similar 
request in more than one case. [I remember particularly the 
contest of Thoebe against Carlisle, when the present Speaker of 
the House | Mr. Crisp] was chairman of the Committe: on Elec- 
tions, and presented that request as in conformity with the uni- 
versal practice of the House. I copied the language in that in- 
stance, wuich appears in the RECORD, volume 88, page 601, Fif- 
tieth Congress, first session, from which it appears that the 
following language was used: 


> 





Mr. Crise. I now ask unanimous consent that the contestant be allowed 
to addre the House if he desires t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


0 do 80. 


I do not know who the Speaker pro tempore was, Mr. Carlisle, 
the Speaker, having left the chair—stated— 


ry togrant such requests by unanimous consent. The Chair 


It is cuglLomary 
hears 1 obi: ction. 

[ think it will not be denied, Mr. Speaker, that that is the 
universal practice of the House; and I hope the same privilege 
will be granted to Mr. Watson. 

[now move that this case be postponed until next Monday after- 
noon at 2o’clock; and pending that, [ move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not understand the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman. 

Mr. PENCE. My motion was that the case be postponed until 
next Monday at 2 o'clock; and pending that, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be until next Monday at 12 o’clock. 
The purpose and the sole purpose is to enable Mr. Watson to ar- 
rive in the city to have the opportunity, which has never been 
denied to 2 contestant here, to be heard in his own behalf. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair will permit me, I would like to sug- 
cest that | understand from the gentleman that Mr. Watson is 
not here, but can be here on Monday. 

Mr. PENCE, That is correct. 

Mr.BROWN. Before putting the question, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Colorado what his object is in moving to 
have the House adjourn until Monday? 

Mr. PENCE. Simply this, I will answer: that before this 
matter came up a number of gentlemen asked that the motion 
be made that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday. There is no object in presenting the question except 
that, and if there is ob ‘ection to it —— 

Mr. BORROWS. It seems to be a general desire to adjourn 
over sie row. 

The question being taken,on motionof Mr. PENCE 
divided: and there were —ayes 65, noes 96, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Colorado to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the contested-election case until Monday next at 20 elock. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I have no response to make to 
what the gentleman from Colorado has said upon the subject of 
the appointment of the Committee on Hiections. If I were to 
say anything, I would say that I hardly consider it delicate to 
approach the Speaker upon the subject of appointing certain per- 
sons upon any of thecommittees. The Speaker is well equipped 
to perform that duty without advice from anyone. 

This case, Mr. Speaker, is here with a unanimous report. It 
procoeded before the Committee on Elections according to the 
wish and desire both of the contestant and contestee. There 
has not been the slightest complaint upon the part of either of 
the parties to this record, respecting the conduct of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, 

The report was adopted by the committee less than one week 
ago, and it seems to me remarkable that the gentleman from 
Colorado {Mr. PeNcE] should come into the House this morning 
and mate this most extraordinary motion which he has made. 
Especially is this so in view of the fact which I have stated, that 
the case has prozressed, on the part of Mr. Watson, according 
to his desires all the way through. Mr. Speaker, all the mem- 
bers of the Committee oa Elections, Republicans as well as 
Democrats, have not only concurred in the result arrived at, as 
stated in the committce’s report, but have concurred in the rea- 


, the House 
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sons so ably stated in the report by my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Georgia, Judge LAwson., 

This, Mr. Speaker, is all I desire to say, either for the con- 
testant, the committee, or the House. I therefore move the 
previous question upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Colori ido [Mr. PENCE] 

‘The previous quest ion was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion to post- 
pone the further consideration of this cise until 2 o’el ock on 
Mond ay —_ 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speakez 

The SPEA KER. This is not 

Mr. PENCE. Is it in order, pending that, to have the Chair 
present the request to the House for unanimous consent that 
the contestant, Mr. Watson, be aeons to address the H¢ 
for one hour on the case? Tha juest, which I made, has 1 
vet been ane d to the ian. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. It will be 
case comes up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, that is not in order now, because 
the question is whether the House will proceed to consider th: 
case or postpone it toa later period. The question now is on 
the motion to postpone the consideration of this case until Mon 
day at 2 o’clock. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there wera —ay 

Mr. PENCE. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. PENCE and Mr. 
BROWN. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 126, 
answered ‘ present” 4, not voting 145; as follows: 

YEAS—‘%7. 


time for that when th 


es 57, noes 102. 


Adams, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Hudson, Perkins, 
Adams, Pa. Daniels, Hulick, Ray, 

Aitken, Davis, Hull, Russeli, Conn 
Baker, Kans. Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Ryan, 

Baker, N. H. Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. Shaw, 
Bartholadt, Dunn, Kem, Smith, 

Bell, Colo, Ellis. Oregon {Ciofer, Stone, C. W. 
Blair, Fletcher, Lacey, Stone, W. A. 
Boen, Funk, Latimer, Strong, 


Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 


Cooper, Wis. 


Cousins, 
Cummings, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry. 
s3oatner, 


Breckinridge, Ark t 


Bretz, 
3rickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Caminetti, 


Cannon, Cal. 


Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind, 


Cooper, Tex. 


Cobb, Ala. 


Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Barnes, 
Bart ett, 
Belden, 


Beltzhoover, 


Gardner, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Harris, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 


Covert, 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 

= nglish, Cal. 
inglish, N. J. 








Geary 
Geisse mhainer, 





McFttrick, 
Grady, McGann, 
Graham, McKaig, 
Gresham, McMillin, 
Hall, Mo. McNagny, 
Hammond, McRag, 
Hare, Meyer, 
Heard, Montgomery, 
Henderson, N.C. Morgan, 
Holman, Moses, 
Hooker, Miss. Mutchler, 
Hunter, Northway, 
Tkir‘ Ogden, 
Izlar, O'Neil, Mass. 
Jones, O'Neill, Mo. 
Kyle, Outhwaite, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT " — 

Enloe, Hayes, 

NOT VOTING—145. 
Bingham, Bunn, 
Black, Ga. Burnes, 
Biack, Lil. Burrows, 
Bland, Cadmus, 
Bower, N. C. Campbell, 
Branch, Capenhart, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Chickering, 
Brosius, Childs, 


Linton, 


Loudenslager, * 


Lucas, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
MeCall, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Murray, 
Payne, 
Pence, 


NAYS—126. 


Lane, 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mz uliory, 
Martin. Int. 
McAleer. 


McCreary, Ky. 


MéCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 


Tawney, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Waneer, 

Warner, 

Waugh, 

Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer 


Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, : 
Powers 

telly. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robb:ns, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Jarsney, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Wells, 
Williams, Til. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, W. Va. 

ise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Wright, Mass. 


Tracey. 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cornish, 
Culberson 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey. 











4 


ee eee 


Pees 


eee rent eer: 





1804. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Denson, Hines, Phillips, Stephenson, 
Dingley, Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Stevens, 
Dr aper, Hopkins, fl. E ost, Stockdale, 
Durborow, Hopkins, Pa. Price, Stone, Ky. 
:dmunds, Houk, Quigg. Storer, 
‘Nis, Ky. Hutcheson, Randall, Strait, 
pes, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, Straus, 
‘elder, Kilgore, Reed, Swanson, 
ithian Kribbs, Reyburn, Sweet. 
‘orm: ; Lawson, Richards, Ohio Taylor, Tenn. 


Lefever, 


Richardson, Mich. 


Thomas, 





> Li-le, Robertson, La. Tucker, 

iil Mass, Loud, Robinson, Pa. Turner, Ga. 
.o0 ier. Magner, Rusk, Turpin, 
joodnight, Marshall, tussell, Ga Tyler, 
‘orman, Marvin, N. Y. Sayers, U pdegraff, 

r McCleary, Minn Schermerhorn, Wadsworth, 

rout, McDowell, Scranton Walker, 

row Meiklejohn, Settle, Weadock 
Hainer, Mercer Shell, Wever, 
Haines, Meredith, Sherman, Wheeler, Ala. 
Hali, Minn Milliken, Sibley, Wheeler, Ili. 
Harmer, Money, Sickles, White. 
Harter. Moon, Simpson, Whiting, 
Hartman, Morse, Sipe, Wilson, Wash. 
flatch, Neill, Svodgrass, Wright, Pa. 
Henderson, lowa Newlands, Sorg, 
Hendrix, Oates, Springer, 
Hic] Pendleton, Tex. Stallings, 


So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

lov this day: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. Post. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. SNODGRASS, is detained in his room by illness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. PENCE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWN. 
sideration and disposition of the report, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, it is before the House. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, this case has 
progressed so far, on the part of the House, as well as on the 
part of the committee, so as to afford Mr. Watson every oppor- 
tunity that he has desired to be heard, and in view of the fact 
that the report of the committee, as I said before, is unanim us, 
neither its conclusions nor any statement that it contains being 
objected to by anyone, and in view of the unprecedented course 
tuken by a third party in this caso, it seems to me that the 
House should dispose of this case at once. 

The record shows, uncontradictedly shows, that Judge BLACK, 
the sitting member, has a majority of at least 5,000 votes. By 
giving the contestant every possible doubt that could occur in 
the cxamination of the case, the majority of the sitting member 
is at least that much. 
useful purpose can be served by a discussion of this question 
further. | therefore move the previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. Inasmuch as the gentleman has just made an 
allusion to me—— 

The SPEAKER. 
previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to with- 
draw it, inasmuch as he has made allusion to my own action in 
the matter. I wish to make 

Mr. BROWN. 
orado. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think if you will shutoff all—— 

Mr. BROWN. Or to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, in fairness, the gentleman 
ought to be a little in favor of free speech,even if the gentle- 
man has no case. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 75. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PENCE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Tuesday next at 2 o'clock. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 14, noes 6%. 

Mr. PENCK. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee), 
The gentleman from Colorado makes the point of no quorum. 
The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Brown} and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 





The 





It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no | 


The gentleman from Indiana demands the | 


Mr. Speaker. the question now is on the con- 


I can not yield to the gentleman from Col- | 


The House again divided; and tellers reported 


118. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


men desiring to vote will please come forward. 


Mr. BROWN. I demand the yeas and nays. 





1023 


ayes 2; noos 


No quorum has voted. Gentle- 


‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 
m : ‘ 
Ihe question was taken; and there were—yeas 54, nays | 


answered ‘ 


Aitken, 
Apsley, 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 


OUtTELIG, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Bundy 
Burrows, 

( 10n, Ill 

. vell, 
Cooper, Wis 
Cousins 
Curtis, Kans. 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex 
Berry, 
Boatner, 
Bower, N.C. 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 


irookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadn 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 

( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


LUS, 





lancy, 
‘lark, Mo, 
Yockrell, 
soffeen 
onn, 
Yoombs, 


‘ooper, Fla. 


Cobb, Ala 
Hayes 
| Adams, Ky. 
Ada . Pa 
Aldrich 
Ba ck, 
B *, N. EL 
Ba in, 
2 y 
Ba . 
Belden, 
| Be Colo. 
B 0Ver, 
Biack, Ga. 
B <, 1 
Bl a 
BI l 
B 
br 
B iridge, Ky 
| Br 3 
| Bur ’ 
impbell, 
Japehart, 


( 
( 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 


| Curtis, N. ¥. 


Dalzell, 
Davey, 
De Forest, 


| Denson, 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 


present” 8, not voting 148; 
YEA 


Daniels, 
Davis, 
Doolittle, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Grosvenor, 





S--4 

Kiefer, 
Linton, 
Loudenslager 
Lucas, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McCall, 








Hainer, McKeighan, 
Harris, McL.urin, 
Heiner, Milliken, 
Hepburn, Murray, 
Johnson, Ind. Pence, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Perkins, 
Kem, ickler, 
NAYS—142 
Cooper, Ind. Ikirt, 
Cooper, Tex. Izlar, 
Covert, Jones, 
Cox, Kyle, 
Crain, Lacey, 
Crawford, Lane, 
De Armond, Lapham, 
Dinsmore, Latimer, 
Dockery, Layton, 
Donovan, Lester, 
Dunn, Livingston, 
Dunpby, Lockwood, 
English, Cal. Lynch, 
English, N. J. Maddox, 
Epes, Mallory, 
Erdman, Martin, Ind 
Fyan, McAleer, 


Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Haro, 
Harter, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Ul. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hitt. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Bulick, 
Hunter, 
\NSWERED * 
Aull, 


McCleary, Minn. 


NOT VOTIN 


Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Enloe 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Haines, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hermann, 

H cks, 
Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, IL. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore 
Kribbs, 


So the motion was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announce 
For this day: 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. Hrrv. 


McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
MyM ‘Dowell, 
MckEttrick, 
MeGann, 
McKaig, 
McMiliin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Montgomery, 
foses, 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 
Northway, 

Og ten, 
O'Neil, Mass 
O' Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
PRESENT "'—8 
Newlands, 
Page, 

+—148 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 

Loud, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McDannold, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 

M mney, 
Moon, 
Morse, 

Neill, 

Oates, 
Payne, 
Phillips 
Post, 

Price, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Richards, Ohio 


Richardson, Mich. 


Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Russell, Conn 
Russell, Ga 
sayers 


Schermerhnorg, 
S tnton, 
Settlo, 

Shaw, 
Sherman 
Sibley 


as follows: 


Ray, 

Reed 
Reyburn 
Shel 

Smith 
Stephenson 
Stone. C. W 
Stone, W.A 
Storer, 
Tawney, 

w tuwzno 
Wilson, On 
Paschal 
Patterson 
Paynter, 


Pearson, 
Penidieton, ‘I 
Pendleto 
Pigott, 
Powers 
Reilly, 
Richard s 
Ritch 
Robbin 
Rusk 

"om 
Sperry, 
Swans 
Talbe 
Talbott, Ma 
Tarsney, 
Tate 
Vaylor,tn’ 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker 
Turner, Va 
Warner, 
Washington 
Vell 
Williams, Ill 
Williams, Miss 


Ryan, 
Van Voorhi 


Sickles, 


Sipe 


Stock iale 
Stone, Ky 
Stra ; 
Straus, 
Stron 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Turner, Ga 
Turpin, 
Tyler. 

U pdegraft 
Van Voorhis, 
worth, 


Ohto 











Wilson, Wash 
Wilson. W. Va 
W oomer 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa 
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Mr. WHITING with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following 
resolution from the Committee on Rules, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on pending resolutions in contested- 
election case of Watson vs. Black; and without intervening motion the vote 
be taken on sald resolutions without division, and then on a motion to re- 
consider and lay on the table. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Onthat I demand the previous question. 

‘The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
nyes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 10. 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call for the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Ohio |Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] to act as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PENCE. I ask that the Chair appoint someone ales in 
my place; and I suggest that the gentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. KEM] be appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KEM] 
will please take his place as teller. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 41, 
answered ‘‘ present” 6, not voting 167; as follows: 


YEAS—138. 
Abbott, Covert, Layton, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alderson, Cox, Lester, Pigott, 
Allen, Crain, Livingston, Powers, 
Arnold, Crawford, Lockwood, Price, 
Bailey, Cummings, Lynch, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Davey, Maddox, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartlett, De Armond, Maguire, Ritchie, 
Barwig, De Forest, Mallory, Robbins, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Martin, Ind. Rusk, 
erry, Dockery, McAleer, Shell, 
Boatner, Donovan, McCreary, Ky. Somers, 
Bower, N. C. Dunn, McCulloch, Sorg, 
Branch, Dunphy, McDannold, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ari. Enzlisn, N. J. McDearmon, Swanson, 
Bretz, Epes, McEttrick, Talbert, S. C. 
Brickner, Erdman, McGann, Talbott, Md. 
Brookshire, Everett, McKaig, Tarsney, 
Brown, Fyan, McMillin, Tate, 
Bunn, Geary, McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McRae, Terry, 
Cabaniss, Grady, Mercer, Tracey, 
Cadmus, Graham, Meyer, Tucker, 
Oaminetti, Gresham, Money, ‘Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, Montgomery, Tyler, 
Caruth, Hare, Morgan, Washington, 
Oatchings, Harter, Moses, Wells, 
Causey, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Williams, Ill. 
Olancy, Hooker, Miss. Ogden, Williams, Miss. 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, Outhwaite, Wilson, W. Va. 
Oobb, Mo. Ikirt, Page, Wise, 
Oockrell, Izlar, Paschal, Wolverton, 
Oonn, Jones, Patterson, Woodard, 
Coombs, Kyle, Paynter, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Ind. Lane, Pearson, 
Cooper, Tex. Latimer, Pendleton, Tex. 

NAYS—4L.} 
Adams, Ky. Funk, Lucas, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Gardner, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Colo. Hainer, McKeighan, Stone, W. A. 
Bingham, Heiner, Meiklejohn, Strong, 
Broderick, Hermann, Northway, Thomas, 
Bundy, Hitt, Pence, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cannon, Ill. Johnson, Ina. Perkins, Warner, 
Ooffeen, Kem, Ray, Waugh. 
Oogswell, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Cousins, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Doolittie, Linton, Ryan, 

ANSWERED ‘“‘PRESENT ’’—6. 

Oobb, Ala. Hayes, Pickler, Storer. 
Hager, Loud, 


NOT VOTING—167. 


Adams, Pa. Bowers, Cal. Daniels, Gillett, Mass. 
Aitken, Breckinridge, Ky. Davis, Goldzier, 
Aldrich, Brosius, Denson, Goodnight, 
Alexander, Bryan, Dingley, Gorman, 
Apsley, Burnes, Dolliver, Griffin, 

Avery, Burrows, Draper, Grosvenor, 
Babcock, Campbell, Durborow, Grout, 

Kaker, Kans. Capehart, Edmunuds, Grow, 

Baker, N. H. Chickering, Ellis, Ky. Haines, 
Baldwin, Childs, Ellis, Oregon Hall, Minn. 
Barnes, Clarke, Ala. English, Cal. Hall, Mo. 
Belden, Cockran, Enloe, Harmer, 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Fla. Fielder, Harris, 

Black, Ga. Cooper, Wis. Fithian, Hartman, 
Black, Il. Cornish, Fietcher, Hatch, 

Blair, Culberson, Forman, Haugen, 
Bland, Curtis, Kans. Funston, Heard, 

Boen, Curtis, N. Y. Gear, Henderson, Ill. 
Boutelle Palzell, Gillet, N. Y. Henderson, Iowa 








Hendrix, Mahon, Reed, Strait, 
Hepburn, Marshall. Richards, Ohio Straus, 
Hicks, Marvin, N. Y. Richardson, Mich. Sweet, 
Hines, McCall, Robertson, La. Tawney, 
Holman, McCleary, Minn. Robinson, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Hooker, N. Y. McDowell, Russell, Ga. Turner, Ga, 
Hopkins, Ill. McLaurin, Sayers, Turpin, 
Hopkins, Pa. Meredith, Schermerhorn, Updegraft, 
Houk, Milliken, Scranton, Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Hudson, Moon, Settle, Wadsworth 
Hulick, Morse. Shaw, Walker, 
Hull, Murray, Sherman, W anger, 
Hutcheson. Neill, Sibley, Weadock, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Newlands, Sickles, Wever, 
Johnson, Ohio Oates, Simpson, Wheeler, Ala 
Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass Sipe, Wheeler, I) 
Kribbs, O'Neill, Mo. Snodgrass, White, 
Lapham, ae Aa Springer, Whiting. 
Lawson, Phillips, Stallings, Wilson, Ohio 
Lefever, Post, Stephenson, Wilson, Wash. 
Lisle, Quigg, Stevens, W oomer. 
Loudenslager, Randall, Stockdale, Wright, Pa 
Magner, Rayner, Stone, Ky. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The a is now upon agreeing to the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose this is open to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman desires to be recognized 
the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. BURROWS. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa | Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker, this contested-election case comes 
up in a different form perhapsfrom any other case that has ever 
come before this House. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PENCE] gave notice that he would call the case up, simply for 
the purpose of setting a day in the future when the contestant, 
Mr. Watson, could appear and make his argument upon the floor 
of the House. There has never been, I believe, a refusal to al- 
low a contestant to be heard in his own behalf in a contest on 
this floor. 

The Election Committee was made up in a way that can not 
be held to be otherwise than at least disadvantageous to Mr. 
Watson, the contestant. He represents a political party that 
has ten members in this body. There was no duty on the part 
of the Speaker of the House to put any one of those gentlemen 
on the Committee on Elections; but there were contested cases 
in which membersof that political party were interested. They 
claimed the right to be represented upon that committee, and 
that right was denied them. This being the case, is it not 
highly important and entirely fair to allow the contestant him- 
self to have a hearing in the House? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Ina moment. 

But instead of giving the contestant the right to be heard the 
previous question has been moved; and there is not even to be 
giveu the opportunity toa member of his party to be heard in 
his behalf. 

Now, I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Iwasabout toask the gentleman whether 
he did not use a stronger term than the facts justify when he 
said that representation on the committee was denied to the 
Populist members of the House? Representation on this com- 
mittee in its original organization was never denied to the Pop- 
ulists. ‘ 

Mr..LACEY. I understand that an _° ee ye was made to 
the Speaker in writing, requesting that they be represented on 
that committee—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not in the original organization of the 
committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Buta vacancy occurred on the committee, and 
they then asked the privilege of representation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I am not criticising the Chair with refer- 
ence to this matter. But this contestant is in a peculiarly awk- 
ward and inconvenient position. He had no friend upon that 
committee—no one to represent his interest; and he is now ask- 
ing for permission to be heard on the floor of the House. The 
House has not gone so far but thatit can still give him the privi- 
lege of being heard. The majority can vote down this proposed 
rule and allow Mr. Watson to be heard in his own behalf. 

I desire as 1 member of the minority side to vote intelligently 
and righton this question. Iam not atall sure whether Thomas 
Watson has a good case or not; but as a member of the minority 
I must feel constrained to vote against a proposition which al- 
lows the sitting member toretain the seat and refuses the con- 
testant at the same time even a chance to be heard, especially 
when I find the spectacle presented here of a proposition com- 
ing from the Committee on Rules refusing to permit any argu- 
ment or explanation in the House, and directing that we shall 
vote on a proposition involving a great constitutional question, 
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the right of a member to his seat here, without a word of dis- | the members of the Elections Committee, who have had an op- 


cussion to show the right of either party to the place. portunity to investigate the facts, to study the record and hoar 
We are not permitted, whether we believe that Mr. Black | the arguments of counsel when that case was before them. 
was elected to the seat he now holds, or whether we believe that I wish to correct the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 


Mr. Watson, the contestant, was elected, to so declare by our 


|Mr. OUTHWAITE]. He seemsto believe that no formal request 
vote: but we are compelled to vote for both propositions at the 


was ever made to the Speaker of the House by the Populists 
time without a division, as this rule prescribes, and you must | that a member of that party should be appointed on that com- 
vote ‘‘aye”’or ‘‘no” on two separate and distinct constitutional mittee. — 
propositions involved ‘in this contest. No division of the two Mr. OU THWAITE. My statement was, at the original or- 
propositions involved is to be allowed under the proposed rule. | ganization of the House. 
Now, it seems to me that in all fairness, and asa matter of Mr. PENCE. And in that you are right. 
right to a party represented by a small number of persons on Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know that subsequently when a va- 
this floor, you can not afford to shut off debate and adopt this | cancyonthe committee occurred, you wanted.to take possession 
rule to prevent a division of the question, or to forbid a state- | of it, and such an application was made; but the Speaker had 
ment of the character of the claims of these respective parties. | other reasons than simply to consider the wishes of any little 
I assume that the claim to the seat was made in good faith on | group of men. 
the part of Mr. Watson. Ihave aright to assume that to be- Mr. PENCE. 
gin with; and I have a right to assume also that the committee 
believed they were right in reporting against Mr. Watson. But 
when they refuse to give him and his party a hearing, refuse to 
allow debate as to his right toa seat, and refuse to permita 
word ofthe evidence taken to be introduced or discussed in sup- 
port of his claim, [ can not help feeling that the committee do 
not believe in their own case, but, on the contrary, believe that | mittee, I feel free to state the facts. 
the seat is properly due to the contestant. That I say is a pre- The Populist members at once met together. We had by that 
sumption arising necessarily, by implication, from the fact that | time become acquainted with the fact that there were at least 
the committee refuses to hear the matter discussed. __ three cases in which Populists were contesting the seats of Dem- 
Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the House again to the | ocrats here, and it so happened, as we discovered, that each of 
form of the proposition which is presented by the Committee | the Democratic contestees had a colleague of his own political 
on Rules. The Constitution provides that each House shall be party and from his own State upon the committee, whether 
the judge of the eiectionsand qualifications of its own members, | put there purposely to protect him or not is left for every man 
and it is the right of each House to vote upon such question | to guess for nineolts but they were there. The vacancy came 
when it is presented. I ask if that provision of the Constitu-/| when Mr. O’Ferrall retired, and at that time we prepared a 
tion is not higher than any ruleof this House? Again, the right | formal writing, reciting the facts, stating to the Speaker, in a 
to vote on two separate and distinct propositions is involved, | communication addressed to him, the existence of these con- 
first, was Mr. Black, the sitting member, elected to the seat heoc- | tested election cases, giving the names of the cases, the States 
cupies; and, second, was Mr. Thomas Watson, the contesting | in which they arose, and respectfully suggesting to him that as 
member, elected to the seat which he does not hold—on these two | our party had three contests and no membership upon that com- 
propositions the Constitution unquestionably gives the right to | mittee, we ought certainly to have one member, as there was a 
this House to vote separately; and I ask if that right can be vacancy. 
taken away by a rule of the House? It seems to me not. And what was the outcome of it? Mr. O’Ferrall being gone, 
aa ve tl Memon ty a and the contest of Goode vs. EPES from Virginia still being be- 
sami any part of his aoe Ss a eee Geers m the en the Speaker, a —— — the 
~ Sede wen : rt oe a ighest and most patriotic purposes, I have no doubt, substituted 
Mr. OU THWAI TE. Let the gern ps continue and oveupy for Mr.O'Ferrall cengliaies Geaanennt from Virginia (Mr. JONES). 
such time as he may oe and I will then close aw arta We got no member of the committee. Now, every man here 
_Mr. a gore ; yle oe time as the gentleman from | knows that a case can not, of course, under this rule, be fairly 
olorado [4 F. gy Poe esire. i a - a aS | and properly presented, but at least the opportunity might be 
Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I prefer that the usual custom | jort to us to try, the opportunity might be given to us to do the 
should be followed, and that the other side, if they have any- | 1... we may 
a e Bay: would cscupy at least s pornen of theit me now. | Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will allow me, can he 
s that your desire (referring to Mr. OUTHWAITE): | when cel dn tiie Beene seaiiteiniene deen Sete ah aon ; 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would have the right to close the dis- | P0!" fet cheno ont ft af ol lis oe eS = oS eee 
cussion, and if I do [ shall not occupy more than two or three | ‘2 Which any member of the Populist par ty wos denic d any right 
minutes. | or privilege which any other member had? 
Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the resolution now brought in by Mr. PENCE. No; Ido not claimso. I certainly could not 
the Committee on Rules reads as follows: tell you. If the Speaker could have seen fit to grant our re- 
Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this order, the previous | quem, we should have had ms member on the committee, and 
question shall be considered as ordered on pending resolution in the con- might be able to answer your question more intelligently. I 
tested-election case of Watson against Black; that, withoutinterveningmo- | know of none. 
tion the vote shall be taken on said resolution without division, and then on Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, another question. Did Mr. Wat- 
the motion to recenaiier ans lay om She tate. | son, the present contestant, even take the trouble to appear be- 
I am informed, and it is evident that it is true, that upon the | fore the Committee on Elections in any way whatever, except 
adoption of this resolution no opportunity whatever remains for | by brief of attorney? 
anyone to discuss the contested-election sase between Mr. Wat- Mr. PENCE. No; Mr. Watson had not the disposition to do 
son and Mr. Black at all; that the majority of this House now th-t. He hadothermenhere. He had hisattorneys here, who 
propose, in adopting this rule reported from the Committee on | came and presented the case; but he had before him the exam- 
Rules,toimmediately, withoutopportunity for debate uponeither | ple of Mr. Whatley, of Alabama, who had danced attendance 
side, without opportunity tosuggest an amendment reciting that | here for months and months, trying to get a hearing and some 
Mr. Watson should be seated, or without an opportunity to re- | action and favorable consideration for bis case against Mr. Conn 
cite the facts in the case, require a vote to be at once taken on | of Alabama. 
the report of the Committee on Elections. Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
Imay be mistaken that such an amendment as I speak of would ment? 
be in order, but it is patent that the majority now propose that |; Mr. PENCE. Two moments. 
there shall be no discussion upon this floor on the facts in this Mr. COBB of Alabama. Every delay before the Committee 
case. Ifthatisnot the purpose of the resolution I am very much | on Elections in the hearing of that contest was at the instance 
mistaken, but I think that will not be disputed, and I think we | and request of Mr. Whatley. 
will find in the course of a few minutes, if the majority succeed Mr. PENCE. Not disputing that, for I know nothing about 
in adopting the resolution, that all debate is cut off. it—I begin to wish really that [ had been a memberof that com- 
AsI have already stated to the House this afternoon, no op- mittee, Mr. Speaker, or that we had had a member of the com- 
portunity has been given to any member of the party to which | mittee—I donot dispute that; perhapsitis true; however that may 
Mr. Watson belongs to make that kind of investigation which | be, Mr. Watson knows that Mr. Whatley did dance attendance, 
would enable a member to present the case fully and properly | and had to dance at least—and [ use that in no olfensive sense; 
tothe House. We all know from observation and experience | it may be that there was no unfair delay, and I am not suggest- 
that the discussion of a contested-election case falls naturally to | ing that there was—Mr. Watson, at least, did not think it was 
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The gentleman is partly right and partly wrong. 
No formal request was made in the beginning for the appoint- 
ment of a Populist on this committee; but when Mr. O’Ferrall, 
being elected governor of Virginia, retired from this House, it 
made a vacancy upon that committee; and now that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] has seemed to criticize our 
action in requesting the appointment of a Populist on that com- 
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his duty to come and wait here. He might have had a prompt 
hearing, and if the gentleman- 
Mr. OUTHWAITE 
Mr. PENCE. Ihave but amomentleft. It is possible that af- 
ter the fullest hearing upon his part, the fullest argument by 
Vir. Watson himself, the report might still have*been unani- 
mously agai [do not know. Ican not say. I do know 
f »thecommittee. Idoknow that fromthe 
he history of this House, this is the first time 
ity for a contestant to be heard has been cut 
here will not only cut him off, but will cut off 


rom discussing the facts in Now, Mr. 


rose. 


him. 


} f 
eala ne iu ‘ 


the case. 


[IWAILTE. 
had th 


Ph estimony, and the 


There seems to be no division among 


ce who have » opportunity of considering the evidence, 


1’ pT 1? ’ 
Ano Lids. I 


he time of the gentleman from Colorado 

expire a. 

Mr. OUTITIWAITE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
BROWN]. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to saya word re- 
that has been before the Committee on Elec- 
tions, except the case now before the House. The gentleman 
om Iowa |Mr. LACEY] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
}seem to go into extremes because the House is in its 
present e6ndition concerning this case. Who is responsible for 
this case being before the House now? 

Ir. PENCE. I am—partly so. 

Mr. BROWN. Who brought this question here: 
it that took the jurisdiction away from the Committee on Elec- 
tions on the floor of the House to-day? Itis one of the gentle- 
men who is now deploring the present situation of the House 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. PENCE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
stion? 
Vir. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENCE. Did I not before taking any action come to you 
ind ask if you would not agree to appoint some day for the pur- 
ose of considering this case? 

Vir. BROWN. Now,I know you do not want me to tell all 
that was said, and therefore I will not tell anything you said to 
me about it. 

Mr. PENCE. 
answer, 

Mr. BROWN. The responsibility for this case now being 
here, about which these gentlemen now cry peccavi, rests with 
them, and with no one else. The report of the Committee on 
Plections was 


ecm ule, 


rom Indiana! Mr. 
. > YIN 
r, BROWN. 


I any case 


pecting 


qu 
i 


I have asked the question, and you are free to 


;of the House. 

‘he printer’s ink is scarcely dry on it, and the gentleman who 
mude the report is necessarily away from the city; and yet my 
friend from Colorado—I may say my brother, because he for- 
ly lived in Indiana, and was much more generous then than 
he isnow—comes in here and on his own motion, and he not 
wing a member of the Committee on Elections, brings up this 

, for what purpose? For the purpose, as he says, of allowing 

r. Watson to come here and address the House. In view of 
what has taken place, who supposes that Mr. Watson, the con- 
testant, wants to address the House? He has not had concern 
enough about his caso to attend a single session of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

Che only communication that he has had with the committee 
was to send in a bill of nearly $2,000 for his expenses, which 
this Democratic House and committee allowed, and which, Mr. 
speaker, I believe it would have been justified in not allow- 
ing’. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. BROWN. Therefore, the criticism which these gentle- 
men seek to throw upon the dominant party of this House is 
unjust. It is simply an efforton their part to get something 
printed at the public expense to circulate in Georgia against 
the Democratic party. That is all. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

The SREAKER. 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Division, 

The Housedivided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 3. 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. QUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Qhio, Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE, and the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. PENcE, will 
please take their places as tellers. 


mer 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


Who was | 


made as soon as the contestee desired it should | 
[t has not yet been placed on the desks of the mem- | 


The question was taken; and there 
present 11, not voting 155; as follows: 


Abbott 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry. 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner 
Brookshir¢ 
Brown 
Bunn, 
Bynum 
Cabani 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo 
Cockrell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Covert, 


Baker, Kans 
Bartholdt, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bingham, 
Boen, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cousins, 
Davis, 
Doolittle 
Fletcher, 


Blair, 
Broderick, 
Cobb, Ala 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 


| Aldrich, 


Alexander, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Ill 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brosius, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Denson, 
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Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Davey, 

De Armond, 
Do Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Enelish, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
pe 3, 
Erdman 
Everett 
yan, 

Geary 
Grady, 
Graham 
Gresham 
Hammond 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter 

[kirt 

Izlar, 

Jones 

Kyle 

Lane 
Lapham 


Funk 
Gardner 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer 

Hitt, 

Hulick, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kem 

Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Latimer 
Lucas, 


ANSWERED 
Curtis, Kans. 


Daniels, 
Ellis, Oregon 


NOT VOTING 


Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky 
Mielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston 
Gear, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight 
Gorman, 
Griffin, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann. 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, N. Y. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, beexcused, as he was compelled to leave 
the Houseon account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


54; present and 


lution is agreed to. 


not voting 11. 


Layton 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
) 


we «) 
Ni ail, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 

McDa 

Mc Dearmon, 

McEttrick, 

McGann, 

McK aig 
eMillin 


1 
nnoia, 


( hier, 


sill, Mo. 


thwaite 


thal, 


6rson, 


Newlands, 
Ogden, 
Payne, 

Pence, 
Perkins, 
Pickler 

Ray, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn 


PRESENT ”’—1 


Enloe 
Hayes, 

Hull, 
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Hlopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore 
Kribbs 
Lawson 

lL sf er 


Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McDowell, 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Phillips, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
tayner, 


Richards, Ohio 
tichardson, Mich. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


1 


¢ 


JUNE 29, 


were—yeas 132, nays 54, 


Pearson 

Pendleton, Tex 

Pendleton, W. Va 
Pigott, 

Price, 

Reilly, 

Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins. 

Ryan 

Shell 

Some 

sorg 

eperry, 
Springer 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va 
Tyler, 
Vashingion, 
Wells, 

W heeler, Ala. 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 

Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard 


Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A 
Storer, 

Tawney 

Thomas, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Warner, 

Waugh, 

Wever, 

Wilson, Ohio 


McCleary, Minn. 
Talbott, Md 


Rusk, 
Russell, Ga 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sib 5 
Sickles, 
Shupson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turpin, 
Updegraff, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


On this question the yeas are 132: the nays 


The ayes have it, and the reso- 


The question now is on agreeing to the 


resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections, which the 
Clerk will report. 











1894. 








The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved 1. That Thomas E. Watson was not elected a member of the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of 
Georgia and is not entitled to a seat in said Congress. ; 

Resowed 2. That James C.C. Black was elected a member of the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Tenth Congressional district of the State of Georgia 
and is entitled to a seat in said Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
lutions. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. PENCE)—ayes 105, noes 10. 

Mr. PENCE. No quorum. 

Mr. BRETZ. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. 
the call of the yeas and nays the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ] and the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. Onreflection,I see noobject in having the yeas 
and nays. The majority is evidently determined to exclude 
this contestant. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the vote ordering 
the yeas and nays will be reconsidered. The Chair hears no 
objection. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, the reso- 
lutions are agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
last taken was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The morning hour now begins at half past 


agreeing to these reso- 


> 


The SPEAKER. 
t o'clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House now take a recess till 8 o'clock this evening, 
instead of waiting till 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will now 
declare the House in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, the 
evening session to be devoted to business under the rule. The 
Chair hears no objection. The gentieman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE] will preside at the evening session. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

ING SESSION. 

"he House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., and was called to 

order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 
BUSINESS. 
The House is in session pur- 


KVEN 


ORDER OF 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
suant to clause 3, Rule XX VI. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move thatthe Hpuse resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingiy resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Yhe CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
in pursuance of the special order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that, be- 
ginning where we left off last Friday night, we proceed under 
the same order as we proceeded then. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HULL. I object. We have bills here which were passed 
over last Friday nightand which ought to be considered. I 
have been coming here every Friday night —— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Last Friday night we got through 
more business than at any other three night sessions. 

Mr. HULL. That is true; but I object to permitting two or 
three men here to determine whether they will let bills go 
through or not. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will let us 
proceed the same way we did last Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order, as the Chair understood, ap- 
plied only to bills reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HULL. Solunderstand. I havea billhere reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which in my view is as 
meritorious as any bill on the Calendar. I come here every Fri- 
day night 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So dof. 

Mr. HULL. And there is business on this Calendar that Iam 
anxious to get through; and I do not believe [ am doing justice 
to my constituents in allowing it to be passed over night after 
night. The bill which I particularly refer to, 1 allowed to be 
passed over last Friday night beo.use the point of ‘‘ noquorum ” 
was raised; but I am tired of permitting one or two men to de- 
termine what bills shall go through and what shall not. 

This Committee of the Whole ought to be able to determine 
what it will pass. If my bill were voted down in the Committee 
of the Whole, I would not raise the point of no quorum to save 
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it. Butit seems to me it is not fair toward those who have been 
attending practically every night session to have their bills 
passed over night after night because the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia or some gentleman from some other State happens to ob- 
ect. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Isuggesttothe gentleman 
that as there are but few members here to-night, and as there 
are members here who have been regular in their attendance 
uight after night, it might be agreed by unanimous consent that 
each member be allowed to call up a bill out of its regular order. 
[In that way we might get a numbor of bills off the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. I would have no objection to that arrancement. 

Ir. MARTIN of Indiana. [hope the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HULL] will withdraw his objection—at least for the pres- 
ent. I was directed to make this request again, at a meeting of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day, at which there wasa 
quorum present. 

Mr. HULL. We shall not get through the Calendar to-night. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes, we shall. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman from Indiana 
|Mr. MARTIN] would modify his motion so as to inlcude Calen- 
dar No. 345, [think perhaps thers would be no further objection 

Mr. HULL. I would not object. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not that the very bill that we 
vere hung up on last Friday night? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; and I withdrew the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not wish to take up the time 
of thecom mittee except to say to the gentleman that it would 
be better for his bill to proceed in the manner I have suggested. 
We will probably get through with the Calendarina short time. 

Mr. HULL. We carried this bill through the committee at 

he last Friday night session by more than two to one, but in 
order to not stop the business I consented to let it be laid aside 
temporarily. Itseems to me ina case of this kind where the 
committee has fully considered it, it is no more than fair thatit 
should be finally acted upon. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
place on the Calendar? 

Mr. HULL. It has kept its place on the Calendar now for 
several nights, and I am unwilling to consent to any further de- 
lay. Ido not think that we ought to consent to let bills which 
have merit in them be laid aside night after night simply be- 
cause of the objection of one or two gentlemen. Wehave never 
raised the point of no quorum on this side, and it seems to me 
only justice to let the senses of the committee be taken upon the 
bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood that we had to go entirely 
through the Calendar when this arrangement was made, and 
then commences again at the beginning. 

Mr. HULL. One Friday night can not make an agreement 
that will bind the committee for the rest of the session. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HULL. Not to goto that extent. I was not here when 
that agreement was made or I should not have consented to it. 

“ir, PICKLER. Besides we can probably get through with 
the (‘aiendar to-night if the gentleman will not insist upon the 
objec tion, 

Mr. HULL. Ifthe chairman of the committee will waive that 
one bill, probably we can dispose of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thatis exactly the trouble. We 
will not proceed with this bill for a half minute before you strike 
a stumbling block. It was in order to avoid that that the re- 
quest was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. If we make the same progress that we made 
last Friday we can get through with the Calendar in an hour 
and a half. 

Mr. HULL. Why should we let two men on the other side 
determine what the business is to be? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Why should we let one man 
on this side dictate it? 

Mr. HULL. I am not undertaking to dictate the business, 
I am simply insisting upon the right that this bill shail have 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill, the 
unfinished business coming over from the last session. 

HARRIET R. TATE. 

The unfinished business coming over from the last session of 
the committee was the bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. 
Tate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the limite. 
tions and provisions of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Harriet 


R. Tate, widow of William S. Tate, late a private in Company L, Thirteenth 
Regiment Indiana Cayvairy. 


Why not let it koep its 


R 
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Mr. JONES. 


Let the report in that case be read, please. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will suggest that this is the 
unfinished business. At the time that the committee rose on 
last Friday the committee was voting on the amendments. The 
regular order is the vote on the amendments recommended by 
the committee, which have heretofore been stated. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I am authorized by the gentle- 
man who made the point of no quorum to withdraw the point 
in his name. The gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. CAPE- 
HART] made the point and authorizes me to withdraw it. 

The CITAIRMAN. The point of no quorum applied only to 
that legislative day. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 


ments, Which was the pending question when the committee 
rose. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


BILLS PASSED OVER, 


ills of the following titles were severally laid aside without 
prejudice, retaining their places on the Calendar, viz: 

The bill (H. R. 3156) for a pension to Cornelia de Peyster 
Black, widow, etc.; 

The bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Harriet Woodbury; 

The bill (H. R. 3693) for the relief of Louisa B. Hull; 

The bill (A. R. 5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole; 

‘The bill (H. R. 5616) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle; and 

‘The bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
comb, Tl. 

THOMAS CORIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5250) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele,, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and a to place on the invalid pension roll of the United States the 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company Bof the Eighty-eighth 
illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 872 per month, from and after the 
passage of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 


Strike out in line 7 the word ‘seventy-two,’ and insert “fifty;’’ so that it 
will read ‘850 per month.”’ 


Mr. JONES. Iask for the reading of the report in that case, 
the majority and the minority. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


‘he Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from 830 to 872 per month, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

‘T’homas Corigan was a corporal in Company B, Eighty-eighth Illinois In- 
faniry, enlisted July 28, 1862,and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 

At the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand and is now drawing a pension of 830 per month for that in- 
jury, the arm being rendered wholly useless by the wound. At the same 
time he Was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

‘The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in- 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires constant aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in i892 holds that it can not accept the ‘fits’ as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier's condition Is helpless in the extreme, and if the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to 872 per month under 
the generalliaw. We are not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier's claim, but we think that it 
might have very fairly decided the other way under the evidence and ex- 
amination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade or $0 amonth. ‘The 
committee is adverse to reporting billschanging the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessness like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show that the soldier’s condition is due to his wound, we 
are inclined to relax the rule. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting “fifty.” 

if the case were before us as an original question we would probably have 
come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension Bureau, 
but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade would re- 
lieve the wants of the soldier and ought to be granted, especially as the 
claimant was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Gen. W. T. Sher- 
man, and his severe wounds received in the battle of Chickamaugua are 
clearly shown. 

‘The letter of Col. Sherman is as follows: 


*“ HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
“SECOND DIVISION, FOURTH ARMY CORPS, 
“Camp near Blains Cross Roads, Fast Tennessee, January, 10, 1864. 
“Yo whom it may concern: 

* This is to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the ERighty- 
eighth Regiment Infantry, Illinois Volunteers, and corporal of Company B, 
same regiment, is a soldier good and true; ever faithful in the discharge of 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as a lion in action, and always at 
his post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers by 
his uniform good conduct and soldierly bearing. I therefore take great 
pleasure and bear willing testimony to his merit, and request that his wishes 
may be consulted‘ inasmuch as he is disabled from active field service by 
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reason of wounds received on the hard-fought and bloody fie] “hick; 
mauga on the 20th of September, 1863. y Held of Chicka 
7 F. T. SHERMAN 
Colonel Highty-eighth Infantry, Illinois Volunteers.” 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being 
by striking out vhe word “seventy-two,” in line 7, 
thereof the word “fifty.” 


The views of the minority (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) were read. as 
follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (H. R. 5%60) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following s* .tement of their views: 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862, to January 29, 1864, in Company B, Eighty-eighth L[llinois In 
fantry, He was discharged on account of disability from gunshot wound 
of hand received at Chickamauga. He has been pensioned for this wound 
ever since discharged, and now receives #30 per month since August 4, [x86 
His application, filed February 12, 1864, alleged only this wound. A late) 
application, filed September 11, 1866, states that he also ‘suffers pain inthe 
neck from the effects of a wound there received.”’ In 1887 he claimed that 
deafness had resulted from that wound, and states that the ball was 
moved in the field hospital; in April, 1888, he alleged resulting impairment 
ot vision and of hearing; in September, 1888, he refers to ** buckshot wound 
in back of neck;”’ in February, 1892, he alleged affection of sight and hear 
ing and epilepsy as a result of said wound. 

In September, 1892, the Pension Bureau accepted the fact that he had x 
ceived this wound in the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable disability from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as sequences of 
such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination of 
the claim, and was affirmed by Secretary oe on appeal January 3, 1293 

In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
stated that he received the wound of neck at Chickamauga, that the doctor 
who took the bullet out put a sticking plaster over the wound and it 1 
mained until it fell off. 

‘The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my neck v 

about fourteen years ago (1878). Iwas flagging atarailroad crossing * * 
in Chicago. I felt a cloud come over me and I fell down right in the tra: 
* * * Jt was a hot day justlike this. * * * I have had convulsions for 
the past fourteen years but not so much until the last elght years. I saw 
the shot that was extracted from my neck. [haditalongtime. [I lost it. 
It was a buckshot, and went as far asthe point of myear. The doctor said 
to me when he extracted it, ‘Pat, if the shot had gone a quarter of an inch 
farther you would never eat any more potatoes.’ * * * I was not both 
ered with the wound of my neck in 1873, but I knew I had been shot in the 
neck. In 1875I was not suffering with the wound in my neck much.” 

His wife, Rosetta Corigan, corroborates his statement as to the first co: 
vulsion or fit about fourteen years previously. 

An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau September ¢, 
1873, reports: ‘“ Flesh wound of the neck, pot rated;’’ September 7, 1875, 
“slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated;’’ September 4, 1877, 
“slight wound of neck, not rated;’’ June 22, 1892, ‘* wound on posterior sur- 
face of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, 
nondepressed, the vertebra do not seem to have been injured, but there is 
thickening of soft tissues beneath the integument.”’ 

From the facts stated it seems reasonably clear that the pensioner’s pres 
ent condition as to open is not chargeable to theslight wound of the neck, 
but rather originated in 1878 in the manner described by himself and wife. 

Moreover, he is in receipt of a pension of $1 a day and the question in- 
volved is purely one for the determination of the Pension Office, and the 
committee has repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudica- 
tions of the Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and 
presenting no technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation 
of the principle enunciated in several adverse reports on bills of this char- 
acter, and the minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie on the 


table. 
JOHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 
C. J. ERDMAN. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside this bill 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills which 
was under consideration on the last pension evening, and which, 
after a great deal of discussion pro and con, it was deemed best 
by those in charge of the measure to withdraw it from further 
consideration, in order to prevent the obstruction of other bills 
on the Private Calendar. 7 

It seems to me that this is a bill that ought not to pass under 
any circumstances, I know that there are a great many gentle- 
men who are opposed to the passage of this bill. 

There is a minority report in this case. The views of the mi- 
nority have been read, and it seems to me that they ought to con- 
vince every member of this House that this is not a proper sort 
of bill to pass. The pensioner is now drawing $30 a month, or a 
dollar a day,and there isnothing in this record to show that his 

resent disabilities are the result of the slight wound on the 
ack of his neck. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that in all justice this bill ought not 
to be passed. It would be quite a refreshing experience if a bill 
as utterly without merit as this could be defeated upon a square 
vote, and I for one want to see this bill voted down. Gentle- 
men should not insist upon passing bills of this character when 
by doing so they defeat all pension legislation and do it with 
their eyes wide open. I submit that this is one of those claims 
that all of us ought to agree should not be passed by this House, 
and [ hope that the bill will be reported adversely. _ : 

I do not propose now to enter upon any extended discussion of 
it. This matter has been before the Pension Bureau for a long 
time. The examiners of that Bureau have said that this man’s 
disability was not the result of the alleged wound in the neck. 


amended 
and inserting in lieu 





1894. 





An appeal was taken from these examiners, and Gen. Bussey, 


then in charge of that Department, overruled that appeal and 
sustained the examiners. It seems to me that this is simply an 
attempt to override the decision of the Pension Bureau, where 
this matter has been carefully considered and examined into. 

I donot think that upon the testimony which has been fur- 
nished us in this short and unsatisfactory report we ought to 
undertake to overrule the decision of the medical examiners of 
the Pension Bureau, upon a technical question with which they 
must be more conversant than the members of this House can 
possibly be. 

I hope that gentlemen will not seriously as this House to 
overrule a decision of the Pension Bureau upon a question of 
this sort, as to whether or not the disability from which this 
man suffers is the result of this slight wound in his neck. The 
Pension Bureau have decided that it was not the result of that 
wound. As I have said, an appeal has been taken and Gen. 
Bussey has sustained the medical examiners. Now, I hope the 
committee will vote down this bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I only want to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee for a very few minutes, because this bill 
has been fully discussed. I want to call the attention of gentle- 
men who were not here last Friday night to the fact that after 
wu very full discussion the Committee of the Whole, by a vote of 
more than two to one, declared that this bill should pass. The 
gentleman from Virginia |Mr. JONES] misstates the case when 
he says the bill was withdrawn. It was only withdrawn after 
the point of no quorum was made, so that other business could 
be proceeded with. 

| want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
every pension bill that is passed here is an overriding of the 
Pension Department. Ifit were not overriding the Pension De- 
partmentthere would be no sense in coming here at ali, because 
claimants could go there and get the relief desired. 

I want to call attention to another fact, that a board of medi- 
cal examiners in Des Moines, Lowa, composed of representative- 
of both parties, have held that the wound in the neck is the 
cause of the disability of this man, and I believe that to be the fact. 
That he is totally disabled, nobody doubts who knows the facts. 
With this statement, correcting what the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JONES] has said, I am willing to leave it to the com- 
mittee. 

I simply want to say that this man is oldand poor, that he was 
a gallant soldier, that he is utterly disabled, and as I believe, 
after examining all the papers, his disability is caused by the 
wound which he received at Chickamauga, in the back of the 
neck. I want to say furthermore that I believe the doctors who 
have given him a personal examination, who have moved his 
head from side to side and found this creaking sound in the back 
of his neck, this crepitus, are better qualified to judge than is a 
man sitting in his otlice in thecity of Washington who has never 
seen the patient and never made a personal examination. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, of course I do nt want to makes 
any issue with the gentleman about any statement that he may 
make, but I should like to know where the evidence is to be 
found to support these statements. It is not in either report, 
most certainly. I have looked throngh both of them and have 
failed to find any such evidence. 

Mr. HULL. It may not be in the report, but I will ask my 
colleague [Mr. LACEY], who wrote the report, if that is not true? 

Mr. LACEY. We went through all the testimony, which is 
very voluminous, and there seems to be no other sgurce or ori- 
gin for the injury. There was this wound right by the spine, 
which is the seat of this trouble, the paralysis starting from 
the spine, and the evidence of the doctors in Iowa was to the 
effect that they believed that this wound caused the dissase. 

Now, the doctors in the Pension Bureau thought that those 
other gentlemen were mistaken about that, and the committee 
came to the conclusion that they would give the soldier the benefit 
of the doubt to the extent of giving him $50 in view of the fact 
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that he required the personal attendance of another person, not | 


giving him the $72 which he would be entitled to if the Depart- 
ment was satisfied, and we determined to make some conces 
sion under the circumstances. The man is perfectly helpless. 

Mr. HULL. Is it not true that the examining boards have 
held it to be so in each examination? 

Mr. LACEY. There were two or three examinations ‘o that 
effect, but they only set out a very brief description; and there 
is no intimation anywhere to show that any other injury was re- 


ceived outside of the service to produce the paralysis that he | 


suffers from. 


Mr. JONES. After the statement the gentleman who made 


this report has made, I now understand that it isnot exactly the | 


purpose of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to override the 
Commissioner of Pensions, because this man would be entitled 
to $72 a month if the disability from which he now suffers was 
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the result of this wound in the neck. This is a sort of com 
promise report, itseems. The report of the committee says: 

Yourcommittee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade, or 40a month 

Now, then, the committee, from whose reportI have read, did 
not themselves think the evidence was enough to justify them 
in reporting that this disability was the result of that wound. 
There being a doubt upon their minds, they say, we have re- 
solved that doubt in favor of the claimant to the extent of giv- 
ing him $50 a month instead of the $72 a month which he would 
be entitled to were we satisfied as to the origin of his disability. 

Upon that point Limagine the members of the committee who 
made this minority report had the same information before 
them that the members who subscribed to the majority report 
had, and this is what they say upon that subject: 


An examination by medical officers of the Pension Bureau September 6, 
1873, reports: “Flesh wound of the neck, not rated;’’ September 7, 1875, 
‘*slight flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated; *’ September 4, 1877, 


Slight wound of neck, not rated.”’ 


And down as late as June 22, 1892, thereis this statement made 
by the medical board: 


Wound on posterior surface of neck, size of a nickel, white in color, non 
adherent, nondragging, nondepressed; the vertebra do not seem to hi 
been injured, but there is thickening of soft tissues beneath the int 
ment 





Now, that examination was made as late as June 22, 1892, and 
the sunstroke which this man received was in 1878. The mi- 
nority believed that this disability was the result of that sun- 
stroke, and not of this wound in theneck; and the examination 
made by the medical board four years after that time discloses 
the fact that that medical board did not believe that the disa- 
bility resulted from this wound. Ido not know what the local 
boards out in Iowa, that we are now told about, may have de- 
termined; but all we have bearing on that subject here is found 
in the views of the minority. 

Chere is nothing at all on the subject to be found in the views 
of the majority; and I submit that if there had been anything 
in the medical testimony in this case that would have justilied 
this committee in believing that this disability resulted from 
that slight scratch in the neck that the gentleman who drew 
that report would, in justice to himself, have incorporated that 
testimony in the report. 

[submit that there is not hing before this body that justifies 
the belief that this disability resulted from the wound in the 
neck. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
the disability? 

Mr. JONES. The cause of the disability was a sunstroke 
which the soldier received in the city of Chicago while flagging 
in that city on a hot day, a3 both he and his wife have testitied, 
and that, the minority say, in their opinion, was the cause of his 
present disability. He says, his wife corroborates his statement, 
and the minority of the committee agree with them, that that 
was the cause of the disability, and the medical board does not 
say that the wound is the cause, and they are the proper per- 
sons, it seems to me, to determine what the disability resulted 
from. 

Surely we laymen should not undertake to say what was the 
cause of this man’s disability when the medical boards have ex- 
amined his case, as disclosed by this report, four or five differ- 
ent times, and in every single instance have said this wound 
was not even aratable one. I submit, in view of the testimony 
of the medical experts who have examined the case, in view of 
the testimony of the man himself, corroborated by his wife’s 


W hat do you think caused 


| statement, that there is nothing here to justify the belief that 


the disabilities from which he is now suffering are the result of 
any wound in his neck. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- 
dation? 

The question being taken, there were 

Mr. HULL. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of noquorum being raised, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HULL] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. HULL). Withdraw the bill. 

Mr. HULL. The only condition on which I will consent to 
withdraw the bill is that it shall go over without prejudice, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The teilers will take their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported 
23, noes 29. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. HULL. 1am willing to let the bill go over without prej- 
udice until we have as full a House as we had last Friday night. 


~ayes 23, noes 27. 


ayes 
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alendar having had under consideration vario 


bills, had found itself without a quorum, whereupon, in accor 


auce 


with the rule 
‘ted the names of the absent« 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


be entered 


upon 


the Journal. 


swered to their names. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
The question was taken; and on a division there wer 
} noes US, 


[ move 


he had caused the roll to be called, and n 
to the House. 


The names of the absentees wi 
Seventy-one members have : 


a call of th 


So the call of the House was refused. 


Mr. PICKLER. 


e House. 


aye 


Mr. Speaker, it is evident we can do nothing 


to-night, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from South Dakota thatthe House do now ad- 


journ. 


The question i 


| desire to ask first that my co 
| league, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused on account of sickness. 


5s on the motion 


The question was talken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


Mr. MARTIN. 


| TALBERT of South Carolina) there were—ayes 31, noes 27. 
I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PICKLER. 
Several MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man was in time. 

Tellers were refused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. MARTIN and Mr. PICKLER as tellers at the Clerk’s desk. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 26, nays 


Baliey, 
Black, Ga. 
Bowers, Cal 
Broderick, 
Brookshire 
Cabaniss 
Daniels 


Arnold, sd 


Baker, Kans 
Baker, N. 
Bretz 

Bryan 

Mo 
Coffeen, 
Cooper, Tex 
Curtis, Kans 
Davis, 
Dockery 
Donevan 


1} Abbott 
|} Adams. Ky. 


Adams, Pa. 
Aiticen 
Alderson 
Aldrich, 
Alexander 
Allen, 


| Apsley, 


Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead 
Barnes, 
Barthordt, 


y 


{ demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 
‘Too late.” 


The Chair thinks the gentle- 


rr ¢ 


YEAS—2s8 


De Armond 
Epes, 
Erdman 
Hainer, 
Flare 
Hulick 
Jones 


Everett 
Harris, 
Hepburn, 
Honk, 
hiudson 
Hull, 
Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Layton, 
Linton, 
Maddox, 
Martin, Ind. 


ANSWERED “ 


Lane 

Lucas 
Mallory, 
McKeighan 
Montg omery 
Moses, ’ 
Pearson 
'S—46, 
McCleary, Minn 
McCulloch, 

Mc Ettrick, 
McKaig, 
McNagny 
McRae, 

Post, 

Ritchie, 

Ryan, 
Stallings, 
Stone, C. W 
Swanson, 


*RESENT’—1 


Boen. 


NOT 
Bartlett 
Barwig, 
Belden 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover 
Berry, 
Bingham 
Black, [il 
Biatr, 
Blana, 
Hoatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C 
Branch, 


Vo" 


TING 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 

Brosius, 

Brown, 

Bundy, 

Bunn, 

Burnes, 

Burrows, 

Bynum, 

Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 

Oannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ti. 


oF 
279. 


16, 


| answered ‘present’ 1, not voting 279; as follows: 


Pickler 
Strong 
Tate 
Tyler, 


Vaugh 


Talbert, S. C 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind 
Terr 

Van Voorhis, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Wever, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss 


N.Y 


Oapehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Ala, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Jockran, 
Cockrell, 
Cogswell, 
Gonn, 
Coombs, 
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Cooper, Fla Hall, Minn McDannold, Schermerhorn, 
Cooper, Ind Hall, Mo. McDearmon, Scranton, 
Cooper, Wis Hammond, McDowell) Settle, 
Cornish, Harmer, McGann, Shaw, 
Cousins, Harter, McLaurin, Shell, 
Covert Hartman, M« *Millin, Sherman, 
(Cox Hatch Mei ik Ale} ohn, See 
Crain Hauge Mercer, Sickles 
Crawtord, Mer redita, Simpson, 
Culberson, Meyer, Sipe, 
Cummings, Heiner, Milliken Smith, 
Curtis, N. Y¥. Henderson, Il. h Snodgrass, 
Dal Henderson, lowa 1ers 
Davey, Henderson, N. C. Mo Sor g, 

De Forest Hendrix, Mors Sperry, 
Denson, Hermann Mut Springer 
Dingley, Hicks M1 Stephenson, 
Dinsmore, Hines Ne Stevens 
Dolliver, Hitt, Newlands, Stockdale, 
Doolittle, Holman, Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Draper, Hooker, Miss. Oat Stone, Ky. 
Dunn Hiooker, N. Y. Ogden Storer, 
Dunphy, Hopkins, Il. O’Ne a Vass. Strait 
Durborow, Hopkins, Pa. O’Neill, Mo. Straus, 
Edmunds Hunter Out hw an Sweet, 

Ellis Ky. Hutcheson Talbott, Md. 
Ellis, Oregon Iicirt, Tarsney, 
English, Cal. Izlar at Taylor, Tenn. 
English, N. J. Johnson, Ind. Pay ne, Thomas 
Enloe, Johnson, N. Dak. Paynter, Tracey, 
Fielder Johnson, Ohio Pence, Tucker, 
Fithian, Kem, Pendleton, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Fletcher, Kilgore Pendieton, W. Va. Turner, Va. 
Forman, Kribbs, Perkins, Turpin, 
Funk, Kyle, Phillips, Updegraff, 


Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 


Pigott, 
Powers, 


Lapham, 
Latimer, 


Funston, 
Fyan, 





Gardner, Lawson, Price, Walker, 
Lefever, Quigg, Washington, 

r Lester, Randall, Weadock, 

Geissenhatner, Lisle, Ray, Wells, 

Gillet, N. Y. Livingston, Rayner, Wheeler, Ala. 

Gillett, Mass. Lockwood, Reed, Wheeler, Il. 

Goldzier, Loud Reilly, White, 

Goodnight Loudenslager, Rey burn, Whiting, 


Gorman, Lynch, Richards, Ohio Wilson, Ohio 





Grady, Magn ry Richardson, Mich. Wilson, Wash. 
Graham, Mag wire Richardson, Tenn. Wilson, W. Va 
Gresham Maho Robbins, Wise, 
Griffin, Senet, Robertson, La. Wolverton. 
Grosvenor, Marshall, Robinson, Pa. Woodard, 
Grout Marvin, N. Y. Rusk, Woomer, 
Grow McAleer, Russell, Conn. Wright, Mass. 
Hacer, McCall, Russell, Ga. Wright, Pa. 
Haines, McCreary, Ky. Sayers, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


After the first call, GS 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
in order to ask unanimous consent to waive thesecond call? 


Mr. Speaker, would it be 
If so, 


L ask consent to waive it, and that the result be reported on this | 


firstcall. 
ARNOLD. I desire to vote, Mr. Speaker. 

MeMBERS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tem) The roll call can not be inter- 
rupted, and the Clerk will proceed. 

The call of the roll was resumed and ¢ 

Che following pair wus announced: 

Mr. O’NEIL of 3 ssachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. COGSWELI [ withdraw my vote, being paired with 
» * c a gue. 

. EPES. Iask that my colleague, Mr. EDMUNDS, be ex- 

‘aul on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tei 
tleman rise? 

Mr. PICKLER 
cess until 10 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro t It has been developed that there 
is no quorum present, and the motion would not now be inorder. | 

Mr. PICKLER. lL move that the absentees be excused. 

The SPEAKER pir That motion could not be enter- 
tained. 

Mr. MARTIN of 

The question was talk 
32, noes 18, 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that,I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was talxen; and on a division there were—ayes 
32, noes 26. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


Several 


di 


soncluded as above. 





npore. For what purpose does the gen- 
lesire to move that the House take a re- 


npore. 


rnpore. 


Indiana. I move acall of the House. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


yn; and ona division there were—ayes | 





| 
} 


| 


i 


| 
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severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Bow ise, as follow 
By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
( ms: A bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of Lawrence Tobin. 
Report No. 1135.) 
By STRONG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (Hf. R. 6131) to grant a pension to Sarah E. Roebuck. 
heport L186.) 
By M ETTRICK, from the same committee: A bill (H 
R. 2118) for the relief of John B. Leach. (Report No. 1187.) 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowin ig  tith 3 were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7604) for the necessary 
and better protection of American labor and enforcement of the 
laws of the domicile and the restriction of immigration—to the 
“ mitte eon Immigration and Naturalization. 
sy Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.7 ) to amend 


ser en 1 1s 8 of the Revised Statutes, relating to life-saving ap- 
pliances on shipboard—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7606) toamend see- 


tions 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District of Columbia, in relation to mar- 


riages—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COVERT: A resolution assigning certain days for the 
consideration of measures reported from the Committee on Pat- 
ents—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: A concurrent resolution to print 5,000 
copies of the resolutions on patents and trade-marks adopted by 
the Auxiliary C ongress of the World’s Columbian Exposition, 
held at Chicago October 2, 1893—to the Commiitee on Pr inting. 


PRIVATE BLLS, ETC. 

Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the 
tles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7607) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Aletha D. Plank—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7608) for the relief of 
Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 


following 
ti 


John H. 


By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7609) for the relief of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mitice on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7610) for 


| the relief of Sandford D. Van Pitt—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


\lso a bill (H. R. 7613) for the relief of S.B. Hume-—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7614) for the benefit of E. J. Curley—to the 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: bill (H. R. 7611) to increase 
the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7612) granting a pension to John Mar- 


| graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 
2 
| 


5 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions an 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and refer red as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Nat M. Buford and 45 other citi- 

zens of Dallas, Tex., asking an amendment to the income-taxz 
bill to the C ‘ommittee on Way rs and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Charles H. 
Dimick and 32 others, of Lyme, N. H. , asking for the enactment 
by Congress of laws enabling the Stat Les to enforce their laws 
regulating the sale of s ibstitutes for de iry produce—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: 
276, Royal Arcanum, I 
affecting beneficiary soci: 
Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petiti 


l papers 


of East End Cou 
Pay against inc 
s—to the Committ 


utions 
*ittsburg, 
tie 


neil, No. 
ome tax ag 
ee on Ways and 


R ? 
vesol 


yn of the president and instructors 
of the Leland Stanford University in aid of legislation against 
lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FIELDER: Petition of president and wr iulty of the 
Stevens Institute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J., for the sup- 


ni 
nl 


pression of lotteries—to the Committee on the P cat Office and 
“—_— Roads. 

y Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 
Treke, in favor of the passage of House bil! 7293. amending the 
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interstate commerce law legalizing pooling under certain pre- 
scribed conditions —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of people of Oregon, for ex- 
empting fraternal orders from the proposed income tax in the 
pending tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest from the people of Oregon, against increase of 
tax on whisky and extension of present bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of Lou- 
don, Loudon County, Tenn., for payment of $2,200 for the de- 
struction of their church in the winter of 1863-’64 by the Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of I’. G. Morrison, J. W. Peter- 
son, and many other citizens of Washington County, Minn., 
against appropriations for sectirian schools—to the Committe 
on Indian Affairs. 


Also, resolutions from the Ryan Drug Company and other | 


wholesale liquor dealers, prot:sting against increase of tax on 
whisky and any extension of the present bonded period—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Edgar Snyder, P. L. Uttley, Henry Neff, 
John T. Black, C. E. Ray, W. Pennington, H. M. Norton, W. 
Kk. Broadmeadow, H. Behrens, G. H. Gamble, Henry Meyer, 
William M. Branch, If. T. Brown, Alfred Clark, Paul Martin, 
and otaer St. Paul (Minn.) citizens, protesting against Congress 
making appropriations for sectarian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W. S. Crips and 80 others, of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, asking the exemption of fraternal societies from 
Federal taxation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition to exempt beneficiary so- 
cieties from income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition to prevent lottery matter from entering the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Papers to accompany claim of Robert 
Polk, of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Boon- 
ville, Oneida County, N. Y., asking for the passage of the bill 
regulating sale of oleomargarine-—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
7600, for the relief of Benjamin B. Rhoads—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: Resolutions of Cincinnati (Ohio) Builders, 
xchange, indorsing House bill 7564, to provide penalties for 


crimes attempted by anarchists—to the Committee on the Ju- | \ / ‘ 
| have some explanation of this bill before I consent to its passage. 
[t is a very important bill. 


diciary. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 30, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock, noon, and was called to order by | 


the Speaker. Prayer by the Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the Senate. 

‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STORER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

‘To Mr. HULL, indefinitely, on account of the sickness of his 
wife, 

To Mr. HuTCHESON, for this day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Minnesota |[Mr. BALDWIN] be indefinitely excused on account of 
sickness, 

There was no objection. 


UNCOMPAHGRE AND UINTAH INDIANS. 

Mv. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6557) providing for 
opening the Uncompahgre and Uintah Reservations in Utah. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if 
there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be if enacted, etce., That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized and directed to appoint a commission of three persons, within thirty 
days after the passage of this act, to allot in severalty to the Uncompahgre 
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| said commission, any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land 








| States. 
| the sale of this land amounts now to about $1,700,000. 





JUNE 30, 


Indians within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, agricultural 
grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 

“Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To each 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceeding one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child 


and 


| under 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional! quantity 


of grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each other person 
under 18 years of age, born prior to such allotment, one-eighth of a section 

witha like quantity of grazing land: Provided, That with the consent of 
more desirable on account of location.”’ All necessary surveys, if any, to 
enable said commission to complete the allotments shall be made under the 
direction of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon a 

practicable after their appointment, report to the Secretary of the laterio; 
what portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be required for 
allotments, and thereupon such portions so reported shall, by proclamation 

be restored to the public domain and made subject to entry as hereinafte; 
provided, 

Src, 2. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon the 
approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediat 
open to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United States 
Provided sThat after three year’s actual and continuous residence upon agri 
cultural lands from date of settlement the settler may, upon full payment 
of 41.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not commuted at 


) 


y 


| the end of three years the settler shall pay, at the time of making tinal 


proof, the sum of 81.50 per acre: Provided, That the minimum price of min 
eral lands known to contain —— shall be 850 per acre. 

Sec. 3. That psrenee otherwise qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, made mineral discoveries and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the Ist day of July, 189, and who have complied wit! 
the law in regard to the entry and location of mineral lands as far as practi 
cable, shall, upon the opening of said lands to entry, have the preferred 


| right of entering their respective locations for thirty days next after suc} 
| opening, but no longer. 


Sec, 4. That said commission shall also negotiate and treat with the In 
dians properly residing upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in the Terri 
tory of Utah, for the relinquishment to the United States of the interest of 
said Indians in all lands within said reservation not needed for allotment 
in severalty to said Indians, and, if possible, procure the consent of such In 
dians to such relinquishment, and for the acceptance by said Indians of al 
lotments in severalty of lands within said reservation, and said commis- 
sioners shall report any agreement made by them with said Indians, which 
agreement shall become operative only when ratified by act of Congress. 

Src. 5. That said commissioners shall receive 8 per day each, and their 
actual and necessary traveling and incidental expenses while on duty, and 
to be allowed a clerk, to be selected by them, whose compensation shall be 
fixed by said commissioners, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated to carry out the pro 
visions of this act, which sum shall be reimbursed to the Treasury out of 
the proceeds of the sale of said lands. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have given some examina- 
tion to the bill. I am willing, as far as I am concerned, to give 
consent for its consideration, provided the gentleman will agree 


| to strike out at this time, in offering the bill, section 3, and also 


that later on he will incorporate an amendment limiting the en- 
tire cost to $16,000. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 


TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman will make 


| an explanation. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Thisisalong bill. Suppose we have the 


| report read. 


Mr. RAWLINS. I can state the purport of the bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is quite long, and perhaps a statement of it. 
would cover the grounds better. I am somewhat familiar with 
the facts. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear astatementvof it, and then if it 
is desired the report can be read. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, the,provisions of this bill re- 
late to two Indian reservations in the Territory of Utah. one the 
Uncompahgre Reservation and the other the Uintah Reserva- 
tion. 

The Uncompahgre Reservation contains 1,933,440 acres of land, 
and is occupied, as shown by the last census, by 1,021 Indians, or 
about 7,600 acres of land to each family of Indians of four per- 
sons, 

hese Indians formerly owned a large section of land in Colo- 
rado. In 1880, by treaty, they sold these lands to the United 
The fund to the credit of these Indians arising from 


By the treaty made with these Indians they were to have 
lands allotted to them, as provided in this bill, by a cormmission 
to be appointed by the President. If the lands allotted to them 
were not within their old reservation in Colorado they were to 
pay for the lands at the rate of $1.25 peracre. This bill simply 
provides for carrying oft the treaty made with those Indians, 
and which was ratified by act of Congress, by making allot- 
ments to the Indians in exact accordance with the terms of that 
treaty with them. It will take about 200,000 acres of land to 
satisfy the allotment. 

That is the extent of the provisions of the bill so far as the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reservation is concerned. It is held by 
the law department of the Government that these Indians only 
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had the right to the temporary occupancy of this reservation, 
with the right to have alottments made to them according to | ought not to be disposed of in this way. 


their treaty, and this bill carries out that provisionof the treaty. 

As to the Uintah Reservation, that contains about 2,100,000 
acres of land. It isoccupied by 833 Indians, as shown by the last 
census. This reservation is contiguous to the Uncompahgre 
Reservation. The bill provides that this commission of three 


| 
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land, which I suppose is certainly worth a great deal of money, 


Mr. RAWLINS. Let me say to the gentleman that this bill 
has been indorsed by the Interior Department and the law de- 
partment, and the rights of the Indians have been fully ascer- 
tained, and also theobligationsof the Government. Itis reported 
favorably by those expected to pass on the bill. It is desirable 


persons, appointed by the President, shall treat with those In- | that the bill should pass now, so that this commission can go to 


dians for thecession to the United States of such portions of the 
land within that reservation as are not needed for allotment in 
severalty, and to report any agreement made with them to Con- 
gress for ratification. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. There is an effort here, as I under- 
stand, to strike out section 3. I should like to have that ex- 
plained. AsI understandit, being a member of the committee, 


Will the gentleman permit me? 


that section was put in there to protect certain innocent parties | 


who had discovered valuable asphalt deposits upon this res- 
ervation. I should like to have the gentleman explain that. 
Otherwise I can not consent to the bill being passed with that 
section stricken out. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I would state, in regard to section 3, that 
prior to 1890 certain parties, before the boundaries of the Un- 
compahgre Reservation were actually designated, made the dis- 
covery of some asphaltum lands, and not being able to ascertain 
that they were within the reservation, took steps to make en- 
tries of the land in accordance with the mineral land laws of the 
United States, and the provision of this section was to give them 


a preferred right of entry for thirty days after the opening of | 
| signed to them regularly. 


the reservation. I would state to the gentleman from Kansas 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY] made objec- 
tion to this provision in the bill, on the ground that it showed 


some favoritism, and that he believed all people ought to have | 


an equal chance to make entries. 
Rather than have the bill delayed I preferred to consent that 


thatsection should go out, and for this reason:,The Supreme Court | 
of the United States, in 121 United States Reports, in a case like | 


this, arising in the Black Hills, where persons in good faith made 
mineral discoveries and locations within an Indian reservation, 
held that upon the opening of such reservation those parties would 
have the right to prove such act of possession prior to the open- 
ing as tending to show their possession, and such persons were 
given a preferred right against subsequent locators. So that, 
without this section, I think that those persons who have gone 
upon such reservations who have got an equitable right at the 
opening of the land would be protected. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Not without a lawsuit, would they? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Well, I think so. I have submitted this 
question to the Department, and I think they are fully pro- 


tected in so far as they show that their rights have accrued in | 


good faith. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman knows this fact, 
that there are a large number who have made discoveries, who 
have attempted to make entries, and they did it in good faith, 
and that such a showing was made to our Indian Committee. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam aware of that. I think those parties 
will be protected fully in their rights; and believing that, I 
prefer, rather than have this bill delayed, that it should be 
passed without this section. I will say that this bill is approved 
and recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. Itis unan- 
imously reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs to the 
House. It has been favorably reported by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and it is an urgent matter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How many acres belonging to 
the Government does this bill distribute among the Indians? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It will require from 160,000 to 200,000 
acres to satisfy the Uncompahgres. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Two hundred thousand acres of 
land belonging to the Government of the United States are to 
be allotted among these Indians by this bill. Is that so? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes; in accordance with a treaty already 
made with the Indians, and which treaty was ratified by act of 
Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That may all be true; but it 
seems to me that that is too important a thing to be done by 
pg consent; and therefore, Mr. Speaker, IT will have to 
object. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the gentleman agree to take up the 
bill, say for an hour, or for some such time? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [will not object toit; butitdoes 
seem to me that a matter of such importance as 200,000 acres of 
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work and accomplish what it is desired that they should accom- 
plish during the present summer, in order that the treaty made 
with the Indians may be reported to Congress at the next ses- 
sion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What committee reported t 
bill; the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir; it is unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and also by the Senate committee; 
and it is expressly recommended by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. 

Mr. LYNCH. I will say to the gentleman thatthese Uncom- 
pahgre Indians occupied a reservation in Colorado from 1868 to 
1882, and then they were moved from that reservation in Colo- 
rado and were temporarily placed upon this reservation until 
a suitable location could be obtained for them. 

Three tribes of them were paid at that time $1,700,000 for their 
lands in Colorado, with the understanding that those Indians, 
whenever a suitable place could be found for them, would be as- 
signed anotherreservation. They were placed temporarily upon 
this, which contains about 2,000,000 acres; and there are about 
1,000 Indians, old and young. Now, they have no right on this 
reservation except that of possession, because it has not been as- 


his 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I will look into 
this matter, but I would not like to allow the bill to pass by 
unanimous consent just now. It is altogether too important, as 
it involves 200,000 acres of land belonging to the Government. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. As a member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, I wish to say that there are about 2,000,- 
00C acres of this land. Under the treaty made in 1880 the In- 
dians will receive from 160,000 to 200,000 acres, releasing to the 
Government for sale 1,800,000 acres. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will examine the bill; but for 
the present I object. 


AMENDMENT OF SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS’ ACT. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I ask unanimous conset for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5603) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” ap- 
proved August 19, 1890. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will give us some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The effect of this bill is that by its provi- 
sions the rights and obligations of ordinary contracts, as pro- 
vided for by the general law, are restored between the owners 
of ships and seamen engaged in the coastwise trade. In 1872an 
act was passed providing for shipping commissioners; in 1890 
an amendatory law was passed, making certain provisions of 
the shipping commissioners’ act applicable to seamen engaged 
in the coastwise trade. It is that act of 1890 which this bill 
seeks to repeal. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What act does this bill seek to 
repeal? Is it the law requiring a certain percentage of seamen 
to be American citizens? 

Mr.ROBBINS. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What does it relate to? 

Mr. ROBBINS. It relates to the coastwise trade. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In what respect? 

Mr. ROBBINS. In this respect—that the rights and obliga- 
tions of ordinary contracts as provided for by the general law 
are restored between the owners of ships and seamen engaged 
in the coastwise trade. In other words, if this bill becomes a 
law, both shipowners and seamen engaged in shipping between 
ports of the United States will be governed by the general law 
of contracts—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The same law relating to seamen 
shipping from American ports to foreign ports? 

Mr. ROBBINS. The bill would have no effect at all on sea- 
men engaged in that trade or shipping under the provisions of 
the shipping act. I will state to the gentleman 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Is this bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. ROBBINS. It has been unanimously reported from that 
committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I wasa member of that committee 
when the legislation which is now sought to be repealed was re- 
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ported by the committes and was passed by Congress. I will 
object to this bill for the present, but will take occasion during 
the day to look matter. 


COMPA 


Mr. RAY. las 
the bill which I send to the desk. 
he bill (H. R. 7258) to authorize the comparison of handwrit- 
ing by courts and juries in cases where the genuineness of asig- 
nature or writing is in dispute was read. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been reported by the Judiciary 
Commit 
Mr. RAY. If I can have attention for a minute—— 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. RAY. 
I do not see what reason he can have for objecting. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


into the 


OF HANDWRITING IN COURT. 


k unanimous consent for the consideration of 


tee? 


I object. 
[ask the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 


ADALINE J. PROPS. 


Mr. TERRY. Ilask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline 
J, Props. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ® enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Adaline 
J. Props, widow of Lewis C. Props, a soldier in the Southern or Sabine war 
of 1835, and allow her a pension rated at #15 per month. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the word * fifteen,’’ in line 7, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘elght;*’ so as to allow a pension of $8 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. What is the nature of the case that it should be 
brought up here for consideration to-day instead of taking the 
usual course on Fridays? 

Mr. TERRY. This is the case of a widow of a soldier of the 
Sabine war. 

Mr. REED. The Sabine war? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes; the Southwestern war or Sabine war, as 
it is called. The report states the whole case fully. Itisa 
unanimous report from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REED. Why should it be brought up now, instead of 
taking the regular course at Friday night? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, it is brought up now as other cases are 
brought up every day. There have been passed through the 
House, by unanimous consent, as the gentleman knows, more 
important bills in regard to pensions than this which have never 
been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The gentleman will understand the difficulty that we have in 
getting a quorum to consider these bills at the Friday night ses- 
sions; and unless we can get some of them through in this wa 
it will often happen that we will not get them through at all. 
It is the only hope of getting them passed. 

Mr. REED. We used to get them through. 

Mr. TERRY. That may be true; but I will state to the gen- 
tleman that there has been some trouble of late, and we have 
difficulty in securing the presence of members. 

Mr. REED. 
man speaks? 

Mr. TERRY. Well, various members. It was made on your 
side of the House last night; sometimes it is on this. 

Mr. HULICK. I think I can answer the gentleman from 
Maine as to who made the trouble. A gentleman on this side of 
the Hall had a bill to pay an old soldier his pension, but there 
was objection raised on that side of the House, and the bill was 
defeated, and a quorum was called; and no other pension bills 
were considered last night because of the objection on that side 
of the House. Nothing could be done in reference to any other 
bills on that account. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not want to get my case involved with any 
other cases or with any objections that may have been hereto- 
fore made; but the real point was thatthe bill towhich the gen- 
tleman refers was beaten last night, and after that the point of 
no quorum was made by its friends. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did that relate to the Sabine war? 

Mr. TERRY. No. 

Mr. HULICK. It was for a soldier of the late war. 

Mr. LOUD. This is all very interesting, but I think I will 
demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 

The SPEAKER. 


Who have made thetrouble of which the gentle- 


The morning heur begins at twenty-five 
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minutes before 1 o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Myr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee_on the Post-Office and Post-Roads I 
call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust 
the salaries and allowances of the postmasters at Guthrie, Okla- 
homa City, and Kingfisher, in Oklahoma Territory. I ask that 
this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I sugges 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Imove thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of ¢! 
Union to consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is inCommittee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 7020, and the Clerk will 
read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to allow to the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahom: 
City, and Kingfisher, in Oklahoma Territory, the same salaries from Ju 
1889, per annum, that would have been allowed to said officers had the cla 
fication been made July 1, 1889. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask for the rea 
of the report, which fully explains the nature of the bill. 
The report (by Mr. DUNPHY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4639) to authorize and direct the readjustment of the salaries 
and allowances for the postmasters at Guthrie, Kingfisher, and Oklahoma 
City, in Oklahoma Territory, beg leave to report a bill in lieu thereof, and 
recommend its passage. 

A similar bill was reported from this committee in the Fifty-first Congress 
and the report thereon stated— 

*‘In support of this recommendation your committee state that by pro 
lamation of the President certain lands in the Indian Territory were thrown 
open to settlement on April 21, 1889; that within a very short time there 
atter postmasters were appointed for those places in the Territory. and so 
great was the influx of population into the cities named that the receipts 
of those offices from the very first day of their having been opened for busi 
ness were at arate exceeding the amount necessary to make them Presi- 
dential offices. 

‘The law requires that no office shall be made Presidential until the re- 
ceipts for four successive quarters justify the payment of a salary of $1,000 
per annum tothe postmaster. These offices, therefore, although doing a 
business much in excess of that required to make them Presidential offices, 
could not be made Presidential until the receipts for four successive quar- 
ters had been reported to the Post-Office Department and the necessary 
steps taken as provided 4 law. 

“The postmasters at these various places, therefore, rformed labor 
largely in excess of that required in fourth-class post-offices, and yet the 
Department was only authorized to pay them the amount authorized by law 
to be paid to fourth-class postmasters. ‘l‘he Postmaster-Genera! recom- 
mends that a bill be passed authorizing him to pay these postmasters the 
Same salary from July 1, 1889, that they will be entitled to under the law re- 
adjusting their salaries, to take effect from July 1, 1890, as is shown by the 
following letter received from the Department: 


“*OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
‘** Washington, D. C., April 80, 1890. 


‘Sim; In reply to your request relative to H. R. bills Nos. 3847, 4757, and 
5623, to authorize and direct the readjustment of the salaries and allowances 
for the postmasters at Guthrie, Kingfisher, and Oklahoma, Ind. T., I beg to 
state the records show that, under existing law (section 463, Postal Laws and 
Regulations, edition of 1887, Revised Statutes, section 3863), extraordinary al- 
lowances for clerk hire have been authorized for each of the said offices; 
and, under the proviso of section 2 of the act of March 3, 1883, the Auditor will 
make report for a readjustment of the sadavies of the postmasters at these 
offices on the basis of the receipts of the res pective offices for the four quar- 
ters ended March 31, 1890, to take effect July 1 next. 

***It will be observed that, by operation of existing law, there is no neces- 
sity for this special legislation. Under the present law, however, there is 
no provision for a retroactive adjustment of salary, and Iamof the opinion 
that, in justice to the postmasters at these offices, the salary, as shown by 
the adjustment now in progress, should be Made to take effect from the first 
day of the period which will form the basis of the adjustment; and so I rec- 
ommend. 

“*Very respectfully, 


OKLAHOMA. 


{ that it had better be considered 


i 


**+JINO. WANAMAKER, 
** * Postmaster-Genera'. 
“*Hon. H. H. BINGHAM, 
“Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, ‘ 
‘** House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


“Your committee think this is but just and reasonable, as the postmasters 
at those places have given good service and have received but little com 
pensation therefor. We therefore recommend the passage of the bill, which 
embraces the objects sought to be accomplished by the three bills. 

The following statement submitted to the committee by the then post- 
master at Guthrie gives full details, showing the justice of this measure. 
Thesame situation existed at Oklahoma City and Kingfisher. The state- 
ment is as follows: : 

“The Guthrie post-office was established in April, 1889, there being at that 
time but one post-office in existence, which was at Oklahoma City, to sup- 

ly all of the territory which embraced Oklahoma Territory. Iwas notified 
oy h to take possession as postmaster of the Guthrie post-office 
April 2 1989. By that time the city of Guthrie had at least 20,000 people in 
it. The office been in operation in a tent, conducted under the supervi- 
sion of George M. Christian, Assistant Superintendent of the Railway Mai) 





1894. 
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I 
Servic om the 22d. WhenlI took possession of the office there was not 
eSuilding erected; the office was conducted ina tent 10 by 12. There were, 
a low calculation, 50,000 letters still in mail bags which had not been opened 
and about a carload of newspaper mail. It was utterly impoible to houses 
this mail, as tents were scarce, and the United States troops guarded it 
ight and day. 
iibout May 3I naderected a building into which I moved the post-office. 
had at that time a great expense, lumber in those days being worth about 
f a foot, and placing racks, etc., made at an expense to myself of about 
$2,000. The first day we undertook to open and d istribute the mail in thts 
building the crowd was soenormous that they broke down the floor and the 
troops had to be called to remove them. I then cut holes in the side of the 
building and made five distributing windows, allowing nobody to come in- 
side except ladies and those who desired to purchase stamps. Alineformed 
outside of each of those windows which averaged at least one-half mile in 
length. . : ‘ ; 7 

‘The office was open from daylight to dark, the nighttime being used to 
gradually handle what mail had been previously accumulated. s The Depart- 
ment refused, owing to the size of my bond, to furnish me with the noces- 
gary supply of stamps to fillthe demand. The sale of stamps for the quar- 
ter which ended June 30, 1889, amounted to fully $3,000, one-half of which 
never appeared upon the records of the office, as they were stamps purchased 
at Arkansas City, Wichita, and Kansas City, Mo. No record was kept for a 
long time of the cancellation, because of tho fact that it was utterly impos- 
sible to keep clerks for that purpose. ‘ 

“The line to which I have referrednever broke up even during the night- 
time for fully eight months. The records show that the receipts of the first 
year running from April 22, 1889, until April, 1890, amounted to about $12,000. 
The space which I occupied in the building for the use of the post-office was 
renting in like buildings throughout the town at from $65 to 875 per month. 
The average time put in in the office by myself during that year was about 
sixteen hours perday. A bill was introduced in the Fifty-first Congress at 
the suggestion of the then Postmaster-General to authorize him to pay the 
postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher the same salary in 
1889 as was by law being paid the other postmastersaccording tothe receipts 
of the office. 

“These offices were, under the law, classified as fourth class, and the post- 
masters’ salaries were gauged by cancellation to in no event exceed $1,000. 
The receipts from box rents alone in my office during the first year were 
about $1,000, of which I received nothing whatever. The amount of busi- 
ness done at Guthrie post-office during the first year was the largest busi- 
ness ever done by any fourth-class post-office in the history of the Govern- 
ment. The office was unable to be classified, although it began business in 
April, 1889, up until July, 1890. In other words, making the first year vir- 
tually amount to fifteen months, the bill contemplates merely the placing 
of the postmasters at these three offices, who had been put to extraordinary 
expense, upon the same footing that they would have been placed had the 
Postmaster-General had any discretion in the matter. 

‘In other words, if the receipts of a post-office are $12,000 a year the post- 
master is entitled by law to a compensation of $2,400. This bill was calcu- 
lated to allow these offices which were only fourth class In name the same 
salaries as every other postmaster who is doing that amount of business 
receives in the United States. The extra amount of work, inconvenience, 
etc., are matters which of course do not appear in this calculation, and are 
matters Which perhaps can not be taken into consideration, except as ex- 

lanatory of the then existing situation. The Department allowed clerk 
fire to all of these offices in keeping with the amount of business ordinarily 
done in second-class offices, which shows that it was purely owing to the 
law as it exists that the postmasters were unable to obtain fair recompense 
for their services.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I wouldlike the gentleman in charge of the 
bill to explain further its provisions; also what charge it in- 
volves upon the Treasury. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it 
seems that the Territory of Oklahoma was opened to settlement 
on the 2lst day of April, 1889; and these three post-offices, 
Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, were then fourth- 
class offi but there was such an extraordinary rush of popu- 
lation into the new Territory thatfrom the very beginning these 
three fourth-class offices did a business equal to a Presidential 
office. Under the law, however, the Postmaster-General could 
not make a proper allowance to the postmasters. 

It seems that under the law, although the offices had been do- 
ing a business much in excess of that required to make them 
Presidential offices, yet they could not be made such until the 
receipts for four successive quarters had been reported to the 
Department, and then, too, only to operate in the future. Of 
course all the business done in the past had to be done without 
compensation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina if the purpose of this bill is to reimburse these 
parties for actual payments for clerk hire, etc.? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, not exactly; but 
to put them on the footing of Presidential offices from the Ist 
day of July, 1889, and on that basis to regulate the compensation 
as if the offices had been originally established on that basis. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I see that this report is based on an old re- 
port made in the past Congress. Has there been any call on the 
present Postmaster-General for his opinion concerning it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. I willstate that this bill 
was directed to be reported to the House by Mr. DUNPHY, but 
he being absent to-day, I had to take charge of the bill. I find 
that there is no report here from the present Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. I did not know that fact until this morning, but I think 
there is no doubt about the facts set forth in the report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What amount.of money would be donated— 


for it is a donation, pure and simple—to these postmasters if the 
bill shall pass Congress? 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not tell exact 
the amount 
Mr. LOUD. 


lars. 
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Not exceeding twelve or fourteen hundred dol- 
That would be the extreme amount required. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I should say ab 
that sum. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There aro three of them? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, did they not accept the offices under 
the law as it existed at the time; and was there any effort on 
their part to resign and get out from the work, and] 
else in who was willing to do it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I suppose not; but thi 
is a remarkable case, a case that probably would not repeat itself 
once in a hundred years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. WhatI want to call the gentleman's ait 
tion to is the fact that that is regulated by clerk hire in th 
Departments. The responsibility of the office occurs under the 
general law. They have a division in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment where, from time to time, additional clerk hire is rranted 
for offices similar to this; and it has always struck me thatif an 
officer is not satisfied with the compensation fixed at the time 
of his accepting the office he ought not to complain untilhe has 
made an effort to rid himself of the responsibility and tried to 
et out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Caairman, [ think 
these are extraordinary cases, and that these postmasters should 
be allowed the amounts recommended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. These cases occur ail over the country, 
although not so pronounced as this. New York City increases 
2,000 inhabitants per week. This is an extraordinary case, but 
it is not in Oklahomaalone that thishasoccurred. The general 
law has provided that, in order to prevent any ‘‘ cooking up,” if 
I may use the slang phrase, of salaries of officers in newly-estab- 
lished offices, or old ones for thot matter, the business shall run 
for a period of three quarters. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Four quarters. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Four quarters, and that upon that period 
of four quarters the salary shall be fixed. 

Mr. LOUD. For the future, but not for the past. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. For the past; the general law controls. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Under the genera! 
law they would receive nothing for the past. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the law under which the postmaster 
holds fixes the compensation for those four quarters. Now, you 
seek by this bill to make a donation four years after this thing 
occurred and after these postmastersare presumed to have gone 
out. I doubt not they got the rich emoluments of these office 
after the readjustment, did they not? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. After the 
ment they were entitled to pay for the future. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then they held on for four years; because 
under the ruling of the Post-Office Department they allow an 
ofiicer to hold for the term of his second commission, if I re- 
member correctly. Therefore, these officers had not only that 
year’s term, but a four years’ term after the rerating of the 
salary and the change to a Presidential office. Now, it does 
seem to me that, holding on for that length of time, they ought 
not to have this donation in times of stringency, when receipts 
are running behind expenditures to the extent of $75,000,000 per 
annum. We should not issue bonds to get money out of which 
to make such donations as these. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the general law, the clerk hire was 
increased in proportion to the business of the offices, independ- 
ently of the adjustment of salaries. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have stated already that the clerk hire 
was regulated by the amount of business all the time, and the 
amount given was in the discretion, under the appropriation, 
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of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will yield five 
utes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, while to a certain extent the 
statements made by the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] are correct—that is, that the Government is running 
behind in its receipts, and that the postmasters who accepted 
these appointments understood the conditions, yet there were 
conditions existing in these three offices that exist in no other 
offices in the United States. The gentleman says that this is 
but setting the example for many claims of this character that 
are before Congress from many parts of the country. I would 
say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that we 
have a Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I. believe 
equal in intelligence and honesty and integrity to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
will do youany good. 


min 


I am willing to admit its superiority, if it 
I do not question it at all inany particular. 
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Mr. LOUD. We have carefully considered these cases, and 
this is the only case that we have seen fit to report to the House. 
And if we did not believe and see upon the face of it that these 
claims are actually meritorious we should not have reported 
them. There had to be post-offices in these cities. Somebody 
had to conduct the business. Somebody had to take the position 
and rely upon the generosity of the Government to recompense 
him. ‘Tho gentleman said that the persons who occupied these 
offices occupied them three years subsequently, and received the 
emolumentstherefrom. Ladmitthatthey did; but they received 
a silary for the first year of $1,000, while they were conducting 
oftices which, had they been classified, would have returned them 
$2,400 or $2,500. They never can receive anything for the extra 
amount they have expended in rent, in preparing a place for a 
second-class office, with the salary appertaining to a fourth-class 
office; and I can safely assure the gentleman that the amount 
granted in this bill will not recompense these gentlemen for the 
extra amount expended during the first year. 

A MEMBER. Who are the claimants? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not know the names of these postmasters. 
I do not care who they are. Here was a salary, in one case, of 
$1,000 for a town of probably 15,000 or 20,000 inhabitants. A 
city of 20,000 grew up almost in a night. 

I do not care if the Government wasrunning behind $500,600,- 
000 in a year, I do not believe the day will ever come when the 
Gov@rnment can not afford to perform an act of justice between 
it and its citizens such as is contained in this measure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. As an inspector in the public land service I 
happened to be in these towns during the opening of Oklahoma 
Territory. Asa part of my duty in establishing land offices, I 
was at Guthrie, Kingfisher, and Oklahoma City frequently. I 
want to say to the committee that in my opinion money was 
never more justly earned than these postmasters earned this 
money. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] states it alto- 
gother too strongly when he calls this a donation. I wasin the 
town of Guthrie in the morning when there were from two hun- 
dred to three hundred people, land office officials, officials of 
railroads, and some persons who ought not to have been there; 
and at 3 o'clock in the afternoon it is estimated there were as 
many as fifteen thousand people on the ground. It was nearly 
the same at Oklahoma City, and there was a very large number 
at Kingfisher. These postmasters had this burden cast upon 
them atonce. I believe that nearly every word that is stated 
by the postmaster there is true. [ was in there week in and 
week out, and I have seen a long line of people standing there, 
ong er than across this hall, from daylight until dark, seeking 
to get their mail. 

These postmasters were put under extraordinary burdens to 
take care of the mails. They had no facilities, and they earned 
this money ifever men did. These offices bounded in one day 
up to Presidential offices. These men who did the work there 
had to do it under peculiar circumstances, bearing a peculiar 
burden. Now, it is not a donation, as the gentleman states. 
These men earned their money; they did their duty. They took 
care of the post-offices of those cities that grew up in a day, 
when the people were demanding their mail, which rendered it 
one of the most extraordinary affairs that has ever been known 
in the history of this Government. Itis nota precedent. You 
will never have anything like this again. The truth about it 
is, that Oklahoma Territory was opened with very little law for 
the opening. There was not sufficient law enacted for,the 
opening. It simply opened up the land, without any further 
provision in regard to a great many matters that ought to have 
been provided for in advance. 

The postmasters did their duty under most trying circum- 
stances. They had nowhere to take care of the stamps. They 
were in a tent in the morningof the 22d. I remember very well 
the frame structure that was put up to accommodate the post- 
office at Guthrie and the long fine of people seeking to get their 
mail. Twas at these three different towns afterwards. It was 
a part of my duty to visit these places, and the land offices of 
these places, and I know that these three postmasters did their 
duty and earned their money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the House, as 
Ihave no information on the question, whether or not additional 
allowances were made for extraordinary clerical hire on account 
of the extraordinary conditions? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not state particularlyas tothat. Iun- 
derstand an allowance was made for the clerks that came in 
there, but these postmasters got nothing for these services at 
the beginning, being simply treated the same as other fourth- 
class postmasters are, and were not paid for the services that 
they rendered. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. The Postmaster-General is allowed money 


out of which to make extraordinary allowances for clerk hire 
under exceptional circumstances. Do you know how much these 
postmasters obtained? at 
It was very limited in character. 

Is the gentleman able to say what the al 


~ Mr. LOUD. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
lowance was? 

Mr. LOUD. I can not say; but they are always necessarily 
small, and I do not know the amount that was allowed. , 

Mr. PICKLER. It was extremely difficult to take care of 
postal matters there. There was a great press in the telegraph 
as well as postal matters, and as a Government officer, so diffi- 
cult was it to communicate by wire, that [had to go 60 miles up 
to Arkansas City to telegraph to the Secretary of the Interior. 

That shows the pressure there was in obtaining telegraph com- 
munications; and it was just as great or more so in postal mat 
ters, and it was a puzzle not only to the authorities there as t, 
management of matters, but to the postal authorities here, 

I think matters were well managed in each of these cases, and 
these gentlemen earned their money. They have never been 
paid. This is no donation. Our action in providing for this 
case can not be a precedent, because nothing like this case will, 
in my opinion, ever occur again. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think that a simi- 
lar state of things has occurred recently upon the opening of 
new towns in Oklahoma? 

Mr. PICKLER. Nothing like this. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has not the same thing occurred at the 
opening of the gas belt? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not suppose that anything like this 
particular case has ever occurred. At Guthrie there were at 
noon three hundred men and at night there were fifteen thou- 
sand. And I remember very well that the citizens assembled at 
sundown on the night of the 22d, and, American-like, elected a 
mayor for the city, although they had come in there only that 
afternoon. The circumstances connected with the settlementof 
Oklahomaobtained a world-wide celebrity, were heralded every- 
where, and I do not think there ever was a parallel. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me there is 
very little complication about this proposition. According to 
my recollection the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
]Mr. DOCKERY] was on the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads in the Fifty-first Congress when this matter first 
came up for consideration. The reason a bill of this character 
was not acted upon in that Congress was in the fact the gentle- 
man having it in charge failed, on account of absence or some 
other reason, to submit the actionof the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, which was in effect the same as the bill 
under consideration. 

The case is simply this: The law will not allow a new post- 
office to rank as other than fourth-class, and the compensation 
of the postmaster can not exceed $1,000. In these three cities 
in Oklahoma Territory it was found upon an adjustment of the 
accounts at the end of the year that one of the offices was en 
titled to be rated as a third-class office and the two others as 
second-class. The several postmasters received, of course, ad- 
ditional compensation for darian services because the amount 
of work was extraordinary. The statute permits extraordinary 
allowance for clerk hire. The simple proposition in this bill is 
to place these officials upon the same basis with other officers 
doing a similar amount of work. Under the general statute, 
whenever a certain amount of work is done in a post-office a 
certain compensation follows. 

It is but simple justice thatwe should make such an allowance 
in thiscase. It is to me a matter of surprise that it has not been 
done before. These postmasters, having performed under the 
law a certain amount of work, are entitled to the compensation 
that the law fixes. It was not within the discretion of the Post- 
master-General to make the necessiry allowance, because under 
the law, until there has been an adjustment of accounts for one 
year, an office can not be rated as other than fourth class, even 
though the office is doing as much post-office work as is being 
done to-day in the city of Washington. Itis but justice to these 
officials who have done this work that they should be compen- 
sated in accordance with the work they have performed. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore,a message from the Sen: 
ate, by Mr. GARRETT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure; in which the cop- 
currence of the House was requested. 





1894. CON GRESSIONAL REC( 


POST-OFFICES, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the situation of the post- 
masters in the cities named in this bill is peculiar, and the ac- 
tion which we are asked to take can not be regarded as in any 
sense a precedent to govern Congresshereafter. The mannerin 
which this Territory was opened to settlement and the long de- 
lay preceding such opening caused thousands of people to assem- 
ble on the border, waiting the time when the proclamation of 
the President should permit them to enter. 

When the day arrived, thirty, forty, or fifty thousand people 
rushed in; and between the time fixed by the President’s proc- 
lamation, 12 o’clock noon, and the close of the day there assem- 
bied at different places in the Territory as many as five to ten 
thousand people, who proceeded to form future cities. Such a 
thing as that never occurred before in this country and will 
perhaps never occur again. The condition of things was anom- 
alous and remarkable. 

Now, a fourth-class post-office is one at which the compensa- 
tion is less than $1,000 a year. The work of such an ofiice is 
very light for one man to perform. But these offices in Okla- 
homa assumed from the beginning the condition of Presidential 
post-oftices. There were at once formed cities of five, eight, 
and ten thousand people. 

In thesecities there were not buildings guitable for postal pur- 
poses; and the offices were without box facilities and without 
carriers for the delivery of letters. Those postmasters practi- 
cally began business on the very ground. For several weeks, 
and insome cases for months, they had to keep their officesin tents, 
or other temporary structures. Great risk was incurred in the 
handling of the mails; and it is unjust to require the work to be 
done for the salary of fourth-class postmasters. This billsimply 
adjusts these salaries on the basis of work actually done from the 
time those offices were opened, and just as other postmastersare 

aid. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
postmasters? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot know. I kave not the data which 
would enable me to answer that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
more than $1,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I mean for additional clerk hire. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Theclerk hire has nothing to do with the 
question. The clerks who were employed got the pay for their 
own services, but this did not increase the emoluments of the 

ostmasters. They should be paid such salaries as they earned 
y reason of the magnitude of the duties they performed. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes | 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. LocKWoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is not, so far as the 
amount of money is concerned, a very important matter; butas 
a precedent, it strikes me as being exceedingly important that 
the House should carefully consider it. 

At the time of the appointment of these gentlemen as post- 
masters at the places Tabionted the salaries were fixed by law 
not to exceed $1,000 per annum. The extra clerk hire they re- 
ceived. Now, if they are to come in, two, three, or four years 
afterwards, and make a claim by reason of extra labor performed 
by them, and the increase of the duties of their offices, what is 
there, I ask, to prevent many thousands of postmasters through- 
out the country coming to Congress and presenting a similar 
claim? There are many cases throughout the country where 
there have been rapid increases in population; but the salaries 
of the pares are readjusted at stated intervals by the 
Post-Office Department, the readjustments being made on the 
business done by the office; and on that basis there are offices 
throughout the country where the salary would have to be in- 
creased from five hundred to a thousand dollars and more per 
annum. 

I remember a case to which my attention was particularly 
called, the post-office in my own city, where the fact was dis- 
closed that the salar y would have been from nine hundred to a 
thousand dollars more than was actually paid for several 
months on the basis of the readjustment. 

Now, if these postmasters had been doing this extra work, 
then, under the principle invoked by this bill, these men to whom 
I have referred have a just and proper right to come to Con- 
gress, and in the spirit of this proposition now pending and 
advocated before the House, would have the right to ask to 
have their claims adjusted and to be paid extra compensation 
for the time they have been doing the additional work which 
has come to the office in the ordinary course of business. It 


What was the amount actually paid these 


They could not get 
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seems to me that it would be a precedent and the establishing 

of a rule which would be antagonistic to the principle regulat- 

ing the postal service throughout the country, and would result 
unfavorably and disadvantageously not only to this service, 
but to all thie other branches of the public service. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I think the commit- 
tee now understands the question, and i ask a vote. 

Mr. BYNUM. I trust the gentleman will yield to me for from 
three to five minutes before that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr.Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Lockwoop] has correctly stated, in my judgment, the 
effect of this bill. These are not the only cases throughout the 
country. In the gas belt in Indiana, the growth of towns and 
cities has been almost as marked and equally rapid as the 
growth of these places in Oklahoma. In the town of Elwood, 
Madison County, the census of 1890 showed a population of some- 
thing over 2,000, but within a short period a city had sprung up 
with a population of from eight to ten thousand people. This 
was the case also in Alexandria, about 10 miles off, which in 
four vears increased from a town of 250 to one of more than 7,000 
population. 

There are, I believe, six or seven Presidential post-offices in 
that county to-day, all of these butone having sprung up imme- 
diately upon the discovery of natural gas. When I visited 
these towns I called on the postmaster at Alexandria, and he 
informed me that he was anxious to resign because of the great 
labor he was compelled to perform and the small compensation 
he was receiving. With all the work he could do he was re- 
quired to work every Sunday all day to get his reports up, and 
he could not succeed even then. Such was the case at Elwood, 

the postmaster at that point pay ing almost his entire salary for 
clerk hire, and absolutely working for nothing himself. 

If this is to be reopened you will find twenty offices at least 
in Indiana where they are entitled to additional allowance such 
as is provided by this bill. I donot think the precedent ought 
to be established. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the gentleman takes hisseat, will he 
permit me to ask him if in the cases he has referred to those 
offices had not been already established? 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, they had been fourth-class offices; but by 
reason of the rapid increase of population the work was greatly 
increased. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In this case, in Oklahoma, these offices 
were just established. Yours had been established for some 
time and were running on that basis. 

Mr.BYNUM. I know; butI am simply calling attention to 
the fact of the increase of business there, owing to the discovery 

| of natural gas. Whether the offices had been formerly estab- 
lished cuts no figure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

| Lask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate, if there be no objection, 
will be considered as closed, and the bill will be read for amend- 
ments. There is but one section of the bill which the Clerk 
will read. 

The bill was again read, no amendments being offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move thatthe com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move toreport the bill to the House with 
the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
42, noes 68. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No quorum. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina and Mr. 
appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
61, noes 85. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
roll to be called. 

The roll was called, when the following 
answer to their names: 


I yield five minutes 


Now, Mr. Chairman, 


MCMILLIN were 


Under the rule the Chair will direct the 


members failed to 


Adams, Ky. Breckinridge, Ky. Crawford, Gardner, 
Aldrich, Brickner, Culberson, Gear, 

Allen, Broderick, Cummings, Geissenhainer, 
Apsley, Brosius, Curtis, Kans Gillet, N.Y 
Avery, Brown, Curtis, N. Y Gillett, Mass. 
Baldwin, Burnes, Dalzell, Goldzier, 
Barnes, Burrows, Dingley, Goodnight, 
Belden, Cadmus, Draper, Gorman, 

Bell, Colo. Caminetti, Dunn, Grout, 

Bell, Tex. Campbell, Dunphy, Grow, 
Beltzhoover, Capehart, Durborow, Haines, 

Black, Ga. Chickering, Edmunds, Hall, Minn. 
Bland, Childs, Ellis, Ky. Harmer, 
Boutelle, Clancy, Epes, Hatch, 

Bower, N. C. Cockran, Fielder, Heard, 
Bowers, Ca). Cooper, Tex. Fithian, Henderson, Iowa 
Branch, Cornish, Funston, Hendrix, 
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Herman 
Hicks, 

Hines, 

Hooker 
Hopkin Meyor 

Aull Montgomery 
Hutchesor Morse 
Johnson, Ind Murra 
Johnson, Oh! 

Jone 

Kilgo 

IK 

La 

I, 
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Richardson, Mich. Straus, 
Robertson, La Sweet, 
Robinson, Pa Jarsney, 
Rusk, Taylor, Tenn. 
Russell, Ga Tracey, 
yan, Tucker, 
Schermerhorn, Turner, Ga. 
Scranton Turner, Va. 
Settle, Turpin, 
Shaw Tyler, 
Shermai Wadsworth, 
Sibley, W alker, 

W anger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash 
W oomer, 
Vright, Pa. 


McDowell 

McKelghan 
Meiklejohn 
N.% Mercer 
ia 


Sickles, 


Ww raynt Simpson, 


‘ ve! "Ou ) Sipe 


Ly 
Lisk 


Snodgrass, 
Va. Somers 
mplevens, 
Stockdale 
Stone, W.A 
Stone, Ky 


soudensl VW 
Magner 1” 
Marsh < 
Marahal (Jules 
Marvin, N. ¥ hay 

McAleer, Rayne Storer, 
McCleary, Minn. Richards Strait, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the committees will rise 
and report the names of the absentees to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re. 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committees of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (HL. RR. 7 to roadjust the salaries and allowances of post- 
masters at Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in Okla- 
homu*Terrivory and the committee, finding itself without ¢ 
quorum, that the Chairman had caused the roll to be called, in 
accordance with the rule, and herewith reported the names of 
the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The namesof the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-three gentlemen 
have nauswered, The morning hour has expired. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 
The SPEAKER. There are a number of pension bills which | 
have been considered in Committee of the Whole at the Friday 
evening sessions and reported to the House. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Chair would like to submit those bills to the House. 
Tiere are some twenty or twenty-four of them. If there be no 
objection, the House will take up those bills and dispose of them. 

Mr. JONES. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. There are certain pension bills that have 
heen reported to the House by the Committee of the Whole, 
having been considered at Friday evening sessions. These bills 
are on the Calendar ready for consideration by the House, and 
if there be no objection, these bills will be considered by the 
Lous posed of. s 

There was no objection. 

The bill (OH. R. 5697) granting a ponsion to Ellen Connor, 
widow of Patrick Connor, deceased, having been reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be referred to the | 
Committee on War Claims, it was accordingly referred to the 
Comittee on War Claims, 

The following bills haviug been reported from the Committes 
of the Whole with amendments, and with the recommendations | 
that 1onded they do pass, were severally considered, the 
amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
ugreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
uw third time; and being engrossed, were read the third time and 
pa d, and motions to reconsider the votes by which the bills | 
were passed were severally laid on the table: 

A bill (E.R, 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

\ bill (H. 1%.4811) granting a pension to Mary Trimble, the 
crippled, helpless, and destitute daughter of Benjamin Trimble, 
late of Nevin's Independent Battery, Light Artillery, Pennsy1- | 
vania Volunteers; 

A bill (H.R. 5097) to increase the pensicn of Mary Stahl; 

\ bill (HL. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. i. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the | 
record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company 

} 
i 


illitp 


Ohio 


Guthrie, 


and di 


os 


Ei, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry in the war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 
\ bill (HL, R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J, Lane; 

\ bill (H.R. 6205) granting a pension to A. F. Neely; and 

\ bill (S. #20) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, and with the recommendation that they 
do pass, wore severally considered, ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, were read a third time 
and passed, and motions to reconsider the votes by which the 
bills were passed wore severally laid upon the table: 

\ bill (A. RR. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Harrt; 
\ bill (HL. BR. 5194) to pension G. O. Grenier, of Texas; 

A bill (H.R. 8971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, widow of 

Thomas C, Holt; 
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| consent that the bills referred to by t 
| as having been reported. 


JUNE 30, 


on tte e 


A bill (H. R. 314) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
Kale; 

A bill(H. R. 1110) to correct the military record of Calvin Dan- 
iel; 

A bill (GH. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion gs 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter; and 

A bill (H. R.4651) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosbure 

The following bill reported to the House from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, with the recommendation that it lie on the 
table, was considered and ordered to lie on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Mar- 
cellus Pettit. 

The SPEAKER. This includes all the bills that have been 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. There are a num- 
ber of bills that have been laid aside with the recommendation 
that they be reported, but which have not been reported. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope consent will be given to dispose of 
them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Mis 
souri that they are in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Butthey have been considered and Jaid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, but have not been re 

vorted. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole found its 
without a quorum and could not report them to the House; but 
they have coms considered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER. 


tanding 


They are on the Calendar. 
But not reported to the House; and theor 


| der related to those which had been reported to the House. 
| There are a number of bills the committee has considered and 


has laid aside to report. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. age I ask unanimous 


10 Speaker be considered 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that, as to those bills laid aside to be reported, the 


| Committee of the Whole be discharged from their further con- 


sideration and that they be put on their passage. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 


ELECTRICAL 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, there isa House 
bill with Senate amendments of a verbal character that I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

A bill (A. R. 6500) defining and establishing the units of electrical measure 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to be absent on Mon- 
day, and he asks unanimous consent to call this bill up and dis- 
pose of the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. These are only verbal changes 
and the changing from a small letter to a capital. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, a motion to recon- 


MEASURE. 


| sider the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred 


in was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. Speaker, I objeated a while ago to a 
I want to with- 


Mr. STALLINGS. 
request made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
draw that objection. It applies to all bills passed on Friday 
night of last week and one which passed last Friday night. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman also make the ex- 


| ception to the one that was passed on the previous night? 


Mr. STALLINGS. Oh, yes. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will pro- 
ceed to consider the bills which had been ordered to be laid aside 
witha favorable recommendation. A general order will be mado 
to discharge the committee from the further consideration of 
the bills so that they may be considered in the House. 


BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


The Committee of the Whole was discharged from thefurther 
consideration of the following bills; which were severally read, 
the amendments recommended by the Committee of the Wholé 
agreed to, the bills passed, and motions to reconsider the votes 
by which the several bills were passed were laid on the table: 

The bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Susy Conway; 

The bill (H. R. 1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children 
of Hartwell M. Trickey to the pension rolls (title amended); 

The bill (H. R. 6050) for the relief of Margaret A. Woods; 

The bill (S. 307) for the relief of Earnest C. Emerson; 

The bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews, 

The dill (A. R.953) to grant a pension to Allie Dill Broughton; 

The bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 
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H. R. 3816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Dono- 


1 he > bill 
gia 

The : pill | H. RB. 
The bill (H. RB. 
ane child; 
Che bill (A. R. 
wnd 

The bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tait. 

BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

Che following bills wereseverally passed withoutamendments, 

motions to reconsider the votes by which they were passed 
lly laid on the table: 


} 
ri 


3065) to increase the pension of James Lane} 
6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 


6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 


\ bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 
Or ind 
bill (H. R. 2726) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
icnint the name of Edwin J. Butler. 
sear tuan diel POSTPONED. 
Che bill R ae ) for the relief of Frederick Ottstotts, re- 
ted from tbe o } imit e of the Whole with an adverse rec 
ommendation, was aid on the table, with the order that its 


1] 
ion be inde 


considerati finitely postponed. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
ir. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move —_ when 
3 to-day it be to meet on Tuesday ne 
tuken, and the motion was rejected. 
LEAVE ABSENCE. 
consent, leave of absence was granted 
, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
on request of Mr. MILLIKEN), indefinitely, 


the House ad- | 


quest ion ¥ 


as 

OF 

By unanimot 

{oMr. HEA! 
a 


To Mr. Be 


YUTELLE 


on account of sickness. 
Ir. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 
LECrRIC FANS FOR HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. SHELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution for which I 
immediate consideration. It will not take more than a 


nute to dispose of it, and I think it is privileged. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion 
to xedjourn. 
BANKHEAD. Ido for 
Clerk read as follows: 


the present. 


olved, That the Architect of the Capitol be directed to place in the Hall 

of the House of Representatives such number of electric fans as he may 
( i necessary for the proper ventilation of said Hall and for the comfort 
and healthfulness of the members, the expense thereof to be paid out of the 

nt nt fund 

The resolution was agreed to. [Applause.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House adjourn. 

iotion was agreed to. 
ind | accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.) the House 
journed. 


ON 
vate 


REPORTS OF COM PRIVATE 
] Rule bills and 
\ illy re ictal Somnnanemntiiian 3, delivered io the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs 
A bill (H. R. 5912) for discharge of Julius L. Briggs as sergeant 
(Report No. 1200.) ' 


BILLS. 


resolu 


MITTEES 


XIII, pri 


9 tang 
ions 


e 


Under clause of 


ere sever 


CHANGE OF ] 

nder clause 2of Rule XXTT, 

the consideration of the following bills; 
‘ollows: 

bill (H. R for the relief of Rhoda Rucker, of Tennes- 

the Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to tho 


EFEREN( 
committees were » discharge l from 
which were referred as 


1093 


Committee on [Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 726) for the relief of Charles M. Kennerly—the 


Committee on War ¢ 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2902) placing upon the pension rolls the name of 
L. D. Gilbreath—the committee on Invalid Pensions disch: irged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\ bill (H. R. 6759) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Harring- 
ton—the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


‘laims discharged, and re fer red to the Com- 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, a bill and joint resolution of the | 
2 lowing titles were introduced, and sever: ally referred as fol- | 
OWS 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H.R. 7615) granting special pvivi- 
leges to road houses in the Distric st of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
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UMMIN 





Mp 
JLT. 


By ‘GS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) relating 
to the me dal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the folloy r 
titles were presented and referred as follow 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7616) settline the claim ag 
th \ nited States of George Lemley, of Junction City, Ka: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bil) (H. R. 7617) allowing to Calvin H i lan l | 
other members of the Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volur 
= fan try the privileges and benefits of sections 2304 and 

the Revis “ Statutes of the United States—to the C 
on War Claims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 7618) granting an honorable dischar to 
Th homas C. Johnson. of Concordia, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 7619) granting commutation money to Cor 
rad Schmidt, of Junction City, Kan to the Committ ou 
Claim: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7620) grantine a pension to Mrs i Na 
Walker, of Green, Kans.—to the Committee on Inval lid I ( 
lso,a bill(H. R.7621) tocorrect the military rec obel Geor 
W. Richardson, of Haddam, Kans.-—-to the Committ n 
| tary Affairs. 
Ky Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7622) granting a pension to 
te ) ee to the Committee on invalid Pe ions 
B . HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 762 } 
a pension to Cassie Perkins—to the aanenene Oe Pensio1 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7624) granting a pension to 
Talitha EF. Buell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Be Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (HB. R. 7625) to place Wil 

‘mon on the retired list of the Army—to the Commit 


tia 
Military Affairs 


y y Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7626) for the relief of Mrs. Vi 
on labre, Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on Wa 


Claims. 
By Mr. PAS 
relief of A.J 
\lso by request 
Wharf Company 
sy Mr. SE’ 


HAL by request A bill (EH. R. 7627) for 
’. Hensley—to the Committee on Claims. 
, a bill (H. R.7 for the relief 


to the Committee on Claims. 


6 2 ) ol i 





| C'TLE: A bill (H.R. 7629) for the relief of the he 

of israel G. Lash—to the Committee on Claim 
PETITIONS, ET 

lerclause Lof Rule AXII, th »f mlowin r potitionsa j 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

Mr. BLAIR: Petition of the Rockingham Co Co 
fe e of Congregational and Presbyterian Churches, adopted 

ifty-seventh annual session, June 6, L894, praying fo 
} ive of the anti-lottery bill at this ssion—to the C 

1 the Judiciary. 

\lso, petition of James G. Walker, of New Hampshire, agains 
ink e tax on fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. COOMBS: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
er of fraternal societies, asking that fraternal be y 
§ ties, orders, or associations O} erating u pon the lodg 
tem, and providing for the payment of life, sickness, benevo 
l und other benefits to members or depende rel ( 
oO n nee ee elias mmittee on Ways and M« 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Two pet.tion Henry 
H. Goodel and 17 ot ther oltin ens of Am! 1erst, Ma Lai 

‘oduction of lottery matter or the allowance of its transpor- 
tation from State to State—to the Committes on the Post-Offi 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. IKIRT: Petition of T. P. Marsh and 9 other memb 
of the faculty of Mount Union College, Alli ince, Ohio, against 
the operations and influence of the Lo lisiana lottery—to the 
Com nittee on the Post-Ottice and Post-Roods. 
raat. JOSEPH: Petition of miners of the Territory of New 
Mexi ), praying Con gress to permit the law requiring $100 in 
labor to be performed — ally on each mining claim to remain 


to the C om 


Pe ion of eitiz 


ttee on Mines and Mining. 
ns of Massachusetts, for 
ymmittee on the Post-Offica 


in full foree and effect 

by Mr. MCCALL 
LO the ¢ 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. Two petitions of citizens of 
snfield, Pa., for exemption of fraternal societies from income 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of the faculty of 
Durham, N. C., eoneerning lotteries—to the ¢ 
Post-Offiee and Post-Roads 


STONE 


Trinity ‘ 
ymmittes 


} 
j : 
oOLlege, 


on the 
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SENATE, 
MONDAY, July 2, 1894, 


The Senate mot at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitspurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when,on motion of Mr. CULLOM, and by 
unanimous congent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid bofore the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of May 31, 1804, a copy of a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with 
copies of all correspondence on file in his office relating to the 
alleged erroneous survey made of the Klamath Indian Reserva- 
tion, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, the vote 
to refer and print was reconsidered, and the communication and 
accompanying papers were ordered to lie on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MORRILL was, on his own request, granted an indefinite 
leave of absence. 

- PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Prison Association of the United States, of Allegheny, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill authorizing the Department of 
Justice to establish a bureau for the identification of criminals 
and the collection and dissemination of criminal information, 
and making appropriation for the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ara- 
pahoe County, Colo., praying that the funds of mutual life in- 
surance companies and associations be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Camp, No. 1, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Denver, Colo., and a peti- 
of Silver State Council, No. 3, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of ees ars for the enactment of legislation 
restricting immigration; which were referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

Mr. VILAS presented petitions of A. R. Boerner and 38 other 
citizens; of A. C. Probert and 34 other citizens; of Henry J. 
Douglaw and 25 other citizens; of S. E. Gernon and 12 other 
citizens, and of J. C. Noyes and 49 other citizens of Winnebago 
County, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying that the funds of 
mutual life insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from the peaeenes income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of Order Railroad Teleg- 
raphers of North America, of Atlanta, Ga., praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for a national exhibit at the Cotton States 
and International Exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the 
fall of 1895; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MCLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1992) for the relief of Briscoe B. Bouldin, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by him- 
self June 29, 1894, intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbiaappropriation bill, reportedfavorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be ops by him to the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
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the accompanying paper, 
priations. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendmen: 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consilay 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
Se an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the 
ndian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committe 

on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to wiio), 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CALL, June jx. 
1894, intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, ang 
judicial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, anq 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
and be printed; which was agreed to. 

MINNESOTA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, ty 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of th, 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That t 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to trar 
mit tothe House of Representatives any reports that may have been ~ 
ceived since his last annual report pertaining to the improvement on th: 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 


GEORGE P, FURBER. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Funds of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. GRAY June 16, 1894, 1 
ported it without amendment. 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to George P. Furber, from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, $750, as compensation for his services in the 
preparation of the second edition of Senate Election Cases, and the volume 
entitled Privileges of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2172) requiring the use 
of safety fenders on cars operated by cable or electric power 
within the District of Columbia; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the bill be read at length, and 
I beg leave to suggest that as this isa matter of great public 
concern, and a subject that is largely engaging the attention of 
the people of the District of Columbia, I trust the committee to 
which it will be referred may give it speedy and favorable con- 
sideration, and that the Senate may do likewise. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and hereby are, authorized and directed to require each street railway com 
pany or corporation which may be now or hereafter operated by cable or 
electric power within the District of Columbia to prepare its tracks and 
road bed in such manner as may be necessary to facilitate the use of safety 
fenders upon the cars of such companies or corporations, and to equip such 
cars With the best attainable fenders for the protection and preservation of 
life and limb. 

Sec. 2. That if any of the said companies or corporations shall neglect for 
six months after having been directed in writing by the said Commissioners 
to prepare their tracks and road-bed and equip the cars operated by them 
as required by this act to the satisfaction of the said Commissioners such 
company or corporation shall, from and after the expiration of six months 
fromthe date of thesaid notice, pay a fine of $1 per day for each car operated 
by them to which a fender should have been attached. 

The said fines shall be collected in the same manner as other fines due the 
District of Columbia, and when collected shall be paid into the treasury of 
the said District. ‘ 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit acommunication fromthe Com- 
missioners of the District; addressed to the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, relating to the matter 
of fenders. I move that it be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, with the bill which has just 
been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2173) to amend an act cn- 
titled ‘An act to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, and 
an actentitled ‘‘Anact to providea temporary government for the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ 
approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redistricting of the In- 
dian Territory for judicial purposes, for an additional judge and 
more United States commissioners, and to prescribe the juris- 
diction, duties, and authority of such judges and commissioners, 
and for other purposes: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2174) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chester Ogden; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


referred to the Committee on Appro- 











1894. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2175) conferring additional 
sowers on United States commissioners; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
“Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2176) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Tampa, Fla.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. KYLK. 
read at length and lie on the table for the time being. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 94) defining obstruction to railway 
trains, was read the first time bv its title and the second time 
at length, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


of America in Congress assembled, That no warrant or other process, civil or | 


criminal, shall be issued by any United States commissioner, or out of any 
circuit or district court of the United States, against any person or persons 
for the alleged obstruction of any railroad train or trains, unless it shall 


uppear that such person or persons have obstructed or hindered such train | 


in such manner as to interfere with the safe and convenient movement of 


the part of such train or trains as are essential to the safe and convenient | 


transportation of the mails of the United States. And the detachment of 


Pullman or other parlor or 6 
trains shall not constitute any offense against the laws of the United States 
AMEN TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 
ibmitted the following resolution; which was 


IMENTS 


Mr. LINDSAYs 
read: 


Resolved, Taat the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, requested to | 


furnish for the use of the Senate, as early as practicable, a statement show- 
ing fully and in detail all expeditions and engagements had by the military 


forces of the United States with hostile bands or tribes of Indians for the | 


period beginning with 1850 and ending with March 3, 189i, showing, when 
ever possible, the tribe or band engaged or operated against, and submit- 
ting with the said statement copies of all correspondence and reports re 
lating to the said expeditions against and engagements with the said Indian 
bands or tribes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes:I think it is important enough to be 
considered now. 

'The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that it 
should be a direction and not simply a request. A direction is 
the usual form. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have drafted it as a request. 
will operate as a direction, however. 

Mr. HOAR. 1! believe the universal custom of the Senate is 
to have the heads of Departments directed to furnish informa- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it should be a direction. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well; I will strike out the word “ re- 
quested ” and insert ‘‘ directed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so mod- 
ified. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator, if this is to be 
done, going back for forty-four years, whether it would not be 
well to have it go back to the beginning of the Government? 
Then we should have a compact and very convenient and im- 
portant history of this particular matter. Ihope our Indian war 
history is over. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that there is no objection to that, 
except the great length of time it may take to prepare a re- 
portof that character. It is desired that this report shall be 
made as speedily as possible, to enable the Law Department to 
defend claims for Indian depredations, 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding to it a direction for the same information from 
the beginning of the Government, but let the resolution require 
the two to come in separately, so that it can be printed in two 
volumes. There is not, so far as I know, anywhere a good his- 


I suppose it 


tory of our Indian wars, either showing the cost of them or giv- | 


ing a list of them and a statement of the general circumstances. 
I had occasion some ten or twelve years ago to ascertain the 
cost to the Government of the Indian wars, and the official at 
the Treasury Department procured the information for me after 
a great deal of labor and research. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In that view the resolution may go over 
until to-morrow, and I shall prepare an amendment to meet the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will put in a clause that we shall 
communicate these two matters, one before and the other after 
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[ introduce a joint resolution, which I ask may be 


| President, who shall inquire and report to the Senate the 


leeping coaches from any railroad train or | 
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1850, separately, they can be printed as two volumes, and it will 


be a very valuable historical work. One need not wait for the 
other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

RAILROAD STRIKE. 

Mr. CALL. Isubmita resolution, which Iask may be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow morning. 

rm ; ‘ 

The resolution was read and ordered to be printed and to go 
over, as follows: 


The resolution will go ove 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
cause of the exist- 
ing strike of railroad ana Pullman car employés, and the justice of the de- 
mands of the workingmen, and report by bill or otherwise such legislation 


as May secure justice to the workingmen and be reasonablé and fatr to their 


| employers, and secure the transportation of the mails and freight and pas 


sengers without interruption, and that such committee be authorized to act 
with a committee of the House appointed for this purpose, and may report 
to their respective Houses the result of their final action 


PEARL HARBOR 


SURVEY. 
Mr. KYLE. I submit a resolution which [ ask 
and lie on the table, to come up hereafter. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie over, as follows: 


read 


may be 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed toinform the Senate 
by what authority and for what purpose the United States Government 
through Admiral Walker is making a survey or exploration of Pear| Harbor 


on the island of Oahu, Hawaiian Islands, and the results of such rvey or 
exploration. 


DELIVERY O SENATE MAIL. 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmita resolution, for which I ask immedi- 


ate consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to make strict inquiry 
into the cause of the failure of a due and prompt delivery of Senate mail, 
and to cause the same to be remedied. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire before the resolution is adopted to say 
afew words. During the last Administration and during the 
present there has been great irregularity in delivering mail to 
Senntors. Ishould receive regularly five Massachusetts papers, 
three morning and two evening papers, but sometimes ior a 
week they will fail, being received perhaps in a single mail on 
the same day, sometimes two days after they ure due. On com- 
plaint to our postmaster here he will make inquiry; he says he 
thinks it is not in his own office, and the matter will be remedied 
for a day or two. For instance, yesterday morning I should 
have received three Massachusetts papers. I received none of 
them in the morning. 

One came at noon, one mail late; the others have not come 


yet. Yesterday at noon I should have received two Massa- 
chusetts afternoon papers, and they came this morning, a mail 
late. The prompt receipt of newspapers is not quite so impor- 


| tant, but nobody knows whether the same thing is not going on 


all the time in regard to letters, and especially when legisla- 
tion like that we have had this winter is in progress it is very 
important to the due performance of the office of Senator that 
the mails shall be received promptly. 

I do not think the fault is inthe Senate post-office. The same 
thing happened under the last Republican Administration. Ido 
not know thatit would be just, withoutsome inquiry, to say that 
[ think the fault is in the city post-olfic:, but still that is my be- 
lief, because where you have three newspapers due in the same 
mail and one comes and the other two do not, it of course would 
indicate that the Northern mail had not miscarried. I have no 
doubt this is amatter more or less within the experience of every 
Senator. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
may proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1930) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Lexington, Mo. The bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce with the usual amend- 
ments. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 1, afterthe word 
‘*that,” to strike out‘‘if;” inline 2, after the word ‘‘spans,” to 
strike out “it” and insert ‘‘and;” in line 6, after the word 
‘*the,” to strike out ‘‘ main channel” and insert ‘‘ water way;” 
and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ than,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and 
insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 

That said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, and 
shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above high-water mark, 


as understood at the pe of location, to the lowest member of the bridge 
superstructure, nor shall the spans of said bridge overthe water way of said 
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river be less than 400 fe 
shal! be parallel with the current of 
angies thereto 
The amendment was a d to. 
Then idment was, in section 8, line 10, after the word 
Sti), t,’ to ike out: 
if bridge constructed as a drawbridge it shall be constructed as a 
‘ jdge, with a draw over the main channel of the river at an ac 
navigable point, and with spans of not less than 200 feet 
lear on each side of the central or pivot pler of the draw 
iall be nov less than 10 feet above low-water mark, measur’ 
t member of the bridge superstructure: And provided also, 
iw shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, except 
re passing over said bridge, for the - sage of the boats whose 
hall not be such as to admit of their passage under the draw 
hen closed, but in no case shall unnecessary delay occur in 
i draw after the passage of said trains, and. 


yt in length in the clear, and the piers of said bridge 
said river, and the bridge itself at right 


approach and passage under the channel span of said bridge be 

ny time dangerous or difficult of access by the river traffic, the 

rf 4 | bridge shall construct, at their own expense, such works of 

iel regVlation and such aids to navigation asthe Secretary of War shall 
r the approach and passage reasonably safe and easy. 


chat 
ord Lo rent 


Po as to inn 


ke the proviso read: 

Provided, That in case the approach and passage under the channel span 
of said bridge be found at any time dangerous or difficult of access by the 
river trafiic, the owners of said bridge shall construct, at their own expense, 
such works of channel regulation and such aids to navigation as the Sec- 
retary of War shall order, to renier the pees and passage reasonably 
safe and easy: Provided aleo, That the said company or corporation shall 
miaingf#in, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals on id bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe 

‘The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 20, after the word 
within,” to strike out ‘‘ two years’’ and insert ‘‘ one year,” 
and in line 21, after the word ‘‘ within,” to strike out ‘five 
and insert ‘‘ three; so as to read: 

\nd should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the prog- 
ress of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of War; and if said bridge is not commenced within one year and 


completed within three years from the passage of this act, the rights and 
privil by granted shall be null and void. 


” 


es hers 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUITS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 346) to remove 
the bar of the statute of limitation and give the right of appeal 
in cortain cases. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


The bill will be read for informa- 


Bei wted, efc., That the statute of limitation shall not be interposed in 
any sult brought by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of 
Claims against the United States to recover wages claimed to be due him 
under the national eight-hour law: Provided, That such suits shall be com- 
menced within three years from the passage of thisact: And provided fur- 
ther, That any number of claimants may join in the same suit, and the 
court may find in favor of some and against some, as in law and equity may 
be right, and both the claimants and the United States shall have the right 
to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, irrespective of the 
amount claimed 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill would impose an enormous labor 
upon the Supreme Court. I should think there is no necessity 
for anappealin such cases. Certainly we ought not togive juris- 
diction to the United States Supreme Court in the multitude of 
cases which may arise under the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. A bill similar to this one has been before the 
Senate several times, and it has passed both Houses at different 
times. Itis now drawn in conformity to meet the objections 
made to the bill the last time it was before the Senate. Itcovers 
the overtime claims of men who were kept at work after the 
eight-hour law was passed. The claims stand under the letter 
of Secretary Thompson, in which he said that if they would work 
ten hours a day they should receive extra wages. The object of 
the bill is simply to remove the bar of the statute of limitations, 
and let them take their case into the Court of Claims and have 
their claims passed upon there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the bill authorizes an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The hour of half past 10 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its ChiefClerk, announced that the House had d 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 6500) to define 
and establish the units of electrical measure, 


ESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 2, 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S, 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells Johnson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary act of August 13 
1888; P 

A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M.c, Fe}. 
met, George H. Smathers, and others; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. {198) to print Agricultural Report 
for 1594. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Tottey 
military reservation for the use of the militia of the State of 
North Dakota, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur 

yhy; 

, A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gas Light Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes acr. 
the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res.193) to appoint three members o 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not aware what course the committ 
intend to pursue in regard to the bill, but I desire a separat 
vote on the amendment on page 28, which was made as in Com 
mittee of the Whole, providing that barbed wire, commonly 
used for fencing, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas about to suggest, in order to save time, 
that any Senator who desires to reserve a separate vote in the 
Senate on any specific amendment and have the action of the 
Senate taken upon it shall indicate such amendment, and that 
all amendments not so reserved shall be voted upon en masse by 
the Senate. 

Mr.SHERMAN. if the question is as to what amendments are 
pending, I desire to offer an amendment to the wool schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest, as to the action to bo 
taken, that we first take up the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and amendments to be offered in the Sen- 
ate will of course come up subsequently. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the text 
of the bill at the proper time; but there is no hurry about it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio will properly come afte) 
amendments which were made as in Committee of the Whole 
are disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator propose to begin at the beg*in- 
ning and go through seriatim with the amendments? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The propesition of the committee is 
that such amendments as any Senator chooses to ask a separate 
vote upon and to have separately considered shall be reserved, 
and when those amendments have been reserved, the others, 
upon which no Senator asks a separate vote, may be at once dis- 
posed of in bulk. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed that was to be the course pursued. 
That is the usual mode, and of course it will save time if it is 
taken. Does the Senator now propose to have other Senators 
indicate the amendments they want reserved? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; but I should like first to indi- 
cate some amendments which I propose to have reserved on the 
part of the committee, and after that Ishall be very glad to have 
each Senator suggest any paragraph or section which he desires 
to have reserved for a separate vote. 

Mr. HALE. Let me also suggest to the Senator that, as the 
amendments are not numbered, it is pretty difficult to identify 
them; and when we get through, after Senators have reserved 
any items, if they find that, through mistake or by inadvertence, 
they have neglected to reserve an amendment, they may have 
an opportunity to do so. I hope the Senator will not insist in a 
case of that kind on a strict enforcement of the rule, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thore will be no objection to such 
amendments being considered as open. I ask to have re- 
served —— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I suggest to 
Senators that they use the last print of the bill in referring to 
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the amendments they desire to have reserved, so as to prevent 
confusion at the Seeretary’s desk. It will facilitate business 
very much if Senators will use that copy ef the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas that all the amendments made as in Committee of the 

Vhole should bs regarded as adopted without any formal vote 
of the Senate, except where any Senator desires a separate vote. 
We can not now specify all the particular amendments we want 
a separate vote upon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
jection to that. 

Mr. HILL. That would be satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is eee to have a formal vote. 

Mr.HALE. Itseems to mel would not agree that theamend- 
ments go nem. con. in bulk. Let Senators first indicate the 
amendments they wish reserved for a separate vote, and then let 
the question be put on concurring in all the amendmonts not 
reserved. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. HALE. In bulk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That course may be taken, and the 
vote may be taken on the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, reserving the right to each Senator to suggest any 
amendment he wishes to have a separate vote on. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator propose to go ahead with the 
committee amendments first? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I intended to do that, and as we 
propose to offer a number of amendments to amendments which 
have been made in the paragraphs, L desired to do that in the 
beginning. AsI understand, the amendments will have to be 
offered before the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole are acted on, and I presume, under the agreement just 
now made, we may have a vote on the amendments. 

Mr.HALE. Let Senators first put in a list of the amendments 
they want reserved. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before any agreement is made, I desire to 
reserve all the amendments made to the wool and woolen sched- 
ule. I have but one amendment to offer to that schedule; but if 
that should be adopted it will require slight changes in other 
provisions. I ask that the amendments made to the whole 
schedule be reserved, aud I have also one other amendment I 
desire to offer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not let the Senator from Arkansas 
designate theamendments he wants toexcept, and then letother 
Senators indicate their amendments? It can be done in three 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
course 

Mr. HALE. Thatwould be the best way, because, perhaps, 
we should complicate matters by offering other amendments now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Scnator misunderstood me. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the suggestion of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hii] is agreed to, it will lead, as it seems to me, to 
inextricableconfusion, I donotknowof a single instance where 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole have not 
been concurred in. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. If the Senator from Tennessee will 
permit me, the Senator from New York has withdrawn his re- 
quest. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. I now suggest that every Sen- 
ator indicate the particular amendment or amendments he 
wishes to reserve for a separate vote, and then that we concur 
in all other amendments not so reserved. 

Mr. HALE and others. Weare ready for that. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
amendment on page 173, section [55] 28, inserting the words 
‘*not including the salary of the President of the United States 
and the judges of courtsof the United States, but.” I desire to 
reserve that amendment for a separate vote. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to reserve the amendments to the lum- 
ber and wood schedule, on page 39, and also the provision of the 
free list touching that same subject, on page 119. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to reserve a separate vote on sections 182 
and 1824, being the sugar schedule, pages 40, 41, and 42, and also 
on page 109; paragraph 575, paintings in oil or water colors, 
original drawings, and sketches, ete.; also on page 230, relating 
to manufactures of tobacco. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 desire to reserve paragraph 178, relating to 
lumber, in Schedule D, wood, and manufuctures of 
on tinaEr [reserve a separate vote on paragraph 

, . 
Mr. LODGE. I desire to reserve a separate vote on para- 


I presume there would be no ob- 


In bulk? 


[I am perfectly willing to consent to that 
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graph 264, relating to manufactures of cotton, and paragraph 
356, relating to matting and mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 

Mr. CHANDLER. | desire to reserve the amendment on ling 
3, of the first page of the bill, fixing thedate when the act shal] 
take effect; in lines 6 and 7, on the same page, the words “ov 
withdrawn for consumption;” on page 2, line 25, in relation 
the rate of duty on borax. On page 8, I desire to reserve ti 
provisions in relation to the duty on lead and lead products; og 
page ll, item 69, the duty on sponges; on page 20, line 14, the 
duty on iron ore; on page 28, line 20, the duty on barbed wire; 
on page 37, line 10, the duty on lead ore. 

{ had also marked for reservation page 40, being the sugar 
schedule. I take itforgranted, however, that if an amendment 
is reserved by one Senator, itcan not be withdrawn by that Sena- 
tor subsequently without unanimous consent. So f omit to re- 
serve the sugar scinvule. 

On page 45, paragraph 193, I reserve a separate vote on the 
duty on rice; on page 53, the spirit schedule; on page 55, the 
wine schedule; on page 50, paragraph 275, relating to collars 
and cuffs; on page 76, the schedule of silk and silk goods; on 
page 82, paragraph 318}, the amendments to the schedute on 
coal; from pages 171 to 201, the amendments relating to the in- 
come tax; on page 198, section 36, the amendments to the pro 
vision in reference to keeping books; on pages 232 and 233, see- 
tion 1, the provision in reference to reciprocity. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the Senator it would be easier to 
reserve the whole bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had marked a number of amendments [ de- 
sired to have reserved. I think the Senator from New Hamp 
sbire [Mr. CHANDLER] has covered most of them, but I desire 
now to understand whether or not if an amendment on whieh a 
separate vote is desired shall have been agreed to in the gen- 
eral agreement it is then in such a position that it can not be 
asked for. Suppose, for example, that I wish to reserve a vote 
on paragraph 213@, but do not now give notice of the fact, can 
I do so afterwards? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Mauine [Mr. 
HALE] asked in case these amendments were agreed to, and any 
Senator should state that he had overlooked or neglected to offer 
an amendment, would there be objection to his doing so, and [ 
stated that there would be noobjection. Whilst we should pre- 
fer that these things should be considered and settled now so far 
as possible, of course, if a Senator has overlooked an amendment 
he desired to offer and had made no reservation ot it, there would 
be no desire on this side of the Chamber to take advantage of 
such omission. 

Mr. ALLISON. One difficulty I see with the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER |is tinet he 








does not propose to amend paragraphs, but alludes to pages and 
topics. 
Mr. CHANDLER. In some cases I have named paragraphs 


and in others not. I think my notice is specific enough. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it is. 

I desire to reserve the amendments to paragraphs 217 to 225, 
inclusive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator has a memorandum by him 
I suggest he had better send it to the Secretary’sdesk. I should 
like to send up a memorandum with a reservation of amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave a memorandum, but it is my own, and 
I do not think it would be intelligible to the clerk. 

Mr. PEPFER. [If it is agreeable, [ shall do the same thing. 
I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to make out 
such a memorandum immediately. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what are the amend- 
ments reserved by the Senator from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to reserve Schedule K, wool 
and manufactures of wool, and paragraph 685 as to wool. 

Mr. WASHBURN. While the Senator from lowa is arrang- 
ing his memorandum—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam not arranging a memorandum. [ fiad 
that nearly every amendment which [ intended to ask to reserve 
has already been reserved by other Senators. 

Mr. WASHBURN. lIask a separate vote on paragraph 191, 
on page 45. I also give notice that [ shall offer at the proper 
time an amendment at the end of Schedule G. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before pointing out the amendments which 
I ask to reserve, I wish to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether such amendments as were proposed and re- 
jected will be again inorder without any special notice until the 
time comes to offer them? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There can be no question about that. 
The bill is open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senater can offer whatever 
amendments he chooses in the Senate. 
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Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where an amendment has been 
concurred in, if the Senator proposes to amend an amendment, 
it would be better to give notice that he intends to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, and have that reserved. 

Mtr. PEPPER. Iask that paragraph 134, on page 30, be re- 
served; thaton page 31, paragraph 138 be reserved; on page 33, 
paragraphs 145, 146, 147, 148, and 149, on pages 40and 41, as to the 
sugur schedule; on page 69, paragraph 264, the cotton schedule; 
paragraph 271,on the same page; page 71, Schedule K, the wool 
schedule; on page 85, paragraphs; 39 and 340, and running over 
onto the next page, paragraphs 341 and 342. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I propose to demand a separate vote on 
paragraph 225, page 51, relating to ‘‘extract of meat,” alsoa 
separate vote on paragraph 367, ‘‘albumen,” on the free list, and 
a separate vote also on the different items of the sugar schedule; 
and [ give notice that as to section 182+, I shallgpropose several 
amendments voted upon as in Committee of the Whole, and also 
some additional amendments to that section. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask fora separate vote on paragraph 
685, placing wool on the free list. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the absence of the Senators from Nevada, 
and at their request, I ask for a separate vote on the amendment 
on page 2, line 1, relating to boracic acid. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the sub- 
stitutefor the sugar schedule which I havejust sent to the Sec- 
retury’s desk; also a separate vote upon my amendment offered 
a few days ago upon the subject of placing certain foreign works 
of art on the dutiable list, and also onan amendment placing all 
classes of fencing wire on the free list. 

Mr. POWER. Iam not now prepared to indicate the amend- 
ment I want tooffer. I wish to know if I can do so to-morrow 
morning. I only reached the city this morning, and have not 
looked over the new print of the bill. The amendments I want 
to offer relate to lead products, rice, barley, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state to the 
Senator from Montana that it is impossible to hear him. The 
Chair can not tell what the Senator has said. 

Mr. PLATT. Nothing that any Senator has said in the Sen- 
ate for the last twenty minutes has been heard more than 10 
feet from where he stood. All Senators are engaged in private 
conversation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that no at- 
tempt will be made to transact business until order is restored. 
The Chair will now hear the statement of the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator can offer his amendments any time. 

Mr. POWER. I understand that I can hereafter offer all the 
amendments I choose. I am not ready to indicate the amend- 
ments that I desire to offer, asI only arrived in the city this 
morning. I understand I can hereafter offer any amendments I 
choose, and that is what I wished to know. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to reserve for a separate vote the 
amendments to paragraph 307, page 78, relating to paper. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to reserve whatever dates 
are in the bill at which the bill or the different schedules are to 
go into effect, and also to reserve paragraphs 83, 94, 1804, 224, 
276, 279, 284, 292, 288, 287, 291, 290, 289, and also 269, and 270. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to reserve the amendments in 
paragraph 270. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on concurring in the 
residue of the amendments madeas in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
whom I do not see in the Chamber, I think, desires to offer some 
amendments to subdivisions 2 and 10, and hence, for the purpose 
of reserving that right to him, I will make that reservation. I may 
desire myself to offer an amendment placing bags upon the free 
list. I do not observe that that transfer has been made. I may 
also desire to amend paragraph 244 as to a word or two where I 
think a clerical mistake has —- occurred. I desire also to 
give notice that I shall move to place a substance known as 
cenotannin upon the free list. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to reserve the proviso which Isubmit- 
ted on Friday last. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire also to reserve the amend- 
ment in section 5, on page 124. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
= residue of the amendments made as in Committee of the 

nole. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [understand that on Friday last, after I left, 
some change was made in the crockery schedule, but I have not 
been able toexamineit. I will therefore reserve for the moment 
the crockery schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisunderstood thatif any Senator has omit- 
ted by accident or otherwise this morning to call for a separate 
vote upon any particular amendment, he can have an opportu- 

‘ nity of doing so notwithstanding this general concurrence? 
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That is understood. 
That has been agreed to twice. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Let 
it be agreed to again. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been announced by the Chair. I 
desire that it shall be understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair understands that to ba 
the agreement. The question is on concurring in the residug 
of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendménts were concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 88, line 6,1 propose 
to strike out the word ‘‘ quart” and insert the word ‘pint.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to thé amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole will bs stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the word ‘‘quart,” in line 6, and 
insert the word ‘‘ pint;” so as to read: 

Green and colored, molded, or pressed, and flint and lime glass bottles 
holding more than 1 pint, and demijohns And carboys. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [In line 12 in the same amendment 
after the word “one,” I move to strike out the word ‘ quart,” 
and insert ‘‘ pint,” so as to read: 

And vials, holding not more than one and not less than one-quarter of a 
pint, 1} cents per pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator desire the paragraph to be 
agreed to as amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
for the suggestion. 

Mr. FRYE. That should be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made asin Committee of the Wholeas amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 94, page 17, ling 101 
move to strike out “ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-two and a half " 
before the word ‘‘ cents ” so that the paragraph will read: 

94. Cast polished ite glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not ex, 
ceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot; above o¥8 fa d 4 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; qbov6 af dp 
not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot! b5ve 
that 35 cents per square foot. 

The amcndment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move asa new paragraph, to be 
inserted on page 40 as paragraph 1803: 

180}. Toothpicks of vegetable substance, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I should like to make an inquiry of me 
Senator in reference to the amendment. Is 35 per cent on toot 
picks proposed as a revenue duty or for the protection of the 
manufacture of toothpicks? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Simply as arevenue duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 224, 
page 50, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 224, as amende 
in Committee of the Whole, in the following words: 


224. Nuts of all kinds, including cocoanuts shelled or unshelled, not 
specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


And insert: ; 

224. Cocoanuts in the shell, and other nuts, shelled or unshelled, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was afreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansus. In paragraph 269, page 69, of the 
new print 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator, as he says, ‘‘new 
ae thatthis isthe proper print. This is the first printof the 
vill in the Senate, and therefore the clerks should deal with i 
rather than the old print which they have had heretofore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 269I move to strik 
out the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole and ré- 
store the words ‘‘ twenty per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 269, page 69, lines 16 and 17, 
strike out ‘‘4cents per square yard,” and restore the House pro- 
vision, ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

269. Hemp and jute earpets and carpetings, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The proper statement of the question is to 
nonconcur in the amendment madeas in Committee of the Wholé. 
If the amendment is nonconcurred in, the House provision is left 
standing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of. the Whole, striking 
out ‘20 per cent ad valorem ” and inserting ‘‘ 4 cents per square 
yard.” 


Yes; I am obliged to the Senator 


‘ 
- 


as 


Very well; let the question be put 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas recommends that 
the amendment be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 276, page 71, I move 
in line 1, after the word ‘‘edgings,” to insert the words “ net- 
tings and veilings,” with a comma, and in line 10, to strike out 


“forty ’ 






276. Laces, eigings, nettings and veilings, embroideries, insertings, neck 
ruffilings, ruching ‘immings, tuckings, lace window curtains, tamboured 


articles, and articles embroidered by hand or machinery, embroidered 
handkerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufflings, tuck- 
conan, oF other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of 
them, or a mixture of any of them is the component material of chief value 
not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [In paragraph 279, page 72, line 5, 
after the words ‘'carbonized wool,” I move to insert ‘'15 per 
cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that is the schedule I have asked to 
have reserved, I hope the Senator will let it pass over inform- 
ally for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment to be proposed from the 
committee might be adopted, and then the Senator can reserve 
the right to move to amend afterwards. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That course will not preclude the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ment acted upon. 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L[havenoobjection,if thatisunderstood. I 
wish to deal very frankly with the Senator. 
an amendment making a duty on wool 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not hear on this side what 
the Senator is saying. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [If this amendment should be adopted, then 
some changes might have to be made, and I do not want any 
changes made that would cut off the proper motion which may 
follow my amendment if it is adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is simpiy an amendment toan 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which is pend- 
ing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
ing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ator’s amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 279, page 72, line 5, after tl 
words ‘‘carbonized wool,” insert ‘'15 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 9, of the same paragraph, I 
move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” andinsert ‘‘ twenty;” soas to make 
the paragraph read: 

279. On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste and carded waste, and 
carbonized noils, or carbonized wool, 15 per cent ad valorem, and on wool 
of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 
form of roving, roping, or tops, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
paragraph as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkan It is agreed that the paragraph 
shall remain open for the present. ; 

Mr. PLATT. It stands now on the question to concur in the 
amendment as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 284, 
page 73, and insert: 

284. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, felts not specially provided for in this act, all the fore- 
going, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, including those having India rubber as a 
component material, valued at above $1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at less than $1.59 per pound, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 292, page 75, I move 
to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
by inserting 32} instead of 35 per cent; so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

#92. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 32} per cent 
ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


I should be glad to have this amend- 





Andit willleave the amendment still pend- 


It does not conflict with the Sen- 


ie 


Sa 


s. 
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and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


ruchings, all of the above-named articles, composed of flax, jute, | 


it does notconitlict with the Senator's amend- | 


I propose to offer | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be considered as concurred in, if there 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I find that I have not these \- 
ments in regular order. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like to go so fast. 


The amendment as amenced will 


no objection 


S 


be 





Mr. COCKRELL. ‘This is one of the amendmends not to be 
concurred in. Itremaius open. It is in the woolen se 
the schedule referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thi o>len schedule { und cl 
is to remain open after the committee amendments to it are 
adopted. 

Mr.PLATT. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the amendment just adopted? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thirty-two and one-half per cent 


on treble ingrain, three-ply, and ali chain Venetian carpets, in 
Stead of 35 per cent. 
Mr. PLATT. Ishould have said nothing. but the Chair stated 


that the amendment as amended would be concurred in without 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amen iment 
isagreed to. The paragraph as amended is left open. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. i move to strike out in paragraph 
287 ‘‘thirty-five ’ and insert ‘ ‘forty,’ in line ; so as to read: 

287. Aubusson, Axminster, Moquette, and Chenille carpets, figured or plain 
carpets woven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of like chara 
ter or description, and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 40 per cent 


ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 288 I move to strike 
out ‘thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘forty ” in line 10; so as to read: 

283. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, and all 
— or carpeting of like character and description, 40 per cent ad va- 
orem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 289, line 12, I move 
to strike out ‘* thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to read: 
289. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting oi 

character or description, 49 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 290, line 16, I move 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 

220. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the 
warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or descrip- 
tion, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 291, line 20,I move 
to strike out “ thirty-five” and insert “forty-two and one-half;” 
so as to read: 

291. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpet- 


DRC 


like 


| ing of like character or description, printed on the warp or otherwise, 424 


/ ent and will ask the Senate to consider them later. 


per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I leave the dates open for the pres- 
These are 


| all the committee amendments. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
ment reserved. 
“he VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Now, let us begin with the first amend- 


The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas. What was the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas as to paragraph 270? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The motion of the committee was 
to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘twenty” in line 20, of para- 
graph 270. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In line 20, paragraph 270, page 69, strike 
out ‘‘ fiftteen and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to read: 

270. Burlaps, containing not over forty threads to the square inch count 
ing warp and filling, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 has been reserved, I be e 


If itis not, I give notice that I want it reserved. 

Mr. PLATT. And paragraph 271. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 271 has been reserved, 
the Chair will state. 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 should have been reserved. 
I have it on my memorandum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. it can be reserved. There is no 
objection to that, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment was adopted, and the 


paragraph is still pending. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In paragraph 320 I ask thet the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole be noncon- 





1046 


lina the iph remain as it came from the 


Ho 


VICK-I 


curr: 

othe: 
The 
The 

mitice oi 


pia Lf’ 


ISIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
ry. In paragraph 320 the Senate, as in Com- 
» Whole, struck out ‘ fifty” and inserted “ thirty ” 
so as to read: 


and billiard, pool, and ba 
) per cent ad valorem 


ion is on concurring in 


;nonconecurred in. 
IDENT. The reserved amendments will be 
in the bill. The first reserved amendment 


i do not 
re is an amendment in charge of my colleague, who 
m nate, and I fear onaccount of illness, thourh 
iow, as | have not seen him since we adjourned on 
view of the absence of my colleague, I should like to 

d over until he comes in or until later in the day. 
That is all right. 
“PRESIDENT. The 


} 4 
Lue SS 


first reserved amendment will 


ls it in order now to offer an amendment to 


Let us get through with the reserved amend- 
* RANSOM. All right. 
VICK-P RESIDENT. 
din their order. 
» SECRETARY. Page 1, line 3—— 
. VEST. That is about the date. 

JONES of Arkansas. Let that go over. 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The second reserved amendment 
e stated. 

SMORNTARY. On page 2, lines 6 and 7—— 

CHANDLER. The next reserved amendment is to in- 
he words ‘for withdrawn for consumption.” 

TARY. lines6 and 7, page |, after the word ‘' coun- 

insert the words “or withdrawn for consumption.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Those words are wholly unnecessary, whether 
inorout. They do not change the bill a particle. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lealled the attention of the Senate early 
inthisdebate toit. ‘There is another provision in the bill which 
carefully fixes the whole matter, and I think these words ought 
to be dropped; not that they will do any harm, but they may 
pos-ibly create a doubt as to what is made perfectly clear by an- 
other section of the bill. 

[ think they ought not to be inserted. No doubt in confer- 
ene y will be dropped anyway, because there is another pro- 
vision in the billwhich fixes the rule that all goods in warehouse 
or withdrawn for consumption shall pay the duty imposed by 
law at the time of the withdrawal. That is the rule, and itis 
not necessary to have the words inserted here. They will not 
do any great harm however. 

Mr. VEST. There is a difference of opinion about this mat- 
ter. We discussed it at the time. We prefer that the words 
shall be retained in the bill. It can be arranged afterwards in 
conference if the position of the Senator from Ohio is correct; 
but for the present we prefer to let it stand as it is, because a 
good many of us do not agree with the Senator from Ohio as to 
the words being unnecessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextreserved amendment will 
be stated. 

Tho SECRETARY. On page 2, line 1, paragraph 2, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, struck out ‘‘20 per cent ad val- 
orem” and inserted “ 2 cents per pound;” so as to read: 


© id. 2 cents 


The reserved amendments will be 


tjoracica per pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the absence of the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] Lask that this amendment be passed over for the 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

Mr. VEST. What is the order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment just read be passed 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought it was understood that the rate 
was to be made 3 centsa pound. I think we might as well dis- 
pose of it now. 

Mr. VEST. Inever heard of it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then I must have been misinformed. 


Without objection, it will be so 
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The Senator from Nevada desire 


proper time and I gave noti 


e it passe | over for the pr 


Mr. PERKINS. 
iendment at the 
[ would rather hay 
he is in his seat. 
The VICK-PRESIDENT. 
will be stated. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


refined borax, and I ask that it may bo pass 


Ths next 


[reserved on page 2, the tenth paragr 
1 over 
other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, itis soord 

Tho SECRETARY. On page 8, line 12: ** lead products’ 

Mr. ALLISON. There are no amendments ther 
could have been reserved. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment at that p 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheS ntana can do that afte 
ward 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ean offer 
ment whenever he chooses. It is not necessary to have 
paragraphs held up for that purpos 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thene 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
Committee of the Whole inserted ‘‘ sea mos 
80 as to read: 

69. Sponges, sea moss or 


enator from M 


The Senator his an 


<tr ‘ved amendmen 

On page 11, paragraph 69, the Senate as in 
3 or Iceland mos 
Iceland moss, 10 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20,the Senate, as inCommittee of 
the Whole, inserted as paragraph 109}: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, als 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out that paragraph. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can not move to strike out 
the amendment. He can ask the Senate to noneoncur in the 
amendment, which is his only chance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena 
tor from Nebraska that his object can be accomplished by vot- 
against concurrence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on concurring in tho 
amendment made as in Committee of tho Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, inserting 
as a new paragraph what will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

109}. Iron ore, including manganiferous 
duum from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say a few words upon that question. 
The effect of concurring in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole would be to place iron ore upon the free list. 
Every Senator will understand that to be the effect of his vote, 
if he votes to nonconcur in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tes of the Whole. 

I do not prepose to reiterate to any extent the remarks which 
I made upon the subject as in Committee of the Whole. I had 
supposed, until the debate was had the other day, that it was 
conceded so be one of the Democratic principles that raw mate- 
rials—iron ore is one—should be placed upon the free list. I 
was informed by some Senators who participated in the debate, 
that that is a new doctrine. I do not sounderstandit. Ifthere 
is any one thing which can bo regarded as settled, it is that the 
Democratic party, ever since tariff reform has been raised, con- 
sidered iron ore asaraw material, and that raw materials should 
be placed upon the free list. 

[ call the attention of the Senate especially to the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, made to Congress last December, 
in which he argues ably and satisfactorily in favor of placing 
raw materials upon the free list. Our Democratic Secretary of 
the Treasury especially argues in favor of placing iron ore on 
the free list. He shows that it will be a benefit to the whole 
country. He demonstrates that it is desired by our manufac- 
turing interests, and he says that free raw material should con- 
stitute a permanent feature of our revenue legislation. He es- 
pecially deprecates any tax upon iron iron. 

The House of Representatives, true to its Democratic in- 
stincts and traditions, principles and policies, has seen fit to 
place this article upon the freelist. In my judgment the Dem- 
ecratic House can not consistently or conscientiously recede 
from that position. It is better that we should recede now than 
to wait until forced to do so by the action of the conference com- 
mittee. It is better that we should stand up for this Demo- 
cratic principle here and now than to wait until compelled, as I 
think we shall be, to do so when the House of Representatives 
shall have taken action upon this subject. 


» the dross or residuu 


iron ore, also the dross or resi 





1894. 


I do not propose to detain the Senate. Words are useless. 


This compromise arrangement is to be put through. 


nr 
pt 


is, is to receive ths ap bation it seems of the Democratic Sen- 

ate. For one I protest, and so far as Iam concerned I propose 

to vote again in favor of free raw material. 

r. KYLE. I wish toask the Senator from New York a —_ 
Will the Senator explain to the Senate why it is that the 

nittee reported a dt ity of 40 cents on iron ore? 


Mr. COCKRELL. And why is it not a revenue duty strictly 
and fairly. 

ir. Bi IL L. The Senator can argue with his Democratic Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and not with me. I can not explainwhy 
itis puton. I know of no reason for it except that it is a part 
of the arrangement under which the bill is expected to go 


through, 


Mr. KYLE. I have understood from experts that iron ore in 





the northern regions can be placed upon the cars for 25 cents 
per ton. Under the McKinley act there is a duty of 75 cents a 
ton. We propose to retain 40 cents. 

HILL. It is a question of principle and not a question of 


cee I think the Senator agrees with me that it ought to 
be placed upon the free list 

Mr. KYLE. Then let us vote to put it on the free list. 

Mr. HILL. That is precisely what I am endeavoring to do, 
and it will be put on the free list if the Senator from South 
Dakota will vote with me, and Democratic Senators will vote 
with me. Of course we expect Republican Senators to vote the 
other way, as they believe in protection,:as it is called, and we 
do not believe in protection to any exten I do not expect my 
motion to prevail, but let us make the record. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to argue the 
gencral question as to the duty upon raw materials, including 
iron ore, but I wish to correct a mistake into which the Senator 
from New York has inadvertently fallen. If the amendment be 
rejected it would not put, iron ore upon the free list. It would 
leave it with a duty of 75 cents a ton,as under the McKinley 
act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. If we simply reject the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole that would be the effect of the action. 

Mr. HILL. The effect of it would be to restore the condition 
as it existed in the bill when it came from the other House. 

Mr. VEST. It would be necessary by affirmative action after 
that, if the Senate should reject the amendment, to put iron ore 
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This torn | 
dnd tattered McKinley act, for that is aboutall the pending y bill | 


upon the free list. Otherwise it would leave the McKinley act 
in force as to iron ore. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

lr. HO! The bill as it came from the other House placed 

iron ore upon the free list. The Senate came in here and as in 
Committee of the Whole has placed upon it a duty of 40 cents 
per ton. If we do not concur in the amendment the House pro- | 
vision stands. That is as plainas A BC. 

Mr. VEST. This is a new section entirely. 

Mr. PLATT. Will theSenator from Missouripermit me? Is | 


he not mistaken in s: 
duty? Would it not come under the provisions of the bill in 
some general clause? I do not know what the rate of duty 
would be, but I imagine it would be provided for by some clause 
as to articles not specially enumerated. 
Ir. ALLISON. It would be 20 per cent under the pending 


bill. 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouria 
question. This is a very important suggestion he has made for 


our 
act, as he understands it? 
which by inadvertence or otherwise are omitted to be specific- 
ally named in the bill go back under the McKinley act? 

Mr. VEST. There is a provision in the bill that all legisla- 
tion inconsistent with the provisions of the proposeé act is re- 

aled, but there is a good deal of the McKinley act left in 

orce. There is a good deal of the administrative provisions of 
the McKinley act left in force. 

Mr. HOAR. I am speaking of duties, The administrative 
features constitute another matter. Does the Senator under- 
stand that any McKinley duties are left in foree? Will he give 
us a few instances? 

Mr. VEST. If any of the duties in the McKinley act are not 
inconsistent with the pending bill, they are in force. 
call any tomind which would be left in force; but the general 
provision of the bili is ‘‘that all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with this act are hereby repealed.” 

Mr. ALLISON. 


understanding of the bill. Is anything left of the McKinley 


Does he understand that all matters | 


tying it would leave iron ore at the present | 


TOAT 


list, there isa duty of 10 per cont ad valorem, and on all arti- 
cles partly manufactured there isa duty of 20 per 1 va- 
lore m. 

Mr. VEST. Then iron ore would not go back to the free list, 

a ALLISON. It would not go back to tho free list. It 
would either be dutiable at 10 per cent or 20 per cen i think 
iron ore would be rated at 20 per cent, because it is y man- 
ufactured. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that the Sen from 
New York intends, if his motion is adopted, and it is not likel; 
to be, to follow the matter up by a motion to put iron ore on the 
fre 3 list. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that, in 
order to save the trouble of two votes, the motion be put in this 
Way, to nonconcur in the amendment made as in Committ of 
the Whole, and that the ar ticle be admitted free of dut 

Mr. VEST. That isa different proposition. T be sre is no ¢ 
jection to taking a direct vote. 

Mr. HILL. Then we can take the whole vote caput her. 

Mr. VEST. As I was going on to remark, we have already 


stricken iron ore’ from the free list, where the House of Repre- 
sentatives put it, and it would be necessary to put it back. 


Mr. HILL. I ask that the vote be taken in that way,so as 
to save trouble, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall never get through with the bill un 
less we proceed in an orderly way. “The Senate, as in Commi 
tee of the Whole, have recommended a duty of 40 cents on i 
ore,and the question is whether we shall concur or noncone 
the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. That is the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. And then, after we have done t! tl 
another amendment, striking out the House pro 
iron ore on the free list. The question will be on concur 
in that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the pexdin 
question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRE WSSIDENT. The question is on concurring 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the paragraph will be stricken « 
if the vote is in the negative 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the veas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York stated t 
of course the Republicans would vote to retain the « on irs 
ore. That is true, but it is because Republicans, iis | stand 
their policy, are in favor of protecting the industries of 1 
whole country without regard to locality, and they do not bx 
lieve in the so-called Democratic doctrine which the Senate 
from New York is supposed to advocate, that there is sucha 
thing produced in this country as raw material, which ought to 
be admitted free of duty when it comes from other countries. 

Ne believe,as has been so often stated during the recent de- 


n+ 


bate, that everything which the 
the labor of American citizens has 


y produces and which 
contributed to pre luce isa 


product worthy of a protective duty, and therefore vote in 
favor of such a duty as we can get upon iron ore. 

The New England Senators vote in favor of a dut pou iron 

| ore, notwithstanding the fact that free iron ore and free coal 

were promised to us by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}, 

and were the panacea of the Senator from Texus by ich he 

proposed to increase the prosperity of New England. The man- 








ufacturers of New B ngland have never accepted the promise of 
the Senator from Texas. It was medicine which the Senator 

| from Te xas prop osed to force upon themagainst their will. They 
do not ask for it. They never have asked for it; and now it 
seems that the Senator from Texas is so utterly without influ- 
ence in his own party, notwithstanding he has been fortified by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hin}, that he is entirely un- 
able to fulfill his promise or to secure any considerable number 
of Democratic votes in favor of the famous panacea which he so 
often prescribed to us for our endangered and prostrate indus- 
| tries. 

| Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to call the attention of the Sen- 


I can not | 


I wish to eall the attention of the Senator | 


from Missouri to the fact that on all manufactured articles not | 
Specially provided for, either in the free list or on the dutiable 


,as to which the Senator 
ient made as in Committee of 
nd-nay vote on that motion. I 
ntion to paragraph 518, on page 105 of the 


ator from New York to paragraph 1094 
moves to nonconcur in the amend 
the Whole and asks for a yer-a 
desire to call his att 


3 
J 


bill, im the free list, to show that the statement of the Senator 
from fowa that the regular way would be to take a vote squarely 
on the question of concurring in the amendment inserted as 
paragraph 109+ is correct. Then, when wecome to the free list, 


the Senator will have an opportunity of inserting iron ore er 
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nonconcurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole to strike it out of the free list. 

Mr. TH{Ll. AIlT desire to do is to save the trouble of calling 
the roll twice What possible objection can there te to em 
brasine ths two motioas in one, nonconcurring in the amend 
ment made as in Committee of the Who!e and placing iron ore 
on th free , 

Mr. KYLE. I desire to 
amendment loaves the McKinley ax 
of 75 conts a ton on ivop ore. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It leaves it in the control of the Senate to 
do with it as it chooses. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amen iment made as in Committee of the Whole, on which 
the Senator from New York demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. PROCTOR}. 

Mr. CAREY (when bis name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin|Mr. MITCHELL], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.GRAy]. IJ take 
the liberty of transferring my pair to the Senator from Nevada 
IMr. JONis], and vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called), 
the junior Senator from lowa{Mr. WILSON]. The Senator from 


know whether nonconcurring in the 
+t in force, imposing a duty 
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The SECRETARY. On page 30, paragraph 134, in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ plates,” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
struck out ‘‘andirons” and inserted ‘‘andirons;” inline 13, after 
the words ‘‘iron,” itstruck out *‘not finished parts of machinery 
and,” and in line 14, after the word ‘‘act,” it struck out ‘25 per 
cent ad valorem” and inserted “‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound;” so as io make the paragraph read: 

34. Cast-iron veeseis. plates, stove plates, andirons, sadircn:, tailors’ 

ons, hatters’ irous, and castings of iron, not specially provided for in this 

t, eight-tenths of one cent per pound 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committees of the Whole. 

Mr. PE¥PFER. Ihave reserved an amendment in section 134, 
Perhaps the vote had better be taken on my amendment first. 
My amendment is to insert after the word “act,” in line 14, the 
words ‘‘shall be admitted frea of duty.” It is better to take the 
vote on that amendment first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs onconcurring 


5 


in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The nextreserved amendment will 


| be stated. 


I am paired with | 


Arkansos|Mr. BERRY] has been called from the Chamber by | 


sickness. 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was c.ilied). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr.PALMER]. If he were 
present | should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called\. I am paired 
withthe senior Senator from Vermont|Mr. Morritu!, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. QUAY’S name was called). I was re- 
quested to announce for the day the pair of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania}! Mr. QUAY] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN). 

The roll call-was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish 
to state ir this connecticn that I am paired with the Senator 
from Virginia|Mr. DANIEL]. I understand that if he were here 
he would vote the same way Ido. Otherwise I should not have 
voted. 

The result was announced—-yeas 58, nays 5; 2s follows: 
YEAS—58. 

Lodge, 


McLaurin, 
McMillan, 


Allison, rye, 
Bate Callinger, 
Blackburn, George, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mills, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Cockrell, Harris, Murphy, Turpie, 
Coke, Hawley, Pasco, Vest, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Walsh, 
Dixon, Hunton, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Power, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 

NAYS—5. 
Allen, Irby, Kyle, 
Hill, 


Ransom, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 


Peffor. 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 


Morrill, 
Palmer, 


Aldrich, Carey, 
Berry, Daniel, 
Butler, Gray, 
Call, Hansbrough, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Cameron, McPherson, Quay, 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


On page 28, line 20, the Senate, as in Com- 


| transfer my pair to the Senator from Arkansas, an.l | 


The SeCRETARY. On page 30 the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out paragraph 138, in the following words: 


Penknives or pocketknives of a!l1 kinds, or parts thoreof, and erasers, or 
parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, razors and razor blades, fin- 


| ished or untinished, 45 per cent ad valorem 


And inserted: 


Ponknives, pocket-knives, or erasers, of all kinds, valued at not more than 
80 cents per dozen, 25 per cent ad valorem; Valued at more than 30 cents per 
dozen and not exceeding 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; valued at 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding 81 per dozen, 25 cents per 
dozen; valued at more than $1 per dozen and not exceeding $1.50 per dozen, 


| 40 cents per dozen; valued at more than 61.50 per Gozen and not exceeding 83 


Tam paired with | 


| 


mittee of the Whole, added at the end of paragraph 124 the fol- | 


lowing additional proviso: 

Provided further, ‘That barved wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuggested awhile ago that as my colleague 
is absent that amendment be passed over, hoping he would come 
in during the day, or before we get through with the bill. I 
ask that that amend ent be passed over, as my colleague has 
not yet come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed 
over and the noxt reserved amendment will be stated. 


| 


per dozen, 75 cents per dozen; valued at more than 83 per dozen, 50 per cept 
ad valorem; and in addition thereto, on all the foregoing valued at more 
than 20cents per dozen and not more than £3 perdozen. 25 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That blades, handles, or any other parts of any or either of the 
articles named in this paragraph, imported in any other manner than as- 
sembled in penknives, pocketknives, or erasers, shall be subject to no jess 
rate of duty than herein provided for penknives, pocketknives, or erasers 
valued at more than 30 cents per dozen. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have proposed an amendment to the com- 
mittee s amendment on page 31. Beginning in line 17, after the 
semicolon, strize out the remainder of line 17 and all of lines 18, 
12, and 20. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas to the amendment will be stated. 

The SNCRETARY. Strike out of the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, on page 31: 

And in addition thereto, on all the foregoing valued at more than 50 cents 
per do-en and not more than %3 per dozen, 25 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. PEFFER. My amendment merely proposes to strike out 
the added ad valorem duty where specific duties have already 
been laid on cutlery. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextreserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, paragraph 145, after the word 
‘ steel,” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out 
“twenty-five” and inserted ‘‘tweuty-two and one-half; so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

145. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 22) per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. In paragraphs 145, 146, 147, 148, 149 I move to 
put nails, spikes, tacks, etc., on the free list. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator moves to strike them all out here 

Mr. PEFFER. My motion is to strike them all out. 

The VICE-RRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 37, the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, struck out paragraph 165, in the following words: 


Lead ore and lead dross, 15 per cent ad valorem upon the lead contained 
therein, according to sample and assay at the port of entry: Provided, That 
all ores containing silver and lead, in which the value of the silver contents 
shall be greater than the value of lead contents, according to sample and 
assay at the port of entry, shall be considered silver ores. 
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And inserted: 
Lead ore and lead dross, three-fou 
silver ore and all other ores containing 


fourths of! cent per pound: Provided, That 
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of 1 cent per pound on the lead contained therein, according to sample and | 


assay at the port ofentry. The method of sampling and assaying to be that 
usually adopted for commercial purposes by public sampling works in the 
United States 

Mr. HILL. The vote upon concurring in the committee’s 
amendment will sufticiently bring up the question of the pro- | 
priety of placing this article upon the free list. Those whoare 
in favor of lead ore being free of duty will, of course, vote against 
concurring in the amendment. I do not propose to reiterate | 
anything that I have stated on this subject heretofore. The | 
House of Representatives in its wisdom and in the fulfillment of 
the pledges of the Democratic party placed lead ore upon the 
free list. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken in regard to that. 
put a duty of 15 per cent on it. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri says that the other 
House pleced a duty of 15 per cent upon it, and he seems to be 
right about it. The rate proposed in the amendment is three- 
fourths of | centper pound. Will the Senator inform me what 
rate that is ad volorem? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 37 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. [ will have to look. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 36 or 
Treasury Department figures show. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, the price will vary, but it 
is an increase over 15 per cent. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says it is of course an increase over 
15 percent, and I have no doubt that he is corcect. Ido not 
eare about detaining the Senate with any remarks on the ques- 
tion, but I will call for the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING O*FICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The questionis on concurring in the amendment made a3 in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on which the Senator from New York de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I asked that this amendment might be 
reserved, expecting to submit some remarks upon the subject 
of lead and its methods of manufacture and the cost of the prod- 
uct to the consumer in this country. But Iam in favor of the 
protection, notwithstanding, and I shall not, therefore, make 
the remarks at this time. However, if I have occasion to doso, 
I shall do it before the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
the day my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRoo- 

TOR}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGE (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Lllinois [Mr. 
PALMER]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name'was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

OThe roll call having been concluded, the result was 
nounced—yeas 63, nays 3; as follows: 
YEAS—63. 


[t 


37 per cent, I think, the 


an- 


Aldrich, Dolph, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allen, Dubois, Lodge, Ransom, 
Allison Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Frye, MeMiilan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup. 
Blanchara, George, Martin, Smith, 
Brice, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Murphy, Teller, 
Carey, Hale, Pasco, Turpie, 
Chandler, Harris, Patton, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hoar, Perkins, Walsh, 
Cullom, Jarvis, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, White. 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, 
NAYS-—3. 

Hill, Irby, Mills. 

NOT VOTING—19. 
Berry, Gordon, McPherson, Quay, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, Higgins, Morrill, Wilson, 
Cameron, Hunton, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
next reserved amendment. 


I will announce for | 


I am paired | 
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Od ANG 


The SECRETARY. Schedule D, wi 


On page 3%), 


| factures of —— 
lead shall pay a duty of three-fourths | 


Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed the amendment in para 
166, to insert ‘‘such ores and” was considered as concurred in 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 
The SECRETARY. On page 37, paragraph 163, line f 


the word ‘‘ upon” insert the words ‘‘such ores and. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on cone 
in the amendment made as in Commitice of the Whole. 
The amendment ws concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amend) it 
will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Schedule D, wood, and manufactures of, 


the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, struck out paragraph 
178, in the following words: 


178. Lumber of any sort, planed or tinished, for each side so planed or fin- 
ished, 50 cents per thousand feet, board measure; and if planed on one side 
and tongued and grooved, $1 per thousand feet, board measure; andif planed 
on two sides and tongued and grooved, $).50 per thousand feet, board meas 








ure: and in estimating board measure under this schedule no « on 
shall be madeon board measure on accountof planing, tonguing Oov- 
ing 

Mr. HALE. That is the amendment which was reserved at 


my request. I wish to state to the members of the committee 
and to the Senate that the whole lumber schedule from the be- 
ginning to the end has been stricken out of the bill and has been 
placed upon the free list. All sawed lumber, all shooks, st 
shing!es, planks, deal, everything, notwithstanding the protest 
which was made on the part of this great industry, have been 
placed on the free list. 1t n°ver occurred to the lumber inter- 
ests or to the Senators representing them here 


Lves, 


Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He is mistaken 
about shooks being placed on the free list. Look at paragraph 


180. 

Mr. HALE. Staves, I meant to say. Sugar-box shooks are 
retained on the dutiable list, but I mean the general staves which 
are a large part of the manufacture. The manufacture of sugar- 
box shooks is very much limited. 

No Senator representing the lumber interest expected that 
this comparatively little item of lumber in an advanced manu- 
factured form, planed and grooved, would also be selected and 
pit upon the free list. The House of Representatives did not 


I 
do that, but left the item in as found in paragraph 178. It is 
the farthest form of the manufacture of crude lumber. The 


other House left it at a moderate duty, as it was left before. 
The Committee on Finance itself did not report the pending 
amendment. The committee left it, and to that extent the lum- 
ber interests and the Senators representing that interest felt 
themselves to be secure. 

Butthe Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. ALLEN]came in—the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire |[Mr. CHANDLER] characterized it as 
one of the amendments which the Senator from Nebraska de- 
manded as the price of his support of the bill; whether that is 
true I do not know and do not care—and moved even to strike 
this out and to put it upon the free list, where it is to be found 
in another place. That amendment was adopted. 

Now, I make a last appeal to restore these articles to the duti- 
able list. Iam going tocall for the yeas and nays upon this 
question and see whether, considering how the bill has been 
made up, considering what concessions have been given to other 
interests, considering how all through the bill ten times as 
much has been done for other interests as is done for this little 
portion of the lumber interest, the Senate on conclusion will 
strike out the paragraph, will override the House of Representa- 
tives, will override its committee, simply because the Senator 
from Nebraska has moved to crown this fel! swoop by taking in 
this last item. Upon concurring in the amendment, not taking 
up any more time, [ ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say just a few words. 
I think there was some resentment on the part of the committee 
having the bill in charge, because it was alleged in debate that 
this wasanenormous duty. The question was asked what it cost 
to plane on the one side and two sides and tongue and groove 
lumber, and an answer was given which seemed to convey the 
idea that the duty provided was a large one. But in that an- 
swer it was forgotten entirely that this lumber can not be planed 
on the one side or on the two and tongued and grooved until it 
has been thoroughly dried and seasoned. That takes a long 
while. Lumber must be stacked and remain in stacks six 


months or a year, or else it must be kiln dried before it can be 
tongued and grooved, and in the estimate of the cost that item 
was entirely left out. 

[ assert that the duty is pre*minently a fair duty, and I assert 
further that the entire country, North and South, demands this 
duty on dried lumber, planed on both sides and tongued and 
grooved. 


The reason essentially for it is that itis very difficult 
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to transport on railroads green lumber on account of the enor- 
mous cost, because of the weight of the lumber itself in its green 
stat Probably two-thirds of all the lumber transported on the 
rai of the United States of America is dried lumber, planed 
on 1] or the two, and tongued and grooved. 

affecting the entire country, every man who 
deals in lumber, by putting this article on the freo list. The 
Ho nittee was preéminently right, and so was the Sen- 
ate col e whenit reported an agreement with the other 
House in the matter of this kind of lumber. I sincerely hope 
that the Committee on Finance itself will reverse its action and 
allow this kind of lumber to remain on the dutiable list, where 
it was placed by the House committee, and where the commit- 
tee placed it originally. 

Mr. HALE. What did my colleague state was the ad valorem 
duty on grooved lumber, or did he not state it? 

Mr. FRYE. Istated that in the progressof the discussion the 
question was asked what was the cost of planing lumber on one 
side and of planing lumber on two sides and of tongueing and 
grooving. A statement was made as to the cost, that it was 
from $1 to $1.50, and then it was asserted that this was an enor- 
mous duty for only that increased amountof cost. I say that in 
that estimate there was not taken into consideration at all the 
fact that the lumber must bestacked and piledand seasoned and 
dried for at least a year before it goes to the planing mill, or 
else it must te driedinakiln, Thatwasentirely left out of that 
estimate. This duty is only a fair duty on lumber. 

Mr. HALE. Ican supplement that by saying that the pro- 
cesses which my colleague has described not only add to the 
amount of the duty here, but double the price of the lumber. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. Lumber treated with these processes, kiln dricd, 
and then planed and tongued and grooved, commands about 
double the price that the raw lumber does, so thatthe percent- 
age of increuse is very smallindeed. I hope that under these 
circumstances the committee will agree that this little boon to 
the lumber interests shall remain in the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I feel greatly interested 
in the matter of planed lumber. Michigan lumbermen bring 
from Canada upwards of 300,000,000 feet logs anntally. This 
timber is manufactured in Michigan, thereby giving employ- 
ment to thousands of people in Bay City, Saginaw, and many 
Other places in our State. Many persons engaged in that in- 
dustry write me that if there is no duty on lumber, planed 
and tongued and grooved, it simply means the transfer to Can- 
ada of the mills now operated in Michigan. Nothing is easier 
to move than a lumber mill, as has been proved over and over 
again in the history of Michigan lumbering. Such removal 
will be the result if the duty is taken off. Our laboring people 
protest againstit. I have received telegramsand letters asking 
that I do my best to have the duty as fixed in the House re- 
tained, and I join the Senators from Maine in urging the com- 
mittee to‘retain the House provision. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not know that it is neces- 
sary that anything further be said. I wish, however, to em- 
phasize the statements made by the Senators from Maine and 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILUAN] on the subject of 
lumber. Ithink itisvery unfairtothe people ofthe States of the 
Northwest, whose great industry is lumber, whopay their share 
of indirect taxes in all other directions, whether for protection 
or for revenue, that their principal industry should be struck at 
in thismanner. They have comparatively few kinds of manu- 
facturing business to engage in on na large scale. There is not 
such a diversity of employment in all the varied lines of great 
production that exist in a populous and well-developed section 
of the country as in the East. The greatest industry in the 
State of Washington is that of hunber. 

The sawing of lumber and all that relates to the production 
and shipment of lumber in its rough state is the principal in- 
dustry aside from tilling the ground. Then, in the same in- 
dustry comes the planing, tonguing and grooving of lumber. 
Next in order comes the production of coal. I claim that it is 
not fair to the people of these new communities, who have such 
a small number of important industries, that they should espe- 
cially bear the burden of thisreduction of the tariff. It is favor- 
itism in the bill or on thse part of those managing and controll- 
ing this question to discriminate so strongly against the inter- 
ests of these few States so particularly. 1 denounce this favor- 
itism. Nowhere else in this bill is it so pronounced and unfair. 

I wish to state on this point that I have reccived very many 
petitions, memorials, and letters onthe subject of the reduction 
of the duty on lumber from all sorts of people, without refer- 
ence to political parties. They are united on thissubject. It 
would be a serious blow to the people of the State of Washing- 
ton should there not be maintained a reasonable duty upon lum- 
ber. The dutyshould be proportional to the work done and the 
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capitalemployed. There ought tobe a duty of atleast $1 on the 
rough lumber, and a duty of $2 on lumber planed and grooved 
or planed on both sides. Butif you can not concede that the) 
do something less. Give us at least $1 on the planed, tongued. 
and grooved lumber, and a half dollar on the rough lumber. Tf 
you do not do something for these people you will mal 
suffer severely, and it is not fair or right to them, 
nothing consistent about such legislation. 

Then further let me add, in connection with the subject of 
shingles, that the State of Washington does a very largo busi- 
ness in shingles, At one time recently the western supe 
tendentor manager of the Great Northern Railway wrote me from 
Seattle, Wash., that there were fifty carloads of cedar shincles 
coming Kast each day from thatvicinity. Ofcourse there is an 
enormous expense in the way of freight, and it is desirable that 
we retain that industry without the competition fromacross ths 
Canzdian border. I hope the committee will see fit to puta 
duty upon shingles and not admit those from Canada free of 
duty. That is all I wish tosay on tho subject, as I have already 
discussed it fully heretofore in this body; and from conversi- 
tions with Senators of the dominant party 1 have not yet aban 
doned all hope. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Senators on the Finance 
Committes who are considering the question whether lumber 
shall be dutiable or shall be free, both here in the Senate and 
in the committee, will bear in mind that, as the bill now stands, 
with only one exception, there is no other industry that is be- 
ing dealt so deadly a blow as that of lumber. The raw mate- 
rial—to use that term—comes in free and will continue to come 
in free from Canada and from British Columbia. The business 
of sawing and planing and otherwise working up lumber is an 
enormous industry, as the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr] 
has well shown to the Senate. It can not be that Senators, 
when they come to take final action on this subject, will keep 
all these forms of manufactured lumber upon the free list. 

Senators will also be kind enough to bear in mind that, after 
all, this is no sectional question. The lumber interest is not 
only in New England, in Michigan, in Oregon, and in Washing- 
ton, but it is at the South, and there are Southern Senators upon 
this floor who are as anxious as Northern Senators to have a 
duty put upon sawed lumber, planed lumber, and otherwise fin- 
ished lumber, that will allow the industry tosurvive. The in- 
dustry will not survive unless Senators change their plan to 
resist all entreaty not to make this invidious distinction against 
lumber, and put upon it some duty that will keep the business 
of sawing and treating lumber from being entirely extinguished 
in the United States. 

I join with the other Senators who have spoken in beseeching 
the most candid and careful and just consideration of this sub- 
ject in the final deliberations of those Senators whose decisions 
are so potent that they govern this Senate and this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

TheSRCRETARY. In paragraph 179, on page 40, line 2, before 
the words ‘‘per centum,” the*Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out the word ‘‘ seven” and inserted *‘ ten;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

179. Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem: manufactures of osier or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane 
or reeds, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 10 per cent ad va- 


loren 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next reserved amendment is in ‘*Sched- 
ule E—Sugar,” on page 40, line 20, after the word “effect,” to 
strike out ‘‘ July” and insert ‘‘ January;” in the same line, after 
the words *“‘eighteen hundred and” to strike out ‘‘ninety-four ” 
and insert ‘‘ninety-five;” in line 21, before the words ‘‘it shall 
be,” to strike out ‘‘ thereafter,” and in line 23, after the word 
“act,” to insert ‘‘after January |, 1895.” 

Mr. KYLE. I reserved paragraphs 182 and 1824 for amend- 
ment. Ishould like for the present to have paragraph 182 passed 
over, with the privilege of offering an amendment to that a few 
moments later, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that paragraph 182 be temporarily 
passed over. Is there objection? : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall not object to passing over 
the paragraph at this time, but I wish to give notice now that I 
can not consent to passing over these paragraphs, and leaving 
the bill all unsettled as we are going along. I hope no other 
Senator will propose anything of the kind. 


them 


There is 


ce 
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1894. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota? 
none, and it is so ordered. 
be stated. 

The SECR 


Is there objection to the re- 


served amendment is on page 





Ir. MANDERSON. Paragraph 182 was reserved. 
Mr. KYLE. I have had that passed over temporarily. 
The PRESTDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent para- 
graph 182 was temporarily passed over at the request of the 


itor from South Dakota. 

* MANDERSON. For what purpose? I do not know why 
10uld not take up the sugar schedule inits order. If there 
in for passing over the paragraph,'I have no ob- 


8 
is any good reas 


jection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the request | 
of the Senator from South Dakota distinctly and fully, and heard 


no objection to the request. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not hear it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does that also include section 182 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object to passing over paragraph 18 
I have certain amendments that I intend to propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
unanimous consent has been granted that paragraph 182 be 
temporarily passed over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
Senate will take advan 


1« 
1 





> 


But certainly neither the Chair nor the 
ge of the fact that a Senator seated in 


+9 


nent’s consideration that a d 
The Chair hears | 
The next reserved amendment will 
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his chair and engaged for a moment in conversation did not hear | 


the request stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the request to the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from South Dakota state any 
good and satisfactory reason why the sugar schedule should be 
passed over now? 

Mr. KYLE. Iwill state a reason which is satisfactory to me, 
and that is the condition of paragraph 152 and the amendments 
toit will depend upon what disposition is made 
182}. That is the ideaI had. I have certa 


The Chair will again submit 


h 
> 


in amendments to 


of paragraph | 


| word 


offer tu paragraph 182. 
Mr. FRYE. YLhen, the Senator does not propose to pass it 
over any longer than it will take to dispose of the next para- | 


eraph, 


Me. K Y LE. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Dakota to passing over para- 
r h 1s 





A L obje ct. 
LDING OFFICER. 
Let the Sx 


Objection is made. 


sznator from Nebraska offer his amend- 


ment, then. 


Mr.MANDERSON. Iask that paragraph 182 be now taken up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 232is now before 
the Senate, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from Ne- 


braska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out pai 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


L offer as a substitute for the paragraph 


proposed by 


ay 


gcraph 182, 


That until July 1, 1905, the 
duce revenue, equalize duties, 


provisions of the act entitled “‘An act to re 
and for other purposes,’ approved October 
1, 1890, authorizing the issue of licenses to produces sugar and for the pay- 
ment of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar 
cane grown in the United States, or from maple sap produced within the 
United States, contained in paragraphs 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, and 236 of said 
act, Shall continue in full force and effect. 





Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, this is a proposition to 
strike out of paragraph 182 the clause repealing the bounty of 
the McKinley law and continuing it in the language of that law. 

[ do not propose to take up the time of the Senate now with 
any argument upon this proposition, except simply to say that, 
anxious as I am for the protection of the sugar industry, 1 
greatly prefer, for the abundant reasons which have heretofore 
been stated in argument, that that protection should take the 
form of a bounty rather than thatofaduty. I believe that is 
infinitely better for the interests of the great mass of the people 
of this country. By pursuing that course, the price of sugar to 
the consumer would not be increased; by pursuing that course 
there is a direct outlay of perhaps from ten to fifteen million 
dollars during the time of the running of the bounty, as against 


an indirect outlay by the people of the United States of from | 


fifty to eighty million dollars annually. 


will first be on th 


There is no argument that can be adduced worthy of a mo- | Senator from Nebraska; but I am not authoriz 





ty is preferable for th ple of 


he United States to a bounty. 


\ few days agothe Senator from South Dakota | Mr. 


referred to the subject of his vote upon the sugar schedule. H 
made a very excellent, concise, cogent, and well-reasoned argu 
ment in favor of the continuance of the bounty of the McKinley 
uct As I recall what he said, he went so far as to say that he 
believed there rested upon the Congress of the United States 
and upon the people of the United States, not only a moral ob- 
ligation to live up to the requirements of the contract made be- 
tween the sugar producer and the Government of the United 
States, but that he believed there was a legal obligation so to 
do; and, as I recall, he declared his intention of voting in favor 
| of the continuance of that bounty under that contract. Mr. 
President, here is the opportunity to do that thing; here is the 
opportunity to honestly stand by the contract of the McKinley 


act, and I hope the Senator from South Dakota and those who 
voted against this amendment whenit was proposed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, will see their duty clear to vote for it now. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the question, if I understand it, 
now arises upon concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to paragraph 182? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
is correct. The first question before the Senate will be to per- 
fect the paragraph. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
has offered a substitute, as I understand, inserting the bounty 
provision of the McKinley act. I desire to offer an amendment 
to paragraph 182 to pe t the text, and I understand that will 
be first in order. 

The PRESIDING OF!I 

Mr. HILL. 


of 


ie6c 


‘ICER 


R. That will be 
Myamendmentis to strike out 


first in order. 
* January 1, 1895,’ 


where it twice occurs, and insert the words ‘‘ upon the passage 
of this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New York will be stated from the desk. 


The SECRETARY. In lines 20 and 21, of paragraph 182, it is 
proposed to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, by striking out the words “ January 1, 1895,” and in- 
serting ‘‘ upon the passage of this act; and in line 23, after the 

‘after,’ by striking out ‘‘ January J, 1895,” and inserting 
‘upon the passage of this act.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


h 
1 


ment proposed by the Senator from New York to the amend- 
nent made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. Is the question to be first taken on the substi 
tute? 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote on thesubstitute can 
not be taken until after the clause is perfected. The question 






New York 
the Whole. 


my amendment to 


amendment of the * from 
mend the amendmentadopted as in Committee o 
Vr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nay 
the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


on 


Mr. ALLEN. Mycolleague[Mr. MANDERSON] offered a sub- 
stitute for this paragraph, and before that was acted upon the 
Senator from New York {[Mr. Hit] offered an amendment. It 


is my understanding that the vote should first be taken upon 


the substitute offered by my colleague, for if that be adopted 
it takes out of the paragraph the necessity of any further amend- 
ment. 

[The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Chair will state to the 





Senator from Nebraska that according to parliamentary usages 
and rules the part proposed to be stricken out must first be per- 
fected before the motion to strike outis put, and action upon 








the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] will be suspended until paragraph 182 is perfected. 

Mr. ALLEN. If was just suggesting to the Chair that it 
would facilitate business by first voting upon the substitute of- 


fered by my colleague. I do not know whether or not it is par- 
liamentary, and I do not care anything about its being parlia- 
mentary. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The vote on tl xd by 
me will come properly after the text o been 





perfected. 
Mr. ALLEN. 


y , 1] LCTTITO 
my col vu 


that destroys the entire paragraph 182, and renders it abso- 


If the substitute of is adopted, 
lutely unnecessary to amend itat this time. If the substitute 
is not adopted, then it strikes me that will be the time to offer 
an amendment to the paragraph. Isuggestto the Senator from 
New York that the date when the bill shall go into effect has 


been passed over, and a change of that date is liable to neces- 
sitate a change in this paragraph. Why not let both go over 


and be considered at the same time? 
Mr. HILL. I have no objection to its going over to oblige the 
d, of course, te 


W052 


to it. The date at which this act passes, if it ever 
is immaterial: because I fix no precise date, J simply say 
effect upon the passage of this act,” whenever that 
am inclined to agree with the Senator, that it would 
efore voting upon my amendment, to vote upon the 
I think 


scnt 

pe SOS, 

**to take 

shall be. I 

be better, | 

substitute, if thatcould be done by unanimous consent. 
that would bring up the question in a better shape. 

Task unanimous consent that the substitute of the Senator 
from Nebraska be voted upon before my amendment. 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment submitted by the 
Senutor from Neb: 
1X2 is perfected. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkan [ think we had better proceed in 
the y way and follow the usual parliamentary rules in 
disposing of the juestions. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
retary will call the roll on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILu]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. For the 
present, [ withhold my vote. 

Me GORDON hen his name was called), 

y pair with the Senator from lowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Sen- 

r from Arkansas [Mr. BERRyY!, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

* HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again 

announce my pair with the junior Senator from Illinois |Mr. 

PALMER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. 
desired me to state, when his name was called, that he is tem- 
porarily absent from the Chamber, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY!. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to say that I voted because of an ar- 
raugement of pairs between the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL| and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GGINs]. I am 
ordinarily paired with the Senator from Virginia, and an ex- 
change of pairs having been made, I voted ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE. [am paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado (Mr. WoLcortT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—35. 

Lodge, 
MeMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 

Peffer, 

Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 

NAYS-—32. 

Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—I8. 
McPherson. 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 

Call, Palmer, 

Cameron, Proctor, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, as amended. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is a substitute offered by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSGN] to that section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that this 
amendment comes first, it being to perfect the text. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New York was to strike out the committee’s amend- 
ment and insert. That has been done. 

Mr. FRYE. Now the question is on the substitute. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, the paragraph being perfected, I 
call for a vote upon my substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 182, 
and insert: 

That until July 1, 1905, the proveens of the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce 
revenue, equalize duties, and for other purposes,”’ approved October 1, 1890, 


con 


as. 


ordinwu 


WwW 


vbi 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 

Hoar, 

Irby, 
Jones, Nev. 


Power, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller. 
Washburn. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Miancharad, 
Caffery, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 


Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 


Roach, 
Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Stewart, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Berry, 
Brice, 
Butler, 


Carey, 
Daniel, 
Gray, 
Hansbrough, 
Higgins, 


ska shall be voted upon before paragraph | 


The Sec- | 
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authorizing the issue of licenses to produce sugar and for the payim 
bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane 
in the United States, or from maple sap produced within the Uni 
contained in paragraphs 231, 282, 233, 234, 235, and 236 of said act 
in full force and effect. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish toadd but a word or two to what was 
said by the Senator from Nebraska. 

When I had occasion to address the Senate before upon this 


‘ntofa 
grown 
ted States 
Shall continue 


| subject, Mr. President, I showed with perfect clearness that 
| whether or not a bounty as a system or practice is better than a 


The Senator from New York | 


duty system or practice, in this particular case the duty proposed 


| in the bill, if laid upon the consumption of sugar in the United 





States until 1905, at the rate of increase which has gone on dur- 


| ing the last ten years, we will say, would cost the people of the 


United States nearly $400,000,000 more than the bounty now pro- 


| vided by law if that were continued during the same years, 


That being true, the bounty plan would be an actual saving to 
the people of the country of nearly $400,000,000. It would cost 


| us that much less than the duty proposed in this bill; and in ad- 


dition to that, the bounty would terminate in ten years, while 
the duty would run on perpetually. 

Iam for free sugar, and when [ say that I mean all that the 
words imply—with or without bounty. But I agree with my 
political colleague from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] that the Gov- 
ernment having agreed to pry the sugar manufacturers a bounty 


| of 2cents a pound during a certain number of years, that con- 


Again I transfer | 
| ting it too st 


tract ought to be complied with; if the word ‘‘contract ” is put- 
rong, [ will s:y that the obligation ought to be com- 


AB) 


| plied with, that the promise ought tobe made good. But whether 
| the committee and the Senats agree to a bounty or not, I want 


free sugar. I think a great deal more of the poor people of the 
Jnited States than I do of the sugar-makers. Asi have before 
shown, a duty on sugar bears most heavily on the poor. More 


| than one-half our people own no more than about 5 per cent of 
| the country’s wealth. 


The Senator. from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] | 


| than in love with ourselves. 





Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, simply desire to say , in 
addition to what I have already stated, that the pending bill 
thronghout its entire length, wherever it has reached an item 
which might be called of Canadian interest or importance, has 
seemed to protect it rather than the productions of the United 
States. We have taken pretty good care of Canada in this bill 
and in other legislation which has passed the Congress of the 
United States. We seem to be more in love with our neighbor 
But Canada makes no mistake. 
Canada does not legislate for her great rival upon the south of 
her border; she looks out for herself carefully, persistently. 

The Canadian law treating upon this subject of sugar, places 
a bounty upon the production of beet sugar in that country; 
and Canada can, beyond question, produce beets of great sac- 
charine strength and give to herself, and perhaps to the world in 
the way of exportation, in a short time a very large amount of 
sugar. Tne new Canadian law gives a bounty of 2 cents a 
pound upon all sugar produced within Canada for five years. 
from July 1, 1894, to July 1, 1899, 2 cents per pound is to be paid 
by the Canadian Government, and from July 1, 1899, to 1904, a 
bounty of 1 cent per pound is to be paid, making a continuing 
bounty for ten years of 2 cents a pound for the first five years, 
and 1 cent a pound for the next five years. , 

Canada saw the great increase in this country under the in- 
centive that the United States gave to sugar ee by the 
bounty of the McKinley act, and she was quick to take the ben- 
efit to herself by the example that we gave her. 

I simply ask that, living up to the contract of the Govern- 
ment, and living up to our owninterests, watching for ourselves 
rather than for our neighbor, we should continue the bounty, 
which will permit this great industry to grow, to the benefit of 
the entire people of the United States, not to the benefit of a 
few producers, but the great and substantial benefit of the farm- 
ers of the West, giving to them about the only boon which they 
ask at the hands of Congress in this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish toask the Senator from Nebraska 
before he takes his seat—my attention was otherwise occupied 


| for a moment—did I understand him to stats that the now Ca- 


nadian law provided a bounty on sugar? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I stated that the Canadian law givos a 
bounty of 2 cents a pound on beet sugar forthe first five years, 
and a bounty of 1 cent a pound for the next five years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iso understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senate having very 
wisely, as itseems to me, on due deliberation and after discussion 
in the country and elsewhere, concluded to reverse its previous 
action as to the time when this unwise duty, if imposed, shall 
take effect, I sincerely trust that the Senate may also conclude 
upon the vote which we are about to give to reverse its action, 
and to cling to the bounty on sugar contained in the law of 1890. 

It is very evident to me, I think to the Senate, and undoubt- 
edly to the country, that had the two Sena‘ors from Louisiana 








1894. 
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and all the Populist Senators from the beginning adhered to a 
demand that the contract made in the law of 1890, whether 
wisely made or unwisely made, should be fulfilled according to 


} 


its letter, should be fulfilled because it was the pledge of the | 


public faith to the men who invested their capital in this pro- 
duction of sugar, the result would have been that that bounty 
would have been saved, and the unnecessary imposition of a tax 


¢ 


upon sugar of from $59,000,000 to $75,000,000 a year would have 
been prevented. 

It is not too late to undo the wrong which has been done, to 
reverse the mistake which has been made; and I appeal to the 
Senators from Louisiana to go back to their original position, 
before this subject was acted upon by Congress, and to stand for 
the bounty, the contract with their people, a bounty which, if 
it is destroyed by the action of this Congress, will never be re- 
stored, while it is entirely probable that the duty which is im- 
posed by this act will be repealed within two years. 

[ also appeal to help reverse this mistake to those who are 
called the Populist Senators in thisChamber. We were de- 
ceived or mistaken before as to the votes of the Populist mem- 
bers of this body. We had reason to suppose that they would 
stand by the bounty as a contract of the United States made with 
the producers of sugar. We especially had reason to suppose 
that the junior Senator from Nebraska| Mr. ALLEN] would stand 
by the bounty which had been given by the act of 1890, and 
which was accomplishing so much good, so much for the pros- 
perity of his people, so much for the development of the sugar 
industry in his State. 

Mr. President, I propose to call the attention of the Senate to 
the reason why, for one, I was mistaken as to the vote of the 
junior Senator from Nebraska. I have been ay attentive reader 
of the New York Press, and I now read from the New York 
Press of February 16, 1894, page 3, column 2, the following dis- 
patch from Washington: 

Senator ALLEN, the Populist Senator from Nebraska, authorized the 
statement this morning that the beet-sugar industry of Nebraska had been 
called into life by the bounty feature of the McKinley law, and that to place 
sugar on the free list would mean the extirpation of that industry in his 
State. He added that he would cheerfully support the bill if it gave protec- 
tion to sugar, but that the dutyon raw and refined sugar must be the same. 
If the sugar trust were given the slightest advantage, even so much as a 
mill per pound, he would vote against the bill,and he would carry the other 
Populists with him. 

So, upon reading that paragraph, it was felt that without 
doubt the vote of the Senator from Nebraska would be against 


| that the duty on raw and refined sugar must be the same.” 


giving any discrimination in favor of the refiners of sugar, and | 


it was hoped that his vote would be given in favor of the reten- 
tion of the bounty on sugar. 


the Senate went into caucus. 
of the New York Press of February 
caucus, says: 

While this was going on in the caucus Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, the 
leader of the Populists, stated to the Press correspondent that he would 
certainly vote against the tariff bill unless it provided for a bounty on do- 
mestic sugar. 
a bounty, even if it contained an ipcome tax. He added that he spoke for 
himself alone and not for other Populist Senators. 


Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that here in the inter- 
views which I have read and which are attributed to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska in quotation marks in the newspaper from 
which they were copied by my direction the Senator from Ne- 
braska was on good ground; he was on hopeful ground; he was 
on just ground, and he was on popular and patriotic ground. 
He was against any discrimination between raw and refined 
sugars, and he declared that in asserting that there should be 
no discrimination he would carry with him the other Populist 
Senators. The Senator alsois recorded as having declared that 
he would stand by the bounty on domestic sugar and that he 
would vote against the bill unlessthe bounty was secured. 


The Washington correspondent 
27, in writing about this 


al, 


Mr. ALLEN said that he would vote against the bill without | 


The Senator may not remember these interviews; he may say | 


that he was not correctly reported at that time, but the views 
which the Senator then expressed were wise views, and they 
were judicious sentiments for his party to adopt. Thereisnow 


bounty which was promised them by the contract of 1890. The 
Senate has already reversed its prior action upon the first clause 


| inform the country of my opinions. 
| not true. 





in the sugar schedule, showing that after all wisdom grows by | 


delay and debate; and I sincerely trust that the Senator from 
Nebraska will conclude to vote in accordance with the senti- 
ments which he was reported in the New York Press as enter- 


taining; that he will accept those sentiments as the sentiments | 


which ought to actuate him, and that we shall have the Popu- 
list party on both sides of the Chamber voting ia favor of the 
plighted faith of the United States in the bounty contract and 
against any discrimination between raw and refined sugar. I 


await with the utmost confidence the vote of the Populists upon 
this floor. 





Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have glanced hastily over the 
articles read by the Senator from New Hampshire. They seem 
to be copies of some extracts taken from the New York Pre 
The Senator from New Hampshire read from what purports to 
be an extract from the New York Press of February 16, 1894, in 
the following language—it seems to have been a dispatch from 
Washington: 

Senator ALLEN, the Populist Senator from Nebraska, authorized the state 
meni this morning that the beet-sugar industry of Nebraska had been called 
into s by the bounty feature of the McKinley law 

I wish to say that Senator ALLEN never authorized a state- 
ment of that kind; that he never uttered words to any reporter 
or to any representative of a newspaper, or any other man, of 
that character or purport. 

An 1 that to place sugar on the free list would mean the extirpation of 
that industry in his State. 

[ never used that language, nor do I believe that the placing 
of sugar upon the taxable list will result in the extinction of 
the sugar industry in my State. This article says further: 

He added that he would cheerfully support the bill if it gave protecti 
sugar, but that the duty on raw and refined sugar must be the same 


nto 


That statement is false in limine. I never said that I would 
support the bill if it gave protection to sugar, and that | would 
vote against it if it did not, nor did I ever use the words, ‘‘ But 
This 
article says further: 

If the sugar trust were given the slightest advantage, even so much as 
@ mill per pound, he would vote against the bill, and he would carry the 
other Populists with him. 

Mr. President, | never found myself conscious of the egotism 
of supposing that I had any influence over my Populist col- 
leagues or that I could carry them with me in the accomplish- 
ment of anything. The statement, therefore, is untrue. It is 
simply the result of a disordered or diseased imagination that 
desired to have an item with which to supply its paper. 

A desire to placate Senator ALLEN whose powers of obstruction—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The paragraph which the Senator is 
about to read I did not read. I stopped at that point. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I will read the whole of it. 


A desire to placate Senator ALLEN, whose powers of obstruction were so 
signally exhibited in his record-breaking speech during the fight for uncon- 
ditional repeal, made the committee fix the same impost upon both sugars. 

I suppose that is a deduction of the reporter. 
fess to come from me. 

Mr. President, the entire statement is untrue. I have picked 
up papers that have been sent me from time to time attributing 


[t does not pro- 


A : | to me remarks upon the sugar schedule that I never made, that 
On Monday morning, the 26th of February, the Democrats of | E - 


Inever thoughtof, and that [neverentertained. Iam not blind 
to the purpose of those publications. They were made for the 
purpose of indirectly whipping me into the traces of some party 
or to support some scheme that it was supposed I otherwise 
would not support. The statement read by the Senator from 
New Hampshire from the New York Press of February 27, about 
the Democratic caucus is as follows: 

While this was going on in the caucus, Senator ALLEN of Nebraska, the 


leader of the Populists, stated to the Press correspondent that he would cer- 
tainly vote against the tariff bill unless it provided for a bounty on domes- 


| tic sugar. 


Mr. President, I never made that statement. What reason 
should I have to take some beardless, callow youth here, who is 
reporting for one of these papers and give him my confidence 
upon this or any other subject? Ihave no confidence to give to 
the people of the United States upon this question before it is 
reached and before the bill is finally formed upon which I am to 
cast a vote for or against its passage. I am not pursuing these 
young men to tell them what I am intending to vote, and thus 
So the statement here is 
There is not a word of truth in it. 

Mr. ALLEN said that he would vote against the bill without a bounty, even 
if it contained an income tax. 


Mr. ALLEN never said a word of that character nor intimated 


| anything of the kind to anyone. 
an opportunity to secure the sugar producers of Nebraska the | 


a added that he spoke for himself alone, and not for other Populist Sen- 
ators. 

I did not add that, because I had no conversation with this 
correspondent or any other person, and what I do say is always 
for myself and not for other Populist Senators. 

This much for the statements that have been read by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire with reference to my attitude upon 
the sugar schedule or what the New York Press says it has 
been. 

Mr. President, I believe that as to a new industry that has 
been developed upon the strength of a bounty given for a given 
length of time, where that bounty may be said to be the main- 
spring of its existence, good faith on the part of the Govern- 
ment requires that the promise should be lived up to; but I 
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recognize that the cane industry and the sorghum industry 
of this country were not developed upon the strength of the 
bounty. The onl igar industry that has sprung up in this 
country since the passage of the McKinley act is the beet-sugar 
industry. 

The cane i try was developed years before the act of 1890 
was pas herefore it could not be claimed in any sense 
that it is entitled to any special consideration at the hands of 
Congress. As to the beet-sugar industry, that was developed in 
a certain measure—imark you I do not say that it was developed 
upon the strength of the McKinley act, and that alone, for I do 
not believe it was, but it can be said to have been developed 
to acertain extent upon the strength of that promise among 
others—I believe that the Government ought to live up to its 
promise. I have nodoubtinmy own mind that the Government 
ought to live up to that promise. But, sir, I recognize the fact 
this; the Congress has the power to repeal the bounty act. I 
recognize the fact that the bounty system in the United States 
in all of fits ramifications is doomed. 

In what little I have said to those who have talked with me 
upon this subject I have said that I recognized the fact that the 
bounty system of this Government is doomed to death. The 
people will not tolerate it. Congress can not sustain it any 
length of time and sustain itself. 

Therefore, when the substitute of my colleague was offered in 
theCommittee of the Whole, I voted against it. I shall vote 
against it again. When my colleague introduced an amend- 
ment looking to the gradual extinction of the bounty, one-tenth 
each year, | voted for it. If it isoffered by him or by any other 
Senator in this Chamber, I shall vote for it again. 

When it was offered to substitute | cent instead of 2 cents a 
pound and extinction in that form promised, I voted for it and I 
shall vote for it again. But I desire to say that I know of no 
reason why sugar should not be honestly and legitimately taxed 
for revenue purposes. The feeling that sugar should not be 
taxcd, that there issomething sacred about it, that it should not 
be taxed for revenue, | do not entertain. 

| am perfectly willing to submit the question to the good judg- 
ment of the Ameriean people, that if a certain amount of reve- 
nue must be raised for purposes of conducting our Government 
and to pay our national indebtedness, there is no more reason 
why a portion of it should not be raised upon sugar than a por- 
tion should be raised upon clothing or upon. other form of prop- 
erty or by any other methods of taxation. 

The sentiment seems to have gone out—it prevails in this 
Chamber to some extent—that it is extremely unpopular to talk 
about a tax en sugar, If that makes a man unpopular, I prefer 
to beunpepular. Lam not afraid to face the American people 
when you appeal to their good sense and their good judgment 
on this subject, and say that a ratable portion of the taxes 
should be raised upon sugar. They will approve this when they 
understand it. They will understand that if this Government 
must raise a certain amount of revenue it is just as proper to 
put a reasonable tax upon sugar as it is to put a reasomable tax 
upon a hat, a coat, a pair of shoes, or any other necessary arti- 
cle of consumption. 

[ may say to my friend from New Hampshire who has just 
spoken, that I am not to be induced to vote contrary to my judg- 
ment or to cast a vote I ought not to by means of indirect pres- 
sure in newspapers or by any other means, and whenever the 
Senator wants to reach me he wants to reach me by words of 
kindness, and not by indirect pressure and indirect threat. 

Mr. President, I do not like the sugar schedule that is in this 
bill. I propose to move to strike it out and to substitute one 
which I have sent to the desk to be read, and I should like to 
have the Secretary read that amendment at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment will be read in the absence of objection. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 1824, and insert as 
paragraph 1824 the following: 


All sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, 
concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, testing by the 
polariscope not above 80 degrees, shall pay a duty of I cent per , and 
for every additional degree or fraction of a degree above 80 and not above 
90 degrees shown by the polariscope tesi, shall pay one-hundredth of a cent 
per pound additional, and above 90 and not above 98 de 8, or every addi- 
tional degree or fraction of a degree shown by the riscope test, shall 

yay a duty of two one-hundredths of a cent per pound adaitional; and mo- 
asses testing not above 56 degrees by the po scope shall pay aduty of 2 
cents per gallon, and molasses testing above 56 degrees shall pay a duty of 
4 eents per gallon: Provided, That the provisions of the treaty of commer- 
cial reciprocity concluded between the United States of America and the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 13th day of January, 1875, as well as the 
provisions of any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the 
same be, and the same are hereby, repealed: also, That for the year 
1894 manufacturers of sugar from beets, cane, or sorghum grown in the 
United States, shall be paid a bounty of one and sixty-one hundredths of a 
cent per pound and no more. 


Mr. ALLEN. There are three vicious features in the sugar 
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schedule of this bill. The first is that portion which I wil] 
read, on page 41: 

And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of 1 eent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem. - 

There is not the slightest reason for that provision. There 
is no reason why the sugar refining companies of the United 
States should receive any protection. Yet Iam confident that 
that provision will stand in the bill. Mr. Theodore Havemeyer 
testified before a committee of Congress a few years ago that i| 
every form of protection was removed from sugar tho American 
sugar refiners could refine sugar against the world and make 
money out of it, a confession—and we know it to be true—that 
the American sugar refiners donot need protection; and when 
this feature of the sugar schedule was placed in this bill it was 
a bowing to the demand of the sugar trust or obeying their rep- 
resentatives in this branch of Congress. 

I have been told that this bill can not be passed with this pro- 
vision out. I have also been told that there are Senators in this 
Chamber who will vote against the bill if the feature in the in- 
terest of the sugar trust is removed fromit. It does not seem 
possible that the sugar trust owns the vote of any Senator. It 
does not seem possible that the claim that the bill will be de- 
feated unless the sugar trust has protectioncan betrue. It does 
not seem to me that any man in this body has so far forgotten 
his obligation to the people of the country as to bring about a 
result of that character. Therefore, this portion of the bill 
ought to go out. The portion of the bill which gives the differ- 
ential tax of 1 mill, which is also for the benefit of the sugar 
trust, should go out for a like reason. I read this proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contaimed shall be so construed a3 to abro- 
gate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of com 
mercial reciprocity coneluded between the United States and the King o/ 
the Hawaiian Islands on the 20th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of 
any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

This should go out of the bill. The testimony taken before 
the investigating committee appointed by this Chamber shows 
that the American sugar trust. and Claus Spreckels own jointly 
the Western Sugar Refining Company, at San Franciseo; and 
that at the same time Mr. Spreekelsisa $10,000,000 shareholder 
in the American sugar trust. Then they are partners in the 
American Sugar Refining Company, and also in the Western 
Retining Company. The evidence also shows that 140,000 tons 
of Hawaiian sugar are annually brought to San Francisco and 
there refined and sold throughout theextreme Western States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will my colleague permit an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [quite agree with him as to the Ha- 
waiian treaty if this schedule shall pass as it passed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It is practically giving one cent a pound 
bounty on all sugar produced in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At least a cent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps more than a cent; it is at least 
a cent, as suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island. But I 
notice inthe amendment propozed by my colleague that he seems 
to adept the language of the present schedule as though he de- 
sired to continue the Hawaiian treaty. [ may be mistaken in 
its. reading. 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will look at the schedule that 
I have offered he will see that it directly repeals the Hawaiian 
treaty. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam very giad to hear it. [ thought it 
followed the language of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. No,sir; it directly repeals it. Now, this sugar 
trust puts 140,009 tonsof sugar annually into this country which 
it refines at the Western Refining Company, San Francisco. 
Under the treaty with Hawaii that sugar comes in free, and 
since 1875. This bill proposestoextend the treaty. It proposes 
to admit all sugars imported from other countries and other is- 
lands, and impose a duty on them for revenue purposes. Why 
not repeal this sreaty and put it upon Hawaiian sugars as well 
for revenue purposes? Why thus permit 140,000 tonsof sugar 
to come into this country absolutely free of duty? Is it not fair 
to put it upoem an exact equality with the sugar that comes from 
Germany, France, Belgium, and other countries? Is it not a 
practical fraud upon the revenues of the country to suffer this 
sugar to come here duty free? 

Mr. President, I will vote for an honest duty upon sugar. I 
do not entertain any of the sentiment that sugar can not be prop- 
erly taxed, but an advantage should not be given to the Amer- 
iean sugar trust to bring sugar from the Hawaiian Islands into 
this eountry free of duty when sugars from the balance of the 
world that. are brought here > pay duty. Not only that, but I am 
satisfied that sugars can be shipped from other countries by way 
of the Hawaiian Islands into this country, claiming that they are 
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Hawaiian sugars when they are not, and by such shipment a 
fraud can be committed upon the revenues of the Government. 

Mr. President, that portion of the sugar schedule ought to be 
You can not go to the American people and jus- 
tify the introduction of a provision of that kind. It may be that 
the sugar trust has power to remain in this bill. It may have 
power to defeat the bill unless the committee comply with their 
request, but I believe when the question is put to the Senate as 
to repealing the Hawaiian treaty it will be done. 

Mr. President, this bill is wrong in another respect. It is 
wrong in so far as it introduces the Dutch color test instead of 
the polariscopie test. I am satisfied that the only way to pre- 
vent fraud on the Treasury Department and on the revenues of 
the Government is by introducing the polariscopic test in place 


stricken out. 


I . 


of the Dutch standard. I do not propose to now go specifically 
into the facts that lead me to believe that frauds will be com- 


mitted and can be committed on the revenues under this bill. 
In i889 it was found necessary, in order to prevent fraud, to in- 


troduce the polariscopic test, notwithstanding the then law pro- | 


Dutch color test. 

kind of frauds were committed. The Govern- 
of hundreds of thousands of dollars by the 
ion and application of the Dutch standard. The sen 


vided for the 


The inl Sf 


m was defrauded 
introdue 


ior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], at that time Secretary of 
the ''reasury, was compelled in order to preserve the revenue 
from frauds to introduce the polariscopic test. 

Mr. President, these three provisions are in my judgment fa- 
tal to this bill. These three things ought to be stricken out of 
the bill. The amendment which I offer in regard to the polari- | 
scopic test in place of the Dutch standard test takes the sugar 
refiners’ interest outof this bill. It repeals the Hawaiian treaty 


and makes a direct tax upon sugar, every mill of which goes 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. President, when the people of this country understand 
that the bill has been framed in a manner that puts a light and 
reasonable tix upon sugar, of every dollar of which they get the 
benefit by its bei xd to the discharge of the national in- 
debtedness and t} 
will be satisfied. 

So far as the sugar industry in my own State is concerned, I 
say that the policy of a bounty can not continue. The time is 
speedily coming when it must go out of existence, and the only 
policy that can be permanent, the only policy that can be of sub- 
stantial benefit, is the incidental protection arising to that in- 
dustry from a reasonable tax imposed upon sugar. 

Mr. President, | do not suppose it is possible to continue the 
sugar bounty. I will vote for a gradual extinction of the sugar 
bounty because I believe that it is due to this new industry. I 
will vote for a half reduction, as offered by my colleague the 
other day; but I will not vote for this amendment, from the fact 
that I know that the entire system is doomed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 





he current expenses of the Government, they | 





the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska| Mr. MAN- | 


DERSON |] 

Mr. MANDERSON,. On that Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. That is a substitute which restores the McKinley 
duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
bounty is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
roll. 

Lhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Itransfer my pair 
with the Senator from Lowa |Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry] for the day, and I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). [havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcoTT]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
‘‘yea,” because I understood the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] was paired with the Senator from Delaware {Mr. Hic- 
gins]. If that arrangement still exists I will let my vote stand. 
If not I wili withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Washington that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HIGGINS] has voted. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I shall be obliged to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MURPHY (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 


It restores the existing law so far as the 


The Secretary will call the 


| Chamber. 


Mr. MURPHY. Then I withdraw my vote. 





The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 36; as fo! 
YEA 3] 

Aldrich, Frye, Lodec¢e I 

Al n, Gallinger leMil Poy 
Car Ys ! i . Ma } A mn, qu ) 
Cullom, Hausbrough, litchell, Oregou Sh 
Davis, Hawley, Pa Ss 
Dixon, Higgins. Pa ie 

D ph, 3, Nev I is, Wa 
Dubois, “Vi 

NAY 

Alien George Jot Ark 

sate, Gibson, Lin i 

Blackburn, Gordon, Me! t 3 
Blanchard, Gorman Ma 

Caffery, Harris, Mill \ 
Camden, Hill Mitchell, Wis \ 
Cockrell Hunto Morgan \ 

ke Irby, Palmer Waish 
Faulkner, Jarvis Pasco wi 

NOT VOTING—18 

Berry Chandler Morrill St 
Brice, Danie Murphy, W 
Butler, Gray, Proctor, Wol 
Call Hoar, Pugh 
Cameron McPherson Squire 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ioffer an amendment as ua substitut I 


paragraph 182. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TT 


182. That until July 1, 1900, the provisions of the act enti 
duce revenue, equalize duties, and for other purposes,”’ 
1890, authorizing the issue of licenses to produce suga 
of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sor; 
grown in the United States or from maple sap produc 
States contained in paragraphs 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, and 
continue in full force and effect, and thereafter the t 
paid in said act shall be r ed 25 per centeach year until i 
determine 







iwil 


236 of said act i 








ounvy provyiced to 


du shall cease and 


I desire to state that the 


amendment 


continues the payment of the bounty of the McKinley law until 
the year 1900; and thereafter, for the remaining four years of 
the period, it reduces it 25 per cent each year. 

Mr. PEFFER, Each year? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Each year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I am paired with the senior Senato 


from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the aflirmative). I have 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Delaware {Mr. 
GRAY]. I voted without noticing that he is absent from the 
I withdraw my vote. 


Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted iu the affirmative L have 


} a general pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 


He is not presentand I understand that if he were here he would 
vote ‘‘nay.” Ivoted ‘‘yea.” I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. BRICE. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator 


from Colorado [Mr. WOLcoTT] which, if satisfactory to the Sena- 


| tor from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], I will transfer to the Sena- 


tor from Virginia |Mr. DANTEL]. 
Mr.SQUIRE. ‘That arrangement is satisfactory. 
Mr. BRICK. I vote ‘** nay.” 
Mr. SQUIRE. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce for the day the pair of my 


| colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South Caro 
| lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


If he 
Aldrich, 


The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—33. 


Gallinger, McMillan, Quay, 
Allison, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire, 
Davis, Higgins, Peffer, Teller, 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew 
Dubois, Kyle, Platt, 
Frye, Lodge, Power, 

NAYS—%7. 

Allen, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Bate, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 
Brice, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Camden, Irby, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
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NOT VOTING—I5. 
McPherson, 
Martin, 
Morrill, 
Proctor, 


Stewart, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Gordon, 
Gray 


Berry, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cameron, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Loffer an amendment asa substitute for 
paragraph 152. will state, before it is read, that it is a dimin- 
ishing bounty of one-tenth each year for the remainder of the 
term of the McKinley act, so far as it relates to the bounty. I 
call the particular attention of my colleague to the fact that this 
seems to be the amendment for which his heart yearns, and 
cives a deduction of one-tenth each year. I hope it will receive 
his vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. My colleague, when we considered the bill as 
in Committee of the Whole, offered two amendments, for which 
I propose to vote when they are offered in the Senate. One of 
those was a diminishing bounty of 10 per cent each year. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is it. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the other was a bounty of 1 cent a pound 
instead of 2. For those two amendments I shall vote to-day as 
[did then. As to the others I shall vote ‘‘nay.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 182 and insert in lieu 
theyeof: 


That the bounties authorized to be paid to producers of sugar by section 


231 of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce revenue, equalize duties, and for 
other purposes,"’ approved October 1, 1890, shall be reduced one-tenth part 
of their respective amounts, as prescribed in said act, each year, beginning 
with July 1, 1895, and extending to July 1, 1905, inclusive, and shall there- 
after cease 
233, 234,235, and 236 of said act shall continue in full furce and effect. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANn- 
DERSON ]. 


Mr. MANDERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


‘he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. COLLOM (when his name was called). 
pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
|Mr. DANIEL], as I before announced. My pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Colorado|Mr. WOLCOTT], so that the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE] and I may both vote. I vote 
Svea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 

Mr. PROCTOR. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to change my vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 


Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
Power, 
NAYS—37. 
Manderson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 


I have a general 
If he 


flas the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Aldrich, 
Ailen, 
Allison, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 

Jones, Ney. 
Kyle, 


Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hill, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, Ransom, 
McLaurin, Roach, 


NOT VOTING—l4. 
McPherson, 
Martin, 

Call, Gordon, Morrill, 

Cameron, Gray, Proctor, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I give notice thatsome time during the 
pendency of the bill I shall move to reconsider the vote by 
which this amendment was lost. I have one more amendment 
in the nature of a substitute for paragraph 182. The amend- 
ment is a continuance of the McKinley bounty act until 1905, 
the date of the expiration of its term giving a bounty of 1 cent 
a pound to sugar produced from beets and sorghum cane only. 

The VICE-PR USIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 


Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Faulkner, 
George, 


Wiison, 


Cullom, 
Wolcott. 


Daniel, 


Berry, 
Butler, 


and determine, and with this modification paragraphs 231, 222, | 
| en, 
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I am paired with the Senator from Florida. | 
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The SECRETARY. 
thereof: 


182, That until July 1, 1905, the provisions of the act entitled “An act toroe- 
duce revenue, equalize duties, and for other purposes,” approved October } 
1890, authorizing the issuance of licenses to produce sugar and for the pay 
ment of a bounty to the producers of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar 
cane grown in the United States, or from maple sap produced in the United 
States contained in paragraphs 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, aud 236 of sald acr. shall 
continue infull force andeffect: Provided, That the said bounty so provided 
to be paid shall be but 1 cent per pound and shall be paid to the producers in 


Strike out paragraph 182 and insert in lieu 


| the United States of sugar from beets and sorghum only. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing ty th 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proces 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 
vote in his absence. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am puired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present 


[ am paired with 
[ withhold my 


| I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 


The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). [ de- 
sire to inquire whether the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDO) 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Tho result was announced—yeas 32, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Jones, 
Kyle, 
Loige, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 

Peffer, 

NAYS—36. 

Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 

Miils, 

Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 

Pasco, 

Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING 

Morrill, 

Power, 

Proctor, 
Cameron, McPherson, Stewart, 
Cullom, Martin, Teller, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Washburi 


Aldrich, Dubois, Nev. 
rye, 
Gallinger, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 


Allison, 
Carey. 
Chandler, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Ransom, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Turple, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hill, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Jones 


Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Faulkner, 
17. 

Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Daniel, 
Gordon, 
Gray, 


Berry, 
Butler, 
Call, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ‘1’. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Compan y to construc 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post-road. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Kmerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) granting a pension to Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Bro ugh- 
ton; 

A bill (H.R.1110) to correct the military record of Calvin 
Daniel; 

A bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 
grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. 8.2726) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Edward J. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane: 

A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane; 

A bill (A. R. 3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
Kale; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. 
of Thomas C. Holt; 

A biil (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bows; 

A bill (H. R. 4561) grantinga pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh; 


Holt, the widow 
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A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing 

ainst the name of Joseph G. Utter: 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble; 

A bill (H. R. 5097) to increase the pension of Mary Stahl; 

A bill (H. R. 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt: 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy: 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company KE, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unter Infantry; : 

A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 
insane child; and ; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an inerease of pension to Mrs. 
Susie Conway. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 
During the session on Friday I submitted two amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by me, which have been printed as docu- 
ments, but the fact of their presentation was not noticed in the 
Recorp. I ask that the RECORD be corrected in this respect or, 
at least, that the amendments appear in to-morrow's RECORD as 
having been introduced to-day. One amendmentis in relation 
to the leasing of lands held by Indians in severalty, and the other 
is inrelation to carrying out agreements with some Indian tribes. 
They are amendments intended to be proposed to the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
order requested by the Senator from Washington will be 
Bh omg The Chair understands that the amendments have 
yeen referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be stated. 

The Secretary read paragraph 1824, as follows: 

182}. On and after January 1, 1895, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
on all sugars and on all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, a duty 
of 40 per cent ad valorem, and upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard 
in color and ge all sugars which have been discolored there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in adadl- 
tion to the said duty of 40 per cent ad valorem; and all sugars, tank bot- 
toms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, 
concrete or concentrated molasses, which are imported from or are the 
product of any country which at the time the same are exported therefrom 
pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, shall pay aduty 
of one-tenth of l cent per pound in addition to the foregoing rates: Pro- 
vided, That ———e herein contained shall be soconstrued zs toabrogate or in 
any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of commercial reci- 
procity concluded between the United States and the King of the Hawaiian 
islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisionsiof any act of Con- 
gress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. That on and after 
January 1, 1895, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on molasses testing 
above 40° and not above 56° polariscops, a duty of 2 cents per gallon; if test- 
ing above 56° polariscope, a duty of 4 cents per gallon. 

Mr. KYLE. I[ move to strike out from the beginning of line 
5 down to and including the word ‘‘rates,” in line 15. This in- 
cludes the one-eighth of a cent on sugar above 16 Dutch stand- 
ard, and also the discriminating duty of one-tenth of a cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out beginning with line 5 down to 
and including the word ‘‘ rates” in line 15, as follows: 

And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem; and all sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or 
of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete or concentrated mo- 
lasses, Which are imported from or are the product of any country which at 
the time the same are exported therefrom pays, directly or indirectly, a 
bounty on the export thereof, shall pay aduty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound 
in addition to the foregoing rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question isonagreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. HILL and KYLE called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. 


The next reserved amendment will 


I desire merely to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. I desire to offer an amendment to the first line of the 
aragraph. I do not understand that I am debarred from tak- 


ing up the paragraph further on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. KYLE. In justification of the amendment I will state 
that there may be some excuse at the present time for placing 
a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem upon raw sugar, but there is 
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| hope, therefore, that the amendment will carry and that t] 





O57 








to-day absolutely no excuse in the eyes of the Amsrican people 
for placing one-eighth of a cent on sugars above 16 Dutch stind- 
ard for the benefit of the refiners. I believe here thatit might 
be safely predicted that it means a death blow politically to the 
man who will cast hjs vote in favor of retaining this duty of 
one-eighth of l cent. I believe it will mean the death blow ot! 
the party which passes the bill with the duty of one-eighth of a 


| cent retained in it. 


Since we had this portion of the bill under considerat 
fore it has been stated by those who are interested in the sug 
trust that they can refine their sugar to-day without the one- 
eighth of acent, and therefore if we now give it to them it 
is an absolute gift from the pockets of the American people. 1 


, 
on be- 


ar 


Ne 
duty of one-eighth of a cent will be stricken out. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, when the bill was inthe 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole the argument upon this 
proposition was had in extenso. The statement just now made 
by the Senator from South Dakota was then refuted, as [ hope 
torefute itnow. It is not true in anysonse that thisone-eighth 


differential duty between raw and refined sugars is in tlie inter- 
est solely of what he calls the sugar trust. I showed in the 


former debate upon this proposition that we raised in Loui 
during the last year 600,000,000 pounds of sugar, and that about 
85 per centof it was centrifugal sugars, and from one-halfto thr 
quarters was refined sugars in the sense that they were sug 
testing atand above 16 Dutchstandardincolor. Theone-eighth 
differential duty is directly in the interest of the sugar produc- 
ers of Louisiana and of the beet sugar producers of the United 
States. 

It must be known to the Senator from South Dakota that 
sugars made from beets, or nearly all, are refined sugars, and 
when I tell him that of the 600,000,000 pounds of cane sugar: 
raised last year in Louisiana, about two-thirds were refined 
sugars, then it must come home tothe Senator that the one- 
eighth of a cent specific duty is in the interest of the sugar pro- 
ducersand manufacturers of the United States and not altogether 
in the interest of the trust. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator from Louisiana 
the beet-sugar manufacturers and refiners of the West do 
care for the duty of one-eighth of a cent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will inform the Senator from South 
Dakota that I have been in communication directly, in person, 
with some of the largest beet-sugar manufacturers, and | have 
yet to hear from one of them that they care nothing for the one- 
eighth of a cent differential duty. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that [ also have been in communica- 
tion with them. They are willing to take it. Of course they 
will take itif you give it to them, but they say they can get 
along very nicely without it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is begging the question. The 
Senator said the duty of one-eighth of a cent was placed in tho 
bill in the interest solely of the trust, and now when that is 
denied and the contrary is shown, he takes refuge behind the 
statement that the beet sugar manufacturers of the United 
States can get along without it, but would like to have it. Of 
course they would like to have it. 

The one-eighth differential duty between raw and refined 
sugars is in the interest of asound public policy, for it is an 
encouragement held out to the sugar-producers of the United 
States to make refined sugars instead of raw sugars. 

Mr. President, after this question was fully argued in the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the Senate agreed to 
maintain the one-eighth of a cent differential, and I trust the 
action of the Senate in open Senate will be in consonance with 
the action of the Senate at that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink I can convince the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana that he is mistaken in his proposition. The 
paragraph as it will stand if the amendment is adopted will still 
give the sugar-raisers of Louisiana the protection of 40 per cent 
ad valorem as against all sugars which come into competition 
with Louisiana sugars. As the refined sugar is worth 1 cent a 
pound more, or nearly 40 per cent of the value of ordinary sugar, 
he gets the benefit of the 40 per cent onall refined sugars brought 
into this country in competition with Louisiana sugar or sugar 
produced from beets. 

The striking out of the next proposition will not help him at 
all, sofaras the Louisiana makersare concerned. The one-eighth 
per cent is only intended as a discriminating duty in favor of the 
refiner in this country, and itis an addition to the 40 per eent upon 
all sugars that are brought into competition from abroad with 
the sugars of Louisiana. Therefore, if raw sugar is worth 24 


Fars 


that 


not 


cents a pound, then the duty is about 1 cent a pound, butif 
refined sugars are brought into this country, they are worth 34 
cents a pound, and the duty of 40 per cent is equivalent to the 
protection to the Louisiana planters of 1+centsa pound. Sothat 
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if tlie Senator will rely only upon the 40 per centad valorem duty, 
he will have an ample protection for the refined sugars of Lou- 
isian 

There is nothing in the Senator’sargument. The one-eighth 
of a cent is the bounty paid toa trust in the United States which 
has already been exposed here to the condemnation of the peo- 
ple of the United States, and it inures to their benefit only. 
The ty « ) per cent already in the bill, and which was re- 
tained in the bill under the proposition of the honorable Sena- 
tor who offered the amendment, is a protection to the sugar 
interest, while the one-eighth is a protection which will only 
i to the process of refining by a single corporation in the 

J d State {t can not in the slightest degree benefit the 
ugar in Louisiana. He gets the full benefit of 40 per 
ars, whether refined or unrefined, which come 
‘ompetition with him, and the bounty given herein is not 
| to nor can it operate in favor of the Louisiana sugar 
planier. He is already amply protected by the first clause of 
the paragraph. ‘This is only a special discrimination in favor 
of a special interest, which we should repudiate rather than ap- 
prove by our legislation. 


rois 
cen n l 
into 


int 


» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
a iment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Kyi}, oo which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr, MANDERSON. IL ask a division of the question. 

Ti? VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
adivision of the question. The first clause of the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike outin paragraph 1824, page 41, after 
the words ‘‘ad valorem” in line 4: 

And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
sugars Which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the first question to be 
taken, on which the yeas -nd nays have been ordered. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

r. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 
pr it I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. By an ar- 
rangement with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE], who is 
paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLoort], I have 
transferred my pair to the Senator from Colorado, so that the 
Sen tor from Virginia and the Senator from Coloradowill stand 
paired. I shall not again announce this arrangement during 
the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

M:. TELLER. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. My pair has been transferred for the 
day to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], so that the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] and [ may vote. The Senator 
from Georgia |Mr. GORDON] is not present, and I shall not vote. 
If he w present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

I t was announced—yeas 34, nays 35; as follows: 
YEAS—&SA. 

Jones, Nev. 

Kyle, 

Lodge, 

MeMillan, 

Manderson, 

Mitchell, Oregon 

Patton, 

Peffer, 

Perkins, 
NAYS-—3. 

Martin, 

Mills, 

Mitchell, Wis. 

Morgan, 

Murphy, 

Pasco, 

Pugh, 


[am paired 


I am paired 


ere | 
sul 


i 


Aldri 
Alle! 
Alli 
Care) 
Chand 
Onliom, 
Day 
Dixon 
Dolph 


Dubois, 
rye 
Gallinger, 
Hale 
Hawiey, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Irby, 


Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
Power, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
uire, 
Washburn. 


Bate 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Cafiery, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Faulkner, 


George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, Quay, 
McLaurin, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
McPherson, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Proctor, 


Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Stewart, 

Teller, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Daniel, 
Gordon, 
Call, Hansbrough, 
Cameron, Harris, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let the second branch of the amend- 
ment bs stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second partof the proposition 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘ad valorem ” in line 9, 
on page 41,it is proposed to strike out all down toand including 
the word “‘ rates,” in line 15, as follows: 
and ail sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, 


Berry, 
Butler 
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| Hawaiian Islands to induce the production of sugar. 


| $55,000,000 to the Hawaiian Islands. 
| contained in the treaty was wrong in the beginning, it is wro: 


| sugar free from those islands. 
| ready gone, and every year hereafter there will be a loss to th: 
| Treasury of the United States by this provision of from five to 


If he were | 





JULY 2, 
salicaria 
concentrated melada, concrete or concentrated molasses, which are im- 
m rted from or are the product of any country which &t the time the same 
are exported therefrom pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty oii thé export 
thereof, shall pay a duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the 
foregoing rates. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the 
Senate by calling for the yeas and nays, or even by asking for 
a division; but I wish to enter my protest, which has been hero- 
tofore entered once or twice, against this provision in favor of 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

There was no reason of public policy which demanded the 
enorinous payment that has been made for the benefit of the 
The Uni 
from it. We have paid 
I believe that provision 


States has derived no benefit whatever 


now, and nevershould beallowed until the Hawaiian Islands bo- 
come a part of the United States of America. 

There is no reason of public policy, there is no reason w) 
that can be given in favor of a discrimination to one for 
country as against all other foreign countries. We have no 
right to give to foreign people, who are 2,000 miles distant from 
us on the Pacific Ocean, so enormous a sum as we have already 
paid to the Hawaiian Islands for the privilege of introducin 
Fifty-five million dollars has 


evel 


ten million dollars, without any good ever coming to us or an 
good being likely to come to us by reason of it. 
Though I shall, perhaps, vote for this provision as amended 


| I simply wish to file my protest against this proposition. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to enter a protest against 
the protest of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. . We mad: 
a reciprocity trerty with the Sandwich Islands; made it with 


| our eyes wide — we lived under it for ten years; we obtained 
| under it all of the trade of the islands, and in addition to that 


all of the carrying trade of the islands, and the Senator from 
Ohio does not give one cent or one mill of credit to that which 
the Sandwich islands gave us for this provision in their favor. 

It is the only provision that was worth anything to the Sand- 
wich Islands when that reciprocity treaty was made; it is the 
only provision that we gave them that is worth anything to- 
day, and when the last reciprocity treaty came before the 
United States Senate, and came before the Committee on Ior- 
eign Relations of the Senate, the Senator from Ohio joined with 
the Senator from Vermont in placing in that reciprocity treaty 
by amendment a provision that Pearl Island Harbor, the most 
important, the most available, the securest harbor in all the 
Pacific Ocean, should be ceded by those little islands to this 
great country, and they were compelled to accept it. 

They accepted it; the cession was made, and now the Senator 


| from Ohio says that nothing is given to us in return for this ex- 


emption from the duty on sugar. Why, Mr. President, suppose 
the Senator’s view should obtain in the United States Senate 
to-day, what condition would this Republic be in? We have just 
had an inspection made of Pearl Harbor and of the entrance to 
it by United States engineers, and they report that the entire 
mouth of it can be opened to vessels drawing 30 feet of water, 
at an expense of not over $200,000. 

What does the Senator suppose Engiand would give to-day 
for that harbor if these islands should transfer it to her—the 
paltry sum of $5,000,000 a year? She would give $50,000,000 a 
year to have Pearl Island ceded to her. Now. suppose we take 
from the Sandwich Islands all we ever gave for her trade and 
for this harbor, in what condition are we left? Will we main- 
tain, will the Senator from Ohio maintain, or undertake to say 
that that was a cession complete, that Pearl Island harbor is 
ours, and that they can not retire from that cession? 

That was the view of the Senator when the amendment was 
made; it was the view of the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont that it was a complete cession; but our Secretary of 
State, in replying to an inquiry made in writing by the then 
minister from the Sandwich Islands, declared that it was a ces- 
sion that went pari passu with the treaty andnofurther. Could 
we undertake to maintain in the eyes of the world that it was a 
cession completed, that it was ours, when we had deprived, under 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, the Sandwich Islands 
from all the benefits received for that cession? How long could 
we stand in the eyes of the world and make that claim? 

Mr. President, [ enter a protestagainst the protest of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio as solemn as his. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a few moments since I was 
called from the Senate and failed to hear the ring of the bell 
indicating that the yeas and nays were to be taken, and during 
my absence there was a yea-and-nay vote, I understand, upon 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyLv]. 
I simply want to puton record that if I had been present J should 
have voted ‘‘ nay.” 





1894. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE}, upon | 
which the yeas and nayshavebeen ordered. The Secretary will | 
call the roll. 

The Secretary proce ‘eded to call the roll. 
I should vote | 
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tion 1824 as far as the proviso just inserted by the committee, 
coming in in line 15, and to insert what I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike outall of paragraph 












Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 1824 down to and including the word ‘ rates,” in line 15, on page 
‘‘voa” if the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], with | 41, and insert: 
whom I am paired, were present. ‘ Allsugars,tank bottoms, sirups 2ne juice or of beet juice, melada, concen 
Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), [ again | frau ela shall pay a duty o ae sted m Assi ; polariscope 
announce my pi air with the junior Senator from Illinois ua. | oreo ar traasten att beve a" Gad nos chavedet duanie ear dhe polar. 
PALMER]. I[ should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. | iscope te st, shall pay @ one-hun iredth of F nd additional, and 
Mr. PROC i (when his name was called), 1 again an- oo a Q hown by 3 oa = = 8 ih. comes st | : on of ade 
nounce my pair w ith the Senator from I lorida [Mr. CALL}. | of a cent per pound additional, and upon a rar testing above 98” by polar- 
T ‘he roll eall was concluded. is ; test, or above No. 16 by the Dutch standard in color, there sh all be 
Mr. RANSOM. I announce my pair with the Senator from | 0iet et a Oe ree hth of 1 SS PS Ge Sale 
° al aedin rage ¢ ; aaa 6s = l y impose ipo! izars t ing avo « 
Maine (Me. Hats), a were present I should vote © nay, | Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this amendment proposes a 
geet bltetcae By ao on SO pave Bh os follows: graded specific duty instead of the ad valorem duties now stand 
Ey ae ey ee ae eee in in the bill. They are the duties first reported by the Fi- 
ae nance Committee in the first draft of the tariff bill that they pre 
Alien, rye, Kyle, Batty sented tothe Sonate, 
Allison, Gallinger, Lodge, Power, The great struggle of the refiners of sugar and of the repre- 
Carey, Hawley, McMillan, Sherman, sentatives of the sugar trust was to beat. these specific duties 
Chandler, — gaan snow. and get in their pla :e ad valorem duties. Some of them testified 
a Sloar. aon Teller, thet that ad valorem duty did not of itself give them a differential; 
Dolph, Irby, Perkins, urn. others testified that it did; but there is no manner of question 
NAYS—35. that every effort was put forth by the refiners of sugar to secure 
Bate. George, McLaurin, Roach. ad valorem instead of specific rates as reported from the com 
Blackburn, Gibson. Martin, Smith, mittee. 
Bianchard, Saeee. aattebell. Wis wor They were resisted in that attempt by the producers of raw 
Gaftery aa aa Vilas, sugar. The producers of Louisiana and the beet-sugar produ 
Camden, Hunton, Murphy, Voorhees, cers favored specific rates. These ad valorems were inserted in 
Cooke rell, oe — — place of the specifics on the representation of the refiners of 
OKe ones, Ark. u . . sugar. 
Paulkner + Juay, 
ee —_ asl — “ [ desire, Mr. Pre sident, simply to obtaina vote on that direct 
NOT VOTING — idinaeh tie question, whether the Senate will take the graded specific rates 
uy. Daniei, ee. wiles as first re eporti 1 by the Finance Committee, or whether they 
Call, ’ :. Palmer. Wotcoit. | will substitute for them ad valorem rates, demanded by the re 
Cameron, A ansbrough, Proctor, | finers, and by no one else. 
Cullom, McPherson, Ransom, | Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, in order that my vote on this 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KYLE. I have one more amendment to offer, and then I 
shall be through. In line 22,on page 41, after the word ‘*that,” 
T move to strike out ‘‘on and after. January 1, 1895,” and insert 
‘upon the passage of this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 522, on page tl, after the word ‘‘that,’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘on and after January 1, 1895,” and 
insert ‘‘upon the passage of this act;” so as to read: 

That upon the pass of this l be kk 
on molasses testing above 407," @ te 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


s act there sha 


evied, collect 





xd, and paid 





An amendment having been made 
to paragraph 182 that these provisions shall go into effect after | 
the passage of this act, it would seem to be proper that all the | 
provisions should take effect at the same time. If this amend- 
ment is agreed to, the re will be an amendment necessary to in- | 
| 





sert on page 40, line 25, to the same effect. I move thatamend- | 
ment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
ae osed by the Senator from Sou th Dakota. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accopt the Senator's amendment, 
or I suggest that he modify his amendment by putting in mine. 

Mr. KYLE. I will accept that. It was an oversight. I had 
intended to include both in the same amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota as modified. 

a amen dment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘rates,” in line 15, 
on page 41, I move to insert what I send to the desk, which has 
been suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, on page 41, after the word 
‘frates,” it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the importer of suga” pro duced im a foreign country the 


government of which grants such direct or indirect bounties m: iy be 
relieved from this additional duty under such regulations as the Secretary | 
| 


+ 
u 


pending amendment is that | 


amend- 


of the Treasury may prescribe in case said importer produces a certifi- 
cate of said government that no indirect bounty has been received from 
said sugar in excess of the tax coliected upon the beet or cane from which 
it was produced, and that no direct bounty has been or shall 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

€ amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After the word ‘‘ Provided,” at the 
end of line 15, on page 41, I move to insert the word “‘ further.” | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Preside nt, I move to strike out all df sec- 


be paid 


unendment may not be misconstrued, I repeat that I am in 
favor of free sugar and am opposed to all duties on sugar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 











Mr. LODGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered;and the Secretary proceede 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON ( when his name was called). I[ am pa 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Th : roll call was concluded. 

[r. DANIEL. I was about to eee but I understand an ar 
rangement had been made whilst I was out of the Chamber tem- 
rarily that I should stand paired with the Senator from Colo 
rado {Mr. WOLCOTT], and, being so informed, I decline to vote 

The result was announced —ye: , nays 44; as follows: 
YEAS 
Aldrich, Doiph, ar Pe r 
Allen Dubois, 28, Nev Proctor, 
Allison, Frye, an Sherman, 
Chandler, Gallinger, 2rson, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale u, Oregon Squire 
Davis. i 
Dixon i 
Bate George, Lindsay, Qu 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mec Laurin, Kansom, 
B! hard, Gordon, Martin, Roach, 
B ; Gorman, Mills Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, Turpie, 
Call, Harris, Vest, 
Camden, Hunton, Vilas, 
Carey, Irby, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Walsh. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Ww fashburn, 
Fauikner, Kyle hite 
TOT VOTI 
Berry, Hansbrough, i 
Butler Hill, Wilson, 
Came ron, Lodge, Woleott 
Daniel, McPherson, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. [offer the amendment which I send to 
| the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 1824. on page 41, line 15, it 


| is proposed to strike > out all after the word ‘‘rates,” down to and 





including the we ord © same,” in line 22, and insert: 

That the treaty concluded Janu; ary i3, L875,and proelaimed J ine 3, 1875, 
and the conven ition extending the duration of said treaty concluded De 
cember 6, 1884, between the United States and the Iti the Hi iwaiian Isl- 
ands,is hereby abrogated, repealed, and annul to ta ef nme year 





after the passage of this act 





Soa ee Go. 


wie, 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this treaty was concluded 
in 1875 to continue for seven years. After the expiration of 
seven vears. it could be abrogated on twelve months’ notice. In 
1884 the treaty was continued for seven years more, with the 
game provi jion in regard to annulling the treaty. Therefore, 
upon twelve months’ notice this treaty can be annulled by the 
United State [ can think of no argument which would justify 
us in continuing it. It is paying a bonus to the people of the 
Sandwich Islands of over $4,000,000 a year, and it 1s taxing the 
American people to do it. 

There is not an American laborer upon those islands, and 
there are only 636 Americans, or people of American descent, 
who are registered yoters. ‘The remainder of the population is 
composed of natives, Japanese, Chinese,and Portuguese. They 
are contract laborers, almost as low as if not lower in the scale 
of civilization than slave labor. 

| can see no reason why the people of my State or the people 
of any State of this Union should be taxed for the purpose of 
furnishing the people of those islands more profitable employ- 
ment. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me,I will tell himthat 
if he will refer to the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS}, 
who sits within a very few feet of him, that Senator will give 
him a hundred arguinents within ten minutes why that treaty 
should not be abrogated. 

Mr“PETTIGREW. I should like to hear from my colleague. 
Perhaps he will give me the reasons. 

Mr. KYLE. I have plenty of reasons in my own mind why 
the treaty should not be abrogated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hear them stated. 

Mr. KYLE, The reasons have been already prepared by the 
Senator from California, who will give them to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The total number of Americans upon 
those islands—men, women, and children—is less than 2,000. 
The Portuguese who are there are not from Europe, but they 
are from the islands of the sea. They are partially black, and 
are very low in the scale of civilization. 

This treaty has already cost the people of this country over 
$50,000,000, and we have derived no benefit whatever from it. 
Senators say we will secure a valuable harbor. Pearl Harbor is 
2,100 milesfrom our coast, 4,800 miles from the coast of Asia, 
and 4,000 miles from Australia. There are no coal mines upon 
those islands, and the harbor is absolutely useless and worthless 
to anybody. 

The commerce of the Pacific Ocean does not pass those islands, 
except that which goes to Australia. If we wish to destroy that 
commerce, it is the commerce of Great Britain from Vancouver, 
and we can destroy it from Puget Sound, from our own coast, 
where we can resupply our ships from our own coal mines; but 
if we undertake to send ships to those islands we must carry the 
coal there, and then we are in no position to attack any country 
after sailing such a distance, for we should be out of coal. Sol 
can see noreason whatever for continuing this wonderful benefit 
to those people, a populatior entirely worthless, while taking 

way from our own people the bounty upon sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to place before the 
Senate the exact historical facts with regard to our acquisition 
of acoaling station in the Hawaiian Islands and the treaty rela- 
tions we have with those islands. By a convention concluded 
on the 30th of January, 1875, we stipulated: 

For and in consideration of the rights and privileges granted by His Maj- 
esty the King of the Hawalian Islands in the next succeeding article of this 
convention, and as an equivalent therefor, the United States of America 
hereby agree to admit all the articles named in the following schedule, the 
same being the growth and manufacture or produce of the Hawaiian Islands, 
into all the ports of the United States free of duty. 

Among those articles was sugar, then produced in a compara- 
tively small quantity in the Hawaiian Islands. That treaty, 
contiining reciprocal provisions, was to expire at the end of 
seven years, at any time on the demand of either government. 
At the end of the seven years, when the treaty had expired, an 
effort was made to extend it seven years longer. ‘That was con- 
tested severely in the Senate Chamber, and there was much 
opposition to the extension of the treaty, because the statistics 
showed that we had then lost $26,000,000 more than we had gained 
during the seven years by the free admission into our country of 
sugar and other articles. Then a new treaty was made, entirely 
separate and distinct from the old treaty, and that treaty con- 
tains this stipulation: 

Mr. DOLPH. When was that made? 

Mr, SHERMAN. In 1884. It provides: 

Whereas a convention was concluded between the United States of Amer- 
ica and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 30th day of 
January, 1875, concerning commercial reciprocity. 

Then follow the recitals about the provisions of the treaty. 
Then it proceeds: 


The high contracting parties agree that the time fixed for the duration of 
the said convention shall be definitely extended for a term of seven years 
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from the date of the exchange of ratifications hereof, and further, until the 
expiration of twelve months after either of the high contracting parties 
shall give notice to the other of its wish to terminate the same, each of the 
high contracting parties being at liberty to give such notice to the other at 
the end of the said term of seven years or at any time thereafter. 

Vhen this treaty was before the Senate there was great oppo- 
sition to it for the reasons I have stated. Therefore, in order 
to find a consideration to be paid by the Hawaiian Islands to the 
United States for this enormous bounty, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, if] remember correctly, offered this additional consider- 
ation; and, in my judgment, the second treaty would have been 
beaten at the time it was pending, but for the provision he of- 
fered. Here is the provision, and here is the absolute grant in 
perpetuity, according to the legal language of the grant, which 
gives us these islands for thess purposes as one of the consider- 
ations for extending the treaty seven years more: 

His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands grants to the Government 
of the United States the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pear! River, 
in the island of Oahu, and to establish and maintain there a coaling and re- 
pair station for the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the 
United States miy improve the entrance to said harbor and do all other 
things needful to the purpose aforesaid. 

Here is an absolute, unconditional, unqualified grant that has 
been paid for by $23,000,000 already, and we agreed to extend 
the termseven years longer. Thus we have given a double con- 
sideration for this right. I have no doubt the Senator from 
Maine |Mr. FRYE] will estimate the value of that privilege far 
more than I, but certainly we have already paid a large sum, and 

ve have agreed to pay another sum equivalent to twenty-five 
or twenty-six million dollars, and we now possess by virtue of 
this treaty an exclusive right to enter upon and improve that 
harbor. 

The provisions of the treaty as to the seven years applied only 
to the admission of articles entered into the several countrieg 
named therein, but this special provision was, standing by itself, 
an absolute and conclusive conveyance, so far as one government 
can convey to another the absolute and exclusive right in per- 
petuity to occupy that place for a coaling station and for other 
naval purposes. 

So it seems to me there is nothing in the argumentof the hon: 
orable Senator from Maine. We have paid,and doubly paid, for 
that harbor. We own it now; itis now in our possession, and 
we have the right to improve it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio says that 
when we renewed this treaty we concluded to put in what would 
be, in the estimation of the committee, an adequate considera- 
tion for reciprocity again for seven years, and that was the ces- 
sion of Pearl Island Harbor. He forgets to state to the Senate 
that that treaty had not run more than four years before we de- 
liberately repealed all benefits which the Sandwich Islands re- 
ceived from the reciprocity treaty by removing all duties from 
sugar. We would not have done that to any nation on earth ex- 
cept this little nation of the Sandwich Islands. 

The Senator forgets to tell the Senate that we went one step 
further, and paid a bounty to the people of the United States 
producing sugar and paid none to the Sandwich Islands, thus 
enacting a law which was discriminating against the Sand- 
wich Islands, when we had actually received from them, as the 
Senator says, a full equivalent for this extended reciprocity 
treaty. 

For the last three years the Hawaiians have been living with- 
out any benefit whatever fromreciprocity. Their sugar not only 
has not beén admitted free from duty, but, in addition to that, 
our sugar-growers have had a bounty, and thus were enabled to 
competes with them, at a disadvantage to them. 

Yet the Senator says that that is anabsolute cession and that 
Pearl Island Harbor is ours, that we must keep it, and we must 
deprive the Sandwich Islands of it. Why? Not because of the 
treaty of seven years before, which had been running during 
that length of time, under which they had actually received a 
benefit of $23,000,000. What had the old treaty to do with the 


| new? Does the Senator say that Pearl Island Harbor wasacon- 


sideration for the old treaty, which wasdead? Certainly it was 
not. 

[t was a consideration for the new treaty of seven years, and 
I stated when I was on the floor before. that on a written com- 
munication from Mr. Carter, the minister from the Sand- 
wich Islands, addressed to Secretary Bayard on this very ques- 
tion of whether or not that was a complete cession, Secretary 
Bayard replied in writing that it was not, that it went pari 
pussu with the treaty. Whether it was or not, I ask the Sena- 
tor from Ohio if to-day, after we have deprived the Sandwich 
Islands of all benefit of reciprocity with the United States for 
three years, and we have received our full benefit during the 
three years, we propose to put a duty on sugar and deprive 
them still further, during the balance of the seven years, of all 
the benefits from reciprocity? 

I ask the Senator from Ohio if he would face the nations of 





1894. 








the earth and in their presence declare that ‘‘ notwithstanding 
we have deprived you of all of the benefits which we gave for 
Pearl Island Harbor, we demand that Pearl Island Harbor sball 
be ours, and that the cession shall be treated as a perpetual ces- 
sion”? Would the Senator dare do that? Could he morally 
stand before the peoples of this earth and say that? I say this 
Republic could not stand a minute on that doctrine, and would 
not stand a minute on it. 
all the civilized nations of the earth if it undertook to stand on 
it a single moment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator’sargument would havea good 
deal more of force if it had the facts behind t. 
treaty, it must be remembered that the second article was in- 
serted inthe Senate Chamber. It was accepted, and according 
to the note here, ‘‘ this article is an amendment of the Senate 
which was accepted by the Hawaiian Government.” 
limitations, no qualifications. This wasagreed to on the 6th day 
of December, 1884. 
1890; so that the McKinley law took effect only for,a part of the 
year 1890. Myimpression is that a consideration was made; but 
whether or not, it makes no difference. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, itdoes. Facts make a difference. There 
was no consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There were only six months—— 

Mr. FRYE. Have we not been living under it from the date 
of the Mc‘Xinley act taking effect down to the present time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we have. 

Mr. FRYE. That is more than six months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have by the McKinley law admitted 
sugar free from other countries as well as from Hawaii. 
was no stipulation that we should net do it. They had the full 
benefit of seven years, lacking six months. 

Mr. FRYE. That is notso. The Senator charges me with 
speaking without facts. I repeat the charge that he is now de- 
liberately addressing the Senate without facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator said within three years. 

Mr. FRYE. How long is it since October, 1890, when the Mc- 
Kinley law took effect? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This treaty took effect on the 6th day of 
December, in the year of our Lord 1884. 

Mr. FRYE. How long is it, if the Senator will pardon me, 
since the McKinley law took effect? 
effect? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot know exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. From October, 1890, up to July 1894. 
that that is not quite four years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
some months. 

Mr. President, as to the contention made by Mr. Bayard, in 
the Senate I know we have generally disagreed with his opin- 


I admit 


ions, and Mr. Edmunds, of Vermont, who drew this article, has | 


contended over and over again that this was as absolute a con- 
veyance of the property as any language could make it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Senator if the fact that that utter- 
ance was made solemnly to the Hawaiian Government by Mr. 
Bayard as Secretary of State did not commit this Government 
to that construction of the treaty? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is very certain that the present Admin- 
istration do not take that view of it, because they are making a 
new survey, and are claiming for the people of the United States 
the right to possess and improve the harbor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But that is with the entire assent of the 
Government of the islands. They are agreeing to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who is complaining? 

Mr. FRYE. Is not the treaty still in operation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. FRYE. No treaty between us and the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr.SHERMAN. We are receiving these goods under the 
general provision of the McKinley law, and sugar comes into 
our country duty free. 

Mr. FRYE. Have we no treaty with the Sandwich Islands 
to-day? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
except as to these two treaties. I know of no other. 
wish to make any contest with the Hawaiian Islands. I know 
the effect of this treaty has been bad, and that it has induced 
an abnormal development of those islands. Ithas added largely 
to the fortunes of a single man, but it has not added one dollar 
to the wealth of the people of the United States. The whole 
muss of the accretion from this treaty has accrued to persons 
who are foreign to our country and foreign to our institutions. 
Therefore I am opposed to the treaty; but I have no desire to 
debate the question further. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this 


a 





It would be disgraced in the eyes of | 


In the second | 


It has no | 


There | 





How long has it been in | 


Instead of three years, it is six years and | 
| of the Hawaiian Islands. 
| the sugar trust of the United States. 


| Pearl Island Harbor or any other harbor. 


I do not think we have upon this subject | 
I do not | 
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question. [ am ready to vote upon it; but I do not like the ques- 
tion propounded by the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Hiaa@ins]} 
to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to go without further 
answer. That question was substantially whether the state- 
ment of Secretary Bayard to the Hawaiian minister concerning 
the construction of the treaty did not bind the United States. 
If such a statement bound the United States, the treaty-making 
power would be taken from the Senate and the President and 
transferred to the Secretary of State. 

I undertake to state that a treaty, like any law, stands by itself 
and must be interpreted as it stands, and can not be interpreted, 
and should not be interpreted, by constructions put upon it by the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I was a member of the House of 
Representatives when the Hawaiian treaty was first made in 
1876. I voted against it, because at that time the treaty was not 


t 1y | only submitted to the Senate of the United States, but to the 
The McKinley law took effect some time in | 


House of Representatives, as it was releasing the revenues of 
the Government. I have spoken against it, [ have tried from 
that day to this to have it repealed. 

After it had run its length of seven years, it was proposed to 
renew the treaty again, and the House of Representatives was 
opposed toit. Those who negotiated that treaty knew that the 
House would never consent to its renewal. It was made by the 
Administration and it was ratified by the Senate, but it was 
never submitted to the House of Representatives a second time. 

It released the revenues of the Government without consult- 


| ing that branch of Congress to which the Constitution especially 


confides that subject. When that treaty was made the second 
time and ratified by the Senate and put into operation, [ intro- 
duced a resolution and had it referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives, of whichJ. Randolph Tucker 


| of Virginia was chairman, to inquire whether it was competent 
| for the President of the United States and the Senate of the 


United States to negotiate a treaty reicasing the revenues of 
the Government without the consent of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

If [ remember aright, that committee reported unanimously 
that they had no such power. I know that was the report of 
the majority, avery able report, made by Mr. Tucker, one of 
the ablest lawyers in the United States. 

Mr. President, we have released over $50,000,000, taken out 
of the pockets of the people of the United States and given to 
the corporations which dominate those islands, and we are now 
proposing to continue that business of depleting the pockets of 
the people of the United States of $5,000,000a year and placing it 
in the pockets of the corporations that control the sugar lands 
They are owned, as I understand, by 


[am glad to have the opportunity to vote to terminate this 
treaty, and to tale back and keep in the pockets of the people 


| of the United States the $5,000,000 a year which we are taking 
| out and giving to the Hawaiian sugar-producers. 


[ see noearthly rezson for a continuance of this treaty. It is 
simply a bounty of $5.000,000 which we are giving out of the 
pockets of our own people, year by year, into the pockets of for- 
eigners. 

It is useless to talk about the negotiation of the treaty for 
That harbor be- 
longs tous. It has been held by one of the ablest lawyers who 
ever satin this body that the treaty by which the Hawaiian 
Islands ceded Pear] Island Harbor invested a fee-simple title in 
this Government. But even if it did not, we can get the whole 
islands if we want them, by simply saying that we are ready to 
take them. Why give $5,000,000 year after year to these peo- 
ple, when the islands are willing to come to us and we are not 
willing to receive them? 

I hope this provision of the bill will bestricken out. Itshould 
not be init. It raises the price of sugur to our own consumers 
in this country, and gives the Hawaiian producers the benefit 
of $5,000,000 of bounty. I want to vote for the amendment to 


| strike that provision out of this bill. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill came over from the 
House of Representatives with a proposition in it to exempt the 
Hawaiian treaty from the operations of the repeal of the duties on 
sugar. In doing that, the House of Representatives, I suppose, 
followed a statute which was enacted on the 3d of March, 1891, 
as follows: 

That nothing in the act approved October 1, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act to re- 
cjuce the revenue and equalize duties on imports. and for other purposes,”’ 
shall be held to repeal or impair the provisions of the convention respect- 
ing commercial reciprocity concluded January 30, 1875, with the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands, and extended by the convention proclaimed November 9, 
1887; and the provisions of said convention shall be in full force and effect 
as if said act had not passed. 

So that, after the passage of the McKinley law, which ad- 
mitted sugar free into the United States, amd, of course, ad- 
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it was provided that nothing in that 
act containe: ould be construed as in anywise affecting the 
convention been made with Hawaii and extended for 
a second period of seven The conscience of the Congres: 
of the I { eemed to feel some reproach that they had 
dealt with t Hawaiian Islands, then a kingdom—-and doubt- 
less b ore tonderly regarded at that time by some gentle- 
now that it is a republic—someowhat with cruelty 

ty and unbecoming legislative tyranny. 
‘from Maine [Mr. l’rye| said a moment ago that 
10t have dealt with any other power in the world as 
ne with Hawaii. After having made a convention of 
repea that conve 
we passed a law by the Congress of the 
from that little kingdomali the ben 


mitted it fy > “) i ‘ tll 


years. 


without ing 
3 termination, 
ates taking aw Ly 
ivention o 
es which Hawaii gave to us in admitting our 

, ity free 
he United States, therefore, evidently seemed 
itt if was necessary to put upon paper in the form of 
some apology for this act of rude outrage upon that 
Therefore they enacted the statute which I 
Senate. That statute has been entirely 
so far as practical business is concerned: that is to 
mt » not permitted Hawaii to have advantage of either 
the bounty in the McKinley act or the advantages that she 
claims under the treaty. We have robbed her of those, and 
have gone on in the assumption of our superiority, based upon 


n bom 
tread to the 
meaningles 


sa?, we ha 


now 


That is the situation. 


sion of strength. 


people who are referred to by the Senator from Texas | 


LS] as being foreigners and as being a sugar trust in 

aie as respectable citizens as any in the world. They 

t mostly from the United States; some of them were born 
of American parentage. 
iunds and beautify them, to improve them in a way that 
would cast credit upon any people in the world, and [ dare say 
that there are few spots in the United States to-day which have 


the 
th« is] i 


a hi¢vher degree of culture than Honolulu and its surroundings 
aS. ie 
| it, it is a paltry thing for us todo to turn around and se 


and other towns of Hawaii. 

That has been the work of Americans who have gone there 
the missionary people first,and their successors. As high a 
state of education per capita obtains in Hawaii as obtains in any 
State of the American Union; I might say a higher state, for 
there is not a child 10 years of age in Hawaii who can not read 
and write in the English language. 

\li that ye done by the genius and enterprise of Ameri- 
yple has been accomplished in the islands of Hawaii. 
The great sugar estates in those islands are not held and owned 
by asugar trust. Thirty million dollars and more have been 
invested there by the people in properties which are of very 
vl vil ie 


Stat 


could 


can 


, Which has built up a carrying trade between Honolulu 
and San Francisco and other ports of the United States which 
is ulmost exclusively American. Itis indeed the only foreign 
carrying trade inthe world that we have under our national 
con|rol—a very valuable carrying trade andone that our seamen 
on the Pacific have found to be very much to their advantage. 

‘The Senator from Ohio speaks about the disparity between 
the duties on sugar thatwe might have collected and the duties 
which the Hawaiians might have collected out of us under this 
reciprocity arrangement. He puts the figure very high. He 
thinks we made a bad bargain with Hawaii, and that has always 
weighed on the Senator’s mind. The Senator hates a bad bar- 
gain unless he is on the right side of it. He loves a bargain 
that is bad, provided that he has the good end of it, but he has 
great contempt for a bargain, whether private or public, I sup- 
pose, which has any disadvantage in it to the contracting party 
that the Senator represents. 

Now, we did not make any bad bargain with Hawaii. We 
made a better bargain with Hawaii than was made in any of the 
reciprocity treaties that we have expressly preserved in this 
proposed act. The committee that have had charge of this bill 
here, and who have given out to us their views of what is cor- 
rect, and which we have followed so faithfully and without ques- 
tion, have seen proper to preserve all of the reciprocal arrange- 
ments now existing which arose and were completed under the 
Mciinley law, although it is very well known that not one of 
those arrangements has the characteristics of a treaty, and it is 
perfectly well known also that none of them has the slightest 
weety obligation. Nothing but a moral obligation exists there 
at all. 

Now, when we are preserving reciprocity with other gov- 
ernments where the advantage is either present with us or may 
become an advantage to us, it seems to me we ought not to draw 


| would certainly, following 
| injunctions of it at 


ntion and giving no- | 


f reciprocity, whilst still holding on 


a very large, extensive, and | 


| of the 


| consideration of our agreeing to t 


in the world but our wantof conscieneo and our posses- | 
| United States 


They have contrived to civilize | 
| the consideration proceeds from Hawaii to us and we admit 


the production of which has all come to the United | 


a very fine line of calculation between the United States and 
Hawaii. Weought atall events to be somewhat just, or if we 
are not just, we ought to have self-respect enough to proceed 
about this matter as if it were one of controversy, say with Can- 
ada or with England. , 
If we had a reciprocal treaty with Great Britain like 
would not think for one moment of putting upon a tariff 
law to abrogate and annul that treaty after a year’s 
the language of the t ‘ 
self-respect enough to perf 
the duty reauired by the treaty of giving notice that we inte 
to abrogate it. But this amendment tears the treaties to pi 
by a legislative act without inquiring of Hawaii what 
tends to do tit. Itis a very improper thing for us 
of our treaty relations with foreign countries, to seize th 
tear them to pieces by the acts of mere legislation on o 
without consulting or in any wise giving the other gover 
in opportunity to show why it ought not to be 
The Senator from Ohio bout a 
passed for this first extension, th 
reaty. Whom did tha col aderat 
From Hawaii. What was it? ; 
in perpetuity and in fee simp 
harbor called Pearl Harbor on the 
tant from Honolulu, and commanding 
scnse, 


If the Senator's argument 1 


least, ha 


4 ‘ 


done, 
considerat 
cond term of seven 

i ion proceed fr 
3 the Senator 
port ini rights in 
of Oahu, 11 mil 


ina milit 


poe 


Hawaii eave us tha 


oni 


correct ail 
his reciprocity; the « 
stands until the consideration is surrendered; and it is startlin 
to me that the argument should be made in the Senate of t 
that because Hawaii paid us for this treaty 
paid what the world will consider a very valuable considerati 
therefore it isour duty to abrogate it. That isa very pe 
attitude for us to oceupy here. 

It is one that if I were characterizing I do not 
strength of adverbial or adjective phrase I would use 


KNOY 


value, and that consideration is supposed to make up whate 
of deficiencies there might be in the mutuality of dollar 
cents in the transaction and we accept it and are to hold on t 


will hold to the consideration and abrogate the contract. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Alal yi 
me for a question’ 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to know whether 
would be more acceptable to him if we gay 
bor? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not give up Pearl Harbor if G 
Britain with her guns or her navy were to demand it, becau 
am satisfied that Pearl Harbor is the key to the military « 
trol of the Pacific Ocean. When we put that very important 
vision in there we acquired more than Hawaii. We acq! 
the right to put a naval station there and to fortify it—t 
ourselves in defiance of all the nations of the earth without que 
tion—obtaining our title from the acknowledged sovereign ¢ 
thority there: and we planted a Gibraltar in the heartof the Pa 
cific Ocean which is stronger and better and more useful than the 
Gibraltar that commands the Mediterranean Sea. Therefore | 
would not give it back if every gun of the British navy we. 
trained to-day upon the cities of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a single que 
tion? Were not the naval officers and the army officers of the 
United States almost entirely unanimous in their testimony that 
the possession of that harbor was an absolute necessity to tho 
United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was but one man who testified to the 
contrary, and he earned the reputation before he came before 
us, as [ am informed, of a crank. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it more important that we shall havea harbor 
in the Pacific Ocean than in the Atlantic Ocean? 

Mr. MORGAN. We have not any in the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; but you are now seeking harbors in 
the midst of the Pacific Ocean; all the officers of the Army and 
Navy testify to its importance to this country; and we have not 
one in the Atlantic Ocean over which nine-tenths of our com- 
merce floats. 

Mr. MORGAN. More is the pity, Mr. President, and more 
is the shame upon the American people, that when they came 
to close the Revolutionary war we did not close it by accepting 
and receiving that which they could easily have gotten, every 
outpost from Nova Scotia around to Honduras. Let me ask the 
Senator from Texas what are those places, those hovering points 
around us but picket posts, armed at an enormous expense by 
the Government of Great Britain especially and by Germany 
and by France? 


Certainly. 


»pla 








1894. 





Not to protect England; not to protect 
France; not to protect Germany, but to hold the United States 
in constraint. There are armaments of the most magnificent 
and costly character where in naval stations and for “tresses the 

have treasured up the munitions of naval warfare in amot ints 
that we can simplo conjecture, for we do not know how much is 


For what purpose? 


there. We know how it was in the late war. I do not mean 
the war of the > rebelli m; I mean the war of 1812, 
We know how those hovering picket posts were ranged, as | 


from Nova Scotia to Hondur as and kept our coasts conti nu- 


SAV 

ally em broiled an d alwaysin danger; howfrom each one of tho 

fortresses there was a near line pan the most important sea 
nosts of the United States; and, Mi . President, we can imagine 


nothing more to the glory and safety of this cbt intry than that 











we shall occ upy now and here after | in our power all of those mil- 
itary picket posts whose guns are put there merely to be turned 
in upon our sh Cha tis all of it 

I do not wish th to occur in the Pacific Ocean. Through 
the —— of the former Si ynnator from Vermont we put into 
the tl aty, on Haw: ™ consented to it, that we should have 

earl 1 Fl ar) _ th Pe acific Ocean, the only point where we can 
obtain the same cies sin the Pacific that Great Britain 
has over us in the Atlantic. So I congratulated myself and the 
country, too, that we were making some start at last toward a 
policy which when it was aimed at us was thre atening if notde- 
structive, : nd some day may be destructive, and which, when 
wo adopt it, will fenco off the nations of the world from any at- 


tack upon the western coasts of this country, reaching a thou- 
sand miles to the westward of the Hawaiian group. 

Our possessions by lines of longitude are more than a thou- 

sand miles to the west of the Hawaiian group and the se islands, 
situated th ere in the center, the focal point of the great circle 
that radiates around, commencing at San Diego, in California, 
and running around our Aleutian archipelago, command every 
foot of that sea; and Pearl Harbor is the key to it all. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator a question 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS]}seems to 
think we have harbors on the a and therefore we 
should have none on the Pacific. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Alabama how much in his j judgment the United States 
would be justified in paying to dar for all the armed posts in 
the Atlantic Ocean that Great Britain controls? 

r. MORGAN. Iama poor hand on figures, but a tolerable 
one on imagination. I suppose that if we were to pay $2,000,000, - 
000 we would not lose any money by it. I should not thin k so. 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 


no 


tion. Russia is completing her railroad across a When 
that is completed, if we have Pearl Island Harbor and should 
conclude under necessity to fortify it at any time, would not Rus- 


sia and the United States have complete control of the whole 
North Pacific? 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Presid yn bony those menin the United 


3 who have grown antique in their prejudices fail to look 
ct inaproper li vht The younger generation who 
10-year ol sy boy up, understand it, and they are 
going to have it that way, no matter what objections we may 
urge or the little dickeri a we may none e uponatariff bill here to 
equalize a supposed difference in st igar between Louisiana and 
Hawaii. 

The fact is that the frauds with sugar on the Pacific coast, as 
the Senator from California will bear me out in saying, are 
ater than the advantage this tariff of 40 per cent ad valorem 
is to the ‘rowers of the United States. 

But I rose, Mr. President, really without the intention of ar- 
guing this « [ rose to ask the Senate to allow this case to 
go where it belongs, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
that it may be investigated there quietly, and it may be exam- 
ined into in a way that becomes the delicacy—I will repeat the 
word, the delicacy—of our situation in regard to this very im- 
port ant matter. 

Now, I will suppose that this bill is passed and the treaty is 
abrogated. Hawaii is released from all of it thatis not obliga: 
tory upon her. I believe that Hawaii is not released from that 
fee-simple title, ae [understandit and readit, which is contained 
in the treaty extension to Pearl Harbor, and which was said 
here to be the consideration of that extension. Nevertheless, 
at the time the r¢ itifications of that treaty were exchanged and 
contemporaneously with it, as a part of the question of “the ex- 
change of ratifications, Mr. Carter, who was then minister to 
the United States from Hawaii, insisted that if the treaty of 
reciprocity was determined according to its terms, upon giving 
a year’s notice thereupon the Pearl Harbor would revert to Ha- 
waii. He insisted upon it. 

The subject wasdrawn up in the form of a protocol and brought 
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to Mr. Bayard, who participated in the exchange of ca 
tions. Mr. Bayard said: 
{i have not any autho subscribe that paper. I have no auth to 
ceptitasa toc l on of the treaty. Ihave no auth to 
fy the nge of ca is by signing that paps i yu 
inderstand the treaty that way 


























rhe Seana of the United States, represented by that 

f man, announced on that occasion that he u i the 

treaty to me an in the event we abrogated the treaty according 

to its terms or in iny oth n, Pearl Harbor would rt to 
Hawaii. 

Now, Senators q iestio that >t tors deny 1 nd I den 
it. But, Ir. President, as a moral obligation, as ion o 
diplomatic understanding and — between the | States 
und Hawaii, it is very h rd oe ude the blush fr sok 
of this nation and yet deny whz at Me. Bayard solen ed ut 
the time. Itis very hard todo it. We passed th day 
very drastic resolution, to the effect that Hawaii lh 
her own way about fixing up her institutio cu e to hé 
own free will, that no other nation should i fe with her 
any res spect, and if it did so it shoul gard an un 
friendly act toward the Government of the United 

What is an unfriendly act toward the Govern t of the 
United States? One that justifies the Governm oing to 
war. It can not be anything else. We may go to w i 
choose todoso. We therefore declare in regard to this littl 
kingdom or republic—republic as it is 1 f 
arepublic that any interference of foreign , 
wheresoever they might be, with Hawaiiwould be an unfriendl 
act to the Government of the United States. 1 par 
that declaration. Iwas very glad to vote for it. | 
exactly, and that is exactly w hat it has been all the t tra 
tionally and diplomatically that is as a n 
declaration on the part of this august tribunal here. 

Now, Great Britain alone is negotiating with 
possession of certain rocks lying in the northwestern purt of 
this chain of islands. What does she want with them ; 
wants them for a station foracable to be broughtfrom Austral 
to that point and from that pent t » Vancouver, and she i 
to acquire the right unless the United States pr its i B 
a question is very likely to arise wheth sr thatisan i 1 
with Hawaii of such a character as woul ( 
to the United States. We are not out of { 
matter; we are getting deceper into it 1 . 1 
comes us to be very chary and very cautious and v« ( 
spect and particular in all that we do iu regard to it 

Now, f will suppose that Hawaii makes tha 
will suppose that we repeal this treaty, break it up 
pieces and throw it in the faces of Hawaii and t d 
then we go on to attempt to carry out the sur ( 
made recently by order of the secretary of the N 
mence fortifying Pearl Harbor according to the s 
the extension treaty. Hawaii will say to us, ‘* At t 
als pned that treaty, when the ratifications were exch 

retary of State informed us that whenever yo 
sion that treaty Pearl Harbor will return to 
but Mr. Bayard had notany authority to do so.’ 
so.” 

That was the understanding; there is no one who can « 
that he did say so. Now, this little kingdom, or this little r 
public, appeals to the moral sense of the whole far nily of th 
tions of the earth, and asks them to say whether we are justified 
in claiming that Pearl Harbor reverts to them under the declar 
ation of Mr. Bayard. 

[ask what is the moral attitude of this questio Are the 
nations of this earth going to remain quict and allow a littlere 
public to be run down by this great Government of the United 
States like the City of Paris would run down a can 08 ‘ys the 
water, and say no thing when H: Lv aii is claiming herr , her 
moral rights, confessed rights, indisputable rights? 

Are we not in some tro ible se it this business, if instead 
allowing this treaty to expire, which it will do inside of three 
years, we tear it to pieces by this act, which in itself has bur- 
dens enough to bear? Whatare we todo and w ha are we to 
say tos ull mankind 1,to the great nations of the earth, ill interested 


in interfering with us, in support of our declaration ‘‘ You shall 
not inte rfere with Hawaii’ ‘and ‘*You shall not sustain Hawaii 
in her clearly demonstrated rightof having Pearl Harbor tore 
vert to her?” 

I merely want to suggest that question. Senators will under 
stand that this is not the time and place to discuss those ques- 
tions. Wecan not settle questions like that prop on the 


discussion of a tariff bill. 


Sir, there are facts by the hundreds that ought to enter into 
this consideration; and if I had the sir h or the disposition 
to retard the bill long enough to statewhat I know about it 
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even my humble self I would be able to engage your attention 
upon it for many hours, and not one word of it would be unin- 
structive perhaps, or at least unworthy of consideration. It is 
not the place or the time to consider a question of that kind. It 
is too large a question. It has too great a bearing upon our at- 
titude and relations with all the nations of the earth for us to 
undertake to settle it upon this bill, and I am very sorry that 
any Senator saw proper to do this. 

Hoaring that this matter was going on, I wrote to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and asked him some questions on the 18th of; 
June about the exploration that is going onout there. Hesays 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 18, 1894 
Dear SENATOR: Your letter of thse Lith instant, asking for informa- 
iwding the examinations made at Pearl Harbor, is received. 


The Secretary did not answer my letter fully. I asked him 
under what order Admiral Irwin was sent there and what was his 
purpose in going. He does not answer upon those propositions. 
He says: 


The only official information in the possession of the Departmenton this 
subject is contained in a communication from Rear-Admiral John Irwin, of 
date May 10, in which he states that an examination of the waters, shore 
line, and bar, as ascertained by repeated soundings, convinced him that it 
was nothing but coral sand, and he proceeded to have a boring made to as- 
certain definitely the character of the bottom. The result of the boring ts 
stated ina report of the admiral's flag leutenant, C. A. Adams, and shows 
tha, a boring was made to adistance of 13 feet from the surface of the bot- 
tom, with the following result: *' First, about 3 feet of soft coral sand, evi- 
dently silted on top of a light crust of dead coral, below which is again soft 
coral sand, easily yleiding. to the pump,” 

Licut, Adams further states that a depth of 31 feet at low water can easily 
be obtained, and that, in his opinion, no blasting would be necessary. 

In addition to the above, Rear-Admiral Irwin states that a thorough 
examination of the shore lines of Pearl Harbor was made, and a site for a 
drydock selected, This was done by Rear-Admiral Irwin without any special 
orders to that effect. 

I have, as yet, no information from 
plorations he is making 


MY¥ 
tion re; 


Rear-Admiral Walker as to the ex- 


So there are two rear-admirals there who have been explor- 
ing. 

He had no special directions in that regard, 

I will communieate to you full information when I obtain it. 


Very truly yours, 
H. A. HERBERT. 

Hoa. JOHN T. MORGAN, 

United States Senate, 

Mr. President, I have here (and I should like to give it to the 
Senate or to a committee of the Senate if I had an opportunity) 
a drawing of Pearl Harbor and its soundings, which shows 
that the bar leading across the entrance to Pearl Harbor is not 
more than one-quarter of a mile wide. It all of it yields read- 
ily to the pumping dredge, being soft coral sand. I have two 
specimens in my possession of the soft coral sand. It has been 
stated on this floor time and again that it would take $700,000 to 
dredge out the channel. 

[t turns out that it will cost less than $70,000 to do it; and Ha- 
waii is repenting of her bargain that ever she gave up a harbor 
which she is perfectly able to dredge out herself to the United 
States in consideration of this reciprocity. She is repenting of 
it. If 1 were an Hawaiian I would repent of it worse than she 
does, for if I were un Hawaiian I never would claim annexation 
to the United States—never. 

I would make Hawaii the Switzerland in the Pacific Ocean 
that Switzerland is in Europe, protected by all the nations of 
the carth, perfectly able to take care of herself under all cir- 
cumstances and the heaviest population that can gothere. I 
would take that little républic that has now been built up into 
verfectness and beauty, without the shedding of adrop of blood, 

y American genius, skill, and statesmanship and moral cour 
age, and I would build in that Pacific Ocean, as I say again, a 
Switzerland protected by all the nations of the earth. But 
Hawaii wants to come to us, and there are gentlemen here who 
want her, some by inducing her to come and some by starving 
her into coming. The Senator from Texas seems to want to 
starve her into coming. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to keep her out. 

Mr. MORGAN. The way to do it is just to make her inde- 
pendent enough to claim her Pearl Harbor from you and have 
the nations of the earth back her up and she will stay out; but 
where we will stay will be a different question. 

Mr. MILLS. She will never come here except to get a bounty 
on sugar. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Texas has a poor opinion 
of Hawaii. {| should not wonder if it was not reciprocated fully 
by as respectable a set of men as live in the world. 

Mr. MILLS. I should hope it was by Mr. Dole, the represent- 
ative of Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
trustworthy man. 

Mr. MILLS. He is a robber. 

Mr. MORGAN. He is a gentleman, and not only a gentle- 


Mr. Dole is an honorable, and I believe a 
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man but a man of extraordinary ability, greatcourage, and beauty 
of character. 

Mr. MILLS. He is a tool of the United States marines. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask for information what {s the general 
depth of the basin? 

Mr. MORGAN. There are 13 feet of water on top of the basin, 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the general depth of the basin? 

Mr. DOLPH. After you get over the bar. 

Mr. PLATT. Inside the bar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inside the bar. 

Mr. MORGAN. The measurement is given here. 

Mr. FRYE. It is deep enough and large enough to float to- 
day all the navies of the whole world. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know whether it is four or 
five hundred feet, like the waters of the Northwestern coast. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isa volcanic country, and there may be 
great depth. i 

Mr. MORGAN. It is from 40 to 70 feet deep. I can send to 
the Senator the map and the statementin it. It is from 40 to70 
feet deep inside the bay. The bay is about 11 miles long, anda 
tongue of land runs down into the center of the bay until you 
get within 6 miles of the sea line outside of the bar. The water 
on either side of this tongue of land is from 40 to 70 feet deep. 
Gen. Schofield went there and made a very elaborate survey of 
it. Senators can get his survey here in the document room of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
thinks it is consistent with the policy of the United States in 
building up a great naval establishment to neglect so reasona- 
ble an opportunity to get coaling stations on the waters of the 
Pacific as well as the Atlantic? Is it of any uc:e to have great 
fleets without having coaling stations? Is it notsuicidal to neg- 
lect procuring suitable coaling stations and still go on spending 
millions of dollars for a navy? I was told by a prominent officer 
of the United States Navy that a United States naval vessel 
loaded with coal in Honolulu; that she took all she could carry 
in her hold and several hundred tons on deck, and was barely 
able to get to San Francisco with the coal she carried. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Boston had been required to fight a 
British or German ship or any other ship and had got within 
100 or 509 miles of the Golden Gate she wo ild not have had coal 
enough to have fought the battle. She would have been as help: 
less as a baby, and would have been of no service to the country. 
I have been told that in the little flurry we had with Chileit cost 
us about $3,000,000 to attempt even to coal that fleet. The fig- 
ures have not come outon it. Perhaps there is some Senator 
here who will correct me if [am in error, but I understood it 
cost the Navy about $3,000,000 to coal the fleet. 

It is true we got something back when we sold the coal that 
was not consumed there; but if we had gotten into a fight with 
Chile it would have been almost as expensive a war as the war 
of.the rebellion. We would have had tocarry coal on steamships 
around the cape to supply the Navy with coal. There is no 
other way to get it. But [am wandering over the subject. [ 
ought not to be even permitted to speak to-day, because I am al- 
most physically enable to stand on my feet. 


However, I rose, Mr. President, for the purposeof presenting 
in outline merely—the considerations which ought to induce us 
to abstain on this side and on this occasion from touching this 


subject. Let us leave it where the other House left it. At the 
outside it is not quite three vears [ believe that the treaty will 
run in the event we do not find it necessary to abrogate it, but 
when we come to give notice of the abrogation of this treaty let 
it be with a perfect understanding of the whole case and all its 
bearings, then we can do it intelligently. Wecan not doit in- 
telligently on this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not understand that there is any state- 
ment in the bill as passed by the other House respecting this 
provision of the treaty. 

Mr. MILLS. There isnone. They leave sugar clear ous 

Mr. FRYE. There was no need of it. 

Mr. MILLS. It was free sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was because sugar is free? 
reason? 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama if 
we strike out what isinserted here and leave the bill with a duty 
upon sugar whether it doos not leave the question open as to the 
abrogation of the treaty, at least pio tanto, and whether the Ha- 
waiian people will not have a right to say that we have by indi- 
rection abrogated the treaty. If that be true, would it not be 
wiser for us in dealing with this mere question of tariff duties 
to so arrange the bill as that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


Is that the 





tions, which seems to be somewhat divided upon this sub/ect, 
can take up the whole question, not as it affects revenue alone 
but as it fixes all our relations with Hawaii and with the world 
besides? What I fear is that if these provisions are struck out 
now and no mention is made of this subject in the bill and still 
a duty is imposed upon sugar it will be regarded, or at least the 
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question will be raised, that the treaty is abrogated indirectly | 


by the operation of this law. 

“Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senate Committee on Finance fixed 
this just as it should be now? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it has. It has stated that nothing 
in this act shall be construed to abrogate or in any manner im- 
pair or affect that treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. What more do you want than that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Tunderstood the Senator from Alabama to 
sav that he wanted to leave it as the other House leftit. I 


should be glad to leave it that way, but I fear it would not do. | 


Mr. MORGAN. Notatall. Iwas mistaken in supposing that 
the provision now found in the bill came over from the other 
Hause. 

Mr. ALLISON. It isa Senate resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. So I found in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. FRYE, It is a Senate provision, and now we are acting 
on &n amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota to 
strike out the provision reported by the Senate Committee on 
finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
bill on this side have certainly been legislating here with due 
respect to our own contract with other countries. They have 
said we will not in this bill repeal or abrogato a treaty, we will 
not legislate against it. 
form and before the proper tribunal, but not upon this bill. They 
did exactly right to put this provision in and I hope it will 
stay. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I have listened to the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabam.[Mr. MORGAN] with much inter- 
est end have gleaned instruction from his remarks. The senti- 
ments that he uttered are worthy of the patriotic American that 
he is, and chairman of our Committee in the United States Sen- 
ate upon Foreign Relations, 


The question under consideration before us is one of great | 


moment, not only to the whole country, but especially to that of 
the Pacific coast. 
different from any other foreign nation on God’s footstool. 

[t was the American missionary who was the first pioneer on 
these islands of the Pacific. He there raised the banner of the 
There he raised the star spangled banner. There he 
eniered upon his mission of good will and love toman. He took 
those semibarbarous people from their state. He built churches 
and schoothouses and educated them. He taught them the 
golden rule to do unto others as we would wish others to do unto 
Ue, 

When the Senator from South Dakota and the Senator from 
Nebraska speak as they do of those people in the islands, they 
simply advertise that they have no personal knowledge or ac- 
quaintance with the people of the Hawaiian Islands or their in- 
stitutions, 

[ speak of my own personal knowledge, from my associations 
with the people upon the islands; I speak of our commercial and 
social relations with them; and I echo the words that have been 
so beautifully expressed by the senior Senator from Alabama 
when i say that there are a class of people there,and a large 
percentage of the population, who are equal in education, in 
moral integrity, andeverything that goes to make the good citi- 
zen, to any other people of whom I have any knowledge. 

[ would not trespass upon the Senate for more than a few min- 
utes had there been any reference made to our commercial rela- 
tions with thoseislands. Ithink I can demonstrate to my friends 
from South Dakota that it has not been a bad bargain financially 
to us or to our people. I believe the treaty has been one, pecu- 
niarily speaking, of benefit to our whole country, and it will con- 
tinue to beso until we raiseall the sugar that we require for ovr 
own consumption. 

Last year we imported 33,000,000 pounds of sugar from foreign 
countries. I, for one, would rather have business relations with 
the Hawaiian Islands than with China, and the Indies, and the 
Islands of Sumatra and Java,and others of the Indian Ocean. 
Itis to me exceedingly gratifying when I think that there is 
one place outside of an American port—and it is the only one in 
the whole world—where the Stars and Stripes are seen more 
a juently than the flags of other nations. That port is Hoxzo- 
ulu, 

There is to be found the extraordinary spectacle (extraordi- 
nary in these days, | mean) when Old Glory is flying from the 
peaks of more ships in the harbor than it is in any other port 
of the world. It is the one foreign spot where our flag is not 


(Cross. 


Our relations with the Hawaiian Islands are | 


in 


| cial integrity should hold first place. 


But the gentlemen who have charge of the | 


Let that matter come up in its due | 








| plain understanding that it was to be to the 1 
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belittled into insignificance and where the Yankee sailor can 
goashore without being crowded into a corner by the supera- 
bundant tars of other nations. 

i hailed the star-spangled banner when I went into Honolulu, 
because it took me back to my boyhood days when I went to for- 


} eign port and saw in the ports of Liverpool, Havre, Bremen, 


and other Huropean ports the old Stars and Stripes waving at 
the peak of our vessels there, transporting the commerce of the 
world. But that is in thepast. England has superseded us and 
she stands ready to do so to-day in the Hawaiian Islands, and 
would have done so, in my opinion, if it had not been for the 
vise commercial treaty that was made with these islands; and I 
will demonstrate by figures that it has been to oyr advantage. 
Mr. President, the Hawaiian Annual, published in Honolulu, 
of unquestioned statistical authority, states that the total tonnage 
of vessels which entered the Hawaiian Islands during the calen 
dar year 1891 was 284,155 tons, of which 224 vessels, of 173,191 
tons, carried the American flag; 34 vessels, of 54,351 tons, earried 
the British flag, and the balance was distributed among other 
itions. 
There seems to be a proneness to forget, or at any rate to 
overlook the fact that in the comity of nations mutual commer 
When we made the treaty 
with the Hawaiian Islands it was because of our then appreciation 


| of the advantages that would acerue to us from more intim vite 


and friendly relations with these islands. 

As [ unéerstand it, in the original treaty and in the amen/i- 
ments thereto we were not actuated by any philanthropic im 
pulse; we were not granting a boon to a begeur: the 
ings were carried out on the basis of reciprocity; we got what 
we asked for, and did not scruple to press our claims. It wa 
a ciear case of guid proquo. The treaty was formed with t 
nutual bene 
both nations. Nor has this anticipation miscarried. 

It has been the custom to say, and it has been repeated here 
to-day by the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from 
South Dakota and others, that in our so-called reciprocal trade 
with the Hawaiian Islands it has been mostly take with very 
little give, or rather that we have added to our stock of pur- 
chased material without correspondingly disposing of our home 


proceed 


t of 


products; but, like many other things which it has been the 
| custom to say, the facts do not altogether bear out the assertion. 
Taking the commerce of the Hawaiian Islands with this country 


by periods of nine years, we see a very remarkable condition of 
things. 

We see that in the nine years immediately preceding the 
treaty year—that is, from 1867 to 1875, inclusive 
from this country to the islands were valued at $6,732,179, while 
the imports to this country from the islands were valued at 
$10,626,440. In the next nine years—that is from 1876 to 1884, 
inclusive—our exports to the islands were valued at $21,668,053, 
while our imports from there were valued at $43,813,948. Inthe 
next nine years a still more wonderful increase is shown, and 
from 1884 to 1893, inclusive, our exports to the islands were of 
a value of $32,491,433, while their exports to us amounted to 
$95,925,552. 

It is true that during 
have just quoted, the 


18 the exports 


the twenty-seven years, whose figures I 
islands took from this country goods 
amounting in value to $60,891,675, while they found a marke 
in our country for goods valued at $150,365,940. There is un- 
doubtedly a vast difference in the value of what they sent us 
and what we sent them, but this discrepancy is due entirely to 
the laws of supply and demand. For while it is true that their 
exports to this country have risen from an average annual 
amount of $1,180,716 in the antetreaty days toa presentaverage 
annual amount of $10,658,395, it is also true that our exports to 
the islands have risen from an annual average of $748,020 to an 
annual average of $3,610,159. 

That the increase of our exports to the Hawaiian Islands does 
not keep pace with the increase of our imports from the Ha- 
waiian Islands isdue tothis simple fact: That in the one case the 
purchasers number 65,000,000, while in the other case the pur- 
chasers number 90,160. It almost seems to me sh y to talk 
of the Hawaiian Islands having the best of the bargain. Ican 
not help quoting here an extremely pertinent and valuable state- 
ment to which I call the special attention of those Senators who 
look upon this treaty as such a bad bargain, being all as they 
claim upon one side. 

That while the total value ofall importsfrom everywhere into 
the Hawaiian Islands during the calendar year 182, as reported 
in their statistical statement, was $7,439,483, of this amount $5,- 
294,279 came from the United States; $1,201,329 from the United 
Kingdom; $384,145 from Germany; and $559,628 from all other 
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countries. That is, the Hawaiian Islands took from this coun- 
try goods amounting to $3,149,177 in excess of what they took 
from all other countries of the world combined.” Asa matter of 
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fact. the Hawaiian [Islands would giadl ’ take from us very atom 
and scrap which they require, and it has only been by tho ex- 
tre of the representative of Great Britain, and by the 
wonderfully ‘increased commercial push of the Germans that 
those countries have succeeded in getting any kind of business 
foothold on the islands 
As we have seen, the entire population of the islands is only 
a trifle over 90,000, and they raise evorything in the nature of 
supplies; in a word, as purchasers they take from us all they 
When, too, we come to consider how much other coun- 
tries take from us, we find some very instructive comparative 
figures. In the fiseal year 1892 the Central American 
States combined took goods from us which in the aggregate 
were only worth $827,767 more than those which the Hawaiian 
Islands took of us; the Argentine Republie took little more 
than half, our exports to that country being $2,927,488; Chile 
was not a purchaser to an equal extent by $1,749,572, while 
Peru was only a purchaser to the extent of $1,007,035, Our ex- 
ports to Japan amounted to but $3,290,111, while even to China 
t] 3,497, while we imported from China three 
times the value, for which we paid them our gold and silver. 
T) figures only strengthen my opinion that the Hawaiian 
sare avery good purchaser. 
exports from the United States to the Hawaiian Islands 
nu aclass of merchandise that has given employment to 
reatly benefited our people. We havesent 
the product of the cotton loom of Georgia and Massachu- 
The iron from the mines and furnaces of Alabama and 
Pennsylvania has been by American mechanics fashioned into 
machinery for crushing cane and manufacturing sugar, furnish- 
ing hundr of miles of large iron pipe that is rolled in the 
rolling mills of Alabama, while the factories of Ohio, Illinois, 
other States have furnished the planters their 
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Michigan, and 
wagons agricultural implements; and California, Oregon, 
and Washington have furnished them lumber, grain, flour, 
horses and mules and other live stock, and built for them their 
stoumboats and other vessels that navigate among and around 
the island 

The reportshows that they have in the islands forty-two steam- 
ers and sailing vessels, and out of those forty-two vessels that 
are registered there are thirty that have been built in the 
United States; eight were built by the Hawaiians themselves 
out of material furnished by our people; one was built in Japan, 
and the other three in Great Britain, thus bringing home to us 
the benefits of building these vessels in our own country, plac- 
ing the cost of them into the pockets of our American mechan- 
ics. 

So much, Mr. l’resident, in brief for our side of the question. 
But the Hawaiian side of the question was more beautifully and 
more logically presented by the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama than it is possible for me to present it. To the 
Hawaiian islands the solemn bound treaty has been the breath 
of Lif The commerce of the Hawaiian islands may be said to be 
the child, the produet, the direct result of the commercial rela- 
tions established by treaties between the two countries of the 
Hawaiian Islands and the United States. 

In the two years prior tothe making of that treaty the Ha- 
wailan Islands exported 49,646,793 pounds of sugar, of which 
11,955,084 pounds were sent to the United States; and 2,761,725 
pounds of rice, of which 2,347,481 pounds were sent to this coun- 
try. In 1891 the Hawaiian Islands exported 274,983,580 pounds 
of sugar, of which all with the exception of 285,000 pounds were 
sent to this country; and 4,900,450 pounds of rice, of which only 
5,608 pounds went elsewhere than to this country. 

In fact, the Hawaiian Islands for the seven years, 1885 to 1891 
inclusive, exported only 49,811 pounds of sugar to all other coun- 
trios than to the United States, or 6,323,560 pounds less than 
they exported to all other countries in the one year 1874; and but 
14,116 pounds of rice in the same seven years to all other coun- 
tries as against 302,340 pounds in the one year of 1874. The com- 
merce of the country is thus, it will be seen, practically with the 
United States and with the United States only and, I repeat, it 
has developed as the direct resultof the treaty which it is now 
sought to abrogate. 

Toclaim that that trade would continue to flourish under other 
conditions is, it seems to me, most chimerical and most improb- 
able. Trade is the distinct result of conditions; change your 
conditions and you change the result. Supply and demand are 
two great regulators, it is true, but there can be no continued 
supply where there is a continued loss, and demand will soon 
cease if there is an utter absence of the compensatory principle. 
There is nothing in all this that offers the faintest violence to 
the most advanced ideas of protection. Free trade is one thin 
and reciprocity is another. One is ap individual contract an 
the other is a general invitation, They offer the commercial 
parallel of domestic chastity and promiscuous compliance. 
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Another point js involved—the less elevated one of selfs) 
interest. Apart from closing up a market and Piving the eold 
shoulder to a good customer, the abrogation of this treaty will 
imperil our own interests and discount our own inyestnen| 
There are 40 corporate and 27 unincoporated sugar plantati 1 
and mills on the islands, representing an aggregate investme: 
of $33,347,690, and of this amount $24,735,610, or 74,17 per con 
of the whole, is owned by Americans, British investments. } 
the bye, represent 18.11 por cent of the total, and German, 6.0°" 

Like the unique example offered by Honolulu of the 
premacy of our flag, so, I believe, thisis the only exam)! 
record of our monetary investments in one particular, e; 
ing those of other nations in a foreign land; with the exc 
perhaps, of our interests in Mexican railroads, 


) 


Yet it is t 
very supremacy of interest that the Senator from South D 
would seek to imperil, if not destroy. Again,in our trade \ 
the Islands we 
149,900 tons of registered tonnage 
and indirect to 1,000 people. 

This fleet has grown up with the necessities of this bran 
our international trade, and will lose its livelihood by the 
version of the trade that will surely result from the chan 
our relations. It is all very wellto say that this trade ne 
be diverted, or that if it is the fleet can be employed in s 
other trade. The essence of the treaty was that so long 
remained in force the Hawaiian Government would mak 
similar treaty with any other nation, and that the privil 
and rights which under the treaty we enjoy should be ours : 
ours only. It is this clause of the treaty, and this clause al 
which has kept the British merchant from swamping us 
there ashe has swamped us in every other foreign port, and 
abrogation of the treaty would as surely mean our loss of pr 
tige as punishment follows sin 

Canada and British Columbia stand ready to-day to ma! 
treaty with the Hawaiian Islands. Their agents and their emis 
saries have been pleading during the past vear for them to make 
a commercial treaty, but they have declined to do so up to the 
present time, because in this contract with us they declare th 
they would not entertain a similar proposition with any other 
country. But the moment it is cancelled they stand ready to 
do it. 

On the question treated by the Senator from Alabama as to 
whether the cession of Pearl Harbor would fall with the abro 
gation of the treaty of reciprocity, I do not propose td ent 
Like every other question of diplomatic policy there seems to 
be quite as much to say on onesideas ontheother. What wo 
appear to be indubitable evidence exists that Secretary Bayard 
held during President Cleveland’s first Administration that t! 
cession and treaty were coterminous; and though the manner of 
looking at things may have changed, the things thémselves can 
not have altered. 

We may construe one way in 1885-1889 and another way in 
1893-1894, but it might be as well if we remembered, during 
this process of construction, that some of the very worst of ni 
tional reputations have been gained by tho insistence of strong 
powers in exacting from weaker nations what they have beet 
pleased to style ‘vested rights,” as the residue of canceléd 
treaties. And closely in connection with this fact lies that othe! 
extremely significant fact, that the present head of the Ha 
waiian Government has not hesitated’ to express his opinions 
that Pearl Harbor reverts to the Hawaiian Islands on the cessa- 
tion of treaty relations. The very dissonance of opinion upon 
this section of the question lends an additional gravity to thé 
situation and bids us beware. 

The way of abrogation, indeed, is beset with danger signals 
which it would be criminal toignore. Thelossof the friendship 
of a neignboring power, small butimportant; irreparable injury 
to a treaty-fostered trade; the fall of our flag; the wretched sus: 
picion of a powerful nation stooping to entertain a grudge 
againsta weakling; the possible loss of a strategical point, as 
has been pointed out by the Senator from Alabama, whose 
serious sine every other government understands, and whose 
loss we may some day bitterly regret; the insensate play into 
the hands of grasping competitors—all these things stand as the 
signs of the times whose meaning we should be most blind and 
most unpatriotic to misinterpret. 

Let us then stand by the counsel of that able, that wise, that 
diplomatic Senator from Alabama who has given us these wise 
words of counsel to-day. Letthe Republicans join with the Dem 
ocrats upon one proposition and give a unanimous vote to re 
tain this provision in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
not insist upon that motion at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of tho fact there have been two argu- 
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monts agains bthe ame ndment and that it is the Senator’s ame nd- 

ent, T dan not resist his - val. But I giye gotite that if ] 
pe got the floor upon the c sion of such remarks as the 
Senator may submit, I hall renew the motion 


Mr. PETTIGREW addressed the Senate. His speech will 
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is a debatable motion, and takes preced nce. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that t 
i | he Senate i3 the motion of the S 
ssee to lay the amendment on the table. 
Lt | take anappeal. The rule is as distinct ; i 
to words as to the order of the motions. [ask tha 





RESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion to lay on the table takes precedence to the mo- 
tion to indefinitely postpone. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the rule be read. — motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee is nota motion to lay the bill on the 
table, but morely a motion to lay gn amendm me on the tabl 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Sécretary will read the 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask forad ivision. 

The PRESIDING OF! ey ER. The Chair has announced the 
resultof the vote on the question The: question recurs on agree- 
jing to the motion of t Senator from Tennessee to lay th 
amendment on the tal le 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and 
nays 

The I *~RESIDING FICER. The question is on agreein 
to the motion of the Senator | 
ment on the table, on which the yeas and nays are demande 

Mr. LODGE. The motion is to adjourn 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa qncetion of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from New a sm pshir to 
withdraw his motion in order “th ut [may withdraw mine. ‘That 
is the shortest way out of this trouble. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I withdraw - ’ motion 
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The question of ourcommercial relations with the Sandwich 
Islands is not affected at all by the character of the people who 
occupy those islands. If is immaterial whether they are mainly 
Chinese, Japanose, and Portuguese and foreigners, as they are, 
and that but a very small number of them are of American 
origin, or whether the Government is a monarchy, an aristoc- 
racy, or a republic. 

We do not deal with nations commercially on account of the 
charactor of their people or their governments. Reciprocity is 
a trade between two nations, and usually both of them expect to 
got the best of the bargain, or they would not enter into the 
agreement. My own opinion is that the benefits supposed to be 
derived by the United States from our reciprocity treaty with 
the Sandwich Islands are mainly sentimental and are largely 
imaginary. 

I have not examined the figures recently, but it has been 
stated on this floor, I believe to-day, that we have remitted in 
duties to the Sandwish Islands under this treaty over $55,000,000, 
The amount of duties remitted on sugar and rice, which are the 
principal products from the islands imported to this country, is 
greater than the value of all the exports from the United States 
to those islands, if I recollect correctly the value of our exports 
so far as Pearl Harbor is concerned, there was contained in 
the treaty of 1884 an absolute, unconditional cession of that har- 
bor tg. the United States. It is preposterous to suppose that the 
grant of that harbor to the United States was to terminate with 
the termination of the treaty and that we were to pay $5,000,000 
annually, more or less, for the privilege of occupying a harbor 
which everyone supposed wouls take hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to improve, and must surrender our rights there when 
the treaty terminated. 

Nothing could have been plainer than that the United States 
received under the treaty an absolute cession of the harbor, and 
the actual consideration which could be claimed by the Hawaiian 
Government was the continuance of the treaty for seven years, if 
we then choose to abrogate it by a noticeof twelve months. The 
McKinley act was no abrogation of the treaty. We did not 
stipulate with the Hawaiian Government that we would not 
put sugar on the free list. We stipulated with Hawali that 
sugar should be imported into the United States from Hawaii 
free of duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator from Oregon agree 
that if later we again put a duty upon sugar we are bound to 
observe the treaty? ~ 

Mr.DOLPH. lIamcomingtothat ina moment. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota proposes that the treaty 
shallcontinue fortwelve months. He proposes substantially now 
that Congress shall give the Hawaiian Government notice of 
the termination of the treaty. The treaty continued for nearly 
six years before the McKinley law was passed. It was pro- 
claimed in 1884, and the McKinley law went into effect in Oc- 
tober, 1890. So the treaty had continued until within about fif- 
teen months of the time that it was to expire by its terms if 
notice had been given of its termination. 

The amendment now proposed is to continue the treaty or to 
give Hawaii the benefit of a remission of duties upon sugar for 
another twelve months. I do not think there would be any 
great cause of complaint on the part of the Hawaiian Govern- 
ment if we were to adoptthe amendment and virtually termi- 
nate the treaty and give Hawaii notice that it was to terminate 
at the end of twelve months. 

Now, I entirely disagree with the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] in regard to the importance of the Sandwich 
Islands. 

I consider them of great importance to us commercially, as 
they are in the lineof the commerce from our coast to Australia, 
to China and Japan. Their commercial importance will be 
increxsed if the Nicaraguan Canalisconstructed. They are also 
important to us for naval purposes, for purposes of defense; so 
important to us that we announced years ago, and we have rean- 
nounced by a resolution of the Senate recently, that we will 
permit no foreign country to interfere with or take possession 
of the islands. 

The islands have been offered to us. .The people of Hawaii 
seek annexation to the United States, and I think it is but a 
question of time when they will become a part of the United 
States. Iam in favor of annexation at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. We are talking about the value of Pearl Harbor. The 
whole islands, with every harbor and all their resources, are 
freely offered to us by the Hawaiian Government and the Ha- 
waiian people. 

But, as I have said, all these things do not affect the question 
of our commercial relations. We have paid in the remission of 
duties on sugar for Pear Harbor fifty times; and I do not think 
it wise for this Government to go on year after year remitting 
$5,000,000 in duties more or less to the people of Hawaii. It has 
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not benefited the masses of the people in Hawaii. It hag beno- 
fited but afew people. The sugar plantations in Hawail are to- 
day owned by a very few people and a very few corporations. 

I think I presented a list of them here-in a speech I made in 
the Senate immediatety after we received the news of the réevo- 
lution in Hawaii. The whole benefit of the remission of = 


$55,000,000 by thisGovernment has accrued to a fewsugar plan 
ers and a few sugar importers. Claus Spreckles and his agsoc}- 
ates in San Francisco are the only ones who haye been bené- 
fited. Theconstituents of my friend from California [Mr. Pxr- 
KINS], who made such an abie speech on this question a fe 
minutes ago, with the exception of these few wealthy men, havé 
not been benefited a particle. 

There is not a citizen in my State who has ever received a 
pound of sugar one-hundredth of one cent cheaper on account of 
the remission of duties to these people. The whole profits havé 
gone to the sugar planters and the sugar importers, who havé 
monopolized the business and controlled prices. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yie!d to the Senator from California? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will review the report of our 
consul at the islands he will find a page giving a list of som 
one hundred and more prominent plantations, all owned b 
American citizens. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is what Iwas saying. We donot want to 
rewit $5,000,000 annually for the benefit of a hundred American 
citizens, even if there are a hundred engaged in the plantation 
business. Iam talking about the masses of the people. I ari 
talking about the consumers of the country, who have to pa 
taxesto make up the revenue we lose by this remission of dutid 
on Hawaiian products, and I undertake to say that sugar hag 
never been any cheaper on the Pacific coast by reason of the re: 
mission of duties. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will my colleague allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. My colleague refers to the ben- 
efit resulting from the treaty. Does he not agree with me that 
one effect of the adoption of the treaty has been to prevent, as 
I certainly believe it did prevent, the islands from going under 
the control of Great Britain? If that is the case, we have re- 
ceived ample benefit. 

Mr. DOLPH. If that were so, while it would be a great con- 
sideration to pay for the benefit, I should not undertake to 
say that it was too great, because I think the loss, the 
calamity to this country by suffering the islands to pass under 
the control of Great Britaln or any other foreign country would 
be almost irreparable. But I do not believe it has had that ef- 
fect. Fifty years ago our Secretary of State and our Govern- 
ment announced to the world that we should not permit foreign 
countries to interfere with the Sandwich Islands. 

Forty years ago, when those islands had been seized by a 
British admiral, this country remonstrated with Great Britain 
and Great Britain made haste to disavow the action of its naval 
officer and restore the native government. I do not believe that 
the treaty was necessary for that purpose. I do not suppose 
that when the orginal treaty was negotiated anyone knew how 
great a development of the sugar industry would take place 
there. I do not suppose anyone anticipated that within a few 
years we should be remitting $5,000,000 in duties annually. 

I do not suppose anyone made any careful calculation as to the 
amount of the products that we would export to that country 
1 think the amount of the sugar production of the Sandwich 
Islands imported into the United States has exceeded and that 
our exports to that country have been greatly less than was an 
ticipated by those who entered into the treaty. 

This treaty was renewed in 1884, shortly after I came into the 
Senate. I wasin great doubt about it, and I finally consented 
to the treaty, although I do not recollect now how I voted upon 
it, mainly on account of the amendment made in the Senate by 
which Pearl Harbor was conceded to us. Ithink that Secretary 
Bayard was out of place when he gave any opinion whatever to 
the minister of Hawaii in regard to the effect of the treaty. 

It was not his duty to give an opinion upon the treaty. The 
treaty had been negotiated by the President of the United States 
and sent to the Senate and here amended, and the only thing to 
be done was to have ratifications exchanged and the treaty pro- 
claimed. I think it was unseemly for a Secretary of State to 
undertake to give an opinion to the minister of the government 
with which the treaty was made, as to the effect of an amend- 
ment the Senate had put upon the treaty. I do not think we 
are under any legal or moral obligations to construe the treaty 
in the manner in which it was construed by Secretary Bayard. 

Everybody who deals with a government must deal with it 
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with reference to its constitution and laws, and the minister of 
the Hawaiian Governmentknew perfectly well how treaties were 
negotiated and what was necessary tomakea treaty in the United 
States. He knew perfectly well that Secretary Bayard’s opinion 
yas worthless in regurd to it, and if it was procured by him for 
any purpose it was for the purpose of deceiving the people in 
Hawaii. It was because he desired that the treaty should be 
ratified by both governments, and his overanxiety led him to 
secure an opinion from Secretary Bayard for the purpose of de- 
ceiving his own country. 

I repeat what I said a few minutes ago, that the question as 
towhat a treaty means is to be determined as any other question 
of law isto bedetermined. Otherwise the power to make treaties 
would be divested from the President and the Senate, and 
the Secretary of State, by giving his opinion as to what the 


treaty meant, could bind the United States and make a new 


treaty, and without referring it again to the Senate, could frit- 
ter away all that was attempted to be gained by the Senate by 
amendments. 

Mr. KYLE. 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like toask the Senator whether the es- 
tablishment of a sister republic in the Pacific Ocean isa small 
thing in his eyes? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, itis nota small thing. I wish to say that 
I was pleased when the revolution in Hawaii took place, and I 
looked for it long before. I had followed the course of events 
in the Hawaiian Islands, and I had reason to believe that this 
Government and the people of this country looked forward to 


I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon a 


the time when Hawaii would knock at our doors for admission | 


into the Union and that they were ready to admit her. There- 
fore I hailed the revolution in Hawaii with joy, and I took oc- 
casion, long before the commissioners appointed by that gov- 
ernment to come here and treat with the United States did 
come, and as soon after the news of the revolution reached us 
as I could get the floor in the Senate to address the Senate and 
reach the country so far asI could concerning the propriety 
and desirability of annexing Hawaii. 

Mr. KYLE. Then, one thing further. I should like to ask 
the Senator whether he thinks it right for us as the stronger 


nation, they being the colony, having gone off from the mother | 


country, to throw one stone in their way, commercially or other- 
wise? 

Mr. DOLPH. No. I should treat them with the utmost con- 
sideration. TI was in favor of the resolution that was at last 
adopted here in the Senate in regard toaffairs in Hawaii. I was 
in favor of annexation. I was in favor of the ratification of the 
treaty they sent us for the annexation of the islands. 

Mr. KYLE. 
in regard to this question. 


had occupied a different position and had thrown stones in our 
way perhaps we to-day should not have had a Republic. 
lieve it was through her goodness of heart to us in many ways 
that we have a Republic to-day, and it is our duty with Hawaii 
in their struggle to encourage them in every way we can. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatis true; but the Senator evades the ques- 
tion that is before the Senate. Istated some time since that the 
supposed benefits of this treaty were largely of a sentimental 
character, and that the supposed reason for such treaty was 
largely imaginary. This Government has not, at least not 
through any action of Congress, thrown any stone in the way 
of the Hawaiian Government and in the way of the establish- 
ment of a republic there. 


There is no hostility on the part of this Government to the | 


Hawaiian Government; but that is not the question. The ques- 
tion here is whether we shall continue a commercial bargain 
with that country by which we are $5,000,000, loser annually, 
and the question should be determined not by any question as 
to who these people are, where they went from, what kind of 
a government they have, or what kind of a government they 
will have in the future. Itisa business transaction. We are 
continuing an agreement with these people by which we are an- 
nually the loser by many million dollars. 

When the amendment was first offered my impression was 
that I should vote for it, that I should regard it simply as adec- 
laration to the people of Hawaii that atthe end of twelve months 
the treaty should be discontinued. If adopted, it would give 
them the benefit of the remission of the duties on sugar for an- 
other year, which would substantially make up the seven years, 
the period of the last treaty. Ideny that the McKinley law was 
any infringement whatever of the treaty. 

But the argument of the Senator from Alabama[{Mr. MORGAN] 
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has convinced me that probably it would be better to let the 
proposed amendment stand, let the treaty stand, and let the 
question as to whether notice shall be given of termination of 
the treaty be considered as a separate measure by the Commit- 
tee on loreign Relations. : 

While I do not believe that the treaty should be continued, 
while I believe it is a one-sided affair, while I believe we lose by 
it annually several million dollars, and that we gain by it noth- 
ing inacommercial way to compensate us for what we surrender: 
while I should be glad to immediately annex the Sandwich Is- 
lands and make them part of the United States and give them 
all the benefits and advantages of our Government, I shall, 
when there is a proper opportunity, by a measure proposed for 
that purpose, which has received the consideration of the proper 
committee, certainly vote to discontinue the treaty. But, as 1 
said, I have quite reluctantly come to the conclusion that I will 
follow the suggestion of the Senatorfrom Alabama, and not vote 
for the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, ind the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. PRocTor]. I do not see 
| him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. _ 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). [am pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriu}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado |Mr. WoLcortT]. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the negative). I have been 
requested to pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who has been called from the Chamber, and therefore I with- 
draw wy vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 11], nays 57: as follows: 





rd 





YEAS—11. ¥ 
Allen, George, irby, Pettigrew, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough Manderson, Power, 
Caffery, Hill, Mills, 
NAYS—57. 
| Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Ransom, 
| Allison, Gibson, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Gordon, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Squire, 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell,Oregon Stewart, 
| Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
| Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Turpie, 
; Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas 
Daniel, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
| Davis, Hunton, Patton, Walsh, 
Dixon, Jarvis, Peffer, Washburn, 
| Dolph, Jones, Ark. Perkins, White. 
| Dubois, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
| Frye, Lindsay, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—!7. 
Berry, Cameron, Pasco, Wilson, 
Brice, Carey, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Butler, Hale, Sherman, 
Call, McPherson, Smith, 
| Camden, Morrill? Vest, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I now move to amend on page 41, by 
striking out from the word ‘‘ Provided,” in line 15, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ same,” in line 22: so that it will leave the 
treaty, if it is in force, still in force, without being re®nacted. 
This provision is unnecessary if the treaty is still in force; 
I do not believe w 
| it in force. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ rates,” in line 15,0n page 
41, it is proposed to strike out: 

Provided, That nothing herein cont 
abrogate or in any manner impair or 
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commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States and the king 
| of the Hawaiian Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the pro ion 

| of any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the sa 

| 

| Mr. PETTIGREW. Before I moved to strike those words 


out and toinserta provision abrogating the treaty. Now,I move 
to strike out this proviso: and if the treaty is still in force, it is 
in force, and the Administration has the power to give the 
year’s notice and save the people of this country the $4,090,000 
which will be lost if this treaty is continued. 

[ did not expect the treaty would beabrogated. Idid not sup- 
pose the Senate would abrogate it. If they had abrogated it 
they would have made an invidious exception: they would have 
| struck a blow atone trust, which would have been unfair, for all 

the others are thoroughly taken care of in this bill. Without 
| any fear or hesitation whatever, the Senate seem determined to 





TOTO 


protect every trust which has beeu organized in the past, and 
seemdectermined to vote the money of the people into the hands 
of corporations, home or foreign. : ' 

This treaty is in the direct interest of the sugar trust in this 
country, which has already received enough of the result of the 
hard toil of our people. It is simply adding $4,000,000 more to 
their wealth; it is seep | increasing their power to take from 
the unwilling people of this country their earnings. Therefore 
| hope the Senate will strike out this provision and leave the 
responsibility upon the Administration as to whether it will 
give the notice or not that the treaty shall cease, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

. CALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senstor from Vermont/Mr. Proctor]. I donot know how he 
would vote on this question, and therefore I withhold my vote. 
. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
ired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], 
\SCO (when his name was called). I again announce 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 
| call having been concluded, the result was an- 
23 12, nays 54; as follows: 
YEAS—12, 

Hansbrough, 

Irby, 

Mander 
NAYS—5t. 

McLaurin, 

McMillan, 

Martin, 

Mitchell, Oregon 

Morgan, 

Murphy, 

Palmer, 

Patton, 

Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Pugh, 

Quay, 

Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—19. 
McPherson, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 
Pasco, 
Proctor, 


with 
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Mills, 
Pettigrew, 


son, Power. 


Gibson, 

Gordon, 

Gorman, 
Chandler Gray, 
Cockrel Harris, 
Cok ftiawley, 
Daniel tle ins, 
Davi I I, 
Dixo Hunton, 
Dolph Jarvis, 
Dut Jones, Ark, 
rau Kyle, 
ry Lindsay, 


Gailinger, Lodge, 


Roach, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Waish, 
Washburn, 
White. 


ner, 


Beri 
Brice 
Butler, 
Call 
Cama 


Sherman, 
Smith, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Cameron, 
Carey, 
Hale, 

Hill, 
Jones, Ney. 

So the amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer what I send to the desk as a substitute 
for paragraph 1824. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator give way to me 
to allow me to offer an amendment to paragraph 182? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk to come in at the end of paragraph 182. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment be printed 
and lie over until to-morrow morning, so that we may see what 
it is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be now read. 

Mr. HILL. We have passed paragraph 182, and we are now 
engaged in perfecting paragraph 1824, and I think we ought to 
go through with paragraph 1824 before we return to paragraph 
182, which we can go to afterwards. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment being printed and lying over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 182 it is proposed 
to insert: 

Provided, however, That the bounty provided in said act shall stand unre- 
pealed until January 1, 1895, to the extent that there shall be paid to the pro- 
ducer of sugar from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown in the United 
States in the year 1804, or from maple sap produced in the United States 
during the year 1894, under license for 1894, and subject to the limitations 
now imposed by law on all sugars testing not less than 90° by the polari- 


scope, nine-tenths of | cent per pound, and upon such sugar testing less than 
90° by the polariscope and not less than 80°, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. HILL. That will lead to debate, Mr. President. 
» Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Letthe amendmdnt be printed and 
e over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie over. 


Mr. ALLEN. I now ask that the amendment which I sent to 
the desk may be read. 
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_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 182; 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

All sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada 
concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, testing by tha 
polariscope not above 80°, shall pay a duty of | cent per pound, and for 
every additional degree or fraction of a degree above 80° and not above 9) 
shown by the polariscope test, shall pay one one-hundredth of a cent ne 
pound additional, and molasses testing not above 58° by the polariscon: 
shall pay a duty of 2 cents per gallon, and molasses testing above 59° 5} 
pay a duty of 4 cents per gallon: Provided, That the provisions of the ty 
of commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States of An 
and the King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 30th day of January, 1s; 
well as the provisions of any actof Congress heretofore passed for th 
tion of thesame be, and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, a! 
for the year 1894 manufacturers of sugar from beets, cane, or 
zrown in the United States shall be paid a bounty of one and 
mndredths of a cent per pound and no more. 

Mr. ALLEN. This amendment eliminates, as I drew 
every interest that the sugar trust can have in this bill. 
bounty clause which I offer gives to the producers of domes 
sugar one and sixty-one hundredths of a cent per pound for th 
sugar of the crop of 1894. 

Mr. HILL. Nota bounty, but a duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. This amendment eliminated every objecti 
ble feature there is in this schedule. It looks to the levying 
a tax upon sugar for purely revenue purposes, and not for 
other purpose. 

Lam most heartily in accord with the remarks made a 
moments ago by the Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. Piz’ 
GREW], to the effect that every trust in the United States of an 
consequence seems practically to be cared for in this bill; and 
no trust has fastened itself deeper and more securely upon the 
Senate in this bill than thesugar trust, whose interest I seek to 
eliminate by the substitute. . 

Mr. KYLE. I call for a divisionso far as the provision is co 
cerned relating to the abrogation of the treaty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This amendment proposes to givea spe- 
cific duty upon sugar, and in that respect it is certainly a v 
commendable and desirable amendment. If a bounty can no! 
be obtained, this method of duty is certainly botter than any 
other. I regret that my colleague does not go as far as I think 
he should in the protection of thisindustry. I understand him 
to say that his amendment is designed for revenue, not having 
in it any element of protection. In that respect, it does no! 
commend itself to me, yet I feel inclined to vote for it as being 
rid of some of the objectionable features of the present schedule. 
I suggest to him, however, in view of the very emphatic vote 
by which the Senate refused to abrogate the Hawaiian treaty, 
that he had better divide the question, so that there may bea 
vote on the subjectof the specific duty and the equivalent bounty 
to be paid on the sugar contracts for this year, and thai a sepa 
rate vote be taken on that part of his amendment which abro- 
gates the treaty. I think by that method that portion of his 
amendment which refers to duty and to the eqvivalent bounty 
for this year will probably receive far more votes than it would 
if connected with the Hawaiian treaty abrogation. 

I make that suggestion to my colleague, and I hope he will 
make that division. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam perfectly willing that the substitute may 
be divided, so that the first proposition in it may be first voted 
upon. ‘ 

a. ALDRICH. I suggest that the motion to strike out and 
insert under our rules is not divisible. I think we can dispose 
of the proposition if we can get a vote on it. 

Mr. ira NDERSON, I do not think this is a motion to strike 
out and insert within the meaning of the provision of the rules, 
because, as I understand my colleague, he does not propose to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 

_ ALDRICH. He does move to strike out the entire par.- 
raph. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment to paragraph 1824, to 
strike out the entire paragraph and insert the substitute in lieu 
of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
ment is divisible. 
Mr.DOLPH. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska and of the Senate to the fact that, while I have un- 
derstood the Senator from Nebraska to object to the present 
bounty to the producers of sugar, he proposes here to substun- 
tially give them a protection to 2.6 cents per pound. 

The present bounty, as I understand, is 2 cents a pound, and 
he proposes to give the producers of sugar for 1894 1.6 cents per 
pound; so they will have the protection of the duty on sugar, 
which amounts to another cent, and 40 per cent of the value of 
the sugar produced; so that virtually 2.6 cents per pound is to be 
given to the producers of sugar in 1894. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand the substitute I offered 


If that be the ease I think the amend- 








1894. 
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means anything of the kind. | am not, however, averse to hav- 


ing the question divided, so that the vote shall be first taken | 


‘upon the first branch of the amendment, or upon the three dif- 
ferent propositions embraced in it. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate has already by a vote determined 
that the duty upon sugar shall take effect when this bill is 
passed. That duty is 40 per centad valorem. That amounts, 
at the least calculation I suppose, to 1 centa pound. So the 
producers of sugar the present year will be protected to the 
amount of 1 cent a pound by the duty, and, in addition to that, 
the Senator from Nebraska proposes to give them 1.6 cents per 
pound, making their total protection 2.6 cents, as against the 
bounty of 2 cents paid under the existing law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under the present law they have 2.60—2 cents 
bounty, and sixty-hundredths of acent on refined sugars. 

Tno VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote will be taken upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, except that 
portion which relates to the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nayswere ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], and withhold my vote, 
as I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). [am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHOUP]. Ido not see him in the 
Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Lam 
paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], but I 
have transferred that pair to the Senator from Maine! Mr, FRYE], 
and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PASCO. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}. 

Tho result was announced—yeas 2, nays 59; as follows: 








YEAS—2. 
Allen Kyle. 

NAYS—359. 
Aldrich Faulkner, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Lodge, Quay, 
Caffery, Gordon, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Camden, Gorman, McMillan, Roach, 
Carey, Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Cockrell Harris, Mitchel!, Wis. Teller, 
Coke, Hawley, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cullom, Higgins Murphy, Vest 
Daniel, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Walsh, 
Dixon, Hunton, Peffer, Washburn. 
Doftph Irby, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—24. 

serry, Dubois, Mills, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vilas, 
Butler, Jones, Ney. Power, White, 
Call, McPherson, Proctor, Wilson, 
Cameron, Manderson, Sherman, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second clause of the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the provisions of the treaty of commercial reciprocity con- 
cluded between the United States of America and the King of the Hawatian 
Island, on the 30th day of January, 1875, as well as the provisions of any act 


of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same, be, and the | 
same are hereby, repealed: Provided also, That for the year 1894 manufac- | 


turers of sugar from beets, cane, or sorghum grown in the United States 
shall be paid a bounty of 1;%% of a cent per pound and no more. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the branch of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, which 
has just been reed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFIER. If now move to strike out all the parts of the 








section providing for a duty on sugar. Without specifying all 


of the different lines, the object of the amendment is to present 
the subject of free sugar. 

In paragraph 152} [ move to strike out the first line. Then, 
beginning on line 4, page 41, after the word ‘“‘ molasses,” I move 
to strike out all the rest of line 4, and going on down to and in- 


cluding the word “ rates,” in line 15, then, beginning in line 22, | 


at the word ‘ That,” and continuing to the end of the paragraph, 
leaving stand lines 2, 3, afi 4, to the word “molasses,” and in- 


sert the words ‘‘shall be admitted free of duty;” so that my 
amendment will read, after striking out all I have designated: 
All sugars and all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet j l 
ada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated molasses, sh 
mitted free of duty. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequ 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 





| 





tion ison the amendment 


Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. > 

The yedsand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). [Iam paired 


with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus], but a few 
moments ago the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] left the Cham 
ber, saying he had arranged apair with the Senator from T 
Therefore I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr 
FRYE]. 

Mr. BRICE. I announce my pair with the junior 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator fro 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PASCO. I again announce my pair with the S 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 39; as follo 


YEAS—33. 








Aldrich Dubois, Jones, Ney. Power 
Allen, Gallinger, Kyle, Proctor, 
| Allison, Hale, Lodge, Shoup 
} Carey, Hansbrough, McMillan, Squlre, 
Chandler, Hawiey, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller 
Cuillom, Higgins, Patton, Washvurn 
Davis, Hill, Peffer, 
Dixon Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Dolph Irby Platt, 
NAYS—39 
George McLaurin, Ransom, 
Gibson, Manderson, Roach 
+ordon, Martin, Smith, 
Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Harris, Murphy, Vilas, 
1 Hunton, Paimer, Voorhees 
Jarvis, Perkins, Walsh 
| Jones, Ark Pugh, White 
Lindsay, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—13. 
| Berry, rye, Pasco, Wol 
Brice McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, Mills, Stewart 
Cameron, Morrill, Wilson 
| So the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on ¢ 
| ring in the amendment made as in Committee of Vhole 


nended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secret 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). [ am paire 
vith the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL). 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryYe}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. [ again announce my pair with the Senator 
| from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were present I shi 
j Svea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 34; as follows 





YEAS—38 








All Lindsay, Roa 
Bat McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Martin, Turpis, 
| Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Gorman, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Camden, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pugh White 
Coke, Jarvis, Quay, 
} Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom 
NAYS—34 
Aldrich Gallinger, Kyle Platt, 
Allison Hale, Lodge Power, 
Carey, Hansbrough McMillan Proctor, 
Chandler, Hawley, Manderson, Shoup, 
| Cullom, Higgins Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
| Davis, Hill, Patton Teller, 
| Dixon, Hoar Peffer Washburar 
| Dolph, Irby, Perkins, 
| Dubois, Jones, Ne Pettigrew 
NOT VOTING—i3 
Berry, Frye P3 e 
Brice, McPherson Sherman 
Butler, Millis, Stewart 
Cameron, Morrill Wilson 
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So the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as | throughout the country are satisfied to give us a small specific 


amended was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SecreTaRyY. In paragraph 183, line 5, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, before the words ‘‘per centum,” 
struck out ‘‘ thirty ” and inserted ‘‘ thirty-five,” and after the 
words es 
ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the amendment. 

The amendment wus concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


The question is on concurring in 


before the words ‘‘ per cent,” and inserted ‘‘ thirty; and in line 
I J 


serted ‘‘ forty;” so as to read: 

191, Barley, and barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 30 per cent ad valorem; 
barley malt, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. POWER. 
desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Montata to the amendment made as in Committee | 
, | with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 


ofthe Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 191, line 7, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘20 cents per 
bushel; and in line 8, to strike out ‘‘40 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘30 cents per bushel.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWER. Task for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. I have transferred my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 

McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
NAYS—37. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
NOT VOTING—17. 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Pasco, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Dubois, 
Gallinger, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 

Lodge, 


Power, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, Gordon, 
Caffery, Gray, 

Call, Harris, 
Camden, Hunton, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. 
Daniel, Kyle, 


Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 


Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Allen, Gorman, 
Berry, Hill, 
Butler, Irby, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 

rye, McPherson, Stewart, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer another amendment to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, paragraph 191, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘30 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘18 cents per 
bushel;” and in line 8, to strike out ‘40 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘ 28 cents per bushel.” 

Mr. POWER. The next paragraph but one relates to rice. 
It takes about the same amount of labor to raise one acre of rice 
as it does one acre of barley, and the product per bushel is about 
the same peracre. Rice isa product of the South; barley is a 

yroduct of the North. I ask for a specific duty of 18 cents a 
ushel. The committee have allowed about 92+ cents a bushel 
specific on rice. 

Iask for consideration of the amendment I have offered because 
I believe it is just as fair. The whole Northwest can produce 
as good barley as is raisedinCanada. The malters and brewers 


ad valorem,” in line 7, inserted ‘‘ sacharine, 25 per cent | 





On page 45,in paragraph 191, line 6, the | 
Senate, os in Committee of the Whole, struck out “ twenty-five” | 
| the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
8, before the words ‘* per cent,” struck out “ thirty-five” and in- | 


I move an amendment which I send to the | 


I am paired | 
| and announce my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island|Mr. 





duty on barley. The present duty is 30 cents a bushel. 

If this amendment is voted down, I shal! offer another amend- 
ment and then I shall offer amendments to the paragraph relat- 
ing to rice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


| to call the roll. 


Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
for the day to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who 


| will stand paired with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 


Wotcort], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. WHITE. [inquire whether the Senator from Idaho [Mr, 


| SHOUP] has voted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
voted. 

Mr. WHITE. 
that Senator. 

Mr. VEST. 


The Senator from Idaho has not 
Then I withhold my vote,as I am paired with 


The Senator from Arkansas[Mr. JONES] is paired 
The Sena- 
tor from Arkansas if present would vote ‘‘nay” on this amend- 
ment, and the Senator from Rhode Island would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that the Senator from Arkansas has voted. 

Mr. VEST. Then my announcement was a mistake. I will 
stand paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
and withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has taken the trouble 
to call attention to the matter in order that Senators may have 
no misunderstanding in regard to pairs. 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Chair. I withdraw my vote, 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
{[Mr. DOLPH}. 

Mr. PASCO. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] to the Senator from Georgia[Mr. GORDON], and 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 

Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 
NAYS—323. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, « 
Pugh, 
NOT VOTING—25. 
McPherson, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 


I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 


Allison, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dubois, 


Power, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 
Squire, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Gallinger, 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 

Lodge, 
MeMillan, 


Roach, 
Smith, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh. 


Faulkner, 
Gibson, 


Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Brice, Gray, 
Caffery, Harris, 
Cali, Hunton, 
Camden, Irby, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. 
Daniel, Kyle, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Berry, 


Vest, 
White, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Frye, 
George, 
Gordon, 
Blanchard, Gorman, 
Butler, Hale, 
Cameron, Hill, 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 45, paragraph 193 

Mr. POWER. I should like to have that passed over, as I 
want to offer some amendments to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. Whatis it the Senator from Montana wants to 
have passed over? 
Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. POWER. Paragraph 193. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no amendment there. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We are now considering reserved amend- 
meats adopted as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator cap 
offer his amendment to-morrow without obtaining approval. 
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Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had this paragraph reserved, but there 
is no amendment, so it is not necessary for the Senate to take 
any action on it. cree 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 46, paragraph 199—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will go over. There is no amend- 
ment. I shall offer an amendment to the paragraph to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
stand. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There are no amendments there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 53, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out paragraph 239, in the following words: 

239. On all compounds or preparations of which distilled spitits are acom- 
ponens part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits— 

And inserted— 

239. On all compounds or preparations (except as specified in the preceding 
paragraph of the chemical schedule, relating to medicinal preparations, of 
which alcohol is a component part), of which distilled —— are a compo- 
nent part of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The next reserved amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 244, page 55, after the word 
jugs,” in line 21, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, in- 
serted: 

If containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if 
containing more than 14 percent of absolute alcohol. 

After the word “gallon,” in line 24, it struck out the proviso, 
and in line 12, page 56, it struck out ‘‘ twenty-five” and inserted 
‘‘twenty-four;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

244. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 
casks or packages other than bottles or jugs, if containing 14 per cent or less 
of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more than 14 per cent 
of absolute alcohol 50 cents per gallon. In botties or jugs, per case of 1 
dozen bottles or jugs, containing each not more than 1 quart and more than 


| pint, or 24 bottles or jugs containing each not more than | pint, $1.60 per 
case; and any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs 


Thenext reserved amendment will 


Page 53—— 
r ~ 
[here are noamendments there, I under- 


shall be subject to a duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but | 
po separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Pro- | 


vided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermuth imported containing more 
than 24 per cent of alcohol shall be classed as spirits and pay duty accord 
ingly: And provided further, That there shall be no constructive or other al- 


lowance for breakage, leakage, or damage on wines, liquors, cordials, or | 


distilled yore Wines, cordials, brandy, and other spirituous liquors im- 
ported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in packages containing not iess 
than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package, or duty shall be paid as if 
such package contained at least 1 dozen bottles or jugs. 

Mr. WHITE. This amendment adopted by the Committee of 


the Whole, ‘if containing 14 per cent or less of absolute alco- 


The next reserved amendment will | 
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ume, but as [ prefer to insert directly a provision that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may determine the method of measure- 
ment, there can be no objection to this amendment. The only 
criticism that it is possible to make upon itis that it is super- 
fluous, but I am willing tocommititto the judgment of the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is precisely my criticism. Formerly 
alcohol was measured by volume under our internal-revenue 
laws, but for the lasttwo or three years I understand it has been 
measured by weight. Ido not object to the amendment, but it 
is absolutely unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretiry having omitted 
to state the reserved amendment in paragraph 225, he will now 
read it. 

The SECRETARY. At the top of page 51, paragraph 225, the 
Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, struck out ‘* twenty” after 
the word ‘‘ beef,” and inserted ‘‘fifteen;” so as to read ‘* 15 per 
cent ad valorem; ” so as to read: 

225. Extract of meat, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask for the yeas and nays on concurring in 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


| to call the roll. 





hol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more than 14 per cent of | 


absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon,” has led to a criticism. 
There seems at the present date to be some doubt as to whether 
the alcohol will be estimated by weight or by volume. For that 
reason I desire to offer an amendment to be placed at the end of 
the paragraph. I received a little while ago a communication 
from the Treasury Department which I submitted to the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, who is not now here; but I do not believe 
any criticism will be made as far as the amendment I propose is 
concerned. The amendment is designed to be inserted at the 
end of paragraph 244. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be concurred in if there be no ob- 
jection, 

Mr. WHITE. 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from California will be stated. 

The SECRErARY. Add at the end of paragraph 244: 

The percentage of alcohol in wines and fruit juice shall be determined in 
such manner asthe Secretary of the Treasury shall by regulation prescribe. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment, I submit to the Senator 
from California, is not necessary. Of course the collector of 
the port is to follow the method of measuring alcohol prescribed. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill state to the Senator from Iowa that sev- 
eral gentlemen very largely interested in the production of na- 
tive wines have informed me that there is now considerable 
question as to whether the alcohol is to be measured by weight 
or by volume. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informed me in a communica- 
tion I have here that the custom has been to measure it by vol- 
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It does not interfere in any way with the com- | 


Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. FRyer’s name wascalled). [ was 
requested to announce that the Senator from Maine | Mr. l' RYE] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN}. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name wasealled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon |Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia |Mr. CAMDEN]. and : 
therefore withho!d my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was uan- 
nounc:d—yeas 34, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Bate Gibson, Mc Laurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest. 
Caffery Farris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call. Hawley, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, 
Coke, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
NAYS—24. 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Proctor, 
Carey, Higgins, Patton, Quay, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Shoup, 
Cullom, Lodge, Perkins, Squire, 
Davis, Me Millan, att, Teller, 
Dubois, Manderson, Power, Washbur 
NOT VOTING —27. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Aiill, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Doiph, Jones, Ark. Ranson, 
Berry, Frye, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
| Brice, George, Kyle, Stewart, 
Butler, Gorman McPherson, Wilson, 
Camden, Hale, Morrill Wolcott 
Cameron, Hansbrouvh. Paseo, 


| 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out ‘ fifteen,” which 
was the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, and 
insert ‘ twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 51, strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-five,” so as to read: 

25. Extract of meat, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska to the fuct that the amend- 
ment has just been adopted by a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ thought the Senate struck out 
‘‘twenty ” and inserted ‘‘ fifteen ” by a yea-and-nay vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the amendment inserting 
‘fifteen’ has been adopted as the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend by making the rate 25 
percent. I think the amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole having been concurred in, the Chair 
holds that the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska can not 
be entertained in the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A change from 


‘twenty ” to ‘‘fifteen ” 


| has been made, and now I propose to make a change from 


‘* fifteen” to ‘‘ twenty-five,” which is certainly in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule that the 
amendment having been concurred in in the Senaxte, fixing the 
rate at 15 per cent as the rate of duty, the question can not be 
considered further. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What would the Chair hold as to the 
amendment being in order later in the consideration of the bill 
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when it is in the Senato; that the paragraph is not open to 
amendment after we pass from the schedule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter is subject to a mo- 
tion to reconsider, and canonly be reached in that way. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in. 
Did the Senator from Nebraska vote on the 


Mr. MIL 
ng sider 
LA WLEY. The Senator from Nebraska voted ‘' nay.” 
» to reconsider. 

RE SIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
1A xd in the affirmative, moves to reconside *r the vote by 
which the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the motion to reconsider I wish to 
be heard. I was absent from the Chamber for a moment when 
this item of the meat sehedule was reached. It was one of the 
ite ‘eserved by myself, and I really did not know that it was 
under consideration until I came into the Chamber for the pur- 
pose of voting at the roll call. I am obliged to the Senator from 
Connecticut for his kindness fn putting the matter ina position 
where it can be better understood. 

[In Committee of the Whole, when there was a little debate on 
this item, the Senator from Missouri referred to a conversation 
held by him with a prominent meat and cattle dealer in the 
inited States, and stated that he understood from him that 
meat extract was now being made here and exported in bulk to 
London and reimported, perhaps in packed form, in bottles or 
jars, or in whatever way it is packed, to this country and sold 
as Liebig s beef extract. I will not take the time to refer to 
quite a numberof letters which I have receivedfrom some pack- 
ing houses in the West, among them letters from the Cudahy 
Packing Company, which has gone into this new industry. 

Isvery member of the Senate has probably seen in public places 
and in the public prints the advertisements of beef extracts now 
being made by the Cudahys, the Armours, and others of the 
great packing houses established at Chicago, Kansas City, and 
Omaha, and at Sioux City also, I understand. 

» letters that Ihave received within the past few days since 
the attention of these parties has been attracted to the action 
of the Senate in Committee of the Whole, did I see fit to take 
the time to re:d, [ think would convince anyone here is an in- 
dustry which ought to be sustained, and it can not be sustained 
id valorem of 15 per cent. 

i doubt very much whether it can be sustained at 20 per cent. 
They ask that 20 per cent ad valorem be placed wpon the fluid 
and the solid beef extracts imported into this country. If that 
is done we cango on with this enterprise, and it isone that is of 
grout advantage to more than those who are the beef-packers. 
‘The more yeu canextract in the way of that which is merchant- 
able and marketable out of the carcass of the beef the greater 
the value of the beef to the farmer. 


With a duty 


of the Chamber to vote to sustain this new and promising indus- 
try in the West 


mittee, on full examination may, even if it takes until to-morrow 
morning, 
the Wilson bill as itcame from the other House, if they do not 
see fit to increase the rate from 20 to 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe motion 
of the Senator from Connectieut to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
next reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 249, page 57, line 16, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out ‘‘ thirty ” and 
inserted ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 

249. All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mimeral 
waters, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 68, paragraph 264, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘cotton,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted ‘‘including cotton duck and cotton damask, in the 
piece or otherwise,’ and in line 2, page 69, after the word ‘‘ act,” 
it inserted ‘‘and;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

264. All manufactures of cotton, including cotton duck and cotton dam- 
ask, in the plece or otherwise, not specially provided for in this act, and in- 


Gomng cotton ath having India rubber as a component material, 35 per 
vent ad valorem 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to move to amend the pending =A 
graph so as to make cotion damask in the piece or otherw: 
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| empt from duty;” 


At the same time every | 
consideration that should move the protectionist to the support | 
of x domestic industry should move those at least on this side | 


JULY 2, 


per cent ad valorem, and all manufactures of cotton includin, g 
cotton duck in the piece or otherwise 40 per cent; that is, 
sert before the word ‘‘ All” at the beginning of the para 
the words ‘‘cotton damask, in the piece or otherwis se, 
cent ad valorem,” and then fix the rate on ‘‘all manufactures of 
cotton, including cotton duck, in piece or otherwise,” at 40) per 
cent. The purpose of the amendment is to place a duty of 49 
per cent ad valorem on cotton damask instead of the present 
duty of 35 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stat, 

The SECRETARY. At the beginning of paragraph 264 ins 


to ins 
yraph 
4U per 


Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, 40 per centad valorem 
manufactures of cotton, including cotton duck, in the piece or otherwisy 

Mr. LODGE. That amen Lm nt, I will say, I desire to ha 
adopted, because cotton dumask is a small mi: an acture b it 
a very fine goods. It is one of the higher grades of cotton t 
tiles, and to give it this cut is a very serious blow to th 
dustry. 

The textile schedule is so well made up that it seems to me it 
ought to give suitable protection to these finer kinds of cott 
goods. lamaware that the rate [ propose is the same as tho 
McKinley rate, and that it is desired by the framers of the pa 
graph to cut the duties below the McKinley rate; but in the 
preceding paragraphs on certain articles they have given a 
somewhat higher duty than the McKinley rate, and this cut on 
cotton damask, being as it is a very fine product, is a very seri- 
ous one for the industry. I hope the committee will permit the 
amendment of mine raising the duty 5 per cent to pass. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senatorfrom Massahusetts to the amendment mado 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to inform the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts that we intend to offer an amendment to the preced- 
ing paragraph toreduce the rate which has crept in by mistake 
and is higher than that of the McKinley act. Our attention 
was called to it yesterday. We have reduced in this instance 
per cent, and the Senator is not satisfied and wants to go back 
to the McKinley rate, which would be 40 per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

The PRES([DING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. On page 69, paragraph 271, after the word 
‘*butts ” in line 24, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out ‘15 per cent ad valorem ” and inserted ‘shall be ex- 
so as to read: 


or” 


271. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable f 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jut 
butts, shall be exempt from duty. 


Mr. WHITE. it seems to me that paragraph ought to be 
transferred to the free list. Itis rather complicated there 
Mr. VEST. Thatisright. It ought to be taken to the free 


| list, and we might as well do it now. 
[ hope tht the vote may be reconsidered and that the com- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has to be done by a motion 


| in the Senate. 
conclude to restore the amountof the duty that was in | 


Mr. VEST. I move that that article, bagging, as described 
there, ‘‘ Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar mate- 


| rial suitable for covering cotton, _ composed in whole or in part 


of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts,” be placed on page 95. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. It would be paragraph 392}. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Transfer paragraph 271 to page 95 and 
make it paragraph 3924. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, to strike out paragraph 271, and 
make ita new paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Strike out paragraph 2 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 was also reserved, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has been acted on. 

Mr. WHITE. I was about to suggest that paragraph 270 
should be treated in the same way, that is, as far as the last 
words “‘ bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem,” are concerned. That clause was stricken out by some 
inadvertance and it was not puton the free list. I make thé 
suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been struck out in the Senate, 
That was reserved by me with paragraph 271. ThereforeI know 
that it was reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 271 and 
transfer it and make it paragraph 392%. 
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Mr.CHANDLER. ILask for adivision on the motion, The 
first part of the motion would strike it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to strike out the 
words ‘‘15 per cent ad valorem’? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The motion to strike out the whole para- 


graph. 


(be PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- | 





shire asks for a division of the question. The question first is 
on the motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
he should be content now with striking this out, if the majority 
of the Senate favors it, and when we reach the free list let him 
insert a new paragraph. 

Mr. CHANDLER 
sion. 

Mr. VEST. Ii has already been put there. 
looked. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest that 
amended so as to admit bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, etc., 
free of duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was done in Committee 
of the Whole, and now the question before the Senate is on con- 
curring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
The motion now is to strike out paragra ph 271 from the duti- 
able List. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is another matter. There was an amend- 
ment placing cotton bagging for grain on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a different paragraph. 
That is paragraph 270, in which the clause was stricken out: 


‘hat was my object in ealling for a divi- 


Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The question is on the motion of the Senator from Missouri, 
which the Senator from New Hampshire asks to be divided. 
The question first is to strike out paragraph 271. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to take the vote by yeas and nays on both questions to 
gether. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question would come 
up properly upon concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole striking out ‘‘ 15 per cent ad valorem ”’ and 
inserting ‘shall be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. We might consider that as concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, that 
amendment will be considered as concurred in. Now the ques- 
tion recurs on transposing the paragraph so as to make it para- 
graph 3882}. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I asked for a division in order to avoid 
the yeas and nays at this time. I have no objection to having 
the yeas and nays takenon the motion to strike out and transfer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the 
questiog will be taken on the motion to strike out and transfer. 
On this motion the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan |Mr. MCMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). On this question | 
am paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LopGE]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘yea” and heaould 
vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. I do 
not see him inthe Chamber. Ishall only vote if necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. MiLLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. GALLINGER]}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I[ am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr.SHERMAN]. If he were present I 
should vove “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suggest to the Senator to transfer his 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the Senator 
from West Virginia |[Mr. CAMDEN], so that we may both vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I will consent to that transfer. 1 vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I haveageneral pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I inad- 
vertently voted, but 1 will transfer my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] so that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH) and myself can vote. 

Mr. PUGH. I vote “‘ yea.” 


[t might be over- 
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paragraph 271 has been | 
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Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
VI \ 
[Mr. DoLPH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 21; as follow 
YEAS—31. 








Bate Faulkner, Lindsay, Smi 
iach n Gibson, Martin, Turp 
Brice Gordon, Murphy, Vest 
( I Harris, Palmer Vila 
I Hunton Pasco Voorheos 
Cockrel, Irby, Peffer Walsh, 
eo ’ Jarvi Pugl White. 
Daniel 3, Arl Roacl 
Patton, { 
Porkin | 
Pettigrew, W 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Shoup, 
‘ . 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Allen Gallingei Lodge, Quay, 
Berry, George icLaurin, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Me Millan, Sherman, 
Butler, Gray, Mc erson, Stewart 
Camden Fale, Mills Wilson 
Cameron, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Wol 
Dixon, Hoar, Morgan 
Dolph Jones, Ney Morrill, 
rye Kyle, Power 
So the motion to strike out paragraph 271 and transfer it to 


page 95 was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 270 was reserved by m« 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amendment 
will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Afterthe word ‘‘ad valorem,” line 20, para 
graph 270, page 69, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
ick out the words: 





Bags for grain made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valore 


Mr. PLATT. Did I not understand that this morning the 
was an amendment proposed to increase the rate on burlaps to 
20 per cent? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was an amendment. 

Ir. COCKRELL. Fifteen per cent was stricken out and 20 
per cent inserted. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20 strike out 615” and insert ‘‘ 20 
so as to read ‘'20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment has been agreed to. Now, 
I desire to call attention to this paragraph as itstands. As the 
paragraph came from the House of Representatives it read as 
follows 

Burlaps, not e eding 60 inches in width, containing not « 101 

| to the square inch, counting warp and filling, 15 per cent ad valorem; bags 

for grain made of such buriaps, 20 per cent ad valorem 

The Senate in Committee of the Whole struck out ‘‘ not 
( iing 60 inches in width,” and also struck out ‘* bigs for 
made of such burlaps, 20 per cent ad valorem.” ‘The Senate to 
day, on motion of the Senator from Arkansas, ! raised 
duty on burlapsfrom 15 to 20 per cent. As the paragraph ca 
to us from the House, burlaps exceeding 6) inches in wi 
would have paid a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem, tha n 
accord with the remaining paragraphs of the schedule; but the 
Senate as in Committee o! the Whole having struck out ot 


exceeding 60 inches in width,” it seems to becon 


the Senate, on motion of the Senator from Arkansa ) raise 
the duty upon burlaps to 20 percentad valorem. Soth ect of 
this general amendment is to provide for a duty of 2) per cent 
| upon the raw material for bags, and then to put b ipon the 


free list. 

Mr. VEST. Let us make it 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told that there are a great number of 
manufacturers in the United States who manufacture bags from 
burlaps. If that be so, the industry certainly ought not 
absolutely destroyed, first by increasing the duty upo 10 raw 
material and then putting the manufacture upon the free list. 
The Senator from Missouri will remember that we had a little 
sparring upon that subject when the matter was in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Ido not understand that the Committee on 
Finance have any recommendation on this subject except tho 
recommendation this morning that burlaps should be 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Now I appeal to the justice of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber upon this subject that we may not by our own legisla- 
tion absolutely destroy an industry in our own country by ad- 
verse legislation. This isall I desire to say on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like toinquire of the Senator what in- 
dustry he refers to? 
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Mr. ALLISON. 
burlaps. 

Mr. MILLS. How would it meet the views of the Senator 
from Iowa to have the paragraph stricken out and insert in the 
free list burlaps and bags for grain made of such burlaps, putting 
it all in the free list? ‘That is where it ought to go, and I make 
that motion. 1 move tostrike out paragraph 270 and insert after 
paragraph 4074 in the free list these words: 

Burlaps, and bags for grain made of such burlaps. 


Mr. ALLISON. That would only increase the difficulty, I 
suggest to the Senator from Texas, because that would destroy 
the industry of making burlaps in the United States, of which 
there ure quite a number of factories at this time, I understand. 
I do not see why we should select out this particular industry 
for destruction. 

Mr. WHITE. I believe this matter was pretty well explained 
when the question was before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. A motion was made to strike out ‘‘ bags for grain made 
of such burlaps, 2U per cent ad valorem,’ and when that motion 
prevailed it was followed by a motion that bagging for cotton, 
etc., should also be placed upon the free list, upon the ground 
that if tne farmersof my part of the United States had free grain 
bags, cotton bagging should be free also, and that amendment 
prevailed. 

In wy State we paid out last year halfa million dollars as duty 
upon grain bags. As I stated in my argument before, the Legis- 
lature of my State unanimously, regardless of party, instructed 
their Senators and requested their Representatives to insist 
upon this amendment. We have secured it. I have no objec- 
tion in the world to putting burlaps upon the free list, but I do 
insist upon grain bags. I would rather board at the best hotel 
in my State all the constituents of the Senator from Lowa who 
make bags—and the farmers of my State are ready to do it— 
than to continue the paymentof this duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California 
thatthe luxury of which he speaks would not be very expensive. 
I do not know that a single grain bag is made in my State; and 
I haveno interestin this matter. in any sense for any constituent 
excopt that justice may be done to existing industries and that 
we may not select one or two for destruction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to say one thing only in 
connection with this matter. The Senate ought to know that 
the revenue from burlaps is over a million dollars a year, and 
from grain bags over half a million dollars with the duty on 
those articles now. 

Mr. WHITE. And all that grain-bag duty we pay on the 
Pacific coast. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say just one word in response to 
the Senator from Arkansas. These burlaps which yield a mil- 
lion dollars include, of course, all burlaps for grain and every 
other purpose, flour, and everything of thatsort. As respects 
the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, it seems to me to 
be utterly inconsistent to put a duty of 20 per cent upon burlaps, 
and then to put the more finished article on the free list. That 
isall [ have to say about it. 

. oe MILLS. It seems to me that we are rather going 
oo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will 
suspend until the amendment of the Senator from Texas is read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 270and insert as para- 
graph 4074: 


Burlaps, and bags for grain, made of such burlaps. 


Mr. MILLS. It seems to me we are rather going backward 
to put a finished product on the free list and still tax the raw 
material, and inasmuch as we have put cotton bagging and bags 
for grain on the free list it appears to me to be the proper thing 
to do to put burlaps on the free list also. However, if the Com- 
mittee on Finance do not approve it I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say that I agree with the Senator from 
Texas. Where we put the finished product on the free list, it 
is absolutely outrageous to put the raw material used by the 
manufacturer under a duty. Iam in favor of putting both on 
the free list. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inorder to be consistent, the Senator will 
have to put on the free list jute yarns, now 30 per cent ad va- 
lorem higher than any of these products. 

Mr. VEST. I would be very glad to do that, if I could. I 
should like to put all these raw materials on the free list if I 
had the power to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, if the Senator desires to destroy 
_ jute industry he might as well make the destruction com- 
plete. 


I refer to the industry of making bags from 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like one moment to Say 
that I agree fully with the Senator from Iowa that it is uj lerly 
unreasonable to make the raw muterial of which bags are made 
dutiable and have the bigs free. There is no denying the fact 
that both ought to be taxed or both of them ought to be free, 
I think this is a fine instance to illustrate the great mistake of 
departing hastily in the midst of debate from the line pointed 
out by the committee. The duty on these grain bags was put 
down at a reasonable rate. It was a great reduction from what 
it had been before. It was satisfactory as I understood it. [t 
wis reported to Senators by gentlemen who were interested in 
this industry that the rate was a satisfactory one. It wasarea- 
sonible reduction from what had been in existence before, and 
it was fair. 

jut in the midst of the debate here somebody proposed to put 
bags on the free list, and without stopping to consider what com- 
plications it would bring about it was done. I think that was a 
mistake. Ido notbelieve that it oughtto have beendone. How- 
ever, [ shall not interpose any objection to the action taken by 
the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say, in answer to the remarks of the 
Senator from Arkansis, that the placing of bags both for grain 
and cotton upon the free list was not done without due consid- 
eration, for there were a number of what I thought very good 
speeches made on thesubject. I made the motion myself in both 
cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And spoke several times. 

Mr. PEFFER. And I spoke several times, as issuggested by 
my amiable friend from New Hampshire; and I know my friend 
the junior Senator from Louisiana |Mr. BLANCHARD], made one 
or perhaps two able and excellent speeches.. Senators hon- 
ored us both with strict attention; there was a good deal of 
talk backward and forward on one side and the other; and finally 
wesucceeded. This being about the only benefit I feel 1 have 
achieved during these three months of discussion, I hope Sena- 
tors willlet it stand at that. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Arkansas says very truly 
there would be inconsistency in putting a duty upon the manu- 
facture of burlaps after grain bags had been put upon the free 
list, which are manufactured out of burlaps; but the inconsist- 
ency is in putting the grain bags on the free list. I donot want 
to let this matter pass without saying something aboutit. If 
there is any reason why one manufacture of this country should 
be put on the free list the same reason exists in regard to every 
other manufacture in the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Arkansas 
practically to withdraw from the action of the committee in 
that matter, and express a desire that yrain bags shall be re- 
tained upon the dutiable list. If that is so, we might by unani- 
mous consent, perhaps, with the exception of the Senator from 
California ; 

Mr. WHITE. There can not be any unanimous consent had 
on it, i will tell the Senator. I will stay here all night first. 

Mr. PLATT. The truth about the matter is that this is a 
scheme by which some parties hope to catch some farmers’ 
votes. It isa bid for farmers’ votes. I submit that in order to 
bid for farmers’ votes it is not right to destroy manufacturing 
industries. There is no more reason why burlaps should be put 
upon the free list than everythingelse that a farmer uses which 
is manufactured, and there is no reason why things which a 
farmer uses which are manufactured should be placed on the 
free list any more than the things which other people use which 
are manufactured should be put on the free list. 

I wish to stand here to protest, whether it be claimed to be in 
the interest of the farmer or anybody else, that no manufacture 
which has been established in this country shall be deliberately 
destroyed in order that the goods may be purchased from abroad. 
I wish to protest here that nobody will derive any benefit from 
it; that the suggestion that the farmer is to be benefited is a de- 
lusion which he will find out in good time. There has been no 
such glaring inconsistency developed in the treatment of the 
bill as this destruction of a legitimate, honest, well-conducted 
manufacture in this country which it is notclaimed has charged 
unreasonable profits upon its goods. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to say harsh things, but the sen- 
timent which is behind this proposed amendment is a deception 
of the farmer. It is an inducement held out to him that if you 
can destroy this manufacture in this country, if you can shut up 
these factories and let them moulder to decay, he is going to get 
his bags fora trifle less. All experience teaches us that they 
will cost him just as much, and that the inducement which has 
been held out to him will be shown in the end to have been en- 
tirely without reason. 

I do not know that I desire to say anything more. We have 
no manufactures of bagging or burlaps in my section of the 
country. I do not know anybody who is interested init. So far 
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as I know I have not received a letter or a circular upon the 
subject. But I know that Senators here for the purpose of mak- 
ing the farmers feel that they are their friends are attempting 
to strike down a legitimate, honest industry in this country, 


when all other manufacturing industries receive protection by | 


way of duties in this bill of one rate or another. I do not like 
to see it and I do not believe the committee likes to see it, I do 
not believe anybody likes to see it except so far as it may be nec 
essary to wheedle some farmers in the country. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to say 
one word on this question. As the matter now stands it seems 
to me utterly inconsistant and utterly unjust. The idea of plac 
ing a duty on the raw material, while allowing free of duty the 
menufactured article, is going a step further than I ever heard 
of inafree trader. Inmy own city there are two bag factories. 
Bags are manufactured largely for the shipment of flour. The 
millers of Minneapolis are the largest consumers of bagsin this 
country. 

[ have a petition signed by every miller in Minneapolis and 
the large consumers outside in the State asking that a duty 
shall be imposed in order that this industry may be maintained, 
because the price has gone down steadily from the moment these 
factories have been in operation. Now, to puta duty on the raw 


material and place the manufactured article on the free list , 


means absolute destruction. It seems to me both should be 
either on the free list or both should beon the dutiable list, and 


that the duty on bagging should be larger than the rate on bur- | 


laps. 

Mr. MILLS. 
free list. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Texas to the question whether his amend- 
ment ought not to come in after paragraph 424 instead of para- 
graph 407—after Burgundy pitch. 

Mr. MILLS. Allright. I have no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from Texas to 
say that he would withdraw the motion to amend if it did not 
meet with the approval of the caucus committee. 

Mr. VEST. It does meet with our approval. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire meant to say 
the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of moving that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 10 o'clock to morrow. 

Mr. VEST. Let us vote on this question first. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be stated. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be stated, and 
then the Chair will recognize the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SECRETARY. Insert paragraph 270, page 69, after para- 
graph 424, page 98, as paragraph 4244, and make it read: 

Burlaps, and bags for grain made of such burlaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itseemstome that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee had better renew his motion for a recess, to which I hope 
there will be no objection. This is rather an astonishing rally 
on the part of the Senator from Texas. He has not taken much 
part in constructing this bill recently. 

Mr. MILLS. That is why I should like to have this amend- 
ment adopted before we adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has taken his dutiable coal and his 
dutiable iron and his dutiable almost everything else, and the 
Democratic platform as he understands it has gone all to pieces. 
It can not be that the Senator is coming in here to make arally 
in behalf of his great principles just at the close of this bill. It 


That is my pending motion, to put all on the 


The question ison the motion 


pains me to see that the Senator has ulready developed aradical | 


difference of opinion between the Senator from Arkansas and 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The Senator from Texas rushes in. He sees a chanceto put 
something on the free list, and the Populist leader—not the 


Populist leader, but one of the Populist leaders—on my right | 


rushes forward, too, and he sees a chance in the closing hours 
of this bill to assert that burlaps ought to go on the free list as 
well as bagging, although only this morning the duty on burlaps, 
upon the amendment of the committee, was increased from 15 
per cent to 20 percent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me in order that I 
may make the motion he suggested? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. Ionly want to strengthen 
the Senator’s motion. Now, if we are to have the Senator from 
‘Texas rush in at the last gasp to try and vindicate his reputa 
tion all over this country by putting burlapson the free list, the 
Senutor from Missouri is to break loose, and the Senator from 
Arkansas is to undertake to argue with them both, there is cer- 


| 
| 


tainly a painful discrepancy and disunion on the other side of 
the Chamber that we can not settle in five minutes. | bey leave 
to say that burlaps will not yo on the free 'ist this evening 

‘Therefore, I hope the Senate to-night will let this go over, 
and inthe mean time let the committee get together. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Texas said, although he made his motion with grevt 
boldness, that he would not insist upon it if the committee ob- 
jected; and he would have withdrawn it if he had not got the 
encouragement he did from the Senator from Missouri. 

Now, here we have these and on the next page we 
have collars and cuffs. Of course the Senator from Texas will 
assault that. It is very evident that we shall not make much 
more progress this evening. SoI hope the Senator from Ten- 


clauses, 


nessce (if he does not insist upon my talking any longer) will 
mike the motion for a recess. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will make my motion on those terms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 


oOrrow 


moves that the Senate take a recess untill 10 o’clock to-n 
morning. 

Che motion was agreed to; and (at7 o’clock and 36 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 3, 
1894, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 2, 1894. 


The House metat 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain. Rey. 
i. B. BAGBY. 
‘The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (S. 171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for Fort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1953) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur 
phy; 

A bill (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight Com- 
pany, of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes across 
the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SIBLEY, because of ill health. 

‘To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account of 
sickness in his family. 
Mr. ALDERSON. 
the present consideration of the joint resolution 

which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
H. Res. 119) 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
4merica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and 
he is hereby, directed to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia, 
under the provisions, conditions, and limitations of the act of Congress en 
titled ‘An act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct-tax levied by 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861," Which act Was approved March 
2, 1891, the sum of #181,306.93, less the sum of $27,328.18, which was paid tothe 
governor of the State of West Virginia on the 25th day of August, [891, to 
be held in trust for the citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstand- 
ing any claim by the Government of the United States against the State of 
Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia for the present consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1759, to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Colum- 
bia River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Wash- 
ington, and to establish it as a post-road.” 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That “An actto authorize the Oregon and Washington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River. between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington. and to 
establish it as a post road,’”’ approved March 24, 1890, be, and the same is 
hereby, reénacted and declared to beand to have been in full force and effect 
from and after March %, 1894. Section 12 of said act, which provides that 
said act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge therein 
authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within four 
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of, shall be. and the sameis hereby, 
iin which said bridge is required to be com 
ears from March 24, 1894, and the time within 
lige be completed shall be within four years 


yroval there 


there objection to the request for the pres- 
this bill? 
i would like to hear the report read. 
The report is very brief, but let it be r 
*, GEARY) was read, as follows: 
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{s there objection to the present considera- 


no objection. 
ill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accord- 
hird time, and passed. 


ing read the 


On motion of Mr. HERMANN,a motion to reconsider the 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


vote 


STEAM BOILERS. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the biJl which I send to the desk 
(H. R. 4475), to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


} enacted, etc., That section 4434 of Titlo LIT of the Revised Statutes be 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sc. 4434. No externally fired boiler having its sheil constructed of iron 
or steel plates exceeding an average thickness of thirty one-hundredths of 
an iuch shall be employed on any steam vessel navigating the Red River of 
the North or rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexicoor their tributaries; and 
no externally fired boiler employed on any such steam vessel shall have less 
than 3 inches space between its shell and any of its internal flues, and 
not than 3 inches space between such flues when any such ftues are 
mor in 5 inches in diameter; and every such externally fired boiler em- 
ployed on any such steam vessel shall be provided with a manholein the 
lower part of the front head thereof, of such dimensions as may be pre- 
scribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors, in all cases where the dis- 
tance between its internal flues is less than 3 inches. Externally fired 
boilers having shells constructed of iron or steel plates not exceeding an 
average thickness of fifty one-hundredths of an inch may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, be authorized and employed on steam ves- 
sels navigating the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, or salt-water bays or sounds, 
or the Great Lakes, or any of them, and waters flowing to and from thesame, 
or any of them.” 

St 2. That 
repealed 


all laws or parts of laws conflicting with this act are hereby 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Interstate 
and !’oreign Commerce was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 26, after ‘them,’ insert: “ Provided, That on inspection no 
plate that is by this act limited to a thickness of thirty one-hundredths of 
an inch and no plate that is by this act limited to a thickness of fifty one- 
hundredths of an inch shall be rejected for use if found to exceed those 
dimensions, respectively, if the average thickness thereof does not exceed 
the limits therein specified, and the amount of steam'pressure that will be 
permitted to be carried in boilers constructed in accordance with the re- 
quirements of this act shall be detormined from measurements showing the 
least thickness of the plates.’’ 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the re- 
port of the Supervising Inspector-General of the Steamboat In- 
spection Service, which accompanies the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. 
be read. 


It was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


I would like to hear an explanation of the 


in the absence of objection the report will 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL 
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 9, 1898. 


Srr: Thave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference to this 
office for report, of a communication from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, House of Representatives, inclosing House bill 4475, 
Fifty-chird Congress, second session, entitled ‘*A bill to amend section 4434 
of Title LI of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” and requesting 
the Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘to furnish the committee with such sug- 
gestions as you (he) may deem proper touching the merits of the bill and 
the propriety of its passage.”’ 

1 have the honor to report that inasmuch as the terms of the bill are sub- 
Stantially inaccordance with the recommendations of this office in its an- 
nual report for 1893, page 9, it fully meets its approval. 

Following is the extract from the report referred to: 

“T would further recommend a change in the law, section 4434, Revised 
Statutes, which limfts the thickness of material of the shells of externally 


| navigating the Atlantic or Paci 


fired boilers to twenty-six one-hundredths of an inch, now only applicable 
to such boilers when built to be used on rivers whose waters flow into the 
Gulf of Mexico, so as to allow such externally fired boilers to be |} Lilt ot ms . 
terial of thirty-one hundredths of an inch thick, as was allowed un tos 
tion 4 of the act of Congress approved July 25, 1866. Ifa satisfac 
son existed for reducing this thickness in the present mbo¢ 
of Congress approved February 28, 1871, it does not appear of rex 
That no harm is likely to result from the proposed change is satisf; 
shown from the fact that, by anamendment to section 4434, Revis 
roved Fret ry 11, 1885, m vl not exceeding fifty one-hu: 
an inch thick was allowed on externally fired boilers ‘‘used on st 
1s, Or Salt Water: bays or yum 
the Great Lakes, or any of them; r Which conditions large nu 
of boilers upon our largest steamers have been built and used for a peri 
seven years without more deterioration than the ordinary internally 
boiler with unlimited thickness of shell. i 
‘In view of the fact of the impossibility of rol 
an exact thi Ss, thereshould be a proviso in the law that no plat 
srejected for use if found in excess of thirty one-hundredths of an i 
hick if the average thickness of plate does not exceed such dimensions 
ing further provided that the steam pressure shall be determined 
1easurements indicating the least thickness of the plate.” 
The billis returned herewith. 
Very respectfully, 


any 


ng sheets of boiler plat 


*knes 


JAS. A. DUMONT 
Super ising Tnspector-G 


The SPEAKER. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. The object is to change the method of con 
structing boilers as to the thickness of the material to be used 
in boilers for vessels on the inland waters. 

Mr. LOUD. But this bill refers to all the waters of the At 
lantic and the Pacific, too. 

Mr. BERRY. To the waters running into the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. 

The bill has the approval of Gen. Dumont, the Inspector-Gen- 
eral of the Steamboat Service, and of the Board, which repre 
sent ali sections of the country. The question is purely a scien- 
tific one, and the gentleman’s district and every district is rep- 
resented once a year in a meeting of this Board, of which Gen. 
Dumont is president, and which approved this bill unanimously. 

Mr. KIEFER. Does this bill necessitate the changing of boil- 
ers already in use? 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the amendment recommended by 
the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WORK AND WAGES OF 


Mr. PENCE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an 
investigation relative to the work and wages of women and 
children. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


[s there objection to the present consider- 


WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Commis 
sioner of Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed “ to investi- 
gate and make report upon the conditions attending the employment of 
women and children; their wages, earnings, sanitary surroundings, and 
cost of living; the effect of various employments upon their health-and 
longevity; what measures are taken to protect their physical condition and 
to protect them from accidents: the rates of wages paid them in comparison 
with the rates paid men; and the effect, if any, {heir employment has had 
upon the wages and employment of men: Provided, That the investigation 
hereby authorized can be carried out under the regular appropriations 
made for the Department of Labor.”’ 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Labor was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “can,” in the thirteenth line, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘shall;” so as to read: 


Provided, That the investigation hereby authorized shall be carried out 
under the regular appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us hear the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. COOMBS. 

The SPEAKER. 
may be read. 

The report (by Mr. MCGANN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the resolution (H. Res. 
94) providing for an investigation relative to the work and wages of women 
and children, beg leave to report herewith that they have carefully consid- 
ered the same and respectfully recommend that the resolution be amended 
by striking out the word “can.” in the thirteenth line thereof, and insert- 
ing in its stead the word “‘shall,” so that the said thirteenth line of the res- 
olution shall read, ‘‘ hereby authorized shall be carried out under the regu- 
lar appropriation.”’ 

The employment of women and children, their wages, sanitary surround 
ings, the tion taken to protect them from accidents, and the effect, if 
any, of their employment upon the wages and employment of men, and 
especially the relative wage-earning capacities of the former as compared 


I should like to hear the report. 
Reserving the right to object, the report 





eee 


Te sean 


dusinnimetiaiaahiexcwonasunte te ee 


oe 





1894. CON GRESSE 
















with the employment ind wages of the latter, are subjects which we believe 
of ficient importance to \ nt the desiredinvestigation which the reso- 
lution, as amended, speci shall be conducted by the Bureau of Labor un 
der yregular appropr ions made for the Department of Labor._ : 
With the resolution amended as here inbe ore stated, your committee do 
moat earnestly recommend its et pass sage, thatthe Department of Lal 
ma mmence without delay the jnvestigatic m, that the evils ,if any, at 
te! remployment of the wag rners may be disco ered anid me sul 
‘ tt T 
t > ¢ t 
CO BS. ving the rightto object.I should like to 
2 oe centlemar nting this resolution whether th 
ql is intended lude simply the mec a loy 
ol tles. or doe slude als: ) clerical employme 
* ‘ San n 4 ] 
yr. PENCE gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Me GANN] 
. > al 1 * - . . svi > la 
th uthor of the resolution, is present and will doubtle: = 
swer the gentleman’s inquiry. 
Mr. MCGANN. The resolution refers to mechanical emplo: 
ment 


yr. COOMBS. The terms of the resolution do not limit th: 
inquiry in that way. I suggest that it be amended soas tom 
the meaning specific. 

Mr. McGANN. This resolution has been presented on the 
suggestion of the Commissioner of Labor—— 

Mr. COOMBS. The resolution in its present terms would 
embrace the whole scope of female labor. The language is too 
broad. 1] a it was intended that the inquiry should in- 
clude only mechanical e mployments; and Lsuggest that the res- 
olution be amended in that respect. If such an amendment is 
agreed to, I have no objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the resolution be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

. COOMBS. I make no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment of the committee 





read. 
The amendment was again read. 
VTheSPEA KER. is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE] for the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of California. Does not the present law re 
quire the Commissioner of Labor tomake this investigation and 
report the result? 

Mr. PENCE. It has been thought that the present law, while 
not requiring it, would authorize the Commissioner to make the 
inquiry. But he himself has doubted his authority in the mat- 
ter, and has requested that some such specific authority as this 
be given him. ‘That is the sole purpose of the resolution intré 
duced by the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. McGANN]. The res- 
olution specifically provides that the investigation shall be car- 
ried on within the regular appropriations for the Department 
of Labor; so that the. ‘ink juiry can not involve one farthing of 
increased expense. The measure is in aceord with the wish of 
the Commissioner, and has been presented at his suggestion. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider 
the oint resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have not objected to the consid- 
erationof this resolution; butI wish toask whether Mr. Wright, 
the Commissioner of Labor, has been consulted touching this 
proposed work. 

Mr. McGANN. Yes, sir; andat hissuggestion the resolution 
was introduced. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Has*he been consulted as to the 
sufficiency of the regular appropriations to cover this investi- 
gation and also to provide for the other work that his depart- 
ment ought to do? because the resolution as amended will make 
this inquiry mandatory. 

Mr. McGANN. Yes, sir. The Commissioner was before the 
committee and said that the regular appropriations would be 
sufficient to cover this inquiry; that is, to commence it— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Without embarrassing him in his 
other work? 

Mr. McGANN. Yes, without embarrassing him in his other 
work. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And without any increase of the 
appropriation? 

Mr. McGANN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is all I wished to know, my 
Object being to give him more money if necessary. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move to amend the resolution by inserting 
in the seventh line, after the word “ various,” the words ‘‘ . 
chanical and industrial;” and by striking out, in line 11, the 
word ‘‘their” and insert ‘‘such.” The effect of thisamendment 
will be to limit this investigation to the field to which it was 
originally intended to be limited. 

Mr. PENCE. I can say to the gentleman from New York that, 
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in view of the statements made by the Commi Lal 
I am sure there will be no objection to this amend 
Mr. S] LINGER. The amendment conf ) 
( tly it be the scope of the 
Ir. C [Lline Iv 
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CANNON of I ! u ( i 
p itas would be in ( in i 1 izatio 
Mr. SPRINGER. I think so. But clerical wo ould 


be included, such as is done in the Departments for instane 
ir. CANNON of Illinois. But would it apply to : icul 
Mr. BARTLETT. It would not. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentlema 
say it would not apply to agricultural won x. 
pply as much to agricult as to any other emplo nt iv 
W ais h women and children are engaved? 
Mr. COOMBS. It would be undoubt lly as well to h 
ply to agriculture, if it would not make the scope of th 





| gation too large for the means at the disposal of the Bu 


a bor. At some othor time, if it be deemed necessa: ema 
_— * the scope of the investi 


ation 











Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, this is the comm i 
eitie investigation, and | wish to say to gentlemen t] 
am in harmony with the Commissioner of Labor commen ‘ 
the investigation, yet the great bulk of thep :ople who do labo 
the larger percentage of them, are laboring inagriculture, n 

) than in any one calling, or, perhaps in the agg 


the other callings combined. 
Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, yes: a largo majority of th 
e so engaged. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, why not, whi 
ering these facts, obtain also the facts as to labor 
on the farm and the field as well as in the factor 
full knowledge of the subject, the object being that 
and adequate public sentim ent touching those who guin al 
lihood in the sweat of their faces may be inaugurated 
hope the gentleman from New York will withdraw the ma 
ment, and let this investigation be as broad as pos 
neans at the disposal of the Commissioner. 








Mr. COOMBS. The question of the gentle n fro 
addre ssed to the mover of the resolution is the p ep t 
whylI offered the amendment. It is theevident intention of tl 
resolution which was offered ‘to anit its operation cope to 
mechanical and indust r a ov! t in hic wo 
children are engaged, and if we make it applicabl 
as well, and broaden the scope as much as the gent i fro 
Illinois desires, it will undoubtedly extend the work } 
capacity of the Department of Libor with the pre 
its disposal. 

[ agree with the gentleman thoroughly, that foma 
tural labor in this eountry should be investigated, but I fear, 
L have said, 7 the resolution is m: a too broad—if it embra 
too large a field—we shall not h: such an investigation as 
will bent the slightest value, for the purpose contemplated, in 


the future. 

Mr. MARSH. Then increuse the amountof t!} D riation 

a 3 to include the entire field to be covered. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Well, Mr. Speaker, in response to 
the gentleman from New York, I say that if this investigation 
be worth making at all, let us make it thorough and take the 
time to cover all of the facts. Organization does exist. W* 
have organized capital; we have organized labor, and Iam not 
here to say that we ought not to have, I think organization of 
labor is and has been necessary, and it has grown upon me for 
many years. 

But it must be remembered that there is a great mass of 
labor in this country that arises the greater part of the year 
with the sun, and which ceases to toil only with the going down 
of the sun. 


That labor is not organized. Yet it = ee is 
a great conservative clement in the Republic. It touches the 
ground daily and receives renewed steamer h from day to day; 


and I would be very glad, as this important investigation com- 
mences by, it seems to me, perhaps without speaking slight- 
ingly of the other bureaus, the best managed bureau in the Gov- 
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ernment with the amount of money it expends, I would be very 
giad to let the investigition be broad erough to give us whenit 
is mide all of the facts. If itrequires $25,000 more, or any other 
sum to nmenee the work, let us begin at the beginning; let 
us cover the wholo field and give all the facts that may be nec- 
r satisfactory results from the investigation. 
I will put in the word “ agriculture ” in the 
t if it meets the views of the gentleman. 
NON of Illinois. Oh, no; not agriculture. 


{oO 4° re 
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Let it 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hops the House 
will not accept any modification of the amendment so as to ex- 
tend the scope of thisinvestigationinto the whole field of labor. 
Comparatively few females are engaged in agricultural pur- 
suits. We know that they are poorly paid, and no additional 
statistics would be necessary to confirm that which we already 
know to exist. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, it seems to me that we 
had better have full knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then votedownthe amendmentand adopt 
the original resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not want to open up a field that will be 
the basis for an enormous expenditure of money. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I donot want an enormous expend- 
iture of money; but I do stand here to voice the interests and 
thewlaims that are not voiced day by day before Congress. Cap- 
ital is voiced. Organized labor is voiced, and that is all well; 
but the great majority of the people who labor are not specially 
voiced here. Now, if we are going to get facts, let us have the 
facts all along the line; and I think we ought to have them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What do you wantthe facts for? What 
purpose do you intend to accomplish? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, I will ask, in reply, what do you 
want of the facts called for in this resolution? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In my ignorance I am inquiring. I 
want to learn. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have never yet learned that 
knowledge touching the condition of the citizensof the Repub- 
lic was deleterious. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I know; but this is a proposition to col- 
lect a lot of knowledge which is in the mind of every intelli- 
gent person. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is equally so all along the line. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The other, I think, perhaps is not. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Well, perhaps it is not. I am not 
antagonizing this resolution. I think it ought to pass. 

Mr. BRETZ. Well, let it pass, then. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman says let it pass. I 
am content that it should pass, but I believe it ought to pass in 
such a form as to gain the whole information. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CANNON] 
has the floor. 

Mr. PENCE. Asthe resolutionis originally drawn, itis broad 
enough to suit the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from New York 
Mr. CooMBs] will withdraw all amendments, and let this reso- 
ution pass as it was originally introduced, that will be satis- 

factory to me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. COOMBS. If it is the general wish, I will withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. PENCE. I understand the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CooMBs| now withdraws his amendment. I move the pre- 
vious question on the resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the resolution stand with- 
out amendment? 

Mr. PENCE. Anamendment changing the word ‘‘ may ” to 
“shall” has been adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment reported by the commit- 
tee has been agreed to, substituting ‘ shall” for ‘* may.” 

Mr. PENCE. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. As I understand it, one amend- 
ment changing the word ‘‘ may” to “shall” has been adopted, 
and the other has been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Thecommittee amendment has been agreed 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the other is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The other is withdrawn. The question is 
on the engrossment and third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Can we have the resolution reported? 

The SPEAKER. It has been reported twice. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I did not hear it, 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection the resolution 
again read. It will be the third time it his been road. 

The resolution was again read. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 1< 
third time;and being engrossed, was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PENCE, a motion to reconsider the la 
was laid on the table. 
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JUDGMENTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 
ofan act entitled ‘An act to regulate the liens of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved August 
1, 1888. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the 
liens of judgments and decrees of the courts of the United States,” approved 
August 1, 1583, be amended so as to read as follows: 

sro. 3. That nothing herein shall be construed to require the docketing 
of a judgment or decree of a United States court, or the filing of a tran- 
script thereof, in any State office within the same county or parish in the 
State of Louisiana, in which the judgment or decree is rendered, in order 
that such judgment or decree may ve a lien on any property within such 
county, if the United States court has a permanent office and keeps a judg 
ment record openatall times for public inspectionin such county or parish.” 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 10, page 1, strike out the words ‘‘ or parish in the State of Louisi 
ana.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.COOMBS. This bill is reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is it? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRYAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY NEXT. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HALL OF RECORDS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, on Friday last the House 
had under consideration the bill (S. 22) for the erection ofa hall 
of records in this city. I desire to call up that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] calls up the bill which was being considered under a 
special order on Friday last. The Clerk will report the title 
of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 22) making appropriations for the purchaso of ground and-the 
erection thereon, in the city of Washington, D. C., of a building to be uséd 
as a hall of records. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
this bili? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 22) making appropriations for the pur- 
chase of ground and the erection thereon, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., of a building to be used as a hall of records, with 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was last in session 
it was dividing on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN] fixing the amount to be carried in 
the bill at $175,000. After a division was demanded and a vote 
taken the point of no quorum was made, wherexpon the com- 
mittee rose. The question is now on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [I desire to know if an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska would be in order 
at this stage of the proceedings? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not, because the committee is 
dividing. 
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Mr. REED. The committee is dividing. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to secure order. 
The question is on ihe amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska, fixing the amount at $175,000. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

Mr. REED. I thought the committee was dividing when we 
arose the last time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. REED. And tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's statement is correct. 
Tellers will take their places. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 
was acting as teller. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman is absent, and the 
Chair will request the gentleman from Nebraska to actas teller 
in his place. 

Mr. WILLIAM 
read? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sume their places, the Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A. STONE. Can we have the amendment 


Without objection, before the tellers re- | 


In line 5, 


sent—— 


The CHAIRMAN. 
committee comes to order. 


page 2. 
thousand ” and insert 


Mr. BRYAN. 


strike out 


what gentlemen are saying. 
pose does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. BRYAN. 
ten minutes’ discussion before the vote is taken again. 


IT want to ask unanimous consent that we have 
It is 


the words ‘‘two hundred and seventy-five 
‘‘one hundred and seventy-five.” 


Mr. Chairman, I want to ask unanimous con- 
The gentleman will suspend until the 


It isimpossible for the Chair to hear | 
[After apause.] For what pur- | 


agreeable to the gentleman in charge of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. BRYAN. 


utes on either side. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. REED. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. REED. 


Mr. BRYAN. 


bate. 
Mr. REED. 


Ten on either side? 
Five or ten minutes on either side—ten min- 


Pending the count by tellers, the gentle- 
man from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that there be ten 
minutes’ debate on either side. 


[ have no objection to general debate. 


I do not want it limited to ten minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine objects, and 


tellers will take their places. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 38. 


Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
the point of no quorum. 


to respond: 


General debate has been closed. 

I have no objection to having debate reopened 
on the condition that we have general debate. 

We do not want more than ten minutes’ de- 


I shall object to that, because if we open debate 


The gentleman from New York makes 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


Adams, Pa. Dunn, Johnson, Ohio Pearson, 
Aitken, Dunphy, Kilgore, Phillips, 
Aldrich, Durborow, Kribbs, Price, 
Alexander, Edmunds, Lacey, Quigg, 
Apsley, tllis, Ky. Lapham, Randall, 
Avery, Enloe, Lawson, Rayner, 
Barnes, Epes, Lefever, Reyburn, 
Belden, Erdman, Lisle, Richardson, Mich. 
Belizhoover, Fielder, Livingston, Robertson, La. 
Berry, Fithian, Loudenslager, Robinson, Pa. 
Bland, Fletcher, Maddox, Rusk, 
Boatner, Forman, Magner, Russell, Ga. 
Boutelle, Funston, Marshall, Ryan, 
Breckinridge, Ky Gardner, Marvin, N. Y. Schermerhorn, 
Brosius, Geli: senhainer, McAleer, Scranton, 
Bunn, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Settle, 
Burnes, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Sherman, 
Burrows, Goodnight, McCulloch, Sibley, 
Cadmus, Gorman, McDearmon, Sickles, 
Campbell, Grout, McDowell, Simpson, 
Capehart, Grow, McKeighan, Sipe, 

Caugey, Haines, Meiklejohn, Sorg, 
Chickering, Hall, Mo. Mercer, Stephenson, 
Childs, Harmer, Meredith, Stockdale, 
Clancy. Harris, Meyer, Stone, C. W. 
Cockran, Hatch, Milliken, Storer, 
Coffeen, Heard, Montgomery, Strait, 
Cooper, Fla. Heiner, Morse, Straus, 
Cornish, Henderson, lowa Moses, Strong, 
Covert, Hendrix, Murray, Swanson, 
Culberson, Hicks, Mutchler, Talbott, Md. 
Curtis, N.Y. Hines, Neill, Taylor, Tenn. 
beForcst, Hooker, N. Y. Newlands, Tracey, 
Dingley, Houk, Oates, Tucker, 
Dinsmore, Hull, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Va. 
Donovan, Hutcheson, Patterson, Turpin, 
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Updegraff, Weadock, Wilson, Wash Wr 
Wadsworth, Wheeler, 111 Wise 

Vi er, White, W olverion, 

W ger, Whitia Wo nner, 


The CHAIRMAN. 


‘che committee will rise. 
The committes t 


accordingly rose, and speaker resumed 


| the chair. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the 
Ho :se on.the state of the Union, having under consideration the 
bill S. 22, found itself without a quorum. I caused the roll to 
be called, as required by the rule, and herewith report the 
names of the absentees, to be entered upon the Journal, 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Chairman of 


Whole 





| the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
| reports that that committee, having under consideration the bill 
S. 22, found itself without a quorun:. whereupon the committee 
rose and he reports the names oj the absentees io the liouse. 





The names of the absentces will be entered upon the Journal. 
One hundred and ninety-five gentlemen having responded to 
their names, under the rule the committee wil! resume its ses- 
sion. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr, COOMBS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their place he 
Chair will state to the gentleman from New York that the vote 


will have to be again taken. 
Iask unanimous consent that we have ten min- 
utes’ debate before we come to a vote. 


Mr. BRYAN. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


made before this morning and objected to by 


is there objection? 


Mr. Chairman, that request was 


the gentieman 


from Maine [Mr. REED] unless general debate were opened. In 
his absence, I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


jects, 


42, noes 31. 


‘The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from | 
and tellers will take their places. 
The committee again divided: and the tellers reported 


upon, the Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 
Adams, Pa 
Aitken, 
Aldrich 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery. 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Barnes 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair. 

Bland 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Breckinridge, Ky 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 


Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary, 
Geissenbainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Griffin, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Haines, 

Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, N. C 
Hendrix, 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ohio 


Kem 

Kilgore 
Kripbs 
Lacey. 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Marshall 
Marvin, N. Y 
McAleer, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McK eighan, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Newlands 
Oates, 
O'Neil 
Pence, 
Perkins, 

Pigott 

Quigg, 

Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reilly, 

Reyburn 
Richardson, Mich 
Robertson, La 


Mass 


,ennsylvania 


ob- 


ayes 


The point of no quorum being insisted 


Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Sorg,. 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A 
storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
‘Tracey. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Updegraff 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, 11) 
White, 
Whiting. 
Wilson, Wash 
Wolverto: 
Woodard 

W oomer 
Wright, Pa 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
having had under consideration a bill (S. 22), and finding itself 
without a quorum, he, as chairman, had caused the roll to be 
called, and now reported the names of the absentees to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Thenames of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and sixty-five gentlemen have 
answered to their names. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 
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a call of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
ra call of the House, and 
semed to have it. 


SANKHEAD. Imove 
1 i taken on orderi 
| that the ayes 
for a division. 
] and there wer 

Vas ordered. 

ded to call the roll, 
d to respond: 


ion wa 


vy wep 


ayes 72, no 


_ 


when the following-named 


Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sib dle 

Sie 16s, 
Sim] pson, 
Sipe, 

Sore, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Storer, 


Edmunds, Livingston, 
i‘llis, Ky. Lockw ‘00d, 
oe Louw lager, 

4pes, Miz vad Ox, 
a rdman Magner, 
Fielder, Mahon, 
For nan, Marsh, 
Gardner, Marshall, 

Beltrin i Gea Marvin, N. Y. 

Blai Gillet, N. Y. McAleer, 

Blas Gillett, Mass. McDearmon, 

Boatner Goodnight, McDowell, 

Bou a, Gorman, Mercer. 

Bow Jal. Grifiin, Meredith, Strait, 

Bre nridg ry. Grout, Meyer, Straus, 

Br Grow, Montgomery, Tawney, 

Bun Haines, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 

Hall, Mo. Moses, Thomas, 

Harmer Murray, Tracey 

Harter, Mutchler, Tucker, 

Hatch, Neill, Turner, 

Heiner Oates, Turpin, 

Henderson, Iowa O’Neil, Mass. Van Voorhis, 

Hendrix, Paynter, Wadsworth, 

Hicks, Phillips, Walker, 

Hines, Quigg, Wanger, 

Hooker, N. Y. Randal, Weadock, 

Hopkins, Pa. Ray, Wever, 

Houk, Rayner, Wheeler, Ill. 

Hull, Reyburn, White, 

Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich. Whiting, 

Ikirt, Robertson, La. Wilson, Wash. 

Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa, Wise, 

Kilgore, Rusk, Wolverton, 

Kribbs, Russell, Ga. Woomer, 

Lacey, Ryan, Wright, Pa. 

Lawson, Schermerhorn, 

Dunph Lefever, Scranton, 

Durborow, Lisle. Settle, 


The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of the gentlemen who failed to respond to 
the first call. On this call excuses are in order. 

The call was completed. 

The SPEAKER. On this call 195 gentlemen have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to vacate the special.order under which this bill is being 
considered by the House, and to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

entieman from Alabama? 

Mr. REED. What will be the next business in order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The call of committees, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. No; we have no call of committees on this 
Monday. The only matter of which the Chair has knowledge 
is a bill reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency 
that has some privilege. The Chair does not know, however, 
whether there is any purpose to call that bill up at this time or 
not. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have been told, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is not the purpose to call that bill up now. It was the 
intention to do so, but on account of the absence of certain mem- 
bers, that purpose, I understand, has been abandoned. 

Mr.REED. W ell, [ will not embarrass the Hoi ise by making 
any objection. I do not think anybody wants to vote on this 
hi - of-records bill. 

‘he SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the order under 
Ww hic h this bill is being considered will be vacated and the bill 
will be withdrawn 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, on account of sickness. 

‘o Mr. ENLOE, for this day, on account of sickness. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, at 2 o'clock 
p. m. (pursuant to the resolution previously adopted), adjourned 
until Thursday, July 5. 


Bui 
Burr 
Cadmu 
‘ampbell, 
sapehart, 
Jnavicering, 
nilds 
lancy, 
Jobb, Mo 
jockran, 
Sooper, Fla. 
jooper, Tex 


Va. 
N.Y. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7216) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Joseph G. Marsh, of the United States steamship Galena, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


JULY 2, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and 
of the following titles were tlneiedbl. and 
follows: 

sy Mr. 
Japanese de 
the Committ 


m 


By Mr. BRI 


memorials 
severally referred as 
EVERETT: A bill (H.R. 7630) to enable persons ot 
cent to become citizens of 
© on the Judiciary. 
CKNER: A bill (H. R. 7631 
car service on railroads in the 1 | 

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7638) to declare all railways 
the United States public postal routes, and for other purpo: 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A joint resolution (HL. 
)0) for continuing in employment the mechanics and laborers a 
10 various navy-yards—to the Committe e on Appropriations 
By Mr. CRAIN: A resolution directing the Committee on In 
terstate and Foreign Commerce to invest tigate the cause and ex- 
tent of the disturbance between labor and the Pullman Ca: 
Company and certain railroad corporations whereby the trans- 
portation of the mails and of freight and passengers is obstructed 
in and among the several States, and to report thereon—to th 
Committee on Interstate and Foreien Commerce. 

By er. McETTRICE: A resolution of the Commonwealth o 
Massachusetts, relative to the appointment and removal of vet 
erans in the national civil service —to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
relative to national legislation for the suppression of the lotter) 
traffic—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, con 
cerning the gypsy moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


the United States—to 


to regul ate sl sping ~ 


Inites St 3—to the Committeo 


° 
y 


x 
tl 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refer red as follows: 

3y Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 7632) for the relief; 
Thomas E. Breckenridge—to the Committee on Ciaims. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to 
William A. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H.R. 7634) for the relief of th 
Western Miami tribal Indians—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 7635) to remove the charge of 
sertion standing against the name of Philo Newman—to 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7636) for the relief of John M 
Laughlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7637) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the St. Marys River from St. Marys, 
Ohio, to Fort Wayne, Ind., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PETITIONS, ETC 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 
7607, to pension Mrs. Aletha D. Plank—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Long 
Branch, N. J., for the exemption of fraternal beneficiary socie- 
ties, orders, or associations from the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., 
for exempting the fraternal beneficiary orders from| the a 
erations of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of B. Winter, of Rock Island, IIL, 
against any inereased tax on whisky and any extension of pres- 
ent bonded period—to the Committee on _Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Protest of citizens of Selma, Dallas County, 
Ala., against raising the tax on whisky—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Petition of Frank E. Gedfiess, * Oe A 
Schultz, and others, of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring Sisniieaiak 
to the tariff bill exempting beneticiary societies from income 
~ ~to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Way ne County, Pa., against including beneficial fraternal socie- 
ties in the operations of the proposed income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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TUESDAY, July 3, 1894. 
iC s wy ti n of le nslati 'e Droe edings of Monday, July ? 1894.] 
‘he Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the re- 
e 
' TION 
| VICE-PRI the nate a communica- 
i m the At n¢ smitting,in r« sponse to a 
re tion of the Li ine 20, 1894, a list of the judgments 
rendered in the Court of Claims in Indian depredation ca 
his | report, together with a statement of the date when ec: 
wa ndered, et« which, with the accompanying papers wa 
referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ord: 
to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for the prevention of obstructive and injurious deposits 


within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City, for 


the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, $114,000, as 
submitted bv the Secretary of War; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The fotle wing bills received yesterday from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

The hill (H. R. 2794) to amend the judiciary act of August 13, 

to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. ¢ 
Felmet, George H. Smathers, and others—to the Committee on 


18S88— 


(ndian Affairs. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report 
for 1S34—to the Committee on Printing. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 






bill (H. R. 1110) to correct the military reeord of Calvin 
Daniel: 
. bill (HL. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from th: 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, a8 a former member of Company 
i, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 


crant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 
A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 
bill (HI. R. 272¢ 
against the name 
ill (H. R. 
Kale: and 
A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of 
ugainst the name Joseph G. Utter. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their 
and re ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 
\ bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. I 
ton; 
A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane: 
A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane: 
\ bill (H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow 
of Thoms is C. Holt 
\ bill (A. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 
ro (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vos 
A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Tr imble; 
(H.R. 
H. R. 


) to te Re charge of desertion st 
of Edward J. Butler; 
3147) granting an honsrabie discharge to Wilson 


and- 
ins 


4 
\ | 


desertion stand- 
ing of 


titles. 


srough- 


ng 


pure; 


A bill 5097) to increase the pension of Mary Stahl; 

A biil ( 5194) to pension G. O. Greiner, of Texas: 

A bill (H.R. 5351) granting a pension to Colestia P. Hartt; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue: 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. We oods, widow of 
William W. W oods, late of Company “E, Sixteenth [llinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefeo; 

A bill (H.R.6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely; 

A bill (8. R.6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith: 

A bill (H.R.6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman 
insane child; and 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting 
Susie Conway. 


an 


an increase of pension to Mrs. 
MARY BROWN. 


Tho VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of oe es to the bill (S. 920) to pen- 
sion Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vi 
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The amendment of the House of Rep! es oe es was, in lino 

after ** volunteers,” to insert the following } one 

t Tt shown tothe satisfaction of the S tary of 

hat the soldier’s death was a result of his militar; 

GALLINGER. 11 the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House ¢ sntatives, and re con- 
ference on the disagreein the two House 

“he motion was agreed to. 

by unanimous consent, the Vice-! ident was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part ofthe Senate; and Mr.PALM! 
Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 

EARNEST C. EMERSO} 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend 
ment of the House of Repre sentatives to the bill (S. 207) gran 
ing a pens sion to Karnest C. Emerson. 

“he amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 
i to strike out ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month” and insert ‘‘ sub 
ject to the limitations and provisions of the act of June 27, 
1800.’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
ame ndment of the House of Representatives, and request a con 

‘rence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 


PALMER, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the 
aang of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
bill No. 7564, defining the term ‘' anarchist,’ 
for c ries atte mpted by anarchists; 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Stone Cutters’ Associatio 
of Canton, Ohio, praying that the sale of goods made by convit 
labor be confined to the State in which they are made: which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

also presented a petition of the Millers’ Meeting, of Cin 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation legaliz- 
ing railroad pooling; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a p 
and a petition of 27 citizens of Akron, Ohio, praying that [ra 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tarif 
bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

of 


Builders’ Ex- 
Liaus 3 
*and fixing penalty 
which Ww as referred 


1 
to tho 


mn 


‘tition of 29 citizens of Toledo, Ohio, 


Mr. LODGE ented a petition of the Legislature of th 
State of Massachusetts, praying that preference be given in {| 
retention and employment of Union veterans in the publ 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Servi 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of theLegislature of the Stat 
Massachusetts, praying that an appropriation be made for 1 


extermination of the -gypsy moth; which was referred to 

Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Legi slat ire of the S 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of le 

‘ess the lottery traflic; which was ordered to lie on the tal 

He also presented the petition of Henry E. Cobb and sund 


rislation | 


r citizens of Suffoik County, Mass., and the petition ef ‘ 
J. Green and sundry other citizens of Boston, Mass., prayin 
that the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associ: 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented petitions of U.S. Davis and 15 other citi- 
zens of Boston; of Andrew J. Wilson and sun other citizens 
of Salem; of M. H. Minty and sundry other citi ens of Boston; 
of John W. Jewett and s undry other citizens of Danvers; of Wil- 

iam C. Burdick and sundry other citizens of Borden; of Herbert 
A. Rhoades and sundry other citizens of Cambridge, and of 
B. Cleveland, H. D. Rogers, and sundry other citizens, all in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying that fraternal beneficiary so- 
| cleties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill: which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, ; orn ist the Senate will pardon 
ine for sug ting r that upon looki over the questions which 


Ss 
iain open in 


ren n the bill the y are more numerous than those dis- 
posed ofon yesterday. Perhaps they do not involve considera- 
ations that : vill take anything like the time that some of the 
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questions took on yesterday; but I sincerely hope that each Sen- 
ator will consent and resolve that we shall disposeof the bill be- 
fore adjournment to-day or to night or whatsoever time we may 
reach the point of adjournment, in order that we may adjourn 
over to-morrow. I simply desire to submit the suggestion, hav- 
ing with some care looked at the questions which remain open. 
If we will economize time so far as we canconsistent with proper 
consideration I am sure that we can get through with the bill 
by a reasonable adjourning hour. 

‘I desire to take the liberty of submitting the suggestion. I 
shall not ask for any unanimous consent or attempt any coercive 
measure of any sort now or hereafter, but I appeal in all sin- 
cerity and earnestness to every Senator to let us try to dispose 
of the bill to-day, and before we adjourn to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. Isympathize with the Senator from Tennessee, 
but for my own convenience I should like to ask him whether 
he would feel it to be his duty to ask the Senate tosit to-morrow 
if it shovld be found that the bill can not be finished this after- 
noon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Consulting my own sense of duty and pro- 
priety I should stay here to any hour to-night or all day to-mor- 
row and to-morrow night sooner than let the bill go over an- 
other day or days. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if we proceed at once with the con- 
sideration of the bill we shall get through with it to-day ata 
reasonable time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope so. As far as I am concerned Iam 
done, having said all I desire to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely rose, in response to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Tennessee, to call his attention 
to the fact that what might be called the short debates of 
yesterday occupied very little time. There were two or three 
speeches of considerable length made upon the Hawaiian reci- 
procity clause, but the Senate made rapid progress, as it seemed 
to me, with the bill—progress sufficiently rapid, as I think. 
While, as far as lam concerned, I am willing to go on as we did 
yesterday and am willing to finish the bill to-day if it can be so 
finished after all the debate which Senators desire to bring to 
the consideration of the bill, and if it is not disposed of to-day 
to dispose of it on Thursday, I certainly hope the Senator from 
Tennessee will on no account think of proceeding with the bill 
on the Fourth of July. Ican not conceive of a worse work for 
the Senate of the United States to engage in than to continue 
the attack which this bill makes upon American industries on 
the day which signalizes American independence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
words: 

270. Burlaps, containing not over 40 threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, 2v per cent ad valorem. 

And insert after paragraph 424, page 98: 

4244. Burlaps, and bags for grain made of burlaps. 

Mr. CULLOM, LIregret very much that the Senator from 
Texas sees proper to offer an amendment proposing to put bur- 
laps and bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, etc., upon the free 
list. Both these are industries which are carried on in differ- 
ent parts of the country, to a considerable extent in my own 
State, and it does seem to me that as the poiicy of the Senate is 
iw give some protection to almost all manufacturing industries, 
this industry ought not to be made an exception. I hope the 
Senate will think better of what should be done than to place 
both these articles upon the free list. The industry has been 
carried on in my own State for many years and it gives employ- 
ment to a good many people who are laboring men. I hope the 
amendment proposed will not be adopted. 

Mr.PLATT. lLask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], on 
which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr.MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
announce my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I wish toinquire 
whether the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] 
has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
has not voted. 

Mr. PALMER. 
Senator. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). 

air with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

e were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Strike out paragraph 270, in the following 


I withhold my vote, being paired with that 


I have a general 
If 
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Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN], and withhold my 
vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘nay.” " 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was ealled). I em paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MrrouEuy, but will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky] 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” re 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon!, but I transfer my pair to the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. DOLPH], but my vote being necessary to make a quorum, 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
frem Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON], but I transfer my pxir to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘nay” to make a quorum. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formed. 

Mr. FRYE. 
land. 

Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is necessarily ab- 
sent,and is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
CAMERON]. i wishto make thisannouncement for all the votes 
that may be taken to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if the junior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with that Senator, but am author- 
ized to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.’” I shall with- 
draw my vote if it should change the result or if a quorum votes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I inquire if the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Although paired with that Senator, [ am 
authorized to vote to make aquorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. For the purpose of making a quorum, I vote 
‘* nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I ask if 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SMitH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw my vote, unless it is necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. WALSH], and vote “ yea.”’ 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the negative). 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—28. + 


Jones, Ark. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Pasco, 
Peffer, 
NAYS—17. 
Power, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
NOT VOTING —40., 
Jones, Ney. 
Kyle, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 


He has not voted, the Chair is in- 


I am paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


I desire to 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Faulkner, 


Perkins, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
White. 


George, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hill, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 


Hale, 
Hawley, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Platt, 


Teller, 


Allison, 
Washburn. 


Cullom, 
Davis, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 


Patton, 
Pettigrew, 
Proctor, 
Pugh, 
Smith, 
Squire 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey. 
Chandler, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 70, paragraph 275, in line 17, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out after the word 


Daniel, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Hansbrough, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
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a 
“cuffs” the words ‘‘and shirts,” and inserted ‘* composed wholly 
ov in part of linen, 30 cents per dozen pieces, and in addition 
thereto 30 per cent ad valorem; shirts;” in line 19, after the 
word ‘‘all,” inserted ‘‘ other,” and in line 22 before the words 
‘ner cent” struck out ‘*and linen hydraulic hose, thirty-five,” 
and inserted “‘fifty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

975, Collars and cuffs, composed wholly or in part of linen, 30 cents per 
dozen pieces, andin addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem; shirts and all 
other articles of wearing apparel of every description, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, composed wholly or in part of linen, 50 per cent ad 
Vv rem. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of 
this amendment as made in Committee of the Whole. It im- 
poses a duty of from 85 to 125 or 150 per cent upon the great in- 
dustry of Troy, N. Y., where are factories making collars and 
eulls. I trust that Senators upon this side of the Chamber will 
stand by this industry and this great exemplary protective duty, 
and [hope the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber 
will do the same. 

It seems to me that it would have been better to have allowed 
paragraphs 270 and 271 to stand as they were before the motion 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus}. I had hoped that the 
Senator from Texas would remain subdued during the remain- 
der of the discussion of the bill, but he came into the debite 
yesterday, and, as I was standing in the rear of the Chamber, I 
heard the word “robber” proceed from his mouth. ‘* Robber” 
is a favorite word with the Senator, and I supposed, of course, 
he was denouncing anew the robber tariff barons; but no, it 
séems he was denouncing the great and good President of the 
Hawaiian Republic, the peer among the nations of the Senator’s 
President of the United States, once addvessed by that Presi- 
dent as his ‘‘ great and good friend.” The Senator from Texas 
turns from the denunciation of the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land as robbers to the denunciation of the President of a sis- 
ter Republic as a robber! 

The two sections as they stood before the Senator made his 
motion were admirable illustrations of the condition of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Here we had a product of a manufacturing in- 
dustry in the United States placed upon the free list, while we 
have a duty upon the raw material from which that manufacture 
is derived. This was the condition, a very apt illustration of 
the principle upon which Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber were constructing this bill, one of the anomalies of 
the bill, or, perhaps, as some would call it, one of the beauties 
of the bill. 

The Senators in charge of the bill put bagging manufactured 
from burlaps by machinery and hand labor upon the free list, 
and they put a duty upon the burlaps, the raw material of that 
manufacture, thereby utterly destroying the manufacture of 
bagging in this country. So no burlaps would be imported at 
all, the Government would get no revenue whatever, and the 
business of manufacturing bagging from burlaps in this country 
would be utterly blotted out and destroyed. 

The illustration of the way this bill was framed was all the 
more striking, standing as it does within four paragraphs from 
the paragraph imposing a duty on collars and cuffs, which my 
amiable and industrious friend, the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. MurRPHY], has succeeded in introducing into and re- 
taining in this bill. 

Mr. President, the so-called conservative Senators one after 
another have retired satisfied. We hear no more complaint 
from the Senator from Maryiand [Mr. GORMAN] or from the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY] or from the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], members of the conservative 
forces who wereorganized to defeat this bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives and also as it came from the hands of 
the Finance Committee. They have alldisappeared. The Sen- 
ator from New York stands triumphant before the people of 
Troy, before the people of his own State, and before the country 
as the author and defender and protector of a 125 per cent duty 
upon collars and cuffs; and now comes the Senator from Texas 
and destroys the best illustration of the way in which this bill 
has been constructed by Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, by changing the clauses as to bags and burlaps from 
a duty upon the raw material and noduty upon the manufactured 
article to an exemption of duty, putting both of them upon the 
free list. 

Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator from Texas has asserted 
himself in the final discussion of this bill. I hope the commit- 
tee will take these three paragraphs into careful consideration 
before the bill passes from the Senate, or if the bill shall pass 
the Senate, and those Senators deal with these paragraphs in 
conference, I hope they will either put burlapsand bagging upon 
the dutiable list, or else that they will strike collars and cuffs 
out of the dutiable list. 

Nothing can be more absurd than the vote which the Senate 








has just given to put bagging upon the free list and that which 
it will shortly give upon a yea-and-nay vote to put a duty of 125 
er cent upon collars and cuffs. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has fairly appreciated the 
modest course that has been pursued by the junior Senatorfrom 
New York [Mr. MurpHy]in this matter. He is inclined, I see, 
to be satirical upon the Senator. I think, on the other hand, 
he ought to praise the junior Senator from New York for hav- 
ing been so self-restrained in his demands upon this bill. That 
Senator represents with his colleague [Mr. HILL], who has been 
in and ont of season fighting certain provisions of this bill, the 
greatest of the American Commonwealths, containing in its 
borders the greatest of industries by the score and hundreds and 
thousands, and hundreds of those industriesare doomed to death 
by this bill. 

The junior Senator from New York has been very modest in 
his demands upon the committee. He has not claimed that the 
great State of New York should be saved in this bill, and thereby 
added to the embarrassment and indeed consternation of the 
committee, but he has limited himself to this comparative little 
industry in his own town. 

Mr. President, when the Senator from New York looks over 
all the great industries in his State to which he has paid no at- 
tention, and seesthem sacrificed by this bill, for which he will 
vote, and knows that he had the power to exact greater condi- 
tions by far than he has, he must say to himself in the language 
of Clive, ‘‘I wonder, sir, at my moderation;” and we wonder at 
the moderation of the Senator from New York. He follows 
along and trails in the course of the committee and will vote for 
this bill, not because he has exacted from the committee protec- 
tion for the numerous industries in his State and can go to his 
State with that record, but he is content with the little industry 
of collars and cuffs which wrap the wrists and the necks of a few 
or many American people, and which are manufactured in his 
own town. 

There has been no such instance of moderation in this bill 
from the beginning as that exercised by the Senator from New 
York, and I congratulate the committee that the Senator from 
New York, whose vote is so essential upon this bill, has limited 
himself and his demands to what is contained in this provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays upon concur- 
ring in the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator fromm Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote 
** yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota {|Mr. HANSBROUGH], who is ab- 
sent, but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBson]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Tho roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER]. This announcement will govern to-day’s voting. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but I have 
transferred that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], 
who is temporarily absent, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Allen, Dubois, Lindsay, Perkins, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lodge, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Frye, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McMillan, Roach, 
Call, Gray, Martin, Smith, 
Chandler, Harris, Mills, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis Turpie, 
Coke, Hunton, Morgan, Vest, 
Cullom, Irby, Murphy, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Palmer, White. 
Davis, Kyle, Pasco, 

NAYS—5. 
Allison, Man.lerson, Peffer, Sherman, 
Carey, 

NOT VOTING—237. 

Aldrich, Camden, Gibson, Higgias, 
Berry, Cameron, Gordon, Hill, 
Brice, Dixon, Gorman, Hoar, 
Butler, Dolph, Hale, Jarvis, 
Caffery, George, Hansbrough, Jones, Nev, 
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McPherson, 
Mitchell, Oregor 
Morrill 

Patt : 

Pettig 


So the am 


The VICI 


Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


juire 


necs, 


xR? 


Valsad, 


urred in. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
aragraph 278, in the following words: 

ep, hair of the goat, alpaca, and other like an- 

j nofsiub>ing waste, roving waste, ring waste, mungo, shod- 

die ‘netted or carded waste, carbonized noils or other waste product, 

1ich is comp wholly or in part of wool, the hair of the camel, 

gout, alpaca, and other like animals, which has been improved or advanced 

beyond its original condition as waste by the use of machinery or the ap- 

plication of lat a, or both, and carbonized wool, shall be subject toa duty 
of 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Lhave noobjection to the striking out of the 
paragraph, if it is desired, because I wish to offer a substitute 
ior it. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move a substitute for paragraph 278. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

‘The SHCRHTARY. Insert as paragraph 278 the following: 

Zim. Wool of thesheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to make alast appeal 
to the Senate of the United States to give some protection to one 
of the great industries of our country. Itisa class generally 
known as tho fifth of the industries of the United States, includ- 
ing the manufactureof woolens. I have no doubt it fully comes 
up to that grade. It gives employment, not exclusive employ- 
ment but general employment, to over a million farmers in the 
United States who are engaged in the growth of wool. It in- 
volves an annual product estimated at $125,000,000 under the 
former prices, probably under the prices now in force about 
eighty or ninety million dollars. 

It is therefore a great industry. And yet this industry has 
been left solitary and alone without the slightest protection 
given to it, directly or indirectly. The manufacture of woolen 
goods is amply protected. Even yesterday amendments were 
proposed and adopted without dissent adding largely to the pro- 
tection of manufactures of wool. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Ohio and his friends 
on the other side be content as to the duty on woolen goods now 
fixed and not undertake to raise them if we vote this tax on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As far as Iam concerned I would propose 
no change in the woolen schedule except one, and that is in the 
next paragraph, where the rate ought to be the same as other 
grades of wool, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator believe his associates will 
take the same position? 

Mr.SHERMAN. They may speak for themselves; I can only 
speak for myself. Thatis a part of the argument I intend to 
make. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should be very glad _ to vote for the Sena- 
tor’s amendment if I supposed thst it would not be made the 
ground of another claim to raise the duties on woolen goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Before I get through the Senator, I think, 
will be answered. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a proposition to levy a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem. Ido not believe asa general rule in the 
principle of ad valorem taxes, because they are so easily evaded 
and are constantly evaded by importers of foreign goods, 

Still, I propose it in order to attract at least one or two Demo- 
cratic votes, because with two Democratic votes some protec- 
tion may be given to wool. I intend tomake thestatement very 
emphatic, that if all protection to wool is denied by the Senate 
of the United States it will be done by the Democratic party. 
No member on this side of the Chamber will refuse to vote for a 
reasonable, for even a moderate, protection on wool. So far as I 
can gather from the votes that have been heretofore cast, ever 
one of the so-called Populists will vote in that way. So thatif 
this protection to wool and the farmers is Genied it will be de- 
nied by a partisan and a unanimous vote against what I believe 
to be the opinion of a large number of Senatorson the other side 
of the Chamber. 

if this was onlya small interest, a matter not involving many 
people or much money; unless it involved the destruction of a 
great interest, I would not be here pleading for what I ought 
rather to demand as a right, but I do ask it. 

Now, what is tne general principle on which we all agree— 
the fundamental principle in regard to taxation on imported 
goods? I think I can state it in a few words, and that even the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs], who is said to be a free trader, 


scamel, 


any ol W 
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The next reserved amendment will 


JULY 3, 
bntinsieianinhdiaatiesiciedte 
will agreewith mein the general proposition I make. The truo 
rule for tariff taxation is to levy a duty upon every article t ae 
competes with domestic production atarate that will, with other 
duties, yield enough revenue to supply the current needs of tho 
Government and at the same time maintain wages and prices at 
the American standard. —s 

That was the old Democratic rule, acted upon since 1816, unti] 
the Democratic party disappeared from the contro! of our poli- 
tics in 1860. It was the rule advocated by every Democratic 
President and especially emphasized by Gen. Jackson. Indecd 
the very rule that I have stated here is substantially the dec- 
laration made by Gen. Jackson in his first message to Concre 

There is another rule equally binding, and that is that pro 
tection should extend to all branches of industry. It should 
apply not only to the workshop, to the mine, and to the farm. 
Every kind of industry of this country ought to be dealt with 
alike; there should be no discrimination. Lt is a great mistake 
to suppose that our tariff laws are intended for the protection o 
manufacturers only. 

If it were confined only to manufactures, as a matter of cour 
the great mass of the people all over the country, being farme: 
or miners, or engaged in various pursuits, would be indiffe: 
to the general theory of protection; but it is because this ru! 
is sought to be fairly and impartially applied to all branches o! 
industrv that it has taken a strong hold upon the popular mind 
and is now practically adopted by two-thirds of the people of the 
United States. 

I say, therefore, you can not discriminate against the product 
of the farm in favor of the product of the manufacturing estab- 
lishment, or in favor of the miner. All must be dealt fairly 
with upon the same general principle. The labor bestowed by 
the farmer, the manufacturer, and the miner should be equally 
protected to the precise extent and proportion as his labor con- 
tributes to the value of the completed article. 

All the necessaries of life are made by the combined labor of 
different classes of people. Especially is this true in regard to 
clothing. Thefirst want of human life is food; th second want 
is clothing; the next want is shelter. These are fundamental 
wants lying at the foundation of all industries. We must have 
food every day. We must have clothing according to the sea- 
son. We must have shelterfromstorms. All te industries in 
volved in producing food, clothing, or shelter ought to be alike 
protected. But from the nature of things shelter being locally 
established in our own land it needs no special protection, al- 
though the things that enter into the building even of a hous 
ought to be fairly protected alike, so that the domestic manu- 
facturer or producer of those articles should be protected to 
the extent of the difference in wages paid here and in countries 
competing with us. 

So far as clothing is concerned, one-half of the expense and 
cost of clothing is in the wool that is contained in the cloths. 
That is a rule which may be applied generally, although not 
universally, because of late the adoption of cotton and other 
textiles have sometimes changed somewhatour clothing. More 
or less other articles enter into our clothing; but as a rule in 
évery $200 worth of cloth that is brought into this country or 
manufactured in this country, one-half of the value is the work 
of the farmer; and that work is not merely an incidental work, 
like the opening of a mine or day’s labor, but it is the work o! 
the whole year. * 

The farmer bestows his work upon the sheep from the Ist of 
June of one year to the Ist of June of the next in winter and in 
summer. Every day's care is reqtired more or less for the sheep 
raised by the farmer. His crop is only cut at the proper se 
son of the year, and then alone can he receive anything for his 
toil and labor. This industry lies at the very foundation of 
the greatindustries of clothing, protectionagainstcold. Under 
these circumstances the farmer ought to be protected to a rea- 
sonable extent. He ought to be protected equally with the 
manufacturer. ; 

It is highly important that we should maintain in this country 
of ours the general manufacture of our clothing. Now, nearly 
all, I think three-fourths or four-fifths of the clothing used by 
the peopie of the United States,is home made. It used to be 
made by the hand loom in almost every family in the country, 
and now it is made in manufacturing establishments. We have 
built this up. It is right. The manufacturers contribute the 
other half to the value of the wool and thus make clothing. Is 
it not clear that the same degree of protection ought to be ex- 
tended to the work of the farmer as to the work of the manu- 
facturer? Undoubtedly it is. ‘ 

Therefore it is that this appeal comes with double weight; 
and yet by the action of the committee on the other side, by the 
action of our Democratic friends all protection whatever is de- 
nied to the farmer. No provision is made in hisfavor. He is 
brought into hard and close competition with wool grown on 
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the plains of Australia and South America and all other new | 


countries, and he is now sacrificed by the action of the Demo- 
cratic party. I wish it distinctly understood, and I shall show 
before [am through that by this act a blow will be struck by 
that party, a party which now abandons its principle, turns its 
back upon the declarations of the fathers of that party, and 
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seeks to strike this blow and yet at the same time give to the | 


manufacturers of woolensa liberal and proper duty for their pro- 
tection. 

Now, why should this discrimination be made? No man can 
answer. Undoubtedly if the farmer contributes one-half to the 
cost of the clothing and the manufacturer contributes the other 
half, the same rate of duty ought to be applied to both. 
stance, in every $200 of clothing $100 is the productof the farmer; 
the other hundred is the product of the manufacturer. A duty 
of 30 per cent on the wool imported in competition with the 
farmer will yield'a revenue to the United States of $30, and 
will be a protection to the farmer to that extent. 
when the imported cloth comes here it is doubled in value. It 
is worth $200 by the addition of the skill of the manufacturer. 
When that comes intoconsumptionin competition with the man- 
ufacturers of our own country we levy a duty of 30 per cent, or 
$60; so that under this principle, even by an equal rate of duty 
upon wool and woolens, we give to the farmer protection on his 
part of the product, and give to the manufacturer protection on 
his part of the product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think 1 ought to state in answer to the 
suggestion of the Senatorfrom Ohio that the scoured wool in a 
suit of clothes which costs $20 would be worth $3 instead of $10, 
as the Senator from Ohio seems to think. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can not hear the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr.ALDRICH. It takes 5 pounds of scoured wool to make 
a suit of clothes which would sell at from $15 to $20, and that 
scoured wool is worth in the market .to-day about 60 cents a 
pound, making $3. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that be true, although I do not concede 
it, because I think the division of the value of wool and wool- 
ens is more equal, it is a still stronger argument in favor of the 
farmer. If he contributes only one-tenth to the cloth he ought 
to have the one-tenth of protection. If his labor does not con- 


tribute more than one-tenth tothe finished product of wool, he | 


is entitled to protection at the same rate. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It isan argument in our favor. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is an argument entirely in our favor. | 
think the Senator from Rhode Island is mistaken, because I have 
seen it stated over and over again—it seems to have been con- 
ceded in thecommittee—that the value of the wool which enters 
into the cloth is equal to the value of the woolen goods. As a 


For in- | 


it | 
However, | 


matter of course raw wool full of grease and other things has to | 
be cleaned and scoured, and it is partially manufactured by the | 


farmer. ‘The farmers of Ohio as a rule send their wool into the 
market almost clear of grease or any other dirt; it is advanced 
by washing; but when it is further advanced for manufacture 
by scouring and by other processes, as a matter of course that 
is the labor of the manufacturer, and to the extent that he gives 
labor to this common product as a matter of course he ought to 
have the relative duty. 

Mr. President, if the fair average rate of duty on all the arti- 
cles on our tariff list is 30 per cent ad valorem, if itis found that 


30 per cent ad valorem on the aggregate of our importations | 


will yield us enough revenue from tariff duties to carry on the 
ordinary operations of the Government, that should be an aver- 
age rate. But as a matter of course in applying this rule there 
are many things that by common consent ought to be admitted 
duty free, and many articles ought to be favored by higher duties, 
and thus the general average is preserved. In order to protect 
special American industries we should give still higher rates of 
duty. But whatever rule may be applied ought to be applied 
equally to the farmer and to the manufacturer. 

The industry of woolgrowing in this country is of vital im- 
portance to the independence of the United States, to its security 
in time of war, to its success in time of peace. That is absolutely 
demonstrable. Every nation in the world ought to be at least 
independent in clothing. The shelter of the blanket for the 
soldier is as indispensable in war as in peace. Our fathers in 
the period of the war of 1812 suffered enormously because they 
had not the facility to manufacture woolen goods, and the home- 
made production of woolen goods increased largely on that ac- 
count. It was felt to be anevil, because we could not during the 
war import blankets, 

The production of a sufficient amount of wool in our country 
to supply the domestic needs is one of national importance; it 
is one that is demanded by us for safety in peace and necessity 
in war. There can be no doubt about that. It is an industry 


that must be maintained in the United States if we would be 





| duty amply sufficient to protect th 





independent. As it is now we produce 303,000,000 pounds o 
wool. We import about 170,000,000 pounds of the coarser wo 
to mix with if to make carpets and the like. So that no 

have established in this country an industry almost sufficient 
supply our entire wants, and if a reasonable protection can nov 
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be given to wool we can raise in this country all the wool that 
is n ssary for our consumption, because we have the advan- 
tage also of vast plains in the West. 


We have the advantage of new paris of the country that may 


feed sheep at little cost and little expense. Most of the sheep 
now drift from the Eastto the West. Thesheepindustry is now 
established west of the Mississippi River. Nearly all—t 
thirds—of the sheep in our country are now westof the Missis- 
sippi River. So this industry there may increase and 
Texas itself could supply a large amount of the coa 


the country. 

By the way, I can say to the Senators 
State that I have telegrams and letters from s 
persons in different parts of the State, which I have not p 
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sented or bothered them with, earnestly petitioning ‘ 
to give to the woolgrowers of Texas a reasonable pr n 
anything. They say they demand it. They can not ec { 
single-handed without protection against other countries 

the freight and all otherelements of cost are in favor of 1] 
ducers in South America and Australia. [am therefore a 
surprised that our friends from Texas do not see the impo 


tance of preserving this industry. But that is for tl to 

Now, Mr. President, there is one question which i wi 
present, on which probably my friends on this side of th 
ber may differ with me, and that is that a very faulty pr 
tion was adopted under the tariff act of 1867, which prov 
what are called the compensatory duties in favor of tl 
facturer; that is, the manufacturers insisted, in their confere 
with the woolgrowers, that they ought to have not only an « 
rate of duty on manufactures, but an additional duty, 
cover the rate imposed upon wool. The unfortunate yiei 
this proposition undoubtedly led to much evil that has gix 
up since, and many complications that have arisen between 
sheep-growers and the woolen manufacturers. Their int 
are identical. Their interests are the same. They ought 
operate together. 

But the theory of a compensatory duty is unfounded in fa 
in any just principle of the application of a tariff duty. Wh: 
was that? It was because in the tariif on wool and woolens t 
adopted specific rates of duty. Specific rates of duty can 
properly beapplied to an article so various in its 
ferent gradesof wooland woolens. Some woolensare worth o 
afew cents apound. Someof themare worth $a 

y greatly from onetotheother. Some kindso 
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value as the di 


pound. 








of woolen goods made of shoddy and other cheap mate 

into the market of avery low grade and at a very 

while the fine cloth, the more careful manufacture of [1 
broadcloth, comes into our country worth ten or twenty 

as much per pound. It is therefore one of those art to 
which specific duties can not be applisd because of t 

riety and range of prices in the value of the different 

both of wool and woolens. When they undertook to: 

specific rate they gave to the farmer a certain rate of d 


wool, 
Then they gave to the manufacturer the same rate. As 
t pounds of wi in its i 


ing that 3 or 4 
quired to make 1 pound of wool fit to b 


ol ordinary stats vere I! 


cloth, they claimed and demanded and received a d on ! 
woolen goods not only equal to the duty on wool m l 

four, on account of the nature and character of th | that 
was broughtintothe market, but they added to that a protective 


hem, by what is called a com 
pensatory duty,on accountof the duty on wool added to the 
on the manufactured article. It compelled the imposit 
very high rates of duty, which tended to produce unpopularity 
and to create objection to this system. 

I myself do not care what rates are put upon wo 
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If I had my way I should have all the goods consumed in our 
country manufactured hereathome. Ishould protect manu- 
facturers to that degree which would enable them to make all 
the cloth, fine and coarse, that is: led for the clothing of our 
peeple. Thatis my idea upon the sub) of protection. I do 


not desire to cripple the woolen manufacturers of our country. 
I should build them up. I should give them ample duties so 
that they can make all needed woolen goods. Provided they 
would keep out of all combinations and have free and open com 
petition with each other, there could be no danger in the high- 
est rates of protection being given to woolen manufacture! 
Fortunate it is that woolen manufacture is one of those 
which can not live and prosper by combination. 

All the factories in this country are competing wilt 
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other. They can not make such combinations as can be made 
in some other branches of industry. Therefore competition has 
already reduced the price, and an examination of the scale of 
prices will show that, in spite of high rates of duty, domestic 
clothes have gone down more and more by the open competition 
of our protected manufactures until now clothing is cheaper in 
our country than it ever was before. Although the rates of duty 
under the McKinley act and the act of 1867 were very high, the 
demand for those goods is so great and the competition between 
the various manufacturers scattered all over the United States 
is so great that the price has been reduced. 

W ben you put on woolens an ad valorem duty of, say, 30, or 40, 
or 50 per cent, whatever it may be, you give to the manufac- 
turer the full benefit of protection against foreign competition, 
He ought notand does not, I believe, ask that the farmer be de- 

rived of his share of this protection. I am glad to say here in 
yehalf of the woolen manufacturers of the United States that so 
far as I know there has been no opposition on their part to rea- 
sonable protection on wool. An effort has been madein my own 
State—— 

Mr. HOAR. 
sometime? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio isthe most experienced 
person in this body on this subject with one possible exception, 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]; he is a member of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, and I wish to ask him if 
he knows or can think of anything that a New England Senator 
can do, or anything that he has failed to do, orany other course 
of conduct than that taken by New England Senators which 
would have helped to secure a duty on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad to say that every representative 
of a manufacturing district, so far as I know, every Senator on 
this floor on this side of the Chamber has been from the begin- 
ning of this controversy to this hour in favor of giving to the 
farmer his share of the protection on wool. Every Senator on 
this side has voted for it. Both Senators from Massachusetts 
especially not only voted for it, but have spoken for it in the 
strongest language. 

The interests of the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer 
are identical. If you wrong one you injure the other, and I am 
glad to say that every Republican in thisChamber has over and 
over again voted for a reasonable protection to wool. If there 
is any Senator who belongs to what are called the manufactur- 
ing States who has any different opinion, I should like to have 
him express it now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Ohio if they did 
not, — 890, vote for the 11 cents duty and the graduated duty 
on wool? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think they have always voted for ade- 
quate duties on wool. An impression has been endeavored to be 
created among the farmers of Ohio recently that the New Eng- 
land manufacturers were secretly opposed tothe duty onwool. I 
am bound to say that there has never been theslightest evidence 
of that. Every expression, by word or by vote, has been in favor 
of giving to the farmers their full and fair share of protection. 
There may have been differences in regard to what iscalled the 
a of which I havespoken, but those differences 
have gradually died away, and when you apply the ad valorem 
principle to the tarift on wool and woolens there can be no ques- 
tion whatever about it. 

The duty of 30 per cent on wool and woolens would divide be- 
tween the woolen manufacturer and the woolgrower the degree 
of protection. If, as my friend from Rhode Island says, the cost 
of the wool is a much less element, so much the better for this 
view of it. The farmer would only get by an ad valorem duty 
according to the value of the article when he turned it over to 
the manufacturer, and the manufacturer would get the benefit 
of the duty on the completed article, wool and woolen combined 
in the cloth. So that each contributor to this necessity of life 
would receive his fair share of the benefit of protection. 

Now, I say to Senators on the other side ot the Chamber that 
while I make this appeal earnestly I do not do it for mere po- 
litical reasons. On the other side of the Chamber, as I know, 
there are several Senators who believe with me that this dis- 
crimination ought not to be made against thefarmer. Although 
[have not conversed with these Senators or sought toinfluence 
their opinion, yet I know their opinions very well. The Sena- 
tors on the other side can not answer the charge I make this 
day, that they areresponsible for any evil thatcomes or any feel- 
ing that may arise in the minds of the farmers of the South as 
well as of the North that they will be responsible for this dis- 
crimination, and now when we have added to the protection 
given to the woolen manufacturer, that they can not find any 
reason why a reasonable and moderate protection ought not to 
be put upon wool. We import 173,000,000 pounds of wool. I 


May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question at 


suppose the ad vaiorem duty would hardly amount to 4 cents 
ound. Now, suppose the duty is put on. : 
ody? 

Mr. President, under these circumstances I appeal to our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber to disregard party 
lines. I appeal to every Senator on the other side who feels as 
I do that this discrimination against farmers should not be a 
part of this measure of the Democratic party. The wool in- 
dustry is not an industry of Ohio alone, although we happen to 
raise the best sheep, and probably now the greatest number. 
They are being rapidly slaughtered, and under free trade the 
sheep will disappear rapidly as time goes on. Is it wise to im- 
pair or disturb so great ap industry, in which are interested the 
farmers of all parts of our country? They are the lifeblood of 
our population, the safe anchor of our institutions, the men who 
never strike except through the ballot box, the men who obey 
the laws, and the conservators of the public peace? Is it wise to 
deny to them that protection which they unanimously desire, 
and which is granted to all other industries? 

I sincerely hope that this little amendment, giving them but 
30 per cent, copied from the Walker tariff act, will be given 
to them. One other clause ought to bear the same rate of duty, 
and that is all so far asI know. It is a question for the Senate 
to determine, whether any additional rate shall be given to the 
manufacturers of goods. I sincerely hope that under the cir- 
cumstances, as the manufacturers have been well cared for, no 
effort will be made to increase any other items except those 
which are classed in the name of wool or the hair of the camel, 
alpaca, etc. The next paragraph to the one which I now move 
to amend is one of that character, relative to wool somewhat 
advanced, now fixed at 15 per cent, but certainly it ought to be 
placed at 30 per cent if my amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
short time. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio[Mr.SHERMAN] will beadopted. The deadliest blow which 
it is in the power of man to strike at the manufacturing pros- 
perity of New England will be to put wool upon the free list. It 
is none the less deadly because it may be accompanied by some 
modicum of protection to manufacturers which will enable them 
to continue in languishing, feeble, brief, yet uncertain life for 
atime. If the policy of free wool be adopted and the men who 
have adopted it are to continue in national power, there should 
be written over the gate of every woolen factory in the New 
England States, ‘‘ The feet of the men who have carried out the 
Western farmer are at the door ready to carry thee out also.” 

This is a blow at the principle of national independence, both 
in war and peace. It isa blow at what all the great statesmen 
of the early times, Federalist and Democrat, Republican and 
Whig alike, declared the very essential of national safety and 
independence. The nation that can not produce its own cloth- 
ing, that can not clothe its armies in war, that can not clothe its 
citizens in peace without foreign assistance is as weak and de- 
fenseless among the nations of the earth as the flocks that we 
seek to protect would be weak and defenseless in an African 
desert among lions and tigers. 

There can be no separation of the interest of the woolen man- 
ufacturer and the grower of wool. Lvery manufactured article 
of wool that comes in from abroad not only throws into idleness 
the manufacturing operatives of America who otherwise would 
have produced it, but condemns to a like idleness the farmer 
who to that extent would have grownwool. Itmakes no differ- 
ence to the farmer of the West whether the wool which drives 
his flock out of existence is imported from abroad in the form 
of cloth or in the form of raw wool itself, except that possibly 
in one case he would find an American customer for the other 
product of his farm which he does not find in the other case. 

I account it the worst policy in the world for the representa- 
tive of any woolen manufacturing industry to undertake to pre- 
serve for a little while the life of his industry at the expense of 
the farmers of the country. That man must be blind, that in- 
telligence must be dull as a weed thatcan suppose that it is pos- 
sible to long preserve a protective system in this country with 
wool upon the free list. One of the leading advocates of this 
modern free-trade doctrine declared at a convention of free 
traders in New England a year or two ago what I have just said. 
He quoted Byron's lines: 

While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 

When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall, 
And applied it to the protective duty upon wool, and there never 
before came so true an utterance from such a source. ; 

Mr. President, this attack, under all circumstances unwise, 
unpatriotic, un-American, unstatesmanlike, as it is made to-day 
is wicked and indefensible, because you are striking at this in- 
dustry of the American farmer in a bill crowded and packed 
with high protective duties. The bill which you are about to 
put upon its passage announces the principle that a high pro- 
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tective duty may be placed upona a assary of lifesolely because 

it is the author's desire to get the favor of some single Demo- 
cratic Senator. The favor of a single Democratic Senator is 
more important in the eye of Democratic statesmanship than 
the interest, the livelihood, the lifeblood of the great agricul- 
tural interests of the Northw est and the Pacific States. 

Mr. President, I see signs that some of the Senators who are 
doing this thing are making arrangements for pursuading the 
American tee or the people of the West, if they can, that 
the men who vote for free wool are not the men who are chiefly 
responsible for it. I sawin the newspapers the other day an in- 
terview attributed to _ junior Senator from Ohio[Mr. Brice], 
which it is impossible to believe is correct, in which he said 
that the New England Senators had very ingeniously contrived 
to get wool putupon the free list. Ican not believe that Senator 
ever mide such anutterance. I am sorry that he is not present 
here to speak for himself. 

Mr. President, the New England Senators represent a con- 
stituency pledged up to the ey es to the protec tion of the wool- 
raising industry of this country. They could not go home to 
face their constituents, they could not go home with any pros- 
pect or expectation of receiving the continued support, or even 
the continued respect of the States which sent then 1 he ere, ifthey 
had failed to carry out the wishes of those States by doing their 
best to secure the imposition of a duty upon wool. 
to me a little curious that the fabricator of that interview at- 
tributed to the honorable Senator from Ohio should not have 
sagacity enough to see the absurd folly of putting into the mouth 


of a gentleman who, on a bill whose various provisions are de- | 
termined by a majority of one or two, has himself voted against | 


free wool every time the question was up, a declaration thatthe 
men who are responsible for free wool are not the men who 
voted for it, but the men who every time voted in solid column 
against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to ask my friend a question. 
Iask whether, on the whole, he does not think that any two 
Democrats on that side of the Chamber could overthrow this 


infernal conspiracy by voting against this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not use the word “infernal,” but it is a | 
most admirable expression, which I thank the Senator from 
Ohio for using. T hey could overthrow it. 

Mr. President, { wish to put this thing right, if it can be put 


right. I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], I wish to ask the honorable Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITcHELL], I desire to ask the honorable senior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. T&LLER], whether they, or either - them, 
can suggest anything whic h any New Engi: and Senator can do, 


or ony thing which any New England Senator has failed to do, 
to save this industry? If there be such athing, I pledge myself, 


for one, to submit myself to their judgment and guidance, 
to follow them to the end. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Wi 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In order to correct what, I fear, 
may be a wrong impression among certain people in my State, 
! want to testify here and now , that the very strongest appeals 
which have been made in the Senate for a protective ‘duty on wool 
havecome from the Senators representing the manufacturing 
States. There has nothing occurred here, so far as I am able 
to see, that would indicate in the slightest degree any disposi- 
tion, either directly or indirectly, on the part of any of those 
Senators to prevent the placing of a pr oper duty upon wool; but, 
on the contrary, everything that has occurred has been in the 
other direction. Ina word, the whole force of the Republican 
party in the Senate, without a single exception, has been in 
favor of retaining some proper duty on wool. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in behalf of California, I de- 


ll the Senator allow me? 


And it seems | 


and 
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sire to bear the same testimony which the Senator from Oregon | 


[Mr. MITCHELL] has given. 
number of pounds of wool than any other State in the Union, and 
the New England Senators, representing the manufacturing 
States of New England and of the North, have stood manfully 
by this great industry of the West. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say for myself now that, as one New 
England Senator, I am ready to put myself under the direction 
of those Senators whoe specially represent the desire to obtain 
a duty upon wool. I will follow them in any course of action 
which they think is necessary to obtain that duty or to defeat 
the bill if that duty be not given. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what the Senator from Connec- 
ticut has said for himself I have already said for myself, and I 
am quite sure, if my colleaguo were present, he would say the 
same thing. 

—" GALLINGE And so would every New England Sena- 
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California produced in 1893 a larger | 


| 


| Struck, and which is now prostrated, 
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Mr. HOAR. And, as the eae Senxtor from New Hamp- 
shire says, so would every New England Senator. 

Mr. President, a que stion has been put from the other side of 
the Chamber—it was put just now by the Sen: ator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] to the Senator from Ohio — we will puta 
duty on wool will you accept it, wit! hout insist ‘upon a hig ° 
duty upon the manufactures of wool?’ 

That was a very ingenious question, but the answer to it re- 
quires no ingenuity. We go for a duty upon wool, which is the 
present question. We make no terms; we ask no conditions; 
we demand no bargain. Put the proper duty on wool by your 
vote, and the question of the proper duty on manufactures of 
wool will be settled hereafter, if it has not been settled already 
by the justice of the American Senate. We do not impose that 
condition or any condition, but we ask this thing to be done 
now. The other schedules of the bill will be dealt with when 
they come to be dealt with under all the facts. 

We understand very well that the Democratic party has 
yielded, either a orto political necessity,a great deal 
of protection in this bill. Whether protection should be yielded 


to wool of course depends upo n that party. But hereis the Re- 








publican party, thirty-seven strong in this body, and here are 
two or three or four Senators belongin r to a different party, for 
whom, of course, [ have no title to speak, but who are in favor, 
as their votes show, of aduty on wool. Here they are ready to 
vote for it, without a bargain, without a condition, without en- 
tering upon the question now what ought to be done a year 
hence or an hour hence. Add to that force of thirty-nine or 


forty-one, two from your side of the Chamber, and the thing is 
done. Let the junior Senator from Ohio come with a single 
companion on his arm to the rescue of this amendment of 
colleague, on which the industries of his State depend 
their life, and there is nobody to make a bargain with him, 
there is nobody to throw obstacles in his way; and the thing is 
done. 

Mr. President, if the woolen manufacture of New England is 
to live, let itlive in honor. If it is to die, let it die in honor, 
in such honor, at least, asa death at the hands of the Demo- 
cratic majority renders it possible to any dying industry; but 
let it not be preserved by any base deed, by any evil principle, 


his 
as for 


| or by any bargain of shame. 


This is the simplestthing in the world. Here are thirty-nine 
men, I suppose forty-one, though I do not undertake to speak 
for others than the Republicans—ready, without a bargain, with- 
out a condition, without a pause, without a delay, to give a rea 
sonable, decent, and adequate protection to this great industry 
of the Northwest. Bring over your two men to go with us, 
bring over enough men to go with us, and the thing is done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would it not be better 
to come and go with us and do the right thing? 

Mr. HOAR. Butif you fail and refuse, take the responsibil- 
ity like men, and do not goon the stump next fall, do not whisper 
in the ears of the newspaper correspondents this afternoon, 
who voted against free wool were all for it, and the men who 

voted and spoke for it were really all against it.” 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, this is a protective tariff 
bill. It has none of the elements of a tariff for revenue which 
ire not contained in all protective tariff bills. 1t protects what 
is commonly called raw material equally with the highly finished 
article. It protects coal and iron and every great industry that 
is found along the Eastern seaboard. 

The section of country most intez 


+? 
for all 


WW 
ve 


‘asted in wool is the moun- 


tain region of the West. Thatis the natural home for sheep, 
and it is a country entirelysimilar to those countries wi ith which 
we have to compete in this industry. We have notas low a 


scale of living as have those countries which compete w with 1S} 


wages are much higher here; the necessities of life are much 
greater; we have not been accustomed to living on the low diet 
and scanty clothing and receiving the miserable wages of those 


who are competing with us in thesheepindustry. The question 
of transportation is not in our favor, but is rather against us. 
Our section has been struck almost a fatal blow, our principal 
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[It is no satisfaction to me 


industry has been destroyed. 
from us and 


thatthe blow which struck us is rebounding 
ing all humanity alike, but in a protective bill it seems hard 
that the country upon which the fatal blow at humanity was 
should be deprived of 
We are compelled to buy 


Strik- 


almost its only remaining industry. 
ee in a protected market, of which I am not complaining, 
but there is nothing that we produce which is protected. ‘The 
slight protection on borax and on lead is in effect nothing: it has 
been reduced so low that it is of little use. 

But the great industry of the people of this intermontane re- 
gion, composing nearly two-fifths of the entire area of the | United 


States, which has now started up, is to be discriminated against 
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and stricken down: and I want to call theattention of my Demo- 
cratic fri to the fact, without inquiring whose fault it is, 
thut three States, which are virtually interested in this ques- 
tion, are not fully represented in this body. If they were here, 
you could not do it, 
" Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Nevada or 
nator a question. Lam informed—and he can tell 

not Lam correctly informed—that the sheep-herders 
vrowers of the Northwest pay nothing for pasturage? 
IWART. Thatis partially trucand partially not true. 
\N. Is it not true to the extent of 90 per cent? 

[t is largely true. 
ls it 90 per cent true? 

ST Wz ‘. I will state the facts in regard to it. 
MORGAN. It is nearly an exception where the sheep- 
to pay anything for pasturage. 

i11kLL of Oregon. Our sheep-growers have to pay 
fers where they have to pay but for one in Argen- 
and in Australia, and we have to pay four or five times the 
of waves paid in those countries. 
STEWART. Let mo state the facts. 

MORGAN, Ihave seen the pastoral herders out there, 
and I should think that an ordinary community ought to pay a 
sort of bonus to have them taken out of it, so far as those whom 
[ have seen are concerned. Now! want toask another question. 

Mr. STEWART. Let mo answer that one first. 

Mr. MORGAN. After a herd of sheep has passed over the 
pasturage, will cattle take the grass there any more until a new 
crop rrows? 

Then [ want to ask the Senator whether he claims in favor of 
the Northwestern sheep-herder the right of free pasturage, also 
a duty upon wool, and also a monopoly of grazing, so that cattle 
will not and can not feed upon the same grass? That isthe way 
it strikes me 

Mr. STEWART. Then the Senator from Alabama would ex- 

:inate the industry on the ground that it is not useful. 

Vr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I would 
the cattle men in exterminating the sheep men, for 
re is a war of extermination between them anyhow. 

STEWART. That, like all other industries, is harmon- 
itself. ‘Che sheep men have enough to contend with, and 
th ttle men have enough to contend with, but they are fast 
harmonizing their difficulties. The sheep men are acquiring 
land and making arrangements to keep their herds on the land. 
There was almost a war of extermination between the two some 
yeurs ogo, butthat has ceased. ‘The sheep men, as [ havesaid, 
are acquiring their lands and regulating their herds soasto keep 
them within bounds. 

; an industry which is growing up. When the heavy 
ne afew years ago and we had a very bad season, it 
sined that it was easier to sustain sheep than cattle 
durin: aseason. The cattle mon branched out too much, 
and they lost their cattle by the hundreds of thousands in the 
Nevada, Wyoming, Montana, and Idaho, where 
perished, because the cattle-owners undertook to monopo- 
lize the whole country and not provide for their cattle in the 
wint The cattle and sheep raisers are now changing their 
mi . If the sheep industry is allowed to exist, it will be 
carried on on their own lands, and the sheep-growers will have 
their homes there. If the cattle industry be allowed to exist, 
which itwill, it will existon ranges belonging to the cattle men, 
and the conflict will then soon harmonize itself. 

T’here is no reason, I say, for Congress to take sides in the ad- 
justment of this question between the cattle men and the sheep 
Theo sheep industry is a very important one; it is more 
profitable than the cattle industry, and there is no reason why 
it should be exterminated by this bill. 

As I remarked before, there are three States which are not 
fully represented here, and if they were here you could not do 
this thing to us. It would be out of your power to do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
want to say what the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] is 
too modest to say. He is one of the largest cattle-growers in 
the West, 2 man who is no sheep-grower, and yet he is here 
pleading just as earnestly as the Senator from Nevada is and as 
{am and as have been all the Republican Senators here, to put 
a duty upon wool. 

Mr. STEWART. The northern and eastern portion of Ne- 
vada is as good grazing ground as any in the United States or 
in the world. 1 do not knowa cattle man in that section of 
country who is not in favor of a duty on wool and in favor of al- 
lowing the wool industry to succeed—not one. They have had 
their confiiets, but Iam pretty familiar with the cattle men and 
with the sheep men, and I am sure their differences will be har- 
monized and the industry of growing sheep will be prosecuted, 
unless it is stricken down here. Many of the cattle men have 
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sold their herds and gone into the sheep business, becay 
more profitable, and there is no difficulty now that wi 
settled by them. 

[ know that the cowboys for a time were very harsh on the 
sheep men, and they were harsh on the cattle-raisers. nae 
ran their stock over homesteads and fences and all th it, but an 
civilization advances, the right and title to land is acquired ana 


86 itis 
ll not be 


| all these troubles cease. 


I say again that that section of country is peculiarly adapt 
to the wool industry. Itis a great industry; it ought not to b 
stricken down here, and particularly it ought not to be strick, 
down when the States most vitally interested are only partin 
represented here. It seems like taking advantage of 
absence and striking a blow at an industry which will 
forgotten. . 

[ have taken very little interest in this tariff bill; I ha 
very little, and I have voted very seldom on the amend) 
it. Ido not believe that it will reach the evil which is d 
ing our civilization. The fact that, with our boasted inte 
gence, we should vote to destroy one-half of our metallic mo 
at a time when the output of gold is substantially consum 
the arts is marvelous. Many nations have gone into barb 
because they had no metallic money on account of the failu 
the mines; but no people in any age of the world ever commi 
ted hari-kari by destroying the basis of their circulation 
credit. [am aware, whatever may happen tothis bill, that 
process of subtraction must goon, that prices must fall and c 
tinue to fall, compared to the gold standard. I am aware of t 
difficulties that will arise in this country in reducing wages 
the level of Asiatic wages and the wages of some of the co 
tries of Europe. Lam aware of what the goldstandard will do 
There is no doubt about that. 

This bill, whether it passes or fails, will be but a feath 
weight; it will not stay the downward tide, the inevitable co 
sequences of a shrinking volume of money. It is said your b 
vaults are plethoriec with money. Why’ Because property, 
falling and nobody has confidence in property; nobody beli 
init any more. Let it be known that $10,000,000 a month 

be issued from the Treasury Department for the next five y 
and the banks would be drained in the next threedays. Eve 
body would know that property would go up and there would 
confidence in it, confidence in human labor, confidence in | 
ress. That isthe kind of confidence we want. When ther 
confidence in property it isa good thing to have, and it wi 

up. If men can not get money on property there can be no 
fidence in the country. No confidence can exist when wealt! 
shrinking in value in comparison with money. 

No motive can be held out by this bill or by the McKinley 

to a distressed people that there will be less depression, th 
they create property they can make money out of it, that th 
can sell it for more than thoy gave for it; and until they h 
that feeling, the process of decay, the process of stagnation, t! 
process of ruin will go on. 

Let me say that I sympathize most sincerely with the ma 
facturers, with all men engaged in enterprises in this country, 
with all captains of industry. I sympathize with them becaus 
they have a task to perform which is greater than ever was un- 
dertaken by man before; thoy have a task to perform in reduc- 
ing wages under the gold standard to bring our people ona 
level with the coolies of Asia. The Américan people will resist 
it. 

This generation can not be subdued to submit to the condi- 
tions of the gold standard without a struggle. You men who 
are engaged in this struggle to put wages down will find a stub- 
born resistance. Tho poor men who struggle against if are 
doomed in the end and must ultimately perish, for their effor 
will be unavailing. 

As sure as the sun rises and sets, if the volume of money con- 
tinues to contract, all values must shrink under it, employment 
must cease, starvation must be the rule, until our people come 
to a condition when they cana live upon rice and rats, upon which 
many human beings are compelled to subsist. It is a war upon 
our higher civilization. When you lower wages, doyou tell me 
that while prices are falling and the money of the world is 
led there can be prosperity from any bill you may pass? 
[said before that protection and the gold standard can not 
stand together, for the gold standard contains that leveling-down 
principle which will destroy the barriers of protection. The 
00r people who buy your exports must buy in the cheapest mar- 
etor perish. With the gold standard, with this international 
money, we are not a nation, but we are a province governed by 
a foreign money power, which makes conditions for us thas we 
can not resist. While you adhere to that policy, pass this bill 
or do not pass it, the same condition of falling priees and hard 
times must continue. You may have temporary relief; people 
may think they can do something: business may start up alittle; 
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but the downward progress toward a lower state of living and | this bill discussed and its enormity shown, and every vote they 


a lower grade of civilization must be continued. 

The advocates and the high priests of the gold standard espe- 
cially do not deny that gold has appreciated from 50 to 60 per 
cent, and they say that it ought to; that it enables wealth to 
govern and make governments secure, and it avoids the inse- 
curity arising from the democratic principle. Give opportunt- 
‘ties to all, andthe great mass of the people will become rich and 
independent. Take those opportunities away and they become 
poor and dependent. : 

The governing money power of Europs want the masses of tho 
poor kept dependent, so that they can restore the ancient order 
of despotism and aristocracy. This is not only a war for the 


few to absorb the wealth of the world, but it is a contest to de- | 


stroy free government everywhere; to take away the oppor- 
tunity of the young men of this country to make an independ- 
enco for themselves, and to destroy free government here; and 
when it is destroyed here by the iron hand of gold contraction 
it will be destroyed everywhere. If we can not resist, how can 
the downtrodden people of Europe resist who live in a great 
military camp, for every European nation is a military camp, 
each sustaining the other to increase taxation, to reduce the 
people to a lower state of living, to make the poor who produce 
the wealth subsist on less and less every year. 

That is what is before us, and that is why I can not take an 
interest in a bill which does not promise relief; that is why I do 
not feel at home here in contending for nonessentials, when I 
see the condition into which this country is plunged by the fatal, 
the inexcusable blunder or crime, whichever it may be, of de- 
stroying one-half of the metallic money of the world and redue- 
ing the masses of the people to the level of serfs by falling 
prices, which will put down wages and which will put down 
everything. They may exist for atime. I gloryin their spirit 
of contending for-their rights; and they may do many wrongs; 
but they will accomplish nothing. I sympathize with them, and 
I sympathize with the business men who are under the necessity 
of subjecting the people of this country to lower wages, to star- 
vation wages, to a lower position in life. It is a struggle which 
ought not to go on ina free government; it is a struggle which 
ought to be stopped here and now. 

IT appeal to Senators on all sides to wake up to the condition of 
this country, to see the trouble and distress which is everywhere 
abroad, and to find a remedy forit. Do not think it is in sugar 
trusts or collars and cuffs, in the lead trust, or in all these things. 
Individuals may profit by them, but the great mass of the people 
have no interest in any of your discussions here. 
does not reach the evil; it does not mitigate the evil. It will 
not do for us to close our eyes to what we see before us. 

T appeal to the Senate and to the American people to wake up 
to the danger of destroying this civilization by this fatal and 
subtle scheme of depriving the people of money, which is the 
instrumentality of progress. Without money nothing can 
done. Roba man of money and he becomes a coward; he will 
submit to any condition. After one generation people will sub- 
mit to be slaves for the sake of their families. No people are 
brave enough to resist conditions of that kind. We know that 
the bravest. men who have ever lived have been compelled to 
yield under such circumstances; the descendants of the conquer- 
ors of the world have been sold asserfs. With his family and 
the little ones dependent upon him, a man will accept such con- 
ditions as will sustain life. That is where we are going. 

Here from this wider field of observation, when we see that 
this blow has struck humanity everywhere, that millions are 
thrown out of employment in every country, and that suffering 
is abroad everywhere, it is time that we took heed and adopted 
the proper remedy. 

But while this is going on, we have a tariff bill which dis- 
criminates against one section and in favor of another; which 
strikes a fatal blow at the remaining industry of our section, 
where they might raise a little wool and seil it for enough to 
clothe their children and prolong their existence, and you even 
take that away from them by this discriminating bill. I do not 
feel that there is any principle about it. You have protected 
other materials much rawer than wool. This discrimination is 
made not because wool isa raw material. Nobody will believe 
that. There must be some other reason for it; and I beg of you 
do not doit now,when three States vitally interested—W yoming, 
Montana, and Washington—have not a full representation here 
to defend their interests. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, we have now reached probably 
within two or three days, or less, of a final vote upon the pend- 
ing measure. 

Mr. PUGH. Say “hours.” 

_Mr. DOLPH. Ido not wonder that Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber get impatient. They do not like to have 
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are compelled to make on amendments like this is dis- 
agreeable to them no doubt. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question: 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. lLask whether it would be convenient for 
him at this time to state what his view is as to the principle 
upon which the other side are constructing this bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have attempted that once or twice in re- 


sponse to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and if 
I have not succeeded in enlightening the other side by this 
time I fear I shall not be able to do it, because [ confess sinee I 
attempted it I have been rather confused myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator whether he thinks the 
bill is being constructed now in these final hours upon thesame 
basis he thought it was being constructed on six wee ‘ 

Mr. DOLPH. Itis very hard to say upon what principle this 
bill has been and is being constructed. That matter has been 
sufficiently referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HOAR] thismorning. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that this measure is fraught 
with more danger and disaster to the prosperity of this country 
than any other measure that has been considered by Congress 
in the last quarterofacentury. In 1887,after this country had 
enjoyed a period of nearly a quarter of a century of unexampled 
prosperity under the protective system, President Cleveland 
sent to Congress his celebrated free-trade message, advocating 
tariff reform, advocating free raw materials, advocating free 
wool. The result was the introduction in the House of Repr 
sentatives of what is known as the Mills bill, which was passed 
through that body by the liberal use of Federal patron 





ro 


65 avo: 


i 
the 


the refusal of Federal patronage to thoso who opposed DO 
icy of the Administration in regard to the tariff. [t came into 


the Senate and the majority of the Senate being Republican 
it prevented the passage of the bill through the Senate, and 
saved the country from the disaster which it would have carried 
to every industry of the country if it had become a law. 

1e House of 


The result of the passage of the Mills bill in tl 
Representatives and the threat to our industries by the Demo- 
cratic majority in the House was that the Republican party 
secured a majority in the House of Representatives, elected a 
Republican President, and retained its majority in the Senate, 


and, in accordance with the declaration of the Republican parity, 
contained in its national platform and its promises to the « 
try, proceeded to revise the tariff. 

t proceeded to correct the defects which experien 
shown existed in the existing law. It proceeded to red 











duties on certain articles imported into the nited S 3a 
to increase the tariffon certain other articles. It proceeded to 
revise the tariff in the interest of the United Stat wrainst 
the interest of Great Britain and Europe. It pr led to: 
vise the tariff in the interest of the people of 1 Uni 
instead of the people of Europe, and I to-day ha no apolo 
to make for the MeKi Ley Liuw. lt wa wha the Republican 
party promised. It was what the people dem linthe P 
dential election that resulted in th t of EI i 
Gross misrepresentation upon this floor during di : 
of the McKinley law. and the silence of Senators on this side of 
the Chamber who were anxious to reach a vote upon the bill and 
to secure its passage, and therefore refrained from di ssing it 
and gross misrepresentation by the newspapers of the country, 
caused the election of a Democratic majority in the House of 
Representatives. These misrepresentations helped to « Q 
general discontent among the working classes and to make them 
believe that their condition was in some measure due to a pro- 


tective tariff, and that general discontent at the last Presiden- 
tial election caused the reélection of Mr. Cleveland and placed 
both branches of Congress in the power of the Democratic party. 

The Democratic party had declared in its national platform 
at Chicago that protection was robbery and unconstitutional; it 
had virtually declared for the destruction of our protective pol- 
icy; and when tho Presidential election resulted in elevating 
Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency and giving the control of both 
branches of Congress to the Democrats, and that fact became 
known; when the country came to understand that the Demo- 
cratic party was not only to be in control of the other House, 
but had a majority in the Senate of the United States, then the 
threat of free trade, then the threat of the destruction of the 
protective policy had its legitimate effect upon the industries of 
the country. 

It was that threat of the Democratic party, coupled with the 
known power of the party to execute it, that prostrated our in- 
dustries, that closed our factories and mills, that threw mil- 
lions of our people eut of employment, that caused the suspen- 
sion of banks and financial stringency, that stopped consump- 
tion, that diminished our imports, that diminished our revenue, 
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that bankrupted the Government—a condition which has con- 
tinued ever since Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated. 

Our Democratic friends say, ‘‘ Why, all this has occurred un- 
der the McKinley law. It was the McKinley law which produced 
this elfect.” [| pity the man who will make such an argument us 
that. ‘he McKinley law produced revenue enough to success- 
fully conduct the affairs of this Government, and with a Repub- 
licun Administration, with a party in power that believes in the 
srotection of American industries and American labor, the 
McKinley law would have continued to produce sufficient rev- 
enue and would have continued to give this country that pros- 
perous condition which it enjoyed from the time of the passage 
of the McKinley law until the result of the last Presidential 
election became known. And now we are upon the threshold 
of the consummation of the great crime proposed by the Dem- 
ocratic party against the industries and against the people of 
this country. 

I thought that I had discussed this bill enough, all that it was 
yrolitable to discuss it, because I believe that it is to be passed. 

believe that we are to have free wool. This great industry of 
our country is to be destroyed. Butl have determined to make 
one more appeal to the Democratic majority in this body, one 
more appeal for this pone great agricultural interest of this coun- 
try to the majority in the Senate, inasmuch as they have aban- 
doned largely, as the bill has been under consideration in the 
Senate, their policy with regard to raw materials, their policy 
in reference to the protective system, to at least give this in- 
dustry a chance to live, a chance to be preserved until the Re- 
publican party can be restored to power and reimpose duties 
upon wool, so that the industry may be continued. 

I uaderstund this amendment proposes a duty of 30 per cent 
ad valorem on wool. Even that would bo an insufficient duty. 
It would not make the wool industry profitable, but it might 
enable the flock owners of my State to keep their sheep from 
the slaughter-pen until there is a change in the political com- 
plexion of this body and the wrong that is about to be consum- 
mated can be remedied. 

Mr. President, I desire to state the principle upon which I 
shall vote for the pending amendment, believing that the pro- 
tection afforded would not be sufficient to make the industry 
profitable. From thestart, when I could not get by an amend- 
ment offered by myself or others what I thought was fair pro- 
tection to anindustry I have voted for every amendment that in 
my judgment would make the bill better. 

Yesterday, when I voted for the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], a Senator on the other 
side said to me, ‘‘ Now, we have got you on record; we have got 
your party voting for a duty on sugar.” Mr. President, that 
argument will notdo. The minority had voted for free sugar. 
We had voted for every amendment offered to change the bill 
in the interest of the consumersof the product and we are ready 
to vote as we have voted. If we can not get what we want, we 
will vote for every amendment which in our judgment would 
improve the bill, Letno man say, if I vote for this amendment, 
**You voted to reduce the duty on woolfrom the McKinley rate 
to 36 ee cent ad valorem.” Ivoted in this body for the McKin- 
ley bill. I will vote for McKinley rates on wool, or a higher 
duty if I have an opportunity, but ifI can not get protective 
rates I will take ang ibing that I can get in this bill that will 
better it or to help the woolgrowers of my own State. 
fore I propose to vote for this amendment. 

But as I have said [ do not suppose that anything I can say, I 
do not bolieve that anything that the eloquent Senator from 
Ohio{[Mr. SHERMAN] or from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] have 
said, or that has{been said by other Senators on thisside, or that 
will be said upon this question, will affect the majority of the 
Senate. Several times since I have been a member of this body 
the Senate has voted upon the question of free wool, and as [ 
said the other day, I think with one or possibly two exceptions 
on every occasion every Democratic Senator has voted to place 
wool on the free list. 

Mr. President, how can the Democratic majority in this body 
defend their position? They claim to be in favor of free raw 
material, and they have placed a duty upon iron ore,and upon 
coal, end upon allraw materials that I can now recall, all that 
that they cill raw materials but lumber and wool. They claim 
to bo the friends of the farmer. They have denounced time and 
time again in this body and elsewhere the Republican party be- 
cause it believed in the protective policy. They have denounced 
the Republican party because they claimed that they fostered 
the manufacturing industries, cotton manufacturing, and iron 
and steel manufacturing, and helped to support and make rich 
the robber baron manuiacturers. The have denounced the Re- 

ublican party because, as they asserted, its legislation was not 
n the interest of the agriculturists, the farmers, and the labor- 
ing men: and now when they come to pass a tariff bill, a bill to 
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reform the existing tariff laws, they yield and favor every in- 
dustry but the industries of the agriculturists and those which 
particularly interest the laboring man. 

They give a reasonably satisfactory tariff to the manufactur- 
ers of iron and steel. They give us such a satisfactory cotton 
schedule that it passed through the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole in thirty minutes withoutobjection. They maintain 
certain protective duties upon woolen manufactures. In fact, 
no manufacturing industry is too great or too small to at least 
receive some concessions from the Democratic party, whether 
those concessions are sufficient, whether the duties provided 
are sufliciently protective or not; but when we come to this 
great industry of the American farmers, the woolgrowing in- 
dustry, itis to be absolutely destroyed. Wool is to be placed 
upon the free list. The sheep are to be driven to the slaughter 
pen. Weare to depend on foreign markets for our wool until 
the industry is destroyed in the United States, and then be at 
the mercy of the foreign producers as to the price of wool in 
the United States. 

I repeat, how can you defend yourselves? What answer can 
you make to the American farmers when they charge you with 
having destroyed this great industry? There are 47,000,000 
sheep in the United States. There are 2,500,009 sheep in Ore- 
gon. There are probably 10,000 persons in Oregon directly de- 
pendent upon this great industry for support, and three times 
that number indirectly interested in it. In fact every man, 
woman, and child in this country is interested in the woolen in- 
dustry; for I tell you it is a mistake to suppose that you can 
strike down one industry in this country unless the blow falls 
upon every other industry. You can not-destroy the prosperity 
of a class in this country unless you strike a blow at the pros- 
perity of every other class. Our friends on the other side have 
asked of me, and the Senator from Delaware |Mr. H1aGrns] has 
asked, why should we not prosper with free trade with Canada 
and other countries if the States of this Union prosper with free 
trade? 

Mr. President, this is one country, and we have one Constitu- 
tion and one flag, and the citizen of Texas or Florida is as much 
a part of this country, as much interested in the prosperity of 
this country as the citizen of Oregon or of Massachusetts. We 
are one family. Our interests are interdependent. The pros- 
perity of the whole Union is dependent upon the prosperity of 
every State. You can not strike a deadly blow at an industry in 
the State of Oregon but it is felt in every other State of the 
Union. The power to regulate commerce, the power to protect 
industries was conferred by the Constitution upon Congress to 
be used for every State, and every citizen, and every industry. 
It is the duty of Congress when we legislate upon this question 
to legislate for all industries and all citizens. 

I repeat, it is a mistake to suppose that you can strike blows 
at the industry of the North and the South will not feel the ef- 
fect. Itis a mistake to suppose that because the thirteen South- 
ern States have only 20 per cent of the sheep of the whole Union 
you can destroy the wool-growing industry without striking a 
deadly blow at the prosperity of the South. It is one country. 
If we are prosperous at all it must be one prosperity, a prosper- 
ity like that which for the last thirty years has prevailed inthit 
country, which has caused the wave of civilization to roll west: 
ward over Western prairies and mountains until it has reached 
the Pacific coast, which hascaused prosperity té invade the South 
and extend over the Great Lakes to the Gulf, to open new indus- 
tries, toopen mines, erect factories, build railroads, and give em- 
ployment to the people of the South. It is idle to suppose that 
you can promote the prosperity of a section by destroying the 
industries of another section. 

Mr. President, it is not only the people who are engaged in 
producing wool who are interested in this amendment and in 
this question. The people who herd the sheep, the people who 
shear them, the people who transport the wool to the railway 
stations, the people who transportit the great manufactories of 
woolen cloths, the people who are employed in the manufacture 
of cloth, are all interested in this industry, and not they alone. 
Take the industry in Oregon where there are great flocks of 
sheep in remote portions of the State. The existence of this in- 
dustry creates a demand where there would be none for agricul- 
tural products, for hay and grain to feed the sheep. So when 
you strike down this great industry in my State, you absolutely 
destroy the prosperity of the State. ; 

It does not take the destruction of every industry in the State 
to destroy the general prosperity. Let the wheat crop be short 
by reason of drought and there be no surplus in my State; let 
wool be so low that it can not be profitably raise and trans- 
ported to the markets; let the fruit crop be a failure—any one 
of these calamities is sufficient to destroy the prosperity of the 
State for a year. 

Some questions were propounded by the Senator from Ala- 
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bama to the Senator from Nevadaabout pasturage. Every sheep 
owner in the State which I have the honor in part to represen- 
js compelled to own hisown ranch. He must have his own es- 
tablishment, his own buildings; and there mayor may not be in 
the range upon which his sheep graze public lands on which 
they can feed. If that condition exists to-day it will not exist 
long; but the question as to whether the pasturage is free or 
what isthe cost of pasturage in the United States is immaterial. 
Everybody knows who has examined the question, or may 
know if he cares to examine it, that the sheep industry can not 
be preserved in the United States with wool on the free list. 
Everybody knows that our sheep-growers and producers of wool 
can not compete with the woolgrowers of the Argentine Re- 
public, of Australia, and other countries on account of climate, 
on account of price of labor, on account of pasturage, on account 
of less care required for sheep in those countries. It is imma- 
terial to inquire what the conditions are in this country. Our 
sheep-growers are at such a disadvantage that they can not 
compete with foreign countries with free wool. I say to our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber that if you pass this 
bill two years from now instead of there being 2,500,000 sheep in 
the State of Oregon there will not ba half a million sheep there. 
The industry can not be continued with free wool. The sheep 
are owned at great distances from the means of transportation. 
Wool has to be transported by teams for many miles to reach 
the railroad or reach the river; and the cost of transportation 
to the seaboard, if the wool goes west by sea, or evenif it comes 
east, is much larger than in most other portions of the country. 
It is so great that by the time the cost of raising and shipping 
and transportation are paid there will be nothing left whatever 
for the owner of the sheep, and no inducement for him to con- 
tinue the business, and the sheep will be sold; they will be 
driven to the portions of the country nearer to market, or be 
driven to the slaughter-pen. Then, as the sheep are owned re- 
mote from large cities, they are not where lambs can be profit- 
ably marketed, and the industry must be destroyed. 

Why do you persist in destroying this great industry of the 
great Northwest? Why insist on striking this deadly blow at 
the farmers of this country? Why persist in doing the thing 
which will deprive millions of laboring men of employment in 
this country? After you have made reasonable concessions to 
other industries, tomany of the great manufacturing industries, 
whyinsist on still demanding that there shall be no duty placed 
upon wool? 

But, Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this question fur- 
ther. I did not rise with any idea that anything I could say 
would benefit my constituents or the farmers of this country. 
I fear that this great industry is doomed and that the only hope 
for the farmers, the only hope for the laboring menof this coun- 
try, the only hope for the protection of this industry and the 
protection of other industries in which they are especially in- 
terested, the only hope of placing these industries upon an equal- 
ity with the great manufacturing interests of this country, the 
iron and steel industries, and the cotton manufacturing industry, 
is the restoration to power of the party which believes in the 
protection of American labor and American industries. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a few 
minutes of the time of the Senate. When the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] was giving us his very sincere and well- 
justified wail of woe over the destruction of the wool industry, 
it occurred to me that he might have gone further for the gen- 
eral section which he represents and classified lumber with wool, 
and then asked what is the explanation of the phenomenon that 
of all the large industries of the country it is wool and lumber 
which have been selected for slaughter? How is itthaton this, 
possibly the final day of the preliminary action of the Senate 
unon this measure, those two great industries, peculiar to the 
section which he in part represents, are, so tospeak, left outside 
of the breastworks? 

Why is it that wool is not protected when coai, iron, sugar, 
woolen textiles, cotton textiles, rice, oranges, collars and cuffs, 
and all the other wide range of industries which make this 
measure in parta protective bill are protected? I think itis 
clear. The section of country which is hardest hit by the pro- 
posed destruction of wool and lumber is the section represented 
on this floor by the Republican Senators from silver-producing 
States, and they early in this debate elected the course they 
would take. They frankly proclaimed it and have honestly 
lived up to it, amd no one more than the Senator from Nevada 
himself, who yesterday sat silent and did not vote on the cru- 
cial votes on amendments to the bill. It was by no such course 
that a duty was put on coal, iron, and collars and cuffs, and on 
sugar. It has been proclaimed and confessed upon the other 
side by the committee that they have been held up. 

It did not seem right nor did it seem to comport with the 
sense of duty of the majority of the Republicans upon this side 
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in the debate on the silver-repeal bill last summer to joinin the 
obstructive and long protracted debate of the Senators who 
united with the Senator from Nevada in the course which he 
took. It has looked as if the interests for which the body of the 
Republican party have stood on this floor were to be paid back 
in theirown coin. We did not take part in that fight for sil- 
ver; and so our hands have not been held up in the strongest 
way by the Senator from Nevada and those who think with him. 
If they had been, the bill would not now have reached the stage 
it has. The bill would not become a law if the Republican Sen- 
ators from silver-producing States had chosen to have stood 
with their fellows for whatever might be needed to be done to 
defeat this measure. It could have been done. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether he means by that statement that the Repub- 
lican Senators from the silver States have not voted on this 
question as their party lines indicated? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I meantin part the utterance of the Senator 
from Colorado, when he stated on the floor that he wouldalways 
be one to make a majority on this floor for the Democracy. 

Mr. TELLER. I did so state, and I intend so to do. I be- 
lieve that the majority had aright to pass some kind of a tariff 
bill. Idid not intend to be party to any unnecessary and im- 
proper delay; and I am quite willing to take the responsibility 
of that position. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iso understand, and I am obliged tothe Sen- 
ator from Colorado for stating in his own words what I was en- 
deavoring to say, and wanted to know where he stood. It is 
that course which has landed the bill where itis to-day, and it 
is that course which is responsible for thesacritice of wool. The 
section of country whose representatives elected to take that 
course is the section where the wool industry of the North is the 
largest and most exclusive. There is woolgrowing in Ohio, but 
there are a great many other interests in Ohio. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from 
ware allow me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator point out to 
the Senate what the Republicans in the Senate could have done 
that they have not done since the commencement of the dis- 
cussion of the bill, which, in the opinion of the Senator from 
Delaware, would have resulted in getting a duty on wool? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The same course could have been pursued as 
was pursued in every other way. If the Senator wants a very 
apt illustration he can take the speech of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], which was brought out whenever we 
reached any new schedule upon which proper terms had not 
been made. Noschedule could have been passed over the de- 
termined purpose of any Senator to prevent its being done un- 
less proper terms were made. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, the Senator 
from Delaware simply means that, in his jugdment, the only way 
to have secured a duty on wool would have been to have talked 
and talked and talked until the 4th day of March next in order 
to defeat the bill? 

Mr. HIGGINS. If I knew as much as to how the bill has been 
modified as, I will not say the Senator from Oregon does, but 
Senators on this side, I should undertake to answer his question 
with more confidence. I only speak of it as one of the ways. I 
do not know any more than that. 

There was talk last autumn of a patriotic union between the 
West and the South. 

It was hinted by some that the interest of the West in pro- 
tection was slight, and it was said that the West—the Rocky 
Mountain country—had been for protection in some sort of way 
for the interest of the East and not for the interest of the West. 
But the bill stands to-day with these two great Western indus- 
tries alone left unprotected; and if the Senator from Nevada 
should ask me who is responsible for it in an essential way, I 
should answer, in the language of Nathan, ‘‘ Thouart the man.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President,I am giad that my gold-bug 
friend from Delaware has delivered himself of that speech. [ 
can returnit. Heis the man who is responsible to the extent 
of his ability for the distress in the country to-day. He is the 
man and his party the party which struck downsilver. The Re- 
publican party did it. They did not know it when they did it, 
but they have stood by it every hour since. ‘There has been no 
time when a majority of the Democrats were not in favor of re- 
monetizing silver. It took months for the Democrats to even 
get a majority of their own party in that fatal extra session to 
vote to repeal the Sherman act. But you they had all the time. 
You were the old guard which stood by the London syndicate 
to strike down the money of the country. 

For twenty years nearly four-fifths of every vote have come 
from the Democratic side of the two Houses. We got but one 
vote in the Senate against the final consummation of that out- 
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rage, avainst the ratification and confirmation of the act of 1873, 
east of the Datcotas and north of the Potomac and Ohio Rivers. 
That was the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who 
stood alone. You were all solid. We appealed to you and told 
you of the desolation of our homes. We told you that an indus- 
trious and st people, who had created the empire of the 
West, would be stricken down and destroyed. We warned you 
at that time that the blow you were then striking would send 
distress to every household in the land. We point to-day tothe 
strikes, to the idle men, to the destruction and paralyzation of 
industry through your votes, which were solid. 

The wool question to us is an important one, but it is a baga- 
telle compared with the other question. It is utterly insig- 
nificant compared with the greater question of our principal 
industry. The tariff is a bagutelle compared to the money ques- 
tion in its importance to the people of this country. 
that is ruining this country is world-wide. 
employment and starving for bread to-day in consequence of the 
policy which you inaugurated and which you have stood by most 
faithfully. You have told us that you are friends of silver, but 
you always vote for gold. You have putin your platforms lan- 
guage indicating that you intended to do something for silver, 
but in your action nothing could be done for silver. 

If it had been left to the Republican party, the act of 1873 
would never have been disturbed. It would have remained the 
law. The Republican party, I say, would not have repealed it. 
It was by Democratic votes that a meager majority could be got 
for any bill in favor of silver. Then we are told that if we had 
filibustered with you during this session we might have defeated 
the bill and thus saved wool. I say that filibustering against 
the pending bill would have been unjustifiable. The American 
people voted for taviff legislation, and they are entitled to have 
wv bill passed. The other side is responsible for that bill. 

It is said that pressure was brought to bear and that theother 
side had to give way. Weare not in the Democratic ranks; we 
could not threaten to bolt if they did not give us a bill that was 
satisfactory tous. You condemned us on this floor in the most 
severe language for protesting as long as we did in the extra 
session. Then you ask us to filibuster against the pending bill. 
if there is filibustering to be done you are the men todoit. I 
recorynize the right of the American people to decide in favor of 
tarill legislation if they will, but I did not recognize the right 
of Congress at the extra session to take a snap judgment, as I 
claiin it did, upon the American people. 

With both platforms proclaiming fidelity to bimetallism, and 
both parties claiming it, and the people understanding it, a snap 
judgment was taken in the extra session and the act of 1873 was 
ratitied. Wo protested against that as best we could, becauso 
we believed it was not only a wrong of the greatest magnitude, 
but because it had not the sanction of the votes of the people. 
{i recognize the right of every man in the Senate to discuss all 
questions fully and freely, but I do not recognize the right to 
filibuster against a party which has the verdict of the people 
in fuvor of its legislation. That party must determine what 
that legislation shall be. I say that your condemnation of us at 
the extra session was wrong. We were right; but we would be 
wroug if we filibustered here to-day, and I have not done it. 

it is said that I might have voted on questions, but there has 
been no question when my vote would have determined it. The 
Democrats have a majority here and are able to control legisla- 
tion. They have controlled it. We could have done nothing, 
except by resorting to filibustering and todelay, which we have 
refused to do and which I now refuse to do, and which I say we 
have no right todo. You who talk about being friends of our 
section when you stuck the knife to the heart of our industries, 
destroying them and destroying your own, and filling the land 
with tramps and stragglers, ought not to say that the guilt lies 
with me. My conscience is clear. ‘‘Thou art the man.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I know the anxiety of the Sen- 
ate to vote. I know it is the intention of the Senate to vote on 
the bill to-night if possible. Therefore I shall, not attempt to 
say anything in reply to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiG- 
GINS], except to state that on some other occasion I shall reply 
to what I consider an uncalled for criticism on his part. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have stated at length here- 
tofore my own position and what I believe to be the attitude of 
the manufacturers of New England and the other portions of the 
country upon the question of a duty on wool. Nothing that [ 
could say now would change that position or do anything else 
than to emphasize the words which Ithen used. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts |Mr. HOAk] have expressed the views and opinions of 
New England Senators upon this subject, and I can only say that 
I concur fully in what they have said. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the time for ar- 
gument, sofar as this question is concerned, is past, and for that 
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reason I shall not detain the Senate with any attempt at argu- 
ment. I have heretofore on several occasions discussed the 
question fully. I had hoped until very recently that we might 
some consideration for wool. I have about 
I can not, however, in justice to the peo- 
‘ ¢ L L 1 in the appeal 
which has been so vigorously made in the first instance by the 


distinguished and venerable Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN! 


abandoned that hope. 


| followed up by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] and 


others in behalf of some recognition of this industry. 
If there is any one thing in this bill which more than an, 


for the 


biil the condemnation of the American people, it is the proposi 
That is my judgment an 


tion to place wool on the free list. 
my deliberate opinion. 

This proposition means the absolute destruction of the woo! 
industry, at least so far as concerns the industry west of t! 
Rocky Mountains. The item of transportation, which ente) 
into the question and becomes a material part of it, is of such 
character that it will lead anyone who has studied the questio 
at allto the conclusion that the industry can not live west of 
the Rocky Mountains without a duty. When you can ship wo: 
from Liverpool to NewYork, and Boston, and Philadelphia for 
quarter of a cent per pound, while it costs us from 4 to 5 cents 
pound to get our wool to those points, how can you expect the 
wool-raisers of Oregon, California and Washington, Nevada, 
and Utah to compete with the cheap woolgrowing countries 0! 
the Old World? 

They can ship wool from ports in Australia and the Argentine 
Republic at a much less cost than if can be shipped from point 
west of the Rocky Mountains. 

But, as I said, the time for argument is past. It is no use to 
submit further argument. It is simply a consumption of time 
without any compensation. I unite in the appeal, however, to 
our Democratic friends. I unite in the appeal to one, or two, 01 
three of them, representing great woolgrowing States as the, 
do, to come to the front and join their votes with the unite: 
Republican and Populistic vote on this side of the Chamber and 
give us what the Walker tariff gave to wool, 30 per cent ad va- 
lorem. That will give yousomething over $5,000,000 of revenu 
We received last year, under the existing law, a little over 
$8,000,000. 

If the importations should be the same for the next year, they 
would give a revenue of $5,524,000.80. But of course the in 
portations will be largely increased. Hence the revenue doubt- 
ess under this proposition will be more than $8,000,000, which 
was the amount received under the existing law last vear. So 
from every conceivable standpoint the argument is in favor of 
the amendment proposed by the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. It will give $8,000,000 to $10,000,000 of 
revenue, and will save this great industry from absolute destruc- 
tion. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I intend to occupy the time of 
the Senate for buta minute. The time for argument has passed. 
The proposed amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER 
MAN| is not satisfactory, but it would do some good if it could 
be carried and engrafted upon the bill. Every conceivable kind 
of amendment has been offered and voted upon, and I suppose 
the Senator from Ohio asks a little with the hope that so little 
will not be denied. I do not think the Senate fully realizes the 
condition of the wool industrytin the Western country, especial], 
in the country which embraces the’ Rocky Mountain States and 
Territories. After the passage of the McKinley act a great 
many young men engaged in the wool business in the States and 
Territories west of the Missouri River. Some borrowed the 
capital, and others took their accumulations from wages for : 
number of years and invested in sheep. Some of these have 
large flocks, others flocks numbering but a few hundred head. 
They had every reason to think the McKinley act would remain 
on the statute books for a number of years. They believe il 
this bill becomes a law their industry will be destroyed. 

I have no doubt it will be so. Under free wool they will be 
unable to compete with the wool produced in other countries. 
The business at the best will be most unsatisfactory. The Sen- 
ate could well afford to give them protection on wool. 

It is not worth while to again call the attention of the Senate 
to the principles of this bill. They have been thoroughly well 
disenssed. It is not a free-trade bill; it is not a bill putting raw 
materials on the free list. Some raw materials are on the free 
list, but the most of what are known as raw materials are on the 
dutiable list and highly protected. As this bill is framed there 
is no reason why the people engaged in wool and sheep growing 
in the West should not have some protection. 

The South by words has expressed great love for the West 
during the last few years,and has proposed to enter into an alli- 
ance with the West, and so organized to break down the East. 
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While I have no sympathy with any combination that does not | vote “ yea.” He is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio 
include all the States and Territories cx mn posing our great coun- [Mr. BRIcg}. 
try, ido say that if the South has any ail ction for the West at, McPHERSON. am re uested to transfer my pair with 
now is the time to show it. You have virtually placed all the | the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from 
animals produced by the farmer on the free list, as the duties | } rth ¢ arolina | Mr. JARViIS.] I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 
imposed are so small they will affor -d no protection. 9 have Mr. DA NIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
not given adequate protection to grain growninthe West. You | ton [Mr. Squ 
have with¢ trawn the premium offered to the sugar-beet industry. Mir, Mc MILLAN (after havi — the ahiwe Fae 
Thefar mers sof o~ West have absolutely nothing inthis bill that | the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bua LARD] voted? 
is protected. yu have given the white-lead trustample protec- The VICE-PRESIDENT. te has not voted. 
tio: 1, While yo Bsn given the lead produced in our portion of the Mr. McMILLAN. I withdraw my vote, as I am ired with 
country only half the protection which was accorded in the Mc- ~ Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD 
Kinley act. The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 37; as {i 

It would be so easy for you to give us at least a little protec- YEAS—3 
tion on wool. We have discovered in the consideration of the | ajaric; Duboi tries i aaa 
bill that it is not New England which wants free raw mat erials. | Allison, Frye Lodge, Proctor 
She does not produce iron ore; she does not produce coal. I do | Carey, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay 
not think the recent reports show that the six New Eaglan ee aaa —— ee oe 
States have all, told 1,000,000 sheep within their limits, while | Davis, ' Hawley, er, 
there are a.doze n Western States which have from one to two mil- | Dixon, liggins Perkins 
lion sheep each, and California has more than 4,000,000. Yet not | ?°'P® moar Piatt, 
a New Engl: nd’ Senator has contended for free wool. Not a Re- NAYS—37 
publican member of this body has voted for free wool. Can not | Bate Gorman, Martin Smith 
the South consistently give us the two or three votes which are | Berry. ne iano. See Sa 
required to secure some protection on wool? Can wenot appeal | Carery, Hill, Morgan, Vilas, 
to some of the States which havelarge numbers of sheep within | 2 Humen, Murphy, Voorhe: 

; . sicet). : aaieken als 

their borders? ‘ — Jonas, hat. a White. 

Will not the distinguished Senator from Illinois[Mr. PALMER] | Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
and the obliging Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE]} help us outand | George, McLaurin Ransom 
give us a little protection? Will not the two Senators fromthe | @!2s0, McPherson, Roach, 
State of Texas, in which there were 7,500,000 sheep until the NOT VOTING—1 
reduction of the tariff on wool in 1883, heip us? Will not the | Alien Camden, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Senators from the State of West Virginia, in which the sheepin- | Blanchard, eee ae ™ Squire, 
dustry has become a great and profitable one; will not the Sena- ; Gaston, Mera wo 





tors from the great State of New York, which has nearly a million 
anda half of shee “p, help outso far as this industry isconcerned? 
Can wenot obtain the two or three votes on the other side which, 
added to the entire Republican and Populist vote, will place 
wool on the dutiable list? ‘You have protected all your indus- 
tries. You have rice on the protected list; you have peanuts on 
the protected list; you have coal on the protected list; a have 
iron ore on the protected list; you have your sugar on the pro- oA Uintah coe ae cosine ae 
fected list. Will you not help ous these new States and these | fore section 218. _ The amendment proposos to vatnin all of the 
Territories in the far West which are trying to obtain a sound af aaah: oe as ition Seeds ea ie ieee atl lntie 
and substantial foothold in the American Union? ae = "th: A add amon =. pong i th Pees tae ie 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to say merely a sin; gle Serna sine ‘ant dian rte tepuk oA ne estas der eieectellt: ih 
word, not by way of argument, because of course argument does sotiaiienaiel silane deracatens Mies deter & Getdinenan Se eee 
not enter into the movement toput wool onthe free list. There i fF an gy “Wh — ~ alee Z ‘ois i cceciiniaaiineate 
is no reason whatever fer it. It is the mere wanton destruction | #0" Of 00 per cent. ere the existing ratois 11 cents a pound 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I propose the amendment 
which was read by the Secretary when we were discussing the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. As it is quite long [ can 
explain it in much less time, if the Senate can bear with me, 
than it would take to have it read. 

[t is proposed to insert the amendment as new matter just be- 


: on wool of the second class, the amendment proposes to make 
7 a great industry. ssire iply yord ai - > ’ ; i eee 
of agreat industry. I desire simply to add my word and repea the duty 6 cents a pound; and where the present law divide 


what I said as to the attitude of New England and of my people 
on this question. Weare protectionists, and we believe in giv- 
ing fair protection to everyone. Noone ismore ready and more 


wool of the third class as above and below 13 cents a pound in 
value the amendment makes the dividing line at 10 eenis, r 





neme 2 5 "nant 7a) he orsades sahove ] en ta 

eager to give fair protection to the sheep industry than the : pom. Paget 4 Mat, + a “ rr = ee ne 
woolen manufacturers and the woolen makers of New England. hen = os a et “ at ee re SA a (Mle aaa 
We have no desire to discriminateagainst anybody. Wedonot |... ~. th ; foll oe omg Te Pax —- 
come here to get duties for our section and to cut off the duties | * — re yp - ev eee ' 
from other sections. That has been reserved for the bill of the cae ee ere a ee 5 : : , 
Democratic majority. Those words are stricken out. The amendment was read in 

If every duty in the bill seemed to me a satisfactor y protec- | full when we were discussing tho bill as in Committee of the 
tionist duty, my vote should still be against the bill so long as it | Whole. Iask unanimous c msent to forego the reading of tho 
committed the great wrong and injustice of pe wool upon | ame ndment at this time in — on time. 7 
the free list. Such I believe to bo the attitude of the people of The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Is 
my State to-day by an overwhelming majority. ther : object ion to the request of the Senatorfrom Kansas? The 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The Chair hears none, and itissoordered. _ 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- | The amendmentof Mr. PErrer was, to insertafter paragraph 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHE RMAN]. 277, on page 71: 

Mr. LODGE. Let the amendment be stated. SCHEDULE K.—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lILask that the amendment be read. All wools, hair of camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall be di- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | = d Soe She purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into the 

7 ~, - fer Ore] F moO. nree i ig ciasses: 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 2784, on page 72: in te © — 
gray $3 1,thatis to ay, merino, mestiz: 


Wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals wools of merino blood, immediate or re 





4, Oor metis wools, or ‘ 
te, Down clothing wools, and 
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30 per cent ad valorem * | wools of like character with any of the pri cedin zr, inclu g such as have 
1 TC 7h Arn been heretofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, 
The PRESIDING OFFICI The question is on agreeing to | New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, 
the amendment pro] osed by ra Senator from Ohio. one cayuDene, and also a luding all wools not hereinafter described or 
aa ; a esignated in classes 2 and 3. 
Mr. PLATT. I ask for the yeas and nays. : | Class 2, that is to say, Leicester, Cotswo Lincolnshire, Down combing 
a _ and nays were or¢ lered, and the Secre tary proceeded | wools, Canada long wo: ols, or other like combing wools of English blood, 
to call the roll. and usualiy known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the cat 
. + 1 : 4 tl like : 
Mr. MCPHERSON (when his namo was called). I am paired | goat, a SR ee a elie a, ee 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and inc luding all such wools of 
Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired a at as have been heretofore usually imported into the United 
. ‘ Tnnt Uiereini ‘ ae . tates from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, pting im 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia (Mr. CAMDEN]. If proved wools hereinafter provided for. 
e were present I should vote ‘“‘ yea. The standard campies of all wools which are now or may be hereafter 


The roll call was concluded. sotnorteey - = —— custom-houses of the United States, —— the 

x - - . . authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the 

ana TELLER. My colleagu € [Mr. W oma OTT} is absent from classification of wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
© Senate on account of sickness. If he were present he would | shall have the authority to renew these standards and to make such addi- 
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tions to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall cause to 
be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the United States 
when they may be needed : 

Whenever woolsof class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
Merino or English blood from their present character as represented by the 
standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom- 
houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be classitled for duty 
either as cla is Class 2, as the case may be. 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twicethe amount of the duty to which they would be subjectedif imported 
unWashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which shall 
be imported ired shall be three times the duty to which they would be 
subjected if ported unwashed. 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; thatis,intheirnatural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep's 
back.’ Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep’s back shail be 
considered as s oured woo! 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary con- 
dition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admix- 
ture of dirt or any other foreign substance, or which has been sorted or in- 
creased in value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be 
twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. Wools on which a 
duty is assessed amounting to three times or more than that which would 
be assessed if said wool was imported unwashed, such duty shall not be 
doubled on account of its being sorted. If any bale or package of wool or 
hairspecified inthis act imported as of any — class, or claimed by the 
importer to be dutiable as of any specified class, shall contain any wool or 
hair subject to a higher rate of duty than the class so specified, the whole 
bale or package shall be subject to the highest rate of duty chargeable on 
wool of the class subject tosuch higher rate of duty; and if any bale or pack- 
age be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or 
other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale contain any 
admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other material, 
the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the highest rate im 
posed upon any article in said bale or package. 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 5 cents per 
pound, and ee ail wools or hair of the second class 6 cents per pound. 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class, the 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 15 per cent ad valorem. 

On wools of thethird classand on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 10 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall 
be 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 
and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. 

On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in 
part of wool, the duty shall be 20 cents per pound. 

On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks the duty shall be 6 cents per pound. 

Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals in the 
form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been ad- 
vanced in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed 
or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject 
to the same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially 
provided for in this act. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
upon the amendment. 

In the first place, while the Senator from Nevada |[Mr. STEW- 
ART] was addressing the Senate I understood in the colloquy 
between him and the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN] that 
the latter Senator insisted that because there is no need of a 
duty upon wool, therefore there ought not to beany duty placed 
upon it. If Iam mistaken in the Senator’s statement oeuke 
be pleased if he would correct me. That being true, if there is 
no need of a duty upon wool and if therefore no duty should be 

laced upon wool, the converse of the proposition must be true, 
hat the manufacturers of wool need a duty and therefore they 
are entitled toa duty. Something follows from that inevitably; 
that is to say, that the bill isa protective tariff bill, and that no 
duty ought to be levied upon any article unless the article needs 
it by way of protection. That I assume to be the theory upon 
which the bill was constructed in the beginning of our discus- 
sion, and the longer it has proceeded the more clear the propo- 
sition becomes that it is a protective tariff bill. 

I shall not go into a discussion of the importance or the mag- 
nitude of the wool industry, nor will I speak of the necessity of 
every people raising their own wool and manufacturing their 
own clothing, for these matters have been elaborately discussed 
in the preceding speeches. But upon the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] I have something to say. 
Ifa duty is required upon woolen goods and therefore they have 
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| and at 40 cents and upwards, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


received it, the same argument which justifies that conclusion | 


will justify the demands of the woolgrower that he share the 
duty. In other words, the production of wool being as exten- 
sive an industry as the manufacture of woolen goods, as many 

ople being engaged in it,as much capital being invested in 


it, it being primarily more important than thatof the manufac- | 


ture of wool, the wool-producer is not only as much entitled, but 
he is more entitled to a duty on wool, reasoning from analogy, 
than the manufacturer of woolen goods. 
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the manufacturers, not because their interest does not need as 
much protection as that of the manufacturers, but for another 
and a much broader reason. A man who produces wool lives on 
a farm; he has the bounties of nature out of which he can pro- 
vide himself and his family a livelihood; and it amounts to little 
to him in comparison with the effect which would be produced 
upon manufacturers if the doors of our commerce were to bé 
thrown open and let them swing outward and swing inward 
upon the pivot equally to all men, whether at home or abroad, 

So far as the farmers of Kansas engaged in the production of 
wool are concerned, they say to me, ‘f Put your argument upon 
the ground of common fairness; if we are to have free wool give 
us free cloth. If youdemand protection upon manufactures give 
us protection upon the material that we produce.” 

If you will examine the existing law, Mr. President and Sen- 
ators, you will find that there is a greater degree of protection 
given—I mean in amount—to the woolgrowing industry than to 
the wool-manufacturing industry; andthe reason is because wool 
is the component part of woolen cloth, which is a self-evident 
proposition; and there is more wool incloth than anything else. 
So the farmer is not only entitled to protection, but under the 
existing law he receives it. 

Now, he is entirely willing to have the duty upon free wool 
reduced, provided you are willing to reduce the duties upon 
manufactured wool. All he asks is fair treatment. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a proposition which 
has probably escaped the attention of Senators, Democratic 
Senators especially, and the attention of the country. That sin- 
gular fact is that if you will deluct the duties which are allowed 
in the present law upon the manufactures of wool because of the 
compensating duty laid upon wool, you will find that the duties 
under the pending bill are substantially as high as they are in 
the McKinley law. Perhaps what I mean tosay can be explained 
better by referring to the act itself; and I ask the attention of 
Senators to it. 

[ read from section 391 of the existing law wherein duties are 
laid ‘‘on woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of 
wool,” and where they are ‘' valued at not more than 30 cents 
per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the 
duty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class.”” The duty on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class 
is 10 cents. Two and a half times that would be 25cents, Here 
we have a duty of 25 cents levied upon 1 pound of yarn, simply 
to compensate for the duty that is laid upon wool, and that duty 
amounts to 834 per cent. That is the duty fixed to the poundof 
yarn by reason of the duty on wool. 

Going a little further along in the paragraph we find that 
where the yarn is valued at ‘‘ more than 30 cents and not more 
than 40 cents per pound the duty per pound shall be three times 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class.” Three times the duty on a pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class amounts to 30 cents. There you have a duty of 
30 cents levied upon a pound of yarn ranging in value from 30 
cents to 40 cents; that is to say, the duty upon a pound of yarn 
of that value ranges from 100 per cent down to 75 per cent, an 
average of 874 per cent by reason of the duty laid upon wool; and 
the ad valorem duty is 35 per cent in addition to the specific 
duty. 

Then take the next class, ‘‘valued at more than 40 cents per 
pound, the duty per pound shall be 34 times the duty apeen 

y this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class.” 
Three and a half times amounts to 35 percent. There we have 
874 per cent on cloth worth 40 cents a yard by reason of the 
duty laid upon wool, and in addition to that 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Now, the point that I wish to call particular attention to and 
to ask the attention of Democratic Senators is that upon the 
first grade of yarns up to 30 cents the present law levies a duty 
of 35 per cent ad valorem; upon the next grade, between 30 and 
49 cents, the present law levies a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, 
There are 
the three grades, 35 and 40 per cent, in addition to the duty 
that is laid upon weol. 

Now, if you will turn to the proposed law, the pending bill, on 
page 72, paragraph 280, you will find that the duty which itis 
proposed to lay upon wool yarns is 40 per cent ad valorem, which 
is as high as the duty now laid under the McKinley law. You 
may continue the examination through three or four para- 


| graphs, as I have done, on woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit 


| fabrics, etc., and you will find that there is a specific duty al- 


Mr. President, all that the woolgrowers ask is that they be | 
treated fairly in comparison with the manufacturers of wool. I | 
took occasion to say after discussing this subject before that, so | 


far as the people I represent, and so far as the farmers of all the 


| 


lowed on the cloth and that specific duty is to cover the duty 
that is laid upon wool. Then, in addition, there is an ad valo- 
rem duty. In section 392 of the present law there is a duty of 
40 per cent. Then there isa duty again of 40 per centand a duty 


great Northwest, the West, and the Southwest are concerned, | of 50 per cent, and the wool duty alone amounts to 874 per cent, 
they are much more able to bear the pressure of free trade than | and as high as 100 per cent. If you will examine the bill now 
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before us relating to the very same class of matter, you will find | if this bill becomes 4 law, with an inorease substantially o 


that the proposed duty is 40 per cent, 35 per cent, and 40 per cent 
ad valorem, substantially the same asin the presentlaw. 
Then take paragraph 596 in the present law, where provision 


is made for clothing, and you will find that the same rule holds | 


good. There isa specific duty 4} times the duty imposed by the 


act upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class. That | 


would be 40 cents a pound, and is levied on a pound of cloth in 


| 


} 


order to compensate for the duty laid upon wool, and in addi- | 


tion thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 
In the proposed law the duty is 45 per cent. 


In this respect | 


the difference is greater than as to any other one of the articles | 


to which I have referred; but the point I make in this line of 
thought is that while the majority in this body insist upon re- 
taining substantially the same duties that are now in force 
a the McKinley law, they at the same time remove all the 


uties wholly from raw wool. 

If Senators say, as the Senator from Alabama did, that the 
producers of wool need no duty, all we ask of you is to apply the 
same rule to the manufacturer of wool and say that he requires 
no duty,and we have not another word to say. 
of this bill will rise before the Senate and propose to remove all 
duties fromthe manufactures of wool, that will wholly and com- 

letely and forever close the mouth of the senior Senator from 
ansas on the wool question, and you will hear no complaint 
from the farmers of Kansas. 

Now, if you are not willing to do that; compromise with us, 
make a fair reduction of duties upon manufactures of wool and 
a fair reduction upon raw wool. I care not where you place it; 
it is no matter to me whether it is a cent a pound or 2 cents or 
5 cents a pound; no matter where you make the line of compro- 
mise, just treat us as you treat yourselves, and then we shall be 
satisfied. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR] this morn- 
ing used the word ‘‘ blow,” and it has beena common expression 
during this discussion, that you are striking a blow at a certain 
eae He said to the majority of the Senate ‘‘ youare strik- 

ng a blow at the wool industry.” 

fr. President, you are striking two blows. One is the for- 
ward strokeand the other oneistherebound. You are striking 
@ blowat a greatindustry. Whenyouhavecom 
and its force has fallen upon its victims you will find that there 
will be a rebound from the victim and his blow will be harder 
than yours, The public mind is sensitive to-day, and the farm- 


er’s mind is blended in with the great mass of mentality that we | 


eall the public mind. Forty-five per cent of the voting popula- 
lation of the United States is made up of farmers, and while a 

reat many of them have no more interest in sheep than in any 
other industry in which they are not directly engaged, yet in 
the West where the most resisting, if I may use the word, where 
the most jealous and the most open-hearted class of farmers re- 
side, you will find that they will resent this indignity placed 
upon them and upon their neighbors. 

Ten years ago we had about a million sheep in Kansas. The 
number is now reduced to about 225,000. The few woolgrowers 
who still live in Kanas are neighbors with farmers who have no 
sheep, and when one of their representatives in this body asks 
the Senate of the United States to treat them fairly, with the same 
consideration that they treat the manufacturers, and you scorn 
that appeal, they take it that you scorn them and they will re- 
sist it at the ballot box, and they will unite their force with any 
other class of people that is opposed to this policy and the party 
that intends to fix it upon them. 
direction. 

There was a time when farmers were not as sensitive as they 
are now; they were not as critical as they are now. They have 
felt the pressure of injustice coming from bad, ill-advised, vicious 
legislation. 
ciating. They have found the value oftheir farms depreciating. 
They have found their old prerogatives one by one being taken 
away from them. They find their influence in politics gradu- 


ally wasting away and that a few men are usurping the powers of | 


If the managers | 


leted that blow | 
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f 
cent andaquarter upon every poundof sugar that they use, tha 
their 20-pound sack will be reduced to 15 pounds; and that is oné 
of the waysof reaching the judgmentand the consciences of men. 
While you put a duty upon sugar, something of which we pro- 
duce a very small proportion comparatively in this country, an 
article which ought from every consideration to be on the free 
list, you refuse to put a duty upon wool, of which we produce 
only about 70 percent of our consumption, importing the rest. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said all that I care to say. I 
merely want to repeat that this is nota time to trifle with the 
people's interest. I doubt very much whether there would be 
more than one vote in ten cast for a duty upon sugar if the 
question were put to the people. On the other hand, if duties 
are to be removed from wool, I doubt very much whether there 
would not be an overwhelming majority in favor of removing 
duties from manufactures of wool. I expect after the vote is 
taken upon thisamendment to test the sense of the Senate again 
upon the question of removing the duties from manufactures of 
wool. In conclusion I ask only to be treated fairly. Treat us 
just as the manufacturer is treated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish tosay a word tothe 
Senator from Kansas. This is a verysimple matter of arithme- 
tic. He says the people are being trifled with. I think the 
members of his party who usually sit upon the other side of the 
Chamber are trifling with the people, because on the last vote 
they were not recorded as voting at all on the proposition for a 
They both come from wool-producing States, and 
yet their votes werelacking. I wish the Senatorfrom Kansas who 
has just spoken would take occasion to appeal to them in pri- 
vate as he has appealed to all Senators in public in his recent 
address. It isa simple matter of arithmetic. 

Here are twelve New England Senatorsvoting fora duty on wool. 
Here are all the Republican Senators voting for a duty on wool. 
Here are the two Populists who sit on this side of the Chamber 
voting for a duty on wool. I say to my friend the Senator from 
Tennessee, now near me, it is only necessary for him to get the 
two Populists who sit upon the other side of the Chamber to vote 
for aduty on wooland detail two Democrats on the same side of the 
Chamber to vote fora duty on wool, and the deed is done ard 
the sheep industry is preserved. Otherwise the sheep of this 
country are going to disappear from the face of the earth. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The questionis onthe adoption 


| of the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


So there are two blows in this | 


They have found the value of their crops depre- | 


government. The farmer to-day is becoming watchful, not | 
wasteful. He is becoming critical, not to say suspicious, and he | 


is becoming watchful. 

In the West the farmers are practically in revolution to-day. 
Do you not observe all through the Western States and Terri- 
tories where the marching armies of unemployed men went that 
there was a sympathy between them: that the farmers took good 


PEFFER]. 

Mr. POWER and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. CALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont{Mr. PRocTor]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that I should vote ‘‘nay” if it 
were not for my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE]. 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorTtT] to the junior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 37; as follows: 





YEAS—32, 
| Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Allison, I'rye, Lodge, Power, 
Carey, Gallinger, McMillan, Quay, 
Chandler, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
| Cullom, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
|} Davis, Hawley, Patton, Stewart, 
Dixon, Higgins, Peffer, Teller, 
Dolph Hoar, Perkins. Washburn. 
NAYS—37 
Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Gorman, Mills, Curple, 
Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Harris, Morgan, Vilas, 
Brice, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery. Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, White. 
| Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
George Lindsay, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—I16 
Allen, Cameron McPherson, Proctor, 
Butler, Daniel, Martin, Squtre, 
Cail, Gordon Morrill, Wilson, 
Camden, Kyle Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


care of those traveling men as they were passing over their ter- | 


ritory? I ask the Senators who insist upon passing this bill, 
right or wrong, to think well about this matter. 

The farmers in the part of the country where I live do not 
want any duty placed upon sugar. 
free sugar. They know that their old 15, 14, 13, 124 pound sack 
was increased to 18, 20, and even 25 pounds. They foresee that 


They have had a taste of 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextreserved amendment will 
be stated. 

Mr. PEFFER. 1 propose another amendment, and I shall not 
say a word upon it; [ merely ask that a vote may be taken by 
yeas and nays. I move to insert just before paragraph 278: 


All manufactures of wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, 
and other like animals shal! be admitted free of duty 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas to 
withhold that amendment for the present and offer it later in 
the day. when the other members of the party of which he is 
such a distinguished member may be present. There is no 
question but that they will act with him upon the measure. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am trying to take care of myself in this 
Chamber, and I have no doubt that all of the other Senators are 
availing themselves of that privilege. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hoped the Senator might want a full 
vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, Dubois, 
Alien Faulkuez 
Bate rye, 

Berry Gallinger, 
Bla George 
Blanchard Gibson, 

Brice Gorman 
Caffery, Gray, 

Call Hansbrough, 
Carey Harris, 
Chandler, Hawley, 
Cockrell Higgins, 
Coke, Hiil, 

Cullom Hunton 
Daniel Irby, 

Davis Jarvis, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Platt. 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. 
tor from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as paragraph 2774: 

All manufactures of wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). [havea general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. Ifthe Senator from Alabama were present I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I agreed yester- 
day with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] that I would 
pair with him. I have been voting to-day, having forgotten the 
pair. I withhold my vote and will consider myself paired with 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] is 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. ThenI will vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in’ the negative). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN], 
but [am assured that he would vote in the negative if present 
and I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] has been necessarily 
called out of the Chamber for a short time. He is paired with 
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. If my 
colleague were present he would vote ‘‘nay;” and the Senator 
from North Carolina, being informed of that fact by me, has 
already voted ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, 
YEAS—5. 

Kyle, 


NAYS—61. 
Jones, Ney. 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
Manderson 
Martin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctcr, 


NOT VOTING—19. 
Murphy, 


Pettigrew, 
Power, 


Proctor, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 
White. 


Kyle, 

Lindsay 
Lodge. 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Peffer. 
Perkins 


(burn, 


Tam paired 


nays 61; as follows: 


Allen 
Han 


Irby, Peffer 


brough 


Aldrich 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Biackburn 
Blanchard, 
Caffery, 
Call, 

Care Vv 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Ooke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph 


Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
rye, 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hiunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark 


Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Turple, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White 


Brice, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron, Morgan, Q i 
Daniel, Morrill, Squire, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Gordon 
Hale, 
McPherson 


Stewart, 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the wool schedule has been a). 
ready very exhaustively discussed. I am tempted to asi +), 
Senate that on the remainder of the reserved amendment 
all questions arising thereon, until tho final disposition o 
bill, debate be limited to five minutes to each Senator. 1 
unanimous consent that from this time on while we arn e, 

ering the bill the five-minute rule shall be observed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
| Mr. POWER. I object. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is 
| served amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, 1 believe I will Senators 
who object if there is any limit thatthey will consent to? Wi 
the Senator from Montana be kind enough to state whether h 
will consent to any specific limit? 

Mr. POWER. This bill is a deathblow to the interests of 1 
State, and if there was any way that I could prolong this debat 
until next November I should doso,and defeat the bill. | 
object to every proposition of the kind offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inasmuch as the Senator wants to limit d 
bate to the Ist of November next, I will withdraw my reque 
[Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESID 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 279-—— 

Mr. POWER. I have an amendment to offer to come in 
paragraph 278, before paragraph 279 is acted upon. [send t 
amendment to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by th 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragray 
the following: 

278. All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other li 
animals, and all wool and hair on the skin, noils, yarn waste, card wast: 


bur waste, rags and flocks, including all waste, or rags composed wholly 
in part of wool, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr.POWER. This is the same amendment offered by tho 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] except that the rate pro 
posed is 25 per cent ad valorem instead of 30 per cent. 

I have here an editorial and figures taken from the American 
Economist, giving the losses in the sheep industry by Stat 
which I shall not read, but ask to have inserted in the Rrecorp. 
I wish, however, to give a summary of the losses up to the present 
time. The loss figured om the price of wool and the value o 
sheep in this list wasmadeon January 1. I shall giveasummai) 
in a general way, not specifying any of the States except my 
own, in which [ havea listof the sheep-growers. I ask the priv! 
lege of having this article printed in the REcorpD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
héars none. 

The matter referred tois as follows: 

THE SHEPHERD AND HIS SHEEP. 


The farmers of the United States were all promised great things duri) 
the Presidential campaign of 1892, if Grover Cleveland should only be t 
successful candidate. He was. Even greater and better things were pr: 
ised to the farmers if only a Democratic majority could be sent to Congr: 

It was. These results were very largely secured by the aid of the farm: 
and the farmers naturally expected that the campaign promises of | 
would be kept. The farmers will again be asked for their votes in the fa! 
and they should compare the promises of 1892 with the performances of 189 
Let us help them 4o this. 

The farmers raise sheep in every section of thecountry. There are fort 
seven diferent States and Territories in which the farmers look to the 
sheep andthe wool from their sheep as a money crop to supply them wi 
hard cash wherewith to purchases the many necessary farm supplies a 
tools that they can not obtain by trading in their local stores. The value 
their sheep and the value of the wool are therefore very important fact 
tothe farmer. Good prices for sheep and good value for wool mean co! 
fort in the farm housés; they mean the payment of mortgages; they me 
new tools; they mean new buildings for more stock; they mean gen 
prosperity to the farmer. 

Whenthe ee. was in power, and when the farmer’s true frien 
the late Hon. J. Rusk, was at the head of the Department of Agricultu: 
which is the farmer's particular part of the Administration, it was custo 
ary to publish each yeara careful statement showing the numberof she 
in each different State in the Union, the value of each sheep in each Stat 
and the total value of all the sheep in each State. There was nothing hi 
den from the farmersin those days. Jerry Rusk was a true farmer himst 
He was not a fancy farmer who farmed on Mr. Cleveland's “theory,” but 
honest, hard-working farmer who farmed on the good “condition ” of h 
land and stock. 

But there has been a change since then. Mr. Cleveland, who made suc 
great promises to the farmers in 1892, put Mr. J. Sterling Morton, from N 
braska, at the head of the farmers’ Departmentof Agriculture. Mr. Morto! 
celebrated his arrival in Washington by telling the farmers that they didn 
know what they wanted, but that he would teach them. Mr. Morton issai 
to have once planted a tree and he called it Arbor Day, and what he didn 
know about farming wasn’t worth knowing. It might fill dictionaries fu 

When the time came round, in January of this year, for the farmers | 
learn about the number and value of their sheep, the farmors were surpris 
to find that Mr. Morton had forgotten to tell them as much as Jerry Rusk 
did. He told them how manysheepthere were in the country and what tle 
were all worth. He told them that each sheep was worth 80 cents less on 
January 1, 1894, thanit was worth the year before. He gave themthe value 0! 
each shesp under and over 1 year old at the beginning of this year, but he left 
them to figure out for themselves how much less money the sheep in each 
State were worth. Jerry Rusk used to tell them everything, but then he 
Was a good, honest Republican farmer. 


oopjection., 


he 
§) 


ENT. Thenext reserved amendment \ 


The Chai 











1894. 





"hat Mr. Morton forgot to tell the farmers has been specially prepared 
1em inthe American Economist, Here it is: 






































Number of sheep. | “YCras Total valu 
4 price 
States a Territor ee anit 
1802. | 1804. |1892.)1894.) 1892 | 1894 
‘alii - — —— 
Maine.... ii — oan $1, 717, § (4) S787 918 
New Hampshire 540, 751 261, 115 
Vermont 1,179,726, 753, 657 
Massachusetts ....--------- 293' 947} 169, 241 
Rhode Island........--- 88, 884) 42, 296 
Connecticut.....-.--- ooo 192,454) 122, 984 
Yotal New England 26 2, 943, 035 

| “ “3 ail 
Ok an | J, 421, 455 3. | 4, 441, 763 
New Jersey ....-.----- de 102, O77 67,571) 4.05) 3 198, 620 
Pennsylvania.......-- 1,091, 477) 1, 473, 494) 3. 83) 3.2 4,178,173) 4, 769, 485 
NN con cosescsned 22, 967 12,873) 3.87) 3. 88,768, 41,985 
7 a 164,680, 145, 446) 3.91) 3.31) 644,558] 481, 426 

| Ie a ee 

j ' ; ' 

Total Middle States 656] 3,077, 435) 3.89) 3.29, 10,726, 950) 9, { 

Wee, .ncccceseces : | 449, 009 488, 432) 3. 05 
North Carolina Suksihaliesnilia 390,261; 376,309 1.22 710, 275 459, 097 


82 
89} 
76 








3. 
;. 
Be 
1. 


















; 
South Carolina......- | 89,073) 78, 384) 1.29; 167,903) 101, 115 
Georgia... | $83,017) 411,169) 1.76) 1.16] 678,956) 476,956 
Tiorida .. | 117,028} 112, 885 2.06; 1.46 241,499) 164,812 
Alabama.....-.- -| 269,292; 343,832) 1.65) 1.05 443,927; 361,024 
Mississippi -... “ 223,578) 415,855) 1.50). 90 335, 367 874, 270 
Louisiana ....-- -| ~118,488) 184, 273) 1.61) 1.01) 191. 249| 196, 679 
I decane uaeie .| 5,040, 175] 3, 814, 405) 1.55) .95) 7, 808, 289) 8, 623, 685 
iri cis anormal | 264,094) 228,310) 1.50] .90) 396,537] 205, 479 
NR va ncnisnusnmecccoust | 606,007) 519,770) 2.19! 1.59) 1,105,879) 826,434 
West Virginia........ = 529,204) 765,705) 3.11) 2.51) 1,646, 354) 1,891, 920 
EES 778, 336) 1, 163, 098) 2.18) 2.58) 2, 456, 889) 2, 900, 793 


Q 
»* 


° » 
w4 


2, 778, 922 


| | 
Total Southern States-.-| 2, 2.07) 1.47) 17, 548, 0811 













a cpicentrnsdnacowsoneel 3.30} 2.70) 14, 724, 581/10, 167, 401 
Michigan ... ..-| 2, 858, 777 3.21] 2.61] 7,560,338] 6, 244, 730 
Indiana .-- ..---| 1,161,702 | 3.70} 3.10) 4, 298, 762) 8, 014, 27 
ad aida i a | 848, 092 8.57) 2.97] 3,025, 314] 8, 067, 72! 


907, '708 
357, 101) 


DE cacdcen vienon 
Minnesota -. 


2) 688, 630 
998, 598) 


2,516, 647 
1, 132, 866 





pod9 G9I9T9 


















































































Iowa 565, 631) 1,933, 084) 2, 186, 126 
Missouri ....... 916, 62: | 2,855, 262) 1,971, 877 
Kansas_... 469, 433] - 74, 1,096, 595 561, 702 
i nec ae'in clin 269, 804 277, 952) 2.56! 1.96) 690,887) 534,786 
Colorado ..........-.--------| 1,710, 395] 1,293, 958) 2.49) 1.89] 4, 263, 673) 2, 443, 880 
Total Western States|14, ( 3, 842, O14 
— { = —(—— — 
ee | 4, 083, 541; 3, 918, 157 9, 884, 211] 7, 131, 046 
I niinia cc niniiesiineecines a soaei 504,710! 544, 077) 1, 256, 223) 1, 028, 305 
rane mininad é ~---| 2, 456, O77) 2,520,759) 2. 24) 1.64) 5, 491, 789) 4, 148, 805 
Washington ............... _ 21 832,063) 2.71) 2.11) 1,858, 824) 1, 755, 653 
= | re a nnd ae ae te oe ree 
Lotal Pacific States..| 7,730, 849) 7, 824, 056, 2. 47) 1.87] 18, 421, 047)14, 063, 809 
Dakota (North and South) 590, 000 707, 840) 3. 15] 2.55 1, 861, 460 ‘1, 804. 992 
PEO. covenncadaeds . 521,077; 779,547) 2.40) 1.80) 1, 264, 985) 
OIE oicracs wn ceinins ...| 2, 089, 337] 2,780,908) 2.50] 1.90) 5, 228, 566] 
New Mexico .............-..| 2,967, 480] 2, 921, 188] 1.54] .94! 4, 556, 566) 
NONR iidncncscaccnes i 611,452) 691, 246! 2.30) 1.70, 1,406, 340) 
aay ....| 2,055, 900} 1,905, 819] 2.26] 1.66) 4, 650, 466) § 
iis ckittiniinaeracbecieinniiit i 141, 402) 1, 198, 567] 2. 46) 1.86, 2,808, 070) 
: eo = cont ot aa 2 oes = 
Total all others ._.... 9, 982, 738/10, 985, 115! 2.87] 1.77| 21, 776, 458/17, 705, 932 
ceiieeiniiaeammaal —— —_ — 











Total United States. _.|44, 938, ¢ 177 


2. 01,116, 121, 290/90, 461, 


but thef 
each farmer look for his own State or Territory and he will see that the num- 


These are a lot of figures, armers should not pass them by. 


Let 





berof sheep are given for 1892, in the good days of Mciinley protection, 
and also for 1894, in the bad daysof Cleveland free-trade. The farmer will 
also see the average value of each sheep in each State or Territory in 1892 
and in 1894. The farmer will also find what all the sheep were worth in his 
own State or Territory in 1892 and in 1894. Then if he looks down to the end 
of the table he will see the corresponding figures for the whole of the 
United States, and he can compare the value of his own sheep with those 
for the whole country, or in other States or Territories. 

Farmers know that sheep in this country increase largely in numbers. 
They look forward to the lambing season, because it adds to their flocks, 
and every little lamb that lives is worth a few dollars to the farmer. But 
there must have been something the matter with the sheep between 1892 and 
1894. In the good old McKinley protection days there were 44,938,365 sheep 
in the United States, yet two years later there were only 91,430 more sheep 
This is a very small percentage of lambing. Tor the year 1893 the lambing 
season Must have been very bad, or some plague must have struck the 
sheep. Perhaps it was the free trade-plaguoe of Grover Cleveland. That 
struck every other part of the country and blasted business; perhaps it 
Struck the farmer's sheep and made them barren. 

Whatever the trouble was, the good American farmer who tends his sheep 
Will know, and if he has a good remedy against a return of the disease he 
Will rub it in well this fall before winter comes on. The farmer will know 
Why each one of hissheep is worth more than half a dollar less now than it 
was in 1892. He does not want to lose money like that if he can help it. In 
Mississippi, Texas. Arkansas, and New Mexico a sheep was worth less than 
adollarthisyear. Thinkofit. Thissamefree-trade plague may attack your 
Own section again and bring the price of your own sheep down below a dollar. 
Get that remedy ready to stop the disease. Rub it in well and apply it 
thoroughly next November. That's the time to check this free-trade in 
wool disease. 

These figures pet mighty interesting when they come near home. Now, 
here are some more. Don’t pass them by. They show just how many 
more or less sheep there were in each State this year as compared with 1892, 
and they also show how much more or less money all the sheep were worth 
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ach State this year. These figures that show tho losses are what the 
armer will remember while he is mixing that sheep wash that ho intend 
ibin next November. Here they are: 





Loss R 
inumber.! valu 


rn ] 


Maine jus pacermiedvenmts i 





























Sekidunncttiaiidnantielrns Guaaltedietie . 242, 640 356 
New Hampshire. .........-<« dail ab detieinumenmmnbted test | %3,207 636 
a ma 78, 104 4°, O68 
So oan en 203 54. 706 
le Island .......... ‘ . ; 9, 154 16, 588 
COMMOCUIOUS.. . oo cece nc cucce PES SEs ee a ee ae 7, 269 69, 470 
I in New England -| 410,57 1, Si 
acti eens einen 7 
antl ) 
ees I 
Delaware it 
Marylai 163 
Loss in Middle States | *274, 779 793, ¢ 
ac 
Virginia ........-. #39, 423 173, 358 
I a a latin nl eetaliatati 13, 952 | 1,1 
South Carolina...... 10, 689 66,78 
Georgia -- } 28, 152 197, 000 
Florida ... 4,143 | 66, 7: 
ae #74, 540 | 32, 90 
Mississippi 2,277 | 38, Ot 


Louisiana --- 


| t ; 
Texas | 4, 184, 554 
Arkansas 191, 
Tennessee ern 44 
West Virginia ! 
Kentucky P4453, H 


Loss in Southern States 









La 702, 383 | 4,557, 180 
Michigan... *38, 838 | 1,315, 605 
Indiana . 189, 357 | 1, 284. 49 
i a ae #194, 884 | *42, 415 
Wisconsin *158, 668 171, 98 
Minnesota ...| #157, 838 268 





| 
..| *210, 191 | 
Missouri --| 784, 330 | 


Kansas 146,041; 534,89 

Neb saan ialihesatecpleiliidn talent teeta scelaiha ttn aac cece A Ee *8,148 156, 10 

UN teint et ieee er oe clint ies iiuiaaeiahimenail | 417, 337 | 1,819, 7! 
a Ee ir Rivne ok dc ceeciewe cncctistintintiina | 9, 798, 710 





*39, 2607 
| ese aor 
--| 73,682 
| #145, 542 





14 


gon 
Washington..... 


i& 103, 171 


Loss in Pacific 


Dakota 
Idaho. 
Montana 
New Mexico _...... piaaieg 
Arizona 
Utah 


Veron ‘ 
Wyoming 





ART ietk scents dicunracenens decennial 


a 
al loss United States 




















There is not a State or Territory missing. Every farmer can b 
terested. Study them after your day’s work is done. See how bad the 
lambing season was in New England, where there was a loss of 410,577 shee 
in the Southern States of 250,135; in the Western States of 612,221 shee} 
Then there was very poor lambing in the Middle and Pacific coast Sta 
What a bad season it was to be sure when there were only 91,430 more p 
in the country after the farmers had just one year of Grover's clover. Is 
this what he promised the farmers when he asked them to vote for him 

Now, look at the money that the American sheep farmers have lost. In 
New England they lost $1,895,825. In the Middle States they lost $793,661. In 
the Southern States they lost $4,769,159. In the Pacific coast States t y 
lost $4,427,238. In the other States and Territories they lost $4,070,521. All 
the sheep farmers in all the States and Territories have lost $25,660,013 in 



























the value of their sheep. This does not include the lossin the price of their 
wool. Thatis an extra loss. This free-trade disease that has got an . 
the sheep is worse than the scab. Is this what Grover Cleveland and t 
Democratic party promised the farmers in 1392 when th W xd the far 
ers’ votes? 

Grover Cleveland and the Democratic party do r like American sheep 
or American farmers who raise sheep. Why Well, Grover Cleveland said 
‘that a large proportion of the sheep owned by the farmers throughout the 
country are found in small flocks 1 from 25 to { rhose wer6é 
his very word If the lo to ¢ farl or to half a dozen 
farmers, if there wa s the sugar trust, it would be differ- 
ent. But the Democrats a l on tl 1eep and the sheep farmers be- 
cause there : so many farmers who each have a few sheep, Which help to 


give the farmers ready cash. 

Senator JONES of Nevada—all the sheep men know him—gave an answer 
that knocked Grover Cleveland out. He showed him that there were 830,960 
different farmers in the United States who owned sheep, and that the free 
trade disease, which is worse than the scab, would injure all of these 830,960 
sheep farmers. Senator JONES wasright. It hasinjuredthem. The losson 
all the sheep in the country has been $25,660,013 under the free-trade sheep 


disease. Divide that loss among 830,960 sheep farmers and you will find that 
each farmer has lost $30.88. 

Thirty dollars and eighty-eight cents lost by each farmer who owns sheep 
Since the sheep ranches were attacked by the free-wool plague 


This is 2 
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etty sort of good times. Is it what the Democrats promised in 1892? If 
ot, just stir up that sheep-wash mixture again and rub it well into the 
Democrats next fall. 


Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the figures in the foregoing 
table show a loss of $25,660,013 to the American farmer who 
raises sheep. ‘This estimate was made on January 1, 1894, since 
which time the price on mutton has continued to fall, and will 
not now average over $1.25 perhead. These are stubborn facts, 
as can be seen from the commercial reports and account of sales 
for the past six months. 

See what a great loss this istothesheep-grower. In the New 
England States he loses $2,911,500; in the Middle States, $6,880,- 
156; in the Southern States, $6,420,047; in the Western States, 
$26,866,307; in the Pacific States, $8,710,977; and in the other 
States, $8,045,059. A total loss of $59,834,046, or $72 to every 
farmer in the United States who raises sheep. This is aside 
from the loss on wool. 

In Montana the number of sheep estimated January 1, 1894, 
was 2,780,908, averaged at $1.25 per head, is $3,160,122, a loss 
over 1892 of $2,068,444, or in round numbers about $2,100 to 
each sheep-producer of the State. 

I have a copy of a letter written the honorable Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] from one of the most prominent breed- 
ers of Merino sheep in this country, Mr. Davis Cossitt, of Onon- 
daga, N. Y., which I ask be inserted with my remarks to sub- 
stantiate the summary presented of the present values of wool 
and sheep. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sence of objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


It will be so ordered,in the ab- 


ONONDAGA, N. Y., June 25, 1894, 


DEAR Sir: ‘‘Owing to certain climatic conditions fine wool can not be 
produced in these United States.” 

For the last eight or ten years the above has been the stock argument of 
‘free-wool’’ advocates, many of whom do not know a fleece of fine wool 
from the hair of a bull terrier, and the Hon. Mr. VOORHEES seems to be a 
convert to this convenient free-trade doctrine. 

It is not to be ese. that because a man has reached even the exalted 

osition of United States Senator, he must necessarily know everything; 
t should be his aim, however, whengreat andimportant interests are under 
consideration that he use every means tolearn that the arguments used are 
not in direct oppaenes to the facts. 

It is hard to believe that an American, and especially one who has been se- 
lected to represent Americans, should become so strongly partisan as to 
knowingly indorse a statement so injurious to the people he represents, 
merely to gain a temporary een oa advantage. 

We must infer, chen, that the statement referred to was made ignorantly, 
but we insist, carelessly. 

The inclosed samples of wool are from a flock of Merinos that was estab- 
lished in 1802. Previous to the election of 1892 the wool from this flock was 
never but once sold atless than 20 cents per pound, unwashed: for the clips 
of 93 and '94 Iam offered 10 cents. 

The blood being considered desirable, the increase of the flock has always 
(previous to the election of '92) sold readily and at fairly remunerative 

ricer, but a contract to deliver 100 ewes and rams at the Syracuse station 
n November, 1892, at 810 per head was canceled as soon as the result of the 
Presidential election of that year was known. I have since sold these sheep 
at $1.50 per head. 

The ‘‘climatic’’ conditions of America, Mr. VOORHEES, are favorable to 
the production of the very best wool that can be grown anywhere. Any 
country where the snow flies produces finer furs, finer and softer wools than 
can be grown in a hot climate. This is a natural law that neither free wool 
fallacies, willful ignorance, nor partisan malice can abrogate. 

The best wools can not only be grown here, butin sufficient quantities too, 
to fully supply every demand of manufacturers and consumers, and at prices 
low enough to satisfy every reasonable requirement. 

But the tariff-tinkering majority in Congress is pursuing a course that 
must compel every American woolgrower to surrender his only market to 
foreign competition. Corrupt trusts can be fostered, wealthy corporations 
and manufacturers can be protected, but the interests and rights of Ameri- 
can farmers are not to be regarded. 

Yetthe men at Washington expect Democrats who are engaged in the 
woolgrowing business, and in other branches of farming as well, tomeekly 
(you are fond of saying loyally) fall intoline and continue to vote the 
straight ticket. Well, wait till they get achance and see. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
DAVIS COSSITT. 

Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, United Slates Senale. 


Mr. POWER. I also ask to have inserted in the RECORD an 
article from the American Economist on ‘‘ The Farmer and His 
Wool Bale,” with the tables accompanying it as follows: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

‘The matter referred to is as follows: 


THE FARMER AND HIS WOOL BALE. 


We have had a talk with the American farmer who raises sheep and have 
shown him how the promises of Mr. Cleveland and of the Democratic party 
that were made before the election of 1892 have been kept during the year 
1894, as far as his sheep are concerned. The farmer naturally is anxious to 
know all that the Government does for himin improving the value of his 
stock, his crops, and his property; and now, having shorn the farmer’s 
sheep, let us have a look at the wool and what it is worth to the farmer in 
his wool bale. 

The American Enconomist has gone into every detail in regard to the num- 
ber of sheep, their average price, and their total valuein each State and Ter- 

tory of the country two years ago and now; the wool clip in each State 

uring 1893 and the average price paid for that wool last year, comparing it 
with its average value per pound at the beginning of the present year, thus 


~~ tt 
ie 


showing what the total wool clip was worth at the beginnin 9 wh: 
it was worth at the beginning of 1894, as follows: ° Sof 1898 and whas 


| Estimateal| Price per 
clip for pound. 

{893, Wash-|— sea yeocee 
ed and /|Jan.,|Jan., 

junwas red | 1893. | 1894. 


V 


Total clip value. 
Seates and Territories, 7 eas 
1893, 
—| * 
Pounds. Cts. Cte. } 
2,392,224 | 26] 20] 8621,978] g47x 449 
950, 936 2 19 | 228, 225 | 180, 678 
2,472,000 | 22 543,860 | 420; 255 
318, 192 | 59, 456 
73, 560 | * 32 16,919 
212, 395 | 44, 603 


New Hampshire .........-. 
Vermont js 
ee, ea a 
Rhode Island 

Connecticut 


76, 366 
23, 529 
65,842 | 
Total New England 1,559, 800 | 1, 200, 360 


9,328,300 / 39 | 20 
306,230 | 31 21 
9,823,296 | 82 23 
74, 581 | 
681,777 


New York 

TE cin cnadinahecintndeianeon 
Pennsylvania 

Delaware 

Maryland 


2, 798, 490 | 1, 865, 660 

94, 931 64, 308 

38, 143, 454 | 2, 228 357 

20, 123 14, 906 

20 184, 080 136, 355 
samastentialcpeeenme, 

20, 214, 134 [-oe 7 , 241, 078 


4, 339, 587 


Total Middle States 


2,492, 000 | 
1, 980, 575 | 
391, 920 
1, 947, 641 | 

532, 475 | 


548, 240 
376, 309 
74, 455 
370, 052 
101, 270 
306, 225 
335, 328 
172, 750 
8, 641, 023 
201, 874 
465, 791 
1,061, 414 
1, 361, 072 


797, 440 
514, 950 | 
101, 899 
506, 387 | 
138, 444 
419, 045 
435, 734 
239, 939 
5, 764, 953 | 
302, 811 
774 140 
1, 434, 645 | 
1, 837, 447 | 


.|13, 297, 834 


Virginia ctemonied 
NOPFth COPOUMA..0... 006s ccncsccsecs 
South Carolina 


1,611,711 
1, 862, 936 
959, 755 
30, 341, 857 
1, 441, 956 
2, 977, 849 
4, 627, 887 
6, 802, 359 


Mississippi ......... 

TE Gn ie owenenceabunkss owas 
ith denitihed adusiceecunns akweel 
ee uxeibacmael 
Tennessee 

West Virginia .......... 


Kentucky ........ 


Total Southern States.._.../ 9, 018, 814 


6, 787, 024 | 5, 035, 534 
4, 583, 750 | 3, 274, 107 
1, 750, 220 | 1, 231, 686 
1,929, 410 | 1,311,998 
2,012, 934 | 1, 437, 810 
749,912 | 509,940 
, 439,698 | 996,714 
, 715,919 | 1, 253, 840 
529,893 | 405,212 
367,878 | 270,302 
2, 262,503 | 1,015, 974 


| 21,893, 625 | 
16, 370, 536 | 
6, 482, 298 
7, 117, 638 
7, 789, 050 
2, 999, 646 
5, 537, 301 
6, 599, 688 
8, 117, 016 
2; 452, 518 
9, 236, 130 


Michigan ......... ousisnetneedl 
Indiana 
Illinois ...... -suvdnecibnneeeaaeuase 
Wisconsin 
Minnesota 





Missouri 

0 EE ee ees es 
Nebraska 

Colorado 


j24, 129, 141 \16, 743, 067 


“4, 825, 520 | 2, 680, 844 
3,733, 337 | 2, 087, 834 
799,461 | 488,559 


Total Western States 


California 
Oregon 
Nevada 
$22, 684 576, 678 


Arizona --e-| 5,227,911 
North Dakota 2, 440, 000 
South Dakota 1,994, 000 | ‘ 

6, 114, 096 2 | 
17, 696, 686 3} 
12, 285, 369 
| 14, 823, 039 | 


836, 466 | 

414, 800 

338, 980 
1, 039, 896 723, 692 
8, 539, 337 | 2, 300, 5§9 
2, 211, 866 | 1,351, 391 
2, 668, 147 | 1, 630, 584 
1, 833, 808 1, 120, 660 





10, 187, 820 





70, 768, 921 
[901 697, 102 | 
* Washed. 


We find that the entire American wool clip for 1893 amounted to 301,538,134 
pounds of washed and unwashed wool. Its price ranged from 18 to 32 cents 
a pound, and the totalclip was worth $68,391,055. A year later, however, thd 
average price of wool ranged only from 10 up to 23 cents per pound, there 
being a loss of from 5 to 9 cents per pound. The total clip at the beginnin 
of this year was worth only 845,317,459, a total loss tothe farmers of $23,073,595. 

From the facts supplied as to the clip and the average price per pound, we 
have worked out the total clip and its value in each and every State and 
Territory in the Union. In order to approximate the value per pound of 
wool from each State, it is necessary to average the price by estimating thé 
amount of fine, medium, and coarse wool, and also in some cases the pert- 
centage of washed wool. This has been carefully done, and we think the 
values given herewith are as nearly correct as such estimates can be made. 
The farmers have already learned that this free-trade disease which has got 
among their sheep cost them $25,660,013 loss in the actual value of the live 
stock. We have above given them the total clip value at the beginning of 
1893 and 1894, which showed a loss of $23,073,596 in the value of the wool, thus 
making a total loss to the sheep-raisers of the United States of #48,733,709. 

But this does not cover the entire wool loss; first, because the nearer we 
have been getting to the time when free trade in wool is to take effect the 
lower has been the price of the American wool quoted, and farmers are not 
able to obtain to-day nearly as much money for their wool as they could sit 
months ago. This further loss of money to the farmers we are not able as 
yet toarrive at. But we have shown that there are 830,960 different sheep- 
owners in the United States, each one of whom :ost $30.88 through the lowér 
value in the price of his live sheep since a Democratic President and a 
Democratic Congress controlled the administration of the country; and w¢6 
further find that each one of these 830,960 farmers lost $27.77 through the de- 
crease in one year in the price of their wool, thus making a total loss to 
every sheep-raiser in the country of $58.65. What fine Democracy this is, 
and how it tallies with the promises of 1892. 

That loss in the value of sheep we have shown to the farmer was worse 
than the scab. This loss in the value of wool comes on the top of the free- 
trade scablike adoseof footrot. Infact, the present condition of the Amer- 


|12, 882, 800 | 8, 181, 717 








68, 391, 055 Is, 317, 459 











1894. 


oe 


0 a s worse than if it were afflicted either with the scab or foot rot, 
can sheet It will take longer to efface the Democratic disease than it 
would to eradicate all trace of either scab or foot rot, or both. 

Look now at the loss in the value of the sheep and the loss in the value of 
the wool in each separate State, given as follows: 








: . : Lossin | Value, 

States and Territories. sheep. | wool. 
Maine fio, dae dibccaiad maria | $143, - 
New Hampshire 47,5 7 
WOO on cc ccns 6a duds ebancdvatacdannweseseuegeansene 068 123, 605 
Massachusetts... .... 2... cccccecnccccce ncec ences --eessece- 54, 706 16, 910 
Rhode Island... ncccecccccocccccccececesesesccecceses 46, 588 6,619 
CORTIOCHOUE . oon vcnncccdcnawervaccussecccesasesccncscecces 69, 470 21, 239 








Loss in New England........ 























Wew YOR Racsscene- bccn: emake mare eee nae 959, 766 
BEG DONO ire edie nwns avcnadve cn sccceoucngncewnasnimencnes 215, 302 
SN aisiin ncn. Kacndgusavcs ntunstibnnendoe sdnniies ¥591, 812 
i... ease jenn abana 46, 773 
Maryland ah tall seal tometer thn wieg aww Ra aaanaaeE 163, 132 

1,000 fh Middle States... .<cccscisccdscsnccveccaucl 793, 661 1, 901, 491 
Wi ae oi ci ic acnar isi ade mueecnmedioneden | 178, 858 249, 200 
TEE BOI oe dvdewencundctadcqucsaspaceiensaasnwnae 251, 178 138, 641 
IIE gon aicwissiniimainiinne sebutemusin Nibed mheicomiatione 66, 788 27, 434 
ee ie dela chm ia catia oa tame alate ae 197, 000 136, 325 
PUNE ncn a ind wi cnn mente manta ant eienibbiabeniamieaiiiaiinel 66, 788 37,174 
EET NI EL EEDA RIN IL SECO LE 82, 903 112, 820 
SE ca ktitlt nddvakdinatneds sonencsoesemenmndgiiaal #38, 903 130, 406 
OA i glia lee ed il ie ila *5, 439 67, 189 
SOON ci inn cutnanadchescans indeeaninnheans Sanamatiabeaana 4, 184, 554 2, 123, 930 
BE nin icidiunttbita ncuv sentences sedeenensdathaainn 191, 058 100, 937 
MI. <1.) 10 sed sesbeehsenedeensedaane becasue 279, 445 308, 349 
We FNS baittinnccenskunaencédasiwetecemenncmabin #245, 566 370, 231 
TGC dies kicdnnnnabatnnseesscanscncamicdsdeeussceoven *443, 904 476, 375 


Loss in Southern States. 4, 769, 159 4, 279, 021 






































Sl hie tig aca ctier a sa anen ewes ..| 4,557,180 | 1,751,490 
ME hi Sans bth inanesneesndeeeneekeinhethnsebscete 1, 315, 608 1, 309, 643 
RE aiid ntivradewencaceed>hanunas de uctdnneeieumane dite 1, 284, 492 518, 584 
laa *42,415 617, 412 
WI ks ee natin as ciiih en aieainsedmaaeaeal 171, 983 575, 124 
a. ce tac ne aack dk ackaasnnand skeen deancaeee *134, 268 239, 972 
aia aie lal in aaa teen i al #253, 042 442, 984 
i a a a i ae 383, 385 462, 079 
i a a 534, 893 124, 681 
ES a A ae 156, 101 97,576 
I id de dhelktiutt-@enetetsinaknnd tlie ne eae eee ee 1, 819, 793 1, 246, 529 

Lone tm Westerns State. oon - cicc cece ccccccccnccccs 9,793,710 | 7,386,074 
CR an dn oh wcietnesanidowawkendtkadwbeniiepiad 2, 753, 165 2, 144, 676 
i tidiodés tough ddcanddbisavaduaudusend eedddianideh 227,918 310, 902 
I 8 ee ev chinwbudetdntinaunidaniens ob babatadabcsiadae 1, 342, 984 1, 645, 403 
WIE dick diknu Sandinadeinaaddudinntedectaneumseeawnnn 103, 171 340, 006 

EE re OE vince inabeendediwendandemm 4, 427, 238 4, 446, 987 
Dakota (North and South)....... nth Gad aipndiaiisiddataes 56, 468 221, 700 
east Sem indietia alii ad cmt database abiadiapniiatic *138, 200 315, 704 
PL <x a ciemiedidd Gated acne dacaud aes aaeaae Cedeteen *55, 159 1, 238, 768 
BE a dimtntlccnaideccneniinet dtc nahin teitindindaiaitininiaiangill 1, 810, 649 859, 975 
ic ei eh eee aaah ate angen ediie ae ea aenees 231, 222 313, 675 
I iia a tiara eal ba ante ecclesia a mala a edn a 1, 486, 806 1, 037, 613 
PRA dd Antictbnikig et bihawsumtinas daca bed wedndanaactd 678, 735 713, 148 

RE St GU eis dis cacti anveniacnddeaudeaantvacca 4,070,521 | 4,700,583 

| caitilaagaeiiisiend 

TOG ee I itch bic vctikd ci tinnidilvensadedcecaadaned 25, 660, 113 23, 073, 596 











*Gain. 


Every farmer can easily add together these two losses, the loss and value 
of the sheep and the loss and value of the wool, and he will know at once 
how much money the farmers in his own State have lost altogether since 
the country was cursed with a Democratic administration. Let the farmer 
figure up these losses and just think of the good times he was promised 
when the free traders were asking for his vote in 1892. Won't he just stir 
up that sheep mixture? 

Now, look at the total loss to the sheep-raisers of the country inthe differ- 
ent sections. In New England the farmers who own sheep lost 82,165,264; 
in the Middle States the farmers whoraise sheep lost $2,695,152; in the South- 
ern States they lost $9,048,180; in the Western States they lost $17,179,784; in 
the Pacific States they lost $8,874,225; in all other States and Territories 
they lost $5,771,104, making a total loss to the sheep farmers of the United 
States of almost %50,000,000 from this one farm crop alone. 








Here are the figures: 





Loss by sections. | 
—| Total loss. 








Sheep. Wool. 
. . oy cee ae coc al 

Ee PE aos ncwainnatniatede | $1, 805, 824 $359, 440 $2, 165, 264 
i ae | 793,661 | 1,901,491 2, 695, 152 
I I nh Sacdntincee Sicadicien sumed 4,769,159 | 4,279, 021 9, 048, 180 
Wr I oltethieiita te uankendudnaaeuen 9,793,710 | 7,886,074 | 17,179,784 
ae 4,427,238 | 4,446, 987 8, 874, 225 
DATE es 4,070,521 | 4,700,583 8,771, 104 

Total United States .................. 25, 660, 113 | 23,073,596 | 48, 733,709 


Nearly 950,000,000 or 858.65 hard cash lost on an average by each farmer in 
the country who was unfortunate enough to own sheep when the govern- 
Ment of the country was placed in the hands of men who favor foreigners 
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and hate Americans. And this is not all, because to-day’s price of wool will 
average fully 12 cents per pound less than in January, 1893, and the value of 
each sheep is correspondingly less, not being worth more than $1.25 on an 
average for the whole country. 

This is the result of the free-wool plague, worse than the scab or the foot 
rot, and worse than both. Make that mixture a little stronger, stir it up 
again, and keep on stirring it, and rub it well into the Democrats next fall; 
apply it strong, very strong, on the first Tuesday in November. 


Mr. POWER. Wool has fallen so that to-day it would be very 
hard to get on an average more than 8 cents per pound net to 
the sheep-growerfor his wool clip. There has been a falling off 
in the average price paid for wool last year compared with the 
average value atthe beginning of the present year. According 
to the tables submitted, the value of the wool clip at the begin- 
ning of the year 1893 and its value at the beginning of 189ishow 
that the loss in New England on wool was $2,165,264, the loss in 
the Middle States $2,695,152, the loss in the Southern States 
$9,048,180, the loss in the Western States $17,179,784, the lossin 
the Pacific States $8,874,225, and the loss in all other States 
$8,771,104. 

Since the time these estimates were made, as I have stated, 
the price of wool has still further declined, so that to-day it 
would be difficult to realize more than 8 cents per pound on our 
wool clip. The commercial reports for the last six months will 
bear me out in this statement. 

This table gives the entire wool clip of the United States for 
1893 as 301,637,102 pounds, valued at $68,391,055. To-day this 
clip, at 8 cents ver pound, would bring $24,130,968, a loss of $-44,- 
260,087 to the sheep farmers of the United States, or $53.60 to 
each sheep-grower on the value of his wool clip for 1894 over 
the preceding year. 

Adding to this the loss on sheep (372), we find that the actual 
loss toevery American sheep farmer is $125.60. 

The table referred to in the article from the Economist gives 
the price of wool January, 1894, for Montana, at 13 cents per 
pound. The price nowwill not average over § cents per pound, 
which shows a difference of 12 cents Joss on the pound over 1893, 
The value of the wool clip for 1893 in Montana was $3,539,337. 
Taking the same yield for 1894 (17,696,686 pounds), the value (at 
8 cents per pound) is $1,415,734.88, showing a total loss over the 
preceding year of $2,123,602.32 to the Montana sheepmen, or an 
average loss of $2,500, in round numbers, to each sheep-grower 
in Montana on his wool clip for 1894. The average loss to each 
sheepman in Montana in tha value of his flock is $2,100; add to 
this the loss on the value of his wool clip over 1893, $2,500, makes 
a total loss of $4,600 for every sheep-owner in the State. 

The following table shows the loss to the sheep farmer in the 
various States on his sheep, and the present value of his wool: 


Loss by sections. 


Total loss 
| 


Wool. | 














Sheep. | 

I IN cs cscsts iit cases cite stclepiccencslds $2,911,500 81, 046, 248 | #3, 957, 748 
ee 6, 880, 156 4, 623, 947 11, 504, 103 
EY CUNO caren ndustiddiadendinnins 6, 420, 047 , 659, 92 15. 079, 968 
ii iil ila | 26, 866, 307 16, 961 43, 827, 812 
Be I i ata instal ic sctinemiibianaiatl 8,710,977 ; 14, 458, 656 
SE SEE uttcnencnusdeendndaibeddase 8, 045, 059 | 15, 265, 846 

Total United States ............ | 59,834,046 |? 44 104, 094, 133 


It does seem to me that Democratic Senators in charge of the 
bill and Senators from the Southwest should consider this inter- 
est. They are killing the industries of the whole Northwest, 
and are protecting the manufacturing interests of the whole 
Northeast. It is certainly unnatural and unjust; but, as has 
been stated on this side of the Chamber, there seems to be no 
help for it. One or two votes from the other side of the Cham- 
ber would save this great industry. The Senator from Ohio 
|Mr. Brick], who is interested in the wool question, the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu], the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE], and the Senators from New York have it in their 
power to save this industry. Two votes from the other side of 
the Chamber would accomplish that purpose. 

It has been stated here that if Montana had another Senator 
perhaps something could be done for this great industry, and 
the same has been said of the States of Washington and Wyo- 
ming, which, like Montana, are only represented in part in this 
body. If Montana had elected a Senator this year, he would 
have been a Democrat, and he would naturally do as the Demo- 
cratic Senator from Ohio, the Democratic Senator from Califor- 
nia, the Democratic Senator from North Dakota, and the Dem- 
ocratic Senator from Kansas have done, and be bound by the 
Democratic caucus to vote against the interests of his people. 

It is well known that the trusts are protected by this bill, and 
no doubt will make a greatdeal of money by its passage. Where 
there are great gains, as in the sugar and lead trusts, some 
other interests must suffer. The $14,000,000 loss in sheep and 
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wool, as above indicated, shows that this industry is the scape- 
goat and must bear the burden which will tend to equalize the 
gain in lead products, and in the sugar and whisky trusts, 
fathered and fostered by the Democratic party. i 

{ know it is useless to offer any arguments, andthat the people | 

Northwest will have to abide by the will of the Demo- 

» party, but I wish to state that the farmers will be heard 

and this is the last time that the two Senators, one from 
ouri and one from Arkansas, will have it in their power to 
rle the interests of the Western shee growers. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
propos xd by the * snator from Montana. 

Mr. POWER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to c all the roll. 

McPHERSON (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from Vermont {[Mr. MORRILL}. 

‘j roll call was concluded. 

Vir. PETTIGREW. I am paired on this question with the 
junior Senator fré6m West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were 
present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM, I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Maine |Mr. HALE]. If he were here he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and 
i should vote *‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—320. 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Power, 

NAYS—33. 
McLaurin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Smith, 

NOT VOTING—22 

Manderson, 

Martin, 

Morrill, 

Palmer, 

Pettigrew, 

Ransom, 


of ti 
crati 
fron 
Mi 


strangs 


[am paired 


hea 


Proctor, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Teller, 
Washkurn. 


Dubois, 
rye, 
Gallinger, 
ler, Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 

Jones, Nev. 


Aldrich 
Alli 
Care 
Chand 
Cullom 
BPAY 
Dixo1 
Dolph 


m 


Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Gorman, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hiil, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 


Bate 
Berry 
Blan 
Call, 
Cockrel 
Coke, 
Faulkner 
Georg: 


Gib 


hard, 


son 


Squire, 
Stewart, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Cameron, 
Daniel, 
Gordon, 
Hale, 

Irby, 
McPherson, 


All cl 
Blackb 
Brice 
Butler 
Caffery, 
Camden 
So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 
» stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 72, in paragraph 279, line 4, after 
the first word ‘‘on,” the Senate, es in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted ‘‘ flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carded 
waste, and carbonized noils, or carbonized wool, and on;” in 
line 7, after the word ‘‘ tops,” the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out ‘ valued at not more than 35 cents per 
pound, the duty shall be 25,’ ” and in line 9, 


>and inserted *'15;” 
after the word ‘tad valorem ” struck out ‘‘ valued at over 35 


be 


’ 
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cents per pound, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valor: 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


279. On flocks, mungo, shoddy, garnetted waste, and carded waste, : 
ce rbonised noils, or carbonized wool, and on wool of the sheep, hair o 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the form of roving, y ing 
tops, 15 per cent ad valorem. ; 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask that the remaining res 
ments to the w ool § schedule may be adopted as a whole. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire time to look at the 
fore deciding. 

Mr. ALDRICH 
chooses hereafter. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iam notso anxious to offer 
but I desire to be sure that the amendments now pendin 
proper amendments to be adopted to the bill; but as |] 
Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRICH] on the other s 
the Chamber, I shall take his word for it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iaskunanimous consent that the rem: 
amendments to the wool schedule may be acted upon as a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. The question is « 
curring in the remainder of the reserved amendments n 
in Committee of the Whole to the wool schedule. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In ‘‘Schedule L.—Silks and Silk ¢ 
in paragraph 298, on page 76, line 25, after the words ‘*‘ comb 
silk,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out 
**25 cents per pound, * and inserted ‘20 per cent ad valor 
in line 3, on page 77, after the word “description,” 
“except spun silk, 20 per cent ad valorem,” and in 
word ‘‘and;” and in ‘line 5, before the words ‘ner cent 
struck out ‘‘ twenty ” and inserted * thirty;” so as to mak 
paragraph read: 

298. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste 


not further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed sil! : 


centad valorem. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, t 
ganzine, sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or yarns of every i 
tion, and spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on beams, 30 per cent a 
lorem. 

Mr. CHANDLE I wish to say aword with refer 
silk industry. W hile we do not raise cocoons in this cou 
and therefore import the raw material, the raw silk, I bol 
that California alone, if the industry were properly develop 
would supply all the raw silk that is needed for the man 
ture of silk in this country; and I trust that one of the firs 
of the next Republican Congress will be to provide for a bo 
on the raising of silk-worms and the manufacture of raw 
this country 

With reference to the manufactures of silk, as I have alré 
given some tables showing the progress of the cotton: — woo 
industries, taken from Census Bulletin No. 242, I will present 
similar table rel: iting to the silk industry, which, under p 
tion, is growing to I: arge proportions. 

I asic that the table may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in 
sence of objection. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


rved ay 


A AU 


seh 
0 


The Senator can offer any amend: 


ainendyu 
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reserved amen 


rOC 
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SLrPUucK 
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sayrt, 
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THE UNITED STATES. 


| 
} 
| 
} 
' 
| 
| 


| 
| 


paid. 


Period, 


Amount of 
capital in- 
vested. 

Per cent of 
increase. 

Number of 
employés. 

| Per cent of 
increase, 

Total wages | 

Per cent of 
increase. 


50, 913 
19, ore 


61, 007, B09 167. 00 62. 45) 


31, 882, 237 


19, 680, 3181116. 7 
| 10, 733, a) 





| 


| 

| 

1 

a 

Per cent ot | 


per 
paid | 
forsilkand | 
silk mate- 
rials. 
all 


Average 
wages 
capita. 

Per cent of 
materials 
used. 

ee cent of 
increase. 
materials, 
increase. | 


Silk and silk | 
of 


| Total 


($41, 023, 045'$1 


208, 454)1, 714 


t 


| 
| 


$19, 208, 683 <--->. /€22, 407, sal 
36. 80) th 917, 153) 46, | Do! oat 141. 37) 50, 919, 016) 126. 40) 87, 


mathe 388. 
46, 275, 409) 


| 27, 143, 517! 
| | 


NEW JERSEY. 


4, 177, 745) 


12, 549 
7,176, 180} 


16, 809, 927} 143.26} 17.917} 42.75 


Co eS ee 


4, 696, 775) cael 
| 11, 11, 105, 918 137. 18 
| 


~ 6,469, 143 MM css sa] 


71. 75 


9, 247, 356! 
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This table, with various others used by me in debate, was pre- | Whole was, in paragraph 300, on page 77, line 15, before the wo 
pared under my direction by Mr. E. N. Hill, of Arkansas, who | “* per cent, ‘tostrike out “forty "and insert ‘ ; 
is very competent for the pe srformance of such work. He was a | make the psragraph read: 

Confederate officer, andis now notonly a lawyer, but a student« 00. Webbing: ces. beltinues. bi 
économic questions, a fluent writer, and a statistician of great | oons, fringes,cc »foregoing which are 

“ . ’ elias yt Slik, Or OF Which 
merit $1] li pon I t ad valorem 

oe alice « ~s89 the Pa ro si aCe > arger W ages - ee 

ihe table shows t 1e operatives in silk receive : . ‘Phe gaueetient wen aancoel in. 
on the av e than those in either of the other t textile fabrics oo : ee ree te " 

; : ‘ ¢ ‘The next reserved ame eee in Committee of 
ind that the number has increased in greater r proportion. W hole was a ragraph 301, on page 77, before the word ‘‘cl 
a VV i ic Wi LPagt ot é, VELOI { Y y a < 
Everything points to the cor clusion that with protection c aaae Saw a to insert artes town and eal a ae 
J iif ine 20, fHSCr Mevtll chr Clllne’s, ~S0 as 

nued the time would not be distant when the entire demane the naragranh read: ” : 
for silk goods could be supplied by the home product. Lt os ond a th , made wholly in pa BE) 

J ’ . I. Laces and articles na le Wholly or in part of lace, and « 

One thing we all know has us resulted from the manufacture Of jn ciuaing artic les or fabrik : embroidered by hand or machinery, handker 
silk in this country. —" _ it was begun the manufacture was c¢ iets, neck rufiti 1s and ruchines. nettings and vellings, cl 
confined principally to France, Italy, China, and Japan, and |} ods ane | articles es of wearing ee. ot every description, inclu 
these eountries put whahever prices they chose upon their fab- | §°oauntacturer, composed of silie of of whicn silk 1s the component 
rics. Vhilstthe United States is not ye ta very large produce terial « ief vali ie, and beaded silk goods, not specially provided 
what it do *s produce has caused a large re ‘duetion in prices. ct, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

At present tl 1¢ manufacture is confined principally to four So the amend: ment was concurred in 
States—New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and Connecticut. The next reserved amendment was, on page 38, paragra 07, 
The growth in n P e ansylvania during the decade was enormous. | line 18, before the words “tissue paper,” to strike out*‘ ali,” and 

Vhilst silk is not a necessary of life, it will always be used | in line 21, before the sendin ‘per cent,” to strike out ‘‘ twent 

and there is no reason why its manufacture should not be en- | five” and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the paragraph read 
courged, as it alre sad y } )rov ide S profitable inbet for 00,000 peo iC, 307. P tpers known comm ly as copying paper, filteriy 1 
and that number can be quadrupled even before the home de. | paper, and tissue paper, wh ‘inted, or ored, ma ) ‘ 

ae 4 } books, reams, or in any othe lalbume ; 
-_ a d is m« SO a von . ‘ : . | per cent ad valorem. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in : a ; . 

: : ., . , Myr Te Vo wiranes ee ’ . ") 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole to para- | _ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. After tl rora Liine 2, 
graph 298, which has been stated. move to strike out the word *‘and i ins ru oo per ¢ 

The amendment was concurred in. | valorem,” and after the word ‘‘ paper,” in line 21, to inse 

cam. 7 . . ° ees 2 41 the wor the 1 writin "4 2Y and anvelones } en- 

next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the | tie Wo ds *‘and writing paper and envelopes, As 
ie was on page 77, to strike out paragraph 299, as follow s; | graved, printed, or ornamented. 

‘ SN AN (eter iki eine ie a {5 per c ae _ pen ote to the amendm nt was agreed to. 
lorem. , 7 ; : | The amendme 1s amended, was concurred in. 

\nd insert: | The next reserve d amendment made as in Comm of the 

299. Velvets, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, $1.50 per pound; plushes, #1 Whole was to insert as a new paragraph the follo 
per pound; but no case shall the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty | 81. Coal, bituminous and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal slack i 
than 50 per cent ac valorem. ;a ag yg ugh a half-inch screen, 15 cents per ton 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri that HILL. I desire a vote upon the insertion of that par 
there should be some designation there as to the matei ial of | or om I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate 1 
which these plushes are composed. There may some trouble |} any le eng thy discussion of this question. <™ Senate u 3 
arise if that is not done. The language is ‘‘ Velvets, chenill: my views uponit. I think that coal should be placed upon tho 
or other pile fabrics,” so much per pound. They are composed | free ‘list I think so because it ineneet the raw materials which 
sometimes of silk,sometimes of mohair, and sometimes of cot- | we have declared for many years should be placed upon the free 
ton and other materials. There should be inserted the words, | list. The House so considered it, and the H¢ 3 passed the 


composed of silk, or of which silk is the component material 
of chief value.’ 

Mr. VEST. Those wordsought to ba inserted. 

Mr. FRYE. That would apply also to ‘* plushes 
in line 8, after the semicolon. 

Mr. VEST. After the words ‘‘ pile fabrics,” in line 8, I move 
to insert ‘composed of silk, or of which silk is the component 
of chief value; ” andafter the word “‘ plushes,” in the same line, 
to insert the same words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 299, on page 77, line 8, it is 
proposed to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Ww hole by inserting after the words “pile fabrics,” the words 

composed of silk, or of which silk is the component of chief 
value ” and after the word ‘‘ plushes,” in the same line, to insert 


; beginnin 


y 
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“ composed of silk, or of which silk is th ¢ component of chief 
value.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
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Wilson bill, 
measure. 

[ hold in my hand an elaborate article taken from the N 
Americ an Review of last February, wherein the distinguis] 
Senator from Texas [ Mr. MILis] argues this qu estion far more 
ably —— Ican. He says the work must not stop wit 
ore, but it must be extended to all rawmaterials. Perhaps that 
is stretching the doct little too far; but to the extent to 
which we pledged ourselves I am ready to go. 

Mr. President, [ think 
would perfect this bill; it would make it better; 
is in the interest of true Democracy that this amendment should 
- rejected. I do not expect, of course, that it will be rejected, 
ut I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

'T he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is an additional reason why 
should be put upon the free list bey sond the promises that were 
made in various ways by the Senator from Te: xas [Mr. MILLs}, 
and that is the fact that a syndicate has been organized in New 
York, composed of capitalists of large means, many of them, I 


and in that respect it was clearly a Democratic 


trine a 





and I think it 


coal 


if coal were put upon the free list it 
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suppose, Republicans, but mainly composed of distinguished 
Democrats, high in the councils of their party, who desire to 
help forward the principles of political and economic action ad- 
vocated bv the Senator from Texas. They bought large mines 
in Nova Scotia, and are prepared to put in force in New Eng- 
land this great boon to the New England industries, which was 

romised the owners of those industries by the Senator from 
Texas; they have invested their capital in this work, and they 
will receive a great disappointment if the Senate changes the 
Wilson bill, which gave them the opportunities they sought, and 
puts a duty upon coal. 

Notwithstanding these large expectations of the Nova Scotia 
coal syndicate, I am forced to vote for a duty on coal, because [ 
believe that coal is entitled to protection, that the owners of 
coul mines are entitled to protection, and that the hardy toilers 
in the mines of this coungry are entitled to be protected from 
coal mined by those who receive the low wages which prevail 
in Nova Scotia. 

This whole question of the tariff is a question of wages; and 
high wages the Republican party is determined to secure for 
the workmen of America if protective duties will enable them 
to secure to those workmen high wages. 

Therefore, notwithstanding the Nova Scotia coal syndicate, 
I oppose the Senator from New York, and I join the Senator 
from Texas in putting ona duty, an insufficient duty to be sure, but 
a duty which will afford some measure of protection to the coal 
mines of this country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HILL. As I understand, the question simply arises on 
concurring in the amendment made as in Committees of the 
Whole. That will bring up the question, I think, and those in 
favor of free coal will vote in the negative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct; the ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committes 
of the Whole. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but if he were 
present I am satisfied he would vote the same way as I do, and 
I therefore vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—57, 

Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Piatt, 
Power, 
Proctor, 
NAYS—6. 
Mills, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, George, 
Caffery, Gibson, 
Call, Gorman, 
Carey, Gray, 
Chandler, Harris, 
Cockrell, Hawley, 
Coke, Higgins, 
Cullom, Hoar, 
Daniel, Hunton, 
Davis, Jarvis, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. 


Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 


Pagh, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh. 
White. 


Allen, Irby, Poffer. 
Hill, Kyle, 

NOT VOTING—30. 
Palmer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Sherman, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 


Gordon, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Jones, Nev. 
McPherson, 
Morrill, 


Berry, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Gallinger, 


Vilas, 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to strike out paragraphs 339, 340, 341, 
and 342, and to insert as paragraph 5014 the following: 

All leather and manufactures of leather shall be exempt from duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 339, 
340, 341, and 342, and to insert as paragraph 5014, in the free 
list, the following: 

All leather and manufactures of leather. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the amendment in paragraph 339 been con- 
curred in? I understood the Presiding Officer to say that that 
paragraph had been reserved. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment referred to wil] 
be stated from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 339, line 24, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out “five” before the words 
‘‘ner cent” and inserted ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 

339. Sole leather, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was on page 86, paragraph 341, in line 7, before the words 
‘per centum,” to strike out ‘fifteen ” and insert *' twenty;” in 
line 10, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out “ fifteen ’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty;” and in line 13, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

341. Calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, in 
cluding patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and 
finished; chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem; bookbinders’ calfskins, kangaroo, sheep 
and goac skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 per 
cent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent ad 
valorem; pianoforte leather and pianoforte action leather, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; boots and shoes, made of leather, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offered an amendment on Friday last to in- 
sert a paragraph to be considered as 2624 on the dutiable list, 
which I[ should like to have acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment is not in order, Mr. Presi- 
dent. New amendments are not in order until the reserved 
amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. This was areserved amendment. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. This was a reserved amendment, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not a reservedamendment, because it 
was not an amendment agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 
It therefore must be offered anew in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska later for the purpose of offering the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I meant to reserve paragraph 
410. If it has not been reserved, I wish to have it treated as 
reserved long enough to ask the committee whether they have 
devised any better language than the phrase ‘‘ books and peri- 
odicals devoted to original scientific research.” That is a most 
unmeaning phrase, I think. I have received some communica- 
tions from persons of high authority on such subjects since the 
paragraph was considered in Committee of the Whole. Tha 
suggestion was made that perhaps the Senator from Missouri 
would consult with the committee and try to substitute a better 
phrase. 

Mr. VEST. I confess I have not done so; I have been so busy 
about other matters that I have not had the time. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not detain the Senate by discussing the 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that this whole paragraph will be open to amendment 
in conference. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I was about to say. I was about to 
say that I have not myself any language in mind which would 
accomplish the result, but that I hope, if it goes over now, the 
Senator will understand that the Senate does not adopt this lan- 
guage as being satisfied with it. I hope in conference we shall 
be able to get the matter in proper shape. 

Mr. GRAY. Would not striking out the word “original ” 
meet the Senator’s view? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think the phrase “ devoted to scientifio 
research ” would amount to anything. I shall let the matter 
pass for the present. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not satisfied with the language myself, and 
shall endeavor to arrange it suitably. Ishall be glad to have 
any suggestion about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wanted to call attention to it now. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to say that my attention has been 
called to this by important book publishers, who call attention 
to the fact that the term “scientific ressarch” is a very mis- 
leading term, and, worse than that, that it would be very diffi- 
cult of application in the actual business of the Government. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know that I understand the para- 
graph, but what harm would there be in striking out ‘‘ devoted 
to original scientific research”? 

Mr. GRAY. Strike out the whole of it. 

Mr. DOLPH. And let it stand ‘‘scientific books and periodi- 
cals.” I suppose that it was meant to cover books used by per- 
sons who are investigating scientific questions. I do not know 
why, if books are used for educational purposes, they should not 
also be subject to the same duty. 

Mr. VEST. I think it would be a good idea to strike out the 
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words ‘devoted tooriginal scientific research,” and then we can 
adjust the matter in conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be done. 

Mr. A LDRICH. I donot object to its being done now tenta- 
tively, but the adoption of that amendment will make the para- 
graph very much worse than it is now. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the Chair). 
Will the Senator from Missouri be kind enough to restate his 
proposition? 

Mr. VEST. t 
2, ‘*devoted to original scientific research,” 
matter open in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed on page 97, line 2, paragraph 
410, to strike out the words ‘‘devoted to original scientific re- 
search; ” so as to read: 


My proposition is to strike out the words in line 
so to leave the 


maps, and charts, which shall have been printed more than twenty years at 
the date of importation, and all hydrographic charts, and scientific books 
and periodicals, and publications issued for their subscribers by scientific 
and literary associations or academies, or publications of individuals for 
gratuitous private circulation, and public documents issued by foreign gov- 
ernments. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not insist on that now, 
because that would lead to debate. It is a new proposition, and 
the Senator will see that it involves very much indeed. 

Mr. VEST. 
committee, so that the whole matter will be open. 

Mr. HOAR. That was my object. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. Iam satisfied with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, the Chair un- 
derstands. is withdriiwn. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
next reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate,as inCommittee of the Whole, 
on page 109, paragraph 575, line 22, before the word ‘ profes- 
sional,” struck out the word ‘‘ such;” in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ productions,” inserted ‘‘ whether round or in relief;” in 
line 24, after the word ‘‘ sculpture,” struck out ‘ only” and in- 
serted ‘‘ and the word ‘ painting,’ as used in this act shall not 
be understood to include such as are made wholly or in part by 
stenciling or other mechanical process;” so as to make the par- 
agraph read: 

575. Painting, in oil or water colors, original drawings and sketches, and 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and statuary, not otherwise pro- 
vided for in this act, but the term ‘' statuary’ as herein used shall be un- 
derstood to include only professional productions whether round or in re- 
lief, in marble, stone, alabaster, wood, or metal, of a statuary or sculptor, 
and the word ‘‘painting,’’ as used in this act, shall not be understood to in- 
clude such as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or other mechanical 
process. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. KYLE. [inquire if a vote has been taken on paragraph 
575. I believe I made a reservation there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
kota perhaps did not note that the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Who!e was concurred in, in the absence of objec- 
tion; but if there be objection it will stand open. 

Mr. KYLE. I move to strike out the whole of paragraph 575. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Da- 
— moves to strike out paragraph 575, which has just been 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that is not in order now, as that 
is not an amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. It 
will be in order later. 

Mr. MILLS. We-can dispose of it by voting on it. 

The PRESIDING O:# FICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. ALLEN. I reserved an amendment to the same para- 
graph, 575. In Committee of the Whole I offered anamendment 
as a substitute, placing paragraph 575 in the free list. I ask 
that it be taken up and considered now. It is the provision of 
the McKinley act. 

Mr. FRYE. These amendments are not now in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made that suggestion a few moments ago. 

Mr. FRYE. They will be in order as soon as the reserved 
amendments are disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood there 
was no objection to the Senator calling attention to the point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Weare proceeding under an order of the 
Senate, and I think we had better proceed in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
wiil have an opportunity to offer his amendment later. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendment I wish to offer is among the 
reserved amendments. lt was reserved by me expressly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that it is proposed to amend the paragraph. 
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The Secretary will report the 
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My only object was to leave it to the conference | Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate. 
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; I propose to amend this paragraph by striking 
it out and substituting the provision of the McKinley act, and [ 
reserved it expressly. 


Mr. ALLEN. 


Mr. FRYE. That does not make it in order. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that is the purpose of the 
Senator, the Chair will hold that it is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. How ean it be inorder? Itisa newamendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Nebraska reserved the right to amend this para- 
graph. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand,if the Chair will pardon me, that 
what are spoken of as reserved amendments, that is, amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, are now being dealt 
with under the order of the Senate, and the notice that the Sen- 
ator reserved the right to offer a new amendment—a right 
which he had even if he had not given notice and had not re- 


+ served—does not bring the amendment into this period of time. 
410. Books, engravings, photographs, bound or unbound, etchings, music, | 


| amendment to strike out and insert. 





[t comes up when the Senator makes hisnew motion. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska does not simply ask a vote on the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, but proposes a new 
That comes later; not 
now. 

Mr.DOLPH. The billisin the Senate, and issubject toamend- 
ment as it was in Committee of the Whole. When the bill 
comes from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate the ques- 
tion is, Shall the amendments which have been made as in 
The 
custom is, unless some Senator wants a separate vote on an 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, to adopt the 
amendments thus made as a whole in the Senate; but if a Sena- 
tor wants a separate vote, he indicates that by reserving certain 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Therefore 
the reserved amendments are the committee amendments now 
in the bill, which must first be acted upon if there is objection. 
After they are disposed of, any amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and voted on and lost, may be offered and 
voted upon in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
order heretofore followed has been in the line suggested by the 
Senator from Nebraska, as when the sugar schedule was under 
consideration there were motions made to strike out and insert, 
and Senators desiring to oifer amendments were not confined to 
the amendments theretofore offered to that particular schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendments to the sugar schedule, my 
recollection is, transcended what I understand to be the rule of 
the Senate, but they were offered and acted upon by consent. 
There is nothing clearer to my mind than that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska at this time is not in 
order. The only question is upon the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole; will the Senate amend that amend- 
ment, not the whole paragraph, or concur in it without amend- 
ment. Whenwe havegone through with theamendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, and have concurred or noncon- 
curred in them, then every line of the bill from the first to the 
last is amendable, and the motion of the Senator from Nebraska 
will be perfectly in order at that time, but it is not now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Tennessee seems to think 
that I did not reserve this amendmentas in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not make any odds. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendment made as in Committee 
Whole was to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator offered it, but the Committee of 
the Whole did not agree to it, and therefore it is not now under 
consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President,every amendment thatthe com- 
mittee has offered has been followed in identically this way. 
Every schedule that has been considered has been treated in that 
way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Nebraska 
will pardon the Chair, the Chair, following the plan heretofore 
adopted, entertained the amendment; but upon careful consid- 
eration, the present occupant of the Chair is of opinion that the 
Senator from Nebraska can offer the amendment later; but the 
Senate will now proceed with the amendments adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question before the Senate isin 
relation to the amendment to paragraph 575, which has been read 
and acted upon, but which was reopened on the request of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I now move to strike out paragraph 575. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At this time the Chair holds 
it is not in order sotodo. The next reserved amendment will 
be read. The Chair will state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] reserved the consideration of certain amendments with 
reference to the wood schedule. 
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Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I should be glad to have the reserved 
amendmentsalldisposedof. Section 5,on page 124, wasreserved. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That section has not been 
reached, the Chair will state to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 676, which is in the wood 
schedule, line 12, I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the words ‘‘ or dressed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will first be stated, and then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
on page 119, paragraph 676, line 11, after the word ‘' lumber,” 
inserted the words ‘‘ rough or dressed, except boards, plank, 
deals, and otherlumber of cedar, lignum-vitz, lancewood, ebony, 
box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all other 
cabinet woods,” so as to make the paragraph read: 

676. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber, rough or dressed, ex- 
eept boards, plank, deals and other lumber of cedar, lignum-vitw, lance- 
wood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, andal! other 
cabinet wood 

The amendment proposed by Mr. ALLISON was in line 12, 
after the word ‘* rough,” to strike out ‘ or dressed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment made 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendmert was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

‘he next reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
W hole was, on page 120, paragraph 685, line 2, after the word 
‘‘ waste,” to strike out ‘‘ rags, and flocks, including,” and to in- 
sert ‘‘slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and;” in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ wool,” to insert ‘‘all the foregoing not other- 
wise herein provided for;” and, beginning in line 5, to strike 
out the following proviso: 

Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect on andafter August 2, 1804. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

All wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like 
animals, and and all wool and hair on theskin, noils, yarn waste, card waste, 
bur waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and all waste, or rags 
omesus wouney or in part of wool, all the foregoing not otherwise herein 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert as a substitute for 
the part printed in italics in section 5, what I send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk. Before that is read, however, I move to insert af- 
ter the word “‘origin,” in line 16, the words ‘and the quantity 
of their contents.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 124, section 5, line 16, after the 
word “origin,” it is proposed to insert “and the quantity of 
their contents;” so as to read: 

Sec. 5. Thatall articles of foreign manufacture, such as are usually or 
ordinarily marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, and all packages contain- 
ing such or other imported articles, shall, respectively, be plainly marked, 
stamped, branded, or labeled in legible English words, 80 as to indicate the 
country of their origin and the quantity of their contents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that amendment, 
but [ want a yea-and-nay vote upon the free-wool clause just 
passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. We can move to strike that out when we get 
through with the committee amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire a vote by yeas and nays on that 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas[Mr.JoNEs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole to the paragraph will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 124, section 5, line 16, after the 
word ‘‘and,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck 
out ‘unless’ and inserted ‘‘until;” in line 18, after the word 
‘*importer,” it struck out ‘except under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe,” and inserted 
“and if any article of imported merchandise or the packages 
containing the same shall be marked, stamped, branded, or 
labeled with a quantity in excess of said merchandise, then the 
same shall not be delivered tothe importer until the false mark- 
ing thereon shall be totally removed or effaced.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now offer the amendment which 
I have sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SBCRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole by striking out, beginning 
in line 19 with the words “ and if any article of mer- 


Oreo 


prov 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JULY 3, 


chandise” and ending with the words ‘‘removed or effaced,” in 
line 24, and inserting: 

Should any article of imported merchandise be marked, stanyped, branded 
or labeled s0 as to indi-ate a quantity, number, or measurement in x. 
cess of the ¢ uantity, number, or measurement actually contained in such 
article, no delivery of the same shall be made to the importer until the 
mark, stamp, brand, or label, as the case may be, shall be changed so as to 
conform to the real facts of the case 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the word “real” before the 
word ‘facts’ might as well be omitted. If they be facts, of 
course they are ‘‘ real facts.’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept that modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied accordingly. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified to the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. Paragraph 686 has been passed over, and at 
that point an amendment was to have been offered. It was of 
fered when the bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. I send the amendment to the desk and ask to have it 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not in order yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
for information. The Chair has no knowledge of the contents 
of the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. If itis anew amendment itis not in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. It should bo paragraph 636. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not under- 
stand the Senator from Nebraska to have stated whether the 
amendment proposed is an amendment to the paragraph or a 
substitute for it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is to come in as a new paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add as a new paragraph: 

683}. All wire imported exclusively for fencing shall be admitted free 
duty under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury sha!! 
prescribe. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a new amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the mat- 
ter will be passed over for the present. The Chair will state to 
the Senator from Nebraska that the amendment is not in order 
at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to be heard fora moment. This 
amendment was considered when the bill was as in Committee 
of the Whole. The question of free wire was taken up and dis- 
cussed; and it was determined by the committee, and distinctly 
stated by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES], who has this 
matter incharge, that wire was to be placed upon the free list, and 
that he would formulate a paragraph and offer it at the proper 
time. Itwas among the reserved paragraphs mentioned by him 
yesterday. The whole question was fully and fairly considered 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and was reserved. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment which was offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska in relation to barbed wire is in the bill 
and the request was made for a separate vote upon that item 
which has not yet been taken. It will be taken up when the 
other reserved amendments have been gone through with. It 
was passed over yesterday. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isimply wish to call attention to the fact that 
like every other amendment which has been considered in this 
Chamber to-day it was considered by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and was reserved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska did ask the 
Senator from Arkansas, there having been a vote that barbed 
wire should be free, whether he intended to propose a suitable 
clause to be added to the free list, and I certainly understood 
the Senator from Arkansas to say that he was prepared to com- 
plete the arrangement. But this is not the proper time, I un- 
derstand, to do this thing. The Senate is now considering the 
reserved amendments. After those are considered, of course, 
it will be in order, and it will be the duty of the Senator from 
Arkansas to move to add to the free list the words which the 
Senator from Nebraskadesires and understands are to be added 
to the free list. I did not understand that it is in order to doso 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas rose. . 

Mr. FRYE. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: There is no question before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I object to further debate. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pointof order is sustained. 
The Secretary will state the next reserved amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to rise to a question of order. I 
ask whether it isin order to object to debate after a Senator 
has finished his remarks? 
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Mr. FRYE. Isawanother Senator on the floor at the moment. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to make an inquiry for information. 
I wish to state that at some suitable time I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the proviso found on page 28, at the end 
of p aragraph 124, in respect to barbed wire. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what we have been talking 
about. a ‘ 
Mr. PALMER. I am not so familiar with the rules of the 


when that ought to be done. I am very 
anxious to have that considered. I do not want to be fore- 
closed. I wish Senators who are familiar with the rules “0 
inform me at what time I may properly call up that proviso. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from [llinois 


Senate as to know 


that that was one of the reserved amendments, and it has | 


not yet been disposed of. It was postponed a day or two since 
in the absence of the Senatorfrom Illinois who has just addressed 


= ey 
JONES of Arkansas. Regular order. 
Tie PRE SIDING OFFICER. The next reserved amend- 


ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
words ‘ 
inserted ‘‘and until the 1st day of January, 1900;” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘ be,” it inserted the word ‘‘assessed;’ 
so as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of January, 1895, and until the Ist day of 
January, 1900, there shall be assessed, levied, collected, and paid annually 
upon the gains, profits, and income, etc. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenextreserved amendment 
will be — 

The SECRETARY. 
come,” the Senate 
the words: 

Of every person residing in the United States, or any citizen of the United 
States residing abroad, derived in each preceding calendar year. 

And inserted: 

Received in the preceding calendar year by every citizen of the United 
Btates, whet her residing at home or abroad, and every person residing 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that a vote be taken on concur- 
ring in all the amendments to the income-tax sections, except 
suc hh as Senators desire to reserve. 

Mr. HILL. I donotcare so far as [ am concerned to take the 
time of the Senate upon concurring in the amendment already 
made. The amendments to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate will come up subsequently. I have no objection 
to all the amendments to the income tax provisions being 
adopted pro forma, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri to page 181, line 4, in which 
a section is described as section 56. As that section now stands 
it is section 29. 

Mr. VEST. That is on account of the changes? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is on account of the changes ‘‘ 29 
be agen instead of ‘‘56” after the word ‘‘ section.” 

Mr. VEST. Let that change be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to strike out ‘‘56” and insert ‘‘29” in line 4, page 181, so 
as to read: 

And complying with the provisions of section 29 of this act. 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. McLAURIN. As I understood the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, it is that all amendments to the in- 
come tax provisions shall be considered as adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, not as adopted, but that they shall 
all be voted on at once. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. There is one of those provisions which I 
have asked to reserve for a separate vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a verbal correction which 
I ask unanimous consent to have made at this time. On page 
73, paragraph 282, in making a motion some days since to strike 
out certain words, the words ‘‘ and felts for” were stricken out, 
which should not have been done. Merely the words ‘‘ paper- 
maker’s use and” should have been stricken out; so as to read: 


On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for underwear and felts for print- 
ing machines. 


IT ask that that correction be made. 


In section 54, page 171, line 13, after the 


In section 54, line 15, after the word ‘‘in 
as in Committee of the Whole struck out 


” should 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 
The SECRETARY. In line 4, paragraph 282, page 73, after the 


word ‘‘ wear,” restore the words ‘*and felts for,” and strike out 
the words ‘‘ paper-maker’s use and;” so as to read: 
And felts for printing machines, etc. 


‘ninety-five’ the Senate as in Committee of the Whole | 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MCLAURIN. What becameof the reserve 
on p: Has not that been reached? 
PRESIDING OFFICEI The amendment will be r 
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PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurr 
amendment made as in C ommitte the Ww hol 
McLAURIN. This isan amendment wh sh was offere l 
by the senior Senator from Mamachusetts (Mr. | HOAR], and ac- 
cepted by the committee. No vote was taken on ‘it as in © 

I trust that the Senate will not concurin 
the amendment. It proceeds upon the assumption that ‘ 
gress has no power to tax the President of the United Stat 
and the judges as other people are taxed. This assumption 
derived, so far as the judges are concerned, from the following 
section of the Constitution: 

The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
offices during good behavior, and shall, at stated times, receiy 
services a compensation which shail not be diminished during ‘ir .c 
tinuance in office. 


The 
in the 
Mr. 


a ot 


shal old th 


[ grant that if this isan effort to diminish the compensation 
of judges or to diminish the compensation of the President o 
the United States, either directly or indirectly, it could not be 
done; it would be in contravention of this provision of the Co 
stitution of the United States; but it is not an effort eithe 
directly or directly to diminish the compensation which the 
have received. It is to require the judges of the courts and tlio 
President of the United States to pay taxes like other people 
pay them, It never entered the minds of the framers of the 
Constitution, as I conceive, that those persons should be ex 
empt from the payment of taxes as other men pay taxes. It 
was only intended that the compensation which should be given 
by law to the judges of the courts should not be diminished 
during their continuance in office. Of course if it can not bo 
done direc tly it can not be done indirectly. 

So of the President of the United States. But it was never 
conceived that on account of this provision of the Constitution 
they should be exempt from paying taxes as other men pay them. 
When they received compensation for their services to the coun 
try as judges or as President it is part of their income 
actly as theclerk in the store or the bookkeeper’s income is mad 
up in part of the compensation he receives for his servi 

One of the fundamental principles of the Government is th 
there shall be no class legislation. 

The very first declaration of a self-evident truth made by the 
framers of the Declaration of Independence is that al! naa 
created equal. It was not intended by the framers of 
stitution or the founders of our Government to say 
class of men shall be exempt from the payment of tax \ 
not intended to say that one classof men should beexempt. On 
thecontrary,it was intended tosay thatall men should bo put upon 
an equal footing, but only that the salary of the President of 
the United States and the salary of the judges of the court 
the United States should not be diminished during their 
tinuance in office. 

It has been a favorite doctrine of the Democratic 
have understood it and have heard it declared all m 
there should be no discrimination; that there should be 
legislation; that when this provision is undertaken to bi 
porated upon the statute books of the United States, I for 
want to enter my solemn protest against it. It is the veriest 
class legislation. It is true the amount of tax from this income 
will be small, but so was the amount of the taxsmall which was 
required to be paid upon tea in 1775, and yet it was the cause of 
the independence of this country and its separation from the 
British Empire. 

[ trust that the Democratic party, which will be held respon- 
sible for the legislation contained in this bill, will not be 
first party to foist upon the statute books of the country plain 
class legislation. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to add a word to what 
has been stated so well by the Senator from Mississippi. I am 
pleased to know that he has asked the Senate to strike out this 
particular language from the bill. I had it encircled around 
myself for the same purpose. 

The constitutional provision which requires that the salaries 
of the judges of the courts shall not be diminished during their 
term of service is specific in its terms, and there can be no mis- 
taking the meaning of the language. The Congress is prohib 
ited from diminishing their salaries by direct legislation or in 
any other way that would affect the salaries. It is not to be 
presumed that it was the intention of the framers of the Consti- 


ust @€x- 


that tl 


hit till 


Ol 


con- 


party as | 
| ‘ 
L 


Oo 


the 





7108 


tution to relieve any class of citizens from bearing their proper | 


proportion of the burdens of taxation. We are now trying to 
enforce a system of just taxation, so that every man and every 
woman in the country whose income exceeds $4,000 a year shall 
pay a certain percentage on the excess. 
system of taxation than that except the graduated system. 


I believe that when a case of this kind is taken to the Supreme | 
Court of the United States, if it ever is, that court will be unani- | 


mous, notwithstanding it affects the members of that exalted 


tribunal, in holding that no citizen of the United States shall be | 


exempt from taxation unless expressly excepted by statute. 
That is the point which I understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has made. 

Mr. HILL. 


States sometimes does some very peculiar things I do not sup- 
pose it is prepared to reverse itself within a single week. The 

ropriety, in the first place, of exempting the salaries of the 
judges of the courts of the United Statesis very apparent. The 
Senator from Mississippi admits that Congress bas no right, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to diminish the compensation of the United 
States judges appointed for life when the Constitution says that 
such compensation shall not be diminished during their term of 
office. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ido not admit that Congress has no power 
to require judges to list their salaries as a portion of their in- 
come just as other people do. 

Mr. HILL. That is a mere play upon words. In the first 
place, the salary is established by Congress, and the Constitu- 
tion says it shall not thereafter be changed during their contin- 
uance in office. This is simply an effort by Congress, not by the 
ordinary means and methods of taxation, but by the peculiar 
species of taxation known as an income tax, to tax the salaries 
of these individuals and thus compel them to pay directly back 
to the Government a poe of the compensation which they re- 
ceive. Itis indirectly taking away from them the very com- 
pensation which the Constitution contemplated should not bo 
diminished. 

Mr. President, this isnot a new question. Away back in 1863, 
under the old odious income tax from which the country then 
suffered, the question arose. I hold in my hand a copy of a let- 
ter written by Roger B. Taney, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to Salmon P. Chase, Secretary of 
the Treasury, in which he disagrees with every proposition now 
presented by the Senator from Mississippi. He holds that it is 
an attempt to reduce the compensation of the judges. It wasa 
delicate matter for the court; it will be a delicate matter again. 

But, if there was no question of right under the law, as a ques- 
tion of propriety, those judges ought not to be called upon to 
pass upon the question. The compensation which they derive 
was intended not to be disturbed, not to be diminished during 
their continuance in office. Itwasnot intended that they should 
be exempt from ordinary taxation, but this is a special tax- 
ation based upon the amount of their income. How can the 
question be raised in the courts? It affects the salaries of the 
judges of the highest court inthe land. Whata spectacle it 
would be for those judges to be haggling over the income tax 
upon a question raised under the Constitution. I do not know 
how it can be properly presented to the court, because all the 
judges will be interested. We owe it to this other branch of 
our Government that they shall be relieved from this burden. 

The same reasons which urge the exemption of the judges of 
the courts of the United States require that the salary of our 
President shall also be exempt. The same language is em- 
ployed in the Constitution of the United States, and the same 
reasons exist. We have provided that a certain sum shall be 
paid to the President for his services to our country. The the- 
ory is that it shall not be disturbed, that it shall not be dimin- 
ished, that it shall not be affected by legislation; and yet, by 
this indirect method of taking back from him, not in general 
taxation, but by a pretense of special taxation, you invade the 
Constitution of your country. 

Mr. President, by the very terms of the bill which the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi seems anxious to vote for, the salaries of all 
the judges of the State courts are exempt, the salary of every 
county oflicer in the United States is exempt, the salary of every 
municipal officer exceeding $4,000 isexempt. That is class leg- 
islation which is inherent in the bill; and it is a pretty poor 
time at this late day to come forward and say you ought not to 
pass this bill because it is class legislation. It is inherent in 
the measure and you can not avoid it. 

Mr. President, as a matter of right, asa matter of constitu- 
tional law, as a matter of propriety, this provision should re- 


Will the Senator from New York allow 
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Mr. President, this whole question was very fully | 
discussed the other day; and while the Senate of the United | 
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main in the bill. It is about the only portion of the bill that I 
| am disposed to approve so far as the income-tax feature ig con- 
cerned. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me oue 
moment? Iam about to leave the Chamber. 
Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. HOAR. With one exception, I wish to put on record my 
| entire approbation of what has been said by the Senator from 
New York and what is said in Chief Justice Taney’s letter 
| which was put upon the files of the Senate the other day, The 
| Chief Justice says, as the Senator from New York repe:ts, that 
;} every member of the court being interested they could not 
properly determine the constitutionality of this matter if we 
were toerr and should undertake to reduce the salary in this 
| indirect way. I wish to express my dissent from that proposi- 
tion, and I think the dissent ought to be recorded now, if the 
question should ever come up in the future. 

I understand that each Department of the Government is en- 
trusted with the constitutional authority in its own sphere of 
protecting its own constitutional functions and powers; I con- 
ceive that it would be the duty of the President of the United 
States to interpose his veto to a measure which trenched upon 
the executive power under the Constitution, and that for the 
protection of his office, if we undertake to tax hissalary, it would 
be his duty to veto the bill on that sole ground. 

I conceive that if the question came before the court it would 
not be the little individual tax of the particular judge, but it 
would be the protection of the constitutional independence and 
authority and dignity of the office. Certainly it can not be un- 
dignified for the judges of the Supreme Court to protect their 
own constitutional right by their decision, especially when we 
remember that the Constitution lodges in the legislative bodies 
the power of fixing their own salaries in the first instance. It 
would be a very singular thing if the Constitution had commit- 
ted to the Senate and House of Representatives the right to 
raise their own salaries without limit,and at the same time had 
denied to the Supreme Court or to the President of the United 
States the power to check a law which unconstitutionally re- 
duces theirs. 

With that exception, Mr. President, I cordially agree with 
what has been said by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Now I am prepared— 

To hear the watch-dog’s honest bark, 
Bay deep-mouth’'d welccine as we draw near home, 

[Laughter. | 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam grateful to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for his parting flying shot. I rose only to say that this 
amendment was never considered by the Committee on Finance 
or recommended by that committee, and for myself, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, I shall vote against concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. My speechis 
made. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the amendment. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. President,I just want to speak a few 
words in reply to the Senator from New York. The letter to 
which he referred is not the decision of the Supreme Court, 
but it is an extrajudicial opinion of one of the judges of the 
court, a Chief Justice to be sure, on a question in which he was 
interested. This is not taking away from the judges or from 
the President of the United States any portion of their salary 
without giving them a reasonable consideration for it. 

The judges of the United States courts and the President of 
the United States get the benefit of the protection of their 
property, and of their rights, and of their liberty by the law of 
the country, and it is their duty to share with all the other citi- 
zens of the country in bearing the burden of the expenses of 
government and the expenses of administering the laws. When 
those judges and the President of the United States receive 
compensation for their services they should be required just as 
other citizens of the country are required to take a part of that 
compensation and help defray the expenses of the Government, 
and to require them to do it is not diminishing their salary in 
the sense of the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think that the argument 
which proves the right of Congress to levy this tax is unanswer- 
able. Senators who argue in opposition to this tax forget the 
rules which govern the taxing power. The salary of a judge is 
no more protected by the Constitution of the United States than 
every man’s private property. That Senators may see how this 
matter stands I turn to the fifth article of amendment: 

Nor shall private property be taken for public use without just compen- 
sation. 

So in proceeding with this argument we must understand that 


I ask for the yeas and nays on concurring in 
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every single particle of property which a citizen owns, whether 
it be personal or real, is as much protected from seizure by the 
Government of the United States as the salary of a judge, yet 
it has been held from time immemorial that these constitutional 
protections and guarantees of private property were not guar- 
anteesnor were they protectionsagainst the taxing power. The 
taxing power is above all these guarantees, so whenever the 
Congress of the United States, acting under the Constitution, 
proceeds to levy a tax it may levy it upon any species of prop- 
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erty owned by any citizen, it makes no difference how acquired | 


or for what purpose acquired, and the levy is made either in ac- 
cordance with the rule of apportionment required by the Con- 
stitution or the rule of uniformity. 

Can any man say that a judge is any more entitled to his sal- 
ary than a citizen is to his homestead? Yet when you come to 


levy a tax the Government can levy it upon the homestead, and | 


why not levy it upon the income? Itis said you diminish the 
salary during the continuance in office. You do not dimin- 
ish the compensation. He gets all the compensation which the 
law authorizes him toget. It becomes hisprivate property, and 
it is no more sacred than any other property he has. 

Mr. HILL. 
ment? 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. HILL. 
the compensation of the judges or the President to withhold 
any portion of the salary thus prescribed? 

Mr. GEORGE. It hasno power todiminish the compensation. 

Mr. HILL. If it withholds it does it not diminish it? 

Mr. GEORGE. If it refuses to pay the compensation then it 
withholds it. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. 

Mr. GEORGE. But when it taxes the compensition after it 
becomes the private property of the judge it does not diminish 
it; it merely makes the judge do as every other citizen is com- 
pelled to do, pay for the property which he owns. [admit that 
if we were to pass a law taxing only the income of judges and 
taxing nobody else’s income it would be an indirect mode of 
diminishing the compensation, and it would be an evasion of 
the constitutional rule; but when you impose the same tax upon 
every other citizen that you impose upon the judges you simply 
put the judge in the same position that you place other citizens, 
and he has no right under the Constitution to an exemption of 
that sort. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish toask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether it would make any differencein hisargument if a propo- 
sition should be made to tax 50 per cent all salaries paid by the 
United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. If the proposition was to tax 50 per cent all 
salaries of all citizens derived from whatever source, it would 
apply as well to the salaries of judges as to everybody else; but I 
have just stated, if the Senator had listened, that there would 
be a difference if we made a discrimination against the judges 
and taxed them, and then did not tax anybody else under simi- 
lar circumstances. 

Mr. President, I think that argument proves the constitu- 
tionality of this tax. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one word more. If there 
should be proposed a 50 per cent diminution of all salaries paid 
by the Government, there would be no discrimination against 
the judges in that? 

Mr. GEORGE. None whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would it be lawful? 

Mr. GEORGE. And if Congress in its wisdom should tax 50 
per cent all incomes —not all salaries, but all incomes—it would 
fall just as fairly and justly and constitutionally upon the in- 
come of a judge as upon the income of a private citizen. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippia question. The power to tax is the power to destroy; to 
take all the property of a citizen, if necessary, for governmental 
purposes. Does not that rule apply as much to the judges and 
the President of the United States as to the property of a pri- 
vate citizen? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly, with only one qualification, that 
the tax must be a genuine tax and not a mere provision to evade 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘United States,” line 18, 
mes 173, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the 
words: 


Certainly. 


Notincluding the salary of the President of the United States and the 
judges of the courts of the United States, but. 


Mr. MCLAURIN and Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays. 


Will the Senator from Mississippiallow me a mo- , 


Has Congress any powerx after it has established | 
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ded 





The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secret 
to call the roll. 


Mr. MCPHERSON 


iy pt 


he 


when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Morrinul. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the aftirmative). I injuire 


if the junior Senator from Vermont [.fr. PROcroR] has voted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Vermont 
has not voted. 
Mr.CALL. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 


Senator. 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 363,as follow 
YEAS—34. 
Aldrich, Gray, Morgan, Ransom, 
Allison, Hale, Palmer, Roach, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Pasco, Sherman, 
Carey, Hawley, Patton, Squire, 





} Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Hill, Platt, Vilas, 
Dixon, Lodge, Power, Washburn. 
Dolph, Mc Millan, Pugh, 

{ Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 

} NAYS—36. 

Allen, Faulkner, Jarvis, Peffer, 

; Bate, Frye, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Berry, Gallinger, Kyle, Shoup, 
Biackburn George, Lindsay, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gorman, Manderson, Vest, 
Chandler, Harris, Martin Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh, 
Coke Irby, Murphy, White 

NOT VOTING—15 
Butler, Daniel, McPherson, Stewart, 
Call, Gordon, Mills, Wilson 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


So the amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | suggest that unless there is some other 
amendment to the income tax clauses that a Senator wishes to 
reserve for a special vote, the motion be put on concurring in 
all the amendments at once. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The question is upon concurring in the remainder 
of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole upon 
the question of the income tax. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. On page 189, line 23,1 move to strike out the 
words ‘‘and sixthly” in the provision in regard to the income 
tax. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PEFFER. There is an amendment reserved on page 192. 
isk the Senate to strike out the proviso contained in lines 12, 
, and 14. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 192, after the word “ dollars,” 


I: 
13 


in 


| line 12, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the 


following proviso: 


Provided, That salaries due to State, county, or municipal officers shall be 


| exempt from the income tax herein levied 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate as in 
struck out section 86, on page 229, in 

Sec. 86. That all acts and parts of acts in 
repealed. 


And inserted: 


Src. 69. Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or 
snuff for himself, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, 
whether such manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing or 
rubbing of any raw or leaf-tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf 
tobacco, or manufactured or partially manufactured tobacco or snuff, or 
the putting up for use or consumption of scraps, waste, clippinis, stems, 
or deposits of tobacco resulting from any process of handling tobacco, or 
by the working or preparation of leaf-tobacco, tobacco-stems, scraps, clip- 
pings, or waste, by shifting, twisting, screening, or any other process, 
shall be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco 

Every person shall also be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead, case, or 
bale; or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly reg 
istered dealers in leaf tobacco, or duly registered manufacturers of tobacco, 
snuff, or cigars, or to persons who purchase in packages for export; and all 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured tobacco, 
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and prepared by such man- 
ufacturer in such packages only as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Pro- 
vided, That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their 
own growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; 
and so much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and acts amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed: Provided further, That section 27, chapter 1244, page 863, volume 1 of 


wt, 


reserved amendment 
Committee of the Whole 
the folowing words: 


onsisteut herewith are hereby 





ment tothe R i Statutes of the United States, be amended by 
out iftert ord **1 in line 5of said section, as follows: 
“6 Pry al t sh be the duty of every farmer or planter pro- 
ducir aI ing ! co, on demand of any internal-revenue officer or 
other auth¢ ‘ {the Lfreasury Department, tofurnish said officer or 
agent atr ) f tement, verified by oath, of allof his sales of leaf 
tob Oo, th r of hogshea 3, or pounds, with the nameandres- 
ide : the person to whom sold and the place to which 
iti ‘ farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish 
Buc or 1 » knowingly makes false statements as to 

the uilty of amisdemeanor and shall be liable toa 
pen & 0 Tha tion 3361 of the Revised Statutes is 


Suppl 
striking 


pealed,” 


i8, Case 


IDENT. 4 


his 

South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. 

| will waive the reservation. 
RESIDENT. The reservation 
Then the amendment ought to be concurred 


e) i waived 
is waived. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Theo question is on concurring in 
ndment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
ndment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved amendment will 
be stated. 


7 ya 999 
On page cuz, 


» Whole, inserted the following: 

thi tained shall be held to abrogate, or in any way af- 
f¢ ich re srcial arrangements as have been heretofore made 
and now exist between the United States and foreign countries, except where 
rrangements are inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
served simply for the purpose of stating that notwithstanding 
the committee amendment, which is obscure inits language, the 
passage of this billdoes destroy the existing reciprocity arrange- 
ments. Theclause added by the committee may possibly ‘‘ keep 
the word of promise to the ear,” but it certainly ‘‘ breaks it to 
the hope.” When the committee say, ‘*‘ but nothing herein con- 
tained shall be held to abrogate, or in any way affect such recip- 
rocal commercial arrangements as have been heretofore made 
and nowexist between the United States and foreign countries,”’ 


Si RY. 


Con mitte 


i l "ein co 


"ocai comm 


such i 


ments. 

Those arrangements notoriously were built up upon the pro- 
visions of law in reference to sugar, and now when we impose 
duties upon sugar by this proposed act and make them absolute 
by the terms of the law, we do not save the existing arrange- 
ments by this amendment of the committee. The clause might 
just as well be left out entirely. It ought to be understood that 
when the bill passes, if it does pass, with this clause in it the 
reciprocity arrangements are destroyed just as effectually as if 
this amendment had not been submitted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. PEFFER. I reserved an amendment to come in on page 
233 as a new section. I send it to the desk. 

Mr. FRYE. Does that complete the reserved committee 
amendments? 

Mr. CULLOM. it does not. 

Mr.HALE. There are several other reserved amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the amend- 
ments enumerated. There are yet some which were passed 
over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 1, line 3, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ That after the 30th day of June, 1894,” and to 
insert ‘‘ That on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I take it for granted the Senator from Ar- 
kansas does not expect that in fact the proposed act will take 
effect on that day, but only moves to change the date now so as 
to make it a future date instead of a past one. I suppose the 
question of the final date when the proposed act shall take effect 
will be settled at a later period, because if it is to be settled now 
a later date than the Ist of August surely should be inserted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The date can be changed when- 
ever it is necessary to bedone. The amendment keeps the date 
in the future. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 
which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, paragraph 2, after the word 
“acid,” the Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out 
“20 per cent ad valorem” and inserted ‘‘2 cents per pound;” so 
as to read: 

Boracic acid, 2 cents per pound 
Mr.VEST. I move toamend the amendmentmade as in Com- 
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| mittee 


any of | 


mendment was reserved by | 


| bes 


section 89, the Senate, as in : . : : 
|} amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 


I asked that that amendment might be re- | 





JULY 38, 


of the Whole 
” so as to read: 

Boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I feel authorized, in behalf of the Sena- 
tor from California |Mr, PERKINS], to extend his thanks to the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. [Lauchter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amend: 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved améndment wil] 
tated. 

The SECRETARY. 
inserted the following clause at the beginning of parag 
page 2, line 23: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 1 cent per pound 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole by striking out the clause and inserting: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, 2 cents per pound; borate of lime, 1} cents 
per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


by striking out “two” and inserting 


‘three; 


nent 


Tho Senate, asin Committee of the Whole. 


raph | 


'y 


The question is on agreeing tothe 


made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was coneurred in. 

Mr. HILL. The date when the proposed act is to go into ef- 
fect having now been fixed at August |, 1894, I suggest to the 
Senator from Arkansas that in paragraphs 182 and 1824, pages 
40 and 41, the words heretofore inserted, !‘on and after the 
passage of this act,” should be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
inquire of the Chair if all the reserved amendments which were 
passed over have been considered? 

Mr. CULLOM. They have not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not yet been consid- 


| ered. 
they seem to preserve those arrangements; but when they say, | 
‘‘except where such arrangements are inconsistent with the | 
provisions of this act,” of course they destroy those arrange- | 


Mr. HARRIS. Then I hope the Senator from New York will 
allow us to dispose of all the reserved amendments. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is simply a proposition to fix 


| sorae dates to conform to the date which has just been fixed in 


the first paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HILL. The suggestion I make is, that instead of the 
words ‘‘on and after the passage of this act” there should 
be inserted the words ‘‘on and after August 1, 1894,” in several 
different places on page 40, paragraphs 152 and 1824, in lines 20 
and 21, in lines 23 and 24, in line 25, and line 1 on page 41; and 
then again in lines 22 and 23 on page 41. That makes the bill 
consistent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that he will accomplish the purpose he has in view by striking 
out the words ‘‘on and after the passage of this act,” because 
unless there is some special reservation to the contrary those 
clauses will take effect when the remainder of the bill takes ef- 
fect. The whole of line 20, in paragraph 182, down to the word 
‘*ninety-five” in line 21, should go out. Then, in paragraph 
1824, line 25, the words ‘‘ on and after January 1, 1895,” should 
be stricken out. 

Then the schedule will stand with the temainder of the bill 
and take effect at the same time, whenever that may be. 

Mr. HILL. itis one and the same thing, asI understand the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is one and the same thing, but it is agreat 
deal better. 

Mr. HILL. I accept that suggestion, if the Senator from 
Arkansas has no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Then I move to strike out those dates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The word “ thereafter” should be changed 
to ‘‘ hereafter.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
without objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
41, line 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ator from New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 91, section 2, line 18, after 
the figure “2,” I move to restore ‘‘on and after;” before the 
word the” I move to strike out ‘‘after;” after the word ‘‘ the” 


That amendment will be made 
The same change should be made on page 
Without objection, the amendment 


That was pointed out by the Sen- 











1894. 


IT move to restore ‘‘ first:’’ before the word day” . move to 
étrike out “thirtieth,” and after the words ‘‘day of” I move to 
strike out ‘‘ June” and insert ‘‘August;” so that the clause will 
ret _ ‘‘on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
am ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas 
The amendinent was agree d to. 






CULLOM. I hope that the reserved amendments w hich 
were passed over will be taken in their order as they come in 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to finish these dates. There 
are a number of them. I think they ought to be disposed of at 
one time. 

ae CULL OM. I thought the Senator was through. 

JONES of Arkansas. On page 202, line 13, section 38, I 
move to strike out the word “ July” and insert ‘‘August;” so as 
to read, ‘‘on and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 

=m »amendment was agreed to. 

JONES of Arkansas. On page 169, line 9, section 23, I 
movo tostri ike out the word ‘‘ June” and insert ‘‘August;” so as 


to read, ym and after the Ist day of August, 1894.” 
The at nent dment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, On page 213, line 13, I move to 


strike ou the words in the first line of section 48—— 


ALDRICH. I shall object to that amendment. Those 






| 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; the proviso vw t of- 
fered by the committee. It was proposed on tho floor 18 
Senate and put in by the Senate as in Committee of tl Lole 

The VICE-PRE SIDEN’ [. Tho question is on con ng in 
the ene a ude as in C ymmittee of the Whol 

ee [1 nd the Senator from Illino es 
to per the amendment made as in Committee of the Whol 
by st 7 cing out the pro viso. 
. PAULKNER. is th me 
ALLEN, I offered one there now lies on the table an 
amendment to be inserted as paragraph on re 120 eh 
covers this entire question. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN The amendment pro l by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be state vd for infotn 

The SECRETARY. Inser 1 6 

683}. All wire imported exciusivel 1 e ad i 
duty, under such rules and regula t Se r of J 
shall preseribe. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may state that the amendment was approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and that it covers the entir 
question of barbed wire and all other kinds of fence wire. | 
have nothing further to say particularly in reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Nebraska was not heard on 
thisside. DoTI understand him to say that the p: rd pa 
graph was we pared by tho Secretary of the Treas 

Mr. ALLE I say that as I understand it—I will ve m 
authority if noceuten y—the pi wwagraph as now proposed m 
the approval of the Seeretary of the Treasury. I did no 
it from the Secretary of the Treasury. I know nothing about 

| individually. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Nebraska mean that 

the idea or the language is satisfactory to the Secretary of the 


words were put in by a vote of the Senate after discus: sion, and 
T shall certain! y object to any change being made now in that 
section. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island object to making it conform to the other dates? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. HALE. All that can be settled in conference. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment 


which was p2 seed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, at the end of paragraph 124, 
after the wor d **nound,” inline 20, the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, inserted the following additional proviso: 
vided further, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, 1 ask permission to make a 
very brief statement in regard to this particular item. I shall 
not occupy the attention of the Senate more than the five min- 


P) 


utes which has been suggested as a proper length of time to be 
occupied by a Senator. 


| meets the approval of the Secretary of the Tre: sUry; 


| tain 


Barbed wire is a completed preduct, and it is well understood | 


throughout all the West. 


The difficulty about itis that every | 


matorial from which barbed wire is mude is subject to a duty. | 


It is one of the few instances 
mis-ion and whereall the materials of which the completed prod- 
uct is composed are made the subjectofduties. Lam awareof the 
great desire of the Senate to conclude the bill this evening, but 
Lask attention to the fact that it is the exception where the 
finished product is admitted free, and where all the materialsof 
which it is composed are the subjeet of taxation. 

Now, [ wish to state in reference to my own personal knowl- 
edge and experience that since the barbed-wire patents have ex- 
pired the price has been greatly reduced. The business isa 
very extensive one. 

Very many large and very many small establishments exist 
inthe West, and the price of barbed wire has fallen to a point 
which ought to be satisfactory. Itis complained by those who 
manufacture it that it is made an exception and that they are 
embarrassed by the prospect of being compelled to confront 
taxed material while their product is expressly exempted. I 
hope that the Senate will concur in that view and strike out 
this proviso. 

The fact is that barbed wire to-day is worth about 2? cents 
— er I have been a purchaser of barbed wire for many 
yea From the first until now it has fallen in price, and as 
the patents have expired the price has become less and less. 
The best galvanized barbed wire can now be bought at whole- 
sale anywhere in the West for 2? cents per pound. 

It is an industry that deserves encouragement, if any indus- 
try does. Its peculiar hardship is that all its material is taxed 
and the product is made free. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Illinois to 
move toamend the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole by striking out the proviso? 

Mr. PALMER. I think that will effect it, to strike out the 
proviso. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Arkansas whether the proviso is one of the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance? 


, 80 far as I have observed, where | 
the particular completed product has been selected for free ad- | 
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| this character. 
| country among a poor 
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Treasury? 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
interrupt me upon an immaterial matter. 
Mr. PLATT. Itis not immaterial. 
Mr. ALLEN. I said I am informed the 


L offer 
that is, 


ter 


amendment 


the form of the amendment. The question when this 
first came up was how a paragraph could be so framed as to pre- 

vent evasions and to prevent the importation of wire which 
might be imported as fence wire and then used for other | 
poses. It was to avoid that the paragraph was framed so: 
provide that the Secretary of the Treasury might prescribe cer 
rules and regulations to prevent fraud. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit m 

He does not mean to say more than that the form of the ame 
ment is satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury? 


Mr. ALLEN. That is all. [ do not mean to say that the 
Secretary is a party to it in any way, except that the formof the 
amendment meets his approval as covering the question of 
evasions of the law. 

Mr. President, I can not understand why the Senator from 
Illinois desires to place this wire back upon the taxable list. 


The people are compelled to pay an enormous tax upon the wire 
or the material that enters into the fence wire. d 
upon it heavily. The Western States are growing very rapidly 
indeed. Our population is increasing, farms are being opened, 
and a great demand exists in that part of the country fence 
We have no material with which to fence except wire of 
The tax upon it is avery great burden inanew 
people. The benefit of free wire to my 
State alone will be $1,000,000 a year at the present time, and in 
a State which is constantly growing and constantly developing 
from year to year it can easily be seen that the burden grows 
greater as time grows apace. 

I know of no reason why such wire should not be classed with 
other free material, unless there be some barbed-wire factories 
in the State of lilinois which want some protection, so that they 
can raise the price of this necessary article to the people west 
of the Missouri River. They have prac oe a control of the 
market of Nebraska. It is shipped from Chicago to Ne- 
braska, Kansas, and the neighboring States, so that Chicago has 
practically the control of that market. I can see no benefit to 
be derived from placing this article back upon the taxable list 
unless it be to please and to profit a few manufacturers in Chi- 
eago and other portions of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. PALMER. It would please not a few manufacturers in 
Illinois, and I trust it would profit them, if this proviso were 
stricken out. At the s Senator is mistaken in his 
designation of afew. Since the expiration of the patent, which 
by the way was for an Illinois device, fence-wire manufactories 
are numerous in Illinois, and the price has been lowered, 
would seem to the satisfaction of any fair-minded purchaser. 
have stated that the best steel barbed wire can now be b 


They are tax 
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ime time the 
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ought 
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for 2¢ cents a pound. The manufacturers of barbed wire in In- | 
diana and Illinois—not in Chicago, but in other parts of the | 
State—do not complain so much of free wire as they complain | 
of the hardship of being compelled to submit to the paymentof | 
a duty upon the material of which barbed wire is made. Every | 
material is chargeable with a duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me? Is | 
not the duty upon the materials which enter into the article 
charged to the consumer? 

Mr. PALMER. IJ have no doubt it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the tax which the Senator would have put | 
on wire of course would be charged to the consumer also. Now, 
Isimply wish to inquire of the Senator whether he asks that the 
duty be put on wire as a protection to the wire factories of the 
State of [llinois? 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Nebraska will state his 
proposition a little more clearly, so that Ican comprehend it, I’ 
shall answer it frankly. I understand the Senator to inquire 
whether [ask for the imposition of a duty for the benefit of the 
manufacturers of barbed wire in the State of Illinois. Is that 
the question? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is. 

Mr. PALMER. I answer with the greatest possible frank- | 
ness that [ do, and I maintain that it is not just to them that all | 
the materials of which fence wire is made shall be taxed and 
that the wire shall be admitted free of duty. 

[ do not ask protection for the manufacturers of barbed wire; 
I simply ask that they shall not be placed at the disadvantage 
of being compelled to pay a duty upon the rawest materials, in- | 
gots, and at the same time be handicapped, and the foreign | 
ooo of barbed wire, free from any of these burdens, shall 
1ave the privilege of invading the market. If the Senator will 
give us free raw material out of which to manufacture the wire 
we shall ask for no protection. 

But if the manufacturers of wirein Joliet and Springfield, Ill., 
and elsewhere are compelled to pay a duty upon the ingots and 
upon everything except the mere preparation of the barbed 
wire, the mere twisting of it, the processof which is understood 
by the Senate, and their competitors, who pay no such duties, 
are allowed to enter the market free, it simply handicaps them. 
Iam no protectionist in any special sense, butI do not believe 
in handicapping American Sahesiries for the benefit of others. 
The proposition here is to burden the raw material by taxes and 
then allow the finished product to be imported free of duty. 
That I call left-handed protection. I shall not consume time, 
as I know how impatient the Senate is. 

Mr. CULLOM rose. 

Mr. PALMER. My colleague [Mr. CULLOM], who has an ex- 
tensive acquaintance with this subject, will speak for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from IIli- 
nois a question before he takes his seat, if he willallowme. Do 
I understand him to say that under the influenceof the existing 
protective duty the price of fence wire has gone down? 

Mr. PALMER. No; 1 never said that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it was borne down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator was a little indistinct. I 
thought I heard him say that the price had been cheapened 
under the influence of protection. 

—_ PALMER. The Senator will pardon me; I have not said 
that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator from Illinois say? 

Mr. PALMER. I spoke of the expiration of the patent. If 
the Senator will pardon me, I will state that I am in the posi- 
tion of an old gentleman down in Virginia—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know it is the Senator’s first speech for 
protection, but still he ought to take all the time he needs. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will perceive that I am very 
awkward at it, at allevents. But I amlike an old gentlemanin 
a story which Mr. Lincoln told me. He said that down in Vir- 
ginia a gentleman was making a very eloquentspeech, and some 
one in the crowd interrupted him. The speaker made no reply. 
Somebody said, ‘‘ Why doyou notanswer him?” He said ‘‘lam 
hunting votes, and that man’s vote is just as good as any- 
body's else.” That is my answer to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will have my vote. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
more than a moment. When barbed wire was patented, the 
first year only about 300 pounds of it were made, and it was sold 
at 18 cents a pound. The business was established, and began 
to grow and grow, and as it grew the price of barbed wire went 
down. In the present year it is estimated that from 250,000 to 
260,000 tons of what is called barbed wire will be manufactured. 
There are two kinds of barbed wire. One is plain, painted, I 
believe, and the other, galvanized barbed wire, costs a little 
more. 
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I understand from the manufacturers of barbed wire that to- 
day it is being sold in the market at 14 cents per pound for the 
cheaper quality and a little more for the galvanived wire, | 
shall not undertake to argue whether the protective duty placed 
upon barbed wire has brought about the cheapness of the arti- 


| cle, but it isthe fact that it is so cheap to-day that you can fence 


up a section of land with avery few dollars’ worth of wire. 
While the other day this matter was under consideration in the 


| Senate as in Committee of the Whole, as I saw by the Recorp, 


it was stuted, I think by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], that barbed wire is going out of use. The fact as to 
the whole country isexactly the opposite. There was more made 
last year than ever before, and according to the estimates of the 


pegs year there will be more made this year than there wag 


ast year or during any previous year. 
demand. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] says that if barbed 
wire goes upon the protected list, as I understand him, it will 
cost his State a million dollars. For thatsum the Senator can 


So it is still greatly in 


| almost fence up his State with barbed wire at its present price. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest to the Senator from Illinois 


| that the price of barbed wire in the State of Nebraska is much 


higher to the actual consumer than it is in the State of Illinois, 

Mr. CULLOM. It may be a little higher on account of trans- 
portation. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a good deal higher. 

Mr. CULLOM. But every year the product is being reduced 
in price. The Senator from Nebraska says that a few manufac- 
turers in Illinois will be pleased and benefited by the imposi- 
tion of a duty. I desire, in perfect frankness, to remind the 
Senator that there are tens of thousands of laboring men who 
are dependent upon this industry in the State of Illinois alone. 
The manufacture of barbed wire is not confined to the State of 
Illinois entirely. Barbed wire is manufactured in Missouri and 
Penusylvania, and I believe in Indiana, and perhaps in other 
States. In my own State alone, all the steel and iron mills in 
the city of Joliet, when last I heard from them, were closed ex- 
cept the barbed wire mills, and upon those alone thousands of 
men, who are dependent upon the operations of the manufactur- 
ing establishments, are getting their livelihood from day today. 

Ido not desire to take up the time of the Senate. I hope 
however, that this discrimination will not be made, because I 
think the Senator from Nebraska will realize that while it is 
barely possible that he might get barbed wire in Nebraska ata 
fraction of a cent less than he does now, I am informed that if 
we put barbed wire upon the free list as the tariff now stands, 
it will result in closing up these establishments, and then the 
constituents of the Senator from Nebraska will have to pay 
more that they are paying now. So I hope the motion of my 
colleague to strike out this proviso will be agreed to without 
further delay. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I had not intended to break the 
rule which imposes silence on the friends of the bill, but inas- 
much as it fell to me by an assignment of cuty from the commit- 
tee to have an interview with the Secretary of the Treasury in 
regard to this matter, I shall simply recall the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that when this subject was under discussion 
in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole there was a very 
strong and apparently a strongly prevailing sentiment in favor 
of admitting fence wire free of duty as a matter of justacknowl- 
edgment to the agricultural interest, which has to bear mainly 
and chiefly the burden of the discrimination imposed by the 
tariff bill in favor of manufactures, and as a matter of justice to 
the widely extended sections of the West and Northwest where 
fence wire is necessary to agricultural operations. 

At that time a difference was indulged in amongst us as to the 
proper phraseology to be used in order to express safely what 
should be admitted as fencing wires. Various phrases were sug- 
gested on the floor, and finally the matter was passed with the 
understanding that at a later date when the bill came into the 
Senate a phrase should be accepted which met the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and permitted all fencing wires 
to come in free. Accordingly, after an interview with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the amendment which has been offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] was prepared. It 
met his approval, and for that reason it has been offered to carry 
into effect what was understood to be the desire as expressed in 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. ? 

I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
will prevail, for, without entering into the argument, so much 
at least is due and ought to be yielded to the farming interest 
of this country in the great Northwest. | ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the first question to be determined 
is whether we shall strike out the proviso. 

Mr. VILAS. Is not the amendment proposed by the Senatos 
from Nebraska pending? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Itis not pending. 
Mr. VILAS. It amounts to the sams thing. 
Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 
Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
fora moment? I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the 
vote be taken on the paragraph I have just offered, and let 
whatever the result may be upon that amendment determine 
the question. 
Mr. CULZOM. My colleague has charge of the matter. 
Mr. PALMER. Let the proposed paragraph be read again. 
The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be again stated. 
The SECRETARY. Insert in the free list as paragraph 6834: 
683}. All wire imported exclusively for fencing shall be admitted free of 
duty, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam greatly surprised at the statement made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], that the Secretary 
of the Treasury or any body else who has ever had any experience 
in customs matters should have approved the amendment which 
has just been read from the desk. You mightas well put all 
wire upon the free list, and have it done with, as to adopt that 
provision. It says that all wire, without any regard to size, 
which is ‘‘imported exclusively for fencing,” not used exclu- 
sively for fencing, but ‘‘ imported exclusively ” for that purpose, 
shall be admitted free. 

After it is imported and goes out of the handsof the importer, 
it can be used for any other purpose, because it is utterly im- 
possible to follow it. You might justas well, by a provision in 
the bill, put all wires of all sizes and numbers upon the free list 
as to adopt that provision. Iam utterly amazed that the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury, or anybody else who has any 
knowledge of customs matters, should have consented to a pro- 
vision of this kind. I certainly believe the Senate will never 
approve it. 

Mr. VILAS. The exact point suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island was suggested when the matter was under discus- 
sion in the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and it was pre- 
sented by me to the Secretary of the Treasury. He said it was 
perfectly easy, by the system of regulations devised for that 
purpose, to control the admission of wire proffered as wire for 
fencing, in such manner that it should not furnish a device for 
admitting other wire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. I have said all I desire to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator if he called the 
attention of the Secretary of the Treasury to the fact that there 
isa certain kind of corrugated iron strips, I believe they are 
called. which are manufactured very largely by one of the con- 
stituents of the Senators from New Jersey, and which go into 
competition very largely with barbed wire, and are not alluded to 
in the proposed amendment atall. I wish toask the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether he called attention to the fact that that 
competing wire for fencing wasalluded to by me inthe former 
debate, and whether the provision here is intended to cover the 
suggestion Ithen made? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that the wire of which he speaks, manufactured 
in New Jersey, is also a barbed wire in a sense, although not in 
the same sense. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


It is not a wire atall. I happen to know 


about it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They are strips. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are strips with little points stuck in 
them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. With sharp points sticking up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that wire does not come at all within 


the definition here given. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It serves more as an admonition than 
as a punishment to animals that run against it. At the same 
time it is a barbed wire. I would suppose a designation of 
barbed wire by the Treasury Department would include it as 
barbed wire. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not wire at all, and it is not barbed at 
all. So how they could call it barbed wire I do not see. 

Mr. VILAS. In answer to the question of the Senator from 
Iowa, I will say that I did not state to the Secretary of the 
Treasury that some particular person or firm manufacture a 
particular wire, but I called his attention to the fact that cor- 
rugated wire or corrugated strips were manufactured. 

All those are known as wires, and fencing wires in ordinary 
phrase; and it was the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as Lunderstood him at the time, that this phraseology, with 
suthority to make special rules and regulations, would be ample 
to provide ali the guards which are necessary. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Theyare not commercially known as wi 
and certainly could not be classified as barbed wires. 

Mr. PALMER. I am afraid the proposition of the Senator 
from Nebraska, indorsed by the Senator from Wisconsin, isnot 
broad enough to cover the particular point in view. 

The wire of which the barbed wire is made, as we all know, is 
not round now; but in the beginning barbed wire was made of 
two wires. The barb was inserted between the wires, and was 
retained by twisting the wires. Barbed wire is a manufactured 
product, therefore, made of wire. The wire is made not neces- 
sarily by the maker of the barbed wire or him who makes the 
fencing wire. Two wires may be said to lie side by side. Mr. 
Glyddon, who invented the barbed wire, commenced twisting it 
by the simplest method, and his first essay was ‘to buy a ton of 
wire. The process was then attemptedof putting two wires side 
and side, the barb was inserted, and the wires were twisted so as 
to retain the barb. The process has been perfected from that 
time until the present. 

[ ask the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Ne- 
braska whether ‘‘ wire for fencing’ would mean the finished 
product produced by the twisting of the wire and the insertion 
of the barbs? The finished product is not known in commerce as 
wire. It is produced by the twisting of two separate wires and 
the retention of the barb. Idonot think the language proposed 
is comprehensive enough. It is possible it may be, but I should 
prefer, if I am allowed to have my way about it, to stand by my 
own motion to strike out the proviso. 

Mr.CAREY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? I wish to ask the Senator whether he is in 
favor of a duty on barbed wire for the purpose of revenue or to 
protect the industry? 

Mr. PALMER. [ think, after we have been several months 
on this question, that Senators ought to tolerate me in attacking 
one abuse. I want it because the people want it; that is all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall stand by the Senator from Llli- 
nois, and I desire to aid his argument by saying that all at- 
tempts in the administration of the revenue laws to make an 
article dutiable or not dutiable according as it is used for a par- 
ticular purpose or not used for that purpose will utterly fail. 

No Secretary of the Treasury can devise regulations which 

san be put in force so that when two articles, identically the 
same, come into the country one of them shall be dutiable if 
put to a particular use after it gets into the country, and the 
other shall not be dutiable if put toa different use. Attempts 
of this kind have been made at various times, and they have all 
proved failures. If the amendment is adopted every yard of 
telegraph wire will come into this country free of duty, and 
hundreds of thousands, not to say millions, of dollarsof importa- 
tions will come here which wili supplant the domestic manu- 
facture. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will, I believe, 
concur in what has been said on this subject, that it is utterly 
futile to say that an article shall be free if it comes in for a 
particular purpose. It has been tried, and it can not be done. 

I distinctly understood the Senator from Wisconsin when he 
said that the Secretary of the Treasury had approved of this 
formof amendment. I knowthe Secretary of the Treasury very 
well; he has a high reputation ih this country, throvghout its 
length and its breadth, but [ do not understand when the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury puts in writing a paragraph designed to 
carry outan arrangement which has been made herein the Sen- 
ate he commits himself in the slightest degree to the approval of 
the moral character of the transaction which he simply helps 
put in form. 

So the Secretary of the Treasury is not a party to the ar- 
rangement which has been made upon the other side of this 
Chamber with the Senator from Nebraska, any more than the 
Secretary of the Treasury is responsible for the moral charac- 
ter of the sugar schedule when he kindly put it in form, in 
words, and delivered it to the Senator from Arkansas. He was 
a sort of scribe, as it were; but I say the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is no more involved in that clause or in this clause than a 
a girl typewriter is when she takes down the eloquent words 
which my friend from Minnesota {Mr. Davis] dictates to her. 
He is not in the slightest degree responsible. The business 
of the country is transacted here. 

When we wanta little thing put in shape to carry out an ar- 
rangement which is made in the Senate or in any of the com- 
mittee rooms of the Senate or anywhere about the Capitol, 
whenever we want a little thing like this put into words, it is 
the duty as it is the pleasure of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to put it into words. But I agree with the Senator from Wis- 
consin that the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, is not 
in the slightest degree to be responsible for barbed fence wire 
which has at last run the gauntlet of all the tribulations of the 
pending bill and got on the free list. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely desire to call the 


res, 
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Senate to one fact, and that is that the House bill, which we are | a cent a pound was placed upon the rod, it had a tendency todo- 


considering now, put barbed wire or all fenc wire on the dutiable 
list at 30 percent. I think most of my friends on the other side 
of the Chamber have felt tolerably friendly to that bill. 
It seems to me that my colleague and those of us who stand 
i this question are asking nothing unreasonable. 


ing anything beyond what the other House has | 


we simply desire that this industry, which is a great 
ry in this country, shall not be destroyed. The ideahas 
lto prevail that it is a trifling affair, that there is not 


h of it; but there is 260,000 tons of it manufactured every | 


yet [t is selling at 1) cents a pound, and [I understand the 
Senator from Wyoming states that he has had an offer of a whole 
carload from Minneapolis, delivered at the capitalof Wyoming, 


there should not be any question as to the propriety of putting 
this article on the protected list. 


my own State those mechanics and laboring men will be abso- 


lutely out of employment and dependent if the establishments | 


are closed up. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois says he thinks he is 
asking nothing unreasonable when he asks that fence wire be 
permitted to remain upon the taxable list. It occurs to me that 
it is entirely unreasonable on the part of the Senator from IIli- 
nois to ask to have it remain there. The present duty upon 
fence wire, as I remember it, is 1¢ cents a pound. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oneand one-quarter cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLEN. One and three-quarter cents a pound, as [ rec- 
ollect it. One and three-quarter cents a pound on ordinary 
fence wire is placed as a protective duty to the manufacturer. 
Both Senators from Illinois confess that they want this duty for 
protection. They do not claim that it is necessary for revenue, 
or that itis proper. The sole claim is that some manufacturers 
of barbed wire or fence wire in the State of Illinois will have 
their profits diminished to some extentif the article goes upon 
the free list. 

Now, I should like to know how it is possible to manufacture 
wire in Germany and Belgium and bring it across the ocean and 
ship itfrom the seaboard into the interior of this country and 
come into successful competition with the manufacturers of 
wire in Chicago or Springtield. Itcan not be done. It issim- 
ply for the purpose of giving the manufacturer of wire an 
opportunity to put his hand into the pocket of the farmer, who 
is constructing a home in the West, and take his profits out of 
the farmer’s pocket. 

‘Chat is its purpose. Call it what you see fit, give it whatever 
soft name you may see fit to give it, it means nothing more nor 
less than that the persons who have waxed fat and grown rich 
in this country in the manufacture of barbed wire, are to put 
their hands into the pockets of the poor people who are com- 
pelled to use this fence wire, and takesome of their profits from 
them. 

Is it right that a State which is developing constantly and 
rapidly, like the States lying west of the Missouri River, whose 
people must have this article—for they must fence their fields 
and their pastures—is it right that a people who are struggling 
to build up empires and States should be burdened by an un- 
necessary tax upon an article like this simply to appease the 
wishes of a few manufacturers? The manufacture of wire, with 
this upon the free list, will go on just as it does now. The only 
effect will be to diminish somewhat the profits of the manufac- 
turers, and give the benefit to the men who consume the prod- 
uct. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I shall not take the time of 
the Senate long, but I may as well take advantage for a few mo- 
ments even at this serious time, of the opportunity to show the 
benefits of protection. I quote substantially, condensing some- 
what, from a leading manufacturer of this fence wire. He says 
that wire rods and billets are the raw material. In 1883, when 
he first engaged in manufacturing barbed wire, he imported all 
the rods from abroad. The average price paid for the foreign 
rod in New York was $62 to $65 per ton, costing him in Illinois 
about $68. They were importing rods then from a free-trade 
country. 

stablishments grew up at Johnstown, Worcester, Cleveland, 
Pittsburg, Beaver Falls, Braddock, Joliet. With a duty of six- 
tenths of a cent a pound placed on wire rods in 1883, the price 
of the domestic rod—the domestic rod, remember, made here 
in America—has gradually gone down until to-day the wire- 
maker can get a similar rod and a better one at home for $30 
a ton, a good deal less than half, made in America, employing 
American workmen, a8 compared with the rod in 1883, which 
was bought abroad for $68. 

This manufacturer submits that when a duty of six-tenths of 


| our makers. If we remove the duty upon foreign rodsand wire 
| desire to repeat that there are great establishments engaged | 
in this industry, working thousands of men, and,as [ said, in | 


crease the cost of wire rods rather than increase it, Tn 1883 
barbed wire produced from a foreign rod was selling at 8 to 10 


| cents a pound; to-day, the Senators tell me, it is selling in tho 
| West at from 14 to 14 cents a pound. y 


[ do not sec what is the use of opening it to foreign makers. 
Nor do I know how you are to have these rods imported from 
abroad to manufacture into wire for fencing and gain an advan- 
tage by it. As for the foreign market, if these gentlemen 
choose to import foreign rods, which they donot, for they would 
rather take the American, they can make wire fencing for the 
foreign market, they can get a rebate of 99 per cent of the du 
ties and they can compete in the foreign market with the fop- 


| eign manufacturer of fencing. By retaining the duty on rods 
for 23 cents per pound. In view of these facts it seems to me | 


and fence wire, the foreign manufacturers are prevented from 
an unjust cutting under and a destruction of the interests of 


’ 
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we Shall find men who employ labor at one-half or one-thir 
wages paid in this country underselling our makers, at least 
long enough to weaken them, and then they would have the 
market for themselves. We would not have fence wire cheaper 
in the end, but we would banish an American industry. 

[ shall not quote at length what the manufacturer says about 
wire nails, but their history is very like that of fence wire. 
They were sold when made from a foreign rod at 10 cents a 
pound, and they are now sold for $1.90 a keg of 100 pounds. | 
think we had better let the law alone as it is. 

You will get no benefit for the farmer by placing this article 
upon the free list. The Senator from Nebraska had an admira- 
ble opportunity to help the farmers. He could have made a dif 
ference of acent and a half a pound in the sugar the farmers 
buy, and he did not. 

Mr. PLATT. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. It isnot intended to help the farmer. It is in- 
tended to help the politician. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis obvious. It is a change in the ta 
for the protection of politicians. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I hope that the duty will bo 
maintained upon barbed wire for the reason that it cheapens 
the wire to the consumer in the Westerncountry. We can buy 
barbed wire in the State of Illinois cheaper than you can buy 
it in the State of Pennsylvania. The great factories for the 
preduction of barbed wire are located in the West. I have had 
some experience in the purchaseof barbed wire. In 1882 I paid 
as high as $12 a hundred pounds for it. Within the past yea 
I have been offered a carton of barbed wire shipped from the 
city of Minneapolis to a station in Wyoming for $2.38 a hundred 
pounds. It will not do the farmer in Nebraska any good to have 
the wire importedfree on the Atlanticseaboard or on the Paciltic 
coast. The railroads are what increase the price of wire in our 
country. If we could go to the factories we could buy it to-day 
for $1.50, and I think it is $1.78 for the galvanized barbed wire. 

If you reduce the factory price of barbed wire it will certainly 
close up the factories in this country and thereby increase the 
price of barbed wire in the Western country. 

All of us on this side of the Chamber certainly feel very good 
to think that a distinguished free trader from Niinois has come 
out in favor of protection for barbed wire. It shows the former 
utterance of the Democratic party to be im some respects correct, 
that the tariff question is a local issue. But so far as barbed 
wire is concerned, if we are going to have barbed wire cheaper 
than it is to-day, it must be by the maintenance of the factories 
which are located in the extreme West. 

[ am not certain, but T am under the impression that there is 
already a barbed-wire factory in the State of the Senator from 
Nebraska. If not, there was a good deal said about the estab- 
lishment of a barbed-wire factory in the city of Omaha. In 
every Western city they are building up barbed-wire factories, 
and barbed wire has become so cheap that we find it is used al- 
most universally in States like Missouri, where lumber is abun- 
dant, and beside trees which are suitable for fence rails. It is 
as cheap to-day as we can possibly ask that it shall be. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. The Senator says that he can buy barbed 
wire for $2.38 a hundred pounds, as I understand, by the car- 
load. The Senator is an extremely rich man, and he buys 
everything that he gets by the carload, but the farmer gan not 
do that, and he does not get barbed wire as cheap as the Senator 
from Wyoming. He has to pay 3 and sometimes more than 3 
cents a pound for it. Out onthe Western prairies Lhave known 
it within a short time to beover 4 cents a pound. 

I am talking about the man who has alittle farm tofence. He 
is compelled to go to the local dealer and buy his wire as tho 
great majority do buy their wire. Why hold up asa refutation 
of my argument some man who is worth one hundred thousand 
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two hundred thousand dollars or a million dollars, whocan go 











or 
to the manufacturer and buy wire cheaper than can the ordinary 
farmer? It is the men who break the prairies and make homes 
th: who have these bills to pay, and they have an enormous 
ce to pi i wire to the local dealer. Ninety-nine per cent 
of every foot or pound of wire used in the Western country | 
he ht of oe ( ler and ne bought by wholesa W hy 
tl hold up tl of a man whois exceptional thob 
by tra 1e carload at wholesal rures? 
‘} CAREY if the Senator will permit me, I should lil 
t he is to do with the middleman or the local 
cde 
AL [ decline to go into h stion of the midd! 
} L sin tite the facts. 
Mr. CAR I will venture to say that if the Senator fr¢ 
p aska will go into his own town he can buy barbed wire b 
il at the lowest possible profit. It is like nails. Youe 
uy nails at one-eighth of acent profit by retail. They are 
standard goods, which are sold at the lowest possible profit «ll 
+yeure 


y; and I donotknow how the Senator would curs 
[f he permits men to import barbed wire by th: 
oad, how is he going to do away with the local merchant 

under his plan he proposes to have each farmer who 
has one acre to fence import his own barbed wire. 


over the count 
th« difficulty. 
ship! 


[ Suppose 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wyoming has no right to 
undertake to put me insucha light. I recognize the necessit; 
of the local dealer. The average man must deal with the local 


desler; and it is because he is compelled to deal with the local 
dealer and pay the local dealer’s prices that I want this enor- 


mous tax of a cent and three-quarters taken off this necessary 
article. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not wish to detain the Senate, ex- 


cept to announce an axiom and give its abundant proof. It i 
true that proof is a sort of a boomerang, but it proves the asser- 
ion that is frequently made. The axiom of the free trader is 
that the tariff is a tax paid by the consumer. Proof of that 
proposition: The tariff on barbed wire is 1? cents per pound. 
It sells where it is made in Illinois at 1} cents per pound. Le- 
sult: The duty of 
the consumer for nothing. 
, rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to 
strike out the proviso at the end of paragraph 124. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Linquire whether the question is not on 


{ Laughter. ] 


{, of course the manufacturer would sell it to | 


concurring in the committee amendment inserting the entire | 


paragraph? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; the committee amendment was volumi- 
nous, and the question now is to strike out the proviso at the 
end of the committee amendment. 

Mr.CULLOM. The question is on the motion of my col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] to strike out the proviso at the end of the 
paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In order that the Senate may un- 
derstand the question, the Secretary will state the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 124, on page 28, line 20, after 
the word ‘*‘ pound,” it is proposed to strike out: 

a v a urther, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
bee OL CULL 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL. 

The roll eall was eoneluded. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR}, and 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have been requested to announce that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is paired on this vote with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
did not notice when I voted that the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
Vest], with whom I am paired, was absent. I[ withdraw my 








vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—38. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Ney. Power, 
Allison, Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Frye, McMillan, Quay, 
Brice, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Caffery Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Carey, Hale, Murphy. Smith, 
Chandler, Hamsbrotugh, Palmer, Squire, 
Culiom, Hawley, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, 
Dixon, Hill, Platt, 
NAYS—32 
Alien. Blackburn, Coke, George, 
Bate, Call, Daniel, Gibson, 
Berry, Cockrell, Faulkner, Gray, 
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Ean Kyle Turpi 
hiuint Lindsay) ‘ V is 
i Me! "elie! \ 
Mil val m, Wi 
W 
ic am iment was 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Th tion ree rring 
tmendment made as in ¢ ittee « ] ; 
ded in the Senate. 
.QUAY. What! ; be é f th } i ) 
Senator from Ne! rash 
VICE-PRESIDENT. I s not yet | i 
i" amendment: ended \ ‘ ‘red ij 
MILLS. mov » Strike out I ) 
insert W end to the de 
TICE-PR NT. The iendment will sted 
SECRETAI it is proposed to strike out paragraphs 12 
ind 124, and in lieu thereof to insert: 
roads, . -rew ) ] ail iron o 
Lada trom t a €@ AUMILLEG IPCce ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendm 
p :d by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask for the yeas and nay 

(he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secreta 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriwl. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called lam pa 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia !Mr. CAMDEN] 
he were present I should vote ** nay.” 

{i wish also to state that on the amendment to place barb 
wire on the dutiable list, if I had been present I should h 
voted ** vea.” ; 

PUGH (when his name was ealled). I am pair v 
the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar]. 


The roll eall was concluded. 


‘ir. SHOUP (after having voted in the negative). 
senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] voted? 


the VICE-PR 


ESIDENT. 1} 





ie has not voted. 


Has thi 


Mr. SHOUP. Iam paired with that Senator, and t 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 52; as follow 

YEAS—17 
Allen Gray, McLaurin, V 
Bate, Irby Mills Wa 
Berry, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Coke, Kyle, Peffer, 
George Lindsay, Roach, 
NAYS—82. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hunton, Pet 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Atk Piatt 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Jones, Nev Pow 
Brice, Frye, Lodge, Proctor, 
Caffer Gallinger, McMillan, Q f 
Call, Gibson, Manderson, 5 
Carey Gorman, Martin, Smit 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Squi 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Teller 
Cullom, Harris, Morgan, Turpie 
Danie! Hawley, Murphy, Vest 
Davis, Higgins Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dixon Hili Patton, Washbur 
NOT VOTING—16 

B urd Gordon Pettigrew Stewal 
Br Hoar, Pugh, White 
Cam McPherson, Ransom, Wilson, 
Cameron, Morrill Shoup Wolcot 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask a vote now on the paragraph which I of 


fered to be inserted as paragraph 63834. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The SECRET 


The amendment will be s 


tat d. 


ARY. It isproposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 

683!. All wire imported exclusi' for fencin 1all be admitted freo of 
dut under such rales and re h - rreasur 
shall prescribe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yYuestion on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proces 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called piire 
with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. MORRILL 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). T am paire th the 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR 
The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
if the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. CALL. 
that Senator. 
The result w 


Allen 

Bate 

Berry 
Blackb.rn, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
Faulkner, 


Aldrich, 
Ailison, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
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I inquire 


>ROCTOR] has voted? 
He has not voted. 


Then I withdraw my vote, as Iam paired with 


; announced—yeas 32, nays 38; as follows: 


George, 
Gray, 
ilarris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 


Dubois, 
rye, 
Gallinger, 
Gorman, 
Hale 
Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 

Jones, Nev. 


YEAS—32. 


Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Pasco, 

Peffer, 


NAYS—38. 


Lodge, 

Me Miilan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 

Patton, 

Perkins, 

Piatt, 

Power, 


Ransom, 
Roach, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


NOT VOTING—15. 
McPherson, 
Morrill, 

Gordon, Pettigrew, 

Hoar, Proctor, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I inquire of the Chair if the consideration 
of the reserved amendments has been completed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendments are com- 
pleted. The amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38 it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing as a new paragraph: 

1673. Mica, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. RANSOM. That is strictly a revenue duty. 

Mr. PLATT. I should feel fully satisfied to vote for that 
amendment if the Senator from North Carolina had not voted 
to put all wire on the free list; but I think, on the whole, I shall 
vote for the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from North 
Carolina to permit me to offer an amendment on the subject of 
wire, which will dispose of the matter we have just had in 
hand. I find that the amendment as it was ofiered did not con- 

ain all the words which I supposed were in it, and which were 

necessary to obviate the objection urged by the Senator from 
Illinois |Mr. PALMER]. If the Senator from North Carolina 
will permit me, I will simply present the amendment, and ask 
for a vote upon it without further discussion. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course,I can not say no upon a subject of 
that sort when it is requested by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following: 


683}. All wire and material for the manufacture of wire imported exclu- 
sively for fencing shall be aimitted free of duty, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Instead of all wire being admitted free under 
that amendment, if it should be adopted, it would admit all iron 
and steel free. That would be the only effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 1 announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR], and withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his na:ne was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The rollcall having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 29, nays 40; as follows: 

YEAS—29, 
McLaurin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Pasco, 

Peffer, 
Ransom, 


Roach, 
Turpie, 


Pugh, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Blanchard, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Camden, 


Cameron, 
Gibson, 


It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 


I am paired 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Caffery, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 


Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


George, 
Gray, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jarvis, 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 


JULY 3, 


NAYS—40., 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Brice, Gibson 
Carey, Gorman, 
Chandler, Hale, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, 
Davis, Hawley, 
Dixon, Higgins, 
Dolph, Hill, Patton, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—Ié. 
Jones, Ark. 
McPherson, 
Morrill, 
Pettigrew, 


Frye, 


Platt, 
Gallinger, 


Power, 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Washburn. 


Blanchard, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Camden, 


Cameron, 
Faulkner, 
Gordon, 
Hoar, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANSOM. I now ask that my amendment may be acted 
upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 38, asa 
new paragraph, the following: 

1673. Mica, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HILL. Where is that article now in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the free list. 

— HILL. What do the committee say as to where it ought 
to be? 

Mr. VEST. We put iton the free list, and I have seen no 
reason to change my opinion about it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish the Senator from New York would 
ask me the question. He has not been in the habit of consult- 
ing the committee generally on this bill, and it seems tobe 
rather a late hour for him to ask the Finance Committee as to 
how he shall vote. 

Mr. HILL. 1 should be glad to hear from the Senator the 
reasons why the action of the committee should be reversed at 
this stage of the game? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANSOM. I will tell the Senator from New York with 
great pleasure why it should be done. 

The duty named in the amendment is strictly a revenue duty, 
and the very lowest duty ever put upon mica. Formerly the 
duty was over 100 per cent, and the duty in the McKinley act is 
35 percent. In the McKiniey act the duty was reduced about 
100 per cent from what it was before. If I am in error, the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will correct me. 

The revenue derived from the importations of mica, with the 
duty at 35 per cent, amounts to about $75,000 annually. In my 
judgment—and I think the committee will agree with me—at 20 
per cent ad valorem the revenue derived from that source will 
be nearly $200,000. The Senator from New York knows as well 
as I do that we have to raise revenue by imposing duties upon 
articles imported into this country. 

T will say to the Senator from New York that if there is an 
industry in the country to which some attention ought to be 
paid it is that of working mica in the mines of North Carolina, 
and I have no doubt in the mines of Montana and of New Hamp- 
shire. Micais not worked with us by large syndicates. The 
honest, industrious, patriotic people of the mountains dig out 
themselves, and with their own hands, the mica from the depths 
of the earth. There is no speculation in the business. There 
are no large profits in it; there are no monopolies in it. Aduty 
of 20 per cent can not diminish or exclude importations. The 
work, I fear, can not stand a reduction of price. 

Senators who are better acquainted with the subject than 1] 
am, will tell you that mica is brought into this country in large 
quantities, and of very inferior quality indeed as compared with 
our mica. I believe I tell the truth, andI think it is universally 
admitted, that the mica of North Carolina is the bestin the 
world. 

I do not care to have that industry destroyed. I do not care 
to have the duty upon it lost to the Treasury. I donot wish to 
injure the people who work in the mica beds; I do not wish to 
take from the Treasury this revenue, and if there is an article 
in the world on which revenue may with propriety be raised it 
is mica. 

I am satisfied that if the Finance Committee would consider 
the subject with the liberal intelligence with which they have 
considered other subjects in the bill they would let mica have a 
duty of at least 20 per cent ad valorem. 

No one in the country objects to this reasonable duty; no pro- 
tests are here against it; no oneis crying out against it. If you 
tax anything, if you tax iron, if you tax coal, if you tax woolen 
goods, if you tax cotton goods, and if you tax almost every- 
thing we import, why should not the low revenue duty of 20 per 
cent be laid upon mica? 

I amsorry, Mr. President, I have detained the Senate so long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 


Proctor, 
Pugh, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 











1894. 





Mr. LODGE. TIcall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. ; 

Mr. HAKRIS (when his name was called). Upon this ques- 
tion Iam paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
But for that pair I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. : 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state once for all to-day that my 
colleague [Mr. WILSON] is absentfrom the Chamber on account 
of illness, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 





I am paired 


GORDON]. 
The result wes announced—yeas 40, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Platt, 
Allen, Dubois, MeMiilan, Power, 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Quay, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Ransom, 
Caflery, Hale, Morgan, Shoup, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Squire, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pasco, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Patton, Teller, 
Davis, Jarvis, Perkins, Vilas, 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Washburn. 
NAYS—28. 
Bate, George, Kyle, Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gray, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Camden, Hill, Mills, Vest, 
Coke, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White, 
NOT VOTING—!7. 
Blanchard, Gordon, Martin, Wilson, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Call, Harris, Proctor, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Sherman, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me 
to complete this subject, I wish to have mica stricken from the 
free list. [Laughter. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, mica will be 
stricken from the free list. The Chair hears none. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN. Getting into a little more serious business, 
Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
the biil, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to in- 
sert the following as additional sections: 


Sec.73. That every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or contract 
is hereby declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and void, when the 
same is made by or between two or more ~~ or corporations, either of 
whom is engaged in importing any article from any foreign country into 
the United States, and when such combination, conspiracy, trust, agree- 
ment, orcontractis intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free 
competition in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market price 
in any part of the United States of any article or articles imported or in- 
tended to be imported inio the United States, or of any manufacture into 
which such imported article enters or is intended to enter. Every person 
who is or shall hereafter be engaged inthe importation of goods or any com- 
modity from any foreign country in violation of this section of this act, or 
who shall combine or conspire with another to violate the same, is guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof in any courtof the United States, 
such person shall be fined in a sum not less than 8100 and not exceeding 
#5,000, and shall be further punished by imprisonment, in the discretion of 
the —" for a term not less than three months nor exceeding twelve 
months. 

Src. 74. That the several circuit courts of the United States are hereby 
invested with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of section 73 
of this act; and it shall be the duty of the several district attorneys of the 
United States, in their respective districts, under the direction of the At- 
torney-General, to institute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain 
such violations. Such proceedings may be by way of petitions setting forth 
the case and praying that such violations shall be enjoined or otherwise 
prohibited. When the parties complained of shall have been duly notified 
of such petition the court shall proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing 
and determination of the case; and pending such petition and before final 
decree, the court may at any time make such temporary restraining order 
or prohibition as shall be deemed just in the premises. 

Skc. 75. That whenever it shall appear to the court before which any pro- 
ceeding under the 74th section of this act may be pending, that the ends of 
justice require that other parties should be brought before the court, the 
court may cause them to be summoned, whether they reside in the district 
in which the court is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may be served 
in any district by the marshal thereof. 

Src. 76. That any property owned under any contract or by any combina- 
tion, or pursuant to any conspiracy (and being the subject thereof) men- 
tioned in section 73 of this act, and being in the course of transportation 
from one State to another, or to or from a Territory, or the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized and con- 
demned by like proceedings as those ed by law for the forfeiture, seiz- 


ure, and condemnation of rt orted into the United States con- 
trary to law. ee a ¥ 
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Src. 77. That any person who shall be injured in his business or property 
by any other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or de- 
clared to be unlawful by this act, may sue therefor inany circuit court of the 
United States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, 
without respect to the amount in controversy,and shall recover threefold the 
damages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable at- 
torney’s fee. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, that amendment consists of 
five sections, fourof which are copied from the act of 1890, which 
was framed and passed by the Congress of the United States to 
reach trusts which were created under the interstate commerce 
features of the Constitution of the United States. Four of the 
sections to which I have justailuded are literal copiesof the ex- 
isting statutes; so that leaves but one section of the amendment 
to be explained. 

The first section of the amendment has been framed an dex- 
amined with the greatest possible care. I do not know how 
much confidence the Senate of the United States will be disposed 
to give to my judgment as a lawyer upon the question as to 
whether the first section of the measure is apt inits phraseology 
and provisions to reach the end that is desired —that is to say, 
the repression of trusts, as they are called, in respect of the im- 
portation of goods from foreign countries; but I have taken care 
to submit the language of this amendment to the inspection of 
various lawyers, some of them of the highest reputation in this 
body, and some of the lawyers of as great reputation as any in 
the United States; and there seems to be no doubt or hesitancy 
in saying that the languageemployed there under the Constitu- 
tion is entirely apt and proper in all respects to define the 
crimes which are attempted to be repressed, and to distinguish 
them so that the prosecution of them and convictions under 
them shall be easy. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator will allow me to make an in- 
quiry, I did not understand definitely whether his amendment 
applied entirely and exclusively to the collection of customs or 
to other outside transactions? 

Mr. MORGAN. Exclusively to the collection of customs. I 
had it at first in contemplation to make the provision wider. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought so. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I concluded that upon this bill it would 
not be proper to do so. I believe that the difficulties which 
have been found in the judicial decisions of Judge Jackson and 
some judges of inferior grade in regard to the language of the 
act of 1890, predicated upon the interstate-commerce features of 
the Constitution, have been obviated entirely by the provisions 
of this section. 

I will say here that I do not wish to detain the Senate at all in 
the consideration of this important matter, and I therefore some 
months ago, perhaps as much as two months ago, had this 
amendment printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
I have conferred with the Senators in charge of this bill upon 
that subject, and while they do not take this as a committee 
amendment, [think Iam authorized to say that at least the ma- 
jority, perhaps almost all of the committee, concur in the lan- 
guage which is employed here and in the necessity of this pro- 
vision. 

A very few words, Mr. President, I think will demonstrate the 
necessity for having this provision in the bill. First of all, it 
has been frequently charged here in respect of the sugar trust, 
and perhaps of the lead trust and some other trusts which are 
existing in this country, that the provisions of this bill have 
been so framed as to give an advantage to these existing com- 
binations. Ido not understand that there has been any purpose 
of that kind on the part of the committee. I know that in 
voting for the provisions of the bill to which I allude, no pur- 
pose of that kind has actuated me. [do not know any of the 
membership of any trust in the United States upon any subject 
whatsoever; I do not know the presiding officers, the heads of 
the trust, or any person who belongs to them or has any inter- 
est in them, and therefore my conduct in this matter is strictly 
impartial; but I do not believe at all that the slightest indul- 
gence has been given by asingle provision in this bill to any ex- 
isting trust or to any trust which could exist under its provi- 
sions. 

Some possible support might be found in the sugar trust, in 
what is called the eighth differential tax, because it is already 
an existing monopoly—I will call it, and I have no doubt it is 
properly characterized by that language—but it has an enor- 
mous amount of capital, great surroundings, and great powers 
of reénforcement. 

So, whatever tax we put upon sugar which would make the 
slightest discrimination in favor of its being refined here instead 
of its being refined abroad and imported here, would necessa- 
rily inure to that trust, provided we leave this statute barren of 
any enactment or provision whereby the abuse of power and 
right of importation under this law would enable the trust to 
thrive and prosper. 


7118 


Under the bill as it is now perfected, I will say in the Senate, | contract or agreement shall be void and null and that the enter- 


under ever 


the W 


under the McKinley act, tariff which has ever ex- 
isted in the Unit , the or tariff not excepted by 
any means, opportunity exists in a great many instances for the 


ts; in fact, it is absolutely inseparable from tariff 


xd States, 


creation of f 


legislation that o ‘tunity should be furnished for the crea- | 
nations to regulate importations, with a view to | 


tion of co 
increase the price 
afl the i yyne , 

[Inasmuch as » are compelled to resort to tariff laws for the 
replenishing of our Treasury from year to year; inasmuch as 
thai is the system of taxation which is really preferred in the 
Constitution of the United States; inasmuch as that system of 
taxation has prevailed since the 
ment and has always been a favorite over direct taxation, a tax- 
ation of incomes or any other species of excise, we are compelled 
to regulate the tariff of taxation upou all of the four or five 
thovsand taxed articles here with reference to their revenue- 
yielding power and, in the minds of many patriotic and splendid 
men, with reference to the protection that they think would be 
given to American industries as contrasted with foreign indus- 
tries. Upon that particular branch of tariff taxation there is 
great diversity of opinion, as has been indicated in the Senate 
of the United States by thousands and thousands of votes and 
almost as many speeches which have been given upon this sub- 
ject now for a century. 

We can not abandon the right to put a high tax upon any 
American product because that tax may be abused by the forma- 
tion of a trust under its shelter; for it may turn out, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that under certain conditions and exigencies in reference 
to the general commerce of the country, or in reference to com- 
merece with some particular country which is disposed to dis- 
criminate against us, we must use the taxing power at a very 
high rate in order to save our country and our industries and 
our T'reasury when emergencies of that kind arise and we find 
it necessary to resort to high rates of taxation, when immedi- 
ately shelter is given to the formation of trusts, and that shelter 
is greater or less in every tariff bill in accordance with the 
amount simply of the protective duties which we impose upon 
imports. 

So under the bill we are now considering is afforded distinct 
opportunity for the formation of thousands of trusts. You can 
not exclude them from this country except by means of direct 
and positive legislation which reaches the abuse of the import- 
ing right and prevents it from entering into such combinations 
with capital as will enable the importer or the person interested 
in imports to control the prices in the market; in other words, 
in common parlance, to monopolize the market. 

Mr. MILLS. May I ask the Senator from Alabama if his 
amendment includes the productof trusts such asare mentioned, 
leaving the United States and being conveyed from State to 
State? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does. 
and the remedy for that. 

[ shall not now, Mr. President, go into an analytical examina- 
tion of the decisions which have been made by Judge Jackson 
and Judge Bullock and other eminent judges upon the question 
as to the effect of these statutes. 

We have enacted heretofore the act of 1890 in regard to inter- 
state trusts, and to show that the theory of this amendment is 
different from the theory of that act, it goes upon the power of 
preventive justice, of that great power which is described by 
Blackstone in his Commentaries, a book to which I love to refer, 
in such language as I think the Senate will excuse me for just 
a moment in quoting. Says the author: 

We are now arrived at the fifth general branch, or head, under which I 
proposed to consider the subject of this book of our Commentaries, viz, the 
means of preventing the commission of crimes and misdemeanors. And 
really it is an honor, and almost a singular one, to our English laws, that 
they furnish a title of this sort; since preventive justice is, upon every 
principle of reason, of humanity, and of sound policy, preferable in all re- 
spects to punishing justice; the execution of which, though necessary and 
in its consequences a species of mercy to the commonwealth, is always at- 
tended with many harsh and disagreeable circumstances. 

This amendment relates to preventive justice. It prevents 
men, by penalties imposed upon their traussctions, from abusing 
the revenues of the United States, its dignity, its honor, its 
peace, and prevents them also from imposing heavy burdens 
upon those who must consume either imported articles or those 
which are made under the shelter of this law of taxation and of 
importation. 

The theory of this amendment, as you will see by noticing 
carefully the language, as I will read it again—for in that way 
I can put the Senate better in possession of it than in any other— 
reaches to the contract, the combination, the conspiracy, the 
agreement, or engagement which is entered into byan importer 
with other importers or by an importer with any other person 
who may be his assistant in any form, and it declares that the 


of certain commodities in the market or to 


way. 


It includes distinctly jurisdiction 
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ing into it with aviewof importing goods into the United States 
isa crime, and that that crime is made punishable as a misde- 

° a eUucCe 
meanor by somewhat severe penalties. I will read it now in 
that connection: * 

That every combination, conspiracy, trust, agreemont, or contract i 

hereby declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and void, when the 
same Is made by or between two or more persons or corporations eit her “ 
whom is engaged in importing any article from any foreign country int , 
the United States, and wen such combination, conspiracy, trust. asre e 
ment, or contract is intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade. or free 
competition in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market prip 
in any part of the United States of any article or articles imported or in 


l 


tended to be imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into 
which such imported article enters or is intended to enter. “a 

Every person thus engaged is made punishable. Whatis that. 
Mr. President? It is the punishment of the intent to abuse the 
importation laws of the United States when that intent tak 
the form of an agreement or conspiracy or combination between 
an importer and another person engaged to assist him, or 
tween two or more importers. 

First of all, I ought to remark that this leaves any individual 
in the United States, no matter what the extent and amount o! 
his capital may be, his enterprise, his genius, his industry, or 
his mercantile skill, perfectly free to import any amount of 
goods he pleases from any country he wishes and sell them at 
any price that he can; but it prevents the combination of one 
person who may be importing with another person for the pur- 
— of importing goods with the intent of affecting the mavr- 

et. 

We have got to that era in our civilization, or rather we have 
returned to thateraof English civilization, Mr. President, when 
attempts to commit crimes are getting to be somewhat impor- 
tant in this country, when combinations for the purpose of com- 
mitting crimes are extremely dangerous to the welfare and peace 
of society. In the English law, and in the common law as it eéx- 
ists now in the various States, these were called misprisions of 
offenses. It was a misprision of treason to imagine even the 
death of the king. 

1t was the misprision of murder for two men to agree that 
they would kill another, although no murder was committed. 
And soon through a long category of felonies and even mis- 
demeanors. The intent to commit an offense sigrfified by an 
agreement between two persons that they would commit it, is 
something that is made punishable by the common law and very 
frequently made punishable by acts of Parliament, and also in 
the States by their legislative enactments. 

Let me cite the Senate for a moment to one of these methods 
of preventing justice, we will call it, where the misprision of an 
ofiense is made a serious matter, and where the law exercises 
its authority upon the individual who enters into such an en- 
gagement to the extent of imprisoning him unless he shall give 
bond to keep the peace. It may not be generally known, but it 
is true that the system of arresting people who have mado 
threats that they would commit offenses belongs to the English 
system which we have inherited. 

A man goes and arms himself and threatens to kill anoth 
man. By the laws of Great Britain, the common law as well a 
the statute law, and the laws of every State in this Union, that 
man is liable to be arrested, although he may not get in sight 
of his victim, or may not have the possible means of reaching 
him. Hemay be arrestedand put undes bonds to keep the peace, 
and unless he does give bonds to keep the peace he is incarcer- 
atedin aprison. What offense has theman committed? Noth- 
ing but a misprision of the offense. That is to say, he has con- 
cluded that he would commit it; he has agreed with himself that 
he would commit it, and has proclaimed the crime in such form 
as that the law can take hold of it. 

Here, as I will remark again, we find coming to light by tho 
existence of the present situation in many respects the neces 
sity for extending and making penal and criminal the misprision 
of offenses, which, if they are allowed to run along, will ripen 
into crime and the victim will receive the injury that was in- 
tended. I willillustrate it. Suppose there had been an agree- 
ment between a balf dozen men in Kurope to murder Carnot. 
There it appears that you can not arrest a man because he hus 

roclaimed that he intends to devote his life to the murder of 
Sings or a particular king. : : 

Such a declaration as that in the United States against the 
humblest man in this whole country is made in every State of 
the Union what we call a misprision of offense, and it is in itself 
a breach of the peace. I refer to this merely for the sake of 
analogy. I refer to it to show that there is an intelligent foun- 
dation running through this proposed amendment which is en- 
tirely in keeping with our system of jurisprudence, and that if 
we adopt it we can not — harm anybody and it is no de- 
parture whatever from the existing state of public opinion in 
regard to what the law is as well as in regard to what it ought 
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to be. Thereforo I have ventured to bring the amendment for- had charge of the bill upon every one of tho vast enumeration 
ward. ; OL items. But the opportunity has not been afforded to me of 

1 wish to remark in regard to the amendment that it can not | putting into th > bill the antidote for the poison that it iseh 
possibly do any harm if we will take it for granted that no man | the bill carries. 
is ever to be convicted under it, that it is such a sieve as that it This amendment, I will say to my honorable friend from Dela 
will hold nothing in the way of judicial determination. Yet ware, can not hurt anybody. No innocent person c1n 
there it stands for two purposes. One is to threaten and alarm | suffer under it. The only question in the case is whethe1 
these men from entering into such combinations. The other is } provision is strong enough and tight enough to hold th Lilt 
the expression of the view of the Congress of the United States | If it is found not to be, and that the theory of the provi i 
that these trusts in all of their multiplied hideousness, I will | all right, as I think I have established that it is all right, then 
3! are against our common conviction and meet our stern | by amendment hereafter we can certainly improve it, i t « 

vation. be improved. 

But, sir, it will not stop there. I think I may venture tosay| The suggestion offered by the Senator from Delaware, it does 
with absolute confidence that no trust will ever be formed of | not scem to me hasvery great weight “ause the prop 
any important character in the United States, after we put the | ishment of these combinations does not atlect any person 
amendment I have offered in the bill, which will not be felt and | soever—it can not aflect any person whatsoever—who i 
punished, and that with severity. | estly engaged in free and fair competition in trade und 

Now, having said this much, Mr. President, I will yield the | new revenue law. 


floor, first remarking. however, again that the four sections 


which conclude the amendment are all of them copied outof the 


existing statute? They have been passed upon by the Senate 
and by the Congress, and therefore it is unnecessary for me to 
descant upon them to any extent at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the legislation that is proposed 
by this amendment is of an exceedingly important character. I 
confess that I appreciate the importance of it, and I appreciate 
the difficulties that exist in the way of attaching so important 
an amendment to this tariff bill at this time and in these hours, 
which we hope are the closing hours of this debate. 

[ shall ,,o with my friend from Alabama, I think, to the full 
extent to which his learning and zeal and patriotism will lead 
him in devising legislation for the correction of the tendency 
which has grown up in this country to the formation of trusts. 
But for that very reason I feel that this unusual and abnormal 


method of introducing such important punitive legislation is | 


not at this time and in the heat and hurry of these hours to be 
considered wise on our part. 


I hope the Senator from Alabama will agree with the sugges- 


tion I intend to make, thattheamendment, or the subject-matter | 


of the amendment, be referred to the Judiciary Committee of 
this body, that they may scrutinize it, give it the benefit.of their 
study, and make it, if it needs amendment, what it ought to be 
in order to accomplish the objects which the Senator from 
Alabama has in view, and properly in view, and bring it back to 
us, so that it may be considered upon its merits and made a par 
of the law of the land. 

If it isa proper motion, Mr. President, I will move that the 
amendment be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, just a word, in personal ex- 
planation. 

I said in my opening remarks that two monthsago I had sub- 
mitted this amendment to the Committee on Finance. [ ex- 
plained to the committee personally, at least to the Democratic 
members of the committee, the examination under which the 
provisions had passed in the minds of some of the most eminent 
jurists in the United States, and that every word in the amend- 


ment had reesived their approbation. 


I could not, under the agreement which existed on this side of | 


the Chamber, take the floor earlier’ than I have done for the 
purpose of offering the amendment. Its value, its importance 
even to the reputation of the Senate, is perfectly obvious after 
all that has been said here in respect of the introduction on our 
part of opportunities if not of invitations to these trusts to avail 
themselves of the benefits of this proposed law. 

[ have done my best to get it before the Senate. I have done 
all that an honorable duty to my colleagues on this side of the 
Chamber permitted me todo. I have presented it to the gen- 
tlemen who have had the bill in charge, and I have not heard 
yet that one of them had an objection to make to the provision, 
or said it was unnecessary, or anything else than that they were 
afraid that it would consume a large amount of time. 

Mr. President, I have not occupied the time of the Senate in 
the discussion of the pending bill. I have seen many places, 
many opportunities, where my convictions of duty almost forced 
me to take the floor, but I have not done so because I was en- 
tirely deferential to the desire on the partof the committee, 
which I think has been most admirably filled, of bringing for- 
ward a bill that would be satisfactory to at least one side of the 
Chamber. 

I take occasion at this moment to say that I have not read a 
tariff bill on the statute books of the United States which so 
nearly comes up to my views of what is exactly right as the 
pending bill, and I have never seen one that I would vote for 
with greater pleasure. 

I must also say thut the most assiduous,and industrious, and 
learned attention has been bestowed by the gentlemen who have 
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No man has the right to imp 
anything into the United States except by permission of the 


n 


Vow, a word on that point. 
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statute. We have prohibitions here upon importations which 
may be relieved against by the proclamation of the President 
of the United States, as ineases where foreign governments dis- 
criminate against us, and for the purpose of preventing the in- 
troduction of diseases through neat cattle. There is quite a 
large list of this kind of absolute, positive prohibitions which 
may be relieved against by the proclamation of the lent. 

What does that all mean? On what basis does that theory 
legislation proceed? It is that no man has the right to import 
anything into the United States unless he is permitted to do so 
by law. Then, if the man in making the importation ab 


Presi 


of 





the law to the disadvantage of anybody in the United States, he 
of course violates his duty towards the Government of the 
United States, and the Congress which enacts the law to en- 
force the revenue and to tax importations has the unquestioned 


right to say how far, and under what circumstances, and under 
what conditions the importations shall be made. 

I very much regret that I have not been able, although I fre- 
quently called the attention of the Senator from Delaware to it 
to find him enough at leisure in the multiplicity of his duties 
which have been so exacting upon his time, to get him to take 
the judicial view of this question whichI felt it ineumbent upon 
myself to try to take, and which he could have done so much 
better than I. But still the Senator dees not urge an objection 
to the amendment. Heonly proposes to refer it to the Judiciary 
Committee. My honorable colleague on my left{Mr. PuGH]ha 
examined this matter. I have heard no objection from hi 
He is the chairman of that committee. Certainly [ would sub- 
mit it to the Committee on the Judiciary without a moment 
hesitation. I havealso submitted it to other members the 
Judiciary Committee, to two of the most distinguished members 
of that committee, whose names I suppose I might be at liberty 
to call, but itis probably not exactly in form to do it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Alabama is not in- 
convenienced by yielding, I desire to say a few word 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, this measu l 
approbation. The Senator from Alabama submitted it to me 
sometime ago and again still more recently. To my personal 
knowledge it has had the full examination of excellent lawyers. 
In that category I do not place myself, but it has had the ex- 
amination of men learned in the law, and it is pronounced by 
them to be safe. In my judgment, for myself, I could vote 
it with infinite pleasure. 

The Committee on Finance has not asa committee taken any 
action in regard to the amendment. It isa matter not in the 
line of detail usually charged to a committee upon tbe subject 
of revenue, and yet in the light of present history, in the light 
of wholesale slander, lawless libel, I should be glad to see this 
measure become a law in connection with a revenue bill or any 
other bill to which it could be properly attached. 

I know not a human being who belongs to any trust so far 
Iam cognizant of that fact. If I am acquainted witha man who 
is in the sugar trust I do not know it. If I am acquainted with 
a human being who belongs to a whisky trust I am not aware of 
it, and 1 do not know who heis. But Il am aware of great com- 
binations that overshadow certain mighty interests of the Amer- 
ican people against whom this measure is aimed, and justly 
aimed, in my judgment. 

I appreeiate entirely the wisdom and patriotism of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. A reference of such a measure to the Ju- 
diciary Committee is apt and proper under ordinary circum- 
stances, and in its very nature it goes to that committee prop- 
erly. Yetif the Senate can come to the conclusion which I 
have reached, and which the Senator from Alabamaand others 
who have carefully examined this measure have reached, and 
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can pass upon it and adopt it now, I believe it would be a meas- 
ure of great wisdom and of great safety to the American people. 

I donot believe that we should take it upif itis to lead to pro- 

racted discussion, and yet I can hardly imagine how time could 
be better employed than in legislating against the great domi- 
nating trusts and syndicates. Butit did occur to me (and IJ so 
said to the Senator from Alabama) that I thought it would not 
lead to protracted discussion. There is no one here so far as I 
know who desires to protect those at whom this proposed legis- 
lation isaimed. They have nodefenders here so far as I know. 
I feel that in closing the work of the last three months an enact- 
ment of the kind proposed by the Senator from Alabama would 
be hailed by the American people as a guaranty of integrity in 
the execution of the law we are about to pass. 

[ have thought proper, contrary to the course I have pursued 
for sometime past, to say this much. I do not speak for the 
Committee on Finance, and yet at the same time I do not know 
of a single member of that hard-working and much-abused com- 
mittee who has any objection to the provisions of the amend- 
ment. There are variances of opinion in that committee as to 
whether it ought to be brought forward now or in some other 
shape and at some other time. Asto the provisionsthemselves, 
I know no difference of opinion in the committee over which I 
have the honor to preside. This much, I think, it is due to the 
occasion to say. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishould like to inquire of the chairman if this 
is an amendment recommended by the committee. I have 
agreed for my part (I will say in explanation of the vote which 
I may cast and all other votes) to follow our committee, and so 
I understood that other gentlemen here had agreed, including 
the chairman who has just spoken. Of course he hasno further 
liberty than I or anyone else. If I were not bound by that 
agreement I would rescind many votes which I have cast. I 
should like to have it understood, so that there may be no mis- 
take in giving a vote, whether that agreement is to be pursued 
or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me 
n moment? Before I offered the amendment, as I have stated, 
I submitted it to the committee on frequent occasions and even 
to-day. LIasked whether it would be any violation of our agree- 
ment under our rules to offer it, and I was assured by the com- 
mittee thut I had a perfect privilege to offer it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Virginia, 
that as far as I can recall the events of the last three months, 
all the understanding of which I was cognizant among ourselves 
on this side of the Chamber was to the effect that we would 
stand together on committee amendments and propositions. 

Mr. DANIEL. And not vote for other amendments that were 
not offered by the committee 

Mr. VOORHEES. Butafter the work of the committee was 
finished I never understood that I was not at liberty to vote for 
other amendments if they were brought forward. I say that I 
felt bound to stand by the committee. I have done it to the bit- 
terend. After the committee work is over I do not understand 
and I never have understood that I am not at liberty to vote for 
any amendment I choose that is consistent with the bill. Ido 
not mean by this that I would vote against the bill. [ do not 
suppose I need explain that [ would not violate my own record. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course there is an understanding or there 
is not an understanding. The statement of the Senator who 
has just spoken does not agree with my understanding. It was 
clear and specific, as I understand it (not of course casting any 
reflection upon him), that we would not offer and support amend- 
ments of our own, and solely by reason of that understanding I 
have declined to offer amendments or to vote for any amendment 
unless it had the sanction of our committee. If I am at liberty 
to vote for the pending amendment with fairness to my colleagues 
I shall vote for it. If Iam not at liberty I shall not vote for it. 
Certainly we ought to have understood each other before we 
reached the very close of the bill, in the consideration of which 
it was the part of patriotism for every man to give up his own 
opinion in order that the best collective judgmentcould be gath- 
ered so as to give relief speedily to the American people. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
recognized, 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
from Virginia. 

Mr. PALMER. 


The Senator from Illinois has been 


If I have the floor—— 
I was about to ask a question of the Senator 


I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. DANIEL. BeforeI take my seat I should like to havean 
understanding between the Senatorfrom Alabama and the com- 


mittee. He tells us that he consulted the committee before he 
offered the amendment, and was encouraged te do it. 
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Mr. MORGAN. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon, sir; I am trying —~ 

Mr. MORGAN. I said the committee had no objection to it 
and I did not consider it any breach of the agreement that I 
should offer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. I am not here to be interrogated. 
stated what I had to say, and I am done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois wil] 
proceed. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I beg to say that so far as I 
understand the amendment of the Senator from Alabama I favor 
it; but I can not forget the fact that this is a proposition to add 
a most important chapter to the criminal code of the United 
States. I have followed the Committee on Finance faithfully, 
sometimes surrendering my own judgment; but for that they are 
nottoblame. InallthatI walk by faith. But I do hesitate toadd 
to the criminal code of the United States provisions which I have 
not carefully examined with a view to their perfection. Ofcourse, 
being an old lawyer, I am exceedingly scrupulous in regard to 
legislation which affects the rights of citizens. I am exceed- 
ingly scrupulous in the preparation of alaw which imposes pains 
and penalties and fines, as this proposes. While I have the most 
implicit confidence in the Senator from Alabama, I would a little 
rather look over this measure myself and see that it meets the 
approval of my own judgment. Ido not think that this pro- 
vision is an essential part of a tariff bill. I think it deserves 
more consideration than we can give it now. 

I have thought for two or three months past about duties and 
protection and all the subjects that present themselves in this 
discussion, but I have not considered the law of trusts. While 
I shall still walk by faith, if I am so advised I will accept it, 
though with the utmost reluctance. I should greatly prefer, if 
it meets the views of the Senator from Alabama, that the meas- 
ure shall be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Above 
all, while I respect the Judiciary Committee, I respect my own 
judgment on such subjects, and [ really should be glad to have 
an opportunity in some formal way not only to consider the 
amendment, but to discuss it in a manner entirely disconnected 
from this purely revenue measure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very sorry thatI did not take this amend- 
ment to the Senator from [llincis in person and ask his judg- 
ment upon it. It has been printed and placed on the tables 
here three or four different times. I supposed every Senator 
would take enough interest in the progress of this bill to know 
what amendments were being proposed by Senators as well as 
those which came from the committee. 

Now, I do not want to disturb the Senate or impose any bur- 
den upon anyone’s conscience or make it very hard for anyone 
to put his foot down on trusts. I do not wish to do anything of 
that kind; and if it is considered to be necessary to have the 
weight of the Judiciary Committee settle upon the amendment 
before we can do anything else about it, let it go to the Judici- 
ary Committee. My skirts are clear. I have done all I could 
do. No man has yet found objection to one word in the amend- 
ment for the purpose of repressing these trusts. If the Senate 
of the United States is not ready to do it, let the amendment go 
to the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to vote to put this amendment on the 
bill. Ishall vote againstits reference to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I am afraid it will not accomplish very muchif enacted 
into a law, but it is a move in the right direction. As has been 
said, it can not hurt any innocent man. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending question? 

Mr. LODGE. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
= proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Chair decided that the motion made by 
myself is not a parliamentary motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so decides. The ques- 
tion ison agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer the amendment to paragraph 
356, page 90, of which I gave notice. Matting and mats made of 
cocoa fiber or rattan stand now in the bill at 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem. I move to amend the paragraph so as to make it read: 

$56. Cocoa matting, 40 per cent ad valorem; cocoa mats, 35 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall say only a word in re- 
gard to the amendment. I discussed it when the bill was in 


Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 


I have 
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Committee of the Whole 
tively, involving no large capital. It is carried on principally 
by the workingmen who are themselvesengaged init. Theduty 
as proposed by the bill means the absolute destruction of the in- 
dustry. It employs men in New York, in Ohio, and in my own 
State. The amendment I move proposes 2 much lower rate of 
duty than the McKinley rates, and gives the industry merely a 
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This is a small industry compara- | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
papers by the Senator 
aS and nays are 


ndn 


on which 


The question is on th 
from New Hampshire 
demanded. 


sume 


The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceed 
toc il the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name wasealled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]. I should vote ‘nay "if 







chance to survive. 1] hope that the Senate will acceptthis pro- | he were here. 
posed modification. It is a great reduction over the McKinley Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). [ am paired 
rates, and it gives the wor kmen employed in the small industry | with the junior Senator from West Virginia |Mr. CAMD if 
of mat-m: iking a chance to go on and dev elop it. he were here I should vote * yea.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment Mr. PUGH (when his name was ealled Lam paired with the 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR!. 
Mr. LODGE. Iask for the yeas and nays. Mr. QUAY (when his name was called [am paired with the 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN [f he were present | 
to call the roll. should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), Upon this ques- The roll call was concluded. 
tion I am paired with the S ynatorfrom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa 
should vote ‘‘nay” if the Senator from Ohio were present. chusetts {Mr. HOAR] to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH] 
Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired | and vote ‘‘nay.” 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 38: as follows: 
he were present, I should vote “ yea.” YEAS—30 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with | ajgsicy oe Pte ewan 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR}. Allison, Frye, Me Millan, Proctor, 
The roll call was concluded. Care; c Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup 
Mr. CAREY (after having voted in theaflrmative). I inquire | Gio” Hansbrough, Patton, ” — Teller, 
if the junior Senator from Wisconsin[Mr. MITCHELL] has voted. | Davis, Hawley, Peffer, Washburn, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. che Teen ’ Perkins, 
Mr. CAREY. I desire to withdraw my vote, being paired | 7°'P™ Jones, Nev. Platt, 
with that Senator. NAYS—38. 
Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted inthe affirmative). lam a en Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
: : : sos ae . Tf ate jeorge sindsay ui 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana{Mr. BLANCHARD], I find an . Gikeon Mat eek one : 
that he has not voted and I withdraw my vote. Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 37; as follows: Blanchard, Gray, Mills, = Vest, 
. Caffery, Hill, Mitchell, Wis Vilas, 
YEAS—29. Call, Hunton Murphy, Voorhees, 
Aldrich. I'rye Manderson. Quay, —s i — White 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, D * ita} > nen Av Puck 
Chandler, Hale, Patton, Squire, os JONES, ATK. uge, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Pe fer, aod NOT VOTING—I7. 
Davis, Haw ley, Perkins, Washburn. Brice Harris, Pettigrew Wilson. 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, Butler Soar ae Wolcott 
Dolph, Jones, Ney. Power, “teres, eae Quay, — 
Dubois Lodge Proctor ns McPherson, Sherman, 
, : a ’ Cameron, Morgan, Stewart, 
NAYS—37. Gordon, Morrill. Walsh. 
A len, cue, Ly es - a So the amendment was rejected. 
Bate, reorge, sindsay, : th, RY ; ‘ ; : 
raed Gibson McLaurin, Turpie Mr. ALLEN [ move to add to paragraph 182 the proviso 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Vest, which I send to the desk. 
Cattery Hill, Morgan Walshe The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
a” Hunton, Murphy, White. The SECRETARY. Add to paragraph 182, 0n page 42, the fol- 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, lowing: 
a Sa) zarvis, ia Pasco, Provided, however, That the bounty provided in said act shall stand une 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, pealed to the extent that there shall be paid to the re iucer sugar, f 
NOT VOTING—19 beets, sorghum, or sugar cane, grown in the United States in the ur th 
- 2 Diets or from maple sap produced in the United States during the year Is%!, under 
Bianchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, license for 1894, and subject to the limitations now imposed by law, on all 
Butler, Harris, Morrill, Vilas, sugars testing not less than 90° by the polariscope, nine-tenths of | cent pe 
Camden, Hoar Pettigrew, Wilson. pound, and upon sugar testing less than 90° by the polariscope and not lk 
Cameron, McMillan, Pugh, Wolcott. than 80°, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pouna 
Carey, McPherson, Sherman, _ — ta vz , : ; 
7 , The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
amend paragraph 199, page 
and inserting ‘‘three” before 

199. Hay, $8 per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when this matter was in 
Committee of the Whole I had occasion to make certain state- 
ments concerning the hay crop which I shall not take the time 
to repeat further than to say that last year the product of hay 
in this country was 65,766,158 tons, of a value of $570,882,870. 
The present duty on hay is $4 per ton, and under that duty there 
were imported last year 104,181 tons of a value of near; y $962,221. 

The amendment [ then offered, which was the same I offer 
now, was defeated by avery close vote. I regret very 
that it is probable the amendment will in the Senate me 
the same fate it did in Committee of the Whole. 

A good many Senators upon the other side have privately ex- 
pressed to me their opinion that this amendment ought to be 
adopted, but unfortunately the committee have not seen their 
way clear to agree thatit shall be adopted. So I presume it is 

» be voted down. And yet, Mr. President, in the interest of 
this great industry, large ly in the Northern States . much of it 
in New York and the New England — bordering on Canada, 
where we shall meet with a loss incalculable in amount if the 
duty is reduced 50 per centas is proposed, Idesire to havea vote 
in the Senate, and I ask that it shall be by yeas and nays, 
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According to previous notice I move to 
16, line 11, by striking out “two” 


the word ‘‘dollars;” soas to read: 


much 
et with 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer this proviso because I believe it to] 
just, if the bill takes effect immediately or the Ist of Augu 
that the producers of domestic sugar who have made their con- 


+ 
L 


IU 


tracts for the year 1894 on the basis now allowed by law shall bi 
granted something in the formof adiminished bounty to pro- 


tect them from the injury arising from the operation of the 
bill. 


Mr. HILL. I desire to have the amendment read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from New York wish to ad- 
dress the Senate on this question? 

Mr. HILL. I do desire to speak at length if 

Mr. HARRIS. IL rose for the purpose of moving to lay tl 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President— 

Mr. HILL. If this side of the Cham er is disposed to follow 
the view of the committee - do not desire to inflict any remarks 
upon the Senate: bu it if t! is a disposition to put the proviso 
upon the bill at this stage ales the vote of yesterday, I then de 

| sire to address the Senate at considerable length. 

| Mr. HAR tLs. [ have not cons ed the committee D 
member o* the committee I move to lay the amendment « 

| table. 

Mr. HILI All right. 

Mr. MAI NDE! (SON. Mr. President—— 

The VIé RESIDENT. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. M ANDE RSON. I ask unanimous consent to appeal to 
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he Senator from Tennessce 


to permit me to address myself to 
this amendment. Certainly it can not be charged that I have 
wasted any time in this debate. I desire to address myself to 
it, because I think it a matter of very great importance and one 
that should be understood by the Senate before the vote is taken. 
Mr. HARRI [ do not know how to resist such an appeal as 
the nator from Nebraska makes, and yet I regret that he 
ma { Hlowever, I withdraw the motion, and give notice 
tha new it if I can get the floor when the Senator from 
i. has been heard. 

if my wue will yie ld to me when he con- 
ire to be heard before the motion is finally put. 
Mr. President, I shall not take the time 
sat length, for I certainly have no desire 
to prolong this debate. Yet, I can not let this amendment go 
without at least an attempt to show its entire fairness and its 
honest; fortunately, perhaps for myself rather than for 
my colleague, Ido not always find myself in accord with him, 
but in the proposition to thus amend paragraph 182 he and I 
are in entire accord. 
I , Why should this be done? Let me recall for a moment 
the condition of the law and the action had under the induce- 
the law. By the act of 1890, commonly known as the 
\icKinley law, there was offered to those who should produce 
ugar from cane, sorghum, or beets, 2 cents per pound. I shall 
take the time to refer to the particular essentials of that law. 
One essential was that at the beginning of the year those who 
proposed to produce sugar and obtain for themselves the bene- 
fit of this bounty should make an application to the Treasury 
Department for license. 

‘The beet and the cane producers of the country in the begin- 
ning of 1894 made their application for license, and such licenses 
were issued to them. They proceeded, at least so far as the 
beet sugar manufacturers of the country are concerned, to make 
those contracts which are absolutely essential for the conduct 
of their business. 

You can not run a beet-sugar factory without the sugar beets 
from which the saccharine matter shall be produced. You can 
not obtain the sugar beets by the usual processes of going into 
iu murket after the articles are produced. Tor the very exist- 
ence of these factories it is necessary to do what they did this 

ind what they did every year since 1890. They go to the 
their vicinity and make contracts to take from them 
entire superproduct of their farms for the current year. 
in the spring of 1894, having obtained the licenses to which I 
referred, the owners of the sugar factories made their con- 
3 with the farmers in the vicinity by which they agreed to 
s> per ton for every ton of sugar beets produced and de- 
lat their factories. It takes about5,000acres to grow the 
ir beets necessary to run afactory. Take the two factories 
in the State of Nebraska at Norfolk and at Grand Island. Their 
acts are for over 10,000 acres of product of beets, producing 
15 tons to the acre. Because of the provisions of the Mc- 
law, under which they have been fostered and under 
1 they have grown, they made the contracts at $5 per ton 
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. HANSBROUGH,. When are the contracts made? 
MANDERSON. The contracts are made early in the 
, before secding, and as a rule the seed is transmitted to 
irms and distributed among them by the owners of the 
igar factories. That was the case this year. The con- 
tract at $5 a ton for sugar beets thus produced was made, I say, 
because of the McKinley act. That contract which existed be- 
tween the Government of the United States and those who 
uld produce sugar, we, as I think dishonestly, as the repre- 
entatives of the people of the United States, have torn from 
the statute books by the action upon this bill; but under that 
contract and under that law these men have agreed to pay $5 
per ton for sugar beets. Under this proposed act beets will be 
worth but $a ton. Beet sugar can not be produced except at 
a loss to the producer if he pays a penny over $4 per ton. 

I have no question, Mr. President, but that the six beet-sugar 
factories in California, Nebraska, and Utah have probably con- 
tracted for 5,000 acres of sugar beets each, making 30,000 acres 
of sugar beets, which at 15 tons to the acre would be 450,000 tons 
of sugar beets, and contracted to pay, because of the McKinley 
law and the contract within it, $1 per ton more than those beets 


} 
Sho 


are worth if this proposed act goes into effect on the Ist day of | : 
| sents to my mind an equitable consideration why the Senate 


August, 

Mark it, Mv. President, the sugar-beet product goes to the 
factories, at least in the State of Nebraska, during the months 
of August and September. 

Tho sugar-making begins in the month of October andextends 
through November and December. Yet it is proposed that 
these parties shall bo left out in the cold and that there shall be 
no compensating or equivalent payment which shall at least in 
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part equalize their losses by reason of their 
Mckinley law. 

Now, this nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound to be paid for sugary 
produced from beets or cane where the sugar beets or the suo 
cane had been grown within the year 1894, I say issimple, plain 
honesty on the part of this Government. It would be an out 
rageous thing to leave these men in the position in which they 
they will be left if the bill shall be passed without the amend 
ment proposed by my colleague. 

{am not familiar with the condition as to sugar cane, but 
am told that in Louisiana also contracts are made in advan 
of the crop for the delivery sugar cane at a particular tin 
and it applies with equal force to those who propose to 
sugar from sugar cane. ( 


action under the 


sugar 


Oo 
But be thatas it may (as to that mat 
the Senators more directly interested in that industry ean : 
light to the Senate), I say that this 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state that in Louisiana the sugar cane 
hasalready been purchased. Not only have contracts been mad 
in my State predicated upon the giving of the bounty for thi 
year as foreshadowed and stated in the report of the Senate 
nance Committee, which proposition of the committee wa 
stricken out by a vote yesterday, but in order to prepare for th: 
changed conditions resulting from a large decrease of the tari 
the planters of that State have invested twice the amount the 
had done in any year heretofore for such machinery as will brin 
about the best results in extraction and evaporation. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can vouch for the truth of that stat 
ment, if such vouching were needed. During the present s 
sion of Congress I visited the State of Louisiaua and I went alon 
that beautiful country known as the Bayou Teche, where th 
large sugar plantations are located. I was amazed to see th 
immense strides which had been made in the direction of ii 
proved machinery and larger works during the present year a1 
the year 1893. There is no question about it. 

Vast as the investment was in Louisiana in amount in machi 
ery, in mills, in stock of all description necessary for the gro 
ing of cane and the making ofsugar, [have no question but th 
during the years 1893 and 1894 there has been an increase 
from 25 to 30 per cent in value in investments, largely made 
sause of the provisions of the McKinley law. As to the b 
gar factories, they have grown from nothing to the proportio 
[ depicied in my remarks a few weeks ago when this matter 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. President, the Senate has struck a staggering 1 
the beet-sugar industry of this country by the provisions 
present bill. By the maintenance, as I believe, of the bount 
the McKinley law, «. diminishing bounty which I sub 
not full fair treatment—but under a diminishing bou 
such as was contained in one or two of the amendments | 
posed in the Senate as well as in Committee of the Whole 
industry might be sustained. But with this low duty on su 
with this deprivation of bounty, with this taking from thes 
tors anything that is remunerative, anything that is in tl 
shape of partial repayment for the contracts they have mad 
because of the provisions of the McKinley law, I believe th 
last blow will be struck at the effort to produce sugar from b 
in this country. “5 

Mr. President, I shall not take the time of the Senate further. 
Lengthy argument might be made; reasons much stronger than 
I have produced might be brought forward in favor of this 
amendment. I earnestly hope that the Senate will adopt th 
amendment proposed by my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senato 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. HILL. What has become of the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion was withdrawn. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire to say somethin 
upon the amendment. I have not occupied the time of the Sen 
ate in the discussion of the sugar schedule or any other sched- 
ule, nor dol intend at this time to weary the Senate with any 
extended remarks of mine on this question. ; 

I made a suggestion to the Senatorfrom Nebraska which pre 
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There has been a very con- 
It has been 


should vote for this amendment. I 
siderable. struggle in regard to the sugar question. 


| repeatedly stated on the floor of the Senate that there was u 


kind of compulsion on the part of certain Senators in sustain- 
ing any duty whatever upon sugar. 
A number of Senators have stated that 


at if they had their own 
choice about the matter they would vote 


igainst any tariff what- 








Isd4. 





With those opinions I have no sort of quarre! 


ever upon sugar. , , 
With the independent views of any Senator upon this floor in 
regard to any pr inciple of polit ical economy or any question 
fecting the tariff, I have no 7 ind of criticism. 

3ut after this contest had continued for a long time the S« 
ite Finance Committee brought in a report which placed a 
ariff of 40 per cent ad valorem upon sugar, with an additional 


and with an additional tenth 
by the exporting countries, 


refined sugar 


bounty paid 


a cent on 


o compensate for the 

and with an extension of the time for the repeal of the MeKin 
ley act to the Ist of January,1895. That was done in order t! 
the planters who had gone on under a belief and just exps 

tion that the bounty would be continued should not be cut off 
without a shilling, because their crops and all their expense 





edicated upon the continuance of t 





and engagements were | 

bounty for at least the prese ntyear. Now,I understand, under 
objection that the planter w ould get the tariff and the boun 
too. it was proposed to add to the tariff just such an amount 
would come up to the bounty under the McKinley act 

Mr. CHANDLER. May Lask the Senator from Louisia 
question: 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Were not the expenses incurred predi- 
cated upon the continuance of the bounty to 1905, and has not 
the Senator already voted to repeal the bounty? 

Mr. CAFFERY. LI have voted to repeal the bounty, and if 
that question comes up again I shall vote to repeal the boun 


another time. Ido not believe in bounties, nor did I ever be- 
lieve in bounties. But there is a principle beyond bounties 

Mr. CHANDLE R. Willthe Senator from Louisianaallow me? 
Mr. CAFFERY. There isa princip! e higher than bounties. 


principle norhepe with which the Senator from New 








Hampshire has very little acquaintance. It is the principle of 
tice and th » principle of equity. 

ir. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow 
me a esate? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I passove r the Senator's sugar- plantation 
manners and ask himif the principle is that of a contract, wh} 
the contract should not be fulfilled to the letter, and why i 
should be partially repealed and partially observed? 

Mr.CAFFERY. I have never had the hardihood, and I ho; 

I never — have the hardihood, assert _ a bounty given 
by Oo nent to any pursuit followed by the citizens of that 
yovernm whether it be adirect bounty or anindirec ot bounty, 
in the way of a tariff upon imports, forms a contract There | is 
no contract about it. lt has none of the features of a contrac 

ct mere gratuity of the government, re vocabir { ny 
Dp od wh 1 tho Ss ve rnl — may choose to revoke it. 

{ desire to attract t atte ntion of the Senate, however, not 

ontract which never existed, but to certain principles o 
ce and equity, and espestall: to the fact that after the com- 
n »had reported the bill the planters of my State, and t 
beet-growers throughout the United States, relying upon the 
promise implied in that report, arranged their whole business 
with reference to the tariff proposed in that report and to the 


itinuance of the bounty until 1895. This is simply a qu 
justice. The ame endme nt of the Senator from Nebraska is 
ounded upon that princi ple, and that principle ou ghtt Oo ¢ i 


it is not a principle of tariff; it is not a principle o f boun 


but it is the fact that the proposed action of the Senate late! 
induced people to undertake certain expenses and certain en- 
cagements, and now it is intended to destroy them. 

Mr. President, I have stated my position upon the question of 
bounty. Ido not wish to restate it. It would not be ine onsi 
ent in me to ask for a maintens — of the bounty during 
whole period. It would not imply t hat Lindorsed the principle 
of ori ving that bounty Neither the Senator from New Hamp- 
shit e nor anybody else could draw that conclusion. aot > Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the other House, in the original 


draft of the bill, proposed a continuation of the bounty, and 
suppose the members of that committee have as much c 
tion of the bearing of contracts and the operation of bounty 
as anyone else. With my view of the exceer ling equity and g 
faith —— ought to be observed toward those who have un- 
dertaken large expenses on account of the promise held for't 
the Senate committee, [believe that the amendment of the Sen- 

ator from Nebraska ought to prevail. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Willthe Senator from Louisi 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Senator has just made so ably 
common justice, lead him and every 
the argument to vote to the bitter end t 
the time fixe a in the law? 


one - 





Laws 


earcl 
ron 


Would not the argument 
, based as it is upon pr inciples of 
other man who believes in 
to sustain the bounty for 
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the matter, | move to lay the amend nt on 1 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous e , 
ong asp ‘oOnosit’ 
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the junior Senator from West i 
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; if he were present. 
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NAYS—22. 


Aldrich Carey McMillan, Proctor, 
lien Davi Manderson, Quay, 

Allison, Hawley Patton, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Higgin Petter Squire. 
Caffery, Jones, Ne Perkins 
Call, © Kyle Platt 

NOT VOTING —13 
Butler Hioar Pugh, Wolcott 
Camden, McPherson Shoup, 
Cameron, Morrill! stewart. 


Gordon Pettigrew, Wilson, 

So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out paragraph 555, on page L109, 
and insert: 

Paintings, in oll or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided for 
in this act, 15 per centad valorem; but the term ‘statuary ” as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other 
Wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or ala 
baster, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a »tatuary or 
sculptor oaly 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. In 1883, in the House of Representatives, a 
petition was presented asking that this style of art be put on 
the free list. A speech was made by Mr. Perry Belmont, of 
New York, at that time, and is found on page 133, Appendix of 
the Recorp, following the proceedings from February 29 to 
March 3, 1883, Forty-seventh Congress, second session, and con- 
tained in the same volume. The petition was signed very 
numerously by a certain class of people in New York, who are 
in the habit of buying pictures and paintings by the hundreds 
and thousands and even millions of dollars’ worth, and asked 
that all foreign paintings of every kind and all foreign statuary 
should be admitted to this country free. 

I hold in my hand the original petition, which was presented 
by Mr. Belmont to the House of Representatives at that time, 
and | desire to say that all of the names which are signed tothe 
petition are not to be found in the RecoRD. I shall not con- 
sume the time of the Senate at this late hour by reading all of 
the names, but I wish to read two or three which do not appear 
in the Recorp. I find attached to the petition one name which 
does not appear as it is printed in the Recorpb. It is that of 
Cornelius Vanderbilt. Ifind another, the nameof Russell Sage; 
and still another, Jay Gould. The petition is signed bya great 
many other names of people of like publicity, praying that the 
higher class of imported statuary and art be placed uvon the 
free list. Congress yielded to that request; the articles were 
placed on the free list. 

In 1890, in the McKinley act, it was provided that all this 
kind of art and statuary which is brought into this country for 
the purpose of being used in schools, academies, and public 
places shall be admitted free, but if it is brought here for the 
purpose of being placed ina private residence, and the poor ex- 
cluded from observing and enjoying it, then it is to be taxed 
15 per cent ad valorem, as I recall the act. 

| desire to say that all the cheaper lithographs and chromos 
which enter the poor man's home in this country are required 
to pay a tax of 25 per cent ad valorem. The cheap picture that 
hangs upon the wall of the home of the laboring man or the poor 
manor the man in common life pays a tax, while the pictures 
owned by the rich men which hangin private parlors where 
the public are excluded and which the public never see are suf- 
fered to come in absolutely free. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a 
question right there? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Have not some of these paintings, imported by 
the rich people of New York and Boston, cost in the neighbor- 
hood of $109,000? The duties remitted by placing these articles 
apon the free list will amount to $15,000 or $20,000 in the case of 
certain paintings. 

Mr. ALLEN. The revenue derived last year was three hun- 
dred and thirty odd thousand dollars at the low rate put on 
such articles by the McKinley act. 

Mr. KYLE. I mean to say that an individual in New York 
City will save $15,000 or $20,000 in duties on a single picture. 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. I have no objection to any man 
upon the face of the earth enjoying a good picture. The other 
day the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] gave us a wonderful 
description of the effect of art upon the people. He said it is a 
great educator. 
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{ admit that; but I want every American citi- | 


zen to be able to enjoy the same privileges that any other citi- | 


zon en Joys. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the Senator from Nebraska whether the 
amendment he propose; exempts from duty pictures and stat- 
uary of the kind described which are imported for the use of 
public institutions. 





JULY 3, 


Not at all. 
Does not the Senator think those ought to be 


Mr. A LLEN. 

Mr. GRAY. 
exempted? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think every piece of statuary and every pxint- 
ing that is brought into this country to be put upon public ex- 
hibition in our schools, our museums, or other places of public 
resort ought to be admitted free, and it ought to be fre« simply 
because the people have an opportunity to enjoy the education 
that is to be derived from it. But when they are taken and 
closed up in the private parlors of the extremely rich, where th 
great mass of the people can not see them, equity and justice de- 
clare that they shall bear their proportion of taxation. 

Mr. President, I presented this question in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and [ present it here. As a disinter- 
ested neighbor, I offered the Democratic party another oppor- 
tunity to save its political life. I offerit here again. I tell you 
when the masses of the voters of this country understand that 
pictures worth a hundred thousand, or two hundred thousand, 
or three hundred thousand dollars are hanging by the millions 
of dollars’ worth in private parlors in New York and Bosto 
and Philadelphia, where the public will never see them eithe: 
for money or for love, and thaton the cheap picture of the Virgin 
Mary, which hangs upon the wall of the humb!e man, there is a 





| duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, they will turn out of power a 


party which permits anything of that kind, and they ought to 
do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. KYLE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were orderd. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont |[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). If I were not paired 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]I should 
vot3 *‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SHOUP. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 
Allen, Dubois, Kyle, 


Bate, Gallinger, McLaurin, 
Berry, George, Martin, 


[am paired 


Perkins, 
Power, 
Proctor, 


Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Cockrell, Irby, Morgan, Turpie, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Walsh. 


NAYS—4lI. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Lindsay, Ransom, 


Allison, Faulkner, Lodge. Roach 
Blackburn, Frye, McMillan, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Squire, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Wis Vest, 
Call, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Voorhee3, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn. 
Daniel, Higgins, Patton, 
Davis, Hunton, Platt, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Quay, 

NOT VOTING. -20. 
Brice, Gorman, Mills, Shoup, 
Butler, Hill, Morrill, ¢ Stewart, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wilson, 
Gordon, McPherson, Sherman, Wolcott 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer as paragraph 683} what I send to th 
desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

6834. All fencing wire, 10 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that [ am informed asmall tax 
on wire, much less than half the present tax, will be entirely sat- 
isfactory to the Senator from [llixois. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator that to num- 
ber the paragraph 6834 would place itin the freelist. The Sen- 
ator must place his amendment somewhere else, if he proposes 
to place a duty upon wire. ' 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that it be inserted as paragraph 124}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN] to insert as paragraph 1244 what has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Inow offer the same amendment, changing the 

‘ate to 15 per cent; so as to read: 

All fencing wire, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HILL. What is the House rate? 


Mr. CULLOM. The House rate is, I think, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to suggest thatif it be supposed that 
the wire is made from imported rods, the duty fixed upon them 
by the other House was 25 per cent, and now on rods valued at 
4 cents or less per pound the rate is four-tenths of a cent per 
pound, which I suppose approximates the 25 per cent ad valorem. 
So we are putting a heavier duty upon the rod of which the wire 
is mado than we put upon the wire itself. Under those circum- 
stances the foreigner would ordinarly export to us the wire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. 
ALLEN]. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is rejeeted. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert the following: 

124}. All fencing wire, one-quarter of | cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the anfendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert tlre following: 

1244. All fencing wire, one-half of 1 ceyt per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER [fhe question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by-#ie onntor from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shou ike tQask the senior Senator from 
Illinois whether the rate I now jropose is not satisfactory to 
him. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam unwilling to accept the amendment, so 
farasIam concerned. I do not think it is enough. It would 
not give the protection necessary to enable this industry to carry 
on its business. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the opposition to this 
measure is particularly the work of the junior Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. PALMER], I should like to know whether he thinks it 
is enough. 

Mr.PALMER. I willanswer the question of the Senator from 
Nebraska ina moment. This question is one eminently proper 
for adjustment by a conference committee. It applies to the 
whole class of wires, and I have no doubt that it will be properly 
adjusted in conference. This single proposition, which goes to 
fence wire alone, is likely to disturb the whole arrangement in 
regard to wires, and therefore, in my judgment, my friend from 
Nebraska will find his interest entirely safe in the hands of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. ALLEN. So faras Iam concerned I do not propose to 
trust my interests to the conference committee, if I can avoid it. 
The other day, before the bill was reported from the Committee 
of the Whole to the Senate, I asked the Finance Committee in 
charge of the measure if, after the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate, they would report an amendment placing barbed wire upon 
the free list. The Senator from Arkansas told me he would do 
it. Isupposed at that time that the amendment would come 
withthe force of a committee amendment and that Senators upon 
this side, whose consciences have been bound so tightly by the 
Democratic caucus, would feel under obligations to follow their 
committee as they have followed it upon everything else. But 
in the simplicity of my soul I myself offered the amendment. 

The committee did not offer it, and therefore these gentlemen, 
who have been following the Finance Committee as sheep fol- 
low a bellwether, broke away immediately upon the offering of 
the amendment by myself, and were no longer bound by it be- 
cause it was not a committee amendment, although it was the 
mere difference between tweedledum and tweedledee. I donot 
know whether the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] was in- 
strumental in sowing the seeds of dissatisfaction and discontent 
upon this side and destroying the interests of the farmers of my 
State and of the Missouri Valley, but some person seems to have 
done the work very effectually. 

Iam not willing to trust my interests or the interests of my 
people in the hands of the conference committee. If the confer- 
ence committee look after the interests of the Missouri Valley 
no better than the Finance Committce have looked after them, 
then God save the people of the Missouri Valley country. Al- 
most every interest that they have in the bill has been ruth- 
lessly stricken down at the demand and request of some person 
in some other section of the country. The farmers’ interest in 
the bill has not been cared for. They have been the victim of 
60-called reform legislation inthe bill. Every weightandevery 
burden that could be placed upon them has been placed upon 
them. Now, the Senator from Illinois says to me, ‘‘ Let this 
matter goto the conference committee.” I presume it will go 
there, however, in spite of me. He says letit go to the confer- 
ence committee, and that the conference committee will take 
care of our interests. If they take care of my interest no bet- 
ter than the Finance Committee have done, I shall have no in- 
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terest taken care of when the conference committee get through 
with it. : 

[ say that I have reason to believe that the Senators from II1li- 
nois have expressed themselves to the effect that a tax of half 
a cent a pound is all they want upon barbed wire to protect the 
industry. 

Mr. PALMER. Will my friend from Nebraska allow me? 
Whenever I have an opinion which it is desirable that any gen- 
tleman shall know, he will ask me what [I have said. I do not 
consent to this second hand method of reporting my wishes. I 
am not seeking great protection; but I prefer, if the Senator 


| from Nebraska will allow me to do so, to speak for myself. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Illinois does not deny that 
one-half of a cent would be ample protection. He says he sim- 
ply desires to speak for himself. If it be true thatone-half of a 
cent is ample protection, the farmers of the West must be taxed 
to support Illinois industries, and the Senate proposes to put 
upon the backs of the farmers of Nebraska and Kansas and the 
Dakotas a tax that you may build up Springfield and Chicagoat 
their expense, and you have built it up. LEvery dollar you have 
in Chicago you raid out of the Western country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
make one remark? I desire to say to the Senator that the pro- 
prietor of one establishment in my State, in a letter which |] 
have somewhere (I do not think I have it here with me), stated 
to me that in order to keep his establishment in operation and 
his men employed during the last year he has had to lose $22,- 
000 in the manufacture of barbed wire. Probably the Senator’s 
State has received the benefit of most of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose if that is true, then the million and 
a half people in the State of Nebraska must pay. You want to 
put this tax upon my people to fill the pockets of your people; 
and the Committee on Finance are assisting you in doing it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The people of Nebraska are getting barbed 
wire cheaper at present than if the law giving this protection 
were notin force. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot believe that. The Senator advocates 
the doctrine of a protective tariff. Protection against what? 
Protection against the importation of barbed wire, which will 
force down the price of barbed wire. That is the argument the 
Senator has been using in the Senate for the last four or five 
months. He asks protection so that the manufacturers can keep 
up their prices. Thatis what they want itfor; that is what both 
the senior Senator from Illinois and the junior Senator from Illi- 
nois have said. I say that bysome kind of missionary work with 
the Finance Committee and upon this side of the Chamber they 
propose to permit the manufacturers to put their hands into the 
pockets of the people of my State and take their money out and 
build up the private fortunes of those manufacturers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have listened with a good deal of inter- 
est to the eloquence of the Senator from Nebraska in his advo- 
cacy of the interests of the farmers. I wish to ask him if he 
thinks he voted in the interest of the farmers when, a few min- 
utes ago, he voted against my motion to increase the duty on 
hay, the largest agricultural product of the United States? 

Mr. ALLEN. You can buy hay for 50 per cent less than the 
amount of the tax the Senator from New Hampshire offered 
here. I can buy as good hay as the Senator has in the State of 
New Hampshire for less than the tax he proposed to put upon 
hay. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Everyone knows that is not true. 

Mr. ALLEN. [can go into the State of Nebraska and the 
State of Kansas and in those States buy good hay for $2 a ton, 
and the Senator's proposed tax was $3. Of course the farmer 
needs protection against the pauper hay of Canada when hay 
only brings him $2 a ton! ‘ 

Mr.GALLINGER. Inasmuch as under a duty of 34 a ton, 
$1,000,000 worth of hay was imported into the United States last 
year, I can not for the life of me understand the philosophy of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itisa matter of indifference how I voted upon 
the question of hay: it has no pertinency to the question of a 
tax upon wire. The worst corporation in the United States and 
the corporation that did the farmers of this country more in- 
jury than any other was the Washburn & Moen Manufacturing 
Company, a company which, through monopoly and through 
patents, held its hands upon the throats of the farmers of this 
country for years and took millions and millions of dollars from 
them unlawfully. The Chicago and Springfield enterprises are 
a part and parcel of a trust which undertakes to fix the price of 
this commodity to the farmers. 

When the Senators from Illinois stand here and ask for pro- 
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tection upon barbed wire, they simply ask the Senate to become 
particeps criminis to the scheme of the trust. You want to con- 
tinue your power and take money from the people of my State 
for the purpose of building up your own people and your own 
private enterprises, and the committee has assisted you in 
doing it 

Mr. VEST. 
pleasant statement made by the Senator from Nebraska as to a 
matter with which I had no personal connection. 

When the amendment in regard to barbed wire was adoptex 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, my colleague upon 
the committee, the Senator from Arkansas, stated, asthe RxEc- 
ORD will show, that he had the amendment in his charge and 
would offer it in the Senate, but that he did not propose to put 
it into the Senate until after other amendments had been dis- 
posed of. The Senator from Arkansas states to me that he 
afterwards went to the Senator from Nebraska and spoke to 
him in regard to the amendment, as he was specially inter- 
ested in it, and it was concluded that the Senator from Ne- 
braska should offer it instead of its coming from a member of 
the I"inance Committee. Of this conversation I knew nothing 
until afterwards. The Senator from Nebraska offered the 
amendment. It excited considerable opposition, and was de- 
feated. I voted with him to put barbed wire on the free list, 
and have voted three times to that effect. 

Now the Senator from Nebraska, smarting under this defeat, 
to which I was not a party, attacks the Finance Committec and 
denounces them because they have done nothing for the agri- 
culturists of the Northwest and especially of Nebraska. 

Mr. President, I represent a larger agricultural State than 
Nebraska, with larger agricultural products in every direction. 
A. barbed-wire factory, even larger than that in Joliet, II1., is 
located in St. Louis. Now, in the face of my action here in vot- 
ing to put barbed wire on the free list, the Senator from Ne- 
braska without discrimination denounces the whole Finance 
Committee as attacking the interests of his people. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. TheSenator could not have voted for it unless 
the committee regarded it with favor. 

Mr. VEST. I voted for it because it had been adopted by my 
vote, partially, as in Committee of the Whole, and Iso voted 
for it in the Senate. It was not a committee amendment be- 
cause - 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
I think he may state that certainly a majority, and I am in- 
clined to think every Democratic member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, voted for the Senator’s amendment. I know I did. 

Mv. VEST. So did the Senator from Indiana, the chairman 
of the committee, the Senator from Arkansas, and I. 

Mir. VOORHEES. Every one of us. 

Mr. VEST. All of them voted forit. The amendment put- 
tine barbed wire on the free list was not acommittee amend- 
ment, because it was adopted after the bill was reported. After 
the bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole, and was 
under debate in the Senate, the amendment putting all fence 
wire on the free list was offered by the Senator from Nebraska, 
not coming from the committee. What he complains of now, I 
understand, is something that oceurred between him and the 
Senator from Arkansas, which led him to believe, as he sup- 
posed, that, although he offered the amendment in the Senate, 
it would be considered as a committee amendment. 

This is all [desire to statein regard to the matter. The Sen- 
atorfrom Nebraska acts upon his own responsibility, and I shall 
act upon mine. The RECORD will show whether we have hon- 
estly and fairly discharged our duty. I shall not be deterred 
from doing what [ believe to be right, I shall not be induced to 
do what I believe to be wrong, by anything ho says. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on Friday last, just before the 
Senate adjourned and before the bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the Senate, the Senator from Arkansas, 
who had the committee amendments in charge, after presenting 
acertain number of them and saying that he would withhold 
certain others, was asked by me in regard to the amendment. 
My statement and his reply appear in the REcorp of the 30th 
of June | said: 


[ wish tosay a word in regard tothe very un- 


Lhope the Senator from Arkansas Will withhold fora moment. A week 
or possibly ten days ago all kinds of fence wire were stricken from the tax- 
able list. I have waited up to this time to see whether the committee in- 
tend to report to place fence wire upon the free list. I have heard nothing 
from the committec upon the subject, and I rise to ask them why that 
amendment is not proposed ? 

Mr. JONRS of Arkansas. WhenI asked the Senate to consider the para- 
graphs which had been passed over, I stated to the Senate that there were a 
nuniber of amendments which were inmaaterial in themselves, about which 
there could be no division, and Lasked unanimous consent that the amend- 
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ments might be considered by the Senatenow. That amendment would nor 
be in orderregularly and fairly ve 

Mr. ALLEN, Is the fence wire amendment among the number 

Mr. JoNES of Arkansas. That amendmentI holdin my hand in connection 
With other amendments which I propo 3e to present in the Senate. It isnot 
proper to present them as in Committee of the Whole; it would have been 
a Violation of what I asked of the Senate to have presented an important 
amendment for the consideration of the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. Imove that the bill be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. President, this is what occurred in the Senate in the pres- 
ence of every person here, and it is the only thing which has 
occurred between the Senate Finance Committee and my ; 
It was my understanding, and the record is plain, that the Fi- 
nance Committee was to report this amendment as a committee 
amendment, and therefore have the united strength of the De 
ocratic party in support of its committee, according to its cau 
cus determination. [have every reason to believe, if that com- 
mittee had presented the amendment just asit was stated by { 
Senator from Arkansas it would be presented, that Senato 
who refused to vote for the amendment to-day would havo fe 
compelled, under their caucus rule, to have supported it. 

What I complain of, and the only thing I complain of—an 
do not know but that it is perfectly justifiable treatment—is t 
committee taking advantage of my ignorance of the rules of t 
Senate, and passing the amendment over to me, to be introduced 
as an amendment offered by me as an individual Senator, an 
by that means releasing the Democrats from their caucus obli 
gations to follow their committee. I have every reason to be- 
lieve that if the committee had stood up and offered that amend 
ment, not passed it over to me to offer, but had offered it just 
exactly as the Senator from Arkansas stated on Friday it shoul: 
be offered, every Democrat who was bound by a caucus pledg 
would have supported it,and it would have become apart of the 
law of the country. That is the complaint I make, and the onl) 
complaint. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I feel great distress o 
mind over the perturbed condition of my colleague, and I hay 
such a degree of personal liking for him that I would do an 
thing in my power to make him feel better and in happier 
frame. I do not think, however, that I can administerany co: 
solation or comfort to him as to the manner of treatment he has 
received at the hands of his Democratic brethren. That is a 
matter which it is beyond my power to control. All I can dois 
simply to sympathize with him in his distress of mind as to the 
manner in which he has been treated by the committee and b 
the Democratic side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say to my colleague that I am rea 
not entitled to any sympathy. I ought to have known bett 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Ithinkso. [Laughter.| 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will withdraw his sympatl 
I will withdraw my claim to sympathy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, ‘‘a burnt child dreads 
the fire,” it is said, and I hope that my colleague having received 
this severe treatment at the hands of his colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, will dread coalition or association with them 
hereafter. It is certainly well to keep clear of all entangling 
alliances with an enemy, and I really believe that a man who is 
at the head of a great party, as my colleague is, towering ‘ead 
and shoulders above his fellows of that party organization, should 
be the last man to enter into entangling alliances with the com- 
mon enemy. 

[ think, however, I can administer a little consolation to my 
colleague on the subject of barbed wire and hay. If I believed 
with him that the constituents ho and [have the honor to repre- 
sent, a constituency which is of the noblest character and de- 
serving of the very bast treatment it can receive at the hand 
of its representatives in the Senate, were to bo robbed for the 
purpose of pouring money into the coffers of the inhabitants of 
our sister State of Illinois, I should go with him in support of 
this amendment; but I think he exaggerates the trouble. 

The duty on barbed wire is 1¢ cents per pound under the pres- 
ent law, and it sells for 1f cents per pound in the State of Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. CULLOM. One and one-half cents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. One and one-half cents, I am told by 
the Senator from Illinois. So it sells at a fourth of a cent per 
pound less than the duty at the place of its manufacture. A 
short time ago I know that there was a barbed-wire factory in 
the city of Omaha. I understand because of some pecuniary 
troubles the managers got into outside of their business, that 
that establishment closed its doors some time ago, and I think 
it does not now exist; but I think if barbed wire can be made 
in the State of Illinois it can be made with profit in the State 
of Nebraska, and I see no reason why, under a protective duty, 
we should not bring into that State the strands of wire thatcan 
be twisted, and make barbed wire to fence our farms. 

In the State of Nebraska, however, the infliction upon the 
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people in the way of price is not so very grievous. W ithad 








of 1% cents per pound barbed wire sells at! from 2 to 2} cents per 
pound in the city of Omaha. There is not, it seems to! 
very gre: infliction in cg ; 

My colleague suggested to-day that wealthy men like the > 
ator from Wyon sing [Mr. CAREY]—I hops he is 2 wealthy 
though I have never hi u'd him referred to as being a millio 
aire—eould buy barbed 1 wire cheaply by the carload and 
at enormous <hatiine. 

6 difference in the retail and the wholesale price of ir 
an 1c products of iron is infinitesimal. A man pays for a car- 
load of nails within the slightest fraction proportiona 
much as he would for nails by the keg. No farmer buysa L 
of barbed wire or 5 or 10 pounds of barbed wire. Wh my 
farmer constituent and my colleague’s farmer constituent wants 
barbed wire he buys it by many rolls, in a great number of 
pounds, and frequently by the ton, for as a rule the farmer in 
Nebrask: to onc 6 in large tracts of land, for we in Ne 
braska are not small farmers; we fence in large fields; we fence 
in section: land at times; and great quantities of wire ar 
usually purchased, not small amounts. 

\nother consoling thought that I would give my colleag 


rom 





for I do not like his distress of mind over what will result f 
this bill. Hay under the present law, the McKinley law, is 84 
a ton, and yet my colleague says it sells for $2 a ton in the State 
of Nebraska. Certainly we are in a very blest condition when 
we can buy hay for half the amount of the tax upon hay, and yet 
we aro told that the consumer pays the tax. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no desire whatever to interrupt my col- 
league 


My. M ANDERSON. Iam glad col- 
gue inte rrupt me. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no desire to criticise anything he sa 
or to be funny at his expense, but I want to say to my colleague 

hat in the interior of Nebraska he can buy hay for the price 
I stated. The difference between my colleague and me is that 
he lives in the city and I live in the country, where the hay 
made, 

Mr. MANDERSON. There 


very always to have my 


LS 


is as much difference in hay as 
there is in men. [Laughter | | We have some very good hay in 
the State of Nebraska, and we have some very poor hay. No 
good hay can be bought in Nebraska at $2 a ton. Hay, such as 
is grown in the river valleys, that is of very coarse quality, can 
be bought probably at certain seasons for $2aton. Prairie hay 
that is of good quality, grown upon the uplands, can be bought 
at $2.a ton when the purchaser is stalwart like my colleague 
and can swing the necessary scythe or take the mower, drive it, 
cut the hay himself, cure it, and haul it to his place; but prairie 
hay of good quality is worth more than $2 a ton. 

{ have bought many a tonof it in the thirty years I have lived 
in the State of Nebraska, and I never bought pri isle hay at 
less than $6 a ton in the city of Omaha. When you come to the 
cultivated hays—timothy, clover, and the mixed hays which are 
grown at times, you have to pay even a. larger price than that. 

Mr. President, I thought it well to make these 
that the whole truth might be known. I think 
age results from partial truths, and I feared that oi the 
damaging results might be that, if it were understood that hay 
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much 


one 


ry 
GUam- 





of the best quality could be bought in Nebraska at $2 a ton, we 
should have an overplus of population there within a year o 


} 


two which we could not take care of. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I under that 





during my absence for a few minutes from the Senate ¢ sh um 
ber the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has indulged in 


some criticism of my connection with the matter under discus 
sion. I have tried to remain in the Senate Chamber at all 
times and on all occasions during the consideration of this bill. I 
have been out of it as rarely as possible. I was below getting 


something to eat, and I regret very much that the Senator saw | 
fit to indulge in his criticisms in my absence, rather oe when 


Iwas here. I donot know what he said; but I propose to state 
to the Senate plainly and distinctly what the facts were in con- 
nection with this matter, and if anything has been stated to the 
contrary it will be contradicted. If not, of course no harm 
be done. 

Mr.ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me there? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr . ALL EN. 
RECORD of Saturday last, which occurred on Friday, where the 
Senator said to me that the amendment I offered some time ago 
as paragraph 6833 ane be reported to the Senate after the bi ill 
camo back to the Senate from the Committee of the Whole. I 
read the Senator’s language, and I then said that the Senator 
from Arkansas or the committee —[{ do not know but [ used the 
word ‘‘ committee "—gave me this amendment, that I introduced 
it, that it was 


co 


defeat ed, and that the blame I laid to the Finance 


[I read from the debate which appeared in the | 
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ber of other amendments, and at the ] D 
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in connection with this m: 

\fter I sat down I wal 
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lirst place the proposit “( i 
perhaps he would pre efer t il 
Senate did that just int heS 
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grain bavs on the free and suggest m 
that motion because his people wer rg nt 1 tl 
subject, and as he had been connecte th it at ie the 
amendment was adopted I supposed he would | offer t 
amendment. 

lor the same reason I went to the Senator from N 
thinking perhaps that he would like to make the motion 
carry out what he himself had begun, and I did not propo 
take from him the credit, if there was any credit in it, of offe 
ing the amendment 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] had taken some i 
terest in this matter and had calle d upon and had a conv: 
tion with the Secretary of the Treasury about putting t! 
amendment in such form as that there would be no difficul 
about its administration. He had given me the memorand 
that I had. 

After Thad given it to the Senator from Nebraska, and 
had takenit, it occurred to me on account of the connection e 
Senator from Wisconsin had had with the matter, that p 
he ought to have | been spoken to in re ference to it. mention 
to him that perhaps he would prefer to move the amendmen 

| and T made the suggestion to the Senator from Nebraska, at 
he was willing that the Senator from Wisconsin should 1 
the proposition. I took the memorandum to the Senxto1 
Wis sconsin, and he said that he did not care about it and would 
pret fer that the Senator from Nebraska should doit, if that Sx 
ator so desired. I then took the amendment back to the S: 
yw from Nebraska, making a plain statementof th icts that 
did it out of kindness to him, justas [had done with two o1 
| other Senators in relation to other amendments, anc t 
would have done with forty others under the saine circumstane 
here the amendments had not come f 1 the committe: 
suge@ested that the Senators who had red the amendme: 
as in Committee of the Whole should move them again in t 
nate. I have done that with every Senator who has offe 
an amendment when any matter has arisen in connection 
it; and that was also done with the Senator from N Yor 
day [Mr. HILu}. 

In acting as I did in the case of th senator from Nebra 
[ was simply treating him asI have treated all oth S 
tor- When I understood there would 1 to 
eat whatwas done in Committee of th 1e Sen 
ator ] unde stood such would be the case 

When the proposition in controversy came up in the Senat 


will | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 






ee voted for 
when the 
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motion was 





every member of the Finance Com: 
tion to put fencing son the free list 
made by the Senator 


yroposl- 
i 





WW ir 


When the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] asked 
the question as to whether it was a committee amendment, | 
stood up at this desk and stated that it had no n proposed 
by the Committee on Finance, but had been adopted by the Sen 
ate as in Committee of the Who The Senator from Nebraska 

| was in his seat and heard every word of that statement and not 
one solitary syllable of challenge fell from his lips as to the 
exact facts as stated by me at the tim 

Eman Sone nothing in this matter but what a straightfo 
ward, honest, uprightman would do. I have not attempt b 
any indire ction to accomplish any purpose. I believed that the 
amendment would be adopted; J supposed it bu 
whether ! believed it or not, Ishould have taken e ctly the 
same course towards the Senator that I did ta id the sam 
course that I have taken towards all other Senators here. 

This much I have stated in defense of myself and to state the 
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facts aright. The Senator has no just ground of complaint 
against me. I have done nothing but what wasrightand proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, my feeling for the Senator from 
Arkansas is perfectly kind, and I do not think I misrepre- 
sented him atall. I think I stated the facts just exactly as they 
were, but I was a little bit surprised that on Friday last, when 
the bill was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
the Senate suddenly stopped transacting business before this 
amendment was reached. Possibly the Senator from Arkansas 
will explain why the Finance Committee sought to take the bill 
out of Committee of the Whole before all these amendments 
were considered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say the Senator took the bill out of Commit- 
tee of the Whole and had it reported to the Senate before this 
amendment was offered. Why was not this amendment offered 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment was adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole and was printed in the bill, as were all 
the balance of the amendments which were agreed toas inCom- 
mittee of the Whole,and the Senator proposed to offer an addi- 
tional amendment putting this article on the free list. Such 
amendments could only come up after the bill went into the Sen- 
ate, they could not come up as in Committee of the Whole, and 
had no place in Committe of the Whole. 

When, in the regular reading of the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, the amendment in question was 
reached, it was passed over on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr.CuLLom]}, if I remember aright, on account of 
the absence of the other Senator from Illinois ee PALMER], 
and the statement was made that one or both of the Senators 
from Illinois would have something to say about it when the 
question came up. Then the other reserved amendments were 
read in regular order until completed, and when that was done 
we went back to the first amendment on page 1 in pointof time, 
and went through the whole of them, reaching this amendment 
in its regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not answer my question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I do not understand it. 
the Senator state it once more, and I will try it again. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will try it again. 

The proviso that was stricken out to-day on the motion of the 
junior Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] is found on page 28 
of the bill in the following language: 


Ido not understand the Senator’s 


Let 


Provided further, That barbed wire, commonly used for fencing, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 


Mr. President, when that question was reached in the Senate 
yesterday the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
asked that it be passed over on account of the absence of his 
colleague |Mr. PALMER], who would be here to-day, butI think 
he cime here probably yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I said that my colleague had not got to the 
ge at that time, but I supposed he would be here during 
the day. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was after the bill was reported from the 

Jommittee of the Whole to the Senate. The amendment 
which was offered by me to-day, and of which the Senator from 
Arkansas has spoken, was in the possession of the Finance 
Committee for days and weeks before this bill was reported 
back to the Senate on Friday last. My question is, when the 
bill was in Committee of the Whole, why did the Finance Com- 
mittee stop short when it reached this amendment and not re- 
port itand have it considered by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska was never adopted by the I‘inance Com- 
mittee. The amendment to which the Senator has alluded was 
an amendment proposed by him and adopted by the Senate asin 
Committee of the Whole. There was no action by the Finance 
Committee upon it. After the amendment was adopted as 
in Committee of the Whole, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViLAS], as I have said, after consultation with the ne 
of the Treasury, made up this memorandum, and I kept it wit 
other papers connected with the matter to be presented when 
the subject was taken up and considered; and as soon as it was 
reguiarly reached the Senator from Nebraska took the memo- 
randum and offered the amendment, and made no complaint, 
and made no request in connection with the matter. I would 
myself have offered the amendment if the Senator had asked 
me to doso. I had no objection to doing it, but I turned it over 
to him, because i thought he would prefer to offer it on account 
of his connection with the matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question. I 
going io read from the, RECORD. 


am 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
swered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it can be. 

This is what occurred on Friday last, as found in the Recorp 
of Saturday: 

ae ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will withhold for a mo 
ment. 

The Senator from Arkansas was then making a proposition to 
report this bill from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate 
when I interrupted him and made this remark: 

A week or possibly ten days ago all kinds of fence wire were stricken from 
the taxable list. I have waited up to this time to see whether the commit 
tee intend to report to place fence wire upon the free list. 

Teall the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to this lan- 
guage: 

Ihave heard nothing from the committee upon the subject, and I rise to 
ask them why that amendment is not proposed. 

Here is what the Senator from Arkansas said at that time: 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When I asked the Senate to consider the para- 
graphs which had been passed over, I stated to the Senate that there were a 
number of amendments which were immaterial in themselves, about which 
there could be no division— 

I suppose no division of sentiment among the committee or 
the Senate— 
and I asked unanimous conseat that the amendments might be considered 
fairly. Senate now. That amendment would not be in order regularly and 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the fence wire amendment among the number? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment I hold in my handin connection 
with other amendments which I propose to present in the Senate. It isnot 
proper to present them as in Committee of the Whole; it would have been a 
violation of wh2zt asked of the Senate to have presented an important amenda- 
ment for ths consideration of the Senate as in Committee of theWhole. 

Ido not know why it was not proper to present them as in 
Committee of the Whole. I see the President of the Senate 
shakes his head. I donot know what he means by that, but that 
amendment was in the hands of the Finance Committee for at 
least two weeks before the Senator from Arkansas made that 
expression on Friday last. What I want to know is this—and I 
am impugning no man with bad motives atall—why the Finance 
Committee, when the bill was in Committee of the Whole, did 
not offer that amendment and have it considered? Why was 
not that put in with the other amendments by the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of 
minute? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment was not offered be- 
cause I was not willing to act in bad faith toward the Senate. 
Noamendments which I proposed that day were regularly in 
order to be offered to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, 
but I suggested to the Senate that [ had a number of amend- 
ments which were immaterial, mere verbal changes, amounting 
to nothing, and to which I[ presumed there would be no opposi- 
tion, and I asked unanimous consent, out of order, to offer such 
immaterial amendments as would not be objected to. Those 
were theamendments that I offered. Itwas because no material 
amendment would have been in order then that the amendment 
to which the Senator from Nebraska refers was not offered. I 
have endeavored to make that plain to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be true. I do rot say it is not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know anything about the rules of the 
Senate; but once ina while we have a rule which is enforced 
here and a great many times we have rules which are not en- 
forced. I know of no rule or parliamentary usage which would 

revent the Senator from Arkansas or the Finance Committee 

rom introducing that amendment in the Committee of the 
Whole and having it considered; and I do not believe there is 
any. 

Why was that not done? If it was an oversight upon the 
part of the Finance Committee—and I am willing to concede it 
was possibly or probably—then, when the Finance Committes 
realized that the Democratic caucus was only bound to follow 
amendments which were offered by that committee, why did not 
that committee assume the responsibility and offer the amend- 
ment in accordance with the promise of Friday last? 

Mr. President, so far as the remarks of my colleague [Mr, 
MANDERSON] are concerned, I do not feel it my duty to answes 
everything he may say. I have but a word to say upon the sub- 
ject of hay. My colleague seems to think it was remarkable 
that I did not vote for a tariff on hay. I simply desire to say 
that when I stated that hay could be purchased in the State of 
Nebraska for $2 a ton, I put it above rather than below the truth; 
for at this time of the year, or a little later, possibly qmonth 
later, aman can go into the State of Nebraska where Tne hay 
is cut and stacked, and can buy it for $1.50 a ton, and good hay 
at that. 


ThenI do not think it can be an- 


Arkansas. Will the Senator permit me a 
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Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I rise to call the attention of 
the Senator from Tennessee to the fact that it is quarter to 9 
o’clock, that the Senate has been in session to-day almost eleven 
hours, that we are getting along very slowly, and to express 
the hope, if the Senator expects to have this bill passed to-night, 
that we shall reach a final vote before 12 o’clock, or if not that 
he will consent that we adjourn over to-morrow, because I 
should hate to see our national day desecrated by the passage of 
such a measure as this. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Nothing could be so painful to me as to give 
the slightest shadow of pain to the Senator from Oregon; but I 
think this bill ought to be disposed of finally before the Senate 
adjourns. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
it is finally disposed of, whether it be before or after 12 o’clock. 

With regard to the pending question, it seems not to bea 
question of policy so much as an arraignment of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and the Finance Committee. I do 
not care to go into that further than to say that the arraign- 
ment is absolutely absurd and unjust. 

I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Ov before 12 o’clock to-night. 


The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from Tennessee to lay on the table the amendment | 


—_ by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment which [send to the desk, 
to be inserted at the end of paragraph 685, in relation to wool. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
graph 685: 

Provided, That this paragraph shall take effect on and after June 30, 1895. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President, this country’s wool clip is now 
en route to market. If this amendment is adopted it will assist 
the wool-producers to the extentof several milliondollars. The 
Senators on this side will not object to the amendment. It will 
assist the farmers in getting a better price for their wool clip of 
this season. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nayswere ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). I ob- 
serve that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
with whom I am paired is rot present, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SMITH (after having voted inthe negative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Du- 
BOIS], with whom I am paired, is temporarily absent from the 
Chamber. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 35; as follows: 


I am paired 


YEAS—30. 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Shoup, 
Cullom, Higgins, Peffer, Stewart, 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, Kyle, Platt, Washburn. 
Dolph, Lodge, Power, 
Frye, MeMillan, Proctor, 

NAYS—35. 
Bate, George, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry, Gibson, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Caffery Harris, Mills, Vilas, 
Call, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Morgan, Walsh, 
Coke, Irby, Murphy, White. 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—20. 

Aldrich, Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice, Dubois, Morrill, Squire, 
Butler, Gordon, Palmer, Wilson, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] to paragraph 193, on page 45, relating to rice. 

It will be remembered that the Senate Committee on Finance 
made quite a number of amendments to that paragraph, and in 
the course of procedure after debate in Committee of the Whole 
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And I hope every Senator will stay here until | 


It is proposed to insert at the end of para- 


I hope, therefore, the amendment will be adopted. | 


I desire to call the attention of the Senator | 
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all those amendments were disagreed to. Therefore paragraph 
193 stands as it came to us from the House of Representatives. 

If I felt justified in taking time enough at this late hour, I 
am sure I could convince the Senate that the arrangement in 
the bill as it came from the House is an unjust one, so far as it 
affects those who clean rice in San Francisco and in New York 
City, where all imported rice practically is cleaned if imported 

in the uncleaned state. It has been shown that unless there is 
a differential of three-quarters of a cent per pound, all the un- 
cleaned rice now imported will come inas cleaned rice, and that 

it will not interfere with the importations except as to their 
character. It has been further shown that unless a change is 
made in this paragraph those who are engaged in this produc- 
tive industry, in those two great cities of our comntry, which 
| productive industry does not interfere with any industry in the 

Southern States where rice is produced, will be greatly injured, 
if indeed their business will not be entirely destroyed. 

WhatI ask is that an amendment of the most trivial char- 
acter a3 to its effect upon this industry may be introduced into 
this paragraph, in order that it may be still further considered 
by the two Houses. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
suggest? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest in line 13, paragraph 193, the in- 
sertion of the words “‘eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound,” instead 
of 1 cent per pound for uncleaned rice. I hope that will be 
satisfactory to those in charge of the bill. I will add that when 
the bill goes into conference, if upon further investigation and 
examination the amendment shall seem not wise, I shail not 
| press it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


What amendment does the Senator 





We accept that amendment. 

I move, then, the amendment I have stated. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
| Senator from Iowa will be stated at the desk. 

| The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, line 13, before the words 
| 1 cent,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘eight-tenths of;” so as to read: 

193. Rice, cleaned, 14 cents per pound; uncleaned rice, or rice free of outer 
a and still having the inner cuticle on, eight-tenths of l cent per pound, 
} ete. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have twoamendments to which I think the 
committee will agree. One ison page 38, paragraph 171, where, 
after the words ‘* type metal,” I move to insert ‘three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound for the lead contained therein.” 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island and I disagree 
in regard to the facts about this matter, but I am very willing, 
and the committee is very willing, to accept this amendment and 
consider it afterwards in conference. The Senator may be right 
about it; I am notcertain. His information is different from 
mine. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ metal,” in line 20, para- 
graph 171, on page 30, it is proposed to insert ‘* three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound for the lead contained therein;” so as to read: 

171. Type metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound for the lead contained 
therein, and new types, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 32, paragraph 141, line 22, the orig- 
inal committee amendment was 50 cents a dozen on the class of 
files there referred to. I move to make the rate ‘‘ thirty-five” 
instead of ‘‘thirty cents,” and I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri will find upon investigation that even that rate is too low. 
In any event, I should like to have itgo to conference that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, in paragraph 141, line 22, be- 
fore the word “cents,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and 
insert ‘ thirty-five;’ so as to read: 

141. Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 4 
length and under, 35 cents per dozen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, on the 16th of June, when I had 
the honor of last addressing the Senate on the pending measure, 
my remarks were interrupted when I was about to address my- 
self to the subject of petroleum. At this stage of the bill of 
course I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate in de- 
bate, and unless the managers of the bill on behalf of the ma- 
jority seriously object, I ask unanimous c msent of the Senate to 
| print the remarks I had intended to deliver as though delivered 
| on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
| of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

| Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear one word of the request. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sen- 


inches in 


ieee casa AE 


| ator from Pennsylvania requests unanimous consent to print in 
| the RECORD certain remarks which he intended to deliver. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let him do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the request is granted. 

Mr. VILLAS. I desire to propose an amendment simply to re- 
write one of the sections of the pending bil on pages 192 and 
193 in the form which I send to the Secretary's desk to be read, 


The Chair | 
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which has had the approval of Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber. Isuppose it will lead to no discussion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | 


Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 192 it is proposed to strike out, 


beginning in line 20, down to and including line 7, on page 193, 
as follows: 


Si 3167. TRat if any collector or deputy collector or other officer or 
internal-revenue agent acting under the authority of any revenue law of 
the United States, divulges to any party or makes known in any other man- 


ner than may be provided by law, the operations, style of work, or appa- 
ratus of any manufacturer or producer visited by him in the Gischarge of 
his o‘icial duties, or the amount or source of income, proiits, losses, ex- 
penditures, or any information obtained by him in the discharge of such 
duties, he shall be subject to a fine of not exceeding $1,000 or to be impris- 


oned for not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, and 
shall be dismissed from office and be forever thereafter incapable of hold- 
ing any office under the Government 

And in lieu thereof insert: 


SEc, 3167. That it shall be unlawful for any collector, deputy collector, 
agent, clerk, or other officer or employé of the United States to divulge or 
to make known in any manner whatever not provided by law to any person 
the operations, style of work, or apparatus of any manufacturer or producer 
visited by him in the discharge of his official duties, or the amount or source 
of income, profits, losses, expenditures, or any particular thereof, set forth 
or disclosed in any income return by any person or corporation, or to per- 
mit any income return or copy thereof or any book containing any abstract 
or particulars thereof, to be seen or examined by any person except as pro- 
vided by law; anditshall beunlawful for any person to printor publishin any 
manner Whatever not provided by law any income return, or any part 
thereof, or the amount or source of income profits, losses, or expenditures 
appeutias in any income return; and any offense against the foregoing pro- 
vision shall be a misdemeanor, and be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion of 
the court; and if the offender be an officer or employé of the United States 
he shall be dismissed from office and be incapable thereafter of holding any 
office under the Government. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Nebraska who 
sits upon the opposite side of the Chamber [Mr. ALLEN] was 
speaking a few minutes ago, he alluded to what he termed the 
‘caucus committee.” I think those were the words he used. I 
heard the expression ‘‘caucus” very distinctly. I should be 
very unwilling at this late hour, when we hope to dispose of this 
bill so that we may enjoy the day of national independence with- 
out carrying the details of the bill in our minds, to have any 
items slip into the bill without the approval of the caucus com- 
mittee. 

If the Senator from Wisconsin is authorized to make this mo- 
tion—fully, completely, and totally authorized to make it, so 
that there is not likely to be at some time during the evening 
an angry discussion upon the other side of the Chamber as to 
whether the caucus committee fully approve of it—if the Sena- 
tor will take that responsibility and say that he does not think 
the caucus committee will at a later stage in this debate object 
to this clause, then, of course, with the desire to assist the 
Senator 

Mr. VILAS. If the committee disapprove of it I will with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not yielded the floor yet. If the 
Senator from Wisconsin will guarantee us against a lengthy de- 
bate ata later hour on this amendment, I shall make no objec- 
tion; otherwise I shall ask for a full explanation of it at this 
time, so that when we have once settled it it shall be settled 
forever. 

Mr. VILAS. AsTI have said, if the committee disapprove of 
it, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, on page 45, after the 
word ‘*cleaned,” in line 11, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 14 cents 
per pound,” and insert ‘‘ 50 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

Rice, cleaned, 50 per cent ad valorem, etc. 

Mr. POWER. By theimposition of a duty of 1} cents a pound 
on rice itcosts the people of the United States 34 cents'a pound, 
while in Montreal, in the Dominion of Canada, where there is 
no duty, rice can be bought for 2 eentsa pound; and the same is 
the ease in Liverpool. I offer the amendment to allow 50 per 
cent ad valorem, although yesterday an amendment proposing 
a duty of 30 percent ad valorem on barley was voted down. I 











| hope my amendment will be agreed to, and I ask for tho y 


and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendme: 
proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

My. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment whieh I send 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the fol 
ing as new sections: 


SEc. —. That acommission is hereby croate: 
as the customs commission, to be composed of fiv 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent . 
Senate. The commissionersappointed under this act shall continueino 
six vears, respectively, from the date of their respective appointment 
until their successors, respectively, are appointed and qualified by the P) 
dent for terms of six years, except that any person chosen to fill a vac 
shall be appointed only for the unexpired term of the commissioner w} 
he shall succeed. Any commissioner may be removed by the President fo 
inefilciency, neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. No more than th) 
of the commissioners shall be appointed from the same political part 
vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of the remaining « 
missioners to exercise all the powers of thecommission. The salary of s\ 
commissioners shall be at the rate of $7,000 per annum. They shall be 
titled, in addition, to compensation for actual traveling and other necessai 
expenses in the discharge of their duties. They shall choose one of the 
own number to be president of the commission. 'They shall have power 
employ a clerk, a stenographer, and a messenger, and, with the approva 
the Secretary of the Treasury, such other clerical assistants as shall be n 
essary to the performance of their duties, and at such rates of compen 
tion as they may establish, with the approval of the Secretary of the 'T'rea 
ury. Their salaries, expenses, and the compensation of the clerk, stenogr 
pher, messenger, and such additional clerical force as may thus be employ: 
Shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate 
uponthe auditingof the same, according to the usual courseinthe Treasur 
Department. 

SEC.—. That the commission shall establish its permanent office at t 
city of Washington, whereitshall be at.all timesin the usual course of bu 
ness, ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the speci! 
subjects mentioned in this act, and generally upon everything relating 
rectly or indirectly to customs duties and revenue. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the. said commission to examine in 
and ascertain the average price of commodities imported into the Unit: 
States, both at wholesale and retail in tne United States, and both in th 
United States and in the foreign places of production, sale, or shipment, fo 
the period of twelve months preceding and twelve months following any 
change in the rate of customs duties imposed upon such commodities, an 
this inquiry shall be carried back for a period of twenty-five years, anc 
more, if deemed advisable by such commission, and shall extend to alliacts 
relating to demand and supply, domestic and foreign, which tend to i: 
fiuenee prices of such commodities, foreign and domestic, and to aid in 
determining the true effect of the import duty, or of the change therein i: 
the several cases upon domestic and foreign prices, and upon productions o 
the same or of other commodities, upon revenue, upon immigration, up 
profits of capital, rates of wages, and the general welfare. 

Second. To ascertain the amounts in quantity and value of the impor! 
tion of the principal commodities during each of said periods of twel 
months preceding and succeeding any such change in customs duties. 

Third. To ascertain, as far as practicable, the quantity and value of | 
same or similar commodities produced in the United States during the sam 
respective periods. 

Fourth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particul 
rates of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish production in 
the United States and to cause a reduction of tho first cost of articles pro 
duced for consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated sim 
larly. 

Fifth. To ascertain in what particular rates of customs duties existil 
from time to time operate injuriously or favorably to the development an 
increase of Ainerican manufactures and productions, or operate injurious|y 
or favorably to the consumers of such manufactured articles and produ 
tions in respect of causing or contributing to the payment of unreasonab|s 
prices by consumers, or the removal or reduction of the same. 

Sixth. To ascertain the effect of the customs duties upon the price of agri 
cultural productions of the country and their salein United States market 
and their consumption in the United States. 

Seventh. To ascertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual ani 
relative, inrespect of the employment and the payment of remunerativ: 
wages, both actual and relative, to labor in the United States, and a con 
parison of the same with the labor and wages in other countries. 

Eighth. To consider the effect of customs duties, or the absence of them, 
upon the agricultural, commercial, manufacturing, mining, and other ii 
dustrial interests of the people of the United States. 

Ninth. To ascertain and compare the actual cost and the selling price, 
both at wholesale and retail, of similar manufactured commodities reduced 
to American weights, measures, and money in the United States and els 
where. 

Tenth. To ascertain the growth and development of the principal manu 
facturing industries affected by the tariff schedules in England, France 
Germany, Belgium, and the United States for the last twenty-five years; 
and to ascertain the relative cost of transportation in those countries and 
the United States. 2 

Eleventh. To ascertain the trade relations of the United States with 
other nations and ascertain the countries where advantageous treaties cal 
be made to advance the commercial interests of the people of the United 
States. a 

Src.—. That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the 
cominission may visit any part of the United States, and by public notice 
or otherwise invite testimony and information from all persans inter 
ested. They may from time to time also delegate one of their number to 
visit foreign countries to make investigation respecting the labor and indus 
tries of those countries whenever such investigation may be necessary to 
promote the objects of the commission, and they may require informa 
tion concerning the labor and industries of foreign countries from consular 
or other agents of the United States in those countries, and such agents 
shall furnish the information sorequired promptly and without charge. 

SEC.—..That the commission shall report its proceedings in respect of 
the matters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics 

-andevidence upon which its report is based, together with recommendations 
for changes in customs dues which they may deem advisable and necessary , 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I offer an amendment to increase the duty on 


Pig. lead. 








he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 166, page 37, after the word 
*‘ cent,” in line 21, insert the words ‘‘and one-half:” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 
166. Lead in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks and 


bars, and old scrap lead fit only toberemanufactured, one cent and one-half 
per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER}. 

Mr. POWER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 28, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 





Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
Allison. Frye, McMillan, Sherman, 
Carey, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Ohandler, Hansbrough, Patton, Squire, 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Dixon, Higgins, Platt, Teller, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, Washburn. 
NAYS—37. 
Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Jaffery, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Call, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh. 
Cockrell, Irby, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
George, Lindsay, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—20. 
Allen, Cullom, Kyle, Pugh, 
Brice, Daniel, McPherson, Quay, 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Ransom, 
Camden, Hale. Morrill. Wilson, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHOUP. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
249, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Idaho will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of section 249, page 57, after 
the word ‘‘all,” where it appears first, in line 15, and insert: 

Natural mineral waters, all imitation of natural mineral waters, and all 
artificial mineral waters, in green or colored glass bottles containing not 
more than | pint, 24 cents per dozen bottles. If containing more than 1 pint 


pint and not more than 1 quart, 48 cents per dozen bottles. In bottles con- 
containing more than 1 quart, 25 cents per gallon. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP]. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate 
for afew minutes upon this amendment. Our country abounds 
in mineral springs. They are to be found in nearly every State 
and Territory in the Union. Many of them, however, are far 
distant from the populous centers of the nation. This is notable 
in Colorado, Montano, Idaho, and other intermountain Western 
States and Territories. While we have in Idaho many mineral 
springs of both hotand cold water distinguished as health resorts, 
we have but one group of springs where bottling works have 
been established. 

The springs to which I refer are in Southeastern Idaho, near 
the village of Soda Springs, on the Oregon Short Line Railroad. 
Before Idaho was organized as a Territory these springs were 
patronized as a health resort by the early colonists of Utah. 

Twenty-nine years agolI, with a party of gentlemen, visited 
these wonderful springs, now widely knownfrom ovean to ocean 
as a health resort. The water of these springs contains an ex- 
cess of free carbonic acid gas; no artificial gas being required. 

I submit the report of Prof. William J. Ireland, judge of 
mineral waters at the World’s Columbian Exposition, where the 
water from these springs was exhibited: 

IDANHA WATER. 


Consists of samples of natural mineral water representing Soda Springs, 
Bannocks County, Idaho. 

The springs were mentioned in the early geological examination under 
Gen. John C. F'rémont, and the locality has been known as a health resort 
for the past thirty years. 

The bottling and sale of this water has become one of the chief industries 
of this county. The water possesses the happy quality of blending with 
wine and liquors without giving discoloration or precipitation. It is pleas- 
ing to the taste, healthful, and exercises a mild, beneficial medicinal effect. 

Sworn statements duly acknowledged accompanying the exhibit show 
that the water is bottled just as it flows from the springs with its own ex- 
cess of natural carbonic acid gas. 
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The aocomneny ne ig an analysis made under the supervision of Prof. 0 
F. Chandler, M. D., the well known analyst: al 


Analysis. 
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This water also contains an excess of free carbonic acid gas. 

I recommend an award for palatability, natural effervescence, purity, 
large ainount of free natural carbonic acid gas, healthfulness, and the un- 
usual blending properties which constitute ‘‘ Idanha’’ an unsurpassed, spark- 


lingly delicious table water. 
PRoF. WM. J. IRELAN, Judge. 

Mr. President, the Idanha mineral water is, in my opinion, 
the best natural table water in the world, and is far superior to 
any imported mineral water. It is pure and is bottled with the 
natural gas, while I suspect that all imported waters are arti- 
ficially charged, and are therefore unhealthy. The company 
controlling these springs have an investment of $100,000 in their 
—_ The president of the company, Mr. Fred J. Keisel, in- 

orms me that on account of the general depression throughout 

the West last year, caused by the suspension of work on many 
of the silver-lead mines, owing to the low price of silver and 
lead, that the bottling works were operated on half time. 

A market for the product of these springs is found in adjacent 
States and Territories, extending west to the Pacific coast and 
eastward to the Mississippi River. 

An effort has been made by the company to place the water 
in Eastern cities, but they find it impossible to do so with im- 
ported waters on the free list and the imitation natural waters 
paying butasmall duty. Railway freight charges from Idaho 
to the populous cities of the East are much greater than from 
foreign countries to the same cities. 

We pay in Idaho more than three times the wages paid in Ger- 
many for similar work; and for bottles, corks, wire, and wrap- 
pers we pay 100 per cent more than they do in that country. 

Mr. President, to enable this country to place our pure min- 
eral waters within the reach of consumers, as against the imita- 
tion mineral waters imported from other countries, there should 
be a duty of 2 cents per bottle on pints, and 4 cents per bottle on 
quarts. Many States are interested, and the whole country 
would be benefited by the adoption of this amendment. Why 
not protect our own springs? We have the best and purest 
waters in the world. 

Large sums of money have been expended in their develop- 
ment and in the erection of buildings. All we ask in the way 
of protection is the difference in cost of bottling, wages, an 
freight. I submit as a part of my remarks the following state- 
ment, taken from the bulletin reports of the Finance Committee: 
Reply of Natural Mineral Water Company, of Soda Springs, Idaho, bottlers of 

mineral water. 
[Established in 1885. Capital invested, $100,000.] 


The annual amount of production is 500,000 quart bottles of the * Idanha”’ 
mineral water, or 10,000 cases; value at the works about $35,000, 

We have been running about half time the last two years, owing to the 
hard times in our immediate section, caused especiaily by the fall in the 
price of silver. : 

We desire aspecific duty of 4 cents per quart bottle and 2 cents per pint 
bottle, for the reason that we have to pay at an average of 82 per day to the 
workman, while similar labor in Germany is paid about 37} cents per day, 
and for the additional reason that the glass, cork, wire, boxes, and wrap- 
pers are 100 per cent cheaper in that country than in ours; andstill another 
reason is the fact that the freight rate downthe Rhine to Rotterdam, thence 
to New York, is nominal, goods being partly carried as ballast, while our 
average rate of freight from Soda Springs to the centers of trade is at least 
$1 per case of 50 bottles. 7 

understand there is no rate of duty on the ees article, say Apol 
linaris, analogous to the ‘‘Idan-ha,” though we claiming and can furnish 
undoubted proof of the Idan-ha being a natural water, while it is suspected 
strongly thatthe Apollinaris is charged with artificial carbonic-acid gas. 

The wholesale price delivered at Missouri River points is 85 per case of 50 
quarts; at Chicago, $5.25; at New York, Boston, New Orleans, and Memphis, 
$5.50; and at Soda Springs, 84 per case. { 

The competition has largely increased, especially in artificial or casten: 
ated waters. We claim to have no competition as a natural mineral 
water. 

I desire a specific duty to avoid the doctoring of invoices. 

Our output is not so great as in 1892. 

Wages remain the same as one year ago. 

Heavy freight rates render living necessarily high ata point so far in the 
interior as is Soda Springs, Idaho, and $2 per day will not permit any ex- 
travagance; it will just support a man and his family; they should have 
more. 





The price of living has slightly decreased the last four years, should say, 

out 10 per cent. 
~~ auvoler of circulating medium, in our opinion, is cause of the present 
depression; the first great cause is the demonetization of the silver. My 
remedy is an international agreement to restore silver to its ancient place. 
Concurrent with this, if feasible, governmental control of all silver mines 
should be established, so as to limit the output. | 

“Glass, bottles, wires, corks, wrappers, and labels are our raw materials 
Our goods are both luxuries and necessities luxuries on account of their 
purity and exhilarating effects, necessities on account of their healthful 
ness. } 

‘We pay an average of 19 per cent per annum on loans. | 

“Immigration causes increased consumption. | 

“Fifty per cent of our force is skilled labor. ; 

‘“ Reduction of duty on goods must be met either by going out of business 
or by having Congress enact such a law as I have alluded to. 

“We employ 4 men and 4 boys, paying the men $75 per month and the boys 
from $25 to 845 per month. They work sixty hours per week. 

“ Foreign competing articles, called natural mineral waters, are imported 






in large quantities, on which the United States should collect revenue, as | 
the article is produced in this country. 

“There are none of our goods exported. 

“The cost of manufacture remains about the same since 1883, It «x tt 
decreased by large output and the exclusion of foreign waters. 

‘Selling price has decreased since 1890. 

‘Directly at least one-half of agricultural products is consumed in our 
manufactures. 

‘*We pay duty on corks, butI am not posted on the duty and I have no 


data at hand. 

‘* Free raw material would assist to remove duty on bottles and corks. 

‘*Wholesale price for 1890 was about % at the springs; and 1892, M4. 

“We recommend a specific duty of 4 cents per quart and 2 cents per 
pint on all imported water. Ba | 

I would recommend, in any event, that a law be enacted requiring artifi- 
cial water to be labeled “ artificially carbonated,” forsanitary reasons. Ar- 
tificial carbonic-acid gas is the result of a combination of sulphuric acid, 
narble dust, and bicarbonate of soda; hence, unhealthy and destructive to | 
the lining of the stomach, as wellas causing a deposit, resulting in gravel | 
and kindred evils. _ ; i | 

Such a law I would alone consider a protection to our “Idanha” water 

The annual consumption in this country of foreign mineral water is at | 
least 50,000,000 quart bottles. Fourcents per bottle would yield a revenue to | 
the United States of $2,000,000. | 

Now, this mineral water is artificially charged, but is placed on the mar 
ket as natural mineral water. Itis bottled on the other side by little girls | 
and boys, in bottles there manufactured, and cheaper than our bottles. 
After this it is landed on our shores at a nominal charge for freight, it being 
carried as ballast. ; y 

We bottle at Soda Springs, Idaho, from pure springs, carrying its own car- 
bonic-acid gas, a water called the ‘‘Idanha,’* but we labor under this disad 
vantage: We pay white men's wages, and being so far in the interior, are 
paying to the railroads heavy freight charges to reach a market. We also 
pay heavy freight charges for the empty botties which we fill, for the cases, 
for thecorks, for the wire, for the machinery, and for the wrappers. 

Now, sirs, how can we, under all the disadvantages here enumerated. 
make headway unless you afford us some protection. Nor must it be for 
gotten that the capital we employ is worth 8 to 10 per cent per annum, 
while money on the other slde is worth but 4to 5 per cent for industrial en- | 
terprises. It would therefore appear that ours is an industry to be fostered } 
by imposing a duty on the imported article, thus benefiting the Treasury of 
the United States on one hand and a struggling domestic industry on the 
other 

I trust that the amendment I have offered will be accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. SHOUP. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his*name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont[Mr. MORRILL]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— | 
yeas 33, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 





I am paired 






Allen, Frye, Me Millan, Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, | 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, | 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire, | 
Cullom, Higgins, Peftfer, Teller, } 
Davis, Irby, Perkins, Vashburn. 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
Dolph, Kyle, Power, 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
NAYS—36, 

Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gr Milis, Vest, 
Call, Har Mitchell, Wis. Vilas 
Cockrell, Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, | 
Coke, Hunton, Murphy, Walsh, | 
Daniel, Jarvis, Palmer, White. | 

NOT VOTING—I6. | 
Aldrich, Cameron, McPherson, Ransom, 
Brice, Gordon, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHOUP. I desire to offer another amendment to para- | 
graph 249. I trust the committee will accept it. I move to in- 
sert after the word ‘‘all,” where it first appears inline 15, ‘' nat- 
ural mineral waters and all;’ so as to read: 

All natural mineral waters and all imitations of natural mineral waters, 
and all artificial mineral waters, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

This does not change the rate at all, but merely inserts “ nat- 
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ural mineral waters.” I trust the Senator from Misso 
accept the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 249, page 57, line 15, after the 
word ‘‘all,” insert ‘‘ natural mineral waters and all;” so 
read: 

All natural mineral waters and all i 
and all artificia! mineral waters, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho. [Putting the question. ] 


iri will 


to 


mineral \ 


mitations of natura 


2) per cent ad valorem 





The noes appear to have it. ‘he noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is rejected. 
Mr. SHOUP. Iask for the yeas and nays O 


amendment. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 












Mr. CHANDLER. I! sh to call the attention of the Senate 
from Missouri to page 187, section 32, line 15. After “ "SS 
expenses,” [ move to insert: 

fncluding expenditures for materials used in manufa e, or } 

The amendment is substantially the same as that m l by 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON]. [call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to the fact that.as the paragraph 
new stands, the words ‘‘actual operating and business expenses 

| are made tocarry too heavya burden, This is avery important 
and avery heavy tax. The closing clause at line 20 includes 
‘‘all other corporations, companies, or associations doing busi 
ness for profit in the United States,” and sweeps in all the 
ufacturing companies and all the trading companies of the 
United States. 

It is a great stretch of language in an important statute o! 
this kind to make operating or business expenses include the 


; expenditures for materials purchased by a manufacturing com- 


pany and the goods purchased for resale by a trading « 
pany. Therefore, I think the S vill 


m- 
Senator the wisdom of 
making deductions too plain to be disputed. 


Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest doubt that the lan 


sea 


uage 
of the bill, as it now stands, would include the amounst expended 
for materials. | can not conceive how one could arrive at the 


profits of a manufacturing establishment unless he would take 
into account what they expend for materials. I have any 
objection, however, to the amendment, because, as it it 
means what the Senator from New Hampshire has put in addi- 
tional words. 


not 


stands, 


“he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TI t will t tated 
The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘expenses,” inline 15, sec- 
tion 32, page 187, insert: 

Including expenses for materials purchased for manufactu ht 
for resale 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further amend- 
ments to be proposed in the Senate, the question ison ordering 
the amendments to be engrossed, and the bill be read a third 


time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr.SMITH. Mr. President, in the course of previous re- 
marks which I made upon this question I pledged to my con- 
stituents my utmost endeavors to ‘‘eliminate the socialistic in- 
come tax,” to ‘readjust the schedules to conform with the doc- 
trine of atariff forrevenue,” to ‘‘ grant to our industries sufficient 
protection to guarantee their maintenance on the basis of Amer- 


ican wages,” and finally to fulfili ‘‘ the distinct obligation of the 
Democratic party to confer the boon of tariff reform upon th: 
American people.” 

That pledge, sir, I have kept to the full limit of my ability and 
opportunity. My only regret at this time is that the small mi- 
nority of Senators on this side of the Chamber who oppose the 
income tax have been unable to convince our colleagues of the 
public and party wisdom of striking it out altogether from the 
bill. Even then, if Republican Senators had not voted for this 
scheme it would have been blotted out of existence. But [ can 


5 
® = 
ao 


not deny that Democratic Senators who favor the id 
s in a spirit of fairness and reason. 
They have consented to the exemption 


yuilding and loan 





associations, mutual life insurance associations, savings banks, 
| and other organizations of like character in which are invested 





the savings of the They have nated the hate 
quisitorial features. And finally and most important of all 
have agreed to the passage of thisamendmentins 
it shall be submitted to the people upon its pract 
not as asettled policy of the Government, but as a1 
to be tried for a short time and then re 
country shall elect. 


poor. 


ul in- 





newed o 
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Mr. President, of all methods of taxation I consider this the 


Uy ‘ 
mostdetestable. Lexpressed before and repeat now with double 


emphasis ny earnest conviction that it is unnecessary, unjust, 
unsuccessful, unpopular, un-Democratic, un-American, and ut- 
wise. Inever could conscientiously and never would for any 
reason whatsoever vote to incorporate it into our system for an 


indefinite period of time. Idid and shall at every opportunity 
in the future vote against it as a separate proposition. 

isut, sir, the astonishing strength and persistence shown by 
the advocates of the idea make it certain tomy mind that there 
is only one way of escape, and that is by atrial. The sole prac- 
tic: | question now before us who oppose this scheme is whether 
it shall be submitted tothe judgment of the people in its greatly 
modified condition, as itnow stands, or whether itshall be foisted 
upon us ata very early day ina far more offensive form and with- 
out limit to its time of operation. 

That, sir, is the situation which we are obliged to face, and of 
the two evils lam constrained tochoose thelesser. I will go yet 
further, and say that, if there were no party considerations, I 
should welcome the test. I can notinsult the intelligence of the 
American people by even suspecting that they will endure this 
odious infliction one moment longer than shall be required to 
demonstrate its manifold iniquities. 

ior allexcept this portion of the measure before usI shall vote, 
not simply without reluctance, but with genuine satisfaction. I 
have the honor, Mr. President, to be one of those Senators who 
have been accused of demanding fair treatment of American in- 
dustries. I have been urged over and over again to deny the 
truth of this charge. But, sir, I do not deny it. iL admit it 
frankly and squarely. Of whatever crime may be involved in 
the defense and reasonable protection under a revenue tariff of 
the industries of this country, Iam guilty. I said before and I 
repeat now that the Democratic party never was a free-trade 
party, is not to-day, and in my judgment never will be. 

| grant that under other circumstances greater reductions 
might and probably would beadvisable. ButIam unable to see 
the wisdom or justice of such action at this time. The great 
industries of this country have just passed through one of the 
most trying periods since they sprang into existence. I shall 
not enter into adiseussion of the causes of the lamentable depres- 
sion of business which has continued now for more thana year. 
Only partisan purpose can be served by attributing it to either 
the baneful effect of McKinley duties or the uncertainty regard- 
ing the future undoubtedly felt by all manufactures. 

lt is sufficient to know that distrust and apprehension still 
prevail, that thousands of factoriesare closed, and that hundreds 
of (thousands of workingmen are deprived of employment neces- 
sary to their subsistence. Under such circumstances I can con- 
ceive of no legislative action more illiberal, more untimely, or 
more cruel than that which would hinder for a day resumption 
of prospority. In any event, right or wrong, Democratic or un- 
Democratic, as a representative of one of the chief manufactur- 
ing States of the Union I say plainly that I will not vote for any 
bill or amendment that will make it impossible for a single in- 
dustry to continue or resume operations. 

it was for that reason—and I make the admission without 
hesitation, and with full appreciation of the criticism which it 
will evoke—that in conference with my colleagues I opposed the 
provisions of both the House bill and the measure first sub- 
stituted by the Finance Committee. The revised bill now be- 
fore us I consider just and fair toall. It is Democratic, because 
it is based upon the principle of a tariff for revenue with in- 
cidental protection, and itis wise and patriotic, because, instead 
of adding to the burdens inflicted upon our industries by the 
financial difficulties of the past year, it helps and strengthens 
them, and can have no other effect than the quick revival of 
business universally desired, and the consequent employment, 
prosperity, and happiness of the great army of men now idle, 
discontented, and discouraged. 

[ shall vote for this measure, Mr. President, because, in the 
words of the distinguished Senator from New York, I am a 
Democrat. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, I propose to vote for the passage 
of this bill, not because I approve of its sugar schedule, but be- 
eause I think it is due to the country that it should be placed in 
the hands of a conference committee, composed of Senators and 
Representatives, who, I hope, will trim it of its evil and retain 
its beneficial features. 

The bill as awhole is more equitable and just than the McKin- 
ley act. It lessens the burden of taxation on the poor people of 
this country, on their woolen clothing, on their lumber, and on 
other necessary articles of daily consumption, and places it, in 
a large measure, upon the enormous incomes of those who have 
escaped taxation and bearing their portion of the public burden 
tor: many years. 

The sugar schedule of this bill is its vicious feature, although 
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| schedule of this bill is better than that of the McKinley act in 
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it is not so vicious as the sugar schedule of the McKinley ac} 
Under the McKinley act the sugar trust obtains 60 cents protec. 
tion on every hundred pounds of refined sugar and by that means 
eontrols the American market. By the bill in question tho 
sugar trust has a protection of 25 cents per hundred pounds of 
sugar, 35 cents less than under the McKinley act. The sugap 


| the ratio of 25 to 60. 


—————— 





I do not believe that it is my duty to vote against this bit] 
this time, but as a patriotic citizen and a conscientious office; 
believe that I should vote for its passage in the Senate now, 
that it may besent back to the House of Representatives, wh 
it originated, and placed by the Senate and House jointly i 
conference committee, where there may be one more opport 
nity afforded of eliminating its evil features and fashionin 
into proper shape to become a law of the land. 

The people want reform in taxation. They are demandin 
They have a right to it, and it is my duty to place this bi 
my vote if I can, in a committee where its evil features m 
taken out, and from which it may be returned to the res) 
Houses of Congress for final passage after it has been pro 
fashioned. 

‘Two courses are opento us. First, either to destroy the 
tire bill at this time and place, and by that means defeat ref« 
legislation in our system of national taxation entirely, and t 
begin anew where we began seven months ago on the subject 
the tariff, and thus delay needed reform; or, second, to vote { 
the passage of the bill now and by that means place it in t 
hands of a conference committee where one more, and possil 
a successful, attempt may be made to eliminate its vicio 
features and hasten the hour of relief to the country. 

These are the two courses open tous. I believe the lattor 
be the wiser and more patriotic course to be pursued, a: 
although I enter my protest against the sugar schedule, | 
the same time assert that it is better than the sugar sched 
of the McKinley act. 

Noone desires to see this bill destroyed entirely more 1 
the sugartrust. They would rejoice at itscomplete destructio: 
because under the present law they are enabled to mak 
money by many millions of dollars yearly than they will b 
der this bill if it shall become a law. 

There are those in my own party who will not approve of 1 
vote, who will think that I ought by my vote to assist in 1 
complete destruction of this measure at this time; but time an 
a more intimate knowledge of the facts will convince them 
the correctness of my position. Singular asit mayappear, t! 
and the sugar trust desire the same result. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President,asexplanations seem to be th 
der—— 

Mr. FRYE. They are obituary speeches, not explanation 

Mr. HILL. I aecept the amendment. 

Mr. President, the majority of the Democratic Senators of 1 
body (of which thirty-one are fromthe South), allied with 
three Populistsand with six Republicans, have insisted upon 
retention of an income tax in the pending measure. 

I have earnestly appealed to my party friends to elimi 
this objectionable feature, but my appeals have been in vain. 

I have warned them of the dangers to which in my judgme 
they were unnecessarily subjecting the Democratic party; b 
they have chosen to disregard them, as was their privilege. 

They have preferred the retention of an odious income tax i 
a tariff bill, regardless of what the consequences may be. 

Mr. President, the course which has thus bean marked out i 
unwise, inexcusable, and unnecessary. 

‘It resembles the greater folly of thirty-three years ago, wh¢ 
the Democratic pariy was rent in twain and Republicanism tri- 
umphed for twenty-four years thereafter. 

In my opinion, it imperils the possibility of permanent Demo- 
cratic success in any Northern State for many years to come. 

You array against us in almost solid front the entire business 
men of the country. You foist upon the party a principle of 
taxation never sanctioned by any Democratic national conven- 
tion. You donot seem to realize that you have no jurisdiction 
to add to or change the principles of our party, but you disre- 
gard precedent in your mad haste to adopt a Populistic prin- 
ciple. You have purposely and obstinately insisted upon retain- 
ing an income tax in this bill, so as tocompel Democratic Senators 
either to vote for the income tax or to vote against the whole 
bill. You have left them no-other alternative. 

This was unfair, unjust, impolitic. 

This course was adopted, not thoughtlessly, but designedly; 
not that you loved tariff reform less, but you loved an income 
tax more. Mr. President, as between a Populistic income tax 
on the one hand and a Republican tariff law on the other, | 
choose the latter as the lesser of two evils. 

As between pernicious class legislation fraught with danger- 
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ous consequences to the country on the one hand, and sim] aly 
high tariff taxation on the other, I prefer to endure the 1: ae 

at least for a brief period, if lam compelled to choose between 
them. I do this, not without some reluctance, because I always 
regret to differ with party friends, but the consciousness of right 


and my own self-respect forbid any other course. Besides, you 
have made my path of duty an easy one 
The Senate bill—the Gorman compromise bill, as itis now 


the press and thro ighor it the country—! 
* satisfactory to the 
mistaking 


generally known in 
mean the bill in its present shape, is neither 
Democratic party nor tothe country. There is 1 
public iment upon this point. 

~ The true principles of tariff reform have been 
fort to insure the retention of an income tax This 
his the country understand We promised 
are giving the m a stone. We promised 


10 
> sent 
sacrinuced in 


7 ‘ 
the 





the 
country believes—t 
the people bread and w 
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them free raw madorinia, and we are giving them taxed coa 
taxed iron ore, taxed coke, taxed lead ore, and other taxed ra 
materials. 

They expected free sugar, but we are taxing not on! ha 
ai'ticle, but other necessaries of life. 

Wedo not need both a sugar tax and an inc tax, but i 


seems a considerations other than those of revenues to the 
Treasury have dictated and reininda both. 

The provisions of the bill are not consistent; they violate well 
established Democratic principles; they are unfair in their di 
criminations, and their enactment will place the party ina ‘fal: 
and untenable position. 

It is clear that the bill in its present form should be changed, 
modified, and improved. This can easily be done, and it is our 
duty to do it now before it is too late. As it now stands it 
our party on the de fensive, it repudiat es our pledges, it e 
us to just criticism and ridicule, which ought to be avoided. 
Eliminate the income tax and there is no difficulty in framing 
an honest, consistent, and genuine tariff bill upon strict revenue 





S- 


puts 


kposes 


lines, with all raw materials free, which can be passed by the 
vote of every Democratic Senator without the aid of a single 
Populist vote, and which the country would welcome and ap- 
prove 


This is not even pretended to be such a measure. Numerous 





Senators around the Demo sratic side of this Chamber must feel 
as though Democratic prince ‘iples have been surrendered or bar- 
tered away to secure the tr iumph of this botched compromise 
measure, Which is really acceptable tonoone. Iam sure that i 

they expressed their honest sentiments they do not oorees » this 


The issue of tariff reform had better b 
intact, rather than emase slated. 
‘ed, and despoiled in the manner now proposed 


Ae 
Let there be a genuine, sincere, id ess ontial triu mph for th 


billany more than I do. 


postponed and preserved 


cause of revenue r ision or none at all 

lif j vepul ylican a ‘ot ae Was 2 fraud and a robbery, as we d 
cla in the Chicag latform, is Democratie protection an 
the less so? 

If we are to havo an income tax end asugair tax bot 
unless the other provisions of the bill prove utterly impotent 
we shall be met with an enormous surplus, against which we 


protested so vigorously a few years ago; and is it now to be s: 
that a Democratic s is less objectionable than a Re 


lican surplus? 


irplus 


This is not a Democratic bill, Iam sure; it is nota distinctly 
Republican bill; it is not a Populist bill entire, but it is a mix- 
ture of all—itis a rag-bag production—it isa crazy -quilt com- 
bination—it is a splendid nothing. 

[ believe the income tax feature as a whole and in many of its 
details to be unconstitutional. 

But why detain the Senate? 

My objections to the bill have been stated over and over again 


and it is useless to repeat them. 

Each Senator must be the judge of his own duty to his coun- 
try and his party in a crisis like this. I cast no reflections upon 
those who differ with me. 

This bill does not meet the public expectations, but at best is 
an empty and beggarly fulfillment of Democratic pledges. 

It does those things ; which it ought not to do, and leaves un- 
done those things which it ought to do. 

Mr. President, I do not fail to appreciate the gravity of the 
situation, but the course which duty and consistency require me 
to pursue at this hour is as clear to me as the noonda uy sun. 

** Sink or swim, live or die, survive or perish,” I can not and 
will not support this biil in its present shape. 

[Applause in the galleries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that 
the rules of the Senate are enforced in regard to demonstrations 
in the galleries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. President, no Senator sitting upon this 


side of the aisle has any apology to make for voting against the 
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no Senator upon the 





The country will note that 











other side has risen in defense of the measure as a wise and } 
triotic enactment. It will note the kind of excuses which h 

made in two or three instances for the support of 1 
measure, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. esident, there is no excuse for t 
passage of the pending bi Che only reason which I h 
heard assigned for its passage has been the desire to reduce 1 
ation in order that the people might be benefited by the red 
tion of taxation. There is no way in which the peop! un 
ben¢ 1 by the reduction of duties upon imports unk rat re 
ducti results in lower prices to the ec im 
ai j as ¢ life 

In conn on wi the passage of the bill, l wish 
only two prediction One is that the price of the n : 
of life will not be reduced. Leta list be made of the prices « 
the necessaries of iife in this country on the date of the pass 
of the bill. and I that they will oo no lower as the re 
of the passage of , and two years from now they wi 
no lower. 

I predict also the result of the passage of bill wi 
be the reduction » wages of American workineme Let 
a list be made upor » date of the passage of the bill of the 
wages Americal rkingmen in all the walks o and 

wo years from no 10Se waves will be lower than t} ire at 
the date of the passage of the bill. 

So, Mr. P re sident, because the bill will not reduce 1 
the necessaries of life to any citizen, and because it 
the wages of aabaw to the American workingemen, I r 
is no excuse whatever for its p issage. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have pre} 
ten speech, in fact it isin print, and it is fully explanatory o 
the vote I shall cast on the pending bill. It is to ba f in 
this document, House bill 4864. It will shortly be illustrates 
copiously, and with pictures that will be in the nature of objec 
lessons to the American people. 

This written speech, whic *+h has been upon our desks for 
da; ‘ontai ins within it al ul idant argument to justify the v 
which I shall cas st against the bill. itis neither fish, tlesh. 1 

) 3 ,foulas it isin many of its features. | 
a V of the best and most valuable inte t thi 
c ry. It ecord of dishonesty and breach of faith on th 

th overamentecf ihe United State tt | be pict 
by t losin f factories and mills 

One of the object lessons that will stand out pron 
the people of the West will be the closing of the ctori 
which have promised so much to the American ere 
tion of no more, and a distress to which the } distres 
condition is as nothing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is, Shall the bill pass 

Ir. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nay 

yeas and nays were ordered: and th retary } 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called Ld 
to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with 1 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER If my colleae 
were present he would vote *‘ nay. 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. HOAR’sS name was called). I desire to 
announce that my colleague| Mr. HOAR] was called from the Sen 
ate early to-day by illness. He stands paired with the Senator 
from Alabama[Mr. PuGH]. If my colleague were present h 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from V ermont [Mr. Morriuu]. If he 





were prese 
wors {7 ) 


Mr. 


nt I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 
vith the junior Senator from West V irginia { Mr. ( 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). As has been an- 
nounced, I am paired with the senior Senator from Massachu- 


Iam paired 
,AMDEN]. If 


| setts (Mr. Hoar]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.’ 


i 





The roll call was coneluded. 





Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negati Mr 
President, I desire to say pee a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN Debate is not in order except by 
unanimous consent. Is the re obj ‘ect! m? TheChair hears none, 
and the Senator from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr.CAPFERY. Mr. I resideell [ east the vote I did to enter 
a protest against what I conceive has been an injustice to my 
people and to my State. I cast that vote as a protest against 


what I consider to be the unjustifiable action of my own side of 
the Chamber in going back upona plan of action which they had 


deliberately adopted. Having made the protest, [ change my 
vote from “ n: Ly ” to * yea.” 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President. I ask permission for one 


moment of debate. 




















peace. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I object to any debate pending the roll call. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. IT desire to vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, under the circumstances 
I vote ‘‘nay.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Wo .cort] is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio |Mr. 
Brice]. If my colleague had been present he would have voted 
“nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to state that my colleague |Mr. WIL- 
SON] is absent on account of illness. He is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia{[Mr. GorRvON]. If my colleague were present 
he would vote ‘'nay.”’ 

Mr. BRICE. I expected the senior Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER] to add that the junior Senator from Ohio would 
have voted ‘‘ yea” if the junior Senator from Colorado [Mv. 
Wo.LcoTT] had been present. I make that statement. 

Mr. WALSH. Idesire to announce that my colleague |Mr. 
GORDON] is paired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WiLson|. If my colleague were present he would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania |[Mr.CAMERON]. If theSenator from South Caro- 
lina were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS--39 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Allen, Faulkner, Kyle Ransom, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Hunton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Irby, Murphy, Walsh, 
Coke, Jarvis, Palmer, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
NAYS—34. 

Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Patton, Squire, 
Cullom, Hawley, Peffer, Stewart, 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Dixon, Hill, Platt, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING--12, 
Brice, Cameron, McPherson, Pugh, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Wilson, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask a conference with the House of Representatives 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and that the 
Chair appoint seven managers of the conference on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make my protest against asking 
for a committee of conference when there are no disagreeing 
votes. I know it has been the custom to call for such confer- 
ences, and at times the other House has agreed to them; but the 
bill was passed by the other House, and has now been amended 
and passed by the Senate, and no Senator can know at this mo- 
ment whether the other House may not agree to every amend- 
ment we have made. 

[ do not expect that my protest will be of avail, but I think it 
is a vicious practice, which ought not to be adopted on a bill of 
such great detail and of such great importance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some ten years ago this precise question was 
resented to the Senate. I did not, asthe Senator from Iowa 
1as done to-night, make my protest, but I raised the question 
of order. I was overruled by the Chair, when the then Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, was President pio tempore of the 
Senate, and being overruled, I appealed to the Senate. 

The Senate sustained the ruling of the Chair, and since that 
time it has been the uniform custom of the Senate. I adhere 
to the motion notwithstanding the protest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessce. 

The motion was azreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee, the Chair appoints as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. VeEs1', Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 
o'clock on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p. m., Tuesday, July 3, 1894) the Senate adjourned until Friday, 
July 6, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, July 5, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey 
E. B. BAGBY. uh 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 


BRAZILIAN CONGRATULATIONS ON NATIONAL ANNIVEI 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 
Rio, July 4 
To American Chamber oy R i resentatives, Washi gion, D.C. 

The Brazilian Chamber of Deputies congratulates the American Nationa 
Congress on this memorable and glorious day, expressing their fee] 3 of 
deep sympathy towards the great and patriotic people they represent nort} 
wards the democratic continent 


ISARY, 








ROSA E. SILVA, Speak 
THOMAS DELFINO, S i 
{Loud applause. | 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. EVERETT, for one week, on account of health. 

To Mr. BANKHEAD, indefinitely. 

To Mr. BUNN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
personal statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires to 
make a personal statement. The House will be in order. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in one of the morn- 
ing papers it is stated—— 

Mr. HOPKINSoOflIllinois. Mr.Speaker, | suggest whether th 
machinery operating these electric fans should not be stopped. 
We can not hear what the gentleman from Georgia says. 

The SPEAKER. The fans have been put in by order of the 
House. If it is found that they interfere with the tran-action of 
business, some action will have to be taken on that subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is the noise of the machinery a 
part of the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The House adopted a resolution directing 
the Architect to put electric fans in the Hall. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the gentleman from Illinois 
ought not tocomplain. I presume this is the ‘‘hum of indus 
try ” following the passage of the tariff bill in the Senate. 

Mr. REED. itis the only “industry” that is prosperous in 
this country. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Wecan not hear the remarks 
of the gentleman on account of the noise. 

Mr. TURNER ofGeorgia. I wish gentlemen would allow me to 
proceed. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I suggest that an order be issue 
to stop the movement of thes2 fans forthe present. Wec:n not 
hear anything that is goiny on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will suspend 
his remarks for a moment, 

{A pause, during which the electric fans were stopped. ]} , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia[Mr. TURNER 
rises to make a personal statement. The House will please be 
in order. ‘ 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in ene of the morn 
ing papers it is stated that I have recently made a speech in 
Georgia in which Iam reported to have said to my audience 
that ‘‘ the tariff bill as amended in the Senate is practically the 
same asthe Wilson bill ‘withsome immaterial changes,’” AsI 
value the good opinion of those who know me on this floor, I 
wish to say that I not only never made that statement, but I 
never entertained that opinion; and on the occasion mentioned, 
I stated just the opposite. [Applause.] 

RIGHT OM WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Lask unanimousconsent forthe 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. Before it is 
read, I-wish to say that it is a bill to grant right of way for a 
railroad through the Indian Territory. It has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is in the usual 
form, and contains all the ordinary limitations for the protec: 
tion of the Indians. I have compared it with twelve or tifteen 
bills of similar character. 

The bill (H.R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and 
Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was read. 

Thero being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for the 
third reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, a motion to recon: 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Cierk’s desk. 
The Clerik read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to con- 
tinue the employment of certain mechanics and laborers. 
Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of the Navy is hereby authorized to continue, until the 3ist day of July, 1894, 
the employment of mechanics and laborers paid from the appropriation 


“Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,’’ whose services are | 
required upon work inprogress; anda sufficient sum is hereby appropriated, | 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for this pur- 
pose, such sum to be immediately available: Provided, That the amount 
which may be expended by the Secretary of the Navy under the authority 
herein cenferred shall be deducted from the amount which may be appro- 
priated for ‘Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,” for the 
tiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a brief 
statement to the House in reference to this resolution. 
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When the joint resolution which I was instructed to present | 
to the House some ten or fifteen days ago was passed, it was con- | 


sidered broad enough to cover every Department of the Gov- 
ernment and every branch of the service in its entirety; in fact, 
it was but a duplicate of all resolutions for a similar purpose 
that have been passed by Congress during the last ten or fifteen 
ears. ; 

. But it seems that a question has arisen in the Navy Depart- 
ment as to the construction of the resolution itself, with refer- 
ence to the increase of the Navy; and we are informed that the 
Secretary of the Navy has thought otherwise, and has conse- 
quently ordered the discharge of several hundred workmen at 
the different navy-yards of the Government. I have offered 
the pending resolution after consultation with several gentle- 
men, and ask its passage. 

1 yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] if he de- 
sires to occupy the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to have the attention 
of the House for a few moments, and thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

But before I proceed, I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
if he has any communication from the Secretary of the Navy on 
this subject? 

Mr. SAYERS. The only communication which I have from 
the Secretary of the Navy I will send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT Washington, July 3, 1894. 


Srr: Llearned from Senator MCPHERSON this morning that the question 
of including in the thirty-day resolution the expenditures for carrying on 
the work of the new Navy was discussed in your committee yesterday, and 
that your committee thought the resolution broad enough to cover these 
expenditures. Idesire to inform you before issuing the order suspending 
the laborers and mechanics employed under “ Increase of the Navy, ’’ I con- 
sulted with the Attorney-General, and he concurred in the construction I 
putupon the resolution. To save all question in the case, I hope the House 
will pass a resolution covering these expenditures. I communicated with 
— Committee on Naval Affairs, because it has charge of naval appropria- 
tions. 

Respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have introduced this resolu- 
tion, having been informed that the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs was absent in New York and would probably 
not return before this evening. It is important that the reso- 
lution should pass to-day. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman from 
Texas before proceeding a question with reference to the reso- 
lution which was reported to the House by him which contin- 
ued the appropriations for the present fiscal year to the new 
fiscal year. He has already stated that it was similar in form 
and substance—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Almost word for word. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). To the resolutions 
that have been passed year by year for the same purpose? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman if it is 
also a that the matter was submitted tothe Treasury Depart- 
ment 

Mr. SAYERS 
ury. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Sent to the Treasury, and submit- 
ted to the proper officials, the chief of warrants and estimates 
and the Comptroller? 
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It was. The resolution was sent to the Treas- 
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Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And it was believed to be sufticient 
there to accomplish the purpose that it was designed to accom- 
plish? 
| Mr. SAYERS. It was. 
| I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that noone was more 
| surprised than myself at the construction put upon it by the 
| Navy Department. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I want to say—having had 
| the statement we have from the gentleman from Texas—that I 
| shall vote for the proposed resolution introduced by him. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House for just 
a moment—— 

Mr. LOUD. And the country. : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia says and the country, for a portion of it at least is inter- 
ested in a correct construction of the act, and especially those 
persons who have been dropped on account of thé alleged fail- 
ure of Congress to appropriate, and the public service is pre- 
sumably sutfering somewhat from a cessation of the labor in the 
construction of the new Navy by the discharge of mechanics and 
others—I say in this connection I want to call attention to the 
joint resolution itself, which I hold in my hand: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives — 


Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman from Lllinois refers now to the 
former resolution? 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Yes; the one passed a few days ago, 
and enacted— 


That all Seprepesettens for/the necessary operations of the Government, 
under existing laws are hereby continued and made available for a pe- 
riod of thirty days, and a sufficient amount is hereby appropriated, etc 

It will be seen that this specifies ‘all appropriations for the 
necessary Operations of the Government under existing laws.” 
The laws have been passed authorizing the construction of the 
new Navy, upon which these thousands of: workmen have been 





engaged and ought still to be engaged. 

| suppose it is a ‘‘ necessary operation of the Government” to 
continue that work. It has been always so held in similar ap- 
propriations. Now, then, it may be replied that an appropria- 
tion for the construction of the Navy is a continuing appropria- 
tion. Thatistrue. That is to say, while in terms it is an ap- 
propriation for, say, the fiscal year 1894 or 1895, as the case may 
be, yet if there is anything left of it at the close of 1894 it would 
continue over without further action of Congress until ex- 
pended. But that is true of the payof the Navy. That isacon- 
tinuing appropriation. I undertake to say, therefore, that under 
this construction of the law by the Secretary of the Navy, there 
is not an officer of the Navy that can receive pay for July under 
the joint resolution. 

Mr.COOMBS. Wili the gentleman give way for a moment? 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. [ will for a question. 

Mr.COOMBS. Isimply wish to make the statement to you 
that the Secretary of the Navy gave me —that is to say, that be- 
fore taking this step he had laid the resolution before the At- 
forney-General, and he concurred in his doubts as to whether the 
resolution as passed would meet the present requirements. 

It was undoubtedly, as the gentleman of course understands, 
the intention of the House and Congress to continue the work 
of construction at the different navy-yards, and nobody contem- 
plated or supposed for a moment thatit would not be covered by 
the resolution. The Secretary had some doubt on that point, 
however, and laid it before the Attorney-General, and on re- 
ceiving confirmation from him, he thought it would be a safer 
course to ask Congress to amend the resolution in this respect. 
I believe myself, as the gentleman does, that the former resolu- 
tion was sufficient. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Iam merely calling attention to 
the fact that if this law that we passed extending the appropri- 
ations is not sufficient to continue this work without the enact- 
ment of this resolution, then in many cases where the appropri- 
ations are construed to be continuing appropriations there is 
no authority in law to continue the publicservice. Youcan not 
pay an official of the Navy under this general act if the con- 
struction of the Secretary is correct; and if you are to disregard 
the construction of laws similar to this that have been enacted 
for twenty years at least, that you may meet a new-born doubt 
of a Secretary of the Navy, then you will find this trouble all 
along the line, and the gentleman's resolution is not broad 
enough. 

All I wanted to do was to call attention to the existing condi- 
tions. I will state again that it seems to me, in the light of 
constructions heretofore made for the last twenty years and 
upon reading this act itself, that there can be no well-grounded 
doubt to a sound constructionist but that the resolution is ample, 
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to cover the case. Yet these thousands of men have been dis- 
charged and the work has come to a standstill. 

Now,I want tosuggest that if there was one-tenth part as much 
liberality in construing this appropriation that we made by 
‘this general act extending the appropriations as there is in the 
liberalconstruction that has been given in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to important legislation, these thousands of men would 
not have been dropped from the rolls, and the delay of the work 
in the construction of the new Navy would not have taken place. 

Mr. REED. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have not controlof the time, but 
no doubt the gentleman from Texas will yield to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield, of course. I wish the gentleman 
from Illinois would please have that original resolution published 
in connection with his remarks. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry to seem to differ 
with my friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], be- 
cause his judgment and good sense are such that it makes a dif- 
ference with him rather bad for the person who differs. And 
yet I feel that he has omitted one consideration of ageneral and 
very penetrating nature. What is called the policy of an Ad- 
ministration is pretty sure to permeate in time through all the 
officials. Whatever the Administration desires in some way or 
other gets_possession of official minds, and therefore I think that 
these persons who have had these doubts which have resulted 
in the discharge of thousands of workingmen have really been 
penetrated with the policy of the Administration. 

Insensibly to them the feeling has got among them that every 
doubt should be resolved in favor of the policy of the Adminis- 
tration. Well, now, what more natural construction could be 
made than that men should be discharged and industries de- 
stroyed? All private industries have been stopped by the policy 
of the Administration. Why should not the public industries 
bestopped’ Workingmen have been thrown outof employment 
everywhere else; why not in the Government employ? I must 
say that I think those gentlemen who have construed the policy 
of the Administration have acted up to the spirit of it, and I 
am quite sure my friend from Lllinois [Mr. CANNON] would not 
think of blaming them for acting in a manner so entirely con- 
sistent with the whole principle of the party, the policy of which 
they very naturally represent. 

Mor my part | am very desirous of overturning that policy, and 
Iam very glad to begin right here and now, and to resolve all 
doubt in favor of the employment of men, hoping that the Ad- 
ministration may have received a sufficient lesson, so that they 
will nottake advantage of the doubts suggested by my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and stopsome otherindustry. And 
yet there is grave danger that they may. So that this resolu- 
tion, while it may restore to employment thousands of men, may 
enable the Administration to carry out this magnificent policy 
in other tields of ceasing effort. Itis a great spectacle when 
the Government of the United States adds to the army of the 
unemployed, already sufficient in this country! [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy, asking for the passage of the resolution, would seem 
to me to be a sufficient answer to the gentleman from Maine, and 
to show that there is no disposition on the part of the Adminis- 
tration tounnecessarily and improperly discharge workmen from 
the service of the Government. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While that is true, if my friend 
will allow me 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We all will vote forthe resolution 
the gentleman offers, because if the Executive should find a fly- 
speck on a resolution, and say that that created a doubt, if it 
stopped the wheels of the Government, however foolish that 
construction might be, I would come in and vote with my friend 
from Texas |Mr. SAYERS] to solemnly remove the fly-speck. 

Mr. REED. Why not putin a proviso that nothing in this 
resolution shall be construed to close any other public works? 
Perhaps that might curb the Administration in its policy. I 
suggest that to the gentleman from Texas, whom I know does 
not sympathize with the Administration in the destruction of 
industries. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for a vote on the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
gaa the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I call for the regular order. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ro. 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells 
Johnson; when the Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SOMERS, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committegs 
for reports. The Clerk will call the committees. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


| _Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported the bill H. R. 7639 as a substitute 
| for the bills H. R. 6058, 6682, 6853, and 7108, respectively, to 
amend the act entitled, ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritim 
Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 18s! 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House o 

the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The original bills will lie on the table. 

No further reports were submitted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour begins at fifteen minutes to 1 o'clock, 
and the call rests with the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
was under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of the postmas 
ters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher in Oklahoma Territory 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole HouS on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 


SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES OF POSTMASTERS AT GUTHRIE, 
OKLAHOMA CITY, AND KINGFISHER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. When this bill was last under considera- 
tion an amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] was pending, that the bill be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out, and upon that motion the committee was dividing. 
The Chair had appointed the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. HENDERSON] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] as tellers. These gentlemen will again take their 
places as tellers. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. . 

The committee divided; and tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 
122. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion made 
by the gentleman from North Oarolina, that the bill be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H.R. 7020, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
heret the bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILL&N] and the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 61, an- 
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swered ‘ present,” 1, not voting 156; as follows: 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Allen, 
Babeuck, 
Baker, Kans, 
Baker. N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Barwic 
Bell, Colo. 
Berry, 
Biagham, 
Blair, 

Boen, 
Bowers, Cal 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Caban 
Cannon, Cal 
Cannon, ILL. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crain, 
Crawford, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Baldwin, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Black, IL 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Caminetti, 
Cockrell, 
Coombs, 


Aldrich, 


Apsley, 
Avery, 
Bailey. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Beiden, 
Beltizhoover, 
Blana, 


Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower. N. C. 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Ganchers. 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Olarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Qulberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 


YEAS 


Curtis, Kans 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Davis, 
Dinsmore, 
Donovan, 
Doolittie, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Erdman, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 

Gear, 
Geary, 
Goldzier, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, fl. 
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Hopkins, Pa 
Hulick, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Loud, 
Lucas, 
Mal'ory, 
Marsh, 
McDannold, 
McGann, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken 
Money, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Ogden 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne 
Pence, 
Pickler, 
Pigott, 
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Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dockery, 
Fithian, 
Fyan, 
Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Hail, Minn. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 


ANSWERED ‘ 


Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Lane, 

Layvon, 
Lester, 
Lynch, 
Martin, Ind. 
McOreary, Ky. 
McCuliech, 
Mc Dearmon, 


McKaig, 
McMillin, 
Page, 


Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


‘PRESENT"'—1. 


McCleary, Minn 


NOT VOTING 


Dunphy, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 

Epes 

Everett, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 

tt, Mass 
Goodnight, 
Grout, 
( 


il it 


Hai es, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, 
Hendrix, 
Hicks 
Hines, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hull, 

kirt, 

Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 





So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. Grout. 
Mr. HatcuH with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. MorsF. 


lowa 


156. 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer. 
McCall, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 








Mercer, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neiil, 

Oates, 

©’ Neil, Mass. 
O' Nel Mo. 
Outhwaite, 


Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins, 

Phillips, 

Post, 

Price, 

Quigg. 

Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reilly, 

Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 





Mr. TURPIN with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. Curtis of New York. 


Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Grow. 


Powers, 
Reed, 
Richards, Ohio 


Richardson, Tenn. 


Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 
Shaw, 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A 
Strait, 
Swanson 
Sweet, 


Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tyler, 

U pdegraff, 


Van Voorhis, Ohio 


Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Mass. 


Robbins, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stone, Ky. 
Talbert, S.C. 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Turner, Ga. 
Williams, Ill. 
Wise, 
Woodard 


Robiason, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn 
Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

somers, 
org, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 


Williams, Miss, 


Witson, Wash. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 


eration. 
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Mr. BUNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELI 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. Lacry. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HopKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. SOMERS with Mr. MARVIN of New Y« 

Mr. ELLs of Kentucky with Mr. SCRAN"' 

Mr. Netiu of Arkansas with Mr. CHILD 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Tilinois 

Mr. HAINES with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. OATHS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CoopsEr of ‘Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachus 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota 


Mr. STRAUS with Mr. QuIGG. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. MADDOX with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. Srorer. 

Mr. LIviNGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. IkirRT with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. MCEYrTRiIck with Mr. Posv. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia with Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. PHruips. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have vote 
but as Iunderstand that aquorum has voted, and, being paired, 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, since votin 
remember that | am paired, and I prefer to answer ‘ present.’ 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, Il observe that I am still paired 
with my colleague, Mr. SrRAuS. Having voted inadvertently, 
I now withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above record 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
morning hour be now considered as closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. 4864) to redue 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for othe: 





purposes, with amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested, asked a conference on the disagreci 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on th 
part of the Senate Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. Vest, Mt 
JONES of Arkansas, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON. and Mr. Ar- 
DRICH. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 


TAXATION OF UNITED STATES 
Mr. HALL of Missouri, from th 


LEGAL-TENDER N 


* Committee on Banking and 


Currency, reported back, with amendments, the bi H. ih. 4 
to permit taxation of United States legal-tender not inde 
up the bill for immediate consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, under the 


privilege of the Committee on Banking and Currency, calls | 
this bill for consideration. 

The bill was read, as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc... That no Unite 
States legal-tender notes circulating as currency shall be exempt from taxa 
tion under the authority of any State or Territory: Provided. That any such 





taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that 
any such State or Territory shall tax other money within It r ictio 
shall not be deemed or held to 


Sec. 2. That the provisions of this art 
change existing laws f th 
Clations. 

Mr. JOHNSONof Ohio. [ call 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That can 
sent as a part of some gentleman's remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, can the auestion of 
consideration be raised upon this bill at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 


in respect o taxation of national banking asso 


for the reading of the report 


be read only by unanimous con 


Chen I raise the question of consid: 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Is not the bill in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. No; it has just been reported. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio raises the question of consideration on this 
bill, and the question is, Will the House proceed to consider the 
bill? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. TiALL of Missouri. I will state to the House the nature 
of this bill— 

Mr. BROSIUS. One moment. Mr. Speaker, is this bill to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. I do not understand 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, this bill authorizes the States 
and Territories to tax Federal obligations. I wish to make the 
parliamentary inquiry whether our rules do not require that 
such a bill should be considered in Cominittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not looked into the question. 
He will ask the gentleman whether there is any rule applicable 
to the point? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I make the point that this is not a 
question of Federal taxation. The proposition is simply to per- 
mit the States and Territories to tax, not national obligations, 
but Treasury notes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In response tothe pointof order of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I suggest that the discussion of the 
bill had already begun and it was too late to make the point of 
order. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I do not think so. 

Mr. COOMBS. The point had been raised before. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the rule covers 
this case. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania looked into 
the question? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ihave not examined it carefully; but it oc- 
curred to me that if an act imposing a tax by Federal authority 
would have to be considered in Committee of the Whole an act 
delegating that power of taxation to any other body should like- 
wise be considered in Committee of the Whole. This bill dele- 
gates the taxing power in this respect to States and Territories. 
I confess this is a new inquiry to me; and I do not feel sure on 
the point. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the rule). The Chair does 
not think that the rule requires the consideration of this bill in 
Committee of the Whole.. The Chair does not understand that 
the bill is one which within the meaning of the rule imposes a 
tax or charge upon the people. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, I am not clear that it does. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HALL] will proceed. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The question involved in this bill is 
not a question of the taxation of a national obligation within 
the general meaning ofthat term. As we understand, national 
obligations, such as the States are inhibited from taxing, are 
those which are in the nature of investments —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Public securities. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Public securities bearing interest, 
in which men make their investments, as they would in any other 
kind or class of property, for profit. 

In the law creating greenbacks or Treasury notes there was 
an express provision that they should not be subject to State or 
municipal taxation. In my view it was unnecessary that such 
an inhibition should have been inserted, for the reason that the 
States have no power totax the money issued by the Federal 
Government in the form of promises to pay unless with the ex- 
press consent of the National Government. But although that 
clause inhibiting the taxation of Treasury notes by States or mu- 
nicipalities was really unnecessary, it was inserted. The rea- 
son, however, which influenced the insertion has long since ceased 
to exist. 

When the act was passed creating the national banks and im- 
posing 10 per cent upon the State bank circulation, thereby abol- 
ishing State circulation, there was a feeling in Congress, as the 
debates of that time show, that the States would in consequence 
of the national legislation indulge a feeling of bitterness against 


the greenbacks, which would induce them to try to tax those notes | 


out of existence. Hence out of extraordinary caution, without 
any necessity for such action, a provision was adopted exempt- 
ing the greenbacks from taxation. 

Now, I make this statement, that the Treasury note is the 
only form of money circulating in the United States to-day that 
is not taxed by States and municipaliues. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I make an 
inguiry at this point? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Not at all. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iwould like to know whether the gentleman 
can refer me to a case in which the point just stated by him has 
been ruled. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri. It has been decided by every court 
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that has passed on the question, save the supreme court of Mis- 
sissippi, that the States and municipalities have the right totax 
national-bank notesand all other forms of money except Treas- 
ury notes. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, that information is very general. 
my friend cite a cise in which the question has been ruled? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I can not cite special cases while on 
this floor, but I will state that in all the States that tax monty 
it is the custom to tax national-bink notes and other forms of 
money. There is no question about the existence of the powef. 
But I do not know of any case in the Supreme Court of the 
United States where the question has been passed upon. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I justadd at this point thatl have been 
unable to find anybody, on inquiry, who is aware of the exist- 
ence of any case that he can point to as a ruling on this point? 

But now I wish to make another inquiry of the gentleman, if 
he will permit me, whether the Treasury notes under the Sher- 
man act are taxed by any State? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Most certainly, yes. The words 
‘* Treasury note ’ are used in this bill, let me say to the gentle- 
man, for the purpose of covering that point. Ihave just said a 
few moments ago that that is the only form of money that is 
not taxable; that is to say, the Treasury note. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Does the bill apply to Treasury notes—I 
mean issued under the act of 1890? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 
cover that point. 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, what I have already said in the 
beginning of my remarks, that this is the only form of money 
that is not taxable by States or municipalities; that if a man 
invests in national-bank notes, or in gold or silver, or any other 
form of property, such ir vestments are subject to assessment for 
State and municipal taxes. 

Now, I desire to say to gentlemen on the other side that this 
question did not assume in committee, and I do not think it will 
assume here, a partisan aspect. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman permit me a moment to call 
his attention to the reported bill? The whole question of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is solved by the report which re- 
fers to— 

All circulating notes of national banking associations and all*United States 
legal-tender notes, etc. 

So the whole case is covered by that. 

Mr. HOLMAN The first class was always subject to taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The question, Mr. Speaker, as I was 
st ting, has nothing of partisan politics about it. It is merely 
a business question. The sole question is whether the United 
States Government is to act the part of a partial parent and take 
4 and designate one particular class of property in the shape 
of money and say it is not to be subject to State or municipal 
taxation, but that all other property is to be. 

Now, what is the effect of it? While nominally there are 
three hundred and forty-six millions of greenbacks in exist- 
ence—or probably three hundred and thirty millions—nearly two 
hundred millions of that sum is held by the national banks as a 
reserve fund. Itis notincirculation.. It isdriven out of circu- 
lation. Instead of are form a part of the circulating me- 
dium of the country, it is hoarded, locked up, and driven out of 
circulation. “ 

It has been stated that these are national obligations, issued 


Can 


The bill is intended to 


_by the Government of the United States and under the consti- 


tutional authority of the Governthent, which Constitution in- 
hibits the States from impairing the obligations of the contract. 
I wish to state in response that there is no clause in the Con- 
stitution of the United States which inhibits the United States 
Government from impairing the obligation of its own contracts; 
but in that connection let me say, that I would never vote for 
such a measure, for we have a higher and a broader ground on 
which to base our action, and that is the good faith of the Na- 
tional Government. 

But many seem to have the idea in regard to this question 
that there is something in the Constitution that prevents the 
National Government from taxing to-day money or other obli- 
gations that it did not tax at another time. There is no such 
provision in the Constitution of the United States. That, how- 
ever, is not the question here, but simply whether the National 
Government shall permit the States to tax this form of money 
as they tax all other forms, or whether the Government of the 
United States is, as I said before, to act the part of a partial 
parent to permit certain privileges to be extended to one form of 
money that is not extended to all other forms. 

Now, what is the effect of the present condition? You can 
find the effect in every county, State, and municipal assessment 
made throughout the whole United States, and even the Supreme 
Court of the United States has examined the case, in 91 United 
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States Reports in the Leavenworth case, where we find this state 
of facts: A man with a little over $19,000 in currency in one of 
the banks the day before the assessor came made his check out 
for his $19,000, and asks that it be paid him in greenbacks. It 
is handed tohim,and he puts it in an envelope and makes aspe- 
cial deposit of the same. The assessor comes the next day and 
the holder of the $19,000 of greenbacks says, ‘‘I have no money 
that is subject to State or municipal taxation.” This is simply 
used as « cloak, a stalking horse, a shield, to cover the men who 
desire to make fraudulent returns of their property for assess- 
ment purposes; and the Government of the United States, by let- 
ting this law remain on the statute books, becomes particeps 
criminis to that proceeding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before asking the question, let me 
suggest that I am not prepared to say that [ antagonize the pur- 


oses of this bill. But the gentleman has made an illustration | 


in the case of a man having $19,000 in the bank, as I understand 
it, who comes to the bank, as he had the right do, and handed 
in his check for that money. He took his money in Treasury 
notes, put them in an envelope and made a special deposit of the 
amount, say on April 1, or whatever day it was, and when the 
assessor came he answered that he had $19,000 in greenbacks 
notsubject to taxation. Then, I suppose—the gentleman did not 
say, but I suppose—he did not keep the greenbacks for a year, 
but went on and reconverted them. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. He reconverted them the second day 
afterward. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And in that way escaped taxation 
fora whole year. YetI will ask my friend if it is not true that 
that is the fault of the law of the State of Kansas, if it took place 
in Kansas? In other words, the State of Kansas can tax that 
property on an average. Ifaman has it for 363 days in the year 
in the shape of credits, he can not avoid taxation, under a well- 
devised State law, by holding Treasury notes two days in the 
year. Does not the trouble come from the fact that the State 
has not properly legislated? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that the State law of Kansas is similar to the State laws of 


a great many of the States of this Union, and that this exemp- | 


tion clause relative to Treasury notes is used just to cloak such 
men as that from taxation. And Iwish the gentleman to under- 
stand that under a law proceeding that man was not liable for 
that tax on his $19,000, and would escape taxation on that in any 
law proceeding. Now, I take a further step and say that any 
cashier of a bank with $300,000 of deposits can take $5,000 of 
greenbacks andexempt every dollar of those deposits from tax- 
ation—not legally, but that he does it. 

Mr. HEARD. In the case just now put by my friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] was not the return of the taxpayer conclusive 
in that case? He made return that he had no money subject to 
taxation. Now, how could the State go to work and by making 
the average to which my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] al- 


ludes, or in any other way, tax him on the $19,000 which was by | 


law exempted from taxation? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the State law of Kansas had pro- 
vided that a manshould be taxed upon the average of his credits 
for the year, the whole three hundred and sixty-five days, then, 
if he owned greenbacks two days out of the three hundred and 
sixty-five, he would escape taxation on the $19,000 for two three- 
hundred-and-sixty-fifths of the year, and pay taxes for the bal- 
ance of the year. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I mustanswer the gentleman by say- 
ing that that is not the method of taxation in any of the States 
that I know anything about. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. My object in asking is to get in- 
formation, and not to antagonize the bill; because, so far as I 
know, I am not now prepared to say that I will vote against it, 
but I will ask the gentleman whether nine-tenths of the trouble 
does not come from the fact that people in the States have been 
content to talk about this, and still they have continued to allow 
men to make fraudulent or imperfect returns, which they were 
enabled to do under imperfect State legislation? And if I was 
criticising the bill I would ask: Do you not march up and say 
that you will subject the credit of the Government to taxation 
which, if itwas unfriendly, would mean destruction, for the pur- 
pose of relieving the various States that seek to tax the moneys 
and credits of their citizens,from fraud that they might protect 
themselves against by proper legislation? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I shall object to having a speech 
thrown into the middle of my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will withdraw what I have said 
if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. Let it go for what it is worth. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam asking the question in good 
faith, to get some light on this bill. I do not want to commit 
myself about this matter one way or the other. I am seeking 
in good faith for information. I had just as soon vote for this 
billas any other, if it ought to pass, and I am trying to find out. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, I want to conclude the few re- 
marks I have to make in the beginning of this discussion, by 
stating that the Supreme Court of the United States has passed 
upon‘a question similar to this, in passing upon the question of 

the right of a State to tax the shares of national banks. I have 

a decision here by the Supreme Court in Wallace, the opinion 
| delivered by Justice Miller, and I believed concurred in by 

an unanimous court. 
| I desire now to strike the kernel of this whole situation with 
| this sentence—notthatI get thisfrom the law book, butit strikes 
me as the general sense of the legal authorities on this ques- 
tion—that if money, or whatever a man puts his money into just 
| before the assessor comes around, is in the nature of an invest- 
ment, in the nature of anobligation of the Federal Government, 
| that can not be subject to State or municipal taxation, but where 

it performs more the function of money or currency than it does 
of obligation, then the State or municipality can have leave by 
| Congress to tax it—that, of course, being uniform. Here I read 
| from Judge Cooley in his work upon taxation, page 69 of the 
second edition of the work, in which he uses this language: 

Itis perfectly well settled, however, that an exemption granted from mo- 
tives of State policy merely, and where the State and the citizen do not 
meet on a basis of bargain and consideration, is to be deemed expressive 
only of the present will of the State on the subject; and the law granting 
it, like laws in general, is subject to modification or repeal in the legisla- 
lative discretion, and it is immaterial that while it continued in force par- 
ties have acted in reliance upon it. 

Now, agreat many cases are cited here by Judge Cooley: 

An exemption from taxation of the property of members of the National 
| Guard may be repealed even as to one who enlists while it is in force, and 
who is in service at the time of repeal. (People vs. Assessors of Brooklyn, 
81N. Y., 610.) 

A statute imposed a certain rate of taxation on insurance companies then 
in existence or thereafter to be chartered. Held thatthe rate may be in- 
creased as to the subsequently formed companies. 

And he cited a number of cases in that line. 

Now, I desire to make the point here that the question is not 
the impairment of the national obligations. No man las the 
| right to cloak or shield fraud undera national promise. These 
Treasury notes are now used by the trustcompanies of the United 
Stites, and are used by unscrupulous men of all kinds and 
classes to shield themselves from taxation by making a return 
similar to the Leavenworth man to whom 1 have referred. We 
can not afford to lay down such precedents. 

If there be any merit in the greenback system, or if there be 
demerit in it, that many on the other side and some upon this 
maintain, then let greenbacks stand upon their merits, and not 
| with special favors and privileges extended to them, but let 
them stand or fall by their merits, and pass this bill affecting 
} this $330,000,000 of Treasury notes that are driven out of circu- 
lation because the trust companies and national banks hold them 
in reserve because they know they can not be touched by State 
} Or municipal taxation. For this reason I am in favor of this 
measure. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 


{[Mr. BROSIUS withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. One moment. Does this come 
out of the time of the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, Yes; I yield it from my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield my con- 
sent to the argument made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BROsIUS] in opposition to this measure. I reserve, 
however, to myself the right to vote for, and possibly advocate, 
an amendment which would relieve the bill of what seems to me 
to be a most serious question—that is, whether the language of 
the provision as now worded does not have the effect of com- 
pelling the States to levy this tax. That question I reserve. 

In a State where money and credits can be taxed by law, I can 
well understand the objection of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to any measure that would discriminate for or against one 
a of money of thecountry. But in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent here, and I think it is the condi- 
tion of most of the Western and Middle States, there is a 
condition wholly different and one which I desire briefly to point 
out in the time allotted to me. 

In the constitution of the State of Ohio, in the second para- 
graph of the twelfth article, this provision is found: 


Law shall be passed taxing, by uniform rule, all moneys, credits, invest- 
ments in bonds, stocks of joint stock companies or otherwise, and also all 
real and personal property according to its true value in money. 


| 
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Now, that was the provision of the constitution of 1851, and 
from that day to this the effort has been made by the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio, and it has been substantially successful except as 
interfered with in this particular, to levy uniform rates of tax- 
ation on all 1 rty of the State according to its true value in 
money. Butu ! prohibition of the statute of the United 
States f i ig the taxation of what we call greenbacks, we 
have just this condition in that State: A hasin his pocket on 
tax #100, which happens to be in gold coin; B has in 
his ton the same day $100 in legal-tender United States 
notes—gveenbacks. The sums are each of equal value; they are 

they are money within the meaning of the consti- 
tutic f 1 tat And yet this provision of our constitution 


rop 


each money; 
n Ol the ppate. 


is inoperative and ineffectual and can not be carried into exe- 
cution because of that provision that denies to the State gov- 
ernment the right to tax the greenbacks in the pocket of Band 
puts the entire burden on the gold coin in the pocket of A. I 
can not bring myself to believe that there is any justness in 
that condition. 

The ‘‘fraud” that the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks 

of. or seems to have heard something of, is different from that 
involved in a failure to make a just tax returnordinarily. The 
scheme worked in Ohio, and I presume in other States as well, 
is this: Money on deposit in the bank is taxable under the law. 
On the day perhaps previous to the taxing day, which is thesec- 
ond Monday in April in our State, a person wishing to avoid 
taxation goes to a bank and by his check, on a previously agreed 
urrangement, draws out the amount to his credit in greenbacks 
and carries it away. He then makes oath that he has no money 
or credit taxable under the law. 
The day following that, he goes and re“stablishes his credit in 
iat bank by the deposit of the greenbacks. Sometimes it has 
been discovered that this process was going on, and [agree with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that such a fraud as that can 
be obviated by State legislation. It has been done by the judg- 
ment of the courts in Ohio. For two or three occasions these 
frauds were detected,a case made in court, and the court of 
lasi resort in Ohio held that it was a fraudulent evasion of the 
tuxing law, and compelled taxation to be assessed upon that 
money, not as greenbacks, but as a credit in the bank. 

Now, why should there be this inequality? The full illustra- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. HOPKINS], which he 
forcibly made to the gentleman from Pennsylvania[{Mr. BRostrvus], 
would be this: His reply, as I understood it, was that it was a 
question for State legislation to prevent discrimination. But 
suppose that we could pass a law in Congress that all bay horses 
in «ul the States of the Union should not be taxed, leaving it to 
the States to levy their taxation upon all other animals of that 
3s. That would be an exact illustration of this trouble. 

It will not do to say that State legislation may prescribe what 
property shall be taxed. That is not any answer. The diffi- 
cully which we complain of is that United States legislation un- 
dertukes to say that certain property shall not be taxed. Now, 
it is entirely competent for the State Legislature to say that no 
tax shall be levied upon money and credits, provided the con- 
stitution of the State did not compel it thereto, but it is not 
competent for a State Legislature, under such a provision as I 
have here, to levy taxes upon one species of money and not upon 
another. And so if it would be unfair and unjust in the State 
Legislature, it is equally unjust and inequitable that the United 
States statutes shall work out the same result as though the 
State Legislature had attempted to say taat a horse of one color 
should be taxed, and that a horse of another color should not be 
taxed. 

In these days, Mr. Speaker, when we are looking about usin our 
State governments for sources of revenue other than the farms 
and the houses and the personal property of the people, it is 
high time that the General Governmentshould relieve the State 
governments from this inhibition. The art of statesmanship at 
home in the States to-day is directed to securing immunity for 
the farms and tangible and immovable property from the burden 
of taxation which is already unendurable in many of the States 
of the Union. Soif this equalization can be perfected by the 
simple repeal of this provision of our national legislation, I am 
in favor of the passage or this bill. 

i desire to point out where I was deficient for the moment in 
ing the objection which I make to the form of the bill. I 
fear that the fair construction of this measure in the form in 
which it is now reported will be to compel State Legislatures to 
tax the greenbacks in circulation. This is the language as it 
appears as amended by the report of the committee: 

10 United States legal-tender notes circulating as currency shall be 
from taxation under the authority of any State or Territory. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In States where money is taxed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But that seems to be a mandatory pro- 
which ought to be changed so as simply to make it 
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within the power of a State, and not a duty imposed upon a 
State. ; 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think there will be a substantial 


agreement to the effect that the original text of the bill shal] 
stand, and if the gentleman willread the textof the bill as origi- 


nally introduced, he will find that it leavesit to the discretion of 
the State to tax all circulating notes of national banks and other 
obligations of the Government circulating as money. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that would do it, but my colleague 
from Ohio [{Mr. STRONG] will at the proper time offer an amend- 
ment which will perhaps be more satisfactory to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of my remarks 
I omitted to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks, to 
incorporate into my remarks some decisions the notes of which 
I have, but which | did not take time to read, and also a stat 
ment which has been compiled with a great deal of care and r 
search, containing in very brief form a table of the form of tax- 
ation, the mode of taxation, and the property taxed in each of 
the States of the Union. It occurred to me that it would be a 
matter of very considerable information to all the members ot! 
the House, and if I have unanimous consent I will insert it in 
my remarks. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. CoOoPER| is recognized. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] is a member of the committee, and he will take the 
floor in his own right. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ana reserve his time? 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I reserve my time. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the proposition involved in this leg- 
islation, when we come to understand it, is plain and distinct. 
It is not, as suggested, for the purpose of compelling States to 
levy a tax upon greenbacks. It is for the purposeof permitting 
States to assess a tax upon greenbacks if they think proper to 
do so. Now, the right and equity of it lies in this: Greenbacks 
are a legal tender in the paymentof debts. That is all gold and 
silver can do in the discharge of debts. Now, if a greenback 
answers the purpose as a discharge of debts and is a legal tender, 
and gold and silver are taxed by the States without complaint, 
what is the reason why greenbacks should not be taxed by the 
same process, if the States shall desire to do so? 
Now, that is the principle involved. The Supreme Court of 
the United States decided that the greenback was a legal tender 
for the paymentof debts; and that isallthat goldcan do. What 
reason is there why a man who holds greenbacks in his pocket 
shall be exempt from taxation, and the man who holds gold and 
silyer in his pocket shall be subjected to State taxation? Can 
any man give a good reason for that? That isall there is init. 
I see my friend over there, who serves on the committee with 
me, shake his head; because there is no answer to the proposi- 


The gentleman from Indiana 


Does the gentleman from Indi- 


tion at all. 

Now, when you come to the argument, the fact that green- 
backs are redeemable in gold is a question that does not affect 
this matter atall. Letus try it with a practical question, for 
my judgment is always running to something practical. Say 
my friend from Indiana|Mr. JOHNSON], who is sitting before 
me, has a thousand dollars in gold, and my friend from Texas 
[Mr. COCKRELL] has a thousand’ dollars in silver or in the 
bank, for that is not material, and I have a thousand dollars in 
greenbacks. I can get the gold of my friend from Indiana with 
the greenbacks, and I can get the silver of my friend from 
Texas with the greenbacks. 

Now, the tax assessor of the State taxes you upon your silver, 
and you pay it; and the tax assessor taxes my friend from In- 
diana upon his gold, and he pays it; but when the tax assessor 
comes to me I say, ‘‘My money is exempt from State taxation.” 
Now, can any member of the House say that is right? I do not 
care anything about theorists working out things; but the very 
moment it was settled that the greenback was a legal tender in 
the payment of debts, that very moment, so far as its legal- 
tender quality was concerned, it putit on the same basis as gold 
and silver; and the only thing I can see about the matter is that 
if I was inclined—which I am not—I think the tax on the green- 
back, if anything, ought to be more than on the gold and silver; 
but I am willing to treat it exactly the same way. 

Now, one further remark. Some gentlemen have got it in 
their minds that Congress was going to compel the States toas- 
sessa tax. I do not think any man will bother himself about 
Congress compelling the States to tax anything. Why is there 
now a tax on gold and why is there a tax onsilver? The policy 
of the law is that a man who has gold or silver, which is a cir- 
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culating medium for the purpose of trade and of commerce, shall 


not be allowed to lock it up in his pocket or shut it up and 
thereby deprive commerce of the means of exchange. When 
you come to the greenback, it isa legal reserve in your banks. 
It is the equivalent of gold; it is carried as gold; and yet you 


say that the States may tax gold and tax silver, but must ex- | 


empt the greenbacks. : 
,ow, then, I can see very readily how that will lead to fraud; 


and just allow me to say right here that there was a provision | 
in the original bill that subjected national-bank notes to taxa- | 


tion. That was taken out for the simplest of reasons. There | 
is but one State in the Union that holds that they are not sub- 
ect to taxation. That is the State of Mississippi. Now, you 


come to the question of detail, and it is astonishing to me that 
there should be any question about it. A man who has $1,0v0, 
or $100,000, or $200,000 of greenbacks to-day, or the day the tax 
assessor comes around in his State, can say to the tax collector, 

‘‘My money is exempt;” but the man who has$100,000 or $200,000 
in silver, or the man who has the same amount in gold, has to 
pay the State tax on it. 

Now, what kind of a discrimination is that? It does seem to 
me that the simple statement of the proposition carries convic- 
tion in the matter. Admit that greenbacks were nothing more 
than the promise of the Government to pay money. Ifitstopped 
there, and in order to increase their circulation and maintain 
them it was necessary to exempt them from taxation just like 
United States bonds, there would be some argument; butthe very 
moment you say they are a legal tender in the payment of debts, 
why greenbaecks are money. Whenever a thing pays debt it is 
money. It may circulate as currency and not be money, but 
when it is a legal tender it is money. 

Now, one more word and [I am done, for I donot think that 
this is a question on which we should spend much time. It is 
said that these greenbacks circulate all over the United States, 
and my friend from Pennsylvania |Mr. BRosius] is always ex- 
ceedingly nice, courteous, and affable and all that sort of thing. 
Well, my friend, does not gold and silver also circulate all over 
the United States? Is not that subject to taxation? And I can 
not see for my life how any man ean vote to protect a hundred 
thousand dollars in the poekets.of onc man in greenbacks, while 
he tuxes another hundred thousand dollars in another form of 
legal tender money, of no more legal efficacy, letting the one 
go free and compelling the other to be taxed. 

Mr. WISE. I understand the gentleman to say that the eb- 
tect of this bill is to give the States the right to tax United 
States legal-tender notes just as they have the right now to tax 
gold and silver. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. That is it. 

Mr. WISE. Now, instead of doing that, your bill simply for- 
bids the State from exempting United States legal-tender notes 
from taxation. I agree with you that they ought to be subject 
to taxation as gold and silver are, but your bill does not accom- 
plish the object you have in view. It provides that no United 
States legal-tender note shall be exempt from taxation under 
the authority of any State. Now, I leave it to any lawyer in 
this House to say if that is not simply a prohibition upon the 
States from exempting these notes from taxation. That is all 
it is, and I advise the gentleman, if he wishes to accomplish 
the object he has in view, to change the language of his bill. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, when the phraseology of a bill is the 
only point in question, I am not much troubled aboutit. You 
have a law which puts a 10 per cent tax upon State bank issues, 
which provides that the State banks shall pay a tax of 10 per 
cent upon theirissues. Now,if yourepeal that law and say that 
State bank issues shall be exempt from that tax, you have ac- 
complished your object. So with this law, if you say that these 
greenbacks shall not be exempt from State taxation, you leave 
it discretionary with the State. The phraseology of the bill is 
& matter that I do not care to spend many moments upon. Iam 
willing to yield to the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. WISE. The bill, it appears, stood originally as the gen- 
tleraan says it ought to be, but he has changed it, and made it 
so that it simply prohibits the States from exempting these 
notes from taxation. 

Mr.COX. The gentleman’s idea, then, is that the bill goes too 
far and makes it imperative on the States to assess this tax? 

Mr. WISE. Not exactly that. It simply says that they shall 
not exempt these notes from taxation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What the gentleman from Tennessee 
wants to do is to authorize the States to levy this tax if they see 
proper. 

_Mr. COX. Thatisall. What I want is that if the States de- 
sire to assess this tax they shall have liberty to do so without 
restraint from Congress. That is all I desire. I now ask this 
House to say whether it is proper and just that a man who has 
one kind of money shall pay a tax upon it, while another man 








who has another kind of money equally legal tender ult not 
pay a tax upon it? The proposition seems too plain quire 
further discussion. How much time have | remainin Mr 
Speaker? 

lhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). ‘The ! 
has forty minutes remaining. 

Mr. COX. Lyield that to the gentleman mm | 
CooPER]. 

Mr: COOPER of Indiana. [I reserve it, Mr. S) 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the question 
volved in the pending measure is one of much more importance 
than itappears to be upon a casual examination. I v t to 
it decided upon the high ground upon which it ought to 
determined, and with this motive in view f may fi: 
sary torefer during the course of my remarks to some « 
principles relating to constitutional law. lt may be that 
first instance these principles may not seem to be applic 
[ am confident that their pertinency will appear as | progres 

The Federal Government is, of course, Mr. Speaker, a 
ernment of delegated and limited powers. Its authority is to 


be sought for and found in the Constitution; such powers a 
there conferred upon it and none others it may exercise. ‘{! 
powers, as is well known, are divided into expressed and ira- 
plied; theexpressed powers being suchas are specifically enume 
ated and conferred by the very language of the Constitution, and 
the implied powers being such as are not specifically enum: 
ated, but which flow from and are incident to the ex; 
powers and are necessary in order to carry them into effect 

It was, of course, not necessary that there should have been 


any allusion in the organic law to implied powers, since from 
the very nature of things they would have existed without such 


allusion; but it is nevertheless true that the Constitution in so 
many words provides that Congress shall have power to pass al! 
laws which may be proper and necessary in order to carry the 
expressed powers intoexecution. While the Federal Government 
is thus circumscribed and limited in its authority, if is never 
theless a well-established principle of constitutional law 
within its proper sphere it is absolute, sovereign, and suprem 

[t is also another well-recognized principle that wherever the 
General Government has the constitutional power to do an act 
all the agencies and instrumentalities of which it makes 
in order to perform this act are entirely beyond the contr 
the States which compose the Federal Union. No State has the 
right to impede, hinder, or in anywise obstruct any of these 
agencies. If any State were permitted to do so, the prero 
ative of the General Government would be encroached upon, 
its independence would be impaired, and its sovereignty, aye 
its very existence, would be imperiled. 

It would exist and exert its authority, not of itso 
and of its own inherent strength, but merely by the suffer 
of the States, to whose whims and caprices it would be invari- 
ably subjected. Indeed, sir, the exemption from State inter- 
ference of the agencies whereby the Federal Government e 
cutes its constitutional authority, is as essential to the nati 
life as are the powers which are expressly conferred upon it by 
the very language of the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, this principle is not a novel one in the histo 
of the country. It is as old as the Constitution itself. ith 
been several times decided by the highest judicial tribun 
of the land. In 1819 the State of Maryland undertook to tax 
the notes issued by one of the branch banks of the Bank of th 
United States, which had been previously established 
gress; and the courts of that State, including the court of hi 
est resort, held that the State possessed this power. 

Butthe question was appealed to the Supreme Court of 
United States. It was there argued with great learning and 
ability by Mr. Webster, Mr. Pinckney,and Mr. Wirt; and tho 
opinion of the court in the case, the celebrated case of McCul- 
loch against the State of Maryland and others, reported in 4th 
Wheaton, was rendered by the Chief Justice, John Marshall. 
The opinion, sir, is luminous in thought and convincing in 
logic. The distinguished jurist, after a full consideration of the 
question, held that the decision of the lower court: was errone 
ous, and that the notes of the branch bank of the United States, 
being the agencies of the Federal Government for the purpose 
of carrying into execution its constitutional power, were beyond 
the taxing power of the State of Maryland, and the decision of 
the supreme court of the State was reversed. 

In the course of a few more years, in the year 1829, the ques- 
tion again came before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
In this instance the city council of Charleston, S. C., assuming 
to act under and by virtue of authority conferred uponit by the 
Legislature of that State, sought to impose a tax upon the 
stock of the United States, issued as security for money loaned 
to the General Government. In this instance, as in the case 
originating in the State of Maryland, the various State courts, 
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including the supreme court of South Carolina, held that the 
common council possessed the authority to impose this tax. 

The case was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. It was carefully considered by this high tribunal, and 
in the celebrated case of Weston and others against the city 
council of Charleston, which will be found reported in 2d Peters, 
the Supreme Court again held, Chief Justice Marshall once 
more voicing the views of the tribunal. that the State possessed 
no right to tax this stock of the United States or in anywise to 
impede the agencies or instrumentalities through which the 
General Government sought to carry out any of the powers 
conferred upon it by the organic law. 

In 1861-62, Mr. Speaker, when the greenback was issued, 
Congress passed a statute expressly providing that all bonds, 
securities, and obligations of the General Government should be 
exempt from taxation at the hands of the States. This statute, 
sir, was not at all necessary. The agencies of the General Gov- 
ernment were already exempt from State taxation under this 
principle of constitutional law to which I have referred. The 
exemption existed anterior to this statute. The adjudications 
'T have spoken of establish this proposition. This statute so 
enacied by Congress was simply a declaratory statute. It was 
nothing more than a declaration of this constitutional exemp- 
tion as it then existed. 

Butin the case of the Bank against the Supervisors, which 
was appealed, I believe, from the courts of the State of New 
York, and which is to be found on page 26 of 7th Wallace, 
the effect of this statute as applied to the greenback was 
the question directly involved. o this case, the opinion be- 
ing pronounced by Chief Justice Chase, the Supreme Court of 
the United States held that the Treasury notes of the United 
States were not subject to taxation by any State of the Union; 
and put the decision on the same ground upon which the pre- 
vious decisions had been put, that these notes being an instru- 
mentality employed by the General Government to carry into 
effect its constitutional powers, no State had the right to tax 
or otherwise impede or weigh them down. 

No one can logically contend, sir, that the greenback is not 
an instrumentality employed by the Government in the execu- 
tion of its constitutional powers. The declaring of war and the 
raising of an army and navy are among the very powers enumer- 
ated and conferred in the Constitution. The Government exer- 
cised those powersfrom 1861 to 1865. The greenback was one of 
the most direct and powerful agencies employed by it for their ex- 
ecution. It was issued by the United States, made in part a 
legal tender for debts, and with it the Government obtained, 
among other things, the services of men to suppress the rebel- 
lion, and food, clothing and munitions of war for their support. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a singular confusion of 
thought upon the partof gentlemen on both sides of this Cham- 
ber with respect to this question of taxation of money. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], and possibly the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] have each suggested that inasmuch as gold 
and silver and national-bank notes are a proper subject of taxa- 
tion, therefore the greenback ought to be placed in the same 
category. 

But these gentlemen who, when they carefully examine a 
question, are always likely to arrive at a correct conclusion, 
have evidently not studied this question profoundly nor exer- 
cised their usually sound judgment uponit. The distinction be- 
tween the greenback upon the one band and gold and silver and 
national-bank notes upon the other hind, is apparent to any man 
who will stop a moment and inquire into the matter. The Con- 
stitution of the United States provides that Congress may ‘‘ coin 
money, regulate the value thereof and of foreign coin;” and un- 
der that constitutional provision the laws of the United States 
have established a mint; and the people of this country who 
own bullion, either gold or silver, have been permitted to bring 
this bullion to the mint and have it coined into money free of 
charge. 

But when this money is coined, it belongs to the people who 
brought the bullion there, as much as their houses or their 
lands belong to them. It does not belong to the Government. 
The Government can only obtain coin by collecting it through 
the channels of taxation, or by issuing bonds and selling them 
for it, and thus putting it into the Treasury. Gold and silver 
eoin is notan obligation of the Government. It ismoney—money 
of ultimate redemption. But the greenback is entirely different. 
Itis the promise or obligation of the Government to pay money. 
It is nothing more than a security of the Government. Itis in 
the nature of aforced loan. It belongs to and is issued by the Gov- 
ernment. It is not money—not the money of ultimate redemp- 
tion. It is more closely allied in its nature to the bonds of the 
Governmentthan it istocoin. It is aninstrumentality through 
which the Government pledges its credit. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me—~ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I have in my possession a ten-dollar 
gold piece issued by the United States Government, and also a 
ten-dollar greenback issued by the United States Government 
is there any process by which the Government can get posses- 
sion of the greenback other than a process by which it might 
get possession of the ten-dollar gold piece? In other words, is 
not the greenback in my pocket my property absolutely, just 
as much as the ten-dollar gold piece; and may I not hold it against 
every demand of the Government for its surrender? 

_Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Suppose that is true; the dis- 
tinction I am attempting to point out nevertheless exists. The 
one is property, a means of redemption; the other is nothing 
more nor less than a promise to pay, a security of the Govern- 
ment, a pledge of the credit of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But one is money as well as the other. 
The gold is money. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, they are each “money” in 
the common and popular acceptation of the term, I admit. But 
under the constitutional principle I am seeking toapply there is, 
as you will observe,a broad and clear distinction between them. 

Money, whether it be gold or silver, may be taxed by the 
States, without interfering with the obligations of the General 
Government. But the greenback, which, while it answers the 
purpose of money, jis nevertheless but a governmental promise 
and a governmental agency for carrying out constitutional pow- 
ers, can not be taxed by the State without sacrificing one of the 
attributes of sovereignty which resides in the Government. 
And so with reference to this question of taxation by the States 
there is also a broad distinction between the greenback and the 
national-bank note. The national-bank note is primarily the 
obligation of the banking association which issuesit. The bank 
itself is looked to in the first instance toredeem it. Itis its law- 
ful duty to do so. The bonds, which are deposited with the 
General Government to secure the national-bank bill, belon 
to the bank in the first instance, and it draws and receive 
the interest which is paid upon them. 

It is true the General Government is secondarily and indi- 
rectly liable for the payment of the bills Itis true that it may 
sell the bank’s bonds and reimburse itself if it is compelled to 
discharge this secondary liability. But the fact nevertheless 
remains that the national bank bill is only indirectly and re- 
motely an obligation of the Government, whereas the greenback 
is issued directly by the Government, is its immediate obliga- 
tion and one for-the redemption of which, in the first instance, 
itis morally and legally bound. And so, Mr. Speaker, there 
is perfect propriety in the various courts of the Union, in- 
cluding the supreme court of the State of Indiana, decidin 
that by reason of the distinction I have stated, the national-ban 
bill is a proper and legal subject for taxation by the State and 
that the greenback is not. 

Mr. Speaker, this Government of ours is a Government of 
ehecksand balances. It is divided into three great departments, 
each invested with its own peculiar functions which neither of 
the other departments has the right to assume, The National 
Government too possesses certain powers and the States possess 
certain other powers. Each sovereignty is invested with author- 
ity tothe exclusion of the other. No good can evercome, sir, from 
undertaking to confuse the lines of demarcation which exist be- 
tweenthem. Indeed, much harm may result from such a course. 
Each department should at all times resent and resist all agres- 
sions on the part of any other department on its own peculiar 
domain. 

It is only by preserving and perpetuating in practice and in 
actual operation the line of demarcation existing in the Con- 
stitution between the various Departments of the General 
Government, and between the Federal Government and the 
States, by seeing to it that the lines are not broken down or 
confused, that we can hope to continue the existence of our 
dual system of government. This system of divided powers is 
the very basis upon which the Government itself is founded; 
and while it is the absolute duty of the States to repel any in- 
fringement upon their reserved rights at the hands of the Gen- 
eral Goverment, at the same time it is the right and the duty 
of the General Government to repel any aggressions upon its 
sovereignty on the part of the States. 

Not only this, but there should be no voluntary surrender by 
either party to the other of these attributes of noseringeny with 
which the Constitution has invested it, and I am not only op- 


posed to yielding to the States on their demand—on their tm- 
erative demand—the right to tax the agencies with which the 
ederal Government discharges tits plain constitutional powers, 
but Iam unalterably opposed to yielding these attributes as a 
matter of favor to the States, even though assured that they 
may be recovered should occasion require. 
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i am uncompromisingly opposed, sir, toleasing out the Federal 
sovereignty, either at will orfora term of years. It ismuch easier 
to cede away aright such as this, than it is to resume it when 
desired. It becomes very easy for a thing which has been 
granted as a matter of favor in the course of time to be claimed 
and insisted upon as a matter of right. The doctrine of pre- 
scription is too often wrongfully invoked for the acquisition of 
power. . 

Mr. Speaker, there may come a time, there may come an 
emergency in the history of this Government when the power 
of revocation can not be exercised because a majority in Con- 
gress may be inimical to the preservation of the Federal au- 
thority. limagine thata Federal attribute ceded to the States by 
the action of the General Government prior to 1860 would not 
have been promptly resumed by the kind of a Congress which 
assembled under the Dome of this Capitol in those dark days 
which immediately preceded the commencement of the great 
war of the rebellion. 

In correlation, sir, to this proposition that the instrumentali- 
tiesand agencies of the General Government which carry intoex- 
ecution its constitutional powers are exempt from the taxation 
of the State, stands the other proposition, which is equally 
proper and just, and that is that wherever the Constitution has 
reserved to any State the exclusive right to deal with a partic- 
ular subject, the agencies the State makes use of to carry out 
that reserved power are exempted from taxation or interfer- 
ence at the hands of the General Government, and I would 
stand here for that proposition. 

Mr. DANIELS. If the gentleman will allow me, let me ask 
him this question, whether Congress has not provided already 
that the States may tax shares in national banks, which they 
could not do without such legislation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. On that point, I will state to the 
gentleman, [am not prepared tospeak, but the matter is entirely 
different. The principle is not at all identical. AsI have pre- 
viously attempted to show, taxation of the greenback is one 
thing and taxation of the national banks quite another thing. 
Thecourts have drawn this distinction. Butif theGovernment's 
consent is necessary to State taxation of national-bank shares, 
and has been given, as the gentleman states, such action of 
Oongress would not control me in the matter now in hand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to disturb the gentle- 
man-— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman will not disturb 
me at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the gentleman from In- 
diana to say that, without any prohibition upon the part of Con- 
gress of the taxation of these securitiés or this money, it would 
be unlawful for the State to tax them; that there is something 
back of the mere legislation of Congress that gives to the green- 
back an immunity from taxation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do say so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, is not that exactly in the teeth of 
the hoiding of the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think it is not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
read a few words on the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman, al- 
though my time is running. I ask the gentleman to be very 
brief. Can not the gentleman make his point without reading 
the decision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make the point, and, with the gen- 
tleman's permission, i will quote the extract in what I have to 
say. The court there held that it was perfectly competent for 
Congress to prohibit the taxation of greenbacks, and that it was 
perfectly competent for Congress to permit the taxation of green- 
backs. Therefore, they say: 

There is but a single question: Did they prohibit? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Why, Mr. Speaker, that decision 
is not at all conclusive of the point on which the gentleman 
cites it. He refers to the case in 7th Wallace. In the case of 
McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, and subsequently in the 
case of Weston and others against the council of Charleston, 
S. C., the direct point was made and decided, independent 
of any existing statute, for there was none in those days, that 
there is no power in the States to tax the instrumentalities of 
the General Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the statute was passed after that— 
the first greenback statute. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


Suppose it was. It was simply 


declaratory of a principle of constitutional law clearly enun- 
ciated and settled in these decisions of the Supreme Court thirty 
or forty years before—a principle really requiring no statutory 
authority for its existence. 
question sometime ago 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


I have discussed this phase of the 


But the Supreme Court said it was not. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Not at all. The mere fact that 
Congress saw fit to prohibit the taxation is no evidence that 
this power would have existed in the States in the absence of 
the prohibition. It is frequently the case that Legislatures 
enact statutes declaratory a constitutional principles. 

Doubtless it was for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
States to the constitutional principle, and allowing them to see 
it in the form of a statute, instead of requiring them to go back 
and search for the decisions of the Supreme Court, which had on 
two oceasions denied the power of taxation in the States, that 
this statute was passed. 

Mr. CANNON of California. 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. CANNON of California. In case the Congress should 
pass an act of this kind, do you claim it would not be constitu- 
tional? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh,I have not said that, Mr. 
Speaker; but now that the gentleman has mentioned it, I will 
say that I have very grave doubts as to whether or not Con- 
gress possesses the power to cede away these attributes of sov- 
ereignty which are vested in the General Government by the 
Constitution. ButI am not taking that position now. It is not 
at all essential to the argument [am making. I am arguing it 
upon the question of high propriety and of expediency. 

Now, as [ was saying when I was interrupted, Congress has 
no right to tax or impede the machinery employed by a State 
to execute those powers which are expressly and exclusively 
reserved to it by the Constitution. There is not a gentleman 
on this floor who would advocate for one minute the proposition 
that a State of this Union should waive this constitutional prin- 
ciple and allow the General Government to invade its preroga- 
tive and impose a tax upon or otherwise impede the agencies it 
makesuse of. And yet gentlemen, with singular inconsistency, 
stand here and demand of the General Government more than 
they would concede to it from the State. 

What State to-day would be willing to bestow, at the solic- 
itation of the General Government, even with the power of re- 
vocation at its pleasure, the right to tax the agencies it makes 
use of in carrying out its powers exclusively reserved to it by 
the federal Constitution? 

More than this, the States are always jealous in maintaining 
their constitutional rights. They never lack defenders on this 
floor. What State in this Union would be willing to waive its 
constitutional powers, its inherent rights,and permit another 
State to step over its borderand control its internal legislation? 

And, Mr. Speaker, where is this kind of legislation to lead to, 
if we establish a precedent by the passage of this bill? If you 
can ask and obtain the consent of Congress to tax this particular 
agency of the Federal Government, to hinder and impede the 
exercise of this attribute of its sovereignty, how long will it be 
until gentlemen will come upon this floordemanding stil! further 
cessions, and citing this piece of legislation for a precedent? 
How long will it be before there will be a clamor that the mints, 
properties, custom-house papers, and processes of the courts of 
the United States may be taxed by the States? 

Mr. Speaker, it is well enough, especially for gentlemen on 
thisside of the Chamber, to stop and pause, to think before they 
set a precedent which may result in this species of legislation 
by Congress in the future. The opening wedge once entered it 
is easy tosplit thelog. Let us prevent the opening wedge from 
being inserted in this particular instance. Let us not be cajoled 
into the abandonment, even for a time, of Federal rights which 
are ofalmost inestimable value. It is no argument tome, sir, to 
say that this exemption of the greenbackfrom State taxationis 
used as a cloak whereby wicked and designing citizens of the 
States defraud the States in the collection of their taxes. 

Why, sir, if the mere fact that governmental powers are used 
by dishonest men for improper purposes be a reason for surren- 
dering those powers or ceding them away, you will soon emas- 
culate the General Government and leave it stripped of every 
attribute of sovereignty; for I know of no particular power which 
can not be made the subject of abuse by bad and unscrupulous 
men. 

Now. sir, what is the excuse for this kind of legislation? 
What is the ostensible reason for its introduction? Why, itis 
sought to be justified upon two grounds, first, that the nontaxa- 
bility of the greenback admits of the lawful withholding of that 
much property from taxation from the authorities of the State; 
second, that the exemption of the greenback from taxation is 
used by dishonest men for the purpose of perpetrating frauds 
upon the tax collectors of the different States of the Union. 
Now, sir, let us examine these two objections briefly, and see 
how much there is in them. First, as to the charge of legii- 
4 mate exemption. Mr. Speaker, the extent to which greenbacks 
can be honestly used as a means of exemption from State taxa- 





I should like to ask one ques- 
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ation is exccedingly limited. There has beon great exaggera- 
tion as to this phase of the subject. When the time comes for 





the citizens of the State to hand in their statements of prop- 
erty for ta ion a large proportion of the greenbacks in exist- 
enco is doubtless in the Treasury of the United States. 

1 am not able to give the statistics or to statethe exact amount. 
Not only th At such times thousands of citizens, scattered 
all over this country, North and South, East and West, have 
these greenbacks Which are exempt from taxation, bills of dif- 
forent denominations, in their pockets. The amount is small 
in « 1 individual case, but in the aggregate it reaches a vast 

im, and it isa fact which can not be denied that these citizens 
in returning their property for taxation never think about 
claiming these greenbacks as exempt from taxation. Why,sir, 


instead of $346,000,000, the total amount of greenbacks in exist- 
ence, being legally exempted each year from State taxation, the 
sum so exempted falls far below this. It probably does not 
amount to half of this sum. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, we are told that the greenback is used 
in one State for legitimate exemption from taxation and then 
immediately transferred toanother State, where citizens return 
property for taxation a little later, and that they are again used 
for exemption there, and thus perform a kind of double duty. 
But, sir, it isa much easier thing to charge this than to prove it. 
Assertion is one thing, evidence is quite another. Theextent of 
this practice, in my opinion, has been grossly exaggerated. 
While I have heard the charge, I have never yet heard of a 
well-authenticated case of this kind. 

But suppose all of this is true. Here you have a grievance, 
temporary in its character, one which at most can last butfora 
few years, and what, sir, is a few years in the life of a mighty 
nation? But you have also in this proposed legislation another 
matter for consideration. The remedy you suggest for this 
grievance can Only be applied by sacrificing a great and endur- 
ing principle of I‘ederal power. Can you afford to make this 
Do you dare to seize upon this lesser alternative and 
relinquish the greater one? 

Happy indeed, Mr. Speaker, is that Representative upon this 
floor who can read between the lines of this as well of other 
important legislation, who is capable of drawing distinctions, 
who, in his efforts to grasp the shadow, does not permit the 
substance to escape, who can see the remote and ultimate 
resulis of legislation, instead of simply seeing that which is in 
his immediate presence. Is it not infinitely more important 
that this great principle, enunciated by Marshall and sanctioned 
by the legislation of Congress, should be preserved and main- 
tained in its entirety, that this great principle should be vindi- 
cated, than that the privilege of taxation should be a little bit 
extended to the States? 

And now, Mr. Speaker, as to the claim that the exemption of 
grecnbacks from taxation enables unscrupulous citizens to per- 
petrate frauds upon the tax laws of the various States. What is 
the plain and proper remedy for this? The stripping of the 
Federal Government of its essential rights? No, sir. The 
remedy is within the power of the States themselves. 

We have heard a great deal of talk on this floor from time to 
time about the sovereignty of the States. Here is an arena to 
which that sovereignty unquestionably applies, and where it 
can be used with force and effect. Let the Legislatures of the 
States pass laws to prohibit thesefrauds. Let the public prose- 
cutors call before the grand juries witnesses who are cognizant 
of these frauds. Let the grand juries investigate and return 
true bills of indictment against the wrongdoers. Let these 
wrongdoers be placed on trial and punished, and the frauds will 
cease to exist. Do you say that this can not be done? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Do you do it in your State? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, sir, we do it in our State; 
or if we do not, that is no reason why we should not try to doit. 
If our laws are not sufficient we ought to amend them and then 
enforce them. This is the plain constitutional remedy. It is 
not necessary to lay the blame on the General Government and 
ask it to abrogate its powers, 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know that 
the State tax commission, a nonpartisan body composed of the 
governor of the State of Indiana and two other olficers, have 
recommended the passage of this very bill, and that that gov- 
ernor is a Republican? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I do not know and I do not care. 
I profess to be able to think for myself and to reason for myself, 
and | am not to be misled by any legislation proposed by others 
which leaves out of consideration principles far more important 
than those which the gentiemen to whom my colleague refers 
may have observed with their limited vision. But I address 
myself to my colleague from Indiana: You cast your vote on this 
floor, did you not, in favor of the e of a bill to repeal the 
10 per cent tax upon State bank circulation? 


sacrifice? 
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Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I did. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Why? It was because 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Let me state the reason. I did it 
because I thought the States were capable of self-government 


and I think now they ought to be allowed to do some solf-voy- 

erning in the matter of collecting taxes. sa 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. You did it, sir, upon the prin 

ple which was enunciated by every gentleman upon this floor 


who favored that bill, that the States were strong and powerfy 
enough when divested of Federal control to give a sound 
form, and elastic currency, one which would be good from 
end of this country to the other. Having taken that ground 
and you would not have voted for the bill unless you believed 
that—how do you dare to come in here now and plead the imp 
tency of the State to pass laws to prevent the commission 
fraud by its own citizens upon its tax laws? 

Mr. COOPER of Inaiana. If the gentleman will allow 
the impotency of the States results from interference on the part 
of the General Government with the powers which exist between 
the States and the Federal Government—for they do not exis} 
independently for either. This is nota reserved power in t 
Constitution, but a power which grew out of the necessities of 
the case, to preserve the agencies of the Federal Government, 
and itis not right for that Government to exercise that power 
any further than is necessary to preserve its agencies. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman is wandering off 
to inquire into the origin of this power, but that has nothing to 
do with my question as to the ability of States to prevent fraud 
on their own tax laws by their citizens. 

The gentleman pronounced himself in favor of repealing the 
10 per cent tax on State bank circulation under the belief that 
the States were strong enough to create money that would be 
sound and good from one end of the country to the other. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They will be strong enough to col- 
lect this tax if you allow them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How is the General Government 
preventing the States from stopping these frauds upon their 
tax laws of which gentlemen complain? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. By its statutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Cannotthe States by their State 
laws punish violations of their own tax laws? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does anybody claim that the 
Federal Government interferes with the passage of State laws, 
making it an offense and a crime to violate the tax laws of the 
States simply because the greenback is exempt from taxation? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oneat a time, gentlemen, if you 
please. I will hear both of you. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I dislike to interrupt the gentie- 
man if it is not agreeable to him; but I want to say that the su- 
preme courts of a number of the States have decided that an 
investment in greenbacks, even though it be for the purpose of 
avoiding taxation, is lawful. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There is not a supreme court in 
this Union which has held that the fraudulent use of green- 
backs as a means of exemption from State taxation is lawful. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I admit that. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And that is the phase of tho 
question I am now discussing, the fraudulent and illegitimate 
employment of greenbacks in avoidancé of State taxes. I have 
already discussed and laid aside the other branch of the ques- 
tion, the lawful exemption obtainablethroughthem. The Gen- 
eral Government has never attempted to invade the province 
of the States to pass laws by their Legislatures to punish those 
citizens and taxpayers who use the greenback fraudulently to 
secure exemption from State taxation. 

What gentleman on this floor who stood here and advocated 
the repeal of the Federal election laws on the ground that the 
States were strong enough to guarantee the freedom and fair- 
ness of their elections—and the gentleman from Indiana, I be- 
lieve, favored this repeal—dares now to come into this arena and 
plead ‘the baby act” by talking about the impotency of the 
State through the State Legislature to pass and enforce laws 
prohibiting the fraudulent use of the greenback in order to se- 
cure exemption from State taxation? 

Mr. Speaker, for the practice which is here complained of, 
and which it is claimed the pending bill is designed to stop, 
there is still another remedy which will soon be applied, a rem- 
edy which will be operative in a very few years and which will 
prove effectual without aiming the blow at the Federal power 
which is involved in the measure now under debate. We have 
now a remarkable system of finance, quite a number of kinds of 

ser based upon various kinds of redemptions. The national- 
ank system must soon expire. The bonds which secure the na- 
tional-bank notes are rapidly maturing. Some new system must 
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be devised. That system will be a nati ional one which, while 
the G ral Government retains control, will nevertheless vest | 
in those who engage in banking suflicient power to enable them 
to furnish a sound and uniform currency in sufficient volume for 
the wants of the people. 

When that system is established it will doubtl 33 make th 
money that is created the indirect issue of the Government in | 
the sense that, like the national-bank bill, it t will | » subject to 
the taxation of the States, and when that time comes these 
various existing forms of money, including the greenback, in | 
the interest of simplicity a _ uniformity, will be gathered up | 
and merged into the new national issue i vill take the 
place of them all 

Mr. Spe iker, the character of legis oe a by t 1e gen- 
the anions idiana in his little bill is not new. Ithas been at- 
tempted before. Inthe Forty-seventh Congressa measure nat this 
kind was introduced in the House and referred to the Commit- 


My friend, the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine[ Mr. DINGLE&Y]|, thena member of this com- 
mittee, made a report against the bill and it was never heard 
of again. I believe the centleman from Indiana | Mr. Coopnmr} 
has informed us, probably in some of his arguments before the 
committee in favor of his measure, that a bill of similar char- 
acter once passed the Senate; but, sir, it never passed the House. 
Somehow or other, the good saving common sense and patriot- 
ism of the American Congress came to its rescue before the bill 
ever passed from its portals and invited for itself an executive 
veto. 

Ir. COOPER of Indiana. It may add to the historical value 
of the gentleman's remarks if he will allow me tostate that such 
a bill did pass the Senate, having been unanimously reported by 
the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, of which Judge Ed- 
munds, one of the best constitutional lawyers we have had in 
Congress, was amember. And in the Fifty-first Congress Mr. 
Morrill, of Kansas, now the Republican nominee for governor 
of that State, presented a unanimous report of the Committee 
on Banking and Currency in favor of such a bill. 


tee on Banking and Currency. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That does not controvert any- 
thing I have said. I said that nosuch bill had passed Congress; 
that the saving common sense and patriotism of Congressmen 


had taken hold of them before it passed and had sav ed the ne- 
cessity of a Presidential veto. I am glad to see the gentleman 
has sufficient respect for Republican authority to cite it as his 
precedent and vindication on this floor. The gentleman seems 
terly incapable of taking any view of this question ex- 
narrow lines. 


to be ut 


cept along This is a great question of govern- 
mental prerogative; and I wish Icould so far enlighten the gen- 


tleman as to enable him to catch a faint glimmering of the line 
of argument I am attempting to make here to-day. 

Mr. Speake 
shall be 


a4 


taxed by the States at no higher rate than they tax 
other money—as though this would mitigate the invasion of the 
prerogative of the Government. Why, Mr. Speaker, a tax 
which gold and silver, the ultimate money of redemption, could 
bear with perfect impunity would drive the mere promise or 
obligation, the Treasury note of the Government, out of exist- 
ence. And look now at the circumstances which environ u 
while this legislation is being attempted. 
ment. The Democ a ps arty has come into power and coinci- 
dent with its advent a great panic and business stagnation has 
been visited upon the land. Banks have failed. Factories 
have st er running. Thousands of men are out of employ- 
ment. Capital and labor are grappling each other by the throat 
in a fierce struggle for mastery. Public confidence is reduced 
toa minimum. Your greenbacks are bottomed upon the con- 
tinuation of public contidence. 
million dollars of them added to $150,000,000 of Treasury notes 


» 


issued under the act of 1890, make $500,000,000 of promises of the | 


Government, resting not upon the $100,000,000 reserve which 
was in the Treasury when your party came into power, 





rapidly decreasing. 
Your revenues from customs have fallen off, particularly your 
coin revenues. You are obtaining no gold from your collections 


of internal revenue. Your Treasury Depar tment can not nego- 
pene any more bondsunder the act of 1875, because you have 


a cloud upon the v alidity of such bonds by denying the right 
é: your Secretary of the Treasury to issue or sellthem. You 
are refusing, though requested by this official, to give him new 
authority to issue bonds to obtain gold to put into the Treasur y 
to increase the gold reserve. And under such cireumstances as 


these, you are determined th: 1t you will add to the burden which 
the greenback must bear; that you will take away from it the very 
thing which helps to float it and kept it at par—its nontaxa- 
bility; that you will put it in the power of the States to weigh 
it down and give it an additional blow: and thus it is not at all 
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ve are told this bill provides that greenbacks | 


Reflect for one mo- | 


Three hundred and forty-six | 


but | 
simply on $62,000,000 or $63,000,000 of reserve, which is still 
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be Dp bility that you y bringa tits 

; hee ut will come n the depreciation o } 

{ 4a g rote 

Speaker, as i ! L ov 

Ce La 1 that Democratic pa 

f umpion >greenback. When tl 

iry ~ Led « \ he ‘ ss of the wa 1 
| th pp: r the rebell our Democratic friends ¢ l 
| tha \ no ing r sue titut y n 
the Supreme Court of the | Sta 3 n cons 
tuted, declared that there was no a ity in » Constitution 
for their issee, the Democratic fol rs th t » ler 1 

nd breadth of th untry threw up their hats in weclaim 
and chanted hosannas in honor of that court 
| vhen alittle later on the court, newly organ l. perh 
| by the additionof another judge, reverse Lil 1e for! ruling an 
| dec d that the issue was constitutional, then wl aa t did wes 
The Democratic party assailed the court with anatile ike 
unto those that were past ages against heretics by 
the popes of Rome. at last the holy mission with 








W hich they were intruste is accomplished, when the rebellion 
was suppressed and the national authority w a 
out the entire land, the Democratic party, instead « inding for 


the solemn pledge of their redemption written on the face of the 


st 


ull 


greenback, proposed to utterly repudiate that pledge and to 
cover them with dishonor and disgrace. 
now in these days when there is agitation and peril 


\ 

And 
| throughout the land, at a time when nothing should be d 
legislation to impair in the 


ne by 


least the value of the greenback or 
to awaken public distrust concerning it, the Democratic party 
rushes with alacrity to the support of a bill,a Democratic Rep 
resentative from my own State leading in the charge, which, i 





passed, may possibly affect the valucof thiseurrency and bring 
| discredit and dishonor upon it. 





| Why, Mr. Speaker, this proposed legislation is not by any 

| means novel or unique in its character. It is perfectly in har- 

| mony with the legislation which has been proposed in Cong: 

| over since the Democratic party came into control of the severa 
branches of the National Government. Its purpose is quit 

ecm to every thinking man upon this floor. Its result can 
easily be predicted. If the Democratic party remains 

| plete control of the Government for a few short years e ' 

| pag Pony sede the legislation which grew out of the wara whi 

| is its legitimate result will be wiped from the statute boo 0 

the nation. 

| All the progress of thirty years, Which is the pride of the 

| pu iblican party, will be destroyed. We wiil stand wh: 

stood in the dark days when Abraham Lincoln uplifted } 

| to high heaven and took thesolemn oath of office. The Gen 
Government will be stripped of many of its prerogatives, a 

| the States will no longer be circumscribed in their pow ) 
| those iimits to which by the express terms of the ¢ itut 

| as well as by its spirit, they are restricted. The Democrat 
party is capable, sir, of doing all this. It is not only ( 
tionary, but it is retrogressive. Nothing is exempt from 
its anathemas; nothing is too sacred for its polluting hand 
| It knows nothing of the doctrine of res adjudicata. Nothi 
with it is ever settled. though the intelligen e and « 

|} mon sense of mankind the world over may have pronouns 

| a rightful and permanent adjustment to have been eilected 

| revolts alike against the decisions of the highest licial 

| bunals and the arbitration of the sword to which it was tho { 

| to appeal. It is always fatally bent on mischii \lread 

| the other end of the Capitol we hear the doctrine announces 
that the United States Senators are simply th al rs 
of the sovereign States.’ 

Already on the floor of this House, during the pro 3s of the 

debate on the bill to repeal the 10 per cent tax on State bank 


circulation and on the bill to repeal the Federal election laws, we 
have heard gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber deelure 
the pernic ious doctrine, that no difference what the 
Court of the United|States decided as to the constitut 
a law they had the right to repudiate that decision 
mine the constitutionality of the law for th 

Already during these del have heard if deelared by 
gates n on the other side of the aisle that the people of the 
| United States had reversed the deci-ion of the Supreme Court 
| at the polls; as though it were possible under peculiar form 
| of Government for the decision of the Supreme Court to be 
| versed at the polls, or indeed in any other way or through any 
other channel than that which is marked out by the Constitution 
itself. 

Mr. COBB of 
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Alabama. Will the 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Did the gentleman not hear the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL| take that position? 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. No, sir; I did not hear it andthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did not announce it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Never. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Andif he did he announced an 
erroneous proposition; one which is not entertained by any other 
member on this side of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, already you have repealed the Federal elections 
laws. ‘This is one step in your march of spoliation. Your de- 
cision is that the Federal Government shall no longer exercise 
control over elections in which it is vitally interested. These 
laws, mark you, did not seek to interfere with local elections, 
but simply had to do with those which pertained to national of- 
fices, and in which all of the people of the United States are con- 
cerned. To-day the Generel Government has no power to pre- 
serve the purity and the integrity of the ballot. 

You have attempted to deprive the National Government of 
all power of control over the paper currency of the country by 
introducing into this House a bill to repeal the 10 per cent tax 
on State bank issues, and to relegate us to the financial condition 
in that regard which prevailed before the war and to which no 
sensible citizen would ever be willing to return. It is true you 
did not succeed; but the spirit and the purpose were there. 
Your measure was defeated because the solid Republican vote of 
this House, with a minority of those on your side of this Cham- 
ber, voted against it, but the fact nevertheless remains that the 
overwhelming majority of the Democratic Representatives on 
this floor cast their votes in favor of that proposition. 

This is not all. Without the slightest reason to believe that 
he had been guilty of fraud, venality, or corruption, or that his 
conduct deserved impeachment, you reported from the Judi- 
ciary Committee of this body, and passed through this House, 
a resolution to investigate the conduct of a United States judge 
who had simply made a mistake of law in a case pending before 
him. 

Your committee unanimously reported back that his decision 
was an honest though erroneous one; and then, instead of leav- 
ing that error to be corrected—for in my opinion it was an error 
and it ought to be corrected—by an a to the higher court, 
where an appealis now pending, and where there will doubtless 
be a reversal, the majority of your committee reported back and 
asked this House to passa resolution of censure, thus not only 
nagging this particular judge, but indelicately seeking to invade 
the province of the judiciary, to set a precedent which will re- 
sult in confusion in the future, and which may lead to abuse of 
legislative power, and seeking also to constitute this legislative 
body a quasi court of appeals to pass upon alleged errors of law 
committed by the judiciary. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think he ought 
to add, in justice to the Committee on the Judiciary, the state- 
ment that, as in most other cases of the kind, they have not 
— to bring that legisiation before the House and the coun- 
try 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope it may never be brought 
before the House. And I hope there will come a time when re- 
turning reason will protect the House and the country fromsuch 
misdirected zeal on the part of a committee composed of some 
of the greatest lawyers upon the floor, and that in these perilous 
times they willinsist upon maintaining the lines of demarkation 
between the various branches of the Government, as provided 
in the Federal Constitution. If there is any man, sir, on earth 
for whom I have a supreme contempt it is for the lawyer who is 
truckling to the demagogic spirit of the times, and who has not 
the manhood to set his face resolutely against that which is 
plainly wrong, even though such a course involves his temporary 
defeat, and trust with confidence to the returning good sense of 
his countrymen for his vindication. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Well, not only this. Down in the State of South Carolina a 
railroad corporation was put into the hands of a receiver by the 
United States court. Three sheriffs of counties in that State, 
assuming to act as tax collectors under the laws of the State, 
without asking permission of the Federal court, took the cor- 
poration’s property forcibly out of the possession of the receiver 
and undertook to sell it for taxes which they claimed were due 
to the State. 

The Federal court, as it should have done, promptly summoned 
these State officers before it and punished them by a fine for 
their contempt of its authority. hat judgment was taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and thataugust tribunal, 
which has not yet lost its moorings in these matters, whatever 
may be the drift of the legislative branch, decided that the judg- 
ment wasrightly rendered, and then the State of South Carolina 
paia these fines; and when this session of Congress met a bill re- 
quiring the General Government to refund to that State the fines 
80 imposed and paid was introduced into this House, referred to 
the Committee on Accounts, and hgs since been favorably re- 
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ported to this body, from which action of the Committee on Ac- 
counts we are to understand, I suppose, that the Federal courts 
are to have full liberty to punish by fine for contempt those who 
defy theirauthority on the express condition that the fine so im- 
posed is to be promptly refunded to the wrongdoer by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

What kind of a power, sir, to punish for contempt is this? 
What kind of an instrument is this with which to sustain the 
dignity and integrity of the court? The very introduction of 
such a billinto this House is ashameful apology for the righteous 
action of the court; is ineffect a condemnation in the court of that 
which should receive the highest plaudits at the hands of this 
body, and which was absolutely necessary to preserve its au- 
thority. 

But some gentleman on this floor, of more than ordinary 
shrewdness, has discovered in connection with this matter thatan 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure,and he has drawn, 
introduced, and had referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
yand that committee has reported it favorably to this House, a bill 
‘providing that where a corporation is in the hands of a receiver 
appointed by a Federal court, instead of such court having the 
right to control and marshal the assets—a thing absolutely essen- 
tial to the properand successful conduct of a receivership in any 
court—that the State authorities shall have the right to levy 
upon property of the corporation in the hands of the receiver 
for State taxes, take it out of his possession, and sell it, all with- 
out the consent either of the United States vourt or of the re- 
ceiver, and that the court of the United States shall have no 
power, either by injunction, fine, or other process, to preventor 
punish such conduct. 

The bill, I believe, graciously accords to receivers of the 
United States courts in such instances the privilege of going 
into the State courts to litigate the validity of the tax. And 
thus the courts of the United States are placed in shameful sub- 
serviency to the inferior courts of a State,and the right to hold 
and administer, independent of the interference of any other 
court, assets in the hands ofa receiver uppointed by them, a 
right I will undertake to say guaranteed by every State law to 
every State court which appoints a receiver, is to be taken away 
from them. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have not yet quite reached the end. 
Here is something else which completely caps the climax of 
this kind of legislation. Here is another bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary; the minority, I grant you, hav- 
ing seen fit to make a dissenting report, for which they deserved 
due credit. What does this bill provide? That wherever, un- 
der the Constitution and laws of the United States, a United 
States court having jurisdiction in the premises has ren- 
dered a judgment against a municipal corporation of one State 
in favor of a citizen of another State and the United States 
court has ordered the proper officer of the State to 
levy and collect the tax with which to pay the judgment, 
and that officer has refused, that the court of the United 
States shall be utterly powerless to punish him for contempt 
for his refusal if the highest court of the State has held that 
the tax was illegally assessed; and this proposed legislation, 
too, right in the face of the very language of the Constitution, 
which declares that the Constitution of the United States and 
the treaties and laws made pursuant thereto shall be the supreme 
law of the land and shall be binding upan every judge of a State 
court, anything in the constitution or laws of the State to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Here, again, the sovereign courts of the United Statesare to be 
putin shameful vassalage to the courtsof the State, and are to be 
deprived of the power of enforcing their judgments. As well 
might they be deprived of constitutional jurisdiction to render 
judgments as to deprive them of the power which they possess 
tocarry their judgmentsintoexecution. What, sir, is the value 
of the judgment of a court which has no authority to enforce it? 
It is but apiece of worthless a. Who would respectit or obey 
it; who would predicate any right upon it orshield himself behind 
it? I do not think we should have any of this kind of legislation. 
Iam unalterably oe to it. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has four minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, as I have intimated 
once before, Iam not surprised at this kind of legislation. The 
other side of this Chamber is not going to cling very tenaciously 
tothe doctrines which John Marsha!1, the noblestson of Virginia, 
so positively declared from the bench. They have no sympath 
with the views which he entertained on these subjects. Indeed, 
sir, inall the time I have been a member of this House I have not 
yet heard any man in this Chamber from Virginia, or any other 
part of the South, rise and speak a kindly word of him or of his 
memory. 
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Time and again I have heard Thomas Jefferson eulogized by 
these gentlemen; over and over again I have heard glowing 

negyric pronounced upon hismemory. Nolanguage has been 
o laudatory in which to sound his praise. Hyperbole has ex- 
hausted itself in his honor. Mr. Speaker, I shall not deny that 
Thomas Jefferson was a brilliant, a learned, and an able man, 
and that he fills a great space in the country’s history; but gen- 
tlemen seem to forget that he was not wholly without errors or 
faults. I shal! not undertake to enumerate them. 

It is sufficient for me to call the attention of this House to the 
fact that he was the author, although he undertook to suppress 
his authorship for the time being, of the pernicious resolution 
of 1798, which was introduced into the Legislature of Kentucky, 
a resolution which declared the fallacious and dangerous doc- 
trine that the Union is nothing more nor less than a mere agree- 
ment or compact between two sovereignties, the Federal Gov- 
ernment upon one side and a sovereign State upon the other; 
and, that inasmuch as no supreme arbiter.is fixed to settle dif- 
ferences which may arise either sovereignty is at liberty to 
judge for itself as to infractions of this compact, and as to the 
mode and method of redress therefor. 

This proposition, sir, is in direct conflict with the proposition 
laid down by Washington, Adams, Hamilton, Jay, Knox, Story, 
Marshall, Webster, and a host of our other great publicists. 

It ignores the fact that the Federal Government emanates 
directly from the people, and that it operates directly upon 
them, without the intervention of a State, and is blind to the ad- 
ditional fact that the Constitution does create a supreme arbiter, 
the court of the United States, and invests it with full power to 
pass on all questions of doubt or difference, and makes the deci- 
sion final and conclusive. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution of 1798 was the inspiration of the 
brilliant South Carolinian who led in the nullification of 1832. 
It had as its legitimate consequence the greatest civil war of 
modern times; a war in which men of a common kindred grap- 
pled each other desperately upon the battlefield, and in which 
fraternal blood flowed over the land in a torrent like unto the 
waters of the great Niagara. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fortunate for the country that Thomas Jef- 
ferson was absent from our shores as minister to the French 
court in those memorable days when the Constitutional Conven- 
tion assembled at Philadelphia, with George Washington at its 
head, and gave to the world that sublime Constitution which is 
the delight of all publicists and under which our liberties have 
been maintained, else that Constitution would probably have been 
little better than the impotent Articles of Confederation which it 
succeeded, articles which prolonged unnecessarily the war of In- 
dependence, and which, when the menace of a common danger 
was removed by the successful termination of the war, dropped 
to pieces like a rope of sand, leaving the people to drift toward 
an anarchy infinitely worse than the oppression from which 
through their vaior they had escaped. 

Fortunate, indeed,for the American people that Mr. Jefferson 
still remained absent from his country in those days when Ham- 
ilton, and Madison, and Jay were impressing upon their coun- 
trymen with burning words and irresistible logic, through the 
medium of those inspired essays since known as the Federalist, 
the absolute necessity of embracing the Federal Constitution, 
else the weight of his great influence might have been thrown 
with those who, incapable of distinguishing between unbridled 
license and constitutional liberty, refused to receive that pre- 
cious boon. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana 
was extended for five minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, John Marshall’s 
memory needs no kindly words of recognition from gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber to keep it green. The bare 
mention of his great name on the tongue of even the humblest 
American citizen is of itself his grandest panegyric. Whether 
asa soldier fighting through the Revolutionary war to estab- 
lish on this continent a new government dedicated to the en- 
larged liberties of mankind, or asa citizen leading a life beauti- 
ful in its simplicity and beyond the shadow of reproach, whether 
asa lawyer standing easily at the head of the bar of a State 
justly renowned for the great lawyers which it produced, or as 
chief magistrate of the greatest court known to the Federal 
Constitution, adorning that high station with his great learning 
and leaving the deep impress of his mighty mind on the juris- 
prudence of his country, John Marshall ever commended him- 
self to the good opinion of his countrymen. 

He is to the jurisprudence of America what Mansfield is to 
the jurisprudence of England. His decisions are models of 
sound reasoning and judicial learning. He never dipped his 
pen in ink and wrote an opinion from that high bench that he 
did not write for himself a eulogy far more eloquent than any 
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that could fall from the lips of anorator. Henever pronounced 

a decision from the bench that he did not erect for himself a 

monument more enduring than monuments of brass which cor- 

— and perish, or monuments of marble which crumble and 
ecay. 

He understood well the principles upon which this Govern- 
ment is founded. He saw plainly that, through the medium 
of the Federal Constitution, its framers designed to create a 
great and mighty nation which should endure for ages and 
should give peace, prosperity, and liberty to the American peo- 
ple, and that in that Constitution they had conferred all the 
powers which were necessary to the accomplishment of this great 
and laudable end. 

He realized fully that the best civil liberty is that which is 
secured by self-imposed constitutional restraint. He compre- 
hended exactly the powers which the General Government pos- 
sessed, and he always stood firmly for their proper preservation; 
and, while he recognized and respected the sovereignty of the 
State, he never hesitated to circumscribe it to those limits to 
which the Constitution in its letter and spirit restricted it. 

The lines of demarcation between the three great depart- 
ments of Government were as plain to his eye as the sun in 
heaven. In his decisions he rigorously maintained them. Fortu- 
nate indeed for the American people that in the early days of 
this great Republic, when it was in the stage of formation, this 
great jurist sat upon the bench of our highest tribunal, and there 
through the medium of judicial construction pointed out with 
unerring certainty the limits and boundaries of the powers, 
both of the Federal Government and of the States, as they were 
fixed and imposed by the language and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. 

And here, Mr. Speaker, I pause—pause not for lack of ma- 
terial, but for lack of time—for I feel that I have already tres- 
passed very largely upon the patience of the House. 

Sir, notwithstanding all this retroactive legislation attempted 
by this Democratic Congress there is no reason why we should 
despair. The American people, despite their present discourag- 
ing environments, are still capable of self-government. The 
tide of public approval which a short time ago carried this party 
of imbecility and retroaction into power on its flow will yet cer- 
tainly ebb. 

Already the waters are beginning to recede. Soon they will 
drag back into the sea of condemnation, if not of obscurity, this 
conspiracy against human rights, which from the very day of 
its advent to power down to this hour has never done anything 
worthier than to strew with misdirected energy the white sands 
of the shore with the wrecks of the noble aspiratious which it 
has derided and the high hopes which it has destroyed. [Pro- 
longed applause. } 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish to see whether 
I can not come to an agreement with the gentlemen on the other 
side as to the time when the debate shall be closed and the pre- 
vious question ordered. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Perhaps my friend will see the propriety of 
allowing that question to rest in abeyance until to-morrow, 
when we cau ascertain what may be the disposition of the 
House. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Can we not fix now a time when we 
can close the debate to-morrow? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think the proposition had better be made 
to-morrow than to-day. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Well, I do not see any impropriety 
in trying to secure an agreement now. 

Mr. BROSIUS. There are only twenty minutes remaining of 
to-day's session. If the gentleman willallow me, I suggest that 
we can have some consultation between now and the adjourn- 
ment; and if he desires to make any proposition in the morning 
I think there will be no difficulty about it. I do not believe 
much more time will be required; but I am not able to say this 
evening how much, because I have not had sufficient consulta- © 
tion with other gentlemen. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HALL] will not entabtales to fix a time now for 
the closing of the debate, but will allow it to run on for the 
present. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, we were advised at the outset of 
this debate that this was in no sense a political question; and pre+ 
suming from the nature of the bill as read from the desk that 
nothing in the shape of a political debate could properly arise 
in this discussion, it occurred to me I might venture to offer a 
few suggestions for the consideration of the House. 

I believe, sir, that the general principle of this bill is right. 
There is a troublesome legal question connected with it, respect- 
ing which I should be glad to hear from the lawyers of the 
House. I will allude to that later on. 

oe 
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The gentleman from !’ennsylvania| Mr. BRosIUSs], who opened | 
the debate against this bill, opposes it upon the broad ground | 
that money as such is not a proper subjectof taxation. He does | 
not vest his argument at all on the ground upon which my friend 
from Indiana | Mr. JOHNSON] bases his; but he says that in the 
State of Pennsylvania, and in many other States of the Union, 
the people are not in the habit of classing money as property for 
purposes of taxation; an | for that reason he opposes the propo- 
sition of this bill to tax greenbacks and other currency issued by 
the Government. 

Now, of course, Mr. Speaker, that question is clearly a ques- 
tion of judgment on the part of this House. Some States do 
tax money; others do not. Inmy own State money is a subject- 
matter of taxation as much as horses and cattle, and, in my 
judgment, is as properly taxed as are horses and cattle. In fact, 
80 far as taxation is concerned, I can see no distinction in prin- 
ciple between these different kinds of property—whether gold 
and silver, greeubacks, national-bank currency or whatnot. So 
lon: as the money of the country or the currency of the country 
is in substance and effect the private property of persons hold- 
ing it and capable of earning income, I can see no reason why 
it is not a proper subject of taxation as well as horses and oxen 
or other property capable of earning income. 

But my friend from Pennsylvania says that when a taxpayer 
has money in the bank lying idle, or has it in his pocket lying 
idle, it is not earning income; and he argues that income is the 
only proper subject of taxation. And on that proposition I cor- 
dially agree with him. I am sure, sir, that capital should 
never be encroached upon for the purpose of raising tax; but 
the earnings of capital should be made to contribute to the sup- 
port of the Government. 

But the fallacy of my friend's argument is this. He says 
that money in the bank or money in the pocket.of the taxpayer 
isearning no income. Equally true is it that the horse and the 
ox standing in the barn are earning no income; but both are 
capable of earning income; and thatis the principle upon which 
beth should properly be taxed. In other words, any property 
capable of earning income is properly taxable, whether at the 
time of assessment it happens to be in active use or not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. POWERS. With the greatest of pleasure. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I said, as the gentleman states, that money 
in the bank or in my purse is not yielding any return; I also 
said that other personal property usually, as a rule, is product- 
ive, either in money or use; that the horse on my farm is yield- 
ing me a use which would otherwise cost me dollars and cents. 
Therefore the return is in the form of use, not of money. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, [hardly think my friend 
meets the point I was trying to make. I say that the horse, 
when not in use, is not earning income; but inasmuch as the 
horse is capable of earning income when put to use, it is a 
proper subject-matter of taxation. Money in my pocket brings 
me no income; but my friend from Maine, if he desires to bor- 
rew $100, agrees to pay me income for the use of that money. 
lt is therefore capable of being put toa profitable use. There 
can be no distinction in principle between the two cases. 

My friend from Indiana, before he got along to his eulogy upon 
John Marshall and hiscriticism upon Thomas Jefferson, based 
liis argument in opposition to this billupon the ground that you 
are seeking to tax an agency of the Federal Government, and 
that this is wrong in principle, and unconstitutional as well. 

Well, sir, I quite agree with him that itis unconstitutional as 
well as unwise to tax the agencies of the Federal Government. 
That principle is based on sound reasoning, and I doubt if any 
gentleman on the floor of this House would be found ready to 
combat such a proposition. But the trouble with the argument 
of the gentieman is that the legal-tender note is not an agency of 
the General Government any more than a ten-dollar gold piece 
is 


If we were Called on to tax the United States court-houses, or 
the custom-houses, or any other public buildings that are em- 
ployed by the officials of the Government to carry on the work 
of the Government, I should say that it was unwise and uncon- 
stitutional to tax such property. But the greenback is in no 
sense of the word an agency of the Government. It is a piece of 
paper issued by the Government to evidence a debt it has con- 
tracted. The Government has received a quid pro quo for every 
greenback it has issued, and it makes no difference whether it 
was issued in a time of war or in u time of peace. 

The essential essence of the instrument is money and nothing 
ele, no matter whether the greenback when it was isued was 
at a time when the Government was cramped and was es 
to issue it for the purpose of raising money, or whether it was 
issued in a time of profound peace when there was no burning 
necessity resting upon it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the greenback, as I have said, is in no’ 
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sense of the word an agency of the Government to c 
governmental functions. Why, what does he mean by ‘ 
of the Government?” F 

What do the courts mean when they say you can not tax the 
agencies of the Federal Government? ‘They mean, sir, the in- 
strumentalities that are essential to the exercise of the functions 
of government; and nothing more and aothing less. Now the 
greenback, as [ have said, was issued asaloan. It is an evi- 
dence of debt created by the Government for which it has re- 
ceived a consideration. Yor every twenty-dollar greenback 
issued they received $20 in gold or its equivalent, and then prom- 
ised simplyto pay the holder of the note the $20 they borrowed, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Suppose when the Government issued the 
greenback and got gold the States could tax them 50 per cent, 
does the gentleman believe that the Government could then have 
received the equivalent value in gold? 

Mr.POWERS. Iam coming to that in a moment, and that 
is the troublesome point about the whole matter. I will not 
overlook it. I am wellaware that there is some ground for say- 
ing that in 1862 and 1863 the legal tenders were issued as a means 
to carry on the business of Government, and in that sense were 
an ‘‘agency” of Government. But the moment these legal ten- 
ders became private property they bec ume liable like all other 
private property to respond to the demand of the Government 
for revenue. A cavalry horse in the hands of the Government 
and used by it, in war or peace, isanagency employed by the Gov- 
ernment for governmental purposes, and while so employed can 
not be taxed. Butif the Government sells that horse to me and 
I employ it in my business I see no reason why it is not taxable 
against me. 

Now, the Supreme Court of the United States in several in- 
stances has declared that the legal-tender notes are money, 
They have embodied within them all of the essentials of money. 
In the case reported in 7th Wallace, produced by my friend 
from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR], the case of the supervisors against 
the bank in the State of New York, Judge Chase, speaking for 
the whole court, says that these legal-tender notes having the 
quality of legal tender, which is one of the distinguishing char- 
acteristics of money, are money, and then proceeds to discuss 
the question whether Congress had exempted them from taxa- 
tion, and the court unanimously held that they had. 

So, I think it is clear that the ground upon which my friend 
from Indiana bases his argument, to wit, that these are the 
agencies of the Federal Government, and hence that they are 
nontaxable, is unsound. 

Mr. MILLLKEN. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion if it will not interrupt him? 

Mr. POWERS. It will not interrupt me. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman says that these agencies of 
the Federal Government were issued and put upon the market 
in order to raise money. For instance, the Government issued 
greenbacks after the war to raise money—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And forclothing during the war. 

A MEMBER. The warcould not have been conducted without 
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it. ‘ 
Mr. MILLIKEN (continuing). Now, suppose the States had 
possessed the right to tax them, when the General Government 
issued them, as much as they pleased. Would not that fact, 
that they were taxable, have depreciated them in the market 
when the Government was putting them on the market? After 
they get into circulation, that is another question; but before 
they got into circulation, I ask if that permission had existed 
whether it would not have materially impaired their value? 

Mr. POWERS. I will.say in answer to the gentleman that 
the national-bank bill is just as much an agency of the General 
Government as the legal-tender note, and still they are taxed and 
they are not impaired in value inconsequence. Indeed national 
banks were created as a means tocarry on the war, as the green- 
backs were. Nevertheless both the bills and stock of these 
banks are taxed by the States. Bank bills are just as good as 
greenbacks—why not tax both? 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentloman allow me this sugges- 
tion: Even admitting that it is an agency of the Government, 
whether it may be taxed by the States or not depends upon the 
will ef Congress, just as in the original national-bank act tho 
Supreme Court held that the State of Maryland could not tax 
the stock or circulation of the bank. That, however, was be- 
cause of a prohibition embodied in the act itself. Since then, 
under the existing national-bank law, the States do tax the 
stock and property.of the banks by permission of the General 
‘Government. So, in this instance, the States may tax the 
greenbacks if the act issuing them did not prohibit it; but 
when Congress withdraws the prohibition, then they become 
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subject to taxation just as any other money or property in the 
State. 5 

~'M er, POWERS. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Louisiana ; Mr. 
BoaTNER] has approached the very point that wasmade by the 
ventleman from Maine|Mr. MILLIKEN]a momentago, and which 
{ promised to attend to; and inasmuch as that proposition seems 
to come to the lips of various gentlemen,I refer toitnow. The 
only trouble that I have in my mind with this proposed law is 
this very question whether the Government, having declared 
that the greenback was exempt from taxation at the time it was 
issued—as held in the Supreme Court in 7 Wallace—whether 
that exemption is a continuing one, and, as we say inlaw, “runs 
with the land”—runs with the bill into whosesoever hands it 
may come? 

There is nothing on the face of a greenback that declares its 
exemption from public taxation. You have to look beyond the 
instrument itself tofind thatexemption. You find it in the law 
of its issue: but in the case of a government bond, on the face 
of the bond itself notice is carried from the government issuing 
it that this instrument is exempt from local municipal taxa- 
tion. There is that difference between the two classes of secu- 
rities. Now, the troublesome legal question is this: The law 


ation, the question arises whether it is competent for Congress 
ata later time to change that law, and thus, tosome extent, 
depreciate the value of that paper? 


Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I recognize the point that the gentleman is mak- 
ing there; but had the Governmentthen declared that the green- 
backs were a legal tender for the payment of debts? No; itiad 
not. After the Government issued these notes, and exempted 
them from taxation, it was decided that they were a legal ten- 
der for the payment of debts. 

Mr.POWERS. And you argue from that fact that you do 
not depreciate them by taxing them? 

Mr.COX. Yes; that is it. 

Mr.POWERS. There is some force in the suggestion of the 


| 
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The hypothesis made by the gentleman in front of me, the 
gentleman from Mississippi, is an exceptionally singular one. 
If the Legislature passes a law exempting a pair of horses from 
taxation it is entirely competent for the lawmaking power to 
repeal thatlaw. That is quite true, but that doesnot quite meet 
the point. Suppose the Legislature did pass a law that two 
horses which have been delivered to my friend from Mississippi 
by the Government should be forever exempt from taxation. 
Now, then, I very much question the propriety of a subsequent 
Legislature reversing the contract they have made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But this is all greenbacks. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will allow me, I 


| will state that the State of Michigan, to encourage investments 


in salt wells and the digging and manufacture of salt, proposed 
toexempt all property invested in that enterprise from taxation. 
By reason of this, and induced by it,a great many people in- 
vested largely in machinery for the making of salt in the State 
of Michigan, and the Legislature afterwards repealed the law, 
and they claimed that they had obtained immunity from taxation 
by reason of the proposition of the Legislature, uecepted by them 
when they made theinvestment. In that case the supreme court 


| of Michigan and afterwards the Supreme Court of the United 
having declared that the greenbacks shall be exempt from tax- | 
| simply a declaration of public policy that the Legislature might 


| announce and change as it pleased. 


States decided that there was no contract, but that this was 


Would not that be analo 


| gous? 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for one moment there? | 


Mr. POWERS. There is some analogy in the case cited by 
the gentleman from Indiana; nevertheless it has been held if 
the Legislature charters a corporation and provides that its 
shares shall be exempt from taxation a contract to that end is 
thereby made. But the objection E have raised is not the one | 
am resting upon, because I propose to vote for the bill, but | 
think the objection is one that should address itself to the care- 
ful consideration of the House before this bill becomes a law 

Mr. Speaker, there are a great many reasons which might be 
urged in favor of the passage of this bill that the lateness of the 


| hour forbids me to dwell upon. In my State I have personal 


gentleman from Tennessee, that so long as the greenback is | 


made a legal tender for the payment of debts, it must go at its 
face value anyhow, and I think the gentleman is in error in say- 


ing that the legal-tender quality was affixed to the greenback | 


after its issue; | think it was made legal tender by the law creat- 
ing it. ButI leave that question for other gentlemen to con- 
sider. I throw it out in passing, because it strikes me that 
there is some force in the point that, the Government having 
once exempted this class of paper, it is anexemption that travels 
with the bill wherever it goes. 


an element of contract between the Government and the holder 
of the bil!, and can you find any such element as that here? 

Mr. POWERS. I will not undertake to answer the gentile- 
man. I prefer to have him discuss the question to-morrow. I 
am simply trying to raise this question tentatively that the pro- 
moters of this bill may place it on solid ground that will stand 
the test of judicial scrutiny. 

Mr. HULICK. Has not the holder of the greenback now a 
vested right to have that property or money exempt from taxa- 
tion, as the law originally provided? 

Mr. POWERS. [am very much afraid that the gentleman 
from Ohio has asked a pretty troublesome question. I confess 
that it is the only question that has given me any anxiety in ref- 
erence to the propriety of this legislation. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. How would it be as to the notes issued 
after the passage of this bill? 

Mr. POWERS. So far as the notes that are issued in substi- 
tution for those that are called in and retired, the same exemp- 
tion would very likely follow that attached to the notes which 
they took up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose a State statute pro- 
vided that there should be exempt from taxation to every head 
of a family two horses, and suppose that a subsequent Legisla- 
ture were to pass a law repealing that and subjecting to taxa- 
tion all horses within the State? Would you hold that that 
original act was a contract between the citizen and the State? 

Mr. POWERS. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, if not, why do you 
hold that the law of Congress which declares that the green- 
back is exempt from taxation, constitutes a contract between 
the citizen and the National Government that can not be altered 
by a subsequent Congress? 

Mr. POWERS. It is very clear as the gentleman suggests 
that if the Legislature —— 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman from Vermont will permit 
me—— 

Mr. POWERS. Let me get along with this gentleman first. 





knowledge of many men who have escaped just taxation by 
converting all their gold and silver and national-bank bills and 
even their evidences of debt into legal-tender notes on the Is! 
day of April, the time when the taxes are assessed. 

{ remember of a case where a wealthy gentleman was accus- 
tomed to take all of his mortgage notes and make a pretended 
sale of them to a bank cashier, receiving in payment for his 
$30,000 or $40,000 worth of property legal-tender no‘es, and afte: 
the Ist of April had passed, within a week afterwards, all his 


| notes were taken back and all the legal-tender notes were re- 
| turned to the cashier, and that man escaped from taxation on 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will that be the case unless there is | 


that property. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would not that be taxed in 
the hands of the cashier? 

Mr. POWERS. The cashier bought them for the bank and 
national banks are taxed in other ways. 

Now, it can not be said, as was said by the gentleman Trom 
Pennsylvania | Mr. Brostus], that State laws are ample to pro- 
vide all remedies for this class of cases. That may or may not 
be. I think probably they are; but the point is this: Weought 
to make it impossible for a man to take our uational securities 
and play that kind of fraud upon local assessments. It seems to 
me if we remove this idea that the people have got, that legal- 
tender notes are exempt from taxation, we shall goa long way 
in bringing upon the assessment rolls the property of men who 
now go scot free. 

Mr. Speaker, there are some features in this bill that I think 
will need amendment if the bill is to be passed. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before the gentleman passes from that point 
I would like to call his attention to this proposition. It is that 
at the time when the greenbacks were issued, the time of their 
redemption was indefinite. It was known that the Government 
could not redeem them on time. In fact the inability of the 
Government to maintain specie payments was the cause of the 
issue of greenbacks. Now, does not the contract feature, to 
which reference was made awhile ago, follow, that when the 
Government resumed specie payment and announced that it wus 
ready to redeem any greenbacks in gold on demand—in other 
words, if a person holds greenbacks, money in his possession, in 
payment of which he could have obtained gold on demand, is 
he then entitled to urge this element of contract? 

Mr. POWERS. I would hardly like to place the argument 
upon that ground. I think itisalittle fallacious. Ithink there 
is a better ground on which it could rest. Ido not belicve it is 
sound that because the reason having ceased for this exemption 
at the time this paper was issued that therefore the immunity 
becomes worthless. 

Mr. BUATNER. But the Government can, without violating 
any contract obligation, take away the element of value which 
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was necessary to be given him if now that necessity no longer 
exists. 

Mr.POWERS. Well, I do not think, Mr.Speaker, that Con- 
gress should try many experiments with the laws of contracts. 


If there is a contract there, that is the end of this question. 
If there is no contract there, then it is clearly within the power 
of Congress to repeal this exemption from taxation. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR| has raised the point that this bill may be con- 
strued as compelling the taxation of this class of securities, and 
it seems to me there is some color in that suggestion. - There is 
no such purpose, | apprehend,upon the part of the gentleman 
who int: oduced this bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, as I catch the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont it is that the greenbacks by an act of 
Congress were exempted from taxation, and that therefore there 
is a contract between the holder of the greenback and Congress, 
or the Government, that they shall not be taxed. Is not that 
the point? 

Mr. POWERS. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. COX. Now does every man who takes a security from a 
government take it with the recognition of the fact that that 
government can control it justas it pleases? 

Mr. POWERS. If he takes it by a contract relation I think 
it is exempt from any control on the part of the Government. 

Mr. COX. The very power that makes the contract is the su- 
perior power to control it. Is not that true? 

Mr. POWERS. When the Government becomes a party toa 
contract it must stand in the attitude of acontracting party. It 
can not while becoming a party to a contract use its sovereign 
power to destroy that contract. 

Mr. COX. Your point is that when the sovereignty comes 
down and makes a contract with an individual it leaves the plane 
ofsovereignty and puts itself upon a plane with the other con- 
tracting party. Is not that the point? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly; that is the point. 

Mr. COX. If that is true how can the Government control 
any of the contracts which it makes with individuals? 

Mr. POWERS. Itcannot. The pointI make is that when 
the Government makes a contract and becomes a contracting 
party it is bound by its contract just as the other party is. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I wish to suggest to the gen- 
tleman who has this bill in charge that the objection made by 
the gentlemanfrom Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that possibly a con- 
struction may be given to the bill which will compel the State to 
tax these notes is well founded, and I think the difficulty ought 
to be corrected. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I suggest to my friend that it is pro- 
posed to take the original bill instead of the amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, whatever may be the form of amend- 
ment I think the bill ought to be amended in that respect. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, I have myself drawn an amendment which 
I shall pow read for information and which at the proper time 
I shall ask to have adopied. In the proviso to section | of this 
bill is the following language: 

Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 


and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money 
within its jurisdiction. 


Now, the question arises, what is meant by the word ‘‘ money ” 
in that proviso. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], whom I 
have consulted, says that he means gold and silver coin. M 
friend from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], who introduced the bills, 
says that he means any currency. 

{r. COOPERofIndiana. Anycurrency circulating as money. 

Mr. COX. I wish to say to my friend from Vermont that my 
understanding of his position on the question that we were dis- 
cussing a moment ago is that whenever a Congress makes a con- 
tract it binds a future Congress. 

Mr. POWERS. [ say that when the General Government 
makes a contract it is bound by it just as muchas Iam bound by 
my contract. 

Mr. COX. If this Congress makes a contract, do you mean to 
say that that binds a future Congress? 

Mr. POWERS. I do, if it is a contract. 

Mr. COX. Then, when this Congress makes a contract that 
binds future Congresses, how does it happen that this Congress 
is greater than the others? 

Mr. POWERS. It does not happen so; but the other Con- 
gress thatundertakes to undo the contract is confronted with 
the fact that there is a vested right existing which it can not 
disturb either in law or in morals. 

Mr. COX. If this Congress can bind one future Congress, 
why can it not make contracts to bind fifty Congresses? 

Mr.POWERS. Well,I will leave that question, Mr. Speaker, 
for another time. However, I will add now that this Congress 
gan make contracts that will bind fifty subsequent Congresses. 

Mr. COX. I see the gentleman’s trouble. 
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Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can not speak for any- 
one on the committee but myself, but as to the suggestion m e 
by the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Vermont 
I do not see any objection, and personally I will not object to the 
change in the bill that has been suggested. I wish, however. to 
ask the gentleman whether this proviso does not cure the defect 
to which he has referred? 

Mr. POWERS. Not entirely, I think. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The way the bill reads now is: 

That no United States legal-tender notes circulating as currency shall be 
exempt from taxation under the authority of any State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, That any such taxation sball be exercised in the same manner andat 
the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money within 
its jurisdiction. 

Now, take Pennsylvania for instance—— 

Mr. POWERS. t me state my objection, if you please. If 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] is correct in saying that 
‘*money” here means gold and silver, there may be no trouble 
about this matter. But supposing that we should have State 
banks in the near future,as some of you gentlemen on that side 
of the House are anxious that we should have. 

Suppose that the State should levy a 2 per cent tax upon the 
issues of State banks and a 4 per cent tax upon legal-tender 
notes, and the question should arise whether that is not unequal 
taxation. 

If you could go into court and satisfy the court that the word 
‘*money” referred only to gold and silver, there would be, as 
will be seen, no disparity. But if it be held that the generic 
word money included State bank bills there would be unequal 
taxation. Hence, in order to prevent any confusion, I wish to 
offer an amendment, inserting after the word ‘‘money,” in line 
10, the words ‘‘or currency circulating as money.” 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. POWERS. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion isupon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ido not know that I shall wish tospeak upon 
that amendment; but it is now ten minutes after 5 o’clock, and 
I should be glad if the vote upon the amendment could go over 
until to-morrow. I think it is time we should adjourn. 

Mr. POWERS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have an amendment whichI wish tooffer 
now in order that it may go into the RECORD. It istostrike out 
all of section 1 after the enacting clause down to the word ‘‘pro- 
vided” and to insert— 


That the consent of the United States is hereby given to any State or 
Territory to tax United States notes circulating as money within such State 
or Territory. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Iowa|Mr. HEPBURN] that one amendment is now pending. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I was going to raise that point. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman might offer this as a substi- 
tute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply ask permission to offer it for in- 
formation. I want it to be published in the RECORD, and to lie 
over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment, then, will be considered 
as read for information, and not regarded as pending. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I move that the House adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of 
electrical measure; when the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had adopted without amendment a 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives authoriz- 
ing and instructing the Secretary of War to transmit to the House 
of Representatives reports pertaining to improvement on the 
Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. 1930) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. ; 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to amendments of the House to bills of the following titles, asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes upon such 
bills, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. GALLINGER. 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DAVEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence, 
for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I ask indefinite leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. BRANCH, on account of sickness in his family. 
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There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The motion of Mr. HALL of Missouri was then agreed to: and 

ecordingly (at 5 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committe on War Claims, reported a resolution to refer to 


—— 


the Court of Claims the bills (H. R. 1258, for the relief of estate | 


of B. B. Neville, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.; (H. R. 1256) 
for the relief of S. L. Carpenter, of Fayette County, Tenn.; (H. 
- 593) for the relief of Mary I*. Pollan; (H.R. 1525) for the re- 
ief of the estate of Isaac Jones, of Adams County, Miss +3 (H.R. 
1231) for the relief of me Oxkiey, administrator of W. H. Neal, 
dec eased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.: (H. R. 980) for the relief 
of estate of M. H. Baitle; vhich, with the accompany report 
(No. 1203), was ordered to te printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. Mr. LOUD, from the Committee | 


on Claims, reported, with the recommendation that it be indefi- 


nitely postponed, the bill (S. %i0) for the relief of Eunice Trip- | 


ler; which, with the accompanying report (No. 1202), was or- 
dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H.R. 7640) to repeal joint reso- 
lution authorizing members to certify mantlihe the amount paid 
by them for clerk hire—to the ¢ Sorte on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H.R.7 to secure to the public 
the benefit of improvements on sleatel articles—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A resolution to set aside a day 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 397) for the construction 
of a public building in the city of Chicago—to the Committee on 
Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 7642) for the 
relief of Abraham C. Bryan, of Traphill, N. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7643) for allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H.R. 
estate of William Campbell, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate 
Eberle, an [Indian woman—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. IZLAR: A bill (H.R. 7646) for the relief Mrs, Sa- 
bina O'Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O’Cal- 
laghan, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R.7647) for the relief of R. W. 
Elsom—to the Committee on Claims, 


-ETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of the Western Slope 


7644) for the relief of the | 


Congress, of Colorado, relative to the timber reserves in that | 


State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions nd affidavits of Thomas EK. Breckenridge, Judge 
W.H. Gabbert, and Charles S. Watson, of Telluride, Colo., in 
ve memorial of Thomas E. Breckenridge. a 
tion for services in connection with the expeditions of Gen. John 
C. Frémont—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorials of the officials of the States of Missouri, Cali- 


sking for remunera- | 


fornia, and Colorado, asking that Thomas F. Breckenridge, of | 
Colorado, be remunerated for services rendered in connection | 


with the expeditions of Gen. John C. Frémont—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


Minnesota, by R. H. Biedermann, pastor, and Andrew Lehver, 
F, Mahn, H. Kahneir, and I. Toesnig, trustees, against chang- 
ing preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizensof Kentucky, in behalf 
of exempting fraternal societic nd organizations from taxa- 
tion—to the Committee on \Vays and Means. 

\lso, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Louisville, Ky., 
in favor of an appropriation to aid the Cotton States and Inter- 
nitional Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Ap- 
propviations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of n hs ont of Wilkinsbure Con- 
clave, Improved Heptasophs, Wilkinsburg, Pa., against an in- 
come tax as affecting beneficiary societies—to the Committee 

Way sand Means. 

By ! KIEFER: Petition - J. R. Maron, B. 5S. Shreive, 
Ch Eon . ‘Knoll, F. L. Nagler, J. E. Nienhauser, I’. A. Sehlick, 
i'red Westphal, John Theitz 7 Horst, E. G. Lund, Hans Carl- 
son, Rev. A. Wold, M. F. Fritze, KE. F. Funk, W. A. Weiss. C. 
Aliison, F. M. Arbuckle, James N. Doyle, and many other citi 
zens from the city of St. Paul, M , against Government 


| propriations for sectarian Indian schools—to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of Hickey & Harper and Lazarus 
é& Levy, of Camden, Ark., against an increase in the tax on 
whisky and an extension of the bonded period —to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of 11 citizens of Pulaski City, 
Va., praying exemption from the income tax as to all fraternal 
beneficiary societies, orders, o: associations, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Messrs. Mitchell, Dexter & Co. 
1 


and 48 other wholesale dealers of Boston, asking for a d of 
at least 8 cents per dozen on imported eggs—to the Commiitee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Petition of E. B. Southard, E.I. Tippett, 
and 37 others, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for exemption of fra- 


ternal beneficiary societies from operation of income-tax law—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr.STEVENS: Petition of 16 citizens of Lawrence. Mass., 
praying that fraternal societies operating upon the lodge sys- 
tem be exempt from taxation in any form—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of H. Y. Neiman and othe» citi- 
zens, of Pottstown, Pa., for exemption of fraternal beneficiary 
societies, etc., from any taxation—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of John Yardley and other citizens of bucks 
County, Pa., for exemption of fr: uternal beneficiary societies, et 
from any taxation—to the Committee on Ways an ‘ Men is 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1894, 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILsmrn, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CALL, and by unanimous consent, the r-ad- 
ing of the Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was dis- 
pensed with. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the regular hour of meeting of 
the Senate be 12 o’clock meridian until otherwise ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate » communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the alleged 
erroneous survey of the Klamath Ind lian Reservation: which, 
with the accompanying papers, wes ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 18 citizens of Mount 


Gilead, Ohio, praying that fraternal beneficiar y societies, orders, 
or associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision; of the pending turiff bill: which was ordered to lie on 


By Mr. BOEN: Protest of Evangelical Lutheran St. John’s | the table. 


Church, of the town of Harrison, county of Kandiyohi, State of | 
XXVI——448 


He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Richland County, 
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Ohio, praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from the proposed income-tax pro- 
vision of the pending tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the 
table 


He ulsv presented petitions of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
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portation of Cincinnati: of the Young Men’s Business Club of 
Ciacinnati, and of the Real Estate and Stock Exchange of Cin- | 


cinnati, all in the State of Ohio, praying for a fast-mail service 
between Cincinnati and the South: which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. POWER. [present a potition of 820 citizens of Flathead 
County, Mont.,in which they respectfully represent that a small 
appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the lathead 
and end d’Oreille Rivers between Kalispell, the county seat of 
flathead County, Mont., and Jocko, a point on the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, would make navigable those rivers, all the 
year round except two months in midwinter, 80 miles. Thirty- 
five miles of this distance is across Flathead Lake, which re- 
quires no expenditure whatever. Thirty miles of the Flathead 
River needs but a very small expenditure, it being navigable 
now, with only a few snags to obstruct navigation in low water. 
The improvement of these rivers would give a southern outlet 
to all the mines, large towns and markets of Montana, and af- 
ford a daily market for the enormous crops annually produced 
in the Flathead Valley, a rich agricultural country of farming 
lands, embracing 7,000 square miles. There are cereals and 
vegetables enough produced in this valley annually to supply 
the people of the whole State, but which have to rely solely on 
® home market, because ofthe great distance by rail to the near- 
est market to purchase the large surplus. We respectfully ask 
for 1 Government survey of these streams between the points 
hereinabove named, and an estimate of the cost of the improve- 
ment, to enable Congress to act intelligently in this behalf. 

{ move thatthe petition be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presonted the petition of Mary A. Doyle, 
widow of Patrick Doyle, late a private in Company D, Second 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying for an inerease of pension from $8 to $20 per 
month; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On behalf of the senior Senator from Ne- 
brasika |[Mr. MANDERSON], who is unable to be here, I present 
the petition of Wright Rives, executor of the estate of John C. 
Rives, praying for compensation for the storage of books and 
stereotype plates, the property of the United States Govern- 
ment, on the premises of the estate of John C. Rives. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1154) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John C. Howe, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY. [am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lunds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2129) to authorize the 
entry of land for reservoir purposes, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator will not do that until the 
morning business is closed. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let it be laid aside until other reports are 
made, 

Mr. CAREY. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming at the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6748) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and submit a report thereon. I desire to give notice 
that on Monday morning I shall call up the bill for considera- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committeeon Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be propesed to the deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.6078) to authorize the Pittsburg and 


Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
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Mansfield Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Monongahela River, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2137) to authorize the construction of a bridge across thé 
Osage River, in the State of Missouri, reported it with amend: 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2055) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tenn., reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, the 
Tennessee. and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot 
bridge across the South, or Main, Canadian River at or near the 
town of Noble, in Oklahoma Territory, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Mar- 
TIN, April 23, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it ba referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SHOUP on the 
15th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. 
Frymire, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MARTIN on the 
29th ultimo, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred an amendment submitted by himself March 14, 
1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably with an amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be 
printed: which was agreed to. 

REPOR'' ON FEVERS, ETC. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, providing for printing extra copies of the spe- 
cial report of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia on 
typhoid and malarial fevers, etc., to report it with an amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That in addition to the * usual 
number,’ there be printed 4,000 extra copies of the special report made by 
the select committee of the Medical Society of the Distsict of Columbia at 
its meeting of June 6, 1894. on typhoid and malarial fevers and other pre- 
ventable diseases, of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,008 copies for the 
use of the said Society. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, at the end 
of line 1, to insert in parentheses the words ‘‘the Senate con- 
curring.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals 
in the United States for the calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 10.000 
extra copies be printed, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 
2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the 
Director of the Mint. 


7 REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate con- 
curring), That of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1891 fad 








1894. 


1802 there be printed. 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 20.000 copies for distribution 
by the Commissioner of Education. 

Mr.GORMAN. Isubmitreportstoaccompany the resolutions 
which have just been passed, and I ask that they be printed in the 
usual form. 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 

PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution, and asked for its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 600 copies of the 
bill (H. R.4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government 
and for other purposes, as passed by the Senate 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider th: 
resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. lLask the Senator from Maryland if he thinks 
600.copies will be enough. There is a great demand for copies. 

Mr. GORMAN. What number would the Senator from Con- 
necticut suggest? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
printed. 

Mr.GORMAN. Very well; let the resolution beso amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be amended so 
as to read ‘‘ 1,500 copies,” if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PARIS TRIBUNAL OF ARBITRATION. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
ing, to whom were referred the joint resolution (S.R.76) to 
print the proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, 
held in conformity with the treaty of February 29, 1892, between 


the United States and Great Britain, and the joint resolution | of the Navy have carried on all kinds of work in their Depart- 


(S. R., 85) to print 16,600 copies of the proceedings of the Tri- 


[ should think 1,500 copies ought to be | 
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The joint resolution (H. Res..201) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers was read the first time by its title, and the second tima 
at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and Hous y Repre sentatives, etc., That the Sec retary 
of the Navy is hereby authorized to continue until the 3ist day of July, 1894 
the employment of mechanics and laborers paid from the appropriation 
“Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery,’’ Whose services are 
required upon work in progress; anda sufficient sum is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for this pur 
pose, such sum to be immediately available: Provided, That the amoun 


| Which may be expended by the Secretary of the Navy under the authority 
| herein conferred shall be deducted from the amount which may be appro 
priated for *“‘Increase of the Navy: Construction and machinery yr tho 
year ending June 30, 1895 
lv. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent for the presen 


Iam directed by the Committee on Print- | 


bunal of Arbitration at Paris, relating to the fur seals, to report | 


a csscurrent resolution as a substitute therefor, and to submit 
areport thereon. I ask that the concurrent resolution be con- 
sidered at this time. 

The concurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the ITouse of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed under the direction of the Department of State 6,000 copies of the | 


ficial proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 
the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United Statesand Great Britain, 


tribunal by the agents of said Governments, respectively, and also includ- 
ing the written or printed arguments and oral arguments of the counsel on 
behalf of each of said Governments made on said hearing at Paris, and the 
opinions of the arbitrators respectively delivered in said tribunal in con- 
formity with its order admitting the same to constitute a part of said pro- 
ceedings: of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart- 
ment of State. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that Senate joint resolution No. 76 
and Senate joint resolution No. 85 be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey: 

A bill (H.R.4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LII of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H.R.6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled, ‘*An 
act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts 
of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888; 

A joint resolution (H. Res.94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children; and 

A joint vesolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


»onsideration of the joint resolution, and [ will read in this con- 
nection a letter from the Seeretary of the Navy: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washingion, July 1891 

Sin: I learned from Senator MCPHERSON this morning that the question 
of including in the thirty-day resolution the expenditures for carrying on 
the work of the new Navy was discussed in your committee yesterday, and 
that yourcommittee thought the resolution broad enough to cover these ex- 
penditures. I desire to inform you that, before issuing the order suspendin 
the laborers and mechanics employed under ‘Increase of the Nay,’,’’ I con 
sulted with the Attorney-General, and he concurred in the construction | 
put upon the resolution. To save all question in the case, I hope the House 
Will pass a resolution covering these expenditures. I communicated with 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, because it has charge of naval appropria 
tions 

Respectfully, 
H. A. HERBER 
Neer freer ,oFfriti 
Hon. JOSEPH D. SAYBRS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
Hlouse of Representative 

The joint resolution we passed was just in the form of all the 
joint resolutions that have been passed year by year continuing 
the appropriations, and under which the different Secretaries 


ment. I firmly believe, the Attornoy-General and the Secretary 
of the Navy to the contrary notwithstanding, that the joint 
resolution gave the Secretary of the Navy full power to go no 
and expend that:sum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am inclined to defend the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Attorney-General against the 
opinion of the Senator from Missouri. I think it has been cus- 
tomary when such extending joint resolutions have passed to 
add to them certain clauses providing for the continuation of 


| certain appropriations, about the continuance of which there 
including all documents, papers, and agreements presented officially tosaid | 


would otherwise be a doubt. I think if the Senator will look at 


| the joint resolution which was passed in 1882 he will find that 


there are various additions to the customary clause, which spe- 
cially take care of certain work. It is by no means certain that 
the present Secretary of the Navy and the present Attorney- 


| General, both of them good lawyers, are wrong, and that the 


Senator from Missouri, whoisalso a good lawyer,isright. But 
whatever may be the exact right of the legal question, certainly 
there oughtnotto be any objection to the passage of anadditional 
joint resolution if such a one is beforethe Senate. Is there such 
aone: 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been laid before the Senate, and | 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Therecertainly can be no harm in passing 
it, whether the Senator from Missouri is right or whether the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of the Navy are right. | 
thought it was only just to those very able and faithful public 
officers that I should add my opinion to theirs, although by so 
doing we put ourselves against the legal opinion of the honora- 
ble chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 





present 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 
‘son; and 

A bill (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of electri- 
‘cal measure. 

EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I[ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the joint resolution which has just come from the House of Rep- 
resentatives.in regard tothe employés of the Navy Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 


ee 


The jointresolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE. At the request of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE], the chairman of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, I have given some att2ntion to the preparation 
of a bill upon the subject of the arbitration of disputes between 
employés of railroad companies and the companies themselves. 
Whilst I do not dare hope that the bill is perfect, I think it.con- 
tains the germ, possibly, of the settlement of that troublesome 
question. In pursuance of that object, 1 introduce a bill and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2177) to amend ‘* An act to create a board of arbi- 
tration or commission for settling controversies and differences 
between railroad corporations and other common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate and territoria! transportation of property 
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or pissengers and their employés,” approved October 1, 1888, 
wis read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLIEN. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Ke it enacted etc., That whenever @ proposition for arbitration shall be 
made by the employés of any railroad corporation as contemplated and pro 
vided for in section | of (he act mentioned in the title of this act, and the 
sume shall not be accepted by the said corporation, then it shall not be law 
ful for any United States court or judge to grant any injunction against 
said employés or any of them orto make any order requiring or authorizing 
auy United States marshal to control, or in any manner interfere with, the 
conduct of said employés or any of them 

Seo. 2. That whenever the management of the affairs of any railroad cor- 
poration shall be in the hands of a receiver appointed by any United States 
court or judge, and there shall be a difference or controversy between him 
and the employés of said railroad company under his charge, as contem- 
plated and described in said first section of said act, and the said employés 
shalloffer to submit said difference or controversy to arbitration as provided 
for in sald act, it shall be his duty to accept the same and to make selection 
of an arbitrator as es ided for in said act, with the advice of the court. 

Sec, 3. That an obstruction to the running of a railroad train growing 
out of any strike by the employés thereof shall be held and cons‘dered as 
an obstruction to carrying the United States mail within the meaning of 
the laws prohibiting such obstruction only when said train shall have at 
tached thereto no car on Which passengers or other freight are carried or 
interded to be carried 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2178) to place Romeo Fri- 
ganza on the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 2179) for the relief of Addison M. 
Copen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
paunying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S.2180) for the relief of 
Thomas P. Morgan, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S, 2181) relating to the pay and 
retirement of mates in the United States Navy; which was read 
twico by its title,and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a, bill (S, 2182) to provide for the selec- 
tion of a site for the establishment of a navy-yard and dry dock 
on or near Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S.2183) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Thomas Lee; which was 
read twice by its title,and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2184) for the relief of 
Calvin Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2185) to provide 
for the settlement of controversies between certain railway com- 
panies and their employés, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Healsointroduced a bill (S, 2186) for the relief of the widow and 
leyal representatives of the late Orsemus B. Boyd, captain in 
Kighth United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2187) for the relief of the 
Vresbyterian Church of Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2188) to authorize addi- 
tional allotments to the Seneca Indians in the Indian Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on [Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2189) to regu- 
late Canal street, etc., in the city of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
prosed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JARVIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to bo printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intenued 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

GOVERNMENT CONTROL OF RAILWAY LINES, Erc. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita resolution, which I ask may be read 
and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, no more than two of whom 
shall be members of the same political party, shall be appointed to investi 
gate and report, by bill or otherwise, into the necessity and authority for 
Government ownership and control of the railway, telegraph, and telephone 
lines in the United States, and especially into the relation existing between 
such railway, telegraph, and telephone lines and their employés, and what 
legislation. if any, is necessary to prevent strikes by and lockouts of the 
employés thereof in the future, and to bring about a more equitable, just, 
and permanent system of employment and wages. 

Sald committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, employ 
aclerk and stenographer, report the testimony and evidence taken by it, 
and may act by subcommittee or otherwiso. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, at the request of the mover. 


LIST OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate a list of all claims allowed by the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department since January 1, 1894, not heretofore reported to Con 
gress. 

INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 

Mr. LINDSAY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to fur 
nish for the use of the Senate, on or before the Ist day of August, 1894, a 
statement showing fully and in detail all expeditions and ongagements had 
by the military forces of the United States with hostile bands or tribes of 
Indians for the period beginning January 1, 1850, and ending June 30, 1894, 
showing, whenever practicable, the tribe or band engaged or operated 
against, and submitting with said statement copies of all correspondence 
and repogse relating to the said expeditions against and engagemen!s with 
the said Indian bands or tribes; and that said Secretary, at as early a date 
as practicable, shall also furnish to the Senate a similar statement with 
copies of such correspondence and — as to all expeditions against and 
engagements with Indian bands or tribes from the foundation of the Goy- 
ernment up to the Ist day of January, 1850. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. » 


Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. CAREY. [ask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of Senate bill 2129. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion if there be no objection. i 

Mr. CALL. I have the floor upon a question of privilege, but 
I am willing to yield to the Senator from Wyoming if his bill 
does not interfere with my right to thé floor and will not give 
rise to any debate. 

Mr. CAREY. It will not cause any debate, I assure the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr.CALL. Ithinkthe Senator had better wait a little while 
before he calls up his bill. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from Florida prefer to goon 
at this time? 

Mr. CALL. I prefer to go on. 

Mr. CAREY. With the understanding that I can call up the 
bill when he concludes I give way for the present. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it has become the custom for 
newspaper correspondents to falsify the records and to slander 
the character of the members of this body, and we permit the 
press associations to libel falsely and infamously the men who 
constitute this body. They have no hesitation in imputing in- 
decency, indecorum, dishonesty, and corruption to its individual 
members. Men without consideration in the country, without 
moral qualities, the mere semblance of men, without recogni- 
tion anywhere, are permitted to enter into the galleries here 
and through the associated press of the country to disseminate 
from one end to the other their infamous, cowardly, libelous, 
and false attacks upon members of this body. It has become a 
great evil. The interests of the Republic, the interests of re- 
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ligion, of decency, of manhood, and of character demand that 
this should be stopped, and that the criminals who are guilty of 
it should be consigned to the dens of infamy and punishment 
where such men properly belong. 

Mr. President, I wish to bring to the notice of the Senate a 
libelous statement, and to prove conclusively the truth of the 
statement which I shall here make in reference to it and the 
miserable creature who gave currency to it. 

On the 22d of June there appeared in the Florida papers, and 
it was extensively copied through the Associated Press of 
the United States in every form of caricature, an infamously 
false and libelous statement, which I denounce here, and shall 
present the proof to show its falsehood, attributing to me inde- 
corum of conduct and manners. After sixteen years of service 
in this body, in which no member will undertake to say that any 
one has surpassed me in the careful observance of the proprie- 
ties of the Senate and decorum of conduct here, there appeared 
this piece in the newspapers: 

The senior Senator certainly attained the height of vulgar boorishness 
and succeeded in thoroughly disgusting even those in the Senate who are 
fairly familiar with his vagaries and idiosyncracies. 

His costume just at presentis very stunning and costly, among the articles 
of apparel he seems to delight most in being a pair of glaring yellow shoes. 
These he wore into the Senate to-day. He came creaking into the Chamber 
about noon, seated himself calmly at his desk, and with easy nonchalance 
removed his shoes and calmly elevated his unsightly blue-stockinged feet 
to the desk in front of him. 

This action causeda shiver of disgust torun through the entire assemblage 
and through the galleries. It was an act of vulgarity unprecedented in any 
body of gentlemen, and was a direct insult to the State that sent him tothe 
Senate. 

FACED ABOUT. 

Presently Senator CALL swung round in his chair and elevated his feet to 
the deskin the rear of hisown. This desk was occupied at the time by the 
books and papers of Senator KYLE of South Dakota, who was delivering a 
speech upon the income tax. Mr. KYLE noticed the ungentlemanly and 
coarse action on the part of Senator CALL, and immediately left his own 
desk and walked to the center aisle, where he continued his speech. Anum- 
ber of the Senators in CALL’s vicinity also moved away, several of them 
going over to the other side of the Chamber to avoid the unpleasant noto- 
riety of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. President, that is an infamous falsehood. The man who 
conceived it knew it to be a falsehood, and it was told for a ma- 
licious and political purpose. Let us see what is the evidence 
of that; let us see if there is anything more than my statement 
to sustain the truth of the assertion I make: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., June 29, 1894. 

We occupy seats in the Senate near Senator CALL, where he is within our 
observation all the time. We were present on the — of the newspaper 
statement of his expusure of his feet without shoes on his desk. The state- 
ment is untrue, and nothing of the kind occurred. 

No one in the Senate is more decorous and observant of propriety in his 
conduct than Senator CALL. We believe every member of the Senate would 


make this statement. 
JAMES H. KYLE— 


Who this most mendacious creature alleges to have been dis- 
gusted with this indecent conduct of mine— 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 

J. L. M. IRBY, 

THOMAS J. JARVIS, 
EDWARD MURPHY, Jr., 
W. N. ROACH, 
PATRICK WALSH. 

Mr. President, what should be done with so infamous a char- 
acter, who has openly and notoriously and falsely slandered a 
member of this body by a falsehood without any foundation 
whatever? Whatis the object? This man never crossed my 

ath, norI his. He does not belong to the State of Florida. 

do not know him. I should not know him if I were tosee 
him. What prompts him to this infamous falsehood? He is 
paid, he is hired to slander and falsify the character of men by 
those who have an object in it. 

But, Mr. Pesident, nothing of the kind occurred. 
no foundation for the statement. 
a wounded and lacerated foot, and, carefully avoiding exposure, 


There was 


moved one of my shoes in consequence of its swollen condition, 
for a few moments, carefully concealing my foot. 

This man, whoever he may be, should be branded as a falsifier 
by a resolution of this body, andI shall introduce a resolution 
for that purpose. 

Mr. President, that is not all. Why should such an outrage- 
ous charge be made? What wit, what character, what manhood 
in attempting to assassinate the character of a Senator and rep- 
resent him falsely all over the country as conducting himself in 
an indecent and indecorous manner, appearing here and putting 
his feet upon his desk? If the American people are content 
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men. Let us go alittle further. I have read the statementof all 
the Senators around me here in regard to this incident. I wish 


to follow this thing up. On the 3d of July, presumably from 
the same person,there appeared a statement, which [shall read, 
in a corporation newspaper established in the State of Florida, 
a professedly Democratic paper, established by three corpora- 
tion men, the most aggressive Republicans in the United States 
professedly, and the most aggressive Democrats and also Popu- 
lists, having no party connection or convictions, but seeking 
only to destroy a public man who has thecharacter and courage 
to maintain his convictions and defend the rights of the people. 
It has money behind it. 

Half the senators in Florida are to be elected this year who 
will vote for the Senator who shall succeed me; and this news- 
paper, as on a former occasion, has its columns full of this false- 
Soon and villification of me; and hereis another which I wish to 
bring to the attention of the Senate, not for my sake alone, nor 
my vindication only, but that I believe it due to the dignity of 
this body and to its sense of duty to the American people that 
it should brand as slanderous and libelous the men who mali- 
ciously invent falsehoods, who are hired to do so, and that it 
should exclude them from this gallery for the reason that by the 
deliberate judgment of this Senate they are professional falsi- 
fiers. Ihave here an article headed, ‘‘ Now, what will CALL 
do?” It contains this statement: 

[Special to the Citizen. } 
WASHINGTON, July 2. 

Some time ago the Citizen published in its Washington dispatches the 
statement that Senator CALL had on file at the Treasury Department an in 
dorsement of Joseph Gannon for the position of supervising inspector of 
steam vessels for the third inspection district. 

After the publication of this statement Senator CALL visited the Treasury 
Department and saw Mr. Carlisle, to whom he stated that he desired to 
withdraw his indorsement of Mr. Gannon. 

There is a statement that is an infamous falsehood. I have 
never been tothe Treasury Department to seeand have never seen 
Mr. Carlisle on this subject, and never made such a statement. 
Why this falsehood in regard to me, which is stated as the 
truth by this man, whoever he may be? [denounce itas an in- 
famous and malicious falsehood. I have never had a word with 
Mr. Carlisle upon the subject or with any other official of the 
Treasury Department. I deny the statement, and I challenge 
the proof of it. But that is notall. I have never withdrawn 
any indorsement of Mr. Joseph Gannon for steam inspector. |! 
have never indorsed Mr. Joseph Gannon for steam inspector of 
the third district, and I will prove this falsehood and the con- 
spiracy upon which it rests by the records of the Treasury De- 
partment and expose this man to all persons who love manhood 
and courage and honesty, and detest and despise a miserable 
corrupt creature, who hires himself out to assassinate the char- 


| acter of other men. 


} 


I came into the Senate with | 


that those who are associated with the press should be known | 


as common liars, without having any respect for truth or 
manhood or courage, let it be so. The great American people 
have a contempt for a man who is guilty of such conduct. 

But that is not all. This thing has a motive in it. This as- 
sassin, whoever he may be, is hired to assassinate the character of 


; ; d | anything in the world. 
in the concealment and privacy of this desk here I slightly re- | er redada dian on 


At this visit Mr. CALL endeavored to explain his indorsement of two men 
for the same position by stating that he did not know when he indorsed Mr 
Gannon at Senator Butler's request that Mr. Gannon was an yo for 
the same place for which Mr. Vogel had already been indorsed by the ma- 
jority of the Florida delegation. 

That is another lie. Every sentence in this statement is a 
falsehood. 

This was a weak excuse, but it was better than none. Themischief had 
already been done, however, and Capt. Vogel's chances had been ruined by 
the split indorsement of Senator CALL. 

BEGAN TO PREVARICATE ABOUT IT. 

Shortly after the publication in the Citizen of this story Senator CALL 
began to hear from the friends of Capt. Vogel, and he was severely arraigned 
for his desertion of Capt. Vogel and his cowardly effort to curry favor with 
a fellow Senator at the expense of his Florida friends. After receiving a 
number of letters that were of a tone to make the senior Senator believe 
that summer was really with him at last, he resorted to the expedient of de 
nying his indorsement of Gannon. At least that is the only construction 
to be placed upon the remarkable telegram sent by the Senator to Jackson- 
ville. In that telegram he says: 

‘The statementin reference to my visiting the Treasury Department is 
an infamouslie. There is not a word of truth in it.” 

The senior Senator is evidently cornered, for that dispatch may mean 
It is not at all a denial of the statement that he had 
betrayed his friend and had indorsed another man forthe sameplace. It is 
simply a denial of the truth of some story about his visiting the Treasury 
Department, and as usual the senior Senator is not explicit. On this o 
sion he is purposely ambiguous. Not knowing just how much truth 
be brought against him, he preferred to shield himself behind ane 
contradiction of nothing in particular. 

HIS STATEMENT IN THE BANNER 

Getting away from Jacksonville, Senator CALL becomes more courageous, 
and in a small county paper called the Ocala Banner he recently published 
a communication in which he says: 

“Thave not recommended anybody for the position of supervising in- 
spector, with the exception of Capt. Leo Vogel.” 

In making this statement the senior Senator from Florida is guilty of a 
direct prevarication. Moreover, he has so faultily covered up his tracks 
that the records against him are still in existence. 

The Citizen's Washington correspondent called at the Treasury Depart 
ment to-day,in company with a Southern Representative, who had access to 
the papers on file, and the documents in the case of the supervising in 
spector of steam vessels were secured and carefully examined 

The statements made in these dispatches were verified. Filed with the 
application of Gannon was a typewritten indorsement stating that the 
signers were all acquainted with Mr. Gannon: that they were convinced 
from his record as local inspector at Charleston that he would make a ca 
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pable, efficlent, and trustworth ipervising inspector, and that they there 
fore asked his appointment 
AID HE WOULD, BUT DID NOT 
This typew ten Introduction occupied half a pageot legal cap and lauded 
the Charleston man for his excellent qualities, which were described as fit- 
ting him especially for the position for which he was an applicant. This 
indorsement is signed by Senators BUTLER, IRBY, GORDON, and WILKINSON 
CALI At the bottom of the pageis a footnote, stating that Senator Inpy 
withdrew his indorsement of Gannon, but there is nothing to show that 
Senator CALI had ever withdrawn his indorsement, although he atated to 
Secretary Carlisle that it was his intention to do so 


Mr. President, that statement is an infamous falsehood, and 
I ask the Senate if a man is to be permitted to occupy a place 
here in the Press Gallery convicted, as I convict this man, of a 
willful and malicious falsehood, intended to destroy the charac- 
ter of a Senator. 

What are the facts in regard toit? lortunately truth asserts 
itself, and when a man becomes a notorious liar, the truth de- 
nowices him and exhibits itself. 

Before the last inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, before Mr. 
Vogel had ever become an applicant for this office, early in the 
month of March, Mr. Gannon had filed his application. [ have 
the record here, and [ have the application which was filed, 
with the names of several Senators upon it, for Mr. Gannon’s 
wppointment, and my name is one of them. It bears the file 
date of Mareh 2, 1895. 

it had escaped my memory, though [| knew I had never in- 
dorsed Gannon or anyone else for the position for which Capt. 
Vogel was an applicant. Whatdoes the record show? Here is 
the letter of Assistant Sceretary Curtis, of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, written at that time, on the 24th of March, 1893, stating 
that this application of Gamnon’s, to which this miserable crea- 
ture refers, bearing my signature as the evidence of my false- 
hood, is intended to be for the local inspector at Charleston and 
not for the position of supervising inspector of the third dis- 
trict: and yet this man, professing to have examined the papers 
und to have seen them, publishes here this infamous libel, im- 
puting this falsehood to me; and here is the letter of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury instructing the application to be 
considered, as it was stated to me, for local inspector, and not 
for the position of supervising inspector. 

What does the Senate think of the man who conviets himself 
by his own evidence, professing to have seen that paper and yet 
publishing such a falsehood as that [ had falsely stated that I 
had never recommended anybody but Vogel? 

Gannon an applicant for local inspector at Charleston March 
2,18, although his paper states that he was applying for in- 
spector of the third district; letters of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, March 24, 1893, stating that his application was for 
iocalinspector; Vogel applying on March 23, 1893, for inspector 
of the third district; my recommendation continuously made 
and renewed until May 9, 1894, and this man stating that he had 
seen the papers and asserting that I had abandoned Vogel for 
Gannon, who was an applicant for local inspector at Charleston 
only. 

W hathas the ‘Treasury Department todo with this conspiracy? 
What have the officials of the Department to do with it? This 
paper has been buried away, but it seoms to have been hunted 
up. I shali read the letter of Mr. Curtis, which I have here, 
for the information of the Senate, and alsoa letter from amem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. 

The matter had passed from my memory; it was before the in- 
auguration of the President, and the Senators asked me to join 
in the indorsement. I said, “ If he is an applicant for the posi- 
tion of local inspector at Charleston I willcheerfully agree with 
you;” but itseems the application was headed for ** supervising 
inspector,” whieh had escaped my notice, but their assertion 
was carried out by the immediate filing of the letter of the mem- 
ber of Congress direeting the application to be made for the 
local inspectorship, and the following is the letter of the Assist- 
art Secretary, explaining, as they had stated to me, that the 
application was for the local inspectorship; and yet this infamous 
creature, knowing that fact, published throughout the world, 
through the Associated Press, this positively and absolutely false 
statement, with the papers before his eyes and exhibiting the 
falsehood. What does Mr. Curtis say? Here is his letter: 

MAROH 24, 1893. 
Sin: Referring to Department letter of the 23d instant, forwarded to you 
for your consideration by the board ordered to convene to select for the dis- 
trict a suitable person for appointment as local inspector for the district of 
Charieston, in connection with the papers of R. H. Berry, of Wilmington, N. 
C., an applicant for that position, I herewith transmit the application and 
indorsements of W. H. Gannon, also an applicant for same position. You 
will observe that the position to which Mr. Gannon’s papers refer is that of 
supervising inspector of steam vessels for the third district, but it is under- 
stood that Mr. Gannon would be glad tosneceed Mr. Taglio as local inspector 
of hulls, and you are directed to consider his papers in connection with said 

vacant local epeeneany 
Respectfully, 

W. E. CURTIS, Secretary. 

Mr. JNO. W. OAS, 

Supervising Tnspe ‘or of Steam Vessele, Third District. 
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Here is the letter of the member of Congress upon which the 

direction was made: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
DIVISION OF APPOINTMENTS, 
Washington, D. C., May 24, 1992. 

DEAK Sin: lam very anxious that Peter Taglio should give place at the 
earliest day possible to W. H. Gannon as inspector of hulls for the district 
of Charleston, 8. C. 

This is the matter of which I spoke to you about ten days ago 

The ees ) of boilers might wait a while. 

Please have such action taken as will secure Gannon’s appointment as 
s00n as you can, and oblige, yours, sincerely, etc., 

W. H. BRAWLEY 

Hon. WILLIAM E, Contis, efe., etc 

Mr. President, what shall be done with willful, malicious, con- 
victed libelers and slanderers hired to destroy the character of 
members of this body? What does this man know of Capt. Leo 
Vogel and my relations with him? Here is the record: The ap- 
plication made for the local inspectorship of Charleston, in which 
[ joined the Senators from South Carolina; and this man in this 
paper charges me with having traded with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] for his influence for the rejection 
of the nomination of Wilson, who was not nominated for more 
than twelve months after this oecurrence—another malicious 
falsehood. 


Str: I have the honor to hand you herewith a petition for the appoint 
ment of myself as supervising Mspector of steam vessels for the third dis- 
trict 

Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM H. GANNON 

Ho. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


We, the undersigned, fe Name request at the hands of the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury the appointment as above stated, and would recite 
the long lence and efficient service as local inspector of the Charleston 
district. under the former Democratic Administration. Capt. Gannon, hav- 
ing been master of steam vessels for twenty-five years, is especially qualified 
for the service, capable in every particular, and we believe his appointment 
would prove im every way wise and desirable. 


Respectfully, 
M. ©. BUTLER. WILLIAM H. BRAWLEY. 


JOHN L. M. IRBY. RUFUS B. LESTER. 
J. B. GORDON. S. B. ALEXANDER. 
WILKINSON CALL. F. E. MEREDITH. 


Indersement: SAVANNAH, GA.. March 2, 1893. 

This man Gannon was out of the way entively, nobody recom- 
mending him for anything; a year having elapsed, and this 
newspaper writer charges me with having traded this indorse- 
ment, made before the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] for his vote in oppo- 
sition to the confirmation of Mr. Wilson, nominated more than 
a year after Gannon’s applying for the local inspectorship at 
Charleston. 

But what has Capt. Vogel’s recommendation by me to do with 
my veracity and acharge of falsehood against me upon this state 
of things, when I have never said that I had abandoned Vogel” 
That was the application, that was the meaning, that was the 
averment—that I had abandoned my friend. Now, what is the 
record? 

Capt. Vogel’s application was filed on the 23d of March, 1893, 
after the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, and within less than 
twenty days; while the other man filed his application before 
the inauguration, and it was before the Secretary at that par- 
ticular date for the local inspgctorship, and here is the first 
movement I made. 

« MARCH 23, 1892. 

Capt. Leo Vogel's application for this office is filed with the indorsement 
and recommendation for its favorable consideration by 

‘ WILKINSON CALL. 

That is the record of the Treasury Department. What next? 

On the 234 of March Capt. Vogel is recommended by J. L. M. Inpy. 

On the 25th March Vogel is recommended by T. T. Stockton and WILKIN- 
SON CALL. On the 8th May by Senator CALL in personal interview with 
the President. Thurber, private secretary; slip on file. 

On 2%th April, 1898, by Senator CALL. 

On 9th April, 1893, by Senator CAL. 

On 24 May, 1894, by Senator CALL. 

On 9th May, 1804, by Senator CaLu. 

And yet this man goes to the Treasury Department and de- 
liberately falsifies the record. Is such a man to be respected by 
his press associates? Are honor and truth and manhood to find 
no consideration, but libel and slander and imputations of in- 
decent conduct to be made upon Senators? 

Mr. President, here are the records. They are conclusive; 
they prove this falsehood; they prove that there is no founda- 
tion whatever for the statements; that they are malicious, and 
made for a purpose. Why are they made? Because powerful 
interests assail me, and the men who are advertised to hire out 
for professional libelers and slanderers are paid by these power- 
ful persons, who are seeking to — the people of the State 
of Florida of theownership of the lands which the law has given 
to them, and impose a tribute of twenty or thirty million dol- 
lars to be paid into their pockets by virtue of frauds committed 
against the people. That is the inciting motive. 
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These people do not know me: they have never crogsed m} 
path, nor | theirs; they know none of my people; they know noth 
ing of Capt. Vogel, my devoted tri 1d,a brave and gallant off 
cer, a man from the bosom of the people, who before the mast 
became a master sailor and sailed upon every sea, a man col 
versant with every form of maritime knowledge, skill, und e 
perience; a man who served upon the confederate ships, t 
\labama and the Florida, with great distinction, and ey 
everywhere capable of commanding ships, either naval or com 
mercial, and who, I am proud to say, is my devoted friend, a 
to whose face no man care slander me. Mr. President, Capt 
Vogel is better than a hundre d millions of wenerutions o 
libelers and slandere 

What next What shali be done further? Shall we sit he: 
and be represented as coming into this Chamber in indecent 
exposure Shall these miserable creatures, cowardly, false li 


} } 


belers, be permitted to make use of this Chamber? ‘I'he press 
is « noble association. My friend the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. WALSH], without reproach, a man of learning, a man of a 
high sense of honor, and many others are like him, have bee: 
correspondents here. Shall they permit their records to be 
polluted by convicted libelers and assassinsof character? Whi 
interpretation can be placed uponit? Here isthe record. There 
is no escape from it. 

Mr. President, here is the stutement which [ have explained; 
here is an accusation against me, which is a falsehood, of aban 


doning friends, of playing double with different men, professing | 


to be based upon the records of the Treasury Department. | 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, Uhat the perpetrator of the false and slanderous statements r¢ 
lating to the Senator from Florida, Mr. CALL, be excluded from the Press 
Gallery of the Senate on the ground that he is a professional liar and libeler, 
and that hisname and newspaper connections be ascertained by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and reported to the Senate, to be published in the CONGRESSIONAL, 
RECORD as a part of this resolution 

Mr. President, the Senate of the United States is a bedy of 
respectable men, whocome here with the confidence and indorse- 
mentof the people. The press association of this country is a 
body of respectable men who are all presumed to be honest and 
honorable lovers of the truth, rather than of falsehood, lovers 
of decorum and of propriety, and not of those who hire them- 
selves out to defame and blacken the character of virtuous men 
and women. 

Such characters are to be condemned by all right-loving peo- 
nle , whether Senators or members of the press. 
tablish some mark by which the deliberate judgment of the 
Senate in case of clear conviction of newspaper men of dishon- 
orable, false, and unworthyconduct shall be branded upon them 
with the expression of our disapproval. 
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nin sent to call » the 
I ICh-! SIDEN'I Ti is the requ of t nator 
TI I know the r¢ Oo i fora ions; ti ne aesired 
© get consideration for th ill, but the Senator from Delaware 
HiGGINns], lL believe, opposes the bill, and the Senator from 
ichusetts |Mr. HOAR] has desired to say someth ng upon it. 
those. Seuators are absent this morning. [do not think 
Senator ought to press the bill in a thin Senate in their ab- 
sence [ hope he will Laameren 
Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that on next Friday t! 
bill may be made the regular order and taken up for consi 
Lor 
Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator should wait until the 
( om Massachusetts : the Senator from Di are 


Mr. PASCO. This is purely a local bill, and I can not think 
it necessary to wait for the Senator from Delaware in order to 
determine what are to be the boundary lines of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida. [hope that the request of my co 
eague will be granted and the bill will be taken up this morn 
ing. Itisamatter of great importance to the people of Florid 
It hus been standing over for weeks while half a dozen or mor 
bills of a similar character have been passed without objection. 
Tecan not conceive that it is necessary to wait for the Senaio 
from Delaware toexpress his viewsas to what shall be the b 
ary lines of the Florida judicial districts. 

Mr. PLATT. In the absence of the Senator from Delawar 
and the Senator from Massachusetts, | feel IT ought to objec 


| this morning. 


We must es- | 


ask that the resolution may be printed and go over to be | 


hereafter considered by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be 
printed 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: Lam informed by Senators here, 


who concur with me as to the gravity of the offense and the pro- | 
riety of the Senate taking some action inregard to it, that itis | 


etter that the resolution should be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, and I therefore make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a House bill on the table to provide 
for allotting to the Southern Ute Indians lands in severalty. I 
ask that the bill may be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS| desires to 
offer some amendments to the bill, which will also be referred 
to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. — to disapprove the treaty 
heretofore made with the Southern Ute Indians to be removed 
to the Territory of Utah, and providing for settling them down 
in severalty where the y may so elect ‘and are qi ialified, and to 
settle all those not electing y to take lands in severalty on the 
west 40 miles of present reservation, and in portions of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. VILAS. I desirs to offer certain amendments to the bill. 
I prepared them with a view to discuss them this morning, but 
by an arrangement between the Senator from Colorado and my- 
self the bill is referred. I offer the amendments and ask that 
they be printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It issoordered, without objection. 

FLORIDA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President—— 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent (1 will move if nec- 





| 
j 


| tions. If it be a unanimous report of th 





CALL. My colleague is entirely right, and I will mov 
if there be a Senate here, to take the bill up when the pe: 
ing bill of the Senator from Wyoming is disposed of. I wish t 
state that I-would not desire to deprive the Senator from De 
aware of a hearing if it were important for him to have one. | 
ain satisfied that the bill ought to pass, and that it will pass. It 
is in the interest of everybody there, the officers of the court 
and the people of the districts, and the business of the court 
I believe that when the Senator from Connecticut fully und 
stands the case he himself wil! consent to it. [shall make th 
motion I have indicated if there be a Senate here, 


LAND FOR RESERVOIRS. + 


Mr. CAREY. lask unanimous consent for the present cor 
sideration of the bill (S.: 2129 to authorize the entry of land for 
rest rvoir purposes. 

here being no objection, th hate, as in Co nmittee of the 
WI olk P proceeded to consider the f bi ill. whi h had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 


section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘use,” to insert ‘at $2.50 p 
acre Ne 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to know from the Senator from 
Wyoming whether this is 2 unanimous report from the Co: 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr.CAREY. Ibelieveiiisaunanimo eport. Every m 
ber of the committee has seen anc d ousssinn® the bill. 

Mr.HARRIS. The bill involves some pretty important ques- 
> committee [ shall not 
If it is not a unanimous report I shall object to its con- 

ideration. 

Mr. CAREY. it has the approvalof the chairman of the com- 
mittee. If the Senator desires an explanation I can make one 
that I think will be entirely satisfactory to the Senator. 

HARRIS. I shall not interpose an objection. 

.PASCO. Whatis the numberof the bill and its Calendar 
nu! aut 
Mr. MORGAN. Let the bill be again read. 
Thi e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as amended, 
Mr. PASCO. Iask for the Calendar number, that I may ex- 
mine the bill a myself. I do notask that it be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Th bill is not on the Calendar. It was 
juss re ported this m orning 

Mr. HARRIS. It has uo order business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisa Seana béll, which has just beenre- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, and is not on the 
Calendar. Now, let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The 
the bill is called for. .The Secretary wi 
amended. 
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The Secretary read the bill as amended as follows: 


Beit enacted. etc... That any citizen of the United States, or any association 
of citizens of the United States, or any ditch or water company, under 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall have 
the right to purchase lands suitable forreservoir purposes, not to exceed one 

uarter section of un ocupied public lands not reserved for public use, at 

2.50 per acre: Provided, That when lands so purchased are within a mining 
district such lands shall be considered mineral lands, andthe patent to such 
lands shal! not authorize the purchaser to extract mineral therefrom, but 
all such minera! shall be reserved to the United States, which reservation 
shall be inserted in such patent. 

Sxc. 2. ‘hat the Secretary of the Interior shall insert in the patent a pro- 
vision that unless the land so sold shall, within three years from the date of 


entry, be utilized for reservoir or water-storage od ge that such land 
shall revert to the United States. That the ve ege herein granted shall 
not be construed to interfere with the control of the water for irrigation or 
other purposes under authority of the respective States and Territories, 
and this provision shall be inserted in the patent. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am inclined to think the bill ought to be 
amended so far as it prescribes a maximum price for the land. 
As I recollect the reading of the bill it provides that the land 
shall in no case be sold for a greater sum than $2.50 an acre. 
Let that portion of the bill be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary readas follows: 

That any citizen of the United States, or any association of citizens of 
the United States, or any ditch or water company, under rules and regula- 
tions prescribed a3 the Secretary of the Interior, shall have the right to 
purchase lands suitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one quarter 
section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at 82.50 per 
acre. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the words ‘‘two dollars 
and fifty cents per acre’ and insert ‘‘at such price as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall prescribe.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment tothe amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 8, the words ‘‘ at two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre” and insert ‘‘at such price as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add at not less than some fixed 
sum. 

Mr.ALLEN. Let the Senator put in whatever sum he sees fit. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest ‘‘ not less than $2.50 per acre.” 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will permit me just one minute, 


/i think I will remove any objection he may have. The price 
* has been fixed in the bill atthe double minimum—82.50 per acre. 


It limits the amount that any one person or association can pur- 
chase to 160 acres. The bill expressiy provides that the land 


|“ can only be used for one purpose—to store water uponit. Under 


the provisions of the bill the party does not even obtain the 
mineral in the land, if there is any, and in case he fails to use 
it for reservoir purposes the land reverts to the Government of 
the United States, notwithstanding the party has paid $2.50 per 
acre for it. 

When some poor fellow wants to buy 160 acres or 80 acres or 
40 acres for reservoir purposes, I do not see how you are going 
to fix it so as to have the land appraised by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The bill is in the form in which such bills are usually 


passed. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no reason why the land should be 
appraised. 

r. CAREY. It is now appraised by law. 

Mr. TELLER. It is appraised by law at $1.25 per acre, or if 
it is mineral land at $2.50 an acre for one class and $5 for another. 
The mineral is specially excepted. 

Mr. CAREY. If it is timber or stone land it is $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. TELLER. Timber or stone land is $2.50 per acre. In 
the mountain regions there are a large numberof small natural 
reservoirs, 40, 60, 80, and 100 acres. They are rarely ever larger 
than that. There are a great number of farmers inthe country, 
which I in part represent, who have been in the habit of going 
into the mountains themselves and building reservoirs on public 
lands. There is a feeling of ee in that, and they desire 
to have title. The reservoirs are to ald them in furnishing the 
water supply during the season in which they irrigate. They 
fill the reservoirs in the early part of the year, and then when 
the irrigating season comes on they are allowed to run the water 
into the streams and down into the ditches. 

A great number of reservoirs will be built in the mountain re- 
gions by the local ditch associations in Colorado and other irri- 
gating States if they are allowed todoso. There can be no 
monopoly init. It is specifically provided that the States shall 
still have the same control over it as over other public lands. 
In the State of Colorado at least—I can speak of no other—there 
is no monopoly in the ditching of water. The State has taken 
charge of it and fixed the price at which water can be sold. But 
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in these cases the most of it will be done by an association of 
farmers who own the reservoirs as they own the ditches, and 
the water will not be sold at any price; it will be furnished by 
the men who build the reservoirs. 

Mr. POWER. The Senator from Colorado has stated the sit- 
uation in Montana, It will be a great convenience to the farm- 
ers in the valley if they can build reservoirs on lands where 
they can secure the right and in that way secure their invest- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. The insertion of the amendment that the land 
shall be sold at a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and not less than $2.50 per acre, it occurs to me, covers 
everything that the Senators from the mountain States can ask. 
If there should be an attempt to establish reservoirs on land 
worth more than $2.50 per acre, land worth $5 or $10 or $20 an 
acre, then the power ought to be lodged in the Secretary of the 
Interior to fix a price above $2.50. 

Mr. CAREY. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska to per- 
mit an amendment to go in providing that the land shall not be 
sold for less than $1.25 per acre. I do not think any of it is 
worth more than $1.25. he amendment of the committee was 
inserted to remove the objection of the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. BERRY], the chairman of the committee, who thought it 
would be better to fix the price at $2.50 per acre. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment read “at a price to be 
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, which shall not be less 
than $2.50 per acre.” 

Mr. CAREY. Letit read ‘‘ $1.25 per acre.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest as a compromise to insert ‘‘ not less 
than $2 an acre;” so as to give the Secretary of the [nterior au- 
thority to fix a higher price than $2.50. 

Mr. ALLEN. anne to that. 

Mr. CAREY. I can not resistthe appeal of the Senator from 
Tennessee. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the clause be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘‘use,” in line 8, ‘‘at 
such price as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, at not 
less than $2 per acre.” 

Mr. ALLEN. The word ‘‘at”’ should go out. 

Mr. PLATT. Yow do not wart the word ‘‘at.” 

Mr. ALLEN. It should read ‘‘at such price as the Secretar 
of the interior shall prescribe, not less, however, than $2 pe 
acre.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘rhe question is onagreeing to the 
Snes to the amendment made as in Committee of thé 

Thole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. » 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was} 
read the third time, and passed. 


FLAGS OF TWENTY-SECOND MICHIGAN REGIMENT, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2070) to provide fér 
the restoration to the State of Michigan of two flags carried by 
the Twenty-second Michigan Infantry Volunteers and now in 
the War Department. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. e 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that cass? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a careful report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the’ Senator from Missouri 
desire to have the report read? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is of some length. The General of the 
Army has given personal attention to this matter. I will state 
the case briefly. ‘There have been several precedents, where 
applications by regiments or States were made for the delivery 
to them of flags held inthe War Department. The flags in some 
cases were flags which were captured by the Confederates, and 
again upon the subjugation of the Confederate forces restored 
to Federal possession, but not to the regiments themselves. In 
cases where there was nothing specially brilliant in the behav- 
ior of the regiment at that time or afterwards, the War Depart- 
ment has not favored the restoration. 

An examination has been made in this case, and the distinct 
approval of the General of the Army is among the papers. The 
regiment was at the crucial test in the battle of Chickamauga. 
I presume there are those here who were witnesses of some of 
the interesting events on that occasion. The regiment es- 
pecially distinguished itself. At the time when the Union line 
was broken the regiment suffered heavily. I believe it was at 
that point that it lost its flags; but it redeemed itself before 
night. Indeed, it did not need any redemption at the time, for 
it was sacrificing itself at a very important point. 

All that appears at length in the report. The original propo- 
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sition was to restore the flags to the regiment, but in my judg- 
ment that is all wrong. They belong to the State. If the State 
chooses to give them to the regimental association—my State 
will not do it—that is their lookout. | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPHINE F. KELTON. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bili (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine |’. 
Kelton, widow of Brig.Gen. John C. Kelton, late adjutant gen- 
eral United States Army. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committe on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, | 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;’’so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine F.. Kelton, 


widow of Brig. Gen. John C, Kelton, late Adjutant-General United States 
Army, and pay her a pension of 850 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to consider a House bill 
which has been favorably reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs without amendment. It is the bill (H. R. 3135) 
granting to the University of Utah a site off the public domain. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 of Title LIT of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees of the courts | 
of the United States,” approved August 1, 1888, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes 








p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 9, 1894, at 12 | 
o'clock m. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 6, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. JOHN W. | 


HEIDT, of Georgia. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. | 


NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill for the establishment of addi- 
tional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

THE TARIFF. 

The bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes, was laid before the | 
House with the amendments of the Senate, and was referred, 
with the amendments, to the Committee on Ways and:Means, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson; and 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. These bills, which were amended by the 
House, have been returned from the Senate with the informa- | 
ition that the Senate disagrees to the amendments and asks a | 


conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. If there be no objection the amendments will be in- 
sisted upon and the conference agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MAR- 
TIN of Indiana, Mr. HARF,and Mr. PICKLER as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT LEXINGTON, MO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1930) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGEof Kentucky, by unanimous consent, ob- 

tained leave of absence for two days. 
SAMUEL COLLINS. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel 
Collins, which has been favorably reported by the House Com- 
mittee on Claims, and is now on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Samuel Collins, of Water Valley, Miss., 
the sum of @230.11, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report in that case be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 411) for the 
relief of Samuel Collins, having had the same under consideration, report 
the same back with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The Senate report made upon this bill during the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress is so clear astatement of the facts that your com- 
mittee adopts the same as a part of this report. 





[Senate Report No. 531, Fifty-second Congress, first session. | 


The purpose ofthe present bill isto pay to Samuel Collins, of Water 
Valley, Miss., certain bounty money due him for enlisting in Company I, 
Fifth United States Coiored Heavy Artillery, during the late war. His 
claim for 8300 was allowed March 17, 1870, per settlement No. 556104, author- 
ized by joint resolution of Congress January 13, 1864. The certificate for 
this sum was made payable to the Commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau 
in accordance with law, and the money was paid tothe chief disbursing 
officer of the bureau April 1, 1870, and passed into the hands of C. L. C. Cass, 
the local agent at Jackson, Miss., on December 8, 1871. 

This agent claimed that he paid the money to the soldier and exhibited a 
receipt purporting to be signed by Collins and witnessed by two witnesses 
The claimant, however, insisted that he had not received the money, and 
urged his demand against the Government for payment. The agent, Cass, 
then stated that the money in this case and another had been paid to the 
wrong persons, but failed or refused to make good his mistake or negligence. 

Thereupon suits were instituted in the name of the United States by the 
United States district attorney in the district court of the southern district 
of ae against the agent, Cass, for the recovery of theamounts im- 
properly paid to the wrong parties, or wrongfully withheld by him while 
acting as agent of the Freedman’s Bureau and disbursing officer of the Goy- 
ernment. 

The two suits were consolidated. and Mr. Cass in his defense set up a 
counter claim against the Unitea States, which on the trial was disallowed, 
and a judgment was rendered in favor of the United States for the aggre- 
gate amounts due to the two soldiers, with interest and costs. An appeal 
was taken to the circuit court, and the judgment of the district court was 
sustained. 

Anexecution was issued upon the judgment, and the net sum collected 
upon it was $77.39, and as to the residue of the amount it was returned nulla 
bona. Of this amount 869.89 was paid to the claimant, Collins, and he has 
received only that sum upon his bounty claim of 8300, the Department rul 
ing, according to law, that no further action could be taken with refer- 
ence to re of the balance without the action of the Congress 

The record of the Cass suit is before the committee, and a letter from the 
judge who presided at the trial, who gives a brief history of the case; also a 
letter from the Second Auditor of the Treasury. Upon these the foregoing 
statements are based, and the judge’s letter is herewith submitted asa part 
of this report. 

It is very clear that the unpaid part of Collins’s bounty is still due tohim 
by the United States. The default was on the part of one of its officers, to 
whom the money was intrusted, and it never reached him. The Ugited 
States has a judgment against the officer for the money, which he received 
and failed to pay, and the prosecution of the suit in its name, by itsown offi- 
cer, is a full recognition of the fact that it was the money of the Govern 
ment that was withheld, and that no payment had ever been made that 
would discharge its liability. 

The $300 is still due the claimant, less the 369.89 that he received after the 
partial recovery upon the execution. This leaves a balance of $230.11 

ae * 6 c * 


JACKSON, MiIss., May 17, 1886. 

GENTLEMEN: I learn that there is a bill referred to you providing for an 
appropriation of some $300 or $400 to Samuel Collins, acolored man of Water 
Valley, in this State, for that amount due him as a soldier in the late war 
as bounty money. 

The sum of $300 was duly allowed said Collins, and an order drawn in his 
favor upon one L. C. Cass, then receiver of public money in this city. Cass 
refused to pay the money to Collins, claiming that he had paid it to some- 
one else. The United States district attorney brought suit against Cass 
upon this claim, in the name of the United States for the use of Collins; 


| also, in the name of the United States for the use of another of the same 


character. These suits were consolidated. Cass defended on the ground 
that the United States was due him as salary an amount more than the 
claim. The case was submitted to the court as of a jury. 

This was in the district court. A judgment was givenin thiscourt forthe 
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claims. interest, aud costs, from which Cass appealed to the circuit court, 
by which the judgment of the district court was affirmed and an execution 
was issued; returned nulla bona. 


Collins has never received this money, and should have it. 

The written opinion delivered in the district court at the time sets out the 
facts. and which I herewith inclose. I further state that Collins is a good, 
industrious, honest, colored man, who has been for many years in the em- 
ploymeut of the Lilinois Central Railroad Company, and much respected by 
those who know him and for whom he labors. 

If Cass is living and the money can be made upon the judgment against 
him. the Government can be reimbursed, but Collins ought not to be de- 
pendent upon that recovery, but should have his money. He should not be 
defeated by the embezzlement and frand of a dishonest agent. 


R. A. HILL, United States Judge 
The COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
liouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

My. DOCKERY. Itseems that this isa claim for bounty, and 
that the agent of the United States withheld the pay from the 
party who was entitled to it? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; and the United States sued the agent and 
got judgment and recovered the amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The report, however, does not seem to 
show towhom the bounty was paid. 

Mr. MONEY. That was not necessary. The fact is it was 
not paid atall. It was sequestered by the agent of the Gov- 
ernment. This man is entitled to his bounty and the judgment 
shows it. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONEY, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
PUBLIC PARK, CASTINE, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use 
of certain land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Ke it enacted, etc,, That there is hereby granted to the town of Castine, in 
the State of Matne, the right to occupy, improve, and control, for the pur- 
poses of a public park forthe use and benefit of the citizens of the United 
States, and for no other purpose whatever, the tract of land owned by the 
United States situated in the extreme southerly part of said town of Cas- 
tine, containing 3 acres, more or less, and known as the “Fort Madison 
lot’’—said tract being more fully described in the deed of Joseph and Phebe 
Perkins, conveying the said land to the President of the United States, 
dated April i, ic00, which deed is recordedin the records of Hancock County, 
Me., book numbered 27, page 105—upon the following conditions and provi- 
sions, namely: 

First. That the said town of Castine shall ascertain by proper survey and 
accurately mark in a permanent manner the boundaries of said tract of land 
aan the description given in said deed; that no use of said land 
shall be begun by the said town until after general plans of said improve- 
ment shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Second. That said town of Castine shall have anil enercies wer tomake 
and enforce police regulations concerning said tract and shall properly pro- 
tect all said property from injury. 

Third. That the Untted States reserves to itself the fee in said tract and 
the right toresumeimmediate and entire possession whenever either of the 
above provisions shall have been violated, and also to resume possession 
and occupy any portion thereof whenever, in the judgment of the Presi- 
dent, the exigency arises that should require the use and appropriation of 
the same for public defense or otherwise, or for such other disposition as 
Congress may determine, without any claim for compensation to said town 
for improvement thereon or damage on account thereof. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Letus have the report accompanying the 
bill read. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. MARSH) was read, as follows: 

The Committec on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 4322. 
beg leave to report that they have considered the same and recommend its 

ASBALE. 

PTho »ill provides that the town of Castine, in the county of Hancock and 
State of Maine, may occupy, improve, and control, for the purposes of a 
public park for the use of the citizens of the United States, and for no other 
purpose, a certain public reservation known as the “Fort Madison lot,” 
situated in the southerly part of Castine upon the shore of Castine Bay. The 
bill gives no title in this reservation to the town of Castine. It does not 
alienate any right which the United States Government hasinit. It only 
allows the town of Castine to improve and occupy it as a park, enforce 
police regulations upon it, and to vacate it whenever the Government shall 
tor any reason decide to occupy it, or when any of the conditions of the bill 
shall be violated. 

This reservation is located among summer cottages upon the shore of one 
of the most beautiful bays in the country. It is now entirely useless andan 
eyesore to the people. The citizens of Castine wish to clear it up, remove 
the stones and rubbish upon it, riprap the water front so that the bank may 
not be washed away by the sea, and make it a pleasant resort and a way of 
approach to the sea without crossing private property. 

Your committee think their purpose to be a laudable one, and that its ac- 
complishment can not be in any way to the detriment of the Government, 
but rather a benefit in the way of preserving its property. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine what 
is the value of this land? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 1] do not know that it has any particular 
value. [will state to the gentleman that they want to occupy it 
for a park. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 6, 








Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Maine will give 
some explanation about this matter. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I know personally all about the land in 
question, as [ have been on it many times. It is astrip of land 
lying along the shore of Castine Bay. It was occupied during 
the last war as an earthwork, and is situated amongst somo 
beautiful cottages which have been built there as summer re- 
sorts, while this lot, belonging to the Government, is covered 
entirely with rubbish and stones, and is an eyesore to the peo- 
ple who have petitioned for the passage of this bill. 

The entire east front is exposed to the ocean when the winds 
come in from the southeast, and is gradually washing away, 

The people of Castine, by the provisions of this bill, are en- 
titled to go on the property and remove the rocks and rubbish. 
clear it up, riprap the east front to prevent its further washing 
by the ocean, and occupy it as a park for the benefit of the peo- 
ple of the town and of the United States generally. It gives 
them a chance to go down to the sea without crossing privat 
property as they mustnow do. They get no right whatever to 
the property; the Government under the provisions of the bill! 
would have the right to reoccupy it whenever it pleased or when 
ever it became necessary to use it for any public purpose. 

This bill provides also that the town shall not charge the 
Government for the improvements it may make on the lot. Let 
me say further, Mr. Speaker, that this bill was drawn by the 
War Department and was sent tome. Iintroduced the bill pre- 
cisely in the form that it was drawn by the Department. It is 
approved by them, and I can not see the slightest objection to 
it in the world. The people of the town will simply improve 
the property of the Government, and the Government in all 

robability will never occupy it again for any purpose. There 
is nothing they could use it for except a fortification. They 
would not want to occupy it for alight-house, because there is 
one on Dyces Head, perhaps a quarter of a mile away. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount of land in question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Aboutthree acres, on theshoresof the bay. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the size of the city that gets the 
use of this property? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, it is not a city, but an old town where 
the wars were fought between the Freneh and the English. 
There is an old fort on the hill near the town, or the remains of 
one of these old fortifications. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the size of the town? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. About 1,500 inhabitants. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should suppose from the size of the town 
that there was a good deal of parking all around it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, yes; but the town has quite a number 
of good cottages 
Mr.McMILLIN. It strikes me that a town of that size, with 
the Atlantic Ocean on one side, and occupying as it does but a 

small space, would not want very much of a public park. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. This is a summer resort, I will state to the 
gentleman, occupied by cottages. Mr. Morey, of Boston, crected 
a cottage at this point a short time ago, costing $40,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is this for the benefit of Mr. Morey? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, sir; but it is asked for by the people 
of the whole town, who have petitioned for it. Mr. Morey, I 
will state to the gentleman, wanted to buy it,and the people ° 
did not wish to have it. 

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read the third time} and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


EASTERN AND WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF NORTH CAR- 
OLINA. 


Mr. WOODARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6542) to change the 
lines between the eastern and western judicial districts of North 
Carolina, and fixing time for holding courts in said eastern dis- 
trict. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called for reports. 
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CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, WILLIAMS VS. SETTLE. 
Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Elections, submit- 
ted the views of the minority in the contested-clection case of 
Williams vs. Settle, Fifth district of North Carolina. 


The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed. | 11 


LEAVE TO FILE A REPORT. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to submit a report | 
from the Committee on Military Affairs at a later hour in the 
day. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection that leave w 

There was no objection. 

Subsequently Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. | 
7515) granting right of way through Arlington reservation for 
electric railway purposes: which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER LANDS IN CERTAIN STATES. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill (H.R.5714) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act for the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Ore- | 
gon, Nevada, and in Washington Territory; which was read a | 
first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or | 

} 


ill be granted. 


dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whele | 
House on the state of the Union. 
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported bill, H. R. 7651, as a substitute for the bill 
(H. R.6074) to authorize the erection of a municipal buildime at 
Washington City, D.C. 

The bill (H. R. 7651) was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The bill H. R. 6074 was ordered to lie on the table. 


MORNING HOUR. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at’ half past 12 
o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
4448) for the relief of persons who have filed declarations of in- 
tention to enter desert lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE], from the Committee on Public Lands, calls up the fol- 
lowing bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases where declaration of intention to enter 
desert lands have been filed, and the four years’ limit within which final 
proof may be made has not expired prior to January 1, 1894, the time within 
Whichgsuch proof may be made in each such case is hereby extended to five 

‘ om the date of filing the declaration; and the requirement that the 
persons filing such declarations shall expend the full sum of $1 per acre 
during each year toward the reclamation of the land is hereby suspended 
for the year 1894: Provided, That within the period of five years from filing 
the declaration satisfactory proof be made to the register and receiver of the 
reclamation and cultivation of such land to the extent and cost and tn the 
manner provided by existing law, and upon the payment to the receiver of 
the additional sum of $1 per acre, as provided in existing law, a patent shall 
issue as therein provided. 

The Committee on Public Lands recommended the following 
amendments: . 

Insert after the word “ninety-four,” if line 12, the words “ and such an- 
nual expenditure for that year, and the proof thereof is hereby dispensed 
with.”’ 

Insert after the word ‘‘ law,” in line 17, the words “except as to said year 
of 1804.”” 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
what class of lands this applies to ? 

Mr. McRAE. Desert lands. 

The amendments recommended by the cemmitiee were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SALE OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill (H. R. 4952) to 
amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], 
from the Committee on Public Lands, calls up the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
SEC. 2475, It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land '! 


e 
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| Office to order into market and sell for not less than $2.50 per acre any iso. 


lated or disconnected tract or parcelof public domain which in his judg 
mentit would be proper to expose to sale after at least thirty days’ notica 
by the land officers of the district in which such lands may be situated: 





Pr led, ‘That lands shall not become so isolated or disconnected until the 
same have been subject to homestea? entry for a period of three years afte 
irrounding land has been entered, filed upon, or sold by the Govern 


= 


With the following amendment: 

in line Y, af > the word ot IS€ the word “the and after the word 

domain,’’ in the same line, insert the following: ‘‘Less than one quarte 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker,I should like to hear the re- 
port read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLEB] asks that the report be read. The report can be read 
in the time of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
an in charge of the bill. 

Mr. McRAE. Let the report first be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

lhe report (by Mr. MCRAE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. Rh. 
4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, have 
had the same under consideration and report the same back with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 

The first section of the act of March 2, 1889 (2% Stat., 854), withdrew from 





| private cash entry all public lands except in the State of Missouri 


The ninth section of the act of March 3, 1881 (26 Stat., 1695), prohibits th 


} sale of such lands at public auction, with certain exceptions, im the foll« 
| ing language, viz: 


That hereafter no public lands of the United States, except abandoned 
military or other reservations, isolated and disconnected fractional trac 
authorized to be sold by section 2455 of the Revised Statutes, and mineral 
and other lands the sale of which at public auction has been authorized by 
acts of Congress of a special nature having local application, shall be soli 
at public sale.” 

In consequence of these enactments, no public land of the United State 
lying out of the State of Missouri can be disposed of at private entry, and 
none can be offered and disposed of at public auction not embraced in aban 
doned military or other reservations, and not comprehended in the terms, 
“mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auction has been au 
thorized by acts of Congress of a special nature having local application 
except such isolated and disconnected tracts as are anthorized to be sold | 
section 2455 of the Revised Statutes. 

That section reads as follows, viz: 

‘It may be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office to or- 
der into the market, after due notice, without the formality and expense of 
a proclamation of the President, all lands of the second class, though here 
tofore unproclaimed and unoffered, and such other isolated or disconnectec! 
tracts or parcels of unoffered lands which, in his judgment, it would be 
proper to expose to sale in like manner. But public notice of at least thirty 
days shall be given by the land officers of the district in which such lands 
may be situated, pursuant to the directions of the Commissioner.’’ 

It will be seen that the exception contained fn the said section 2455 em- 
braces only “ unoffered lands,” or lands “‘ heretofore unprociaimed and un 
offered.” It appears that in the process of disposing of the public lands it 
frequently happens that certain tracts, inconsiderable in area, which are 
of the class of “offered lands” or lands which have been heretofore pro- 
claimed and offered, are found to have become isolated or disconnected tracts, 
and to be undesirable for homesteads, from insufficiency of area or other 
cause, and which yet can not be disposed of either at private entry or at 
public sale, however desirable if may be, in view of the provisions to the 
contrary contained in the first section of the act of March 2, 1889, and the 
ninth section of the act of March 3, 1891, before mentioned. 

The purpose of this bill is to permit the disposal of this class or descrip 
tion of tracts at public sale by means of an amendment of said section 2455 
which would extend its provisions to such small isolated or disconnected 
tracts, although of the class of lands heretofore proclaimed and offered. 

Ihe bill also proposes to fix the minimum price for any lands so disposed 
of at $2.50 per acre instead of $1.25, as under the general law, and to limitthe 
operations of the section 2455 to lands which “‘ have been subject to home- 
stead entry for a period of three years after the surrounding land has been 
entered, filed upon, or sold by the Government.” 


Mr. MCRAE. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear an explanation of this 
bill by the gentleman from Arkansas. How much land does this 
bill cover? 

Mr. MCRAE. It would be impossible to tell how much it cov- 
ers: but it only covers isolated and disconnected tracts. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whai do you mean by isolated tracta? 

Mr. McRAE. We define it in this bill as all tracts of a less 
area than 160 acres when disconnected for three years after the 
surrounding land has been entered, filed upon, or sold. Here- 
tofore the Commissioner has,in his discretion, determined what 
were isolated tracts and when they would become such. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is subject now to homestead entry? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you want to auction it off? 

Mr. MCRAE. We do not want it auctioned off. For many 
years there was a law on the statute book authorizing the pri- 
vate sale of all offered lands. That law was repealed by the act 
of March 2, 1889. When the act of March 3, 1891, was passed— 
by mistake, I will assume—it provided for the revival of section 
2455, which embraces only ‘‘ unoffered lands,” and so the isolated 
tractsof ‘* offered lands” can not be sold at all, while such tracts 
of the unoffered can be. This bill seeks to apply this section as 
amended to all isolated public lands alike. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, can anybody go in and buy those lands 


» 


for $2.50 an acre? 
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Mr. MCRAE. They can not get it for less than $2.50 an acre. 
The law as it now is permits them to get the ‘“ unoffered” at 
61.25 per acre. 

Mr. PICKLER. DoT understand you to mean that all these 
lands may be bought at $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. McRAE. The unoffered isolated tracts can be, but the 
offered tracts can not 

Mr. PICKLER. How much does the unoffered lands cover? 

Mr. MCRAE. It does not cover all unoffered lands, but iso- 
lated and disconnected tracts of such land, and the amount 1s 
inconsiderable. 

Mr. PICKLER. One more question. What is the necessity 
of this law? Is not this land all, as you say, open to homestead 
entry? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; and will still remain open to such 
entry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, what is the object of disposing of it 
more rapidly than it can be taken up under the homestead law? 

Mr. MCRAE, The theory is, that as it has been subject to 
homestead entry for thirty, forty, or fifty years, and no one has 
entered it under the homestead law, it is not fit for a homestead. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does itlimit it to any amount? 

Mr. MCRAE. Itis limited to disconnected and isolated tracts 
of less than one-quarter section. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A man can not purchase more 
than 160 acres. 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill does not authorize the sale of any 
tract except those which are less than one-quarter section. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask my friend a question in this con- 
nection with that asked by the gentieman from Washington, 
whether one person can enter more than one disconnected tract, 
and in the aggregate make entry of more than 160 acres. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think he could if he wanted to pay $2.50 an 
acre for it and the Department would let him. 

Mr. HERMANN. desire to ask the gentleman a further 
question. Does not that put it in the power of a man to go into 
the river reaches and find little tracts of 30 and 40 acres and enter 
them and goon for miles and miles up and buy all the little 
patches | tracts on which some homesteader may want to be 
able to make a home for himself? Is it not putting it in the 
hands of a man who would be able to speculate in these lands? 
Do you not think it ought to be left open for settlement as it is? 

Mr. MCRAE. This law has been on the statute book, Mr. 
Speaker, since 1846, and it has not been abused by any Admin- 
istration so far as l know. No Department will permit it to be 
used for speculative purposes. Nobody is going to take these 
isolated and disconnected tracts, as a senatel thing, except the 
abutting owners who want to enlarge their farms. 

Mr.PICKLER. Whyshouldnotthe Government keeptheland? 

Mr. MCRAE, These are only tracts less than a man would 
be entitled to under the homestead law and presumably unfit 
for such uses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That law as to offered lands 
was not applicable to all the States. There were no offered 
lands in the West. It was only in your section of the country. 

Mr. MCRAE. There were perhaps none in your State; but 
there were offered landsin Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
and other States in the West. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There were none in California 
or Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes; there were offered lands in California 
and in Oregon. 

Mr. FLYNN. As I understand, all this land must have been 
open to homestead settlement for three years before that can be 
taken under the operations of this law. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; it must remain disconnected from 
all public land for three years before it can be taken by this bill. 
That provision is not in the law we propose to amend, however. 
In the law as it now stands there is no limitation upon the 
amount, and no provision as to when it shall become isolated. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the fact that in a large number of 
instances the reason why these tracts have not been taken by 
homesteaders is that they have been able to get 160 acres some- 
where else, but that opportunity is rapidly disappearing, and 
now the homesteaders will come in and take 80 or 40 acro tracts 
if they can have them under the homestead law? 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not know that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, I believe. These isolated 
tracts have not been taken because homesteaders could get 160 
acres elsewhere. I ask the gentleman if that is not the reason 
they have not been taken? 

Mr. MCRAE. I can not tell why a settler did not take this 
land rather than some other lands he did enter. No man can an- 
swer that question. [Laughter.]} 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It was because he did not want it 
{Laughter.] iy 
Mr. MCRAE. I presume it was because he did not want it. 
Mr. PICKLER. No, he did not want 80 acres when he co.1d 
get 160 acres elsewhere, but when the opportunity to get 160 

acres disappears then he will come in and want the 80 acres. 

Mr. KEM. Can the gentleman tell us what is the ceney.) 
quality of this land? Is it fit for agriculture? = 

Mr. MCRAE. My dear sir, I can notanswer that. There are 
some disconnected tracts of land in the various States of the 
Union. 

I suppose that the theory on which the original law was 
ioe was that as all the ‘‘ offered land ’’ was subject to sale at 
$1.25 an acre that some provision should b> made to dispo e of 
small tracts of ‘‘ unoffered land,” but when by the act of March 
2, 1889, the distinction between “ offered ’ and ‘‘ unoffered " 
abolished there was no good reason for reviving it by the 
of March 3, 1891, as to isolated tracts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be safer, however, to limit the 
amount that each party can take? 

Mr. MCRAE. Lhave no objection to a reasonable limitation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be limited to a quarter section. 

Mr. MCRAE. They can not get as much as a quarter section 
by one purchase under this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but a man might buy several tracts 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It seems to me that it would 
be for the best interests of the Governmentand of the people at 
large if we would limit the quantity which each person could 
purchase of these lands. All over the West there are a great 
many fractional 160-acre tracts —— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But not close together. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Not close together; 20 acres 
here, 30 acres there, 40 acres elsewhere. When aman came to 
take up his land at the land office he found that he could not 
make it all contiguous, so he left off 25 or 30 or 40 acres, which 
was outside, but which was just as valuable as that which was 
taken. I think that is the condition in my friend’s Territory, 
and in Oregon and Dakota. These lands are just as good asthe 
lands that were originally taken up under the homestead act, 
and if we are going to repeal the act of March 3, 1891, which at 
the time I thought was wise legislation—— 

Mr. _—_ We are not repealing it at all, but making it 
general. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We are, inferentially. 

Mr. MCRAE. Weare correcting what was evidently a mis- 
take made in the law of 1891, which revived section 2455, Re- 
vised Statutes, which, strange to say, authorized the sale of 
‘‘unoffered lands” but prohibited the sale of those that had 
been offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that was done deliberately after full 
consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, to save the lands for the homesteaders. 

Mr. MCRAE. The Jands were all saved to homesteaders tw 
years prior to that time by my bill of March 2, 1889. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In one section of the country 
public lands could be bought for $1.25 per acre, while in another 
section the settler had to reside upon his land and still pay $2.5) 
anacre. That change was made openly, and I knew at the time 
we were doing it,for the purpose of putting all the public lands 
of this country under one common law. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the gentleman from South Dakota was 
a member of the committee on conference. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen who drafted the 
act of 1891 intended to do what they say here to-day, then they 
accomplished exactly the reverse, because none of this land could 
be sold but for that act, and there is much more “ unoffered ” 
than ‘‘offered” land. In the extreme Western States and Ter- 
ritories there are no “offered lands.” Under the act of March 
3, 1891, every disconnected tract in all the States and Territories 
may in the discretion of the Commissioner be sold at not less 
than $1.25 per acre. In Washington unoffered landscan be sold. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There are no offered lands in 
my State. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. But the gentleman misunderstands the point 
upon which this rests. The law as it now stands is that no iso- 
lated tracts except unoffered lands may be sold. That is the 
point. Does the gentleman catch it? ap 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman is stating it 
with sufficient volume of voicefor me tocatch it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCRAE. Do you understand it? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, I understand it. 

Mr. MCRAE. In your State unoffered lands can be sold, and 
as you have none but unoffered lands, all isolated tracts in your 
State may be sold. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman has no lands in his State that 


can be sold. 
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Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is mistaken. The case is ex- 
actly the reverse as to isolated tracts. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MCRAE. That statement shows that the gentlemen who 
assisted in drafting the act of March 3, 1891, did not know the 
distinction between the ‘' offered” and ‘‘ unoffered” lands, and 
I do not wonder that the mistake was made. 

[ can read you what the Department said about this matter. 
1 have known of applications made and denied for offered lands. 
The Department construes the law to mean that itis only the 
unoffered lands in all the States that can be sold under section 
2455. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. WILSON of Washington. We have 
not any offered lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. You have not anything else except unofiered 
lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The timber-land law of the Pacific States is 


the only law that allows the land to be sold at all, and that only | i tit. 
|} men who will tuke these lands are those who are maxing invest- 


to those entitled to enter homesteads, except in special cases 
where the homestead policy could not apply. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; the gentleman from In- 
diana is correct; it is only under the timber-land law that lands 
can be sold, and then only to persons entitled to make home- 
stead entries. 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘The gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. HOLMAN] is 
in error again, for the timber and stone act only applies to‘ un- 
offered land,’ and oi'ered land can not be sold under it. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I leave that controversy | 


to be settled between you two gentlemen. 

Mr. MCRAE. Section 2455 originally applied to unoffered 
lands, when the distinction meant something. This act of 1891 
has been construed by the Department to exclude offered lands 
from sale. The result is that it is only lands of the character 
that you have in your State and in States situated like yours 
that can be sold at all under this provision. The lands which 
were upon the market for forty or fifty years, and which are 
confessedly of but little value, can not be sold, while those which 
you say are valuable can be sold. Still you refuse to consent to 
pass this bill, which extends the existing law and makes it 
general in its application to unoffered and offered lands alike. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman overlooks the fact that 
this is an encroachment upon the homestead law, under which 
it is our policy to place all the public lands. 

Mr. MCRAE, It is no encroachment upon the homestead law 
at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask the gentleman from Arkansas to yield 
me five minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will do so. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not doubt the good faith 
of the Committee on Public Lands and its chairman in report- 
ing this bill; but in my opinion it isa mistake. Whatever may 
be thought in regard to this controversy about offered and un- 
offered lands, I know that in my State and in most of the West- 
ern States lands can be procured under the timber act at $2.50 
an acre, under the homestead act, under the mining law, and 
under the desertland law. Now, those are a sufficient number 
of ways to dispose of the public lands. 

Without regard to this controversy about offered and unoffered 
lands, the object of this bill is to put up for sale lands now sub- 
ject to homestead entry and sell them at not less than $2.50 an 
acre. Thatis the confessed and undisputed object of the bill. 
Now, while I do not doubt the good faith of the committee, I 
am opposed to that policy. It has been the policy of the Con- 
gress of the United States, especially for the last twenty years, 
to reserve all the public lands for homestead settlement; and 
that is the correct policy. J do not want any more of these pub- 
lic lands sold to anybody; I do not care whether the purchasers 
be speculators, farmers, or anybody else. Let these iands be 
reserved for homestead entry. 

Now, the reason these tracts of less than 160 acres have not 
been sold heretofore is that while men could go to other sec- 
tions of the country and get tracts of 160 acres they did not 
care to take tracts of smaller size, even though they might be 
better land. They wanted as much land as they could get. But 
the time has now come when it is getting to be very hard for a 
man tofind anywhere in the United States a place where he can 
settle upon 160 acres of public land in a section of the country 
where there is sufficient rainfall. 

Hence these isolated tracts of less than 160 acres each are now 
soughtfor. it often happens, for instance, that a man’sson who 
has been living with him reaches the age of 21 and wants to 
start out for himself. He does not care to go toa new neighbor- 
hood, but would rather settle down near his old home upon an 
80-acre or even a 40-acre tract. It will not be many years before 
we shall need every acre of this land for homes for our people. 








Pray, what is the object of selling our lands for the pitiful sum 
of $2.50 an acre? Why should we want to do that? 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is a merely nominal price. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can not the Government as well afford to 
hold these lands as an individual can? If the lands are worth 
$2.50 to individuals, are they not worth that much to the Goy- 
ernment to be reserved for settlers? 

It is useless to talk about confining people to 80-acre tracts. 
You can not doit. If I want a thousand acres of land I will buy 
80 acres, will get my brother to buy another tract of 80 acres, 
my wife to buy another, my daughter to buy another, my wife's 
relatives to buy other tracts in the same way, and I will take 
the land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is no limitation here at all against 
speculating in the fragmentary portions of the public lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that; there is no limitation 
here atall. But my point is that you can not adoptan effectual 
limitation. If speculators want this land they will get it. The 


ments in land—not the homesteaders. These lands will not be 
taken by the men who really want land for homes, but by men 
who want to invest in land. I am opposed to the principle of 
selling Government land. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] has the floor. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take but a moment of 
the attention of the House in this connection. You have heard 
in the last ten or fifteen minutes a great deal of talk about vio- 
lating the homestead laws, and about the necessity and desira- 


| bility of following the principles laid down in it, both from the 


gentleman from South Dakota and the gentleman from Indiana. 

Those who assail this bill either do not understand the effect 
of the legislation embodied in the act of 1891,or have permitted 
it to be misstated to the House to-day. The section to which 
this is an amendment provides for the sale only of unolfered 
lands. The $th section of the act referred to is as follows: 

That hereafter no public lands of the United States, except abandoned 
military or other reservations, isolated and disconnected fractional tracts 
authorized to be sold by section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 

The section for which this bill is offered as an amendment. 

And mineral and other lands, the sale of which at public auction has been 
authorized by action of Congress, of a special nature, having local appli- 
cation, shall be sold at public sale. 

Now, that section expressly excludes the sale of any of these 
lands unless they are unoffered lands. Two gentlemen who as- 
sisted in the preparation of that act stand here to-day and tell 
you that it does not. Ican notsee the necessity of arguing with 
gentlemen who in the face of the plain letter of the law under- 
take to make the House believe that the committee is trying to 
deceive it in presenting this bill for its consideration. 

I have told you the effect of the act of March 3, 1891, and, so 
far as [am concerned, I do not care one bawbee what you do 
with the bill, whether you pass it or not; but [do want you to 
understand the position of the committee. 

Now, we have in the State of South Dakota, in the State of 
Washington, in the State of Montana, and all over the West 
isolated and disconnected tracts of land, without the limitation 
of less than 160 acres we propose, which are subject to sale at 
the minimum rate of $1.25 an acre-—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a mistake. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is not a mistake. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itis. You can not buy a foot of land in my 
State at $1.25, and I have lived there for twelve years and know 
what I am talking about. 

Mr. McRAE, Ido not care how long you have lived there: 
if the gentleman in that time has not learned more than he ap- 
pears to know of the distinction between offered and unoffered 
lands, he had better go and remain forty years. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know whatlam talking about, and all about 
offered and unoffered lands, and understand what the law is, 1 
think, as well as the gentleman from Arkansas, and I say that 
there has been no land in my State sold under this law at $1.25 an 
acre nor could it be so purchased, the gentleman to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Mr. McRAE. I have stated what the law is. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is just the reverse of what the law is. 
The gentleman is entirely mistaken as to lands in South Da- 
kota. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That law only applies to timber lands in 
the Pacific States. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Indiana is entirely mis- 
taken in that. The timber and stone law has nothing what- 
ever to do with this question of isolated tracts, but, like this 
section, only applies to “‘unoffered land.” 
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in the Western States generally there are several: ways of dis- 
posing of public lands, and itsimplyamounts to this: Whether 
you will permit, in the southern ‘and most easterly part of the 
‘Western States, that law to be amended so that it will cover 
lands horetofore offered at publicsaleand which would notsellfor 
$1.25 un acre, and which have been subject to homestead since 
1862, and which have been isolated from all public lands for more 
than threc years prior to entry. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am satistied that no land officer has ever 
construed that to be the law. Not anacro has ever been sold in 
my State, let me say to the gentleman, as he asserts. 

ir. MCRAE. Thope the gentleman from South Dakota will 
pot interrupt me further. I have 
but he has not observed the same courtesy toward me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Vir. MORAE. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire time? 

‘iv. HOLMAN. I donot wish to take any time of the House, 
but simply to ask the gentleman whether it has not been the 
settlod policy, at least of the House, for fifteen years to abandon 
entirely the sale of public lands except in case of reservations, 
and to reserve them for homestead settlers alone, as has been 
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yielded to him courteously, | 


repentedly declared by the House. Homes for our people has | 


been our policy. 


Mr. McK AK, Butthe gentleman from Indiana, supporting 


that policy as he declares, assisted in writing section 9 of this | 


law which I have quoted, and I would be glad now if he would 
tell the House, in the lightof what he has said, what that means. 
{f you did not mean to sell any public land, what did you mean 
when you expressly provided that certain lands could be sold 
under section 2455 of the Revised Statutes without limitation. 

or the gentleman to assert that this proposition is an aban- 
doument of the homestead principle and entire change in the 
policy which has been pursued with reference to our public 
lands, in the [ace of the facts I have stated, is to me a most:ex- 
traordinary and strange proposition to submit toany intelligent 
hody of men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If «mistake was made in this act of 1891, I 
want if corrected; and in any view I do not want the principle 
to be further extended of allie public land. 
ing lunds for our people, gentlemen, to uphold our free institu- 
tions in less than forty years. Freeholders aro the only safety 


tou vepublic. The public domain is substantially exhausted. | 


What land is left, gentlemen, for God’s sake let the landless peo- 
ple have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman has said that he intended todo 
just what he did by the act of 1891, and he and the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] have asserted that I have 
misstated the law when I asserted that it was a mistake. 

Mir. HERMANN. lask the gentleman from Arkansas to ae- 
ceptan amendment which I wish to offer. 

‘The SPEAKER. There is already an amendment pending. 

Mr. MCRAE. Thereisoneamendment pending, Mr.Speaker. 

Mr. HERMANN. My amendment is to another portion of 
the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ishould like to have the amendment of the 
gontloman from Oregon reported in my time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Tho gentleman from Arkansas yields to the 
gentleman from Oregon. The Clerk will report the amend- 
men. 

Mr. MORAK. I yield simply for the purpose of having the 
amendment reported in my time. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 16, page 2, at the end of said line, the following: 

‘Provided, Thatnot more than 160 acres shall be sold to any one person.” 

Mr. MCRAE. TI have no objection to that. amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ascertain what amend- 
ments are pending. Tho Clerk will:report the pending amend- 
merit, 

‘he Clerk read as follows. 

in line 9, after the word “of,” insert the word ‘the,’ and after the word 
‘“domain’’ in the same lineinsert the words ‘less than one quarter section.”’ 

So that it will read: 

Sc. 455. 1t shall be lawful for the Commissioner of ‘the General Land 
Office to order into market and seli for not less than 82.50 per acre any isolated 
or disconneeted tract or parcel of the public domain Jess than one quarter 
section Which in his Judgment it would be proper to expose'to sale after at 
leust thirty days’ notice by the land oflicers of the district in which such 
lands may be situated, etc. 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending amendment. 

Mr. MORAL. Task the adoption of that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would an amendment to the amendment be 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ one hun- 


dred and sixty” and insert the word “eighty.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report ‘the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from South ‘Dakota. 


We shall be buy- | 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out one hundred and sixty and insert eighty, so that it will read 
“Provided, That not more than 80 acres shall be:sold to any one person.” 

Mr. MCRAE, Thasis not an amendment to my amendment 
That applies to the amendment of the gentleman from Oreeoy, 
{[Mr. HERMANN]. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. MCRAE) is the only amendment which js 
pending. Tho Clerk will report that amendment. 

The Cierk read as follows: 


gon 


In line 9, after the word ‘‘of”’ insert the word ‘‘the,”’ and in the he bine 
after the word ‘domain’ insert the words ‘less than one quarter secti 


The SPEAKER. That is the amendment which is pending, 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota j 
applicable to the amendmentof the gentleman from Oregon [Mr 
HERMANN], which was read for information. The Chair wi 
recognize the yentleman from Oregon ‘to offer that amendmen} 
and the gentleman from South Dakota to offer his amendmen 
to the amendment, after the amendment offered by the gent! 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAB8] is disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. task my friend from Arkansas | Mr. Mchta 
to allow section 9 of the statute to be read. 

Mr. MCKAE. I have read it already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend wili see that it does not apply 
lands intended tocome within the scope of the homestead policy, 
but this provision extends it to lands intended to be covered b 


| the homestead policy. 





Mr. MCRAE. My dear sir, it is just an amendment to that 
section, and covers lands of the same character, except that. it 
—— the offered lands which are very much lessin quantity and 
value, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I should like to-see that provision re- 
pealed. By my vote not one acre of the public lands shall ever 
be sold that comes fairly within the scope of the homoste:i| 
law. ‘he vital question is homes for our people—frecholds. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas say that 
in my State lands can be sold now in isolated tracts at $1.25 an 
acre? 

Mir. MCRAE. 
State. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
the other way. 

Mr. MCRAE. 
way. 

Mr. PICKLER. i think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘The gentleman ‘has very emphatically denied 
the statement I made that these lands could be ‘sold, and now 
he admits by this question that he does not know anythin 
about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. All the knowledge in regard to public lands 
is not centered in the gentleman from Arkansas. [I said they 
had not been so sold and the law had never been so construed, 
and J reassert it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I donot make any such pretense, but when | 
make a statement, after investigation at the Department and 
after careful consideration of the law, I like to have gentlemen 
who know me as you do to accept that statement as the truth 
unless they can show the error in it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I do not uceept everything. | 
know it is not the fact in my State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are no ‘‘ offered” lands in the State 
of the gentleman from South Dakota, and never were any. 

Mr. MCRAE. But it applies to unoffered lands, and that is 
the only point in this bill. The law applies ‘to unoffered lands, 
and we are trying to make it cover offered lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The homestead law alone applies to the sev- 
tion of country from which the gentleman from South Dakota 
comes. 

Mr. PICKLER. The homestead law alone applies to my sec- 
tion of'the country,‘and if the effect of the law is as stated by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [ want it repealed. 

Mr. MGRAE. Here are two gentlemen who thought they 
knew all about this law, and who rose upin greatwrath and de- 
nied my statement when I ‘told them the effect of it, and new 
when | show them the effect of this bill they say they want it 
repealed. A few moments ago it was aigood law; now itought 
to be repealed. 

Mr. PICKLER. The trouble is you shoot with a shotgun. 
You.do not know where located nor how much land you are dis- 
posing of in this bill. Your information is not definite. | 

Mr. WILSON of ‘Washington. This is a:good deal like ‘the 
demonetization of silver. Nobody knew anything about it. 

Mr.'McRAE. That is right. They did not know anything 
about what unoffered meant. It passed at 11 o'clock at-might, 
without ever having been printed, and I think I was the only 


[ do say so if there are isolated tracts in your 
Why, I thought the construction had beeu 


[ never heard of any construction the other 
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man in this House who cautioned the House against the danger | 
of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; it was well understood, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the section which | 
the gentleman from Indiana asks to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

sec. 9 That hereafter no public lands of the United States, except aban- | 
doned military or other reservations, isolated and disconnected fractional 
tracts authorized to be sold by section 2455 of the Revised Statutes, and 
mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auction has been au- | 
thorized by act of Congress of a special nature having local application, | 

h be sold at public sale 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, that is the section of the act 
of 1883 which applied to reserved lands, which was not intended 
to cover lands which in the years and years to come should be 
entered under the homestead policy. 

Mr. MCRAE. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands 
the previors question on the amendment offered by him. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, what amendment is that: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amend- | 
ment. 

The amendinent was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does that include the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no; that is entirely different. This is 
the amendment offered by the gentleman when he reported the 
bill. 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Oregon to offer an amendment. The gentleman from 
Oregon offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 16, page 2, at the end of said line, the following: 

l’rvovided, That not more than 160 acres shall be sold to any one person.”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend that by striking out “one 
hundred and sixty * and inserting ‘‘ eighty.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves | 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon by | 
striking out 160 and inserting 80. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest anamendment might be made to that, 
that not more than one entry shall be made by any one person, 

nd accomplish the same purpose, 

Mr. HERMANN. [suggest to the gentleman that will do in- 


justice. 
Mr. McRAE. Then go on and have it as first proposed. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from South Dakota to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon. 


} 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. PICKLER. Division. } 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 46. | 
So the amendment was rejected. i 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 19. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The bill was engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. | 

Mr. PICKLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. } 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-two gentlemen have arisen in sup- 
ort of the demand. 

A MEMBER. The other side. 

The other side was counted. 

TheSPEAKER. Twenty-two gentiemen have seconded the 
demand and 96 oppose it; not one-fifth have seconded the de- 
mand; the yeas and nays are refused; and the question is, Shail 
the bill pass? 

The question was taken and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. PICKLER and Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 


— 
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The House divided: and there were—ayes 85, noés 32. 
So the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
sage from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its secre- 
! 


A mes 
taries, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
he following House concurrent resolutions: 

House concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 
10,000 extra copies of the report of the Director of the Mint of 
the production of the precious metals for 1893: 

House concurrent resolution providing for the printing o 
1,000 extra copies of the report of the select committee of the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia on typhoid, malarial 
fevers, and other preventable diseases; and 

House concurrent resolution providing for the printin; 
report of the Commissioner of ducation for the years IS?! ar 
1892; also 

House resolution 201, authorizing the Secreta Nu 
to continue the employment of certain mechanics and labore 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly « 
rolled bill and joint resolution of the following titles: when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1758) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to authori 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and toestablish it as a 
post-road;” and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 


‘N \ 








SECTION 22338 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4185) to 
repeal the twelfth subsection of section 2238 of the Revised Stat 
utes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the twelfth subdivision of section 2236 of th+ 


vised Statutes of the United States be, and the same is hereby, repealed 
Sxce. 2. That the repeal shall take effect on and after January 1, 1894 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 

In line 2 strike out the following language January 1, 1894."’ and i t 
the following: ‘‘The passage and approval of this act. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the re; 

The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, towhom was referred the bill (H.R 
4185) to repeal the twelfth subdivision of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, have had the same under consideration, and report 
back with an amendment striking out the second line in section 2 and ir 
serting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the passage and approval of this act,”’ 
and with the recommendation that it pass as amended 

The reports to the committee from the Secretary of the Interior and Com 
missioner of the General Land Office, together with a tabulated statemen 
submitted by the latter, showing the result upon the Government receipts 
and compensation of land officers had this law been repealed in 1893, are 
hereto attached and made a part of this report 





ort be rea 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Washington, December 15 

Sir: [transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill 4185 '' To repeal the twelfth section of subdivisior 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” with tabulated stat 
therein referred to 

The subdivision of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes repealed by the pro 
posed bill provides that— 

“Registers and receivers in California, Oregon, Washington, Nevada, 
Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, and Montana are 
each entitled to collect and receive 50 per cent on the fees and commissions 
provided for in the first, third, and tenth subdivisions of this section.” 

Iconcur in the views of the Commissioner, that there is no good reason 
why the people in one land district sbould be taxed more in fees and com- 
missions than in another, and I therefore recommend the passage of the bill 

Very respectfully, 


79 


L wma? 


HOKE SMITH, Serretary 
Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
Chairman of Committe the Publie Lands, 
House of Representatives 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 23, 1893. 

Sir: I herewith return the bill (H. R. 418) to repeal subdivision 12 of sec- 
tion 2238 of the Revised Statutes. 

I also submit tabulated statement showing, by States and Territories, the 
oMices affected by the statute, the earnings of each of said offices in 1803 
under existing law, and the amount such office would heave earned under 
the proposed repeal; the amount paid registers and receivers at each of said 
oftices in 1893, and the amount they would have received under the proposed 
change; the amount of decrease of revenue to the Government, and ef com 
pensation to registers and receivers in each office and in the aggregate tn 
1893 had existing law been repealed. 

it will be observed there are sixty-one offices affected by the bill. Twenty 
three of these were maximum offices in 1893, and thirty-nine of them paki 
the register and receiver less than 83,000 each. Under the proposed repeal 
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there would have been only seventeen maximum offices and forty-four under 
naximum 

, The reduction of revenue to the Government would have been 838,479.26, 
and the reduction of compensation to registers and receivers would have 
been $44,135.86, making a total red _ of fees, commissions, etc., paid in 
the land Aisthicts affected of $62,616.12. 

{am unable to see any good reason why the people in one land district 
should at the present time be taxed more in fees and commissions than an- 
other, and feel disposed to recommend the passage of the bill. 

Very respectfully, 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

The SUECRBTARY OF THE INTERIOR, 

Mr. MCRAE. What time does the gentliemanfrom Washing- 
ton {Mr. WiLSON| wish? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Four or five minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to 
regulate the fees in certaindistrict land offices in the West. It 
does not apply to any of the land offices east of the Missouri 
River. West of that river, in tho States of California, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, and in the Territories, 50 per cent addi- 
tional was udded upon all homestead, pre*mption, and timber- 
culture entries; that is to say, a homestead entry that would 
cost $18 in South Dakota would cost $27 in Washington; a pre- 
emption that would cost $2 in South Dakota or in Wisconsin or 
Minnesota would cost $3 in Wyoming. 

This 50 per cent was added upon the ground that at the time 
expenses were greater in the West, that the cost of rent, fuel, 
travel, was greater. It did not increase the emoluments of the 
land officers ubove the maximum allowed by law, $3,000, but it 
did increase the fees of the General Government. Now under 
the law the fees go to the Government, and the land officers, the 
register and the receiver, are paid $3,000 each if the office 
earns thit much, but all the fees and commissions have first to 
be turned into the Treasury and then are paid back to those 
officers. In the Fifty-first Congress I introduced a bill similar 
to this one introduced by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BELL]. It was passed by the House and went to the Senate, 
where it was defeated. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether at this time the enact- 
ment of this law will not operate toclose many of the land offices 
in the West. It seems to me thatit will do so, and will thereby 
poednes greater hardship tosettlers in getting to the land offices 
»y reason of the distances they will have to travel and the ex- 
pense, than what they now incur. Since the Fifty-first Con- 
gress the law has been expanded so that almost every entry and 
every filing in a local land office can be made in the county be- 
fore a United States commissioner, or a judge of probate, or a 
clerk of the circuit court. 

Mr. HERMANN. Andif the gentleman from Washington 
will yield, I desire to say that the passage of this bill will vir- 
tually amount to the abolition of a number of land districts on 
the Pacific coast for the reason that the public iand area is very 
rapidly diminishing by reason of the daily sales, and in a very 
short time no land officer can exist upon the reduced fees here 
proposed. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen from the States af- 
fected by this bill have informed me that they will oppose it, 
and as it is evident that in the short time we have left we can 
not pass it, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman has aright to withdraw the 
bill, no vote huving been taken upon it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a site off the 
public domain. 

PUBLIC LANDs IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 195) to 
amend an act entitled ‘Anact to exclude the public lands in Ala- 
bama from the operation of the law relating to mineral lands,” 
approved March 3, 1883. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled‘ An act to exclude the public lands 
in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands," ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as toread as 
follows, namely: 

“That within the State of Alabama all public lands, whether mineral or 
otherwise, shall be subject to disposal only as agricultural lands, and only 
under the provisions of the homestead laws: Provided, That any bona fide 
entry heretofore made of lands in said State under the provisions of the pre- 
emption or homestead laws may be patented without reference toan act ap- 

sroved May 10, 1872,entitled ‘An act to promote the development of the min- 
ing resources of the United States.’ or any other act relating to mineral or 
coal lands, in cases where persons making application for such patents have 
in all other respects complied with the provisions of the preémption or 
homestead laws relating thereto at thetimeofsuchentry: Provided further, 
‘That in all cases where any person legally eligible thereto has entered and 
located a homestead or perfected a preémption, and has lost or hereafter 
loses the same in consequence of any grant or Sale previously made by the 
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Government of the Untted States, or by any means whatever, without fault 
on his or her part, such person, upon making satisfactory proof thepeor may 
enter another homestead upon any of the lands within said State subiec 

to homestead. —™ 

“SEC &. Thatevery homesteader, as a prerequisite to obt . 

his or her homestead, shall make final proof, by two oredibis wine 
that he or she has continuously resided upon, cultivated, and permanently 
improved a substantial portion of such homestead for two consecutive years 
next succeeding such entry. Such proof shall be in duplicate, and the regis- 
ter and the receiver of the local land office shall make such Indorsement 
thereon as they think just, and file one set of such proofs in their office and 


| forward the other to the General Land Office; and such proofs shall be sub- 
| ject to the inspection of any person in anywlse interested therein, and shall 
| thus remain on file for one year; and if at the expiration thereof no contest 





should be filed, and no notice be given, supported by affidavit, made before 
any oMcer, State or Federal, authorized to administer oaths, charging and 
specifying fraud in either the original entry or the final proof made as 
aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a patent for the land to 
issue to such homesteader; and until the expiration of three years from date 
of entry a sale of such homestead shall be deemed an abandonment thereof 
and an abandonment for sixty days shall be sufficient cause for cancellation 
of the entry; and after due notice, and allowing thirty days for appeal, such 
homestead shall be again subject to homestead entry. Butifa contest be 
filed or affidavit be made as aforesaid, or if from any cause there be reason- 
able ground to suspect fraud in the case, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Ofice shall investigate the same and make such order as shall be just 
and lawful: Provided, That no other notice of final proof than that therein 


| above prescribed shall be required, and that entries of homestead or pre 


cmption begun in good faith before the passage of this act may be perfected 
under existing law; and, with this exception, the timber-culture and pre 
émption laws, and section 3001 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
allowing commutation of homestead entries are hereby repealed as to the 
State of Alabama to which alone this act shall apply. 


The SPEAKER. This bill isin Committee of the Whole, and 
the morning hour has expired. 

STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL BANKS AND UNITED STATES 
TREASURY NOTES. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. Mr.Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 
4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and United 
StatesTreasury notes, which was under consideration yesterday, 
and [ will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosivs| 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] whether we 
“an not agree upon an hour when the vote shall be taken? Three 
hours of debate will take us to half past four, and at that time I 
should like to have the previous question considered asordered. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think there is no objection to that on our 
side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hani} 
asks unanimous consent that a vote be taken at the end of three 
hours—— 

Mr. BROSIUS (interposing). Mr. Speaker, as a part of the 
proposition, [ would suggest that the time be evenly divided 
between the two sides, and that my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HALL], control the time in 
favor of the bill, and my colleague from Illinois, who reported 
the views of the minority, control the time on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the pro- 
vious question be considered as ordered at the end of three hours 
on the bill and pending amendments, that the time be equally 
divided between the two sides, that the gentleman from Mis. 
souri[Mr. HALL] shall control the time in favor of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] the time in op- 
position to it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. Therearetwoamendments which have been 
reported by the committee, and which, if there be no objection, 
might be voted on now, 80 as to perfect the bill; and then other 
amendments would be inorder. The gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. POWERS] has offered an amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I desire to offer and have pending 
a substitute for the bill of the committee and for all pending 
amendments. I think I have embodied in this substitute the 
suggestions which have been made by way of amendment on all 
sides. 

The SPEAKER. It is inorder to offer the substitute if the 
entleman has the floor. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. HALL] yield to the gentleman from Indiana to offer the sub- 

stitute? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offers a sub- 
stitute, which will be read. Of course the amendments will have 
to be voted on before the substitute. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I hope that gentlemen on the other 
side will pay special attention to this substitute. — 

The proposed substitute of Mr. Cooper of Indiana was read, 
as follows: 


That all circulating notes of national banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes and all other notes and certificates of the United 
States payable on demand and circulating as currency shall be subject to 
taxation under the laws of any State or Territory: Provided, That anysuch 
taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that 
any such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction. 

Src. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 
change existing laws in respect of the taxation of national banking associa 
tions. 
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The SPEAKER. This substitute will be considered as pend- 


ing. Now, if gentlemen desire to offer other amendments it | 


might be best to dispose of the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I want to understand who 
offers the substitute just read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Isupposed thatthe gentleman 
from Indiana offered the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. No; the original bill was called up by the 
committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I willask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HALL] whether the original bill was not the bill 
of the gentleman from Indiana[ Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. No, sir. 


table, and that this substitute should take its place. 


Mr. COX. The bill which came from the committee was the | 


bill introduced by the gentleman from Indiana, with an amend- 
ment striking out the lines in regard to national-bank circula- 
tion. Those lines were stricken out from the fact that there is 
but one State in the Union that does not tax national-bank cir- 
culation; the State of Mississippi withholds such taxation under 
a decision of the supreme court of the State. The committee 
did not deem it important to provide for taxing national-bank 
circulation, as all the States, with the exception of Mississippi, 
impose such taxation already. The bill which came from the 
committee was the bill of the gentleman from Indiana with that 
alteration. This substitute | never heard of before. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. What is the necessity of the 


gentleman from Indiana offering a substitute for what is in fact | 


his own bill? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I would be glad to explain. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to offer the sub- 
stitute. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, at the oreaking out 
of the war between the States it became necessary for the Gene- 
‘al Government to use its credit; and this was done by a series of 
measures, among which were three several acts providing for the 
issuance of United States notes. The first of these acts was 
passed February 25, 1862, and provided for the issuance of $1°0,- 
000,000 of these notes. The next was passed July 11, 1862; and the 
third March 3, 1863, making altogether provision for $450,000,000. 

These notes, by reason of the colors of the ink in which they 
were printed, I presume, came to be commonly called green- 
backs. Prior to either of these enactments there was outstand- 
ing $50,000,000 of the old demand notes which had been issued 
under a law passed in July, 1861. Those notes were payable on 
demand and were a legal tender for all dues, both public and 
private. The first act which provided for the issuance of $150,- 
000,000 contained a provision for the retirementof those $50,000,- 
000 of demand notes, so that the entire amount of outstanding 
United States notes was covered by the three enactments I have 
named. 

The first of these acts provided that the notes should be a 
legal tender for all dues, public and private, except interest on 
the public debt and duties on imports. They were not payable 
on demand, and no time was fixed for their redemption. That 
act contains this language: 

Dana shall also be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, 

C. 

It also provided that—I read the language of the law— 


All stocks, bonds, and other securities of the United States, held by indi- 
viduals, corporations, or associations in the United States, shall be exempt 
from taxation by or under State authority. 

The next act continued the provisions of the first upon that 
subject by reference thereto. And the last act to which I refer 
had this provision: 

And allthe bonds and Treasury notes or United States notes issued under the 
provisions of this act shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or 
municipal authority— 
the word Treasury notes, it will be observed, being added in 
the last act and omitted from the first. That language was car- 
ried forward into the Revised Statutes, and is contained in sec- 
tion 3701, which reads as follows: 

All stocks, bonds, Treasury notes, and other obligations of the United 
States, shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal or 
local authority. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not insist that the exemption of this cur- 
rency from taxation depends upon these legislative enactments. 
I think they but declare the right of the General Government 
to that protection which is inherent under the Constitution. 
The several declarations made in these statutes to the effect 
thatsthese notes were not to be taxed by State authority, were 
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I yield one hour to the gentleman 


The order should have been | 
that the bill of the gentleman from Indiana should lie on the | P , 
| equal burden because of the peculiar advantages given to those 


| 








but notices to the States of that fact. They simply reaffirmed 
and restated a constitutional right which had been adjudicated 
time and again in the early history of the Government by its 
highest judicial tribunals. and which has at no time since been 
seriously controverted or even doubted. 

Since these decisions and legislative declarations it has been 
uniformly agreed that United States notes issued under these 
enactments are exempt from State taxation. By reason of this 
exemption great hardships have arisen—unequal, and therefore 
unjust taxation has resulted, and there is just ground fer com- 
plaint, and I believe I may say a general demand for some rem- 
edy for the wrongs which have resulted from this condition 


| of the law. 


Taxing officers find it an obstruction to the full performance 
of their duty, and the honest taxpayer is made to bear an un- 


who are in a position to cull out and keep this kind of currency 
in order to secure the exemption. Although great efforts have 
been made and great progress, too, I might add, in Indiana in 
the direction of tax reform, we have yet found ourselves wholly 
unable to secure honest returns of money on hand or on deposit 
without the assistance of Congressional action. 

I hold in my hand the report of the State board of tax com- 
missioners of the State of Indiana for the year 1893, which calls 
attention to this subject, and I will read from this report some 
observations which are there made upon this subject: 


There are a few obstacles to a just and reasonable equality in taxation 
still remaining, and these are made the more conspicuous by the effort to 
secure equality. In justice to all taxpayers no class of property receiving 
the protection of the Government should escape taxation, and particularly 
none should escaps taxation on account of technicalities or inadequacies of 
legal provisions. And yet some classes of property stand in exactly this 
position. 

As to one of these, the difficulties can be removed only by an act of Con- 
gress of the United States, and this is the exemption of * greenback cur- 
rency.’’ Greenbacks areexempted from State taxation by virtue of adecision 
of the United States courts that they are Government securities, and this 
exemption was doubtless conducive to public welfare so long as our paper 
currency Was not on a specie basis, but now that the Government is main- 
taining specie payments there remaiiis noreason forexempting greenbacks 
from taxation in order to strengthen its credit. Itis both unjust and con- 
fusing that one kind of money should be exempt from taxation while all 
other kinds of money are taxed, and this injustice is a strong temptation to 
many men in possession of money to misrepresent its character. 

Indeed it is notorious that this temptation has proved so strong that the 
amount of money claimed to be exempt as greenbacks is enormously in ex 
cess of the entire greenback circulation. In our opinion your honorable 
body should memorialize Congress, asking the passage of a bill making 
greenbacks taxable as other money, such as was introduced when specie 
payments were resumed, and whose passage has been repeatedly urged since 
that time, but thus far without success. 


I wish now to call the attention of the House to one or two 
letters out of many which have been sent to me upon this sub- 
ject and which point more specifically to the evils which this leg: 
islation seeks to remedy. I have one here from Lebanon, in 
Boone County, Ind., from which I read, as follows: 

LEBANON, IND., March 13, 1894. 

DEAR Str: I wish to congratulate you upon the introduction of your bill 
to tax greenbacks. After having fifteen years’ experience in the county au- 
ditor’s and treasurer’s Offices in this county and four years ina national bank 
I believe I know how people convert their money into greenbacks inorder te 
evade taxation. Iwill venture the assertion that not less than $100,000 in 
Boone County alone escapes the tax duplicate every year. The easiest tax 
a man can pay is on money already accumulated. 

Hoping you will meet with success, 

I remain, etc. 


Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, 
Washington, D. C. 


I have also another letter, which it seems to me reflects much 
light on this subject. I will omit names and localities because I 
do not wish to be personal. This writer says: 

[have been very much interested in your bill authorizing the States te 
tax greenbacks, and I desire to call yourattention tosome facts which came 
under my personal observation which deeply impressed me with the injus- 
tice of the present law on that subject. Last year 1 acted as assistant as: 
sessor at, and as such it became my duty to assess a private banker. 
When I called for the amount of cash on hand hesaid he had some. Hethen 
produced a large rollof greenbacks amounting to $105,000 as part of his 
“cash on hand.” 


+ 4 * * « a 
I think your bill should become a law. 
Yours, truly, 


[ read these two letters in order to point out the precise evil 
that we seek tocorrect. Iam told that at the day when prop- 
erty should be returned for taxation in ell the States where 
money is taxed as property there is an effort made to have on 
hand at that time for the purpose of escaping taxation as many 
Treasury notes as can be gathered. In fact, I understand that 
many days preceding the date of the assessment private bank- 
ers at least, if not national bankers, because the latter have not 
so strong a temptation in that direction as the private bankers, 
national banks being taxed on their stock and not on their de- 
posits—but the private bankers begin to cull out and lay aside 
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the greenbacksin order to have them on hand at the time of the 
assessment. : 

Lum told also that this form of money is transferred from 
State to State where different days are established by law for 
the assessment of property, and is used for the same purpose 
in more than one place. So that I have no doubt the entire 
%246,000,000 of greenbacks in existence not only escape taxation, 
but by reason of the fact that that money is exempt from taxa- 





tion a great deal more than the $346,000,000 is exempt by per- 
sons claiming to have greenbacks when they have not. IL have 
a letter from another part of my district exemplifying this con- 
dition of affairs, from which I will read an extract: 

[amin the midst of my assessing for this year and I still meet with re- 
minders of that unjust national law which exempts greenbacks from local 
taxation. I still meet with the usual number of taxpayers who had a little 
money on the ist of April, but it was greenbacks. have become a little 


more inquisitive than usual, and 1 ask some of them to let me see their 
greenbacks, Which they‘have all done so far, and I have only found two par- 
ties so far that had any greenbacks. I asked themif they had got any of 
them lately and they said no. All the others who thought they had green- 
packs had silver certificates or Treasury notes. Our people are anxious to 
see your bill taxing greenbacks become a law. 


So that, as I said, not only are the 3346,000,000 exempt, but I 
have no doubt that as much as double that sum is exempted 
under the cloak which is afforded by this exemption. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, an attempt was made to remedy this soon 
aftér the war. Ex-Senator McDonald of Indiana, one of the 
ablest lawyers our State has ever given to public life, introduced 
the bill in the Senate. For some reason it failed to pass that 
body. Afterwards a bill was introduced by Senator GEORGE of 
Mississippi, which was sent to the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- 
ate,and was favorably reported unanimously by that committee; 
and I wish tostate it here in the House, for I think itis entitled to 
weight, that the language of that bill was partly framed by ex- 
Senator Edmunds of Vermont, who is known to all members 
present as one of the ablest lawyers in the country. That bill 
passed the Senate in December, 1890, and was subsequently re- 
ported favorably from the House Committee on Banking and 
Currency by Mr. Morrill of Kansas. For lack of time, however, 
or perhaps from the lack of pressure behind it, the bill failed to 
pass Congress. 

At the beginning of this Congress I introduced the bill which 
is now pending in the House. I make this statement because 
my colleague, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], in 
his speech in opposition to the bill spoke of it, as I thought, 
rather contemptuously as ‘‘ legislation proposed by the gentle- 
man from Indiana in his little bill.” 

Mr. Speaker, 1 have made no pretense to originality in this 
matter. In fact the gentleman will remember that in my argu- 
ment before the committee of which he is a member, I then 
stated the various efforts that had been made in this behalf. 
This proposition is not original with any of us. The propriety 
of it suggests itself to all who care for justice and demand 
equality, the importance of it to those who have given it most 
thought and investigation. 

To further show the extent to which this matter has provoked 
public notice and remonstrance, I call attention to a plank in 
the Democratic State platform of Indiana for the campaign of 
1892. I will read the plank to which I refer: 

Inasmuch as the exemption of greenback money from taxation by national 
law is not only unjust in principle, but also is the occasion of much fraudu- 
lent evasion of local tax laws, we demand that the Indiana Senators and 
Representatives in Congress use their influence to secure the passage of laws 
making greenbacks taxable as other money. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
allow me? 

Mr, COOPER of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the gentleman to say 
that in the Fifty-first Congress a bill passed the Senate ena- 
bling the States to tax Treasury notes, commenly known as green- 
backs. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is correct; yes. It passed 
the Senate in December, 1890. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not recollect about it, and I 
wanted to see if I understood the gentleman aright. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, some question 
is raised as towhether Congress at this time has the power, or 
ought to relieve the difficulty by permitting the States to sub- 
ject this kindof property to taxation. Upon thatsubject I would 
very much desire those who areinterested in that constitutional 
question to give me their attention. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Before you begin to discuss 
the constitutional question I desire to ask you—I could not hear 
you distinctly—whether your substitute is exactly in the lan- 
guage of the bill that was reported by the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The substitute which I have of- 
fereé, and which is pending, is in substance the language of the 
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bill as reported from the Judiciary Committee of the Senate: 
but at the suggestion of some of the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, I made a verbal amendment, merely to relieve the 
language of some obscurity, as they thought. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Senate bill provide for the taxation 
of national-bank notes? Was any question raised as to that? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir; but if gentlemen will 
allow me, I wish to discuss the verbiage of the bill at a later 
stage of my remarks, and I should prefer to answer these ques- 
tions at that time. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us proposes to relinquish to the 
State no constitutional power or authority which is granted by 
express words to the General Government. I wish to have that un- 
derstood at the beginning. It is true that wherever an express 
grant of power is made by the Constitution to the General Goy- 
ernment, that power is inalienable. Congress can neither dele- 
gate to the States, nor the States receive and exercise such a 
power. But, Mr. Speaker, there are certain powers not ex- 
pressly granted, but which from necessity are held to belong to 
the Federal Government—powers which follow and flow from 
those expressed, which supplement and make effectual those de- 
fined and named. The power to protectone of its instrumental- 
ities is one of these. We do not question the existence of that 
power nor do we ask that she shall surrender it, but we do insist 
that she has the right to say just how far she will go in the ex- 
ercise of that power and where the limit shall be. 

This being a power constructively given, a power to pre 
serve the agencies and instrumentalities of the Government it, 
should certainly be used no further than may be found necessary 
toaccomplish thatend. Wheneverinthiscase the money issued 
by the Government is protected from unequal taxation, from un- 
just discrimination, that end is accomplished. No one ought to 
ask more. This bill, Mr.Speaker, makes ample provision against 
any such abuse. 

But it is insisted that there is a contract, a guaranty of im- 
munity from taxation, created by the law under which the notes 
were issued and that this immunity is a kind of vested right 
which inheres in the note and passes from one to another with 
the bill. There are two answers to this proposition, either of 
which is conclusive. 

First. The exemption does not depend upon the statutes, but 
upon the constitutional rights of the Government; and, 

Second. There is no contract of exemption either declared in 
the law nor implied from the circumstances. Itis true that the 
law declares ‘‘ that they shall be exempt from taxation by or 
under any State or municipal authority,” but this was nota 
promise to the holder; it was an inhibition against the local 
taxing powers. The authors of this law knew how to use lan- 
guage that would create a contract. They do so in the very 
first section, where they declare ‘‘and any holdersof said United 
States notes,” etc., may convert them into United States coupon 
or registered bonds. 

Now, that is contract language—the language of promise—but 
thislaw nowhere declares thatany holder of said United States 
notes shall be exempt from taxation thereon. Nosuch language 
is used. There is simply a declaration that served as a notice 
that for the time being and under the circumstances the Govern- 
ment would not allow them to be taxed by any authority save her * 
own. 

I call your attention now to the language gf this law again. 
It reads that they ‘‘shall be exempt from taxation by or under 
any State or municipal authority.” That is not a promise that 
they shall be entirely exempt from taxation. 

If it had been intended that they should be exempt from taxa- 
tion, the language would have been “‘ they shall be exempt from 
taxation.” Now, the expression ‘ by or under State authority,” 
was technical, and what did it mean? Itmeant that the States 
should not tax upon their own authority; that the Government 
withheld that authority. There is nothing in the language of 
this bill which provides that the General Government shall not 
tax these notes nor that she will not authorize the States to do 
80. 

Now, to illustrate: The language of the statute to which I re- 
fer’ is that these notes shall not be taxed by or under State 
authority. Now, if this bill passes they will not be taxed under 
State authority. They will be taxed under our authority. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. nena 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you claim that the Congress of 
the United States can confer upon aState the authority to levy 
a tax? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir; I have discussed that 

uestion somewhat. I call your attention to a decision of the 
reme Court of the United States, in 3 Wallace, the case of 
Van Alen against the assessor. That was a case like this. 





1894. 





to tax the shares of national-banking associations. They were 
held to be the agents of the General Government; but Congress 
thought it unwise to withdraw from taxation so large an amount 
of property or money as would be invested in national-banking 
associations, and therefore the Government authorized the States 
to tax the shares of national banks; and the Supreme Court of 
the United States,in the case towhich I refer, decided the very 
question which the gentleman asks. 

Now, I will read from that decision. I will read from page 
585 of that decision: 

It is said that Congress possesses ne power to confer upon a State author- 
ity to be exercised which power has been exclusively delegated to that body 
py the Constitution, and consequently that it can not confer upon a State 
the sovereign right of taxation; nor is a State competent to receive a grant 
of any such power from Congress. We agree to this. But as it respects a 
subject-matter over which Congress and the States may exercise a concur- 
rent power, but from the exercise of which Congress by reason of its para- 
mount authority may exclude the States, there is no doubt Congress may 
withhold the exercise of that authority and leave the States free to act. 

Again, it is held (in the National Bank vs. Commonwealth, 
9 Wallace) that the rule exempting instrumentalities of the 
Federal Government is limited by the principle that State leg- 
islation which does not interfere with the usefulness of such in- 
struments is not within the rule of prohibition. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me just a minute? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. I donot know whether i will vote for this bill or 
not, and here is the question that troubles me a little. I would 
like the gentleman to state his views upon it, if he will, without 
desiring to consume too much of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I will be glad toanswer the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. RAY. Now, when those Treasury notes were issued 
under the laws of the United Statesthey were nottaxable. That 
is true, is it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. By express provision of law. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. And by a correct interpretation of 
the Constitution, even in the absence of any express provision 
of law, in my judgment. 

Mr. RAY. Now, they have gone into circulation and are in 

he hands of bona fide holders. 

Mr.COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr.RAY. And I believe it has been held that they are not 
money. 

Mr.COOPER of Indiana. No; on the contrary, they have been 
uniformily held to be money—— 

Mr.COX. They are held to be money. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They are declared to be money in 
the very law under which they were issued. This isthe language 
of the act: ‘‘ And shall be lawful money.” The Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Bank vs. Supervisors, 7th 
Wallace, held them to be money. 

Mr. RAY. Very well; then they are money. Thén you haye 
what you say is money in the hands of the people. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Taken by the people. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Under alaw which declares that they shall not be 
subject to taxation. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Now, you propose, after these notes are in the 
hands of the people, and taken under tho law, to turn around 
and not tax them by authority of the General Government ex- 
actly—that is the General Government does not impose a direct 
tax, but it does say that each State, if it sees fit, may impose a 
tax upon them. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Under limitations prescribed by 
us. 

Mr. RAY. Is not that a breach of good faith, a violation of 
the terms of the contract and of the conditions under which the 
people took these notes? 

r. COOPER of Indiana. No, sir. Iam glad the gentleman 
asked that question, although I was coming to it. pon that 
point I call attention to Cooley on Taxation, which treats of the 
very question the gentleman hasasked me. I read from page 52: 

There are cases in which State Legislatures have pledged the State ina 
more or less formal manner, that on some particular subject of taxation 
the State should refrain, either wholly or for some definite period, from 
levying any taxes Whatever, or should levy them only to a certain extent. 
Whether such a pledge could bind the State has been made the subject of 
controversy. The general rule is that one legislative body can not by its 
own action narrow the scope of the legislative power, but with the same 
amplitude that it comes to one body it must pass to the successor. 

Pledges, therefore, or stipulations by one Legislature regarding the fu- 
ture levy of taxes, though they may under some circumstance chargé the 
consciences of the members or their successors, are not limitations on leg- 


islative oe. but may be observed or disregarded ag it shall be thought 
the public necessity or policy may require. An exception, however, is held 


The General Government had authorized the State governments 
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o exist in case of an agreement by a State, ontered into for a consideration, 


t 

to refrain from exercising this power; that provision of the Federal Consti- 

tution which forbids the State passing laws which impair the obliga n of 
mtracts, applying as well to contracts by the State itself as to those be- 


tween individuals 

Mr.Speaker, in discussing this question, gentlemen whoclaim 
that this exemption is a vested right should not forget what it 
takes to constitute a vested right. 

There can be no vested right without a consideration. Th 
power of taxation is an attribute of sovereignty. It has been 
doubted by some of our ablest and wisest jurists whether a legis- 
lative body has the right, even -for a consideration, to bargain 
way the taxing power. It certainly can not be done as a mere 
matterof favor. I read from thesyllabus of the case of Wilming- 
ton Railroad Company against Alsbrook, page 137, 110 North 
Carolina Reports: 

The grantof an exemption from taxation without some considera 
equivalent therefor received by the State does not constitute a contra 
but a privilege merely, which may be recalled at the pleasure of the Leg 

The charter of the Dartmouth College was held inviolable 
upon the ground that it was a contract. The language of the 


| court (Chief Justice Marshall delivering the opinion) is: 





This is plainly a contract to which the donors, the trustees, and the cro 
(to whose rights and obligations New Hampshire succeeds) were the or 
inal parties. It is a contract made ona valuableconsideration. It is yn 
tract on the faith of which real and personal estate has been conveyed to 
the corporation. (Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheaton, page 64 

And so, Mr. Speaker, it will be found in every case where « 
charter has been —— and held not subject to subsequent a! 
teration or repeal by legislative enactment, that such charters 
were granted upon some valid and binding consideration. 

Now, I want to call attention to the difference between th 
contract as to the bonds and these legal-tender notes. Wh: 
bonds were authorized and exempted from taxation and it was 
provided that the Secretary of the Treasury should negotiate 
them. He was to go out and meet the citizen and make con 
tracts for the sale of the bonds. The rats of interest was fixed, 
it is true, in the law, but the price the bonds would bring in the 
market was to be a matter of contract between the citizen and 
the State. 

That was a private contract. And, sofar es the bonds ar 
affected by that exemption and by the contract that was ma 
there is no question in my mind but that they are and will b 
exempt; and in fact, the contract is printed on the face of the 
bonds that they shall be exempt. That, I repeat, is a private 
contract. Now, the difference between that case and this is th 
this is not a private contract. There was no cortract between 
the citizen who took the legal-tender note and the General Goy 
ernment, except that the General Government agreed to pay it, 
and to pay it, as I believe, in gold or silvercoin, and that contrac! 
on the part of the Government will be performed whenever it 
does that. Now, I want to say further, thatif there is anything 
else that the citizen took by reason of the law or the contract 
beyond the right to get his money in gold or silver there was no 
consideration given for it. 

Mr. WARNER. And is it not also a fact that, in contra- 
distinction to the process by which the bonds are marketed, 
namely, negotiation, the greenbacks were issued under the 
sanction of the law, which, by making them legal tender and 
forcing them into circulation, left not even the possibility of a 
contract relation existing between the man who took them and 
the United States Government? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I subscribe to every word of that 
You have anticipated what I was about to say. The 
the greenback did not surrender any more value for it than if 
he had taken any other form of legal-tender money. He gave 
no consideration for any extra promise. He surrendered noth- 
ing that entitled him to claim anything more than his money 
on demand. So thatif he thinks he had any additional contract 
by reason of the prohibition of State taxation contained in the 
law, I say he gave nothing for it. He is mistaken, too, if he 
thinks that this was a private contract. It was nothing but a 
declaration of public policy on the part of the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. WARNER. Is it not also a fact that at the time that ex- 
emption went into force there was no redemption provided for 
the greenback? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is true. Those notes were 
not made payable on demand, for it was known that they could 
not then be paid. 

Mr. WARNER. And that, therefore, to insist upon that ex- 

mption now, is to insist that when the Government is ready to 
perform the only promise that it did make in that directic», the 
citizen who refrains from asking the performance of that con- 
tract shall still have the benefit of the exemption which was 
= as long as the performance of the contract was not offered 

y the Government. 
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Mr. RAY. The gentleman says that the Government when 
it issued these notes forced them into circulation, compelled 
the people to take them. Well, they did take them, and they 
took them under a law which said that the notes should not be 
subject to taxation. Now, I do not see how he can claim that 
the Government has not given its solemn promise that those 
notes shall not be taxed. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. If the gentleman will hear me 
through I think he will have that point cleared up. I have 
tried to explain to the gentleman the difference between a pri- 
vate contract and a law declaring a public policy. I do not ad- 
mit that the takers of the greenbacks took them with any pri- 
vate contract that they should be exemptfrom taxation. [hold 
that that provision in the law was merely an inhibition against 
taxation by the States, and that the citizen gave nothing for 
what he took in that respect, if he took anything. 

Mr. RAY. But did not the citizen take allthe benefits which 
the law gave him? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. He has enjoyed those benefits. 

Mr. RAY. And one of those benefits was that these notes 
would not be taxed by the States. 

Mr, COO” ER of Indiana, He has enjoyed that benefit be- 
cause the Government said that it should be so, but we did not 
agree to continue that indefinitely. We are under no obliga- 
tion either legal or moral to do so. 

Mr. RAY. But is there not an implied promise, if you put in 
circulation an obligation of that kind, that the conditions shall 
continue as long as the obligation is out? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I am coming to that point. 

Mr. QUIGG. If the gentleman will permit an interruption, 
I suppose he perceives that my colleague from New York [Mr. 
RAy] is raising a question not so much of law as of good faith. 
Cooley undoubtedly informs us that we have the power and the 
right to enact such legislation as this, but the question is as to 
the good faith of it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Well, as to that I will say that 
there can be no question upon the part of anybody that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has acted with perfect good faith 
with allits creditors. These greenbacks were taken by the peo- 
ple when they were worth only 30 or 40 cents on the dollar, and 
we have made them equal or superior to gold, and it seems only 
proper and just that these notes, which are money, which per- 
form all the functions of money, shall be subject to taxation like 
other money and property. 

There is not evena suggestion of bad faithin it. But, address- 
ing myself tomy friend from New York[Mr. RAY],I wish to call 
his attention to the difference between a private contract, such as 
is made between a citizen and the State when bonds are negoti- 
ated, and the declaration of public policy that was made by the 
Government with reference tothe greenbacks. I hold in my 
hand 13 Wallace's Reports, in which the Supreme Court of the 
United States decides the case of the Salt Company against 
Kast Saginaw. No doubt many gentlemen bere are familiar 
with that case. In brief it was this: The Legislature of the 
State of Michigan had provided a certain exemption from tax- 
ation with respect to all property invested in salt-making enter- 
prises—-salt wells, and such other property as might be useful 
and necessary in conducting that business. Afterwards the Leg- 
islature repealed the laws providing suchexemption. Men had 
erected costly machinery and invested large sums of money in 
those enterprises; and they came into court and claimed immu- 
nity from taxation, 

The question was presented whether this was a private con- 
tract binding upon the Legislature under the inhibition of the 
Constitution providing that no State shall pass any law impair- 
ing the obligations of contracts, or whether the act of the Sent 
islature was simply a declaration of public policy which could 
be made and unmade at the pleasure of the legislative power. 
This is an important case, and one whichI think has a bearing 
on this question. I therefore wish toread somewhat fully from 
it: 

Had the plaintiff in error been incorporated by a special charter, and had 
that charter contained the een that all its lands and property used in 
the manufacture of salt should forever, or during the continuance of its 
charter, be exempt from taxation, and had that charter been accepted and 
acted on, it would bave constituted a contract. But the case before us is 
not of that kind. It declares in purport and effect that all corporations and 
individuals who shail manufacture salt in Michigan from water obtained 
by boring in that State, shall be exempt from taxation as to all property 
used for that purpose, and after they shall have manufactured 5, bushels 
of salt, they shall receive a bounty of 10cents per bushel. That is the whole 
ofit. As the supreme court of Michigan says, it is a bounty law, and noth- 
ing more; a law dictated by public policy and the general good, like a law 
oe a bounty of 50 cents for the killing of every wolf or other destructive 
“'Such a law is not acoutract except to bestow the peomuiecs bounty upon 
those who earn it, so long as the law remains unrepealed, There is no pledge 
that ft shall not be repealed at any time. As long as it remains a law eve 
inhabitant of the State, every corporation having the requisite power, 


isa 
liberty to avail himself, or itself, of its advantages, at will, by comply 
with its terms, and doing the things which it promises to reward, but is also 
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at liberty at any time to abandon such a course. There is no obligation on 
any person to comply with the conditions of the law. It isa matter purely 
voluntary on the other part; that is, ou the patos he eae eoeey 
tinue or not to continue the law. : egislature, to con- 

The law in question says to all: You shall have a bounty of 10 cents per 
bushel for all salt ..anufactured, and the ey used shall be free from 
taxes. But it does not say how long this shall continue; nor do the partie 
who enter upon the business promise how long they will continue the mant- 
facture. Itis an arrangement determinable at the will of either of the par- 
ties, as much 80 as the hiring of a laboring man by the day. 

If it be objected that such a view of the case exposes parties to hardshi 
and injustice, the answer is ready at hund, and is this: It will not be 4 
sumed that the Legislature of a sovereign State will do acts that inklot 
hardship and injustice. 

Now, I think this case makes perfectly clear the difference be- 
tween charter or contract rights and rights growing out of a law 
merely declaring a public policy. 

There is another case to which I wish to refer, although I will 
not take time to read the decision. The Legislature of the 
State of New York offered immunity from taxation to the 
amount of $1,000 worth of property to anyone who would joina 
certain militia company for the term of seven years, I believe. 
Now, the Legislature, after having inveigled some of its citi- 
zens into that militia company under such inducements, repealed 
the law. I havenodoubt my amiable friend from New York [Mr. 
RAY], who sits in front of me, knows all about that decision. 

Mr. RAY. Let me say right here that the law was repealed 
because nobody went into that militia company under that act 
except the tax jumpers. The halt, the lame, and the blind, and 
others who were good for nothing as soldiers, went into that 
organization for the purpose of escaping taxation. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. And nobody will be affected by the 
bill which I propose here to-day except taxdodgers. [Laughter.] 
Somebody evidently went into that militia company; because 
there arose this case in which a similar exemption is claimed 
to that which is claimed here for the greenbacks. But the su- 
preme court of the State of New York held that such exemption 
was simply a declaration of public policy, not acontract between 
the citizen and the State. So I say that a law exempting green- 
backs from taxation is simply a general declaration of public 
policy, an inhibition upon the State, not a contract made be- 
tween the citizen and the Government which issues these notes. 
It seems to me that is clear. 

Mr. QUIGG. What have you to say as to the expediency of 
the measure? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am asked to 
address myself to the question of the expediency of this law. 
In the first place, I want to call the attention of the House par- 
ticularly to the importance of this question. There are $346,- 
000,000 of these greenbacks outstanding, and $152,000,000 of 
Treasury notes issued under the Sherman law, which are equally 
exempt, because they are SSeeeay notes and obligations of the 
United States. As to these so-called Sherman notes the injus- 
tice of this exemption is manifest at once when we consider the 
fact that they are represented in the Treasury by the — 
value which we received in exchange for them. So that we 
have withdrawn from taxation not only the one hundred and 
fifty-two millions deposited in the Treasury, but we have also 
the same amount withdrawn from taxation in the hands of the 
holders of the Government obligations, and which represent 
this amount. So that there can be no question of the injustice 
of that exemption. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another branclf of this question to 
which I wish to address myself briefly, and eed to call 
the attention of any of the members ‘from the State of Missis- 
sippi, if any of them honor me with their attention at this time. 
The supreme court of thatState has decided that national- bank 
notes were alike exempt from taxation under this law. They 
did not put it entirely upon the ground suggested by some who 
have mentioned the-matter heretofore, but they based it on the 
ground that the statute expressly defines national-bank notes as 
obligations of the Government. And so it does, and I will call 
your attention to the language. 

Now, in the same act which provided for the issuance a 
United States notes, but in a subsequent section, there is a defi- 
nition of obligations of the Government of the United States in 
these words: 

Sec. 5413. The words “obligation or other security of the United States’ 
shall be held to mean all bonds, certificates of indebtedness, national- bank 
currency, coupons, Unite’ States notes, Treasury notes, fractional notes, 
certificates of deposit, bills, checks, or drafts for money, drawn by or upon 
authorized officers of the United States, stamps or other representatives of 
value, of whatever denomination, which have been or may bs issued under 
any act of Congress. 

Mr. COX. Is that the statute of the State of Mississippi? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. What is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The statutes of the United States. 

Now, the United States statute uses the language I have just 
read, ‘‘ national-bank notes.” The supreme court of Mississipp 





1894. 





accepted the definition given to the words by this section of the 
statute, and held national-bank notes exempt from taxation, and 
therefore in that State they have been exempted from taxation. 
I do not think that that was a sound decision. 

[f gentlemen will look into the matter they will find that the 
supreme courts of Indiana and North Carolina have repudiated 
that decision, they holding that the use of the language read by 
me was in that part of the statute defining and providing pun- 
ishment for crimes against the obligations or securities of the 
United States; and these words that I have quoted were used as 
defining such obligations and securities to which the penalties 
attached for forgery or fraud or othercrime in connection with 
them, should apply. It had no reference whatever to the ques- 
tion of taxation. It is furthermore to be observed that the same 
sets of words are not used in each case, so that it is clear that 
no connection was intended between the two. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the State of Mississippi has decided that 
national-bank notes are exempt from taxation. So we have in 
Mississippi national-bank notes, Sherman notes, and greenbacks, 
allexempt from State tax. In order to meet this difficulty, at 
the suggestion of gentlemen from Mississippi, I putin the words 
‘circulating notes of the national banks,” in order to remove 
the difficulty and bring all of these obligations within the pur- 
view of the law. It will make the remedy more complete and 
relieve the people of Mississippi of the difficulty under which 
they are laboring. As suggested by someone around me, it 
does not injure the bill by being there. 

Now, we have in one part of the country national-bank notes 
exempt; in all parts I believe the Sherman notes exempt, and 
also the original greenbacks. But I think there isstill agraver 
question which has not been presented in connection with 
the matter. I am not at all sure that gold and silver cer- 
tificates are not exempt. They are obligations of the General 
Government just as much asthe greenbacks. They are certifi- 
cates of deposit; and a certificate of deposit is not a contract to 
repay any specific money, but a contract to pay a specific sum of 
money. Itis therefore an obligation of the United States. There 
are, in round numbers, about $400,000,000 of these certificates. 

Mr. KEM. Does this bill include all currency? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes, sir; it is intended to clear up 
the whole matter and put all money or currency circulating as 
such on the same footing. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire toaddress myself to the expediency 
of the question. Here are 3346,000,000 of greenbacks and $152,- 
000,000 of Treasury notes, about $500,000,000, which all agree are 
exempt from taxation. They are held by the banks and capital- 
ists and are called out from deposits wherever they are accessi- 
ble. I made an effort to obtain a greenback here sometime ago, 
and found great difficulty in doing so. 

The fact of the matter is that they are hoarded. Their owners 
will not surrender them. They are kept for the purpose of 
avoiding taxation. They are held mainly by misers and private 
bankers in the States. The last reportof the Comptroller of the 
Currency shows that the national banks held $114,000,000 of 
them as a part of their reserves. It is said these do not escape 
taxation, because national banks only pay on their capital stock. 
But I have been advised that even this money is made to doduty 
for the stockholders and favorite customers on the day on which 
taxes become a lien. They are not in circulation. You can 
scarcely get one of them. They have been retired under that 
general law which operates to retire every class of currency, 
when a special value is attached to it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word 
in relation to that? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes,if the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. BROSIUS. My friend misconceives the situation in ref- 
erence to the circulation of these notes, I think. A member of 
this House yesterday showed me his whole month’s salary, paid 
in greenbacks, and the Government is paying them out right 
along to members of the House and others, 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They will disappear like water 
poured upon the desert of Sahara, and will find their lodging 
place in the chest of the miser and in the vaults of the banks, 
where the taxgatherer will not get them. Now,I say there 
are $500,000,000, on the face of the law, exempt from taxation. 
What does that cost us? Why, in most of the cities and towns 
of this country, including county and State taxation, the rate 
of taxation is at least 24 per cent. These notes are mostly held 
in cities. 

We are therefore paying 24 per cont on these notes by exempt- 
ing them from taxation. We can borrow money for that, and 
get gold by issuing a 24 per cent bond, and we would better do 
it than to continue a system which not only costs us 24 per cent 
upon the amount of these notes, but also affords a protection 
ead a cloak and an excuse for the exemption of millions and 
millions more, the full amount of which we can not know. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, one word with reference to the supposed 
effect on this currency itself. Some one has said, and I believe 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. BRosius| contends, that 
all money ought to be exempt from taxation, and that it is so in 
Pennsylvania, Well, while lam not well advised as to the meth- 
ods of Pennsylvania, or how well they operate, I know that the 
constitutions of seven-tenths of the States of the Union treat 
money as personal property and require it to be listed for taxation, 
[ know that is so in the State in which I live. 1 knowit is true 
in the State of Ohio, because the constitution of that State ex- 
pressly mentions money as one of the subjects of taxation, and 
[ know that in most other States there is an effort to compel 
taxation on hoarded cash. 

I wish to say for myself that I believe the man who has money 
is in the best position of all others to pay taxes. He has real- 
ized. The man whohas acrib of corn must yet make the market, 
and there are between him and his market, perhaps, muddy 
roads, bad weather, and the chances of the market; but the man 
who has delivered his goods, who has realized on what he has 
had to sell, he is in the best position of all, it seems to me, to 
pay taxes. 

But they say it will drive money out of circulation if you tax 
it. Why, Mr. Speaker, the fact is, if you withdraw from taxa- 
tion any one of these kinds of money, that will of itself operate 
as a reason why itshall beheld. Ifa man’s money is subject to 
taxation, he will investit. If it is exempt from taxation, he 
will not invest it unless he has the promise of larger return than 
he would otherwise get, because he knows it is no expense to 
him. If you tax it it will work. 

As my friend the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] 
said yesterday,an idle horse in the stable does not profit a man, 
but if you will tax idle horses they will goto work, andif you will 
tax money the owner of it will be obliged to stir himself to get 
a return sufficient to pay the taxes on it, and it will make it pass 
current, and make its circulation more lively. 

The fact is, and I think it is within the observation of every 
man in the sound of my voice, that greenbacks have been retired 
from circulation practically, becaus2 they are not subject to tax- 
ation, and wherever a man desires to hold any form of money 
he prefers to have it in the form of greenbacks, and when he 
gets greenbacks he holds them as long as he is not tempted by 
some seductive investment to bring his money out from its re- 
tirement. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is all I desire to say on this branch of 
tlie subject. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. How much time have [ remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iwantto ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat. Can the gentleman inform the House what 
amount of money at any time, in any one vear, in any section, 
in any political division of his State, has been returned for tax- 
ation? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. These accounts are not kept separ- 
ately. I will tell the gentleman that in Indiana we have made 
a special effort, and that, too, against the opposition of members 
of his party to bring out the property that issubject to taxation, 
and that this bill is in line with that effort. 

The gentleman will find that by the strict enforcement of just 
local laws we have brought out for taxation purposes millions 
and millions of money that has heretofore been kept in hiding 
and escaped taxation. The report of the tax commissioners 
which I hold in my hand, and which I will state was made by a 
nonpartisan board, states that under the operation of our new 
law we have been able to bring out many millions of dollars 
that had escaped taxation. Here is what they say: 

Millions of dollars that formerly escaped taxation have been brought upon 
the tax duplicate, and an equalization in assessment of property has been 
reached which is generally conceded to be more equitable than an equaliza- 
tion heretofore known in the State. In our opinion all that is now needed 
is an extension and more perfect application of the principles of the new 
law. 

Mr. BROSIUS. My friend certainly does not want to make 
the impression that the people of Indiana are in the habit of 
concealing their property. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Our people are just as good asany. 
The gentleman will not entrap me into any reflection upon the 
people of Indiana. The habits of mankind with reference to 
money are the same all the world over. I want to say that Iam 
perfectly willing to risk acomparison between (ndianaand Penn- 
sylvania. We wanttotaxeverything. We want tomake every- 
body pay his share for the support of the government, whereas 
in Pennsylvania the men who have the moncy are the men who 
escape taxation. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman let me know whether 
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the report of the auditor-general shows the amount of money 
reported for taxation? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have said these returns are not 
kept separately in our State, andI am unable to state how much 
is returned in cash for taxation; but I assure you that if you 
will give us the power to strike down this shield of the tax 
dodger we will see to it that we get all the taxes we are entitled 
to. 


But, Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. JOHNSON] and also the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. BRosius]haye insisted that 


the evils of which we complain can be corrected by the States 
themselves; that it has been decided that the transfer of prop- 
erty into these exempt forms for the purpose of defrauding the 


State revenues is unlawful, and if detected will not be success- 
ful.. But the difficulty is in proving the fraudulent purpose, and 
in following up each case and arriving at the real facts. 

Besides it has also been held that a party may convert his 
money and property into United States notes, notwithstanding it 
be with intent to avoid taxation, the distinction being that it 
must not be a mere devico, but a bona fide transaction. This 
was so held by the supreme court of Indiana in the case of 
Stilwell vs. Corwin (55 Ind., page 433). Take, for instance, the 
case mentioned in one of the letters read by me,where a private 
banier had selected from the bills which passed through his 
bank $105,000 in Treasury notes. No one will doubt, I presume, 
that this was done for the purpose of exempting that much of 
his property from taxation, and yet it can not be denied that 
that transaction was perfectly legitimate as the law now stands. 

This very case, however, serves to illustrate the injustice of 
existing conditions, and to my mind it serves as an unanswera- 
ble argument in favor of this bill. In the city in which I live 
this sum of $105,000, which is made exempt in the hands of a 
single banker, would cover the cost of a hundred humble but 
comfortable homes. These are taxed to their full value, and in 
the hands of their owners nothing is exempt. Such an unjust 
discrimination and such an unequal distribution of burdens is 
not calculated to inspire in the mind of the average citizen that 


faith in the fairness and justice of his country which alone can 


make it the object of his affectionate regard. 

I will eall attention now, Mr. Speaker, and I wish the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Wis] to the verbal 
differences in the bill Which the committee has reported and 
that which is pending as a substitute. It was thought by the 
gonticman from Virginia, and suggested, [ believe, on the floor 
ofthe House, that the original draft of the bill as introduced 
by me would compel the States to tax these notes. We do not 
want to force this boon on Pennsylvania and other States whose 
policy it may be toexempt money from taxation, and I do not 
care to insist on the provision as I first introduced it, but desire 
to provide that by permission of the General Government they 
may be subject to taxation in the States and Territories. 

‘The substitute offered by me will read as follows: 

be Ut endeted, ete., That all circulating notes of national banking associa- 
tions and all United States legal-tender notes, and all other notes and certifi- 
cates of the United States payable on demand and circulating as currency, 
shall be subject to taxation underthe laws of any State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, Thatany such taxation shall be exercised in thesame manner and at 
the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other property, 
money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

Mr. MARSH. Does that cover the silver or the gold certifi- 
cates? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think so. 

Mr. MARSH. Would it cover a gold certificate that was 
based upon a deposit of bullion? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think so. Let us look at the 
language: ‘‘ That all certificates of the United States payable 
on demand and circulating as currency, and all United States 
legal-tender notes.” Now, the Sherman notes are United States 
legal-tender notes, declared so by the act which created them. 

Mr. MARSH. Yes; but the silver cortificates and the goid 
certificates are what I am directing your attention to. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. They are included. ‘‘All other 
notes and certificates of the United States payable on demand 
and circulating as currency,” is the language of the bill—— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois was recognized, and yielded fif- 
teen minutes to Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. NORTHWAY Mr. Speaker, I shall have no time during 
the fifteen minutes allotted to me to discuss many of the questions 
which have been considered by gentlemen who have preceded me 
in thisdebate. I shall confine myself in what I.say to one branch 
of the subject. I shall not discuss the question of whether we 
can constitutionally confer on the States power to tax green- 
backs or any other form of national credit I shall not discuss, 
either, the propriety of taxing ¢ilver certificates or national- 
bank currency, further than to say that until yesterday I did 
not know that there was a State in this Union which had held 
that national-bank currency was not taxable. 





In my State and in all the States around me national-bank 
notes are taxable as much as horses and Cows; and [ was sur- 
prised to hear yesterday that the State of Mississippi had held 
that they were not taxable. In what I have to say I shall con- 
fine myself to the question of the taxation of greenbacks, [I 
shall not discuss the question whether the greenbacks would be 
taxable by the States or municipal corporations if there had 
been nothing said in the law about their not being taxed, | 
know that question was discussed by the able gentleman from 
Indiana yesterday, but I have no time to venture upon it now. 

I want to call the attention of the House to one question only, 
and then to leave it. What were the conditions obtaining at 
the time the greenbacks were issued? I know it has been said 
by the gentleman who was last on the floor,as bearing on the 
question of the policy of taxing the greenbacks, that even 
though the time had been when it was not politic to tax them, 
that time had passed away. I want to express strong dissent 
from that idea, and to say that if there ever was a time when 
the Government should say that they were not taxable, and 
did say it, that condition should exist, in my opinion, so long 
as there is a greenback. 

I can not conceive that the pledge of its faith on the part of 
the Government is limited to days, ormonths, or years. What- 
ever pledge of faith was made by the Government relative to 
the greonback was not to the individual who took it, but inhered 
in the very paper itself and lasts as long as the paper shall last. 
I know it has been said here by gentlemen on both sides that 
Government bonds should notbetaxed. Why? Becauseit was 
a part of the contract they should not be taxed. I adhere to 
that idea as strongly as any person can, that the Government 
bonds ought not to be taxed, but I affirm this proposition, that, 
as between the two, the greenback and the bond, the bond should 
be first taxed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend will permit an inter- 
ruption, while I have much sympathy with what he says about 
keeping the contract, I will ask him whether he does not think 
that when the Government is willing to pay the greenback in 
gold; when any holder of any greenback can have it paid in gold 
at any minute, whether he does not think, in view of that fact, 
that the pledge which the Government made, both for the re- 
demption and the nontaxation of the greenback is fairly kept? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No. Let them eall inthe greenback and 
pay the gold, and then you can tax the gold, if you please. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But the Government can not pay 
a greenback unless the holder presents it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It can call them in and redeem them. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
the Treasurer of the United States has no power to do that? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, we can pass a law authorizing it, 
and let us do that if it is thought desirable, instead of violating 
our faith. 

Now, I want to pursue the thought I was preseating. What 
was the condition of affairs at the time the greenback was is- 
sued? The Government wasin debt. It was struggling with a 
gigantic rebellion. It had no gold or silver with which to pay 
the soldiers or to pay the creditors of the Government. In this. 
emergency it simply forced a loan. Not as a contract with 
individuals, but as a strong, gigantic exercise of power, it com- 
pelled men to take the greenbacks. It struck off this money 
and forced it upon the citizens. They were compelled to take it. 

Now, I submit that when the strong arm of the law compels 
a man to take a piece of paper as money, the Government ought 
to stand firmly oe its pledge of faith. Ifa government is not 
willing to do this it ought not to pledge its faith to any individ- 
ual. Four hundred and fifty million dollars of greenbacks were 

aid to individuals under compulsion. It was a forced loan. 
"he people were compelled to take these greenbacks in the dis- 
charge of indebtedness. 

Mr. KEM. The Government does not compel the people to 
take those greenbacks at this time? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir. I will come to that point ina 
moment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is it not true that the provision of 
law prohibiting tho States from taxing these notes is no part of 
the original act? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That matters not. ; piss 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In point of fact, this provision was 
passed some time later—after the war. j : . 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I will say that that is a point which is 
not material. At the time the greenback was issued there were 
two or three qualities attached to it, as everybody understands. 
One was that the Government should issue no more than a lim- 
ited number of these greenbacks. Another was that at some 
time, when the Government should become powerful enough, it 
would redeem those greenbacks in the standard money of the 
world. Another quality that was attacued to the greenback 
was that no power on earth should tax it. When the green- 
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back was forced into a man’s pocket it was forced there with 
these qualities attaching to it. 

Mr. MARSH. Will my friend let me tell him one other con- 
dition which was attached to the greenbacks; that is, that they 
were convertible into interest-bearing bonds? 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr.MARSH. And that has been violated. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. By whom? 

Mr. MARSH. And Ihave not heard a word from the gentle- 
man against that violation. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You can convert these greenbacks int 
any interest-bearing bond that you may select. 

Mr. POWERS. Was not the gentleman in error in saying 
that this immunity of the greenback from taxation was a part 
of the law under which the greenback was issued? 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Ididnotsayso. Iunderstand that itwas 
not a provision of the law at the time the greenback was issued. 

Mr. POWERS. The immunity was not provided by law until 
several years afterward. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Very well. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There was an immunity arising 
under the Constitution, without reference to any statute: it was 
so declared twice by Chief Justice John Marshall. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Everybody understood, including my 
friend from Vermont, that these greenbacks were not taxable. 
And I want to say another thing. There is nota State of this 
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main unbroken. They have been put into existence, and the 
gentlemen, I presume, have made speeches on the subject of 





the Government's faith and the Government's credit, and have 
perhaps written opinions ia reference to it; and if they have 
not, then they have been upon the wrong side of the questionin 
ahh 2 


‘ hese years. These obligations of the Government went outto 
the people with the promise and the pledge of the faith of the 
( ernment. That pledge has been in existence for thirty-two 

nd has never been violated. Why should it be violated 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, only for a moment; my time is 
ery brief. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman claim that the Gov 
ment has no right to redeem the greenbacks? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman certainly has not done 
me the honor to listen to my remarks. I have made no such 
claim. Isay that itis the duty of the Government to redeom 
them. 

Mr. WARNER. Then if redemption of the greenbaeks is pro- 
vided for, and it is the duty of the Government toredeem them 
does the gentleman insist that they shall still remain in exi 

tence in order to prevent another form of money from taking 
their place, which will be liable to the State laws of taxation, 


or that the greenback itself shall be exempt from its due share 


| of the burdens of taxation? 


Union in which an election was held between 1862 and 1870 in | 
which the question of the taxation of the greenback and the | 
| sued, and under which it was taken by the people as money 


national bond was not fought out. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] took the position, and so did I, that they were 
not taxable. The able gentleman from Ohio (Gen. GROSVENOBR| 
and i have fought campaigns in the State of Ohio, where the 
platform of one party declared that all property, including 
greenbacks and Government bonds, should be subject to taxa- 
tion. Tp those campaigns we fought to maintain the faith of 
the Government. 


And my friend from Ohio, with his trip-hammer blows as a | 


giant stumper, has carried the people of that State with him 
many a time on that issue. The battle has been fought in the 


State of Indiana and the State of Illinois and in all our North- | 


ern States. Assault was made upon the greenback and the Gov- 
ernment bond alike in many a political platform. It was de- 


clared that these obligtions of the Government were taxable and | 
should be taxed. But we have stood like adamant against that | 


position and claimed that the faith of the Government and all its 
powers were pledged for the exemption of these obligations from 
taxation, and that we would redeem the pledge or die in the 
attempt. That is what we said. 

When the greenback was issued there was coupled with it the 
idea that it was not taxable; and the reasons for that are as 
strong to-day as when the greenback was issued. 

Mr. HULICK. That provision was inserted in the statute 
itself. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It was a part of tho statutes of our coun 
try that they were to be nontaxable. There can be no ques- 
tion of that; and I submit to-day that they ought not to be 


action as is proposed here. 

Mr. Speaker, I say to you, pass this law if you will; and I tell 
you this to-day, that inside of three years there willcome a time 
when the question will be presented here whether you will re- 
call or repeal the statute providing that Government bonds shall 


be exempt from taxation, and making them available in the | 
States for that purpose. You need not say that you do not favor 
it. It isa well-known fact that there are a great many people | 


in different parts of the country who do favor such action. 
Why, in the State of Ohio I have known a party to succeed 

twice to office who declared in their public platform that they 

should be taxed, as was stated by an able gentleman from my 


State on yesterday who made a speech on this floor. And if | 


you break faith with the people in reference to the greenback, 
and the condition on which it was issued, you may break faith 
as to the Government bond just as well. 

But gentlemen tell us in the course of this discussion that 
greenbacks are hoarded. Why? Why, the argument shows, 
if itshows anything, that the people-are depending on the good 
faith of the Government in reference to them. And yet you 
would violate that faith, although the people are depending 
upon it. Is that the logic of the situation? Shall the Govern- 
ment go back on its pledges and on its honor because of the 
fact that the people are relying upon it? Iam not arguing on 
the question of policy, whether the greenbacks should have 
been made taxable in the first instance or not. That is not at 
issue here, They were put into existence by the Government 
with the distinct understanding that they should not be taxed. 
That pledge, that promise, is still in existence and should re- 


Mr. NORTHWAY. WhatI claim, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
pledge of the Government, made when the greenback was i 


ists to-day with as much force as it existed on the day they were 
put into circulation; I say that the pledge remains, and by the 
strong power of the Government I would maintain it. 

Mr. WARNER. Is not the pledge on the face of the green- 
back that the Government would pay a dollar, and is not that 
pledge fulfilled when the dollar is put into the Treasury to pay it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, I can not yield to the gentleman 
for a speech in the few brief minutes that I have. 

Of course, the law provides now that as soon as they ure re- 
deemed by the Government they shall be reissued again, but 
that can be repealed, and they can be redeemed or retired at any 
time the Government sees proper. They can be redeemed i 
gold or silver. 

Let the Government redeem every pledge it made, and then 
let the tax be levied on what is used toaccomplish that redemp- 
tion. But do not violate the obligations of the Government b) 
attempting to impose a tax upon these notes. I repeat, they 
were issued under a pledge that they would not be taxed. Do 
not issue the promises of the Government to pay and force them 


| on an unwilling community, and then, when the promises are 


| pose taxation upon the pledge of the Government. 








outstanding, pass laws which will authorize the States to im 
Why, Mr. 
Speaker, to pass such a law is to strike a vital blow at the very 
credit of the United States. You can not sell your bonds atthe 
present prevailing high rate were it not for the fact that the 
people understand that the Government will redeem its pledges 


| and that it will stand by its promises in good faith. 
taxed, and that Congress should not be called upon to take such | 
| widows and trust companies tohold. Why? 


These greenbacks are valuable, you say, for orphans and 
Because the Gov- 
ernment has pledged its faith relative to them, and that faith 
is worth something in dollars and cents. And because it is, you 
propose to take from them that quality or that value that has 
been given by virtue of the pledge of the Government 

The SPEAKER protemporve. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. POWERS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to continue. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I understand the gentleman 
does not care for any more time. I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 

Mr. McCALL Mr.Speaker,the few words I shall say on this 
bill are rather by way of explanation of my vote than for the pur- 
pose of influencing the votes of other members. It seems to me 
that there are two issues involved: one a question of compara- 
tively small magnitude, the other a matter of great importance. 
Thesmaller question relates to the general policy of taxation— 
what property should be taxed, and what should be exempt. 
Upon that point I take the ground that instead of extending 
taxation on money it would be the partof wisdom to still further 
restrict it. We have been asked why national notes should not 
be taxed if a tax is placed on gold and silver money. 

[shouldsay, donot tax gold and silver money. One of the recog- 
nized axioms of taxation, which I confess is very often more hon- 
ored in the breach than in the observance, was laid down by Mr. 
Enoch Ensley, of Memphis, Tenn., when he said that a State 
should not tax anything of value to it that could or would rur 
away, or which might or would come toit. Any tax on gold or 
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silver money would have a tendency, first, to drive that money 
out of the country; and, second, to increase the rates of interest; 
in which case it would become peculiarly a tax upon the debtor 
class. England imposes a tax upon bankers’ bills, but not 
upon silver or gold money. Holland, so iong as she refrained 
from taxing coin or money capita), prospered marvelously, and 
she lost a large share of that prosperity when she adopted an 
opposite policy. 

Money, in and of itself, is not valuable, but a mere fluid which 
carries the exchanges of a nation. The value of a horse, or an 
ox,or any other personal chattel, or of a farm, generally springs 
out of the possession of it. The possessor gets the use and the 
benefit; but the value of money consists in keeping it in motion. 
The man who has money derives an income from it by letting it 
at interest to another, or by paying a debt with it, but the manual 
possession of money does not generally contribute to his advan- 
tage. But this question as to what kind of property should be 
taxed is one that should ordinarily be left to the separate States 
to determine, subject, however, to the limitations which is im- 
posed upon them on account of the sovereignty of the National 
Government. And this leads me to the greater question at issue 
here—it leads me to consider the fatal objection to this bill. 

Should the States or the lesser local governments of this Union 
be permitted to tax the agencies and instrumentalities of the 
National Government? Should we permit them to tax the obli- 
gations of that Government, which are usually employed by it 
in emergencies to raise money and to preserve its very exist- 
ence? The power to tax is the very highest incident of sover- 
eignty. The power to tax involves the power to destroy. If 
Congress can grant to the States the power to impose a limited 
tax on our national obligations, it can grant them the power of 
free and unrestricted taxation. If the authority were granted 
to the States to tax the bonds or the demand notes of the Na- 
tional Government, they would be given the power, practically, 
to destroy these obligations, and consequently the Government 
itself. 

I very much question whether Congress can constitutionally 
grant to the States the power involved in this bill, but I have 
no question whatever in regard to the absolute impropriety and 
lack of wisdom of such a grant. 

The proposition of this bill is hosti:e to the public credit. 
The Government, of course, will be able to borrow money more 
cheaply if its bonds are not subject to taxation. But you say 
the greenback is not a bond; it is simply ademand note. The 
case is then stronger for the nontaxing of the demand note. In 
the case of a bond, the Government borrows money by paying 
interest. In the case of a greenback, it borrows money without 
paying interest. The greenback was a forced loan made in a 
grave emergency when the Government was in danger of de- 
struction in the time of war, and its value was increased by the 
ledge of the Government, written upon our statute books, that 
it should not be subject to taxation. 

[ say that so far as the exemptionfrom taxation is concerned, 
the greenback is surrounded with more sacred obligations than 
the bond, and if in any time of war or disaster that may in the 
future fall upon this country it should be necessary for it to make 
another emergency loan and to ask the money of the people 
without giving them any interest on their debt, it would be 
vastly to the advantage of the Government if it should reli- 
giously have observed every obligation with reference to the 
greenback. 

If the greenback is to be made a permanent form of money, 
then let every dollar of them that have been issued under ex- 
isting law be first retired before you subject them to taxation. 
Through the instrumentality of the national banks their retire- 
ment could be easily and speedily effected, and they could be 
presented for redemption in gold. But, you say, the Govern- 
ment does not have the gold sufficient to pay them. Very well, 
it is therefore interested in having the greenback continue in 
circulation among the people. If the greenback has any ad- 
vantage over the gold into which it is convertible, the present 
is a very inauspicious time for taking away that advantage when 
we have in our Treasury less than 20 per cent of the amount of 
gold necessary to redeem them and applicable for that purpose. 

But itis argued that the greenback is used as a means for 
evading taxation. I have heard no way suggested in this de- 
bate in which it has thus been used that does not amount to a 
raost transparent artifice capable of being dealt with by any 
State law. The same method of evading taxation can be pur- 
sued by the use of the bond, and I believe that bonds have been 
used more commonly for that purpose than greenbacks. I have 
heard of bonds being sold by banks to their customers on the 
20th of April,and bought back again on the 2d of May, after they 
had been made to figure in the returns of property for the pur- 
poses of taxation on the Istof May. The States can not tax the 
greenback, but they certainly can punish the fraud involved in 
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the pretense of ownership of the same identical Treasury note 
at the same moment of time by a dozen different persons. 

When we consider the large amount of persona property sub- 
ject to taxation that is concealed and never taxed, and when 
we consider further the large amount of greenbacks held by 
the banks, the amount of property practically added to the tax 
rolls by this bill, if every State in the Union should passa law 
taxing the greenback, would be exceedingly small. ery little 
is to be gained, even from the view of that one in whose mind 
the cry of ‘‘ tax-dodger ” will justify any absurdity in legislation. 

Little, I Say, even from that view is to be gained. But how 
much is lost in order to effect thatlittlegain? In the first place, 
you surrender a point vital to the sovereignty of this nation 
when you subject its obligations to the taxgatherers of the 
States and municipalities. The fine sentiment for the national 
honor and the national faith, especially shown in the support of 
this very greenback, and which stands to the immortal honor 
of the Republican party, is apparently disregarded, and the 
flag which has so proudly floated at the mast-head in every 
storm of waris hauled down after the ship has reached the 
peaceful port. 

Believing, as I do, that this bill is a blow at the sovereignty 
of the nation, that it disregards our plighted faith that the 
greenback should not be taxed, and that it could confer in any 
event a very slight advantage upon the States,I shall record 
my vee against it. 

r. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HULIcK]. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, I would like, if it were possible, 
to come to a conclusion to vole for this measure. If I were to 
consult my own wishes I would have all United States Treasury 
notes subject to taxation as all money or other property is taxed. 

In Ohio we have been very greatly embarrassed in our efforts 
to get a perfect system of taxation, one that will result in the 
equal taxation of all property. And if it were possible that the 
$346,000,000 greenbacks could all be withdrawn from circulation 
and another class of notes issued, payable in gold, or an issue of 
other paper money upon a statute enacted by Congress, I would 
cheerfully vote for a measure of that kind, and provide therein 
for the taxation of United States Treasury notes as other prop- 
erty by the several States. 

Mr. Speaker, these Treasury notes were issued at a time and 
under circumstances familiar to every member of this House, 
and it is only necessary to refer to them in considering this 
bill. It wasa matter of life and death with the Government. 
Our armies were in the field, the soldiers had to be paid, the 
credit of the Government was assailed, not only by the South, 
but by a powerful influence in the North, and, in order to give 
currency to the greenbacks, this provision of exemption from 
ee was incorporated in the law under which they were 
issued. 

There were three acts of Congress under which these Treasury 
notes were issued. The first was the act of February 25, 1862. 
Fifty millions were issued under that act. The second was the 
act of July 11, 1862, and the third was the act of March 3, 1863. 
The last act expressly provides that the notes issued thereun- 
der shall be exempt from taxation. The propriety of this was ~ 
well understood at the time of their issue, and it was part of the 
consideration that passed to the holder that they were thus ex- 
empted, and if it were not for that provision in the law I would 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him just here? Do not you recognize this, that 
whether there had been one or three statutes of 1862, the statute 
of 1863 exempted specifically these Treasury notes which the two 
statutes of 1862 did not? Do not you know that they could have 
been exempted without the statute expressly providing for it? 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. And therefore the statute has no 
power or influence in the matter? 

Mr. HULICK. Mostcertainly. All obligations of the Gov- 
ernment are exempt from taxation, whether so expressed in the 
law of issue or not. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. For the very reason that the law ex- 
pressly prohibits the State from taxing national obligations with- 
out the authority of the National Government. 

Mr. HULICK. The law, as gentlemen will remember, pro- 
vides that all obligations of the Government, whether intended 
to circulate as currency or to be issued as only an obligation of 
the Government, are subject to taxation; but the act of 1862 de- 
clares that all United States bonds and other securities of the 
United States held by individuals, associations, or corporations 
within the United States shall be exempt from taxation by or 
under State authority. Now, the act of March, 1863-— 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Right there, as to the act of March, 
1862, that was merely re®nacted. 
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Mr. HULICK. The amount issued under the several acts was 
about $346,000,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. There were $470,000,000 issued. 

Mr. HULICK. Possibly it may be that amount was issued. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The others were retired. 

Mr. HULICK. Now,I understand that some gentlemen on 
this floor have denied that the law of 1863 expressly exempted 
United States Treasury notes from taxation. It amends the law 
of 1862 by striking out ‘‘or other securities” and substitutes 
therefor the words ‘‘ Treasury notes issued under the provisions 
of this act.” 

It is like a law of any municipality, any county or State bonds, 
The law of issue is a part of thecontract, as much so as if it were 
written upon the face of the note. Itis not necessary that it 
should be written on the face of the greenback itself. Every 
man who takes a greenback or a Government bond, or anything 
of that kind, goes to the law to learn what the contract is. 

Under this act there were issued $346,381,016 of United States | 
Treasury notes, greenbacksif you please. On the Ist day of | 
July last, in the Treasury of the United States $77,908,645, and ; 
the amount in circulation on the Ist day of July, 1894, was $268,- 
772,371. That amountis in the hands of the people of all classes, | 
in circulation which it is now proposed by this bill to authorize | 
the several States and Territories to place on the tax duplicate. 
Can this be done in the face of the inhibition that exempts them 
from taxation? I think not without violating an express con- 
tract with the holders of these notes. 

The Government must be honest with its people with whom | 
it makes contracts and enters into obligations. 

Now,the amount in circulation to-day that is to be affected by 
this bill, if it becomes a law, is over $268,000,000. Why was 
this bill introduced here? I want to know whether there has 
been a petition from any man, woman, or child in the United 
States for the repeal of this exemption? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I do not know whether the gentle- 
man would consider that a petition or not, but I stated that the 
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State tax board of Indiana had memorialized Congress in favor 
of the passage of this bill, and also that the Democratic State 
convention had demanded that the Representatives and Senators 
from Indiana should support such a measure. 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes. I remember, too, that in a good 
many State Democratic conventions protests were made against 
these greenbacks when they were first issued. It was said that 
they were unconstitutional; that they could not be legally issued; 
that even with these exemptions they were worthless. I heard 
the declarations made about that time, that a hatful of them 
would not buy a soldier's breakfast, and I have since heard dec- | 
larations of Democratic conventions that these greenbacks ought | 
to be taxed. 

But those, I apprehend, are voices that we are not bound to 
listen to here to-day, coming as it does from that party that op- 

sed the issue of the greenback in the first place. There has not | 

en a petition sent to any Representative in this Congressask- 
ing for the repeal of this exemption law. But aboveand beyond | 
all that, we have in this matter a moral as well as a legal obliga- 
tion. These obligations we can not disregard. The legal obli- 
gation is that these notes are exempt from taxation by law. 

I care not who is holding them to-day, whether they are held 
by the gentleman from Indiana or by some trust company, or by 
some bank, that makes no difference; the contract has been made 
and a vested right has been created in the holders of these notes. 
AmI right about this? There is notalawyer upon this floor 
who will question the proposition that whenever a right be- 
comes vested the power that vests it can not interfere with it 
without the consent of the other party thatis holding it. Every 
text-book in the eountry is clear upon this point. There is no 
dissenting opinion of any United States or State court from the 
proposition that a vested right can not be taken away from the 
party in whom it is vested without his consent. 

Now, there is a vested right in the holders of these three 
hundred and forty-six millions of United States Treasury notes, 
just as much as a vested right is created by the deed to the gen- 
tleman’s farm or to mine. What does the Supreme Court say 
upon this subject? I will read from the decision in the case of 
the State Bank of Ohio against Knoop, a casa in my own State. 

That was a suit brought by the treasurer of the county for the 
taxation of a State bank, a corporation which has been given a 
charter providing that it should pay 4 per cent upon its profits. 
Afterwards the State attempted + a subsequent law to subject 
it to the same taxation as other property in the State of Ohio. 
The case was taken up to the Supreme Court of the United 
Statesand Mr. Justice McLean, who delivered the opinion, said: 


The corractness of this principle so far asrespects general Legislation can 
never be controverted, but if anact be done under @ law, a succeeding leg- 
aslature can not undo it. 
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That lays down the principle thatis presented here. Wecan 
not undo here that which was done by Congress in 1863. We 
can not undo that law by any act of ours to-day, and I give you 
my opinion for what it is worth that if this bill should pass Con- 
gress, the President of the United States, with his views of the 
law, would be compelled to veto it, or that if it should ever be- 
come a law, it wiil go to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and that court will hold, as it held in the opinion of Justice Mc- 
Lean, delivered many years ago. He says further in that case: 

When, then, a law is in its nature a contract 

And thisisa point to which I wish to call the special attention 


| of the House— 


When, then, a lawis in its nature a contract, the repeal of the law can 
notdivest it of those rights. and the act of annulling them, if legitimate, is 
rendered so by a power apvlicabie to thecase of every individual in the com- 
munity.—1é Howard S. C. Reports, page 369 

Now, the Government is a party to that contract, and every 
man who holds a greenback can, if he wishes, go and draw the 
gold upon it, because that is a part of the contract, or he can 
hold it as long as the Government gives him the right to hold 
it unredeemed and uncalled for, and he can hold it free from the 
power of taxation by the State. 

In Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 135, Chief Justice Marshall 
Says: 

The prpectone asserted is, that one Legislature is competent to repeal any 
act which a former Legislature was competent to pass, and that one Legisla- 
ture can not abridge the powers of a succeeding Legislature. 

The correctness of this principle— 

He says— 
so far as respects general legislation, can never be controverted. But if 
an act be done undera law, asucceeding Legislature cannot undoit. When, 
then, a law is in its nature a contract, a repeal of the lawcan not divest those 
rights; and the act of annulling them, if legitimate, is rendered so by a 
power applicable to the case of every individual in the community. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, an act has been done by the Government 
in thisinstance. It issued the United States Treasury notes, and 
promised their exemption from State taxation; the people in all 
conditions and circumstances of life have accepted them, and 


| Congress can not now divest them of their vested rights. 


In the case of the State of Ohio vs. The Commercial Bank of 
Cincinnati (10 Ohio Reports, 535), the supreme court of Ohio 


| say, upon the general principle involved: 





A contract between the State and individuals is as obligatory asany other 
contract. Until aState is lost to all sense of justice and propriety she will 
scrupulously abide by her contracts; more scrupulously than she will exact 
their fulfillment by the opposite contracting party. 

Mr. Justice McLean, in commenting upon this, says: 

This opinion commends itself to the judgment, both on account of its 
sound constitutional views and its elevated morality. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, my time has about expired, and I must 


| close. But let us pause before we attempt to pass this bill. If 


a bill were introduced here to-day to call in all the Treasury 
notes and issue others in their stead—if that could be done, I 
would say emphatically let them be subject to taxation, as other 
money in the hands of the people. 

Let the seventy-seven millions now in the banks be canceled 
and supply their place with gold, silver, or national currency of 
some kind; but let us above all things keep faith with the cred- 
itors of the nation, and thereby maintain the credit of our coun- 
try and the respect of mankind. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania[Mr. GRow] five minutes or ten minutesif he needs 
that much time. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be two questions 
involved in this discussion. One, that of good faith on the part 
of the Government, has been ably presented by the gentleman 
from Ohio |Mr. NORTHWAY]. The laws passed in 1862 and 1863 
under which the obligations of the Government were issued— 
the five twenties and the first greenbacks—provided what the 
Government pledged its faith to. Anditseems tome some gen- 
tlemen whose remarks I have heard to-day are under a grave 
misapprehension when they assume that there can be no viola- 
tion of good faith if everything written on the face of the instru- 
ment is complied with. 

The first greenbacks, the first 5-20 bonds, were issued under 
a law providing that duties on foreign imports should be col- 
lected in coin and that the coin so collected should be set apart 
as a special fund to be used, first to pay the interest on the 
public debt, and second to pay annually not less than 1 per cent 
of the principal until it should be paid. It was not written 
upon the 5-2U bonds that they should be paid in coin, but the 
repudiators who started the idea in Ohio that the Governments 
might pay them in greenbacks and yet maintain the faith of the 

Government, were just as false to its honor as the men who are 
ready to repudiate the obligation which the Government as- 
sumed in the issue of these greenback promises. 
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they should not be taxed. But that makes no difference in re- 
ality. There is no question with any member of this House, I 
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The law under which the greenback was issued provided that | of expediency, but on the broad principle that the surrender of 


the power of taxation belonging to the Government can not he 


me ; made in justice to the Government itself by its servants. 
take it, that without any law no municipal or other local au- 
thority could tax the greenbacks or bonds or any other agency | 


or instrumentality of the Government unless Congress conceded | 
that power. 

The courts have decided that question fully. It is a question 
of wise legislation, assuming that it is possible that we can sur- | 
render this power. In the first place, the power was granted to | 


the Government of the Union by the States in its formation, 
and it belongs unqualifiedly and absolutely to that Government. 
And is it wise for its servants to surrender any of its powers? I 
do not care how limited the power may be. It becomes a ques- 
tion of wise legislation as to the surrender of any part of the 
powers granted to the Government of the Union for its safety 
and its perpetuity. 

Suppose the law which we now propose to put on the statute 
book had been in force in 1861. How many of the States would 
have taxed these agencies of the Government out of existence, 
crippled the arm of its power, so that rebellion would have gone 
forth triumphant? Suppose you put this law on the statute 
book to-day, surrender this power, assuming that you have the 
right to do so, which I question, for the powers which are 
granted by the States are beyond our reach in the way of modi- 
fication or surrender. If you should undertake to surrender to 
the States what has been granted to the Union, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in my judgment, could not sustain 
any such acts any more than they could sustain us if we should 
undertake to infringe one of the rights clearly reserved to the 
States. 

There ave sources of taxation which the States are not pro- 
hibited from resorting to; and the Government of the Union, I 
hold, acts in bad faith when it enters into the province of such 
taxation. Without discussing other questions I[ will illustrate 
my idea by an income tax. Congress can impose duties on for- 
eign imports and the State can not. The poweris prohibited to 
the one and authorized in the other. Let the Government of 
the Unionadhere to its exclusive field of taxation and leave open 
the field that has been left to the States without, however, sur- 
rendering to the States any new power of taxation. 

Is it wise legislation, even if we had the power, to surrender 
any attribute of taxation to any local community? If we once 
put such a provision en the statute book who can say what emer- 
gency may arise in which it will give us trouble? Can there 
not be—I trust I am supposing an impossible case—but may 
there not be within your lifetime an emergency in which the 
Legislature of a State and its executive may be in hostile array 
against the Government of the Union? 

In such a case were the power conceded like that in this 
statute allowing them to tax the agencies of the Government, 
could they not tax them out of existence, and thus cripple its 
strong arm by impairing its credit, which is next in importance 
to the arm of the soldier. Isaservant of the Government of the 
Union discharging his duty faithfully to the Government he 
represents, when he surrenders any of the powers, I care not 
how small, that have been conferred upon the General Govern- 
ment by the consent and approval of the States? for no one can 
foresee what emergency the future may pr ~ent or what condi- 
tions may confront him even in a few years of his life. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. He has ample time to answer. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that 
there is in this bill~in reference to his suggestion of a State 
taxing greenbacks out of existence or Treasury notes—does not 
he know that in section 1 it is provided: 


That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the 
same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money within its 
jurisdiction‘ 


Mr.GROW. Itis the beginning of a bad precedent. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. But the fact remains that there is 
no power under the bill to impose any tax upon the greenbacks 
that is not imposed upon any other form of money. 

Mr. GROW. ‘To-morrow Congress may take that condition 
off and leave the State unlimited power of control. 

My point is, Mr. Speaker, that we have no right to surrender 
an iotaof the power of the Government to the States in taxation; 
for the taxing power is the vital principleof national existence, 
whether in the State or the nation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
in this connection that a tax that gold or silver would bear with 
perfect impunity would be sufficient to drive the greenback out 
of existence. 

Mr. GROW. That is true; but my issue is not on the question 





{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to 


| differ with my distinguished colleague from Ohio [Mr. NorrH- 


WAY], but Iam not willing to abide by the suggestion he has 
made that the Republican party in Ohio, or that he himself, or 
that I, in my humble capacity as a member of that party, ever 
took any position which is inconsistent with my vote in favor of 
the passage of this bill. In a number of campaigns in the State 
the Democratic party in Ohio placed in their platform a resolu- 
tion in favor of the taxation of Government bonds and of green- 
backs. The answer to that was always made—andI made it my- 
self, and I have heard the gentleman make it eloquently and pow- 
erfully—I do not refer to myself in that connection |laughter]. 
The whole answer to it was, first, that the Government bond 
could not be taxed, and that an attempt to do so was an invasion 
of the sovereignty of the General Government; and, second, that 
so long as this law stood on the statute books the greenbacks 
could not be taxed. But I never heard any Republican in Ohio 
argue in favor of maintaining this law on the statute books of 
the United States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Willmy colleague permit me just there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well,I did not interrupt the gentleman, 
and I got these few minutes time simply because I did not wish 
to interrupt my friend’s speech. 

Our answer was a straightforward answer, that here stands 
the law of Congress under which the greenback was issued, and 
while it stands, what force is there in the Democratic demand 
that the greenback shall be taxed? That was the answer, and 
beyond that would have been simply the assumption of a respon- 
sibility not cast on-the Republican party either in Ohio or any- 
where else, and which it never did assume. , 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will now permit me to 
ask him a question, I will endeavor to secure an extension of his 
time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will answer the question with pleas- 
ure, with or without an extension of my time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you wish to be understood as saying 
that we, as Republicans, simply argued that so long as this law 
remained on the statute book the States could not tax green- 
backs, but that we were willing to repeal it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not say that. I said the answer, 
that which was a sufficient answer, was that the law of Congress 
under which the greenbacks were issued provided that they 
should not be taxed, and that there was no force in the demand 
to impose a tax upon them while that law stood. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was it not so long as the greenback was 
in existence that the pledge of the Government went with it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I never heard of that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did not you hear me urge that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I want to reply to that sug- 
gestion. , 

The argument of my colleague is that we are about to repudi- 
ate some of the value of the greenback; that the greenback 
has a value higher than gold inherent in it, greater than the na- 
tional bank currency, greater and more valuable than the silver 
certificate, more valuable than the gold certificate, more valu- 
able than the silver dollar or than any other dollar of the cur- 
rency of this country. Therefore, he says he is opposed to the 
passage of this bill, because it is, in effect, the repudiation of a 
pledge of the Government that the greenback, in addition to 
the supplemental and increased and enhanced value of the green- 
back as compared with all the other currency of the country, is 
also to remain for all time free from taxation. Is that the posi- 
tion? Is that the position of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is one of the positions. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, has it not been, and is it not now, 
the glory of the Republican party that it has proclaimed in ail 
of its platforms, in all of its public utterances, on the stump, in 
the press, and everywhere, that it had created all the currency 
of this country by its wisdom and by its fidelity, and that there 
was no dollar of this circulation that was better or purer or 
more valuable than any other dollar? Has not that been our 
claim? [Applause.] 

Have we not always said the bondholder shall never have a 
better dollar than the pensioner; that the laborer shall have as 
good a dollar as the bondholder? That has been our cry every- 
where. Why was it? It was because every dollar of our cir- 
culation, created by the legislation of the Republican party— 

nerally in opposition to the denunciation and the votes of the 
Yemocratic party—had been so created, so guarded, so envi- 


1894. 


roned, that no man could get into his pocket a dollar of money 
that was better than any other man’s dollar of money in this 
country. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Whenthe gentleman was making that 
kind of an argument, did he undertake to say to the people that 
the greenback, because of its nontaxability, was better than the 
vold dollar? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
was better? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
It is simply a dollar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempe 
expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, let me have one minute more—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I am very sorry, but I have 
given away pretty much all the time that I had. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Has the time of the gentleman ex- 
pired? 

The SPEAKER 
expired. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I yield to him five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I wish to address myself toanother 
ek ion. The gentleman says that he would be in favor, or 
1e suggests the propriety of the Government in some way put- 
ting an end to the greenback dollar, and that it be called in. 
Will the gentleman, who is a lawyer as well as an experienced 
banker, tell me how the Government can call in my five-dollar 
greenback? By what process can the Governmentissue a green- 
back as money, clothe it with all the attributes of money, make 
ita legal tender, and launch it upon the financial sea of this 
country side by side with the gold dollar, of equal paying power, 
equal in every respect with gold and silver and silver certifi- 
cates and national-bank currency, and then undertake to say 
that I shall surrender it to the Government? Wherecomes the 
power of the Governmentover the greenback dollar greater than 
and different from its power over a gold dollar? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Has it not the right to pay its debt? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It has not the right to pay its debt, if 
that is a debt, because it by its own act transforms its debt 
character into a money character. What would the gentleman 
have? Let me see where his argument would lead to. First, 
this is a special benefit conferred by the Government upon the 
greenback. Iam the owner of the greenback. It has upon its 
face no limitations. There is nothing in the law of its creation 
that saysthat the time shallever come when it shall cease to be 
currency in this country. Therefore, says the gentleman, it is 
of increased value. Suddenly comes the Government and passes 
another law, and says it shall cease to be currency after a cer- 
tain date. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

. MILLIKEN. If I understand the gentleman, then, the 
greenbacks have got to circulate forever and forever, and our 
friends who want to call in the greenbacks and issue something 
else in place of them can not do it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has a happy faculty of 
injecting his argument into the middle of a sentence of my 
speech. I want the gentleman, when he assumes the position 
of the gentleman from Ohio, to get time and tell us what sort 
of a law would call the greenback out of my pocket without my 
consent. It is said that it has been put in my hands with a pe- 
tuliar value. The termination of its existence would put an 
end to that value. Is the Government going to change the 
value of my money by a legislative enactment? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will suggest to the gentleman that if the 
law passes here to-day, which the gentleman is arguing in favor 
of, the Government willchange the value ofthe greenback, while 
it is in the gentleman’s pocket, by that enactment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nota particle, not the slightest in the 
world. Before the law passes, the greenback dollar is worth $1 
and no more. When the law is passed, my greenback is worth 
$1 and no less. Money is worth what it goes for in the market 
and what the Government redeems it at. 

It is not a question of interest-bearing notes. It is a square 

uestion of a piece of money in my pocket, and it would be repu- 

iation and bad faith of the vilestcharacter for the Government 
to call in my money and cut off the value of it by a species of 
legislation which would be a little short of repudiation. 

Mr. HULICK. Is not the right of exemption from taxation 
of the greenback a vested right in the holderof that greenback ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no such thing asa vested right 
of immunity from taxation in the world, and the gentleman can 


[ never did, and it never was. 
Was it not true of the greenback thatit 
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never was any better than the other. 


pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


Will my friend allow me a question right 
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ie. 
not find any such law. It may be that under a contract, while 
the contract lasts, there may be an exemption, but there must 
a consideration for it. There isno consideration for an act 
like this 


t 
Mr. HULICK. Was there not a consideration to the holder 
who took the greenback and rendered his service to the Govern- 
ment in return for it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, yes; and the Government 
got the full consideration when it issued the note. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 


(Mr. HENDER 





SON of Illinois withholds his remarks for re- 


vision. See Appendix.] 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my colleague [Mr. HENDER 
SON] be kind enough to yield me five minutes? 
1 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
time left. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the promise whic! 
the Government issued in the form of the greenback or Treas- 
ury note is in these words: ‘‘The United States will pay to 
bearer $1.” That promise was made under a law which made it 
a legal tender and provided that it should not be subject to tax 
ation. I believed in the greenback when it was issued. I bs- 
lieved in that legislation with all its pledges. That note con- 
tinued to circulate up to 1879 without provision for its redemp- 
tion. 

Now, this is not a new question. Prior to 1879, people were 
found throughout the length and breadth of the country who 
demanded the taxation of the greenback by the States; and in 
the very white heat of the war one great point made against it 
was that it was nontaxable, and the demand was made that it 
should be taxed. I never had any sympathy with that demand. 
But in the fullness of time, after this greenback had served its 
purpose as aforced loan, the Government said, ‘‘ We will re- 
deem that greenback; we will redeem it in gold.” And the 
Government has been from ¢he Ist of January, 1879, down to the 
present time, and is now ready to redeem the same on presenta-* 
tion. 

Now, it does seem to me that when the Government is read: 
to give a gold dollar for the greenback dollar to any holder of it, 
the holder of the greenback can not complain that he is not fairly 
dealt with, because we now give the assent of the United States 
to the States to tax it as other moneys are taxed. If the holder 
is not satisfied with the greenback because we now make it tax 
able, all he has to do is to present it at the Treasury and get his 
gold dollar forit. In other words, the United States keepsfaith 
with the holder of the greenback when it. gives him the gold on 
demand, and unless he chooses to keep it in preference to the 
gold he will never be taxedonit. Theonly question is whether, 
in justice to the United States, we can permit the State hereafter 
to tax the greenback. In my judgment, yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. In my judgment, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no breach of good faith, 
I take it, in taxing them. So that in my judgment, asl said be- 
fore, I thinkit is permissible to allow the States to impose this 
tax. 

But let us look at the other sideof the question for a moment. 
The States, the people of the States, form the National Govern- 
ment. Of the three hundred and forty-six millions of green- 
backs two hundred millions or over are in the vauitsof the na 
tional banks and are counted as a part of their reserves. 
Therefore, if the State did tax them it could not reach the 
two hundred millions directly, because the stock of the banks 
represent the two hundred millions of rreenbacks and other 
assets and is already taxed. The other one hundred and forty- 
six millions it is possible could be reached just as gold and silver 
is reached, if men are honest and will make faithful and honest 
returns of their assets. Now, will the United States Govern- 
ment lose anything by this proposition? Will the States gain 
anything? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
paired? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would say the States would gain; 
and, on the other hand, I would say the United States loses noth- 
ing, because it is ready to give the gold for the greenbacks, 
and in my judgment itscredit would not be impaired. If it be- 
comes necessary to issue other bonds or greenbacks in future 
emergencies I would be in favor of exempting them from taxa- 
tion until maturity. But the moment the United States gets 
ready to redeem its obligations and they mature and the holder 
prefers to keep the same to having them redeemed in gold, then 
I think the United States should not further protect the holder 
from State taxation; in other words, no interest of the United 
States is served in so doing. 


Certainly, if I have that much 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Will my friend permit me—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SWANSON). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will yield to me 
more time-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I yield two minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now I shall be very glad to yield 
for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I will take the floor in my 
own right after the gentleman concludes. 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. Now, the complaint is made that 
oor who desire to cheat the State revenues, keeping the let- 
er of the law but not the substance of it, trade their credits at 
a given period for gresnbacks, and so escape assessment of their 
credits for taxation on the day fixed by law for that purpose, and 
then buy back their credits and hold them by this juggling free 
from taxation. I am inclined to think that is true in many of 
the States. ButIsay that by vigilant legislation in the States 
it might be prevented, though in point of fact in many of the 
States itis not. So that not only are $346,000,000 of greenbacks 
exempt from State taxation, but it is alleged that this exemp- 
tion is the vehicle by which several hundred millions of credits 
besides are exempt. I am inclined to think that is true to a 
considerable extent. 

Therefore, on the best consideration I am able to give this bill, 
I will vote for it. 


[Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.) 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What disposition does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] make of his remaining 
time? The gentleman has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HALL] has twenty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE]. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened very attentively to 
the arguments that have been advanced on both sides of the 
pending question; and I[ frankly confess that the most astonish- 
ing thing to my mind connected with the whole matter is that 
| gentleman should oppose the passage of this bill. 

The proposition is to repeal a Federal statute which prohibits 
the respective States from taxing for State, county, and munic- 
ipal purposes that form of money now in circulation known as 
greenbacks and Treasury notes, amounting in the aggregate to 
something like 500,000,000. 

Now, let us see what the reasons are that are given by these 
gentlemen who oppose it. Some of them say we would be act- 
ing in bad faith to the Government if we at this late day should 
yermit a tax upon these $346,000,000 of greenbacks especially. 

ow, the next question is, How would we beactingin bad faith to 
the Government? Does the Government own thismoney? Not 
a dollar of it. It does not belong to the Government. It be- 
longs to the people among whom it circulates. It is a part of 
their assets. Itis their capital in business, and the Govern- 
ment is not interested in it foster than its general interest in 
the prosperity of its citizens. Well, but you say, it would be 
acting in bad faith to the man that owns the dollar. 

Now, let me ask you how it would be acting in bad faith to 
him? Oh, you say, this money was exempt from taxation when 
it went into the hands of the citizen and now you propose to tax 
it. Thatistrue. But the Government says to him, if you are 
not satisfied with the situation as itis, if you are not satisfied 
with your greenback dollar you can walk up to the Treasurer’s 
office and get your gold dollar for it, hence he can not be hurt. 
How, then, is there any bad faith growing outof that? Take the 
proposition and analyze it. Reduce it down to its last analysis, 
and then answer the question, how is there any bad faith or an 
element of bad faith that enters into the proposition? 

Now, [have sat here and listened to these speeches, and I have 
tried to be impartial about this matter. I have tried toanalyze 
the question and to see if I could arrive at any reasonable con- 
clusion why the passage of this bill should be opposed. 

Why, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosivs] last 
evening said that money was idle capital and ought not to be 
taxed. He thought there was some reason in that; that the 
money that a man had in his pocket that was not engaged in the 
trade of the country was idle capital, and for that reason ought 
not to be taxed. 

Does that answer? Is that any reason to a thoughtful man? 
Why, there are thousands and millions of property scattered 
over this broad land of ours that yield noincome ts the owners, 
and yet they are required to pay taxes upon that property. If 
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the reason advanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
because these greenbacks are idle capital and ought not to be 
taxed, is a good reason, then why not exempt ali money from 
taxation, and besides this, the samo reason would apply to mil- 
ay of other property in this country that might be enumer- 
ated. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when 1 begansmy purpose was to call the 
attention of this House to conditions as they exist to-day in Mis- 
men growing out of the statutes which this bill proposes to 
repeal, and if in no other part of this country a reason could be 
found why such a law as this ought not to be retained upon the 
statute books, it can be found in Mississippi. And I want to 
call your attention to these conditions as they exist there with 
reference to these statutes. And I refer to Mississippi es- 
pecially because I am more familiar with her affairs. 

Much has been said about our supreme court with reference 
to this matter. The case that went to the supreme court of 
the State of Mississippi was this: 

J. & T. Green, bankers in the city of Jackson, declined to 
furnish an assessment to the tax assessor as the laws of Missis- 
i required, and thereupon the assessor listed their property. 
These bankers defended on the ground that the various funds 
which had been listed by the assessor were exempt from txa- 
tion under the Federal statutes, some of them being United 
States Treasury notes, and the supreme court upon an appeal 
sustained the view that they wereexempt. The case is reported 
in 52 es age 452. 

They said that their capital was invested in Treasury notes in 
part, and they did not propose to give it in for taxes, and this 
is the case out of which grew the decision which has been re- 
ferred to frequently to-day. By it the court held that national- 
bank notes were exempt from taxation, and there has never been 
any question as to the exemption of greenbacks. Now, I say to 
you gentlemen that any statute of this Government that per- 
mits, or enables, or makes it possible for parties to convert money 
which is subject to taxation into a class of money which is ex- 
empt just before their property is to be listed for taxes, ought 
to be swept from the statute books. I do not think there is any 
doubt about that proposition. Now,I have no doubt but there 
are instances where parties attempt to evade the force of the 
statute by going a day or two before the assessor is to list their 
property for taxation and investing it in these notes. 

ow, I mention these things to show the bad policy of this 
sort of statutes. But there is another element that enters into 
the reason why this bill should be passed, and that is the ele- 
ment of justice, fairness, and right as between man and man. 
Why, I ask you, is there any equity or justice in exempting my 
property from taxation because I have greenbacks or Treasury 
notes than my neighbor's property because it happens to be in- 
vested in gold or silver or national-bank notes? 

Now, just take that naked proposition and consider it and then 
come to your own conclusion. What reason can you give that 
is a good one for saying that because my neighbor has a thou- 
sand dollars in oak and my other neighbor has a thousand dol- 
lars in silver, and another a thousand dollars in national-bank 
notes, and I have a thousand dollars in greenbacks, mine should 
bs exempt and my neighbors’ property should be taxed? Why, 
the very statement of the proposition, gentlemen, carries with 
it the argument for its own defeat. ? 

The constitution of Mississippi provides that taxation shall be 
uniform and equal throughout the State. Property shall be 
taxed in proportion to its value. * ‘“ * Property shall be as- 
sessed for taxes under general laws and by uniform rules accord- 
ing to its true value. 

Now, in pursuance of this provision, the Legislature provides 
for the taxation of almost every species of property, among 
which is to be enumerated, when the assessment list is made out 
for the assessor, the amount of money on hand or on deposit or 
loan. 

Now, if this statute which the pending bill proposes to repeal 
is permitted to remain, all the taxpayer has to do to avoid the 
payment of taxes on money on hand or on depdsit is to convert 
the same into greenbacks or United States Treasury notes just 
before the Ist aay of February, and this will enable him to say 
that he has no money on hand or on deposit liable to taxation, 
while at the same time his neighbor who may have gold, silver, 
or national-bank notes is, under the law, compelled to pay taxes 
on it. 

The existence of such conditions as these, to say the least of 
them, offers an opportunity and an encouragement for fraud. 

But now there is another thing in connection with this, aside 
from the ideaof a want of fairness and right, which is an impor- 
tant element in the argument in favor of this bill, and that is that 
while this money is exempt from taxation it finds its way into 
the coffers of people who are able to lay aside and hoard it, and 
is thereby retired from circulation and fails to answer the necessi- 
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tiesof the commerce which it should properly serve. These gen- 
tlemen who have been supporting bills for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver and other measures that look to a greater sup- 
ply of currency appreciate the necessity for such legislation as 
will prevent the possibility of such results as I allude to, 

There is involved in this proposition, in my opinion, the un- 
locking of vaults and turning loose to answer the demands of 
trade this $346,000,000 that is now hid away and which refuses 
to perform its function because men who are able to save money 
have laid it by because it is exempt from taxation. 

Now, as to all this talk about the possibility of the States tax- 
ing these greenbacks out of existence if they have the power, 
it is groundless and without reason. These gentlemen talk of 


greenbacks having come as the result of the war, and attempt | 


apparently to convey the idea that on that account they are too 
sacred for taxation. One gentleman from Pennsylvaniaeven re- 
ferred to the rebellion, and said that if an opportunity had bsen 
given certain States in the past, this money would have been 
taxed out of existence. 

In reply to that I will say that it is without reason; and, be- 
sides, here isthe constitution of Mississippi, which prohibits tax- 
ation except in a uniform manner; and not only that, but the 
State of Mississippi, one of the leading States in the rebellion, 
has gone further than any other State in the Union, according 
to what has been said on this floor,in protecting these green- 
backs and Treasury notes from taxation because her courts un- 
derstood the Federal statutes required it. So, taking the ques- 
tion all along the line; taking the apprehensions which gentle- 
men express that there will be bad faith in this matter or that 
some one will deal unfairly with this money, and sifting all the 
arguments against this billfrom start to finish. I say there has 
not been one single sound reason presented to my mind why the 
bill should not pass. What is the proposition involved, naked 
and cleanly stated? Why, it is that you ought to subject the 
property of people. where it exists in the form of greenbacks 
and Treasury notes, to the same taxation that you impose upon 
any other class of property. ‘That isall there isofit. Theonly 
argument that has been brought against the bill is that its 
passage would be an act of bad faith; but there is no bad faith 
about it; therecan not beany. If any citizen whohas his money 
in greenbacks or Treasury notes does not like it after it is made 
subject to taxation, he can take it to the Treasury and get gold 
for it. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not help believing that this bill will pass 
by a iarge majority, it is so manifestly just and proper. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr.Speaker, I will now ask the gen- 
tleman from Tllinois [Mr. HENDERSON] to use the remainder of 
his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SWANSON). 
from Illinois has twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see the gentleman from 
Illinois in his seat at this moment, and I hope the gentleman 
from Missouri will see the propriety of proceeding with the de- 
bate until the gentleman returns. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] have five minutes in 
his own right, without taking it from the time of either side. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. I think the necessity for that can be 
obviated by my giving the gentleman from Iowa five minutes of 
my time, which I now do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr.Speaker, it appears to me that this de- 
bate has proceeded erroneously upon the idea that in one way 
or another there exists a contract between the holder of the 
Treasury note and the Government. To my mind that is not 
true. Theholderof the greenback does not take it because of any 
promise that the Government makes thatit shall beexempt from 
taxation, but he takes it because the Government has said that 
it shall bea legal tender for the payment of debts; he takes it, 
not as a matter of choice, not because he has assented to it, not 
because a contract exists, but because of the fiat of the Govern- 
ment that he shall take it as legal tender and that that shall 
extinguish his debt. 

It is true that the Government has said that these greenbacks 
shall not be taxable, and perhaps that may have added a value, 
but the individual, even if he took the greenback asacontractor, 
recognizes the fact that that decree of the Government was an 
exercise of its sovereignty by which it is in no sense bound, and 
which it may at any moment change or modify. The Congress 
of the United States is intrusted with the power of coining gold 
and silver and regulating the value thereof, and it provides that 
the gold dollar shall consist of 25 grains and a fraction of gold, 
but will anybody deny the power of the Government to say to- 
morrow that a gold dollar shall consist of 20 grains? 

Has the man who has taken the more valuable dollar a right 
to complain? The Government, the State, the proper authority, 
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grants a license to an individual to carry on a particular busi- 
ness, and he pays, perhaps, a thousand dollars for the privilege 
for a stated period, yet the Government has the power to repeal 
that law and the individual has no right to complain, nor canhe 
recover a proportionate part of the license fee that he has paid. 
So it has been decided over and over again. Why? Because 
these powers are attributes of government, and every individual 
knows that they are such, and hence the individual has no right 
tocomplaih, nor does he complain when the Government changes 
its exercise of these powers. 

Now, there was a necessity at one time that this non-taxability 
should be a quality of the Treasury notes. When they were first 
emitted there were legislative bodies in this country that would 
have been glad to have impaired their function as money, 
would have taxed them out of existence, and it was wise at that 
time that the exercise of that power should be forbidden the 
States; but that time has passed. There is no question of that 
kind now. And,on the other hand, we do find that this non- 
taxable feature is used improperly by individuals to escape from 
the payment of their just share of taxes. In certain communi- 
ties it is the habit in the latter part of the year when the Ist 
of January is the day for the assessment of taxes, for men to go 
to their banks and say: ‘‘I want my deposit on the Ist day of 
January to be held in greenbacks.” 

That serves as a salve to the conscience, which enables the 
man to make up his list of subjects for taxation, omitting his 
money, and in that way millions of dollars, a much greater 
amount, in my judgment, than the whole sum of the greenbacks 
held by the banks, escapes its just share of taxation. 

Now, I do not want anything to be done that militates against 
the idea of the absolute power of this Government to exempt its 
notes from taxation, but if the amendment that I had the honor 
to have read yesterday should be adopted, that will be avoided. 
I propose this simple sentence: ‘‘ That the consent of the United 
States is hereby given to any State or Territory to tax United 
States notes circulating as money within such State or Terri- 
tory.” That is all the authority that the State wants. That is 
all the power that need be conferred, and there is in that brief 
sentence the assertion of the right of the United States, when- 
ever it sees proper, to prevent States and municipalities from 
exercising this taxing power. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HALL] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I should be glad if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] would now use the rest of his 
time, if he desires to do so. 

Several MEMBERS. He does not. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will cali for a 
vote, simply stating by way of explanation that the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from [ndiana |Mr. COOPER] has been 
agreed upon by the gentlemen on both sides who are in favor of 
this bill, and is the measure which we desire to be adopted in 
place of the bill reported by the committee. I ask that that sub- 
stitute be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all circulating notes of national banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes, and all other notes and certificates of the United 
States payable on demand and circulating as currency shall be subject to 
taxation under the laws ofany State or Territory: Provided, That any such 
taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that 
any such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 


change existing laws in respect of the taxation of national banking associa 
tions. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] 
has the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out all after 
the enacting clause down to the word ‘' provided,” and insert- 
ing: 

That the consent of the United States is hereby given to any State or Ter 
ritory to tax United States notes circulating as money within such State or 
Territory. 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] whether he intends to include. municipal or county 
taxation? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There can be no municipal taxation with- 
out the action of the State. 

Mr. WARNER. Would there be any objection to inserting 
after the words ‘ State or Territory,” the words “or other local 
authority?” 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire to state that we can not ac- 
cept the proposed amendment to this substitute, because of the 
condition of the State of Mississippi, the supreme court of that 
State having decided that national-bank notes are not taxable 
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as money. It was because of that decision that the substitute 
of the gentleman from Indiana us just read was drawn. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken upon the 
amendments recommended by the committee to the text of the 
original bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let them be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “all circulating notes of national 
banking associations and all,”’ and insert the word ‘“no.”’ 


In lines 4 and trike out the words “‘and all other notes and certificates 
of the United States payable on demand and.” 
In line 6 strike out the word ‘not.’ 


The amendments were rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], which will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘money,’’ in line 10, Insert the words “‘or 
lating as money.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. WARNER. Irenew my suggestion that the gentleman 
from lowa modify his amendment by inserting after the word 
Territory,” where it first occurs, the words ‘‘or other local 
authority.” Isubmit to the gentleman that his amendment as 
it now stands would extend only to State or Territorial taxa- 
tion: and if so, it would not meet the view which the gentleman 
himself has suggested. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. With the modification proposed, the 
amendment would then put these notes upon an exact equality 
with all other property. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lhaveno objection tothe modification sug- 
gested. 

The amendment as modified was again read. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire to state thatthe only differ- 
ence between the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
fowa [Mr. HePBuRN] and the substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cooper] which we now favor, is that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa exempts nationai-bank notes 
from taxation by States and municipalities, while the substitute 
which we advocate does not make such exemption, but allows 
the provision of tho bill to extend to Mississippi as to all other 
States of the Union where money is taxed. 

Mr. TERRY. I would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
that he.can get his point in without interfering with that by 
putting the language atthe beginning: ‘‘ That the United,States 
Then let the remainder go on as 


currency circu- 


it is now. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, and the question is first oa the amendment to 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN], which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now ison the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think we ought to have the 
yeas and nays on that. 

Several MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I withdraw the demand. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, On that Lask the yeas and nays, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. JOHNSON 


Oh, no. 
The gentleman from Indiana demands the 





of Indiana and Mr. HAtt of Missouri as tellers at the desk. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 173, nays 41, 
not voting 138; as follows: 


YEAS—173. 
Abbott, Black, IL Catchings, Davis, ° 
Aitken, Boatner, Clark, Mo. De Armond, 
Alderson, Boen, Clarke, Ala. Denson, 
Alexander, Bower, N. C. Cobb, Ala. Dockery, 
Allen, Bretz, Cockrell, Dolliver, 
Arnold Brickner, Coffeen, Donovan, 
Bailey, Broderick, Conn, Draper, 
Baker, Kans. Brookshire, Cooper, Fla. Dunn, 
Baker, N. H. Bryan, Cooper, Ind. Durborow, 
Baldwin, Bynum, Cooper, Tex. Ellis, Ky. 
Bartholdt, Cabaniss, Cooper, Wis. Ellis, Or 
Barwig, Caminetti, Cousins, English, Gal. 
Bell, Cole. Cannon, Cal. Cox, Epes, 
Bell, Tex. Cannon, Tl. Crawford, Erdman, 
Berry, Capetart, Curtis, Kans. Fithian, 
Black, Ga Caruth, Daniels, Fyan, 


Geary, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Greshain, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hare, 

Hayes 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hitt 

Fiooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Fiudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones, 

Kem, 

Kiefer, 
Kilgore, 


Adams, Pa. 
Bartlett, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Covert, 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 

De Forest, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Beiden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Causey, 
Cuickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 
Cornish, 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
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Kribbs, Moon, 
Kyle, Morgan, 
Lacey, Ogden, 
Lane, O'Neill, Mo. * 
Lapham, Outhwaite, 
Latimer, Page, 
Layton, Paschal, 
Lester, Patterson, 
Linton, Paynter, 
Lucas, Pearson, 
Lynch, Pendleton, Tex. 
Maguire, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Mallory, Pickler, 
Marsh, Post, 
Marshall, Powers, 
Martin, Ind. Price, 
McCreary, Ky. Richards, Ohio 
McCulloch, Ritchie, 
MeDannold, Robbins, 
McDearmon, Robertson, La. 
MckKttrick, Sayers, 
McGann, Shell, 
McKeighan, Snodgrass, 
McMillin, Sorg, 
McNagny, Sperry, 
McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Meyer, Strait, 
Money. Strong. 
NAYS—41 
Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y. 
English, N. J. Hulick, 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio 
Gear, Loud, 
Grow, Loudenslager, 
Hainer, Mahon, 
Haines, McAleer, 
Harmer, McCall, 
Haugen, Mutchier, 


Henderson, Ill. 
Hicks, 


Northway, 
Pigott, 


NOT VOTING—138, 


Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Enloe, 
iverett, 
Fielder, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
,oodnighr, 
Graham, 
Grout, 
Hammond, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hull, 
Tkirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 


So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 


Until further 


notice: 


Maddox, 
Magner, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 
McKaig, 
MeLaurin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 

Moses, 
Murray, 

Neill, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
Payne, 

Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. Morse. 


Mr. BUNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN, 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. NEILL with Mr. Cum.ps. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 
Mr. MADDOX with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLET of New York. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. Cooper of Texas with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. AVERY. 
Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITER. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. WOODWARD with Mr. LEFEVER. 
Mr. TURPIN with Mr. PHILLIPs. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. RoBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Taytor of Tennessee. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BARNES with Mr. MOCLEARY of Minnesota, 

Mr. Siox.es with Mr. DANIELS. 
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Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbert, S.O, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Ill, 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wise, 
Volverton, 


Quigg, 
Ray. 


Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Wanger, 
Wright, Mass. 


Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Sprint 
nger, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turpin, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 
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Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr, BELDEN. 

Mr. SoMERS with Mr. FUNK. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. PAYNE. 
For this day: 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. REED. 

Mr. RuSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of lowa, 

Mr. [kirvT with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. SIPr with Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. MARVIN. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. 
Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

On this question: 

Mr. HtneES with Mr. .CAUSEY 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee with Mr. BABCOCK. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington, with Mr. MCDANNOLD. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [am paired with the gentleman 
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from Kentucky | Mr. MONTGOMERY] on political questions only. | 


My understanding is that this bill is nonpolitical, and I have 
voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I voted, but withdraw my 
vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BABCOCK]. If present, he would vote ‘‘no” and I should vote 
“ave.” 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT], and withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, lask unanimous consent that 
members who have spoken be given the privilege of extending 
their remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

VACATION OF SPECIAL ORDER. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order setting apart to-morrow for eulogies on the late 
George W. Houk be postponed for one week. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF. ABSENCE. 
3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
DINSMORE, for one day, on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the House now take the 
usual recess, instead of waiting until 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it being now 
within a few minutes of 5 o’clock, the Chair will declare the 
House in recess until 8 o’clock, under the rule, and the gentle- 
man from Indiana | Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the duties of 
the Chair at the evening session. — 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p.m.) the House 
took a recess until § o’cloek p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at § o’clock p. m., and was called to 

order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pur- 
suant to clause 3, Rule XX VI. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I movethatthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committée of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
in pursuance of the special order. 

OLIVER O'BRIEN. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, two weeks ago, in regular 
order, a bill in which I am interested was reached. By inad- 
vertence’of the present distinguished occupant of the chair it was 
ruled to be notin order under the order under which we assemble 
on Friday evenings. Upon further examination I think the 
Chairman will agree with me that the bill was properly up for 
consideration ata Friday evening session. If that was so, the 
bill lost its right of way,and has lost it for two weeks, by reason 
of that ruling. And if I am correct, I will now ask the Chair to 
entertain a motion to consider the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is cor- 
rect in his statement. The Chair was in error in deciding that 
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the bill was not in order under the rule, and if there be no ob- 
jection the bill will be presented at this time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, directed to so amend the record of Oliver O’Brien as to re- 
move the charge of desertion. 

Mr. JONES. Mr.Chairman, I should like to have the report 
read. 

The report (by Mr. MCALEER) was read, ag follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 650) 
remove the charge of desertion standing against Oliver O’Brien, submit 
e lowing report: 

‘his bill has been fully considered by your committee. A bill identical in 
vith this was considered by the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
econd Congress, and as the conclusions reached in each instance are 

, We adopt saidreport and earnestly urge the passage of the bill 








H > Report No. 2035, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (HH. R. 3659) 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against Oliver O’Brien, having 
considered the same, report: 

It appears from his record of service in the Navy that he enlisted as a sea- 


man at Boston, Mass., August 13, 1862, for three years; served on board the 
United States steamships Canandaigua and Juniata, and was appointed un 





| derdate of December |, 1864,as anacting master’s mate ontemporary service. 
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it further appears that while serving on board the latter-named vessel he 
was granted a leave of absence for thirty days from April 3, 1865, with or 
ders to return to the ship at the expiration of thattime. Upon furnishing 
the Department with a copy of his orders, and being directed by letter of 
the 25th of said month to obey the same, he failed to report for duty asor 
dered, and subsequently his name was entered upon the Navy Register as a 
deserter from the service. 

In extenuation and explanation of his failure to return to his command 
at the expiration of his leave, he has filed with your committee the sworn 


| affidavits of well-known citizens from his home, who severally corroborate 


his own testimony, which is herewith appended and made part of this report 

In view of the facts as evidenced by these and his previous meritorious 
record *‘in face of the enemy,"’ and for which he was commended and pro- 
moted as master’s mate by Admiral Dahlgren December 1, 18464, your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass 





Application for remova! of charge of desertion 
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CLAIMANT'S AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Essex, 8s: 

In the matter of claim for removal of charge of desertion of Oliver O’Brien, 
late acting master’s Mate of United States steamships Canandaigua and 
Juniata. 

On this — day of February, A. D. 1892, personally appeared before me, a —— 
in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer oaths, Oliver 
O’Brien, aged — years, a resident of Gloucester, in the county of Essex and 
State of Massachusetts, whose post-office address is 41 Washington street, 
well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly 
sworn, declares each for himself in relation to aforesaid case, as follows: 

That he hereby makes application for the removal of charge of desertion 
standing against his name while serving as acting master’s mate on United 
States steamship Juniata, to which he had been transferred from United 
States steamship Canandaigua. That I first enlisted in United States Navy 
October 8, 1860, and served on the United States Cumberland to the timeshe 
was sunk by the rebel ram Merrimac, March 8, 1862, and was honorably dis- 
charged from the naval service at Norfolk, Va., June 14, 1862, and have my 
original discharge therefor. In August, 1962, I reénlisted in United States 
Navy as seaman, and served on board the United States steamship Canan- 
daigua. In 18641 was promoted to acting master’s mate for bravery, over 
the signature of Admiral Dahlgren, which appointment I file. Im 1865I was 
transferred to United States steamship Juniata, about April 1, 1865, and was 
granted thirty days’ leave of absence, not being well. 

I went home to Boston, Mass.; was taken down with lung fever, and was 
sick a long time; did not know what was going on for a time, and it was 
many weeks beforeI was able tobe out; in themeantime my leaveof absence 
had long run out and the war was closed, and I thought it of no use to do 
anything, 28 the ship had probably changed places, master, and crew long 
before. 1 wasalso granted a medal of honor and $100 extra for my bravery at 
the time of my promotion, but I never received them. The doctor that at- 
tended me in my sickness is nowdead. Theonly persons that I can think of 
and find that knew about my sickness and detention are Ellen M. Laughlin 
and Catharine Murphy, both of Boston, Mass., who were living in the house 
in 1865, when I was sick, and J furnish their affidavits. I never intended to 
desert; and surely my long service and previous record, the close of war so 
near at hand, and my severe sickness should weigh in this case. 

OLIVER O'BRIEN 





STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Essex, 8s: 

Sworn toandsubscribed before methis day by the above-named afflant, and 
Icertify that Lread said affidavit to said afiant and acquainted him with itg 
contents before he executed the same. I furthercertify that Iam in nowise 
interested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution; and that said 
affant is personally known to me and that he is a credible person. 

JOHN C. PIERCE, 
SEAI Justice of the Petce 
STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Hssex, 88: 

I, Sumner D. York, clerk of the Gloucester police court, in and for aforesaid 
county and State, do certify that John C. Pierce, who has signed his name 
to the foregoing declaration and affidavit, was at the time of so doing a 
justice of the peace in and for said county and State, duly commissioned 
and sworn; that all his official acts are entitled to full faith and credit, and 
that his signature thereunto is genuine. 

Witness my hand and seal of office this 24 day of February, 1892. 

SUMNER D. YORK, 
EAL. ] Clerk of the Gloucester Police Court. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I should like tohear a statement 
from the gentleman in charge of this bill. I should like par- 
ticularly to know if the removal of this chargeof desertion will 
enable this man to apply for a pension from the close of the 
war to this time, and receive back pension during that period? 
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Mr. COGSWELL. Not to my knowledge. I do not know 
what the effect of this bill will be. He has not said anything 
to me about a pension. The bill is in the regular form of bills 
correcting military records, and the merits of the case are set 
forth in the report better than I can state them. 

Mr. O’Brien is a man who served five years, who was pro- 
moted, who was distinguished for his precy! and after the 
close of the war, or just about the time it was closing, in April, 
1865, he went home on a thirty days’ leave. He was taken sick 
with typhoid fever, was out of his head part of the time, and 
when he came to his senses and to his strength the war had long 
since closed. He did not know where his ship was, and like a 
good many others, thinking the war was over, as it was, he re- 
mained at home. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In reply to the question of the 
gentleman from Virginia {Mr. JongEs], I will say that no pension 
can date back of the date of the application. Anapplication for 
a pension is made, and if granted, the pension can not begin 
earlier than the date of the application. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, I supposed we all knew that. Mr. 
O’Brien never said anything to me about a pension. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The inquiry of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES] was whether this man could secure 
a pension to date from the time of his discharge. 

r. COGSWELL. Iam glad the gentleman from New York 
has answered the question. 

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts why it is that this alleged deserter has deferred for 
nearly thirty years the making of this application for the re- 
moval of this charge of desertion against him? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I am sure I can not answer that. He 
brought the matter to my attention in the last Congress, and I 
introduced the bill, and it was reported so late that no action 
was taken. I do know that his neighbors—and I know them 
personally—say that he isa good, reputable citizen, as nico a man 
as there is in Gloucester, Mass. The first I knewabout the case 
was in the last Congress. 

Mr. JONES. The affidavits filed here are, in the first place, 
the affidavit which the man himself makes, and then another 
one made by some neighbor of his. Now, if this application 
had been made twenty-five years ago, some of his comrades, his 
commander, or somebody who knew about the circumstances of 
this desertion, would have been able to testify and could have 
thrown some light upon the subject. All these persons may 
have died years and years ago; and now, after a lapse of nearly 
thirty years, when a!l the available evidence has probably dis- 
appeared, this application is made. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment providing that no pension shall be granted on account of 
the removal of this charge of desertion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I think that is rather unreasonable. I 
want this man treated just the same as the others are, no more 
and no less; but if it weighs heavily on the mind of my friend 
from Virginia, and I can not get him relieved from this charge 
in any other way I will take this way if he wants to make a dis- 
crimination against this man. 

Mr. JONES. I do not want to make a discrimination. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But you are making one. 

Mr. JONES. I oppose all cases of this kind, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion; but inasmuch as the gentleman has 
made the statement he has, I do not propose to fight this case 
very vigorously if this amendment is adopted. 

If this man has lived the honorable life and he is the fine citi- 
zen the gentleman describes him to be, I do not think thischarge 
of desertion should rest against him; but if he comes in now 
and applies for a pension on account of a disability alleged to 
have ees incurred during the war, as Iam not at all satisfied 
he can not get a pension from that time until now, I desire to 
make the matter sure. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Then, why not modify it so as to make the 
usual provision, ‘* provided that no pay or emolument shall ac- 
crue by reason of this act.” 

Mr. JONES. Or pension prior to this date. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I am willing to limit the granting of a 
pension to this time, if he should apply. 

Mr. JONES, Let us limit it so that he shall not receive a 
pension prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no pay or emolument shall accrue by reason of this act or 
pension prior to this date. 


Mr. COGSWELL. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. This proceeding has been by unanimous 
consent. The first business in order is the unfinished business 
= ~—— om nm gy = it was dividing ona motion to 
ay a bill aside with a favorable rep j i 
a. oe port, the title of which the 

The Clerk read as foiiows: 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corrigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been debated in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and a motion made to lay aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. On acount by tellers the motion 
was lost, whereupon the point of no quorum was made, and the 
committee rose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the further consideration of un- 
finished business, the gentleman from Indiana asks that this bil! 
be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object to that. 


DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 


Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, previous to any action being taken 
on that, I ask unanimous consent to take up a bill which occurs 
on the Calendar previous to that, the bill (H. I. 4290). I think 
unanimous consent will be given to its consideration. Itis a 
bill which has been passed on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the further consideration of the 
unfinished business, the gentleman from Illinois asksunanimous 
consent to call up a bill. 

Mr. POST. Itis on the Calendar previous to this bill which 
has just been considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. POST. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill. 

_ Mr. PICKLER. I will not object in this case, but I shall ob- 
ject to calling up any other by unanimous consent. We want 
to go on with the Calendar and get through with it. 

Mr. POST. Thisis on the Calendar, and before the bill which 
has been considered. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have a Calendar, andit is only fair that 
a go on through with it before we consider these other 

ills. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. What was the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request was for unanimous consent 
to consider abill, The Cierk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be paid to Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb. 
Ill.,who is the daughter and only heir of James Depoy (who was second 
lieutenant in Company A in the Fifty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry in 
the war of the rebellion, to whom pension certificate No. 158723 was issued, 
and who died previous to the receipt by himof said certificate), the amount 
due upon said certificate at the time of the death of said James Depoy. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I would like to have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. . 

The report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, having considered the same, submit 
the following report: 

This is a bill to pay Druzilla J. Rigg, the Gomme and sole heir of James 
Depoy, the amount of the pension allowed said soldier by certificate No. 
158723, which he did not receive because ho died before the certificate reached 
him. The pension allowed by such certificate was $7.50 per month from 
February 20, 1863, and $15 per month from October 21, 1878, to December 7, 
1878, when he died, amounting to about $1,400. 

This bill proposes to pay to Druzilla J. Rigg, his daughter ang sole heir, 
the amount of the pension which had been allowed him. The evidence 
shows that this daughter had, since she was 12 years old, kept house for her 
father, and was thereby deprived of proper advantages for education. 
During the last six years of his life the soldier was bed-ridden, and his de- 
voted daughter was his constant attendant. During his prolonged illness 
all the soldier’s property had been expended in doctors’ bills and other ex- 

mses, and at his death the daughter was left without means of support. 

is pension had been adjudged due the soldier, and in view of the fact that 
the daughter and not the soldier suffered most from the delay in the adjudi- 
cation, your committee believes that it is only just that she should receive 
the amount which had been ascertained to be due. Nothing has been paid 
as reimbursement. 

These facts are clearly shown by the papers inthe Pension Bureau and by 
evidence filed with the committee. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. JONES. Before I waive the right of objection I would 
like to hear some statement from the gentleman. It seems that 
this is to pay quite a large amount of arrearage. 

Mr. LANE. I would like to hear the gentleman on the ques- 
tion also as to whether we have jurisdiction in this case, and 
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whether this is a pension case at all. This bill grants a gross 
sum of money, and I would like to hear from the gentleman as 
to whether we have a right to consider the bill under the spe- 
cial order. 

Mr JONES. Has this party ever drawn a pension? s 

Mr. POST. Never. The certificate was issued, but before it 
reached its destination the pensioner died. He had been bed- 
ridden six years, and his daugdter had taken care of him. 

Mr. JONES. When did he die? 

Mr. POST. He died after the certificate had been issued and 
before it reached his home. 

Mr. JONES. How long ago was that? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The report says it was in 1878. 

Mr. POST. It was December, 1878. 

Mr. TERRY. It occurs to me thatif the certificate had al- 
ready been issued before the death of the soldier, under the 
ruling of the Department, his heirs would be entitled to it any- 
how. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. POST. His widow would. 

Mr. TERRY. But would not hisadministrator, if the certifi- 
sate had been issued and started from the Pension Office? 

Mr. POST. No. It ought to be so, but it is not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It would have to be signed by the 
soldier. 

Mr. POST. I trust that no one will object to the considera- 
tion of this bil!. 

Mr. LANE. If the committee had no jurisdiction of the bill 
of course we can not allow this claim. This is really not a pen- 
sion atall. It isaclaim for a gross sum of money that was due 
this girl’s father, but he never received it in his lifetime, and 
therefore it reverted to theGovernment. The House, of course, 
could allow the claim. 

Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman from Illinois is clearly 


correct. This bill ought to have gone to the Committee on | 


Claims. 

Mr. LANE. Yes. It is nota pension bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls attention to paragraph 3 
of Rule XXVI, which reads as follows: 

The House shall, on each hype om 4 at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o'clock, which evening session sha 
vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend be- 
yond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

The gentleman from Illinois will note the difference between 
the language ofthis ruleand the languageof thecld rule. That 
rule read, as I remember: 

The consideration of private bills reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions granting pensions. 


The words *‘ granting pensions ” seem to be eliminated from 


the present rule, and therefore this bill would seem to be in order | 


under the rule. This is the first time the Chair has had his at- 
tention called to the point. The Chair is quite clear that the 
old rule limited the consideration of business at these sessions 
to bills ‘‘ granting pensions,” but there seems to be no such limi- 
tation in the present rule. 

Mr. LANE. But this bill is for a gross sum of money, and it 
should have gone to the Committee on Claims instead of to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. If the House should, by mis- 
take, send to the Committee on Invalid Pensions a bill which 
clearly did not come within its jurisdiction, would the Chair hold 


that the fact that the committee considered and acted on the bill | 


would give this Committee of the Whole jurisdiction of it at these 
Friday evening sessions? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the committee only on 
a request for unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No objection has been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there isno objection to consideration, 
the Chair will consider the question of order. 

Mr. JONES. Iwanttosay tothe gentleman calling up the bill 
that I do not propose to object to its consideration, but I do pro- 
pose to oppose the passage of the bill unless I can know more 
about it than I know now, and I think the gentleman would do 
better not to call up this bill for consideration. 

Mr. POST. I hope the gentleman will allow the bill to be 
considered anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. POST. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that any 
gentleman in this House will object to the consideration of 
this bill or really oppose its passage when he considers the facts 


stated in this report. As the report says, the facts are fully set | 


forth in the papers in the Pension Office. Thisgirl took care of 
her bedridden father for six years. 


All their means were exhausted, and finally when the pension | 
certificate came, it was too late for the soldier to sign his name | 
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1 be devoted to the consideration of pri- | 
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| for he was dead. Now, I repeat I can not believe tiut there isa 


single member here who will oppos: the passage of this bill under 
the circumstances. These people had no cther property. and if 
the pension certificate had arrived a little sooner this gir! would 
have been entitled to the benetit of it. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection to this pension if it comes 
under the rule, none in the world, but I think that all people 
ought to ba treated alike. I[ have had two cases of this kind 
myself, one that I brought before the committee in a former 
Congress, but it did not get through. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Was it reported from the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LANE. Yes; but it was knocked out in the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ealls attention to the rule 
which prevailed in the Fifty-first Congress in regard to these 
Friday evening sessions. Paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI, the rule 
under which these Friday evening sessions were held in that 
Congress, reads as follows, and the Chair asks gentlemen to notice 


| the difference between the language of this rule and the lin- 
| guage of the present rule: 
The House shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 


o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the re- 
moval of political disabilities, and bills to remove the charge of desertion 
only shall be considered, etc. : 

That rule limited the Committee of the Whole to the consid- 
eration of private pension bills. This rule—perhaps through 
inadvertence—omits the word ‘* pension ’ and says ‘‘ private bills 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions.” The Chair 
is inclined to think that the spirit of the rule at least would pro- 

| hibit the consideration of this bill, because it seems to the Chair 
that it is in the nature of a claim. 

Mr. LANE. In the case in which I interested myself, the 

| certificate reached the post-office the very day the person for 

whom it was intended died. The amount of the allowance, if I 
| remember correctly, was about $800. I brought the case here 
before the committee, who considered the maiter, and finally 
determined that they would not allow any cases of that class. 
There are a great many cases of that kind; and we ought not to 
make ‘‘ fish of one and flesh of another.” If the rule be adopted 
that this class of cases shall be in order under these circum- 
stances, I have no objection whatever. 

In this case if the bill passes there will be allowed a gross sum 
of perhaps $1,400. 

Mr. POST. The bill allows just the amount of the pension 
| that was allowed the soldier. 

Mr. LANE. Just the gross sum that was adjudicated as duc 
this party. It is not a pension; it is asum in gross—so many 
dollars allowed by a single act of the House. [ say there are 
hundreds of cases of this kind where similar action ought to be 
taken if this bill be passed. 

The law provides that if the certificate be not signed by the 

| applicant the money can not be drawn, but reverts to the Gov- 
ernment. AsTI have said, I have no objection to this class of 
| cases if some general rule be adopted treating them all alike. 

Mr. POST. I beg tocorrectthe gentleman on one point. The 
bill provides that there be paid to the daughter and only heir of 
James Depoy- 
to whom pension certificate numbered 158723 was issued, and who died pre 
vious to the receipt by him of said certificate, the amount due upon said 
certificate at the time of the death of said James Depoy 

Mr. LANE. That is just what I have said. 

| Mr. POST. The Pension Office must decide the amount that 
was due at that time. The bill does not allow a sum in gross. 

Mr. LANE. Why, sir, the pension certificate was issued for 
a sum in gross—for a certain amount. This man would have re- 
ceived, if he had lived, so many doliars. It was not an aceruing 
pension. There was a certain amount adjudged to be due him, 
| and the certificate was issued to him at that time for that amount. 
If he had lived he would have drawn that amount. This bill 
will carry that amount, whatever it may be. As I have said, if 
this case is allowed, we ought to understand that such is to be 
the rule, so that other parties in similar cases may have the 
benetit of the same rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this bill is really 
in the nature of a claim. 

Mr. LANE. If the bill be brought up in the House I[ will not 
object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish to be heard a moment in 
regard to this matter. If thisis not a pension, whatisit? This 
case depends solely on an adjudication by the Pension Office, 
upon proofs submitted under the general pension law—not under 
the act of June 27, 1890—the allowance being for disabilities in- 
curred by the soldier in theservice, at the rate of $7.50 per month 
from February 20, 1863. Now, if the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has ee of this bill, and if this case is not regu- 
larly before the Committee of the Whole, how can it ever come 
up? Will the Chair indicate, if he pleases, on what basis the 


NL CT CC 








ern 


ER RINSED I, ot 


WR he A 


ee es 


on 


oe 


abet es tae os 


ene 


PERE ss 


pares ease ss teeeree) 


wage 6 3 


Py: 


ae 











7186 





Committee on Claims could possibly have jurisdiction of this 
case ’ 

This bill is based simply and entirely on the fact that this 
soldier rendered service and incurred disability in the service. 
The case has been regularly adjudicated; the bill was regularly 
introduced, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
areport made upon it. If it is not in the nature of a pension, 
then what is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair a claim rather than 
a bill oranting n pension. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr, Chairman, [ want to make the point of | 


order that this point comes too late. Whether or not this com- 
mittee had jurisdiction is a question that should have been 
raised in the House. I admit that under the ruling made sev- 
eral times during this Congress by the Speaker, there would be 
opportunity to object to the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in the House on the bill coming up. But the 
jurisdiction of the committee was not objected to in the House. 
We have gone into Committee of the Whole and entered upon 
the consideration of the bill. It is too late now to make the 
point of order. And I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that unanimous consent was given for the consideration of 
the bill. 

But L insist at any rate that this point against the jurisdiction 
of the committee comes too late. It might have been made in 
the House when the bill came up, but at the time no point was 
made; no objection was raised. We went into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of this bill as well as others, and 
now it is too late to make the point. 

Mr. JONES. Andon that point let me say this, Mr.Chairman, 
While I am not very familiar with the rules of the House, and 
do not claim to be any authority on parliamentary law, I wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that a number 
of bills have been taken up here for consideration from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs,and the point has been made, over 
and over again in the Committee of the Whole, whenI think the 
present occupant of the chair was presiding, and he invariably 
held that where it was evident that the committee did not have 
jurisdiction that reported the bill this Committee of the Whole 
would refuse to accept it. 

Mr. PICKLER. But that had reference to bills that were not 
admissible for consideration under the rule. The bills the gen- 
tleman refers to went out because they were bills that the Fri- 
day evening session had no jurisdiction over. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the point made by the gentle- 
man from Jllinois [Mr. LANE]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman’s point to be 
that the committee that reported the bill had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. When a committee having 
charge of the general subject-matter reports a bill, if the 
House receives the report, it admits the jurisdiction of the com- 
mitt-e 

Mr. JONES. On that point my friend from New York sug- 
gests that when bills from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
are reported that committee has jurisdiction over them, and 


that they are in order for consideration on the Friday night | 


Now, I take issue with the gentleman on that subject. 
Suppose, for instance, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or 
the Committee on Pensions should undertake to report an ap- 
propriation bill, or a bill to raise revenue, or any other bill 
which manifestly did not belong to such committee: [I do not 
suppose they will, of course; but suppose they did, by inadvert- 
ence or designedly, make such a report, would the gentleman 
from New York undertake to claim that because the committee 
did so that under this rule such report should be considered by 
this Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. That is answered by saying that 
the rules of the House provide which committees shall have 
jurisdiction of appropriation bills and of revenue bills, and, 
therefore the supposition of the gentleman is without founda- 
tion. Any bill that is sent by the Speaker, being germane to 
the duties of a committee and reported by that committee and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole by the Speaker, prop- 
erly comes within the scope of this rule, because the wording of 
the rule is ‘‘ bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
610nNS. 

Mr. JONES. Does not the gentleman know that constantly 
bills are referred to committees not having proper jurisdiction 
and are afterwards returned? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Oh, yes; and they are invariably 
returned to the House for a proper reference. But in this case 
there was no such change of reference. 

Mr. JONES. I make this statement to the gentleman, thatif 
by inadvertence or through any other reason in the worlda bill 
be improperly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and it came up here in the regular way on Friday night, the 
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mere fact that such reference had been made would not give the 
committee jurisdiction. The mere factthat the committee re- 
ports the bill would not give us jurisdiction to consider it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But the rules of the House are 
what we are governed by, and they differ with the gentleman in 
that regard. , 

Mr. JONES. The rules of the House would not undertake to 


| confer jurisdiction under such cjrcumstances on any committee 


in regard to a matter over which it had no control. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The rule is distinct and plain, as 
read by the Chair; and there is no committee that could take 
jurisdiction of the matter now pending before us, except the 
Invalid Pensions Committee. The matter is before the House, 
and can not be taken away from the House unless withdrawn or 
by consent, 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not this the status of the bill? Have we 
not, on motion, gone into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of the bill without objection, and are we not in gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole on the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have taken it up by unanimous consent 





in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The status is this: The House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar under the general order for consideration of bills under 
clause 3 of Rule XXVI. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Post] asked unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill. 
The bill was read, as also the report, and, pending that, before 
unanimous consent was given for consideration of the bill, the 
gentleman from illinois [Mr. LANE] made the point of order 
that it was not in order for consideration under the rule. 

Mr. WEADOCK. No objection was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair stated that there was no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the bill; and the consideration of 
the question of order was then before the committee, whether 
the bill was in’order or not. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Chair first asked if there 
was objection, and none being made the bill was before the com- 
mittee; but Mr. LANE, of Illinois, took the floor to make objec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The record, the Chair thinks, will show 
to the contrary. However, the Chair thinks there is some doubt 
as to whether the bill is in order or not, but is inclined to hold 
that the committee can consider it under the rule. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the Chair will permit me a moment, the 
special order or rule, it appears to me, ought to settle the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction. The rule provides that the— 
evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of private bills re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions, &c 


So that the only jurisdictional fact to be ascertained is whether 
this is a private bill, and comes from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Both of these facts are conceded, and it appears to 
me that there can be no question about the committee having 


jurisdiction. 
Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
| question? 


Mr. MCRAE, Certainly. , 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gentleman if a bill were 
introduced to pay for damages done by trogps during the war to 
a loyal citizen, if by inadvertence such a bill were referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that committee re- 
ported favorably on it,and it went td the Private Calendar, does 
the gentleman think that the Committee of the Whole would 
have the right to consider it at a Friday night session? 

Mr. MCRAE. If all those errors were committed, why, it 
would not be in order, but it is unreasonable to suppose in the 
first place that the bill would be erroneously referred, and in 
the second place, erroneously reported from the committee if so 
referred. This is a private bill and it is properly reported, and 
that gives jurisdiction. es 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that the bill is in 
order under the technical language of the rule, although the 
question is not entirely free from doubt. ; 

Mr. JONES. Idesireto appeal from the decisionof the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 9. 

Accordingly the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MAHON. Before we consider this biil or any other bill, 
I should like to have section 6 of Rule XIV read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the rule. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

6. No member shall speak more than once to the same question without 
leave of the House, unless he be the mover, proposer, or introducer of the 
matter pending, in which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, bu 
not until every member choosing to speak shall have spoken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the 
bill—— 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be reported 
to the House, with recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. JONES, and 
the Chairman announeed that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 45. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. JONES was rejected. 

Mr. POST. I move that the bill be laid aside with a favora- 
bie recommendation. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Post, and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 8. | 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Virginia|Mr. JONES] 
makes the point of noquorum. The Chair will appoirt as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Virginia |[Mr. JONES] and the gentle 
man from ILilinois [Mr. Post]. 

Mr. POST. -Mr. Chairman, is there any way in which | 
can— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. POST. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POST. Is there any way in which I can bring this bill 
up in the House to-morrow morning or at any other time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notexceptby a report from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and the previous question ordered on its pas- 
sage in the House, or by a request for unanimous consent. The 
tellers will take their places. 

The committee again divided. Pending the division, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indianasaid: I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing. That mo- 
tion is not now in order. 

The tellers reported—ayes 48, noes 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. JONES. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepointof no quorum being insisted on, 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. i move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion i: 
having been developed in committee. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. [ askthatthe roll eall be dispensed 
with, and that the committee rise. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It has been repeatedly held that the roll | 


must be called when the Committee of the Whole finds itsel 
without a quorum. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott Cadmus, — Dunphy, Harris, 
Adams, Ky Caminetti, Durborow, Harter, 
Adams, Pa. Campbeli. Edmunas, Hartman, 








Alderson, Cannon, Cal. Ellis, Ky. Hatch, 
Aldrich, Cannon, Ill. Ellis, Oregon Haugen 
Alexander, Caruth, English, Cal. Hayes, 

Allen Catchings, English, N.J. Heard, 
Apsley, Ca y. Enloe, Heiner 
Avery, Chickering E pes, Henderson, [I 
Babcock, c 3 Everett, Henderson, lowa 
Bailey, c Fielder, Henderson, N. C 
Baldwin, la Fithian, Hendrix, 
Bankhead, Fletcher, Hermann, 
Barnes, Cobb, Mo Forman, Hicks, 
Barthaldt, Cockrell, Funk, Hines, 
Barwig, Coffeen Funston, Hitt, 

Belden, Conn, Fyan, Holman, 

Bell, Colo. Coombs, Gardner, Hooker, Miss. 
Beltzhoover, Cooper, Fla. Gear, Hopkins, Ill. 
Berry, Cooper, Ind. Geary, Hopkins, Pa. 
Bingham, Cooper, Wis. Geissenhainer, Hottk, 

Blaci:, 0. Cornish, Gillet, N. Y. Hull. 

Bland, Cousins, Gillett, Mass. Hutcheson 
Boatner, Covert Goldzier, Tkirt, 

Boen., Crain, Goodnight, Johnson, [nd. 
Boutelle. Crawtfora, Gorman, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bower, N.C. Culberson, Grady, Johnson, Ohio 
Bowers, Cal. Cummings, Graham, Kem, 

Branch, Dalzell, Gresham, Kiefer, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Davey, Griffin, Kilgore, 
Breckinridge, Ky. De Forest, Frosvenor, Kribbs, 
Brickner, Denson, Grout, Lapham, 
Brosius, Dingley, Grow, Latimer, 
Brown, Dinsmore, Hager. Lawson, 
Bundy, Doliiver, Haines, Lefever, 
Bunn, Donovan, Hall, Minn, Lester, 
Burnes, Doolittie, Hal, Mo. Lisle. 
Burrows, Draper, hammond, Livingston, 
Bynum, Dunn, Harner, 


a 





















Lockwood, Newlands, Russell, Coun Ta tt, Md 

Lynch, Northway Kussell, Ga lar 

Maddox, Oates Sayers, fawn 

gner Ogden, Schermerhorn, laylor, ‘I 
azuire, O’ Neil, Mass Scranton, l'racey 

Mallory, O'Neil, Mo Settle tucker 

Marshall Outhwaite, Shaw rurner, Va 

Marvin, N. ¥. raschai, Shell, Tur 

McAleer Patterson, Sherman, VanVo is, N.Y 
Payne, Sibley W adswort! 
Paynter Sickk W alker 
Pence, Simpson 

McDowell, Pendleton, Tex. Sipe s 

McGann Pendleton, W.Va. Smi 

Met Perkins, Snod iss 

Mela Philips, Somer 1 

M llim Powers So1 

I 1 Price Spe Vhiting 

r Quigg, Spl or, Williams, [11 

M ith Randall, Stallings Williams, Miss. 

N Rayner, Stephenson, Wilson, Ohio 

M Reed, Stevens, Wilson, Wash 

N Reilly, Stockdale, Wilson, W. Va 

Montgomery Reyburn, Stone, C. W. W ise 

Moon, Richardson, Mich. Stone, W. A. Woodard 

Morgan, Richardson, Tenn, Stone, Ky Woomer 

Morse Rot i Storer, Wright, Mass, 

Moses, Robertson, La. Strait, Wright \ 

Murray, Robinson, Pa Straus, 

Neill tusk, Sweet 


During the roll call, 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, can I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw this bill? 

Mr. RAY. I object. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BRooxsuti 
sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Who 
have had under consideration sundry bills, and {indi 


without a quorum I caused the roll to be called, as required b: 
the rule, and herewith report the names of the absentee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri, 


Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that that 
committee had had under consideration sundry bills, and finding 
itself without a quorym he caused the roll to be called, and now 
reports the names of theabsentees to the House. The nameso 
the absentees will be entered upon the Journal. Seventy-eight 
gentlemen, less than a quorum, have answered to their names 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House adjour 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, m league |Mr. GRAHAM] is 
sick at his hotel, and I ask that he be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, a member of the family o 
gentleman from California [Mr. Bowers] is sick 
he be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speak 
| Vir. KIEFER] is sick. I ask that he be excused. 
here was no objection, and it was so ordered 


vy co 









Mr. RAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pyo tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. RAY. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid P 
sions now moves that the House adjourn. It is only 9 o’e : 
and thereis a way, I think, of procuring the attendance of abse: 
members. 

Mr. PICKLER. You can not get them. 

Mr. RAY. Now,if it is in order, [ would like to ask tl 
tleman to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BRETZ. I insist, Mr. Speaker, on the tion n= put 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 


\T 


of the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several members demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 11. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wero 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whele House, as follows 

By Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


A bill (1. R. 3716) granting a pension to Sarah Potter, depend- 
ent daughter of Andrew Potter, deceased Report No. 1207. 
By Mr. MARSH, from the Commit 


Military Affairs: A 
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bill (S. 142) to remove the charge of desertion from William H. 
H. Cook. (Report No. 1206.) . 

3y Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A supplemental report on the bill (H. R. 6633) for the relief of 
George W. Harbaugh. 


ee 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7648) to provide for the 
punishmentof larceny in the Indian Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R.7649) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument at Fort Recovery, Mercer County, Ohio—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7650) fixing the times when, reg- 
ulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts which shall be hereafter stated to the Treasury De- 
partment for settlement between the United States and the sev- 
eral public land States relative to the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands made and to be made therein by the United 
States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SWERT: A resolution fixing a time for the consider- 
ation of the bill H. 2. 7558—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A resolution to discharge 
the Committee on Ways and Means from the consideration of 
the bill H.R 4868 and agree to conference asked by the Senate 
thereon—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A memorial of the Ohio Legislature, 
asking Congress to aid in building a monument in honor of the 
treaty of Greenville —to the Committee on the Library. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 7652) granting a pension to Miss 
Delphine P. Baker, for expenses incurred during the late war 
and for services performed in originating and founding the 
National Home for Disabled Soldiers and Sailors of the Army 
and Navy of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: A bill (H.R. 7653) for the relief of the 
Southern Railroad Association, lessees of the Mississippi Cen- 
tral Ruilroad Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCDEARMON: A Dill (H. R. 7654) for the relief of 
William B. Booker, of Haywood County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7655) for the 
relief of the executors of W. H. McBrayer —to the Committee 
on Claims. 

3y Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 7656) for the relief of Offner & 
Laumar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missiouri: A bill (A. R. 7657) granting a 
pension to James Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7658) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tip- 
pler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, ths following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Henry W. Mudge and other 
citizens of Queens County, N. Y., against an income tax as ap- 
plicable to fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial from the National 
Prison Association of the United States, asking the passage of 
the bill now before Congress for the establishment of a bureau 
in the Department of Justice for the identification, etc., of crim- 
inals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition and resolution of the White Cross University of 
Science on the subject of sewerage of the city of Washington 
and the creation of bonded debts—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of H. D. Rogers and other citizens 
of Belmont, Mass., in favor of certain amendments to the in- 
come tax provisions of pending tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of I. N. Moore and others, pray- 
ing that benevolent associations be exempted from income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of C. W. Super, D. D., and 
the faculty of the Ohio University, at Athens, Ohio, in favor of 
more stringent laws against lotteries—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
asking that fraternal and benefit orders be exempted from in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Encampment 
No. 71, Union Veteran Legion, praying for the passage of the 
per diem service pension bill—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Rev. William 
G. Frost, president of Berea College; Rev. John G. Fee, Rev. 
L. V. Dodge, B. S. Hunting, and others, of Berea, Ky., to pro- 
hibit the introduction of lottery matter into the territory of the 
oo States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

toads. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Petition of Michell Dexter and 47 other 
wholesaie dealers in eggs in the city of Boston, Mass., for aduty 
of at least 3 cents per dozen upon all imported eggs—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Frank W. White and 37 others, of Quincy, 
Mass., that fraternal beneficiary orders be exempted from the 
provisions of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Nat Witt, of Spring City, 
Tenn., late lieutenant-colonel Fifth Regiment Infantry Volun- 
teers, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, July 7, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E.B. 
BAGBY: 

O Lord, Thou great dispenser of all human events, we come to 
Thee this morning with hearts bowed with profound sorrow at 
the loss of our gifted brother, who has been cut off in the prime 
of his young manhood. O Lord, wilt Thou be gracious to the 
members of his family; save and comfort them in the hour of 
thei raffliction; sustain them by Thy Holy Spirit; and may they 
submit with patient resignation to Thy divine commands. Im- 
press on all hearts the lesson of the hour. May we hear Thy 
warning voice—be ye also ready. Prepare us for living; pre- 
pare us for dying; and save us by Thy grace, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal! of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the RECORD. 
The report of the proceedings in the RECORD, on page 7163, upon 
the bill H. R. 4448, does not show all the amendments that were 
adopted. It only shows those which appeared on the Calendar 
_— of the bill. The following other amendments were moved 

y the committee and adopted by the House, to wit: The letter 
‘“*s” was added to the word ‘‘declaration,”’ in line 3; the word 
‘*has,” in line 5, was stricken out and the word ‘“‘ had” inserted; ° 
the word ‘‘ days,” in line 8, wasstricken outand the word ‘‘ years” 
inserted. . 

The Journal is correct, and the bill has been properly en- 
grossed. I call attention to this,in order that the RECORD may 
be corrected. ; ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask a moment to say that 
last evening I was unavoihably absent, on account of sickness in 
my family, when the vote was taken on the bill authorizing the 
States to tax greenbacks and other forms of public securities, 
and I wish to say that had I been present I should have voted 
for the bill, and that I have always favored the measure. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the Journal and REC- 
ORD are incorrect in regard to the substitute to that bill which 
was finally adopted—.the Cooper substitute. The substitute was 
adopted, but the action on the words “all currency circulating 
as money ” is not printed in the RECORD atleast, and the Journal 
I think is incorrect also. That is the amendment which was 
offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], and 
which it is stated was passed. Itwasnot. It was accepted; and 
then, in this substitute, it appears that that amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont was voted down. It really was not 
voted down, but was inserted in it. 

The SPEAKER. It was voted down as an amendment to the 
original text of the bill. It was offered as an amendment tothe 
original text of the bill, and was voted down. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Well, the RECORD has an incorrect 
report of the bill, Mr. Speaker, and I will ask for a correction 
of the RECORD. 
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TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. ie 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Kelton, late adjutant-general 
United States Army, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department: and 

A bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (‘he House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed under the direction of the Department of State 6,000 copies of the 
official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 
the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great Britain, 
including all documents, papers, and agreements presented officially to said 
tribunal by the agents of said Governments, respectively, and also includ- 
ing the written or printed arguments and oral arguments of the counsel on 
behalf of each said Governments made on said hearing at Paris, and the 
opinions of the arbitrators, respectively, delivered in said tribunal in con 
formity with its order admitting the same to constitute a part of said pro- 
ceedings; of which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart- 
ment of State. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Ways and Means to report back to the 
House the bill H. R. 4864, with the Senate amendments thereto, 
with the recommendation that the House nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and agree to the request of the Senate for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R 4864) to reduce taxation, provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia reports 
back this bill, and states that the Committee on Ways and Means 
recommends that the House nonconcur in the amendments of 
the Senate and agree to the request for a conference. The bill 


wiil be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union. 


Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report | 


from the Committee on Rules. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That after the passage of this resolution the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union shall be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) with Senate amendments thereto, and 
the same shall be considered in the House; that after two hours of general 
debate it shall be in order in the House to move to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments to said bill in gross, and to agree to a committee of conference 
as asked for by the Seni.te on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and 
the House shall, without further delay or other motion, proceed to vote upon 
said motion. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question, Mr 
Speaker, on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the United 
States has a great reverence for the House of Representatives, 
its dignity and honor. It regards it as fresh from the people, 
and therefore especially adapted to deal with matters of taxa- 
tion, including tariff taxation. But the House seems somewhat 
disposed to step down from the position which the Constitution 
has assigned to it and to transfer to the other body and to acon- 
ference committee the powers which it does not find itself in 
condition to exercise. 

There is evidently a very great difference in principle between 
the Senate bill and the House bill. They seem to be formed 


upon different plans. The House bill contained a moderate sup- | 


ply of protection, and the Senate bill, viewed from the stand- 

oint of the opposite side, must be said to contain a considerably 
arger infusion of protection, not counting even the famous col- 
lars and cuffs schedule; and the Senate has also caused to disap- 
pear the great principle of free raw material. Notwithstanding 


' 
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make in the bill as it left the House. The differences between 
the two bills are so radical that anybody would say that it be- 
came the duty of the House of Representatives, as the immediate 
representatives of the people, to discuss the matterand to exer- 
cise fully its functions. This is not the same as the case of the 
McKinley bill, where there was no difference in principle, but 
merely a difference in rates. 

[ can understand why the House should adopt the rule which 
is proposed. It is because of their anxiety to follow Republican 
precedents, and it marks the highwater of a change of feeling 
which I desire to commend tothe attention of the-House, because 
it may be useful to the nerves and feelings of gentlemen in the 
next House of Representatives. [Laughter.] I-can remember 
when nobody regarded anything which had been done in the 
time of the McKinley bill asa thing to be touched even with 
the assistance of tongs. [Laughter. | 

Everybody was overflowing with contempt for the precedents 
of that period, but we have nowarrived at a pitch of repentance 
at which nothing will satisfy the majority except to follow the 
very plans and purposes and fashions which in their day and time 
theydenounced. Nothingelse willsatisfy them; and so, notwith- 
standing the fact that gentlemen on the other side have always 
claimed the right of the House of Representatives to rule in 
matters like this, notwithstanding the exceeding difference in 
principle and in detail between the bill as it left the House and the 
bill as it comes back to the House, gentlemen on the other side 
are so constrained by admiration for Mr. McKinley and his 
methods that they have to adopt the very rule which was then 
adopted and which nevertheless will doubtless be denounced 
again by some gentlemen on this floor. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROW}. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. CATCHINGSS rose. 

Mr. REED. If agreeable tothe gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. BuRROwWS], I will reserve my time. 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. CATCHINGS). The gentleman from 
Maine reserves his time; I should be glad to hearfrom the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi before proceeding with my remarks. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [I do not know that it is 
necessary that I should make any reply to what the gentleman 
from Maine has said, because I have not discovered in his re- 
marks anything of substance that calls fora reply. He began 
by the intimation that the House was proposing to abdicate some- 
what its powers by the adoption of this resolution, clearly im- 
plying that it is the duty of the House now to proceed deliberately 
and carefully to the consideration of the various amendments 
put upon the Wilson bill by the Senate. 

But he was confronted by the obstacle that we are proposing 
to pursue, the same course which was pursued by the House in 
the Fifty-first Congress when the McKinley bill was returned 
from the Senate. And the course then pursued was exactly cor- 
rect; because it is simply impossible (and nobody knows it b-t- 
ter than my friend from Maine) for this House, as it was impos- 
sible for that House, with any idea of ever securing legislation, 
to take up and debate seriatim the many amendments put on the 
bill by the Senate. And Ido not remember that there was any 


| criticism or complaint on this side of the House with reference 


to the order adopted by the Fifty-first Congress by which the 
tariff bill was then speedily placed in conference. 

The gentlemanfrom Maine has said that the cases are differ- 
ent, because then the bill was a protection bill as it passed the 
House and a protection billas it passed the Senate; that the 
change was simply one of degree. Very largely thatis true, Mr. 
Speaker. It was a question of ‘‘ boodle” from the beginning to 
the end; and in some respects the ‘‘degree”’ was quite sharply 
defintd. ButI call tomind that there was one great and marked 
difference between the McKinley bill as it passed the House and 
the bill as it came from the Senate. 

[ remember, Mr. Speaker, that the reciprocity clause, which 
afterward became the very slogan of my friends on the other 
side, was kicked and spurned and despised by the Committe: 
on Ways and Means in this House in the Fifty-first Congress. It 
was a Senate idea—put upon the bill by the Senate; and it be 
came afterward, in all the political campaigns and is up to this 
day, the very chiefest claim and merit imputed to that bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to do a little prophesying, as my 
friend has done. I wish to make the prophesy now that if so 
great an evil should befall the American people in the future 


| as to have the administration of this Government return to the 


that very essential difference between the two bills, the House | 


authorities have seen fit to prevent the House itself from com- 
menting upon the different items which have been presented. 


the delay which hastaken place in the Senate; and, second, the 
enormity of the mass of amendments proposed. Six hundred 
and thirty-four changes the Senate has deemed necessary to 





? 
| 
| 


hands of the Republican party, we shall never again have a 
McKinley bill fastened upon the people. The days of extreme 
high tariffs have gone, and gone never to return; and if you 


| {addressing Mr. REED] were in power to-day, with the experience 
Now, of course, there are some good reasons for this. First, | 


' 


| 


which you derived from the elections of L820 and 1892--coura- 
geous and bold a man as I believe you to be—you would suffer 
your right hand to be burned off before you would seek to crowd 
through again such a bill as the McKinley bill. 
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The American people, Mr. Speaker, have determined on lower 
taxation: and they are going to have it: and they will have it 
whether the Republican or Democratic party is in power. 
You have learned [addressing the Republican side] that the 
people felt that you deceived them when, under a pretense of 
‘revising the tariff by its friends,” you raised these great 
high walls of 
and inflicted such burdens upon the people. My friend from 
Michigan {Mr. BURROWS] smiles. He will be (if this House 
should be again Republican) one of the chief actors on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; and he will come again singing his 
sweet siren songs; but he will never electrify this House again 
with a plea for high tariffs. 

Mr. Speaker, another reason why we have proposed this order 
is that the country has got tired of debate on this subject. It 
wants a little action. [Applause on the Democratic side.] [or 
four long months, because of Republican obstruction at the other 
end of this Capitol, the suspense and uncertainty which have 
been inflicted upon this country, paralyzing its business, have 
gone on. We donot propose, Mr. Speaker, that such aspectacle 
shall be presented to the country in this Chamber. 

We propose that every assistance shall be given to the con- 
ferees to move with celerity and expedition. And we propose 
to reform that bill which has come from the Senate in such a way 
that it shall be at least very largely acceptable to the best tariff 
reformers on this side of the House. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.| So far as this House is concerned, it intends to 
see that at least on this great question, which marks the chief 


dividing line between the parties, the pledges given to the | 


people by the platform of 1892 shall be fulfilled in spirit if not 
in the exact letter. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

[ reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BuRROws|]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] is quite correct in saying that the order 
reported from the Committee on Rules this morning for the 
consideration of this bill is precisely like the order adopted in 
the Republican Congress in 1890, when the McKinley tariff bill 
was under consideration. He is wholly in error, however, when 
he asserts that that order met with no opposition on the part of 
the then minority. It not only met with the united vote of the 
minority in opposition to the rule, but with the severest denun- 
ciation of the leaders of that minority. 

Now, I quite concur with gentlemen of the majority that such 
a rule as the one proposed is necessary. I[ thought so in the 
Fifty-first Congress,and I think sonow. The Republican party 
thought so then, because, as has been well said by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, if a bill of this character should take the 
ordinary course of legislative procedure and receive its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole, subject to general 
discussion with each one of the 634amendments, subject to debate 
and the motion to concur or nonconcur, the time neeessary to 
reach a conclusion would be incalculable. 

So we thought in 1890 in consideration of the McKinley bill 
thatsuch a resolution was appropriate and in order and ought 
to be adopted, and yet the other side of the House voted solidly 
against it, and were loud in its denunciation of it. 

[ desire, in view of the statement of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi that this course when proposed in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress met with no opposition from the Democratic party, to 
quote a few extracts from that debate. First, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], when arule precisely like this 
was under consideration in the Fifty-first Congress, said: 

The Senate took up the billand considered it with more of deliberation 
than we did. Amendments of the utmost importance have been adopted 
there—four hundred and sixty-four amendmentsinnumber. And now, when 
the billcomes back here, inthe absence of SS to delay its consid- 
etation improperly, with every member of the House ready and willing to 
give it calm, careful, and expeditious consideration, it is to be again wrested 
from the Committee of the Whole, it is to be again put into the hands of a 
small junta, and again the people’s voice is to be stifled. 

Immediately after this the gentleman from Georgia, now the 
distinguished occupant of the chair as the Speaker of this House 
[Mr. CRISP], interrupted with the remark in support of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee: . 

The rule takes away the right to concur. 

And the gentleman from Tennessee then proceeds: 


Mr. MCMILIAIN. Yes, as my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] correctly 
Suggests, the rule takes away the right toconcur, It takes away the right 
to concur with amendment; it takes away from you all individual power 
and lodges supreme control of the question in the hands of a small junta, 
who, it is proposed, shall cook up this mess tosuit certain particularpalates. 
When the conference report comes, it will embrace all these hundreds of 
amendments, and you can not get a separate vote. Now, gentlemen, are 
you ready for this? 


{Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 
Mr, REED. I would suggest to my friend from Michigan that 
. age ‘ sober” now. |Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
ican side. 


protection which shut off our foreign commerce | 
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Mr. BURROWS. 
this language: 

Mr. Speaker, we have been demagoging a good deal-— se pl @- 
ology; this is no time to mince words—we, as a House 7 ee ewe 
have been demagoging a great deal about ‘free sugar;”’ and it is proposed 
by one of the Senate amendments to increase the amount of sugar that shall 
be consumed that comes through the refineries under control of the trust $, 
All these things are in this bill; yet you say, “‘ We will shut our eyes to them; 
we will drive our people from their rights; we will revolutionize this revo- 
lutionary House; we will revolutionize revolutionary rules or methods: we 
will take this bill away from the House and send it to a committee of con. 
ference without allowing a vote to concur even in proper amendments.” _ 


| Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 
After this, Mr. MCRAE of Arkansas joined in the general con- 
demnation in the following terms: 


_ Mr.McRAg. Mr. Speaker, to my mind this isa most remarkable procee 
ing lere we have several hundred Senate amendments to this extraordi- 
nary tariff bill, which was itself railroaded through the House without an 
opportunity for amendment asto many of the most important schedules, 


Again, further on, Mr. MCMILLIN uses 


} and now by another similar resolution from the Committee on Rules th 





House is denied the right to consider the amendments separately in the Con 
mittee of the Whole, as they ought to be sy this resolution just adopted 
the bill and amendments are taken out of the committee, and after only tw 
hours’ debate the House is required to voteona motion to nonconcur i: 
all the amendments together. 

Then the gentleman from Georgia, the calm, judicial-minded 
gentleman from Georgia, Mr. TURNER, said: 

avail myself of the courtesy of my colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN] to emph 
size in some sort the peculiar business methods of our Republican asso: 
ates upon this floor. 

[Applause and laughter on Republican side.] 

Again, he says we must make— 

A humble appeal tothe gentlemen who are to constitute this annex 
Congress known as the conference committee. 

And again: 

The amendments which were ingrafted on this bill by the Senate as a1 
sult of that long and deliberate debate, numbering nearly five hundr: 
which required two months of steady consideration in the other branch of 
Congress, the gentleman proposes we shall nonconcur in gross after a di 
bate of two hours. 

Think of it, sir! These amendments involve the most important proposi 
tions. They propose new departures in our methods and operations in the 
future. In some of these amendments friends on this side and gentlemen 
on that desire to concur; as to some of them, gentlemen on both sides de 
sire to nonconcur. 

But we are to take them all here in gross and vote upon them as a whole 
some of us voting against that which we favor, and some voting for things 
to which we are ee Is that business, sirs? It may be, but after this 
is accomplished, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that some business member 
the Republican party can raise his eyes toward heaven and thank God that 
the House is not as the Senate is—a deliberative body. 


Mr. REED. What was the date of that? 

Mr. BURROWS. September 15, 1890. I have called atten- 
tion to this bit of history in no spirit of opposition to the pro- 
posed order, but rather to congratulate the Democratic party 
Mr. Speaker, in adopting this necessary Republican method of 
‘transacting business.” I wished to direct the attention of the 
country also to your position, then and now, for the purpose of 
showing what is the usual course of the Democratic party. [| 
never does 1 right thing unless it follows the lead of the Repub- 
lican party. [Applause on the Republican side.] This bill will 
now go to conference, and I predict you will abandon the House 
bill and adopt the Senate amendments, because the Wilson bill 
was a free-trade measure, or a long step in that direction. The 
Gorman billis astep in the other direction, away from free trade 
and towards the Republican policy of protection. For this reason, 
if for no other, you will adopt it. I heartily congratulate you, 
therefore, in adopting again Republican methods in this particu- 
lar, and what Gen. Garfield once said of your party is specially 
applicable here: 

The Democratic party lags in the rear of the Republican party in its mag 
nificent march in behalf of civilization and human progress, and when init 
blindness it loses the Way, it sends out a scout to find the trail of the Repub- 
lican party, and stumbling on to one of its old camp fires, he takes up a 
smoldering brand, and whirling it over his head exultingly shouts, ‘‘Come 
on, boys, We are all right; they have been here.” 

[Prolonged applause and cheers on the Republican side. | 
Mr. REED. How much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remain- 


. 


n 

Mr. REED. I yield that to the gentleman from [Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON]. ; 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
tire time. ; 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I only want a minute to say that! 
have not had the privilege of manne ee House print of this 
bill with the Senate amendments, so that I have got to take it 
on faith; but the majority have the power to compel that. | 
have looked at it just far enough to see that this ‘‘ dose ” thatis 
to be swallowed this morning temporarily, and a little later on 
to be swallowed to stay,sofar asthe Democratic throat and 
stomach are concerned, is not to be asweet one. But I cancon- 
gratulate my Democratic friends upon the other side when I 
come tonotice the oil schedule, that oils are going to be cheapex 


I only want a minute. 
You might as well occupy the en- 
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to grease your throats with when you swallow the Senate amend- 
ments down, as you will do alittle later on. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- | : atl gre 
i * oe 1 ‘ - 
| taxes under a tariff, those taxes should be levied and gathered 


lution. s 

The resolution reported from the Committee on Rules was 
agreed to. ; 

“Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. in view of the remarks o 
the gentleman from Michigan, [ am tempted to suggest that 
probably we can noneoncur immediately by unanimous consent 
and not go any further with the debate. lL ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House nonconeur, and dispense with any further 
debate. 

Mr. REED. I can not hear what the distinguished leader of 
the House is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON] asks unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in 
the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference as asked 
by the Senate. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that is judicious. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
WILSON} moves that the Housenonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia—— . 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I shall not at- 
tempt to make any detailed explanation of the difference be- 
tween the bill prepared and passed by the House and the bill 
as returned to us with the amendments ef the Senate. After 
five months pendency in the Senate the bill has been returned 
to us with somesix hundredand thirty-fouramendments. Prob- 
ably four hundred and fifty or more of those are to the tariff 
schedules, the customs schedules, and the residue to such ad- 
ministrative sections as are left in the bill, and to the internal- 
revenue sectionsof the bill. So that the number of amendments 
to the tariff bill itself are not materially greater than the num- 
ber proposed by the Senate to the McKinley bill in 1890. 

A great many of those amendments are immaterial correc- 
tions,or proposed corrections,of phraseology; a slight increase 
or a slight decrease in some duty which is not of very great im- 
portance so far as the taxpayer or the Treasury is concerned; 
but there are a number of amendments that are very important 
in themselves, and that make. very material changes in the gen- 
eral scheme and idea of the bill as it passed the House and in 
the burden of taxation upon the people of the country. 

it has been said that the bill which passed the House on the 
ist day of February last was. hastily gotten up, was not a well- 
considered bill, and that therefore it was incumbent upon the 
Senate to take the crude bill offered by the House and to per- 
fect it by such amendments as the Senate deemed proper to add 
or propose toit. So far from that being true, I speals within 
the bounds of correct statement when I say that no tariff bill 
ever went from the House ef Representatives in all of its his- 
tory to the other Chamber on which longer and more careful 
and more detailed and more conscientious work was bestowed 
than upon the bill which passed this House on the Ist of Feb- 
ruary. 

Tsay this without saying anything of course as to the charac- 
ter of the bill itself. But [simply want to say for the House of 
Representatives that in the discharge of their constitutional 
duty as the immediate representatives of the taxpayers of this 
comitry, and in the discharge of the mandate of the people of 
the country when they sent the members with their commis- 
sions to this House, they performed their work honestly, care- 
fully, deliberately, and to the-best of their capacity. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

I perfectly agree, Mr. Speaker, with some of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] in the first part of his 
speech this morning. I agree with him that the duty of fram- 
ing a revenue Dill, a bill to impose taxes upon the people, -is 
both by the express letter of the Constitution and by the very 
theory of free government a duty peculiarly, and in the first 
place exclusively, resting upon those who are chosen by the 
people themselves. It is the very definition of free government 
that all taxes shall be levied by the votes of those who immedi- 
ately represent the payers of those taxes. And while under our 
constitutional system the Senate may propose amendments, it is 
none the less aduty of this House to endeavor toframe and to 
secure the passage of a tariff bill as satisfactory to it and as just 
to the people of the country as if it was the sole framer of such 
a bill, and as if the sole responsibility rested upon it. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the bill that went from this House, what- 
ever may have been the imperfections of its details, was based 
upon two clear and intelligent princinles. 

[t was based first upon the principle that in gathering revenue 


from finished products, and not upon what are called raw ma- 
terials. Taxes upon raw materials are taxes upon the occupa- 
tion of the working people of the country; and no country which 
does not allow its working people free untaxed access to the ma- 
terials of industry can fully supply its own market or hope to 
contend for the markets of other countriesin theworld. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. | 

And so, sir, the bill that passed through the House was based 
upon that great fundamental Democratic’ idea that we should 
gather whatever revenue we need under a tariff system from a 
revenue tax upon the finished product and not from successive 
taxes, ralled up and repeated at every stage in the process of 
manufacture, upon the materials that workingmen have to use in 
the employment of their labor. The bill that came back to us 
from the Senate does not recognize that principle. It has trans- 
ferred to the tax list quite a number of materials of industry 
which this House desired and desires to give free and untaxed 
to the working people of this country. Of all the chief free ma- 
terials provided tn the House bill only wool and lumber come 
back to us undisturbed by the Senate bill. 

There was another important and equally Democratic prin 
ciple in the House bill, and that was that there can be no just 
or equal system of taxation except a system based upon the value 
of the thing taxed. There is no open, public, and just system 
of taxation except that which is levied upon a unit of value, no 
that which is levied upon a unit of weight, measure, or time. 
Therefore the House bill in the main sought through all of its 
schedules to introduce and to extend, as far as it could, the ad 
valorem system of taxation, instead of a specific or a compound 
system. 

There is nota State in this country that would dare to im- 
pose specific taxes on acres of land or on the dwellings of the 
people, by which a worthless acre would pay as much taxes as 
the richest in the State, and by which the humblest cottage 
would pay the same rate of taxation as the most luxurious man- 
sion in the State; and yet specific taxes work out their results 
in exactly that. method wherever they are put into our tariff 
system, always increasing the burden where it ought to be di- 
minished in justice and equality, and diminishing the burden 
where it ought to be increased in justice and equality. 

Now, sir, we find that the Senate bill has returned very 
largely to specific taxes, and in many cases, in a considerable 
number of cases, in that worst and most insidious and prime 





i 
LY 


facie fraudulent form of taxes, a compound duty, made up of a 


specific tax and an ad valorem tax. Thus the biil comes back 
to the House with these two great fundamental principles of 
just taxation and these two great fundamental principles of Dem- 
ocratic policy in a large measure overridden and neglected; and 
it is for this House, so far as it can, in the performance of its 
duty to the people, to insist upon their continuance in any tariff 
bill that is passed by this Congress. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall not go,as I said in opening this dis- 
cussion, into details as to the specific schedulesor as to the spe- 
cifictaxes. [havealready stated that the amendments proposed 
to this bill by the Senate are 634 in number. They are distrib- 
uted as follows: There are 52 amendments to the chemical 
schedule; there are 64 amendments to the iron and steel sched- 
ule; there are 3 to the wood schedule; 5 to the sugar schedule; 
4 to the tobacco schedule; 16 to the cotton schedule; 19 to the 
flax schedule; 30 to the woolen schedule; 6 to the silk schedule; 
8 to the paper schedule; 57 to the sundry schedule; and 89 to 
the free list; in the latter case, almost always a transfer of 
something left on the free list by the House or put upon the free 
list by the House back to the taxable list. 

Now, sir, if there were any feeling in this House when we 
came to deal with the tariff bill, it was that we were dealing too 
conservatively. There wasscarcely any sentiment in this House, 
except here and thereupon some one particular item, that did nat 
make us feel that if we were free to carry out the full mandate 
of the people who sent us there, we would have sent to the Sen- 
ate a bill with a lower range of duties than we ventured to sug- 
gest or pass in this House. 

If these amendments were in the direction of a reduction of 
the people's taxes, Iam sure that this House would agree very 
quickly to a large number of them; but while a few of them, in 
one or two important instances, for which I must give due 
credit, are reductions, the great mass of these changes are in 
the direction of increasing the taxes upon the American people 
and increasing the protection of the home makers of the articles 
thus taxed. This is especially true in the sugar sehedule. It 
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is true in the cotton schedule. It is true inthe woolen schedule. 
It is true in the glass schedule, and so on through all the im- 
portant schedules where the taxes bear most heavily on the 
people there is an increase in taxation which will not, in my 
judgment, increase proportionately the revenue of the Govern- 
ment derived from those taxes. 


*But, Mr. Speaker, I feel that while it is the duty of the House 
to stand by the people, and while I believe this House is going 
to stand by the people [applause on the Democratic side], I be- 


lieve, sir, that we should recognize in the spirit of fairness any 
difficulties which our colleagues at the other end of the Capitol 
may have had in the construction of this bill, and that there 
should be, both in letter and in spirit, ‘‘a full and free confer- 
ence” between the House and the Senate as to all the amend- 
ments proposed to the House bill; and I believe that such con- 
ferecs as may go from this House will go animated with that 
spirit, prepared to deal fairly and fully and honestly with these 
successive amendments, but at the same time under the over- 
whelming sentiment of fidelity to their party pledges and to 
their duty to the people who sent them here. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.| 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time, though I do 
not know that I shall want to say anything further. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel ifkce making any reply 
to the gentleman from West Virginia. I appreciate what he is 
pleased to euphemistically call the ‘‘ difficulties” of the Senate, 
the nature and character of which, however, he has wisely re- 
frained from telling us. Iam glad also to have him utter this 
note of defiance to the Senate, and yet I am perfectly confident, 
as is every member of this House, that it is the last outery that 
will be uttered by him or by his side. [Laughter.] 

The idea of his talking about free raw material being a Demo- 
cratic principle, and telling us that he was trying to carry it 
out! Free raw material, in the last essence, is not to be found 
on the face of the earth. It is a mere chimera; a mere illusion 
of the schoolmen, which, the moment it got before those prac- 
tical gentlemen in the Senate, men of business, men with ‘‘diffi- 
culties” [laughter], vanished, leaving not a rack behind. 
{Laughter.] And when they get into the conference com- 
mittee, those practical business men, with their “ difficulties,” 
will confront the gentleman from West Virginia, and confront 
him at shorter range, and will obliterate him more effectually 
than a have already done. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Now, think what he has said! Hehas said that the bill which 
he presented here was more protectionist than he wanted, more 
so than he would have made it if he had been at liberty to do 
right. Well, with 100 Democratic majority, what on earth pre- 
vented him from doing what he calls right? He goes into this 
question with an asseveration that he had already gone too far, 
and yet the Senate utterly outstrips him. How, then, is he go- 
ing to meet them in a “‘spirit of fairness?” How is he going to 
apvreciate their ‘‘ difficulties?” I am sorry he did not define to 
the House those difficulties, and yet my regret is mitigated by 
the fact that the country has defined them and has not needed 
his assistance. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there are not only 634 amend- 
ments to this bill, comprising 96 pages of printed matter, but 
90 per cent of those amendments are material changes in the 
bill. As the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
has said, nearly every schedule has an increase in duty. The 
chairman has also informed the House that in the Senate amend- 
ments the theory upon which the House bill was,formed has 
been overturned and specific duties have taken the place of ad 
valorem rates. 

That is true, Mr. Speaker. The bill as it comes from the 
Senate is radically different in almostevery particular from the 
bill as it left the House. There are many amendments upon 
which I would gladly vote to concur. For instance, the Sen- 
ate has granted to our magnificent Empire State the conces- 
sion of protective duties on collars and cuffs and on teasels. 
{[Laughter.] They have restored teasels to the dutiable list. I 
am glad that at least one member of the Senate representing the 
State of New York in the other end of the Capitol was not in- 
duced to vote for this bill even though they put teasels into it 
with a duty of 15 per cent. (Laughter. ] 

The only raw material which is free in the bill now is the 
farmer’s wool. They have made that free, and, as a compensa- 
tion to the farmer, they have given him free burlaps—free bags. 
They have left the duty on his fence wire; they have given him 
a duty of 3 cents a dozen on eggs; they have given him a duty 
of 15 cents a bushel on potatoes. They have made other maz- 
nificent overtures to the farmer to compensate for the destruc 
tion of his wool industry; but when it came to the question of 
free coal and free iron ore, the two principal essentials of the 
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great manufactures of this country, the Senate said, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from West Virginia, that those few cor- 
porate railroads inthe Stateof West Virginia must be protected 
by a duty upon those articles. 

And so free raw materials have vanished from the bill. Then 
they have got sugar in. They have adopted my friend’s ‘‘ad 
valorem,” a rate of 40 per cent on sugar. They have adopted it 
because it is such a rate as the importer always wants—an ad 
valorem rate. The importer in this instance was the great 
sugar trust; and thesugar trust demandedanad valorem; and of 
course the sugar trust got it—a rate of 40 per cent on raw sugar, 
40 per cent on refined sugar, and because the trust does not im- 
port refined sugar, an additional rate of one eighth of acenta 
pound on that. 

Well, sir, in the debate elsewhere it has been stated that the 
difference in price between raw and refined sugar was about 20 
cents a hundred, and that the 40 per cent would mean 8 cents, 
and the eighth of a cent per pound would mean 124 cents a hun- 
dred, and so the differential duty was 204 cents, equal to the 
difference in price. Whoever made that statement was de- 
ceived by somebody in the interest of the sugar trust. I have 
before me now a statement from a commercial paper published 
in the city of New York of the values of sugars on July 4, and 
the average difference in the values of sugar, accounting for all 
difference in saccharine strength in the sugars (which I will 
not go into), is more than a cent a pound, and the differential 
duty under this Senate schedule is from six-tenths of a cent to 
1 cent a pound in favor of the sugar refiner. 

Now, I am not going very far into this matter of sugar. I want 
to wait and see what is going to be done. I want to hear the 
eloquent gentleman from West Virginia when he comes in here 
with his report from the conference committee. I want to see 
what is to be done with sugar. You know what the vote was in 
the Senate. You know what the actionof the Senate was. You 
know what stands behind the uction of the Senate. 

Mr. REED. That is, the “difficulties,” you mean. 

Mr. PAYNE. The “‘ difficulties *—the difficulty of a contri- 
bution, not toa Democratic national committee in 1892, but to 
the Democratic committee of the State of New York in 1892—to 
their campaign fund. That seems to be the largest-—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman, who was a 
member of the Ways and Means Committee in 1890, when the 
McKinley bill was passed, whether the House committee did not 
recommend a certain duty amounting only to about two-thirds 
of that which was finally adopted in conference, and whether 
his party did not subsequently give, for the benetit of the trust, 
the high duties that are now imposed by law? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state that matter in a moment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, is not that true? 

Mr. PAYNE. I wouldrather state that in my own way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You allowed the Senate then to have its 
way against the interests of the people. You had better take 
care of your own Senfte before you go to criticising ours. 

Mr.PAYNE. Itis true we puta duty on refined sugar; there is 
no question about that. Mr. Knight, of Philadelphia, appeared 
before us and made a statement as to his business; and from 
that statement my own individual judgment ,was that three- 
tenths of a cent a pound was ample protection. I favored that 
duty; and the committee reported four-tenths. Gentlemen ap- 
peared before the Senate committee—geéntlemen not interested 
in the trust—and they represented to the Senate committee 
that a duty of more than six-tenths of a cent a pound was neces- 
sary; and the Senate granted a duty of six-tenths of a cent. 

The conferees finally put itat half acenta pound. After that 
the sugar trustabsorbed these outside refiners. The sugar trust 
went into the campaign in 1892, and went in before the Senate 
Finance Committee in 1894 and followed that committee about, 
and invited them to hotels, and met themin private houses; and 
with the iniquity of the trustspread out before them, with more 
than 80 per cent of refined sugar the product of the trust, with 
their eyes open, with the benefit of their experience since 1840, 
the Senate has put a duty of more than five-tenths of a centa 
pound upon every pound of refined sugar in addition to the 
duty paid upon raw sugar. I simply want to contrast the action 
of the two Houses. ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Willthe gentleman yield for a question 
as to the statement he has just made? : 2 

Mr. PAYNE. I would yield, but my time is going very rap- 





idly. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
the protective duty of one-halfacent per pound pet on in the Me- 
' Kinley bill is not more than that put on by the Senate in this 
' bill, which is one-eighth and one-tenth? 
Mr. PAYNE. I will publish the figures with my remarks. 
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- clause with reference to petroleum oil. 





The market price of sugar as published in the Shipping and 
Commercial List and New York Price Current July 4, 1894, is as 
follows: 

Centrifugal, 96° test, 34 cents per pound. 

Muscovado, 89°, 234 cents per pound. 

Molasses sugar, 89°, 2,4, cents per pound. 


Refined. 
Cents per pound. 
GrGMUlOtedd ...< onc ccccen sc cece cscs cc ccceccceccenncuseeseséseseccccucaess 47,-4} 
rc biatcha vie dpasaceecpiceniihaneaieadinanters<469<s0ndenkiienaeiens 4-44 
Crushed ....... ae hd ih eae enieddddeende waa 44 Dike 
Cee EL o cntuich wabesdcyoasaacenndaretesenesbueneweses cibcadigie tenn ateelie 44-55 


Dividing the price per pound of the raw sugars by the num- 


* ve ¢ oh | 
ber of degrees of saccharine strength, the real value of such | , mn, W : 
'% = | gated, more unlike anything in the heavens above and in the 


| earth beneath—I will notexcept things in the other place |laugh- 


sugars is: 
Centrifugal, at 3} cents—96—3¢ cents. 
Muscovado, at 244 cents—89=—3 cents. 
Molasses sugar, at 2,74, cents—89—23 cents. 
The duty per pound on these prices is: 
Centrifugal, 3¢ at 40 per cent, .013 cent per pound. 
Muscovado, 3 at 40 per cent, .012 cent per pound. 
Molasses sugar, 2# at 40 per cent, .011 cent per pound. 
On refined: 


Granulated, 4. to 44 cents, 40 per cent and 4.0175 to .01825. | ; ; ; 
granulated, 41g + cents, —* dé aoe Sie report from a subordinate in the Treasury, who advised the 


Powdered, 4,5; to 44 cents, 40 per cent and 4=.0185 to .01925. 
Crushed, 43 to 5,4 cents, 40 per cent and 4==.02075 to .0215. 
Cut loaf, 44 to 5;4 cents, 40 per cent and 4.02075 to .0215. 
This makes an average duty per pound on— 


Raw sugars... ---------------- 2-00 --e eee enn e ee ee ee enone 012 
Co caw be ce cnc cen he nenavedaasceamubabateadens .01787 
DD 6 Sa td cnnvabcncksceatusédenakhdwckeedadhsusacks -019 
CORIO 6 fox Cerbdd a actend ended dane oedaateeeaaaen .02112 
CW Ss, neat ads wicca oknseteedndeadtnwsadanmea iawn .02112 


The lowest differential duty is almost six-tenths of a cent per 
pound, viz: five hundred and eighty-seven one-thousandths. 
The highest is more than nine-tenths. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. One other question, and I will not inter- 
rupt the gentleman further. Was not the casting vote in favor 
of the sugar schedule of this bill given by the Republican Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, ‘‘the Republican Senator from Pennsy]l- 
vania” hoped that with the sugar duty on he might defeat the 
bill in the Senate. He cast his vote in that direction for that 
purpose. But there did not seem to be enough righteous men 
left on the Democratic side of the Senate to give more than one 
vote against the bill on its final passage. 

Mr. PENCE. I think I gather better than the gentleman 
from New York the drift of the question of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. What he means to ask is, whether it 
is not a fact that it took the vote of the ex-chairman of the na- 
tional! Republican committee to save a Democratic tariff-reform 
bill upon the sugar question? 

Mr. PAYNE. That isa characteristic of the Populist party, 
which, under the guise of a question, the gentleman from Colo- 
rado has succeeded in inserting into my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can get the floor again, I will resume 
the thread of my discussion. I suppose the gentleman from 
Colorado has forgotten the fact that even then, even with the 
vete to which he refers, it took two Populists’ votes to put the 
bill through the Senate. 

Mr. PENCE. No; I wish I could forget it. 

Mr. PAYNE. But there is another matter to which I wish 
to address myself for a moment. When this bill was in the 
House thecommittee reported a sortof reciprocity or retaliatory 
We had some discus- 
sion about thaf, it will be remembered. I mentioned the fact 
that a representative of the petroleum trust had been in the city 
a week or two; and the amendment came in; then our commit- 
tee took it out of the bill. It went to the Senate, and I do not 
know whether the representative of the petroleum trust was 
there or not, but in any event that amendment appears to have 
been incorporated in the petroleum schedule. 

I tried very hard in the House to get a similar retaliatory 
clause with reference to plows and other agricultural imple- 
ments which come in free of duty under the House bill; but the 
Democratic side of the House voted me down. 
‘*business men” in the Senate for some reason or other have 
seen the point, and they put that retaliatory provision on plows 
and agricultural implements. 

If I had time to go into all the beauties of the bill I would like 
todoso. Why, it was beautiful as it left the House, but as it 
comes back to us from the Senate I am lost in admiration 
[laughter], it is such a crazy piece from beginning to end, with- 
out principle—a single one—unless it be the protection of trusts 
and combinations; without a single principle, unless it is in vio- 
lation of the Democratic platform in every one of its particu- 
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| lars; without a single principle, unless it is made sometimes to 





However, these | 





please Republicans, sometimes Populists, sometimes Democrats, 
and always to catch votes and for nothing else. {Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

But the bill comes back to us at last,and I am ready to join 
you gentlemen in voting to disagree with these amendments, 
though I would like to have an opportunity to vote on some of 
them separately; but I want it to get into conference, to see 
what the report of the conference committee is to be. 

I want to see what they can make of the two bills, for I be- 
lieve, sir, that when you see the Senate bill and the House bill 
coming back here with that conference committee's report, with 
that sert of a combination, we will have a thing, more varie- 


ter]|—than anything that has ever come before the House of 
Representatives. | hope we wiil nonconcur, so that we may 
see what sort of a wrestle we will have on collars and cuffs and 
on teasels and other things embraced in the 634 different items 
that the Senate have incorporated in the bill by way of change. 

And I am glad to notice another thing. I lifted my warning 
voice againstchanging the administrative act, but the House, 
or the majority on the other side of the House, on some sort of 


committee otherwise, made the change. It went to the Senate, 
and they have stricken out every one of your amendments un- 
der that head on the advice and at the request of the Secretary 
of the Treasury himself. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. QuiaG]. {Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I receive the tribute of the other 
side of the Chamber with a great deal of satisfaction. 

Before this bill goes into the conference I should like, if pos- 
sible, toobtain the sympathy of the conferees on the part of the 
House in behalf of the great State of New York. It is called, 
you know, the Empire State, and imperial it truly is; imperial 
in its resources, imperial in the potentiality of its people, and 
it has a great deal of interest in the issue of this conference, 
more, 1 suspect, than the combined interests of all the States rep- 
resented by Democrats in the Ways and Means Committee. 

Twenty per cent of the manufacturing output of the entire 
United States is the product of the State of New York. Her 
factories number 66,000. The value of her output is nearly 

2,000,000,000. These factories employ nearly 1,000,000 of neople, 
and pay nearly $500,000,000 in wages annually. Theoretically, 
at least, New York is very well represented in this Congress in 
the party that has constructed this tariff bill. 

New York has two Senators, and they are both adherents of 
that party. She has thirty-four Representatives, and nineteen 
of them are Democrats. But after a careful reading of this bill 
I am utterly unable to obtain any evidence in the bill of the ex- 
istence in this Congress of any other son of New York than the 
Hon. EDWARD MURPHY, jr., of Troy. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] I think it will appear that he is the only man 
who has made a single effective address to the Democrats in 
charge of this bill. 

The Wilson bill left this House, a bill to smash industries; 
and without in the least losing its character in that respect it 
has returned to us a bill to protect trusts. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] My Democratic colleagues from New York 
have been very divided on this bill, divided among themselves, 
and in some cases divided among himself. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.| Some of them have been in favor of it, some 
of them have been opposed to it, and, as nearly as I can figure 
out, some of them have been both for it and against it. But, 
somehow or other, not a manof them has been able to ingraft 
upon the bill a single word or figure to the advantage of the 
State of New York, with the exception of the Hon. EDWARD 
MURPHY, the junior Senator. 

When the bill went over to the Senate we know what hap- 
pened. Every combination of capital in this country rich enough 
and ‘powerful enough to control or influence a Democratic United 
States Senator was permitted to write its own schedule. The 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has spoken of 
**difficulties.” The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has ex- 
cused him from the task of indicating what they are, but we all 
know. A Senator rises in his place and says, ‘* This is a very 
good bill, an uncommonly good bill, and yet I hardly know 
whether I can support it or not—yet. I notice one extraordi- 
nary omission in the bill. I[t doesnot tax”—well, in deference to 
the gentleman from West Virginia we willsay—‘‘coal. I notice 
that there is no tax on coal.” 

And then the chorus of Democratic Senators in their seats cry 
out: ‘Well, but you see a tax on coal isunconstitutional.” And 
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the Senator on the floor says, ‘‘Yes, I have heard of that, but you | its custody the most important piece of legislation that is the 


have got to pass this bill, have you not?” And they say, ‘‘Yes, 
we have got to pass it.” ‘‘And my vote is necessary to its pas- 
sage?” “Yes, we admit that.” ‘'Well, I supposed when you 
said that a tax on coal was unconstitutional, that you did not 
quite apprehend my position. My position is, no tax on coal, 
no vote.’ And so down goes a tax on coal. 

And then another Senator rises in his place and says: ‘‘ Yes, 
this is a good bill. I have noticed howexcellent a bill it is my- 
self, but L observe that there is no tax on sugar.” And they all 
cry out, ‘* Well, but you see it is impossible to put a tax on 
sugar, because that is unconstitutional.” ‘‘ Yes,” he replies, ‘‘] 
have heard of that. But a tax on sugar goes in this bill, or you 
do not get my vote.” And so down goes a tax on sugar. 

Several MEMBERS. Up. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes, up goes the tax on sugar. And so all 
through the 634 amendments that they have made in this bill, 
every one of them is the result of the statement of a Democratic 
Senator, ‘‘ You don’t get my vote unless you violate the Con- 
stitution.” 

Now, when it came New York’s turn, Mr. Speaker, the senior 
Senator from that State, who, as all who have watched his 
career well know, is opposed to all such things as dickers, who 
never engaged in a bargain in his life, rose up in his majesty 
and said, ‘‘l have nothing to ask. Eliminate the income tax 
and I will talk to you.” Butthe income tax stayed there. The 
junior Senator from that State was the only one who made an 
effectivespeech. Realizing that the eyesofeightmillions of peo- 
ple verve him, realizing that he was thesole bulwark against 
the destruction of their interests, he stood forth among his as- 
sociates like the mighty gladiator he is, armed cap-a-pie, booted 
and buckled and belted and spurred, and said in tones that 
thrilled the American Senate with their passion, ‘ Collars and 
cuffs, 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. Speaker, that was a very simple speech, but it had the 
strength of simplicity. My Democratic colleague of New York 
on the Ways and Means Committee of this House [Mr. Cock- 
RAN] has the well-earned reputation of being a very eloquent 
man, and he spoke on this bill with more than his ordinary 
fluency. So fluently, indeed, that sometimes I was afraid he 
would not be able to catch up with himself; but somehow or an- 
other he came back from the harvestempty-handed. Thesenior 
Senator from New York spoke too, and the country, having 
nothing else in the world to do, paused and gave him its undi- 
vided attention. But somehow or other he was able to accom- 
plish nothing. Only the junior Senator succeeded. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the junior Senator from 
New York, and I wantit perfectly understood that we realize 
that this isadayofsmallthingsand small men. [Derisivelaugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] If you gentlemen understand the 
point as well as I do, we are both satisfied. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. QUIGG. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CARUTH. In whatarena, in what country, where is it, 
that gladiators are booted and spurred? [Great laughter onthe 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I should have great pleasure in 
answering the gentleman’s question if I thought it would do 
anything for the interest of the State of New York, whichis my 
presentconcern. In our State, with our millions of industry, we 
are very glad we have obtained this duty on collarsand cuffs. We 
are grateful for it. But I want to ask those gentlemen who are 
going soon to adjust these ‘' difficulties,” when they look over 
this unnamed and unclassified beast that has come back to us 
claiming our paternity, mindful of the resources of the State of 
New York, that even now itisstraining at its tether to go among 
and destroy, that they will clip another claw and draw another 
tooth in behalf of the State of New York. If [have anyfurther 
time I return it to the gentleman from Maine. [Applause on 
the Republican side, and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr.REED. Will the gentleman irom West Virginia dispose 
of some of his time? Two gentlemen have already spoken on 
this side. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am ready to take a vote 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon the motion to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. REED. One moment. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have no purpose, Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, and especially in view of the temper the House, to en- 
gage in any tariff discussion. My sole purpose in addressing 
the House will be to find an answer to the inquiry, What is 
the question that now confronts us? The House has to-day in 
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product of this long and tedious session. It has before it a bj|| 
whose title is ‘‘ to reduce taxation and to provide revenue fop 
the Government,” and is to-day in tho exercise of the hiche 
function imposed upon it by the Constitution—the function 


| providing for the raising of revenue to keep in motion 1 


wheels of this great Government. 

But that is not the most important aspect of the situation 
fore us. We are to-day to consider under the rule adopted p 
this House, and inno other,way, not simply a revenue bill, but 4 
revenue bill which proposes to overturn the revenue syste: 
that for thirty years has prevailed in this country to the en 
mous enhancement of the prosperity of its people. Weare 
dispose of, in the brief time allowed to us, a measure which 
full of experiment, about which no man can prophesy save as } 
learns from the past, and about which, prophesyingas he lea 
from the past, he can prophesy nothing but disaster. 

Not only have we a revenue bill, and a revenue bill which p: 
poses to establish a new system of raising revenue, but we hayo 
in addition what amounts substantially to two alternative bil! 
before us. We havethe Wilson bill, which went from this x 
to the other end of the Capitol embodying not the principles 
the Chicago platform of the Democratic party, but embodyin 
as it is claimed, at least two principles, to wit, free raw mate: 
and ad valorem instead of specific duties. 

That bill ought to be a proper subject of discussion at t 
time. Then we have substantially another bill, a bill tl 
comes from the Senate. That bill came to this House the day 
before yesterday, and already having passed through the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is before the House again to-day. 
The difference between these two bills, the Wilson billand the 
Senate bill, is as the difference between day and night. In the 
Senate bill the principle of free raw material has disappeared: 
the principle of ad valorem taxation instead of specific dutic: 
has disappeared. The question as to which of these bills ought 
to be adopted, in whole or in part, as the revenue system of thi 
somtra is the question that ought tobe discussed by the Hous 
to-day. 

I do not stop to characterize in my own language the bill that 
comes from the Senate. I do not stop to characterize in m 
own language the differences existing between that bill and the 
bill which is the product of the House, the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the American people. I prefer to characterize it 
in the terms applied to it by a member of the dominant part) 
responsible for its passage at the other end of the Capitol. | 
propose to read from the speech of him who has been called, 
rightly I have no doubt, the greatest living Democrat. Listen, 
if you please, to the wordsof the senior Senator from New York 
describing the Senate bill. He says: 


LU 


The Senate bill—the Gorman compromise bill, as it is now generall) 
known in the press and throughout the country—I mean the bill in its pré 
ent shape, is neither satisfactory to the Democratic party nor to the cow 
try. There is no mistaking public sentiment upon this point. 

The true principles of tariff reform have been sacrificed in the effort | 
insure the retention of an income tax. This the country believes—this the 
country understands. We — the people bread and we are giving 
themastone. We promised them free raw materials, and we are giving 
them taxed coal, taxed iron ore, taxed coke, taxed lead ore, and other ta 
raw materials. A 

They expected free sugar, but we are taxing not only that article, bu 
other necessaries of life. 


oo m 3 xt * 


This is not a Democratic bill, lam sure; it is not a distinctly Republi! 
bill; it is not a Populist bill entire, but it is a mixture of all—itis a rag-! 
production—it is a crazy-quilt combination—it is a splendid nothing 


Now, Mr. Speaker, with the Wilson bill before us and the Sen- 
ate bill before us, and with the prospect of establishing a ne\ 
system of revenue, what should be the proper course of legisla- 
tion? It is the supreme function of this House, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as we have already heard, to deal 
with this question of revenue. And the House has made pro- 
vision for an intelligent consideration of legislation proposed. 
How do the House rules provide that this great question shal 
be settled? They provide that these two bills shall pass throug! 
the Ways and Means Committee, to the end that they shall there 
receive consideration, discussion, and deliberation; that the» 
they shall be committed to the Committee of the Whole, where 
amendment, debate, consideration, are again all possible and in 
order. 

And yet, notwithstanding these House rules, notwithstandin; 
the immense gravity of the situation, notwithstanding the im- 
portance of this measure, we find this bill practically withou' 
consideration in the Ways and Means Committee because of the 
lack of necessary information. No estimates have been fu 
nished to us. The effect of the bill it is impossible to tel! 
Under these circumstances we find ourselves confined in this 
House to-day in the discussion of this great and important meas- 
ure to two hours of time. The majority has seen fit to abridge 
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debate, refused the opportunity for amendment, and delegate | ! 


the powers and duties of the House to a committee of confer- 
ence. Gentlemen of the majority, you are in the possession of 
power, not the power of right, but the power of might. 





You may override reason. You may stifle debate. Yours is 
the opportunity to exercise mercilessly the merciless authority 


merciless majority. You may triumph to-day; you will 
But you will not triumph for long. I say to 
Intoxicated 


of a 
triumph to-day. 
vou that your doom has already been pronounced. 
with the seeming victory of 1892, you have never awakened 
a realization of the staggering defeat of 1893. Your ears hav 
been deaf to the thunder of the people's voice asin a continu 
wave it rolled from Massachusetts through New York, Pennsy|- 
vania, and Ohio to the prairie lands of Iowa in indignant pro- 
test against your misguided conception of the popular will 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. You simply await, gentlemen, the registr: 
of the decree November next, from which there will be no 
appeal save to the people themselves, the decree of a people 
whose patience has been exhausted by your incompetence and 
whose nt and vengeance will be swift and sure. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Go on, gentlemen of the majority. Complete the assassina- 
tion of your country’s industries; but bear in mind that the 
hearts of the American people beat true to the interests of the 
American people, that their clear brains are capable of discern- 
ing between friend and foe, that the average common sense of 
the masses of the plain people, whom you can not deceive, will 
in the end clothe with power that party, and that party only, 
whose principles and dcctrines are true tothe interests of Amer- 
icans, to the security of the American market for the American 
producer. [Applause on the Republican side.] . 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from West Virginia desire 
to use his remaining time now? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, duties at a meeting of a commit- 
tee prevented my being in attendance when the gentleman from 
West Virginia addressed the House this morning, but I have 
inquired as to the nature of his remarks and am told that they 
were a brave and courageous announcement that the majority 
in this House should stand firm in favor of the bill as it passed 
the House. If that is true, [desire to congratulate him and the 
majority in this House. 

Mr. REED. That is not quite correct. He said the House 
conferees would bear in mind the difficulties of the Senate, the 
troubles in which they found themselves, and would deal with 
them in a spirit of fairness. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I did come into the House in time 
to hear the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] say that there 
had been somewhere, by somebody, on some occasion, a sugges- 
tion made that there were difficulties surrounding the final so- 
lution of this question. [Laughter.] The motion now before 
the House, as I understand it, issimply that the House shall dis- 
agree to the amendments of the Senate and agree to a confer- 
ence, 

We have had no expectation up to this time, Mr. Speaker, 
however much we m: happily disappointed within the next 
few hours, that there would be any Populist member amongst 
the House conferees [laughter], so that we have had no expecta- 
tion of having one of our members take part in the final adjust- 
mentof the frame and formandeffectof this tariff bill. We have, 
however, asincere desire and hope that the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee will deserve, at the moment of final ac- 
tion on this bill, to stand up again and call upon his colleagues 
as a roll of honor and to be carried out upon their shoulders. It 
is not a question of sense with him; itis a question of courage, 
and, for one, I believe he has it. 

But that is not what I rose to say. I want to read to the 
membersof this House a few words of genuine and disinterested 
wisdom,so that they may atleast go to the conference, and possibly 
to the country, with the other romarks made here to-day. On 
the 4thof July, 1802, the new party of this country in national 
convention used the lancuage I am about to read, which it seems 
to me at this moment, witnessing the scene of to-day and recall- 
ing the late scenes in the Senate, was inspired by both truth 
and prophecy: 

We have witnessed for more than aquarter of a century the struggles of 
the two great political parties for power and plunder, while grievous wrongs 
have been inflicted upon the suffering people. We charge that the control- 
ling influences dominating both these parties have permitted the dreadful 
conditions to develop without serious effort to prevent or restrain them. 

Neither do they now promise us any substantialreform. They have agreed 
tog~sher to ignore, in the coming campaign, every issue butone. They pro- 
Pose t9 drown the outcries of a plundered people with the uproar of a sham 
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| that whatever the product is, that 





» over the tariff, sothat capitalists, corporations, national bank 


ut 3, rings, 
trusts, watered stock, the demonetization of silver, and the pressions of 
the usurers may all be lost sight of 

{Here the hammer fell, ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 


of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from West Virginia does not 
desire to occupy further time, I yield five minutes to the g 
tleman from Lilinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Sp in the time allowed 
for debate there can be no discussion of the schedules of this 
bill. Therefore I hesitate about eyen using the five minutes 
which have been accorded me. But I will briefly say I am glad 

hat this ruie was adopted and that the House is about to non- 
in the Senate amendments and to send the differences 
between the two Houses to the conference. 

This is the 7th day of July. Congress has been in session al- 
mosttwelve months. In 1892 you Democrats swept the country 
upon a platform that committed you to a certain policy. You 
elected the President; you obtained control of the Senate; you 
secured your 90 majority in this House; and on the 4th day of 
March, 1893, you inaugurated your President. The country has 
never regretted the election of 1892 and the subsequent inaugu- 
ration but once, and that has been ever since the inauguration 
took place. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

A goverment of the people? Yes, thank God, as the years rol! 


saKeCr, 


concur 


| around, a law-abiding people, a courageous people, competent 


for self-government. Making mistakes? Yes; but thank God, 
upon the whole, making fewer mistakes than afy other gover 


ment onearth. They made a gigantic mistake in 1892. Th 
Republicans knew it then and know it now. All the people 


know it now. But as the election was held, the burden is cast 
upon you (addressing the Democratic side). If you can not keep 


| your pledges, you threaten to keep them, as you have since the 


4th day of March, 1893, and to come in in the last days of your 
complete power and legislate and try to convince the country 
is ‘‘ tariff reform” and a keep- 
ing of your pledges. 

Why do you send these differences with the Senate to a con- 
ference committee? The decree has gone forth, and while the 
whirlwind trom New York, charged with thunder and light- 
ning—L refer to Mr. WARNER—and while the smooth-tongued 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] may send forth 
their notes of defiance, witha string to thém [laughter|—it is 
absolutely morally sure that substantially the Senate amend 
ments are to be adopted. You are to open your mouths and 
swallow them down and call them “tariff reform.” In Heaven's 
name, act as quickly as you can. The country has gone from 
bad to worse. It is goingfrom bad to worse now. Give us your 
legislative product, and a little later on this American people, 
putting down disorder by law, putting their foot upon the Gov- 
ernor of Illinois, putting their foot upon the Governor of Colo- 
rado, putting their foot upon the Governor of Missouri, if they 
fail todo their duty or keep other off from doing their 
sworn duty, the sentiment of the country under t! 


icials 
will enlist tl 
banner of law and order and the enforcement of the law. 
To-day ninety-nine out of a hundred of our people are saying, 
**Under the law we will bear the grievances we have until, in 
November, 1894, we shall enter upon a different policy, so far 
we can, and also by our action at the ballot box give notice tha 
we shall go back to the policy which, under the lead of the Re- 


ra] 
a 





publican party for thirty years, brought prosperity to th: 

try, but which under your lead and threat [addressing the Dem- 
| ocratic side] has been taken fromit. [Ap » Repub 

lican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine mS ) 
twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from West Virginia de 
to occupy any further time? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am p tly \ 
the vote shall be taken now. 

Mr. REED. Al right. 

The SPEAKER. The question pon eing to th ) 
tion of the gentleman from West Virginia, the Hou yn- 
concurin the Senate amendments and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho 


The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West 
the House recensider the vote last taken was 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces- 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I dgsire to ( res 
olution of instructions—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces t] 
ferees on the partof the House, which the Clerk 


Virginia, a motion th 
laid on the table 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN of Tennessee, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY of Kentucky, Mr. REED of Maine, Mr. Bur- 
ROWS of Michigan, Mr. PAYNE of New York 

DEATH OF HON. MARCUS C, LISLE. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad 
duty to announce to the House of Representatives the death of 
Hon. Marcus C. Lisle, late a Representative in Congress from 
the State of Kentucky. He died early this morning at his 
home near Winchester, Ky. - 

He was born September 23, 1862, in Clark County, Ky. Though 
young in years, he had become very prominent as a lawyer, leg- 
islator,and businessman. Inthe year 1890 he was elected county 
judge of the county in which he was born and reared. In 1892 
he was elected a Representative in Congress, and was therefore 
serving his first term at the time of his death. 

He was a true friend, a pure patriot, and an accomplished gen- 
tleman, and he was loved and respected by all who knew him. 
In all the positions of honor and trust held by him he was con- 
spicuous for his ability, integrity, and fidelity to duty. 

At this time I will not indulge in any extended remarks on 
the life,character,and public services of our deceased colleague 
and friend, but in the future I will ask the House of Represent- 
atives to set apart a day for the commemoration of his virtues 
und public services, and for appropriate action in regard to his 
death. J now ask the adoption of the resolutions which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives have heard 
with deep regret and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. Marcus C. 
Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven members cf the House be appointed by 
the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall 
take proper action for superintending the funeral and for attending the re- 
mains of the deceased at the place of burial, and the necessary expense in- 
oureen be Se execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 

‘nesolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate to the Senate a copy 
of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote, 
the Chair will name the following committee in pursuance of 
the resolution just adopted: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. McCrEARY, Mr. Berry, Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr, 
DKAPER, Mr. LUCAS, and Mr. PENCE. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. TAWNEY, on 
account of sickness in his family; and to 

Mr. SIPg, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported a resolution to refer 
to the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 2382) for the relief of 
Stephen D. Clark and Miss Emma C. Lovelace, both of Cata- 
houla Parish, La.; which, with the accompanying report (No. 
1209), was ordered to be printea, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HICKS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7659) granting pen- 
sions to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served during the 
war of the rebellion at any time from March 4, 1861, to July 1, 
1865, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7661) to regu- 
late the practice of medicine and surgery and to license physi- 
cians and surgeons in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7662) for the relief of home- 
stead settlers in Beaver County, Okla., and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1%f Rule XXII, a private bill of the following 
title was presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. HALL, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7660) for the relief 
of Hamilton Crews—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of Sally H. Tompkins, of Kana- 
wha County, W. Va., praying that the claim of Beverly Tomp- 
kins, deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire: Petition of Charles Winch 
and other citizens of Langdon and Alstead, N. H., praying that 
fraternal beneficial societies, etc., may be exempt from the pro- 
visions of any-law providing for a tax on income —to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COFFEEN: Petition of 63 citizens of Laramie County, 
Wyo., for suspension of assessments on mining claims—to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Arkansas 
City, Kans., favorable to the Kyle resolution—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of the presidentand 
faculty of Alfred University, Alfred, N. Y., for the suppression 
of lotteries—to the Chmmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7658, for the relief of Mary Ann Tippler—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SHAW: Resolutions of John Flynn Post, No. 77, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of North Lacrosse, Wis., signed by Wil- 
liam Grover, post commander, and Charles S. Fourt, adjutant, 
and 36 membets, urging Congress to enact a law making ita 
treasonable offense, punishable by fine or imprisonment, to raise 
any foreign flag on any public building of the United States upon 
any occasion or any time. Also the indorsement of the resolu- 
tion by North Lacrosse Council, No. 9, American Protective As- 
sociation, of North Lacrosse, Wis., signed by J. C. Follmer, 
president, and Horace Norton, secretary, and representing 500 
members—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAy, July 9, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last, when, 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 26th instant, a letter 
from the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine Hospital 
Service, together with a copy of the report by Passed Assistant 
Surg. James B. Stoner, of the Marine Hospital Service, upon 
the quarantine administration and facilities at the port of Asto- 
ria, at the mouth of the Columbia River; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered tq be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Sec- 
retary of tho Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General, submitting a request for a deficiency appropriation to 
cover the expenses of the judge of the United States court in 
the Indian Territory during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are on the table two com- 
munications from the Secretary of the Interior, an original 
communication sent last week, and a supplemental communica- 
tion still later, both in response to a resolution of the Senate 
adopted some days since, relating to the Klamath Indian Reser- 
vation in Oregon. I move that both communications and ac- 
companying papers be printed together as one document, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN, 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. 
BurRRows, and Mr. PAYN® managers at the conference on thé 
part of the House. 
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The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. 
Emerson; and the bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, 
Vt.; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. HARE, and Mr. PICKLER, man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank | 


notes and United States Treasury notes: 
A bill (H. R. 4822) granting the use of certain land to the town 
of Castine, Me., for a public park; 


A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons who have filed dec- | 


larations of intention to enter desert lands; 

A bill (H. R.4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of 





the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in 


Oklahoma Territory; and 


A bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexi- 
| # reduction of the appropriation for the library of the Surgeon- 


ean Central Railway Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S.1758) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon 
and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present petitions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Merchants’ Exchange; of the Ohio Mechanics’ [nsti- 
tute; of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association; of the 
Manufacturers’ Association; of the Freight Bureau of the 
Chamber of Commerce; of the Commercial Club, and of the 
Builders’ Exchange, all of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a fast 
mail service from Cincinnati to the South. As this matter is 
pending before the Committee on Appropriations, I move that 
the petitions be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 56 citizens of Clark | 


County, Ohio, remonstrating against any appropriations being 
made for Indian education at sectarian schools; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. B. Corey, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to punish leaders 
of labor organizations, etc., for obstructing the civil processes 
of State and national authority, and remonstrating against the 
unlawful combinations of capitalists; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], who is absent from the city, I present petitions of Richard 
Nelson, president, and Ella Nelson, secretary and treasurer, of 
the Nelson Business College, of Cincinnati, Ohio; of O. E. Ful- 
ghum, principal, F. C. Fulghum, assistant principal, W. S. 
Heiser, penman, Mrs. W. S. Heiser, superintendent shorthand 
department, and Emma C. Beals, shorthand instructor, all of 
the Richmond (Ind.) Business College; of U.S. Loofbourrow, 
superintendent of schools, of Eldorado, Ohio; and David H. 
Cochran, Ph. D., LL. D., president Polytechnic Institute, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in behalf of and by direction of the faculty 
of the Institute, praying for the passage of joint resolution (S. 
R. 65) to encourage better spelling of the English language, ete. 

I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Kd- 
ucation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. CHANDLER) presented the petition 
of Charles H. Dimick and sundry other citizens of Lyme, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the States to 
enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. CHANDLER) presented the petition of Dr. A. 
H. Hoyt and 15 other citizens of Penacook, N. H., praying that 
the pending tariff bill be so amended that fraternal beneficiary 
eocicties, orders, or associations operating upon the lodge system 


and providing for the payment of life, sick, accident, and other 
benetits to the members and dependents of such members shall 
be exempt from all the provisions of the bill requiring taxation 
in any form; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also — a memorial of a committee of the Yearly 
Meeting of Friends for New Engiand, remonstrating against the 
proposed abolishment of the Board of Indian Commissioners by 
refusing to make any appropriations for its necessary expenses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial adopted by the People’s 
party of Charles County, Md., July 4, 1894, remonstrating against 
any compromise of the rights of the people in connection with 
the Pacific Railroads, demanding that the mortgages held by 
the United States on those railroads be foreclosed,and that they 
be owned and run by the United States in the interest of the 
people: which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's National Indus- 
trial League of America, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Everett bill, to encourage the Mon- 
golian race to become naturalized citizens of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of the Orleans Par- 
ish Medical Society, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against 


General's Office, United States Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S.2173) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act toestablish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 
1889, and an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the 


| redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for 





an additional judge and more United States commissioners, and 
to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such 
judges and commissioners, and for other purposes, to report it 
with amendments. I shall call the bill up to-morrow morning 
with the permissionof the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Indian Affairs has already 
reported the amendment providing for the payment of certain 
claims, submitted by the Senator from California |Mr. PERKINS] 
on the 26th ultimo, as an amendment to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. I am now authorized by the committee to report 
the same amendment to the bill making appropriations for the 
expenses of the Indian Department. I ask that it may be re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentwill be so referred. 
Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. lt. 3458) extending the time for final 
proof and payment on lands claimed under the public land laws 


| of the United States, reported it with an amendment and sub- 


mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 92) to print extra copies of the decisions 
of Interior Department relating to public lands and pensions, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Printing; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

CHARLES IVERSON GRAVES. 

Mr. PUGH. The Committee on the Judiciary authorize me 
to report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 1141) 
to remove the political disabilities of Charles [verson Graves, 
of Rome, in the State of Georgia. The bill has beer before our 
committee for several months. Itis all right, and it will take 
but a few minutes to dispose of it. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative). 


CRIMINAL PROVEEDINGS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. PUGH. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the 
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procedure in criminal cases in the district of Minnesota, to re- 
port itfavorably withoutamendment. The Senatorfrom Minne- 
sota!Mr. Davis] states it is impertant that the bill shall pass 
immediately, and I ask for its present consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 
Lie it enacted, etc., That all criminal proceedings instituted for the trial of 


offenses against the laws of the United States arising in the district of 
Minnesota, shall be bronght, had, and prosecuted tn the division of said 
district in which such offenses were committed. 

Sxkv. 2. That this act shall take effect upon its passage 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term 
of the Federal district and circuit courts of the Southern judicial 
district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to include 
the counties named, to report it back with some slight verbal 
amendments. I ask consent that the bill be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the reading this seems to be a bill em- 
bracing a good many things. Of course if it takes no time I 
shall not object to its consideration. 

Mr. GEORGE. The reading is nearly completed, and it is 
merely a bill establishing a new division of a district. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido notenter any formal objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill at this time. It isreported by the Senator 
from Mississippi and is for the establishment of a new division 
in his own State where United States courts are to be held. I 
think, however, I ought to state that dispatches have been re- 
ceived by Senators from the United States district judge for 
Mississippi saying that the new place for holding courts ought 
noi to be created. I do not enter amy formal objection to the 
bill, because it is reported by the Senator from Mississippi from 
the Judiciary Committee and he ought to know about the con- 
dition of affairs in his own State, but I felt lought to say to the 
Senate that the United States district judge thinks the bill 
ought not to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

‘here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

Tho first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, to strike out 
‘“‘embrace”’ and insert *‘include;” in line 5, after ‘‘ Neshoba,” to 
insert a semicolon; in line 6, to strike out “Scott;” in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ Wayne,” to insert “and;” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ Jones,” to strike out “and Smith; so as to 
make the section read: 

That the southern judicial district of the State of Mississippi be so con- 
stituted as to include the counties of Kemper, Noxubee, and Neshoba; and 
that the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Leake, Neshoba, New- 
ton, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, and Jones shall be known as the eastern divi- 
sion of said southern district, and circuit and district courts for the trans- 
action of business pertaining to the persons and property in said eastern 
division shall be held at the city of Meridian on the second Mondays of 
March and September of each year and shall continue for three weeks, or 
80 long as business may require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 4, after the word 
“division,” to insert “or district;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 4. That if there be more than one defendant in a cause and the de- 
fendants reside in different divisions of the said southern district, or any of 
the defendants reside in the northern district, the plaintiff may sue in either 
division or district where any defendant resides, and send duplicate writs 
for the other defendant or defendants, the other division or district where 
such defendant or defendants reside, and said writs when executed and 


returned into the court from which they issued shall constitute.one suit and 
be proceeded in accordingly. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after ‘‘ Newton,” 
to strike out ‘‘Seott, Smith;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That all processes issued out of said courts at Meridian against de- 
fendants residing in the counties of Lauderdale, Kemper, Noxubee, Leake, 
Neshoba, Newton, Jasper, Clarke, Wayne, Jones, or tee county, shall 
be returned to the courts hereby provided to be held in Meridian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire simply to remark, in response to the 
objection telegraphed by the Federal judge, that the bar and 
the people of that portion of the State think that the division 
ought to be created. My own opinion is that it is very essential 
to the convenience of the people of that section of the State. 
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It adds nothing to the cost or expenses of the judiciary, and fur- 
nishes near to the people of a considerable portion of the State 
a Federal court. 

I desire to offer one amendment which I neglected to present 
in committee. I move to strike out the last section of the bill, 
section 10, which provides 

That the United States shall not be at any expense in providing for 
building or room for holding of the terms of said courts at Meridian. 

I desire to say in favor of this amendment that there has been 
a law passed and is now in progress of execution by which $5 
000 was appropriated to erect a Mederal building at the town of 
Meridian. The building has not been yeterected, and the tent), 
section might prevent the expenditure of a part of the money 
in fitting up a court-room. It will cost the Government not} 
ing. Therefore, in order to prevent any misconstruction, | 
move to strike out the last section of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t 
amendments were coneurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2190) for the relief of tho 
trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn.:; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanyin 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2191) to regulate thio 
sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
letter from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2192) gramting a pension to 
Celestia P. Hartt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2193) for the relic! 
of the estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, La.; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present the aftidavits of Mingo Hop- 
kins and Urias Conn, of the parish of East Carroll, La.; which 
I move be referred, with the bill, to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2194) providing for the ex- 
tension of the coal laws of the United States to the district of 
Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2195) making employers liable 
under certain restrictions for injuries sustained by employés 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2196) to increase the pen 
sion of J. Francis Hopper; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO RAILWAY TRAINS. 

Mr. KYLE. On Friday last I introduced a joint resolution 
(S. R. 94) defining obstructions to railway trains, which wasor 
dered to lie on the table. I move that the joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I believe 
it is fully covered by the bill introduted by the Senator from 
Mississippi |Mr.GroRGE], which was referred to the Committeo 
on the Judiciary. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, in the absence 
of objection. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by mo to the sundry civil appropriation bill. It relates 
to the matter that was submitted tothe Senate by the Secretary 
of the Treasury this morning. I move thatthe proposed amend- 
ment be referred to the Committee on Appropriations ani 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONTROL OF RAILROADS, ETC. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, and ask that it may be 
read and lie over under the rule. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 

In view of existing social and business conditions and by way of suggest- 
ing subjects for remedial legislation— 

Re it resolved by the Senate of the United States— 

First. That all public functions ought to be exercised by and through 
public agencies. 

Second. That all railroads employed in interstate commerce ought to be 
prought into one organization under control and supervision of public offi- 
cers; that charges for transportation of persons and property ought to be 
uniform throughout the country; that wages of employés ought to be reg- 
ulated by law and paid promptly in money. b 

Third. That all coal beds ought to be owned and worked by the States or 
by the Federal Government; and the wages of all persons who work in the 
Mines ought to be provided by lawand paid in money when due. 

Fourth. That all money used by the people ought to be supplied only by 
the Government of the United States; that the rate of interest ought to be 
uniform in all the States, not exceeding the net average increase of the per- 
manent wealth of the people 

ifth. That all revenues of the Government ought to beraised by taxes on 
real estate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is done with the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. LINDSAY 
on the 2d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, requested to 
furnish for the use of the Senate, as early as practicable, a statement show- 
ing fully and in detail all expeditions and engagements had by the military 
forces of the United States with hostile bands or tribes of Indians, for the 
period beginning with 1850 and ending with March 3, 1891, showing, when- 
ever possible, the tribe or band engaged or operated against, and submit- 
ting with the said statement copies of all correspondence and reports re- 
lating to the said expeditions against and engagements with the said Indian 
bands or tribes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky, who 
introduced the resolution, requests that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PEARL HARBOR SURVEY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 2d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate 
by what authority and for what purpose the United States Government 
through Admiral Walker is making asurvey or exploration of Pearl Harbor 
on the island of Oahu, Hawaiian Islands, and the result of such survey or 
exploration. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Inthe absence of the Senator from Alabama 
{[Mr. MoRGAN]I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD STRIKE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALu], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted on the 2d in- 
stant by Mr. CALL, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
President, who shall inquire and report to the Senate the causes of the ex- 
isting strike of railroad and Pullman-car employés and the justice of the 
demands of the workingmen, and report by bill or otherwise such legisla- 
tion as may secure justice to the workingmen and be reasonable and fair to 
their employers and secure the transportation of the mails and freight and 
passengers Without interruption; and that such committee be authorized 
to act with a committee of the House appointed for this purpose, and may 
report to their respective Houses the result of their joint action. 


Mr.COCKRELL. In the absence of the senior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL], I ask that the resolution may lie over and 
be retained on the desk until his return. He is necessarily ab- 
sent from the Senate to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the course 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
none, ail it is so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on June 29 approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 57) directing the Secretary of War to appoint a commis- 
sion of engineers toexamine and report upon the cost of deep- 
ening the harborsof Superior and Duluth and their entrances 
to a uniform depth of 20 feet. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 


The resolution will lie over as re- 


Then I move that the resolution be indefi- | 
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States had on the 3d instant a 


pproved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S.2135) to provide that a term of the circuit and d 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont ma 
be held at Montpelier; 


An act(S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, Re 
vised Statutes of the United States, in relation to appointments 


of asistant paymasters in the Navy; and 

An act-(S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties « 
phy. 

The message further announced that the President of the 
United States had on the 6th instant approved a1 { 
following acts: 

An act (S.171) granting to the State of North Dakota certain 
lands heretofore set apart as a wood reservation for l’ort Totten 
military reservation for the use of the militia of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. 2000) granting to the Brainerd and Northern Min 
nesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 9th instant approved and signed the act (S 
578) granting an increase of pension to Wells Johnson. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of certain land to the 
town of Castine, Me., for a public park was read twice b 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances « 
the postmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in 
Oklahoma Territory, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7335) to grant tothe Arkansas, Texasand Mexi 
can Central RailwayCompany a rightof way through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, was read twice by its tit! 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their title 





| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 


A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons who have file 
declarations of intention toenter desert lands; and 
A bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 of the Revised S! 
ures of the United States. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. [move that the Senate proceed to the ec 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriation 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1595, and 


other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committ 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
ported from the Committee on Avnpropriations with ame 
ments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the commit 
tee amendments may be acted tpon as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
hears none; and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, which had been 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations with amendmen 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations was, on page 2, line 8, after the word “ Provided,” to 
strike out— 

That all officers who have been appointed or who may be appointed to 
any corps of the Navy after service in a different branch of the Navy, shall 
have all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner as if said 
appointments were a reéntry into the Navy. Any alien of the age of 21 
years and upward who has enlisted or may enlist In the United States Navy 
or Marine Corps, and has served or may hereafter serve tive consecutive 
years in the United States Navy or one enlistment in the United States 
Marine Corps, and has been or may hereafter be honorably discharged, sha 
be admitted to become a citizen of the United States upon his petition, with 
out any previous declaration of his intention to become such; and thecourt 
admitting such alien shall, in addition to proof of good moral character, be 
Satisfied by competent proof of such person’s service in and honorable di 
charge from the United States Navy or Marine Corp 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire on behalf of the committee to with- 
draw that portion of the amendment beginning in line 12, with 
the words ‘‘any alien,” and extending to and including the 
words ‘‘ Marine Corps,” in line 24. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatcourse will be pursued in the 
absence of objection. The amendmentas modified will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “Provided,” in line 8, on 


objection? The Chair 





page 2, it is proposed to strike out— 

That all officers who have been appointed or who may be appointed toany 
corps of the Navy after service in a different branch of the Navy, shallhave 
all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner as if said ap 
poiutments were a reéntry into the Navy 
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The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 24, after the words 
** Marine Corps,” to insert: 

That hereafter no officer of the Navy shall be Sas of sea-duty pay 
while attached toa vessel in commission by reason of assignment to duty as 
amember of a naval court-martial, court of inquiry or board, or to other 
temporary duty, or by reason of being sent to a naval hospital for tempo- 
rarytreatment: /rovided further, That in order to fill vacancies that ma 
exist in the grade of ensign in the Navy and in the grade of assistant engi- 
neer in the Navy, the Secretary of the Navy shall, in case the number of va- 
cancies in either of such grades exceeds the number of naval cadets in the 
line division or in the engineer division of the class of naval cadets finally 
graduated Ln the year 1804, or inany one year thereafter, selectanumberequal 
to such excess from the final graduates of said class in the engineer division 
or in the line division, as the case may require, Who shall be reported as 
proficient and be recommended thereto by the Academic Board, and such 
tinal graduates shall be appointed to fill vacancies in the grade of ensign in 
the Navy or in the grade of assistant engineer inthe Navy, peapectt ere and 
the naval cadets so appointed to fill vacancies in such grades shall take rank 
in those respective grades next after the naval cadets appointed from the 
line division or from the engineer division, as the case may be, to fill vacan- 
cies in those grades, but among themselves according to merit as deter- 
mined by the Academic Board. 

Mr.ALLEN. Linquire ofthe Senator from Marylann in charge 
of the bill whether there is any provision prohibiting aliens 
from being enlisted in the naval service? 

Mr.GORMAN. There is no such provision in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment on that subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the unanimous consent just given that 
amendment will be in order after the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations have been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 6, after 
the word ‘‘Island,” to strike out ‘‘cost of instruction,” so as to 
make the clause read: 


Naval War College and Torpedo School on Coasters Harbor Island: For 
maintenance of the Naval War College and Torpedo School on Coasters 
Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, 88,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 7, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to purchase for the United States the 
Ourdan & Kolb letter-engraving machine and the right to manufacture 
and use, without the payment of royalty, others of said machine and any 
and every improvement or modification of said machine or applicable to 
said machine and referred to in the letters patent that have been or may 
hereafter be granted to the inventors of said machine or their assignees, 
#20,000, or 80 much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 3, to strike out 
‘‘modern battery for the Hartford, $150,000;” and in line 4, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “three hundred and 
fifty,” and insert ‘two hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $200,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like an explanation from the commit- 
tee with reference to the elimination of the appropriation for a 
modern battery for the Hartford. Ihave understood that it was 
recommended by the Navy Department, and I should like to 
know something about itif the Senator from Maryland incharge 
of the bill will give the information. 

Mr. GORMAN. This proposed appropriation for a modern 
battery for the Hartford is, of course, in keeping with the gen- 
eral sentiment to maintain that old historic vessel and have it 
prepared for some future use, either as a training ship or other- 
wise. The Navy Department, however, informed the commit- 
tee that the first thing necessary to be done is the thorough re- 

yvair of the hull of the Hartford, which will cost some $300,000, 
in round numbers, and the whole cost of repairing the ship and 
putting her in a condition for any service whatever with a mod- 
ern battery would be some four or five or six hundred thousand 
dollars. 

The committee therefore thought that, in the present con- 
dition of affairs, it would be very much better to permit the ar- 
rangements for the reconstruction of the hull to go on before 
ordering the battery. There will be time enough hereafter for 
that; and so the committee reported to strike out the appro- 

riation. 
e Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator from Maryland accept an 
amendment appropriating $150,000for the hull in lieu of the ap- 
propriation which has been stricken out by the committee? The 
employés at the navy-yard at Mare Island can then proceed at 
once with repairing the hull; and I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to favorably report an amendment that an 
appropriation of $150,000 be made for repairing the hull of the 

artford. If the Senator will accept of this amendment in lieu 
of the appropriation which has been stricken out for the ma- 
chinery upon the vessel, perhaps we can get along this year. I 
will state also, in connection therewith, that the Committee on 
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Naval Affairs have a letter addressed by the Secretary of the 
Navy to the chairman of the committee, saying that this sum 
can be judiciously expended, and will be perhaps all that will 
be required for the ensuing year or more. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest tothe Senator from California that 
after we get through with the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the amendment he suggests from the Naval 
Committee will probably then be in order, and can be considered, 
but it can not be considered now under the agreement. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will permit the amendment to lie over for 
the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 21, after line 3, to insert: 

That out of any unexpended balance of the appropriation made for the com- 
—— of the dry dock at Port Royal, 8. C., there shall be used for paying 

ustin McCarthy, contractor for building said dry dock, the sum of #18,521.42 
in full for loss and damage caused by the cyclone of August 27 and 28, 1§93, as 
ascertained by the Navy Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. At the end of line 11, I offer an amendment 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report tho 
amendment submitted by the committee. 

The SECRETARY. After line 11, page 21, insert: 

Dry dock at Algiers, La.: For the purpose of completing the purchase of 
additional land necessary for the establishment of a dry dock at Algiers, 
La., and expenses of judicial nena instituted for the condemnation 
of such additional land, $22,025.03, ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 
21, to strike out lines 19, 20, and 21, in the following words: 

For the construction of a steam tug at Mare Island navy-yard, California 
for the use of said yard, 850,000. 

Mr. WHITE. With reference to the amendment proposed by 
thecommittee, I think instead of the elimination of the item the 
appropriation should be increased to $75,000. In this connection 
I beg leave to submit a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy in response toaletter written by me. I desire to have 
the letter of the Secretary read from the desk for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 7, 1894. 


Sir: Inreply to your communication of the 6th instant, requesting my 
views in regard to the’construction of a tugboat adequate to perform the 
necessary services at the Mare Island (Cal.) navy-yard, I have the honor to 
inform you that when this matter was referred to the Bureau me cogni 
zance thereof it was returned to the Department with the following indorse 
ment: 

“The Bureau would recommend the building of a tug and freight boat for 
the navy-yard, Mare Island, of about 350 tons displacement, at an estimated 
cost of $75,000. 

“Owing to the location of the yard and the services required a tug for 
this yard should be jseagoing and of greater power and carrying capacity 
than those at the Eastern navy-yards. 

‘For two years the navy-yard, Mare Island, has had to depend upon the 
small navy launches in thefhandling, mooring, placing, docking, and un- 
docking of ships. It has been a matter of good fortune that noserious acci 
dents have occurred, as, owing to the tides and the small power of the 
launches employed, the handling of the ships has been extremely hazardous, 
and grave responsibility has devolved upon those engaged in the operation 
Again, the vessels required to be docked have been comparatively of smal! 
Cisplacement; but witn the Olympia and Oregon nearing completion on the 
Pacific coast, and other large vessels which will probably soon have to be 
docked at this yard, the risk will be considerably augmented. 

‘*In addition to the service in handling vessels for docking, etc., the tug 
at Mare Island is needed for freight service, the carrying of stores, ord 
nance, and enlisted men toand from San Francisco (about 25 mules distant) 
and vessels in the harbor, and would also be of great value as a protection 
against fire along the water front and on ships moored in the stream.” 

‘rom a personal examination at the Mare Island navy-yard Iam con- 
vinced that an actual necessity exists for the services of such a tugboat as 
is recommended by the Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 


Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the situation of affairs at Mare 
Island is such as certainly to call for the building of an adequate 
tug. I am personally pretty familiar with the surroundings, 
having visited the island, and my attention having been specif- 
ically directed tothis matter. My colleague, who also is familiar 
with the situation, and more familiar with seagoing matters 
than I am, agrees with me fully inthis regard. The information 
contained in this letter is of more recent date than any which 
could have been before the committee, as it has come from the 
Secretary of the Navy since he has personally inspected the 
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ground, I scarcely think, in view of the statements from that 
oficial, that it will be necessary for me to add anything to what 
I have said. Thesum of $75,000, I am told, isa necessary amount 
to construct a buat adequate tor such service. 

I submit to the Senator from Maryland whether under the 
circumstances detailed, and especially upon the information con- 
tained in this late communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, who has familiarized himself personally with the subject, 
it will not be well to accord my request. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Appropriations were of 
course very anxious to reduce the amount of the appropriations 
to the lowest possible limit consistent with the proper conduct 
of the business affairs of the Navy Department. It is true that 
the statement which the Senator from California has just had 
read was not brought to our attention until this morning, and I 
am satisfied that the appropriation of $50,000 is necessary for 
that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Maryland whether it 
ought not to be made $75,000, in view of the estimate of the De- 
partment and the fact stated, that it is necessary to have a 
stronger and heavier tug—a seagoing tug—at that particular 
island for the reasons detailed in the letter of the Secretary? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from California had bet- 
ter let the matter remain as it came from the other House. 
There is no estimate for it. There is nothing but the letter of 
the Secretary. I suggest that the Senator had better let the 
yrovision remain for the present as it came from the other 
Seams lL withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
withdraws the amendment of the committee striking out the 
clause. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The roading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropri:tions was, on page 22, line 15, 
after the word ‘‘Academy,” to strike out ‘ to be immediately 
available; so as to make the clause read: 

For buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: Improvement of the water 
front of the Academy, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after iine 16, to insert: 

For repairs to the gas-plant, 8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 17, to insert: 


To pave Hanover street from Maryland avenue to Wagner street, Wagner 
street from Hanover street to King George street, and King George street 
from College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek, in the city of Annapolis, 
Md., $13,000; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to convey 
to the city of Annapolis, Md., the title to the bed of King George street from 
College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 5, after the word 
‘‘ extended,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For grounds and roads: For continuing grading, extending roads and 
yaths, clearing and improving grounds of new Naval Observatory, and fill- 
ng ravine contiguous to boiler house to Massachusetts avenue extended, 
$12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Naval 
Observatory, on page 23, line 20, after the word ‘ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘' to be immediately available;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Instruments and accessories: Miscellaneous instruments and accessories, 
namely: One comet seeker, 800; one standard mercurial barometer, $400; 
one magnetic theodolite, 8800; one dip circle, 8250; one earth inductor in- 
clinometer, 8300; one galvanometer, 880; one telesco and scale, 850; one 
quadrant galvanometer, 862; one compensator, 614; glass scales, $100; beam 
suspensions, $100; one photographic register, 8150; one altazimuth instru- 
ment, mounted and protected from weather, 86,500; eyepieces and shades, 
#250; one 12-inch object-glass, $2,000. For freightelevator, $500; in all, $23,956. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 3, before the word 
‘‘museum,” to strike out ‘‘and department of instruction;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


Medical Department: For surgeons’ necessaries for vessels in commis 
sion, navy-yard, naval stations, Marine Corps, and Coast Survey, and for 


the civil establishment at the several naval hospitals, navy-yards, naval 
laboratory, museum of hygiene, and Naval Academy, #60,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, line 8, after the word 
dollars,” to strike out— 


And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to use such portion of 
the naval hospital fund accruing from the sale of naval hospital grounds to 
the city of Brooklyn, and placed to the credit of the naval hospital fund, in 
pursuance of the provisions of the act approved oy 2, 1890, as may be re 
quired to thoroughly repair the United States Naval Hospital, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., and to build, equip, and maintain additional sick quarters of modern 
construction at that place for the proper care and treatment of sick and 
wounded officers and men, and to make such further improvements in and 
about said naval hospital and the grounds thereof as may be commensurate 
with the requirements of the service: Provided, That the amount so ex 
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pended shall not exceed the sum placed to the credit of the naval hospital 
fund as the net proceeds of the sale of naval hospital lands under the pro 
Visions of the act approved July 2, 1890. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Naval hospital fund: For maintenance of the naval hospitals at the 
various navy-yards and stations and for care and maintenance of patients 
in other hospitals at home and abroad, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 8, I move 
to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 8, page 
21, insert: 

For complete renovation of present hospital building at Brooklyn, N. Y., 
with a view of placing it ina perfect sanitary condition, namely, for erec 
tion of retaining and boundary wall, $15,000; for kitchen, mess hall, and 
smoking room, removed from basementand located apart, conveniently for 
inmates and attendants of main hospital building and proposed adjacent 
wards, $3,500; for construction of and operating ward with all modern anti 
septic appliances, $1,500; for heating and fire apparatus, enlarged and im 
proved; plumbing renewed, %,000; for elevator for transporting sick and 
wounded introduced, $3,000; for apartment fitted in main building for chapel, 
reading room, and sailors’ library, $1,000; in all, 44,000; which sum shall be 
paid from that portion of the naval hospital fund accruing from the sale of 
naval hospital grounds to the city of Brooklyn and placed to the credit of 
the naval hospital fund, in pursuance of the act approved July 2, 1890 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 25, line 18, 
after the word ‘‘ dispensary,” to strike out ‘*‘ Washington's” and 
insert ‘‘ Washington;” and in line 19, after the word * labora 
tory,” to strike out ‘‘and department of instruction; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For freight, expressage on 
medical stores, tolls, ferriages, transportation of sick to hospital, transpor 
tation of insane patients; care, transportation, and burial of the dead; ad 
vertising; telegraphing; rent of telephones; purchase of books and station 
ery; binding of medical records, unbound books, and pamphlets; postage 
and purchase of stamps for foreign service; expenses attending the medical 
board of examiners; rent of rooms for naval dispensary; hygienic and sant 
tary investigation and illustration; sanitary and hygienic instruction; pur 
chase and repairs of wagons and harness; purchase of and feed for horses 
and cows; trees, plants, garden tools, and seeds; furniture and incidental 
articles for the museum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington; naval 
laboratory, sick quarters at Naval Academy and marine barracks, surgeons’ 
offices and dispensaries at navy-yards and naval stations; washing for med 
ical department at museum of hygiene, naval dispensary, Washington; 
naval laboratory, sick quarters at Naval Academy and marine barracks, 
dispensaries at navy-yards and naval stations and ships and rendezvous; 
for necessary expenses incident to removal of museum of hygiene to old ob 
servatory building and grounds, and for such minor repairs on said build 
ing and grounds as may be required to properly receive and preserve the 
exhibits, and all other necessary contingent expenses, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 5, after the word 
‘hospitals,’ to strike out ‘‘and department of instruction,” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Repairs, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For necessary repairs of naval 
laboratory, naval hospitals and appendages, including roads, wharves, out 
houses, sidewalks, fences, gardens, farms, and cemeteries, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 9, to in- 
sert: 

That an officer of the pay corps of the Navy may be temporarily detailed 
as assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Navy 
Department, and that such officer shall, in case of the death, resignation 
absence, or sickness of the Chief of the Bureau, unless otherwise directed 
by the President, as provided by section 179 of the Revised Statutes, per 
form the duties of such chief until his successor is appointed or such ab 
sence or sickness shall cease. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 24, to insert: 

For the repair of the ship Constitution, now lying at the Portsmouth 
navy-yard, in the State of New Hampshire, in order that it may be used as 
a training ship for the naval militia, 38,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, to strike outlines 17, 18 
and 19, in the following words: 

To commence the construction of new machinery, engines, and boilers of 
United States steamship Han tford, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 17, before the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-three ” and insert ‘‘ seven;” so 
as to make the total of appropriations for pay of professors and 
others at Naval Aacademy $52,407. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 8, after the word 
‘* President,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That every Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or 
Territory is now unrepresented at the Naval Academy bya cadet who is not 
an actual resident of the district shall be permitted on or before the Ist day 
of August, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet at 
the Naval Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominate such 
candidate for appointment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now 
prescribed by law. Such cadets when appointed to be in addition to the 
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number of cadets now allowed: Provided, That there shall be but one ap- 
pointed from the State of South Dakota at large, and the sum of $5,500, or so 


much thereof as is necessary, is hereby appropriated, for the additional 
number of cadets herein authorized 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maryland will with- 
draw the amendment. After the word “exists,” inline 5, page 
38, of the bill, | move to insert: 

Whoshall have been for at least two years immediately preceding the date 
of his appointment an actual and bona fide resident of such district in which 
the vacancy may exist 

Also after the word ‘‘ President,” in line 8, I move to insert: 

But must be distributed among the different States of the Union in as nearly 
equal a manner as is practicable. 


I desire to say to the Senator in charge of the bill that the 
Congressional district in which I residein the State of Nebraska 
has an appointee in the Naval Academy who never even saw 
the State of Nebraska, who knows nothing about it any more 
than he would know if he had been born in Russia. He was ap- 
pointed from this District, who has probably never been west of 
the District, and yet that boy is put in the Naval Academy 
charged to the Third district of Nebraska, while the boys there, 


‘many of whom are amply competent and desirous of filling these 


positions, are excluded from them. 

I hope the Senator from Maryland will consent to the amend- 
ment of the proposed law I have suggested, to the end that no 
abuse may be indulged in in the appointment of cadets to the 
Military and Naval Academies of the nation. It is perfectly 
proper that the youth of my State should have an equitable por- 
tion of the appointments to the Naval Academy and the Military 
Academy. Because we reside 1,500 miles from the seaboard 
furnishes no reason why the President or the Secretary of the 
Navy or any other person in power should exclude our boys 
from the privileges and responsibilities of these appointmenis. 
I have been informed by those who have had more Congres- 
sional experience than I that it has been a custom to abuse 
these appointments, and that boys from the District of Columbia 
have been accredited to different districts and States in the 
Union, which neither they nor their parents ever visited or 
ever saw. I hope the Senator from Maryland will consent to 
the amendments I propose. 

Mr. GORMAN. [am in entire sympathy with the object the 
Senator from Nebraska has in view in requiring these appoint- 
ments to be made from the actual residents of a Congressional 
district. The provision as the Committee on Appropriations 
have left it | think amply provides for that. If the Senator de- 
sires the further qualification of residence for at least two years 
in the district I have no objection to that amendment, but in 
recommending that the proviso shall be stricken out I think 
the Senator upon reflection willagree the committee were quite 
right. The law now provides that every member of Congress 
shall nominate once in four years a candidate for the Naval 
Academy or West point. 

In the event that the members fail to nominate, or fail to 
nominate a boy who can pass the examination, and after such 
rejection still neglect to make another appointment, the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of the Navy, or Secretary of War, havea 
aright to supply the vacancy. The custom has grown up of tak- 
ing whoever they thought proper, whether the boy be a resident 
of the District of Columbia or one of the Dakotas or Nebraska. 

This provision, as it is proposed to leave it, will prevent that 
hereafter. The proviso we propose to strike out makes provis- 
ion that where a lapse has occurred in the past a member of 
Congress shall now have a right to nominate another person 
and thus increase in an appropriation act the number of boys in 
the Academy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why not increase the number? 

Mr.GORMAN. There is no necessity for it. It is difficult 
now to provide for the boys who have already passed. We 
make in this very bill provision for them. We are now trying 
to open another door that they may enter the engineer class, a 
class from which they have not graduated, so that they may 
have employment hereafter. 

We can not correct what is past; we can not go back to givea 
member of Congress who has failed to do his duty to his constitu- 
ents anopportunity to make another nomination, and thus in- 
crease the force out of proportion, but we do provide that here- 
after when a lapse shall occur the appointment shall be made 
actually from the district to which the appointment belongs. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have been informed that in at least one in- 
stance a member of Congress who had the appointing power 
under an act similar to this, was never actually notified by the 
Navy Department of the desire that the appointment should be 
made. It occurs to me that an abuse has grown up in this re- 
spect. Ido not say that the failure to notify was designed or 
anything of that kind; it was merely an oversight, or it may 
have been a failure on the part of the mails to reach the mem- 
ber. If the boys of the different States of the Union have been 
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deprived of their equal privileges of appointment to the Naval 
Academy, and the vacancies have been filled indiscriminately 
by the President and the Secretary of the Navy from boys around 
this District, or the sons of naval officers, why not right that 
wrong by adopting the amendment I have proposed. The ap- 
propriation is small. 

With reference to the other amendment, I understand the Sen- 
ator makes no objection toit. I willread the amendment again. 
After the word ‘* exists,” in line 5, I move to insert: 

Who shall have beon for at least two years immediately preceding the 
date of his appointment an actual and bona fide resident of such district in 
which the vacancy may exist. 

Then, after the word ‘‘ President,” in line 8, I move to inser‘ 
the words: 

But must be distributed among the different States of the Union in nearly 
as equal a manner as is practicable. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to let the vote be 
first taken on the committee amendment, and his amendments 
can ba offered afterwards. The last amendment the Senator 
suggests interferes with the existing system. The law now pro- 
vides that every member of Congress shall nominate one in four 
years for each Academy, and therefore the distribution is as per- 
fect as it can be made. Then ten shall be appointed by the 
President at large, who, under the unwritten law always ob- 
served, has appointed descendants of persons who had distin- 
guished themselves in the Army or Navy. 1 do not think the 
second amendment the Senator suggests would operate at all 
well. Wecan not make a more fair distribution than to pro- 
vide that the appointment shall be made from each Congres- 
sional district. 

| trust the Senator will allow us to vote on the committee 
amendment first and then he can offer his amendment as to 
bona fide residence. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to the order in which the 
amendments are offered. I want, however, to see the amend- 
ment I offer become a part of the law of this country. I do not 
want to be required to take the committee amendment first and 
then have the committee teli me that my amendments are not 
germane to the bill and ought to be voted down. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator will have no difficulty about 
offering his amendments. I am not prepared to exclude his 
amendments, but under the ruling of the Chair the committee 
amendment must be first voted on. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from Maryland to say 
that he has no objection to my first amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. None in the world, and I will accept it when 
the time comes. 

Mr. ALLEN. My second amendment, which requires that 
the general appointments made by the President shall be dis- 
tributed as nearly equitable as possible ene the different 
States, it strikes me is pre*minently proper. do not know 
what right the President of the United States should have to 
select ten or twelve young men or boys annually at his mere 
discretion and place them in the naval service of the United 
States. Itstrikes me that, if tho States have any rights here, 
those appointments ought to go to the States as well as those 
made by members of Congress. The tendency of that practice 
is simply to build up a naval aristrocracy. It is simply to give 
a boy an advantage by an appointment in the Naval Academy 
of the Government because his father may have been a distin- 
guished man, when the boy himself may prove utterly unfit for 
the appointment he has received. 

I have no sympathy with that kind of flunkeyism and aris- 
tocracy which recognizes a child simply because the father may 
have beenagreat man. Let the boy take his chance in therace 
of life and depend upon his own merits, Let the appointments 
which have been accumulating for years through the agency of 
the President and the Secretary of the Navy go out among the 
different States of the Union, and let boys be selected who are 
meritorious and who show mental and physical “yoga to per- 
form the duties of the office to which they will be promoted. 
It is a small thing it is true, but it is one of the small things 
which added to many other things is building up an aristocracy 
in the Navy, an aristocracy in the Army, and an aristocracy in 
all of our great Departments, and thus takes away from the peo- 
ple a part and parcel of their rights. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Maryland will permit the sec- 
ond amendment also to be made to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, to strike out the proviso on 


e 38. 
P°fhe amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 


amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. ALLEN. The first amendment was accepted, I under- 
stand. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska was 
necepted by the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, line 5, after the word ‘‘ exist,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Who shall have been for at least two years immediately preceding the 
date of his appointment an actual and bona fide resident of the district In 
which the vacancy exists. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the word ‘‘and” be inserted at the end 
of the amendment, so as to read ‘‘in which the vacancy exists 
and of the legal qualifications,” etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. After the word ‘‘President,” in line 8, on 
page 38, it is proposed to insert— 
but must be distributed among the States of the Union as nearly equally 
as practicable 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senate will not adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. The provision of 
law from the very beginning of the Government and from the 
foundation of those two great schools has been thateach Repre- 
sentative in Congress should have the power to nominate once 
im four years a boy as a candidate to each of these two 
schools, the Naval Academy and the Military Academy. It 
was also provided, so that exact justice might be done, that 
the President should have ten appointments at large, and the 
statute provides that he may select them from any place in the 
United States. The real object, however, was to give the Presi- 
dent an opportunity to select boys, the sons of officers of the 
Navy and the Army, who had no residence in any of the States, 
to go into these two great academies. 

The Serator from Nebraska is entirely wrong when he inti- 
mates that this provision was intended to favor a particular 
class. It was just the reverse. It was intended to give an op- 
portunity for the appointment of such boys as had no means of 
reaching a member of Congress by reason of having no legal 
residence in a State, so as to give them the same opportunity 
with boys nominated by members of Congress. There can not 
be, and there never has been heretofore, any charge of favorit- 
ism in the examinations. Thecandidates go befo -e a board and 
undergo a most rigid examination. Comparatively few boys 
pass that examination. If they are mentally and physically 
qualified, they have by this means an opportunity to serve 
their country as their forefathers have done. 

Mr. President, things have certainly not come to such a pass 
that any considerable number of intelligent people in the United 
States would deliberately exclude boys from these academies or 
prevent them from having an opportunity to be nominated for 
examination simply because the services of their fathers have 
prevented them from acquiring political imfiuence, for that is 
what it amounts to. 

Instead of the law being such as the Senator from Nebraska 
intimates, it is a broad and wise provision, placed in the hands 
of<he President of the United States, that that class of meri- 
torious boys may enter the military or naval service, and I think 
history will bear me out, as is suggested by my friend from Texas 
on my left {[Mr. MILus}, that the unwritten law in thiscase has 
been more closely observed than the written law, for I do not 
believe there has ever been a President who has made an ex- 
ception to what was the general understanding and determina- 
tion of Congress when that act was passed, that these appoint- 
ments should be given to just such young men as I have de- 
seribed. I think it is a wise provision of law, and therefore I 
ean not accept the amendment offered by the Senator, and I 
trust the Senate will vote it down. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President,I second heartily the remarks 
of the Senator from Maryland {Mr. GORMAN], though I can make 
an exception to one of his statements, that there never was acase 
in which the young man appointed to West Point or Annapolis 
was not the son of some officer of the Army or of the Navy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Or a descendant. 

Mr.HAWLEY. There is one exception within my knowledge 
to the remark of the Senator from Maryland that the young men 
appointed under this general provision are all sons or descend- 
ants of officers of the Army or of the Navy. They are asa rule. 
I agree with the Senator in thinking that no provision of law 
has been more wisely observed, and I think all of the Presidents, 
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so far as I have knowledge, in the last twenty or thirty years 
have done well in that regard. 

[ know they have had an active competition in the iarge num- 
ber of young men whose fathers, or whose grandfathers, or 
perhsps their great grandfathers, had served in the Navy or in 
the Army. In many cases these young men were naturally ex- 
tremely anxious to get into the service, and the very honorable 
record of the service of their ancestors is a sufficient guaranty 
that they will do well. They take great pride in it for the rea- 
son that members of their families have been for generations 
in the service. 

The Senator thinks there is a sort of aristocracy here. On 


the other hand, the fathers and grandfathers of these young men 
are, as a rule, poor men; and rememberalso, ag arule, they have 
practically no political experience, and no President gains any- 


thing forhis party by making these appointments. lam happy 
to say [ have known of many cases in which.party bas had noth- 
ing to do with such appointments. 

in the case of the exception to which I referred, some six or 
eight years ago I had the pleasure of bringing to the notice of 
the President a bright young fellow who had been a captain of 
the High School Cadet Corps in this city, and the President 
took quite a fancy to him and appointed him. Who was his 
father? A Republican clerk in one of the Departments. He 
had been a Connecticut private soldier. The youth had done so 
well in his school and pleased the President so well in his per- 
sonal appearance and his bearing, that the President appointed 
him; but I am sorry to say that, on account of some unknown or 
unforeseen defect of hearing, he was burred out. 

I give that as an example of the fairness of President Cleve 
land, and I know of many other Presidents who have acted in 
a similar way. I should be very sorr:r to see the law changed 
in thisrespect. 

Mr. MILLS. I can account for the fact that there may be an 
occasional exception. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is only a single exception. 
know of another. 

Mr. MILLS. That is perhaps the only exception. I can see 
how the President might be unable to find a suitable person 
among thesons of officers of the Army and the Navy and be driven 
to make appointments outside. 

Mr. PASCO. [should like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land whether the pending amendment relates to persons ap- 
pointed by Members and Delegatesin the House of Representa- 
tives or whether it relates to Presidential appointments? 

Mr. GORMAN. To Presidential appointments. 

Mr. PASCO. If the amendment relates simply to Presiden- 
tial appointments then I agree entirely with the views of the 
Senator from Maryland; but [ think when vacancies occur, after 
appointments have been made by Representatives and Delegates 
in Congress, the fresh appointees should come from the State 
and the district. 

Mr. GORMAN. We have so provided in this bill, and made 
the law more specific on that point than it has been heretofore. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, the statement made by the 
Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN}, in answer to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN], is a very 
strong statement of the case, if I could agree with its facts; but 
it does appear to me that the facts are not as stated by the Sen 
ator from Maryiand. 

The Senator says that this law originated in the fact that 
there were certain persons, sons of officers of the Army and of 
the Navy, who would not probably be able to secure appoint- 
ments either to West Point or to Annapolis because they were 
not residents of a particular State, and therefore excluded. 

But, as | understand, these gentlemen are not cosmopolites; 
but every officer of the Government, whether he belong to the 
civil list or the Army or the Navy must havea residence in some 
State of the Union. 1 would also further state that [I think each 
one has a legal residence in some State or other, where he has a 
right to vote, because by reason of the fact that he is in the serv- 
ice of the Government he is not required to remain a certain 
specific time in any State of the Union in order to entitle him 
to vote. 

If that be true, sir—and I think it is—then these applicants 
for appointment by the President have two chances. If the 
President chooses to confine himself to that class in making his 
appointments, they have the same right a8 any other persons 
to go before a member of Congress and fight for the appoint- 
ment. If they fail there, then they have aright to go before 
the President. If the law referred to be intended to give these 
appointments to that class of people, then everybody else is ex- 
cluded from appointment by the President, an’ these young 
men, sons of officers of the Army and Navy, have two chances 
to the civilian’s one. 

If I am right in these facts, then [ think the Law ought to be 


L do not 








eke eee 


Sea eMart teas an se geet 











7204 


corrected soas to give all, whether they be sons of officers of the 
Army or of the Navy, or civilians, the same opportunity and 
put them upon the same footing, so that all may have an equal 
chance. 

I do not hold because a young manis the son ofa distinguished 
officer of the Army or of the Navy that for that reason he is en- 
titled to any preference Over a young man equally well qualified 
in civil life. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course, the son ofan officer has no right 
and no especial claim, but asa matter of fact a great many of 
the older officers of the Army and Navy have no legal residence 
in any Congressional district. It is hardly possible that they 
should all be able to yet one. The head of the family in the 
service is oftentimes three years at sea, and the family lives in 
one place and then in another. 

Sometimes he has shore duty, and the family goes and lives 
with him while he has that duty on shore; but the actual fact is, 
as the officers will tell you, that a great many of them have 
never stayed long enough, or taken the pains in any particular 
place to acquire the right to vote there. Evenif they had been 
for awhile there, what chance has an officer of the Navy who 
may be in China waters to get an appointment from the Con- 
gressman who has scores of political friends around him beg- 
ging for such appointments for their boys. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. Suppose an admiral of the Navy had a home 
in Connecticut, and his family remained there, just as the Sena- 
tor’s family remains there and mine in Virginia, I ask the Sena- 
tor if that officer of the Navy could not go home and vote at the 
polls in the State of Connecticut? 

Furthermore, I desire to say that almost all the members of 
Congress now appoint to Annapolis and West Point upon com- 
petitive examinations. When that is the case, the son of the 
oflicer of the Army or of the Navy has thesame right to compete 
as any civilian, and I think the officer would have the right 
under such circumstances to vote in Connecticut, as I am sure 
he would have in Virginia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The right to vote depends, as the Senator 
well knows, upon a number of qualifications prescribed by the 
State. It is notalways easy for the officer of the Army or of the 
Navy to comply with these conditions and save his vote. The 
actual fact is, as I have stated, that many of them have no place 
where they can vote. 

Mr. HUNTON. If an Army or a Navy officer has a residence 
in a State he has the right to vote there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [ understand that. He may have his wife 
in Connecticut for a number of years, but when the time comes 
to register and vote he may be in Havre, or up in the Mediter- 
ranean, or in the Chinaseas, and he does not get around, so that 
he can not vote very often. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think there is no force what- 
ever in the position of the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. Haw- 
LEY]. In the first place, I think itis absolutely impossible to con- 
ceive of a case where a man is a citizen of the United States and 
has no residence. If any man isa citizen of the United States, 
he has a legal residence somewhere, in some State, some Terri- 
tory, some district of this Union. If he is nota citizen of some 
State and has no residence, or domicile, at least, somewhere in 
the United States, then he is not a citizen of the United States, 
and he is entitled to no consideration at the hands of this Gov- 
ment, and ought not to be in its service. 

Whenever you use the words ‘‘ citizen of the United States,” 
you imply that the individual has a domicile, legal or actual, in 
some State or Territory of the Union or in the District of Co- 
lumbia. It may be that he may have been absent from it for 
years, possibly for nearly all his life—from boyhood until he is 
an old man—and yet, during all that time, there is some spot, 
there is some State or Territory or place in the United States 
of which he is a citizen, and where, if otherwise qualified, he is 
a legal voter. If such a man voluntarily goes into the naval or 
military service of this Government in the pursuit of honor, 

erhaps, or from natural adaptation to that branch of the serv- 
ce, he gives his child an enlarged opportunity for education. 
If he is in the naval service the child goes with his parents 
around the world into different countries, and into the various 
places to which the vessel may sail. 

What reason is there why that child should have any superior 
advantages by law over my child or yours? Togive him such 
advantages cuts off the opportunity of some other boy in some 
State or some Territory to compete for that position. Why 
should one be by the enactment of law putin the naval service of 
this Government and the other made a hewer of wood and a 
drawer of water? 

The same argument applied by the distinguished Senator 
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from Maryland and the distinguished Senator from Connecticut 
would contend that every military appointment to the Academy 
at West Point should be made from the sons of some distin- 
guished officer of the Army; and yet, Mr. President, the his- 
tory of this country has demonstrated that the greatest failures 
in civil and military life have been the sons of great men. 
With one or two exceptions, can any Senator stand at his desk 
in this Chamber and point to the successful son of a distin- 
guished man? Under such a system every officer in our Army 
twenty-five years from to-day would be the son of some man who 
had been an officer in the Army preceding him. 

The same argument can be applied to the civil list with equal 
propriety and equal logic. Suppose we had a law to-day that 
the President or some Cabinet officer might appoint to the civil 
list of this country boys or girls because they were the sons and 
daughters of distinguished men. They might lack every quali- 
fication of success; they might be on the debatable line between 
idiocy and sanity, and yet the sole qualification that the law 
would require them to possess would be that they should be the 
sons or daughters of distinguished men in the civil department 
of the Government. How many years would it be until this 
Government in its civil department, in its naval department, in 
its military department, and in all its ramifications would be an 
aristocracy, if not an absolute oligarchy? 

No such power should be conferred upon the President of the 
United States. His office does not call for a concession of this 
kind. There is no reason existing why these ten offices should 
not be distributed as nearly equally or equitably as possible be- 
tween the different States of this Union, so that every honest 
boy, wherever he may be in the Union, whether he be the son 
of a commodore or a general, or the son of a hod-carrier or a 
farmer, may have an equal opportunity by merit to win that 
position. Thatisdemocracy; that is republicanism; that is in 
the line of a government by the people,and of the people, and 
for the people, recognizing alone the merit that the individual 
possesses and not to any inherited privilege. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I would not prolong this dis- 
cussion if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] had not im- 
plied that I had made a remark from which the inference might 
be drawn that I was in favor of having the cadets at Annapolis 
and West Point appointed from the families of distinguished 
naval and military officers. I never said anything of the kind. 
I never said anything about having any of these young men 
taken from military or naval families. The great body of the 
naval and military cadets are selected by 356 members of the 
House of Representatives, and there is no better guarantee for 
their being fairly distributed throughout the Union, and no bet- 
ter guarantee for their being a representative, to use the 
phrase so much used nowadays, of the people at large. 

L only advocate giving the President an equitable discretion 
in the appointment of about ten young men inthe Army. How 
in the world are ten cadets to be distributed proportionately 
over the Union? The appointments, taking deaths and resig- 
nations into account, will amount to about three a year, to be 
distributed amongst forty-four States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not neglect the opportunity 
of indorsing so far as I can the sentiments expressed by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] with so much vehemence and 
eloquence. Asa Democrat I would not deny the equal oppor- 
tunity for all of advancement in life, for entry into the public 
service to any man on account of his condition, no matter how 
humble or how poor that man may be in this world’s goods. I 
do not believe that the son of a commodore or of a general or of a 
distinguished Senator like the Senator from Nebraska—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Or the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Should have any advantage over the son of the 
hod-carrier, to whom the Senator from Nebraska alluded as one 
of presumed humble condition in life. I would not, by any vote 
of mine or by any word of mine, give the least advantage toone 
over the other. 

But, Mr. President, in our consideration and in our care and 
anxiety to preserve that equality for certain classes in the com- 
munity, we are sometimes in danger of producing an inequality 

uite as vicious, quite as undemocratic, and quite as inimical to 
these conditions of equality which we have sought to preserve 
from the commencement of our Government until the present 
time. 

Why should the son of the distinguished Senator from Ne- 
braska be deprived of the advantage that his precocity and his 
ability and his capacity is to give him as an aspiring young man 
in this great Republic? Why should he, if he happens to be the 
son of this distinguished man in the service of the United States 
in such fashion as to deprive him of that residence which is nec- 
essary to the great mass of appointments, not have these few and 
limited opportunities to go abreast with the sons of those who 
have been fortunate enough to live in the States long enough to 
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acquire this advantage of competing for these appointments at 
West Point and Annapolis? 

Surely, it seems to me that giving the President the appoint- 
ment of ten out of some three hundred cadets in order to meet 
this case, and thus remove measurably this inequality which 
would otherwise exist, ought to commend itself to the democ- 
racy and to the sense of fairness of the Senator froth Nebraska, 
as it certainly does commend itself to me. 

The Senator must recollect that this supposititious case of his 
of the feeble-minded son of a distinguished commodore or a dis- 
tinguished general being placed in the service where only a 
deserving lad should be placed, is purely imaginary. Every 
young man, if appointed by a Representative or by the President 
is subjected to precisely the same examination before entrance 
into either of the academies; he must stand the same physical 
test, he must measure up to the same intellectual standard. 

There is an absolute equality asto requirements. Whenthey 
have once entered, I have never heard any charge that there 
was any favoritismas to the graduation of these lads in the serv- 
ice of their coyntry. On the contrary, I have always believed, 
as I have heard it asserted, that there were no more democratic 
institutions in this country, certainly no more democratic edu- 
cational institutions, than these academies for the naval and 
military service. There is absolute equality there to-day as to 
opportunities, as to condition in life, as to instruction, and as to 
the mode of living between the son of a millionaire or the son 
of the distinguished Senator from Nebraska and that of the 
humblest boy who has entered the Academy by the favor of the 
Representative of his district; and I have never heard any alle- 
gation to the contrary. 

This is a practical question. I do not think the case quite 
calls for the vehemence and eloquence of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. If there is a wrong here,I would go with him to right 
it, and I would go with him to right it on the lines he has 
marked out for producing equality and absolute equality, and es- 
pecially equality to those who should be less fortunate in the 
race Of life than their fellows, but it does not seem to me that 
the occasion exists. 

{t seems to me that there were wise men and democratic men 
and men in favor of the rights of the people who made this law 
before we came here. There were great men before Agamem- 
non; there were wise legislators before the Senator and I en- 
tered this body, and they seem to have provided with a practi- 
cal good sense and a practical statesmanship for the distribution 
of these cadets over the Union by allowing the Representative 
of each district to nominate them. 

I quite agree with the Senatorin making more stringent the 
provision that the cadet should be domiciled and have a bona 
fide residence in the district from which he is appointed. 

In addition to that,it seemed necessary to clothe the Presi- 
dent--I do not suppose the President desires the power at all, 
for it is only a trouble and annoyance to him—with this power to 
appoint these few cadets in order to do away with what seemed 
to be a condition of things that would produce inequalities and 
unfairness towards a certain class of our citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, [ desire to say, in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], that my amendment, as I 
drew it, is only a provision that affords an equal opportunity to 
all the people of this country. I do not want to give any special 
advantage to the son of any particular man or class of men. I 
want for the humblest citizen in this land who has a bright and 
intelligent boy, one who is mentally and physically competent 
to enter the naval service of this Government, as complete an 
opportunity to do so as the son of any commodore or commander 
of a vessel or any other man. 

The Senator from Delaware says that he agrees with me upon 
that. I did not think soa moment ago when he said that the 
President ought to have the power to reward a certain class of 
men in the naval service. 

Mr. GRAY. I did notsay that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not make the son of a commodore—and I 
speak simply by way of illustration—go into the district where 
his father has a legal residence, and there come in competition 
with the boys who live in that Congressional district? Has the 
Senator from Delaware any objection to that? 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I should have no objection to it. 
There is nothing in this matter, so far as I view it, except in 
the matter of practical arrangement, so as to do the least possi- 
ble injustice and make the greatest possible equality in distrib- 
uting these appointments. 

There would be a very great hardship, it seems to me, if my 
friend from Nebraska happened to be anofficer in the Army out 
upon the plains, with a little family around him, to compel him 
to send his son athousand miles away in order toacquire a domi- 
cile somewhere else, and incur expense and trouble in order to 


get an appointment that he is deprived of getting by reason of 
his service and the life he is obliged to lead. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Delaware is mistaken. His 
argument is based upon a false assumption of the law. I think 
the Senator from Delaware is a good enough lawyer to know 
that it is impossible for a man to be acitizen of the United 
States and not possess a legal domicile somewhere. I ask the 
Senator as to that. 

Mr. GRAY. I was speaking as a practical question and not 
as a legal question about domicile, which the Senator knows 
is anexceedingly abstruse matter sometimes. But I instanced 
to him what might very well take place, that an officer of the 
Navy whose legal domicile wasin my State, or the State of New 
Jersey or the State of New York or on the ‘seaboard, whose 
whole life during the rearing of his children being out on the 
plains, even west of the Senator's own State, and it seemed to 
me depriving him of that equality of opportunities, for which 
we are both contending, to require him to send his son back to 
reside for two years at this domicile, at an expense he could illy 
afford, and deprive him of his society and of the opportunity 
to train the boy as he wished to do, in order that he might enter 
the military service. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not deny the foct, then, that 
at some place in the United States, within its territorial juris- 
diction, every officer of the Navy and of the Army, although he 
may be now or may have been for twenty-five years in the heart 
of Africa, has a legal domicile, and that the domicile of his wife 
and children follow his domicile. There can be no question 
about that rule. Itis the rule of this country; it is the rule of 
every civilized country upon the face of the globe to-day, and 
has been for five hundred years. 

Suppose the Senator from Delaware with hisfamily was in the 
State of California or the State of Washington, and a competi- 
tive examination was to be held in the State of Delaware, in 
which his son desired to enter for appointment to the Naval 
Academy or to the Military Academy, would the Senator think 
it wa3 proper, under those circumstances, to have a law which 
would permit the President to appoint his son, without under- 
going that competitive examination with the boys who live in 
the State of Delaware, which would take him in consequence of 
his being in California and still having a domicile in the State 
of Delaware, and place him in the Military Academy or the 
Naval Academy, and by that means defeat the other good boys 
of Delaware from an opportunity to compete for that position? 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator wants an answer now, [ do not 
think his supposititious case isa good one. That would not de- 
prive any boy in Delaware of that opportunity who now would 
be entitled to it, each district having one cadet; and this is en- 
tirely a matter of additional appointment given to the President 
to meet the case which I have tried to describe. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, if the Senator from Dela- 
ware were in California he would be there by his own volition 
and would have his family there by his own volition, and that 
would furnish no reason why his boy should not return to Dela- 
ware and undergo a competitive examination before he was se- 
lected for a place in the Naval or Military Academy—none 
whatever. It would be due to the boys in Delaware that they 
should have an opportunity to enter into competitive examina- 
tion with him and show, if they could, that they were brighter 
and fitter for this appointment than his son. 

Mr. GRAY. If I may interrupt the Senator for just one mo- 
ment, I think there is one basis of the Senator’s argument 
which would fail him, for if he will refer to the law as it exists 
now and as it is proposed it shall exist, he will see that there is 
no provision requiring a competitive examination. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that quite well; but in view of the 
fact that competitive examinations have been instituted by 
members of Congress throughout the different States and rec- 
ommended by the War Department, why should not the son of 
the Senator or the son of a naval or military officer undergo 
that examination the same as your son, Mr. President, or mine? 

Why should the President of the United States have the ap- 

ointment of ten persons tothe Naval Academy, to be appointed 
rom those whom he may himself select, entirely regardless of 
their distribution over the country? There is nothing about 
the person of the President of the United States, nothing about 
the office he holds which should give him this wonderful power. 
These appointments belong to the people of this country and 
they should be distributed as equitably and as justly as possible 
among the different States of the Union. 

It is no argument for me, at least, for Senators tostand up and 
say that here is a custom which has grown up and has existed 
for forty or fifty or more years. If it is vicious to-day—and I 
believe it to be so—it was vicious when it was instituted years 
ago, and it is part and parcel of our duty, if it is wrong and 
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| now, 23 he has been since the foundation of the Government, to 
| make these selections wisely and judiciously frorn the different 


ir. Pre amendment I have proposed will not pass. | 
Lar not f le ich to suppose that it will pass. It will not 
ass not b izht not to become a law, not because the 
P clothed with power at his caprice to | 
appoint indiscriminately persons to the Naval and Military 
Ac , not because that can be justified by any process of 
re 1ing, but because the custom has existed so long and the 
inroads of aristocracy have been so great in the political insti- | 
tutions of this country that enough Senators can not be mus- | 
tered here to change this law. 
ir. CAFFERY. Ishould liketo inquire of the Senator from 
Nebraska what is the particular amendment which he offers? | 
I was not in the Chamber at the time it was read. 
Mr. ALLEN. On page 38, line 8, after the word “ Presi- 
dent,” I have moved to insert this language: “ but must be 


distributed among the States of the Union as nearly equally as 
practicable.” 

Mr. President, 1 offered this amendment.and have made my 
remarks for the purpose, so far as lam concerned, of setting the 


seal of condemnation upon this methodof transacting the public 
business. | want every one of these ten officers who are under 
the control of the President and the others who are under 


the control of members of the House of Representatives to be 
distributed over this country as equally and as equitably as pos- 
sible. 


The President has no special interest in the Navy or the 
Army. True, the Army and the Navy are subject to his con- 
trol 1s Commander-in-Chief; but the President has no right in 


equity or in justice to say who shall enter the military service 
of this country and who shall not. He has no right to take the 
gon of one manor the sons of one class of men:and put them in 
the Army, and thus build up a military aristocracy, any more 
than he has the right to take the sons of naval officers and put 


thein in Annapolis, and by that means build up a naval aristoc- 
racy. Neither one would be any more justifiable than for us to 


pass a law or recognize a custom by which the civil-service list 
should be built up primarily from the sons and daughters of 
those who have served the Government in its civil branch. 

Mr. President, turn to the books and you will find that this 
District has nearly 4,000appointments in the civil service of this 
country. ‘Chere are but 250,000 people in the District.of Colum- 
bia, and yet they have three, four, or five times more appoint- 
ments than the State of New York or the Stateof Pennsylvania; 
and there are more. appointments in the naval service to-day 
frora the District of.Columbia than from any single State in the 
Union. Where there has been a lapse in appointments in the 
different States persons have been hen from this District who 
have never been beyond the State of Maryland or the State of 
Virginia, and never as far West as the Ohio River, and ac- 
credited to States like Kansas, and Nebraska, and other far 
States in the West. 

i hope in the interest of justice that the amendment I have 
offered will prevail. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if any such evil has grown up 
in the country as that described by the Senator from Nebraska, 
it would not be eradicated or changed or affected a single parti- 
cle by the amendment which the Senator has proposed. 

The powerof the Presidentas it now exists is unlimited; itis not 
confined to any class of citizens; it is not confined to any partic- 
ular class of young men from which to make the selections. 
The President can make them from any State, or any Territory, 
or any Congressional district in the entire United States. He can 
make them from any class of people whatever. There is no ne- 
cessity that the appointees should be the sons of Presidents, the 
sons of Senators, the sons of Representatives in Congress, or the 
sons of distinguished officers of the Army or the Navy. 

The amendment which the Senator offers only makes a change 
with reference to the geographical limitations. It provides that 
the appointees must be taken as nearly equally as a from 
the different parts of the Union. But that would not change 
the condition of things which the Senator suggests. It would 
still be in the power of the President to select the sons of dis- 
tinguished men or to select young men without reference to 
the positions that their fathers held. So I do not see that the 
Senstor’s remarks have any pertinence whatever to the amend- 
ment he has proposed. 

It seems to me that this power ought to be in the hands of the 
President without any limitation, as the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY| has suggested, to cover any inequalities which may 


exist in dividing these appointments eut among the different | 
Tt seems to me that it is a wise 


districts in the United States. 


provision that this power should vest somewhere, and I see no 
place where it can more safnly or more properly vest than in 
Surely he can be trusted 


the President of the United States. 





| reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, on pag 


ranks of the people, i 
ranks among our peop 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The provision of the bill leaves the matter where it has always 
been. The power has been exercised wisely and judiciously 
hitherto, and I can see no reason whatever for the amendment 
which the Senator from Nebraska proposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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line 15, after the word ‘‘ privates,” to strike out ‘‘ and for the ex- 
penses of clerks of the United States Marine Corps traveling 
under orders;” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike 
out— 

Provided, That the pay of the Grum major shall be the same as that now 
established, or that may be hereafter established, for first cergeants in the 
Marine Corps of the sams length of service 

So as to make the clause read: 

Pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates: Por one ser 
geant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, ono leader of the band, onedrurn 
major, fifty first sergeants, one hundred and forty sergeants, ono hundred 
and eighty corporals, thirty musicians, ninety-six drummers and fifers, and 
one thousand six hundred privates, #384,794.79. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 10, after the words 
** District of Columbia,” to strike out ‘‘ or San Francisco, Cal.;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

In the office of the assistant quartermaster, Washington, D..C.: Oneclerk, 
at $1,400; in all, for pay of civil force, $17,636.23, and the money herein spe- 
cifically appropriated for pay of the Marine Oorps shall be disbursed and ac- 
counted for in accordance with existing law as pay of the Marino Corps, and 
for that purpose shall constitute one fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 438, line 24, after the word 
cents,” to strike out ‘‘ and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
authorized to transfer balances as may be necessary in the ex- 
isting accounts of the Paymaster-General of the Navy and the 
Quartermaster of the Marine Corps;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Provisions, Marine Corps: For1,100 noncommissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, and for commutation for rations to li enlisted men detailed as 
clerks and messengers, also for payment of board and lodging of recruiting 
parties, said payment for board not to exceed $2,500, $74,661.55; and no law 
shall be construed to entitle enlisted marines on shore duty to any rations 
or commutation therefor other than such as now are or may hereafter bo 
allowed to enlisted men in the Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. é 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 6, after the word 
‘‘men,” to strike out “‘and those that may be retired;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For amount required to be transferred to credit ‘‘ Pay Marine Corps,” on 
account of rations to retired men, #62.13 each per annum, %5,838.45, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 13, before the word 
“horses,” to strike out “ officer’s ” and insert “‘ officers’;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Forage, Marine Corps: For forage in kind for five horses of the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, and the authorized number of officers’ horses, 
$2,800. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 17, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out *‘so much of said sum as may be neces- 
sary to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 23, after the word 
* dollars,” to strike out ‘so much of said sum as may be neces- 
sary to be immediately available.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 10, after the word 
** purposes,” to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized toremit the time pen- 
alties on the dynamite cruiser Vesuvius. 

The amendment was agreed to. / 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 12, to insert: 

To pay the Bath Iron Works for speed premiums on new United States 
gunboats Machias and Castine, '$45,000.each, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : in : 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 15, to insert: 

To pay Samuel L.. Moore & Sons Company for speed premium on the new 
steel practice vessel Bancroft, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. ; : 

Mr. PERKINS. I have an amendment which I desire to of- 
fer to the bill. I will preface its presentation by saying that I 
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have submitted it to the committee, who have carefully con- 
sidered it, and [ have reason to hope that they will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from California will 
be stated. 

The SECRET 

lor the repair of the hull of the United Stat 
as 2 training ship when repaired, €150,000. 

Mr. WHITE. The committee will observe and the 

ill notice that a committee amendment has already been 
.depted striking out a provision, found in lines 3 and 4, on page 
, with relation to a modern battery for the Hartford. The 


AD 


RY. On page 32, after line 3, insert: 


es shin Hartford 


to be used 
Senate 
Ww 


mendment proposed by my colleague answers, I think, the ob- 
ction of the committee, which was that there had been no ap- 
yropriation for the hull. As stated by the Senator from Mary- 
land, there is a general desire to preserve the historic vessel, 
and it can be done in this manner, and will be useful for the pur- 
pose indicated in the amendment of my colleague. I hope the 
committee will acquiesce in the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will add that this is the precise amount, 
$150,000 for the armament, which was stricken out. Therefore 
it does not increase the gross appropriations in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senators from California submitted the 
amendment to myself and the other members of the subcom- 
mittee in charge of the bill, and we are inclined to accept it. 
[f the Hartford is to be preserved (and I suppose there is a gen- 
eral sentiment in the country that she ought to be preserved), 
she would unquestionably be of great use in the service as a 
training ship on the Pacifie coast. 

The cost of repairing the hull of the vessel will be, in the end, 
as estimated by the Department, $276,000 in round numbers. 
She is now at San Francisco, and this provision will, in all prob- 
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| Congress to determine hereafter. 
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which I have just read, or by some other authority. | uld 
be glad to have some explanation. 
Mr. GORMAN. By the act of March 3, 1893, as st 198 
Senator from Florida, $25,000 was appropriated to acquire the 


nec k. The Secretary of the Na 
ince of the authority of that act, attempted to acquire 
icientland by private purchase. Finding that the land could 
n » Obtained in reasonable amount, condemnation pr l- 
were instituted, and they been concluded. The 


sary land for the dry dec 
} pursu 
a 


nave 





1ount of this appropriation is the exact sum necessary to pay 
the award for the land. The Committee on Appropriations in 

iming the amendment provided only for the payment of the 
3um so ascertained. 

"here is nothing in the proposition looking to doing any work 
there or making plans for a dry dock. That is a matter for 


All that is proposed to b 
done by the amendment to the bill is to pay for the land i 


| has been condemned. 


| Mississippi River is very high there are developments : 


ability, enable sufficient repairs to be made to use her as atrain- | 


ing ship. 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to have one of the amendmenis 
made as in Committee of the Whole reserved. I refer to the 
amendment which relates to the appropriation for a dry dock at 
Algiers, La. I wish to have some information in relation to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Florida will be reserved. Ifthere be no other 
reservation, the question is on coneurring in the amendments 
made as in Committees of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 11, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserted: 

Dry dock at Algiers, La.: For the purpose of completing the purchase of 
additional land necessary for the establishment of a dry deck at Algiers, 
La., and expenses of judicial proceedings instituted for the condemnation 
of such additional land, $22,029.03. 

Mr.PASCO. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland, who 
is in charge of the bill, to give some explanation with reference 
to thisitem. The matter of a dry dock on the Gulf Mexico has 
been a matter of question for a good many years. Two commis- 
sions have reported upon it. Both have been friendly to a loca- 
tion at Algiers, but there are serious objections to that location, 
and I do not know that any law has ever been passed definitely 
aceepting the last recommendation in favor of this point. 


Therefore I have noobjection to the amendment being | 


The question is on agreeing | 


Theamendment referred to by | 


| tion, including $700 fees of United States attor 


The location at Pensacola, in our State, has been pressed upon | 


the attention of the country and has been noticed favorably in 
some of the reports which have come from the commissions. A 
few years ago there was an item in an appropriation act, found 
on page 722, volume 27 of the Statutes, which made an appro- 
priation looking toward the establishment of a dry dock at Al- 
giers. It is as follows: 

Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the Government reservation, 
near Algiers, La.: For plans and specifications, and for the acquisition of 
such additional land as may be necessary in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, in accordance with the recommendations of two commissions 
appointed by the President under the provisions of an act approved Sep- 
tember 7, 1888, and the act approved Jame 30, 1890, respectively, #25,000. 

The proposed appropriation seems to be in line with the 
enactment I have read, and it would seem to indicate that some 
definite determination has been reached with reference to the 
location of this dry dock. No law has ever been passed, as I 
suggested before, fixing the location, and it seems to me that it 
would be well for the Senator from Maryland to give some ex- 
planation of the matter and to let us know whether this is a 
final determination, and if so, whether it became the final de- 
termination by virtue of the clause in the appropriation act 





Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask by what authority the con- 
demnation took place. I understand that there are ver’ 
rious objections to the location at Algiers, and that when the 


giers which indicate a most unfavorable location for a dry doc 
[ do not know of any law ever having been passed auth 
ing the establishment of a dry dock there, or authorizin 
condemnation of any land. The section of the statute w 
have read is the only authority I have seen which woul 
cate that the matter was being considered, and that d¢ 
fix definitely the location at Algiers. But it seems that 
Department has gone on acquiring land by condemnation, and 


hich [ 
1 indi 
y 


that a further appropriation is now to be made for the payment 
of the land so acquired. I should think that there ought to be 
some definite understanding as to whether Algiers is to be the 


yu 


location of the dry dock. he purpose here seems to be simply 
to purchase land without any determination of that questi 
It appears to me that in view of the developments which 
place at Algiers, disclosing seriousif not fatal objections to that 
place, it would be well, if the matter is still open, to examine it 
more carefully and completely before making any further 
propriation to purchase land, if the place is really unfit fora 
dry dock. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that under the provisions of 
the act of 1893, making appropriations for the naval service 

Mr. PASCO. That is the act from which I have just read 

Mr. GORMAN. I take itfor granted thatitis. The Depar 
ments at all events have considered that that was an approp 
tion which authorized them to acquire this site; and the S 
tary of the Navy,in a communication to the Senator from Lou 
iana [Mr. CAFFERY], says: 

Of this amount— 
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Twenty-five thousand dollars— 
sum of $735 was expended by 
inary surveys, borings, etc., and by tl 
proceedings in connection with the condem1 


the this Department 


16 Department « 
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cost of the additional lands required, as deier: the conden 
proceedings, will be $44.750. 

It will be seen, therefore, that an additi appropriation of 
will be necessary in order to complete the purchase of the additional lar 
necessary for the dry dock and its appurtenances. 
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So the amount contained in the amendment now pendi 


the exact amount that would be necessary to pay the award in 
that case. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould like to know of the Senator from 
Florida whether the objections which were originally raised to 
the location of the dry dock at Algiers have not been removed 
and whether a report by a later commission is not in favor of 
that location? 

Mr. PASCO. I understand there have been two reports in 
favor of Algiers; but since the last one was made serious doubts 
have been raised as to that being a proper location. in con 
quence of the overflowing of the Mississippi River there, which 
indicates that it is not a safe, convenient,and proper place fora 


It seems to me that before we invest too much money 
hly 


dry dock. 
in the enterprise the matter ought to be thoroug 
examined. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
the overflow of the Mississippi River has no effect as against 
the location of the dry dock at Algiers. The Mississippi River 
overflows annually at that spot, which is protected by leve 
and itis proposed to surround the land appropriated and con- 
demned for the purpose of the dry dock by such a levee as will 
completely protect the dry dock from overflow. There can be 
no objection on that score. 

I understand that the Secretary of the 
for the commencement of the work the appropriation of 
000, but the committee thought perhaps, in view of the extraor- 


tested and 


Navy has reeommended 
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dinary economy which obtains, that an amount only sufficient 

to pay for the land condemned would be necessary this year. I 

understand that thelocation of the dry dock at Algiers has been 

decided on, and all that is wanted now to complete the work is 

sullicient appropriations by Congress. 


Mr. PASCO, The Senator from Louisiana says that this loca- 
tion has been decided upon. That is the very point to which | 
was addressing my inquiry. I have never seen any actual deci- 
sion fixing upon Algiers as the location. I can find no law that 
was ever passed fixing the location there. I think that there 
ought to be some such authority produced, if the Senator from 
Louisiana can do so, which will satisfy the objections | have been 
making. My suggestion is that until the Congress of the United 
States has by some direct action fixed upon Algiers as the loca- 
tion, we should not be appropriating money in one appropria- 
tion bill after another for this purpose. The definite location 
ought to be fixed by authority of law. 

The Senator says it is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy. I havenever seenany such recommendation, and I think 
thas either the recommendation of a Secretary of the Navy or 
some actual law passed by the two Houses of Congress ought to 
be produced before we go on in this way, appropriating money 
year after year for a dry dock ut Algiers. 

If the Senator is correct in his view that one or the other of 
the bases for the appropriation exists, I suggest that he produce 
them tothe Senate now, so that we can see what they are. If 
the question is an open one, we ought to go slowly with refer- 
ence to this appropriation. 

Mr. CAPFPERY. I ask the Senator from Florida whether the 
act of 1893, authorizing the acquisition of land at Algiers for 
the purpose of a dry dock, is not virtually and substantially a 
location of that point for a dry docky That is what has been 
done. The report of the commission in favor of Algiers, after 
the act authorizing the condemnation of land for this public pur- 
pose, I think is conclusive of the factthat the location of the dry 
dock has been agreed on at that point, and that it is sufficiently 
authorized. 

Mr. PASCO. Thatis precisely what I am trying to ascertain, 
whether it rests on the appropriation made two years ago, or 
whether there is some authority of law for it. he Senator 
now seems to intimate that it rests upon the appropriation in 
the act of 1893; and if that is all it rests upon then the question 
may still be regarded as an open one. The appropriation now 
proposed in an amendment which was not printed in the bill 
moves indirectly in precisely the same direction. 

It strikes me that a matter of such great importance should 
be settled before these appropriations are made, and that the 
Government should not, by these appropriations made from 
time totime, be drawn intoa large expenditure to be made some- 
time in the future, committing the Government in this indirect 
wy to the establishment of a dry dock there. If the question 
is still an open one, I suggest to add to the amendment the fol- 
lowing proviso, to whichI call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland: 

Provided, That before the expenditure of the said ee the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is satisfied that the location at Algiers is suitable for a 
dry dock; and if he finds that there are serious objections to the location 
that they be reported to Congress for its further action before the appro- 
priation is expended. 

It seems to me some such action ought to be taken to prevent 
the Government from going too far in this direction, and that 
this appropriation should not be made until we definitely de- 
termine that the dry dock shall be located at Algiers. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask the Senator from Flor- 
ida a question in this connection. Is it not true that two boards 
of commissioners have, under instructions from Congress, ex- 
amined the sites for the proposed dry-dock on the Gulf coast, 
and have not both of them reported in favor of Algiers? 

Mr. PASCO. Isostated before the junior Senator from Louis- 
jianacamein. I referred to the act of 1893; I called attention to 
itand I read it. But still,neither of these reports has ever been 
confirmed by Congress. The matter, I understand, still remains 
open. In 1893, after these two reports, there was an appropria- 
tion made ‘‘toward the establishment of a dry dock,” but Con- 
gress has never directed that the dry dock shall be established 
there. My suggestion was, that before any further appropria- 
tions or expenditures or arrangements are made the question of 
location ought to be definitely settled by some action on the part 
of Congress. 

Mr.GORMAN. [trust the Senator from Florida will not press 
the amendment which he has just offered. If he will look care- 
fully at the act of March 3, 1893, to which he has just referred, 
he will find the usual provision made: 

Toward the establish ment of a dry dock on the Government reservation 
near Algiers, La.; for plans and specifications, and for the acquisition of 
such additional land as may be necessary in the discretion of the Secretary 


of the ren in accordance with the recommendations of two commissions 
appointec by the President under the provisions of an act aT Oe. Septem- 


ber 7, 1888, aud the act approved June 30, 1890, respectively, 
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There was a direct authorization to the Secretary of the Navy 
to acquire this land and toprepare plans for the construction of 
a dry dock. No more authority whatever is necessary in any 
case, and no further provision that I am aware of is ever made 
for the establishment of a dry dock. The Secretary of the Navy, 


| as I have just shown, under that provision has gone on to ac- 


quire land, and did acquireit. He refused to purchase itat the 
price at which it was offered, $65,000, and condemnation pro- 
ceedings were had. The jury awarded for the land acquired 
$44,000. It requires $22,000 more to pay the award, and there 
the matter will rest. It will hardly be possible for Congress to 
refuse to make that appropriation at this time. 

But to meet the objection of the Senator from Florida and 
others who may still think it an open question as to the propriety 
of the establishment of the dry dock at this point, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have deliberately stricken out all provision 
for even the plans of a dry dock there. So atthe next session 
of Congress or at any other time when the conditionof the Treas- 
ury is such that we may consider the propriety of entering upon 
the construction of any new work, the whole question will come 
up whether this is a proper location. Then all that matter may 
be gone over and determined. But now itis absolutely neces- 
sary that we should make this small appropriation. I trust, 
therefore, that the Senator from Florida will withdraw the 
amendment, for it has no relation to the appropriation now be- 
ing made. 

Mr. PASCO. It does seem to me that before any money is 
paid from the Treasury the location should be fixed. The appro- 
priation of $25,000 in the act of 1893 does not seem to have led to 
any decisive results. The Secretary has not been able to pur- 
chase the land because the appraised valuation of it is nearly 
double the amount appropriated. They are now going on, 
apparently committing the Government one step farther, to a 
second appropriation. It does not seem to me that it is wise, as 
long as the matter has not yet been closed, as long as the ques- 
tion of the location of the dry dock is still open, to go on appro- 
priating additional amounts of money in the different appro- 
tion bills, and thus indirectly committing the Government to 
the establishment of the dry dock at Algiers. 

The location, as I said, and as the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] just suggested, has been favorably reported 
upon by two boards, but I will say again what I said before he 
came in, that very serious doubts have arisen as to whether it 
is a proper location. The location at Algiers has been flooded 
with water since then, and everything indicates that when the 
Mississippi River is high the entire plant may be washed out 
and ruined altogether. I think it would be very wise to settle 
by some definite legislation the location of the dry dock before 
we appropriate any more money. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly; Iyield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the Senator as to the doubfs 
whether this is ee the best place for the dry dock; but 
the Senator speaks too late. The location has been fixed. Con- 
gress fixed it by authorizing the purchase of the land. The 
Secretary of the Navy has gone on, and not being able to pur- 
chase the land, has condemned it, but has not had money enough 
to pay the whole sum of the condemnation. We are in duty 
bound to pay the award, because the location has been settled. 
It never will be settled any more determinately. Whether 
right or wrong; it has been done. 

The only future question, as the Senator from Maryland says, 
is whether when next year comes Congress shall, with this land 
upon its hands that it ought to pay for and has to pay for, go 
on and spend a half a million or a million dollars in building a 
dry dock. The location has been settled just as much as Pensa- 
cola has been settled. It is onlya question of future appropria- 
tions, just as it is a question of future appropriations for Pensa- 
cola. Weare infor it. The location has been settled. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Maine, with all 
due respect, that he is simply begging the question. The very 
question I raise is whether the Government isalready committed 
to that project. 

Mr. HALE. We have appropriated money for this purpose, 
and under it the Secretary of the Navy has gone on—— 

Mr. PASCO. We have appropriated $25,000, and he can not 
get the land for less than $50,000. 

Mr. HALE. No; but the Secretary has gone on under the 
act and condemned the land for the United States and taken 
legal process, and thereby has located it. Tunis appropriation is 
merely necessary to complete the payment for the land. We 
have to pay for the land even if we abandon it. 

Mr. PASCO. But the Secretary of the Navy had no power 
beyond the $25,000 which wasappropriated. If that was insuffi- 
cient he could close the contract, he could not buy the land; and 
now he comes here and says, ‘If you will give me $22,000 more I 
can do it.” 
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Mr. HALE. This is only to carry out what is recognized by 
the law as one process. A general statute requires the Govern- 
ment to pay for land which it has condemned. It can not get 
out of it. It is equivalent to a deed where property has passed 
from one private party to another—the money can be recovered 
and the United Seates is in this situation. I think quite likely 
we have got into a bad scrape and have got involved in an ex- 
penditure down there which will not be at the best place; but 
we are in for it, so far as the land is concerned. 

Vhen the question comes up of placing $1,000,000 worth of 
work there, that is a matter which Congress has to determine 
hereafter. We might perhaps better atford to let the land lie 
than to put more money on it. But we are in for buying the 
Jand. That is all this provision applies to. The Senator is 
wrong insayirgit has not been located. That hasall been done, 
Nothing more will ever be done in the way of locating than has 
been done. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not satisfied that the Senator from Maine 
is correct, because there is no authority here to have any pro- 
ceedings in condemnation. There is no authority to expend 
iny more than $25,000, and there is no authority here to take 
any of the steps the Senator from Maine speaks gf. It was for 
that very reason that I opened this debate. I asked whether 
any authority outside of the statute of 1893 existed. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana |Mr. CAFFERY] thought that some additional 
authority did exist, but when he was pressed by a question he 
was obliged to admit that no other authority did exist than that 
act. Now, this is the extent of the authority in the act of 1893, 
to which I call the attention of Senators: 


Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the Government reservation, 
near —— La.; for plans and specifications, and for the acquisition of 


such additional land as may be necessary in the discretion of the Secretary 


of the Navy, in accordance with the recommendations of two commissions 
appointed by the President under the provisions of an act approved Sep- 
tember 7, 1888, and the act approved June 30, 1290, respectively, $25,000. 

Now there is no authority for condemning any land. There 
is no definite location of the dry dock. 

Mr. HALE. There was a general act passed a few years ago, 
and a specific application to any case is not necessary. The gen- 
eral authority under the act passed in 1888 as part of an appro- 
priation act lodges the authority in the heads of Departments, 
and the Secretary of the Navy has gone on in accordance with 
that act. 

Mr. PASCO. 
that act? 

Mr. HALE. Tocondemn the land in accordance with the act. 
Formerly, in every act for a public building, there was a special 
provision for condemnation proceedings. That was cut short 
by a general act. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Maine understands perfectly 
well that the authority for the erection of a public building is 
the limit of cost fixed by the act, and beyond that limit of cost 
no one has any authority to go. Now here is a limit of cost of 
$25,000. Beyond that limit of cost the Secretary of the Navy 
has no power to go, if that doctrine is correct. 

Now, taking that view of the matter, itseems to me that there 
is no committal of the Government to any expenditure there or 
any location there unless it can be obtained within the limit of 
the appropriation of $25,000. 

Mr. HALE. That does not apply to the purchase of land. 

Mr. PASCO. It applies to the purchase of land for Govern- 
ment buildings, and the same principle must be effective every- 
where. Now, the Secretary of the Navy, having no power togo 
beyond that $25,000, is powerless to extend that sum or take an 
action unless we give him this additional power by appropriat- 
ing $22,000 more. If there is any special act which the Senator 
from Maine has referred to, I will make the same inquiry of him 
that I did of the Senator from Louisiana, to produce the act and 
let us look over it and see whether the power exists. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me, and itis very 
clear, that after the report of two commissions favorable to the 
location of a dry dock at Algiers, after an appropriation in the 
act of 1893 towards paying for the land for the establishment of 
a dry dock, that that forms a complete location of a dry dock, 
and the amount of money mentioned is the initiative payment. 
if that amount is not sufficient more will be had. 

I desire to say that the objection raised by the Senator from 
Florida to the establishment of a dry dock in Louisiana at 
Algiers because of possible overflowsof the Mississippi River is 
without any foundation. That particular point has never, in 
my recollection, been overflowed. That particular point can be 
entirely and completely protected against overflow. 

New Orleans, being the largest city on the Gulf, and the port 
of New Orleans being a fresh-water port, material and men being 
more plentiful and the more easily to be had there than at Pen- 
sacola, I imagine Algiers is a better point for the location of a 
dry dock than Pensacola, and so the commission thought. Now, 


To establish this dry dock in accordance with 
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after the finding of these two commissions, after an appropria- 
tion of money for the condemnation of land at Algiers and for the 
establishment of a dry dock, it occurs to me the establishment 
is a thing settled. Ido not share in the fears of the Senator 
from Maine that it may be a bad selection. I take tho report of 
two commissions that it is a good selection, and I take my per- 
sonal knowledge that the point is perfectly secure from over- 
flow, which is the only objection that the Senator from Florida 
has raised. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from 
do not want to interrupt him. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I find the general statute which the Senator 
from Florida calls for is very clear and distinct. in the first 
place in the act last year we appropriated so much towards the 
establishment of adry dock. We hid not limitit. Wedid not 
say that the land should cost only so much, but in the very 
words used, ‘‘ toward the establishment,” indicated that it was 
only a portion of the appropriation. That is the force of the 
word “ toward ” in an appropriation act. 

If you appropriate toward the construction of a building or 
toward the construction of a ship, it is understood, and every 
common mind can understand it, as being only a portion cf the 
appropriation. Upon that the Secretary of the Navy took the 
act of August 1, 1888, which provides that— 

In every case in which the Secretary of the Treasury or any other officer 
of the Government has ‘been, or hereafter shall be, authorized to procure 
real estate for the erection of a public building or for other public uses he 
shall be, and hereby is, authorized to acquire the same for the United Sites 
by condemnation, under judicial process, whenever in his opin.on it 
essary or advantageous to the Governnmient to do so. 

You can not have any more plenary power than was given by 
that act to the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary of 
the Navy went on under that authority and used the money ap- 
propriated so far as it went toward establishing the dry dock 
and found it was not sufficient, and then he condemned land 
enough for the establishment of the dry dock. You can not get 
anything more complete, more specific, and more conclusive 
than that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, it has been thought for 
some years that the establishment of a dry dock somewhere on 
the Gulf coast was a necessity. So in 1888 a law was passed 
authorizing the appointment of a board of naval officers to ex- 
amine the Gulf coast and consider the merits of the several 
— proposed for the dry dock, and ascertain which was the 

2st location for the dock. The board of 1888 reported, after ex- 
amining Pensacola, in the State of the Senator from Florida, and 
after examining Mobile, New Orleans, and other localities, that 
the best place for a dry dock was at the Government reserva- 
tion in the town of Algiers, opposite the city of New Orleans. 

After that action by the board there was nothing for Con- 
gress to do to authorize a dry dock at Algiersexcept to make an 
appropriation to begin the work. But rival interests inter- 
fered and prevented that being done at that time. So in the 
next Congress, in 189), another commission was authorized by 
law to be appointed for the purpose of reéxamining these com- 
peting localities upon the Gulf coast, and again reported to Con- 
gress what in their judgment was the best locality for the dry 
dock. Those of us interested in the establishment of a dry 
dock at New Orleans submitted to all this. 

The second board of naval officers were appointed, and again 
they examined the several points upon the Gulf coast, Mobile, 
Pensacola, New Orleans, and other localities, and again they 
reported that the best locality for the dry dock was the Govern- 
ment reservation in the town of Algiers, opposite the city of 
New Orleans. 

So here we have had two investigations by two different na- 
val boards, each of them reaching the same conclusion, to 
wit, that the best place for a dry dock isat Algiers. Following 
the action of these two boards it was not essential that a sepa- 
rate, distinct, formal act of Congress should be enacted locat- 
ing the dry dock at Algiers. 





Louisiana allow me? I 


is nec 


All thet was necessary was that Congress should take some 
action i: icating its purpose to carry into effect the recomimenda- 


tion of tue two boards of naval oficers. This action was taken 
when in the naval appropriation bill of 1893 the following provi- 
sion was inserted: 

Dry dock, Algiers, La.: Toward the establishment of a dry dock on the 
Government reservation, near Algiers, La.; for plans and specifications, and 
for the acquisition of such additional land as may be necessary in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy, in accordance with the recommenda 
tions of two commissions by the President under the provisions of an act 
approved September 7, 1888, and the act approved June 30, 1890, respectively, 
$25.0.0 

There could be no more direct assent on the part of Congress 
to the establishment of the dry dock at Algiers than the incor- 
poration of this appropriation in the Nava! appropriation act of 
1893. The Senator from Florida, who insists that action locat- 
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yt yet boon taken, is certainly in error. | The SECRETARY. On page 48, after line 19 
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in 6 dry do ] » add: 
This | \ col ean nothing else. It was later ascertained | for the purpose of further increasing the Naval Establishment of 
that tl \ nit ficient. Additional land, needed to the United oe ee is ay authorized to have constructed 
tee lant <meta ee seathietihie ymipleted, at such one or more o 18 navy-yards of the United State 
be d ‘ viion to make the area suffic A ntly exten- ’ be best adapted thereto, and which are to be designated “ the fe “a 
Aiv yt uuld not be purchased by private agrce- | retary of the Navy, twosteel-armored cruisers (of the genera] type of the new 
= ' , condemned. It re jure ad more money to | United States cruiser Minneapolis, authorized and now building under the 
: : : - et March 2, 1891). Each of the said cruisers herein authori l to hava 
m ‘ded in the condemnation proceedings, | the highest practicable speed for vessels of thelr class, and { ies Saeeaiaae 
an on now before the Benate is to give this addi- | with the latest and best types of modern engines, armament, and equip 
{ } ments, and to cost, oxclusive of armament, Not more than $2,750,000 each 
. : : . r : : , | Inthe constructi feacl the said vessels all the provisions of the ac 
) ho ‘th enator from Florida to raise the ob- | of su ~ t3 1846 canhin Po to cnet the N veal eta is fen on F; 
| ! lt isin the nature of a demurrer which | tom rial for said vessels, thelr engines bollers,and machinery, the pl wn 
hy dh ipl limi We have passed now to the | drawings, and specifications therefor, shall be observed and followed, and 
pepe aie | said vesselsshall be built in compliance with the terms of so much of the said 
nit — ; : i ; p ; act as is therein provided for the construction of the vessels therein named 
i hy ILDING O PC lah. “he question ison concurring | to be builtin thenavy-yards of the United States, save thatin all their part 
in the a ndment made as in Committee of the Whole. | the vessels herein authorized shall be of domestic manufacture. , 
. . . . es * | * ‘ r ' rs . . . 
\SCO. I thought the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.| Mr.GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Virginia will not 
C ‘1 to address the Senate, and I waited. | press the amendment, but will withdraw it. Iam in full sym 
CAFFIER) No. pathy with the purpose he has in view to increase our Navy 
PASCO. Mr. President, I have already admitted what | rapidly as possible, and for the past six or eight years—indeod 
the Senator from Louisiana has stated, that this matter has | ever since I have been a member of the Committee on Appro- 
becti examined and reported favorably; but it still seems that | priations—I have advocated the most liberal appropriation 
there has been no definite Jocation of the dry dock at Algiers, But we have \yeached a point in our financial affairs where it is 


that the location is to be made in this in- 
what I object to. 


and it is manifest 
direct way; end that is 

Mr. HAL, What force does the Senator from Florida put 
upon the actof Congress appropriating money toward theestab- 
lishment of adry dock at Algiers, if that is not a location of it? 

Mr. PASCO. There isa good deal of force in the words ** to- 
ward the establishment” of a dry dook there, but still in my 
judgment the matter is in fier; it has not yet been concluded, 
and [still think the Secretary of the Navy was limited to 625,000; 
just as when the Secretary of the Treasury is limited to $100,- 
000 for a public building to be erected in a partioular place, he 
has no authority to make any contract beyond the amount 
actually appropriated. Jt isin that view ef the case that I do 
not think a mutter so important ought to ‘be concluded in this 
indirect way. ‘The favorable reports that. come from these two 


| this account. 
| being constructed.and are not completed. 


bourds are reasons for regarding Algiers as a suitable place for | 


the establishment of a dry deck. 

but these reports are notconclusive. They only bring infor- 
mution to Congress, and since both these reports were made do- 
velopment. have occurred at Algiers showing that it would be 
a most inappropriate and unfit place, because of the volume.of 
water there, which would threaten the safety of the.entirestruc- 
tur inplete plant. Jiut I de think that while the matter 
is still in an unsettled condition we should keep it.so.untila com- 
plete and thorough investigation and determination has been 
made, and we should not locate the dry deck there in this indi- 
root way. 

The Chair 
amendment, but it will be recollected that there was an amend- 
ment ponding which | myself offered to the committee amend- 
ment, which | think is first in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
the Senator from Florida as offering an amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. It was read to the Senate sometime ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator suggested an 
amendment to the Senator in charge of tthe bill, but did not 
send it to th } The Chair did not understand it had been 
ollere ad. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that it be read at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole: 

P red, That beirore the expenditure of the said appropriation the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is satisfied that the location at Algiers is .snitable for a 
dry dock; and if he finds that there are serious objections to the location, 
that they.be reported to Congress 
priauon is expended, 

‘The PRESLDING OFFICER. Thequestion ison agreeing to 
ths amendment of the Senator from Florida to the amendment 
made us inCommittee of the Whole. 

The amendment te the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move at the end of line 12, page 49, to add 
to the clause remitting the time penalties on the dynamite 
cruiser Vesuvius: 
ufficient for such purpose is hereby appropriated. 

This amendment meets with the approbation of the commit- 
tee, andT offer itin the handwriting of a member of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on 
page 48, preceeding line 20, for the construction of two steel- 
armored cruisers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 





», the ac 


whs 


de 





And & sum 


for its further action ‘before the appro- | 


| as rapidly ms its resources 


almest impossible for us to make an additional appropriation on 
There are thirteen vessels under way that are 
The Secretary of the 
Navy states that he hopes by 1896 to have those thirteen vessels 
completed, and ithey will make us a very respectable Navy. 

In the mean time 1 hope and itrust the business conditions of 
the country will be so improved that we shall be able to take up 
this matter again and goon with it. There.can be no very se- 
rious trouble in the delay which the condition of the Treasury 
seems to demand. I ‘therefore trust that the Senator from 
Virginia will withdraw the amendment, and not open up a de- 
bate which would be long extended, but will permit the matter 
io remain open until the next session of Congress, when we 
hope—I hope at least—that we will be in a condition where | 
may join the Senator from Virginia in making still further pro- 
visions for the advancement.of our Navy. 

Mr. DANIEL. dn view of the remarks made by the Senator 
in charge of the bill as to the condition of the Treasury and the 
Other considerations advanced by him, I shall not urge the 
amendment at this time. I do not belicve that it would be sue- 
cess!ul in consideration of the statement he has made, notwith- 
standing the policy of the Government to build up a greatnavy 
willallow. I therefore withdraw the 


| amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 


| withdraws the amendment. 


thout to put the question on the committee | 


Add the following proviso to the amend- | 





The amendments were ordered ito be engrossed and the bill 
to be read -a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move ‘that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 6026) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1896. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Pending the consideration of this bill, 
[ ask the Senator from Kentucky to yield ‘to me, promising him 
to take but avery short time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Certainly. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I rise to a question-of 
personal privilege. My attention was called to-day for the:first 
time to.an article which appeared in the Washingtom Post.of 
July 4. It appeared under the following heading: 


OVER A NARROW BRIDGR-—2OW @EEP TARIFF BILL WAS FINALY CARRIDD 
©O VICTORY—SOME DEVELOPMENTS PROMISED—SENATOR CAFFERY MAY 
TELL HOW THE LOUISIANA MEN WERE VICTIMIZED AND THE AGREEMENT 
UPON WHICH THDY HAD RYLEY WAS BROKDN—MR. BLANCHARD’S SILENCE 
INTERERRED WITH CHE COMBINATION TO BEAT THE BILL AND LED MR 
LRBY TO VOTE YBs. 

I send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read that portion 
of the article which [ have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read asire- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Yesterday's:attermath of the passage of the ‘tariff bill by the Senate was 
worth gleaning. Whe narowness of the bridge over which the Democratic 
majority in the Senate passed to safety was shown in the Post yesterday 
morning, but asthecrrtain continues to raise the depth of the chasm is more 
and more revealed (Porseveral hours last Tuesday afternoon and evening 
the Democratic managers Were on the ragged edge of uncertainty, and itis 
by no means certain that their troubles are yet at an end. The bill will 








eventually ‘be passed, but some very plain words are liable to be spoken on 
the Democratic side of the:Chamber before the vote is taken which will 
tinally enact the measure into law. 

The storm.center last Tuesday afternoon ranged around the two Senators 
from Louisiana. They had surrendered ad valorem to specific duties in thé 











joined with 






















in v ng nst the free bar wire pro ition, as related i 1a am t “ } 
LQy ¢ wont } l With the of battiet 31 f t OI a& CONST r to > t » bill, I « un 
t orw l a conference an [ elves, With a % 
i f ment which to delay the repeal of the bounty al 
li presen ‘ven at the muzzle of a loaded gun eben S , 
f ( i ised to be held up d the end- | TOUT AR : . 
me , ) pa More than once was the proposition brought f ard. | Si wWARKT. Lask unanimous ¢ 
bu »it went down to defeat Once again, too, the Populist Sena- | 4 ommittee on Mines and and b € { ) 
to raska made a gallant fight for free barbed wire fencing, but | the extension of assessment work on minine < } 
wi eB! Disintegration seemed to have set in on the Democratic con: sitll aad, Ul : a rs ; ao 
1 ho Repu ans voting first one way and then the other. without | ©S8ary that it should be done at onee. It will take but a mo 
yard for consistency, but only with the one idea of making 1 e | ment. 
rous the quaking bog in which their Democratic.opponents wer y | “he PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from 
. WR. BLANCHARD'’S SILENCE f er consent that the un business be 1 oO 
MAIN. , 4 Ai) tt 4 ‘ “0 
‘Ar ) i asit a » +} "y 1 Le | a) 
Such was the condition when the vote was tak The key of the situa- | Po! aid r for the purpose he \ ¢ 
tion rested then with Mr. BLANOHARD of Louisiana, whose name, coming } ject rhe ‘ hair hears none. 









early in the list, preceded that of the other conspirators. But Mr. BLAN Mr. STEWART. I revort backfrom the Commit 
« tp did not answer to his name. He was present, but as silent as the | DON Rakes ake 7 ae = : ae asia 
: ; ; ss : _ |} an ] W an ame nt, tl )} i bovd 
grave. Mr, CAFI kept the faith. He answered in the negative. Five | @2¢ +4ining, ith an ame nament, tno | ill (1. RB. vs) 
minut later th rk called the name of Mr. Irpy of South Carolina. In | section numbered 4 of the Revised Statutes ef the Un 





| 
| 
these five niuinutes Mr. lupy had done a great deal of thinking. He had | States relatine to minine claims: and lask for its present co 
noticed the silence of Mr. BLANCHARD and saw no reason why he shouk 
He 


. " 9 : ain - »y tic n. 
throw away his vote answered ‘‘ay« His response made Mr. CAr : vion 





















FERY start | By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 

e ae Mr. KYL&, the South Dakota Populist, : ene forthe | W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

ill. Then Mr APFERY felt the ground sinking tro1 n under his feet : | nm : ah a + a4 Mi ams ws 

be - to reach out for the ar: ind. Whenthe roll callhad been conc a sndment of th » Comm co Oo 1 , ine eae 18 

bu fore the result had been announced, he was on his feet. Entering his | 10 Se ction ‘1, line 21, after the words ‘‘ South Dakota,” to strike 
pretest, as told in the Post yesterday, he changed his vote from “no” to | out ‘and the Second as di t of the State of Colo- 





“aye”’ and sat down. Then,and not until then, did Mr. BLANCHARD appear 


upon the scene. He did the only thin; ulo;”’ SO as = make the bill read: 


left for him to do, and voted in the | *“+ 




















affirmative. ‘The tariff bill had crossed the bridge, but through the wit é l,etc., That the visions of section nu mbered 2324 of the R 

and yawning gaps in the planks there was a glimpse of a botiomless gul v tes = ‘the Unite States, whicl 1 require that on each claim 

which made the Democratic managers shudder cated after the 10th dav of Mz ; 1872, id un til patent has been issued 
WHAT MR. CABPERY MAY DO. for, not less thar 100 worth ub 9 ahs ll be performed or improvem 





made during ea ir, be suspended for | he year 1894, s0 that no minir 


















































\ it was told with some detail in the Post yesterd eluim w cularly located andrecorded as required by th 
longs to the 1 \t-have-been chapter—a chapter that is now ‘ comen-aendh ilations shall be subject to forfeiture for nouperfor 
si y as a contribution to history. It is now repeated because there i aan? ment for the year 1894: Pro 1 That the 
possibility that before the tinal vote is taken Mr.CArrRRY May have more to | ; mini - Tana, a eee ts ra the 
say upon the subject. If he should tell, as it is said he will, the history of | uct be record of } 
the rar edule of the bill; 1e Should undertake to be the narrator of | fi yr before December 31, 1894. a 
a st broken promises, he will be sure to have an audience of interested i faith in to hold ans ork sai : olai 
. A aces = . ( i ana W c al fl 
isteners not only in the Senate, but in the country It is understood tha provisions of this uct s 18 St of South Da 
he has 1 promised that the matter shall be fixed up in conference, but it | : t a this is act sh i 
would not be surprising if he should now decline to rest any further belief | mM) aeons a : 
upon promises, but should play the part of a free lance and make things de- | he amendment 
cidedly warm for some of his Democratic colleagues. At any rate, the future The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the: Ll- 
is said to hold some developments whic h will prove fitting climax to the |. 4 Wo ‘urred in 
most remarkable fight Whi h the Si ste has ever seen a wes concurred in, 
. . he amendment was ordered to be encrossed and the L to he 
Ir. BLANCHAR D. Mr. Pussideuh the Wa whingt on —— ndme , ; 
ae a : . { 1 ian iaoniea a read a third time. 
besides being one of the best ne Bpapers in the country, 3 hoe “a wen e f third ti . : 
+1 Ihe b ras read the third time, and passed. 
an enviable reputation for the fairness and justness with wh a : ‘ oa 
it usually treats public men whose duties require them to con THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 
gregate in this capital city. “Nor doTI believe that the journal The PRESIDING OFFICER laid befo 
referred to had any int sation to misrepresent my a 1 the | ing message from the President of the I 3 
article whieh has just been read at the desk. Nevert Less, read, and. with the ng papers i to 1 (om- 
Mr. President, the information upon which the article is based | mittee on Foreien R l ordered to be ] , 
vas erroneous, and the article itself contains statements that re- | 
flect upon me in my capacity as a Senator. It states that- on » thawetith Sin fan ¢ pril 
{ . i ‘ i isml I I iLO, in turcti I l ) ) ss 
T ey of the situation rested then with BLANCHARD of Lou a » report from the re y of State, a ‘ 
wh name, ¢ ling early in the list, preceded that of the other conspira respon » relating to Samoan affair 
tors GROV\ I 
a 1 ¢ : ” if ‘ ‘ : UTIVE MANSI } ] ), 1994 
he word ‘‘ conspirator,” as applied to Senators, is reprehen- 
sible, and particularly as applied to me in this connection is | EXECUTIVE SESSI 
vithout . lati “oat Sa ‘ ; , ea ¢ ale . | oa af . ? + + . 1 ‘ 
without foundation to rest upon; is meaningless and false. In Mr. MORGAN. i move that the Senate proceed to tl l- 


4 





my connection with the tariff billand with the voting upon tha sideration of executive business 
measure I did nothing that should cause me to be referred to as The motion was agreed to - aun Senate proceeded t Xe) 
=a conspirator,” and [do not believe that anyother Senator upon | o ideration of executive business iia oa emcee ats coeamandl nt 
hia 4 at saat og armen eae ker pap ( id xecu' business. After twenty! 

this floor did anything that entitles him to be classed as a con- | in executive session the doors were reopened 

Spirator. | 


. . } LEAVE EF ABSED 
The article goes on to say— i LEAVE OF ATDILN , é 
Bat Mr. BLANCHARD did not answerto his name. He was present, | ir. MORGAN was. on his own request, granted an indefinite 
Fe Wil. DUANCE iu 1. ADS we Ais Mali EL vas } mOil A u . . , . 4 
Slient as the grave eave of absence from the sessions of the Senate. 


When my name was called on that occasion I was not in the DE OF REPRESENTATIVE LISLE. 

Yours Tharthar i Stns fa te ahaa. - ~~ i . ' . . 

Sx nate C hamber. But that is immaterial. Had I been pres- A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
ent in the Chamber when my name was called, I would, for | Tow; ES, its Chief Clerk, announced the death of Hon. Marcus 
reasons that were quite sufficient to me, have withheld my vote | ¢. Lisle. late a Representative from the State icky, and 
on ihe first eall. 


Mr. CAFrRzY kept the fal 








| communicated the resolutions of the House ther 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
3, vi shic b will 








icleé goes on to say; and the plain inference is that | ate the resotutions ef the House of Representati' 
somebody, who is referred to as one « 


Le 
of the conspirators, did not | be read. 


UG 
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The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
In THe HOUse OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 7, 1404 

Resolved. That the members of the House of Representatives have heard 
with deep regret and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. Marcus © 
Lisle, late a Representative from the State of Rentaeny 

Kesolved, That acommittes of seven members of the House be appointed 
by the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall 
take proper action for superintending the funeral and for attending the re 
mains of the deceased at the place of burial, and the necessary expense in 
curred by the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House 

Aesolved, That the Cle: 
of these resolution 

/tesolved, Thal as va further mark of respect the House do now adjourn 

Tie Speaker announced the appolutment of Mr. MOCRBAKY, Mr. Benny, 
Mr. TAYLOn of Indiana, Mr. Paynror, Mr. Draper, Mr, LUCAS, and Mr 
ENCE, as the committee on the part of the House 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, if the members of the 
Senate had known Mr. Lisle as intimately and as well as I knew 
him, they could appreciate the pain with which I announce his 
death to this body. One of the youngest men in the other 
flouse, serving his first term, I doubtif death could have selected 
ft man who was surrounded by happier conditions or who gave 
promise of more usefulness in the public service. 


be directed to communicate to the Senate acopy 


I do not mean 
at this time to detain the Senate by any eulogy upon the de- 
consed ray ty ner apie but simply ask that tho resolutions which 
I send to the desk muy bo now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Kentucky will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
mont of the death of Hon, Marcus 0, Lisle, late a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky 

Resolved, That a committees consisting of five Senators be appointed by 
the Presiding OMcer to attend with the committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives the funeral of the Aeceased at his late residence in the 
State of Kentucky. 

Heeolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a duly-attested 
copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

tesolved, That as afurther mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolutions, and they were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, before announcing the result, 
appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate under 
the second resolution, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. LINDSAY, Mr. PAL- 
MER, Mr. SQUIRE, and Mr. DuBOIS. 

Thereupon (at 4 o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 10, 1894, at 12 o'clock 
meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. ° 
Kecutive nominations received by the Senate July 9, 1894. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES SUPREME COURT OF UTAH TERRITORY. 
William H. King, of Utah Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Utah, vice James A. 
Miner, whose term will expire August 2, 1894. 
Napoleon B. Laughlin, of New Mexico Territory, to be asso- 
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ciate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mex- | 


loo, vice Edward P. Seeds, whose term will exvire July 24, 1804. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNDYS. 

Sherwood Dixon, of Lllinols, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Illinois, vice Thomas E, Mil- 
christ, whose term will expire August 2, 1804. 

James Parker, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice Henry S. White, 
whose term will expire August 22, 1894. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Clark Campbell, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of New Hampshire, vice Adams 
’. Pierce, whose term will expire August 13, 1894. 


John Ht. MeCarty, of New York, to be marshal of the United | 


States for the southern district of New York, vice John W. 
Jacobus, whose term expired JMnuary 13, 1894. 
JUSTICE OF PEACE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Samuel R. Church, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia, to be assigned to the 
city of Washington, vice James A. Tait, whose term expired 
June 18, 1804. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 





William A, Beach, of New York, to be collector of internal | 


revenue for the ‘Twenty-first district of New York, to succeed 
Alexander von Lundberg, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Edward J, Taylor, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Niagara, in the State of New York, to succeed 
James Low, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


JULY 9, 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John ©, MeGuire, of New York, to be surveyor of customs in 
the district of New York,in the State of New York, to succeed 
George W. Lyon, resigned. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

James M. Barco, of Bronson, Fla., to be register of the land 
office at Gainesville, Fla., vice Alexander Lynch, term expired. 
POSTMASTERS. 

I'rank D. Smith, to be postmaster at Dothen, in the county of 
Henry and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmastet 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. 

Curt W. Miller, to be postmaster at Tempe, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Andrew J, 
Halbert, resigned. 

John 8. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Placer and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

John J. Anderson, to be postmaster at Meriden,in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Henry 
Dryhurst, whose commission expired January 16, 1594. 

D. Smith Sholes, to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested.in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Lewis A. Westcott, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Thomas M. Gooden, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
of Kent and State of Delaware, in the place of John Satterfield, 
whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

Ambrose M. Craddick, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Tiinois, in the place of Elgin H. 
Marshall, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Benjamin W. Greer, to be postmaster at White Hall, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward B. 
Smith, whose commission will expire July 29, 1894. 

John C, Neltnor, to be postmaster at Turner, in the county of 
Dupage and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. 

William H. Lightle, to be postmaster at Gas City, in the 
county of Grant and State of Indiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Nun McCullick, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the county 
of Blackford and State of Indiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and afier July 1, 1894. 

J. M. Hammond, to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county 
of Fremont and State of lowa, in the place of Herman C. Cool- 
baugh, whose commission will expire July 9, 1894, 

Goodwin R, Wiley, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county 


of Oxford and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster : 


for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after July 1, 1894. i 
James I. Shea, to be postmaster at Indian Orchard, in the 


| county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, the appoint- 


ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 1594. 

Charles A. Burr, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Oakland and State of Michigan, the appointment of a post- 


| master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 


President on and after July 1, 1894. 

L. F. Thomas, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas K. Irwin, 
whose commission will expire July 16, 1894. 

William E. Smith, to be postmaster at Millbrook, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

John Cranker, to be postmaster at Perrysburg, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1894, ; 

Amos H. Frost, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio, in the place of Clinton I’, Bon- 
ham, whose commission expires July 9, 1894. : 

Charles L. Gilbreath, to be postmaster at Collinwood, in the 


| county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, the appointment of a 


postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. ae 
Emmett H. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Scio, in the county 
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of Harrison and State of Ohio, in the place of Evan B. Kirby, Lieut. (junior grade) Richard M. Hughes, to be a lieutenant. 

resigned. : Ensign Guy W. Brown, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
David 8S. Smith, to be postmaster at East Palestine, in the Ensign William B. Fletcher, to be a iieutenant (junior grade), 

county of Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of Har- Ensign Marbury Johnston, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 


rington H. Young, whose commission expires July 24, 1894. 

George W. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at South Charleston, 
in the county of Clarke and State of Ohio, the appointment of a Ordnance Department. 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Rufus J. Bost, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county of 
Payne and Territory of Oklahoma, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 

Abner Carson, to be postmaster at Parkers Landing, in the 
county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Winfield S. Barr, whose commission expires July 12, 1894. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


First Lieut. Sidney E. Stuart to be captain. 

First Lieut. .J. Walker Benét to be captain. 

First Lieut. William W. Gibson to be captain. 

Second Lieut. George Montgomery, Second Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Tracy C. Dickson, Second Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 


SO ae ee 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


AA 


Levi G. Kilmer, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the county To be additional second lieutenants. 
, of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a sad 
i postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in| !: ae oa _ ae 
i the President on and after July 1, 1894. «. Cadet William J. Barden. 
a Michael J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Lonsdale, in the county ARTILLERY ARM. 


of Providence ind State of Rhode Island, in the place of George 


oe ; an T second lier ts. 
Sherman, whose commission expired January 27, 1894. To be second lieutenants 


, Henderson M. Horton, to be postmaster at Midland, in the 3. Cadet William P. Pence. 
i county of Midland and State of Texas, the appointment of a post- 4. Cadet Clarence C. W illiams. 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 5. Cadet James M. Williams. 
President on and after July 1, 1894. 6. Cadet John W. Joyes. ; 
A. M. Watts, to be postmaster at Wharton, in the county of 7. Cadet Edward P. O'Hern, first lieutenant in the Ordnar 
Wharton and State of ‘Texas, the appointment of a postmaster | Department. . 
; for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President % Cadet Clarence E. Lang. 
| on and after July 1, 1894. To be additiona! second licutenant. 


H. M. Goff, to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of Frank- E : 
lin and State of Vermont, the appointment of a postmaster for | 11. Cadet Warren H. Mitchell. 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President CAVALRY ARM. 
on and after July 1, 1894. 


y2112 . e Ti £?07O ip ? nis 
William Graham, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county To be second liewtenants. 


pie Milan a ee 


of Orange and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster 8. Cadet Samuel Hof. 

for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 12. Cadet Francis Le J. Parker. 

dent on and after July 1, 1894. 13. Cadet George F’. Hamilton. 
C. B. Wentzell, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 14. Cadet Dwight FE. Aultman. 

county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, the appointment 15. Cadet William H. Paine. 

of « postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 16. Cadet Alston Hamilton. 

in the President on and after July 1, 1894. 18, Cadet John W. Craig. 


19. Cadet John C, Gilmore, jr. 
PROMOTIONS IN NAVY. - , ee J 


Naval cadets (line division) to be ensigns. 
7 99 


Joseph R. Campbell, George C. Day, Holden A. Evans, Luke oS Cadet Hugh D. Berkeley. 
McNamee, Frederick L. Sawyer, Charles L. Hussey, John R. Y.| 23- Cadet Albert E. Saxton. 


To be additional second lieutenants 


Blakely, Charles T. Jewell, Gregory C. Davison, Leon S. Thomp- 24. Cadet Hamilton S, Hawkins, 
son, Frederick A. Traut, John F. Hines, Fred. R. Payne, Pow- INFANTRY ARM. 


ers Symington, Yates Stirling, jr., George Mallison, Joel R. ry a - : 
Poinsett Pringle, and Benjamin B. McCormick. To be second lieutenants. 


10. Cadet Charles W. Castle. 


Nawal cadets (engineer division) to be assistant engineers. 17, Cadet Paul B. Malone. 

John S. Porter, Robert K. Crank, Stanford E. Moses, and 20. Cadet Rogers F. Gardner. 
Raymond D. Hasbrouck. 21. Cadet John F. Preston, jr. 
Naval cadets (line division) to be second lieutenants in the Marine 25. Cadet Butler Ames. 

Corps. 26. Cadet Frederick G. Lawton. 


William C. Dawson, Theodore H. Low, Walter Ball, Austin 27. Cadet Charles F. Crain. 


R. Davis, John H. Russell, jr., Charles F. Macklin, and Thomas | 25: Cadet Frank S. Cocheu, 
5. Borden. 29. Cadet Ora E. Hunt. 


’ YTION , 30. Cadet Frank Parker. 
cee) eee 31, Cadet Jobn C. McArthur. 
Infantry arm. 32. Cadet Thomas G. Carson. 
Second Lieut. Arthur B. Foster, Nineteenth Infantry, to be 33. Cadet Frank D. Ely. 
first lieutenant, July 5, 1894, vice Maxwell, Second Infantry, 34. Cadet William A. Sater. 


dismissed. 35. Cadet Edwin Bell. 
-_—_— 36. Cadet Otho B. Rosenbaum. 
IT RAW: 37. Cadet George H. Estes, jr. 
: ae wi T HDRAW AL. 38. Cadet George Vidmer. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate, July 6, 1894. 39. Cadet Dana W. Kilburn. 
Samuel T. Owings, to bo postmaster at Moscow, Idaho, whose 40. Cadet Oliver Edwards, jr. 
nomination was delivered to the Senate June 21, 1894. 41. Cadet Thomas W. Connell. 


dea 2. Cadet John S. Battle. 
‘AN DIR are 43. Cadet Charles L. Bent. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 44. Cadet William E. Welsh. 


Rxecuiive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 9, 1894. 45. Cadet Frederick G. Stritzinger, jr, 
CONSUL. « 46. Cadet Charles C. Smith. 


William Myers Little, of North Carolina, to be consul of the | 47+ Cadet Prank Ty, Wells. 


United States at Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 49. Cadet John W. Barker 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 50. Cadet Ralph R. Stogsdall. 
Lieut. Commander Charles S. Sperry, to be a commander. 51. Cadet James P. Harbeson. 
Lieut. Francis H. Delano, to be a lieutenant-commander. 52. Cadet Hugh D. Wise. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Edward Lloyd, jr., to be a lieutenant. 53. Cadet Pegram Whitworth. 


Lieut. (junior grade) Harry P. Huse, to be a lieutenant. 54, Cadet James A. Moss. 
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SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Christian A. Schaefer, of West Virginia, to be surveyor of 
customs for the port of Wheeling, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Enoch } to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Newea i tate of Delaware. 
phen {?. Greene, to be postmaster at Oregon City, in the 


county of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 

James A, Crossen, to be postmaster at The Dalles, in the county 
of Wasco and State of Oregon. 

Benjamin I, Bonham, to be postmaster at Salem in the county 
of Marion and State of Oregon. 

Will EK. Newman, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county 
of I’airfield and State of Ohio. 

Albert M. Ensminger, to be postmaster at Bucyrus, in the 
of Crawford and State of Ohio. 
Manolt, to be postmaster at Toms River, in the 
county of Occan and State of New Jersey. 

Thomas Buckley, to be postmaster at Plantsville, in the county 
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

George Kirkland, to be postmaster at Oneonta, in the county 
of Otsego and State of New York, 

William H. Malone, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Conrad G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

itichard W. Sayre, to the postmaster at Atlantic City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 


count 


Kdmond W, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 9, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


W. HerptT, D. D., of Atlanta, Ga. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Rev. JOHN 


IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT LABOR LAWS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House resolu- 
tion of June 7, 1864, information relative to the rules and regu- 
lations established in connection with the administration of 
the immigration and contract labor laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of 
the following titles; which were severally referred as indicated, 
namely: 

A bill (S. 879) granting a pension to Josephine F. Kelton, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John C. Keltag, late Adjutant-General 
United States Army, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

COL. JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 838) for 
the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry, United States Volunteers. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. 
consent for the present consideration of that bill, a similar bill 
having been reported by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be ree 1 subject to objection. 

The bil! was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if that has been reported by a committee of the House? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It has been. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
read. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The House committee has reported 
a bill exactly like it. 

The SPEAKER. 
no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that this report is quite a 
lengthy one, and possibly the gentleman from Kentucky may 
make a brief explanation, which will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to make a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr.S r, this isacase in which 


The Clerk will read the report if there be 


Col. Strickland was authorized by President Lincoln to raise a 
regiment of cavalry during the war. He went into the service, 
raised a portion of the regiment, and then was-compelled to go 
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to » hospital on aecount of sickness or disability, for which rea- 
son he was not mustered withtheregiment. After a time there 
were other companies raised by other people which were con- 
solidated with this regiment while he was still in the hospital, 
and another man was appointed colonel of the regiment by Mr. 
Johnson, then governor of the State of Tennessee. 

Sinee that time Mr. Strickland has applied to Congress and a 
bill has been already passed placing his name on the muster roll 
as colonel of the Kighth Tennessee Cavalry Regiment, and he 
received a pension, which he is now drawing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What does the present bill propose? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. What this bill seeks to dois to pay 
him for about five months’ service as a colonel of cavalry, for 
which he has never been paid because of the fact that he was not 
mustered. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the amount? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I do not know the exact amount. 
It is about five months’ pay of a colonel of cavalry, whatever 
that is. 

Mr.COX. Who was the colonel of that regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Idonot remember the name of the 
colonel who was appointed by Mr. Johnson. 

Mr.COX. Was this a Tennessee regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Yes; the Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Was he ever in active service? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Oh, yes. The report shows that. 

Mr. COX. Does the report show who was the colonel of the 
regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Yes; the report shows all of the 
facts in connection with the matter. I have only stated them 
briefly. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand the gentleman to state that this 
regiment was made up by the consolidation of other companies 
while the proposed beneficiary of this bill was sick in the hos- 
pital? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Other companies were consolidated 
with it, but the greater part of the regiment was raised by Col. 
Strickland. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understood the gentleman to state that hoe 
was trying to raise the regiment, but that he was taken sick and 
went to the hospital,and during that time other companies were 
assigned to the regiment, which was formed in that manner. 
Was this officer ever in actual service? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Oh, yes; he was in actual service. 

Mr. COX. Was not this Col. Hawkins’s regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I do not think so, but I am not 
positive about that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How could there have been two colonels 
of the same regiment? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. There was a colonel, as I have 
already stated, appointed by the governorof Tennessee. Col. 
Strickland was commissioned by Mr. Lincoln to raise the regi- 
ment, and was always regarded in the orders of the commanding 
officer as the colonel. 

Mr. COX. And was actually the colonel of it? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. No; because Governor Johnson of 
Tennessee appointed the colonel. The report shows all the 
facts. 

I will state that I have no special interest ja this matter. 1 
have been requested by gentlemen to call itup. It hasbeen be- 
fore the committee for a long time. 

Mr. BURROWS. It ought to pass. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think that this should go through the regu- 
lar course. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not before 


| the House. 
[ would be glad to have the House report | 


REPORT ON TYPHOID FEVER, ETC. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House 


| resolution with a Senate amendment: 


House resolution providing for the printing of 4,000 extra copies of the 
report of the select committee of the Medical Society of the District of 
Columbia on typhoid and malarial fevers and other preventable diseases. 


The SPEAKER. This is a House resolution with a Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, that resolu- 
tion as originally introduced was a House resolution, and it was 
reported and passed as such. It went to the Senate by inadvert- 
ence, and the Senate made it a concurrent resolution and passed 
it, and the only amendment is the amendment making it a con- 
current resolution. There is no change in its provisions. I 
move te eoncur in the Senate amendment 

The motion of Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee was agreed to. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF BERING SEA ARBITRATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate resolution, which was ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the llouse of Representatives concurring), That there 
rinted under the direction of the Department of State 6,000 copies of the 
cial proceedings of ths Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuance of 

treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great Britain, 
inciuding all documents, papers, and agreements presented officially to said 
tribunal by the agents of said Governments, respectively, and also includ- 








ing the written or printed arguments and oral arguments of the counsel on 
pehalf of each said Governments made on said hearing at Paris, and the 
opinions of the arbitrators, respectively, delivered in said tribunal in con- 





7 with its order admitting the same to constitute a part of said pro 
ce rs; of Which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for 
e use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the use of the Depart 


ment of State. 








LEAVE ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. RANDALL, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely. 

ERRONEOUS SURVEY, JEFFERRSON BARRACKS, MO. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

for the present consideration of the bill (S. 190) for the benefit 


OF 


of sundry persons residing in the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, 


Mo. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States hereby release whatever title 
they may have in that part of the United States survey 3,119 lying and being 
within the boundary lines described in the deed of the town of Carondelet 
to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and now claimed as a portion of 
Jefferson Barracks military reservation, situated in the county of St. Louis 
and State of Missouri, unto the legal representatives and assigns of John B. 
—_ igny. to whom said survey was confirmed by act of Congress approved 
July 4, 1836, 

Sec. 2. That the United States hereby release whatever title they may 
have in so much of the land covered by the patent issued by the United 
States to William H. Jansen, November 1, 1855, under preémption certiticate 
No. 27866, as lies within the boundary lines described in the deed of the town 
of Carondelet to the United States, dated October 25, 1854, and now claimed 
as a portion of said Jefferson Barracks military reservation, unto the legal 
representatives and assigns of said William EL Jansen. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall not affect or impair the title which any person 
other than the United States may have acquired in any of the iands de- 
scribed herein, adverse to the title of elther the aforesaid John B. Martigny 
or William H. Jansen, or of those claiming under either of them. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Let us have the report read. 

I hope there will be some explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. GORMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 190) 
for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the vicinity of Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo., have had the same under consideration, and submit the follow- 
ing report: 

A bill of identicallanguage was favorably reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Senate in the last Congress, and the bill passed that 
body. ‘This committee in the last Congress reported favorably, but too late 
to secure its passage in the House. 

For the reasons set forth in House Report No. 2307, second session Fifty- 
second Congress, this bill is againreported favorably and its passage rec- 
ommended. 

The SPEAKER. This report throws no light upon the mat- 
ter. It refers to another document. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLD1'] if that bill grants away any of 
the property now in the possession of the United States at Jef- 
ferson Barracks? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; not at all. I will state for the in- 
formation of the gentleman that by an erroneous survey made at 
Jefferson Barracks a number of people residing in the neigh- 
borhood were deprived of certain property rights. These rights 
were never exercised by the United States, the War Department 
always recognizing that these people were the rightful owners 
of the land. The War Department now asks for the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The Government makes no claim to 
it, and recognizes that it was an erroneous survey. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, OF M’MINNVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1491) for the re- 
lief of Cumberland Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn.’ 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


! 
i 
' 








or 
a - 
7215 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill, which the Clerk will r 
Che bill was read, as follows: 


port. 


et enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the Cumberland Female College, of Me- 
Minnville, Tenn., out of any money im the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $5,000, in full of allclaims of said college for the use, oc- 
cupation, damage, and destruction of its property during the late war of 
1861 to 1865 by the military authorities of the United States in the use of 
said property during that said period for hospital purposes. And the ac 
ceptance of said sum by the said college shall be a complete and absolute 
bar to any and all claims for damage and destruction of the property of said 
colle or the use and occupation thereof by the armi fthe United States. 





The Committee on War Claims recommended the following 
amendment: 
ten thousand fl 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words ‘ 
in lieu thereof the words “ five thousand 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
‘planation of this bill. 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] can make a short explanation. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I willask the Clerk to read the report. 
It is short and sets forth the facts. 
The report (by Mr. HOUK) was read, as follows: 


hundred ” and in- 


sert 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear an 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1491) 
for the relief of Cumberland Pemale College, of McMinnville, Tenn., submit 
the following report: 

The facts of this claim are fully set forth fin a report made by this com 
mittee to the House in the Fifty-first Congress, which is as follows: 

House Report No. 2647, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
9688) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, submit the following re- 
port 

‘Cumberland Female College, of McMinnville, Tean., was chartered under 
the laws of Tennessee in 1851, the cost of the building, etc., being about 8235, - 
000. From 1851 to 1861 it was In successful operation. In 1862 the buildings 
were seized by the Federal forces and converted to hospitaluse. From its 
seizure in 1862 until the close of the war the school grounds and buildings 
were almost continuously used by the Union army for hospital purposes, 
the town of McMinnville being held as a permanent military post. The 
property was in fine condition when seized in 1862. When the war ended 
the buildings and grounds were in a badly wrecked condition, the furniture 
broken and destroyed, and the apparatus almost entirely ruined. 

rhe evidence fully shows that a conservative estimate of the damage to 
the grounds, buildings, furniture, and apparatus would place the loss at not 

8S than $5,000, and that the further sum of $2,500 would be a moderate com 
ensation for the use and occupation of the premises. 

“In view of the foregoing your committees recommend the passage of 
bill with the following amendment: 

In line 6 strike out ‘ten thousand’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘seven thou- 
sand tive hundred.’ ’’ 

in the Fifty-first Congress this clatm was not reached on the Calendar, but 
in the Fifty-second Congress it passed both Houses and went to conference, 
the two Houses not agreeing as to the amount, and that committee reported 
as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (+. R. 2122) for the relief of Cum- 
berland Female College, of McMinnville, Tenn., having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendments 
ment, as follows: 

‘Strike out all after the word 
thereo 6 following: 

‘he sum of $5,000 for use’ and occupation of the college buildings and 
premises as a hospital during the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1895, by the mili 
tary authorities of the United States, the same to be accepted and receipted 
for in full for all claims of the said Cumberland Female College against 
the United States,” and the House agree to the same. 

“JOHN W. 
PASCO, 
“Ww. A. PEFFER, 
‘* Managers on part of Se 
*“B. A. ENLOE, 
“Ww. J. STONE, 
“JOHN C. HOUK 
Vanagers on part of the Hor 

The conference report was adopted by both Hous but the act did not 
reach the outgoing President in time to be signed on March 4, 1893, failing 
only by an hour or less to become a law 

The committee recommends the passage of the bill (H. R.1491), with an 
amendment striking out the words “ten thousand five hundred,”’ in lines 6 
and 7 of the bill, and substituting the words ‘‘five thousand,’' the amount 
recommended by the conference committee of the Fifty-second Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to receive consid- 
eration in the regular way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe call of committees 
for reports. 


BRIDGE OVER EASTERN 





the 


two Houses 


and agree to an amend- 


‘appropriated,’ in line 6, and insert in lieu 








DANIEL, 


BRANCH OF POTOMAC. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1112) pro- 
viding for a survey for a bridge across the Eastern Branch of 
the Potomac River; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, and the bill H. R. 4128, 
on the same subject, was ordered to lie on the table. 
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REQUIRING RESIDENTS ON BOATS IN INTERIOR WATERS TO 
OBTAIN LICENSE. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported favorably, with amendments, the bill 
(H. It. 225) to require persons who make their residence on boats 
on the interior waters of the United States to obtain license, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calen- 


dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS TO ADMINISTER OATHS TO PEN- 
SIONERS. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably, with amendments, the bill (H.R. 7294) em- 
powering fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pen- 
sioners, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
House Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION ACT OF 


JUNE 27, 1890. 


Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably, with amendments, the bill (H.R. 7574) 
to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act granting pension 
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacited for the performance 
of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890; which 
was roferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, withthe accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


SALE OF BURIAL SITES FOR BENEFIT OF CONGRESSIONAL 
CEMETERY. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported with amendments the bill (MH. R, 223) granting 
the right to sell burial sites it parts of certain streets in Wash- 
ington City to the vestry of Washington Parish for the benefit 
of the Congressional Cemetery; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


wn ‘ ‘ Pr ‘ 
The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (HL. KR. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia; and 

\ bill (H.R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes 
in the district of Minnesota. 

ho message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amondmoents the bill (H. R. 6447) to fix aterm of the Federal dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mis- 
sissippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties 


numod: in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(S. 411) for the relief of Samuel Collins; when the Speaker 
Silene | the same, 


BQUALIZATION OF REAL-ESTATE VALUES IN DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this being District day, I now 
call up the bill H. R. 6415, reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 6115) to provide an immediate revision and equalization of 
real-ectate values in the District of Columbia; also to provide an assess- 
ment of realestate In said District in the year 1896, and every third year 
thereafter 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, ought not this bill to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it will be read, and then the point can 
be made, 

The SPEAKER, Assoon as the Houso is informed of what it 
is, the point can be made. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEARD (interrupting the reading). 
view of the fact that this bill will have to 


The 


Mr. Speaker, in 
considered in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, I move to suspend the further reading, and 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and the bill can be read in Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for my colleague, Mr. MOON, who has been called home 
suddenly by the death of his brother. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EQUALIZATION REAL ESTATE VALUES 
OF COLUMBIA. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
eee House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the 
chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will read, 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of the bill may be resumed at the point reached by 
the Clerk. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the bill may be resumed at the 
point at which the reading was suspended in the House. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr, Chairman, I desire to state that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia considers this bill one of un- 
usual importance, designed, as it is, to change the system of 
assessment of property in the District of Columbia. Itisa matter 
in which not only the citizens of the District are concerned, but 
the Government of the United States, since we are liable for a part 
of the expense of conducting the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia. So important was the bill in the estimation of the com- 
mittee, that they directed that the bill be taken up outof its order 
and presented first among the bills on our Calendar for the consid- 
eration of the House. I now desire to yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss], who, as chairman of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on tho District of Columbia, having 
charge of the bill, has given the matter, in connection with his 
associates, a very careful consideration, and he is more familiar 
with its provisions than I am. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman yields, I 
would like to ask him a few questions. 

Mr. HEARD. I will transfer the duty of answering those 
questions to my friend from Alabama, who is more familiar with 
the bill than I am. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to yield 
to the gentleman to answer any questions he may desire. 

Mr. RAY. I desire a little {aformation, that is all; and I 
thought perhaps it would be more agreeable to the gentleman 
to answer some questions now than to be interrupted after en- 
tering on the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to answer any 
question. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know whether or not personal 
pooper is now taxed in the District of Columbia? 

r. COBB of Alabama. It is. 

Mr. RAY. And is one of the purposes of this bill to exempt 
personal property from taxation? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. The tax on personal 
property is assessed and collected in this District under an en- 
tirely different and separate system. " 

Mr. RAY. Then this bill is not intended to interfere with 
that at all? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Notin the slightest. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Now, is there any provision made in 
this bill for giving notice to property owners of the assessments 
made? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is provided for by pee law. 
There will be notices given, but the provision for these notices 
is not incorporated in this bill, because there is already provi- 
sion for that subject in the existing law. 

Mr. RAY. And it is not intended by section 16 to repeal 
those provisions. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Not atall. There is no conflict be- 
tween this bill and the existing law on that subject. 

Mr. RAY. [notice that in section 2 you provide that three 
discreet persons shall be appointed as assessors, who shall have 
been bona fide residents of the District for at least five years, 
and who shall be conversant with real-estate values therein. 
These men are to be appointed as a permanent board of assist- 
ant assessors, and are to hold office for a term of three years, un- 
less sooner removed. The only qualification required seems to 
be that these men shall have resided in the District for five 
years and shall be men conversant with real-estate values. 

herefore it would follow, I suppose, that these assessors need 
not be interested as papery owners at all. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They need not be property owners 
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at all. We think that the determination as to who should be 
assessors may very well be left to the appointing power, as they 
will be interested in having suitable persons appointed. 

Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman think—of course he can dis- 
cuss this question hereafter, if he desires—that it is proper or 
wise to vest in three men, as this bill does, the power to fix the 
valuation of real estate for the purpose of taxation if those men 
own no property themselves? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think we would get perhaps a more 
equal assessment if discreet and competent persons owning no 
real estate in the District were appointed. 

Mr. RAY. You think it will be better, then, if they are not 
property owners? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
wise fit and competent. 

Mr. RAY. That is allI care to ask the gentleman now. | 
am much obliged to him for his courtesy. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary, as 
I deem, to discuss at any length the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the gentleman proceeds will he allow 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish tocall theattention of the gentleman 
to the fact that the second section of this bill provides that the 
Commissioners may appoint a board of assistant assessors: who 
can hold their offices for life, each receiving a salary of $3,000 
ayear. Now, is it not a little out of the usual order for the 
Commissioners to have authority to appoint officers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
pointment being for life? 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill says ‘‘during the pleasure of the 
Commissioners.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, 

Mr. KILGORE. 
tee. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
ment. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Clerk did not so read the bill. But | 
want to ask, is it not a little out of the usualorder for the Com- 
missioners to appoint officers of the District of Columbia at all? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We think that the Commissioners 
would constitute the best appointing power. 

Mr. KILGORE. For all the officers of the District? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
immediately with the management of District affairs—the assess- 
ment and collection of taxes of the District—and over these sub- 
ject-matters the District Commissioners have large contro), and 
ought to have. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it competent for Congress to vest this au- 
thority in the Commissioners? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you made an investigation with refer- 
ence to that question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, Congress has exclusive power 
of legislation in the District of Columbia 

Mr. KILGORE. I know that; but Congress can not provide 


I do, provided the officers are other- 


Is there anything said about the ap- 


No; it says ‘*for three years.” 
That may be an amendment of the commit- 


That will be offered as an amend- 





| 
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leman allow 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gent 
me a moment? 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman from 
Texas will give me his attention a moment. If you make these 
assessors independent of the Commissioners, and have them ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, then they could 
only be removed by him, and so you would take the responsibility 
away from where it properly belongs. You charge the respon- 
sibility upon the Commissioners for the proper government of 
the District of Columbia, and at the same time take from them 
that strict oversight that they ought to have and would have if 
these men were their creatures, appointed by them and subject 
to removal for cause by them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Butit would not prevent the Commissioners 
from supervising their work, although these assessors may be 
appointed by the President. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But it is important, as suggested by 
my colleague, and the committee so thought, that the power 
should be vested somewhere, and that these parties should be 
There 
is no more important position under the District government 
than the assessors. 

Mr. KILGORE. Tunderstand that, too; but they ought to be 
so organized that they could not degenerate into a ‘‘ ring,” as is 
frequently the case in cities like Washington and other large 
clties. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, if you can not govern the city 
of Washington through the District Commissioners without the 
formation of a ring, I suggest to my friend from Texas that we 
had better change the form of government for the city. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That ought to be done in the interest of good 
covernment, as well as in the interest of economical govern- 
ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, that does not come up now. 
When that question arises as to whether we shall change the 
form of government or not, the gentleman from Texas may find 
me alongside of him and traveling the same path. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think all of the opportunities for collusions 
aud the organization of rings ought to be removed as far as pos- 
sible by the legislation of Congress. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not believe that there is any 


| danger of ring rule so far as the Commissioners of the District 


No; but this is a matter connected | 


of Columbia are concerned. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not wish to be understood as charging 
that they would enter into any such combination. But, from 
whatwe knowof human nature, itis no different here from what 


| it is in any other city throughout the country, where such things 


for the appointment of officers of the District except in con- | 


formity with the provisions of the Constitution. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ido not know of any provision that 
would prevent such a method of appointment as we propose. If 


there is any obstacle of that kind we could vest the appointing | 


power in the President. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would be in the line of the suggestion 
I have made to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEARD. I would suggest to the gentleman from Texas 


that the Commissioners under the existing law have the ap- | 


pointment of most if not all the subordinate officers of the Dis- 
trict. 
Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. HEARD. 


Policemen and officers of that kind. 
Street inspectors and other officers of that sort; 


and the assessor, I understand, is now appointed by them under | 


existing law. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The officers provided for in this bill 
do not belong to that class,and we have provided in the bill for 
the method of their appointment and the term of their office, 
which is different from the existing law. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama that, inasmuch as it has been sometimes alleged that some 
of the officials in the city of Washington are notoriously incom- 
petent, it would be well enough to have somebody else decide a 
to their appointment ratner than the District Commission-rs, 
especially in regard to such offices as have control of the assess- 
ment and collection of the taxes. 

We shall make no strenuous opposi- 


s 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
tion-—— 


XX VI——452 





have been known to prevail. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The trouble with all legislation for 
the District of Columbia is that the members of the House, ora 
great many of them, are too prone to think that everything 
pertaining to the management of District affairs goes into a 
combination or ring which endeavors to control and manipulate 
affairs in the District. They even go so far in their uncharita- 
ble remarks sometimes as to insinuate that members of the Dis- 
trict committee are connected with such matters. 

Mr. KILGORE. Itis charged as a matter of fact that real 
estate in this city is only assessed for taxation at about one- 
fourth of its value. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


And we are proposing by this very 
bill to correct, as far as practicable, that evil. 
Mr. KIT.GORE. I understand that is the purpose of the bill; 


but the Commissioners must have been somewhat responsible 
for the default heretofore; and therefore I do not think t 
ought to be connected with the new assessment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They have not been responsible, 
they had neither the authority nor the power to control 
very question, the assessing and collecting of taxes. 

Mr. KILGORE. They had the power to supervise the wor! 
of the assessment if they had chosen to do so. 


for 


this 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. No,sir: the gentleman is mistuken. 
They had not control or specific power in that rega ‘hey 
had general control over the subject, but not the control which 


this bill seeks to give them. 

Mr. KILGOR«@. It has also been alleged that millions of 
dollars’ worth of personal property in this city but very little is 
listed for taxation, end a great deal of revenue is lost thereby 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
Texas that the two systems of collecting taxes on real estate 

erty are entirely different. 


and personal pro}; 
Some one is certainly responsible for the 


f 


VU) 


rom 


Mr. KILGORE 
collecting of the taxes on personal property. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all: because the great b 
the revenue of the District comes from the tax 
and improvements. 


dy of 
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Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
personal property when we come to that matter. 
volved here at all. 

Mr, Chairman, the little colloquy that has been going on be- 
tween the genticmun from Texas |Mr. KILGor#®] and myself has 
to some extent brought out the purposes and objects of this bill. 





Because of the defects in the law. 
But we can deal with the question of 
Tt is not in- 


It is undoubtedly true, as he suggests, that hitherto there has 
be ereut difficulty in having proper assessments made on real 


property and improvements for purposes of taxation in this Dis- 


trict and in collecting those taxes when assessed. 

"he greut difficulty that has been experienced hitherto has 
becn in equalizing values. Under the present law it is almost 
impossible that that should be done. The tax assessors, as a 


rulc, have been selected to meet the particular emergency and 


for ashort time. ‘hey have not acted together, but one assist- 
unt assessor bas assessed values here, and another there, and 
another yonder, indifferent portions of the District. The men 


have not always been competent to perform the work; because 
it is ulmost impossible to get men who are 80 competent for so 
short a time and for the compensation allowed. 

‘'axpayers will usually be content, no matter what value may 
be put upon their property, if they believe that the assessment 
is equal, and if they are paying no more in proportion to the 
value of their property than others are paying. Under the ex- 
isting assessments that is not the case. In the last assessment 
numerous errors were committed in this regard. The Congress 
of the United States, in order to remedy these well-known and 
woll-recognized evils, provided by special law that there should 
be «a board of equalization appointed by the President, to con- 
tinue in office for a certain length of time, who should go over 
these assessments, hear proofs, and make an equalization of 
values, so that the hardships that were pressing upon the peo- 
ple of the District by reason of the inequalities of valuation 
might be remedied. 

These officers went to work under the authority thus con- 
ferred, and did to a certain extent accomplish the purposes of 
their appointment. But before they had gone through with 
the assessments, or to any considerable extent even entered 
upon their work, the time limited for their appointment ex- 
pired, and it leaves now this condition of things, that all over 
the District of Columbia property owners are coming forward 
and complaining, and bringing evidenee of the justice of their 
complaints, that their property has been overvalued as compared 
with the property of their neighbors. 

The Commissioners recognize these things as existing. The 
tax assessors and all the tax officers who have to do with these 
assessment books know that these inequalities exist, and they 
know that great hardship is being inflicted on many of the best 
citizens of this District. 

Now, this condition of affairs will always exist until by some 
permanent system the possibility of its occuring is remedied. 
We attempt to do that in this bill. We attempt to do it by se- 
curing as assessors of value competent men—men skilled in the 
values of property in this District, men who can afford, by rea- 
son of the compensation allowed them, to give their whole time 
and attention to this work. 

The mere question of paying officers for work of this kind 
amounts to nothing—is a mere trifle compared with the im- 
mense importance of the work to be done. Not only do we pro- 
pose in the bill to provide for a fair assessment, but also to pro- 
vide for an equal assessment, and this we attempt to secure by 
requiring these assistant assessors, who are to be permanent 
officers with a good salary, to go together and inspect every bit 
of property in this District from one end of it to the other, so 
that when their work is done, when their assessment has been 
made, there will be really very little work to do for a board of 
equiulization. 

Mr. COX. Is theiraction final? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; I will come to that afterwards. 
If these men are the men that we will presume they will be— 
because good and competent men can be secured at asalary of 
$3,000 per annum for three years, and being required to give 
their whole time to this work—when their assessment has been 
completed, going together, viewing the property together, com- 
paring their opinions as they go along and their judgments, 
you can see at once that when the assessment is returned it is 
very likely that it will meet the objection as to inequalities. 

But now, in order to avoid any possible danger of these com- 
plaints hereafter, these three assessors, together with the reg- 
ular tax assessor, are made to constitute a board of equalization 
for five months in the year. -On the Ist of January these assess- 
ors must return their assessment. From the Ist of January 
until the Ist of June, five months, they aro to sit as an equaliz- 
ing board with the assessor to hear complaints and remedy any 
defects that may have occurred in the assessment made by the 
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assistuntassessors. So that itseems to us amore perfect method 
could not be devised by which this matter, which is always felt 
to be of overshadowing proportions, namely, equality in theas- 
sessments of value for taxation, shall be remedied inthe District 
of Columbia. , 

Now, that is the main purpose of the bill, and we sought for 
and could not find any other method by which we could go thor- 
oughly accomplish it as in the bill now propesed. It may be 
said that these assessors may in the three years not be em- 
ployed all the time in making this assessment and in the equali- 
zation process after making it. In orderto avoid that objection 
we require that these officers shall be under the control of the 
District Commissioners for the performance of any labor in con- 
nection with the discharge of their duties, in connection with 
the tax office, that the District Commissioners may prescribe 
for them, and Iam told by the Commissioners that there will 
be no difficulty in finding an abundance of employment forthem 
at all times, and employment of a character that will require 
the talent, the ability, and experience of men such as we hope 
will bo appointed on this board of assessors. 

In order to provide further employment, we made this board 
of assessors, and the three assistants of the assessors, the excise 
board of the District of Columbia, taking that duty, which is 
now so burdensome to the Commissioners, and which is con- 
suming so much of their time, which would be otherwise em- 
em by the Commissioners, and conferring it upon that board. 

Ne do that fortwo reasons: First, to relieve the Commissioners; 
secondly, we believe that these four men, going, as they do, at 
all times all over the District, and becoming of necessity advised 
of the condition of the District in all its quarters, they can best 
tell where there may with propriety be allowed a house for the 
sale of spirituous liquors, and who would be the proper persons 
to be allowed to sell liquor under license. So, taking all these 
things in connection,we believe the purpose sought to ve ac- 
complished will kc done in this bill. 

We have given the matter careful consideration, have had 
many consultations with the tax assessor and the Commissioners, 
aud have attempted to frame a bill with as many safeguards as 
possible to accomplish the real purpose intended by the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Now, will the gentleman explain to us the final 
action of this board of assessors? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Their final action is on the board of 
equalization. 

Mr. COX. What does the action of the board of assessors do 
in the matter of granting liquor licenses? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, The Commissioners will supervise all 
that, but they are the men who under the law will best deter- 
mine all these questions as to the granting of licenses for the 
sale of liquors, the hearing of complaints, and determining va- 
rious questions that are continuously arising under the liquor 
law of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
right there? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. With pleasure. 

Mr. KLLGORE, Do you propose by this bill to lodge au 
thority in these assistants to the board of assessors to correct 
assessments? For instance, to enlarge and increase the assess- 
ments that have been rendered in years previous. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course that is inthe bill. 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). And which has been rendered 
against the wrong party. é 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They are given power to take any 
action that may be found necessary. 

Mr. KILGORE. And they can increase assessments? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They can, most certainly. 

= KILGORE. Do you give them specific authority in this 
bill? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
this bill. 

Mr. RAY. This seems a good time to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman without breaking into his argument. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iam ready to answer any question 
the gentleman desires to ask. We want as perfect a bill as 
we can get. 

Mr. RAY. Does'this bill meet the approval of the Commis- 
sioners? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
or under their supervision. 

Mr. RAY. 1 want to inquire of the gentleman as to the 
proviso inserted as.an amendment on page 3.of the Dill. 

Provided, That any other or future collection of taxes on veal _property—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. ‘Thet is not the proviso I am going 
to offer. Here is the proviso in that connection I will read to 
the gentleman. ft is in the same spirit, ‘but different in lan- 


guage. 


We give them specific authority in 


It dees. It was prepared by them 
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Mr. RAY. 
would be unconstitutional. Now, as I understand, and I have 
made some inquiry, while [ may be misinformed, I understand 
there is a tax already assessed and levied which is in process of 
collection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yos; it may be. 

Mr. RAY. And some of the taxpayers have paid their tax 
under that assessment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No; the tax year doesnotcorrespond 
with the calendar year. The tax year commences with Novem- 
ber of each year. 


Mr. HEARD. If mycolleague will allow me, I think he mis- 





apprehends the proposition. As my colleague, the gentleman 
from Tennesse »[Mr. RICHARDSON] says, there are two install- 
ments in the payment of taxes—due respectively in May and 
November—and I think my colleague will correct hims lf, upon 
reliection, that it is not signed to operate upon the assessment 
alr dy made, so far as equalization is concerned. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The assessment, and not the collec 


tion . 

Mr. HEARD. Well, the collection is suspended, as I 
stand. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of course. 

Mr. HEARD. Until an opportunity for equalization may be 
had; and therefore it is the purp ose of the bill to defer the col- 
lection until after the date of the November collection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, yes. In a momentI will make 
that clear. Under existiug law an assessment of property is 
made, which assessment when returned remains in force for three 
years, and for three years all collections are made upon this 
assessment. The taxes are collected upon this assessment twic 

annually—in November and May of each year—the first collec- 
tion, for the first half of the tax year, occurr ing in November 
the second collection occurring in May. Now, “under the last 
assessment the taxes due in May have all been eollected and 
paid. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ‘Not all. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. In conte mplation of law all have been 
collected. Wedo not propose to disturb the lawin reference to 
that matter. If anything remains due on that assessment, the 
officers of the District will go on and collect it under existing 
law. We propose to make no distinction as to that matter be- 
tween Shoe 30 Who have paid and those who are yet to pay. 

M 3SAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me one suggestion? The tax year of the District ot Columbia 
corresponds exactly with the fiscal year of the United States 
Government 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think so. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ' 

Mr. RAY. Then I understand arrangement now pro- 
posed would not be liable to the object that a portion of the 
taxes would be collected under one system or one assessme! 
and the remainder under another? _ 

-COBB of Alabama. Not at all; because no taxes have yet 
half of the tax year, th 


?° 
been paid for the immediately coming 
The taxes 


collections for which will be made next November. 
which were due and oe in May are not interfered with by 
the bill. If any of thi | 


gs remain uncollected, they will be 
collected nder exi 
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t is the fact. 
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“ ‘law, with the penalties that the law 


attaches. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are no further questions 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would be glad to have the 
gentleman explain the nee dd amendment to which the gen- 
tleman from New York {Mr. RAY] called attention. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The proposed amendment which | 
have inimy hand is alittle different in form from the provision re- 
ported in the bill. Butforthisamendment, orsomething equiv- 
alent to it, the tax collector would goon and enforce the collec- 
tion of taxes in November. 

Now, inasmuch as we are trying to reach an equalization of 
values, we think it just that this process of equalization shall 
apply to all taxes which may be due and collectibie hereafter; 
hence we provide that in November there shall be no collection 
of taxes, but the collection of taxes which would be due and pay- 
able in November will be suspended until the following May, 
when the taxes already accrued will be ‘collected with the taxes 
belonging to that half of the fiscal yes 
board of equalization an opportunity sneethile to equalize all 
taxes which are to become due and payable in the future. 

Mr. RAY. Will not this postponement of the collection of 
taxes embarrass the District authorities? 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. This amendment was 


drawn by the assessor with reference to the manner in which 
he is called wpon by law to discharge his duties. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the revenues of the | 


District will meanwhile be sufficient. 





Well, it struck me that the proviso in the bill | 


This will give to the | 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. The revenues of the District mean- 
while will be sufficient to meet the requirements of the District. 
That matter was all gone over and ascertained. 

Now, if no further debate is desired, I ask that the bill be 
read oY sections for amendment under the five-minute rule 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, general debate will 
be con ‘id red as closed, and the bill will be read by sections for 


amendment 
There was no objection. 
Section 1 was read, and no amendment was offered 


Section 2 was read, as follows: 
That the Commission 































discreet persons, who shall have been } idents of the Di 
Columbia for the riod of a rs, and co int wit 
rea tate values there r Lnt ass who 
ld office at the ) ers, 1 ré 
lary of $3,000 < Ka Oo appointed « rd 
thi n days after receiving \ a 1 rib 
ly, faithfully, and imparti rmall and siz 
upon him by this h appoint tll fa 
resaid, within t time] or shall fail toenter upon 
his duties within fifteen days after such qual he a] 
lbe void t Comn lers shal it an 
litable person Ss i LS abo ) 
ed and qualified as aforesaid, said board of assistantassessors shall im 
mediately proceed to hear and consider such ¢ sintsas may be madere 
y the assessment return y the board iree Members appoint 
\ » President of the United States under the act of August 5, 1822, rey 
a juali 1id asse and make return to the assessor <« 
tr if Columbia of th on and equalization on or before the first 
M f Augu said revision and equalization so IT! 
sh as tI yr the collectionof tax rt 
2 30, 1895, ana until the next general assessme1 
!,as provided forin thisact. And said Commissioners 
thorized and directed to appointaclerk for said board of 
at a salary of $1,200 perannum; and said clerk shall also be 
rel 1a ti 1 and 2 w hereinafter 1 eC 
The folowing amendments reported by the Commi 
District of Columbia were read and agreed to: 
line 4, strike out ‘‘ten”’ and insert ‘* fiv is to rea ! 
ri of at least five years 
ine 6, strike out at the pleasure of said Commissioners’’ and insert 
t rm of three years, unless sooner removed by said Commi on 


to them 
August, 1804,’ and insert ‘‘ Janua 


satistac 


ne 28, strike eou 


HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 
The ( CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amend- 


















ment proposed by the gentleman from Alabam: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

in line 33, after the word ‘‘act,’’ insert: 

Provided, That the collection of the tax on real property and imp 
ments thereon which will become due and payable in the month of N 
ber, 1804, be, and the same is hereby, suspended untilthe month of } in 
t ear 1895, at which time said tax shall be due and payable an 
l m thereof sh be enforced in all respects as provided under then ex 

law in the collection of the taxes on real proper adie ; : 
f for the seco! a e tax year ¢ i 16 30, 18 
x lt the almenadment pri wed Dy the comm 
1° pS ’ 
le 1d tax ) O1 Ll « ( 
) ) I I l ‘ 
ft ¢ lue and collect 1tthe tim it 
i n co m of t on real 
' . : the vé 
n HAIRMAN Without ) } ll 
} eed to. 
I HEPBURD i want to nat i 
the gentleman in che the b 
! COBB of \] Che se is t © it 
plainer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why does the comn eo op ) BUS- 
pend the collection of the tax which should be paid in Novem- 
ber next until May: 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In order that the board of equaliza- 
tion may equalize the taxesand give the benefit to the taxpayers 
of the amount to be collected in November. That is all. 


There is a point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
ee in this connection. At the end of the section there 
4 provison in the following words: 
po said clerk shall also be the clerk for tl 
view hereinafter provided for. 


The assessor tells = that there will be ample work for both 
of these clerks, and that the clerk of the bourd of equalization 
and review ought not to | } lerk of the board of as- 





Under the st both are needed in the 
office, I move to strike out all after the words “ per annum,” in 
line 45 of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amend 
ment first suggested by the gentleman from Alabama will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire [ offer an amendment, 
i which Isend to the desk, to this section. 


sessors als 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “annually,” in line 9, insert: 

“Andthe assessor of the District of Columbia shall hereafter receive a 

salary of $3,500 por annum.” 
Mr. COBB of Alabama, 

ment. 

The amendinent was adopted. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That the Commissioners shall furnish each member of said board 
of assistant assessors With the necessary maps and fleld books, which shall 
contain an accurate list of each tract, together with a pertinent description 
of the real property situate in the District of Columbia, and, as far as may 
be known, the owner thereof; and also such blanks, forms, books, surveys, 
and plats as may be necessary for a systematic statement of the property 
to be assessed, and shall also furnish the said board of assistant assessors 
with the necessary conveyance to view sald peopeety for assessment. Upon 
the completion of the assessment the said board of assistant assessors shall 
deposit with the assessor of the District of Columbia all maps, fleld books, 
surveys, and plats, and all notes and memoranda thereof. 

Mr. RAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 4, page 4, line 14 of the bill add the words: ‘‘And the same shall 
be open to inspection by any taxpayer of said District.” 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sk That real estate in Washington and Georgetown shall be assessed 
according to the number of the squares and lots thereof, parts of lots, and 
upon the number of square or superficial feet in each square, or lot, or parts 
of a lot; and in that part of the District outside of the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown lands used for agricultural purposes shall be assessed by 
the acre, and suburban lots by the square foot, as in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown. /’rovided, That whenever any agricultural lands are 
= and the platting recorded, said lands shall be assessed by the square 

oot 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The committee propose to strike out this 
section and insert in lieu of it what the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby author 
ized and directed to make such rules and regulations touching the manner 
in which the real property shall be described in the assessments returned by 
the assessors as they may deem best, 

The amendment to strike out and insert was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With reference to this section, I would like 
to ask an explanation of why this proposed change is insisted 
upon by the committee? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We thought the Commissioners had 
better be left discretion, so as to prescribe the kind of description 
that should be used by these officers. The gentleman will un- 
derstand that the time might come when it would not be advis- 
able to describe it as provided in this section as originally drawn; 
and therefore to meet any change of conditions that might occur 
in the District, so far as the description of property is concerned, 
we thought it better to leave it with the discretion of the Com- 
missioners to prescribe the manner. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But doesnot the amendment go very much 
further than that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It was not so intended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Under the provisions of section 5 there are 
certiin necessary rules that must be observed. Now, youchange 
those entirely. For instance, the act provides that surburban 
property should be assessed by the square foot. Under the 
amondment you simply permit the Commissioners to designate 
other plans. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We simply intended that that should 
apply to the manner of description. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not there more than a mere description 
in it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, I think not. 
the intention in drawing the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 6. That said board of assistant assessors shall, acting collectively in 
all cases, from actual view and from the best sources of information in its 
reach, determine the value of each separate tract or lot of real property in 
the District of Columbia in lawful money, and shall separately estimate the 
value of all improvements onany tractor lot, and shall note the same in the 
proper field book, which shall be carried out as part of the value of such 
iract or lot, and shall also return the dimensions of each tract or lot, and 
shall perform such other oficial duties, not inconsistent with the proper dis- 
charge of the duties specially imposed by this act, as may be required of them 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. RAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, line 3, after the word “the,” insert the words ‘fair market;” 
BO as to read: . 

* Determine the fair market value of each separate tract or lot,” etc. 

Mr, COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
direct his attention to pages 6 and 7, the last lines of page 6 
and the first on page 7, he will see that his object is provided 
for in prescribing the duties of the board of equalization. The 
words used there are: 


[ have no objection to that amend- 


Sertainly such was not 


So that each lot and tract and the improvements thereon shall be entered 
upon the tax Ust at their value in money. 
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Mr.RAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman were to act under 
this bill, what would he understand is to guide him—the market 
value in money? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The value 
value” is a very indefinite term. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The cash value. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you mean the present cash value ata 
forced sale, or present cash value as it would sell in the market? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The cash value at a forced sale is not 
a proper basis, 

Mr. RAY. 
market value? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, 
that very thing. 

Mr. RAY. [f that is so, you should have no objection to this 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Where does your amendment come in? 

Mr. RAY. It comes in on line 3, page 5, in section 6, and I 
propose to make it read in this way: 

Sec. 6. That said board of assistant assessors shall, acting collectively in 
all cases, from actual view and from the best sources of information in its 


reach, determine the falr market value in money of each separate tract or 
lot of real property in the District of Columbia 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I submit to the gentleman that the 
word “value” is expressive enough. That means the actual 
money value of the property at the time. 

Mr..RAY. Yes; but how are you to determine that value in 
money when you are getting at it not by an actual sale but for 
purposes of assessment? Different men would have different 
ideas of the meaning of this language now in the bill. Some 
would say that it means the cash value at a forced sale, and 
others would say that it means the fair market value in money. 
Now, you say you think you have provided for the fair market 
value in money. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. ‘Fair value ’—that covers every- 
thing. Now, you must remember that this assessment is for 
three years. It may be made at atime of great depression in 
values here in this District that may pass away before the ex- 
piration of the three years, and it would be better to leave this 
matter to the fair, honest judgment of these assessors than to 
try to confine thom by describing und defining the word value. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentlemen permit me just there 
to give to the committee the idea of these assessors, or of cer- 
tain assessors that we have had in this city, as to what should be 
done in cases of this kind. I read from a report made to the 
first session of the Fifty-second Congress: 


in money. 


d 


‘* Market 


Well, I think not. Then why not say, ata fair 


Because I think the bill provides for 


OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF ASSESSORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, April 18, 1892. 


HON. SiR: Agreeably to the request of your committee, herewith please 
find copy of the resolutions adopted by said board July 7, 1891, as its rule of 
action in making assessments: 

** Resolved, That in making the assessment of real property in the District 
of Columbia forthe triennial psriod beginning with the fiscal yeur 1893, the 
terms ‘value’ and ‘true value,’ used in the existing law governing it, 
shall be regarded as meaning one and the same thing, to wit, true or in 
trinsic value, and that the measure of such true or intrinsic value is that 
amount in lawful money which such property would probably bring at 
forced sale under adverse circumstances. 

“ Resolved, That the above rule of ‘value’ and ‘true value’ shall be ad 
hered to equally in all parts of the said District in making the said assess- 
ment."’ 

Respectfully submitted. 


JOHN F. COOK, Secretary. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is that the assessor's report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘This is the report of assessment of taxes in 
the District of Columbia made to the first session of the Fifty-see- 
ond Congress. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Who makes that resolve? 

Mr. HEPBURN. This resolve was made by the board of 
assessors Of the District of Columbia on the 7th.of July, IS91. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We propose to havea different board 
of assessors from any we have ever had before, more competent 


men. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but you are using precisely the same 
words under which a board, construing the words ‘‘ value" and 
‘*true value,” say that they are identical, and say that, as ap- 
plied to the duties of assessors, they shall mean that value that 
the property would bring at forced sale under adverse circum- 
stances. Now, do you want to continue that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, I do not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then ought you not to use such language 
as that no board can give that kind of construction to it in the 
future? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to do it, butI 
should like to ask you, do you believe in the first place that this 
resolution is founded in good plain common sense? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have nota thought that it is founded in 
good common sense; but a board of assessors, possibly of the 
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same class of men as those who will be selected, did exercise that 
want of good sense with regard to this business proposition. 

Now, I want their duties so defined, their instructions so ex- 

licit that they can not indulge in idiosyncrasies so closely bor- 

ering on idiocy in the future. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, now do you not believe that 
the words ‘‘market value ” would fit that resolution just as well 
as the word ‘‘ value?” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think so. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Then you do not improve it. The 
truth of the matter is that you can not frame a bill here so asto 
avoid just such resolutions as those. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam very sorry that this committee, which 
has given the measure consideration so long 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Thiscommittee will accept any lan- 

uage that you will put in this bill, the result of which will 
orce the assessors to report the property of the District at its 
value—uniform value in money. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Well, have the committee done that, in their 
sengments 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We tried to do it. We thought 
that in using the word ‘‘ value” here, and further over by the 
words we used, to which I called the attention of the gentleman 
from New York, we have expressed the intention of Congress 
that the worth of this property should be the basis of taxation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have simply used the word “ value,” 
and the board of assessors have given their interpretation of 
that word “ value” as they understand it. You have here an 
illustration of what they will do with the language you propose 
to use in the bill. Is it not wise, then, tosuggest something else 
in the way of giving them afair instruction as to what is meant? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, we will take your suggestion 
if you will give us a good one. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwas going toask the gentleman from Iowa to 
suggest such phraseology as will obviate that difficulty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not given that attention to the mat- 
ter that ought to be given to it, which would enable me ‘to say 
precisely how the matter can be properly solved. But the com- 
plaint that I make is that the committee is going right along in 
the old beaten track, a beaten track that has been so disadvan- 
tageous to the public heretofore. 

fr. HEARD. I think, if the gentleman will bear with me, 
that since he is competent to make a criticism of the language 
used, he ought to be able to make a suggestion as to the im- 
provement that should be made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That does not follow. 

Mr. HEARD. We will gladly accept any suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Iowa, or by other gentlemen on the 
floor, that will assist us in what the committee thought should 
be done, and that which I know gentlemen desire, giving a uni- 
form basis of valuation and the use of such a form of expression 
as will lead the assessors to adopt a fair standard of valuation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ican not be expected to do in an instant 
that which gentlemen of the committee have failed to do in 
nine months; but if you will give me nine days I will undertake 
to furnish something that will not pursue the very course that 
has been pursued heretofore and with such disadvantageous re- 
sults. Give me nine days and I will give you something. 

Mr. HEARD. I would have no objection to giving the gen- 
tleman nine days if it did not interfere with the progress of the 
business of the House. The committee has not had this matter 
before it for nine mOnths, but we have had it before us long 
enough to incline us to the belief that the language we have 
suggested would answer the purpose. If any gentleman here is 
prepared to make suggestions to assist us, we will cheerfully 
take the benefit of his suggestions, and if the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York will accomplish the re- 
sult which he thinks, we will not object to its adoption, if the 
House approves it. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw my proposed amendment and submit the following in lieu 
of it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection that will bedone. The 
Clerk will report the modified amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 3, page 5, after the word “‘the,”’ insert, ‘full and actual cash;”’ so 
as to read, ‘determine the full and actual cash value.”’ 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
entleman from Alabama if it is nota fact that complaint has 
en made that the assessment has been placed much lower than 
it ought to be. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is usually the case. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Isit the object of this bill 
to have it raised to a higher rate? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 
Now, I call the attention of my friends to this language on 
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line 8, page 5. Now. I assert that itis the experience of all men 
that the more you attempt to define the value to be fixed upon 
property for the purpose of taxationthe more difficulty you make 
about a proper assessment of the value. That is theexperience 
everywhere, I think. Whenever you say cash value or market 
value, or use any other qualifying word to value, you not only 


| do not diminish the difficulties, but you increase them, because 
| in covering it with this qualifying adjective you have a multi- 


SS 


plication of points, and each man attempts to define for himself 
what that qualification means. 

[ submit it is best to leave this matter to the fair discretion 
of these assessors, after advising them with as much emphasisas 
possible that we intend they shall return the property they as- 
sess at an amount which will bea fair equivalent. You must 
leave something to these officers. 

No argument is to be drawn from the resolution which has 
been referred to. In my opening remarks I stated tothe House 
the difficulties heretofore experienced in assessing property in 
this District for taxation; and one of the most pronounced diffi- 
culties was the apparent impossibility of getting the right kind 
of men to do the work. We now propose to make a change; we 
propose to establish a permanent system with three intelligent 
men as assessors at a salary of $3,000 each. These men are to 
devote their whole time to this work; and the presumption may 
reasonably be indulged that in the exercise of their discretion 
they will put a proper construction upon the language used in 
this act. 

The discretion and the responsibility must be upon them at 
last. You can not, by introducing qualifying terms, as the gen- 
tleman from New York proposes, destroy the discretion that 
must be lodged in these assessors. If the English language were 
perfect enough not to be distorted or misconstrued—if it were 
possible to find words of such a character as to convey beyond 
question the very idea that we are attempting to impress upon 
this system—the committee would willingly accept an amend- 
ment. But Ido not believe that the amendment here suggested 
will accomplish the end aimed at by the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Iowa—an end which the House 
desires to accomplish, and in the desirability of which the com- 
mittee fully concur. My firm conviction is, we had better leave 
the language of the bill just as it is. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. O'NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tenpore, a 
message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On June 29, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 196) to provide temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government. 

An act (H. R. 5806) to authorize the city of Hastings, Minn., 
to construct and maintain a wagon bridge over the Mississippi 
River. 

An act (H. R. 4701) to incorporate the Supreme Lodge of the 
Knights of Pythias. 

On July 2, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 4961) granting certain rights over Lime Point 
military reservation, in the State of California. 

On July 3, 189+: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 193) to appoint three members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers. 

On July 6, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 7449) authorizing the Minneapolis Gaslight 
Company of Minneapolis, Minn., to lay submerged gas pipes 
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis; and 

On July 9, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 201) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to continue the employment of certain mechanics and 
laborers. 

EQUALIZATION OF REAL ESTATE VALUES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. ARNOLD in the 
chair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the argu- 
ment of the gentlemanfrom Alabama| Mr. CoBB]is not properly 
based. Look at the real situation. Here was a statute confer- 
ring authority upon certain officers,who construed their au- 
thority in the way shown by the resolution [I readafew moments 
ago. The gentleman from Alabama agrees that this construc- 
tion was all wrong, faulty in the extreme, justthe kind of con- 
struction that we did not want put upon the Jaw. He is now 
called upon to reform the law, yet he introduces provisions pre- 
ciseiy similar to those which have thus beenconstrued. So that 
this language if enacted will be, not a condemnation of the con- 
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struction heretofore given, but a legislative warrant to those 
men who are to be appointed under this bill to adopt the same 
construction which was given to the same words when used ina 
previous statute. ot 

T am not callod upon, nor is it my place, to show the remedy. 
This matter was referred to the committee for the purpose of 
providing, among other things, a remedy; and instead of that 
they reproduce the language of the old law, knowing the con- 
struction which has heretofore been given to that language. 

Now, let me call attention for amoment to some of the out- 
rages that were committed by the old board under their method 
of construing the identical words which are used in the present 
bill. Im certain squares which will be found named in a table, 
marked 10, page 18, of the report I have referred to, the assessed 
value of certain blocks was $18,742,000, while the sworn value 
of the lots making up those blocks was $42,575,000. 

The assessment, in other words, was upon a basis of 44 per 
cent of the sworn valueofthe property. Again, in certain other 
squares, named in table 11, the assessed value for 1892 and 1893 
was $3,063,000, while the sworn valuation was $6,532,000, the as- 
sessed value being 47 per cent of the sworn valuation. 

in certain other squares, named in table 12 (the first two tables 
ure tables showing the valuation of business property, and these 
other tables show the valuation of residence property), the as- 
sessinents were 68 per cent of the sworn valuation; and in one 
other table the assessinent was 70 per cent of the whole valueas 
sworn to 

Now, all | want to suggest is that we ought not to adopt pre- 
cisely the same language which has received that faulty con- 
struction, and which will make possible a repetition of similar 
discriminations. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
my friend from lowa [Mr. HePburN] should say it is not his 
business to suggest anything with reference to this matter. 
The committee have done their best work; and if it does not 
meet with the assent of the judgment of my friend, he ought to 
aid us in good faith to do what we want to do: that is, to present 
to the House a perfect bill. 

The gentleman is at fault in another respect. ‘The passage of 
this bill will not be an indorsement of the resolution to which 
he has referred. It was no function of those assessors to pass 
sucha resolution as that; there was no law requiring them todo 
it. L nevor saw it before, and never heard of it. An act of the 
Legislature employing given language does not indorse a con- 
struction previously given tosuch language unless that construc- 
tion has been given by judiciat authority. That is the rule. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, you know better than that. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, No; I do not know better than that. 
That is the law: the construction must have been given by ju- 
dicial authority or by some one authorized by law to make the 
construction and to announce it as the law of the land. 

Now, Iam perfectly willing to insert any language here that 
will more effectually accomplish the purpose—‘‘ actual value,’ 
if that willdo, The only objection I have to the language pro- 
posed by the gentleman - New York is that it will, I think, 
defeat the purpose of this measure rather than aid in its accom- 
plishment. I want the language of this statute to be such that 
property will be returned, as it ought to be returned, at a rea- 
sonable value—the actual value. Why not insert those words 
‘‘actual value,” or * real value,” or ‘‘ value in money,” or ‘‘ true 
value?” Let gentlemen suggest something that will make the 
language clearer, and we will cheerfully accept it. 

But there is no form of expression in my opinion so objection- 
able as the form the gentleman proposes—‘' market value.” It 
is indefinite; hard to determine. There would be as many opin- 
ions about it as there are individuals. It depends not only on 
the market, but on the man who construes the words. What 
do you mean by ‘‘ market value?” Market value when? What 
is the standard? Who is to determine it? Who is to describe 
what it means? You must define some standard when you use 
the term ‘‘ market value,” and some mode of determining what 
that standard is to be. The only objection I have is that it 
makes the bill worse than it is now, not better. It seems to me 
that in its present form it is sufficiently clear. 

Mr. RAY. I wanted to suggest to the gentleman that I have 
withdrawn the amendment which proposes to insert the words 
“fair market value " and substituted the words “ full, actual cost 
value.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
much better. 

Mr. HULL. 
all? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. HULL. It stmply takes more words to express it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Simpl 


Mr. Chairman, | am surprised that 


Well, [do not know that that is very 


Does that mean anything more than value after 


takes more words to express 


it and simply tends to make it ambiguons. 
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Mr. HULL. And the parties who have to define the meaning 
of the words *‘full, actual cash value” would be compelled to 
say that they mean only the same as the word “ value.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Certainly. 

»-HULL. The “full, a eash value ” is, 
the ‘‘ value” of the property. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HULL. Then what is the use of multiplying words? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not the least. I shall of course en- 
deavor to accommodate myself to the wishes of gentlemen- 

Mr. HULL. What is gained by using so many words and 
making the meaning ambiguous? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Thatismyopinion. I would suggest 
to my friend from New York [Mr. Ray] to let it go asitis. | 
think we have determined on the best term that can be used there. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who now has the 
floor admits that heretofore under the precise language used 
here 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not know that it was the precise 
language. The gentleman from Iowa said so. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Well, I understand it to be admitted 
that it is the precise language, and that under that language 
now used here eoreeee charged with making the assessment on 
real estate in this city have adopted a concededly nonsensica! 
idea in regard to the meaning of the term used in the law. I 
believe that im the assessment of renal estate the value fixed 
should be the worth of the property to a purchaser thereof, hav- 
ing the ability and desire to purchase for the use or uses for 
which the property is available, location and surroundings con- 
sidered. hat is whatI think the rule should be; that is the 
rule adopted in my State, and of course [ belicve in it. 

I do not believe in the idea of having the value of property 
fixed on the basis of a forced sale—especially a forced sale un- 
der adverse circumstances. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me ask the gentleman, as an ex- 
perienced lawyer, do not you know, and do not the law writers 
teach you, that in framing legislation the fewer words used the 
better to express the idea? 

Mr. RAY. That is all true, | 
express the idea. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And especially when it comes to the 
question of determining and defining the meaning of words that 
are used in a statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the abgence of objection the gentle 
man will have that consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, I wish to call my friend’s at- 
tention to another fact; that the value which will be fixed on 
this property by the assessors will not be final. It is true they 
constitute afterwards the board of assessment, but with the 
assessor added to them, and these four will finally determine 
the question as to what value ought to be fixed on property. 
When you give to them the power that is embodied in the bill, 
to which I have heretofore called your attention, you will find 
that the lot or tract and the improvements thereon shall be en- 
tered on the tax list at their ‘‘ value in money.” That is the 
exact text of the bill. Now, you can not make it any stronger 
than that. You may put the value in ‘money all through the 
bill if you please, but that is what it means after all. 

Mr. RAY. That you have in the bill now. In lawful money 
it reads, T think. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, I do not believe you can better 
it, and I think you are in danger, let me say to the gentleman, 
if you undertake to amend the bill, of increasing the very diffi- 
culties that you seek to remedy. 

You ean not do better than leave it as itis. We want a good 
bill, and I hope the gentleman will not insist in putting anything 
into the bill that will destroy or tend to impair the clearness of 
the terms now used. 

Mr. RAY. My only purpose, I will state to the gentleman, is 
to avoid, if possible, an erroneous construction of the bill by 
those who are to enforce it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not care a straw for the con- 
struction. That has no force with anybody. Do you suppose 
that the assessors are going to learn their duty by something 
that has been done heretofore in that direction? 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman knows that we are in the habit, in 
determining matters of law in the construction of statutes, to 
look for precedents and see what construction has been placed 
upon them orlike statutes in the past. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Qh, well, itdepends upon who makes 


the precedents entirely. 


Mr tua! after all, only 
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admit, when a few words wil! 
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Mr. RAY. And there is nothing that this House is so prone 
to do as to follow tradition, you know. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, and sometimes we get into 
trouble in that way. 

Mr. RAY. If these assessors would exercise their re hoe 
ment and - right [ should have no objection to the bill as it is 


11 by the gentle 


& 


but I fear they will follow the precedent quot 
man from Onto. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
on his amendment. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have a proposition here, 
proper place the following: 

It being the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all pr 
erty to be based on the true value thereof, such value as said prop: 
would sell for on terms usual in sales of real property in the District of Co 
lumbia 

Now, there is a method of sale here in this District that is al- 
most universal—one-third cash, the balance upon one and two 
years’ time. It seems to me that if you will indicate that as the 
criterion, it will be much better than to leave this board to act 
as they please, in view of the resolution that the previous board 
adopted in construing language identical with the language you 
have now in this bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman will perceive at once 
that he is increasing the difficulty. Whatarethe ‘‘ usual terms 
of saie”’ in the District of Columbia? That at once becomes a 
question. The assessors are approached to change their valua- 
tion. The taxpayer says: ‘‘You have not complied with the 
law. I am prepared to show you that the term usual in this 
District would result quite differently from the result which you 
have achieved.” You increase the difficulties whenever you at- 
tempt to multiply words in defining this term ‘ value.” tm 
can not reach language that will be more expressive than thi 
‘Value in lawful money.” 


[ hope the gentleman will not insi 


to insert at 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me just a mo- 
ment? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Have you presented any language in your 
bill that will prevent this board from duplicating the resolution 
adopted by the board on the 7th of July, 1891? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have precisely the same words that 
were in that law. 
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Che Committee on the District of Colum) mn ed the 

following amendment: 
! he word ‘assessed 

“he amendment was agreed to 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, on page-6, lit 

section 9, I move to strike out the word * February” and it 

rt the word ‘* January.” 

The amendment was acreed to. 

Mr - HEPBU RN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to add at th 
nd « f section 9, the following words: 

t be ing the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all prop- 











‘ty to be based on the true valine of the property, lue as said property 

ild sell for on the terms usual in sales of real prope: in the D le 
Columbia 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I have nothing m to s bo 
that, in addition to what I have said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report t amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows 

\mend by adding at the end of section 9, the follow 

It being the intent of this provi ym to require the as pr 
erty to be based on the true value of the property, such val : rid pi 
erty would sell foronthe terms usual! in sales of real property in the District 
of Columbia 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I have note ling fur 
ther to say in addition to what I have said. I merely insist tha 
that amendment is not only unnecessary but that it leads to 
confusion. It does not simplify the bill, and [ hope the ger 
man will not insist upon it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it does not pres 
difficulty to my mind that it seems to present to the gentlema 
in charge of the bill. Here are ee citizens of this city, long 
residents here, familiar with real estate values and real estate 
transactions. They constitute a tribunal selected because of 
their peculiar and special familiarity with the subject of real 


estate, real estate sales, and real estate values in this District. 

Now, they know what the usual methods of saleare. They 
know the usual terms of all real estate transactions. They will 
have no difficulty in determining what that language means. 
If it is the truth that the majority of sales are made on the pay 
ment of one-third down and the balance of the purchase money 
in equal parts in one and two years, they are conversant with 


| that fact. 


You have presented the very words for con- | 


struction that the old board had. You have done more than | 


that, because here is a legislative effort, and that legislative ef- 
fort has failed, to give prohibition to those men toindulge in that 
construction, and by failure to do that you have given legisla- 
tive acquiescence in that construction, and substantially said 
that was correct. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
about that, 

Mr. RAY. In order that this other proposition, 
gentleman from lowa, may come before the 
will withdraw my proposed amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York is withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as 

Sec, 7. That said board of assist 
Monday of February, 1896, and 
deliver to the assessor of the District 
contained in a book to be furnished by 
description, and v: alue of the real 


Oh, the gentleman is not correct 


that of th 
House properly, | 


follows 


int assessors shall, on or before the first 
every third year thereafter, make out and 
Columbia a return in tabular form, 
y the Commissioners, of the amount, 
property subject to be listed for taxation 








in the District of Columbia 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out in line 2 the word * ruary,” and insert the word 
ary.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line2, page 5, strike out the word “Februar 1d insert th vord 


“January. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, 1 


Sec. 9. That the assessor of the District of Columbia and the said board « 
assistant assessors herein provided for, with the assessor as chairman, sha 
compose a board of equalization and review, and as such board of equaliza 
tion and review they shall convene in a room, to be provided for them by 
the Commissioners, on the first Monday of February, 1896, and every third 
year thereafter. It shall be the duty of said board of equalization and re 
view to fairly and impartially equalize the value of real property made by 
the board of assistant assessors as the basis for assessment. Any three 
said board of equalization and review shall constitute a quorum for busi- 
ness,and in the absence of the assessor a temporary chairman may be 
lected. Theyshall immediately proceed to equalize the valuations made by 
the board of assistant assessors so that each lot and tract and the improve 
ments thereon shall be entered upon the tax list at their assessed value in 
money; and for this purpose they shall hear such complaints as may | 
made in respect of said assessments, and in determining them they may 
raise the valuations of such tracts or lots as, in their opinion, may have be: n 
returned below their value, and reduce the valuations of such as they may 
believe to have been returned above their value to such sum as, in thei 
opinion, may be the value thereof. 


ead as follow 
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Mr. COBB of 
of value? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think itis afairmethod. [ can conceiv 
of no fairer method. That is whatthe property will bring ir 
the market, under the terms and in the manner in which th 
sales are usually affected. That is much fairer than the old 
method. Itis better than leaving it tothe mere caprice and the 
mere whimof the board. Her an indication of what the leg- 
islative purpose is, and here is an indication of the method in 


Alabama. Is that a fair method assessment 


eis 


which they shall, in our estimation at least, seek to arrive at a 
finality of their duties. I can see no serious objection to this 
that could not be urged with equal cogency against any other 


words that you can adopt. 
[t will have the effect of 

are not to: 

inveigh. 


form of 
old law. 


[t is an improvement on the 
teaching this board that they 
.dopt the old resolution against which I have tried to 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

‘he committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 12. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
nnouncem , and I 


Mr. Chairman did 
call for tellers on that vote 


not hear the 


ent 


The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ARNOLD). Eight gentlemen have 
arisen, not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment I de- 





sire to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, line 23, add the words: 





But n ) assessment shall be increased until notice of th yposed in 
crease sl hall have been given to the owner or his ag al portunity 
gi to oppose the same 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman in charge 
the bill will see the propriety of that. You have provided 
that they may increase the assessments. This simply guards it 


so that no assessment shail be increased until the owner of the 
property or his agent shall have been notified of ae proposed 
nerease and had an opportunity to be heard on the subject. 
Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman propose only to apply that 
to the assessment already made? 
Mr. RAY. That applies only to the board 
their review of propositions to increase the 
Mr. HEARD. That is on equalization; I 


Ol assessors on 
assessment. 


thought your lan- 
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guage would apply to future assessments. I think if you would 
say, ‘' As the result of such equalization,” that you would give 
it the proper limit you want it to have. 

Mr. RAY. In section 9 you say of this board: 


They shall immediately proceod to equalize the valuations made by the 


board of assistant assessors so that each lot and tract and the improve 
ments thereon shall be entered upon the tax list at their assessed value in 
money; and for this purpose they shall hear such complaints as may be 
made in respect of said assessments, and in determining them they may 


raise the valuations of such tractsor lots as in their opinion may have been 
returned below thelr value 

Now, having provided that which permits the raising of assess- 
ments, [ suggest thisamendment, that no such increase shall be 
made until the owner or avent has had notice and an opportunity 
to be heard. 

Mr. HEARD. I see the gentleman suggests that the lan- 
guage which precedes the amendment limits it to the real pur- 
pose intended. 

Mr. RAY. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to have the 
amendment reported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment ought 
not to be adopted, I submit, exactly in that form. If the owner 
happens to be a nonresident and has not an agent it would be 
ubsolutely impossible to raise the value of his property under 
that amendment. 

Mr. BAKEK of New Hampshire. Make it ‘‘him or them.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But it does not say so. 
The amendment of the gentleman says the agent or owner must 
have notice. If he is a nonresident you can not give him 
notice, and if has no agent you can not raise the value, how- 
ever improper the assessment may have been. 

Mr. RAY. If thatis the objection, I suggest that there be 
added to the amendment the words, ‘‘and such notice may be 
given by mailing a notice of the proposed action to the owner or 
agent.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The difficulty, Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me, is that you can not make an amendment of 
this kind practicable. ‘The taxpayer or the owner has notice in 
the first place of the assessment. 

Now, if it be found by the board of equalization that a piece of 
property has been assessed a little lower than another piece in 
the same block, or if for any other cause they should deem it 
proper to raise the assessment previously made, in order that the 
taxation may be equal, why is it necessary thatthey should give 
the property owner notice? He has had no notice in the first 
place; he may not know at what figure his property has been 
assessed before. It seems to me the amendment is wholly un- 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as 
now modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But no assessment shall be increased until notice of the proposed increase 
shall have been given to the owner or his agent, and an opportunity given 
to oppose the same; and such notice may be given by mailing a notice of the 
proposed action to the owner or agent. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, this action of the board of assess- 
ment sitting in revision is supposed to be final. The gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee says that no notice will be given of the assess- 
ment in the first place. That is undoubtedly true; but every 
owner of property in the District of Columbia will know that 
the assessors are at work, and that ata certain time the result of 
this work is to be filed with the District Commissioners; that he 
may then go and ascertain what has been done with reference 
to his property. Or he can make inquiry as the work progresses 
and ascertain from the assessors the valuation placed on his 
property. With that he may be content, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, then, is itnecesgary 
to give this notice? 

Mr. RAY. Becauso, after all that isdone—after the owner of 
the property or his agent has ascertained from the assessor, or 
from the records filed with the District Commissioners, the valua- 
tion placed upon his property, this bill provides that these men 
composing the board of assessment may get together and without 
any notice whatever to the owner increase thatassessment. Here 
in section 9 you provide that without any notice to the owner or 
his agent this board may double, treble, or quadruple the assess- 
ment previously made—it may be without any notice to him. 

Is that just or proper? Clearly not. When this board of as- 
sessment meets for the purpose of equalization and proposes to 
make any changes by increasing the valuation of property, the 
owner of the property affected should have notice in some way 
of the proposed action, and should have the right to appear and 
be heard upon that question. That is the law in all the States, 
or innearly allof them. It is arule of justice and equity. If 
it be necessary to obviate the objection that the owner of the 
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yroperty may not be in the city or may not have an agent resid- 
ing here, let it be provided that notice be served, if decmed 
best, by leaving it on the premises or by posting it on the front 
door, if the building is unoccupied. But in any event weshould 
give the owner the right to be heard before the assessment of 
his property is increased. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, so far as { understand the op 
eration of laws providing for equalization of assessments in the 
different States, my impression is that if any notice is given, it 
is not given to the individual taxpayer further then by the pub- 
lication of the fact that the board of equalization will sit at a 
certain time. This planis pursued in some of the States, I know, 
The existence of this board of equalization is notice to every 
taxpayer that the valuation of his property may, by the proccess 
of equalization, be raised or lowered. And this bill provides in 
section 11 that— 

Said board of equalization and review may also, on appeal, at any time 
within six months after the completion of the assessments, revise and cor 
rect any errors or inequalities in the assessment of any lots or parts of land 
and the improvements thereon. 

Therefore every taxpayer will have a knowledge of the time 
when the equalization is to be made and as to when he may appeal 
for relief, and if he believes himself wronged by the action of 
the equalizing board he can make his appeal to the board for the 
correction of any inequality or injustice at any time within six 
months after the assessment has been made. 

It occurs to me that in the first place the existence of the law 
providing for equalization is notice enough to the taxpayer so 
that he may see whether the valuation of his property is raised 
or lowered; but in the second place, if notice is to be given at 
all, all that is necessary, it seems to me, is to provide for the 
en the notice that at a certain time the board will sit 
or the purpose of equalization, and that parties who deem them- 
selves aggrieved may apply for relief against any action of the 
board. Isubmit that we should not require so expensive and 
troublesome a process as that each individual taxpayer should 
be notified by letter of the result of the equalization so far as it 
may affect his property. 

Mr. RAY. ire Chairman, as will readily be seen by section 9 
of this bill, the action of this equalizing board is to be final. Now, 
let me put to the gentleman from Missouri this case: Suppose 
he is the owner of property in this city, occupied or unoccu- 
pied; he has learned the valuation put upon that property by 
the board of assessors; he is content with it; he departs from 
the city, leaving his property entirely unoccupied. Now, would 
the gentleman be willing under such circumstances to be at the 
mercy of this board of equalization? Does he desire to place 
upon the statute book a law which would permit this board, in 
making its equalization, to increase at its will the valuation of 
his property? It seemsto me not. In the State of New York 
and in most of the States of this Union such action is absolutely 
prohibited by law. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish 40 say 
that I have no desire to be captious about this matter, and as [ 
understand that my colleague [Mr. Coss of Alabama] in charge 
of the bill has expressed himself willing to accept the amend- 
ment, I will withdraw any objection I have made. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let us hear the amendment read. 

The amendment of Mr. Ray, as modified, was again read. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Suppose there is no owner to be found 
in the District, and no agent; then what? 

Mr. RAY. Well, add to it, then, in order tocover all objec- 
tions, ‘* by posting a notice on the front door of the premises.” 

Mr. HEARD. Suppose there is no front door? Suppose itis 
an unoccupied lot? 

Mr. RAY, Well, by posting a notice on the premises. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Conspicuously on the premises? 

Mr. RAY. Anything tomeet the objections; simply give no- 
tice to the party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment as modified will be re- 
ported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page7, line 23, add: 

‘But no assessment shal! be increased until notice of the proposed in- 
crease sball have been given to the owner or his agent, and an opportunity 
given to oppose the same; and such notice may be given by mailing a notice 
of the proposed action to the owner or agent, or by posting a notice of such 
proposed increase on the premises."’ 

Mr. POWERS. I offer the following as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 7, section 9, by adding after the word ‘‘thereafter,”’ the 
: oPublie notice of the time and place of such meeting shall be given by 
publication for ten successive days in two daily papers in the District," 

Mr. RAY. That won't help it any. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The difficulty is that the 
gentleman is offering his amendment at a different place in the 




















section from the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York, ; 

Mr. POWERS. I think this is the proper place for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That may be; but it would 
have to be offered as anindependent amendment to come in at 
its proper place in the paragraph of the bill, and not as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
which relates to another part of the same section. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
a substitute. 

Mr. POWERS. 
ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman from New York is 
willing to accept the amendment, [ am willing that it shall be 
adopted in order to avoid further controversy. 

Mr. RAY. I donot think it meets the point at all. 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Alabama in charge of this bill to the fact thatas a 
matter of law it strikes me there must be always a method of 
appeal provided in connection with each tax law, by which the 
taxpayer who believes himself aggrieved, or has objection to 
the assessment on his property, whether real or personal, may 
have an opportunity to appeal from the assessment and be heard 
in the premises. 

Section 9 of this bill undertakes to provide a board of appeals. 
It specifies that the assistant assessors, together with the asses- 
sor himself, shall compose a board of equalization and review. 
Of course they can review nothing unless they have power to 
change the assessment as made by the assistant assessor. So I 
take it that they are to exercise the functions of a court of ap- 
peals on that subject. 

This section further provides that they shall convene in a 
room to be provided for that purpose on a certain day. Now, 
the taxpayers of the District of Columbia have no means of 
learning where the room is that this board is to convene in, and 
it strikes me that there should be some public notice of the 
time and place where the board will meet to hear grievances on 
the part of persons who complain of their assessments. Iam 
sure that is the usual course under our State laws, and it strikes 
me that it is the proper one toadopt here. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
of the gentleman read. 

The proposed substitute of Mr. POWERS was again reported. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Ateach meeting, this provides. You 
eee the meeting will be continuous for some five months. 

Mr. POWERS. Of course after they have received notice 
the time and place of meeting they are bound to take notice of 
the adjournment themselves. They are simply given notice of 
the time when the hearings are to take place, and they must 
take notice of the adjournments of the board. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ihave no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion isonagrecing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. Ido not understand that this is offered as a sub- 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated it as an amendment 
to the amendment; and the question is on the amendment offered 
by the gent'eman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. Whathas become of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is still pending. 

Mr. RAY. Mine was offered first. 

Mr. POWERS. But it applies to later part of the section. 

Mr. RAY. It is immaterial to me, however, in what order 
the vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. RAY. Only it seems to me, however, that this is making 
the last first, and first last 

The CHAIRMAN. It does look somewhat that way. 

Mr. RAY. If the Chair will indulge me for a moment, 1 do 
not want the impression to go out that the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] at all 
cures the defect at which I am aiming in the bill. Now, this 
meeting of the assessors sitting in revision is to be continuous 
for five months: What good does it do the taxpayers of the 
District of Columbia if you notify them of the first day of a 
meeting which is to continue for five months? Do you propose 
to have the taxpayers of the District attending before the 
Commissioners continually for five months to ascertain what 
has been done or is to be done with their property, and whether 
the tax upon it has been or is to be increased or diminished. 

The taxpayer must attend continuously or submit to have his 
assessment increased without notice, and this increase may be 
very large and might be very unjust andoppressive. Notice of 
this proposed action will impose no burden on the assessors. It 


Then I offer it as an independent amend- 


of 


submit the amenc- 


The Chair thinks it can not be offered as | 


{ would like to hear the substitute | 
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can be easily given and will make the exercise of the taxing 
in 
cases Of increase. The object of my amendment is to provide 
for notice to each taxpayer when the Commissioners have de 
termined that his assessment ought to be raised. I do not want 
the board of assessors to be overrun by all the taxpayers in the 
District inquiring whether or not their assessments are to be 
raised. 

The board of assessors do not want these taxpayers there un- 
less they have grievances; and when the board of assessors have 
determined to raise an assessment, then let them notify the 
owner of the property, by mail or by posting a notice on the 
premises, that they propose to increase the assessment, and 
then if the property owner desires he can come and oppose the 
increase. That is my object. Ido not wish to have the t»x- 
payers swarming about the board for five months, and it will be 
unjust to the taxpayers to compel them to be constantly on the 
watch for the purpose of ascertaining whether their assessments 
are to be increased or not. The Commissioners ought to be 
willing to give this notice; and afford ample opportunity to the 
owner to be heard. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend from New York [Mr. RAy] thinks 
that there is a practical difficulty in carrying out this amend- 
ment which [ have offered. The amendment simply provides 
that the time and place for the sitting of this board of review 
to hear persons who are aggrieved shall be advertised by pub- 
lication. The gentleman intimates that the rooms of the as- 
sessors will be invaded by all the taxpayers of the District. 
That is an extreme view to take of this matter, Mr. Chairman. 
It is hardly probable that all the taxpayers of this District will 
be aggrieved by the assessments of their property. Itis only 
the occasional man who complains. And suppose there are a 
large number of them, it is entirely within the power of this 
board to make such regulations for hearings as will accom- 
modate people without putting them to great trouble to be in at- 
tendance at all times. Congress meets on the first Monday in 
December, and anybody having any business to do with it must 
take notice of the fact that Congress meets on that day and 
will be in continuous session for eight or ten months, so that 
people are obliged to hang on and wait for the convenience of 
Congress. 

A term of court in our State is appointed to assemble on a cer- 
tain Tuesday in the month, but it continues for a long time, and 
people having business with that court are obliged to make some 
arrangement by which they can be accommodated. It isso here. 
The same difficulty exists in the States that have precisely this 
proceeding, and because of the fact that I have first suggested, 
that only comparatively a few men have occasion to raise an ob- 
jection to their assessments, it seems to me there would be no 
difficulty whatever on this score. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first put the question on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAY. Division. 

The committee divided; 

Mr. RAY. Noguorum. 

The Chairman appointed Mr. Ray and Mr. Coss of Alabama 
as tellers. 

The committee again divided: and the tellers reported 
10, noes 37. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will direct the Clerk, as required by the rule, to call the 
roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


and there were—ayes 13, noes 23. 


ayes 


Abbott, Capehart, Fielder, Hooker, N. Y. 
Adams, Ky. Caruth, Funk, Hulick, 
Adams, Pa. Chickering, Funston, Hutcheson, 
Aldrich, Clancy, Gardner, Izlar, 

Apsley, Cockran, Geissenhainer, Johnson, Ohio 
Avery, Cogswell, Gillet, N. Y. Kem, 
Bankhead, Conn, Gillett, Mass. Kiefer, 

} Barnes, Ce oper, Fla. Goodnight, Kribbs 
Bartlett, Cooper, Wis Graham, Lawson, 
Belden Covert Griffin, Lefever, 

Bell, Colo Crain, Grout, Lester 
Beltzhoover, Culberson, Grow, Lockwood, 
Berry, Cummings, Hall, Minn, Loudenslager, 
Bland Davey, Hall, Mo Lucas, 
Boatner, De Forest, Hammond, Maddox, 
Boutelle, Denson, Harris, Magner, 
Bower, N. C. Dingley, Harter, Martin, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Draper, Hartman, Marvin, N. Y 
Breckinridge,Ky. Dunn. Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Brown, Dunphy.; Hayes, McDowell, 
Bryan, Kdmunds, ileiner, McKaig, 
Bunn, Ellis, Ky. Henderson, lowa McLaurin, 
Burnes, English, N. J. Hendrix, MeMillin, 
Cadmus, Enloe, Hines, Meredith, 
Campbell, Everett, Hitt, Meyer, 
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Money Randall, Sipe, Van Voorhis,N. Y. 
Montgomery, Rayner, Snodgrass, Wadsworth, 
Moon Rellly, Somers, Walker, 

Mor Reyburn, Springer, Waugh, 

Morse, Richardson, Mich Stallings, Wells, 

Most Robinson, Pa. Stephenson, Wever, 

Neil! Rusk, Stone, Ky. Wheeler, Til. 
Nortuway Russell, Conn Storer, White, 

Oates ; Sayers, Tate, Witting, 
O'Netll, Mo Schermerborn, Tawney, Wilson, Ohio 
Paynte! Scranton Taylor, Ind. Wilson, W. Va. 
Pence Sherman, Taylor, Tenn, Woodard, 
Phillip Sibiey, Turner, Ga. Woomer, 
Pickler Sickles, Turpin, Wright, Mass. 


Pigott Simpson, Wright, Pa 


Tho CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed 
the chair, 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mz. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having under consideration 
the bill H. R. 6415, found itself without a quorum. I caused 
the roll to be called, as required by the rule, and herewith re- 
port the absentees to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, reports that that committee, 
having under consideration the bill H. R. 6415, found itself with- 
out a quorum, whereupon he caused the roll to be called and 
herewith reports the names of the absentees to the House. The 
names of the absentees will be entered upon the Journal. One 
hundred and ninety having answered to their names, the com- 
mittee will resume its session without intervening motion. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, was obliged to leave the 
House on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain any motion or 
request. The committee will resume its session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 31, 
noes 154. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERs], 
which will be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


in line 7, section 9, after the word ‘thereafter,’ insert ‘‘public notice of 
the time and place of such meeting shall be given by ean for two suc- 
cessive days in two daily papers in the District of Columbia.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 10, That the valuation of thereal Pere made and equalized as afore- 
said shall bo completed on or before the first Monday of June, 1896, and of 
overy third year thereafter, and when approved by the Commissioners shall 
constitute the basis of taxation for the next succeeding period of three years 
and until another valuation is made according to law, except as hereinafter 
provided. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
tion 10, 

After the word ‘‘completed” insert ‘fas nearly as practica- 
ble,” and then strike out the words ‘for before” in the second 
| ine, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, page 7, after the word ‘completed,’ insert the words “as nearly 
as practicable,”’ and in the same line strike out the words “or before.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then I offer another amendment. 
After the word ‘‘ thereafter,” in line 4, insert ‘‘after which date 
no other or further complaints of overassessment shall be re- 
ceived.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “ thereafter,” insert ‘‘after which date no other 
or further complaints of over assessment shall be received.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘Che Clerk read as follows: 

Sno, 11, That annually, on or prior to July 1 of each year, the board of 
assistant assessors herein provided for shall make a list of all real property 
which shall have become subject to taxation, and which is not then on the 
tax list, and affix a value thereon, according to the rules prescribed for as- 
sessing real estate; shall make return of all new structures erected or 
roofed, and additions to or improvements of old structures of over $200 in 
value,which shall not have been theretofore assessed, specifying the tract or 
lot of land on which each of such structures has been erected, and the value 
of such structure, and they shall add such valuation to the assessment made 
on such tract or lot. When the improvements on any lot or tract of land 
shall become damaged or be destroyed from any cause, the said board shall 
reduce the assessment on such property to the extent of such damage. Said 
board may also, on appeal, at any time revise and correct any errors or in- 
equalities in the assessment of any lots or parts of land and the improve- 
ments thereon. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tyler, 


T offer an amendment in line 2, see- 


In line 8, strike out the word “two” and insert the word ‘‘five;’’ so as to 
read, ‘' $500 in value.” 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
withdraw all the amendments proposed after line 16, and to 
strike outfrom section 11 all after the word “‘ damaged,” go as to 
conform to the provision that has been inserted closing up these 
assessments on the Ist day of June of each year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, line 16, strike out the following: 

“Said board may also, on appeal, atany time revise and correct any errors 
or inequalities in the assessment of any lots or parts of land and the i 
provements thereon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, I 
amendment to that section. 

The Clerk rend as follows: 

Section 11, on page 8, line 16, after the word “damage” insert the followin 
Provided, That the board of equalization and review shall hear such com 
plaints as may be made in respect of sald assessments, and determine tho 
same between the first and third Mondays of July of the same year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that amendment will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suc, 12. That if said board of assistant assessors shalllearn that any prop 
erty liable to taxation has been omitted from the assessment for any pre- 
vious year or years, or has been so assessed that the assessment was void 
it shall be their duty at once to reassess such property for each and every 
year after the passage of this act for which it has escaped assessment an 
taxation and report the same, through the assessor, to the collector of taxes, 
who shall at once proceed to collect the taxes so in arrears as other taxes 
are collected: Provided, That no property which has escaped taxation shall 
be liable under this section for a period of more than three years prior to 
such assessment, except in the case of property involved in litigation. 

Mr.RAY. I move to strike out the last word. I desire the 
attention of the gentleman in charge of the bill. I notice that 
you provide here for the reassessment of property which has 
been omitted at any time within three years. You do not pro- 
vide whether the reassessment of 1t shall bo at its value at the 
time it was omitted or its value at the time the reassessment is 
made. 

Now, suppose that for three successive years a vacant lot has 
been omitted from the assessment, and this year when the prop- 
erty is reassessed a building has been put upon it. At what 
period is its value to be determined? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The value would be determined for 
each year according to its value that year. 

Mr. RAY. Then should not this section be amended so as to 
provide that the valuation shall be made as of the time when 
the Pee was omitted from the assessment? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think that is the meaning of the 
section now. But I have no objection to any amendment which 
will make the meaning clearer. 

Mr. RAY. I do not wish to offer an amendment if the gen- 
tleman thinks that is the effect of the present language. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I think it is. That was tho inten- 
tion of the committee, and I think that would be the effect of 
the bill as drawn. Ofcourse no assessment should tax property 
for a given year when that property did not exist at the time. 

Mr. RAY. The language is: ‘'It shall be their duty at once 
to reassess such property for each and every year after the pas: 
sage of this act.” 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. That language meansthat they shall 
assess the property as of the year to which the assessment ap- 
plies. There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman thinks the meaning is clear, I 
do not care to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Section 15 was read, as follows: 

Src. 15. That this act shall be in force from and after its passage, and al! 
laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Theamendmentreported by the committee was read, asfollows: 

Strike ont all of the section after the word “ fifteen,” and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

* Thatsaid board of assessors shall hereafter constitute the excise board of 
the District of Columbia, and shall perform all the duties of said board ac- 
cording to law, and that so much of the act entitled ‘Anact regulating the 
sale of intoxicating liquor in the District of Columbia,” approved March 
3, 1893, as imposes that duty upon the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish the gentleman in 
charge of this bill would explain the purpose of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Underexisting law the District Com- 
missioners are a board of excise. They find that their duties 
as such are at certain times onerous; and they have enough work 
without performing such duty. They desire not to have im- 

osed upon them any longer the labor connected with the grant- 
ing of licenses for the sale of intoxicating liquors. That is one 
reason for the amendment. 

Another reason is that, as the committee believe, and in the 


offer this provision as an 
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view also of the District Commissioners, these tax assessors, 
who must necessarily become very familiar with the condition 
and wants of all parts of the city of Washington, will be better 
fitted for the discharge of these excise duties. ‘There is no ob- 
‘ection, so far as I have heard, by anyone to this change. The 
Commissioners want it, and we believe these duties will be bet- 
ter performed by this board than by the Commissioners them- 
selves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

“Sec, 16. That this act shall be in forcefrom and after its passage, an 
vs and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent to go back 
to section 2 inorder to make a correction. I made a mistake 
n asking the Committee of the Whole to strike out in that 
section the words following ‘per annum” in line 45, page 3. 
Those words should have been retained, and I desire to ask | 
that they be restored to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment indi- | 
cated by the gentleman from Alabama|[Mr. CoBB] will be agreed | 
to. 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill as 
amended be reported to the House with a favorable recommen- | 
dation? 

‘he question was decided in the affirmative. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
Chair, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 6415) to provide an immediate revisionand equal- | 
ization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; also to 
provide an assessment of real estate in said District in the year | 
1896 and every third year thereafter; and had directed him to | 
report the same back with sundry amendments, and a recom- 
mendation that the bill as amended be passed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move the previous question on the 
amendments, and on the bill to its final passage. 

The aa question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendments reported from the Committee of the 
Whole were agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passes. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama the propriety of amending the title of this bill by 
adding the words ‘‘ and for other purposes.” 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

BELT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire now to call up the bill (H.R. 6596) 
which has been twice before the House for consideration. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6596) to amend the act approved February 18, 1893, changing 
the name of the Capitol, North O Street, and South Washington Railway 
Company to the Belt Railway Company, and granting additional power to 
said company. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEARD. I was about to state that fact; and the bill has 
been partially considered in Committee of the Whole, and was 
being read by sections. Before the House resolves itself into 
Committee of the Whole to resume its consideration, I wish to 
state that when the bill was last before the House, and at the 
adjournmentof the House was withdrawn, an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was pending, for 
which a substitute had been offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

It was the judgment of the committee that the bill just passed, 
the assessment bill,should to-day be taken up out of its order, to | 
be presented first to the House, andIam glad that the House in | 
passing that bill has approved of our recommendation thereon. | 
it was further agreed that then the remaining bills, in the order 
in which they had been reported and stand on the Calendar, | 
should be called up. The bill which I have now brought before 
the House is the first of these bills. There are two others in a 
similar position—the bill te amend the charter of the suburban 
railroad, and the bill with reference to the extension of the 
Washington and Georgetown road. 

All three of these bilis have heretofore been before the House 
and withdrawn on account of opposition. I wish to say now on 
behalf of the committee that we present this bill with the hope 
that the House will dispose of it in some way, either favorably | 


a all 


? 
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or adversely. The chairman of the committee will not feel au- 
thorized to withdraw from the consideration of the House any 
of these bills after they are respectively presented. We willask 
the House to give them consideration and dispose of them finally, 
so that other measures mayin their tura have consideration. 

[ now move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
the Whole for the further consideration of the bill the title 
vhich has been read. 


Ol 





The motion was agreed to. 
rhe House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
| Whole (Mr. MCRAE in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
| Of the bill (H. R. 6596) to amend the act approved February 18 
1893, changing the name of the Capitol, North O Street and 


| South Washington Railway Company to the Belt Railway Com 


pany, and granting additional powers to said company. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amend 

ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD 

SON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1 the following: 

“* Provided, That horse power may be used on the lines as herein grante 
for traction purposes: Provided further, I *, Thatif said power is no 
abandoned on or before two years from the date of the approval of this act 
and either an underground system or mechanical surface motor, excludin 
tlfe overhead trolley, substituted therefor, the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are hereby empowered to order and compel the railway 
company to adopt some underground system or surface motor, excludin 


weve; 






the overhead trolley: l’rovided, They (the Commissioners) are satistied tha 
there is a practical one in existence, to be selected by said company a! 
approved by said Commissioners. And if such change is not complet: 


within one year from the date of said order the railway company shall p 
to the District of Columbia, in addition to all other taxes now required 

aid by said company, an annual tax of $250 for each and every car op 
rated by horse on that portion of its line as herein granted 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, when thi 
bill was last under consideration the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
HEPBURN] had offered an amendment, and to that I had offered 
the substitute which has just been read. [ will now withdraw 
the amendment I offered, and let the vote be taken directly o 
that of the gentleman from Iowa, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the endof Section 1: 

‘* Provided, That allof the carsof the said Belt Railway Company sh 
after the Ist day of January, 1896, be operated by an underground electr 
cable motive power.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Chairman, u parliamentary 
, Is that the only amendment now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all, and the de 
bate was exhausted. We hadcommenced to voteon the amen 
ment and no quorum was present. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct 
amendment first read. 

The question was taken, and on a division 
COOMBS), there were—ayes 46, noes 4. 

Mr. COOMBS. No quoru 

‘he CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. CooMBS and Mr. Hi 
tellers. 

The committee proceeded to divide—— 

Mr. COOMBS (one of the tellers). Mr. Chairman, I have av- 
ranged with the committee to withdraw the pointof noquorw 
they agreeing to accept this addition to the amendmen 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is wit 

Mr. HAINES. I renew it. 


The qu Stion | 


a 


manad¢ 


ha . 
uarawn. 








The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will res >t places. 
The tellers reported—ayes 127, noes 1. 
The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted, and the Clerk 
call the roll. 
The roll was called; when the following-named 1 ib iled 
to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Ct y A 
Adams, Ky } Ki 
Adams, Pa. Law 
Aitken Cogswell, + i Le 
| Aldrich Conn, reshi L 
| Apsley, Covert, triffin i 
| Avery, Crain, Gro L 
Baldwin, Culbetson, Grow M i 
chead, Cummings, Hage Mag 
Davey, Ham Ma 1, I 
De Forest Harri Mar N. ¥ 
. Denson, Hart M rr 
lo. Dingley Hatch Met ul nn 
Beltzhoover, Draper ta McCrea < 
Berry Dunn, Heiner, McDowell 
Bland Dunphy, Hendet lowa Mca 
Boutelle, Edmunds, He! I N. fe 
Bower, N. C. EBliis, Ky. Hendri Mer: 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, Hines, Me 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fielder, Hopkins, Pa Mil 
Brown Fithian, Houk, M 
Bunn, Fletcher, Rulick Montgomery, 
Burnes, Forman, Ikirt Moon, 
Cadmus, Funk, Izlar, Morgan, 
Campbell, Funston, Johnson, N. Dak. Morse, 
Caruth, Geary, Johnson, Ohio Moses, 
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Neill, Rusk Stephenson Wanger, 
Newlands, Russell, Conn Stevens, Waugh, 

Oates, Savel Storer, Wells, 
O'Neill, Mo Schermerhorn Sweet, Wever, 
Paynter, Scranton, Tarsney, Wheeler, Il 
Pence, Settle, Tawney, White, 
Phillips, Sherman, Taylor, Ind Whiting, 
Pickler, Sibley, Taylor, Tenn Wilson, Ohio 
Pigott, Sickles, Turner, Ua. Wilson, Wash. 
Randall, Simpson, Turpin, Wilson, W. Va. 
tayner, Sipe, Tyler, Wise, 
Reyburn, Smith, Van Voorhis, N. Y.Woodard, 
Richardson, Mich. Somers, Wadsworth, Woomer 
Robiason, Pa Stallings, Walker, 
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The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-one gentlemen 
more than a quorum, being present, the committee will resume 
its session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session, and took up 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 6595, with Mr. MCRAE in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from [owa|Mr. HepBURN]. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCRAE reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6596, had found itself without a quo- 
rum, whereupon he had directed the roll to be called, and now 
reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. One hundred and ninety-two members, more 
than a quorum, having answered to their names, the committee 
will resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
32, noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am quite well satisfied 
that the members present did not hear the announcement of 
the Chair. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps a double enforcement of section 40, to 
which officers of the House would undoubtedly consent, might 
have a beneficial effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will continue the count. 

The tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 1. 

“he CHAIRM AN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ask the enforcement of 
the rule, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 
Abbott, 


De Forrest, Lawson, Schermerhorn, 


The committee divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 125, 


noes |. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk proceeded to cal! the roll: when the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, 


Day ey 


Johnson, N. Dak 


Keyburn 


Adams, Ky. Denson, Lefever, Scranton, 
Adama, Pa Dingley, Lockwood, Sherman, 
Aldrich, Draper, Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Apsley, Dunn, Lucas, Sickles, 
Avery, Dunphy, Maddox, Simpson, 
Baldwin, Edmunds, Magner, Sipe, 
Bankhead, English, Cal. Marsh, Somers, 
Barnes, Everett, Martin, Ind, Sorg, 
Bartholdt, Fielder, Marvin, N. Y. Stallings, 
Bartlett, Mithian, McAleer, Stephenson, 


Belden, Funk, McCleary, Minn. Stevens, 

Bell, Colo Funston, Mc or Ky. Stone, Ky. 
Beltzhoover, Gear, McDowell, Swanson, 
Berry Geary, McLaurin, Tawney, 

Blair, Gillet, N.Y. MeMillin, Taylor, Ind. 
Bland Gillett, Mass. Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn 
Boen Goodnight, Meredith, Tucker, 
Houtelle, Graham, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
ower, N. OC, Grout, Money, Turpin, 
Breckinridge, A.k.Grow, Montgomery, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
reckinridge, Ky. Hammond, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Lsroderick, Harris, Morgan, Walker, 
Brown, Harter, Morse, Wanger, 
Bunn, Hartman, Moses. Waugh, 
Burnes, Hatch, Neill, Wells, 
Cadmus, Haugen, Oates, Wever, 
Campbell, Heiner, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Il. 
Cannon, Il. Henderson, Iowa Paschal, White, 
Chickering, Henderson, N.C. Paynter, Whiting, 
Childs, Hendrix, Pence, Wilson, Ohio 
Clancy, Hines, Phillips, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran, Hooker, Miss. Pigott, Wilson, W.Va. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, Wise, 

Conn, Hulick, Rayner, Woodard, 
Covert, izlar, Reyburn, Woomer, 
Crain, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Mich. Wright, Pa. 
Culberson, Johnson, Ohio. Robinson, Pa. 

Cummings, Kem, Rusk, 

Davey, iXribbs, Russell, Conn 


During the roll call— 
Mr. HAINES withdrew the point of no quorum. 


Mr. WL1LLIAMS of Mississippi. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Cler 


I renew it. 
will proceed. 


The Clerk resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 


Mr. COOMBS. 


is sick. 


The committe rose; and the Speaker having resumed the | 


The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. MORGAN, 





chair, Mr. MCRA®, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee | 
had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6596, had found 
itself without a quorum, and that he had thereupon caused the 


Adams, Ky. De Lorest, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Mich 
Adams, Pa. Denson, Kern, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Dingley, Kilgore, Rusk, 

Apsley, Dinsmore, Kribbs, Russell, Conn, 
Avery, Dolliver Lawson, Schermerhorn, 
Babcock, Draper, Lefever, Scranton, 
Baker, N.H. Dunn, Lockwood, Shaw, 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Bankhead, Kdmunds, Lucas, Sibley, 
Barnes. Ellis, Ky. Maddox, Sickles, 
Bartholdt, Everett, Magner, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Micldex, Martin, Ind Sipe, 

Belden, Fithian, Marvin, N.Y Snodgrass, 
Bell, Colo. Forman McAleer, Somers, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, McCall, Sorg, 

Berry, Funston, McCleary, Minn. Stallings, 
Bingham, yan, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, 
Blair, Geary, McDannold, Stevens, 
Bland, Gillet, N. Y. McDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Boen, Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Storer, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Bower, N. C. Gorman, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Bowers, Cal. Graham, Mercer, Taylor, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Griffin, Meredith, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Broderick, Grow, Money, Turner, Va. 
Brown, Hall, Mo. Montgomery, Turpin, 
Bunn, Hammond, Moon, Tyler, 
Burnes, Harmer, Morgan, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cadmus, Harris, Morse, Wadsworth 
Caminetti, Harter, Moses, W alker, 
Campbell, Hatch, Murray, Washington, 
Cannon, IiL Haugen, Neill, Waugh, 
Caruth, Heiner, Newlands, Wells, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. Northway, Wever, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cockran, Hendrix, Ogden, White, 
Cogswell, Hines, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting, 
Conn, Holman, Paynter, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Ind, Hopkins, Pa Pence, Wilson, Wash. 
Cornish, Houk, Phillips, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Hudson, Pigott, Woodard, 
Crain, Hulick, Powers, Woomer, 
Culberson, Hutcheson, Randall, Wright, Mass. 
Cummings, Izlar, Rayner, Wright, Pa. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House, having under consideration the bill H.R. 6596, again 
finding itself without a quorum, I caused the roll to be called, 
and herewith report the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas, chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, reports tkat that committee, 
having under consideration the bill Li, R. 6596, found itself with- 
out a quorum, that he caused the rol] to be called, and now re- 
ports the absentees to the House. The names of the absentees 
will be entered upon the Journal. One hundred and sixty-sever 
gentlemen have answered to their names. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as the roll call discloses the fact 
that a quorum is not present, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at4 o'clock and 5¢ 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RICHARDS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 2719) refer- 
ring the claims of certain banks of the city of San Francisco, Cal. 
to the Court of Claims; which, with the accompanying report 
(No. 1215), was ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on 6 Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


5403) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas William 


roll to be called in accordance with the rule, and herewith re- | Lynch, alias William Stevens, United States Navy, and the same 


ported the names of the absentees to the House. 


was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





1894. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STRAUS: A bill (H. R. 7663) to regulate railroad com- 
panies engaged in interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 7664) to amend Rule 12 of 
section 4233, relative to lights on rowboats in Detroit River—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) toamend and re ‘nact section 3877 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roaés, 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7665) to regulate 
the sale of milk in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7667) for locating 
structing a ship canal from the Great Lakes to the 
Ocean—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. 


and con- 
Atlantic 
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Also, resolution by the Western Slope Congress of Colo: 


alo, 
praying that the reservations of the western slope of the State 
of Colorado be abolished in the interest of the commerce and de- 


| velopment of the State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Papers toaccompany claim 
of Seth Barnes, of Washington Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Ohio, 
for passage of bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Association of Cincinnati, Manufacturers’ Association of Cincin- 
natiand Hamilton County, Cincinnati Freight Bureau, Chamber 
of Commerce of Cincinnati, Young Men’s Business Club of Cin- 
cinnati, Cincinnati Real Estate and Stock Exchange, Builders’ 
Exchange, Ohio Mechanics’ Institute, Cincinnati Board of Trade 


| and Transportation, and the Commercial Club of Cincinnati,Ohio, 


authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and Southwestern Railway | 
Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises and the Atchafalaya | 


River, in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7669) for the pro- 
tection of trade-marks and labels—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution authorizing the Committee 
on Military Affairs to inquire what increase, if any, should be 
mude inthe Army of the United States, and to report the rec- 
ommendation to the House—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7670) for the relief of 
Barbary Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H.R.7671) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth L. Markham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 7672) pensioning soldiers 
who served in the Cayuse Indian war—to the Committee on Pen- 
610ns. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7673) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. Joseph H. Pugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7674) for the re- 
lief of Reuben A. Finnell—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) to pension Isabell Noonan 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7676) for the relief of Henry Neff—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTUI, the following petitions and papers | 


were luid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Protest of citizens of Brainard, Minn., 
against appropriations for support of Indian schools—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Papers to accompany House bill 7¢ 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Hennepin County, Minn., 
for a special election to decide the questions of money, tariff, 
and an income tax by a direct yote of the people—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Two petitions of citizens of Lancaster, 
Pa., in favor of Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of J. B. Corey, a citizen of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., praying for legislation with respect to unlawful or- 
ganizations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Arthur J. Audett, chairman 
of Tariff Committee Subordinate Association, No. 1, of the 
Lithographers’ International Protective and Insurance Associa- 
tion of the United States and Canada, indorsing an amendment 
to the Wilson tariff bill passed by the Senate—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the Life Insurance Association of 
Tennessee, against the tax upon life insurance companies, etc. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolution of the People’s party of Charles 
County, Md., opposing any compromise with the Pacific Rail- 
roads and urging the foreclosure of the mortgages on said ro:ds, 
and that the same be owned by the United States and run in the 
interest of the peop'!e—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


ao 


we 


—to the 








favoring appropriation for fast mail service between Cincinnati 
and the South—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. STRAUS: Petition of John M. Fuchs, of New York 
City, asking that he be granted a pension, to accompany H« 
bill 778—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed 
the bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the resolution to print 4,000 extra 
copies of the report of the select committee of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia on typhoid and malarial 
fevers and other preventable diseases. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S.441) for the relief of 
Samuel Collins, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Samuel 
Gompers, president of the American Federation of Labor, of New 
York, remonstrating against the ratification of the Chinese 
treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am in receipt of a contmunication from sun- 
dry citizens of Indian Territory, inwhich they complain very 
bitterly of certain alleged cruelties practiced upon them by 
United States troopsand persons in the employ of corporations 
railway corporations I suppose, they are not mentioned —and 
asking an investigation thereof upon the part of Congress. 
There is no evidence of the cruelties alleged to have been prac- 
ticed accompanying the petition. I think, therefore. that the 
petition had better be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and their attention having been called to the matter in 
this way, I hope they will look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be -referred 


to 


| the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 


Mr. PALMER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying that the rate of duty on laces and embroi- 


| deries made wholly or in part of metal, cotton, flax, silk, or 


wool, be not less than 60 per cent ad valorem; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cook 
County, Ill., and a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
lilinois, praying that in the passage of any law providing for the 
taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance compa- 
nies and associations be exempted from taxation; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented: a petition of sundry citizens of Waukegan, 
lil., and a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying 
that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of R. McKinnel and 
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sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., and the petition of Fred 
Z. Zimmerman and sundry other citizens of Sagmaw, Mich., 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or assecia- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the ponding tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition signed by E. C. 
Keene and 98 other voters of Hayes County, Nebr., praying that 
an appropriation of $25,000 be made for the purpose of sinking 
experimenial artesian wells. My inclination would be to send 
the petiti Lo the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, but the matter is of such great importance to that 
section of the country that I hope the Committee on A:ppropria- 
tions may give it consideration in connection with one of the 
appropriation bills. I therefore move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. DOLP To whut section of country does the matter re- 
fer? 

Mr.MANDERSON. To the western partiof Nebraska, known 
as the semiarid section. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is confined to the State of Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The petition is so confined. I should 
be very glad to see the experiment made very general. 


Mr. DOLPH. I thought the Senatorwas offering an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; it is.a petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection the 
petition will be referred to the: Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of J. B. Weigand and sun- 
dry other citizens of Soldiers Grove, Wis., and a petition of 
Camp No. 1151, Modern Woodmen of America, of Soldiers 
Grove, Wis., praying that fraternal society and college journals 
be ndmitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF TTEES. 
Mr. MCLAURIN, from the Select Committee to Investigate 


Nn 


COMWN 


the Geological Survey, to whom was referred the amendment 
submitted by Mr. MARTIN, on the 23d of April last, intended to 


be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported fa- 
vorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain mili- 
tary reservation to Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free 
schools thereof, and for other purposes,reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.995) donating the military reservation at Oklahoma 
City, in Oklahoma Territory, to said city for the use and benefit 
of the frec public schools thereof, and for other purposes, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7334) to sell certain lands in Mont- 
gomery County, Ark., to the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing 
for an investigation relative to the work and wages of women 
and children, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom wes referred the bill (AH. R.6913) making appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Treport fromthe Committee on Finance 
Tariff Bulletins Nos, 52, 53, and 54 inclusive, being repliesto tariff 
inguiries in regard to wool and manufactures of wool. Task 
that the builetins be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2197) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew T. Bovard; which wasread twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2198) relating to'the wit- 
nessing of wills in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbix. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2199) granting a pension to 
Charles F'. Holly; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 2200) granting:an increase of pen- 
sien to Isaiah Mitchell: which was read twice by its title, and, 
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with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commitittee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2201) to incorporate the National 
Rapid Transit Railway Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. F 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2202) to repeal an act entitled 
‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to shipping commissioners,” 
approved August 19, 1890; which wasread twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Arthr 


Poour 

Connell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S.2204) to set apart certain 


Jands now known as Pacific forest reserve, as a public park, to 
be known as Washington National Park; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Land 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2205) for the relief of t 
legal representatives.of William H. and Sarah M. Dunbar, late 
of Adams County, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to‘the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to ‘be 
printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to ‘the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committeee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill: whieh was referred to the Committeo on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POBLIC AGENCIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PErrer], com 
ing over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PEFFER was read, 
as follows: 

In view of existing social and business conditions and by way of suggest- 
ing subjects for remedial legislation— 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United Siates— 

First. That all public functions ought to be exercised by 
lic agencies. 

Second. Thatall railroads employed in interstate commerce ought t 
brought into one organization under control and supervision of public off 
cers; that charges for transportation of persons and property ought to 
uniform throughout the country; that wages of employés ought to be reg 
ulated by law and paid promptly in money. 

Third. That all-coal beds onght to be owned and worked by the States or 
by the Federal Government; and the wages of all persons who work in the: 
mines ought to be provided by law and paid in money when dne. 

Fourth. That all money used by the people ought to be supplied only by 
the Government of the United States; that the rate of interest ought to be 
uniform in ali the States, not exceeding the net averdge increase of th 
maxent wealth of the people. 

Fifth. That all revenues of the Government ought to be raised by taxes o 
great wealth, incomes, and real values. F 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May I ask the Senator from Kansas——- 

Mr. PEFFER. I yield for any morning business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not morning business. 

Mr.PEFFER. Then I prefer to proceed. I shall not detain 
the Senate very long. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Trose to ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the general appropriation bill which was 
taken up yesterday. 

Mr. PEFFER. I prefer to say what little I have to say now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the Senator from Kansas has been rec- 
ognized upon a resolution coming over from a previous day as‘. 
part of the morning business. ‘ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I merely ask the Senator from Kansas 
to allow ‘the Senate to proceed with the consideration of the 
appropriation bill. If the Senator thinks that his speech is 
more important to the country than ‘the appropriation bill, of 
course I am powerless. 


and through pu 
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nh 


The Chair has recognized the Sen- 














wR. Ido think the pending resolution is more im- 
tant than any appropriation bill at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 





Mr, PEFFER. I will try, if theSenate will hear me patiently, 

not to go out of my way to say anything that ought not to be 
said, and I will as nearly as possible confine my: self closel y to the 

fthoucht marked out. I appeal to Senators—something 

h I have not yet before done. In view of the seriousnessof 

sent situation J appeal to Senators not only to be patient, 

sten; for while Iam nota prophet, nor the son of a prophet, 

wmist, yet I have time and time again calledthe atten- 
is body, and through it of the country, to what seemed 








o me to be within the range of every ordinary man’s horizon 
that is to say, great public peril. 
ile the pending resolution is made up of four or five dis- 
tir parts, they all relate to one fundamental error that our 
C ry has fallen into; and I wish to direct the attention of 
- tors und of the people of the country at large of ail classes 
to that fundamental error. We have pe rmitted a few men here 
and a few men there, one man here and one man yonder, to 
surp poten pare: functions. So the resolution begins with 





he proposition that all public functions ought to be exercised 
public agencies. 


Vhat is 


not ¢ o thre 
days ago i 


the situation in which we find ourselves now? I shall 

ugh alist of the newspaper he one esas I dida few 

reference to the coal strike. - The es > country 
1 





un ; the situation now, though it seems that really but 
v re trying to ascertain the causes and ~ » ferret the 





remedy. In order that we may understand what now 
how it came about, without reference to sapeainn which 
yok place before or what may take place horeafter, I want first 
call the attention of the Senate to a statement of aman named 
Jobs, of whom we have heard a good deal recently and may pos- 
sibly herzr more in the future. This man Debs, by reason of his 
being the official head of a great organization of railway em 
ployes, is the recognized mouthpiece of that body. On the 6th 
Debs made a written statement of the condition 

his standpoint, and it was published in the papers pretty 
gel ralls , L believe. 


[ have is fe 














day of June Mr. 
; 


ind in the Chicago Times, under 
do not wi a to read all of his 








dat . statement, but 
wi nough of it that Senators will understand clearly 
Debs wished to say and what he really did say; and | 
sh a that the whole communication may be printed with my 
remarks in the REcoRD. ' 
r. Debs goes on to say that, in the first plac American 
I ion had no connection whatever wv 
d as itis known. Then he describe sw 
diff as. Without going intoall the detail 
way of preface that the Pullman Company estat 
nec in i rld believed tol o-subiaaeniin 
ull the ci ud have equal rig! in w 
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should abound. 

the company was doing that, while the world was 
applauding, the company, like every other corpora- 
+h I haveever known any thing; held all of the power, 
reins within itsow Chat is to say, while ther 
‘age, while ther c while there was water, 

i ‘e were parks, and all those desirable pope at the 

1d of every month or of every week, as the case might be, when 
pay day came around, the c a ges that were set up against the 
validioate: of the town of Pullman for their lots and for their con- 
veniences were deducted from their pay just as the clothing of 
a soldier or extra rations or a lost gun were deducted from hi 
pay) and the balance found to be due was paid to these people. 
Among these charges were rents and stated dues for the pur 
chase ef property. 

After a while hard times began io pinch the company as it 
did a else, and it began to reduce the pay of the men. 
The meu submitted patiently. Another reduction eame and 
the men aot submitted, only asking, however, that their rent 
charges should be reduced, that t] 1eir taxes should be redueed 
to correspond to the amount of reduction in their wages. 

Then it was found that these poor people were absolutely de- 
fenseless, absolutely powerless in the hands of a corporation 
that had no soul. Thi yt asked to have a reduction of their rent 
charges and of other charges: they asked fora little time to 
turn around. 

All these things were denied them. Finally, the Pullman 
citizens came to the conclusion ‘that the . y wile as well starve 
in defense of their rights as to starve while the proprietors of 
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the town, the organizers and controllers of the corpor: ition, 
were feasting on “the fat things that these men had ma for 
them. Now ‘the trouble is on hand, and the leader of this 4 creat 
corporation is off at the seashore, or on a lake, or on an island, 
or somewhere, refusing to entertain even a newspaper man, ex- 
cept to say, ‘I have nothing to say; the company at Chicago 
will look after the company’s int erest there ”—heartless, so 
leas, conscienceless, Mr . Pre sident, this tyrant of tyrants. 
lr, Debs sets out all of this, e xeept the particular details to 
which I referred a moment ago, and goes on appt 
people, after having stated to the public that the R: sits uy Union 
took no hand in this matter until after the grievances of the 
Pu tun men had been submitted to them. 
iitted to the local assemblies, and 
of the union was held in Chicago, and the local representat 
, many of them, and a resolution was ado 
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sions and their request to jompany. 











I t was ‘= it these troubles between the employésand 
the 1 ulm in Con y might be sub: nl to an impartial arbi 
tration. This was denied. The committe in went with the 
same request, and that was Reniad., ‘Then came—I was going 
to say a universal—but then came a very general dropping of 
tools, a dropping of employment 80 that the n ight goo 
of the traces and let the railway companies go a itho 
them if they could do so. Their object was nd { 
to the railway mana;rers—to boycott the Pullma 

The American Railway Union will not ha ne 
they will not handle Pullman cars. Whether it was right « 





whether it was amen. Mr. President, it is not my purpose this 
rning to argue, for we are not at that point now. ‘The situ 
ion coufronts us, and it is our duty to deal with it as we find 














Withonr 7 referring further to this letter, I ask that it may be 
ine wrpore ted with my — aks 

The VICE-PRESIDEN’ Vithout objection, it will be s 
ordered 
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*resident Debs issued the following clear and su 

Luses and status of the present conditions yesterday 

TO THE PUBLIC: So many misleading reports have been given cu 









) erence to the great railroad strike now in progress tl I 
n the interest of justice and fair play, to give the public an hone 
atement of the issues involved and the facts as th¢ t 











































My pose in this is to have the great American public 
n ivenue of life conversant with the situation 
o constitute the highest tribunal we know ma 
m yon our act mden us if we e Wrong 2! 
let it be said that tl i 
! entirely of their ov W 
is and unanimous. 
wror [t I 
l, and re it ‘ 
by t i the 
y untrue is, t 
1 all the i 1ce to pac 
, ate r not to strik but to bear pa 
r 1ces until a peacea ple settleme ntcould be effected. ‘Toth 
t nent the employés themselve will bear willing testimorz 
But Val f the employés, men and women. had become so 
; patience deserted them and the abandons 
em a han submit longer to conditions agaimst whi 
’ yuls rebel Whether y were right or not, let only tho 
10 comprehend the condition ler which the thful en ) 
‘oaned. Let us av nti The bare facts will suffice, at 
weard enough to « > the sympathy of every good cit 
poor, employer or employed. The Pullman Company, be i 
owns the town of Pullman owns the houses, the homes of employé 
tr 16 light and water, and other necessaries of life, and wa; are 
to living expenses that in a large majority of cases tho employ 
irely able tosupporttheirfamilies. Proof overwhelming cam be furni 
Or Instance will suffice. At the time they struck the employés were in 
‘rears to the Pullman Company #70,000for rent alone. Wages had beer 
peatedly ct iced, | rent and other expenses remained the sam \ } 
rate it w ay l have been a question of a short time only until the enmrplo 


i have + en hopelessly inv« 
n Company. 

van 1ployés, from the beginning, have been-willing to arbitra 
rences with the company. That is their position to-day. The company 
ur ant ly declares that there is nothing to arbitrate. If this be true why 
not allow a board of fair and impartial arbitrators to determine thef uct? 
At th Ss point we appeal to the public as to whether the position of the Pu! 
man Company or the position of the employés is entitied to the sanction of 
the publie conscience. If the employés were to assume the position of the 
Pullman ¢ Jompany and defiantly declare they had nothing to arbitrate and 
arbitrarily demand unconditional surrender asthe only basis of settlement 
th ey would merit the condemnation of the public, and it would certainly 
l swiftly fall u pon them with crushing severity. 

mmittese after committee waited upon the officials of the Pullman Co 
pany with avain hope of effecting a settlement. They were wil ling i m 


yived in debt—mortgaged soul an 10 





























or ssions, to compromise in the interest of peace. All their advances 
were repelled. The company was and is unyielding as a Finally, 
June 12, the delegates of the American R tailway 4. nion l 425 lo 





unious of railway employés located on the principal | 
ways, met in convention at Ohicago The Puaieean trou! 
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cussed at their local meetings. Many of the delegates cameinstructed. The 
grievances of the Pullman employés were taken under consideration. Two 
separate committees were sent to the officials. Not the slightest satisfac- 
tion could be obtained. Asa last resort the delegates by unanimous vote 
determined that uniess the Pullman Company would agree to do justice to 
their employés within five days, the members of the order would decline to 
haul Pullman cars. This action, be it remembered, was not taken until the 
strike had been on six weeks, and every conceivable effort to obtain redress 
had failed because of the obstinacy of the company. 

Up to this point the trouble was confined to the Pullman Company and its 
employés. How, then, did the strike extend tothe railways? Let theanswer 
be given in accordance with the facts. The day before the order of the dele- 
gates declining to haul Pullman cars went into effect, the General Managers’ 
Association, representing the panepe western railways, met and passed a 
series ol resolutions, declaring in substance that they would uphold the Pull- 
man Company in its fight upon theemployés, that they would haul Pullman 
cars and that they would stand together in crushing out the American Rail- 
way Union. The resolutions in question were published in the city papers 
and can be referred to in substantiation of this averment. 

It will thus be seen that the railway companies virtually joined forces 
with the Pullman ¢ eT went into ea with them, so to speak, 
to reduce and defeat their half-starved employés. In this way the trou- 
ble was extended from line to line, and from system to system, until a 
crisis has been reached. The business of the country is demoralized 
to an extent that defiesexaggeration. To say that the situation is alarming 
is entirely within the bounds of prudent statement. Every good citizen 
must view the outlook with grave concern. Something should, something 
must be done. The American people are a peace-loving people—they want 
neither anarchy nor revolution. They have faith in their institutions, they 
believe in law and order, they believe in good government, but they also be- 
lieve in fair play. Once aroused they will not tolerate arbitrary and dicta- 
— defiance, even on the part of an alliance of rich and powerful corpora- 

ons, 

W hat can be done to dispel the apprehension that now prevails and re- 
Store peace and confidence? The American Railway Union, by whose au- 
thority and in whose behalf this statement is made, stands ready—has from 
the beginning stood ready—to do anything in its power, provided it is hon- 
orable, to end this trouble. This, briefly stated, is the position the organ- 
ization occupies. It simply insists that the Pullman Company shall meet 
itsemployés and do them justice. We guarantee that the latter will accept 
any reasonable proposition. The company may act through its officials or 
otherwise and the employés through their chosen representatives. Let 
them agree as far as they can, and where they fail to agree let the points in 
dispute be submitted to arbitration. The question of the recognition of the 
American Railway Union, or any other organization, is waived. 

We do not ask, nor have we ever asked, for recognition as an organiza- 
tion. Wecare nothing about that, and so far as we are concerned it has no 
part in the controversy. Let the officials deal with the employés without 
reference to organization. Let the spirit of conciliation, mutual conces- 
sion, and compromise animate and govern both sides, and there will be no 
trouble in reaching a settlement that will be satisfactory to all concerned. 
This done, let the railway companies agree to restore all their employés to 
their situations without prejudice, and the trouble will be ended. The 
crisis will thus be averted, traffic will resume, and peace willreign. The 
railways are not required to recognize the American Railway Union. This 
has never been asked, nor is it asked now. 

Lhave now clearly and briefly as possible stated the position of the Amer- 
ican Railway Union as it was at the beginning of the trouble and as it is 
now. 

If there are those who discover in this statement a ‘‘ weakening” on the 
part of the employés, as has been so often charged, when anexposition of the 
true attitude of our order was attempted, we have only to say that they are 
welcome to such solace as such a perverted conclusion affords them. We 
have been deliberately and maliciously misrepresented, but we have borne 
it all with an unwavering faith that the truth will finally and powerfully 
prevail. We firmly believe our cause is just, and while we hold that belief 
we Will not recede. If we are wrong We are ready to be convinced. We are 
open to reason and to conviction, but we will not be cowed nor intimidated, 
Were we to sacrifice the multiplied thousands of wageworkers who have 
committed their interests to our hands and yield to the pressure of corpo- 
rate power, we would be totally unworthy of American citizenship. 

It may be asked what sense is there in sympathetic strikes. Let the cor- 
porations answer. When one is assailed all goto the rescue. They stand 
together; they supply each other with men, money, and equipments. La- 
bor, in unifying its forces, simply follows theirexample. The corporations 
established the precedent. If the proceeding is vicious and indefensible let 
them first abolish it. In this contest labor will stand by labor. Other 
organizations of workingmen have themselves felt the oppressive hand of 
corporate capital. They will not be called out, but will go out. And the 
spectacle of Mr. Pullman, fanned by the breezes of the seashore while his 
employés are starving, is not calculated to prevent their fellow wage- 
workers from going to their rescue by the only means at their command. 

A few words in reference to myself, although ordinarily I pay no atten- 
tion to misrepresentation or vituperation, may not be out of place, not be- 
cause of myself personally, but on account of the cause I have the honor to 
in part represent, Which may suffer if silence is maintained while it is as- 
sailed with falsehood and malignant detraction. I shirk no responsibility, 
neither do I want credit to which Iam not entitled. This strike was not 
‘‘ordered”’ by myself, nor by any otherindividual. I have never ‘“‘ordered”’ 
nor “called” anybody out. Under the rules of the American eee Union 
members can only strike when a majority of their number so decide. The 
vote of the delegates in this instance was unanimous. And wherever men 
have struck they did so of their own accord. I have simply served the no- 
tice after the men themselves had determined to go out. 

This is the extent of my authority, and I have never exceeded it, My al- 
leged authority to “call” or ‘‘order’’ out has been made the pretext on which 
to assail me with every slander that malignity could conceive. So faras I 
am personally concerned detraction can not harm me, nor does it matter if 
itcould. I do not amount to more than the humblest member of our order— 

rhapsnotasmuch. Fate or fortune has assigned me a duty, and, no matter 
ow trying the ordeal or severe the penalties, I propose to perform it. The 

reflection that an honest man has nothing to fear sustains and comforts me 
in every hour of trial. 

In closing let me repeat that we stand ready to do our part toward avert- 
ing the impending crisis. We have no false pride to stand in the way of a 
settlement. Wedonot want ‘official’ recognition. All we askis fair play 
for the men who have chosen us torepresent them. 

If the corporations refuse to yield and stubbornly maintain that there is 
*‘nothing to arbitrate”’ the responsibility for what may ensue will be upon 
their heads and they can not escape its penalties. 

EUGENE V. DEBS. 


Mr. PEFFER. Then, after this conclusion had been reached 
upon the part of the American Railway Union, the general man- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






JULY 10, 


agers of the railways held a meeting at Chicago for the purpose 
of considering the situation. They came to a unanimous acrea. 
ment likewise, and their agreement was published, and it Was 
to the effect that they would stand by the Pullman Company 
let the results be what they might: and we have seen in the 
newspaper dispatches several times important telegrams from 
New York City and from other points to the managers at Chj- 
cago, ‘‘ Stand firm; to yield now is to lose everything”—substay- 
tially that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to have the Senator put all the 
facts in. Is he not quite aware that the railway companies haye 
contracts with the Pullman Company under which they are ab. 
solutely bound to use their cars, and is not Pullman under a cor- 
responding obligation to them? 

Mr. PEFFER. The railway companies are under no greatey 
obligation to Pullman than Pullman is to the men who make the 
ears. There is the sticking point in this controversy, I say to 
the Senator from Connecticut in all kindness and frankness. 
These men have nothing to do with the railway contracts with 
the Pullman Company, and the contract the railway has with 
that company bas nothing to do with interstate commerce. 
That is mereiy a matter of personal convenience. 

But I was surprised, almost startled, the other day by the ven- 
erable and distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuuRMan] 
introducing a resolution that Congress should overhaul the Pull- 
man-car business—a private matter between the Puliman Com- 
pany and the railway companies. However, I was delighted as 
well as surprised to see the resolution coming from such asource 
at such a time, even if it do savor of paternalism. 

But, Mr. President, we have ne time to talk about the con- 
tract of the railroad companies and the Pullman Company, and 
it is strange in this presence that a Senator of the United Stat 
should bring this in between these men and the great question 
that confronts us, more especially from a Senator who is now 
and who has many times been the champion of American labor. 
Oh! from such friends, Mr. President, God save us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator ought not to misrepresent me. 
He talks about the railroad companies declaring that they would 
stand by Mr. Pullman. I know nothing of the kind, and have 
never heard anything of the kind. I calledthe Senator's atten- 
tion to the undeniable fact that there were certain things that 
they are bound under the law to do. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let them go along then and do the things. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isay with the Senator that the relation be- 
tween Pullman and his men has nothing in God's world to do 
with the rioters and murderers in Chicago. 

Mr. PEFFER. It has not only a great deal to do with it, but 
things that may yet come will grow out of this strike, unlesi 
employers wil! hear and unless legislators will hear. 

I do not wonder sometimes that there is a growing feeling 
against the condition of things at Washington; I do not wonder 
sometimes that men write me and say, ‘‘ Would to God that the 
Senate was abolished.” I wrote to a friend the other day that! 
was ready for its abolition and would be willing to vote for it, 
and I would gostill further and vote for the abolition of the House 
of Representatives, and I would favor that the personnel of the 
Government should be confined to a few men, not to exceed one 
from each State, and let them select a presiding officer from 
their ownnumber. The fewer governors we have in this coun- 
try the better, Mr. President, as it seems to me; at any rate a 
few men could do no worse than a few hundred men have done. 

One of the grandest, and yet most dangerous, in one sense, o! 
spectacles that could be presented to the human sight would be 
the stoppage of every workingman’s arm for just ten days. | 
was peculiarly impressed about two months ago by reading a 
letter from a resident of this city, whose name I have forgotten 
and whose letter I have mislaid, though I wanted to use it this 
morning, in which he said, ‘‘Is there no way to teach legislators 
the effect of troubles now brewing in this country except for men 
to stop work?” Then he went on to picture whut the situation 
would beif every arm should be idle for ten days or two weeks; 
the wheels of the factories would stop; the smoke of the furnaces 
would cease to rise into the heavens; the railway trains would stop: 
the supply of the cities would stop; the movement of things that 
the people in the country need would stop; and all life, so far as 
business, trade, and commerce are concerned, would be at anab- 
solute and perfect standstill, like the stillness of a Sunday morn 
ing, nobody at work, everything paralyzed, an inert mass of hu- 
man beings—the most dangerous condition imaginable. 

That is what this thing means for the American people. Let 
anyone who lives in a large city, and many Senators here do, 
imagine what would be the condition of themselves and their 
neighbors should there be a cordon all around the city, so that 
the people inside could not get out and those on the outside 
could not get in for a period of thirty days. Starvation would 
stare in the face of the whole community. Apply the same 
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rule to the world, and in a little while the earth would be de- 
populited. » 

These things teach us, Mr. President, the brotherhood of men; 
they teach us the necessity of one man to another; they teach 
us the interdependence among people. At times the citizens of 
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Kansas send to Texas and to States in the South along the | 


coast their wheat, their flour, their corn, their oats, and their 
hay and meat, and we receive in return their lumber; we receive 
their cotton, we receive their fruits, and we receive many of the 
things that they have to spare. So itis in the North; so it is 
in the South; so it is in the East, and so it is in the West. 
Everywhere communities, States, families, individual men and 
women are dependent one upon another. 

Look upon your breakfast table, on your dinner table, and see 
where the things that you eat come from; who made them; how: 
when; what it cost to get them there! Look at theclothing you 
wear, the houses in which you live, the things about you—not 
one of them perhaps that you or your family, or any of your 
blood, had anything to do with the making or the handling of. 


We go halfway around the earth and more for many of oursup- | 


plies. 

' Consider that great fact, and in connection with another fact, 
that conditions have changed here and elsewhere within the 
last thirty or forty years, so that whereas afew years ago every 
individual, with here and there an exception, had his own little 
patch of ground, his own pigs and sheep and cow and fowls, so 
that he had within himself and within rangeof his family enough 
supplies to bridge over a few days of idleness. 

Now, go into oneof the cities, where men are massed together, 
and you will tind traftic is perpendicular as well as horizontal, 
and that there is no place either in the street or in the yard in 
these great bustling cities where a citizen can raise a flower or 
a herb without putting it into a pot and resting it upon a win- 
dow or in some portion of the house where the sunshine may 
come in. 

When the city workingman’s employment is stopped he is 
stopped; his source of livelihood is stopped; the supplies of his 
family are stopped; and when large numbers of these men quit 
work the machinery of commerce is clogged. So the time 
has come for employers themselves to learn that the best way to 
handle these situations is by fair treatment of their men; and if 
they can not do that, it is time for the people in their own sov- 
ereign capacity to interfere and say, ‘‘ This thing has gone far 
enough; thus far and no farther.” 

‘his morning the dispatches brought us news of great impor- 
tance. I have an extract from the Washington Post, with some 
descriptive matter, stating that citizens of Chicago met with 
the officers of that city and requested some official interference 
in the interest of peace, good order, and law. A committee was 
appointed. The committee visited the Pullman Company and 
asked that the matter be arbitrated. They were received by 
Vice-President Wickes, of the Pullman Company. Mr. Wickes 
asked the alderman: 

‘Do youcome as an Official of the city?” 

“T do,” replied Mr. McGillen 

“Do you represent the mayor in this matter?” inquired the Pullman offi- 
clal. 

The mayor will indorse our action here,’ the alderman replied. 

Alderman McGillen was the spokesman. He addressed Mr. Wickes and 
placed before him the proposition as authorized by the full committee. 
Once, as the alderman halted for an instant, Mr. Wickes said, ‘* The company 
can not recede from the position it has already held.” 

The interjection aroused Alderman McGillen, and he eloquently portrayed 
thesituationinallits bearings and the inevitable consequences. Mr. Wickes 
listened attentively. He seemed touched by the appeal, and when the spokes 


man had concluded retired with Attorney John S. Runnells, of the Pullman 
Company, for consultation. 


It was— 
Sharp, short, and decisive— 
The headlines say. 


The delay was of brief duration. When he returned every one present 
read in Vice-President Wickes’s stern face the answer he would make. Ad- 
dressing Alderman McGillen, Mr. Wickes said: 

“The Pullman Company has nothing to arbitrate.” 

Then there was a painful silence. Finally Alderman McGillen said: “Am 
I to understand that the Pullman Company refuses this slight request, 
“aade at so grave an hour, and upon which so much depends?” 

“The Pullman Company has nothing to arbitrate,’ reiterated Mr. Wickes. 

Mr. McGillen said: ‘*‘ Mr. Wickes, your company demands the police pro 
tection of the Federal Government, the State of Illinois, the county of Cook, 
and the city of Chicago, and yet you utterly ignore a fair reyguest made by 
the city—a request, the fundamental idea of whichis the preservation of the 
peace. We have come to you as conservers of the peacs, and you have as 
sumed grave responsibility in thus refusing the request we make—a re 
sponsibility greater, perhaps, than even you are aware of.”’ 

‘There is a principle involved in this matter,’ replied Mr. Wickes, ‘* which 
the Pullman Company will not surrender. It is that employers must be 
permitted to run their business in their own way, and without interference 
from their employés or from anybody else.” 


Not even from the city of Chicago, I will interject, nor from 
the State of Illinois, nor from the United States Government. 
Pullman, and Pullman alone, is king. Great is Pullman! 
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We shall not allow anyone to tell us how our business icted, 
and We shall not consent to arbitration. Our business is our own private 
affair, and we want no interference from Federal or State or any other gov 
ernment 

There is the ultimatum. Now, this strike of the American 
Railwiy Union means a solution of the problem. It is not a 
strike of lawbreakers, of men going out aflirmatively and posi- 
tively and as an origina! proposition to destroy property. Such 
is not the object of the union. Gut the Pullman Company lays 
down the rule ‘‘no matter what we are doing, this is our own 
private concern. Neither the city, the State, nor the nation 
has any right tointerfere with our business.” Yet there is not 
an incorporated village, town,or city in the country which does 
not have ordinances restricting in many ways the liberty of its 
citizens in regard to their own private business. 

[t is anaxiom of the common law, so old that the memory of 
man runneth not to the contrary, that when anything becomes 
a nuisance it may be abated, no matter what it is. Not only 
that, but every State in this Union and every State in Christen- 
dom have the same kind of restrictive provisions. Go about in 
this city, go about in any city, and you will find that building is 





shall be cond 
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regulated by statute and by ordinance. You will find that the 
habits of the people in many respects are regulated. Hotels 


must be constructed in certiin ways. The same thing applies 
to theaters and public places. Private residences within 
tain limits must not be built of wood, walls must be of a certain 
thickness, and the foundation must be of acertain character. 

Look into your statute books, and you will find that a dairy- 
man is bound strictly to give to the people good milk, good but- 
ter, and good cheese. The farmer who takes his hay into the 
city with a rock in the middle of the load in order to make it 
weigh heavier is liable to the law. The citizen who stops 
upon the public highway is liable to the law. Everywhere 
hands of the law, and properly so, are about the people in order 
that the public good may be conserved. 

On Sunday before the 4th of July this year some of Christ's 
ministers in this city undertook to discuss existing conditions. 
One of them used this language, so the reporter says: 

He said that there was a chance in this country for demagogism, and he 
thought that it was making headway in our State and national politics and 
now musters a formidable array of votes in both branches of Congress. ‘Pop 
ulism,”’ he said, “is simply an incipient, ignorant, and unorganized social- 
ism. Its political capital is the arraying of the poor against the rich, the 
improvident against the thrifty, the idle against the industrious. Coxey is 
its typical product; the mob violence which is disgracing so many sections 
of our country its legitimate fruitage. An income tax which, it is estimated, 
will fall upon only one out of 800 of our citizens is its conception of ecuita 
ble legislation. 

I should like to know what that man’s income will be 
he goes up where coin of heaven is used. He proceeds: 

All this is the protoplasm of anarchy. It proceeds upon the assumption 
that political power can level moral distinctions; that government is bound 
to make everybody comfortable and happy. When these delusions are ex 


cer- 


the 


when 


posed it will bs ready tolay violent hands upon government and upon the 
human lives that represent it. 
If that preacher does not know anything more about the doe- 


trines of Christ than he does about the doctrines of the Vopulist 
party, he, with a good many more of us, will have to pass through 
the eye of a needie before he gets into heaven. 

Mr. KYLE. Whatis the minister's name? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iamaskedforhisname. There are the names 


of several clergymen here. This particular gentleman is re- 
ported as Rev. Dr. Hamlin. 

Mr. President, the Puwpulist idea is exactly the opposite of 
anarchism. The Populist is the antipode of anarchy. The 


Populist believes in government. He believes in the govern- 
ment of the people. He believes in the doctrine taught in the 
Declaration of Independence, which is not a doctrine at all but 
simply a terse statement of a fundamental truth, that all men 
are created equal, and that flowing out of that equality of birth 
there are certain rights of which even the individual himself 
can not divest himself—the right to life, the right to liberty, 
and the right to pursue his own vocation in his own way, un- 
molested, so long as he does not interfere with the right of his 
fellow-men. 

The Populist notonly wants government, but the very highest 
form of government. The Populist is ready to take the great 
prototype of my excellent friend who sits in front of me [Mr. 
MILLS] as their leader and their guide in political philosophy. 
I can now recall nothing that Thomas Jefferson ever said which 
does not find a warm, responsive heart-throb in the breast of 
every Populist. 

This man is not crazy, nor is he ignorant, nor do [ believe he 
isa bad man. On the other hand, I believe he averages high 
with the modern Christian, that he will average well with the 
modern preacher, whose philosophy comes to him from the 
Middle Ages, and whose ideas of finance come to him through 
newspapers which are edited in the business offices. That man 
would no more undertake to denounce usury in his congregation 
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than he would undertake to go up in a balloon and come down | 


in a parachute. 
evil practices that he must know, or has good reason to believe, 
permeate the whole Christian world than he would undertake 
to organi mob and drive the members of this body out of the 
Chamber. 


Mr. President, the church needs light. Its members are ask- 
ing for light, and the men on the outside who are scolding at it, 
as | am to-day, are asking that it be restored to that spirit o! 
Christianity that the Master taught, just as my good friend 
from ‘Texas here {[Mr. MiLLS],and many more like him, are ask- 
ing that the polities of the United States be restored to the con- 


ditions that Jefferson and his compeers favored. 

Mv. President, when [speak thus of the church Lam not speak- 
ing harshly of Christianity. Oh, no; in my heart I have the 
most tender feeling for all humankind. But I should like to 
arouse the church. Oh, what an opportunity it has now for 
great and daring deeds of benevolence, kindness, and far-reach- 
ing patriotism! This is the time when the church is needed, and 
when just such men as these preachers are needed, if they will 
only get in touch with the toiling masses, and quit calling people 
who are trying to bring the country back to its old moorings 
anarchists and bloodthirsty men. 

Mr. President, the Populists have said some things about the 
old political organizations. I do not believe thatthey have ever 
told the truth more fully and completely than they themselves 
have don The other day, when the distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HiLs.| pounced mercilessly and with- 
out thought, as I believe, upon the State which the Senator who 
now occupies the chair [Mr. MARTIN in the chair] and myself 
have the honor to represent, I read to himan interesting little bit 
of literature. But then we were in the midst of commotion and 
excitement, and it hardly fell upon the great public audience as 
it will fall now in this connection rather than in that. How- 
ever, before I come to that I wish to state that sixteen yeargago 
last January the distinguished senior Senator from Indiana 
|Mr. VOORHEES}, who | see is now in his seat, addressed this 
body upon the subject of finance when he was pleading, patriot 
as he was, for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I find 
in aspeech of his, full of eloquent pathos, fullof power and vigor, 
on page 330 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, under date of Jan- 
unary 15, 1878, a most scathing arraignment of the party then in 
power. 

Sir 

Said he in another place in the same speech— 
in the entire catalogue of crimes against human society 

Let me read that again: 

Sir, in the entire catalogue of crimes against human society not one can 
be found so awful in ali its consequences, both immediate and remote, as a 
government commits when it deliberately destroys the money of its own 
citizens 

Chat is only a part of the paragraph, and in order that no in- 
justice may be done the Senator I ask that the whole para- 
graph—it is not long, and I have it marked—may be incorpo- 
rated in my remarks. I would read it by way of helping the 
Reporters out if it were not so long. 





Wherever in all the regions of time such measures have been accom 
plished, the horrors of history have taken place. No shrinkage in the 
amount of money, no contraction of the currency in the hands of the peo- 
le Was ever enforced by law to any considerable extent, except amidst 


sroken lives, ruined hopes, despair, lost honor, and all the vices springing 
from the lowest depths of poverty and human misery. ‘The worst ingredi- 
ents of war, pestilence, and famine all fiow from the act of a government 
violently tearing from the hands of the laboring masses the money they so 
much need. Murder, theft, robbery, prostitution, forgery, embezzlement, 
and fraud of every hue and mien curse the land that is deprived of a full and 
sufficient circulating medium on which togiveemployment to its toiling men 
andwomen. The social statistics of mankind will show that wherever the 
supply of money has been scant and labor poorly paid, or left entirely idle, 
there the gallows-tree has borne most frequently its horrid burden; there 
the jails and the penitentiaries and all the haunts of infamy have been most 
crowded. The well-clothed and well-fed Pharisee may osteptatiously thank 
God that he is better than such as these, but heis not. When the strong 
hand of the Government is engaged in abolishing money, and thus interpos- 
ing between the laboring man and the laboring woman and their last chance 
for bread by honest work, their sins for self-preservation are less odious to 
their merciful Father than the prayers ofthe usurers who have driven them 
to ruin. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In order that no injustice may be done to 
the Senator from Indiana, I desire to say I repeat every word of 
that now, here, and everywhere. There has not been a day of 
my life since I uttered it that I would not repeat it. I am glad 
of the opportunity to say it over here again. No greater crime 
Was ever committed against the men, women, and children who 
live by labor than a government commits when it destroys its 
own circulating medium. 

Mr. PEFFER. That speech, Mr. President, was delivered 
twelve years before the Populist party was born. The Senator 





He would no more undertake to denounce the | 
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concludes, speaking of what the people demand and what th 
have a right to demand—lI read now from page 338 
They demand, too, that certain specific wrongs shall be redressed 
First, those for whom Ispeak demand the restoration of the silver dolla 
exactly as it stood before it was touched by the act of February, 1872. TT) 
desire that it shall have unlimited coinage, not fearing that if will 
too plenty for their wants; and thatit be made a full legal tender, bx 
that it is as good now with which to pay all debis, public and priv: 
was during eighty-one years of American history. 
Second, they demand the repeal, unconditionally, of the act of J 
14, 1875, compelling a resumption of specie payments in January, 187; 
ing that the question of a return to a specie basis for our currency 
be controlled entirely by the business interestsof the country. They do 











believe that the country should be dragged through the depths of 


wretchedness, and degradation in order to reach a gold standard for th 
efit alone of the income classes. 

Third, they demand that the national banking system be removed an 
circulating medium provided by the Government for the people, with 
taxing them for the privilegeof obiainingit. And they ask that theamoui 
thus placed in circulation shall bear a reasonable and judicious propo: 
to the business transactions and the population of the United State 

Fourth, they demand that the currency circulated on the authority of t 
Government shall be made a legal tender in payment of all debts, public an 
private, including all dues to the Government, well knowing th t 
then be at par with gold, or more likely at a premium over it. 

And fifth, they demand that hereafter the financial policy of the countr 
be framed permanently in their interest; that they shall not be discrim 
nated against in future legislation as in the past, and that their prosperi 
and not the mere growth of incomes to retired capitalists, shall be t I 
mary duty of the Govermment. 

In my judgment 


The Senator says— 

These demands are just and moderate. I implore Senators not to suppo 
that they can be disregarded with safety. If they are rejected now the) 
will be renewed hereafter with still greater determination and perhaps wit 
others added. I plead for the financial credit of the Government. It rest 
on the popular will alone, and that will can no longer be defied or menace 
with impunity. The people are sovereign, and they can bind and they cai 
loosen. If the money power is advised with wisdom it will stop and retrac: 
its steps. It confronts a power now mightier than itself; a free people at 
the ballot box, inflamed by a sense of injustice and oppression. If, however 
it is joined to its golden idol; if its heart is hardened and its neck stiffened 
by its vast possessions; if the burning lust of avarice has made it deaf to 
the voice of reason and blind to all human experience, it will push on in its 
career, until it works its own destruction; for sooner or later the people 
irrespective of party names, will unite in their own defense and establish 
justice. 

They have been slow to believe that there was a deliberate purpose to de 
grade and impoverish the great producing classes, bnt they are being rap 
idly educated now. The condition of the country is a teacher whose awful 
lesson is engraven on all their hearts. They have also recently read tho 
proclamations of the great organs of the money power, removing all disguiso 
as to the meaning of our financial legislation and the misery it has created 
In the columns of one they have read that— 

“The American laborer must make up his mind henceforth not to be so 
much better off than the European laborer. Men must be content to work 
forlow wages. * * * Inthis way the workingman will be nearer to tha‘ 
station in life to which it has pleased God to call him.”’ 

Inthe columns of another organ of consolidated capital they have rea 
the following revolting sentiments: 

‘There seems to be but one remedy. It isa change of the ownership of 
the soil, and the creation of a class of landowners on the one hand and of 
tenant farmers on the other; something similar in both cases to what ha 
long existed and now exists in the older countries of Europe.” 

An@ in every form in which the English language can be used the Ameri 
can people, and especially the people of the West, have been notified, not 
that their consent will be asked, but that they will be compelled to submit 
to the legislation which results in this British system of baronial landed 
estates, a dependent tenantry, and pauper wages for the workingman. 

Sir, I have no word of menace to utter on this floor, but, in behalf of every 
laborer and every owner of the soil Whom I represent, 1 warn all such as 
value their investments that when these doctrines of despotism are sough' 
to be enforced this fair land will again be convulsed in agony and the fire 
of liberty will blaze forth again, as they did a hundred years ago, in defense 
of the natural rights of man. May the wisdom of our fathers and the be 
nignity of our God avert such an issue; but if it shall come, if infatuation 
has seized our councils, the result will only add one more instance to the 
long catalogue of human crime and folly, whereeavarice, iike ambition 
overleaps itself and in its unholy attempt to rob others of their possessions 
loses its own 


Mr. President, that was delivered‘on the i4th day of January, 
1878, and a month from that day, on the 15th day of February, 
following the day of the delivery of the speech of the distin- 
guished Indianian, came a remarkable speech from a remarka- 
ble man whose successor I have the honor to be. 

We can not disguise the truth that we are on the verge ofan impending 
revolution— 

Said Senator Ingalls: 

The old issues are dead. The people are arraying themselves upon one 
side or the other of a portentous contest. On one side is capital, formida- 
bly intrenched in privilege, arrogant from continued triumph, conservative, 
tenacious of old theories, demanding new concessions, enriched by do- 
mestic levy and foreign commerce, and struggling to adjust all values to its 
own standard. On the other is labor, asking for employment, striving to 
develop domestic industries, battling with the forces of nature, and subdu- 
ing the wilderness; labor, starving and sullen in cities, resolutely deter- 
mined to overthrow a system under which the rich are growing richer and 
the poor are growing poorer; a system which gives to a Vanderbilt the 
possession of wealth beyond the dreams of avarice and condemns the poor 
to a poverty which has no refuge from starvation but the prison or the 
grave, 

Our demands for relief, for justice— 

Said that eloquent Senator— 
have been met with indifference or disdain. The laborers of the country 
asking for employment are treated like impudent mendicants hegging for 
bread. The Senator from Connecticut informsus that hundreds of millions 
of dollars are lying idle in New York and Hartford, which can be borrowed 
on good security at 4 per cent. and asks with something like a sneer how the 
coinage of a dollar worth 90 cents will benefit the poor unless they can give 
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good security for th irloan. The laborers of the West do not want to bor- 


row; they wanttoearn. They do aa wish to pay interest on other men’ 
capital, but to sell their labor and if possible acquire some capital of their 


own. The producers of the West want a market in which the value of their 
products wu 1 not be « or by the cost of transportation over railroa 
that pool their earnings and combine to keep their rates at a point where 


the carrier grows ric hand the farmer poor. , ; ; 
e Senator from Wisconsin, in that admirable speecl hich left so litt 

The Seni V in that admirable s] h which 1 lit 
for others to say, declared that this was not acontest between the East 





West Let us see. Against silver, as indicated by the vote onthe Matthe 
resolution, are New York, New Jersey, New Hampshire, ates, See ut, 
Massachusetts, Vermont, and Rhode Island. For it are every Western 
State but Michigan, California, and Oregon, and eve 'y Sosithers State bu 





r 
Maryland and Delaware, and all these are divided fhe Senator from Wi 
consin was right. It is not the East against the West. It is the East again 
the West and South combined! Itis the corn and wheat and beef and cot 
ton of the conntry against its bonds and itsgold; its productive indu 
against its accumulations. Itis the me . who own the public debt ag 
those who are to pay it, if it is to be paid atall. If the bonds of this Gov- 
ernment are ever paid, they will be eae by the labor of the country, and 
not by its capital. They are exempt from taxation and bear none of 
burdens of societ) 
The alliance between the West and the South upon all matters affec ting 
their material welfare here after is inevitable. Their interests are mutual 
and identical. With the removal of the causesof political dissension that 
have so long separated them, they must coalesce, and united they will be 
invincible. The valleys of the Mississippi and Missouri, with their tribu- 
taries, form an empire that must have a homogeneous population and a 
common destiny from the Yellowstone to the Gulf. These great communi- 


ins 








ties have been alienated by factions that have estranged them only to prey | 


upon them and to maintain political supremacy by their separation. Un- 
friendly legislation has imposed intolerable burdens upon their energies 
invidious discriminations have been made against their products; unjust 
tariffs have repressed their industries. 

While vast appropriations have been made to protect the harbors of the 
Atlantic, and to erect beacons upon every headland to warn the mariner 
with silent admonition from the ‘‘ merchant-marring rocks,’’ the Mississippi 
was left choked with its drifting sands till the daring genius of Eads under 


took the gigantic labor of compelling the great stream to dredge its — 


channel to the sea. The ope ning of this avenue of commerce marks the 

epoch of the emancipation of the West and South from their bondage to the 
capital of the East. In asking the passage of this bill they are asking less 
than they will ever ask again. WhenI reflect upon the burdens they have 
borne, the wrongs they have suffered. I am astonished at their moderation 


[ will not read further from his speech. My object was to | 


show that this preacher has not read the history of his own 
country, and he would shoulder upon us poor little Populists all 
the crimes of their wicked predecessors. That wasinil8i8 At 
the next national campaign, in 1880, the Republican party, pay- 
ing its respects to its great opponent, did it in the following 
choi ce |: inguage 


8. We charge upon the Democratic party the habitual sacrifice of patriot 
ism and justice to a supreme and insatiable lust for office and patronage; 


that to obtain possession of the National Government and control of the | 


place they have obstructed all efforts to promote the purity and to conserve 
the freedom of the suffrage, and have devised fri suduient ballots, and in- 
vented fraudulent certification of returns; have labored to unseat lawfully 
elected members of Congress to secure at all hazards the vote of a majority 
of States in the House of Representatives; have endeavored to occupy by 
force and fraud the places of trust given to others by the people of Maine, 
rescued by the courage and action of Maine’s patriotic sons; have, by meth- 
ods vicious in principle and tyrannical in practice, attached partisan lezi 
lation to appropriation bills upon whose passage the very movement of the 
Government depended; have crushed the rights of the individual ; have ad 
vocated the principles and sought the faver of the rebellion we inst the na 
tion. and have endeavored to obliterate the sacred memories and to over 
come its estimably valuable results of nationality, personal freedom, and 
individual equality 

Then by way of a return or an exchange of compliments, t He 
Democratic party in its national convention in 1834, resolved ¢ 
follows: 

The Republican party, so far as prir ciple i is concerned, is a reminiscence 
In practice it is an organization for enriching those who contro) its ma 
chinery. The frands and jobbery which have been brought to lightin every 
department of the Government are sufficient to have called for reform 
within the Republican party. Yet thosein authority, made reckless by the 





long possession of power, have succumbed to its corrupting influence, and | 


have placed in nomination a ticket against which the independent portion 
of the party are in open revolt. Therefore a change is demanded. Such a 
change was alike necessary in 1876, bat the will of the people was then de 
feated by a fraud which can never be forgotten nor condoned again. 

In 1880 the change demanded by the people was defeated by the lavish use 
of money contributed by unscrupulous contractors and shameless jobbers 
who had bargained for unlawful profits or for high offlee. The Republican 
party during its legal, its stolen and its bought tenures of power has steadily 
decayed in moral characte i political capacity. its platform promises 
are now a list of its past failures. It demands the restoration of our navy 
it has squandered hundreds of millions to create anavy that does not exist 
It calls upon Congress to remove the burdens under which American ship 
ping has been depressed; it imposed and hascontinued those burdens. It pro- 
fesses the policy of reserving the public lands for small holdings by actual 
settlers; it has given away the people's heritage till now a few railroads and 
nonresident aliens, individual and corporate, possess a larger area than 
that of all our farms between the two seas. 


But, Mr. President, that is not all that my clerical neighbor 
has overlooked. I find in a recent issue of the New York Sun 
certain language which the editor pretends to quote, and I have 
no doubt he quotes tru ly, from the speeches and writings, offi- 
cially and otherwise, of the distinguished New Yorker who is 
now at the head of the Government. The editor says: 

When he 

Referring to the President— 
writes, as he has written over amd over again— 

Now I quote his adjectives-— 


ofthe grasping and heediess exactions of employers;” of “the gulf be- 
tween employers andemployed; ”’ of ‘the citizen struggling far in the rear, 
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i have mentioned these things for the purpose of fi ly t 
id of this twaddle and nonsense about the Populists being 
inarchists and defending crime 
Mr. President, the birth of the Populist party came about 
turally. It came because of the conditions of which I hav 
st been reading. Its Republican members believed what th 
Democrats said in their convention about the Republican party. 
Its Democratic members believed what was said by the Repub- 
licans against the Democratic party. 
Ve had sense enough to know that things were out of join 
and that some persons somewhere were responsible for it. W 


made up our minds that conditions must be changed; th 
polities must be purified; that the old pa rties must be converted 
| or they must be destroyed, and that the Government must | 


| restored to the people for whose happiness and safety it w: 
established. That is what the Populist party has set out to do. 
We have some isms—yes, we have some isms; and it would have 
been a good deal better for our political enemies if thev had 
had some of those isms, ten, fifteen, twenty, or thirty years ago. 

| We would not to-day find ourselves in the condition in. 

The truth is that existing political machinery is corrupt, no 

|} matter who pronounces the arraignment. We have seen its 

effects in our own action herein the Sena‘e within the last three 
months. We have seen the politics of the country corrupted by 
the use of money, by the patronage and influence of corpora- 
tions. Do not understand me to be charging that any Senator 

| or any Member of the House of Representatives has in any way, 

| either directly or indirectly, profited by anything of this kind 

[am denouncing the infamous practice that has debauched 

| American politics. The pig ayer are trying to remedy the 

| evil, faintly, feebly, it may be, after awhile we shall suc- 

ceed, because we represent the ae ople: and either we under our ° 

) present name or some great popular movement under a broader 

i 

| 

| 





and a oe name, if a better one can be or —— d, will do the 
things we are aiming at. The American people have too much 
sense, 00 2 much patriotism, too much loyalty, to allow their 
Government to go down in anarchy. When the contest comes 
between the great masses of the people and the power which 
now rules in legislation the people will not be found wanting 
They will be found invincible, Mr. President. 

Now, I have occupied a good deal more time this far than | 
expected to consume, and it was the remarksof the Senator from 
| Connecticut |[Mr. HAWLEY ] that drew me off onto another line 
| of thought. I come back tothis point: The Government is no) 
| Managing near by one-half of the railway milea 
| throug gh its courts. The Government, State and national, in- 

rfered when the coal strike was on six weeks or two months 
ago. The Government is now interfering, and for the first time 
in the history of the American Republic, the President has sent 
the Army into one of the States without the request of either a 
| State or a city officer. I am not criticising th 
President. I am simply calling attention to the fact that 





re of the country 
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now have actual, active, earnest, and effective Federal int 
| ference in what many wise men are pleased toc State co 
| cerns. 
A few mornings ago, wher ae was noticed first ti t Pre 
| dent had sent troops to Chicag: a distinguished citizen in pub- 
lic life was reported to have used language something like this 


‘*Tf L were governor of the Stat » of [llinois I should take the 
State troops and drive the Federal soldiers into the , 
Without stopping to say whether that remark was justified or 
= stner the feeling which instigated it was a proper one, con 
titutional and legal, tl his thought came instantly into my! l 





j —*§ 
that in the begi inning of the building of railways in this country 
| the railroads were but a mile or two long. 

| The first one in Massachusetts, between a quarry and a town 


ora port, was Gor Smiles in length. The first one in Pennsyl- 
vania was but afew miles in length. They were mere private 
| affairs. In the first ten years we only got up toa anny » of thou- 
sand miles of railways. They were private matters. [Every bill 
of lading had to be changed when you reached a new railway 
line. So it continuedforalongtime. Butthegreat war welded 
the American States together in an indisscluble Union. The 
people of the United States now constitute a nation, and these b ay 
people of ours have no time to stop with a surveyor to | point out 
where the State line is, that they may inquire what the laws of 
this new domain are upon which the railway train, running at 
the speed of 50 miles an hour, has just entered. 
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The American people have grown too big for that, and State 
lines, except for purposes of local government, are of no manner 
of account in the polity of the Republic. When the time comes 
for the Government to interfere, whether it be in Chicago, or 
Boston, or New Orleans, or Galveston, the power of the Gov- 
ernment will go there, and the people will say amen, provided 
always that the movement of the Government is in the interest 
of the people. 

That brings to mind a thought. I think it was in yesterday 
evening's paper it was stated that some distinguished personage 
now in public life is asking that the Army be increased. This 
is not a good time to increase the Army. This is a time to de- 
crease the Army. This is a time forthe weapons of peace; this 
is a time for reason; thisisatime for cool, deliberate judgment, 
not passion, not prejudice, not bayonets, but consciences, tongues, 
and pens, and brains, Thereisa kind of military mania taking 
possession of the people. We have military organizations in 
the States. A citizen of Pennsylvania told me not very long ago 
that within twenty-four hours’ notice an army of 28,000 men 
could be raised in the three States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
and Delaware, if I remember it correctly. We now detail army 
officers to teach military tactics in agricultural colleges. What 
a splendid idea it is to teach the farmers’ boys the military art 
in order to fight grasshoppers and chinch bugs, and crows 
and blackbirds. We find that in our private colleges there are 
classes studying military tactics, borrowing arms from the Gov- 
ernmentand from the State. The same is done eveninour high 
schools, which are the acme of the country district school, the 
crowning glory, the ambition of the country boy and girl. They 
are having military science taught in some of the country 
schools, and insome of our public schools herein the capital of the 
American Republic I have seen the boys go out and drill on the 
public streets. More than that, even in our Sunday schools 
there is a military air. 

it is time that this military idea, the idea of quelling every 
little disturbance by force, should cease, and that brings me to 
the vital point in this whole controversy. What are you going 
to do when disputes arise between employers and employés? 
Keep your hands off, Mr. President. That is my advice. Just 
keep your hands away from them. The parties in interest will 
settle the matter themselves, and they will do it without blood- 
shed. They will doit without using the torch; they will do it 
without getting angry; they will do it justly, safely, wisely, 
promptly. But the instant that you begin to call out the 
military arm in order to protect one side and send the other one 
to prison, just that soon you arouse a spirit of animosity which 
can not be quelled by force. 

That was tried about two years ago, on the 6th day of this 
month. Pinkertonism died an inglorious death in its own blood 
on the battlefieldof Homestead. Some day there will be a monu- 
ment erected to those brave men who, standing upon the shores 
of the Monongahela, defended their right to work in that great 
structure which their hands had builded. In the face of danger 
the man who will not speak words of warning to his friends is a 
coward, and our young party is not cowardly. 

I have offered these resolutions, and as you will observe there 
is not a suggestion of detail about any of them. But you will 
find that they involve the fundamental idea at the bottom of this 
greut trouble. <A little more than thirty years ago we passed a 
homestead law when there were countless millione of acres of 
public land, to be saved for the people’s homes, and now it is 
worth a man’s life, aye it is worth even a woman's life, to get a 
home when an Indian reservation is opened to settlement. In 
only thirty years have our publiclands beensquandered. Many 
of them are owned by corporations in immense tracts, and others 
are owned by syndicates and individuals of wealth. 

The public lands have gone in that way. The last one of the 
propositions in the resolutions is intended to cover the land 
case, or, if you please, the land monopoly. The Populist, like 
the early Republican, wants to save the public lands for homes 
for the people, 

The second proposition includes Government charge, Gov- 
ernment control, Government supervision, Government surveil- 
ance of the railroads; the very thing we are now doing with 
bayonets, by writ and processes of court, served under an escort 
of deputy marshals at immense expense. Just turn this whole 
business over to the peaceable agencies of the people repre- 
rented by their lawfully constituted agents. 

There is nothing in the resolution pointing to the taking 
possessior of the railroads, as we are charged with favoring. 
We want the Government to have control of the transportation 
interests of the people. This suggests a plan in general, not in 
detailatall. It suggests that all railway lines in the country 
shail be consolidated under present ownership into one great 
system, under the control of public officers, all the details to be 

arranged by legislation. That recalls an incident which oc- 
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curred in this Chamber a movth or thereabouts before the last 
Congress went out of existence. I offered a resolution request- 
ing some information to be furnished by the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, of which the senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLOM] was then chairman. 

Among other items of information asked for was this one: Ig 
it practicable to consolidate all the railways of the country 
under present ownership into one great national system, with 
the differentials to be settled at one office, and to establish a 
uniform rate of charges for the transportation of passengers and 
freight in all parts of the country? I remember the interest 
that my amiable neighbor, the senior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], took in the resolution, as he does in a 
good many of the acts that I perform in this body. He sug- 
gested in his suave manner that without any formal proceeding 
whatever the resolution might be submitted to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, and he had no doubt it would beacted 
upon quite as readily and quite as promptly as if there were no 
formal proceedings. 

The Senator from Illinois very kindly rose and seconded the 
suggestion and courteously took charge of the resolution. That 
is the last I have ever heard fromit. That was about two years 
ago. That is the way all such things in the past time have been 
treated. 

Now, we are face to face with the problem; it is forced upon us, 
and we send military officers to take charge of the railroads. 
The Populists do not want that. We want the people in their 
majesty to arrange the matter through their constituted author- 
ities. 

Sometimes I hear it suggested in this body in such a way that 
it would appear, if one did not know that the gentlemen utter- 
ing the words were intelligent men, that the Government is 
some great power distinct and apartfrom the people. The Gov- 
ernment is simply the agent of the people, made for their ben- 
efit and for their protection and to secure and preserve their 
safety and happiness. One of the immortal doctrines of the 
Declaration of Independence was that whenever the Govern- 
ment ceases to be effective in these respects it is not only tha 
right but the duty of the people to abolish it and institute an: 
other in its place. 

I shall not detain the Senate any longer except to make the 
suggestion that no matter what Senators may think about the 
ideas that have been suggested in connection with this resolu- 
tion, no matter what they may think aboutsocialism, anarchism, 
Populism, or any other ism connected with the situation, I have 
submitted the matter for the consideration of the Senate and 
the country. I have not been derelict in my duty. 

The very first bill I introduced in this body wasone to restrict 
immigration within reasonable limits in the interest of American 
labor, and the firstresolution I presented upon the day that that 
bill was introduced was one asking the Committee on Finance 
to inquire into the cost of lending money, a very simple matter, 
s0 simple indeed that about three months afterwards a member 
of the Committee on Finance kindly came to me and asked me 
whether I expected them to report the resolution, I told him 
no, [ did not; that 1 had nosuch expectation. He answered me 


mye by saying he thought so, and therefore had laid it in 
isdesk, but that if I desired it reported he would certainly re- 
portit. Notaparticle of thought was given to it. 


Now we are in the power of the men whom that resolution, in- 
troduced by a wild man from the West, was intended to reach. 
What does it cost to lend money? Last year, while we were 
sweating and sweltering in this Chamber, trying to repeal the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law, the banks needed a little 
fnvestigat on in the city of New York. The banks were paying 
out certificates instead of money. They were refusing to pay 
their depositors. A simple resolution of inquiry was treated in 
the same contemptuous way. 

Still later, about a year ago, through a resolution I asked to 
have the Committee on Interstate Commerce devise some plan 
to take care of railway trains, so that the property and persons 
of people traveling from place to place over the country might 
be protected. That was treated with equal attention, with equal 
courtesy. Nothing has ever been heard of it nor of any of the 
other resolutions. Last fall or winter I introduced a bill to fur- 
nish money to States and cities to take care of the poor. That 
was buried like the rest. Again, during the present year we 
found that from Boston, from Chicago, from San Francisco, from 
El Paso, and from a number of other places in the country there 
were men, calling themselves members of an industrial army, 
coming up to Washington. 5 

I proposed a resolution for the appointment of a committee 
withoutany expense attending it at all, providing that the places 
for its meetings should be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
without expense. There was no trouble required eneen® to put 
the necessary furniture into the room, if it was not alrea y there, 
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and there was an abundance of rooms which could have been 
used without asingle dime of expense for any purpose whatever, 
noteven for stenographic work, for there area number of gentie- 
men and ladies very much accomplished in that art, who could 
spend a little time just ss well as not in that way. Thecommit- 
tee was to be appointed in order to receive petitions and hear 
remonstrances, either delivered orally or in writing, from dele- 
gations which might come to the city, not specifying any dele- 
gation. While a very good vote, a much larger vote than I ex- 
pected, was given for the resolution, it did not pass. 

[he next move—l am speaking now about my own conduct in 
this mitter—was the introduction of a bill to provide work for 
the unemployed in the District of Columbia, but ina little while 
that was disposed of by a proposition to issue bonds, so thatsome 
money-changers might reap a profit out of the interest paid by 
the people. Next cime a resolution to appoint a committee to 
consider the present situation with reference to the business de- 
pression and the large numbers of unemployed people. I am 
glad to know that that committee was appointed, and the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAsS] is at its head. 
What the committee has done, or what they are doing, or what 


they expect to do, I know not, but that much good at least has | 


come oiit of the labors which I have been pleased to perform in 
this body. 
Mr. President, while no other Senator has yet suggested even 


subjects for remedial legislation, I have done so. The Republi- | 


can parity has given us a high protective tariff and a gold basis 
for our money system. The Democratic party have given us in 
past times a low tariff, a revenue tariff, but recently they have 
given us the gold standard anda high protective tariff, with 
free wool. Those are the remedies and the only remedies that 
the old parties thus far have been able to suggest. Do Senators 


tell me that there is nothing wrong? Do they tell me that there | 


is nobody out of employment; that there is nobody upon the 
verge of starvation; that the Republic is not in danger? Yet 
this is all you offer. We, however, come forward with substan- 
tial propositions for the Senate and the country to discuss. 

First, that all public functions be exercised by public agents, 
and then you will have no occasion to use the Army to suppress 
riots. Then there will be no strikes. Do justice to the work- 
ingman as well asto hisemployer. Letevery man whoemploys 
a large number of men understand that he has in his care and 
his keeping the inalienable rights of men who are just as good 
asheis. Yousay just as the Pullman Company say, ‘ Shall 
not these men be permitt:d to manage their own business in 
their own way?” 

I say, Mr. President, it d —— It depends upon what they 
are doing and how they are 
ing a little business of his own wants to employ another man. 
Those two are equal. They can contract face to face, one with 


the other, asa man speaketh unto his friend. Butwhere is Pull- | 


man, where is Carnegie, where is the president or proper officer 
of a railroad company or of any great banking institution when 
one of the employ.s has a grievance which he wishes to present? 
Who will hear him, who will answer his question? There is 
always an official directory of every corporation, but that official 
directory is not willing, nine cases outof ten, to hear the official 
directory of the men who do their work. 

The other day a Senator sxid—I do not now recall whoit was, or 
perhaps it was in anewspaper that I sawit—that there were more 
stockholders in one of these great corporations than there are 
men employed. So much the worse, if that be true. He went 
on still further to argue that the stockholders are poor people. 
Still worse. If they are poor people, they have earned their say- 
ings as those men who are complaining have earned theirs. But 
these little stockholders have no more influence upon the man- 
agement of the company than the man in the moon has influence 
upon the legislation of the Senate of the United States. They 
have none at all, 

Now, what I ask is that the resolutions may be printed and lie 
on the table, so that Senators, one by one, as they desire, may 
call them up and speak to them. I ask, I appeal to Senators, | 
beseech Senators to pay some attention to the resolutions, and 
in a conservative, statesmanlike way throw out to the people 


some intimation that this great body will not turn its back upon | 


them. 

Mr.DAVIS. Mr. President, [have listened toagreat part of 
the remarks of the Senator from Kansas with amazement and 

ain. T had suposed that by common consent it was deemed to 

e the better cov rse in these troublous times not to inflame the 
controversy by speeches on either side. The most moderate 
lamguagein the times in which we are presently living may well 
be construed into intemperateness of expression and yet fail to 
do adequate justice to the subject. 

Ata time when in the second city of the United States, and 
the feurth or fifth city in the civilized world, order is suspended, 
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law is powerless, violenca is Supreme, life isin dang r. and prop- 
erty is in the very arms of destruction, [am appalled to hear the 
trumpet of sedition blown in this Chamber to marshal the hosts 
of misrule to further devastation. 

Mr. President, this question doesnot now concern the issue be- 
tween the PullmanCompanyanditsemployés. Ithas gotbeyond 
that. Itdoesnotconcern thesym»pathetie strike of the American 
Railway Union. It hasgotbeyondthat. Itdoesnotconcern any 
strike which may hereafter be ordered. It has gone far beyond 
that. A simple strike as toa local organization not directly con- 
nected with the transportation instrumentalities of this country 
grew intoanother strike of far more comprehensive proportions. 
That grewinto a boycott. That boycott took the liberty of the 
American people by the throat, and then grew inte a riot, and 
from thence into an insurrection which confronts this Govern- 
ment to-day with all the dormantand latent powers of revolution, 
and speaks nere in the voice of its advocate, threatening and 
advising the dismemberment of the Government by the abolition 
of its executive and legislative departments. 

Mr. President, I speak on this occasion with great reluctance. 
I would not say a single word to inflame the passions; put some 
things have been said here this morning which demand a reply 
which to be efficacious must be immediate. 

I would speak upon this subject in regard to the working- 
men more immediately engaged in these acts with the utmost 
moderation and kindness. They are misled and misguided men. 
| 1 do not stand here affecting to speak for any branci: of the 
| people or for any class. I speak for society entire. But I tell 

you, Mr. President, that the words I shall utter will six months 
from now be received as the words of a better friend to the 
laboring man than the Senutor from Kansas. I say I would 
| speak of these men with the utmost moderation up to « cer- 
tain stage of their proceedings, because they are misguided 
|and misled men. They are not the entire people. The Senator 
|from Kansas affects to speak for the people of this country. 
Who are they? [For his present purposes it is the mob which 
has obtained control of a strategic point in this country, the 
city of Chicago 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield for any purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. MARTINin thechair). The 
Senator from Minnesota declines to yield. 

Mr. PEFFER. I protest against the Senator misrepresent- 
| ing— 

' Mr. DAVIS. I decline to yield. 

| Mr. PEFFER. I did not expect the Senator to do so. 

| Mr. DAVIS. The Senatorspeaks in behalf of that mob 

| Mr. PEFFER. I did not say anything of the kind, and the 
| Senator from Minresota knows it. 

| Mr. DAVIS. The Senator speaks in behalf of that mob of 
misguided men who have seized by force a stvategice point in the 
city of Chicago, paralyzed the means of intercourse, and inter- 
| rupted the sources of supply of food and traflic over several 
| States cf the Union. 

He speaks of the rights of labor, and in the abstract I am 

with him. Noone denies that there are before the American 
people to be settled in a lawful and constitutional manner 
| through their legislative functions vast questions of adjustment 
| between the rights of labor and capital. No one denies that. 
| Itis the great problem of civilization all over the world. Man 
and machinery have been worked so into each other through 
complex organizations of both that sometimes it can not be dis- 
| cerned where the man ends and the machinery begins. But in 
| these times of presentexigency and danger togovernment itself 
those are not the questions. 

The Senator from Kansas has not a single word of reproach 
for the blood that has been shed in Chicago in the last ten 
days, for the millions of property which has been destroyed. 
| The red light of arson against the sky in that city has caused 
| him no pang and elicited from him no word of disapprobation. 
| He insists that we shall go back to the cause of the sirike, as he 
| alleges, the difficulty between Pullman and his men, and arbi- 

trate that, when everybody knows we have got far beyond that 
transaction for the present. It is as futile, it is as foolish, as if 
some one coming from the caves of the past when the battle 
| lines were drawn at Gettysburg had insisted that the impending 
| conilict should be delayed until Meade and Lee could have ar- 
| rued out between the lines the question of the rights of slavery 
in the Territories. 

Mr. President, the people are interested in this controversy— 
| and by ‘“‘ people’ I mean the e body of the American peo- 
ple. I do not mean that segin ‘at o! the people who, acting un- 
| der delusion, have sought by jvrve to overthrow not only the 
functions of civilization and intercourse, but also the rights of 
all the other people and the very existence of government it 
self. 
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The Senator from Kansas says that these instrumentalities of 
commerce and government should be controlled by public offi- 
cers; and in that [ agree with him toa certain extent. Are 
they controlled by public officersin Chicagonow? Can the United 
States marshulsexeccute the process of the courts? Can that great 
function of interstate commerce, that great system of railroads 
upon which the people depend for commerce, for everything 
which beautifies and adorns and makes enduring our civiliza- 
tion, and upon which the messengers of commerce come and go 
like the angels whom Jacob saw upon the ladder of his dream— 
can that be carried on, and is it carried on now, with the best 
aid of the public officers of this country? 

Not atall. They are impeded in Chicago, at Hammond, and 
surrounding places by riots which have grown into insurrection, 
disturbing the stability of the Government itself, and drawing 
from the lips of the Senator from Kansas the expression of the 
opinion that now is the time to annihilate the legislative and 
executive departments of this Government and to change its 
form into thatof its prototype, the Committee of Public Safety 
during the Reign of Terror in the days of the first French 
Revolution. 

This whole proceeding, which has grown toa movement which 
{ have inadequately described, has come from the illusion that 
a fraction of society, useful in itself, of course, and indispensa- 
ble, [ admit, can by force dominate every other portion of the 
body politic. 

lv. President, what is society? It is all the members thereof 
talsen together. The railroad employés of this country number 
some five or six hundred thousand men, perhaps, indispensable, 
use/ul, valuable citizens in ordinary times, when not misled, but, 
compared with the great mass of the American people, how few 
they are in number! Why will they not learn and why will not 
their self-appointed teachers teach them the doctrine of com- 


CONGRESSIONAL 


munity of interest and interdependence of all upon the whole? 

Does anybody suppose that by burning cars, destroying prop- 
eriy, disturbing seeurity, wrecking credit, taking life their 
means of employment are to be increased hereafter? They are 
desiroying everything from which they derive their employ- 
ment; the very thing which they, so much to their credit, have 
helped to upbuild, it is true, an act of which they would have 


never thought unless it had been for the self-appointed dicta- 
tors who have placed themselves at the head of their organiza- 
tions. 

People prate about liberty, and define that liberty as the lib- 
erty of the particular class they are speaking for. The only lib- 
erty worth having in this country is the equal liberty of all men 
alike. Liberty in its philosophical and common-sense defini- 
tion consists in that right of each individual to exercise the 
greatest freedom of action up to, and not beyond, that point 
when it impinges upon the like exercise of freedom of action of 
every other man. Beyond that it is the destruction of the lib- 
erty of the weak by the strongest, a subversion of the very theory 
of « republic, and a return to primeval anarchy on the one 
hand, or, as an alternative, to despotism on the other. 

Mr. President, this boycott business—not a little incidental 
boycott in some little community, which, while it works great 
loeal inconvenience, works no particular harm in general—but 
a universal boycott is a of as something perfectly feasible 
and perfectly justifiable, to be put in force in the operations 
which are now going on. All men may stop work, all men of a 
certain class may stop work, and the Senator from Kansas calmly 
depicts here without a word of censure or disapproval, without 
asingle temperate admonition to the men who are looking to 
him for leadership, the terrible and disastrous consequences of 
that step. 

Mr. President, suppose in the course of time it should come 
tothis, that one class of men should declare a boycott and thereby 
greatly inconvenience all society; suppose laboring men or pro- 
fessional men, physicians, or any indispensable class of society 
should declare a boycott upon the rest; suppose that in the im- 
agined case the butcher, the baker, the farmer, and the grocer 
should in turn declare a retaliatory boycott upon those who had 
deelared a boycott upon them, how instantaneously they would 
rise, and justly rise, in condemnation of such an act as that? 
These gentlemen, who do not now see beyond the narrow verge 
of the horizon that girts them in, would rise in condemnation 
of such an act of intolerable tyranny, oppression, and cruelty. 

Now, let us look a little at this revolt. It is a most severe 
affair; but when we look at it calmly it does not extend much 
out of Chicago. Its significance and power consist in the 
fact that it has seized a vital point there; but throughout 
the rest of this country, with exceptions not worth mention- 
ing and which do not affect the general situation, the tide of 
commerce goes on evenly and temperately until it reaches 
the barrier at Chicago. There is some disturbance on the 
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Pacific coast, but nothing to warrant the declaration of the 
Senator from Kansas in this connection that he speaks for the 
people, especially when itis considered that the people, through 
every avenue of public communication and by private letter- 
by telegraph, in the public press, and through the pulpit—are 
crying aloud in denunciation of this most wicked, monstrous 
and cruel attack upon every function of our civilization. 

The Senator from Kansas talks about putting this matter in 
the hands of the people. The people have taken this matter 
into their hands, through the constituted authorities, in order 
to take it away from those whom he calls the people, who are 
acting in violation of lawand in rebellion against the constituted 
authorities and the Government of the United States. Thi 
matter has been taken by and it will remain in the hands of th 
people in the highest sense-—-the people of a free country who, 
haviag secured to themselves the enjoyment of a liberty regu 
lated by law, which guarantees to each man the samo rights that 
another has and no more, propose to perpetuate that liberty to 
their children. ; 

Mr. President, who has conferred this authority upon Mr. 
Debs? Where is his patent of right to say to the city of Chi- 
cago that it shall not be fed, to say to the people of the North- 
west that they shall not leave their homes, orthat they shall not 
be able to get to their homesiftheyare away? Whatsignature 
is subscribed tothat patent of popular right or of popular con 
sent? 

No, Mr. President, this Masaniello of a day, drunk with 
power, has unloosed agencies which he can notchain, has set at 
work destructive forces which he can not recall; his own disci- 
plined men have gone beyond his control, and it is a notoriou 
fact that their violent action has called from the caves and dens 
of Chicago the professed criminal, the idly vicious, the anarch- 
ist. Everybody who is conspiring to putdown modern civiliza 
tion is now moving under the mask of this strike and taking lifo 
and destroying property in its name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o’cloek having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R.6016) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust that the Senate will allow the 
Senator from Minnesota to proceed, and when he has finished | 
shall take the floor to proceed with tho unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
|Mr. KYLE] introduced-into the Senate the other day a resolu- 
tion, the substance of which is that no process, civil or eriminal, 
shall issue from any court of the United States in regard toacts 
affecting interstate commerce by the obstruction of trains, un- 
less such acts involve the delay of the mails, and that the de- 
taching of Pullman cars from any train shall not constitute an 
offense. At the time that resolution was introduced interstate 
commerce was arrested at Hammond, Ind., it was in collapse at 
Chicago, and freight and common passenger cars and Pullman 
cars were being destroyed in that city. The meaning of thai 
resolution is that while these acts were flagrant and being com- 
mitted, the United States was to be called upon to make itself 
an accessory to the crime while it was in theactof perpetration. 

Mr. President, consider the importance of the relations of this 
Government to interstate commerce. A clause in the Constitu- 
tion, contrived by the wise foresight of our forefathers, has be- 
come efficacious and widespread in its operationsa hundred years 
after it was framed. In the progress of invention, the canal and 
afterwards the railroad superseded the slower methods of internal 
communication. The Mississippi River hasceased to be a factor 
of any considerable importance, except as a regulator in inter- 
state coneerns, and the Great Lakes have receded to a subsidiary 
position. : 

The railroads of this country, 176,000 miles in length, belting 
this land, and laid over it like a network of iron, an armor o! 
defense, are the daily convenience and the indispensable neces- 
sity of every man, woman, and child in the United States, and 
this movement is aimed at this great instrumentality, this great 
necessity, this indispensable convenience of our civilization, 
necessary to support life, to move troops, to move supplies, to 
carry on the Government itself—this strike is thus aimed, that 
has grown from a strike to a boycott, and from a boycott to a 
riot, and from a riot to an insurrection, and has suspended and 
paralyzed the powers of this Government in the second cityof 
the Union. 

And by what acts? Tearing up the tracks, derailing locomo- 
tives, overturning cars across the tracks, burning them, robbing 
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trains of provisions, disarranging switches, all with the resul 
of the loss of human life; and yet the resolution of the Senat 
from South Dakota proposes to take away from the United Stat 
courts the power to follow, repress, or punish these flagrant o 
fenses against everything which goes to make up civilization 
and security. 

The effect of that resolution as to any Territory of the Unit 
States or as to the District of Columbia would be that if any sucl 
act there committed, where the United States has ample and 
ple tuting murd 


or 


ary jurisdiction, should result in death, constit 









atcommon iaw or under the statute, no warrant of the Unite 
States courts could issue, no indictment could be found, no jud 
or jury could try the criminal. 

Mr. President, the sea, the Great Lakes, the rivers, everythin 
within the admiralty jurisdiction of the United States, were onc 
the main instrumeatalities of commerce, and there is a strin- 
gent code of laws applicable to them and to the ship, as security 


for persons and passengers and the means of conveyance. I say 
here, without fear of successful or even attempted contradiction, 
that if any one of the acts which have been perpetrated in ( 

cago in the last ten days against persons and property of tl 
great means and necessity of land communication had been } 

petrated upon the waters within the admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States those acts would have been 
ble with death, under the statutes of the 


Ll 
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piracy and punisha 

United States. 
inthe eye of reason, humanity, and common sense the acis 
; which have been perpetrated at Chicago, involving the safety of 
a groat city, not as on shipboard the safety of a single vessel or 
those who are in it, constitute a much more flagrant offense 
than any piracy which is defined by the statutes of this country 


: or by the law of nations. 
i The authority of the United States can not be denied, Mr. 
$ President. Within the limitations of the Constitution it is su- 
; preme. The duty of the President of the United States is to 
F see that the laws are faithfully executed; the duty of the courts 
i is to declare those laws and their consequences, and to execute 
- them through their process. Those limitations are plainly | 
i drawn and settled, not only in the original instrument, but by 
comment after comment in recorded decisions. Why should 
; the hand of the Government be kept off these insurgents under 
the circumstances? Is the interstate commerce of this country 
to be held in suspense and paralyzed, property destroyed, food 
cut off, conveniences taken away, necessity thwarted, until some 
remote disagreement as to wages between a private corporation 
4 and its employés can be adjusted? Is there any such reserved 
q right as that to any of the citizens of the United States, or is it 
the mere usurpation of a mob, commencing in riot and tending 
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irds anarchy? 
iking of the people of the United States—a large, mouth- 
filling phrase, that we have heard sooften here—let us consider a 
moment that there are 5,000,000 farmers in the United States. 
Five million farmers and their families, constituting 45 per cent 
F of the population, are engaged in agricultural pursuits. I sup- 
y pose, Mr. President, if anybody is entitled to be distinctively 
called ‘‘the people,” the bone and sinew of this country, it is the 
farming population. T 


] 


‘ 


L 
They supply the great cities. 
resent the land; without them the country would be nothing. 
They have been its invulnerable and loyal arm of defense in all 
: times of peril. 

How are they affected by this strike of that segment of the 
people in Chicago? Have the farmers of this country called 
out to have commerce stopped until the question of wages can 
be settled between a few emploeyés and a company constructing 
ears? Has any Illinois, or Minnesota, or Wisconsin, or Iowa 

farmer cried aloud for this remedy and been ready to pledge his 
life, his fortune, and his sacred honor until the desired end can 
be brought about? Notone. How hasitaffectedthem? How 
does it affect the constituents of the Senator from South Dakota 
or the constituents of the Senator from Kansas? 
market their wheatif this thing continues; they can not market 

their wheat to-day. 

The early product of the farms of Illinois, the fruit, the early 
vegotables, have been rotting throughout the fields. The early 
fruitage of California has become a crop perfectly valueless 
under existing conditions. The beef of the country can not be 
marketed in New York or Washington. It is rotting in Chi- 
cago, and prices rise to the people. Mothers go from place to 
place in the city of Chicago seeking for milk for their children, 
and can searcely find it. 

[ say, Mr. President, that nointerest in this country is stricken 
such a deadly blow by this cruel, remorseless, unreasonable, 
merciless, and finally treasonable attack upon the liberty of the | 
American people as the farming community of the United States; 
and they will find it out some day by the stern logic of events 
teaching them the lessons which I have endeavored to impart. | 
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ill not be necessary for them even to learn that lesson by 
perience to array them, as they always have been arrayed, on 
side of law and order and the perpetuity of this Govern 
[ said, Mr. President, that this strike was comparative 
eal; and soitis. Itis at a vital point, it is true, but that it is 
idespread is not true; and I do not believe it will be. The la- 
g men of the great States of the Eastare not engag 
3 h of the Potomae and the Ohio law and order reign su 
sme. tam ashamed as a Northern man to invite the con 
ist, but it is true; and if the time shall come for the strength 


t 
of this nation to be put forth to put down the rising tide of a 

chy which threatens to submerge the city of Chicago, the na 
tion can call with equal confidence upon the people of the South 
and of the North for that purpose. 

Vo not people realize that the Constitution itself is 
and that the country itself is in danger? The military power 
the last resort in a free government, has necessarily been called 
ction. The President of the United States, to whom 
committed the commandership of the Army and the Navy in 


pon trial 


int ) 


| the execution of the laws, has declared the danger bya procla 


mation which every citizen is bound to respect. He says, ‘‘! 
have sent the troops there;” the Senator from Kansas says,‘ Take 
them away.” Whatshield does the Senator propose to interpos 
between the innocent people of Chicago and their property an 


| the men who to-day are only held in awe and suppressed by th 


presence of troops,if they are taken away? Can Debs recall the 
force that he has unloosed? He can no more doit than by word 
he can reconstruct the burned cars or give back life to those 
from whom it has been taken away as the result of his operation 

Mr. President, I desire to read as a portion of my remarks an 
editorial from the New York Sun of this morning, instinct with 
patriotism, in which that — suspends its consistent opposi- 
tion to the President of the United States, in view of the great 
and pressing emergency which is now upon us. The writer ex 
presses in language better than I can command what the duty 
of every American citizen is in this emergency: 

The Government at Washington lives, and the people of the United Stat: 
are behind it, sixty-odd millions of them, anarchists and fools not reckoned 
The representative and executive of the nation’s authority, majesty, and 
power is President Cleveland. He stands at this moment for all that toya 
Americans live for, hope for, are. That he stands firm to his obvious du 
The Administration is doing its duty with resper 








| to the people, and the people must do their duty with respect to the Admi: 


} One of the immunities of American citizens 
‘WW 
They rep- | 


They can not | 


istration. The color of a citizen’s political opinions is of no more 
quence at sucha time than the color of hiseyesor hair. As aciti 
an American, he owes first of all his unqualified, unquestioning, un 
support to the chosen man who took into his hands on March 4, !80%, 
sponsibility for the administration of the nation’s laws, and swore t 
turn the Government over to his successor as he found it 
Whatever may be the immediate turn of events, President Cle n 
his Cabinet advisers confront a crisis in the nation’s history. How or 
that crisis hasarisen is not the question. How it shall be met is the matt 
that concerns the sixty-odd millions behind the President and the govern 
ment at Washington. In half a dozen States of the Union to-day meno 
cupy the governor's chair who are no more fit to be there than Debs or Jo 
hann Most. The United States Constitution guarantees to the citizens o 
every State the privileges and immunities of citizens in the Stat 
It guarantees to every State a republican form of governmen One ¢ 
the privileges of American citizenship is to live under law, not anarchy 
hip is immunity from lawle 
violence. A republican form of government in any State is not go' 
administered by a coward, an anarehist, or a governor in sympat \ 
anarchy and its objects. Questions of jurisdiction and verbal conflicts « 
Federal with State authority are bound to arise in any great publi 
gency involving the exercise of both Federal and State authority 
are technically interesting, as they were in the early months of 18 
There isample power in the government at Washington, und 
stitution and laws of the United States, to preserve the institution 


cor 








evera 





country against mob, insurrection, or rebellion. The power is no 

any one man, or of any small council of men; it is the might of a 
indestructible nation. We believe that it will be exercised, as it s! 
exercised, to any extent thatmay become necessary, with humane prt 

and 2 leration as far as possible, but in any case with unyielding firm 
and unremitting vigor. The President's prociamation is dratt 

upon the loyalty and patriotic support of every loyal and patriotic Ameri 
can. Incontinuing to perform the perfectly plain duty now thrust u 
him as the nation’s chief magistrate, President Cleveland should have so: 





thing more than the half acquiescent, half critical countenance whi 
proves the main purpose, but watches sharp for minor breaks and mis 
He should have just that sort of support which we all owe to th 
it is held up as a signal forAmericans to rally toit 

The Senator from Kansas cited the common law, that a 1 
sance may be abated—abated by force. What is Mr. Del Does 
he fall within the definition of a nuisance, or is his office more 
comprehensive? Is the power of the State or of the individua 
{ against a mere nuisance than it is against an agency 
which threatens the very destruction of the Government? 


Wi. 
4 


ss 


oroatar 
greate) 


In contrast with the article which I have just read let us hear 
what Mr. Debs is reported in a morning paper to have said: 

President Debs, in speaking of thesituation to-night, said The P 
Company is certainly responsible for any blood that may flow f: i. 
If honest labor is not entitled to recognition, the worker can not be blamed 
if he tries to commit some acts of violence against the man who spurned 
him.’ 


Will the Senator from Kansas indorse that? 


simnan 


im now o! 
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Mr. Debs continues: 


With 109,009 to 150,000 idle men in Chicago, and capitalists spurning them, 
bloodshed will follow. Bat we are now out of it 
of the Pullman officials." 

This is a distinct threat of bloodshed by the leader of this 
movement, who had previously attempted to enter into negoti- 
ations with the President of the United States by communica- 
tion addressed to him, and who exults in his power, and yet 
the Senator from Kansa; has not uttered one placating word 
tending to call off asingle man from these acts of violence and 
bloodshed. 

The Senator from Kansas took occasion to bring into this de- 
bate the ministers of the Christian religion here in Washing- 
ton who have preached the gospel of law, order, and peace, and 
to teach them their duty from a loftier plane than he conceives 
them to occupy. He wishes to introduce into the church a 
Christianity from without, to revive its spirituality and restore 
it to its pristine apostolic purity. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota is also a min- 
ister of the Prince of Peace on earth and good will towards men. 
He is here as a Senator, and before the public he is an evange- 
listof the meek and lowly Nazarene. He is the authorof the res- 
olution to which I have adverted, making lawlessness lawful and 
murder unpunishable under certain circumstances in any court 
where the United States has jurisdiction, 
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Sir, at a time like this, when the peace of great communities 
is not only threatened, but broken; when the law is openly de- 
fied; when the hitherto quiet homes of a great central city, and 
its orderly, industrious people are threatened with blood and 
fire and terror; when great communities are looking in ever 
direction for some escapes from the alarming conditions whic 


| surround them; when our very civilization, not to say the form 


of government under which we live, is heaving under the mighty 
ground-swell of a great agitation, it seems to me that any repre- 


| sentative on this floor has descended very far from the lofty 


| 


| 


| 


| 


I do not believe his heart or his head conceived that resolu- | 


tion, or that either approves it. I woula adjure him to with- 
draw it from the consideration of the Senate in the interests of 
humanity and good government. I would ask him to take that 
bomb from the Clerk s desk whereon he has laid it; butif through 
pride of opinion, or mistaken sentiment, orincapacity to see the 
right. he should refuse, I say to him that he has attempted to 
inflict upon the body of the Commonwealth a wound as deadly as 
that given by the dagger of Santo. 

Mr. President, theseare troublous times. The time will come 
in the new order of events when these matters will be satisfac- 
torily arranged, for this Republic has always been adequate to 
every emergency, and these disturbing questions between capital 
and labor—and they exist with strong equitiesin them, Iadmit— 
will besettled. Ithinkthat time is nowuponus. But they will 
not be settled as the result of any such proceedings as those 
againstwhich [speak to-day. Something more than capital, for 
which I care nothing; something more than the wages of the 
laboring man, for whom I care much; something more than a 
railway corporation, for whom I care nothing, is at stake here. 
National existence is at stake. 

It is the very condition of the existence of republics that they 
are subject to continual attacks from within and require con- 
tinual assistance from their citizens to perpetuate themselves. 
That is the meaning of the maxim that *‘ Eternal vigilance is 
the price of liberty.” Kings, likeSaturn, devour their children. 
The children of republics devour their parent. That attack is 
nearly always from within. France is subject to it to-day; the 
short-lived Republic of Spain succumbed to it; the Republic of 
Mexico fell, and only rose again when it shea the blood of an 
immolated monarch upon its plains; Switzerland survives, ex- 
empted by its geographical position, as a barrier of ice be- 
tween contending nations, and sits like an eagle upon her nest 
above the clouds. 

The same dangers and difficulties environ this Republic, and 
they are upon us now. It is not a mere question of disagree- 
mentor dissension. Theship of State, which two weeks ago was 
floating securely and proudly through untroubled waters, is 
now buffeted by contrary winds and is driven headlong over the 
waves of an exasperated sea. 

I have not said a wordabout parties in this discussion. I shall 
expect the Democrats, the Populists, and the Republicans to join 
hands in this emergency, which Mr. Debs and those who are 
acting with him proclaim to be of supreme and perilous exigency 
to the Republic, and which the Senator from Kansas asserts de- 
mands the dissolution of the most important functions of this 
Government, to the end that a secure and peaceful rest may be 
attained at last, to accomplish which the best effortsof the leg- 
islative department of this Government, and of all departments, 
will be bent to bring about the only solution of these difficulties 
which possibly can be attained. 

Mr. BLACKBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr.GORDON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me 
for three minutes? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
P£EFFER] closed his somewhatextraordinary speech by an assault 
upon the two leading political parties of the country as respon- 
sible for the present unhappy conditions and by an appeal in 
the interests of another party. 





plane of statesmanship and of patriotism when he stands at such 
an hour to appeal for party. 

Sir, what maiters it now whether we be Republicans or Dem- 
ocrats or Populists; what matters it to any lover of his country 
and of his whole country at such an hour whether this or that 
party be in power; what matters it on which side we stood in the 
mighty and bloody conflict of the past? If we would save our 
country from anarchy we must stand now shoulder to shoulder 
for the enforcement of its laws, for the preservation of its peace, 
the support of its dignity, and the perpetuity of its freedom. 

I do not wish to speak on a subject like this from a Southern 
standpoint. I shall not. It matters not whether these calami- 
ties threaten Western or Eastern, Northern or Southern cities. 
The situation which confronts us involves not only labor and 
law and personal liberty, but the life of the Republic itself. 

Our system is to govern through representatives chosen by 
the people, who make the laws which are declared and enfcr ced 
through the orderly processes of courts of justice; and whenever 
the people fail to support the law the Government fails. We 
have no government except that recognized and upheld by the 
free will of the people. 

Our Government was ordained by the people to protect prop- 
erty, public and private; to protect popular rights, among which 
is the right of the laborer to sell his labor at such price and in 
such employments as he pleases, and whenever that right is in- 
vaded it is a blow at personal liberty, and not only threatens 
the principles which lie at the foundation of our institutions, 
but is an inauguration of a systemof slavery never known inthe 
past history of the country. 

There was a time when the Southern master had the right to 
order his slave to desist from labor, but that day has passed. 
The institution to which that right attached was recognized in 
the fundamental law of the land, and the master ordered the 
slave according to law. That institution has gone down in rev- 
olution. Liberty and the rights of organizations involve no 
such power or privilege as that now assumed, to force others to 
desist who wish to labor. Such a claim is so utterly abhorrent 
to our American ideas that it is impossible to treat it with any 
patience. 

Standing in this lawmaking body and considering the law- 
breaking mobs at Chicago, I recall, with some misgivings I con- 
fess, that woeful prophecy of Lord Macaulay, that in some great 
public upheaval, like that which confronts us, this free Republic 
would either lose its civilization through mob law or in putting 
it down by the strong arm of power would lose its liberty. Sir, 
I do not believe that prophecy; but if such doctrines as we have 
heard on this floor this morning are to become popular among 
us, well may we pause and consider whether Macaulay’s proph- 
ecy may not yet be realized. 

I prefer to agree, however, and I do agree-with the great 
Gambettaof France, that at such times the liberty-loving people 
of this country, without distinction of party, would unite and 
save the Government, however they might differ about its 
policies. These lawbreakerswillso findit, Mr. President. The 
day is not distant, it is upon us now, when they will realize 
this truth. There will be no divisions among us when the con- 
stituted authorities call upon the people. Their response will 
ring through the land as a warning to those who defy the laws. 
The men who wore the gray from 1861 to 1865, under strong con- 
victions, will be found side by side with the men who wore the 
blue, following the same flag, in upholding the dignity of the 
Republic over which it floats, and in enforcing every law upon its 
statute books. [Applause on the floor and in the galleries.| 

The distinguished Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvIs] said 
truly that among the strongest and most conservative classes of 
our people were the farmers. I belong to that class: [ am a 
farmer, and, as one of their representatives, I wish to say that 
south of the Potomac River you will not find one farmer, be he 
white or black, who will not rally to the cause of law and of 
order and to the support of this Government in all its constitu- 
tional rights and powers, upheld by the constitutional authori- 
ties whom the people have elected. 

Mr. President, let me close with the declaration that my res 
est sympathies are enlisted for the suffering masses of this whole 
land. 1 heartily wish that these labor troubles could te peace- 
ably settled and that bloodshed could have been avoided; butl 





F 
j 
4 
4 
: 





1894. 





feel impelled to add that the blood which has been shed or may 
vet be shed isnothing as compared to the value of this Repub- 
lic. and that the sons of the men who established it will save it, 
whatever may be the cost. [Applause on the floor and in the 
galleries. | ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind occu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations of applause can not be 
permitted under the rulesof the Senate. TheSergeant-at-Arms 
will see that order is preserved in the galleries. 

SUPPRESSION OF LAWLESSNESS. 

Mr. DANIEL. Isubmitasubstitutefor the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
ministration to repulse and repress by military force the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and 
with the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with com- 
merce among the States. 

Itis within the plain constitutionalauthority of the Congress of the United 
States ‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among theseveral 
States, and with the Indian tribes ;” ‘‘to establish post-offices and post- 
roads;’’ and to ordain and establish inferior courts: and the judicial power 
extends to all cases in law ana equity arising under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. 

It is the duty of the President under the Constitution to ‘‘take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,’’ and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be ‘‘Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and of 
the militia of the several States when called into the actual service of the 
United States.”’ ; 

It is treason against the United States fora citizen to levy war against 
them, or to adhere to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

‘hose who combine to use force to assail or resist the constituted author- 
ities of the United States, civil or military, should be warned of the magni- 
tude of their offense: and those who earn honest bread by honest toil can 
do nothing more detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort 
of countenance in their lawless course. 

The action of the President and his Administration has the full sympathy 
and support of the law-abiding masses of the people of the United States, 
and he will be supported by all departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not yield the floor if it be the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Virginia to ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, because it would inevitably lead to 
debate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will not do so. 

Mr SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the resolution read 
again. I think it is s0 acceptable that I hope we will pass it. 

Che resolution was again read. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I had hoped that such a reso- 
jution as this in a time of public peril like that which now con- 
fronts us would pass the Senate without objection, without de- 
lay, without debate. 

There are some things which go without saying, and it should 
go without saying that this is not a matter on which parties 
may fairly divide. He who brings in the name of party in a 
partisan sense, whether it be Republican, Democratic, or Popu- 
list, forgets due recognition of his duty as a patriot. 

In this resolution I have simply summarized the provisions of 
the Constitution which bear directly on the existing situation, 
and which point the pathway of duty to the President; and I 
have given expression to that sense of approbation of his course 
which pervades all classes of thinking and patriotic citizens. 

lam a States rights Democrat, who would not like to see the 
muniments of local self-government overridden. But [amalso 
a national Democrat, who would not like to see the muniments 
of national authority and national safety destroyed. 

Anarchy is no remedy for anything. It intensifies every evil 
thatexists. It impedes every remedial process. It should be 
stamped out wherever it shows itself. 

The President is Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy. 





He has the plain right, and it is his plain duty, to employ them | 


whenever and wherever the Constitution and laws of the ederal 
Government are forcibly resisted by combinations of men. 

The establishment of post-offices and post-roads and the trans- 
portation of the mails through and by them isa Federal matter. 
Commerce among the States—interstate commerce, as distin- 
guished from local intrastate commerce, is a Federal matter. 

The due process of law in the Federal courts is a Federal mat- 
ter. And inall three of these mattersthe President, having im- 
posed upon him the constitutional] obligation to ‘‘ take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,” has the right to use the Army 
and Navy to that end, and to oppose force by force. 

Iam the friend, and have often been the champion, of those 
who work for their daily bread. My sympathy is with them. 
But they can have no lot or share with anarchists, the de- 
stroyers of property, the destroyers of life, the breakers of law, 
the enemies of peace, order, and civilized existence. They 
have no place in the ranks of incendiaries, and they have no 
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enemy who can be so fatal to their every interest as tho-e who 
seek to fire them into defiance of law. 

The President is right in dealing promptly with lawbreak- 
ers. He ought to be upheld and cordially, and unstintedly sup- 
ported here, as he will be throughout this land, by upright and 
law-abiding citizens. 

Sections and parties disappear in the face of society imper- 
iled. Weshould know only the country, the Constitution, and 
the laws; and,as the President says, in such an emergency dis- 
cussion may be well postponed. Peace, order, and obedience to 
law are the conditions precedent to discussion; with them as- 
sured, grievances will be heard, rights protected, and wrongs 
redressed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
tion immediately. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let us vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam entirely willing to vote, provided 
the resdlution does not provoke debate. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If there is to be any debate, 1 decline to 
yield. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. HUNTON, and others. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada hss ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, before a vote is taken upon 
the resolution of the Senator from Virginia or any question re- 
lated to the present condition of the country I think we ought 
to view the object lesson presented. I concur with all that has 
been said with regard to the absolute necessity of the enforce- 
ment of law. Upon that question there can be no difference of 
opinion. Butgrave difficulties confront us. Weare confronted 
by a situation more grave and threatening than any which has 
been presented before in the whole history of the Republic. 

It is stated on all hands that wages must be reduced; that 
they must be reduced to meet a narrower and still narrower 
basis of circulation and trade; and that prices must continue to 
fall under the present conditions. Whatdoes that mean? The 
reduction and continuous reduction of wages in this country 
means @ continuous struggle between the Government and the 
people—a contest which must bring misery to every household. 
Is it possible that there is no relief, that no remedy can be de- 
vised to stop the fall of prices and the necessary reduction of 
wages? 

Falling prices and lower wages mean a lower civilization and 
harder conditions. The history of the world tells us that when 
wages fall the people approximate to a condition of slavery. 
Look at the condition of the people of the various countries of 
the globe. We find where wages are lowest the people are the 
most ignorant and degraded. The wages of 600,000,000 people 
now living on the globe average from | cent to 6centsaday. I 
know no bettercriterion of the condition of civilization than the 
rate of wages paid. While the United States wasable to pay the 
best wages of any country in the world we were the proudest 
and happiest people in the world; but if the wages of this coun- 
try must be reduced, not to the Asiatic basis of from | to 6cents 
a day but to the European basis of from 50 to 60 per cent lower 
than the basis of this country, a fearful struggle awaits us. 

In making war upon labor, which the present laws require, 
we shall be putting free institutions to a test more severe than 
the civil war, more severe than anything which has preceded. 

I beg Senators here and now to think of the contest that is 
before us. In the next twelve months under present conditions 
wages must be reduced at least 50 per cent. After having en- 
joyed the advantages of high wages and prosperity and means 
of educating their children, it is hard for the people to meet 
the sudden and direful change which is now necessary under 
existing laws. Is it not possible for us to relieve the people 
from this destiny and to take the bitter cup from their lips? 

Business is stagnant and must become more so. Men will not 
engage in enterprise with falling prices. The money of the 
country is congested in the money centers. Itis congested in 
the banks. Nobody wants to take it out, and why? Because 
investments in property have been disastrous: because the 
prospect of gain in business is destroyed; because the oppor- 
tunity of the youth of the land to acquire wealth and prosperity 
is gone: because nothing but disaster stares us in the face. If 
we attempt to put the money in use it will not be used under 
presentconditions; it will be hoarded and monopolized and used 
for the purpose of wrecking what is left. 

If it were known now that twelve months from to-day there 
would be an abundance of money in this country the money would 
leave your banks and be invested in property, because everybody 
would know that property would go up, that industries would 
be revived, and that strikes would cease. Then you would have 
no necessity for armies; you would have no necessity for harsh 
If you will make the people prosperous they will 





I hope we may have a vote on this resolu- 
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trample down an uwehy, as they have always done. Anarchy can For payment of rewards for the detection, arrest, and conviction of t 
not live among a prosperous and happy people. Itisonly in dis- | °° burglars and robbers, $10,000. 
tress, where the body politic is decaying, that anarchists can The amendment was agree i to. 
live and prosper. It is owing to the misery of the people that Che reading of the bill was concluded. 
they can not grow and prosper. Stop anarchy by giving the; Mr.SHERMAN. I move an amendment to come in on p 
money of the people back to them. You have destroyed the 6, after line 8. 
money of the people. Give it baek and let them prosper and The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by 
you will have no occasion for resolutions like the one before us. | Senator from Ohio will be stated. , 
it seems to me with this object lesson before us we ought not | The SecRETARY. On page 6, after line 8, insert: 
to sit idly by and let our institutions, which are in infinite dan- lor necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Cincinn 
ger, bo destroyed. | This strilse will be put dows by the strong | Aianta and from Clnotanai to Cloveland, 103.00 Frovided, Bhat 20 
arm of the law, and it must be put down; but other strikes will | 2.710 2PPropriation mado by this paragraph shall be expended unie 
follow as the iron hand of pasteneiinn peeneee pee ee Sais maaan te naneeaecen” nt gtr eanareeeee 
AGS. iscontent ant is ave take e place of happi- 1wRITR Ww Om ; . Sih 
nessand prosperity. ‘Stop it. Give back to the people their |g Mt. BLACKBURN. Tho bill carries an appropriation of 
mameane eed wees will fenae, nna $196,614.22 for special mail facilities on trank lines from Spring 
car ae a EK BURN. in: Pensidont . field, Mass., via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and 
M y ( rR v Mr. FAT. ended Let oman New Orleans. At theconclusion of that paragraph the Senato: 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If weean have e:vote f wit omas from Ohio now proposes to insert the amendment which ha 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the resolution may go over un- a been a by ~~ ns Sprropresne $100,000 for special 
hom tien oie 5 | mail facilities from the city of Cincinnati. 


: ae itil | Mr.CULLOM. Both ways—tothe South and to Cleveland. 
Mv. SHERMAN and Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. Mr. BLACKBURN. Both ways. That necessitates me to 


' . ~ —— What is tho request of the Senator from | submit an amendment, which I ask may be read. 
>W ampsi "ot 


: | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
. ‘ NQPR eile tha pa g Ter’. la r s : ; P 

— EE — oe se arma ane Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 
the = ee ee re SCS Wee Go: Srer en The SECRETARY. After the first paragraph on page 6 insert 

1e rule. For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Louisville to 
Nashville and to Memphis, $100,000: Provided, That no part of the appro 
priation made by this paragraph shall be expended unless the Postmaster 
General shall deen such expenditure necessary in order to promote the in 
terest of the postal service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that amendment 
Let both amendments go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam entirely content. 


NT 
a\ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1045) to authorize the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun-carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; and Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Ken- 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of tucky, who has charge of the bill, whether cither of those 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- | amendments has boen considered in the Committee on Appro 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department. priations. : 

The message algo announced that the House had passed a bill Mr. BLACKBURN. I would answer the senior Senator from 
(H.R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equalization | Illinois and say yes, but neither of them has been recommended 
of real estate values in the District of Columbia; also to provide | by that. committee. I would say further that there is no esti- 
an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 1896 and | mate made for any special mail facility fund by the Department 
every third year thereafter, and for other purposes; in which it | and further, that two years ago the Postmaster-General officially 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. communicated to Congress his opposition to any appropriation 

POST-OF 2 APPROPR 2 a for this purpose onany line. Both the amendmentoffered by the 
eee ee ee Selaiae teem Ohio and the amendment submitted by me were 
subject to points of order, but I did not choose to raise the point 
of order on hisamendment. I am entirely content, as the Sena- 
tor from Ohio suggested, to let the amendment go into confer- 


Myr. BLACKBURN. Iask that the post-office appropriation 
bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (A. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service | gnoe, 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, Mr. SHERMAN. The three propositions. 


1895, which as eee from the Committee on Appro- Mr. BLACKBURN. The other House inserted a paragraph 
priations with amendments. ; 1 | appropriating $196,000 for the eastern system of railways. I do 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask that the formal reading of the bill neesabertied the Senator from Ohio feltthat the pont. system 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the Committee | of railways could answer a better purpose and is more thoroughly 
om A a be considered as they are reached in the read- | entitled to this consideration than what is comparatively a coast 
7. ae a line system. What is trueof the railwaysystem his amendment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and pendamaie is equally true of the lenceuhuelianes system south of 
the course suggested by the Senator from Kentucky will be pur- | thg Potomac River which is represented by the amendment | 
sued. ' have submitted, so that it seemed to me the suggestion of the 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. Tho first amend- | senator from Ohio was a good one and ft was fair to let these 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 1, line | three previsions go to a conference and there be considered and 
8, under the head of “Office of the Postmaster-General,” to strike | getermined in the lightof the necessities that exist and the pro- 
out “eighteen” and insert “‘ nineteen,” before the word “ thou- | motion of the service that may be had. I am perfectly content 


sand;” so as to make the clause read: to have that done. Iam not here to defend any of them. 
For advertising, $19,000. Mr. CULLOM. It would seem to me to be a little more in 
The amendment was agreed to. harmony with our duty here as Senators to determine in tho 
The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out lines 19 and | Senate whether the amendments should be adopted by the Sen- 
20, in the following words: ate or not, especially in view of the fact that. these questions 
Yor advertising at first and. second class post-eftices, $15,000. have been discussed time and again heretofore both in the Sen- 
The amendment was agreed to. ate and in the committee. The Senator from Kentucky has 


next ndment was, under the head of ‘‘ Office of the | yielded the floor? tS 

senna eee iadeenehendioumel. 4 on page 3, line 25,after | Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the Senator from Illinois with 
the word “routes,” to insert ‘‘including temporary service to | pleasure. 
newly established offices; and on page 4, after the word ‘‘dol- Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that I believe a year ago this 
lars,” to strike out ‘of which sum $30,000 shall be used under | same subject was up, not on the proposition now submitted by 
the direetion of the Postmaster-General in supplying temporary | the Senator from Ohio, but on the question of subsidizing par- 
service to newly established offices im caseswhere the establish- | ticular lines of railroads for carrying the mails. There were 
ment of star routes is contemplated;” so as to make the clause | before that time two lines receiving additional aid. 1 do not 
read: know whether it was done by the commfttee or iu the Senate, 

For inland mail transportation, namely: Inland transportation by star | but at any rate the result was that only one line was given an 
routes, including temporary service to newly established offices, $6,000,000. appropriation, the apreenaion being, I think, $196.000. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. BLACKBURN. That has been changed, as the Senator 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Office of the | knows. ist was the Coastline. : 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General,” on page 8, after line 3, Mr. CULLOM. What is the line named in the bill? ; 
to insert the fellowing paragraph: Mr. BLACKBURN. Not what is known as the Coast lines 
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but the Richmond and Danville system. That is not the system | entirely left to the Postmaster-General. Unless he approves it 
as a matter of course the fast mail service will not be put on the 


which was originally the beneficiary of the special appropria- 
aa 
tion. 


r. CULLOM. Itis one line, however, to which the subsi- | 


dizing business was reduced a year ago. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Exactly. 


Mr. COLLOM. The line ran from New York or Boston down | 


through along the coast, touching Richmond and other point 

Mr. HALE. The Atlantic line. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Atlantic line, as it is called. I was 
member of the Committee on Appropriations and of the subcom- 
mittee a year ago, and had the same charge of the bill then that 
the Senator from Kentucky has now. My judgment then was 
and it is yet, that there should be no appropriation in the post 
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line. There are probably four great lines from the North to 
the South which ought to have special facilities. Already from 
the East to the West the mail is carried as quickly as it can b 
carried by the fast routes. The line along the seacoast |} 

been protected for some time, and I have no desire to interfere 


ith i Then there is a line from Cleveland and Cincinnati 
ith to Atlanta and New Orleans, connecting at New Orleans 
which is very important indeed. It may be said also that from 
Louisville there oughtto be provision made along the Louisvill 
and Nashville rondand soon to New Orlean here isa line, | 
m told. alre dy established from Chicaco, by way of the Ll linoi 


| Central, direct to New Orleans. 


office appropriation bill for the linc that is named in the bill or | 


any other bill; but I found in the discussion of the bill last year 
that the line that was provided for finally seemed to be the pop- 
ular line, and the appropriation was retained for the line as 
designated. 

{ have taken a little pains this morning to look up the sub- 
sidizing business as well as [could in reference to mail lines. 
The policy of appropriating for trunk lines was begun in 1877, 
as near as [ can ascertain, by a provision authorizing the Pres- 
ident of the United States to ‘“‘appoint a commission of three 
skilled and competent persons, who shall examine and report to 
Congress at the commencement of its next session such rules 
and regulations for such transportation and rates of compensa- 
tion therefor as shall, in their opinion, be just and expedient,” 
etc. 

i think that probably the appropriation bill in which that 
provision is found resulted in the beginning of special appro 
priations by Congress for trunk lines, I find that in the appro- 
priation act of March 3, 1877, it was provided that $150,000 of the 
sum appropriated, being $9,000,000 and over, might be used by 
the Postmaster-General toobtain pee facilities from the great 
trunk lines of railroad for the railway post-office service during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

That was the first appropriation I have been able in the time 
I had at command to find in the appropriation acts. Appro- 
priations have been made successively every year since for 
trunk-line service. I find it was provided in the appropriation 
act of 1880 that the sum of $350,000 might be used by the Post- 
master-General to maintain and secure from railroads necessary 
special facilities for the postal service for the year ending June 
30, 1881. So the appropriations wenton from year to year. In 
the next appropriation act, in 1881, I find that for necessary and 
special facilities on trunk lines $425,000 was appropriated, and 
so far as I can see, the money seemed to be left in the hands of 
the Postmaster-General tosubsidize whatever line called a trunk 
line he might see proper to spend the money upon. So in 1882 
I find the following item: 


to be extended as far as practicable to the principal cities of the United 
Stater. 


I think that was the largest appropriation that has ever been 


| can regulate the matter. 


Mr. CULLOM. There is no subsidized line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; these are not subsidized line 

Mr.CULLOM. The Government is not paying a cent | 
transportation of mails beyond the ordinary contracts « 
upon the Atlantic line, as it is called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [shall be perfectly willing to provide fo 
these leading lines by giving the Postmaster-General a littl 
latitude, so that he might, by paying a small sum in the cours 
of the year, expedite the mails. I see no objection to it. 

If these three propositions go into conference, the confer 
L would not want to have any dupli 
cation in the lines. The Postmaster-General now has power 
under this provision either to decline service or to select th 
time. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
lected by him. 

My:. SHERMAN. He can reject it entirely. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know he can reject it, but he is to be con 
fined to a particular point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have received from commercial bodics, 
North and South, from Cleveland clear through, prayers in 
favor of this amendment. [ have sentthem all to the Com: 
tee on Appropriations, and therefore the amendment is c 
tainlv in order. I think every chamber of commerce fro 
Cleveland and Cincinnati, through Kentucky, and so on down 
have sent us resolutions in favor of these fast mail lines, and 
urging that some provision be made for increased rapidity in 
the mail service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [agree with the statement made by th« 
senior Senator from Illinois, and I thoroughly indorse ever) 
thing said by the Senator from Ohio, but 1 do not care to 
misunderstood about this paragraph of the pending bill. 

It is a fact that the Post-Office Department has never favorei 
appropriations for special fast mail facilities. Two years aco 
the Postmaster-General protested in an official communication 
to Congress against any such appropriations of money, and in- 


[ do not understand that the line is to be 





| sisted that they did no good, but did harm. There is no den 


: aie ; ai ee | ing the fact that these are subsidies and that the roads which 
For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $600,000, said facilities | 


get the benefit of the appropriations are subsidized roads. | 


| never favored asubsidy in my life and never expect to do so. 


made for this special purpose. Then again, in 1883, for neces- | 


sary and special facilities on trunk lines $185,000 was appropri- 
ated. So the amount was very largely reduced. Then again, 
in 1884, for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines $250,- 
009 was appropriated. So the appropriations run on in 1886, 
1887, 1888, 1889, 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894, nearly ali of the 
items making appropriations without specifying the lines, until 
we come down to the last appropriation act. A year ago, or two 
years ago, perhaps, the then Postmaster-General recommended 
that all the appropriations for special facilities on trunk lines 
should be dispensed with. But the one line, as I said, has been 
retained. 

I have read these items of appropriation to show what has 
been going on in the Government with reference to the matter, 
and to show that the true policy of the Government, in the judg- 
ment of the Postmasters-General, would be to get rid of the ap- 
propriations. Asa matter of fact I do not believe they are of 
any particular consequence tothe Governmentatall. The truth 
is that all the lines now running from New York to Chicago and 
from Chicago south, I think, and in all directions,are carrying 
the mails at as rapid arate as they can be carried upon the trains. 
At any rate, there is no call from other portions of the country 
for these special fast mail faciiities. But if the policy is to be 
retained at all, and the Government makes special appropria- 
tions for special lines, I do not see any particular reason why 
the line indicated by the Senator from Ohio should not have just 
as fair privileges as the one that is now recognized by statute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I see no objection what- 
ever to appropriating even a larger sum than is contained in 
the pending bill for special service on these great lines. It is 





But all that the Senator from Ohio says is true. The oth 
House passea the bill and it came to us carrying an appropria- 
tion of $196,000 for one system of railway. The Senator fron 
Ohio has a perfect right to demand equal consideration and 
fair treatment for the system of railroad covered by his amend 
ment. That line would, I am sure, render far more and bro 
service than the one embraced in the bill as it stands. 

[ feel thatl am warranted in the amendment I have su 
The Louisville and Nashville is the longest, the largest, and th 
most important system of railway south of the Potomac and the 
Ohio Rivers. The Louisville Southern is another large and im 
portant system of railway. 

[ was perfectly willing to let the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio proposing accelerated service from the me- 
tropolis of his State and the amendment submitted by me to go 
in, in order that they might go into conference and the conferees 
of the two Houses might determine first whether any appropri: 
tion for special mail facilities should be made at all or not, and 
secondly, if there should be any such appropriation made, where 
to locate it in order to do the most good with it. 

My own deliberate judgment is that the people who are bene- 
fited by it, principally if not exclusively, are the owners of the 
metropolitan journals of the country who get the papers out two 
hours earlier by delaying a train, not expediting a train. 
train that would leave New York at 11 o'clock would not carry 
amorning paper, but if the trainleaves New Yorkat 1:50 o'clock 
it would carry all the morning papers. So of Louisville and 
Cincinnati. I think the metropolitan dailies of the country are 
the chief beneficiaries of these appropriations. 

But however that may be, I was perfectly willing and am per- 
fectly willing to let the appropriation of $196,000, which the 
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House sent to us, go with the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio and my own amendment to conference and let the con- 
ferees report to the two Houses of Congress, first, whether any 
such appropriation slull be made at all, and, if so, where it can 
be made to render the greatest service to the country. 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not be well enough to have special fa- 
cilities on another line to go from Chicago by way of St. Louis 
to Galveston? There is a great section of country to be served 
by a fast mail line. 

‘Mr. BLACKBURN, Ido not see why it can not be done. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask whether these amendments are 
offered as amendments to the clause in the bill as it comes to us 
from the other House? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I answer the Senator from Maine, yes. 
The proposed amendment, submitted by the Senator from Ohio, 
and the one submitted by me were both before the Committee 
on Appropriations, as the Senator from Maine knows. They 
were not recommended by that committee; they were not in- 
serted in the bill; so that they are not submitted here with the 
approval of the Committee on Appropriations, but they are sub- 
mitted as amendments to this paragraph, so that if agreed to, it 
puts the whole paragraph in conference between the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to allow $160,000 of ap- 
propriation to stand beyond the reach of the conferees. I meun 
that these shall go in as amendments to that paragraph and put 
the whole three propositions into conference. 

Mr. HALE. That puts itin perfectly clear light so that every- 
body may understand it. It leaves the whole subject-matter 
open to conference. Each of these amendments is subject to a 
point of order. Neitherof them has the approval of the Depart- 
ment or was put on by the other House —— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They are not estimated for. 

Mr. HALE. Nor are they reported by any committee of the 
Senate as amendments, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And neither bas been estimated for. 

Mr. HALE, AsI say, the amendments have not the appro- 
bation of the Department, so that each is subject to a point of 
order; but no point of order has been made, and it will be left, 
if they are put on, for the conference committee to settle the 
whole matter, 

[ have always felt that extra appropriations for special routes 
had no great public demand behind them. I have never heard 
of any people living in the part of the country through which 
the lines run, either the business public or the general popula- 
tion, demanding extra subsidies for special routes, and I for one 
shall not be affected with any grave discontent when the con- 
ference committee tackles this matter, if the whole thing is 
dropped out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Neither will I, 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion, I remember a year ago the only controversy about it 
was a scramble between railroads as to which should get the 
money; and that is pretty nearly all there is in it now. 

Mr. HALE. That is alt there ever will be in it, when we un- 
dertake to select chosen routes for the benefits of extra subsi- 
dies and appropriations, and we ought to remember—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, in order to 
remove all doubt about it, I will move the amendment I have 
offered to come in immediately after and as a part of the pre- 
ceding paragraph. 

Mr. HALE. [ understand that it is considered as an amend- 
ment to the paragraph so as to throw the whole paragraph into 
conference. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that we have been most bounti- 
ful and munificent in our appropriations for the general inland 
mail transportation allover thecountry. I remember very well 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations in the House 
of Representatives when this began with asimple appropriation 
ofafew hundred thousand dollars, and afew dozen cars that 
were put on particular lines, but now we are appropriating $25,- 
000,000 every year for inland transportation—more than the en- 
tire cost of the postal service twenty years ago. 

The companies ought to be content with the benefits of the 
general provision. As the Senator from Illinois has said, the 
moment you begin to select special routes and give subsidies to 
those routes the same kind of controversy is started that we have 
here on the floor. Here are three different routes coming in, 
each claiming to be better than theothers. Next year we shall 
have half a dozen and gradually we will be led to double the ap- 
propriations, when we are giving plenty now. Sol shall becon- 
tent if the whole thing goes bv the board in conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator heard what [ said, that 
the appropriations for special facilities for trunk lines did run 
up to over $600,000, They then began to run down and they 
are now down to $196,000. 
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Mr. HALE. ‘That is because there is only one route now 
selected. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the policy of the Government to get rid 
of special appropriations for special facilities, 

Mr. BATE. Kegardless of these routes and the benefits 
which may be derived, I am on principle opposed to these ap- 
propriations. I expect to cast my vote against subsidies in any 
form when they are presented here, if I can consistently do so, 

It may seem a little singular for me to oppose a proposition 
that may inure to the benefit of some of my own people, es- 
pecially the proposition made by the Senator from Kentucky, 
who has charge of the bill. The line he proposes to provide for 
goes through Nashville, my home, from Cincinnati via Louis- 
ville, and thus we would be given greater mail facilities and it 
would help our journals, but I am opposed to the proposition 
upon principle. 

Ido not think the $196,000 which has been appropriated by 
the other House should be given, and if the opportunity offers 
itself to me I shall vote against that appropriation. I want to 
strike it out. I say frankly, I do not believe in sending the mat- 
ter into conference to be arranged there. I do not know what 
character of legislation may result, which will be brought back 
here to us to be confirmed and indorsed, when there may be ob- 
jectionable features in it. I think the place to strike it out is 
right here, and that we should oppose any of the propositions 
made in the shape of amendments to the bill. I do not know 
what trunk line is to get the $195,000, whether it is the Coast 
Line that runs through our country or permeates the West—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the Richmond and Danville. 

Mr. BATE. If that railroid gets it, other roads equally as 
great and equally as strong, and with all the facilities for trans- 
portation will come along and ask that they shall be treated like- 
wise. As the Senator from Maine well expressed it, all the 
other roads will come along and demand special aid, and we shal] 
have a general logrolling scheme. It will be, ‘‘ You help me 
and I will help you,” and we will bankrupt the Treasury of the 
country. That is what it will lead to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Like a river and harbor appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir; like a river and harbor appropriation 
bill. I am opposed to it, and I think we should cut it off right 
here. Mr. President, I hope that will be done. It is wrong. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee can reach his pur- 
pose by moving to strike out the clause in the bill which con- 
tains the appropriation for one route. Then, if it is the sense 
of the Senate, it will be stricken out of the bill entirely. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator refers to the appropriation of 
$196,000? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; the Senator can reach his purpose by mak- 
ing that motion. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to move that amendment, but I 
shall consult the manager of the bill inregard to it. However, 
when the proposition comes up, should it come, I shall vote 
against the appropriation upon principle. I believe that we 
should stop it here. AsIsaid, why carry it to a committee of 
conference? We do not know what it will lead to. The best 
place to settle it is to strikeitout here,right at thestart. Sub- | 
sidies are wrong. I do not believe that it is proper to give 
bonuses. I do not suppose there is a railroad that will carry the 
mails an hour quicker from Boston to New Orleans than it is 
now carrying them, even if it had additional funds given it for 
that purpose.’ They ail have these postal cars and every facility 
for rapidity of movement, and they olight to make their con- 
tracts with the Postmaster-General under the general law. 

Another feature which is strange is that this comes in here 
without the recommendation of the Postmaster-General. I un- 
derstand that all the Postmasters-General heretofore have op- 
posed these propositions, and why shall we bring it in here now 
with no recommendation from the Department? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my friend from Tennessee allow 
me? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator expressed surprise that 
this proposition should be brought in here without the indorse- 
ment of the Department. Iam sure that he does not mean to 
do me any injustice. 

Mr. BATE. I would not if I knew it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I stated to the Senate that it had not 
been estimated for, that it had not been recommended by the 
Post-Office Department, and that two years ago the Postmaster- 
General had sent an official communication to Congress protest- 
ing againstit. I found it, the Senate found it, in the bill as it 
came from the other House. 

Mr. BATE. Then that is all the more reason why we should 
reject it right here. ; 

r. BLACKBURN. If the Senator should make a motion te 
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strike the paragraph out from line 24, page 5, down to and in- 
cluding line 6, on page 6, which covers the appropriation of 
$196,000, I would vote for his amendment; but I did not propose 
to move it, and I hope that nobody will move it, so that the 
committee of conference, who are not the masters of the two 
Houses of Congress, but simply their agents, may take into con- 
sideration the appropriation in the bill, the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Ohio and the amendment submitted 
by me, and report to their two Houses as to what in their judg- 
ment it is best todo. The Senate will then doas it thinks best. 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend will remember that if we do not 
strike out the paragraph now in the bill it will not go to con- 
ference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg my friend from Texes to bear in 
mind that if the amendment of the Senator from Ohio and the 
amendment which I have submitted, or either of them, should 
be adopted as an amendment to the paragraph of the bill, it 
puts the whole paragraph in conference. 

Mr. HALE. Still, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. While that is true, speaking strictly, when a 
particular measure had been put in by one House involving an 
appropriation and the other House had, instead of striking it 
out, added to it, a conference committee would hesitate long be- 
fore striking it all out, because there is nothing then in the act 
of either House indicating that it is favorable to striking it out; 
the action of the Senate goes further than the House and adds 
two other appropriations. Thetruthisit has got to be reached 
here, if any Senator wants to reach it, as the Senator from Ten- 
nesseo has indicated, by a motion to strike out the paragraph 
now in the bill noming one line and making an appropriation 
for it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lagree with the Senator from Maine, 
though as a member of the committee of conference, if upon it, I 
should not feel hampered at all in acting upon the paragraph. 
However, I do insist that both the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio and the amendment submitted by me, or 
either of them, if adopted, would in my judgment cleariy put 
that whole paragraph into conference. 

Mr. HALE. It does, technically. 

Mr. BATE. I move to strike out that part of the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask a question. It the Senate votes 
to strike out the paragraph, doesit not end it there? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does, if the Senate should strike out 
the lines of the bill I have indicated. 

Mr. BATE. Read it again, please. 
what you read now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. From and including line 24 on page 5 
to line 6 on page 6. If the Senate should strike that out, of 
course it puts in conference the appropriation of $196,000, but it 
does not put intoconference the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio nor the amendment submitted by me. 

Mr.CAREY. I wish to ask one more question. I[t is pretty 
difficult to understand whether the Senator from Kentucky 
wants the paragraph to stay in or come out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; I trust I am not failing tomake 
myself understood. I said thatI am not anadvocate of this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. CAREY. There are three members of the Appropria- 
tion Committee who have stood up and said it is simply in the 
bill because the House put it in; that they had no part or parcel 
in putting itin. Each of them has further stated that it is not 
recommended by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And not estimated for. 

Mr. CAREY. Now, you pick out certain lines of railroad and 
propose to give them subsidies for a fast mail. I think the prin- 
ciple of itis all wrong. The railroads in the West, that are in 
great distress, are carrying fast mails under the general appro- 
priations. If you are going to give the old lines of railroad that 
run along the Atlantic coast special appropriations for carrying 
the mails, I think you had better give us some special facilities 
for carrying mails across the continent. If the Senator from 
Tennessee does not move to strike out the paragraph I shall 
make the motion to strike it out. 

Mr. BATE. I move, by way of ending this controversy, to 
strike out that part which the Senator from Kentucky favored 
me by indicatiug. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the Senator from Tennessee 
makes that motion I want him to allow me to say afew wordsin 
answer to the Senator last upon the floor. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure I did not intend to leave any- 
body in doubt as to my position in this matter. Upon the con- 
trary, I stated to the Senator from Tennessee that if he moved 
to strike out the paragraph I would vote for his motion; but I 
tall the attention of the Senate to the fact that, if the motion 


I will base my motion on 
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should preva, it simply puts into conference the appropria- 
tion of $196,000, and does not carry into conference the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio or my amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the amendments of the Senate go 
into conference? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
the paragraph. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment and if it is adopted it would go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it should be agreed to by the Senate 
then it would go into conference, certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Any amendment made by the Senate would 
go into conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course, but the amendment has not 
been agreed to. If the Senator from Tennessee wants to make 
a motion to strike out the paragraph, [ suggest to him that we 
first (knowing that that will simply result in sending the para- 
graph to conference) agree to let the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio and my own amendment be adopted by the Senate. 
Then if the Senate strikes out the paragraph, it will put all 
three propositions into conference. 

Mr. BATE. I will conform to the wishes of the Senator from 
Kentucky. [move tostrike out the paragraph, as I have already 
indicated, and upon that [ expect to call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will state to tho Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that the first question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, and then the question will be 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Which amendments propose to perfe« 
the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After those amendments are dis- 
posed of the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to strike out 
the paragraph will be entertained. 

Mr. HUNTON. I hope the appropriation of $196,000 for a fast 
mail from New York to Florida will not be stricken out. It is 
a provision that has been in the law, I think, for three or four 
years, and it has been found to act so well that the representa- 
tives of the whole people in the other House have inserted it 
again. I desire to say now (and that is for the purpose for 
which I have risen) that this is not a subsidy for the Richmond 
and Danville Railroad, or the road which succeeds the Richmond 
and Danville by another name, but according to the terms of 
the provision inserted in the bill by the other House, and re- 
ported favorably by the Senate committee to the Senate, it is a 
provision for a fast-mail route from New York City to Florida 
without specifying any route, without naming any railroad com- 
pany. I need not tell Senators around me that from the begin- 
ning to the end of the route there are more than two competing 
roads. 

So it is not a subsidy to a railroad company, but it is a pro- 
vision for a fast mail. The railroad company which offers the 
best and most rapid facilities for the transmission of the mails 
will get the $196,000. I desire the Senate to understand that 
this is not a subsidy to any given road, but it is a provision for 
the purpose of transmitting the mails from the extreme North 
to the extreme South with greater rapidity. 

Mr. HALE. In the end it is a subsidy to some particular 
route, is it not? We donot say what the route shall be, but 
when it is selected it is a subsidy to that road. It is extra pay 
for a particular line. 

Mr. HUNTON. But instead of being a subsidy to any one 
route 

Mr. HALE. It can not be to two routes. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is aprovision authorizing the Postmaster- 
General to provide for the rapid transmission of the mails over 
some route. 

Mr. HALE. Has it not got to be over some route? 

Mr.HUNTON. Ofcourse, when the Postmaster-General acts. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis whatI said. It isa subsidy the moment 
the Postmaster-General selects the route. 

Mr. HUNTON. But it is not a subsidy to any given route? 

Mr. BATE. It can not be anything else. 

Mr. HALE. Wedo not select the particular road. We know 
one of two lines will be selected, and when that is selected it is 
a subsidy. 

In voting upon these propositions (and the Chair of course 
has decided right, that the first question is on the amendments 
to perfect the paragraph) I trust Senators will think twice be- 
fore they commit themselves to the very simple-minded project 
of adding two other routes to a provision which the Senate it- 
self is against. 

That would not be a very logical way to go into conference. 
If the sentiment of the Senate is as indicated, and in which my 
friend from Kentucky, who has charge of the bill, joins, is 
against this one route and against subsidies generally for par- 
ticular routes, it would bea very simple-hearted proposition to 


There are no amendments yet made to 
here are no amendments yet le t 
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go and add two more and then strike them all out and send them 
into conference, because then in conference it would be claimed 
that the Senate had already added two to the one, and three are 


in conference instead of one. The truth is that the only logical 
way is to vote down all the other amendments and then vote up 
the proposition of the Senaterfrom Tennessee. That is the only 
Way you can t it intoconference and express the sentiment of 
the Senate against extra subsidies. 
sATi. And let that expression go to the committee of 
cr j nee, 
Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to draw the attention o! 


» Senate for just a few moments to some of the considerations 


which affect this matter of special facilities, as it is called, for 


railways. The history of it has been partly told by the Sena- 
tor from ILllinois|Mr. CuLLom]. He antedates somewhat the 
time. If i um not mistaken in remembrance the first proposi- 
tion came to pay perhaps the greatest railroad in the country a 
wholly unnecessary subsidy of $25,000 a year for carrying the 


mails between Albany and New York City. That subsidy was 
put upon the Peost-Oltice appropriation bill a good many years 
ago, not because of a necessity and in order that more rapid 
transportation of the mails might »e secured, but because of the 
interests in obtaining it. 

Next came in the road from New York toSpringifield, the New 
York, New Haven and Hartford, and other rich, powerful, and 
influentialeorporations. Then the idea gradually extended, and 
an uppropriation was made for the benefit of the Atlantic Const 
Line. 1 may not be entirely exact in the succession of events, 
or the specitic history, but when the appropriation was made for 
the Atlantic Coast Line there was not a necessity but something 
of peculiar advantage in making some subsidy to that line. 

li was, comparatively speaking, a new line. It was upon the 
coast, where there was land and contribution to its carriage only 
from one side. It wasa line tothe South muchcrippled in its 
resourees ond abilities to maintain a railroad, and it was a line 
to open up the new country of Florida to convenient accessibil- 
ity on the part of the people of the North, especially for winter 
travel and winter sojourn. That fixed upon that line the main 
part of the contribution fer its support and maintenance, more 
asa line of rapid and convenient travel than for its mail facili- 
ties. 

in the last Congress, when the Post-Office appropriation bill 
was discussed, Congress deliberately took away the subsidy from 
that line and said, “it had been supported long enough,” as it 
had. ‘The Postmaster-General more than once had recom- 
inended that the subsidy be withdrawn. He had stated that it 
was unnecessary, the ordinary mail pay being ample to support it. 
Congress took it away, and instead of giving the money to the 
people by the reduction of appropriations, it applied it to a new 
line running southwesterly to New Orleans. 

That line has enjoyed it during the fiscal year just passed. 
The natural result is to be seenatonce. You no sooner put the 
subsidy upon a railroad line running through the interior of the 
country than every railroad running through the interior of the 
country holds out its hands, not half so much in suppliance as 
indemand. Cincinnati wants its contribution; Louisville wants 
its contribution. Why not St. Louis, with its linestoTexas and 
Santa Pé? 

Mr. President, all these thingsare utterly unnecessary , for two 
reasons: In the first place, there is contained in the appropri- 
ation no stipulation for any difference in the rate of speed with 
which the mails are to be carried, or any advantage of the kind. 
Secondly, if there were any such advantages, they are all to be 
obtained by the application of the present law in a proper man- 
ner under the control of the Postmaster-General. 

A few years ago there was great desirability for expediting 
mails through to St. Louis, Kansas City, and the Southwest. 
An entire day’s time was gained without the cost of one addi- 
tional dollar to the publie, simply by using the powers at hand 
for that purpose, and using them in a way to facilitate, not to 
disadvantage, the carrying of the mail. 

Mr. CULLOM. By a proper eontract. 

Mr. VILAS. By making a contract to the effect that if a 
mail train shall be put upon a through route, so as to expedite 
the time by a certain given number of hours, all the mail which 
can be carried on that route shall be massed upon it. Thus 
the railroad receives the additional advantage which the law 
prescribes for carrying the increased amount of mail. That ad- 
vantage is at the same time a gain to the people, because the 
price for carriage diminishes as the weights increase, and the 
concentration of the mail upon a single route is to the advan- 
tage of the carrying of the mails, because thereby all the mail 
on that route is expedited beyond whatany other route can give. 

Thus in every aspect in which it can be considered, the true 
way to expedite a mail train is for the Postmaster-General to 
make his contract for carriage, specifying his hours, and put 
he mails upon that route, 











Mr. HALE, Under the general appropriation. 

Mr. VILAS. Under the general appropriation and the 
eral powers now vested in him. 

Now, let me call attention to that matter for one mome: 
Here is the law, which provides that the Postmaster-Gene 
may pay to railroads not to exceed for each mile of the railr 
route specified sums per annum. I give the net result aft; 
various reductions: Not over 200 pounds, $42.75 per mile; 1 
over 500 pounds, $64.13 per mile; not over 1,000 pounds, $85, 
per mile; not over 1,500 pounds, $106.88 per mile; not over 2,6 
pounds, $125.25 per mile, and so on up to 5,000 pounds and oy 
[t will be observed that 2,000 pounds costs the people and | 
to the railroads per mile only about three times as much as 
pounds, one-tenth of the quantity. 

Mr. HALE. That is wholesale. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; that is wholesale. At the same time 
is the advantage to the railroads of carrying the larger qua 
tities that the more they carry the better is the traffic for th 
There is no freight which a railroad carries which pays i 
well as do the mails, and the more they can obtain the bette 
[ said there is no freight; it is possible that there are some v 
highly valued freights which they would carry to greater ad 
vantage, but those are transported by express companies and no 
by the railroad companies. 

i believe itis ate ue statement that the mails are the m 
profitable freight which the railroads transport, yielding th« 

a profit with the least difficulty and the leastcost. Observatio 
of the effect of the scale of prices shows at once how by a prope 
application of the power at command the mails can be expedited 
upon any route with greater advantage to the railroad itself, at 
less cost on the whole to the public, and with gain to the rail 
which are carried upon the route or even to the section of cour 
try through which the railroad runs. 

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me {< 
one moment? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. I wish tocall attention to the fact that the arg: 
ment has been made as though the railroad companies to whon 
this subsidy is paid desire the grant. That may have been so 
along time ago; I donot know. While I agree substantially 
with everything that has been said by the Senator from Wis 
consin as to the proper mode of mail carriage by the railroads 
the railroad companies do not desire these special grants, be- 
eause they are contingent on the running of extra trains. Such 
trains are unprofitable to the companies, and they are onl) 
forced upon roads by the wants of local communities. 

Mr. VILLAS. I am glad to have that information from the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BRICE. As to the amendment offered by my colleague 
Mr. SHERMAN], as well as to the grants which have been made 
heretofore and the provision now in the bill and others of lik 
character, they are not especially desired by the railroad com 
panies, and the movement in their favor, particularly the one 
that is made by my colleague, is not made by the railroad 
companies or specially desired by them. There may be other 
persons who desire such grants. 

Mr. VILAS. On that point alone [am disposed to agree en- 
tirely with the opinion of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICE], and especially because I hold in my hand a Cincin 
nati newspaper, published I believe in the evening, and there 
fore one which can be perfectly free in respect to the advantage 
to be derived by these subsidies. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should be obliged to my friend from 
Wisconsin if he would allow me to add that-—— 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave been made the recipient within 
the last twenty-four hours of the two metropolitan dailies of 
Cincinnati, the Commercial-Gazette and the Enquirer, both of 
which were abusing me because I do not favor the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. VILAS. This paper sets forth the fact that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is wholly and entirely 
in the interest of the twomorning dailies and greatly to the dis- 
advantage of the businesscommunity of Cincinnati. I will read 
anextractfrom it. It says: 

The Louisvillemorning papers have now taken a hand in this project and 
are shouting for “ afast early morning mail to the South, to rum incennec- 
tion with the proposed train from Cincinnati.” his Cincinnati-Louisville 
morning paper combination is tremendously active im trying to secure the 
cobperation of the trade associations to help the scheme along. Business 
men and all other citizens have quick eyes for the detection of false pre 
tenses; moreover, they do not like to be humbugged, and it is particularly 
distasteful to them to be asked to.act as tools of selfish schemers. Anearly 
morning mail to the South would simply be a morning newspaper mail. 

It would not carry a dozen more letters than are now carried by the 
regular evening mail train. In regard to a time schedule for a fast mail 
south a Southern railway official said yesterday: ; 

“There would be no advantage ina8a.m.train. Nobody writes any busi- 


ness mail after 8 o’clock, and so all that mail would be taken by the evenirg 
train Then, such a train would arrive at its destination at a had time, get- 
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ting into New Orleans in the early morning—thatis, about 3 o’clock—as! 
suppose the object of the fast mail w suld be to make the run in twenty-four 
hou 

SHERMAN. What is the Senator from Wisconsin read- 


ing ‘from? 
Mr. VILAS. lam reading from the Times-Star. I shall no 
upy further time in reading from this article. I indicate by 
W hal [ have read its general character. 

Mr. SHRM A AN. The Times-Star is an afternoon paper. I 
understand the ‘ae of leaving, etc., would be entirely at the 
diseretion of the Postmaster-General 

It might be morning or evening, whichever would be the mo 
beneficial to the commercial classes. The Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, as the Sen iator { rom Wisconsin knows, is a 
very respectable body of men, and all of them, and so far as | 
know all the comm«e men of ¢ incinnati are calling for relie 
They have sent me ee and memorials in various 
orms. It may be id also be a great convenience to 
the newspapers. 





Mr. VILAS. I1can well believe—I should not have supposed 
to the contrary even without the statement of the Senator from 


Ohio—that the business men of Cincinnati would do what they 


could to secure a more rapid communication with the hope of 
enlarging their trade with the Southern people, especially if 
that communication could be p®vided for them at the cost of 
the Government. 

Other newspapers along the line of the proposed route in the 
Southern States have sent me similar articles. I collected a 
number of them. I remember some from Chattanooga, and if I 
am not mistaken from other points in the South, strongly op- 
posing this as a waste of money and saying that it is merely a 
plan to provide for a more rapid or easy distribution of the Cin- 
cinnati morning pape rs. However that may be, the provision 
for the newspapers is one thing to be fairly conaidexe d. Ishould 
not urge it as a reason ‘why fast mail facilities should not be af- 
forded, if they were fast mail facilities, and also of advantage to 
other business interests. 

Newspapers are entitled to asmuch fair consideration : 
who employ mail facilities. Yet itought to be remarked, and 
fairly understood, that newspaper mail, the = eva class of mail 
matter, now costs the Department and the United States full 
one-third of all the expenditures for the postal service, amounting 
to probably nearly thirty millions a ye ar. It returns in postage 
only about one-fourth, some two millions a year. So we are do- 
ing pretty well in the dissemination of second-class mail matters. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAREY. Why cannot contracts be made for carrying 
the mail along the Atlantic seaboard in the same manner that 
the Postmaster-General makes contracts for carrying fast mai 
west of Chicago? 

Mr. VILAS. Of course, they could do it, and possibly they 
are now doing it, for the Atlantic Coast Line is no longer the 
recipient ofa subsidy. The Senator, perhaps, is not aware o 
the fact that in the last Congress it was changed from the At- 
lantic Coast Line, and is now given to the Richmond and Dan- 
ville system going to New Orleans. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator believe that the South get 
any better mail facilities than itwould get if itdid not have the 
subsidy? 

Mr. VILAS. I think the South can have, without the sub- 
sidy, by proper administration of the Post-Office Department 
and with the law now in the hands of the Postmaster-General, 
just as good facilities as they can huve with the subsidy. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will my friend from Wisconsin allow me to 
say a word to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. CAREY. I will give the Senator all the permission in 
my power, 

Mr. RANSOM. I will state to the Senator from Wyoming 
that in consequence of these mail facilities the mail to the South 
in the last fourteen years has been carried soas to secure a day 
advantage to all the business people of that section. Immeii- 
ately upon putting in the act the first time the appropriation 
for these special mail facilities the Postmaster-General made 
contract, and the mails were carried so that the papers and al! 
mathe were received a day earlier in a very large section of the 
South. All letters were received a day sooner in consequence 
of the fast mail, and the same convenient and advantageous 
condition exists to-day. The saving of twelve hours in every 
twenty-four in the reception and return of the mails to millions 
of people is an ine: ilculable good. 

_Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from North Carolina b 
lieve that the Postmaster-General would take care of the South 
the same as he has taken care of other portions of the country? 
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who went to Florida to spend the winter. The Southern peo- Mr. CULLOM. I think it was because the Postmaster-Gen- 


ple, being mostly farmers, did not miss the lack of proper mails 
greatly; but the first thing we knew there came up appeals, pe- 
titions, memorials from all the Northern people who had gone 
to spend the winter in Florida, ‘Do, pray, have faster mails— 
earlier mails; we can not get our mails.” That was the begin- 
ning, the inspiration of this movement. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. AsIunderstood the Senator from Wisconsin 
with reference to the history of this legislation, he said the first 
appropriation of this kind was given to the Coast Line route. 


Mr. VILAS. No,sir. I said that as I remembered, although | 


I do not undertake to be accurate in the statement, the first ap- 
propriation was given to the New York Central Railroad. 

Mr. HUNTON. I mean in the South. 

Mr. VILAS. 1 understand it was extended south through the 
Coast Line. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that in prosecuting the fast-route enterprise under the ap- 
propriation, as first made, the appropriation was made to the 
Coast Line. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. VILAS. It was made to the Postmaster-General, who 
employed the Coast Line. 

Mr. HUNTON. And he selected the Coast Line. 

Mr. VILAS. In point of fact he had no more choice in the 
selection than if he had been held to that line by an iron law. 

Mr.HUNTON. I beg the Senator's pardon for interrupting 
him, but the point I raise is that the appropriation of $196,000 
was originally expended upon the Coast Line service. 

Mr. VILAS. It was much larger, although not more than 
that was expended on the Coast Line. But the appropriation 
formerly ran over $250,000. 

Mr. HUNTON. Itafterward became apparent that the ap- 
plication of the appropriation to a more central route would 
serve more people, because while confined to the Coast Line, the 
rawifications of that line conveying the early mail to the side 
routes and the star routes could only go in one direction, it be- 
ing a Coast Line route. For that reason, when the Pcstmaster- 
General was not confined in his selection to one route, he se- 
lected the Richmond and Danville route. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no. The law compelled him to take that 
route. | have the law in my hand. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ViLAS. Theargument the Senator from Virginia makes 
now I think he made last year. 

Mr. HUNTON. This provision does not select any route. It 
‘s open to competition between this route and other Southern 
routes. I beg to cull attention to what has been so well said by 
my friend from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. RANSOM. From here to Atlanta heretofore there was 
butone route. Now there are two. One has been established 
in the last few months. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to emphasize what was so well said 
by the Senator from North Carolina, that if the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral does not want this appropriation, as it has been intimated 
by the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Wisconsin 
that he does not, then he need not expend it, because it says: 


Provided, That no part of the appropriation made—— 


Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not compulsory. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the Senator from Virginia will read 
that proviso. 

Mr. HUNTON. It says: 


Provided, That no per of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall desm such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

So that the whole thing is left to the discretion of the Post- 
master-General for the good of the postal service. Now, I do 
not see what objection there can be to this provision. 

Mr. RANSOM. If I may say one word to my friend before he 
takes his seat, I will state that a similar provision has been in 
appropriation acts for the last sixteen years, and every Post- 
master-General, since the time such an appropriation was first 
made, with that proviso before him, has expended the appro- 
priation. The unanimous action and judgment of the Post- 
masters-General for sixteen years have vindicated this measure. 
The benefits done the South by it are universally admitted, and 
there is positive danger of injury to our people if it is discon- 
tinued. 

Mr.HUNTON. Every Postmaster-General since then has ex- 
pended the money because he saw that it was for the good of the 
postal service. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; and for the good of the people. 





eral thought Congress wanted him to expend it. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no purpose to do more 
than to invite the attention of the Senate to some points which 
[am very sure have escaped in the past, in regard to the man- 
ner in which railroads are paid and the cnormous waste of 
money every year upon our inland railroad mail transportation. 
lt is my opinion that with a proper law the transportation of mails 


| could be conducted and railroads still have the best compensa 


tion in mail carriage of any class of freight they have, with an 
annual saving of from seven to ten million dollars on the pres- 
ent oxpenditure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isit not entirely within the power of the 
Postmaster-General, under existing law, to make as cheap rates 
as possible? 

Mr. VILAS. So far from it the Postmaster-General is as 
helpless as the old story placed the man in the iron mask. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould think the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, who is familiar with the subject, would report us a bill at 
once, because certainly the Postmaster-General should be given 
the authority. 

Mr. VILAS. When I had the honor to be Postmaster-General 
I pointed out in the report which I have in my hand some facts 
on.this subject to which I sha!l presently ask the attention of 
the Senator from Ohio. They might as well have been pointed 
out to the winds which rage on the Atlantic. 

Mr. President, to come back for a moment to where we were 
when the interruptions began which have diverted us for a few 
moments, let me notice what my distinguished friend, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], says on the subject of 
my action as Postmaster-General in reference to these special 
facilities. He remarked that it was the subject of mention in 
my reports ‘‘in flaming colors,” more than once, [ think he s.id. 
My distinguished friend is mistaken. The evil was of such com- 
paratively small moment and it was so impossible to direct at- 
tention to that which was much greater, that it was not men- 
tioned at all, although the subject was studied and examined 
and discussed in the Department. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear the first part of the Senator's 
statement. Does the Senator mean in the lastreport or in some 
previous report? 

Mr. VILAS. I spoke of my own report. My successor in the 
Post-Oftice Department, Postmaster-General Wanamaker, if I 
recollect aright, at the end of his term recommended the aboli- 
tion of that payment. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was in the last reporthe made. I think it 
was a very positive recommendation that the whole system 
should be abolished. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very glad that the evil was so small 
thatmy friend from Wisconsin did not feel warranted in bring- 
ing it to the attention of Congress. 

Mr. VILAS. The evil was a comparatively small one, and 
the circumstances were peculiar. I shall not stop to enter into 
that matter. At that time the Coast Line was receiving the 
subsidy, and it was a question whether without the subsidy the 
Coast Line would maintain the fast mail and passenger train 
service which it did maintain under the subsidy; and it was far 
that reason that the Department felt at no liberty to intervene. 
Besides, it was a matter of conversational communication with 
the Committee on Appropriations. ‘ 

But that. is not worth spending any time upon. The only 
question is, what ought to be done now; and | wish to make a 
further observation, because what I said seems to have been mis- 
understood. The Postmaster-General can not pay to one rail- 
road any greater rate than the law allows, or discriminate in 
the rate of pay to one railroad as against another. That is 
impossible. He is bound to pay the rate fixed by law. He has 
liberty to pay less, but I know one who tried to pay less and did 
during his term of office, but his immediate successor 
restored the rate. The law contemplated that the Postmaster- 
General should grade the pay in the different classifications ac- 
cording to the weights of mail. 

In point of fact, from the beginning until now, with a single 
exception, the highest rate of pay has always been awarded to 
every railroad which cams within the class, no matter whether 
it carrried less or more than another. They wereall given the 
top round as the measure of the rate of compensation. But in 
this way the Post-Office Department may compensate a railroad 
toadvantage. The Postmaster-General may, as it is called in 
the Department, mass the mails upon a particular line. The 
Senator from North Carolina says there are now two lines from 
Washington to New Orleans. 

Mr. RANSOM. Three. 

Mr. VILAS. Three? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; substantially. , 

Mr. VILAS. Three lines, substantially. Each of those lines 
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will carry mail. Each of those lines is prepared to carry mail. | ot their operation for a year, was $1,846,240, a sum less than the 
| appropriation for their rent for a year. 


Each desires to carry all it can, but by agreement the Postmas- 


ter-General may put on one line all the mail which can be car- | 


ried to its destination upon that line as well as upon others. 
That gives him the opportunity to put large quantities of mail 
matter ona single line. In that way the rate per mile is in- 
creased, and the railroad gets a considerable advantage. On 
that basis alone the mails are carried from New York to Chicago, 
Chicago to St. Paul, Chicago toOmaha. During the time I was 
Postmaster-General it was desired to expedite the mails to the 
Southwest. 


| the next year. 


A contract was made with the Pennsylvania Railroad Company | 


by which a fast mail was delivered at St. Louis, and from St. 
Louis a train arranged to carry it right on to Kansas City; and 
the expedition was accomplished entirely by agreeing to give 
the Pennsylvania and the succeeding line from St. Louis to 


Kansas City, and the Missouri Pacific, all the mail that could | 


be carried on that route, as well as on any other. At the same 
time, by application to the different railroads which center in 
Kansas City, their plans were changed, and the whole system 
operated so that a through mail train practically carried the 
mail not only to Kansas City buton each of the trunk lines go- 
ing from Kansas City to the South, Southwest,and West. It is 
a simple matter of arrangementunder the powers now possessed 
by the Post-Office Department. As I said before, begging par- 
don for repeating it, it isan arrangement which gives the rail- 
roacismore money, costs the people less, and expedites the trans 
portation of the mails. 

Mr. President, just let me remark as to the withdrawal of the 
payment for these special facilities interfering with the expedi- 
tion of the mail, that sinceit has been withdrawn from the Coast 
Line there has been no change substantially in the service on 
that line. The subsidy has been taken away, but the line is well 
established and goes on the same as before, notcarrying somuch 
muil, because it has been diverted somewhat from it. 

Now, let me draw attention to another matter to illustrate the 
manner in which railroads are paid by the Government of the 
United States under our law. I have calledattention to the rate 
of pay, increasing per mile with the increase of mail matter. 
That compensates every railroad inthe country. Iuse the term 
‘‘compensates.” It richly rewards every railroad for its service 
in carrying the mail, and, as I said before, the more mail they 
carry the better for them. 

Yet at the demand, as I have been told, of the railroad com- 
pinies many years ago, an additional facility was given them 
and an additional imposition was laid upon the Post-Office De- 
partment and indirectly upon the taxpaying people. [twas for 
postal cars. The law provided practically that the Postmaster- 


General might in hisdiscretion permitany railroad company he | 
saw fit to carry the mail in postal cars of its ownership, con- | 


structed not less than 40 feet in length, and to pay them as 
fo'lows: 

Wor every Linecomprising a daily trip each way of railway post-office cars; 
wl arate not exceeding $25 per mile per annum for cars 40 feet in length, 
and $30 per mile per annum for 45-foot cars; and $0 per mile per annum for 
50-foot cars; and #50 per mile per annuum for 55 to 60 foot cars. 

Now, observe that whatever they receive for cars is in sheer 
addition, a mere gratuity, because under the general postal law 
they are required to furnish cars and all the accommodations. 
All the lesser routes do furnish such cars and they are paid at less 
remunerative rates. Although on agreater nominal scale, the re- 
muneration to smaller roads is much less than to the larger ones, 
and yet to the larger ones are assigned the postal cars, and this 
gratuity is given to them. Let me ask attention to how much 
that is. It is all set forth in the report of 1887. 

As I remarked before, the Postmaster-General had no dis- 
cretion, and it was necessary to estimate and appropriate for 
the service for the year 1888 $2,000,000 for the rent of postai 
cars in addition to what the railroads were paid. That pay by 





law covered the cars and all the service, and the additional | 


$2,000,000 was given to the companies who had the greatest ad- 
vantage in the law of compensation. The pending bill carries 
$3,000,000 for this purpose. 

Let me show to the Senate what the fact was at that time in 
reference to the cars for which we gave $2,000,000 rent. I ob- 
serve that— 

Careful inquiry discloses that very many of these cars, such as they are, 
would not cost to build $3,000 each, that the best 50-foot cars can be built for 
$4,000 to $4,500 each, a new 60-foot car equal to the most complete and hand 
some now in the service for not over $4,600, and that taking together all the 
post-office cars in the United States their average value does not probably 
exceed $3,500, 

Without protracting the debate, I will state that this report 
sets forth the cost for all the services for postal cars, cleaning. 
heating, lighting, supplies of oil, ice, dusters, scrub brushes, 
soap, lamp fixtures, pails, and other minor articles of daily use, 
and all the necessary arrangements and ordinary repairs, and 
the total worth of the cars at the time, with the total expense 
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‘Yo-day instead of appropriating $3,000,000 in the bill as a sheer 
dditional gratuity to the railroads, the Congress of the United 
States might better comply with the recommendation made in 
this report and appropriate that sum to the Postmaster-General 
to buy every post ‘| car in the United States and operate it for 
The amount isenough. The railroads would 
then get their pry for transporting the mails without furnish- 
ine the ears at all, and the United States would make a hand- 
some sum of money in the speculation. 

[ agree that that has nothing to do with this important point, 
but L was setting forth in detail one of the illustrations which 
prove the remark to be correct which I made in answer to the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will thank the Senator from Wisconsin if 
he will tell us whether there is any provision in the postal laws 
for paying more for fast mail service? 

Mr. VILAS. There is not, except theappro priations for spe- 
cial facilities which are under discussion. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is what I understood. 

Mr. VILAS. I have already explained the method by which 
the Postmaster-General may, under the law, make contracts 
which will secure fast mail service. It is perfectly easy. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the amendments are not in 
order, and that upon the question of order they ought to be ex- 
cluded from the bill. I therefore suggest the point of order on 
the amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment has been introduced in a 
formal way. I introduced the amendment; it was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; it was received and consid- 
ered by the committee, and it seems to me that the rule has been 
complied with. It is true that it is an additional item of appro- 
priation, but it has been considered by the committee, and that 
is all that is necessary to give the Senate jurisdiction of it. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin makes 
the point of order upon the amendment proposed by the Sena 
tor from Ohio and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky. The Chair will have Rule XVI read. 

Mr. RANSOM. As there has been a very full discussion 
upon the matter and as the point of order was not made by the 
committee, | hope the Senator from Wisconsin will not insist 
on it. 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave not the slightest desire to defeat the 
amendment upon a point of order if the Senate wishes to adopt 
it. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
cisely what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE XVI. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amend- 
ments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which 
will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add 
a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by 
direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

Mr. VILAS. At the request of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. RANSOM], I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I renew it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VILAS. Then, let us have a direct vote on the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to sustain 
the point of order under the rule which has just beenread. The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. BATE!, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6 it is proposed to strike out the 


Let us hear the rule read, so as to see pre- 


The point of order is renewed by 


| clause from line 1 to line 8, inclusive, in the following words: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Mr.DANIEL. I understand the amendments have been ruled 
outof order,and perhaps with thoseamendments out, the Senator 
from Tennessee may not care to strike the paragraph from the 
bill. 

Mr. BATE. That the Senate and the Senator from Virginia 
may more clearly understand my position, I wi!l move to strike 
out thatwhich has just beenread. ThatiswhatI moved before. 

Mr. DANIEL. This particular clause? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. VILAS] has 
given us a very interesting and valuable discourse on a number 
of matters connected with the postal service, but it does not seem 
to me that much that he has said affects the wisdom or the un- 
wisdom of this particular clause in the pending appropriation 
bill. ‘This is a bill which comes to us from the House of Repre- 
sent itives. The provision which the Senator from Tennessee 
has moved to strike out reads as follows: 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk linesfrom Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
P; ed, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
LD szary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

[t has been said that this isa subsidy. I do not see that it 
can be properly so impugned. A contract in which aquid pro quo 
is received for an expenditure is not, as I conceive, a subsidy. 
A subsidy is an appropriation in the nature of a gift or donation 
to build up, cherish, or foster a certain thing upon the idea that 
incidental benefits may arise to the public. <A direct benefit to 
the public, purchased and paid for for a fair consideration, is not 
a subsidy, but a proper mercantile contract, such as we make 
every day to sustain all branches of the Government. 

[s this a subsidy or authorization to one of the Departments of 
the Government to make such a contract as may be directly, not 
indirectly, immediately, not remotely, but instanter. then and 
there for the benefit of the postal service and for the people who 
have an interest therein? 

For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, 

What is ‘‘ necessary” when boughtand paid for does not enter 
into the consideration of subsidy; and ‘‘special” there evi- 
dently meaus where convenient and desirable and proper for 
the promotion of the postal service. 

Then, there is an additional clause, a proviso, which utterly 
negates the idea of a subsidy: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 

Not promote the interest of the railroad. In other words, the 
Postmaster-General, in order to make an honest appropriation 
of the funds here provided, must have his mind solely directed 
to the public consideration of the postal service and the expend- 
iture of enough money to carry out that sole purpose. 

In this day and generation time is of the essence of all con- 
tracts. Mail facilities are necessary to every business in this 
country, for there is no more bustling people than those of the 
United States, and last year’s newspaper is ancient history. 
People live in to-day; prices change so quickly and the world 
is moving so rapidly that he who is belated in his mail is left 
behind the times. 

Mr. President, there is nothing sectional in this appropria- 
tion. Itstretches from one end of the country tothe other. It 
begins in Springfield, Mass., and it ends in New Orleans, La., 
and the best evidence that this is a desirable appropriation and 
one needed by the public service is the fact that the adminis- 
trative officers of all Administrations, without regard to party, 
have felt called upon to exercise the discretion vested in them 
and to use the funds given to them by Congress to promote and 
build up this great trunk continental line of postal facilities; 
and even the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, when he 
was Postmaster-General, yielded to the public considerations 
which were addressed to him, and thought it incumbent upon 
him in discharging the duties of his office to make such appro- 
priations of such funds. 

[ should have voted for the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]if it had been in order; I should 
have, voted for the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] if it had been in order. I am for 
economy; but not fora penny-wiseand a pound-foolish economy. 

When the people get the benefit of their money honestly ex- 
pended under such an Administration as now exists, they do 
not begrudgethe appropriation. [do not mean by that to cast 
any reflection upon any previous Administration, but only to 
say that when the peonle are satisfied thatan honest Administra- 
tion applies their taxation for public benefits which they receive, 
and which are fairly distributed all over the country, they do 
not begrudge the expenditure, but rejoice that they are able to 
gratify themselves with the conveniences.which thatexpenditure 
supplies. 

If you ask any business man in the United States to-day what 
he looks to most as elements of success, he would say his adver- 
tisement and his mail—the advertisement which keeps him, 
through the press, in contact with the public, and the mail, 
which gives him the private and confidential communications 
which are not intended for the publicear. Through these ave- 
nues of information he drinks in-the mental pabulum which en- 
ables him to build up his business, and in an age of sharp com- 
roy a day lost is enough to throw him as a factor ont of the 

attle. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from ‘Tennessee | Mr. Bare}. 

Mr. KYLE. [ call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Seeretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana | Mr. TURPI§]. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Parron].. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when hisname was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when hisname wascalled). I am paired witli 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDBERSON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with theSenator from Montana 
{Mr. POWER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire if the junior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SMITH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam authorized under my pair to vote when 
my vote is necessary to make a quorum. I understand that to 
be the case now, and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I havea right to vote to make a quorum, 
and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Mycolleague |[Mr. MCLAURIN] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If my col- 
league were here, I think he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. As I have announced, I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau], but I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am informed that the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], with whom I am paired, would vote 
‘‘nay” if he were present, and with that understanding I vote 
ee nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I feel at liberty to vote to make a 
quorum, and I vote ‘‘nay.,’ 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). Linquire 
of the Chair if the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
ROACH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am paired with that Senator, but I will 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JongES], and 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. ALLEN], were he here, would vote in He affirmative. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Uuder my arrangement with the senior 
Senator from Nebraska{[Mr. MANDERSON; I have the right to 
vote when my vote is necessary to makes a quorum. I vote 
‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


[ am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
Bate. George, Jones, Ark. Vest, 
Biackburn, Teale, Kyle, Vilas, 
Coke, Harris, Martin, Voorhees. 
Callom, Hawley, Mills, 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Peffer, 

NAYS—26. 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blancharé, Gibson, Mitcheli,Oregon Sauire, 
Brice, Gordon, Perkins, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gorman, Pettigrew, Waish, 
Cockreil, Gray. Platt, White. 
Daniel, Hansbrough, Proctor, 
Dubois, Hunton, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—i. 

Aldrich, Doiph, Manderson, Roach, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
Berry, Higgins Morgan, Smith, 
Butler. Hili, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Hoar. Marphy, 
Camden, Irby, Palmer, Washbura, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Pasco. Wilson, 
Carey. Lindsay, Patton, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Lodge, Power, 
Davis, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Dixon, McPherson, Quay, 


So the amendment was reiected. 
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The bill wasreported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendmends were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and 

equalization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; 


also to provide an assessment of real estate in said District in | 


the year 1896 and every third year thereafter, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for | 


the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1595. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mir. MILLS. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he will 
yield to me to move an executive session? 

Mr. FAULKNER. T understand the Senator from Kentucky 
desires to yield to me to call up a bill on the Calendar, which | 
do not think will require any length of time in its discussion. 

Mr. MILLS. It is almost too late now. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itis very important that we should now 


proceed to the consideration of the bill to which I refer, if there | 


is no serious objection to it, and it will not take, I think, over 
half an hour. it is House bill 352, for the admission of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah as a State. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimousconsent for the consider- 
ation of the bill to which I have referred. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 352) to enable the 
people of Utah to form aconstitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 29, after the word 
shall,” to strike out: 
within twenty days after the passage of this act, by proclamation order 
an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory, to be held on such 
day as he may in such proclamation designate, not less than sixty nor more 
thau ninety days after the issuing thereof. 

And insert: 
on the ist day of August, 1894, issue a proclamation ordering an election 
of the delegates aforesaidin said Territory, to be held on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November following. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, before the word 
‘*Monday.” to strike out ‘‘third” and insert ‘‘first;” and after 
the word ‘‘ Monday,” to strike out ‘‘ after their election,” and in- 
sert ‘‘in March, 1895;’ so as to read: 

That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the seat of 
government of said Territory on the first Monday in March, 1895, and, after 
organization, shall declare on behalf of the people of said proposed State 
that they adopt the Constitution of the United States; whereupon the said 
convention shall be, and is hereby, anthorized to form:a constitution: and 
State government for said proposed State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, after the word “ held,” 
at the end of line 5, to strike out. ‘‘ ata time fixed in said ordi- 
nance,” and insert ‘‘on the Tuesday nextafter the: first Mon- 
day in November, 1895;” so as to read: 

That in case a constitution and State government shall be formed'incom- 














pliance with the provisions.of this act, the convention forming:the same | 


shall provide by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the people of 
said State for its ratification or rejection, at an election to be held on the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, 1895, at which election 
the qualified voters of said proposed. State shall vote direetly for or against 


the proposed constitution, and for or against any provisions separately | 


submitted. 

The amendment was agreed ta: 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the attention of the chairman of the 
committee. I see that itis provided in the fifth seetion— 

That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by law, 
said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of hepre- 
sentatives of the United States, which Representative in the Fifty-third 
Congress, etc. 

; In lines 13 and 16, of seetion 19; the word ‘‘ Representatives’ 
is used. Should not the ‘‘s” be stricken ont se as to make it 
singular? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That. is: a. proper: amendment. It was a 
typographical error to print the ward ‘‘ Representatives.” 


| Mr. PLATT. Then, in lines 13 and 16 of section 19, [ move 
| to strike out the word ‘‘ Representatives”’ and insert ‘* Repre- 
| sentative.” The word * 

line 18, is proper. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
| proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. ' 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
| eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, July 11, 1894, at 12 o’cloek m. 


Representatives,” where it oce in 


NOMINATIONS. 


Bx sutive nominations *r L by the Sencte July 10, 1894. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
| ‘Theodore Bruener, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be register of th: 
land office at St. Cloud, Minn., vice Alphonso Barto, term ex 
pired. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Second Lieut. Dion Williams, to be a first lieutenant in the 
United States Marine Corps from June 30, L894, vice First Lis 
Theodore G. Fillette, dismissed. 

Charles Poor Kindieberger, to bo an assistant surgeon in 1 
Navy from July 9, 1894, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


S 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed. by the Senate, Ju y 10, 1 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Assistant Surg. Benjamin W. Brown, of California, to be 
passed assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of 
United States. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edward Hackett, of Oakland, Cal., to be receiver of pubiic 
moneys at San Francisco, Cal. 


KEGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


| John P. Dunn, of San Francisco, Cal., to be register o 

land office at San Irancisco, Cal. 

John C. Gamble, of Garberviile, Cal.,to be register of the ian 
offive at Humboldt, Cal. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Rufus J. Bost, to be postmaster at Stillwater, in the county o 
Payne and Territory of Oklahoma. 

A. M. Watts, to bo postmaster at Wharton, in the county of 
Wharton and State of Texas. 


Henderson M. Horton, to be postmaster at Midland i 
county of Midland and State of Texas. 
Abner Carson, to be postmaster at Parkers Landing, in th 


county of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 
Curt W. Miller, to be postmaster at Tempe, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 


B. F. Thomas, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 
J. Albert Jones, to be postmaster at Marcellus, in the « rty 


of Cass and State of Michigan. 

Thomas M. Gooden, to be postmaster at Dover, in the county 
| of Kent and State of Delaware. 
| Levi G. Kilmer, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles A. Burr, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county 
of Oaktand and State of Michigan. 

Albert F’. Kishpaugh, to be postmaster at Clinton, in th 
county of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Cameron A. Gustin, to be postmaster at Hartford, in the count 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 

John Cranker, to be postmaster at Perryburg, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio. 

George W. Wilkinson, to be postmaster at South Charleston, 
in the county of Clarke and State of Ohio. 

David S. Smith, to be postmaster at Mast Palestine, in the 
county of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 
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Ambrose M. Craddick, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois. 

Charles L, Gilbreath, to be postmaster 
county of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

Amos H. Frost, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

Goodwin R. Wiley, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county 
of Oxford and State of Maine. 

John C. Neltnor, to be postmaster at Turner, in the county of 
Dupage and State of [llinois. 

Benjamin W. Greer, to be postmaster at White Hall, in the 
county of Greene and State of Illinois. 

Hi. M. Goff, to be postmaster at Richford, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Vermont. 

James W. Edmonson, to be postmaster at Collinsville, in the 
county of Madison arid State of Illinois. 

Peter B. Davis, to be postmaster at Narragansett Pier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Rhode Island. 


at Collinwood, in the 


Frederick E. Jacobs, to be postmaster at North Haven, in the | 


county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Michael J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Lonsdale,in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 

Frank D. Smith, to be postmaster at Dothen, in the county of 
Henry and State of Alabama. 

Lewis A. Westcott, to be postmaster at East Berlin, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

D. Smith Sholes, to be postmaster at Ridgefield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

John J. Anderson, to be postmaster at Meriden, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

J. M. Hammond, to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Iowa. 

William Graham, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Virginia. 

C. B. Wentzell, to be postmaster at Harpers Ferry, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 10, 1894, 


The tlouse met at 12 o’clock noon and was called to order by | 


the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Rev. JOHN W. HEIpT, of Georgia. 

‘The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution of date of 
June 26, 1894, information as to the probable cost of completing 
the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan, which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

FLAGS OF TWENTY-SECOND MICHIGAN INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 
: The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
rill: 

A bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers and now in the War Department. 

Mr. AITKEN. 
present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill. The Clerk will report it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seereey ot War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to turn over to the State of Michigan two flags which were carried by 
the Twenty-second Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers, and which 
are now among the recaptured Union flags in the War Department. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motioa of Mr. AITKEN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
; = ABBOTT, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
ami 


To Nr. EDMUNDS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
. To Mr. LIVINGSTON, indefinitely, on account of important 
usiness. 


HUGHES BROTHERS & BANGS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


Mr. PAGE, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 
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present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue 
of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, 
Engineers United States Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of 
Messrs. Hughes Brothers & Bangs. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Le it enacted, etc., That Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers United States Army, 
be, and is hereby, authorized and instructed to issue a duplicate of an orig- 
| inal check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and payment as 

have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of du 
plicate checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the 
United States. Said duplicate check to take the place of an original check 
issued by said W. H. Bixby on September 25, 1893, in favor of Hughes Bros. 
& Bangs, for the sum of $5,011.93, and numbered 259001, being for services in 

August, 1893, under their contract with the United States for work at Point 
| Judith, R. I., which check is alleged to have been lost in its transmission 
through the United States mail. 


The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ment: 
| After the word “ three,’’ in line 12, insert the words ‘‘upon the subtreas- 
ury at New York.” 
| Mr.SAYERS. 
nation of that bill. 
Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, Iask thatthe report, which is very 
short, be read. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 
The report (by Mr. LOUD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7434) for 
the relief of Hughes Bros. & Bangs for check No. 259001, drawn by —— W. 
H. Bixby, United States Enginers, on the subtreasury at New York, issued 
on September 25, 1893, in favor of Hughes Bros. & Bangs, for services ren- 
dered, report: 

It appears to your committee, in evidence submitted, that said check was 
duly mailed, since which time no trace has been found. Payment wasduly 
stopped, as will appear, October 12, 1893. Under the present law no dupli- 
cate check can be drawn for a larger amount than $2,500; hence the only re- 
lief open to sufferers of this character is by special act. We therefore 
recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment: 

Insert after the word “three,” in line 12, the words ‘‘ upon the subtreas- 
ury at New York.” 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla- 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Newport, R. 1., Tune 25, 1894. 

Sir: Yours of the 23d instant duly received. 

The lost check in favor of Messrs. Hughes Bros. & Bangs, was dated Sep- 
tember 25, 1893, was what is known as an “engineer's” check (No. 259001), 
and was drawn on the assistant treasurer at New York, who stopped pay- 
ment on the same on the 12th October, 1893. * * * 

Hoping this will give you the desired information, and that you will be 
successful in your efforts, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 





W. H. BIXBY, 
Captain, Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. CHARLES H. PAGE, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand by the reading of 
that report that the check was drawn upon the subtreasury at 
New York? 

Mr. PAGE. That is correct. 

Mr.SAYERS. Thecheck was lost? 

Mr. PAGE. The check was lost. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the payment at the subtreasury has been 
stopped? . 

Mr. PAGE. It was immediately stopped, on October 12, 1895. 

Mr. SAYERS. And has never been found, and never been 
| presented? 
Mr. PAGE. 
| sented. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is there any provision for guarantecing the 
United States against loss? 

Mr. PAGE. The bill provides that proper indemnity shall 
be given to the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. The check is to be paid under the statute cover- 
ing cases of that kind. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claims was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF OBSOLETE GUN CARRIAGES TO MARSHALLTOWN, 
IOWA. 


Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which Isend to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S.1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate four obsolete 
gun carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to turn over four of the obsolete gun carriages at the Rock 
Island Arsenal to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa, for use in mounting four 
20-pounder Parrott guns, donated to said city by act of Congress approved 
July 19,1882: Provided, That said city shall bear any expense necessary to 
place these carriages in serviceable condition. 


- 
It has never been found, and never been pre: 





| 
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1894. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COUSINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MARLIN PARKS. 


Mr. CAPEHAR®T. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of 
Marlin Parks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of war be, and heis hereby, autho: 
ized and directed to revoke the order of dismissal of Marlin Parks, late first 
lieutenant Company B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to 
him an honorable discharge from the service of the United States, to date 
the 18th day of November, 1864. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
consider this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. BowrEks of California) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to Whom was referred the bill (H.R 
552) for the relief of Marlin Parks, have considered the same and report 

It appears, from the evidence submitted to the committee, a part of which 
is made a part of this report, that at the battle of Cedar Creek, Virginia, 
October 19, 1864, his regiment, the Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, at 
tached to Gen. Crook's command, received the first attack of the Confeder- 
ate forces, Was driven back, and the whole command thrown into disorder 
and became broken and scattered, and the regiment did duty during the 
day with other commands, and the command with which Lieut. Marlin 
Parks was attached did not reorganize until the next day. 

It appears that when driven back the lieutenant collected as inany of the | 
men as possible, and served during the day with the Sixth and Nineteenth 
Army Corps, and the following morning searched out his regiment and | 
joined it with the men he had gathered. 

So great had been the disorganization that a commission of officers were 
appointed to investigate the matter, and a number of officers were notified 
to appear, and all, except three—Capt. John W. Myers, Capt. R. King, and 
Lieut. Parks—appeared and were exonerated. Those who did not appear 


claim that they did not receive the notice until it was too late and the in- | 
quiry was finished. They were summarily dismissed without charge or | 
trial. 


The statements of the colonel of the regiment, and of the lieutenant-colo- 
nel, and of eight members of the regiment, all of whom except the colonel 
were with'Lieut. Parks during the day, prove conclusively that he was doing 
his full duty the entire day; that he was a brave soldier, always with his | 
regiment in all the battles for three years, and his disinissal was a great 
wrong done a gallant officer. 

Your committee therefore recommend the bill do pass. 

During the reading, 

Mr. BURROWS said: I observe that the report is quite 
lengthy, and possibly the gentleman can state the substance 
of it. 

Mr. CAPEHART. It is a short report, and is contained on 
one page. 

The SPEAKER. The exhibits are lengthy, but the report is 
short. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. What committee does that bill come from? 

Mr. CAPEHART. From the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the Friday night session have juris- 
diction of that bill? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I will say that I tried it there, and the 
Chairman ruled it out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I think the Chairman let in pretty 
much everything the other night. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isit a bill removing the charge of de- 
sertions? 

Mr. CAPEHART. No, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then it is not in order at the Friday | 
night session. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would state to the gentleman from Texas | 
that it does not involve the charge of desertion, and therefore 
is not in order on Friday night sessions. 

Mr. K{LGORE, I think before that bill passes there ou 
to be some very good reasons for it. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I hope the gentleman listened to the re 
port. 

Mr. KILGORE. [I listened to the report, but it does not give 
sufficient reason, because it is only astump speech written by 
somebody in behalf of the party. |Laughter.] 

Mr.CAPEHART. It seems tome impossible to give any bet- 
ter reason. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I would state to 
the gentleman that I wrote that report myself, and it is founded 
upon official records and affidavits of all the officers of the regi- 
ment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. I give up. [Laughter.] 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.]| The 
Chair hears none. 

The piii was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CAPEHART, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MICHAEL SCANLON. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) for the relief of 
Michael Seanlon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


be if enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the T iury is hereby directed to 
pay to Michael Scanlon, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $200, to reimburse him for the loss of like sum 
through the dishonesty of a receiver of the United States land fice at 


North Platte, Nebr 
Mr. KEM. I ask the Clerk to read a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands to the Secretary of the Interior bear- 
ing upon that claim. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the leiter will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. GENERAL LAND OFFICH 


Was yton, D. ¢ ‘ "tf 
Sin: I have received by reference, House bill No. 5223 ititled a bill ** for 
the relief of Michael Scanlon,”’’ to reimburse him the sum of #209, for the loss 


ofa like sum through the dishonesty of a receiver of the United States land 
office at North Platte, Nebr., submitted by Hon. N. N. Cox, chairman first 
Subcommittee on Claims, for report thereon. 
[have the honor to report that the records of this of ow that on July 
a ace 





1, 1881, Michael Scanlon tiled preémption declarat rent, No. 8812, fo 
the Kk. } of SE. zand SE j of NE. } section 15, and NE. j of NE.} section 22 
VT. 15 N., R. 21 W., and made final proof January 15, 1885, before John D. Sea 


man, receiver, and deposited with said receiver the sum of #200 in payment 
for the land, and also #1.40 forreducing testimonytowriting. Thereceiver 


John D. Seaman, when he received the money from Michael Scanlon, issued 
a receipt as follows 


UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE 
* North Platte, Nebr., January 15, 1885 


‘Received of Michael Scanion two hundred dollars, final proof payment 
on D.S. 3842 calling for NE. } of NE. js ion 22, and E. tof SE. 1, SE. j of 
NE. } section 15, township 15, range 71 wes 


JOHN D. SEAMAN, Re 
Action on Scanlon’s proof was suspended by the local officers to await the 
result of an examination by a special agent 

On November 25, 1887, the filing made by Scanlon was held for cancella 
tion upon the report of a special agent of this office, upon the grounds that 
the entryman failed to comply with the law as to residence and improve 
ments, and that he made the filing in the interest of his employer 

A hearing was ordered by this office, on the 28th of January, I8&8, upon 
Scanlon’s application, but the case never came to trial 

Under date of December 10, 1890, a special agent of this office reported 
that he visited the claim of Mr. Scanion on December 7, 1890, and found 
thereon the remains of a board and sod house i0 by 12 feet wide, dug-out 
stable 12 by 14 feet, with board roof; a well, said to be 35 feet deep; some old 
wire, and an occasional post, indicating that a fence had been put around 
the building, and 12 to 15 acres under cultivation; that the improvements 
when made probably cost about $250; that Scanlon fully complied with the 








| law as to residence; that he now lives in Broken Bow. but has the land cul- 


tivated on shares, and that no party other than claimant ever hal a in 
terest in the filing. 
In view of the facts developed by the investigation of the special agent, as 


| set forth above, the action of this officeof November 25, 1887, and January 28, 





1888, was revoked, and the final proof of Scanlon's, made on the 15th of Jan 
uary, 1885, was accepted and returned to the local office at North Platte on 
June 20, 1892, for proper action thereon. 

July 28, 1892, upon the payment of $20, paid by Mr. T. C. Patterson, as the 
attorney for Michael Scanlon, the local officers approved the final proof of 


| Scanlon, made in 1885, and final certificates and receipt issued therefor No 


6971, upon which a patentissued April 24, 1893. 

As John D. Seaman, then receiver, actually received the $200 from Mi« hael 
Scanlon. in his official capacity as receiver of public moneys 
regularity on the partof the payer, and appropriated said sum, « 
failed to account therefor, [am of the opinion that the entryman should 
not be made to lose said sum on account of an irregularity of a publi f 
ficer. 

House bill No. 5923 is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 








S. W. LAMOREUX, Co 
lion. HOKE SMITH, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr.SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
|. understand from the letter that has just been read that thi 
$200 was paid for the land. 

Mr. KEM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, why should the land oftice have insisted 
upon the second payment of $200, when $200 has already been 
pid to the proper olficer of the Government? 

Mr. KEM. I will,say,in reply to that, that I can not say why 
the Government did that; but the fact shows that the Govern 
ment did it, and that this gentleman has paid $400 for the land 
when he should only have paid $200. All this bill asks is that 
he be reimbursed in the amount of $200. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is there any evidence to show. that the $200 
that was first paid was not returned to this man? 

Mr. KEM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COX. I reported the bill. Let me make a statement 


| about it. 













Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. The facts in this case can be stated in few 
words. i 

Mr.SAYER What I desire to know is what evidence there 
is that the $209 originally paid was not returned. 

Mr. COX. The money was paid to the proper officer, but 
some conte arose as to who was entitled to have the land. 
In the course of time this man received the land: but in the 
meantime the Government officer to whom the money had been 


paid defaulted upon his bond, and when the contest was decided 
in Scanlan’s favor an additional $200 was demanded and paid. 
Thus he was obliged to pay $400 when he should have paid only 
$200. $200 was paid through au attorney, and the 
matter did not appear on the record in cxactly correct form. 
But there is no doubt this man paid $400 when he ought to have 
paid only $200; and the $200 which he ought not to have paid 
has never ‘turned, 

Mr. KEM. I can assure the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS|that | am familiar with the cireumstances of this case, 
and that it is all right. 

Mr.COX. There is no doubt at ail about it. 

‘There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 

tion of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
p issed. 

On motion of Mr. KEM, 

was luid on the table. 
MATHEW 58. PRIEST. 


Mr. PEARSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief Mathew S. 
Priest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $309 be, and the sameis hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to compensate Matthew S. Priest for services rendered by him for the Goy- 
ernment of the United States from the 16th day of March to the 27th day of 
August, 1863,a3 engineer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in 
passing the batteries of Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for 
repairing steamers 

Suc. 2. That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately availia- 


} 


Mr. PEARSON. lL ask for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


This claim was presented bo the Fifty -second Congress, and was favorably 
reported upon by the Committee on War Claims, to whom it was referred. 

After a careful investigation of the facts involved your committee adopts 
the report of the ifty-second Congress, a copy thereof being hereto attached 
and made a part of this report, and recommend that the biil do pass. 


{House Report No. 435, Fifty-second Congress, iirst session. ] 


The Committee on War Claims, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3398) 
for the relief of Matthew S. Priest, submit the following report: 

This measure was considered by this committee in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and was reported upon favorably, which report is appended as a part 
of this report. 

Your ocammintes concur in the conclusions stated in that report, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


The first 


bee hn ve 


era 


a motion to reconsider the last vote 


[House Report No. 570, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3030) 
for the relief of Matthew S. Priest, make the following report: 

Matthew S. Priest was a private in Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and served in that company and regiment, and was 
honorably discharged. 

He was one ofa detachment made by Gen. Grant todo special service on 
board the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator in running the batteries at 
Vicksburg and Grand Guif, Miss. 

Claimant served on such detachment a3 engineer from March, 1853, until 
September, 1863, as shown by affidavits of four comrades, one officer, and 
the records of the War Department. 

The men and officers engaged in this service as aforesaid were author- 
ized by a special order from Gen. Grant to be paid by the Quartermaster’s 
Pepartment in addition totheir army pay, as appears by the records of tho 
War Department 

Records of the War Department also show that many officers and soldiers 
serving as aforesaid were reported and received the pay by Capts. W. C. 
Hurlburt and William Finkie. 

Records of the War Department do not show that this man. Matthew S. 
Priest, has received pay for the said services, or that any payment has been 
made therefor by the Government. 

There can be no doubt that the man performed the service; that he has 
not received pay for the same; that he is entitled to pay therefor, and that 
the amount claimed is now justly due him from the Government, and we 
therefore earnestly recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. Was not this man in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment at the time this service was rendered? 

Mr. PEARSON. He was. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was henotpaid by the Government for other 
services? 


Mr. PEARSON. Under a special order of Gen. Grant, this 


man was detached to serve as an engineer, and he performed 
that service. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
service as asoldier? 


Was that service any more valuable than 
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Mr. PEARSON. Itwas very much more valuable. 
at that time were receiving very large wages. 

Mr. KILGORE. It wasnot sodangerousaservic 
a musket, according to my experience. 

Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman will permit me to say it was 
uuch more dangerous, as it involved an attempt to run the bat- 
teries of Vicksburg. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I was around there about that time, 
and I know something about these matters. 

Mr. PEARSON. This service was very much more danger 
ous, and these other men who performed similar service were 
paid. 


Mr. KILGORE. 


Engineers 


yas carrying 


How many of them were on detached service? 

Mr. PEARSON. Ido not know how many; but quite a num- 
ber have been paid. A bill similar to this was favorably re- 
ported in the Fifty-first Congress and the Fifty-second; and there 
has been again a favorable report in this Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. The report says there is no evidence in the 
War Department that payment has been made. Now the evi- 
dence of that fact would not be found in the War Department. 
Search ought to have been made in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. PEARSON. Search has been made. 

Mr. KILGORE. In the War Department, the report says. 

Mr. PEARSON. Search has been made; and the committee 
is satisfied that no payment has been made. It is a fact that 
there has been no payment. I know this man personally. I 
know that he is an old man, and that he is in need of this 
money. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
to be a bad bill. 

Mr. PEARSON. The money is actually due to him; and if 
these services had been rendered by a private citizen, he would 
have been paid long ago. 

_ Mr. KILGORE. Was there any agreement by the command- 
ing general that he should be paid? 

Mr. PEARSON. There was an order by Gen. Grant that he 
should be paid. The records show that. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ALBERT E. REDSTONE, 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert 
E. Redstone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Le it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,800, to Albert E. Red 
stone, of Tulare County, Cal., for loss sustained by the incorporation of his 
preémption claim within the limits of the Sequoia Park Reservation, Tu- 
lare County, Cal. 

The SPEAKER. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not feel inclined to ailow this bill 
pass without some explanation. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia[Mr. BOWERS] wili be permitted to make a short expla- 
nation. ‘ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOWERS of Californig. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed 
the Senate on the 29th of March last, after thorough examina- 
tion and debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. That does not prove anything. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh, I know that my friend from 
Texas has yet some little confidence remaining in the Senate. 
The language of Senator BERRY, used during the discussion in 
the Senate, explains briefiy and clearly the merits of the meas- 
ure: 

Mr. BERRY. This claim was referred to a special committee. My under- 
standing of what the committee intended was to allow for the actual dam- 
ages to the property taken. This man, under the laws of the United States, 
took this preémption claim, which he had aright to take. He invested al! 
that he had. He built the house; he built the fences; he put out the fruit 
trees and smaller fruit and made the improvements of the water wheel, and 
had his barn. Itwas every dollar that he had onearth. The United States, 
after he had occupied the landsome twoyears, passed a law reserving the land 
for apark. He was forced away from there by the soldiers of the United 
States and not permitted to remain on it. I believe that the Government 
ought to pay him his actual losses. My understanding was, however, as I 
said, that when the bill was reported back by the Senator from South Da- 
kota he had taken out the damages that referred to the injury to the stock 
and also for the water power to which the Senator refers; at least there was 
some conversation to that effect in the committee and I was under the im- 
pression that the allowance had been reduced by that amount. 

I think the Government ought to pay him for the balance of the property. 


I think it was an outrage for the Government to des the man's property 
in that way, turn him out of house and home when he had entered the land 


He may be a very good man, but this seems 


Is there objection to the present consider- 
to 


{ shall be very glad to give an 
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! 
under the laws ot the U nited bey oe, , When he had a right to go there unde | 
the preémption laws. He went there and complied with every law in force 
at the time. The land was ‘te rw are is reserved, and when he was remov 1 
in the manner he was I think he ought to be paid what hewas actually dam 
aged. But if the items mentioned by the Senator from Missouri go to mak 
up the total of the bill I think the Senator from Missouri is right and tl 
part ought to be stricken out, because I think the actual damages are all he 
ought to be compensated for. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, has the Government never paid him 
anything? . 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Nota penny. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Entirely sure of it. Mr. Kyle, 
Falls itor Felton, and the subcommittee investigated the matter | 
full 





Mr. KILGORE. What about the price of the property? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Originally the claim was for 
$2,800, but it was cut down to $1,800. 

Mr. KILGORE. In any event he would be only entitled to 
the improvements, and that ought to be diminished by the value 
of the occupancy. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That is all he asks for. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long did he oceupy the premises? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Two years: and here is the 
certificate of the payment of theregister's fees and the receiver's | 
fees, showing that he had complied with the law and acquired 
an equitable right to the land. 

Mr. KILGORE. How did they make an appraisement of the | 
value of the improvements? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Lwillshowyou. The testimony 
shows that he had made improvements of the following character: 

A cottage house, a stone house, a stable, 12-foot_ overshot water wheel, 
picket door yard fence, corral, rail fences, irrigating ditch, fruit trees, grape 
vines, strawberries, blackberries, raspberries, barley, wheat, and many 
kinds of vegetables; that he owned mules, horses, and eattle, farming uten- 
sils, wagons, etc., aud that the said Redstone was continually making im 
provements on the said reservation up to the time that the said reservation 
was made. | 


The testimony shows that he was making improvements stead- | 
ily, that he regarded the land as his own, and there is no ques- | 
tion that he was under the law in lawful possession of it. Here | 
are embodied in the report the items of the account, bringing it 
up to $2,800, which, as [ have said, was afterwards cut down to | 
$1,800: 


House and storehouse...... siti aii awn dadabenanicd - $950 | 
Barn. ....... phobic Cole abeiidielia aan dts seinen . fivomadionss 100 | 
Vines and t rees . su iere digiienia ekabanesiete endiedin denial acertiiamiinsitiints 600 | 
ol SEE Nee oan wien axe wauionaaemin ~ 200 | 
Lc ge ee ee : a — Pid ch aewinn 100 
Loss on stock and implements : as el ee ak a 500 | 
Ditch, 1 mile long enknaeee cea : a ant thi ies hinted ade ; 150 
Water power...... . = ‘i : ; 7 ae REG 500 
Total bb \kndonnnins a ch onna~ vpmmunee 4 2, 800 | 


Mr. KILG OR E. The Government converted it into a park, I 
understand? 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes: converted it into a park | + 


and drove him away. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did he go there with notice that it was tobe 
a park? 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly not. He was there 

two year's before it was ever contemplated to use it fora park 
He went there with the understanding that he was making a 
settlement, as he had a right to do under the law, and after he | 
had done so he was driven from the pr ope rty, which the Gov- 
ernment took possession of. 

Mr. KILGORI Did the Government give him to understand 
that this property was open for settlement? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Certainly; and here is the cer- 
tificate of the register and receiver of the land office showing 
that he had paid his fees to them and made the proper entry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government officfals accepted the fees | 
from him? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They accepted the fees and is- 
sued the certificates, as I have said. The record is undoubtedly 
allcorrectinthe matter. [have examined it carefully, and there | 
is no question of his right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the Senate bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to have an opporttnity to ex- | 
amine this a little further. Let it goover until to-morrow. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri objects. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I hope the gentleman will 1 
do that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [only ask that it lie over until to-morro 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let me say to the gentleman 


that this bill has been up twice. Two gentlemen objected and | pi 
asked thatit go over temporarily, and as soon as they examined 
it they were perfectly satisfied and willing that it should be con- 
sidered and passed. 





contested-election case of P. 





Mr. STOCKDALE. It has gone so far now yo La 
tit go through 
yr. LOUD. Iwill say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
» Committee on Claims have carefully investigated this mat 
ind rep rt in Lvor of j 
Mr. DOCKERY. At the suggestion of gentlem« 
[ will withdraw the objection 
The SPEAKIcR. Is there further objection: 
Chere being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
i third reading 7 and beit ad the third time, was passed 
On motion of Mr. BOW. ERS of California, a motion to recon- 
‘r the “ ist vote was laid on the table 
“Me. DOCKERY and Mr. KL AGORE demanded the vular 
order. . 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call ¢ mmit- 


f 


s for reports. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, THRASHER VS. ENLOE. 
Mr. PATTER SON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cail up a privi- 
leged matter. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Ir. PATTERSON. [ call up for present consideration the 
H. Thrasher against B. A. Enloe 
from the Eighth Congressional district of the State of Tennes 
[ willstate, Mr. Speaker, that the Committes on Elections are 
agreed that the conte stee is entitled to the seat, a majority « 
the committee reporting that he is entitled to the seat by il) 
majority, and the minority by a vote of 25, so that there is no 
difference in the —o except as to the amount of his ma 
jority, and consequently there is no disagreement in the repor 
of the committee 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report tbe resolution 
ported by the Committee on Elections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






lved, That P. H. Thrasher was uot elected a me rof t House o 
Represe utatives to the Pitty -third ¢ jongress from the Eighth Conyressiona 
district of the State of Tennesse nd is not entitl "dl to t he sea 

Resolved, That Benjamin A was elected a Represen e to 
lifty-third Congress from the I Congressional distri f Tenn 





and t that he is entitled to the seat. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 
_ On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconside 
last vote was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE tg THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its s clerk 
announced that the Senate ad passed, with amend m: he 


bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in 


which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 


| an amendme nt, the bill (HL. R. 6558) to amend section numbered 


woot } 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States, r ny to min- 
ing elaims: in which the concurrence of the’ House was requested 

The message also announced that the Sen: 1 had passed the 
following resolutions: 





/ ylred, 'T tthe senate has heard with deep sensibility th e an 10UL 
rent of the death of Hon. MareusC. Lisle, late a Representative from t 
State of Kentuck: F 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of five Senators be appointed 
the siding Officer to attend with the committee on the part of the Hou 


of R ssentatives the funeral of the deceased at his late reside in 


Kentucky. 











lucd, That the Secretary communieate these resolutions to the H 
f Representatives, and that he be further dir lito send a utt 
j °° same the deceas¢ 





3 a further mark of respe 





In compliance with the foregoing reso 
Officer appointed as said committee Mr 
LINDSAY, Mr. PALMER, Mr. SQUIRE, and 





sACKBURN, Mr. 
Mr. DUBOIS. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
r. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
porten that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal causes in the 
istrict Minnesota; when the Speaker signed the same. 
COMMITTEE RE 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will 
ports. 
The committees were called for reports. 
»N OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 
‘S. Mr. Speaker, l am requested by the Com- 
idiciary to report favorably a bill to improve the 
iblic health and publie morals in this House. It is a bill tore- 


PORTS. 


R’ 
call the committees for re- 


Mr. POWEI 


mittee on the 


i 
T 
a 


| peal section 40 of the Revised State 


The bill (H. R. 7274 repealing seetion 40 of the Revised Stat- 
+ 


utes was read a first and second time, and. with the accompany- 





anit 
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Calendar. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
their views. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the minority will have 
leave to file their views, and when filed they will be printed. 

There was no objection. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS. 

Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and lor- 
‘ eign Commerce, reported a bill (H. R. 7109) to establish a light- 
house and a range light at the entrance to Galveston Harbor, in 
the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

SEWERAGE SYSTEM IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. I. 7677) as a substi- 
tute for the bill (H.R. 7185) to provide for continuing the sys- 
tem of trunk sewers ip the District of Columbia, to provide for 
sewage disposal, to lay out highways, and for other purposes. 
The bill (H. R. 7677) was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole Houso on the state of the Union. 

The bill (H. R. 7185) was ordered to lie on the table. 

MORNING HOUR. 

This completes the call of cominittees for 


I ask leave that the minority may file 


The SPEAKER. 


reports. ‘Che morning hour begins at fourteen minutes before 
y 1 o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on Public Lands, 
7! which has a bill now pending before the House. The Clerk will 


report the title of that bill. 
PUBLIC LANDS, ALABAMA. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (1. R. 195) to amend an act entitled “An act to exclude the public 
lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,”’ 
approved March 3, 1883. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee on Public Lands recommended that the bill 
be amended so as to read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled‘ An act to exclude the public lands 
~ in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,’’ ap- 

proved March 3, 1883, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on this amendment. 

» The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time. 

Mr. TRACEY. I should like to ask whether the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office has recommended the passage 

‘ of this bill. 
Mr. MCRAE. He has. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to amend the title of this bill by 
striking out the word ‘‘amend” and inserting the word ‘' re- 
eal.” 

The SPEAKER. . Without objection, the title will be amended 
im accordance with the suggestion. 

There was no objection. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Indian Affairs is next 
called. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to call up the bill (H. R. 6557) providing for 
opening the Uncompahgre and Uintah Indian Reservation in 
Utah. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iask unanimous consent thatthe bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [shall have to object. I have an 
amendment to propose to the bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgre and 
|g Indian Reservations in Utah, with Mr, DocKERY in the 
Chair. 
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InMAN. The House is in committee to consider a 
bill which the Clerk will now report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to appoint a commission of three persons, within 
thirty days after the passage of this act, to allot in severalty to the Uncom- 
pahgre Indians within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, a¢ricul- 
tural and grazing lands according to the treaty of 18+0, as follows: 

‘Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To each 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceeding one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child 
under 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of 
grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each other person 
under 18 years of age, born prior to such allotment, one-eightb of a section, 
with a like quantity of grazing land: Provided, That with the consent of 
said commission any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land, if 
more desirable on account of location.’’ All necessary surveys, if any, to 
enable said commission to complete the allotments shall be made under the 
direction of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon 
practicable after their appointment, report to the Secretary of the Interior 
What portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be required for 
allotments, and thereupon such portions so reported shall, by proclama 
tion, be restored to the public domain and made subject to entry as herein 
after provided. 

Sc. 2, That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon 
the approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be imme- 
diately open to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United 
States: Provided, That after three years’ actual and continuous residence 
upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler may. upon full 
payment of #1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tractentered. If not com- 
muted at theend of three years the settler shall pay, at the time of mak- 
ing tinal proof, the sum of $1.50 cents peracre: Provided, Thatthe minimum 
price of mineral lands known to contain asphaltum shall be $50 per acre. 

Sec, 3. That persons otherwise qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, made mineral discoveries and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the Ist day of July, 1890, and who have complied with 
the lawin regard to the entry and location of mineral lands as far as prac 
ticable, shall, upon the opening of said lands to entry, have the preferred 
right of entering their respective locations for thirty days next after such 
opening, but no longer. 

Sec. 4. That said commission shall also negotiate and treat with the In- 
dians properly residing upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, for the relinquishment to the United States of the interest of 
said Indians in all lands within said reservation not needed for allotment in 
severalty to said Indians, and, if possible, procure the consent of such In- 
dians to such relinquisnment, and for the acceptance by said Indians of al 
lotments in severalty of lands within said reservation, and said commis- 
sioners shall report any agreement made by them with said Indians, which 
agreement shall become operative only when ratified by act of Congress. 

Src. 5. That said commissioners shall receive $6 per day each, and their 
actual and necessary traveling and incidental expenses while on duty, and 
to be allowed a clerk,to be selected by them, whose compensation shall be 
fixed by said commissioners, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act, Which sum shall be relmbursed to the Treasury out of 
the proceeds of the sale of said lands. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill ba considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to have an understanding before con- 
senting to any proposition whatever with reference to the pas- 
sage of the bill. If the gentleman will agree to strike out the 
third section and also to adopt the amendment which we have 
agreed upon to another clause of the bill, then I will have no 
objection to its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is that second amendment you sug- 

est? 
; Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has the amendment. 

Mr.RAWLINS. I have it,and will offer the amendment. So 
far as I am personally concerned, I will agree to that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Chairman,it is agreed that the third sec- 
tion of the bill may be considered as stricken out, and the amend- 
ment that the gentleman has toa clause of the bill shall be 
adopted. With that understanding 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would have to be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to have something to say 
before this matter is agreed upon. I want toask the gentleman 
if he will consent to an amendment to the first section of the 
bill, which I will read: 


And provided, That the said Indians shall pay $1.25 per acre for said land 
from the funds now in the United States Treasury realized from the sale of 
their lands in Colorado as provided by their contract with the Government. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That, I think, is hardly fair. 

Mr. LYNCH. Isit true, Mr. Chairman, that under the treaty 
of 1880 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless that amendment is em- 
bodied in the bill I shall have to object to any unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. LYNCH. Offer your amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Unless the gentleman shall con- 
sent to that, I shall have to object to the consideration of this 
bill by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will consent, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iam willing to take a vote of the House as to 
that proposition. Iam entirely in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam entirely agreeable to that. It ought 
to be done. 








Sa same 


renga 


vane 


1894. 


Mr. LYNCH. The committee has no objection to it. I think 
it is a proper proposition to be submitted. s 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then Lask unanimous consent that the bill 
be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is this bill being considered in 
Committee of the Whole or in the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. In Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONG. DoT understand our friends on 
the committee will object to this amendment and oppose it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Wait until it is offered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We had better have the under- 
standing now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
there are so many agreements being made and proposed toa bill 
that most of us know nothing about, that it might be well to take 
a little time in general debate so as to allow the gentleman to 
explain it, and let the balance of us know what they are trying 
to agree about, and after they have done that we will be able to 
act more intelligently. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois to object. 

Mr. LYNCH. lIask that general debate be closed on the bill 
at quarter after 1. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let us know what tho bill is. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention 
for afew minutes of the members of the committee, I think I 
van make clear the provisions of this bill. The bill relates to 
two Indian reservations in the Territory of Utah; one the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation, and the other the Uintah Reser- 
vation. The Uncompahgre Reservation contains about 1,900,000 
acres of land, and is occupied by 1,021 Indians, as shown by the 
last census. These Indians, together with two other tribes of 
Indians, formerly owned about 12,000,000 acres of land in the 
State of Colorado. 

In 1880 they entered into a treaty with the United States by 
which they sold those lands to the Government, and these Un- 


| 


compahgre Indians, about 1,000 of them, were temporarily lo- | 


sated by proclamation of the President upon this reservation, 
valled the Uncompahgre Reservation. By the treaty made with 
these Indians they were to have an allotment of land in sever- 
alty, as provided in this bill, by a commission to be appointed 
by the President. They were to get this allotment instead of 
the reservation in Colorado, and to pay for that at the rate of 
$1.25 per acre. 

This treaty was made with the Indians and ratified by act of 
Congress. ‘The object of this bill is to carry out the provisions 
of that treaty with these Indians, making allotments to them in 
severalty. It willrequire, tocarry out the treaty, about 200,000 
acres of land, and there will be then thrown open for settlement 
between 1,700,000 and 1,800,000 acres. This bill provides that 
the agricultural lands shall be subject to entry under the home- 
stead laws at $1.50 per acre. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand this proposition 
correctly, it is that about 200,000 acres of land in this reserva- 
tion in Utah are to be paid for out of the fund realized by the 
Indians from the sale of their reservation in Colorado. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. That fund, amounting to about 
$1,700,000, is in the Treasury of the United States; and about 
half of it is to the credit of the Indians of the Uncompahgre 
Reservation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And you propose to allot 200,000 
acres in severalty to those Indians, for which they are to pay 
Mr. RAWLINS. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; nothing at all, under this 
bill. 
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in ‘ength and 609 in width, and by complying with the law and 
finally making payment at the rate of $10 an acre he can obtain 
a patent from the United States for that limited quantity. Only 
citizens can make these entries. Now, there has been found on 
this reservation the mineral known asasphaltum. This mineral, 
according to the best information I have been able to obtain, has 
been found in veins or lodes, similar to silver and other metals 
of that character. 

Mr. HOLMAN (exhibiting a specimen). 
of the asphaltum. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes,sir. Now, this bill provides that these 
asphaltum lands may be located under the mining laws; that is 
to say, the man who discovers the mineral may locate a tract not 
exceeding 1,500 feet one way and 600 feet the other. It is pro- 
vided in the bill that the minimum price per acre for this land 
shall be $50. The price for ordinary mineral lands under the 
existing law is $10 an ucre: but the committee thought—and 
such was the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
officers of the Land Department—that $50 would be about the 
right price for these lands. 

The third section of the bill, to which objection has peen made, 
provides that where citizens of the United States or persons 
otherwise qualified have made discoveries and locations in good 
faith prior to 1890, and complied with the mining laws s> far as 
practicable, they shallupon the opening of this reservation have 
for thirty days a preferred right to make entry on these lands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Task the gentleman togive us a full explana 
tion of the bill on this subject which was passed by the last 
Congress and vetoed by the President. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I willdoso. I propose to state fairly every 
thing pertaining to this bill if I know how to do it. 

The committee considered whether they ought to give these 
people this preferred right, and decided it should be given 
to persons who actually made these mineral discoveries and 
locations under the mining laws prior to 1890. Why? The 
eastern boundary of this reservation is on the Colorado line. 
It was not defined prior to 1890, and afew persons, probably 
fifteen or twenty in number, discovered these locations, located 
upon them and expended their money in developing the claims, 
being all the time ignorant of the fact that they were within 
the reservation, supposing themselves to be within a county of 
the State of Colorado. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How many of such persons are there? 

Mr. RAWLINS. About fifteenortwentyaltogether. I know 
those people well. Thecommittee has thought proper in this bill 
to protect the rights ofsuch persons. It isknown that there has 
been a large corporation organized for the purpose of getting 
possession, if possible, of those asphaltum lands. 

[ now come to the question propounded to me by the chairman 


Here is a specimen 


| of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS}. In the last 


Mr. RAWLINS. The price would be $1.25 an acre according | 
| understood. The party must discover the mineral lands, he 


to the treaty; but in this bill the committee are silent-—— 

Mr. SAYERS. You propose really to give them the land. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why do better for them than the 
treaty provides? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am in favor of requiring the Indians to 
pay for theselands; I think they ought to do so: and the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to accom- 
plish that is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. And the proposition is to take the 
remainder and open it to homestead settlement at $1.50 an acre. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

: a CANNON of Illinois. And that is all there is in the 
1? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is substantially all there is in it. 

“wae SAYERS. Oh, no; there are some other things in the 
vill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. So muchas tothe agriculturallands. Now, 
the mineral lands are to be subject to entry under the mining 
laws of the United States. Under those laws a man who dis- 


tevers the mineral may locate a tract not exceeding 1,500 feet | 


Congress a bill was passed by this House and the Senate which 
cut off arbitrarily two tiers of townships from the eastern por- 
tion of the Uncompahgre Reservation, ignoring the rights of the 
Indians to take allotments upon the lands; and it also contiined 
a provision in these terms: 

Provided, That any mineral location heretofore made or attempted to be 
made on said lands, or any Pe: thereof, by any qualitied person, who shall 
have made the same in good faith, shail bear date and be allowed the same 
as if said lands had been public lands at the time of said attempted location 
or institution of said proceedings, but said mineral location shall not be 
completed except upon the payment of $20 an acre, or at that rate for the 

imount taken up by the claim; but no claim shall contain more than 180 
acres 

You will observe, first, that that does not require the purty 
attempting to locate tohave made the discovery of the mineral! 
land, as this bill does. Second, it does not require him to make 
the location at all. That provision in the mining law is well 


musterect his monuments, make his claim, 1,500 feet each way, 
and he must also define the boundaries of the claim, which must 
be distinctly marked on the ground, and he can not take, under 
the operations of this bill, to exceed 10 acres at most under the 
provisions of the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And at a price of $50 per acre. 

Mr. RAWLINS (continuing). But under the old bill he was 
only required to make an attempt at location, as the bill which 
was passed and vetoed by President Harrison provided, and he 
was also allowed to enter 160 acres and not required to make 
any expenditure for the development of the land. On these 
grounds the President vetoed the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And was required to pay only $320 per acr 
for the land. 

Mr. RAWLINS. 
yer acre. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. RAWLINS. Let me conclude my statement. 

This bill restricts the privilege of muking the location, as 


Yes: while this requires the payment of $50 
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contemplated by the law, to the actual discoverer of the mineral 
deposits, and allows the location of not exceeding 10 acres, for 
which the party shall pay $50 per acre. 

In thi these parties have complied in all respects with 
the provisions of the mining law and entered the lands when 


5 CUSL 


the boundaries of the reservation were not accurately defined. | 


They entered upon the lands in good faith, and this third sec- 
tion of the bill is, in my judgment, rather a restriction than an 
extension of their rights and privileges, as held by the Supreme 
Co of the United States in the case of Noonan against the 


Caledonia Mining Company, where persons went on toa new | 
reservation in the Black Hills prior to the opening of the reser- | 


vation. and made entry. 

Mr. SAYERS. Just in that conneetion can the gentleman 
state to the House whoconstitute the syndicate that are interes- 
ted in the third section? 


Mr. HOLMAN. [f that seetionis proposed tobe stricken ont, | 


whnt is the useof wasting time about it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Weare endeavoring to avoid giving any ad- 
vantage to speculators. 

Mr. SAY IcRS, 
are, und what their connection is with this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isit agreed thatthe third section shall be 
stricken out? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wasgoing on to state, if the gentleman will 
permit me,in answer to the question which has been 
pounded, that so fay as the third seetion is concerned, in my 
judgment, and I have eavefully investigated the question, there 
is absolutely no syndicate involved, and the only persons inter- 
ested are some fifteen or twenty citizens of Utah and Colorado. 


In the last Congress a similar bill was vetoed at the request | 


of the Gilsenite Company of St. Louis. They opposed the bill 
at that time aud brought strong pressure to bear against it. 
Since then they have changed their minds in connection with 
the matter, for the reason that they desired to construct a rail- 
road through the Indian reservation to a mining claim which 
they own and which was virtually given to them by act of Con- 
gre-s passed in L881. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman, if the third 
section is not inserted ‘nthe bill, whether whatever rights these 
parties have will not be sacriticed? 

Mr.RAWLINS. Certainly, but 

Mr. SAYERS. They have no rights at all, beeause they are 
trespassers. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The reason that I am willing to consent to 
striking it out is that under the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, which I have already eited and which I 
have at hand, the peeple not only wholocated but who made en- 
tries prior to L890, as they did in this case, are protected, as well 
as all persons who entered the lands in good taith, made loca- 
tions, and expended money in improvements, provided they 
were in possession of the property at the time the reservation is 
open to settlement. They are protected, and the rights, in my 
judgment, are more enlarged under that decision of the Su- 
preme Court than they are under the third section of the bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will allow me, since 
St. Louis has been mentioned, I wish to state that there is no 
connection whatever by anybody in St. Louis with any one of 
these discoveries. But I wish to say this: That if youstrike out 
section 3, you legislate in favor of corporations and rich syndi- 
cates 

Mr. SAYERS. How? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT (continuing, ) 








Beeause any rich syndicate 


can hire a lot of toughs and through their assistance ride rough- | 


shod over the rights of the bona fide claimants and diseoverers. 
This section affects the rights of some twelve or fifteen poor 
people, and the only way to protect them is to adopt this see- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statement of the 
gentleman from Missouri is entirely beyond and outside of the 
language of the third section, and I would like the gentleman to 
yield to me—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
I can have time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah has the floor, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a& moment? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, I appreciate the motive of my friend 
from Texas, but itisnot an unusual thing in the opening of these 
reservations in the Western country to find settlements made 
by bona fide prospectors, men seeking ore in the mountains, 
who have gone in and got possession by the discovery of min- 
erals, and carried out, asfaras possible, the mining laws, believ- 
ing it to be public land ef the United States. 

Now, I quite agree with the gentleman that it is a limitation 


I wish to make that statement clenrer, if 
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But we wish to know who these speculators | 


pro- | 
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| Ou the power, rather than broadening it or giving any syndicate 
| a chance to steal this land. It looks to me like a limitation on 
their power, in the light of the decision to which the gentleman 
has referred, with which all men familiar with the mining laws 
| aresomewhat wellacquainted. The onesuggestion I wish to mak: 
to my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is this, that if these pro 
pectors located in good faith, not knowing this to be a reserva 
| tion, the lines of the reservation subsequently covering it, th. 

| did all they could to make valid locations, and I do not think thi 
suggestion of the gentleman is just, in the light of what has been 
said, when he says that asyndicate has hold of it. It seems to 
me the language of the bill is rather a protection of that prop- 
erty from syndicates, than to allow them to take possession. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Utah allow mo fiy 
minutes? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
| this bill and to show that by the very report of the committee 
| the billas itis now before the House ought not to pass. The 
| committee in their re; ort say: 

By their agreement of Liarch 6, 1880, these Indians agreed to aceept allot 
ments as provided in the substitute bill reported. This agreement was rat 
ified by the act of Congress dated June 15, 1880 (21 Statutes, 169). Under the 
agreement the Indians were to pay for the lands allotted to them at the rate 
of $1.25 per acre 

And yet the committee reported in faver of giving these In- 
dians the lands for which they had stipulated, under the treaty, 
to pay at the rate of $1.25 an acre, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. A mistaken idea of humanity that 
the House is constantly going into. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs why he did not provide for the purchase of these 
lands by the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, well, we are adopting a very liberal! 
policy toward these Indians. We took a large body of their 
lands in Colorado, and we gave them a large body of land, 
very considerable body of land, but much less than they had in 
Colorado, a large portion of which is apparently valueless. It 
had been agreed that these Indians should pay for the lands 
assigned them in Utah $1,25 per acre. I admit that this is 
simply a question as to how liberal Congress should be toward 
that tribe of Indians. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, when it is borne in 
mind that the probability is that beneath the surface of some 
of these lands are minerals which make them as valuable, if not 
more so, than any lands in the United States, I think the com- 
mittee have been exceedingly liberal to these Indians. 

Mr, LYNCH. The allotments are confined to agricultural 
lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They take only agricultural iands. 

Mr. SAYERS. Agricultural lands provided there be a sulti- 
cient amount of them. 

Mr. LYNCH. There are fifteen times as many aeres of agri- 
cultural lands as will be needed for this purpose. 
| Mr. SAYERS. Now, letus read this section 3. If the gen- 
| tleman agrees to strike it out, I will not refer to it further. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I object. . 

Mr. RAWLINS. I suggest tothe gentleman from Texas that 
he let that matter be voted upon by the House. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let me read the section: 

Ssc. 3. That rsons otherwise qualified to make entries who have, in 
good faith, made mineral diseoveries.and locations within the limits of said 
reservation prior to the Ist day of July, 1890— 

That is, persons who have gone upon lands that were reserved 
from location— 


and who have complied with the law in regard to the entry and location of 
mineral lands as far as practicable— 


There was no law authorizing them tolocate on any portion of 
these lands. No gentleman can point outa provision of any stat- 
ute which authorized these men to go and locate upon them- 


shall, upon the opening of said lands to entry, have the preferred right of 
entering their respective locations for thirty days next after such opening, 
but no longer. 

Now, I will call the attention of themembersto a clause inthe 
veto message of President Harrison. He says: 

The object, then, of this legislation is to be sought not in any public de- 
mand for these lands for the use of settlers—for if they aro susceptible of 
that use, the Indians have a clear equity to take allotments upon them— 
but in that part of the bill which confirms the mineral entries, or entries for 
mineral uses, which have been unlawfully made ‘‘or attempted to be mado 
on said lands.’ It is evidently a private and not a public end that is to be 
promoted, it does not fellow, of course, that this private end may not be 
wholly meritorious, and the relief sought on behalf of these persons alto- 
gether just and proper. The facts, as I am advised, are that upon these 
lands there are veins or beds of asphaltum or Gilsonite, supposed to be of 
very great value. 

Bntries have been mado in that vicinity, but_upon public lands, which 
lands have been resold for verylarge amounts. It is notimportant perhaps 
that the United States should in parting with these lands realize their value, 





but it is essential, I think, that favoritism should have no partin connec- 
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tion with the sales. pry bpd mfirms all attempted entrie noe yee | Ir. CANNON of Illinois. (nd agreed to pay for ' > nl 
lands a 1e price of ®& er ¢ *(a price is sugge e of so sethit | or . , oe : 
= aan ae F genes al aaa fence 8 a price caer eens ro f som sy hin aa am _ eralty later on -n th > course of tim - - ory 
the claim, oreven proof that the claimant was the di scoverer of the deposits | » out of the $800,090. Now, the gentleman says they ares 
bill requires “good faith but it W ill be a sil le for the staining, and I am glad to know they are Has the ventleman 
‘ yf the Interior artment to show a knowledge on the pat ht wf $1 . . 1 
the ueni al the Lines of the reservation. “Sanaheaeks pra sehis ably | | ougn ous an suUCHCS uy on : — indians, . hho »h por peemeare- ween 
is matter, inthe hands of the claimant. But why should good faith }; &0G who are self-sustainine,of receiving a gift, not some n 
he moment of attempting ae ae = = any roa r yet expendl- | gut of thi ir rights under the law, for which ome are subject to 
upon a reservation, Biv “taata ant ise in the salcot these lands tha: | Pay? ‘The white fellow can not stand that very well. It woul 
lay repli ut a very large sum of mone | end to demor: lize — Will it not tend ito demoralize self 
That is what President Meeriaos said when he vetoed a bi vini yo co and take something for nothing? ‘ 
imilar to the third clause in the — | LYNCH. “This is the first instance of this kind we h 
Mr. LY NCH. Mr.Chairman,I want to say that section 3 was in any treaty to my knowledge, or th at I have heard 
insertedas a matter of justice and righicoud with abundant pr Mr. 8 AYERS They were paid for their land in Colorad 
edent. Iteame to the knowledge of the committee that about | HOLMAN. That was a very large body of land. 
the yenr 1889 or 1890 this asphalt mineral was discovered by Me . SAYERS. But they weve paid for it. 
prospectors, me n of nerve and energy, who went there of their Mr. HOLMAN. A mere nominal sum. 
own accord, believing they were on the public lands. The; Mr. CANNON of Illinois. if the gentleman will allow n 
de their discoveries in zoou faith, marked out their mins is not the amount of money involved. That is not the gq 
allotments, and r orded the rentries in Colorado, be lieving the a. tall, but it is the risk you run when you have asma 
land was in that State. handful of Indians, like the XN avajoes in Idaho, who a f 
\fterwards it was discovered that the State line betwe pms and who are working out their own salvation, of pu 
Colo:ado and Utah van further east, and they were found to be ig —— into their hands for nothing. I say that woul 
on this reservation. That was the condition of things as repre- | tend to demoralize and pauperize white people. Mayte the | 
§ sented to the committee. It was also represented that there inns have character enough to stand it. 
E were not exeeeding eight. ten, or fifteen, atthe outside, of these Mr. HOLMAN. [t will not affect the Navajoes. We 
f dis-overers. propriating money for their support all the time 
H By striking out this section you deprive those brave, hardy Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. And are tending to do 
' discoverers of the fruits of their honest labor and luck, and that | them in doing so. — 
t without any justification. Mr. LYNCH. You have either got todo that or hav 
4 The committee thought as a matter of good faith, as a matter liable to become a Government charge again. The lan ) 
i of justice, and asa} ward for their having made this discovery, ulotted to them is neither all good nor all bad. Mill 
A by which this country has been benefited millions of dollars, | acres of the same kind of land adjoins this reservation whi 
the rights of these men should be protected; I am willing to | has been subject to entry for years, but no white man seems to 
limit the number of these men totwenty-five. There is not that | Wantit even asa gift. The land is more or less mountainou 
number, but to be safe, from all the information of the commit- | 2nd can only be used by means of irrigation. 
' tee, that number would cover all meritorious entries. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. - You have got to feed th 
i fv. SAYERS. You say there are ten or fifteen? Why should | how. 
a you desire to limit it to twenty-five? Mr. LYNCH. We do not feed them. We have not paid a 
if Mr. LYNCH. I would be willing to limit it to fifteen of the | dollar for their support for years. 
c early discoverers. Our information is of a less number. Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Butthey get the interest on t 
Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | money which does feed them. 
question. Mr. LYNCH. Lam only submitting the judgment of the Com 
e Mr. LYNCH. Certainly mittee on Indian Affairs as to the best policy to be pursued with ' 
ig Mr. WARNER. May I ask if the amount of money that the | these Indians. If the judgment of the House is different, none 
3 United States will get in any case is atall affected by this amend- | of us will find any fault. “Whether you approve or disapproy 
/ ment? our action is wholly immaterial to thecommittee. It seemed 
Mr. LYNCH. Notatall. us wise not to disturb these Indians in their rights —not to pro { 
' Now, as to the other proposition about their having that land. | voke any uprising such as would be liable to happenif their an- 
i It is a matter of indifference to the committee what action the | nual income should be decreased. 
i House may take. These Indians were placed upon that land in We consider that they are doing very well, and we should 
: 1880. They have lived there continuously since. They regard | satisfied to let them alone. Requiring them to pay the fix ' 
that as their own property. They are self-sustaining. They | price for that land, which is more than double its actual v ’ 
are not costing the Government a dollar; and it was the | when taken asa whole, may provoke disturbances or a fecling 
q opinion of the committee that, with the belief ‘resting in the | of —— that would in a short time cost more than the va \ 
I minds of these Indians that they owned that land, that in dis-| of the lands. They sold about 6,000,000 acres in Colorado in ' 
i posing of them it was reasonable and fair to say to them, ‘‘Go | 1880 for $800,000, and a third of that will be taken back for one | 
i and take your allotments of 200,000 acres out of 1,900,000, and go | thirtieth of the quantity of land of practically the san 1d 
and support yourseives out of what you have.” If we take pay | and value. 
for land out of the moneys they have, it makes them all the Mr. RAWLINS. Lask that we now proceed to consid 
more liable to come back on the Government for support. It | amendments. 
was the judgment of the committee that so long as this tribe Mr. SAYERS. I desire to move to strike out the t 
was self-sustaining it was in the interest of harmonv to treat | tion. 
them in this way. = _s HAIRMAN. General debate is not closed 
That was the reason for the action of the committee. The RAWLINS. Lask unanimous consent that ge 
committee is wholly indifferent, and is perfectly willing totake ite be ¢ losed, and that the bill be considered under the | 
the judgment of the House as to whether they shall pay for the | minute rule 
land or not. None of us care a straw one way or the other ex- There was no objection. 
cept in the interest of peace and fair play, because by taking The Clerk proceeded to read the bill when 
that land and requiring them to make payment for it, it might Mr. LYNCH. Lask unanimous consent that the reading of 
make a disturbance that would cost very much more than it 1e bill by sections be omitted, and that amendme! 
would to give them the land. ? offered to any part of the bill at this time. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much is there in the Treas- The CHAIRMAN. As though the bill were being 
ury to the credit of these-Indians under the treaty made for th ° in the House? 
purchase of their former reservation? Mr. LYNCH. . es, sir. 
Mr. LYNCH. Seventeen hundred thousand dollars, which a — was no objection. 
belongs to the three tribes—about 2,000 persons. VILLIAM A.STONE. [offer the amendment 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What part of it belongs to these | end to ike desk. 
{ndians? The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LYNCH. Ne: irly half. | or the word ‘‘location,”’ in line 22 of page 2, insert 
Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Eight hundred and fifty thousand | , “4"4 provided, That said Indians shall pay 81.25 per aere for 
dollars, under the treaty. = ”m = a now in the Uni ed Sta es T reasury realized from t i o 
eir lands in Colorado, as provided by their contract with th ; n 


Mr. LYNCH. Perhaps. ment.”’ 


Mr. CANNON of lilinois. I want to see if I understand the The amendment was agreed to. 
matter right. They parted with their Colorado land for eight Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend by striking out section 3. 
hundred and odd thousand dollars? The question being taken, there were on a division called for 


Mr. LYNCH. Yes. by Mr. SAYERS)—ayes 9, noes 16, 
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Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr 
appointed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Rather than imperil the bill, I ask that this 
third section be stricken out by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it may be agreed that the third sec- 
tion be stricken out. Iam very confident that under the state 
of the lawasit has heen construed by the Supreme Court, the 
rights of these persons, if they have any rights, will be pro- 
tected atany rate. I hope there will be no objection to strik- 
ing out this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the count by tellers the gentle- 
man from Indiana asks that the third section of the bill be 
struck out. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it 
is soordered. The Chair will treat the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas and the point of no quorum as withdrawn. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. SAYERS and Mr. LYNCH were 


Strike out all after the word * 

thereo 

oP ” Meided, That the cost of executing the provisions of this act shall not 
exceed the sum of $16,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that pur- 
pose out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. LYNCH. 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the amendment by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ sixteen thousand” and inserting “eight thousand.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be adopted we might just as well not 
pass the bill. This maiter was submitted to the Department 
for an estimate as to the amount which would be necessary; and 
after obtaining such an estimate, the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, to whom the matter was submitted, 
agreed on behalf of his committee that $16,000 should be the 
amount appropriated. By throwing open these two reserva- 
tions amounting to about 4,000,000 acres of land, there will be 
restored to the public domain about 3,500,000 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by this bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That will be the ultimate result. It will 
bring into the Treasury of the United States, in my judgment, 
millions of dollars. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not probable that within thirty days 
the filing fees will be very much larger than this sum? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. PICKLER. If there is any amount of land taken, that 
will certainly be so. 

Ir. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam opposed to the reduction to $8,000—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has been 
recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theexpense attending the allotments ofland 
in severalty to the Indians, and the disposal of what remains 
alter the allotments are completed have necessarily involved 
very considerable expense to the Government. 
myself that $15,000 will not be required—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then the Government will not expend 
it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 

Mr. SAYERS. 
be re juired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I was going on to say, in view of the 
opinions of members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who 
have investigated this matter more fully than I have, and ‘espe- 
cially with reference to the chairman of the subcommittee, who 
has examined it very thoroughly and carefully—Mr. LyNncu, 
c she iirman of the subecommittee—who thinks the amount will be 

quired, I will not press the motion. But the extravagance all 
shone the line of this Indian business ought to be retrenched. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Utah, which has 
just been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H.R. 6557, had directed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments, and with the 
recommendation that as so amended it do pass. 

Mr. LYNCH. I ask the previous question on the amendments 
and on the bill to its passage. 


interior,’ inline 6, page 4, and insert in lieu 


The committee will not object to that amend- 


I have no doubt 


Oh, yes it will, if appropriated. 
I have no doubt that the whole amount will 
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The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bi ll as a mended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and being en- 
grossed, it was accor dingly read the third time, and prssed. 

On motion of Mr. LYNCH, a motion to recons ider tho last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

YUMA INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, [ call up the Senate bill, No. 
1919, to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians 
of California for the cession of their surplus lands, and for othe 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask unanimous consent that it be consid- 
ered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, and this 
will go over. 


FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 121) to 
amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in theconstruction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, approved September 29, 1890, which is privileged un 
der clause 51 of Rule XI. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. REED. LI rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. REED. By what right is this bill called up? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas claims it is 
privileged. 


The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore gi rante: | 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur 
poses, approved September 29, 1890. 

Mr. REED. That was reported on June 27,I believe, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On June 27. 

Mr. REED. IfI recollect aright a decision of Mr. Speaker 

Carlisle, it was to the effect that a report had no priv ilege ex- 
cept at the time it was made. 

Mr. MCRAE. There can be no question about the right of 
way for this bill. It was reported June 27 and held on the 
Speaker's table with the privilege reserved. This was done in 
order to have the report printed for the House. 

Mr. REED. I do not see how that could be done. Whena 
bill is laid on the table in the House that is the end of it under 
ourrules. Perhaps I can assist the Speaker by stating that on 
page 6898 of the RECORD the transaction is recorded, and the 
Speaker's observation at the time, I find on examination, was a% 
follows: 

The bill, together with the report, will be printed and laid on the tabie 
subject to be called up under the rules. 

That, it seems to me, was an erroneous proceeding, unless th: 
practice of the House has at some time beén changed. I notico 
that the committee or somebody seems to have anticipated 
something of the kind, and has recorded on the bill these words: 


Reported with anamendment. Held on the table for the present. 

That is not a proper parliamentary transaction, as far as my 
experience goes. 

tT knew of no proceeding of the House which holds a bill on 
the table ‘‘for the present.” If a bill is on the table, that is an 
end of it under the practice of the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. There can be no question but that the bill was 

reported as a privileged report, and by consent held on the 
Speaker’ 8 table. 

Mr. REED. It should then have been taken up, and if not 
taken up, it lost its privilege. 

Mr. MCRAE. It was privileged when it was reported, and its 
privilege was expressly reserved. That was what I asked, and 
that was the order made. 

Mr.REED. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, by what author- 
ity the indorsement was put on the bill itself,‘* Held on the table 
for the present,” and whether there has been any precedent for 
such action as is indicated by that, or whether the Public 
Printer had any authority to print that on it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. The Chair has 
sent for the Journal. The note taken by the Clerk at the time 
reads: 


Printed and laid on the table, with leave to present the same for considera- 
tion at any time. 
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What is in the Journal the Chair does not know, but he has 
sent for the Journal. 

Mr. REED. That does not seem to agree with the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Journal controls, and not the 
RECORD. 

Mr. REED. Undoubtedly: but if that was not the fact, the 
Journal ought to be corrected, and itis not too late to do it now. 
I move that the Journal be corrected to agree with the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is as to whether this bill 
has lost its privilege. 

Mr. REED. If the Journal gives it a false privilege by incor- 
rectly stating the fact, I suppose the correction of the Journal 
would be proper. I donot know whether the Journal is in ac- 
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cordance with the fact or not. I only know that the two other | 


records of the House, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the bill 
itself, show that statement in the Journal is not correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the gentleman does not contend 
that the REcorRD governs instead of the Journal. The Journal 
very clearly states that unanimous consent was given, and that 
this measure might be called up at any time, as it could have 
been called up for consideration at the time the report was 
made. The Journal containing this recital certainly must gov- 
ern. 


that it be corrected so as to agree with the fact. 

Mr. MCRAE. The Journal is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language in the 
Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MCRA®, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported the bill (H. R. 
121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, ap- 
approved September 29, 1890; which, with the accompanping report, was or- 
dered to be printed, and laid on the table, with leave to present the same for 
consideration at any time. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks that under that order the 
bill would not lose its privilege. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair hold that it is not in order to 
move to correct the Journal in accordance with the fact? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not now. The Journal has been 
approved. 

Mr. MCRAE. The Journal is correct, and states substan- 
tially what I asked when [ reported the bill and the order that 
the House made. 

Mr. REED. Then this is another instance of the incorrect- 
ness of the RECORD, and also of the Public Printer’s indorse- 
ment on the bill. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes, approved September 29, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1. That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the 
United States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted 
toany State or to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad 
opposite to and coterminous with the portion of any such railroad not con- 
structed and completed within the time specified in the act making the 
grant for the construction and completion of the whole of such railroad for 
the aid or benefit of which such lands were granted; and all such lands are 
declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this act shall 
not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of any 
company heretofore granted. 

The Committee on Public Lands recommended the following 
amendment: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“Sec. 2. That all the rights, privileges, and preferences given, granted, or 
secured by the said act approved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and pur- 
ehasers of the lands forfeited thereby be, and the same are hereby, given, 
granted, and secured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands 
hereby forfeited and restored upon the same terms and conditions and for 
the same periods of time therein specified, computing from the date of this 
amendatory act.”’ 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, does this go to the Comittee of 
the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. What Calendar is it on? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is on no Calendar. It is privileged and was 
held on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman make the point that it 
should be first considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. REED. I have not examined the matter carefully. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no rule which requires its considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It makes no charge on the public Treasury. 

Mr. REED. I want to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
fact. I have examined it somewhat hurriedly. I do not know 
whether there is anything in the point or not, that by the sec- 
ond section as proposed it is provided: 

That all the rights, privileges, and preferences given, granted, or secured 
by the said act approved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and purchasers 
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of the lands forfeited thereby be, and the same are hereby, given, cranted, 
and secured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands hereby 


forfeited 

That, itseems to me, isin the nature of aconveyance of property 
of the United States, if the theory of the bill be correct, and so 
it would have to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no new grant or conveyance in this 
billatall. It is anamendment of the existing forfeiture act ap- 
proved September 29, 1850; nothing more and nothing less. 

There is no new grant of land, no new grantof rightof way, and 
the reservation in section 2 for the settlers is intended to mike 
certain what I believe the first section would give them. 

Mr. REED. But the Speaker can not take that for granted. 
If a proposition be made to enact law, the Speaker. must pro- 
ceed, and the House must proceed, under the assumption that 
the law does something; and what this claims to do 1s to grant 
and secure and to give certain lands, and hence the bill must 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. It is not an answer 
for the gentleman to say a portion of his bill does not mean any- 
thing. The Speaker is bound to presume that it does mean 
something, or Congress would not be called upon to enact it. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point is that it does not give anything 


|} more than the present law now gives. It grants no right to 


. . , ; ‘ | lands over which we now have control. 
Mr. REED. The Journal is evidently incorrect, and [ move 4 


Mr. REED. That isa matter of argument, and you argue it 


| the other way by presenting it here. You argue that it is nec- 


essary to enact by oivering the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I donot think that even as an original propo- 
sition this amendment would not carry it to the committee. 
The original forfeiture act was not considered in Committee of 
the Whole. Bills upon this subject have always been consid- 
ered in the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa|Mr. LACEY] has ex- 
amined the matter more carefully than I have, and he will make 
another point; but I think that which [ have made already is 
sufficient. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make another sugges- 
tion as to why this bill should go to the Committee of the 
Whole. The Chair of course will take notice of the limitations 
in the original grants of land of which a forfeiture is sought to 
be declared by this bill. Inthis original grant it was provided 
that the railroad companies should carry the mails, United 
States troops, and certain goods free of charge to the Govern- 
ment. They have done so. At least the presumption is that 
they have; or they might have doneso. Putit thit way, if you 
please. 

If Congress now declares a forfeiture of the lands embraced 


| in these grants, any money that has heretofore been retained 


| 





from the various railroads, or deducted from the allowance due 
to them by reason of the fact that they were land-grant roads, 
must be refunded; and in fact itis true that ssveral million dol- 
lars have already been received or withheld by the Government 
on account of carrying troops and mails over these very roads, 
or over particular parts of these roads, where it is now sought 
to annul and forfeit the grant. 

If so, then this bill will either create a charge on the Treas- 
ury or might do so, and if the bill might create a charge upon 
the Treasury, involving an outlay of money, it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole. As a matter of fact it does involve 
between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000 of expenditure from the public 
Treasury that must be provided for either in this bi!l or in some 
other way if this forfeiture is declared. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield to 
me fora motion? I ask unanimous consent that the naval ap- 
propriation bill be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, 


| after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for th i) 


| year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


| 


The SPEAKER. Without objection this bill, with Senate 
amendments, will be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 
Mr. REED. I want to state to the Speaker the point as I un- 


| derstandit. I supposed the other point was sufficient to cover 


it, and I had not examined the matter very much. First, there 
is the proviso in the first section: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of 
way of station grounds of any company heretofore granted 

The intention of that being to confirm any title that has been 
given. The second section prescribes as to all the rights, privi- 
leges, and preferences given and granted or secured by the act 
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to settlers upon and purchasers of the land forfeited thereby, 
‘*the same are hereby given, granted, and secured to all settlers 
upon and purchasers of any of the land.” 

Now, the only answer made is that this provision of the sec- 
tion isthe same as the existing law. The Speaker can not pre- 
sume that. The House is to take action on the provision before 
it; and the Speaker must be governed by the facts of the case 
as they appear in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thatis the point on which the Chair would 
like to hear the gentleman from Arkansas—as tothe second sec- 
tion, 

Mr. MCRAE. The second section, asI have already stated, 
is intended to make the remaining sections of the original act, 
to which this is an amendment, applicable to any lands that may 
be forfeited and restored by it; but the main proposition in the 
bill is to extend the forfeiture and restore lands to the public 
domain which are, to say the least of it, not now a part of the 
public domain. The legal title to the land is in the railroad com- 
panies and the lands are reserved to satisfy the grants, so that 
we grant nothing at all until we reclaim it by this bill. 

‘There is no attempt to grant the title to anything now under 
the control of the United States. The second section simply 
declares that as to a part of the estates to which we propose to 
resume title by the first section for breach of conditions, that 
if it has been disposed of to settlers, they shall have a prefer- 
ence to purchase or hold it in certain cases. This right was se- 
cured by the original act. 

[ repeat that it grants no title that we now have; andit grants 
nothing except a part of what we may restore by this act: so 
that it seems to me there should be no question about the point 
of order. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman admit that it grants-a part? 

Mr. MCRAE. Itexceptsfrom the forfeiture that which has 
been disposed of to bona tide settlers, toalimited extent. Thatis 
all the second section does. 

Mr. REED. If the section does not do anything, what is its 
object? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have stated the object. It is to except from 
the proposed forfeiture that which has been disposed of by the 
railroad companies to purchasers, not exceeding 320 aeres to 
each bona fide settler. 

Mr. REED. Then 
United States? 

Mr. MCRAE. Notunless this bill passes. It will be held by 
the railroad companies unless we resume title. In doing this 
the bill proposes to except from the provisions of the forfeiture 
a part of the lands referred to in the secoud section. 

Mr. REED. That is, in substance, you take the land away 
from the railroad company and confirm it to the settler. 

Mr. MCRAE. We confirm the title to the settler as we for- 
feit that of the railroad companies. 

Mr. REED. But whatever right the United States Govern- 
ment has in it you give to the settler. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, forfeiture bills like this 
have been presented in every Congress since the Forty-eighth, 
and they have always been considered in the House. I would 
not undertake to state that the point has been made in every 
case, but I think it was made in the Fifty-first Congress, when 
the act to which thisis an amendment was under consideration. 
I know that it was considered in the House, and the previous 
question ordered and amendments cut off. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam not mistaken about the bill having been 
considered in the House. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I am not mistaken as to the fact of the bill 
having been considered in the House. I may be mistaken as to 
whether the point was made or not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas answer me one question for information? ‘He spoke 
about 320 acres being confirmed to each settler who had pur- 
chased from the railroad company prior to the date of the pas- 
sage of the act. Now, is there anything in this bill giving 320 
acres? 

Mr.McRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me make myself clear. 
The gentleman from-Arkansas has stated that wherever a set- 
tler has purchased 320.acres from the railroad company this act 
will confirm to him that much land and.no more. Now; is any 
such provision found in the .aet of 1890? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; but the settler must pay $1.25 per acre, 








is settled that that belongs to the 


it 


unless he has paid that much to the railroad. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
declare only. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
extent of the forfeiture. 


As to the extent of the forfeiture which we 


I am not speaking as to the 
lL am inguiring for information as. to 
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the quantity of land allowed the settler who has purchased from 
the railroad corporation. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think itis not exceeding 320 acres to each 
yurchaser from the railroad companies. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is the way I understood 
the gentleman. 
Mr. MCRAE, 
ber 29, 1890. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the question presented by tho 
point of order which has been made strikes me asone of no great 
difficulty. The gentleman from Maino suggests that in the 
matter of confirming title of these lands that the railroad com- 
pany has sold to bona fide settlers, we are doing the same thing 
a8 if conveying the title of the United States. That is my un- 
derstanding of the gentleman’s position. Now, such is not the 
real attitude of this question. Suppose we had granted to the 
railroad company 100 acres of land and the company under tho 
law had forfeited its right to it. If we took no action to exer- 
cise the right of forfeiture, the 100 acres would belong to the 
railroad company. 

Now, if instead of resuming the whole 100 acres, we see fit to 
exercise the right of forfeiture as to 50 acres, allowing the other 
50 acres to stand, I should like to know how such failure to ex- 
ercise the right of forfeiture can be construed as a new grant of 
the lands by the United States? The Governmentsimply exer- 
cises its option as to whether it will forfeit the whole 100 acres 
or only the 50 acres. 

Now, the 50 acres we do not forfeit are the 50 that the rail- 
road has granted to bona fide settlers; and there is no charge on 
the United States Treasury in the bill, as I understand this sec- 
ond section of it. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit me to call his atten- 
tion to this fact which he seems to have overlooked. Section 2 
provides— 

That all the rights, privileges, and preferences given, granted, or securad 
by the said act, approved September 29, 1890, to settlers upon and purchasers 
of the lands forfeited— 

Not the lands that are not forfeited, but all the lands thatare 
forfeited. Now, to whom are they forfeited? Necessarily for- 
feited tothe United States. Whatis forfeited— 

all the rights, privileges, and preference * are hereby 

Not by the other act, but by this act 

given, granted, and secured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any 
of the lands hereby forfeited. 

The lands ‘‘ hereby forfeited ” are forfeited to the United States, 
because they could not be forfeited to anybody else. Having 
got them forfeited, we say in language technical inits character 
that the— 

rights, privileges, and preferences are granted or secured, etc., to settlers 
upon and purchasers of the lands forfeited. 

Now, the process is to forfeit the lands, and that brings them 
to the United States. The next process, which brings it within 
the jurisdiction of the Committees on Rules, is to give and to 
grant to some other person these lands which have been for- 
feited and have become theproperty of the United States, and 
the fact that itis done in one time and two motions does not 
make any difference. 

Mr. TERRY. LIbeg leave tosuggest tothe distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine that he has permitted his intellect to become 
entangled ina mere mesh of verbiage. He ‘‘sticksin the bark.” 
He refers to the language and the letter of it without looking 
at the substance of what is really done. All we do, asTI said 
before, is to resume 50 acres, so to speak, of the 100 acres which 
we formerly granted to the railroad, and do not resume title to 
the 50 that are still in the hands of the bona fide settlers. 
Now, the gentleman from Mainecan criticise the particular lan- 
guage used. but that is really the substance of what is done. 
Mr. LACEY. I would like to call the attention of the Chair 
to the original act of 1890, to which this is an amendment, ~ 

t 


That is my recollection of the act of Septem- 


& 


which has a direct bearing upon the question raised here. 
is provided in section 3 of that act— 

That in all cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with the permis- 
sion.ofsuch State or corporation or its assignees, are in the possession of, 
and have made improvements upon any of the lands hereby resumed and 
restored, and are not entitled to enter the sameunder the provisions of this 
act. such parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in which 
to remove any growing crop, and within which time they snall also been- 
titled to remove all buildings and other movable improvements from said 
land. 

It grants the buildings and crops to these persons as indicated 
here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair‘is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. If this bill were simply one to abrogate « 
land grant heretofore made, the Chair has no doubt it would be 
and should be considered in the House, because there ‘is nothing 
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in the rule that requires a bill of that sort to be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

All bills making appropriations of money or property must be considered 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The question is whether this bill makes an appropriation of 
the property of the United States. The gentleman from Ar- 
karisas contends that this is merely a forfeiture of acertain part 
of the lands heretofore granted to a certain corporation. 

Now, if that were the bill and nothing else, the Chair thinks 
it might be and would be considered in the House. But this 
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bill, it seems to the Chair, goes further than that. It forfeits | 
certuin lands, and then it grants certain lands. It confirms the | 


title to certain lands now in the United Statesin the individuals 
who have sought to obtain title from the railroads. So that it 
seems to the Chair that this is a disposition within the meaning 
of the rule of the public property of the United States. 

Che bill provides 


znts, privileg 
roved September 


3, and preferences given, granted, orsecured by 
1890, to settlers upon and purchasers of the 
y : i the same are hereby, given, granted, and 
tlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands hereby for- 





The same act which forfeits these lands confers, as the Chair 
underst t, upen certain settlers ana purchasers the right 
that they acquired under the act of 1890, and the lands forfeited 
by that ac That the Chair understands to be the purpose of 
the bill: and it seems to the Chair, in view of that ground—re- 
solving these questions always in favor of the largest debate, as 
is the habit, perhaps, and the proper one—the Chair thinks the 
bill oughtjto be considered in Committee of the Whole, and so 





t 


Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House resolve 
st 7 the Union for 


A 
Committee of the Whole House on the stat 
the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DoCKERY in the 
chair, for the consideration of the bill(H. R. 121) to amend an 


lve itself into. the 
0 4 


act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose | 


of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
OSes, approved September 29, 1890. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

“he bill was again read. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to use much 
time in discussing this bill. I believe the questions of fact and 
of law involved are all well understood by the committee and 
country. During the last twelve years from time to time we 
have had long and able discussions of the power and duty of 
Conzress to declare sueh forfeitures. The bill simply extends 
the forfeiture act of the 29th of September, 1890, so as to cover 
in addition to the lands thereby forfeited all lands opposite the 
lines of roads constructed out of time. 

Tnaat act only forfeited and restored to the United States the 
lands opposite to and coterminous with roads which had not 
been constructed and in operation at that time, and covered 
about 5,600,000 acres. This bill proposes to so extend the for- 
feiture as to reach back to the time fixed in the granting act, 
and proceeds upon the reasonable theory that the Government 


meant that time was of the essence of the contract whenit stipu- | 


lated for the completion of these roads within fixed times. 

This bill seeks to resume the title to all the lands opposite to 
road constructed after the tims required by the granting act or 
subsequent acts extending the originaltime. Itembraces about 
4,000 miles of road and about 48,000,000 acres of land, less the 
amount that would be confirmed to settlers holding under the 
‘ailroad companies, or, in other words, would extend the act of 
1890 so as to make it cover about 54,000,000 acres. 

Very few of the land grants have been finally adjusted and 
closed. Some of the roads for which grants were made never 
have been completed at all. Many of them have been completed 
after the time preseribed by law and while forfeiture bills were 
pending. Sinee the Forty-eighth Congress the House of Rep- 
resentatives during each Congress, with one exception, has never 
failed to pass a bill substantially like the one now pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that was the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. MCRAE. And that was the Pifty-first Congress. 

The map which was prepared at the Land Office shows the 
railroad land grants in the United States. That part of the 
map indicated in yellow shows the lines of road that were not 
completed and that have been heretofore forfeited. The red 
shows the road. constructed and completed, and the flags on the 
long lines indicate the parts built out of time. 


| 





} And now, after they have disposed of millions of acres of 


| apperrs to the committee that it is not unjust to require thei 


1263 


The seale of the map is too small to indicate very clearly on 
the shorter lines the length of road that would be covered by 
this act, but the mileage and area are both shown in the repor 
by States as well as by roads. 

A simple glance at this map, Mr. Chairman, will show the 
enormous area of the public domain that has been granted for 
the purpose of aiding in constructing railroads in the States and 
Territories. These great grants were not intended as gratui 
ties, but were based upon a consideration to pass to the Govern- 
ment, and that was to have roads in certain times. 

During the time that it took these subsidized land-grant roads, 
with these princely grants, to construct 20,000 miles of road, pri 
vate capital, unaided by the Government,constructed through 
the same States over 100,000 miles. ; 

Many of the land-grant roads appear to have been delayed un 
fter private capital had developed the country and built up 
ation that would justify the construction of roads with- 
out Government aid. Congress intended, when it granted this 
immense area of public land for this purpose, that the road 
were to be built in the manner and within the timeagreed upon. 








land at exorbitant prices, some of them have acquired from 
these grants almost enough money to construct the roads, 





to give backto the people allof the remainder of the lands not 
earned in time. We have dealt more than fairly with the 
roads when we contirm title in those who have purchased not 
exceeding 320 acres each from them and give the compani 
the benefit of these sales. 

‘These immense holdings by railroad .companies for specul 
tive purposes have not redounded to the good ofourcountry, and 


| should be discouraged. These lands are desired by the home 


less people of the country, and if the United States has the right 
to resume the title by legislativeaction, it should be swift in do- 
ing so. Since the decision in the case of Schulenburg vs. Harri- 


| man, reported in 7 Wallace, the country has understood that it 


requires legislative action to restore the title. 

Prior to that time the people believed that the mere failure 
to construct the roads within the time required forfeited the 
grant, and in somo instances the lands were opened to settle 
ment and entries were allowed upon the granted lands. Since 
the enunciation of the doctrine that the grants were grants in 
preescnii, and that it would require affirmative action on the part 


| of the Congress, the House of Representatives endeavored to act 


so as to save the lands to the people. 
Under the leadership of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
AN], the attention of the country was directed to the i 
portance of the forfeiture of these grants in the Forty-eighth 


| Congress, and since then we have pushed this legislation along 
| that line, only to be balked in the other end of the Capitol. 


| 





The fact that some parts of these roads have been constructed 
out of time should not defeat a forfeiture, and I do not believe 
that it will. In saying this I do not have to question the cor- 
rectness of the decision of the Supreme Court in the least. 

While this title may be a title in presenti, it is a title upon a 
condition-subsequent, andisdefeasible. Congress hasthe power 
to resume ail the title which the Government had when it made 
the grant, and I believe it ought to do it promptly and without 
hesitation. I hope that the House will doit as promptly and 
freely as the last and prior Congresses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Except the Fifty-first. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, I except the Fifty-first. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before you take your seat, I would like to 
inquire if the question has ever been presented to the Supreme 
Court, that you know of, whether Congress may declare the for- 
feiture where the railroad has been constructed in accordance 
with the terms of the grant except that it has been constructed 
out of time—after the time fixed by the grant? 

Mr. McCRAE. That has not been passed upon by the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. BOATNER. In other words, this railroad earned t 
grant by constructing the road after the time fixed in the grant, 
so that the Government can not declare a forfeiture. 

Mr. MCRAE. There has been no decision within my knowl- 
edge upon that point; but there are decisions to the etfect that 
the failure to build the road does not itself forfeit the grant 
unless Congress declares the forfeiture. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will yield to me again a 
moment? The question to which the gentleman has been ad- 
dressing himself was presented in the matter of the backbone 
land grant, and report was made by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in which it was maintained that where 
a grant was made upon a condition-subsequent, that the per- 
formance of the condition after the time stated in the actwas 
a compliance with the terms of the act, and that the grant be- 
came indefeasible. 
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The question to which I wish to direct the gentleman’s atten- 
tion is as to whether that express point has ever been decided 
by the Supreme Court in a Government case? 

Mr. MCRAE. It has not, so far as I know. 

Mr. BOATNER. It has been so held in private transactions. 

Mr. McRAE. That is the contention of the railroad as to 
these grants. Asa lawyer I do not undertake to say,in view of 
the act of September 29, 1890, what will be the decision of the 
Supreme Court if that case should be ever presented; but I do 
say that if it has not been so decided, and the question can never 
be raised as to these grants until Congress passes some act like 
this which will enable the railroads and the settlers to get the 
question properly in court, the lands are forever gone unless 
Congress acts. 

That much has been decided by the courts, and no more. 
Lawyers differ upon the question of power, and there is a ques- 
tion about it. While there is a question about it, I think it is 
the duty of Congress to pass a law which will at least settle the 
law and auiet the titles to those interested along the line of 
these railroads. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have only examined your 
bill for a minute. Does your bill provide any legislation, out- 
side of the general scope of it, looking to a solution of what is 
known as the indemnity land question? That is to say, does 
your bill strictly deal with the grants in place or does it go out- 
side of the 40-mile strip? 

Mr. McRAE. It deals with the whole subject, and in forfeit- 
ing the grant will carry the lien lands which were intended to 
satisfy the grant. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The point of my question is as 
to the land granted within the 40-mile strip, because everybody 
in the West knows something about that. Everybody in the 
Westisinterestedin thatmatter. Ispeak from my mnowtetate of 
the matter in the West, and I know not whether the matter re- 
fers to the South, because I do not knowanything about the land 
grants there, but everybody is interested in our country in the 
grant in the 40-mile limit of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant. 

A good many people were led into error by thinking that they 
could go outside of the 40-mile strip and have the right to settle 
on any odd section, and any even section for that matter. The 
settlement commenced in my State, not from the east to west, 
but from west to east, coming from California and Oregon by 
Snake Riverand goton the 10-mile indemnity strip. 

That matter has been sought to be adjudicated by the Interior 
Department for the past fifteen years, but we have never been 
able to get any Administration, either Republican or Democratic, 
to decide it. 1 was going to offer an amendment that settlers 
whosett!eupond any odd section within the indemnity strip prior 
to the date of the selection by said railroad company, the North- 
ern Pacific, should be entitled to have their titles confirmed in 
them under the general land laws of the United States, if your 
bill did not rexch the question. 

Mr. MCRAE, I think the bill covers the matter beyond any 
question. We seek a forfeiture of the grants of lands including 
reservations for indemnity purposes. If there is no grant to 
sitisfy there will be no use for indemnity laws. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Arkansas, 
who is so thoroughly familiar with the general landjlaws, knows 
how much we have been harassed, how much we have been (if 
I may use the expression) bedeviled by the continual procrasti- 
nation of the Department of the Interior. Gentlemen will re- 
member the Guilford Miller case. That was a decision; but I 
do not recollect that anybody has ever gotten anything out of 
it. We geta case decided. Then a motion of review is made, 


and the motion for review is pending; and we have been fifteen | 
| 


years struggling to get something done. 
Mr. MCRAE. Ido not believe you will ever get anything of 
value whatever outof the Northern Pacific grant or indemnity 


until we pass some bill such as this. If we pass a bill like this, | 


we will have the whole matter decided, andsettled promptly and 
in away that I think will be satisfactory to the settlers and 
everybody else except the railroads. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Of course, if this bill passes 
and is placed upon the statute book, an appeal will be taken to 
the courts, where the matter will have to be adjudicated. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. So that ten, fifteen, or twenty | 


years must be lost. 
Mr. MCRAE. I think not. 


Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from-Arkansas permit a | 


question? 
Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 
Mr. REED. I understood the gentleman to say that this map 
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which is now exhibited to the House represents the lands now 
to be forfeited. 

Mr. MCRAE. I say it represents all the land grants, and I 
have stated that the yellow lines represent the roads not con- 
structed at all, and that the flags on the red show the roads con- 
structed out of time—along the longest lines. 

Mr. REED. DolI understand that the lands there indicated 
are subject to railroad grants? 

Mr. MCRAE. I said nothing of the kind. 1 said that the 
map shows the land grants which have been made by Congress, 

Mr. REED. Does the map indicate the land which has been 
taken by the railroads? 

Mr. McRAE. I donot know that I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Do you mean to say that the line across there 
| pointing] represents the Northern Pacific, and the central line 
the Central and Union Pacific? 

Mr. MCRAE. I think so. 

Mr. REED. And that those roads have all that land? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; all except the yellow lines, the por- 
tions forfeited by the act of 1890. 

Mr. REED. Both sections? 

Mr. MCRAE. That represents the grants made to all the 
railroads. 

Mr. REED. Does that represent both the odd-numbered and 
the even-numbered sections? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Then it represents twice as much land as the 
railroads got. 

Mr. MCRAE. The width of the grant. 

Mr. REED. Notthe width of the grant, but the width of 
the land out of which the grant might be taken. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. We all understand, of course, that 
the roads got only alternate sections. 

Mr. REED. Does not that line along the Northern Pacific 
represent also the land out of which they could have taken sec- 
tions of which they have been deprived? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Consequently that map does not represent what 
the railroads have taken, but only the area out of which the; 
could take what was granted to them. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. Then, is not that map utterly misleading, as you 
have stated the matter? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; it shows the lines and width of grant. 

Mr. REED. Is the scale correct? 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘I stated that it represented the grants to the 
roads; and I stated the length in miles. 

Mr. REED. But it in reality does not represent the grants 
only the area out of which the grants might be taken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I stated the area that the roads had taken. 

Mr. REED. That is a totally different thing. You havea 
map here which pretends to be one thing but isan entirely differ- 
ent thing. There is the whole State of Iowa, for instance, ab- 
sorbed by railroads. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow me to 
ask just one question; it will not take him a moment to answer. 
| In my own State of Iowa, as represented on that map, the pink 
| lines, I understand, represent the land grants—in other words, 

represent the lands out of which the railrdads should have had 
and did have their grants; is that so? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. ' 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentle- 
| man from Arkansas one question. If the Government permitted 
| the railroad companies to go on with their work beyond the 
| time originally limited by law, did not that practically amount 
| to consent on the part of the Government for an extension of the 
| time limit? 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not. Laches can not be charged to the 
| Government. 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I think it did. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, before commencing my remarks 
I desire to have read in my time asubstitute for section 2, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read for information. 

Mr. LACEY. Iask that it be read at this time for informa 
| tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out section 2, and insert the fohowme: . 
‘Sec. 2. The forfeiture provided inthis act shall not impair or in any man- 


| ner affect the title to any lands heretofore sold by such railway companies 
to bona fide purchasers for value.”’ 


Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield a moment to the 
| gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON], that he may have 
| read in my time an amendment which he proposes to offer ata 
proper opportunity. 
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Mr. MCRAE. It is understood that these amendments are 


not pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are only read for information. 

Mr. McRAE. I wantit understood that I object to any amend- 
ment coming in now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] will be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEc. 3. That wherever there have heretofore been made any deductions 
in payments for the transportation of persons, mails, stores, goods, or Gov- 
ernment property of any kind by any railroad whose grant of lands is for- 
feited by or under this act on account of such railroad having a grant of 
lands, the proper accounting officers shall ascertain the amounts of such 
deductions, and shallcertify the same to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall pay to each of the railroad companies performing such service the 
amount so found to have been deducted on account of lands forfeited by this 
act and held by such railroad for service on that portion thereof on which 


this forfeiture is declared, and a sufficient sum to make such payments is | 


hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other wise appro- 
priated. And each and every railroad whose grant of lands shall, in whole 
or in part, be forfeited by or under this act shall hereafter be entitled to re- 
ceive payment in full for such transportation over that portion of its road 
deemed not to have been constructed in time, and as to which portion its 
grant is forfeited, as if the grant so forfeited had never been made. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire at this time to 
enter into any discussion of the policy of building railroads by 
grants of the publiclands. That policy was adopted and pursued 
in the past. Its friends have claimed for it that it was success- 
ful; its enemies have denounced it as an erroneous policy. 

But that policy has long since been abandoned, and we are 
now met not with a proposition to grant new land for new rail- 
road enterprises, but to legislate in relation to grants that have 
been passed very many years ago; and this bill in its present 
form, while onits face it isa popular bill and one that would 
strike the ordinary outsider who had not given it very muchat- 
tention as being just and right, in its terms is a bill which is 
fraught with a great deal of danger. 

It brings chaos into many regions of the country covered to- 
day with a happy and a contented people. It insidiously unset- 
tles the titles to millions of acres of lands on which men have 
made their homes and on which farming operations are being 
pursued at this time in many of the States of the Union. 

The bill does not attempt to take up a single grant at a time 
and dispose of or forfeit it and have the rights and equities of 
the settlers on the one hand and of the railway company on the 
other hand adjusted under its provisions; but itis a proposition, 
a sweeping proposition to take possession of vast areas of lands 
heretofore granted and which have been disposed of to settlers, 
and by its terms it callsin and forfeits and declares to be revested 
in the Government the title to all the public lands heretofore 
granted to any railway company coterminous with and opposite 
to that part of the lines of said companies as shall not have been 
completed within the time fixed in the granting act. 

The gentleman from Arkansas concedes that the right of Con- 
gress to do this after the road is built is one of very doubtful 
legality, but he says it is necessary for Congress to pass this bill 
in order to give to the Government a standing in the courts to 
have the rights of the parties determined in litigation, which is 
certain to follow. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me in that con- 
nection? 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. BOATNER. Was not the granting of these lands and 
the disposition of them by the railway companies after the ex- 
piration of. the time in direct contravention of the language of 
the granting act? 

Mr. LACEY. [understand that; but 

Mr. BOATNER. The language of the act reads this way 

Mr. LACEY. I will discuss that ina moment. I donotcare 
to have my time occupied now. 

Mr. BOATNER. But if the gentleman will permit me to 
read a single sentence here to make the point of my inquiry 
clear—— 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The act declares: 

And if any of said roads are not completed within ten years, no further 
sales shall be made and the lands shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the Louisiana grant. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, in that connection my question is 
this: When these companies claimed that under the grants they 
owned the land, how can it be questioned that any titles made 
by them were made in positive contravention of the terms of 
the act itself? 

Mr. LACEY. The question of the gentleman from Louisiana 
is more ingenious than ingenuous. Heis stating or endeavoring 
to carry the impression that this is the general form of all these 
granting acts. That is not the case. That language is em- 
bodied in the Louisiana grant, but it is not in all or in very 
many of the granting acts. 
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| Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, this was 

| the language used in making a grant of alternate sections of the 
public lands to the State of Michigan to be used in the construe- 

tion of railroads in said State, which was passed on June 4, 1856, 

and in every act making grants to the States for this purpose 

you will find asimilar provision. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Isthatin the Northern Pacific 
grant? 

Mr. BOATNER. No. 

Mr. LACEY. Itisnotin the Northern Pacilic,and I will state 
to the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. BOATNER] that it is not 
| embraced in the grants of 10 per cent of the lands which were 
given by the Government of the United States for railroad pur- 
poses. So the gentleman should not mislead the House now 
with the statement that these grants have a right of reversion 
expressed within the granting act, without any further actionon 


the part of the Government. Under the Louisiana grant it is 





doubtful if there would be any necessity for this act at all, and 
whether the Government could not gointo the courts and secure 
the reversion to the United States by proper action. 

But the question of the gentleman from Arkansas is an en- 
tirely different matter. It is this: The courts of the United 
States have held that the grant is one in presenti, and the con- 
ditions to build the road in a certain time is a condition subse- 
quent; and it becomes necessary for the Government, through 
Congress, to pass a law forfeiting the grant before proceedings 
can be had in the courts. Consequently it is plain, he claims, 
that this bill should pass. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
just at this point? 

Mr. LACKEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided, and in the same decision where that principle is 
laid down, that the disposition by the State of land covered by 
| the grant and not in accordance with its terms, was absolutely 
null and void, and hence that the property still remained in the 
State. How is the gentleman going to support his contention 
that the railroad has acquired title when the court holds, in the 
Harriman case, that the State can not convey to the railroad 
company except in express accord with the termsof the granting 
act itself. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is anticipating my argument. 
I have not been discussing and did not propose to discuss the 
question as to whether there was the absolute right to revoke 
these grants at this time. I am assuming the position that we 
do have the power to revoke these grants, as claimed by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. Let all that be conceded. 

But, on the other hand, he tells you, and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is too good a lawyer not to know that 
the courts as a rule have held that without such action on the 
part of Congress the title is vested in the railroad company, and 
that they have title in presenti, and that that title they can 
convey to settlers and to purchasers. 

That has been the rule for many years. That has been the 
recognized rule in all the courts, and whether it is right or 
whether it is wrong, we are confronted with a condition, not a 
theory. It is also true that the bulk of this land, of good farm- 
ing character and suited to cultivation, has been sold and is now 
in the hands of third parties. Most of the land which remains 
is of small value. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me, right there, to say that last week in my own county over 
700,000 acres of land were patented to the railroads. 

Mr. LACEY. Hundreds of thousands of acres have been pat- 
ented under the decisions of the court to which [ have referred. 
But let me call attention to what seems to me to be the difficulty 
in this bill, and which has been ignored by itsframer. In his 
anxiety to have some broad and glittering generalities that 
would catch the public eye, the author of this bill has disre- 
garded individual rights. 

Take, for instance, the Central Pacific and Union Pacifie grant. 
That grant goes through the State of Kansas. It goes through 
the State of Nebraska, and through other States, and much of 
the land is of the most valuable character. What has been the 
history of thatland? It has been entered upon and has been oc- 
cupied by farmers who have purchased it, and to-day there are 
orchards more than twenty years old on this railroad land. 

There are old houses, with barns; there are young men old 
enough to vote who have grown up upon these farms, and yet 
it is proposed in this bill, ina general and sweeping way, to de- 
clare these farms forfeited to the Governmentand to give to the 
holders of the farms the right to buy the land again from the 
Government at $2.50 per acre, provided theowner does not hap- 
pen to own more than 320 acres in any one tract. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentieman allow me just one minute? 
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Mr. LACEY. I will yield more than a minute to the gentle- 
man after awhile. 

Mr. MARSH. I only want a minute now, and the gentleman 
will appreciate the point when I get through. The gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. WILSON] stated to him a moment ago 
that last week 700,000 acres of land were patented to the rail- 
road in his county alone. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Washington if those 700,000 acres of land had not already 
been contracted and sold by the railroad company to actual set- 
tlers? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, those lands were sold years and years ago, but 
the company have not been able to get their patents, owing to 
the existing condition of affairs, and lately they commenced on 
the eastern line of Washington to patent these lands, and my 
county is the first county. 

Mr. GEAR. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I will say that I have been trying for three months to get 
patents to over 70,000 acres of land that were sold ten years ago 
to actual settlers, who were living upon them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Right thereI want to say that 
these lands have been sold to settlers, and now that the railroad 
is in a state of bankruptcy, how are these settlers going to be 
refunded the money which they have paid for these lands? 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. LACEY. 1 will yield to my friend later on, but I can not 
yield now. I have some further points that I want to make. 

[ have had read at the Clerk’s desk an amendment that cures 
this errorin the bill. Heretofore Congress has passed bills for- 
feiting land grants torailroads, prior to the Fifty-first Congress, 
to the amount of 50,482,240 acres, and the Fifty-first Congress 
passed a general bill forfeiting all lands on uncompleted lines of 
road, so far as the roads at that time remained uncompleted, thus 
restoring to the public domain all lands about which there could 
be no controversy as to the right of Congress to declare the for- 
feiture. 

After declaring the forfeiture of 50,000,000 acres and more in 
the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, and the 5,000,000 
acres in the tifty-first Congress, it leaves now unsettled 50,000,- 
0v0 acres of land lying opposite parts of railways that were not 
completed in time. 

It is claimed that this 50,000,000 acres of land is a wonderful 
area of country; that it is an empire; and so it is upon its face. 
But in truth the most of it is desert. The best land has been 
sold. In the anxiety to reclaim these numerous and broad acres 
which are described in the committee’s report the bill goes on 
and embarrasses all settlers upon the other parts of railroad 
lands where the land has heretofore been sold and occupied. 

The amendment that I propose provides that the titles to 
these lands, lands heretofore sold to innocent holders, shall be 
confined to them, and that the title shall not be declared to be 
forfeited by this bill. The gentleman from Arkansas, by his 
amendment to the bill, provides that the act of 1890 shall apply, 
and that the rights provided for in that act shall be looked to to 
protect settlers in the present forfeiture bill. Let us now for a 
moment look into the comparative merits of the two propositions. 

The act of 1890 forfeited tracts of land where no railroad had 
ever been built; but it was known that railroad companies had 
attempted to sell lands in advance of the construction of their 
roads; and in order to relieve the settlers from all embarrass- 
ment, the right was given to them to purchase these lands be- 
yond the terminus of the railroad and pay the Government of 
the United States $2.50 per acre therefor, and have their title 
confirmed. ; 

Thatis a provision which does not hurt anybody. But when 
you go back along the line of a road that has been built, recog- 
nizing the fact that the courts have held that railroad compa- 
nies own that land and they can not be sold by settlers now, and 
provide that they shall have no greater right than the men 
who buy the land beyond the terminus of the road, as provided 
in the act of 1890, that is ignoring the plainest and most ele- 
mentary principles of justice. 

These men bought land and paid for it; and why should a man 
owning over 320 acres of land in Nebraska or Montana be com- 
pelled to pay $2.50 an acre to the Government again, after he 
has got his tract from the railroad company, and when he took 
that tract with the understanding that the railroad company 
owned the land? 

Mr. BOATNER. 





The gentleman certainly does not under- 
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stand the bill, for it provides that they shall have the land for_ 


$1.25 an acre; and if a man has paid the railroad company he shall 
have gredit with the Government for whatever he has paid to 
the ruilroad company provided it does not exceed $1.25 peracre. 
In other words, the bill protects the rights of the purchaser 
from the railroad company, provided he has not bought more 
than 320 acres. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
tleman say there is protection? 

Mr. BOATNER. His title for 320 acres is confirmed to him 
if he has paid the railroad company as much as $1.25 an acre 
for it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What if he has paid more? 

Mr. BOATNER. If he has paid more, he will not receive 
anything from it if he keeps his land. He only gets credit up 
to and including $1.25 an acre, as if he had paid $1.25 to the 
General Government. So it leaves him right where it found 
him. If he has settled with the railroad company and paid, it 
leaves him with a title from the railroad. 

Mr. HERMANN. The fallacy of the position of my friend is 
that it does not leave him where he found him. It may find 
him with a thousand or two thousand acres of land on which he 
has put valuable improvements and to which he holds all the 
title which the railroad company can give him. Now, you pro- 
pose to confiscate all with the exception of 320 acres; and there- 
fore you do not leave him where you found him. 

Mr. LACEY. I will now yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia for a question. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Does this bill take away from 
the settler who has purchased from the railroad the land along 
the lines built within the time? You spoke of land in the State 
of Nebraska. 

Mr. LACEY. Thereis land in California the same as Nebraska. 

Mr. CANNON of California. There is land of that kind in 
California and in Nebraska. Does it take any land from those 
roads built within the time? 

Mr. LACEY. It takes away land in California from railway 
companies whose lines were not built within the time named in 
the grant. The courts had held that where the roads were not 
completed within the time that the subsequent building of the 
roads had been sufficient compliance with the grant. Acting 
upon these rulings of the courts the companies have gone on 
alter the time fixed in their grants and have completed the 
roads, and sold lands to settlers. This bill will take from any 
settler any land which he may hold in excess of 320 acres. 

Very large tracts of these iands have beensold in amounts ex- 
ceeding 32 Much of it is grazing land and much more 


To what extent does the gen- 


320 acres. 
of it requires irrigation—land which must be purchased in large 
quantities that ditches may be built in order to irrigate it, for 
irrigation of small tracts is not usually practicable. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me put this case to the 
gentleman. Suppose A is the owner of more than 320 acres— 
160 acres more than 320—which he has purchased from B, who 
purchased from the railroadcompany. ‘These purchases we wil! 
suppose were made in good faith. B thought he had the right 
to buy the land of the railroad company; he did buy it and paid 
for it. Now, howis A to be indemnified for his loss of those 160 
acres? He loses that much iand absolutely, does he not? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly he does under this bill, Of course 
he may undertake to collect his money from the railroad com- 
pany, but these companies are in the hands of receivers; are 
bankrupt; so that such a man would be relegated to the tender 
mercies of receivers in chancery, who have nothing with whica 
to pay him except a fund already mortgaged for its full amount. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In other words, we confiscate 
those 160 acres of this mans land. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill apparently intended to strike as its 
target a soulless corporation, but reaches the corporation 
through the honest settler on the greater portion of the valua- 
ble iands in controversy; and the lands with reference to which 
settlers will make no claim are lands coniparatively worthless— 
so worthless that the railroad companies have not even asked that 
they be surveyed. 

All these railways have been carrying the mails and the 
troops and receiving from the Government compensation there- 
for where the roads have not received land grants. Where land 
grants have been made, thistransportation was made under the 
terms of the granting acts; and proper deductions have been 
made. As this debate has now come up unexpectedly, I have 
not obtained the figures and do not know the exact amount that 
has been thus withheld from the land-grant roads. 

[ have been told that it amounts at the present time to several 
million dollars. This is the amount which would have been 
paid by the Government to these railways for carrying the troops 
and the mails if the roads had not been subject to the provisions 
of the land-grant acts. 

Mr.CANNON of California. That goes into the sinking fund 
and is credited to the companies—or at least half of it is. : 

Mr. LACEY. A certain portion—50 per cent—is credited in 
that way. Now, that 50 per cent isso much clear to the Gov- 
ernment becauso of these grants. It is certainly true that the 
Government can not cancel the grant and keep the money that 
it has withheld for the carriage of mail and troops by these 
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roads as land-grant roads. Inshort, ifthey areland-grant roads 
and are subject to the conditions of the land grants, the Govern- 
ment is entitled to these benefits. 
land grants are forfeited the Government must pay in full for 
the carriage of the mails and the troops. 


Mr. HERMANN. 


granting act all lands lying coterminous with the line of the 


road—the even-numbered sections—are increased from $1.25 to | 


$2.50 an acre. In other words, the settler is substantially pay- 
ing to the Government the value of the lands granted to th 
railroad company by the act of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of California. That is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I wish to impress upon the committ 
the fact that these grants are made to different lines under 


different circumstances at different dates; that the equities | 


in one case are quite different from the equities in the | 
other. Yet we seek here by one general and sweeping bill 
to cover all of them and make them all subject to the 


same provisions. Take, 


tleman from Louisiana has in his mind in his own State. Ten 
years,I believe, were given for the building of thatroad. When 


afew of those years had gone by and the road was partly con- 
structed the war broke out. Will it be contended that the 
time which elapsed during the war when the company could not 
construct the road —a period when the troopsof both armies went 
nand tore up the road—is to be treated as part of the time ac- 
orded for the building of that road ? 

That company comes before the Committee on Public Lands 
and says that it has some special and peculiar rights under these 
circumstances; that the war and the delays incident to the war, 
which produced the failure on their part to build the road witbin 
the time, ought to be recognized as an equity in their favor and 
that they should not be included in the bill. Yet that road is 


embraced in the terms of the bill just the same as the other | 


roads. 

Mr. HERMANN. I su 
fact that the public lands 
could not be made. 

Mr. LACKY. 
to sirvey these lands, even upon demand; and seiections have 
been prevented from being made. Thus there has been delay in 
the building of the roads: becs 
from the land grants. The land was surveyed, put upon the 


rest ti 
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ere not surveyed; so that selections 


market and sold, and the money reinvested in building other | 


portions of the road, additional patents being obtained as sales 
vere made, and thus the road was being extended into the unin- 
habited wilderness of the West. 

[t is by no means clear or absolutely certain that the exercise 
of the legislative right of forfeiture exists. Courts have held 


otherwise, and if the bill is to pass at all let us by some broad | 


and comprehensive amendment protect the rights of every set- 
tler upon these lands. That isa matter of grave importance. 
Nothing in the world injures the character of a country so much 
or impedes its development like the question of unsettled land 
titles. 

Why, you can go into this city of Washington, beautiful as 
it is, and find out invariably that part of the city where the ti- 
tles are defective, where there is litigation inchancery, or where 
there has been trouble of any kind over titles; because you can 
tell it by the tumble-down houses, by the old shanties, by the 
unimproved and ungraded lots. You can pick out as easily the 
boundary line of property that is in chancery as you can discrim- 
inate between the boundary lines between land and water. 


And this bill proposes to throw the whole State of North Da- | 


kota into chancery. It is proposed to throw a vast area of the 
State of California into litigation. It is proposed to put the 


blightof contested land titles over the richest and most beautiful 


parts of the Stateof Washington; and these matters, Isay, ought 
to be carefully considered. The amendment I have offered ex- 
empts from its operation all land heretofore sold from these 
grants, and that amendment, in my judgment, ought to be 
adopted. 


It has been for a long time the expressed purpose and object 


of Congress to secure settlers upon the public lands. The great 
question was not so much to get money from the sale of the 
lands as to get settlers upon them. That being the case, I ask 
what difference does it make whether a settler is living on 
lands that he bought from the railroad company and has im- 


roved them, and is producing crops and paying his taxes, get- | 
ting his title through the railway company, or whether he en- 
tered upon the lands as public lands of the United States as a | 


homesteader, a preémptor, under the timber-culture act, or 
took them up as desert lands. 

It is the occupancy of the land by settlers that we want, and 
not to regain and take back again the title, in order that some- 
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On the other hand, if the | 


| lands provided they have not more than 320 acres 


for instance, the case that the gen- | 





» the gentleman the further | 


Yes; in many cases the Government has failed | 


isc they were to be built in part | 


| lands granted, why, they a 











one else may obtain it from the United States. It has long been 
the policy of this Government in regard to our public lands to 
encourage its purchase by actual settlers. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the gentleman allow 


| me to ask, as I have not examined the bill, whether this covers 
Justin the line of the gentleman’s remarks | 
permit me to suggest to him the further fact that under the 


all of the land-grant railroads? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
proposes to restrict it? 

Mr. LACEY. To provide that all lands heretofore sold by 
railroad companies should not be affected by any such 
ture. ; es = 
Now, the gentleman from Arkansas has offered an amend 
ment, the effect of which allows certain parties to hold their 


The balance 


Then 


it is an omnibus 


And your amendment ; 


iorlel- 


of it must be taken back by the Government, notwithstan 
the fact that it may be a stock-ranch farm covering 2,U00 acres 
or more, or that it is land which has been irrigated at great 
expense and put into fruit farms, as he knows is the case in 
many parts of Southern California. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Iowa 

| has evidently given this question a great deal of care and at 

tention, and I desire to propound tohim the sime question | 
} asked the gentleman from Arkansas in the course of his r 

marks, but the answer to which I am not entirely satislied with. 

I asked him whether this bill covered certain lands on th 


Northern Pacifie Railroad. He replied that he thought it 
Now, there isin the land grant tothe Northern Pac 
puny a certain quantity of land known as the “indemnity striy 
to indemnify the company for lands lost in the granted 
The original grantallowed the Northern Pacific Company astrip 
of land 40 miles wide—odd sections—on each side of the track. 
t was a grant in quantity, and, asthe gentleman has said, it was 
a grant eotnslunti, between Duluth and Puget 
fect at once, between these points. 

Mr. GEAR. From the initial point of the road. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. And the question to-day is whether the initial 
point of the Northern Pacific road is at Ashland or { 
the lands are held up in consequence of that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, whether this wasa grant 
in presenti or not—some have contended that it was, and others 
that it is not—but here is the important point: Most allo: t 
grant in place has been disposed of. It is the indem: Lit ‘ip | 
that remains, and that stretches out from Duluth to P l, 
10 miles wide in alternate sections oneither side of th» road, and 
this the Secretary of the Interior can withdraw at any time, or 
any one of the odd sections in the 10 miles of the indemnity grant ‘ 
and allow other lands to be taken in lieu of it in Washington or 
Dakota, or in other States where the lands are available for 
purposes. 

Now, if itis a grant in place, and these lands are opposite to the 
re forfeited if this bill becomes a law. - 


Sound, to take ef 


ee 


If they are not opposite theyare notforfeited. That is al! there 
isaboutit. Now, all through that country men honestly went 
and settled upon the odd sections, thinking they were outside 


the grant,and knowing nothing about the law by which the See- 


| retary of the Interior was entitled to withdraw the addit 10 


or 20 mile strips. 


They got onthe odd sections,and have built homes th nd ; 
some of them have been there for twenty years trying to get : 
the title to that land. They are suspended like Mahom« cof- ' 
fin, in mid-air. Theycan not get anything. Now, the question 
arises with me, does this bill give these settlers any rights? | 
doubt it. There area large number of them affected, almost as 


many as under the other feature of it. 


Mr. GEAR. They will be protected if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa |Mr. LACEY] is adopted. 
Mr. LACEY. My amendment would cover all th the 


proposition in the original bill, with the committee amendment 


will not protect the rights of those settlers. My amendment 
would cover that, because it in general terms protects every 


man who has bought land at all. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let mesay right there—because 
I am so much interested that—Mr. Hill’s road—I do not know 
which one it was—lost some 70,000 acres of land in Minnesot 
By a ruling of the Department of the Interior, or an act of Con 
gress, I will not be certain which, he came clear across the con- 
tinent into the State of Washington, and there they granted and 
patented to him in my county those 70,600 acres of land in the 
place of the lands lost in the State of Minnesota. 
Mr. GEAR. That was done under an act of Congress. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, I havealways contended 
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that if the railroad company lost any lands inthe granted limits 
they must select lands opposite the lands lost, and that if there 
were no lands there, they could not go on to some other part of 
the country and select lands in some other place; but rulings of 
the Department of the Interior by various Secretaries of both 

arties—I am not speaking in a partisan sense—granted tothem 
ada located on other parts of the line. 

There ought to be in this bill something definite, something 
certain, something that will protect these men whotwenty years 
ago went upon this indemnity strip, by and through no fault of 
theirs, because it was advertised all over the country that the 
railroad company was only granted a strip 20 or 40 miles wide, 
and they thought when they got outside of that strip, and onto 
an odd section, that they were entitled to locate there. Some 
of them got there before surveys were made, and when the sur- 
veys were made they found they were on the odd sections. Yet 
the Department holds that they can not retain their homes that 
they built. 

The great question that ought to be before Congress is as to the 
indemnity limit, not the grantin place, not the forfeiture of what 
is known as the 20-mile strip or 40-mile strip on each side, but the 
licu lands or the indemnity lands strip. I think they were only 
entitled under the law to their grant of land, the odd sections, 10 
miles or 20 or 40 miles from the roads, and when they got what 
was there that was all Congress intended they should have; but 
the Secretaries have given them a 20-mile strip on each side, 
and miny settlers are being deprived of their homes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now let me say, in reply to the gentleman 
from Washington, that as [ understand the Secretary of the 
Interior is now ruling, and has been for the last year or so at 
least, that where settlement is made upon indemnity lands 
within the odd section, and that settlement is made by a bona 
fide settler, otherwise qualified, previous to the date of selection 
by the railroad company, that the settler’s rights are prior and 
preferred to the right of the railroad company; but that if he 
is not thereat the time that such selection is filed, then that the 
right of the railroad to select indemnity lands within thé in- 
demnity limit is supreme and conclusive over and above the 
rights of the settlers. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, Iam obliged to my friends for 
these interruptions, becuse it is light that we have been seek- 
ing in regard to these points. This bill is not to be railroaded 
through here without consideration for the rights of settlers, 
simply because it looks well on paper to go out in the campaign 
and say Congress has declared forfeited over 50,000,000 acres of 
land, whether that land is desert or whether it is fertile; but 
this committee should carefully weigh the rights of every set- 
tler. 

[ have had some experience in this matter. We have had 
the guestion in the State of lowa. In the northwestern part of 
Iowa, in the Des Moines River grant and the railway grants, 
settlers have been the object of our care and solicitude for a 
greit many years. These men bought their lands and they went 
upon them. They improved them; they raised their families 
there; and finally a controversy arose in regard to conflicting 
grants of Congress, under which their rights were taken away; 
and we have seen great suffering among them. 

To-day there is pending a bill in Congress to appropriate 
nearly half a million dollars to make good to them a part of the 
losses that they have incurred, and that if appropriated would 
notmake good what they lost. Our experience in that matter 
ought to make us weigh and consider well any proposition to 
revoke and cancel titles to land which have passed into the 
hands of occupants. 

Mr. Chairman, [ reserve the balance of my time. 
time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr, LACEY. 
as he desires. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill in its 
peaaeey shape, and unless the amendment offered by my col- 
eague |[Mr. LACEY] can be adopted I am satisfied that by the 
passage of this bill we will endanger the rights of many actual 
settlers. Let me illustrate. The Northern Pacific, as has been 
said by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON], has cer- 
tain indemnity lands. Certain gentlemen that I know bought 
75,000 acres of these lands. They sold them in turn to a large 
number of Scandinavians, people who went from my district, 
and largely from my own town. 

If you pass this bill you put in peril the title of those 75,000 
acres of land, by virtue of the fact that they have agreed to 
pay to the parties from whom they bought title, the title will 
be complicated so that the original purchasers can not make the 
title. I have been trying for months and months, aye, for six 
mon‘hs, to get patents issued for these lands to the men who 


How much 


I yield such time to my colleague [Mr. GEAR] 
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have been living on them for years, and have been debarred by 
rulings, or by lack of action would perhaps be the proper term 
a. use, by the Department of the Interior. Now, so much for 
that. 

Now, I want to say a word in regard to this map. This [illus- 
trating] represents the State that I live in, the State of Iowa. 
It is a State in which there are about 35,000,000 acres. Now, 
the section of that map shown by this red line purports to con- 
tain the lands granted by Congress to the different railroads, or 
rather the parts of the State out of which these land grants 
were taken. 

If this map is correct it shows that practically one-half of the 
State of lowa would have been granted to the land-grant roads. 
Now, as a matter of fact, the State of Iowa has within her bor- 
ders about35,000,000acres of land, andabout one-cighth of the area 
was granted to the land-grant roads and tothe Des Moines Land 
Grant Improvement Company, which amounted in round num- 
bers to 4,000,000 acres of land. So that the map, when your at- 
tention is called to it, is false on its face. 

Now, then, as to these land grants. I will take the Des 
Moines Valley. That company did not get an acre of land until 
it had built nearly 100 miles into the interior. Take the old 
Burlington and Missouri road. My recollection is that they got 
287,000 acresof land. That is alongthe roadin the western part 
of the State. Itis a roadrunning tothe Missouri River through 
the district represented by my colleague, Mr. HEPBURN, and 
the ninth district, by Mr. HAGER. 

The lands in the western part of Iowa were considered at that 
time as practically valueless. Asa matter of fact they were put 
upon the old maps of the State as a part of the great American 
Desert. You could go and buy them for 75 cents to $1 an acre. 
The road was built through there. Settlers followed, and the 
alternate sections of the lands which were sold for $2.50 an acre 
have been made valuable, and to-day they are the most valuable 
lands on this continent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
Washington. 

Mr.GEAR. Ofcourse, [except those of the gentleman's State. 
The Rock Island road did not get an acre until they had gone 
over 160 miles intothe interior. That was the old Missouriand 
Mississippi. The Northwestern road did not get an acre until 
it had gone west of Cedar Rapids. The Illinois Central Rail- 
road did not get any lands until it had gone some distance west, 
I think to Grundy County, perhaps about 100 miles. The only 
road which originally got any large amount near the Mississippi 
was that built in the northern part of the State, now the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee and St. Paul. 

The whole land, as I before stated, granted to Iowa for all rail- 
road purposes was less than one-eighth of the State. The Gov- 
ernment has been reimbursed for that; and had it not been for 
these grants the western part of Iowa would in my judgmentstill 
be put down as a part of the ‘‘ great American Desert.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Were notthe roads to which the gentleman 
refers built within that time? 

Mr. GEAR. Notall of them. Lands were regranted by the 
State for the benefit of these roads time and again. When I had 
the honor of being a member of the Legislature and at another 
time chief executive of the State, we regranted those lands; and 
in that country up there in the northwestern part of the State, 
which is now one of the garden spots of Iowa, the company re: 
ceiving those grants offered to sell and did sell the lands in 
many cases for two and three dollars an acre—land which to- 
day, by reason of cultivation and of the fact that railroads have 
built through that country, is worth from $25 to $50 an acre. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
that this bill can not apply to roads which were built within 
time. 

Mr. GEAR. I understand that; yet, without the Lacey amend- 
ment it will unsettle titles. But I want to show how talse this 
map is—that those who have gotten it up, who are interested in 
the passage of this bill, are trying to palm off on this committee 
what is practically a falsehood. 

Mr. BOATNER. But the map does not affect the question at 
issue. 

Mr. GEAR. An ‘object lesson” like this might affect the 
eye of any gentleman, who in looking at this map might be 
greatly misled as to the extent of these land grants in my State. 
T submit that the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. 
LACEY] should be adopted so as to protect actual settlers, from 
the highest to the lowest, on these and all other lands granted 
to railways. 

I yield back the time to my colleague. ; ; 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve the balance of my time. 


Except those in the State of 
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Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat seems to misapprehend the purpose of this bill. 


| 


| the roads. 


The bill will not interfere with the grant to any railroad com- | 


pany whose grant has been earned. It will not interfere with 
the right of any settler who has bought from a railroad com- 
pany that had authority to soll. Butitdoes propose to take back 
to the General Government all the lands granted to the railroad 
companies that have not cenformed to the terms and conditions 
of the grant and thereby earned the lands. 

Mr. Chairmun, it was tirst held in the case of Schulenberg 
Harriman, in 21 Wallace, page 44, as stated by the gentleman 
from Iowa, that all these gr ants made by the General Govern- 
ment to the States, and by them used in the construction of 
railways were grants in pi 
lutely from the Government and vested it in the States, and 


that therefore no person could question the title of the States | 
until the Federal Government had exercised its right of de- | 
| was in presenti; that it did not belong to the railroad company, 


claring a forfeiture because of the nonperformance of the con- 
ditions of the grant. 

So it was held in that case that the title to the property re 
mained vested in the State—Wisconsin, I believe it was—al- 
though nominally the State had granted the land toa railway 
company which had failed to build in the time fixed. But while 
the court held that the grant was in presenti, and vested title 
into the State; it was also held that the State could not dispose 
of that land except in lite - al compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the grant; that any other disposition of the land 
any conveyance on terms different from those provided by the 
grant, was void. 

Now, I have taken the pains to look at a number of these 
grants. I commence by referring to the grant made to the 
State of lowa, May 15, 1856, which contains this language in sec- 
tion 4: 

‘And beit further enacted, That the lands hereby granted to said Stats 
shall be diiposed of by said State onlyin manuer following; that 1s to say, 
that a quantity of land not exceeding 120 sections for each of said roads, and 
included within a continuous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, 
may be sold; and when the governor of said State shall certify to the Se 
retary of the Interior that any 20 continuous miles of any of said roads is 
completed, then another quantity of land hereby granted, not to exceed 
120 sections for each of said roads having 20 continuous miles completed as 
aforesaid, and included within a continuous length of 20 miles of each of 
such roads may be sold, and so from time to time until said roads are com- 
pleted; and if any of said roads are not completed within ten years, no 
further sale shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United 
States.” 

This is the condition inserted not only in the act granting 
lands to the State of Jowa, but in those granting lands to Flor- 
ida, Alabama, Louisiana, Minnesota, and all the States that re- 
ceived land grants from the Federal Government in 1855, 1856, 
and 1857. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question. Ina case like that of the grant to the State of Iowa, 
in which there was a condition that the road should be com- 
pleted within ten years, otherwise the lands should revert, have 
the courts ever held-that if the railroad company went on after 
the time and completed the road, lands sold after the expira- 
tion of the original limit of time reverted? 

Mr. BOATNER. That question has never arisen except in 
suits between private individuals and the railway companies. 
In such cases the State courts—I do not know that the question 
has ever gone to the ae stag Court of the United States—have 


held that the individual has no right to question the title of the | 


road, that the United States Government is the only authority 
that can deal with the question, and that until Congress has by 
legislative action declared the forfeiture, the question is one 
which the court can not consider. 

Now, | call my friend’s attention particularly to the important 
question that is before us. Under the provisions of these acts 
the Congress of the United States granted lands to several of 


esenti, that they carried the title abso- | 
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be sold by the governor of the State and the proceeds given to 
The lands could only be sold as the road was com- 
pleted in sections. And when the ten years were up the State 
government lost its authority to sell, and by mere force of law 
the land not then sold reverted to the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Assuming for argument’s sake 
that the gentleman's proposition is correct, in what attitude 
would that view of the case put the people of Iowa, for instance, 
where the governor, after the expiration of ten years, went on 
and sold these lands? 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, the Supreme Court, in the Schulen- 
berg case, says that any actof a State government with respect 
to these grants, be yond the terms of the granting act, is abso- 
lutely void. 

Now, in the Schulenberg case tho contention was that tho 
land belonged either to the State or to the railroad company. 
The court held that it belonged to the State, because the grant 


} 


notwithstanding the State had granted it to the railroad com- 
pany, because the State had not granted it on the terms and con- 
ditions of the granting act. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the action of the governor 
of lowa was void, then the passage of this bill would unsettle all 
those titles, would it not? 

Mr. BOATNER. Ido notunderstand that this bill strikes at 
any grant which was earned within the time, and the gentle- 
man from Iowa said that the roads in that State were built within 
the time. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; not all of them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Assuming that they were not 
built within the time, then the passage of this bill would unset- 
tle the titles, would it not, of thousands of farmers in the State 
of Iowa? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all, unless they own more than 320 
acres. The gentleman must recollect that this act is merely an 
amendment of the act of 1890. It proposes to amend a certain 
section of that law; but it does not interfere with the third see- 
tion of that act, which reads in this way: 

That in all cases where persons being citizens of the United States, or who 
have declared their intentions to become such, in accordance with the nat 
uralization laws of the United States, are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the 
United States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State 
or corporation to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed 


| prior to January 1, 1888— 


That is amended by this bill so as to read eighteen hundred 


| and ninety— 
| or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure 


the States to be used in aidof railway construction. They pro- | 


vide that the States may dispose of the lands for this purpose in 
the manner indicated iu the acts, and ‘fin no other.” They 
specify exactly what is to be done with the land. They author- 
ize the States to sell the first twenty sections in advance of the 
construction of any road, and to apply the proceeds for the con- 
struction of the road. 

Afier the first twenty sections are sold and the proceeds so 
applied the remainder can only be sold as the road is completed 
in sections. When the road is completed in sections of 20 miles, 
the acts uniformly authorize the governor of the State to dis- 
pose of the additional amount authorized by the act, with the 
reservation that if the roads in aid of which this lartd is granted 
are not constructed within ten years from the date of the act, 
there shall be no further sales and the lands shall revert to the 
United States. 

The contemplation of the law was not that the States should 
give the land to the railroad companies. The contemplation of 
the law in its plain and explicit terms was that the land should 


title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by - 


compliance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of 
Congress they shall be entitled to purchase the same from ths United 
States, in quantities notexceeding 320 acres toany onesuch person, at the rate 
of $1.25 per acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this act, 
and on making said payment to receive patents therefor, and where any 
such person in actual possession of anysuch lands and having improved the 
same prior to the Ist day of January, 180, under deed. written contract, or 
license as aforesaid, or his assignor, has made partial or full payments to 
said railroad company prior to said date, on account of the purchase price 
of said lands from it, on proof of the amount of such payments he shall we 
entitled to have the same to the extent and amount of $1.25 per acre, if 

much has been paid, and not more, credited to him on account of and as part 
of the pure hase price herein provided to be paid the United States for said 


} 


lands, or such persons m: Ay elect to abandon their purchases and make 
laim’ on said lands under the homestead law and as provided in the preced- 
ng section of this act. 

I will say, however, to my friend that I will cheerfully support 
any amendment to this bill which will protect bona fide pur- 
chasers having titles derived from the railroad companies; but 
such a concession, while it may be necessary in some cases in 
order to protect innocent purchasers, will have the effect of de- 
frauding the people of the United States out of lands which they 
require for actual settlement, and will tend to give effect to the 
schemes and jobsof railroad constructors whoin many instances 
have sold lands in immense bodies to the agents and inside men 
of the corporation who now hold them for speculative purposes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is there any railroad company 
holding lands now that is not willing to sell them? 

Mr. BOATNER. Ido not know that there is. I know that 
some companies are holding lands at prices higher than the 
people are willing to pay. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Wiil the gentleman allow this 
further suggestion? There is another class of people, I think, 
that ought to be taken care of by an amendment to this bill. | 
refer to cases where mortgages have been placed on these lands, 
and bonds issued, and the bonds have been purchased by inno- 
cent parties—— 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no sort of question about that. 
The report made by the Judiciary Committee in the Forty-sev 
enth or the Forty-eighth Congress 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think the bill- ought to be 
amended to cover that. 
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Mr. BOATNER. In roference to that let me say to the gen- 
tleman that there is a wide difference between the rights and 
the liabilities of those companies which received the grants of 


land directly from Congress and those who received them from 
the States. 

When the United States Government makes a direct grant of 
land to a co ‘ation with a condition subsequent, as the courts 
call it, why Congress is in default and becomes culpable if it 
does not assert the right of forfeiture at the expiration of the 
tin | by the act for the performance of the condition—in 
other words, the construction of the road. 


¢ 


u 


If it sits down and permits the grantees to build the road after 
time, or encumber the property by mortgages or otherwise, 


th 
; 


when it might have been forfeited in pursuance of the granting 
act itself, equity and fair dealing would require the Government 
to respect the rights of individuals who have acquired possession 
of the property in the meantime. But that does not arise at all 
in respect to the grants to railroad corporations through the 


States, because by the very provisions of the acts themselves 
the States are prohibited from disposing of the lands except on 
the terms embodied in the granting act. 

The disposition of land so acquired by the State to the rail- 
road companies without the performance of the conditions re- 
quired by the granting act does not carry title, and the com- 
panies have noright to mortgage the lands, because that right, 
or rather power, springs from the right of ownership. When 
there is no ownership such as would warrant the disposition of 
the lund by sale or exchange, there is no right in the company 
to encumber it by a mortgage. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman invokes the 
strict principle of law as against equity that innocent persons 
should be protected. 

BOATNER. Not at all. 

Mv. HOPKINS of Ulinois. Certainly; where land has been 

conveyed to the State, to be in turn transferred to the railroad 


companies under certain conditions, why individuals who dealt 
with the railroad companies have felt secure of their title from 
the fxect that they supposed the general authority of the govern- 
ment of the State itself was behind their title and would protect 
them. 

Now, by this bill you seek to take that away from them, as I 


understand the provisions of the bill, and enforce the strict 
principle of law whereby you deprive many people, who have 
parted with their money, not to acquire a legal title, but an ac- 
tual interest in a mortgage or trust deed or something of that 
kind, of the rights which they have thus obtained. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, Mr. Chairman, itis a subject of most 
profound amazement to me that lawyers, who are business men, 
who ave in the habit of dealing with large transactions and ad- 
vising people about matters and questions of private right, will 
come up here and set up a defense of the railroad companies 
and the purchasers of land from them that would not be toler- 
ated in a justice of the peace’s court. 

\Vhy, suppose as an illustration of this thrat I give my friend 
from Illinois a power of attorney to sell my house, and stipu- 
late that he is to exercise that power within five months, or say 
that the power shall expireon the Ist day of January next, does 
the gentleman suppose that there is a manin the United States 
outside of a lunatic asylum who would buy that property from 
him thirty days, or ten days, or one day, or twohours and a half 
after the expiration of that time? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. Let me say—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I can not yield to the gentleman. 
conclude my sentence. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I deny the correctness of the il- 
lustration as applying to my proposition. 

Mr. BOATNER. I can not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I[ say instead-—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I must decline to be interrupted. 
apply the illustration to my argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well, I will not interrupt 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. The acts of Congress which have conferred 
these grants of land through the medium of the State, and some 
of those which have conferred the grants of land directly to the 
-ailroad companies, are ambiguous and no man could have mis- 
understood them. Some may have pretended to do so, but there 
is no individuai, with brains enough to be out of doors, who can 
misunderstand them. 

What do they say? That the Legislature of the State is au- 
thorized to dispose of a certain quantity of public land under 
cert.in conditions and at acertain price, the proceeds to be ex- 
pended in the construction of railroads. That thereafter the 
certification of the completion of 20 additional miles of the road 
will authorize the sale of an additional quantity, and so on from 
time to time for each additional 20 miles of road until the whole 


Let me 


Let me 








iscompleted. The land shall be disposed of in no other way, 
and every one of these grants winds up with the declaration 
‘that if the road be not completed in ten years no additional 
sale shall be made and the landsshall revert to the United States.” 

Now, where does any government of any State that has ever 
received lands from the United States for any such purpose un- 
der any grant by Cengress get authority to sell the lands after 
the expiration of that period? The power to sell dies with the 
act. Itis limited toten years. When that timeis up the power 
is dead by the express terms of the act itself, and is no longer in 
existence. 

Mr. LACEY. Suppose that the lan 
does not appear in the act? 

Mr. BOATNER. Butit isin all of them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no! 

Mr. LACEY. Not in all of them. 

Mr. BOATNER. I say itis in every grant which is made to 
the States for this purpose. It is not in those grants made 
directly by Congress to corporations. I have stated that the 
principles I contend for do not apply to the latter class of case- 

The law is perfectly clear that where a grant was made on 
condition-subsequent, and the grantor permitted the grantee to 
perform the condition of the grant out of time, or after the time 
allowed for the performance of the condition, then a separate 
question is presented, and the grantor is bound by the perform- 
ance, as between private individuals under similar circumstances. 
It has never been decided, however, as between the Government 
and the individual. 

Mr. LACEY. Do Iunderstand the gentleman to hold that the 
forfeiture of the Northern Pacific grant would be inoperative 
under this act? 

Mr. BOATNER. Thatdepends entirely upon the terms of the 
grantitself. I have not examined the conditions. 

As I said awhile ago, Mr. Chairman, in reply to a suggestion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], a report was 
made to the House by the Judiciary Committee in the Forty 
seventh or Forty-eighth Congress, I think, in which it was laid 
down as a principle that the performance of a condition-subse- 
quent, after the time fixed in the contract had expired, was 
nevetheless a performance, and if the Government permitted it 
to be done at that time, and did not declare a forfeiture when it 
could do so and should have done so, that it would be very in- 
equitable for the United States to retnter upon the property 
and prejudice a bona fide right after it had in the meantime 
passed into the hands of innocent holders. That position I do 
not question. 

In that case a grant of land had been made to what is known 
as the Baton Rouge, Vicksburg and Shreveport Railroad Com- 
pany. Notaspade had been put into tho ground or a cross-tic 
put in, not a rail was ever laid, and yet the grantees had mort- 
gaged the grant for a large sum of money. 

Theeffect of the ruling of the Committee on the Judiciary was 
that the men who finally did build the road were compelled, in 
order to obtain the grant, to admit the validity of these mort- 
gages, so that under the influence of this equitable principle, of 
which we hear so much, a gigantic steal was consummated. 

But the principles do not apply in a case where the railroad 
company is still in the possession of a grant, where no bona fide 
rights have intervened. A question might arise between the 
Government and the mortgage creditors, ifby the terms of the 
grant the road had the power and authority to mortgage, and, 
in my judgment, if the terms of the grant did give them power 
to mortgage, why, then, the mortgage would still subsist upon 
the land, although the Government might forfeit it and take it 
back. It would take it back cumonere. If it had put the power 
in the hands of its grantee to impose an incumbrance, it might 
take the property back, but it could not destroy the incumbrance 
which had been created by virtue of the authority which it had 
conferred. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
right there? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


ruage that you have quoted 


ren 
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Will the gentleman yield to me 


For information and illustra- 


tion? 
Mr. BOATNER. If you are going to make a speech, I do not 
want to yield. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. You said awhile ago that the 
$1.25 which they had expended was paid back; that they got 
credit for that. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, an illustration. In my 
State a gentleman purchased in 1882 from the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company alarge body ofland. Ithink the total amount 
was about 14,000 acres. He sold that land ten years afterward, 
not for money, but for wheat, so many bushels of wheat to be de- 
livered every year. Now, how is anybody going to be reim- 








H 











1894. 


bursed there? How are these settlers going to be reimbursed? 
This man st 
every year. 
bushels of wheat to be delivered each year. 

.BOATNER. I apprehend the point which the g 
man mukes, and I will answer it unreservedly. Ifthe grant to 


z 
the railway company to which you re 


rantile 








fer carried with it the 

power of disposition, there is no power vested in this Govern- 

ment that can revoke it to the prejudice of that third person. 
‘ir. WILSON of Washington. I have the terms of the grant 


he:e before me. 
Mr. BOATNER [If the Congress of the United States mal 
a grant on terms that will authorize the grantee to sell ov m« 
gage the property, why the Government may reénter ther 
it 


for nonperiformance of a condition-subsequent, but t tak 
the property cum re. And if the railroad company had dis- 
posed of that property, if it had authority to sell it, why we can 
not by a subsequent act revoke that authority to the prejudice 
of a bona fide purchaser, whether he has bought 320 acres or 


320.4 


0 acres 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
another interruption? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The reason I interrupt the 
gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. BOATNER] is because of his 
ability as a lawyer. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is not necessary to apologize at all. I 
am quite willing to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You are interested in your 
State grants? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am interested in the lieu 
land question in my State. Now, I want your interpretation of 
the law, because you are a very ablelawyer. Now, the grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railway Company, you know, was 40 miles 
on each side. the alternate sections and the odd section would 
sell at $2.50 an aecree to indemnify the Government for the loss 
of it. 

Now, in addition to that I will auote the following language: 

And wherever prior to said time any of said sections or parts of sections 
shall have been granted, sold, reserved, or occupied by homestead settlers 
or preémpted or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall be selected by said 
company in lieu thereof and designated by odd numbers, notmore than 10 
miles beyond the limits of the alternate sections. 

Now, the question arises with me whether this forfeiture act 
which we have before us will only forfeit the grants in place. 
It will not, in my judgment, forfeit an acre of the land within 
the indemnity strip, because that is a floating grant; aud for 
lands lost in Minnesota they select lands in my State, and for 
lands lost in other parts of the line they select lands in other 
places. Thatis to say, the grant of the Northern Pacifie was : 
grantof so many acres toatownship. If that manyacres were not 





Will the gentleman allow me 
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: eae et 
»ld this land for 10 bushels of wheat to be delivered | 
He held the land ten years, and then sold it for 10 | 


| and conditions upon which the State 
Q 


in the township, if they formed part of an Indian reservation, or | 


ifthey had been pre ‘mpted or homesteaded or disposed of in other 
ways, the companies might go to some place else and take lands. 
That has been the ruling of the Department of the Interior. 
Now, the question with me is, is ita grant in place, or isita 
floating grant? 

If itis a floating grant, you do not forfeit an acre of it, and 
every settler on thatland—the most important part in the whole 
controversy, because the grant in place is nearly all disposed of 
will still be under thesame embarrassment. The whole question 
is right there. 

The gentleman has studied it, and he is a most profound and 
distinguished and able lawyer. And I wish he would enlighten 
me on the question. I confess I am a little in doubt upon it, 
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} ! ipon certain terms, and then went ona é 
on-subsequent that it should perform certai 
the } h s of the land from the compar 
wer to compe! the performance of the condition 
t the Ge 
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a J é 10 t inden t 
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t iS entirely upon the t S 1d ! } } 
n 
i] i be ressing mys the ris 
ing out of the right civen t i eral S 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. | ‘stood that part o 
Mr. BOATNER. And I was merely proceeding to po 
he » iple that no man can complain that he is an inno 
purchaser froma railroad company. No man can claim san 
innocent holder under a grant from a State, be 


was utnorized toad 
of the land are fixed by law. If a man is going to buy | 
States land from the State, the question would natural! 
by what authority does the State 
referred to the act of Congress. 

That land belongs to the United States, but Congress has au 
thorized the State to dispose of it. So when he refers tot 
terms of the law placing the property in the hands of th 


I authority of the State and 


dispose of this land? rie 1S 


he finds the exact extent of the 
knows exactly what he is getting. 

Mr. MALLORY. What becomes of 
purchased by third parties after being granted for roaas which 
were not completed within the required time? Will you forfe 
those? 

Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. MALLORY 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all. 

Mr. MALLORY. Because it makes the completion of 
road within the time the test whether these lands should b 
forfeited or not. 

Mr. BOATNER. I call the attention of the 
Florida to this distinction: This land is not granted by 
Government to the railroads. Itis granted to the State, io 
used by the State in aid of the construction of the road. T! 


hose lands whieh were 


Why, of course not. 
They would be forfeited under this bil 


gventieman ‘om 


act authorizes the State to dispose of 126 sections. Those 120 
sections are subject to sale without any condition wl 
| The other portion of the lands are to be disposed of as the 
| are completed. 
Mr. MALLORY. But suppose the road never was comp 
within the time specified in the act. Is the land that was 
granted for the completion of a particular 20 miles of t 


to be forfeited under the act? 
Mr. BOATNER. Oh, no: not atall, if that part of the road 
was completed within the time. 
Mr. MALLORY. Suppose the road never was completed 
r. BOATNER. But that part of it was completed. 
Mr. MALLORY. That part, but not the road itself. 
Mr. BOATNER. Here is the condition: [ call the 






| man’s attention to the language of the law. It says: 
Ifany of said roads is not completed within ten years no furthe ’ 

| be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United 
Thatis, the land unsold shall revert to the United State \] 


and if I do not get the information from the gentleman from | ; ) at 
| accordance with the terms and conditions of the act, by the 


Louisiana, I know I am going to get it from my good friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], who knows all about the land 
question, and who I see is smiling at me. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman has consumed about ten 
minutes of my time 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will get the gentleman ten 
minutes more if he will furnish me this information. Iam sure 
there will be no difficulty in getting him the time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam somewhat ata loss to know the scope 
of the question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. So wo all are. 

Mr. BOATNER. I mean the scope of the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. Ihave not examined the terms of that grant to which the 
gentleman has directed my attention, and I am unable to state 
what are the specific rights of the settlers under that grant, or 
of purchasers of the property, and I can only repeat what I said 
just now, thatif the terms of the grant authorized the sale of the 
property by the railway company to the grantee, the Govern- 
ment must stand by that sale. No government or individual 
c%n authorize anyone else to doan act and then repudiate that 
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L 
those which have been sold prior to that time have been soldia 
State having authority to do so, and therefore they are not sub 
ject to forfeiture. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana a question. In the case of the Gulf and Ship Island 
road, that road was not commenced until after the granting act 
had expired—the first 20 miles—and that land was sold 
ented. Now, what effect does this have upon that 





Mr. BOATNER. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that the 
road was not commenced until after the expiration of the grant? 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then there was no title to the land. That 
is just the case [ stated awhileago. I will say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi that if there is any title to that land it m 
upon some principle of law that 1 have never heard of r 
land belonged to the sovereign, the United States. The United 
States granted it to the State, to be disposed of upon certain 
terms and conditions. It says it shall be disposed of in this way 
and noother. If theState has gone on and disposed of it insome 
other way than that which it was authorized the sale is void. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. By disposing of it to people on the road, 
the Supreme Court says that the title is vested in them. 

Mr. BOATNER. Butin the very same decision in which it 
is held that the title is in the State, it held that the State can 
not dispose of it, except in accordance with the granting act, 
and the terms of the granting act says that they shall not be 
disposed of at all if the road is not built in ten years. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Iowa for a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 desire to call the gentleman’s attention 
to lines 13 and 14, on page 2 of that act. Now, he will find this 
language: 

Any such railroad not constructed or completed within the time specified 
in the act making the grant. 

‘The act making the grant; not the act making the grant and 
acts amendatory thereto. 

[In the very grant that was made to the State of Iowa, there 
was arequirement that the road should be completed within 
ten years. But there were amendatory acts extending that 
time, giving them the right to these grants where the roads 
were completed within the time prescribed in the amendatory 
acts, but not in the time prescribed by the act making the grant. 
Now, is it not true that under the provisions of this bill every 
acre of land granted to the State a Iowa to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads would be forfeited? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all, under the statement of facts 
given by the gentleman. Ido not consider we would have the 
power to forfeit them. [ consider that the forfeiture or the at- 
tempt to forfeit a grant to a railroad which had built its road 
according to the terms and conditions of the grant would be 
confiscation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do not you think this is confiscation? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all; because the act provides for the 
case cited. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. This same controversy happened in 
Congress in 1890 and earlier years. There was the same con- 
tention upon the part of certain gentlemen of the right of Con- 
gress to forfeit all lands that were not earned within the time 
fixed in the granting act. But in 1890, instead of adopting the 
contention of the gentleman from Louisiana and the gentleman 
in charge of this bill, Congress did this: It provided by act to 
resume its right to all lands opposite to and coterminous with 
that portion ofany such railroad not now completed and in ope- 
ration, and the language of that act was, ‘‘ Not now completed 
and in operation.” The language of this act is, ‘‘Not com- 
pleted within the time named in the grant.” 

Now, is it not true that the adoption of the language even of 
the statute of 1890can properly be called under all circumstances 
of this contention a waiver on the part of Congress of its right 
to do what the gentleman is now contending for? 

Mr. BOATNER. I hardly think so, Mr. Chairman. It ap- 
pears to me that would be an exceeJingly strained construction. 

In concluding my remarks, I want to say to gentlemen on the 
other side that it is very easy to test all the questions and all 
the objections which they now raise. These questions have been 
before the country for the last ten or fifteen years, and the peo- 
ple have been demanding the land. The people demand that 
the immense areas which were given to railroads in aid of con- 
struction, which were not earned in accordance with the terms 
of the grant or which it was claimed were earned after the ex- 
piration of the time prescribed in the grant, shall be restored to 
the public domain. 

The railroads say you can not do it. They say that it is an 
infringement and an invasion of the private rights that they 
have in the land, and that under the grant they have earned the 
lands. They say it belongs to them; that Congress can not re- 
enter because of the failure on their part to perform the conditions 
subsequent, because they have since performed those conditions, 
and though after the expiration of the time within which they 
were to complete the building of the roads, the legal effect has 
been to earn the grants and acquire a fee-simple title to the 
lands. It is easy enough to test this question. 

The railroads have no need to fear the courts of the United 
States; and they would not be afraid of them if they were not 
afraid of the propositions which they advance, if they were not 
afraid that the courts would hold that these grants to the 
States were limited, and conveyed no authority to sell after the 
expiration of the time fixed. 

Lf they were not afraid that the Supreme Court would hold that 
the attempt to dispose of these lands after the expiration of the 
time fixed under the act was void and that those who bought 
that land bought it with full notice of the want of title in the 
vendor, and that he was bound to look to the authority of the 
vendor and see if he had any title togive. They would not only 
not be opposing this act, but would be glad to have their titles 
judicially settled; but they are afraid that the Supreme Court 
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willhold against them on all these propositions, and that the 
mortgage bonds they have issued rest on no sounder basis than 
the deeds they have made. The power to mortgage is an ele- 
ment of ownership. ; 

[f there is no power to sell there is no power to create an in- 
cumbrance which could only be enforced by a sale. The de- 
struction of the title by a vice existing in it at the time the 
mortgage was created is ordinarily the destruction of the mort- 
gage, and where there is no title there can be no mortgage. 

The mortgagee must look to the title of the mortgagor just 
as the vendee must look to the title of the vendor; and where 
a mortgagee takes a mortgage upon property which the mort- 
gagor does not own he takes it at his own peril. 

If the railway companies feel confident that the courts will 
maintain the objections which are always urged here~—and | 
must say urged with a great deal of ability—they ought to let 
this bill pass and let the question be decided by the courts of 
the country, the Supreme Court of the United States being the 
final arbiter, whether they have earned their grants under the 
terms of the law or whether the Government has the right to 
take them back and give the lands to the people to whom, if 
forfeited by the railroad companies, they belong. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Oregon |Mr. HERMANN], and 
I reserve the remainder. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, what I shall say on this 
subject will be more especially in the interest of the innocent 
bona fide purchasers of lands from railroad companies that are 
to be affected by this bill if it should become a law. 

I refer particularly to those people who have entered into 
contracts with the railroad companies, have paid a valid and 
sufficient consideration or contracted to do so, and those par- 
ticularly who have made valuable improvements upon their 
lands, and still more those who have gone upon the lands and 
made their homes there in good faith. 

Prior to September 29, 1890, the Department of the Interior 
for a considerable period declined to confirm title to any of these 
railroad companies upon the filing of their lists of selections. 
On the date named Congress undertook to pass on this great 
question, and instead of declaring a forfeiture inall cases where 
the roads had not been completed in time, it confined the for- 
feiture to those lands conterminous with roads not completed at 
all; and in the same act it protected the rights of persons who 
had purchased lands conterminous with uncompleted roads from 
the railroad companies; or secondly, thoss who had entered 
merely into contracts of purchase with the railroad companies; 
or thirdly, those who had in good faith and with the intention 
to acquire title to the land entered upon it with a view to set- 
tlement or occupancy. 

These various classes were protected. As tothe limitation, it 
was provided that not exceeding 320 acres should be acquired by 
any person under that act. Now, the Committee on Public 
Lands has virtually incorporated into this bill that act of July 
9, 1820, so far as these conditions and limitations are concerned. 

The fourth section of the granting act to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company (and I particularly refer to that be- 
cause the remaining grants are similur in language) provides 
that whenever 25 miles of any railroad has been completed, 
thereupon that fact shall be certified to the President of the 
United States and he shall appoint commijssioners to examine 
the road, to ascertain whether it has been constructed in a sub- 
stantial and workmanlike manner. When those commissioners 
certify that fact favorably to the Gdvernment, the Secretary of 
the Interior thereupon considers the lists of selections; and upon 
the evidence submitted by the commission approves of them. 

For some time prior to September 29, 1890, he had declined to 
approve these lists, believing that Congress would in the end 
take hold of the subject and legislate upon it one way or an- 
other. Congress not having legislated upon the entire subject, 
but having confined its legislation to lands coterminous with 
railroads not completed, the various Departments of the Gov- 
ernment assumed—rightly assumed, I believe —that thereafter 
no further action would be taken, and that it would be doing in- 
justice not only to the great communities of the West, affected 
by the uncertainty, but particularly to the assignees of the rail- 
road companies under their grants, to further hold up these se- 
lections and prevent these parties from obtaining title. , 

Thereafter both the Republican and the Democratic Admin- 
istrations acted on that assumption, and the Interior Depart- 
ment has since been issuing patents to these various companies 
upon proof that the roads were completed in accordance with 
the granting act, which requires that ‘‘ patents of lands as afore- 
said shall be issued to said company, confirming tosaid company 
the right and title to said lands situat2 opposite to and cotermi- 
nous with said completed sections of said road.” 

Onlya short time ago, under the present Administration, there 
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were patented to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, on 
the 17th of May of the present year, 479,219 acres of land. Pre- 
vious to that time, in the last days of the previous Administra- 
tion—on March 3, 1893—there were patented to the Oregon and 
California Company, at one time, 97,929 acres; at another time 
71,081 acres, and on June 11, 1894, only last month, again under 
the present Administration, there were patented 152,409 acres. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to invite special attention to the 
fact that here by a solemn act of the administrative department 
of the Government, the title passes out of the Government; it 
leaves the jurisdiction of the Interior Department and goes into 
the railroad companies and from the railroad companies into 
the various assignees. It has gone beyond this Congress and 
becomes a matter for the courts. This is the situation with a 
large portion of these granted areas at the present time. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, makes no adequate exemptions what- 
ever. There is not the least clause saving any rights of parties 
who have made purchases of these corporations in excess of 320 
acres. Itisastothis harsh provision, or rather this unjust omis- 
sion, that I particularly complain to-day. 

Take, for instance, that vast empire stretching 1,000 miles 
westward of the city of Bismark, in Dakota. All parties who 
have purchased lands within that great extent of territory, and 
within the limits of the land grant, if they hold lands in excess 
of 320 acres from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, will 
incur forfeiture or loss of their property. 

Within that long distance many cities have grown up which 
occupy areas exceeding 640 acres. Those areas have been di- 
vided into town lots and into acre tracts. They have been par- 
celled off and conveyed to various individuals. Factories have 
been built upon them; great works and enterprises of an indus- 
trial character are now in operation there. I submit to my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, the 
question, where will he draw the dividing line? How will he 
segregate the exempted 320 acres from those purchased tracts 
exceeding 320 acres? 

In what part of a city or town covering an area exceeding 320 
acres, will he draw the line of division in order to give to the 
party the exact 320 acres? To what party will he award these 
320 acres? Where there are many lot owners, how will the di- 
vision be made? How will he adjust the inequalities? The gen- 
tleman will meet a difficulty there that will be very hard indeed 
toovercome. No remedy is proposed by this bili, and this only 
emphasizes how crudely and insufliciently has this great subject 
been considered and presented here. 

[ might illustrate with regard to many other grants in the 
great West, where a like indifference is manifested by the com- 
mittee concerning the wretched condition of titles, which this 
legislation will produce. I might show how in the southern 
portion of my own Staite many parties have purchased timber 
lands obtained from these railroad companies in tracts of 640 
acres, and in some eases in excess of a thousand acres. 

These parties have engaged in the business of taking valuable 
timber from these lands; they have erected extensive sawmills 
and planing establishments, and constructed logging roads, etc., 
covering much of the lands thus purchased. What is the gentle- 
man going todo with this classof innocentand bona fide purchas- 
ersfrom the railroadcompany? They had aright to believe that 
the company had at least color of title. They beheld the Gov- 
ernment of the United States deducting from the company 40 or 
50 per cent of the contract price for carrying the mails. They 
likewise beheld the railroad company charged up for the trans- 
portation of munitions of war and troops and generally of any 
property belonging to the Government. 

Going into the United States land offices they beheld the re- 
ceiver of those offices collecting double maximum prices from 
settlers who were residing upon the even numbered sections 
within the limits of this grant—settlers who were paying for at 
least the original value of the land in the odd sections granted 
to the company itself. It was Stephen A. Douglas who first 
justified placing a double minimum price on the even sections, 
because, as be claimed, the Government would in reality not be 
losing anything. The Government received $2.50 for $1.25 per 
acre lands. All these acts on the part of the Government were 
takingeplace in sight of the grantor, the Government of the 
United States. 

Still stronger and beyond all this, these persons beheld the 
President of the United States receiving and approving the re- 
port of the commissioners sent out to examine the sections of 
25 miles of completed road; they beheld the President ordering 
the Secretary of the Interior to certify these various lists for 
patents; and then the lands, in many cases, were patented to 
these companies, the title passing from the Government of the 
United States under the order of the Executive Department of 
the Government. Had not these people a right to believe that 
this company had a title somewhere? Had they not just occa- 
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sion to place their trust and their faith in the title which they 
received from the railroad company under these circumstances? 

The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands seems to 
close his eyes and his ears to the equities even of those parties 
who are thus claiming title from the railroad companies to lands 
which have been patented to them by the Government. Those 
companies in such cases hold the highest evidences of owner- 
ship of real estate which any person can have in this or in any 
other nation, 

‘The innocent purchasers, looking at the record evidence, see- 
ing these patents solemnly written, signed, sealed, and issued, 
and then as solemnly recorded in the several counties in which 
the lands are located, and then thereupon purchasing the lands 
and paying the full market value in good faith—I ask the gen- 

leman how can he satisfy his conscience or his sense of justice 
and right by coming in here to-day to confiscate—not to forfeit, 
but to confiscate—thé title of these innocent people without any 
wrong on their part? 

They are the immediate and direct sufferers. The railroad 
company is not so much the sufferer. [I am not here pleading 
for the railroad company, but I am for the innocent purchasers, 
many of whom [ am personally acquainted with, and who under 
the circumstances I have described, and under at least color of 
title, have gone on in good faith and paid their hard-earned 
money, or negotiated to pay it, to obtain title. I ask whether 
any gentleman on this floor, in view of all these circumstances, 
will say ‘‘aye” upon the passage of a bill which denies these 
settlers this simple justice, this undoubted right? 

Why, sir, there is not even the small privilege of a repay- 
ment to these people. Not a dollar of what they have paid in 
good faith for these lands isto be reimbursed to them. They 
are to be absolute losers of every cent paid, with all expenditures 
made for the betterments on the lands in excess of 320 acres, 
and all this in full view of Congress—of the Government—the 
grantor—standing idly by, seeing the railroad construction pro- 
gressing day by day and year by year after the time allowed for 
the completion of the road and after imposing all these restric- 
tions upon them, yet not expressing any protest by resolution, 
executive order, or amendment of the original act as to the de- 
fault in completion of the road as required by the grant. 

It does seem to me if these people under such circumstances are 
at this late day to be thus deprived of their property, that it 
will be an unjustifiable as well as an unnecessary and an unusual 
hardship. I ask myfriendif it is possible that he willlend him- 
self to be a party to such an act, such an infamous act [ may call 
it, that will impose such hardship upon innocent people? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, along the line of the Northern Pacific 
road, and especially may I say along the Southern Pacific, you 
will find a vast expanse of country on which there is neither a 
shrub nor a tree. There is a species of grass which grows in 
those sections to some extent which is nutritious to cattle and 
sheep, especially to the latter, but it grows sparsely and re- 
quires a very large quantity of land to support limited numbers 
of these animals. It is necessary, therefore, for the man who 
would raise sheep profitably to purchase in quantities of a thou- 
sand or two thousand acres; and it is also necessary, as civiliza- 
tion encroaches upon the frontierand assettlements multiply in 
these regions, for large tracts of land to be fenced in at great 
expense. 

Much of this work has been done. These people have in this 
way paid their money, have made their homes: they are hold- 
ing title from the railroad company, and the railroad company 
is holding the rightand title from the Government of the United 
States. Are these people under such circumstances entitled to 
any consideration or to any privileges? Is there any justice in 
the proposed action here which would deprive them of all of 
their rights in excess of 320 acres? 

Mr. BOEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HERMANN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BOEN. What kind of a deed, does the gentleman know, 
did the railroad company give to these purchasers? 

Mr. HERMANN. In thiscase, where the companies received 
patent from the Governmentof the United States, I understand 
they have given all the title that they had, all thetitle thatany 
person could give who has a title,and which they have reason to 
believe on the face of it is a good title. 

Mr. BOEN. The only deed given was a warranty deed. I 
have recorded manyof them myself. The Northern Pacific has 
given warranty deeds in all cases, and consequently the company 
is responsible itself. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatis that responsibility worth under the 
present conditions? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The road is in the hands of «a re- 
ceiver now, and how can a deed of that character be good for 
anything, or how can the company undertake to guarantee or 
warrant a title that it has conveyed? 
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Mr. HERMANN. That is precisely the condition, and it is 
only a stronger illustration of the fact that the innocent pur- 
chasers, who are not technical lawyers, who can not afford to go 
and pay lawyers to give them advice and to interest themselves 
in their affairs, are to be the sufferers by such legislation as 
thi These men had to trust to their own good sense, and, 
judging by their environments and the circumstances surround- 
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ing them, they believed this company had a good title, espe- 
cially so when they saw the patent of the Government of the 
United States bearing the great seal of State and by its side the | 
signatures of the officers of the Government who are required | 
by law to affix their signatures to such documents, and when | 


they found that patent on record in the county in which the lands | 


are situated. 


Mr. CANNON of California. Will the gentleman allow me 
to suggest to him that the last clause of the second section seems 


to secure such purchasers from the railroad companies in their 
righis. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill say to my good friendfrom California 
that it secures nothing to any purchaser directly or indirectly 
in oxcess of the limited area of 320 acres of land. 

Mr. COX. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tio: [am not familiar with this subject. DoI understand the 
genileman from Oregon to make the statement that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has issued its patent or grant to the 
railroad company for this land, and thereupon the company sold 
the land to innocent purchasers, and that they got possession of 
the land under their deeds from the companies and are now oc- 
cupying them? 

Mr. HERMANN. That is an exact description of the condi- 
tion and the title of these people for which they paid their 
money. Lam illustrating the case where the Government is- 
sued patents for large tracts of lands beyond the point at which 
the roads were completed when the period prescribed for the 
completion of the roads had expired, but where the roads were 
subseyuently completed by the railroad companies. 

Mr. COX. 
That if you declare a forfeiture of the land you must set aside 
the patents given to the railroad by the United States? 

Mr. HERMANN. Necessarily so; and I think that is one of 


Then the whole question resolves itself into this: | 


the most iniquitous results which will follow the passage of the | 


bill. 

Mr. COX. That would turn the purchaser of the land back 
upon the railroad company on their deeds. Is not that theonly 
remedy they would have? 

Mr. HERMANN. 
and | will further illustrate the character of this proposed leg- 
islation, to which I desire still moreto address myself, 

Mr. COX. That is the very point I wanted to hear the gen- 
tleman upon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Themostof theserailroads are bankrupt as 
a matter of fact. Nearly every one of them is mortgaged to 
American or European mortgagees, and if these parties are re- 
quired to look to the railroad corporations it is very evident 
thatithey will never get a dollar of their money, no matter what 
steps they may take in the courts. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
would last them a lifetime. 

Mr. HERMANN. To say nothing of the expense and the per- 
deavoring to enforce their rights. 

Mr. COX. But the titles are based on the patents from the 


understand. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is true to a large extent. 
sons, of course, have made their purchases and are now occupy- 
ing lands where the patents have not yet issued. But Iam se- 


lecting for my illustration the case of those parties who are hold- | 


ing lands under titles from the railroad company, land to which 
the company is entitled by solemn patents of the United States, 
in order to point out the extreme injustice of this bill; and I 
particularly insist that the chairman of the Committee on the 
Public Lands should at least have opened his heart to that class 
of individuals. 

Mr.BYNUM. Do youknow the proportion of lands that have 
been thus patented? 

Mr. HERMANN. L[regret to say that lam unable tostate ex- 
actiy. I donot know what the amount patented will be when 
segregated from the whole land specified in the original grant. 

Butnow infurther answer to my friend from Tennessee, I have 
in my hand a statement from the Land Office issued on the llth 
day of June of this year; and it must be conceded that President 
Cleveland obtained great credit for his watchfulness of the pub- 
lic land interests of the United States (he was undoubtedly given 
this credit by his party in his former Adesiadetuctionh ek find 
that under this (his) Administration on the 11th dayof June last 
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152,409 acres of land were patented, outside of the limit beyond 
which the railroad company was required to complete the road 
by the terms of the granting act. ’ 

Then to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company on the 17th 
day of last May patents were issued by this Administration for 
479,219 acres of land, and the patents have been placed on record 
in the county where the lands are situated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Most of that 
county. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ibelieveso. It was inthe Spokane district, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will bring that out in some 
remarks I desire to make on another matter. 

Mr. HERMANN. So my friend will perceive how unjustly 
these provisions of the bill will bear upon a large proportion of 
the landholders and occupiers of land on the Pacilic railroads, 
and in many other portions of the West; and it is particularly in 
their behalf, and to avoid what I believe to be the wrongs that 
this bill will inflict upon them, that I appeal to you to-day. 

I know the circumstances under which many acquired their 


was in my own 


titles, the large areas of dense timber lands for milling pur- 


poses, the vast areas of desert grass lands for sheep-raising pur- 
poses; how it was necessary in ail these cases for them to have 
large bodies of land, as otherwise they could not have accom- 
plished the purposes in which they were engaged. ‘They acted 
in the utmost good faith, and all this time the Government was 
standing idly by with its arms folded, and knowing of these acts 
on the part of the railroad compauy, extending its road mile by 
mile, over mountain and desert plain, through the tunnels and 
down the gorges, in the storm as well as in sunshine, until hun- 
dreds of miles became thousands, and still the construction con- 
tinued far westward and beyond the period of time limited in the 
granting act, and yet no act of forfeiture whatever passed this 
body. 

And now in answer to the proposition of law made afew mo- 
ments ago by our amiable friend from Louisiana|Mr. BOATNER}, 
I want to say that the Supreme Court has recently passed upon 
some of these ee questions, which the gentleman said he 

ether that highest tribunal had yet passed 
upon. I submitted to him a case similar to that of nearly all of 
these jand grants, where, for instance, the Government of the 
United States had made a land grant to a State for the purpose 
of building a railroad, and in the grant had limited the com- 
pletion of that road to ten years, and a further clause provided 
that at the end of that period any land unsold thereaftershould 


, | revert to the State. 
I will assume that to be the only remedy, | 


Now, there was an express condition of reversion made a part 


| and parcel of the act, which the company took with its eyes 


Even by the inauguration of a lawsuit that | 


open when it commenced to invest its capital in the construction 
of this road. The road was not completed at the expiration of 
the ten years. It was completed after. But in the interim 
some very valuable timber and timber lands were sold, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that the company 
acquired a valid title. That the grant was by its words a grant 
in presenti—and that their acts, although out of time, were pro- 
tected until a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body. 

That was the proposition, and in order that there may be no 
question about it I will refer to the decision itself. It is found 
in 146 United States Reports, page 592. In that case the land’ 


} \ c | had been granted to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the con- 
petual troubie and vexation that they would have to incur in en- | 


struction of a railroad. The language of that grant was like the 
language in these grants now under consideration: ‘‘ That there 


t é L | be, and is hereby, granted,” are the granting words. 
Government of the United States to the railroad companies, I | 





Now, if gentlemen will refer to any ‘of these land grants, par- 
ticularly the grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
you will find that the granting clause is verysimilar. For in- 


| stance, in that grant are these words: 


And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, etc., every 
alternate section of public land not mineral— 

And so forth. So that you will see the enacting clause to be 
precisely similar to that in this case which is now commented 
upon by the Supreme Court— 

That there be, and is, hereby granted. 


Says the court: 

A further provision was that if the road be not completed within ten 
years, ‘‘no further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to 
the United States.” 

Now, there is an express inhibition, a positive condition: 

No further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the 
United States. 

Now, the illustration with the Northern Pacific grant is, that 
that:company went on after the time provided for the comple- 
tion of the road. They did complete the road, and that comple- 
tion was certified to the Government. In the meanwhile the 
railroad company went on and sold land, but if the position 
taken by the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. BOATNER] is good 
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av. then those lands would revert back after the period limited 
aw, then tHuos 
for completion of the road to the Government of the Unit 
But, savs Mr. Justice Brewer, delivering the opinion o the | 
court: 
T d was not completed within the time specified. Thereafter 
tim it lremoved from theso lands, and the question for col 
era } ynership of tl timber. Itwasheld that thetim! 
Wi to the land passed t 
th te uj i hough the road was not 
co ted l th I sion 
th 1e uns i] iil 1 e, 
hel nde ondition th | 
take ine steps to assert a forfeiture. 
1 COBB of Alaba Will the gentleman allow me right 

the 


HERM ANN. Yes. 
Mv. COBB of inteste . The effect of that decision is that 
t 


the itle to that timber was in the State, as between everybody 
sept the Government of the United States. 
ir. HERMANN. The State was the grantee under the act. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. The State was the grantee und 





the act 


Mr. HERMANN. This land grant was made to the State for | 


the express purpose of building that particular road. The road 
was to be built within a certain prescribed time, and if not built 
within that time, these lands should revert. Revert to whom? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Revert to the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN 
Court held that those lands did not revert. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
man, the decision says no such thing. 

Mr. HERMANN. And they go still further and hold that 
until a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body, that that 
company, or the State itself if the right was in the hands of the 
State, could go on and make further sales of those lands. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is not a word in that decision 
against the proposition.that the Government of the United 
States might interfere and recover the land and the timber itself 
that grew on the land, but the court in express terms say that 
there is a grant with a condition subsequent; that no one can 
take advantage of that decision except the grantor, and that as 
between all the world except the grantor the title remained in the 
grantee. But when the grantor saw proper to come forward and 
enforce the proper conditions of the grant, there was nothing 
to prevent it. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
from this one thing 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The decision says so. 

Mr. HERMANN. I construe the decision exactly opposite to 
what the gentleman does; and how absurd it would be, if the 
grantee himself had a good title, as the g 
admit that he had—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
title. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
it to somebody else. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
and nobody ec 

of the United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
shall be no reverter,evenas tosales made after the time limited, 
until after a legislative declaration of forfeiture by this body. 

Mr.COX. A declaration of forfeiture first? 

Mr. HERMANN. The point that lam trying to make clear 


My friend can see the absurdity of that 





I do not. 


You seem to admit that the grantee had a 


He had a title, subject to forfeiture. 
If the grantee had a title, he could convey 


He had a title subject to forfeiture, 


Begging the pardon of the gentle- | 


sntleman seems to | 





| road s completed within ten years the sales of land sh 
1i0t sold should revert to the‘ 
rire out of a contention with which t 
| el of the United States had nothing todo. ltw con 
between one party representing the State of Wisconsin 
‘ty who ivht » defend by showi: hat tl 
| title w outsta ing in the United States. Che Gov 
t ad thine to dowithit. The action vas to 
| over timber which grew upon that portion of the lan 
| had not been conveyed before the expiration of the ten yea 
| limit provided in the granting act for the completion of the 
| ho oad 
| j tention on the part of the State of Wisconsin was th 
ich as the United States had taken no steps to d ire a 
| forfeiture the lands upon which this timber grew was the prop- 
erty of the State. It was contended, on the other hand, that 
| because these lands were granted for the completion of miles of 
road which had been completed after the ten years, that no titl 
| to the land was in the State of Wisconsin, but th t titl 





Back tothe United States; butthe Supreme | 
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had reverted to the United States 
Now, that was the contention. The 
nited States sustained the contention of the State v iscon- 
Because the State of Wis: onsit 1 had p 
lands? Not so. But because noone but the United 
States could take advantage of the condition in the t 


cuprem Co of the 
TT i 

sin; and why? 
to these 


They say, citing authority, that where there is a grant a 
a condition-subsequent, no party can take advantage of thatsub 
sequent condition except the grantor; and inasmuch as the Gov 
ernment of the United States was the grantor and th » State o 


Wisconsin was the grantee, that no othe r person could chal- 
lenge the title of the State of Wisconsin; and, therefore, they 
held in that suit between the State of Wisconsin and this othe 
contending party, the Governmentof the United States keeping 
its hands out of the controversy, that the title of the State was 
good and would remain good untilthe Governmentof the United 
States should see proper to declare it forfeited. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like toask the gentleman a ques- 
tion and get him to discuss it in connection with what he is say- 
ing. Suppose a third party purchases from the State and pays 
his money forit, does not he stand in exactly the condition that 
the State did? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Precisely. No guarantee can stand 
on any higher or better ground than the grantor. That is 





| unive orsal principle of law applicable to land titles. 


. STOCKDALE. Supposing in that case that while that 
title was made when the grantee, the State, had good title, and 
obody could interfere except the Government of the United 
States, and the Government of the United States did not inter 
fere, th n, ne sn in this condition, they sold to an individual 
and he paid his money for it, is it honest for the Government of 


| the Unites d States to go in and forfeit that man’s title? 


can enforce that forfeiture except the Government | 


But the Supreme Court held that there | 
| to see the full force of the legal principle that 


to my friend is that only in the event of forfeiture will the com- | 


pany be prevented from making further s 
valid. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. if you will allow me—— 

Mr. HERMANN. The forfeiture is alimitation upon the act 
of the State. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, if you will allow me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
entering this debate is toc 


sales which shall be | 


Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in | 
all attention of the committee tothe | 





misconstruction put upon the decision last read by the gentle- | 


man from Oregon. This decision grew out of these circum- 
stances. The United States granted to the State of Wisconsin 
acertain number of acres of land under conditions. The con- 
ditions were that these lands were to be sold from time to time, 
as a certain number of miles, 20 I believe, of a certain railroad 
were completed. 

That the State might goon and sell a certain number of acres 
of the land, which sale was to be good and valid when 20 
miles of railroad were completed. It might then make another 
Jike sale, and so on. 


The act further provided that unless the 





| the condition expressed in the deed, and after that 


1 





Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, undoubtedly; asI shall show 
you in a moment. gma the gentleman contend that the 
holders of this land : in better position because they got it 
from the United St: a 3 ; than they would if they got it from an 
a ial? 

STOCKDALE. That is technical. I ask you if it is 


heen st for the United States to do that? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I thinkitis. Letustestit and see. 
Let us test it in the case of individuals, and then you will be able 
ought to : apply. 
I sell to my friend and convey to him a hundred acres of land, 
and I.make him a deed with a condition subsequent. 

Mr. COX. That is in the deed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is in the deed, put i t in 
terms—that if certain things are not dono that land is to revert 
tome. Now, he is the owner of the land, and holds the title as 
against everybody in the world except myself, whether he per- 
forms the conditions or not. But suppose he fails to perform 
failure my 
friend from Tennessee | Mr. Cox] proposes to purchase the land 
from him. What is he charged to do? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But in a case where the land has been 
sold and the money is paid 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. .As a rule the doctrine of caveat 
emptor does not apply to the sale of lands. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But there is an estoppe 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman Pw me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 


rtainly. 
Suppose the original seller of the land, 


who makes this purchase that you have last spoken of, 2 
and makes valuable inprovements. 

[L am coming to tha 

Right there, just all 


oes on 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
Mr. HERMANN. 


OW me tO ask 16 gen- 
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tleman another question,so that he may answer both in the 

same connection. Where the grantor has derived substantial 

benefit from these so-called violations on the partof the grantee, 
as is the case of the Government of the United States in my own 

State with reference to these land-grant roads, what would you 

do then? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. COX. Before you pass from that, I desire to make an in- 
quiry. LIagree with you exactly. Here isa grant, and on the 
face of the grant there is a condition stated, with which the 
grantee must comply. As the question stands between him and 
the grantor, of course if the grantor is satisfied that he has com- 
— with the condition of the grant then nobody else can com- 
p ain. 

When the Government of the United States issued to these 
railroad companies its patent or grant, and the railroad com- 
panies took it and have conveyed or sold their title to parties 
that are innocent, so far as that is concerned, does the grant 
from the Government of the United States to the railroad com- 
panies upon its face give notice to the purchaser of the land 
that there are conditions with which the railroad must comply. 
Is that on the face of the grant? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Every grant made by the Govern- 
ment of the United States is by force and operation of statute law, 
and the statute of the United States becomes a part of the deed 
of conveyance. That is a well recognized principle of law. 
You have gotto go back to the source of your title before you can 
complain if you do not get a good title. Now let us apply these 
principles to the question here in hand, and see how they will 
operate; and inapplying that rule I will show you that there is 
nothing of equity in this case that is claimed so vigorously by 
gentlemen on the other side of the question. The Government 
of the United States makes a grant with a condition. 

Now, every holder of land under that grantis charged in com- 
mon sense and in common law with notice of what is contained 
in the granting act. Thatis the source of all the title. You 
are charged. by the law to look to this original source of title 
whenever you make a purchase of land held under legislative 
grant, and you are further charged with knowledge of every 
condition which the granting act discloses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for a question? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This bill provides for secur- 
ing to the grantee of these lands 320 acres. Now, the conditions 
in the city in which I reside are these: Six hundred and forty 
acres of railroad land are covered by that city. That land was 
sold by the railroad company at a nominal price, but by the in- 
dustry and energy of the people a city has been built upon it, 
and that property is worth to-day from $7,000,000 to $10,000,000. 
Now, under this bill, what are you going to do in a case of that 
kind? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Iam arguing thelegalauestion. If 
my time holds out, I will meet the case which the gentleman 
puts before I get through. 

Mr. LACEY. Even if we have the legal right, would it not 
be bad policy to disturb all those titles? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Perhaps so; but I am dealing with 
the proposition assumed here by the gentleman from Oregon as 
a proposition of law, because when we dispose of a question of 
this kind we ought to distinguish clearly between legal princi- 
ples and that which we may see proper to do undera claian of 
equity. 

ie WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman discuss 
the question of law presented by section 9 of the act granting 
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. All the granting acts are the same. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no; that is where the gen- 
tleman is mistaken; they are not all the same. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman read the pro- 
vision to which he refers? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington (reading): 

Suc. 9. And be tt further enacted, That the United States make the several 
conditioned grants herein, and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company accept the same, upon the further condition that if the said com- 
pany make any breach of the conditions hereof, and allow the same to con- 
tinue for upwards of one year, then,.in such case, at any time hereafter, the 
United States, by its Congress, may do any and all acts and things which 
may be nee iful andnecessary to insure a speedy completion of the said road. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. In regard to that I have only this to 
say: that those cases are subject to the same general principles 
that lam presenting inmyargument. The title toeach of those 
tracts of land is to be decided by the law under which the land 
is held. If there are any peculiarities in the case cited by the 


gentleman from Washington, it will not fall within the general 
rule of my argument. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


But does not the gentleman 
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see that if this bill should pass and become a law, it will take 
fifteen years to get this matter settled? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ido not know whether we shall pass 
the bill, or whether I shall vote for it. Iam not talking about 
that; but I am talking about the legal principles which ought 
to control usin ascertaining whether we shall pass the bill or not. 

I say there are land grants—whether this applies to the case 
cited by the gentleman from Washington or not I am not able 
to say now, because I have not given attention to that particu- 
lar case—but I say there are cases originating under the law 
that I have before me where there is no consideration of law or 
equity opposing a forfeiture of certain lands. That is what I 
am trying to show. 

Mr. MARSH. Allow me to ask this question: Instead of put- 
ting all these roads into one ‘‘omnibus bill,” why does not the 
committee report a bill for each particular case? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I am not on the committee and can 
say nothing about that. 

Mr. MARSH. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
was a member of the committee. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir; I am an outsider, perhaps 
an interloper, in this debate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [tis always a pleasure for us 
to hear the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, what are the facts? and I am 
talking about these grants where it is provided that if within 
ten years the whole road is not completed, then the land unsold 
shall revert to the United States. 

Let us confine our attention to those cases. The Government 
of the United States makes a grant with conditions; and the 
final condition is that a reversion shall take place if the whole 
road is not completed within ten years. Now, what is the 
status of those who hold lands conveyed to them after the ex- 
piration of the ten years and not covered by any of the com- 
pleted roads? That is the question to which I ask the attention 
of this committee. 

A purchaser of land held in that condition, or a man who pro- 
poses to purchase land held in that condition, is charged with 

he duty of ascertaining whether his proposed vendor has or 
has not a legal title. How does he ascertain that fact? If his 
proposed vendor has a deed, it shows from whom he purchased; 
and so from one individual to another he may trace the line all 
along, until finally he is brought to the act of the Congress of 
the United States containing this condition of forfeiture. 

If he is fool enough to buy land without making this sort of 
an investigation the fault is his, and he can not comp!ain of 
anybody else. Noman thinks it is a hardship if in a case be- 
tween private individuals a purchaser loses his land through 
his own neglect to ascertain the title of the vendor. Why, be- 
cause the Government happens to bo the original vendor, should 
there be a distinction in principle? The purchaser buys, know- 
ing—charged by the law with the knowledge—that his title is 
defective by reason of the fact that a condition contained in the 
original grant has not been complied with. 

Asa matter of law he has no title as against the original 
grantor. ButIpause here now to emphasize the fact already 
adverted to that no man can question the validity of the title 
except the grantor, the Government of the United States; and 
you can not infer that because the courts have held, as between 
A and B, that A has a good title as against B, that therefore he 
has a good title against the Government, Which conveyed with 
a condition. 

Now, what about the equity? We have heard a great deal 
of that. There is no legal term, Mr. Chairman, that is more 
loosely used than that very term equity. Equity in its largest 
legal acceptation applies to remedy alone, not to principle. 
‘Equity is the correction of that wherein the law by reason 
of its universality isdeficient.” Deficientinwhat? Deficient in 
remedy—in remedial power. 

Equity follows the law; and when a man ischarged by the law 
with the knowledge of a fact which by negligence he fails to 
ascertain, he can claim no equitable right to be relieved from 
the consequences of his negligence. And let us not forget that 
an equity when it exists is a matter of right—not of grace and 
favor. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
ers know very much of the law. ; 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The law does not take cognizance of 
the fact that the rancher is not acquainted with the law. The 
presumption is that all men know the law, and ignorance of the 
law is no just foundation for equitable relief. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to what Congress shall do is quite an- 
other question. It is said that the title of the settlers ought to 
be confirmed because the Government of the United States re- 
ceived certain benetits from the road, which it was provided 
they should give to the Government inconsideration of the grant. 


I thought he 


I do not expect that the ranch- 








| 


— 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
meamoment. Suppose we should declare the forfeiture, would 
the gentleman be willing to return to the settlers the double 
minimum price that they paid? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, that is not exactly a legal 
question. 5a : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, it is a very pertinent 
question in this connection. While you have forfeited in the 
State of Washington lands on a certain road there, the settlers 
who paid their money did not get the benefit of the railroad, 
for it was never built, and now they are not allowed to get the 
$2.50 an acre that they paid forthe land. Donotyou think that 
we are subject to a little equity in that transaction? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will answer the gentleman by say- 
ing that I will vote for any measure which may be produced 
here when I am convinced that it is one which will force the 
Government of the United States to be honest and pay its debts. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let me say that I will join the 
gentleman in that, and I think it likely we could do some things 
to make the Government honest and pay its lawful debts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I wish all of the members would feel 
that way, because I fear that the Congress is not always as 
prompt to recognize honest claims against the Government as 
it should be. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But the gentleman from Ala- 
bama doubtless recollects the forfeiture down the Columbia 
River in the last Congress? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We forfeited that land, for 
which the settlers paid $2.50 per acre, the railroad has not been 
built, and the settlers get nothing. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Bring in your bill—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have already done so. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. AndI will examine it, and if I am 
satisfied it is honest 1 will help the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Inever ask anything but what 
is honest. |Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, as to the one legal proposition 
involved here, [had something to say in the Fifty-first Congress. 
The question is whether the fact that the roads did certain 
things for the Government as acommon carrier operated as a 
wiiver of its right to declare a forfeiture. And here is what I 
said on that question in that Congress when Mr. Payson of 
Illinois, who was chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
used the arguments now being urged. I used this language: 

But the legislation spoken of by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
son] can not operate as a waiver of forfeiture, for the reason that until the 
forfeiture is declared the roads are subject to the burdens imposed by the 
granting acts, and are rightfully treated as land-grant roads in the appro- 
priation bills. 

A word in answer to the proposition that the Government 
was required to do something when the lands were being con- 
veyed by the original grantees. If I convey a piece of land to 
my friend from Washington, and burden the title with a condi- 
tion, I am not required to interfere with a sale by him of the 
land, even though the sale is made after condition broken. 

Mr. RAY. Now, taking a case where it is optional with you 
as the grantor, some condition having been broken, with no- 
tice to you to bring an action to forfeit the title. You do not do 
it. You see the person in possession, claiming under you, sell 
to me, receive his money, you standing by and saying nothing. 
You see me go into possession and put valuable improvements 
upon the land, exercising all the rights of ownership, and all this 
time you sit by and say nothing. Can you, then, after all that 
is done, and after that acquiescence, turn around and eject me? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That has been decided a thousand 
times in courts both of law and of equity. 

Mr. RAY. It has been decideda thousand times that you can 
not do it, and I should like to see a decision where it has been 
decided that you could do it. I will defy you or any other man 
to show a decision in any other court, where it has been held 
that the right of forfeiture under the circumstances that I have 
defined should be exercised. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. it may be an extravagance to say 
that there are a thousand such decisions—— 

Mr. RAY. It is not the law and never has been. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose we go one step fur- 
ther with the illustration of the gentleman from New York. 
Suppose, in addition to that, that you aid in misleading the in- 
nocent party; then you are estopped, are you not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I may be esstopped in a court of equity, 
but not at law. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, in this case where the 
United States Government has absolutely aided in imposing 
upon these people by issuing its patents to the railroad after 
the condition is broken, then is it not esstopped? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes; and patents have been issued in the 
last few months. 








Mr. RAY. Could you recover in a case of ejectment under 
those circumstances? 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Ina case of ejectment the man hold- 
ing the legal title would recover the land. 

Mr. RAY. As against the equitable title? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, yes; youcan not plead an equi- 
tuble title in defense in an action of ejectment, except in those 
States where such defenses are allowed in actions at law. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman is mistaken in his proposition— 
absolutely wild. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Well, we will see. In acourt of law 
any man can eject another from a piece of land if the plaintiff 
in the action holds the legal title, and it matters not how many 
equities have intervened in the sales that have occurred, ex- 
cept in those States where equitable defenses in courts of law 
are allowed by statute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Which is the case in New 
York, and that is what has misled the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray}. 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Perhapsso. But toanswer the ques- 
tion, ‘* Did the issuing of a patent create an equity?” Clearly 
not, because the patent conveyed notitle. The title had already 
been conveyed by the granting act. The patent wassimply the 
evidence of the title contained in the granting act, and gave no 
additional force to that title nor destroyed any of its defects. 

Mr. Chairman, the hour of adjournment has passed, and while 
I have failed, because of frequent interruptions, to present in a 
connected way the legal points I had thought to make or to 
complete the answers to questions asked, I will not longer claim 
the floor. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr.Chairman, if the gentleman from Alabama 
has completed his remarks, I will make a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Several gentlemen around me have 
asked me to yield the floor. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman must understand that he can 
not have the tloor to-morrow. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not care. I will give up the 
floor. 

Mr. MCRAE. ThenI move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 121) to 
amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, approved September 29, 1890,and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit areport from the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia[Mr. TUCKER] 
asks unanimous consent to submit a report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, reported 
a bill (H.R.7688) as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 4215) to 
amend sections 140 and 145 and to repeal sections 143 and 144 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to Presi- 
dential elections. The bill (H. R. 7688) was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

The bill H. R. 4215 was ordered to lie on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. STEVENS, for one week, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCRAE (at 5 o’clock and10 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H.R. 7509) for the relief of Joab Brown. (Re- 
port No. 1216.) 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 3128) for the relief of Samuel Burrell. (Report No. 
1220.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
asfollows: 
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By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7678) toau- 
thorize the Rock Creek Railway Company to extend its road— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the re- 
lief of Union soldiers who were detained in rebel prisons be- 


¢ 





yond the period of their enlistment—to the Committee on In- 
valid Per ns. 

By Mr. BALLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize | 
purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal 
and ltailway Company to organize a corporation and to confer 
upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested 


in that Company—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. RB. 7681) toamend ‘An act tocreate | 


aboard of arbitration or commission for settling controversies 


and differences between railroad corporations and other com- 
mon carriers engaged in interstate and territorial transporta- 
tion of property or passengers and their employés,” approved | 
October 1, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

xy Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. Res. 


202) to extend the charter of the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lum bia. 

By Mr. LINTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 203) authorizing 
an uwppropriation to defray the expenses of delegatesto the Sixth 
Universal Peaee Congress at Antwerp, Belgium—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7682) to authorize the Wis- 
consin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7683) to remove the charge of 
des-rtion against James Fay—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of the 
heirs of Cynthia Tadlock—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MCALEAR: A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. 


Hathaway & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 7686) for the 
relief of Alfred O. Williamson, Gurley, Madison County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 7687) for the relief of the estate of Elisha 
B. Clapp, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Groton, Mass., pray- 
ine that all fraternal beneficiary societies be exempt from tax- 
ation—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
fuvoring an amendment to the proposed revenue bill exempt- 
ing from taxation fraternal beneficiary associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of sundry wholesale liquor dealers of Louisville, 
Ky., against an increase of the tax on whisky or an extension 
of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of 80 citizens of Flor- 
ence, Kans., favorable to the Kyle resolution—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of James Coles and others, of 
Kingsbridge, N. Y., against an income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of the supervisors 
of Knox County, Nebr., praying for relief from conflicting Gov- 
ernment surveys in said county—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of D.H. Harwood and others, of Shel- 
byville, Ill., in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of the faculty of Wesleyan Uni- 
versity, for the passage of antilottery laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of John Langan, of West Troy, 
New York, protesting against an increase of tax on whisky. and 
an extension of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of E. R. Freeman and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking amendment of income-tax 
bill, so.as to exempt fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, July 11, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. M1iLBurn, D. D. 
| On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consen} 
| the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
pensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
| _The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
| tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in r; 
| sponse to a resolution of June 15, 1894, a report of the Secor 
Comptroller of the Treasury relative to Treasury Settleme 
No. 4813 of 1584, in favor of the Sun Mutual and other insuran 
| companies of New York for insurance paid on the steamer Os. 
ceola, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referr 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the ¢ 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of June 15, 1894, three tabular statements relative to the amoun 
of gold which has been actually received into the Treasury and 
subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1893; what part of such coin has been obtained from the sal 
| of bonds of the United States and what payments and redemp- 
tions have been made, in gold coin or bullion, by the Treasur 
or subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1893, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 5th ultimo, a report from the Commissioner o 
Indian Affairs, together with a report of Agent Andrews to 
Superintendent Palmer relative to the Oregon and Washington 
Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, and bearing upon the question as 
to the loyalty of the Rogue River tribe of Indians during that 
| war, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, wa: 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
| Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cle 
burne, Tex., remonstrating against any appropriations being 
made for Indian education at sectarian schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Roswell Mott and 
sundry other citizens of Ingham County, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Newell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Flint, Mich., praying that fraternal benefi- 
ciary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposgd income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union, 
of Akron, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 34 woolgrowers of Athens 
County, Ohio, and a petition of 147 woolgrowers of Highland 
County, Ohio, praying for the imposition of a duty of 5 cents 
per pound on wool; which were ordered‘to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 46 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio, and a petition of 44 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, 
praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies and 
associations be exempted from the proposed income tax of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 11 citizens of Canton, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill defining the 
term ‘‘anarchist,” and providing for the trial and punishment 
of such a person by the United States district courts; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of the Real Estate and Stock Exchange, of the Mer- 
chants and Manufacturers’ Association, of the Freight Bureau, 
of the Manufacturers’ Association, of the Young Mens’ Business 
Club, of the Builders’ Exchange, of the Ohio Mechanies’ Insti- 
tute, of the Commercial Club, and of the Chamber of Commerce, 
all of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a fast 
mail service from Cincinnati to points south of the Ohio River; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

Mr. KYLE ted additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2202) to repeal an act entitled, ‘‘An act to amend the laws 
rélative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1890, 










: 
i 


A 


1894. 


heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
" Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 


ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
‘ ¢ 


for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 





Marine ¢ 3: 
A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. D 
and 
A bill (S. 1083) for the relief the estate of John Ericsson. 
Vir. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 


is referred the a 
10th ultimo, intended t¢ ( 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed; 
greed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 28) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in tho 


United States Navy, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


which wa 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | 


following bills, reported adversely thereon, and they were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1332) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy: and 

A bill (S. 2181) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Select Committee onthe Quadro-Cen- 
tennial, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom | 


was referred the bill( H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 


mendment submitted by Mr. SQuIR® on the | 
» be proposed to the sundry civil appro- | 
moved that it bo | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported it with 


amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
CONSTRUCTION OF COUNTY BUILDING IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing 
the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds 
for the construction of a county building at the county seat 
thereof, to report it without amendment. The bill is only ten 
lines long, and I ask for its present consideration, because of the 
necessities that surround the case. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; w 
lows: 


in Committee of the 
hich was read, as fol- 





Pe tt enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Coconino, 
Territory of Arizona, be, and is hereby, authorized to issue bonds of the 
said county not 6 sling $1! ) payable in not less than two 





nor more than twenty years, and t erest at a rate not exce: z 
5 per cent per annum, for the constrt n of a county building at 
county seat of said county. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me itis rather curious to give 
the authority of Congress toconstructa building ina Territory. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I canexplain the bill to the Senator in a 
moment, if he will permit me. This is a county that has been 
newly formed and cut off from an old-county. Under the act of 
Congress the old county had become indebted to the amount of 
what was equivalent to 4 per cent of its assessed value. When 
the new county was formed it had to assume its share of that 
indebtedness. 

Mr.SHERMAN. What is to prevent action by the Territo- 
rial Legislature of Arizona? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Because the act of Congress does not per- 
mit bonds to be issued or indebtedness created beyond 4 percent 
of the assessed value of the property of the county, and asit had 
to assume its share of the indebtedness of the old county, there 
was no margin by which it could issue this small amount of $15,- 
000 of bonds to erect a building in which the records of the 
county are to be kept. 

Mr. MILLS. Why can not the house be built by taxation? I 
do not like this business of authorizing counties to sell bonds 
running fifteen and twenty years to get money to builda house. 
There is hardly any county in the United States that ought to 
have acourt-house which can not get money by taxation to build 
it. Ido not like the policy. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that this is a new county, and 
of course it has assumed its share of the liabilities of the old 
county, so that the indebtedness has been puf upon it which it 
has to meet by taxation. All that is asked is $15,000, to erect a 









building to preserve the records of the county. The report o 


2 = 


+}, 


1c State officials is to the effect that the records are over 
grocery store ana are lable to be burned up at any moment. 
Mr. MILLS. Can not $15,000 be raised by taxation for build- 











y th > no e? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Itseemsnot, with the additional liabilities 
that rest upon the county by reason of the indebtedness it had 
MILLS. I hope my friend will at least limit the time tho 
mndsare torun. ‘Twenty years, with 5 per centinterest, to bor- 
15,000 seems to me to be bad policy. Why not say four or 
e inly they can raise the money in five y 
ir kK [ will agree to make it ten years 
Mr [ inquire of the Senator from \ r- 
hat county it is that is asking for this aid? 
. FAULKNER. A county in Arizona. 
Mr. HARRIS. A county in a Territory? 
Mr. FAULKNER. A county in the Territory of Arizona. 
Mr. HARRIS. That was the point in my mind. I did not 
know what Congress had to do with it. 
Mr. BATE. I wish to inquire what kind of money the bonds 


are to be paid in? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill leaves the question, as all acts 
do, without specifying any kind of money. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has to be lawful money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, before the word “ years,” 
out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 
yable in not less than two nor more than ten years 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

he bill was read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to 
Allen Day; which was read twice byjits title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Rob- 
ert Kiracofe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
iccompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2208) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at the 
foot of Main street in the borough of Bellevernon, State of 
Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 





Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2209) for the re!i f the 
Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

“Mr. HUNTON by request) introduced a bill (S. 2210) to pro- 
ide for the repair of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge, and for 
se by a street railway; which was read twice by its title, and 


| referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2211) toauthorize purchasers 
of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coaland Railw: 
Company to organize a corporation, and to confer u 
allthe powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that com- 
pany: which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) rela- 
tive to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, 
and March 3, 1863; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to b 


by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which \ I 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and order to be 


printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. VOORHEES) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bi! 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was re‘erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted two amendments intended to be 
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By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7678) toau- 
thorize the Rock Creek Railway Company to extend its road— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 7679) for the re- 
lief of Union soldiers who were detained in rebel prisons be- 


yond the period of their enlistment—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BALLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize 
purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal 
and (tailway Company to organize a corporation and to confer 


1) ¢ 


upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested 
in that Company—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7681) toamend ‘An act to create 


aboard of arbitration or commission for settling controversies | 


and differences between railroad corporations and other com- | 
mon carriers engaged in interstate and territorial transporta- | 
tion of property or passengers and their employés,” approved 
October 1, 1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. Res. 


202) to extend the charter of the Maryland and Washington | 


Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


By Mr. LINTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 203) authorizing | 


an appropriation to defray the expenses of delegatesto the Sixth 


Universal Peace Congress at Antwerp, Belgium—to the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H.R. 7682) to authorize the Wis- 
consin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7683) to remove the charge of 
des-rtion against James Fay—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 7684) for the relief of the 
heirs of Cynthia Tadlock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEAR: A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. 
Hathaway & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7686) for the 
relief of Alfred O. Williamson, Gurley, Madison County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7687) for the relief of the estate of Elisha 

3. Clapp, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Groton, Mass., pray- 
ing that all fraternal beneficiary societies be exempt from tax- 
ation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
favoring an amendment to the proposed revenue bill exempt- 
ing from taxation fraternal beneficiary associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of sundry wholesale liquor dealers of Louisville, 
Ky., against an increase of the tax on whisky or an extension 
of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of 80 citizens of Flor- 
ence, Kans., favorable to the Kyle resolution—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of James Coles and others, of 
Kinesbridge, N. Y., against an income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of the supervisors 
of Knox County, Nebr., praying for relief from conflicting Gov- 
ernment surveys in said county—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of D. H. Harwood and others, of Shel- 
byville, T/l., in the interest of fraternal society and college jour- 
nals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of the faculty of Wesleyan Uni- 
versity, for the passage of antilottery laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of John Langan, of West Troy, 
New York, protesting against an increase of tax on whisky and 
an extension of the bonded period—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of E. R. Freeman and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking amendment of income-tax 
bill, soas to exempt fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MitBurn, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consen} 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 4d 
pensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a comimunie 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of June 15, 1894, a report of the Second 
Comptroller of the Treasury relative to Treasury Settlement 
No. 4813 of 1584, in favor of the Sun Mutual and other insuranco 
| companies of New York for insurance paid on the steamer Os- 
ceola, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the S 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of June 15, 1894, three tabular statements relative to the amoun 
| of gold which has been actually received into the Treasury and 
subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1893; what part of such coin has been obtained from the sal 
of bonds of the United States and what payments and redemp- 
tions have been made, in gold coin or bullion, by the Treasur 
or subtreasuries of the United States since the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1893, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
| Secretury of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
| tion of the 5th ultimo, a report from the Commissioner 0! 
| Indian Affairs, together with a report of Agent Andrews to 
| Superintendent Palmer relative to the Oregon and Washington 
Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, and bearing upon the question as 
| to the loyalty of the Rogue River tribe of Indians during that 
| war, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, was 
| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


| PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cle 
burne, Tex., remonstrating against any appropriations being 
made for Indian education at sectarian schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Roswell Mott and 
sundry other citizens of Ingham County, Mich., praying that 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of the 
pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Newell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Flint, Mich., praying that fraternal benefi- 
ciary societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposgd income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union, 
of Akron, Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 34 woolgrowers of Athens 
County, Ohio, and a petition of 147 woolgrowers of Highland 
County, Ohio, praying for the imposition of a duty of 5 cents 
per pound on wool; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 46 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio, and a petition of 44 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, 
praying that the funds of mutual life insurance companies and 
associations be exempted from the proposed income tax of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 11 citizens of Canton, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill defining the 
term ‘‘ anarchist,” and providing for the trial and punishment 
of such a person by the United States district courts; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, of the Real Estate and Stock Exchange, of the Mer- 
chants and Manufacturers’ Association, of the Freight Bureau, 
of the Manufacturers’ Association, of the Young Mens’ Business 
Club, of the Builders’ Exchange, of the Ohio Mechanics’ Insti- 
tute, of the Commercial Club, and of the Chamber of Commerce, 
all of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a fast 
mail service from Cincinnati to points south of the Ohio River; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

Mr. KYLE presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 2202) to repeal an act entitled, ‘An act to amend the laws 

rélative to shipping commissioners,” approved August 19, 1890, 
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heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 1464) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 


Marine Corps; 


A bill (S. 1535) to rect the il history of John C. Dull; 
and 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief the estate of John Ericsson. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom | 


is referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SQUIRE on the 
{Oth ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, report 
referred to the Committee on Approp 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 28) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in the 
United Sta od it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a 

He also, from th 
following bills, reported advs 
poned indefinitely: 





ations, and be printed; 


es Navy, report 
report thereon. 

» same committee, towhom were referred the 
rsely thereon, and they were post- 


.d favorably thereon, and moved that it be | 


A bill (S. 1332) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in | 


the United States Navy: and 
\ bill (S. 2181) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy. 


Mr. WALSH, from the Select Committee onthe Quadro-Cen- 
tennial, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by | 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill(H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

CONSTRUCTION OF COUNTY BUILDING IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing 
the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds 
for the construction of a county building at the county seat 
thereof, to report it without amendment. The bill is only ten 
lines long, and I ask for its present consideration, because of the 
necessities that surround the case. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as i 
Whole, proces ded to consider the bill; wl 


lows: 


n Committee of the 
- 


ich was read, as fol- 


} 
1 






Pe it enacted, ete., That the board of supervisors of the county of Coconino 
Te ry « Arizona, be, and is her y, authorized to issue bonds of the 
said county not exceeding $15 in amount, payable in not less than two 
nor more than twenty years, and bearing interest at a rate not exceed 
5 per cent per annum r the construction of a county building at 
county seat of said cou 





The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me itis rather curious to give 
the authority of Congress to constructa building ina Territory. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I canexplain the bill to the Senator in a 
moment, if he will permit me. This is a county that has been 
newly formed and cut off from an old-county. Under the act of 
Congress the old county had become indebted to the amount of 
what was equivalent to 4 per cent of its assessed value. When 
the new county was formed it had to assume its share of that 
indebtedness. 

Mr.SHERMAN. What is to prevent action by the Territo- 
rial Legislature of Arizona? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Because the act of Congress does not per- 
mit bonds to be issued or indebtedness created beyond 4 per cent 


| 1 
| ferred to the Com 
I 


tive to the medal of honor authorized by the act 


of the assessed value of the property of the county, and asit had | 


to assume its share of the indebtedness of the old county, there 
was no margin by which it could issue this small amount of $15,- 
000 of bonds to erect a building in which the records of the 
county are to be kept. 

Mr. MILLS. Why can not the house be built by taxation? I 
do not like this business of authorizing counties to sell bonds 
running fifteen and twenty years to get money to builda house. 
There is hardly any county in the United States that ought to 
have acourt-house which can not get money by taxation to build 
it. Ido not like the policy. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that this is a new county, and 


of course it has assumed its share of the liabilities of the old 
county, so that the indebtedness has been puf upon it which it 
has to meet by taxation. 


All that is asked is $15,000, to erect a 
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building to preserve the records of the county. Tho report of 

the State officials is to the effect that the records are over a 

zrocery store ana are liable to be burned up at any moment. 
Mr. MILLS. Can not $15,000 be raised by taxation for build- 


KNER. Itseems not, with the additional liabilities 
| son of the indebtedness it had 


i will at least limit the time the 


ars, With 5 per cent interest, to bor- 





) fenuy y 
ro ne to be bad policy. Why not say four or 
r they can raise the money in five years. 
hi will agree to make it ten years. 
Mi I inquire of the Senator from \ r- 
hat is asking for this aid? 





; A county in Arizona. 
\ county in a Territory? 


Mr. FAULKNER. A county in the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was the point in my mind. I did no 
know what Congress had to do with it. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to inquire what kind of money the bonds 
are to be paid in? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill leaves the question, as acts 


do, without specifying any kind of money. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has to be lawful money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment su; 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, before the word “ years,’ 
out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 

Payable in not less than two nor more than ten years 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

ihe bill was read the third time, and passed. 

INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to 
\llen Day; which was read twice by{its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2207) granting a pension to Rob- 
ert Kiracofe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ccompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2208) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at the 
oot of Main street in the borough of Bellevernon, State of 
Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2209) for 
Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians; which was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Aff 

Mr. HUNTON (by 
vide for the repair of the piers of the Aqueduct Bridge, and 
its use bya street railway; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2211) toauthorize purchasers 


strike 
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the relief of tl 





request) introduced a bill (S. 2210) to pro- 
> 


of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coaland Railway 
Company to organize a corporation, and to confer upon the same 
allthe powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that com- 


} 


pany; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint res 
} 
A ( 


olution (S. R. 95) rela- 


sof July 12, 1862, 


y 
3 title, and referre: 


a 


‘ead twice t 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPR 
Mr. DOLPH submitt 
yy him to the sundry 


and March 3, 1863; which was 


t on Military 


to the Committee 
LATION BILLS. 
d an amendment intended to b 
civil appropriation bill; which was re- 


\ppropriations, and ordered 


mittee on 
rinted. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and order 
printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended pr 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. VOORHEES) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bil! 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregonsubmitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was re‘erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted two amendments intended to be 


to be pro- 
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proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.STEWAKT submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be pvro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

REPORT OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co- 


lumbia; 109 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Repre- | 


sentatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer of tie District. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White 
Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Reser- 
vations, in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6558) to amend 
section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to mining claims, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. TATE, and Mr. SHAW man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon; and 

A bill (H. R. 7484) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers United States 
Army, at Newport, R.I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. IR. 6447) to fix a term of 
the Federal district and circuit courts of the southern judicial 
district of Mississippi, to be held at Meridian, Miss. 

The message further announced that the House had elected 
Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the State 
of Tennessee, Speaker pro tempore, during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7293) regulating the procedure 
in criminal causes in the district of Minnesota; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to take up the resolution 
which was under consideration yesterday. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the permission of the Senator 
from Virginia, I submit the point that that resolution is not be- 
fore the Senate, but that under the rule it went to the Calendar. 
The unfinished business that comes over from yesterday is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The unfinished business does not come be- 
fore the Senate until 2 o’clock. The Senator from Virginia can 
move to take up the resolution and the Senator from Kentucky 
can move to take up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I admit it is in order for the Senator 
from Virginia to make the motion and by a vote of the Senate 
to have the resolution considered, but under the rule the resolu- 
tion to which the Senator from Virginia refers has gone to the 
Calendar, and the only way to reich itis by a motion supported 
by a majority vote of the Senate to take it from the Calendar 
for consideration. 

Mr.DANIEL. Iso understand; and I make that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill indicated by the Senator from 
Kentucky stands exactly in the same position. It requires a 
motion to take it up before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Ohio is hardly cor- 
rect in that statement. Unless the Senate shall by a vote take 
from the Calendar the resolution to which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia alludes, then the morning hour will stand closed and the 
unfinished business will of its own motion come up. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then the Calendar is in order. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. Then it is to be done by motion. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Virginia yesterday has gone to the Calendar, it being an 
amendment to the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
At the close of the morning business and up to the hour of 2 
o'clock the Calendar, under Rule VIII, isin order. The morn- 
ing business having closed, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is 

| now in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ‘Then, recognizing the exact correctness 
of the ruling of the Chair, I move that the Senate now proceed 
to the consideration of the unfinished business coming over from 
yesterday, it being the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon that I make the point of order that the 
motion I have made takes precedence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Virginia. 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. DANIEL. I will yield for a question. 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. i merely wanted to know for what pur- 
pose the Senator from Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will proceed to state it, if I may be permit- 
ted to do so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand that the Senator 
from Virginia has the floor for the purpose of making a speech 
when a motion is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that the Chair entertains the motion made 
by him. The Senator from Virginia rises to a point of order. 
The Chair would be glad to hear the statement of the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So will I. 

Mr. DANLEL. I simply wish to state that I had understood 
the parliamentary situation of the case, and had made a motion 
to take upthe resolution which I offered as a substitute for that 
of the Senator from Kansas, which on yesterday went to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Waita moment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only wish to say that I think the Senator 
from Kentucky would expedite his own very important business 
and the proper transaction of matters in the Senate if he would 
allow this matter tooccupy a small portion of the morning hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator willallow me one moment, 
I will say that all lam trying to do is to get the Senate to take 
up and dispose of general appropriation bills that are needed to 
carry on the Government. We are ina new fiscal year, and not 
a single appropriation bill has been enacted into law. I waived 
the right I had to the floor yesterday for more than half the 
day. Now, Ilamsure thatitis not the purpose of the Senator 
from Virginia to delay this important work, and I will with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator from 
Kentucky, and I will say that I have no desire or purpose to 
delay the Senate by anyspeech. I have not done so, and my 
record is an assurance of that fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his motion, and the Senator from Virginia will proceed. 
SUPPRESSION O} LAWLESSNESS. 

Mr. DANIEL. I simply wish to make a motion to take up the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], which 
was before the Senate yesterday, with the substitute which I 
offered pending thereto. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Virginia will be read. 

The SECRErARY. Strike out Mr. PEFFER’S resolution and 
insert: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
ministration to repulse and repress by military force the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States, 

It is within the plain constitutional authority of the Congress of the 
United States, ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes;’’ ‘to establish post-offices and 
post-roads,” and to ordain and establish inferior courts; and the judicial 
power extends to all cases in law and equity arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. 

It is the duty of the President under the Constitution to “ take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed," and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be “‘Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and 
of the militia of the several States when called into the actual service of the 
United States.” 

It is treason against the United States for a citizen to levy war against 


them, or to adhere to their —— giving them aid and comfort. 
Those who combine to use force to assail or resist the constituted author- 


ities of the United States, civil or military, should be warned of the magni- 
tude of their offense; and those who earn honest bread by honert toil can 
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do nothing more detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort 
of countenance in their lawless course. ; 

The action of the President and his Administration has the full sympathy 
and support of the law-abiding masses of the people of the United States, 
and he will be supported by all departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon consultation with several of my col- 
leauges, both Republican and Democratic, i desire to modify my 
amendment by otfering a second clause to the substitute which 
I proposed yesterday, which I shall read for the information of 
the Senate. It is as follows: 

2. Resolved, That while the Senate thus explicitly declares its determination 
tosupport the Executive in the enforcement of the laws andin maintaining 
the supremacy of the Constitution, it deems it proper also to declare its ad 
hesion to the principle of the arbitration of differences or controversies be 
tween the employers of labor and their employés, as recognized in the laws 
of the United States; and to express its condemnation of the refusal of any 
party to such controversies or differences connected with the late disturb 
ances in the city of Chicago and its vicinity to submit such differences or 
controversies to fair and impartial arbitration. And the Senate also ex 
presses its determination to use, in promotion of the arbitration of such 
differences or controversies, whatever constitutional power it may possess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia as modified. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask leave to make a mere verbal correc- 
tion. In line 27 of the paragraph beginning on line 24, page 2 
it reads: 

And those who earn honest bread by honest toil could do nothing more 
detrimental to their interests than to show them any sort of countenance in 
their lawless course. 

The pronouns are a little mixed. Ishould rather it would 
read: ‘‘Nothing more detrimental to their interests than to 
countenance such persons in their lawless course.” 


Mr. DANIEL. 


| 





| 
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| 
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| but I did not do so because of any opposition I had to it. 
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I objected to the consideration of the resolution yesterday, 
I had 
heard the resolution read casually; it was somewhat lengthy, 
and I did not fully comprehend its terms. I wanted to take 
time to examine itand see wheather it might not need amend ment. 
[ will say to the Senate that my purpose was then to formulate, 
and I have since formulated, an amendment which I have on my 
desk in favor of arbitration. But I shall not offer the amend- 
ment, for the reason that the one submitted by the Senator from 
Virginia is a better one than mine. I shall very cordially sup- 
port the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia, and 
[ congratulate him upon having, as I think, perfected his reso- 
lution by that amendment. I will go further than that, and say 
that I shall very cordially vote for the resolutiqn as amended, 
if it shall be amended. I have nodisposition toobstruct the Ex- 
ecutive in the performance of his duty, and while I deeply dep- 
recate the necessity for the employment of troops at Chicago 
and elsewhere, [ believe the President is simply carrying out 


| his duty in doing what he hasdone. While under other cireum- 
| stances and other conditions I micht feel constrained to enter 


faccept that. Itisa very properamendment. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginiaaccepts | 


the modification, and the amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish toinquire of the Senator from Virginia 
whether he intends that this last proposed amendment shall be 
substituted entirely for his first one? 


Mr. DANIEL. Oh, no; only that it may be added as a second | 


clause. 

Mr. PEFFER. ‘To take the place of the second clause only? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no second clause in the resolution 
which I offered yesterday. I offer this amendment to-day as a 
second clause. 

Mr. PEFFER. In place of the present substitute? 

Mr. DANIEL. Notin place of anything, but in addition to 
the resolution which I offered yesterday. I offer the amend- 
ment here to-day as a second clause. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from Virginia want to de- 
stroy the force of the resolution he offered yesterday? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not withdraw anything I oifered yester- 
day. I offer the substitute as I offered it yesterdey, but I offer 
as an additional clause the amendment which has just been 
read. 

Mr. CAREY. As T understand the resolutions which were 
introduced yesterday by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL] they were for the purpose ot upholding the hands of the 
President of the United States in the enforcement of the laws 


some criticism upon utterances mude by the [Executive himself 
in the past relating to the relations between the employed and 
the employer in this country, I do not feel that it is my duty to 
do so to-day, and therefore content myself with this simple state- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I should be very glad if there 
could be substituted for the resolution pending and the proposed 
amendment a simple resolution indorsing the action of the 
President in this matter. Like the Senator from New Hump- 
shire[Mr.GALLINGER], I was notyesterday prepared to vote upon 
the resolution which was offered upon hearing it read without 
being able to examine it, and [ am not entirely clear to day in 
regard to some of the declarations contained in the resolution, 
but I did not intend to open my mouth and [ do not now wish 
to criticise the Chief Executive in the action he has taken, but 
to commend him. If I had been in his place I should have 
done what he has done, even if there were some doubts in my 
mind as to the constitutional right to do so. 

[am not quite pleased with the statement contained in the 
third clause of the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Virginia, as follows: 

lt is the duty of the President under the Constitution to “take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,’’ and to this end it is provided that he shall 
be ‘‘Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of tue United States, and 
of the militia of the several States when called into the actual services of the 


| United States.”’ 


and maintaining the Constitution of the United States in Chi- | 


cago. Now, the purpose, it appears to me, of the resolution of 
to-day is to lessen the effect of the resolutions of yesterday. 

The Senate has nothing whatever to do with the settlement 
of difficulties between employers and employés. The Senate is 
now making resolves with reference to the disorder that exists 
in the city of Chicago and elsewhere in the United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Briefly, let me say to the Senator who has 
just spoken, than by an act approved October 1, 1888, which isa 
part of the law of this country, and which is entitled toas much 
respect as any other portion of it, the Congress of the United 
States and the President gave their.sanction and approbation to 
the principle of arbitration and provided machinery for a peace- 
ful settlement ofsuch controversies as we now have to deal with, 
and the settlement of peace ought to be commended and put be- 
foreall, in order that force may not be resorted to any further 
than may be absolutely indispensable. That is as much a part 
of the law and Constitution of the country as any of the laws 
which provide for the tse of the military force, and it should 
receive equal consideration and be equally impressed upon the 
attention of the people. 

Mr. CAREY. So far as the law is concerned, to which the 
Senator from Virginia refers, it has been inoperative and has 
been ineffective; it has never been called into operation, and it 

yas passed, as many things are passed by Congress, to please 
somebody or other, but it has no effect whatever. It can not 
be enforced, and never has been enforced. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have but a single word 
to say on this matter,and I may as well say it on the amendment 
that is offered as when the question upon the passage of the res- 
olution is reached. 


XX V I——156 


If that means in case of insurrection and a proper case made 
for the interference of Federal troops it is the duty of the 
President as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy to in- 
terfere for the protection of life and property, I have no objec- 
tion to the statement. It is correct. 

But if it means that the President is made Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and of the Navy for the purpose of enforcing 
the ordinary execution of the laws, or enforcing the law by proc- 
ess of the courts, I do not believe that that authority is con- 
ferred upon the President of the United States. It is his duty, 
in the first place, to see that the laws are enforced through the 
ordinary means of courts of justice and officers of the courts of 
justice. The law has provided how the process of a court of 
justice may be served and enforced, and it is only when there is 
an insurrection, as I have said, when there is organized treason 
against the Government, State or national, that the President 
is authorized to put into motion and to exercise the power con- 
ferred upon him as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and of the 
Navy. 

Heretofore it has been supposed that in case of insurrection 
ina State it was not the duty of the President to act, if the 
Legislature was in session, until the Legislature had called for 
the interference of Federal troops, or if the Legislature was 
notin session, until the governor of the State had called for 
them. We have taken a new departure I think. I am not pre- 
pared to say that itis not right. I stand here and commend it, 
and say that what has been done by the Executive would be 
done by me under the same emergency if I had the authority; 
and I stand here to commend the President for his action and to 
say that it was fortunate for the country that there was a Chief 
Magistrate who had the backbone to do what he has done. 

But Lrepeat that heretofore it has been supposed that the 
President could only use Federal troops ina State to suppress 
an insurrection or riot when the Legislature, if in session. 
called upon him, or if the Legislature was not in session, when 
the governor called upon him for Federal troops. 

But, as | understand the present condition of affairs, the Ad- 
ministration started out to protect railroads which were in the 
hands of receivers, and now the protection is extended, without 
the requestof the governor of Illinoisat least, or the Legislature 
of Illinois, to railroads engaged in carrying the mails and rail- 
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roads engaged in interstate commerce. I am not entirely cer- 
tain and [ have not examined the question critically enough to 
know whether the declarations contained in the resolution as to 
the legal aspects of this question are correct. 

As I say, I should have been pleased to have voted for a reso- 
lution expressing confidence in the Administration and com- 
mending it for what it has done, leaving out the legal propo- 
sitions which have been put into this resolution; but this morn- 
ing it looks as if the Senator from Virginia had become afraid 
of the resolution he introduced yesterday, and having intro- 
duced a resolution yesterday sustaining the Administration in 
what it has done and commending it for what it has done, he 
proposes to add another clause to the resolution and throwa sop 
to those who are engaged in defying the laws, in destroying 
property, and in committing murder. 

If I read the amendment aright it is a covert condemnation 
of the Pullman Company for its refusal to arbitrate. I want to 
know more about the facts of that matter before I undertake to 
give an expression as to the merits or demerits of the case. If 
{am going to make any declaration upon the subject, I want to 
do it squarely; I do not want to do it by implication; I do not 
want todo it by a resolution which has any double meaning. 





This proposed second section provides: 

R /, That while the Senate thus explicitly declares its determination 
to sport the cecutive in the enforcement of the laws, and in maintain- 
ing the supremacy of the Constitution, it deems it proper also to declare its 
adhesion to the principle of the arbitration of differences of controversies 


between the employers of labor and their employés, as recognized in the 
laws of the United States. 

What is the use of making that declaration? If Congress has 
passed alaw which is on the statute books, is not that a suffi- 
cient declaration of both Houses of Congress? Why stop to 
throw a sop to Cerberus, to conciliate the elements which are 
secking to overthrow the Government; which are undertaking 
to overthrow iocal government and to set the laws at defiance? 
Why make any declaration upon the subject? 

But this proposed amendment proceeds: 

And to express its condemnation of the refusal of any party to such con- 
troversics or differences connected with the late disturbances in the city of 
Chico and its vicinity to submit such differences or controversies to fair 
and impartial arbitration. 

lt does not say ‘‘any refusal,” but it says ‘‘ the refusal,” and it 
specifies the controversy: 


The refusal of any party to such controversies or differences connected 
with the late disturbances in the city of Chicago and its vicinity to submit 
such differences or controversies to fair and impartial arbitration. 


[t assumes that there has been a refusal by someone to sub- 
mit the present existing controversies in the city of Chicago to 
fair ind impartial arbitration. I do not think that this Senate 
should adopt a resolution of that kind, offered now for the first 
time, which is not in print, and which Senators have only heard 
read from the desk and have had no opportunity to examine. I 
am willing to go as far as any Senator in making any declaration 
here that will hold up the hands of the Administration in this 
trying hour, Il am willing to vote for any resolution of approval, 
and I will not stop to make any question upon legal technicali- 
ties, but I should like to stop there. 

{ do not like to be forced to vote upon a resolution of this kind 
containing such declarations as this contains, until itis printed 
and | have had time to examine it and to ascertain the facts my- 
self. {f hope at least that the Senator from Virginia will with- 
draw the amendment or stop with the declaration that the Sen- 
ate still adheres to the principle of arbitration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it often happens that in en- 
deavoring to go too much into detail we get into such discussion 
as to forget the main object we are seeking. This happens in 
the case of the pending resolution. Here is a matter almost 
wholly foreign, quite outside of the field, which the Senate under- 
took to cecupy, which is brought into this discussion and causes 
difference of opinion in the Chamber, whereas upon what we 
reallyseek to reach,I hope and believe there isentire unanimity 
here. I should be perfectly satisfied with a brief resolution like 
this which I have sketched: 

Resolved, That the Senate approves and commends the course of the Chief 
Executive in his efforts to execute the laws and preserve the peace. 

You spread it over ten pages and you do not say anything more. 
I shall also be content with the first paragraph of the two pages 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Virginia: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
ministration to repulse and repress, by military force, the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States. 

I think that is quite sufficient. The Senate wants to say that, 
and it does not want to say that Mr. Pullman made a mistake in 
refusing arbitration. I do not think he did refuse it, if the facts 
were known; but I do not care to discuss that point. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
me for a moment? - 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. If think weall seek a common purpose in the 
right spirit. Ido not wish to prolong the debate ata time when 
the Senate has so many important matters beforeit. Lf itwould 
be acceptable to the Senators who have just spoken, the Senator 
from Connecticut JMr. HAWLEY] and the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLpH), I should propose to drop all of my resolution ex- 
cept the first clause, which goes at once to the root of this mat- 
ter. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisright.  - 

Mr. HAWLEY. I sincerely think that would be best. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. DANIEL. AndI would retain the last clause, which is 
to the same effect. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have just been reading that clause. It is 
good. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will drop all except the first and the last 
clause. 

Mr.CULLOM. Let the Senator mark the parts of the reso- 
lution which he proposes to retain, and have them read from 
the desk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He retains the first and last clauses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia, as modified by him. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate indorses the prompt and vigorous measures 
adopted by the President of the United States and the members of his Ad- 
ministration to repulse and repress, by military force, the interference of 
lawless men with the due process of the laws of the United States, and with 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, and with commerce 
among the States. 

The action of the President and his Administration has the full sympathy 
and support of the law-abiding masses of the people of the United States 
and he wiil be supported by ail departments of the Government and by the 
power and resources of the entire nation. 


Mr. HALE and Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That will do. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, Mr. President, one word in conclusion. 
The reason why I introduced the subject of arbitration was be- 
cause of the statute, because of the message of the President 
which was sent to Congress, and because of the general policy 
of this nation to facilitate peaceful settlements of all questions. 
But perceiving that it would involve criticism, for which we 
are perhaps not fully prepared,and which might do injustice 
with the limited information which is before us, I defer consid- 
eration of that question to a more convenient season. I shall 
be satisfied to have the resolution voted upon in the form in 
which it is now presented. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to put on record the message of the 
President of the United States sent to Congress April 22, 1886, 
on the subject of arbitration. I send it to the desk and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD in or- 
dinary type. It need not be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right. 

Mr.CULLOM. There is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? ‘The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The message referred to is as follows: ° 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The Constitution imposed upon the President the duty of rec- 
ommending to the consideration of Congress from time to time 
such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient. 

I am so deeply impressed with the importance of immediately 
and thoughtfully meeting the problem which recent events and 
a present condition have thrust upon us, involving the settle- 
ment by arbitration of disputes arising between our laboring 
men and their employers, that I am constrained to recommend 
to Congress legislation upon this serious and pressing subject. 

Under our form of government the value of labor as an ele- 
ment of national prosperity should be distinctly recognized, and 
the welfare of the laboring man should be regarded as especially 
entitled to legislative care. In a country which offers to all its 
citizens the highest attainment of a social and political distinc- 
tion its workingmen can not justly or safely be considered as 
irrevocably consigned to the limits of a class and entitled to no 
attention and allowed no protest against neglect. 

The laboring man, bearing in his hand an indispensable con- 
tribution to our growth and progress, may well insist, with 
manly courage and as aright, upon the same recognition from 
those who make our laws as is accorded to any other citizen 
having a valuable interest in charge; and his reasonable de- 
mands should be met in such a spirit of appreciation and fair- 
ness as to induce a contented and patriotic codperation in the 
achievements of a grand national destiny. 
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the pretexts of an advocacy of the claims of labor, wantonly at- 
tack the rights of capital, and for selfish purposes or the love 
of disorder sow the seeds of violence and discontent, should be 
neither encouraged norconciliated, all legislation on the subject 
should be calmly and deliberately undertaken, with no purpose 
of satisfying unreasonable demands or of gaining partisan ad- 
vantage. 

The present condition of the relations between labor and capi- 
tal is far from satisfactory. The discontent of the 


due in large degree to the grasping and heedless exactions of 
employers, and the alleged discrimination in favor of capital as 


[It must be also conceded 
s careful to avoid causel 


anobjectof governmental attention. 
that the laboring men are not alway 
and unjustifiable disturbance. 
Though the importance of a better 
terests is apparent, if must be borne in mind that any ef 
that direction by the Federal Government must be greatly lim- 
ited by constitutional restrictions. There are many gievances 
which legislation by Congress can not redress, and many condi- 
tions which ean not by such means be reformed. 
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between these in- 


I am satisfied, however, that something may be done under 
Iederal authority to prevent the disturbances which so often 
arise from disputes between employers and the employed, and 


which at times seriously threaten the business interests of the 
country, and in my opinion the proper theory on which to pro- 
ceed is that of voluntary arbitration as the means of settling 
these difficulties 

But I suegest that instead of arbitrators chosen in the heat 
of conflicting claims, and after each dispute shall arise, for the 
purpose of determining the same, there be created a commis- 
sion of labor, consisting of three members, who shall be regular 
officers of the Government, charged, among other duties, with 
the consideration and settlement, when p »ssible, of all contro 
versies between labor and capital. 

A commission thus organized would have the advantage of 
being a stable body, and its members. as they gained experience 
would constantly improve in their ability to deal intelligently 
and usefully with the questions which might be submitted to 
the if arbitrators are chosen for temporary service as each 
case of dispute arises, experience and familiarity with much 
that is involved in the question will be lacking, extreme parti- 
sanship and bias will be the qualification sought on either side, 
and frequent complaints of unfairness and partiality will be in 
evitable. The imposition upon a Feder al court of a duty so 
foreign to the judicial function as the selection of an arbitrator 





in such cases is at least of doubtful propr iety. 

The establishment by Federal authority of such a bureau 
would be a just and sensible recognition of the value of labor 
and of its right to be represented in the Departments of the Gov- | 
ernment. So far as its ceaiialaee offices had relation to di 


nerce between 
1, under the provisions 
gress 


turbances which interfer« and com! 
the States, its exist 


of the Constitution, which 
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nee would be justifie 
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reculate commerce with foreign nations and among the several 
States.” And in the freguent disputes among the laboring men 


and their employers, of less extent and the consequences of 
which are confined within State limits and threaten domesti 
violence, the interp< 


General Government to * each of the States ‘‘ against 
domestic violence.” 

If such a commission were fairly organized, 
of popular support and sympathy resulting from a 


submit to so peaceful an instrun 


‘protect 
refusal to 


its decisions. There would also be good reason to hope that the 
very existence of such an agency would invite application to it 
for advice and counsel, fre vaselly resulting in the avoidance of 
contention and misunderstanding. 

[f the usefulness of such a commission is doubted because it 
might lack power to enforce itsdecisions, much encouragement 
is derived from the conceded good that has been accomplished 
by the railroad commissions which have been organized in many 
of the States, which, having little more than advisory y power, 
have exerted a most 8: alutary influence in the settlement of dis- 
putes between conflicting interests. 

In July, 1884, bya 
tablished and placed in charge of a Commissioner of Labor, who 
is required to ‘‘collect information upon thesubjectof labor, its 
relations to capital, the hours of labor, and the éarnings of la- 


boring men and women, and the means of promoting their ma- 
terial, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity. 
The commission which I suggest could easily be ingrafted 
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by the addition of two 
more commissioner's and by supplementing the duties now im- 
posed upon it by such other powers and functions as would per- 
mit the commissioners to act as arbitrators when necessary b 
tween labor and capital under such limitations and 
occasions as — be deemed proper and useful. 
Power should also be distinctly conferred upon this Bureau to 
investigate the causes of all disputes as they occur, whether 
submitted for arbitr: or or not, so thatinformation may always 
be at hand to aid le ation on the subject when necessary and 
desirable. : 


upon such 


gis] 


GROVER C 
APRIL 22, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia |Mr. DAN 
IkL!,as modilied, to the resolution proposed by the Si 
ausas [Mr. PEFFER]. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, with all due deference to 
Senators who have reached this harmonious agreement thaf the 
action of the President in calling out the military shall be in- 


dorsed, and that it is not advisable to put on record our approval 
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of arbitration, I am not content to have the matter go that way 
without an efiort on my part to secure an amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Virginia in these words: 

While thus indorsing the action of the Chief Executive, the Senate ap 
proves the principle of voluntary arbitration as a potent means of settling 
disputes between employers and their employés 


{ simply ask for a vote upon the amendment, and shall be con- 
tent with whatever may happen. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no objection tothat. Iwill accept it. 

Mr I do object. Arbitration is on the statute 


r. HAWLEY 
already. Everybody knows that the United States favors 





it, from the case at Geneva down. I donot see any necessity to 
say anything more than that we approve the a ‘tion of the Presi- 
dent taken in the last fortnight to execute the lawand preserve 


mor 


the peace. That is what we want to say and nothing 
; 
i h one su- 


Mr. LAPT. Mr. President, we are confronted wit 


} 
| preme question, and that is w ho is President of the United States 
| and whetherwe have any United States? Thequestion is w 


hether 
scutive is the 


the person whom we elected to be our Chief Exe 


Chief Executive of the United States or whether a man who 
calls himself ee nt Debs is the President and Chief Execu- 
tive of the Unite tates. 

A 


Any other ques tion injected into this discussion seems to me 
itirely out of place. The Senate should express its pager wha 
what its lawfully elected President has done; and our vi 
out arbitration and all those matters can be discussed “wane 
They are in the form of [ object to anything ex- 
pt the straight, nanly ind yrseme ntof what President 
land has done, and I shall vot > acalin +t anything else. 

“oe AL LINGER. | for a vote. Lask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment of th 
tute. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas 

‘he yeas and nays were not ordered. 
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The question is r to the 


Senator from New Hampshir 


onagreeing 


to th: ’ 


substi- 


and nays 


: GALLINGER. I will ask fora division on agreeing to 
| my amendment. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Lask to have the amendment reported, sa 


that we may know precisely what it is. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

mi tas — » 

Lhe SECRETARY. 


\dd as an additional paragraph 


indorsing t oe m of the Chief Execu 
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] ipal of voluntary arbitr sen as a potent means of settling 
disputes between employers and employés 

Mr. SHERMAN. AsTIam called upon to vote upon this ques: 
tion, I wi h simply to say that while I shall vote for the propo- 
sition every day in the week—Sunday, Monday, or at any prope 


time—I am opposed to it here as an attachment to the resolu- 


tion of the Senator from Virginia, which I think ought to be 
adopted by itself, singleand alone. Noone whow ill vi izainst 
the amendment will be misunderstood. His vote will be under- 


proposition 


We do not vote against the 
putting it upon the resolution of the 
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stood perfectly well. 
itself, but we vote against 
Senator from Virginia. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
snndment of the Senator from 


The question is on agreeing to the 
New Hampshire to the 
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am 
tute, upon which a division is called for. 

The question being put, there were on a divisio « 10, 
noes 27; no quorum voting. 

T he VICE-PRESIDENT. Noquorum having vot 36 
‘etary will call the roll. 

Mr: HAWLEY. Let us have anothe r division. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Lask that the amendment be again stated 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous congent that we take the 
vote by a division again, soas not to consume time in ealling 
the roll. 

Mr. KYLE, 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the point of order made 
by the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point of order I wish to submit to 
the Chair is that attention was not called to the fact that a 
quorum had not voted. It is not the province of the Chair to 
direct a call of the roll unless the point is made that a quorum 
has failed to vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
division. 

Mr. MANDERSON, It had been shown by the result of the 
division reported by the Secretary to the Presiding Officer of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was within the province of any mem- 
ber of the Senats to call attention to the fact that no quorum had 
voted; but no Senator had taken occasion to do so. . 

Mr. MANDERSON. The absence of a quorum appeared to 
the Chair from the division. 

Me. DOLPH. The Chair stated that a quorum had not voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that more than one Senator announced from 
his seat that noquorum had voted; but, aside from that, the Chair 
was bound, upon the report by the Secretary to the Chair of the 
result of the division, to take notice of the fact that no quorum 
had voted. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


I object. I should like to have aroll call on the 


The lack of a quorum was disclosed by the 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Allison, Gallinger, Kyle, Power, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McMillan, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Roach, 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, Sherman, 
Cameron, Gray, Mills, Shoup, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Coke, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Daniel, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Doiph, Irby, Peffer, White. 
Dubois, Jarvis, Perkins, 


Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] 
is absent, engaged in the room of the Committee on Finance 
upon public business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to theirnames. A quorum is present. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER| to the substitute of the Senator from 
Virginia, upon which a division is called for. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, 
noes 35. 

Mr. KYLE. I callfor the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded. 
Is there a second? 

Mr. MILLS. The yeas and nays were called for once on this 
question and refused. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the substitute 
is rejected. The question recurs on agreeing to the substitute 
of the Senator from Virginia for the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
posed by the Senator from Virginia is to be a substitute for or 
an addition to my resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a substitute for the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Kansas. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5923) for the relief of Michael Scanlon was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, : 

The bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of aduplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, United States 
Army, at Newport, R. I.,in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 


I wish to know whether the amendment pro- 
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& Bangs, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6108) making 
appropriation for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations be considered as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 
9, to insert ‘‘ Belgium” before ‘‘Colombia;” and in line 10, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,” where it occurs the second time, to 
strike out “ fifty’ and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Argentine Repub 
lic, Belgium, Colombia, Peru, Turkey, and Chile, at 810.000 each, 860,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 16, before the word 
‘* Denmark,” to strike out ‘* Belgium” and insert ‘* Switzerland;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland, Den- 
mark, Hawaiian Islands, Netherlands, and Venezuela, at 87,500 each, $37,500. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out lines 4, 5, 
and 6, in the following words: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Switzerland and 
Portugal, at $6,500 each, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 6, to insert: 

Envoy extraordinary and minister pienipotentiary to Portugal, %,500. 

The amendment was agr ed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 22, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘sixty-three thousand” and insert 
‘* sixty-six thousand five hundred,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Total, $366,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, to strike out lines 23 and 
24, in the following words: 

Secretary of legation and consul-general to Honolulu, 84,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to insert: 

Secretary of legation to Nicaragua, Costa Rica, and Salvador, @1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 18, before the word 
‘* hundred,” to strike out “ fifty-two thousand four” and insert 
‘* fifty thousand two;” so as to make the clause read: F 

Total, $50,275. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 22, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ three,” and in the 
same line, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” 
and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the clause read: 

Interpreters to legations to China and Turkey, at 3,009 each, 86,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 24, before the word 


The Chair hears no objection, and 


| dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” so as to make the clause 
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read: 

Interpreter to legation to Japan, 82,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 4, before the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred” and insert ‘‘one thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Interpreter to legation and consulate-general to Korea, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘‘eleven;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Total, 211,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to insert “and five;” so as to make the clause read: 

To enable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such st® 
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¢ionery, planks, records, and other books, seas, presses, flags, and signs as 
he shall think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of their 
business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, messenger service, 
clerk hire, compensation of cavasses, guards, dragomans, and porters, in 


| 





cluding compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at the con- 


sulate at Tangier, and the compensation of dispatch agents at London, New 
York, and San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of 
legations, and for printing in the Department of State, $105,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6 on page 8. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to offer an amendment with the ap- 
probation of the Senator from Kentucky, in chargeof the bill. I 
offer the amendment now, to be disposed of at this time. I move 
to insert what I send tothe desk on page 8, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” inline 6. I beg to state this is an amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I believe 
unanimously. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 8, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line6, 
insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase from John H. Haswell, chief 
of the Bureauof Indexes and Archives in the Department of State, the man- 
uscript of ‘* The Chronological History of the Department of State and the 
Foreign Relations of the Government from September 5, 1774, to July 1, 1885,”’ 
prepared by him, the sum of 85,000 is hereby appropriated. And the Public 
Printeris hereby authorized, upon the requisition of the Secretary of State, 
to cause to be printed and bound in cloth, for the use of the Department 
of State, 1,000 copies of the above-mentioned work. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to make a short explanation of the 
amendment. AsI stated, this amendment was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. That commit- 
tee reported it back, unanimously approving of the amendment, 
and had it referred to the Committes on Appropriations. The 
Committee on Appropriations did not insert the amendment in 
the bill, and I ask the Senate now to insert it. It is for the 
purpose of purchasing the work of Mr. Haswell. It is a work 
which is of extreme value to the State Department especially, 
and of great value, but less value, to all the Departments of the 
Government. 

I peg to say, if the Senate will listen to an explanation, that 
this appropriation has been recommended by every Secretary 
of State since it has been before the Government for adoption. 
In 1885 Mr. Frelinghuysen wrote a strong letterto Hon. John F. 
Miller, chairman ofthe Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
United States Senate, in which he said: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 24, 1835 


Sir: I have the honor to again call your attention to the work prepared 
by Mr. John H. Haswell, chief of the Bureau of Indexes and Archives in this 
Department, entitled ‘‘The Chronological History of the Department of 
State and the Foreign Relations of the Government from September 5, 1774, 
down to the Present Time,’’ and to express to you my earnest hope that 
Congress will not adjourn without appropriating a sum of money for the 
purchase of the manuscript from the compiler. The work has been com- 
piled with infinite attention to historical accuracy and completeness by a 
gentleman whose long and efficient service in the Department has put him 
in a position to know perfectly the details of the subject on which he has 
written, and his researches outside the Department have resulted in the 
discovery of many important and hitherto unknown facts in the history of 
our foreign relations that should be at the service of the Department. 

I do not think 86,000 too large a sum to pay Mr. Haswell for his work, con- 
sidering the value of the book to this Department and the foreign service 
generally, and I earnestly recommend that that sum be appropriated for its 
purchase. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
FREDK. T. FRELINGHU YSEN 





Hon. JOHN F, MILLER, 

Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 

I beg leave to state in this connection that the sum of $6,000 
recommended for the purchaseof this work was by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations reduced to $5,000, and the amendment 
appropriates the latter and smaller sum. 

Secretary Blaine, under date May 6, 1892, in a personal ietter to the chair- 
man of this committee— 

That is, the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate— 
strongly recommended the purchase of the manuscript designated in the 
amendment, and similar recommendations (hereto annexed) had previously 
been made by Mr. Frelinghuysen, and also by Mr. Blaine. 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading in full the letter of 
Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State. I have it before me and 
any Senator can read it who desires. This same appropriation 
for the purpose of purchasing this book was strongly recom- 
mended by Hon. John W. Foster on the 14th of January, 1893, 
when he was Secretary of State, and he recommended an appro- 

riation of $6,000 to purchase it. It was also recommended by 
Mr. McCulloch on the 21st of January, 1885, when he was Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. It was also recommended by Mr. Freling- 
huysen on January 18, 1835. Then Henry O'Connor, Examiner 
of Claims in the Department of State, under date of September 
26, 1883, strongly recommended that the Government should 
purchase this work. The present Secretary of State also wants 
the purchase made. 
Sir, when these Government officials, representing the Gov- 








ernment of the United States in the Department of State, have 
in succession, whenever the Department has changed heads, 


| recommended this purchase, and the Committee on Foreign 


Relations have unanimously recommended that the purchase be 
made, and though they do not propose to give the $6,000 asked 
for the work by Mr. Haswell, they reduce it to $5,000 and recom- 
mend that the appropriation be made, I think there ought to be 
no hesitation in adopting this amendment to purchase a book 
which all the heads of the Departmentof State say is invaluable 
to that Department and which is quite valuable to other De- 
partments of the Government. I ask that the amendment be 


| adopted. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, itis true that the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Virginia was favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Upon that re- 
port it was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, where it 
was thoroughly considered and the conclusion reached by the 
Committee on Appropriations was that there was no merit in 
the amendment. I would not care so much about it if it simply 
carried the appropriation for the purchase of a record that the 
Committee on Appropriations has deliberately concluded is ab- 
solutely worthless. It is not that, but the amendment provides 
for the publication of the book by the thousand, entailing an ex- 
pense upon the Government for publication in addition to pur- 
chase for which the Committee on Appropriations thinks that 
there is no warrant or excuse whatever. 

It was the deliberate judgment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that this record was not worth one penny, even if that 
was a counterfeit penny. I am not opposing the amount of 
money that is proposed to be given to purchase the work. 
The country is flooded with possessors of worthless records who 
come to Congress and not only ask us to buy them when we 
have no use on earth for them, but they ask us to publish them 
by the thousand when a search warrant would not develop a 
human being in the country who would ever read one of them: 
and the Committee on Appropriations thinks that this is one of 
these worthless, valueless, spurious recoras. 

If the Senate wants to put it into the bill Iam content, but I 
wish very much that the Senator from Virginia would divide 
his amendment and offer the first proposition, which is to buy 
what the Committee on Appropriations does not think the Gov- 
ernment wants and stop there, and not afflict the country with 
the publication by the thousand of a useless, valueless, worthless 
record. 

Mr. HUNTON. IL accept the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky in charge of the bill, but I can not for the life of me 
conceive how he arrives at the conclusion that the book if pub- 
lished will be absolutely worthless. Four or five Secretaries of 
State and one Secretary of the Treasury have said that it isa 
most useful work, and the Government must haveit. I think, 
with due respect to the Senator from Kentucky, that the Secre- 
tary of State, who has to deal with all the questions treated of in 
the book, knows a little more about it than he does. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations has unanimously recom- 
mended that this book be not only purchased, but published; 
and I offset the action of that committee against the action of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I beg to suggest to my 
friend, the Senator from Kentucky, that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations knows more about what is useful to the State 
Department in dealing with questions affecting the foreign re- 
lations of the country than the Committee on Appropriations. 
But if it suits the pleasure of my friendfrom Kentucky todivide 
the amendment I have no objection, and I will ask that a sepa- 
rate vote be taken, first upon the purchase of the work, and then 
if that is carried, upon the publication of it. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question will be so divided. 
The Secretary will state the first branch of the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Virginia. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 6, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase from John H. Haswell, chief 
of the Bureau of Indexes and Archives in the Department of State, the 
manuscript of ‘‘The Chronological History of the Department of 
the Foreign Relations of the Government from September 5, 1774, to July 1, 
1885,’ prepared by him, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second branch of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia {Mr. Hun- 
TON | will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And the Public Printer is hereby authorized, upon the requisition of the 
Secretary of State, to cause to be printed and bound in cloth for the use of 
the Department of State 1,000 copies of the above-mentioned work 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 


State and 





ae 
2 re 





























7286 


‘‘ Intercontinental Railway Commission,” on page 10, line 12, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert 
thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 





Share of the United States of the cost of printing and publishing reports, 
maps, cte., of the preliminary survey for an intercontinental railway, 
830,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, lins 23, after the word 


‘*Panama,” to insert ‘‘Honolulu,” and in line 25, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty,” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
four; so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls-general at Berlin, Montrea!, Kanagawa, Panama, Honolulu, and 


Mexico (city), at $4,000 each, $24,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 8, to insert: 

Consuls-general at Barcelona and Tangier, at $2,500 each, $5,000. 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The saext amendment was, on page 11, to strike out lines 11 
and 12, in the following words: 

Consuls-general at Tangier and Maracaibo, at $2,000 each, 6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 12, to insert: 

Consul-general at Maracaibo, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, to strike out lines 14 
and 15, in the following words: 

Consuls-general at Santo Domingo and Barcelona, at $1,500 each, 3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 15, to insert: 

Consul-general at Santo Domingo, 81,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 19, before the word 
‘* dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘ twothousand ” and insert, ‘‘ seven thou- 
sand five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total, $107,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 21, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred and two” and insert 
‘three hundred and ninety-one;” so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $391,500, as 
follows, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICK. On page 12, line 24, under the head of ‘* Ger- 
many,’ [ move to strike out ‘‘ consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls,” 
and after ‘‘Barmen,” to insert ‘‘and Nuremberg.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SecreraRy. In line 24, before the word “at,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘* consul’ and insert ‘‘consuls;” and after the 
word ‘‘ Barmen,” to insert ‘‘and Nuremberg,” so as to read: 

Consuls at Barmen and Nuremberg. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 24, to 
insert: 

Danish Dominions: 

Consul at St. Thomas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 2, before the word 
“at,” tostrike out ‘‘ consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls;” soas to make 
the clause read: 

Consuls at Lyons and Marseilles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 5, after the word 
‘‘ Chemnitz,” to insert ‘‘ Cologne;” so as to make the clause read: 


Consuls at Annaberg, Aix la Chapelle, Bremen, Stuttgart, Chemnitz, Co- 
logne, Hamburg, Nuremburg, Mayence, and Plauen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. To conform to the amendment already made, I 
move to strike out ‘‘Nuremberg,” in line 5, on page I4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. I[n line 5, on page 14, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ Nuremberg;” so as to read: ‘‘ Hamburg, Mayence, 
and Plauen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. KYLE. On page 14, line 18, [ move to strike out “ con- 
sul” and insert ‘‘consuls;” and after the word ‘‘ Smyrna” to in- 
sert ‘‘and Jerusalem.” I do this after consultation with the 
Senator from Kentucky who has the bill in charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 18, before the word ‘ at,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ consul” and insert ‘‘ consuls;” and 
ufter ‘‘ Smyrna,” to insert ‘‘ and Jerusalem;” so as to read: 

Consuls at Smyrna and Jerusalem. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want to offer any objection to 
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the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota; but speaking 
for the committee, I would say there is no recommendation for 
this. It is an increase of salary at a point where we all know 
there is no business to transact and where nothingis done. The 
place itself is a sinecure, and it would be well to abolish it. 

The Senator tells me that the consul at Jerusalem advises him 
that he can not live upon his present pay. I simply answer and 
say that there is not an ambassador, a minister plenipotentiary, 
a minister resident, a consul-general, or a consul, who is carried 
in this bill, who does not write to me telling me the same thing. 
We have no more business with a consul at Jerusalem than a 
wagon has with forty wheels. 

If that consul can not live upon $2,000 a year, it seems to me 
that the better thing for him to do would be to resign and let 
the place become vacant. I am sure the best thing would be to 
abolish the consulate, but I donot want to antagonize the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. I recognize what the Senator says that it might 
be as well to abolish the place, but while it is thought wise to 
keep a consul at Jerusalem, I think we ought to keep him in 
good shape. Germany, England, and all other countries pay 
from four to six thousand dollars a year for exactly the same 
service, and this man has had to use money out of his own 
pocket to pay for the furniture in his office. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no doubtof that; but at the same 
time I have no doubt that the only official duty that that consu! 
has ever discharged was in writing a letter to my honorable 
friend asking to have his salary increased. [Laughter.| 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JARvis in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the billwasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 24, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ at,” to strike out ‘‘ consul ” and insert ‘‘ consuls;” 
and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ Pernambuco,” to insert 
‘* Bahia, Para, and;” so as to read: 

Consuls at Bahia, Para, and Pernambuco 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 8, after the word 
“at,” to strike out ‘ Cologne;” so as to make the clause read: 


Consuls at Crefeld, Dusseldorf, Leipsic, Brunswick, Sonneberg, Magde 
burg, and Furth. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 11, before the word 
‘Cardiff,’ to insert ‘‘Belize (British Honduras);” in line 15, 
before the word “Toronto,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 16, after 
the word ‘‘(Canada),” to strike out ‘‘Bermuda, and Auckland 
(New Zealand);” so as to make the clause read: 


Consuls at Belize (British Honduras), Cardiff, Chatham, ‘Cork, Dublin, 
Dunfermline, Hamilton (Ontario), Leeds, Nassau (New Providence), Port 
Louis (Mauritius), Port Stanley and St. Thomas (Canada), St. John (New 
Brunswick), Sherbrooke (Canada), Sydney (New South Wales), and To 
ronto (Canada). 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, to strike out the clause 
from lines 21 to 25, inclusive, as follows: 


For salary and expenses of a commercial agent at Boma, in the Lower 
Kongo Basin, with authority to visit and report upon the commercial re 
sources of the Upper and Lower Kongo Basins, their prod ucts, their min 
erals, their vegetable wealth, and the openings for American trade, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. +4 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that ‘ Jerusalem,”’ 
which occurs in line 19,0n page 16, has been inserted at another 

yoint. 
; Mr. BLACKBURN. In order to make the bill conform to the 
amendment which has been made, I ask that the words ‘‘and 
Jerusalem,” be stricken out of line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 16, it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘‘consuls” and insert ‘‘consul;” and in the same 
line, after word ‘‘ Beirut,” strike out ‘‘and Jerusalem;” so as to 
read: 

Consul at Beirut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 16, line 23, 

after the word ‘‘Santos,” to strike out ‘‘ Bahia, and Para;” so 
as to read: 

Consui at Santos. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 17, to strike out 
lines 1 and 2, in the following words: 

Denmark and Danish Dominions 

Consuls at Copenhagen and St. Thomas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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"he next amendment was, on page 17, after line 2, to insert: 


Denmark: 
Consul at Copenhagen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, before the word | 
” and in the | 


‘‘Barbados,” to insert ‘‘Auckland (New Zealand),’ 
same line, before the word ‘‘ Bristol,” to insert ‘* Bermuda;” so 
as to read: 

Consuls at Amherstburg (Canada), Antigua (West Indie Auckland (N 
Zealand), Barbados, Bermuda, Bristol, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 20, after the word 
‘‘ Montreal,” to insert ‘‘Ottawa,’’ and in line 22, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ eighteen thousand ” and insert ‘‘ nine- 
teen thousand two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

Berlin, Bremen, Chemnitz, Crefeld, Frankfort, Hamburg, Havre, Hong 
kong, Kanagawa, Lyons, Manchester, Mexico (city Montreal, Ottawa 
Barmen, and Vienna, at $1,200 each, $19,200 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 1, to insert 

Rome, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. On page 21, line 12, after the word ‘‘ Guaya- 
quil,” [I move to insert ‘‘and Victoria.” 

Mr. HALE. Then it will be necessary to strike out ‘* Vic- 
toria,” where it occurs in line 16 on the same page. 

Mr. RANSOM. lIshall move to strike that out later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 12, after the word ‘‘ Guaya- 
quil,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and Victoria;” and in the same 
line, after the word “dollars,” to insert the word “ each:” so 
as to read: 

Guayaquil and Victoria, $800 each. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an increase, I believe, of $200. 

Mr. RANSOM. One hundred and sixty dollars. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. An increase of $160. I haveno right to 
speak for the committee; but for myself I am disposed to think 
the amount of business done at Victoria warrants the amend- 
ment which the Senator from North Carolina offers, and for my- 
self I have no obi stion to it. 

The amendmer.. was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. In order to make the billconform, in line 15, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” I move to strike out ‘‘four” and 
insert *five;’’ and in the same line, after the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘“‘eight” and insert ‘‘six.” Itis merely to add $800 
there 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, I move, in line 16, to strike out ‘‘ and 
Victoria;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike 
out the words ‘* each $1,280.” 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word ‘‘ Leith,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘and Victoria;” and, after the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ each $1,280.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 
question. I ask if the amendments offered by the Senator from 
North Carolina are increases of salaries? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina is an increase of $160 for clerk hire, and 
not for salary. I answer, speaking for myself and not for the 
committee, that in my judgment the business that is transacted 
at Victoria issufficiently large to warrant the amendment which 
the Senator from North Carelina has offered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that all that it adds? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all. It is not an increase of 
salary, but an appropriation of $160 for the increase of clerk 
hire. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will remark incidentally here that I regard 
all the salaries now paid as too high, and therefore I am opposed 
to all increases. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I assure the Senator that it is no in- 
crease of salary. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, line 13, 
before the word ‘‘ Palermo,” to strike out ‘‘Ottawa;” and in the 
same line, after the words “St. Gall,” to insert ‘'St. Peters- 
burg;” so as to make the clause read: 

Messina, Palermo, St. Gall, St. Petersburg, Smyrna, and Tangier, at $800 
each, $4,800. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is a transfer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 21, after line 17, to insert: 
Cairo, Cologne, Constantinople, Huddersfield, Mayence, Munich, Notting- 





Withoutobjection, the amend- 
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| ham, ¢ be J 1, P iambuco, Tampico, and Vera Cru rt $600 ea 
| $7,200 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That is done upon the recomme: ion 
| of the Department. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


oo 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer an amendment on page 22, line 
| 2, after the word ‘‘ Horgen,” to insert ‘‘and Zurich, each.” I at- 
| tract the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, in charge of 

the bill, to this circumstance, that Zurich is the most important 
point commercially in Switzerland, and Horgen is a town of 
in ss importance, which does much less business, and is 
situated within some 10 or 12 milesof Zurich. Zurich, under 
| the bill as framed, is allowed $480 for clerk hire. Inother words 
| $120 less than Horgen. 
|; Iknowthatthe presentincumbent of the officd pa; @ ¢ 
| part of the clerk hire himself. Itsimply makes the matter uni 
form, but even then there will be decidedly a reason in favor of 
| Zurich having afurther increase. The fact of the matter is tha 
| about one-third of the fees were collected at Horgen last year 
| and the other fees were collected at Zurich, so that there seems 
| to be no objection founded in reason why the amendment should 
| not be allowed. 
| Mr. BLACKBURN. On page 22, line 2, the Senator proposes 
to raise Zurich to $600, from $480. 
| Mr. WHITE. I will modify my amendment. In line 20, on 
{ page 21, before the words ‘* Vera Cruz,” I will move to strike 
out the word ‘‘and,” and after the words ‘‘ Vera Cruz” to insert 
‘* Horgen and Zurich.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only want to say that there i 
ommendation from the Department for this increase, and I wish 
to call attention to the fact that such consulates as Berne, Deme 
rara, Florence, Genoa, Naples, and Stuttgart are left at $480. | 
have no information which leads me to conclude that Zurich is 
any more important than the restof the consulates I have named 
That Horgen may be less important than Zurich or any of these 
other places I am inclined to think is true. 

The truth is that our whole foreign service needs to be over 
hauled. We have ambassadors, and we have ministers, and w: 
have consuls general, and we have consuls who are drawing pay 
altogether disproportioned to the service they are rendering or 
the importance of the places they are filling. It all needs re 
organization. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hardly think that observation can be ap 
plied to the ambassadors. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, 
I will state that I have taken the trouble to investigate the 
matter, arising from the fact that I am acquainted with th 
gentleman who is there, and that the fees collected at Zurich are 
not only three times greater, or nearly so, than those coilected 
at Horgen, but itis the most important point in the whole of 
Switzerland. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That I admit, but the trouble is tl 
whilst the Senator from California wants to put Zurich up with 
Horgen, it seems to me a better amendment would be to take 
Horgen out of the six-hundred-dollar list and put it down to the 
four-hundred-and-eighty-dollar list. What I mean to say is 
not that Zurich is pot more important than Horgen. The Sen 
ator is correct; it is a far more important place, but neither Zu- 
rich nor Horgen transacts more business or is of more impor- 
tance than Berne, Florence, Demerara, Genoa, or Stuttgart. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator is mistaken in that respect. 7 
rich transacts move business than three of those places, certain! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are three of those places where 
the fees are heavier than at Zurich. 

Mr.WHITE. That is true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean toobject to the Senator's 
amendment.- I think Zurich is entitled to 9600, but I think that 
a reorganization of the whole consular service ought to be gone 
into. This is dealing with it by piecemeal instead of dealing with 
it as a whole. 

Mr. WHITE. My friend from Kentucky will bear me ou 
saying that so far as we have gone amendments of this kind 
have been allowed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the Senator to note that I am not 
objecting to his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. It is only $10 a month increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was acreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On page 22, line 4, I move to strike out 
‘‘and Zurich ” and before the name ‘‘ Stuttgart.” toinsert ‘‘ and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that in line 5, on page 22, it might 
be well to change ‘‘ $4,320” to ‘* $4,200.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. TheSenator need not move that amend- 
ment, as I shall ask permission to have all the totals corrected 
in accordance with the amendments made. 
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Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

‘he reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was,on page 22, line 10, 
after the word ‘‘ year,” to insert ‘' $20,000,” and in line 12, after 
the word *‘ appropriated,” to strike out ‘‘ $25,000;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


Allowance for clerks at cousulates, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary tate at consulates not herein provided for in respect to 
clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $500 to be allowed to any one 
consulate inany one fiscal year, $20,000: J’rovided, That the total sum ex- 
pended in one year shall not exceed the amount appropriated 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, before the word 
‘hundred,’ to strike out *‘ ninety-one thousand eight” and in- 
sert ‘‘ninety-six thousand two;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total, §#6,250 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 12, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘fifty’ and insert ‘ eighty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Expense of providing all such stationery, blanks, record and other books, 
seals, presses, flags, signs, rent, postage, furniture, statistics, newspapers, 
freight (foreign and domestic), telegrams, advertising. messenger service, 
traveling expenses of consular oMcers and consular clerks, compensation 
of Chinese writers, and such other miscellaneous expenses as the President 
may think necessary for the several consulates, consular agencies, and com 
mercial agencies in the transaction of their business, $180,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 15, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert “ twenty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Commercial Bureau of American Republics, 820,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents or other 
sources may be paid to the disbursing ofiicec of the State Department to be 
placed to the credit of the Bureau fund, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr.GRAY. On page 5, after line 17, I move to insert as a 
new paragraph: 

To enable the ambassadors of the United States at London, Paris, and 
Berlin each to employ a stenographer and typewriter at an expense not ex- 
ceeding €1,500 per annum, 4,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent of the Senate that the 
totals throughout the bill where changed by amendments which 
have been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole shall be 
corrected to correspond with the action the Senate has taken 
upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair hear objection 
to the request of the Senatorfrom Kentucky? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the pension appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5482) mak- 
ing appropriation for the paymentof invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. BRICE. [ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations be acted upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Commiitee on Appropriations was, on page 2, after 
line 6, to insert the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That so much of the act approved December 21, 1893, 
as provides that ‘‘any pension heretofore or that may hereafter be granted 
to any applicant shall bedeemed and held by allofficers of the United States 
to be a vested right in the grantee to that extent that payment thereof shall 
not be withheld or suspended until after due notice to the grantee of not 
less than thirty days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after hearing all the 
evidence, shall decide to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside the decision 
upon which such pension was granted,’’ shall not be held or construed to 
apply to any case where the pensioner is drawing more than one pension, 
or the title to the pension has ceased. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 11, after the word 
** Provided,” to strike out: 

That the report of such examining surgeons, when filed in the Pension 
Office, shall be open to the examination and inspection of the claimant or 


his attorney, under such reasonable rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of the Interior may provide. 
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And insert: 


That the examining surgeons, after completing the examination of the 
claimant, shall, on application of the claimant, furnish to said claimant a 
copy of the report submitted to the Pension Office. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the tiscal year 1895, $1,000,000. And each member of each examining board 
shall, as now authorized by law, receive the sum of $2 for the examination 
of each applicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on any 
one day, and $1 for the examination of each additional applicant on such 
day: Provided, That it twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no 
fewer than twenty shall, if practicable, be examined on said day, and that 
if fewer examinations be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then 
there shall be paid for the first examinations made onthe next examination 
day the fee of $1 only until twenty examinations shall have been made: 
Provided further, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examining 
board unless personally present and assisting in the examination of appli- 
cant: Provided, That the examining surgeons, after completing the examt- 
natiou of the claimant, shall, on application of the claimant, furnish to 
said claimant a copy of the report submitted to the Pension Office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. I offer theamendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 4, insert: 

But the appointment of the clerk to sign official checks, who sh¢ll receive 
the same compensation at cach agency as was paid during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, shall be made by the pension agent without other or 
further approval. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of 
the Senate for afew minutes in reference to the general subject. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage of this bill. I am 
in favor, as I have always been, of the appropriation of liberal 
sums for pensions for the soldiers of the latewar. I believe that 
a large majority of the citizens of the United States are likewise 
in favor of the payment of liberal pensions to the survivors of 
the war, and to the widowsand children of those who have found 
rest in the uncurtained tents of death. 

The party in which I have had the honor of a long member- 
ship, has always maintained that one of the first duties of the 
American people was the practical recognition, in a material 
way, of our sacred obligation to the volunteer soldiers of the 
United States. Ina long series of official utterances, this party 
has always, in its great represantative national conventions, 
pledged itself to the maintenance of a policy of liberality, un- 
limited by technical or burdensome restrictions in the award 
and distribution of the fund cheerfully offered to pensioners by 
the votes of a grateful people. It may add to the inspiration of 
loyal hearts to recall some of these utterances, and to hear anew 
what we have said, and what pledges we have made from time 
to time. The pension policy inaugurated by the Republican 
party has become so closely incorporated into our governmental 
system that in quoting these glorious and patriotic expressions 
I feel almost as if hearing anew the voices of the revered men of 
the historic past. 

At Baltimore, in 1864,the Republican national convention said: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the American people are due to the soldiers 
and sailors of the Army and Navy who have perilled their lives in defense oi 
the country and in vindication ofthe honor of the flag: that the nation owes. 
tothem some permanent recognition of their patriotism and their valor, and 
ampleand permanent provision for those of their survivors who have re 
ceived disabled and honorable wounds in the service of the country; and 
that the memories of those who have fallen in its defense shall be held in 
grateful and everlasting remembrance. 

That, Mr. President, was in 1864, just thirty years ago, and 
during the very height of the war. The Republican party did 
not wait until after Lee's surrender, but announced its policy 
while its defenders were in the field. 

At Chicago, in 1868, when Gen. Grant was nominated for 
President, the Republican plretform contained the following 
pension plank: 

Of all who were faithful in the trials of the late war there were none en- 
titled to more especial honor than the brave soldiers and seamen who en- 
dured the hardships of Saeee and cruise,and imperiled their lives in 
the service of the country. The bounties and pensions provided by the laws 
for these brave defenders of the nation are obligations never to be forgotten. 
The widows and orphans of the gallant dead are the wards of the people— 
a sacred legacy bequeathed to the nation’s protecting care. 

During the period between the first and second nominations 
of Gen. Grant the feeling of the people in favor of liberal pen- 
sions continued with added emphasis, and the convention at 
Philadelphia in 1872 expressed itself as follows: 


We hold in undying honor the soldiers and sailors whose valor saved the 
Union. Their pensions are a sacred debt of the nation, and the widows and 
orphans of those who died for their country are entitled to the careof agen- 
erous and grateful people. We favor such additional legislation as will ex- 
tend the apne of the Government to all our soldiers and sailors who were 
honorably discharged, and who in the line of duty became disabled, without 
regard to the length of service or the cause of such disability. 


Mr. President, it was one of the occasions in my personal his- 
tory, to which I look back with pride, that I was fortunate 
enough to participate in the convention which adopted that res- 
olution, and that I was permitted to enjoy the distinguished 
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honor of placing in nomination the patriot and hero, Ulysses S. 
Srant, who was retlected to the Presidency upon that platform. 

Again in 1876, at Cincinnati, the party of progress reaffirmed 
its position in the following language: 

The pledges which the nation has given to her soldiers and sailors must 
pe fulfilled, and a grateful people will always hoid those who imperiled 
their lives for the country’s preservation in the kindest remembrance. 

The Republican national convention of 1880 was held at Chi- 
sago. This convention fortified the previous position of the 
party in regard to pensions by the following graphic expression: 

The obligations of the Republic to the men who preserved its integrity in 
the day of battle are undiminished by the lapse of fifteen years since their 
final victory. Todothem honor is and shall forever be the grateful privi 
lege and sacred duty of the American people, 

[n 1884 the national convention was again held at Chicago, 
and it again took strong and unmistakable ground in support of 
the pension system of the party and the country in this language: 

The grateful thanks of the American people are due to the Union soldiers 
and sailors of the late war; and the Republican party stands pledged to 
suitable pensions for all who were disabled, and for the widows and orphans 
of those who died in the war. The Republican party also pledges itself to 
the repeal of the limitations contained in the arrears act of 1879, so that all 
invalid soldiers shall share alike and their pensions begin with the date of 
disability and discharge, and not with the date of application. 

The convention of 1884 honored itself and honored my State 
by placing upon its national ticket the name of Gen. John A. 
Logan, the typical volunteer soldier of America. 

In 1888 Chicago was for the third successive time the place of 

meeting of the national corvention, and then and there this 
plank was placed in the platform: 
' “The gratitude of the nation tothe defenders of the Union can not be meas 
ured by laws. The legislation of Congress should conform to the pledge 
made by a loyal people, and be so enlarged and extended as to provide 
against the possibility that any man who honorably wore the Federal uni 
form should become the inmate of an almshouse, or dependent upon private 
charity. ; 
scandal to do less for those whose valorous service preserved the Govern- 
ment. We denounce the hostile spirit of President Cieveland in his numer- 
ous vetoes of measures for pension relief, and the action of the Democratie 
House of Representatives in refusing even a consideration of general pen 
sion legislation.”’ 

But in 1892 at Minneapolis was given the last definite expres- 
sion of the Republican party upon pensions and pension legisla- 
tion, as follows: 

Ever mindful of the services and sacrifices of the men who saved the life 
of the nation, we pledge anew to the veteran soldiers of the Republic a 
watchful care and a just recognition of their just claims upon a grateful 
people. 

Mr. President, I have here presented to the Senate the ex- 
pressions of every Republican national convention held since 


In the presence of an overflowing Treasury it would be a public | 


General supplementary 
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On June 30, 1893, there were 966,012 pensioners on the rolls of 
the Pension Office, and over fifteen hundred millions of dollars 
had been paid out of the Treasury up to that time in behalf of 
those pensioners. 

Mr. President, after reading such a statement will any man 
make question of the fact that the Republican party’s pledges, 
solemnly made at every national convention from 1864 to 1892, 
have been thoroughly and well fulfilled? And will any man 
make question that the Republican party and its members will 
in the future pursue the same wise and humane policy as in the 


past? 


[t will be instructive just at this time to follow the history of 
pension legislation for a few moments, and see what that his- 


tory reveals. 
Necessary to this history is the following | 
laws passed from 1861 to the present time: 


Character of law 


Volunteer pensions -...- 

Excluding rebels from pension rolis 
Missouri volunteers 
General pension law 
Naval pensions . 
Masters on gunboats........ 
Army chaplains . 
General supplementary act 


Do 
Colored soldiers = 
Colored soldiers—amendatory 
Widows’ increase . : 
Revolutionary widows’ increase gan weuu 
Rebels, no payment to ‘ ocecces 
Deserters, rights of . a 
General supplementary act 
Fixing rates of pensions 
Payment of pensions 
War of 1812 
Increasing rates iin Shoei 
Repealing and consolidating former laws 
Equalizing pensions 
Total disability, increase . 
Elbow and knee joint 


| Vouchers, cost of 


Missouri citizens (guerrilla) 
Artificial limbs .......... 
Loss of hand and foot.....-. 
Navy officers 


; Confederates in Union Army 


the beginning of the war of the rebellion, eight in all, and I de- | 


sire to cail serious attention to the glorious history which such 
a record presents to the world. Now, let us see what has been 
done to redeem the pledges made in that brilliant record. Has 
the Congress of the United States given force by law to the 
promises made by the Republican party? 

For afull generation the nationel policy has been the Re- 
publican policy regarding pensions, except in slight and unim- 
portant particulars. The following table shows the number of 
pensioners and the disbursements for pensions each year for 
thirty-three years: 

Pensioners on the roil and amount of disbursements. 


Pension- | 
ers. 


Year ended June 30— Disbursements 


























tess others 8, 636 $1, 072, 462. 00 
: aa ers » ‘ 8, 159 790, 385. 00 | 
al Se a a ee | 14,791 | 1, 025, 140. 00 
ee re a en she ae ee eco 51, 135 | 4,564, 617. 00 
a ° 85, 986 8, 525, 153. 00 
i 126, 722 13, 459, 996. 00 
ial ac a oe s 153, 183 | 18, 619, 956. 00 
ae j 169, 643 24, 010, 982. 00 
a ta cee | 187, 963 | 28, 422, 844. 00 
a i le ae | 198, 686 | 27, 780, 812. 00 
I ea tle teat 207, 495 33, 077, 884. 00 
 tnccetee 232, 229 30, 169, 341. 00 
ES 238, 411 29, 185, 290. 00 
A i a a ee 236, 241 | 30, 593, 750. 00 
a accel I 234, 821 29, 683, 117. 00 
1876 : 28, 351, 600. 00 
1877 ik anendeenewd weds a } 28, 580, 157. 00 
1878 Sinereenusecunes voce caduvncscntasgceneseqves 26, 844, 415. 00 
Nt itetiditheathegnh ai %, 780, 526. 00 
Di Citinas’ «<h@iwadmadtuéseondeswene 250, 802 , 240, 540. 00 
ee ‘ 268, 830 | 50, 626, 539. 00 
ae iain éun 54, 296, 281. 00 
1883 | 60, 431, 973. 00 
thee Sd eee ee gueceéuean e¥ehbbeuseses | 57, 273, 537. 00 
OT armen i suresh eal eee bakes } 65, 693, 707. 00 
BERG Gittectes on 64, 584, 270. 00 
LG taigsectannshbinutas oncheunscdhensaupated | 74, 815, 486, 85 
MPO R Hikes ceudbunnd touted déaen sicwedead | 79, 646, 146, 37 
OP baile sade ds bathattak usnokkuakd debbenaantenin 88, 275, 113. 28 
EES RES Re a ee eee es awk 537, 944 106, 493, 890. 19 
RN Rie Re rad eet oat alee ts | 676, 160 118, 548, 959. 71 
etree dicks uid pin atti mala nid dd alienated | 876, 068 141, 086, 211. 84 
iia iN da da walbhpgatitas taiiaawnacdedeueeaey 966, 012 158, 155, 342. 51 
I iatindiie Be ca: i auicthebdela tS nial ation wnsiigiog S caiicaaendaale 1, 576, 503, 544, 42 





Veterans of 1812, restoring those stricken from rolls 
on account of rebellion ‘ : 

Loss of feet, hands, or eyes 

Naval officers...... wailed 

Attorneys’ fees... 

Arrears act . ‘s 

Restoring forfeited pensions 

Arrears act J 

Leg at hip joint........- jut 

Total blindness (increase) 

Right to increase or reduce 

To restore pensions 

Total disability (increase) 

Citizens of Montana (relief) -. 

Heirs : 

Technical disabilities 

Arm or ]eg (increase) 

Revolutionary (increase) 

Officers and heirs 

Fees eecesee 

Deserters 

Soundness 

Arm at shoulder (increase) 

Widows’ increase 

Dependent pension 


Mexican pension bill ... 
Amputation 

Deafness (increase ‘ 

Loss of arms (increase) 

Total disability (increase) 
Dependent pension 
Intermediate rate, between 830 « 
Indian war pensions 

Amending Navy pension 

Army nurses’ pensions 
Mexican war (increase) ..... on 
Making pension vested right for thirty days 


nd $72 


ist of the 


pe nsion 


Date of approy 


July 22, 1861 
ebruary 4, 1862. 
March 25, 1862 


| July 14, 1862. 


July 17, 1862 
July 16, 1862 
April 0, 1864 
July 4, 1864 
March 3, 1865. 
June 6, 1866, 
June 15, 1866 
July 26, 1866 
July 25, 1866 
lebruary 18 
March 2, 1867 
July 19, 1867 
July 27, 1868 
July 7, 1870 
July 8, 1870. 
ebruary 14, 1871 
June 8, 1872. 
March 8, 1873, 
June 6, 1874 
June 18, 1874 

Do 
June 20, 1874 
March 3, 1875 
February 27, i877 
February 28, 1877. 
March 38, 1877 

Do. 


1867. 





March 9, 1878. 
June 17, 1878 
June 18, 1878 
June 20, 1878 
January 25, 1879. 
March 1, 1879 
March 3, 1879 

Do 

Do 
June 21, 1879 
June 9, 1880 
June 16, 1880 
March 3, 1881 
August 7, 1882, 

Do 


| March 3, 1883 


April 1, 1884 
June 3, 1884, 
July 4, 1884 
July 5, 1884 
Merch 3, 1885 


Do. 
March 19, 1886 
Second session, For- 
ty-ninth Congress. 
Vetoed 


January 29, 1887 
August 4, 1886 
August 27, 
February 12, 1889. 
March 4, 1890 
June 27, 1890. 
July 14, 1892. 
July 27, 1892 
August 1, 1892 
August 5, 1892 
January &, 1893 
December 21, 189 


1RSS 


From 1861 to 1875 the Congress was under Republican control, 


and all legislation upon pensions during that 
lican legislation. 
control of the House of Representatives. 
Democratic control began to be apparent. 
of February 


March 9, 1878, so that widows of soldiers of the war of 


time was Repub- 


With the latter year the Democrats obtained 
In 1878 the effect of 
The Republican law 
14, 1871, was amended by the Democratic act of 


1812 


should lose their pensions upon remarriage; the term of service 
was reduced from sixty to fourteen days, and the provision which 
prevented those who had been in rebellion in the late war from 


receiving pensions was stricken out. 


The effect of this was to restore to the rolls the names of all 
pensioners of the war of 1812 which had been stricken off for 
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participation in, or encouragement of the rebellion. This, with 
another act approved in 1879, giving three months’ extra pay to 
officers and soldiers of the Mexican war, were some of the meas- 
ures of that period of Democratic ascendency, and both were in- 
tended mainly to benefit persons who lived in the Southern 
States. 

The principal measure of the six years of Democratic control 
in the House was the “arrears” act. But this was a Repub- 
lican law, in that it wasintroduced by a Republican (Cummings of 
Kansas), was put onits passage by a Republican (Haskell of Kan- 
sas), was voted for by 116 Republicans and 48 Democrats in the 
House, a majority of the Democrats in the House voting againstit. 

In the Senate there were 27 Republicans and 16 Democrats 
voting in favor, and the 3 nays were all Democrats. A later 
Democratic limitatien of the arrears was put into an appropria- 
tion bill reported by W. A. J. Sparks (Democrat) of Llinois, 
creiting a limitation of less than one year and four months—that 
is, from March 38, 1879, to July 1, 1880—and that law has remained 
in ferce to the present. 

Briefly stated, the vote on the “arrears” act was as follows: 


For the bill. Against the bill. 
Republicans Ee ee 0 
Democrats RR ee ions: 


the House the Mexican pension bill, so amended by the Senate 
as to confer pensions on disabled soldiers of the late war, and 
to increase pensions of widows and dependent parents and chil- 
dren, the following vote was ha 


for the bill | Against the bill. 
Republicans hate . TD t COINS ones ccenmemiewncssintn 8 
Democrats er Lidia OF t DN nicitemniinindiindininn ae 
On the bill increasing widows’ pensions from $8 to $12 per 
month, on February 2, 1886, the following vote was had in the 
House: 
For the biil. Against the dill. 


I ,.....cnvdiniibetminiiine de 118 | Republicans........... nevaietainnhn site 0 
DOTOCTONE. oon cc neckcicreccerccsrecs Uh ee ctaickaink cockeesabiadinen 66 


All but two of these 66 Democrats were from the South. 


At the same time the Senate voted upon the Senate bill, No. 
1886, to pension disabled dependent soldiers, as follows: 


For the bill. | Against the bill. 
IIE i cidteiscencwnsnsnnian Ue IEG tas ceeiniiadcnineniees 0 


RD ec cccichttentctiei dtncunny, ' 4 CTs ein cnionvsneinndnibinninien 14 


When this latter bill reached the House it died in committee. 
The dependent pension bill was put upon passage under a sus- 
pension of the rules January 17, 1887, the vote being: 


For the bill. Against the biil. 


I a5 Sacitin sia taatinaitcldotietininsie S00 5 IE io niisto i inccereiianinds 0 
CIs OK 6 CR icichicccnrteitiatbasioadid 76 


On February 11,1887, President Cleveland vetoed the bill, and 
the vote to pass it over the President's objections stood 


For the bill. Against the bill, 


Republicans........... preinkiwass. WE EE ctcknientranivednaniid 0 
Democrats .........- Be | Pers eSewiiidbctcccecccnicgen ee 


oo 


Tabulating these votes upon the several measures we find a 
total— 
For the bills Against the bilis. 























IE citi ee niewwhe ae EP PERO. cdtatcetacnsicaccacgua Jn 
EI 6 iencomseiressocuns con GEO 1 WO Sorinid hxdenvansdeceacsee 426 
Shown in detail as follows: 

| For the bill. Against the bill. 
RE EOE Ais A EE 

Name of bill. Repub- | Demo- | Repub- Demo- 

licans. crats. licans. | crats. 
Repeal of arrears limitation..........- 116 48 None 61 
Mexican pension, Senate amendment.| 72 57 1 84 
eT, BIND, canitincantiéeemdinbicens: | 118 80 None 58 
Sengte Dill, 1606... .... 2.22. nace ceccesaeoe! 27 7 None 14 
Dependent pension bill _...........---- } 114 66 None 76 
Dependent pension bill, over veto. ----| 138 | 37 None 125 
Subd... 08 et 585 | 205 1 | 426 





Let me now present a similar table of the votes upon various 
pension measures in 1890, which will show: 


For the bills. Against the bills. 


ee ie TaD t TaN Soins een ccckiuane oa eee 1 
TIPMOOTORE o.oce<ccoossnce ats Wew ae BS  PEBE S Oe 392 
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As follows: 


For the bill, Against the bill. 








Name of bill. ene ra ee nage 
Repub- | Demo- | Repub- | Demo 
licans, crats. licans. | crats. 
_—_—— —_-—-- <a --——— — a 
Dependent parents, Senate -._._......- 32 10 None 12 
Be! eee 136 34 1 RB 
Morrill, Cheadle 60-year amendment 143 40 None ral 
Morrill-60-year bill _.._. a oles iicemleetwe oie \ 141 38 None ra 
Disability, conference, House-......... 117 28 None 56 
Disability, conference, Senate......... | 81 3 None 14 
SONINING WEIR nwthceccocasnescucsuceens 119 2 None ; 





I ae Bese 719 | 77 | 1 
| 


Combining the two tables, it will be seen that so far as these 
reported roll calls show there were: 
For the biils. Against the bills. 
IN 5 estreibincineisiiliches acsdnae Se a ee ; 
RS ee #72 | Democrats .............--. - 81 


I will now separate the House and Senate votes upon pensions, 
as above tabulated, and present the Republican and Democratic 


standing, by percentage in each body, upon pension legislation. 
On January 5, 1885, on motion of a Republican to take up in | Dok a > ve Soe 5 


I find that the following is the average respective standing of 
the two parties in Congress as regards sustaining the soldiers of 
the late war. That is, in the House, upon the important pen- 
sion measures of the past few years, the Republicans have fur- 
nished 73 per cent and the Democrats 27 per centof the affirma- 
tive votes; while in the Senate the Republicans have fur- 
nished 81 per cent and the Democrats 19 per cent of the affirma- 
tive votes. Of those voting against the bills, the Democrats 
have the undivided honor of furnishing about 100 per cent, the 
entire negative vote—or 818 out of 820 votes. 

I should also state that the Mexican pension bill of January 
29, 1887, in granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war, repealed the provisions of section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes, so far as they applied tothesoldiersof thatwar. That 
section of the Revised Statutes prohibited the payment of any 
pension to any person or to the widow, children, or heirs of any 
person who had voluntarily engaged in or aided the late rebe!- 
lion against the United States. Tho effect of this repeal was to 
make eligible as pensioners very many who were prominent in 
the Confederate army, and who are now upon our pension rolls 
at $8 or $12 per month. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
following, whichappears in the columns of the National Tribune, 
a newspaper published in this city: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MEXICAN PENSION ROLL.—ONE WHICH IS NOT ‘‘PURGED,” AND IN WHICH 
THERE ARE NO SUSPENSIONS. 


On the Mexican pension roll there are thé names of 15,215 survivors and 
7,282 widows, and something over 3,000 cases were pending at latest reports. 
This makes a total of 25,497, or several thousand more men than the United 
States had in Mexico at any one time during the war. 

These all receive either #8 or $12 a month. 

Among the names are those of the widow of Gen. Samuel Cooper, a New 
Yorker by birth, who was Adjutant-General of the United States Army at 
the outbreak of the war, and used his position to aid the rebels in preparing 
for the struggle. He resigned his position to become adjutant-genesal of 
the Southern Confederacy, and officiated as such until the rebellion col 
lapsed. Mrs. Cooper has been drawing a pension since June 6, 1887. 

The widow of Thomas J. (‘‘Stonewall’’) Jackson, who was next to Lee the 
most popular commander of the rebel armies. * 

The widow of Maj. Gen. George E. Pickett, who commanded a division in 
the rebel army. 

The widow of Maj. Gen. Gideon J. Pillow, who commanded a division in 
the rebel army. 

The widow of Lieut. Gen. A. P. Hill, who commanded one of the three 
corps of Lee’s army. 

The widow of Sidney Smith Lee, who was dismissed from the Navy for “go 
ing over to the enemy,” and afterward became a commodore in the rebel 
navy. 

Biz. Gen. James. R. Chalmers, who was Forrest’s chief lieutenant. 

Ma). Gen. Dabney H. Maury, who commanded the rebel troops at the bat 
tle of Chickasaw Bayou. 

Hon. S. B. Maxey, late United States Senator from Texas, who has been 
drawing his pension since May 27, 1887. He was a major-general in the rebel 
army. 

The widows above mentioned are of men who were educated at the Gov 
ernment expense, and afterward fought to destroy the Government. They 
went on the roll at once, while last April there were pending the claims o! 
145,520 widows of Union soldiers who had not yet been able toget on theroll 


Mr.CULLOM. Thelawauthorizing these pensions was passed 
in January, 1887, under Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, and 
most of these names were placed upon the pension rolls during 
theincumbency of Mr. Cleveland’s former Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. The effect of this sort of Democratic legislation is rather 
striking when compared with the suspension or reduction of 
many thousands of Union soldiers’ pensions, which had been 
made during the first year of Mr. Cleveland's second term. 

In the State of Illinois, which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent in this body, there were between May 1, 1893, and March 
1, 1894, a period of ten months, six hundred and eighty-two cases 
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suspended by the Pension Office, and in the same time five hun- | The Pension Bureau is justnow apparently doing what it can to 
dred and thirty-two cases in which resumption of payment was | retrieve the hasty action of its first eight months control, and 


ordered. It is not my province toshow why theso pensioners in 
{linois were put to the trouble and annoyance of suffering a 
suspension, carrying with ita stigma of fraud and wrong upon 
their part, which their subsequent restoration shows was with- 
out any reasonable justification. 

In the neighborin ¢ State of Ohio, in the six months ending 
September 1, 1893, this Administration suspended 2,000 pen- 
sions. The names and residences haye been obtained and pub- 
lished. Why should there have been so much greater a pro- 
portion of frauds and raseals among O hio soldiers than in [Ili- 
nois? It hardly seems probable that the soldiers of my State 
are three times as honestas those of Ohio. Perhaps my friend, 
the Administration Senator from Ohio, can furnish some expla- 
nation of this disproportionate ratio of evil-disposed soldiers. 
And then let me call his attention also to the fact that of the 
nearly 2,000 names of those suspended up to September 1, 1893, 
in Ohio, a list of 1,523 names restored to the rolls between Sop- 
tember 1 and October 30, 1893, was furnished by Hon. John G. 
Mitchell, pension agent at Columbus, to Hon. James I". Seward, 
chairman of the Democratic State central committee at Colum- 
bus, in time to publish before the election of November 2, 1893, 
soas to show to the people of Ohio that President Cleveland had 
hastened to correct the injustice done to the worthy soldiers of 
Ohio, who, it was claimed, had been suspended by the rascally 
Republican clerks (?) in the Pension Office. 

The matter of dates is somewhat significant in recalling this 
bit of history. In July and August, 1593, a whirlwind of indig- 
nation was sweeping the State of Ohio regarding the action of 
this Administration in suspending soldiers’ pensions by the 
thousands. An election was to be held in November, and some- 
thing had to be done. ‘‘ A necessity is laid upon us,” said the 
politicians. Letters and telegrams flooded the Bureaus, the De- 
partments, and the Lxecutive sanctum. A prominent Demo- 
cratic Representative warned the Interior Department that un- 
less the wholesale suspending of pensions was stopped forthwith 
the Republicans would carry the next House of Representatives 
and sweep the Democratsoutof power. ‘‘ Restore those pension- 
ers, and do it quick!” was the burden of their cry. 

Over 1,300 Ohio soldiers were reinstated as quickly as the 
names could be written. A Deputy Commissioner of Pensions 
was hurried to the National Military Home at Dayton, Ohio, to 
explain matters to the soldiers there. But all the frantic haste 
to recoup the loss of prestige among the Buckeyes was unavail- 
ing. Thousands of good, reliable Democratic veterans deter- 
mined to vote as they shot, and they gave, on that first Tuesday 
in November, a parting kick to the twin humbugs, Democratic 
pension reform and Democratic tariff reform in the shape of 
80,000 maiority for McKinley. 

A great deal has been said by officials and others in regard to 
the frauds upon the Government in relation to pensions as a 
justification for these arbitrary suspensions. There has been, 
is now, and always will be a certain proportion of individuals 


sent a large number of fictitious or fraudulent cases. It would 
be very strange if such men failed to find afield for their crimes 
in the Pension Bureau. But it would beutterly false to say that 
any large percentage of the pensioners are guilty of fraud. 
Among a vast army which first and last has included perhaps a 
million and a quarter of actual pensioners, and many more ap- 
plicants whose claims were rejected, I fully believe that the 
proportion of crime is not as great as is found in other branches 
of the public service or in private business. 

A few years ago a Democratic Commissioner of the General 
Land Office began his official career by suspending vast numbers 
of land entries and in closing to the public the lands of the 
United States, in violation of the known policy of the Govern- 
ment. He brought ruin and desolation to the homes of thou- 
sands of innocent settlers by asserting that fraud permeated the 
public-land system. The poor settler, the real homesteader of 
this country, was subjected to such hardships as can hardly be 
appreciated by those unfamiliar with the subject. That there 
existed frauds is true. but a very few men were the criminals, 
and it was the rankest injustice to block the progress of the 
country by any such bold assumption as characterized the ad- 
ministration of the Land Office in the earlier part of the first 
Cleveland Administration. 

Many os of the West have not yet recovered from the blows 
then inflicted, and the wrecking business was only stopped at 
last by the heroic methods of the then Secretary of the Inter- 
ior. The action of the present Administration, in so far as the 
work of suspension and reduction is concerned, presents a paral- 
lel to that of the Land Office in 188586, which had to be revoked. 


I am disposed to give it due credit for its present better-consid- 
ered course. Numbers of the 682 suspensions in Lilinois were 
brought to my notice by letters of the most touching character 
from the old soldiers themselves, or from the widows ororphans 
whose support and stay had been summarily taken from them. 

[ could almost fill a number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
with the plaintive and tearful stories sent to me. ButI need 
not quote or read them. Their purport is known in a thousand 
neighborhoods and places all over Illinois. Everybody has 
heard the cry, and the common people have seen and felt the 
woe. And the only defense and explanation which has been 
made-—the only apology offered for the wrong and outrage per- 
petrated—is that there are many criminals and frauds upon the 
rolls who should not be there. Conceding thisassertion, whence 
comes the authority for questioning the entire array of pen- 
sioners in the United States? Because there is one thief ina 
community, shall we cast suspicion upon and impute crime to a 
thousand honest men in. the neighborhood? Our Democratic 
friends who defend these methods of treating soldier veterans, 
did not hesitate to vote solidly the other day for repealing the 
election laws under which there had been nearly 7,000 persons 
prosecuted and 2,000 convicted of election frauds. 

They fail to listen to the ery which they know to be true, that 
the Congressional and other elections in large cities have been 
*honeycombed byfrauds” for years, but they can easily ‘* strain 
at the gnat” of the frauds upon pensions, which are readiiy dis 
covered and quickly punished. Their inconsistent course gives 
color to the suspicion that they do not desire to have pure elec 
tions so much as they desire to parcel out ay from the Treas 
ury to political special agents for hunting fraud among old sol 
diers, 

I insert a report furnished by the Secretary of the Interior, 
showing a list of pensioners affected by the action of this Ad- 
ministration. The report does not give the names of the 9,509 
pensioners suspended and afterwards reinstated at the same rate. 

I will without reading insert it in the body of my speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The document referred tosi as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 26, 1991 

Sin: Lamin receipt of Senate resolution of the 14th of April, 1894 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate of the number of pensioners whose pensions have been sus 
pended or canceled since the 4th day of March, 1893; the number of such pen 
sioners whose pensions have been restored to the rate they were drawing at 
the time of such suspension or cancellation; the number, names, post-ofiic: 
address, and rate of those pensioners whose pensions have been partially 
restored since that date, and the cause of the reduction of the rate they were 
drawing at the date of the suspension or cancellation; and also the numbe) 
of those who have been fully restored to the pension roll at the rate they 
were drawing at the time of suspension or cancellation; and the number 
names, post-office address, and the cause of suspension or cancellation o 
those whose pensions have been entirely suspended or canceled.”’ 

In response thereto I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a let 
ter and accompanying inclosures from the Commissioner of Pensions, to 


| whom the matter was referred for report, containing the information de 





} sired. 


in all classes of society who belong to the criminal element, | 
who will resort to fraud and crime where money can be obtaines | 
by it. Insomecasesafew individuals have inaugurated schemed | 
for a wholesale looting of the Treasury, and a few men may pre- | 


Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS 
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1894 

Str: In response to your reference of tho 16th of April last, of the Senate 
resolution dated April M, 1894, I have the honor to hand you herewith a 
statement showing the number of pensioners whose names were suspended 
between March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, and resumed at the same ra the 
number of pensioners in whose cases payments were suspended duri 
same period, upon which no further action had been taken; the number of 
pensioners whose rates were reduced during that period; the number of their 
pension certificates, their names, post-oftice addresses, former and present 
rates, and causes of reduction; and also the number of pensioners whose 
names were dropped from the roll during that period, the number of their 
pension certificates, their names, post-office addresses, and the ra they 
were receiving. 

The Senate resolution is returned herewith 

Very respectfully, 











th 





WM. LOCHREN, Comm 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


RECAPITULATION 


| Meric: _ 
Late war. | Mexican | War! 


} 


Indian wars. 


war. } 1812. } 
Classes j vee | | | | rota 
| Inva- — Sur- | Wid-| Wid-| Sur- | Wid 
lid. |"Gte’ | Vivors.! ows. | ows. |vivors.| ows 


Number resumed at } 


samerate...__.- .| 9,384] 116 4| 4 | S$}... », 509 
Number still suspended 27% 45 {ae 1 | I 326 
Number reduced. -... 3,014 Sa leg tel sai hepa 3,014 

6 2 i 5 | 2,671 


Numberdropped.___- 2,411 | =)” . s =| 
| } 














Number of pensioners whose pensions were suspended and resumed at 
the same rate between March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1904 9,509 
Number of pensioners whose pensions were suspended between March 
4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, in whose cases no further action had been 
Weidedcatramimbatbenenndesanercensascnevkennane 


. 


—— 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-oflice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners whose pensions were 
suspended after March 4, 1893, and resumed at lower rates prior to May 10, 
1894, for the reason that the pensionable disabilities did not exist in a degreeto 
warrant continuance at the Jormer rates. 


Certif 
cate 
Nos. 


852420 
820578 
788268 


72077 | 


606646 
548570 
724929 
516670 
T3RRH4 
TRS384 
507198 
6O1N41 
T62550 
689720 
514117 
524278 
592749 
644339 
655318 
510749 
253174 


514123 
23167 
658356 
516896 


736615 
513529 


513149 | 


519663 
515840 
£12852 
5073872 
614529 
521029 
493810 
155433 
516403 
662206 
517275 
761308 
475118 


511438 | 


524780 
605110 
737238 
661511 


738869 
509577 
592747 
513532 
812597 
533646 
306711 
513537 
768021 


524782 
412116 
HOVR6S 
652239 


281934 | 


513148 


668975 | 


518057 


517890 | 
513163 | 





519671 
302551 


514859 








580178 
517608 
513541 


518990 
122417 
511166 
514831 
452105 


516464 | 


665425 
366436 
484005 
511829 


799049 | 
178826 
577175 

60559 
514153 








ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


Names 


Abbott, William -... 
Abbott, Andrew J . 


| 

| 

| 
aiiateilnes 


Post-office address. 


| Brunswick, Me 


Manchester, Iowa 


Ackerman, John J...) Andover, N. J...... 


Acles, Henry .-... 
Acton, James D ....-| 
Adams, Joel .......-- | 
Adkins, John H...... 
Adams, Charles. aa 
Adams, Charles C....| 
Adams, Augustus A.} 
Adams, John Q 
Adams, John E ...... 
Addison, John Q 

Adle, Joseph W 
Adley, Peter | 
Aiken, Edwin | 
Albertson, John | 
Albin, John E | 


Albright, Eli _...... 
Albright, William . 
Aldrich, Moses B.. 


Allard, Nathaniel. 
Allen, Montlebert 
Allen, Martin V. B. 


Allen, Eliakim R-... 
Allen, John C........ 
Allen, John H ....... 
Allen, Lemuel W...-. 
Allen, Rufus A. .----| 
Allen, Howard R....! 
Allison, Chas. C..... | 
Allison, John G..... j 
Alman, John H ' 
Almy, Sanford.....-! 
Almony,James...... | 
Alvis, Edward H....| 
Alexander, William) 
Alexander, Louden.} 
Ambrose, John...... | 
Ambuster, Geo...... 
Amos, Chas..........| 
Ander, Frederick. -.| 
Anderson, Pat’k H.. 
Anderson, William... 
Anderson, William -. 


' Anderson, Andrew G 
THOTBO | 
613528 | 


Anderson, Jos. T.... 
Anderson, James-._. 
Anderson, James B. 
Anderson, Jas. R.... 
Anderson, Jas. H... 
Anderson, Adam N . 
Angstead, Wm. F...| 
Antis, Geo. W....-..- 
Anthony, Merritt .--| 
Anton, Robert ...... 
Appleing, John...... 


Appleby, Chas. N -. ‘| 
| 


Archer, John M ....- 
Arment, James...... 
Arnold, Geo. W ..... | 
Arters, Thos ........ 
Aseltine, Darius .... 
REREE, WOO. « anccvied 
Ashby, Benj. F....-.- 
Atkins, Archibald. .. 
Atwood, Chas. E .... 
Augustus, Harrison. 
Oe) 
Ay ers, Delbert ...... 
Ayres, Jacob M...... 


| Ayers, Adolphus B.. 
340667 


Babcock, Amos.....-. 
Babcock, John S .... 
Babcock, Henry ..... 
Bacon, Allen S ...... 
Bachman, Stephen... 
Bachman, Andrew... 


| Baker, Andrew ...... 


362165 | 


NE, COB cannes eden 
Baker, Edwin F ..... 
Baker, Peter F ..-..-. 


| Baker, Herman J... 


Baker, Geo. M ....... 
Baker,JobnA., alias 
Baker, Geo. 
Bricker, Geo ........ 
Bailey, John ........ 
Bailey, Geo. W ...... 
Bailey, Joel...... 


Baine, Edw. W...... 
Baird, William -.... 
Raird, Geo. W ....-. 
Baldwin, Geo. W .... 
Baldwin, Monroe. -. 


| Bain, August i 





| Pine Bluff, Ark 


-_.| Burksville. Ky . 


| Perry, lowa.. 





Buchanan, Ohio 
Crab Orchard, Ky 
Syles Ford, Tenn... 
Coffeysburg, Mo 
Cromwell, Conn . 
Girard, Ohio 
Defiance, Ohio 


| 308 Pine st., Baltimore, Md. __| 


Bellaire, Ohio wisiin 
Hyattsville, Wyo .............. 
Harrisburg, Pa 
Haskinville, N. Y 
Babylon, N.Y 
ee 
RE TD: i osu ccketebaeabin 
90 Carroll street, 
ton, N. Y. 
SS  * * 
1130 Wallace street, Philadel- | 
phia, Pa. 
Broadhead, Wis .............. 
3279 Sixth avenue, Troy, N. Y. 
BELINOUWOERE, Bil <cccceccccescce 
OCareon City, BERGR ....ccccsccce 
ED ick ese nnnnbnieneen’ 
ee 
SARDOMGE, BBO «.ccccccscccesevcse 
OE ee 
PED, connsscechessoeews 
Se. TN Gy. xn vncneaas antet 
io | 
Montrose, lowa..............- 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
Ten Mile Hill, S. C 
SE, Silene uwaeons 
SOR UOOL, OURO. ...000ss-cccnsss 
2431 Francisst., Baltimore, Md 
77 Elizabeth st., Albany, N. Y.! 
341 W. Harrisonst.,Chicago, lll 
Jefferson, Iowa 
NE, TA co a wine cis Line Gaberaloaty 
POET ORS, 010... cc cccsscacsce cain 
Cincinnati, Ohio............... 
gf apa eae 
NS Sy ee 
Sa es | 
Dicks cane kebeueohacicn 
Cambridge, Ohio............... 
EE idinoecdaneovdsave 
I oc iwsb caus ceeeescce 
i a eee 
POCOEMOT, BBICR.. . ..2ccccccessse 
33 South State street, Cham- 
paign, [1l. 
DEREIDOM, OOD. 2.osicccccscccccd 
Limestone, W. Va............- 
Box 53, Grand Rapids, Mich -. 
WROREEEED, VY Beccccecccscocne 
TREROUOR, FO vescccce voce ain mihinbed 
Mariette, Mich... ..............- 
lel cin cincccgennnenie 
PERRO EES, TF «...- cccccancoes 
py Sy ee 
Orange Park, B10... ..cccoccés 
TUPOR, HANS .......cccecoes edad 
I BT ieiiting 3006 «00 we geval 
Marysville, Ohio -......-.- 
2 = Se rea 
White Pine, W. Va............. 
Continental, Ohio.............- 
Circleville, Ohio .............--. 
Stouk Clty, OWS. ... ..cccccvscs 
v. See 
ShIcKsShIANy, FO .....- -ccencess 
PES TIRIOM, SEO .. no ccenesaoca 
Pilot Mound, Iowa -.........-... 
0) A eee 
West Gardner, Mass..........-. 
Mle CATOVS, BO... cccccscess 
1105 Marion st., Camden, N.J - 
Bentleyville, Pa ........... snee 
Derry Station, Pa ............- 


ID Th Bh. sone ss snebanes 
255 Fair st., Springfield, Ohio-!| 
Denton, Ma 
,, 4. ae 
Chillicothe, Mo .......... ee 
PR ada cannionen a shade 
National Military Home, Ohio} 
Meadville, Pa.................- 
proeth Oana, N.Y ...W.. cccsctes 
Kingsley, Mich.............. ee 
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addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.- 


Certifi- 


cate 
Nos 


396293 


529380 


520065 
521110 


517611 | 
523196 | 


605378 
820614 


683032 | 
519694 | 


765865 
513552 
FAA227 


SOR454 


688556 
412121 
572534 
573471 
521109 
675498 


510758 | 


520710 


648855 | 
449236 | 
305972 | 
565242 | 


527827 


517609 


514829 | 


514220 


516916 | 


51077 


507608 
580538 
525320 

71351 
491893 
515597 
517309 
514845 
510095 
508459 

80200 


442245 
494507 | 


683709 
730998 
522237 
298252 
555977 
514815 
510757 
522710 
755612 
565186 
544705 
551735 


511466 | 
517908 | 
511165 | 


527835 
383979 
524839 
460590 
571061 
699273 
600431 


527860 


518572 | 


507212 
27672 

830160 
532147 
165884 
519720 
817047 
518274 
523216 
490103 
853746 
351418 
520067 
589992 
586602 
517615 
592753 
490105 
677521 


510781 
510398 


516907 
521898 





Names. 


Baldwin, Chas. 8S... 
Ballard, Marvin M 


Ballard, Geo ........ 
Bamford, Austin B 
Bane, Joseph.-....--. 
Bane, James ......-.- 
Banks, James W-... 
Banks, Andrew.... 
Bankston, Albert 

Banker. William H 
Barr, Reuben .....-.. 
Barr, John W.....-. 
Barr, Newman...... 
Barber, Nelson...... 


Barber, Elam ......-. 
Barber, Oscar H ... 
Barker, Rufus G .... 
Barker, Enoch G.... 


Barlow, Moses S ....| 
Barnes, Frank .....- | 


Barnhart, Nicholas 
Barnes, Isaac C ..... 
Barnes, William .... 
Barnes, Wilson ..... 
Barnum, Stephen A. 
Barnette, James -.-- 
Barnard, Thos. M... 
Barstow, Levi... -..-.- 
Bartenbacher, Jno.. 
Bartlett, Geo. W.... 
Bartlett, Philander 


A. 
Bartholomew, Isaac 
C 


Bartle, Birney G.... 
Barry, Thomas ..... 


Bass, John .......... 


Bates, Irwin J ...... 
Bates, Chas. H .....- 
Bateman, John C .. 
Bauer, Nicholas. .... 
Bauer, William .-.... 
Bauman, William 

Baum, Geo. W ...... 
Bausman, Abraham 


Baynard, Chas. E 
Bazler, Augustus 


ee, 


Beach, William A. . 


Beach, Geo. W .....- 


Beach, Geo.......... 


Beadles, Jas. R....-.. | 


Beals, Jeremiah H. 


Beal, William L....| 
0 A ere 


Beam, Adam ......-.. 


Bean, Abram........ 


Bearss, Levi .....-. 
Beard, John P...... 
Beard, Alex .......- 


Beardsley, Henry C._| 
Beavers, David R-.. 
Beaver, Nelson...... 
Bebarger, Jos ....... 


Beck, John T........ 


Beecher, Lina......- | 


Bedley, Stephen -.-. 


we ae 


ty SOS satin dens salt 


Bell, Francis M...... 
Bennett, Samuel G.. 
Bennett, Jas. W..... 
Benson, Geo, W..-.. 
Benson, Sam’l H_-.. 
Benton, William B. 

Benwood, Jas. L ---- 
Benzie, Geo. A ...... 
Berry, John W....-- 
Berry, Jas. J .......-. 
Berry, Dr. Morgan... 
OEE, DOR scapin nase 
Berry, Benj. F ...... 
Berry, Samuel -...-- 
Betts, Miers B ...... 
Betterly, Alfred A .. 
Beufer, Abraham ... 
Bever, Henry.......- 
Beyland, Herman... 


Bickford, Chas. S -.. 


Biesterfeld, Conrad. 
Billings, Jos. C-...... 





-| 130 West Fourth st., 





ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued 


j 


Post-office address 


737 South Queen street Lan- 

caster, Pa. | 
Twelfth and Frost avenue, | 

Kansas City, Mo. 
Jamestown, Ohio ewe 
SO, BONE 6 0c neensnccsucene | 
Sk Se 
Cresson, Pa. 
171 Main st., 
Natchez, Miss ............ — 
Williamette, Ark ...-.. tek bate 
Nh aa oe eel eie nia 
Youngstown, Ohio ........ — 
De, Us WO cc ccecnncccces 
Beaver Falls, Pa ..........-... | 
186 Butterworth 


avenue, 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 
Moodus, Conn ...... 
Dimondale, Mich..-........-- 
SE EEE «ne neancncaccoasal 
South Sutton, N. H............ 
I eee 
Richmond, Ky......- Senucuen 
oo OR 
Colbergen, Nebr -.....- : ss 
1228 Etting st., Baltimore, Md 
Kennady, Ind. T........... sit 
Middleville, Mich.............. 
OS a 
SOUP EEBCOR, TRG 2.6 ccen cece eens 
SEED ovicute ansccceneund 
eee 
0 aE ees 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
Quincy, Ill. 
Rear 80 Peck street, 
Haven, Conn. 
Port Allegany, Pa............. 
Middletown, Ohio ............- 
niin innnde sweeties 
Hartford, Ohio ...... ~aeenaaswe 
A 
ROE, SP cnccnncncccessvense | 
0 NE 
A Mat aa eccemannsbe ee 
National Military Home, Ohio | 
Kenton, Ohio............- ae 
1123 Grape avenue, Harris- | 
burg, Pa. | 
Temmpievile, MG. .......-<+...- 
Ports- 


New 


mouth, Ohio. 
Charlestown, Mass............| 
NO nnn cent noenns esis | 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va.| 
DRE GD vunsccnduhas bees: 
ase CAPO TO, GEO csan cestconcass 
Bowling Green, Ky..........--. 
Indian fiead, a 
Yates Center, Kans -.........- 
Morgantown, Pa.............-- 
Bradford, Mass................ 
Cedar Springs, Mich -.........- 
McEwensville, Pa............- 
ME ciniandhesséeewedudns 
PERPORS, TO WB noc. cccccccccscces 
Kingwood, W. Va............- 
Westminster, Md.,..........-- 
6 gs ey 
Martins Ferry, aE 
STE Mle UE scnene nde’ pene sie 
ys | ee 
$108 Eastonave.,St. Louis, Mo. 
Eighteenth and Nineteenth 

and Land Msts NW., Wash- 

ington, D. C. 
Russell, Ohio 
PRICE SIO WE, BAF « cnc ccccccccave 
Creelsboro, Ky ....--.-... 
Homer, Mich .... 
Sioux City, lowa 
Spring Valley, Ohio........... 
a ee 
SL Ss eee a 
BOE: Dla OD accecuccneseccus 
$96 Tenth street, Troy, N. Y -. 
Grand Island, Nebr ........... 
OO | 
Se Se ae 
Chestertown, Md ._..........-.- 








.apeeowery, Wes VW usnnwsces 
Epping: ea ndonnnteeeaall 
COS eae 
po ee 






Warsaw, Ind_.-... 

West Unity, Ohio.........-.... 

717 Mon-nouth st., Newport, 
Ky. 

206 Michigan avenue, Jackson- 
ville, Til. 

6, BEREIG, TEBRS ccc ccccccscuse 

Prescots, HANS ..........-s.000 


Billings, Edward....] Azalia, Mich......... penweersks 


2 


_ 
Op ts MO OD AAT TO 


ae 
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_ 
wee 


oe 00 
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os 
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Rates 


For- 
mer. 


00 
00 
00 


00 | 


CO 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 | 


00 


00 | 


00 

00 | 
. 00 
.00 


5. 00 
. 00 
2. 00 | 
09 | 


. 00 
. 00 
2. 00 
2.00 
2.00 | 
. 00 | 
2. 00 


2. 00 

00 
2. 00 
00 
2. 00 
2. 00 
2. 00 
2.00 
. 00 
2.00 | 
. 00 | 


. 00 
2.00 


00 
00 | 


00 
00 


. 00 


8.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-office 
Continued. 
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- 00 
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8.00 
5. 00 
00 
4. OO 
5. OO 
8.00 
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5. 00 
. OO 
5. OO 
5. OO 


.00 
5. OO 
5. 00 
. 00 
5. 0O 
. 00 
8.00 
5. 00 
00 
. 00 
. 00 


. 00 
. 00 
. 00 
5. 0O 


00 


. 00 


8.00 


00 
. 00 
6. 00 
6. 00 
8. 00 
6. 00 
6.00 
8. 00 
4.00 
6. 00 
6,00 
6, 00 
8. 00 
6. 00 
6.90 
6. 00 
10. 00 
6. 00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-office 
addresses, former rales and present rates, of pensioners, etc. —Continued. 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Certifi- 
cate Names. 
Nos. 
491253 | Binker, Jacob ...-..- 
509886 | Bingham, Lucien D-. 
511446 | Birch, William --.... 
513170 | Bishop, Benj. B., 
alias Boughton. 
617897 | Bischno, Peter...... 
507598 | Bishop, Allen J ..... 
112228 | Bittner, William A . 
650349 | Bivins, Robert .... 
614180 | Bladon, Geo......... 
761679 | Blaisdell, Clark -..-.. 
312536 | Blake, Sedgwick ..-.. 
511454 | Blake, Simon F....-. 
671883 | Blake, Wm. M..-..-... 
514136 | Black, Wm. H_.-.--.- 
610103 | Black, Geo. W.....-. 
517619 | Blackburn, Thos.... 
525296 | Blackburn, Daniel. 
699253 | Blackford, Jas. G.... 
579746 | Blackman, Wesley -. 
312242 | Blank, Josiah ....... 
Blazer, Jacob ....... 


5606: v4 


Blea, Roman .... 
Blea, Ascension. ..-.. 
Bleidinhiser, Chas 

Blew, Berkeley... -.-... 





516910 | Bliss, Henry K...... 
516904 | Blish, Albert G....../ 
749816 | Blodgett, Fred’k L-. 
621148 | Bloom, David ......- 
511151 | Bloomfield, Steven . 
702384 | Bluejacket, Volney. 
508753 | Blue, Jeremiah... -... 
511839 | Board, Chas. ... 


514228 | Bock, John...... 


109400 | Boggs, Jackson. ...-. 
682256 | Bogan, Patrick.-...-. 
519693 Bohlander, Jos...... 


515577 | Bon, William N... 








5 119 | Bonary, Albert.....- 
509598 | Bond, Moses .......-. 
600472 | Bond, Geo. T .......- 
514197 | Bonefant, Jos.....-.. 
804474 Bonney, Bryon S.... 
744280 | Bock, Thos. D....... 
451916 | Boone, John C..- 2.2. 
519251 | Booth, Jos_.........- 
588159 | Booth, John. -.-_...... 
514184 | Booton, Washington 
253121 | Borchers, Henry C.. 
713399 | Boston, Chas. A..... 
521073 | Boster, Jas. A....... 
581883 | Bonge, Fred’k.....--. 
518563 | Bousman, Geo ...... 
604378 | Bowers, Sam'l L...- 
342824 | Bowman, Henry B.. 
515882 | Bowne, Samuel J-.- 
524305 | Bowers, Fred’k -.... 
518562 | Bowie, William...-.. 
518577 | Bowers, Chas. A .... 
514844 | Bowden, Geo. W.... 
677537 | Boyd, Isom......-.-.-.. 
616615 | Boynton, Guy D .... 
689770 | Boyd, Chas.........-. 
513562 | Brady, Michael ....- 
131919 | Brady, William_.... 
868262 | Brand, Henry W.... 
628393 | Brand, Herman H .. 
722350 | Brandt, Albert...... 
} 

561701 | Bradford, Geo. A-... 
515603 | Bradley, Daniel-.-... 
660142 | Bradley, Jos. H....- 
632708 | Braddock, N. H..... 
538227 | Brannon, Chas--.-.-- 
614870 | Brattain, Jos. M-.... 
622251 | Bratton, Abraham... 
622740 | Brechbill, Pierre .- 

475416 | Breckon, Thos. P--. 
514835 | Breece, Tobious C.. 
613557 | Brees, Wm. F_....-. 
514867 | Brenneman, H. W. 
619003 | Bretz, Edward...... 
446105 | Brewer, Elmer E... 


286928 | Brewer, Jas. K._._-. 
513195 | Brewer, Stephen... 
562550 | Brickley, Geo. B_.- 


657379 | Brierly, Robert. .... 
nae | Briggs, Elias A ..... 
50707 Briggs, Walter 
C7140 Brill, Henry 0. ...... 
515586 Britton, Sefroy 











— 235 West 


| Rochester, Pa 


Post-office address. 


Ne init chekmewnnwen 
Waverly, Iowa ...... iaiechdheien laiaail 
Hutchinson, Kans-_.........-.-- 
East Shelby, N. Y.... 


BEOOOM, BEIOU cc ccacscecsccvns| 


Mount Liberty, Ohio...... 

3843 Elmwood Place, Chic ago, 
Ill. 

National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 

Lindenville, Ohio............-.- 


Walnut Hill School, Natick, 


Mass. 
Zanesville, Ohio. .....-. 
Town Farm, Peabody, “Mass.| 
"Se 
Middleport, did tonnes 
Box 265, Irving Park, Ill..--..- 
226 between Flay and Brook, 

Market and Main, Louis- 

ville, Ky. 
National Military Home,Ohio 
I Bc égachencueedenue 
I Pi cosconensdéasdaes 
Berwick, P8......<- 
Buffalo, Mo-.. 


gan wna Fs. N. Ss tess 


| icumente OE = EE 


432 Wilson street, 
port, Pa. 

NN ey icc end, kins cctmabtactiiaae 
Claremont, Wf. Fo... .ccccccssccves 
| Ni ational Military Home, Ohio. 
1U niontown, Md ....... ‘ 
| Middlebranch, Ohio...........- 
FO RS EEE 
Williamsport, Pa........-.-....- 
Dodge City, Kans.......... 
‘hirty- -seventh st., 
New York City. 


218 S. Ninth st., Philadelphia, 

Pa. 
a 
gs ee 
EL, UE cn ckuascaunhntatbans denn 
See 
Indianapolis, Ind.... .........- 
Be Ts Pecans ascwncnciees 
MGPROTEOU, TSUS.... cccececce 
CHE nas wadncenteseune 
Plattsmouth, Nebr 


Pa 
Mount VORROR BIO wccccccnccne 
(3° 
1241 Mulberry street. .......... 
Brock, Nebr... 
Brownstown, Ill 
CL, SE cnnksnusacccuduall 
Bennett, Pa ......... 
60 Mount Auburnstreet, Cam- 
bridge, Mass. 
97 Crescent ave., Jersey City, 


SE, BEE divakcncactisyeezcns 
CI CR nsnscccsuccnus 
Or 
Box 272, East St. Louis, Mo-- 
Des Moines, lowa............-.. 
a ttinninaind uid whee 
i 4} ee 
oo | rece 
539 Jamaicaave., Long Isiand 
City, N. Y. 
177 Main street, Horneilsvlile, 
N. Y 


A 

yo. U4 SO 
WE Pee IE ncn tnicnccccnse 
Prestonburg, Ky 
Griswold, Iowa 
Townsend, Del 
BEATERMOIG, BIO. cccccccccnccces 
4 > | eee 
West Berlin, Ohio............. 
Breeds Station, Ill 
Abilene, Kans 


Chagrin FF alls, Ohio 

Welsh Run, Pa 

Shelbina, Mo-.. 

P. O. box 147 Newport. News, 
Va 


Philadelphia, Pecan ne 





5 PRMeeNOtes PO. SE vceccaccacs 


Montrose, Ill........ 
Wellsboro, Pa 
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SN wmm ge ook 
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s2 8 ssessses sees 
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a 
moms S 
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a 
@ mem: 


92 Third st., Fall River, Mass. . 
Ge CR sc dniinandanncasesa 
South Omaha, Nebr -.....-..-..-.. 
EY BN itinanandncdinews 
1410 Ridge ave., Philadelphia, 


a 
Ete 
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Rates. 


For- 
mer. 
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88. 00 
. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 


5. 00 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 


00 


. 00 
. 00 
. 00 


00 


. 00 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 
5. 00 
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5. OO 
5. 00 
. 00 


00 


. 00 


00 
5. 00 
8.00 
5. OO 
. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
.00 








addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc 


Certifi- 


cate 
Nos. 


493827 
146164 
271815 
598440 


742245 


520066 
790843 
555350 





708657 


516442 


512889 


515571 


796228 | 


513540 
506065 
595454 
662239 
429145 
518291 
519718 





440009 | 


557906 
312863 
513551 





511146 
648181 


508271 


393222 
| Brubaker, 


522150 


508457 
25938 1 

9RR34 
358295 
582651 
589959 
394594 
524308 
436249 
473299 
514177 
573974 
672108 
690516 
508260 
233586 
571054 
519009 





§24703 | 


284928 


281943 
598448 
509204 
T2BAR9 
§90623 
522245 
690919 
466919 
512879 
511664 
388507 
666843 
456880 
648125 
660150 
511472 
509596 
764931 


379191 
515439 
511169 


520416 
515903 
T73891 
519257 


5 | Brooks, James 








ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Names. 


Broadwater, Wm.M 
Broadwel), Homer 


Brockelman, Chris 
Brogan, Patrick - 


Bromagem, John C 
Brooks, Isaac B_.-. 
Brooke, James C 

Brooks, James D.... 


Brooks, Chas. G 


| Brownawell, Jacob.| 
737288 | 
519253 | 


Brown, Ephraim 
Brown, Eugene ...-. 
Brown, David ....... 
Brown, Levi ......- 
Brown, Aaron F 


Brown, Andrew J... 


Brown, Smith....... 
Brown, Christian Lb 


Brown, John A......} 


Brown, John C...... 
Brown, John ....... 

Brown, Jacob ....... 
Brown, Jacob - 

Brown, Jacob H 
Brown, Lewis -.-.... 
Brown, Lewis-.....-. 
Brown, Lewis....... 
Brown, William. .... 
Brown, Wiiliam H. 


Brown, William ? 
Brown, Geo. W 


Brown, Geo ......... 


John K . 
Brumfield, Benj. F 


}| Brummett, Simon J 


Bruner, Peter....... 
Brurud,Christian H 
Bryant, Geo......... 


Bryant, Peter M__.. 
Bryner, Samuel G.. 
Bryan, Benj ... 
Buchanan, Are hib'a. 
Bucklew, Jacob. .... 
Bickler, Frederick -. 
Buchman, Noah S§S . 
Buchanan, Chas .... 
Buckminster, A. E .. 
) OO” eee 
Buell, Chas. L _.. 
Buford, John........ 
ees, COP cccce sca 
Buckley, David M. 
Bunch, Hillary 3 
Bunch, John L. W . 
Burd, David......... 
Burden, James A.... 
Burden, Mariler _... 
Burdine, Geo. W . 


Burger, Geo. S ..__- -| 


Burg, David. .-. 
Burgess, Seth....... 
Burgess, John K. 


Burgess, Thos E cal 


Burgess, John F.... 
Burk, Samuel R..... 
Burke, Patrick..-..-. 
Burke, Henry W 


Burke, Christian _... 
Burns, James 

Burns, Charles .-..... 
Burns John......... 
Burns, Lewis...._..- 
Burnap, Chas.G -..-- 


Burier, John... ....| 


Bush, John H. 

Bush, Albert ea 
Bushawn, William 
Butcher, Jos ........ 
Butler, Philander. -. 
Butler, James H-_ ...- 
Butler, Harris O__.- 


| Butler, Melville C 


Byrem, William H. 
Byram, David ......-. 
Cadot, Cicero S.....-. 


Cady, Alpheus B .... 


Cade, Martin _..._..- 1 
| National Home, Milwaukee, 


Cahoon, William C-.; 


Cagney, John... ... 


Cahill, Richard...... 
Cain, Ebenezer ---._.- 


Cahill, Patrick ...... } Manayunk, Pa. 





"| 608 McReynolds st., P 
| 217 Highes st. 


Post-office address. 


National Soldiers' Home, Va 
1347 De Kalb avenue, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y 


South Lancaster, Mass 


131 East Cumberland street, 


Philadelphia, Pa 


| E. Las Vegas, N. Mex 


Marlow, Tenn .... 
Ravenna, Ohio ... 


115 Welcome alley, Baltim re, | 


Md. 
Roanes, Va 
Coffey ville, Kans.....- 
Lebanon, Pa.... mamaee 
Woonsocket, R. : — 
Simsbury, Conn 
La Porte, Ind. 
Mountville, Pa 
622 North Clinton 
Trenton, N. J. 
Sixth and Walker 
Kansas City, Kans. 
Waterproof, La ......- 
Pittsburg, Ohio............ 
Lewinsville, Va_.........- 


street, 


streets, 


Par kersburg, a UMnéacdawes 


Storrs, Conn o 
Upper Strasburg, Pa.. 
Angola, Ind 
Mi 4 
Lynn, Ky ae 
memes, ORE... ..ccccccss 
Lyons, Kans-_. ‘ 
Clear Water, Nebr - 
29 North Winter st., 
Mich. 

Box 194 South Nowalk, Conn 
260 West Marketstreet, Cham- 
bersburg, Pa. 

McCouchie, Md 
Rohrerstown, Pa 
Millers, Ohio 
Los Angeles, Cal. 
ST i cate visied 
Caledonia, N. Dak ....... 
i5Southc herry street, Nash- 
ville, Tenn. 
Livingston, Ky ... 


Adrian 


Hillsgrove, Pa 


473 Federal street, T’ roy, “N -Y. 


Stillwell, Ill... 
Mount Repose, Ohio. .....- 
168 Falls Road, Baltimore, Md. 
Waterford, Ohto...-.. 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Rush Run, Ohio 
Middletield, Ohio 


Kalo, Iowa. 
9 Steel street, Auburn, N.Y 
Fort Reno, Okla 

Marked Tree, Ark 
Box 116, Elmira, N.Y . 
Wapakoneta, Ohio 
Farmers, Ky-.... 
Lincoln, Ky 
Allentown, Pa 
ci fee 
Pardeeville, Wis ._.- 
Sterling, Kans -. 
a eh, tiie 

Georges Creek, Ky 
Hemmingford, Nebr . 


National Military Home, Oh ilo} 
24 Warriner ave., Springfield, 


Mass. 
Celina, Ohio ._.. 
100 High st., 
National Home, Wis 
I ee cnccune eonee 
Commerce, Mo 
Rockford, Ill. 
Franklinville, “Mad 
White House Stati on, N.J- 
Litchfleld, Nebr . 





207 Water st., 
Xenia, Ohio ; 
Yankton, S. Dak..-. 
Plainfield, Mass ... 
Danville, ill.... 
Muncie, Ind_... 
120 West Second stree t, -Ports- 
mouth, Ohio. 
Sloan, Iowa . 
Delta, Colo. . 


Wis. 
Brockton, Mass. 
Huntley, Il 
Omaha, Nebr 





PO TE Ee 


~ 


Louisville, Ky % 


_ 


Mop Ww DWIo Br 


—" 





> 


’eoria, ll. 
, Columbus, Ohio 
Cincinnati, Ohio 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-office 





#10. 00 
6. 00 
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5. 00 


3.00 


00 
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5. 00 
5.09 


00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-office 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued, 


Certi 
cat 


No 


5OL00 | 
519023 
681906 
495213 
B11193 
SO35Su0 
51041 
344741 
HiISLe5 








506989 
7FA9VE44 
510160 


568120 
742290 
622050 
515909 
799086 
642073 
309292 
625036 
591479 
503199 
514891 
514921 
663698 
624383) 
553613 
411104 
514272 
590029 
627869 
688606 
52227! 
680567 
683982 
361247 
612903 
590657 
TR3115 








ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 










































Rates. 
Inve fice address | 
_ Post-oflice addi For- [. Pres- 
mer | ent. 
| 

Calhoun, Joun W....| Horse Shoe Bottom, Ky ....-.. r $10. 00 #6. 00 
Calkins, Wilfred _...| Milpitas, Cal ......... | 8.00 6.00 

9 | Calvert,George W..| ‘Tracyton, Wash -.. .| 12.00 8.00 
>| Camp, Simon C...... | 25 Decatur street, Indi: anap- | 6.00 2.00 

|} _ olis, Ind. | 
Camden, George W .| Milledgeville, cS wieetgnanciiias | 8.00 6.00 
Camprfield, Ferd. M.. Morris Plains, N. | 10.00 6.00 
Campbell, James R-.| Transfer, Pa 8.00 6.00 
Campbell, John..-..-.- Luthersburg, Pa CEPR. 8.00 6.00 
Campbell, Hiram. Booneville, Ky- - 12. 00 8.00 
Campbell, John...... Eldora, lowa ... 10. 00 8.00 
Cannon, John M..... Hanover st,, Getty 8.00 6. 00 
C antie ld, HenryC . Kerh¢ mison, N. Y 12.00 6. 00 
Canfield, Erastus D.| Springtield, Ill.............2... 12.00 8.00 
Canterbe rry, John . Pomeroy, Ohio... b in eepegananiiel 2:00 8.00 
Car OCuarios Bi... | 2 eT cc wacccucccvacesss |; 8.00 4.00 
Carey, Lorenzo, Dow| Soldiers’ Home, Grand Rap- | 12.00 | 8.00 
ids, Mich. 

| Car), William EID occ cnccuspinannwent 12.00 8.00 
| Carter, Saml. C SS UD oo ncnwvccescseccons 8. 00 6. 00 
Carter, Benjamin I Indianapolis, Ind .............. 2.00 8.00 
51 ¢ armel, PIRES... 3! OO MEMO oncnnnccecccescucs 2.00 8.00 
Carpenter, Joseph ..| Pitts Point, Ky................ 12.00 6. 00 

} Carpenter, Nelson L.| Petrolia, Ontario, Canada .... 8.00 6.00 
Carpenter, Russell..| Carbondale, Pa................ 12.00 8. 00 
Carr, ‘Harrison ...... | Bristol Center, N. Y-.......... 12.00 10. 00 
DRIES, SOTIRS 252.) MUNIN, Bes Rice wwecccccuccoesss 8.00 2. 00 

| Carroll, John........| 12 >| Beacon st,, Chelsea, Mass . 8.00 6. 00 
| Cartwright, Geo. W.| Sundown, N. ene 12: 0u 6.00 
Carnell, George W .-| Williamsport, W. Va.......... 8.00 6.00 
| Carmack, Abraham.| High Knob, Ky..-...-. 8.00 6. 00 
Carmichael, John...| 78 Galliast., Portsmouth, “Onid| 12.00 8. 00 
Carsey, Seldon W...| Judson, Ohio a. 6.00 
Casey. WW iliiam E...| Ridgetield, Comn............... 12.00 8.00 
Cassel!, Peter .......| National Military Home, Ohio! 12.00 8.00 
Casados, Julian ..... San Miguel, N. Mex............ 12.00 6. 00 
Cassler, Abraham ..| Kearney,'N.J.................. 12.00 8.00 
Caston, Edward ....| 34 Genesee st., Auburn, N. Y..| 12.00 8.00 
Catlin, Stephen A...) Tecumseh, Okla ..............- 8. 00 6. 00 
Oavanece, Silas ......) TOWMEI, BB co cncos coccccces 8. 00 6.00 
Cavanaugh Patrick.| National Sobaiers' Home, Va.} 12.00 6.00 
Cawman, John W...| Millville, N.J eee 8.00 6. 00 
Chadwick, James H.| 365 Madison ave, Albany, N.Y} 12.00 8. 00 
Challender. ‘Levi....| New Egypt,'N.J............... 8.00 4.00 
Chamberlin, 8. M...| Auburn. Me__._...-......--....| 12,00 6.00 
Chamberlin Charles] Centerville, Md ............... 12. 00 6.00 
Chaney, Samuel G..| Ainsworth, Nebr _............. 2.00 8.00 
| Chandler, Jay .---| North 'ryeburg, Me ... 7 12.00 | 6.00 
Chand r,Geo. F'....} Millbrook, Mass . siiieteiadiaiaialiieal 8.00 4.00 
Chandler, Marvin. Oneonta, N.Y . owapeudeiapal Te 8.00 

| Chany, i atael.......| Santa We, N. Mex | 8.00 6.00 
Chapman, Rozell ...| ‘Harrisville,'N. Y ............. -| 8.00 6. 00 
Chapman, Wm.A...) Oskaloosa, Kans ......- 12. 00 8. 00 
| Chapman, William} 203 .N. College st., Carlisle, Pa. | 8.00 6.00 
Charlesworth,Aaron] Topeka, Kans ................. | 6,00} 2.00 
| Chavez, Jesus _..... Santa Fe, N.'Mex ............. 12.00 6.00 
Chavez, Rafael......]..~... I ala tt as ncinitaesgids taldinaee 8.00 6. 00 
| Cheatham, ‘Dantel ..| Norman, Okla................. 12.00 6.00 
Cherpitel, Raymond! ‘Beloit, Kans_-................. | 12.00 10. 00 

| Cheever, William M| ‘Webster City, Iowa .......__-- 2. 00 6. 00 
Cheever,  H Ch: irlton} Plainville, 'Mass............... 2.00 8.00 
Cheetham, Wm. B..| Welaka, Fila ................... 8.00 6.00 
Chisholm, Henry ...|'8 Oakland st., Boston, Mass...| ‘12.00 6. 00 
Chitwood, John... I i ne eek casi nal | ‘12.00 8.00 
Chickering, James F\ Fayville, Mass ................| 8.00 | 6.00 
Childers, Amos D...| Davisville, W. Va .......--....| 12.00 8.00 
Chick, Sylvester T..| Ironton, Ohio .................| 10/00 6. 00 
Chidester, ThomasG)/ Fredonia, Ohio................. 8.00 6.00 
Choate, Christopher| Boatiand, Tenn.......-...___.- | 12.00} 6.00 
Choat, Riley A ......| Hartville, Mo .................. 10. 00 6.00 
Chroninger, Henry..| Holden, Mo ..-....---.......... 2.00 8.00 
Christian, Edward ..| Philmont, N. Y................| 6/00 4. 00 
Christian, Anthony.| Wheeling, W. Va..... 2.00 8.00 
Christian, Charles _.| 1320 Biddilo st., St. Louis, Mo... 8.00 6,00 
Chrisman, David R .| London, Obio.................. 6:00 4.00 
Church, Orris _...... iP. Wie TE, anon commpnnmnninhil 10.00 4.00 
Church, Benedict G_| National Military Home, Ind. 8.00 6. 00 
Slark, Daniel........ EE ONE EAL accotiunianmint 8.00 6.00 
Clark, James._......| Chatham, Ontario, Canada ... 2.00 2.00 
Clark, Lewis B......| Dunkirk, Ind .................. 12.00 8. 00 
Ciark, Focepn ......0.] ‘WeSiRNED, DM . 20.20 cnc cccccnemcnse 10.00 6. 00 
Clark, William 4 ...| Linden, Pa....................) 10. 00 6. 00 
Clark, Hiram M..... FROPEISUIING It. Y ccctcncacsoncs 8.00 2.00 
Clay, Franklin .. one Boreman, W.Va .....-ccoce-- 8.00 6.00 
Clay, Henry .........| Jeffersonville, Ind.............} 8.00 6, 00 
Clay berger, Chas. W | Brandonville, Pa.............. 12.00 8. 00 
Claypool, Wilson’ H-} Caledonia, Ohio................ 8. 00 6.00 
Clever, Peter........| Kittanning,'Pa _............... 12.00 8. 00 
Cleek, Francis M....| Douglass,’W. Va .............. 8.00 6.00 
Clenia, Charles...... A EERE. 8.00 6. 00 
Clemens, Samuel S.| Centerville, Iowa.............. 12.00 8.00 
Cleveland, Geo. W..| Princeton, Ind................ 12. 00 10. 00 
Cleveland, James G_| ‘Madison, Nebr. ................ 12.00 8. 00 
Clifford, Joseph.....| Bennington, Vt.._............. 8.00 6.00 
Clinton, John M-...| 195 Erie st., Cleveland, Ohio..| 12.00 6. 00 
Clinton, Spencer POUND TAPE, nw cnccauconcesecd 8.00 6. 00 
Clingan. Israel. .....| Covington, Ohio 12.00 6. 00 
Cline, James H____..| 217Ralphave., Brooklyn, N.Y.| 10:00 8.00 
Cline, Peter ......... NE IRs ac. s oiimanirosinel 10,00 6.00 
Cline, ‘David O......| Sigourney, lowa.............. 12. 8.00 
Clow, Henry A......| Sumner, Mich.................| 12 8,00 
Coates, Stephen. .... | Raccourci, _- RE 6. 00 
Coca, Antonia... ....! Lesperance. N."Mex...........! /12:00 8.00 








Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate num 
addresses, former ratesand present rates, of pe 


Certifi- 
cate 
Nos. 


| 


25580 
G18240 


317972 
581! 959 





585835 





69 3798 
519434 
513590 
710878 
514267 | 


508287 | 
22123 4 
595618 


582770 





508471 
355601 
511185 
623917 





5176: 35 
741804 
520124 
554348 | 
58413 
679069 





514239 
510826 
517950 | 
521159 

516503 

530519 | 
518294 
450174 
728544 
626715 


5082 79 








364110 | 
514289 
521140 
740317 
206459 





\ 
583666 
521747 
511877 
517944 
751654 
3944161 
685317 
518583 


288673 
508781 
350903 
259957 
325898 
29017 
490154 
516488 
734841 
697-54 
78782 
677578 
418407 
514877 
661644 
524346 
508796 
5OS804 
514338 
361097 
609268 
515452 
509016 | 





ACT OF JUNE 27, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1800—continued. 


Names. 


| 
Cochran, Henry..... | 


Codding, Henry H.. 
Coe, Abram S....... 
Coffman, James D 
Coffman, Matthias 
Cohen, William ..... 
Cohick, Alex. P . 
Cole, Lewis. 2 
Cole, Albert pee a 
Cole, George S 
Cole. 
Cole, William B 
Coleman, 
Collins, James ..... 
Collins, Thomas M 
Collins, Dennis...... 
Collins, Benj. F’_... 
Collins, Joel........ 
Comstock, David 0-| 
Combs, Fr 


Corunis, Hamilton 0. 
Conley, James.....- 
Conklin, Peter B...1 


Conklin, Eugene... 
Conn, John I....... 
Conrey, Samuel-.... 
Contant, Jacob B-_.. 
Constable, George 'T . 
Conway, James..... 
Coogle, Jacob........ 


Cook, Dwight........ 


Cook,Thomas M....| 


Cooksey, David...... 
Coolidge, John T.... 
Coon, Mathew. 

Coon, 
Coon, John C. ‘ 
Cooney, John Ww... 


Coones, Chas. 'C ..... | 


Cooper, Chas. I" _.... 
Cooper, Isaac 
EGG ORI. cccncncens 
Cooper, Chas -. 


Corbin, John A. 


Cordon, Shedrach M_| 


Corzatt, Geo, H..... 
Cornwell, Geo . 
Costello, Thom: i‘ 


Cousins, Albert......| 


Counsel, Manuel .... 
Coward, John M.... 

Cowling, James ..... 
Cowman, John E..... 
Cowle, John H 


Cox, Isander F ......| 
} Cox, Judah H.......-. | 
| ;Com, Coosar .......... 


Coyle, Perry B ...... 
Crader, Jacvb 
Crane, Sewall H... 
Crabbs, Abraham... 
Crabtree, Joseph S.. 


Cranty, 
Crawford, Wm ...... 


Crawiord, Jacob N..} 


Craw, Jacob...... 
Creamer, Andrew J- 
Crist, Samuel M-... 
Crissey, James W-... 
Cronk, Jarvis J...... 
Croswhite, Jacob.... 
Crozier, James..... 


Crozier, Wm. P..... 
Crowley, B.......... 
Crowl, Merven .-...- 
Crum, Wilbur F'..... 
Crum, John W 
Crum, Luther ....... 
Culberson, James'L. 
Culver, Robert'C_... 
Culver, John™ ... 
Cummings; Chas:W. 
Cumniins, Geo. M _.. 
Curtis, William H... 
Curtis, Edward L. -- 
Cushing, Henry F .. 
Cutler, Teromeo C.. 
Cutsinger, John. 


Dailey. eae 
Daly, William F' __. 
Dana, Demoris...... 
Dan Benmeyer,T ... 
Danforth, Charies-. 
Danks, John. ........ 


Wiiliam --. ee 


2 — 


a 


Herman L....} 


Michael..... | 


--| Bridgeport, W.'Va........ 


-| 


| Leonidas, Mich . 


.| Des Moines, 
Copeland, T homas..| 


Post-office address. 


Clark street, Pittsburg, Pa 
13 North Pleasant st., Taun- 
ton,Mass. 
Harrisonville, 
SEG, SND n consuweonstmesee 
111 Smith street, Akron, Ohio | 


|} Anna, Ill_.... icachaeniniiainctdieam | 


Larrys Creek, Pa............. 
Booneville, Ky . | 


OO gy Sy 2 ae | 
DanVille, ill ........... stitial 
Houseman, Mich ...........-- 
Bloomingdale, Ohio -....... 


North Baltimore, Ohio .....- | 


o| WUMASORDIBER, UA... .ccnecceee- | 
| Winton, N. ee et 


National a Home, Ohio 
| 

oS eee 
85 Belden ave., Norwalk, Conn 
1308 Madison street, North 
Topeka, Kans. | 
381 Fayette st., Syracuse, N. Y.| 
Salyersville, Ky. 
244 Blackwell street, Long Is- 

land City, N Y. 

Bethel, C oun ae 


Walnut Bote. = oneiasheail 
Oe ees: | 
Boothsville, W. Va............| 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 

ee as | 
New Harmony, Ohio.......... | 
Millers Falls, Mass. | 
New Richmond, Ind........... | 
ge SS eae. 


| 
Plattsbure, - i csiccicsiaamsinaatoee | 
Minster, Ohio.......-----..---. | 
Beloit, Wis.. Stil: ds nana netiinil | 
Pendleton Hill, Conn.........} 
Andersonburg, Pa.........-.. | 
I I i «i 6 ms eedipanpalenhio’ 
Roxbury, Mass................ } 





Chestertown, Md_....- 
4 Jane street, New Yor k, N 
Shits tesigsndiattein asioioen | 
I i ne cesst ec wsplintaaninniel 
Crawfordsville, Ind ........... | 
f.tewartsdale, N. Dak -........ 
SPORIG GIAO... oo wanccacccucacel 


Ne 6 | 








I in cnn onidgnshintniaebeind 


| Burfordville, 


DANNORMD TIO... occ ncccccenans 










130 Sel st, Philadelphia, Pa. 
TLONGICIZD, VA. ccacececnssccecs 
Beloit, Kans . K carpndeieeiiniel 
Castle Rock, | 
231 Oak st., Bi ngl ui paniten, N.Y .| 
3 Chestnut sq, Boston, Mass .. 
1030 West Walnut street, | 
LOTS VIO .... oc caccncaces | 
Grin: Rock, Ky ............ asanl 
I ctegtnetaeanenbena a 
EE, AD nn. 6 on ccennces 
Greenwich, Ohio........ 
514 Robinson avenue, Ports- 
mouth Ohio. * | 
Lafayette, Tenn........ 
Jerome, Ohio ........ 
Shanghai WW. Va.............. | 
i: ae | 
NET TROND. 6 ow esas covcwsepar 
Pelix, DEA dintanaantonenenessees 





Sossamon oe 
1129 Sixth street NW., Wash- 

ington, D.C. | 

EO swnacscnacessmace 
I EE Lindili wis ne weaie suied cape 
Peeriess. Gio . ..... cacucasesees 
Liberty Center, Onin... 
131 W. Spring st., Lima Ohio. | 
Camp Creek. “Penn ecedaaindgic’ 
COROT I. Oc ncnccacacnces 
Papinsville,;Mo...............- 
Hemlock Creek, ‘N..J........... 
Box 915, Ithaca, N.“Y........... 
Mount Sterling, Ky............ 
PORNO Ic 0.000 cc cnccacese- 
Grand Island, Nebr ........--- 
Bridgest.,.N. Weymouth, Mass 
TGOEIEED EO oc cunennmacesnes 


National Soldiers’ Home, Va..) 
Pardeevilie, ‘Wis .............. 
a tans vant ann nee enuh 
North Hammond, N. Y ....... 





National Military Home, Ohio 
TIATPIAON, WEE... .cncccocces “<7 
Ghatiron, ‘Nebr................. 


JULY 11, 


hers, names, post-o fic 
nsioners, etc:—Continned. 


Rates 


For- | Pre 








mer. ent 
$12.09 £6 
8.00 6.00 
12.00 g ( 
8.00 | 6 
8. 00 6.00 
12.00 R | 
8.00 6. ( 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6, 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
&. 00 6,00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 3.09 
10. 00 6.00 
12.00 6. 00 
12.00 6.0 
8.00 | 6.( 
8.00 | 6 
12. 00 6.1 
10, 00 | 8.0 
8.00 | 6. ( 
8.00} 6. 
8.00) 6.( 
6.00 | 4.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. ( 
12.00] 8.00 
12.00 | 8.00 
12. 00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 | 6. 00 
12.00 | 6.00 
10. 00 | 8. 00 
8.00 | 6.00 
12.00 | 6,00 
12.00} 6.00 
12.00 6. 00 
12.00} 8.00 
8.00] 6.00 
8.00 | 6. 00 
8.00 | 6.00 
8.00} 6.00 
12.00 | 6. 00 
12.00 | 8. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00} 8.00 
12,00 | 6.00 
8.00 | 4. 00 
2.00 | 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 
2.00 8.00 
12.00 | 6.00 
8.00 | 6. 00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
10.00 | 6.00 
12.00 | . 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
8.00 | 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 | 8.00 
12.00} 10,00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 10. 00 
. 00 4.00 
12. 00: | 8.00 
10. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 10, 00 
12.00 8. 00 
12.00 10. 00 
8.00 6, 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
8.00 4,00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12:00 8; 06 
12,00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
6,00 2. 00 
12, 00 6, 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certi ificate numbers, names, post-office | Slatement showing by laws ana classes the certificate numbers, names, post-office 
adar Former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc. —Continued. 1ddresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued 


Rates. Certifl 

ae cate 
For | Pres- Nos 
mer. | ent. 


Dare, Benjamin I° 312 Lombard st., Oak Park, 2.00 #6. Of 51202 Duffy, Francis W 
Darnall, James me, 8 OO EEE 2. 00 | irg 
Darling, Lewis Ovid, N. Y -..-.. 2.00 | | 557477 | Dugger, James A Toront 
Dasher, David ..| Mexico, Pa 8. 00 3. Of 65501 | Dunaway, James L.| Dowling, 
Dassett, William | Pincastle, Te nn sith 8. 00 i 24297 Dundan, Benj. I’....| Lakin, Kan 
Davy, James W.....| 3478. Salinast.,Syrac use, N.Y . 00 | | 550532 | Duncan, Samuel....; Metropolis, 
Davidson, Willian 741 ulton st., Zane Sville,Ohio . 00 8, Of osT7 it Duncan, Evans .-| Bevier, Ky 
Davenport, Henry ..| Toledo, Ohio a a 8. 00 6, Of 913 | Duniap, John L....| Sedalia, Mo 
Davenport, Benj ....| Bowling Green, Ky -. 8. 00 5. O 5087298 | Dunham, Samuel Indianapolis, Ind 
Davis, Henry C......| Mattoon, Ill 8.00 | 3. } 30 $}} Dunn, Andrew W 1 nwo x1, Kans 
Davis, Lorenzo ..| 129 Bassett st., acuse, N. Y.| 3. 00 | i 510456 | Dunn, Hirant ...-| Canasto N. ¥ 
Davis, William .....] P. O. Box 372, Lake Crysta, 2.00 | j | 5692 Durand, William L.| Mount Holly, N. J 
Minn } bt Deeren, Alex. M Fairmount, Ind 
Davis, Robert --| 100 N. Sciota st., Columbus, 2. 00 3.00 | TR77 Durfee, Albert C....| Crompton, KR. I 
Ohio. | l | Durham, Henry.....| Schochoh, I 
Davis, John B McClure, Ohio. ... pine . 00 } 5936 Dwyer, Franklin....| Spencer, } 
Dav Morr é Flemingsburg, Ky 3. OO 3, 509645 | Dyas, William 34 Louisa sti 
Dawson, Thomas . St. Nicholas, Pa 2. 00 8.0 | Baby, Henry B......| Wooster, Ohi 
Day tor n) Sheboygan Falls, Wi . 00 0 ; Eads, Wm., sr Royalton, Ky 
Day, Jose ..| Louisburg, Kans seca Seciiniactiaaed 2. 00 8, ¢ Eagle, Thomas J Yates Center, Kans_. 
Day si : Linton, Ind const pee ' 33112 Earley, Sanford .| Mount Gilead, Ohio nee 
Day, Charles H ......| Carrollton, Ky 2.00 8 |} 830905 | Earhart, Martin L 410 West ifteenth street 
Dean, Mortimer -| 105 S. Main st., Adria 2.00 | i. | Kareas Cit) [ 


Dei Peter lo ‘dead 8. 00 i, 74909 | East, Thor nas B.. Marsnitield, Mo 

Dec maa, John D- Dublin, Md .. 2. 00 5 56 | Saston, John ...-| Pomonkey, Md 

Decker, Aaron .--| Montezuma, N. senies } 3. OO 3. 7739 | Eaton, Henry M 40 Newbury street, West Som 

Decker, David Hi ....| Union Gro N.Y | 3. 00 i erville, Mass 

Defose, Chas. L .| Worcester, ! ; oe 00 5. OO It Jaton, John B Athens, Ohio 

Degeare, Andrew Crystal City, . bens 8.00 | 5 } ov -atinger, Richard __| 312 Southwes 

De Harrara, Jes i inola, N. Mex... 12. OO Des Moin 

Dellett, Daniel .--| Shamong, N. 2.00 | 5. 628767 ibaugh, William 825 Third ave ; 

Delany, John M .-| Modesto, Ill ee . 00 10 | Annex, Baltimore 

Demarest, Garret Schraalenburg, N.J-...-..-.---} 00 | K 14350 | Ebner, John ndinuapolis, Ind 12. 00 

De Moore, Levi .....| Millbury, Mass .....-... . 00 . Of i978 ) , Samuel seach Haven, 8. OO 

De Moss, Charles F:| Cumberland, Md 2. 00 ) i Echard, Willlam H-|} Paulding, Ohio . 10. 00 

Denholm, David .... Albuquerque, 8 2. 00 3. O 524826 | Eden, Austin _— tover, Ark 12. OO 

Dennis, Alonzo......| Findlay, Ohio EO | 5 Edgecomb, Robt. M.| Mapleton, Mich 12. 00 

Dennis, John ....| National Soldiers’ Home, To-| 12.00 5. 0 842018 | Edminds, Osborn S] parta, Ky ; .--} 12.00 
gus, Me. } 609045 | Edrington, Burl -...| Li us, Mo Oe Ene 12. 00 

Denning, Chas. A ...| Lake Mills, Wis--.-..- | . 00 8. 526748 | Edson, ——— Togus “Me ; . 12. ( 

Denny, William .| 839 Market Square, Norf , Va} 12.00 . 0 515 Emery, Edward South Bend, Ind a > O 

Densmore, Wm. HH...) Owego, N. Y¥ ninentaian 2.00 8. 514359 | Edwards, James / Apponaug, R. I 12 


Densmore, James. Olney, Ill Ba oe 00 | $ : { Edwards, Georg \ Dover, N. J 7 ‘ t 
Dere mo, Ear) ..| Sault Ste. Marie, _ 2.00 | 5 | 320527 | Edwards, Abner soldi rs and Sailo Home 3. 0 
Derri John M New Haven, Micl me 2.00 8 Quine 


Desha, Ww ashiz ston. 26 West 12th st.,C on ington, Ky | 00 
Det , Andrew....| Stewardson, Ill_. 2.00 | 
Det , Samuei | Royersford, Pa .--- 2. 00 
Dettin r, Jacob_...| York, Pa a } 2.00 
Dethioff, Augustus .| 210 East Market street, Corn- | 12.060 | 
ing, N. Y 
Devoe, John F. L....| 215 First street N. E., Wash- | 12.00 
ington, D. C. | 
Deweese. Lemuel - Booneville, Ind 4 2.00 
Dewey, George I....! Soldiers | and Sailors’ Home, | 12.00 
tincy, Il 
1i0omas E y n¥iile, Ohio . 00 
Andrew... 157 Poplar st., Cincinnati,Ohio; 12.00 , 
, Topeka, Kans. - SER 12. 00 6. Of 5136 illis, Be nj 
allen Timber, Pa 2. 00 , bI69 yi “Winthr: pF 
Putney, S. Dak ‘ } 12.00 | 3. 592932 ‘liott, John W 
Diede c Ti ..-| North Ridgeville 00 b. 51 - sisbree, Irving A. 
Diet ck, Fred...| Dearborn, Mo 00 
Differ ffer, Wm....| Somerset, Ind . 00 3 513647 iisworth, Hiram 
Dimmick, Jose} 821 First st. NE. . 00 j 533 Emge, Adam | 
D.C. i 5 4 | Emery, Thomas P ..| Frankfort, Pa 
Disbro, Joh ibe Newville, Ohio 00 } 5. On f 32 | Emert, George H . Pleasant Hill, Lil 
Dison, Isa: ...-| Circleville, Ohio 00 3. OF | Embrey, Virgil R Chandler, Okla 
Dishon, He nr} .---| Athens, Ky 00 . O 52 Emmons, James H Wilminton, Ohio . 
518621 | Diven, ‘Andrew ‘ ...-, Newville, Pa a 00 8. 5149" English, James D West Newell, Il 
515628 | Dixon, James | 1132 Ohio street, Quine y, til. .00 | 5 74803 | English,William W Wellsboro, Pa 
324121 | Dobson, Spain “ Lexa, Ark . 00 5. 0 516976 | Epley, James M Calhoun, Ky 
51LISS7 | Dodds, James A St. Joe, Pa 00 5. OK 0038 | EB rdman, Sinary Erdman, Pa 
513623 | Dodd, Jacob -.-| Batavia, Ill 00 3 3012 ine, Henry A...| Winfield, W 
665012 | Dod 1, John . -| Louisville, I 00 5. OO f 7 kine, James W Dayton, Ky 
511889 | Donnehower.LeviL | Suplee, Pa 00 . 51086. thum, Michael Pin Oak 
516537 | Donlon, Patrick | Hornellsvill ; 00 8, 97651 el, Jose S Las Ve 3, IN 
518914 | Donahoe, Hugh .....| 26 Central Park, Ro 00 | 8. 61 *, Harman .-| 378 Atlantic 
N. Y. | ay 
Tat 4 Downey, Marion P..| St. Paris, Ohio 8.00 | 5. Of 168538 | Estep, John W-.-..-. Jatawba, Ot 
365090 | Doniphan, Lan Poplar Plains, Ky . 00 5. 50830! ustinghausen, | 113 Publics 
667 iid Doman, Josiah | Millington, Md od . 00 8. 00 Lewis F. Ohio. 
527576 | Dorsey, Abraham...| Anacostia, D. C eee 2. 5. OK } 27 | Evans, Samuel B _...| Humansville 
Doty, William ......| Lincoln, Kans 12, . 00 521584 | Evans, Joshua ..| Lyndon, Kans 
Dorr, John H. | 131 Beacon avenue, Provi- > }. 760860 | Evans, James H | Earleville, lowa 
dence, R. I 516542 | Evans, Thomas H Sorento, Ill 
Downing, Robert R.| Hall Town, Mo bia d 2. | ; 628761 | Everly, Martin 931 South Front 
Dowell, Geo. W _.....; Eldorado springs, eG ss cass 2. j 5 lumbus, Ohio 
Downey, Daniel. -- Emporium, Pa 2. om 5. 674081 | Everett, Wm. H.H East Las Vega 
Doxtader, Henry Oo. Stratford, N. Y-. . b 6. Of 517683 | Everson, Charles F'.| Burlington, Pa 
Doyle, James Joliet, Ml......... 2. OC 3. 514948 | Evritt, John Hill Grove, Ind:.. 
Dragoon, Joseph H..| Keeseville, N. . .00 4. 0% 411908 | Evan, Samuel.......| 54 Worth street, ‘ 
Drayer, Edward ....| Ithaca, Mich 8. 3. 00 ( ine inni uti, Ohio 
515861 | Draper, Grafton ....| Oklahoma City, Okl: be 3. 681498 | Ewers, Thomas G Frederickstown, Ohio 
520420 | Draper, Francis A..| Hamburg, Mich ions 2. 5. 694619 | Ewers, George W Chetopa, Kans 
831598 | Dreweoy, Merit ......| Versailles, Ky b 713555 | Eyrich, John S Reading, Pa 
613245 | Dreyer, Charles.....| 344 Everett street, Kansas 2. 5 °5 | Fairchild, Geo. L Hartford, Conn 
| City, Kans. 5s Fanning, Lucius M.| Westport, Conn. 
517971 | Drousseut, Alex ....| Hamilton, Ill , : 2.60 | 8. 316066 Furma, Fred Friesland, Mich 
682356 | Dry, Jacob ...-. Dover, Okla.__._- — ' . Farmer, Patrick H 1619 Baymiller 
624388 | Duffy, Patrick _.....| 1701 Riggsstreet NW., Wash- , . | nati, Ohio 
| ington, D.C. 1798 Farver, Goo Berwick, Pa 
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7296 


Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued. 


Certifi- 


cate 
Nos. 


622805 


782955 
708854 
576805 
517992 
789895 


513678 | 


521974 
150318 
517996 
521966 


230707 
288680 
307442 
520453 
511905 
462387 
513669 


297372 | 


515942 


699776 
513671 
600766 
508004 


513659 


805564 
611217 
457256 


519807 
407547 


631732 
525477 
824054 
516988 
718489 
516996 
664385 

73521 
621591 
725985 
711075 
519796 
511530 
517990 
468135 
363243 
610507 


516989 


509049 
524414 


517999 | 


804295 
516997 
292372 


303117 
512945 
526359 


779133 


515937 
246850 
513677 
511224 


789881 
530586 
505533 
511532 
506603 
657780 
630676 


522807 


517994 
414806 
405323 
526357 


7877 


514985 | 


509276 
514367 
48277 

527197 
512951 
514373 
515655 
523345 
711065 
528952 
511918 


| Farrington, J. U.... 








ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Names. 


Farly, Patrick...... 


Faust, William ..... 
Fecker, Andrew..... 
Feighner, Solomon. 
Fell, William J...... 
Felion, John M ....- | 
Fenton, John A ..-... 
Finger, David. ...-- 
Ferguson, James B. 
Ferguson, Henry.... 


eth, Joseph ........ 
Fetrow, Andrew J .. 
Few, William ..-..-..- 





Fields, Benjamin --. 
Fifield, Jehiel .._...-. 
Finney, George H... 
Ferman, Moses E ..- 
Fish, Daniel......... 


Fisher, George A.... 
Fisher, Joseph C.... 
Fisher, Abner E .... 
Fisher, Miles .......- 


Fisk, George W ..... 


Fister, Peter .......- 
Fitzgerald, James -- 
Fitzgerald, Daniel... 


Fitzgerald, Edward 
Fitzsimmons, 
Henry. 
Fieming, Samuel L . 
Fleetwood,Solomon 
Fletcher, Daniel D .. 
Fletcher, Foxwell... 
Flood, Thomas ...... 
Flory, Henry G .....- 
a Sl eee 
Fiynn, Dennis....... 
Foahl, Ephraim 
Ford, Aldeu.......... 
Ford, Daniel N ..._.. 
Folckemmer, L...... | 


Foltz, Michael....... | 


Ford, John A........ | 
Ford, David J_....... 
Forbes, Robert...... 
Force, Geo. S........ 


Forrest, Geo ........ 


Forney, John M..... 
Fortney, Wm. F .... 
Foulks, Peter V..... 


Foutch, John .......!} 
Fouts, Thomas...... 
Fovargue, Creasey, 


jr. 
Fowler, John.......- 
Fox, Cyrus A.B ...-. 
Fox, Chris..... eka 


Foxall, David....... 


Fox, James K. P.... 
Fox, Charles ........ 
Fraley, James H.... 
Francis, Geo. W.,jr- 


Francis, Henry ..... 
Francis, Chas. L--.- 
Francis, Robert. -...- 
Frank, Samuel....-- 
Frank, William..-_- 
Franklin, Burton B. 
Franklin, James H. 


Frasch, George -....-. | 


Frazier, rank ....- 
Frantz, Jacob....... 
Frantz, James A.... 
Frazar, Philip .....-. 
Frederick, Edward’. 
Freet, Oliver ........ 
Freeman, Wm. A... 
French, Anslo......-. 
Frese, Rudolph ..... 
Fries, Constantin. ..| 
Fritz, Charles... _... 
Froehlich, Henry E. 
Froelich, Jacob .__.. 
Fryman, Stephen. --. 
Fuller, Lucius M.... 
Funk, Henry........ 
Funk, William P... 








| Now Heys, N. FT ..<.0..0000..- 





Rates. 





> 7 a 
Post-office address. For- | Pres- 














New Bloomfield, Pa .........-. 
yg. 


— 





tt et tt 


Princess Anne, Va ...........- 
45 Washington street, Hobo- 


mer. ent. 
Sinsninilecihiaribiniaaimendi intial sya . 
163 Fifteenth street, Wheel- 88. 00 86.00 
ing, W. Va. 
NES SS ee 8.00 6.00 
ST... 24... ocespecckeases | 12.00 8.00 
I: PE occnetnceeaeeonas | 8,00 4.00 
a A 12. 00 6. 00 
SackSONVille Ill... ccc ccccccces |; 8.00 6.00 
SP WUE on un scdencesns | 12.00 8.00 
Crawfordsville, Ind............ 8. 00 6.00 
Reading Center, N. Y..--..---- 8.00 6.00 
Soldiers’ Home, Bath, N. Y-.-..| 12.00 6.00 
1033 Fourteenth street, Louis- | 12.00 8, 00 
ville, Ky. 
SORMIISUETS, TAO . nccccvccescesss OD 4.00 
SN. dietitians aude euatkesane 10. 00 8.00 
Mowrystown, Ohio ...........- 12.00 8.00 
PPE TES escésscvuscoe cece 1 sc enetihwesl ed an tati 
ae | 8.00 6.00 
South Webster, Ohio.......... 12. 00 8. 
SPOBIIOL, KIO «6 ccnc cncccosscons 12. 8. 
New Rochester, Ohio ......... 8. 4. 
— South Fourteenth street, 12, 8. 
I re Pa. 
Kempton, N. Dak ............- 10. 6. 
EATING, Bib cunccwcercesseoeuns 12. 8. 
OU: GED si cccoccupensese 12. 6. 
510 Hamilton avenue, Battle 12. 6. 
Creek, Mich. 
Room 24 Block Clinton, Co- 12. 6 
lumbus, Ohio. 
A, eee 12. 10. 
National Military Home,Ohio; 12, 8. 
Lot 3, Kildare Cape, Prince | 12, 10. 
Edward Island. 
a 12. 6. 
301 Gloucester street, Ottawa, | 12. 8. 
Canada. 
ES ee 12. 8. 
ae 12. 6. 
PTL <ssssdpeeuetuns= 10. 8. 
I CEE cacccnnideesonen 12. 8. 
CheVeRRG, GRO. ...cenccccevvnee 8. 6. 
POORSSRICR, Ail ... cccocccescesscs 12. 8. 
ETE: ccresqueskebanewiiel 8. 6. 
DARE. By © cniccosneenneuaeenel Uae 8. 
271 Navarre st., Canton, Ohio | 12. 6. 
20 Dana Place, Roxbury, Mass| 10. 6. 
SO cs cic cacseihipewenin 8. 6. 
Indianapolis, Ind.............. 2. 8. 
2. 6. 
2. 0. 
0. 6. 
2. 8. 
8. 6. 
ken, N. J. 
National Military Home, To- 12. 10. 
gus, Me. 
Upper Strasburg, Pa........ oo} & 6. 
Pe. Ee Wis onvuasedanceatous 10. 8. 
13 Hand avenue, Bingham- 12. 6. 
ton, N. Y. 
EE ok cchicncreatnem deibatanieel 8. 6. 
Howard City, Mich............| 12. 6. 
State Soldiers’ Home, Ohio. -. 6. 4. 
NN I oc incccnsigdnktied 8. 4. 
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak............ 12. 6. 
National Military Home, Wis- 12. 8. 
consin. 
112 — street, Cincinnati, 8. 6. 
oO. 
CORE BE: S cncaaupaeus anne 12. 8. 
OE ere 10. 8. 
PEON Bs Bivncsit cobecnaweie 12, 6. 
2. 10. 


708 Astreet NE., Washington, 12. 
D.C 


» 

Bowers Hill, V@ .......0s.-.... 
104 Irving st., Syracuse, N. Y. 
I I. ociancnsennenitiine 
st 
Miamisburg, Ohio...........-.. 
ry et 
— alley, Baltimore, 


— 


eel 
mpm wre 
™ 


606 South Front street, Phila 1 
delphia, Pa. 
PAP CRURUIR. BES vccccentanctiuen 
eee 
New London, Minn..........- | 
New Carlisle, Ind ............. 
319 N. Tenth st., Reading Pa-. 
WrEtvale, PA... .cdaccweces 
CO | 
906 Bowery st., Akron, Ohio .. 
511 Race st., Cincinnati, Ohio - 
SROMRROR, CORED... cincuciesiiccscans 
PEVRMEVING, BMG .n wnccccscsovcce 
Es eh htanicinp esas kann 
| ee 
OS Pee ee 
South Middleboro, Mass...... 
Ebensburg, Pa 
Berlin, Wis 


= 


i ot ee 
DAOAABNOMO OOOO AMOAPOORA GD AAROKOMIAH 


SRM OMS 


oro HOk 


pee ek fet ett ek 


Ssessssssssssssss S SSsssss sess s SSS SSB SSS FS SESSSSSSSSS3SSSSS SS 88S S SESS SSS 
Sesesssssssssssss S SESSsSss Sssss =e SSS SBS S88 & SsSssssssssssssss SS 88S S SS8S SESS 


_— 
PoPOwWWNNE 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice 


addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued 


Certifi- 
cate 
Nos. 


124961 


433513 
516579 


761410 

25978 
621219 
510190 
485611 


738497 
317766 
452503 
782247 
519489 
520156 
510485 
35802: 

667477 


531244 
56777 


259174 
173122 
515662 
604593 
518011 


521607 


274661 
292379 
512306 
521988 


521223 
521991 
511231 
684051 
523352 
554457 
513293 
515664 
517377 
481759 
576153 
440159 
440779 
490842 
515007 
574198 
553716 
409294 
636800 

55668 
519485 
523958 
341240 
515672 
515950 
514994 
522345 
514418 
518342 
603472 


521986 
512956 
516570 
520154 
798697 
524438 
521241 
509684 


514417 
307291 
507878 
687951 
558168 
600819 


| 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Names. 





Post-office address. 


Funk, Frederick....|108 Buckeye street, Cincin- 


Furnish, Lewis E-.. 
Gallear, Thomas.... 


Galligher, Philip H. 
Gamble, Harvey .... 
Gamble, Robert. -... 
Gandern, Austin F’.. 
Gant, Nelson........ 


Garrabrant, Isaac -. 
Garrison, William A. 
Garrety, Edward A. 
Garrison, Eli........ 
Garrett, Silas A .... 
Garner, Tyler....... 
Gassett, James-....- 
Gaskins, John E.... 
Gaspard, Arthur.... 


Gay, William J..... 
Gaynor, Thomas S. 


Gear, Edward....... 
Gearhart, Jacob .... 
Gearhart, John N.. 
Geib, Philip........- 
George, Lorenzo...-. 


George, Edward.... 


Gibbany, Wm. A.... 
Gibbons, William .. 
Gibney, Patrick .... 
Gibbs, Pleasant..... 


Gibson, William.... 
Gibson. William _... 
Gibson, Henry -....- 
Gibson, Henry C .... 
Gibson, Oden........ 
Giddings, Henry E.. 
Gifford, Julius E.... 
Gilchrist, John F ... 
Gilman, A. J........ 
Gill, James D ...... e 
Gill, Emory W...-.-- 
Gilmore, John T.... 
Gilpin, William J--.. 
Gilreath, Manson H. 
Gilbert, John W .... 
Gilbert, Michael .... 
Gilbert, Clifton -.... 
Gillaspie, Thomas J. 
Gillespie, Robert J.. 
Gilmore, Henry H...- 
Gingrich, Simon.... 
Ginnin, Charles--... 
Gleason, Enos....-.. 
Gloshen, Frederick. 
Gobbel, Isaac H..... 
Goddard, Levi S.... 
Godfred, Louis...... 
Golden, Charles H.. 
Goldsmith, Charles. 
Gonyea, Antoine... 


Goodman, Isaac. .... 
Goodman, Charles -. 
Goodwin, Archibald, 
Gore, Joseph........ 
re 
Gorley, Alfred M.... 
Gordon, Thomas H. 
Gordon, Jos......... 
Gott, John R-...-... 
Goubleman, Ed. J... 
soare. Lafayette -. 
Gould, Isaiah J...... 
Gore, Alphonso M... 
Govan, Frank ....... 
Grace, James R...... 
Graf, Philip, jr--..--- 
Graham, Francis M 

Graham, Samuel.... 
Graham, Jas. G..... 


Graham, Timothy-. 
Grant, Frank D..... 


Grant, Lewis J.....- 


Granger, James. ...- 
Grassley, Charles. -. 
Grassle, Chas. F..... 


Grau, Louis .......-.-. 


Graves, Geo. W...-. 
Graves, Joel.... - 
Gray, Robert........ 
Gray, Thaddeus A.. 














nati, Ohio. 
Vevay, Ind. 
National 
Ohio. 
i 
CRUE EE, ANTE conesescsccccccuus 
IMOCR EEE FO. cwacccccscccess 
Grand Rapids, Mich..........-. 
53 Stoneman street, Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 
ENS | OP a 
Weat Alexander, Pa..........- 
a a ate ail 
EE Es cnc nnccs coecnamnae 
Vee TIBVOD, MO. nn cosccccene 
pa 
N,N: diecudcenesd nde 
Pungoteague, Va.............. 
3764 Customhouse street, New 
Orleans, La. 
SS IEE -donndeedanssnnnndmenia 
National Military Home, 
Ohio. 
COP MMOD i kee cdne sens dvonee 
DS Tlewasbcnnenienecusne 
io | A ede 
Canal Dover, Ohio............- 
National Military Home, 
Ohio. 
Meridian Hill, District of Co- 
lumbia. 
Beem NeeTy, BO... occ ccceccces 
RG Is vndecuoncaweincinn 
ABR ATOR, MIOR 2066606. cscces 
180 East Third street, Lex- 
ington, Ky. 
Veargertown, Pa.... .<o0.<«<- 
ME Gc cithinnks cainiemw a din 
Middle Branch, Ohio.......... 
WOOT EIED SES osuctewencacuve | 
Orlando, Ky 
National Military Home, Wis. 
Burlington, Mich ............. 
Des Moines, Iowa ..........-.- 
Po 2 
Campbellsburg, Ky -..........- 
Princeton, MASS........ sc.«.- 
OS A, eee 
SS ere 
Hendersonville, N. C.......... 
Osage Mission, Kansas -._...- 
Havre de Grace, Md.........--. 


Military Home, 








Co ere 
CTsOORNDs BBO. cocccccccenccas 
eee 
Cosmopolis, Wash............ 
Py MDS ce eedescdunnedcu nods 
TD nck omen cp uenenlin 
Oo i ee 
Mercer, Mo 
Waynesboro, Tenn...........- 
ic celui wail 
OSS a ee 
SDs 66 noid cbnciwecnacs 
pes. eee 
140 Eagle st., North Adams, 
Mass. a 
TR as ocnenndcndidencee | 
Indianapolis, Ind ............. 
SE MND « cccccscesncasene 
Elizabethtown, Ky............ 
163 Main st., Johnstown, Pa.. 
REBOWE, BO ce secesecces scce 
PS WC. atnnsseudee gine 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
POPUnVveEle, BORE... ..0<.ccace 
eee 
Frazeysburg, Ohio ..........-.. 
PE, MBE icovecddngnse nsdn 
35 Myrtle st., Taunton, Mass... 
Little Rock, Ark... .......-«s« 
Everton, Mo ...... reacties aad 
127 Third street, Utica, N. Y-. 
nnd ciccmennedie 
ea 
3319 Kensington ave., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 
Springfield, Ohio ........-----.| 
290 Bellevue avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 
907 Twentieth street, Wash- | 
ington, D.C. 
Middletown Springs, Vt-.-..-..-. | 
Greenfield, Ohio........--.....]} 
521 Jefferson street, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 
207 East Seventy-third street, 
New York City. 
Washington, Ohio............- 
Rs Dac vtec cen snnseses 
PE, WUD sc cdcccsancccuds 














Rates, 
For- Pres- 
mer. ent. 
#10. 00 88. 00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
10, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 

8. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
8,00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8.00 
12.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
12.00 8. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
2.00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
10. 00 4.00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6.09 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
2.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 8. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12.00 8.00 
8.00 6. 00 
6. 00 2.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
8.00 8. 00 
12, 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
6. 00 4.00 
12, 00 6. 00 
3. 00 6, 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 8, 00 
8. 00 4.00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6. 0@ 
8. 00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12, 8.00 
8. 04) 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
8,00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8, 00 
10. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8. 0C 
12. 00 6, 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
8.0) 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00 8.09 
12. 00 8, 00 
12, 8.0) 
12. 00 8.00 


Hastings, Nebr ................ 








1894. 





Statement showing by laws 
addresses, former rates anc ad pi 


Certifi- 


cate 
Nos. 


696743 
132255 


516263 
275491 


523973 
595753 
518010 
641276 
521226 
530623 

515660 
720594 


630717 
524907 

577124 
524432 
766020 


513686 
669179 
496853 
514392 
512308 
791638 
590805 
508309 
600805 
496156 
323662 
522354 
682352 
511557 
508821 
514404 
517702 
512955 
632931 
511564 
394655 
515674 
511959 
556225 
392739 
556231 
268465 
515992 
550640 
635123 
812492 
510525 
614046 
514454 
512968 
524012 
515979 


387419 | 


526413 
290407 
731328 
636876 
530090 
620589 
571249 
520176 
517707 
704129 


726071 
521245 
517039 
513306 
444695 
516269 
513722 
716540 
513732 
206365 
576840 
511587 
515677 
588426 
507888 
520783 
598725 


496168 
748820 
537269 
510927 
571282 
556224 
516608 

94464 


505407 
673174 
824470 
668604 








ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890 


Names. 


Gray, Ludwig..----- 
Greer, Ritchie.....-.. 


Greer, Lewis 


Gregory, Philip--.. 


Greiner, John.....--. 
Green, Chance ...... | 


Green, Luther . 
Greene, 
Green, Joseph G.... 


Green, Richard...... | 


Green, George ..-.-.- 
Grennen, James J .. 


Gresser, Ignatz 
Gretten, Michael... 
Grey, Harvey ...-- 
Gridley, Albert L .. 
Griffith, William D-.. 


Griffith, Eli ¢ wee 
Griffith, Ezra........ 
Griffin, John -....--.. 
Griffin, Daniel W--.-. 
Grim, Rufus......... 
Grim, Amos ...-.-..-.- 
Grimes, David ...... 
Grimon, Nicholas... 
Griswold, James.... 
Gross, Andrew.....- 
Groves, John....-.-..- 
Groves, Charles H . 
Grubb, Franklin B. 
Grubb, Adam D..... 
Guley, John Eaten 
Guliher, Jason D . 
Gust, Henry ........- 
Gustin, George W . 
Guth, Pharon H .- 
Haas, Cyrus .. 
Hacker. Alfred 
Hagerty, Patrick 





Haggerty, John ..... | 
Hagan, Lawrence... 
Haines, John A...... 


Haight, Taylor..... 


Hainer, George.....- 
Hall, Alexander S.- ../ 
Hall, William M. J-.| 


Hall, Edwin . 
Hall, Wrig rht - 
Hall, Seymour N. 


Hall, Ephraim H....| 
EP) ee 
Hall, William N..-..-} 
| Spencerville, Ohio 
| Cleveland, Ohio_-..... | 
St. Catharine, Ontario, Can- 


Halter, Edward . 
Hale, Morgan 
Hallett, William . 


Haley. John B...-.-. 


Ham, Milan.....-..- 
Hamel, Augustin..-.. 
Hampton, we Rie 


Hammontree, James 


Hammond, Joseph 
Hamilton, Oliver P 
Hamilton, Alex -.- 

Hausman, Conrad 


Hand, Miles ......... 
Hanes, Henry - ‘ 
Hanke, Constantin 
Hanson, Hamer H 
Hanna, Calvin 


Hanna, Daniel M....| 


Hansel, Charles -.... 
Happle, John B ..... 


Harger, Isaac S....-.} 


Harker, John....... 
Harland, William. . 


Harmon, Charlies S.| 


Harp, Abram........ 
Harper, William R. 
Harding, Nathaniel.} 
Hardison, John P-_. 

Harden, David-...... 


Harden, Powell. .... 
Hardy, Emory G.... 
Hardy, Hezekiah.... 
Hardcastle, Ben F’. 

Hartman, Jacob H.. 
Harrell, 


Harrington, John.... 
Harris, John J ....... 
Harris, Wm. J ....... 
Harrison, Henry-..... 


XXVI 


and « 


Columbus. .} 


| Ridder, Mo 


| Rensse laer, Ind 


| 17 Glen st., 


| Paola, Kans . 
Haney, Thomas ....- | 


| Bloomfield, Ind 
| National Soldiers’ Home, Va 


Mills. .....- 
Harris, Henry..-.-.-. 
Harris, Thos. J., jr. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE NATE. 


as 
lasses the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice 
sent rates, of pensioners, etc 


continued. 


Post-office address. 


Long Branch, N. J ...-.--.- 
183 West Ei ghty- eighth stree t, 
New York City. 





.—Continued. 


469 Patton avenue, German- 


town, Pa 


| National Soldiers’ Home, 
| ‘Togus, Me. 
Grand Junction, Iowa a 
EG ON OP oeineaantccansane 
ls ts © vccnnsdcesendsece 
SOG BOGOR, IN. FE cccwccccsccan 


Owego, N. Y 
Herndon, Mo 


2806 Dithgen street, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 


BERGE. © Odccesencccsee cece 


Gilbert Station, Iowa 
227 Main st., Cincinnati, Ohio.| 


| Farmington, Mo........-..---- 


120 West Firstavenue, Colum- | 


bus, Ohio. 


EE ssc cuadianecaennatel 
EE, BD cainintntinneconune 
Crawfordsville, Ind............ 
Thompsonville, Comn.........- 
NON Se ee 
Ma. ee eee 
i ir ein he ciate nai 


National Military Home, Ohio 
Marthasville, Mo.......... 

2311 N. Ninth st., St. Louis, Mo. 
| Brownstown, Ill 
| Brownsdale, Pa . 
Burris Mills, Tenn... 
Dix, Nebr 


Beardstown, Il 
| Assumption, Ill 
922 Walnut st., Allentown, Pa. 


High Knob, Ky 
Marshall, N.C 


Middlesex, N. Y 


Sweet Springs, Mo 
1 oe ere 
Marydell, Md........ 
Burlington, Mich..........- 
1415 Cass st., Omaha, Nebr. 
Marietta, lowa - 
Woodburn, Iowa 


ada. 
Linton, Tenn 
Knoxville, Pa 


107 Twenty-fifth st., Troy, N. Y.| 
| Phoenixville, Pa . 


St. Charles, Ky. 
Bridgeport, Conn 
Pecksburg, Ind 
Togus, Me... 


2633 Sewell street, la 
phia, Pa. 
Mount ¥ _ sant, Pa 


Murphysboro, Ill. 
Satillo, Tenn 
McKeesport, Pa 
Bybee, Tenn -..--.. 
Strodes Mills, Pa 
Brazil, Ind 


Jackson, Mich. ly 
702 Fourth st., Tow: anda, P: 

SN , COUN o cccuescsccssatve 
West View, Ky 
Freeport, Ohio 


ville, Ky. 
Port Allen, La. 
Painesville, Ohio 
Venetia, Pa 


Durlach, Pa 
Harrelisville, N. C 


timore, Md. 
Monticello, lowa 
Silverton, Mo.. 


SI, Se sinidie ditaeichicns ete 
| Monmouth, Ill 


Worcester, Mass-. 
Nation’l Military Home, Ohio. 





National Military Home, Ohio 
118 East Greene street, Louis- 


| Chandler, Okla. -...2221222122. 


National Military Home, Ohio 
315 South Durham street, Bal-| 


Gloucester, Mass.............. 
391 Chapel st.. Norfolk, Va... 


457 





_ — _ 


a 
[ISN MOM MIO MM Ow MMIS 


_ 





Btocktom, MO... ... ccccocens] 


| DeWittville, N. Y 


Cape Girardeau, Mo.........- | 


Philadel- 


so 


- 
20 1S 90 9 OO FS TSH HD FOS 





ty 09 0S ODS 


gp 8S BS 90 MHS 


Deh eek tk tet 


00 oH OH HIND NI 2909 D9 C0 





fe te tt et 


OH BO 94D CS ES LO 


) Pres- 


5. 0O 


OO 


| 
5. 00 


. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 
. 00 
3. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
3. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 


00 


.00 
. 00 


OU 


00 
. 00 
3. OO | 
6. 00 
5. 00 
5 00 
00 | 
5. 00 
3. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 
5. OO 
5. OO 
3. 00 
5. OO 
8. OO | 
8.00 | 


00 


00 


. 00 
5.00 


00 


5. 00 
5. 0O 
». 00 | 
.. OO 


OO 


5. 00 


5.00 | 
5. 00 


OO 


5. OO 


1. OO 

8. 09 | 
00 | 

3. 00 


OO 


5. 00 
00 | 
8.00 | 

00 | 
1. 00 
8. OO | 
5. 00 | 


.00 | 
5. 00 
. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 


00 
00 


. 00 


6. 00 
6.00 








> 
o04883 


511952 


B220I4 | 


525504 
744892 
661774 
293759 
324767 
161996 
511943 
518362 
845440 


521996 | 


518041 
521244 


524010 | 


525511 | 


697411 
155762 


528544 





5ORR3S 
539761 
oon 

24467 





316770 
283666 
555011 
580714 
758352 

&5400 
525533 
£05406 
683423 


514433 | 


521667 


696250 





510911 
521261 


588966 


610176 
331966 





5OR698 
594860 











651303 
519836 
520468 
621402 
5170145 


519504 | 


189216 
572002 
51704: 3 

519828 


537816 | 


55446 - 
56720 
2X 30715 > 


363997 | 


Heath, 





Hatfield, Calvary M. 


Haver, Charles M 


Havertield, Joseph H 


Havertield, N. B 
Hawkinbury, T. F 
Hawkins, Leroy H 


Hawley, Hanford H 
Hawley, Stephen L 
Kugene F. 


Hawley, 
Haynes, Moses....- 
Hay, Ephriam ..-.-. 
Hayden, Lewis.-.-- 
Hayner, Henry C... 
Hazel, Essex oe 
Hazzel, Peter 
Hazard, George R 


Hearon, John W ... 
Hearn, John G 


Heckmann, 
tian. 


| Heck, Jonathan C 


Hecox, Charles B 
Tieenan, James 
Heggie, Lyman E 
Heil, Charles P 
Helm, John W ...-. 
Hennessy, Joseph 
Henson, Henry H 
Hensinger, Charles 
Henderson, John H 
Henry Aaron é 
Henry, Benjz imin_ 
Herman, Alex. F 
Herr, Benj. F 
Herndon, Joseph 
Hersey, Henry F .. 
Herbert, Dan’! 
Hershiser. Jacob 
Hester, Owen... 
Hess, Francis 
Hess, Javan 

Hess, Isaac C. 


Heustis, Ste phen W. 


Hiatt, Rich’d 
Hickey 


Hickey, 


Henry 
Hickey, John 
Hicks, James F 
Higbee. Albert S 
High, Jacob 
Hight, Frank 


Hildebranit, l*reder- 


ick E. 
Heilbig, George 
Hilt, Michael... 
Hilbert, Solomon 
Hill, William A 
Hill, Wm 
Hill, John 
Hill, John 


Hill, Michael R...--. 


Hill, Thomas H 
Hill, Hughes S 
Hill, lsaac 
Hillman, Robert A 
Hillier, Daniel T 


Hiller, Mathias 
Hilipot, Wm.O 


Hiltibiddle, Leonard 


Hinckley, Henry 
Hinkelbein, Jacob 
Hinebaugh, John -. 
Hinchman, Adam 
Hindman, Robert S 


Hinton, Marion-.._. 
Hipshire, Daniel.... 


| 609 Nin¢ 


Joseph H. aie 


Chris- 


Thomas .... 


David alias 
Moreton, David 


| Barboursville, 








Statement sho ing by laws a id classes ihec rtificate numbers 
1ddresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, et 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1899—continued. 
Certifi 
cate | Names. Post-office address. 
Nos 
260103 | Hartsock, Jam es IP pe A) 
524462 | Hartlevan, Aug. ' 1015 Fourteenth street NW., 
Washington, D.C 
i Hart, Franklin J 1282 Cameron street, U iris 
burg, P 
i6 | Hart, Israel . Saxton, P 
78 | Hart, Aaron Monticello, Il 
; Hart, Lewis J Van Buren, Ark ' 
J Harvey, Joel R 6337 Madison ave., Chicago, Hil 
674805 | Haskins, Iverson 2108 Fighth street NW 
Washington, D.C 
728769 | Haskell, William A Moodus. Conn 
611941 | Hasiny piiug, Henry Tl anieniee 
&2 1086 Haskins, James KE rhton, M 
515995 | Haskins, Henry Ws airhaven. Mass 
604630 | Hastings, Edwd. M Detroit, Mich 
512901 | Hassenplug, Joseph.| Milroy, Pa ‘ 
659424 | Hatter, Louis - Lancaster, N. Y 
524962 | Hatter, Philip Lancaster, Pa 


National Milit ary Home, Ohio 
South Bend, In ‘ 
Burlingame os 
Cadiz, Ohio 


| Farmington. W. Va. 


Selbyville, W. Va 
Perry, Mich 
Union City 
Togus, Me 
Forest City, Mo 

Detiance, Ohio aaa 
Lebanon, Ky--. ireoowen 
Creston. lowa.. 

Booneville, Ind 

Salem, Ark 


Mich - 


Sioux City, Lowa. 


Argentine, Kans 


roo Mo 
39 East Jefferson ‘Bt., 
“Fall ie ae 

336 E. Eighth st 


“Little 


New York 


| Reading Pa 


Clyde, N. ¥ nas ‘ ‘ 
.-| 99 Lincolnst,, Brighton, Mass 
| Ulysses, Pa | 
123 Pike st., Coving 


Creelsboro, Ky . 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 


| Neptune, Ohio ...... 
| Emaus, Pa 


Terra Haute, Ind a 

Soldiers’ Home, Bath, N. Y 

Quincy, Il .--. ‘ 

Bainbridge, Ohio . 

Paradise, Pa 

Nixa, Mo « 

Hingh 1m, Mass 
rtsl , Va 





{akon Lil 
Dunmore, Pa 
Berlin, W. Va 
Marshall, Il : 
8 Sycamore street, 
nati, Ohio. 
Winfield, W. Va 
385 Central street, 
ter, N. BH. 
Sidney, Nova Scotia 


Cincin 


Clio, Mich 

Bull Run, Tenn 
Hammond, Kans 
Pugntown, Pa 
Logansport, Ind 
Muncie, Ind 


Coalton, Ohio 
Bloomington, lil 
1227 N. Tenth st., R 
MM: al len, Ill 
Milestone, Md 
Port Hur n, Mich 
Fayette, Mo ‘ 
Wauseon, Ohio.... 
Uhrichsville, Ohio 
Oakfield Center, Mich 
Wilkesville, Ohio 
Fielden, Ky...- 
668 Classon ave., 
ie Wa 
Pipersville, Pa... 
Point Pleasant, Pa 
Platteville, Colo.. 
Bangor, Me.. ~ 
National a ars’ Home 6, Va 
Terra Alt ie WO ws. 
W.Va 
West Sunbury, Pa 
Stockdale, Kans 
Horton, Kans 








Brooklyn, 


teenth street NW., | 


ion, Ky... 


Manches- 


sading, Pa 


00 


00 | 
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> 00 


OU 
ou 
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oo 
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OO 
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OO 
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00 
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2 00 
8. 00 


00 
00 
00 


00 
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00 
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00 


2.09 
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2 00 


0o 
OO 


00 
OO 
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°? OO 


OO 
UU 
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uw 
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2. 00 
> O00 


00 


2. 00 


>. 00 


00 
00 


> (H) 
2. 00 
2. 00 


00 


OU 
. 00 


x 


6.00 





5. 00 
5. 00 


00 


3. 00 


00 
Ov 


1. OO 
3. OO 


5.00 


oOo 


5. 00 


OO 


5. 00 
5. 00 
5. 00 


UJ 


5. OO 
6.00 
3. 00 


OJ 


6.00 


oOo 
(hy) 


3.00 
2. 00 


5. 00 
2. 00 
5. 00 


00 


‘. 00 
5. 00 


OO 


3. 00 


50 


5. OO 
5. 00 
1. OO 


00 
v0 


& (i) 


00 


». OO 


OO 


4. 00 
5. OO 
3. 00 
3. 00 
5. OO 
1, OO 
}. 00 


00 
00 


». 00 
5. OO 
3. 00 
8. OO 


oo 


00 


5. 00 


Ow 


). OO 
5. 00 
). OO 
5. 00 


. 00 
5. 00 
&. OO 


00 
00 
00 
00 


)». 00 
5. 00 


00 


: OO 
5. 00 
5 1) 


5. OO 
5. OO 
}. 00 


OO 
00 
OW 


5. OO 
5. 00 


00 





1298 


State y 
add 


Certifi 


cate 
Nos 


51020 


H1L5017 


Bigg06 





518027 | 


568674 


515091 


844699 | 
G43211 | 


779583 


68638 


512328 
T1173 
519301 
514437 
508507 


512076 | 
523412 





520178 
PR? 

670048 
621662 
B45881 
52163 
50 
65 61% 7 





” 


739720 
521997 
670076 
590907 
513706 
509958 
46863! 

550630 
518033 





518717 
378695 
520477 
H1g0R5 
471135 


513304 | 


514456 


143930 | 


BOTRS7 


669316 | 


634166 
299483 


BISEaY | 


100514 


| Hoffman, John 
| Hoke COE» nenmsen 
| Holeomb, Olie W. 





| 
| How, Peter R 


5 | Howard, David S .. 





ont showing by laws and classes the 
ees, former rates and present ra 


cT or 


Hissing, Sami. W.H.| National Military 


ck, Jos. 


Hite} oe eet a. ss. 
Hixon, Henry H .---- 
Hoak, Daniel T’...... 


Hockenjost, J 
Hocker, John 





Hodgeman, John I. 
tt, Jason ..... 
Hog rle, George i 
Ho, Ln, Cuffy 


| Hoffer, Jacob H. 


Homtm ui An, Henry - seni 


Holcomb, Jacob..... 
Holloway, Elias W.. 
Hollandsworth, J. M. 


| Holland, Michael....| 


Holland, Lemuel.... 


| Holland, John D .... 


Holton, Wiliiam .... 
Holt, Lewis B ....... 


Holines, John ..-....| 


Holmes, Benjamin... 
Holste, Edward A... 


7 Hoiton, John........ 
| Hoover, Charles .... 


Hooker, Charles .... 
Hopson, Ned ....-.... 
Horton, Charies E .. 
Horton, Elias W .... 
Horton, rank W--.- 
Horr, George Iu ..... 
Horrigan, John --.... 


Horn, Thaddeus .... 
Horning, Ezra....-- 
Hornby, Richard -... 


Hostler, George. 
| Hosley “Romaine W. 


Houp, Joseph hubba 
Hough, George -. 


Houghtaling,John S| 


Houseman, John... 
Houghton, James R. 


| OVe?, Wik. accccces 


Howe 


Hows, Edward H. 
Howard, Eaton. 


| Howard, Francis.... 
| Howard, Charles A . 


Howard, Henry - 
How: rd, James H .. 


Howard, William S. 


Howard, Thomas M.| 


Howell, Aaron 
Howell, George 


Howell, Augustus. -.! 
Hoyt, Eli. aaa 
| Huber, . 
| Huber, Frederic -.- 


Louis. 


Hubbard, John N. 

Huddleston, Isaac - ia 
Huff, James W ..-.-.-.- 
Huffman, John R...-. 
Hugh, John H..... 
Hughes 
Hughes, John W.... 
Hughes, Arch. F .... 
Hughes, Alfred ...... 
Hull, Chas. 


Hull, Daniel.........! 


Hultz, Seymour. .... 
Hume, Reuben B.... 
Hummelsheimer, G. 


| Humbert, David K.. 


Humphreys, J. W... 
Humphreys, Thos .. 


| Hunt, Isaac B....... 


Hunt, Ramsey 
Hiunt, Theodore M.. 
Huntiey, Wheaton. 
Hunter, Robert L. 
Huntington, A. 'T’. 
Hunter, Moses ...... 
Hurd, Joseph ......-. 
Hurlbut, Bnos H.... 
Hurley, Archie -.. 


Huston, Alman J... 





} 
! 1707 ‘Dounton street, 








3, John C____-| 


-o-| 1218 Esquire street, 


..| Detroit, Mich 


CON GRESSION AL RECORD—SE NATE. 
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JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Ohio, 
North Easton, Md hail 
1191 Sot 1th Centr: il Park av 
nue, Chicago, 1. 


delphia, Pa. 
REE, SU iestin sn cnet ain gmainmeaie 
433 KastG. st., 
120! Warnock stree t, Phila- 
lk am. Pa. 
South Lyons, Mich entneiniitin, timeii 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
Pe rer 
Russellville, Ky  eelilin deinen 
TT 
West Farmington, Ohio 





| Pines nt anibieaped 


GOOG BRFSS, PB oc cccoccccces 
Blanchard, lowa ..........---- 


Commerce, Iowa ........------| 


Beloit, Wis.... 


poh (i oe ens | 
Balti- | 


841 McAlears Court, 
more, Md. 


Portemonth,. VB... «concecse- 
Mount Vernon, Tex .......-...- | 


Vickery, Ohio ....-.-.- 
Braceville, Ohio .._...-.- 
Jefferson City, Mo-............. 
Joffey ville, Kans ..........-... 
38 Lindley street, Bridgeport, 
Conn. 

Chicopee, Mass. 
Somerset, P 
Maple Rapids, Mich..........-. 
~y oo eee 
Pittafield, Mass... .....cescccoo- 
CO eee 
1 Walnut st., Fall River, Mass. 
70 Bell Rock st., Malden,Mass 

9 Meats court, Charlestown, 

Mass. 

25 East Maple st., 
Ss SE wrngnde< nutitenmamidia 
Gs SR inne cicbwasingehies 
OT ey 
I I ny anomie Sabian 
Tyrone, Pa ...... 








Traders Point, i ncaa 


101 Wisner street 
naw, Mich. 
eae 
| ae 
he 
Fulton, N. Y-..-.-.. eempeetnndian 
Howard City, Mic eee 
| PR: TI. os concn aiemamne 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
8685 Nice st., Philadelphia, Pal 


, East Sagi- 


117 Broadway, Chelsea, Mass -| 


5 Seigel st., Brooklyn, N. Y.-. 
TI TEI s.ccnechusngiedennl 
Morristown, Tenn............. 
Bellevue, Ohio. 
80 ms ring street 
br ige, Mass 

Mount Ple asant Mills, Pa 

POCCSE VINO, We bd cnencnccicocces 
wai SS , Oe 


,e ist C am- 


North Madison, ee 


POCO: CONE cncic conagpancnunons 


oe eae 


ESS 
oe 
EURMETIOOM, THEO ...c0 cc cncccnanes 


DIE, TO acnccusaunnoceinnll | 


SPRCOTE PO, ocnccntknnenonsdes 
NO TI iin sce encinn istidadinininid 


Jaroldstown, Tenn............ | 


Lip SOUT Tenens chtnsenesons 
Cornersburg, Ohio ...........- 


Liber tyville, | EES sates 


Hunts Corners, N. Y .........- 


CO REE 


$319 California st., St. Louis, 
Mo 


Bowers Station, Pa........... 


GRR TEE vic ncimascinetbnbnns 


CRASTRER, TOWD weve nasecocsenss 
Little Sioux, Iowa ............ 
Benton Harbor, Mich......-.- 
I, Milnes cece cdenicodenss 
Stayton, Oregon ........--...- 
LRCCRBUIE, EW wan ceccavancnen 
.. , 
Brookhaven, Miss............. 
Surrounded Hill, Ark ........ 
Laclede, Mo.......... 
Louis- 
ville, Ky. 








NewYork, N.Y.| 


D 2 - wee vecccccccce | 


York, Pa-_..} 





Rai vtes. 


” For- 


mer. 
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00 
00 
00 
00 
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00 
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go 8939 
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iS PS GO CO POPS RS LIDS S WLS 
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60 
8.00 
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~~“ 
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12. 00 
8. 00 
8, 00 
2.00 
2.00 
12. 00 
12. 00 

6.00 
12. 00 


8. 00 
10. 00 
8. 00 


12.00 
8.00 


8. 00 
8.00 


12.00 


i RReShheSenss 
esses 
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oe 





Boaran a: 


eS 
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rlificate numbers, names, post- office | 
+, of pensioners, etc.—Continued. 





| Pres- 


$6. 00 


8. 00 
6.00 


8. 00 


8.00 
8. 00 
6.00 


6, 00 
8.00 
2. 00 
6. 00 
6. 00 
8.00 
6, 00 
5. 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
. 00 


00 


. OO 
5. OO 
.00 
5. 0O 


. 00 
5. 00 
5. OO 
. 00 





Statement showin 


Certifi-| 


cate 
Nos. 


801311 


663377 


269434 


506808 
519511 
626447 
520195 
5159097 
506815 
511966 
511601 


616059 | 


518043 
523470 


614079 
519866 
510546 
692236 
506182 
515693 
129852 


422104 


526826 | 
491492 | 


665114 


312798 


521669 
557010 


667036 | 


735736 
511267 
720725 
693891 
665634 
474141 
500782 
580013 
554967 


515092 
514480 
505184 
251630 


469151 
834420 
580033 


518742 | 
518335 | 


520199 
520805 
371537 
522913 
512342 


521285 


758371 
510941 
vob 





50 0074 


879805 
522022 


563458 | 


433779 
227845 
548874 
506509 
250201 
657843 
518048 
513763 
600950 


533118 


512339 
511271 
457794 
510954 
283437 

31318 
542996 
512345 
640332 
219514 
555105 

11498 


705092 
620685 


522925 
312117 


| Hush, Henry 
| Hutchinson, Nathan 





ACT OF JUNE 27. 1830 


Names. 


Hutchinson, Wm. W.| 


Hyde, James ..- 
Hyre, — 
Hyatt, Clark ........ 
Ingram, Granville .. 
Inpson, Benjamin .. 


Ireland, George T... 


Isbell, Richard W ... 
Isemann, George.... 
Jackson, Thomas. -. 
Jackson, Wm. H --.- 


Jaques, Jno. H., alias 


Thos. Thornton. 
James, Joel R....-... 
James, Lemuel...... 
Jonathan, James ... 
James, Edmund T.. 
Janes, James........ 
Janes, Edwin ....-... 


| Jarvis, Eugene...... 
518334 


Jeffery, Charles W.. 
Jeffers, George W .. 
Jenks, Nathan A.... 
Jenks, Alonzo H .-.-.. 
Jenkins, John B _... 
Jester, Charles H... 


Jetmore, Levi. ...-.-.. 
Jones, GilmancC .... 
Jones, Elias B ....-.. 
Jones, Chesley W... 
Jones, Evan. ....-...- 
Jones, Hiram....... 


Jones, Jesse........- 
Jones, Francis M... 
Jones, Benjamin_-.. 
Jones, Jefferson F'.. 
Jones, Thomas...-... 
Jones, Thomas, alias 
Thomas Green. 
Jones, James M..... 


Jones, James N..... 


Jones, James H....-. 
Jones, 


Jones, Henry ....-.... 
Johns, Frederick - 

Johns, Samuel A.... 
Johnson, Joseph M. 


Johnson, Ezra-...... 


Johnson, Charles -..- 


Johnson, Edward P. 


Johnson, Isaac H.... 


| Johnson, Daniel C.. 


Johnson, Albert. .... 


Johnson, Thos. J 


Johnson, 


Johnson, Johm ...... 
Johnson, John T_.--| 


Johnson, Samuel M. 
Johnson, Emanuel .. 
Johnson, Daniel C.. 
Johnson, Samuel... 
Johnson, Sam’! R--. 
Jolley, Jesse A...... 
Joell, Napoleon. .-.. 
Joyce, George H.... 
Joyce, John......... 
Joice, Patrick....... 


Jordon, Pink........ 


Joseph, Wilson S... 
Just, William..-....-. 
Justice, Reuben J... 
Kaechele, Robert... 
Kahler, Charles. .... 
Kair, Thomas...... 
Kampus, Frederick. 


Oe 
Kangi, John......... 
Kanouse, Jas. M.... 
Kateley, Andrew J.. 


Kay, William D..._. 


Kay, James ........- 
Keever, William... 
Keeney, Charles D-. 


Keefauver, Peter R-. 


.-.--| Stanton, 
ae Urbana, tl 





William ...... 


Abram D.. 
Johnson, Lewis-.... 
Johnson, Harvey.... 
Johnson, Wm. R.... 
Johnson, Wm. H.... 
Johnson, Wm. G.... 





q by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, pos 
addresses, former rates and present rates, 


of pensioners, etc 


continued. 


Post-ofiice address. 
icon ont piesa ail 
68 Pearl street, Cambridge- 

port Mass. 


Findi: Ly, Ohio.... 


Candor, N.Y 
Somerset, Ky 
52 Bock ah. Columban. Ohio. 
Vancouver. Wash 
Sullivan, Mo 





624 New York avenue, Wash- 


ington, D, C. 
Lawrence, Kans............... 
Cottage st., Franklin, Mass... 
ATOTIOE, TOW. .. cccccccnssesss 
Fiel isboro, N. d ... 
New Dover; Ohio .............- 
Friendship, Ohio .............. 
ees 
Dodge City, Kans.............. 
Clintonville, Wis - soni 
471 1ith st., Brookly n, ts 
Vanderbilt, Mich - nia shinee 
i nttinnecosgeccumens 
South Onondago, N.Y--.-....... 
aN a deniers selpns alee 
EEE 
1522 East Monument street, 

3altimore, Md. 
Churubusco, Ind. ..........-...- 
Cincinnati, Ohio. .............. 
Py EI hsn 6 ccemescme ness 
—_ non, Kans -..- 

7215S. 2d st., Phil: udelphia, “Pa. 
703 E Second st., Madison, Ind. 
Marianna, Ark 
Kingston, Ky 
Richmond, Ky.. 
Winterset, Iowa. 
BP SINE haw wens -ccnccunae 
641 King st., Portsmouth, Va. 





Vermillion, S. Dak...........- 
Litchfield, Ill 
BE > DM aceanesncannteeeoen 
92 Crawfell street, Hackney 
Road, London, England. 
Mount Sterling, Ky.......- 
1017 Vine st., Baltimore, Ma.. 
Concord, Pa....... 
Blendsville, Mo................ 
Arno, Mo 
Cs Tab lints i estcininstinmereedrentelll 
Palmyra, N.Y 
Canarsie, N. Y 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 
1325 Nallor’s alley, Washing- 
ton, D. C. 
202 South Center st., 
ington, Il. 
Mount Perry, Ohio............ 
Kenton, Ohio...- 
3 Spring st., 
Ee ee 
58 Clinton st., Detyoi 





2416 Quincy street, NE., Min-| 


ne apolis, Minn. 
Caughinawaga, Quebec, Can. 
Washington Hotel, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 
M65 s cans hen ane Godel 
PPS WAG, DORE 2206 cncnaccose 
es I ses st sich tn erties 
Washington, D. O............. 
Bloomington, Ind............. 
Bowling Green, Ohio.......... 
Dunkirk, N. Y 
POOIIEs BIE 6. cccccacnssee 
IR TIE.» dite: ao antes ives ind tnieiiaanioen 
133 North Desplaines street, 
Chicago, Tl. 
Ta) s Creek Roads, Nor- 
folk, Va. 
Humbolit, EL sintsinacreriben wiikced 
57 Canal st., Fall River, Mass. 
> OG 
National Military Home, Ohio 
. bo «4 aaa 
87 Tillary st., Brooklyn, N. Y-. 
2Gorsuch ave., Baltimore,Md. 
National Military Home, Ohio 


North Columbus, Ohio..-.....-. 
McCook, Nebr ........-......-. 
ee 


518 Morris st., 
Pa. 

Nemaha City, Nebr ........... 

Unionville, 

National Military Home, To- 


gus, Me. 
82 Rowland, st., Canton, Ohio 


Philadelphia, 


JULY 1 


.—Continued. 
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3. 00 
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5. 00 
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3. 00 
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5. 00 


5. 00 


. 00 
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3. OO 
. 00 
00 
3. 00 
. 00 


. 00 
. 00 


. 00 
. 00 


4.00 
8.00 
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6. 00 
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6. 00 
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6.00 
8. 00 
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= | 1? 
Rates pane Rate 
Cortifi-| Pf ; “7 eer Certifi-) ace sal cai alba = 
cate Names. Post-office address. For- | Pres- cate Names | Post-ofice address | For Pres 
Nos. mer. | ent. | n ent 
| 
p0S188 | Kellar, John W ...-. 1322, West <4 ‘ond street, Har-| 812. 00 86. 00 | 512611 | Lawson, Henry .....- Muses Mills, Ky ..--| $12.09 $8. 00 
risburg, P | Lawson, John W ....| Greenviile, Pa........-. 12. 00 6. 00 
5 515103 Kellar, Elisha H. Bloon stare. "Pa -onsicvanen sae 8.00 Lawrence, Allen J lem, Ki wns aeee] 12.00] 8. 00 
% 518750 | Kel “ed i iward pant 182, Mulberry st , New York 12. 00 10. 00 } Lawrence, Oren J ...| Bangor, N.Y ..... ' 8. 00 6. 00 
age City. }| Lavin, Johm ......-.. 1610 King street northeast, 12. 00 10, 00 
bf 420477 | Keiler, Zachariah ..| McClure, Ohio-............-..--- i 8.00 4.00 Washington, D. ¢ 
es 7850. Kelly, Elisha.-......- AOD TET cccuniianews nclaleeiaianel 12. 00 6. 00 362248 | Lease, Robert ...-| Forest Springs, Mo 12.00 3. OO 
pa Kelly, David W ....- | Fort Seneca, {Ohi De sain 8. 00 6.00 | 517751 | Leander, Frank lin..| Elixhart, Ind : 12. 00 3. OO 
rs 2271 | Kelly, Martin .......| 366 Seventh at., De troit, Mich.| 10.00 6, 00 15717 | Leach, William M. 161 East Goodall street, Co 00 
ae 08 | Kelly, Daniel.......- Wisconsin's vi eteran’sHome,} 12.00 6. 00 lum! ; 
fe Waupaca, Wis. i 109661 | Leadbetter, Lewis | Franc I 00 
PA 510872 Daccdeld Dabawranaviae, is Rieinatiuad 12.00 6.00 | | OJ. } 
& 854178 _-.-| Fulton, This a idiidcicinien ahaa 8.00 2. 00 8358 | Leahr, Eli-..... | Bm ) \ ) 
524998 Pater...laRea ——e. a lal 12. 00 8, 00 3 74} Ledyard, John Ww ‘ . OO 8. 00 
BLLL79 | in , Thomas H|} Room 216, American Bank 12. 00 | 6.00 | 517750 Ledyart 1, Charles D ary Home 12. 00 00 
| Building, KansasCity, Mo.. | } 
Kennedy, Byron....| Indianapolis, Ind..........-... 12. 00 8.00 | | Leete, Joseph aA ..... rd, in 12.00 6. 00 
Kennedy, James ....| Lexington, Ill ................. 10. 09 | 6.00 | ' Leete, Amos. H-...... uth Collington avenue, 12. 00 8. 00 
Kenney, Seymour P.| Lancaster, Ohio 2.00 8. 00 | ultimore, Md 
Kenyon, Monroe....| Pipeston inn. 12. 00 8. 00 Lee, Nasa M........ | New Richmond, Ohio iden 12.00 6. 00 
Kerr, George H.A Reece, Kz 8.00 6. 00 B | Lee, Green.........-. Mortonviile, ay as . 12, 00 ow 
Kerr, James neil Topeka, I sia scenic Qinabiceaiss a ae | Lee, William 8 .....-] aig burg, Net 12.0 8.00 
Kerswell, George A.) POR R TE un nn cccccccsessncs 12. ¢ 6. 00 Lehan, Matthew ....| Pont, Pa 6.00 4.00 
ferr, John .-.| Dig Prairie, Ohio..........«s-- 12. 00 10. 00 361 | Leidy, Jerome B _...| 804 Charlotta street, Philadel 12. GO 8. 00 
ilring, Lewis ..| Neponset, Ill_................-. 12.00 6. 00 | phia, Pa 
| ecke, Chris- | South Haven, Kans-..........-. 2.00 6. 00 | Leitner, —— wr Ad Nim ; 12.00 10. 00 
| j |} Leland, Phineas W .| Milwaukee, Wis ‘ 12. 60 6.00 
Keys » Jacob W....| Mill Creek, Mich .............. 8. 00 6.00 518383 | Lemon, Jacob J | Reedville, W. Va aa 12. 00 8. 00 
24293 | Kien tzle, Michael...| 934 West Fifth st., Erie, Pa...| 12.00 8. 00 | Lemon, Houston | Fillmore, Minn : ‘ 12. 00 3. OF 
160548 | Kifer, John S.C..-.-. Mor! ley, Mo .... asuitine ae 10. 00 ue Lennon, Burnard Las Vegas, N. Mex + ad 8. OF 6.00 
883855 | Kilmer, James H...| 116 W. Wilkins ‘St. . “Ti uc kson, 8.00 | 6. 00 Lenhart, George S Sunbury, Pa 8. & 6.00 
Mich. | Lenox, William -| National Soldiers’ Home, Vir 12. 00 
612183 | Kilby, William C . Jacksboro, Tenn 12. 00 8. 00 | ginia 
516636 | King, James V......| Kenka, Pla ......-.....-.....--- 8.00 6. 00 515116 | Lennon, Michael....!. .do lineniyinieainnal 12. 00 6.¢ 
679290 | King, E. T. Bennétt.| National Military Home, Ohio 8. 00 6.00 | 518083 | Lenocker, Jobn - "| Dexter. lowa._......... 12. 00 8. 00 
521287 | King, William ...... | Long Lane, Mo......---....-.- 12. 00 8.00 517747 | Leonard, Peter...... Tos sus Home, Maine 7 12. 00 6. 00 
668711 | King, Thomas......- BOOT, BEG. vic cn cece cesewsccen 8. 00 6.00 | 709162 | Levere, David.......| Waddington, N. Y¥.... 8.00 6. 00 
876165 | King, Stephen A ....| Aurora Springs, Mo-.....-...-.- 12.00 8.00 | 553326 Levi, Alexander._...| Vernon, Ind ‘ oO 6.0 
570093 | King, William H.... Coshocton, O10 . ....c<cccevece 12. 00 6.00 | 287810 | Lewis, Chauncey ....| Chagrin Falls, Ohio __. 12.00 vo 
| Kinkade, Arannah..| Grover Hill, Ohio_.............] 12.00 10.00 | 233680 | Lewis, David ........ | Lewis) rt, Ky ua 6. 00 > OO 
Kincaid, David.....- BURMICS, WES. ....0. ccenessewes 12. 00 6.00 | 346017 | Lewis, Stephen ...-| Goble, Ky anne ae B. | 6. 00 
Kinsley, Christian ..| Dodgeville, Mass ...........-.- 12.00 | 8. 00 #28230 | Lewis, Edmund.__.-| Belgard Lane, Algiers, La 12. 90 8. 00 
oie: 3 | Kinley, Daniel...... | Day, Pa 8. 00 6. 00 1 508189 | Lewis, Charles W...| Meigsville, Ohio sees 1°. 00 6.00 
524039 | Kirkpatrick, Ben. J.| Staunton, Ark ....... diecaamasie 12, 00 8.00 | 533173 | Lewis, Weston ...... | Wilberforce, Ohio -..-. ‘ 12. 00 Ov 
716603 | Kirby, Tully D......] Everton, Mo ...........0----.-- 12.00 6.00 | 278642 | Lewis, Charles S_...| Canandaigua, N. Y_..... 12. 00 10. 
5125 Kirby, William....--. BU ee seccenedescsqecdonce 2. 00 8. 09 510240 | Lewis, jeneh.......| Linwood, Pa_...-.. 7 12. 00 6. & 
Kiriley, Peter ........ | Missouri Valley, lowa ........ 12. 00 6. 00 519895 | Lewis, Abraham ....} Shaver, Ark .......... 12.00 69 
Klingler, Marcus....| Peru, Kans ............ cnet Sane 8.00 | 607647 Lierman, John_.... | 885 Colleceave., Appleton, Wi 10. 80 f 
Klippel, Philip .....-. | ees SEER EEO ¢ cncancccavesast 2.00 8.00 | 508336 | Lilly, Henry C ..| De Soto, Ind _ 8. 00 6. 00 
| Kluts, Sam’l......... NS EE 2.00 8.00 | 253420 | Lindley, Leonard - Portiand, Mich . 12 8. 
| Knaggs, William H.| 140 Chestnut avenue, Spring- 6.00 | 4.00 | 422271 | Lindermann, John..| Montgomery, Mic h__. 12. &% 6. 00 
field, Ohio. } 519321 | Lindsey, John_-......| Corner Ransom an Lyon 12. 0 6. 
) | Knigh t, Gabriel W 43Tracy st.,Cleveland,Ohio...} 8.00 6.00 | | Grand Rapi ds, Mic 
| it, Thomas ....| Dayton, Tenm ..............-..- 12.00 6. 00 Lindsay, John _..... Bluffton, S. C ...- 12.0 6. 
t. Henry aaa Equinunk, Pa. - 8.00 4.00 | Linn, George W..... | Beividere,. N. J... 7: 7 8. 00 6. 00 
| Kiet rel, John G..... | 376 Orangest., C ‘level and, Ohio 8.00 | 6. 00 ! Ty WE MR ecpccccwacy | Melbern, Ohio : 12. 69 t 
Knorr, William S ...| Frankfort, Pa .................] 12.00 6.00 | 817364 | Litts, Samuel ..| Dallas, Pa eed aed ) f 
}| Knodel, Emil nee = Magnolia st., Louisville, 12. 00 8.00 377695 | Litterst, Louis...... | Cerr » 01 rdo, Hl : ; 8.06 6 
| ay. | §13832 | Littler, John P......| West Camden, UN Y ee 12. 60 6. 00 
672052 | Koenig, Albert......| 456 15th av., Newark, N. J...-- 8.00 | 6.00 | 522940 | Lobb. Elijah J a aaa nsville, Ky.__....... : 10. 00 6.00 
647814 enacbommer, Portsmouth, Mich......... 8. 00 | 6. 00 518389 Locke, Philip .......| Pleasant Lake, Ind........... I ) 60 
687784 | Krieger, Andon ..... Wapakoneta, | ee 8. 00 4.00 | 619538 | Lock, William M ...| Wolf Creek, Ohio a ci 1 ) 6. CO 
575354 | Krigger, John....... yg) a 10. 00 8.00 | 513811 | Loe k, Isaac _..1 West Manchester, Ohio_...- 12.00 6.00 
212703 | Krimm, John sales 708 Franklinstreet, Williams- 12.00 6.00 | 254120 | Lockwood, Jas. W..| H Lland Station, Mich oa 8. 00 6. 00 
port, Pa. | 516026 | Ty oewenstein, Fred ..| 525 Rose st., Baltimore, Md 12.0 ) 
644383 | Krips, Thomas W...} Camden, N. J ....-...--.---.--- 8.00 16.00 | 601335 | Loftus, Dennis.._...} 40 K street, NW., Washing 12 
744441 | Krumnocker, C.....| Neola, Pa...............---.-.- 8.00 6.00 | } ton, D.C 
a5¢ 3682 | Kulp, Samuel .......} Loyal Oak, Ohio............... 19. 00 6.00 | 55 Lofton, Alexander..| Washington, Ky . 1 ) 8. 00 
618056 | Kurth, John......... Rochester, Mo.........-....---| 12.00 8.00 | § 5 | Logsden, Anthony..| Mount Savage, Md me ! ) &. 00 
8059 8 | Kurtz, Luther D....| Mifflinburg, Pa ............. --| 12.00 6. 00 91 | Lohr, Noah.....- ...| Hudson, Ill cant 12. 00 6. 00 
4941619 | Ladd, Jeremiah ..... Bookwalter, Ohio ......-...... 12.00 6. 00 51: | London, Thomas....}| Portsmouth, Va... ) 
791010 | Lahrszen, Andreas .| Cantrell, N. Mex............... 12. 00 6.00 | Bi | Long, Silas Bronson, Kans ; 12 0 
523491 | Lakins, Alexander-..} ‘Thorn Grove, Tenn...........- 12. 00 8.00 ¢ 9} Long, Benjamin F ‘| Dayton, Ohio 0 
519110 | Lake, Amos .........] Tawas City, Mich.............. 12. 00 6. 00 328 | Long, Hi ri im B......| Mountainville, Pa 12 0 
644818 Lake, William H ....] Orion, Mich ..................- 8. 00 6. 00 562807 | Long, David A ......| 112 Maria street, Wheeling, 3. 00 ) 
Lake, Epbraim E ...| Edgar, Nebr -.................. 8.00 4. 00 | W.Va. 
Lair, Thomas ....... a ig LEE 12. 00 6. 00 624058 | Long, John.... : tridgeport, Mich ae f 8 OO 
Laird, James........ Edgewater Park, N. J......... 10. 00 16. 00 512610 | Long, George W . --| Middietown, Ohio -.. 8. 00 6. 00 
569517 | Lalumandie Augus- | Bonne Terre, MO.............. 12.00 8.09 | 604914 | Long. Wm. M.......| Alleg aah ( 6. 00 
/ tus. } 620690 | Loring, Williston...} Ric See ) ) 
| 464750 | Lamb, John A....... BROS, We VOsccccccces acmdibieies 8. 00 6.00 | 358649 | Lord, Cyrus W-..-... | Bloomington, Ohio............| 12.00 6. 60 
: 577960 | Lamb, Isaiah D-~.... Cassville, Mo .........-. eweencss 8. 00 6.00 | 511995 | Lothrop, Albert a.J Canton, Me ...... sonia aieue 12. 00 W) 
j 581520 | Lamey, Alonzo P ...| 4 Market street, Auburn _N.Y| 8.00 6.00 | 623199 | Lott, David ___.. Pollocksville, N. C ... ea 8. 00 ”) 
5 §86174 | Lamphere, Levi ....| Maine, N. Y._..............-.-- 10. 00 6. 00 508887 | Lovel, George w- | Kineman, Kans _.. s 12. 00 00 
k 142623 | Lamson, Levi,jr.... Care of Union Veteran Union, 6. 00 4.00 | 516298 | Loveland, Wm. i “| Corry, a* icin ninlinndat B 0 
A Minneapolis, Minn. | 567282 | Lovelace, aa. __.| Portiand SN aes ne : 8 OO 6. 00 
723552 | Lamson, George W .| Newton, Mass ...........--..... 8.00 6.00 | 513010 | Lloyd, Henry -......| Phlox, 00 | 6. 00 
625565 | Lancaster, Robert ..| Eckhart Mines, Md............| 10.00 6.00 | 471161 | Lucas, Alexander...| Xenia, Ohio.._.......-- : 12.00 | 4.00 
518222 | Landers, Thomas...}| Oneida, Kans.................. 12. 00 6.00 | 563493 | Lucas, James W....| Fredonia, Ky ees 12. 00 6. 00 
660857 | Landress, Allen T ..| Glen Elk, W. Va...........-.... 12. 00 8.00 | 526061 | Lyons. Isaac M ..... | Sereno, Pa.____-- oo 12. 00 6. 00 
2 513006 | Lannon, Robert H .. — a — street, Co- } 12.00 6.00 | 762104 | Lyons, Thomas ---+| Chicopee Falls, Mass 10. 00 | 6.00 
umbus, o. | 625632 | Lynn, Calvin P .....| Ness City, K : _..| 12.00 | 6. 00 
| 653886 | Lance, David M.....} Weir, Ga...........-....0.... -| 8.00 6.00 | 513016 | Lykins, George W..} Yorktown, In: _ .-.-| 12.00] 10.00 
® 519884 | Langley, Wm H -....| McDaniels, Ky................. 12. 8.00 | 510572 | Lutz, Jefferson wad] Te i ath iales ui cei a ee 12. 00 6. Of 
A 514537 | Langworthey, S. B..| Mariba, Ky .................... 12.00 8.00 | 61k 2617 | Lutes, Wm. C.......| Beattyville, Ky_...............] 12.00 oO 
a $25416 | Laming, Joseph R ..| Soldiers’ Home, California. . 6.00 2.00 | 206032 | Lupher,AdanirumJ| Townville, ek ae + 12.00 g 00 
i 665701 | Laport, Moses ......| 8 Hall st.. Hoosick Falis, N.Y; 8.00 6.00 | 508339 | Lunney, John L ....| Milford, Nebr......... 12. 00 | 8. 00 
685447 | Larne, William E ..| Port Deposit, Md_...--........ 8. 00 6.00 | 524053 | Lunt, Alonzo T._...| Stillwell, lll.................... 12. 00 6. 00 
§21301 | Latshaw, Jacob P...; Constantine, Mich ............ 12. 00 8.00 | 657460 | Lunt, Ira ............ | Newcastle, Del __.........__.. 8.00 | 6. 00 
765594 | Lauth, Charles odadink Kansas City, Kans.....0......| 10.00 6.00 | 640386 | Lujan, Diego_.......| Santa Fé, N. Mex | 12.00 | 6. 00 
511292 | Laudenschlager, BD, TUS wc rcoccesvoos weveee) 12.00 6.00 | 512118 | Luebbert, Henry....| National Military Home,Ohio.| 12.00 | 8. 00 
Gideon. 513833 | Ludwig, Carl........| College Point, N. Y.......... | 12.00 10. 00 
513009 | Laurer, Otto A. E ...| Independence, Iowa .........-. 8.00 6.00 | 559123 | Lawrent, Moses.....! Tullahoma, Tenn.............. } 12.00 8, 00 
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Btatenicnt 


add 


Certifi 
cate 


Nos 
= 
625187 
614583 
BASSI 


H20260 


740601 


613418 
HOGER E 
h25021 


716714 


609520 | 


270587 
605202 
621711 
5ORI95 
520535 
522956 





510046 
511005 

56315 
511306 
522501 


372996 
519447 
616324 
550776 
492205 
516315 
510002 


McCoglin, 





8730€8 | 
844930 | 


HO8O83 
517110 
627 7385 
52352 

509049 
104035 
534322 
20864 
697541 
674326 
586211 
178476 
488087 
3147 48 





60495 38 
549541 
541546 
524088 
375730 
66S86R9 
625693 
527047 
516036 
£25071 
H13023 
519903 
606009 
512688 





519: 560 
604946 
00197 





23519 


80133 


516309 
511299 


522996 
51 1609 





T2134 
761503 
511642 
376006 
cae 
61027 

55568 3 
707190 
726306 
720866 


611640 


showing by laws and 
ses, Jorimer rates and 
ACT OF 
Names } 
| 

Le Graft, Richard 


Linn, Wm. H... 
Lynn, Thomas 


McAtee, Wm. H....- 
McAnaney, Pat’k H 
McBride, James 
McBride, Davidson 
McCabe, Thomas 


McCabe, Patrick 
McCall, Theophilus. 


McCandliss, Rob't R | 
McC: ifferty, ‘John... 
McCarty, Patrick... 
McArthy, Thomas 
McClintock, Alex S.} 
McClease, Sampson. 
McClendon, Isaac. 
McClure, Theodore A} 
McConnell, Wm. H .} 
McCormick, Patrick) 5 
Fielding. 
McCoury, Tillman H. 
McCrery, John W.. 
McCune, Hugh J....} 
McDaniel, Wm. H . 
McDaniel, James ... 
McDermott, Peter .. 
McDonald, Richard. 
McDonald, Arthur.. 


McDonald, Robt. A 
McEwin, Hugh....-. 
McElhiney, Robt. H 


McElroy, Henry -. 

McElheinney, Sam‘) 
McElwee, Divers B. 
McFadden, James... 


McGirr, William P. 
McGary, John W.... 
McGee, Williard S.. 
McGlauchien, F. S..- 
McGraw, Jasper .... 
McHose, Thomas.... 
McHenry, Thomas... 
McIntosh, Wm. H .. 
McIntyre, Peter. .... 
McKey, James H... 
McKinney, Austin .. 
McKenzie, Jacob P . 
McKinney, Chas. C .- 
McKinley, John..... 
McLain, Robert..... 
McLaughlin, Wm... 
McMurray,Thomas. 
McNellis, John.-.... 
McNutt, Russ....... 
Mc Nary, Henry..... 
MeNair, James...... 
McNew, John ....... 
McPherson, Wm. J. 
icQuade, Chas. W - 
McQuaid, Jesse, jr. ‘| 
Mack, Daniel 
Mackey, James.... 
Mackey, William L 


nres 


| Jamesville, N. Y . 


| Springtield, 


CON G R ESSION AL RECORD—SE N ATE 


lasses the certificate numbers, names, post-office 


snt rales, of pensioners, etc. 


JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


| 


Post-office address. | 
| 


Mount Clemens, Mich.... 


| tafter, Tenn 


828 Twenty fourth st., Wash 


ington, Db. C 
Dudley, Ohio _.. — 
26 Revene st., Allegheny, Pa 
surlington Jun ‘tion, Mo 
Lowellville, Ohio ‘ aie | 
156 Eighth ave., New York, | 
N. Y. 


ae ey 
Phils udelphia Hospiti ul, Phila- | 
delphia, Pa. 
are 
Caledonia, Ohio ...... x 
4) Fenwick st., Lowell, Mass.| 


R. TER. o xcncongeeascouts 
INOWOOTO, Ble O.cncccscccccss : 
Rockwood, Tenn . 
Leitchfield, Ky 
Scranton, Pa 

5 North st., Cincinnati, Ohio_.| 
22 Bruen street, Dayton, Ohio 
Se nia, N.C ante | 
Covert, Mic h. ee 
225 Kast Fifth st., Newport, Ky 
Ww agoner, Ind. T 
Poplar Biuft, Mo 
632 Grandave., Brooklyn, N.Y. 
Dalton, Mo....- 

45 Jackson street N 

ington, D. C. 

Coal Center, Pa... 
Uxbridge, Mass 
Wilson, Kans 
eee esta 
Portsmouth, Ohio 
Driscol, W. Va 


11., W ash- 





535 Cameron street, Harris- 
burg, Pa. 
Elizabethtown, Ill]............. 
I SEED is cn p cation sundanee 
Pine Creek, Mich. 
Versailles, Ill...... chpakiaunieds 
Midway, W. Va 
128 Jones street, Dayton, Ohio-| 
Buena Vista, Ohio............. | 
Highland Falls, N. Y........-.. 
Barton, Md 
OO aaa | 
155 Kirkman st., Dayton, O - 
IEEE, BE ocosccncescccccce 
NE BED noc cconneseusese | 
| 
| 


South Burgettstown, Pa 
Oswego, N. Y 

Union Furnace, Ohio .........| 
Mystic, Iowa... ... sina 
Franklin, Ohio .. 
EA te Re ESE, 
Duquoin, Il 
Trout Rivet, N.Y ..cceccccscccs 
Well Springs, Tenn ........... 
iD sccdubavewtsnensuctl 
Buchtel, Ohio............--.--- | 
SE, SOO ne cnc censvesnnase 
Wattsburg, Pa 
National Military Home, Va.. 
Van Buren, Ark: | 





Mackey, Berry 
Maddox, William... 
Mahan, David P .... 
Mahan, Samuel T .. 
Mahaffey, Jamés....! 
Majors, Samuel E . 
Malanaphy, John . 
Maloney, Michael - 
Malone, Simon B ... 
Mankin, —- oan 
Mangans, Jore 
Manwaring, Civil. 
ian E. 
Mann, James...-.--.! 
Mann, William D 


Manning, Jasper R. 

Manly, James L..... 
Marbis, John.......-. 
Marcum, Robert L..} 
Mariott, Milas....... 
Marker, James...... 
Marks, Levi .......-. 
Marks, Alfred ....... 
Markland, William. 

Marriner, Jabez 
Marsh, Uriah.....__. 
Marshman, Samuel 
Marshall, Joseph -.. 
Marshall, Thomas .. 
Marshall, George P. 
Martinez, Encarna- 

ceon, 
Martin, George 


Clear Spring, Tenn...........-. | 
Talmadge, ky ; 
Wellington, Kans ............. 
Pleasant Hills, Ind............ 
Mount Vernon, Ohio -.... 
Earlington, Ky................ 
Fo, ay 

Ne 
I ang aie wtcnuicinal 
Grand Rapids, Mich........... 
ON SE EEE 
Elton, DT cessed a deh caaale 


Elizabethtown, Ky..:.. | 
Southwest corner awthorne 
and Fitch sts., Dayton, Ohio. | 
Harrisburg, ea lgihlie lnate 
New Philadelphia, Ohio ...... 
National ee Wis.. 
DN, TEE i oncncctuinkouses 
Vv ersailles, I nat teeta 
National Militar Home, Me.. 
1045 N. Ninth st., Reading, Pa. 
CE IR ak nelesnnnendnecns 
ON), eee 
} lizabeth, stoi Ba. 








Jigh st., Johnstown, Pa.... 
Atkinsons Mills, Pa.........- 
Drakes Creek, Ark ..........-- 
pO 4 eee 
rwe k, TMDL... i. scndin haniesonints 





at tt 
S 
S 


REMShenwennaamwio 
S SSSs8SSSSSSSES 


- 


_ 
29 





—Continued. 
Rates. 
Ior- | Pres 
mer. ent. 
$8.00} 86.00 
12.00 } 6.00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8. O00 6, 00 
12.00] 6.00 
10. 00 | 6. 00 
8.00 | 6. 00 
10. 00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12.00} 10.00 
10. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
12.00 8, 00 
12.00 10. 00 
8. 00 6, 00 
8.00 6 00 
12, 00 8,00 
8.00 6. 00 
10. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12, 00 6, 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12, 00 10, 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8. 00 
12.00 8. 00 
12.00 8.00 
8. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
&.00 6. 00 
10.00 6.00 
2.00 6,00 
12.00 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6,00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6.00 
8,00 6.00 
12.00 8.00 
8. 00 6.00 
10, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6.00 
10. 00 6,00 
8. 00 4. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00 8, 00 
12, 00. 6. 00 
10, 00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00 10. 00 
12.00 8. 60 
12. 00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 6.00 
8.00 6.00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
2.00 6. 00 
12. 8.00 
12.00 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 
12.00 6.00 
8. 00 6.00 
8.00 6. 
12.00 6. 
00 


— 


PAMSWARAAAAWSAS oo 
S SSSSESESSSSSSSSES FE 


w 





JULY 11, 


Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, ele. 


Certifi-| 
cate 
Nos | 

} 
| 


803189 
516679 


512624 
653031 


526883 





620751 
699479 
515732 


408517 
| 
| 


516059 
825174 
516673 
119389 
667642 
509742 
514581 
OG 





§2k 35 33 
514617 
723633 
534343 
791101 
513393 
458014 
688789 





o92878 
91197 
489829 
T3A170 
629147 
508555 
517767 
512016 
H22484 
758183 
3872286 
736385 
518410 
508 1350 


217 





64 17235 
515496 
516056 








a71i87 


500362 
513873 
5160/3 


521716 
523571 
513384 
623528 
476965 
589086 
527332 
533209 
5 52 133 
Bl 9132 
552997 
700332 
392935 
828756 
507954 
517461 
508882 


816468 
513379 
515178 

99110 


513886 
526077 
509093 
730553 


581553 
514608 
509738 


517464 
714995 
682443 
522999 


| Mason, 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Names. 


Martin, Joseph B 
| Martin, 


Martin, 
Martin, 


David. . 
Joseph 


Martin, John W 
Marvin, John H-.... 
AndrewS.. 
Mason, Albert A 
Masten, Henry H .. 
Masters, Ww illiam... 
Maston, Silas. 


Mathews, George W 
Matthews, Peyton... 
Matthews, Chas. W. 


Norman R..| 





Mathews, Andrew J-| 


Matthews, James M. 
Mathews. Thomas J -| 
Matlock, Isaac R..-.-. 
Mavity, Leonard...- 


| Maxwell, Henry J- 
| Maxie, John M...... 
| Maynard, Rich’d L. 


May, George W 
Mayer, David 
May, George T..... 
Medcalf, John D... 
Meek, Jacob......... 
Meisenbach, Simon 
Mehan, Lawrence.. 
Melton, David C...-. 
Melvin, James B.... 
Melvin, George -.... 
Mencer, John W.... 
Menelaus, George... 
Merrill, Joseph C.... 
Merrick, James..... 
Merchant, Henr 


Merifield, JohnC.... 
Lucius ..... | 


Mercer, 
Mercer, Barnett C - 


Meserve, Jared W..-.| 


Meyers, Henry F’.... 


Middleton, Gilbert. - 
Middlebrook, | 
Frank S 


Miller, Robert J-..... 


Miller, John A 
Miller, George W -. 


Miller, Thomas H... 
Miller, Willian R.. 


Miller, Abraham = 
Miller, Levi M....... 





| 


-| Huff, Ky. 





| Iowa Falls, lowa........-..-..- | 
Miller, George R....} 


| New Wi: 
| Fayetteville, N. Y 


Miller, Jacob ........ | 
Miller,Casper,form- | 
erly Casper Phan- 

cock. 
Miller, Elmer E..... 
Miller, Frank........ 
Miller, Herbert E...| 
Miller, Sylvester B-. 
Miller, Madison H ..| 
Miller, Norman...... 
Miller, Irvin......... 
Miller, Joseph....... | 
Miller, Joshua....... 
Miller, Edmund .....| 
Miller, Frederick... 
Milmore, Samuel.... 


Millholiand, Jas. H. 
Mills, Luman G..... 
Mills, GeorgeB...... 
Mills, Daniel F’...... 
Miner, Alexander - .. 
Miner, Jacob ........ 
Minkler, Peter ...... 
Minnich, David -.... 
Mishoe, James ...... 
Mitchevi, Walker . .. 
Mitchell, Thomas J. 
Mitchell, Isaiah..... 


Mitchell, John....... 
Mix, C. Bradley 
Modlin, David...-... 
Mohr, Jacob, alias 
John Jund. 
Mobr, Joseph.......- 
Million, Moab ....... 
Monk, Alexander ... 


Montgomery, Wm. W 
Moore, John......... 
Moore, John A ...... 
Moore, Wallace H .. 


} 





428South Ingram st., Hender- 
son, Ky. 
Jamestown. Kans............. 
EL CDs. nsneeesssceseee 
| RATIO, BROE oc cece cece | 
Lushton, Nebr. ........-- | 
Granville, Mich pandaacaeniee 
West Salisbury, Vt......- 
National Military Home, 
Kans. 

i CO. «a cankaeetennmed 
407 Seventh st., Henderson, ky 
Se TD. anacoscevtnnceness 
Ps Tin anegnncocsewiens 
Spring Creek, Mo............. 


| 


Post-ofce address. 








ES: TERNS . oorscncidiuceswin 
136 EE st., NE., Washington, 
D.C. 


National Military Home, Ohio. 


WO, Sac nccccnceswente 
Nokomis, Ill......... acon 
A en nn cain eee wenwe 
le 3 ee hee 
Columbus, Ohio, O. P.......-.- 
East en Pa 
Dixon, Il ied Kancesianll 
Danville, Ill. deal 
Cleveland, Ohio, box 354. 
POS...cascucea! 
SE 
Cannelsburg, Ind 
Gilkerson, Ark 
Lilly, Ee ee 
Frew, Ky....- Seabed hinwane 
Magnolia, W. so ahek Macdakl 
East Des siaheoe ‘Iowa 
Bloomingdale, N. Y .| 
1362 E st... Washington, D.C 
Allegan, Mich * 
Waterville, Ohio ....... 
Piqua, Ohio 
Donnellson, lowa 
Milford, Mass a 
National Military 
Ohio. 
Quincy, ll 
77 West Houston street, “New | 
York City. 
Turbotville, Pa 
1835 Third avenue, } 
City. 


Indian’ Creek, 





Ho m 6, | 


re eae | 
Cincinnati, Ohio... 
Mooresburg,. Pa.... 
Zanosfield, Ohio...............| 
Voodward, Iowa.............. | 
Newton, Kans 
Danville, Pa. 
Dunbar, Pa 

Ridgeway, Pa 


whington, Ind ........ 
20 Clarkson street Ww orcester, | 
Mass. | 
Central City, W. Va 
MRIGDERAO, BIE nw ence nsscseasnees} 
1168 Pear! st., Cleveland, Ohio | 
ED oc a6eknnnnaeecanpn | 
PD Tc cegedce keane Gunn | 
a es eer 
Nicholasville, Ky.............- 
Nebraska City, Nebr.......... 
Reading, Pa 
Broadland, ED ewes 6 
Wadsworth, “Onion senna 
Pleasantville, Ohio............ 
Richmond, Mo.. shickdle «Gite 
| 395 Clinton st., Detroit, 
naan cduaadwseane | 
| Ey | 
Swanton. Ohio .. <a 
Presque Isle, Me ...........--. | 
Atchison, Kans...... jhanie econ 
Diamond, Mo... .. eee 
1526 Twelfth street NW., | 
Washington, D. C. 





ere 
CENT OT once ccsccnances 
HO WORBEID, ERO 205, c0cnavsccece } 
East Palestine, Ohio ........-- 
UE os din adiee snes 
Connersville, Ind..........-.-.-- | 
National Soldiers’ Home, | 

Virginia. 
Burlingame, Kans .........-.. 
Colony, Mo obéinnekebanwamite 
So cdics. cacécne vest 
Gahanna, Ohio .........-...... 


Continued, 














Rates. 
For: | Pres- 
mer, ent. 
$8. 00 £6.00 
10. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 8, 00 
12.00 10. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
10. 00 6.00 

8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6,00 
12.00 6.00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 8. 00 

8.00 4.00 

8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
10. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 

8. 00 6.00 

8, 00 6. 00 

8, 00 6. 00 
12.00 8.00 
12. 00 10, 00 

8. 00 6.00 
12.00 8.00 
12, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6. 00 

8. 00 6.00 
10, 00 6. 00 

6. 00 4.00 
12.00 8. 00 

8.00 6.00 
10. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8.00 
10. 00 6.00 

8. 00 6. 00 
12.00 6. 00 
12. 00 | 6.00 
12.00} 10,00 
12. 00 8.00 

8.00} 6.00 
10. 00 6,00 
10. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 

8.00 6. 00 

8.00 6. 00 

&. 00 6. 00 
10. 00 6. 00 
12.00} 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 

6.00 4.00 
12. 00 | 8.00 

8.00 6.00 

| 

12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6, 00 

8.00] 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12.00} 6.00 
12. 00 6.00 
12.00} 6.00 

8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 90 
12. 00 6.00 
10. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 4.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 6. 00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 

8.00 6. 00 
10. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
12, 8. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8.00 
10. 00 6.00 

8.00 6.00 
12. 00 8, 00 
12, 00 8, 00 
12. 00 8.00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 He 
12. 00 | 8. 


1894. 


Statement showing by laws and 
addresses, fort 


—_—< -—— 


ACT 


Certifi- 


cate 


Nos. 


583139 
619955 
534364 
513376 
28593 
435260 
518398 
480005 


85592 


| 


312 | 


220103 
825406 


296 


£ ) 


507 
517766 
Hi2015 
584723 


Moore, Isaac A 
Moore, Austin 
Moore, Levi 
Moore, William W 
Moritz, Simon H . 
Morley, Daniel E 
Morrow, Thomas S 
Morse, James 
Morrison, Andrew 
Morrison, Andrew J 
Morris, Thomas C 
Morris, Marion. 
Morris, Francis M 


Morris, Thomas 


| Morris, Thomas A 


| Morris, Geor 


515730 | 


517462 
750020 
516688 
365906 


550754 
F15156 
518802 


523541 


S3i70t 


OUST 47 
509957 
199757 


5ORBS4 | 


517479 


519150 


698222 


802415 | 


517476 | 


514628 
521735 
476340 
359833 
512083 


512649 | 


513057 | 


564910 


495714 
507793 
515897 
706264 

86613 
295R98 
091667 
603825 
788040 
298567 
529689 
HAT795 


491000 | 


655558 
469300 


602537 | 
522087 | 


681695 
7138991 
615263 


620819 


Morris, Thomas J 

> Ww 
les F 
nH 
W 


Morri 
Morgan 
Morgan 


Ch 
7 } 
NMeUudD 


David 


Mosher, Annanias 
Moss, Barnard A 
Moseby, Jacob 
Mott, Charles G 
Mottie, John 
Mowles, John W 
Mourer, Stephen 
Moulton, Amos 
Mudge, James A 
Mulkins, Wm. H 
Mullen, John W 
Mullins, Willis 
Mullins, John... 
Muncy, James M 
Munn, Adam .. 
Murrell, Harri 
Murden, Peter 
Murray, Isaac N 
Murry, Peter 7 
Murphy, Andrew J 
Murphy, James 
Murphy, Simon 
Murphy, Harvey A 
Murphy, Daniel 
Musser, Ralph M 
Musick, John W .. 
Myers, Isaac 
Myers, Charles E 
Myers Henry 
Myers, Amos 
Myers, John 

Nash, George W 


on 


Nauer, Joseph 


Neal, James R 
Neal, Alexander 
Neale, Daniel 
Neely, James J 
Neel, Francis M 
Neeld, Samuel W 


Neff, Benjamin L 
Neff, George 

Neis, Theodore 7 
Neighbor, Theo. D 
Nelson, John E .. 
Neeson, William 
Nelson, Tel 
Nelson, John W.... 
Nelson, Frederick 
Nelson, George W..| 
Nerhood, Mathias . 
Newberry, Lewis. ..| 


Newberry, Absalom 


| Newson, John C 


323455 | 


| Nickey, Isaac B.....| 
| Nickerson, Chas. W-| 





Newnom, Joseph W.| 


Newly, Solomon -. 
Newton, John H .. 


Nichols, John A.... 
Nichols, Arnold M 
Nichols, Henry W 
Nichols, Samuel... 
Nicholson, Jacob... 
Nigh, JacobG ae 
Niswender, Henry .. 
Nixon, Thomas 
Noble, James 

Noel, Franklin 
Norris, Charles A 
Norton, Miles... 


Norton, Henry B-.... 
Nokes, Thomas aa 
Norcross, Francis N.| 
Nowak, John 





Nunemaker, Jared 


er rates an i pre 


OF JUNE 27, 


| Senora, Ky 


CONGR 


lasses the certificate numbers, names, post 


1890 


continued. 
Post-offiice address. 


Bellefontaine, Ohio 

Holly Grove, Ark 

Sistersville, W. Va 

Polk City, lowa 

West Bay City, Mich 

Decatur, Nebr 

Sperry, Mo. _ 

Piney Creek, Pa 

Canal Fulton, Ohlo 

Box 62, Tarentum, Pa 

Burlington, Kans ....-.. 

"634 Woodland street, 
sas City, Mo 

Blue Mound, Mo 

Princess Anne, Va 

Fort Edward, N. Y ..... 

National Military Home, Ohio 

Burnetta, Ky 

Pomeroy, lowa 

Upper Sandusky, 

20) Courtland 
n Md. 

Wakeman, Ohio 

Millington, Mich 

Xenia, Ohio . 

Port Jefferson, N 

Centertield, Ohio 

Blue Rock, Ohio 

Tamanend, Pa 

Dedham, Me _ Fe aa 

National Military Home, Ohio} 

Buena Vista, Wis a | 

Roseburg, Oregon | 

Lyons, Ind... ° 
sroomall, Pa cia 

| 


Kan 


Ohio 
street, 


Balti 


| Crystal Dale, N.Y - 


Rogers, Ohio 
Elizabeth City, N. C 
Voorhees, Ohio 
Bangor, Me ‘ 
Manhattan, Kans : 
Little Hickman, Ky.... 
Eiton, Pa 
Harveysburg, Ohio... 
Paris, Ky : 
National Soldiers’ Home, 
Kast Point, Ky 
Markleysburg, Pa 
Manlius, N. ¥ 


| Oakland, Md 


Edon, Ohio .... 
Brookfield, Mo . 
2015 Fourth avenue, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
National Military 
Kans. 
Dayton, Ky 
Osgood, Ohio 
Ellington, Conn 
Flat Rock, Ky 
Fairfield, lil ..... 
Lock box No. 2, 
Pa 


South 


Home, 


Hamorton 


| Faubis,N. Y- — 


Garrett, Ind. 
Sturges, Mo - 
New Comerstown, Ohio. 
Mortons Mills, lowa 


| Murphysboro, Ill 
| Rushville, [ll ..... 


SECON BRB ck cece npace 


| Flandreau, S. Dak. 


Belleville, Kans ' 

18 Barthold st., Pt. Wayne, Ind 

558 Plymouth st., East Toledo, 
Ohio. 


| Kingfisher, Okla. 


Dixie, Mo ... 
Cambridge, Ohio... 
Sunbury, N. C..... 
New Castle, Pa 
Edinburg, Ind 
Brockton, Mass-. 
Bee Branch, Ark 
New London, Pa 
St. Paul, Nebr. 
Galloway, Ark 
Markleton, Pa.... 
Elizabeth, W. Va 
Erie, Mich 
Great Bridge, Va 
Lexington, N. Y 
Hampton, Pa .......- 
Grand Rapids, Mich 
789 Jefferson avenue, Grand 
tapids, Mich. 
Island Pond, Vt 
Chateaugay Lake, 
Spencer, Mass -. 
534 Walnut street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 
Greason, Pa . 


nt rates, of pensioners, etc.- 


) 
Continued 


Rates 


er 


For- | Pres 


mer. 


ened g 
8. 00 
12.00 
12. 00 | 
10. 00 | 
10. 00 | 
12.00 | 
2.00 
8. 00 
2.00 
. 00 


8. 00 | 


1 
12 


2. 00 
2. 00 
2. 00 | 
&, OO 
12. 00 
&. 00 | 
00 
UU 


1 
1 
1 


> 
> 
S 


OV | 
00 | 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 | 
00 | 
.00 
00 
60 
00 
00 
. 00 
00 
00 | 
00 | 
0O 
OU 
OO 
OU 
00 
OO 
00 
00 
0O 
Of 
00 
. OU 
00 
OO 
vO 


to to WH DS tS DO tS tO 


we 


smrote 


iste Diets eM ws 


tc 


00 


7 


ao 0S 00 OS DO OS DS DS ts ie te 


ent 


2. 00 
6.00 | 
6. 00 


oo 


oo 
, OO 


OO 


5 x) | 
Op 


OO 





Certifi-} 
cate 


Nos 


i} O'Dell 


ESSIONAL RECORD-—SENATE. 


ving by laws and classes the certificate numbers 
mer rates and present rates, of pensioners, ¢ 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Nycum, William 
Nye, John _.. 
Nance, Miles R 
Oaks, John ° 
Oblinquer, David 
O'Brien, Nicholas. 
Obermeyer, Joseph 
George 
1ell, Daniel 
ell, Kdward 


O' Dor 
O' Don: 


Olwell, Patrick 
Oliver, Lewis 

Old Christian B 
Oldaker. John T 


| O'Malley, John 


751683 
542587 
520280 
621583 
512847 


H2VG95 
510112 


GSGOLO | 


691500 


Rieu 
O1TT9S 


812485 | 


5110386 


523610 | 


668779 
518431 


659002 
585502 
571461 
510020 


PR253 


642607 | 


520293 | 
513919 | 


467990 | 


548420 
580205 


aan 
511545 | 


514643 | 


449172 


63735 
521397 
744552 
519159 
5460014 
124423 
510610 


O'Neill, Hugh H 


O'Reilly, John 

Ormrod, Thos. G 
Orman, Richard C 
Ort, John.... 
Osborn, James 

| Ostrander, Wm. E 


| Otto, Wiliiam 

Ott, Charles 
O'Toole, Michael 
Owen, William H_. 
Owens, Heman E 
Owens, Granderson 
Page, William W. 
Page, Charles B 


Page, George 
Paine, Henry H 
Paine, James L 
Palmer, George H 
Parker, Richard 
Parker, Andrew 

| Parker, Gould E 

| Parker, Edward R 
Parks, David 
Parks, Samuel W 
Parman, Francis M 
Parrish, Daniel W 
Parsons, Timothy 


Parsons. Cecil D., jr 


Patrick, John F 
Patrick, Robert 
Paterson W 
Patch, Samuel H 
Patterson, Charles 
Patterson, Joseph 
Patton, Erastus 
Patton, Henton 
Patterson, Wim. B 
Patterson, Rufus M 
Patterson, Alfred 

| Payton. Levi 
Payne, Evander M 

| Payne, Thomas J 
Payne, George 
Payne, Andrew J 
Pearl], Rufus 
Pease, Erwin M 

| Pease, Frank D 
Pease, John D 
Peatt, Willlam 
Peck, Thomas .. 
Peck, Asa 
Peet, John H 


Geo 


Peirce, Harrison 
Petee, Charles H 
Penny, Wm. H.H 
Penny, George W 
Pepal!, George 


Perkins, Charles. 
Perkins, ‘Thomas 
Perkins, Philip - 
Perkey, Amos... 
Pernell, John ..._.. 
Personius, Geo. M 


Perry, Marion .-. 
Perry, Lewis..-- 
Perry, John ..... 
Perryman, Alfred . 
Pettit, Levi 
Petrig, Joseph .. 
Pettiford, Nich. V 
Peters, Hendley E 
| Peuterbaugh, Chas 
Phelps, Fred. A 
Phelps, Hardy 

| Philhower, Isaac N 
|} Phinney, Edwin 
Phillips, George 
Phillips, George 





Ww 


W. 
W. 


Soldiers 


| Canton Center, 
| Manada Hill, Pa 


| Cameron 
| Tell City, Ind 


| 72 Maybury ave 


Post-office address 


Fort Wayne, Ind ... 
Helen Furnace, Pa 
Clinton, Ky... —— 
Albuquerque, N. Mex . 
Piqua, Ohio... — 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
800 Russel ave., St. Louis, Mo.} 
1452 Twelfth st., Racine, Wis 
Kirk street, Provider R. I 
276 Putnam avenue, Zanes 
ville, Obio 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
199 Flint st , Rochester, N. Y 
Everton, Mo 
Eldorado, Nebr 
De Soto, Mo.. 
ind 
Quincy, lll 
Warren, Ohio 
National Milit 
Leavenworth 
Lake street, ¢ 
Wes a es cewe 
Terry, Mich 
Mansion House, 307 
way, Albany, N.Y 
Michigan City, Ind 
1110 Locust Camden, N. J 
Wilkesbarre, Pa 
Redrield, Mich 
Laurel, Mis: 
Somerville, Tenn 
Kingfisher, Okla 
West Forty 
New York ¢ 
Flintville, Wi 
Cambridge, Vt 
North Ar 
Winchest 
Victoria, 
Athens, Ohio 
66 Court 
»scranton 
Bloomin 
Hot Sprin 
Heilman, ind 
Potomac, Lil 
Newlield, N. ¥ 
Fowlerville, Mich 
Slayerville, Ky 
Omaha, Nebr 
Bentley Cree 
Joplin, Mo 
124 Pearl st., Fvansville 
Watkins, N. ¥ 
Huntington, W. Va 
Cairo, W. Va 
Bath-on-Hudson 
Parkersburg, lll 
kon al Wis 
Lebanon, Mo 
Summitville, Ind.. 
Evansville, I) | 
National Military Home, Ohio 
Lancaster, Ky 
Herkimer, N. Y 
Chardon, Ohio 
Jackson, Mich 
Gandy, Nebr 
Jeffersonville 
Canaan, W.Va 


Saflors’ Home, 


ir liome, 


hans 


N.Y 


eneva 


Broad 


of 


N. ¥ 


Ind 


| Chadron, Nebr ... 


159 Pittsburg 
castle, Pa 
Cedar Rapids, Nebr 

Elliston, Ohio 
Youngstown, Ohio 
Igous Ferry, Tenn 
24 Wickenden 
dence, R. I 


street 


New 


street, Provi 


} Manchester, lowa 


Greenfield, Il 
Conn 


Danville, Ky é 
10 Whitney street, Bingham 
ton, N. Y 


Eldorado, Kans 


Shelbyville, Mo 
Gainesville, Va 
Cannonsburg, M 
W. Va 


iSss 


Ohio 
ue, Detroit 


Washington, 


Mich 
Nimble, Pa........ 
Defiance, Ohio . 
Beaufort, S. C . 
Websters Crossing 
Indianapolis, Ind 
Wallkill, N.Y 
Johnstown, Obio 


12. 00 
12. 00 
12. 00 
8.00 | 
S Oo | 
ROO 


10. 00 


12 
8. 00 
8, OU 
12. 00 
8. 0O 
10. 00 


OO 


1 

12.00 
12.00 
8. 00 | 
8. 00 
8. 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
12.00 
+. 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
8. OO 
8.00 
12. 00 
12. OG 
8. UO 
12. 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
10. 00 
12.00 
12. 00 
10. 00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
8.00 
1%. 00 


8. 00 
19. 00 
8. 00 
12. 00 
12.00 
x OO 


12.00 
12. 00 
12. 00 
10. 00 | 
8. 00 
12. 00 | 
12.00 
8. 00 
12. 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 


10 


”) 
+. 00 
12.00 } 
12. 00 | 














T3U2 

















the certificate numbers, names, post-office 


Statement showing by laws and classes 
addresses, former 8and p ‘ yates, of pensioners, e(c.—Continued. 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1800—continued, 
Certit | 
cat ul Post-o 6 addre 
No 
sahtaniniaiea 
072063 | Phillips, Amos......| Dickey, Ark................--.- | 
639365 | Phillips, Bazzel.....| Topeka, Kans.................. 
661420 | Philpot, William B.| Mason Valley, Ark............ 
511689 | Plerce, Charles B-. Cowper street, East Boston, 
i Mas: 
622547 | Pie Nathan .-| Malone, N. Y a 
611696 | Pie n, Charles....| Decatur, Ind.............. | 
§21769 | Pierson, George ....| Nations J Soldier: 3’ Home, Va.! 
681735 | Pilant, Ale — ler..| Frumet, Mo .. needed 
493158 | Pine, Jonatha ..| Turnersville, Os cet ee 
791784 | Pinkerton Ramu Limestone, N. Y.............. 
644499 | Piper, John W...-.. Halstead, Kans............c0<. 
608900 | Pittman, Alex..-.... Edinburg, Sinem t atunbididiniineks 
787241 | Pitts, William W...| Ruth, Tenn deaiiesiin nertaleiaiatacall 
690129 | Pitts, Wm. H.C......] Beomgies, Md .........ccoscece 
690062 | Pitcher, Oscar --| Watervilet, Mich.............- 
480139 | Pielle, Louis . | New 4 Re ene 
530256 Pigg, Thomas....... Louls Ky . | 
669125 | Pletain, Napoleon 352 Te nth ave., New Y ork, N. ¥| 
5613032 | Plummer, Henry ...| Rainsboro, Ohio............-. 
523619 Poe, Jesse... a I i 
512 69 | Poe, John............] Murphysville, Ky ........... 
518 Poisson Joseph ocisl: GE TEI. cnvinsasttaniniammintaas 
587040 | Polk, Jas. K nant “NIN, BEE con nr cennendece 
478320 Polson Alexander... Armourdale, Kans........... 
511037 | Polen, Thomas......| Loudenville, W. Va .......... 
548119 | Pope, Henry ........| 6604 Pa. ave., St. Louis, Mo... 
525107 | Ports, Jas. S ........ Springfield, a tac celhi teats 
Post, Henry.......-. Westerville, Ohio. ....... 
2 | Potter, George N...| 41 Orchard st., Elizabeth, N. J. 
‘ 2] Potter, Gustavus A.j Millville, Pa..................- 
420202 | Powers, John .......| Broadland, S$. Dak............-. 
22512 | Powell, James ......| Frankfort, Ohio_..............] 
844204 | Powelker, Joseph...}| Oxford Junction, low: D saswtt 
652086 | Prescott, Edw. rf) opel PS BR ccencevccoccccés 
88004 | Prescott, Willlam...| Dallas City, Til -............... 
612066 | Presson, Oscar I’ ...| Mound Valley, Kans ..... 
349029 | Preston, Lafayette..| Philadelphia, Mo.............. 
621386 | Presho, Nathaniel..| Yankton, S. Dak ........ 
5171 Price, Liberty G....| Mulkeytown, Ill. 
616835 | Price, Adam _.......| 23 Monroe st., Ithica, 'N. Y¥. pies 
hS7 Price, Merrick ...... Bear Lake, Pa epiitimitaliininal 
621772 | Price, Oscar D......| Almed@ia, Pa ..........ccccccoss| 
420185 | Puckett, Wm. A.....| Blanchester, Ohio............ 
h17147 | Priestly, Francis T.| Togus Home, Me .............- 
847318 | Pritchard, H. H...... National Military Home, 
Kans. 
22040 | Pritchett, Wm. T....| Cambridge, Md................ 
631404 | Provo, Sam’'lG .....| Hackingport, Ohio ............ 
#53990 | Pryor, Charles M. La Cygne, Kans .......-ccco+s- 
600506 | Pudenz, Simon ..... 63 West Court st., Cincinnati, 
Ohio 
612074 | Pugh, John P ....... Knotts Island, N.C ....... .... 
656173 | Pugh, Robin ... Weeksville, N.C............... 
614763 | Pugh, Harrison..... Revenge, Ohio ..............-..| 
18147 | Pullen, Samuel H ..| 626 North Front street, Grand 


O8454 
Arrest 
4 7 
BO wa 
10810 
07146 
BbOS0G2 
BHRDORS 
TV 
VVL4 
25125 
»” 
WTOS 
513087 
O778U5 
195115 
Ox 5 
M70 
10051 
2207 
HS4k20 
12760 
FO3899 
519166 





}| Quimby, 


‘ 
' 
' 
' ' ' 
Sn i mae, ee etn 


hee ay, 


)| Reiter 
| Remmele, BirdseyS 


| Pulle 
Putn: 


y, John 
m, Dav 


id H... 


William C, 
Francis... 


Querry, 
Quinn 


JohnG .... 


a 


William T. 


Raber, 
Radford 


| Rahn, George — 
Rairden, Harvey uu 
Ramsey, Lewis 
Rau, John H 


Raney, Robert 
| Randall, Samuel... 
Randall, Milo 
Raidan, Wm. J. 


Ratcliff, John T..... 
Ratcliff, Robert ..... 
Rawlee, Alonzo B... 
Reyburn, Griffin 


' 
‘ 
' 
‘ ’ 
' ' ‘ 
i es ne ee ee nen 





Ray, Williams ...... 
Rav, John semen 
Ray, George — 
Razor, George W . 

Reams, David....... 
Re ace . Joseph sited 





r, Abraham... 
, John... eevee 
Alexander 
Oh tater 
Reed, Dwight A .... 
Reed, Wm..... 
Reese, David 








| Reeves, William.... 
Re ,, SOmm BB... <cod 
| Reinhard, Geo. L. 

| Reid, David P.... 
| Reilly, John H ...... 
| Reiser, George W ....| 


, Nicholas..... 


Reno, William P... 


Rapids, Mich. 


Huntington, W. Va..... 

169 Conklin avenue, Bingham- 
ton, N. Y. 

WeGknGEt, PA. ..ccncccccsecnes 





POO CEs EEE wnccecccusace 

178 Jackson street,Grand Rap- | 
ids, Mich. | 

Lebanon, Pa 

412 Kansas avenue, 
City, Kans. 

0 UO OC eee } 

Leon, W.Va. seee 

Somerville, I cl ae 

1918 North Sixth street, Phil- | 





adelphia, Pa. 

OS RR er 
So 6 eee 
Cedarville, Ohio............... 
Mercers Bottom, W. Va 

PA Us “UTD cin cmmntinainie niceiase 
Portsmouth, Ohio ............. 
Fulton, N. Y. 


Glen Elk, W. Va........ inte 
902 Seventh ave., Altoona, Pa. 
America, Ill . nnttidéuelietiel 
Lancaster, ae 
SRLS I Bl nulbtinhnnneabiniinnn 
Dalton, Ky Ls ciniatebitted 
Bonne Terre, Mo ......--.- 


Baltimore, Ohio ............... 
Martinsville, Va............... 
Fetterman, W. Va............. 
Independence, W. Va ........- 
Shutesbury, eee 
I PN i wertrinn ptnciniasittiilatiiaie 
Olyphant, Nils dnsnnccesiaitalebaaill 
Presets, TOMS 2 cccccccocccuce 
DGAMBIOWE, FO .ccccccccccccce 
we ia | eens 
PC 4 eee ee ee 


34 Bremen st., E. Boston, Mass. 
1026 Ridgely street, Balti- 
more, Md. 
Columbus, Ohio 
Osseo, Mich. 
Waverly, Mo 








Rate 
For Pres 
mer ent 
$8. 00 86. 00 
10. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
00 6, 00 
12, 00 8. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6,00 
8. 00 6. 00 
10. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12.00 8. 00 
12. 00 4, 00 
8. 90 | 6. 00 
8. 00 | 6. 00 
6. 00 4, 00 
12.00 6.00 
12. 00 8, 00 
12. 00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12.00 6. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
6. 00 4.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
&. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8.00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 10. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12.00 | 8.00 
10. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
10. 00 6, 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 | 
iz. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6.00 
8. 00 4.00 | 
12. 00 8. 00 
10. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
10. 00 8. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
8. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8, 00 
12.00 8. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
10. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8. 00 6.00 | 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12.00 10. 00 
2,00 8. 00 
12. 00 8.00 | 
12, 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 6.00 
6.00 2. 
8. 00 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
12.00 ¥. 00 


Statement showing by law 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc 


ACT OF JUN®B 27, 


{ 
Certifi 


cate 
Nos 


519165 
Bo 2469 
509125 
558479 


505319 


549016 


853344 
12202 
660804 
00: e722 > 
69315 
5167 73 
511366 
522566 


516760 
312387 
575620 


520890 


807067 
5100338 
594251 
520318 


514678 
514681 


796156 


516348 
512078 
510652 
598226 
517802 
724713 
601232 


837588 | 


669775 
794305 
518863 
609714 
515778 


527707 


500544 


574593 | 


517186 
508083 
481112 
529727 
411967 
5106416 


522112 


662020 
513066 
731638 
520906 
568890 
514682 
516102 
521777 


510317 
515211 
430509 
520907 
62987 
697091 
435766 
477032 
615859 
733041 








563021 
623628 
513449 
516104 
230221 
662854 


598087 


§45425 
516103 | 


515780 
667175 


506326 
769030 
451818 
494054 
706352 
512701 
378783 
637167 


Names. 


William A 
John. 


Renner, 
Renzenberger, 
Rettig, Adam. aa 
Reynolds, John.....- 


Reynolds, James 


Reynoids,Reuben D., 
alias Keuben D. 
Buckley. 

Rhines, George 

Rhoads, Alva M 


Rice, George. ..- 


Rich, Madison H.... 
Rick, Isaac .......... 
Rich, CharlesS...... 


Richey, Alexander... 
Richards, Eli........ 


Richart, Robert S ~. 
Richards, Samuel -. 
Richmond, Francis 
Rickets, David siietaabe 


Rider, Andrew 
Ridge, John .. send 
| Ridenour, Benj. F - 
|} Ridenour, Samuel 





William D... 
Jackson .- 


| Riggs 
Riley 





| Ringiand Joseph P. 
| Ritter, Newton J . 
Rich, Sidney H...... 


Roac h, Lyman S.... 
Roberts, Charles...- 
| Robertson, Jos. R... 
Roberts, J: umes Ss. 
Robertson, Enos E 
Robbins, Myron WwW. 
Robinson, Danie) M. 
Robins, William.... 
Robinson, James T. 
Robbins, Joseph K.. 
Robinson, Wm. H 
Robinson, Giles H .. 
| Robnett, Joseph S.. 
Robinette, Augus- 
| tine. 

| Robnett, Bnoch..... 
| Rockwood, Elijah . 
Rockhill, Robert N.. 
Rodgers, Charles A. 
Roe, Daniel J., jr... 
Roemer, George .... 
Rogers, Isaiah ...... 


Rogers, Orange ..... 
Rogers, Isaac B ..... 
Rogers, Perry G .... 
Rogers, Robert...... 
Rogers, Philamon .. 
Rogers, George ..... 
Rogers, George W .. 
Roller, Jacob F 
Roney, Samuel W .. 
Roney, Charles H ... 
Root, James E . 
Ropp, Henry ........ 
| Rosch, Christian .... 
Rosecrants, Wm.... 
Rose, Abraham 
Rose, John W 

Rose, Robert K 
Rose, Timothy 





| Rose, rederick..... 
| Ross, Henry C... 
Ross, ‘Thomas....... 
Ross, Joseph A...... 
Ross, George H...... 
Rothfuss, Jakob. .... 
Roth, Johann.... 


Rounds, Ambrose H. 
OI eae 


Royston, Louis ...--. 
Ruby, Daniel........ 
Rudicill, Uriah ...... 
Rudolph, William K 
Ruehle, John........ 


Rieger, Henry... 
Rumbaugh, James... 
Rumbaugh, Theo . 

Rumsey, Mariin..... 








Rupp, Henry..-..... 


CONGRE ESSION AL RECORD—SE INATE. 


e and classes the c 





1890—continued. 


| 


Post-office address. 
Sas 0 ee | 
ee | 
Bucyrus, Ohio. a a ciate 
509 Viam nd et, Philade 

ia. Pa 
36: North Market street, Lan-} 





701 E. Watorst., Elmira, N.Y 


Hartford, S. Dak 
Columbus, Ohio 
Savoy, Mass 
Burr Oak, Kans 
Yorkshier, Ohio...............- 
Bolton, Mass 
Steubenville, 
S. E. corner St. 
atoga st 


Paul and Sar- 

a. Baltimore, Md. 

Palouse, Wash ...........- mal 

De Witt, Nebr ..... 

Tyndall, S. Dak -. 

1736 Atlantic avent 10, 
lyn, N. Y. 





“Brook- 


Marshalltown, Iowa ......-..-. 
Smithville, Ind............... 
School House, W. Va.... 


464 First street 
Kans. 

DY 

Alley between Jackson and | 


Kansas City, | 


Hancock, Caldwell and 
Kentucky streets, Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

73 Twenty-ninth street, Chi- 
eazo, lil. | 


Tnd.} 


3304 Ohiost., Terre Haute, 
Riverhead, N. Y. 
WeMOPRaRS, TOS......ccececcee | 
Mochester, Mo..........-c-<c- } 
Coshocton, Ohio .............. | 
Blackwater, Del ............. 
Paw Paw, W. Va..... eal 
Kast Las Vegas, N. “Mex...... 
i | 
25 Concord Place, Cine innati, 
Ohio. 
155 Sixteenth 
kosh, Wis 
Brooklyn, Conn 
P atoska, Ind 


street, Osh- 





303 pera avenue, Wash- 
ington, D. C. | 
fankato, Kans................/ 

Long Rapids, Mich ..........-. | 

Cranberry, Ohio 

North Amherst, Mass......... 

Modena, N, ¥ . acusuaenedl 

Menomonee, Wis. 

116 Hawley street, 
ton, N. Y. 

67 Emerson ave., 

Galesburg, Mich 

Mancelona, Mich .............. 

BMOGWETe, CORIO .. .20< cc ccaccucs 

OES: Eee 

Alexandria, Ky .....<.- 

Yates Center, Kans ........... 

219 N. Fifth st., St, oan h, Mo 

Monmouth, mi.. ne 

a eee 

Thompsonville, Mich.......... 

Arcanum, Ohio......-. 

TE, Si enaccccoccesccsénc 

DOG EO... on sncn aves anne 

WES POEMS, "TOE oc ccescccccene 

So eee | 

Oneida, Il. cna 

281 Turner strect, Gri ‘and Rap- 
ids, Mich. 

RR See 

Rosedale, Ind 

23 West Sixth st. ee Ky 

Wellington, Kans.. 

Stillwater, Okla..-- x 

1545 Prentice st. Louisville, Ky 

2878 South Seventh street, St. 

Louis, Mo. 

I Rs «a's dinate wena | 

Brunswick, Mo.... 

Graham, Mo 

484 Western avenue, Brighton,| 
Mass. | 
filidale, Ky...... 

916 North st., P hiladelphia, ‘Pal 

1079 Vine st., Cincinnati, Ohio.| 


“Binghé am- 


Chicago, Il. 














Carbon Center, bvdiitn annonce 

Ue | 
Constantine, Mich............. 
Meander, OBID.... ...ceco-0-- | 
ME inate neccvncbecscencnen } 





rlificate numbers, ne 


mes, 











JULY 11, 





post-office 
—Continued, 


Rates. 
For Pres 
mer. ent 
| 
#12. 00 | #8. 00 
8.00 | 6. ( 
12. 00 | 6. ( 
8. 00 | 6.00 
8.00 6 
12. 00 6, 00 
10. 00 | 6. 00 
12.00} 8.00 
8.00 | 6. 00 
12. 00 | 8.00 
8. 00 | 6.00 
12. 00 | &, Of 
10.00 | 3. 
19, 00 | 6.0 
12. 00 8.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
6. 00 4,00 
12. 00 &. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
2.00 | 8. 00 
10, 00 | 6. 00 
12. 00 | ROO 
12.00} 8.00 
12. 00 | 6. 00 
' 
8.00 | 6.00 
12, 00 10. 00 
10. 00 | 6. 00 
12, 00 | 8. 00 
12. 00 6, 00 
12, 00 8. 00 
8. 00 | 6. 00 
8.00 | 6, 00 
12. 00 | 8. 00 
8,00 | 6.0) 
8. 00 6. 00 
12.00 | 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
| 
12. 00 | 8. 00 
12. 00 | 10. 00 
12. 00 8, OO 
8. 00 | 6. 00 
10. 00 8. 00 
12.00] 10,00 
12, 00 8, 00 
8,00 6. 09 
12. 00 8.00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
10. 00 8. 00 
12. 00 6. 00 
£. 00 8. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
8, 00 6.00 
& 00 6, 00 
10. 00 6.00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8, 00 6,00 
6. 00 4. 00 
10. 00 6, 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8.00} 6.00 
12. 00 6. 00 
12. 00 6, 00 
12.00 8. 00 
12. 00 6.00 
12. 00 10. 00 
8. 00 6, 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
8.00 6. 00 
12. 00 6, 00 
12. 00 8. 00 
8, 09 6. 00 
8.09 6.09 
8. 00 6. 00 
8. 00 6. 00 
2. 00 8. 00 
10, 00 6. 00 
12, 00 6.00 
12. 00 10. 00 
8. 00 6, 00 














“a 


ete 


Cn at eao a 


— 


Stat 








1894. 


eC CC LLL LLL 


addresses, J 


ACT OF JUNE 


John as 





3, Franis .... 
rn, George H. 

, Calixto....] 
mb. Charles ..| 
3192 , Wm. H. H...| 
612718 | Samgston, James M.| 
Sanderson, Jacob...]} 
OK 0 San Francis E 
6022-8 | Sanders, James C 


10 | Sanford, Mark ‘ 
>» & @ | +3 r , Y | 
OO | HBOIrooalt i ympie.| 
San rs, Charles ..| 
72 | Sawyer, Nathan T 
9 | Saynisch, James W 











Sayre, Robert F 
Schaeffer, John H 


Scheuermann, Jo- 
| sepn | 
| Sehenck, Otto H 





Sebneider, Morris 
508075 | Sehillinger, Henry. 
184908 | Sehlenbaker, John 
Schmidt, ¢ per... 
Sehmidt, Martin.... 
| Sehultz, John... 
Schulthers, Martir 





ym } mecnwelzer Theo | 
2373 | Sehu 
yr ) Schw of 
. Sand | 








Scot l 
Scott, Clark oil 
Seott, Jose ph os | 
| Seott, Thaddeus 
S4 yhn ‘I | 
107774 | Seott, George B. 
4329 | Scott, L. Winfield 
| Seritchfield, Sam’ 
; Se Francis 


oS 
eu 
wt 











: fer, Her PY -cccce 
Shaffer, Ben). F 
Shaffer, Peter... 
Shain, Elias A 
Shalienberger, J. B. 
107 Shank, Samuel D... 
588632 | Shannon, William... 
704 | Shaughnessy, Mie’l. 
i370 | Shaver, Jedediah .. 
637210 | Shaw, Thomas 














Ss 





64 3 | Shaw, William...... 
51 5 | Shaw, Robert......./ 
3736 Shea, Patrick....... 


Sheeis, John R...... 
Sheets, Thomas B 

Shenefelt, Henry C 
Sheehan, Patrick... 
Sheehan, John...... 
Shepherd, Wm. F... 
Shepherd, James ...} 
614016 | Shepard, Tim. J .... 
§20030 | Sheppard, Wm. A.. 

657829 | Sherwood, Homer..| 


rt 
140354 
409795 
5IS476 
57201 
56597 1 
649379 


293109 














rent showing by laws and cl 
omer rates and present 7 


| Baton Rapids, Mich.... 


| 200 Hast 


| Sedalia, Mo 





.| Athens, N. ¥ 
| Cincint1 


CONGRESSION AL 





sa the cave 
at cerit 
+f 


27, 1890 


continued 


i 
West Unity, Ohio ditslstennandl 


Ransom, Mich 
Winfield, Kans 
Phoenix, N. ¥ 
Ironton, Ohio 
Skaneateles, 
1311 Linden str 

trict of C 
Duffields, W \ 7 4 ‘ 
Lin Camp, W.Va ..<c---0«-<--} 
Muscle Fork, Mo ........... } 
Tulsa, Ind, T .-- waial 


Elisworth, Kans .............- 






Rockford, Ul on 
erville, Mo.. 
icothe, Mo © = 
38 erry st,, Fall River, Mass.| 
State street, Colum- | 








bus, Ohio. 
Palmyra, N. Y ni 
Knox City, Mo .... 
Bloomington. Il 
Rockport. Ind 
Milton, Mass ...... 
Las Vegas, N. Mex 
Chateaugay, N. Y 
Addison, W. Va. 
Masontown, Pa 
I i ts 
Lowell, Mass...... ohne 
626 Lamberton strect, 
ton, N. J. 
26 Avon street, Norfolk, Va --| 
Peo whenrm, Ih. ©. ...conmacacncccal 
SS BU ice cide endinmneuniadl 
Judson, N. C oseenouseeame 
1301 Center street, Little Roc 
Ark. 
Millwood, W. Va 
Williamsport, Pa ... 
1116 North Eleventh 
St. Louis, Mo. 
495 Third av., New York City.. 
First, between Holland and 
Germania streets. Erie, Pa. | 
National Military Home, Va.) 
Freeland, Md ...... 








“aia | 


street, 








33 Sumner: ’ ° 

National Military Home...... 

Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Home, 
Quincy, ll 

Soldiers’ Home, Bath, N. Y. 

National Military Home, Va, 

East Saginaw, Mich 








1ati, Ohio... 
Des Allemands, La | 
Somerville, Ala...-. acetal 
615 Twelfth street NW.,Wash- | 

ington, D. C, } 
Ovid, N. ¥ ... sat dal | 





Westfield, Pa... 

Manns Choice, Pa... 

South West City, Mo 

National Military Home, | 
Wis. 





Seymour, Il... 


| Seneca, N. Y-......-. 


| 2013 Kighthstreet NW.,Wash- | 


ington, D. C. 
Schmecksville, Pa 
MecDuffy, Ohio 
Winsted, Conn | 
TITER IE: | 
ON, TO Ns vars si tepmessrin cic titiat 
Council Grove, Kans 
Shirleysburg, Pa 
ee 
California, Pa. 
teelton, Pa... 
i 
Tecumseh, Nebr- . 
Riceville, Pa...... 
Macksburg, Iowa. 
Piper City, IL... 
PI acini chance eeagnbiistediiiameciin 
Papinsvilie, Mo.... 
Stockford, Ohio 











McConnelisville, Ohio ........| 








Edwardsburg, Mich. 
West Gardner, Mass 
Strodes Millis, Pa..... 
New Richmond, Ind........... 
7 Huntley st., Syracuse, N. Y. 
Alger, Ohio... 
Middleport, N. Y ........... 
North Underhill, Vt 


Asece 





le numbers, names, post-o fice 
yf pensioners, e(c.—Continued 


Rates. 


For- 
mer 


$10. 00 | 


10, 00 | 


8. 00 
12. 00 | 
8. 00 
12. 00 
a Oo 
8, 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
8. 00 
8 00 | 
12, 00 } 
8.00 | 
10. 00 | 
8.00 
8. 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
8, 00 
8. 00 
8.00 
8, 00 
12. 00 
8. 00 
8, 0O 


_ 


PH RE 


—_ 
bp Woo te co 


_ 


— 
eo Mee 


~ 


2 


— at ee 
3 


ts 
POTS Miro pO mw 


O39 Goto 


Ae 


ws 


$3 go ge 


ome o 


fom oe 


t 


© do 15 DO 


00 
00 
00 


. 09 


| 





; 
“s } 
Pre 
sy) t 
ent | 
} 
$6 (y | 
6 | | 
6.0 
6. 
6. ¢ i 
8, OO 
6. 
6 
8.00 | 
6.00 | 
6. 00 
6. 00 
8 00 
6.00 | 
6.00 | 
3. 00 
6.00 | 
6. 00 
6, 00 
6. 00 
6. OK 
6.00 |} 
6.00 | 
8.00 | 
6.00 
£00 | 
8, 00 
6.00 | 
4. OO 
6.00 | 
2.00 
8.00 | 
6.00 
6.00 | 
8. OO 
8. OD 
6.00 | 
8.00 | 


OO 


. WU 


0Oo 


. OO 


UO 
OO 
uo 


U0 


00 
00 
00 
OU 


00 























a ? 
r ; ' 
\CT OF JUNE 27, 1880 ntinued 
N Pr 
‘ 
Wllliam ) N.\ 
ie Tos h Kn l 
{ ] Joseph Hi 
) i Levi I 
David I 
i l hi 
in N P 
11pt J 5 \ 
ij i um P C 
l off j I 
i J n 
4 hreve i 
ys Shriner, Henry 
Shul J ame W j \ 
i! hult Joslah M O ‘ 
l shumat i ( 
rah | i \ i N } 
Ay 1 mia 4 } ? Lh 
' Sickman, He ( Cherryva In 
dt siefe J n . pax 4, TI] 
512716 | Sierer, Joha P Emporia, Kar 


Sifford, ‘Thomas J 
Simons, bara 





Simmons, Jonathan 
; Simmons, Chas. S 
214670 | Simmons, Sam’! G@ 
07335 | Simpkins, John 


Simpson, Win 
Simpson, William ..} 
Simplins, Chas | 
Sinn, George VV 
511728 | Slpe, John. 


110334 | Sipfle, Augustus } 
541745 | Skidmore, Clayton --| 
510670 | Skeen, Benjamin I 


)) Skirm, Richard 

| | Slade, John 
i Slemmer, Charles 
, David 


Slocum, John 





VID uin 


600145 | Sloane, George W ..| 

611780 | Sloan, William 

505453 Smally od, Aaron 
Smalley, John W 
Smack, George . 
Smith, Alonzo 
Smith, Albert S 
Smith, All 
Smith, William T 
Smith, William 
Smith, George C 


Smith, George B 
Smith, Charles A 
Smith, Charles N 
Smith, Joel 

Smith, Clark 

681213 | Smith, Henry -...... 
Smith, Vaientine 

0 Smith, A 


) Smi 


lth, I 





igustus. 


sant 

















- | Smyth, rnard B 
il | Smith, lias 
581 Smith, Peter M 
92239 | Smith, JacobB 
79 S D } 
74 ; J I 
Ref Sm John A 
3 l bert ‘I 
i ine 
' iam 
‘ . 
74 5 
a c. Ds 
4 \ L . 
snyder, Wi L1G 
49) Socie. I 
) ‘ | 
1469 sou in 
2163 Sou rl 
5SYKS-4 
510679 | Sp 
yw opa All 
Sle opaul ] 
Spayd, Vv 
187 | Specher 
601172 | Spence, Joshua B 
51908 Spen William G 
1538065 | Spen George 
629415 | Spencer, Adam 
52405 | Spencer, George H 





Herringt 





Pia N 
Neffsville, Pa 

Holly Grove, W. Va 
Mon mo, W i 














Hous ton, Mi 





Sar Ohio 

Roxbury, Mass 

10 P st. NE..Wa igton, D.C 
Cc tt 

be l 











more. } 
Bement, I 
] ton, ¢ , 
ord, I a 
i » Ohio 
ity, lowa 
Pp 
) 
; 
: 
I 
J 
.| Stauffer 
| Wilmington, Del............. 
Soldiers’ Home, Bath, N. Y 
32 Pa illic street, Fitchburg, 
Mass. 


Willow Dale, Ark 
m, Kans 








1303 








7304 







CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JULY 11, 






































































F i Blatement showing by laws and clasees the certificate numbers, names, post-office | Slatement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names, post-ofice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued. addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, elc.——Coutinued., 
ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 
; 
| Rates. aia. Rates 
; Certifi-| a See Certifi- a ae i a an : 
Sos Names Post-office address. | For- | Pres- fos. Names. Post-ofiice address. For- eee 
mer. ent. mer. | ent. 
| | 
613108 | Sperry, James A 74 menenn sh Steen, Hi. y.| $12.00 6.09 | 550400 | Temple, Carter, jr., | Indianapolis, Ind_._..... ----| €8.00] 84.00 
rf 459197 | Spicer, Franklin D..| Lorraine, N.Y ............----. 8.00 6.00 | alias Caro Hop- | 
F 517530 | Spofford, Edwin I...) South Paris, eae 12. 00 6.00 | kins. | | 
: 240106 | Springman, George.}| 2356 Gordon street, Philadel- 8. 00 6.00 621837 | Tennison, Geo. W ...} Ponce de Leon, Mo ........-.-.. 12.00 | 6.00 
i | phia, Pa. 536024 | Terry, Joseph......- OS ce a aes 8.00 | 6.00 
: Springsteen, Jno.W.| Atchison, Kans -............. 12.00 8.00 480617 | Tester, Henry W....) Vaughtsville, Tenn........... 8.00 | 6.00 
t eo eee eee 8. 00 6.00 | 623128 | Thacker, Stephen...) Huntington, W. Va.-.....-...-- 2. 00 8. 00 
Stamiet, Adam.....-. 29 Alger st., So. Boston, Mass.| 10.00 6.00 523115 | Thelon, Albert P....} Randall, Minn...............-. 12. 00 8. 00 
% Stafford, James.....| Jordan, W. Va..............-..- 12. 00 10.00 | 519209 | Thorpe, Robert F’...| Bluffton, Ind_..................} 12.00 6.00 
| Stage, Charies E....| Lawrenceville, Pa.............[ 8.00 6.00 | 517238 | Thornton, Wm. W-..| Prestousville, Ky............. 12. 00 | 8.00 
Stahl, William C....| Farmwell, Va..........-.. 6.00 2.00 | 622863 | Thornton, Richard..| Dover, Okla. 2.00 6.00 
Stante, Louis _...| 2000 West Main street, Louis- 8. 00 6.00 | 548509 |} Thompson, John.... 115 Hughesst., Baltimore, Md. 8.00 6. 00 
} ville, Ky. 731765 | Thompson, Doctor..| Fayette, Miss. Se laa el 8.00 | 6.00 
612773 | Stanley, Alvin J..... 313 North First street, Wich- 12. 00 8. 00 74054 | Thompson, Wm. J.. Hutchinson, Se 12. 00 | 6.00 
ita, Kans. §27459 | Thompson, John... Huntington, i, 8. 00 8.09 
520622 | Stanley, Gideon. I a aia ciact 12.00 6.00 | 516839 | Thompson, Thos. H.} 104 Short st., Harrisburg, Pa 8. 00 6.00 
297045 | Stansbury, W iliiam a PRO CI BED issn nnnnceséveuce 8.00 6.00 | 517840 | Thompson, Amos...| 223 South Feeder st., Tren- 12, 00 6. 00 
638056 | Stanton, Thomas...| Boonville, Ind_...............-. 12. 00 8. 00 ton, N. J. 
‘ 769062 | Stanley, Thomas... 2135 Nieholas street, Philadel- | 10.00 6.00 | 117063 | Thompson, JohnB..} State Soldiers’ Home, Erie | 12.00 10. 00 
phia, Pa. County, Ohio. 
oe 52 | Stapleton, Larkin ..] Eldson, Tenn .................- 12.00 6.00 | 518935 | Thompson, S. N-.... Grey Eagle, Minn.........--.- 12. 00 8. 00 
Starnes, Nicholas...| Hindsville, Ark ...............- 12. 00 8.00 | 606493 | Thompson, Robert..} Garrison, Kams-.............--- 8. 00 | 6. 00 
Stark, John W.....- DEL. EEE. innndecnndvennscuee 10. 00 8.00 | 711817 | Thompson, Jacob. ..| Kirwin, Kans..............-... 8.00 | 6. 00 
Starkey, David...... BRR GENES Bihecet cine cncesened 12. 00 8.00 | 521492 | Thompson, Dan’1I".| Tuscumbia, Mo.............-.- 12. 00 8. 00 
; Starbird, Joseph A..| Saxtons River, Vt ............. 8.00 6.00 | 514057 | Thomas, George ....| 126 Union st., Jersey City,N.J.| 12.00 8. 00 
; Stark, George ascncen| DURAUOUNUOWR, PA. ..ccucccwces 12. 00 8.00 20957 | Thomas, Lewis -....-. McCullough st., bet. North 12. 00 | 6, 00 
Statham, Thos ......| Arton, Canada ........ 12. 00 6.00 Capitol and First, and E | 
Stearns, Carey D....| National ee Home, Va..| 12.00 8.00 F sts. NW, Washing- | 
Steele, Robert W.-...! BN I a 8. 00 6.00 ton, D.O. 
Steele, John S_......| South Bend, Ind............... 12. 00 8.00 | 718105 | Thomas, Jesse .-..--. Hartford, Mich ............-... 8.00 6. 00 
; Stewart, Harrison..| Garnett, Kans ....-...........- 8. 00 6.00 | 626208 | Thomas, Thomas!...| Sidney, Ohio..............-.--- 8. 00 6.00 
rs 599014 | Stewart, Thomas ...| Durham, Ark ......-.... han atintiial 8.00 6.00 536044 | Thomas, Smith-..... DN, GINO. concancecences 8.00 6. 00 
a 516814 | Stewart, Robert ....| Charleston, Ill .............-... 12.00 10.00 | 3873725 | Thomas, Lewis ..... Marion, Ky . ee 10. 00 
608038 | Stewart, Jeremiah..| 721 Scottst., Wilmington, Del.| 12.00 8.00 | 512782 | Thoroman, Jas.M ..; West Union, I st oer a 12. 00 8.00 
512713 | Stewart, Chauncey .| Cor. McClure ave. and Woods | 12.00 8.00 | 668347 | Thrall, Reuben R...| Poultney, Vt..................- 8. 00 6.00 
| Run ave., Snegneny, Pa. 395270 | Tichenor, Wm. K ...| Centertown, Ky ..............-| 12.00 8.00 
528317 | Sterling, John L....| Smithboro, N. Y..............- 12. 00 6.00 | 796452 | Tillinghast, Geo. H.| Kast Greenwich, R.I..........} 8.00 4.00 
75566 | Stephens, Zachariah} East Point, aes 8.00 4.00 | 605207 | Timmons, Wm. T...| Townsend, Del ................| 8.00 6. 00 
80334 | Stephens, David ....| Tulsa, Ind. Ter ................ 8.00 6.00 |} 613484 | Tinsley, Payton... Clarksville, Mo 8.00 6.00 
613576 | Stephens, Robert H.| Elitottsville, Ky..........-.... 8. 00 6.00 | 512791 | Tippett, Henry M...| Homer, Ohio ..... 12. 00 8.00 
625799 | Stephenson, Alex...| Bishop st., bet. Eleventh and 8. 00 6.00 | 514042 | Todden, Claus....... Chatsworth, Ill 12. 00 8.00 
| Twelfth, Little Rock, Ark. 521479 | Todd, John M.....-- State Soldiers’ Home, Ohio...) 10.00 6. 00 
518195 | Stephens, John......} Millington, Md ................ 8.00 6.00 73885 | Tolson, Lewis.....-- RTO Siickniuswschesecenas 8. 00 6. 00 
707395 | Stevens, Elias A ....| Traverse City, Mich........... 8, 00 6.00 | 624768 | Tolbert, Harrison. .. a adie c ia iSaae 8.00 6.00 
21435 | Stevens, William P.| Ripon, Wis ..............-.....] 12.00 6.00 | 527000 | Tomey, John ........| Silver Creek, Pa ......... ...-- 12. 00 6.00 
517824 | Stevens, George W .| East Tawas, Mich............. 8.00 6.00 | 552464 | Tompkins. John... eee. _ _  eereipeee 8.00 6.00 
225688 | Stevens, Asa A...... Shingle House, Pa..........-.. 8.00 6.00 | 129816 | Toomey, James...... 112China st.,Philadelphia, Pa_| 10.00 8. 00 
682527 | Stiers, Joseph ...... RN MD in cstancncneoinescben 8.00 6.00 | 794868 | Townsend, L. U..-... (eee eeatey 8.00 6.00 
681220 Stifier, Jackson, | Woodberry, Md ...............] 8.00 6.00 | 598253 | Towers, Thomas P x 22S eee 12. 00 8.00 
| alias Edw. Doug- 523744 | Tracey, Walter J....| Almoena, Mich..............-...]| 12.00 6.00 
( | lass. 568234 | Tracey, David ......- CONROE, WE. VG oscccaccsenecas 10. 00 6.00 
i 793940 | Stilwell, Wm. T..... St. Branch, Ind..........--<0. 12. 00 8.00 | 523121 | Tracey, Jonathan ...! Livermore Falls, Me .......... 12. 00 6. 00 
i 515799 | St. James, John. .... ee ----| 12.00 8.00 | 622633 | Tracey, Jesse D ..... EOL EMIDS vnccncucnseseses 12. 00 6.00 
} 519991 | Stogsdiil, James C..| Clements, Kans..............-- 12.00 8.00 | 588039 | Travis, Henry F..... SS oo eae 8.00 6, 00 
; 614730 | Stone, John J -...... SS, 12.00 8.00 | 648757 | Treadway, John..... EC INS Ol sé ccaoccotuceaseacs 8.00 6,00 
a 672580 | Stone, Jordan....... Columbus, Ohio ...............} 10.00 6.00 | 388075 | Trester, George ..._. Aurora, Ind ...... -seiseigition wanes 10. 00 6.00 
Nv 737667 | Stone, Edmund A...| Ashland, Mass 8.00 6.00 | 843194 | Tresquis, Esquipula| Penasco, N. Mex......-.....- 12. 00 6. 00 
551806 | Stone, Minor........ IID i cnate: ccnin nates aiateiaintelile 8.00 6.00 | 514047 | Tripner, George L -. 2405 Bouvier street, Philadel- | 12.00 8.00 
; 511737 | Stockford, Henry ...| Soldiers’ Home, Grand Rap- | 12.00 8.00 phia, Pa. 
sj ids, Mich. 706514 | Trotter, Martin A...| Carrollton, Mo ..............--. 10. 00 6.00 
' 626864 | Stockwell, John A ..| Chicopee Falls, Mass-_-.......-. 12. 00 8.00} 624210 | Trowbridge, C....... National MilitaryHome, Ohio.| 12.00 8. 00 
290713 | Stouffer, Albert D ..| St. Joseph, Mo................- 12.00 6.00 | 513117 | Trout, Sylvester ....| Tyner, lowa..............-.- 12. 00 8. 00 
510053 | Stouffer, George dl EE: IN ines chon cemmageens 12.00 6.00 | 813492 | Trumbull, Wm. P...| Versailles, Il. “— 12.00 6. 00 
372006 | Strasberger, Wm ...| 74 Hayes st., Newark, N. J....} 10.00 6.00 | 724846 | Trumbo, George ....| Creston, Iowa... bit 8.00 6. 00 
505957 Strayer, Henry G...| Winterstown, Pa.............- 8.00 6.00 | 554719 | Trujillo, Albino-.... Santa Fe, N. Mex.......-...-.. 12.00} . 6.00 
172588 | Strang, Charies .....i Shiloh, N. J...... ccccsncccccce 6.00 4.00 | 516140 | Truax, Clarence H ..| Nunda, Ill................-.-... 10. 00 8, 00 
612747 Strause, William H.| Ohiopyle, Pa ..............---- 12.00 8.00 | 518499 | Tryon, Smith ....... 190 West Long street, Colum- 12. 00 8.00 
498340 | Strauss, Jacob ......} North T 0 beka, Kans.......-- 10. 00 8.00 bus, Ohio. 
595259 | Stratton, John G_...| 531 East Third street, Hutch- | 12.00 6.00 | 524712 | Tucker, Geo. W-..... Fort Smith, Ark?.............-} 12.00 6. 00 
inson, Kans. 612089 | Tucker, George L...| Stoughton, Mass .............. 12, 00 8. 00 
600449 | Strand, Ole..........| Ottawa, Ill................<..- 12.00 8.00 | 511782 | Tudor, Joseph ...-... Memphis, Mo....... ottemaawed 12, 00 8.00 
: 511727 | Stump, John K .._..| Mifflintown, Pa...............- 12.00 6.00 | 429506 | Turk, Geo. H........ LEE... icndtavansekeued 10, 00 8.00 
g 405203 Suender, Jacob ..... > North High street, St. 8.00 6.00 | 505587 | Turner, John........| 128 Poplar street, Wilming- | 12.00 6. 00 
souls, Mo. ton, Del. 
500904 | Suggs, John L ...... eS ee ee 12.00 6.00 | 515302 | Turner, John F ..... Coldwater, Mich...........-..- 12,00 8. 00 
635467 | Sullivan, John ....-- 17 Madison avenue, Plain- 8.00 6.00 | 539385 | Turner, Samuel W..| 98 Maple st., Cleveland, Ohio. 8.00 6.00 
| field, N. J 694243 | Turner, John........| Louisville, Ky................. 10. 00 6.00 
516353 | Sullivan, Michael. ..| 354 Jersey st., Trenton, N. J ..| 10.00 6.00 | 601459 | Turner. William....! Paynesville, Mo .............--| 8.00 6. 00 
506575 | Sullivan, Patrick ...| North Adams, Mass..........- 8.09 6.00 | 635501 | Turner, Chris. C ....| Turner, Mo .............. dumens 8.00 6. 00 
51175 ‘ Sullivan, George....| Maysville, Ky .....-..........- 12.00 8.00 | 521836 | Tuttle, Thomas ..... jee 12.00 8. 00 
512136 | Surbey, Jacob S ....| Indianapolis, Ind.............- 12.00 6.00 | 514059 | Twaddells, Morris ..| National Soldiers’ Home, Va. 12. 00 8.00 
621 140) | Sutton, Harmon ....! Belvidere, Ill............-.-...- 8.00 6.00 |} 512786 | Tyler, John ......... OS, OS eee 12,00 8. GO 
5I5Y8t | Sutton, William A OE. SOUR MEO... cacckdeonsddow 12.00 6.00 | 613121 | Taylor, Zachariah..| Riley, Ky ...................... 10. 00 8. 00 
619617 | Sutliff, Nathan...... SS Rea 12. 00 6.00 | 293845 | Thomas, James C...| Chapel Hill, Ky............-... 10. 00 4.00 
745582 | Suters, Chris........| 1116 Howard street, Philadel- 8. 00 6.00 | 117063 | Thompson, John B..| State Soldiers’ Home, Erie | 12.00 10. 00 
phia, Pa. | County, Ohio. 
715008 | Sweetman, F. W...-. Branford, Cont ....sscccose-s-- 8.00 | 6.00 | 788493 | Tracey, John M....- 2001 Franklin avenue, St.| 8.00 6. 00 
778967 | Swift, Wililam S....| Pittsfield, Vt................... 8.00 | 6.00 Louis, Mo. 
671912 | Swigort, John P..... Coshocton, Ohio... ..0c0-.e0- 8.00 6.00 | 520638 | Ulrey, David ........ IED 6 cucenncccncsnase 12. 00 8.00 
701436 | Tafuya, Jesus M...-- Las Vegas, N. Mex ............| 12.00 | 8. 00 64702 | Unwin, Emanuel....| Ashland, Kans................. 12.00 8, 00 
395416 | Taggart, John......- National Military Home, Wis. | 12.00 4.00 | 5193875 | Updike, George ..... Lodi Center. N. Y ............- 12. 00 8. 00 
741170 | Taluday, Jeptha ....| Marion, Ind ................---- 8.00 6.00 | 681316 | Urioste. Felix....... Santa Fe, N. Mex ............- 12.00 6. 00 
§22639 | Taley, John A. ..... Pleasant Ridge, nitude isan 12, 00 6.00 | 523131 | Utz, George ......... Marshalltown, Iowa 12, 00 8.00 
691046 | Talford, Colman.....| Helena, Aric...................- 10. 00 6.00 | 598266 bing ene George ..| Wilmington, Del ...........-.- 8.00 6. 00 
615898 | Tarter, Willis _......| Jabez, Ky ..........-..-...--2.- 12. 00 8.00 | 566082 | Van Buren, Wm. H_| Le Roy, N, Y .....--.---------- 12. 00 6. 00 
FVBS76 | . aylor, Daniel B ___. Bendersville, Pa.......-....-..| 8.00 6.00 | 515320 | Van Arsdale, C....-. Cleveland. Kans........-....-- 12. 00 8.00 
514022 | Taylor, TheodoreW | Greenwood, Mo........-....--- 12.00 6.00 | 510076 | Vance, Wm. W....-- 452 East Church street, Ur- | 12.00 8.00 
522165 | Taylor, Thomas.....| National Soldiers’ Home, Va. | 12.00 10. 00 bana, Ohio. 
515303 | Taylor, Joseph ......| Starling Medical College,Co- | 12. 8.00 | 648752 | Vandiver, Newton..| Linderville, Mo................] 10.00 6. 00 
lumbus, Ohio, 803278 | Vanhorn, William..| West Middlesex, Pa........... 8.00 6.00 
689209 | Teal, Hirem .........| Witty, Mo. ............c........] 8.00 6.00 | 569794 | Vannetten, John L..| East Trumbull, Ohio.......... 12. 00 8.00 
514780 | Teets, Elisha ........}) Hazelton, W. Va...............] 12.0 8.00 | 318657 | Vannoy, JohnC ....| Estes, Mo... adh wialedh Css wis dias 8.00 6.00 
758043 | Tefft, John W.H ....) Ticonderoga, N. Y ............. 8.00 6.00 759731 | Vansickle, Oliver...’ Chapman, Nebr................ 8.00 6.00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the 
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Certif | 


cate 
Nos. 


F34wAS 
515542 
511109 
536077 
588747 
516376 


F29951 


623135 
517850 
566079 
517561 
403019 
130193 
516160 


521495 | 


668363 
517586 
578703 
264 513 


5654 


858956 





402865 
269510 | 
664869 
523782 


518964 


487512 
513137 





wai 50 





507170 
640936 
627114 | 


' 
481942 


521502 
620667 
517263 
300148 


589919 





519655 | 


507505 
519652 
512567 
515387 
5R1304 
28745 
HOS229 
584045 
638240 
491161 





764315 
407041 
765783 
512109 
673855 
731813 
514087 
516289 


556926 


583512 
513511 
509482 
527029 


617594 


104322 
160773 
517852 


512104 
789095 
617877 
511423 
795430 
687454 
509183 
577550 
697879 
847813 
521007 
552487 

26263 
515289 
617870 


addresses 








ACT OF 


Names 


rner, Noah 
rarnbaum, rank 
ertrees, Jack 
Vice, Burke 


CSS 


Vinson, Wm. H._.. 


Vincent, Manaen 
Vincent John 


Voigt, Conrad 


Volkman, Godfrey. 


Vose, Mordecai 


Van Wie, John B.... 
Wade, Harrison H.. 
Walbrath, Herman 


Walker, John K 


Walker, James...... 


Walker, Andrew 


Walker, George A . 


Walker, Elijah I. 
Walker, William 
Walker, Lewis 
Wallingford, Thos. 


Wallace, William A.| 
Wallace, William R 
Wallace, Solomon .. 


Walters, Thomas 
Walter, Jackson .. 
Walter, George D 
Wagner, Otto 
Wagner, George 


Waite, Curtis M-... 
Wails, William H. 


|} Ward, Wm. G., sr 
Ward, Richard A .. 


Ward, Joseph .. 
Warden, Julius R 
Warring, John . 
Varren, George L 
Warner, J: ame 8 
Warfield. James 
Watkins, Geo. W 


Watson, A. D....... 


Watson, Elisha 


Watson, Chas - 


Watt, Joseph A 


Wansworth, alias 
Swanson, Henry. 
Wanless 
Way, oto uC aa 
Weaver, Benjamin. 
| Webb, Edwar 
Weinbeck, Joseph 
Weir, Rudolph aaa 


Vells, Adelbert 


Wells, Taylor...... 


Wells, Jordan W 
Wells, James W. 
Welcome, Clay 


| Welch, Wm....... 
Welstead, John H 


Westervelt, R. ¢ 


| West, Levin -.... 


West, Andrew 


| Westerman, Henry . 


Wetherbee, Ozro 


Wheeler, Jackson. 

Wheeler, George H 
Wheeler, John H.... 
Wheeler, Absalom B 


Wheeler, Bartley -. 


White, Thomas S.... 
White, William B. 
White, William ..... 


White, Henry 


White, Joseph 
Whitt, John PF. 
Whitney, M. EB 


Whitmarsh, Riley C 
Whitaker, Amos F 


Whitesel, Sam'1S 


Whitehead, Geo. R 
Whitmore, Sylva- 


nus L. 


Whiker, Frederick 


Wicklifie, Linden 
Widmeyer, James 
Widener, Leonard 


Wieser, Thomas L 


Wigger, Joseph 
Wiggin, Samuel A 


Wightman, Elias B 
Wilidey, James...... 


Wilcox, James M 
Wilcox, Charles. . 
Wiley, Nelson 


Wiley, James ae | 
Wilhelm, Peter .... 
Wilkinson, James C. 
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JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 


Post-office a 


| Ambersons cna 
Portiand Mills, 
| Indianapoll ls, thd . 


Carlisle, Ky 


Millerstown, Ky 


Laurel, Del 


43 Defrees street 


ton, D. C. 
816 Clintonst., 
Effingham, Ill . 


Nelsonville, Ohio... 
Coxsackie, N. Y 
Mountville, Ohio 
| 1568 Alderst., Philadelphia, Pal 
| 517 Tweaty- third stre et, 


ver, Colo. 


Ellsworth, Minu 
Southport, Conn .. 
Claremont, N. H 


Milesburg, Pa . 


| Upper St. Clare, Ohio. 
SG ING WP ccncnin agian 


Tolesboro, Ky 


BUOWOPRE, TAY ccccsescasee 
Vincennes, Ind -.. 
Cheswick, Pa...... 
| Pleasant Grove, 
National Military Home, Ohio} 


Excell », Mo.. 


Ché umbersburg, Pa. 
1202 North Market street, 


Louis, Mo.! 


Bellows Falis, Vt 


Lancaster, Pa 


Belvidere, N.C ......... 
Marcellus, Mich 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
Clifton City, Mo. 


Paris, Ky . 


Hillsboro, Ill 
Swiftwater, Pa 
Long Grove, Ky 
77 Chapin street. 
DO Odie enwmieukal 


Stevensville, 


144 Larned x 


Sligo, Mo... 


Arrington, Kans 
Hannibal, Mo . 

National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
332 Bell st., Fremont, } 
Olneyville, R.I 
256 Pine st., Baltimore, M« 
Spring Arbor, Mich 
Conesville, lowa 
Munith, Mich -- 
Sutersville, Pa 


Chelsea, Mass 


Rockland, Mass 


Yocum, Ark 
Urbana, Mo 


Nepera Park, N. Y 


Plover, Wis... 
56 Highland 
ville, Ohio. 


82 East Sixth street, 


nati, Ohio. 
Eola, La 


Stanford, Ky . 


Clare, Mich 


Troy, N. Y Beers 
617 Highstreet, 


Ohio. 
Marceline, Mo 


Magnolia, Miss 
Venus, Nebr -..- 


168 Scio st., Rochester 


2545 State st., 


Williamsburg, Ohio 
Pierce City, Mo...... 
| Allentown, Pa 
| Elvins, Mo......- 
Pension Bureau, 


Fenton, Mic h 


Nunica, Mich.... 


Raymond, lil 


Simsbury, Conn. 
Balt imore, 


134 Talbot st., 


| Ne elyton, Pa - 
Lawrenceville, 
Fort Smith, Ar c 





certi 


Sa 1929 00 


o 


Sandusky, Ohio| 


_ 


_ 


tet mh ek et ht 
Cis WiseMmmr wis 


to vo bo 


ws 


— bat 
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North Lansing, Mich. 
National Military Home, Kans} } 

i ecnuadanmen 
48 Lehigh st., Wilkesbarre, I 


Dilleys Mills, W. 
Oregon, Mo....-.. 
New Ring ~ 

oo | | 

Detr« vit, Mich 
West Plains, Mo 
Whitehall, Wis 
Addison, Ky-......-.. 


_ 


mrmr@ 
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~ 
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Youngstown, 


Ge co ants S gees 


9% 


tS 
oe gk 


SSION AL 


names, 
Continued 


Rates 


For 
mer. 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
oo 
00 


2.00 
2, 00 
. 00 
5. 00 
2, 00 
. OO 
2.00 


00 
00 
OO 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 
00 
00 
00 


00 | 


. 00 
. 00 
. 00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


2. 00 
J. 0O 


.00 
. 00 
. 00 
2. 00 
. 00 


2.00 | 


00 
00 


2.00 
. 00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
OO 
00 


00 | 


00 


00 | 


00 
00 
00 








post-office 


5 OO 


OU 
OO 
00 


5. 00 
5. OO 
5. OO 


00 
OO 


5. 00 
2. 00 


OU 


5, 00 
», OO j 


3. 00 
5. 00 
1. 00 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 
5, OO 
.00 


00 


5. 00 
8. 00 


OU 
00 


}, OO 
00 | 


2.00 
5. OO 
OO 


OU 


5, OO 
2 OO 


OO 
00 


5. 0O 
5. 00 


OO 


5. 00 
5. OO | 


OO 
OO 
OO 


00 | 


OU 
OO 


5. OO 
. 00 
4. 00 
5. OO 


OO 


5. OO 
00 


OU 


, OO 
3. 00 


OO 


5. 00 


00 


. 00 


00 


0 


00 


5. 00 
. 00 
.00 


00 


3. 00 
5. OO 


00 


00 


5. 00 


00 
00 


OO 
UU 


= OO 


uo 


+ OO 
+. 00 
1 
5. OF 

, 7 
5. 00 
OO 
5 


», OO 


ih) 


5. 00 
5. 00 
» OO 
5. 00 











Certifi 


CALC 
Nos 


716063 


DLN) | 


40060047 | 


517270 
481951 
5200289 











oO L0 








640979 | 


508435 
= 5120 


21831 





745659 
522074 


517588 
136840 
5OM91 
L3O898 
5SIISt4 
516886 
BIR406 


51787 


O843 


1117 
1031 
R79 


R617 


13867 
6291 


6181 


8313 | 
8223 Whitby, Daniel 


A oh 


| Williams, Levin 


RECORD—SENATE. 





showing by laws and classes th 


ses, former rates and presen rat 


ACT OF JUNE Wi, 


Names Post 


Wilcox, George Belleville 
Wilson, John Blythedal 
Willys, David S Canandaigua 
Williams, James Jone ures 
Williams, Ell Marquan 
Williams,ThomasD_| Lexineton 
Williams, Aaron Gallaway 
Willlamson, John 119 tlic 
Williams, Daniel H_| Carr: 





Kings 


Williams, Charles H 


Williams, Marl W | Buffalo, 
Williams, Peter New C le 
Williams, Lewis C Marshallt« 
Willis, William ; Kyles I 
Wimpfheimer,Cha 1499 Third 
City, N 
Winder, Christian Readin 
Wineland, William Ilion, It 
Vinlock, George Evansvi 
Winn, I mb Cc Fox bore 
Winn, Mose Downine 
Winans, William S Matteaw 
Winters, Cornelius Ee yun 
Vitt, James D Li ty 
Witmyer, Fred’k. Mariett 
| Witzel, Charles Plymouth 
Wolf, kdward 153 Alur 


L Wolcott, James W Dansvi 
Wolf, Peter Stacyville 
Vesta, Nebr 
Woltemate John C_} Little Rock, 
I 
( 


Wolford, Solomon 


> 


Wonder, Benj. F 


Wood, John laiborne 
Woodle, $ Togus, Me 
Wood, Jan \ Cr Wicks 


Woodbury, Ben). D 1Ii31W. Third 
Woodward, Wm. C Hillsboro 
Woo!sey, Geo. W Superior 
Wooten, Geo. C Vallbrid 
Worley, Neal S Point Ce 


Worden,Charles H 932 b¢ 


Washing 
Works, Winfleld F’_.| 1541 Ninth : 
| ington, 


Cineinnatl 


Wratten, John 40 Water 
Wright, George W_.| Mount Hope, 
Wright, Joseph H_..| Alexis 
Wrightman, Wm | Pine Creek, } 
Wylie, Hawley J 665 Court s 
Wyman, John M 

Wymer, Wm. P_....| Edinburg 


Wyrick, Martin Abington, 
| Ogdens sburg, 

Williamson, James _| 52 Richmond 
| Richmond 


Wilber, Charles 


Yager, Jacob L _.....| Columbus, 
Yale, John, jr ..| Guilford, 
Yancy, Antoine.....! 8414 South 
| Louis, } 
Yantz, John W Vest Whee 
Yarns, William P Archibald 


Yates, Abram E | Collamer, N 
Yarrington, Hiram.| Byhalia, 
Macksburg, Ohl 
Golconda, 
Bellaire, Ohio 
Yoder, William H Ferndale, I 
pices Loysville 

| York, Lewis C } Hill, Dll. 


Yerian, Emanuel 
Yewell, Green 
Yocum, Joseph A 


Yohn, Absalom 


York, Marcus D. L _| Flippin, 
Young, John R Osceola 
Young, Frank 


Dp. Cc. 


Young, Charles W Winslow 
Young, John Y Bellwood 
Lyons, Kan 


Zerbe, Jacob .... 
Zerlant, Joseph A 


Halton 


Ziegler, George Unionvill 
Zillman, Carl ....| Altamont 


Zimmerman, Henry; Waldoc! 
Zook, Alexander Spearsv 


NAVY INVALID ACT 


Collins, Samuel 212 South Che 
timore, avi 

Denney, James H Helton 

Howard, Robert Hampton 

Inman, Stephen C Barnega 

Lee, Robert Ib 1343 Ward st 


Soucks, Cha 


D. Cc. 
Moore, Samuel W ..| 522 Short st., 
Myers, John H | Lubec, Me 
Osterberg. Irank, | National 
alias Wm. McKay.| consin. 


Reynolds, David Olathe, 


Aldenville 


ratt, Kans 





iil 


| 118 Sullivan st 


lilawara, 
Youngs, Rufus B 912 G st 


1. 00 
| Pension Bureau, Wi us hington, 2. 00 
Baltimore, 


Military Home, Vi 


709 County st.,Portsmouth, 











Ovo 


ou 
(«) 
2.00 
8.00 


Ow 


00 
» OO 
OO 
00 
, 


& OO 


2. 00 


2. Oi 
2.00 
2 OO 


OO 


OO 


OO 


2. 00 


00 
UO 
OO 


OH 


2 00 


> 00 


00 
00 


oO 


> OO 


OU 


8.00 | 
8, 00 





TC > 





Sans 


s and classes 


4 Ho ori itio B. 


49 
1: 
ms 

ob 





| Bradley, iver A. 
ird, Albert B.. 


| rham, Alexanier. 
5 Br ig ehs um, Thomas D. 
| Brooks, Leander B.. 


| Brown, George... 
Brown, Benjamin R. 
Suckner, Wm. H.... 


rr, William ___- 
Butt, Gabriel C 
Buzzell, Benj. I 


Raton. o iar d 
Ba ysm re George _. 
3 , Benjamin P.| 





iboucher, Victor} 
| 


eae wy ae 


Bell, Benjamin F_... 





z, alias Barnes, 


_ or F. 





m 18, Gustav .... 


un, JonathanC 


Jampbell, Wm. A.. 





| Carne, » OMT 


ers TP ‘iman J 


} pp Charles Wo 


ibakenbeard, I 


Ke KS Soros 


,W arnerd = 





‘ook, Isaac L 








GENERAL LAW. 


Post-office address. 


| Otisville, Mich.........-.- ( 


Athe! 18, Ala 2004 ene cces 
Dre tom Counter, Pec 
Nunda, N. Y 


Leslie, Mich.___.. 
Berry, Ill 


gus, Me. 
Shannon City, Iowa 
Columbia, Ky 


11 Fifth street SE., Wash- | 


ington, D. C. 
| Idlewild, Ind. 
| Mendon, Il 


Lapeer, Mich Ae IN = 


Milford Center, Ohio....... 
Decorah, Iowa....-.- 
Bangor, Me 
Dillworth, Ohio . 


Onteed, Geilo ...............-.. 


Rodelm, Tenn 
Decorah, lowa 
Aurora, Ark 


634 Brooklyn andSeventeenth 
streets, Portland, Oregon. 


IT, TE En cn cacsccntantawa 
Moro Plantation, Me......... 
— sissippi st., La Crosse 
i 
Barneveld, Wis.......... sito 


Kenton, Ohio 


Pana, 


38 Meadow st., Watertown, 
N. Y 


Pent water, nnn ccedenmend 
11 Atwood street, Newbury- | 


port, Mass. 


Sedgwick, Mans ............-- | 
oo eee 


Batavia Station, Mich 

Portsmouth, Va.. 

1228 Jefferson avenue, Kala- 
mazoo, Mich. 

No. 3 Rue Le France, Brus- 
sels, Belgium. 


SO ee ae 


Tolono, ni 
Soldiers’ Home, Marion, Ind. 


ID oo ccccncnsecenmes 
Evansville, Tnd........c<scece 


tue Graeme, TEP. ...6<ccnanciene 
Albert J.ea, Minn.............. 


CE Rccie wenn cemev mene 
914C herry street, Hast Sagi- 
inaw, Mich. 


eS 
Pelican Rapids, Minn.........| 
Chippewa Falls, Wis........--| 
NS” | 


Logan, Ill... 


eS FS snc nes cows wna doin 
Columbus, Ohio ..............- 
LS ee 


7il D street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

2255 Cleveland avenue, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

East North Yarmouth, Me... 


TRE EY no cestcacncagtinsion 
Camp Parapet, La ............ 


Brewerton, N. Y 
Berlin, Wis 
Smithville Ind 
Milford, Di 


Greenway, N. Y 
Saltillo, Nebr 


121 Main st., Winona, Minn... 
Lake Mills, Iowa... ..........- 


1501 S. 15th st., Buffalo, Mo... 


Omaha, Nebr 


Winterset, Iowa. .............- 


Chillicothe, Mo... ....---.<-<s- 


Livonia Station, N. Y.....-..-- 

BTOORBGIG,. VO. 60 cccc cccnccccss 

South Auburn, Nebr 

Lebanon, Mo 
22 White street, Saratoga 
Springs, N. Y. 


TS a 


Cincinnati, lowa 


3..| National Milits ary Home, 'To- 


West Branch, Mich..........- 
54Chambers st,, Boston, Mass. 


22 Railroad Sq., Nashua, N. H. 
Hampden, Mass............... 
Fryeburg Genter, Sar 
TOOUROTII, Biles enone cosscnsepe 
Coldwater, Mich .........4.... 








TANGO. TG pncnmednie Scapa eden 
FRE ccicscdomcuxonty 


North Scituate, Mass ......... 


the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice 
rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc.—Continued. 


Rates. 


— 
For- 


mer. 


16. 00 


30. 00 
24. 00 
12. 00 
25. 00 


18, 00 


72.00 


24. 00 | 
8.00 | 


12. 00 
12, 00 
14. 00 
50. 00 
8. 00 


20. 00 


17.00 
17.00 
20. 00 
16. 00 

8. 00 
18, 00 
12. 00 











. 00 
24. 00 
10. 00 
30. 00 
25. 00 
7.00 
16, 00 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the certificate numbers, names poe t-o fice 
addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, ele. 


JENERAL LAW—continued., 


Corwin, George J-..} 
Cottral, James H.... 
Covey, Israel P - 
Covell, Robert C.... 
| C OX, Hi orton “oem 
Crafton, Clarence. 

1c rawford, Daniel. 

Criteser, Thomas. . 


Chrichton, Archib’d 


Crooms, Josiah. .... 
Curl, John Boos ermeadel 
Dalrymple, _ 
Davis, Paul Ww iia 
Davis, Gaylon, jr... 
Davis, Norman..... 
Decker, Amos M.... 
Decker, James R.... 
Deford, Franklin... 
Demby, Josiah | a 
Desilver, Jose C.-...-. 
Devore, ‘James eameaell 
Devine, John M., 
alias Jno. Johnson. 
Dewitt, Daniel...... 
Dickson, Henry-. 
Dickerson, Jas. D.. 
Dodge, Edwin Toni 


Doolen, John W..... 
Doud, Martin V..... 


Driver, John P...... 
Duncan, Richard J. 
Duncan, Cyrus M ... 
Dunlap, Daniel.-..... 
Dutton, John........ 
Dysert, James ...... 
Early, Eldridge T. - 
Edgell, Benj. I". _._. 
EHidman, Christian.. 
Elbert, Victor....... 
Elliott, Charles D.. 
Erickson, Edwaré -. 
Erskine, David, alias 
Wm. T homp son. 
Everett, Charles L.. 
Farley, Charles J - 
Ferguson, Wm. V..- 
Pidler, Martin ...... 
Fifield , William C . 
yy inney, Alfred D.... 
Fitzpatrick, John... 
Fitzpatrick, John... 


Fletcher, Poter.._... 
Flowers, Lemuel S 
Flowers, Lyman .... 
Ford, John .......... 


Fox, Thomas W.-- neal 
Frasier, Edarwa . 


Fre Ss 
Ga "Squ uire L...... 


i; Ganey, John ........ 


Garrett, Lewis B.... 
Gardner, John H.... 
Garland, Russell.... 
Gaston, Ephraim C. 
Geraux, Joseph ..... 
Gile, Newell BE ...... 
— n, PHilip .. .. 
Gilgeese, William .. 
Go xd win, James i5.. 


Gough, Thomas W.. 
Gross, Samuel A.... 
Guker, Peter ........ 
Haberroth, Chris .... 
Halfmann, Henry -.- 
Hammer,Alanson A. 
Hanks, David A .-.-..- 
Harman,Shephard C 
Harris, Augustine -. 


Harris, Thomas ..... 
Harrison, James C . 

Harrison, George Oo. 
Hartley, Samuel -... 
Hathaw ay; Albert L 
Hay, David .......... 
Hayden, William P. 

Hazelton, Truman W 
Heeley, Michael ..... 
Heyser, Elias........ 
Hill, James L......-.. 
Hill, Henry G......-.. 
Hinds, Simeon D.... 
Hinson, John ........ 
Hitchcock, Chas H . 








Breckenridge, Mich 
Sabula, Iow selina 
Lake Arm, Mic licks pinimeiteinmesenin 
Buchanan, Mich........0<ces<-! 
PS NI once nn emanate 
Covington, Ohlo............... 
Bentousport, lowa 
Roseburg, Oregon 
Oberlin, Kans .-. 
Greensburg, Ind ..... ....<<<--- 
North Lewisburg, Ohio 
Farmersville, Ohio 
Marietta, Ohio.............-... 
114 Purchase st., Milford,Mass 
Marcellus, Mich..... 
DI i ee cre 
123 Lormon st., Elmira, N. Y. 

Des Moines, Iowa laetheteaaiaaniniagiinib 
Hot Springs, Ark.............- 
le: SE inane wc nnmiveitise 
BA Ts, Wiinndan ncnnasninn’ 
253 Linden st., Louisville, Ky 


Waterloo, Ind ..............--- 

An: vcostia, Sy inate nisiaiafenich 

Piceatedh, Til... .conenccs 

58 Princeton strest, Spring- 
fleld, Mass. 

Joplin, Mo 


P 








- O. Box 42, Clarenceville, 

N. Y. 

Hagerstown, Md............... 
Meridian, Kans..........-. «<<. 
Cottage Grove, Oregon........ 
RR ie cnconnsnrancauns 
a 
CRONE GEES, BAR sccccccccoanencn 
eae 
Newport, Oli0..........-c<ac«« 
139 Devoe st., Brooklyn, N. Y.- 
Shelbyville, Ill ................ 
Coquille, Oregon .............. 
Spring Water, Iowa.......-... 
68S Kast i35th street, New 

York City. 
DID, BEN cnc cnnccnenaas= 
i * » 
in Minas 2nnanete inn 
Greenfield, ee nae) 
Marshfield, i naajnunbivecansiiniaiiicia 
SI TINE co nccuoncasnunme 
San Gregorio, Cal ............. 
309 East Thirty-thirdst., New 
York, N. ¥, 
305 Fourteenth st., Cairo, Ill... 


alin cai tinieti cs commie eepphcgieddideag 


Zanesville, Ohio -.........2. 00 
We Obverane, REIGN, ...... cancucee 
Marionville, Mo ............... 
ind an moth i meme 
G ranby, Province of Quebec, 
Canada. 
Yates Center, Kans ........ 
130 West Fourth street, Wil- 
li Lmsport, Pa. s 
20233 N ission street, San 
Francisco, Cal. 
Rapidan Mills, Minn ..... .... 
Rockport, Me.....0.....c--nce- 
re 
Knoxville, Iowa.............-- 
Cheboygan, Mich.. 
Norway, Kans..... ? 
IN Mc itthind oo sadinnagmensin 





11 Goodwin avenue, Glen 
Falis, N. Y. 
New Castile, Ind ..............- 
Grand Ronde, Oregon........- 
PO nn adinnicnscucqnensars 
2916 Lemp ave., St. Louis, Mo. 
National Military Home, Wis. 
a a 
BRRTARO0, We Wik oc concn cconccesce 
Ss nccdiiwenancnened 
22 Austin street, Cambridge- 
port, Mass. 

A iveritinccrnmmancocdin 
Hazle Green, Mo...........-.0- 
Manchester, Iowa ............- 
GPOORCASNS, BBG... .caccocces<s 
GN, EEE nic cnccasousen aces 
NS eee 
SS +) se 
CRE, HOUND i dnwnccntamscnnene 
Almshouse, Sacramento, Cal. 
Lexington, Ohio..........--..- 
Ei a kccarescmvescnacce 
oe aney ae 
EGG, We lioserescconscncees 
1727 Wwittieny st, Keokuk, lowa 
ae st.SE., Washington, 


JU LY 
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1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
















Statement showing by laws and classes ¢ ertifcale numbers, names 


ad iresses, former rates and present rales, of 3 ) 3, efc.—Co 








GENERA! 















235118 | Hoard, Hent .--| Huron, Ind dawn ee $18. 00 17 {S878 Oln 1. Ne , S ( > 00 2 
200458 | Holvorson, John....| Cresco, lowa.... naenien 17. 0O 4. 00 1011 Oren “bh « ( = ’ Mi, ' 14 00 7 
| Honeywell, H. # } 3 ille, Mich 8. 00 4. 00 } he oa 
| ii ) " “a "I 3| Osw } M . 0 
| Hoppe, Ernst ..| Cres low 1 00 19 1) Pp 1 5 n Mile u I ‘ : a x) 8 OO 
| . > ) Ll 


House, Josep! 









| Jackson, He 












































































































Janes, Louis at, ae Sea >. 00 ) {or 74 
Jennings, Stephen ( : 17.00 | 1.00 | 254784 
Jones, Gains J . - 12. 00 } 8. 00 178 
Jol , Thomas O....} 12.00 |} ? 00 1 
| Jones, William L...| cas 17.00} 4.00] 49538¢ |] Phister. Miechae 
Johnson, Iver I I eae 30.00} 12.00 18 nous. Cake “age 
Justice, Jo} W....] Va... 14. 00 5001 2 Por rt ; ag 
luford....| . “| 97,00} 12.00) 11612 | Portes’ Geo W 
irtin......| 49 Water st., Allegheny, Pa..| 72.00 50. 00 | Potter’ David R 
158 Camden st., Newark, N.J-| 50.00] 90.00 | Potter. Edwin C St. Johnsbury. Vt 18. 00 , 
| Indian River, Me.............. 45. 00 26.00 | Pratt "1 smes ‘ ey ate c = 1° - a 
< I i a 17. 00 12. 00 | Breaton. Stephen G Rive aan -_ . « oS 
Kepley, Charles H ..| 200 Thirty-seventh street, | 8.00 6, 00 Price, M tin : Portl cd i SO "£00 
Chicago, Ill. a tate suntan Cian emia ; a. UU 
ry, Joseph-.......- Shreve Ohio... ea 6.00 | ee veh > C ao oe ve. O Nv. | 
al, George...... Massillon, Ohio.........-..-..- | 18.00 10.00 | Prior aaa ~—-| Ss se . 
| Kiser, Henry......-. Bluffton, Ind ..................| 14.00] 12.00 | 392028 | Porter, Richard... Milfor« - ae : 
| Knox, Allen.........| New Kirk, Okla .........-.- g 22.00} 20,00 139965 | \ Ms 7 - a Louisvi : mn 40. ( 
706093 | Konkle, Josiah...... | Idaho Falls, Idaho -.... ant ioe “6. 00 182063 | 3 - e - rn oe N steno : a. 2S 3 
499635 | Koontz, James E.....} Paulett, Tenn - OETA ED 2 00 6.00 si ele tamey, Francis M..| Soldier 2s Hom 12. 00 
107123 | Krueger, Charles -..| 219. Thirdst., Winona, Minn.| 72.00 7.00 | 2 | Ratcliff. John ¢ ona ; 
419444 | Lapini, John-._......| 334 Sixth street, SE., Wash- 72. 00 39.00 | Rea H a pi wt byrne . 18. Of 
ington, D.C | lk - foward.....-..| New Castle, Pa. 17.00 : 
| Lattin, Wright ..... Bristolville, Oh | roe Henry " J », COlO.--.-------- nee} 12.00 t. OU 
| Lawrence, Andrew .| Ewing, Nebr | oe yds ee rao sana] on, Tit 18. 00 17. 00 
| Leise, Conrad .......| Wall Rose, Pa crest lage Be ond, Wis ae; 20 
| Leist, Alfred ......../ Kingston, Ohio. Ri cb Hh on, <1 a vy. ( 12. 00 
Leitner, Julia_......| Tiffin, Ohio - | 5 oe -% 5 14. 00 OO 
Lightfoot, Henry...| Findlay, Ohio ee eee 30, 00 17.00 
325503 | Lingard, Edward...| Kalo, Iowa. ---- Rob Seen ee 12. O 8.00 
241812 | Link, John, jr-....... | Ovid, Mich.__. Seobienn. Wilites ° ~- OO 1 
79869 | Lisenbee, AndrewJ.| Mount Sterling. tot inson, W illiam J 8. 00 2 0 
144900 | Littrell, Joseph G .-| Lone Grove, Ind Robinson, John. ....| C ! 4. O 
; ivingston, Geo. S..| Pension Office R ) on, John E Austin, I ‘ 7) 
| Long, Charles D ....| Lansing, Mich... — cis Sur ush- | ’ 
191892 | Longst, Jonah ......| English, Ind... > ington | 
©0519 | Lovitt, John ........ Arlington, Ill oe ~ BE . Pactolu “9 WU 
181273 | Lyon, William S_....| Walt a. ee 30 Sout , NOW 18. 60 ! , 
87243 | Lenix, Samuel wea.) Webster, Ill...... 1! 6 P _ Bri ain 
215243 | Mack, Joseph -«--| Altoona, Pa...-...- : 24 10 . pete Bloomin 14. ( ! 
61364 | Marlow, Caffrey conn] CHIOIEWOOE, BO WRiiccc cncccccuecs 18. 00 10. 00 | Blt = ors. Derry wat " ~. ( 
283914 | Martin, John ....| Millsburg, Pa 36. 00 $7. 00 saa1 | Secvere Galati , : ( 
69125 | Martin, Alex. C ....-. speria, Mich 14, | | Rowe 291 lester sirect, Man 18. ( 17 
181 | May, James A —_ I 








May, William Hf .... 








| fy ) 1 +> 
} ©, Ul 8907 41 cana 


ent, James 


| Meader, George. ...- | 
Miller, Samu 



































































































a 18.00 | 17. 09 74 ur 
} Pa. i ar on a “ser 
204610 | Miller, Henry -.-....| Delphos, Ohio | 10.00 Rath Demiel B- 
er ic oro & sha . } = } ) 7 Jonn alias q 
fwd ew GO. 22 enne---- eee = lave } 6, 00 1170 sis € s Willi m $ -| Carth: 
4 462669 | Miller, Abraham....| Kokomo, Ind ... } 4. 00 1400 8 St rp, George Ww._.| W 
a 2 Millspaugh, D. E....| 951 Mitchell ave., a8 00 | - - ichmond L. 
22 Miner, William -..- Richford, Vt.......- -0 12.00 n, Carlos U. attl h salen 8 
586088 | Mitchell, James .| Reno, Nev__.-.. : | 12. 0¢ 8.00 | nm, Wm. Hf...) McIntyre, lowa...... -- 17. 00 1. OO 
361831 | Mittlestedter, J« t. Jc a 12. 00 } Eli ........| Deal, Pa ---.-..-----.-------+-- } 19.00 1 
271250 | Mobley, John....- _.| Story, Ind._...._... _- oe ae | artin V....| Oregon, Wis.......... 17.00 
167425 | Montague, Lotes C..| Montague, Mass | 29 00 ed Alber West Windsor, Mich 16. 00 0) 
96204 | Mooney, Marion ....| Columbus, Ind | 17.00 | eng Sige bo 1, Ohio 14. 00 
62330 | Mooney, John | Soldiers’ Home, Mich..-... 00 | 400} 2 ee [saac Ben ee 18. 00 ) 
339307 | Moore, Levi W..---- | Weston, W. Va TIIIIII} 10.00] 200] 1: aoetan” Gees ene cone ae 00) 4 
} Moore, Oliver W ....| Spring Valley, Minn ....-. "| 24.001 17.00 | 435552 | SS ean” aa eeeee Soe~s Scnoon i > NN .| 17.00 12. 00 
Morhous, Throop R.| Madison, Wis.-..-.............| 50.00 en on | seaena | ee or e W St. Paris, Ohio 8 00 & 00 
Morgan, Aaron...... illite “1 18.00 pawaay | Saaeen, & 300 pC t D I 17.00 2.00 
26 Mosteller, John _....| Tallula, Ill..................--- } 18.00 } Sr a 
119819 |} Moyer, Thomas L ..| Hamburg, Pa.........-------.- | 72.00 50.00 | 1 , epg : zU.. LYNN, MASS. .....--- 18. 00 17. 00 
510583 | Munday, Reuben P .| Goree, Te + 10.00 | me 0} - an ‘i Colum l New ) 
72476 | Myers, Wm .-.---| Brighton, | 16.00 6.00 1 | 
: McCance, Jar UG}. | 72.00 20.00 | 189324 00 
McCarty, Marcus L..| West Union, Ill -- | 16.00 14.00 | 8. 00 00 
McCollum, James...}| Cresco, Iowa... ; 60.00 “4 00 | ke 14. 00 v 
McCracken, Jas. M..| Conklin, Tenn ms 50.00 | t 12. 00 a 00 
A 3 McCullock, W, J.B Turner, Oregon 1 “6.00 | 18. 00 17 
F McGunnigle, Wm...) Murphysboro, Ill_......... a 20 00 | a ° 14, 00 10. 00 
; McKiddy,J. C.....-- Princeton, N. J....... at 50. 00 | apes 00 
McMillen, Samuel ._}| Alexandria, Tonn ............. 17 eh coe | ere Oe Son Se ate BOM cnaccereoncnes ) 12. 00 
510990 | McMillen, Samuel ..| Corn, Tenn......- eon | 24. 00 14.00 
61995 | McMillen, David A._| Evansville, Ind__.... an oo | : si 00} 17.00 
512048 | McPherson, Eli -..... Kossuth, Ohio.... 12.00 | : l 7 12. 00 3 00 
45146 | Neal, Jonathan .-.... Fair Haven, N.Y .. oe } tier i 1aS ....| 363 E. 6th st., St. Paul, Minn 8.00 | 6. 00 
144535 | Neely, William ..... SI Ts ccnevenitnesanal "6.00 | | Stine, Henry W -....| Independence, Kans ..........| 22.00) 16.00 
242269 | Neice, John ..-..| Econee, ee ee on a | Stort “, John ---=--| Decorah, lowa ewate 24. 00 | 17. 00 
65178 | Nelson, Andr | Friend, Nebr................... 30 00 ems W illiam KR -.| Graysville, Ind -......... 20.00} 16.00 
Nelson, Will Birmingham, Iowa.. ei 17.00 | omens md ao M Y tS, LOWS ennene-eee----| 72.00} 50.00 
=. New? an, Rik Buena Vista, Ohio. __ Biy4 Stuart, ‘ imeon Albion, N.Y -. Jee | 17. 60 
hi Norrts, John S......| Setvin, ina............ a “8.00 Sem key, Chris lan..| B ty, OB} Rae Se 1 00 
i Noakes, William H..| Springfield, Mo....-.--.. a 6.00 Summer, Joshua ’ H ville, Va ee 18. 00 17. 00 
a 179339 | Nowlin, Elijah B Callawa ee - 25, 00 99" 00 Sutton George W } Bo cobel, Wis “+ 17.00 
x 100872 | O'Brien, Jaines.....| 391 Case st. St-Paui, Minn----| 18.00] 8.00 | 136164 | Taylor, George lt... | El Modena, Cal 400} 6.00 
D 463780 | Odell, James H......| Menasha, Wis ne a 6 136464 | Taylor, George R....| Waupaca, Wis 18.00} 7.00 
: os ashi US nnncaancceseonnns® GAGE 6.00 | 504022 ' Taylor, Frederick S.!' Mount Morris, Mich 12. 00 4. 00 





STS aS 
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Statement showing by laws and classes the cerlificate numbers, names, post-ofice 


addresses, former rates and present rates, of pensioners, etc,— Continued. 
GENERAL LAW—continued. 



















7 | 
Certifi- : ; ae. 
cate Name | Post-oflice address. For- | Pres- 
; mer. | ent. 

79638 | Taylor, James __| | Emporia, a a $72.00 | $36. 00 
437937 | Tebo, John C........| Okawville, Ill..................| 10.00] 6.00 

80258 | Teel, Jacob H ......./ Shoals, W. Va................ 18. 00 17.00 

90465 Temple, Francis . COs & Uisnsacces cece | 18.00 | 17.00 

63301 | Tenney, Newton F_.| National Military Home, 24. 00 6.00 

Ohio. 

441776 | Ten Eyck, Willard..| St. Deroin, Nebr - 22.00 8.00 

56607 | Tepper, William....| 317 Gardner st., Union, N.J - 18. 00 17. 00 
209497 | Thelss, 'p nina etnd | 2153 William st., Phil’a, Pa.. -| 12.00 6.00 
166650 | Thickstur, FE. .G ..| Knoxville, 'Tenn........ | 8.00 6. 00 
515812 | Thiesen, John....... | Cascade Locks, Oregon... = 12. 00 6.00 
132127 | Thorp, John J pnw dl Ey Pe antinnibnne<iankvee 18.00 17.00 
306761 | Thompson, Jos eph. | Cherryvale, Kans............-. | 72.00 30. 00 
435793 | Thomas, Samue Pine Village, Ind........ ....| 17.00 12. 00 
146748 | Tilton, Henry I ....| Newport, Me ........... ...... 8.00 6.00 
299949 | Tinsman, Ell........ REESE, Bilvnvcncancucsance 22. 00 17. 00 
231252 | Tisdale,Adoniram.,. ee aan 17.00 5. 00 
131798 |} Totman, Charles H. ’ EO BEAls, BORO wccncccsnncnne 8.00 6.00 
228825 | Treu, John .....- Ns GER nnn rcnncnascwened 12. 00 8.00 
303227 | Troxell, Wm. David | Ottumwa, Iows..............-- 18. 00 17.00 
274697 | Tucker, Peleg D Wood River Junction, R.1I....| 17.00 14.00 
165773 | Turley, Be njamin F.| Gainesville, Mo..............-- 50. 00 30. 00 
425812 | Turley, Claborn C ..| Hartford, W. Va............... 22.00} 17.00 
439512 | Turner, Nelson M. Bonham, Tex. 10. 00 2.00 

52732 | Valley, Dolph .....-. South Ham, Quebec, ‘Canada| 24.00 8.00 
285255 | Van Camp, Wm. N .| Grape Creek, Denk hirkaegwaition 18. 00 17.00 
161699 + anneman, Theo. J_| Port Deposit, iE dui:siacembacinnas 18. 00 17.00 

40075 | Vanpelt, James N Melrose, Iowa................. 18.00 17.00 
493763 | Van Poush, Vactor.} Trenton, Mo-_...............-. 17.00 8.00 

70199 } Walker, William . a Ph. Wind patenbcdendined 8.00 6.00 
232986 | Wallis, Newton W Mound Valley, Kans_....- 18.00 17.00 
337238 | Wagner, John....... I OE a csvcncvcdesebess 18.00 6.00 

64953 | Watkins, C.C .| Crittenden, Ariz..... 17.00 
180596 | Weaver, F. A. Win Steeleville, Tli...............- 8.00 6.00 

27949 | Weed, Henry.... Jt CE tee tcantiven caakndnd 24. 00 17.00 
373196 | Wells, Clinton ......| Lone Tree, W. Va.......-...--- 8.00 4.00 
114098 | Wells, Mark... i ee Forks,| 30.00 17.00 

. Dak. 

17828 |} Weld, Daniel W-.-... I an tane din bias ceie deed 18. 00 17.00 

830639 | Weldon, Thos.,alias| Decorah, Iowa................- 24, 00 8.00 
Thos. Holihan. 

29824 | Weldon, James H...| Cimarron City, Okla.......... 18. 00 16. 00 
123559 | Wetherbee, D.A ....| Eureka Springs, Ark.........- 24. 00 8.00 
544623 | White, George W...) Lebanon, Ind.................. 20. 00 14. 00 
317077 | White, Milo ........-. eae 72.00 30. 00 
178949 | White, Henry W....| Auburn, Me_._................. 72.00 50. 00 
425819 | Whitman, John A I. Iie E ssavcecnuceeseun 17.00 12. 00 
284731 | Wiedenkeller, J. S..} Taylorville, Ill_.....-........-.. 8.00 4.00 
216418 | White, George ......| Wonewoc, Wis..........-.----- 10. 00 6.00 
108367 | Wilson, Jacob ..| McLeansboro, lll......... seosst See 6.00 
149537 | Wilson, Darling a I 72.00 30. 00 
220904 | Wilson, Benjamin fF) Lincoln, Nebr., 854 North} 18.00 17.00 

Twenty-first street. 
4431 | Wiliams, Benj. H | ORR, TEs oncncnonsner 50. 00 30. 00 
655313 | Williams, Thos oan —_ Home, Washington, 8.00 4.00 
| ) 
407420 | Williams, Jefferson.| Washington, Ind..............| 20.00 17. 00 
269992 | Winchester, Rich W.| Canton, Wis................... 12.00 4.00 
380676 | Windsor, Benjamin.| Versailles, Ph ditsebcantuune 17,00 6.00 
wo fh RO” OR CY eee eS § eer 17. 00 8.00 
229229 | Willett, Joseph.._... D Ce Oe ERs nnvcbcaccino neem 18, 00 17.00 
381860 | Wolbert, Henry.....| Fontanelle, Iowa..............}] 12.00 2,00 
343310 | Wright, Robert .....| South Haven, Kans...........} 20.00 14.00 
393725 | York, Leander W...' Andersonville, Tenn 12.00 4.00 
450258 Young, G Gabriel | 134 Putnam avenue, Zanes- 22. 00 8.00 
| ville, Ohio. 
243943 | Young, Jobn W.... Montrose, aaa olan 50. 00 30. 00 
205933 | Young, Isaac........ | — Military Home, Ind_| 16.00 8. 00 
186609 | Yount, Thomas J.._.!. : 50.00 8.00 
314675 | Zeigier, Franklin. “a 404 ‘Bast Market st., York, Pa_| 10.00 2, 00 
NAVY INVALID, GENERAL LAW. 

2660 | Ames, Eben .-.-..- ..| 12 Green st,, Revere, Mass....| $14.00 | $12.00 

1878 | Edwards, Charles...| 85 Prince st,, Boston, Mass ...| 14.00 12,00 

3199 | Garrison, Furman M; Vineland, N, J........-...-.-... 8.00 6.00 

3731 Grace, George W ...| Cape May, N. J .......--......- 8.00 6.00 

2343 | Rabier, John B......| Annandale, Minn.............. | 10. 00 6.00 

OLD WAR. 

4015 Mullin, Chambers C.| Mechanicsburg, Pa ....-. €72.00 | 850.00 

| | 








Statement showing the certi ficate numbers, names, ‘post- office addresses, and rates 
of Indian wars pensioners (act of July 27, 1892) whose names were dropped 
Srom the pension roll between March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, for the reason 
that the soldiers did not perform thirty days’ mililary or naval service, or were 
not mentioned in any resolution of Congress. 





SURVIVORS. 
Certifi-| 
cate | Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos. | 
556 | Gilliland, James ......-. 16 Broad street, Ghastenten, S.C..| 88.00 
57 | Hubbel, Thaddeus C....| Orangeburg, S.C.. “ 8.00 
770 | Lockwood, Jacob A..-... RoI, Te Sil once canine iinitionanaginiiaies 8.00 
793 | Prince, Edwin C........ 25 Euston Home, Charleston, S. C. 8.00 


—— ——$— 











Statement showing the certificate numbere, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
of pensioners whose names were dropped for the reason that the soldiers did 
not perform thirly days’ military or naval service, etc.—Continued. 





WIDOWS. 

an perenne il seacoast lial 

Certifi- | } 

cate Names. Post-office address. Rate 

Nos. 

ssl adibgsipisidaaaiiaeeiiaiteliseiniaanineanininia datniasabliaisibabiitaient 4 
1157 Groning, Sarah......... NN TO cas coceananiewioeawdsdens 88. 00 
187 | James, Edith............ CT?» vcicGinensamibebianee | 8.00 
29 | Milnor, Elizabeth M....| 321 East Bay st.,Charieston,S.C__| — 8'09 
841 | Petsch, Elizabeth Ann.| 453 Rutledge st., Charleston, S.C__| 8.00 
873 | Reeves, Ellen ...........] 18 Broad street, Charleston, S.C_.| 8.00 
884 | Tennent, Emma Hardy. Morristown, Tenn................. 8.00 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, oe. office adk arenees, and rales 
of pensioners whose names were dropped from he pension roll between March 
4, 1893, and March 10, 1894, for the reason that they were not the legal widows 
of the soldiers or satlorse on account of whose deaths they were pensioned 


ARMY WIDOWS—ACT JUNE 27, 1890, 








Certifi- 














cate Names. Post-ofice address. Rate, 
Nos. 
297473 | Burns, Anna ..........-.-. 318 Mechanic street, Camden,N. J #8. 00 
346340 | Burrell, Henrietta W....) Newton, N. J ...-.--......-.-.-.---- 8. 00 
321264 | Duvall, Ruth A.......... Green Spring, W. Va.......-..-. 12.00 
306897 | Duffy, Martha.........-. 2222 Clayton st.. Philadelphia, P a 8.00 
286620 | Egleshoffer, Edna.......| Three Rivers, SS ei capa eta | 8.00 
336215 | Gallagher, Bridget ......| 2008 North Second street, Phila: | 8. 00 
delphia, Pa. 
303579 |} Hall, Henrietta ......... Lewisville, near Savannah,Ga 8. 00 
336881 | Kennedy, Minnie F’..... 1523 Christian st., Philadelphia, | 8.00 
Pa 
321785 | King, Martha E......... Grand Rapids, Mich ...............} | 8.00 
880907 | Lambert, Amy .......... Ce tkcbads clad nkacabewenene 8.00 
376006 | Lodge, Eliza J .......... Ns Sins eeu. Sasaale wean 8.0 
309404 | Miller, Melissa A........ | PE VII SIEO a5 once un cinne sinuses essa 8.00 
294725 | Meloon, Nancy L ....-.. Corner Moralesand Press streets, | 8.00 
New Orleans, La. | 
849462 | Nichols, Jennie L......- 45 Newhall street, Lynn, Mass | 8. 00 
282821 | Napier, Nancy .......... eee da incaweeen eas | 8. 06 
336584 | Phelps, Harriet A....... Providence, ss See ea Fe 8.00 
327366 | Reynolds, Nancy --....-. Huntington, W. Va.............-.. 8.09 
304972 | Riley, Elizabeth V......! Paris, Tenn ........................ 14.00 
301861 | Slack, Margaret J .....-. | Blizat vethtown, Ky 8. 00 
367218 | Smith, Mary Jane....... | 2046 Cuthbert st., P hiladelphia, ‘Pa 8. 00 
307123 | Skaggs, Arbell.......... Dezarn, Ky......-.-. | 16,00 
364813 | Schopet, Karolina ......| 1783 South Ninthst., St. ‘Louis, Mo. 8. 00 
342521 | Tucker, Sarah Ann..... Greenwood, Ky - Ses 8.00 
288094 | Turner, Catherine ...... cna dubs audi dupe auhe Ghee 8. 00 
309623 | Wentz, Amanda ........ Lancaster, Ohio.................... 8. 00 
322631 | Zimmerman, Joanna...} Steelton, Pa a aawalinnn cad dee uae 8.09 
ARMY WIDOWS—GENERAL LAW. 
Certifi- | 
cate. Names. Post-oMce address. Rate 
Nos. 
150386 | Arnold, Jane............ I TR ok ad cea eine ban $12. 00 
247386 | Barthelmas, Susannah.| 391 St. Aubin ave., Detroit, Mich 8, 00 
276027 | Jester, Julia A......-.... Georgetown, Del.....-.. ewscoee 2000 
272808 Joralemon, Ella........ CS EE ae 8. 09 
246457 | Morgan, Susan D....... Harpers Ferry, W. Va.....-......- 12. 00 
259891 | McLean, Margaret...... a a i a 12, 00 
268167 | Mitchell, Eliza.......... 87 Jefferson st., Memphis, Tenn -.| 2. 00 
259710 Reeman, ED Dian ncesl MI GEE ac bincndenncsadsuccecace } 42.00 
120052 | Rutherford, Josephine..| Clarksville, Tenn -............ ..-.| 8,00 
375699 | Smith, Cassie........... a NL 8. 00 
225070 | Stone, Mary A.......... Clark City, a ae 12. 00 
$20576 | Taylor, Louisa.......... Concord, Ky.... ae 10. 06 
299677 | Tayman, Jane........... 940 Sartain st., Philadeiphia, E 17.00 
288743 |. Williams, Mary A...... 155 Mason st., Clevel: and, Oh te : 12. 06 
240983 | Waltz, Pauline.......... Angel Island, San Franc ‘isco, Cal i2. 00 
NAVY WIDOWS—GENERAL LAW. 
4370 | Brown, Johanna M ..... 4 Ward street, eer: Mass ....} $12.00 
1940 | Parker, Emmaretta....- Gravesend, N. Y . dteieeess|: ERGO 
NAVY WIDOWS—ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 
722 | ee Tis nena. ewes 706 Madison street, Toledo, Ohio | #8. 00 
WANT, TAUPO. 0nccveccces PE EEE os ncusdndecedese cuss 8. ( 


— re ee 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post- — addresses, and rates of 
pensioners under the general law, whose names were ropped from the pension 
rou between Afarch 4, 1898, and May 10, 1894, for the reason that the disabilities 
Sor which they were pensioned had ceased to exist in @ pe nsionable degree. 





Certifi- | 
cate Names. Post-office address. | Rate 
Nos. 

380143 | Andrews, Manoah E....| Westfield, Mass.................... $4. 00 
265624 | Adams, OD rcnineentil Ne ani ncaa cekwn ase madi 2.00 
286388 | Barks, George...........| Jones, Mich . ie 8.00 
824446 | Beckhardt, Joseph.....- 419 East Fifty- -eighth street, New 2.00 


York, N. Y. 
430685 | Branigan, Patrick ......| Alleghenv. Pa....................-- 4, 08 
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Statement showing the certifi numbers, nimes, post-ofi : addresses, and rates | Statement showing the certificate nun 
of pensioners droppe Thon 1use disat bilities had ceased, etc.—Continued. of pensioners dropped because 


Certifi-| | 

cate Names Post-office address. Rate. 
a 

Nos. 


Vost-office address 


477119 | Biggs, Martin ...... Sedalia, Mo 
613178 | Brown, James P ........| Berkeley, Cal...... ie : 
309604 | Burke, James T.........| Round Bottom, W. Va ... 5 Herridge, George Lacon, ll 
369504 | Burris, Wm. T .-..- Lincoln, Del at : 3o9 | Sydney, Philip ---| Not known 
247700 } Bushey, Lewis P....-. Preston, lowa.. 3. 
9925 | Cumings, Henry A......] Augusta, Me Seceg 8. 1) : ts} Va aceeiitineil . bee 
681670 | Carmody, M i #02 Montgomery st., § rs 5, ‘ vent & vere = € CEPLENCALE RUMIETS, NAMES, POSt-O NCE 
} ’ cisco. Cal of pensioners whose names were dropped from the pensio 

247504 | Carroll, James M Hampton, Iowa .. i, and May 10, 18 4, 0n t é ground th wt they u ere 
493592 | Christian, James . Leora, Mo = labor, or the soldiers on account of whose deaths they 
283364 Coggins, John ; 386 S. Mainst., Fall River t 

$406 | Colby, Cornelius O 29 Dexter st., South Bos ton, 
Cox, Joseph J .----| Milo, Mo haswenepenn 
Cumber, John nee Cynthiana, Ky... 
Calor, James Big Gully, Tenn 
De Haven, Joel... White Cloud, Mich 
Downing, Jesse W 208 Drum st., San Franc ae 0, Cal 
300012 Dabler, John...... National Soldiers’ Hon | 
455616 | Davis, John T ae Cos mopolis, Wash 313394 | Auspach, Philipena Cedar Grove, Ind #8. 00 
386979 | Due, Franklin.-- Marlboro, N. H.. ae 291067 | Becker, Agnes A | Galveston, Tex i 10. 00 
371389 | Darcy, Thomas 42 Beaver street, Salem, Mass -. 5. 282346 | Caspari, 1} beth._....| St. Louis, Mo-.. cami 8. 00 
290458 | Forbert, Wm. H-..-. Georgetown, Del.....-. ad 3 351277 | Fletcher, Mary L | Wayne, Mich.... 4 aie 8. 00 
141483 | Ferrell, John 846 Banklick st., Covington, K | ( 296250 | Henson, Sarah C........} Johnson, Ark ibdeitiedins 12.00 
305814 Eaton, William _--- Pittsburg, Kans......... 3186 | Lockard, Rebecca Emporia, Kans acta 8. 00 
Emery, Samuel B...- Cedar Knoll, Pa sale aaa 5 319387 | Pond, Delia M-.. enka St. Elizabeth Home, Providence 8. 00 
Gerould, George ...... Vicksburg, Miss-.....-.-- ; os 2 R. 1. 
Green, Marvin W... Elmhurst, Cal caine aaa 5. | 
Horton, Ballister --..-- 3135 Forest avenue, Chicz 
405817 Howard, William F. Lima, Ohio 20. ARMY MOTHERS, ACT OF JUNE 27 
291676 | Huffman, Andrew J-.. Lapel, Ind aaa 4 
264259 | Huston, James K. P Greentown, Ind . - . 816211 | Miller, Martha Cross Plains, Iil 
318634 | Hammond, Henry ; Georgetown, De! ocacnese 347554 | Gast (formerly Sturd- | Princeton lowa 
420130 | Hé milton, Samuel M Waitsburg, Wash... bine 2. ivant), Angelina. 
840486 | Hersey, Henry B.... Santa Fe, N. M -.. one 5.00 | ogo924 | Parker, Nancy J Livingston, Iowa 
420457 | Hill, Samuel --- -_. Greensboro, Vt... | 15 288102 | Van Husen, Elizabeth C} Ira Station, N. Y_.-. 
517406 | Hoskinson, William B. | New Florence, Pa 
760971 | Hanlon, James . Bakersfield, Cal Sania ie 
661782 | Henderson, William 1324 Vallejo street, San Fran ‘ | ARMY FATHERS, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890 
cisco, Cal. 
777004 | Junifer, Samuel... 7 Corcora 7, D.C a ‘ 
12063 dae si ae Be spatenbay gi hy Philadelphia, | 1.0 Joe Larzelere, Charles B 536 Beach street, Philad 

Pa. 322i Lees, James Utica, Pa ‘ 

460156 | Jackson. Alfred’ 2 Weaverville, Cal...........---..-- } 3 , Sherwood Orsamus Rocky River, Ohio 
504129 | Johnston, Rufus R-. | Winneconne, Wis.......-..--------| 4 321058 | Wilkerson, Alex. T P. O. Box 705, Milford, I 


om 


suppor 





ARMY WIDOWS’ ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890 


Names. Post-office address 





2 OO OO ee me TD 


eo uIts 


1890. 


’ 


$22437 | Knight, Myron B& Strawberry Pcint, lowa a 
9755 | Kramer, Johann Hans 28 Pollande, Post Toeplitz, | 
Unter Koani, Austria. | 
428066 | Kerr, Henry W Carlinville, Ill....-.- ‘ ; 
183723 | Koehne, Frederick 308 Lincoln ave., Evansville, Ind_.} 189887 | Allen. Mary __| Siam. 
473166 | Keith, Thomas J.....- Greenwood, Ind.........-.- 8 oR1 15 Brown 
08% vA" | Long, Theodore K.... Care West Pub. Co., St. Paul, Minn 8 ° > Bi “th 
Lazzell, Uriah W -...- Broadlat ids, Ill ~O 
| Lobdell, Noble a | 2727;Lyndaleavenue, Minn ‘apolis, 
Minn. 
Martin, James ‘ Wost View, 
Miller, James -.... | Deiblero, P "a 
McLane. Daniel ‘ West Point, Ohio 
Mosier, John lL. ..-... | Game. 
765608 | Mellen, Albert B | Acton, Cal 
600706 | Monta Denard 149 San Pedro st., Porth: ind, Oreg 
517111 | Myers, Mark H....--.. Peel, Oreg: ane 
487407 | Miller, Nicholas .... 260 Main st., Wheeling, W.Va 
402412 | Nolan, Henry J : } Henry st., New York, N. Y... 
755412 | Nichols, Harvey N..... Sureka, Cal . 
330178 | Oehlrich : eter ‘ Butte, Mont a rane ioceue 5 +r 
753688 | Ozenberver, Josep! h _...1 Middletown, Cal : ARMY ! 
750506 | Phillips, T hoes is Seattle, Wash ae 
299915 | Pugh, Owen ones Fairport, N.Y . eceascuss 4. 254703 | Haymond, James Ironton, W. Va 
728993 | Peterson, “olon Waitsburg, Wash 5. 246165 | Long, Annis Taylorville. Lil 
114253 | Pringle, Andrew G Mitchell, 8S. Dak . } 245542 | Moore, George W 5357 Michigan State Prison, Ja 
116955 | Peterson, Jacob R Northville, S. Dak...-. oamait . son, Mick h 
126810 | Ray, Alfred F anon 104 Marria st., East Boston, Mass.} ‘ "7 McWilliams, Jesse Taswell, Ind 
184902 | Rafferty, John - 605 Broadway, San Francisco, Cal.) 2078 Powers, David Binghamton, 
144554 | Reichard. Henry : Elisworth avenue, Pittsburg, 5 266560 | Tindal, Ahasucrus Sycamore 
Pa. | 
182817 | Rogers, Luther D.. Winthrop, lowa anes — f ‘ eT 
236445 |} Rundlett, James R AUBGHIA, WIP. cccccccccceses | 1. 0 Statement showing the certificat smal 
369120 | Ricketts, Abner Cass Iairfleld, lowa cab oe sioners whose names were Gropned 
151763 | Reinking, Henry Ida Grove, low: { 993. and May 10, 1994, or uae of im 
566759 | Roberts, Thomas S-.-....| 25 North Jefferson stree 5 : ‘hire , a 
Rapids, Mich. 
439018 | Randall, Alfred N ..| Golden, N. 
497357 | Saal, Boia.... | Arago, Nebr. av 
305939 | Schaible, Solomon Ie rwinna, Pa .... 
350857 | Smith, Thomas J ..--| Hughesville, Pa 
(733286 | Severance, Albion A |} 29 Clinton st., San 
Cal. 
Swartz, John F... ..| S. Camden, Mich ......-.... | 96961 | Alo 
Shay, John eae BETES. Wis. U iitenecccesece | or 7. 
Stocksick, Frederick....| Clarence, 
| Stewart, James H --| Mc Minnville, Or egon . 
Sheddy, Dennis — Queensville, Ind Busby, Louisa . Dora, Ark .... ai ‘ 
‘ Talley, Riley ...- Canton, Tex Burton, Mary E 349 South Alabama street, Indlan- 
254807 Thompson, Robert O . Belen, N. Mex --.. sala’ Tera ane ee _ 
312506 | Tennant, Harvy N Warren, N.Y... selon uma { 244749 | Boyh., Alice Mahaffey. Pa 
278060 Thayer, Alonso H.... Ames, lowa 283193 Colert ‘ e. Mar raret. 12 W. Larned st., Detroit 
267728 | Tomlinson, Wm........- Moundsville, 336803 Cooper, iiae = , een eae no 
11632 | Welch, He met ft ---------| Augusta, Wis - 356652 | Cliver, Sarah A _....| 617 Pine street, Camden, 
296778 | Wilson, Wm. | Centerville, Md. 4. 096042 | Campbell, Elizabett Middletown. Pa 
536100 | Whipple, ei S......| Woonsocket, R. I , 920191 oe eo a ii 
aoe ; ;: ‘ 339121 | Dewberry, Mary -.-.. Louisville, Ky 
107236 | Whipple, John C ...| Monroe, Mich aakaadtiel . 314398 | Davis, Rachel Camden. Miss 
407155 Wayland, Albert G......| Murphysboro, Ill so7so7 | Fielding Mary i aoeana ‘City, 
216039 | Wooldridge, Geo. W ....| Edgewood, Iowa xa00s Soto” ---~""1 aeiiicen es We ic N 
380645 | Young, Aaron | Bedford, Pa 00} 2510 Stenmem feiie | 413 Hudson st, New York, ! 
” | 03 | Gleason, Ellen -..- _.| 230 Hudson ave., Broo 


endian, sith . sp iaasentanteicasnainnasranaceesaiaae 3 311339 ' Thula, Tenn 


ARMY MOTHERS, GENERAL LAW 





Tenn 
Cutherine Kurtz, Ind........ 
yron, Bridget oe Wilmington, lll 
Craig, Vina, now Black Dry Ridge, Ky 
burn 
Gigley, Tabiatha Oak Hill, 1 
Griffith, Orpha L ...| Browns Corner, Ind 
Morgan, Dicy A i Clay, Iowa 
Nearns, Mary Louisville, Ky 
Sindel, Harriet N Winameg, Ohio 
Sommers, Mary Ogden, lowa.. 
Storrs, Eunice A Sherburn, N. Y 
Taylor, Ann St. Louis, Mo 


Weatherly, Charlotte Quantico, Md 





ATHERS, GENERAL LAW 


8 nan 





ARMY WIDOWS, ACT 


Sophia ; .| Henderson, Ky 
Brummett, Amanda. Sparksville, Ky 
Bloodworth, Mary E....| Grand Rivers, Ky ; 
Burke, Annie F 5 Main street, Milford, Mass 





ee ae ee 
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CONGRESSION 




















f ing the certificate post-office addresses, and rates 
f ione dropped} i” c onduct 5 elc.— Continued 
DOW A JUNE 27, 1890—continued 
Post-office addres Rate. 
| 
ai Cl iMe......| Prairi tation, as isctmavaneiabie 88. 00 
J r] L | Livingston, Mo ....... wonrainetl 8. 00 
Lloyd, Nancy N......... I Oo ae ae -| 12.00 
Mz Charilotte......../ Onancock, V&....<-c<cc<. 12. 00 
Magner, Ji am .| 4414 Washingtonavenue, St. Louis, 8. 00 
Mo | 
| 456 Case avenue, Cleveland, Ohio . 8.00 
Lincoin stre et, Wilkesbarre, Pa-.. 12. 00 
Illawara, La ........... 16. 00 
( ntown, W. Va 16. 00 
] 1 4.00 
wool aan | . 00 
mt if ' ze. OO 
F OOO THI, Ws VP Osnccccicnccsoce 16. 00 
Summerville, S.C . anda 10. 00 
| 309 Howard street, Winona, Minn! 8. 00 
144 Chapel street, ‘Norfolk, Va_..-| 8. 00 
ie MUD. «. «craw wenimereowex cae 8. 00 
Ear | 10. 00 
i tl | 12. 00 
I TI cs itis init an cormsmmsntminenlll | 8. 00 
a ge | 8. 00 
naa 825 Rose street, Baltimore, Ma ___.| 10. GO 
slgishiaii South Watauya, Tenn ....-- ean 10. 09 
{| Sharpsburg, Md............- one 3. 00 
— | Kast Tole4o, Ohio . " - 8. 00 
Tobias, Rhody-.-..........| Boutte, L ae 8.00 
Taylor, Kittie ._......... | Wetumpka, ‘ 14. 00 
Voltz, Fredet 305 West andoiph street, Ch &. 00 


| cago,Til all 





Van Riper, Elizabeth .._| 14 Lawrence st., Paterson, N. J 8.09 
Wilkinson, Julia ........| Mound CRY, Tsccssccwoccse souewe | 8. 00 
Wallies, BOGUIR cwcpeocsd| TENE ence ce csdeswwaters ces cums ! 8. 00 
Walter, Mary J.......... | 27 Arthur avenue, Cortland, N. Y_.| 8.09 
Weber, Sarah A_........| 14 Wiley street, Auburn, N. Y...... | 10, 00 
Walker, Amy A..........] 180 Russel streot, Detroit, Mich ...| 8.00 
Winnie, Margaret....... | Johnsville, N. ewig ‘imaiomae 8.00 
Waener, Jane ........... | Pr O. Box 355, Omaha, Nebr _....... 8. 00 
Wharton, Maria......... | Six Mile Wallis, Me.................. 16, 00 
Williams, Henrietta ....| Water street, Natchez, Miss....... 8. 00 
Weiderwax, Susan.....-. kee ied 12. 60 


ARMY WIDows, G E NERAL L AW. 


lford, Lucy Jane -.... 





Lexington, Ky $15 









YAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 












































A 1118S. Pattersonst., 12. 00 
Berry, Mary -<_ Warsaw, Ky ........... a 12.00 
Bea Josephine E ..... Mount Morris, Pa 12.09 
( sagreve Sarah ........| 2000 Mildred st., Philadelphia, P a.| 12.0¢ 
Career, BGRCT 2. cconcccces Bowling Green, i sits adeeb 12. 00 
Cart Armead .........| Leavenworth, Kans................ | 12.00 
eS —", f OEE weentdotngaaibenmnundedsdl | 12.00 
Susanna ........ | Friederichauser, near Frankfort- | 16.00 | 
+ on-the-Main, Germany. | 
Fitz, Iemilia... ...0scsus See 18. 00 
Freeman, Josephine....| Trappe, Md... ..-...........-.---<.- 12.00 
George, Anna M ....--.. 1720 W. Third st., Dayton, Ohio...|; 12.00 
Groesbeck, Hannah E../ Auburn, N. Y.................-.... | $2.00 
Higgins, Mary J ........ TDD. naniinas Ualeabepeaumenaden | 8.00 
Holt, Laura F’........... 503 Main st., Worcester, Mass.....! 8.00 
oD en a eee ' 18.00 
Houston, Celia.......... | 226Paso Hondo, San Antonio, Tex.| 12.00 | 
Jorden, Eliza R......... I he «6 snc aciatnanemeninned 18. 00 
Lenigar, Delia .......... NE iin chin on shndismminaseeeel | 12.00 
Maxwell, Mary A.......| 15 Belden. st., Norwalk, Conn......| 12.00 
Mal le, Alcinda........... EA TW cuecspiteudtiabkecucxeeie | 12.00 
M 1 fw | Potter Place, N. H.........---- 14.00 
Sophia .........| 21 Springfield st., Norfolk, Va 12, 00 
ah al 12.00 | 
| 502 High st., Elmira, N.Y --. 4 12. 00 
SIR, TRI cn ond nite eelenieeeintighaiity } 12.00 | 
w, Catharine A..| Middleburg, N. Y............---.--- |} 12,00 | 
merancy A......| Kennedy, N. Y ............ 12. 00 
-, Wilhelmina ==] 2210 Turner st., Philadelphia, Pa-| 12.00 
rmark, Etta J- | Shickshinny, Pa 12. 00 
slder, M Z Kelloggsville. N. Y. 12.00 
. Mary e --.----| Terre Haute, Ind .... } 12.00 
, Nancy cciataatl Spring Creek, Ky..................| 20.00 
, Mary Jane....| Almont, MICH .... cc. ccesewccwecs { 16,00 
eee eee | 12.00 
DET ZC wtiardouda 50 Mott street, Trenton, N. J--.-.... | 14.00 
NAVY WIDOWS , GENERAL LAW. 
MoGoy, MilsG..cccusccues 28 Fox street, Norfolk, Va .....-.- $12. 00 
Wi r, Clara ......| Circleville, Ohio 12. 00 
| 
WIDOWS, WAR OF 1812 2. 
| | 
Benson, Sarah E........ ES a ee ere | $8.00 
Saul, Martha............ en, DONT 2... ankcneunkscaddac 8.00 





t sho pin “7 q the certificate numbers, names, post- Office addresses, and rates 
d pensioners under the act of June 27, 1890, whose names were 
he roll between March 10, 1893, and May 10, 1894, for the reason 

t perform ninety days’ military service. 











Names. hia Post-office address. Rate. 
Abercrombie, James . vd thse 008 SUR, PR cccncntdodveumncian $12.00 
Burke, William H ......| Arcadia, Kans ...-..-- i abo aiieeicas on 
Brown, Morris K ....... | New Bedford, Pa .....c.c-eee-00---| 8,00 



















































Statemént showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rat 
of pensioners dropped because they did not perform ninety days’ service, ef 
Continued. ’ - 

Certifi-| | 
cate Names, | Post-office addr¢ R 
Nos. | | 

= . Sit “| 
7066 | Brown, ; 8 a ae ee ! 
Banister, Thon nail rnesville, 
Cook, Squire . oe Cooper street, 
Ciast, Mae. ........~-. | Barnesville 
Colvin, George........-- a ( 
Colvig, James H a tadimacss 6 
Clay, William A ...... Sey 
Cotton. James ........ | Pulas 6 
Dove, Henry | Wilton Junction, lowa.-..---.--- | 12 
Denny, Carter B .......- Barnesville, Ohio..........--.-.<<« i; 12 
| Ehredt, Friedrich ..... 2819 De Kalb street, St. Louis, Mo |} 12 
Frizzell, John..........- | Sewellsville, Ohio see > 2 
CFR, BIOS Bccccnemenst= | Jerusalem, i eee vain” ( 
Gaal, Alexander ......-. | 73 Conti street, New Orleans, La i 
| Hoffman, George. ......-. 2700 St. Louis ave.,St. Louis, Mo 12 
Hays, Charles Oe | Barnesville, Ohio.........-<.s<«« I 
Heasley, Zac har lah.....) West Middlesex, Pa.............. 12, 
Heed, Isaac C ._.......... BE eae 12 
| Hager, Henry P..-..--..- ee ar 12 
Holton, George W ...... | Peoria, Ill sl she till nas esata manent 10.0 
Johnson, Arve .......... 953 North Washtenaw avenue, | 3. ( 
Chicago, Il}. | 
ED, POM aos cc sdk PU NG, EOD piwiwcnccioceccvcwes 12 
Lewis, Robert I _....... Martins Ferry, Ohio ........... 8. 
Laws, Cropper fT .... Beene CROCE, CUO. nccccoccccccsc 12 
“0 | Mars, Joseph. ..........- | Greshain, Pa..._.......-. ewe. ae 
05 | Major, William G . Hendrysburg, Ohio............-... | 6. ( 

625517 | McLane, Robinson._....] Barnesville, Ohio .................. j 8.0 

784568 | Munnel, Wm. T........ Sandy Lake, Pa ... } 2 

8055: Neal, Benjamin. ....... New Bedford, Pa .. i 12.0 

818814 | Nelson, Isaac ........... | Kantner, Pa....- encanta | 12.0 

634474 | Perry, Isaac............ | Barnesville, Ohio_........ 12. O 

527382 | Rogers,George W ......| Georgetown, Del ceenhareeuna 10. 04 

841565 | Shue, Theodore L....... IETS, sstticciratenieadiatting witisebapein'th trmnsieoed 6. 6 

504314 | Sampson, Irwin......-. | New Wilmington, Pa.............. 12. Of 

811653 | Woods, Eli ag i peC Ta ate 10 

602996 | Wilson, Thomas H...... | Barnesville, Ohio ................ 12. ( 

676638 | Wilson, James P..... oe 8, ars, 8. ( 

691865 | Wellons, George D-__.-- a eens | 12.0 

749341 | Waddell, Josephus Sewellsville, Ohio............ 12 
7098687 | Yocum, John D ........ IN TUB 0 tins wictenlinte = situate 12. ( 

ARMY WIDOWS, ETC., ACT JUNE 27, 1890 
{ 7 oes a ew a ae . 7 

326748 | Clark, Elizabeth. ........] Newton, Ill...........----...- £8 

341784 | Lupton, Lydia A........ Barnesville, Ohio .............. mati 8. 0 

7 I cw uae } 8.0 

322741 McCrumb, Emma B..... | New W ilmington, PEvccngtaaes ie 

3412388 | Maris, Rachel A_.....__- | 2434Chestnut ave., Kans | 8.0 
373893 Roelker, Margaretha E_| Cape Girardeau, Os | 8. O 
SeEESL FT ORMORG, TIGROUNOD seca hc onsactlenss <acuvessvtencencescesccanee } 8.0 
313038 Smith, Margaret.......- | tol: I a a a al wa 8.0 
284555 | Walsh, Mary J 47 Tremont street, Lawrence, Mas 0 
| ei ii ace a. anette 5 
Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rat 


of generat law, inv ilid pension ners whose names W ere > renee l from the p e 


roll between March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, for the reason that the dis 















were not contracted in the military service. 
Cer tifi- | | 
cate Names. Post-office address. 
Nos. | 
488873 | Brown, William E ...... i i Be 
563080 | Britton, Wiley -.......-- | 907 M st. NW,, Washington, D.C 
191284 | Corrie, John B _.....-..- | 41 W. Third &treet, Oswego, N. Y 
151030 | Clary, James..-.........- | 430 H street NW.,Wasington,D. C 
159677 | Durant, Henry P....----| Huntsville, RE ala a 
511750 | Gitchell, John........... ae he: ee 
72071 | Geen, William ..-....... North Fork, Cal 
276869 | Haubrich, Jacob ........ | 680 E. Thirteenth street, New York | 
| City. 
301591 | Hurt, George J.......... Montpelier, Ky..........-.-- aie 
472672 | Hartenroad, David ..... I i ns Seiad el 
448983 | Nelson, John  -ctmiectaeat ands aetaub | 
858426 | Redden, John Newberry, Pa | 
367762 | Sherman, Thomas ___... Kettle, W. Va | 
642698 | Soule, Charles Hi .......- 16 Cook street, Lynn, Mass-....-.. | 
236280 | Tarbell, Charles......... I Oe a ee 
478227 | Tyrrall, John............ 931 Gennessee st., Kansas City, Mo-| 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, 





$8. CO 
8. OO 
6. 00 
24.00 
OU 
OO 
00 
4. 00 


4. 00 
7.00 
). 0 
2. 00 
> 00 
6. 00 
8, 00 


4.00 


and 


rates of pensioners whose names were dropped ysrom the pension roll betwee 


March 4, 1893, and May 10, 1894, for the reason that the soldiers 
were dishonorably discharged from the military or naval service. 


ARMY INVALID, ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 


ly 





deserted o 












Certifi| 
cate | Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
Nos. 
| 
612407 | Allen, Noah ............. Packwaukee, Wis.......... somwoces| SER OO 
656751 | Allen, Robert............ Vermillion, Ohio......... atdipantindieg 12. 00 
551460 | Benjamin, Alexander...| Jacksonville, Fla -............-...-- 10. 00 
773776 | Brock, Green.......... --| Crab Orchard, Ky .. 6. 00 
730051 | Burns, James ..........- EE cicinevnnecswncnicndndecidy ae 
600437 | Bullis, Ezra S ..._.-..--- Cheveleml, Ohio ..... .ccncccicaseces 12. 00 
673013 | Barrett, William f...... Bentonsport, Iowa. 12.00 
365873 | Huffstetler, Eli......---- McKinley, Tend..........e-ccceneee| 12.00 
771742 | Hamler, Andrew H.....! Stanhope, N. J ....ceceeceeyecssee-e 00 











ae ead 
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1894. 
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Ohio 
Fogle, Wm. R.P .. 113 
N. ¥ 
Feather, Stephen Panama, ! 
Farren, Bernard D. Bethlehem, 


Farrell, Cor 
rardner, George 
Goodwin, I 
Griswold, 
Hudson, B 
Harris, Jam 
Hathaway 
Harris, Chas 

Hall, John W 

Ingram, John 

Kelcher, Patrick 
| Cal. 
469830 | Kinney, John P | 
Ketcham, Thomas J 
| Kincaid, Char! N 
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South Run 
South Berwi 
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406780 | Tyler, Joseph E 
146740 | Tolman, Zenas W i 
70347 Tobin, John 

1024 | Toal, Michael 

8 | Vinton, Edwin I] 





131 | Perkins, William .......| Stow, 
1! Winchester. Edwin G Orrin: 
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Johnson, Richard R 
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Kennedy, George 
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Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-ofice addresses, and rates 















































of pensioners dropped becauss their declarations were invalid, ete. —Continued. 
ARMY, ACT JUNE 27, 1890—continued. 
* Certifi- 
: cate Names. Post-office address. Rate. 
ey Nos. 
, 2 641424 | King, Stephen .......... 70 St. Paul street, Norfolk, Va....| $10.00 
; 659120 | Lee, Daniel.............- 117 Brewer street, Norfolk, Va.... 8.00 
; 698170 | Langford, Logan........ EM, WON <2 cic eine veedenamienane 12, 00 
: 156725 | Land, Shadrack......... 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 12. 00 
: #00091 | Matthews, Lemuel C....| 82 Marshall avenue, Norfolk, Va... 6. 00 
: 552192 | Mosely, Isaac..........-- 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va * 00 
‘ 654296 | Morden, Lewis..........| Box 203, Portsmouth, Va........- 8.00 
721934 | Miller, George .. ...-| 273 Queen street, Norfolk, Va ; 12.00 
9 675846 | Merritt, Alford. ..-| General delivery, Norfolk, Va.... 12.00 
599857 | Meads, George . ..| 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va 6.00 
076727 Manning, Isaac ....- _.| Care of W. H. Miles, Parkavenue, | 12.00 
| | - Norfolk, Va. 
690491 | Mathews, George ......-. | Ly nnhaven, ee Se 6.00 
548363 | Ma ltby, Je ss@............| 17 Fifth street, Norfolk, Ws necks | 12.00 
. 411528 | Major, Willie 1m. .---| Norfolk, Va 12. 00 
58228! | McCoy, Ransom ...| Berkley, Va | 6. 00 
688044 | McCoy, Peter............| 31 Bank street, Norfolk, Va-..- --| 8. 00 
671117 | McCoy, Humphrey . | 70 Wilson street, Norfolk, Va .... 12. 00 
. 461436 | Nimmer, Henry Care of W.H. Miles, Park avenue,| 12.00 
Norfolk, Va. | 
; 531384 | Nelson, Arthuy II TN anata ae 12. 00 | 
ri 500747 | Nash, Jacob.. Care of C. B. Koper, 31 Bank street,| 12. 00 
‘ Norfolk, Va. | 
641607 | Odom, Jacob 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va.| 10. 00 
‘ 539008 | Olus, James ............. | National Soldiers’ Home,\ irginia) 12. 00 
Y 564318 | Purnell, Wm..........-. | 50 Fenchurch street, Nor folk, Va.| 12.00 
589127 | Portlock, John .......... 7 Springfield street, Norfolk, Va_.| 10.00 
556488 | Parsons, Edward P..... Care of W.H. Miles, Norfolk, Va | 8. 00 
643580 | Randall, James .... | 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Na.| 6. 00 
| RE a RRR FU SORIA yd o...n paniguiale nar Meee 12. 00 
733236 | Riddick, Isaac_ . ers A eee 8. 00 
810102 | Rollins, James ..........| 515 Wythe street, Portsmouth, Va! 12.00 
521664 | Small, Hemry .-.......-- 95 Liberty street, Norfolk, Va _...! 10.00 
747620 | Smith, Jordan .........-. National Soldiers’ Home, v. /irginia 12. 00 
535947 | Stiles, Joseph ...... _| 31 Bank street, Norfolk, --| 12.00 
730973 | Stone, Thomas.......... General delivery, Norfolk Va.... 6. 00 
412618 | Shepherd, Wim.........-. | 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va.| 10.00 
580526 | Sivils, Henry--..-.--. nick GENET. UBisvknndadbetanencdeenee } 12.00 | 
530920 | Sanders, John..........- | 8342 Church street, Norfolk, Va....| 12.00 
547919 | Shaw, Thomas..-........ | 207 Cumberland st., Norfolk, Va-..| 8.00 
612542 | Tatem, Thomas. Berkley, Mh tine slain miko dnaddn 12, 00 
555866 | Taite, Lazarus ...| 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va.| 12.00 
763730 | Vann, Thomas..........! Hickory, Va ...... -| 8.00 
617565 | Valentine, Daniel....... 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va. 12. 00 
745648 | Wright, William... non) EEMNCCSS ANNS, VB......<+sccdécece. 8. 00 
659722 | Wilson, Randall _.._....} 4 Hull street, Norfolk, Va......-... 12. 00 
515351 | Whitehus, John.........| Care of W. Hi. woe, Park avenue, 12.00 | 
Norfolk, Va 
607560 | Wilson, Timus..........| Berkley, Va. Staccasail 8.00 
751353 | Wilson, Willis ..........| National Soldiers’ Home, Va 12. 00 
567497 | Wilkins, Ezra.......-.-- General delivery, Norfolk, V: | 8. 00 
is 554209 | Wilkins, Jerry.........- National Soldiers’ Home, V: | 12.00 
: 4 633616 | Wiggins, Paul ......-.--. General delivery, Norfolk, V: | 8. 00 
te 556724 | White, Isaac ............]...... Te ae | 10.00 
: 536149 | White, Alfred _.......... 0 ee ee eee | 12. 00 
, 614467 | Webb, Richard ___......- 209 Bank Beret. Norfolk, Va...... | 6. 00 
wt 520975 | Washington, James....| Norfolk, Va....-......-.-.-.-.---.-- | 8. 00 
690436 | Walke, Louis .........-- General delivery, Norfolk, Va....| 8.00 
598370 | Youvg, William ........ PERO DENLS. TU cccennnctanchskescnsased 8. 00 
; inaaininenatintntinil I naa scissiesnclntciaocsbtiaienie GMI el aiaienaiteattiiantonl ! pat 
NAVY ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 
. 3 | | 
¢ 9653 | Anderson, David........| 50 Fenchurch street, Norfolk, Va-. #8. 00 
; 12969 | Brown, Alexander --..... 88 Jefferson street, Norfolk, Va ...! 12.00 
11702 | Braxton, Richard.......| General delivery, Norfolk, Va ----| 8.00 
12119 | Bray, Thomas........... EE OO Rin pe atenanegtod 6. 00 
12037 | Holley, Jerry........-..- Great Bridge, Va ...........--....- | 6.00 
9828 | Hodges, Alexander -...-. National Soldiers’ Home, Va -.... } 6. 00 
i. ot “Ss  §& oe 100 Goff street, Norfolk, Va -....-- 10. 00 
9628 | Templeton, Albert...... 17 Wilson ave., Barboursville, Va. 12. 00 
$067 | Taylor, Logan .........-. 31 Bank street, Norfolk, Va ....... 6. 00 
12090 | Wilson, James -.........! 9 Washington avenue, Hunters- 8.00 
ville, Norfolk, Va. 
11907 | Williams, Willis ........ | General delivery, Norfolk, Va -...- . 00 
17513 | Whalin (alias Weeland),| McQuillin’s Store, James street, 12. 00 
John. | Norfolk, Va. 
ARMY, GENERAL LAW. 
350333 | Goddard, Harrison J....| Fort Atkinson, lowa...........-..--. #14. 00 
WIDOWS, ETC., ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890. 
308936 Foeman,Ann............ 57 North street, Norfolk, Va...... $8. 00 
276889 James, Rosetta .......... 85 Newton street, Norfolk, Va ....- 8.00 
318432 | Preslin, Mary ........... 9 Suffolk street, Norfolk, Va...... 8.00 
299178 | Smith, Nancy Ann...... 101 Princess Ann ave.,Norfolk,Va.| 8.00 
330601 | Wilson, Harriet PRR ++) ONO WE, TE su ndcanascescunsepen 8.00 
WIDOWS, ETC., NAVY 
5263 | Powell, Lavinia.......-- Not know 8. 00 






| 


~~ 





Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 
of pensioners whose names were dropped Sr om the pension roll between March 
4, 1993, and May 10, 1894, Jor various reason 








CAUSES OF DEATHS NOT THE RESULTS OF DISABILITIES CONTRACTED Iy 
THE MILITARY SERVICE. 
Army widows, general law, 
Certifi- | 
cate Names. | Post-office address. Rate 
Nos. | 
| { —_ SE —— 
ey | 
A ee) ee eS ee B12. 0 
286891 | Britzinghoffer, Harriet $80 Orchard st., Newark, N. J..... 20. 00 
337714 | Dolan, Annie C. . 13 State st., Cambridgeport, Mass 12. 00 
261867 | Haggard, Mary E ......- | Coffey PD cdchadowewstan tase 12.00 
290693 | Hauenstein, Catherine..| Mas-illon, Ohio ..--.. as kei ean 12. 00 
pane Leavitt, Bessie R De troit June tion, Mich...........- 8. 00 
71524 | Robinson, Julia A -2| North Freedom, Pa...............- 12. 00 
271633 Shawberasso, Martha ..| Chesaning, Mich ..................- 12,00 
252888 | Skinner, Catherine South New Berlin, N. Y........... 12.00 
| 
Army fathers, general law, 
I falas Te : : * 
292340 GEORERAMA. WER ~ icc cccnt CEI s BEG ahi cite cen ctassscees $12.00 
\ 
DISABILITY FEIGNED. 
113050 | Raush *nberger, Harvey.' Morning Sun, Iowa...............- $10.00 
NOT THE SOLDIERS’ MOTHERS. 

37110 Edwards, Mary St. Clair, Pa........ sebweaeaaiese $12. 00 
821161 Putnam, Eunice ... .| Galesburg, Mich 2. 00 
314212 | Vaughn, Isabella......--/ Ss, OR Wier de sc sles tain os Aiea thar | 12. 00 
315511 |W alrath, Nancy..... Charleston Four Corners, N. Y...} 12. 00 

| 


NO LAW PROVIDING PENSIONS ON ACCOUNT OF SERVICES RENDERED 














Army invalids, act of June 27 1890. 
Certifi- } 
cate Names. Post-office address. | Rate 
Nos. 
|\-—-_—— ~ —— ae 
Collison, James B.......| Dexter, Kans ..............--..... | $12.00 
5929 | Guest, James H. E | Luna, eR eae | 8.0) 
606144 | Stee le, BNO. cc vocs cacat CEOOE. FED. cancndacdenccas ces | 6.00 
: Army invalids, general law. 

496828 | Fraker, Valentine ...... | Buffalo, Mo...... ee. a Oe 
488413 | Gilbreath, Josiah. ...... | Ne | ee eee ae 8.00 
NOT DISABLED “BY WOUNDS, ACT AP RIL 24, 1816. 

8142 | Mize, Littleton M-_... CRORRA VIO; Boi ck en ccescacness 88. 0 

E | | a ot c 
PENSIONERS’ REQUESTS. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1890. 
709788 Clark, Joseph P-.-.. 10 Center street, Baltimore, Md....| $12. 00 
683118 | McKay, Samuel A.....-. Meadow Grove, Nebr. odes 8. 00 
812570 | Taylor, JohnG.........- 11 W. Fayette st.,Baltimore, Md...|. 12.00 
212997 | Carter, John J........... Titusville. Pa ...............- --| 10.00 
107762 | Goodman, William E ....| Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa _.| 8.00 
326734 | Holdenreid, Philip...... 1708 S. Tenth st., St. Louis, Mo ai 4.50 
i ¢ 
' 
Army widows, act of June 27, 1890. 
341935 | Dawson, Martha A._.... WMaemoeet, Bis ck is. . occ ue sncnccones #8. 00 
351928 | Haymaker, Anna I[...... MUST OVR VEG; BO conccedcce cccecene 12,00 
368207 | Linsley, Susan W-......- SUL SES cc ucut thane cokeseees 8.00 





PENSIONERS NEVER DISCHARGED FROM THE MILITARY SERVICE. 
Army invalids, act of June 27, 1890. 

















711404 | Lewis, James............| Springfield, Mo ..........--.------- | $12.00 
605245 | Wilgus, Henry A .......| Byphalia, Ohio..........-.-...-----| 2. 00 
— a a al i le ee ale 
PENSIONED TWICE, SECTION 4715 R. 8S. 

Army invalids, act of June a7, 1890. 
679868 | Houghine, Joseph..._...- MII SBI, Si aR tit so ickG En addves cece £3. 00 
681725 | Parketon, George W - Rock TAMA .sss os 608 sss a | 12. 00 

Ye <p Ae Army sive, act of June 2 27, 1500. 
338079 >| Dixon, Harriet.......... | sen Madison st., Wilmington, Del. | #8. 00 

! 
“Army widows, general law. 

331373 | Smith, Saral............ 2 Crab street, Portsmouth, Va....| 814.00 



































































eee ere 


Re. er a 


a 
Certif 
cate 

Nos. | 

-| 

| 

1659 | 


Names. 


Alexander, Charles 


PENSIONERS N 


Army tri 


| , 
674711 | Davenport, Wm. H 


601756 
668118 
649213 
786189 


566157 


RATED ON MEDICAL EXAMINATION OF AN 


545211 


SOLDIERS SERVED LESS 


15634 | 
17004 


3909 


361026 
318230 
26489 
500425 


6010 


| Bartlett, 


Johnson, William 
Johnson, William 
Miller, Rufus 
Mountz, Sylvanus B. 
Ruth, Samuel ..... 
Tillery, Andrew J 
Wilson, Henry 


Martin, Joseph 


Merrick 
Teague, John 
Wood, Otis B.... 


Crane, Mary 


Allé 


Mary... 
Malinda 

Hyson, Mary A 
Johnson, Marg: 
Maria.. 


Wralael 
VW alsn 


Davis, Margaret 


SERVICE NOT ACC 


Army ini 


709187 | McAfee, Robert 


508752 | 


727873 


571981 


of 


602315 | 


568774 
528638 


Rego 
D7 VSR 


10730 


7935 





Vi 


tn Ten 
Army ini 


Bowman, James W. 
Billy, John 
Bennett, Nathan 
Grebe, William 
Hatfield, John 
Littlefield, Danie} 
McGinley, James 
Polmanteer, Francis 
Pusey, John 


Navy inval 
Grayson, John, allas 
Robert Marehall. 
Phelan, John 


WIDOWS, MINORS, OR 


236630 | Gray, Marcus........ 
| 


THAN 


alid—Act June 


| 


MOTHERS ST 


M 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATHE. 


t.office addresses, and ra 


NU&MES, POS 1 
j re »ns—Continued 


CaATIOUS Tedac 
TION 4715 R. S.—continued. 


Lvaliads ] era 


WITH SOLDIERS 


27, 1890 


walt, Iowa 
tlanta, Ga 
kwood, 
} Ga 
Ohio 


penn 


THER SOLDIER OF SAME NAMI 


Tr} rt ~~ n 
h Mi 


I yer, ) 


SIXTY DAYS IN MEXICO, 


WAR WITH 
2541951 


| Quar 
| Crowell,’ 
Pana 


t., Columbus, 
reet, Province 


idows. 


25 L st gs, 00 


NW., Washington, D.C 


EPTED BY WAR DEPARTMENT, 
, 1890, 73948] 
ns ek 688530 


204 Courtland st., Baitimore., Md 


1OUS 


MABITS 


li 


Mount Clemens, Mict 

Chippewa Lake, Oni 

Wat Me nase cae 
National Military Home, Ohio... 
Ingleside, N. Y | 
De Graf, Ohlo 


rville 


id—Act of June 27, 1890. 


225 Courtland, st., Baltimore, Md 


#12. 00 


National Soldiers’ Home, Virginia 12. 00 


RVIVED THE SOLDIERS. 


finor children. 





Wagersville, Ky 


XX VI——458 


}; Amon 


755869 | 


Byers, Caroline 
Cochrane, Philli 
Hesket, Martha 
Parr, Sarah L 
Re ) 


DINSOL Co! 


ida 


Wil 


l’rederick 
na 
AAT Uay 


Kirtland, Mary A 


ALLEGED SOLDIER 


NEVE 
Ari 


ythe certi 


7 the cate it 
under the act of Jun 
+ March 4, 18983, 
t for ¢ 


arning 


Allerding, Nicholas 

Abbott, Orrin 

Abernathy, James J 
vnuel ¢ 
Ben} 
vn. V 


e 
VV 


min l* 


stervelt 


Aldrich, Thoma 
Alexander, Wil 
Allen, Robert 
Allen, Franci 
Allen, Atkins 


Allen, Thomas M 


“A 
\V 


M 


Allison, Cornelius W 
Allison, Isaac 
Altebery, Thomas B . 
Amey. Willlam H 
Apple, Martin 
Anderson, John A 


Amos, Charles oes 
Ames, William J 

Ammerman, Charles W 

hilip 

Anderson, Uriah 
Ande , Virgil 
Ande1 Amos $S vie 
Anderson, Christian H 


Anderson, Jonah.. 
Andrews, Charles J 
Andrews, John a 
Andrews, William G 


| Andrews, Lewis 


Angel, Newton J 
Archy, Anthony.. 
Armstead, Mack....... 
Arnett, Aloxander.. 
Austin, William S 
Austin, George M.... 
Auspach, Thomas 
Arkeson, ‘Thomas 
Baker, Jonathan 
Besan, David .... 
Baker, Daniel M 
Blinn, George N 
Boniphus, Curtis L.... 
Babb, Lloyd A 

Bacon, Simeon 


| 9 Federal stre 


| 


IRMED MILITARY 


Le Roy, Kans 


Han 


town, Pa 


padCO, FRUaAG 


Third 
Pa 

ll alley, Car! 
Grand Ray 


et, Boston 


sLre 


182 Am 


>) 
i? cess 
Tenn .. 
Wilmington, Ohio 
Florence, Ala .. a" 
Hedgesville, W. Va.... 
Whitewater, Wis .. 
Berlin Heights, Ohio 
Cincinnati, Ohio 
Shasta, Cal .. 
Hopwood, Pa " 
North Lawrence, N. 
State Line, Pa _. 
National Military Ho 


wr , . 
MONOVILIE 


| Charlotte Center, N 


Marvin, Tenn . 
Wellsboro, Pa 








te A. 


+ AR BEB TOR ralcerenin 


eae 


T3L4 


Stateme 


Certifi 
cate 


No 





620451 
630450 
692900 
TRTVI | 


~« 


iON 
581910 
518203 
54 eC 
573904 
BOORS 1 
618300 
587391 


FRWMTIO 






773076 
6038117 
T0380 1 
T36088 
774616 
702340 
704696 
604337 
518283 


514133 
515604 
i 


745254 | 


520088 





685; 

610169 
H12R56 
95158 
612727 
HBT 
H68E29 
646218 
630825 
697 160 
RPQeQ 
wt ow 
HI7911 
516. 2 





578781 
6444 
6196 30 | 
798572 | 
649580 
697 1 36 
- 0 
510780 | 
563836 
619671 
T3827 07 
697208 
536254 


676093 
509-220 
775609 
5987554 
520075 
649578 





774628 
736094 
451087 
763883 
518281 
5HIRORS 
56180 
691910 
697184 
760780 
ae 
528810 
828618 


742716 j 
591951 
758126 
688214 
519417 | 











it showing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates 


of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


Name 


Bachman, Zedekiah ..../ 


Bailey, Ithamef?........- 
Bailey, Augustus ....... 
Baker, Augustus........ 
PRAUER, PORT .nccpcccdes 
Balinger, James K...... 


Ballinger, Joseph C .... 


Bauer, Peter 


Bangle, Blick...........- 
Bamford, Thomas ...... 


Bateman, William R -.- 


| Bates, Thurston .......- 


Barger, JacoD.......«««- 
sarnes, James A........ 
Barnes, Robert.......... 


Barndollar, John W .... 
Barr, Thomas M ........ 


Bartholemew, Silas C.. 
Barton, Lewis .......... | 
Barton, Isaac W .......- | 


sass, Robert ._.. 


Beal, Jacob S 






Bellinger, * 


Bell, Sidney S.......... 
Benner, Charles........ 
Bennett, Harrison A.... 
|} Benham, Albert H...... 
Benabides, Teodocio ... 
Bentley, Green S....... 
Bergmann, Andy-....... 
Bergmann, Charles..... 





Bernard, Albert........-. 
Betts, Anthony.......... 
Bewley, Thomas J .....- 
Beyer, Joseph........... 
Beyer, Thomas B....... 


Billson, Caleb -........ 
Binzen, Frederick, alias 
Hirchew. 


Binder, Gustavus....... 
Birkhead, George......- 
Bisbee, James E ........ 
Blackburn, James ...... 
Blackburn, Amos......- 
Biair, Benjamin D...... 
Blanchard, Edward..... 
Blades, Benjamin P .... 
Biazure, Ethelbert C.... 
Biivin, Cranston ........ 
Bleitner, Henry ......... 
Blessing, MarX.......... 
} | Bliton, Henry W........ 

| Bloomer, Charles A..... 
Biount, Charles......... 
Mine, Bichare. . .acccocsee 


hue) JOR Mnnwcccnannce 
Bogardus, George A .... 
Bogart, Charles W -.... 


Bohl, Peter 


Bradley, Hiram W...... 
Bradshaw, Samuel C ... 
Brandt, Wesley L....... 
Brannan, Adam J....... 


Bratt, David H...... wautdl 


Breiaw, George......... 
Brent, William ......... 
Breningstall, Abram... 
Brehm, John........ —_— 
Breitmeyer, Jacob...... 
Brewster, Lafayette... 


| Brewer, Edwin S........ 


Brewer, Milton ......... 
Britton, James C ....... 
Brown, Isaac A......... 
Brown, Isaac. 
Brown, George W .. 
Brown, Daniel A.. 
Brown, Daniel.......... 
Brown, John............ 
Brown, William. H...... 
Brown, William ........ 
Brown, Ephraim ....... 





Baunmhoff, Robert .....-. 
Beachy, Urias .......... 
Beall, Abraham R.....-. 
aaa | Nidott, Tl 
Beamer, Absalom ...... 
Beattie, Andrew.......- 
Beatty, Miles ..... on 
ee i 
Beavo, Joseph J........ 
Beech, Frank .........<- 





Boles, William M....--- 
Bollenback, Jacob...... 
SOE 
Booth, Frederick A.... 
| Boss, William..... ae. 
Bowles, Mitchael....... 
Boyer, William......... 
Boyer, William......... 
Boyd, Jordan......... wanes 
ae | er 
Brabant, John .......... 


Post-office address. 


Summit Park, Cole... ccccocccoe- 
Cambridgeboro, Pa ........-.--.««- 
1 Belknap Place, Boston, Mass...-. 
Coosawhatchie, S.C .......... - 
2025 Franklin ave.,St. Louis, Mo.. 


IIL, TINO nia cicicninincsimiciteliee 


SI Oo <a ucniictenensiants atcnheaniie 
227 St. Paul street, Baltimore, Md. 
I a 
ee 
al an ttiils 
112 Kenyonave., Cincinnati, Ohio. 
West Freedom, Pa ............--.- 
Market street, Paterson, N. J . 
227 St. Paul street, Baltimore, Md. 
IIE. FN tian aem sch iom cicne 
ere 
384 Main street, Memphis, Tenn. 
ON eee: 
tusseliville, DI iii chit aniciainth tl 
227 St Paulstreet, Baltimore, Ma. 
I, HE na ditintn ainaewinetietenton 
PE, SEE n.ct0 vesondnnicuinaemene 
Oy CD oiniccanaddnnnnsienenens 
Kimbolton, Ohio 
Waynesburg, Pa.........- 
CAG ERs SO ccasccnncn 
Newport, Ky.........- 
Yeagertown, Pa 
I iw atisatalnnl maine eiinionrte 
AGES Din uiiisieiniienaaimmanninens 
Salem avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio-. 
West Martinsburg, N. Y-.-.-........ 
oe aes 
Lindsey, SO snmeandsieerneennnesiient 
4 Willard Place, Allston, Mass_... 
76 Birch street, Cleveland, Ohio .. 
I AE Bila criinnessdamteuinnitnetiniins 
I, SI wneasninasiominansintin 
SOCROGUEE, BBG. ..cancccccesasccun 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
Quincy, Ill. 
Market House, Nashville, Tenn... 


oe | | a 
2914 Poplar st., Philadelphia, Pa.. 
366 Broadway, Buffalo,  Ronmneddl 
Ramey, Pa....-<.<< eee 
2 A ees: 


1997 Third avenue, New York City. 


109 West street, Newark, N. J..... 
Commercial Point, Ohio .........- 
Box 322, Chicopee, Mass ..........- 
eI Di ceineccccssencssed 
CN a at win cunsintealinnnnns 
MANOR. Mls. Wisinsunsnnmnnindiing 
eee A ee 
Douglas, 5 dentin erisnpeensitis tees nit niin 
I Tl dinienicniiieneentepiommeetiateiil 
Nichols, N. penennnsonerae 


Delevan, aaa ee 
1629 Atlantic av.,Atlantic City,N.J. 
i, re 
306 South Madison street, Bloom- 
ington, Il. 

TA, FIO i Skiccniveccnecstensne 
yp EE 
a ee 
5586 Lake avenue, Chicago, Ill...-. 
, 3 ae 
Chattanooga, Ohio ................ 
SINE, Willis. “HEMI cantina casicictigpntore mannan 
347 State street, Bridgeport, Conn. 
59 Annett st., New Orleans, La... 
DERG PAE, Mb cvcccnccosvncnuins 
Mount Pleasant Millis, Pa......... 
REDE, GeO cedntesnccccsconstann 
I I ae ccnichonmnaeatiinl 
Madisonville, Ohio ................ 
Pleasanton, Kans......... opaeminin’ 
IR NE otuanniinincntrenniiien _ 
re CE: SE .nonconcsncespenuns 
Reinbeck, Iowa ..... 
Beech Hill, W. Va... 
RG. Th, TE cits wnicdionsateniaasid 
eee dumee 
Leavenworth, EE isnsibiingins a 
BPotersbure, MIcR.......cocc<cccce~e ee 
Hays Landing, Miss............... 
PORIEEID, FE otastionnanneneueneos 
. \ lS LS eee 
a ee 
0 Ree 
54 Governor st., Hartford, Conn-. 





713 Seneca st., Toledo, Ohio....... 


,..—«s—«dS WSS vicinine 
Fair Hope, Ohio. 
North Dover, Ohio 
298 B. Chicago ave., Chicago, Iil.. 
204 Courtland st., Baltimore, Md_. 
RE 
$19 V street, Washington, D. C.-... 





RIE, Beinn. nc Satstienincitind 








ey 
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JULY il, 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice addresses, and rates 


of pensioners because not ratably disabled, ete.—Continued. 





. | 
Names | 


Browne, Gilbert 
Brown, Francis S....... 


Brown, Harlem......... 
Brown, Edwin B.......- 
Brown, Abraham.....-.- 
oo ee * 


Broadus, John ........-- | 


Broker, Henry .-.......- 


Bronsch, Michael-..-.--.- | 


Brooks, Nathaniel.....- 
Brooks, Joseph E....... 
Brooks, Nathan T ...... 
Bryan, Edward ......... 
Boynton, Guy........... 
ROUGE, JUIMUS. ....caencnce 
Buck, JacoD ..... cece cca- 
Buck, Stephen -........- 
Bucher, Alexander J... 
Buckley, aa, scacmebdee 


Bulford, John .--..-...... 
Cg 
Burns, Peter - 

Burnett, William M .... 
Burnett, Sherrebiah.... 
Burnett, Balaam........ 
Burnite, John K_........ 


Burgess, Edward ....... 


Burr, = ee 
Burge, Elijah .......-... 


Bush, Walter R.........| 


Brandt, Henry .......... 


Broom, Samuel S'.......| 





Brill, Henry... 


Baker, John T........... 





Bush, Charles .........-. | 
Brown, Martin L ....-.-! 


Brockway, Chester ..... 
Blatenberger, James... 
Buller, Elliott........... 
Bird, Samuel. .......<0s- 
Beckman, Aibert W.... 
meemegict, Tilt. . ...c<snen 
UOC, SOUM on. o0cnsennns 
Bury, Johann J.....-...- 
CO —EEEeeee 
Bender, Thomas M....- 
Butler, James........... 
Burket, Albert L........ 


| Bumgardner, John -.... 
| Brookbank, William_.-. 


Brockett, William .-.... 
Brown, Frederick A.-.. 
Brown, Joseph M....... 
Brown, James M........ 
Brannon, Batt P_......- 
Bedilion, William N.... 


| Bader, dODR.... <..- e200 
Baird, Benjamin--....... 


Barrett, Joseph......... 
Brown, William....-.... 
Biller, Ephraim E...... 
Bush, JamesK.......... 
Beebe, Edward P....... 
Barrett, Cyrus A........ 
Babcock, Daniel W--..-.. 
Bonner, Thomas........ 
Brodier, Joseph.......-.. 
Brown, Horatio H...... 
Berry, OU ce 
Beaman, Charles cua 
Bailey, James T......... 
Baca, Julian..........,.. 
Ballard, Alonzo........- 
Benson, Albert .......... 
EGE, FLOOR... ccqnase — 
Boughner, Wm, T ...... 
Bailey, John F’.......... 
Bryson, Samuel C ...... 
Briggs, Edward C....... 
Banks, Andrew -.......- 
Bennett, Wm -.-......... 
Burns, Andrew R ....... 
Baker, Harrison T...... 
Baderschneider, Andrew 
Brown, John A.......... 
Boykin, Adam .......... 
Braxton, Joseph ........ 
Browning, Regson...... 
Bumps, Eugene B ...... 
Brumley, Francis. ...... 
Butler, James B ....-... 
Baker, William ......... 
atts; Mies... ....cccsee 
Barnes, John............ 


Bush, Jonas P .......... 
Blevens, Jessey -........ 
Barnard, David -......... 
Boaker, Garrett ........ 


Butts, Samuel ..........} 


Posi-office address. 


3. Boston, Mass-.,| 


28 Sarat ra st.. 


234 W aewen’ street, Somer- | 


ville. Mass. 


Kingsbridge, New York City..-.- | 


CS ee ere | 
Ws BOON, CIO ecenccictmnnennee | 


855 Seventh street, Louisville. Ky.| 


Falmouth, Ky...... id danmematemunn 
Gladbrook, Ilowa.............-<- aia 
ose PU CHD cu ccuwsunesbena } 
es EE ache nate meannawanaremedie | 


10 Gardner st., Providence, R. I...| 





Rowletts, Ky......... anincitin 
i Austin street, St. Louis, Mo.. 
GeieGen®, ORI... -daccnccasnmmeane 


745 McMillen st., Cincinnati, Ohio- | 
Water street, Chambersburg, Pa..| 
UNNI DUE aos ek iecnbibineeataninininien | 
Arendtsville, Pa ...... messes 


Thames street, Bristol, R.1-....--| 


59 Durfee street, Fall River, Mass. | 
91 Court street, Newark, N. J hainaed 
205 Nicollet avenue, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

ER cxcvsnvicebcvsscnemewevee | 
Oklahoma City, Okla...........-.- | 
Hughsonville, N. Y-. cbecadioneel 
Rarden, Ohio -.-_- | 
South Newburg Ohio - cain iacedaaeelanes | 
PEEING 6. ennecnakownechiawewe 
1231 Church street, Lebanon, Pa -. 
Southington, Conn..-.-.............- 
94 Grace street, Jersey City, N. J--| 
Rosvge Bock, W. V.G....06ccese+-- 
383 N. State st., Binghamton, N. ¥.-| | 
27 N. Fifth street, Lebanon, Pa-. 
1418 Bangor st. , Philadelphia, Pa. 
NE GE oi cecauducuensnnswensnes ‘| 
Carbondale, Pa 








59 North street, Camden, N. J...-. 
839 N. Mulberry st., Lancaster, Pa. 
J Ti cod. megiameadhened 
| eee | 
Bridgeport, Pa...... isin weaeeeil 
PERIOD VINO). F Win no ncnncacesescscrs | 
2559 N. Frontst., Philadelphia, Pa| 
RT coins onignamiiamhndmein tees 
SII ‘ari. is in alteniindtemiiege erences ! 
i TEs scanniwinatone aacieitinteide aneubidd 
I 2 iis ceceemernthn etiensheiirtaed 
135 Allen street, Philadelphia, Pa 
Benton Harbor, Mich-.-........-.--- | 
Berkeley Springs, W. Va -...-...-... 
Stasomwaile,. Wa. VG... ..<00sccsecase | 
456 Gladstone avenue, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Wallingford, Comthk «2.0. scenes: 
MO i cmtew Gehsnwbaee mao 
RS esis mnie neuen nn lee | 
EE i iicuedamedindtnwes } 
cS eee 
PR I nn nn nncennn ddan Sine 
806 Third avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y.!} 
EE ED ccink nn tonedandedionveie } 
SE iikncviiwenewebi anewnones | 
OS ae | 
NE ERE EE a cn grusgunenensntien sine 
143 Bioomfield ave., Newark, N. J- 
CN RE eee 
Prancesown, IN. Eh ccccacesccvensan 
EE CG ccngmeddnne wunuiemraiie 
OG LETTE 
15 Hill street, Rochester, N. Y..... 
Soldiers’ Home, Chelsea, Mass.... 
PORIIE, Bin nn cndiwcocesccon soesscece 
PRON, Biiinine ence ccecccticese | 
I as a lca | 
Anton Chico, New Mex............ 
po ee 
ASne TAU, TORR... ccansadcewsamacs 
Middleton, "Pa pind anekagnapeanpebied 
Berlin, Ky pemmmeraprerenineimededat 
Housatonic, Mass ....ccnccsccscecace 
TREO IURET, BRO... vennccncocsgeenced 
167 Summer st., Brockton, Mass .. 
DEAR, TIEEO stccnsunp saunsenemnrdied 
* . see 
Steubenville, Ohio................. 
Union, N. Y 
122 E. Fourth st.,New York, N. Y. 
Mount Hope, Conn.............--.- 
114 Earle street, Mobile, Ala......-. 
100 Howard street, Covington, s 
136 Chestnut st. , Indianapolis, In 

1302 N. Fourth Ste, St. Joseph, Mo. 
Grandin, Mo... ...<cccennsecscesecses 
Auguste, Wi8 ........ccccnccecences 
aaa eee 
707 Cherry street, Camden, N. J-.-. 
Spain st., near Prient, New Or- 
eans, La. 














Whitneys Point, N. Y -......---. ae 
3 a _— 
IEG GE Elna Kevaiewsncdaeseunniwtie ‘ 


rows Mi), Bd. wnoccqnnsannntians 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Statement showing the certificate numbers, names, post- office addresses, and rates 
of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


Certif- 
cate 
Nos 





931862 
523819 
523854 
665360 
624953 


608842 | 


596461 














§ 

ae) 

24 
849103 
518500 


F59862 





520100 
51 2298 





67 
5OT717 
508504 
689 444 
647097 


719360 | 


698012 
730135 
799435 
706746 
514291 


509626 
514246 














Names. 


Bovee, Christun 


Blair, 


Horace E. 


Brinkerhoff, John I.... 


Bole, Samuel C 
Buchler, George 
Bibb, John . 
Briskill, Robert 
Bail 


Bowers, Richard 


Bursley, Henry - 


Burks, Silas I 


Brittan, James C 
Barnhart, 


Burdsall, 


y, Mitchell. 





Pi. 








William -... 
Charle 


6H... 


Burrs, Thompson....... 
Bush, Newton .........- 
Buster, Andrew J... 
Buselmyer, Frank.....- 
Bass, Isaac we 

| Booth, Isaac 


Coplin, 
Colve 
Courts 


John A 





Cadot, Charles .......... 
Carroll, Thomas P 
Case, Jacod C ...<<cu~ 
| Casady, Nicholas .....-.- 
Chapman, Levi O-..--- 
Cleybourne, Willis vm H_| 
Cokensparger, Wm. M 
Coliwell, Benjamin. -.... 


| Culver, 


Cox, Jacob 
Cunningham, TI 
Cupp, Jacob. ..- 


Cullen, Patrick 
Cudney, 


nth ait 
Charies 








Charles - 
Cullen, Matthew 


10Mas 


Cross POGGTICIE 2 ccc caw 
Crowley, Michael ....... 
| Clark, Charles A ........ 
Crispin, George W ....-.- 





| Clark, 
} Churchill, Willia 
Chris ler, John Ww. 


‘awford, Danie 





.» David 
seph 
’, Blea 
, Samuelt 
n, William 
y, William 
oun, Cornel 
is, Burt 





zor J 


Dewees 


lJ 


H 
ius 


in E.... 


Bawccces 


Corlew, Benjam 
Cory, John A... 
Coss, Martin 4 
Copeland, George L 
Copeland, Enoctk 


Copp Ferdinane 
Coon, Michael 
Conklin, 











Conrad, Lee. .....-«.. . 
Conklin, James B.....-- | 
Con a 
Conaway, William N 
Coleman, Frank ......-.-. 
Cole, George W _ 
Collins, Edward W 
Collett, Thomas .......- 
Coggeshall, Abner .....- 
Cluck, Joseph . ineseetat 
Cline, John W .......... 
( ‘lapp, George W ....-. 
Clay poool, seph R. N. 





Clarke, Joh 
Clark, Jeff 
Henry C 





Chiicote, Williar 
Child, Myron 


Cherry, Claridon 


Chew, Henry 
Chenowith, Will 
Chavis, Alexand 
Chase, Simon 


Champion, 
Chadwick, 





Chaffin, John } 
Chacey, Samuel 
Cecil, George H 

Caughey, 
Cashin, Richard 
Casey, John 

Cash, Joseph 
Carr, David C 


Carter, Theodore A 
r, James W 


Carte 
Carter, Bailey 


Carter, Robert....._.. 
Carver, Hamilton V_. 


Campbell, John 


Holbert. 





ae 


Matthew H...- 






1 


nA 


iam H. 
er 


Chapman, Danie 


.----..| Red Cloud, Nebr ....... 


H 


Uh 


‘| Ozar 


AEs 


.| Topeka, Kans 
..| Chillicothe, Mo 


James A . 
Philip W 
Chaffee, James S 






_| Manchester. N. 


Post-office address 


} 

DC iitennrcwds cownedadeadwdn 
| Pillsbury, Minn 
| 226 Seymour street 











I) 3, Eee | 
235 Clinton street, Camden, N. J -.| 
Sailors Rest, Tenm.............-..- | 
St. Joseph, La secauenenaiduhsig tink sol 
209 Montgomery street, Baltimore, 

Ma. | 
Mabetvale, Ark -............- J 


Dyersbu 
} Valley View 
Troy, Ky 
| 1224 S. Paci 














Prophetst , ill 
Indianapol iné .... 
Bridg rt, Ky . 
ruscumbia, Mo -.. 
Frenchtown, N. J 

N hviile,. N ¥. 






rker 
alam 


a 
Boker Creek, Ohio | 
Roe kaway, } 
324 B .| 
18 N. Vineent alley, Datanneks, Ma_| 
East Richland, SR sneer 


Jersey st., 


Elizabeth, J. 





Mo... 
cott, 
yurg, 
eon, 
Holmes st 
Frewsbur 
Palmyra, 
Rineg 
*lantsvi 
Ir — 
147 Morg: 
Walkertor 
Marron, 
930 Pa 
Wellsv 
Fieming 
Mortime 
26 Conco 
352 E. ¢ 





















Fort $ 
Pitts 


Sturg 





SOR, PO soccdecsscdcecseuson 
> Kane | 
¢ ERAT. . occ cweucctoncccce 


lace, Cincinnati, Ohio 
it street, Washing- 











ton. Pa. 


E. Fi Dayton, Ohio _..-} 
2Congress alley, Louisville,Ky 
rry, Mo 
tto, Mo . 


"don ave., 


th st 





be 







Cleveland, ¢ Ol 
vir, N. J 





mahaterit 67 Label street, Montcla 
ir 7, See 





Brot 

Wi 
Brida 
Fou ‘ 
TOG, CUNO. wcnccewerieusws cores 
Ridgeway, Ohio _.........- “ | 
Wallington, - ‘enten eve | 
102 Waverly st., Jersey C ity, N. a 

Re »ttins x Fork, “tise 
Naug *k,Conn . 















. 300 Nint st., Jers sey C ity, Mz... 
| Pocomo Mae 











8 Kirklana Lane,C harleston, $ .C 
Nevis, Clermont, N. Y 





Cornish Flat, 
oo. rere 

22 Bedford st., Fall River, Mass 
Grand Rivers, Ky 
Sunnyside, Tenn os taecow 
59 Fi Northampton, 
Bo x 


N.H 


rst st., Mass.. 





hita,K: SS Jalal 
rbana, Ohio wadee 
South Abington Station, Mass .- 
di, Wis_..... | 
New Wind 








| oo 
ove 


St. Paul street, Baltimore, Md__| 
_— 

| Kenton, Ohio... : 
| Leavenworth, Kans 
West Pork, Ark 
Readyville, Tenn..................-| 
Merritt street, Marblehead, Mass. 
Pompey, N. ¥ 





I ED we ceencwacnncvneséene 
1116 Pulton ave., Evansvile, Ind... 
Utiea, Nebr. 
| Garfield, N. J. 
Peoria, Kans 
415 W. Second st., Wilmington, Deil 
140 Eleventh st., "Louisville, Ky... 
1731 Southgate st., Louisville, Ky.| 
Chillice the, Ill 

Cassady, Ky-.... 

Comorn, Va... 
Chardon, Ohio... 








— 


QW 2 


90 


AAWAIQ®X 


oe 


RDB 


WD WWM DW 


Statem 


750246 
699729 














oiviiO 























Clunn, Adrian 
Clifford, Chas. 
Chriliman, Th 
Conover, Thor 
Coddington, J 
Carver, 
Cutler, Benjar 
Curtin, 
Cunningham 
; : wal 
Osc 





( ‘TOS s, Thomas 


( ooney Thom 
Yarter 
Carne y. 
Carter James 
Clark, 
Coy, William 
Connaway, 
Clarke 
Cooper, 
Carter, 
Canedy 





Milto 
John 


’ Jost 11 


} Cox, Hi: mare 


| Cleveland, W1 


Campbell 
Cook Phil ip 
Chester, Moses 
Crawford, Chaz 





Cole, Samuel 


; Cope, Wm 


B5RS64 | 


780194 
722449 
660996 
511888 


761376 


THAT7 
741820 


751835 | 


604471 
78423 


516522 | 


731196 


Collins, Noah 
Canfield, 
Cole, Jas. lL 
Conv vy, 

alia John I 
Cathoun, 
Cline, John H 
Chase, ( 


A 








Couch, 
Campbell, 
Choate, 
Conlin, 








Canfield, 

Campbell, 
Calahan, 
Cairns, John 

Cady, Lorenz« 
Cable, 
Cabasher 


Cook, Lewis 





Patric} 


J ames +R 


David _. 


Wim. 


Joseph 


+80. M 


Samuel. 


Alex 


H. 


omas. 


nas 
ames 


James H 


nin 


ae 
Olive 


am H 


as P 


, PhilipA . 
Philip . 


z. 
H 


n 


ia 


ent showing the certificate numbers, names, 
of nensioners becatse not ratably disabled, etc 


H.. 


rc 


William 


William M. 


v2 les H. 


m 


aes 


ander, 


le 
‘itz. 





J 


James H 
Chi 
Morto 
Patric} 


iS. 





Carter, Wm. H 
Cartwright, Sam’ 
Caryl, Charles 
Carlisle, Richar« 
} Carpenter, John ‘ii. 
Capen, John W 
3 | Capito, Jacob 


Lorenzo 
Ji wme 3M. 


tas 


a, 


) 


Cunningham, Tho 
Carey, Bbyron.-.-...-. 
Dawes, Gevan 
Dayton, John 
Dearnson, John P- 


Deffibauch, ¢ teorge 
Degrote, James . 
Dehne, August .... 
DeHart, John D 
Deibert, Daniel 
Demare David . 


Dennis, Edm« 





nD 





Dennis, Nicholas 
Denny, Alexander 
Devendor?f, Edwin C 
Devine, John ....... 
DeWitt, Charles H. 
Dickson, William 
Dimond, George H 


Dixon, Henry - 


Dobson, John 


Doherty, Thomas 


Dolph, Henry M 
Doll, Lewis J 
Donohue, Daniel 


Donnelly, Pre 


Dorsey y 


Dorne, Gilma 


oC 


sderick.. 


Henry 


nA 


Dominequez, Pedro 


Drew, W illiaz 
Day, Martin 

Diekson, Will 
Downing, 


Dillon, John. - 


Meln« 
Philiy 


Dugan, 
Dickel, 


Derry, Samuel R 


n 


iam 


tte 
) 


Robert I’. 


Dean, Francis M....... 
Donavan, James W 


Day, Seth B 








( 
a9 

I 

I 


| Clinton, 


| Conklin, 


post- 
I 





Penns Grove, N. J 
Paulsboro, N. J 
asauqua, Pa 
> Bank street, 
Pa 





quinunk, 
rvilla, Pa “ 
531 Airdrie ave., Thirty-third 
ward, Philadelphia, P 








b 

1511 Walter st., Philacde i 
Merrimack st., ~- ston, M 

532 Spruce st., Reading, Pa 


Benton, Pa : Pa ? 
434 Volkman st., Philadelphia, Pa 



















Pemberton, 
§ Scott st i} 

Wheelir ‘ 
106 Washir ms H ken, N. J 
New Albany, ind 
Dubois, Pa _.. 

Ohio 4 J 

idon st., Wilmington, Del 
Sor ith Acworth, N. H. 
Lickburg, Ky =e ioe 
50380 Powder st.. St. Louis, Mo 
Williamsburg, Ky 
923 F. Delaware st., Evansv ) 
I ville, Ky 


v 

i . 
Lancaster, N. Y__-. 
Church Creek, Md 
Weatherville, Md 
Shelton, Nebr 
Ohio 





National Military Home, Ohio 

Loves Station, Miss 

Ash Grove, Mo 

t impb« ll, Tenn 

102 Lake View avre., Buffalo, N. Y 
treet, Savannah, G 





enue 


i! laware av Phi 
phia, Pa. 
Paris, Ark 


Lonoke, Ark 

Marshalltoy 

Colusa, C 
Howard street, Cambr 

port, Mass 

Burnett, O 

Vander 





7s 


bilt, Mic h 
Mich 


Horton, Kans 








45 Norfolk Dorch el Lib 
Bellaire, Ohio 

Norman, Nebr. 

940 Garden stree ria, 
Dry Valley J 
National Mi re, V 
| Byron Basin 
| Pine Station 

1140 Eutaw street, Toledo, Oh 
Hayneville, Ala 

Not : 





kno 

















i 1. 
Bellaire, Ohio_..... 

Walshville, fll ; ; 

1834 W. Lombard street, Balt 

more, Md. 

307 W. Grand ave., Spr eld, O 
Peru, Ind., 206 East Sixt tree 
Crystal Valley, Mi 

Mobile, Ala... 

Plattsbur Mo 

n, Kans 7 

7 Clinton Rochest y 
Bayne, Pa 

Gandy, Nebr 

Freeville, N. Y 

Hohokus, N. J 

Cooksville, Md . 

Virginia, [il ...... 
| Henrietta, Tex 

Fort Madison, Lil . 
Hamilton, Mo ae 

ane Springs, Pa pate — 

lidale, Conn —_ 
110 6 Twenty-third treet NV 
Washington, D. C. 

46 Suffolk street, Holyoke, Mass 
Los Colonias, N. Mex ....... 


Hewitt, N. J 

DT Ia I Te 

2364 Bouvier sb. , Philadelphia, Pa. 

Corner Van Hook and Tioga sts 
Camden, N. J. 


| 3140 Arizona st., Philadelphia, Pa 


2017 N. Ninthst., 
733 N. Fourth st., 


Philadelphia, Pa 
Philade iphi Pa 








1328 Delaware ave., ¢ chester Pa 
Plymou th. 

1116 é treet, East Des 
46 Plum street, Portland, Me 


7 


6. 
6 





OO 


00 
OO 


00 
OO 
UO 


00 
on 
00 
09 











0 Davison, John G........| Brighton, Ill...............- 
553567 Dunaway, Charles N to SS eee er 
808268 | Durway, Joseph........| Fort Worth, Tex..... 
807586 | Dutcher, Timothy-...... | Mainest., Wap pingers Falls, N. Y. 
712269 | Day, George E...... .--| Fayville, Mass ......- 
690181 | Dou; glass, James oowal RTE: TIE wcecoswcnhoccwnness 
335084 | Daniel, William C | Lh Sa 
844412 | Darling, Samuel . Po et Oe ee 
790737 | Drummond, Robert H- i OR , ee 
513265 | Drinkard, Joshua L om SENGG, B60. ove scssvscacnesccsccel 
otros | Duck, isaac & ..........) RRRIOR, PR... cocccocnnesss ol 
774128 | PUT, COMMU... ccccccvecs OE OT ee 
601883 | Duke, William..........| Owensboro, Ky -....-.-.-----.----- 
512262 | Duncan, Noah .......... West Line, in icite inate diana ans 
556089 Duncan, Noah .........- hae 
510856 | Duncan, Charles C.. Mansile ld, "Ark nonditaxeindestinaweee 
676577 | Duncan, Joseph L ...... Gum C ity, PR iaDetiicnnn sipdeinwaiiwa 
553640 | Duncan, Ellis _.| Bloomfield, Te ets ae on] 
731206 | Dunn, Jamison C....-..-. Longmont, Colo...---- piadusuen 
658071 | Dwight, Sereno E.......| Stafford, Conn.....................- | 
28020 | Doherty, Edward ......- 82 a street, Roxbury, Mass. | 
625 776 Duncan, George W.....| Rea; TE .csttueueagusanbawawre 
Drake, Peter .... .0«<ce- Blenuh a A ae 
Drain, John.......-.- | 414 Preston street, Louisville, Ky. r 
Denler, John ..........-- | 312 Hickory street, Buffalo, N. Y 
Dobbins, Elisha J-.....-. | 945 Vine street, Hamilton, Ohio... 
6B | Dew, Robert............. | Tecumseh, Nebr..............-..-.- 
6 | Doman, Jackson........ Chestertoven, Md................ ; 
551f 523 | Daugherty, Robert --.- -| Helena, Ark.......... 
| Downs, George H...-.... Jackson, CREB... cess 
35 | Devine, James .......-.. 252 Hamilton st. ,New Haven,Conn. 
5 | Drewel, Ernst........... Krakow, Tain cians silaaeony winmniacatel 
| Davis, Samuel J ........ Trammel, Ky pehachas pe eeewehae 
Davis, Budmon K......- Beaver Falls, eee 
Danner, Abraham B....| Wormleyburg, Pa.......-......... 
2 | Danhiser, Frederick....| Yates Center, Kans................ 
SS OD ee , aR 
OURO, DOE oo cccicacées Turners F _ * ee 
Daken, SS ae RII 
Daniels, Silas W......-.. Unionville, Conn..........-..--.--- 
Dar ling , Solomon....... PEE, De E cincnkncucavcenvcces 
ll, Thomas J...-.- I TR on kk ee hnalbniia 
3, i PWG. -nvewscesnsnd EE Si itinccnccabwonnee 
Davis, James W.........] Beaver Creek, Wis................. 
Davis, JORN. ....c..<«<-- OO EE 
Davis, Byr0G HF... .c«<- 73 Truxton street, Brooklyn, N. Y- 
Davis, + ag ccunniale nal EL EY Dl nivnnaimiwonsaceweson 
Davy, John. .-------}| Cravens Landing, Tenn..........- 
Davy Henry. anitiannsatl SS, OO eee 
De Haven, John B....-- Williamstown, Ohio..............- 
eM 6 eS | aaa 
Eberle, John J........... CEO, SIND. ccccncnascuccodees 
| Eddy, Pinkmey......-.-. SONNY Xs Wiicwsntnsescvscsiwsnndin 
|} Edgar, George P......-- Rahway, OR te eek 
} Edwards, Charles....... 123 W.Main street, Room 11, Roch- 
ester, N. Y. 
“dwards, Franklin-.-... PT. Ii © nisrenshopecsbentakee 
elder, Clifford O........- MG vcceninskvntecpenstutde 
aS eee | a eae 
Ellerson, Irwin..........] Washington, N. © ...... ccc ccceccse 
Embr + ee eae Leavenworth, Kans................ 
Bs 1 a ee Bi .. .. 2; ee 
F | E son, James R...... Arkansas City, Kans............... 
768188 | Enghouser, Edward ....| Purcell avenue, north of Warsaw 
| Park, Price Hill, Cincinnati, 
| Ohio. 
§23328 | En ch, i ee 
576796 | Epler, Thompson W ....| Sidney, Ohio ..........-....---.---- 
Hh2022 | Erdley, TRIMS. ..nccncen- i OE , ats 
658101 | Estes, George W.....-.-. North Adams, Mass................ 
716410 | Estabrook, John T....-- Springport, Pi witcakethhenkas eee 
532257 | Evans, George W....... oo eae 
740329 | Eversman, Henry.....-- nin Sixteenth street, New York 
| ty. 
567734 | Edrington, Joseph...... ROOTING, TE... ccencacnnbiecasnness 
588303 , Epley, Andrew J........ POETS  s.c.040nkncenedcenmenaiione 
778168 | Elliott, Thomas ........ 4128 Brown S8t., Philadelphia, Pa.. 
608486 | Eves, James W.......... illville, Pa.... 
700618 | Ehmann, John ..........] 1258S. Twenty- -first street, “Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 
651854 | Endriss, JohnW., alias | 128 Dudley st., Philadelphia, Pa... 
Francis Mcfall. 
Evans, George W....... Pranklintown, Pa... c.c5..cscececese 
2 | Elliott, Reuben ......... eo py LS aaa 
Le Se OD eee 253 S. Bethel st., Baltimore, Md-.. 
po Ae eee PO Ga? eee eee 
| Emos, Enos .............} Robinson Mills, W. Va......-....... 
Bee eee Pe eee 
Evans, Thomas .........| West Bridgewater, Pa ........-.-.- 
Eldridge, Anderson. ...- OS = Se . 2 
Ehler, Frank............ TREE. sank tvderisaniieeaiRidbietaeaag sw tne 
522799 | Ehrhardt, Gustav _. | 749 S. Third st., St. Louis, Mo..... 
804167 | Fosnaught, John R | §22 Peffer st., Harrisburg. a eee 
691962 | Fasnacht, William -.... | Mastersonville, Pa. .......... «06 
675613 | Frazier, Henry.........- | 249 S. i2th st., Philadelphia, Pa... 
509518 | Fizone, Mordecai -.....-. | 912 Washington st.,Norristown,Pa 
525938 | Flickinger, Joseph...-.. f TIER B6 i ccacwnascesendeet cena 
654429 | Foote, William, jr..-..-- | PARI, PR... 2 cccnceccch supe iauiiee 











of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


Nam¢ Post-office address. 
aie —_ 
Downing, Edwin H..... 631 Maine street, Wakefield, Mass. 
Duede, Charles.......... of wl ee 
Drummond, Peter ...... National Soldiers’ Home, Va.....- 
ON‘ ae OO = —Eeaa eee ee 
POET, EPEMEAEE scconsuneced 91 Tyler street, Boston, Mass .... 
| 


Dustin, James Newberry, Mich pibbe dba naman 
Dunaway, Andre Ww iz Drakes Greck, Ark.......--.--.---. 
Dykeman, Louis L ... Ashburn, Mo 
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shouing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, and rates | Statement showing the certificate numbers 








B Oa OD 89 00 0 GO I HNO MOD dS 


of 


_ 











SSSsssssess 


SS 


QO Te De D> G2 S Me Ge G0 0 > G0 G0 0M OH 





(0 > 90 90 > Ce 
SS8ssss 


_ 


AHAAAADSOOMAAOOOAD DB ABWUAWH ARWOaAmI 


S8SSSSSSSSS2ISS 


8 8 $8888 SSESSSS 


= 
S 


_ 








of pensioners because not ratadly disabled, ete Continuer 
] ’ 





Names. | Post-office address 
' 
| Pry SS | Millersville, Pa ........ » 
Falker, Nicholas........] 1185 Reamy st., St. Paul, Minn ..._| 
Fallon. John ............} 11 Bloomfield st., Hoboken, N. J 
Farmer, John W.... \ Ct, COND nine cuckhibaéeecienniod 
Faron, George .........- Dover, Okla 
Farnsworth, Henry C _.| Chester, 
Farrell, Joun.......--...| Togus Hor 
Pate, Peter... ....-«--c..) 54 Remsor ‘ 
N. J. 


Fay, James S 


Colden, N. Y . 


Fealey, Thomas. ........ Thom} psc nville, Conn... ‘ 
Fechet, Louis .......... Clare more Ark s Tow uiiteieneenl 
Fellows, Henry hae Box 297, Bradford, Mass aerate 
Fenton, Charles L...-..| 1347 Devlin st., St. Louis, Mo 
Fenn, Lyman 317 Main st., Cambridge lass 








en: eee SE | eee 
Fezler, Egbert G....-- | East Patchogue, N. } Fe aa 
ae William .........{ Alexis, Hl 

Pinn, Patrick ......... 88 \ It St., Springfield, Ohio 
I gan, Nathan .......] New Ohio ; 

I I c coo] Siete Mas i: eled 

ir .... Gardner, Ill 

Fields, Gs ubr aise Danvilie, Ky ine adn cniie 
Fisk, Marcus M.........| 42 John street, Springfield, Mass 
Iisher, Alexander -.. | Blythedaie, Pa paud 
ST: GD 5 xcs anne Elmwood Piace, Ohio.....- 
Fisher, John R.......... Farmland, Ind ....... 


Fletcher, John ......... Jenkins Bridge, Va -....-- 








| Fletcher, Gilbert L...... Palermo, N. Y ....... SS 
Floering, Christ._....... 573 Tecumseh street, Toledo, Ohio_| 
Flora, William a I ie eich tceenid adi nintideeleeaehie’ 
eS rae Jenkins, Mo ........-...---00es---0e 

| Flynn, Henry Pe: Bolsonatonic, ARK... <<uc«ccxce: sense} 
Fr ord, Stephen ithaca Boy, Tenn . wae 
Fogle, Edward..........| Union Bri: ige, OR fat hte 

2 | Ford, Daniel A..........| Middlesex, N. Y- hasteaanbae 
Foreman, Stewart A_...| Mount Holly Spr in; gs, Pics 
Fosselman, John .._..-. Bo SS eee 
Fountain, John R.......| Denton, Md....... ical ea 
Fox, Randall....... ...--| Soldiers’ Home, Rapids, 
Mich. 

Fraction, Oscar. ......-.. | DE, KID nec kdunchocserensstens 
Wrasser, Angus.........- SS ere rere rt 
Freeman, Samuel --- ‘| Howell fs eee 
French, George H ..---. | 26 Liberty street, Hartford, Conn. 
Frost, Charles E.....- ES SS a a 
Frye, Charles T ....... | 1931 5th ave, S. emanate Minn 
Pe, SARORIE gon ciocns dane | Emporium, Pa.. ‘ | 
Frymire, Henry......-.--. | Mechanicsburg, Pa .....--.--- 
Fuller, Ebenezer Z .....| Ashley, Mich - adic laratlne artnet aahd 

| Fuller, Eugene M....... BO a a ere e 

2 | Funk, HiramG..-.-. Se 


Fayette, Thomas -..-..--. 
son street, Keokuk, Iowa. 


Fleming, Andrew R.....| New Brighton, Pa..........--------] 
7 | Ful ler, BEE ca cosncnes | Ci EE concgpeabeonaesoves 1 

Ferster, David .......... RS IPED, iconncadiindteneied , 

| Foley 5: Ee 1210 Beachst., Philadelphia, Pa 

| F itzsimmons, John ....| 2801 Prairie avenue, Chicago, Ill 
Foster, Samuel A.....-.. OT SS eae 
Fletcher, Augustus.....} 10094thst. N.W.,Washington,D.C 
Freeman, Alexander....| Melitata, Md _..........--------- -| 
Finfrock, Sam’l.........} Versailles, Ohio..................-. 
Ferry, E it, eee SO eer 
Fulcher, Wateon........| Berger, Mo .........------.------ 7 
PIGS, PERRE... .0cccies 203 Bi. Elm alley, Columbus,Ohio.. 
Forristal, Robert .......| 107 Grand ave., Rochester, N. Y 
Flemming, Wm........-. 70S. Royal street, Mobile, Ala _- 
Forbs, Thomas...... seeere| 45 William st., Grand Rapids, Mic h! 
Furry, William a. SP ID i ccnawase tl sanncvgdes weeded 
Fisher, Robert .......--. Eminence, Sere ere 
Fields, Charles.......... ae | ee 
Flower, Carle W ....-.-..-. Cee, CRRIR .c cnncoeccnccccs- 
Fisher, Reuben.......... CTE «cccddgbenasdsentie | 
Foltz, Geo. W ........... IE, EO cincenites cskstksecnne | 
Fewell, John ............ OD cane nines wow Emenee | 
Felton, [saac...........- 207 Four-and-a-hailf st. NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
Fricke, Henry..........- i CERO, TD a nnanine cceaetbneiye 
Prank, LUMADs ..ccosccce National Military Home, Kans - 
George, Samuel......... 2006 Orleans st., Philadelphia, P a. 
Garrison, Lewis ........ 1124 Grayson st., Louisville, Ky - 
Guthrie, George W...... Tippecanoe, aaa f ele 
Gilbert, William Hl ...-.. 2212 N. Sixth st., Philadelphia, Pa.| 
RO, gO. ccaneniwecs , Bi 6 cnctas ccsetdiesoncscuseed 
Godwin, Thomas G..... Louisiana, De .icddinconnbtnres neon 
Ghant, Charles.......... GeOreetWR, TES oo ccacccncassconces 
 .. *. ie BEY nconiunacddvesvoneses 
Gibbs, William H.-..... EE a6 acnwinemeoenberdanneds 
Green, Sanford ......... ge Es re 
Graf, Frederick B ...... 138 Florence st., Cleveland, Ohio.. 
Gage, Leander T........ Topeka, Kans.........------------- 
lL, WENOET ccanasdnecnee Brinkley, Ark...........- LG OE. 
Gilbert, Alden J......... Hadley, MASS... cceccoccccceesscce- 
Gunn, John ............- Louisyilie Td wnowsaseteiion« webawe 
Gooden, David .........- I FO ccs pus chensuskor sapnss<< 
Girton, William ........ 42 Spring st., > spemsiautani N. J. 
Green, Ezra A ........-. OS) 3 &» eee 
Gibbs, Albert V........- Balmoral, Wis. nqegeduaaedaeonsegecs 
Gatens, George W ...... 456 State street, Rochester, N. Y-. 
Gilbert, Henry N ....... wr Deluth avenue, Sioux Falls, 
Dak. 

Grigsby, Alexander .... Brunswick, Tenn ............--.--- 
Grigsby, Abraham...... Cartwright, Ala kpaoneionns neseaemee’ 
Gentrv, Wm. M........- DEE, TAD coscncescees oneuaans 


Gould, "Benjamin edtpubed Centerville, Ma ks eecidasneciaiiecay waldiiat j 


JULY 11, 


, names, post-office addresses, and rates 


Bean 


Sabie ig Est ace 


Between Ninth and Tenth, John- | 








 Speesatans 
S22SS Ss82SSE38' 


PAK 


SiN RSS ibe 


4 
2 
3 





a 


ae aed 








Certifi 


cate 
Nos. 


. — 
561935 


poe7 8 
678535 
610559 
692962 
522% 
ooeeas 
54429¢ 
6035744 





684501 | 


518308 
FOO6R8 
643157 
oh 44 
600803 
604579 


10896 
662337 
701466 
574183 


795125 
641264 
514408 

662709 

664427 
605740 
672781 
513694 
564709 


665561 
560165 
673547 
516261 





697366 | 
732117 | 


613033 
511926 
686963 


Bik 3299 | 
At | Getz, Charles -. 
676615 | 
604624 | 





541268 
518667 
511925 
509052 
702737 
570011 
524904 
558959 





ASS12 
011945 
587670 


617769 


551616 | 


550669 


6368¢ 89 





a 547 GO 
619906 
603557 
505179 | 


705966 | 


561948 | 


512312 
509956 


360 | 


| Gerschw yler, 
Grubb, Benjamin .......} 











760966 | 








t showing the certificate nt 
‘ tratably disabled. ete 


Names. 


Gilden, Aaron........-- 
Griffin, Franklin.....-- 
Gose, Anderson B....-- 
Gaby, Isaac . 


| Gibson, Richard....-.- 


Goodrich, WilliamJ 


James L sb 
Greenwade, Joseph..... 
Green, Benjamin ..... 
Gile, Albert E 
Groves, George L 
Gardiner, Robert E 
Garrison, John T 
Griffin, Luke. 
Grandison, Jerry 








Grimes, Byroi.......<e- 


Griffith, Joseph aA ...... | 


Gatchel, Aaron N.. 


Gibbs, Paton.... “uitene 


Anton.... 


Gentis, Daniel ...-. — 
Goodbar, James C ..--.-. 
galley, John 





Gooch, John C .........- | 
Grigsby, Nathaniel.....| 


Glaze, Rollin B .....---. 
Geiser, Samuel -.. 





| Guertner, William .... 
Gurwell, William.....--. 
Gennore, John H ....... | 


Gurley, William R -.... 
Graw, Edwin ..... 
Gleason, Haris C 
Grant, Frank M 
Gillon, James. . 
Goodwill, Johnson 
Gillespie, Arthur ..... 





George, Ford D .......-.- 
Green, George......-..... 
Gross, George Hi . 

OES EEE 





| Goodridge, William -...| 
Gardner, Samuel A..... 
| Garrison, William H 


Gardner, Rosezell 

Gill, William W..-. 7 
Groomes, Asal ......... 
Green, Abram.....-.. 
Granrath, John .. 
Grady, Henry ... 
Green, John R ..-........ 
Grover, Cornelius S ...-. 
Hahn, John. os 
Halcom, Mii lard .......- 
Hale, Jeremiah........ 
Hall, Charles C.. 
Hancock, John.... 
Harper, William ......-. 
Harris, William T....... 
Harris, Samuel ........-. 
Hallowell, Joel H.....- 
BART, ADLOM <.cccocccess 
Harris, George ....--cs<- 
Hardy, James 









Hatchet, William -....... 
fall, Samuel....cccs<- 


Harris, William......... | 


Harrison, Alfred ........ 
Halwell, Francis P.....-. 
Harris, Thomas ......... 


Hampton, Wade .......-. | 


Hartle, Bennett P...... 
Hammell, Andrew 

Harris 
Harris, Hardin......... 
Higgins, William H...-.. 
Henry y; , William - keenacad 


Hugh S, Albert Piininceentae 
DR Wee nctsccncsduweis 
Henry, James -. 
Henry, Joseph J ........ 
Henry, James ....-- 
Hoefflinger, Louis... -.- 
Hicks, Calvin..........- 
PETIIO; 0d ORE cn ncedsnsncs 





| Hulbert, Alexander 


Humphreys, Albert. 

Henderson, Thomas.. 
Hooper, Squier E .. ‘ 
Herrick, Albert D...... 





Hess, Samuel......-- 


Hewlett, Mathew .....-. 
Himbaugh, Peter ......-. 
Hicks, Newton J ......- 
Hoover, William......-. 


| Natchez, Miss..... 


Marshall, Ill 
Graham, Wm. E...-.....] 
| Greene, 





| Centralia, Mo 








| Fernwooc 


| Zalma, Mo ...... 
| South Scriba, N. Y. 








| 2 Third avenue, 


Milan A........-| 





pibe 


Lonoke, Ark 


iy 3 ee ae 
De Witt, lll sean a 
Box 434, Little Rock, Ar] oes 


Scottsville, Ky. 
Streator, lil 
Pee Dee, Ky 
Exchange, S.C.-.... 
New Haven, N. Y 
373 Railroad avenue, Elmira, N 
279 Seventh street, Buffalo, N. Y- 
227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md 
Howardsville, Md.....-- sandieienn 
606 Maryland avenue NE., Wash-} 
ington, D.C 








| New York State Soldiers and 


Sailors’ Home, Bath, N. Y 


Griffithville, W. Va-......-----.-- | 
— ahams Mines, W. Va...........- 
251 Third street SW., Washing 
ton, D. C. 
Cape Girardeau, Mo..... neni 
SS OO ee 


Pattonsburg, Mo 
Gallatin, Mo 





Nixa, Mo.. 
Stanley, Kans.. 
852 S. Ninth street, Denver, Colo.. 


| 2112 Franklin avenue (rear), St. | 


Louis. Mo. | 
Tn raat eae shail 
Fanning, Kans 
52 Forest street, Orange, N. J-.-- 
Evansville, Ind ......... poetic 


Montague, Mich ...... identtecas 
Lancaster, Wis -- 
Torrington, Conn..............--.. 
Barminenam, Coun. ....6.«<.cce<c«s ! 


97 Trumbull st., Hartford, Conn -.| 


| Germantown, Ohio...............- } 


i as ail ale al 
23 Dear street, Cincinnati, Ohio 
Fostoria, Ohio .....- 
100 Central ave., Cleveland, Ohio . 
We SAIEAICOTD, ORO cc ccccccccccesce 
A ey errr } 
Jobs Corners, Pa | 
Dunkirk » Ind 


Yellow Springs. Ohio ............. | 








Box: 50, Ww ‘ind sor, Ontar io, ( ‘anada 
116 N. Madison st., Topeka, Kans 
Fredericksville, Pa 
Ses FW acc nasideeseisadans 
928 Rodman ; 
Lakewood, N. J 


| 430 Ramge Block, Omaha, Nebr...| 


Welchburg, Ky 





Somerville, Ohio 


| 
ine Bluff, Ark. -_.| 
6108 S. Broady os an Leak aie 
Monroe Falls, Obio ; 
77 W. Third st., Covingt 


OR, TRY ccc 








aU 





Elkader, Iowa..........--..-.- ea 

204 Courtland st., Baltimore, Md-.| 

266 Codwise avenue, New Bruns- 
wick, N. J. 

I se ac cudnwedsuchdie cl} 

North Lansing, Mich .............. | 


Vine Grove, ity - 
Pleasant Hill, Mo -.. 
478} Grover st., Jers sey City, N.J-. 
PEW NG IB snare vceas | 
910 KE. Tulip st., Columbus, Ohlo...| 
Patton, Mo..... 
St. Denis, Md 
North Leominster, Mass-.......... 
167 W. Lake street, Chicago, Ill - 

Bainbridge, Ohio 








#, names, post-ofice addresses and 
Continued. 


2 00 » 


COO ADH MMO 


o 


MADDON 


2Oa 





227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md ----| 


GEEINEO, BO. cwntcicannan 
CO, |S ee 
Windsor, N. C.........- 





105 ee st., Columbus, Ohio | 
eee | 
Robinsonv ‘ill ae a 
4040 Missouri a1 re., St. 
Slaydens Crossing, Miss 
ne eae Mo. 
Cadmus, Mich 
Cincinnati, Ohio ....- caine 
45 River street, Nashville, Tenn 








.| Jordan, N. Y | 


302 Jefferson avenue, Battle Creek 
Mich. 

448 W. Forty-fifth street, New | 
York City 

2734 Dearborn street, Chicago, Ill 

1715 Gallagher st., Louisville, Ky -| 

Spring BEE MO ..< neo 

1028 Fourteenthst. Paulding, ‘Ohio! 


> 


les 





5. 00 


5, 00 


. OO 


OO 


OO } 


4.00 
5.00 | 
OK 
© 00 
5. OO 
00 | 
5. 00 


500 | 


00 
OO 
00 


00 
00 


3 00 
5. 00 
5. OO 


OO 


5. 00 
2.00 


UO 


®_UD 
8. 00 | 
00 


5. OO 
5. 00 


00 


. 00 
. 00 


00 
00 


$ oO} 
5. 00 
5 00 | 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 
5. OO 
2. OO 


00 
00 
00 


5. OO 
5. 00 


00 


5. 00 


00 


0O 


OO | 


00 
oo 
OU 
00 
00 
OO 
00 
00 


00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 | 


00 
00 


OU | 
00 | 
00 | 


OV 
OO 
OO 


OO 


. 00 


VW 


00 | 

















F 

‘ 

F 
) 


| Hallock, Amos 


| Higgins, Scott 








? 
“lio te a 





7 | Hungerf 
5 | Hummel, John 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


nt she ing the certifcak 


Ciete a because 


Hotchkiss. Moses 
Hi SW orth, Levi W 
Hoadley, Thomas 
Hennessy, Timothy 








Holder, Charles 
Hewitt, Thomas 
Holston, Lemuel ; 
Howe, Jesse K 
Hyland Mict inel 
Holman Jerom »B 


Hunt, Walter S 
Hackenburg, Fari 
Hopper, Henr 
Hoiway, Augi 
Hudson, Miles 
Horton, James W 
Huber, Henry 
Hutchings, William 
Hoover, Abraham 
Henson, John 
Heoner, Henry 





| Herman. Bolzer 


House, Curtis 
Howland, Phillip & 
Hockett, Joseph A 
Higgins, George H... 
Hurd, Johr 








Hyland, William H 
Huston, Jefferson - 
Hubble, Acy M 









Howard, Amos.... 
oe Harrison 
ill, James W 


a Eres r, Orlando S 


Hays, John...... san 
Hawk, Samuel.... 
Henderson, L. D 


| Hepfer, Daniel J__.__- 
| Heine, Gerhard.... 


Henry, John P ... 
Hinchey 


Hiller, Peter A......... 


Hill, George T...- 
Haskell, Cyrus \ 


Hayes, William A 
Hanlon, James...... 
Horr, Joseph H- 


Hutchinson, George 
Hall, Peter M . 
Hensley, Solomon 
Hege, William 
HefmMefinger, William 
Hopkins, John W 


Henesbaw. Jerome J. 


| Hof, John A 


Heudricks, W illi im 
Hlulse, Daniel M 
Herber, Cornell 
Houck, Jason.... 
Hynes, Michael .. 
Hundall, Richard 
Harrison, Ephraim 
Hardin, Alfred 
Harrison, Covell... 
Herring, Calvin 
Henninger, Frank W 
Heckman, Joel._.. 
Hawkins, John R 
Huffnagle, Andrew J 
Hannan, Benjamin 
Hazzard, Horace O 
Hinckle, Jacob H . 
r 


















Hart nin 

| Haw A 

Hart yn ail 
Hem *, Abraham...| 
Holle , Daniel.. 
Huffma William me 


Hays, W : iam H 


} Howard, Lrwin 


Hoffman, Charies 
| Hubbard, Elias 
| Hunter, 


Thomas M ... 





i, James M 


| Lodi, Cal 











Milwaukee, Wis 
Crittenden, Mo 
Alexandria Bay, N. Y 
1708 Fifth street NW 
ton, D.C 

National Milit iy Ho 





» Courtland st., Baltimore 


ieee De 





liar ich 
Hebronville, Ma 
946 N Seventh treet 





277 St. Paul street, Baltim 


Lockhaven, Pa 

2021 Richmond stvree 
Ohio 

Indian Springs, Mo 


Camden, N.Y 
South Wabash, Ina 








Winston, Mo 
Thirt th and \V 
l tock, AV} 

n, N. J 

Kans 

Sal em, Ark . 

ar W.Va 

Elizabethtown. Ky 






Wilmin 
Oregon, M 
Hartford, W. Va 
Staunton, lil 
Chambersburg. Pa 





| 478} Grove st., Jersey 


Moore Station, Pa 
276 Bunker Hill stree 
town, Mass 

Deland, Fla_... 

North East, Md 

702 F st. NE., Washingt 
Storm Lake, lowa 
West Plains, Mo 


-| 251 Hamilton street, Ni w 


Conn. 
Warwick, R. I : 
Scott street, Cincinnat 
Albuquerque, N. Mex 
Thomps mv il le, Conn 
Kil gore, Ky ...... 
r Hill, Ohio 






t ‘Penn street, Carlisle 


North Compton 


City, Pa. 
Franklintown, Pa ...-. 
2814 Baltimore st., Phi 

Pa. 
Ravine, Pa.. 


1107 Division st., Trent ' 


Camden, N.J......- 
2236 Dover 


| pn Pa. 
..| 4533 Jefferson st., Frankford, Pa.} 


Binghamton, N. Y.. 
Middleborough, Mz 
Manus Choice, Pa... 


| Newberrytown, Pa 


Beaver Falls, Pa 


| Day, Mich ..... 


Ivyton, Ky 
Paducah, Ky....... 
Wentzville, Mo 





st., Philadeip} 
614 . Girard avenue, P 








7318 





























Stat nt shou ing the certificate numbers, names, post-office addresses, ani 
of pensioners betause not ratabl y dls abled, etc.—C continued. 8 
, Certifi 
cate Nam P addr 
No 
553179 nry - 27 Debeois Court pL a 
621403 | DOMBOB. 2 nck cans Barbour, TOUR. ..<c.-ccccoe sais 
737 | W SAI © cecusn eee street, es N. Y. 
; , Charles I | ethany, Conn....-.... aietiananiale 
5 SE NI ss tsetse Surrounded Hill, Ark..............! 
2 a, John........ Jordan, N. Y , : diana 
— | SS 1717 Dusmenil st., Louisville, Ky 
I 560779 iman, Ch varie 3 \usbury, M ‘ . 
) 571084 | Leonard L.. Orion, Mich pide 
50] 3 | Sanne R Nelis Point, Tex ........ on 
‘ ee oe a 
WIRE iO harles ..... i Berlin, Ila J 
674 ) J ;W st wa OkI1a 
77 6 | Edwin A puemeaseors . | 
746670 David Binghamt on, N. Y. 
61 J 1e E mpton, Mass......... 
A 4a ariahb l : nese } 
y| 1, Byerline urg, Il ae | 
} JAMES... .ccccece NS a csaieaieeitlalalian ! 
Calvin S vn, Tenn...... sigutaail 
: Allen ttan, Ohio hiieas a 
) Martin y -Valley, Tenn............./ 
} )| Hen Michael RO ee ll aaltaa } 
7 ,'H 1, SamuelS 27 Oxford st., Baltimore, Md.....| 
f Hamilton, William. 47 Cannon st., Charleston, S. C... 
723365 | Hamilton, Alexander Van Wert, Ohio pane al 
8418011 | ngsworth, B.S Jacksboro, Tenn | 
H2t Howard, Jay D .. Berlin, Wis ect canals sade 
2405 Hegeman, Jacob Z | Rhinebeck, N. Y igual angeieiciaittataliiiiel 
WSUG7 Hamma, William ile Greenock, Pa cane ween een anne nan] 
681981 | Her Robert ..| War Eagle Mills, Ark. seuatabaieteall 
625005 | Halbert, John D ..| Galion, Ohio ........... : ale 
6 1} Ho m III sensei snhecinsien othiphlinsseepeil | 
e | Wdward --| Grass Lic k, Ky eanmocarebeonsccanel 
ie { kk ederick ..| Hamilton, Mich .............. oll 
Hu GeORZO ~ cone cave | Beardstown, Ill wibininenedieaatnhiel 
613131 | Hilbert, Fran . Middletown, Conn ............-...... 
692065 | Halstard, Daniel .......] 399 Church street, Norfolk, Va..... | 
645051 | Hitzel, Francis A ...| Not known er 
527612 | Ha n SeTEER Eh . Madisonville, Pa 
698132 | Izard, Francis..........| 304 W. Bay st., Jacl 
692251 | Irwi Dadeville, Mo empapttniiniadbennia 
H03013 | Ingram, Edmon Scott, Ark. enact 
631 Iden, Thomas B _....... Brownsville, Ohio .......----.----.- 
788714 | Ireland, George W GRPNNS, BEG. ‘TD... ccesenseenecsecn 
517418 | Immel, Martin --.... Table Grove, 01 cgiatedegtdilekisaaas 
602187 | Iri od ee Weat Falls, N. Y .........- ee 
783596 | Isemon, William H..... ae COD osicadealiel nla tentiad | 
760514 | Irving, Henry-.--........ 8 N. Calhoun st., Baltimore, Md.) 
01859 | Inman, Charlies ......... ot Buffalo, Mich. shneeieneeeiniiinn | 
: 2| Ingram, William ..... | Cramer H Sills, Ss: sedininiiatpiientieannecas “7 
y Jackson, Ed ra. 422 N. Pearl st., Baltimore, Ma -..| 
Jackson, William E..... ulna --| 
| Jackson, James......... Ss a 
> Jame a cata ' Newbern. N.C ' 
, Jaramillo, Juan......... Paraje, New Mexico............... 
« Jasper, Thomas--.......| Hunnewell, Ky. 
4 . Jay George F....... 5728 Wabash ave., Englewood, I1l.| 
1 533137 | Jelfries, Alexander - | Seontem, Ga............- Sa : 
, 786130 | Jefferson, Green B Milledge eee } 
64°81 | Jenkins, Thomas PS CE. iscunnnwwienicaceus | 
70970 | Jenkins, Edward Westfield, Ohio ............... 
: 509976 | Jeffs, Georg naneccecs| PrOCtOrsville, Vt .... pempiebes 
630862 | Jennings, Cicero D | Simpson, ee ans we suet 
{ 752863 | J Judson W ......| 306 West Eleventh st., New York, | 
i a 
; phson, Leaman ....); 25 Columbia st., Brooklyn, N. Y.- 
! BOT cccsensteun Harpersfield, Ohi Dy scvicsinsindh een aimaie | 
nson, John ..........| 901 Ninth street, Fort Smith, Ark 
1, William.......!| National Military Home, Ohio... 
ton, William | Fayette City, Pa........... e 
nson, William J.....| Stuart, Iowa... sniiaiubaiill _— 
ison, Hiarlan P..... Box 572, Newbury por rt, Mass bain 
516626 | Johnson, Marcus P..... EE, DER Rvnanecensncnsenvewsets | 
} 582197 | Johnson, Thomas.......| Mallsville, Mo ...................-. } 


571305 | Johnson, Alexander ....! 
401461 | Jonas, Junius -........../ 

t} Jones, Orlando.........- 
Jones, William ......... 
Jones, William.......... 
John-i-got-pa...........- 
Judd, Edwin .........-... 


Jones, Joseph 























| Mount Sterling, Ohio 











CONGRESSION 
































GOOMITEe, GOS 6ccc cwcccawcevcves i 
A Ii ercenstpensindietn wrpnnirancagionionriheliass 
Pleasant Hope 
I ARETE uuitircnequdeninites tntin 
eS eee 
ly Bs. Din cone concucenwecoanent 
Judds Corners, Mich ... 











Jones, William.......... Waits BAven, MG 2. cccccccscccncue 
Jackson, John W........ ok | aa 
Jones, Edwin ........... Sturgis, Mich............. pipedubicapies } 
Jones, John M ..........| Statesville, Tenn................... 
Jones, William..... WE REREEEE, Bi cweneniecsewnceons | 
5: Johnson, Samuel... Bowling Green, Ky-...-...........-. | 
31936 | Johnson, John H... 1315 Shields alley, Baltimore, Md.| 
596731 | Jackaway, William 2163 Manekinst., Philadelphia, 1Pa.| 
513327 | Jones, Randolph........| Pennington, N. J.......-....-.-.0.- 
562841 | Johnson, William... 741 Sycamore street, N. J_......- aa 
688003 | Keeble, Pleasant... Hoebronville, Tenn ................- 
751005 | Keating, John lll eee 
656514 ] le, George... Oak Ridge, N.J o20002 0660eceeeS00 
545064 | Knight, Geo__........... | 227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md....| 
488070 | I , Phillip a. 190 Booth s .. Columbus, Ohio..... 
536518 | Krebs. Jacob _........... Sorad ville. Sth chaaninisteeditieres edwen 
621494 | Kite, Jason P._......... 8, §o =e concen 
561275 | Knapp, C Bethlehem, N. H.............. dente 
5387286 | Kitchen, Day DG My Milt anes nevknemenepwewoonneud 
B8ik6i | Kirwin, Michael ....... | Ee 
612092 | Knox, Wm. H...... ..| Harrington, Del 
604789 | Keeton, Irvin _........... | Sumpter, Ky ---. - 
634276 | Kuriz, Andrew ...... | Soldiers’ Home, Bath, a f... 
672333 | Kasson, James. .......... | 77 Colonie street, Albany, N. ¥_... 


|} Koger, Amos M. 
| Kynor, Abiathor L 








| Keefe, John_...... 
| Keenan, Thomas ... 





| Knight, Jobn B.... 


2 | Lemon, William J .- 
Lefever, Henry H.......| 





| Lucas, James W ... 





s 


S 


‘ 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSES 


PDMMWRWAAASODOAARWWDABMHMWDAAM AH; 





VAL RECOR D—SENATE. 


t showing the certificate numbers, names, post-o fice addresses, 


of pensioners because not ratably disabled, etc.—Continued. 


JULY 11, 





Names. 


Killingsworth, Juan F 


| KXleespies, Edmund...... 








Koeber, John G .......... 
Kistn Fridolin.- amine 
Kirkbride, Martin......- 


Katte, Julius 
Keef, Daniel . 
Keeffer, Christian 


Kelly, Bernard ... 


Kelley, John O 


Kenney, Patrick ........ 

Kenville, alias Town, 
Isaac 

Kern, Lorenzo .......... | 

Kerr, Bartolett..... 


Keys, Robert.... 
Killian, Patrick.... 
Kimball, Thomas ....... 
Kimmel, Theodore...... 
Kinneman, Wim. T...... 
Kinnear, Artimus W.-. 
Kinney, Lucius M..... 


Kingsley, Amos N.....-. 


Kirkland, Geo. W........ 


Kirkbride, Newton..... 


Kittrell, Francis M..... 


eee 






Knapp, Charles......... 
Knepper, Emanuel..... 
Knight, George R......-. 
Knox, George S......... 
Kreps, Lawrence .. 
Kreidler, Mathias. 
Kretshmar, Ernst 
Ck,. MADOE..wccceocean 





Kramer, Henry......... 


} Keesey, Aaron .......... 
King, Lewis-........-..-| 


Keltner, Levi P......... 
Kappes, Henry .......... 
Kinney, Harry..-........ 
Kobel, Isaac 


| Kiphart, Samuel.......- 
King, Stephen .........-. | 


Keifer, Wm. R.......... 
Kanney, George A. 





Lewin, Lewis ......<<..- 
Laws, Spencer..... : 
Leacock, John .......... 
Ledley, William H. H.. 
Love, Jeremiah ......... 





Landing, Joseph 


Lewallen, Eugene ......} 


Lewis, John ........ 


Lynch, Thomas ..-.. 
Lym: um, William U....-.. 
Lyman, Henry A........ 
Luzior, John stare 
Lutz, Levi.......... 
Luce, George W. 








Looby, Edward ......... 
Long, David N.......... 
Longfield, John N...... 

; 
Loeser, Joseph.......... | 


| Little, Robert..........-/ 


Lincoln, John T........ 
Linton, William D...... 
Lindley, Samuel B....- 


Lightner, John......... 
Lewis, Jerry.......-..... 


Lewis, Ferdinand C.... 
Lewis, Francis J-.....-.. 
Lewis, William H...... 
Lewis, Jefferson........ 


Leonhardt, Adam....... 
Leonard, Oliver M...... 


Beomese, Mil....c.ccccce 


Lelande, Joseph......../ 


Lee, William. . 
Lee, William.. 
Lee, Michael .. 
Leas, Joseph ...... sabe 
Leasure, John T ... 
E4OR, SORB.....cccvecewe- 


| Harold, Mo . 


Converse, Ind 
| Rosemount, N. J... 





Beecher ( ‘ity, Il 


Belleville, Pa.... | 
70 Broadway, Cincinnati, Ohio.... 
Braidentown, Fla 
PETOREEe, GREG. cscs ccnsesesecon 
Pendleton, Oregon............. inal 
Pottstown, Pa 
Lancaster, Pa... 
ee 
Anderson, ane inhi thiininiaiatitiesn nia ahi | 
& hiladeiphia, Pa.| 
130 Walnut eh, Pottstown, Pa-_} 
SG Thee ictteaiatrti biceatanctasienittadinbioudinats | 
New Castle, Ky --. 
Monticello, Ark 
Nazareth, Tenn ... 
| Tarentum, Pa 
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Twin Lake, Mic 
| Clearfield, Pa 

Amanda, Ohio- 
Lowman, George U..... 
Lowe, Daniel N .........] 
| Lowry, Michael ......... 


Brownsville, Pa 
219 B. Second st., Oswego, N. Y- 
Natchez, — eee 
1023 Hibernia st., Milwaukee Wis. 
Togus Home, Me. 
National Soldiers’ Home, Va 
EG Eee 
Oak Hill, Wis ........ 
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Broadway and Fai 
Flushing, N. Y. 


Bloomfield a ee 
Soldiers’ Hon 1e, Sandusky, Ohio.. 


Proctor, W. Va 
Richmond, Ind 
Patterson, N. J 


|} 108 New Jersey avenue NW., Was h 


ington, D.C. 
Randolph, Mass 


ton, Del. 


| isT horn street, Rochester, N. Y 
522 Owen street, Philadelphia, Pa..! 


North Lawrence, N. Y.... 


Fremont, Ohio. 
145 N. Sixth stree t, Brooklyn, N. 
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Hough eee 


1344 Pacific ave., aS ity, N. J 


Purcell, Ind. T.. 


Wallaceton, Pa 


1425 Chestnut street, Erie, 


So 


I ie ells 


531 W. One hundred and Eley- 


enth street, New York, N. Y. 


$35 First street, Troy, N. Y........ 
Mingo Junction, Ohio............. 
39 S. Clover street, Poughkeepsie, | 


N. Y. 


Soldiers’ Home, Grand Rapids, 


Mich. 
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Afton, Iowa 
Portland Station, Ohio 
West Alexander, Pa 
107 Starr avenue, Cleveland, Ohio 

0 Sg eee 
725 State street, Erie, Pa......---- 
47S. Fifth st., Ann Arbor, Mich. 

712 N. Second st., Rockford, _~< 
1100 Queen City ave., Cincinnati, 


Ohio. 


27 East Fourteenth street, Bergen 


Point, N. < 


1055 Woodland avenue, Cleveland, 


Ohio. 
Lordville, N. Y..-.. 
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61 Canal street, Ne Ww York City. ..! 
700 Buttonwood £ reet, Wilming- 
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63 E. 108thst., New York, N. Y.. 
829 Lincoln street, Chester, Pa_-_.. 
110 N. 16th street, Philadelphia, Pa | 
417 Pleasant ave.,Philadelphia,Pa. 
Morrow, Kans aubtinbeseeubGhigmnwee 
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j 1di 
2042 | La rtson, Nelson 
790182 | Lacke DP 
684139 | La ohn 
790140 | Lea David M 
0161 | T, 1 Jules 
H87742 | I brahani 
664 >| Le i¢ Jan A 
63 7j La J ba sence 
| Ta Cyru e 
Le yood, Wm. J. 
Lut rd, Ephrum 
Lewi al 
| Lew) man 





Lew ul iH 
Lane, George “ 
Linthicome, John S 
Lov William H 
Little, Thomas O 
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iwin D 


haniel I 


670108 
547694 
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Lanard, 
Lano, E 

| Martin, 


Martin. 











Mars, John ma : 
, Charles H 


laa 
116s 





ld, Simeon. 


n, James D 





Wooley, Stephen C 

McKay, Wm. W ... 
Mit k, Franklin 

| Meyer, Peter H 
Mead, Jacob P 


Tatthew ( 















McGoodwin 
McKinney, David 
Miller, Moses 

Mi egor, Philip 
Maxfield, Oren G 
Morey, William . 
Mid ton, John 
Mowry, Benjamin 
McDonald, James 
Mason, Philip ¢ 











, Reuben. 
, Thoma 
her, Edwiht 
Villiam E 
John W 
Samuel .... 
, Ambrose... 
i, John Hh. D 
1, Henry B 
Rufus H... 
e, Geo. W 
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522894 | Mowe, William A.. 
761085 | Moore, Edward C.. 
838018 | Moore, Patrick 
610980 | Moore, Henry S 
547727 | Moore, Frederick J 
787946 Moorman, William 
685050 | Monaghan, John... 
695717 | Moll, Samuel 
620085 | Molitor, Peter 





Henry, Andrew J....] 


:, Levi.. miemnin 
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| 65 Bearus st., Binghamton, 


| 2404 Coulerave., Durango, low: 


Continued 


| 
Curtisville, Ma bacon suas } 
Prides Corner, Me é } 
142 Sylvan av Newark, N. J { 
Lynch, N.C ain --} 
822 Wa ngton s Springtield 





1este1 n 


Md 


447 Twenty-fourth 
Mich 

Portsmouth, Ohio 
, iil 

, Tex “a en 
Menominee, Mich ee — 

160 Rhodes ‘eet, Atlanta, Ga... 
Clarksville, 








1117 Missouriave., St. Louis, Mo-.. 

Southwest Oswego, N. Y 

Little France, N.Y . a 

305 Ninth street NE., Washington, 
D.C 

Naichez, Miss on 

Rhea Sprit 


Benwood, W. 






Muncie, Ind 








ew berne, ~-C 
ET .onsncuntuetswenece 

Lebanon, Pa...- was — 

Port Republic, N. J.... oihenl 
Pacific, Mo... | 
Coopersville, Mich ........ } 
Raven! 

1024 W .y 
We te 

Hi vl 
t Wa | 
oD ( 
Chaca 


Lebanon, O! 

05 Willow street, Kno. I 
Greenwood, Ind oor | 
Perry, lowa 











t Courtl: t., Baltimor Ma 
M Aa (2 | 
2532 Ninth falls, Pa., 

SE strec rton, D.C 
Sa 
Le Roy, I 
j S. Second st., 1, lowa 
Purchase Line, Pa... 

National Soldiers’ Ho » Va 


Bealeton, Va... 
North Manlius 

Conklin Forks, N. Y...... 
Zumbrota, Minn......- 
Keech, Pa........- . ! 
Shreveport, | 
Exchange, S. 

Smithton, Mo 
South Onondaga, N. Y. 











Bethel, Conn 
Reno, Pa 


112 Miami avenue, Detroit, Mich 
315 Willow avenue, Hoboken, N. J-} 


Laurel, Del. | 

a Ta te 
12 Theresa st., New Orleans, La..} 
202 Ogontz st., Sandusky, Ohio.... 
Obed, Il tare | 
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Mason, Robert 

Mason, Mo ahah 

Mason, Trumar 

Martin, Robert.......... 

Martin, Alexander ...... 

Marston, Cy i" 

Marsh, l’ranklin fs 

Marquis, Scott siete 

Markus, Ps 

Marks, Richard D 

Maple, Mitche 

Manstield, Charles H 

Mant Thomas J . 

Manahan, Michael 
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uA 

M 
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Mi 
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Mel 
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McG n, Ephraim 

M hlin, Shaderick 
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McDonald, Thomas 

Mcp tt, John 

McCune, Henry -. 
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hy, John .. 

Mct Joseph T 

N ( ? Tol 

McCohn, William... 











Maguire, Will 
Mathias, Jose 
Morrow, Alex 


| Moore, Titus 
Marembeck, Libine. 
Samuel 


Miller 
Miller, Jacob 
Miley, Samuel 
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Charl 
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1 
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Mason, lil 
3634 Palms St. 
.| 43 ’ulton ave., Cincinna O 
Carrollton, Ol ) 
| 908 Winnebago st., Ro i 
| Sol ne, D. C 
311 y-first ! 
Ye 
Rat M 
Bellevue, Pa 
N sho, Mo 
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1132 Pine street, Philadelphia, Pa 
1036 Cr Philadelphia, Pa 
1240 N. ‘I t., Reading, P 
150 N. Fifth st., Philad , 
4329 Osage aeve., Philadelphia, P 
| 434 Linn street, P v, 1 
| Creamer NJ 
| Sunbu t 
_ y 
i. King York, Pa 
| 1300 Mi Phila phia, Pa 
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HOTS 09 
631065 
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| Owens, 
Oliver, 


3} | O'Connor, 


78 | Ott, 


q 770519 
523616 
557148 
HOSS 
622405 
671862 
673715 
677785 
68*083 


685513 | 
738103 | 


PReoRo 
ID7TR62 


597987 


780482 
F9O2TB 
695670 


520884 
513068 
665811 
511044 


524116 


513066 


582352 


664023 


790312 | 


507112 
511550 
786288 
781740 


637113 | 
505566 


598009 


| Poper George die 


| Pigg, Thompson M 
| Phillips, M 


| Peterson, Joshua 8S. 
| Park, 


| Parker, 
| Paar 


| Parshley, 
664033 | 
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8 beca 


ving the 
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John S 
ls, John A 
\ yn, Martin 
Needham, George 
Newman, William 
Nathan, Jame 


ise not 
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names, post-ofice addresses, a 
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meyers 
ibly disabled, ete 


address. 


4437 Cresson street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Not known 
Madison, Ind 
Milltown, Ark 
Big Laurel, N.C 
Galvest om Tex 
Moja e, Cal ona 
Corner a and 
streets, New Orleans, 
Attleboro, Mass 
Soldiers and 
Quincy, Il 
North Clarendon 


Manayunk, 


Galvey 
Li. 
Sailors’ Home 
, = 


, Baltimore, Md 


| Tomhant 


Guilford G 
Henson 
Armstro 
bert S...... 
rustus W.. 
Zephania H 
b enburg, isaac 
nt 


_| Bellaire, 


Ney WwW 

Newton 
Nicely 
Norton 
Norris. . 
Nott, Ric 


Orland ae 
Char! ; 


hard 


Narbey, John...... 
Owens, George -...- 
Oudt, Aaron 
Obier, Jesse W 
Odom, Turner wae 
O'Kelly, Richard : 
Osmond. Johnson 

ien, Wyatt 


George 
O’Mally, Patrick 
Timothy 
O'Donnell, John 
O'Gorman, Patrick 
Ogden, George .. 
Olmsted. William A 
Orme, Thomas 
Osborn, Allen 
Brent 
Overmire, Albert 
O'Neil, Mark 
Perry, Robert 
Payden, Sidney F'.. 
Parker, Lewis. 
Preston, Thomas. 
Penland, James R 
Payne, Frank 
Payne, James B 
Plybon, James C 
Patten, Abraham. 
Pea John 

Prill 

Puttnam, Nz 

Price, Joseph 

Post, Edward S..... 
Porter, John McB.. 


Platt, William 
Phillips, Charles 
Page, Denoice C... 
Pierce 


Porter, William S | 
Prettyman, Edward K.| 
Phelps, Benjamin 
Putnam, Edwin H 


x Seaford, 
| Jackson, N. ¢ 


Fort Senec ’ 
79 Park street 
Ashland, Mo 
Greenup, Ky-. 
Martin's Ferry, 
312 Larew’s alley 
Revere, Mass 
31 Wall street, Brockton, 
Coxsackie, N. = 
Antioch, Ill... 

Kans 

Seward, Nebr 
Fort Wayne, 
Alma, , Kans 3 


Bi ridigeport meee 


‘Ohio ---.. 
, Baltimore, Md 


Mass . 


Ind.........--) 


| Ro! Ja 
9805 


and 


Thompson street, 
| delphia, Pa. 
928 Melon st., Philadelphia, Pa - 
Carbondale, Tenn 
Stuyvesant, N 
Del. 


| Newnan, Ga. 

Howell, Mich. 

Louisiana, Mo -_- 

75 N. Mar: gin street, Bost on, Mass. 
| Muncie, Ind 

3026 Hickory strect, St. Louis, Mo. 
| Dalton, Mass. - 
| 132 Chester street, Buffalo, N. Y - 
-| 113 Park Row, a ae N.Y 
| Russeliville, Ky. 
| Cheyenne, Wyo 
| Linwood, Kans 
| Owenton, Ky 
Washington, Ohio 
| Oak Harbor, a. 
1317 Clothier 
Rober cohen ~ Fo 
Crisfield, Md. 


__..| 910 Washington st.,Covington, Ky. 
| Bengies, Md 


Alexan 

Great Falls, V 
120 Light street, 
Huntington, W. 
| Marydel, Md. 
Port Deposit, 
Findlay, Ohio 


Seatt le, Wash. 


| Whittaker, N. C 


Foristell, Mo 
Norwich, N. 


| Renfrew, Pa 


| Housum, Pa 
ae Pa.. ated 
227 St. Paul st. , Baltimore, Md...- 


| Friend, 


Yates Center, Kans 
Morrisville, } 
Phelps, N. Y 
Litchfield, Il 


‘Phila- | 
| 


1 Pa.| 





2 and 4 Sixthst., Pittsburg, Pa.-..- 
1010 N. Eleventh st., St. Louis, Mo- 


| Brattleboro, Vt 





James A........ fais 
Pierson, Forest .........] 
POPES, TICKET occ ccacnevel 
James 

BOTMABR. 26 .ceccus | 


Pearson, Elias .......... 
Paine, Charles ......... 
Packer, Charles F ...... 
Parker, George 
Sylvester .... 
Patterson, George 


| Payne, George C 


Peaker, Robert 

Peart, Charles W 
Peck, Alroy E 

Penn, Joseph........... 
Pepper, F ranklin B- 
Peppard, Isaac N 
Perry, David........ 
| Perry, Arista ... 

| Pettit, Charles G 


| Galena, 


| Moscow, W. Va 


Bluffton, Ind - 
South Butle 

Batavia, Ark” 
3 Grand View st., 


N.Y 


'p rovide nce, R. ‘<i 

Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, Bath, | 
N. Y. 

Coache, Ind. Ter 


Gibson City, La - 

20 Eliott street, Beverly, 
Essexville, Mich .......-.- 
12 Harbor street, Salem, Mass-..-.-. 


, Mass....| 


| Marshall, Mo 


Ma 
13 W. Dane street, arene Mass... 
Butler, Mich-_...... 


.| Blue Milis, Mo 
| West Puilman, Ill 
| Oliverst., 


bet. Fourteenth and Fif- 
| teenth sts., Leavenworth, Kans. 
| 1388 Monticello avenue, Jersey 
City, N. J. 
McComb, Ohio 
Long Lick, Ky 


d rates 
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Statement showing the certificate number 
of pensioners because not ratably di: 


ifi- 
cate 
Nos 


598934 
658987 


509785 


731579 
538R52 


519925 


7 | Price, 


682809 
650080 


304 | 
| Pollard, William 
| Powell, 
7 | Prouty, James H., 


07 


648593 
649965 
813404 
686201 
512677 


6299 262 
596104 
508903 


512053 | 


568123 
587096 
564972 
653090 
565889 
682121 
689997 
684697 


728234 | 
568126 | 


574517 
580258 
624582 
781196 
— 


648633 
564363 
565888 
671193 
67185 a1 
578622 
594242 
596156 
747056 
739295 
528668 
605043 


727363 
735290 
733248 
631149 
521416 
580253 
519173 
633373 
516101 
625695 
822408 


692059 
706366 
696422 
508387 
654354 
679469 
791814 
516091 
7O°315 
516100 
516098 
678842 

66598 
583271 


|} Plummer, 
554571 | 
| Powers, 


| Pullam, 
71 974 


| Parker, 
23 | Pugh, 
| Porterfield, 


| Peterson, 
Patters 


| Quigley, 


Names 


Phillips, 
Phillipy, 
Phillips, Marvin..... 
Phillips, John W..---- 
Pickering, Moses 
Pierson, Jonathan B.... 


Loring J--- 
Albert E 


| Pierce, John H. 
782033 | 


Pillsbury, Amos H...--. 
Place, Jacob S ......... 
Simeon 
Lae wis 
Patsey .... 
James .... 
John W 
Prindle, Cassius M 
Probst, John L 
Printt, Cyrus E......... 
pul ae 
Punchard, Thomas 


Porte 


Price, 


Purcifull, William M . 
Pursley, Benjamin . 


Poe, Jesse 
le 


Brown, George. 
Prickett, Ira W .. 
Porter, Leonard D 
Pachoud, Augustus 
Preston, Snowden M 

Samuel J. 
Samuel..-- 
Robert - 
Piersol, Isaac D 
john M 
on, Henry 
Charles 
anton 
Quinn, John 
Quick, Richard 
Quinn, Calvin M 
Quinn, Patrick 
Quint, Lorenzo A 
Queenan, Henry 


Quinn, 


Ratliff, Colbert ..-- 
Rogers, William H 
Ryder, Oren B 
Ross, William 
Robinson, Nelson 


Piant, 


Villiam. 


|} Ruth, John 


Robi nson, Noah O 

toss, Nelson .... 
Reynolds, Archibald. 
Riley, James ...........- 
Roberson, George....... 
PRORIOT, TRI cece cscensce 
Ryan, James 
Robins, Lewis W...-...-- 
Richards, Thomas 
Rodgers, Josiah A 
Rupert, Andrew J 
Reynolds, George F -- 
Ronce, Augustus........ 
Ringgold, Stephen 
Redman, George 
Rucker, Henry 
Rickey, Stephen 
Rice; George 
Robinson, Andrew C 


OS SOS eRe ae 


Koss, John 

Rose, Eugene F 

Rhodes, Henry 

Rafferty, Dominick, 
alias Foreman, Charles} 

Raggon, Eli 

Ryder, George W 

Randall, Edward B 

Randolph, Edward V ... 

Rand, John P 

Rankin, John 

Ransom, William 

Ramsey, Franklin P.... 

Ramsey, William F 

Rauch, Adam 

Rays, George 


Ray, Clark ; 
Reagan, Richard 
Redman, Henry......--- 
Reed, Franklin 

Reed, George S 

Reed, Julius 

Reeser, Henry ..-.-.-.-.. 
Reiff, John 

Remiore, Byron 
Reuter, Henry M .-..-.- 
Reynolds, Thomas J...) 
Rey nolds, Orville M . 
Reynolds, William A. 
FUOE, ‘TROGRAS. ccc cccces 


Tipton 


| Danby, 


| Licking, 
| Indianapolis, Ind 
| Irondale, 


alias |, 


JULY 11, 


f, names, post-office addresses, « 
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id rat 


fice address. 


Everett, Ohio - 

77 Chariton street, N 
Frederick Block,Jamest 
Sharon Grove, Ky 
Holder: L086, N. H 
Ww. 

201 Washing ton st 
Springtiel d. N. H 
Steelvilie, } 
Homer, N. Y 
6622S. Broadway, 
aie. 


wn N.Y 


, Brighton, Mas: 


St. Louis, Mo 
Indiaz 
Stout, Di 
North Huron, N. 
27 Tichenor street, 
Pond Creek, Okla -. 

Bonne Terre, Mo-.-- 

131 Washington av enue, Chelsea 


Mass. 


Newark, N. 


Mo.. 


Ala 5 
Erlanger, Ky....-. 
Carthage, Mo 
Liverpool, N. 


Vincetown, N.J 
Wittens, Ohio 
Beaver Falls, 
| 11 Ewing street, 
| Muncie, Ind 
Lynnville, It 
4127S. Tenth st., Phil: delphi: 1, Pa 
| 1840 Lehigh ave., Phili ude iphia, 
Pa. 
Sedalia, Ohio 
Artemus, Ky... 
36 W. Monnd st., Colur mbus. “Ohi 
Soldicrs Home, Kearney, N. J 
193 ‘i’ wentieth st., Brooklyn, N 
Benticld 
Ringgold, 
| Portege, | Me 
Chebacco House, Hamilton, Mass 
933 Louisiana ave., Washington, 
D.C, 
Not known 
| Worton, Md 
| Lookout, Ky 
| Fayette, N. 
Agnew, Mich 
Hanging Rock, Ohio -.--- 
732 Tenth street, Louisvi 
McDanieltown, Md 
Sand Run, W. Va 
| Webster, Mass 
Asbury Park, N.J 
Princeton, Ky 
Pastoria, Ark 
227 St. Paul a. Baltimore, Md.... 
| 101 Dudley st., Cincinnati, Ohio 
Saltillo, boo 
Springville, Ky 
| Station A, Springt field, 
Prescott, AY "IZ. 
| Clifford, Mass 
Fairfield, ] 
412 Haskill street, Camden, N. 
| 1014 Twelfth street, Louisville, Ky 
Pleasureville, Ky t 
149 E. Twelfth st., Covington, Ky 
795 W. Sixth st., Cincinnati, Ohio 
Poplar Bluff, Mo 
Dorceyville, La 
Moniteau, Pa 
North Dighton, Mass 
Curveton, Ky 
Canton, Ill 


N.Y. “4 
Trenton, N. J 


Ga 


lle, Ky 


| Upper Sandusky, Ohio 


| Yarmouthport, Mass ..........-.--. 


86 W. Springfield st., Boston, Mass 

Oakland avenue, Sharon, Pa 

Sherwood, Ohio 

Cadwallader, Ohio 

Ingalls, Okla 

335 E. Castle st., 

Osmond, Nebr 

312 Lafayette ave., St. Louis, Mo.. 

53 Constantinople street, New Or- 
leans, La. 

Devalis Bluff, Ark 

Trentville, Tenn 

214 Mary st., Evansville, Ind 

20 Hazel st., Cleveland, Ohio 

Hale, Mo 

Toltec, Ark 

York Haven, Pa 

De Pere, W Des 6a 

1 Seeley st., Little Falls, N. Y 

1403 N. Second st., Harrisburg, Pa.| 

1006 Dickerson st.,Philadelphia,Pa 

| Box 43, Pascoag, R.I 

-| Northwood Center, N. H 

| Milford, N. Y 


Syracuse, N. Y .. 














Statement showing the certi ite 7 


Certifi 
cate 
Nos. 


721008 


60772 





738106 | 


| 


| 


‘ fi ensioners because not 


Rhodes, John H 


Roper, Emanuel 

Ross, James O...... 
toss, John 

Ross, Joel D 5 adie 
Ross, William B _— 


| Rothenbacher, Franz. 


638029 | 


515771 


729033 | 


29 


732438 





614309 
693610 


66172 


516100 
519177 





684708 
606233 
729034 
533408 
509412 
523053 
505571 
628094 
676815 
506224 
553313 
557775 
826421 
726488 
579378 











691534 
726467 
Reysyeyop 


Olenmne 


513079 





5 5 
725500 


668266 
513090 
796221 





510319 
635415 





521776 


718901 






581024 


725622 


688882 | 
607303 | 
690413 | 


698322 


830086 | 


41561 
56682 
68312 
641733 
64073 
642445 





611214 


585584 
630185 
5s 





552928 
601298 
625813 


625725 


624710 
620154 
6li4w 


523065 | 


Rothan, John 

Row, Jobn .. ‘ 
Rumuinery. George D 
Rundell, Charles L 


Runions, Peter 





' Shaffer, David R. 


| Russell, Hamilton J -... 


Robert, Felix .- = 
Rahmer, Willoughby 
Rudolph, Adam S....... 
tibling, Adam ...... 
Rolls, Peter G. . ; 
Reuter, Henry M........ 
Risley, John S 

Rogers, Emerson H 


Rile, William K... 








Roninger, George 
Rice, Wm .. > 
Ryan, Columbus = 
Reinfeld, John -..- ' 
Rhodes, James ...-.-..--- 
Rhodes, Green .. .... 
Rhodes, Brainard 

Rice, George C ....-.- 
Rice, Nathan H.......-... 
Richards, Alfred ....... 
Richards, Alfred H 
Richardson, Solomon 
Rigsby, Riley G 

Riley, James .... or 
Riley, James B.......... 
Ritz, George 

Ritter, Frank S 7 
Rivers, George......- : 
Robbins, Thomas .....-.-. 
Robbins, Wm......-. cata 
Robinson, Octavius..... 
Robinson, Jacob 
Roberts, Charles 
Roberts, Edward 
Roberts, William 
Robertson, John 

Rock, Joseph, jr 
Rockwell, Edgar G 
Rodenbaugh, Jacob 
Rogers, Charles 
Rollison, Jacob 

Root, Dwight C.-_.....-.-- 
Simmons, Albert 
Starks, Willian 
Stewart, Alfred 
Selsor, James H 








| Sutherland, William H 


Seymour, Joseph 
Smith, Thomas 

Strait, Jacob iat tases 
Shultz, Benjamin FP. 
Sears, Andrew S 7 
Stewart, Benjamin 
Schlauzer, Anton...... 
Shropshire, John P | 
Smith, Jacob..-..- 
Stepherns, Benjamin F..! 
Sergeant, Stephet 





Snyder, JohnS 

Snider, James-.... 
Staff, Martin............ 
Saunders, Fred A 
Strander, Alexander. 
Scott, Charles 
Smith, William 





| Spoonhour, Solomon 





Spicer, Wm. IE 

Stein, Alexander : 
Stephens, Leveran -.... 
Shepard, Henry 
Shindollar, Samuel M 
Shisler, Amos 


| Salter, Thomas H. 


Sawyer, Josse-........... 
Scales, Thomas 


Schaefer, Irederick 


Scott, Lyman L 

Sharp, Nehemiah : 
Sayer, Emmet -........ 
Sandoval, David........ 
Scott, John. 

Squires, John H ........ 
Scott, Samuel D. L. D- 
Sanders, Curtis . 
Speath, George M ._-_.. 
Smith, Wyatt........ 
Stiffier, Geo. OC ......... 
Smith, Theodore A .._.. 





| Grand avenue, Spri 


Canandaigua, N.Y 


| Hatfield, Ind 


nbers 


ratably disabled. ete.—Continued. 





Post-office address 








post-office addresses, and ra 


Rs 


112 Pennsylvania st., Providence, | 
R.1 
Pine Bluff, Ark } 
Piedmont, W. Va asda inccoliadtaient 
8Arlington ave., Baltimore, Md_} 
Rossville, Kams...... | 
14 Lee court, Lynn. Mass - 
227 St Paui street, Baltimore, Md 
21 Klotter ave., Cincinnati, Ohio 
Newburg, Pa..-. | 
Pruttiand, lOW....<.<cdcocecescue | 
Earlville, lowa. wae 7 
72 McConnell st., Grand Rapids, 
Mich | 
sronson, Kans - 


Dry Run, Ohio . 

Not known a becia — 
Alloway, N. J ...- dae aucwal 
Hanover, Pa 





i 
Mays Landing, N. J 
New Egypt, N. J 
1815 Orthodox st 
Pa 
Columbiana, Ohio....... 





Philadelphia 


| Fredonia, Ky 


Dorchester, Ill ' 
286 Smith street, Rochester, N.Y_.| 
Sweet Springs, Mo ... 

Spears, Ky ’ 

Manitowoc, Wis... ‘ saahas 
Sand Lake, Mich--.-. .-| 
Greenfield, lowa 








126 Second street, Elizabeth, N. J-| 
Newark, Md 
Franklin, Ky 









Rn Pls B06 D endéccaniacagwanes 
Mansfield Valley, Pa...........- 
Dobbston, Ohio. -.... wi eae 
DAMGOMAR, IN. Tic ccccccccccssses 
Exch: MA NG es ouctcanisad ar hss ahaa elaine 
Wat oo ee | 
Relief, K3 Peseta sia senate 
NEON, WWM: ncoddaceacataras cal 


Poughkeepsie, N. Y................| 
30 Seventh avenue, Newark, N. J-| 
186 West%treet, Utica, N. Y 
Buford, Ark 
Greenville, 
Valley Falls 
Woodport, Ne Oiscccs acces 

702 Lyon st., Des Moines, Iowa.... 
45 Tulip st., Poughkeepsie, N. Y 
Monongahela, Pa 

Oyster Bay, N. Y. 

Woburn, Lil ie 

Williamsport, Ind 








Regan, Tenn.......... 
Boston. Mo nid aie wana anv 
White Bluffs, Tenn............-. } 


356 Broadway, Buffalo, N. Y 

Se yg Sy ee 

Stowe Mill, Ps. 20s. s<cces.u-ss 

Bethesda, Pa.-....-. 

Lowville, N. Y... 
1 





| Still Pond, M 


Cincinnati, Ohio emma cima 
Agtorian, MO ......<<<- eas 
Fithian, Dl 
California, Mo 
Beech Spring, Va 
Goleta, Cal e 
Shiremanstown, Pa 
1522 Harney st., Louisville, Ky } 
a, oe eee 

123 South Market st., Boston, Mass 
Ottawa, Kans ...... 
1719 Owen street, Lo 
Steubenville, Ohio 

P teville, Pa ..... 





nk avenue, Utica, 

lmore street, Baltimore, Md 
m street, Westfleld, Mass 
Spencerviile, Ohio-_... , 
921 Withnell ave., St. Louis, Mo-.| 








| Glenwood Landing, N. Y..........! 


Peoria, Ill pwdcs seeteneueeeena 

51 Maiden Lane, Binghamton, | 
N.Y 

13 Linden Terrace, 
N. Y. 


Middletown, 


Milford, Del...... 
Britton, S. Dak.. 
Espanola, N. Mex 
po ae 
Columbus, Ohio-. peaiicaitll 
Station A, Springtield, Mo........| 


20 South street, Boston, Mass... 
Nebo, Mo 

Jameson, Mo 
Ottawa, Kans 





10 


tes 


OO 
(a) 
00 


>, 0O 


OO 


5. 00 


00 


. 00 


00 


.00 
. 00 





Stater 

Certif 
cate 
N 





7 
i 

ive ) 
16320 





‘ 5) 
66777 
572279 
104 ) 
4 ) 
SIT 

idl 





M0505 
I23085 
Ry i 
i 
104 
831320 
12152 
72253 
at ’ 
i 

I. 
) 

75 








60 
651561 
814639 
8054123 





515291 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Seiberlich, Joseph S Wi — $8. UO 
Sturgis, John T \ lo 6. 00 
Snyder, Peter H ne indred and twenty- | 6.0 
( h street, N.Y 
Sherlock, John 16 ih treet, Albany, N.Y 6.00 
Stafford, Joseph 1104 Zane street, Louisville, Ky } 6.00 
Schuyler, Adam New G na wn, N. J 6. 00 
Shultz, Dar 85 Lstre ( nnati, Ohio-. 6. 00 
Smith Stephe n I lit Green, K 6.00 
Smith, Perry W ...| 707 Casey street, Elmira, N.Y 6. 00 
Snyder, Albert, ticket | Ci: nati, Ohio 10. 00 
agent, Cincinnati, | 
Hamiiton and Day- | { 
ton Railroad. } | 
Stephenson, Jacob I Everton, Mo 5. OO 
Slay baugh Andrew J RRO ON Seventeenth str t ~ ™) 
Shults, John W 6. 00 
Snyder, Miles W Detroit, Mich 6. 00 
Salisbury, Robert L reet, Providence, R. I 6. 00 
Springstead, Hiram P Mich ‘ 6. 00 
Smith, John J st., Baltimore, Md 6. 00 
Smith, John T...... reet, Seattle, Wash . 6. 00 
Seymour, Joseph H reet, Pougkeepsie,N.Y-} 10.00 
Smead, Elijah R Bass River, Mich salewel 6. 00 
Spencer, James F ......| Jasper, Mo ee 8. 00 
Sheets, Jeremiah... .-. York Springs, Pa 6. 00 
Schuebel, August 449 Central ave., Cincinnati, Ohio.} 8. 00 
Saddler, William G Juniata, Nebr : 6.00 
Salmons, James R 509 S. Fourth st., St. Joseph, Mo 12. 00 
Sanderson, James......| Newton, Iowa 6.00 
Sandow, James 150 Beaver st., Hyde Park, Mass 6. 00 
Sanders, Louis ---- 912 Mulberry street, Station A, 6. 00 
Kansas City, Mo 
Sanders, Thomas H Clinton, Mo 6.00 
Sanders, Gilbert ahie 438 N. Mill street, Lexington, Ky 8.00 
Sanders, Austin ..--| 1627 Mason street, Springfield, Lill 8. 00 
Sargent, Milton “ y rch street, Lynn, Mass oe 8. 00 
Saul, Michael_.-..- i Home, Minnehaha, Minn 8. 00 
Sawyer, William Toledo, Ohio 6.00 
Saxton, Daniel -...- Villou r, ) —_ a 6. 00 
Scheets, Christopher Toledo. Ohio / 2 OO 
Schermeyer, Friedric! ncinnati,Ohio 6. 00 
ickley, Nicholas as 6.00 
Schaab, John 6 00 
Schmidt, August 6.00 
Schmidt, Henry innati, Ohio 8.00 
Scott, Rodnell é n,S.C 6. 00 
Scott, John H timore, Md 6. 00 
Sechrmas, Daemsel GC ......) BRFOM, CIO. . . ance cccccccaccacses 5. OO 
Sechon, Toby es 8.00 
Sedgwick, Theodore H v.58 ton, Iowa > OO 
Seely, Luke D 2 ! acus¢ 
N. ¥ 
Seitz ste} Har er Juncilon, Pa 6. 00 
Seldomrid ph I ' 6. 00 
Senior, J« pl Mou \ iim 1, Ohio 8. 00 
Serrine Elisha A 8 Sprit LD y, Conn 6.00 
Settles, Alexander .| Carbond 8. 00 
Sexton, Greenberry Garner, Ky : 12. 00 
Shaffer, Charles Pa 6. 00 
Shaffer, David S Pa 6.00 
Shaft, Gilbert C_... . vi l $. 00 
Sharpe, Henry S ; Ocean street, Pawtucket, R.1I... 6. 00 
Sharkey, Thomas 24 Louis street, Che 1, Mass .. 00 
Shear, Jno.O 7 Kingw i, W.Va . 8. UO 
Sherman, Jacob .----.| Kenton, Ohio 8. 00 
sherman, Charles Shey town, Pa 6. 0O 
Shepherd, James .......| Cin nati, = 6. UO 
Sherrod, Charles Incka, M ‘ | 6.00 
Shields, Meddy W Spring Place, Ga ‘ 
Shields, Amos M..... Nabb, Ind 6 
Shinn, William B.......| Jamison. lowa . 12,00 
Shobe, Franklin 4 Moftit enue, St. L M 6. 00 
Sholand, Wm Constance, Ky 6 
Shriver, Nova Z Al Ka 5. 00 
Shuff, Jame bs . 00 
Shue, Charles S ( tan Kan > OO 
Shunk, John C ...--| Millhei Pa » OO 
| Shuler, Alfred ( ) 6. 00 
Siegel, Mat Ww Onhio 6. 00 
Simpson, Georg e, I 8 00 
Simpson, Shebrick e, Pa 8. 00 
Simmons, John S i Jers N. J f 
Sims, J ic | m, Mo ) 
Sims, Cube iff, Ark ) 
Singleton, Jeffer Miss f 
Sinsel, Henry N. Y ( ) 
Sirles, Charles -.-. | Lex te N f ) 
N 
Skidmore, William H _.} I Cr Me 00 
Slider, Charles C | Bric} id 00 
Smith, William H ......} T 1, | 0) 
Sweatland, Lafayette __| It h 1 6.00 
Sweetiand, Oscar A | King idgeRoaa, New Y k,N.¥ 6 
Siviler, Hiram ..... ....}| Rest, Kan 
Summers, George W -...| Muncie, Ind 8. 00 
Sulliuan, Dennis. | Horton, Mich 0 
Strong, Charles, alias | 112 Third street 10 
William Clark. 
Study, John P .........-- Tomstown, Pa a 6.00 
Strout, William T_.....| Denver, Colo : 6.00 
Strong, Calvin L ....| East Hampden. Ma ‘ial 6, 00 
Strickland, Thomas A -_| Brighton, N. Y ...........----....-- 6. 00 
Stone, Crispen M.....--. I | 6.00 












































































































































Stone, James R.........! Browntield, Me._... PE AE | & 00 


C4708 
611237 
OO4010 
Bo 
fia 
POSTS 


Bent 


/ ng the certificate number 


of pensioners because ni 


imuel 
John 
John 
John 
Jam 
Samuel 
Karl 


An 
, Elias 
r, Willlam A 
John W 
harles H.. 
Kdward 
James M 
©, Fdwin A 
Morri 
Sp} *, Daniel 
Springmeyer, Henry 
nas, Christian. 
spencer, Andrew K 
spencer, Jesse 
Spencer, Wayne 
Spearman, David 
harles C 


‘ 
Spit 


‘ 


‘Mi . 
« 


sole, ¢ 


| Sommers, Phillip... 


Sna r, Wm. H. 


| Smiley, William ..... 


Smith, Amos..... 
Smith, Levin. 
Smith, Peter 
Smith, Nicholas 
Smith, Walker 
Smith, Josiah W 
Smith, George H 
Smith, Daniel C 
Smith Daniel 
Smith Daniel 
Smith, John H 
Smith, John 
Smith, James M 
Smith, James 
Smi h, Joseph Ly 
mmons, John 
Smith, Samuel 


Cleorge P 


l’rancis O 


ers, Wm. H. 
lan, Jacob. 
Casper 


I’rederick 


laser 


ington, Isaac 
en, Willlam 
vfer, Adolph 
ib, Anthony 
Asbury .... 
er, William 
1, Peter 
ieorge W 
VWavid ° 
n, Joseph 
1, Andre 
in, Saul 
Wallace 
ym, Wil 
VW I 


iam 


Eri 
John 
y, Lyman H 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


names, post-office addresses, a 
t ratably disabled, etc.—Continued 


Menaon ) 
Topeka, Kan 


| ¥ Florence st 


Smithfield, Mo 
Mercer, Pa 
Cos) on, © 
Roxbury la 
Kilgore, K 
Chemung, N. ¥ 
Gridley, Kan 
Malcom, N. ¥ 
687 Wa 
ter, M 


7M 
‘LU 


hington street 


Sherman, N 
Shinnston, W. 
Alga, Pa 
Gilman, lil 
Moravia, N. 

Los Angel 
Lexington, Tenn 
Franklin, Ohio 
Doniphan, Mo 
Fairweather, lll 


} 4621 Oregon avenue, St. Louis, Me 


’rostburg, Md 

Henderson, W 

Malto, Mo 

Kinsman, Ohio 

138 N. Pino st., Indlanapoli 

Corner Plier pont and At 
streets, Peabody, Mass 

1601 Fulton st., Evansville, Ind 

227 St. Paul st., Baltimore, Md 

Marshfield, Mo 

SheMeld, Iowa 

Queen Anne, M - 

43 Campbell st., Lexington, Ky 


Va 





| 616 Break 


Shelbyville, Mo... gheucoatt 
Lowlstown, Pa . - on 
COORSORR.,: BENOR occ ccowccognsece see 
83 Johnson street, Lynn, Mass.. 
132 Lake View ave., Syracuse, N.Y 
Good Hope, Md 
Parsonburg, Md 
Lairdsville, Pa. 
Otncinnati, Ohio 
Blair, Nebr soe 
Leavenworth, Kans... — 
1509 Spruce street, St. Louis, Mo.. 
821 Division street, Camden, N. J..) 
1502 Lawrence st., Philadelphia, 
Pa 
Manchester 
678 W. Che 
Pa 
19} Ohlo street, Terre Haute, Ind 
Lebanon, Pa — 
Ravine, Pa , . os 
17438 Watkins st., Philadelphia | 
Pa. } 
| 
} 


} 
»N. J. = on } 
tnut st., Lancaster, | 
| 
| 


Phobus, Va 


_| Point Pleasant, N. J...... 


145 Grand street, New York, ! 


424 Broadway, Camden, N. J 


Lebanon, Pa 
2509 Tulip st 


2434 N. I 


, Philadelphia, Pa } 
th st., Philadelphia,Pa.| 
treet, Scranton, Pa..| 
Penns Park, Pa oe 

2039 Auburn st., Philadelphia, I 
Martindale, BP: 

Sunbury, Pa 

hookuk, low 

Owensboro, Ky 

861 N. Twenty 


ph i 
T 


JOD 


phia, I 
Canandaigua, 
Stillman Valley, 

tree, 


Vernon, ky 

Front st., Balth 
Charleston, W. Va se 
60 Holyoke st., Springfield, Mass 
Vienna, Ohio 


New 


| Gordon, Kans 


East st., Ipswich, Mass 
Concordia, Mo ; 
1014 Freeman ave., Kansas ¢ 


Kans 

Aurora Springs, Mo. : 
8018 N. 22d st., St. Louis, Mo 
Wanamal 
Valverde, Colo 
Letts, lowa.. 
Middleport, Ohio . 


Kentmen, Del 


d 


rates 





Certifi 
cate 


No 


HOG 
OL1L850 
Gov 43 
6347 
60067 


624709 
611311 
79AK79 


714275 | 


57 180 


799106 
¢ 10 
OHDVDS 


536071 


650045 
ROTLTS 
RPD1O5 


BeG38L5 
GORT06 


eae 


673847 | 


689627 


606559 


624854 


517 
HR9L55 
518953 


753489 | 


514049 
522401 


638598 | 
551005 | 


7OORG | 


t sho 


of pe 


ing the certuficate 7 


sionere because 7 


ry 
Terri 
Terrant 
Tellman, 
Taylor 
Taylor, 
Taylor 
Tayl« 
Taylo1 
Toliver 
Talbert 


vt 
Joseph if 
Green 
John . 
, Jose Ienaci 
George W 
on, Philip H 
Arthur T 
on, James 
on, William H 
William M 
Tolbert Michael 
Thompson, Joseph 
Ulrich, John 
Upsen, Henry © 
Upshaw, Robert 
Upham, Charles 8 


Thomp 
Thomp 
Table 


Ufer, John 


Underwood, Joseph C 
Vardemun, Ivie ....... 
Vanripen, William T 
Vanover, Henry. 

Van Orden, Andrew 


Vanimens, Frank 
Vunk, Robert B 
Vanskiver, Andrew J 
Van Benschoten, Edw 


an Buskirk, Kugene 
an Cott, Alfred S 
an Deusen, John 
ance, Winfield S 
an Ornum, John 
Vansant, Willlam, jr 
VanValkenburg, Laure 
Van Wormer, Jacob 
Valdez, Julian 
Vincent, John 
Vinson, William IH. 
Virden, James H 
Vork, John D 
Vosb h, Ja 
Wr ble 
Wri er 


Wy ide 


rae 
Vi David LB 
Woodson, James....... 
Wood, J 
W oolery 
Wood, 
Wood, 
Womer, 
Wolfe 

hey, Rik 
Witherell, Benjamin § 
Wither Andrew 
wi . | 


Wire 
Winte 
Wink 


burgh, Barney 
Imeler, Henry... 
V ee 
Winchester, Henry C. 
Wilson, Isaac... ‘ 
Wilson, Charles H.... 
Wilson, Joseph W...... 
Wilson, Irving ow 
Wilson, Charles 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, William 
Wilson, John..... 
Willard, Alonza B 
Williamson, Warren 
Williams, Stafford 
Williams, Abraham 
Wiley, William .... 


Win 
W inkke 


Vine, Ge 


Williams, Martin L 
Williams, David 

Williams, Hanson 
Williams, I’rancis 


| Columbu 


| Carrollton 


_| 650 W. Hoffman s 


umbere. 
t ratal 


oklyn, N 
on, Ma 
mmington, 
lgto 
tion D 
Arthur ree 
45 Tulip Po 
New Bit n,O 
21338 ¢ stree 
227 St. Paul street, | 
Monmouth Jun 


1 tion, 

R ‘ 
Hartfou 
innatl, ¢ 


Ionia, Mi 
Frazer, Ky 
Cadi 


Santa 
Armi I 
l‘airlee, Md 
South Park, Ky 
3 Penn alle 
Smyrna, Vel 
Martinsburg, W 
Charlotte, Mich 
Newport, Del 
Watsontown, Pa 
Middlebury, Ohio 
Aspen Hill, T 
1533 Grand avenue, 
Moines, Lowa. 
Superior 
Fails, Wis 
Ohio 
Mo 


104 
' 


l treet, 


Granby 


Caldwell, N. J 


Parkers LAKG, BY ..ccoccccenueces 
Harrison Station, Soldiers’ Home,} 
New Jersey. 
Saylor F Minn 
Albany, Oregon 
Johnstown, N. Y 
360 W. For i 
York. } 
Coxsa 
shortsy 
Portian 
Fort Loudon, 
Chester Depot, 
A iry Park, ! 
on 


alls, 


iville 


a) N Max 
Apeslo, IN. vat 


Vincennes, Ind 

Mo 
Harbeson, Del — 
New Hol! . Mich.. 
Farmers Valley, Nebr 
Sle 1 N.Y . 
1033 int treet, Denver, Cx 
Mat eld, Ohio 

Hox 5, Pine Bluff, Ark 
Wolf Mountain, N. C 
lantha, Mo 

Munde 7 a 
Chicago, Ohio 
Worth str 
Ada, Ohjo 
Box 61 y rt, Ma 

78 We , Northampton, J 
310 Maa Louis, Mo 


> NINE 


Reynoldsy 


St. The 

Plainfield, 
11 Taft stre 
213 Farmer 
Vic) 


oO 
VV 


swUr 


venue, Columbus,Ohlo 
) ls | 
cinnati, Ohio 
Baltimore, Md.. 


Louis, Mo 
Md 


» ot 
tland st., Baltimore, 
springs, Mo 

641 Rosemerkel st., Englewood, Ill 

Sebec, Me 

Center, Ohio 

23 Dare ¢ , Cleveland, 

Indianapolis, Ind T 

Montauk avenue, near 

Brooklyn, N. Y. 

P.O. Box 444, Council Bluffs, Towa 

Dover, Okla aa } 

, Baltimore,Md! 

Snow Hill, N.C perwcuinadnnge 


‘ 


Ohio 


street 
Belmont 


6, 00 
12.00 
6. 00 
6, 00 












3 Villiams, Zachariah 
i9 | Willlams, William H 
) \ George I 





lkinson, Joseph E 

lkinson, Frank D 

inford we 

{ les, William 

16 | Wickersham, Charles ] 
itn Joseph D 

John J 








I 

l 
V¥iitiam 

1 

1 

j 








Jere 
10 | White, Addi 


liah 

ie eww 
$8 | White, Charles H..... | 
t| White, John W.... 
; 


19} Whi 


White, John 


White, Jam 


6706 | Wh er, Philip..... 
18699 | Westcott. Osear 


3) Werner, Frederick 

i3 | Weising, John C 

0 | Weeks, Samuel T. ‘ 

8 | Weeks, Charles ..... _ 

i Webher, Jones .......-.-. } 

4120384 | Webb, Sam ‘ | 
0 | Webb, Minor M irae” 





727546 | Weaver, George... 
15886 | Waters, Charles BR ...... 
714508 | Waterman, Henry 

37 Wasson, John ne 


is6843 | Washington, Thomas...| 
“4 | Washington, George 

74 | Washington, George... 

Warburg, John G....... 





77312 | Wartenberg, Alexander 

664886 | Warren Eli... mia 

607409 | Warren, Martin V. B....} 
16935 | Warner, Peter ......-... 


3935 | Warner, Peter 
)} Walters, Thomas...... 
Walters, Jacob R..... on 


516179 Waltz, Andrew J ail 
( (4) Walz, William ...... 
; we76 | Waltz, Anthony. ... 


68 124 Walden, James 










1 0O% Wackins, z 
H07573 1, Aaron 7 
661479 is, William 
itd r, Thom: 
; :e0 


66 | White, James T 
44 | Whiteaker, John P 
) Woodside, Ro ‘tN 

ss776 | Wh Murry 
i Whitney, Jeremiah S 
i 3201 | Wheeler, Stephen 
f 61625 | Worrall, Richard S 
wi : 








. 3) Wwe r. John 
( ) We I h._pP ) 
W« amcd,. iil 
‘ . 
VV ort », AT 
634871 | Wood, W 1b 
3 3| Webb. James 
Pid at r4 ’ we , 
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have been interpreted by the highest authority, and their en- 
forcement at the point of the sword and at the cannon’s mouth, 
certainly meantsomething. If they meantanything they meant 
that when Gen. Lee gave his sword to Gen. Grant at Appomat- 
tox State rights was dead for all time. Its supporters had 
thrown down the gage of battle at Fort Sumter, and when they 
laid down their arms in 1865 the question was settled. And by 
that famous apple tree there was cast to the four winds the doc- 
trine of secession, and the word nation took a more prominent 
place in our vocabulary. 

We are voting a hundred and fifty millionsa year now to pay 
the men and the widows and heirs of the men who strangled 
State's rights and gave us a nationand a flag. 

[ will take occasion to remurk here in relation to the present 
situation in our country, growing out of a conflict between labor 
and capital, which has culminated in riot, destruction of prop- 
erty, and loss of life, that I am gratified torecognize by my voice 
the energy, courage, and patriotism of the President of the 
United States, supported by the law-abiding and liberty-loving 
men of the country without respect to party, in his efforts to 
enforce the laws and crush out all lawless attempts to interfere 
with the business of the National Government or with the com- 
merce of the people among the several States. This is a Gov- 
ernment of law: itis a free Government; but freedom does not 
mean the right to burn, destroy, to commit crime. The situa- 
tion of affairs for the last ten days has produced great anxiety 
in the minds of every patriotic citizen of the Republic. 

I deplore the fact that such lawlessness should occur any- 
where in the land, and especially in the Commonwealth which 
I have the honor in part to represent. However violent and 
threatening the situation, I believe it will soon be over and 
peace and good order will resume sway. 

Mr. President, the burdens of the National Government rest 
so lightly upon the shoulders of the people, and they so seldom 
haveoccasion toeven witness its power that when itis called upon 
to use force in the execution of the laws, a question is raised as 
to its right to do so. Mr. President, the national authority is 
paramount on every inch of American soil in the enforcement 
of its laws. Congress passes laws. Until they are set aside by 
the courts or repealed it is the duty of the President to see that 
they are faithfully executed. He is not called to say by your 
leave to governors or anybody else. But, Mr. President, I will 
return to the original line of my remarks. 

We of this side of the Chamber are constantly charged with 
fighting the war over again—with bringing up unpleasant rem- 
iniscences. What is the fact? Who is responsible for such 
things? Are not the pensions and the pensioners always with 
us? Who suspends and harrasses and annoys them? What 
party is it that avows constant loyalty to the soldier and seizes 
every opportunity to give two-thirds of its votes against them? 

The Democratic management of the Pension Office has been 
characterized asu ‘‘two-cent”’ policy. It minimizeseverything 
the soldier has done; questions what he says; and holds him up 
to make proof of unimportant technicalities, It postpones, de- 
lays, suspects, and hesitates. A prominent Republican in 
another place said recently that hedid not think an apothecary’s 
scale should be used in measuring the gratitude and thankful- 
ness of this nation and of the American people to those who 
preserved the Republic and made possible its greatness and 
wealth. And he spoke truly. 

In the Vifty-first Congress a Democratic Congressman (now 
governor of a great State) said in his place in the House: 

I give it as my deliberate Judgment, I state it as a fact, that no people on 
earth, since governments were instituted among men, have been so de- 
spoiled and plundered in the name of patriotism and under the guise of pen- 
sion laws as have been the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, has the sum of $1,500,000,000, which this peo- 
ple have paid to the sick and wounded and crippled remnants 
of the struggle which saved the Union, rid the country of the 
cursed institution of slavery, and crushed State rights out of 
existence, been paid grudgingly by our people? Shallit be said 
that because a few human vultures may have profited from the 
money appropriated for a sacred purpose that therefore it is a 
system of spoliation and plunder? I despise and denounce such 
anassumption, And I glory in the sentiment which inspired 
the eloquent young Iowan [Mr. DoLLIVER] who said in reply: 

I could not repress a feeling of indignation as I listened to these odious 
charges and heard the necessities of the veterans sneered at by Democratic 
members on the floor of this Congress. And I a A to the gentleman from 
Missouri, and to you gentlemen, that the need which stands in pathetic elo- 
quence behind the pressing urgency of the demands of the old soldiers of 
the United States is no badge of dishonor. 

But, Mr. President, I commenced these remarks mainly for 
the purpose of illustrating the fact that the Republican party is 
responsible for our entire system of pension legislation, and 
that any claim of the Democratic party for either credit or re- 
sponsibility for it is untrue. 
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There have been a few Democrats who have occasionally dis 
regarded the dictation of party leaders and have supported 
with discriminating liberality the interests of pensioners. There 
are some to-day, and in this Congress, who have indignantly 
buked the Department officials and the party managers fo, 
maintaining a policy of delay, annoyance, and trouble toward 
the pensioned soldiers. Gen. DANIEL E. SICKLES and Hon 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, both now members of the House of Ix 
resentatives, are shining examples of propriety upon this qu 
tion, amid a rampant majority of unfriendly Democrats. 

Mr. President, a few days ago the Secretary of the Interi: 
in reply to a resolution offered by myself and adopted by th 
Senate, transmitted tothe Senate the following statement, show 
ing that there is approximately $24,385,400 of the appropriation 
for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1894, still unused and unexpended in the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Before I proceed further I desire to ask leave to insert this 
document, which is very brief, in the body of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Leave will be granted if th: 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The document referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 22, 1594 

Sirk: Iam in receipt of Senate resolution of the 20th instant— 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate wha 
amount of the appropriation for the payment of pensions will remain unex 
pended at the close of the fiscal year 1894.”’ 

In response thereto I have the honor to transmit herewith acopy of a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, to whom the matter was referred for 
report. containing the desired information. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, June 21, 1394 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of t 
Senate of the United States, dated June 20, 1894, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Se: 
ate what amount of the appropriation for the payment of pensions will 1 
main unexpended at the close of the fiscal year 1894. 

In reply I have the honor to submit the following statement: 

On the 20th day of June there was an unexpended balance remaining in 
the United States Treasury amounting to $23,485,000. It is estimated that of 
the credits now in the hands of the several United States pension agent 
#900,000 will be covered into the United States Treasury at the close of the 
present fiscal year. 

This amount (8900,000) is an approximate estimate for the reason that an 
exact statement can not be made of the amounts that will be paid for pei 
sions during the remainder of the present month. 

Iam of the opinion, therefore, that the unexpended balance of the appropri- 
ation for the payment of pensions will approximate the sum of $24,385,000 

Very respectfully, 
D. I. MURPHY 
Acting Commissioner 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. CULLOM. In this connection I submit an editorial from 
an Illinois journal: 

At the end of the fiscal year, last Saturday, the Pension Bureau covered 
into the United States Treasury 825,000,000 which was left unexpended of the 
yension appropriations for the last year. Instead of this money represent 

ine a saving, as the Democrats claim, itis blood money, every dollar of it 
and if it could be possible to present to the public the story of the sufferin 
which its unjust withholding from old soldiers in want, whose applications 
for pensions have been purposely unacted upon in order that this moncy 
might not be paid out, it would make even a Democrat blush for the Admin- 
istration that could deliberately planand carry out such a heartless and u! 
patriotic policy. . 

There is another side of the question, too, that is likely to be heard from 
Whatright has an executive bureau of the Government to refuse to carry out 
thelaw? Congress eppropeiaset the money to pay pensions. Senator CUL- 
LOM Offered a resolution, which was passed, instructing the Commissioner 
of Pensions to report to the Senate the amountofthe pension appropriation 
that remained unexpended at theclose of the fiscal year. When thatreport 
is received the Democrats may look out for some plain talk on their pensio1 
policy.—Carlinville Republican. 

The fact that this immense sum, nearly twenty-five millions 
of dollars, has been withheld from the thousands of beneficiaries 
for whom it was intended, is not chargeable to the Commissione: 
of Pensions, nor to the Secretary of the Interior, but it is charge- 
able against the Democratic party, as a matter of party policy. 
The Democratic party has never passed a bounty law, nor a pen- 
sion law for the pensioning of Union soldiers, unless it had 
coupled with it some provision which should principally benefit 
persons who had engaged in armed rebellion against the United 
States. aa - 

It has come to be regarded in the South as an obligation which 
can not be ignored or evaded, due from Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress to their constituents, that they shall secure 
Federal offices for as many ex-Confederate officers and soldiers 
as possible. It isa matter of public knowledge, reported in the 
public prints, that a Democratic citizen of Arkansas, who de- 
sires to succeed in this body one of the honorable Senators from 
that State, gives as a valid and sufficient reason why the sitting 
Senator should be retired the statement that he has failed to 
recognize the just wants and demands of ex-Confederate officers 
and soldiers by having them appointed to fat and lucrative Fed- 
eral places under this Administration. 
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This would not be regarded in some places as a very serious 
blunder, but when the Senator whose course has been thus chal- 
lenged comes out publicly and in indignant denial of the 


charge, furnishes the names of a large number of rebel officers 


and soldiers for whom he has obtained places in Washington | 


and elsewhere, it would seem to be conclusive proof of his loy- 
alty to the lost cause for a generation after its funeral. 

Can anyone doubt that in a Congress composed so largely of 
Democrats who thus recognize the obligations they owe to the 


memory of Jefferson Davis, there will be a general approval of | 


the saving of $25,000,000 from the pension appropriation, which 
Governor Stone, of Missouri, claims ‘‘has been plundered and 
despoiled from the people in the name of patriotism under the 
guise of pension laws?” 

Cun anyone wonder, when they see this Democratic deterii- 


nition to harass and annoy and injure the surviving veterans | , 


of the Army of the United States, existing side by side with the 


+1 f 


policy of glorifying the efforts of those who strove to destroy 
the Union, that the pensioner’s hones fail within him and he 
cries out, '' My country, why hast thou forsaken me?” 

The Democratic management upon pensions, as upon almost 
every other question of public interest, is one of obstruction an 
destruction. The Democratic party casts a dark shadow upon 
the integrity and propriety of whateveritattempts todo. When 
it lays its hand upon an interest or touches a public measure, 
that interest is palsied or that measure is tainted. Its success 
at the polls in 1892 struck the business of the country as witha 
black frost. 

In Hawaii it crawled in the dirt and pulled the flag with it. 
On the tariff its action, so far, has been so destructive that the 
industrial interests of the land have been swept as by fire. To 
the ballot stuffer and election thief it has offered a premium. 
And with all this, it proffers to the American soldier the cold 
victuals of the tramp and pauper. 

Can it gofurther? Let the future answer. 

Mr. President, I desire to commenta little upon the document 
I holdin my hand. Itis a report from the Secretary of the In- 
terior in response to a resolution passed by the Senate, and is 
made up of lists of persons who have been suspended and rein- 
stated, or who have been suspended or reduced, or who are now 
being suspended, but whose cases apparently are not entirely 
disposed of, and also of those entirely dropped from the rolls. 

i notice i looking over this document that the changes in the 
Pension Ofi:ce have been conducted on a kind of cheese-paring 





business. ‘Take, for instance, two pages of the document which | 


I have before me. I find here twenty-one cases where pension- 
ers were drawing $18 a month who have been reduced $1 each. 
Itseems to me that that was a tremendous effort on the part of 
these numerous special agents, who have been traveling over 
the country and trying to find some fault with the pensioners 
and the pension system to hunt up all this vast number of per- 
sons, and while they are good soldiers, while they are entitled 
to pensions, to cut them off just a little, in order to make a rec- 
ord in behalf of the Democratic policy. 

[t seems to me, Mr. President, that is too smail a business to 
be encouraged by anybody, and, least of all, by a great political 
organization. It seems to me, also, thatit ought to be stopped. 
If there are any thieves drawing pensions, take their pensions 
away; but to go over the whole list, neighborhood by neighvor- 
hood, county by county, and State by State, all over the United 
States, examine every man and reduce his pension 50 cents, or 
75 cents, or $1, or $2 in order to make a record, seems to me to 
be an outrage upon tie soldiers themselves, which ought not to 
be tolerated by the party in rower. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that 
other imperative duties have prevented me from making as care- 
ful and comprehensive an examination of the present status of 
the pension question as I had intended todo. It is a question 
of vital importanes to our people,and especially to the brave 
men who fought the battles of the Union, and whose shattered 
and rapidly depleting ranks tell the story of their suiferings and 
their sacrifices. T'hey fought, and many of them died, in defense 
of the flag and the Constitution, and they and their dependents 


or 
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have a rightful claim upon the sympathy and protection of those | 


who make and administer the laws of the country. 

On the 4th day of September, 1893, I introduced a bill (S. 834) 
supplemental to the act of June 27, 1880, designed to protect 
those on the pension roll from the then announced purpose of 
the Democratic Administration to suspend and drop from the 
list many who were drawing pensions, such action to be taken 
under pretense of ‘‘ purging the roll.” 

I ask permission to incorporate the bill in my remarks with- 
out reading it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Permission to do so will be 
granted if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The bill referred to is as follows 

























A bill (S. 834) supplemental to an act entitled “An act granting per 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of A 
labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and } 
ent parents,’ approved Juno 27, 1890, and for other purposes 
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| shall show that a claimant for pension under the act of J 
| ing f n disabitities which, in their opinion, probat ( l 
vici ts of the claimant, such case shall be placed in the hand 
special examiner of the Pension Bureau, who shall make an impar 
} am ition into the facts of the case, at whichspecial exan ition the 
|} ant shall have full opportunity of being present mfronting and cr 
| amining the witnesses against him, and ofin lucing witnesses in h 
| bs i »report of the board of examining surgeons shall 
th hed ilities found are, in their opinion, the result of causes n 
| fer: e tothe claimant's vicious habits, such disabilities all > pre 
to resultant from pensionable cau i 
Sec..5. That exceptin case of esta shed ,noy 1 
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| notice served upon the pensioner, and a full and impartial hearing and 
| vestigation had upon sworn testimony: P ; LI ¢ T t the 
cate ofa duly appointed medical examining board may be 1 li 
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power to establish boards of examining surgeons at various 
points convenient for pensioners and applicants for pension, and 
said section isdesigned merely to enact into law a custom which 
has prevailed in the Department for some time of making such 
boards nonpartisan, or of appointing at least one of the three 
members of said board from the party of the political faith op- 
posite to that of the Administration so appointing. This, as be- 
fore stated, has been the practice of the Pension Office to acon- 
siderable extent for some years past, and should be sanctioned 
by law. 

The effect of section 5 will be to prevent the rejection of an 
application for pension upon the mere obiter dicta of an examin- 
ing board upon the question as to the habits of the applicant. 
[n the event that suchexamining board reportastheir judgment 
that the disabilities alleged by the applicant as ground for pen- 
sion are the result of vicious habits upon his part, the applicant 
will be afforded an opportunity to rebut such opinion by the 
testimony of neighbors or fellow-workmen or of those having 
knowledge of his private life and character, by summoning said 
witnesses before a special examiner of the Pension Bureau, as 
is now the case in claims where doubt exists from any cause as 
to the merits. It also, when the certificate of examining sur- 
geons does not show origin in vicious habits, raises the pre- 
sumption in favor of claimant. 

Section 5 prohibits the suspension, withdrawal, or reduction 
of « pension except after ninety days’ written notice upon the 
pensioner and a full and impartial hearing and investigation 
upon sworn testimony, — of course the pensioner desires 
to avail himself of this latter privilege. The enactment of this 
section of the act will prevent the wholesale suspension of pen- 
sioners and the calling upon them to establish by medical or 
other testimony the fact that they should not have been sus- 
pended, thus having the proof postdating the conviction instead 
of antedating it. Theeffect ofthe enactmentof this section will 
contirm a pensioner’s right to his pension and fix by law the 
steps necessary to be taken todeprive him thereof, as well as the 
logical order or sequence in which such steps must be taken, and 
giving him the right,in any case where it is alleged that he is 
no longer disabled, to be examined by an examining board to de- 
termine the question as to whether his disability has ceased in 
a pensionable degree. 

if that bill, or one similar in terms, could be enacted into law 
it would greatly facilitate the just administration of the benefi- 
centstatute of June 27, 1890, and would prevent a repetition of the 
abuses which have marked the administration of pension legis- 
lation by the present Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, but unfortunately the bill is quietly resting 
in « Democratic committee room, from which it will probably 
never emerge. 

At the time that bill was introduced [addressed the Senate 
at some length, claiming (statute law and Department decisions 
being quoted to sustain my contention) that the Commissioner 
of Pensions had no legal right or authority to suspend or annul 
pensions except in cases where the element of fraud could be 
clearly shown. 

Since that time the Commissioner has, I think, on several dif- 
ferent occasions, informed the country as to the policy he pro- 
posed to pursue in dealing with the matter of suspending and 
dropping pensioners from the roll, but I am of opinion that no 
one can now possibly determine what the policy of the Pension 
Bureau is toward the defenders of the country, and especially 
toward those who were pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890. 
Certain it is that constantly since that time the old soldiers 
have been harshly dealt with, and thousands of them are now 
suffering for the small comforts that a continuance of the pen- 
sions granted under former Administrations would have brought 
to them. 

The newspapers have recently informed us that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has issued an order modifying a prior order, 
and providing that hereafter no investigation shall be deemed 
necessary except in cases where fraud has beenshown. That is 
precisely what I contended for nearly one year ago, but during 
the time that has elapsed thousands of pensions have been sus- 
pended without adequate cause, and much needless suffering has 
thus been inflicted upon the soldiers. It is said that the new 
order will cause the return to the files of a large number of 
cases now under investigation—indeed it isestimated that many 
thousands will be called in. The claim is made that the order 
was promulgated in the interest'of better business methods, and 
[venture to express the hope that at last some-measure of jus- 
tice is to be done the soldiers in this regard. 

This whole business of suspending pensions except in cases 
where fraud manifestly existed has been utterly cruel and: un- 
ustifiable. Why, if a man steals we give him a fair trial, fur- 
nish him with counsel, provide him with every opportunity to 
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establish his innocence, and punish him only after his guilt i, 
fully established. If hecommits murder, we try him with great 
deliberation, throw the whole burden of proof upon the Govern- 
ment, and give him the chance for appeal after appeal. Butthe 
Pension Bureau treats these battered old veterans more harshly 
than we treat thieves and murderers. Without trial, without 
warning, without even a charge, it has suspended the weakest 
and most helpless of them by the thousand, and required them 
to make good their claims by the collection of fresh evidence, » 
task necessarily made moro difficult with the lapse of every 
year. And then the editors of Democratic newspapers speak o{ 
the proceeding with complacency and praise, and deprecate ; 
criticism of it. Is it surprising that somo of these shattore 
old men, bewildered by their disasters, have taken their ow 
lives, while others have gone crazy and others still have souc!] 
the almshouse? 

Recently a Democratic newspaper of this city published th 
following: 

The attacks on Commissioner Lochren show that the pension shart j 
still a power at Washington, but the people know very well that when pen 
oy are costing over $100,000,000 a year at least a third of it represents ro 

That is the solemn utterance of a Democratic newspaper at the 
capital of the nation, and from similar utterances from other 
sources it may fairly be taken as the opinion of the Democratic 
party. The charge is that at least one-third of all the pension. 
ers on the rolls are frauds, not entitled to any pension at all 
that is, one in three, three in every nine, five in every fifteen 
eight in every twenty-four, thirty-three in every hundred rep 
resent robbery of the Government and the people, and that o! 
the $150,000,000 and over of money paid to pensioners, at least 
one-third of it, or over $50,000,000 annually, is stolen outright. 
This isthe deliberate statement of a newspaper in the city o! 
Washington. Of course it is a base lie and libel, but itis never 
theless a common Democratic charge against the pensioners 
and shows the Democratic opinion of them. 

As bearing on the administration of the Pension Bureau sinc 
the incoming of Mr. Cleveland’s second term, I beg to direct at 
tention to a recent letter from the Commissioner of Pensions in 
response to a Senate resolution of April 14, 1894, to which tho 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] has adverted. Itisare 
markably instructive document, andI regret that it is too volu- 
minous to be inserted entire in my remarks. From it we learn 
that the number dropped from the roll by Commissioner Loch- 
ren is 2,671, the number reduced 3,014, the number reinstated 
at former rate 9,509, and the number still suspended, 326. 

Thus it appears that the number of cases adjudicated and 
allowed by former Commissioners which the present Commis 
sioner saw fit to suspend and investigate, aggregates 15,520. 
Out of this number 9,509 were restored to the roll after in- 
vestigation, and 2,671 were permanently dropped. It is espe- 
cially interesting to note the mighty work done by this reform 
Administration in the matter of reducing pensions. After ex- 
pending much time and money, and putting the old soldiers to 
great annoyance and inconvenience, hundreds of cases are re- 
duced from $8 to $6, and many others from $12 to $10 and $8. 
In some instances reductions have been made from $8 to $4, in 
others from $6 to $4, and occasionally from 36, $8, or $12 to 32. 
Those reductions were made in pensiong granted under the act 
of June 27,1890. Under the general law the reductions were 
more sweeping, and a considerable saving of expenditure was 
made. Many cases have been reduced from $72 to $50 and $30, 
while IL notice one reduced from $72 to $17. Another case is re- 
duced from $50 to $4, and still another from $16 to 32. Several 
are reduced from $31.25 to $30, and others from $18 to $17, show- 
ing the nice discrimination that this reform Administration 
practices when it focuses its mighty intellect on the question of 
reversing the action of some former Administration on the pen- 
sion question. But why spend time in analyzing these figures? 
To my mind itis a record that no political party can feel proud 
of, and beyond a peradventure it will prove to be a serious mat- 
ter to those who are responsible for it. 

It is to me a matter of regret that this record has been made 
in a bureau presided over by an old soldier. Commissioner 
Lochren was a brave and patriotic soldier. His administration 
of the Pension bureau in all other respects is. most admirable. 
This is the one blot upon an otherwise honorable and commend- 
able record. How is it to be accounted for? 

Mr. President, it should constantly be borne in mind that 
Commissioner Loehren is subordinate to the Secretary of the 
Interior and to the President of the United States. He is but 
an administrative officer, subject to their superior authority. 
The record of discharges of old soldiers from the Interior De- 
partment, to make places for callow youths from the State of 
Georgia, shows the estimation in which the veteran element is 
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held by the Secretary of the Interior. ‘The old soldier racket 
is about played out” has more than once been uttered in that 
Department, and tells the story of the outragesand wrongs that 
are being committed on men who helped to save the Govern- 
ment from overthrow. 

But the chief agent and instrumentality of this wretehed busi- 
ness is no less a person than the President of the United States. 
His hostility to the soldiers of the Republic has been shown 
over and overagain. His coarse and brutal vetoes of innumer- 
able private pension bills and his veto of the dependent pension 
pill are not forgotten by the American people. In his heart 
there seems to be no soft spot for the men who made it possible 
for him to be President of the United States. He has sneered 
at, slandered, and reviled the soldiers of the Union Army, and 
beyond a doubt his hand of authority and power is back of all 
this effort to disturb the jpension roll and to take from the pen- 
sioners that which they earned amid the strife and desolation 
of the battlefield. 

And what, Mr. President, has been gained by all this disturb- 
ance and annoyance tothe soldiers? A recent communication 
from the Acting Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Murphy, telis 
us that $24,385,000 is to be saved from the last pension appropri- 
ation and covered into the Treasury of the United States; and 
Democratic newspapers boastingly announce that this is one of 
the grandest achievements of modern political history. These 
millions have been saved by dropping names from the rolls, by 
reducing others, by rejecting a large proportion of new cases, by 
postponing action on other meritorious claims, and by allowing 
minimum rates to those who have been admitted to pension. 

That is the record and there is noescape fromit. It is barely 
possible that the Republican party was too generous toward the 
men who fought the nation’s battles, but even if so it was erring 
in a good cause. Statistics show that under Republican ad- 
ministrations eighty-three out of every one hundred cases ad- 
judicated resulted in the granting of pensions, while seventeen 
out of every one hundred were rejected. Under Democratic ad- 
ministration of the same laws seventy-two out of every one hun- 
dred have been rejected, and only twenty-eight out of every one 
hundred have been allowed. The difference is so great as to be 
startlingly instructive, and I commend it to the consideration 
of both sides of this Chamber. 

But we are told that nearly $25,000,000 have been ‘‘saved” to 
the Government in the last fiscal year in the administration 
of the pension laws. Thank Heaven the Republican party is not 
responsible for this saving. Think of it! Twenty-five million 
doliars taken from the old soldiers and their dependents; taken 
from the channels of commerce and trade, and restored to the 
coffers of this rich and powerful Government! There was a 
time, Mr. 


eountry would gladly have been given to the soldiers in pensions 
if they could have pledged themselves to save the Union and 
to bring back the flag without a star erased. 

They fought the battles of the Republic, restored the Union, 
reéstablished our nationality, compelled obedience to our Con- 


Theirs was a mighty task, and right bravely did they 
It is too early to forget their heroism and their 


country. 
perform it. 


suffering, or to brand them, as they have been branded in cer- | 


tain quarters, as mercenaries and perjurers. 

Beyond a doubt $25,000,000 have been saved to the Govern- 
ment, but think of the loss in respect for the nation and in pa- 
triotic admiration for our Government that must necessarily 
result. 


soldiers, their widows and their orphans. 
by taking advantage of every loophole afforded by technicali- 


ties in the pension laws; by arbitrarily and unjustifiably sus- | 


pending the pensions of thousands of brave veterans who de- 
pended upon their meager pittance for a livelihood; by making 


new and strained interpretations of the statutes, always against | 


the pensioner, and by remorselessly cutting down or cutting off 
every pension for the reduction or the withholding of which 
hatred to the veteran could invent the shadow of a pretext. 
The people. want no “saving” effected by tarnishing the na- 
tional honor, violating the plighted faith of the Republic, and 
robbing the men who gave their youth and their strength in de- 
fenseof American unity and human freedom. The voters of the 
United States have decreed that an honorable proyision should 
be made for those who served their country faithfully at the 
peril of their own lives. They have declared through the stat- 
utes enacted by their elected representatives that the widows 
and orphans of loyal veterans should be treated as wards of the 
nation. 
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President, in the history of the Republic when this | 
would not have been done; a time when all the revenues of the | 


| of disgrace and shame. 
stitution, and floated the flag over every section of our common | 


\s the New York Press has well said, this so-called | 
saving has been accomplished by a wicked warfare on the old 
It has been achieved | 


And they will inflictstern punishment at the polls upon | 
the disloya! politicians and the unpatriotic party who are en- | 
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deavoring to force the crippled Union soldier into pauperisn 
and compel his chiidren to beg their bread. 

Not only in the matter of pensions, but also in the matter of 
employment, has the Union soldier fared badly under this Ad 
ministration. [In reference to that matterIam glad of an op 
portunity to quote the words of a brave Democratic soldier in 
defense of hiscomrades. Atarecentreunionof the Third Army 
Corps, Gen. SICKLES, among other things, said: 

< the atmosphere of Washington wv ld be better if there were arm 
( reunions here oftener. Somewhat to my surprise since coming to 
Washington as a public man, one of my chief occupations has been to defend 
the defenders of the Union, and to keep them from being put out of what I 
consider their just positions. I had been in the city but a little while when 
& Man came to me from the navy-yar said he had been dis 





orp 
Ty 


d, from which he 






charged without cause. I examined his papers and found that he was one 
of my old men, who had been with me through twelve battles. I looked th 
matter up in the Department, and though there was nothing ‘else agains 
the slow, it was said that he had voted for Harrison at the last election 


And I Just said to the head of his Bureau: 


“As long as that man was Ww 





me during the war, aud through all of those twelve battles, I never asked 
him what his politics was. AndI think it isalittle too late to commen 
now. Tomy mind, any man who has been through the Army or Navy and 


honorably discharged has aright to any politics he chooses, I don’t care 
sven if itis Coxeyism.’’ That case w: y the beginning of the work I 
have had to do, and since then I have been called upon todefend about thre 

3 of the same sort each month. 
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case 


In alluding to what Gen. SICKLES said, one of the mostaccom 
plished newspaper writers at the capital a few months ago wrote 
as follows to one of the leading papers of the country: 

Apropos to what Gen. SICKLEs had to say, I have acase that is peculiarly 
painfulto me to mention. On last Saturday a friend of mine, Maj. Ber 
Worrell, who in the war was an officer in a New Jersey regiment and lost 
leg, shot himself through the heart on the steps of the Treasury Depart 
ment. Up to January last he had been aclerk in the Department for nin 
teen years. Secretary Carlisle’s son Logan, who is the Chief Clerk of th 
Department, discharged him to make room for a younger man, and one w 
had done some political service in the cause of Kentucky Democracy. Wo 
rell tried to make a living in private life, but found he was fitted for nothin 
within his reach, In amomentof depression he ended his life. Itis ave 
sad case 

Yes, Mr. President, that was a very sad case, and I am in 
formed that it is one of nine suicides of old soldiers who have 
been dismissed from office by this Administration to make places 
for men most of whom know of the war of the rebellion simply 
as a matter of history. It is not only a sad, but a disgraceful 
record. 

As bearing on the matter of employment of veterans in th 
public service, let me direct attention to a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, under date of May 28, 1894, in response to 
a Senate resolution, to which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL 
LOM] adverted in his speech. It is needless to say that no pre- 
tence is made in that Department to administer either the civi 


| service law in its spirit as regards the employés in general, or 


’ 


the statutory provision relating to the veteran soldiers. The 
former is shown by the fact that while in that Department 10! 
employés had been dismissed from the State of New York, 8! 
from Pennsylvania, and 74 from Ohio, only 6 were dismissed 
from Georgia; but whenit came to appointments New York got 
38, Pennsylvania 32, Ohio 33, and Georgia 106. 

As regards the treatment of the old soldiers, the record is on 
Of the 876 dismissals 185 were soldier 
while 130 more soldiers were reduced and 32 resigned by request, 
making a total of 347. On the other hand, only 46 soldiers were 
appointed and 70 received promotions. And what is true of the 
Interior Department applies to every other Department of the 
Government. 

In the Department of Agriculture Laminformed that the only 
two ex-soldiers there employed who had lost limbs in the serv- 
ice have been dismissed, while in the Weather Bureau 12 or 12 
Union soldiers have shared the same fate. 

In the Treasury Department the same process has been going 
on, dismissals and reductions of soldiers being the order of the 
day. As showing tho iniquity of the system I quote froma let- 
ter in the Chicago Daily News from the pen of Hon. William E. 
Curtis: 

A singular incident occurred in one of the Departments. One of the oldes 
clerks, Whose Guties require long experience and technical skill, and who 
bears the honorabie scars of a Union soldier, was called to the office of the 


chief clerk and asked to sign a letter that had been prepared for him, It 
was addressed to the head of the Department, and requested him to reduce 


| the signer from the fourth grade, which pays $1,800 a year, to the first grade, 


which pays $1,200, ostensibly a voluntary surrender of one-third of his salary. 
The clerk declined to sign the letter, although he was told that such a meas- 
ure Was necessary to save him from dismissal. He responded with indigna- 
tion that he had been in the Department twenty-seven years without repri- 
mand, and that he would stand on his record. Later in the day he received 
his peremptory discharge, and carried it home with the air of a man who is 
wiliing to die, but not to surrender. 

The next morning things had a different aspect. Heis 66 years old. He 
had no property except the little house in which he lived, worth perhaps 
$6,000, and about 8300 in the savings bank. There is no prospect of securing 
other employment, and he has six mouths to feed and six persons toclothe, 
including an invalid daughter, who requires constant medical attention 
Another daughter is a widowentirely dependent upon him for support, with 
two little children. 


The old soldier surrendered. He sought a friend through whose inter- 
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cession he was able to have the dismissal recalled and secure a reinstate 
ment at $1.006a year. The clerk whotakes his place at 81,800 isa young man 
from Georgia. unmarried, dissipated, and inexperienced. He came into the 
office about six months ago at a salary of $1,000, was made assistant to the 
old clerk, who tried to teach him his duty, but was unable to make much 
progress because of the young man's indifference and inattention. The lat- 
ter spent most of the day telling his fellow-clerks of his flirtations and dis 
sipations. Thetwo clerks have now changed places. Theyoung man is the 
head of the room and draws the 81,800 a year. ‘The old man is his assistant 
and gets $1,000. The young manstill tellsof his fiirtations and dissipations, 
and the old man does the work and thinks of his daughters and grandchil- 
dren at home 

But why prolong the recital. T have here a bundle of letiers 
showing the hardships and wrongs imposed upon pensioners by 
the harsh rulings and illegal actions of the Pension Bureau. 
Of many of them I have personal knowledge, and know that the 
complaints are well founded. But I can do no more than call 
attention tothematter. The Government is in the hands of the 
Democratic party, and they must settle with the soldiers sooner 
or later, cither by fair treatment in the Pension Bureau or at the 
ballot box. The men who fought to save the Government will 
fight for the preservation of their rights when the opportunity 
offers. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the appropriations 
carried in this bill are sufficientor not. They probably are, but 
I take it that it matters little whether they are adequate or in- 
adequate. If they are not sufficient pensions can be suspended 
and reduced until the point is reached where the appropriations 
will cover the expenditures. It has been demonstrated that 
this can easily be done. ‘Twohundredand fifty-one million dol- 
larshave been ‘‘ saved,” to use the language of our Democratic 
friends, in the past year. Very likely many millions will be 
‘tsaved ’ out of this appropriation. 

The record of the past year shows that theappropriation may 
be made as small as you please and the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Pensions will see to it that ‘‘ the pui- 
ishment is made to fit the crime.” There is no difiiculty in the 
way. ‘The old-soldier racket is about played out,” according 
to the terchings of modern Democracy, and until the Republi- 
can party is again restored to power, the old soldier must fight 
his battles as best he can. It is hard and cruel, but party exi- 
gency and party folly have apparently decreed that itshall be so. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have given a good deal of 
attention to the subject of pensions. It seemed quite natural 
that when I came into the Senate that class of interests should 
be to some extent referred to me. I am the seniorin age and in 
rank of members of the Senate who were in the Army of the 
Union. I commanded a great many troops during the war. I 
commanded a regiment, a brigade, a division, an army corps, a 
department. Until I took thecommand of a department in 1855 
I had never performed sedentary duty of any kind whatever. I 
had been in the field constantly. My acquaintance among the 
volunteer officers and soldiers I suppose was quite as extensive 
as that of any other man in the country. I tookaregiment into 
the field made up of my friends and the sons of my friends. My 
regiment was composed of one company from each of ten coun- 
ties, counties in which I had practiced law for many years. 
Perhaps [ knew more of the men who served with me than any 
other colonel who left Illinois knew of the men under him, 

[ feel that the claims of the soldiers to just and reasonable 
pensions are as well founded as are the claims of those who 
loaned or advanced money for the purposes of the Government. 
They have not the sanction of law until allowed, but they have 
the moral claim of those who suffered in consequence of their 
service, which is a claim of the very highestcharacter. I have 
not at any time discovered a disposition on the partof any party 
in this country to evade the fair and just claims of the soldiers. 
On the contrary, I have found on both sides a remarkable dis- 


position to run a race to get the good willof the old soldiers. I | 


have heard Republicans say they are the friends of the soldier, 
and I have known Democrats to do their best to outvie them. 


As an illustration of what I mean, I will state that when I came | 


into the Senate I found a very active and efficient member of the 


Committee on Pensions, whose nameI need not mention. Isoon |} 


became acquainted with him, and one day I introduced by re- 


quest a bill to remove the limitations of arrears of pensions, It | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, I believe. WhenT | 
went into the committee room this gentleman, who was not so | 
| doubt in respect to the rights of the pensioner, 


old as I am, a stout, burly man, said, ‘‘ Why did you introduce 
that bill?” I said, ‘I was asked to do it.” 
much do you think it will cost?” Isaid, ‘‘A hundred million 
dollars.” He said, ‘‘ It will cost $200,000,000.” Isaid, ‘‘The com- 


mittee will dispose of it.” ‘‘ Dispose of it,” said he; ‘‘ it will go | 


back into the Senate and you will have to vote for it.” He went 


on then to name a number of Senators on both sides who would | 


not only vote for it, but would make speeches in advocacy of it. 

In fact, it has been a race among politicians as to which shall 
be the friend of the soldier. My colleague, for example, is a 
better friend of the soldier by a good deal thanI am. It is true 
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that when there was occasion for joining the society of the sol- 
diers and putting on the uniform, my colleague would not do it. 
That reminds me of a story of a man who made a bet at a show. 
One man said that he could squeal more like a pig than the pig 
himself could. They put the man and the pig in a tent, and 
both squealed; and the judges gave the award against the pic, 
[ Laughter. } 

My colleague is ardently and passionately in love with the 
soldiers. If the old soldiers had any real grievance, there are 
men here who would mention their grievance, and they would 
point out where the grievance lies. I think my colleague has 
demonstrated hisfeelings. Hespoke of Hawaii and the tarift, 
It seems not that he loves the soldiers so well, but he hates the 
Democrats worse. It furnishes a pretext for an attack upon the 
Democratic party. 

It has been one of the misfortunes of this country that the 
question of proper pensions to soldiers has never received that 
deliberate care to which it is entitled and which it ought to 
have had. We have made it the subject of attack and com 
plaint, and we have taunted each other in that direction. 

But do Senators know who is the present Commissioner of 
Pensions? When I came to Washington after the accession of 
Mr. Cleveland, I went to him and said, ‘‘I feel more interest in 
the position of Commissioner of Pensions than I doin any other 
office at your gift.” After the most careful examination, after 
canvassing many men my mind reverted to a distinguished sol- 
dier in the State of Minnesota. He went into the Army early. 
Hisrank washumble. He was present atGettysburg. He went 
in a subordinate company officer, and amid the storm of that 
battle, when his regiment was practically annihilated, he came 
out at the head of the regiment. He is a lawyer, a judge, an 
upright, honest man, a true soldier who has demonstrated his 
devotion to his country by his share in the terrible battle of 
Gettysburg. 

Does any man moan to intimate that he does not love his com- 
rades, that he is sacrificing their rights? Does any man pretend 
that he has not given evidence of his devotion to his country 
and his comrades, which is unquestionable? Shall Senators who 
never heard a musket fired, unless it was an accident, assail the 
character of this eminent, brave man, this lawyer and judge, and 
charge him with being false to his comrades? 

Mr. President, I gave his name, I referred to his service, and 
[ will place William Lochren alongside the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM] and the Senator from New Hampshi 
{[Mr. GALLINGER], and let the country judge which is most li- 
able to be false or to be true to the braye men who took part i: 
the war of the rebellion. 

It is quite a common thing to abuse Mr. Smith, Secretary o 
the Interior. Heis a young man, and I have no objection to 
people pitching into him. He seems to have a broad back, and 
{ shall not take the trouble to defend him. He is an active, in- 
telligent man. Butdoes my colleague or the Senator from New 
Hampshire know of a single case where a pension has been im- 
properly rejected? I pause for a reply. 1 have devoted very 
much time to the investigation of this question. I have known 
instances where claims I thought were improperly scrutinized. 
I do not object to scrutiny. I have gone to the Pension Office 
with personal testimony and with evidence I have collected dem- 


| onstrating the justice of claims which were questioned. 


Ido not challenge the right of the Government to question the 
claim of anyone who makes an application for a pension. It is 
the rightand the duty of the Government to do so. But I again 
ask, can either of those Senators put his finger on a single in- 
stance where a pension claim has been improperly rejected? If 
they can, then it will be time enough to speak and time enough 
to denounce this soldier, this true man, and charge him with 
being influenced by base prejudices against his comrades in arms. 

I myself know of some cases where, in my judgment, the de- 
mands for proof were unnecessarily severe, but they have been 
met. I knowof no cases, and I should be obliged to the Sento 
from New Hampshire or to my colleague if either of them will 
give me the name of asingle soldier whose claim has been im- 
properly rejected ander the administration of William Lochren. 
{ should ba obiiged to them for it, and I will pledge myself that 
it shall be investigated so fuliy that there shall not be room for 


Mr.GALLINGER. Ido not care to go into a controversy of 
that kind, as I think it is unnecessary. ButIcan cite to the 
Senator from Illinois a great many cases where I think very 
great injustice has been done to the soldiers of my State. I 
think I can cite him toa case now. A man who for four years 
has not done one single hour's work, who was a soldier in the 
war for three years, who has the evidence of every prominent 


| citizen in his own town, Democrat and Republican, and the affi- 


davits of three physicians on file, has been asking for his pen- 
sion. He is destitute, and issupported in part by the town. He 
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has been applying for along time. The other day he was told 
that his pension was held up in order that inquiry might be 
made of his neighbors concerning his condition. That is but 
one of a great many cases which might be cited. 

I will say, with the consent of the Senator from Illinois, be- 
cause I should be very loath to unnecessarily take his time, that 
I made no attack upon Commissioner Lochren. I said not one 
word in derogation of his work. On the contrary, [ said that 
the work of the Bureau was being admirably administered. 
But I did say that in my judgment his superior officers were to 
blame in these matters, and | believe thatfrom the very bottom 
of my heart. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the most serious assault upon the 
Commissioner of Pensions that has yet been made, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make it. 

Mr. PALMER. It is an intimation that the Commissioner of 
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Pensions would hold the pitiful office he has upon the condition | 


of being unjust to his comrades. 
were any improper influences brought to bear or attempted to 
be brought to bear upon the Commissioner of Pensions, the office 
wouid be thrown in the face of the superior who attempted it. 
Judge Lochren would not hold the office a moment if the condi- 
tion was that he was to be unjust to hiscomrades. To imagine 
itis an insult. 

Mr.GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from 
Tllinois, I will state that this is the first time Ihaveever known 
that subordinate officers are not controlled by their superior 
officers in all these matters of administration. Nearly one year 
ago attention was called to the fact that thousands upon thou- 
sands of soldiers wero suspended from the rolls without any 
charge being made against them, except such as came to the of- 
fice by way of letter or something of that kind. 

After ten or eleven months, after the soldiers had suffered 
torture such as only men who are in destitution can suffer, the 
Commissioner reversed that order for the better administration 
of his office, as it is stated. I wish to ask the Senator from Illi- 


nois if he does not think that very great injustice has been done | 


in the matter by suspending their pensions and dropping the 
pensioners from the rolls arbitrarily, as has been done? 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt in the world that injustice 
has been done by suspending their pensions. It was a mistake 


If that were true, and there | 
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present Commissioner is administering the law as it is, and not 
otherwise. 

But my colleague arraigns the Damocratic party for many 
other things. He will have an opportunity of doing that here- 
after. Itis not material to me to defend tho Democratic party 
on those points. I do not choose to waste time in that sort of 
skirmishing. I leave that to my colleague. His speech will go 
into the newspapers and do him good, [I trust. When we meet 
on the hustings in Illinois and my colleague there charges that 
the pension laws are not properly administered, I shall ask him 
to give the name of any person, of any old soldier, whose claim 
William Lochren has improperly rejected; and I shall be satis: 
fied with nothing else. 

i shall not permit my comrade, this gallant man who went in 
at Gettysburg at the storm of battle, to be arraigned upon a 
mere intimation. I shall not permit it to be said again that Wil- 
liam Lochren would hold an office under the Secretary of the 
Interior upon the condition that he should be unjust to his com- 
rades. If either Mr. Smith or Mr. Cleveland has entertained 
ill feelings towards the soldiers, I shall not allow it to be said 


| without contradiction that Judge Lochren has consented to be 


on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions—and not so much, | 


either, on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions. I insisted 
that that was not the way to reach them. I think it was an im- 
proper attempt to investigate or to suspend before investiga- 
tion. But that is no longer true. The restorations were 
made. 

At the time of the accession of Mr. Cleveland to the Presi- 
dency there was throughout the country clamor against the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Bureau. I have been acquainted 
with most of the Commissioners of Pension. A distinguished 


citizen of my own State came into that office upon the accession | 


of Mr. Cleveland after his first election. I know something of 
a Commissioner of Pensions who came from Indiana. I know 
that in Gen. Harrison's Administration, when the affairs of the 
Pension Office were conducted by Gen. Raum, the latter was 
assailed. Iam satisfied he is anhonest,munly man. Iam satis- 
fied that he was imposed upon in some instances. The admin- 
istration of the Pension Bureau has sometimes been too liberal; 
there has been a sort of desire or effort to induce men to apply 
for pensions, and this miserable political feeling and the desire 
to get their votes have put upon the pension rolls some improper 
persons. 

But I take it upon myself to say that, taking it on the whole, 
making all proper allowances for lapses of memory and mis- 
takes, no law has been more faithfully administered than the 
pension laws. ‘Theadministration of the present Commissioner 
is as honest, as manly, as true, and as much in the interest of 
the soldiers as that of any Administration which preceded it. 

Mr. President, the only material question to me is whether 
there is money enough appropriated by the pending bill to pay 
the pensions. I should not administer the law inore liberally 
than it is administered, but if I had my way I should amend 
the law, and I should make the pension system more compre- 
hensive. 

But the officer who is charged with the administration of the 
law must execute the law as itis. I repeat, that if I could find 
an instance, or could be told of an instance, where the Pension 
Commissioner has disregarded the rights of any single soldier, 
and has rejected any case that ought to be allowed, I should 
point it out to him—TI should denounce it. But here we are 
met with the idea that the Republican party will, when they 
return to power, which is anticipated, I believe, administer the 
law with more liberality and benevolence. I suppose they will 
administer the law as it is, and not otherwise. I suppose the 
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the minister of their base hates or their contemptible preju- 
dices. It can not be so. 

The pension law has been fairly administered, Mr. President. 
These investigations, as I said before, were commenced at a 
time when it was believed that there were many frauds on the 
pension law. There have been some reductions. 1 do not think 
much of them. But the pension appropriations are becoming 
less for another reason. The roll is being called daily, nightly. 
Every hour, every minute almost, the name of some of these 
veterans is called by a voice that will allow of no other answer 
than “there.” There is no escape; the name is stricken olf the 
coll of the soldiers of the country and placed upon a roll imper- 
ishable. 

Mr. President, I am not disposed to consume time in the dis- 
cussion of this question. All [ meant to say was that this is un- 
kind, unfair. ‘his pension appropriation billisone that makes 
provision for the benefit of these old soldiers. It ought to have 
been passed, as I think, without criticism except tosuggest that 
it is too small or too lage; but it is no occasion for the exhibi- 
tion of mere partisan prejudice and for the indulgence of mere 
party vituperation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, | am a little surprised at my 
colleague. He comes into the Senate as though he had suddenly 
wakened up and attacks me as having made all sorts of charges 
against the Commissioner of Pensions. If he had heard what I 
said entire he would not have madethecharge. Allthat | have 
said that in any special degree reflected upon the Commissione 
was the criticism I made, which appears in this document, his 


| own report. 


I ask my colleague whether heindorses the action of the Com- 
missioner in every instance in reducing pensioners from $6 to 
$4, from $12 to $8, and from $18 to$17, and from $17 to$16.25? If 
he indorses him in that, he and I differ. Ido not, and I do not 
believe my colleague does any more than I do. 

I want to say to my colleague ir addition that he himself has 
criticised in my hearing the action of the Administration in 
reference to pensions more than I have, either publicly or pri- 
vately, and when he undertakes to lecture me upon what I have 
been doing and saying I have aright to retort upon him in the 
same spirit. 

I have shown (and I defy my colleagues to contradict it) that 
the policy of the Democratic party from the beginning in refer- 
ence to pensions has been bya majority of the party in Congress 
to vote in almost every instance against every important pen- 
sion bill, and I show the record and give the facts. Does my 
colleague disputethat? And I wantto say to him thatif he does 
not believe the laws are sufficient he is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and why does he not report a bill from that 
committee? That is all I have to say on that point. 

My colleague comes in here with one of his old stories about 
the pig, and he undertakes to show in this case which is the pig. 
Well, my opinion is that he has proved that the pig is the man 
whom he said was not the pig in his story. 

Referring to Mr. Lochren, I have made no unkind criticism 
of him whatever; but I have said (and my colleague can charge 
that Iam bringing politics into this controversy or not, as he 
pleases) that the policy of the party, the Administration, the 
President, and all concerned, has been to stop the payment of 
such large amounts of pensions. 

As an indication of it, when the first estimate was made the 
Commissioner of Pensions stated that $160,000,000 was required, 
but when the time came for passing the bill he had reduced it 
to $150,000,000; and if the policy should go on which the Ad- 
ministration has inaugurated in reducing pensions, as is shown 
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08) y » are for this bill. So am I forit. 
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r the appropriation of the estimate of the Commissioner. 
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jtored, were they not? 
They w tored. 

At their former rat 
‘ it they were suddenly suspended. My col- 

not deny that he found fault with the Commissioner 

of that conduct. He did not believe that it 
* the Commissioner or anybody else to suspend with- 

»,000 of the men who were drawing pensions. 
H. I suppose they must have been dependent 

ions for their daily sustenance. 
IM. ‘They were largely dependent upon their pen- 
sir daily sustenance. My colleague knows as wellas 
us received hundreds of letters 
us to get them back upon the rolls because they had nothing 
else tolive upon. Lappeal to my colleague now to know whether 
he does not condemn or did not condemn that policy upon the 
“a? of the Commissioner? 

. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Illinois will permit 
[ will state that the entire number of suspensions, accord- 
ynt he has in his hands, is something over 15,- 

Nin nd and some odd of the 15,000, after having 

een tortured and annoved and compelled to furnish other evi- 

dence than satisfied a former Commissioner of Pensions, have 

been restored at the old rate, and the other 6,000 have been va- 

riously taken care of. Some were dropped and some are now 
suspended. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are 15,520 altogether, I believe, and 
that is what 1 complain of. My colleague feels’ very indignant 
and intimates that he will not allow anything of this sort to go 
on in the Senate without his condemnation. I believeI am a 
free man in the Senate, and I think I will venture tospeak what 
I believe upon the pension sone or any other without asking 
my colleague or anybody e 

Now, Mr. President, I do. not care to take up the time of the 

ite in further disc — My purpose in the beginning, and 

is a it I did, was to give a sort of historical account of 

ction of the tw “ie urties inthe Congress of the United States 
1 th ne we began to pass pension laws, 
very severe criticism. 
simply gave the facts as they appear in the record; and then 
{1 made a remark or two about this document. I say 
policy of the Administration was not as I believe it 
ought to hav My colleague may say if he chooses, ‘‘Oh, 
you were not in the war.” Let me say 1 never undertook to 
palm myself off upon the country for anything I was not. I 
think I e the respect of the soldiers of my State about as 
much as my colleague or anybody else has, because they know 
Iam a plain, blunt man, and say what I believe, and state what 
I think is the truth. 

But I want to say as to the surplus of $2 
saved to the 
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1 did not fight as the Senator from Illinois fought, 
just possible that incertain ways I contributed my mite t 


| he did. 


[f the Senator from Illinois had not 
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soldiers by the a nsion of pensions I would hav 
the Senate with a large muss of te stimony on that 
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ever I do want toe 
re isa ca: e in my own Stat 
nis paralyzed completely, who suffered a terri 
in the service, and who, if he is alive to-day, can not li, 
ich longer, and y ot his pension of $72 a month was cut o 
He was refused that pension for months and months. Hi 
cared for by the connie. tie became a public charge. I, 
If, took the trouble to go 18 miles to visithim. In 
professional examination, and furnished a certificate car 
ing his most deplorable condition. 
{ will say that the Commissioner of Pensions, 
ice furnished, restored that man to the 


nition to tw 
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roll at the old rat 
@ poor man endured, and all the wrong 
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and [ did it with- | 
| manly letter it is. 


Government, if you ee ‘a the Commissioner | 


under the policy of the Administration, in my opinion a good | 
| kept from him, or at least that his attention had not been called 
| to them, that the man ought to be restored, and he was restored 


deal of it at least ought to have gone to the people who have 
been pared off in the amount that they were to get, little by 
little, as the agents of the Department traveled around over 
the whole country examining into their cases. 

if they had exercised the degree of liberality that in my judg- 
ment they ought to have exercised, there would not have been 


a surplus of twenty-five millions to turn into the Treasury. [ | 


believe ineconomy. I want to economize wherever we 
sistently do so; but [ do not believe in a system of economy 
which puts soldiers in the poorhouse and which results almost 
in starvation to those who do not go there, and who are depend- 
ent upon the mere pittance the Government gives them. 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, we are 
tomed, those of us who did not see service in the Army, to be 
lectured by the distinguished Senator from Ilinois[Mr. PALMER] 
who was one of the bravest and grandest soldiers of the Repub- 
lic. I donot know how it may have been in Illinois. In New 
Hampshire it was very necessary for some loyal men to stay at 
home and take care of the disloy: il Democrats, who were almost 
ina majority in our State in 1860. I did some service in that 


san con- | 


somewhat accus- | 


| pension he was drawing. 
| my own State whic hhave 


| the Soldiers’ Home there 
| having 


| Home in Kansas. 


without one tittle of e vide snece to show he was not entitled to the 

That is one case of a great many in 
come under my person: ul observation 
[ stand here to say (and I am glad the distinguished chairmat 
of the Committee on Pensions corroborates what I say) that 
great injustice and wrong have been done to the soldiers dur- 
ing the present Administration in the matter of suspending 
arbitrarily the pensions that were granted to them by former 
Administrations upon sworn evidence satisfactory to the prede- 
cessors of the Commissioner. 

[ have here a letter from & poor old soldier out in Kansas, in 
3, where he has been for fourteen months 
y formerly been in the home in V irginia. Hewas notifier 
through acomrade that his name was posted in the Soldiers 
Home in Virginia and his pension was suspended. He had been 
in Kansas over a year; his pension checks had been sent to him 
at that point; and yet it was posted in Virginia that his pension 
had been suspended. He says he wrote two or three letters to 
the Commissioner and got noreply; that he marked them “ Per- 
sonal,” but could not get any answer. After a time, upon en- 
treaty from parties in the public service here, he was notified to 
go to Richmond, Va., forexamination. He was at the Soldiers’ 
That case may have been an oversight, but it 
oughtnever to have occurred. That man’s pension ought never 
to have beensuspended. He was restored to the roll at the old 
rate, but he was tormented, kept out of his pension for months, 
worried almost to death, writing letters here to comparative 
strangers, and begging them to do penne for him. 

Here isa letter from the Commissioner Pensions; a very 
In my own city a poor man who had done re- 
markably faithful service in the Army had been to Boston and had 
undergone a fearful surgical operation, not entirely successful. 
[t was discontinued because if it had been continued to the end 
he would havedied under the knife. He came home to find two 
days afterwards that his pension was suspended. A letter from 
his wife was written to me. I communicated it to the Pension 
Office. That man for weeks and months Jyiug on a death bed, 
dyingafew weeks afterwards, was kept out’ of his pension, worry- 
ing and wondering how he would get bread to support his ds ily 
needs. ‘ 

I say the Commissioner of Pensions frankly acknowledged that 
a mistake had been made It is to his credit that he made that 
acknowledgement. He says that certain papers in the case were 


to his former rate of pension. A few weeks after his restora- 
tion he was again carried to Boston and died under the knife in 
the city hospital of that city. That pension ought never to 
have been taken from that man. It was a wicked and cruel 
thing, just as thousands of other suspended pensions have been 
wicked and cruel in the extreme. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER] is very anxious to have names. I do not care to 
give the name in that case. He can sce the letter if he chooses 
to look at it, but Ihave no disposition to stir up strife unneces- 
saril 

I cenend to the Senator from Illinois that I made no unjust 
animadversions upon the Commissioner of Pensions. I think 
his suggestion that he is not influenced by nis superior officers 
is one about which we can at least honestly differ. 

Here is a lettér signed Hale Gage fromTownsend, Mass. Mr. 
Gage lives in that town. It shows that an increase of peusion 
was awarded to Edmund O. Day, of Watertown, Mass., in Oc- 
tober, 1893, and that Mr. Day died June 2, 1893. 
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plied for a} ion until crippled by age. Iam 65 
Smith cut off my pension without cause and without explanation. 
knew it until the check failed to come, 
Aft er three 
cause Was given 


another: 





Is this fair? Is it lawful? 


S. TALCOTT 
MERIDEN, Con? 
some clerk in the 


{ presume it is the work of 


ters but here is a ec 
sworn statement, *' 

senile debility.” 
statement showing when, where, and howhe contracted old age. 
His answer is a Vv ery good one, and [ am going toreadit. He 


(0; [can not say precisely when and whe 
on quite gradually. Is 








1as come 


my birth; y if | had not been born as far back as I was, lam sure I would 
i » suffering with it so seriously as now. The most eminent authorities 
‘eed that old age is of a permanent character, and I begin to feel cer- 


1 1at my chances of bec¢ 
’ 
Chey asked h 
habit 36 


ming younger z 


im to show 


are exceedingly slim. 


us habits; 
sn infirm for the last ten years. 


\ due to vici 
[ have beg 
[ presume that everything is 
that can be done, and yet here 
Bureau concerning 


is not 


o! Ling older each day 


is an answe 


hi . 
this poor so 


lation of work in thespecial examination division, in which ove1 
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I said nearly a | ago, in discussing the bill I then intro- 
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instead of settling unsettled claims to unsettle settled claims 
Chat has been the difficulty all through this administration of 


ireau, and that is the r« 
ult with the 
rned. 

{i have just one more word to say, and it is for the be 

ished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

to read an extract from 
Marion Press. I presume 
there is no doubt it is a De 


Press says: 


the Pension B 
right to find fa 
jtney are conce 


} 
4 
tl 


be uisting 


Marion is a town 

mocratic newspaper. The 
The Press desires to be fair, honest, 
classes of people. It not only desires to be fair, 
“takes the skin off’’ of somebody's carcass. 
article in regard to the suspension of a des 


article is a contribution from a 
Cieveland 


This Democratic paper 
had better have as 
sioner, Col, Lochren, and appoint their successors. 
ried on in this way unt 
tration Democrats 

‘Administration Democrats,” 

the word ‘*‘ Democrats.” 
to which my distingu ished friend from Illinois belongs— 
There will not be enough Democrats—Administration Democrats— 
Illinois to form a decent funeral procession. It is simply outrageous and 
shame that worthy } $s should be treated in this manner. 
is the article: 

“Anciently, we a 


‘rving ex-soldier’s pension. 


says 


this paper says. It qualifie 


nsioner 


re told, when a sacrifice is to be made, the flock 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENAT 





Pension Bu- 
in a pension case, saying that 
ten 
and he 
ey i- 


led him at 


for three years, being totally dis- 
, and never ap- 
Two months ago Hoke 
I never 
Then I wrote to the Secretary. 
weeks a reply came that my pension had been suspended. No 


Bureau—lI do 
hold Commissioner Lochren responsible for these little mat- 
ase where a claimant was asked to file a 
owing when, where, and how he contracted 
‘J the Pension Bureau wanted him to filea sworn 


re I contracted senile 
-emed free from it entirely at 


that old age was not due to vicious 


Supp 


yet [ have a habi | contr: 





being done in the Pension Office 
r from the Pension 
a case that has been pending for years, a 
case concerning which I know quite considerable myself, and 
{ ier is told th: it ‘‘owing to the continuous accumu- 


vason why soldiers have a 
administration of the bureau so far 





nefit of 

[ wish | 
a Democratic paper in his State, the | 
in Illinois, and | 
Marion 


and square inits dealings with all 
but it is going to be, if it 
So it publishes the following 
The 
private citizen toa Cairo paper. President 


‘ttlement with Hoke Smith and his Pension Commis 
) € If things are to be car- 
| 1896 there will not be enough Democrats—Adminis- 


That is the wing of the party, I think, 
| be made the shuttlecock to be 


left in 


But here 





d from 
Wiieh the victim was to be selected was driven through a chute just large 











enough to admit one at a time A man stood by and as one er anoth 
| 1rough the victim for the sacrifice Was tou wi i nd b 
m lwith paint, and thus ‘spotted.’ This wasca 2° r the 
rod » Per m Commissione *Lochren has corraled a @ pel in 
der the law of June 27, 1890. And as the poor, trembling unfortm 
squirming through the Bureau chute the Commissioner a 
W lin hand, and in ghoulish glee touches a victim now and 

rifice to the malice and spite entertained toward the ex-soldier f 





giving the ‘patr 3’ such a sound thrashing some thirty years 






























he one potted in Ur tion County, Ill., was t corporal in ( 
I ty-first n Illinois Volunteers, and for bravery rd | 
les wa ed as a color guard (cowards, coffee coolers, thieves, at 
I ire! idn't getsuch places), the holder of certificate No. 515833, grant 
I th ow of June 27, 1890, whichallows$l2 permonth. Ont 22d insta 
t it His pension is suspendedand |! le y require 
r rt befk ardatOmaha, Nebr., only ab esf 1 hishom 
| Of course tl rt y¥ unreasol » about that, when we ta ! 
count that h en under med treatment constantly f I 
ind has beer le during that time to earn $16.19, about half t 
the expenses of the trip prescribed by his honor, Mr. Lochr 
further fact that he owns no property and has nota cent of 
what his little wife can earn by working extra hours 
Now, Mr. Lochren had as well have ordered him t« »to 
pite He could have gotten there as easily astoOmaha, Nebr. The 
of it allistosuspend someone’s pension and thet rem imp 
ties, and when they fail to comply, revoke tl ma 
claimfraud. The long and sho of it is, the « lat the 
one hundred thousand fraudulent pensions is m be four 
fairly if they can, foully if they must. Mr. at ju s 
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action on the other are as difficult to harmon r ind t | 


ophy of the Trinity or the immutability of the Godhead. We are for 
the painful conclusion that Col. Lochren is the monkey used by this Ad 
istration to claw hot chestnuts from burning ember 


Mr. President, I do not vouch for the authenticity of the 
ment made in that letter, but from what [ know in multit 
other cases, I have no doubt it is absolutely correct inever) 
ticular. When the Senator from Illinois goes home I hops 
will take the editor of this Democratic newspapi 
ing and administer as sound a drubbing to him as he did 
colleague and myself because we ventured to say that inj 
in many respec ts had been done to the old s di rs of the Re- 
public under the present reform Administratior 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, [ shall not trouble th 
of the newspaper by any notice whatever, but [ am very 
surprised that my friend from New Hane shire should brin 
that miserable story here and give it his indorsement. [ca 
give the facts very briefly. Sefore] come to that 
colleague intimates that he is a free man. He is, beyond 
doubt. ll I have said to my colleague is that if he repeat 
these charges against Judge Lochren in Illinois I shall ask hin 
for specifications, and I shall contradict them u 
orted. It is his right to make the charges -_ my ri rhtt 

idict them; and [presume weshall b sth exercise thatr 
with perfect freedom. 

I find by a m emorandum I have in my hand, in the repo 
the Commissioner of Pensions, that there in 
966,012 pensioners. By the way, I take occasion to state 





‘rr into his kee} 


iless the 





colleacrue that I have critic d with the most p re 
| order suspending pensior Perhaps itis not qu rd 

it might be for my colleague to repeat our private conve 
here, but I very distinctiy avowed that I thoucht it 3 
and I think so yet. I did not attribute it, howe, 

tility to soldiers. I suppose it was an attempt toa 

extent to which frauds had been practiced under t 

laws. But there were 9,509 pensioners suspended and resto 


it the same rates. There are now, or were at the d 
report, 273 suspended cases that had not beendisposedof. ‘I 


had been 3,014 pensions reduced, and there had 


dropped. 


That is the history of this thing. Out of 966 
result of the investigation. *ikes me that is not ! 
narkable. Iam not familiar with the prior history of the op 
ition of the pension laws, but those are the facts. 

The Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator [r i 
nois in their assertions that the Pension B ureal 1 has be u 
frie 7 them an in tice [ m 


to soldiers, simply do 


that [ tind men in all parties who grudge the amount of mone) 
that goes to pay per sions. A good many economical men thir 
it is too much money to impose upon the people. A good 


men, I think, feel that the pension system has been al 
do not agree with them; but I will say (and with that I will « 


elude ae any attempt on t he part of Republican politi iS Or 
Demoera > politici uns to make politica il capital out of our pe 
ciamdeetaal is simply disgraceful. It is unstatesmanlike, and 


‘ 


ch ra 
it remain unutté red. It is m 
men and their services 
bandied back and forw 
by men who care nothing about them. | 
get their votes and to persanto them that in s 
respect they love them better than anybody else. 
The bill was repor tod to the Seushoes amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


have a good many othe ae my tongue’s end to 
ize a thing which will at pres 
disgraceful that the claims a these 


politicians. 
eager to 


Sse ntial 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
first amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New Hampshire desires to have the first 
amendment reserved. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to reserve that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
served. The question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Isubmitan amendment to the first amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendmentof the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the amendment will be stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole read, and then the amend- 
ment which I propose, so that the matter may be understood by 
the Senator who has charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in 

Jommittee of the Whole will first be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 6, the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole inserted the following additional pro- 
viso: 

And provided further, That so much of the act approved December 21, 1893, 
as provides that ‘‘any pension heretofore or that may hereafter be granted 
to any applicant shall be deemed and held by all officers of the United States 
to be a vested right in the grantee to that extent that payment thereof shall 
not be withheld or suspended until, after due notice to the grantee of not less 
than thirty days, the Commissioner of Pensions, after hearing all the evi- 
dence, shall decide to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside the decision upon 
which such pension was granted,” shall not be held or construed to apply to 


any case Where the pensioner is drawing more than one pension, or the title 
to the pension has ceased, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment will now 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following: 

And provided further, That this act shall not be so construed as to require 
the Commissioner of Pensions to annul, vacate, modify, or set aside upon a 
difference of opinion between said Commissioner and that of any previous 


Commissioner, any decision as to a rate of pension allowed upon the facts 
and evidence which constituted the basis of the original action. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


It is proposed to add to the amendment 


ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the 


amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BRICE. The amount of appropriations made by this 
bill is $151,581,570; the amount of estimates made by the De- 
partment, $162,631,570; and the amount of appropriations made 
for the preceding fiscal year, ending June 30, 1894, $166,531,350. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Hi, W. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. BRICE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I ask the Senator from Ohio to 
yield to me for the consideration of a private bill, which will 
take but a minute. Iamsure there will be no discussion upon it. 

Mr. BRICE. I yield to the Senator from Oregon, with the 
understanding that the bill will not lead to debate. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 120) for the relief of H. W. 
Shipley. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
H. W. Shipley $2,487.38, in full compensation for work done and 
material furnished by him in excess of that required of him by 
his agreement with the Indian Bureau in the construction of a 

ristmill and sawmill at the Nez Perce Indian Agency, in the 

ferritory of Idaho. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 5894, being the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5894) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 
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Mr. BRICE. 1 ask that the amendments of the committee be 
acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, line 
dollars,” to insert: 

And hereafter no graduate of the Military Academy shall be assigned or 
detailed to serve at said Academy as a prcfessor, instructor, or assistant to 
either, within two years after his graduation, and so much ofthe actof June 
3), 1882, as requires a longer service than two years for said assignments or 
details is hereby repealed. 


2, after the word 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 3, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and insert ‘ fifty-seven;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Clothing on discharge, $281.08; in all, $3,257.08. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, before the word 
dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘ ten” and insert “ thirty,” and in line 
22, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and 
eighty ” and insert ‘‘eight hundred and forty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For extra pay of twenty-eight enlisted men of the cavalry detachment, 
employed on additional duty with the instruction battery of fleld artillery 
United States Military Academy, at 830 each, 8340. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 23, after the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and twenty,” and in- 
sert ‘‘six hundred and eighty;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $2,680, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, after the word 
‘ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That any of the foregoing sums for the department of chemistry, 
mineralczy. and geology not expended for the purposes named, may be used 
in fittings of the laboratory of the new academic building. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 11, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For models in flat and relief for second and third classes, #100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. on page 9, line 15, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For photographic material and apparatus, 8150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wax, on page 9, line 17, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For ten prismatic compasses for reconnaissance work, at $15 each, $150 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 20, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For eighty reconnaissance boards, at $3.50 each, 8280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, in line 22, after tho 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be ithmediately available; ” 
so as to mike the clause read: 

For one case of drawing instruments, 875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 25, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For twenty new drawing boards, at 82.50 each, 850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available; ” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For thirty new steel rulers, at 83 each, 890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 16, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available,” and in- 
sert ‘‘in all, $350;” so as to make the clause read: 

One typewriter and typewriting supplies, $100; in all, $350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 14, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For water pipe, plumbing, and repairs, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, before the word 
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‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘five hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For contingencies for Superintendent of the Academy, #1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, to strike out lines I8 
and 19, as follows: 

For continuing the construction of one new reservoir, $25,000, to be imme 
diately available. 

And insert: 

For cleaning and improving watersheds of reservoirs, removing the shal 
low flowage of reservoirs, raising, extending, repairing, and strengthening 
reservoir dams, and laying anew connection to the southern part of the 
reservation, $25,000. 

Mr. BRICE. The committee recede from that amendment, 
and will allow the bill to rem:in as it originally stood when re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
garded as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRICE. In that connection I wish to say that the amend- 
ment reported by the committee was drawn so as to conform to 
the estimate. After the bill had passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives and after the Senate amendment had been proposed, 
the Secretary of War addressed a communication to the Senate, 
which has been printed, and which IT shall read. It is as fol- 
lows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894. 


Sir: Ihavethe honor to transmit herewith, for the information of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, copy of a communication from the 
Superintendent of the Military A ademy, dated the 15thinstant, inviting at- 
tention to the amendment as reported to the Senate, of the item for contin 
uing the construction of one new reservoir, page 17, lines 18 to 24, of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill (H. .%. 5894). 

I concur in the recommendation of Col. Ernst that the item be restored to 
the shape in which it passed the House. 

Very respectfully, 
DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 





HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, 
West Point, N. Y., May 15, 1894. 


Str: Ihave the honor to invite attention to page 17, lines 18 to 24, of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill as it has just been reported to the Sen 
ate by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Asit passed the House the bill provided “ for continuing the construction 
of one new reservoir, $25,000." It has been amended so as to provide ‘for 
cleaning and improving watersheds of reservoirs, removing the shallow 
Lowage of reservoirs, raising, extending, repairing, and strengthening res- 
ervoir dams, and laying a new connection to the southern part of the reser 
vation, 825,000,’’ omitting any provision for the new reservoir. 

At the time of submitting the regular annual estimates last summer the 
subject of the watersupply and the siteof the new reservoir provided in the 
current appropriation bill was undergoing careful study. The estimates 
contained an item for cleaning watersheds, etc., as provided in this amend 
ment, but nothing additional for the new reservoir. 

The result of the investigation then going on was to show that the cost of 
the new reservoir would largely exceed the amount then available, and that 
the amount which Congress would probably allow for water supply this 
year, understood to be $25,000, could more advantageously be applied to con- 
tinuing the new reservoir than to cleaning watersheds, etc. 

The matter was explained in my letters to the Adjutant-General, dated 
December 7, 1893, and to a member of the House Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, dated December 27, 1893, forwarded to him through the War Depart- 
ment. It was in accordance with these later recommendations that the bill 
was drawn as it passed the House. 

1 veg leave to suggest that the matter be brought to the attention of the 
Senate Committee, and that they be requested torestore the item if possible 
to the shape in which it passed the House. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
O. H. ERNST, 
Colonel of Engineers, Superintendent 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 

I now propose to allow the bill to stand in this respect as it 
was passed by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BATE. I think thatought to be done. I have been re- 
cently at West Point in an official capacity, and I know some- 
thing about it. I think the committee amendment had better 
be receded from. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the committee amendment has been withdrawn. The reading 
of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 18, line 6, be 
fore the words ‘‘ new reservoir,” to strike out ‘‘said.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 19, after the word 
‘‘ available,” to insert: 


And the appropriation of $2,000 made by the act making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, 
for asphalt road and walk in front of and around the new gymnasium, is 
hereby made available for the construction of said road and walk of asphalt 
or other suitable material. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For furnishing and erecting in the natatorium of the gymnasium, in com- 
plete working order, six slate-lined compartments with six combination 
shower, spray, and needle baths, one gas heater, and one hot-water storage 
tank, $850, to be immediately available; and the appropriation of #2,000 made 


| 
| 
| 
| 


by the act making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, for asphalt road and walk in front of 
and around the newgymnasium, is hereby made available for the construc 
tion of said road and walk of asphalt or other suitable material. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 4, after the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available;”"’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For repairs, new machines, and fixtures for gymnasium, $300, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 6, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ to be immediately available; ” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For new balls and pins, repairs to bowling alley, $150 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 15, after the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For general repairs to cadet barracks; for replacing partitions, racks, etc., 
in tenth division; for removing old baths from basement; for painting and 
repairing roof; for repairs to doors, locks, hinges, etc., and for flagging in 
area, $2,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, before the word 
‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand” and insert ‘‘ two thou- 
sand four hundred and sixty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For new mangers and general repairs to interior of cavalry stables, 2,460 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. BRICE. ! move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out, in line 2, page 23, the words ‘‘ to be im- 
mediately available.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2%, line 5, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘eight hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For building a breast-high masonry wall on the east side of road from 
north gate to entrance of post cemetery, #1, 800 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 8, after the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For new sewer from Rugertown to connect with new sewer from new sol- 
diers’ hospital to river, $2,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on page 23. 

Mr. BRICE. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ to be immedi- 
ately available,” after the word “ dollars,’’in line 13,0n page 23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 2, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert 
‘*four;” so as to make the clause read: 

For placing gas pipes and gas fixtures throughout the barracks of Con 
pany E, Battalion of Engineers, #400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 2, to insert: 

For one steam road roller, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 8, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For completing one platform for new 8-inch rifle, one platform for new 


12-inch breech-loading mortar, and three front-pintle platforms in the sea- 
coast battery, 81,966. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BRICE. I think it is proper to state at this time that 
the total appropriations provided for in the bill are $401,283.08: 
the total estimates made to Congress were $463,183.58; and the 
total appropriations for the last fiscal year were $432,556.12. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CANADIAN RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CULLOM. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5601, a bridge bill, which the Senator 
from Missouri[Mr. VEST] would have called up if he had been 
in the Chamber. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize 
the construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the South, or 
Main, Canadian River at or near the town of Noble, in Okla- 
homa Territory. 


se 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINING CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
claims, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. BATE, and Mr. PALMER were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
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NOMINATIONS. 
nominations received by the Senate July 11, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Charles M. Furlow, jr., to be postmaster at Madison, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Georgia, in the place of John F. 
Boughton, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

John Winchester, to be postmaster at Pecatonia, in the county 

f Winnebago and State of Lllinois, in the place of James A. 
Provost, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

J. I’. MeIntyre, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
Lafayette and State of Missouri, in the place of Christopher G. 
Gaston, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

N. Holmes Odell, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of James M. 
Requ 1. removed. 

Reuben W. Wood, to be postmaster at Tottenville, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1893. 

James Cary, to be postmaster at Berlin,in the county of Green 
Lake and State of Wisconsin, in place of Alfred L. Tucker, whose 
commission will expire July 17, 1894. 


, 
Executive 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Heeculive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 11, 1894. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
John W. Wehn, jr, of Wilber, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Alliance, Nebr. 
James M. Barco, of Bronson, Fla., to be 
office at Gainesville, Fla. 


register of the land 


POSTMASTER. 
C. D. Broyles, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the 


county of 
Rhea and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 11, 1894, 


The House was called to order at 12 o'clock m., by Hon. JAMES 
KERR, Clerk of the House. 

The CLERK. The Clerk is in receipt of the following com- 
munication from the Speaker: 

SPEAKER'S ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 10, 1894. 

Srr: [am called home by sickness in my family. Hope to be able to re- 

turn in a few « Lt will be necessary to electa Speaker pro tempore. 
Very respectfully, 


Lays 
CHARLES F. CRISP. 
Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The CLERK. The first thing in order under the rules will be 
the election of a Speaker pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the 


State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the 
temporary absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was agreed to. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennessee, if heis prese 
will please come forward and take the chair 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee took the 
applause. 
TheSPEAKER pyro tempore. The House will be in order, 
Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
NOTIFYING PRESIDENT AND SENATEOF ELECTION OF SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. Speaker, I offer the following res 


chair amid gener: 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the President of the Unit 
States and the Senate that the House has elected Hon. JAMES D. RIcHARD 
SON, a Representative from the State of Tennessee, as Speaker 770 tem; 
during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I[ desire to ask leave of ab- 
sence for my colleague, Mr. HOOKER, on account of sickness. | 
have just been advised that he is confined to his bed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill(H. 
R. 6447) fixing the term of the Federal district and circuit court 
for the southern judicial district of Mississippi to be held in 
Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named, with Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi moves to concur in the Senate amendments. The Clerk 
will first report the amendments. 

The amendments were reported. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion 
made by the gentleman from Mississippi. If there be no objec- 
tion, the Chair will submit the question on the amendments in 
gross. 

Mr RAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman, for information. Is that a bill that came from the 
Committee on the Judiciary to the House? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It came to the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House, it passed the House, went to the 
Senate. The Senate has made certain amendments, by striking 
out certain counties which were put in this district. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know, before giving consent so far 
as I am concerned, whether you have conferred with all the 
Representatives from your State and it is satisfactory to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I have conferred 
with them all, and in the House we struck out some counties at 
the request of some of them, and the balance of the bill was 
agreed to; and then the Senate has made certain other altera- 
tions. 

Mr. RAY. These amendments make no change except in the 
boundaries and limit? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There are two amendments 
which the Senate adopted. One of them strikes out acouple of 
counties which were in my bill; another amendment strikes out 
a section of the bill. 

Mr.RAY: What is that section? 

Mr. BAILEY. I would suggest to‘the gentleman from New 
York that it is not a matter of unanimous consent, but a motion 
to concur in the Senate amendments to a House bill, which is in 
order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I made the motion to concur. 

Mr.RAY. Isuppose it was in order; but I wanted to know 
something about it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RAY. I did not want to make any controversy or any 
speech. 

Mr.WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Section 10,which was stricken 
out by the Senate, is as follows: 

That the United States shall not be at any expense in providing for a build 
ing or room for holding the terms of said court at Meridian. 

Senator GEORGE, the senior Senator from Mississippi, told me 
the reason for doing that was the Federal Government has 
already appropriated for a building at Meridian, and as they 
had some idea that this might possibly conflict with the appro- 
priation already made for that building (in which I did not 
agree with him), the section was stricken out. I make the mo- 
tion to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to voting on 
the amendments in gross? [After a pause.| The Chair hears 
none. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
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or 








the vote by which the Senate amendments were con- 


as laid on the table 

MINING CLAIMS. 
LKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill 
nd section 2324 of the Revised Statutes 
Inited States, relating to mining claims. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thisbillha 
the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I move that the 
amendment and request a conf 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. TRACEY. We: Ww 
ate amendment. 

The SPEAKER prot 
nert. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

22 strike outthe words “ 
orado.’ 

< the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ts to the Senate amendment? 


consider re 


curred in w 


The SPE 


R. 6558) to ame of the 
( 


:n returned from 


House nonconcur in the 
Senate erence on the disagreeing 


ould like to know the nature of the Sen- 


mpore. The Clerk will 1 snd- 


‘eport the am 


On page 2, in lines 21 and and the Second C 
sional district of the State of ¢ 
Mr. TRACEY. I will as 
WEADOCK]| whether he objec 

Mr. WEADOCK. Wedo. 

The motion of Mr. WEADOCK ws 

On motion of Mr. WEADOC! 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointmentof Mr. 
WEADOCK, Mr. TATE, and Mr. SHAW as conferees on the part 
of the House. 

ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present cons sideration of the bill which I ask the C lerk to read. 

The Clerk read the bill (S. 1694) granting tothe St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of way 
thro ugh the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du 

Lac Indian Reservations:in the State of Minnesota. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table 

MATHIAS PEDERSEN. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present 
(H.R. 5009) for the relief of Mathias 


ongres 









is agreed to. 


<,a motion to reconsider the last 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 
consideration of the bill 
Pedersen. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKE 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. 

REGISTER FOR SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 
Mr. CLANCY. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


R pro tempore ° 


Is there objection to the pres- 


sid rat on of the bill (H. R. 7197) to provide a register for the 
schooner barge Astoria. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, « hat the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby anth 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built ship Astoria, purchased and 
owned by George Gratl and repaired in American ports and converted into 
4 schooner barge, to be registered as a vessel of the United States 

Mr.PAYNE. ILask that the repor’ be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, the 


right to object being reserved. 
Che report (by Mr. PiGoTT) was read, as follows: 

The barge Astoria was built at Bath, in the State of Maine, soldtoan Eng 
lish firm and registered under the British flag. In August, 1893, she wa 
abandoned by her crew off the coast of the United States and picked up by 
> tugs from Chi: va ston, S. C., and towed into Port Royal. The ship 
grounded on the bar 1reand became a wreck, She became a wreck only 
when she reached Por t Roy al. She was sold by the United States marshal; 
Was purchased by an American citizen, and in March, 1894, was repaired in 
America and converted into a coal barge. The repairs cost$i1,000. Shehad 
been purchased by the party who repaired her for only 21,300. 

Considering all the facts, your committee report the bill admitting the 


som 














vessel to American registry favorably, with the recommendation that it 
pass. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Is thereobjection to the present 


consideration of this bill? 

Mr. REED. Before consent is given, I wish to ask why this 
case does not come under the general law for the transfer of reg- 
istry? 

Mr. CLANCY. The Treasury Department has examined into 
this matter, and it has been found that a special actis necessary, 
because this vessel was a derelict previous to being wrecked. 
She was found at outside the limit of American waters, was 


towed in, and afterward became a wreck. 





sen 


Mr. COOMBS. The vessel was a derelict outside, as I under- 
stanc a 
Mr. CLANCY. I will repeat: She was picked up as a dere 


lict, east in, and then became a wreck. 
Mr. REED. What would be the full value of.the vessel when 
in proper condition? 


read | 
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Mr. CLANCY. The wreck sold for $1,300, and l 
1 expense of $11,000, 
. REED. What does such a barge cost if built an 
a CLANCY. I have no knowledge of that matter. D 
essel is now used as a coal bar for towing from Norfolk, \ 
o New York 
Mr. BAKER of Hampshire. She certainly 
paired beyond the requires ent of the lav 
inf re being no obiection, 18 House proce ied to tue con 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be envro i fora thi: 
reading, was accordingly read the third time 1 passe 
On motion of Mr. CLANCY, a motion to j the ) 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the tab 
[ESSAGE FROM THE SENAT 
\ message fromthe Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one df its clerk 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendment : 
bi H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Te: 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county build 
ing at the county seat thereof; in which the con nee of th 
Hot Ine was requ est d. 
PHILIP MILBAUHR 
BABCOCK. I ask unanimo consent fo ) 3 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4802) for th lief of | 
bauhr. 
Che bill was read. 
Mr. BABCOCK. lLask for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tenvpore. The report will be read, sub 


to objection. 
Mr. BYNUM. I object to the consideration of the bil 
BILOXI AND BACK BAY BRIDGE COMPANY. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Iask unanimous consent for the p it 


1 to the desk. 


consideration of the bill which Isen 
The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxian 

Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 

over that portion of the bay of Biloxi, inthe State of Mississ 

known as Back Bay. 

There being no objection, 

‘ation of the bill. 


the House proceeded to the consid 


An amendment reported by the committ to insert the word 
‘can” before the word ** navigate” in line t of section 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time 
passed 
~ On motion of Mr. STOCKDALE, a motion to reconsid 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R: 6284) to preven 

rference-in the collection of State, county,and municipal ta 

waeeeee inst. corporatio md corporate proper y; und fo 

th r purpos 5. 

ThesPE AKER protempo Che bil Lb uft h 
the Chair will ask for objections 

he bill was read at length. 

The SPEA KER »)tempore. Ist ‘e objection to 
nt consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

Mr. DOCK ERY and Mr.OUTHW AITE demanded th 
ord ! 

The SPEAKER | npore. The regular o tllo 
committees for reports. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI R 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Commi on Int i Fo 
eign ( ape ree, reported back, with amendments, the 
LOS authorize the construction of ridge ss tn 3 

i Heaead or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, an h the acco invine 
report, ordered to be oo 

FREE LIBRARY, WASHIN ON, D. 
ir. CADMUS, from the Committee on the Di ) uO 
bia, reported back the bill (H. ] i142) to estab ! i 


and departmental library and reading rooms in the District o 
Columbia: which was referred to the Committe: ] V hole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the ympanying 

port, ord red to be print rd. 

SPECIAL ORI . FOR CONSIDERATION OF BILLS 

Mr. OUTHWAL’ rE. Mr. Speaker, Lam directed by ( 
mittee on Rules to s ubmit the report which I send to desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

vesolved, That immediately upon the ad« oe nof this or mmittee 

the Whole be discharged from the cons ition of Flo ill £21, and 
the same be considered in the House as in C ymmittee of the Whole; that one 
hour’s general debate be allowed, and then said bill shall be considered 
under the tive-minutes’ rule for amendment until the hour of 4:30 o'clock 


p. m., When the previous question shall be considered as ordered on pend 
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ing iu 


1endments and the bill to its passage, 


without delay or other motion. y 
Tbat Thuraday. the 12th instant, after the second morning hour, be assigned 


to th. consideration of business reported by the 
This order not to inter 


or revenue or appropriation bills, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


adoption of the resolution. 
The question was taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILSON of Washington) there were—nayes 84, noes 3. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


No quorum. 
[ demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER _ tempore appointed Mr. OUTHWAITE and 


Mr. BABCOCK as te 


lers at the desk. 


when the vote shall be taken 


mmittee on Foreign Affairs, 
fere with the consideration of conference reports 


I demand the previous question on the 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nays 52, 
answered ‘‘ present” 8, not voting 138, as follows: 
YEAS—153. 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans 
Baldwin, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Kerry, 
Biack, Ga. 
Black, Il. 
Boatuer, 
Boen 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Breiz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan 
Bynum, 
Caubaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 


Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 


Broderick, 
Cannon, IL 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 

Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 
Breckinridge 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
Epes, 


Cooper, Tex. 
Uornish, 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Erdman, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hendrix, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 


Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Ikirt, 

Izlar, 

Jones, 

Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Morgan, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 


NAYS—82. 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daizell, 
Daniels, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hicks, 
Hopkins, Ill. 


eeatan, Pa. 
Hull, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kem, 

Kiefer, 

Kilgore, 

Lacey, 

Lucas, 

Marvin, N. Y. 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 

Murray, 
Northway, 


ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT ’’—8, 


Enloe, 
Geissenhainer, 


McCleary, Minn. 
Powers, 


NOT VOTING—138. 


Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary, 

Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Grout, 

Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hines, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk, 

Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kribbs, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 


Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
MeMillin, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
Payne, 
a 
Phillips, 
Post, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 


Richardson, Mich. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 


Pigott, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Settle, 
Shell, 
Sickles, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 

egraff, 


Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Perkins, 
Pickler, 


Ray, 
Russell,Conn. 
Shaw, 

Smith, 

Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Thomas, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Storer, 
Wright, Mass, 


Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Somers, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 
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So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT], and withdraw my vote. [ 
desire to he marked present. 

Mr. GEAR. Lam paired with the gentleman from Arkansa 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. If he were present he would vote aye; [ 
should vote no. 

Mr. MoNAGNY. IL[ask that my colleage, Mr. CONN, be ex- 
cused. He left the House on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. JOHNSON, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. MOon. 

Mr. NEILL with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN VOORHIS - 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. DONOVAN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. RAYNOR with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEaRy of Minnesota. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SOMERS with Mr. FUNK. 

For this day: 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. HooKER of Mississippi with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. CHILDs. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. BALDWIN with Mr. KIEFER, for this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

During the call of the roll the following message from the 
Senate was received: 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service o! 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, oa to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much te 
make the suggestion, but some message has been delivered that 
appears to have attracted considerable attention on the other 
side, and yet the members sitting here around me have no more 
idea what it is than what is to occur within the next twenty- 
four hours. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is the return of a great 
Democratic measure from the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. And like all other Democratic 
measures, it is kept in the dark. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Iask that the message be read from the 
desk. 

The titles of the bills were reported from the desk. 

The roll call was then resumed and concluded, as above re- 
ported. 


SPECIAL ORDER FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF BILLS. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there never 
was a proposition more unjustifiable than that which is now be- 
fore the House. Here is a proposition which affects in one way 
and another 50,000,000 acres of land, and, by the assistance of 
coloring put upon a map it is apparentlv made to affect a very, 
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Jarge portion of the United States. But its actual effect is large 
enough, without that somewhat unnecessary exaggeration. 
It is not merely a question of forfeiting lands, for that per- 


haps might safely enough be left to the courts, which have al- | 


ready pissed upon the question adversely to the position taken 
by the Committee on Public Lands; but it is absolutely a prop- 
osition to disturb the land titles of many millions of acres actu- 
ally in the possession of the settlers themselves. And yet it is 
proposed to cutoff the whole matter with two days’ discussion, 
and by the hand of violence. 

Of course, we on this side can do nothing to prevent such ac- 
tion being taken except to record our protest—to say that it is 
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| for delay; one time is as good as another. 


in violation of every reasonable system of debate, especially | 


when you consider that this House is under no particular stress; 
that there is no reason in the world why we might not debate 
this question fully, thoroughly, and satisfactorily. The only 
compensatjon that I know of is that the public, so far as they 
allow themselves to be interested in this question at all, will look 
on and see the method adopted for carrying this bill through. 

[ yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] five 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
tives, in conjunction with the Senate, has been in session now 
nearly one year. We are rapidly approaching the end of a com- 
plete year of practical session of the two Houses. And now, at 
this late period of time, we are called upon to vote upon a meas- 
ure involving, as it necessarily willin my judgment, from fifty to 
one hundred and fifty lawsuits to every mile of the land-grant 
railways affected by the bill, and to do it upon a condition of de- 
bate such as we have at this point of our examination of the 
question. 

I can only account for the hurry and rapidity with which this 
work is tobe done by the existence of aconsciousness on the 
other side of the House that we are about to close this session. 
And if that betrue,I shall hail the fact with unqualified de- 
light. Ican myself seeno particular reason why Congress should 
remain in session more thana very fewdays longer. The ap- 
propriation bills are coming very rapidly from the Senate, and 
I fancy there will be but slight contention between the two 
Houses about them. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I understand and believe that the time is 
close at hand when the House of Representatives, purporting to 
represent, and being understood by the Constitution to repre- 
sent, the people of the country, will have made arrangements, 
or if the arrangements are not quite completed now they soon 
will be, by which the House will retire from the position which it 
unfortunately took on the Ist day of last February, and the retreat 
will be in obedience to the demand of a superior power in this 
Government—a power greater than the House—and which will 
be all powerful and dominant upon the question of tariff reform. 

The fiat has gone forth, and from the great principles of the 
Democratic party which have been urged, a retrogression has 
been ordered. We are ready now, as I understand it, to retire 
from the doctrine of free raw material. There is no free raw 
material left in the bill as it will be passed, and as you, in my 
eee ne me are compelled to accept it or else go without tarilf 


egislation, except free wool and free lumber, and there is no | 


chance for any improvement upon these items of the bill. You 
have retiredfrom the Democratic doctrine of ad valorem duties. 

Upon all the questionable and doubtful items of the bill you 
have adopted specific duties, and the fiat has gone forth that 
you mustaccept them; and while you may make some wry faces, 
as everybody does who takes disagreeable medicine, you are, I 
think, fully prepared by the exhibitions of the last two or three 
weeks to be ready to take your medicine with a degree of com- 
placency that will astonish the world. 

Upon the great question of tariff for revenue you have aban- 
doned that, and you have adopted a tariff for protection and 


trusts. It does not make any difference that my friends on the | 
other side are opposed to these enormous concessions to the | 


trustsof the country. You are opposed to them. I give you 


credit for that, but you can not help yourselves, and it is unnec- 


essary to take a great deal of time to make your bluff. 


I do not want to use language that most of the gentlemen on | 


the other side will not understand. [Laughter.] But the bluff 
having been made, when the bluff is called, as it skortly will be, 
it is not necessary for you to stand long in exhibiting your im- 

otency to win anything ina game like that. 
judgment—and I offer this as a piece of advice to my friends on 


Mr. Speaker, the House of Representa- | 


| 


| 


| selves, so that after a little, after a few more efforts, after a lit- 
| tle more demonstration of independence, after a few more strug- 
| gles to pave the way to an explanation in some of the doubtful 
districts of the country, wecancome down. Thereis nooceasion 
Standing upon the 
order of your going is not important; you must go. 

The inevitable is before us. You must have tariff legislation. 
You can not have it on Democratic lines. You can not have it 
on the lines of the Chicago platform. I regret it, inasmuch as 
it seems to be and will be a disappointment to many of my per- 
sonal friends; but it is one of the misfortunes that you labor 
under, that you must abandon your ideas and flee to the moun- 
tains. You are compelled to have tariff legislation. You can 
not go home withoutit. You would stay here until the Consti- 
tution put an end to your power if you did not get tarilf legisla- 
tion; and when you reflect, you can get it only one way, and that 
is by a clear withdrawalof your attitude upon this question, why 
not do it at once and appeal tothe Democratic party of the coun- 
try and say to them, ‘‘We have learned something since the 
election by which you sent us to Congress.” 

Mr. REED. You do not mean to say that the Democratic 
party has learned anything? [Laughter on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not occupy a moment of time bet- 
ter than to congratulate my Republican friends upon the fact 
that the Democratic party has learned a great deal from us. I 
differ from the distinguished gentleman from Maine on that sub- 
ject. I listened the other day, in the course of a debate in the 
Senate, to the debate upon the items of barbed wire and mica and 
a number of otherarticles, and I learned from the speeches of dis 
tinguished Democratic Senators that they had learned by heart 
all the Republican arguments in favor ofa protective tariff. They 
told us how the article would be cheapened by a protective duty. 
They told us that a protective duty upon barbed wire had 
and always would have the effect of cheapening it to the farmer. 
They spoke about the effect that would follow in taking the 
duty off, of it being essential to the laboring man’s occupation 





to continue a protective duty on the productions of this coun- 
try and to raise the price of labor; and ultimately this gentle- 
man, £0 indoctrinated with Republican opinions on this ques- 
tion, finally declared that the only way to makecheap the great 
yroduction of North Carolina, the production of mica, w:s to 
son the duty on that article, and finally a protective duty on 
that article would make it cheaper to the consumer of this coun- 
try. 

Nr. REED. Did a Democrat actually say that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; a very distinguished Democratic 
Senator. 

Mr. REED. Then I withdraw pro tanto my observation, be 
cause what you have said sounds very natural. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These people on the Democratic side 
have copied very closely Republican speeches about a protect- 
ive duty upon barbed wire anda protective duty upon the prod- 
| uct of North Carolina, and many other special products. So I 
say that my friends on this side can take courage and thank 
Providence that they have been the schoolmasters to whom 
Democratic Senators and Representatives have gone to schoal; 
and to the Democrats I say, when you have passed this protect- 
ive bill, which you must pass, when you put a duty on coal and 
iron ore, which we have been telling you is necessary for a great 
many years, you can get our speeches and reform your speeches 
to conform to ours for use in your Congressional districts, and 
escape from the wrath to come. [Laughter and loud applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
amuse himself? 

Mr. REED. After you have got through some of us may want 
to smuse ourselves with you. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let us have a vote. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS, 
The SPEAKER protempore. TheClerk will report the title of 
the bill. 


Does anyone else on that side desire to 





Therefore, in my | 


the other side—you have the alternative now to injure your- | 
selves by kicking at your environments, by struggling in the | 


mire in which you have found yourselves, or of gracefully yield- 


ing to the power that will ultimately dominate, and then you | 
will have the pleasure of saying that you ‘‘ always come down- | 


stairs that way.” 
So, Mr. Speaker, there is no hurry unless it is to adjust our- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 


for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses, approved September 29, 1890. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to call up the Post-Office appropriation bill, and agree to 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
unanimous consent. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. The order excepts appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman’s motion can 





That could only be done by 
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only be adopted by unanimous consent. The Chair will submit 
the request. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unani- 
mous consent that the House concur in the Senate amendments 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. The Clerk will read the 
amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Pending the reading, 

Mr. REED. How much is there of that? 
not to be consumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment, the Chair is informed. 

The reading of the Senate amendments was resumed and con- 
cluded, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, Mr. Speaker, that that matter had 
better go over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


This time ought 


There is only one more amend- 


The gentleman objects. The 


. 
bill will remain on the Speaker’s table. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ef the bill. 
The title was again reported. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule just adopted 
there remains one hour for general debate on the pending bill. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg], who is in charge of the bill, 
to control one-half of that time, and the gentleman from Iowa 
|Mr. LACEY] to control the remainder. Is there objection? 
‘The Chair hears none; and that order will be made, 
Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent that the order just 


The Clerk will report the title 


adopted be so modified as to allow two hours for general debate, | 


the remainder of the time to be used under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule just adopted allows 
one hour for general debate, after which the bill is to be con- 
sidered in the House under the five-minute rule as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. ae 
asks unanimous consent that there be two hours for gener: 
debate, instead of one hour. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none; and that order will be made. The Chair presumes 
the time allowed for general debate will be controlled equally 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gentle- 
man from Jowa[Mr. LAcEy]. In tho absence of objection that 
order will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. TI hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
will use some of his time now. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in 1890 a bill was 
brought into this House by the then chairman of the Public 
Lands Committee, which forfeited all lands which were unearned 
at that time, aggregating, as I now remember, about 50,000,000 
acres. The veteran member from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was a 
member of the House at that time; and I remember very dis- 
tinctly that, in the debate which was had when that bill was 
under consideration, that gentleman took occasion to say in sub- 
stance that the bill then pending would probably settle all leg- 
islationon this much-vexed subject; a subject that had attracted 
the attention of Congress and of the public for twenty-nine years. 
And I think it was the consensus of opinion among members of 
the House at that time that the passage of that bill and its 
enactment into law would settle this question, and settle it for- 
ever. 

But it seems that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], 
who happens to be chairman of this committee, desires to dis- 
tinguish himself by having the present bill pass this House—a 
bill which confiscates many million acres of land belonging to 
private individuals at the presenttime. There is no justice and 
no equity in this proposition. The more the bill is examined, 
the more carefully the facts are gone over, the more clearly it 
must appear to every member of this House that this bill is in 
the nature of a confiscation act rather than a settlement of the 
rights of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], 
in his argument yesterday, admitted, if 1 understood him cor- 
rectly, that all of the grants which have been made by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States from time to time to railroads, 
were grants in presenti with a condition-subsequent, so that the 
railroads acquired technically a good title, and that where the 
road has been constructed since the expiration of the time pre- 
scribed in the grant itself, still the railroad company has a good 
title to the lands, and purchasers from the railroad company 
under those conditions acquire an absolute title. 

In making this concession the gentleman is simply in line 
with every Attorney-General of the United States since the time 
of Gen. Devens, and is in harmony with the views of every ad- 
ministration of the Interior Department since the days when 


Hon. Carl Schurz presided over that great Department. [pn 
the limited time which 1 have for discussion, I shall not reg 
the opinions of Attorney-General Devensorof Mr. Schurz when 
he wasSecretary of the Interior; but both of those distinguished 
gentlemen, in opinions which are found in the volume [I hay 
before me, assert that these grants are grants which are kno 
technically as grants in presenti with conditions subsequent, an 
that the railroad companies took good titles, and that where 
the conditions were completed, whether in time or out of tim 
and accepted by the Government of the United States, it is no 
in the power of the Government, after that time, to wrest the 
title of that property from the railroad companies or from thos 
who have purchased from the railroad companies. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. While the official opinions to which the 
gentleman has referred have been given as he states, yet the 
question ‘between the United States and these railroad com 
panies has never been judicially decided. If the titles are per 
fect in the railroad companies and their vendees, what objection 
can there be to passing an act which will bring about a judicial 
decision of this question to settle it forever? 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Mr.Speaker, my firstanswer to the 
gentleman from Louisiana[Mr. BOATNER] is that I deny his prop- 
osition. I contend that this identical question has been presented 
to the courts and decided in accordance with the opinions pre- 
viously given by the Attorneys-General of the United States. In 
the case of Denny vs. Dobson, decided in the circuit court of the 
United States for the district of Oregon, November 27, 1887, 
Mr. Justice Field adjudicated this identical question. He was 
sitting with the district judge out there; and this question was 
elaborately argued. 

While I have not time to read the opinion of that learned 
jurist, I state without fear of successful contradiction that the 
identical question presented by the gentleman from Louisiana 
was passed upon by Judge Field; and he held that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is powerless to reverse these grants 
and take back this property from the railroad companies or 
from the parties to whom those companies have granted the 
land by proper conveyances. And that is perfectly clear in 
itself. A careful analysis of the statutes leads one to the con- 
clusions reached by Judge Field in the case just referred to. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman misunderstood me. What 
I said was, that this question has not been decided in a suit in 
which the Government wasa party. The courts have frequently 
maintained the doctrine that the performance of the condition 
out of the time bound the grantor,if permitted to bedone. The 
courts have never decided the question, however, as to whether 
the Government of the United States, in the exercise of its sov- 
ereign power, can not assert its right of forfeiture. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I disagree with the gentle- 
man from Louisiana in that regard. I claim that the circuit 
court of Oregon, Justice Field presiding, did pass on that iden- 
tical question, and decided that the railroad company acquired 
an indefeasible title. Now, the gentleman from Louisiana is a 
lawyer, and he knows what the word ‘‘ indefeasible ” means in that 
connection. it is a title which can not be abrogated or taken 
away from the company by the Government of the United States 
by any such process as is contemplated in this bill. And why 
should we now attempt to unsettle the tifles of thousands of the 
— of these lands by the passage of such a bill as this? 

Why put the settlers, who purchased from the railroad com- 
panies, inte litigation and unsettle their interests, simply be- 
cause the gentleman from Louisiana says the Supreme Court 
of the United States has not formally passed upon the question? 

“ven without the expression of opinion of the various Attor- 
neys-General of the United States that have ruled upon it, and 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, as well as the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Field, I would still contend, sir, that it 
would be grossly unjust for the Government of the United 
States at this late day to pass this bill. 

How many miles of road are involved in this legislation? As 
I remember, the exact number has not been stated hereto- 
fore. I have the figures before me, and these show the fact that 
it affects 3,550 miles of railroad. It affects nearly twenty-five 
different land grants. The majority of these, with a very few 
exceptions, have been completed and the title has been granted 
by the Government of the United States. 

There is another principle that I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Louisiana in this matter, and that is 
this, that a these grants were in presenti, with a condition- 
subsequent, and the Government of the United States, after the 
expiration of the time limited in the grants has treated with 
the railroad companies as though the conditions had been com- 
plied with, the Government is now estopped from asserting any 
of these rights that it is claimed were reserved. There is alaw 
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hat all land- railroads shall 
states for 70 per cent of what is given to other co1 npanic 
re is another condition: that they shall transport the Army 
nunitions of war of the United States for 50 per cent of 
what is paid to other companies. With thefull knowlec 
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Government of the United States having gone on a requir 
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The SPEAKE ay spi ere The time allowed to the ¢ itle- | 

n from I:linois h 

fr. HOPKINS of [lin ‘1 hope the gentleman from [ow 

yield to me five minutes longer. 
LACEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, I have not the time 
to elaborate th > Ps int I have just suggested; but there is an- 
other question r 1 by the gentleman from Louisiana that I 


Lit 
itement, as I understood him on 
yesterday, that there is a distinction between the grant to States 
as trustees to convey title to the land granted for railroad pur- 
poses and those cases where the grant has been made directly 
to the corporations themselves. 

He admitted in his argument that where the grant was direct 
to the company the title was good; but he contended that 
where it was to the States no title passed, and undertook to 
compare that condition, in response to an inquiry of mine, to 
the case of a grant by an individual of the power of attorney to 
another individual to do a certain thing. I stated that there 
was a Wide distinction between his illustration and the law, but 
[had no opportunity to point out to him in what respect, nor 
1ave I the time now to indulge in any illustration. But I call 
iis attention to the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, reported 
in 21 Wallace, where the identical question in controversy be- 
tween us was passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The State of Wisconsin held certain lands under a grant of 
such a character as the gentleman described, and through its 
agent undertook to recover of Harriman for the value of logs 
which had been cut and taken by him on land covered by one 
of these grants. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
recover? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He put in as a defense, that inas- 
much as the railroad had not been completed within the ten 
years and that the State had not exercised its power of trustee 
to convey the title to the company, it was powerless in the 


desire to note. ie made the st 


That is, the railroad company undertook to 


premises, and that the wrong plaintiff had been brought into | 


the suit; that the United States was the proper plaintiff, and 
that therefore the case could not be maintained against him. 

The Supreme Court of the United States held that the grant 
wasa grant in presenti, with a condition-subsequent, precisely as 
a grant to the railroad in the first instance, and that recovery 
could be had for the trespass complained of, holding clearly the 
principle that the State after the e xpiration of the ten years, in 
the absence of any action on the part of the General Governme nt, 
had the right to treat with the companies the same as it did 
within the limits of the ten years, and that any person ac yuir- 
ng title under such condition would have as indefeasible a title 
as if it had been conveyed within the time fixed in the original 
grant. 

That is not set forth in the report in the exact terms I have 
here used, but I cite the principle laid down by the court in that 
case; and I go further, and say that every decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States from that time down to this 
has been in ee: woth that decision. 

It is utterly useless, Mr. Speaker, aye, more than that, it is 
almost criminal, for | this Congress, therefore, to undertake to 
unsettle the title to these vast areas of land in the various States 
where land grants have been given to the State for such pur- 


poses. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I will ask the gentleman if he does not 
know that an individual could not raise that question, because 
it was a collateral question, which he had not the right to raise, 
and that nobody but the State or sove reignty could do it, and 
that the State or sovereignty always can do it? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But m the case that I have cited 
the Supreme Court decided that the State of Wisconsin was the 
proper plaintiff, and not the United States Government, as was 
contended by the defendant in that case. 
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Mr. HUTCHESON. But the principle : 
( d not raise tl stion. 

\ LOPKINS of Illino Che State had tos] title is ) 
first instance in order to maintain its standing in court Do 
not tl itleman know that before the value of the lo 
be L tlt l t be hown in the plaintiff? it 1 
t } f | Co » 
lo 1 Ore I the > ft | ! y STAT 
\ itle i ’ in trove 
to f * the V l of the 1 oes m io l t : woul 

) 1\ io] » individual purehas ai 
) i vay company, as the case micht be. 
QOUTGC Will the gentlemanallow me to h ' 


Vir. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 





Mr. QUIGG. Ifit is true that an in an 
action, does not that constitute an es} ld 


def 1d his ri¢hts? 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I grant that the gentleman from 





New York [Mr. QuiGa@]| is correct in his query. But, Mr. 
Speaker, from any and every standpoint this bill should be de 
feat ° 

\s [stated in my opening remarks, when this bill forfe ting 
morethan 50,000,000 acres of land was passed in the | ‘ifty-fi t 
Congress, it was supposed that that would end land-grant for 


feiture bills in this House forever, and ~ isands upon thou 
sands of settlers have acquired title to real estate that is in- 
volved in this bill, whoss title would be ‘an wnd 
would be compelled to go into court to assert their rights if thi 
bill should become a law 

This bill is in the interest of land lawyers 
of citizens. No fair-minded and honest 
port it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LACEY. I yield twenty minutes to the gent 
New York [Mr. DANTELS]. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the limited time 
which is allowed for discussing the important questions involved 
in this bill, it will be necessary to condense as much as possi! 
the remarks which I now propose to submit to the House. 

Inorder to determine the wisdom and justice of this bill, it is 
proper, in my judgment, to look back prior to the time w he 0 
laws making railway grants were enacted by Congress. W 
may then be able to see the occasion which led to those enact 
ments, and to the concessions which were so generally made to 
companies throughout the United States and in Terri 
tories for the construction of new and extended lines of railway 

At that time, it will be remembered, the extremities of tl 
country were certainly more than 3,000 miles apart. Ther: 
was no means of ready transit or communication between those 


‘ 345 rr +hy : : ty + +7 
extremities. The Northwest was increasing with populat i 


, and no other clas 
man can afford to sup- 


‘man irom 


railway 
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There was a desire to make the land of those States and Territ 
ries immediately available to the people of the United St ites 
It could not ve e under the then existing mode of transit, in 
such a manner as to satisfy the re yuir ments and the demands 
of the migrating portion of the population. 

The consequence was thatit became important at once for Con 


rress to undertake in some manner to secure the construction 
of railways from the East to the Western portion of the country. 
At that time the only rules and regulations, the ~—_ 
pase binding one part of the country to the other s 

treme West was concerned, were the provisions of ‘the on- 
etiiation of the United States. Tiere was no means of Loca 
communication or of reasonably fair transit from one part of the 
country to the other Persons who went to the Northwest or 
Pacific coast for settlement were substantially isolated 
and cut off from the residue of the country. 

In military operations there was no means of rapidly movin 
the Army from one part of the country to the other, and it be- 
came important, in the judgment of the people, as well as of the 

uthorities, that some measures should be taken for the con 
~uction and extension of railways into this Westernand North- 
western portion of the country. The subject was made a matter 
of discussion and examination, but private capital was too cau- 
to engage in an attempt to constructso formidable and ex- 
ten ive a work as a railway through to the Pacific Ocean. 
ae vas appalled at the idea, and of course added to that was 


to the 
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Ay robe ability that there was no fair amount of revenue that 
could be expected to be returned from the ae and oper L- 
tions of such a railway. It could notaccordingly be constructed 


by individual enterprise. That was entirely outof the question. 
And when the sentiment of the people upon the subject seemed 
to concenter in the necessity of the construction of railways of 
this character across the Continent, the attention of Congress 
became specially directed to it, and it was found important to 
consider upon what terms, so far as the public was concerned, 
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these great enterprises could be constructed, maintained, and 
carried into elect. 

Where private capital was entirely inadequate to produce the 
range of improvements which were necessary, then it became a 
matter of indispensable requirement that Congress should in- 
terfere; and inasmuch as it could not advance money to aid and 
assist in the construction of these great works, it proposed to 
concede to the companies that were formed for the purpose of 
constructing these works a large amount of public territory, 
which in the end it was hoped would make these enterprises 
successful. 

These concessions on the part of Congress to these corpora- 
tions were made upon a fair and bona fide consideration. It 
was a necessity for the promotion of the prosperity of the coun- 
try, for the purpose of securing its unity, that these railroads 
should be constructed. The duty was imperative on the part of 
Congress that some assistance of a public character should be 
extended to the construction of these great works, and the only 
means by which Congress could lend its assistance and the de- 
sire and wishes of the people could be carried into effect by the 
aid and assistance of Congress was to make concessions of public 
lands to the corporations that were proposing to construct these 
railways; and these concessions were made upon the considera- 
tion that if the railways were constructed the Government and 
the people would receive thereby a fair equivalent for the value 
of the lands which were conceded to the corporations to aid and 
assist in these great works. Besides that,Congress simply con- 
ceded every alternate section of land, with the senoetailie that 
the construction of these works would also enhance the value 
and salability of those sections reserved by the Government. 

In all respects it acted judiciously and carefully in providing 
mens so far as the concessions of land were concerned for the 
indorsement of the construction of these great enterprises. It 
was by this means that these corporations were brought into ex- 
istence, as much at the instance of Congress and of the masses 
of the people of the United States as it was at the instance of 
the persons who were immediately connected with the construc- 
tion and promotion of these enterprises. 

The lands were not available at once. They could not be sold, 
and the money realized from them that was necessary for the 
purpose of creating these railways. The consequence was that 
the corporations went into the market and obtained subscribers 
to their stock, and the advancement of money, upon the faith 
that the Government would stand by its concession, and these 
people in the end would be reimbursed for their advances, and 
that they would be secured some measure of profit for their ad- 
vances by the fact that this land should finally be sold at a 

rofit, and their proceeds made available forthe payment of the 
indebtedness incurred by the companies. 

Now, to pass a bill of this character after the railways have 
been built, and to attempt to forfeit this land, if that can be 
done, is certainly a most transparent injustice to the companies 
and to the people who have advanced their moneys in this man- 
ner, and wbo have relied upon the faith of the United States in 
maintaining the concessions that were made for these objects. 

But, without pursuing this subject so far as to intrench fur- 
ther upon the little time I have, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to another matter which arises here, and stands di- 
rectly in the way of the enactment of a bill of this character, 
and it is this: 

While the law provided in the case of these railways that the 
land should be forfeited unless the railways were constructed 
by a particular time specified in the law, yet when that time 
arrived and the railways had been partially built but were not 
completed, there was no action taken on the part of Congress 
or on the part of any Department of the Government looking to 
the forfeiture of these lands by reason of the fact of this delay 
which had intervened. On the contrary, the authorities —— 

Mr. DUNN. May Iask the gentleman a question? Is it not 
a principle of law that a limitation of that character does not 
run against the public, for the benefit of the people. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; I do not think it is. I think the 
ublic are chargeable with laches precisely the same as an in- 
ividual; if they rest upon their rights without asserting them, 

the same as if they had no rights at all, then it is laches, and 
when they are in a position in which an individual can not get 
relief in court of chancery the people would be in precise!y the 
same condition. 

But this is what I desire to call the attention of the House to, 
and that is that Congress and the Departments of the Govern- 
mont failed to assert a right to take any advantage of this de- 
fault, if a default took place, in the construction of these works, 
but permitted them to go on until the railways were fully con- 
— in many instances, and which are to be affected by this 

ill. 

So that if the Government can forfeit the right to these lands 


and reinvest itself with the title. then it has not only the lang 
which was given to aid in and indirectly devoted to the con. 
struction of the railways, but it has all the advantages of tho 
railways too. Sir, there is no law, no administration of law, in 
any tribunal of this country or of England that has ever sanc 
tioned a measure of iniquity like that 

Now, take the case of an individual. Suppose my friend here 
has 100 acres of land that he desires to have cleared. He con- 
veys to another person 50 acres upon the consideration that this 
other person shall clear the 100 acres in a certain time, and ifhe 
does not clear it within the time the deed for the 50 acres is to 
be void. The man fails to fulfill the contract within the time: 
at the expiration of the time the land is not cleared, but it is 
partially cleared. The man has performed in part his agreement. 
The man who deeded the property which was to be cleared does 
not intervene and make any objection to the continued prosecu- 
tion of the work. 

The man who received the conveyance and who holds his 
property subject to the right of forfeiture for his default goes 
on and completes the work; he clears the 100 acres. Now, will 
any person insist that the law would permit the grantor under 
such circumstances to come in and insist upon a forfeiture of 
the grant by reason of the nonfulfillment of the condition within 
the time originally specified? 

Or suppose, furthor, that a person is engaged in building a 
house foranother, and acontract has been made that the construc- 
tion must be finished within a certain time. The builder fails to 
complete the work by that time, but the owner permits him to 
go on and finish the house. Under such circumstances the law, 
so far as my observation has extended, will not permit the per- 
son for whom the house was built to come in and say, after the 
work is finished, he having failed to make objection at the ex- 
piration of the limited time, that there had been a failure to per- 
form the workand that under the circumstances he is entitled to 
take the benefit of the work done and materials furnished with- 
out paying the compensation agreed to be paid. 

There are no principles which can be applied to individuals 
under circumstances of this character which are not equally ap- 
plicable to a proceeding on the part of the United States Gov- 
ernment. The law will not permit either a government, a cor- 
poration, or an individual to allow a person to proceed with the 
performance of obligations of this character after the time has 
expired when the performance should, by the contract, be com- 
pleted, and then when the work has been done endeavor to 
avoid the payment of a proper consideration for the services 
thus rendered. The law is notchargeable with such injustice; 
and this is probably the first occasion when so iniquitous a meas- 
ure as this been brought before Congress for its approval. 

When the act of 1890 was passed it was supposed that was the 
end of the attempt to forfeit the property of these railroad com- 
panies for a failure to fully construct their railways in time; 
and that act was made applicable only to so much of the railways 
as was not at the time constructed. And the committee in their 
report on this bill use this language with reference to that act: 

It practically gave the roads all they claimed, and took back whatas a 
rule they did not want. 

Thus it is conceded by the language of the report itself that 
the effect of the previous act was to leave all the property in the 
hands of the corporations that had carried out in the best of 
faith these enterprises for which they Were to receive these re- 
wards, and that these companies were to remain subsequently 
to that time undisturbed. 

Now, the principle is also well settled that Congress has no 
power to interefere with or disturb rights of this character by 
subsequent legislation. This bill has not only that avowed pur- 
pose, but it seeks to embrace in the forfeiture all the lands that 
were conceded andconveyed by the previousacts to railway com- 
panies which have completed their roads but failed to construct 
them within the time provided. 

It is conceded upon the face of the bill that the work which 
wus to be performed by these companies has since been done; 
that the public has received the consideration for which the 
lands were given; that all theadvantages expected to be secured 
have been obtained; that no wrong has been inflicted upon the 
public in any respect whatever, but that it has gained every- 
thing which it expected to gain through these concessions of 
public property. 

And now, after this result has been secured, itis proposed that 
Congress shall come in and say to these railway companies, ‘‘ It 
is true that you have substantially fulfilled your obligations, 
with our assent, you have supplied the people and the country 
those railways which by the laws making these concessions of 
property you were to give them as a recompense for such prop- 
erty; yet inasmuch as you failed to complete your roads within 
the exact hour, or day, or month, or year when it was rovided 
that the roads should be completed, we will forfeit all this prop- 
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erty and leave you to sustain the burdens to which you have 
been subjected in the expectation of reinbursement from the 
proceeds of these lands,” 

There is no instance, it seems to me, where there has been 
so flagrant an attempt on the part of the legislative body of a 
government of thischaracter, or of any government, to overrule 
the bona fide action of individuals or corporations in con- 
structing works for the use of the public, and to forfeit their 
rights and revest them in the Government on account of mere 
delay. 

But, sir, this can not be done by legislation. If there has been 
a forfeiture of any part of this property, the Government of the 
United States is in a position to recover it. The forfeiture can 
not be created or declared by a bill of this character. It does 
not appertain to the province or jurisdiction of this House or of 
the legislative department of the General Government to de- 
clare a forfeiture where, in point of fact, there is no ground for 
such forfeiture. 

Mr. BOATNER. 

Mr. DANIELS. 
ceed. 

I wish to call attention to a remark made in a case decided by 
the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin in Rowan vs. The 
State (30 Wis., 146, 147). The subject of discussion was the con- 
stitutional provision that no person shall be deprived of life, lib- 
erty, or property without due process of law; and a corporation 
is a person within the meaning of this provision of the Consti- 
tution. The court in that case, construing that provision, said: 

The better and larger definition of due process of law is that it means 
Jaw in its regular course of administration through courts of justice. By 
the lawof the land the meaning is that any citizen shall hold his life, lib- 
erty, property and immunities, under the protection of general rules which 
govern society. And the terms law of the land, and due process of law, 
mean that, whera rights are acquired by the citizen under the existing 
law, there is no power in any branch of the Government to take thom away, 
but when they are held contrary to the existing law, or are forfeited by its 
violation, then they may be taken from him, not by anact of the Legislature, 
but in the due administration of the law itself before the judicial tribunals 
of the State. 

According to these principles there is no room whatever for 
legislation of this character. Either the right to forfeit this 
property exists or it does not exist; and whether it does or not 
is a question for the courts to determine—not for the Legisla- 
ture of the Union, under the authority given by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. Lreserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just 
addressed the House seems to be impressed with the idea that 
the grantees under the several acts of Congress making appro- 
priation of public lands in aid of railway construction have acted 
in the best of faith; that this beneficent policy of the Govern- 
ment has been productive of the most magnificent results; that 
the Government has obtained as the price of its lands the sys- 
tems of railway which have been constructed, and that now it 
would be in bad faith—dishonest, so to speak—for the Govern- 
ment to seek to recover any of these lands after it has obtained 
the benefit of the construction of the roads. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman certainly can not have read 
and must be ignorant of the history of these railway land grants. 
He must be ignorant of the fact that the beneficence of the Gov- 
ernment has been prostituted to the very basest purposes; that 
the land grants which have been given by the Government in 
aid of the construction of roads have to a great extent been 
filched by the corporators and the benefit of those lands con- 
verted to their own use. 

Why, sir, look at the condition of these subsidized roads— 
these roads which the Government has aided not only with im- 
mense land grants, but with immense money subsidies. The 
constructors, the men who built them, the men who manipu- 
lated and handled them, are the millionaires whose wealth isthe 
wonder of the nation, while the roads which they have built are 
in the hands of receivers. The land grants have not been de- 
voted to the purposes for which they were intended by the 
United States when they were given, but have been diverted to 
the individual pockets of the men who have manipulated the 
roads. 

Sir, the gentleman was perfectly correct when he said that in 
advance of the opening up of the lands, in advance of the con- 
struction of the roads, in advance of the right to sell the lands, 
these men issued mortgage bonds upon this property in order to 
secure for themselves the advantage which was to be derived 
therefrom if by any chance the roads should not be constructed. 

In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad there was an issue 
of subsidy bonds to the extent of $10,000,000, divided among the 
corporators and stockholders as a bonus, upon which that rail- 


Will the gentleman allow me right there? 
My time is about to expire and I must pro- 





road company paid 10 per cent interest for many years, the 
amount thus paid equaling the principal of the bonds, all of 
which went into the pockets of the manipulators, who were in 
this way taking advantage of the beneficence of the Govern- 
ment and prostituting to their own individual gain the aid 
which had been extended by the Government. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there any proposition here to 
forfeitany grant which was made to any State or any road that 
was aided by a grant of the credit of the Government or bya 
money grant? The gentleman has been talking about the 
Union and Central Pacific roads. As I understand, they are not 
involved in this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iwas simply replying to the argument of 
the gentleman from New York |Mr. DANIELS] based upon the 
question of good faith and honesty. He urged thatit was wrong 
for us to take these lands, and I want to present to him and to 
this House the absurdity, if I may so speak, of extending equity, 
consideration, forbearance, beyond the terms of the contract, to 
corporations which are said to be soulless. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But you have been attacking the 
Union and Central Pacific roads, which received bond aid, and 
whose lands, as I understand, you do not propose to forfeit to 
the extont of an acre. 

Mr. BOATNER. I have stated to the gentleman that | have 
brought in this illustration in opposition to the argument of the 
gentleman from New York that these people are entitled tocon- 
sideration, equity, mercy, so tospeak, at our hands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But you are talking about the 
wrong people. 

Mr. BOATNER. I think not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You are talking about the wicked 
peop!e that the bill does not touch. Now, why do you not ad- 
dress yourself to that other branch of the question? 

Mr. BOATNER. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois thinks he 
can make this speech better than I can, perhaps [ had better 
yield the floor to him. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I rather think I could. 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr. BOATNER. I expect so, from your standpoint. Bu 


doubtless as there is time on that side of the House for the con- 
sideration of this matter, you can get all the time you want, and 
I can not consent that you shall dictate the line of my argument 
for me. 

I repeat now, [ refer to this because of the plea made by the 
gentlemanfrom New York to the House that we would be doing 
a great injustice by undertaking to adopt such legislation as this, 
in view of the fact that since these grants were made, and as an 
equivalent for the grants, as he seems to think, we have received 
the roads. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is an absolute waste of time to argue 
that the courts have held that the failure by the grantee to per- 
form the conditions-subsequent of the contract does not ipse 
facto forfeit the contract. No one denies that proposition. It 
is nothing more than acause of action on the partof the grantor 
to claim the forfeiture by reason of such failure. It is likewise 
a well settled principle of law that where a grantor permits the 
grantee to peform the conditions-subsequent, after the time 
named in the contract, that he is estopped by allowing that to 
be done, and can not thereafter claim the forfeiture on that 
ground. That has been the law as between individuals, I be- 
lieve, always. There is no question about that. 

But the question here presented is whether the United States 
Government, In the exercise of its sovereign power, has not a 
greater right to claim the forfeiture of a contract which by its 
specific terms, and in unequivocal language, declares that the 
grant shall be null and void and of no avail whatever unless the 
conditions specified in the contract are complied with. 

[ have admitted all along that the Government of the United 
States can not exercise its right to the prejudice of innocent 
third persons. If the Government makes agranttoA B, which 
permits certain property to be disposed of to another party or 
parties, which is a grant, known in the language of the law as 
a grant in presenti, and gives possession to A B, with authority 
to sell or mortgage, and the Government subsequently revokes 
the grant on the ground that the ‘‘condition subsequent” had 
not been complied with, the purchasers or mortgagers could 
successfully maintain that their contracts with the grantee were 
authorized by the actof Congressand that they were not affected 
by the laches or fault of the grantee. 

But the condition presented here is entirely different. Tho 
Government has reserved the right in express terms to resume 
these grants in the event of a failure to perform the condition 
subsequent, and if any right may remain in the grantee then 
the Government has the right to resume possession by the for- 
feiture of the property. 
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Of course if the grantee has parted with it by lawful title be- 
fore the right of forfeiture is exervised there is nothing to for- 
feit. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask where is the equity in arguing 
that the Government shall leave that property in the hands of a 
corporation which has not complied with its condition, instead 
of taking it back for the benefitof the people? Will anyone say 
that the r ays havo not been more than sufficiently rewarded 
for what ‘they have done in the construction of their lines? 
Will anyone say that the Government is under any obligation to 
the Union Pacific Railroad, that owes to-day not only every 


dollar of t ubsidy bonds issued in aid of the construction of 
the line, but every dollar of the interest on these bonds, from 
the day they were issued until this time? 

Will anyone say that the Government is under any obligation 
to the Central Pacific Railroad, or that it is under any obliga- 
tion, morally or equitably, to the Northern Pacific Railroad, 
each of which roads received more from the Government than 
was sufficient to build and equip the entire line, and to leave 

them the property, a mere gift from the generous public of the 

United States? 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. BOA'TNER. Task the gentleman from Arkansas to yield 
to me a few minutes longer. 

Mr. McRAK. I yield ten minutes longer to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana now allow me a question as to the scope of the bill? I de- 
sire to obtain information from him. 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Take, for instance, the Northern 
Pacific Road, which I understand commences at Duluth and 
runs substantially to the Pacific Ocean, and which was not 
completed in time: Does this bill forfeit all the lands along the 
line of that road granted by act of Congress, from Duluth clear 
through to Puget Sound, or only the land along the road co- 
terminous with the line of the road that was not completed 
within the time fixed in the granting act? 

Mr. BOATNER. This bill only forfeits the lands which were 
not earned within the time. The terms of thegranting act pro- 
vide that as the roads are constructed certain areas of the pub- 
lic lands shall be given to them. When another section is com- 
picted and certified, they get the additional land subsidy, and 
this act strikes only at that portion of the subsidy claimed to 
be earned beyond the time fixed in the original law or granting 
act. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend think that we 
have the power to forfeit from Duluth clear west? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly you would not have the power to 
forfeit any except that which was not earned in the time fixed 
by law. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But was not the grant as a whole? 

Mr. BOATNER. No; the grant was not as a whole, if the 
law provided that upon the construction of a section of 20 
miles of the road so many acres of landshould be granted to the 
road. That land was earned, even if no more road was ever con- 
structed. Then, if another section was constructed, why, the 
road earned so much more land, and so on until the limit was 
reached. The road not constructed at the time the limit was 
reached did not earn the grant allowed for that portion of the 
road. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that,as to the Northern Pacific, the time expired when 
the road had reached Bismarck, in Dakota; so that, under this 
bill, all the lands conterminous with the completed line of road 
westward from Dakota into the State of Washington will be for- 
feited, a reach of over 1,000 miles. 

Mr. BOATNER. If that be the fact, it would be a misfor- 
tune to the company. It would be by the terms of the contract 
and by reason of the law of the case and by reason of the fact 
that the railroad company did not earn the land according to 
the terms of the donation made to it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The original act gave them a certain 
length of time. They did not complete it within that time. A 
subsequent act of Congress extended the time. Yet this bill 
will reach back to the time fixed in the original act, will it not? 

Mr. BOATNER. I submit to the gentleman that that is mere 
quibbling. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
not earned in time. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
was. 


The timeof the gentleman from 


How is it? 
This bill only forfeits the lands which were 


Under the original act? 
Oh, no; under the law, whatever the law 
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Mr. BOATNER. This act refers to the acts conveying thess 
grants. It does not refer to any particular grant. It refers to 
all the acts making the grants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to come down to the question of these Stata 
grants, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKIns] cites t] 
case Of Schulenberg vs. Harriman in support of his content 
that Congress is powerless to revoke the grants to the Stat 
aid of the construction of railroads. As I stated yester 
there is a stipulation in every one of these acts to this effe 

That the lands hereby granted to said Stateshall be disposed of by sa 
State only in manner following, that is to say, that a quantity of land, ; 
exceeding 120 sections for each of said roads, and included within a conti; 
uous length of 20 miles of each of said roads, may be sold; and when the 
governor of said State shall certify tothe Secretary ofthe Interior that ar 
20 continuous miles of any of said roads iscompleted, then another quantit 
of land hereby granted, not to exceed 120 sections for each of said roads 
having 20 continuous miles completed as aforesaid, and included within a 
& continuous length of 20 miles of each of such roads, may be sold; and so 
from time to time, until said roads are completed; andif any of saidr 
is not completed within ten years, no further sale shall be made, 
Jands unsold shall revert to the United States. 

Now, I ask as a matter of common sense, if the governor: 
the several States had any other authority tosell this land than 
that conferred by the act of Congress, and if the act of Congres 
expressly provides that they shall sell no land after a certai! 
time, upon what principle of law or common sense is it to b 
contended that the sales are valid, or that the title is carrie: 
out of the United States to the vendees of the State, or to th 
railroad company? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
interrupt him there? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the language of the Supreme Court in the Schulen- 
berg case, on pages 62 and 63. On page 62 I find the following 

The provision in the act of Congress of 1856, that all lands remaining un 
sold after ten years shall revert to the United States if the road benot then 


completed, is nc more thana provision that the grant shall be voidifa 
dition-subsequent be not performed 


oa 
} 


and 11 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


con 


On page 63, in speaking of that, the decision says: 

Acessation of sales in that event is implied in the condition that tho 
lands shali then revert; if the condition be not enforced the power to se! 
continues as before its breach, limited only by the objects of the grant and 
the manner of sale prescribed in the act. 


Mr. BOATNER. My answer to that is, it is a clear obit 
dictum, and that the question was not before the court. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, well 

Mr. BOATNER. Iadmit that if that authority is law, it is 
dead against the position which I assume. There is no way of 
dodging that. I admit that if it is law; it is conclusive against 
the position which I take; but I say that it is not the law; that 
it has not the force of an adjudication, because the point it 
appears to decide was not involved in any question before the 
court. Now, if the gentleman will not interrupt me, in the 
Schulenberg case, which he cites, the agent of the State of Wis- 
consin had replevied some timber which had been cut upon rail 
way land grants. 

The parties who had the logs set up a dual defense, that the 
land either belonged to the railway company or belonged to the 
United States, that the State of Wisconsin had parted with its 
title to the railway company, and hence had no standing in court, 
or, if it had not, under the terms of the granting act the land 
had reverted to the United States. The question was thensurely 
one of title, whether the United States owned the land, whether 
the State of Wisconsin owned the land, or whether the railway 
company owned the land. , 

The court said the railway company did not own it, because 
the State of Wisconsin was without power to part with the title 
conferred upon it by the United States, except on the terms and 
conditions carried by the granting act. Those terms and con- 
ditions were, as I have stated, that the land could be sold for the 
benefit of the road as the road was constructed, in sections, and 
that as the grant was the sole basis of the power of the State to 
sell, the State could not go beyond the conditions of the grant, 
which condition had not been performed. 

Therefore the title of the State had not vested in the railroad. 
The title remained in the State simply because Congress had not 
forfeited it, simply because Congress had not taken it back. 
The State of Wisconsin held it as a trustee of Congress for cer- 
tain purposes. ‘The deed of trustor mandate, or power of attor- 
ney, authorized the State to sell within acertain time. Now, 
there was nothing before the court to lead the court to say that 
the State of Wisconsin could go on thereafter and make title to 
that road. That was no elementofthe discussion between them. 

The only discussion was as to whether the land then belonged 
to the State, the United States, or the railroad company. The 
court held that the legal title was in the State, because the 
grant was in presenti, which carries the power of disposition 
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terms and conditions, and Congress not having 
the title, after the expiration of the time within 
could sell the land, the legal title rested in the 


to revocation at the option of Congress, 


non certain 
n back 
which the Stat 


subject 





Therefore I say that that expression of opinion of the court 
is a clear obiter dictum, and we are entitled to have a de- 
‘ yn of the Supreme Court upon this vital and important ques- 
eSP LK BR pyro Che time of } ent 1an has 
yred 
* HOPKINS of ] is. Will leman allow me jus 
inute? 
IcCRAEK. The gentleman will have to get it from 
i {| have promised all my time. [I yield to the 1 
n from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] twenty minut 
r. He [LANw olds hisrema for revi . > a 
r. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, the fact that the 
trict which I represent in this body is very largely interested 
1 this question of the forfeiture of railroad ‘tends that extend- 
through my district from — to south, nearly or quite 
niles,and from one boundary to the other, these railroad 
aunts have t been made, and that thousands of people there are 
vitally interested in this matter—this is my only excuse for pre- 
uming , address the House on this occasion. As Il am not a 
iwyer, I have no idea of contributing to the legal information | 


of members on this question. 
The whole debate thus far has been confined, I b 
wvyers of the House. I have taken the floor at 
order to ascertain, if pee what would be the 
bill is e d into law; that is my only: 
t part in the discussion. 


‘he gentleman from Alabama, who, 


elieve,to the 
this time in 
effect if this 


nacte 


ood lawyer, said yesterday: 
law does not take cognizance of the fact that the rancher is not ac 
ted with the law he } sumption is that all men know the law; 
norance of tl vw is no foundation for equitable relief 
[r. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama would require the 


ordinary rancher or pioneer to know more law than any lawyer 
this House or al of them 1p it together. 
[ shea 3d yesterday very attentively to the debate as 
on by the very able lawyers who participated in it. 
Now, if these le gral § rentlemen had only agreed upon the effect of 
i —what it meant—it would have been perfectly clear to 
us, and we would have known whether 
against the bill. But what one able lawyer declared to be the 
vy, another able lawyer disputed and declared that the law 
; entirely different. Andso, Mr. Speaker, I went away fr 
the House at the e the yesterday as much mysti- 


Ln 


carried 


i Ol 


om 


' 
ose O debate 


fied, as much in doubt, and in fact even moreso than w hen the « 
bate opened, and | belie ve that was the condition that prevailed 
with everybody who heard the debate. 


Mr. Speaker, [ desire to vote to forfeit all unearned lands 
nted to railroads, and I think every member of the House 
would vote for that proposition standing alone; that is to say, 
all lands that should, in peatiee toward all citizens, be restor 
to the public domain. but I hesitate to vote for this bill as it 
stands from the fear that it unsettles the titles to many farms 
and will do a great wrong to many thousands of settlers who 
have in years past, acting under their best judgment andalways 
in accordance with the law, 
the representatives of the United States Government, 
gone on to public lands or have bought lands of corporat 
and built themselves homes. 

Now, then, if the purpose of this bill is to forfeit the unearned 
lands, and is not to wrong or disturb the titles of those Ameri- 
can citizens who have acquired their rights under the laws, its 
supporters can not object to making the bill as absolutely clear 
in this respect, protecting these settlers 
ment can be. I, although not a lawyer, am pretty well satisfied 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
will make the bill clear, and a refusal to incorporate this amend- 
ment, or some amendment substantially the same, I must take 
to mean that the object of this bill is not the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, but has another object. I have heard it intimated 
that it was somewhat in the character of a political bill, to be 
launched at this particular time. 

[ will not so regard it until I am forced to. No political con- 

sideration will influence my vote upon this bill; I will unhesi- 
tatingly vote against it, regardless of the popularity of the cry 
against and the denunciation of railr vad corporations, unlessI am 
convinced that it is a just bill and for a good purpose. 
bill is presented [ will not vote for it, because we had the testi- 
mony yesterday of able lawyers supporting this bill, that it 
would in certain cases absolutely confiscate the farms and homes 
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It willt ith the right of any settler who has u from 
railroad company that had authority to se but it does propose to take 
ba to the neral Go nment all the lands granted to ! 
par i » the terms and condit 
au r l 
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in this connectio 
1itte Lis bill n 
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by anyon vant to stat 
t I Ho ) ‘nm and Cen 
{ Califo L. station on 
ithern Pa ». drove for 
10 miles ac : t i say, it w 
veross an } y] j : ume t 
place of ab es that had been improved. 
man ofsome wealth had gone there and put d Lan ar 
ll: wot 2 good flow of water: threw up an embankm 
of the earth, 3 or 4 feet high, constructing a large r ‘voir; h 
then planted 5 acres of it to alfalfa. He was just beginning to 
cut | sventh crop of alfalfa from that piece of Sacres. H 
had previously, that season, cut 49 tons of first-class alfalfa hay 
i from these 5 acres. He had fruit trees of nearly all descripti 


crowing luxuriantly. 


He had demonstrated what could be done with the desert | 
the aid of water and artificial irrigation. There was no other 
improvement within 10 miles of him. Now, then, the ordinary 
American citizen or individual who goes upon the public land 
to m ies a home, could not have gone out on that desert and 


made that improvement. 
The well cost nearly a thous 
re mt ist 


nd 


be some kind of 


dol ars. To handlet 


‘ranization of 


T r 
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| of mer Well, the result here was thi : The land as it lay wa 
not worth a cent an ac would not support a jack-rabbit; it 
in an arid section, w he sve the rainfall is very slight. Men of 
neans purchased large tracts of the railroad comp: = , noton! 
in the grant, but in the limits of the indemnity lands. They 
| spent many thousands of dollars in bringing the wate ron t 
lan They then offered these lands to settlers at variou 
| 3, $10 and $20 and upwards an acre oftentimes, and hur 
a ds of sett rs have th purchased their homes. Th ur’ 
in most cases given long time and a reasonable rate of inter 
ty for their homes, and with the water upon that land th 
s absolut ly certain of succes ‘ding as anyone in any oO 
lecitima jusiness can be. 
hese vast plains never can be settled to any extent 
ul efforts. They can only be brought under cultivation 
the way that they are doing it now. Now, sir, as I unde 
the able lawyers of the House this ll will conf te th ro 
el of mat y of these settlers. 
I") ct re to in the bill, act of 1890, of which I u 
derstand a Y man from Indiana said at the tin W 
I 1 that ‘set led this whole question ” of the protection « 
railroad lands. The ee must have been mistaken in t 
tatement he made, otherwise there would be no reaso 
| ever for tl eaeenmnaianat ten aeeling bill. 
Under that act the citizen must have possession o 
l, wri ontract with, or license from the State or corpor L 
to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to J 
. 188 
lhat is c years ag ), and although going upon the la do 
ing the best they could, settling on them under the law as far 
as they could get title from the Land Office, they are estopped 
by this bill from any rights which they may have acquired. 
The gentleman from Indiana said that this bill would effectually 
settle the matter for all time. He must have been mistaken, as 


this shows. 


Others have gone onto the lands, in the lan 


with bon ‘ure title thereto by 


y have made improv 


purchas 


a fide int« 
: ements 


col ration 
lary, 1890 
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hat is four years ago. So thatas it stands to-day ev 
of these people on the lands in question, that had 
menced the improvements on their lands within the four years 
will find them confiscated by the provisions of this bill. 

Now, [ not going to consider the wrongs done in all of the 
years past in the granting of millions of acresof lands and the 
issuing of bonds tv these railroads. But to punish the railroad 
companies and ourselves for our own negligence I do not pro- 
pose to walk over the prostrate industries and assist in 
struction of the farms of thousands of settlers which, as we un- 
derstand from all of the lawyers, this bill does. The railroads 
have secured millions of acres of good lands. This bill may re- 
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store some to the public domain, but it unsettles the question 
of titles of many settlers on the public lands, 

If I understood the several able lawyers yesterday this bill 
provides for the absolute annulment of United States patents in 
certain cases, That was the argument of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, because it is admitted that in certain cases the land 
bas been sold, and I believe patents granted where the railroad 
company was not authorized by the terms of the grant to do so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said before—perhaps it is un- 
necessary to repeat it—I am not a lawyer, but having in view 
the assertion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB] as to 
the duty of everyone to know the law, I have read and have 
been told a great many times that the foundation of all law was 
a contract, and I believe that the foundation upon which all 
civilization rests is the sacredness of contracts, and when con- 
tracts are lightly repudiated there is no basis left for confidence 
between men, nor security for property or person. We should 
hesitate long before we unsettle the foundation of our Govern- 
ment. It should be known that when the Government of the 
United States makes a contract it must be fulfilled, unless it 
can clearly shown that willful and deliberate fraud has been ac- 
complished. 

It is the most serious charge that I or anyone can bring against 
the Democratic party to-day, that it has deliberately, by the 
passage of the Wilson bill, repudiated without notice the sol- 
emn contract this Government entered into with its own citi- 
zens in respect to the sugar bounty. A contract, not only im- 
plied, but expressed in words, enacted into law, fixing the time 
that the contract should begin to run, and the time it should 
end. After the citizens, reiying upon the faith and contract of 
the United States, had expended large sums of money to build 
factories, and as in many parts of my district, the farmers had 
organized companies among themselves to build factories, had 
prepared and planted their land, then the Government abrogates 
the contract it made. 

In view of this outrage, what security, what guaranty can the 
people of the United States have that this Government, while 
administered by the Democratic party, will regard any pledge, 
any contract, or keep faith with anyone? They can have none. 
If such a contract can be lightly repudiated, any other can be, 
and it is not surprising, perhaps, that the proposition to annul 
United States patents should so coolly be proposed to this 
House. 

Iam confident, Mr. Chairman, that at the first opportunity 
offered the people of the United States will repudiate any party 
that repudiates and nullifies the contracts entered into by the 
United States with its citizens. 

And now, I repeat, if the supporters of this bill have but the 
single purpose in view of forfeiting the unearned land grants 
that should be forfeited, they will not refuse to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, which makes the bill 
clear. If this isnot done we have reason to believe that the bill 
is introduced for political purposes, and I shall not vote for it. I 
have lived for a quarter of a century among the people whosent 
me here; they know my position upon the railroad question, and 
that no clamor will deter me from doing what I think is right 
in this matter. Make it clear that the rights of innocent pur- 
chasers and owners of these lands are secured and I am with 
you. 

I was advised by a friend to vote for this bill anyway, even if 
not amended; that it was better to vote wrong than to vote 
right and be obliged to explain. Well, when I am right I can 
afford to explain. 

One gentleman, a good lawyer and who hassat upon the bench 
as a judge, in conversation yesterday, admitted that the bill 
would unsettle the title of many farmers, but he would vote to 
forfeit all the lands and then let the innocent settlers and pur- 
chasers apply to the United States for relief. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in view of my efforts to obtain justice for 
the 1,200 setilere on public lands, on the indemnity lands inCal- 
ifornia, I do not think it is a very poounnt outlook for the set- 
tlers to proceed that way. The United States is pretty slow. 
I shall not vote te add to the number of settlers to be placed in 
the position of those of Tulare and Kern, especially when the 

able lawyers of this House declare it is a bad precedent to estab- 
lish, that the Government should keep faith and do justice to 
the settler on public lands to whom it has issued a patent. 

Gentlemen talk of the robberies and wrongs committed upon 
the people by the railroad corporations. hat these wrongs 
have been committed no ene denies. But are we going to right 
these wrongs by now robbing thousands of settlers who have be- 
come innocent purchasers of these lands? And this is what 
this bill, without the amendment I have alluded to, admittedly 
does. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS.] 
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Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill pending before the 
House, as [ understand its provisions, contemplates the absolute 
confiscation of more than 50,000,000acres of land. Thequestiong 
presented to us are, first, the expediency of this proposed legisla- 
tion; and, secondly, the legal right of the Government to carry 
out the provisions of the bill proposed to be enacted. 

I shall not take very much time upon the first part of this in- 
quiry; itis enough for me to know that the Congress of the 
United States in past years has deemed it wise, in order to en- 
courage the building of public thoroughfares to the Pacific 
Ocean, as well as in other parts of the country, to make a dona. 
tion of the public land to certain corporations as an inducement 
to the promoters of such enterprises to carry them on; and | 
take it when Congress has given the publiclands to a syndicate 
of gentlemen who have undertaken the construction of the rail- 
road, and have gone on and constructed it, that they received 
that grant upona legal and for a valuable consideration. 

The suggestion was made by the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BOATNER] a few moments ago that all of these gentlemen 
had become very rich out of the proceeds of these lands, and 
that they had used the lands for their own private interest and 

purposes; that the sale of the lands had simply brought the money 
into their own pockets rather than those of other parties. But 
I submit that that consideration does not touch the merits of 
the bill presented. If the lands were granted to these men as 
an inducement to go on and construct the road, the lands be- 
long to them, and they had a perfectright, after they had com- 
plied with the conditions they undertook to perform, to put the 
proceeds of the sales into their own private pockets. 

If they have become wealthy in building these railroads they 
have done nothing more nor less than all men do who engage in 
enterprises of this kind. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we 
lose sight of the point of this bill when we undertake to travel 
outside and to condemn the men who have built the railroads 
of this country. It is not my province, it is not my duty, nor 
have I any desire, to commend the management of railroad 
builders in the United States. 

It is enough for me to know that, animated by a zeal that is 
worthy of the best of causes, they have given us four or five 
transcontinental lines to the Pacific Ocean. They have estab- 
lished a dozen States that are represented on the floor of this 
House; have brought them within the pale of civilization; have 
dotted the hillsides all over them with the homes of happy, con- 
tented families; have brought to the aggregate wealth of this 
country millions upon millions of dollars, and [ think that these 
facts alone are enough to atone for the ‘‘criminality ” that my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] charges tbem with. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr.Speaker, does the gentleman maintain 
that it was rightand proper for the incorporators of these roads 
to divert to their individual benefit the land grants which were 
given in aid of the construction of the roads? 

Mr. POWERS. Most assuredly I do, Mr. Speaker. If the 
Government gave these lands to these railroad companies—and 
when the gentleman says ‘“‘ incorporators” I suppose he means 
the companies - 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, the managers. 

Mr. POWERS. They gave these lands to them with the un- 
derstanding that they should go on and build these railroads, 
and the lands became their property. The lands were the quid 
pro quo given them for the building of the roads, and if the lands 
were their property, they had the right to sell the lands and put 
the proceeds in their pockets. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another consideration connected 
with this matter. The great railroads ofthis country that have 
reached the stage of completion have been compelled, most of 
them, to execute mortgages upon their franchises, upon their 
properties, and I suppose it to be the fact, although I have not 
given special attention to the matter, that every great railroad 
corporation in this country that has been aided by the Govern- 
ment has mortgaged the lands to raise money to build the road. 

Now, a mortgage is just as sacred in the eye of the law as an 
out-and-out deed. The rights of these mortgagees are just as 
complete and perfect as the right of asettler to asection of land 
which he has bought and upon which he has built his home- 
stead. So that when we consider the question of expediency in 
connection with this bill, we are bound to recognize the equi- 
table right of these security holders who have advanced their 
money by way of mortgage upon these lands, in order to enable 
the companies to carry out the purposes for which they were 
organized. 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker. There are a great number of 
people in this country who have taken the stock of these corpo- 
rations—widows, orphans, guardians, and trustees. People all 
over the country have invested their money in the stock of these 
corporations, and they have done it upon the faith and upon the 
trust that these lands constitute a partof the assetsof the corpo- 
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rations, so that their;money has been advanced upon the strength 
of that security. Now, this bill proposes to throw a cloud over 
their title. It proposes to impair the validity of their obliga- 
tions against these companies by reducing the companies still 
lower in the scale of insolvency than they have already reached. 
So that I think, upon the score of expediency, it isentirely clear 
that there is no present call for the passage of this bill. 

Now, upon the legal question, it is said that the Government 
has the right to confiscate these lands, because, forsooth, the rail- 
road corporations did not complete their work within the speci- 
fied time fixed in their charters. In other words, if they were 
twenty-four hours behind the time in the completion of a rail- 
road, it is plain that we should declare a forfeiture of their land 
grants. Is there any sense or propriety or decency in such a 
proposition? It seems to me not. Ido not know what the lan- 
guage of the various grantsis. There are a great many grants, 
I suppose. 

This bill not only reaches grants given to the roads that run 
across the continent, but I see by the map that was exhibited 
here yesterday that it covers Louisiana, Alabama, and a great 
many other States. I believe pretty much the whole of the 
States of lowa and Minnesota are embraced within the sweep- 
ing provisions of this bill. 
take, therefore, to argue what the provisions in the grants to 


these various railroad corporations were; but I have before me | 


a copy of the act granting the charter tothe Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and I undertake to say that there is noright 
whatever reserved to the Government to declare a forfeiture in 
that case. 

Section 3 of the act of 1864 which chartered this company and 
made this land grant provides: 

That there be and hereby is granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, 

* % % % & % e 
every alternate section of public lands. 

The conditions upon which that grant are made are specified 
in sections 8 and 9 of that act. Section 8 is: 

That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made and 
given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company uponand 
subject to the following conditions, namely: That the said company shall 
commence the work on said road within two years from the approval of this 
act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year after 
the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole 
road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. ue , 

Sec. 9. That the United States make the several conditioned grants herein, 
and that thesaid Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same, upon 
the further condition that if the said company make any breach of the con- 
ditions hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, 
in such case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may 
do any and all actsand things which may beneedful and necessary to insure 
a speedy completion of the said road. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only penalty named in the act grant- 
ing aid to the Northern Pacitic Railroad if it failed to complete 
its road within the stipulated time is found in the concluding 
words of section 9: 

The United States, by its Congress, may do any and all acts and things 
which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the 
said road. 

Nota word or syllable can be found anywhere in the act that 
looks to a forfeiture of the land grant. 

It is a matter of common kuowledge to laymen as well as law- 
yers that penal clauses in statutes are to be strictly construed. 
Nothing can be added to or taken from the consequences speci- 
fied, which are to follow wrongful acts or omissions of duty. If 
the penal clause names the consequence which is to follow, that 
and that alone is the only punishment available to the complain- 
ing party. Im this case the right of the Government to inter- 
vene—to turn off the Northern Pacific Company, and proceed 
itself in any necessary way to complete the road is the one sin- 
gle and only possible result of the failure of the Northern Pa- 
cific Company to discharge the duty imposed upon it by the act. 

If the Government had intended that a forfeiture of its land 
grant should follow a default in this behalf, it should have so 
ordained. It did not so ordain, therefore it can not now ordain 
it in this ex post facto legislation. 

It may be agreed that under the wording of this penal clause 
in section 9 the Government might, if it deemed it necessary to 
the completion of the road, annul the land grant and turn it 
over to other parties who would complete the road. Such a 
zontention I concede would be plausible, and I do not now stop 
to say that it would be illogical. 

But a close inspection of this language insection 9 shows that 
the only right reserved under it to the Government is to do those 
things necessary to insure the speedy completion of the road. It 
is nota right to punish the company and leave the building of 
the road unprovided for. It is a right, and a right only, to 
adopt means to a particular and clearly specified end; namely, 
to complete an unfinished work. It follows then ifthe Govern- 
ment does not avail itself of this rimht—if it does not intervene 
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while the work is uncompleted—does not enforce its reserved 
right to finish the work either by itself or by other agencies 
under its direction or by its authority, and suffers the company 
to go along after the law-day and complete the work, it has lost 
all benefit of this reservation of authority under section 9, and 
there is no default left upon which the penal language of the 
statute can operate. 

[am abundantly justified, then, in repeating what | said at 
the outset, that so faras the Northern Pacilic road is concerned 
there is no power now existing in Congress to declare a forfeit- 
ure of its land grant; and, this being so, am justifiedin replying 
as I did a moment since to the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. 
BOATNER] that it was entirely proper for this company to do 
what it pleased with the proceeds of the sales of these lands. 
The lands were donated to the company so that the company 
would have assets upon which money could be raised to build 
the road, and now that we have the road—have the very thing 
we bargained for—it looks like child’s play to be scolding be- 
cause we made a bad bargain and somebody else made a good 
one. 

But, Mr. Speaker, both parties, as I have pointed out, madea 
good bargain. On our part we have changed the colors of the 
northwestcorner of our territorial map—have brought new States 
into the family, and have multiplied the fabulous millions of our 
national wealth many fold. 

But, sir, there are humane considerations involved in this 
legislation that ought to condemn it in the eyes of all honest 
men. The bill at one blow confiscates all land granted to this 
company which happens to be located upon any section of the 
railroad which was not completed within the time specified ii 
the act. 

Many thousands of settlers are now living on these lands 
have opened up farms, built homes, and set up their household 
godsin the honest belief that they have good titles to their posses 
sions. You propose to turn these people off; to say to them itis 
true you have bought and paid for your homes in good faith; 
you have spent years of toil in developing your farms: you have 
taxed yourselves to build schoolhouses to give your children an 
education; you have built churches and court-houses, and have 
done everything and all things necessary and proper to be done 
to establish those houses and those communities of Christian 
homes that reflect more moral grandeur upon American civili- 
zation than all other agencies combined, nevertheless we are 
called upon to demand the forfeiture of all unearned grants of 
the public domain, and hence you must go. Wearein the work 
of destroying the industries of the people, and it is but just that 
we supplement that work by destroying their homes. 

Otempora! Omores! 

The lands within reachof this confiscation are in areaas large, 
or nearly so, as the six New England States. No confiscation 
in history compares with this either in vastness or in wicked- 
ness, or in inexcusableness. A part of the lands of Ireland has 
been confiscated four times, yet the sickening history of these 
conifiscations has no chapters so revolting, so anarchical, so 
communistic as this. Cromwell boasted that he the 
lands in Ireland for the glory of God, but this steal does not 
have the poor justification even of a religious enthusiasm to 
excuse it. 

] have thus far considered this bill as it is related to the 
Northern Pacific road, but it applies generally to all roads that 
have received land-grantaid. Many States West and South are 
affected by the provisions of the bill. I am not conversant with 
the language of the acts granting lands to these various roads, 
but gather from the debate that in some of them at least a 
clause expressly declaring a forfeiture of granted lands is incor- 
porated in the act making the donation. 

So far as those roads which have never been built, if any there 
be, are concerned there can be no objection to the proposed for- 
feiture; but in cases where the substantial end in view, namely, 
the building of a new outlet for the people, has been accom- 
plished, there seems to be little propriety in persisting in the 
enforcement of a technical breach of a condition that has been 
acquiesced in for many years. And I suggest to the friends of 
this measure that they will encounter some legal obstacles in 
their raid that prudence would dictate as suitable matter for 
prayerfulconsideration. Merely declaring aforfeiture of a grant 
by legislative act does not make nor unmake title. Something 
more is requisite. Thecourts are open to the parties interested, 
and the justice as well as the legality of your action is subject to 
their review. 

Now, asI remember the rule, time is never the essence of a 
contract unless it be so expressly stipulated. Courtsare hostile 
to forfeitures, and courts of equity will always relieve against 
them by granting time for redemption or other equitable relief 
appropriate to the case. That these grants are contracts is too 
clear, at this late day, to be questioned, and that you are stand- 
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ing upon the ground that you can declare a forfeiture because 
time is the essence of your contract is equally clear. 

The provision in these grants that the aided roads should be 
completed by a day certain or the lands should be forfeited 
merely presents the common case of a grant upon a condition- 
subsequent, the breach of which by the rigorous rules of the 
common law, gives the right of forfeiture, but this right is 
always one which courts of equity will restrain and relieve 
against, unless the parties have stipulated that performance on 
the day named is the essential right bargained for. 

‘he leading purpose of the grant was a public one; it was to 
open up to settlement territory then unreclaimed from nature. 
The Government, representing the people, made these dona- 
tions to accomplish this publicend. The great work of build- 
ing a transcontinental railroad might or might not be accom- 
plished ina given time. Vast sums of money, aside from that 
realized from the sale of public lands donated, were required. 
Money markets are fickle. Unexpected engineering difficulties 
are encountered. . Nostile Indians dispute the advance of civi- 
lization, and a thousand other impediments delay the work. 

All these things throw light upon the reason for and the ex- 
pectations of both parties in framing the conditionsof their con- 
tract, and add to this the controlling fact that the roads have 
been builf, the great end of their construction accomplished, 
the long time that has elapsed since their completion, the long- 
coniinued waiver of your right to declare a forfeiture, and you: 
acquiescence for many years in the mode of performance, rot, 
it is true, according to the letter, but exactly, it is true, accord- 
ing to the spirit of your stipulations, it is easy to see that your 
standing in court will not be an enviable one to yourselves, and 
will be odious in the eyes of all fair-minded people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. How much time does the gen- 
thoman ask? 

\ir. BLACK of Georgia. Ten minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Isuggest that the time come out of the time 
lowed for the five-minute debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks that the general debate be extended ten minutes longer, as 
the Chair understands, the time to be given to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PowERs}. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask that the general debate 
may be extended fifteen minutes. [am more interested in this 
question, probably, than any other man on the floor, and I have 
only got four minutes, 

Tie SPEAKER pro tempore. 
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The gentleman asks unanimous 


consent that the general debate be extended fifteen minutes, the 
gentleman from Vermont {Mr. POWERS] to have ten minutes. 
Is there objection? 


Mr. HARTMAN. Will that be taken from tho time allowed 
in which to offer amendments? 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. Is there objection to 
the request 
Mr. CANNON of California. I object. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The time 
of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowErs] has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Washingten [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. POWERS. Iask leave toextend my remarksin the REc- 
ORD. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask unamimous consent that the 
gentleman may now have five or ten minutes outof the five-min- 
ute debate in which to complete his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just submitted 
that request. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; this is only to anticipate the 
five-minute debate, when the gentleman can get the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Lilinois 
[Mr. CANNON] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Vermont{Mr. POwErRs|may have ten minutes now of the time 
eet apart for the five-minute debate. Is there objection? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I wanttoask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] to amend that by asking that time for the five- 
minute debate be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am content to do that. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to modify his request by 
asking thatthe time for thefive-minute debate be extended five 
minutes. 

Mr. McRAK. I hope the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pow- 
ERS| may have the time he desires, but I will not consent to 
bave the hour when the final vote is to be taken on this bill 
posiponed. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. 
|[Mr. MCRAE] objects. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not object to granting time to the gent 
man from Vermont. I want him to have the time. ButI ob 
ject to postponing the vote on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only submit th: 
request. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous con 
sent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD. 

Mr. MCRAE. The request preferred by the gentleman fro: 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has not been submitted, that the gentk 
man be allowed ten minutes out of the time to be allowed for t] 
five-minute debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illino 
{[Mr. CANNON]asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS] be permitted to use ten minutes of th 


The gentleman from Arkansas 


time set apart for debate under the five-minute rule. Is there 
objection? 
Mr. STOCKDALE. How much time is there for offering 


amendments? 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Onehour has beenallowed for d 
bate under the five-minute rule, when amendments may be offere 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The time is limited, then? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is limited to one hour under 
the special order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Unless I am allowed to offer an amend 
ment, which I regard as very important, and unless that unde: 
standing is had, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair can only submit the 
request, which is that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr 
POWERS] be allowed to use ten minutes out of the time sect 
apart for the five-minute debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. POWERS] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the State which | 
have the honor to represent in part is probably more interested 
in any forfeiture bill that may pass Congress than any particu 
lar State in the United States; and it is regrettable, therefore, 
that I am limited in the observations that I wish to make toa 
mere five minutes. I wish to use those five minutes more in tho 
way of inguiry as to the effect, if this bill should become law, 
on certain constituents and settlersof mine rather than in argu- 
ing any legal question, which has been so ably argued by the 
gentleman from Vermont and other gentlemen upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as my venerable and learned friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has referred to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad corporation, and seemed to infer that every man 
who lifts his voice here upon the facts is in some manner or in 
some way connected with that railroad, I want to say that | 
am in no manner or in no way, directly or indirectly, remotely 
or contingently, under any obligation to that company for my 
seat upon this floor. 

I have had some experience with the public domain. I have 
some knowledge of that branch of the service. I have seen m) 
country grow up when I had connection with the land office; 
and at all times and under all circumstances, whenever tho 
opportunity was afforded me,I have been anxious to render 
service to the settlers who are developing the public domain. 
But the question arises in the city of Spokane, a city of 380,000, 

art of which is built upon an-odd section of the Northern 

acific Railroad Company's land. They have parted with the 
title for a mere minor consideration, and the land is to-day 
worth, in all human probability, in round numbers, $10,000,000. 

What is to become of this 320 acres if this bill passes? What 
title will the people get to the land on which they have their 
business property, their residences, and their hotels? What 
title can they get to the other 320 acres of land? How is it to 
be brought about? 

The city of Tacoma is likewise situated. And all the way 
along the line, wherever cities or towns are built, they have 
been built largely through the instrumentality of the corpora- 
tion on odd sectionsof the Northern Pacific Railroad Company's 
land. Who is to indemnify these people? 

Now, again, it is a matter of fact that the railroad company, 
when they sold an odd section, they sold it upon a contract. 
That contract extended over a series of years, and was made on 
partial payments; some of it running three, some five, some nine 
years, at 6 per cent. How are the settlers who have paid that 
amount to be reimbursed for the partial payments they havo 
already made upon these lands? That I would like to know. 
The railroad company is bankrupt. It can not pay a dollar. 
How are these people to be reimbursed for this expenditure of 

money that they have been making for the past ten years on 
these lands? 
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All the way along the line through my country that question | 


Gentlemen say Congress willdoit. Why, Congress 
will do nothing of the kind. In the Fifty-first Congress w: 

brought in a bill here and forfeited land in my State. I voted 
for that measure, because the railroad ¢ — anv had not buiit 
the line down the Columbia River, but you, and you, and you 
have charged, by the enactment of a law upon the statute books 


is at stake. 


the settlers in that 40 miles $2.50 an acre, because there was 
to have been a railroad built there. You have forfeited the 
land. You have not given the settlers any railroad, and hav 


defeated bill after bill in this Congress to reimburse the settlers 
for the robbery you have made of their money. 
That is the fact aboutit. We may as well be plain about the 


facts. Now, I do notbelieve. Mr. Speaker, and this is the truth, 
that until yesterday any man upon this floor with whom I co 


versed had ever read the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company. Men have introduced bills and made arguments in 
this House, and yet they have never taken occasion to exam 
ine the act of 1864. Now, if you take and read that act, I do not 
think deere is a single acre of land forfeitable. I wish it 


Wai + SO. 


The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. REED. Thisis not a question of sufficient importance 
to = debated. They do not allow it to be debated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I wish to Bay 
that my people are inierested in this question probably mor 
than any other, and I want to get 
tions. 

The SPEAKER prov tei 
expired. 

Vir. MCRAE. I believe [ have seventeen minutes? 

The SPEAKER pve tempore. The gentleman has fifteen min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. McRAE. I only yielded twenty-three minutes to the 
sentleman from Indiana and twenty minutes to the other gen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was “<a at the time. The Clerk informs the Chair that 
the gentleman has only fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr.McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want to briefly notice some of the 

noints that have been urged against this bill. 
protection to cities, towns, and viliages, L will say that it was no 
thought necessary when the actof September 29, 1890, was passed 
tomake 
within the limitof any city, town, or villageowned exceeding 320 
acres; and if not necessary then it is not now, because the title in 
the presentclaimantsare confirmed by thisact tothatextent; b it 
to remove any doubt upon that point, [ have already prepared 
and will at the proper time offer, an amendment excepting 
cities, towns, and villages from the forfeiture provided for } 
this act. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] made his argument un- 
der the erroneous assumption that the land grants to the State 
of Iowa are forfeited by this bill. Not an acre of land granted 
to that State is affected by this proposed legislation. The re- 
port upon the bill furnishes a list of the roads, giving the mile- 
age and area of each by States, and it shows that there are no 

There is no contention on 


pore. The time of the gent 











a forfeited in the State of Iowa. 

1€ Pp irt of the committee that we could, if so disposed, forfeit 
‘he land of any road completed in time, and the roads in Iowa 
were, I think, all built within the time fixed bylaw. But to re- 
move all question about that, I will move anamend ment that will 
in express terms give such roads the full bi — A 
sions granted them by acts and resolutions aft 
the granting acts. 

The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] hassaid that the 
rights of settlers are not protected by this bill. 
either does not know the effect of the act of 1890 or he pre- 
sumes very much upon the lack of ability in this House to un- 
derst and a plain proposition. The second section of that act 
secures to all actual settlers six months from the date of its 
nannies the preference right to enter under the homestead law, 
and if that right has been previously exhausted it is in express 
terms revived so as to save the home of every settler upon the 
land claiming under the homestead law, and eredits him with 
the time of actual settlement. 

The third seetion of that act deals with the purchasers from 
the railroad or its assignees who are in possession and protects 
them to not exceeding 320 acres by giving them the right to 
purchase at $1.25 per ac re, - allows “credit for what has been 
paid to the road when it is 
than $1.25 es acre then nothing more is required to be paid. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the ventleman allow me to ask him a 
question in that connection? 


he passage of 
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some answer to these proposi- | 


eman has | 


tn regard to the | 


any such exception, because it wi us supposed that no one | 


the exten- | 


The gentleman | 


ess thanthatsum, and if it is more | 








Mr. MCRAE. I have only a moment, but will yield fora ques- 
tion? 

M sACEY. Does not the bill as offered by the committee 

{ of pe sere it ‘y one whohas bought lands since I nd 

10 has taken possession since 1890? 

Mr. McRAE. It does not if he is an actual setiler and will: 
sid yonit. The third section of the bill would not a y to 
such cases, but if there are any such bona fide settlers in po 


| Session an amendment that would protect them can be ado 


nd section of the 


and | will make no objection toit. The sec 

act which is made ap} Jlicable to this bill operates from date, and 
| this bill expre ssly provides that the time shall be computed 
| from the date of this: ume ndatory act. The gentleman from Iowa 


tT 
{|Mr. LACEY] has undertaken to make the House believe that if 
this bill is passed the railroad compa 
money for the transportation of mails, troops,etc. There 


nies must 


is nothing in the grants to these companies that sustains 
| position, and there is no foundation for any such claims 
he grants to the railroads expressly stipuiate that the ma 

shail be transported over the roads under the discretion of 
Post-Office Depar tment at such rice as Cougres May by 
direct; and as a matter of fact the existing law on this subi 
as contained in section 4001 of the Revised Statutes w not 
assed I believe, until March 3, 1873, after all of the grants ha 
y2en made, and after the most of the — roads were in defa 


and subject toforfeiture. Congress has therefore reserved, and 
the roads have agreed that it may exercise, the right of reg 

lating the compensation for such services rendered by them. 
So we see that the gentleman who has suggested that contract 


ual relations would be disturbed ce 
he law upon this point. 

think that the Department has uniformly he 
nies whose railroad was constructed in whole or in part by a 
land grant made by Congress, —— thatthe mails should 
be transported over the road at such prices as Congress sh 
mustcarry the mail alons athe whole line of constructed 1 
at least to the line of the State to which the grant was made 
In short, if the companies have accepted and used any part of 
the grant they can be required by Congress to carry the mails 
at such price as it may fix. Congress, in the exe 


rtainly does not understa 


vr } 
id that compa- 





reise of its 


power, has required certain reductions and may extend them if 
it thinks proper. ‘The roads, however, have been well paid for 
such transportation and there is no danger of any refund to n 


if this bill becomes a law. 





[t has been said that some of these lands are patented 
that by a measure of this kind we —— not and can not d 

them. The weakness of that argument has been clearly shown 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [{Mr. BOATNER| and the gen 
t 1 from Alabama [Mr. Coss}, and all [ desire to say in ad 
dition is that the grants themselves carry the title, and the 
patents are only the ovide nco of it. Ap tent based on a void o: 
forfeited grant is of no value. The purchasers took with notice 
of the conditions expre essed in the grants — could purchase no 
itle not gr: aed to the railroads. If, howev er, we are to be in 
need | such appeals, then we invite you to consider th 
of those settlers who, with patents in their possession, 

been and are being ejected by the railroads or their a 
Thousands of honest settlers, with the patents of the 





skets or in their trunks, have | 
because the patents were in conflict 
men are very anxious to respect the 


manifest no concern for them when in 


United States in their po 
d out of their homes 
vith prior grants. Gentle 


patents of railroads, but 


conflict with the railroad title. 
Mr. Speaker, I deny that this bill will cloud the title of the 
atc tual settler, or that it will disturb any of the rights of the 


bous fide purchasers who want the land fora home. Itisa bill 
to save the homes of thousands of settlers along the lines of 
these roads who for five, ten, twenty, or twenty-five years have 
paid tribute to the railroad companies in the way of interest, 
rent, and high prices for lands that of right they should have 
had for nothing. 





Mr. GEAR. The gentleman will allow the 
| state of affairs to which he refers in Iowa w ry 
just the kind of legislation which he is now tr by 
conflicting acts of Congress 

Mr. MCRAE. The ge: itleman, lL think, is mistaken. It was 


brought about by a grant to the Des Moines River Company. 


In the construction of that grant the courts held that the title 
passed with the grant, and that it was superior to subse nt 


patents to settlers, notwithstanding the faet that the se rs 
were invited by the Department to enter and settle upon the 
land. I have mentioned this to show that it is the grant and 


not the patent that controls the title. There are many such 
cases involved in these railroad grants unless they are forfeited 
and the settlers protected, as is now proposed some of the set- 


veen ag rec- 


tlersalong the lines of these railroads have 


for years 
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ing to pay enormous prices for lands they ought to have for noth- 
ing. They have been required to pay two, three, and four times 
the maximum Government price for the lands in rents, interest, 
and partial payments, and yet have no title. 

After years of toil they must now surrender their homes, and 
turn over their improvements to some speculative assignee of 
the railrond compunies and abandon possession. By this bill 
we say to that class of settlers, who are likely to become home- 
less, and to others who are already homeless, that they can re- 
tain their homes if they have them or acquire them if they have 
none, for a nominal price, and if what they have paid the com- 
pany is equal to the minimum Government price for land they 
shall not be required to pay anything to the Government. 

The gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber who have 
assumed to speak for the settlers have not presented any pe- 
titions from them, and I deny that they reflect the wishes of 
the settlers. I have petitions from settlers’ leagues, and let- 
ters from settlers in many States, asking and begging Congress 
to pass this bill and save them from the greed of these corpora- 
tions. Itisin behalf of these people and in response to these pe- 
titions that lamasking the House to pass this bill, and the jeers 
and taunts of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 


and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] aboutdemagogy will not 
deter me in the least. 

Since the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Schu- 
lenberg vs. Harriman (21 Wallace, 44) was rendered, in October 
1874, announcing the doctrine that there must be some legisla- 
tive assertion of ownership of the lands for breach of the condi- 
tion, from that day to this the defaulting railroad companies 
have by every parliamentary method known resisted such ac- 
tion, and they have been strong enough in this or the other 
Chamber to prevent such a forfeiture. It has been as is still 
their purpose to prevent a resumption of the forfeited estate. 

The courts say that the legal title remains in the railroads 
until Congress acts; but they have not decided that Congress 
can not resume that title fora failure to buildin time. The 
question now is, Will Congress do its duty? The gentlemen 
who insist that the courts will decide that Congress can not for- 
feit the lands opposite constructed road show a lack of confi- 
dence in their position when they vote against this bill. If they 
believe the law to be as they state it, they should not be afraid 
to permit this question to go into the courts; and they must 
know that it can never go to the courts until Congress acts. If 
they want it settled—if the railroad companies have confidence 
in their title and believe that it is good—then there should be 
no objection to the passage of this bill, and thus carry the mat- 
ter to the courts to be finally determined. The settlers will 
abide by the decisions of the courts, whether for or against 
them; but they will not be satisfied until there is a forfeiture 
that will give them access to the courts. 

Many of our best lawyers believe that if Congress makes an af- 
firmative declaration of forfeiture,such as we propose now, that 
the courts will not nullify it. The people have a right to have 
the judgment of the courts upon this question and there can be 
no settlement of it until that is given them. The able argu- 
ment made by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], for 
whose ability as a lawyer I have great respect, would, if sound, 
defeat the forfeiture declared by the act of September 29, 1890, 
but no one has ever questioned the power and right of Congress 
to pass that law. It has been asserted by those who oppose 
this bill that the Government is bound by the ordinary doctrine 
of estoppel. 

I deny that such is the law. Nosuch rule is applicable to any 
sovereignty like the United States Government. Here is a de- 


cision of the Supreme Court in 93 United States Reports, page 
486, on this subject to which my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


BLACK] now calls my attention. 

In this case the court, speaking through Justice Swayne, 
quoted approvingly the following language: 

In arepresentative government, where the people do not and can not act in 
a body, where their power is delegated to others, and must of necessity be 
exercised by them, if exercised at all, the reason for applying these princi- 
ples is equally cogent. 

This doctrine is supported by an unbroken line of decisions 
and rests upon principles of sound public policy that should not be 
ignored. The individual has his own free volition at all times 
and can act any moment he feels inclined. Buta Government 
like that of the United States, composed of different branches 
operating only at intervals under rules which make it difficult 
to act at all, and being subject to all the delays and forms and 
contentions of all stages of lestetation: can not get out of what is 
often a condition of positive helplessness for long periods of time. 

To illustrate the value of this principle it is only necessary to 
refer to the fact that in every Congress, with one exception, for 
twelve yeirs past, bills similar to this have been passed by the 
House, bu. have failed of consideration or passage in some way 
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JULY 11, 


If unable to protect themselves 


by being above laches, the United States are exposed to any big 
swindle that can manage to geta conditional grant or favor from 








py the Senate or in conference. 


the Government. From all thatembarrassment the private in- 
dividual is free, and it is right to hold him by estoppel, but not 
right to so hold a whole people, whose cumbrous and compli- 
cated machinery for legislative action renders them rich game 
for the rich and grasping corporations, with their intriguing 
officers and attorneys. 

It is almost impossible to suggest an equity against a forfeit- 
ure in behalf of these delinquent railroad corporations. Some 
of the grants were made nearly forty years ago. Thirty years 
have elaped since the actual forfeiture of the grants occurred, 
and yet within the past few years portions of these roads have 
been constructed and, in some instances, completed, but scarcely 
any of the grants have been closed and finally adjusted. The 
neglect and failure of the land grant corporations to comply 
with the terms of their grants has been so open and notorious 
in my judgment, that as between the Government and them no 
injustice would be done if the entire grants were forfeited. 

The bill leaves the rights of the purchasers and settlers as 
fixed and defined in the act of September 29, 1890, and will ex- 
tend the same protection to purchasers and settlers on the lands 
forfeited by it if itshould pass. It does not interfere with any 
special settlement provided for in that act. If then, sir, the 
companies did not comply with the conditions of their grants, if 
the title tothe lands has not passed irrevocably to the compa- 
nies, if Congress has the legal right to reclaim them for the 
people, I insist that it should do so. 

No innocent settler on any of these lands, no innocent pur- 
chaser of any of them unless a speculator, is put in peril by this 
bill. It isa plain, naked question between the original parties 
to the transaction—the Government which made and the cor- 
porations whick accepted the grants. No other person and no 
other interest is involved, and gentlemen must say by their 
votes whether they will stand by the people or the corpora- 
tions. 

The House of Representatives has for fifteen years been try- 
iug to do what we propose to do by this bill, and what I hope 
the Senate will promptly concur in. As my good friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has said, the Democratic party is com- 
mitted as firmly as it can be to the forfeiture of these land grants, 
both by action in the House of Representatives in the past and 
by its platform pledges. The people expect us to redeem these 
promises. I hope that no Democrat who has regard for these 
party pledges, who has regard for the interest of the homeless 
people whose rights are involved, who has regard for the inter- 
est of those purchasers who have been oppressed by these rail- 
road corporations and land syndicates, will hesitate for one mo- 
ment to vote for this bill. [Loud applause. |} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for general debate is 
exhausted. The bill will now be read by sections for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act to forfeit certain lands hereto 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes, approved September 29, 1890, be, and the same is heréby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Src. 1. That there is hereby forfeited tothe United States, and the United 
States hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands-heretofore granted to any 
State or to any corporation to aid in theconstruction ofa railroad opposite 
to and coterminous with tha portion of anysuch railroad not constructed 
and completed within the time specified in the act making the grant for the 
construction and completion of the whole of such railroad for the aid or ben- 
efit of which such lands were granted; and all ‘such lands are declared to be 
apart of thepublic domain: Provided, That this act shall not be construed 
as a the right of way or station grounds of any company hereto- 
fore granted. 


Mr. MCRAE. I move to amend the section just read by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘grant,” in line 14, the words ‘‘or 
within the time specified in any subsequent acts or resolutions 
extending the time.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. McRAE. 


The gentleman will send up his 


It is at the Clerk’s desk. 
I do not yield the floor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
is entitled to the floor if he desires to speak upon his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. MCRAE. I will hear the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer my amendment—not 
merely to have it read. There is but little time left, and I de 


not want to consume time unnecessarily. 
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Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman understands thatI want to have 
the amendments of the committee disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
has offered the amendment just read, and is entitled to debate 
it if he so desires. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not want to debate it; but I had an idea of 
moving the previous question on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can move the 
previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will do so. 





The previous question was ordered; and under the operation | 


thereof the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker,I propose the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1, after the word ‘ provided,” in line 19, the words 
lands included in any city, town, or village site.”’ 

Mr. WEADOCK. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment just adopted: ‘‘Nor as forfeiting lands granted to 


“or 


any State or corporation for the construction of any railway where such | 


State or corporation had so far constructed said railway within the time 
specified in the granting act or acts as to earn all the lands available under 
such grantor grants.”’ 


Mr. WEADOCK. 
following facts: 

Under the conditions of the act of June 3, 1856, and the act of 
July 3, 1866, which acts make the grant, the time within which 
construction was to be completed was limited to June 3, 1873. 

The road was constructed to Gaylord, in township 31 north. 


Mr. Speaker, this is presented to meet the 


All of the available lands were earned and patents issued for | go into the courts; that they must employ lawyers and fight 


the same on or before May 8, 1872. 

The first patent issued bears date May 4, 1869, and the lastone 
May 8, 1873. 

These patents convey. to the J. L. & S. Co. every acre of land 
embraced within the grant that was available for the purpose. 

The road was completed to Gaylord in sections of 10 miles 
each, each section certified by the governor as being properly 
constructed, and patents issued for the same currently, all in ex- 
act conformity to the conditions of the grant. 

Most of the lands have been sold to farmers who now occupy 
them. 
maturity on these lands. 


3r ining sold hav en ‘tgaged and the pro- | ; oon 8 ; ; 
All lands remaining unsold have keen mortgaged and the pro- | man in charge of the bill give the reason, if he has any, why this 


ceeds used in constructing the north end of the road through an 
absolute wilderness, where not an acre of the grant was avail- 
able. 
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The sales to the farmers and the mortgage rest for their title | 


upon the patents of the United States, which were given more 
than twenty-one years ago. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. McRAE. I have no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to offer an amendment to the second 
section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has not yet been read, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Montana [{Mr. 


| to forfeit 36,000,000 acres of land which is now held by 
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struct; they have fenced them in, broken them, put buildings 


| upon them, and in other ways have made for themselves, at a 
| great expense of time and money, comfortable homes; and the 


result of the passage of this bill in its present form, and without 


| that amendment, is simply to say that their title is unsettled; 
that the lands are to revert to the Government, and that they 


may hemestead 320 acres of land or obtain title from the Gov- 
ernment to that amount and no more. 

[ know from my own personal knowledge a large number of 
men who have purchased 640 acres of land, others 1,200 acres, 
from the railroad company, on which they have expended vast 
sums of money, and what will they do in the event of this en- 
actment, or where are they to be reimbursed? Why, you say 
they have recourse to the Northern Pacific Railroad for the 
amount of money that they have paid in. 

That is all very true, Mr. Speaker. They have recourse on 
the railroad; but as a matter of fact that road is in the hands of 
a receiver to-day, and is a bankrupt corporation. What sort of 
an inducement; what sort of an encouragement; what sort of a 
consolation is it to a man to say, ‘‘O, yes, you have the remedy, 
but when you get the judgment you can frame it and hang it up 
as an Ornamenton the walls of your house—if you have any left— 
for you never can collectit.” Thatiscertainly not what you de- 
sire. I knowthe chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands does not want to dothat. I believe he is fair; he has at- 
tempted to be fair in all of the legislation proposed here, or 
nearly all; but certainly in this he has made 4 great mistake. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, admitting for the sake of argu- 
ment that the company was solvent and that you could collect 
from them, what does it mean? It meansthat the settlers must 


their cases. Itis true that if I should speak for myself I would 
say let it go there, because I would get my share of the business 
in Montana and receive the fees; but is it right to charge on 


| these men the responsibility of going into the courts to obtain 


the money that they have paid to the corporations for what they 
had reason to believe, from the action of the Government, the 
corporation had a right to sell, and which corporation is now in- 
solvent? Itseemstometo be avery importantamendment, and 
I sincerely hope that if the bill is to pass at all it will pass with 


Farms have been cleared, children born and reared to | the amendment. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to have the gentle- 
amendment should not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thetimeof the gentleman 
Montana has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


from 


Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes 
the 


Northern Pacific Railroad Company. One of the conditions of 


| the grant was that the railroad should be built within twelve 


years from the time (July 2, 1864) when the law was enacted. 
Section 8 of the act found in 13 Statutes at Large, page 365, 
reads as follows: 
And be it further enacted, That each and every grant, right, and privilege 


| herein are so made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacitic Rail- 


HARTMAN] to offer an amendment to the first section of the bill. | 


Mr. HARTMAN. Ioffer the amendment I send to the desk 
to be added to the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After section 1 insert: 

* Provided, That in allcases where any lands have been sold to bona fide 
purchasers for value, the title of such lands shall not be affected or im 
paired by the provisions ofthis act; but the titles to all such lands are hereby 
confirmed in the holders thereof, anything herein contained to the 
trary notwithstanding.”’ 

Mr. HARTMAN. LI hope the gentleman from Arkansas, the 
chairman ofthe Committee on the Public Lands, will accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I can not accept it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Well, my purpose in offering the amend- 
ment is simply this: I do not know whether this bill is to pass 
or not. If itis to pass, I hope it will pass with that provision 
incorporated, which will operate to prevent throwing into end- 
less litigation thousands of people who were purchasers in good 
faith of the lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
which runs through our State. 


on 


There are thousands of men all along the line of that road | 


who have purchased lands from the company, who have placed 
upon them valuable improvements, expended years of labor in 
improving them, and spent a great deal of money. They have 
constructed irrigating ditches, which are expensive to con- 


road Company upon and subject to the following conditions, namely: That 
the said company shall commence the work on said road within two years 
from the approval of this act by the President, and shall complete not less 
than 50 miles per year after the second year, and shall construct, equip 
furnish, and complete the whole road by July 4, A. D. 1876. 

On July 1, 1868, Congress granted an extension of one 
for the completion of the road. 

The argument in this House was that these immense grants 
of land to the corporation were justified because the grantees, 
as a condition of the grant, bound themselves to penetrate un- 
known regions with no inhabitants but Indians, and that for 
years they would have no passenger business, no freight traffic 
or other sources of revenue, and that therefore this imperial 
grant should be donated to compensate for the immense expen- 
diture incident to the construction of the:road and the loss in 
its maintenance prior to the settlement of the country by white 
men. 

Mr. Speaker, what did the railroad do? They waited until 
their grant had expired. They waited until our brave pioneers 
went into that country, braved the Indians, braved the wild 
beasts, cultivated the barren plains, made the country valuable, 
gave business to the railroad, and then, when all the pur- 
poses had ceased to exist which justified this Government do- 
nating them 40,000,000 acres of land, this great corporation, re- 
lying upon a Republican Congress and a Republican Adminis- 
tration, went on and built the road, or rather partly built the 
road, and now have the audacity to come in and ask Congress to 
confirm that grant. 

Worse than that; the law specially excepted all lands contain- 
ing minerals, and with their astute lawyers they went into the 
courts and obtained a decision limiting the exempted lands to 
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those lands which were known to be mineral lands when the act 
was passed! Why, Mr. Speaker, on July 2, 1864, when the act 
was passed no living white man knew whether the lands were 
mineral or not; and yet under this decision they have taken pos- 
session of the property—mineral lands and all—and have obtained 
the benefit of the minerals for the last fifteen years, and now the 
Supreme Court has reversed that decision, and I hold in my 
hands the recent decision, saying that these lands belong to the 
Government of the United States and to the people. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thegentleman from Alabama has referred 
to the grant made by a Republican Administration. Iwouldask 
himif he thinks it any worse than fora Democratic Administra- 
tion, within ninety days past, to patent millions of acres of land of 
the same class to these corporations? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No. Nothing is right that 
docs a wrong to the people, and I donot believe that any Demo- 
cratic Administration ever did anything like whas is indicated 
by the question of the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What, you do not believe it? 
Why, you do not want to put yourself on record on that state- 
ment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
last word. 

{ am glad to learn from the gentleman from Alabama [{Mr. 
WHEELER] what I had not known before, that the pioneers went 
out on the Western frontiers and ‘‘ braved the Indians,” and 
‘fought with the wild beasts” of Ephesus and subdued the coun- 
try, and then the railroads came. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is the truth. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The statement has always seemed tome 
to smack of demagogy as much soas any remark I have ever 
heard on the floor of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is a fact, no matter how the 
gentleman regards it. Everything is called demagogy on the 
Republican side of the House which seeks to defend the inter- 
ests of the people. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody who knows anything about 
it knows that until the Northern Pacific Railroad was actually 
built there was no considerable number of settlers in all that re- 
gionofcountry. [knowsomething about what lam talking of—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And so do I. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Ohio is en- 
titled to the floor, and unless with his consent he can not be in- 
terrupted. 


No, sir; I do not believe it. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The effervescence of the gentleman from 
Alabama does not alter the fact. 

[cverybody knows that but for the construction of these roads 
over that country there would have been no settlement to-day. 
[am not advocating the passage of the bill, nor am I trying to 
compass its defeat; but when an argument like that is made on 
the fioor of Congress, I think it is time that someone should 
make a protest. 

[t was because of the building of those railroads, and every- 
body knows it, that the grand population of the best blood of 
this country went out across the plains and subdued that coun- 
try and built houses and churches and schoolhouses, and made 
that country blossom like the rose. They did it because there 
were railroads there, and they did it beeause it was impossible 
to have done it under any other circumstances than that; and 
to say that they went there and made these improvements, and 
that then the railroads came out there, is certainly a misrepre- 
sentation of history. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state that 
debate on the pending amendment isexhausted. Does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio withdraw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Can I offer my.amendment now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not bein order now. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. ThenI move to strike out the last two 
words. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. 
[Mr. STOCKDALE] is recognized. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that the 
United States Government ought to be fairly honest. 

This bill that is before the House admits that some of the 
people who have purchased from the railroads have good titles, 
and that they shall be preserved in those titles if they do not 
own too much jiand. In other words, if a man owns 320 acres of 
land he will be protected in his bona fide title. If he owns more, 
his title is to be forfeited. Now, if the bill was as proposed in 
the amendment that I wanted to offer, to send the question to 
the courts, to forfeit by a proceeding in the courts all lands 
that had not been properly earned by these roads under the 
granting acts and the acts amendatory thereof, I should much 


The gentleman from Mississippi 
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prefer it. Lreported a bill of that sort when I was a member 
of the Public Lands Committee, and it passed the House and 
became a law, in reference to land grants in Oregon. 

Let us reflect upon what we are about todo. We can no 
afford todo a bad thing to accomplish a good one. if peop! 
are the honest owners, bona fide purchasers of lands from som: 
of these railroad companies and own them, and have improv: 
them, Congress ought not to wipe out their titles, and then 
to them go into the courts and reéstablish them. 

To my mind thatis not the proper thing to do, to say to 
man who owns his land, and probably owns nothing else: ‘“ W; 
will wipe out your title because we have the power, and the: 
you can go into the courts and undo what the Congress of th 
United States has done.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman suppose that Conger 
can by an act of Congress wipe out a title? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from Louisiana [M) 


t 


| BOATNER] has said to-day that it can, and will, as I understoo 


him. I thinkitcan not. [think it ought notif it could, an 
send a poor man to the courts to defend his title becausea cloud 
has been put upon it. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I will sa, 
that he has misquoted me. ITI said nothing of the kind. I di 
tinctly said—if the gentleman will allow me just amoment—tha 
if any man held a title which was legal, if a company under th 
terms of its grant had the right tosell, that neither this bill no 
any other bill that Congress could pass would reach the title. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, there are lands in thi 
country that were patented to the railroad companies or to the 
States for work done and roads built after the time limited i: 
the granting act had expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlemanfrom 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iask thatthe gentleman have fiy 
minutes more. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
LACEY] is recognized. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I have been 
interrupted, I ask leave to extend my remarks in the Rrecorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REc- 
ORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I desire to say that in some instances 
lands have been purchased in good faith for avaluable consid- 
eration by citizens, and the Government has issued patents to 
them. They have gone on and made valuable improvements 
upon them and put them in cultivation while holding these 
patents or titles under them. Such titles should not be for- 
feited without notice to the owners. It is contended that these 
people should have known that these lands were liable to forfeit 
and that was equal to notice. 

But the Government went on and issued the patents; and Con- 
gress, of course, knew that was being done. It is also said that 
the object is to let the courts of the country try the validity of 
these titles. Tothat I have no objections, but think it would be 
fairer to require the Government to institute the suits and give 
the owner notice and a day in court to defend his title than to 
first forfeit it by legislative act, and reqtiire the owner to bring 
suit against the Governmenttoreéstablish the title. Tho same 
object will be accomplished and hardship avoided. 

The Congress passed such a law to forfeit the grants in the 
State of Oregon. I made the report forthe committee, the bill 
originating in the Senate. I will vote for this bill, believing 
that it will be so amended in the Senate as to avoid the hard- 
ships I mention. I have always supported measures looking to 
the forfeiture of land grants not properly earned by the grantees 
or their assigns. ButI believe it will injure any party to for- 
feit the title to people's farms who happen to have more than 

20 acres without giving them a day in court and a chance to de- 
fend their title. Let us forfeit the lands that corporations im 
properly hold, but leave the farmers alone. 

The amendment proposed by the committee to exempt people 
in cities and towns does not relieve the bill of these objections, 
but shows a discrimination in favor of people who are presumed 
to know more of land titles than the country people. ‘he Dem- 
ocratic party has never indorsed the doctrine of taking lands 
from innocent purchasers for value without giving them com- 

nsation or even a chance to defend their titles to their homes. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strikeout thelast word,and I do it 
simply for the purpose of saying that the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] is substantially 
the amendment which I announced on yesterday that I would 
offer, and which I discussed to the House. It is not the same in 
its exact verbiage, but it is substantially the same. 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, 
the honor in part to represent, the 1 
Pacific Railway extends from east to west throughout the lengt 
of theState. [ora portion of the distance along the line of tha 
road we have lands that the people of that State are c 
to irrigate in order to make them productive. The people of 
that State have purchased those lands in | odies. J 
have organized corporations for the purpose of purchasing 
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lands from the Northern Pacific Railway Company, and they 
have brought water upon those lands and irrigated them, and 
are now farming them. 

Some of these organizations of men hold several thousands 0! 


} 


acres each. Now, Mr. Speaker, ifthis a lmentis n 
to prevail, these lands in excess of 320 acres under this bill are 
to be taken from these men without any recourse whatever save 
against the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and I desire to 
state to the House that at this time the consolidated bonds o! 
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val 
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this Northern Pacific Railroad Company are quoted at 25 cents, 
and their stock is down to about 4cents, and has been ranging 
from 4 to 7 cents for the last three orfour months. Now, these 
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in the State which I have | 
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lands are held by these corporations, some of them, for the pur- | 


pose of being cultivated in bodies. 

In other cases the corporations are holding these lands with 
the intention of putting water on them, so that as soon as they 
are in condition to be made productive they can be sold to the 
settlers of that country. Now, in some cases these bodies 
land are very extensive. I stand here in favor of honesty, and 
the American people represented in this Congress can afford to 
be honest to these people who have purchased those lands in good 
faith, and there ought to be no question about the disposition o! 
Representatives here to treat these men fairly. 

Now, I am for the rights of the settlers upon the lien landsin 
my State. [lived for eight years in Eastern Washington, and I 
know the burdens that these people upon those lands have car- 
ried, and carried like heroes, and I am for the rights of those 
people and the settlement of these questions. 

Besides this [ am in favor of forfeiting the lands where the 


of | 





railroads have not been built, and where their contracts have | 


not been carried out with the Government of this country and 
with the people of that State, and I shall always stand by those 
people and for their interests and for their rights; but I am not 
for the forfeiture of lands that have been fairly and honestly 
earned within the meaning anc the spirit of the law that granted 
¢hose lands. So far as these lands are concerned within the 
limits of my State and elsewhere within the American Union, 


where absolute good faith has not been shown on the part of the 
company, I am infavo 


r of their forfeiture. andI believe that the | 


people should have the right to go on those lands and make 


homes thereupon. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNN. 
pro and con, legal and otherwise, upon this question, and I have 
read the reports; and asl have done so I have wondered whether 
this wasa courtof law, in which the other side advocated the in- 
terests of the railroads and this side the interests of the people. 
I have wondered how many advocates of the railroads find a 


place inthis House. J have wondered if the arguments advanced 
are not distributed about, each one being given a point upon 


which he can elaborate. 

Then again, the idea of charity is thrown in. 
tleman who spoke [Mr. DoOOLITTLE] said we must not disturb 
those people who have put theirdabor upon this land. 








Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like ‘to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey a question? 
The SPEAKER protempore. Doos the gentleman from New 


Jersey yield to the gentleman from Washington? 
Mr. DUNN. No;Ican not yield. I say if a man goes on to 


Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the arguments | 


| 


| 


The last gen- 


the property of the United States, takes the risk of putting his | 


capital there, he knows that property belongs, not to the State 
nor to the railroad company, but to the whole people of this 
country. And when a gentleman comes in and asks this House 
to become a charitable institution, to recoup him for his faults, 
his hardihood, or his wantof intelligence, it is asking too much 
of this House. It is one of the special pleadings set up by the 
friends of railroad corporations. And I never saw the advo- 
cates.of a fraud yet that did not have a pretense upon which to 
rest it. 

Some say we are going to confiscate property. Do you be- 
lieve that the courts of this country will permit this Congress 
to confiscate property? There is no sensible man who thinks 
it. The people who want this bill want to go before the courts 
for an adjudication. That isall. Thevepresentatives of this 
people at one time gave a grant to certain railroads, condi- 
tioned on those railroads accomplishing certain purposes desig- 
nated. The railroads failed to do this, and the gentieman from 
New York, who is very learned in the law, would put us in the 


| being the paid agent of any corporation. | 
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g ion? 

Mr. DUNN. tainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is th lese same gp ymen who: 
now demanding the insertion of this amendment protecting all 
these titles passed an act in 1890 in which they made no such 
provision, and in which they were satisfied with protecting these 
titles to the extent of 320 acres. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam fully aware of that; and I can seo that that 
is one of the subterfuges used as an argument to throw dust in 
the eyes of the people. I cansee the specious argument advanced 
by those in interest along the lineof that road, and I can see the 
arguments advanced by men who are not touched by that road 
in other States; and I can fairly place them as belongin; ab 
class that sometimes used to be called the Black Horse Cavalry 


wre 
We 


tys found about every legislative body. I do not 
is aman on this floor who can be charged with 

do not think any 
gentleman can be charged with that, but I do say 


They are al 
suppose there 


The craven rook or peri jackdaw, 
Though neither bird of ral kind, 
Yet serve, if hanged and stuffed with st 
To show which way that blows the wind 
Mr. MALLORY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Spe 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will s 
Mr. MALLORY. I want to inquire when general debate 
close upon this measure? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. General debate was closed on 
this bill thirty minutes ago, and it is now being debated und 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MALLORY. How long is it to be debated under the 
minute rule. 

The SPEAKER pro le mepore. Until half past 4, 

Mr. MALLORY. On this amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until it is disposed of. 

Mr.MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I have listened attenti Oo 


the legal arguments made on this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate i 
amendment. 


xha 


e 














| Mr. MAHON. I move to strike out the last two word 
will concede for the sake of the argument that the law as stated 
by the friends of the bill has been stated correctly. That asa 
matter of law the United States may have the right to reposses 
itself of these lands, but as a member of Congress I do not pro 
pose to vote for this measure sit ipl bee the United States 

| may have the legal right to perpetrate a legal robbery upon 
innocent purchasers. I would apply the same principle t is 
case that [ would apply between a private vendor and : 

| vendee. 

Mr. Speaker, suppose I should sell you 500 acres of 1 nd 

include in the deed a condition that within ten years 
lay it ont in 10-acre lots and build a substantial fence aro 
each lot, and that if any portion of the land were not laid off and 
fenced at the expiration of. ten years that the title to the portion 
notlaid out in lots and fenced should be forfeited. Nov r, you 

| proceed to do so, but at the end of the ten years thé i Tg 
part of the land that has not been laid off an need within the 
ten years; but after the expiration of the time, in pursuance 
of the condition in the de you I: off in lots and fence it 
You sell these lots to different parti ‘They pay their money 
forthem. They go ahead and put va le improvements upon 
the lots. They make them thei ile and they live there 
for years. I as the vendor star id ill this going on 
and wait until each man has put hi t dolla he property, 
not enforcing his right, or givin 1em notice of my « , but 
instead, I stand by looking on, cognizant of the condition in the 
deed 1 made to you. Iask this House, in all common honesty 
and decency, would I be acting the part of an honest man after 


Stmnataiaeerreenelieticititietieds eect enrniticier ei at 


standing by and permitting these 
the land to exercise my right un 
to take the land from them? 

I do not believe that you, Mr. Speaker, or 
this House, would in your individual transactions 


innocent people to improve 
ler the condition in my deed 


Yr 


mber of 


perpetrate 


any 1 8 


such an outrage and villainy on your neighbors. I say that 
under such conditions no honest man would tak dvantage of 
such a condition in a deed after he had permitted this thing to go 


onin that way. Now,sir,I am not wi to authorize the Gov- 
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ernment of the United States todo a thing that no decent and 
honest man of this country would do in his individual dealings 
with other people. On that ground, and on that ground alone, 
I propose to vote against the bill. If this bill is passed the 
Government of the United States will be authorized to perpe- 
trate an outrage on these people, and it will be such an outrage 
that no decent, honest min in the United States would think of 
perpetrating. 

[agree with the gentleman from New York {[Mr. DANIELS], 
that if lam in possession of a tract of land, although I do not 
have a shadow of a title toit, that under the laws of this coun- 
try being in possession there is only one way I can be ousted. 


The claimant must have a better title than I have; he can not | 


rely on weakness of my title. He is also bound to go into the 
courts and prove that he has a better title than I have. I have 
a right to make my defense to his demand. No legislative body 
has aright to legislate me out of possession and thus deprive 
me of my right to assert my rights in thecourts. If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] is de- 
feated, I shall cast my vote against the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Reversing the illustration given by the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat, suppose, sir, that bona fide settlers upon the 
public lands have fenced 10 acres of land, have made substan- 
tial improvements, have built their houses, planted their or- 
chards, established their homes, and ten, fifteen, or twenty years 
afterwards find that this has all been done on a railroad grant 
which they and officers of the Government had supposed had 
lapsed, and that the land belongs to the railroad instead of 
them. 

Now, there are a great many more of that class than there are 
of the class to which the gentleman refers. It is astonishing, 
sir, that gentlemen upon that side, able lawyers as they are, will 
not perceive the force of the proposition that where the Gov- 
ernment has authorized the sale of land under the circumstances 
which they state, this bill can notaffect the title. Congress has 
no power to confiscate land. The law can not reach to any such 
extent. 

The law will only reach to the extent of taking back for the 
Government property which has been sold by the railroad com- 
panies withoutlawful authority,and the people who have bought 
land from railroad companies, having no title to transfer simply 
occupy the position of all who may buy property from parties 
who have no title to it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
a question? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman say to me whether he 
thinks it right where a company of men have organized, as they 
have in my county, and purchased 33,000 acres of land from a 
railroad company and spent $75,000 in the construction of an ir- 
rigation ditch and $250,000 for a malting plant for the purpose 
of raising barley—does he think it correct, right, honest, or just 
to deprive them of all the money that they have putin itas well 
as individual settlers that I have referred to in the past? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, my experience is that people 
who invest that amount of money can get advice as to the title; 
and if they bought this property from the railroad company 
and the title is bad, they are not entitled tc hold the property. 
They may be and are entitled in equity to be reimbursed for the 
value of their improvements. They would be reimbursed for the 
value of theirimprovements; but if the road had no right tosell 
them the land, there is no law or equity which would maintain 
their title. They bought with full knowledge, or opportunity 
to obtain it, of the title of their vendors; and if the vendors had 
no title to convey, then the purchasers obtained none and must 
suffer the consequences of their negligence or ignorance. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But who will reimburse them? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, the United States, if the facts be as 
the gentleman states. 
Mr. HARTMAN. 

bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Probably so, but it would be an equitable 
claim, to which we must suppose Congress would give fair con- 
sideration. But let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
another class or case that does not seem to enlist the gentle- 
man’s sympathy. 

A resolution has been for some time before the Committee on 
the Judiciary for consideration, introduced by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BOWERS], in which it appears that a large 
number of his constituents who for years have been living upon 
property which they believed to be their own and which officers 
of the land office —— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
ents, 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


But you make no such provision in this 


And for which they hold pat- 
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Mr. BOATNER. And for which, as the gentleman states, 
they hold patents, which now turns out to belong to a railroad 
company on account of one of those old grants supposed to have 
lapsed and reverted to the public domain. I ask if no sympathy 
is to be given to these men whose homes have been taken away 
and no compensation is to be given to them for improvements 
which they have put upon their land? They get sympathy 
enough, but, all the same, lose land and improvements, the re- 


| sult of years of labor, and do not have even the poor satisfaction 


of obtaining a judgment against their warrantor, who in this 
case would be the Government. 

The railroads, by a strained construction of the law, a con- 
struction contrary to its plain letter, and contrary to the mani- 
fest intention of Congress, is permitted to evict themfrom their 
homes and compel them to pay rent for the lands they have 
brought into cultivation and the homes they themselves have 
built. 

Now, sir, I lay it down as a general proposition of law which 
cannot be refuted, that a man who buys land buys it onthe faith 
of the public records; he can go and examine the title of his 
vendor; and if the vendor does not give him a good title, he 
has no title; and the United States can not be estopped by any 
such consideration as that from exercising its lawful right for 
the benefit of all the people. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This bill declares those patents 
null and void. 

Mr.HARTMAN. Whatobjection is there tomy amendment? 

Mr. BOATNER. The objection is just this: By the act of 


1890, prepared by a Republican committee and passed by the 
Republican party through both Houses of Congress, and signed 
by a Republican President, you declared that a holding of 320 
There was no pro- 


acres was all that ought to be protected. 
test—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HARTMAN. That was Government land. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to amend by striking 
out the last two words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ing amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
last two words. 

Mr. Speaker, as I stated in my preliminary remarks, I re- 
gretted exceedingly that in the general debate time sufficient 
was not allowed in order that this question, involving the rights 
to a vast amount of property, might not be discussed in a calm 
and dispassionate manner. 

The State that I have the honor in part to represent is more 
interested in whatever law is enacted upon this subject than any 
other State in the Union. I had noopportunity to examine this 
bill until it was called up, and then I propounded certain in- 
quiries and interrogatories as to what would be the effect if the 
same should become law. Through the center of my State 
the Northern Pacific main line runs, they having in the grant 
in place the alternate sections of the strip of country 40 miles on 
each side of the track. It is not denied that the railroad was 
completed within the time specified under the law, and it is my 
judgment that when the time came when the railroad company 
was guilty of laches, then it was the duty of the Government to 
step in and build the road, as contemplated under the grant of 
lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Cémpany. 

This the Government did not do, but permitted the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, itsussociates and assigns, to continue 
along and build the road, and from time to time have issued pat- 
ents to them for their granted lands. Only recently, in my home 
county in the State of Washington, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has issued patents to this corporation for a 
large quantity of land. WhatI have been more interested in 
since I have been in public life than anything else, and what [ 
have desired most sincerely to accomplish, is the settlement of 
what is known as the lieu lands, or indemnity limits. 

Under the act the Secretary of the Interior was empowered ta 
withdraw a strip 10 miles wide opposite the granted limit for 
the purpose of indemnifying said company from any losses that 
might be obtained in the granted limit by reason of homestead 
or pre*mption settlement prior to the date of withdrawal of 
said lands. This withdrawal affected a large number of settlers 
and farmers, not only in the eastern but in the western portion 
of my State; especially is this so of Whitman, Columbia, and 
Chehalis Counties. 

These people went onto the odd sections in the indemnity 
limits not knowing that the withdrawal of said land had taken 
place. They have built for themselves homes, and have been 
occupying the same. Many of them were upon the lands when 
I first entered the Territory of Washington, but it has been a 
long and continuous struggle in which I have been profoundly 


Debate is exhausted on the pend- 
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and deeply interested, and in which I haveendeavored to find if 
there was not some means by and through which these settlers 
could obtain their homes. 

[ have always believed that where a bona fide settler initiated 
in good faith settlement prior to the selection of lands by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company he had the right to take 
such lands under the general land laws of the United States. In 
other words, that they were not entitled to make selections of 
lands, to indemnify themselves for losses within the granted lim- 
its, and from these lands already occupied by bona fide settlers. 


This I have repeatedly urged in season and out of season, not | 


only in my own State, but before the General Land Office and-be- 
fore the Secretary of the Interior. 

[ have a personal acquaintance with many of these men. I 
knew them in the early days of the Territory. Theyare brave, 
honorable, manly, conscientious, and law-abiding citizens, and 
there is no sacrifice of a personal character that I would not be 
swift to make if I knew by any honorable means I could be of 
service to them, and any devotion of time or labor upon my part 
in order to secure to these settlers the title to their homes that 
I would not cheerfully do. 

In my firstremarks, Mr. Speaker, I spoke of the liability to 
confusion that would arise, if this bill was enacted into law, to 


those who had purchased larger quantities of land than 320 acres, | 


and also to what must be the inevitable result to those odd sec- 
tions upon which cities and towns are located. I stated, as an 
illustration, my own city of Spokane, which seems to me would 
be led into endless confusion, and necessarily so; and also the 
city of Tacoma, but I am now reminded that the city of Sprague 
and the city of North Yakima are also built upon odd sections. 
Iam glad to say that as soon as [ called attention to the danger 
of passing such a sweeping measure as the one now before us, 
the distinguished and able chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands offered an amendmentexcepting from the forfeiture these 
odd sections upon which cities, towns, and villages have been 
built. 

I am glad that much has been accomplished. I am glad to 
know that I have been able to save from endless confusion and 
an endless amount of litigation and strife over such alarge and 
valuable property as these cities are built upon. I sincerely 
hope that the other amendment, which was offered by my friend 
from Montana[Mr. HARTMAN], and which seems to me to be 
entirely fair and just, may be adopted by the House. It only 
gives title to those people who have purchased a greater quan- 
tity of property than 320 acres, and there are many cases where 
lands of this character have been purchased in large quantities. 

Take for illustration the great irrigation ditches in the Yak- 
ima Valley, which have acquired property in order to sell it 
in smaller quantities to the settlers, and who built the ditches 
to make the valley rich and prosperous and happy. Are they 
to lose all their land except 320 acres? Without water in that 
valley land would be valueless; with water it is rich and pros- 
perous, rich as any other portion of the inhabitable globe. 
Men are busily engaged in building irrigation ditchesand mak- 
ing these lands produce hops and fruits, prunes, alfalfa; but if 
they are to be stopped in this manner it would bring a blight 
upon the people of that section of the State that would cause 
them many years to recover from. 

Take the case of land purchased in 1882 by a gentleman from 
Chicago, I think, in a portion of Whitman and Spokane Coun- 
ties. I understand that he has sold these lands for so much 
wheat per year. If this be true, how are these people to obtain 
title to this property. Take again the case where people have 
been some years in making their payments. Howare they to 
recover their money if the lands are to be taken away? Take 
the case I have stated of the city of Spokane, where it is par- 
tially located upon oddsections. What320 acres are to be taken 
and what 320 acres are to be thrown openagain? What anend- 
less confusion and what a reign of litigation it would bring. 
What person or individual would be able to sell his property or 
engage in any enterprise if this thing is to throw a cloud over 
all property? 

Iknow, Mr. Speaker, that whenever a member rises and at- 
tempts to bring out the actual facts of the conditions that sur- 
round the people of his section, and is doing the best he can to 
serve the settlers of his section honestly and without any dema- 
gogy, only looking to the best interests of the entire country in 
order that his people may become more prosperous and happy, 
that there is always some one like the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. DUNN], who, belonging to that class who rush in 
where angels fear to tread, in general terms charges every- 
body who lifts his voice in behalf of the people he serves with 
being in some manner or in some way the tool or representative 
of some railroad company. They roll that epithet under their 
tongue as a sweet morsel. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in Constantinople dogs are granted cer- 
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tain privileges, and among others is the right to howl. In the 
House of Representatives every member is entitled to howl, and 
some of them, like the gentleman from New Jersey, 
**corporations,” corporations,” ‘* corporations.” 

Again, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
that the railroads were built aftersettlements were made. 
shows how much a man may be mistaken who knows not 
about the question. [Laughter.| 

The gentleman has stated that he did not believe any patents 
had been issued by the Democratic Administration. If he will 
take occasion to call upon the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office he will find how much he is mistaken in regard to this. 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
[ went intothe State of Washington prior to the building of this 
railroad, and I know something about the conditions that pre- 
vailed at that time. Our population was small and the ccuntry 
was sparsely settled. 

I did not go there to subdue any wild beasts of Ephesus that 
have been spoken about here so eloquently. Oh, no! I went 
there with somewhat of the Shakesperian idea of “ bettering 
my condition further than at home "—not with the Tennysonian 
idea that I would take unto myself some savage woman and rear 
my dusky race. [Laughter.] And since my first advent into 
that State I have never lost an opportunity to render the set- 
tlers some service that in some small degree might better their 
condition and make them happierand more prosperous. When 
I first got there the cry was ‘‘Give usarailroad!” The cry 
went up from Macedonia ‘‘ Only give us railroads!” 

My friend and colleague before me was living in the same town 
of Colfax, and he knows how we fought through long years to 
get a railroad for the benefit of the settlers in that State. He 
knows how much labor we have performed in order to secure 
transportation facilities for the product of what I earnestly be- 
lieve is to be the greatest wheat field upon the globe. He has 
joined with me and [ have joined with him in early and pioneer 
days in always endeavoring to secure every advantage to the 
settlers of that section, and whatever may come I know that he 
will and that I will always be found working in behalf of those ear- 
lier pioneers who swelled the mere pathway of pioneers into a 
magnificent highway and built on the other side of the Rocky 
Mountains an empire for you and for me. 

I have made, Mr. Speaker, certain interrogatories of the 
chairman of the committee, as [ have before stated, and he now 
proposes to offer the amendment which will be adopted. I am 
glad I have accomplished that much. Iam glad I will be able 
to say to my people that I have saved them an endless amount 
of confusion and litigation. 

I have been compelled to lift my voicein behalf of the settler. 
I knew that I would be exposed to criticism by those whocan not 
lift themselves from their own environments, but I have hon- 
estly endeavored to protect our people who have established 
their homes in that country and made that sea of grasses turn 
intoa magnificent granary, and when [ hive thus lifted my 
voice in behalf of my people, the gentleman from New Jersey 

the only Northern State thatin 1864 gave a majority against 
Abraham Lincoln) [laughter and applause| comes here and tells 
us that we are ‘‘railroad hirelings.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
hour. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speiker, when a bill of this kind was 
before the House in the Fifty-second Congress | dan 
amendment similar to that now pending and supported it be- 
cause [ believed it to be in the main, after all the considerations 
bearing upon the subject were borne in mind, a just provision. 
Iam inclined to think from what I see of the temper of the 
House on this subject to-day that this amendment will not pass. 
But in the brief tims allotted to me [ would like to call atten- 
tion to the necessity at least (if an amendment of this character 
be not passed) of adopting some menrsure that will protect those 
persons who have purchased lands from the parties mentioned 
in the bill since September 2%), 1890. 

I have drawn up an amendment, Mr. Speaker, which I in- 
tended to introduce in the event the pending amendment had 
failed. It was my purpose to propose an amendment after the 
word ‘‘ granted,” in line 19 of section 1, page 2, by inserting the 
following words: 





vociferates 


states 
Phat 


ing 


Mr. Speaker, I wish [ had an 


offers 


Provided, however, That all persons who have, since September 29, 1890, 
purchased in good faith from a State or corporation any lands her¢ for- 
feited shall retain their title to said lands so purchased, free from any claim 
on the part of the United States 





I do not offer that proposition or suggestion as adequate jus- 
tice in the premises, but simply for the purpose of undertaking 
to accomplish something that looks like justice to these people. 
The House is aware that in 1890 Congress passed a bill—on 













Gd04 


the 29th of September of that year—which, whether it does by the 
strict rule of the law or not, nevertheless conveys the impression 
to the mind of the ordinary reader that it was the purpose and 
the intention of the act to confirm the possession of landsin indi- 
viduals who had purchased them from the railroads that had 
completed the performance of their contracts with the Govern- 
ment by that date; that is to say, the 29th of September, 1850. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was an implication that it was the 
intent and purpose of the Government to confirm to the indi- 
viduals who held lands their titles if they held them on or after 
the 29th day of September, 1890, under grants from the rail- 
roads that had been completed up to that date, and my proposi- 
tion is simply to say to those who acted on the faith of the 
promises, or implied promises, of the Government contained in 
that act. and purchased lands from therailroads thereafter, that 
whiic those who purchased before that date may have been put 
on their guard by reason of the action of Congress, neverthe- 
less that act gave a just reason to believe, at least, that these 
lands were to be confirmed in them, and therefore we will, as 
far as we are able to do so, carry out in good faith that implied 
promise and confirm their titles. 

| -Llere the hammer fell. ] 


*( 
" 


_ Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I listened with some 
interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN | when he addressed the House on this bill. 


\s [ understand the facts to be, various grants of land in the 


past have been made in aid of the construction of certain rail- 
ways. Much has been said aboutthe Northern Pacific Railway. 
Now, a time was fixed for the construction of these roads. Some 


of them were not constructed within the limitsof the time fixed 
in the grant. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held in at least 
one, and as [ recollect in several cases, for that matter, which 
have been referred to here, that the grants were made upon a 
condition-subsequent, and that until Congress forfeits the grants 
they remain in the railways; and that where the railway—as in 
the case ‘cited in 21 Wallace Reports, in principle—is-constructed 
after the time and before the forfeiture, that it does not lie in 
the mouth of the Government to claim a forfeiture of the lands 
80 earned. 

Now, that is justice, I apprehend,.as welliaslaw. When the 
Northern Pacific Railroad was constructed it was completed as 
far as Bismarck in the time fixed by law. The balance of the 
road has been constructed out of time, and constructed, too, 
before any forfeiture was declared; and in my judgment there is 
no justice or law in seeking to forfeit lands that have been 
earned. 

But 1 was somewhat interested in the position taken by the 
gentieman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. In the past he was 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands for some four 
years, in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. What did 
we have then? The same effort to forfeit lands that had not been 
earned, and those alsothathad beenearned. Heinsisted upon it. 

iiforts were made to amend the bill to forfeit lands which had 

not been earned. But the House passed the bill under the lead 
of the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas {Mr. MCRAE], and forfeited those which had been earned as 
well as those that had not been; and it failed to pass in the Sen- 
ate because the Senate struck out the provision to forfeit the 
earned grants, and voted for the forfeiture only of those that 
had not been earned. 
The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas refused to take that which they could rightfully get, and 
thereby we had no legislation. What was the result? Why, 
the railroads went on, with no forfeiture declared, and built the 
roads and earned, say, 25,000,000 acres of lands, and the title 
became perfect. Why? Because the gentleman from Indiana 
and the gentleman from Arkansas and such statesmen under the 
lead of the Democratic party would not forfeit that which they 
could forfeit unless they could also forfeit that which was not 
lawful for them to forfeit. 

There, Mr. Speaker, is the whole matter; and if it was not 
that I know and believe—aye, more than that, lam satisfied the 
gentleman from Indiana is an honest man—I would say, if I was 
not acquainted with him, that such an action as I have referred 
to would point with almost unerring certainty that he was in the 
service of a constituency which was seeking to build the road 
themselves and to withhold a forfeiture of lands to allow the 
roads so to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the Northern 

*acific Railway was itselfon this floor urging the passage of 
the act of 1890? 

[tere the hammer fell. | 

Mr.McRA®. I yield a half minute to the gentleman from 


a 


Alabama |[Mr. WHEELER]. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 


Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen will 
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look at page 10435 of the RecorD of September 25, 1890, th. 
will see a report by the distinguished gentleman from Main 
Mr. REED, made by him when he was chairman of the Hov 
Judiciary Committee in 1882. 

Mr. REED exhausted all his gi 


ai 


| talents in this effort, b 
the infirmities of the case were so great that his illogical reas: 
ing and unwarranted conclusions are apparent and striking, 
not really startling. 

It is only necessary to read this document to become 
vinoed that the legal argument of the distinguished gentler 
against the forfeiture of the Northern Pacific grant is utt 
without foundation and that it is our duty to pass the pendir 
bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment 
by the gentleman from Montana |Mr. HARTMAN] will no 
adopted. We have no reliable information as to the extent 
the sales sought to be confirmed, but I imagine that many o 
these companies of which the gentleman speaks have been « 
ganized by those interested in the railroads. 

The effect of this amendment, if adopted, would be to confir 
every speculative sale made by these companies at any time b 
fore the approval of this bill, and will inure to the enrichment 
and benefit of the men who accepted the grant and agreed to 
build the railroads within a specified time and failed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The directors and stockholders themsely: 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; they are as a general thing the direct 
and stockholders, as the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. Houma 
says. Mr. Speaker, we have sought to make this bill satisfa 
tory to the settlers, and certainly the members of the Repub 
can party who voted for the act of September 29, 1890, shon 
not be heard to object to the protection given to settlers an 
purchasers. If the provisions made thon were sufficient the, 
are sufficient now. Fouryears have passed and T have not heard 
a solitary complaint from a single settler. They do not as« 
general rule own exceeding 320 acres of land. Ifthe bill passes 
and it can be shown that the rights of honest settlers are a 
fected, I know that Congress will protect them. 

But let us not take this step in the dark; let us not confirm: 
sales without investigation or we nullify the forfeiture. We 
all want to protect the settler, and yet his interest may be an 
tagonistic to that of the purchasers, and if so I am for the ma 
who takes under the land laws. This bill protects the settlers, 
and as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] has said, 
we are not trying to protect those speculators who have und 
taken to defy the Government, and who have litigated those 
settlers who claim under the public land laws in first one court 
and another until they have been bankrupted and pauperized. 

We say that it is the highest duty of Congress in this hour of 
their distress to declare this forfeiture and enable the settler 
to get a standing in court that will enable them to save their 
homes from the greed and avarice of the men who have organ 
ized land syndicates, and by speculative purchases have taken up 
all the rich land along the lines of these roads. I believe that 
if this amendment should pass it would confirm practically ever) 
acre of land desired by these syndicates, organized by the men 
who operate and own the railroad, and will give no protection 
to the honest settler who does not hold under them. We pro- 
tect those who are in possession to the extent of 320 acres, re- 
gardless of whether the first sale was for the purpose of specula- 
tion or not, but we do not intend to corfirm speculative hold- 
ings. The amendment is in the interest of the speculator and 
not the settlers, and I hope it wil] be defeated. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman has 
expired, and debate is exhausted. Under the special order, the 
hour of 4:30 0’clock having arrived, a vote will now be taken 
upon the billand pending amendments, There isone committce 
amendment pending, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ada to the bill the following: : 

“Spo, 2. That all the rights, privileges,and preferences given,granted 
secured by the said act approved Septemper 29, 1890, to settlers upon and 
purchasers of the lands forfeited thereby be, and thesame are hereby, given 
granted, and secured to all settlers upon and purchasers of any of the lands 
hereby forfeited and restored upon the same terms and conditions and f 
the same periods of time therein specified, computing from the date of thi 
amendatory act.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, should not the vote upon the 
amendment to the first section come first? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being a committee ameni- 
ment, the Chair thinks it should be acted upon first. : 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty about that is, the committce 
amendment would not be necessary if the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; it would. 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, yes; it would be necessary, even if that 
amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. The two would be in conflict 
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By Mr. LOUD, from the same committee: A bill (S. 207) grant- 


CONGRE 


ing jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims in the case | other citizens of Bellview, Mont., praying for the enactment of 


of the towboat Future City, 


. er barges, cargoes, etc. 
O. 1228.) 


(Report 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (4. R. 7689) to establish and main- | 


tain certain normal and industrial schools with the unclaimed 


money in the United States Treasury of deceased colored Union | 


soldiers—to the Committes on Education. 
By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H.R. 7690) toamend sections 4 
and 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication 


and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” ap- | 


proved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWEET: A joint resolution for an investigation of 
differences resulting in the Chicago riots, the arbitration of 
future disagreements, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
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By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H.R. 7691) for the relief of William | 


E. McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7692) for the relief 
of Thomas Keating—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7693) grant- 


ing a pension to Lieut. Charles S. Miller, of Freeport, Pa.—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7694) for the re- 
lief of T. S. Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRAUS (by request): A bill (H.R. 7695) for the re- 
ee of Thomas K. Hughes—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
praying that beneficiary societies, orders, or associations operat- 
ing upon the lodge system be exempt from the provisions of 
the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Papers to accompany House bill 7685—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. Baily Brown and 
others, of Nashville, Tenn., asking exemption of beneficiary 
orders, societies, etc., from the operations of the income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 12, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRn, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. VILAS, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. DANIEL. I present the credentials of Thomas Staples 
Martin, a Senator-elect to this body for the term beginning 
March 4, 1895. I wish to say that one set of credentials has 
already been presented. It has been deemed best that the cre- 
dentials should be put in the form which has been passed upon 
and approved by the Senate, and that has been done. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the memorial of John Cowdon, of 
New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 23, to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Missouri River, between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota 
or James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, at 
South Port,in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines Rivers, between the mouth of the Illinois and 
the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same. I move that 
the memorial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. POWER presented the petition of W.S. Barrett and 5 
legislation to suppress the lottery tratlic; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. J. W.Gunn and 39 other 
citizens of Montana, praying that fraternal society and collece 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. JONES of Arkan- 
sas on the 6th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations: which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| amendment submitted by Mr. PEFFER on the 23d ultimo, in- 


tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moyed that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself May 
15 last, intended to be proposed tothe Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 29th ultimo, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favor- 
aby thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


| amendment submitted by himself on May 11th last, intended to 





be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committtee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretar 
of the Navy to transfer the reproductions of the caravels of 
Columbus to the Columbian Museum of Chicago, reported it 
without amendmeat, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed tothe Indian ap- 
propriation bill and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John A. Jack, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. TURPIE on April 27 
last, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S..526) making an appropriation for the benefit of the es- 
tate of William Moss, deceased, reported it withoutamendment, 


' and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.5481) making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irri- 
gation Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian 
Reservation in Washington, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by him tothe Indi:n 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an, amendment 
intended to be proposed by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. ; ae 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Afiairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1549) for the relief of William 
H. Hugo, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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pill (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as to soldiers’ homes, reported it with amend- | 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the en- 
largement of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation in the State of 
Wisconsin, made in 1863, and for the allotment of same, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2153) for the relief of certain 
Winnebago Indians in Minnesota, reported it without amend: 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Ut- 
ter, to report itfavorably, withoutamendment; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Senate bill 1343, a bill of similar purport, passed 
the Senate the other day and has gone to the other House. I 
move that the House of Representatives be requested to return 
the bill to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 


Without objection, it will be so 


STATUE OF FRANCIS E. SPINNER. 

Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 67) for the erection of a statue of Francis E. Spinner at 
the Treasury Department building, in Washington, to report it 
favorably, without amendment. 
CULLOM] is interested in the passage of the joint resolution, 
and we see no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The joint resolution proposes merely to al- 
low the Secretary of the Treasury to locate the statue of Gen. 
Spinner at one of the approaches of the Treasury building, and 
I should like to have it passed now. I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 





Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

FORD'S THEATER DISASTER. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit, from the Special Committee 

on the Ford's Theater Disaster, an amendment intended to be 


| proposed by that committee to the sundry civil appropriation 


bill. I desire to state that thisamendment will be accompanied 
by a report which will show the reasons for this partial dispo- 
sition of the matter with which the special committee was 
charged. 

There were eighteen persons instantly killed as the result of 
that falling building. Twodied withina very short time, really 
within a few hours of the tragedy. Three have since died, sur- 
viving their injuries for periods ranging from four to eight 
months. A great many, nearly one hundred, were injured. 

The committee have been as actively at work as it has been 
possible for them to perform labor during the last several 
months, and the proposition made by the committee now is as 


| to all who were thus killed, either instantly or who died within 


a few hours after the disaster, to give to each one of their es- 
tates the sum of $5,000, making, as to the twenty who will be 
inciuded in this amendment, the sum of $100,000. It is the de- 
sire of the committee that this appropriation shall be made 
upon the sundry eivil appropriation dillso that the widows, the 
children, and those next of kin to those who have died may find 
what relief comes from this act of decent generosity on the part 


| of the Government. 


The Senator from Illinois[Mr. | 


By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (S. ) for the 
relicf of the Western Miami tribal Indians; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


9919 


wole 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
—_ by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legisjative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


As to the three cases where the victims survived the acci- 
dent several months, the committee will desire further time to 
make exploration, so as to be satisfied beyond a peradventure 
that the deaths were caused by this tragedy and not from other 
causes. 

I will state that as to those who were injured a very consid- 
erable amount of testimony hasalready been taken, but I greatly 
fear tha! the matter can not be disvosed of at the present ses- 
sion of Congress. I think the committee will probably find it 
necessary to take testimony during the recess of Congress, and 
we hope at the next session to dispose of all these cases. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has answered the question I 
rose to put, as to what is being done with reference to those 
who were injured and not killed. While upon my feet I will 


| state that a portion of the Committee on Appropriations are 


now considering the sundry civil appropriation bill, and it 


| would be well perhaps for the Senator from Nebraska, repre- 
senting the special committee, to present the matter tothe sub- 


SNe ee 


committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I understand that and propose to-do so. 
[ have already had some conversation upon the matter with the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations in charge of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill upon that matter. I have taken 
time to make this statement so that the matter may be fully 
understood by those who are interested. I move that the 
amendment be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL IN CONFERENCE, 

Mr. HALE. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read 
and lie over under the rule, and be printed. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas on the 3d day of July, 1894, the Dill H. R. 4864, an act to reduce tax- 
ation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, passed 
the Senate with sundry amendments; and 

Whereas the Senate thereupon asked for a conference with the House of 
Representatives upon said bill and amendments, and the following Senators 
were appointed as managers of such conference on the part of the Senate, 
to wit: Senators VOORHEES, HARRIS, VEST, JONES of Arkansas, SHERMAN, 
ALLISON, and ALDRICH; and 

Whereas on the 7th day of July, 1894, the conference so asked for by the 
Senate was agreed to by the House of Representatives, and the following 
members of the House of Representatives were appointed as managers on 
the part of the conference in that body, to wit, Representatives WILSON, 
MCMILLIN, TURNER, MONTGOMERY, REED, BURROWS, and PAYNE; and 

Whereas the legitimate object of such action, on the part of the two 
Houses, was an immediate and full and free conference of all the managers 
of the Senate and House of Representatives together: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the chairman of the managers of said conference, on the 
part of the Senate, is hereby directed to inform the Senate whether a full 
and free conference is being held upon the bill aforesaid and amendments, 
and if so, at what time such conference was called together. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not ask for action at present 
on the resolution, but that it lie over under the rule, and be 
printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
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the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the | ing claims,’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to r 


Senzute: 

A bill (H.R. 195) to repeal an act entitled “An act to exclude 
the public lands in Alabama from the operetion of the laws re- 
lating to mineral land,” approved March 3, 1883; 

A bill (H. §. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. BR. 1814) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest; and 

A bill (H. 8. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgre and 
Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message aiso announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signedthe following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in the 
vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, IIL; 

A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun carriages-to the city of Marshalltown, Lowa; 

A bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; and 

\ bill (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan 
Infantry Volunteers und now in the War Department. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BLACKBURN Tose. 

Mr.CALL. I ask for the present consideration in the morn- 
ing hour of the bill (H.R.51) to change the boundaries of the 
judicial districts of the State of Florida. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwould ask the Senator from Fliorida—— 

Mr. PLATT. What was the request of the Senator from 
Florida? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by him. 

Mr. CAL!.. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration in the morning hour of House bill No.51. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr-PLATT. Allow me to say one word. The Senator from 
Florida gave notice in the early part of the week that he would 
call the bill up on Friday. I wrote to the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiGGIns], who has been interested in opposing the 
bill, that that notice had been given. I wish the Senator would 
give notice that he will move to take up the bill to-morrow, be- 
cause I think that is fair. 

Mr. CALL. In deference to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, I give notice that I shail move to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill to-morrow morning in the morning 
hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALA. It is the intention of the Senator from Kentucky 
to move to proceed to the consideration of the Army appropria- 
tion bill to-day. I desire to give notice that at the conclusion 
of the consideration of the Army appropriation bill I shail ask 
the Senate to take up the bill making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations‘and other works of defense. 

Sf HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

/ The bill (H. R. 195) to repeal an act entitled “An act to exclude 
“ the public lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws re- 
lating to mineral land,” approved March 3, 1883, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6557) providing for opening the Uncompahgre 
and Uintah Indian Reservations in Utah was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; and 

A bill (H.R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew 5S. Priest. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had, on the 11th instant, approved and signed the follow- 
ing acts: 

An act (S.411) for the relief of Samuel Collins; and 

An act (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post-road.” 


The morning business is closed. 


MINING CLAIMS, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
Ou the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 658) “ ‘lo amend section 
numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to min- 


| ending June 


; ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Ss I 
ate, and agree to the same. : 
WILLIAM M. STEWART 
WILLIAM B. BATE, 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
Confserees on the part of the Sena 
THOMAS A, E. WEADOCK 
F.C. TATE, 
GEORGE B. SHAW, 
Conferecs on the part ef the li 

The report was concurred in. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to 
consideration of the army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committ 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 6373) makino 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
30, 1895, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In order that we may save time I ; 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that 
the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committees on Appropriations was, under the head 
of ‘‘ For pay of enlisted men,” on page 2, after line 8, to strike 
out: 

For general service clerks and messengers, tothe number and at the ratio 
now fixed by law, $152,800, and the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to 
dismiss from the service any of the general service clerks and messengers 
whenin his judgment theiremploymentis not necessary, and section 3 of the 
act approved July 29, 1885, entitled “‘An act for the enlistment and pay and 


to define the duties and liabilities of general service clerks and genera! ser 
vice messengers in the Army,’’ is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. This is simply a transfer. 
pear later in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 2, before the word 
‘** officers,” to insert ‘‘such;” in line 4, before the word “ offi 
cers,” to insert ‘‘such,” and in line 6, after the word “in,” to in 
sert ‘‘ the Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-General’s;” soas to 
make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid wi 
their current monthly pay, #16,000; in all, $08,500: Provided, That there shal! 
be no appointment of Assistant Adjutant-General with the rank of major 
until thenumber of such officersin that grade shall be reduced below four 
thereafter the number of such officers in that grade shall be fixed atfour, and 
hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the Adju 
tant General's, the Inspector-General’s, the Quartermaster’s, the subsistence, 
and the pay department, respectively, shall be made from the next lows 
grade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. MILLS. I makethe point of order on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. It isan amendment that embraces 
the appointment in the Adjutant-General’s and Inspector-Gen- 
eral’s departments and changesthe existing law. It confines 
the appointment of these two classes of officers exclusively to 
the Army. It provides that the appointments ‘‘respectively 
shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of the 
Army.” ‘The existing law permits the President to appoint 
them either from civil life or from the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. MaylLask the Senator from Texas what 
is his point of order? What is it he objects to? 

Mr. MILLS. The amendment of the Senate committee in- 
serts ‘the Adjutant-General’s,” and ‘‘ the Inspector-General’s,”’ 
embracing those two classes, which are in italics. I take that 
to be the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. That amendment changes 
Clause 3 of Rule XVI says: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 


This is general legislation. 


Mr. 


Tt will an- 


Yes; that is the Senate committso 


the existing law. 


There can be no dispute about 


that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take issue with my friend from Texas. 
That is not the law as itstandsto-day. The President can not, 
and no President ever did appoint any man either to the Adju- 
tant-General’s corps or the Inspector-General’s corps from civil 
life. He can not do it. 

Mr. MLLLS. Are you proposing to make no change of the 
existing law at all? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We are not. 

Mr. MILLS. Then there is no necessity for this amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, there is. 

Mr. MILLS. Why? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. There has never been an instance in 
which the nomination has been made from civil life. As the 
pill came to us from the other House it declared that appoint- 
ments in the Quartermaster, the Subsistence, and the Pay De- 
partments shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line 
ofthe Army. All that the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate has proposed to do is to insert the Adjutant-General’s 

nd the Inspector-General’scorps. If the President in making 
the nominations is to be confined to the line of the Army as to 
the Quartermaster, the Subsistence, and the Pay Department, to 
which the other House says he shall be confined, then the Sen- 
ate committee simply proposes that as to the Adjutant-Gen- 
s and the Inspector-General’s corps the same rule shall ap- 

That is all. 
lr. MILLS. My friend is discussing the merits. Iam ta 
ing on the point of order. We shall reach the merits directly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It makes nochange in the existing law. 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend will not contend, I suppose, that 
the President is now restricted in appointing these officers to 

‘the next lowest grade in the line of the Army.” He may be 
restricted to the Army, but he is not restricted to ‘‘ the next 
lowest grade in the line of the Army,” and so the provision I 
say changes the existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I see the point the Senator makes. 


€ al 
ler 
ply 
n 


liz 
in 


uN . The 
point he makes is not against the amendment reported by the 
Senate Committee, but against the bill as itcame from the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. Mills. No; lam making that part of it against the amend- 
ment of the Senate committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is against the bill as itcame from the 
House of Representatives that the Senator makes his point of 
order. 

Mr. MILLS. But the committee take the provision as itcame 
from the House of Representatives and insert ‘‘the Adjutant- 


General's, the Inspector-General’s;” and therefore they propose | 


when this bill is passed that appointments in the Adjutant-Gen- 
erals and Inspector-General’s departments shall be made from 
the next lowest grade in the line of the Army. Thatis unques- 
tionably a change of existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Inspector-General and the Ad- 
jutant-General can now be appointed by selection, but I am not 
clear about it. 

Mr. MILLS. Are they all now required to be taken from the 
next lowest grade of the Army? 

Mr. ALLISON. No: but the officers are to bo taken from the 
Army. Ithink the chief may be appointed by selection. The 
provision, however, does not violate any rule of the Senate, 
even if we have modified it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thereis norule of the Senate against it. 

Mr. MILLS. Here is the rule which I have just read: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no general legislation here. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator from Texas will yield to me 
& moment, perhaps I can save hima little time. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam very sure that the present law allows, 
as the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] says, the chiefs of all 
these corps to be appointed by selection. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the Army; but the present law says 
that in the Adjutant-General’s Department—and I think itis the 
same in the Inspector-General’s Department-—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. That they shall be appointed from the cap- 
tains of the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of the line. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ofthe line. It has beenasubject of dispute 
in the War Department, and itis believed there that really the 
purpose and intention and the proper interpretation of the law 
would confine the appointments to captains in the line. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not ‘‘the next lowest grade.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly, it is the next lowest grade. So 
far as the Adjutant-General and Inspector-Generalare concerned 
the House proviso limits the appointments to the captains of 
“line” of the Army, instead of to the captains of the Army, as 
the law now provides. It merely makes certain what was doubt- 
less the intention of the present law. 

Mr. MILLS. I will cut this matter short by withdrawing my 
point of urder, and by moving tostrike out in the paragraph the 
word ‘‘and,” the last word in line 4, and the remainder of that 
paragraph down to the word ‘‘Army,” in line 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘four,” in line 4,.on page 
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3, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, 
as follows: 

And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the low } 





Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-General’s, the Quarterm er 
Sistence, and the Pay Department, respectively, shall be made fron 
next lowest grade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the q 
tion will first be taken on the amendment proposed by the com 
mittee. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it nobody objecis the amend- 
> committee, and [ask thatit may beac 








ment submitted by th d 
upon ; 

The amendment was agreed to.: 

The VICE-PRESIDEN The question now is on the: 


ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}. 





Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say that the law reads t1 
as to the Adjutant-General’s corps: 

Ss 1129. All vacancies in the grade of major, in the Adjutant-G 
Department, shal led, be filled by selections from captains of 
Ar! 


The same law applies to the Inspector-General. I know what 
the Senator from Texas wants to reach. There has never been 
any appointment or any nomination made either in the Adju- 
tant-General’s corps or the Subsistence corps or the Inspector- 
Geueral’s corps or the Quartermaster corps from civil life. 
There have been nominations and appointments made from civil 
life in the pay corps, and I am not objecting to what the Sena 
torfrom Texas evidently wants to do. 

The House of Representatives: send this bill here declaring 
that the President should be restricted to the next lowest grade 
of officers in the line as to all these corps, except the Adjutant- 
General's and the Inspector-General’s. TheSenate Committe: 


| on Appropriations simply proposes to put those two corps in the 











same category. That is not Im dispute. It simply means as to 
the pay corps, whetherthe President shall be permitted tomake 
his nominations from civillife as to the paymastersin the Army. 
That is evidently what the Senator from Texas wants to reach, 
and I have no quarrel with him about it. am entirely content 
to leave it; but, in order to get at it, the Senator must move to 
strike out, so as to put it into conference, what the House sent 
here, and he is not quarreling with the Senate committee at all. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Kentucky is right, and I will 
withdraw my amendment. Now, I will move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word ‘‘quartermaster’s,” in line 7, t 








word ‘‘and,” and after the word ‘‘subsistence,” to strike o 
the words ‘‘and the pay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thatis what the S or wants to d 

Mr. MILLS. So as to read: 

And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in 
adjutant-general’s, the inspector-general’s, the quartermaster’s, and tho 
subsistence department, respectively, shall be made from the next lowest 


grade in the line of the Army. 

‘vom the days of the Continental Army down to the present 
time the citizens of the United States have had an equal oppor- 
tunity with the officers of the Army to be appointed to the pay 
corps of the Army of the United States, and it is a fact that all 


the Presidents, so far as I have been able to examine the ques- 
tion, down to the present, have appointed more persons from 


civil life to the pay department of the Army than they have 
from the Army. 

A. few days ago it was proposed to disfranchise the Army in 
the appointment of cadets by confining the appointments to 
Congressional districts, where the Army and the officers of the 
Army have noopportunity to be represented. I thenstood with 
a number of friends here and vindicated the right of the Ar 
to be represented and to give to the President, as the head of 
the Government, the power to appoint ten general cadets at 
large, to be taken from the sons of officers of the Army and the 
Navy of the United States. My vote was controlled in that 
measure in order to do justice to these two great branches of 
the Federal Government. 

Now, Mr. President, the Army are so anxious to have every- 
thing, that they have been pressing to confine every appoint- 
ment within the lines of the Army and to disfranchise the whole 
sixty-eight or seventy million people, and to prevent them from 
having a single opportunity to have one of these officers ap- 
pointed from civil life into the Army, and against the traditions 
and history of this country from before the time when the Gov- 
ernment was born. 

[tis asingular fact, Mr. President, that one of the greatest 
military chieftains who has ever commanded the armies o 
United States, second only to Washington in the estimation of 
the American people, Gen. Grant, | understand never appointed 
a single man in the pay corps from the Army—it is so reported 
to me—but appointed every one from civil life. A great ma- 


ny 
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jority of those officers have been appointed from civil life. 
There is really no reason why an officer of the Pay Department 
of the Government should come from the line of the Army. 
There is no Army knowledge necessary to enable one to pay the 
officers and soldiers of the Army. 

A banker can do that as well as an educated military officer. 
He has nothing todo with military tactics; he has nothing to 
do with outpost duty; he knows nothing about provisioning an 
army or about mobilizing, moving, or fighting it. These are 
things that belong to the line officers, and, in my judgment, 
with the little military experience I have had, the line of the 
Army ought to be kept intact, and there ought to be no induce- 
ment held out to any line officer to go away from the line and 
into the staff, especially in the banking department ofthe Army. 
Those places ought to be open to civilians; atleast, civilians 
ought to have an equal opportunity with the line of the Army 
to receive such appointments from the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to combat or resist the 
views held by the Senator from Texas. I simply desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as it passed the bill, stripped the President of the 
power to appoint to the Pay Corps of the Army from civil life. 
The Senate has nothing to do with that. The Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations simply proposes by this amendment 
to put the Adjutant-General’s and the Inspector-General’s corps 
into the limitations which the bill as it came from the House 
prescribed for the other corps. 

Let me inquire if the amendment of the committee, which 
has been agreed to, includes the ‘usertion of the word ‘‘such” 
in line 2, on page 3, and in line 4? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to as a part 
of the amendment of the committee. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas |[Mr. MILLS}. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not believein the wisdom of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas. If made at all, I do 
not see why it should not include both the Commissary’s and the 
Quartermaster’s Departments. There is no legal restriction now, 
and there has been none in practice, against appointing from 
civil life in those two departments, and there are now in both 
of those departments officers appointed from civil life, and they 
have been appointed within recent years. 

I believe it to be for the best interests of the Army that the 
appointments in all these corps should be confined to the proper 
grade of the line of the Army. The opportunity for promotion 
in the Army is very poor at the best, Go I hardly agree to the 
Senator’s views that the Pay Department is an unimportant one. 
Some of the severest fighting of late years has been in attacks 
upon paymasters, and several soldiers have been wounded and 
killed in some of those engagements. 

The course in European countries—and I think we must surely 
come to it here—is to do away with these special staff depart- 
mentsand have asupplycorps. I hope the time may come when 
the commissary, quartermaster, and pay departments will be 
all in one and will form a supply department. I think the best 
minds in the Army look forward to that as a proper reorgani- 
zation, 

[ think itis no more than right and just that those places 
should be saved for the line of the Army and that they should 
not be filled up with civilian appointments. These have not 
been, on the whole, the most fortunate. Without naming in- 
stances, that is very well understood. 

Such appointments are made many times for favor, and no 
party is clean-handed in that matter; we have all shared in it. 

There have been similar instances in the pay, quartermaster, 
and commissary departments, and if there is any point in the 
Senator’s argument, it should include both those other depart- 
ments. There should be no restriction upon either of them. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, if I had not known before that 
my friend from Vermont[Mr. PRocTOR] had been Secretary of 
War, his speech would have shown me that he had been in the 
closest kind of contact with the Army. The views which he ex- 
presses are army views, views which exist inside of a close cor- 
poration, and his views do not go outside of the Army and the 
army people. It is ordinary selfishness. It is not confined to 
the Army alone. We know that the Army are constantly 
pressing for everything they can get, and that every officer of 
the Army is constantly pressing to get every promotion he can. 

It is just the same as it is in civil life with the rest of us; each 
is trying to find the highest point he can get. But we are here 
representing somebody else besides the Army. We have sev- 
enty million people who are interested, and I doubt very se- 
riously whether this body has the right to limit the constitu- 
tional power and prerogatives of the President to give these 
appointments to whomsoever he pleases. He has the right to 
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make the appointments from the Army or to select them from 
whatever station in life he may think proper. 

But, Mr. President, the people of the United States hayo 
some right to have an open door into the Army. The Army is 
not alone to be copsulted about this thing; there are other peo- 
ple interested in it. It has been the policy of this Government 
to make the Army popular. Of course, everybody in this 
country knows that a standing army is unpopular. The preju- 
dice against it is one of the inherited prejudices which haye 
come down to usfrom our fathers. Itis no argument to say that 
because the quartermastersand commissaries are left out of this 

rovision, this, too, shouldgo by the board. Let them all come 
in if the Senator so desires. 

The Senator says that some paymasters have been attacked 
on the plains. Whoever heard of a paymaster being killed? 
When a paymaster is attacked, it is the line that fights. They 
have to protect the paymaster, and the quartermaster, and the 
commissary, and all the rest of them. The paymaster is simply 
a banker who carries the Government funds under his charge to 
pay the troops. This office has been within the reach of the 
people of the United States for a hundred years, and the great- 
est men who have presided over this Government have shown 
that they have been in touch with the popular sentiment by ap- 
pointing civilians as well as military men to these places. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no objection person- 
ally to make, to leaving it possible for the President to appoint 
civilians to the Pay Departmentof the Army. It is quite possi- 
ble to find some man of such experience and familiarity with 
paying menand with large pay rolls that he would make perhaps 
a better paymaster than would any person who might happen 
to receive an appointment from the line of the Army; but I do 
object to the invitation, so to speak, to appoint civilians in the 
Quartermaster’s and Subsistence Departments. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iknowthat. I haveno objection to permit- 
ting the President to appoint civilians to the Pay Department, 
but as to the other departments I do speak for the great body 
of young officers, who have very slow promotion before them. 
It is considered an honor, a compliment, and reward to be ap- 
pointed into the Quartermaster’s, the Subsistence, the Adjutant- 
General’s, or the Inspector-General’s Department from the line. 
Those are military functions, and when a man of thirty or forty 
years has been many years out on the plains and amongst the 
hills, where he has been lonely and his surroundings have not 
been agreeable and there comes to be a chance for appointment 
as a major or a captain in the Subsistence Department, for in- 
stance, it must seem rather cold and cruel to hundreds of those 
gentlemen to have some personal or political friend jump into 
that very desirable place, which ought to be kept as a reward 
for gallant service. If the appointments were made from the 
Army it would give a chance for promotion all along the line 
down to the second lieutenants. 

If you are going to have an Army at all, you must study the 
circumstances that will make it efficient and maintain its ambi- 
tion and its zeal. Giving the 4 terre to the officer to bs 
promoted is a stimulus to him al) the timo in the faithful per- 
formance of his duty. Ifthe President, when he hasan appoint- 
ment to make in the Quartermaster’s Department, can range 
over several hundred young men of good education and charac- 
ier in the line of the Army, that stimtilus would be constantly 
beforethem, and any one of them would be very proud indeed to 
get such an appointment. Now,I of course think ita great 
mistake as a matter of general policy to head off the possibilities 
of honorable promotion in the Army in that way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think I know what the Senator from 
Texas wants to reach. If I amcorrect it is altogether com- 
mendable, and Iam just as anxious to help in that direction as 
he is. 1 have no objection to his amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be adopted, then. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So farasI am concerned, I am willing 
to accept it and let it go into conference. 

Mr. MILLS. All right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itsimply takes the pay corps out cf the 
proposed law as the House has sent the bill to us, and leaves it 
where the law leaves it now. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, if the picture which the 
Senator from Texas has drawn of paymasters appointed because 
of their knowledgeand skill of banking and money matters were 
the fact in practice, there would be something to his argument; 
but the fact is that such preeeneasent when made from civil 
life have usually been made because of some personal favor or 
relationship or for political reasons, to the great injury, as I 
think, of the service. Now, there is an advantage even in the 
Pay Department in having a man appointed from the line of the 
Army. He is entirely in touch with the Army and is familiar 
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with its customs, its laws, and itstraditions. He is, in my opin- 
ion, very much the better officer because of his training and ed- 
ucation. 

[ will only cite against the Senator from Texas the practice of 
the present Commander in Chief of the Army. He has recently 
made appointments to the Pay Corps, and has made them from 
the captains of the line ofthe Army. [am very glad to speak in 
the highest terms of his appointments in the Army, not only dur- 
ing the present, but during his former Administration. | be- 
lieve they have, on the whole, been excellent. He has shown 
what he believes the law ought to be by conforming to the pro- 
posed amendment, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas, I understand, will practically leave the law as it is 
and has been for a number of years. The practice of the Exec- 
utive, as cited by the Senator from Vermont, shows that itis not 
likely to be abused to the prejudice of the Army. If the amend- 
ment is adopted it will simply leave a larger field for selection 
and the opportunity of infusing new blood into the Army and 
bringing it more closely in touch with the people asa whole. I 
hope that the amendmenf will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that it be stated. We have been 
unable on this side to hear any of the discussion. 

Mr. MILLS. It simply permits the President to appoint from 
sivil life to the Pay Departmentas has been done for a hundred 
years, 

" The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘quartermasters,” in line 
3, page 5, insert the word “and,” and after the word “ subsist- 
ence” in the same line strike out the words ‘‘and the pay;” so 
as to read: 

And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the 
Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-General’s, the Quartermaster’s and the 
Subsistence Departments, respectively, shall be made from the next lowest 
«rade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. MILLS. It leaves the law as it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


‘ 
“ 


)-E 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 24, after 
the word ‘‘ thereafter,” to strike out ‘‘ the Chief Signal Officer of 
the Army shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of colonel 
only, and the office of Chief Signal Officer of the Army shall be 
filled by seiection;” and insert: 

The Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel, who shall be the Chief Sig- 
nal Officer of the Army, and selected from the Corps,and one Heutenant- 
colonel, one major, aud four captains (mounted),to be appointed from the 
Corps according to seniority, and three first lieutenants (mounted), to be ap- 
pointed as now provided by law, who shall each receive the pay and allow- 
ances of like grades in the Army. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, £6,440; in all, $29,640: Provided, That whenever a 
vacancy in the grade of brigadier-general shall occur in the office of Chief 
Signal Officer, said vacancy shall not be filled, but said grade shall cease 
and determine, and thereafter the Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel, 
who shall be the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, and selected from the 
Corps, and one lieutenant-colonel, one major, and four captains (mounted), 
to be appointed from the Corps according to seniority, ana three first lieu- 
ienants (mounted), to be appointed as now provided by law, who shall each 
receive the pay and allowances of like grades in the Army. 

Mr. BATE. On page 5, line 3, before the word “Signal,” I 
move to insert ‘‘the commissioned force of.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee to the committee amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word ‘‘ Signal,” in line 3, pa 
5, insert ‘‘ the commissioned force of;” so as to read: 

The commissioned force of the Signal Corps shall consist of one colonel), 
ete. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. 1 move to further amend the amendment by in- 
eerting at the end of line 9, page 5, after the word ‘‘ Army”: 

The officers of the Signal Corps to retain their present commissions until 
regularly promoted in compliance with law. 

The object I have in view in the amendment is just to let the 
officers remain as they are now. We do not want to deprive 
them of their commissions, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object to that amendment. It puts 
every officer of the Signal Corps beyond the reach of courts- 
martial. 

Mr. BATE. How? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. If youare going to enact into law that 
the officers are to hold their commissions until regularly pro- 
moted, the power of a court-martial is defied, and not one of 
them could be dismissed from the service. 

Mr. BATE. They have their commissions now. They are 
officers, and as such are amenable to any court-martial or to any 
other order, [ think the Senator from Kentucky isentirely mis- 
talken in that respect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
amendment? 
Army now. 

Mr. BATE. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There can be no necessity for the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee, unless it be to 
build up a muniment or fortification around these people which 
does not apply to anybody else. 

Mr. BATE. Notatall. I think this change, so far con- 
cerns the appointment of a lieutenant-colonel, and the promo- 
tion of the other officers, the captains and lieutenants, ought 
to take effect, and that is the substance of the amendment, from 
the date of the passage of the bill. [I make that point directly, 
so that we may understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator offer that amendment? 

Mr. BATE. I do, right now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I wish to oppose it. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator has opposed the amendment 1 have 
already offered, which I did not think went so far. i will read 
at length the amendment I propose. On page 5, at the end of 
line 9, I move to add: 

The officers of the Signal Corps to retain their present commissions until 
regularly promoted in compliance with law, and for grades below that of 
colonel the reorganization herein provided for may be made upon the pas- 
sage of this act. 

That leaves it simply discretionary, of course, as to whether 
they shall make it nowornot. The history of it, if I under- 
stand this subject-—— 

Mr. PLATT. We can not hear anything that is said. Most 
of the discussion which has taken place upon the army bill has 
been entirely lost upon Senators on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I have not been able to hear any of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators and 
gentlemen who have the privileges of the floor to refrain from 
conversation. Business will be suspended until order is re- 
stored. The Chair desires to state that there is complaint from 
Senators that they are absolutely unable to hear what is taking 
place in the Chamber. 

It is a disagreeable duty to constantly call the attention of 
Senators and gentlemen who are upon the floor to this fact; but 
there is absolute necessity for it. The Senator from Tennessee 
will proceed. 

Mr. MANDERSON [ask the Senator from Tennessee to per- 
mit the amendment that was agreed to, as I understand, by the 
Senator from Kentucky, in charge of the bill, and also the addi- 
tional amendment, to come in at the end of the paragraph, to be 
read at the desk, so that we may understand them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that the first amendment was the 
insertion, before the words ‘‘ Signal Corps,” in line 3, on page 5, 
of the words ‘‘commissioned force of the.” That is the only 
amendment which has yet been made. [ send to the desk the 
amendment which I now propose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state: 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, at the end of line 9, add: 

The officers of the Signal Corps to retain their present commissions until 
regularly promoted in compliance with law; and for grades below that of 
colonel the reorganization herein provided for may be made upon the pas 
sage of this act. 

Mr. BATE. It issimply a question as to what time the or- 
ganization shall take effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator 


ul 


Then what is the necessity for the 
They hold their commissions as officers in the 


as 


l. 


| from Tennessee, but 1 mean to make the point of order that the 


amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Kentucky does that, I shall 
fall back on my original amendment, which was referred to the 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not reported. 

Mr. BATE. Not only thet, but I shall produce the record 
showing that it came from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with the approval of every member except one, who was not 
present. That makes it in order, I presume. I hope the Sena- 
tor will not make the point of order, because I wish to have the 
proposition determined on the merits. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I shall not make the point of order now. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not want any technicalities. If lam wrong 
I want the Senate to say so. 

Mr. President, this issimply a question as to when the reorgan- 
ization shall take effect. The tendency of itis not to remodel 
altogether the Signal Corps as it nowexists. TheSignal Corps 
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has been a progressive, scientific corps. It is one of the eight 
or ten corpsin the Army. At present it has a brigadier-gen- 
eralat its head, Gen. Greely. There is ahiatus to-day between 
the brigadier-general and amajor. There is no colonel; there 
is no lieutenant-colonel. There isa gap to be filled up; there 
is a want of symmetry in it, and itspoils the whole organization. 
{tis the only corps of all the corps in the Army which is in 
that position. 

My amendment, to which the committee have agreed so far as 
concerns the appointing of a lieutenant-colonel—and, by the by, 
the proposition comes from Gen. Greely himself, who is at the 
head of the organization and is a brigadier-gencral—proposes 
that when his time expires, or when the office becomes vacant, 
there slzall be no more brigadiers-general at the head of it, but 
that a colonel shall be in charge of it, and that by selection. 
That is the committee’s amendment now (it was instigated by 
the chief of this corps, if I am informed correctly), and it has 
been agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. BATE. His report, produced in the other House, shows 
it. Gen. Greely, I understand, has about ten or twelve years 
yet to serve before he could be retired on account of age. It is 
purely, then, discretionary with him as to whether he shali re- 
tire now or whether he shall do so underasurgeon’s certificate, 
withthe consent of the President. Here, then, would be a delay 
of ten or twelve years, during which doubt would exist as to what 
the real organization is to be. 

[ say it will have a demoralizing effect upon the corps. I 
agree with the committee that this gap should be closed by 
proper appointment. [do not complain that the chief shall be 
reduced to colonel, and that the appointment may be made by 
promotion from the corps. That is proper, and it is the amend- 
ment. 

Now, if you have your lieutenant-colonel there and your 
major, and your captains, and your lieutenants, you would have 
it complete. The Signal Corps is one of the most useful and in- 
dispensable corps that belong tothe Army. It is true, sir, it is 
of recent growth. Itsprung up with Dr. Myer, I understand, 


during the late war between the States, and was utilized most 
effectively, the proof of which ison record by Gen. Sherman, by 
Gen. Thomas, by Gen. McClellan, and by others, showing that 
it was indispensable. 


After the close of the war it was recommended that it should 
be organized into a separate corps, and it was so organized. It 
has varied in its fortunes from that time on. Generally it has 
been treated as a football here whenever the appropriation bills 
come in, and has found its existence almost entirely based upon 
provisions in appropriation bills, until October 1, 1890, when a 
bill was passed giving the Signal Corps a separate and distinct- 
ive existence, and separating it from the Weather Bureau. 
Now it is a part of the Army, known as theSignalCorps. The 
utility of it is not denied. 

[t is scientific and progressive. It began with the signal flag 
inthewar. Itnowhas its flags, its heliographs, itssearch-light, 
its telephone trains, its captive balloons, and its dirigible or 
steering balloons. Allthisisgoingoninascientifieway. These 
appliancesare of greatadvantagein military matters, andare im- 
portant to the organization and movements of armies and to 
give information during battles, upon which might depend the 
fate of nations. 

Our system here has been adopted in Europe—England, 
France, Belgium, Austria, Russia—all have adopted the sys- 
tem that has been in use here, and preserve, I believe, to some 
extent, our hieroglyphical alphabet with its signs and symbols. 
In Russia they have parks for signal-corps trains, with every 
necessary equipment, where select men become expert by drill. 
It is a growing arm of the military in every civilized country. 
Sir, if it had existed in other days there would not have been 
such trouble in the management of troops during battle. 

Wellington himself, upon the field of Waterloo, when the 
trouble culminated between all Europeand France, never would 
have uttered with a sigh those historic words—would that 
Blucher or night would come—if he had had the advantage of 
asignal corps. It has become indispensable in all well organ- 
ized armies. It has come to stay, and will stay with us. It is 
scientific and progressive, and we must sustain and encourage 
it. That being so, the question is how shall we organize it so 
as to make it the most effective. 

Look at it practically and see the working of this new addi- 
tion to armies. It is effective in peace as well as war. See the 
troubles in Chicago the other day. I have here a dispatch this 
morning from Lieut. Allen, of the Signal Corps, who is detailed 
there as partof the staff of the general in command, Gen. Miles. 
It shows its practical utility in troubles of that kind by giving 
communication when wires are cut and it can be given in no 
other way -—— 
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Mr. HALE. Will the Senator trom Tennessee permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. We can not hear on this side of the Chamb: 
what issaid. What fault does the Senator find with the details 
of the amendmentas submitted by the Committee on A ppropri: 
tions? What is the fault with the amendment? 

Mr. BATE. Because it puts it off, say, twelve years before 
goes into effect. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I 
nessee in a few minutes. 

Mr. HALE. Everybody recognizes the merits of the corps a 
eloquently presented by the Senator from Tennessee. The only 
question is as to details. We havo not been able to hear on this 
side what it is the Senator proposes. 

Mr. BATE. The substance of my amendment is that it shal! 
go into effect now. If itis a good organization the symmetry 
should be preserved, and we should appoint these officers and 
let it take effect to-day; that is to say, the lieutenant-colone! 
should be appointed, and let the lieutenant-colonel be held in 
abeyance until Gen. Greely retires, or until a vacancy occurs, 
and then it can go into full effect. 

I fear to put it off will withdraw the incentive to good con 
duct and ofticial improvement upon the part of the younger m 
of this corps, as it would in any other corps. One of the i 
centives that soldiers and officers have to dotheir duty is to win 
honors and be promoted. This to some extent will withdra 
that incentive. There is no opportunity for promotion in thi 
proposed law. Therefore, Mr. President, it should take effect 
now so as to have this inducement given the officers, and let it 
goon smoothly and successfully. Do not let us degrade this 
corps. It costs less than any other corps. I have the proof 
here to show it. Every other corps, asI have said, has a brig- 
adier-general at its head but this one. 

Now, you propose t» give this colonelcy, but do not let us 
have a gap with the lieutenant-colonel wanting. The commit- 
tee have agreed to that, and the simple question, as I under 
stand it, is narrowed down to the point as to when it shall take 
effect. Am I not right? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. BATE. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to take issue with 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Lam not quite through, but J will let the Sona 
tor from Kentucky go on. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to take issue with the Senator 
from Tennessee upon each and every proposition he has stated, 
for I do not think that one of them is sound. He tells us about 
the value of this corps. I do not agree to that. We saw its 
present head (and I am his personal friend, and was glad to see 
it) given the distinction that was awarded him when he was 
jumped from a captain’s place to a brigadier-general’s place. 

I was very glad tosee that jump made, not because [ thought it 
was fair, but because I like the man. Ido not know many more 
valueless, worthless luxuries the Government is indulging in to- 
day than the very corpsover whose exploits, never yet achieved, 
the Senator from Tennessee waxes so eloquent. But more than 
that, the Senator offers an amendment and asks the Senate to 
adopt it, which puts every commissioned officer in that corps 
beyord the reach of a court-martial, and says that they shall 
hold their commissions despite court-martials, despite military 
discipline, despite law, and that they shall not be interfered 
with in those commissions until they are regularly promoted. 
That is one objection. 

There is another and a still graver objection. 
tells us about the lack of symmetry in this corps. I admit it, 
but his amendment does not tend to help it any. Here is a 
brigadier-general. No colonel is to be provided for until that 
brigadier-general shall die, or resign, or be retired. But the 
Senator from Tennessee wants a lieutenant-colonel. I should 
like to know how that would help to round out the symmetry. 
There would be just as much of a gap as there is to-day. 

Mr. President, the truth is just this. There is an officer in 
that corps to-day holding the rank of major, who wants to be a 
lieutenant-colonel, and he objects to the word “ thereafter,’’ the 
first word in line 24 on page 4. I challenge tho record of the 
War Department, I challenge the Senator from Tennessee, to find 
me a single man whose name is borne upon the roster of the 
Army, who has been promoted as fast as the major who wants to 
fill this gap and round out and perfect the symmetry of the Sig- 
nal Corps by being made a lieutenant-colonel. 

He went from alieutenancy toacaptaincy, if my memory serves 
me, in about three years, instead of waiting twenty years, as 
most lieutenants have todo. I think it was about three years 
that bridged him from a lieutenancy to a captaincy. It was one 
yoar that bridged him from a captaincy to majority; and two 
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years have not yet expired when he stands here demanding that 
the symmetry of the Signal Corps shall be rounded out by mak- 
ing him a lieutenant-colonel. 

I challenge the record of the War Office for another purpose, 
and that is to furnish a sentence, a word, ora syllable in that 
oflicer’s record that entitles him to such consideration or to any 
promotion atall, whether in peace orin war. Ifheeversmelled 
burning gunpowder none of us ever heard of it. If he ever ren- 
dered such conspicuous specific service or scientific service, or 
any other sort of service, [ will withdraw all objection and agree 
that the Senator’s amendment shall go through. 


But I insist that the amendment is faulty intwo respects. In 
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| tirement from disability, or retirement from 


| colonel at its head, and 


the first place, it puts this corps beyond the reach of military | 
belief that that necessity is now upon us; that we should at once 


discipline or regulation or law; secondly, it proposes a reorgan 
ization that will have but one effect, and that is to promoto 
from a majority to a lieutenant-coloneley a man who has al- 
ready been promoted faster and for less service than any other 
man whose name burdens the pay roll of the Federal Army. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if there is any one criti- 


cism that can be made with force upon the Army legislation of | 


the last fifteen or twenty years it is that it has been in the di- 
rection of making the Army of the United States top-heavy. 
We have been legislating, and lezislating I think at times under 
pressure, in the directionof the increase of the staff corps of the 
Army to the detriment and material damage to the line of the 
Army. Itis not to be wondered at that we have dono this thing. 


The experts of the different staff corps are of course anxious 
for that which isdear toevery soldier wholoves his profession— | 


promotion to higher rank. ‘They like to enlarge and amplify 
the duties which are incumbent wpon the different departments 
to which they belong. 
them, that they use every effort and all their energy to produce 
the result which they desire. 
against these efforts in the past. The Congress of the United 
States has in numerous bills and sometimes by legislation upon 
appropriation bills met their views, as I think to the damage of 
the Army. 

Mr. President, I really think it is about time to call a halt in 
that direction. I should like to see reform begin at the other 
end. I sympathize with the recruiting officer who during the 
war, when recruiting grew rather slow, proposed to raise a regi- 
mentof brigadiers. Ofcourseeveryone would be very anxious to 
join an organization of that character. I think the time has 
come when there should be enlargement and increase of the line 
of the Army of the United States. 

Kveryone who has personal acquaintance with the line of the 
Army knows, inthe differentcorpsof the cavalry, of theartillery, 
and the infantry, gray-headed men who have grown old in serv- 
ice, and in distinguished, arduous, difficult, and dangerous serv- 
ice, who have not yet reached the rank of captain. There is 
not the incentive there should be that the enlisted men of the 
Army, many of whom are well entitled to commissions, who 
could pass the examination required by law and who are fitted 
to be second lieutenants in the Army and fitted to go to higher 
grades by regular promotion and by proper examination—l say 
there is not the incentive to these men that there ought to be; 
but that, of course, is all apart fromthe proposition now under 
discussion. 

I think that so far as the staff departmentof the Army is con- 
cerned, when we come to a time when the Army of the United 
States shal) be used in actual war, instead of enlarging our staff 
corps we will decrease them by consolidation. We could well 
do that in time of peace; but unfortunately, although in peace 
ve should prepare for war, we never do prepare for war until 
the emergency is upon us. I shall not go into detail as to what 
might be consolidated; but there is no man who has studied 
the question of the Army, there is no man who has had an ey 
perience in it either in time of war or in time of peace, who does 
not realize that many of these corps could properly be joined. 

For instance, there is no reason why there should be a com- 
missary’s and a quartermaster’s department entirely distinct the 
one from the other. There is no reason why there should not 
be a department of supply. It puzzles a man who has had army 
experience to tell as to whether a certain implement or piece of 
war material or matter of supply is to go to a quartermaster, a 
commissary, or an ordnance officer, and I think we might well 
have adepartmentof supply that would consolidate some of these 
corps. 

Mr. HALE. It isso in the Navy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


why it should not be so in the Army. I see no reason why the 
Signal Corps of the Army should be a thing apart from all the 
other staff departments of the Army. It could be well joined to 
one of them. 
this bill. 


woody. 


[t is natural, and I donot find fault witb | 
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Now, the proposition is by this proposed enactment that when 
in the ease of the present brigadier-general, who is the head of 
the Signal Corps, there shall bea vacancy, whether that vacancy 
shall occur by death, by retirement, from length of service, re- 
then there 
shall be what my colleague upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs and its efficient chairman says isa symmetrical organ 
ization of the Signal Corps. I agree with him that if we are to 
have the Signal Corps as a separate department fromall others, 
it should be of symmetrical form, the department to have 
the intermediate grades of lieutenan 
colonel, major, captain, and lieutenant should follow. 

But I do not agree with my colleague on the committee in the 


make the change that will cause Maj. Dunwoody to be madea 
lieutenant-colonel; that shall cause Capt. Craig to be made a 
captain, and promote the lieutenants to be captains of the corps. 
As has been suggested by the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. 
BLACKBURN], promotion in the Signal Corps has been extremely 
rapid. Its composition is as follows: 

The Chief Signal Officer, with the rank of brigadier-general, 
is Gen. Greely, who would probably retire from age ten or twelve 


| years hence, who undoubtedly could at any time retire on 


count of disability incurred in the line of his duty in the per 
formance of a great work with which we are all familiar, and 
for which the country is glad to give him credit, and has given 
him deserved and most distinguished honor. 

Following him in the present list is Maj. Henry H. C 
Maj. Dunwoody entered the Army in 1862. He wa 
made second lieutenant of the artillery in June, 1866; first lieu 
tenant in February, 1867; eaptain, June, 1889; major of Signal 


Dun 


| Corps in 1890, and accepted that place in 1891. 


It has been hard to make head | 


Yes, itis so in the Navy of the United | 
States and works without difficulty there, and there is noreason | 


But upon that of course we can not legislate in | 


Capt. Craig entered the Army in 1866; was made captain and 
quartermaster in 1888; was made captain in Signal Corps in 1890 
and accepted it in 1891. 

Capt. Allen was made second lieutenant in 1872; first lieuten- 
ant in 1879; captain in 1888; captain in Signal Corps in 1890, and 
accepted in 1891. 

Capt. Thompson entered the Army in 1868; made 
tenant in 1880; captain in 1890; accepted in 1891. 

Capt. Seriven entered the Army in 1878; first liewtemant in 
1885; first lieutenant Signal Corps in 1890; made eaptain in 
1892. 

Capt. Glassford was made first lieutenant in 1890, and captain 
in 1893. 

[ will not pass to the lieutenants of the corps. I have read 
this simply to show that the promotion of the officersof the Sig 
nal Corps has been exceptionally rapid. They have 
through these higher grades, passing those who were with them 
at the Military Academy, and leaving them largely to-day in the 
rank of first lieutenant of the Army. 

Mr. President, I do not think we need to strain any point hi 
to give immediate promotion to these gentlemen. I think with 
their corps thus made symmetrical, thus licked into the shape 
they desire, they can well afford to wait until there shall be 
vacancy created either by the resignation, the retirement from 
disability, from length of service, or from age, of the distin 
cuished gentleman who is now at the head of the corps. 

[ do notfind myself differing very often with the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, but I think in 
this case it is well enough for us to make haste slowly. ‘Th 
Signal Corps is certainly not now so important an adjunct of 
the Army that it can not afford to abide its time for the rapid 
promotion that is bound to come in the immediate future to tho 
who are upon the roll. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I do not differ very widely 
my colleague on the committee who has just taken his seat, the 
Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON]. The only difference 
between us is as to when this shall take effect. We agree, and 
the committee seem to agree pretty well, too, upon a partial 
symmetry of the Signal Corps; that is tosay, that there shall be 
| a lieutenant-colonel appointed, and that the colonel shall be ap- 
pointed when the vacancy occurs, as indicated, by the resigna- 
tion or removal in any way of Gen. Greely, who now holds the 
chief place in it. 

But I think that it is proper if we are going to organize the 
corps after the fashion indicated by the committee that it should 
be done at once for the reasons which I have heretofore mer 
tioned, and which I shall not reiterate. 

[ desire to say, however, in reply to some remarks which have 
been made in regard to this matter that Gen. Greely was an- 
pointed because of scientific services he had rendered the 
country; so if seems he did go from the rank of a captain to 
that of a brigadier-general. 

That matter is a subject of criticism, but it meets, however, 
| the approval of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BL ACK BURN]. 
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It is the officer whose good fortune it has been to be promoted 
to a majority who is jumped upon with both feet by my friend 
from Kentucky. He does not want to see him promoted further 
now, alleging that it is very rapid, and also an allusion to that 
fact was made by the Senator from Nebraska. He, however, 
read from the Army Register, which shows that this man, who 
is now the major in this corps, Maj. Dunwoody, received a mil- 
itary education and entered the Military Academy at West 
Point in 1862, and after four years he was a graduate, and with 
honor. 

That is some thirty years ago. If you call getting to a ma- 
jority within thirty years rapid promotion, then of course there 

as been rapidity of promotion in this case. But I insist that 
thirty years is a long period for a man who has received a mili- 
tary education to go from a lieutenancy up te a majority. 

Therefore, there is noindecent haste in this matter, as has been 
intimated; and there is no excessive desire upon the part of the 
gentleman whoholds this majority or upon the part of hisfriends 
to see him promoted, except upon the grounds of merit. Why 
did he get this majority? For scientific reasons in part, just 
as Greely was appointed Seigeiier gencual. 

Furthermore, 1 desire to say to the Senate and to you, Mr. 
President,thathe won this majority,which is very rarely the case, 
upon competitive examination. Under the law of October, 1890, 
he was put to the test along with his fellows in the reorganiza- 
tion of the corps, and he won it fairly. He is one of the fewmen 
entitled to the straps of a major who has won his rank by a com- 
petitive examination, thus showing his superiority of the class 
with which he was thrown in reference to that promotion; and 
allow me to say there is nono class or set of officers in the Army 
superior tothem. That is why it was done and not with inde- 
cent haste, nor by potential influence with the appointing power, 
but it became his by right under the law. 

Maj. Dunwoody was many years alieutenant, ashorttimea cap- 
tain, and it was his fortune to have been detailed into a particular 
service, the Weather Bureau service. I might stop to read a 
letter addressed by the Secretary of Agriculture, who has charge 
of this Department, to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], in re- 
gard to the capacity, fitness, and efficiency of Maj. Dunwoody 
for the scientific work in which he is engaged; but it might be 
disagreeable to him for me to do so, and therefore I decline so 
doing. I will say, however, it shows an efficiency that is rarely, 
if ever, equaled. 

I repeat, he won this upon merit by a competitive examina- 
tion, and upon the grounds of merit alone, and it took him thirty 
years to pass through the regular channels from a lieutenancy 
toa majority. If thejSenator thinks that is rapid’promotion he 
is welcome to do so. 

Now, sir, Maj. Dunwoody belongs to this corps and he won the 
position, and if promotion is to take place I am for him having 
it. He has distinguished himself most worthily. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky speaks of luxurious 
_ in Washington. Hecan not lay that charge at this man's 

oor. 

Permit me to say, sir, that he is a man who is up at night in 
the performance of his duty without increase of pay, when you 
and I and all here are asleep. He is temporarily detailed to the 
Weather Bureau atthis place—the head of that Bureau. It may 
be said to be a life study with him. As young as you say he is, 
he has grown gray in that scientific service, and is conceded 
to be the greatest success in his line ever known in this country 
or even in Europe. This is conceded, and publicly so by scien- 
tific journals on both continents. This is the man, Mr. Presi- 
dent, whose promotion is objected to when he would win it 
fairly, because he holds the majority now won by competition, 
and under this amendmentthere would be anopening. It isnot 
by selection, but under the truerule that heshould be promoted 
in the corps to which he belongs. 

Mr. President, I was pleased with the remarks of my col- 
league on the Military Committee, the Senator from Nebraska 
_ MANDERSON]. He shows the necessity for this symmetry 

n staff organization; and I want to say in conclusion on this 


point that if a necessity exists, as he has so clearly shown, for 
symmetrical organization and for a lieutenant-colonel to be ap- 
pointed to effect it, then the sooner it is accomplished the bet- 
ter, and therefore this amendment ought to take effect on the 


assage of this bill. It will not affect the force at the head of 
ft, but it will affect all subalterns. It opens up the incentive for 
an officer to raise himself in the esteom of his fellow-officers and 
his countrymen by his proper bearing. Therefore it should be 
adopted now. 
Mr. President, like the Senators from Kentucky and Nebraska, 
I do not believe in jumping over officers by staff appointment or 
otherwise. Who does Maj. Dunwoody jump over? He stands 
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next in the regular order, and if the Chief Signal Officer should 
die or retire he would not jump, but would succeed to the place 
in regular order. I would not want to see the President pro- 
mote him before that event took place. There are officers, and 
suitable ones I think, captains and lieutenants, who are placed 
by the choice of the President for life in good places. 

This is all right, and sometimes I help to do it, and while the 
law lasts I want to see my friends get their part of the spoils; and 
if the President is pleased by certain influences to take a man 
and jumptwo hundred and eight captains and make him a major, 
or to take a lieutenant and jump one hundred and fifty and make 
him a captain, then let him doit. It is his right, and I hope 
my friend will be the lucky one. If this is wrong change the 

aw. 

That is the liberal view to take of this matter. The man who 
will likely get this promotion, should it come, is one who, as I 
said, spends sleepless nights and stands by the ticker until the 
dawn of day sending information all over this country as to the 
weather, and this is the result not of luxury but hard and con- 
stant study—with marked capacity for combining certain influ- 
ences and working therefrom a given result. That is what he 
has done. Itishis capacity and his scientific knowledge which 
have put him in the channel which caused, if you please, his 
rapid promotion in the service. Thisis the basis of it. 

But Iam not for the man. I am for the principle of the thing, 
Mr. President, regardless of any man. I want some officers to 
fill these places. It can not be done unless you fill up this corps. 
I should like to see the colonel appointed now, but the commit- 
tee says not, and I yield to the judgment of the committee. I 
believe that now is the time to effect it, and we should not wait 
for an uncertainty. 

The Senator from Kentucky states that they are not amenable 
to courts-martial. I can not see the philosophy of that. While 
officers are in the Army and hold commissions in the Army 
there is nothing that can keep them from being amenable to the 
courts-martial of the country and the laws of the land. There 
is nothing in that point, and I will not further notice it. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate upon this question. I 
am sorry even that any debate has sprung up uponit. I agree 
with the committee upon all questions, except as to the time; 
and I shall say nothing more in regard to that, but only ask 
that the Senate will give due consideration to the fact that we 
want this corps made symmetrical. AsI have said, it is indis- 
pensable, and it has been the favorite of most men who have 
been at the head of the Army, and it should be done. 

This corps is progressive. The same thing is going on in 
Europe, here, and everywhere; and I want to see that expert- 
ness, if I may so speak, encouraged. It takes but a small sum; 
it does not create any additional expenditure, because if the 
brigadier-general stays there he must receive his pay. 

I am perfectly willing, Mr. President, to leave this matter as 
it is, and hope that the Senate will take the view of it which I 
have taken, and be practical in what we do. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE] is comparatively modest in his request. If his amend- 
ment is agreed to, it only jumps this major over about one hun- 
dred and odd other majors, and nearly one hundred lieutenants- 
colonel. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ninety-three. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator will pardon me. If Idid notsay it, 
I meant to say, of course,in that corps. You can not show that 
he will jump anybody, because the bill itself provides for pro- 
motion in that corps, and there is not a man between him and 
that position. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very true. It does not jump over many in 
that corps, but I, was speaking of relative rank. I say the 
amendment is comparatively modest, because the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] gives an opportunity to 
him and his friend, the Senator from Delaware |Mr. GRAY], 
who favored the amendment, to get, if they can, the appoint- 
ment of their political or personal friends to a majority, jump- 
ing over the six hundred and fifty captains and the thousand and 
odd lieutenants, to say nothing about the twenty-five thousand 
noncommissioned officers and the rank and file of the Army. 

So, to be consistent and logical, it would seem that we ought 
to adopt this much more modest amendment. However, as I 
voted against the former amendment, I must, to be perfectly 
consistent, vote against this amendment, much as I regret to 
do so. 

I heartily subscribe to everything that was said by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] in regard to the organi- 
zation of the Army. It seems to me entirely wrong that the 
staff should be strengthened, and the line, of course, compara- 
tively weakened. It is, as the Senatorfrom Nebraska said, top- 
heavy. It can be easily seen that with ten brigadiers-general 
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in the War Department and six in the field and with hardly 
sufticent commands for them that there is something wrong in 
the organization. 

It is not, perhaps, a favorable time to suggest any important 
change in the staff department. I hope it may come, however, 
with the general reorganizationoftheArmy. Itis notnow the 
time to propose it; but itis a time, Mr. President, when we can 
see the necessity of an increase in the enlisted force and the 
strengthening of the line of the Army. The staff positions 
should be so adjusted to the line that the chance for promotion 
and preferment will be greatest in the fighting arm of the Army. 

I am obliged to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, Iam very glad this dis- 
cussion has been had. The very wise and sage suggestions 
which havecome from the Senator from Vermont| Mr. PROCTOR], 
and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], the one an 


ex-Secretary of War, and the other a member of the Commit- | 


tee on Military Affairs of this body, looking to a needed reor- 
ganization of the military system of this country, did not come 
too soon, 

So far as the amendment pending is concerned, I rise to with- 
draw my point of order. 
order against the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. I am 
entirely willing, and more than willing, that he shall always 
havea vote of the Senate, no matter what the rule may be; but 
I do not believe that his amendment should be adopted; and in 
his presence here, as he sits close by me,I make this statement, 
which I am sure he will verify, that it was I in the Committee 
on Appropriations who strained a point to put into the bill what 
the Secretary has just read in order to meet the viewsand wishes 
of the Senator from 'Tennessee so far as it was possible for us 
to do it. 

If this amendment should be adopted—I do not mean to say 


that the Senator from Tennessee intends to do it—speaking from | 


the standpoint of a lawyer, I declare that, in my judgment, the 
Signal Corps would be put beyond the reach of regulation or order 
under the War Department; and more, it would be not tocomplete 
the symmetry of this corps at all, because the gap would be left 
precisely as it stands to-day. If the Senator’s amendment was 
agreed to, the symmetry would not be completed, the gap would 
stand until the present brigadier-general heading that corps 
should be retired, or until he should resign, or die. 

For these two reasons, I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee. I[ withdraw 
my point of order. 

Mr. BATE. Permit me to say a word. I think it is proper 
for us to get as near a consummation of symmetry as possible; 
if we can not get it entirely, let us get as near to it as we can. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. [Putting the 
question]. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BATE. I call for a division. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think I shall have to ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the 
roll. 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have ageneral pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but I shall take the liberty of voting 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam authorized to vote to make a quorum, 
notwithstanding my pair with the Senator from lowa[Mr. WIL- 
SON], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with the junior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I find 
that there is quite a division of sentiment in the Senate in ref- 
erence to the pending question, and I therefore withdraw my 
vote, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with whom [| 
am paired, is not present. 

Mr. PUGH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. PLATT. 


and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 






Allison, George, Martin, Voorhees, 
Bate, Gordon, Pasco, Walsh, 
Blanchard, Harris, Perkins, White. 
Brice, irby, Roach, 

Call, Jarvis, Stewart, 

Cole, Jones, Ark. Vest, 
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I do not mean to make any point of | 


I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. HUNTON], but I am authorized to vote to make a quorum, | 
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NAYS—23 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Me Millan, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Gorman, Peffer, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Hale, Platt, Smith, 
Dolph, Hawley, Power, Squire. 
Dubois, Lindsay, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—41. 

Allen, exe. McLaurin, Pugh, 
Berry, Gallinger, McPherson, Quay, 
Butler, Gray, Mills, Teller, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Turpie, 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cameron, Hill, Morgan, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson, 

} Cullom, Hunton, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev Palmer, 
Davis, Kyle, Patton, 

| Dixon Lodge, Pettigrew, 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 


. vo 
Committee on Appropriations as amended. 
Che amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
| proceed. 
| The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
| of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 5, be- 
| fore the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘two hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 
For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $51,200; in all, $193,700. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, after the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out: 
Provided, That hereafter no appointments shall be made to the office of 
| assistant surgeon until the number of assistant surgeons shall be reduced 
below 90, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade in the medical 
department shall be fixed at 90. 

So as to make the clause read: 

or additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $106,530; in all, $525,230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, after the word 
dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That nothing in the act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the num 
ber of officers of the Army to be detailed to colleges,’ approved November 3, 
1893, shall be so construed as to prevent, limit, or restrict the detailof retired 
officers of the Army at institutions of learning under the provisions of sec- 
tion 1260, Revised Statutes, and the act making appropriations for the support 
ofthe Army, etc., approved May 4, 1880, nor to forbid the issue of ordnance and 
ordnance stores, as provided in the act approved September 26, 1888, amend 
ing section 122), Revised Statutes, to the institutions at which retired officers 

| may be so detailed; and said act of November 3, 1893, shall not ‘be construed 
to allow the full pay of their rank to retired officers detailed under said sec 
tion 1260, Revised Statutes, and the act of May 4, 1880. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether this proviso is in the language of the bill 
which the Senate passed in the early days of this session? My 
impression is that it is in the identical language of that bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, without the 
record at my hand, but [ assure him that it is in the language 
of the bill to which he refers, which had the approval of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say, in connection.with the 
pending proviso, that I am glad to see it inserted here, so that it 
may be understood elsewhere if there should come up any ques- 
tion as to the wisdom of the provision, that there was certainly 
no intention on the part of Congress in passing the act recited 
as approved November 3, 1893, to cut off the detail of retired of- 
ficers of the Army to educational institutions throughout the 
country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 








That is true. 
And yet the construction placed upon 
it , 
Mr. BLACKBURN. But the Senator will admit that a dif- 
ferent construction was placed upon the law by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwas about to say that the law by the 
executive department was so construed. The result of it was 
that a great many valuable military instructors were taken from 
those institutions, and can perhaps only be returned by way of 
detail if this provision shall become the law. , ‘ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It permits such details, and provides 
| that they shall not receive the full pay of their rank: but, of 

course, they can eke out whatever pay is coming to them on the 
retired list by any sum which any educational institution may 
see fit to pay for military instruction. It certainly is a very 
proper addendum to the existing law. . 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the pili was resumed. 


The next amendment 
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of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, after line 
13, to insert the following: 


bor 


clerks and me ngers at the headquarters of the Army and at the 
veral department headquarters; at the recruiting headquarters and de- 
t at the Milita cademy at West Point; at the Artillery School at 
Monroe, Va.; at the Infantry and Cavalry School at Fort Leaven 
th, Kan i é » Cavalry and Light Artillery School at Fort Riley, 
can not « eding 90 clerks, at $1,000 each; 25 clerks, at $1,109 each; 10 
cler at #1;200 each, and 45 messengers, at $720 each, $152,800; and said 
clerks and messengers shall be employed and apportioned to the several 
headquart and stations by the Secretary of War. And the ‘‘Act for the 
enlistment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of ‘general-service 
ler and ‘general-service messengers’ in the Army,’ approved July 29, 
1 1 hereby} repeal 
Mr. MANDERSON,. Will the Senator from Kentucky kindly 
plain to the Senate what is the change in the existing law 
by this provision? Is there a reduction of the number of 
ce clerks and messengers? 
BLACKBURN. No. 
. MANDERSON. Is there a reduction in the amount of 


:ompensation? 
. BLACKBURN. No. 
*. MANDERSON. Then, what is the provision which is 
repe iled? 

Mi. BLACKBURN. I will answer andsay that this isa trans- 
position. If the Senator will turn to page 2, from line 9 to line 
i8, inclusive, which was stricken out upon the recommendation 
of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, he will find that 
this is simply a transposition. The Department urged this sub- 
stitution, which the committee has submitted for the consider- 
ation of the Senate. 

[It looks to a reduction of the force; but it does more. The 
point in it, and the only point in it which has any merit or 
which would attract any attention or excite any discussion, is 
tha’ it looks to the abolition of .a practice which has grown up 
here in the shape:of.a civil pension list, what are called general 
vice clerks, made up from details from the Army and ap- 
pointments from civil life, and after so many years’ service they 
vo ipon the retired list. 

A man uppointed from civil life toa clerical position in any 
Department of this Government has no right to go upon the 
pension list or upon the retired list. It is the object of the 
amendment which the committee submits ‘to put a stop to that 
practice. It is simply to compel the War Department to detail 
thoss clerks from the Army and not appoint them from civil 
life, with the chance to get upon the retired list by reason of cler- 
ical service which is not allowed to anybody else. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that that conclusion will not be 
veached. While I.do not oppose this proviso, for I feel the use- 
lessness of making head against the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in matters of this sort, I do not believe in the detailing of 
enlisted men of the Army for clerk service, or any other service. 
They enlist as soldiers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
io ask him a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iagree with theSenatorfrom Nebraska, 
but will the Senator say he does favor a practice that exists un- 
der the law to-day and that the amendment seeks to remedy, 
which allows a clerk appointed from civil life after thirty years 
ao to go upon the retired list as though he had been a 
soldier? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, Ido not, unless the clerk assumes 
the position of an enlisted man, and can bs held to a term of 
service and be called upon for military duty. Of course, in 
time of war it is well understood that any civil employé of the 
Army of the United States can be called upon for military serv- 
ice, and he can be compelled to perform the duties incident to 
his place. 

ButLunderstand the general service clerks and general service 
messengers are liable to removal, or can atany time quit their 
occupations. With that as the fact, I certainly do not believe 
that that class of men should ever go upon a retired list ora 
civil pension list for such service. 

However, that which I rose to combat was the idea that there 
should be taken from the enlisted force of the Army men for 
clerk duty or for any other duty foreign to the employment for 
which they have been enlisted. 

One of the evils which the Army has had to contend with for 
many years has been the use of the enlisted force not only for 
clerk service, but for menial‘service. The man'who wears ‘the 
uniform of the Government of the United States and who is to 
be called upon to protect its flag and to sustain its honor should 
not be the servant of anybody except the Government of the 
United States. You get in the Army, I think, an inferior class 
of men when it is understood that they can be detailed or re- 


the 
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m 
I may have misunderstood 
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quired to perform duty which is not incident to the military 
service. It is an evil which we certainly ought to reach. Th 
Army of the United States isits peacemaker. If anything wer 
needed toexemplify and emphasize that fact it can be found in 
the occurrences of the last few days in this country. 

The Army of the United States is small. I should not advo 
cate its great extension, and yet, realizing the fact that it is n 
greater in the number of its enlisted men to-day, with nearly 
70,000,000 people, than it was when this country had but 20. 
000,630 people, 1 believe there should be an increase in th 
number of enlisted men. Itshould be anincrease looking to it 
growth in the best material that can be obtained. A move w: 
made in the right direction by legislation had at this session o 
Congress, which required that none but American citizen 
should be enlisted in the Army of the United States, and th 
they should have a certain degree of intelligence. 

That legislation, I think, will improve the material which 
will compose the Army. I think the Armyshould be increased 
within a moderate and modest number, so that incident to that 
increase there should come a better organization of the Army. 
It is an astonishing thing to me that the Congress of the United 
States, throughout all these years of insistence, these years o 
persuasion ‘on the part of the chief military men of this countr 
should still hold to the obsolete in military affairs. 

Commencing with Gen. Grant, when he was at the head of 
the Army, following him Gen. Sherman, Gen. Sheridan, Gen. 
Schofield, and’every departmentcommander without exception, 
and every man who has written upon military life in the United 
States, all have insisted that there should bea departure from 
the present single-battaiion organization of the infantry of this 
country and that the three-battalion organization should obtain. 

The attention of Congress has been called time and again to 
the fact that the United States, holding to the single-battalion 
organization, has a military organization which is shared in 
only by two countries. One is Persia and the other China. 
That is the company which we are keeping with reference to 
the organization of our infantry. When the time of-war shall 
come ‘we shal. be quick to-adopt the three-battallion organiza- 
tion, which isa necessity under the improved arm that is now 
used in all the armies of theworld. Yet, notwithstanding the 
fact that in several Congresses sucha bill:‘has received the unan- 
imous report of the Committee on Military Affairs.of the Sen- 
ate and ‘has passed the Senate, it has gone elsewhere, there to 
sleep apparently the sleep that knows no waking. 

I hope that as the result of this discussion and as the result of 
the events that are now or have been lately upon us the Con- 
gress of the United States will arouse itself to the importance of 
bettering the condition of the Army and putting it in a position 
where it can sustain itself with credit and not be compelled 
When an emergency shall arise, or war shall come upon us, to 
make a complete revolution in the character of its formation. 

I hope Imisunderstood the Senator from Kentucky in the sug- 
gestion he made that this proviso would permit enlisted men to 
be detailed to service'as general service clerks and messengers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the Senator from Nebraska did not 
misunderstand me, and he will not misunderstand me in this, 
that 1 sympathize with his conclusions as he has expressed them. 
It is not my purpose to advocate the detail of enlisted men 
for clerical service, but the Senator who, in conjunction with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], for so many years 
presided over the military affairs of this country, at least so far 
as the Senate has charge, knows,that that has been the practice 
all these years. Those soldiers are detailed, and I doubt not 
that very competent men are found to render that service. 

Neither the bill as it came from the other Houses nor any 
amendment submitted by the committee of the Senate touches 
that practice at all. It may be a bad practice. Iam not its ad- 
vocate; Lam not itsapologist. The only point that I make is 
that it isa mongrel service; it isahybridservice. It is made of 
details from the line, of enlisted men and of men appointed 
from civil life. The amendment seeks to prevent the apointecs 
from civil life from going upon:a civil pension list after thirty 
years’ service. That is all there is in this matter. | 

Mr. MANDERSON. That isa different proposition. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [am inclined to differ with my friend 
from Kentucky in the construction of this paragraph. I do not 
believe it means that you cantake anenlisted man and give him 
a clerkship letting him remain an enlisted man in the Army 
and making him:a clerk at $1,100 or $1,200 per ennum, or make 
him a messenger with that:compensation in addition to his other 
pay. Thatis what it would mean unless he was retired from the 
enlisted service. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


That is what is done. 
It ought not to be done. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on ee ee was, on page 9, line 16. 
after the word ‘‘troops,” to insert ‘‘at stations;” so as to make 


the clause read: 


For commutation of quarters to omrmissi med officers on duty witho 
tro ps at stations where there are no public quarters, $165,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


t{ amendment wa 
‘‘in disbursing this amount’ 
‘‘ hereafter;” in line 17, afte xv the words ‘‘ paid to,” to strike out 
‘Yon’ and insert ‘‘any,” and in line 18, after the word 
cer,” to insert ‘‘of the Army;” so as to make the clause read: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when au 
thorized by law, not to exceed $140,000, to be allotted by the Secretary of War 
tothe War Department and to the several military departments; and not 
more than three-tifths of said amount shall be expended during the first half 
of the fiscal year, and not more than one-half of the remainder during each 
of the remaing quarters: Provided, That hereafter the maximum sum to be 
allowed and paid to any officer of the Army shall be 4 cents per mile, dis 
tance to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and in addi- 
tion thereto the cost of the transportation actu paid by the officer over 
said route or routes, exclusive of parlor-car or sleeping-car fare and tr ans 
fers. 

ry’ > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 20, on 
page 11. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The last clause of this paragraph m: vkes 
a very decided change in Army regulations and in existing law. 
I am inclined to think that the purpose desired to be accom- 
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s,on page 10, line 16, after the word 
“that,” to strike out ir 


and insert 


yt 
iu 











plished is a good one, but I fear that the pe sndulum has swung. 


noticed that by this 
"an in- 


too far in the other direction. It will be 
wording no Army or department commander can orde 
spection of any post or any part of his department. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask my friend what amendment 
he wants 
Mr. MANDERSON. shall offer an amendment which I 


think will commend itself, because it is mild in its terms. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not mean to abridge or restrict the 
powers of a department;commander. What is it that the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska wants? 
Mr. MANDERSON. I propose after t 
in line 16 to insert: 


he word ‘‘ command 


Or are order by Army and department conrmanders In cases of 
emergency 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Tt seems to me that is right 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 


it is right. 

I wish tosay a few words in addition to 
show abundantly the reasonsfor it. These departments are very 
largein territory. Many of them contain numerous posts. Fre 
quently there is an absolute necessity foraninspection. For in- 
stance, there is an outbreak malaria! fever or some other 
disease at one of the garrisons. Animmediate inspection by the 
Medical Department is an absolute necessity. 


ol 


Mr. BLACKBUR N. I agree to that. 
Mr. MAN DERSO!D \nd the usual red-tape would not hav 
to be undergone 1 under the amendment. 


BLANCHARD in the chair). 
Nebraska will 


The PRESIDING OFFI 
The amendment proposed 
be stated. 

The ne. On page 11, line 16, 
mands,” insert ‘or are ordered by army 
manders in cases ‘of emergency.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICE R. The question is 2 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I see that amendments are being made in 
the general text as we go along, and that we are not following 
the usual rule of confining the consideration in this stage to 
amendments reported by the committee. 

Il call the attention of the Senator from Kentuck 
sanianiad with line 4. There is this provision: — 

That the transportation furnished by the Quartermaste Department to 
ofticers traveling without troops shall be limited to tr: mnaportacion in kind 
not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations, over free roads, over 
vond-aided Pacific railroads, and by conveyande belonging to said Depart 
ment 

I do not quite a derstand that provision. I understand that 
in dealing with the free roads, on which the Government has a 
right to send ia you have not a right to impose upon them 
the duty of giving sleeping car orparlor car accommodations to 
officers. But when an officer is sent ona duty which requires 
him to travel two or 
cost of his ee car accommodations? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; he is not, under the law. 
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iw 
The read 
ofthe Committee on A ppropri 
the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘‘ cause to be investig 
inspection department of the Army, or otherwise, 
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T here is nothing material in the amendment and I ask t! 
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1h 
“he amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. That may be. 

Mr. PLATT. If they are still to be held as prisoners of war, 
I do not see how they are going to be educated in farming and 
such matters. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it that the conference committee 
will look into the matter. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the whole matter should be looked into 
in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 10, after the word 
“infantry,” to insert ‘‘members of the Hospital Corps;” so to as 
read: 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus and repair and main- 
tenance of the same, for heating offices, hospitals, and barracks and quar- 
ters; of ranges and stoves and appliances for cooking and serving food; of 
fuel and lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, storehouses, and offices, 
and for sale to oMicers; for the equipment of bakehouses to carry on post 
bakeries; for the necessary furniture, text-books, paper, and equipments 
for the post schools and libraries; for the tableware and mess furniture for 
kitchens and moss halls, each and all for the enlisted men of the Army; of 
forage in kind for the horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s De- 

artment at the several posts and stations and with the armies in the field, 
ncluding its care and protection, and for the horses of the several regi- 
nents of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies of infantry, 
mernabers of the Hospital Corps, and scouts as may be mounted, and for the 
authorized number of officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; 
of straw for soldiers’ bedding; and of stationery, including blank books, for 
the Quartermaster’s Department, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank 
forms for the Pay and Quartermaster’s Departments, and for printing di- 
Vision and department orders and reports, $2,400,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 4, after the word 
‘dollars,’ to insert, ‘‘but every such purchase shall be imme- 
diately reported to the Secretary of War for his approval;” so 
as to make the additional proviso read: 

Provided further, That after advertisement all the supplies for the use of 
the various departments and posts of the Army shall be purchased where 
the same can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation 
considered, except that purchases may be made in open market, in the man- 
ner common among business men, when the aggregate amount required 


does rot exceed #200; but every such purchase shall be immediately re- 
ported to the Secretary of War for his approval. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The same amendment appears again 
probably more than once in the bill, and I ask that it be agreed 
to. Itsimply requires that purchases made outside of adver- 
tisement shall be at once reported to the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 25, after the word 
“pursuit,” to insert: 


And no greater sum than 820 for each deserter shall be paid to any officer 
or citizen for such service and expenses. 


On page 17, line 5, after the word ‘‘ infantry,” to insert ‘‘ mem- 
bers of the Hospital Corps,” and in line 6, after the word 
‘*inounted,” to insert *‘ the authorized number of officers’ horses;” 
so as to muke the clause read: 

INCIDENTAL EXPENSES. 


For postage; cost of telegrams on official business received and sent by 
officers of the Army; extra pay to soldiers employed onextra duty under 
the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department in the erection of bar- 
racks, quarters, and storehouses, in the construction of roads, and other 
constant labor, for periods of not less than ten days, and as clerks for post 
quartermasters at military posts; for expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field, of escorts to paymasters and other 
disbursing officers, and to trains, where military escorts can not be fur- 
nished; expenses of the interment of officers killed in action or who die 
when on duty in the field or at military posts or on the frontiers or when 
traveling under orders, and of eoncommilasioned officers and soldiers; au- 
thorized office furniture; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, including the hire of interpreters, spies, yet ery for the Army; com- 
pensation of clerks and other employés to the officers of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department; for the apprehension, securing, and delivering of desert- 
ers and the expenses incident to their pursuit, and no greater sum than $20 
for each deserter shall be paid to any officer or citizen for such service and 
expenses: and for the following expenditures required for the several reg- 
iments of cavalry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of 
infantry, members of the Hospital Corps, and scouts as may be mounted, 
the authorized number of officers’ horses, and for the trains, to wit, hire 
of veterinary surgeons, purchase of medicine for horses and mules, picket 
ropes, blacksmith’s tools and materials. horseshoes and blacksmith’s tools 
for the cavalry service, and for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such 
additional expenditures as are necessary and authorized by law in the move- 
ments and operation of the Army ang as military posts, and not expressly 
assigned to any other department, 600,000: Provided, That $200,000 of the 
appropriation for incidental expenses, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, shall be set aside for the payment of enlisted men on extra duty at 
constant labor of not less than ten days in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, but no such payment shall be made at any greater rate = day than 
is fixed by law for the class of persons employed at the work done therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10, on page 18. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. T move to insert in line 1, page 18, after 
the word ‘‘ be,” the words “ required to be;” so as to read: 


For the purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the 
Indian scouts, and for such infantry and members of the Hospital Corpsin 
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campaigns as may be required to be mounted, and the expenses incident 
thereto, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, On page 21, line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert 
‘fone hundred thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Barracks and quarters: For barracks and quarters for troops, store- 
houses for the safe keeping of military stores, for oftices, and for the hire of 
buildings and grounds for summer cantonments, and for temporary build- 
ings at frontier stations, for the construction of temporary buildings and 
stables, and for repairing public buildings at established posts, $650,000: 
Provided, Thatno more than $1,100,0000f the sums appropriated by this act 
shall be paid out for the services of civilian employés in the Quartermaster’s 
Department, including those heretofore paid out of the funds appropriated 
for reguiar supplies, incidental expenses, barracks and quarters, Army 
transportation, clothing, camp and garrison equipage; thatno employé paid 
therefrom shall receive as salary more than 8150 _ month, unless the same 
shall be specially fixed by law; and no part of the moneys so appropriated 
shall be paid for commutation of fuel and for quarters to officers or enlisted 
men. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 4, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to purchase land for a riflerange at Sack- 
etts Harbor, near Madison Barracks, New York, at such sum and price as he 
may deem reasonable, not to exceed $10,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Medical and Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hos- 
pital supplies, including disinfectants for general post sanitation, expenses 
of medical purveying depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army and Signal Corps on duty at posts 
and stations for which no other provision is made, for the proper care and 
treatment of cases in the Army ee from contagious and epidemic dis 
oases, and the supply of the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark, 
advertising, and other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, 
$175,000; and not over $40,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph 


shall be applied to the payment of civilian employés of the Medical Depart- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading ofthe bill was continued to line 10, on page 23. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. fn line 10, page 23, after the word ‘' De- 
partment,” I move on behalf of the committee and upon the re- 
quest of the Department to insert the following: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized after due advertisement 
to sell, under such conditions as he may prescribe, such quantity of surplus 
liquors and such unserviceable medical and hospital stores, or other prop- 
erty at the medical supply depots at New York, St. Louis, and San F'ran- 
cisco, or in the custody of the medical department, as the Secretary of War 
may deem proper; the proceeds of such sale, after deducting expenses 
thereof, to be paid into the United States Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 17, 
before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seven ” and insert 
‘*ten,” and in line 18, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
‘‘twelve” and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

Medical Museum and Library: For Army Medical Museum, preserva- 
tion of specimens, and the preparation and purchase of new specimens, 
$5,000; for the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, $10,000; in all, 215,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 12, after the 
‘* dollars,” to insert: 


but every such purchase shall be immediately reported to the Secretary of 
War for his approval; 


so as to make the clause read: 

Purchase of ordnance and ordnance stores and supplies may be made by 
the Ordnance Department in open market, in the manner common among 
business men, when the aggregate of the purchase does not exceed $200, but 
every such purchase shall be immediately reported to the Secretary of War 
for his approval. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 16, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For purchase of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of American 
manufacture, $10,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam sorry that the committee recommends 
a reduction. I was glad to see that the other House had put it 
at $20,000. Thatis the figure at which it rested for a number 
of years. There is scarcely anything in the military arm that 
has made such improvement and advances as these machine 
guns. They are now going on trial—on a competitive examina- 
tion, so tospeak. The competitive examination is going on in 
this neighborhood, down at Indian Head. 

The National Guard of the several States have a great fancy, 
and very wisely and properly, for having a machine gun at- 
tached to each regiment, and independent of these, private per- 
sons, for the defense of their manufacturing establishments, oc- 
casionally buy a machine gun. I think myself that $20,000 


word 








1894. 


would be a good figure, but I offer to compromise with the Sen- 
ator on $15,000. - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will do better than that. I will say to 
my friend, who so long and so ably presided over the Military 
Affairs Committee of the Senate, and who, I am sure, knows 
more about this matter than I do, that when we adopted this 
amendment it was not with any purpose of doing any more than 
carrying the matter to conference, where the Senator from Con- 
necticut might be heard. I will agree now, so far as I am con- 
cerned, either to let it go to conference and remit him to his | 
chances to make good the merits of the measure he is advocat- | 
ing, or I will accept his proposition right now, and put it at 
$15,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Bargain seemsto be in order. If my friend 
will stick to it in conference, I shall be very much obliged to 
him to make it fifteen thousand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will make it good. 
ator’s amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
tnousand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To that I agree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee is to 
strike out ‘‘ten ” and insert “‘ fifteen” before the word ‘‘ thous- 
and;” so as to read: 

For purchase of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of American 
manufacture, $15,000. » 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 26, line 19, 
after the words “‘ rendezvous to,” to strike out ‘‘depot” and in- 
sert ‘‘military posts; and on page 27, line 1, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘and twenty;” soas to make the clause 
read: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezvous 
to military posts, including sending of recruiting parties to small towns, 
and not exceeding $1,20u for the payment of a clerk to the officer disbursing 
the appropriation; also, including the actual and necessary cost of trans- 
portation of accepted applicants from their homes to places of enlistment, 
when authorized by the Secretary of War, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 16, before the word 
‘‘doliars,” to strike out ‘‘eleven thousand five hundred,” and 
insert ‘seventeen thousand;” so as to make the clause read : 

For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army, as follows: Purchase, 
equipment, and repair of field electric telegraphs, signal equipments, and 
stores; binocular glasses, telescopes, heliostats,and other necessary instru- 
ments, including absolutely necessary meteorological instruments for use 
on target ranges; telephone apparatus (excluding exchange service) and 
maintenance of the same; maintenance and repair of military telegraph 
lines (excluding the military telegraph line, Fort Ringgold, Texas, to Fort 
McIntosh, Texas), including salaries of civilian employés, supplies and gen- 
eral repairs, and other expenses cunnected with the duty of collecting and 
transmitting information for the Army by telegraph or otherwise, #17,000. 

Mr. MILLS. I should like to ask my friend why it is that 
this military telegraph line from Fort Ringgold, Texas, to Fort 
McIntosh, Texas, is excluded? Isuppose it is provided for else- | 
where. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is already provided for. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I supposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 16, to insert: 

For constructing and operating a military telegraph line between El Paso, 
Tex., and New fort Bliss, Texas, 8960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 9, after the words 
“direction of the,” tostrike out ‘‘Adjutant-General of the Army” 
and insert ‘‘Secretary of War;” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expense of the military information division, Adjutant- 
General's Office, and of the military attachés at the United States embassies 

gat 1s abroad, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 


What is the Sen- 


I propose to change ten thousand to fifteen 











The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [ ask consent of the Senate that the 
clerks may be allowed to correct the totals and footings, if it 
shall be necessary, in order to conform to the amendments 
which the Senate has adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be considered as granted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- | 


Without objection that request 
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stitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union upon an equal footing with the original States. 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 
and 

A bili (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. 
Cornell. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5482) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, and 
Mr. BINGHAM, managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also anncunced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White 
Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian reser- 
vations in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the ch: 
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5482) making 
appropriation for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, and requesting aconference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to the biil, and accede to the request of the House 
of Representatives fora conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Brice, 
Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM was appointed. 

IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask leave at this time to present an 
amendment intended to be proposed by me to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. The amendmentisfor the purpose of 
mining the water supply of the United States with a view to ir- 
rigation, including the investigation of underground curr 
and the borimg in arid and semiarid sections of experiments! arte- 
sian wells. The appropriation proposed by the amendment 
$25,000. I ask that the amendment may be printed and referr 


li} 


deter 
nts, 


is 


d 


| to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
£ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be received, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In connection with the amendmen}, | 
desire to read a part of a letter I have here, which com 
from such a source that it should carry great weight y 
with the Committee on Irrigation, but with the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


not or 


This matter is to those of us who live in the semiarid or arid 
sections of the country, comprising a part of the western por- 
tion of the States of Nebraska, Kansas, the Dakotas, and the 


countries about the Rocky Mountains, and west thereof, of vast 
importance, and there has been very great lack, it 
of interest by the executive branch of the Government and by 
Congress in this subject-matter. 

I have here a letter, which I received to-day, and which was 
invited by me after considerable conversation with the gentle- 


seems to me, 


man who wrote it, who has a high reputation in the country as 
a geologist, and one who has given this subject very mu 
thought. He says: 

In continuation of the matter discussed in our recent conversation, I beg 
to submit the following statement: 

The investigations by the Geological Survey into the water resources of 
the country have been carried on in the past under the general appropria 
tions, with the ultimate object of obtaining facts similar to those 
and published regarding the mineral resources 

He then goes on to state that the Secretary of the Interior has 
made a recommendation for the appropriation of 35,000 “for 


gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the 
United States.” 
He goes on to say further that this is entirely too small to 
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reach the purpose desired, and shows the character of survey 
or exploration which has already been made. I shall insert 
this ietter in the Recorp, with leave, as part of my remarks, 
simply calling attention now to these facts: 
P and reque areconstantly being received that actual tests be 
undertaken in all parts of the country, especially upon the Great Plains, and 
le it may be questionable whether or notsuch tests should be undertaken 
he Government, there can be no doubt but that this survey should be in 
ition t termine whether there is reasonable probability of obtain- 
rartesian water at different points. 
tr of existmg artesian conditions, made for the Census Office, 
i that thousands of failures could have been prevented and 
of dollars saved in experimental driilings had full 
to the probabilities been sought before the expenditures 
other hand, it is highly probable that undiscovered ar- 
pointed ont, or at least chances of success determined 
Tbis, however, can only follow upon a thorough 
govern the occurrence and distribu- 


itlons 


yusands 

mation as 

were made. On tne 

tesian basins can be 

before drillings are made. 

examination of the conditions which 
tion of water 


He then goss on to recommend that the provision in the amend- 
ment I have introduced be inserted in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. ask leave to insert this letter in the RECORD, so 
that the Committee on Irrigation may have the benefit of the 
very valuable suggestions made by this gentleman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Nebraska? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 11, 1894 
Hon. CHARLES F’.. MANDERSON, 


United States Senate: 


Sir: Incontinuation of the matter discussed in our recent convention, I 
beg to submit the following statement: 

The investigations by the Geological Survey into the water resources of 
the country have been carried on in the past under the general appropria- 
tions, with the ultimate object of obtaining facts similar to those collected 
and published regarding the mineral resources. It is stated, however, that 
the Secretary of the Interior has decided that such work should becontinued 
only under specific appropriations, and, being convinced of its value, has 
asked that the following clause be inserted in the sundry civil bill. under 
the head of the Geological Survey: ‘*l’or gauging the streams and determin- 
ing the water suphy of the United States, #5,000.”’ 

This amount is recognized as beimg too small to carry on any extensive 
work, but it is'to be presumed that the:desire to keep down the totalamount 
of the bill and not infringe upon otheritemsfor the Survey has necessitated 
this action. It is known that the Secretary ofthe Interior and the Director 
of the Survey are both favorably inclined toward the work. It rests, there- 
fore, with Senators who are interested to increase this amount should they 
deem the investigation essential. 

The object of the Survey has been to study certain representative streams 
ascertain the fluctuations of water supply, and at the same time obtain all 
f accessible concerning the underground waters, their movements and 
availability for use. Thus the results are valuable, not only in all consid- 
erations of water power and municipal supply, but also in the questions of 
irrigation development now so pressing.in the West. That the work is gen- 
erally aj iated is shown by the numerous inquiries constantly reaching 
the Survey regarding the possibilities of the development of efficient sup- 
plies of water from various streams or deep wells. 

Some of these questions it is possible to answer, while to satisfactorily 
solye other problems will require thorough examination. Questions con- 
cerning the feasibility of attempts tosecure artesian waters are particularly 
difficult, and at the same time are of. great importance to persons or locali- 
ties demanding a full knowledge of the facts. Petitions and requests are 
constantly being received that actual tests be undertakenin all parts of the 
country, especially upon the Great Plains, and while it may ‘be questionable 
whether or not such tests should be undertaken by the Government, there 
can be no doubt but that this Survey should be in a position to determine 
whether there is reasonable probability of obtaining arivesian water at dif- 
ferent points. 

The study cf existing artesian conditions, made for the Census Office, 
demonstrated that thousands of failures could have been prevented and 
hundreds of thousands of dollars saved in experimental drillings had full 
information as 
were made. On the other hand, itis hi 
vesian basins can be pointed out, or at st chances of success determined, 
before drillings are made. This, however, can caly follow upon a thorough 
examination of the conditions which govern the occurrence and distribu- 
tion of waters. 

It should be noted that the Survey has at this time a full equipment for 
carrying on the investigation of the waters flowinginstreams or possibly oc- 
curring underground, and still retains a number of men trained in the es- 
pecial operationsand inthe use of instruments, such as current meters, etc., 
needed for such purpose. An investigation of this character is essentially a 
survey, and can only be carried on efficiently by an organization similar to 
that of the Geological Survey. 

In order to obtain results of any considerable value the item should be in- 
creased to from twenty to twenty-five thousand Aollars. With this sum 
efficient work can be done in many localities demanding immediate atten- 
tion 

The reason that the original request for $5,000 was not for a larger sum is 
that this amount was taken from the topographic item in order not to in- 
crease the total sumaskedfor. Thisseemedto beasmuch ascould be spared 
without injury to the topographic division. 


MILITARY RESERVATION TO OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


Mr. MARTIN. Iaskconsentof the Senate for the immediate 
consideration of House bill 6080, which is a bill granting to the 
city of Oklahoma, in Oklahoma Territory, an abandoned mili- 
tary reservation for school purposes, with the reservation of 10 
acres to aman by the name of Miller, and reserving certain 
rights. The bill has been thoroughly considered by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and has been agreed to by all the par- 
ties in interest. I should like to have it passed immediately, as 
it is a matter of considerable importance to the people in Okla- 
homa Territory. 


yprer 


to the probabilities been sought before the expenditures | 
ly probable that undiscovered ar- | 





Mr. CALL. I have given notice that I should ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the fortifications an ropri- 
ation bill at the conclusion of the army appropriation aL 
shall not, however, object to the consideration of the bill of th 
Senator from Kansas, if it does not consume much time. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam sure it will not, 

Mr.CALL. If the bill will not consume 
way to the Senator for the present. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6080) granting ; 
certain military reservation to Oklahoma City, Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other pur 
poses. : 

Ihe bill was reported from the Committee on Public 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, at the end of section 2, line 15, after 
the word ‘‘ city,” to insert: 

That prior to the division and sale of said lands, as provided for in the 
third section of this act, said city of Oklahoma shall, by proper deed, convey 
to Benjamin S. Miller 10 acres of said land in the formof a square, as nearly 
as practicable, out of the northwest corner of said southwest quarter of sec 
tion 34, in township numbered 12, northof range 3 west: Provided, That said 
Miller shall at the same time, by a proper instrument in writing, release 
and assign to said city of Oklahoma any and all right and interest that he 
may have in or to the remainder of said quarter section of land, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘ purchasers,” in 
line 9, at the end of section 3, to insert: 

Provided, That this act shall notbe so construed as to impair or destroy 
any legalclaim or right that any person or persons may have acquired in 
or to said lands or any part thereof under any of the public land laws of th 
United States prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER 

Mr. CALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask permission of the Senator from Flor- 
ida for one moment more in behalf of Oklahoma Territory, to 
enable me to ask the present consideration of the bill (S. 320) 
granting the Purceil Bridge and Transfer Company the consent 
of the United States to construct and maintain a bridge over 
the South Canadian River, ator within 1 mile of the town of 
Lexington, cownty of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. CALL. I yield, with the understanding that the bill 
will lead to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. The firstamendment was, insection 1, line 6, after 
the word “is,” to strike out ‘‘ granted the consent of the Gov- 
ernment’ and toinsert ‘‘ authorized;” in line7, after the word 
‘‘ maintain,” to strike out ‘for ninety years;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

That to the Pureell Bridge and Transfer Company, a corporation created 
under the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma by charter filed January 15, 
A. D. 1852, is authorized to construct and maintain a bridge, and approaches 
thereto, over the South Canadian River, at or within 1 mile of the town of 
Lexington, in the county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma, to be used 
for the passage of foot passengers, animals, and vehicles of all kinds, for 
reasonable rates of tolls, to-be approved from time to time by the Secretary 
of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. » 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word 
‘*is,” to strike out ‘‘constructed”’ and insert ‘‘ commenced 
within one year and completed ;” and in line 3, before the word 
“years,” to strike out ‘four’ and insert “ three ;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the right herein granted shall be void unless said bridge i 
commenced within one year and completed within three years from the 
passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word 
‘* before,” to strike out ‘‘ this act shall take effect,” and insert 
‘‘ the construction of the bridge herein authorized is commenced, 
the;” so as to read: 

Provided, That before the construction of the bridge herein authorized is 
commenced the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War the 
plans and specifications of said bridge, showing the proposed location and 
structure contemplated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 15,after the words 
‘‘South Canadian River,” to insert: 

Provided aiso, That said bridge shall, at ail times, be so kept and managed 
as to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels and other 


water craft through or under said structure, and for the safety of vessels 
passing at might there shall be displayed on said bridge, from the hours of 


time, I shall 


Land 


BRIDGE. 











CONGRE} 


sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the 
Light-House Board 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
smeudments were concurred in. 
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he ill was passed. 
rhe title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill authorizing the 
Pur cell Bridge and Transfer Company to constructand maintain 
. bridge over the South Canadian River at or within 1 mile of 
town of Lexington, county of Cleveland, Territory of Okla- 
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FORTIE 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceec 
ation of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4858) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with and 
upon the amendments of the Committee on 
they are reached in the reading. 

The | PRESIDING OFF LC ER. 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. © ate Before proceeding with the consideration of the 
bill, [ will state that the estimates for this work furnished for 
1895 were Ona, 113; the onan the bill as reeeived from the 
House of Representatives 224,654. The Senate committee 
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APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ICATIONS 


1 to the consid- 


that the formal read- 
that the Senate act 
Appropriations as 


In the absence of objection, it 


have recommended an a. rease of $829,450, and the amount as 
reported to the Senate is $3,054,104. I shall ask when the con- 
sideration of the bill is concluded to have inserted in the RECORD 


a tabular statement of the items of increase. 
Che Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
he first amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, 





on page 1,line9 ae the word ‘ platforms,” tostrike out ‘‘ one’ 
and insert ‘‘ two;” so as to make the clause read: 
For constru m of gun and mortar platforms, $209,000. 


The ai nendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 2, line 9, after the word 
‘Say ‘ilable ‘to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert “ ine va ” $0 
as to make the clause read: 

Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation 
and repair of fortifications for which there may be no special appropriation 
available, $45,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 14, before the word 
‘“eonstruction,” to insert “one-half of the cost;”’ and in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ Virginia,” tostrike out ‘‘the unexpended balance 
of $24,902.10 from the $25,000 appropriated in the sundry civil ap- 
sropriation act approved Mare h 2, 1889, ‘for construction com- 
plet verage system’ at Fort Monroe, is hereby reappro- 





> of a sewel 











priated and made available,” and insert ‘*$37,500;” soas to read: 
Sev ystem at Fort Monroe, Virginia: For o1 e-half of the cost of 
consiruction of a sewerage system for all buildings at Fort Monroe, Vir 
gimia 5 
rm} 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 13, after the word 
‘works,” to insert ‘‘such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, 
and general police;”’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the ow: 
now at Fort Monroe, Va 


a., 


1ers of hotels and of other noomilitary buildings 
shall bear one-half of the expense of consiruc 





tion of the said sewer,and the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to equitably and justly apportion among, assess 
against, and collect from the said owners and to expend in construction of 





Vy of the estimated cost thereof; and heis also au 
thorized and directed ym time to time to cause to be assessed upon and 
collected from the owners of nonmilitary buildings situated within the 
limits of the Fort Monroe military reservation, and from individuals « 
corporations engaged in business thereat, suchsum or sums of money as he 
may deem just, rea able, and necessary for expenditure upon the repair 
and operation of e ing works, or the construction, improvement, main 
tenance, and operation of such other works, such as roads, streets, light 
sewerage, and genera , in the opinion of the Secretary of Wa1 
should be constructed and maintained in order to protect the interests of 
the United States an 1 the int health, and general welfare of the said 
noniilitar y interests nov hed or that may hereafter be established 
at For t Mon roe 


the said sewer the moi 
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l potice, as 


erests. 
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The amendment was agreed to 
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Thenext amend meut was, on pare 3, li: ; ord 
pended,”’ to insert ‘* for tl } purposes; ) 
Phat all fm ected as abov i 
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The amendment was acreed to. 

Ihe next amendment was,in the appro ms for ''s 
ment of fortifications,” on page 4, line 5, to increase the appr 
priation ‘‘ for aL en eenennee -inch, 10-inch, and ] 
inch seacoast guns at the army gun factory,” from ‘‘ $125,000” 
to ** $175,000.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 4, line 19, to inere the a 
propriation ‘‘ for sichts fore wnnon, and for fuses,” from 3,000 
to ‘* $8,250.” 

The amendment was acreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pace 5, line 6, to increase the ap 
propriation ‘‘for steel deck-piercing shell for 12-inch breech 
loading mortars” from ‘* $15,000” to ‘* $30,000.” 

Che amendment was avreed to. 

The ne amendment was, on page 5, line 8, to in : 
appropriation ‘* for purchase and atin of steel plates for 
test of deck-piercing shell” from ‘$4,800 ” to * $8,000 

rheamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 13, to increase the 


appropriation ** for purchase an d erec ion of 
testing armor-piercing shot,” from ‘*$10,000” 


armor plates fi 
to ** 16.690.” 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 4, after the word 
“objects,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred thousand” and insert 

four hundred and twenty-six thousand six hundred;” so as to 
read: 

To provide for payments that may become due in the purchase or man 
facture of machine tools and fixtures to complete the equipment of t 
south wing of the army gun faetory, Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, N. \ 
steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch caliber: oil-tempered 
and ealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12-inch 
caliber; carriages for breech-loading rifled m ort irs of 12-inch caliber, and 
carriages for mounting new steel breech-loading 8, 10, and 12-inch guns, pro 
cured under the provisions of the fortifications act approved July 23, 1892 
said payments being in excess of the moneys appropriated by said act and 
by the act aprroved February 18, 1893, for these obje #426, 600 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, before the word 
‘** thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and | venty-five” and 


so as to read: 


1e due in the purchase 


| for high-power coast-d 


insert ‘* five hundred;” 
To provide for 


1-f 


facture of oil 


payments that may becon 


‘mpered and annealed stee efense gun 





| of 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber; carriages for breech-loading rifi 
mortars of 12 h calit and carria for mounting new steel hm 
loading 8-inch, 10-inch 12-inch guns, procured under the provision 
the fortifications act approved February 1%, 1893, said payments being ir 
cess of the money therein appropriated for these objects, $500,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6 to strike out lines 22: 
| 23, in the following words: 
I steel br h-loading rifled seacoa ) of 12-in 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 24, after the wo 
‘purchase,” to insert “walenenitenabeliee due advertis t 





so as to make the clause read: 
For purchase under contract aft 


advertisement ¢ ou 








r due n 
led steel for high-power coa fense guns of 8,10, a LZ i © 
n quality and dimensions co! ‘ming to specificatis 3, Subject to inspe 
tion at each stage of the manufacture, and including all the parts of each 
caliber, $250,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, to strike out lines 5 and 6, on page 
7, as follows; 

For carriages for breech-loading rifled mortars of 12-inch cali », 000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 8, to increase the 


‘*for carriages for mounting steel breech-loading 
10, and 12 inch caliber,” from ‘‘$75,000” to 


appropriation 
seacoast cannon of 8, 
*¢8100,000.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, before the 
‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert 

» as to make the clause read: 


word 
‘twenty-seven;”’ 


For current expenses and maintenance of the ordnance proving ground 
Sandy Hook, New Jersey, including general repairs and alterations, and ac- 
cessories incidental to testing and proving ordnance, including hire of 


as- 





sist ints for the Ordnance Board, skilled mechanical labor, purchase of 
struments and other supplies, bn viiding and repairing butts and targets, 
clearing and grading ranges, $27,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 

Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For erection of a brick shed with 
slate roof, 195 by 25 feet, south of new foundry, 83,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘ Board 
of Ordnance and Fortification,” on page 9, line 13, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘one 
hundred and twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Board of Ordnance and Fortification: To enable the Board to make all 
needful and proper purchases, experiments, and tests to ascertain, witha 
view to their utilization by the Government, the most effective guns, small 
arms, cartridges, projectiles, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor plates, and 
other implements and engines of war, and to purchase or caused to be man- 
ufactured under authority of the Secretary of War, such guns, carriages, 
armor plates, and other war materials and articles as may, in the judgment 
of the Board, be necessary in the proper discharge of theduty devolved upon 
it by the act approved September 22, 1888; to pay the salary of the civilian 
member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification provided by the act of 
February 24, 1891, and for the necessary traveling expenses of said member 
when traveling onduty as contemplated in said act; for payment of the nec- 
essary expenses of the Board, including a per diem allowance to each officer 
detailed to serve thereon when employed onduty away from his permanent 
station, of 82.50 a day; and for the test of experimental guns and carriages 
procured in accordance with the recommendations of the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘he reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr.CALL. By instruction of the committee I offer an amend- 
ment which has been sent to us by the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 10, insert: 

5 For construction of a sea wall onthe north shore of Sandy Hook, N. J., 

7,500. 

Mr. CALL. I willstate that the amendment is rendered nec- 
essary by the recent storm which hasdestroyed the works there 
and the protection which they gave. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
line 14, on page 9. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 14, on 
page 9, insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That when guns or carriages presented for experimental tests 
shall be claimed to be covered by letters patent, either wholly or partially, 
said board shall be reasonably satisfied that the persons presenting such 
guns or carriages for experimental tests are the real owners of the letters 
patent claimed to cover such guns or carriages, or improvements thereon. 

Mr. KYLE. Therecan be noobjection whatever to the amend- 
ment. It merely provides that the persons who have guns or 
gun carriages which they desire to have tested shall be the own- 
ers of the patents on the guns and gun carriages. 

Mr. CALL. The committee have no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question isonagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to present an amendment to 
come in on page 7, after line 9. 

The amendment has the eee of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and has been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It has not been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
priations and is not a part of the bill. I wish to submit it for 
the consideration of the Senator from Florida and the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “‘dollars,” in line 9, page 7, 
insert: 

To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
10-inch pneumatic disappearing gun carriage of the Pneumatic Gun Car- 
riage and Power Company's design, the Secretary of War is hereby author- 
ized and directed to contract with the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power 
Company, of Washington, D. C., without advertising, for said carriage, 
which shall be constructed on the general plan submitted by the company 
to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification in its letter dated February 22, 
1894, and shall be capable of being traversed and the gun elevated and de- 
pressed by either pneumatic, electric, or hand power, and the details of said 
plan may be modified, changed, and improved in the discretion of said com- 

any. 

The same conditions relative to the platform, ammunition, and payments, 
etc., embodied in the contract for the Gordon 10-inch counterpoise carriage 
shall apply to the oe carriage, and the same facilities for carrying 
out the contract for the counterpoise carriage shall be extended to the 
pneumatic carriage. The sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for the pur- 
chase of the said pneumatic carriage: Provided, That the Secretary of War, 
before making any payments under the said contract, shall require the 
company to furnish satisfactory bonds to him to return the money if the 
carriage is not accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, buying carriages for guns for 
coast defense is a very serious business. They are very costly 
to construct in order to bear the modern high-power rifle and 
to be operated withease. In our days military men require that 
a gun carriage shall be a disappearing one, that it shall be en- 
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tirely out, of sight of the enemy while it is being loaded, and 
that it shall be easily uplifted, so astofire over the parapet and 
then quickly drop down into the pit to be again loaded. 

There have been two 10-inch disappearing gun carriages built 
by the War Department for test as to the best for use for coast 
defense purposes, the pneumatic disappearing gun carriage, 
weighing 48 tons, and the counterpoise disappearing gun car- 
riage, weighing 300 tons. One was invented by a civilian, th; 
other, I believe, was the invention of an officer of the Army. 
These are the only competitors, although as I understand there 
is another gun carriage being built, I am not sure of that, how- 
ever. I fear 1 may do an injustice by failing to describe it cor- 
rectly, so I will say nothing about it. They are ingenious and 
able men. 

There are now under contract and being constructed 56 10-inch 
guns, according to the report of the Chief of Ordnance. 'The 
cost of the carriages for these 56 guns, according tothe War 
Department estimates, is $35,000 each, making a total of $1,960,- 
000. It is of some consequence then, as a matter of money, that, 
it should be well done and if possible economically done, though 
the first consideration of course is excellence. 

The total number of 10-inch guns required for the coast de- 
fenses, according to the official estimate, is 222, and the amount 
necessary to supply carriages will be in the neighborhood of 
$8,000,000. This is according to theelaborate plansubmitted by 
the famous board a few years ago, which is being pursued, 
though with rather slow and faltering steps, especially this year, 
as a spirit of economy is necessarily upon us. 

The two disappearing carriages of which I spoke have both 
been tested, accepted and paid for as working to the satisfaction 
of the Department. It is not yet settled which is the better and 
which shall be adopted uniformly. 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification has given a contract 
to Capt. Gordon to build another gun carriage, similar to the 
one which has been accepted, to cost $47,000. 

The rival concern, the Pneumatic Gun Carriage Company, 
has taken the contract for the new Gordon carriage, which spec- 
ifies times of movements, etc., and now proposes to build a car- 
riage, in every particular superior to it, guaranteed to fire 
twelve rounds an hour, which is extraordinary rapidity for 
these heavy rifles. The company guarantees that the carriage 
will enable the gun to fire twelve rounds an hour to the coun- 
terpoise carriage’s ten, and perhaps, the promoters say, it will 
fire eighteen, to maneuver the gun by one man, to the counter- 
poise carriage’s fifteen, and the company will agree to build and 
deliver future carriages ata less price than that at which the 
Government can purcha‘e the counterpoise carriage. 

It also agrees that the carriage shall be built at its own ex- 
pense and at its own risk, and it is not to cost the Government 
one cent if it does not work to the satisfaction of the War Depart- 
ment and prove superior to its competitor. I do not know how 
a more favorable offer could be made tothe Government. Ifthe 
carriage is accepted by the War Department as satisfactory, the 
company is to be paid $50,000, and i suppose it would naturally 
expect a share of the gun carriages to be built hereafter. 

The two carriages for this competitive test will cost about the 
same. The Pneumatic Gun Carriage Company has just finished 
its contract with the Navy Department for installing its com- 
plet2 pneumatic system on the double turreted monitor Terror. 
That is the company in behalf of whose gun carriage I offer the 
amendment, Itisto install acomplete pneumatic system on the 
double turreted monitor Terror. The company furnishes four 
10-inch gun-carriages, ammunition hoists, rammers, apparatus 
for revolving the turrets, and steering and refrigerating the ship, 
all to be worked by compressed air. One of the arguments made 
against this carriage is that compressed air is not a satisfactory 
medium for working these heavy carriages. They are adopting 
it largely, however, in the Navy. 

Capt. John A. Howell, United States Navy, a man who is ac- 
cepted as avery high authority indeed upon scientific ques- 
tions, and especially as to matters concerning the Navy, who 
commanded at that time the Washington navy-yard and was 
president of the board of officers which recommended the con- 
tract for the pneumatic system on the Terror, and who is the 
inventor of the Howell torpedo, says: 

The advantages peculiar to the pneumatic carriage are reduced weight of 
the system, since the gun is counterpoised by an air spring, weighing a few 
pounds, instead of weights, far exceeding the weight of the gun; this re 
duces all the work necessary to handle the gun in the same proportion. 

The use of one fluid, air for handling the gun in all particulars, as con- 
trolling recoil, returning to battery, loading and training and elevating, if 
required, is in the direction of simplicity, combined with efficiency. No 
other system will have as high a coefficient of excellence, considering all the 
requisites of a disappearing gun in the coast defences. 

I shall not undertake to describe to those who have not exam- 
ined the matter the difference between those two plans, but J 
can perhaps convey the idea of a counterpoise battery. The 
enormous weight of the gun has to be counterbalanced by some- 
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thing else, even if great blocks of iron. The gun is thus de- 
pressed by swinging this great mass, whereas, with the pneu- 
matic machine, the process bears a certain resemblance to the 
use of steam. Compressed air is the power necessary to ele- 
yate, depress, train, etc. — i . 

Mr. Lewis Nixon, the designer of the warship New York, late 
an officer of the Navy and now the naval architect of the great 
firm of Cramp & Co., who are successfully building ships, says: 

The counterpoise carriage with its cumbrous parts, has been sup- 
planted by the hydropneumatic carriage abroad. Iam —— familiar 
with both these types, counterpoiss and pneumatic, and am satisfied that 
the pneumatic carriage is simpler and more efficient than the standard car- 
riage of Europe, and no more liable to derangement than the counterpoise 
sarriage. ? i 4 
, One man can do the work on the pneumatic carriage in elevating, travers 
ing, and lifting the gun that must be done by fifteen men with the counter- 
poise. Asmall crew can be much more easily handled under the demoral- 
izing effects of battle than a large one ; 

My opinion is, after following the development of the disappearing car- 
riage with great interest for several years, that the use of compressed air 
for handling guns has passed all stages of experiment, and hasdemonstrated 
its efficiency over all other methods, as it is absolutely reliable. 

[ have also here, which I might quote, other opinions and a 
report of Capt. Fletcher, of the Navy, who went abroad and ex- 
amined the matter, and who describes the use of air in handling 
heavy guns. I will read a brief extract from his report to the 
Navy Department. He says: 

In certain types of disappearing carriages for land fortifications and coast 
defense a small reservoir of air under pressure is employed for raising the 
gun to the firing position after the recoil. This system wassuccessfully ap- 
plied to a 6-inch naval carriage, built some years ago by the Bureau of Ord- 
nance. Sincethat date it has met with favor abroad, particularly in Italy, 
where it is now used for raising guns of 67 tons weight. 

Now, I have no criticisms and no controversies with the able 
gentlemen onthat great board of ordnance or with our Ordnance 
Department. They have comparatively limited sums of money 
to expend, and must do the best they can with what they have. 
It is my sincere judgment that it is worth while for the War 
Department to make the experiment with this carriage. It is 
not tocost the Governmentone dollar unless it is freely accepted 
by the War Department after it is built. The one which has 
been built and which tha Government owns now, works to gen- 
eral satisfaction. 

I think the War Department, it is my mere surmise, would 
probably be very glad to try bothof these carriages. They have 
not the money, however, and their success in asking for large 
sums of money is not so great as to encourage them. At any 
rate, on behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I propose 
the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. HUNTON. There seems to be a general disposition to 
adopt the amendment, and that being the case I do not desire 
to detain the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that the amendment, substantially 
at least, is recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Is the amendment in the language of the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iso stated, but there is s0 much confusion 
in the Chamber that the Senator from Florida probably did not 
hear me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. HUNTON. I desire to offer an amendment. 
it now stands provides that— 

The owners of hotels and other nonmilitary buildings now at Fort Mon- 
roe, Va., shall bear one-half of the expense of construction of the said sewer, 
and the Secretary of War be, and he is herebyy, authorized and directed to 
equitably and justly apportion among,assess against, and collect from the 
said owners and to expend in construction of the said sewer the moiety of 
the estimated cost thereof; and he is alsoauthorized and directed from time 
to time to cause to be assessed upon and collected from the owners of non- 
military buildings situated within the limits of the Fort Monroe military 
reservation, and from individuals or corporations engaged in business 
thereat, such sum or sums of money as he may deem just, reasonable, and 
necessary for expenditure upon the repair and operation of existing works, 
or the construction, improvement, maintenance, and operation of such 
other works, such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, and general police, 
as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, should be constructed and main- 
tained in order to protect the interests of the United States, and the inter- 
ests, health, and general welfare of the said nonmilitary interests now es- 
tablished or that may hereafter be established at Fort Monroe. 

That provision of the bill makes the Secretary of War the 
legislature to determine when public work shall be undertaken, 
and to determine further who shall pay forit. The owners of 
hotels and nonmilitary buildings at Fortress Monroe are per- 
fectly willing to pay for the present sewerage system, which 
has been laid out by the Secretary of War. It meets the appro- 
bation of the citizens of that place and they are perfectly will- 
ing to pay their proportion of it; but they are not willing that 
the Secretary of War shall in the future determine when simi- 
lar works are necessary and to assess the inhabitants of the place 
for such sums as he may please to pay for such works as he may 
determine are necessary for that place. 

I beg to say to the Senate that this provision in the bill, as it 


The bill as 
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came from the House, was the result of an accident. I am in- 
formed by the gentleman who represents the districtin the other 
House that the Committee on Appropriations determined to cor- 
rect that provision according to the amendment which I have 
offered, but by an oversight they failed to do it, and I desire to 
do in the Senate what the Appropriation Committee of the other 
House intended todo. fam authorized by the Representative 
of that district to say that the language of the amendment that 
I propose is perfectly satisfactory to the Appropriations Commit- 
tec of the other House, anc I therefore desire that the language 
of the bill shall be changed to read as follows: 

Provided, That the owners of the civilian buildings and civillan interests 
now located at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear the proportion of one-half of 
the expense of construction and maintenance of said sewer system 

That is exactly the provision of the bill, and to that provision 
the residents of Fort Monroe have no objection. They are per- 
fectly willing to carry out this idea of contributing one-half to 
the sewerage system that has been laid out and agreed to by the 
military authorities, and which is acceptable to the citizens of 
that place— 
and which proportion the Secretary of War is authorized to assess against 
said owners apportioned justly and equitably between them, and collect 
and expend the same for such construction and maintenance. 

That is the language of the bill. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby further authorized to assess upon ves 
sels using the wharf at Fort Monroe, Va., one-half of the actual cost of re- 
pairs rendered necessary by the ordinary wear and tear of said wharf, and 
any damage done to said wharf by any vessel shall be paid for by the owner 
or owners of said vessel. 

Provided further, That all moneys collected as above provided, or that may 
be received from other incidental sources from and after this date, be, and 
are hereby, made special contingent funds to be expended for the purpose 
for which the same are collected in accordance with rules and regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, who will render annually to Con 
gress a detailed account of all receipts and expenditures. 

This amendment, if adopted, imposes upon the civilian prop- 
erty owners of Fort Monroe one-half of the present sewerage 
system that has been approved by the military authorities, and 
leaves out of the bill the authority of the Secretary of War to 
enter upon any future improvements which he may choose, and 
assess upon the citizens such sum as he may think is just and 
proper to assess upon them to construct future systems of sew- 
erage, or anything else that he may think is necessary. 

I ask that this amendment bo adopted. It carries out the 
views of the Committee on Appropriations of the other House 
and the views of the Secretary of War. I protest earnestly that 
the Senate has no right to place into the hands of the Secretary 
of War the power for all time to assess the citizens of Fort 
Monroe to carry out such improvements as in his opinion may 
be proper and just. I ask that the amendment be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
will please state his amendment again. Is it to strike out and 
insert? 

Mr. HUNTON. Commencing at the word ‘‘ provided,” in line 
page 2, I move to strike out all down to the next proviso in 
line 19, page 2, and insert what I have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia to the fact that that part of 
what he read is also included in the proviso, after line 1. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand that, sir; but by striking out 
and inserting, as I propose, that is retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
strike out to line 2 on page 4: 

Mr. HUNTON. To the proviso on page 3, line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bo stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the proviso beginning in line 
22, page 2, and ending at line 19, page 3, and insert the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That the owners of the civilian buildings and the civilian inter- 
ests now located at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear the proportion of one-half 
of the expense of construction and maintenance of said sewer system, and 
which proportion the Secretary of War is authorized to assess against said 
owners, apportioned justly and equitably between them, and collect and ex- 
pend the same for such construction and maintenance. 

And the Secretary of War is hereby further authorized to assess upon ves 
sels using the wharf at ort Monroe, Va., one-half the actual cost of repairs 
rendered necessary by the ordinary wear and tear of said wharf, and ;¢ 
damage done to said wharf by any vessel shall be paid for by the 
owners of said vessel. 

Provided further, That all moneys collected as above provided, or that 
may be received from other incidental sources from and after this date, be, 
and are hereby, made special contingent funds to be expended for the pur- 
pose for which the same re collected in accordance with the rules and regu- 
lations to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, who will render annually 
to Congress a detailed account of all receipts and expenditures 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Virginia desires to strike out from the word “ dol- 
lars” in line 22, page 2, down to and including the word “‘ ex- 
penditures,” in line 2, nage 4, as his amendment covers all that 
subject. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think not. 

Mr. CALL. This amendment was before the Committee on 
Appropriations and was considered by them. It was understood 
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that the Senator from Virginia should have the privilege of 
moving it in the Senate without objection. Perhaps it is not 
subject to a point of order, inasmuch as it makes no change in 
existing law and does not increase the appropriation in any way. 
Therefore it will have to be considered upon its merits. The 
only change made is that it is sought to limit the discretion of 
the Secretary of War to the construction and maintenance of 
sewers, whereas the appropriation in the bill as reported to the 
Senute and asadopted by the Senate with the committee amend- 
ment extends it to roads, streets, and lights, giving the Secre- 
tary of War the authority to assess, as Congress might author- 
ize, for one-half of the cost of sewers, streets, roads, and lights. 
The objection that is made by the mover of the amendment is 
that the discretion in the Secretary of War is indefinite and un- 
limited, and that he might assess the occupants upon the mili- 
tary reservation such sum as he chooses as in his opinion may 
be required, and that that may be a very extravagant sum. 

[ donot myself see that there is any danger to the occupants 
wpon the reservation who live there without any compensation 
to the Government, merely as a gratuity, nor that there is any 
danger in the exercise of this authority by the Secretary of 
War to the extent of being a severe contribution imposed upon 
them. Therefore, I have not agreed to the amendment, but if 
there is any limitation put upon the power, which will allow it 
to extend to streets and sewers, and define the limitation clearly 
to be one-half of such amountas shall be authorized by Congress, 
I do not see that there is any great point in the contention one 

fay or the other. Certainly the authority of the Secretary of 
War, whatever it is, should extend to providing not only sewer- 
age, which, according to the report.of Col. Davis, is in adreadful 
condition, butalso to providing forthe large number of pleasure 
seekers and occupants whoure now upon that reservation proper 
streets, and lights, and the usual accompaniments of a town, 
where the comfort and the health and the safety of the people 
are concerned. 

That a wharf built by the Government, which is entirely a 
public work, a large and expensive wharf, requiring an annual 
appropriation for its maintenance, and the levy of rates and 
tolls upon those using the wharf, are the subject of contention 
involved in the amendment. Unless the Senator can change 
his amendment to such a form as to limit the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, as to the amount which he may demand, and 
apply it to roads, and streets, and lights, I am not disposed for 
one to agree to the amendment. With that limitation, I have 
no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agresing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. [I am making a modification of the amend- 
ment that wiil be satisfactory to the Senator who has charge of 
the bill, and I beg that the vote be not taken until Ican finish it. 
[A pause. ] 

Mr. CALL. 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTON. We have about agreed upon an amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Let itbe read at the desk. 

Mr. HUNTON. I withdraw the amendment that I offered 
awhile ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
withdraws the amendment previously offered. 

Mr. HUNTON. Inline 9, page 3, after the word “ thereat,” 
I move to insert “ one-half of;” and im lime 11, after the word 
‘‘of,” to strike out “existing works, or the construction, im- 
provement, maintenance, and operation of such other works.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. t,” in line 9, page 


The Senator from Virginia willread the amend- 


After the word ‘‘thereat, 
3, insert “‘ one-half of; and in line 11, page 3, strike out “ exist- 
ing works, or the construction, improvement, maintenance, and 
operation of such other works;” so as to read: 


Provided That the owners of hotels and of other nonmilitary buildings 
now at Fort Monroe, Va., shall bear one-half of the expense of construction 
of the said sewer, and the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to equitably and justly apportion among, assess against, 
and collect from the said owners and to expend in construction of the said 
sewer the moiety of the estimated cost thereof; and he is also authorized 
and directed from time to time to cause to be assessed upon and collected 
from the owners of nonmilitary buiidings situated within the limits of the 
Fort Monroe military reservation, and from individuals or corporations 
engaged in business thereat, one-half of such sum or sums of money as he 
may deem just, reasonable, and necessary for expenditure upon the repair 
and operation of such as roads, streets, lights, sewerage, and general po- 
lice, as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, should be constructed and 
maintained in order to protect the interests of the United States, and the 
interests, health, and general welfare of the said nonmilitary interests now 
established or that may hereafter be established at Fort Monroe. 


Mr. CALL. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word ‘‘as” 
in line 13 will be stricken out if there be no objection. 


after “such ” 
If there 


be no further amendment as in Committee of the Whole the )j)) 
will be reported to the Senate. ye 
The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in. 
Mr. CALL. I submit the following statement as to th: 
propriations made by the bill: 


The items of increase made in the House bill are a3 follows: 
For construction of gun and mortar platforms 
For preservation and repair of fortifications 
ror sewerage system at Fort Monroe, Va 
For finishing and assembling 8, 10, and 12 inch seacoast guns 
For sights for cannon, and for fuses 
lor steel deck-piercing shells for breech-loading mortars 
For purchase and erection of steel plates for testing deck-piercing 
shell 
For purchase and erection of armor plates for testing armor-pierc- 
IIE snenicu-tntuniieatandanetiania eed eieseashapresdacidpiaeviaaih aicite idle lnceilaatebetaaaiediicatadh Cedi matin a 
For payments on contracts uuder act of July 23, 1892, for mortars, 
steel, and carriages .. X sa 
For payments on contracts under act of February 18, 1893, for mor 
i dine canes shisha chen orp eaidimimondlngnsatiaibontnne. 275, 0 
For carriages for steel breech-loading seacoast cannon of 8, 10, and 
12inch caliber -- iene taht eats bein icine edibles aly aihiaaa gikns 
For expenses of proving ground at Sandy Hook, N. J 
For brick shed for storage at Watertown Arsenal, Mass._......._.. 
For expenses under Board of Ordnance and Fortification... .__- 


‘Hatal inewease...................- . --- 829,45 
RE aiinas. ocnvawetics sdsiacwdauitkeione ésineclideaie stiles silo 275, 000 
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the bill 


i i ls ae i 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
to be read a third time. 
The biil was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S.1573) making an appropriation for rewriting the 
Consular Regulations. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5894) making 
appropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. BOWERS of 
California managers at the conference on the partof the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and hadappointed Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, and Mr. HITT managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the Univer- 
sity of Utah a site off the public domain; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President, 

DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water 
main assessments in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: ‘ 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to said bill, and agree to the 


.s8ame with the following amendments: 


In line 12, after the word “ made,’’ insert the words ‘“‘and the instaliments 
paid as they become due and payable, and the taxpayer is not in default or 
c arrears in any manner.” 
And add at the end of the bill the following words: ‘nor for relieving 
any taxpayer who is in arrears for water-main assessments.” 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
JOHN MARTIN, 
Managers on the pari of the Senate 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
A. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representa- 
tives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(HH. R..5804) making appropriations for the Military Academy 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1895, and requesting a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon. ; 
Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
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ments and accede to the request of the House of Representatives 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BRICE, Mr. CALL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to theamendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for 
the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
fiseal year ending June 20, 1895, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments anjl accede to the request of the House of Representa- 
tives for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 6518, known as the river and harbor 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6518) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, which had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

Mr. RANSOM. I desire that the bill be read and that we 
pass upon the amendments of the committee as we reach them, 
following the usual form. 

Mr. MILLS. That is, that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that it be read for action on the amend- 
ments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
formal reading will be dispensed with and the amendments of 
the Committee will be considered as they are reached. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 2, line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
‘twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-one;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, 831,000, of 
which 81,000 may be expended in completing a survey of the same with a 
view of making itavailable for vessels of a deeper draft. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line | 
** thousand,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert 
make the clause read: 
oving ha 


1, before the word 
“eicht;” so as to 
Tm} rbor at Belfast, Me.: Continuing improvement, 8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ one” and insert ‘‘two;” 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, by deep- 
ening and widening the main channel to a depth of 27 feet and a width of 
1,000 feet, $250,000, of which $10,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 

Var, - used in the further prosecution of the work in Nantasket Beach 
channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out “five thousand” and insert ‘‘seven 

” so as to make the clause read: 


thousand five hundred;” 
Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 87,500: Pro- 


vided, That the whole or any portion of this appropriation may be expended 
on the western channel, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 23, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ twenty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor of refuge at Nantucket, Mass.: 
ment, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 7, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “‘eight” and insert ‘‘ ten; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 16, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Gloucester, Mass.: Continuing improvement, 860,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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line 23, before the word 
soas to make 


Continuing improve- 
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next amendment was, on page 4, line 20, to insert: 


proving harbor at Wareham, Mass.: The Secretary of War is directed 
ut of the appropriation on hand to make aresurvey of said harbor with a 
view to its further needed improvement 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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[he next amendment was, on page 5, line 7, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out 

hich, with the unexpended balance on hand, shall be expended in dredging 

| the enlarged inner harbor westerly from the outer gap along the southerly 

side of the wall of the enlarged inner harbor to a depth of 9 feet 
and insert— 
including dredging when necessary, and a survey and estima oO 
further improvement of said harbor; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Block Island, I Comy 


21. 000 





including dredging when necessary aa a survey ¢ 
further improvement of said harbor 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend, in line 7, on page 5, by 
striking out‘‘one thousand” and inserting ‘“‘two thousand five 
hundred.” Itisa small amendment, which I neglected to call 
to the attention of the committee, but I understand the com- 
mittee have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 7, before the word ‘dol- 
lars,” it is proposee to strike out ‘‘ one thousand,” and insert 
‘*two thousand five hundred;” so as to read: 


Improving harbor at Block Island, R. L: 


$2,500. 

Mr. RANSOM. 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 5, to strike out 
lines 21 and 22, in the following words: 

Paweatuck River: The Secretary of War is directed out of the appropria- 
tion on hand to make a resurvey of said river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,” to insert ‘“‘and twenty-five;:” so as make the clause 
read: 

Constructing breakwaters at New Haven, C 
tion, $125,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after lino 9, to insert: 
Improving Stonington Harbor, Connecticut, by removing a part of Noy 
Shoal and dredging in the inner harbor, in accordance with the report of 

Capt. W. H. Bixby, of the Corps of Engineers, dated June 12, 1893, 35,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 19, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ‘ thirty;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Completing improvement 


That amendment ought to have been mado 


mn.: Continuing co1 


struc- 


Improving harbor at Duck Island, on Long Island Sound, Connect 
Continuing improvement, $30,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 


_ Improving Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, 
620.000. So much of this appropriation as may be necessary may,in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended between the freight depot 
of the Danbury and Norwalk Railroad Company on the north and Jennings, 
so called, on the south, to remove the flats known as Ferrys Point between 
the channel and the established harbor line; and any unexpended balance, 
after completion of the above, may be used for the improvement of the 
sharp bend in the channel near Keysers Island at the mouth of the harbor 
Provided, That the United States shall be subjected to no cost for any lands 
required to make this improvement , 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, tostrilx 
Improving Gowanus Bay Channel, New York: Continuing improvement 
$50,000; and the Secretary of War is directed to report a plan and estimates 
for deepening to 26 feet at mean low water the Red Hook and Gowanus 
Creek Channel, and the Bay Ridge Channel, and also whether, in his opinion, 
the interests of commerce require such a depth, or any additional depth, at 

this time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 13, to insert: 


Improving Bay Ridge Channel, New York Harbor, New York: Continuing 
improvement by dredging out_and opening the same from a point at its 
junction with the Gowanus Creek Channel (near Twenty-eighth street), 
southerly therefrom along and in front of Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge toa 
point where the said Bay Ridge Channel, so to be opened, encounters a 26- 
foot contour or depth of water, so that the channel, so to be opened, shall 
be of a uniform depth of 26 feet and a width of 800 feet at low water, $100,000: 
Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary for the completion the 
above project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $475,800, exclusive of the amount 
herein appropriated. 

Improving Red Hook and Gowanus Creek channels, New York: Continu- 
ing improvement under the project to obtain 21 feet of water, $50,000. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise to ask the chairman of the com- 


mittee as to the amendment beginning in line 14, on page 8. Is 
there a report from any engineer officer of the War Department 
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recommending the proposed improvement embraced in the para- 

graph just read, and has any estimate been made or any plan 

submitted at any time for it? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes,sir. No item in the bill was more de- 
liberately considered than the one to which the Senator refers. 
It underwent several changes, and it was finally adjusted to con- 
form to what was thought to be best upon consultation with the 
engineers in charge and the Senators from New York. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Has it been recommended by the en- 
gineer? Col. Gillespie is the engineer in charge. 

Mr. RANSOM. Lam sorry I can not go into these details. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is susceptible of an easy answer. 

Mr. RANSOM. I prefer to be my own judge upon that mat- 
ter, and not have the Senator from Louisiana answer for me. 

I said distinctly that this amendment was the subject of discus- 
sion at leastthree different times, upon three different days, or 
perhaps more, and this was‘the final form accepted after consul- 
tation with the engineers in charge, the people engaged in com- 
merce, and the Senator from New York [Mr., MURPHY], who is 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This particular improvement, in refer- 
ence to which I made the inquiry, was reported upon adversely 
by Lieut. Col. Gillespie, the United States engineer officer in 
charge, to the last Congress. The purpose of my inquiry was 
to ascertain whether there had been from that officer, or any 
other, any subsequent favorable report upon this project, sub- 
mitting plans and estimates of the work. To that inquiry no 
answer is given. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I understand this improvement 
is embraced in the text of the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives, and it is fully described and recommended in 
the report of the Chief of Engineers on page 101. 

The committee simply divided this proposed improvement, 
making, as it will be seen, the Bay Ridge channel 26 feet, leav- 
ing the other at Red Hook and Gowanus Creek at 21 feet, and 
putting the work under the contract system. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Oregon is mistaken. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not think Iam. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I think the Senotor is mistaken when 
he says that this particular appropriation or project is included 
in the text of the bill as it came from the House. I refer to the 
words stricken out on page 8, from line 7 to line 13, inclusive. 
That I understand to be the Senator's statement. 

In the bill as it came from the House the item alluded to by 
the Senator from Oregon relates to Red Hook and Gowanus 
Creek channel and to Bay Ridge channel, but not to any such 
improvement in Bay Ridge channel as that contemplated in the 
paragraph of the bill to which I have called attention. The 
project is a new one, and I think there is no report of the en- 
gineer officer to justify its incorporation in the pending bill. 

[ have no disposition to oppose it, but must express dissent to 
the policy of adopting projects of improvement not recom- 
mended by engineers of the Government in charge. 

Mr. CULLOM. T do not understand that the Senator desires 
to oppose the amendment, but I wish to say what the chairman 
of the committee has already said, that perhaps there is no item 
in this bill which was more thoroughly investigated and over 
which there was probably more discussion and more hearings 
than the amendment to which the Senator refers. The com- 
mittee, I think, after many hearings and full hearings, deter- 
mined substantially unanimously that the provision beginning 
in line 14, on page 8, should be adopted as an amendment to the 
bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Isaid I hadno wish to oppose the amend- 
ment. I merely desired to state that I doubt very much the 
advisability of this project being in the bill. It was placed by 
the Senate in the river and harbor bill of 1892, and after full 
consideration in conference, it went out except as to a limited 
improvement in that channel. I know of no further report 
from the engineer changing his views. I repeat, the report 
submitted to the last Congress was adverse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 9, line 9, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert “ fif- 
teen;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, after the word 
‘* breakwater,” toinsert ‘‘and not exceeding $10,000 of which 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be used for re- 
moving rock to widen and deepen the inner harbor near the 
mouth of the Oswego River;” so as to make the clause read: 
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Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y: Continuing improvement, $37,000 
of which $10,000 shall be expended in repairing the breach recently made 
in the breakwater; and not exceeding $10,00) of which may, in the dis. 
cretion of the Secretary of War, be used for removing rock to widen and 
deepen the inner harbor near the mouth of the Os wego River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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* The next amendment was, on page 9, line 24, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, #100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘and the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priations heretofore made for the improvement of the Niagara 
River from Tonawanda to Port Day, N. Y., is hereby trans- 
ferred and appropriated for this improvement: so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving Tonawanda Harborand Niagara River, New York: Continuing 
improvement, #50,000, and the unexpended balance of the appropriations 
heretofore made for the improvement of the Niagara River from Tonawanda 
cd Day, N. Y., is hereby transferred and appropriated for this improve 

Mr. CULLOM. There was a mistake made by the committee 
in the amendment which has just been read by the Secretary. 
I have received a telegram from the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MuRPHY], who is a member of the Committee on Com- 
merce, whose attention has been called to the matter, desiring 
it to be corrected. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk to take the place of the committee amendment. 

Mr.DOLPH. The committee amendment should be disagreed 
to first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. [If there be no objection the 
amendment of the committee will be disagreed to. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment is disagreed to. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, it is proposed to substitute for 
the clause from line 5 to line 10, inclusive, the following: 

Improving Niagara River from Tonawanda to Fort Day, N.Y., $20,000; and 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation heretofore made for this im 
provement is hereby reappropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 10, line 20, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “ forty ” and insert ‘‘sixty; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York Harbor: Continuing improve- 
ment, $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 8, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘forty;” soas to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 
$40,000, one-half of which, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, shall be 
used in dredging bar between South Amboy and Great Beds Light. This 
appropriation shall include a survey between South amboy and Great Beds 
Light, with a view to deepening the channel to 21 feet at mean low water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 1, after the word 
‘‘ maintenance,” to insert ‘‘and widening channel to 1,000 feet;” 
and in line 2, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” 
and insert ‘‘two hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: For maintenance and widening 
channel to 1,000 feet, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed tb. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 5, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert ‘fone hun- 
dred and ten;” so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Norfolk and its approaches, Virginia: Continuing 
improvement, $110,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 7, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to insert ‘‘and thirty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Improving harbor at Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, #130,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 16, to insert: 

Improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., 830,000, the whole of which 
shall be paid to C. P. Goodyear for depth of water heretofore obtained over 
said outer bar. And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to pay to 
said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs or assigns, upon procurement by the said 
Goodyear, his heirs or assigns, of a practical channel over said outer bar at 
Brunswick at least 100 fest in width and of a minimum depth of 23 feet at 
ordinary mean high tide on or before November 1, 1895, the sum of $30,000; 
upon the procurement as aforesaid, on or before the Ist day of January, 1897, 
otadepth of water in said channel over said outer bar of a minimum copes 
at ordinary mean high tide of 24 feet, and of said width, $40,000, to be paid in 


manner aforesaid; upon the procurement as aforesaid, on or before Janu- 
ary 1, 1898, of a de thot water in said channel of a minimum depth at ordi- 
nary mean high tide of 25 feet, and of said width, $50,000, to be paid in man- 
ner aforesaid. And should the depth of 25 feet at ordinary mean high tude 





